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£ A7E HASQe] #3889 AYATFE WPz HuAAY AYPe 2ZEgo]
AEAE EQLEE FAGRAAS A4FAALE 045 BYHAD. FUE ¥
AE Edste 220 o el A4EN 2 A4 Aol APATAA AgHd
£4F0] ohd AYRelz HRste] EYel AL FHL ZAMSS WA FHHnA
st dEAe 249 10009 4 AZFAZ AR, AEE HE AHE
Z2aYe Ause Fisgen BAot wERND F2eMe BEHYL. AT
A3hg AAne A4F07 ALY =9 GFe PAE 3 =gEe AR
A9aAE Foe Aem UEud. ZAWSRE YA LSFATAL AW
=l FE fAE Aoz BAHUL

L7 e ¥ 25
25y Jlge MRAYT JRAYS 95 FuIIEd L Qe YFo|
U A BEST 22% 982 $3d0. AR/ES 7oA g8s=d o

A 98¢ FR}E FAE FRANEERANo T @A 7199 ARre &8
of ARA2YRNS FgHoln ANH 4 F83(Swanson, 1994). 53
FEA2dMEYo] AEdd A2 FHFEE A2gY &9 2 §A HF5d £
Fgg A FRALHAEA GF Awdd ZA #FEAAV 2. Y FEAS

+» of =B & 1995 T THREETEActe Snatd vl oste] ATFHAS,
o MECfEID A& ZY st



2 eI 9+

dge] Xdn didxze 7ide FEHIT AFHAARE g 4= 13dH
¢l Z A oltH(Ewusi-Mensah & Przasnyski, 1991). °¢] &A& A7 93 =%
9 XY, FIAAHA ARA2Y AY, Z2AE FYU|Y AY, 283 H2E £ZE
dol Aerige Mg Fof Weto] A=) Kok Y oA T AL A
7b o wete] #ae BASE A olun AAl A4 =HHE FAHdE Id
874, 23, adxn =dstels Ut 54 Fol 9%E vIAH(Van De Ven, 198
6). ¥ ATdAME Alzd A 713 JHAA 9L vAE A2" AL
=S ez #d a9 9FE AvrRuax o

AEAzd A L dolguola AX7YPS ARIE] 2 =UHEAEE
ALAHY 2HE AFH . 60dd F2SHRE(Flowchart)9t d&H#olobx
(Input/Output Layout)?] ZAZQ 714, 708l F+24 7]H# 943 do]etu) o]
2(Network Database), 80:dd}e] =2 Et}o]g(Prototyping), ¥HY tulolgujejx
(Relational Database), CASEET, @3 9 AAA % 7]H(Object-Oriented
Methods)ell ©]27] 742 tgd 7]ge] /MEHRT Suol= &7 Hol . 28
U oFdd olgd g EC] AA ARAAYE AEdte GAFAAA ojRA =UH
3, RA 8451 JdeAd g Fu dFE CASE =79 &3 AF(HAA,
AWA, 1992, A4, FA=E, 1993)& Addnes AAFHLRE o]FAA ¥ 3
. B dFE A2dALrE 86 O d%S Fgstn dFEdLE vEes
Fu 7149 ARA2dNEHoe] 2L VIYPES =9 4TS e &Y
< 7Hd AR E T3 BN 2aA @

ATFEAE Fedtd bdF F /A2 29 F v A, &5 7Y FRAX
dRA9 FARAAHANEH] &3 ALHMNLIIYY XL ZAGY. dF
ZAtel Pole ATEY AT BEs FHE 100098 ol Aoz Awst
At EA4, A Y I L UFd RIS vgos ARAXY sfEr]eo]
zZd = %S vAE 2UE FHostq A7 EdE A¢st dFA=
€ o] g3 2 A7 EdE IS



HEMAHI UE S MER SZELHOMEIY Sglo Bt A7 3

B a7 sl olgd wAd dFEEE AANEE ARG #F dFE
Agsiele @43 26 g NsEE gaEx AFe, A g, 288, AAZFE,
nAEI e gIg FES0] AT AFF £oF F 3otk (Rogers, 1983).
Z9ARGNE FRA 29 HAil(Information Systems Innovation)o] 3o A
o7t € ©E & HF & AAFH 2 AL ofyn AR AT =¥ 80l ¥R
¥ o] $kh(Swanson, 1994, Prescott & Conger, 1995). welAl A H A2 =7 g 9
A2ZEHoLrIE =9 A4S AT A O dF FE9] JURL &
& ATE 7122 83 7|E9 AR dFES Hu HEA 4. 53
ANZAEe] AFE) xH9 FA(FA)] #3 LAY AT ZHE 33
g3 BEA G (Unit of Analysis)® FAFst AAZzZ e Ao #d AF 5%
2 235 A9 2 oS A9 #d dTES A¥R A g,

Ao i3 ATE EFIE PHE GFshbivar, 1993) A7 ENEHE
7NE2o2 A3 Al ~E(social system), AHFAI 2" T, Ho2 vdE F Ud
(Rogers, 1983). #Ajdsle] Ade HAATY udd #dHo] YA Rogers
(1983)9] £4o mad godd 7R e AT FFS AFA2de FALES £
a2 AL A7t 95%013E AXsa AEAlAdold A& EAEHAZ A
g3 A7 4 2% WYE X3t gl

AN 29 TALES BHYGLRE § AT EC) AHEdE ¥FETE 2J(EY
3}, AEs}, A8, T3 AEsh), H@EH EGHY, 249 77], 23
o, Etx 29 &A), MAFAREZE, AEUNZE, WH 57), 2RAA9 @
o g AP To2 o)FofA Qon (Pierce & Delbecq, 1977) o3& A4
Eo] HAGAEE Fold FFE "AdE 7€ AASN 2 4FE FHEE
AT FAel Tzt

