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FUMABAGERB 2T, 2T FEN LRI RABRE 3R AF
TENIFELHERAT O B RIEE 0 2000) c AT HEY TRERNRZ | 2
TR E Y FENSEL > REE TR Y BRSP4 4T KRR

PEE 7 & K %’g!'lﬁ‘mfr’*&\% 2 AR Fl R R E BT 2 B o

RemEh- BAL  BA kg wBE oAl ¢ B3 2 § 1
Bov MERAE AAFLRRL PP AR g Y Y - BELFF Y
AR RGFIARE BT o S ,T&{P?ﬂ "% % (change) |, - A€ wITH R
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¥R ¢ RRG
Fo8 wREE2ER

kgt - dneng AR A AR RO s BTSN B RAZ OB

pe

g#%iﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁéxﬁﬁﬁ&&%i%’ﬂ&ﬂ%%Aﬂ

Nonaka #? Takeuchi (1995) # (Fr@#g|#72 7 ) (The Knowledge-Creating
Company )iz & & F ¢ » 0L L 2 Sueh cn T & - LR P A A f i o ehil A2
FEAE G REFo A ARl JHe SRR AT FHERE o F -
WhEHFE AL L B FE L R E §5 6] o Nonaka £ Takeuchi # 4 L% A T®
g, & T paras ) A R R R A B BE ARG Bk
Plde™ £ [2-1-1]

3o [2-1-1] : dehp §

g G
B o (L) ‘e (RR)
Mgk eniom (D8) T chie (A
TPt (PSR T B A aIm cndesk (e 2 )
¥)
g bk (§48) #eizchamy (2% )

F L kR : Nonaka and Takeuchi (1995: 61)
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B A fEromsga) 0 X ¥ oA e fAiesahp & (contents of
knowledge ) - 4-F % [2-1-2])

[2-12] : &osbhenjhsg

g s > h A
oL iv e PEA (b chiea
o & Gk
g T T (G g 1) (¢h i) ’
| B TE 1 i EECALE: ke ¢
e
s (R &fv) «—— (Ft )

F 4L % & : Nonaka and Takeuchi (1995:72)

e TAR g v ) & It ehdeas (sympathized knowledge ) o iEE - AT
Wk

RO BRI T R tnAvEl s T 20 0 TPl R4 B 6 AT A T B A R

g oo A7 0TI Crrw ig | e S oah engs i

B AR R A R A S R kLY
VU TS 3R AR R R A T andr s o

B E e RN e N N Bt L W

knowhow # 4 733 (£ T S ™ | % oot d

ﬁ,‘fb ) a., 7 %@ _r“_n«w‘—\‘ ) 7\1,\;’5.’4 %,’Fl—ﬁ‘r?ﬂ, B

B EH s g BT R dnis & @ Gk
£ '; s 2 A XA 7z, Y L DA v 2 3 4L 2, [P e 14
FLanaras q} PR R B AT ER s GAe B SRS il £ BB anari > A

o :s,f%k AR - PG ke g 2 (2 5 2> 2004:81~82) e

dodede s 3 Db Egar  Toe oo s A E A S TR 8 TH

B, o T iad ) Lfe o BB e B fRdeT (48 [2-1-1) ) :
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FHEA RN

IEPN Cijicd
Individual Group

B =
Concepts Stories

Explicit
2
meFIBNTTE
Knowing
As Action

4

o o I e
Bhar N aE

Tacit FEiET i
Slalls Genres

BB [2-11] e
E¥IFEIR  Cook and Brown { 1999: 383 )

2@ 2z
‘g,f}—ﬁ"ﬁ;g iz

X

F
- AR

e R

Dalkir(2005 : 43-44) % & Zack ~ Bukowitz » McElroy ™ 2 Wiig shsriit ¢ 32 {5
BILh o G N (Ao Bl [2-1-2] ) & ede F 72 95 7 (An Integrated KM Cycle) -

