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I[. M E

1990t FRF el A= thr]g
S F4 o7 ERP/F 74 = EWA
TE H2Y2 &5 $5420 98
= 3 g 7Y BAYE F-st
M7t Hol FH(HAHZ
T, 2010). Ax=He] A5 AF
TS ks PLM(Product
Lifecycle Management), Al&2¢] 2
9 FFE AYsE=  SCM(Supply
Chain Management) & H| &Y~ &
T= Adstrl s Azxr w9
28%% ITol FAstHA ITE &9
&l k- thH(Gartner, 2010).

Ha7A 2298 A7) B3 o)
Hol= 7PdEL HE2YUXRE F
7] flEfA ol g ITH &5 #&4 o
2 A e gle Agew A
GAE ZAEAA ITFA] ts] o)A
Hoh o 3A #AAS 1Ll A HA

3 (Luftman, 2000), o]&1d A<l 3l
A2 ekl ITeE Hl=y2=3ke] A
(Alignment)'= 4  Fddd #HA
CIOE =383 IT £+ ZZHqAME=
7V T ITols7s9 stz A4
T o] gkth(Luftman, 2003).

gy IT7=3 vlz=y 2 Aol
Zhzh A &Aoo w wEA Yt B
Y IT7F "=y 2z A4S Al
2 8717k oA Hda(zdd,
2009) ololl AFIAIS}H A A= IT

S mlz=yazte] AA Auk UHE

—

’

(Henderson, 1993; Luftman, 2003),
FE FdgFS T A& AT (Hartono,
2003; Newkirk and Lederer, 2006;
Lu and Ramamurthy, 2011) 5<& 4
T gk

IT9F H=Y23t AAIE 743tet7]
et wgo® 2000 FuF o] FHH
AR7183 IS FAeE A
o}7] &l A (Enterprise
EA)7F S4k= 7] A &eksith. EAS
48 54 ITe v=2y2e dAAE
HAA3 7] Yagdo=Z(Winter and
Schelp, 2008; Ernst, 2008) A%7]¥
o A5 AAPAFIE Izhe WA
- EAR AW 9 7] ZA €(2011)7l

mEd Jred FA % eerie]

Architecture:

a5 AE

s
A4 AEAE ITE @ el B
=]
.

A ¥ 2 (Kwon et al.,, 2009)
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5o AARE HU HaldA %A
yUzkth, 53] 94 Harrash, ¥
718 Ag #oke] Waste Manage-
ment, =8 %°F2] Capital One, &L
Asd A2l RR Donnelley %5 313

wobdllA BAES Z2E VIdeES U

(Stratopoulos and Lim, 2010).
olFH X% 7Iiel BAY Fag
&3 shal = ITYA 4
gsl7] f8A = 1T wdt x% 9
dol7} ZFQ3 oz g
(Venkatesh and Davis, 2000). ITE
dustal AlAEA P, IT A
A ojab A o] W= S B
g =2 AIAE = 294 1T
3k dojrt = oz dA#EE A
o]t} (Swanson and Ramiller, 2004).
ITgAS F3da7] 9% da=
<9 1>3 o] AbdEH], AE, A
o] 3dAR v F U
(Kettinger and Lee, 2002).
A} =98] (Initiation) = M 28 1T

3k olojtjo] & AokS x§H3
o] @A o] 31, ¥ (Adoption)< IT

B3 WstE S A% Baw
o AHRIE WYHE Ao
sax s ZzAxY QR
@ ITE Ads] 9% 9Aad

Aol A & (Implementation)& i

fru
2 N

& rfood oo X

olef gk Aol o3 ITHAIL ITH
HRAe Aol FFo] o A
o 7 SAwes Zbzke] oS #A
T g5 2 ITY oldifEol wet
ofAzpol 7} WAYS A wH i AdF AR
AR AS S e dete]

F Aegols gERA £&S

o
[HSASe)

[¢]

do
roh ot 9

ITHAS o]F= FALLd s
AE Be =97 AT Swanson
and Ramiller(2004)= %+ Kettinger
and Lee(2002)¢] A7-¢F FAMSHA =

Ao A el "Aals o]d = (Compre-
hension), A % (Adoption), 43}
(Implementation), &% (Assimila-
tion) 2 T35 ol st AL

Tornatzky and Klein(1982)ol] 2|3},
AL 534 (Compatibility), Ath 3
29 (Relative  Advantage),
(Complexity), B]-8-(Cost), 45 (Com-

municability), 7}&4 (Divisibility), 4*

244

o] A (Profitability), AL3] A <2
(Social Approval), Al A
(Trialability), #2724 (Obser-

vability)©] 107} 54 & 2zt QlaL o]

