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Abstract 

Objectives Entrepreneurial spirit is considered a vital resource for the economy in various countries where entre‑
preneurs found businesses. It is thus crucial to analyze the relationship between entrepreneurship and global crises, 
as entrepreneurial initiatives can be affected by the economic instability that crises generate. This study uses biblio‑
metric analysis to explore the topic of entrepreneurship in situations of global crisis.

Theoretical framework Starting from the structure of bibliometric analysis, we analyzed 1111 documents retrieved 
from the Scopus and WoS databases for the years 2000–2023.

Methodology We characterized the documents studied and analyzed citations, co‑citations, co‑words, and co‑
authorship using VOSviewer software.

Results/implications Our analysis produced results on networks among authors and countries. We also obtained 
significant results on the structure of the field studied and its projection for the future. Finally, we propose implica‑
tions and opportunities for future lines of research.

Keywords Entrepreneurship, International crises, Covid‑19, Bibliometric analysis

Introduction
Entrepreneurs have been recognized globally as engines 
of economic progress and growth. They are considered 
one of the driving forces for economic development, con-
stituting a fundamental aspect of economic recovery in 
times of crisis [3, 27, 37]. Numerous studies have deter-
mined that entrepreneurial spirit is a fundamental com-
ponent contributing to social value. They stress the need 
to understand how newly founded businesses contribute 
successfully to job creation, as well as the formulation 
and deployment of innovative technology [38, 88, 103, 
108].

In the past decade, many studies of entrepreneurial 
spirit and economic growth have been performed in 
environments of economic stability [41, 56], but few 
empirical studies have analyzed entrepreneurship in situ-
ations of crisis and political and economic instability [4]. 
Conflicts and crises are considered one of the most criti-
cal challenges facing entrepreneurship today. Entrepre-
neurial spirit is crucial to such situations, as it provides 
a constructive perspective on changing circumstances 
[112], stimulating opportunity recognition [95]. Intro-
ducing new technologies, services, and innovative prod-
ucts provides new opportunities and jobs that contribute 
to growth [66, 75]. More specifically, various studies have 
demonstrated the importance of entrepreneurial spirit 
during a global crisis [25, 73, 93, 98], such as the crisis 
caused by the Covid-19 pandemic and the economic 
recessions expected to occur in the following years. At 
this point, it is worth mentioning social entrepreneurship 
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as a subcategory, due to its importance to mitigate the 
consequences of global crises, in these circumstances. It 
becomes a fundamental tool for generating social and/or 
environmental change [85].

The existing literature has examined how new ventures 
have participated in productive recovery when facing the 
threat of international crises [8, 73, 79, 110], the relation-
ship between entrepreneurial resilience and crisis in local 
economies [49, 50, 52], access to financing of start-ups in 
crisis situations [21], the effect of the (post-crisis) eco-
nomic recession on entrepreneurship [44], the influence 
of the institutional environment on entrepreneurship 
[83], and new business dynamics due to the situation cre-
ated by Covid-19 [43].

Understanding how entrepreneurs and their new initia-
tives overcome the adversities derived from the crisis is 
very important to determining the best way to manage 
crises and reduce their impact [18]. Entrepreneurs are 
currently facing an unprecedented new competitive envi-
ronment to which their companies must adapt. In fact, 
the literature analyzed confirms that the impact of the 
Covid-19 crisis has created enormous challenges for new 
undertakings, requiring innovation and providing oppor-
tunities to identify new business models that enable these 
initiatives to survive the crisis [77]. This type of environ-
ment can, however, represent the opportunity for a para-
digm shift, the unique characteristics of which have not 
received sufficient study.

The recent literature also stresses that few studies have 
adopted a holistic approach that examines the literature 
on entrepreneurship and international crises [23, 76, 
112]. Such studies are needed to demonstrate how the 
literature on entrepreneurship has evolved during peri-
ods of international crisis. This approach can help us to 
determine the literature’s limitations and propose future 
lines of study.

This analysis will provide a macroscopic view of a large 
body of the academic literature [29, 109]. This investi-
gation can also be used to identify strengths and weak-
nesses in the field of entrepreneurship, and the most 
relevant authors, countries, and affiliations on this topic 
[96]. Furthermore, this type of study has been widely 
used to identify trends in research on crisis and entre-
preneurship [39] and emphasize knowledge, institutions, 
and developmental changes in this field, which have 
important implications for future research and develop-
ment [63, 64, 111]. All this information can help govern-
ments and public policy makers to develop strategic lines 
and subsidies to support entrepreneurs and new ventures 
in environments of global crisis.

To achieve this goal, our study performs a two-
level analysis: bibliometric and content analysis. It 
describes the intellectual structure of the literature on 

entrepreneurship and international crisis, which includes 
various paradigms, and the dominant logic of each para-
digm, as well as its possible limitations.

Our analysis thus tackles two research questions. First, 
it seeks to determine the structure of the literature link-
ing entrepreneurship to situations of international cri-
sis. This information can help to clarify the evolution of 
studies performed during periods of global crisis—that 
is, the structure of academic knowledge—and the inten-
sity of this research field. The second research question 
this study seeks to answer is the direction in which the 
literature on entrepreneurship and environments of crisis 
should evolve.

In this study, content analysis enables us to classify 
words into various categories related to “entrepreneur-
ship” and “international crises and/or Covid-19 crisis.” 
The results showed five different categories: “challenges 
for entrepreneurs,” which shows the consequences and 
mechanisms used by entrepreneurs in times of crisis; 
“social entrepreneur” as a subcategory of entrepreneur 
who plays an important role in the maintenance of eco-
nomic prosperity and brings benefits to society in times 
of crisis [106], “entrepreneurial financing” considering 
the economic climate in a crisis environment; “support 
policies” which refers to support services for entrepre-
neurs as an alternative for facing crisis in developed 
economies and “resilience” as the capacity for or outcome 
of successful adaptation despite challenging or threaten-
ing circumstances [72].

The study’s goal is to contribute to various challenges 
these environments pose to new ventures and to the 
economies of different countries in which these new 
firms are established.

Another important implication of this study is that it 
shows possible changes in the development of the field of 
entrepreneurship with significant implications for future 
research and development [63, 64, 111].

This analysis contributes to the literature by providing 
an updated review of the entrepreneurship topics ana-
lyzed and their relationship to the Covid-19 crisis. This 
information can help other researchers conduct studies 
on various topics related to the pandemic. Such analy-
sis can also help to identify new research questions that 
facilitate the survival of start-ups in global environments 
of crisis.

To achieve the proposed research goals, our study is 
organized as follows. The first section analyzes the review 
articles on entrepreneurship in crisis situations. The aim 
of this section is to identify and analyze different topics 
covered in the articles, not to delve into the typology of 
the entrepreneur.

Second, the study analyzes the data sources and meth-
odologies used. Subsequently, it presents the results 
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obtained and the main conclusions and future lines of 
study.

Review studies on entrepreneurship 
and international crises
Following Elo and Kyngäs [33], our study’s content 
analysis has been implemented as a systematic objec-
tive method to describe and quantify a phenomenon 
[30, 91]. Based on the assumption that words, phrases, 
etc. classified into the same categories share the same 
meaning [19], our research includes inductive analysis of 
the literature reviews found in which the topics “entre-
preneurship” and “international crises and/or Covid-19 
crisis” come together. Therefore, content analysis in this 
study enables us to classify words into various categories 
related to content. This method lets us find five catego-
ries: “challenges for entrepreneurs,” “social entrepreneur” 
(a subcategory of entrepreneur that gains more strength 
in times of crisis), “entrepreneurial financing,” “support 
policies,” and “resilience.”

Challenges for entrepreneurs in environments of crisis
On this point, our study analyzed six published litera-
ture reviews. We began with Liñán and Jaén [65], which 
demonstrates the main consequences of and mechanisms 
by which the Covid-19 crisis affects entrepreneurship, as 
well as different effects to be expected for each stage and 
type of entrepreneur.

First, the analysis reviews the main disruptions that 
can affect entrepreneurial spirit, including decrease in 
demand, effects of the crisis on consumers’ normal activ-
ity, change in more apprehensive and fearful people, and 
other effects, such as financing by business angels or ven-
ture capital, and possible problems of supply and ability 
to ensure supply.

Second, the authors review changes in the entrepre-
neurial dynamic for potential, nascent, and new entre-
preneurs. They compare the pattern these individuals 
followed in different countries during the global crisis to 
analyze possible broader patterns that may have occurred 
during the Covid-19 crisis.

Finally, they review different areas proposed for analy-
sis based on study of each area. Some examples are the 
evolution of entrepreneurial intentions and percep-
tions following the Covid-19 crisis and the institutional 
context.

Next, Callegari and Feder [17] propose that extensive 
analysis of and integrated response to the Covid-19 crisis 
must consider both the short- and the long-term impact 
of the epidemic.

Their article takes a step in this direction by review-
ing the existing literature on the business reactions trig-
gered by current and prior epidemics from a combined 

Schumpeterian–Kirznerian theoretical perspective. To 
develop this study, they chose 52 articles published in 
June and July 2020 to provide a full and detailed account 
of all contributions analyzed.

Third, the study by Kuckertz and Brändle [54] analyzes 
how an exogenous economic variable like the Covid-19 
pandemic affects entrepreneurial activity. To perform 
this study, the researchers identify 34 empirical studies 
that answer this question. Thematic analysis of the sam-
ple suggests that uncertainty, resilience, and entrepre-
neurial opportunity are the issues to be considered when 
analyzing how the crisis affects entrepreneurship.

