895 aaﬂw M40 H4Z 20114 8H(pp. 895~917)

m T T T T T B T T e R T e e et B SR R e T -

CEO B4 Ax7} 7|gel sidlof n|xl= &
OIFMol X7 FItE SMo=

O|Z (=1}
QUciel et R
(houkiee @yonsei.ac. kr)

SIEE (HM2KA, DAKK)
Mcietn Hgen By
(johnpark @sogang, ac. kr)

UYB (H3K
HITHIAL
(ichikyo@yonsei.ac.kr)

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

HAe 7190 B4 $99E 94E 71318 Agstn, AF ds 2 71E Asel] A4Sk o §83 sela ¥4 o
o] 2gold. W H4lo) diy FAe A9 AFAU AU Y2 o= BFekn, A3 O ¥ 25
3 Asje] gEoz q3 A Yo u FAE 7|NIvke A€ ol o] EAE S5 AANE 29
Aol 4 328 2%c] A9} YA FAL 49 2 v AFIHES fAseop ot a2y HAE AT
£ 2940 84 327t FAALZ omF AYA Y] diF 4F ATE olf ATH WA o]FoA o £ A7
843 2 7199 A%E 243 4¥d ol Hu A9 ddd B 72t 9%E v|d A= Ha g
199132 19959744 w39 1470 Agle) &3 7370 719 Ao d4F M.

A% 34 23 J3 294 F3 4929 B4 Ak 71 HAld $34Q 9%L vA2 e A2 deyn
£ {3 2979 B4 A3} 719 P4 mX e ¥EA 93] Hn 74979 A4l 3l 2Hq e AR
Uehsid. ole 841& 43402 15 AaMe An 2939 = AYude §44 5 F=2 2271 8l
< ¥k opgt,

FAlol: 84, B3 A3, 34, A 49

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

PR,

.M 2 tHBrown & Eisenhardt, 1995: Cohen &
Levinthal, 1990).

g Al dig Tl 1 23yt Egdsn

Schumpeter(1942) °o|¥ 719 &4l9] FoA4e  Fzab g0 £ ¥ ozt Ayt A7|A ez

Zaglo] ZzHo gt} AL ZolA A ¥ dehde A%l A Wid, ddAhe A F
e 2AE 7|3 & ATstn, 2 AR FAF 3]'% 7193t o4& wolgtth(Zahra, 1996).
AAA dg 29 Aeo] Hoh. £F AL 7 FAE FEH] M BAY B 7&
o] AlF w3 9 7|& Wsle Fgee W 7 % ZA3st A9zt A T4 AE ¢ vdS
@ Fdo] =}, A ko] 2ojgtn & 4+ 9l AFIHEF Astool k. 22y HAUS An

=28+ 2010. 10 ARjEbE: 2011. 5
- E—r«—— ‘E‘.""W‘?’*ﬂ AdeFa D A7istn auldte] (AN S 201010038.01)8] Afle] o)ate] A5 Asvct
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Adle 74978 B4 7271 FARHLE o
AQA ¢ i AFE o}A7A AgdHo|t,

Ay Ao w29 Ay B3 FEEG A
A B 727t $H499 B A5 oS 2
%S nda 224 A% (Bloom & Michel,
2002). ol23 AT A ZJA B A% A
T FopollA 1 YA Chief Executive Officer,
CEO)Y BX ZAX, F Hx ZA9A} d& 49
A5 BA Aol7t 719 A vX e ¥ o
g #ioz oozt & HeZE CEO B4
A7t 29 255 98 Jdn 74979 B/ F4E
A A 7199 Ao FHAA dF2 A A
olgl= #3e] &A@t (Lazear & Rosen, 1981:
Becker & Huselid, 1992). & ¥ He=2g
CEO B4 Fapt AZ+SF 23 vzt 371
#gozH H3 ZIA T FE I 97§
Z 5o #3348 9% vA 2F 7199 AF
FA3AQ 9% A Aojge B EAMG
(Festinger, 1954: Milgrom & Roberts, 1988:
O'Reilly, Main, & Crystal, 1988; Siegal &
Hambrick, 2005). o[2|& 48 Aoz &3
3 A9Ae] B 727 343 22 7199 A%F
5ol vl F B AF d7FE vl AFH
o2 o]Fo|A $ttH(Finkelstein & Hambrick,
1996: Gnyawali, Offstein, & Lau, 2008).

A2 BT 71949 AgH g5 dig T
9 uH|E 71& AF AT A9 B3 Ao
o] A7 LA detde 99€ U9
(Devers, Cannella, Reilly, & Yoder, 2007).
7199 A4 g5 A AAY] WA E
ste F8% 8UY B oy, ZAFAe
B 724 et APAY 9% A €9
(McGahan & Porter, 1997: Gnyawali, Offstein,
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& Lau, 2008). 53] 719 g4 7199 3714
AET 43 F8F S vA7] e, o]
i ATFE Y94 23T 714 Al dg dF
o glo] & 9ujE Ztetn & & Ao

£ AdFe o) 22 A4 wet B3GR
A B3 3271 71949 Al vjAe 9%
1991958 19959714 vl=9 1470 el &
g 730 714 S dAer AF BHdax .
T3 o2y FAE ZAsle 83U ANFe=
A ZA9Ae Al B4 Fz9 71 A Al
o] #Ad 9% A AFH £42 AFta
gt

g 97€ U3 Zo| F4H9 A4 232
&4 WAo2AN BYA Bl 71d Al n|A|
€ 9% distd Hx 77 o|EF FHA olE
4 A dg ojgs FHLE AWER, o
Higoz 7HdE =&t 33dMe 4 di,
g, BA4 BEE d9sta, Hold /K AF
o] At 9, AFY A 2 FAFE AA
stz g,

