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Abstract

The results of this study has been split into two components, On set of results
addressed the strategy of developing a Agility for maintenance consumer. The other
set of results addressed the strategy of illuminating the successful measurement and
concepts formed during the maintenance problem solving process, especially in the
context of the Logistics Information system by aggregation information space.

This paper presented a classifiable elements of Agility & Measurement of logistics
capability in the Korea market. These concepts are positioned in a framework to give
a better understanding what the consequences are of the changing business
environment. The developments towards more globalization which leads to
centralization and mass individualization that has a tendency to go more in the
decentralized solutions, seems to be in contradiction. we will focus a proposal of
Logistics information system and demand management decisions that should be a
prime concern of any profit maximizing firm, unready strategy of investment. and we
will prove the facts that it could be a guiding company which has a ability of
cooperation with entities through the founding of supply chain, On the conclusion, we
will show the variation which influences for capacity entities and alternative proposal
to define a element which influnce for a cause and effect basically.[5]

Keyword : Agility & Measurement of logistics capability
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4.1 Agility Analysis

Agilitye ZA$Y 24 2 34FAE A% 22X 2€2 5H R Competencytt.
Agilitye] ®& FE& FAS7 HAAE NEH2ZE QRelevancy(HEA) @
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< E 3> 714R8d Agility 37t

Z1d+8| i . _ .
N Telg F31 Ave| 732 Ave| 783 Ave| F+34 Ave |35 Ave| 386 Ave
HIgE
Rel
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(F=24.3")
Accommdation
.- 4.1 45 34 32 2.1 2.2
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eIty 43 43 32 35 23 24
(F=33.78"")
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Measurements Z A AE
371 Y e 3714 W
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*ZLR : Ronald H, Ballou, Business Logistics Management, Practice-Hall, 3rd., 1995, p.7.
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A8 29

AR X3 @ Wg (02A)

il A AfE TogE
X1 5412 1 0.027*
X2 15.264 1 0.000*
X3 7.240 1 0.004*
S-xH AAFAZ 18.135 3 0.011

WA 3 W (12A)

Exp(B)d] o3+
Wy | B SE | Wald | &%= | 9 |ExpB)| 95% ANz 337t
s | A
0432 | 1.054 | 0321 | 6.352
X2 | 0074 | 0893 | 5241 0013 | 1.074 | 1.124 | 1543
X3 | 0847 | 0681 | 3.124 0638 | 1.047 | 0754 | 7598
A4 |-13012] 4.187 | 9691 1 0.023 | 1.87

X1 | 0654 | 0124 | 0.726

—_ =

H=A o) X1 ¢ Functional Assement 58 n = 150
X2 : Process Assesement 53 & case : 143
X2 : Benchmarking 59 A& 7
B : IAAS AR FdFE (a=005)

Jev 2X2¢ FAERY 1 dAdAE otgigt 2ol thE A Yehyg,

[ X1 ] X198 3AASTE 0654 o1, o] AAATY FAY FA4& AR @2
Waldg A% 07269 &3 EAQJ] FAFgE] 04320122 a=0.05914 FA4 3
o2 fFo3tA ¥t

[ X2 ] X29 3AAFTE 0074 oln, o] AAF BAAR fFddes AARste g
WaldS A 52419 &4 HAQ F&E°] 0013 ol2ZE a=00544 FAHH
o2 3 frofsi.

[ X3 1X39 gFAATE 0847 ol¥, o] s|AAFY TAH Fd4& AAsE 3¢
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o2 oA ¥t

[ B ] A Aaee -130120]9, FAE8EL 0023<a=0.05 o2 FAYo=

frolsttt 28R IAYE FEsYE g g
Y=—13.012+ (0.654 - X1) +(0.074 - X2) + (0.84%)- &B)
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