2AR9Y Hge A7 24 o3 Aol HAW, AN 2ol 2 FHY
& BN e A9 el Halo AT el ohd & Bie AL TR



4 FHE7|e A7

AaA dFo] a9 5EAHE FAEe Aol EAloltk. Downs & Mohr(1976)=
I AR FHE Ao #d dF A9 EAAA(nstability, A7 AFHE A}
olg] d#Ao]l )L HWe 1 YAE 71¥ EA(primary attributes)Z 53
£ 4 (secondary attributes)ol] th& &%, AFE9 433 L(interaction effect) FAl,
AEH FAA A Zoh. a8z 22 EAJES AEAE F de AY
< vigto g HANZAAAMA (innovation-decision design)E AL o] AAE
z3 9] A4y i AgriedS dFsted FEIH FAE BHUg=
A3 AETE ATEH RPHYEE AdY 4 Y= AFS 23 Ao

o]#8]g Downs & Mohr(1976)2] vl#3} A4 o|F 9 AFeo] Tgs ez
FH, A9 7 ATF(GE €9, 7€Yg A3 #3A(Daft, 1978), 533 §
A3 A30A A (Dewarst Dutton, 1986)), A gAY AF(Zmud, 1982)2 Ve
3, YA AADaft, 1978)= AT AHEHUD. € €W, Meyer & Goes
(1983)% Downs & Mohr(1976)2] AQtE& WolEo] Zhzte] A& 3ol B4 9
2 39 2570 wWdolAe 127 AL FEoE Aol F 300709 AL AFEA
o B3 YAAAHEAE o] &dtd Ao £ 2o E49 F3FELEE &4
At FIAHHETGNME ol AN} P d¥t HUATY dAne xS
utgo 2 Jurjsd g FAAFIt o]FA ot

Zmud(1982) A< Alx" 7|d7]&(modern software practices)S Al&¥
AEEA A ALS3 A He 8338 Thompson(1965)2] Ed& o]gsle A ¢
AZ Yol EMe £9 Daft(1978)9] o| 5 2 d(dual-core mode)E& ©] &3t §
Aol FFE 71€ YA (technical innovation)® #3234l (administrative innovation)
oz P B4 ¥ FAEEA OdFo AH 222 AL EA
Fe Joy ABRY AFdEe 239 F2F Ao dAe A9 FHd w4
ol I WATE JMHE FEAHLEZ AAFHUG. A A 2" (electronic
meeting system)©] 3 ZF o] =JHE FAHELE AFATE George, Nunamaker$}
Valacich(1992) = o] FE A Ao A 7]&F A (technical core)oll Al 7| €A AT
s "ol Zleyale 43 =6 F4% 719E Aotz BUrh. Nilakanta &
Scamell(1990)2 dHejetdoj2 AAZYH F AR R T £4(requirement analysis)¥



TEAAHUEL MEE 2ZEHOZIU2IY Telo] st AL 5

=d] vl o) ebul| o] 24 Al (logical database design)®} ¥A& F4oz2 AR (informa-
tion sources)® &JAtAE-9] v} 7} (communication channels)®] 9%3& AlZ(innitiation),
%9 (adoption), A A (implementation) @A E AH Bt BAAIAE Z7 =44
W dolgluojx MHAGAERE ot FHYH JALF wA 7 3¢S g A
€ B9 FAY. E§F Z3AFe AV|(organizational size)®} 71€3 AU (technical
support) & SRS E o] §HJEH, 2 F ¥FE HAIH YA(incremental innov-
ation)®] XA dFE v Ro2 YRt

HAgA] olyet ARVEY =Qd9EE FHLE #Y ¥MFE AT Grover
& Teng(1992)2 2887} ®|F7]14E& ddez doletdo]2 @A 28 (Database
Management Systems) S5 ¢} o] EAS AHuEgted 39 A7), 4F,
a3 ARA2Y FAY R EH] =)dRgG #™o] e Aoz EAAT.
FARE A7 Yap(1990)2 6387] 9F7I4ES WA ez2 HAFH ASARE 2}
Qed Z2Z9 =7, dF, 4 AFE, B ZZA(information workers)] H]-&,
ALAE 9 FA3 Fo] AFEE =94 7dH 21¥8A L 71dS HEAs W
&2 Yelgtl, McFarlan & McKenney=€(1983)& A& & Raho, Belohlav &
Fiedler(1987)& Z 3 PCe #il(diffusion) QAE AXY 229 n{x Y9
AE7F F8% 988 £yPIE AL 4127 vF79E dyez AR A
x4 71EEYHAE 9 TF3§ Brancheau & Wetherbe(1990)+ A AFAIAFA] (spre-
adsheet) Z2 o] =o] &g MUH EA4 @39 E43ded Aol &
(Innovation diffusion theory)ollAl 107§2] 71d& F&3dtd 71U X< (individual
leveDoll Al 1 o]2& ZAAT A3 FEHLZ IAAY AH#E AUH.

A9ARGe YAEY BAY ATSL WA F$ ANEALY A7 =Y
g vlgez a3 o} HAlo) YF& MAL WETEY Aol fAsE, AT
ozt B9Pustd FUY Y AU 2z Eglo] AwrYe ¢, PCY E
g 8 A, delgMolay £9 $¢ 45T A @A IR ATEL
SAHA YurlE HAo e S 2de ALer] wos ANz o
i AF 2de ARIEe] Fstel IS AT AT2 ¥ & A <F
1>& zed 242 Sud 8 71 it SPAFIE APES, 2Ha4, )
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QWSS L LRI FHASE FRI1EY QS F2 Agsn Uk
<E 1> Ao 94&FE viX HETY AP A5 FIHARGHd dF 8%
a7 ¥ g4 95
e #9:
=] A X
Zmud (1982) HAw B A= 32( %‘ii e
sk A= Yo 54:
334
ERERETE
Zmud (1983) ZAWE: AU 744 71, &g
%A
AJdbGF: A 7Y HAadAx
A ZIEAA =
il dig dx= o] O a3
Zmud (1984) Aol Yo FEE %“’;;3' sl
24 Tegudas ’
Z3A A7)
Z3A7Y4ED
ga;fédier“’(‘fgg” ZAWH LS H PCS HAUA
Nilakanta$} Scamell [/NQAWF: JALLE n)H) ERBEEXE
(1990) AR had|
A AZFAYAHE
IHLTF G EAHT
ZHARSE 23 Z7)
Z2AAF
Yap (1990) 237 AFE /v
AYsid 959 F=
HAEE UF = Arge ¥l&
43}
a3
EE RS ]
Grover$t Teng (1992) ZAAF DBMS<] A€/v] 9
AREA HEE
Ao 54 7124 94
. R
Fichman#} Kemerer BAE A B %gz
(1993) A=A
23 7AAA