For the authors, these effects involve issues that should 
be considered as a whole, not separately, because a holis-
tic view of the literature enables definition of entrepre-
neurship in times of crisis as creative reconstruction that 
goes beyond mere focus on resilience.

Fourth, Abebe [1] performs in-depth analysis of the cri-
sis suffered by refugee entrepreneurs in 2010. This article 
systematically reviews the literature in multiple disci-
plines to provide a transparent impartial representation 
of the research on refugee entrepreneurs. Starting from 
131 articles published 1986–2020, the author performs a 
descriptive classification and analysis of the publications. 
The analysis produces various themes or clusters that 
help to determine future lines of research.

The analysis by Lee et  al. [59] systematically reviews 
106 articles, spanning different types of crisis in the 
entrepreneurship literature, as well as the similarities 
and differences between these articles. This study thus 
deepens knowledge of the relationship between entre-
preneurship and crisis situations. Its results shed light on 
different perspectives, such as:

• Analysis of the 2007–2008 financial crisis, with in-
depth focus on issues such as survival, variation in 
firm creation by country, and ways entrepreneurs 
face the crisis situation based on type of enterprise.

• Analysis of the 1997 Asian financial crisis, reviewing 
studies that examined the factors influencing entry 
and survival of firms operating in developing coun-
tries during this time, as well as factors that affect 
revitalization of family entrepreneurship.

• Study of articles related to local economic collapse, 
analyzing in depth 8 articles on micro- and meso-
level factors that influence entrepreneurial spirit.

• Review of studies related to the Covid-19 crisis that 
analyze issues such as its influence on nascent and 
new entrepreneurs’ decision to start a business, chal-
lenges and opportunities that small firms faced dur-
ing the pandemic, the role of digital capabilities in 
newly created firms, and effect of the institutional 
environment.
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• Analysis of the literature on environmental disasters. 
The four studies on environmental disasters in this 
review show that business spirit has the potential to 
catalyze restoration of the community, even in the 
most affected areas.

• Study of articles published on political conflicts, 
which analyze small business creation in areas with 
persistent conflict, with special attention to hostile 
environments.

Finally, the systematic literature review by Yunus et al. 
[113] analyzes 42 studies published 2020–2023. This 
analysis shows the value of the most significant changes 
experienced by small- and medium-sized enterprises 
(SMEs) in Indonesia during the Covid-19 pandemic. 
More specifically, it reveals the strategies these firms 
developed to survive and prosper in the crisis situation.

Social entrepreneurship in crisis situations
Given the nature of the research topic, we tackled this 
point by analyzing two articles on the challenges and 
implications of social entrepreneurship in  situations of 
international crisis. In this section, social entrepreneur-
ship is considered a subdiscipline.

First, the literature review by Duque et  al. [31] stud-
ies analyses and literature reviews indexed in the Web of 
Science (hereinafter WoS) and Scopus databases for the 
years 2000–2020, using bibliometric methods and tools. 
These authors’ analysis of 1297 publications analyzes the 
main perspectives, schools, authors, journals, countries, 
and institutions in this field.

Within its theoretical framework, this article identi-
fies the contexts of crisis as a catalyst for consolidating 
the social economy, termed the tertiary sector by other 
authors because it is situated between public organiza-
tions and the traditional private sector [58]. Levitt [60] 
was the first to adopt the name tertiary sector in the USA 
to refer to the sector that drives micro- and macroeco-
nomic activities that correct economic and social imbal-
ances of the market and that have already been studied by 
the academic community [24, 99, 104].

Second, the bibliographic analysis by Trabskaia et  al. 
[106] seeks primarily to understand the most significant 
trends in the development of social entrepreneurship, 
its ecosystem, and future lines of research, and the way 
the relationship between social entrepreneurship and the 
entrepreneurial ecosystem has been studied, with spe-
cial emphasis on situations of international crisis. The 
authors analyzed 357 publications selected from the Sco-
pus database for the period 2009–2022.

The study concludes that the publications in this line 
of study begin to be important in 2016. External events 
such as international crises can drive researchers’ interest 

and increase publications. For Trabskaia et  al. [106], 
crises create new social problems and call attention to 
social entrepreneurship as a tool for solving these prob-
lems. Such stimuli in 2016 could be the long-term con-
sequences of Brexit or, after 2020, of the crisis caused by 
Covid-19.

Entrepreneurial financing in crisis situations
Entrepreneurial spirit depends to a great extent on the 
economic climate and is thus significantly affected by 
crises [51]. Following Malach Pines et al. [69], we argue 
that international crises have a devastating effect on 
innovative entrepreneurs’ opportunities to obtain financ-
ing. Their analysis thus believed it important to consider 
exploring this line of research in greater depth.

The literature review by Anagnostopoulos [5] examines 
the implications of fintech for financial institutions and 
regulation, especially when the technology poses a chal-
lenge for global banking. The review attempts to connect 
the academic research on the financial implications of a 
crisis environment to the literature directed by profes-
sionals. It proposes the Law of Financial Markets as a key 
topic, since regulation of these markets had negative con-
sequences during the financial crisis.

From another perspective, the literature review and 
bibliometric analysis by Mora-Cruz and Palos-Sanchez 
[78] analyze the topic of financing associated with entre-
preneurs in the environment of the Covid-19 crisis. Since 
both entrepreneurs and newly created firms have diffi-
culty obtaining external financing, online crowdfunding 
platforms are increasingly common. This article thus ana-
lyzes the most significant aspects of 55 articles selected 
from the WoS and Scopus databases on crowdfunding 
platforms in Latin America 2020–2021. The authors con-
clude that platforms dedicated to participation in social 
capital are expected to grow rapidly as a means of financ-
ing for entrepreneurs. Further, entrepreneurs most often 
use financing platforms with rewards, as they involve 
lower risk of participating in social capital and are con-
sidered by investors as a means of social action.

Support policies in crisis situations
Traditionally, one of the most significant milestones in 
scenarios of international crisis is public aid to achieve 
moderate swings in economic activity, primarily by 
reducing interest rates and increasing public spending to 
stimulate demand and the economy. Various publications 
have thus focused on analyzing the theoretical frame-
work associated with public aid.

First, the paper by Maza et al. [74] analyzes optimiza-
tion of support services for entrepreneurs as an alterna-
tive for facing crisis in developed economies. This paper 
claims to take a first step toward establishing a useful 
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methodology to orient any entity supporting entrepre-
neurship. To develop this topic in greater depth, the 
authors first review the literature on the phenomenon of 
entrepreneurship and existing types of public support. 
The study provides a summary bibliographic review of 
the technical principles that attempt to search for and 
justify the reasons supporting significant differences 
between two groups of entrepreneurs, those who sur-
vive in the market and those who do not. The analysis is 
complemented by a sample of 2013 data on 1618 entre-
preneurs from the region of Europe with the worst unem-
ployment rates in the present decade (Andalusia). Its goal 
is to better determine the factors that influence survival 
and strengthen support services for entrepreneurship.

The study by Kubera [53] reviews the literature analyz-
ing the legal regulations and directives put into effect, 
as well as the state aid granted during the Covid-19 cri-
sis. More specifically, the study examines from the legal 
perspective the freedom European Union (hereinafter 
EU) member states have to design the type of interven-
tion developed, as well as support measures used to help 
entrepreneurs face the effects of the Covid-19 pandemic.

Finally, Braunerhjelm [13] studies policies developed 
to help entrepreneurs, presenting a modified version of 
a more complete stabilization framework to counteract 
generalized large-scale crises. More specifically, the study 
stresses coherent alignment of macroeconomic aggregate 
demand policies with microeconomic supply-side poli-
cies. It also argues a well-designed strategy to stabilize 
the economy and improve long-term growth. For this 
author, incentives that foster knowledge, modernization 
of digitalization, sustainable production systems, and 
resilient internationalization structures are crucial ele-
ments in achieving this transformation. Such measures 
also strengthen competitiveness of employees and of the 
business sector and deepen the economy’s knowledge 
base.

Resilience in environments of crisis
International crises—specifically, the crisis caused by the 
Covid-19 pandemic—have demonstrated the growing 
importance of improving entrepreneurial resilience and 
its capability to advance in the digital environment. In 
this category, we analyzed two literature reviews, one on 
the creation of a resilient entrepreneurial environment 
and another that analyzes the term resilience by studying 
how entrepreneurs adapt and pivot their business models 
in response to change.

First, Ratten’s [89] review of the existing literature on 
the crisis caused by the Covid-19 pandemic analyzes 
management by entrepreneurs in this environment, 
focusing on specific types of entrepreneurship in terms of 
culture, lifestyle, and social change. The author stresses 

resilience as an attribute enabling entrepreneurs to 
absorb impacts without compromising their firm’s mar-
ket position.

Second, Elia et  al. [32] draw on their systematic lit-
erature review to present a synopsis of the main topics 
of reflection associated with the emergence of a digital 
society. This publication’s systematic literature review 
followed a detailed process designed to minimize bias 
through exhaustive bibliographic searches to retrieve 
published studies and a guide for auditing reviewers’ 
decisions, procedures, and conclusions. This analysis 
seeks to provide a transversal perspective on the entre-
preneurial world and dimensions of the digital society. 
The analysis serves as the basis for identifying the ele-
ments that an incubator in the digital society should 
have. The proposed model identifies the actors, values, 
flows, and processes required to support construction of 
a resilient entrepreneurship ecosystem.

