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Abstract : The spin—off where the principal technology developers take the lead in the active and initiative
pursuit of the commercialization of technologies is increasingly drawing attention, breaking away from the
traditional means through the technology transfer or licensing of the public technologies created by the
developers. This study aimed to determine the reasons for such differences from the perspective of the
institutional theory. The results show that only the start—up support system, profit distribution system for
researchers, degree of participation in the technology marketing, entrepreneurship of researchers, the use of
start—up systems affected the number of start—ups of spin—off companies. Furthermore, an analysis of

success factors and a study on the exploration of success paths for the RSOs will also be required
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71=vHAIY
Hoie 279 | 311 [ 1.09 | 1 | 5 w7 A= olels} 7o}
%;jif 279 | 302 | 107 | 1 | s A Z7E 2159 BREH 59 el Al
SE] 4 2919 54& A Ak & Es vy
L 279 | 262 | 101 | 1 | 5 - )
19471841 1, 2, 3, 4% /WARFE AT
H‘JZ‘Z]ZJ‘— S o) 5 - =
mTﬂE 279 | 048 | 050 | © 1 Zoiy folele e 1, 2, 3, 45 AAHFE
=
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