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The Relation between Innovation Pattern and Social Capital:

Focus on IT Companies located in Gyeongbuk
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ol Fustt e A% @404 4WAE AT dear] ge) Aze oRe w2
o ovleE FHse Aol azlolth (MFAL0, 2005). March (191)% #7 2824 ¥
obQ 7heH 7ol 3t A,

AT Fuskw FA%7] 9% 200 e AMsy ok
A
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& EEda mgE F
HEhE Rolth o]t 71E 9@e /Mo st De(exploitation)H M AL ALss @
H(exploration) FA4el #8E FA82 FAHE Aol Dasths AL du@rh oF Hald
Aga wm, 2n FeolA $84 FuT} By gagel P 29 FA%E Aol Be

stoh= AR 2 YeEbd ) (Benner & Tushman, 2003).
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Fr ¥ (innovation pattern)& o9 A EFT F At 4, UK wep A R F
A e DA detxE Jhol

A7 A tsd 2ok 2o e HARY, AFE A AR, HAR8 AE A e #

J 7

A o@ d d7E AvEch 3gelAE BHE AR AF =Y % M 2 A=HA
oo e Fo gl W 4 R Yo ARYe 4TI e HURI 2AY
Ak HAFF A e TP Eete] BAE tha vk 4FelAE AR 24 T719€
2oy oL A el

AZEAE AR, AT 5FAAE ANE 2 FF Y AA
o

<ag 1-1> B a7 F2A44

w0
O
Q.
@
[
o
O
=4
@
=z
@D
=
=
S
1
x~
m
—

| rmmmEE

ASHI AT A9 2

- cluster, T-test

_:?_ng =13

AR A AZITDIY

CAZUE R BN e AN 2 Y
i DOE0 A5 A=




(M52 TEFL=

549
H 0|§x4 HH7=|II_|. 7}A4_c_>_| Al X

1 oles uz
D #2439
grlel f¥L gxirig gudsA EHFE v ¢tk Henderson & Clark (1990)2 HAH
(incremental) ¥4l, 24 (architectural) ¥4, ¥ (module) ¥4, F3 4 (radical) Flog JT&
gk Tushman & O'Reilly (2004 A3 4 Fz24 i, EA&54 Haog FE3a
th. 3 Chesbrough & Teece (1996)F #&2 ¥ 4l(autonomous innovation)s} A= &2
(systemic innovation) 2.2 F&3th HZ Bo] FAHE 2 2o Z gy &89 sdo] A

2 =9 =2 9tk (Benner & Tushman, 2003; #5242k 91 2005).

AS7A dAs Ggo B¢ =0y 2HEF B o] gt Ak (Gavetti & Levinthal,
2002; Levinthal & March, 1993; March, 1991). Thompson(1967)& & M3} Zgol Fa Ao o
Al B3 22 (complex organization)o] @71 H o v &AM S Fpeof AN, AU|HonE AR

+ 713 & @M atn, ol 1] AHY 7¥E FAE AS AN FoT FEol
T 359t Teece, Pisano & Shaen (1997)& % o] Ar7iAdo g AAHS 437 M=
71Ee 92e gesln SFsE HAg BAd 2Udog2 2L 9FE LT F de Ty
ol Aastthi FAGR ook L& G Fgo] e /)FE ATE FYAY <F 2-1>3% 2
<E 2-1> g9Ay 2Eo] 5 89
T A g8 FRAT
% THA agAd Aed g84 Ghemawat & Costa (1993)
3 2 a8 gad 8 Benner & Tushman (2002)
B Ao 9 (2005)
e g o 28§ 5 March (1991)
o)A A shF AP sk Argyris & Schon (1974)
A agA O'Relly & Tushman (2004)
g4 A 5+A Gibson & Birkinshaw (2004)
AT R g3 4 Vande Ven et al. (1999)
&4 2E A Nonaka (1998)
SR Ay zlo] Katila & Ahuja (2002)
et i F72 McGrath (2001)

