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2.1 AN A

A2 Ao Meko] o3 dF= Hansen et al
(1999), Zack(199%9a), Jordan & Jones(1997), Bierly
& Chakrabarti(1996), Nevis et al.(1995), AIAE &
(19990l 23] RPeo] ghort, Az Adolgh A
o] AXEHL lon, FR7IE 94 g2
o 3 HEREEE AAHEY 4H4E B
Hil Jou, Aol AtdAtd =ghd

F7F Bol 2HE guislalrlel e Alge] ot

F ol gloh 4 A7E A Avnd
o3 o
Hansen et al.(1999)2 4" AAE] At A+

st} Aol HeS H38Hcodification)
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SHslck 2 J1gol A% B3N 2 el A
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Zack(19992)& 2|4l 7l ¥H(knowledge exploration)
7} 2] 2)o) &(knowledge exploitation)y %, “1g]il
o2 g2 YR i) ggolge S Hef
S AR ol oF W EFA A5 A
o] 7ol FuiHog a3 e 7Yl H
& A7t =ohar A <ksksich

Jordan & Jomes (1997)& #j2]e] #E., FA3) 4,

AN EH Ae afuAsh 2o ANAY B
T e P e
Az e, A 298 gAs) )
A Aol Aere HWs Wil Fpshe

ol Fasttha FHs AT

Bierly & Chakrabarti (1996)% ©]==o] kit
Qe oz sigel 93, ope &%, A4
Wolsol E, Shgel HAwe] weh 447
Aeke F)dbaexplorer), AR3-2Hexploiter), 212}
(innovator), 1% A Hlonen) & T3} ANukA 2
saze] Yk iR AAEd kel 4
o va AuHeR §ret e AFHe
2 e

Nevis et al.(1995)% 7198 dhe] &h5al2E]
(organizational leaming system) @2 1l o] A|AELS
FAsle 89lo g 8hgrAldK(leaming orientation)
W9} Srs golshAl siFe E &S (facilitat-
ing factor) 107}X& A A8} c.

AAFE 2(1999)-& Nevis et al.(1995)0] #| A g
A A Q1S o8 2HoG Y
EERIECICEER U CIEOL
saela 7 2485 f¥E 2445
o3 dolzk Q16 vals

olsh ol el ANAY WEFATE o
Wd A 4=F(Nevis et al, 1995; Jordan & Jones,
1997)0] Art Al Aol Fghejo]lal, HAEE
(Hansen et al,, 1999)|u} #|KBierly & Chakrabarti,

:_

:10 MIO
r°l'
Ne

1996)3} o] ZHoler o] o] Yukel
st A1 Aok 8 AAEE HEFg A4
Ay A Alole] A W 54 AANAED
Aefol] 2 Fgo ey & AHE 7| + Aot
I A7) &Fal(Hansen et al., 1999), Ab3lel
ue} FAlel ofe] 7pA] s HA-eHA MY
24 gapr} smobd 4 okl Tk § (Zack,
1999a; Jordan & Jones, 1997, Bierly & Chakrabarti,
1996; 214, 1998) A7AEnith As|zt Abo]
dted, 71900l A AAAR & F7]o ofH:
2.2 24 A A=
Wesl 449 ARE ZHeleE o
347} glch. Bierly & Chakrabarti(1996)= Bl#|
FH AuE F48A Zdrhks AFHIE(ROA,
Return On Asset; ROS, Return On Sale)9] 3HAIE
AAHBIAME o] & Abgstar Utk
8l Kaplan & Norton(1992)2 5
of 37, ZeAlz B Y 85T Lol 27
AN ARE ZHY 4 A FEABEBSC
Balanced Score Card)& A|A|dt1 glon), o] o
Al 71t} e FAETE ok 7] “H
go] ABA wasksae FAs @AE A
Y ok ojeldk ol 2Qksta] Deshpande et
al.(1993)2} Drew(1997)+ ZA 71 thgk 49
8 499, 72 ARl A g
g Tl A
Al aske *é#%%i A RS 7H‘%3P$§E}-
A Simonin(1997)2 A X7 4HE &
3l7) fisiMe sAA ool Frtek e THAF
(angible) 47}s} S5, W=A BTl HAH
o] F7be} & H7HA X(intangible) A5 F
Aoz melslel @tk FAsidch olsh we

43} ol9)

[=5}
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Simonin(1997)¢] 42 T o, AeH ¥)m}
P58 ABHAZZN AFHTHE Deshpande et al
(1993)9} Drew(1997)2] At} A\H} B ol

@ % e Aotk

2.3 AX7A9 d¢2

A BEEY 2e A7EL aHFHY
A AGE AF ANZA e 247|902 A
247 FEFL8NE AABla )k Krogh et al
(198)= A|A7EF FFa0e AWM o3
o2, 283 Z9glel A4S A U7 A%

Z 212 7] Z(organizational mechanism)o| &1
goshad, AAE A Sh= o (intent),
£ th3Kconversation), A|XFEol] AFs 23
TE{organizational structure), Z374Y 7+ B
(relationship), 18] <122} (human resource)}
22 oA 7 8IS Exgith

Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995)= X|4#A&& &2
AR 4 Qe ZAE A o (ntention), %
Apz9] 2}-&A(autonomy), HZFA EZ(creative
chaos), Mo} FE(redundancy), 74U ThA
(variety)olztE oAl 742 290& A Asta Qi

Davenport & Prusak(1998)-& =274 A
ES A3 & ' 2902 AYAYY &
3l(knowledge oriented culture), 712 Z A4 7
HHtechnical and organizational infrastructure), 73 <3
219] 2} 9(senior management support), A& 7}
2)9}e] AAlink to economic value), AL}z Eg
M2 2]& A% (modicum of process orientation),
HH @ oA 4B o W 33clarity of vision and
language), F=%¢l % 7] Hmotivational aid), A
219] Fa)3l(some level of knowledge structure),
A4 HolE A3 thddt A (multiple channels

for knowledge transfer)2] o}& 7}#] 2918 &1
ATk

Quinn et al.(1996)= AHHO T AL
ol&3t7] A= HAe Qg M, FAY
of AL, AAANYL 7ed, 245 Fx
A, L] Ao did HEE HAAAx
&3} 2L $Fo) AYsolop Arhn sota)
ok