D etamegofses 554 (control variables)® CHE
) daodoME HHME 20002 B




YEAMNAEHI U] MER 2ZEH oMUY Telof et AF 7

olg} & AFEC] A E FEHQY #AFL 2F9 54L& Fo Yo A
o FARAA Y =JARE GFAI, MAY HA ZAAM7L e EPL Jey
A3 BYPA FEAY dEFZ OdFAXNAY A9 gdFoAA FkriE Ao
o & §A333 =g2FdE 27 93 20U AFAAY HEY 7P,
148 T (Yap, 1990)2 24 U3 8209 xF9 =, A, QALY 4F Bl
2 8 A9 EA(Rogers, 1983; Fichman & Kemerer, 1993)%! A3 o)A, 5
84, 534, 714, AxrtsAd el bRl v AR A AFE, &
3 AFATES ANZAGY ATE 9439 MEdYAN 54 & aHAY ¥
AARHAAE AL ATE A9 o] Fo] AXY: Ut

o] & ZAYAHHIYL YNATFY AL push-pull theory7} dFH o2 AARHXA
23 7 9-(Zmud, 1984)1 A &Ato] &(Innovation Diffusion Theory)o] F R 7)€ 9
s d9sA X3 7 -$(Brancheau & Wetherbe, 1990)l % Vel Qo)
olgigt 7|1E Ede ALY FAE ARy 19 g olH & 7
A ZEATG a2 ZolF S Vo AFEYY EA Ak oG EAH o
T Attewell(1992)3 Swanson(1994)9] ¢t dhvbe] SEWUFE A Qo)
Swanson(1994)2 AR7|&HAFH} & FAFHe Ao|HE uviF LR Daft(1978)9
o]F RIS A3t 4FEd(tri-core model)S ALsATE. 2 AolHL AA A
BY1€84L 7€ V<8 d g ooz EFdVE odde A
A ARV€¥AL g Hadg 9y AEA 2] X(professional knowledge
base)& B8 E e Aol

Attewell(1992)2 71& &4t distd 7]€9 AT aY, 2334, /193 &A%
e #8e AN o AFE AN (knowledge barriers)E 713 2 7|
el Felgloez Feoh F, =dddteie Zled diE A o] =99
#dolgtn Bttt G2, uF W 71499 AArsk(business computing) 25 & 16
WikE Yoz 248 vt 50-60ddiols HAtvlsd dig A RFoz A
287 AQEHAL AFAAZ F 5 &0 dF Mu=g Soy, AR =
2 ol A=A RAMH2HOE AAAH] X(self-service) & &-83l1 Alx"
% AA 7i¥(in-house development)3tAl HJoh= Reolvk. 71&9 #H3 <) 7

o ol



8 FEIs d+F

AAZ FHE A% 718% HIZWH"(Knowledge-Barrier Institutional-Network
Approach)& A A3 Attewell(1992)2 AR7ZIEEY FAAL G AR AN
(signaling)7} ol gt =2 2] o] F(knowledge transfer)22 H}oH ol T & 7]
YAV vl PRIIEL Y JLFAHola BU|RY A& FHE 837 Wi
. & A7 Downs & Mohr(1976)¢] A2 A, Swanson(1994)3 Attewell
(1992)8] H2WE o83 7|nez 3o dg FdA AFELE AA T},

Il 97ad ¥ Jhd M

ATRHL <Y 1>A AMAE urel o] BAEYE AddAoly 7B A
< =3 E 239 dA AHFEFH Eddtee Ao aFde AAFEFY
A7F BAEPY AEs £97)7ke) 4L nAdE Aot ad: HAEY9
A BV BAE 2YAS2E 220, §0d =249 Pds, =
SEIARA 58 TFNAY. FAZHY MEe g8 2o

<ag 1> d3rd

A = A 7o) 9 A £9 9
A= AE/Eq 717

EX RS
249 27|
CREROEE DI EE !

z29 24FQ 54




HEANLENYES] M2 SZEHo7HWoiY Tolol e AT 9

dE71e9 L =Ystale 239 AHFEH 2 &€& UANE FUe §
&5 8oly A3o] F83ltk. Cohen & Levinthal(1990)& dAld glo} AAF =
el FreYe FoAE A2IY F HAL A4, At MA=de
Adelt 29 FHild dizgt FFTEHo] F2AY ol olHg AAo] drAHE
3o vyl BdolEls Aotk Attewell(1992)9] FHNA BE AF 34
Fohel =7 FEFF o] A dojdrie RAF =& Zol &k o
2e AAFN A= il FAE HPATE PAH T2 EAH o2 gy
of gtk dE& 49, A1 A} FIF AL Ao F9-5H9 2 AL A
2] 9] gdF Hole] o3 o]Fo)Fth= B (Miller, 1982, Dewar & Dutton, 1986),
ZATAAe =g MdalZE(member professionalism), 71€3 A 2)7)q, AF3
ol gAldl 34 9% 1A= #3 (Becker, 1970; Zmud, 1984; Damanpour,
1991) Solt},

7Hd 10 A2 G Axrt

< HAxdY AxE
7Fd 1-10 A AZ e HEs} @

=
F& A=Yt %01 E}

o >

z39 A7E JAATANA FAMS(control variable)t FFAFZ A dF
AA AFEEH g £H Ve AW FAYNY 4FAYY A agx =
Ao Fxo4E A= AW (surrogate)®l B4H S 7FA3 lvh(Roger, 1983).
9AREY JAATAMNE HAPAFE Whisler(1970), Zmud(1984), Yap(1990),
Gordon & Gordon(1992) ToA AtgHAeH, JRAI2E FMe % %(Grover &
Teng,1992), BR A2 42 (DeLone, 1981), 2ZEs]o}s] T<(Ball et al, 1987
/83) T FFE WAE ReR ENIURR.

