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Empirical Discrimination of the Survival Prospect of Start— up High Technology Firms

ZHANG Wei', ZHONG Wer dong', FENG Shirxia
(1. School o Management, China Uhiversity o Mining and Technology ,
Xwzhou , Jiangsu 221008, China; 2. Research Center ¢ Business Incubaior , Xiamen Unwersity ,
Xiamen, Fyian 361009, China; 3. Xuzhou , Jiangsu 221006, China)

Abstract: How to discriminate the survival and developmernt prospect of start— up hi— tech firms is an issue highly concerned
by both venture capial institutions and theoretical circles The research paper uses non— conditional logistic regression model to
make empirical discrimination about the survival and development status of start— up hi- tech enterprises registered in Xiamen
Pioneering Paik for Overseas Chinese Scholars. It is found that among the 12 factors of empirical discrimination, there are three
key factors that are closely related to the survival status of start— up businesses Ready— to— use Marketing and sales channels
and clearly defined target market can effectively ncrease the suwvival ratio of stait— ups, whereas the extension of the prod
ud’ s application scope can also decrease the survival probability of them.
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