Zack(1999b)-> 229} 2|4 gl 343552 (learning
capability) & 7|&3}al o} &3laix} s 9 x9)
HekA A} (strategic context), 7 AAFobe] 2|2
Ao](knowledge gap) 2 A 22HAe] A B
g A4 Aknowledge context), ZAo] 7 I
=34 89, A= Bl #3 =AH 29
(organizational context), A4 AH49E AU + )
= AE7s 7Rt 4 ARV)e €8540 B
712 2}Y(technology context)e] 4] 7}A] ¢
o] AXAR] AAE AAs= QUYolgw F
At ek

o]} o] AAAYFE A% xHoZA A4
39 FdFaNEe dFAte wel Apolrt YA,
Zack(1999b)o] F7gst= uho} o] x| FZ,
3}, 749 ¥#Eee 23A xpY(organiza-
tional context)? A|AFFYE ALE & e AR
7I&Z RxEe= 71&3 2FY(technological context)
olghs ¥ ZIXAPez ol Az B &
Atk

AAA Gl oM 7198 A JALEA
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& aske ¥ MY gud 2A0l 4@

A, AHe g5, of L2 FEHE
V]ﬂoi ZZAHET & o]EH, 199) R
A FENEY 7 8% oA I 2A
(fOCllS)‘—w: ojtjo| Fojof d}=x ZAAs| o} sk
Z, () U #A % THY FEHR 2ol
2y Aol T 9RA A48 4% 2 %
Lo £ 4% glom HHRZ (i) EAEE WA

o) AAHA Aok ol AA TR TH
T % ol e 2SN AAPGe) BLHS

zoled 24¢ & 5% Ut (Jordan & Jones,
1997; Bierly & Chakrabarti, 1996). S5, 7|0l
BESL Qe A4 AFYEL Deisle] A
o ARgel ojAl WREH b R A9
B} &S AAs)oF SIcBierly & Chakrabarti, 1996).

wpebr] A A AG Mg XA ZEA A
Zt SAOA oftel] 2HE wF=ite] B3 A
ARG 27 ANADY el He A4
ddelgte F 7HA] Akl o8 AYdgn &
I QTH(E 1] ).

Abghol] 3‘&@% o ANAE g5 AF ¥
Aujzae] S A3 ZZA|2AN FE AN
=3 (Nevis et al, 1995), o]&A] HAS5H 2]
& oW AYE wEoR AlgdA AsHembedded)
Ht} (Madhavan & Grover, 1998; Hedlund, 1994).
W ALY 2HE F OANAGL AF 2
Ay zHH o] AAEY wiwd § FA41871 7}
¢ HHZ AAE Y53 HEE(Nevis et
al, 1995), A 4&] AAHES Faf TR HAAA
#HE A& 4 9riHansen et al., 1999).

Aol 238 2F AHAGe 24 74

mT

Azre] AYg #Alntimacy)E Tl A4S
Autstn, Z887) " EA(Nevis et al, 1995
Hansen et al, 1999), L8727} v]FA & A
L7} t)¥-E-o]thJordan & Jones, 1997). ¥HH A
g8 23S F AHAGL g5 AHY £
X 8t7} 7458t7] W Eol(Hansen et al, 1999) 1
Wi 0 Aayl F)Fo]n(Nevis et al, 1995),
2 A o|t}(Jordan & Jones, 1997).

49 Baol olA AlRTe) xR L
NZe o g B8 a5 Wz 9
s ik ke, Agee] 23 B A4
Qe 7 AAMolAE olgael 1 Z2 W3

Hog A7 Feske FAH] 4AE
zZb=CHNevis et al., 1995, Bierly & Chakrabarti,
1996). ol¢} -2 AL lojxe] Aol
Argyris & Schon(1978)9] & FXZ 3K double-loop
learning) % 42 F 3 &< (single-loop learning)2]
A dugEse Aot

Z22 FAYLEY sEMEA oA Al
23S 9 AANAGS A Rty 4
A W& (mentoring)E T3 TAFHA A o
& o] AAET ZF A FE ol %‘—3
Aldct WA, AR 2HE 2E AAAD
olp] EAstE] EAg e AHNE %}%
& F UAEE el FEsr] gid dHol
T EFAHQ BHE §F FEINHo] o]FoRA
A FTHNevis et al, 1995; Bierly & Chakrabarti,
1996; Hansen et al., 1999).

Doox
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3.1.2 X|lalel 24X

279 ge} Yraoz XA Faee A
grae ANe BRI GUL & PsE
Z}7] “do|8lcKBierly & Chakrabarti, 1996). &, o=
shtel 98L B S0l Yol & e Aol
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(E 1) XNZY Tl 7id Fo| o paciyp

dpds A Aol gddy
‘ 22 AR 24 Sl ulgaze) BAS B 2| Argyris & Schon(1978)
AR freta, HAlAeR o)g &8sk, 2A AN0e) w2 Hedulund(1994)
A4 o] 2HL R 2AAY uy Nevis et al.(1995)
2% o ~1| Bierly & Chakrabarti(1996)
23 | TR s 3O NS A58 SNl ARE| o g omes(1997)
ArEFH Tl TReta, FlAoz g8ain, 24U WAAA 5

o) 23S BFE A543

Madhavan & Grover(1998)
Hansen(1999)

Aa | WREE | WRE, 8, A4 2o WrE A4

R | gran | o, B Ba8 Qa5 oy

Cohen & Levinthal(1990)
Bierly & chakrabarti(1996)
Chesbrough & Teece(1996)
Grant(1996)

ohiet o= ol E o MES Fiuf o A
o] gzio] Hek thE A4z WAL B A

o A5 Aungel HIFH FAE B
EA AT F O L A A

qHE T AEd WFE & Bavt ¢

rlm

& of

‘é/‘o(ﬂemblllty)g 7191E 4 AUrHGrant, 1996).
Cohen & Levinthal(1990)0)] w=d 9% <9

e B S JRA 9ds 53 gae

A% o]Z&Z(mutually interdependent)?] TAE,

QF-2Q AHE T ol dojuir] s

.
= A WEAHA F55H(absorptive capacity)©]

FoolE o 24 q& 53
web R ﬂ%ﬂs i A
& B % BF 7199 ANEGe] 4
822 & F gon, F2F AL YAt
e 2 Holtk

3.2 A=pis

19e 2Ed AAEAel BRG ATAE

o 7ol AHeg oFsf vk v AFA
e AR WEo] AARAFH Y, A
okl JuE HA %
A7 Ak

7} o) %4
dafl A Fst
1999). o]¥|d EA AL AAAHAPI o)A

2l
L
.