A2 wEAaE o Y (2005), plsl, AFEA

ol2 AP Bd, FdM(exploration) S MEE JH5AL wFstn BEHAAC) e e A=
3t 59 #4577 ¥ (variance-seeking) 4% 7HAE ¥hd, #-8(exploitation) °©]# g A

=1 | —
= -
& HAi881 EAS Eﬂi}’\]ﬂt 7 278 (mean-seeking) E4-& 7}t
=
i } T



n DERI|SUAILY] ywipgud

550

2002; Katila & Ahuja, 2002). &3 Al (exploratuve innovation)< A} Z% 4
Fol AN BRI dv VAT Ao R VEAEE g st
oy}, AEE 1A 2L AFE ez Y, V& Vede UE AVeEs
T AR #HHo] EFAAol ¥ A AHFsivtn & F Urh %‘%31 41 (exploitative
innovation)& 7|&9] ZlEA k] 7btste A EA 7es Ndste €4l «]U]ﬂ‘:}
olg]3h HAf& e =4& Benner & Tushman (2002) %3 i

 53olA 189 v & FES H"*O}"% A& HE&o] BT %%—1 ﬁ*]oi SR
3o+ 2 Bz EFE BEsam ¢got £33 Katila & Ahuja (2002)= 2 3F oA E353
A Zlol(search depth)®t 4 'H9](search scope)Z TFE3IA=H, LZ}‘—‘:— 71ER4 & A
J=g oustn, $aE A Q2 A& gAGE JEE vt o3 AT E
HA9 A3 @A 8o Mdoz FRIAAGE HAA FLAS 7T

J

) A A A

Ab8) A A}E(social capita) @] Md-& BA, A9, G 2HE FFEA & 02 PR
A, B BAY FR 27 L RFEX A w2} 2ol & vEetdnh ’\}5131 AL oA Y
Z23Ad wet ksl A Ao 4 9+l FZ Nahapiet & Ghoshal (1998)-2 o]d AFE FE3
o AbglH AR Aoy ASl A @ Eo] Ztu v BAY WEHZ iR AFH Ju
O VEYAE B g5 stwdin, 2 EYaE B3 =22 244 € FA4 Ade F
oz Aok Fo A aokste] Bohw, AbsH AEe #A IHonREH
T AE 7HAg # F o

A2 A ARl FARAE SRERE kst AAEL gtk 71E AFdAE A A RS
bonding ¥} bridging®] /M@oz A¥stzm ok Br} FAH UEE <& 2-2>° Yehy 3o

R

tijo

<E 22> A AR Ao

T & FadT
Focus Y5 dAld 2H1E &
Social Brehm & Rahn
Bonding . Ak W A, 253 AAMRETFE) (1997)
capital
(Communa - S — . Inglehart (1997)
D Mechanism | &3 588 AF FALEE 27 ) | plinam (1995)
A W 534, A9 ddol 71we # | Fukuyama (1995)
Result -
o #A
Focus B AA 2HE E
: = e — | Knoke (1999)
Social | A3l UES A UAlE Ao AL
L . Portes (1998)
Bridging capital 2 A Burt (1997)
(inking) | Mechanism | 413} 71§ #% F3 (F= | Belliveau et al
BAAZANA NAG 719 AEH JF | (1996)
Result o a3
= =2 0
Bonding & Bridei AHE P = /98 aA4 259 33 | Nahapiet & Ghoshal
onding ridging | oo yzg (1998)

aFn A AR BA FEE <E 230049 Zol AAZ, BA U, AL § G
2w ol 7hs st



(520l B2TU = 551

A e w8 B
A | SREAE Sy dd AR gals £30A7 Udo (2004)

Gabby & Zuckerman
(1998), Hansen (1998)

Tsai & Ghoshal (1998)

g B AF dAs I
74at AAlE &8 (exploitation)o] {7 FH = A&, ¢k | Rowley, Behrens &
gl AA= YA (exploration)o] Q7%= Absbo] A% Krackhardt (2000)
iﬁl@x?_ #e o A(collaborative ties_¥ A1 & I]Ej%s;rreln eett aall gggg;
° Shan et al, (1994)
sparse network = A Alo]&Ao zza Ao FA | Simon & Charles
Es) (2004)
B AAE Hie JIge] gAs A AR 3ol
FAL | gojain ey Selul ol Ebe FxA #we 8 | Ahuja (2000)

