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ABSTRACT
Objective: The objective of the article is to showcase the utilisation of open innovation in new technology-
based firms (NTBFs) from the perspective of entrepreneurs who have successfully survived the crossing of the
valley of death. We examined the interplay of open innovation (Ol), and the entrepreneurial background (i.e.
human capital, entrepreneurial education) to identify success factors in crossing the valley of death.
Research Design & Methods: The research was qualitative and based on interviews conducted with founders
of ten start-ups based in Madrid, Spain. To process the information obtained in a more objective manner, we
utilised three R codes for qualitative data analysis. Subsequently, we employed word clouds to condense the
interviews and ascertain the most significant variables related to the success of the ventures and Ol.
Findings: There were several recurring components among the entrepreneurs that have enabled them to suc-
cessfully cross the valley of death. During the early stages, the entrepreneurship background becomes appar-
ent, enabling them to implement their ideas based on the experience and knowledge acquired. In the subse-
guent stage, the emergence of family support for entrepreneurship facilitates access to initial financing be-
yond one’s own savings invested. Therefore, it appears that human capital and access to informal sources of
finance are more critical for entrepreneurial success than open innovation.
Implications & Recommendations: Despite the fact that open innovation facilitates the acquisition of new
knowledge from a theoretical standpoint, our results suggest that prioritising entrepreneurs’ human cap-
ital and ensuring access to financing are more crucial in overcoming the valley of death, by optimizing the
efforts of various stakeholders.
Contribution & Value Added: The article offers a comprehensive understanding of the survival process of non-
traditional business enterprises (NTBFs) and categorises three distinct variables that contribute to compre-
hending the significance of external and internal factors to which entrepreneurs are exposed.
Article type: research article
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INTRODUCTION

The establishment of novel enterprises significantly contributes to economic progress (Holcombe,
2007; Schumpeter, 1934). It is achieved primarily by utilising innovative concepts to develop com-
mercially viable products (Beckman et al., 2012) consequently reducing unemployment rates and
fostering economic growth (Morales-Alonso et al., 2016).

Beginning with the differentiation between two modalities of entrepreneurship: necessity entre-
preneurship, which emerges in response to economic crises or unemployment; and opportunity en-
trepreneur-ship, which evolves by capitalizing on favourable conditions for new business creation



186 | Yulissa Navarro-Castillo, Katia Mastrostefano, Mercedes Grijalvo, Gustavo Morales-Alonso

(Cantillon, 1755; Peterson & Valliere, 2008), we established a foundational framework to comprehend
the motivations and context that propel entrepreneurial activity in diverse economic landscapes.

New technology-related firms that exhibit attributes such as scalability, replicability, and a
highly profitable business model are commonly referred to as start-ups (Blank & Dorf, 2020). These
ventures often offer products or services with high uncertainty (Ries, 2017), leading to a high attri-
tion rate within the first year of operation for most of them (Dahl & Reichstein, 2007). This can
largely be attributed to the numerous obstacles they encounter during their initial stages of oper-
ation, particularly when they are relatively new and inexperienced.

Ultimately, there exists a valley of death that start-ups must overcome during the initial stages of
their existence (Morales-Alonso et al., 2020). These hurdles include barriers to entry, limited resources,
lack of market familiarity, and financial constraints (de Jong & Freel, 2010; Eftekhari & Bogers, 2015;
Gruber & Henkel, 2006; Radas & Bozi¢, 2009). Therefore, an alternative approach to addressing these
challenges would involve implementing open innovation (Ol) practices within the organisation,
thereby enabling them to overcome the initial shortcomings (Bogers, 2011).

However, the capacity to depend on external actors is somewhat interlinked with the presence of
human capital within the company. Specifically, the education received by the entrepreneur and their
professional background impacts entrepreneurial success (Morales-Alonso et al., 2022).

In recent times, the related scientific literature has placed greater emphasis on new firms utilising
Ol (Remneland Wikhamn & Styhre, 2019) enabling companies to leverage external ideas that have not
been fully exploited within a specific industry. According to Chesbrough (2003), companies continue
to integrate their own discoveries with existing or emerging technologies. Furthermore, there is evi-
dence of a strong correlation between the phenomenon of start-ups and Ol (Spender et al., 2017) and
an increased likelihood of success (Gupta & Rubalcaba, 2022).

For this reason, this research showcases the utilisation of open innovation in new technology-
based firms (NTBFs) from the perspective of entrepreneurs who have successfully survived the crossing
of the valley of death. We examined the interplay of Ol and the entrepreneurial background (i.e. hu-
man capital, entrepreneurial education) to identify success factors in crossing the valley of death, con-
tributing to boosting the survival process of non-traditional business enterprises (NTBFs) and catego-
rises three distinct variables that contribute to comprehending the significance of external and internal
factors to which entrepreneurs are exposed. Hence, the research question was ‘How do entrepreneur-
ial background (human capital) and the existence of financial and social support for entrepreneurship
help to overcome the valley of death in technological new ventures?’

Consequently, we developed this article aiming to understand the varied interests of start-up
founders and their relationship with Ol. It also seeks to comprehend their interaction with the stake-
holders involved in the project. The article consists of five sections. The initial section ‘Introduction’
will examine the context and underscores the study’s significance. The second section will encompass
a comprehensive literature review, enabling us to grasp the fundamental concepts essential for for-
mulating the proposed hypotheses. The third section will elucidate the methodology employed in this
document. The fourth section will present the most significant findings and discussions arising from
the research. Finally, the concluding chapter is presented.

LITERATURE REVIEW AND HYPOTHESES DEVELOPMENT

Open Innovation and Entrepreneurial Ecosystems

Start-ups have emerged as the cornerstone of prosperity and constitute a pivotal innovation policy
initiative in both advanced and developing economies (Ferras-Hérnandez et al., 2021). This is due to
the theoretical and empirical evidence indicating their impact on reducing unemployment (Audretsch
et al., 2001) and enhancing gross domestic product (GDP) (Gomes & Ferreira, 2022). Such behaviour
may not be decisive when attempting to extrapolate a cyclical trend or apply it to diverse contexts.
However, it proves to be effective over the long term (Carree et al., 2002). Particularly during periods
of economic downturn, as this is the greatest demand for the creation of enterprises (Congregado et
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al., 2010). This also contributes to the reduction of gender disparities, as an increasing number of start-
ups are founded by women or have female members on their founding teams (Modaffari et al., 2023).

To foster innovation and technological advancement, businesses must actively engage with their
surroundings (Janssen et al., 2014). In the realm of Ol, organisations employ two primary methodolo-
gies: inbound Ol, which involves the internal utilization of external knowledge from partners, custom-
ers, suppliers, or universities, and outbound Ol, which focuses on harnessing external ideas or exper-
tise for solutions beyond the confines of the organization (Chesbrough et al., 2006). Moreover,
Gassmann and Enkel (2004) introduced a third process called co-innovation, wherein companies seek
to merge the entry and exit points by means of collaborations, alliances, or joint ventures.

In this context, Ol emerges as a crucial instrument for the strategic advancement of knowledge
(Modaffari et al., 2023) by incorporating key stakeholders such as academic institutions, support plat-
forms, other start-ups, and customers (Pakura, 2020). New entrepreneurs are transforming entrepre-
neurship into action (Makai & Dory, 2023) though evidence of greater market influence by innovative
companies compared to others is rare (Audretsch, 1995). According to Chesbrough, Ol is the next step in
the classical treatment of innovation, which he calls closed innovation. To put it differently, the notion
that a company must develop its own technology and guard it with utmost care despite not utilising it
has been abandoned. Companies like P&G have a policy of releasing ideas that are not effective for three
years or more to be taken advantage of by other players in the market, even direct competitors. This is
done with the safeguard of maintaining intellectual property (Chesbrough, 2009; 2015).

