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HA, ARF 7le B9 343 W oE
A9 A+ AEe 4% 24 9 A2 ol
o]th(e.g., Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995; Wiig,
1997). o] ¥oto A= XA 9 Aza AL
AEsta A& e 447 489 g 528 e
A Fgt.

T Hdle FEUle A7 Eolojth(e.g., Ruggles,
1998: Vail, 1999; Alavi & Leidner, 2001).
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of 219 L YA E VP o= Al dakd
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Senge, 1990: Simon, 1991: Garvin, 1993).
o Ug 2GRS JIHLE 9AHEE S 9 A
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HEZ-A43%, 2002. Kankanhalli et al.,
2005: Wasko & Faraj, 2005). 281 ¥ HA)
A273qe] A% 9 A3 Ao BAXE
7HE AFolth(e.g., Bierly & Chakrabarti,
1996. #HA4 - AE&%, 2000: Gold et al.,
2001; Lee & Choi, 2003).
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Ruggles, 1998; Vail, 1999. Thomas et al.,
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AAZYe iePEe RHEA A Z2MATL ZXSEH duto) olxle Y

CAA &L NEE AN TN 7|9 o)

Z a3 (unlearning) A7IAY AM2E 344
Zo] 7129 g AYsA WA AHr}
= Aot

Lo L

(B 1) z=xsge 1A 79

£ L A4 a4
Aol A |7]189 olgE B4 Argyris & Schon

g5 | B3l AjelA WA 1 (1978). Fiol &
A 17129 #AE A3 | Lyles (1985),
#2 (AU P52 73 Senge (1990)

Vandenbosch & Higgins(1995)€ F9x|¢
A28 (ESS: Executive Support Systems)°]
AFste $40] g9 o F £33 239
AT wA e 9FE A7, o] 44
= ESS7F AlZdle FES EA ALAYA,
TA5EL T §39 g5l 4%S nA, 29
A 347 E A Ao Fold dEE v

= A& BAFY,

2.6 X|MFYel Hupx|E

AN z2dde] AbA AF AT
Fd= AY249d FIH 7199 ROI, ROA 53
2 AR AAE ZHF AFBierly &
Chakrabarti, 1996), KM 9&£2& F&EHSFZ
e AAAD U9 dFgE ¥ 97
(Becerra-Fernandez & Sabherwal, 2001: +
4%, 2003), #EAHEEN HAE BMG 47
(De Gooijier, 2000, Arora, 2002) 5°] Ut}
£ 71| A APt skAle] FF T Hold 534
< ¥ A7 (Brooking, 1996: Edvinsson &
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Malone, 1997: Roos & Roos, 1997; Stewart,
1997: Sveiby, 1997: Wiig, 1997), KM <1
A ZAYE AT A7 - 85, 2000:
Gold et al., 2001: Sabherwal & Becerra-
Fernandez, 2003) $°| 3t}
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%S AN7Z9G 99 At 2EEdE HolAd @
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o FEAARE AF, 14, UF Z2AL, T
2 ARRHeR AFAY AFAAFHY FhPEs
Boetn ok AR, 71 b ABRAQ v
Aol @A ds BT oklH(elg - AW,
2001), 47FA w49} Azl QAL gicke
A7 AtH(Bryant et al., 2004). A, AA
Adel g Hrke A4 Agd T FuHA A
dog sopsta A A7t ool - A
A, 2002), AAEYE A7) AT AR
o] 23 Efi7} ofFle BE3 e g ®
&, Lee & Choi(2003)8 & 7471479 4
04 vz g 53 AR Ee 7IgARE #gEe
2 3otd + dde Aol Ao, ‘F8 A
Aol tiFd 71FHo] FAA e FAE /A,
%, A8 AR Aol A AES 39
& o ojd dHoj} FHE X1 FR3|HGE
AR Az AAEA Bohe HolA(Saxby
et al., 2000), B9 23S Yoz e 4
FAFNA ¥ &g Fuksle BdE 7Y,

3, Gold et al.(2001)2 AX7A9 d3F A&
T8 F8A40] 24 FIA Ui FH2 Fd o
Acks HPATEZHE (Cohen & Levinthal,
1990: Nonaka, 1994: Nonaka & Takeuchi,
1995: Davenport & Prusak, 1998), 24744
o AR AAE =7 FHYoz Fisiy
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o] & ZAIARA HAxv AAYTY U3
FAE et § vke BHe] U

oj9} Zo] A2 Qe 4AEAHAe G 33
TFE0] AFRHT 9lerg &Y A e wo
AAsA zmelHolol & A2 HAHGupta et
al., 2000; Tiwana, 2002).

. PrEE T4

3.1 d72yel 4y

P AED BT B2 (3P 3 2L
AFRYS AASAT 94, 23 2 Aegole
Arere B3, 72, B, 718 249 T
2918 A4749e wrze 9adt. 282
94 2 Jusle B ATERH A4ES, A4
de AN 485 5 4] o9 Z2HAE
e Aade T2A~E Adsgon A7)
2 2484 d729H 8 ded 434 o
$9 2 29% TYdT oY & 97 wFe
34 A449 9% g 23447
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o] 45 B3t /IR E AEdted EHo] g
£ RA&(Davenport & Prusak, 1998), £ =8
< AAEn 4.

3.2 eiiMe] MY
3.2.1 7]¥hrxet A 4B Z2A 2

ZAESe A HE 853 H9s)
2 A 5 9ojobt dh(Davenport et al.,
1998). FHAY 27 F3l= X|4jo] ALGHT, A
2 Aol BAHA = ALA Foe st
#h(Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995: Grant,
1996 ODell & Grayson, 1998: Teece,
1998). A9 478 FPtEA & Age F
= gy Ede 24 7Y 7] AEA A9 ¥
8 B3t A5 N2 Ao HgE £ 3
%2 3 (Brown & Duguid, 1991). 238y 7}
A Qe A9 FHe A9 4 FAIe
AgE sz @d(Hinds &  Pfeffer,
2003). mEA FAY e AF BEE A4 A
2ol g & 4o 2 & JH(Szulanski,
1996). 2oz Az Ede A9 udH F&
2 9% AAZF EH(Snowden, 1999). A 29
ANE 45 agsta, J2E A4S 5819 &
431 ggstaal dhe AR A2 A4
F&E folstA o 2N (Garvin, 1993), A4
B Z2AHAE PN ol old w o
7 Zo] M-S ARSI
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XAl Tjut7zel xjABEAA”Y ZRAATL XSS 4ol ol FY

Hi: 83 Bge Adae zaAzd A(+)
o dgg A Aolth,

H2: Mg E3he A4ae Za2Azd &(+)
o qg& A Zoint.

H3: g #he A48g ZaAzd A(+)
9 d%s nd Roln,

T3, 28 Yol 23 F2E A5 skt
1= dta dA 8= FoHGold et al., 2001).
Aite TYY ANEY ofelrjolE A Hu
Ao HUg ALE AT FAFoZH A4
o dFe ZU=E WEH(Senge, 1990). &
3 wstel Ao AARe] gFolt AT
#e FHE A&3A Y53tn gty sty
oy BAZE vl§ Fasith oY olfE 47
AT A4 A 71de gaEy 4 35
FHE g At dtn FHATH(Starbuck,
1992: Szulanski, 1996). ALl e
A A4 A BAL £ A HE
A3 Fojok AP olZojgozH AT X
BAAE A Aot} 1ER g2 2o
Vg AR
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e

Z24 Awto g A HgE A=
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Ruggles, 1998). 3¥, A2 FfHe 249 5,
AN, F4% 498 RE FAAY A =¥
Bag @HDavenport & Prusak, 1998). 1
duz 2729 H3T AJAEE Axge AHEF
o i FHLY =FF JdE AL Yot
(Wiig, 1997; OJDell & Grayson, 1998 Zenger
& Marshall, 2000). @&t oh-&3 Zo| 7Md<&
AR,

H5: #173939 Ade A4d2 224z
A(+)9) %L 014 Aok

H6: B4 AAe Ad#a Z2Azd H(+)
o 9% vld Aol

o] Frriee AL HE&E AT ddd
oz A9 MR FHE AT F U3,
o3 FrI|&L AAHFY 4 847 ot
(Alavi & Leidner, 2001). ol&lg 44 7%
e x4 A% S, AZEMS, YEY
3 =gyt FEH UL W Jhsdlth(Alavi &
Leidner, 2001). dlolgjdo]28 WEHI 7|&
& AR 7o) ERoERE JIE AAY 51
A% 8- PINAY. 2HE 229 dolg
ojsh¢2x dlolE 7t HES Zohle AX IS5
S 9 dBE APstn, 333l T 2 A
HEAVIeE vg dAsr] P dEAolA] ¢
< U45H 229 THE A FREN AvIE A
Z&HDavenport & Prusak, 1998; Thomas
et al., 2001). o8& FRIeq AEL AX#
A2 93 g zgA s dgg njA ¢ gl
(Chua, 2004). 2822 o33} Zo] 7HEL A
Zkla= s
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H7: BE7le Ade A4ae] Z2Axd 3
(+)9 9%E v Aelg.

