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Innovations

oF AU AT AR TR L)
2R T(Fedtm FFEE FAD

Eudoh. &, AP AA JdA LvabEe] W

Gl
o] B3 Y= WEYR xR AZAL 259 FFd IH 49¥FL uxn Yot

ol M AF FxE FuM Ao anAFEd IFA AFdHS & WFE F
Aoz 3 Holuglste] AFAEAN ZA ZAzeA £ Ford wrd, -2 ue A
A B AR, AA, A dnte] ASMEYNAZ dgsid A, A, A 59 HESL
Ag B8 2vjatEe] €Y PNV bl g ujFH 2 Y FHAo A Aoriw
A e 8o JdEge 23 YEE B £ Atk

B A9 o3 AT Rogerss o HAFE2 SAATH VG JFaQozA A}
AAAG ABNNEYRIE oD thF Al AFee AL oy daAso] & AHF
AA Yol E(social network theory)dt Ab3lAd st waAsjo] &AM A A o) E(social
identity theory)oi Al @waslo] & o]EEE AT o|E LA UEIY AFYEYHA
o] e} JAo] g A ofGA dFgFE v £ el B FAE =&
3, HAlg AESA Al AF3HoR FAAA 7Y AR S vt AGASA A

A A e ANSRTA Bt
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I. AP A &9, AP E9 A, A A
L 2276 thehd AL 3jA 29

WE et dFE HAgAE AASIAA & Rogers(1995)= A &AHE dule] ito]
AP A 2El o] FAYE Alelol A AlZbo] RIS EA ojH AZEE T3 AFYANY
€ #FAo2 A1 Utk Aq7|A AL A L€ (social system)E TF5 EEE A5
Aste FEEA Ado dstxn e 45 APE G Eo] 2
T HEd gEY AFe NUE, ¥TA JDE, ¥4 JuE, O
€Y F dvkn Bgiok 29 Ao wE\, o] &iE 4 e AZAAle ¥ I
SALE] AA, A6, dFAFAD, 2HREe] 21 Y= F 5
& gtk olg AAAA Ue FTHAT ZFE TF ZRAAY TE FAHNZHR
A 2 Yok

Rogerst AMBAI2® & &ilo] B4 W7 doka B3, A2 Ugs aA
O A ZEAZ Bk F, A TRV ou @), ASA e o] oy, 48 ME
2ot Wstgddate] ool oju gt

D HAE84E A AA WP o] A3 T Z(social cture)ol] &z YIFE Lo FHA
S NAJAEA S Tt S41E golgole HAANE BAHL stAok A w, AL A
Aol s = HE FAd Ui FME T3 ALY AYAH FxE A we b=

2) AL F¥(norms) F, A AAY FEAHLEC] THSL Y= FFAYHA IF
< W=t Rogers® Kincaid(1981)= 33 F&2 71EAE AFdA oju3 madue 4
Sk Aol ¥& TAHLEC] FHsln e T 4 ¥ JE wHdo 7
2 389 dFe EES ZAI T, A7 SN FAsn JdE PEAHe
Ao Mg o dg v et

3) AR LE ABNEAEH v FAEN 98 TS Bev SAxsldE Ay
A, A3 2v|AE(innovators) ol v ¢ A4 = 2Hopinion leaders)e] g &o] Atk AN

A FARADAN 593 ASAA A% FAFE ADL DAY, GEHERE =

pous
A diste] A& NS A2 UAebA ooz RE I AEA} e AA
i

o2

12

gov, oEe B FEASIA FTE WAR A7 Wl AAWEAZ AN o]
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il

€ T FHE AN ol B AEE Aloldd EFEr olg°] XA U= &
BEYEYAE T o] wa It

ox

2. A8 sl e AU EN 20|

Cook¥} Emerson(1978), Cook(1982) §& UIEHAE F /eolde dZFE naqBAE
& E(sets of two or more connected exchange relations)2 Hx lth Apglste Ay A}3F
HEYZ &L Fx9 P9 TS AT 4 Mg o8& AFsta AT, A3 %
2} Giddens(1984)9] #2273 9ol AM FzE= P& Zusta, AL ¢ A4 93
A A B FE7E AFEER Qv Bttt