HFE

dAFEs N3H e FAAT
ﬁl%ﬁ-‘?—’—fl E Aﬁf‘i & AR skl sl =7)E ZtA| Deshpande et al.(1993)
138, NAERE TR, 84 Drew(1997)
AFAR F5E 4Y93E deblle 2 A TR F| Bierly & chakrabarti(1996)

Ad g |

AT 21(1999)
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2479 Aeke] 71dHole] d&F #4105
(B 3) =7 Y J|2E4 vifo| by Mol o 2o+
‘ B Rogers(1983)
Z | By 23 YollAe @st 2 FAHe] AAGFEE 33k Al Hedulund(1994)
3 (Decentralmtwn) oA YA AUe I Quinn et al.(1996)
T Krogh et al.(1998)
[ :
ooy | A998 43 308 245 pase 45 Plree & Delbecq(1977
(0%51, B | 2 AR gEnsl el detsiel Bale 2 s | o do T
B gl g - Sange(1990
% LS 2o puase A9 SR A8 S 9 $97) Do
V V ‘»:—:}_*é677 2 AFste 4% inn et al.(1996
f:} ., Developmen) b IS S 8;3:;&“:18& Pms)ak(1998)
| Z7o] BHE 98 749 A7t AE dera o,
|82 |nae s w9 5 as gsd avEde Aty oL O
: FHY Aokl ¥ AT Krogh(1998)
F1 A & | A9 delel uig A4 ®uohieh e ol ohsir| lansii(1993)
5 Skl T olafslar F M 49E Fitetd Alnd 4 de 5Y Leonard-Barton(1995)
Mann et al.(1991)
A ZF8% AXAG QoM AAAGE HAE ¢ v =TEA D
. %9 = . i Davenport & Prusak(1998)
fi a hnm) BR71Ed a3 Aaehe A Larsen & Wetherbe(1999)
& gz} 220l g5, A 2 EF, @8 o2 A47%99 2| Quinn et al.(1996)
(T Infrastrucutre) | cHAlofl A Ha st JRA2H +% P& Zack(1999)
T ukrpA A, 71Ee] AREA BT o &3] R dEsHe 7 AYer 1Y &
M A 247496 93t 474E FHse AE AAAY FdEecle 7dY AH 84
o A7 Aok meld B A= Kaplan & HEE (08N 5, 1999) A7 Heke] o
Nortoan (1992)¢] #¥AA4EE HE 7|l 3 g 27 g8 548 Jeid 4 ok 13EE
238 4 YEE WEs Drew(1997)9] Aoy A B AgoME [ 3] Zo] 27 T V)&EA
HAF e NGl A& s AdA A Wega 2ATFR, 73, FAY ARIEY
HAFEZA FaEAdSRODY F 7HA ARE Yl 7kA] MEEE o] &3k
olg3) z 7Y e AHE FHIY
(3 2] #=2). 3.3.1 ZHTx gig
Z2 WellX P 2 BAldo] 45 el
HEHo] de AEE 9rjsle TYAFTIE
3.3 24 2 7I1&5A ¥4 o el e st
Fz 9 &9 whajgelo] FrhRogers, 1983).
w3 24e) axAel e P o]&S HsiMe
71 BT AFE uie} o] xZ 9 432 ZZ(flat organization) % vjEE X 3
T2, 73, 7AY9E TEse A g A (matrix organization)®] 73S FHaE fFo
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24 JEYa zAFZ7} PR8tHQuinn et
al, 19%). =, THAHY YEHI 24L& 7|99
A 9 FAd3E 2ES BARAE A
gozA 71E FYUEAA 2A8G 239
=Y (organizational context)S W2 A o|sslT,
ol T ML AL A& T

2|38l tHKrogh et al., 1998).

32 FH% AL F4T AL BRI
A% zATRAAE AW Wy o3
A48 BF50] Bol o), Gapy 2

of P dE7bsHe RolAAT FxHo|n
HA39 Almo] Bag 249 APAe Fol
E3, A4 3F 2 FHASHE Polug

(Rogers, 1983; Pierce & Delbecq, 1977).

3.3.2 =X 23}

A 7ES 23 FAYTL ORI A3 F
Ao 2N, H45HHFL ZF9 ML Zu
AlA ANZE olelt]o] FEL &A= 9%

fr o

£ 3 thPierce & Delbecq, 1977; Krogh, 1998).
5, A5 XNEgd AA, TAHYETY 7o
A, ARFFY BA¥ e Ao Az 9
Tt BEe9s AAsE IS e
Aot

ANZY wEol B2 A5 G

A
$5% A”9 Fu By o, 159 B
= MEsta 71§ FAde Aol Fesd
(Quinn et al, 1996; Davenport & Prusak, 1998).
=, 7Ad i S F LEY AFE
N2E ololtiols fEE 9T5Y SYL
ZANA GRANe Bo AYNE A 5
21 tHDamanpour, 1991; Senge, 1990).

ANZEH 2L A3 BHAA e A
Qo] BEsb obd 2o BEE Ya P49

FAZE A& gt glon, 2HERY e4S
A 83 FEE /M3 Sty 7Y A5
Ztol e Ao 2 HolEtiMadhavan & Grover,
1998). o]y & Al=)e] H£2 HHo EHu g
A9 gAE wiH3= AL oA YA
% F4o] WS 4 IrhKrogh, 1998).

