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Abstract
Purpose – The purpose of this paper is to investigate the potential link between Sweden’s high reliance on
equity capital financing among small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) and its recognition as the most
innovative economy in Europe according to the European Innovation Scoreboard (EIS). This paper examines
the idea that the high levels of trust within Swedish society can explain why private equity financing is more
prevalent among Swedish SMEs.
Design/methodology/approach – To test these ideas, the authors use data from the Survey on Access
to Finance for Enterprises to measure the private equity reliance of firms. The authors also use the EIS to
measure the innovation capacity of nations and various aspects of SMEs’ innovation activities. Finally,
societal levels of trust are measured through theWorld Value Survey.
Findings – First, the authors find that European countries with a higher proportion of SMEs relying on
equity financing tend to be ranked as more innovative by the EIS. Second, the authors find that the
correlation between a nation’s share of SMEs relying on equity financing and their level of innovation
activities is marginally stronger for product innovations than for business process innovations. Third,
the authors find that countries with higher levels of trust tend to have higher equity capital reliance
among SMEs.
Originality/value – This study builds upon previous research on equity capital and SMEs’
innovation activity while introducing new insights into the relationship between societal trust and
equity financing.
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1. Introduction
According to the European Innovation Scoreboard (EIS) (2022), Sweden is ranked as the
most innovative European Union (EU) member state. This marks the sixth consecutive
edition of the EIS, where Sweden has scored the highest overall innovation capacity in
Europe. Another observation is that Sweden is an outlier in its unusually high reliance on
equity capital among small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). The joint European
Commission and European Central Bank Surveys on the access to finance of enterprises
measure the share of SMEs that have reported using or considering using equity capital as a
source of financing. To better compare the general levels of equity capital reliance among
SMEs of various European nations, a five-year average of data is used.

From 2017 to 2021, on average, 55% of Swedish SMEs have reported using or
considering using equity capital as a source of financing, which is a five times higher rate
than the average EU nation (Table 1). Between 2017 and 2019, just below 60% of Swedish
SMEs relied on equity capital, indicating even stronger reliance before the coronavirus
pandemic. During the pandemic in 2020 and 2021, the share of reliance on equity capital
among Swedish SMEs fell to approximately 50%, although this rate is still significantly
higher than in the rest of Europe. It is worthwhile noting that Sweden’s Nordic neighbors,
Finland and Denmark, also have relatively high shares of SMEs relying on equity financing
(21% and 16%, respectively). However, Sweden stands out as having an even higher
reliance on equity capital among SMEs compared to these Nordic neighbors.

The purpose of this paper is to examine if the high reliance on equity capital financing
among Swedish SMEs is associated with Sweden’s ranking as the most innovative economy
in Europe. In addition, this paper seeks to provide insights into the idea that high levels of
trust in Sweden can explain why private equity financing is more prevalent among Swedish
SMEs. Reliance on equity capital financing is measured by the share of SMEs that, in the
Survey on the Access to Finance of Enterprises (SAFE), answered that they have used or
considered using equity capital as a source of financing, where equity capital finance can be
sourced from business venture capital funds, business angels, initial public offerings, other
businesses and government equity finance sources. It is important to note that the data
source does not differentiate between those who have used or considered using equity
capital financing, which is a limitation of the study.

The research presented in this paper is consistent with existing literature, which
emphasizes the crucial role of equity capital in promoting innovation activity among SMEs
(Błach et al., 2020; Carpenter and Petersen, 2002; Duran et al., 2022; Eldridge et al., 2021; Kortum
and Lerner, 2000). The analysis, moreover, revealed a particularly strong association with

Table 1.
Share of SMEs that
have reported using
or considering using
equity capital as a
source of financing

2021 (%) 2020 (%) 2019 (%) 2018 (%) 2017 (%) Average (2017–2021) (%)

Sweden 49 50 57 64 58 55
Finland 18 23 18 25 23 21
Denmark 15 14 17 17 17 16
France 14 15 16 16 18 16
United Kingdom 15 13 14 16 17 15
Germany 13 12 12 13 14 13
EU average 11 10 11 12 12 11
Spain 4 3 4 4 4 4
Italy 1 2 1 2 2 2

Sources: Authors’ own work; data from SAFE
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product innovation activity, which is a more capital-intensive form of activity. In addition, the
statistical analysis confirms a connection between trust levels and the share of SMEs that have
used or considered using equity capital as a financing source, particularly when considering
the market size and examining European countries with more than 10 million inhabitants. This
finding supports prior literature (Zak and Knack, 2001; Manigart et al., 2002; Dowling et al.,
2019).

The main argument in this paper is that Sweden’s high levels of trust, which enable
decentralized management, foster improved interaction between entrepreneurs and equity
capital investors. As a result, equity capital is a more prevalent source of financing for
Swedish SMEs compared to other parts of Europe. We propose that cultural differences,
rather than economic policy differences, explain this phenomenon, as Sweden’s economic
policies and tax systems align closely with those of other European nations in this context.
While the focus of the paper is on Sweden as an outlier, statistical tests reveal overarching
patterns across Europe. By using empirical data, this paper contributes to the research
literature by demonstrating that European countries with higher trust levels have a greater
reliance on equity capital among SMEs, which is linked to higher innovation capacity. These
original findings are relevant to increasing our understanding of innovation activity in
Europe, particularly regarding the role that culture plays in SME funding.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Chapter two discusses relevant literature
and proposes three hypotheses. Chapter three presents the data and methodology. Chapters
four and five present and discuss the results, respectively. Finally, chapter six concludes and
provides recommendations for future research endeavors.