MAFIAH H2& Ad Yae] Add ddg Fxstr] WEd Aol o] Folxe A}
34 Hegg AR RAgFH ZapAR, dA & A AYE A AA LA o] FoiA
7] W&ol gl qEAIBAL ZHo] & MY A, A, A4 JFE vt A}
3}y AA9 AN dedM WEHIS] F2FH FAo =dr a2z YEHJIZH AN
A9 &4 (attributes), MAEZHY] S (relations), 2 HA UYEHZS HAZA
ALZY Fedo] Hol: FTAZHQ EA(configurations)o] F LA diFdd MUY £4&
st wep defA A oy BAl= W EH(context specific)o] oA AL} 7t
W AR WEetn, ¥AlY fEel ZekAd YEYax Skt

wetA 713t avlAE Aloldl ZE dule] wddolu, diZidd T4V BAGA,
7197 AANARY FF ZIEAFH TE50AE BA F BAY JZFo] MAZHH VE

H3stHe] de S Mgt fr8&sit

rle

AHFYEYA o]Zd A Granovetter(1973, 1974)= F23% AAE AAs=d, 2= 723
A (strong tie)d} ke QA (week tie)e] ZEo R Jde] £ UEYNAY EA I o
ENI WY Mol AXZ AdoA dEqE nXn ASS BRAgFAG AL3E A F

o3ta de AHEHES #Al9 ZE(relational strength)® 7|Fo2 73 AZ3 %3 444

1) Blau(1964)8} m@FZF o] #AZ 271X &AM Al2EtY Emerson(1972)2] | 29 Ao)
2, Coleman(1972)2] A3 A Aol 2 Ekeh(1974)9] Autsld o8 SL ujAF %
oA Bttt i & Al FRo FAYEY IAxud F2E FU
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2 FEAAGY. e A& Rt 2o @A), BRI @A} o] 3 o] Fen
Ae A3 F wAld FostE BAAE ZF7F 2 BAE T RAGEan a2 AAE F
Aste Aol A} £ Fo AdE FAdE Afolvh ¥ o3 AZ 2 A fA9
Fodste AMEEAdA 2 BAZ AGAEY AL FEOAY AFHoln JAE FAF7I
A ANEsF ¢ A foltt. Granovetter(1995)= AZA& T3t AR S dd A48 F
A G AAE JER Aol FE AR E A ARRG AFE e g8 oy 73
ok e o AFE JA AA dF Fd PARAEL AT BA) FEE s
Tt AARET BAE DSoEM N2 AEE JMAE 4 Jduke Aolvh. v Zg
AR gaA AdojAE FRE O THAALLE EolE FE FAG AN #A3AA 2H A
5 Agste AARERC FA4H7 dEd 2 ARV FEE AR 75l Eue R
o og <29 1>9dAM Ast BE &7 Aol £¥ Fdd ZE dZ2 AdH Jov A
%} Bt 4% A2z d4ZHUA olZAA ARE AF{FIIIV Fre AE BA4EY.

m\

<ag 1> 3 d73 Fd AA

e

p 4

AU E Zol 2ol W, A TEE AHA A”o| oot AL TaH, of )
He AEA dzo] Holls FAAe) Aol S uU vENZS] B4 YeuE

MNE Fole TE(size), ¥ E(density), A%/d(duration) B F&A(constraint) 52 7@ o]

SAgc FEE YEYIC 259 FHUSS] Folth LEE EAA0] Ao Ak W]
EQA FAUTY AA dFE & Jtsd Hul dAFE U YEgoy, (&P B
MEQIY FHAS0] Aol Aot E WEHNIE A% A3 ko] Aok ME

126



A= F&AH LS Burt(1992, 1998)7F F3d 723 I #YE sMdesA wef B A
o & UENI &0 APHoR AAHo JoWA AVl BE v & FAHYeE dAT &
Uotd, B UEAZ WA F&40] Avtn & F Ut

%% Podolny®} Baron(1997)2 UEH A EA4o] 79 Il Aid nAes FFS
a2 UEYZY Wgo] FAAste wet tavtn FF3dn. &, EYIE F3 dgede
Wgo] A7t 2214 AAA(organizational identity)$l7tdl ulel U3 YEYHA EA
o] 79 Ae) th2A 4FE mge otk oL AU FHE UENAAME
gt AZ L JHN MEYRZE 7H Aol FaEAIR, AAL ARE VMEAIAME F
3 A4 &, A& E(cohesion)7t & Feg UEYDZE Bol 7k AAEe] {Ksithe A

o,

O
—_

3. AEl A 2l gt Yehd A A Aol &

APBIA| 2" YRl ARSI EQA Y AL FAJASOA A AANZS ARG AL
Aol A Tajfel(1970)8 AFodAM Sdtsle] AL A g EddM Fa3 Hed e A
= ALB] A A 2 (social identity theorv)el] 22w EA Aujzlrl o]lv FHwe] L3 glodw