3.3.3 ZETMY v

Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995)7} =|4]3z2] 3|
2702 AFE AZF EE(creative chaos) T
Leonard-Barton(1995) 9] %2 tfj§(creative abrasion)
o] 4= AEMe Y AR A2
T A= tste] {FA7} Y=o Chlansiti, 1993;
Leonard-Barton, 1995). 2, TAASL #Ale] A
T8 o9 Fopo dlsiMx olsialn tha
g+ de FHE 233 glojok s, o)
g 5¥o] vl TAY 7] (T-shaped skil)}& 9
plghs Aotk &F, TAF BYgolA] 3oz o
Whe 58 24 HdY 54 o g A

B4g oujaE, $308 wolyle Rre
OE g di o3& onjEte Aoz, o
A $99Lel ols) ke Algae FEAe
al

2 AxF digoe] 7hsaA He Ao)tk(lansit,
1993; Leonard-Barton, 1995).

3.3.4 ¥8J|& ¢

AAZ Gl M FRIES A HEY A
of g AUAH 8L Yoz F9A
Y348 4= gith(Davenport & Prusak, 1998). &
oleig e 4FHOE ANADL 43
Yol 35Aez ARG ARsvo
AR71EE QA 1o, ol Fa F O
AHY oz YFE Aestd gF-ANS
A Juke AHHAAE FlEd 4= gltiMann

Mgk bk (% po



et al., 1991; Davenport & Prusak, 1998; Larsen &
Wetherbe, 1999).
a0 A49 A%, A%, ¥ 5 A4FY ¥
X

ol Wad g V5 SnHshe A %
ol o2 %‘iﬂ%ﬂ TEHe BFHoloh

wg Hue Jule Azeel vEE ok
23S U2 BFHE F Ue FEOEA AA
B)2 9ltKZack, 1999b; Quinn et al, 1996). Wa}A
AE7)E X AAARYS JhsAstL A&
A71E 8R102A RrEA] ol & g4
Aol

3.4 472y 9 714

A
F Stk &, Kim & Lxm(1988)-3— nza
&l Portergl 4714 AFLHE THEa
e 71gel gt Aolrt 91—3—% EEES
t}. Cooper(1984)= ojw ks Aelsl-Lio
et 7199e] At e t;}%% SEE 1
2 HogFa Qo

ol#i3l =2l wigtog & uf z2AFHd 9
oJ M ekl met Aol zpolrt g 1o,
gEbA] e 2o 1S A4d 5 ok

M1 AARYG Aol et 79
Q3o 2ol7} ek
AA74D HSFEe) me vAR

Z A3l Apol7t Sitk

74 1-1

M 12 0 ANAY ARl e AT

Qo) 7o)z} ek

i 2ATRE AT AT AToEH
¢l(interdependent)?l FAIE 7FA . Qo], HAHS
7ML AAE 7IdE] fEir= hEA)
gt ameiEjojxjopdt SciMiller, 1987). T3+ Z
qojt} e} dere 2Egs s 34
ARgol GelAA B3, B Mz e B
2 717 2A5e AN79e A2 el gl
HtKNevis et al, 1995).  Ginsberg &
Venkatraman(1985)# #-& Hebdsxh= A2 A
o) & Aol HHE EYshir, AAHT
2X ZHUFE, AdFEA AT 2 FA
e BoEM 2ATE &3 74HY 549 2
& Z2Z3F EAL Heol H3igd we} wsly
o, JIE"—‘,‘ feedback) Aol ofsf Witz ekl
FHoll dPE& vFva F33ch Hansen(1999)&
A473% Aol wepd Arleel AH8RA
A4 g F4gesH, Az o
g 249 3u71e B4 9ok & AeS
W 8 Ak ol A T W, 47
Mepaz Jlgel 243, 7148 549 wm
o] gl Rolg} ¥ & glom, A4AY F=
AgHE 24E, V148 545L P 1

o ohes 2o g A7) B 4 A

fr o ¥n

M2 ANPY Aol et Ade] 2
2 7143 S50 Felvh ok
ANZAY Aol we 27
w1 Aol 2jols} k.

AN73Y Aol we 24
F48 zo Fol7t Ak

7Hd 2-1

7 22
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M 23 N3 RS FHET Y
24zl wet Aol7t vk
M 24 ANFY ARl B o @
SR e o)zt e,
479 eFayel geh 749
Azl FEo Aol7} girk
49 Aeael we} 744o]
7%l Hxol Fol7} gk
39 AekPol te Ju7)
o Sh@ FLwol Afol7} gich
M8 28 - ARG Al weh Ju]
Qszero] o]zt ek,

b4 25 X

Al

=

714 2-6 1 A

i

A
fr

7+ 27

N
i

|

=

iy

ol weo] Tz B ATNE A4
A9 AFAFE ol B AHHe Fyo] 7
MHE AERPe EEsa ol mel 75
N7k g Aol theA] Beld) HES 5
o ES ASRREE 244, 71ed S4g
Al 959 A43Y A% FASKE )
gel S4ol of@ A e HEZ sha)

] o™
O[22 12 2 979 d7EIEE AFHe

¥
=y
L]

4, Ay

4.1 32 ¢ #8534

olAbg ol3te F7+ #BEAEC] F=E 3tk
T3t ARJAEC] HEo S3EF ¢ o) U3
3 2ok AR, AAAQ oM F AR
ogto] FQ5}rHNonaka & Takeuchi, 1995). £,
19 A9 ZAte AFol Qo] Aol T
ulE &)=t W7FscKEasterby-Smith, 1997). A&,
MY FEYES ddes 3 4RSS B3
7199 23 2 Ve 5A4E gesivlde &
AZY & Aoz AAEA7] i olct

& AES A2 2 digh AR7 u)S-
Riopsty] mjEolthAA Y, 1999). =, AT
7F AAE7IUAY A8 2Tl oig JRE
setat7)d AHA B7be k] dEolth

€ A7 B2YE AF5e) A% Ase o9
AEZAFE B3t #RERG FAHA 4
FAbs ANBY AEFAM7E T 9
Arde 8 FA49 F #eAy 23A @
BArole AAHA 7199 AgALS +Hs)
71859 F3 BeElAE e g

A do dr du g

4.2 33 3 249y

54 Alade] AFzs} geds Fra)



28k, BE WFd vt B4 YRS
WEsteth SRS BestE da BRE &
o iz ddwd UAE 63 HE(single
balanced-6point Likert scale)’} AFE=HUG 63
AEE SRAL ol 24A £t 34 o
e gAEA BHES oM 43 4F
g AT 5 ATHARE & PR, 1997)