AEE sEAF)

= L =] 1. . = = [ele}
gz{j{éi BE PSS MERAT SANES | p i et al. (2000

Alinput) S FAATFAAZF AUA 83 Soh et al. (2004)

Yli-Renko et al, (2001)

©] 2] Nahapiet & Ghoshal (1998)& A}3]3 &S <% 3 2 Y(cognitive dimension), T+3&% =}
A (structural dimension), #7412 2} Y(relational dimension) & FEI 1 dom, FAAQA Y&
2 <E 2-4>¢ 7}

<E 2-4> A A AR FE 3 SR aa
T 3¢ [ FadT
AAA 24 HollH 369 289 oloje} 7ok Inkpen & Tsang (2005)
A4 | B, oA 2L on] | 2ag ololy) Rodan & Galunic (2004)
HEHA AA (strong vs. weak) | McFadyen &  Cannella
NEI FAHH: (2004)
RIS S W% (dense vs. sparse), Collins & Clark (2003)
TEH| UEAIY §714 YAIA (horizon vs. vertial) Kant et al, (2003)
22l A=A AbBlA L TgEga AAl (stable VS| Reahan &  Zuckerman
WeYdAaz Ao |dynamic) (2001)
HE=A= 27 (number  of Rowley et al. (2000)
network) { Hansen (1999)
. AT ARHEL B };‘:j} can | Nahapiet & Ghosal (1998)
;]_o; MrE= Aol v, o= Leana & Van Buren
TowAE AN e = (1998)
Tsai & Ghosal (1998)




Ag7AE F24 239 A3 A Y E 9 =(social network)oll Wd A7 o] APHAT, T
F2 29 AFA AEL AA Fxd we F3 AA(strong tie)9 k3 AAl(weak tie)E T
B g vk 2 dAe A3E vEes g HeEn A3 PSS Fxste whde], o o
v AR 53 FTHE AT YRS AxRT (&5, 2002). 7Hze] AA A
= 4% dAY AE A4 FH5e EAHoZ ZAEY 4 9dor (Yli-Renko et al,
2001), o3 AAMAe] AU IS FHAEY 25E LA 7HeAdel =oh (Reagans
& Zuckerman, 2001).

ZATEY] 7S TES AdTES A¥ua ,
F&t AAl(weak tie)s B4 gl T#HAQ Aoz Yepdth (Kang et al, 2003). 182 &7
o] A=A oli F&(exploitation)o] Wit Fxt7t @ol W st 9o ASH AR Fd AADA

7 Adeta, #49 EEAAge] wold ©(exploration)ol the 27t Wol A A9 &
.1

743 AA(strong tie) FE7 s &3 olx

2 20 w5 24 gt
Al(strong tie)E 712 of =F 2] #
4 2 Aol AP FAANAA B4 ¢ Fateta, ke A (weak ti)E M e =
Aol A @ M9 | AHS ZAANAM HAF HAe FHANTGL B 5 QrhD

2. 718 £&

2 doAe 7149 gaAFF A3 A 2R T
AFELE AAG AN A} w4 A7 Agelgde A =

A 71dE AAF AL, AT dEs 5 A AHY 54&

283 7L A A, A8 v AR 5 oueE7e] 54 AEA velda i

A A AR Y EYAY W (networking scope)® QA E(strength of tie) H4E 7|yto =R
TAEHE AHRUT B V193 ¥8 #AES FX% 7Ide AEF e FHYHE
‘sparse network’, A& 7Id#% Y #AAE wAsE 714 A A2 FAIHHE ‘dense
network’o] 2t BF3ET AAZE=E 7 AA(strong tie)' st T A Al(weak tie) E AFE A
A9l FHHEHE FEIA

