E D
FLICH.

=

S

ive

5
MEXHE HAIGHA OF

O N

2|

=

o

M

[—

creat
commons

x=, @o
t

PSESPNE=INE
o)

LICt:

s

2 SESE 0
12

O M

M, o

=
=
g

C
MNZERLEAlL A

=R
==
==}
==

o Ol M&
o Ol M&
CSi &2 =4S Matof

oll
0

Ju
o

180

o

Ju
s

o
R0
B

79)

Rr

Ol M&=2 THOI=O0lLt b

7l56t=,
b

LICH

H

A

X ESLICh
2

b

S
er

E

o
=

I 2

HOd

ot |

[¢]

H

=

[¢

o]
lection

=

=

Disclaimer
Co

L

=

SHAl LEEHLH O OF
NE2RH Ex2 61D

=

]

0l N2 0| =3 & 72 (Legal Code)

PN
)

4

A0 OE 08K Hels 22 ol o

(=) =|
2 9=



http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/2.0/kr/legalcode
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/2.0/kr/

o
B8r
A

2] 2.9 7]

o
W
B

o=
A

A

FE9 7]

=Y

2014 42 €

&
N

A

7= 9B A



3 ho]

]

<A
o

o]

o
Br
L

2l2.9 7]

i
]
2

_EH

FEY 7]&A

HE FHLE

o1
=4

Ao A%

ol
Ho
ojy
il
4

2014 24

o
Tor

I

Tor

of

o
_X_l

3]

7173 873 A%

=

A

A

=

o
st

2014 42 €

A 47 AEHECD

29973 2ok




x5

#+ 71+ AF (Technology alliance) RIES] J7ke stelH A

Ak (High—tech industry) oA FEZ A1 Q=

[.4_(8{'_[(

golvt. 18l

—_

ol ZlsASF FEUE of9A AdAsor skertel theh Ve
Ak on Fgai),

2 AT E gdid Ad7REAA (Extended  Resource—based
view) ol 7|¥keto] wEU S 2157 o] Y|4 A He mA =
P&l dsll FAHEAT V1= AFelHE dEY A oA

Aol WA NFA WA SHYRE WA 29t Aok o)

s EUS TEZY eI Bt Vi@ A wA ol

A3, EVY ZTEZ 07} i3 JedHe dAA e FHHA

GFe viHov, WNEUY JEAFEEBILY FR:  $9

iii

A 2-t]) @
¥ — I



LFERS T

H:2012-21033

(13
o

v



M

il

Vil

M
2%

.viii

M

i
™

—

Rl T 7 e

o

s

vl

2.2 A7

.13

<l

2.3 A

.14

el
%
jant

N
o
—
W

ﬂo
o

15

2.5 A

17

sy o) 7)ol 84043

2.6

.19

4o

ar

folm

.. 20

.24

25

FEyel 7]

3.1

26

27

=
;&

FEyel 7]

3.3

.. 30



.30

AL R o

.33

.34

i
T
4
Mo

35

36

.38

-
g

o

40

45

49

6.

.00

[

;OL
aig

A

Vi



30
42
44
45
48

—/ /o

S S T S|

Vil



viii

.
o

I'

=T

5]

| 8}



1. A&

e FEH] A5t AL AFALRED) B ohet

flo

714

71 A3 (Technology alliance) 2h= 92 &85t Qlt}. o= 3dloleg =

2k (High tech industry) olA 6 FEA3 Qe #AAFo|th(Hagedoorn,

ol
iy
12
o4
o
offl
:?L_"
N
e
A%
it
|o
il
e
2
ox,
i
i

1993). & AFE T3 dskd 7

c

A4 o] F£o] & (Resource dependency theory)ol 2@ AwE 4 J=d), =

’

[-‘_8{_'4

719 A BHesty 9= ALk HE VEATE EHA gL
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Ao ZH (Pfeffer and Salancik, 1978) 4l 4¥%5 F&F & Qv
Aol
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1991; Powell, Koput, and Smith—Doerr, 1996; Hagedoorn, 1993;
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2} 7194 (Resource—based view) 21l A % gk},
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e
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=

3t o]=A] (Imperfect mobility)©]th. =, 7]1go] HF3F AL A=

gualA BAHY £ oglor U Ade olF AN guaA
o]Fold 4 @tk Ao AT & Atk F, ol Aol o]Fo] Beru

Aty ket
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Martin, 2000).
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conn, 2002).
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Aegle] FEAQ HEY AY NFoR AE RS Y ol FE o
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Fxstglem  Daniels(1971) >

of

QAR E 2 (Production joint  venture) o  QlolA  EUO HERE

AN s e Adler &Hlavacek (1976) & A& 32 252 (Product

innovation joint venture)°lA AF FHEYE FHA3e] o]l& I1E3+

f
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AAAL s 7bs3(Improvable) 7142 AFsta Qlojof = 1A
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F71A o7 AALA|E (Supplier  partnership), = A"FAIE (International

marketing), 3 ¢-F+% (Foreign  distribution), =& 4% (International

alliance), 7)< 70 (Technology development) 2] QAdorr dxE5L
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J=p #= 7S FFsta Itk (Ellram, 1990; Geringer, 1991; Glaister