2 Qo] AHER WFES w4 A7
23gas eoHol ¥ A7 2Hd 3
w2 Azo] AREAY 4HB FuEo] Hu
Egsio] lene zr WMol g AFo] Ba
stk me $4 7wl g Az 9 g
@A BHE é*ls}ﬁt} SEFIERERER
b 2 g AEr) GolAe #3-E A
Asn ARE BASEC w3 A4 250

ol el EHELS Pl o
& 7 wed dEgez $8a%
479 209 A4 ARl F oA
g olgalal ANAY AHFRE FEA]
bl EUEAS Adesit 1o ZP¥
de AN 9 29 FE oW SW 71F
o) o} 1ol ek A Aol ofizh, AP
A} Fato] Bo] AYHRE FYel +5 24
& e PUS YHEE olgaAT. wa £
pazstel A28 @ B9y $uE AN
£ oje) 7 2HRA BWE MR A
ste] 3o ol el BRAS Susior 3ot
=FZ, 199). mebA] 2 dAtelxe AIFH
- X(hierarchical cluster analysis)e] t)3E=Q W
o1 Ward’'seFH ¥ H)AIEZ EE-4(non-hierarchical
cluster analysis)®] thEZ<] 32l K-Means 14
& o] &3tk

By

|

/-\

=39 2RO s BUENE o83
AeY 208 A3sy, 9FE THER 49

FIETEN
HAlste) 2 @—T-sn 7+
7o BAH BA

shsict.

AE AAE T *é—Eri* = 1 °J‘:‘Ei llé°ﬂ 4
) HPsded, 10€o0= 408 GAlo o
dul AL HEel= B 2AL *‘*151045}.

B HERA 49 2% B ARS 343
ATHESHEE & 146%). olF 12%-& EHo] &
SAAY BAEdgo] AFEHA o e
AdlA Astdct. 23 E7EY FRe
olgo] 2HdFT FAFES Hads W Ay
AA A F& ) VIYgEL ATEY
s QS v AA7E A wBase] A
ojati F 115709 ARE AHE-SATh

(£ 4) 428HE 7Y dd+E

7E 9% 9§ TEue
5

A &g 0 43.50 4350
¢4 27 23.50 67.00
a5 2] AMBlA 38 33.00 100
Al 115 100

H. Ao A}8-= RACKe) /\}.CQB:} BEys AWy
W Az, Y oleld Mz, F8YY



110 o34 - %4l - HP7

o

2 U UTH(E 4 #2). AREe 9
A F= AR B A7 95
Hoz oA @] WEA AR AT
AR QT B HESEAER 2

F A3 ge 54 SAuY [E 59

tlo Mz
i tlo

moT oL AL o Hy

Lo & 4

2Ede s od g SAug
1~5d 39 33.90 33.90
6~ 1013 35 30.40 64.30
11~15d 23 20.00 84.30
16~20d 10 8.70 93.00
2063 o)Ak 6 5.30 98.30
Missing Value 2 1.70 100
Al 115 100
(b) = =
EAE My ow g FEug
AL 8 6.96 6.96
e 9@ £ 27 23.48 30.43
i & 33 28.70 59.13
a2 A 16 13.91 73.04
2 & 15 13.04 86.09
o] A} 11 9.57 95.65
7] €} 5 435 100
Al 115 100
ool St EXG £33 uf Bt ola}
o] $EREL AP A 5ol 103 A
SEE oel 9 A4F Adss slerEn. o
et 5] EQS B Ayt de =g
o ouke} o] tREQ St} oAlF o]d)
FRDAFA AT L =AY

[} 6] A4
TAERE RT3 oy 244y HA)
2 A} Yolcronbachs alpha) A7} 0.60]Ar S
2, ANAYG Azl Aol gr =G

w4 U

Agu}
il 4 i
T % g} : SJ“T‘
PARSE- T I PA T 0.6763 4
| AAE3=4 | 0.7809 4
EAH 0.7021 5
A A4 A
1998 eem | osso 6
[ 71 AAAA AFHFSof gk elgA

2 3k QR1EA

o ¥eTl AEEHAYS dFstelor dEw
Z) 11 3) Z(orthogonal rotation)3F2419] 3h}Q) HE)
o 2(varimax) HAE o] 8E o, E ARl
FH F2EE Uehlle ofo] il Fh(eigenvalue)
o] 1L.0& 2#3te 8¢ FEHEE 9k

[MEAAT ANHY AP alaieE
TFEEHAAY, Z}zte] @ A A ek(factor loading)
T gAFez & Aoz Yeym Qo &
WA 8oz FEEE Ao URgH
Ae7h 232%E 7P w8 ABNSE AT
Aom, tgog ARY F4(165%), £1FA
(145%), vpA=o 2 AHAHE- FHO8%)S o
2 AREES /AT e Feg Jehytt
[ 8] =3 9 7I&E5A-4HUTE B A
4 EHEARE RAFD U dAAHez A
Butsl Al47E 07 oo wfe w2 AT



4R kel AT A BA 111

8 91 892 f 93 8 ¢l 4 communality
5935 0.829 0.146 0.090 0.069 0.722
U] 913 0811 0.086 0.105 0222 0.725
U] 591244 0.783 0.183 0.037 0.285 0.730
IRRI ST 0.664 0.487 0.236 0.069 0.738
U} B 9] 212 0.614 0.449 0.297 0.057 0.670
2] 0.565 0.500 0.312 0.099 0.676
AlekE Al 0.193 0.811 0.106 0.194 0.743
N ) 0.321 0.715 0.102 0.146 0.646
AbghE A3 0.284 0.577 0.416 0.209 0.630
Ak 414 0.305 0.487 -0.046 0.263 0.589
9] 9] 2] 4 0.041 0419 0.708 0.058 0.682
RN RS 0.028 0.300 0.654 0.220 0.567
9 212 0.285 0.100 0.650 0270 0.586
BRI 0.269 0.182 0.650 0.264 0.597
Q]2 91 M3 0.028 0.445 0.643 0217 0.659
AL A3 0.155 0.171 0.139 0.790 0.696
AL Z=A] 0.476 0.180 0.250 0.601 0.683
AAFR-Z A1 0.448 0.208 0.127 0611 0.634
YA 2214 0.331 0.394 0.104 0.469 0.497
Eigen Value 4410 3.140 2.760 1.860
A0 W 2 23.220 16.540 14.490 9.800
ki 23.220 39.760 54250 64.050
2 7HAI ASE ¢ 5 Un 2F 9 Vs [3 9= 3 % 7|54 Wy st 87
A g B QRIEA AT W A ik A AdE HoFa ok 23 9 7|eEAus
olaf olelall Zro] 1.0& Y= KUY FEHIL © ) fleg pFREAAH, zhzhel 214
£ 3ok A #Hfactor loading) = thA| 2 FA4 vehar ok
AHA QRlog FEIE AHV|E dxel W
(£ 8) =3 4 7ia84 ¢ dalx 7b121%% 7P & AREEe 7L 5]
gletsl At E)ﬁ_io ZARNZHEH12.0%), A
W P ﬂ%ﬂ} -E!-S'J-"‘
= T o 5 e BHS(111%), FEEHHH104%), 5 2 54
247z 293 0.9002 6 TEHHS8.5%), F2shH4 %), AR7|E F8E
5% 0.7528 > R4H6.2%), v}xl%e_ T 7% W452%)9)
AE3 0.8921 5
A= $o8 MuMEe /M Y= AoE etk
ZA RS n = 0.9108 5
HES | s
Al F 09165 6 5.4 2]|& A eko.dlo E)-
=T e s , 4 A7 Agf3e =&
AW 7% FQ4E 0.8144 4
et 0.9283 5 AEA T AAREFAY F 7R AAAY 2