2. Previous literature
While SMEs are vital for economic progress and development (Autio, 2007; Birch, 1981), they
face many serious challenges, such as competition and resource constraints (Stinchcombe,
1965). Financial resources are a major inhibiting factor for technological inventions (Indrawati
and Suarman, 2020). According to a survey of almost 12,000 SME employees in the UK,
obtaining finance has become even more challenging since the financial crisis in 2007–2008,
suggesting that financial resources became an even bigger constraint after this financial crisis
(Lee et al., 2013). SMEs can acquire the necessary capital via two pathways: debt financing and/
or equity financing. Previous literature has demonstrated that equity financing can be valuable
for SMEs (Carpenter and Petersen, 2002), particularly in the context of funding innovation
(Duran et al., 2022; Kortum and Lerner, 2000).

Compared to other European countries, Swedish SMEs rely considerably more on equity
capital as a source of financing (Torfs, 2020). At the same time, the EIS shows that Swedish
SMEs often engage in different forms of innovation activities and introduce a relatively
large number of product innovations to the market. Previous research has pointed out that
Swedish SMEs rely strongly on private equity as a source of financing (Copenhagen
Economics and SVCA, 2020; Torfs, 2020; Yazdanfar and Öhman, 2016). However, there is a
gap in the literature regarding why Sweden differs so much from the rest of Europe in this
regard. This paper aims to bridge this gap by proposing that culture, specifically the
phenomenon of high trust levels, serves as an explanatory factor. Previous theoretical
literature has shown that high levels of trust can affect the pull and push of equity capital to
SMEs. For example, Zak and Knack (2001) suggested that high trust levels are conducive to
investments, leading to a push for equity capital, while Dowling et al. (2019) argued that
SMEs’ decision to take on equity capital requires trust. We expand upon these theoretical
explanations by positing that the prevalent decentralized decision-making practices in
Sweden (Håkanson and Zander, 1988; also see Sanandaji et al., 2023), made feasible by
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elevated levels of trust, empower SME entrepreneurs to maintain their entrepreneurial roles
even after experiencing growth through equity capital.

The vital role played by equity capital in innovation financing is already well
established. For instance, Kortum and Lerner (2000) conducted a study on the impact of
venture capital on patented innovations in the USA, covering 3 decades and 20 industries.
Their research indicates that an increase in venture capital activity within an industry is
significantly associated with higher patenting rates. Furthermore, they reveal that a policy
shift that promoted fundraising of venture capital spurred innovation, establishing a causal
relationship between increased venture capital funding and innovation. The findings of the
research show that early-stage investments accounted for about 3% of corporate R&D but
were responsible for approximately 8% of industrial innovations, indicating that firms
receiving early-stage investment support were nearly three times more innovative than
similar firms lacking such support. In a subsequent study, Lerner et al. (2011) investigated
investments in innovation, as measured by patenting activity. They discovered that
leveraged buyout activities did not lead to shifts in the fundamental nature of the research
but were linked to patents being cited more frequently (a proxy for economic importance;
Hall et al., 2005).

Brown et al. (2009) showed that the boom in R&D in US firms during the 1990s was
linked to external equity flows into young (but not mature) firms. Relatedly, Müller and
Zimmermann (2009) analyzed the effect of equity capital on R&D activities in German SMEs
using a representative survey of German companies. The authors argued that equity
financing is important for R&D activities, as bank loans are difficult to obtain for this
purpose, particularly for young firms. Their findings showed that companies with higher
equity ratios were more likely to engage in R&D and had a higher R&D intensity (ratio of
expenditure to sales). By using bank competition at the district level to control for reverse
causality, the authors found that a higher equity ratio was conducive to more R&D activities
for young firms but not for older ones. The positive influence of equity capital was found for
R&D intensity but not for the decision to perform R&D or not. Thus, functioning markets
for external equity are crucial for younger companies engaging in R&D to access the capital
needed to scale up their innovation activities. In another study, Link et al. (2013) examined a
project-level data set of entrepreneurial firms that received small business innovations
research awards. The authors found that firms that attract equity investments were
significantly more likely to succeed in licensing and selling their technology rights and to
engage in collaborative agreements for R&D. The results suggested that equity investments
accelerated the development and commercialization of research-based technologies and,
through this mechanism, contributed to economic growth.

In a sample of 38 nations and data between 1980 and 2005, Brown et al. (2017) found a
positive correlation between a nation’s equity market development and the size of its high-
tech sector. However, they found no correlation between credit market development and
high-tech production. In a more recent study, (Zhang et al., 2019, p. 698) studied data from 35
developed countries during the period 1996–2015 and found that “equity financing, which
has higher risk tolerance, has a more positive impact on innovation than debt financing in
terms of both economic uptrend and economic downtrend.” But to receive the sought-after
equity finance as an SME, you have to gain the financiers’ trust, which can prove to be difficult
due to asymmetry in information (Akerlof, 1978; Mishkin, 1991) and as a consequence of the
principal-agent problem (Eisenhardt, 1989; Jensen and Meckling, 1976). Indeed, it has been
shown in general equilibrium growth models that high levels of trust are conducive to
investments, because trust can be seen as an absence of the need to verify other people’s actions
(Zak and Knack, 2001). Dowling et al. (2019) suggested that the decision of SMEs to take on
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equity capital requires trust due to the reliance on the good intentions of the parties involved.
The authors argue based on this that the national levels of interpersonal and institutional trust
can positively affect SME attitudes toward equity capital and that trust in society is linked to
equity financing of SMEs.