7Hd 20 23] E4F A FEE 4

7Hd 2-10 Aol E8 YAEJ7INE EETH.

HAATA Qo] 2Tz} #HA W42 U3 centralization) 9} F 4 SHfor-
malization)7} 7] 4 (organic) Z2 3 7|4 A (mechanistic) £ 2] &7 #AY
AEJRATHSFE T4 gk, a8y JAste] il d§ 92 A8t
Al ZH(initiation)oll & &9 &E#E 7HAY E<{l(adoption)l= 49 &EHE 7Mde
A& (Zmud, 1982)¢} Al RE dAld HAA &9 EHE 7 (Damanpour, 199



10 FHEJE HAF

DE AAE Yo Aok qAEA AR 256 AFIEFE 279 A4S A
35 i1(Roger, 1983) A ALE X e AT Fd9 £dsr €44
olgtx H ¥ (Thompson, 1965)F2tel A7t oA oz ¢ Bt & + 3l
)}, E=3F Damanpour(1991)2] HAldFo] #E vielEAAd M x FA9 A
7t AAH Yt

7Hd 3 1 84l =8lae #Ao JUFEFE HAEYY FAEE Eoh

7Hd 3-1: 84l E]i#A ol JAARIFE PYAE Y7L soldnt.

Z29 AKFH g T2 AL (professionalism)E F/FA 7] L(Pierce &
Delbecq, 1977), ZFW 71€A4 AL & F7 10K Dewar & Dutton, 1986). =%
721G 58732 AR A ol A(communication)& F&E3A 3 AL 7Yl =
Pt E88 FtH(Miller & Friesen, 1982). Belohlav & Fiedler(1987)% 25X
4o A=rt 2AU ARV ZAFAHY 9L X Aoz BAFHAC

7Hd 4 2A9 ARIIENLEd dE ASFAERT S48 YUY

Axe =oh
714 4-1 0 23] FARV)ENEH dE AKEFAFAT E45 HAUES]
717kE& Eoj e

V. A9 2 Jh-dAd
1. o7k

A9 YU AZES ] /LY BAATES vIF o2 1878 AR
60t e ZIYEEH HIY AAMAY/IYAAE o 2= Aoz AFH 7Y, +
z3 71¥, ddd riger ¥ 4 A AFFH VWA 723 YPL <H
2>0] BAE A o FdlA 719 Relational Database, 4GLs, CASE, Object
-Oriented MethodE& 2%t} Decision Table(McDaniel, 1968)3 Decision Tree
(Magee, 1964)= S} EF¢ AHLR 71z A7 4 ©& AF3E Yehlles &
Al Z2A A9 A 3 (process specification)?] X 7F(Necco & Tsai, 1987)= &
= 723 7Pess EFE & Aok



YEAAHI{UES M2 2ZELoZ/iYr|Y Tl 28 dF N

AEA 7197 723 7197A TN o)fE o JIWEe] Mgd AE
LAHAT Zigdel 2 7EE =Q4FIA ¥ S A A=Y diate] H7)
o} & o]t} (Tushman & Nelson, 1990).

dFHHezE FU AzGA F FELol 10008 o) 7YE ddes AE
AT7E FHNAT. AFH 7de 2VE FAY olfE ATl wel FrA X
=9 EEAHEI dEN(EFS, BAID, 1994), T4 F$ FrAN2d0E
gol gAY BRI} ofF zy1dAd e F$7F ol guigle $9S 7]
¥y Gy "WEelth Mt FF7|GAHE dHolelulo]2E AlEsto 281
A AERE7IE S AREHAL, 7199 ARA2HEAN AuA2H0Ee] HYA}
E SHAZ AEo #AEHAY, HELS HEAFHI olzn HEUWES CAo
(Borland C++ ver. 45)& AHg8te] ZHFH Zzaygog 7jwste g2zl AAst
o d$HAY, AEZEIPL FF DOSEH #Z Windows 3189 74 4
Yrteutd 2 THEsojgoen HELSEAY HAFEH @A LA AYsd A4S £
UAEE st HEZZIAL /ML o)fE 18719 £ZEH S ALy A
A& o8 FEo] o AT g w Fojd AEFES AAdoksing &
A EF4 Jtedel 21 HEAZ AAE A HEFo| Bel $HE°) A
Aoz AEHN7] wWiEeltt. E3 U7 HFEH Aute] #E A& 71A
I UAE Aoz gyt AEEZ2ORE AHEs=d oz gl g A ARt

AEZZIOPEL AL Mg 3 dgd 1098 ez Aoz Ag=ge
o Z2adgde L FY AMEAY oElg B 430 A FASHT. F£ARe B
g AEEZZIHS ARAY 3/ 719A FrA2AAEHY] FHAAE ez o
Al B Ze 2 E(pilot test) & AFPste) FE g a7 2 Qe ¥ o) X(interface)
de] AN & A JF HEZ2ZaYLE S
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<E 2> A X 187 AZEHO] MErEH #E A7Y £F