1996; Cavusgil&Evirgen, 1997; Al—khalifa& Peterson, 1999).
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A3l A A A A (Social network perspective) ol Aol Ao A= 2719

Y| E ¢ = (Interorganizational network) o412 71999 Yx7F 71999 A&

RFE e
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geS F2 tF 1 v (Powell, Koput,and Smith—Doerr,

1 996; Walker, Kogut, and Shan, 1997).
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H w23 1t ] H A3k o gk
A1 3} 41 474.604 1340.854 0 6834
NdEFTa9=F 41 0.152 0.141 0.005 0.641
719 elelE 41 1.255 19.404 —45.450 29.51
JEY o] & 41 1.255 19.404 —45.450 29.51
719 &% 41 2.277 1.570 0.000 6.950
JEY {54 41 2.277 1.570 0.000 6.950
719 = 41 24.122 5.474 13.517 31.721
JEY R 41 24.122 5.474 13.517 31.721
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[ 3] A&dAx

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
& AA 7} 1.0000
719 Frds 0.1518 1.0000
719 o9& 0.1912 -0.6755 1.0000
JE o] & 0.0995 0.2506 -0.2648 1.0000
719 G=A 0.2173 0.1309 -0.3344 0.1550 1.0000
I EUSEA 0.0074 —-0.0527 0.1550 -0.3344 -0.0367 1.0000
719 R 0.3710 -0.6363 0.7329 -0.1125 -0.5252 -0.0013 1.0000
JEY R 0.2530 0.0155 -0.1125 0.7329 -0.0013 -0.5252 0.0650 1.0000
XEZYL 7]
N 0.5238 0.1047 -0.0764 0.0943 -0.0416 -0.2818 0.1795 0.3431 1.0000
=95
JEY LEZ -

0.3245 -0.2637 0.3800 0.0244 -0.2323 -0.4222 0.4246 0.0449 1.0000

2o TR 0.1693
JEY 49

0.0170 -0.0571 0.2506 —-0.6755 -0.0527 0.1309 0.0155  —0.6363 -0.0215 -0.1159 1.0000
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0.507938

1.97
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[ 5] =ol@d3]AwA d4x%
T2 20109 % 4170, 2003 ~2007d: 3347
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
719 HAA 7
JEUXEEZL 7]&Y 0.0003% 0.0003= 0.001 0%
& (0.0001617) (0.0001672) (0.0004121)
JEUXEZYL 5 —0.094 1 s —0.1059x:
(0.0287891) (0.0302925)
HEYFFAH 2.6529 3.6570
(2.2327432) (2.7661013)
FEZIL 7ed9" x —0.0016%*
ZTEEHS TR (0.0008746)
EXEEYL JEdE x —0.0021
HEY FFAF (0.0016171)
7199 FrdE 2.9306 2.1408 2.7208 4.1069=

(2.3186522)

(2.2866325)

(2.1604919)

(2.3380116)

719 ol & 0.0391%= 0.044 7% 0.0449%= 0.0606%**
(0.0179191D) (0.018065) (0.0186130) (0.0204315)
FEY o]olE —0.0348 —-0.0289 -0.0219 —0.0283

(0.0246343)

(0.0232006)

(0.0232343)

(0.0211978)

719 573

0.3316

(0.2701772)

0.3250
(0.2605970)

0.1015

(0.2514032)

0.2515

(0.2644497)

SEY f54

0.4843

(0.3151001)

0.4761=

(0.2828891)

0.4084x

(0.2450456)

0.2323

(0.2481646)

719 TR 0.3201 5 0.2753%xx 0.1878%** 0.2093%*
(0.0691548) (0.0707336) (0.0807799) (0.0883905)
JEY R 0.2501 0.2084x 0.2867#%x 0.276 2%
(0.0878264) (0.0846900) (0.0941127) (0.0895402)
Log likelihood —209.84699 —207.90036 —189.9345 —-181.59101
LR chi2 41.72 45.61 52.15 54.24

x* p<0.1, ** p<0.05, *x* p<0.01
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Abstract

These days, firms form strategic alliance as well as internal R&D to make
innovation performance, which is dominant phenomenon in high-tech industry.

So, existing research suggests various criteria for selecting partner which is so
critical part in strategic alliance.

This paper study the effect of partner's external resources on focal firm's
innovation performance, based on Extended Resource-based view which extend
the boundary of the firms' resource to the resource they can though the alliance
and so on.

So we develop hypothesis in terms of the relationship between the technological
capabilities of partner's technology alliance portfolio and focal firm's innovation
performance, and furthermore, the moderator effect of partner's absorptive
capacity and the size of partner's technology alliance portfolio.

As a result, there's a positive relationship between technological capabilities of

partner's technology portfolio and focal firm's innovation performance. And the
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size of partner's technology alliance has a positive moderate effect and partner's

absorptive capacity has no moderate effect
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