This paper proposes that the exceptionally high levels of trust in Swedish society, as
measured by the World Values Survey, contribute to the nation’s distinctive position within
Europe. Specifically, Sweden exhibits significantly greater reliance on private equity among
SMEs. The high levels of trust in Sweden have been shown to have long historical roots
(Bergh and Bjørnskov, 2014). Such a trust-based environment facilitates a decentralized
decision-making approach in Swedish management practices (Håkanson and Zander, 1988),
which, in turn, allows SMEs to retain greater control even after using equity capital to
finance expansion and innovation. One crucial reason why SME entrepreneurs may be
reluctant to depend on equity financing is their desire to retain influence (Brettel et al., 2009).
Nevertheless, the Swedish tradition of decentralized management reduces this obstacle,
making equity financing more accessible to SMEs. Recent empirical research supports this
argument by illustrating that entrepreneurial SME leaders highly value being acquired by
firms that adopt a decentralized approach, as it enables them to preserve their leadership
roles posttransaction (Ström et al., 2023).

We contend that a nation’s SMEs, which rely more heavily on equity financing, exhibit
higher levels of innovation activities. Furthermore, in line with prior findings, we posit that
this relationship is particularly pronounced for product innovations because they rely more
on capital investments compared to process innovations. For example, Will and Mellor
(2019) have showed, based on a study of 1,200 firms in the Czech Republic, Germany,
Hungary, Poland, Romania and the Slovak Republic, that higher institutional quality, which
allows for more R&D financing, fosters product innovations. Conversely, firms situated in
European countries with lower institutional quality tend to prioritize process innovations
over product innovations, likely due to the limited availability of capital. Based on these
premises, we put forward the following three hypotheses:

H1. European countries with a higher share of SMEs relying on equity financing have a
higher innovation summary score, according to the European Innovation Scoreboard.

H2. The correlation between a nation’s share of SMEs relying on equity financing and
SMEs’ level of innovation activities is stronger for product innovations than for
business process innovations.

H3. European countries with higher levels of trust tend to have a higher share of SMEs
that have used or considered using equity capital as a source of financing.

3. Method
The methodology used in this paper is to test the three aforementioned hypotheses through
data analysis. The innovation ability of different European economies is in this paper
approximated using the EIS, which is a European Commission project that measures the
innovation scores of various European countries. Previous research using EIS data includes,
for example, Onea’s (2020) correlation of overall innovation scores with firm investments
and employment, and Herv�as-Oliver et al.’s (2021) study of the role of internal R&D, external
collaborations and non-R&D inputs for SME innovation in different regions of Europe using
regional EIS data. This study uses EIS data to study the overall innovation score of high-
income European economies, the share of SMEs with product innovations and the share of
SMEs with process innovations. The EIS is based on the latest available innovation data for
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European countries, and all dependent variables in this study are from this source. The
analysis uses the average values for the EIS from 2017 to 2021 to study the current situation
in Europe while minimizing the risk of drawing conclusions on outlier variables. The
independent variable is the share of SMEs that have used or considered using equity capital
as a source of financing, collected from the joint European Commission and European
Central Bank Surveys on the access to finance of enterprises for the years 2017–2021 (SAFE,
2017–2021).

Four other variables were also included from the same surveys as background information:
the share of SMEs that identify access to finance as the most important problem facing their
firms, how important access to finance has been as a problem for each business during the past
six months period, the share of SMEs that have used or considered using grants or subsidized
bank loans as a source of financing and the share of SMEs that have used or considered using
bank loans as a source of financing, excluding subsidized bank loans, overdrafts and credit
lines. Finally, trust is measured by the share of respondents in the average nation who agree
with the notion “Most people can be trusted,” in the 2017–2022 wave of the World Value
Survey. The variables included in this study are summarized in Table 2 below.

This approach is original in showing, with quantitative data, that the cultural attribute of
high general trust levels in European countries is indeed linked to firm financing, which, in
turn, is linked to innovation capacity. These findings help us better understand why Sweden
is a European outlier in private equity reliance of SMEs and is being ranked as the most
innovative economy in Europe by the EIS. While Swedish exceptionalism motivates this
research, the results are important for European nations in general and add to the
understanding that cultural differences can affect firm financing and indirectly through this
mechanism, innovation activity.