In the literature, the most studied relationship between Ol and entrepreneurship is the initial one,
in which the benefits companies receive are from their ecosystems (Remneland Wikhamn & Styhre,
2019). In the research, we worked with new technology-based firms (NTBF) that design products for
an unmet market or need and are committed to technology. In the initial phase of a start-up, the avail-
ability of information is limited (Sanasi et al., 2023) and some entrepreneurs make errors in defining
the value proposition, which can lead to future difficulties (Sus et al., 2020).

Open innovation is a fundamental component in start-ups management. These improve their oppor-
tunities for innovation, competitiveness, and survival by opening to collaborations with stakeholders and
strategic partners (lglesias-Sanchez et al., 2022). This Ol approach not only has a significant impact on
the success of start-ups, but it can also be facilitated by the appropriate partner selection (Fernandes &
Castela, 2019) and a well-defined entrepreneurial model (Joseph et al., 2021). It has been documented
that individuals who engage in collaborative environments, such as science parks, exhibit superior per-
formance in comparison to those who do not participate in such settings (Ramirez-Alesén & Fernandez-
Olmos, 2018). This finding emphasizes the importance of interactions and synergies facilitated by coex-
istence in specialized environments, pointing to a positive relationship between collaboration in science
parks and improved performance of NTBFs. Based on this literature, we proposed our first proposition:

P1: Inan NTBF, Ol comes mainly from clients and universities or research centres.

Open innovation extends beyond the establishment of partnerships with large corporations and
accelerators, as it has the potential to enhance the competitiveness of start-ups through the estab-
lishment of partnerships with small and medium-sized enterprises (Bereczki, 2019). The literature
on Ol has undergone a transformation from its initial focus on large enterprises to a more contem-
porary context of expanding digital enterprises (Al Sharif et al., 2022). This emergence demonstrates
the versatility and significance of operational intelligence in the context of diverse factors influenc-
ing business dynamics (Cavallo et al., 2019). The implementation of Ol not only has a significant
impact on firms’ strategic management, but also highlights its significance in the strategic develop-
ment of knowledge (Modaffari et al., 2023; Santoso et al., 2020). The rapid adoption of novel tech-
nologies such as 3D printing or artificial intelligence is facilitating the creation of novel business
models (Block et al., 2017) by facilitating more efficient and timely access to existing knowledge and,
according to the creation of knowledge (Wurth et al., 2022).

However, as start-ups engage in network structures (Dooly et al., 2022), intellectual property-re-
lated challenges arise for an increasing number of companies of both public and private nature that
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are partnering. The influence of Ol is remarkable, especially when public-private companies are estab-
lished (Godlewska-Majkowska et al., 2023; Hahn et al., 2019). The initial evaluation of NTBF’s potential
and viability is notably influenced by the alliances forged with corporations, investors, and the devel-
opment of patents (Wessendorf et al., 2019). Consequently, while exposure to open innovation (Ol) in
companies associated with scientific parks or local university institutions may not reach exceptional
levels, it persists to a greater extent compared to companies not affiliated with such entities (Lindelof
& Lofsten, 2004). Drawing upon this academic literature stream, we propose:

P2: Start-up incubators should try to impact beyond entrepreneurial education if they want
to improve NTBFs’ survivability.

Entrepreneurial Background

When evaluating entrepreneurship and its correlation with human capital, it is imperative to
acknowledge that it has distinct metrics that differ based on the perspective employed. There are many
different relationships between, e.g. entrepreneurs’ origins, training (Acevedo et al., 2007), personal-
ity (Krieger et al., 2022), and early exposure (Morales-Alonso et al., 2016; 2022). We may also analyse
these relationships through their relationship with entrepreneurship ecosystems, such as innovation
and digital knowledge (Di Vaio et al., 2021) and technological turbulence (Li, 2012). However, there is
still no consensus that human capital is key to the success of high-tech firms (Colombo & Grilli, 2010;
Morales-Alonso et al., 2023), there are many more factors.

Skill Variety and Entrepreneurial Human Capital

Human capital plays a critical role in the search for new business opportunities and this influence is grow-
ing stronger with experience in a specific sector and general education (Jang, 2019). Indeed, cognitive
traits possess the ability to surpass demographic factors and human capital in the context of high-tech-
based start-ups (Morales-Alonso et al., 2022). Furthermore, when the complementary capabilities of the
founders are combined, synergy emerges, resulting in enhanced profits (Colombo & Grilli, 2005).

The increasing number of academic entrepreneurs has led technical and university entities to
adopt a more focused approach to training their students towards innovation (Dooly et al., 2022). To-
gether, these dynamics propel entrepreneurship and innovation in the business landscape, particularly
among those students who have been exposed to entrepreneurial training (Lee et al., 2019). In the
context of NTBFs, the presence of PhDs in their teams has been a topic of interest, with significant
evidence showing that investment programs prefer to derive their capital from those who have PhDs
in their teams (Ferras-Hérnandez et al., 2021). Indeed, it aims to integrate scientists (Hahn et al., 2019),
researchers, publishers, and libraries to enhance the potential of start-ups (Gupta & Rubalcaba, 2022).
This is because the amalgamation of technological knowledge, entrepreneurial education, and educa-
tional diversity are crucial factors for success (Bertin & Mavoori, 2022).

The literature has delineated the positive influence of various factors on the success of start-ups,
including the entrepreneur’s leadership, agility, technology orientation, sustainability, teamwork, mo-
tivation (Lago et al., 2023), the ability to remain vigilant, acquired experience (Edigbo et al., 2021), and
risk-taking (Wadood et al., 2022). Moreover, the presence of individuals possessing prior business ex-
pertise within the founding team is also associated with superior growth (Colombo & Grilli, 2005) and
better financial outcomes (Garcia-Cabrera et al., 2021). Anchoring on this literature, we propose:

P3: For the survivability of a NTBF, professional experience is more important than education.

Financial Support for Entrepreneurship

In addition to the technological foundation and experience, the primary factors that determine a
company’s success include family support, which can be either economic or emotional (Ascarya &
Rahmawati, 2018). It has been demonstrated that the financial or capital support that the family
provides at the onset of entrepreneurial activities has a greater impact than the emotional support
(Gao et al., 2021), thereby ensuring that entrepreneurs find their initial access to business capital
through family financing (Marliati, 2020).
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The configuration of network structures emerges as a crucial factor in the development of start-
ups (Dooly et al., 2022). Moreover, the implementation of Ol significantly enhances the managerial
prospects of these start-ups by emphasising the significance of involving stakeholders in attaining in-
novation, fostering competitiveness, and ensuring survival (Iglesias-Sanchez et al., 2022). There are at
least four Ol models that allow for the interaction of different agents with start-ups, such as corporate
accelerators, external platforms, consortia or alliances, and the direct business approach (Boni & Jo-
seph, 2019). Despite their positive impact on collaboration and innovation, they also create a dilemma
and conflict around the claim of intellectual property within these networks. Despite these challenges,
there is a growing trend in the association of public-private companies (Dooly et al., 2022).

The aim of collaboration between educational institutions and start-ups is to achieve sustaina-
bility by facilitating access to technology that would otherwise be inaccessible. Several start-ups,
particularly NTBFs, seek collaboration with university incubators, particularly in the hopes of obtain-
ing resources through tax incentives and incubator support (Jirapong et al., 2021; Ziakis et al., 2022).
This is because access to educational institutions will enable entrepreneurs to make decisions based
on data and not on unreliable intuitions (Gupta & Rubalcaba, 2022).

Nonetheless, this type of collaboration is less prevalent in emerging enterprises with a social focus,
as public programs tend to invest in start-ups that specialise in big data management or artificial intel-
ligence (Eiteneyer et al., 2019). Furthermore, the competitiveness of a start-up is not solely contingent
on the environment in which it operates, but also influenced by the characteristics of its managers,
knowledge management, absorptive capacity, and participatory capacity (Salimi et al., 2023). The most
realistic options that entrepreneurs have to obtain financial resources during their initial stage include
their own savings, business angels or their close circle composed of family, friends, and fools (FFF)
(Hamilton, 2001). In the case of companies that are just starting their activities, FFF (as an informal
finance source) provides financial support in most cases (Ramachandran & Ramnarayan, 1993). These
results in terms of funding sources for entrepreneurship led us to our next proposition:

P4: The initial survivability of NTBFs depends mainly on the availability of funding from infor-
mal sources.