12 o84 - FHA - FHT
(B 9) =X ¥ 7[aSAuS0 3t 20124 25}
AUBY 9011 ae12 gel3 8914 8el5 896 897 9298 Communali
Aepas - © © - < v © v
Tz 85 0.853 0.154 0.130 0.191 0.191 -0.025 0.083 -0.008 0.849
IT = eH 0.852 0.131 0.116 0.177 0.095 0.014 0.113 0.057 0.813
1Tl 2 8}3 0.851 0.168 0.109 0.200 0.136 -0.063 0.138 0.102 0.855
ITel e 0.693 0.238 0222 0.230 0.237 -0.133 0.039 0.018 0.715
ITel5z2}2 0.648 0.159 0.160 -0.012 0.113 0.003 0.397 0.234 0.696
Z 2221 0.225 0.776 0.133 -0.070 0.180 -0.001 0.139 0.108 0.739
Z 2 X124 0.057 0,745 0.172 0.343 0.153 -0.053 0.095 0.075 0.746
ZAAZ2 0.153 0.736 0.148 0.224 0.246 -0.031 -0.045 0.072 0.705
Z 24186 0.210 0.710 0.085 0.441 0.118 -0.181 0.152 0.140 0.839
Z A E3 0.242 0.703 0.243 0.331 0.166 0.013 0.003 0.089 0.758
Z A A8 0.135 0.595 0.009 0.512 0.191 -0.262 0.059 0.071 0.748
EAzh 0.237 0.263 0.747 0011 0.063 -0.055 0.125 0.099 0.706
HA3)5 0.174 0.109 0.745 0.216 0.139 -0.278 0.069 0.125 0.749
HAH4 0.083 0.254 0.731 0.200 0.075 -0.060 0.047 0.117 0.720
—E.—?J 36 0.051 0.026 0.705 0.252 0.206 -0.149 0.188 0.076 0.698
BA3R 0.148 0.168 0.700 0.135 0.101 -0.194 0.122 0.223 0.656
—v—‘ﬂ 33 0.228 0.050 0.679 0.144 0.158 -0.425 0.094 0.079 0.707
ArEHEs 0.182 0.149 0.131 0.787 0.125 -0.105 -0.114 -0.006 0.720
AbE 2 e 0.288 0.230 0.181 0.718 0.175 -0.016 0.092 0.303 0.784
AT A3 0.183 0.354 0.225 0.717 0.112 -0.130 0.126 0.217 0.816
AsEE2 0.198 0.379 0.212 0.622 0.188 -0.101 0.020 0.101 0.714
Az 0.220 0.291 0.306 0.604 0.255 -0.107 0.000 0.062 0.658
sy 0.201 0.197 0.208 0.194 0.828 -0.052 0.014 0.022 0.847
e 0242 0.289 0.133 0213 0.753 -0.118 0.179 0.120 0.822
SRyEER -0.034 0.273 0.181 0.142 0.722 -0.174 0.189 0.137 0.774
SRy 0175 0.210 0.118 0.205 0.710 -0.084 0.064 0.294 0.760
T2 54 -0.024 -0.131 -0.146 0.220 -0.139 0.812 0.039 -0.050 0.771
FA3)2 0.144 -0.096 -0.191 -0.148 -0.288 0.750 -0.060 0.000 0.747
FA38}3 0.114 -0.198 0273 0.129 -0.374 0.719 -0.111 -0.041 0.802
FX13)5 0.238 0.045 -0.020 0.197 0.164 0.694 0.235 -0.224 0.676
T A3 0.084 0.049 -0.194 -0.075 0.072 0.615 -0.067 -0.033 0.448
IT£Q %3 0413 -0.116 0.085 0.041 0.048 -0.053 0794 0.057 0.718
IT£8 %1 0.360 0.310 0.163 -0.053 0.098 0.123 . 0.792 -0.016 0.785
T8 %2 0.089 0.196 0.275 0.062 0.198 -0.063 0.691 0.084 0.816
IT%—_S_E4 0.140 0.228 0.243 0.133 0.171 -0.149 0.580- 0.125 0.661
A2 0.436 0.170 0.222 0.171 0.117 -0.146 0.050 0.813 0.814
:;L 12581 0.276 0.142 0.231 0.158 0.200 -0.085 0053 0811 0.826
TAY5H4 0.234 0.106 0.265 0213 0.121 -0.034 0.161 ~0.494 0.602
TAY=4Es5 0276 0.092 0.293 0.323 0.197 -0.045 0.237 0.429 0.556
TAUFE3 0234 0.126 0.369 0411 0.258 -0.188 0.099 0.424 0.668
o}o] Al Zk 4.830 4810 4.430 4.160 3.390 3.260 2.480 2.090
A v 2k 12.070 12.020 11.070 10.420 8.490 8.160 6.210 5.240
A g 12.070 24.100 35.170 45.590 54.080 62.250 73.710 73.710