LN LR S B

Assess
ik P
HIGAE B
HIFSIV |
Update HIFE| Contextualize

Bl [2-1-2] : & & cavid ¥ 72 95 % (An Integrated KM Cycle)
R kR - Dalkir ,K(2005).Knowledge Management in Theory
and Practice, Elsevier .Inc.p43
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J‘r;%s.lf_’ ~\. L J‘["’Jy’ .__‘__'56; \:r»’il,.? i”%/\ {3 A;};@F mj&—;;}i&m%

BiaE 34
{]1 2t "—E__
:r‘r"i\.)TJ- x_— LN ok
B A ZR ‘EQJJ‘J_IF—%L
(AR 1 ?‘?ﬂﬁlﬁj\lw&”ﬁ

Catterall, 1998 :

(= )&~ % (knowledge sharing) = #73} Fg 2 %

B P e B e

U s B ATERA T A A 0 B P h g B
A2 mopengce (ki

R W 3

% 73 (knowledge capture) @ 3
SR EE IR

Al A FRIEY BT X J T Ea FIlaieat o

o G N B0 R L R RS A

12-13 5 § %8 %< » 2004 :

2004 : 264 ) - 1345 Dixon(2000) i& Fzs

ReRE G T UL B Sk R T

SiB A

R A E A B Rk EE Y B 2

& BLenle gk ETF o~ 4 4722 % (Hidding and

13-20)

» A dp e

R RS BE LR E (Mo §RRE  TRE)

LR R P drE e H

A 5 B RIS (Expert Mode) % 4 475% $ic7¢ (Distributed Model) -

% [2-1-3] : aogsos 3ol
p B R R FEA
P Expert Model Distributed Model
B wR TR EBA L | ARG RR B R
A | RSP Tt | A B EARad 4 EFEMR L o HF
B | @il A E RIS A | IHEFRN R bR AT
| B BREER o | B2 ANERETEMEP 0 kES
REAATE L xgF
i |1&z 8w [ RTT %
& |2&FRRLEED 2 &R
|3 @t 3 m T B F
2L | 44 E R 43 # ik

TR kiR % & ¥ Dixon & ¥ 2000 167-183.193-200 + L i » 2004 : 271-277

(= )Fr3: B~ ¥ (knowledge acquisition) : 4v3

W B {F = 7\1—\3}’};] [l

j%?’» o} 2 K%,;mfr"”-\lo mrr’*—kjéﬁ’»m" ‘\“‘,—L(/\I:»,_fﬁ 7&? i &)3,. 4 i ’a‘\‘

R T LG RS R e B

AT g L endoikak T A4

%ﬁﬁ;a@ﬁ~g$£ﬁg$ﬁ

Laraiasigie LR B e o
i

A B S
LR IR X L pid
S E B > 7

VL en

Fenfla g g

i

Sk ek P o

2 A doie ok



AT o2 AL B REAE L AERORNRAN G B R RETR
R EARE AR o AR RAR AR TR 0 G it RS & e
- B ﬁ:am:‘ .br}#ﬂg;rg A s 2 H A }b‘%‘fr’fy\? f—?ﬁ%-%z*}; i ff‘,ﬁ’jj"?gl”ﬁ ¢ oo

Penfids g o f b forif 16 TR bR AT LA R

p)

A B AL RS Sl IRy F Y st s AR AL G AN
PR T R BB (Rl E 2 0 2004a 1 325 FR K jF 0 2004 ¢ 188) o

(z )&t £ 32 (knowledge creation) © Merali(2001)$% ) i A Foghg]id e &
AT L R Al AL A BT R T e 4 BB RS a4 BB
Eengl a3 Rz & NAreha it s #f2 5 TAHP BY | - &g Y 5w
TR Y o TR G R AT R B gk i i e Y
LN U S R ETER S ERE AR -1 S EroT S SeEre
Eok o~ FYIUE r L 1 0E R N A AR E Y B (B [2-13) )R K