3.2.2 AA e ZEA| 20 2A G

AR71Ee A TIAAE LolaiA TE
o, ZAgFH AHE FFied Jddd
(Handzic, 2004). 239 F4H AlAdl& =
A LA 7ol M T AdE AT
tH(Bloodgood & Salisbury, 1998). ol&{g
B-Ae 239 KMSt HAsle} A84E A
3, 2L A4 AYHTE 7)E 2|49 &8
FHE 5o A8A & 7HLth(Malhotra,
2001). ¥, 3% 4 gle 28 HEE 2
gote 5o ARl A4 A FAHNA
ST7E e uAdgE, vT2AAd A2 A4S AT
‘Ag-o] 8] (sense-making) ®¥9 KMSE 71&
o 234 #do] WAE 7S o, ST
o REgozRyE AEE A AR ARz
(renewal) 2 AFste oA gge ALY
(Mathotra, 2001). 22{22 KMSd| <3 A4
S de AR ZeAAe o B 294 gy
3 A 5 A @ AHoltt wekd o
3 o] M & ARF,

H8: Ad#e] ZzAxe F9d g 3
(+)9 9%= 74 Roldh,
H9: A4#g Z2dre AR &9 F

(+)8 9%< v2 Aot}

3.

&

3 24843 2943

A&A ol 9@ At AEHA 29}
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of et LAY AgLlo] dHDe Geus,
1988 Huber, 1991: Barr et al., 1992:
Kogut & Zander, 1993: Vandenbosch &
Higgins, 1995). 22 Wl 2H Algle #its %

& A4 g8 249 T84S MG £

g, o5ER Zo| ¥ &5yl gAstn, £3
A7l gAFo| A BAEA e 27
o A Ao A e Gl b
o Zd 71RA el g Bdgle NS 9
82 34 "k (Malhotra, 1999). 23 BE A%
Aoz of-g 7HAR A 4 W A= 4

Fo ol RREH N2E Ao A2d F U
(Du Toit, 2003). A4 o83 F3FAzY
gl ofa) ZFEh(Wiig, 2003). 18EZ
AFAA A 71de A9F gl o WEA
e S22 A933E M A ddh(Barr et
al., 1992: Pfeffer, 2005). ©]&& =9 & 7]t
o2 thgo 7HE A3

H10: %218 8¢ 23436 3 (+)9 93
2 113 Rolnh

H11: 484 dge 24430 ()9 9%
2 818 ol

2 A7 By 4399l ARTEs A4

2, 8¢ 43, 2343 39 9 2
FAMGY 233 A, 3995 2 B @74
£ (28 M¢ 2 & 74 Ade 5~TAd o
428 Agdel THaAgoH, NPEE A
99 844 AUz @ 23H S8

A
etgth, aela A4Ae Z2AHae KMSY

my 1z o 1l

HASHI x3gA M2 20074 48



RAZYe Tl

d9l AddE ANBEY TAPES, £E A%
AT KMSEHH §53E A4 g8 o4ee
A% $YAET H9T A% H5 4%
¥ 2 54 493 42248 S 439
24 s & d7e WL nelee 2A4NE
KMSE 9@ olF9 24 B Bal 59
JES d9n. ool A% U@ 7 34R2e
AAE 73 AR 1(oF 23 grhyE 100
$ 2HAE 2T

43 ATERY HAEES Folo vEoR 33
FFEL e A7AS AF AWt 89 AEs
kel HAsith. A9 RALE Fobd 3%

@?1}9} 259 A474d AFA, 2 39%
BA2Y B35S fA51 e A9AEdd 20
B ddos YR W AAE 2o ofF

£ Lot dolE AAGD, $2T AT 71FH
2Emg 2o disjd Be FAse dhies
AE 73S HF A48,

=
i

20t g &9

4.1 #8255 Y Ngey

A+ AE= KMSE =93 719E 2 979
2A9eE T3, KMSE ME, F&3te Al
PAlo|E 5& E3lo] KMSE =948 4 714S
stetatgitk. a8jn oA EALY] A A H A
A FHE o|FF AEEe] A&d J§], 4R
KMS Alagle] =93] 52 227G gt 287
Ab Tl AREAE @AAT KMSE AN 5
S Eald AgalE ez FFYE F 309

YA H36A 25 20079 49

xot X AURIANA-e] ZRAAT NG dujol olxls HE

&% 7194 2 20059 W& 1,0000 719
e 51T AVE F71etd & 8007) 7Ige
2og AAsgn. 18a ol 799 Clo%
KMS #2142 dadoz H8AE I
A2 H" 2006 49 19%H 449 2097
T 9H HERA W FYPagon,
754 SHES 7o) Y3 As L ojv
Hasad. 2gln e9Ate HeE A
aﬂ H& o83 &7 FEE AFIAGY,
< A% 9 HoA Fre fHos B
g HEME B3l ATAY. 2% /1Y e
25 120412, ©o|E F $HoE H4E $9L
101704, 9oz AFd 9L 1970412, A4
AT JFe2 15.2%0th. o & KMSE =43t
A FUAY g AZAE XStz Y 1470
719, 200639 =5t J#E Hrisp] #4544
3 10 7199 A8E Astn, AF 105719 &
% 719S ge2 A5 BN

ol
o
N
mSL ;\2 o J(N

4.2 22| &Y
421 8% 71d 84

$H 7199 4Fd Exe (F 2)9 o] 8
g - A - AFEYo] 2470AH23%)E MY B
on, A% -71A - 340 234H22%) 2 29
£ Asud. 8 7199 20059 T FHd &
€ 5007 wlwo} 187HAH17%). 500~1,00073
ojgto] 357HAH(33%). 1,000~5,000% wigke]
387AH(37%), 5,000% o9 7Idel 14744
(13%)2 Jestth 20058 2 w29 #Re
1,000 o]  374AH3%)dl  EFHsIALH,
1,000~5,0009 w|gto] 4774AH(45%), 5,0009
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%li%

o3l 5570AH562%) 2 7V

2o RIS Holn

- 0>‘
Loy
.

= O

o T

SR 54 B Fn ok SERte A

glo] iR 7]ge] HE ol go] X8 3 36~45M7F 61" (58%) o2 71 Bskew, Ade
25 £ 5 94 3ol 97H(92%) 0.2 ¢=doz wekdh agw
A AR 2 Z1ddM e AR 159 o4
(E2) 8e|¢ &4 497} 36%(34%) 22 717 Bt
o 7 Iz (%)
3% A% - 4 5RY 24| 23 (& 3) SE4 S
%717 - 249 23| 22 e T s [ 9e®)
A7) AR BREAY 21 20 o] A} o)A} 3 3
4% |F6-2Y- -39 13 12 B s 46 44
5 - &5 - A2y 10 10 a4 34 - ) 41 38
71 14 13 0 A - 29l 8 8
A 105| 100 g 7 7
500% gt 18 17 A 105 100
o9 | 500~1,000% Bl 35 33 718 /%% 27 25
T 1,000~5,000% =5t 38 37 AN/ G 6 6
(2005) | 5,000% o4 14 13 A7/ 4 4
A 105] 100 B | dg/md 6 6
5009 o] 1 1 A/ E 56 53
azr | 500~1,0009 mjgt 2 2 71€} 6 6
&9 | 1,000~5,0009 vt 47 45 A 105 100
(20059) | 5,000 o4 55 52 354 olst 28 21
A 105 100 ay | 367 454 61 58
46 ~ 554 16 15
¢, AERH T3 $8 8l 897 719 ‘E’mﬁ‘ T
3 4 39 167 7ol o, F dve g% - ; -
o Ael7t deAE HAFEHHTE. Mann-Whitney A4 £ | ;
U-3% éﬂr Y E3e 2AHAA 14709 A 105 100
EE disEd dig o7t gle Ae2 Ue 5 wg 23 22
G(AE 4 95/) F AYY $Ee FY¢ R 5~ 10 m 26 25
%MOETH 2 sgolghs AL ARG, A4 | 10 ~ 15€ = 19 18
A A 402 9 AYe FAgE A | 169 % 36 34
o] 469 (44%), SHAY 4% FAE AW/AHR 7 R L 1
2o] 567 (53%) 0.2 714 B3keh, <£ 3)e ol A 105 100
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XAZAG stz x|Apa| A Z2MAv} ZNEEH Moo ojxls Y

4.2.2 N2H 54

27 Ade KMS A871%, E9U,
2 %Jﬂiﬁﬂ & D5 THEKMS 75 v
3% 9% 293,

rlr

KMSe A% 23 (d: A

A ALY HEHZ BF(d: AE7 UEHA)
o2 fgg e (Alavi, 2000), 28 3% 71de
AAE A2E 7% £ 270 oS ZRen U
o, B 46709 AA® 750 AA/ETE He
A A 2T go] EFHE Ao Uy

a3 (& DA ANE A 7F EFE 4

A/t Z&ste B2 719L 9NAH9%) 7
ATk olE YREE KMS7 ©d AlaslEdge
¥d 2 oA A2HY dF 2 §F 739
FAol 971 WEA (o] 4E T, 2003), ©F B
A 2" S BRA o AFUA BF Eéste A
o8 B KMSY =guozE IA A
Z g2 B712 =9 71do} 397MAK37%), A
AL 2670AH(1256%), AF ME 2 71Er 40744
(38%) 2 Jehyth.