FTHOoRE Ao WA=
A5 2AEE5S Jx
Tk 1 & (Persuasion), =4



Experience)©] ITEAlo] gojx F8 EAXo] Y= AL EAARE 3
a4w delAd drh(Xia and Lee, g ow Syl =ue S Iy
2000). (874 <, 2003)

NESEXT Sk Al

(Initiation) (Adoption) (Implementation)

o 22

(Relative Advantage)

AlgHol M

(Easy of Use)
MM (Visibility)
H| & (Cost)
ELERS]

(Demonstrability)

« AlEN (Trialability)
- SN - Z{EfSIT| 25
(Compatibility) MEI|=

(Expertise to Adopt)
AEXR T2 He

(Extent User-Driven)

E> + T AFS AL

2= (User
Satisfaction with IT)

<3 1> 1T

[El

44TE $AT W B2 Tl
gxsh 4ol gol Basty, 3o

ZEMA A 22 (Kettinger and Lee, 2002)

e}

]
ol o] EIFE AFTEES
IToE=7E =8 AFdes2 49
3193 tF(Nordstroma, 2000). 7] 4

nE SusAY 2ad RS Q]

A, 2Ea ARgEa e AE T)s
ol glojd A5 7Igdel o= Hxe
Aol A=A g S Ve
(Rubenstein et al., 1983) 71499 A

B s odERTt =55 249
AR A 9 g8 = =4 o 4
ZALg27F ERP, CRM(Customer

Relation Management) SollA A

7 omAEe @4ARE BE] o
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& FYAY AU A AT
BI(Business Intelligence) ¢ 4]
2 gory HAHWE V|Wto g AdAEF

=
2 59 g ey oA A4 IT
5}

=9
P 91(2004) = 719 A E3E A
= g

a) 2
Ar-dE A4 9% ITE: 24w
2 ATl 1TSS 49dEl
IT7F dvbg Adsta, 9% 59,
s e dad dmgta A
ostar, e ITYEE 3H4& w
P Tax, FEE QL 37
8905 AAEAY. FaEE Y 4

gt AeiM 71 =gk

EA(Enterprise Architecture)@ =%
3t

by
o
)
oM
ol
=
o
%
ol
ol
rr
=
e
fo
fr
i

]
o] A Aol stti(Caetano et al,
et Nde ArAE
Aol wet vk FHE gojEH
nom 7Aoo A Lo o

T2 & A4 98 ITAZest

ofgA FAHIL AFEojor =t
o]  #FHHANME=  FAFSHH(Bernard,
2005). &, EAT Hl=Yxo Fi}4
¢ FGH Al AAE AF7] S8
ITe H=U2E HAs AAA TV
A ==A Aol gtH(Winter and
Schelp, 2008).

dukq o @ EAE B ZYZA o7
A, ofEg Aol o7E A, dHolH
ob7]dl A, HAYUZ o7lEx T 4
7HA 2 FAst ol Es IT T4
Aol Z& w=ys s g gl 2
a3k ITHA AA sol &8st 9l
. EA°] &&o] sl =433 (2008)

S WA, AygHoz AAsE B
gt gojdt, EA FR Ao A9
g8 EA Ao AT e E=
Maozr 5 FAA EAdA &
go] 71 EieA mdwoior st
ozt &89 V¥ EA 3 &d
HE HAqeg dAsta, 1 gnE
g3t EAFZ glojA] &g o]
P E B oy JEE Ay A
o2 A|Ash= o] Fasttia =3
Eia=3

M o= EAE oyl ogA &8
A7kl wigk FAA A=, AE



A}

2ogeks ZkA o= A 7)<l
stal ol7|ElH AR AEE F

) /EJI
2 5ol Slo] FEAdE oHES

T35 FA U2 FAEHH EA AR
of A#A Atz ojojAi &E&&
=~

Az & 5 A dv. H

Wstel] e F714 52
AHARE YJuolE
& AE ZRA2T T

7 dd st wojof &
_’I:

Asdy EAMS
(Enterprise  Architecture Manage-

ment System) 75 AMHATE F3l

A EA &84S Adsts 298 2

3ogesel gt grel A
F4 2 A=} Fond "ew

4. IT-H =LA HA

Luftman(2000)& IT9} v =Y A7F

of dAsE 4 WEE drelA,
A3 glol o & [T7F =y A
2 2% agla deA4S 3E
gt o R IT-H2Y2~ AAE
geojata 27kA AiEow ©A A
sl st ok AHA, v =Yz A
7t &2 8 ITe oW A7 E4,

ITe vz=yx=zt dA7 2 51y
d

3 AA AAsNA 1T v=

U
755l As ATFSS A HSd)
[e]

(B =S

AR EHEo] Ave= A

=

L IT-H=Ux A EdA IT
Aere w=Us A bsA s
=A% F e Jwne AzEw

and Benbasat, 2000), —LZ
AAFES ITHA, 54 283 A
8ol mlz=yxe] mA, E3x i
AGEe o AUEE A% %
#3}7] = 3 tH(Reich and Benbasat,
1996).