# » 2004 : 230) -

ffit ST Al
L) rmionse || gy

;ED "|  (exploration) g I
: pa=2)

%3: | EEHIAYE] - 7

11 g B T (ST

IH exploitation

Bl [2-1-3] : i~ s fld i 4R
T gk AR F 0 2004 1230
SRR Aok - BEREAE B FAaEplE AR ERY o4 8§ A
Bzl i ?ﬁ?fﬂg  m z’ft.féﬁ'.,?j%“« AT g E3as ? I8 L g‘yv}@;z,ﬁ!\ﬂ«}; B %ﬁ‘i‘é‘iﬁ O
B EE T o
BN X=X 13

i) ek lid Lyl sk Al ATend s Bl - ATenir @A T B e

PyeS

1%‘«_7\\1‘ y 7% 2R Lﬁéfr’i\," gq;ﬂ;‘;ﬁ }A% / ﬁ%l}ﬂ FRst'— o & J@ﬁﬂ:ﬁ\’r?ﬁ;ﬁq
i 72 % «h Nonaka {r Takeuchi(1995) > # i 4 &1 973 e TAL § i -2h 3R iL - & i {4 -
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http://tw.dictionary.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&p=exploration

r A it | #-3% (Socialization-Externalization-Combination-Internalization » SECI) »
» ,T&{SECI Bt o T ik g P A B A R A B g o A o R s I
A 42 e ba(Originating ba)» :T’If»’fl!\fﬂi Az A E RS ATIRIE B A R Ke He
B AL R B g STt R P B g BB g b BT I A B A S IR R e
#oql? 3 ehba( ba)ys AL RIE T $55 2 g (metaphors) i 5% o iR <
8 iE ~ LR E S B e e F (Mental World) © & & 1 R 45 3R B 14 ot
Bt B R R R T { F 8 A el kg o B ¥
FI* T *achiba + ,T*L{ﬁl FATHAT AL R REHACT) e FHERE & Sk
G R L G A L F A { SAFSRIENE BA P anBE R e f Al
PR M0l ki ~ B T T A 4 RTRIME s o T S e A B ek g e
Boom R AT AR ALY S nfE tba 4 R AR AR Y 2
{7 # 2 & ¥ (learning by doing) » # F A sk b ¥ B2 %2 ¢ R po vt
& - AR 2P b L A R s e Y 2 1 4 (Nonaka &
Takeuchi, 1995) -

E‘k‘ﬁiﬂﬁ& Ry 185 -1
k€ (™ ‘71‘??[‘ [~ it

(Externalization) &l

(Socialization)

W

zf % (%, = 2 N Iu ;/12
D il ht
# (Internalization) (Combination) #

; i %tj—kr"::ﬁ‘& F_\?q%ﬁf *IJH%'

B [2-1-4) : SECI &zhdd 3% H75 B
7L kR © Nonaka & Takeuchi » 1995

PP A AR A AR e BT A TR e P F
= bl R 1§ 4% - & NonakafrTakeuchi :PSECI #-7] » 4 11 B ¢ Frahgr o B dogs
FOUR T ARAE R E AT AAH o B B AT A Rk £ deRs
FRedt kitg A ehf iz m kB AT ol B2 - Blafamiel ¥
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gt Bog il it S Y g A K3 anth B el i B S il AL e
FIAALHE lei}fr;%ﬁ BhE - o i

- R e g AR ;ﬁtr} SR R A SR R R i S R Rt
P ol P AT R AT AR B B AR A Ald A 0 e gE o B
BB A R f < ) iR o e B B ARk B X
Feasd)ig 1% % (knowledge-creating spiral ) > 4oR12-1-4 o Bt A3 %P - 3 1
B FE g g & 2R Ziesa8 4 (Nonaka & Takeuchi > 1995 : 74-83)