Necco & Tsai| Jones & Amett | A4 3 FAZ
Colt(1984)*
(1987) % (1993)%x* (1993)**x
Input/Output Layout AEZ
File Layout AeR
System Flowcharts AFH(1) HEH =3 g
Program Flowcharts AE3() HER ¥xg
Decision Table AEHQ) |AEH/F2H g =g
Decision Tree 23 %
HIPO Charts FZ A TE3 x3 X3
DFD TZ7 TZ3 % bA
Data Dictionary F23 TZ3 ¥3 %
Warnier/Orr Diagram 2z FZ3 g g
Yourdon Diagram 3
Pseudocode FZ3A 3 X3
Data Normalization F2A
Structured Workthrough T23
Relational DB
CASE
4AGLs X3
Object-Oriented Method

< NI E MEHIYI TERHIIYLR Ukl MEH Ve oAl HFEol MM
719, 121 EH(NZ A, 2MH2[HXSHQZ EA)RE L5Uch
= JHEIIHE MEN Ty =N Yoz LisAch

o AW E BRSX AT AL

M-S AAsted 283 AFELS g5 Zo] FAHAAYG. JAE ANF A
AEE 719 AYFEFH Ao e e AXFERY A& 58 EEE AME
3o FAsAT. JUAEYY AxE d5H 2L AN A2 FHSFAT (DA
33 o QxS 2SS 4% Fold, Q=YL 2y Fold, @] 71H¥E
dHstn oy FF =L 1 F3 UG, G)FAAC AL oUd EAE A
€4S ¥ 3, 6)°] 7IYEE BET. HAEYP/L MEYPYY =9 A=rt &
o] AXRGAF 2, 3, 42 FF FAEAA ol AA L8HAJIAY =He NEF
2 FA%A. 239 Arle 239 JLdTE FEE MR R, §Ad =92
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Hel AAHE =g Ae] 4dHoz Bag AAWAY & s FA)
@A eSS YA A5 we Aoz 24HUn 249 DKEATAE 4
BAAE ALYT FAA QUG A AgoA A5 E FE2 g

28170 Wi AzAA F 587 dAZE SR L, AEde] obd 4AGA, HE
E74A vt A Fe 6/HGAE AT BHGAL SFo) AREYA AHEHMU
AESH 23e 4EE vXd d2E0d(text file)Fe2 dEZ2a] 3
gade AFAZGHAEE 22adH WS 2 $EALE HdEHaAez
34 7142 2870, F PCEAT(RHYY, stold, D)Lz A 7142 18
M, Qe Wdg ol &3t AT 71dL 2 AT

e 8w

437 AZPAE dAEE dHEd AA/A7He] 31.2%, dF/AAFA 16.7%, 3}
F, AZAA, AF Fol Z+ 104%, 71A} AFHe] Z 63% £L2 o]FoA gl
H(<E 3> FxX), FALFE B9 100041 A 50008 Alel7l F ORAHE=E 2HA
i glth KE 4 F2). $9A9 IFFAH £EE RY 4899 94 A4
o] FAolRn e, Yoz 30t} 407t 90% o]l dE o]de]l o 80%°]H,
g Hgo] o 80%E AATL JH<E 5> F=).

<E 3> $HVIYEY AxEAE X

AzYA T2 IRt T84 & (%)
A2/ 7] 15 31.2
AR/ H 8 16.7

33F 5 104
AFAA 5 104
A& 5 10.4
714 3 6.3
| oF 3 6.3
7] € 4 8.3
A 48 100.0
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<E 4> $E7199 FTHLF X

Y £ Nx$ FAH & (%)
1,000 - 5,000 43 89.6
5,001 - 10,000 4 83
10,001 ©)4 1 2.1
$HA 48 100.0
<E 5> S99 AT EAH EX (n = 48)
G} o
A
44 48(100.0%) 0
e s AR e e
2(4.2%) 8(16.7%) 33(68.8%) 5(10.4%)
. 21-304] 31-40A] 41-50A4] 514 o|4
= ° 4(8.3%) 30(62.5%) 14(29.1%) 0
. At w2 3 w3 o)X}
4 (83%) | 5 (10.4%) | 22 (458%) | 16 (33.3%) | 1 (2.1%)

AN2dEN D AN dutEoz Al4se HAIYPe2ZE FRFH HIYo] 271
Al 22373 2H(Systems Development Life Cycle:
CASE E=FAHEo] 104%, €3 (Prototyping)dZgol 4.2%, HFA-EAAANEnd-
User Computing)#7 F4o2 MEPE L FF3tc HHAlE (Information Center)
HIYol 21%E AA A1, kel FoHe g MLstsie A2de 43R4

%,

SDLC)e]

o2 HIWE Ad9ste 7o) 71 £2 375%E AAFARKE 6> F=).

<H 6> IWtHo = ALgdte Alad BA 2 AA e

18.7%,

Az BN dA 429 e T4 ¥ &(%)

T2 FH 13 27.1
SDLC ¥4 9 18.7
CASE =7 A& 5 104
Prototyping H <% 2 42
Information Center H24 1 21
dutd HEWHL gl T2 HEd) o oE 18 375

3 A 48 100.0
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A= AGA F2 AHEstE Z2ad7 doj2% COBOLS| 541%2 7+ =%t
o5, RPGZ} 125%, =1#i C9 BASICo|l 42%®e|1om, FORTRANo| }
PASCALE AH83te 7192 YATHKE >F=).

