o UhERnssNsg o014 FAESS)|
s

Session 2 [7|&4

=712 entrepreneurial activity2| typext
leveldl S DIXl= Q2
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1. M2

[

=7 AA A o2 FA7EA Al (entrepreneurship) o] 7HAl= ujE AAEd 2 824 5
gkt o)qrol Al FHE 50 o FoEA L Atk FHFrrAAle]l HE 5o AR ofy
AR D AR S AE BAe dide] HE A Fol g H7te 1§ wAl D A

gl mA= Gl HA ns) AXT] wol v

A 7 @ (national leveD ol A Fo] FAS ZRsta, A2 ARE AL E
Aol ek AF7F Bol o] gt vtk e AA, A FEd Aol s B
ofye} 1 Apolzk mluA Q@ 7|k kA A o]7] o] o] d AolE THA = QlEC]
FoleAE "= AL ou|7t ¢)th(Pinillos and Reyes, 2011). #}7 o= =71 AW
Feol wE Fde 4H AmvF dEvs AFEe] diFo|dh kAR nlszg A A
Fedile Beta P 44, 24 ARV e w7Fse] B witel ¢ ol AA
FEto 2= 7 Aol AWEEy] o YA tH(Wennekers et al., 2007). w2ka 2 2] 9
& Agugse] 367 AlLded 7Y tEAd Bo] 34 8l (Hofstede et al.,

2004)% AF3] Alx=(Hessels et al, 2008)°]t}. #3= Aoz I Wz ekxut
(Noorderhaven et al., 2004), Al3] A== AA3 Ao =S T HIAD & JdE 9
2 7F 9t} webd =rbd E3le] EX I olo] dure Als] Aol FFo] ojH A AP

=
208 & deAE dotas A 4w TR,

- 45 -



- (hamgunag 9014 A3

Session 2 [712d9Y II]

of 2] ATFellA ¥Walal dxol g Z7F WA FS A MR 7] e 54
et o glem A=z 44 a1 Qth (Estrin et al, 2013). A}3]
A= gk =7k yellA siRle] of Fde AesA = T8 F
AgdS 3t} oA =7} FFolA] entrepreneurial activity

o @S vAE floRE AATAR 8l Qe TeH, JAT-EAA, ALE A, &3
2 29l So] =, 1 TR AFS] B A E(social security arrangement) A5 7FA]
wholghth(Hessels et al, 2007). #+7 g =7ke] EX] F5Fo] ad w7ke]

H

&t A A wH(Henrekson, 2005; Hessels et al.,
o A= ES e & o, ASEAAEE X
718885 S7HA717] wmell Fds A sist
AEo] $A3tth(Henrekson, 2005; 2007). A3 B o] & npedx o] Qe 7)ol
T2 AMAeAA WE7 A g 57 35 AdE A o=
=), olAo] FY 7Y 27 dobdr] 9% YAl S el

Do
(e}
S
3
>
ol\
Sh
X
2oy o
B
T
Lol g
oN flo
2oy
o
ot
=2
32
2

([T T o [ .
rr o
o X B M
o o M o
koloorr
o
I
[o
=

O

o
= Zo|th(Hessels et al, 2008). 22} FHo 7= AFRAA =7 ¢ Aol hst
Y(safety net) 9&& FowA IS FIAE F Ue vide] dAvx B At
(Hessels et al., 2007). T AF3] Auko] F71H oz BA Awo] tjat Fx7} FAHA
S 0 Ad el FFS
A FHe Qo] F

leb o] AR EAFAZIE Aol vA = Gl deiM = Autd dFE]l EAE 9

O ¥ o o -

PR

$8

>

3k,  Global Entrepreneurship  Monitor(GEM) dHlolEHi M= HAHS AAF

(Necessity—driven) &3 7]3 & (Improvement-driven) Qo2 FE3e], AA= HY 5
o vt M7t gls o EVMyeA FHdES Addste A5 dA=va Aot vt
(Bosma and Harding, 2007). ¢]x 8 1A% 7FsAdel A& < 7199 <9 FFH94
23 71de TRt P 2 olwe A AT AUl s BAA ZFA(E A 2,
g ) =Y Al Qg AAR 718Y FHS e, a8 A7 v
3 AAAA7 Aok g8l A 9 th(Hechavarria and Reynolds, 2009). o] #& &2 A
A [t AE S VFom AEE £ e, dutdor FYS Fxlekr] A% &
T A G MANS BEE A ¥S 4T 53] Ade W& g &7t wHEt
3 4H A A (Estrin et al., 2013).