43 582y 24

4.3.1 ¥AEA 2 =743

2 A+ A5 F4L SEM(Structural Equation
Modeling) #4179 342l PLS(Partial Least
Squares) & °]43%th PLSE °|& 233 =

FEYES A B4 & o 29 AGRET
wobe] Aoz 9y AHEH 3 9 (Chin
& Todd, 1995). LISREL, AMOS% #& 3%
A 71ke) SEM =77F A=W (Maximum
Likelihood Method) 28 R4E 2R =0 v

AT n3sH mM22 20074 4%

(& 4) KMS 7l5 & Zeiud

T ' W PHL#(%)

A 52/3% 88 84

A4 A /A 62 59

A4 ool E 15 14
ELEL 42 40

g\f; DERTE 34 32
AREA T 57 54

ol-glyd Alxd] 42 40
ag49] 98 93

AT IS 9% 47 45

#7172 ¢ 39 37

e | A g 26 25
| JlEHEFAE 5) 40 38
A 105 100

20004 o}A 24 23

o 2000 ~ 20014 32 30
ar | 2002 ~ 2003 28 27
2004 ~ 20054 21 20

A 105 100

dl, AXVE 7|4 PLSE HAASH (Least
Squares Method) 22 o288 33 st A
2A4E F38HChin, 1998). =&, ¥ 479
2 2AFEY AN FHse IR 79 A
gtolu}, A7 R¥e| THE FAHAE(formative
indicator)®] TAMIE T3t EXE & e
F44< 732 471 &9l PLS-Graph(Ver.
3.0008 & 979 N7 Adgsigl.
PLSE o] &g T2WA4 1y FAL 2dA=
gt A& AAIH(Hair et al., 2005). &
ZARYY A4 g9 e FY & :rL
AE A 2dAE A5t X d.

27 B
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A

-
[er]
jane]
[e»]
(@]
e
<
[¢*]
5
2
«
ar
=
(@]
=
wn

ro =
i

ot:o 3]

wojol stx, FAANEY FANEod e AA3}
£31tH(Chin, 1998; Gefen et al., 2000).
QH"T-?}‘E, HAEE SHYE T w2 AudHA
g 7HAof st vlE), A EE 28T 4o
AE 7 F& X, 284 & FE U] dE
o|t}(Hulland, 1999). 1322 YA F e
e & A7 2& AA#e ZRAA PG

o]

o,
Mo =i
o

oy, I
oX,
rEE ne,

J(ICR: Internal Consistency

= 3 } °U} Cronbach's
g 07 }}J—O]
i ¥ R
Maa ZAHGE Ao Hilo] @i Ay
ot Aok 37] wjFolth(Barclay et al., 1995).
£ AFdME Fornell & Larcker(1981)7} 74
et Wd 4B HxE ARl gXsle),
PLS =79 9 Adse ZFgs (X 54
ICR gog Rz gl

2E ICR #& 7]%—54 7& dolMm gl
=3 470 A9 A4 Hg &i/ﬂli\ﬁﬂ 03 ICR
& 0.925(A4 Bz g)FEH 0.941(x4] &

o g A g3 AE5E A=A £ MR L AIRE Holxu gt ek
(F 5) FA7HY ZH ARM, TF ¥ EEIE AR
AN v ‘Mean g:‘], ICRI(D @ & @ & ® O @ O 0 ) 02 03 4
1) gdes 4.699 1.057 0.94410.
(2) Mzlest 4964 0.916 0.93610.
(3) gaes 4832 1.167 0.933]0.
(4) £33 4.709 0.957 0.921]0.55
(5) 29%3A¢  14.926 1.210 0.9350.
(6) BAAA 4.061 1.246 0.925/0.
(7) A7l 15.107 1.084 0.940{0.
8) N4 85 14602 1.043 0.934]0.
(9) A4 #8  14.213 1.030 0.932]0.
(100 A4 24 14,850 1.000 0.941(0.
(1) A4 B3 14.752 1.152 0.92510.
(12) 397 8% [4.797 1.038 0.962[0.
(13) 344 8¢ 14.738 1.082 0.9670.
(14) 2443 14.637 0.995 0.9580.576 0.467 0.583 0.534 0.562 0.586 0.527 0.648 0.617 0.706 0.537 0.798 0.774 0.876
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el PR ARNAR Z2UL} SAE &

2 dAFoiMe TE NG S FE3)
2 it

4.3.3 28%70 BYH A

ﬁ(Common Factor Analysis)el

FET 10%8% FdHrtd 2FE dedn

(Chin, 1998). °l&i@ o %2 291 AALe] 7]
FA2 0.7 o4 BAsa Uk & 3HRBe ¥

HE3(CO1) 0.7802%8 ZAAIHOET)
72 olg@ 71ENE BF WEstn gle AR
vebdth, 3, B8 3L e FANYR
o Ale] AN o 22 AAXE Hoop &
t BHelFA & Gefen & Straub(2005)9] A
M3} Zo] Pearson F#AFE vlud A3, ol
HESe Ao2 JERT
Y, e -‘?‘ T3 U BAS7} 0.873
2 Holm g7l Wi, F7i2
SPSSE o &3ty gAH AR (2FE 1, 3
w3 AY) = FYPHAT. q71A FYA S5 3
<A g A7 Q9L 1H FET 1 G A
¥ shio) Wsg FAY Wi, ¥y € 28
AHste] At ojo Zol 3 AL (1) £
AT EM=TQ PLSY #ALAEMN nF
T3 AHAE Holm glaon, (2) o|EE 7wte
2 3 APAFATFA F 2o FAE F 4
&5 ¥93 392 (Vandenbosch & Higgins,
1996). (3) + 39 ol A2 T 4FE S
AL gdetannt sk Aol & AT

AUSIATR H3sA M2E 20074 4Y

daol| ojxis 2%

o 2 WE F sieke dold. oledd wad
QBN AR (32 B)M 2kl Uehia
o $29) FolN ME v o], RE 347

of At 7|EX 0.5 ojAe AMAE HoF
cold R A FANE 99 & 74
el | & AAMAE BolA &1 o], 53
3 AZeeR 2 HHedAdE 2% &
B3k gle Aog gyt
FANEE %76 371 s AeEE Hego| A
8 FAstn dert st AN
2 E}uw cﬂ n}tﬂg}nﬂ
]iﬂ 7l\re] A7
Atole] dA] AEE &
skl 43 FFEe —E’: 23319} AVE(average
variance extracted) #2.2 Woath(Hair et
al., 2005). PLS &7 9&] AAtd AVE #e
(& 5)9 diAA Wade] 1 AFS go2 AAE
of At ojst Z& A e AVEE 0.5(A
75T %2 0.707) 8 2 v JAFEGH L T
(Fornell & Larcker, 1981). Zt #3734 o
3 AVE AFE @2 0.837(Fd3 s9)RH
0.911(3%3 g})\ AR 71EA 075 8
R ogolMa ok, whebA # A7l 2k 3
< AsEde /AL ddx & F Ao
So2, AN uid W e AVE
AFT ol a7 B3 4o} FBASF R 24
ZAkste] wdgth &, shue] tsdE o
= FHEE AVEE e FANEE 2
e wAtET © Aok T (Fornell &
Larcker, 1981: Barclay et al., 1995: Chin,
1998). ol2{gt 71Fd wel, WA Z A7
A AVEQ] AF2 &l A7 #4MEH e +
AN 7 AS g 2usiw o gdA

B2 | oo

off e wju
o,
M
)
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o (F 5dM #9E
TGS AVE Ag2
FAAT T 2t
o o] 7]
e gy

o
s

e

ke o

-

(e]

El
3
al

O

]

2o 5
g
R
32,
2

4.4 FxEH 24
4.4.1 2% d7HF 74

£ 7oA A48 Z2A2 FAMNE S A4
A, WS AAgL, AHET9 4 AdE
7 E FAXE|tHGold et al., 2001). ol
2 AR E NS SHYE 7o AR
, HEA, d#-deog AT Chin, 1998).
(1) 239 22 #e z2AAE 249 ¥E,
3 88 9 B3 59 BE 3y T2 9
| AA(F) =N, (2) A4 AN, ¥HE &8,
TE I F o & 8902 HA A X
ZA2E YEE F fich 28z ()AHBA &
do] Eohxm al AAHIIL HeAl e wge
2 goRle RE ofid, a¥uz oy AA
THo uteh, 2 dAPoAe A He] ZRAxE
4719 12 PANGLR o] FolRE 23 AR
of sjFct oleidt 23F A4 #e] ZIA A T4
ML 12 Fddel did A7 ofd 75
g 7R3 3de NI S A8 Fornell
& Bookstein, 1982 Chin et al., 2003).