Social Ties for Entrepreneurship

According to empirical research, it has been demonstrated that the training of entrepreneurs, along
with the management of their budgets and the mitigation of any negative experiences they may have
encountered in the past, have a significant impact on the degree of future expansion that start-ups can
achieve (Ireta Sanchez, 2023). Moreover, it is important to understand the needs of customers and
their levels of satisfaction when purchasing a product or service (Khalig et al., 2022). If we are referring
to social relationships, entrepreneurs must possess a high level of social intelligence in order to main-
tain relationships with interest groups (Ingram et al., 2019). Another form of social assistance that aids
in the advancement of enterprises is the exposure to entrepreneurial activities that they have received
during their academic years. When they are at an advanced stage, this exposure can provide them with
access to incubators that connect them to venture capital investors or financing entities (Hoang et al.,
2022) because, when entrepreneurs perceive their project to be risky, they avoid taking on loans with
uncertain interests (Liu & Yang, 2023) or an incentive that makes them feel in danger with their novel
knowledge property (Lin et al., 2023). Hence, we propose:

P5: Founders of NTBFs give the greatest importance to industry knowledge and independence.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Sample Choice

The research centred on the collection of data pertaining to the NTBFs of the Autonomous Community
of Madrid. While the concept of an NTBF is not universalised and is used in different ways (Autio, 1994;
Bollinger et al., 1983; Storey & Tether, 1998), for this investigation, we decided to employ Autio’s con-
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cept, which asserts that NTBFs are novel, relatively small, based on solid scientific and technological
foundations, and also contribute to the generation of employment and innovation (Autio, 2008).

To establish communication with the NTBFs, Universidad Politécnica de Madrid partnered with the
Madri+d Foundation, which provided access to the founders or co-founders of companies with highly
technological operations. We sent a preliminary questionnaire to 500 companies, of which 7% re-
sponded. The filter inquiry inquired about the degree of satisfaction (ranging from 1 to 5) pertaining
to the technological knowledge acquired through the foundation. To ensure the sample’s representa-
tiveness, we selected eight companies that indicated a low level of satisfaction (1 or 2), and eight that
indicated a high satisfaction level (4 or 5) in a completely random manner. Once we obtained a list of
the 16 companies eligible for the interview, we contacted them.

To conduct the necessary interviews, it was imperative to conduct four rounds from June 29 to July
4,2018. During this period, we contacted. only 10 founders or co-founders of the NTBFs, resulting in a
response rate of 62.50%. Figure 1 depicts the summary of the process for gathering the information.
The interview protocol consisted of six carefully crafted inquiries designed to explore the hypotheses
outlined in the research. We interviewed ten entrepreneurs and meticulously recorded their responses

and transcribed them to facilitate thorough analysis.
37 start-ups w

16 contacted

10 interviewed @

Figure 1. Selected sample and data collected
Source: own elaboration.

Descriptive Sample Analysis

The oldest company surveyed commenced its operations in 2005, while the most recent company
was established in 2014 spanning various industries including Information and communication, fac-
tory, professional, scientific and technical activities, administrative and support service activities,
financial and insurance activities, human health and social work activities, wholesale and retail sales
of engine parts, vehicles, and motorcycles and professional, scientific and technical activities. The
distribution of companies based on their number of employees was as follows: six companies had
fewer than nine employees, while four had more than nine but fewer than 49 employees, reaffirm-
ing their status as small enterprises.

Data Analysis Method

To analyse the data gathered from the interviews, the statistical software R for Qualitative Data Anal-
ysis (RQDA) was utilised, offering a unified platform for analysing both qualitative and quantitative
variables (Huang, 2014). Furthermore, given the exploratory analysis, we generated a Word Cloud for
each inquiry, facilitating the visualisation of the most salient topics among the interviewed entrepre-
neurs. Moreover, we employed the information conglomerate to define the recurring variables and
identify the primary connections among the responses obtained during the interviews.
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section presents findings derived from an in-depth analysis of three codes in RQDA, strategically
used to explore central themes of innovation, entrepreneurship, and support networks. We also used
Word Cloud maps to visually represent interview data, highlighting key topics such as university col-
laboration, business strategies, and connections with stakeholders. The following discussion will ex-
amine each hypothesis to understand the impact of Ol components on overcoming challenges in busi-
ness development such as crossing the valley of death.

Entrepreneurs emphasized innovation as crucial for their ventures, often using it to develop
business ideas. While universities were seen as catalysts, some entrepreneurs felt they lacked ex-
pected technical support. Interpersonal relationships and soft skills, previously undervalued,
emerged as vital for business expansion.

The first inquiry, ‘Can you describe your start-up idea and your experience facilitating its develop-
ment?’ aimed to explore knowledge sources and compare Ol practices. It delved into idea generation,
opportunities identified at the start, and potential modifications over time.

Figure 2 illustrates entrepreneurs’ interactions with external agents. Most acknowledged custom-
ers’ influence on product development. Nearly half collaborated with universities, while a small per-
centage worked with corporations or research centres. However, 30% reported no external collabora-
tion, underscoring the importance of diverse assistance in venture expansion.

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%
Universities Companies Customers  Research Center No collaboration

Figure 2. Links developed by firms
Source: own elaboration (n = 10).

Furthermore, we noted an increase in sales as companies effectively communicated with diverse
stakeholders. Initially, companies showed reluctance to embrace Ol but became more receptive over
time, engaging with stakeholders such as customers, larger businesses, research centres, and public
institutions as they progressed through the development stages.

When the gathered responses of the companies to the initial inquiry (Figure 3) highlighted promi-
nent variables such as ‘idea,’ ‘university,” ‘business,” and ‘knowledge,” with ‘customers’ being less prom-
inent. We can attribute this to the focus of the initial question on formulating concepts rather than
subsequent business evolution. To better understand the impact of Ol on high-tech start-ups, three sub-
questions were formulated (Figure 4).

Question 1.1 Have you had any other considerable interactions with other actors? (e.g. univer-
sities, suppliers, customers, private research institutions, government or public authority).

Given that the initial funding predominantly stemmed from personal savings or familial loans, as
explored further in hypothesis 4, we could deduce that the initial growth of the surveyed start-ups
remained uninfluenced by external factors. In more exceptional cases, some entrepreneurs asserted
that the operational methodology they had devised proved adequate to sustain continued expansion,
even in the presence of additional investment income.
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Question 1.2 What benefits and challenges are related to the involvement of these actors in the
innovation process?

In the case of companies that received support from entities affiliated with the Madri+d Foun-
dation, they opted to highlight the progress of innovation within their ventures. This strategy al-
lowed them to attract a broad clientele and bolster the sustainability of their ventures. Moreover,
they endeavoured to bridge the divide between invention and innovation, aiming to market their
products consistently in the marketplace.

Question 1.3 Which competencies did you acquire from these actors that you did not have?

The cohort of entrepreneurs acknowledging the benefits of leveraging their network of contacts
to involve various stakeholders in their development process also identified a shortfall in their busi-
ness management information systems. This inadequacy could be addressed by harnessing the ex-
pertise and experience of these newcomers.

In alignment with Hypothesis 1, positing that Ol predominantly stems from customers and univer-
sities or research centres, the word cloud underscores the substantial contributions of ‘university’ and
‘knowledge’ in shaping these entrepreneurial ventures. This nuanced comprehension partially corrob-
orates the initial hypothesis, revealing a correlation between business concepts that are enriched
through external collaborations such as clients and academic institutions to a greater extent, albeit
with a lower involvement with research centres.
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Figure 3. Word cloud: Question 1
Source: own elaboration.
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Figure 4. Word cloud: Question 1.1,1.2y 1.3
Source: own elaboration.