kA 9 WES TFEMEH, A EGAETE FYel mA = A AAY FHH 73]
g s FEstEE Aol desith A RAAET & Ho e IUdTE AAE
A @ FH(HIYH ) AEAT, A i1 ApotE: AAT £ AL AF3 Ay
Hogw Z 7HAE A= T Av 73 PSSR Aolgk= AES WHE F AUk

Hypothesis 1: A}3] W AA| = o] 4=0o] =7} entrepreneurial activity levelol] W] x]+= <
2 entrepreneurial activity typeell el @ebd Zl o]t}

Hypothesis 1-1: AP RAA =] 5ol 2 F7194S A A (Necessity—driven) Z
2 AT Aol

Hypothesis 1-2: AR AA =2 4

T2 71 Aot

O

o] & ZI7USFE 713 ¥ (Improvement—driven)

M
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2.2. ME|BEH Tl =71 2817t entrepreneurship®il O|X|= A&k

HA dde A5 S =k AA A o] Fad aQldel WA ub A,

2 BA FEe IS Atolell e dAstA Aol 7b drkar A4 3}% ATAEo] wokrh
aA 2 oo]Fele BA FE ﬂ«] & glEdd digh ®Ae] @gl=d, 53 w7 &
slo] g 2HS 9 dFEol Wol MAPHJY F7F £I3E 67]-7<]«] dimension & 2

ATE9 Aol ¥o] 2 Hofstede(1980)¢] 71dv[ ARl AFE 7[Ho=,

A A8t W A
=7} &3}l9} Z+F entrepreneurship A5 TAES Ay =FEEo] ol ygy. HE
Hofstede (1980)7} =7} &3tet 4714 25 (entrepreneurial act1v1ty)«] Aol s Z
HAoz WalA= FUAT Hofstede?t =7F 3} A5 AEgel glo] 7Idel +5F38aL
AE AMHES 2R stdvhes Ao Ao FA7HA d5s ’Sﬂéb‘}% HE 2 ARE-3E
7l qAdsk 4 Qo T3 oJY AFES TElA Hofstedeo =7F &3t A 571 FA7H4
g Aol =2 EIAH aQls #F Wt vk Hol e At (Mueller and
Thomas, 2001).

=7F &&3ke ZAHe dAE AHE o
avoidance)# 7] Q159 (individualism)
and Cullen, 2010). Hofstede®] #2jo] ut=w 7j
ofGA A=A g Adela, 9@ 94

F3 QA Y(Salimath
= I AU Jea Qe #AE
I Al I TR AA 7 B

9] =wE2 98334 (uncertainty
=
=
o)

2 9gs dul &2t Ui ARE Yl Adolt. dde] dFEe Ao
w2y duryon & A]—ﬁ]A entrepreneurial activity®] A X 7HQAF o= %o A E,
19 3

D3 oo BAE Jedna uwa .
bEs adlel dE 4gass add 4 Gdse s adolda a

stA o] Er}h. $-41 Hofstede?] W4 A Ao 3k w]Fo] &A3F=d|, Hofstede”}
sk w3k Aol “_1"7}7} 4 H]La et =2 HHetA] grhe «]?’l’?“ﬂ 2] ] E
}\O]_ =

33}1’/}% X]@]”}X] tpekal o)A o] glti(Hechavarria and Reynolds, 2009). =&
T3t a9l Qox e 8AES I AHE= Flo] Hastw, 2539 A

NEAE AESE vhg 7hX] 7 QLo

Salimath and Cullen (2010)°] w2W 7)< entrepreneurship 7ol Ao A=l FaS

ATEH w3t dFS 2 ATEC] A FEE e, o =2 AMd AE Es

ll

B 2] 2 1 5}
A Base] gk Fedolehs @A GRS AL WA adlolehs HolA Aws)
FiE BE 9Ee mAE adddts P, o 2% o}9E F At o2, A%H
wol o] u]§ Bt