4. Results
Access to finance remains an important challenge to SMEs throughout Europe. The joint
European Commission and European Central Bank Surveys on the access to finance of
enterprises (SAFE, 2017–2021) find that on average in the EU, 7.8% of SMEs identify access
to finance as the most important problem facing their firms. In Sweden, during the same
period, an average of 8.5% of SMEs identifies access to finance as the most important
problem. As shown in more detail below, one notable difference is that Swedish SMEs rely
less on grant and bank financing and considerably more on equity capital financing,
compared to other European countries. One important source of financing for SMEs is
grants and subsidized bank loans. This form of financing is less common in Nordic
countries, though. As can be seen in Table 3 on average during the period, 36% of SMEs in
the average EU nation relied on grants and subsidized bank loans, compared to merely 12%
in Denmark, 19% in Sweden and 32% in Finland. However, the share of SMEs that used or
considered using grants or subsidized bank loans as a source of financing increased in 2020
for all countries listed in Table 3, reflecting the various programs launched to help SMEs
deal with the economic hardships brought on by the coronavirus pandemic. Nonsubsidized
bank loans are another critical source of financing, as shown in Table 4. On average during
the period, 34% of SMEs in Sweden relied on or considered seeking bank loans (excluding
subsidized bank loans, overdrafts and credit lines), which is considerably lower than the EU
average of 47% of SMEs. In comparison, Denmark has an even lower share (28%), while
relatively many Finnish SMEs (59%) have used or considered using nonsubsidized bank
loans as a source of finance.
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4.1 Correlation between equity financing and innovation summary score
Previous research literature points to equity capital playing a key role in innovation, not
least for younger companies requiring capital to finance innovation activities. The first
hypothesis to be tested in this paper is that those European economies in which SMEs rely
more on equity capital have a higher overall innovation capacity, as measured by the EIS.
Figure 1 shows the relation between the share of SMEs that have used or considered using
equity capital as financing and the innovation summary score of European countries
according to the EIS. Both measures are average for the years 2017–2021. Among the
European economies, the link between summary innovation score and equity financing of
SMEs is clear [1]. Sweden has the best performance, with an average summary innovation
score of 0.696, while Romania has the lowest performance, with a score of 0.158. The
difference between these two nations is 0.538, which is the innovation summary score range
in Europe. Each percentage point higher share of SMEs that rely on equity capital is linked
to 1.2 percentage points higher innovation summary score range (R2¼ 0.22). Figure 2 shows
the same pattern when comparing the more similar economies of Northern and Western
Europe. The difference in innovation summary score is between Sweden at the top with an
average of 0.696 scores and the lowest score of 0.577 for France, giving the innovation
summary score range of 0.119. Each percentage point higher share of SMEs relying on equity
capital is linked to 1.6 percentage points higher innovation summary score range (R2¼ 0.41). In
general, European countries where SMEs rely more on equity financing tend to be ranked as

Table 3.
Share of SMEs that
have used or
considered using
grants or subsidized
bank loans as a
source of financing

2021 (%) 2020 (%) 2019 (%) 2018 (%) 2017 (%) Average (2017–2021) (%)

Italy 59 62 50 51 50 54
Spain 53 53 35 38 37 43
Germany 43 43 31 34 33 37
EU average 43 44 31 32 31 36
United Kingdom 56 55 22 22 22 35
France 40 41 26 27 28 33
Finland 39 45 24 26 26 32
Sweden 20 29 15 12 16 19
Denmark 14 15 11 10 9 12

Sources: Authors’ own work; data from SAFE

Table 4.
Share of SMEs that
have used or
considered using
bank loans as a
source of financing
(excluding
subsidized bank
loans, overdrafts and
credit lines)

2021 (%) 2020 (%) 2019 (%) 2018 (%) 2017 (%) Average (2017–2021) (%)

France 65 62 63 64 62 63
Finland 62 59 56 61 59 59
Spain 57 54 55 57 56 56
Italy 46 54 50 52 49 50
EU average 46 48 46 47 48 47
Germany 42 44 42 44 48 44
United Kingdom 38 47 37 36 35 39
Sweden 33 31 38 34 32 34
Denmark 28 25 26 34 27 28

Sources: Authors’ own work; data from SAFE
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Figure 1.
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more innovative. The data supports H1, that European countries with a higher share of SMEs
relying on equity financing have a higher innovation summary score, according to the EIS.

4.2 Equity financing among SMEs and share of SMEs with product and business process
innovations
Figure 3 illustrates the relationship between the share of SMEs that rely on equity financing
and the share of SMEs that introduce product innovations. The nation with the lowest share
of SMEs introducing product innovations is Romania (4%), while Finland has the highest
share (37%). Sweden also ranks relatively high with 32%. Based on a linear regression
analysis, each percentage point higher share relying on equity capital is linked to a 0.34
percentage point increase in the share of SMEs introducing product innovations (R2 ¼ 0.20).
To further investigate the link between equity financing and SME innovation, the study also
examines the relationship between equity financing and SMEs’ business process
innovations.

Figure 4 shows the link between the share of SMEs relying on equity financing and the
share of SMEs introducing business process innovations. Romania has the lowest share of
SMEs introducing business process innovations (9%), while Austria has the highest (49%).
Sweden ranks relatively average among European countries with 37%. Across Europe,
there is still a positive link between the two factors, with countries with a high share of
SMEs relying on equity capital having a higher share of SMEs introducing business process
innovations. A linear model shows that each percentage point higher share of SMEs relying
on equity capital is linked to 0.33 percentage points higher share of SMEs introducing
business process innovations (R2 ¼ 0.12). The relationship between these two factors is
similar in magnitude to that observed between SMEs with private equity reliance and SMEs
with product innovations. However, the R2 value for business process innovations is lower,
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indicating a weaker fit to the data than the model for product innovations. Thus, the data
give partial support for H2, which states that the correlation between a nation’s share of
SMEs relying on equity financing and SMEs’ level of innovation activities is stronger for
product innovations than for business process innovations.

4.3 Trust levels and equity financing among small and medium-sized enterprises
Figure 5 compares the share of respondents who agree with the statement “Most people can
be trusted” from the 2017–2022World Value Survey with the percentage of SMEs relying on
equity capital for financing. The results show that every one percentage point increase in the
proportion of respondents who agree with the statement corresponds to a 0.22 percentage
point increase in SMEs’ reliance on private equity (R2 ¼ 0.12). Because market size is
important for the private equity sector, the same analysis was also conducted for European
countries with a population of 10 million or more, as shown in Figure 6. Among these larger
European economies, for every one percentage point increase in the proportion of
respondents who agree with the statement, there was a 0.49 percentage point increase in
SMEs’ reliance on private equity (R2 ¼ 0.32). These findings thus suggest that trust plays a
role in explaining private equity reliance in the economy, supporting H3 that European
countries with higher levels of trust tend to have a higher share of SMEs using or considered
using equity capital as a source of financing.

