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A Study on the Relationships among
Characteristics of Director Networks,
Ambidextrous Innovation Types and
Firm Performance: Evidence from
Taiwan Semiconductor Industry

Advisor: Dr. Cheng-Jen Huang
Graduate student name: Chia-Chin Lin
Graduate student NO: G03430112

Abstract

In this study, we investigate the relationships among characteristics of
director networks, ambidextrous innovation types and firm performance for
Taiwan’s listed semiconductor industry companies that applied for patents in
the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office (USPTO) within the period from 2012 to
2014. We apply Structural = Equation Modeling(SEM) to remedy the
inadequacies of the literature and research methods, The main findings are as
follows: (1) The higher director network size, the more it can strengthen
exploration innovation. (2) Exploration innovation can enhance accounting
performance, and exploitation innovation can promote market value. (3)
Director network size can indeed further affect accounting performance
through exploration innovation.

Keywords: Characteristics of Director Networks, Ambidextrous Innovation Types,
Firm Performance, Structural Equation
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