Adge] ALY 4714 A4 13 8%
23 89102 WA AARFAAM 2zt dF We
of gt FEBAL 23 FANEA dF 14 8
ole] 71X 9t AAMA = (E 6)dA Ee uioh 2

A

("E. JlN oa

ol

o

272

ne
[12+]
o

ot 2z A4 #e Z2A2E Fste AAY5e
0.4372, AX&EL 0.3976202 =2 7}EAE
7 W A aegka) A48 s 24tz (0.21959
0.08728 %& 7tgAE 7Kz 4. 2, A4
AAde ZAze AAYE, AAEE 24
g E ANES Z2AL 9 HFE /X1 A

= A5 & F g a2lm o33 23 24
29 Ag L 33 U] 4R B 7Y
o gAY dag HoFEr F 4399 g
T T S]¥s F A& 0.4892 M
, ABI7IEA o] 0.6492 7MY &L A#d
Holz Stk aEm FP809 FF gy
0.814, 4¢3 g 0.7639 ¥ 48

€ Ho{F3 St

k!

U

2

L

A

o 2oue

=

(E 6) 27 20219] 7E5A|. XA W Sz

: ; i 3

2 B‘% e u‘ﬁ s

AHYE (0.4372 0.9000] (B8 0.607|RAAA  0.643
AAS 0.2195 0.8406 0.489 327129 0.649

A4 &4 0.3976 0.9022

‘12{_4
o

0.637

9 a2

0.814

>,
A

Lo o Ao
h =)

o
i f
Jote

ANRZ 0.0872 0.7251

0.572|A¢4 §

%%

2
2]

0.763

[3)
43
%2

39344 06302348 0.746

4.4.2 ARG A

[ I

W72 A48
z2Az @ 498 e 65.0%, A48 2
Azdl ® M 8% 4% 8dd BE dEEe
27t 66.2%. 58.2%2 bt gz old@

AT y36A H2% 2007 48



x| Jtpzet X AT AA-e ZRAA7F ZHEEY Yoo ojkle ¥

~3 Significant
* FOATE: *(p < 0.10), **(p <005), ***(p <0.01)

RE=0.662

-~ Insignificant ) 2XIR2

(3% 4) MYl oist 2AER

3 A 898 HE F45USA 24T o
1 66.1%9 A9EE HoAgFn i
o Auge B Q7oA ARy €dE
ojg] HajFa Qi
dd, B A7EF BAdAM @y Z2ha
o 22 23 FHANEE 7H TN dEl o
£ 2o yta 43S mgd Be AL A
g ol8E =& & UTh(Yi & Davis, 2003).
AR, 129 470 FAMNEE 23 2R 3,
3 89lo] AH 23 8ld Y& AR 3
A%, 97 43gg vHedz EFstan(d:
PR3 5> AAYE), Axde /4l e
2 Jelgd ¢ ge A7 Ao weA 74 A
g 7z 9180 47 AY AHe A4
ZaA2d MiXE GEs AT ot it
, 47109 13 FAMNE Aol FAd F3)
F 7 & A 8 9% At
, O3 A4 B4 dgR Bestn
2As7F 349 4 A% (Hair et al.,

A

ra

2o o e

M & ox o
Kl

fuc]

fo

oft
o
[e]
5] o =
N
S
104

o o

dorr e

L

BASAL x36A A2E 20074 4¥

2005). & AN e o 3FE e 23
Ndogrele Z2g HAFT 3o, A4A
Z2Axe 470 89lo] 47 ¥ 84ld] vl
T 9% $9% dart d.

AR, 23 8900A 13 29E AdsAY F&
& AAol A7) o 8o, AY 5% AY
kel 27) Qe T3 vviA 27 RS 4
2 AAse A% 2% 8o g EFES #A
< whgsle o] "ok WA d3d HAH}E =
2314 HEz AA#He Z2AA 474 Aol F
Joll meislojo} ant.

ol Utd 2L BEA BHE AT
A w3 FARE AFIH(YiI & Davis,
2003). wety £ A7 AL 2L 40 &9l
ZeAxz AEd g 23S W RN
o] EgAE 7KW, ARG iTzRe
AN e TzAxe zAdTete] BPAd qF
AL ATE & U Aot tRelM & A7
o AFIRFE EAHHEA, olHF 42| 474

S
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qzy -

atg] ZaAAden 3 BAgo
4437149 A% ¥ =9
TR g Bk 4245 (path coefficient)

o 23A%®Y) A9 342 B $99t 2
2A%E EYus 3505 Aold B4 7

ChaltNE
S(strength) & JYehlln, AFAT g2 F5¥
Fo g 289 o5 yehfe JTrt I

olgig AZA T g FAH FIGL rHZE
Bl 530 F, PLS 7x Ry 7MEE
A A N4 Eﬂi}ﬁ R 2e ArATS
fro) #E22 AR Aoltt, AzAd g
AR R4 s 2R Aol FE2EJ(RHFE
500) #H& AHE-stATHChin, 1998). AtrE
of et /ML 47H] & 89 A e ZEAA
S A AFdn, JPATS vlmstel =T A
olet.

=2

J|urt 2o A A de] T2 A

[H 1] e RSt A48 Z2ALE ¥
AN Helgke B A79 A A 7ML Ay
At &, ¥ AL A=AF p=0.181(t=
1.7494) = AHFE 9 /011*1 o ez
et aglxn A4He 229 74 3ty Z2
Hzd2e Ao B3 58S 98 A4A(p
=0.233: t=1.9326: p<0.1), A4 oJAS ®
g 2& ZA2(6=0.243; t=2.2319; p<

0.05)9 2tz 3 Aoz eyt ol2d 2
B Lee & Choi(2003)9 AF 47 484
e 24#E BHoAFn
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z7 A2 &4 T2ANAE 87T

(H2) & Ag&shes N4de] Z2A2E &
NE Rolgte F WA 7MdE Ao £
A7 AN 18 FAE A Fa.
F, AlE 892 A2ASF f=-0.043(t=0.4971)
2 BAA 948 HolA g%t} A4BE 9
g 47FA st ZEAM A oddx #HAo] e

WA @ttt o]y @ AR= Lee & Choi(2003)
o A% A7 FEHQ AolE BdF3 Yt
s, 719 Wl KMSE B¢ A 2ojAe 43 &
3 AP 2a g RED - A, 2002), A2
FHE Azt AAGL A9 A& FHst
=t g 489 <g&(Kankanhalli et al.,

2005) & F¥ e 71t KMSE =% @7l
Ae A8 899 o 4= A ol
t. ol 279 A4AZLE 2HH AN H
8 M43 A4 F G43leF o] wEel (AN
ob - ZAQZ, 1999), AAY wel 3lof 2—.‘01
FAz 98S FPFo N YE T e A

o qg a7 ¢3E7] fEo2 Holh oM
2 d7dAM 3T T 3309 A9 8

Qo] opd zAo] B AHEIE 5, 2002),
A4 A A4 g Age 2Re ge An
g MAE 45 9€ Ao v

e A4
A 7
AZ2AF $=0.200(¢t=
22396)°i A8 95%4 3 Aoz
veigtth aglu A fel Z2AAe 7 e 2
ENx dH2e AAE5(8=0.280: t=2.8411:
p<0.01), AN&L(f=0.214; ¢=2.1153. p<

