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ABSTRACT

The deeping interests and research toward Entrepreneurship, which is considered as an potential
alternative for solving the continuing economic recession in the 21* century, have grown. The process
and methodology of the research could not be systematically arranged and the results of the research
lack in efforts on the application of increasing suceess ratio in starting new business. This study
adopted corpus methodology, through which we try to analyzes the knowledge structure in
entrepreneurship research, derive essential concepts and the consisting domains in venture research.
Based on the results of analysis, this study constructs the knowledge structure of venture research in a
form of knowledge ontology. The results of the study could be a ground for entrepreneurship research
and utilized as implication for a creation of construction for the entrepreneurship knowledge ontology.

Keyworlds: venture creation, knowledge structure, entrepreneurship ontology, corpus, co-word analysis
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