Methodology
This study includes analysis on two levels: content analy-
sis and bibliometric analysis. An inductive methodology 
is used for the content analysis. We first select the units 
of analysis and then perform open coding of them. From 
this coding, we classify the category lists [14]. The goal of 
pooling the data is to reduce the number of categories, 
collapsing those that are similar or different into broader 
higher-order categories, [14, 26, 30]. Following Dey [26], 
categories have not been created simply by gathering 
observations that are similar or related. Rather, the data 
are classified as “belonging” to a particular group through 
comparison between these data and other observations 
that do not belong to the same category. The categories 
are created to describe the phenomenon, increase under-
standing, and generate knowledge [19]. When formulat-
ing categories through inductive content analysis, the 
researcher uses interpretation to reach a decision about 
what issues to practice in the same category [26]. Once 
the categorization is complete, we proceed to the abstrac-
tion phase. This phase is performed through general 
description of the research topic by generating categories 
[84]. Each category is named using content-characteristic 
words. Subcategories with similar events and incidents 
are grouped together as categories, and categories are 
grouped into main categories [26, 57].

Following this methodology, we obtained the five cat-
egories established in the research article (see “Review 
studies on entrepreneurship and international crises” 
section).

The empirical portion of our study is a bibliomet-
ric analysis that starts from quantitative analysis of the 
choice of studies and continues with various items that 
make up scientific mapping.
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Documentation for our analysis was obtained from 
the Scopus database. We chose Scopus as a data source 
because it has a large number of research articles at 
global level and is a database used and recommended 
by researchers to perform this type of analysis [29, 102]. 
Still, to improve solidity and precision of the data, we 
compared the results to those of a similar database, WoS, 
another source of multidisciplinary data used extensively 
worldwide [36] for bibliometric analysis because it pro-
vides various benefits for such studies [81]. This com-
parison confirmed that the two databases yielded similar 
results.

The search terms used focused on “entrepreneurship” 
and “crisis” or “Covid-19.” We also used “*” to include 
words similar to these three in the title, abstract, and 
keywords.

We retrieved only peer-reviewed journal articles, as 
these criteria tend to yield reliable studies [12, 40]. After 
scanning the documents, we analyzed each in detail to 
exclude articles not directly related to the field of study. 
The bibliometric analysis was performed of 1111 articles 
chosen for this study.

Figure 1 shows the evolution of publications analyzed 
during the period January 2000 to January 2023. We 
observe an ascending trend from 2000 onward, with 
a slight increase in 2012 and 2017. The year 2020 is 
unquestionably the most striking, with 349 articles pub-
lished on the topic analyzed, as opposed to 21 in 2019.

For the qualitative part of our study, we analyzed 
which journals had published the best articles cited 

together from each journal. This method enables us 
to develop a ranking of the most productive journals, 
which included Journal of Business Venturing Insight, 
with 888 citations, and International Small Business 
Journal and Journal of Entrepreneurship in Emerging 
Economies, with 357 and 252, respectively. These jour-
nals are located in the first quartile of the Scopus data-
base. The data thus provide us with information about 
the high quality of the articles analyzed.

Figure  2 presents the ranking of the five most-cited 
journals.

Another important factor of analysis is author cita-
tions, which can be used to measure the influence of a 
specific study [102]. This method enables rapid identifi-
cation of the most important contributions in the field, 
although the measure is biased toward older publica-
tions [102, 114].

Table  1 presents the five most influential authors, 
using the criterion of number of citations and h-index 
to measure influence.

The data show that the authors with most of the cita-
tions are V. Ratten and A. Kuckertz, who far outstrip 
the other researchers. This difference suggests that the 
field is highly specialized and has nonuniform distribu-
tion of impact.

We also thought it valuable to determine which coun-
tries have the highest number of publications in this 
area, as this figure can indicate the influence of research 
on the country. Table  2 shows the five countries with 

Fig. 1 Number of documents published 2000–2023.  Source: The authors, based on Scopus
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the most publications and citations per publication of 
the total 128 countries.

We observe a current cluster with a great concentra-
tion of publications in these five countries. Analyzing 
the publications’ age confirms that the highest vol-
ume of cited documents from the first four countries 
occurred in 2020. This is not the case for India, how-
ever, which has more studies cited in 2022. This result 
suggests that India is a country with a young line of 
research but great expectations for growth.

Next, Fig.  3 shows the link strength in the ranking of 
the five countries with the most citations and documents 
cited.

As the colors assigned show, the five nodes of countries 
belong to the same cluster. Further, the distance between 
countries represents the link strength exerted by citations 
in each country. The closer one country is to another, 
the greater the strength of the documents cited between 
them; the farther apart countries are, the weaker the 
relationship.

To conclude our characterization of the study, we 
believe it useful to analyze the ranking of the articles 
by sponsor. Figure  4 presents the five institutions with 
the most articles published in the field and that provide 
financial support for publication. We confirm that two of 
the institutions with the most financing for such studies 
are from China and Canada, and that both are financed 
with public funds. This information suggests that these 
countries are committed to and interested in knowing 
how international crises affect entrepreneurship.

Results
The literature on bibliometric analysis affirms that 
this method can be used to analyze the knowledge 
acquired on any research topic to reveal unobservable, 
objective patterns [46, 61, 62, 80]. Various tools exist 
for performing such study. Some of those analyzed to 
determine their operationality and applicability were 
CiteSpace, SALSA, PRISMA, and VOSviewer. After 
studying the tools cited, we chose VOSviewer for the 
empirical portion of this study because it is relatively 
simple to operate and does not require configuration 
of parameters. In addition to the bibliometric analy-
sis, the software includes analysis of collaborative 

E

Fig. 2 Ranking of the most productive journals.  Source: The authors

Table 1 Ranking of the five most‑cited authors

(1) h‑Index obtained from the Scopus database

Source: The authors

Author Articles Citations h-Index (1)

Ratten V 31 744 41

Kuckertz A 4 446 23

Fairlie R 4 191 86

Apostolopoulos N 5 78 9

Kraus S 4 69 60

Table 2 Ranking of the five countries with the most publications

(1) h‑Index obtained from the Scopus database

Source: The authors

Country Articles Citations Link strength

USA 165 2961 161

UK 108 1723 97

Australia 78 1213 111

Italy 66 582 62

India 86 217 61



Page 8 of 20Estrada‑Cruz et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:52 

Fig. 3 Ranking of the five countries with the most citations and documents cited.  Source: The authors

Fig. 4 Ranking of the five financing institutions with the most documents published.  Source: The authors
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networks such as bibliographic coupling, co-citations, 
and co-occurrence analysis. VOSviewer uses two 
standardized weightings, number of connections, and 
total strength to show the networks of visual nodes 
described above [7]. It can also handle large amounts 
of data, has tremendous mapping capability, and sup-
ports all functions explored in this study [28, 71].

By analyzing the literature collected, we analyzed the 
field of entrepreneurship in an environment of global 
crisis by examining the results of the bibliometric tool 
VOSviewer [100].

Next, we focus on scientific mapping, which exam-
ines the relationships between the research compo-
nents [9, 87].

The techniques used in scientific mapping include 
citation analysis, co-citation analysis, co-word analy-
sis, and co-authorship analysis. Following Donthu 
et  al. [28], we affirm that it is crucial to present the 
bibliometric and intellectual structure of the research 
field when combining analysis with networks [10, 107].

Citation analysis
Studies like that performed by Appio et  al. [6] define 
citation analysis as a basic technique for scientific 
mapping that assumes that the citations reflect intel-
lectual links among publications. Such analysis deter-
mines the impact of a publication by the number of 
citations that receive this information, enabling us to 
determine the most influential publications in a spe-
cific research field. Although other methods exist 
for determining the importance of publications in 
a research field, citation analysis is one of the most 
direct and objective ways of determining a study’s 
impact [82, 101].

Table 3 presents a ranking of the most-cited articles. 
In fact, Xu et  al. (2020) state that the popularity and 
recognition of a document can be shown by the num-
ber of times it is cited.

Co-citation analysis
Bibliometric studies use co-citation analysis exten-
sively [2]. This analysis is useful both for determining 
an article’s intellectual affiliations and for providing an 
intellectual map of a specific field of study [16]. As two 
independent articles can be considered as belonging 
to the same research field if they are frequently cited 
together [22], co-citation analysis can be used to iden-
tify the main currents in a specific field [90], as well as its 
underlying topics [68].

Figure 5 presents our co-citation analysis, taking author 
as the unit of analysis. The colors show seven clearly 
defined clusters, composed of 24–124 authors each. Our 
analysis included a total of 522 authors with at least 20 
co-citations each.

Co-word analysis
Co-word analysis is a technique that examines the publi-
cation’s real content [29]. It analyzes words derived from 
the “author’s keywords” and, in the absence of keywords, 
significant words in “article titles,” “abstracts,” and “full 
texts” [10, 15, 28, 35, 67].

Co-word analysis assumes that words that appear 
together are often thematically related. Following Donthu 
et  al. [29], our study uses co-word analysis to clarify 
future research in the field, including words in the field 
obtained from the implications of the publications ana-
lyzed and future lines of research.

After co-word analysis, we proceeded to co-occurrence 
analysis, using VOSviewer. We extracted a total of 2779 
keywords from authors, applying a minimum threshold 
of five co-occurring words. We then divided these words 
into 11 clusters based on the relationships between the 
words. The three keywords with strongest links were 
Covid-19 (605), entrepreneurship (457), and crisis (169), 
as we expected due to the search performed. It is striking 
to note, however, that the words with the next strongest 
link strength were innovation, pandemic, and resilience. 
Figure 6 presents the map of keyword co-occurrence.