Il. 0|25 HiE ¥ 71d 8

2.1 gulo| MY 20l 21 FFT 0|2E =2

Hage(1999)& A& "ZZd] A2 ofo|r]o]
Y 98 =8ldke e2M A2 AF, A
&, 71, 282 29 Y47 25 EHRHE AL
2 21330, FAAHA Gl A 1 @A
FF, 78 o ZHA P2 + Jov, JA
o A3 282 HA g A7t o] FojA 4o
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CEO 24 %7} 7igie] BiAlo] ojxle gY: XYel =F A2E B4

e T R R R A AT E

A S T T T T Tl Ll L

(Gopalakrishnan & Damanpour, 1997)." 4
3 Ao mad A FEeMe A 72U B
A AR, A= 48 Fol, MY FEelMe 39
A3 P4 A% Fol Hale A3 gz A
A=gen, 28 $EqNE 7199 2714 I
AE, 2979 54 §F ¥ 29050 gAY
Ay g9z ¥2lA fth(Ahuja, Lampert, &
Tandon, 2008: Powell, Koput, & Smith-Doerr,
1996: Bantel & Jackson, 1989: °| &4 - 24
4. 2003: Howell & Higgins, 1990). & 4+
E o] 3 24 £F, 53 7|99 g F53xn
A gt

Crossan & Apaydin(2010)2 1981358 2009
W7tA 2Ed A #A 47 5259 S uiBoR
S35 olel EAdA =3 Halo MY 8%<
aA A /A2 Eisn . $4, 239 &
9 %3 84 9% (dynamic capabilities)
o] gAlo 4L ud £ gt A 7| B
(resource-based view)dl @29 71| B4
& 7190 Efstn e S5 A gt 23
dck(Barney. 1991). 23y Zdgle] #slste
719 $AdAME 7190 BEA AdE Ao AHAs}
A AT AFA EAAE 8 &ALt 71
J9] Aglo] fck(Eisenhardt & Martin, 2000:
Teece. Pisano, & Shuen, 1997). @2t 714
o 27| 2& FZ, R&D 9%# AR 59
S A5H A3 @A, A4 B FHoU £
2 A 8, YA Azse 24 31 50 ¥
Ao ZAA A 2 G| EFET. o] T
AY 2 daFo] FRIFE Y UFrFoE AR

& Z2AE FAF & e df Ado] T
2, 71E A4 AT A2E ANE B2
o224 AL FAE 754l S Wl
o E4, 4% 4397 8 283 3R
#d9 8252A ofojrieie] F&3} A9, R&D
¥EZQ 74, Z2AE 37t 33 Fo A
7 Z8Ao] HAld 9L vl A B} Crossan
& Apaydin(2010)9] w29 d7lde AEF
o &&A, R&D B9 ¥ ¥Y Ax, A AF
o 4413t 2 niAE AAE v E&He] 5 5Ol
THag? HA A2l ojo|tjo] Attt of
g ol A4 AF 2 Aulz 4434 Aeshe
gA Jehdel, galo] FAstEE Aol AIH
A4 7| Ao IFAY %S vA] WF
o]tH(Gumusluoglu & Ilsev, 2009). AA, =
9 dzA Fz AYAE HEF H1 4939
EQo] gAld) 9g< n|a + Yo 3z FIA
o] &(upper echelon theory)ol W29 Hn 7%
Aol 719 EAo] 29 A PFH Ao
38k2 v]AtH(Hambrick & Mason, 1984). 53
A9 ARtEcHE Z9Ae #4do] FFE AH
2 A9y o] Age] F=2jZh(Finkelstein &
Hambrick, 1990). A& 7149 4433} 234
A5-E7HAE AgH 2holn, HLPIAE HFE
& A1 4929 g4 Y oA, 28z Ad
o] 24 W 9AEA Hg& 3 s 22 A
&3 247 P2 Aol ATHAL 9L viA
A Eth(Mumford, Scott, Gaddis, & Strange,
2002). °|¢ #AE 4F 97 FE J1 49
A9 A B4 =& Hn 4979 AT+EAY

1) Gopalakrishnan & Damanpour(1997)& vigt #4€ $8 84 371 £, 23 &, /1A 7828 Uve] & 5 3l& Lo
ohlzl AE A Ex 33 B0 ERE 4T Y, 7)€ ¥4 Te A9 4 FHoE FEE £k 03 AR
) A% 8AEe 71 2o 7Y Ale] 9%z 138 £ 3o, 97)ME Crossan & Apaydin(2010)& weh FEE.
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A B2 FE o|Folzled, AY dFd g2
A HAnAGAe] Ao g MNP 23
g WA, Hu 4939 9% 2% At
F25E 239 Hld FFAY 9% "X e
Ao g Jehdth(Datta, Rajagopalan, & Zhang,
2003: Gupta & Govindarajan, 1984: Wiersema
& Bantel, 1992: Bantel & Jackson, 1989).

Hy 7973 FAE 7] 8480 7|9 §
Ao &L A& olfre A F 7/HRZ A4
T Stk A, Jn BP9 G 2% F
E9 e 8452 Hu A9Ao| HYste PR
o} #AH tFAel 4 A, ol Hu 3
39 A YL PP LEA 7Y UiF9
N2 A4 3438 A 89 %S g
(Wiersema & Bantel, 1992). €4, }x 39
Ao gAlo] dig AWAgolt #2434 AP
ANz £ 24d mzt Hu ZFRe A
571 £Fo] 284, o€ 7199 Ao 4FS
XA ®cH(Datta, Rajagopalan, & Zhang,
2003: Sternberg, Kaufman, & Pretz, 2003).
a2y Fa 3YAe] 4 7154 48 of2
Hol & M FFezN 98 2+, 71€3
dgte 34 8749 A¥zA 1 AAgeze F
1 A9A9] Ao dig AL o] BojufA] X7
i} R&D B% BA% T ATNLREA e #t
o2 AAZ 7FsAe] ¥4 ol dEE] $siA
£ A1 73949 43 2ge] F8%d, Hambrick
(1994)& Hz 7Y 483 dAaFH 5
A AYE 7bsdA dhe 8QeE Ha 7979
Pe}d E3H(behavioral integration)2 A3}
1 3o