Regarding question 2, which addresses the degree of satisfaction with technological learning pro-
vided by the Madri+d Foundation, it was subdivided into three sub-questions to explore entrepreneurs’
perceptions of the role of incubators in their business development, spanning from the initial conceptu-
alization of the idea to achieving self-sustainability. Noteworthy, to ensure the sample’s representative-
ness, companies with varying levels of satisfaction were included, thereby enabling balanced responses
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regarding the performance of an entrepreneurship support entity. This methodological approach en-
hances the accuracy and comprehensiveness of the outcomes obtained, facilitating a deeper understand-
ing of the impact of incubators on the entrepreneurial journey of the analysed enterprises.

Q2.1 What services have you used from the foundation?

Q2.2 Can you describe what are the negatives (or positives) you noticed about the services? Are
there positives (or negatives)?

Q2.3 After you had used the foundation’s services, how did you continue on your path grow?
And now?

Based on the gathered data, entrepreneurs expressed a notable reliance on their internal devel-
opment of knowledge to manage and operate their enterprises, rather than placing significant reli-
ance on external institutions. However, they acknowledged the value added by incubators, which
provide ongoing support and tools such as mentorship and marketing strategies. This discovery sug-
gests that entrepreneurs are increasingly embracing autonomy and internal drive, while also recog-
nising the specific resources that incubators can offer in key areas for growth and entrepreneurial
advancement. This aspect is relevant for incubators to consider as they enhance their support pro-
cedures and strive to foster greater engagement among entrepreneurs who rely on incubation pro-
cesses, thereby facilitating their access to anticipated resources.

The interviews revealed that entrepreneurs benefiting from the services offered by the Madri+d
Foundation exclusively expressed positive perceptions. Several participants emphasized the valuable as-
sistance provided in acquiring essential tools and establishing strategic connections, significantly facili-
tating the acceleration of their business growth processes. On the other hand, those three who did not
use the foundation’s services or whose satisfaction level was assessed as low (2 or 1) chose not to express
their opinion on the matter. This response pattern underscores the positive correlation between the
effective utilization of services provided by the Madri+d Foundation and favourable perceptions among
entrepreneurs regarding the positive impact on their respective development processes.

Among the array of services provided by the foundation, mentorship and networking opportu-
nities were the most commonly utilized, as affirmed by 90% of the participating companies. Despite
the lack of adverse outcomes, respondents indicated that they acquired substantial knowledge that
propelled the advancement of their companies. This analysis underscores the effectiveness of the
mentorship and networking initiatives offered by the incubator and their beneficial impact on the
growth and progression of the participating enterprises.

To propose an incubation strategy, we conducted a thorough analysis of word clouds to identify
primary concerns overlooked by the incubators. Figure 5 vividly illustrates that participants unani-
mously stressed the necessity for investment capital, whether from foundations or investors, to im-
prove their products, increase production levels, and ultimately solidify the stability of their ventures.
This finding underscores the importance of concentrating on targeted strategies for securing funding
as a critical element in the development of enhancements for incubators.

In other words, entrepreneurs’ expectations suggest that the incubator’s responsibilities should not
be solely confined to providing courses on soft skills or mentoring for business development, supporting
the second hypothesis that implies incubators should go beyond offering basic skills to enhance the sur-
vival probability for a start-up. Entrepreneurs anticipate incubators to establish direct connections with
potential investors for their business concepts. The issue of funding has emerged as a significant concern
for new entrepreneurs in the high-tech sector, as they are aware that implementing their business con-
cepts requires substantial initial capital and the resulting returns may take months or even years to ma-
terialize. This approach highlights the need for incubators to broaden their responsibilities beyond con-
ventional training, emphasizing the importance of establishing direct connections with funding sources
to address the specific requirements and financial challenges faced by high-tech entrepreneurs.

With regards to the third hypothesis, the testimonials provided by entrepreneurs who have experi-
enced a favourable outcome from the Madri+d Foundation provide pertinent insights. Entrepreneurs have
mentioned that the favourable impact was not solely reflected in the enhancement of business skills and
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the enhancement of accessible projects, but also the enhancement of financial skills and the acquisition
of seed capital through contests and competitions. Thus, we formulated the following question:

Q3 Which competencies did you acquire from these services that you did not have?
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Figure 5. Word Cloud: Questions 2.1,2.2y 2.3
Source: own elaboration.

This finding suggests that within the framework of incubation offered by the Madri+d Founda-
tion, hands-on experience and active participation in contests and competitions play a pivotal role
in entrepreneurs’ success. While education may offer theoretical foundations, the practical appli-
cation of business skills and involvement in specific entrepreneurial activities emerge as the deter-
mining factors in the perceived positive impact.

This comparative approach highlights the synergy between education and professional experi-
ence, indicating that both components are fundamental and interact synergistically to achieve en-
trepreneurial success. The hypothesis favouring professional experience does not negate the sig-
nificance of education but rather emphasizes the necessity for a balanced amalgamation of both
dimensions to have a significant impact on entrepreneurial advancement.

A significant proportion of entrepreneurs emphasized the importance of acquiring training in busi-
ness skills, particularly those with backgrounds in engineering fields that did not include these subjects
in their initial education (75%). Nonetheless, it is imperative to emphasize that numerous individuals
have highlighted that one of the primary advantages of achieving entrepreneurial success stems from
the prior experience they acquired before establishing their ventures. Despite incorporating business
skills through additional training, prior experience has been identified as a distinct factor that signifi-
cantly contributed to the successful accomplishment of their organizations.

Upon examination of the word cloud corresponding to Question 3 (Figure 6), we discerned a dis-
tinct consensus among all entrepreneurs who expressed their involvement in previous projects. These
projects provided them with the opportunity to enhance their entrepreneurial abilities, which were
further bolstered through the training provided by incubators, should they choose to avail themselves
of these educational opportunities. This finding highlights the coherence in the experiences of entre-
preneurs, accentuating the importance of previous projects as a basis for the development of entre-
preneurial skills. This fully supports the third hypothesis, which states that experience is more im-
portant than academic knowledge. These skills were further enhanced through incubation programs,
enriching their entrepreneurial experience.

To analyse this part of the research, we proposed three different for the progression of an emerg-
ing company towards maturity. The 0-period ‘existence’ is commonly referred to as the start-up stage,
wherein entrepreneurs are faced with limited resources and capabilities, leading them to rely on their
own resources to accomplish their tasks. Next was Period 1 ‘survival,’ the stage of market openness,
at which performance, and management of technological and financial knowledge become critical fac-
tors. It is at this point that the use of Ol becomes more relevant. In Period 2 ‘success,’ start-ups are on
the path to maturity with consolidated ideas, growing and maturing, escaping the dreaded Valley of
Death, and becoming sustainable over time.

Table 1 depicts the source of financial funds procured by companies during each aforementioned
stage. During the initial phase of the start-up process, a majority of companies utilised their own re-
sources, augmented by funds from family or acquaintances. During the initial period, certain enter-
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prises commenced acquiring funds from a diverse range of financing sources, including both public and
private ones. During the second period, the majority of companies expressed a more clarified compre-
hension of the necessity to raise additional funding to sustain their expansion.
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Figure 6. Word Cloud: Questions 3
Source: own elaboration.

Table 1. Funding sources

Codification Period 0 Period 1 Period 2
1 Personal N/a N/a
2 Personal Personal and public sources Personal and public sources
3 Personal N/a Personal
4 Personal Personal and public sources Personal and public sources
5 Personal and public sources Private sources Personal and public sources
6 Personal Personal Personal
7 Personal Private sources N/a
8 Personal Personal Personal and public sources
9 Personal Personal Personal and public sources
10 Personal Personal and public sources | Personal and public sources

Source: own study (n = 10).