(- )& # (intention) : Polanyi(1958)4 I £ g4 flsd cis &+ A T K3

e

Taid ) o Weick(1979)» e s HmaFa @l o A masgs
PFEF o TG BN BB DLAEE P AT T BRE L P o Tk

Beng| ] | o wafsgandad 4 kp .f‘:E.f‘:F g™ & T *—‘«’(_,JQ F AP O B
oo fmBiE A PR A W R e NI A e At Aid ek T
AR EEFES Sl FRFEAIY opiiha 4o R ARG A R T e
FHEEHL P P BRAFR AR LA Ee BT AAPR e ERE 2
EFEH o

(=)A 2 4¢ (autonomy) : Edgirid (Fen@FF2 #7100 2 302 i L@ 1 o

2T R R RS R A FRER 2N A s ApAES
(autopoietic)sHE, & > Arasflid ¢ P AP BHEBGE p R IR §
KL FETDERL o

(= )ik #+ &2 43¢ 1287 3 (fluctuation and creative chaos) * g% = § LY ff

AEYAERBSTER TRAFEIFED A AR TREABETRIER VR
BT LA R Blofkm izfd B AF eIk B3 BT 2 R E
Maad o AEF AR SR TR apE Gl BN EE e Rl

I G o A R IE AR S A T R U A L e ,f‘ £ B ek (Prigogine &
Stengers,1984) - ¥+ 2 @ & FiE b o @l AT - AP G f
B AL AP DR R R A - R ¥ o fid TREd HY R ad AR
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B A THGRA Y RI@AR | - FILBRA ¥ BEY PR E AR R
lﬁ%ﬁa’%ﬁﬁﬁagﬁ%,wﬁlﬂﬁe%ﬁﬂfmﬁﬁavj’@aﬁ%
LE A eas BT (X 2] B 0 2004) -

(z)E£ 4 (redundancy) @ & "»ed | ~ TSRy | alld®8™ » €47 & -
BACE L P HEVALEC DR A H ARG 0 2 LT A

FREDTHE o FIZBAGRL LI A BAE P A - Morgan (1997) #%& 41

i W3+ (holographic design) 33 ke & - 2 MEApT M e 7§ &
—MPHEH e AL 2l 2B G T EAF TN phebad
AP NPET AR HNEE e DL AT i e

£ mﬁ*ak?\&’;\.d&ﬁ,ﬁ‘-,mﬁ‘(f 2 0 2004) -
(I )% # 0% R 42 (requisite variety) @ FI¢h &IRB h ) ~Agie » maa )
Bibe g2 AnT e SRt 3 i 4 g At m gk h R T A i

A ER S HEES et i TEAF | RR T 8

?:
=y
3
|4
2]
i
1+
3\
By
-3

A5
= [}

{ i&- # ¢ > Nonaka fv Takeuchi (1995 : 83-89) #-} it Fwakid g e
ﬁﬁﬁ1$%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁa’%%m—$§€‘if&mﬁ*
RIBEARPG - 2 T BEAEES F R E o LML - wEME 22 R

|47 3 s R B o W 40T

1.4 % 2 ¢ 5@k (sharing tacit knowledge ) : 4p § *tAriiid & oAt ¢ 1 B4R o

REETEREZFAEFT AT R BB BRI FOB AL FEES TN
HERE T R FEY TR SR o Bl A e T

\

44
-
o]

|

\4

RFSerap 24 % ﬁ‘%‘ifj‘,fé,_’fﬂ JER B EF s b4 “’k’?ﬁ"—*‘ﬂ » g g R
i oozEsH g 3 YR T ERRT

2.1 24 (creating concept) : 4p % 3t ArEiigdE vt Bp i AR o LA ECP
FH A F ot Fé’l MEZ ’ﬁr‘?-%’ (metaphor) £ #+t (analogy) - 24 5d & €
fhplg ko pAafER e Epd RY FREL e - RV B BIRM S
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Aoee s E%Ma‘ﬁ’Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁwgzlﬁwﬁﬁﬁ£%“°