<HE > A2d" JEA F2 AMESE Tz o Ao

T2y Ao LIRS TAH] & (%)
COBOL 26 54.1
RPG 6 125
C 2 42
BASIC 2 42
FORTRAN 0 0
PASCAL 0 0
7)€} 12 25,0
A 48 100.0

187) &2ZEdo] A7k EUAEE <E 8> AAHY U, AEH 7y
< WEstE Layout® Flowchart:s SA3 713 RHH oz AlgE5 Qon 7=z
] 71'¥& tE3te DFD®} Data Dictionarys 50%°]4 183 Data Normalizatio
n& 40%0]4o] AHEE i Uk AU 7)Y Fole DAY olE Mol AE 70%0]
e TR AHgEtn den s A2 1Y AMAGINHL 23%7) AL
i A =EYE ZAAsY APFoAY UL 3sa YE 7P duF v
HEY H&o] /b woH, © o ALEA ¥E JIUE YA AEFH sy P
3 7199 Hl&o] %t Warnier/Orr Diagram, Structured Workthrough, You
rdon Diagram, Decision Tree 52 T3 7|9 G} QA= 713 de H
o &34t
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<E 8 2ZEdo AerE AEAEY Nxs HE

At ul-&(%)

S/W 7Y 1]/ 2134|1516 1 2 3 4 5 6
Input/Output Layout 33 1| 4| 71 3| 69 0| 21| 83| 15| 63
File Layout 33 2| 3] 5 79 0| 42} 63| 10f 0
System Flowcharts 36 3] 6| 21 75 0| 21| 63] 13| 4.2
Program Flowcharts 25| 2 51 12| 4| 52| 42 0l 10| 25| 83
Decision Table 9 1| 14| 5 19| 19 0| 21| 29| 10{ 40
Decision Tree 51 1 13| 5| 24| 10| 21 0] 27| 10| 50
HIPO Charts 5| 1 18| 8| 16| 10} 21 0] 3| 17| 33
DFD 26 2| 3| 7| 6| 4] 54| 42| 63| 15| 13| 83
Data Dictionary 20 1| 3! 6 5| 8] 52| 21| 63} 13| 10| 17
Warnier/Orr Diagram 1 21 7| 1] 371 21 0| 42| 15| 21| 77
Yourdon Diagram 6] 2 12 2| 26| 13| 4.2 0| 25| 42| o4
Pseudocode 9| 2 13| 5| 19| 19| 42 0| 27 10| 40
Data Normalization 21 2 1] 12 12| 44| 42| 21} 25 0| 25
Structured Workthrough 8 2 9 1] 28| 17| 4.2 0| 19| 21| 58
Relational DB 34| 31 7| 2 2|1 71| 63| 15| 42 0| 42
CASE 14 5| 8| 12| 1| 8| 29| 10| 17| 25| 21| 17
4GLs 2 3| 6| 6; 3| 8j 4| 63| 13| 13| 63| 17
Object-Oriented Method | 11| 7| 7| 15 8| 23| 15| 15f 31 0| 17

3 A 328 | 33| 42| 161| 72228
THIES 1 AFRE, 2: EYZW/AESE, 3: Y33, 4: g¥2 TYIHUS,
5: 0 ol AI8g, 6:7/HE 28
2. 7IH A
<E 8> Jehd 4870 7149 1870 S/W /EviHE S F 864 ¢ F 1
7708 §AEYT BdE HEAAAN AHSEHT. I olfe & =& 7|E M4
9l A A zlole} YAEJAALe BAE FHH o] AHAelE FHE F U=

Sgel 3714 $7el @te] AR A5 dEolt. =YE AAsL %
ot MEFY AEN, £9e TART A& FFUD), AT FF £
& s dAE gou BYOl Ut AHE 8> $F 49 AFHE A 161
A % 1020tk webA % 8647) €% 3 WA AF SWe A8sn UE 3
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%, 3FEYe LA g3 oW BYE HE A, ool Aged o of
AAESA e Fe, 39D G JWe REE S & A4ARFAN A
ek,

!

A =909 A=7t FESEFA 449 7ROl distdE w8 24 (Discriminant
Analysis)E, 4% EY47|0E FEEFE 3 vl9 M & FEE4 (Path Analy-
sis)& o] &3t /M-S HAASHAT. WEEHLE SYISFEY AYAFE =58
o 2FE TEIE FAVIYeE B A7 /MY AL IMNIE(=YEF/AETF,
=gxd, #AU)E FES Y %S vAE W5 E Folok 2 279 wd
& (discriminant function)?} =5 3At. ©AA ¥ (stepwise method)® Wilks
Lamda® AYr|Eoz ALE3le AAE ¥4 Fad &3t #5414 (sta-
ndardized discriminant function coefficients) <3 9>¢j AAIH] vt HIEH
Aol mad i AH o], JAS, A{KF™Y Fol &4 2FE FEsted 9%
< A" 2379 FL YFHA XA <F 10> ZF 258 9L |
Ae de JFFES v Ao JAAE HEF4E 281 &FIRA
7t E4E =99 AR 28 € F Ao, AHA0)Y HEL =JAZAA/AHETF
IFS =Edud JFEY oy #HE MR de 2Fel 3 2F F M
ot 7t HAE BAYE JelAE Fivh. wEA A 18 FEFHoE A
A=A & F 9len, 714 3, 4 AAHAIL 7HE 2+ AAHRA 234

<E 9 3/ 2§ AdEYe A9

. XE3d BEEgFASF
A Hae F to enter | Wilks’ Lamda
Function 1 Function 2
1 ] 2] x} 0] 7.24 0.92° 0.84 0.69
A3 5.83 0.86 -0.79 0.35
3 Z5FEH 5.66 0.81" 0.58 -0.63

" p < 001
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<E 10> & W49 254 P33 FFHR

W EdER / 4¥F | 21¥F =43d9 ZdE 73 dE
2] 4] 2} o] 3.48(0.80) 3.76(0.96) 3.18(0.84)
A3 2.61(1.46) 2.98(1.33) 3.17(1.34)
Z&EFH 84.88(83.95) 65.85(87.36) 47.43(46.26)