To gain a more comprehensive understanding of the present perception of entrepreneurs who
have successfully consolidated their technological organisations, we conducted an analysis of the word
cloud of their responses (Figure 7) from Q4 ‘Was it necessary to raise funds to support your business?
If so, can you describe how you collected them and what is the composition (%) of the firm’s ownership
structure? (e.g. entrepreneurs and co-founders, friends and family, crowd equity investors, profes-
sional investors or other).” The significance attributed to capital primarily from family and the public
sector, through contests or awards that promoted their ideas is particularly noteworthy. In certain
instances, incubators played a pivotal role in facilitating access to these financial resources. Despite
the importance of investors in capital raising, a minority of respondents expressed reluctance to seek
financial assistance from individuals outside their immediate circle (FFF), even after consolidating their
enterprises. This analysis supports the fourth hypothesis completely, which proposes that the first fi-
nancial supports of successful entrepreneurs were supported by FFF from the beginning, because we
also found that entrepreneurs obtained some financial sources from the public sector.

When asked about the most valuable advice entrepreneurs could offer to individuals embarking
on the exciting journey of entrepreneurship, as illustrated in Figure 8, the most frequently mentioned
phrase was ‘always begin,” obtained from Q5 ‘If you could, what would be the three pieces of advice
you would give to a new, young entrepreneur?’

Furthermore, additional responses included recommendations to adequately prepare for and ex-
ecute all tasks, acquire knowledge during the initial year, and be ready to confront various obstacles.
As entrepreneurship continues to evolve, they suggested securing a stable and traditional occupation,
as it may experience slow growth. They also advised focusing on acquiring market knowledge to max-
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imise competitive advantages and survival prospects in the valley of death. Consequently, the fifth
hypothesis was fully supported, as entrepreneurs based their success on the specialised knowledge
they had acquired about the market in which they operate and prefer economic freedom that keeps
them away from debt, especially with banks.
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Figure 7. Word Cloud: Question 4
Source: own elaboration.
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Figure 8. Word cloud: Question 5
Source: own elaboration.

DISCUSSION

We aimed to analyse the relevance of 10 by drawing insights from successful entrepreneurs who have
navigated the challenging period known as the valley of death, thus creating a safer journey map for
future entrepreneurs aiming to establish high-tech businesses (Figure 9). Due to the intrinsic nature of
the Internet of Things, the analysis focused on entrepreneurs’ stakeholders and their interactions,
thereby facilitating start-up survival. Three distinct components have been identified.

The first component identified was the entrepreneurs’ background (emphasizing human capi-
tal) and their sustained relationships with stakeholders, laying the groundwork for entrepreneurial
activities. These findings are in line with Elston and Audretsch’s (2011) assertion that human capital
is among the most crucial resources for technology-related start-ups. The second concept aligns
with Neyens et al. (2010) and Iglesias-Sanchez et al. (2022), who argue that entrepreneurial inno-
vation is bolstered by formed alliances.

The second component for advancing along our journey map encompasses incubators and the en-
trepreneurship skills refined during incubation processes. In agreement with Lamperti et al. (2023),
Jirapong et al. (2021), and Ziakis et al. (2022), we assert that business incubators play a pivotal role in
facilitating entrepreneurs’ access to economic and knowledge resources.

Finally, the third component for navigating the death valley describes the initial access to financ-
ing, sourced from friends, family, and fools. This finding corroborates Gao et al. (2021), Marliati
(2020), and Gbadegeshin et al. (2022), who suggest that FFFs play a crucial role in surviving the death
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valley during the company’s initial years. They enable avoidance of bank interest rates and allow
NTBFs. to focus on the challenges in their developmental stage.
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Figure 9. The valley of death journey map
Source: own elaboration.

CONCLUSIONS

In the present study, we examined the significance of open innovation (Ol) for new technology-based

firms (NTBFs) through empirical research involving ten companies incubated within the Madri+d eco-

system in Madrid, Spain. The findings provided full support for four out of the five hypotheses posited

and partial support for one. This indicates that, for navigating the valley of death, the possession of

human capital and access to informal sources of funding appear to be more crucial than Ol itself.
From the hypotheses entirely supported by the findings, we concluded that:

1. Incubators should not merely focus on imparting entrepreneurship skills and business modelling
knowledge but also go further by fostering networking and facilitating access to funding sources
and potential clients (H2);

2. Despite NTBFs being highly specialised, contrary to expectations, professional experience remains
the indispensable factor for survival over education (H3);

3. |Initial financial support available to entrepreneurs relies on their family, friends, and fools (FFF)
network and personal savings (H4);

4. One of the primary sources of motivation for entrepreneurs is the opportunity to actively contrib-
ute to industry knowledge development and achieve work independence.

From the hypothesis that was not fully supported (H1), it can be concluded that while open
innovation is important for a company’s development, it takes a backseat in the early stages of
entrepreneurship, which prioritises survival through the ‘Valley of Death’ and emphasise activities
conducive to establishing a stable market position. At this juncture, universities emerge as critical
partners, primarily assuming the role of incubators providing access to business information to en-
hance the likelihood of surviving the valley of death.
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Regarding the implications of the study for the academic community, we underscored the im-
portance of examining and understanding the factors determining entrepreneurs’ perception of open-
ness in the early stages of their companies’ development. Specifically, our study on NTBFs suggests
that Ol may be less critical for start-ups than the scientific community might presume, especially, in
comparison to human capital and access to informal funding sources. This insight enriches existing
literature on Ol and provides valuable information for future research endeavours.

For managers, entrepreneurs, and other professionals, the results underscore the strategic rele-
vance of focusing efforts on points identified as critical for surviving the valley of death, such as pos-
sessing adequate human capital and accessing informal funding sources.

Regarding implications for public entities involved in entrepreneurship, including incubators, it is
suggested to promote policies supporting the training and ongoing support provided by these entities.
This aims to enhance entrepreneurs’ human capital and facilitate their access to funding sources. In
particular, we highlighted the importance of exploring avenues to facilitate access to external funding
as emerging companies progress through their developmental stages. The positive perception of incu-
bators as resources for capacity building underscores their crucial role in developing essential entre-
preneurial skills. Collaboration with incubators may be considered an effective means to nurture en-
trepreneurial talent and strengthen knowledge bases in the business domain.

Lastly, the study acknowledges the presence of limitations, such as focusing on a specific context
(Spain) and reliance on highly specialized data. These limitations underscore the need to avoid general-
izing results and encourage exploring multiple contexts in future research on entrepreneurship and Ol.

REFERENCES

Acevedo, M.C., Montes, I.C., Vasquez, J.J., Villegas, M.N., Mejia, T.B., & Economia —SIEDE—, U.E.S. de I. en. (2007).
Capital humano: Una mirada desde la educacién y la experiencia laboral. Cuadernos de Investigacion, 56, Article
56. Retrieved from https://publicaciones.eafit.edu.co/index.php/cuadernos-investigacion/article/view/1287
on January 2, 2024.

Al Sharif, R., Pokharel, S., Ayari, M.A., Essam, M., & Aqgeel, S. (2022). Enabling Open Innovation in Digital
Startups through the Incubation Program—A Case of Qatar. Sustainability (Switzerland), 14(11).
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14116557

Ascarya, & Rahmawati, S. (2018). Analysis of the determinants of micro enterprises graduation. Journal of Islamic
Economics, Banking and Finance, 14(1), 12-60. https://doi.org/10.12816/0051166

Audretsch, D.B. (1995). Innovation and Industry Evolution. MA: The MIT Press. Retrieved from
https://books.google.es/books?hl=es&Ir=&id=xbGbfSQWRMMC&oi=fnd&pg=PRI&dq=Audretsch,+D.+(199
5).+%E2%80%9CInnovation+and+Industry+Evolution%E2%80%9D+(p.+280).+Cam-
bridge,+MA:+The+MIT+Press.&ots=6YJhhQ4FQM&sig=fcWDBENnZy4sWnjO1iA2M5SacCOQ#v=onep-
age&q&f=false on January 2, 2024.

Audretsch, D., Carree, M.A., & Thurik, R. (2001). Does Entrepreneurship Reduce Unemployment? Tinbergen Insti-
tute Discussion Paper, No. 01-074/3, Tinbergen Institute, Amsterdam and Rotterdam Retrieved from
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/85927 on July 1, 2023.