Hambrick(1994)2 <A+ 2% 3lo] 2844
3} A3 EQol w2 Ha 7979 BF 449
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71%E @3 F(group)ol o 3hie
8 (team) 22X EHHoz ggHojol Fn, o
€ 8 PeH o) FoIve FE AEINA
th. Hambrick(1994)°] AA& PejA F-L 3
F Ado] M2 ] FFY B3FLE e BE
2 AoHY, o7lde 2 n¥e] A3 & FxF
g%, 1221 FF YAt 2% X¥E}H(Barrick,
Bradley, Kristof-Brown, & Colbert, 2007:
Simsek, Veiga, Lubatkin, & Dino, 2005).
Lubatkin, Simsek, Ling, & Veiga(2006)&
AFE A3 J&EH0] ¥ AN Hx 7349
Ao YA FHo| Ao FHHA 4¥S 1|
Ade A% 97 23E B3¢ 2, Jansen,
Tempelaar, Van den Bosch, & Volberda
(2009)= Hx 2979 YA Fo] 71d §
Ao 334 4% njAde A5 47 24 £
23k

A AFF el Zo| HAl HFde AEE
ofolcje] FEWe opet FAE ofojroje] A
¥, R&D EEEE L A, <4t &3, U4 )
£ Z2AE 371 A43ie A% oA"Y ¢ 94
A%k A 4F, FHA Ex H|gHFH B
T Aol LY. F AL R&D AT
o] ofe} Hm PR AP vz @
A ¥Y S digoz o|Fozga & F 3l
4. H3 A%9749 Pg3 FFL ¥ A48 7|
&4 ¥zl gzt Fu 4979 U942 A2
o2ZH H3 ZIR3Y Ao g F71 F4E 7
T se, Hx: 7GR AAAA A 17
2255, § AL 3] 8 4983 7199
T3 54, B3 #3 Al AFo] 4¥sHA o
FolAFE 7199 gAlo] A A 2 Aot}

ggogE olgd Hu ZAYAe Yejd Fq ol

ZAHBITT H40A HAE 20114 8%



CEO &4 ZAprt 79| &dlo] ojkle ¥E: AHYe| =F H1HE S4o=

A4Ae B A3t viAe 9 B3 AHE
1z g

2.2 33X 2y At A

A3 797, & CEO 24 Azle A1 BIA
9| B3 Yojz] A3 B9 B BHzte Ao
2 A& % glti(Henderson & Fredrickson,
2001). EYYE o9 95t 7939 dFA
d A7t o@3 75 o]9d] qiF =94 ol &
dAgor & WAl ¥ AS, ¥ A3 2
TE 7199 Al 3BAHA d¥S vAA Ed
(BA7A%F, 2005). ¥4 HEL oi¢ @@ 2R
AAl7] el ojAslE- Hu AYAE HERF
A97 2 FAL L Hris] S v 42 AR
4 9oH(Lazear & Rosen, 1981). E§ A9A
< I 719 W FHUYEL ds MYd 537E
oz Y58 e o Be v g F71E
A&ARo2 FoitA doh(Becker & Huselid,
1992: Lazear, 1991). 1 ZA4A= 71 Yol
A M & NEE AAgn JleER 7 w2
HAE ¥ dHed, 2 B4 1 AN F
7] K9] Fdo] ecH(Vroom, 1964).

gt A o] 3 Ay wg o] oJ3td
A9A B3 A7t 7199 Ao FEAY 9%
< vd Aolga ¢ FFHOReilly, Main, &
Crystal, 1988: Siegal & Hambrick, 2005).
A4 o|&(equity theory)o] Wa® AlFEL
Aol FQJ & oo WE A, F A
ABAog vwg A A4E FEN EE BT
B4 w23 Y9 HEY PFS WHAIIA
Hrh(Festinger, 1954: Homans, 1974: Summers
& Hendrix, 1991). 28y H3 7AYAe AF

ZHAUshod ma0H M4E 20114 8Y

S B B

E AT &40 =1 At 2% AN 873l
U4 BE 347 E7125] Wz e o]
U FAEE 43 3337 o]dh(Bourgeois
& Eisenhardt, 1988: Carmeli & Schaubroeck,
2006). °|& & FFMe =Foju FHE 3}
olitt B AAE ¢ w77 AFE2, H1 4Y
A A 458 7Pk A3ts] A9AEL A
o] EFAstta AANE 7ol EHHCowherd
& Levine, 1992). A& W& o|E&(relative
deprivation theory) 94| A4le] BAte] A
o2 Ada e A¢ ARES EF3FY
EUE YJEAY 244 52 74 ddx AFsn
2cH(Crosby, 1976: Sweeney, McFarlin, &
Inderrieden, 1990). M¥dl W& Az} 255
et Mol ¥ ARES AT 3 4FE
FYsta e A9 FAFe vl doFez
T ¥ BAL wa Yo A Aol
=tH(Bloom, 1999). E& AMgo| &e44E B
A FFo| AsdA Hug, F1u AYAe} A9A
Aele] B4 Aaks g MEeMEt 6% 34 2
7Vs4dol %o (Lambert, Lacker, & Weigelt,
1993: Rosen, 1986). °] =gld] ©2d 1 73
A B4 A7t 254 A8 AIFEY B
Bode Askd AolH, ol A FHAA 4%
< "A & Aot

oj¢} ¥l Bloom(1999)9 dF& 434
ENo] FHYES ko] 4% v + e
AE 7193 A, & g2 FH9 ndo]
ag FeskA 4L A% 23 FH4EL AU
Aoz Arg0] B2 Hritosy B AR
9 gde A3t FL2 A =¥S AT
LA FA G ARY ETS F44A A
AHQA G2 Fgo FEHA FFS vAA B
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HWageman, 1995: Main, O'Reilly, & Wade,
1993). a2y 22 W =4 FHe o] =
29 4e 2 8¢ 829 A% 4 )
AolA ddFoz oz BAL AFde AL
HEHAH 33 (cohesion)d 74, AL £
ARy 252 I EAR 23 A9 4
o] FFAA 9% XA 2 Ao|tHTrevor
& Wazeter, 2006: Shaw, Gupta, & Delery,
2002).