A Aztol} =AWFLEL £V dd 9FE FAHoZ AHEY) Yy
AEENE o) 43Ht. AREANS T QAR olFojptd A @A RE E
HEE o83t =97zt dig AL S AAStY APERE 389, 1
gg dAE Aol FHUFE ZAWSTES AHEElY HARA S Ay
Aol E wiAHZE ZARWTFEY] =7t i@ APEAE FAHING. A=
B4 292 <& 11> <& 12>& 24, Jdset a{KEFJAFA, A ate)7 =9
7130 AFHo® FF}E vR 1, 23 Av|E AHAoled HAFAHL 9§ nH
Aoz e APEIAE 9 F45-E 2A8A Rt F Az}
245 1233 A7 3EFE 2Q7IRe Iy, HE 1-19 JHd 3-1
& AAHAI, 7H 4-19 B¢ LEFRA0] E55F ZWIIRE FrhEq A4
B BdEHE 92 Jendg, J1Ad 2-19 39 2 foidol ARHA BEaQe
U <E 12> B2" zFo] F5F Aol A AAHE Aoz EHHYY.

rr

N
—_

<E 11> 2L A FEHUF = Y7L
4

FTEUF EYUIT
sguas ARz R ET st A
z329] A7| 0.1371 -0.0650 -0.0534 0.0187
a3t 0.2483™ 0.0570 0.0535 0.3588"
& F A4 0.1846™ 0.0119 0.0827 0.2792™
A A} z} o) 0.2722" - 0.0504 0.3226™
*p < 0.01
Adjusted R-square = 02131 F = 129175 p = 0.0000
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<E 12> a#HEs 9 A FEHAF = A4 Ho)

F&595 AHR
sgus ARas Nz A
Z3e] A7] -0.2389" -0.024 -0.2629"
ks 0.2097" 0.0337 0.2434
mE: S L K 0.0438 0.0967 0.1405
*p < 0.01
Adjusted R-square = 01047 F = 7.8627 p = 0.0001

V.E E

g AZAAY LZEONLIY AHEEET HAY FAE AFEES v ud
B AT 37193 2AAZI7E ol s EFstn 1 AAvt dAZE b &g
A 4 ok vF 7Y 971 E YA 223 Necco et al.(1987)} n|= 7|14 87
ME HE2ZT Jones & Amett (1993) 23 @59 A74st 39 ¢ dutrid
133708 Aoz AT G432 (1993) ZAHEN die <HE 8> AlAE B
AT AFE vlwsd AEAH 7Y Input/Output Layout, File Layout, System/
Program flowchart %°] 93] d& AM&HI lew, F+23 7|Yo 2 DFD,
Data Dictionary, Data Normalization 5°] %<& AMSRIEE el Qltl, AF&4l
=7t W& 71¥9 %% Wamier/Orr Diagram, Yourdon Diagram, HIPO Chart 5
o FTFHE LAY F At Al2" NEA AESE FE T2 dod
AN E Jones & Arnett(1993)2] A<} vlistx]2 COBOL, RPG, C, BASIC &
XMz detkt. v57de dadezg 2AMAS S & AT 2AME T JojPE
Decision Tree, Decision Table, Structured Walksthrough $ol =7 ulsty
nF71do A ARz}t AMRRIETE & Holth, o]} o] dFoly Frlo 3
A AZEdo] AL7IYE ALGEFo] dAZ KA AL st 71Ye] vt
Al2d T H&E 5 3, st=dolg A" Advde] mE F AFA
g F Il AN I BEAE B8] o Aoz Folhun,

HMARARE FHRY A A=V 5&4F A=Y AT @3, =9
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Z17% AojAl= Aoz BN EHo] Rogers(1983)2] 293} Damanpour(1991)2] 4
27 dAFES & 7 . JAEY ZAo] ARALYUFA R HuAY
FolA o]RAASLE YA T AR 5Eo| A= L(Rogers, 1983) 2 A
22 =4 (political process) oIyt P38t Fxo] F&FL WA ¥ o} (Zmud, 1982) F4
=99 A= 7T FFE VA& Roeg Fojdd

A HApole g A YA el7t E4E =U7ITLE FUMse Ao BAHJUL =
dAEA JodMe =PEY/AEF 28T =418 2§ F aFA ol A2
Zpol7t 7HdolM AAEAUZ FEE vAY AWUA 2§ =94 BHE HAn
A BF(BAIE) AHACIZL 71 @A Yl F9 FAAHQ] 40 o€
<E 13> MR AEE 17770 EEY V1Y A Hole HFEFL £AUR
Uetd Aoz AdA 71 4747 7 w& AAAolg Hela glon 19 F=x
H 7183 AFTH 71¥e] EAFHY Qo 370 259 AUl 7Yy TANEE R
W =QAA/AHAIFT 159 545%, =Y E IF9 67.7%, 2 BAIEFY] 216
%E AAs Jon, Y)Y HFo]l ¢ 39 57 7P ETFARE =92
A48T 1§99 152%, =918 2§99 7.1%, 2331 FAIEY 265%F 3A
s 3o aEE #HIFAA o AAxtele Hio] ¥ AL A Aze)s) &
71¥e Aoz AA EdH i ARtel7t AL ¥ Eo] AUFHoz Bol
E3Ho A7) HELE FEolHM ol AXAo|AfRtoRE £ HAEE BT
Agsl7lE dHve AL I S FAIFC 99 2L HFE A EE]
Bol X¥Hol SlE OFE B AT Ag2E AYsy] 0. a3y &9
HAEY ol F 4 push-pull theory(Fisher, 1980)7} slute] A& A3 &
F 3. o] o] wWEd HAEUL Yo U BeAH(need)d} 2 FY
(means)dll tig Ae] T o TA(g B wdA =EUAR/ANALF 18
I =437 2F2 A9 oA a9 AYe] FEEL Y FLE B F
A3, BYIF ¢ 9849 Frst @B =R ES Bdn B $ Qo
O 7IPEL £2ZEH Jde 9F, FARSF £olA, AFALAANES
o] XA ZL2 FHEL 7HAI o] 1 da/Ado] 9 A4= UAW, BAIF
o X 7IYEL Fuyez 7z JYd AFTHI Yol Bon Auy Y4
g3 2 FHE B2 & Y 2 . FUHez v & $ Yo o
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< e ABAHE FF A7 A4 )7t push-pull theoryS FAlo] &
3t AT EYE o FAHOE 7HE Ao HUuL