Autio, E. (1994). New, technology-based firms as agents of R&D and innovation: An empirical study. Technova-
tion, 14(4), 259-273. https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-4972(94)90010-8

Autio, E. (2008). Growth of Technology-based New Firms. In The Blackwell Handbook of Entrepreneurship (pp.
329-347). https://doi.org/10.1002/9781405164214.ch16

Beckman, C.M., Eisenhardt, K., Kotha, S., Meyer, A., & Rajagopalan, N. (2012). The Role of the Entrepre-
neur in Technology Entrepreneurship. Strategic Entrepreneurship Journal, 6(3), 203-206.
https://doi.org/10.1002/sej.1136

Bereczki, 1. (2019). An open innovation ecosystem from a startup’s perspective. International Journal of Innova-
tion Management, 23(8). https://doi.org/10.1142/51363919619400012

Bertin, C., & Mavoori, H. (2022). Innovative Technology-Based Startup—Large Firm Collaborations: Influence of
Human and Social Capital on Engagement and Success. IEEE Transactions on Engineering Management, 1-
13. https://doi.org/10.1109/TEM.2022.3187924



Navigating the valley of death: Open innovation strategies for start-up survival | 199

Blank, S., & Dorf, B. (2020). The Startup Owner’s Manual: The Step-By-Step Guide for Building a Great Company.
John Wiley & Sons.

Block, J.H., Fisch, C.0., & van Praag, M. (2017). The Schumpeterian entrepreneur: A review of the empirical evi-
dence on the antecedents, behaviour and consequences of innovative entrepreneurship. Industry and Inno-
vation, 24(1), 61-95. https://doi.org/10.1080/13662716.2016.1216397

Bogers, M. (2011). The open innovation paradox: Knowledge sharing and protection in R&D collaborations. Eu-
ropean Journal of Innovation Management, 14(1), 93-117. https://doi.org/10.1108/14601061111104715

Bollinger, L., Hope, K., & Utterback, J.M. (1983). A review of literature and hypotheses on new technology-based
firms. Research Policy, 12(1), 1-14. https://doi.org/10.1016/0048-7333(83)90023-9

Boni, A.A., & Joseph, D. (2019). Four models for corporate transformative, open innovation. Journal of Commer-
cial Biotechnology, 24(4), 23-31. https://doi.org/10.5912/JCB911

Cantillon, R. (1755). Essai Sur La Nature Du Commerce En General. Macmillan. Retrieved from https://www.iber-
libro.com/9781169974012/Essai-Nature-Commerce-General-1755-1169974015/plp on July 1, 2023.

Carree, M., van Stel, A., Thurik, R., & Wennekers, S. (2002). Economic Development and Business Ownership: An
Analysis Using Data of 23 OECD Countries in the Period 1976-1996. Small Business Economics, 19(3), 271-
290. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1019604426387

Cavallo, A., Ghezzi, A., & Balocco, R. (2019). Entrepreneurial ecosystem research: Present debates and future
directions. International Entrepreneurship and Management Journal, 15(4), 1291-1321.

Chesbrough, H. (2009). Innovacidén abierta. Plataforma Editorial.

Chesbrough, H. (2015). Reinventar la empresa en la era digital. BBVA. Retrieved from
https://www.bbvaopenmind.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/02/BBVA-OpenMind-Innovacion-abierta-In-
novar-con-exito-en-el-siglo-xxi-Henry-Chesbrough.pdf. on January 3, 2024.

Chesbrough, H., Vanhaverbeke, W., & West, J. (2006). Open Innovation: Researching a New Paradigm. OUP Ox-
ford.

Chesbrough, H.W. (2003). Open Innovation: The New Imperative for Creating and Profiting from Technology.
Harvard Business Press.

Colombo, M.G., & Grilli, L. (2005). Founders’ human capital and the growth of new technology-based firms: A
competence-based view. Research Policy, 34(6), 795-816. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2005.03.010

Colombo, M.G., & Grilli, L. (2010). On growth drivers of high-tech start-ups: Exploring the role
of founders’ human capital and venture capital. Journal of Business Venturing, 25(6), 610-
626. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2009.01.005

Congregado, E., Golpe, A.A., & Carmona, M. (2010). Is it a good policy to promote self-employment for job crea-
tion? Evidence from Spain. Journal of Policy Modeling, 32(6), 828.

Dahl, M.S., & Reichstein, T. (2007). Are You Experienced? Prior Experience and the Survival of New Organizations.
Industry and Innovation, 14(5), 497-511. https://doi.org/10.1080/13662710701711414

de Jong, J.P.J., & Freel, M. (2010). Absorptive capacity and the reach of collaboration in high technology small
firms. Research Policy, 39(1), 47-54.

Di Vaio, A., Palladino, R., Pezzi, A., & Kalisz, D.E. (2021). The role of digital innovation in knowledge man-
agement systems: A systematic literature review. Journal of Business Research, 123, 220-231.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2020.09.042

Dooly, Z., Duane, A., & O’Driscoll, A. (2022). Creating and Managing EU Funded Research Net-
works: An Exploratory Case. Electronic Journal of Business Research Methods, 20(1).
https://doi.org/10.34190/ejbrm.20.1.2556

Edigbo, A.O., Ogbo, A., Onwe, C.C,, Igwe, A., & Okafor, L.C. (2021). Mediating role of entrepreneurial alertness
between prior entrepreneurial exposures and entrepreneurial intentions. Entrepreneurial Business and Eco-
nomics Review, 9(4), 67-84. https://doi.org/10.15678/EBER.2021.090405

Eftekhari, N., & Bogers, M. (2015). Open for Entrepreneurship: How Open Innovation Can Foster New Venture
Creation. Creativity and Innovation Management, 24(4), 574-584. https://doi.org/10.1111/caim.12136

Eiteneyer, N., Bendig, D., & Brettel, M. (2019). Social capital and the digital crowd: Involving backers to promote
new product innovativeness. Research Policy, 48(8), 103744. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.01.017



200 | Yulissa Navarro-Castillo, Katia Mastrostefano, Mercedes Grijalvo, Gustavo Morales-Alonso

Elston, J.A., & Audretsch, D.B. (2011). Financing the entrepreneurial decision: An empirical approach
using experimental data on risk attitudes. Small Business Economics, 36(2), 209-222.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-009-9210-x

Fernandes, S., & Castela, G. (2019). Start-ups’ accelerators support open innovation in Portugal. International
Journal of Innovation and Learning, 26(1), 82-93. https://doi.org/10.1504/1JIL.2019.100522

Ferras-Hérnandez, X., Tarrats-Pons, E., Arimany-Serrat, N., & Armisen-Morell, A. (2021). The value of PhDs: How the
Presence of PhDs in founding teams increases the attractiveness of startups for corporate investors. International
Journal of Innovation and Technology Management, 18(7). https://doi.org/10.1142/50219877021500383

Gao, J.L,, Li, D.S., & Conway, M.L. (2021). Family support and entrepreneurial passion: The mediating role of entre-
preneurs’ psychological capital. Social Behavior and Personality, 49(3). https://doi.org/10.2224/SBP.9791

Garcia-Cabrera, A.M., Garcia-Soto, M.G., & Nieves, J. (2021). Knowledge, innovation and NTBF short- and long-
term performance. International Entrepreneurship and Management Journal, 17(3), 1067-1089.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-020-00656-z

Gassmann, O., & Enkel, E. (2004). Towards a Theory of Open Innovation: Three Core Process Archetypes. Univer-
sity of St.Gallen, 6.

