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ABSTRACT  

Impact of Market Analysis on the Feasibility of 
Establishing Small Investment Enterprises: An 
Analytical Study on the Service Sector at the 

Governorate of Amman, the Capital   

Prepared by: 
Azzam Azmi Masood Abo-Moghli.   

Supervised by: 
Prof. Hamza Al-Zubaidi   

This study examined the issue of market analysis of the small 
investment enterprises, aiming to identify the nature of the relationship 
between  market analysis and the feasibility of establishing small investment 
enterprises operating in the service sector at the Governorate of Amman, the 
Capital. Four independent variables were defined for the analysis of the 
market, namely: location, demand, price and competitors.    

The study sample consisted of (163) cases, as the researcher used a 42-
item questionnaire of the fixed response type, with a stability factor of 
(83.43%) as per Chronbach alpha equation, in order to obtain the primary 
information of the study. Furthermore, two types of analyses were employed, 
i.e. simple regression analysis and stepwise multi regression analysis. The 
study approached a number of conclusions, most importantly are as follows:  

 

There is a significant statistical positive relation between the location  
analysis and the feasibility of establishing small investment enterprises;  

 

There is a significant statistical positive relation between the price 
analysis and feasibility of establishing small investment enterprises.  

 

There is a significant statistical positive relation between the demand 
analysis and the feasibility of establishing small investment enterprises. 



 
111

  
There is a significant statistical positive relation between the 
competitors analysis and the feasibility of establishing small investment 
enterprises.  

In the light of the above conclusions, the researcher made the following 
recommendations:  

 

The importance of following a scientific method in analyzing the 
market, and not to be content merely relying on expectation, guess and 
conjecture;  

 

Increasing the attention to market analysis will lead into greater success 
and choosing of better alternative opportunities.  

 

Identification of the reasons for the feasibility of the small investment 
enterprises prior the establishing of these enterprises, to avoid waste of 
the capital; and prior consulting the specialists and experienced people
is a certain necessity.     
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