3.4k A (justifying concepts) @ i d - /& T SEKFDL F G W,
Fltle Al N B o - BeEREe A A JIE S ART
%&ii’ﬁégiﬁﬁaé:iﬁj B h A Ee e E R R
"R R o AFARPREREAREFE L e P PSR AR Y R
ARl v el =7y pe =ik e

4.:% = K 3] (building an archetype) @ A2 S#FE B % ¢ - 2 537 AR
B RS BPRFER ESRAIRTOEA)T o RA|T AT GE (T S A e o
RAPE 2 B ERTRIE TG chvb Bpavit o F] S SR L A0 B e a8
R A R R s PR Y Ak ke AT

5.85 & =% chimiss (cross-leveling knowledge ) : lesismisiflig K- 3 7 ¥7p 2
AR i*.,ﬂ,f%‘%}l\ M- LRAZEZE AT AT - BAaEpR Pk
1 b AP R B R R RERT A S R T S E G
TEF RAEE M AE  BER CRLFS AP H U E il B oo IR
FEAFE > I FHE LT HE p e FR T p A P IA T B
PRGE AT EAS H m R e PR e T R & e s sk A engy
F148 ]

m

SoEk A 3 P07 Sivula et al(2001)sdras A 2 104 L N & 0 LI AR IR A
AR w BB AR ¢ %G (codification) ~ 4 ¥ (extension) - % {z(absorption)frA 3
(sharing) 323236 1 & G4F 3w s 2 o @iy ¥ » Wik F & radE R
HEGe T E M e Wp TR { R R g o Bl R B ATER e
LR B EEaI e g R ST IR GER  LFRERFFE o PSR

]
e
:
]
¥
-
&
AN
F_*

Fof ¢RI B MR § R A A A
VA RA M REABRTEL AR U @B W oo 3R h
ot P iE AR {;}H%,ﬁn,ﬁ%sﬁmfr B :}:-q.@“&/‘rr’i-\‘;}' i ’ {%‘%‘d H s #;?‘géj__g
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R FT s e KB iR S LRI ehp G o R fTiAeY o 2 F T FlAma
el U o EOEE o LI gk ) # Cohen {r Levinthal(1990)
iR A RATEAE K PRI B AR 4 ] A S o R AT 4 I e
B FF GATR O REER C AT@ [ U R LR DAL DA BER A S
AR B A R e R Rt B BRI Y4
B oo ATkl B ST AR B B A Dl 0 DlAcB € Tl AR A e
F ruE AR A 5 g A4 o Bho Bl4ois e sk 2 3% € (Sivula et al,2001 5 51 p R K
% 2006 1 59~60) °
s A RS

R R A e AT B R G A SRR E A AR A
Harpifod ¥ 5 i A 2 2k (Hislop,2003 © 184) o $F foih %3044 ¥ =2
B4 R FRArgie g o fed A ARG AN A G o ERE L R G

ﬁﬁ—F’ﬁﬁ FRUER oA A R R R R A A A
H

Conway cHfirdl# 4 - BHFERKFERG G A4 FTREZE By X4 *
TRE A B IR h & F A KA P e AORE T e SR R R s g

ER S o e amde®B [2-1-5) ) > w3 % & (Psychological Contract )
g B R R ST s 3 E %2 %) el i (Delivery of the Deal ) o 2T 2 & #5135 &
Sl R E WA R AR R 2 e o 0 ) g YE( Delivery of the
Deal ) B %3 B 1 48 13 8 $5 $ 0 84735 8 ek F o & 7% (Hislop,2003 : 189) -
KT E e E G2 & A7) & ok & Pop (Hislop,2003 : 189) o & & ff fRenw
PEX > FAE T v i ﬁém‘ﬂ #-L& 3% (Organizational Commitment) ; 5 2. > ¢

A FEhwhk T%‘« K # (Hislop,2003 : 189)
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A fA (consequencesnt)