A3 A7 B AdA A Han HYR
9 33 Ao 9% njAcke FL AFsx Y
. @ Hozg Ane ATl BA7 E9s)
o9, 3 3929 B3 Al Unix) Ha 7
FR9 F7) FAE ANA FY =8 S F7HA
7 Rojete #Ho] EA@cH(Lazear & Rosen,
1981: Becker & Huselid, 1992). ©& & #
22 A3 AIAY B3 AR} AZSFE A
A gl $7tstn AAAA 917 24€e
EA HI 39 9] FE T 478 d=
T 34 9%E v]d Aojge BHo A
@h(Milgrom & Roberts, 1988: O'Reilly,
Main, & Crystal, 1988; Siegal & Hambrick,
2005). ¥ A% A7 FAge 4394 JehiA)
%3 A Hu AYAe] B3 Axe gA
AAHA R e Fvke b5 ddgs
A1 7B 45 FEole 244U 4L
oA oz AR 9th(Siegel & Hambrick,
2005 Wright, Kroll, Lado, & Elenkov, 2005;
Henderson & Fredrickson, 2001: O'Reilly,
Main, & Crystal, 1988).

HAL 24 iz 9A A9, A4 249 @
4 4578 243 9FEHo| ¥ Eoloin, o] 3
A& ARAoz FH87] YAMe AL 289
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3% YA 23 F3 2L Ha A9 A9
Pej4 Fo] Ao (Siegel & Hambrick,
2005: Levin & Cross, 2004: Eisenhardt &
Bourgeois, 1988). z2u Z9A B4 Az}t
ARTE ZAA 94717} B3] 1 AgAe
ZAe] AEAQ 7% AFE sHsAol Fhet
o, 31 3979 F35347 P24 PFoe B
BA 9% XA doh(Siegel & Hambrick,
2005). wWetA AGA B3 AA7t AL4-E HA
o #3834 9%E A Aoz 458 4+ U

EE 71 deld 4L dile 35 o4 MY
Z2AETL FA FAHY, Zze T2AEE
M2 g 71€3 5ol g8 F84S AY
1 AN Gupta & Govindarajan, 1991: Levin
& Cross, 2004). H3 ZAGZo] 7199 ALFH
SR ¢, 2ea ¥4 Z2AES E4S
nestd 2 wlRoly 94 A9, TZAE A&
A% Foll #F FAL 25L FHsln Ao @
g oA 2R BdA oz 35 YelMe 3
i AR PeE Fgo] "4AolH(Jansen,
Tempelaar, Van den Bosch, & Volberda, 2009).
a2y QoA MEd ule} o] YA B Az}
7t E55 2979 d93 SPEgE HEy =
T 2% BAAQY g% dgd slsAel ag
(Siegel & Hambrick, 2005: O'Reilly, Main,
& Crystal, 1988). @2ty H1 7AYzle] By
A7t 258 Ao FAA 4L njxA €
Aol

o] Yol iz} o] YR B3 oEA0] ¥
I HI 73939 geF FPo] WA Fol
A Ad3tet B e EHEA 22 FsA
o] ¥%(Henderson & Fredrickson, 2001). &
H3 739Ae B Aas A4 F3AA 9%

AGSAT 5q0F Haz 20114 8



CEO 24 AP} 7iede] #ioj ol

R T

2 v)a Aoz d3¥ & Uk W oo 2
& /Mg =39tk

7Hd 10 A2 Z9As e Ha 49 B
2 ARt 245 Yo #3449 9%
< 1A Aol

2.3 QEMe =H 71t

A1 A929 Pe4 ¥ FALEY 971,
7154 w72, 284 ot HAx Z9Ae] 7K
U A9 2819 § o7 249 98 9%FE A
#ch(Ling, Simsek, Lubatkin, & Veiga, 2008:
Simsek, Veiga, Lubakin, & Dino, 2005:
Carpenter, 2002: Hambrick, 1998: Hambrick,
1994). o] & Hz: 7YY AHF 234, &
QA4 (colocation) & H1 ZAYALY B FF
o JJAtAEe) A o FAF FFS A= &
A2 224 9cHCannella, Park, & Lee, 2008:
0|5 - urEF . 7422}, 2006: Cramton, 2001).

A1 A9AL v EF AFAHA Hof AT 27
E ALY 984 e 99 Ao Jdsey,
19 852 IAA g L A5 FH HPo=
g o] 7HL o o]d Aol ¥H(Hinds
& Bailey, 2003: Gibson & Gibbs, 2006). 2
gu Aoz Ad FALS e Hes
zAgozN JL F e TS AEH A4,
Agd Audy F719 Aoz Bk, 7|E
AFE il F29 Yoz g HAske 25
v Z g4 S 753 A48 gH(Cramton, 2001:
Polzer, Crisp, Jarvenpaa, & Kim, 2006).

AR AESTE FHYLE 2] dEHZF 7]
3 agsln, ol FAYY D A5

ST 40 HaZ 20114 88

R TR

£ 9% on4el =W snf F4o=

O G S R R T S B SR N S0 R e

988 2% A4 (mutual knowledge)# ¥ &
2 (shared context)d T%o ¥AAY I
n3]A ®ch(Cannella, Park, & Lee, 2008:
Cramton, 2001). ¥ A& AL 2@ F2
Z7I02 et opel A u@ v BE ¥3
Ztoldl, a8z ¢5A A4 2 BAF 249 3
A o] gig Ag 27t Ho2H FAH
5 A4L Z7Z0cHCramton, 2001: Howells,
2002). ¥ FH A4 Ade A3 A9
Y5 AAYoM 9 25S A EF gF F
z2 53 AssA He A5 A, WE, AR
742k atolo] i@ oldle AT 253 Ayl o
g 7|2 ulge] ®th(Hinds & Bailey, 2003).
Z AgA4o] F71E4E AR nEe g3 A& A
SHoZH AT AFo] ZaT B opig o
9] 3o B 4% olFo FHAHA d¥L
AozH gogre 43 A&, 5 Y3 Tl
ZAA9 9L v|HA 2 Ao,

719 Wdld A& 43R ez £33 HaA
£ A A4 B o} 4FH AN TR
oz A wjEy #AY 25E AHHe=
ZA 8o} @t}(Nonaka & Toyama, 2005:
Zellmer-Bruhn & Gibson, 2006). 53] <
Ha Z2AEZ FAd AYsn e Az H
dAe YoM e P4 Z2AHEZ ZA 43
A Hgse 23 W 259 2Fo] IFFoH
(Eisenhardt & Bourgeois, 1988). #|2|4 &
A, & dF4e R FH9 25 234 344
ol 4L nxe Aeg 42iA $%oH, Gibson
& Gibbs(2006)€ 567 +5¥F dAd €9
266H< Aoz ZAG AR AH ZHA
ARZFE Ao FHAY 9% vAde 4T
AT AFHE Hasd. F Hxn A9A9 dHA8