474 Rekel 71Q 470l

Fg 24 113

Y3 A4 R D % QW WSS ol gs)el

"c]_'éi]"] Tj}. 7}-7(}— 0]';%3101 7“10.‘1 b}'E}‘}C{-E}

24749 AR BRI ol& A = =39 £& I 2AAHZ F Wadse] WS
B2AS AANsgE, 2-W xlo](within-cluster ol &3l HHEME A A= (3 1117
differences) & 4818 4 v AFTH FHEA Zoh 7b o] AdE EREHA=A 2R1s
HPHR) Ward's "H(squared euclidean A2])&- ©]-& Al A24Y Mg diaf A
=g AAE An BE WFEo] FoFE 0000
THEA oA #5278 FHEH A FHEE FY3 abelE Heolu o] 7
S B3 =25t £33 A4 H(agglomeration zo] # HE5|0] > &
schedule)& o) &3ttt #33 dHEE=E #33}
el 7h gAlelA shte] S FAE] 913l
E3E #E3 /\]-0]9] AE HojFEt) ol gko] (2 10) Zx3 o EME
A} O 2~ Xz A o) dNe]
e FAHA AFAF Shtel v K T EER EIAR A%t Asdse
Al L Z
04%: 145}11%}0%, 39 & A3t F8% 0 524 200 124
. . . —
AAE AF3cHBierly & C}mlqa:)ar: q1996, Hair 9 594 508 10,09
o] FLR]al © HA Z Al
B FHAST} a7elA 378 (9.04-88.88=29.22), 7 71.64 8.30 11.58
3ol A 270(128.26-99.04=37.66), 274 17} 6 79.94 894 11.18
(16592-12826 = 71.260)2 W3e o AA 57} 5 88.88 10.16 11.42
stog A3 FH Fe 20uR S ¢ 4 99.04 29.22 2950
- Ak 3 128.26 37.66 2936
Ward's2] WS E3ld FAE 2, 3, 4742 2 165.92 71.26 4294
&3 A% FHY 7 ) A Y ! 6237.17
(F 11) XAZHE Mateyol oist 2EEA Zof(Ward's 2H)
Henis R~ PURTNE - ERRN - EF - O R
JAEEN 478 424 3.79 530
a g VL VH 4.43 0.000
A 24 3.86 4.26 3.19 533
D o VL VH 3.95 0.000
QJEAH 384 443 325 496
y u VL VH 3.97 0.000
yE-ed 4.77 3.99 3.65 5.52
u L VL VH 434 0.000
A d 2 44 34 27 10

% VH=Very High, L=Low, VL=Very Low (Duncan®] T} 74}, #2%£=0.05)



14 ol8)4 - FHA - H3TF

(£ 12) XMZE Mkl tis 2TEA ZaHK-Means 2y

AR 23 242 243 W4 ¥ 7 feez
A = - = TH A TE
AbgdEAl 3.67 4.12 482 527
VL L H VH 443 0.000
AAHE 4] 3.16 417 3.85 521
VL - L VH 3.95 0.000
ARAA 327 4.41 3.78 4.89
VL - L VH 3.97 0.000
WE A 3.55 392 479 5.23
VL L u VH 434 0.000
AL & 4 24 32 46 13

¥ VH=Very High, L=Low, VL=Very Low (Duncan®] T}=®Q]HA}, §-2%=0.05)

[ 1A S AEE4

hud s
o % b A47Y 2l F4E T e
o, A4e Y, GRINE A0 BE)
2 A WE S QUL 4439 23
—

19 em, A4

oW, 229 39 WS FHe A4
of 23 RFAA JRAY 9B AIHO

2 g83= Aoz Jehtxn gk

aet ole 2UEA Ane U4 9 g
BAe Tes BAEAS f952UE AT
BUlE otk wepd wARA FPRA
I o] thE FAEA #2831 g2 Ad

2P4Ee Folol 2HEAS WS 1 A5
g vlug) & Zovt Aok=¥3zl, 1999). £ o
FolME FHAEA Adel 4”4 © eRAel
HHE Astel MAZH 2PEA EY shi

9] K-Means ¥ (eucleadian #2])S o] &34t
[£ 12]¥ K-Means "ol o3 HAJ® 3
24 2A9E dein oo dAdes 29

WEZL WA Aol Qlo] oz Rjols) W
Ward’s o] o A3} Wlg 2A34E HoF
i ek o83 A Ward'sdbH ) K-Means
S ol8d FUEA THRA A 2 A
o7 gee UBE, meby & Ave 23
A4 R H3A4E Ry Qg
o [® B3le 7 2HY 943 5

ZaMs| B 3 .
W 9 el ARG

g a | R A | ASH oz Besm,

R R P S e M T

ek
A JHe] Aol w4

A 7(40]13:]

548 A

T g AR 9ol
s9e 240l 9
RN | ANADE olgsre]
92| ARl | AnEyes
AN | AN AR
SAAe] | o AHAAE ol gure]
U1 ANE 2 | o9 e FHo
AR | A4AE A




A4749 Ao FIgAsels) 9 B 1S

(B 14) AAHG Mrdy 4o

W#‘—?lﬁ? Ry - 234 - H=23 o el
| AdF 84y ANRY  ANny % @ RAeR
H A EH g 43 4.16 3.68 5.05 418 0.000

M M H : :
AEH A3 1.330 0592 -1.540 0.153
(B3t ROTY) H NS NS 0337 0040
A & 2 44 34 27 10
% ¥ ROI* :97, 983 % 7|¥ 7] ROI
% H=High, M=Middle, L=Low, NS=#23} zlo] gl 3(Duncang] t}3¥ 9174} #215=0.05)
5.5 2|44 Aeksabd A3t wlx (& 15) @520 AHNTAE
(¥ 1419 274D A 78 ol dig | AR | FEY (el
BARM ARE AuEd, H2H 249 A LB F2 8 15 4“4
Al 4773 | 1818 | 3409 | 100.00
ge) 1ol At 7HE wE WA AAE X‘;] q;:gugué 4200 | 2063 | 3947 | 3826
etz gtk whiE 4223 x4 = AA wg | 1826 | 696 | 1304 | 3826
71939 HIAEA Anrt A gk 2R T &7 6 11 34
19 e “_.' A :o : . f TAWYE| 5000 | 17.65 | 3235 | 10000
o] AlEEAE 718 oA AL FAE ;1 Qaung| 3400 | 2222 | 2895 | 2957
NYJL HFAH 559 ARE Ho|EAM & Aol A vg | 1478 522 9.57 2957
. . s B F %
o Aok g Aew ZAEN. ol 4 < ?%leﬁl;‘_ir‘ 33?33 29?63 371.(())4 10%)?00
e 3o wet F kA HEs A" 3y ? d=Eun)&| 1800 | 2063 | 2632 | 2348
& Argslol 2 ATE ¥ 4 UtE Bierly A v-g| 783 6.96 8.70 2348
.’}1_]- 2 2
& Chakrabarti(1996), Jordan & Jones(1997), Zack 7 aﬂjmé 30?00 50?00 20? " 103) o
(19992)¢] o] &8 SrHste ol ? AqEYmM | 600 | 1852 | 526 8.70
e B B0l eS 3 AN A A w)g . 261 4.35 1.74 8.70
. T #F & 50 27 38 115
H ape] A% viAgA gl dztst dolst A |2 e| 4348 | 2348 | 3304 | 100.00
A den ok &, 233 A4749 1 7) Al | 21§ 10000 | 10000 | 100.00 | 100.00
A v)g | 4348 | 2348 | 3304 | 10000