<E 13> £2ZEdo] ML dE AHAolg HTF

S/W k7| RlEg A A Apole] B
Relational DB 11 4.00
4GLs 11 3.73
Object Oriented Method 25 3.68
CASE Tools 21 3.52
Program Flowchart 4 350
Data Normalization 12 3.50
Youdon Diagram 11 3.34
Data Dictionary 7 3.29
Warnier/Orr Diagram 7 3.28
Decision Table 11 3.27
File Layout 5 3.20
DFD 7 3.14
Decision Tree 11 3.10

_ System Flowchart 2 3.00
Pseudocode 12 3.00
Structured Workthrough 9 2.89
HIPO Chart 9 2.78
Input/Output Layout 2 2.00

k2 Al 177

£ A7l HAE]] 4T #HUIY FodT ¥ vAA Eie Aoz
Uetstth ol B dA3rt 239 AV|E 100080149 WS ez o|Fo
A Aoz Ao AHES AUG AYE BA Yo F4B g% HAR
Y& OE AA B AFATF7 FA0AH WA S vlEst 2§98 A
€ AAs3 1ol (Yap, 1990, Grover & Teng, 1992) &9 A7|¢} A X E o7t
7199 =91e TRt Foldy] Boe d7ide A A A7 AYE o
T A= & 9FS vXA guETn EAY dod dAFd oi TAHO
2 qtEEHor & AeZ FHMH ol & Aot Yy A AV|E 7EY A
Aapol g QAstedlE 9IS vAE RoeE HZEN Af Jedrth<E 12> F
F). F U749 BSedx 2Fo] E48 XAAole FHA AAHE FAFE U
Wi gl



2 FHEIE dF

& 24% YuEqe A gou 1 =YMTE 28 Fs
£ Aoz BAEY. m4EAC NUEYS FAsE Re M ARG =
I71zkel B7hste Ae A44d odigel HeETth RUAZ 1 A2 B 4 3
£ A& ATEYY Aol AdFeld FWske AeNUEE FYAYY =
Ao} 27)% REFAJNE 24UAZ 3359 A2 JUAE dgHo
2 Agso ARYANEYL A¥sted ARE ¥E & Ahe HoltHMeyer &
Goes, 1989). FHAZE REEAFAS £U713 Aol B AFR Do) Egs o]
A G& WA EAY FSAE Ak A8 Bol ILEATAY AN} &9
BAE AL we ARH EYIIRY 9FE 2AT £E ok AT T4E
3 £9071zks] BAE 2oz AFA FHs )k & Relth

VI.LZ B

2 d3es guZ2AMHADowns & Mohr, 1976)E o433t x| 23 ojstA
(Attewell, 1992)2 = AZLAY M2 AZEH O AL7iY =& o=
s Bt AAFArt ALrEe =]l %S vAre s =EJQEGE
ARARHAE Rate Aoz Jent ZAAFERE JAZS a$FIAFAL
N7 =l F8& uxe Aoz 45U,

2 477t 7HAE d9e ZHEE A, ANZAYH 2L JFTFEAA gAE
2E€ AFsed o] 7N1EY AFAAVE e EAAS ddse Yges AdE

HAARHEAZ FERLE #d @4e dFeve HEE 47 A9 gled B
ATNA olE AFEA ATHAZ AHEEAT. FLE Ao =YstE AUl
Y 719 m2 g2 d4dde AL JAZ & o FFATAN §LAZAAZAEA
= JAEYE g7 o 99 HEH R & ReE AAZAY. EH, R
SYPUL AZF Ty A= AE Fol vl A gHelnz A Yo} g
o VY WUFE0 FEI7e =4S dTFsted AHgEHAY o Aoy 7
&9 FEAESY UAFEC 2 HE 2HHA R & ATFAME A4
o7t 2 AEYE dBstein A=ges 1 7Hde] fede FEHeE A
AHAJE wlRRoz HdES wHz 7€ HAEAI} ol AFHZZIHRS
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AR ot HES ZzaPoz Awslol dotE Bue AT FYsE A
TAE AHEdE ARUE dPRAY ARE MY £ Y3, AEFO] @Y
Bl wE bR Y o Zdrt Ao Eo 53 $A%E ol4dtd $ERge
TAY F UL ABEHA 9 = x¥E A 29 § AT FRFAGo)
A stg ol wat FFEFTAE o] 8T AERAMYE dY g458d dad

€ 479 @#AZE ¥4 AE P4 EAUBLE UE 27 BFe FRoz
Reg 487171 osifde etk d& 29 JARE 28 71&9
e dERYE SASTE AT & god A dAAAGA RS AL
AT £ 24379 IKFAFAE ZAYR 2] WG] AYo) A
B mEA 2 A7 A o dulslie Fo8 8d9. =X, 433 AR
A& &go] Fojata AxAE ddoz AFEA0] o]Fojx B AT A &
THARE A7 DAY BdFo) dwsisied FA7 Atk

¢

2 A7 #9¢ §F A7RAZE YAARHAE o489 push-pull theory,
gael Z12H S47 241 54, 291 ANRe] $& AP YAEYL 4
Fake A7, A" Aol 239 HEvYe BAE FPSHE A7, PR
29 249 244 547 A48 ANFld FAS FE AT Sl ol
ATFEL E AT A9EA R $ES FYY $ Jov, T 2 d7AE
Moz d7ARE HH U + 9g Aeloh

o3t

sl

Mo

A

A, 2¥A "CASE Toold) 7153 A4 B8 428 AF -$aue A
AHEIEY A4 e FHoz- FGARIGAT, 2(2), 19929 124, pp. 15-30.

EFT, 492 AIexEd §3% 9F5d AHEUlE @8 BF AT, F9AR
& AT, 4(2), 19943 1249, pp.62-79.
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