Table 3 Ranking of the five most‑cited articles

Source: The authors

Article title Author Year Number 
of 
citations

International migration, remittances, and household investment: Evidence from Philippine 
migrants’ exchange rate shocks

Yang D 2008 523

Startups in times of crisis: A rapid response to the Covid‑19 pandemic Kuckterz A 2020 415

From offline to online: Challenges and opportunities for entrepreneurship education follow‑
ing the Covid‑19 pandemic

Liguori E 2020 200

Universities and enterprise education: Responding to the challenges of the new era Rae D 2010 169

Fintech and regtech: Impact on regulators and banks Anagnostopoulus I 2018 152
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To deepen this analysis, following Killinski (2023), we 
extracted the keywords from the authors (2779), applying 
a minimum threshold of ten co-occurring words. In this 
case, the information was divided into six clusters. Fig-
ure 7 presents the resulting map of keyword occurrence. 
The description of each cluster can give us information 
about strength of connection and frequency.

The first cluster contains the largest number of terms 
(13 items), among which the following can be distin-
guished (colored red): “digital entrepreneurship,” “inno-
vation,” “performance,” “resilience,” “sustainability,” and 
“women’s entrepreneurship.” This cluster connects cri-
sis with innovation and resilience. The frequency of 
these words in the sample studied is 54 and 34, and the 
strength of connection 95 and 77, respectively.

The second cluster (7 items) combines terms such 
as “Covid-19 pandemic,” “entrepreneurs,” “technology,” 
“tourism,” and “women’s entrepreneurship.” In this clus-
ter, the keyword “Covid-19 pandemic” has the highest 
frequency of co-occurrence (18), while the strength of 
association is 50.

The third cluster (6 items) includes terms such as 
“e-commerce,” “entrepreneurial skills,” “leadership,” 
and “strategy.” In this cluster, the keyword “strat-
egy” has the highest frequency of co-occurrence (17), 
while the strength of association is 29 (after the word 
entrepreneurship).

The fourth cluster (6 items) connects keywords like 
“coronavirus,” “crisis management,” “education,” and 
“uncertainty.” In this cluster, the keywords “coronavirus” 
and “crisis management” have the highest frequency of 
co-occurrence, 18 each, while the strength of association 
is 68 and 75, respectively.

The fifth cluster (4 items) includes keywords such as 
“self-employment,” “social entrepreneurship,” and “small 
business.” In this case, the keyword with the highest fre-
quency is “social entrepreneurship,” and the strength of 
association is 46.

The sixth cluster (3 items) connects keywords like “cri-
sis,” “public policy,” and “venture capital.” In this cluster, 
the most frequent word is “crisis,” and the strength of 
association is 128.

Fig. 5 Co‑citation analysis, taking authorship as the unit of analysis.  Source: The authors



Page 11 of 20Estrada‑Cruz et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:52  

Fig. 6 Co‑occurrence analysis.  Source: The authors

Fig. 7 Co‑occurrence analysis (6 clusters)
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As noted above, the most-mentioned word in the 
analysis was “Covid-19,” which encompasses the chal-
lenges facing entrepreneurs [34], analysis of specific sec-
tors most affected by the crisis, specific questions related 
to financing of entrepreneurs, and the opportunity the 
Covid-19 crisis generated for innovation to contain the 
organizational problems [45].

The second-most-frequent word was “entrepreneur-
ship,” which focuses on the challenges that different types 
of entrepreneurs faced during the pandemic and their 
capability to exploit opportunities in the new normal. 
This keyword has also been used to express businesspeo-
ple’s efforts to achieve sustainability for their businesses 
in uncertain times [86]. Further, the publications ana-
lyzed stress the emergence and implementation of vari-
ous plans providing public financial support for survival 
and support of entrepreneurs [105].

Finally, the word “crisis,” which appeared 169 times, 
includes the topic of the Covid-19 pandemic’s repercus-
sions for firms.

Figure 8 presents a superimposed network of keyword 
co-occurrence to show the temporal distribution of key-
words in different groups. Variation in darkness of color 
is based on the keyword’s average year of publication. The 
darker the color, the longer ago the article was published; 
the lighter the color, the more recent it is. Although this 

analysis spanned the years 2000–2023, the data show the 
greatest co-occurrence of keywords in recent years, with 
2020 as the most productive year in this field.

We confirm that the word Covid-19 is linked to diverg-
ing studies, such as women’s entrepreneurship, digital 
marketing, and social entrepreneurship, among others.

In numerous articles, the concept of “women’s entre-
preneurship” demonstrates women’s capability to sur-
vive the crisis [48, 70]. Other publications that focus on 
this important topic explore women’s capability to create 
opportunities in specific countries in Latin America or 
links to the public or private sector [92].

The research line on “digital marketing” is associated 
with the challenges entrepreneurs had to overcome dur-
ing the Covid-19 crisis, strategies, and possible barriers 
to be surmounted [20, 97].

Finally, “social entrepreneurship” in environments of 
crisis is associated with topics such as digitalization and 
resilience [94], entrepreneurial skills [47], and the effects 
of the pandemic on social entrepreneurs [42].

In the evolutionary and temporal dimension, in con-
trast, we identify the three most significant stages in the 
development of scientific research.

The first stage ended in 2020, when the publications 
analyzed cover topics such as “economic growth,” “com-
petitiveness,” “business environment,” “entrepreneurial 

Fig. 8 Superimposed network of keyword co‑occurrence.  Source: The authors
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skills,” “emerging markets,” “social enterprise,” “women 
entrepreneurship,” “recession,” and “international busi-
ness.” This keywords are connected at the end of 2020 
with crisis, performance, and venture capital. In this 
stage, the global Covid crisis was not yet known, and 
therefore, the keywords were more generic.

In the second stage, the publications included topics 
such as “Covid-19” and “Covid-19 pandemic” (with 324 
and 66 occurrences, respectively) or “innovation” (with 
54 occurrences). Other keywords are “public policies,” 
“sustainability,” and “dynamic capabilities.” In this stage, 
the publications are connected with crisis environment 
and trying to explore new models looking for a solution 
of the pandemic crisis.

In the third stage, the keywords connected with crisis 
are, on the one hand, “digitalization,” “digital platforms,” 
and, on the other hand, “theory of planned behav-
ior,” “entrepreneurial intention,” and “education.” In 
this case, there are two different lines of study: digital 

entrepreneurship and entrepreneurial behavior con-
nected with decision-making.

Co-authorship analysis
The analysis performed in this section studies the inter-
actions between academics in a research field. To explore 
which academics have made noteworthy contributions to 
this field, we used VOSviewer to delineate the co-author-
ship citation network. A total of 2202 authors published 
articles on entrepreneurship and international crises. 
Following Xu et  al. [112], we analyzed the authors with 
the most contributions to this field by creating a network 
of author citations. We confirmed that the research field 
is composed of 211 authors (out of a total of 2687) who 
have published at least two documents. Figure 9 presents 
the author collaboration network based on co-authorship 
analysis.

Each node represents an author, and the nodes’ colors 
indicate that two authors are coauthors. The thicker 
the link, the greater the cooperation. We obtained 113 

Fig. 9 Author collaboration network based on co‑authorship analysis.  Source: The authors
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clusters composed of 1–7 authors each. Of these, 89 
were composed of 1–2 authors, suggesting that many 
researchers performed their analyses independently, with 
little or no cooperation with other academics.

Co-author analysis provides information on how 
research is clustered among different academics in a spe-
cific region or country. Our analysis thus helps to deter-
mine the character of these collaborations, evolution of 
their trajectory, and most-cited authors.

For our purposes, it is very valuable to determine 
co-authorship relationships, taking country or region 
in which the article was published as the unit of analy-
sis. These data can provide information about possible 
underrepresented regions. We confirmed that the USA 
and the UK had the highest number of publications, 4047 
and 3508 citations, respectively.

Figure 10 presents the co-author relationships between 
countries or regions.

The network ties in red, for example, represent the 
Spanish cluster composed almost entirely of Spanish-
speaking countries. We find 10 clusters, with a size of 
2–12 items each. The largest clusters of countries are 
those represented by red and green lines.

Figure  11 shows the relationships between co-author-
ship by country and age of network in years. We observe 
that networks with more recent publications belong 
to countries such as Nigeria, Iran, and the Philippines, 
which have less graphic representation.

Discussion
This study deepens analysis of the advance in research 
on international crises, as well as different trends in this 
research field. Innovation, social entrepreneurship, and 
gender differences may be new lines of research that 
help those who develop policies and programs to sup-
port entrepreneurship. These keywords may indicate that 
future lines of study should focus more on innovative 
aspects of firms by analyzing what business area is least 
affected by the crisis.

On the other hand, the analysis enabled us to deter-
mine new opportunities to evaluate the successes or 
failures of efforts to improve political systems and 
public support implemented in environments of crisis. 
More specifically, our review suggests initiatives for 
policy intervention to stabilize economic crisis, such as 
providing financial assistance to recover from the crisis. 

Fig. 10 Co‑authorship relationships between countries and regions.  Source: The authors
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These initiatives can stimulate knowledge exchange to 
determine impacts, which can then be used to palliate 
the crisis. Knowledge exchange can also promote open 
innovation and digitalization to generate new products 
and develop an ecosystem that can generate synergies 
among entrepreneurs.

Some interventions can be applied generically to all 
economies, while others must be adopted contextually.

Situations of international crisis generate great 
uncertainty, which can lead to new lines of research 
based on new challenges. Among these, we find new 
products and processes that give new initiatives flex-
ibility to adapt to new situations. As many existing 
studies are based on situations of uncertainty in the 
environment, some research proposals should focus 
on decision-making in uncertain situations. Other 
limitation of this study is that only articles in English 
have been considered; future research could include 
book chapters or contributions to conferences in other 
languages, which would enrich the research. In addi-
tion, the search topics can be considered generic so 
new research could include other more specific topics 
related to the research area.