5. Discussion
Sweden stands out among European economies for having the far greatest share of SMEs
relying on equity financing, the highest overall score in the EIS and the highest share of
SMEs with product innovations. A higher share of SMEs relying on equity capital is
associated with a higher overall score in the EIS and a greater percentage of SMEs engaging
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in innovation activities, in product and process innovations. Product innovations, which
typically require substantial capital investment, are particularly strongly related to private
equity financing of SMEs. However, Swedish SMEs do not have the same leading position in
business process innovations compared to their European counterparts, as they do in
product innovations. Moreover, there is a relationship between trust levels in society and the
share of SMEs that have used or considered using private equity as a source of financing,
particularly in comparison to larger European economies. Previous studies support the
notion that Sweden overall has a strong equity capital sector, with Swedish SMEs using
equity financing at a rate well above the EU average (Torfs, 2020). A study on the capital
structure dynamics in Sweden also found that “start-up SMEs, on average, rely on equity
capital, and that the level of equity capital increases as firms age” (Yazdanfar and Öhman,
2016, p. 245). In addition, research by Copenhagen Economics and the Swedish Venture
Capital Association found that buyout private equity investments in SMEs during the
period 2009–2019 amounted to 0.21% of Swedish GDP, which is double the rate of
comparable countries (Copenhagen Economics and SVCA, 2020).

While Sweden’s equity capital sector is well-established, the reasons behind this
phenomenon have not been extensively explored. Our study proposes that Sweden’s high
levels of trust play a significant role in fostering investments and enabling decentralized
management strategies. These strategies, in turn, help resolve conflicts of interest between
private equity investors and SME entrepreneurs. Previous research has shown that attitudes
toward private equity financing among SMEs involve a drive toward perceived value
addition and a concern over perceived loss of control for owner-managers. Wa�sci�nski et al.
(2019) concluded that a disadvantage of introducing private equity to SMEs may also limit
the freedom of action for the business owners and founders. Cressy and Olofsson (1997)
further illustrated that this dilemma is relevant in Sweden, where Swedish SMEs have
viewed the transfer of capital and management skills from equity investors positively but
also consider loss of control as a reason not to seek equity financing. Overall, our study puts
forward the proposition that the high levels of trust in Sweden may facilitate the adoption of
decentralized management strategies, thereby potentially resolving conflicts of interest
between private equity investors and SME entrepreneurs and contributing to the strong
equity capital sector in the country.

There is a lack of research on decentralized management of SMEs with equity capital in
Sweden; however, administrative autonomy and decentralized management have overall
been shown to be a cornerstone of management practices in Sweden. The nation has a long
history of administrative autonomy in the public sector, as Patrick Hall writes in theOxford
Handbook of Swedish Politics (Hall, 2016). Sweden also has a historical tradition of
decentralized management of R&D activities within the scope of large corporations, as noted
already in the late 1980s (Håkanson and Zander, 1988).

As a society, Sweden is characterized by high levels of trust. In the 2017–2022 wave of
the World Value Survey, 63% of the average population in Sweden agreed with the
statement “Most people can be trusted,” in contrast to 27% of the average population in
other countries (World Values Survey, 2022). In a report published by the Nordic Council of
Ministers, it was concluded that:

High levels of social trust distinguish the Nordic region. This does not mean that other countries
lack social trust, but few come close to the same levels as those found in the Nordic countries
(Nordic council of ministers, analysis report, 2017, p. 13).

Bergh and Bjørnskov (2014) studied the historical origins of high levels of trust in Sweden
and other Nordic countries, finding that US citizens’ levels of trust are linked to the levels of
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trust in the countries from which their ancestors immigrated. Moreover, no group in the
USA has as high levels of trust as those originating from Nordic countries, which is
consistent with the current high levels of trust found in Nordic countries. These findings
suggest that high levels of trust have been a cultural characteristic of Nordic societies for
centuries, even during the large-scale migration to the USA that occurred in the past.

Zak and Knack (2001) demonstrated in a general equilibrium growth model that high
levels of trust promote investments. This is because trust can be seen as an absence of the
need to verify other people’s actions. Societies characterized by high levels of trust require
fewer formalities and are better equipped to avoid conflicts and legal processes. Sweden and
other Nordic countries have a long tradition of high trust levels. According to a study by the
Swedish innovation agency Vinnova, the Swedish way of management is characterized by
an “emphasis on decentralized decision-making in a non-confrontational atmosphere,” as
well as an “emphasis on trust, teams, action, empowerment, and alignment, produces non-
bureaucratic and flexible organizations” (Vinnova, 2008, p. 13, p. 3). This elevated level of
trust allows for more decentralized management practices, as trust is a fundamental
component in decentralized decision-making. Existing literature supports the notion that
Sweden possesses an unusually high level of trust, with deep historical roots. Moreover, it
has been shown that high levels of trust facilitate investments. Our argument is that trust
plays a vital role in the relationship between entrepreneurs and equity investors. In high-
trust environments, entrepreneurs can maintain autonomy even after receiving equity
capital investments, thereby enabling decentralized management practices. Conversely, in
low-trust environments, entrepreneurs have diminished autonomy, leading to less mutually
beneficial interaction with equity investors. Further research is necessary to gain a better
understanding of the connection between high levels of trust, decentralized decision-making,
equity capital investments in SMEs and innovation capacity.