B ATe FARddz A3 A2 pAFHA Aolrt &S HEIy 98 dem 2e
F A9 M S =&

7Hd 1. 8

e = vEgad wse g7t A,
4 2. 92

|
HE AAZ = Aol7h Art

o
3
T3

M4 13 gaEstel 34 FAY A9 A9k /e AFS dAT & de ANF ARe 9%
of tgd A4 FEH TH, FE olFolAs AAME Bk He WAL WEY A(sparse

network)7} S E}, o]d] HlF HLE |PFL Ax Y7 AE T AFY EFAFAES 93H
B4 Ao 20483 #A7 FHE v F2 199 U EY A(dense network)7F &9},

D Azdl Asi(system failure) A9 Hol 29, JEYR 7#xd B2 E42 083 2o Yeivn 9}
t} (Carlsson and Jacobsson, 1997). 73 W E Y Z(strong network): FHAZZAEo] HAHoz AZdH
o AR2E 9 TAE FXE(miss out) A0E JHHALE ‘3 dEYR A9'E AL 33 vE
A= (weak network)e BHRZHEY] AAAG RHOZ B A58, F3TF, AR ofojrje} F
£o] oA & ‘ebgt VEYA ANE A A Ao
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FEEH 17670 71 5 98.3%0°) &= 16870 dA7E 271l dnt EF 71 s AW
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3 27
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Aol R E, A3 985 2 REF FEEH,
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o 5 147}?4 qus 7?*]31 AT o
Bgow giAse Ahd R&D F-1F, ’\}LH At 2 g BE, =5
T4, AE/FF/71A/70 %1%%}1} AR Fard, e 2 A
PEdA s, dut AuA Z 7% M2 g2 d7e zzow ARFIPon ol Barton
(1995)°] HEAFEV ] AP RA F/He 7MW, AujA, g, AFxATF4
AAL & T7FA 9 FAFaRh
ol & nlgo g 3t Rowley, Behrens & Krackhardt (200007} A} A3k Network Embeddedness$]
Qojo we AAFHE FFFAH<2E 3-1> FF). Network embeddednesst™ Structural
embeddedness®} Relational embeedeness® FEH™, AxE WEHZY 9 (network density)
2 3= AA 7 x(strength of tie)2 Z2A Yt B} FHHoz ddstd YEYAY Y=
FEHEY T F el AU 7 2 FAHIA oW (FAA), A Aee A B
o driy FEFEYYL FoAertge 58 HAE vdo2 FAHIFA™EFTLE). Simon &
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FHEHezE £2R 499 54& <39 4-1>0 et ATk Type 19 53& 447
AR el A7k wn weA7 AFe e Aoz eyt old@ 5ol wFo Type 1
AAEL AAF A o Be BYS 2= BAY JlQor B 5 gk BAA AHEE 1767)
14 7he

375%91 /146670)°] olol Tk Type 29 HA4& AAF AR Al A5t @
A xe AR dehduh oleld B4l M} Type 2 /1AEE MUY

2E B89 Qe 2 5 Ak BAol A8 1767 719 7HeHl 625%¢]
A0S ol %

2. 7tde| A&

FoAlA BFE FAE A IT7199 HA/H weh A3 A AAde ojul gt ztel7h e EAE
<E 4-1>° Astch z2F b wep ARAAAE FHo] MR AolE HolertE dotry)
3 SHEE T-HAS A8 A3 W 28F9 AAsATH
A FESHA UM FLF 749 AR EANM FFE STEFIF 28720 AL HIEHA HY
%, 389719 8 0oz 38R ew 1 A=V o PdeAd e SHEA Wotk H
T tree 739 AEol7] ot}

<E 4-1> A5 IT71d e 8453848 A33 A8 Wee 333 vl

T % 1049 FaESHE B (EFHEAH) F-statistic
EDEEE g4y 714 (N= 66) 66 5.34 (1.65)
(network o 5.178 =
489 7Y (N=110) 110 1.20 (2.25)
scope)
AA AT B 719 (N= 66) 66 2.13 (0.67)
(strength of o 3.198 =
t.g) #49 719 (N-110) 28 3.04 (0.64)
1e
= * p<0.05
<3y 4-2> M AZ: AT
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v v
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v v 3 ¥
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