A A, g, 244, AY, T4 5 Ale] &3 A

o

£ vges Adwa wFste vt
ol o]FofAE A AFE2 A4 B T AFH AAH £4L uFeR o)FoAE
uil BFI 2 A vebdo,

olgld HTF e o YAFEALAM vE e, AdAZEY
BafrE] +8&& E4ste A 19999 10877 FH wefFe] AAwe)Ee 1/3
& ERRLH, oJY¥ TEES FolE ojwE AWsT d oM “o]&AT} o= v &S
ol AU A el M2 A2 TS & + sle Z=7) S6lidn. o7jd 7]00x
o wEH S Bate $

2000 349 11¢)

[>

Lo
o
L
Mo
ot
1
e
i
tjo
=0

12 o’ EA4&tn goi(E9d s

$o U suAEe SUYE 2@ Pudde AUA 248 st ok S
ez ZAgen ot Y, B,
Adoz AFs o] Uk AT ABFY AL 2 U B ohet opaje}, ofxysl,

gelg 271, AEY ZE2 Addel As HE FYANANNE HuFel g e
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Bol: qlch AAFe] I Bl vFGNE 4 FRAAE /RIS Qe RSOl
U M2 2 A% AteldN Feelyo] YER gl

M. AIUEHII A9 =83 File] X = o] &3 HAS
1) EdaFZE

AL B A ALY E )R T AN AATOIEL AlZFz
AP RE A3 AA 9 3’ (patterns of social linkages) =& A3 @72 & = (morphology
of social relations)Z X3 7] wiFo] F4aged WA= Y -k
A Atole] dz e AL T 4 o] ZE LI olFoixE dANLE B4
g 58 483 FAdE ked 2 Ade] A3 e vEAZY ANHY F&t o
P gae ulA) o] o]Be] wEw, 2uHr} o] ABYEYI BAH Y=
et 25 d97 2y B 5 den, 49 did LuAeeE olFsied 18]
A3 e F2E AN vy Fa3 AF4E denjls RAe] "t

4

BA 1 anAs g2 e AUYEYR FERE AT LR 4T

tfo

o X

2) 7 AZ R o A2

AIYENZ A7 HABRErAN FA 2nAdAE 424 Ees 9T Ao1A
B} slzte] diwaly 2l vhun AwdE ARG FAH D(reference group) Abol
9] FAVIESY A(referral network) AF+E  F&lA  YEH(Reingen?t Kernan, 1986;
Reingen, 1987, Brown® Reingen, 1987).

UEYa 4AS FRusy dAdch A, 2%, A3 A9 5 ¥z AZE
748 F2A o FHYE Lol e AZBA(strong tie) 2 A& Ho] TAH AF
(homophilous link)o] &%3}t7) ol Fojzict, old] ulad] G W St AN Ay, 7}
AA@do] M2 el o3 AdABA(week tie)2 AZE ©]2A A Z(heterophilious link)o] uj
g2 e did HAEEE 0 FF e de AL A M2 523 Pad

gl
a
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UEYIAAE I8 = A3 thE& ARE d4T ¢ Q7] "ol A2E ofoltiol &
FEste AU 7IeAF L 71eF8E ARsdE B9 & =& e & U

ol

[<]

2

2 ok A7 BE ojAH AWAANET AR AL LvA PUo] WSS

S
sae) WAY BA&ES wepdch

Alzg QoA FAARL FAFAANA Kol ke Feolrt Holx BAEEFE QAT
T A7 Aok Azgd A2 ololtolE E]stE AMREL BF A FH AU ¥4
dol & AMFET FARL A71E Aol FEAEE ] WEed & HEY a¥iAE
A o] ¥ FAHAE Fevh ALY FUAA-ANE 2L ofelrojz AAH
el A 2ol sgo2 Sadn by FTEYL GUAEEE AAN7e dE2 A
"ot &4k Foirt " 240 vehve A5 daddaE AEtx AAME ol
3 olAAHQ A=A HEHsHA At a2y A" HFHo gy o|AAPE B
ol ZASdle AHEA AU o] & FaUbvt AAREAR YME Aol FUh