Qe A9 wATH gne 2Adss vh
AE A Re el BA4eed Holw
g B, Uuix e WATH Azl 2
Astet YAAA %3 ATk F ATH Hn
AN FNARY FEL Holt W¥AYe A}
2348 7190 7 2L FAFARE 7S
Sz gl W, 338 439 7ol 9
BA QNS FAE AAB A SRR

FAFES AE Aog ZAEHUG

ol9} o} wIAEH Az} AFH 47t &
oj7} & olf& w2 ol A & 4 A
Ack. AFH Ay Aqx2A AE 7Y B
4ol Astel FQlE Ase 199793 1998
d 2dzke] Az, 1 7k S 19ES
TFAZEolEE 43 ¥ stelA o
ojg$S oW ZYAFS olFA &



116 o]3]4 - Z54l - AW

o olsh 2o 9% BRY GFe 2E Y3l
A AAAY, 1 ke S8 FAEEY
M P & 4 Y 2 5 249
of et JFFol by ackn ¥ & Utk o
2 ZPD FEYel A Hlgo] Aoy
°% & A3H AN3Y A% Y A, B
AHog e £7 387 TASIg] W

gslo] AT Hooks e FRS veh)
I Joka 4 Jok(E 15] FR).

5.6 4733 H 3 54 wz

A & Tt 557-‘1«] 53—*—]
93 R HeEd el AaAY Hk

FEISAC000) Holt sl Ao vet
ATk B BT f¥R2 2 Hols}
R ol dREe T SdSse] 954
of sloidel BAE ke s AZeln o
7l g Aoz Fojurk
_AHeE ysudl 53 AA3Y A%
e 249 7z 9 BHA ANPGL
RSN S AHH Ao BrHH, 74
45 9N DU Folol U@ olslE A
AT Al Iu%) FAE 9 <lue} 7
23= 94 e 230 Ha xe oz u

—l)l' o

Ehta gtk W 23 24749 gekel 7]
e e AZF zHoeN ARG 94
W Aol gom, rslzd Wg HE
% FEYSI} Re Huos giEn. yui
He) AFFNY ANAGNF 1o} Ag 2
PP 2A7} 0|70l

2H02A A7

28 4.1?10 31.3[4 354 4.}6{2 397 0.000
ZA7E
_ 335 3.63 379 332
T 48 NS NS NS NS 353 0.100
geme | B amaw o am
gk ol 424 3.49 328 5.05
ZAR X
Z3 53} 2 M L L H 3.86 0.000
AT 41'310 4’54 3'32 5'1_112 442 0.000
229 7 = 41.3[7 3.55 3f7 4'}_8]0 409 0,000
=g 4.95 5.16 0.67 5.70 501 0.000
Hur)e NS M L H
o) = 7 4.36 492 401 5.80 457 0.000
e L M L H ’ ’
A 8 = 44 34 27 10

% VH=Very High, H-High,
(Duncan®] TR AAL  #2%E=005)

M=Middle, L=Low, VL=Very Low, NS=$2]|3} z}o] Q1S



AHBY Aol 19T 4% ¥4 117

& sl AGE 2ARs g 2F

o glow, TAASE 449 HEYY olgel

Qo] thshA o= FE ARHE WED U=
o2 Wbtk 2@y o Fee w3
=

o

o FEHYEI Mk Ao vehiw
am. gRANe ALE FHY F1Pe ol

T 2Ast AHAAY ANHoE 2AE
sz}-u Zid AAFGE FAH) REY
o e Ao L. e Yuseg o

& FaAFH, amd 3 FEEC gdE e
CE L

(ol dE B ¥ A 4499 A

el et /19 244, A5 544X

E}Eﬂl vehe F Stk 3 dlg A5
A AAEY %iéka Frehs 7Idee 149
Age 7% & dE 2ATE R E34 7
dro] zAgse} qlow, olF sl & F 8l
FH7E Jdzee & T ek
R ANAdE ol ol Abgre 24
o2 @ ANFY WFE Frdhe oM
TR A% A o}ﬂ CEXGY %18}
a1 Pxshe 2AwEE G4 Hodle W,
o A4AHE AAEoheH 2HE B&-"‘r‘:c
NAEL olHF 2T e] YR AR
& TN ol-E— TEshe B =Ye
A&

CZ

r 1

P
|

3Hog o) HA4Hol i A4 BEL F
Hog e A%, NRE A4S ASHA 2
lm, olF THY LEH YHAEL B
TRY & Y B e AFo] Fa3]

el How Az

[}
2 423 478

B AT D9 A $8 719 Be
z FUgoRM, ANFY A

~

of wel 71e] Aol Helzk e FHHO
z yeideh w@ 2] A43Y ASHI
st 27) Be 243, 718 542 7P
RA5-< sHekargn.
¥ 479 i 54 71@3 @A A

|

1...

onl, o|E 2AZ H $S A4FF 43S
71 EiA] o R kg 7]Eofol sA
& & otk 3 ARG =dE
FAFA 7ol Alel dA FHE stestal,
vje] @) Yo =ee 5
A 21733 A HF(knowledge management index)
2A9 Es e 5 e Aolth

£ AP e AR BEs P

AR, ThFF ATl £ VIS e
T A
2, 2w gaez 2AE AR,
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