T4 AFe AWl Aol g gol welu: A F st Aol wE 9y Fuol
o 7 Sl B9e BAFE] 96 GRH AL ATHD AW, A4 YL )
AelA 9ol 2 9@l Wi A4 Aulel FoF Agelth TN wHoR 913
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W geiah QT kel BAel e nES BALS mY, AT} 4@ bl
A Qe WA Esk AR FEART SAs e AAT ol AEH BE
F8 577} Ak g% ARNRFAEA 2 He] g FAASEE AF FuE 98 F9
o 4 $RS AT AFdAk s Aele] Folt o] oo me wAe] Fwst
SASA Abolh A 7] wiRel, mrk we £Ue 99 Ajele] FATE AME It 3
2% Aotk Wb sje] WA, 1A MR FwelA ATt A Al A
AR RFAE Gl MAE ol FaT Rolth,

Hypothesis 2: A8 B AA =] 4=5=0] = 7}¥ entrepreneurial activity levelol 7x& o4
& =7F L8kl oa] =E" Flolth

Hypothesis 2-1: A}3] H %+
(Uncertainty avoidance)°o] E&42 & Zo|t}

Hypothesis 2-2: AR HAGA =] FFol 7]3q Fel wA= dFS A+

(Individualism)7} &5 22 Aot

3. Xtz H G+ EH

o] section EA1ol AbE® wlolH oF o] dis] dwstal it

3.1 Xtz

Ao Atg¥ HolHY &XE ooy ok A 7z 3719 entrepreneurial activity S
Z4st7] §s A& TEA 9 #d W5 GEMO=RH 7 $ka, =7bd cultural
dimension indexi= Hofstede® 1704 7FA gkek. =7pd ARS] B AGA| 2ol gk d o=
OECD Social Expenditure Database(SOCX)ZHE 4& < At 1¢19 GDP 5 ZAAE
A4FS YERE W95 World Bankoll A 714 gkt

GEM dHlol8 o] 4 1999dFE FA7E o] Fo] 1 al, = 7PE entrepreneurial activity level
S YER = TEA(Total Early-stage entrepreneurial Activity) & ®&o] HojA s =
7ve] AAA 540 zZ7A kg 4 th(Pinillos and Reyes, 2011). 87} 2445 24} 4]
dol e =7bEe] WA WA oy A RAAE B dolE b FHekAl EAfst
= OECD dHlolElete] 4% wHE& 918 GEM dlolE Al OECD =7}H&e] &ajA dlo]g
s &8 Aol

3.2 H=

Total Early-stage entrepreneurial Activity(TEA) at the national level: GEM adult
population survey©ll A= 187644 Alele] ARIE & AMEZE WAHE AAAY 4271€L0] A
otdl 7|9 4~fH EE AAS g = AFEEQ ¥ & 24 TEA (Total Entrepreneurial
Activity) rateE AlFsta Jrk. F o|HES  AAIP (Necessity-drive) Fd3 7138
(Improvement-driven) 4o 2 FE3le] AF3tar At AAE ZFQe AS HAGolv v
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A} AdEe] ofx7F flol ErbvEA e @ A5 IR, 7Y e AF &

=
227h b Aol d@ AEAS AXste] % Adely] 6 FUL @ AeE AW
o}

98 89 4 (Uncertainty  avoidance)Z} 7l Q159 (Individualism):  Hofstede”} A A] $F
cultural dimension< & 67FA11t]l, 2 oA %= 53] entrepreneurship? ## ¥ A4+ F
2 individualism¥} uncertainty avoidance ©| T+ 7FXol HF = Ut F Wy BT e

0¥ 100AFe] o] ks 7FA™ 2F 1000 7§ = 7tol] thal] FXsk= o )
A3 B AAE 7 OECD Social Expenditure Database(SOCX)oll &= 333 wzle o
qoz ol AME A& FEg Alwstar gtk 3478 OECD =7kel]l dis) 1980 F-F
2011714 o] HolHE 18, A4, A%, 7 & YN LokE sk Alskal v
GDP per capita at the national level: =7} 1919 gross domestic product Hl°o]E &
World Bank®] World Development Indicators databaseZ %8 7}#] gt}.