afn

WAl 3 MENZY FA4e Fow ¥&4F HAe FAN UENI Wi BE

of MM FMKEIF A A€k

Burt(1992, 1998)= +&3& FM(structural hole)elet= 7Id & AAdtxn Yot F+248 F
Wold gk Aol ZHA R Ae UENZ AlolelA 2 FAH e AIEFIE oudd B o
2EA QAo HATL, 9E ALY E AtoldM e AV Yl ZFHE T AAo] £F A}
JUEZY EAZ MENZ U9 7499 AAZ AR AH L Hrto] AHHA 4
S "G FFAY F, F ML T E AREF Fo] AN Y3, FAA 2 A<
% AAdE AMFEVEE dZEH UA ¢E&FE 2 NS KIS UEYR B S 72

(<} “
= Aol

5

HA 4 UEYI WM 2 Fuo] AL o

B},

il

of Hagae o & FFHL 43
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3) AaAA

= 2nAE EAL vz v vid A B APAFAA JAEAA ] 4w
A BEoxe] ZAA FEE AR e ALE HAFFHoR HAFAWR(ITFH &
Bagozzi, 1999; Bagozzi & Lee, 1999a; Bagozzi & Lee, 1999b). 28}l 3= 4H|2}E Aol
dMe ALt YeedE(group intentions)ohd] #AZF FFA dehin glEE w
83 AcH(Bagozzi & Lee 2000). ¥l &3¢ AFHAM &=, d& ¢ o5 w3
T JEL JEFIAJA ArnTE 2uxEFE ] At 4944 2 WA e oA
A & olale 9% oz Y § goy nT F HTE ZHoT BAH)L
auiRzAbe GHHE AQAFIHY AuAAdTREo]l FHl Holgoh 22U ol F
#3 LFT(2000)2 2 veteA o oi@ LnjR wgE AT Ul JdojHE I
BA ] g EMHo] Faside A& Fx3}an

A 5 AEAAZe] Fed AEFE A diF AArEAERY JErgl et
Zstet,
4) A+3)

Fol M ofdotol g9 &aAdl FX % go] TaHolgl
Aeld Y 2ojeEse @ Azt ok $2] ddeNE AR 23
AN FLWAAN DE FES ATEUETS @ Asl ok A%, 2%, A3H AY 5
@ 523 U THLE Dol B RUBAZ AEH| 52

Zol vehtn @ HF el g#M FEF}] BANAE AT NG st @] N2
et o fUBAR 429 oMYA Ade] Uehdeh ZY FUBAS A Sl
Bt oo AW A4E UG A5E AR o Tw weddol FANAY =
B 2uA7t 22 Y FR9H 5 Add Adae $2AL wWIsd shE 242 )
M AANM AsY AT atobrlde] o] F o] slo] AARSAN HeegA ol

<]

A

H

o

A7) W&ol 2ed culAEe] e AFL HASAALY AESE Fora

.L,

Aoz q
Aok AR Y4 AolE FAATE Woz AuAFo WKL Roz o
o.

o

i}

130



WA 6 MERZY SAY] A AdNE Wee sAg el duHE HaY
45 BUEEI} FojAT

YENZE FAHT 2k FTHAE Aole) FHozA Fasl AFT 5+ Yk AL
gsFelst Aol A2 #E5aY Aoty AARAZ & F4HT YW, o)E &
A A BAE Fol A5AH AES FASA 2ok AAE M2 gL e Fa,

A BANLE EY F AA e HAM AEHQA AL AEold A WA §
A8 71EdA & o MAAA JdE 4EA A Y(tacit knowledge) S M2 AF3A e

[

lee A8, WEe Fotod AREFY o] F VoA Uk ANUEND WA FAA
8ol wzrl B4E Aolehs AL A ssaA Bk

rir

BA 7 UENT W TALE Aoldl Ay AETE A E gA8de wedo
5) A+3lA ALPY st

Burt(1992) 2 Al A FxoA B upel o] MAEL AFH &, ApxER
9k ofe} AL A BAA vehtE ASA zbE(social capital)o] A, APSVIEHAE F
tswA AALAE FEstn vk Sandefur®t Lanmann(1998)& A}33 &S sEAln
UE AV A AUA B o5l v HASN ARE wEH LojEd F U3, Y&
AR ES FAStL FAlY OE AFEZRE A $A e 5 den, AR RES v}

3)
A AER AR, B, B4 FHE o B4R Vsl A & dokn wld

=]