ﬂ._
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jivhd
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XAzl JigtrEet XA n|AAYe ZRAMATL 2 EER Y2l olxls 2

0.05) ZEAA0 23 dd3E 7 e
Vel otk og Axe Lee & Choi

[o)

o A Rt oflr
Ry
dg‘
of
rir
N
2
o
ot
rir
=
Fu

™
N,
E'E
oX
(0%
ik
ot

(H4) 2938 2AFz2= A3 z2A2
of &g njA Aolgke v WA /ML JAEHA
th & 243 298 ABAS =0.051(t=

0.5823)2 EAA #od& Holx gt =3
2 a3 AgeRE a3 M gid $AE A
e 39 TEAzoMz TANA RS
ol ZAFE Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995)9
AN A% Z2A2E EY& Lee & Choi
(2003)8) A% A7 dE 24#4E 2dFa 4
o, oj3g Ade 94EY 4F o U 2
A4 gde EAEE T FAPE EHE
7187F BA g1, wetd 2L A4S d55n
gaste AA#HE S0 i 877 BA ¥
B wE Aoz N & & ok

39 A AHA Z=AH~
o = oA A e AEs
At &, HuABIEe A8 8AL HEASF B
=0.185(¢=1.8415)2 A#EFE 90%4 #9
g Aoz Jeyt 53, A4Y5(4=0.256:
t=2.7478: p<0.01), AAHS(=0.215. t=
1.6513: p<0.1) Z2A2A 2 9&< 1A

AYEIT mi3eA M2E 20073 4Y

£ Aoz dehdn Q9. o2 A% AnAY
29 Qo] 717E $45(2003)9 HAATS
2 uazn ok 29 AFIA 4
Qo] 7178 e KMSY 2AAA

®
N
r{o

AA%E9 Ade] 7174d Aoy Adstn o, 2
)

2001), CEOY 72¥d ju4S g 3y, o
A & AFAAME ol F 7
of fojg 2%E AL Aoz wdd
2 H1R93Y AL AAA

B/ & 9Fs viAe AoE Hi

—

(H6) 52 2AAE xA#e ZIANAE &
AANZA Rojghe oA WA e A,
Z  BAAA 8e ARASF p=0.146(t=
1.4368)22 FAA foAe] degptA sttt
au A Fe) Z2A 29 7 3ty ZRAAER
E AZ g2 9319 72 4L B3l ¢l
A1, F8HA w=s AAW#(f=0.273; t=
2.6131: p<0.01 ), 23 A9 Fo4E A
L 2 fFEoly AME-S EAldte 2AAAY B
3($=0.250; t=2.0414; p<0.05) E2Ajxo]
2ty fold 9 nixn de Aeg Jeiygr
BAAAE A8 dqed 459 Z2HE Holn
sxed, fd% 93 JehlA Xg dydMe
A 2E gAA FrlEte A7AE 59
WA F7le o) AAEFe] 43 dda &

d(HEZ %, 2002: Kankanhalli et al.,
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2005). 5& 7199 BAHAA st 2o1gA 2 A
o}zl %45411 SRAG R EE - BRI, 2002),
A Aoln} FAHRD BAA AL vl 3]y EH—‘?-OI
gt gri(o]sd &, 2002: M%%
2 AFeMe EAAAE A
she Aale WEE 249

3 ZRAAE Fetey 2 93 1
2 vepgout, Adde] A AA I
a2 fofstx] @A vebdt} ol
A AA#e] T2 A el 2 ¢

A4 g5} &8 Eixﬂ*oﬂ gk gGaeo] o
71 W&oltt ol FHE /o] mEldog H
& 7H e AAE FhHeedAs sutsle
ol xe] A9 okste 2 il 43dE =
A AdeA BAsA Rtz gled g
o8 Aztal & & Slh dE Bo], 2d 7|7
a5 AA 49 MUY w38 7HY U
FHHEE 229 G L FHSEY 910
A A AN 5 Aol AFAEY A2 aldaz]
AT 53 2& 49 BRI} 4R A B
Py M Ao Bt}

bo

i
Aot 4y M do

(HT7) Arles A BAxe Adde] 24
2o QS v|A Hojgte 4F WA ML A
"t &, AR 892 ARAs f=
0.298(t=4.0362)2 AAFE 99%A FAA
F94e Holm Y. &3], A4 E5(f=0.218:
t=2.5610: p<0.05), AAWA(=0.172. t=
1.8087: p<0.1), AA22(=0.329: t=3.7788:
p<0.01), AABZ(6=0.372: t=3.6283: p<
5 BT 39 ZRA2d {93 e v
de A2 YeERt. Lee & Choi(2003)
A8 AF9ME Nonaka & Takeuchi

2A 29 ol 93
, 47}7‘] LR FollA
@fﬂﬂ")ﬂ?} ER %g]z‘s} K
A

1_
L.
T
hes

mjo
2
fh)
ol
ob
A
ﬁ ot

By
R
_O‘L
e
rulo g

g
zvok

=

o,
R
" ¥ iy
Mo

>,

‘ﬂ»‘ Ao 7+H e Qake u] 1 A

po
i

ke
5
-
(o

g, e 5P A AFe] A 29
o] AN eI FAE HAZd] 9
ate] SPSSE o8t 842 (Tolerance)
TABARRJANVIF) S 712 B3 Ax 8804}
= 0.4373 ~ 0.5840, 393898 1.7123 ~
2.2867% YEht, Hair et al.(2005)¢] #A]
712 0.1014% 107¢e g gE3a4 e —rxﬂ
T i A9 AF7nA AHE d7ra
14749 7Ivtrze AAde] Z2Asde]l 714
| g AEAFE (F 7oA B3z 9o},

L N

(2) A A He Z2A 20 g A3
(H8] AA#e] Z2Axe 239 HoA gk
of A(+)e] 4L ) Aolghe £ 979 oy
A 7P A= & (& 8)elAd He
< o] A2 #e ﬂi*ﬂ_ﬂ_ AE2AT p=0.814
(t=22.6319)2 AFF 99%°MH EA4 &9
Ae Bolu it} m3h, |a#e] T2A|xe 7t 8}
A ZeA2d2e ANYS(F=0.357: £=3.5534;
p<0.01), A428(4=0.390: t=3.8893: p<0.01)
of ZoH g 899 Fo dTFE vH 1 Ye
ReZ YETE. Lee & Chei(2003)9 AHa¢d

FANE A4FF ZaAet 27 Fl4e) 93
2 PR A2 wASRAY £ AFANE A4y
S5 AN2E Zedasl 3R dud ed
92 vlAE Aoz dehith el A8A &

AUEALE H3sA H2E 20074 49



XAZAY gzl XA B2AAHe] ZRMATE ZAEET Mool ojRls Y

(B 7) 7\ebexe} XAlma] Z2hA9| JiHZAE Aot
g o701 AN BT~
7
=4 A BE =2 Hg AN g4 A4 BT
| | gaeg $=0.181* 6=0.055 $=0.233* B=0.243** $=0.114
o (t=1.7494) (£=0.4732) (t=1.9326) (t=2.2319) (t=0.9201)
5 | azes $=-0.043 B=-0.030 B=-0.005 B=-0.040 B=-0.119
s (t=0.4971) (t=0.2801) (£=0.0337) (£=0.3987) (t=1.0287)
N . p=0.200" |  =0.280""| B=-0.015 =0.214*" | p=-0.032
e (t=2.2396) (t=2.8411) (t=0.1439) (t=2.1153) (£=0.2563)
s | nas $=0.051 B=0.060 $=-0.055 £=0.071 $=0.096
T (t=0.5823) (t=0.5699) (t=0.5262) (£=0.6856) (£=0.8450)
A " $=0.185 £=0.256 $=0.215 $=0.056 $=0.056
(t=1.8415) (£=2.7478) (t=1.6513) (t=0.4833) (£=0.4002)
6 | a4 £=0.146 $=0.109 $=0.273 $=0.038 $=0.250
(t=1.4368) (t=1.0552) (t=2.6131) (t=0.3338) (t=2.0414)
f=0.298*** £=0.218** B=0.172* £=0.329*** £=0.372***
J Y 7] 5219
TBRARAE 0362 | (=2.5610) | (:=1.8087) | (t=3.7788) | (¢=3.6283)

¥ FFE: *(p <0.10), "(p €0.05), ***(p < 0.01)