901



02 - YEE - YA

< 719 W gge A 432 F3387] 9
§ 25 234 334U 9% nAA € Fe
d&% & Aot =T AF4e] ¥ A5 A1 7
979 43 A4, F Yy o] Asido=H
33 79A e Aste] A9A e B AAgt 4
3 Yz ZAad AdA drgtoz s A4
e F34 9] ZAasA € A2 4T
F o

Sl A3 AgRe AAAel ¥E A¥ 4D
7 ko] FB n@e] A Fo] ZAAFo2HN 7Y
W S F317] Y8l d8d Hm 73979 3
B3 Sl $3AYA 9% vAA 2 oy,
A2 AYAY Asty 48R e B FAUL 4
3 Yz zad AdA wEztes g il
oA 234 9% F71HA @ Aol (Gibson
& Gibbs, 2006: Hinds & Bailey, 2003: Siegel
& Hambrick, 2005: Henderson & Fredrickson,
2001). oty 23 22 7HE =&3ch

7Hd 2: A3 AYRAe] APAAL Hn A B

3 Aas JAze #EAQ wAE @
A Aol

. &7

3.1 Xz 5

£ A9 EEL 199194 19959714 14
N el &3 730 Bl 719eE FAHA.
£ A7 BELS 937 22 AR et 4
g, +4 vF AF5(U.S. Department of

902

AR G 2 Ry e T, T - = = ——

Commerce)®] IGEF AARA 1470 42 A
g3 ¥, e Aol dis}l Ward's 50,000
Largest Corporation ZA&E Hlgoz 19919d
FH 1996W7kA] E43 RE 7|9 Adsisid
of FFdA AZjAL, & 71 T AT dd
A A=A, o]F #F 7IdE F Dun and
Bradstreet 24 F55H e 7IdES ¢
Al A, ols € d79lA FHz 24937
#3A¥ 287} Dun and Bradstreet's Reference
Book of Corporation Management A&& u}
goz FASHAR7 HEeldt. £F Hu 7G93
24 38 A8E 7199 proxy statement %
COMPUSTATZ%H s3sigon, #49 92
AL 98 3T B2 F & AT A7 e B
E ASE g3 AIES £ 979 HF BB
2 4899, o] B4& AH HFHo= 3307
8 719-9% Hlo|EHE A7 FEoE AH3IY.

3.2 #i5e =AH Ho|
3.2.1 F5 A%

479 g 714 A& SFs] A3
of 7} 7198 R&D FAR|9 Axd dolHE
Haksltt. A R&D FAh], g 44 F
4 &, 58 F T A8 ¥F2 ZFE F I
o] & R&D FAHE= oz A3 dA7dM Fale
fE M52 AHEEUAS B9 ol b2 Hald
4 dsEn 52 A#FAE He Aoz ¢
214 SItH(Arundel & Kabla, 1998). =& R&D
F2plE 719 EAA @A AE FolAY FAEA
%2 714 ¥41& ¥Zh(Balkin, Markman,
& Gomez-Mejia, 2000). =2tA g ¥F7t £

AASAT x40 M4% 20114 88



CEO 24 it 7I‘d21 g 4lof I1|=*I1: g8 olnyel =3 El'}l §é|_§

T A R A

AT BAd A AEetn BT EHd
A R&D FAHIE 49 F2 Uro 4 714
4 AFEE AN 92 o8 AT #2 9
£3t9tH(Cohen & Levinthal, 1990: Balkin,
Markman, & Gomez-Mejia, 2000).”

322 @ ¥y

B Ao Hu AYgae} Aste] 24979 B
A & BALE 71Fo2 ALEHUG(Berrone &
Gomez-Mejia, 2009). ¥ B&& 71283 4%
#. 28z F4 AgA(stock option)d FHL
2 ANE £ Qi o] 3 dF4 B 712
AF 9o, vd3A 7] B2 F4 A9
< oJ¥A ZAF AAA9 EA7t dFESL. F
T A9A e #F 71E AT WA A4 7L
729 25%% F4 AgAe 7HHZ Hristn 3
tH(Berrone & Gomez-Mejia, 2009). & 4+
dME &% g b2t F B4E Bk

agla Hn AYAe ZAa9] 4939 B 4
2+ Henderson & Fredrickson(2001)8 4+
of w2} o3} o] ALHAT $A, 7z 7Y
AQAst Ass] 2979 B} A8E FHUHA
o, 28n H3 A9Ae F 2 Aske B9
A AAe B3 HF Aole FaE ARG,
n]22] proxy statement® 1 2GRS} s
A9A 4739 B3 #F ARE AFsn Ak
el BAe B g £39 A2 s Hx
AGAE T A9 FAE 5% oHE A
ek 2y diAe A4 Az 39Aet 2at
9 AgAe B4 Azt 74 23 A Fo| Yopd

NI N P s

2 549 ol Fopx|7] Y|, H1 Y7
o] 53¢ 23¥ ALEE o9 FF¥L 18 3A
% Aoz ¥ 4 gh(Lambert, Lacker,
& Weigelt, 1993: Main, O'Reilly, & Wade,
1993: Henderson & Fredrickson, 2001).
A B d7e 8T ARE uges B} AAE
ARG ¥, o]2 EFSNA 49 AT

2 Ao Ha A97e d¥4e Hn 73F
A FHYEY 2FA F4AE ulgeg Y
t}, o]2 98 Standard and Poor’s Register
of Corporations, Directors, and Executives
22g JnA9A FRLEY 254 F429 73
Ao #F A5E FA8%eH, 4 d=d-71d
492 3 H3 497 F L 2F7A4A M
2781 e FALY v AN F ol B
F3lsld Hm AY79 AP L AEATH(o|2
£ - uEF - 73ael, 2006).

