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Factors Influencing the Performance of Governmental R&D Support :
the Case of Generic Technology Support Program
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<Abstract>

The purpose of this research is to analyze the influence of the factors on the performance of na-
tional R&D support program. A LISREL model was employed to analyze the relationship between
the factors and the performance, which was measured in the technological and commercial aspect.
The result of the study reveals the R&D management, business administration, the age and the size
of the company industry domain.. are the factors whose relationship with the performance are sta-

tistically significant.

Key word : technological performance, commercial performance, generic technology support pro-

gram, R&D management, business management.
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