Finally, a new line could focus on new ways to 
respond to the evolution of the crisis to minimize its 
impact.

Conclusions
This study has performed different types of analysis. The 
first classified the existing literature on entrepreneurship 
and international crises into five different conceptual 
frameworks that help us to understand the structure of 
existing research on the topic.

This initial study was complemented by descriptive 
and bibliometric analysis of publications over the past 
22  years on entrepreneurship in environments of inter-
national crisis. VOSviewer software enabled us to analyze 
the evolution of these years visually from different per-
spectives. These results led to the following conclusions:

Based on the annual indicators obtained, there is a 
growing trend in both number of documents and num-
ber of citations. Given the difficulty of publishing articles 
in the area analyzed, however, the data show a moderate 
quality by source analyzed.

The keywords analysis of years of publication shows 
us that the most-cited publications correspond to very 
recent years, such as 2020. Analyzing this information 
with the number of articles published per year indicates 
that the publication trend has increased more due to the 
Covid-19 pandemic than to the financial crisis.

Moreover, distribution of the research by country 
shows a clearly established cluster of five countries that 
concentrate a significant volume of publication with 

Fig. 11 Co‑authorship relationships between countries and age of network in years.  Source: The authors
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relatively high link strength. This result suggests these 
countries’ marked influence on the research field. The 
countries with the greatest influence are the US and the 
UK.

Finally, as to authorship in the research field, five 
researchers lead the co-citation ranking. A single author 
(Vanessa Ratten) stands out, with 31 documents pub-
lished in the research field and a total of 744 citations. 
This finding indicates that only a few researchers are 
experts in the field. Further, analysis of the collaboration 
network among authors shows that approximately 78% 
of the authors analyzed developed their studies inde-
pendently, or with little or no cooperation with other 
academics.

Even though the most prominent words focus entirely 
on the research topic, analyzing the co-citations in arti-
cle keywords shows a growing trend to link the words to 
innovation, new types of entrepreneurs (e.g., social and 
women entrepreneurs), and key issues for the organiza-
tion n, such as digitalization and dynamic capabilities. 
More specifically, we found recent points approaching 
words such as digital platforms and sustainability.

Lastly, we confirm that Spain ranks ninth in the arti-
cle production of 128 countries and that the field has a 
significant cluster of Spanish-speaking countries. The 
results also show relationships between English-speaking 
countries, such as Australia and Sweden. These relation-
ships indicate strong potential for growth in the research 
field.

Further, countries such as Iran, Nigeria, and Taiwan 
emerge as having excellent opportunities to situate them-
selves in positions of importance, given their publications 
in more recent years. The field would also benefit greatly 
from more detailed study of how to facilitate interna-
tional collaboration and its impact in order to exploit and 
improve network creation.

The bibliographic analysis performed in this study pro-
vides a more complete image of the relationship between 
entrepreneurship and environments of global crisis. 
Knowledge of the evolution of these initiatives, evolution 
of the topic, and clusters by country offers a broader per-
spective of the research performed. The evolution of the 
field studied indicates that there are two lines of research 
related to crisis environments: One research trend, which 
analyzes digitalization and digital platforms as well as 
their relationship with business strategy and leadership. 
And, a second research trend, which focuses on entrepre-
neurial behavior, education, and decision-making.

These are two very important fields of study in crisis 
situations, since the literature proposes social and tech-
nological entrepreneurship for the development of new 
initiatives, requiring innovations and offering opportuni-
ties to identify new business models that allow them to 

survive the crisis. On the other hand, the research gap on 
entrepreneurial behavior and decision-making is impor-
tant to know how they react to crisis situations as well as 
the strategies that allow them to survive.

The content analysis, in turn, has enabled us to deter-
mine different areas associated with this line of research. 
Firstly, we obtain conclusions about how the institutional 
context should consider entrepreneurial intentions and 
perceptions depending on the stage of entrepreneurship. 
This information can help to create more specific lines of 
aid and subsidies for each type of company.

Secondly, the content analysis enables us to delve 
deeper into the literature on the strategies that these 
firms developed to survive and prosper in the crisis situ-
ation. This analysis is the key to economic and social 
development in unstable environments.

Another point analyzed is social entrepreneurship as a 
subdiscipline of entrepreneurship. That social entrepre-
neurs are crucial in crisis environments reinforces the 
need to provide and design effective programs to foster 
entrepreneurial motivation to develop social entrepre-
neurship actions. Moreover, some implications could 
focus on implementation of educational actions to pro-
mote educational institutions as spaces in which future 
entrepreneurs can absorb knowledge to develop their 
social skills.

Thirdly, entrepreneurship financing has been analyzed 
as a key factor in crisis situations. The literature review 
concludes that the main factor driving business crea-
tion is having the necessary financing and public aid to 
encourage entrepreneurship, followed by appropriate 
training and adequate social recognition.

Various publications have analyzed the theoreti-
cal framework associated with public aid in an interna-
tional crisis scenario. The literature review performed is 
interesting because it demonstrates the effect of support 
policies on the creation of companies through compari-
son between the companies that managed to survive the 
crisis and those that did not. Future lines of study could 
thus focus on this issue and analyze the measures applied 
by different governments at international level and the 
results obtained.

The social implications of this study can help reduce 
the social vulnerability created in crisis situations such as 
that experienced during the Covid-19 pandemic. By stud-
ying the literature developed in various countries ana-
lyzed, governments can design supportive public policies 
to promote and develop greater confidence in entrepre-
neurs in such situations and thus the ability to survive the 
crisis.

The content and bibliometric analyses performed 
would further support policy makers in combatting 
unstable circumstances or pandemics predicted. Future 
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lines of study could focus on bibliometric research on 
the topics: “entrepreneurial women,” “gender gap,” and 
“global crisis” situations. Studies such as Bartik et al. [11] 
state that the main victims of the pandemic are small 
businesses owned by women because they lack access 
to sufficient resources, particularly administrative and 
financial. At global level, it is worth highlighting, for 
example, the promotion of the 2030 Agenda and its Sus-
tainable Development Goals, in which gender equality is 
one of the main axes of intervention and a driving force 
for the economic and social transformation essential to 
achieving a peaceful, prosperous, and sustainable world.

Abbreviations
SMEs  Small‑ and medium‑sized enterprises
US  United States
WoS  Web of Science
EU  European Union

Acknowledgements
The authors thank the Valencian Community Conselleria of Innovation, 
Universities, Science and Digital Society for financing this research through the 
investigation project CIGE/2021/085.

Author contributions
Our study makes two main contributions. First, it provides better understand‑
ing about the evolution of studies performed during periods of global crisis 
and the intensity of this research field. Second, this study offers us the direc‑
tion in which the literature on entrepreneurship and environments of crisis 
should evolve in order to improve future policy and strategic decisions.

Availability of data and materials
This is available on request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
The authors hereby give their consent for the publication of this article.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Received: 30 October 2023   Accepted: 13 May 2024

References
 1.  Abebe SA (2023) Refugee entrepreneurship: systematic and thematic 

analyses and a research agenda. Small Bus Econ 60:315–350. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11187‑ 022‑ 00636‑3

 2.  Acedo FJ, Barroso C, Casanueva C, Galán JL (2006) Co‑authorship in 
management and organizational studies: an empirical and network 
analysis. J Manag Stud 43(5):957–983. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1467‑ 
6486. 2006. 00625.x

 3.  Acs ZJ, Audretsch DB, Braunerhjelm P, Carlsson B (2004) The missing 
link: the knowledge filter and entrepreneurship in endogenous growth

 4.  Aldairany S, Omar R, Quoquab F (2018) Systematic review: entrepre‑
neurship in conflict and post conflict. J Entrep Emerg Econ. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1108/ JEEE‑ 06‑ 2017‑ 0042

 5.  Anagnostopoulos I (2018) Fintech and regtech: impact on regulators 
and banks. J Econ Bus 100:7–25. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jecon bus. 
2018. 07. 003

 6.  Appio FP, Cesaroni F, Di Minin A (2014) Visualizing the structure and 
bridges of the intellectual property management and strategy litera‑
ture: a document co‑citation analysis. Scientometrics 101(1):623–661. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11192‑ 014‑ 1329‑0

 7.  Aria M, Cuccurullo C (2017) A brief introduction to bibliometrix. J 
Informetr 11(4):959–975

 8.  Ballesteros EY, Parra DA, Aguayo VR (2020) Competitividad y sustentabi‑
lidad en la gestión estratégica de las empresas globales en tiempos de 
COVID‑19. J Altern Perspect Soc Sci 10(4):899

 9.  Baker HK, Kumar S, Pandey N (2021) Forty years of the Journal of Futures 
Markets: a bibliometric overview. J Futures Mark 41(7):1027–1054. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ fut. 22211

 10.  Baker HK, Pandey N, Kumar S, Haldar A (2020) A bibliometric analysis of 
board diversity: current status, development, and future research direc‑
tions. J Bus Res 108:232–246. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jbusr es. 2019. 11. 
025

 11.  Bartik AW, Bertrand M, Cullen Z, Glaeser EL, Luca M, Stanton C (2020) 
The impact of COVID‑19 on small business out‑comes and expecta‑
tions. Proc Natl Acad Sci 117(30):17656–17666. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1073/ 
pnas. 20069 91117