Gbadegeshin, S.A., Natsheh, A.A., Ghafel, K., Mohammed, O., Koskela, A., Rimpildinen, A., Tikkanen, J., & Kuop-
pala, A. (2022). Overcoming the Valley of Death: A New Model for High Technology Startups. Sustainable
Futures, 4, 100077. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sftr.2022.100077

Godlewska-Majkowska, H., Komor, A., Pilewicz, T., & Zarebski, P. (2023). The regional environment of smart or-
ganisations as a source for entrepreneurship development in the EU. Entrepreneurial Business and Econom-
ics Review, 11, 143-162. https://doi.org/10.15678/EBER.2023.110309

Gomes, S., & Ferreira, P. (2022). Entrepreneurial activity and economic growth: A dynamic data panel analysis of European
countries. Entrepreneurial Business and Economics Review, 10. https://doi.org/10.15678/EBER.2022.100201

Gruber, M., & Henkel, J. (2006). New ventures based on open innovation —an empirical analysis of start-up firms
in  embedded Linux. International Journal of Technology Management, 33(4), 356-372.
https://doi.org/10.1504/1JTM.2006.009249

Gupta, V., & Rubalcaba, L. (2022). University libraries as open innovation partners: Harnessing hid-
den potential to foster global entrepreneurship. Journal of Academic Librarianship, 48(2).
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acalib.2021.102432

Hahn, D., Minola, T., & Eddleston, K.A. (2019). How do Scientists Contribute to the Performance of Innovative
Start-ups? An Imprinting Perspective on Open Innovation. Journal of Management Studies, 56(5), 895-928.
https://doi.org/10.1111/joms.12418

Hamilton, R.H. (2001). E-commerce new venture performance: How funding impacts culture. Internet Research,
11(4), 277-285. https://doi.org/10.1108/10662240110402731

Hoang, G., Luu, T.T., Le, T.T.T., & Tran, A.K.T. (2022). Dark Triad traits affecting entrepreneurial intentions: The
roles of opportunity recognition and locus of control. Journal of Business Venturing Insights, 17.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jbvi.2022.e00310

Holcombe, R.G. (2007). Entrepreneurship and Economic Progres. Routledge.

Huang, R.G. (2014). RQDA: R-Based Qualitative Data Analysis: R Package Version 0.2-7. Retrieved from
http://rqda.r-forge.rproject.org on January 2, 2024.

Iglesias-Sanchez, P.P., Fayolle, A., Jambrino-Maldonado, C., & de las Heras-Pedrosa, C. (2022). Open innovation
for entrepreneurial opportunities: How can stakeholder involvement foster new products in science and
technology-based start-ups?. Heliyon, 8(12). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11897

Ingram, A., Peake, W.0., Stewart, W., & Watson, W. (2019). Emotional Intelligence and Venture Performance.
Journal of Small Business Management, 57(3), 780-800. https://doi.org/10.1111/jsbm.12333

Ireta Sanchez, J.M. (2023). Attributes of scaling up SMEs in the IT sector towards sustaining high-
performance business results. Journal of Entrepreneurship in Emerging Economies, 15(5), 910-
944, https://doi.org/10.1108/JEEE-04-2021-0149

Jang, Y. (2019). Entreprenurial Human Capital and Inward Technology Licensing in the Context of
New Technology-Based Firms. International Journal of Innovation and Technology Management,
16(7). https://doi.org/10.1142/50219877019500536



Navigating the valley of death: Open innovation strategies for start-up survival | 201

Janssen, W., Bouwman, H., van Buuren, R., & Haaker, T. (2014). An organizational competence model
for innovation intermediaries. European Journal of Innovation Management, 17(1), 2-24.
https://doi.org/10.1108/EJIM-09-2012-0087

Jirapong, K., Cagarman, K., & von Arnim, L. (2021). Road to sustainability: University—start-up collaboration. Sus-
tainability (Switzerland), 13(11). https://doi.org/10.3390/su13116131

Joseph, D., Boni, A.A., & Abremski, D. (2021). A note on corporate open innovation: Engagement with startups.
Journal of Commercial Biotechnology, 26(2), 33-35. https://doi.org/10.5912/jcb989

Khalig, A., Ali, S., Chen, Z,, Kanwal, S., Khan, F., Niazi, A.A.K., & Chen, L. (2022). Effects of the COVID-19 Pandemic on
the Success of Traditional Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs): An Investigation of the Footprints of Economic
Crisis Attributable to COVID-19. Frontiers in Psychology, 13. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.924340

Krieger, A., Stuetzer, M., Obschonka, M., & Salmela-Aro, K. (2022). The growth of entrepreneurial human capital:
Origins and development of skill variety. Small Business Economics, 59(2), 645-664.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-021-00555-9

Lago, N.C., Marcon, A,, Ribeiro, J.L.D., Olteanu, Y., & Fichter, K. (2023). The role of cooperation and technological
orientation on startups’ innovativeness: An analysis based on the microfoundations of innovation. Techno-
logical Forecasting and Social Change, 192. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2023.122604

Lamperti, S., Sammut, S., & Courrent, J.M. (2023). From incubator’s knowledge transfer to sustainability start-
ups’ impact: A case study in a French support program. Journal of Knowledge Management, 27(9), 2393-
2413. https://doi.org/10.1108/JKM-09-2022-0690

Lee, J., Kim, D., & Sung, S. (2019). The eect of entrepreneurship on start-up open innovation: Innovative behavior
of university students. Journal of Open Innovation: Technology, Market, and Complexity, 5(4).
https://doi.org/10.3390/joitmc5040103

Li, C.Y. (2012). The influence of entrepreneurial orientation on technology commercialization: The moderating
roles of technological turbulence and integration. African Journal of Business Management, 6(1), 370-387.
https://doi.org/10.5897/AJBM11.025

Lin, Y.H., Lu, L.H., & Tang, S.Y. (2023). Entrepreneurial orientation and product innovativeness: The mediating
roles of technology diversity and intellectual property protection. Technology Analysis and Strategic Man-
agement. https://doi.org/10.1080/09537325.2023.2293859

Lindelof, P., & Lofsten, H. (2004). Proximity as a resource base for competitive advantage: University-
industry links for technology transfer. Journal of Technology Transfer, 29(3-4), 311-326.
https://doi.org/10.1023/b:jott.0000034125.29979.ae

Liu, X., & Yang, Z. (2023). Security token offerings versus loan guarantees for risk-averse entrepreneurs under
asymmetric information. Finance Research Letters, 57. https://doi.org/10.1016/].frl.2023.104171

Makai, A.L., & Dory, T. (2023). Perceived university support and environment as a factor of entrepreneurial in-
tention: Evidence from Western Transdanubia Region. PLoS ONE, 18(6 June). https://doi.org/10.1371/jour-
nal.pone.0283850

Marliati, A. (2020). Factors Influencing on Entrepreneurial Behavior of Street Vendors (A Case in Pekanbaru City,
Riau Province). AGRARIS: Journal of Agribusiness and Rural Development Research, 6(2).
https://doi.org/10.18196/agr.6296

Modaffari, G., Paoloni, N., & Manzo, M. (2023). Intellectual capital’s contribution to innovative female agri-start-
ups: A multiple case study. Journal of Intellectual Capital. https://doi.org/10.1108/J1C-07-2022-0150

Morales-Alonso, G., Blanco-Serrano, J.A., Ntfiez Guerrero, Y., Grijalvo, M., & Blanco Jimenez, F.J. (2022). Theory of
planned behavior and GEM framework — How can cognitive traits for entrepreneurship be used by incubators
and accelerators?. European Journal of Innovation Management. https://doi.org/10.1108/EJIM-04-2022-0208

Morales-Alonso, G., Pablo-Lerchundi, |., & Nufiez-Del-Rio, M.C. (2016). Entrepreneurial intention of engineering
students and associated influence of contextual factors / Intencion emprendedora de los estudiantes de
ingenieria e influencia de factores contextuales. International Journal of Social Psychology, 31(1), 75-108.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02134748.2015.1101314

Morales-Alonso, G., Pablo-Lerchundi, I., Ramirez-Portilla, A., & Ordieres-Meré, J. (2023). Entrepreneurial inten-
tion through the lens of the Pareto rule: A cross-country study. Cogent Business & Management, 10(3),
2279344, https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2023.2279344



202 | Yulissa Navarro-Castillo, Katia Mastrostefano, Mercedes Grijalvo, Gustavo Morales-Alonso

Morales-Alonso, G., Vila, G.A., Lemus-Aguilar, |., & Hidalgo, A. (2020). Data retrieval from online social media
networks for defining business angels’ profile. Journal of Enterprising Communities, 14(1), 57-75.
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEC-10-2019-0095

Neyens, I., Faems, D., & Sels, L. (2010). The impact of continuous and discontinuous alliance strategies on startup
innovation performance. International Journal of Technology Management, 52(3/4), 392-410.
https://doi.org/10.1504/1)TM.2010.035982

Pakura, S. (2020). Open innovation as a driver for new organisations: A qualitative analysis of green-tech start-ups.
International Journal of Entrepreneurial Venturing, 12(1), 109-142. https://doi.org/10.1504/1JEV.2020.105135

Peterson, R., & Valliere, D. (2008). Entrepreneurship and national economic growth: The European entrepreneur-
ial deficit. European Journal of International Management. Retrieved from https://www.inderscience-
online.com/doi/10.1504/EJIM.2008.021249 on January 3, 2024.