(% 8) X|Ma| Z=2MA9 TXEG0| JHd AE Lo

g | S\ B4 oy 437 oy SR
H7H1 Tolerance VIF

214 £=0.814(t=22.6319)*** | p=0.763(¢t=15.7419)*** N/A N/A
wel | % p=0.357(t=3.5534)*** B=0.250(¢t=2.1237)** 0.4604 | 2.1722
8, 9| 2| wg £=0.146(t=1.4530) £=0.295(¢t=3.0438)*** 0.4229 | 2.3648
A g4 B=0.390(¢t=3.8893)*** $=0.266(t=2.2710)** 0.3866 | 2.5864
RS $=0.024(t=0.2915) B=0.068(¢t=0.6759) 0.5338 | 1.8735

“*(p €0.10), **(p <0.05), ***(p < 0.01)

FEOE FYA dgd o 2 S vAE R

2 yehd, A2 249 AR A9 FdE
Agste KMST %93 dgs &olstA dde
Malhotra (2001)9] o|&4 A7 4&#4 Sle

2348 velFa gk

AHEATE n36R XML 20079 49

o o

) A4BY ZeAse 484 Hgo 3
(+ >4 3% 1 Qolgks & A7 okF WA
e AdEYT &, A4¥Y Z2Ase A2
Ag B=0.763(t=15.7419) 22 A+E 99%
AN $AH §94E Roln Ut £¢, A4
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2] Z2As 7t oty zeAsdze A4Y5(P
=0.250: ¢=2.1237: p<0.05), AWM=
0.295: ¢t=3.0438: p<0.01), Z8lx AEL(8
=0.2666; t=2.2710; p<0.05)°] A-&A s
Lf0ld gog <33+g vy 9
Bt BAHoR HHAARE
o] ~mMy: Bed 7|
(Vandenbosch & Higgins, 1996),
#e] 22 o FAg Hu ZHE %} AxE
A 3w Z% S AgaA @ 2349
KMSE &84 A¥e] AFH 7&?1’\]&%'34 g
o)A Qa% gl TAE B A74%=

HAFa gl ol FEI|E 7]‘?.}'% T AN H
2 Z2A a7 249 A4, old ¢ &8s AT
Z3 ZolE FuUA7Zl dEolgte Alavi &
Leidner(2001)9] o] 22 941§ AA s 2%
g HoFr

g9, 4@ &g 4 Z2A 2 FH g
&, 283 AL e #dAAA dFIA
A& A7) sk A5E EASI (R 8l
A BE uig o] F493E 0.3866~0.5338
2 RF 7)EA] 0.101%0, 38312 1.8735
~2.58642 BF 71$A 107%ez2 vt 474
TEAA 2 gE3AL THHA g

(3) & ,—cxug;,)r

(H10) 94 g5
FE A Aolge 2 ?4 2 WA e
AdEoict. oA st 2t 2] B2
A¢e B=0.514(¢=3.3581)2 AHFE 99%
dA EAH FoHE Helm Sle Aoz ug
Bt

zA AR B (+)9 4

2178

H11) 434 8% 24479 3(+)9

9% WA e
484 o 2t 249
3

2 AFdAM 2od g 2 484
2R frofd GEE A AR e
o} o]E3 A= Lee & Choi(2003)9 Ay
FolMe] z2Fe) o] 2AHA FFE v
v A9 4949 ZF4E Holm i
ESSE tlide& 3 Vandenbosch & Higgins
(1995)9] Aol FA ggo| AHA 224
ol Foet 4FgS vHe A FAHed, 2
E9 HYdror X8 2HE °1-rJ— A,
5‘-349] gt &5 53], dgrde] A
2f F&& X¥ste A9YH ’-'—‘1%
tH(Barr et al., 1992: Pfeffer, 2005):— 1_3
AT AFHEE AR Yt

A, w& ARAAE Holn e AIH T
% 284 g OFTAGE 48] A3t
23 3)8oxte BAA9 ge (FE 9ol
B uhe} o] g et Baacle o] #
7} 0.23763 4.02892, 71EAE HojuR| go}
UE AL gle o Yest

i

I

4.5 op7HETE Y

& WAE *}% e deatA A7zt
zA8 a4l she 2Ye Brler|Rgds ge 3
gel Mg 71 AR RF vlaste o] FL
o) th(Hair et al., 2005). ¥ dFdAE o)

B
3

mlo
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AMZEA JglRxet MATRIAIAYS Z2AA7L ZHEED dotol ks 28

(E 9) ZNHET TAMTE| T 4E A3t

s e - 0% A4 54
w2 Tolerance VIF
10 oA e B=0.514(t=3.3581)*** 0.2376 4.2089
11 ALA g $=0.325(t=2.2183)*" 0.2376 4.2089
¥ FoeE *(p <0.10), *(p <0.05). **(p < 0.01)

Meds AAs e AQEHRNE He AR
H g B3l AUrdd g FAPRE AHE
t & EYsd FEHHS 7t d-bAg did
AA#Y T2AH A 83 8y Ayt 919 njif
dES gFFdo N B A7REe el S 2
&zl sk Aot
4.5.1 547 899 wAEa
7‘141‘131 EZA A7 AT AGAY] 4
7 g 298 dfisE 2y

=
o —’?“*7}‘} A% ol A4 A= depEAU o5
A A HAE G AT 2L v 94E8E 59
gctn #dE 4 1tk (Baron & Kenny, 1986:
Hair et al., 2005). PLSE Al&3 £ 79
XM e ol AFY 2¥ AFE Fitd +3
oH(Yi & Davis, 2003).

AR, AT ZIA27L eAEEd Foy
g agld distd §=0.815 (t=22.5921)2
AEFE 9% FoAT JFE vAE AL B
AET. F WA, Ad#de ZaAxe 2ARTH(
=0.747: t=16.5126: p<0.0)e] HJ3 &
< WA A WA, siEed Ao g o

2.1229: p<0.05), A&A TFT 2 &
g g wAT(=0.270: t=1.6794: p<
0.1). BAl AA#e] Z2A27p 2A4H(f=
0.252: £=2.1890: p<0.05)ol vlA = Ao
A8 7ta3 AL B £ Jot. ek Z9g4 g
F 890& AABE] ZaA A 2Hnete] B
Ae HERHo2 vl (partial mediation) @},
A, olejd Ane] W AzanE FEsta,
AT N Sobel AR Ae R &
o] ZHEHE 0.2901(2=2.135: p<0.05), 4%
A g PHEAE 0.257(2=1.6696: p(0.1)
2 WRFE 5 dFHol BF EAHCE &

g Ao eyt
4.5.2 AX A Z2A 2~ 899 wAEFH

AN ZzAze slEH AFe AR
TH SRS % A% 29 9 A A=
o oS ANTY ZzAs 2o UE o

B0l 22 fed, ANBY Z2AL ago
2] 3719 W A7 Az FPo| taidlA

D z-value = a*b/SQRT(b*s.> + a®*s’)
http://www.unc.edu/%7Epreacher/sobel/sobel.htm
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U foeA @A =9 sgEds Fddte AL
2 o

HA, @] T2A A9 oy g B A
G gl tisted 24t fold HA2E BAF
e TN F gEEs, ggast, JE
21% % 37k acloltt, WA, g Fd ad
A Z2AA(=0.180: t=1.7288: p<
1), %97 85(8=0.203: t=1.8887; p<0.1)
&4(6=0.274; ¢t=2.4501: p<0.05)
Jdgg vAg, zelu FgFEs 29

_Il-ﬂ_l
er

2 8 D o oap rr

Al A el Z2A2(8=0.202; t=2.2580:
p<0.05), #A<A &AF(=0.209: t=2.0244:
p<0.05)3 HgA &F(f=0.193: t=1.7153:
p<0.1)9) fo3 9dgFge Hojm gtk Eg A
2rleAd 99E AAHe Z2AA(8=0.294:
t=3.9814: p<0.01), FF TI5(6=0.256:
t=3.0828: p<0.01)# AEA §5(5=0.273:
t=2.7251: p<0.0D)el 42 fod IS A
o Y.

a7 el A e TaAL S B
YA AS, AX T Z2A27 FYH 9
ol sl p=0.551(¢=5.1475)2 AFF
9% Feld dgS nAH, HEH Tw
st f=0.524(t=4.3665) 2 A1 FE 99%°l
A Fold 9EE nxle AT FAG 37HA 5

F7F A9A g 9dd nAe 9FEL &
oA g2 Ao eyt 1BE A
g ZaAa 82 o FHEH, du
H71e A4 &?,JJr F M g 4 aete
A& gAdstA o7l (full mediation) @t
g o g, a2z oy A ug ATHE
72 FEsn, A e Sobel A AR
2 2 q FEI)EXY9 FodH g h 3t