 12.  Bhatt S, Ferguson N, Flaxman S, Gandy A, Mishra S, Scott JA (2020) 
Semi‑mechanistic Bayesian modeling of COVID‑19 with renewal pro‑
cesses. arXiv: 2012. 00394. https:// doi. org/ 10. 48550/ arXiv. 2012. 00394

 13.  Braunerhjelm P (2022) Rethinking stabilization policies: Including 
supply‑side measures and entrepreneurial processes. Small Bus Econ 
58(2):963–983. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11187‑ 021‑ 00520‑6

 14.  Burnard P (1991) A method of analysing interview transcripts in qualita‑
tive research. Nurse Educ Today 11(6):461–466. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
0260‑ 6917(91) 90009‑Y

 15.  Burton B, Kumar S, Pandey N (2020) Twenty‑five years of The Euro-
pean Journal of Finance (EJF): a retrospective analysis. Eur J Finance 
26(18):1817–1841. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13518 47X. 2020. 17548 73

 16.  Calabretta G, Durisin B, Ogliengo M (2011) Uncovering the intellectual 
structure of research in business ethics: a journey through the history, 
the classics, and the pillars of Journal of Business Ethics. J Bus Ethics 
104(4):499–524. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10551‑ 011‑ 0924‑8

 17.  Callegari B, Feder C (2022) Entrepreneurship and the systemic 
consequences of epidemics: a literature review and emerging 
model. Int Entrep Manag J 18(4):1653–1684. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11365‑ 021‑ 00790‑2

 18.  Castro MP, Zermeño MGG (2020) Being an entrepreneur post‑
COVID‑19–resilience in times of crisis: a systematic literature review. 
J Entrep Emerg Econ 13(4):721–746. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ 
JEEE‑ 07‑ 2020‑ 0246

 19.  Cavanagh S (1997) Content analysis: concepts, methods and applica‑
tions. Nurse Res 4(3):5–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 7748/ nr.4. 3.5. s2

 20.  Chaturvedi R, Karri A (2022) Entrepreneurship in the times of pandemic: 
barriers and strategies. FIIB Bus Rev 11(1):52–66. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1177/ 23197 14521 10437 99

 21.  Cowling M, Liu W, Minniti M, Zhang N (2016) UK credit and discourage‑
ment during the GFC. Small Bus Econ 47(4):1049–1074. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s11187‑ 016‑ 9745‑6

 22.  Culnan MJ (1986) The intellectual development of management 
information systems, 1972–1982: a co‑citation analysis. Manag Sci 
32(2):156–172. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1287/ mnsc. 32.2. 156

 23.  Davidsson P, Recker J, von Briel F (2021) COVID‑19 as external enabler of 
entrepreneurship practice and research. BRQ Bus Res Q 24(3):214–223. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 23409 44421 10089 02

 24.  Defourny J (1992) Economie sociale: entre économie capitaliste et 
économie publique. De Boeck. https:// hdl. handle. net/ 2268/ 97063

 25.  Devece C, Peris‑Ortiz M, Rueda‑Armengot C (2016) Entrepreneurship 
during economic crisis: success factors and paths to failure. J Bus Res 
69(11):5366–5370. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jbusr es. 2016. 04. 139

 26.  Dey I (2003) Qualitative data analysis: a user friendly guide for social 
scientists. Routledge, London

 27.  Djip V (2014) Entrepreneurship and SME development in post‑conflict 
societies: the case of Bosnia & Herzegovina. J Entrep Public Policy. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ JEPP‑ 09‑ 2012‑ 0048

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-022-00636-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-022-00636-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6486.2006.00625.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6486.2006.00625.x
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEEE-06-2017-0042
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEEE-06-2017-0042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconbus.2018.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconbus.2018.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-014-1329-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/fut.22211
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2019.11.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2019.11.025
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006991117
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006991117
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.00394
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2012.00394
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-021-00520-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0260-6917(91)90009-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0260-6917(91)90009-Y
https://doi.org/10.1080/1351847X.2020.1754873
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-011-0924-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-021-00790-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-021-00790-2
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEEE-07-2020-0246
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEEE-07-2020-0246
https://doi.org/10.7748/nr.4.3.5.s2
https://doi.org/10.1177/23197145211043799
https://doi.org/10.1177/23197145211043799
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-016-9745-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-016-9745-6
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.32.2.156
https://doi.org/10.1177/23409444211008902
https://hdl.handle.net/2268/97063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2016.04.139
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEPP-09-2012-0048


Page 18 of 20Estrada‑Cruz et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:52 

 28.  Donthu N, Kumar S, Pattnaik D (2020) Forty‑five years of Journal of Busi-
ness Research: a bibliometric analysis. J Bus Res 109:1–14. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jbusr es. 2019. 10. 039

 29.  Donthu N, Kumar S, Mukherjee D, Pandey N, Lim WM (2021) How to 
conduct a bibliometric analysis: an overview and guidelines. J Bus Res 
133:285–296. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jbusr es. 2021. 04. 070

 30.  Downe‑Wamboldt B (1992) Content analysis: method, applications and 
issues. Health Care Women Int 13:313–321. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 
07399 33920 95160 06

 31.  Duque P, Meza OE, Giraldo D, Barreto K (2021) Economía social y 
economía solidaria: un análisis bibliométrico y revisión de literatura. 
Revesco: Rev Estud Coop 138:187–212. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5209/ reve. 
75566

 32.  Elia G, Margherita A, Ciavolino E, Moustaghfir K (2021) Digital society 
incubator: combining exponential technology and human potential to 
build resilient entrepreneurial ecosystems. Adm Sci 11(3):96. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3390/ admsc i1103 0096

 33.  Elo S, Kyngäs H (2008) The qualitative content analysis process. J Adv 
Nurs 62(1):107–115. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1365‑ 2648. 2007. 04569.x

 34.  Emami A, Klein PG, Ramadani V, Hisrich RD (2021) The interplay 
between empathy, learning, and opportunity in the process of entre‑
preneurial value co‑creation. Eur J Int Manag 16(3):408–426. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1504/ EJIM. 2021. 117518

 35.  Emich KJ, Kumar S, Lu L, Norder K, Pandey N (2020) Mapping 50 years 
of small group research through small group research. Small Group Res 
51(6):659–699. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 10464 96420 934541

 36.  Falagas ME, Pitsouni EI, Malietzis GA, Pappas G (2008) Comparison of 
PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar: strengths and 
weaknesses. FASEB J 22(2):338–342. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1096/ fj. 07‑ 9492L 
SF

 37.  Fayolle A, Gailly B, Lassas‑Clerc N (2006) Assessing the impact of entre‑
preneurship education programmes: a new methodology. J Eur Ind 
Train. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ 03090 59061 07150 22

 38.  Ferreira JJ, Fernandes CI, Kraus S (2019) Entrepreneurship research: 
mapping intellectual structures and research trends. RMS 13(1):181–
205. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11846‑ 017‑ 0242‑3

 39.  Franceschini S, Faria LG, Jurowetzki R (2016) Unveiling scientific com‑
munities about sustainability and innovation. A bibliometric journey 
around sustainable terms. J Clean Prod 127:72–83. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jclep ro. 2016. 03. 142

 40.  García‑Lillo F, Úbeda‑García M, Marco‑Lajara B (2017) The intellectual 
structure of human resource management research: a bibliometric 
study of The International Journal of Human Resource Management, 
2000–2012. Int J Hum Resour Manag 28(13):1786–1815. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1080/ 09585 192. 2015. 11284 61

 41.  Giacomin O, Janssen F, Pruett M, Shinnar RS, Llopis F, Toney B (2011) 
Entrepreneurial intentions, motivations and barriers: differences 
among American, Asian and European students. Int Entrep Manag J 
7(2):219–238. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11365‑ 010‑ 0155‑y

 42.  Gigauri I, Bogacz‑Wojtanowska E (2022) Effects of the pandemic crisis 
on social enterprise: a case study from Georgia. Econ Sociol. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 14254/ 2071‑ 789X. 2022/ 15‑2/ 19

 43.  Greene F, Rosiello A, Golra O, Vidmar M (2020) Analysing resilience in 
high growth firms at the onset of COVID‑19 crisis. https:// produ ctivi 
tyins ights netwo rk. co. uk/ app/ uploa ds/ 2020/ 08/ PIN‑ Covid‑ 19‑ Impact‑ 
HGFs. pdf

 44.  González‑Pernía JL, Guerrero M, Jung A, Pena‑Legazkue (2018) Eco‑
nomic recession shake‑out and entrepreneurship: evidence from Spain. 
BRQ Bus Res Q 21(3):153–167. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. brq. 2018. 06. 001

 45.  Gopalakrishnan S, Kovoor‑Misra S (2021) Understanding the impact of 
the Covid‑19 pandemic through the lens of innovation. BRQ Bus Res Q 
24(3):224–232. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 23409 44421 10133 57

 46.  Hao AW, Paul J, Trott S, Guo C, Wu HH (2019) Two decades of research 
on nation branding: a review and future research agenda. Int Mark Rev. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ IMR‑ 01‑ 2019‑ 0028

 47.  Hazudin SF, Sabri MF, Kader MARA, Saripin MS, Ridzuan MR (2022) Social 
capital, entrepreneurial skills, and business performance among rural 
micro‑enterprises in times of crisis. Knowl Perform Manag. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 21511/ kpm. 06(1). 2022. 07

 48.  Jaim J (2021) Women’s entrepreneurship in developing countries from 
a family perspective: past and future. Glob Bus Organ Excell 41(1):31–
45. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ joe. 22142