6. Conclusion
This article examined the potential link between Sweden being a European outlier in having
unusually high equity capital financing reliance among SMEs and its status as Europe’s
most innovative economy, as ranked by the EIS. In addition, it explored the notion that the
substantial levels of trust within Swedish society may have accounted for why private
equity financing was more prevalent among Swedish SMEs. Three hypotheses were
proposed. First, European nations with a higher share of SMEs relying on equity financing
tend to have higher levels of innovation activities among SMEs. Second, the correlation
between a nation’s share of SMEs relying on equity financing and their level of innovation
activities is marginally stronger for product innovations than for business process
innovations. Finally, nations with higher trust levels tend to have higher equity capital
reliance among SMEs. The data presented in the article supported H1 and H3 while
providing partial support for H2. Consequently, these findings suggest that Sweden’s high
reliance on equity capital financing among SMEs was not coincidental, but rather a
contributing factor to its strong innovation capacity and high trust levels. SMEs in
European nations with higher private equity reliance demonstrated increased engagement
in product and process innovations. The link was particularly strong for product
innovations, a form of innovation that is particularly dependent on capital investments.
These findings are also relevant to other European nations. Countries with higher levels of
trust tended to have higher private equity reliance among SMEs, which was in turn
associated with higher levels of innovation capacity as measured by the EIS. SMEs in
European nations with higher private equity reliance were also more actively engaged in
product and process innovations.
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Theoretical studies, such as that by Zak and Knack (2001) and Dowling et al. (2019),
have provided support for the notion that trust partly explains why Sweden
distinguishes itself by having a considerably higher share of SMEs that have either
used or considered using equity capital. While it is widely acknowledged that
knowledge production in economies is affected by several factors, such as ownership,
labor mobility, entry barriers and financial markets (Braunerhjelm, 2011), the research
literature presented in this paper suggests that trust is generally conducive to
investments. The presence of decentralized management, enabled by high levels of
trust, could partly explain why Swedish SMEs rely more heavily on equity financing
than in other parts of the world. In the case of Sweden, the implementation of
decentralized management strategies, made possible by the prevailing high levels of
trust, may incentivize greater equity capital investments, as this management model
allows SME entrepreneurs to retain greater control even after the infusion of equity
capital.

7. Implications
This paper’s analysis is relevant for better understanding how equity capital financing
can affect SME innovation activity in Europe and the role that a high-trusting culture
plays in SME reliance on equity capital. Previous research literature, cited in this paper,
sheds light on how high trust levels can lead to a higher pull and push for equity
capital. This paper is unique in presenting data analysis that shows European countries
with higher trust levels have higher private equity reliance among SMEs, which in turn
is linked to higher innovation ability. These findings have theoretical implications for
better understanding the influence of cultural differences among European countries on
economic activity, particularly how trust levels affect the pull and push of equity
capital into SMEs. Given that equity capital is particularly relevant for funding firm
innovations, higher trust levels are associated with increased innovation capacity.
Despite the pivotal role of culture in human behavior and economic activity, there is
limited research on how cultural differences among European countries impact their
economic activities.

In addition, the practical implications of this paper’s findings extend to European
businesses and investors, considering the growing trend of cross-border private equity
investments. Cultural differences, particularly trust, can influence the behavior of
investors and SMEs. Thus, this paper contributes to a better understanding of how
trust, as a cultural attribute, shapes SME financing and, in turn, their innovation
ability. The study focuses on Sweden as an outlier but provides general findings
applicable to all of Europe, aiming to enhance the understanding of how cultural
differences within Europe affect economic activity. These findings can be valuable for
private equity investors and SME entrepreneurs in gaining insights into the prevalence
of this form of growth financing in specific regions of Europe. Future research can
explore the relationship between other measurable cultural traits of European countries
and economic performance.

Note

1. In line with Wooldridge’s (2012) outlier observation logic, Latvia was identified as an outlier and
excluded from the analysis. In 2017, 22% of Latvian SMEs relied on equity capital, increasing to
43% by 2021. In comparison, Estonia’s proportion of SMEs relying on equity capital rose from
6% to 21% during the same period, while Lithuania saw an increase from 10% to 12%. Despite
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these changes, Latvia’s innovation summary score, reported by the EIS, only rose marginally
from 0.240 in 2017 to 0.261 in 2021. In contrast, Estonia experienced substantial progress in
innovation, with the score climbing from 0.392 to 0.600. Even Lithuania outperformed Latvia,
with the innovation summary score increasing from 0.359 to 0.430. Latvia lags behind its Baltic
neighbors not only in the proportion of SMEs introducing product innovations but also in the
proportion of introducing business process innovations. Latvia’s limited innovation activity
among SMEs justifies its exclusion as an outlier, despite a notable reliance on private equity.

References
Akerlof, G.A. (1978), “The market for ‘lemons’: quality uncertainty and the market mechanism”, in

Diamond, P. and Rothschild, M. (Eds), Uncertainty in Economics Readings and Exercises,
Academic Press, pp. 235-251.

Autio, E. (2007), “Global entrepreneurship monitor: 2007 global report on high-growth entrepreneurship”.

Bergh, A. and Bjørnskov, C. (2014), “Trust, welfare states and income equality: sorting out the
causality”, European Journal of Political Economy, Vol. 35, pp. 183-199.

Birch, D.L. (1981), “Who creates jobs?”,The Public Interest, Autumn 1981, No. 65, pp. 3-14.
Błach, J., Wieczorek-Kosmala, M. and Trzęsiok, J. (2020), “Innovation in SMEs and financing mix”,

Journal of Risk and Financial Management, Vol. 13 No. 9, pp. 206-215.
Braunerhjelm, P. (2011), “Entrepreneurship, innovation and economic growth: interdependencies,

irregularities and regularities”, in Audretsch, D., Falck, O. and Heilbach, P. (Eds), Handbook of
Innovation and Entrepreneurship, Edward Elgar, Cheltenham, pp. 161-213.