Radas, S., & Bozi¢, L. (2009). The antecedents of SME innovativeness in an emerging transition economy. Tech-
novation, 29(6), 438-450. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.technovation.2008.12.002

Ramachandran, K., & Ramnarayan, S. (1993). Entrepreneurial orientation and networking: Some Indian evidence.
Journal of Business Venturing, 8(6), 513-524. https://doi.org/10.1016/0883-9026(93)90036-5

Ramirez-Alesén, M., & Fernandez-Olmos, M. (2018). Unravelling the effects of Science Parks on
the innovation performance of NTBFs. Journal of Technology Transfer, 43(2), 482-505.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-017-9559-y

Remneland Wikhamn, B., & Styhre, A. (2019). Managerial challenges of outbound open innovation: A study of a
spinout initiative in AstraZeneca. https://doi.org/10.1111/radm.12355

Ries, E. (2017). The Lean Startup: How Today’s Entrepreneurs Use Continuous Innovation to Create Radically Suc-
cessful Businesses. Currency.

Salimi, S., Shahriari, M., & Shirani, B.A. (2023). Designing A Framework of Influencing Variables on Open Innovation in
Startup Companies. International Journal of Innovation Management. https://doi.org/10.1142/51363919623500147

Sanasi, S., Ghezzi, A., & Cavallo, A. (2023). What happens after market validation? Experimentation for scaling in
technology-based  startups. Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 196, 122839.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2023.122839

Santoso, A.S., Prijadi, R., & Balgiah, T.E. (2020). How open innovation strategy and effectuation within platform
ecosystem can foster innovation performance: Evidence from digital multi-sided platform startups. Journal of
Small Business Strategy, 30(3), 102-106. Retrieved from https://libjournals.mtsu.edu/index.php/jsbs/arti-
cle/view/1471 on January 10, 2024.

Schumpeter, J.A. (1934). The Theory of Economic Development: An Inquiry into Profits, Capital, Credit, Interest,
and the Business Cycle. Oxford University Press.

Spender, J.C., Corvello, V., Grimaldi, M., & Rippa, P. (2017). Startups and open innovation: A review of the literature.
European Journal of Innovation Management, 20(1), 4-30. https://doi.org/10.1108/EJIM-12-2015-0131

Storey, D.J., & Tether, B.S. (1998). New technology-based firms in the European union: An introduction. Research
Policy, 26(9), 933-946. https://doi.org/10.1016/50048-7333(97)00052-8

Sus, A., Perczynska, M., & Sajewski, T. (2020). Project of Empirical Research on Innovative Organizations in Po-
land. IBIMA Business Review, 2020. https://doi.org/10.5171/2020.189652

Wadood, F., Alshaikh, M.E., Akbar, F., & Mahmud, M. (2022). Adoption of open innovation and entrepreneurial
orientation practices in Malaysian furniture industry. Entrepreneurial Business and Economics Review, 10(2),
21-40. https://doi.org/10.15678/EBER.2022.100202

Wessendorf, C.P., Kegelmann, J., & Terzidis, O. (2019). Determinants of early-stage technology venture valuation
by business angels and venture capitalists. International Journal of Entrepreneurial Venturing, 11(5), 489-
520. https://doi.org/10.1504/1JEV.2019.102259

Wourth, B., Stam, E., & Spigel, B. (2022). Toward an Entrepreneurial Ecosystem Research Program. Entrepreneur-
ship Theory and Practice, 46(3), 729-778. https://doi.org/10.1177/1042258721998948

Ziakis, C., Vlachopoulou, M., & Petridis, K. (2022). Start-Up Ecosystem (StUpEco): A Conceptual Framework and
Empirical Research. Journal of Open Innovation: Technology, Market, and Complexity, 8(1).
https://doi.org/10.3390/joitmc8010035



Navigating the valley of death: Open innovation strategies for start-up survival | 203

Authors

The contribution share of authors is equal and amounted to 25% for each of them.

Yulissa Navarro-Castillo
Adjunct Professor at Universidad Nacional Agraria la Molina, Peru, Department of Business Management.
PhD student at Universidad Politécnica de Madrid. Her research interests include entrepreneurship, or-
ganizational behaviour, and innovation.
Correspondence to: Yulissa Navarro-Castillo, National Agrarian University La Molina, Department of Business
Management, La Molina s/n, Lima 15024, Peru, e-mail: ynavarro@lamolina.edu.pe
ORCID ® http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3697-5163

Katia Mastrostefano
Master from Universita degli Studi di Cassino e del Lazio Meridionale, Cassino, Italy in collaboration with Uni-
versidad Politécnica de Madrid. Her research interests include start-ups and open innovation.
Correspondence to: Katia Mastrostefano, Universita degli Studi di Cassino e del Lazio Meridionale, Cassino,
Italy, e-mail: katiamastrostefano@gmail.com
ORCID ® http://orcid.org/0009-0006-1780-2589

Mercedes Grijalvo
Associate Professor at Universidad Politécnica de Madrid. She has also been a visiting professor at Centre
de Recherche en Gestion de I’Ecole Polytechnique (Paris, France) and Southern lllinois University Carbon-
dale (USA). Besides, she worked at NOVOTEC Consultores as a quality consultant. Her research interests
include innovation as a business approach: new business models and new organizational forms, and as an
educational approach, simulators and gamification.
Correspondence to: Mercedes Grijalvo, Universidad Politécnica de Madrid, Department of Industrial En-
gineering, Business Administration and Statistics, José Gutiérrez Abascal 2, Madrid 28006, Spain, e-mail:
mercedes.grijalvo@upm.es
ORCID ® http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7885-4354

Gustavo Morales-Alonso
Associate professor in economics, entrepreneurship & innovation at Universidad Politécnica de Madrid (UPM).
His research interests include the drivers of economic development, the sharing economy and sustainability,
technological entrepreneurship and the response of consumers to sustainable initiatives.
Correspondence to: Prof. Gustavo Morales-Alonso, PhD, Universidad Politécnica de Madrid, Department of
Industrial Engineering, Business Administration and Statistics, José Gutiérrez Abascal 2, Madrid 28006, Spain,
e-mail: gustavo.morales@upm.es
ORCID ® http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5753-495X

Acknowledgements and Financial Disclosure

The authors would like to express their gratitude to the anonymous referees for their valuable comments,
which significantly enhanced the value of this article. Additionally, we would like to express our gratitude
to the entrepreneurs who allowed us to gain a deeper understanding of them in order to accomplish the
objective of this study.

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relation-
ships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.



204 | Yulissa Navarro-Castillo, Katia Mastrostefano, Mercedes Grijalvo, Gustavo Morales-Alonso

Copyright and License

This article is published under the terms of
@ @ the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY 4.0) License
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
Published by Krakow University of Economics — Krakow, Poland

The journal is co-financed in the years 2022-2024 by the Ministry of
Education and Science of the Republic of Poland in the framework
of the ministerial programme “Development of Scientific Journals”
(RCN) on the basis of contract no. RCN/SP/0583/2021/1 concluded
on 13 October 2022 and being in force until 13 October 2024.