* E@@%ﬁﬁ'ﬂ

#l[K(causes) ['] & (content) «rrﬂ :
F PP % Al [ %
A A (% N A szsl'f
* Ry > I = b=
;ﬁ;‘:% L[
i1t L s 17 B
E RV yﬁ
i
F]J =7 —“fL HET
B [2-1-5] @ wmE gt
Guest & Conway ° 1997 : 6
- B _ELTz.k—i wFER et Tz B ‘_.;Laf L Th T e ?k E e
FHERty - el o ofhd ﬁ*{‘g Fokpedok i 1 HG F K A
CRNIE RS EU S A T ERE LA VT L 1A S L

& R 1 (Hislop,2003 : 192) - 2k ¥ £+ 4 FTihEL

o e
=
‘}l:\
),
K
-@

FIUS-REE BT F R RES R AOEE I R RO

i e ¥ 1 E# (Hislop,2003 : 193; Oltra,2005 )

I~ FRPHEE
Arthur Anderson Business Conculting(1999):% & v IIEHEF ¢ 45 B h
EE N JEH pr g OA»;L%J;;;;ﬂ u%ffnéfp’e—\,? T uE #r 4v ik ;;,?' @ AR o

TR A R L@ el B il s R i RAXR R 1 JeALE 2 P Horg & b
Frgho Pl Aok ey § yiﬁo@%mﬁm%ﬁwﬁgﬁrﬁaﬁgJﬁaﬁﬁa

/

()R AR E o @ A S ek TP etk o 4o [2-1-6]
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Technology(+) : Fs#H Share -
F LA 0 B So 12 A0 4R

KM=(P+K)®
People : A ﬂ-* i
Fo S E fiy Knowledge © dwif

Tl - W~ ol - W B

o

Sosl B 10 e A

B [2-1-6] @ F3fL ek ehios 4 12

74+ %R Arthur Anderson Business Conculting(1999)

MR E A R AR R £ ROR T S R RS R TR Y e S
by 2F 50 B4z L%)@m —T‘rm %7}’[;&'1#94 L&Ffp’i\,mgt,« fLEB ~ lm
FoRR R ATE B EE S T AL B B B ATAREY(Zack, 1999 5 Alavi
& Leidner,2001 ) - A3 % Eﬁ%‘« LR - P BAFENFE T A H N
FRES b R a2 B BB~ B R R R AT 0 B EPT TR IR R
e 2 5~ TP~ (Date Mining) ~ 2 * Frih i 3 B (Date Warehouse) ~ i+
5 3174 e B4 1 £ (Decision Support System ) ~ ¥ = #t 48 (Group Software)
Bt~ plig Arpid (e chie i s RFIP 0% P HGFOT R~ E 2 AT AT S 2
B A aeak i A# A &2 PRix (Khandelwal & Gottschalk,2003 : 15-16)  # 2% »
BRI EFE O PR AHR LSRR R TR LR o T
P AMERGHEFELE 2 RT3 p g7 G FNB R AT IR
= (Khandelwal & Gottschalk,2003 : 17) -
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5 Al B RS
- ~ MeCTIP Model

d Moffett v McAdam(2002 : 241-242)F| * 375 = J]?c d FlF L7880 A7
Fe PR E g AN CRB-2 I F - - A f iy A 0
FMeCTIP H:5%) » S0 &R B BERfF g2y 2 L AP P RELT Hl %> T

B T TR G ¢ B F A AN Y § T T MAEFIR A e

T
Me(Macro Environment)...................... BTG
C(Culture).....oovvviiiiiiii R
T(Technology)......coevvvvviiniiiiiiiiinann.n. AL
I(Information).................ooooeiiiiinn. TIFE R
P(People).....covvvviiiiiiiiiii BB

A MeCTIP #25% 4™ [@) [2_1_7] At

Technical

Information I

M

o
e

‘,ru ks

> Ffo
Organizatlonal Climate

R
Me(Macro Environment)