(2

olgid PaAA WESYZ /AL dd AN FasA dFolAa ot 2 A
Aol A adlatgo]l @3 e ASUENZE oldsta ol AFAHoR HEsdHe AEE
Wol Mol ettt HIF, BAEI, JHAAVLE, AIDSTAEXEE, FFHA 44
2 43 e AEEHJAE FAs e & w o9 DS (influence groups)elet 3
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F Qe BY AR, AuAgA, 2&vjelYd FREANER e uAdAE] =&
ko 7 Fhoh(Kotleret Roberts 1989).

olg 71AB TN HEAARY, FALERANM AU EYAE & TE] AF A
S A AR dE 7IG7ESE ZIEAR, VETHE A5 F Ae JheAdol gd
2 F . Jarllo(1988)E 7199 xelsdt ddste] AHHY JEAIE F I
A& W UEHIA FAEA e g 7| vlE BAALSNE FE 7 dTdn B
Fiocca®t Snehota(1989)& 3 UES ZA 7199 EX Qo] ojujshiel uwel thE 7]
el TRBVANA FFAH QAT B e URE Aan o¥E A4 A R
ARE FESn By ole AHEH At el JEYa A3 AZAH I
& BAE 7idol d4g &t AFHLE EAGRA F o 1 AL AAER

ZEX #8429 HA JOER YA &AN7EL & Aot of W AFUEYHA
3l wstE JhAT & 4 Ao dd 71de g 71d s 50
ZEANE, FEF, FEFFnY BEY, TFE
HiE, TFRUY 759 ¥4 5 58 ¥ wEn 3£ FUE FESEE AR

rj_o‘

_B.rﬁ_-il-hiﬂ

M
ol
H
JE
flo
N
fo
<
2
)
it
4
X2
o
of
oift

wl

FA 9 AU EAZAMN EAAWEE F3o] YA} S8 wEA T 5 3ok

6) BEFEE

AR EHAM e AR FEE Fol ARFFA, AFRBEE A (Feick®t Price 1987)
S AEE HIHoR FySL FU AFEAA AHsE o1& Aol =AY AR
A B X AH(market maven)d] ZA$ EA AFA FIAHA g3 o FF9 AF AL,
71e} Al gl B AL E gAsto sAn JdedM o AEE Ye R FHE=E ¢E
AR gzl BT diste] UMAY 2g9 a7 Ed3] &3t Aol

BAl 10 WENT Wol A AHEASS ARAL e BAEEE HSHA

i
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ZIgdol A FEste AAde AL Az, vtAR RN dA G FANE &
ol e B/del AFHLZE o)FojAA X Ul FANE gdojvigd Euk ofA
A HAZERAAFAA NEYI T840 B AxE FAU, 2 dFdNE &
AAAANA ALUEYZ oldd ZFEE FAUT

2 d7E AJUEAI o8& ¥l RogersE T4

o

2 gAgel & At A
sl A3 oA wEF o] & ABUEYAC)E E A oA WA H o

Aol g Lole BF3A HAHAS A% BAET =Fsuvcd a+e
th AFSUEN Y x| wet e Ojd AujairEga o] OHE F UL S Ho F
AL, 53, JE FeAe FAze] At vetves = ASEZE 12 o 4FT3AR
HAEE falME AFUEYSZY 2 YEJZ SAA 2H(EY JoAAgo] i
&3 Bkl FEe o e E A3E BHIEFER Ak AEAAS A AA W
o) MY ojE FNFRIAENAN BARFTE )3

E F Uvkn 2t 72 F ol AAXNFez W 7td AR - E3HeR

[m
o,
ju
lo
r2
to
ox
4
ok
dg
i
2
>
ot
ol
k)
o

sed =&
ge 2N Hag B o] W) olgig AHMED el d osE HE o
FaAdo] tRojel & Bast sk

e

£

ol F & (1996), gt Qs EFWR

o FH(1997), “AAZ =/ A& mAE ", ZledLg AY - gerjeA Y s
NeAT4Y, pp. 59~90.

o] - &4 (1999), “ol T Mgt el At siEl: olx, B I wiw”, oA gss] F
AstedFa)s] 283 pp. 151~167.

olvtd - 2 AT (2000), “olE M tv| o] EAbd Lu|zigRo] A AT NAY RS9 F
DAAALE FHoZ", FHAuF5E3 20008 FAGEUS =2¢EH, pp. 117~
125.
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