A IT-v=2Y2s AAe FaAol
A, AFGA TolA F WA Q1A Y

o
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foi

o FES A7V FAHo gton
IT ZRAESO Fxo HaFAAY
THY ZRAEVL Fdsv) = st
HZ2Y 2~ @ FAS wESA]71A] &
= Alz=glo] WAste] AlgaLE o] A
25l ERtSEA He 5 OB
e QA FES EAWS @GS
R AT ITH 8] Folxd =F
A e A7z oS HA=
A3s A = A (Chen, 2010).
AA7 otElE= Fgolgd U

Chen(2010)2 1T} H]=Y23ke]
54 B, IT Badel wrAS
Mgl wlzUse] 2R
N7 el Ee T, v =y

=

e

=2
2 N Ho 2

™
o

Benbasat(2000)= A& #3714
3 57FA Q9o & ITe9 Hj=yx o
d s A4 4, AfE T
A A, ITek v=ys ded53t
o AwUAelAd, =Yzt ITAY
RN =S Aol AAA, 2ela A
g =22 Ags

ITeF =Y 23t A AsE By

2 Ay AFE TEA ExEA,
o

= =
5 Azelw w=Us 4R A
g9l Zyo] nrh FH& Fol 671
J

AAE MEde A A= 284
%(Communication Maturity) =4

7291 ofolrjo] w3 A} Fh=
Ao e olsf, x|&HA< FA7ke]
R R o e |

o, F WA= AT/ /71=

’

p

= (Competency/Value
surements Maturity) 4] IT9] 7}

g mzgs SddE old

N

‘Dashboard’5-¢] &-&o] Q3

AR =Y Fe FHRE

2
oty Al WAE AW
(Governance Maturity)e|t}. o)== A}
d, g3, EA AAE, IT 34
of tst A ¥y FHA AT T
Aol digt FMAEH7F Hl=2Y 2 3%
AL, ITH A, AMu| =2 E2bE AL
ojo Al FfrEojof gtk Aottt Y

A= JEVA4 A5 E(Partnership

Maturity) =4 w2y} IT =3
Atolell = ool gk A= tE
7ol EAletH oled FHEFES
AxA ez [T7]%d vjzry~ A
gs HYstal AT TS HEH
71315 FA "o oA HAR Vs
9 A 2= %= (Technology Scope

Maturity)e]tt. ITE Y %2 (Front
Office)o|t} #8] %4 (Back Office)7t
o] & Holds 4 Ui, BE H=

Ya gazs aAsdl FU4e
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o7 ITE Ag3t Y= AHelt} o]
T ITeF vl=yze A7 0 5
335 AolEolA At HE L&A
oR QAHE F2E YA 2
3 [TEA o A= 7= IT*‘?"H

oA #Y A& FEE WRE

gl tH(Kettinger and Lee, 2002). &%

AR FEREOIT YAlo] A &E il

A= AL AR IT 5 F47
5

ITol o

=

F s g3 aFUr A&
3L Q7] wjFo] 2 (Truex et al, 1999)
ol 98] IT+ wWEYZzd Ry d

HotAl A=

H2 : ITSE4e IT8ad §o9
gL v Aol

H3 : IT_OJ}—/\‘].Q. IT,B]E]/‘IZ: ?_:]_
Aol G283t ke 1wz Aot}

of o 71 Hli

Ao s
g4 FES B AAGn =
el AARe @ A4 wA B3

dehs ddo] ofd
43t} (Philip, 2007).
A A 7IHS B =
< 7FsA st TFAoR
2 AA 7INks Al SEHA
L‘jr (Reich and Benbasat, 2000). ©]
of w ITYEEE ITS4la IT-1
22Uz AAe o dFdFs "

Aelehs 7Ha e AN

EA: IT-HZ=Ux7r A2y 23
S 9% W Fod FHoEA o
& sl 9l e (Hoogervorst, 2004)
27HA Al e IT-v=Y
23 AAE 7bsA s (Philip,
2007) AWHA= IT9 v=z2yx2rt o