 49.  Kitsos A, Bishop P (2018) Economic resilience in Great Britain: the crisis 
impact and its determining factors for local authority districts. Ann Reg 
Sci 60(2):329–347

 50.  Kitsos A, Carrascal‑Incera A, Ortega‑Argilés R (2019) The role of embed‑
dedness on regional economic resilience: evidence from the UK. 
Sustainability 11(14):3800. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00168‑ 016‑ 0797‑y

 51.  Klapper L, Love I (2011) The impact of the financial crisis on new firm 
registration. Econ Lett 113(1):1–4. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. econl et. 
2011. 05. 048

 52.  Korsgaard S, Hunt RA, Townsend DM, Ingstrup MB (2020) COVID‑19 and 
the importance of space in entrepreneurship research and policy. Int 
Small Bus J 38(8):697–710. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 02662 42620 963942

 53.  Kubera P (2021) The state aid instruments in response to the COVID‑19 
crisis. J Org Manag Stud 2021:1–11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5171/ 2021. 
930488

 54.  Kuckertz A, Brändle L (2022) Creative reconstruction: a structured litera‑
ture review of the early empirical research on the COVID‑19 crisis and 
entrepreneurship. Manag Rev Q 72(2):281–307. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11301‑ 021‑ 00221‑0

 55.  Kwilinski A (2023) The relationship between sustainable develop‑
ment and digital transformation: bibliometric analysis. Virtual Econ 
6(3):56–69https:// doi. org/ 10. 34021/ ve. 2023. 06. 03(4)

 56.  Kwong C, Thompson P (2016) The when and why: student entrepre‑
neurial aspirations. J Small Bus Manag 54(1):299–318. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/ jsbm. 12146

 57.  Kyngas H, Vanhanen L (1999) Content analysis. Hoitotiede 11(3–12)
 58.  Labrador M, Alfonso A, Rivera R (2017) Enfoques sobre la economía 

social y solidaria. Coop Desarro 5(2):137–146
 59.  Lee Y, Kim J, Mah S, Karr A (2023) Entrepreneurship in times of crisis: a 

comprehensive review with future directions. Entrep Res J. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1515/ erj‑ 2022‑ 0366

 60.  Levitt T (1973) The third sector: new tactics for a responsive society. 
AMACOM, New York

 61.  Li X, Ma E, Qu H (2017) Knowledge mapping of hospitality research: a 
visual analysis using CiteSpace. Int J Hosp Manag 60:77–93. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. ijhm. 2016. 10. 006

 62.  Li C, Wu K, Wu J (2017) A bibliometric analysis of research on haze dur‑
ing 2000–2016. Environ Sci Pollut Res 24:24733–24742

 63.  Li B, Xu Z (2021) A comprehensive bibliometric analysis of finan‑
cial innovation. Econ Res‑Ekon Istraž. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11356‑ 017‑ 0440‑1

 64.  Li Y, Xu Z, Wang X, Wang X (2020) A bibliometric analysis on deep 
learning during 2007–2019. Int J Mach Learn Cybern 11(12):2807–2826. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s13042‑ 020‑ 01152‑0

 65.  Liñán F, Jaén I (2022) The Covid‑19 pandemic and entrepreneurship: 
some reflections. Int J Emerg Mark 17(5):1165–1174. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1108/ IJOEM‑ 05‑ 2020‑ 0491

 66.  Liu Y, Lee JM, Lee C (2020) The challenges and opportunities of a global 
health crisis: the management and business implications of COVID‑19 
from an Asian perspective. Asian Bus Manag 19(3):277–297. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1057/ s41291‑ 020‑ 00119‑x

 67.  Liu Y, Mai F, MacDonald C (2019) A big‑data approach to understanding 
the thematic landscape of the field of business ethics, 1982–2016. J Bus 
Ethics 160(1):127–150

 68.  Liu Z, Yin Y, Liu W, Dunford M (2015) Visualizing the intellectual 
structure and evolution of innovation systems research: a bibliomet‑
ric analysis. Scientometrics 103(1):135–158. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11192‑ 014‑ 1517‑y

 69.  Malach Pines A, Lerner M, Schwartz D (2010) Gender differences in 
entrepreneurship: equality, diversity and inclusion in times of global 
crisis. Equal Divers Inclus: Int J 29(2):186–198. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ 
02610 15101 10244 93

 70.  Manolova TS, Brush CG, Edelman LF, Elam A (2020) Pivoting to stay the 
course: how women entrepreneurs take advantage of opportunities 
created by the COVID‑19 pandemic. Int Small Bus J 38(6):481–491. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 02662 42620 949136

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2019.10.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2019.10.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.04.070
https://doi.org/10.1080/07399339209516006
https://doi.org/10.1080/07399339209516006
https://doi.org/10.5209/reve.75566
https://doi.org/10.5209/reve.75566
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci11030096
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci11030096
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2007.04569.x
https://doi.org/10.1504/EJIM.2021.117518
https://doi.org/10.1504/EJIM.2021.117518
https://doi.org/10.1177/1046496420934541
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.07-9492LSF
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.07-9492LSF
https://doi.org/10.1108/03090590610715022
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11846-017-0242-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.03.142
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.03.142
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2015.1128461
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2015.1128461
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-010-0155-y
https://doi.org/10.14254/2071-789X.2022/15-2/19
https://doi.org/10.14254/2071-789X.2022/15-2/19
https://productivityinsightsnetwork.co.uk/app/uploads/2020/08/PIN-Covid-19-Impact-HGFs.pdf
https://productivityinsightsnetwork.co.uk/app/uploads/2020/08/PIN-Covid-19-Impact-HGFs.pdf
https://productivityinsightsnetwork.co.uk/app/uploads/2020/08/PIN-Covid-19-Impact-HGFs.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brq.2018.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/23409444211013357
https://doi.org/10.1108/IMR-01-2019-0028
https://doi.org/10.21511/kpm.06(1).2022.07
https://doi.org/10.21511/kpm.06(1).2022.07
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22142
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00168-016-0797-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2011.05.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2011.05.048
https://doi.org/10.1177/0266242620963942
https://doi.org/10.5171/2021.930488
https://doi.org/10.5171/2021.930488
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11301-021-00221-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11301-021-00221-0
https://doi.org/10.34021/ve.2023.06.03(4)
https://doi.org/10.1111/jsbm.12146
https://doi.org/10.1111/jsbm.12146
https://doi.org/10.1515/erj-2022-0366
https://doi.org/10.1515/erj-2022-0366
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2016.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2016.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-0440-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-0440-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13042-020-01152-0
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOEM-05-2020-0491
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOEM-05-2020-0491
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41291-020-00119-x
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41291-020-00119-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-014-1517-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-014-1517-y
https://doi.org/10.1108/02610151011024493
https://doi.org/10.1108/02610151011024493
https://doi.org/10.1177/0266242620949136


Page 19 of 20Estrada‑Cruz et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:52  

 71.  Martínez‑López FJ, Merigó JM, Valenzuela‑Fernández L, Nicolás C 
(2018) Fifty years of the European Journal of Marketing: a bibliometric 
analysis. Eur J Mark. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ EJM‑ 11‑ 2017‑ 0853

 72.  Masten AS, Coatsworth JD (1998) The development of compe‑
tence in favorable and unfavorable environments. Am Psychol 
53(2):205–220

 73.  Mateo JM, Solves IM, Gras JMG (2013) Influence of the economic 
cycle on the determinants of nascent entrepreneurial activity: 
an empirical analysis of the Spanish case. Investig Reg‑J Reg Res 
26:19–45

 74.  Maza MC, Fedriani EM, Sanz JAO (2018) Relevant factors in public 
services optimization to support entrepreneurs and the survival rate 
of companies. Innovar 28(69):9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 15446/ innov ar. 
v28n69. 71693

 75.  Meahjohn I, Persad P (2020) The impact of COVID‑19 on entrepre‑
neurship globally. J Econ Bus 3(3):10

 76.  Meyer N, Niemand T, Davila A, Kraus S (2022) Biting the bullet: when 
self‑efficacy mediates the stressful effects of COVID‑19 beliefs. PLoS 
ONE 17(1):e0263022

 77.  Mhlanga D, Moloi T (2020) COVID‑19 and the digital transformation 
of education: what are we learning on 4IR in South Africa? Educ Sci 
10(7):1–12

 78.  Mora‑Cruz A, Palos‑Sanchez PR (2023) Crowdfunding platforms: a 
systematic literature review and a bibliometric analysis. Int Entrep 
Manag J. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11365‑ 023‑ 00856‑3

 79.  Neise T, Diez JR (2019) Adapt, move or surrender? Manufacturing 
firms’ routines and dynamic capabilities on flood risk reduction in 
coastal cities of Indonesia. Int J Disaster Risk Reduc 33:332–342. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ijdrr. 2018. 10. 018

 80.  Pattnaik D, Hassan MK, Kumar S, Paul J (2020) Trade credit research 
before and after the global financial crisis of 2008: a bibliometric 
overview. Res Int Bus Finance 54:101287. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
ribaf. 2020. 101287

 81.  Pereira DR, Cardoso S, Ferreira‑Santos F, Fernandes C, Cunha‑Reis C, 
Paiva TO, Marques‑Teixeira J (2014) Effects of inter‑stimulus interval 
(ISI) duration on the N1 and P2 components of the auditory event‑
related potential. Int J Psychophysiol 94(3):311–318. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. ijpsy cho. 2014. 09. 012

 82.  Pieters R, Baumgartner H (2002) Who talks to whom? Intra‑and 
interdisciplinary communication of economics journals. J Econ Lit 
40(2):483–509. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1257/ 00220 51023 20161 348