I Jﬁﬂﬁla‘i% [

» Internal Technical Climate

People

t

B [2-1-7) : McAdam 1 MeCTIP -3¢
PR 75 - Moffett,S.,McAdam, R. and Stephen Parkinson.(2002),"Developing

a model for technology and cultural factors in knowledge managemen"Journal
of Knowledge and Process Management, Vol. 9 No. 4, pp 241-242

BT RO T Ardy i A0 B R H P e g TR AP B end R MR TG o

E LUt B4R T & B ehRE % o 44883k 8 (Macro Environment) L EPRLE ARE A =2 ]

s

PARRARRE o do 2 TRARE R P EMP M s TR
- F .,“‘i # 1% (Organizational Climate) & 3% ,3_f BH- Weg ~ PRz g4
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F 5 p#fLHE § iz (Internal Technical Climate)4r 3 30 2L 4 JAA#2E 2K 14 2 $20 F 3
FHEE DT o R #14 (Technical Contributor) & 45 F 3 S SRR L #*
HEE @& B UE #:p“géﬁrr?g";%‘ ®eAF AL L F A F] & (Information
Contributor)4- 5 3k ¥ (K g)E F %2 % . & f 183 F] % (Personal Contributor)
JeB AT R IRE TV RLETRAEE S REGRP T Ry Eondi
B R TP o LB e Tenfe bk 0 TR A L E
SRR L E _EL%‘« < it § iz e 5% Davenport& Prusak,1998 ; Moffett , S.,
McAdam ,R& Parkinson,2003 : 23) - Moffett , S., McAdam ,R #[! Parkinson (2003 :
23-24)+ & Ardpihdp Ak .33513337%; o Bdide X Hendr g I i F ik
# T2 7% 5 (KM Environment) 72 ¥ (establishment) °
= ~ Demerest’s KM Model

d Demerest(1997 : 374-384)#14% d1 e ¢ I HIY > A8 B0V 485 34 s
g duE o SRR SRR O E o mﬁiﬂ o E JERAL € Fraken
Ef e e BT AN B SRS it g B e o - B4
e fe e # W d P oA gt F (Explicit Programmers) k 2 & > 71 & 327 S d AR
¢ 2 $#(Social Interchange) i 42 o A @ # s B B (S %E2 A Kk ehi-E doahen
Bif AT - BIREARS L P2 AP IR A w2 Y o

B o gt FAATE R R AT iR (AR [2-1-8))-
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B

//v Knowledge Construction
A

I -> T (S
Knowledge Embodiment [« Knowledge Dissemination
\ TE[ EIJ
Use

Bl [2-1-8] : Demerest gt ¢ 37
’E’ﬁEH\W : Demarest, M.(1997) “Understanding Knowledge
Management” Long Range Planning,Vol.30,No.3.pp:374-384.

McAdam, R.§= McCreedy(1999:101-113)# i+ 4%+ Demerest *74 ) cfdvas ¢
TR A g o T3 A R e ""k"ﬁ‘:‘ R (4ol [2-1-9) )0 s Pin s A
By P it AR B b - S P AP E R B T -

A P R e PR SRR Y 4§ AR R D R - B 5 £ Ko

11 & (Business Benefits) ¥ - f& = i 1 ¢hf%2z(Employee Emancipation)  » )’j%{;m

oy

PO e R el F R e L REARA B EA # f i

pavRRBERIR
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REXIT g Al A

Scientific Paradigm Social Paradigm
B,
Knowledge Construction
7'}
HIFE - 5 (L

A

Knowledge Embodiment Knowledge Dissemination

]

Use

U Sk

Business Benefits

G

Employee Emancipation

B [2-1-9] : B & Demerest’ s #C5' {8 chiwghd m

FEn

FrR PR ¢ McAdam,R.&McCreedy S.(1999)“The process of knowledge
management within organizations: a critical assessment of both theory and
practice”,Knowledge and Process Management,Vol.6,No.2.pp:101-113