=
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S
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A vH7H347} Qﬂ% A M
Fr Tt Jehdd, a2la
Bl gl 24 —1°J
°l v«low oo} Aot Sobel HA A
olA Aed g distd 0.103(z=1.7286:
p<0. 1) A2 ool tdkd 0.098(z=1.6918:
7B I EHL B

oleja wETl g AF7AA lar
B, A4 ZzAss 4
Wrzeh 24448 AAeTE 7401
ANAY TR 23S
AR AL 05
2 o] FoATHE A% ¢
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AazHN BEAstgch,
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UdX3le AL HAdF, A+ Efféoﬂ W A%
ABE gokd (£ 10)] B
3 o 2

(F 10y 7Hd dEEn 2%

we|  wm g;jii*m
14| 12 Sjl z%jxﬂi - -
A8 13 fﬁ gﬂi Mgal - gl -
A9 Hs f};i;g?;] el sl - | -
L Rl R G FEIEEIEEIEE
A4 | 1Y ji’i f}‘;‘“i ol | e |92l | -
Aol 30 2 F N/A

e B 2 N/A

A, 4599 AWTEE o)RE 24P
T

AN HY % S Rohe A

S
e
G

2 PPIAY. 2FER 24 449 ARE 74
AN B4 D BE T2 AR G
s} 2499 2, A ¢ YEAQ 2AR5E
2oz g 393 443 G40l A2 Al

AR x3eA ®2E 20074 49

dniofl o|xl= AF

3 = (Barrett, 1995), AAAA AlgdME
NZE otojtfolst AEFS FEsh] A &S
A st Aefsts £3te) AL oife AxIAx
AR vt & 740]‘3} H, 2AAAAN F
e AARLAE FHY 29 AAERE A
AAZA aFHE 4 ]
IR RS ARE ML BEE
A el JEoA FozH 93
Hol} g 5 ANEEE AAY ¢ Y2 7Y
djoF & Aoz Bt

Hade HaALEY A9 2449 g
5, g 59 Ei*ﬂ’”ﬂ FE v °
2 Hol AYAEE

AMEJE} T Xl*‘%ioﬂ g BAAA e
PARAI R SPARARTR ﬂixﬂu ﬂﬁloﬂ ol
&S Holx § n} :131‘@ <

=3 “V‘]‘%“’i 7€ 4 76‘9—71511% 8
Aol A de) A= Bt 5’\l°1
FE Sy 8o veyt Ars
A g5, ¥g g8 B3 § BE ?‘l’il‘)fﬂ

2 ‘/}E}‘qu 131“ O A4y Z2Ax
g AYste 2599, e-Learning, EKP %9
HE7lE 7k A 28-S &), A48 0 /194
gte] A 2#e] ZaAs BN z&sy] AT
AAE =82 a2 3 o8 9, 4 B2
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FollH 5T ¢
OAEH, -3 AR

ZA
Q=g AdF} 221 e-Hi
A AEvte 37 4F 438 &
59 FRo oz uRAd n¥, A2 A4
Y& woEt e-Learning A3zt oledt
g 7l H4A 59 A FL2 olop]
(storytelling) FHHE WSl E Fa, 239
AAARzE T A4S

F237] 45
2 A3} sl ARz ALE x4e EKPE
gaolo] PAATINA T WA 7o Lt
L& 9etn, 1 An2 v owlsly x)2le] H4
Z 59F0. ojg o] HLHE o] FrI|E]
AAZzA Apole ANHe T2AAE ZHA
o8 23d 2 Q52 3 AHALR YoM &
A& MAEE 2gHojot g}
AR, 249 KMSE 1 A28E

29E A8k
§ TR AGE PRI HER0E

H
o

w

BN

AAe] AJT dFHAE o
Wajo) AgehA Rty TeEE
o gith(Garvin, 1993). 53], A4 2419

AL dfob e Atdd AYHA e
tH(Drucker, 1993). 4% ¥ge 224 AA
o] ZHdHE Al A4 tgstrl HE AY2=
Ae A2 A3 E FEsta, Aol FAL,
olg7 slejgo Aol Fstd Bl &S
A7sln Aoz wgslojol vy Rz
7149 KMSE 2@ AA2zae] 394 S
& 738t 4 glojok & ot}

©ft

w2 oy

5.2 22| & Y

B dre
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C ANADE AL 94 ARl A,
g8 U3t FuI|ee] A7t FE5F 8 A3
M (Alavi & Leidner, 2001), & AZd+<= A
@A a8 #FE ARAANAE dEH 2L AR

< Agdd.

AA, AN79E =9, Adgste 7 AF
#ejabe 7R 299 AN ZEA A
AR g v ANAG ddRHe £Y 2
=9l Wt =4 B3}, 7z, wel Jled 34
oo} AQE Zol B AT

A, AAAY £349 AA 9 AEAEA
L T Jlx &4 Aad AR et e nR=
AN @ LA X A FF Axde] 84S
HolZt dE B, 7|E AHE E8Fo=H
2848 FITE FE-AE 2ER 2L A

He) Az EHYE Aua] 98 420l
Bgoz KMSE T#3% Malhotra(2001)¢]
FAA ol F A §8S FEG AAA
FA9 MEA BYE shte dz Hxs
A Ao},
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2
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gl TRt M| AAel ZRMATF ZXE Mto] ojxj= FE

ANz EFetn e 2 2 714 S
7Pt}

AR, & A7l AHEE A7) 8314 (self-reported)
A4A Ao W gAolt} ol AW We
2 FRste o] dARoR Erbseld Hdgd

g I 64

ollE AR, GATel U AAH 24

g AUl 37 Asol A S R B3

A, 2243 858 ARARe 23 U2 2

43 97 298S Y5kt 59 ndol 24
Aoz Az

B4, B A €% AAH B7](bias)o]

25 4% A7E ¢ ) 239 dad

e ps

(1985)8) Aol wre}t & xA 9 distd] & o
SEAE dAdez AFsid. oy g% 2w
A H1 BAYF, AAADY BEA, KMSY A
22 & 3% Z%(triangulation)d +22 ¥y
& ot 224 E4o et 71 F 2R dlolE
€ 4= 4 Pl E 4 g o,

AA, ¥1% PLS 7 A3l sdgts &+
Hote By o via) TR 47t Ade A
FEd iR 7igo] wrhs AozRe dutslal
AE WEst gich B 479 ol 2L A
€ BgeiiA Add d4E $9F dast o

AASAT H36A ®2E 20074 4%
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AN A 21l AR
A, A3%, pp. 65-90.

HAYEEHE A5

L A8-(2000). "AH73FL] AF el A 4F

A AT dYsd? #2949, A4%, pp. 585-
616.

 A9E(2000), "ZAAA FELaA 20 HY B

25

47

A3 xAdGdAR A1E, Als, pp.
91-107.

. H3ld, AA3(2001), "2AY ANAY FHE
(Readiness) FAET 7ol Ha A7 x4

AHHT, A2A, ALZ, pp. 45-63.

AeR, ol8F(2002), T& L Al - 22 7
Ao A47]cdof] gt H7t § BAdo] 2)47]o
Tof vAE A3 B FAA AR AT - AN
8 AAdE Aoz xjaddedy A3E, Al
%, pp. 75-91.

. AAF(2002), 719 W Knowledge Manage-

ment Systems(KMS)& £3F #|4jojd Agd
wAE GeEeold [ A7 FAAFe WA A
FEe] JHF7IE AR st A31
A, A4z, pp. 993-1037.

F45(2003), 239 A47Y TA3 43} AAq &

o
L
o

s

o] 34,

¢ 47 I5APed, e

A (2001), "AE A4ZEG 2HYNE =&

o ASH BEd 2 477 YT A
304, A3z, pp. 957-986.

. WA (2002), 'KMPL: A4 739 AAxEe 4

3 BAoj At AF - Z2d (KOSDAQ)A
BARE ARG AR dHEHAT, A3
d, A3%, pp. 577-601.

SHrE 91871(2003), 718 &= KMS |29
AT A Z2AQ ANFRE 9T AR
Xg 7ike] A A HARAl e A 2 A x4
AT, A14, pp. 34-55.