 83.  Pinho JC, de Lurdes Martins M (2020) The opportunity to create a 
business: systemic banking crisis, institutional factor conditions and 
trade openness. J Int Entrep 18(4):393–418. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10843‑ 020‑ 00275‑3

 84.  Polit DF, Beck CT (2004) Nursing research: principles and methods. 
Lippincott Williams & Wilkins, Philadelphia

 85.  Prabhu GN (1999) Social entrepreneurial leadership. Career Dev Int 
4(3):140–145

 86.  Rakshit S, Islam N, Mondal S, Paul T (2021) Mobile apps for SME 
business sustainability during COVID‑19 and onwards. J Bus Res 
135:28–39. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jbusr es. 2021. 06. 005

 87.  Ramos‑Rodríguez AR, Ruíz‑Navarro J (2004) Changes in the intellec‑
tual structure of strategic management research: a bibliometric study 
of the Strategic Management Journal, 1980–2000. Strateg Manag J 
25(10):981–1004. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ smj. 397

 88.  Rapp DJ, Olbrich M (2021) On predictive entrepreneurial action in 
uncertain, ill‑structured conditions. RMS 15(7):1961–1979. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s11846‑ 020‑ 00411‑2

 89.  Ratten V (2021) Coronavirus (Covid‑19) and entrepreneurship: cul‑
tural, lifestyle and societal changes. J Entrep Emerg Econ 13(4):747–
761. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ JEEE‑ 06‑ 2020‑ 0163

 90.  Rossetto DE, Bernardes RC, Borini FM, Gattaz CC (2018) Structure 
and evolution of innovation research in the last 60 years: review and 
future trends in the field of business through the citations and co‑
citations analysis. Scientometrics 115(3):1329–1363. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s11192‑ 018‑ 2709‑7

 91.  Sandelowski M (1995) Qualitative analysis: What it is and how to 
begin? Res Nurs Health 18:371–375. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ nur. 
47701 80411

 92.  Sandoval‑Reyes J, Idrovo‑Carlier S, Duque‑Oliva EJ (2021) Remote 
work, work stress, and work–life during pandemic times: a Latin 
America situation. Int J Environ Res Public Health 18(13):7069. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ ijerp h1813 7069

 93.  Santos SC, Caetano A, Spagnoli P, Costa SF, Neumeyer X (2017) 
Predictors of entrepreneurial activity before and during the European 
economic crisis. Int Entrep Manag J 13(4):1263–1288. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s11365‑ 017‑ 0453‑8

 94.  Santos SC, Liguori EW, Garvey E (2023) How digitalization reinvented 
entrepreneurial resilience during COVID‑19. Technol Forecast Soc 
Change 189:122398. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. techf ore. 2023. 122398

 95.  Sharma GD, Kraus S, Liguori E, Bamel UK, Chopra R (2022) Entrepre‑
neurial challenges of COVID‑19: re‑thinking entrepreneurship after 
the crisis. J Small Bus Manag. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00472 778. 2022. 
20896 76

 96.  Shukla AK, Janmaijaya M, Abraham A, Muhuri PK (2019) Engineering 
applications of artificial intelligence: a bibliometric analysis of 30 
years (1988–2018). Eng Appl Artif Intell 85:517–532. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. engap pai. 2019. 06. 010

 97.  Silva R, Rodrigues M, Franco M, Oliveira C, Sousa N (2023) How do 
social responsibility and social entrepreneurship generate value 
creation in pandemics? J Enterp Commun: People Places in the Glob 
Econ 17(2):305–333. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ JEC‑ 07‑ 2021‑ 0108

 98.  Simón‑Moya V, Revuelto‑Taboada L, Ribeiro‑Soriano D (2016) Influ‑
ence of economic crisis on new SME survival: Reality or fiction? 
Entrep Reg Dev 28(1–2):157–176. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08985 626. 
2015. 11185 60

 99.  Stiglitz JE (2009) Moving beyond market fundamentalism to a more 
balanced economy. Ann Public Coop Econ 80(3):345–360. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 7916/ D8988 HV1

 100.  Stopar K, Bartol T (2019) Digital competences, computer skills and 
information literacy in secondary education: mapping and visualiza‑
tion of trends and concepts. Scientometrics 118(2):479–498. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11192‑ 018‑ 2990‑5

 101.  Stremersch S, Verniers I, Verhoef PC (2007) The quest for citations: 
drivers of article impact. J Mark 71(3):171–193. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1509/ jmkg. 71.3. 171

 102.  Sycheva L, Alos‑Simó L, Verdú‑Jover AJ (2021) Research trends in 
management of cultural and creative industries in the Ibero‑Ameri‑
can network. J Cult Creat Ind. https:// doi. org/ 10. 21134/ jcci. v2i. 1433

 103.  Thurik R, Wennekers S (2004) Entrepreneurship, small business and 
economic growth. J Small Bus Enterp Dev 1(1):140–149. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1108/ 14626 00041 05191 73

 104.  Tomás C (1997) The prospects for the social economy in a changing 
world. Ann Public Coop Econ 68(2):247–279. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ 
1467‑ 8292. 00045

 105.  Torres P, Godinho P (2022) Levels of necessity of entrepreneurial 
ecosystems elements. Small Bus Econ 59(1):29–45. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s11187‑ 021‑ 00515‑3

 106.  Trabskaia I, Gorgadze A, Raudsaar M, Myyryläinen H (2023) A bib‑
liometric analysis of social entrepreneurship and entrepreneurial 
ecosystems. Adm Sci 13(3):75. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ admsc i1303 
0075

 107.  Tunger D, Eulerich M (2018) Bibliometric analysis of corporate 
governance research in German‑speaking countries: applying 
bibliometrics to business research using a custom‑made data‑
base. Scientometrics 117(3):2041–2059. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11192‑ 018‑ 2919‑z

 108.  Van Ness RK, Seifert CF (2016) A theoretical analysis of the role 
of characteristics in entrepreneurial propensity. Strateg Entrep J 
10(1):89–96. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ sej. 1205

 109.  Van Nunen K, Li J, Reniers G, Ponnet K (2018) Bibliometric analysis of 
safety culture research. Saf Sci 108:248–258

 110.  Vegetti F, Adăscăliţei D (2017) The impact of the economic crisis 
on latent and early entrepreneurship in Europe. Int Entrep Manag J 
13(4):1289–1314. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11365‑ 017‑ 0456‑5

 111.  Wang X, Xu Z, Škare M (2020) A bibliometric analysis of economic 
research‑Ekonomska Istra zivanja (2007–2019). Econ Res‑Ekonomska 
istraž 33(1):865–886. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13316 77X. 2020. 17375 58

 112.  Xu Z, Wang X, Wang X, Skare M (2021) A comprehensive bibliometric 
analysis of entrepreneurship and crisis literature published from 1984 

https://doi.org/10.1108/EJM-11-2017-0853
https://doi.org/10.15446/innovar.v28n69.71693
https://doi.org/10.15446/innovar.v28n69.71693
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-023-00856-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2018.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2020.101287
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2020.101287
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2014.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2014.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1257/002205102320161348
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10843-020-00275-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10843-020-00275-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.397
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11846-020-00411-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11846-020-00411-2
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEEE-06-2020-0163
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2709-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2709-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/nur.4770180411
https://doi.org/10.1002/nur.4770180411
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18137069
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-017-0453-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-017-0453-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2023.122398
https://doi.org/10.1080/00472778.2022.2089676
https://doi.org/10.1080/00472778.2022.2089676
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engappai.2019.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engappai.2019.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEC-07-2021-0108
https://doi.org/10.1080/08985626.2015.1118560
https://doi.org/10.1080/08985626.2015.1118560
https://doi.org/10.7916/D8988HV1
https://doi.org/10.7916/D8988HV1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2990-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2990-5
https://doi.org/10.1509/jmkg.71.3.171
https://doi.org/10.1509/jmkg.71.3.171
https://doi.org/10.21134/jcci.v2i.1433
https://doi.org/10.1108/14626000410519173
https://doi.org/10.1108/14626000410519173
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8292.00045
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8292.00045
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-021-00515-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-021-00515-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci13030075
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci13030075
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2919-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2919-z
https://doi.org/10.1002/sej.1205
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-017-0456-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677X.2020.1737558


Page 20 of 20Estrada‑Cruz et al. Future Business Journal           (2024) 10:52 

to 2020. J Bus Res 135:304–318. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jbusr es. 
2021. 06. 051

 113.  Yunus EN, Ernawati E, Nuraini E, Yuniarti K (2023) Preserving heritage 
of humanity: a systematic study of the pandemic impacts and coun‑
termeasures of the SMEs. Adm Sci 13(2):65. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ 
admsc i1302 0065

 114.  Zupic I, Čater T (2015) Bibliometric methods in management and 
organization. Organ Res Methods 18(3):429–472. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1177/ 10944 28114 562629

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub‑
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.06.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.06.051
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci13020065
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci13020065
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428114562629
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428114562629

	Entrepreneurship and environments of international crisis: a bibliometric analysis approach
	Abstract 
	Objectives 
	Theoretical framework 
	Methodology 
	Resultsimplications 

	Introduction
	Review studies on entrepreneurship and international crises
	Challenges for entrepreneurs in environments of crisis
	Social entrepreneurship in crisis situations
	Entrepreneurial financing in crisis situations
	Support policies in crisis situations
	Resilience in environments of crisis

	Methodology
	Results
	Citation analysis
	Co-citation analysis
	Co-word analysis
	Co-authorship analysis

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