Brettel, M., Breuer, W., Espel, P. and Abedin, A. (2009), “Private equity for SME: a behavioural
model of the demand side perspective”, available at: https://ssrn.com/abstract¼1141068
(accessed 23 September 2023).

Brown, J.R., Fazzari, S.M. and Petersen, B.C. (2009), “Financing innovation and growth: cash flow,
external equity, and the 1990s R&Dboom”,The Journal of Finance, Vol. 64 No. 1, pp. 151-185.

Brown, J.R., Martinsson, G. and Petersen, B.C. (2017), “Stock markets, credit markets, and technology-
led growth”, Journal of Financial Intermediation, Vol. 32, pp. 45-59.

Carpenter, R.E. and Petersen, B.C. (2002), “Capital market imperfections, high-tech investment, and new
equity financing”,The Economic Journal, Vol. 112 No. 477, pp. F54-F72.

Copenhagen Economics and SVCA (Swedish Venture Capital Association) (2020), “Economic footprint
of Swedish private equity”, available at: https://copenhageneconomics.com/publication/the-
economic-footprint-of-swedish-venture-capital-and-private-equity (accessed 23 September 2023).

Cressy, R. and Olofsson, C. (1997), “The financial conditions for swedish SMEs: survey and research
agenda”, Small Business Economics, Vol. 9 No. 2, pp. 179-192.

Dowling, M., O’gorman, C., Puncheva, P. and Vanwalleghem, D. (2019), “Trust and SME attitudes
towards equity financing across Europe”, Journal ofWorld Business, Vol. 54 No. 6, p. 101003.

Duran, H., Temel, S. and Scholten, V. (2022), “Drivers and barriers of new product development success:
evidence from an emerging economy setting country-Turkey”, International Journal of
Innovation Science, Vol. 14 No. 1, pp. 97-120.

Eisenhardt, K.M. (1989), “Agency theory: an assessment and review”, The Academy of Management
Review, Vol. 14 No. 1, pp. 57-74.

Eldridge, D., Nisar, T.M. and Torchia, M. (2021), “What impact does equity crowdfunding have on SME
innovation and growth? An empirical study”, Small Business Economics, Vol. 56 No. 1, pp. 105-120.

European Innovation Scoreboard (EIS) (2022), “European commission”, available at: https://research-and-
innovation.ec.europa.eu/statistics/performance-indicators/european-innovation-scoreboard_en (accessed
23 September 2023).

IJIS

https://ssrn.com/abstract=1141068
https://copenhageneconomics.com/publication/the-economic-footprint-of-swedish-venture-capital-and-private-equity
https://copenhageneconomics.com/publication/the-economic-footprint-of-swedish-venture-capital-and-private-equity
https://research-and-innovation.ec.europa.eu/statistics/performance-indicators/european-innovation-scoreboard_en
https://research-and-innovation.ec.europa.eu/statistics/performance-indicators/european-innovation-scoreboard_en


Håkanson, L. and Zander, U. (1988), “International management of R&D: the Swedish experience”,
R&DManagement, Vol. 18 No. 3, pp. 217-226.

Hall, B.H., Jaffe, A. and Trajtenberg, M. (2005), “Market value and patent citations”, RAND Journal of
Economics, Vol. 136 No. 1, pp. 16-38.

Hall, P. (2016), “The Swedish administrative model”, in Pierre, J. (Ed.), The Oxford Handbook of
Swedish Politics, Oxford University Press, pp. 299-314.

Herv�as-Oliver, J.L., Parrilli, M.D., Rodríguez-Pose, A. and Sempere-Ripoll, F. (2021), “The drivers of
SME innovation in the regions of the EU”, Research Policy, Vol. 50 No. 9, p. 104316.

Indrawati, H. and Suarman, C. (2020), “Barriers to technological innovations of SMEs: how to solve
them?”, International Journal of Innovation Science, Vol. 12 No. 5, pp. 545-564.

Jensen, M.C. and Meckling, W.H. (1976), “Theory of the firm: managerial behavior, agency costs, and
ownership structure”, Journal of Financial Economics, Vol. 3 No. 4, pp. 305-360.

Kortum, S. and Lerner, J. (2000), “Assessing the contribution of venture capital”, The RAND Journal of
Economics, Vol. 31 No. 4, pp. 674-692.

Lee, N., Sameen, H. and Martin, L. (2013), “Credit and the crisis access to finance for innovative small firms
since the recession”, Lancaster University, available at: www.bl.uk/britishlibrary/�/media/bl/global/
business-and-management/pdfs/non-secure/c/r/e/credit-and-the-crisis-access-to-finance-for-innovative-
small-firms-since-the-recession.pdf (accessed 23 September 2023).

Lerner, L., Sorensen, M. and Strömberg, P. (2011), “Private equity and long-run investment: the case of
innovation”,The Journal of Finance, Vol. 66 No. 2, pp. 445-477.

Link, A.N., Ruhm, C.J. and Siegel, D.S. (2013), “Private equity and the innovation strategies of
entrepreneurial firms: empirical evidence from the small business innovation research program”,
Managerial and Decision Economics, Vol. 35 No. 2, pp. 103-113.

Manigart, S., Korsgaard, A., Folger, R., Sapienza, H. and Baeyens, K. (2002), “The impact of trust on
private equity contracts”,Vlerick Leuven GentWorking Paper Series, No. 1 2002.