3.2.3 BA s

B dZdMe ¢4 Ha A9 & BAE F
Asgct. thglel ojgo w2 ZAgae B2
A4A7} sk gl g diztolth(Jensen
& Murphy, 1990). £ £ BAL 1 AH=
AdAAA 718 F498 F JHVroom, 1964).
w2td ol2 A% FEFE FAlsh] s Hxn A
dAe F 8BS BA ¥4 83T

=3 A9 714 Az @A A Fxd 9
2 oA £ 917 2o oA 719 s FA
&} ch(Subramanian & Nilakanta, 1996). 7|
A9 Aie oI Wges FFE & Aoy,

3) o] sldl= #4& R&D FARlel 53] 48 Wi A2 FF3 710 £4E

Azl gUF 237} AEHUT
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T e e e

€ 87dMe Adx AL $£YE(return on
assets) 2 ©|A9 719 AHE &

71949 AF 43 A% 94 84 e g
7 29 2] 2 A% sl g diA 2e4
o2 Q3 Ao FFg2 nA & 7] Y7o o]
SA59H(Berger & Ofek, 1995: Baysinger
& Hoskisson, 1989). 7199 473} F=& ¢
<3 2] FHAt:

D = ZPi x In(1/P)

Pe 7199 AlY FEoA iHA wjEde] 1
719 AAe vjEdolN AR s Walo|ct, of
D#to] 0¥ 7% 3% 71de B Al S she 7]
doln, &F go]l AZS4E gz} P} Fopal
}H(Palepu, 1985).

ol g4 7199 FAR AF F=, FA5 F
E, 3 Z9A 7], Hz B9Re vo] G4
FAAY. 7199 AFe 718 g g8
7hed Al 43E vjozN Ao Fge
oA 4 9ltk(Sampson, 2007: Teece, 1992).
2t Thompson Financial’s Securities Data
A FAE uF 9 JdH 2L AFH AFe
FAZ o]F FH8 AN, € 479 dlo]
He 2ZF v3 U 7|9e2 74 glen, &
g Holgulo|AE SEC H1E H|EF o7 F)
ARE e E FAEH uF 719 FAF A
Froll B A BN FEYoz AP g
(Kale, Dyer, & Singh, 2002). ¥ 94+€ &%
A5E ETINT &S F4d ALY,

EF 7149 FAS F=E gald g folz
o da g AY HIA40 9IS vjdeozH
7199 Ao d&S oA £ 7] g o o E

904

e

FAISAcH(Hitt, Hoskisson, & Kim, 1997).
7199 A3 A= F g F 89 W HE
3} F AE F A9 AR vEe e
ol EEIF gtz FAN T HsEL
M2 5 ABBAE Bol1 glon, ¥k B4 L
Bl 8AEMF A3 shie 290z AFHUS
B 2 eigen valueE B0

ol¢} HEo Hx 7GR /1% Hxn AFA
9 Yole 7199 A% A APl 2 F9A
o AFE] %S oA ¢ 7] Yo ol F
A5tAcH(Hill & Phan, 1991: Hambrick &
Mason, 1984: Finkelstein & Hambrick, 1990:
Hambrick & Fukutomi, 1991). Hx 3929
Yole 3 AYGAE 3T AA Ju A9
Hol& Hisled FFsi ¥ye EF EEF
A,

a2|2 7149 FEE 7Ide] 888 + dle 49
# A 9% v, 449le 54 94 7o
o] Adstn & 7I¢ W3 FFo IFE v
T W1 W7 o]E FASAL. 7199 #FRE
F49 8 T3 ¥SE AHgsiglen, A
54< do| ¥52 A8,

3.3 24 Uy

T4 Sy T o] 99 AgHA L
EAE F e 74T das] A8 SHEs
9 Zo] T&UFY SRS AYIIES o]
o] 28 Fzesdt. & SYAFEL 1991
GHE 1995€9] 7|tez, FEMEE 19929 %
B 199639 7]7te] Hddolg2 PSS #
d dojHe #3HA %= °|2AA (unobserved
heterogeneity) 2912 23dA m2id 4 9lx,

AHEATR HaoA M4aE 20114 8Y



CEO B4 2Pt 7lgiel #alof ojxlE g8 oFMe| =F aitE FHe=

e e LA L Ly A

SLrARSNE

Azt 2 4 #AE F3E 5 dAde e
713 9IcH(Hitt, Gimeno, & Hoskisson, 1998:
wel4] - AP, 2009). Hd dolge 4 WY
& 37 A EH(fixed effect) £47 doJEH
(random effect) ¥4 Wioz e & Jed,
2R R BMLe Hy AAE A B4 02
2 7Mgshe v gelad BAL ol FA ot
g ez Fgch(H4 - HPA, 2009). o2
s nAEI FAe A FE 7|3 o]
2 gAsid gAe] oA, dojaAHt 49
Ade FE 7|7 oldez gust bt
(Li & Greenwood, 2004). Wt £ A7A
£ Az AL 98 Hddelgd] dF doi
3 28E ALY $MoMe Stata 8.0
AHE-E I

V. 29 21}

4.1 7l A2

(E e 97 AR(N=330)9 7I& AFH
7 A5 ARBAE 8o o 4 FAE ¥
F&3d Aot (E DS AniRd 7199 §
AL Az AdAe F 22 2 H3 4979 <
AT e ABAE Role AS € F Utk
=3 7199 AF A= FAs A= 4] 7199
Az o ARAAE Jetidd. a2y 71dd9
YAz Han AFAe BE vole &9 SddA
£ Yt

ZBESAT x40 Haz 20114 83

R e T R T El R AT R R ¢

AL gosly] Y8l 2E ¥y djstd VIF
(variance inflation factors)® At&dct. 7z
o] ¥4Ed sl VIFE dAZ 100 #|H]A
9he But ohyet ojurt A W 5 oFE
Jepdonz dEgdade 47 94 @t
(Neter, Kutner, Nachtsheim, & Wasserman,

1996). w2 7K A5 A £4 & AAsl.

4.2 24 2o

Mg AF) st AN B4 Ade (&
2% 2o, (E 2)9 28 12 F4 ¥FE°] 7]
Aol Fald vlAE S FAF Aot B4
A m2d Hu ZAGAe F 2o Yald F
ARCE foF 9L vA L Ye AR Yg
W%oh(p<.01).