3.3 g2 d

AN Aed ANES BAAY A9 deB 2 AFRFL w5 Ak
TEA = a + bSOCX + e

TEA_NEC = al + b1SOCX + e

TEA_OPP = a2 + b2SOCX + e

rir
O
)
vt

9l 7Moo mEW ble] F o= Fola, b9 &

TEA_OPP = a3 + b350CX + c3UAI + d3SOCX=*UAI + e
TEA_OPP = a4 + b450CX + c4IDV + d4SOCX=*IDV + e

o] =},

o

o] 71l = d3E ¥, dde=

-49 -



EEsNe 2016 FABES

www.innovation.or.kr

Session 2 [71&4Y 1]

(12

rak

)

Bosma, N. and Harding, R. (2007). GEM, global entrepreneurship monitor, 2006 executive
report. Babson Park, MA, USA and London, UK: Babson College and London Business
School

Estrin, S., Korosteleva, J. and Mickiewicz, T. (2013). Which institutions
encourage entrepreneurial growth aspirations? Journal of Business Venturing,
28:564-580

Hechavarria, D. M. and Reynolds, P. D. (2009). Cultural norms and business
start-ups: the impact of national values on opportunity and necessity
entrepreneurs. International Entrepreneurship Management Journal, 5:417-437

Henrekson, M. (2005). Entrepreneurship: a weak link in the welfare state?
Industrial and Corporate change, 14(3), 437-467.

Henrekson, M. (2007). Entrepreneurship and institutions. Available at SSRN
996807.

Hessels, ]J., Van Gelderen, M. and Thurik, R. (2008). Drivers of entrepreneurial
aspirations at the country level: the role of start-up motivations and social
security. International Entrepreneurship Management Journal, 4:401-417

Hessels, J., Van Stel, A., Brouwer, P. and Wennekers, S. (2007). Social security
arrangements and early—stage entrepreneurial activity

Hofstede, G. (1980). Culture and organizations. International Studies of
Management & Organization, 10(4), 15-41.

Hofstede, G., Noorderhaven, N. G., Thurik, A. R., Uhlaner, L. M., Wennekers, A.
R., and Wildeman, R. E. (2004). Culture’s role in entrepreneurship:
self-employment out of dissatisfaction. Innovation, entrepreneurship and
culture: The interaction between technology, progress and economic growth,
162-203.

Mares, I. (2007). The Economic Consequences of the Welfare State. International
Social Security Review, 60(2/3): 65-81

Mueller, S. L., and Thomas, A. S. (2001). Culture and entrepreneurial potential:
A nine country study of locus of control and innovativeness. Journal of
business venturing, 16(1), 51-75.

Noorderhaven, N., Thurik, R., Wennekers, S. and Van Stel, A. (2004). The role

of dissatisfaction and per capita income in explaining self-employment across

-50 -



UnERisses 2016 FAEHETHE]

www.innovation.or.kr

Session 2 [71&4Y 1]

15 European countries. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 28(5), 447-466

Pinillos, M. J. and Reyes, L. (2011). Relationship between individualist-collectivist
culture and entrepreneurial activity: evidence from Global Entrepreneurship
Monitor data. Small Business Economics, 37:23-37

Salimath, M. S. and Cullen, J. B. (2010). Formal and informal institutional effects
on entrepreneurship: a synthesis of nation-level research. International
Journal of Organizational Analysis, 18(3), 358-385.

Van Stel, A., Carree, M. and Thurik, R. (2005). The effect of entrepreneurial
activity on national economic growth. Small Business Economics,
24(3):311-321

Wennekers, S., Thurik, R., Van Stel, A. and Noorderhaven, N. (2007).
Uncertainty avoidance and the rate of business ownership across 21 OECD
countries, 1976-2004. Journal of Evolutionary Economics, 17:133-160

-51 -





