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Abstract

The study sought to design a proposed collaborative program for the
Northern Technical University based on the World Wide Web using the
Web 2.0 collaborative web technology.

And The study sought to focus the data of the work of the program
according to the mechanisms of a systematic work based on the tech-
social approach, Behavioral and organizational aspects Basic inputs to the
system in addition to collaborative processing processes based on
collaborative technology, in addition to measuring the ability of the
system to achieve university entrepreneurship as a key output of the
system, where the entry accounts were distributed to the program (63)
academics at the Northern Technical University with a strategic
partnership with (16) academics in Mosul University / Faculty of
Management and Economics, and thus the total sample of the study is
(79) academics participating in the proposed program and the participants
were divided into three basic categories are Category A participate in the
program effectively, Category B was not active in the program, and
category C was not participating in the program.

The behavioral and organizational influences adopted by (Gears,
2011) were measured through a questionnaire distributed to program
participants, Category (A,B,C) with tuberculosis effects Cauterizing, as
was adopted (Bradley & Mcdonald study, 2011) to study the proposed
system operations, and finally, the study adopted, (Secundo et a/,2016) to
make sure the effectiveness of the proposed program and its ability to
achieve university entrepreneurship, the study put forward a group of the
most important of these questions:

1. Can a mass collaboration system be applied at the researched
university?

2. Can there be specific behavioral and organizational variables that
reflect cognition within the interaction categories (A, B, C)?

3. What system processes are most effective under the proposed
program?

4. what extent does the proposed system contribute to achieving
university entrepreneurship through the outputs of the system?

To answer these questions, a hypothetical model for the study was
developed, A set of assumptions were formulated to test it, A set of
statistical and software tools were used to ensure that they were
conducted. The study reached a number of conclusions:

1. The proposed program includes a set of features that differ from other
global collaborative programs such as Research Gate Researcherid,
Orcid, Publons , represented in the ability to hide the name of the
participant during the participation or modification, which gives a set
of characteristics of the proposed program are transparency,
independence and other Other characteristics.



2. The study found that individuals are divided into three basic
categories In participating in the proposed program or any
collaborative program: the first participant is active and called
categories A, the second participant registered in the program but
inactive and called categories B, and the third is not participating in
the program and not active and called it In category C.

Based on the conclusions presented, a number of recommendations
were made, the most important of which are:

The study recommends that the research organization focus on the
internal collaborative networks, in order to achieve interaction between
the university staff, which enhances the research creativity of participants
in the collaborative programs.
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