Aol ZEAA Pz FHE ztu
A &9s A wdgo] Jheat
A Ak o] A4S ITe w=yxrt

9 (Domain)oll A sAloll A
AlE o odeto] PAE Hol 43 7
5 5} dAr. FHAE EA
5 B8 ITs =Yz dAe o
AR P /J-/Kﬂ%] Aol 31 7]’\QD}

z‘sl,

ol#]3 EA &g o7 7oy W

A e 7&%3} o]l e, 7l<§L#
Aae, g3 #E Fol FAHY
A Atk o)gA vzYre g
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g 7se IT-v=ysrh A€
Q1 EAR AlFwojof A A o|x
gHow o] Eolxn FHAQ
2] 7} o] Fo] XM tH(Winter and Schelp,
2008). 21322 EA &go= =Y
2 QAR ITE HA s A2
qoepw ITHANLS &8 IT-H=
270 AAle F9E o

ojgt= 7Hd & A A gt

ol e

IV. g7 2

1. g el A ==ts}

HoAFol M= 7 B gig &
A 98 oS3 2ol Ao
AAITHAS 4794 254 ITE
4 7% okl BeFrh. Swanson

and Ramiller(2004)&= 2|42 3
A& o] &) = (Comprehension), 8 %=
(Adoption),
&4 = (Assimilation)2  F-&38FaL IT
Aol AMHETeoorm  do(Mind-
fulness)”} S 8stthal A5k o,

Xia and Lee(2000)= ITEAS 37
93 FLeasr=E A5 (Persuasion),

&9 (Training), A A& A4
(Direct-Use Experience)S. 2 # 2]3}
Atk ool E AFAE ITHAS
EA oz A9 x(Adoption),
AP S AE

21 3] &= (Implementation),

% (Assimilation),

(Direct-Use Experience) 37}A& 4
Asta olE AR FAstaa &
t}.

=4 ITYEEE v 2Y2E /X
3t7] flgk Ar7ize] dFHAEE A
oA 4 £33 AFolAE Fm
EAS dFHe, 2ol Fax
I7HA 8AE V|Eo R AAEHA A
93t H 2 (Kiggunda,1981),

Nordstroma(2000)= IT®
o] o g4 = (Effectiveness) 2, HHAd
9](2004)= ITOEE AR RE
oA ITYEEE T8E, 8%
L% VAR Aot} o] ITYE
=A3}7] $18] E 2 %=(Necessity),

=
==
38 %= (Usage), < A % (Effective—

1o,
o~

- l_ﬂ

L

s

ness) 37FA & AR&etarat gkt

A EAZEL 534 EAA
RS AHgets ARE dudt s
23 AF 2009 doAR S
dolel gdd ##, Aad &85
EA #&5 93 To84w Ao
Ak B A= EHRAY HE
o] @A EAE +ddtes ITHD
Apole] CHRE EF EARE 3
sh ITFAAZA] &84 %, defate]

AA 59 37MAE EAZEH S =74
a7]91gk SR = ARE- ST

HW‘%‘OE IT-H =Yz AA #

FEH AT A, Chen(2010)2 <A

L84= 1T ¥ =Yt

T2 #BA IT ZeAo] 93k &%

H] =1 29

)
(2
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foi

g Luftman(2000; 2003)< IT-H]

ZUs A %R 232 A9 &

% (Communication), < #/7}%(Com- =
petency/value), AWWAZL~ FEUHA
(Partnership), 711%™ 9 (Technology 2 X2AZD 7|x2EM
scope), 714 (Skills) & AE% 71&o
2 AN Kearns and B o9 Tz} o
Sabherwal(2007)¢] el A= HaL HL =o]7) QN A
B ITAAFE, 1T 719 | ool e ITH g A
(Planning) A #2#}e] Fhof IT Z= AL 156 S tdo= AA
AE Ao FA3} FFEA A A pEA 1 EAALS 7
#E s AT MAE 24E E=F o gAY a7
A3, Lu and Ramamurthy(2011)&= 3HEe A9 U %)
ITE F83ks AS4A AAZE ZE Qi Yyes 283 A3
<E 1> SEAL SASH 5
T 5 Hl % (%)
A A 115 96
o] 2} 5 4
204 12 10
A 304 53 44
40th 55 46
A = 62 52
qdF RS 41 34
RES 17 14
ITAA" 73 61
2 F Al ") 34 28
A X A 2F 13 11
10 o]s} 15 13
e 1017154 82 68
15 o]+ 23 19
3 A 120 100
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Abstract

A Study on the Effects for I'T Innovation, IT Dependency and

Enterprise Architecture Usage on IT-Business Alignment

Jeon, Woong-Chan" - Jeong, Seung-Ryul” - Min, Dae-Hong

The purpose of this paper is to identify and analyze the effects for IT
Innovation, IT Dependency and Usage of Enterprise Architecture on
IT-Business Alignment that have been on the mind C-level executives for
several decades. In order to substantiate 5 hypothesis related 4 variables, 120
IT experts had been surveyed and Partial Least Square Method had been
used to analyze the result.

The results presented in this research indicates that technical review and
feasibility study for IT Project should be performed considerably to align IT
and Business requirement efficiently. It also implies that increased IT
Dependency in working process results in the clearer specification of

requirements for IT Project.

Key Words: IT Innovation, I'T Dependency, Enterprise Architecture,

IT-Business Alignment
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