(E 29 28 2 7K 1& ZAF3] S8k
A1 ARt A5ty 1 A9AE B FH
g 23 19 3743 RAolth. 2y 29 oJ5id 3
T A9 a9 HAn AYAES B A
HAlo] RFAHAHQ 9GS v|AH, ol FAHLE
o Aoz Jegth(b=-.228, p<.001). =
g4 7K 12 AXAENY T & 5 A an
(% 2)9 28 32 28 24 Hn A9 94
4e 28 19 F71d Aotk ¥ 39 93w
A1 AQAY AHPL Yalo] FHHA 9FE
o)A}, ol FAFCE 4T Aoz Jeyt
(b=.348, p<.01). °J8|@ ZAie F ¥FE T
7l 4% 23 49M = FY&HA devdx i

(% 2)9 28 5 7M4 28 AF3] HAstd
AAG B4 Aol (E 2)9 2 52 AR
W H3 g st Ao AGAEY BA 3
e Ao 2342 9% vIA2 den, H1
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(% 2) 872N 22 (N=330)

CEO E4 247} 7I2de| #alof ojxle I8 2IFye =3 5HE Y=

TR I FI e P Tl g L R

Independent variables Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
~208°" ~194"  -210
CEQ Pay Gap (051) (049) (049)
_ 348%** 328°** 393
Co-location (.051) (_051) (.051)
Pay Gap * Co-location {Ogg;)
, 295" 454** 204°** 429°** 413"
CEO Total Compensation  {"55g) (.067) (.054) (.064) (.064)
134 133 151 150 155
CEQ Tenure (.139) (.136) (.125) (.124) (.123)
-.081 -086 - 069 -081 - 087
CEO Tenure’ (145) (141) (131) (129) (129)
-.048 -029 -085 -071 - 065
TMT Age (066) (.065) (058) (.058) (058)
o 028 017 033 019 022
Prior Firm Performance (.053) (.052) (.050) (.049) (.049)
o - 205" -221° -.170° -182° 171
Firm Diversification (.089) (196) Co1) (073) (073)
o 041 040 045 043 043
Firm Alliances (.078) (.078) (.065) (.065) (.065)
. o ~.099 -127 - 127t ~151° -166"
Firm Internationalization  ("4g3) (.093) (075) (076) (076)
o 169 121 113 073 087
Firm Size (.114) (.114) (.094) (.095) (.095)
305 050 048 080 075 099
(.113) (.109) (111) (.108) (.108)
- 051 060 081 088 093
(.113) (.109) (111) (.107) (.107)
1994 -010 -013 042 039 053
(116) (112) (.114) (.110) (.110)
1995 116 087 151 128 145
(.120) (.116) (117) (.114) (.114)
-1.084° 1.175° - 869" - 965" -1.036°*
Constant (.076) (.485) (:390) (1393) (.395)
o 52 53 37 38 38
0, 57 55 56 54 54
5 45 48 30 33 33
Wald x° 121.23***  142.19***  222.65'**  237.18***  241.58"**

1) uEEst A
2) * p<.10, *p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001(2-tailed).
3) 1991d& AAH.

4) ARidn] Ase 59 HAAE sl AR, YT A aAARAA B2t v
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3979 32 Ao 3FAY %2 A
e Ao Yepsith(p<.001). £ Hz 397
9 JHPL Hxn BIAs A9 Hx 39 E
o B3 Az F474 9% BAs, ol &
ARoE frofd Aoz Yestth(p<.10). °] 9
J Hu YA F B4 Ao FFAA 9
F2 vlAY, ol FAAHLE R Aoz g
Woh(b=.413, p<.001). wekA 7Hd 2& AAH
Atz & F 34,

V. 28

£ 97 19919~19959 o= 147 AgE
3oz 3 7Z9Ae Hu 7979 B3 A3
7F 719 Al nAe 932 BN, 24
23 H3 A9AS H3 F979] B Ae 7
4 Ao FFAA 4% A1 glen, o] &
e Hx A939 QP4 8 A" Yde
Ao ey

olde] A+ AFEe AYAe B3 7=} /1Y
9 B 9% ASA 4l Mg 8 %2 v
Ada & & 3le 719 Ao njAe= 93 4
FHoE AT EA, A9A 3T 71U A
FA PFoll T 71E 479 vH|E B §
Ale) gl dag 7Yz PejF T F8
AL 5sidde o 84 99 /iHda &
4 1k (Devers, Cannella, Reilly, & Yoder,
2007: Hambrick, 1994). 53] 7979 AHA
o] Ztx 23 Aye YA L JFHez Fde
d 4N 7l¢ A& Y Fdse 97 A
ge] Sgug ohel aln #HE 25S 2%

908

S s e A

st 4979 4% 94 Fasive 4 434
02 HFo2H 3 ZAGA o|gg FAd 7]
o3t gl

Y 3 AR F B 245 7Y g4
of 334 4FE v Aoz Yy, oe
1 739AC] BAol A AR Agol ud
drizke deldl o289 FFE A¥dsin U
Bt opgl, ZAYA B3 il fig 71E a4
Ao} dx)FcH(Makri, Lane, & Gomez-Mejia,
2006).

2 97 29 g3 22 474 AAEE A
AgT. AR, 7199 gAe A5 HddMe
A3 A9A e BAo] Ze A3 Btk opys) o
AR B3n Aste] Hzn A9 A3 o
Al zRjdtdof g} Ham AGA o|ge 7Y A
Fol AN Hz AYRe] 43 fEAoH TF
it 2B S e FAge AL 222 o
(Hambrick & Mason, 1984). wely Hz 73
e B F2E 2R3N AN H3 BYA
o &7 4572 FYste Hn AF9AHe] PHF
5% A=E 22¥ ot 9. EA, AF4 F
I3} 259 23S A8 H979 AR #
€ ZRE 312¥ "8t Ao A2 7149 Hof
o A4, R&D &% AAA AFS tdez o
FoAAA HEA FHz AFGRo] s Ao
F7ktn glon, Hd F 7le3d HA S 7o
2 A9gAoz AE FAYES iy 2Foz
TR 2N AZ%H dI S FFehe B U
ehdx 9ltH(Kanawattanachai & Yoo, 2007).
a2y B A7 2] 29 25 233 A
A A Slold Hz AGRA9 ARl #
A=ojof & HAA L A3 EAPT. g3}
(localization) 2+ M Z3}(globalization)7} &A%l
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CEO 24t 27} 7/gie] Ao ojxle dth: XM =3 ATHE SHo=

