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ABSTRACT

Space development has been led by the state due to huge investment, risks of development
failure, and restrictions on international cooperation on technology development and transfer.
For this reason, it has been developed mainly by some advanced countries and industrial
network formed among them. However, Korean space industry is being promoted by the
successful launch of ‘KSLV-I' and ‘CAS 500-I and the space launch vehicle “KSLV-II” under
development. Recently, Korea and U.S. agreed to end bilateral missile guidelines. Therefore it
is expected that development of Korean space industry will be accelerated due to the
disappearance of the constraining factors for the development of space launch vehicles.
Accordingly, this study examined the development and formation of the Korean space industry
through the framework of network analysis. Based on this, the effect of structural position in
the industrial network as a resource on the performance of Korean space companies was
examined. Panel analysis was applied. Through this study, ideas for fostering the domestic
space industry and implications for national policy related with building an industrial
ecosystem are derived. It contributes to the development of space industry in Korea.
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Table 7. Result of Hausman test
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7iE4d | 5.83E-05 | 0.0000511 | 7.23E-06
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Prob>chi? = 0.0000.
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