A%, 4972(2002), A A 281 S &4
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(72 B) BMA 2014 21 (Varimax#ol| 2 HusN F)

o Sgus - Tz

Component 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

CO1 0.0739  0.5700  0.3215 0.2495 0.3152 0.0716 0.1523

1. CO2 0.1291  0.8003  0.2263 0.2154 0.1049 0.1263 0.1858

e Cco3 0.1657 0.7809  0.1501 0.2076 0.3010 0.1209 0.1556

73} Co4 0.1647 0.8105  0.1622 0.1998 0.1237 0.1412 0.2535

C05 0.0477  0.7974  0.1094 0.2367 0.1238 0.2224 0.2374

TR1 0.1461 0.2916 0.1755 0.7241 0.2829 -0.0361  0.0991

2. TR2 0.0748 0.2001 0.2681 07494 03514 -0.0370 0.0101

E TR3 0.2021 0.3138 0.1851 0.7232  0.0113 0.1491 0.1718

T3 TR4 0.1752 0.1311 0.0343 0.7944  0.0688 0.1855 0.2669

TR5 0.2231 0.1704 0.0773 0.8292  0.1309 0.2255 0.1497

LE1 0.2900 0.1972 0.1258 0.0062 0.1211 0.2890  0.6881

3. LE2 0.2579 0.2265 0.1304 0.0680 0.0060 0.1201  0.8062

B LE3 0.0250 0.1706 0.1666 0.2127 0.3398 0.0809  0.7731

3 LE4 0.1644 0.1705 0.0729 0.3087 0.1923 0.1296  0.7535

LE5 0.1381 0.3254  0.0765 0.2712 0.2467 0.3297  0.6396

DE1 0.1519 0.1590 0.1780 0.1115  0.6525  0.0678 0.3838

4 DE2 0.0892 0.2807 0.1742 0.1233  0.7846  0.0909 0.2023

ﬁﬂ.i} DE3 0.3380 0.2466 0.1844 0.1467 0.6089  0.2585 0.0396

- DE4 0.2734 0.1264  0.0407 0.1238  0.7690  0.2005 0.1081

DE5 0.0998 0.0580 0.1111 0.2308 0.7949  0.2575 0.1159

CEl 0.1215 0.1288  0.8571  0.1062 0.0879 0.0926 0.0447

5 CE2 0.1776 02223 0.7376  0.2025 0.0224 0.1456 0.1938

7303%';(]% CE3 0.2066 0.2459  0.6851  0.2012 0.2160 0.3636 0.1861

CE4 0.1119 0.1075  0.7586  0.0571 0.1490 0.3431 0.0974

CE5 0.0829 0.2307 0.6715  0.1492 0.2609 0.3546 0.0780

RE1 0.2038 -0.0164 0.2658 -0.0577 0.1825 0.6039 0.2888

6. RE2 0.1384 0.1468 0.3761 0.0731 0.2672 0.7166  0.2301

BA RE3 0.1459 0.0808 0.3484 0.1994 0.1592 07343 0.1771

A A RE4 0.2024 0.2132 0.1204 0.1018 0.1464 0.8259 0.0577

RE5 0.2188 0.2718 0.1838 0.2120 0.1146  0.6660  0.1554

7 IT1 0.7976  0.1011  -0.0092  0.2202 0.1063 0.2132 0.1692

7&;1 IT2 0.8609 0.1614 0.0197 0.1353 0.1953 0.1273 0.0982

e ~I13 0.8500  0.0815 0.2343 0.1010 0.1622 0.0847 0.1174

2l _IT4 0.6869  0.0191 0.3384 0.2391 0.1339 0.2360 0.1554

1T5 0.7350  0.1481 0.1820 0.1132 0.1593 0.1687 0.2570

ki 4.0455 3.9802 3.9004 3.8807 3.7493 3.7330 3.6755

i (%) 11.5586  11.3721 11.1439 11.0877 10.7124 10.6657 10.5014

KMO 0.893
THAARAA 3252.206(df=595)
FASE 0.000
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o OTRHS 1 - XA Z2MA o O 2 - By Zo}

Component: 1 2 3 4 Component 1 2
PAl 0.6799 0.3369 0.2680 0.2580 MB1 0.4842 0.7228
1. PA2 0.8079 0.2674 0.0796 0.1803 1 MB2 0.4337 0.8124
24 PA3 0.7458 0.2853 0.2488 0.2371 5‘"94.7“‘ MB3 0.4356 0.8027
¥s PA4 0.7795 0.1395 0.2868 0.1660 ‘;}b MB4 0.5227 0.7683
PAS 0.7520 0.2213 0.1595 0.3134 " | MB5 0.4807  0.7486
PC1 0.2726 0.3297 0.2304 0.7330 MB6 (0.3897 0.7912
2. PC2 0.2607 0.3080 0.1682 0.7588 MM1| 0.7825 0.4485
24 PC3 0.4452 0.0134 0.2531 0.6961 9 MM2| 0.8526 0.3967
W3 PC4 0.2931 0.2966 0.2027 0.7782 ﬂ—c’;’ﬂ MM3| 0.7958 0.4928
PCh 0.0521 0.4935 0.1704 0.6779 -‘z‘z}; MM4 | 0.8034 0.5014
PU1 0.3986 0.7425 0.0882 0.1517 " IMM5 | 0.7695 0.4851
3. PU2 0.2743 0.7633 02747 0.2496 MM6 | 0.7076 0.4271
22 PU3 0.3594 0.6928 0.3567 0.2352 IHH 4.9793 4.8739
g4 PU4 0.1649 0.7634 (0.1803 0.2947 BA8(%) | 414939  40.6162
PUb 0.2723 0.6701 0.2752 0.3868 KMO 0.915
PP1 0.1016 0.4490 0.5215 0.2673 TIAHEA 1548.424(df=66)
4. PP2 0.1514 0.2790 0.8033 0.1729 o &E 0.000
A4 PP3 0.3377 0.1488 0.7871 0.1030
H3 PP4 0.1465 0.0715 0.8967 0.1814
PP5 0.2411 0.3175 0.7326 0.2735
IHA 3.9649 3.9232 3.6595 3.5406
(%) 19.8246 19.6162 18.2976 17.7031
KMO 0.913
TFHERHAA 1750.407(df=190)
o8 0.000
o Z&H - =FND}
Component 1
OE1 0.8540
OE2 0.9339
1. OE3 0.8923
27 OE4 0.8679 |
3zt OE5 0.8243 .
OE6 0.8784
QE7 0.8779
A3 5.3724
A (%) 76.7486
KMO 0.910
TEA48HA 716.755(df=21)
Fo 88 0.000
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An Empirical Study on Organizational Learning and
Performance of Knowledge Management Infrastructures
and Knowledge Processes

Hoyal Kim* - Kyung Soo Chung**

Abstract

The products and services of an enterprise are provided by the knowledge which the
enterprise possesses. In recent years, the unique knowledge which brings sustainable
competitive advantages becomes the most valuable properties. Therefore, the ability of
creating, sharing, and applying the knowledge is a critical success factor for existence and
growth of the enterprise. Consequently, the KM(Knowledge Management) has recently
emerged as a new discipline and is generating considerable interest among academicians and
managers. However, it is still not clear how KM contributes to the business performance.

This study is designed to examine the relationship between KM infrastructures and
knowledge process, knowledge process and organizational learning outcomes, and
organizational learning outcomes and business performances. The research model is
composed of four categories: KM infrastructures, knowledge processes, organizational
learning outcomes, and business performance. KM infrastructures, independent variables,
are made up of four dimensions such as organizational culture, structure, management, and
technology. They have been commonly discussed in KM literature. In the organizational
culture dimension there exist three factors - collaboration, trust, and learning culture, and
in the organizational structure dimension there is one factor - decentralization. CEO
support and reward/incentive systems are included in the managerial dimension and IT

support is the only factor in technological dimension. The dependent variable is the business
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performance to be measured by organizational effectiveness. And the factors which mediate
the relationships between KM infrastructures and organizational performance are knowledge
processes and organizational learning outcomes. The research model has been verified
through a cross sectional survey.

The results of data analysis by SEM(Structured Equation Modeling) tool are as follows.
First, it appeared that knowledge process were significantly affected by four factors in the
order - IT support in technological dimension, learning culture in organizational culture
dimension, CEO support in managerial dimension, and collaboration culture in
organizational culture dimension. And the reward/incentive systems in managerial
dimension have a significant effects on knowledge conversion and protection processes.

Second, the knowledge acquisition, knowledge conversion and knowledge application
sub-process had a significant effect on organizational learning outcomes and business
performance.

Third, knowledge processes and organizational learning played a mediating role in finding
out the relationships between KM infrastructures and business performance. The empirical
results of this study that KM infrastructures, knowledge processes, and organizational
learning have affected business performance showed the consistency with previous studies.

This study provides some empirical evidence for the hypothesis that the improvement of
knowledge process by KM infrastructures results in successful organizational learning and
business performance. Such understanding can be the cornerstone for establishing knowledge
management strategy and designing a system supporting organizational knowledge
processes. In addition, the issues raised in this paper are expected to be helpful to business

executives, KMS designers, and KMS researchers.

Key words: Knowledge Management, Knowledge Management Systems, Knowledge Process,
Organizational Learning, Organizational Effectiveness
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