Mishkin, F.S. (1991), “Asymmetric information and financial crises: a historical perspective”, in
Hubbard, R.G. (Ed.), Financial Markets and Financial Crises, National Bureau of Economic
Research, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, pp. 69-108.

Müller, E. and Zimmermann, V. (2009), “The importance of equity finance for R&D activity – are there
differences between young and old companies”?, Small Business Economics, Vol. 33 No. 3,
pp. 303-318.

Nordic council of ministers, analysis report (2017), “Trust – the Nordic gold”, available at: https://
norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1095959/FULLTEXT02.pdf (accessed 23 September
2023).

Onea, I.A. (2020), “Innovation indicators and the innovation process-evidence from the European
Innovation Scoreboard”, Management & Marketing. Challenges for the Knowledge Society,
Vol. 15 No. 4, pp. 605-620.

Sanandaji, N., Ström, V., Esmaeilzadeh, M. and Esmaeilzadeh, S. (2023), “The evolution of the Swedish
market model”, Economic Affairs, Vol. 43 No. 2, pp. 1-15.

Stinchcombe, A.L. (1965), “Social structure and organizations”, in March, J.P. (Ed.), Handbook of
Organizations, RandMcNally, Chicago, IL, pp. 142-193.

Ström, V., Braunerhjelm, P. and Esmaeilzadeh, S. (2023), “Making an M&A work: equal strategic
partnerships smooth the path”, Journal of Business Strategy, doi: 10.1108/JBS-01-2023-0003

Torfs, W. (2020), “The EIF SMEAccess to Finance Index-September 2020 update”, EIFWorking Paper,
No. 2020/68.

Vinnova (2008), “Leading companies in a global age – managing the Swedish way, Vinnova report
2008:14”, available at: www.vinnova.se/contentassets/b7e3c83b86b54da68c744d84165f03b8/vr-
08-14.pdf (accessed 23 September 2023).

Equity capital
financing

https://www.bl.uk/britishlibrary/~/media/bl/global/business-and-management/pdfs/non-secure/c/r/e/credit-and-the-crisis-access-to-finance-for-innovative-small-firms-since-the-recession.pdf
https://www.bl.uk/britishlibrary/~/media/bl/global/business-and-management/pdfs/non-secure/c/r/e/credit-and-the-crisis-access-to-finance-for-innovative-small-firms-since-the-recession.pdf
https://www.bl.uk/britishlibrary/~/media/bl/global/business-and-management/pdfs/non-secure/c/r/e/credit-and-the-crisis-access-to-finance-for-innovative-small-firms-since-the-recession.pdf
https://norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1095959/FULLTEXT02.pdf
https://norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1095959/FULLTEXT02.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/JBS-01-2023-0003
https://www.vinnova.se/contentassets/b7e3c83b86b54da68c744d84165f03b8/vr-08-14.pdf
https://www.vinnova.se/contentassets/b7e3c83b86b54da68c744d84165f03b8/vr-08-14.pdf


Wa�sci�nski, T., Dudkowska, A. and Kurovs, J. (2019), “Private equity market in the ecosystem of start-
ups and SME sector – part 2”, Zeszyty Naukowe UPH seria: Administracja i Zarządzanie, Vol. 50
No. 50, pp. 21-27.

Will, M.G. and Mellor, R.B. (2019), “Differences in creating product innovations versus process
innovations across European industries”, International Journal of Innovation and Regional
Development, Vol. 9 No. 1, pp. 59-84.

Wooldridge, J.M. (2012), Introductory Econometrics: AModern Approach, 5th ed., Cengage Learning.
World Values Survey (2022), “World Values Survey Wave 7: 2017–2022”, online analysis, available at:

www.worldvaluessurvey.org/wvs.jsp (accessed 23 September 2023).

Yazdanfar, D. and Öhman, P. (2016), “Capital structure dynamics among SMEs: Swedish empirical
evidence”,The Journal of Risk Finance, Vol. 17 No. 2, pp. 245-260.

Zak, P. and Knack, S. (2001), “Trust and growth”,The Economic Journal, Vol. 111 No. 470, pp. 295-321.
Zhang, L., Zhang, S. and Guo, Y. (2019), “The effects of equity financing and debt financing on

technological innovation: evidence from developed countries”, Baltic Journal of Management,
Vol. 14 No. 4, pp. 698-715.

Further reading
SAFE (2023), “The joint European Commission/European Central Bank Survey on the access to finance

of enterprises”, available at: www.ecb.europa.eu/stats/ecb_surveys/safe/html/index.en.html
(accessed 23 September 2023).

Ström, V. and Esmaeilzadeh, S. (2023), “Empowering entrepreneurs through decentralized management”,
Esmaeilzadeh Holding white paper.

Corresponding author
Viktor Ström can be contacted at: viktor.strom@gu.se

For instructions on how to order reprints of this article, please visit our website:
www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/licensing/reprints.htm
Or contact us for further details: permissions@emeraldinsight.com

IJIS

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/wvs.jsp
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/stats/ecb_surveys/safe/html/index.en.html
mailto:viktor.strom@gu.se

	Equity capital financing of Swedish SMEs, innovation, and decentralized management
	1. Introduction
	2. Previous literature
	3. Method
	4. Results
	4.1 Correlation between equity financing and innovation summary score
	4.2 Equity financing among SMEs and share of SMEs with product and business process innovations
	4.3 Trust levels and equity financing among small and medium-sized enterprises

	5. Discussion
	6. Conclusion
	7. Implications
	References