A1 Y& 84 A}M Hun FE0E & £
olet wjxse AFe FZAH7] AFAATE, &
A 579 PYA EFL fAH AT =F =T
9% Aeg B

B AFE o|g 2L A, AFAY AAES
Agstn oy e 2L FAES Add. A
A, & Q79 FEL 1991d%E 19954744 7|
2 1470 Adol £ 7374 7199l @] U
B A7} u)F 71gETe AlE 0|43 A2 1
2 Jgte A% 31 A9A ¢ Hx A9FY B
Aol g FAA FRE Y53 d &gl A
A7) fgolct. wey B 47 ZA%E g v
of 44 AF ol9 Mo FoJ& . EA,
B A7 31 #9729 AA] HAxn 39T
o n@ge AR ¥ A, 1Ln YAEEE
£ 43 ogd 33HY 9L nAde FE
7 sn gtk ole Hx 7939 Ay 234
o] Agld 2HAd AAAQA 4FL vAde H
< 7MRd. HE A2 2340l ol T P
3o 2449 9L A s AT, 9
Jolx A3 ddY 7Y 27 729 dE
89150] A&S nA 1A 9A EAT. w
A H3 4929 oA 3 ddd 2l B
o Austd FAE dAE 478 EA4IT. A
A, B A7E J1 A9 Aste 497 ¢
B Ak ggez da o o ¥ A7
o] A&7t £3€ vl39 proxy statementdl A€
HAn AQAS} Asty) 2GR 459 B3] B
ARTE AFsn gV] HEes AT EES 2
Aol 71Q8A g, B4 Axe] S v Fxs
A 2R dade Aste 24933 A3
AQAze] Az 94 nske Aol HFAE A
o|th(Siegel & Hambrick, 2005). U4, & €

AT M40 M4Z 20114 8Y

FE 7199 st ZA S, AF F=E A
o2x YA X g dFES FASALS
U, AR AN AFA 94X §9 84%
a2 2ot dF o A Y HE 719
3 3% 7199 g4 AL gd2A F1E 7164
o] %tHTeece, 1986). WA &F AFoME
olo] B nst W8 E Ao2 A,

B d3E oim 22 FAHAE &7 4
g By Fz71 YA e 9% 4FH2
2 BMsigen, gag o] 7199 F714 AE
o] 4FE & Age ANRH F3Po oA F
3 AP PeA FYPo| Ze o9 E TN
e AdA 9o e FEA AAES AFdn
ok, =& A3 AGAe] Y Fxo Z2F4 3
N Hn 79 A Aol Frhe
AL AZAoz BYo2A AIA B Fx9
AAd YoM 7199 F71Aoln A&AA A<
Z78n7 s oA 2 AGAlA 474 &
o2 ANt dot. FF AFdME FEAY B
A P29 alo] zte A 4FE WA HF
3 34 84 2 R 84d diF FHE 2d
o ;s tBo], oF g9 g v dde
2 A7 WS U gart A Aol

A7A%, 2005, A2l v Ao 2% 7Y 2f7E
7} AQAe] B FFo vAE Yol U A
T, Adste, 34(5), pp. 1475-1500.

glolal - YA 2009, STATA Mool 24 &=
STATA%H3].

ol BA - 74, 2003, B} HAlYFe P} A
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The Effect of CEO Pay Gap on Firm Innovation
and the Moderating Role of TMT Co-location

Ho-uk Lee* - Jong-Hun Park** - Il Kyoung Kim***

Abstract

Executive compensation has long been a focus of organizational research. This body of work
has enhanced our understanding of how top executive compensation impacts various organizational
outcomes. However, there are two major gaps in the executive compensation literature. First,
this body of research has focused predominately on CEO compensation as opposed to the
compensation of the top management team. This is understandable since the CEO is arguably
the single most influential as well as the most dominant person in an organization. However,
many have argued that our understanding of how strategic leadership influences organizational
outcomes can be enhanced by looking at the top management team (TMT) as a whole. Yet,
with a few exceptions research examining TMT compensation has been lacking. In this study
we examine the compensation gap of the CEO and TMT (CEO paygap) and its impact on firm
innovation. In this way, the current study makes an important contribution to the literature
by going beyond CEO compensation and considering the compensation of the entire TMT.

The degree of participation in mutual and overall interaction by top managers can be
facilitated or inhibited by the social context that the TMT faces. And, the degree of
participation of TMT in interacting with one another differs according to compensation gap of
the TMT members. In our study, the concept of TMT co-location’ is considered to be an
important factor that influences the degree of participation in the interaction by TMT
members. This is because compared to TMT members working in distant locations, communication
and exchange of information can be done more actively when working in the same location. It
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is implied in the upper-echelons literature that the link between TMT compensation and firm
innovation should be more pronounced when there is behavioral integration of the TMT. When
the TMT has behavioral integration, the negative effect of CEO paygap on firm innovation
should be attenuated because behavioral integration leads to more cooperative behaviors. Yet,
no prior study has explored the moderating effects of TMT behavioral integration for the
relationship between CEO paygap and firm innovation.

Based on a data of 73 firms from 14 industries in the U.S. from 1992 to 1995, our empirical
results show that CEO paygap has a negative influence on firm innovation. Additionally,
co-location of the TMT moderates the negative relationship between CEO paygap and firm
innovation.

Innovation is important for firms because it is at the heart of many firms’ core competencies,
allows firms to respond rapidly to market and technological changes, and provides opportunities
to achieve competitive advantage. Despite its importance, managers are reluctant to make the
necessary investments for innovation due to the high uncertainty and low success rate often
associated with innovation investments. To overcome this situation, the incentive structure for
managers should be designed to induce changes in managers’ choice for higher risk taking and
more capital investment in favor of innovation. This study makes an important contribution to
the academia and industry in that it allows an in-depth understanding of the types of
influence certain elements have on firm innovation by considering both the content (TMT
paygap) and context (TMT co-location) of the TMT and its impact on firm innovation.

Key words: Innovation, pay gap, co-location, top management team
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