= ~ Spek & Spijkervet 4§ = F (E 50

Leavitt (1964) 47 #-4] (Diamond Model)dp ) » 5ot 32 = 4 hbE 42 5] % 5
(DiEdh @ EREORvE 5 (2)4 4 st | el ~ 730 B)mghe oA
s b (AP T ARM PR AAA#HEKR 0 @ Spek & Spijkervet
(1997)14 Leavitt (1964)ingEZ il i d dg I ra@h g A & ¢ ffw < fovk D T2 it

G BHE AT s FIE TR (SRR [2-1-10] ) o & FERFE R

l
=

(AR E Y F RET SRR R E SR R L R

PiAT e LR ARG AR RS B RE Y R

£ ]
B - BERPIPFZ v A BEHAFY i > X P E0FY e

l‘%\ﬂ ﬁj@_ﬁ H °
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TR L
TOIE (TSN

\

Bl [2-1-10] : “oahp miE F

=2

Rl macidr i 2 AT LI BEEahes f KF wa g
WRES 5 TALS B i R oA Bl(Bock & Kim,2002) o 64k § & B2 3t
FEAEGRFLAARF TR FRER AT ARG T PR
BN RIPL AR gy gy d T L g o

- ~ 3= 2% (Technology Acceptance Model » TAM)

PrEFELIG LR AR FHT LR "4 * 3u4r ) (Perceived
Usefulness > f§ #zPU) ~ T % * 324 (Perceived Ease of Use > f§ #EOU) ~ T & *
% & | (Attitude Toward Using > f§ #AT) ~ " 7 2 & # , (Behavior Intention > fj
FBI) ~ 7% (Behavior» BYFeBf 4o Mi75 | &4 T d dw ) 97 ik
o TFEERe 0 TR*YER &3 *no Skl a T G& R
I B EL T R Sl Rtk SUN - AR - LTI R
HEARHE T i 2a PR BR ) o RHE [2-1-11] 229 '
FIRAT ) A RApehE o TR Y F 8 5 o Aok TRAPFE RIS F R E 2 FY
SRR £ WS T O N A S S Tt S - AR
FAPHECAIHEETF FEY AP e F R EITUE B Lo (Daviset

al.,1989 : 982-1003 ; +£ L i » 2002 : 177-178) -
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FI §J j:]:[
Percelved
Usefulness

A 4

\ 4 A 4

NEX [ i IR
External Attitude Behavior Actual
Variables Intention Behavior
pLE J?&ip
Perceived Ease

of Use

B [2-1-11] : #3482 H55(TAM)
FA KR R 0 (2002) (e it g E PP 4 ) > L% R 17T T o
3203 tiaw@PU) g £ 3 % wEOU)L » 8 @ B AEATRIX  *
wAe(PU)2 4 % 3uw(EBEOU)E b i e 32580 75 LBBDE % 713 * 3 (PU)L

B E R (AT)HE & B (e B B (AT)ehE P $ % na(PU)ER & 31

=

= ~ 34 7 5 % (Theory of Planned Behavior » TPB)

P Ajzen >t 1991 E3 D T4 F 2 0% B R AEB A7 A IR R
JAPR {2 § 1(Ajzen, 1991 1 181) < 22323445 91 T {7 & & B, (Behavior Intention -
BI) & p: % $/& 3 F 78 (7 5 (Behavior » f§ £ B )& B - EI30R (7 5 BodF oy
e 75 A BBHEY = B f#‘i SRR L HT T 5 AT ah i & (Attitude Toward the
Behavior » AT ) ~ i g4 (Subjective Norm » SN )14 2 {7 5 37134 (Perceived
Behavioral control > PBC )  (Ruy et al.,2003 : 114-115)° 7 Miz= B 1 & ¥ & (5
SRR B 4o

FeABBH): EHFE- BANFEAFLE S AR PRR S LD BB F
(Subjective Probability) » B * ¥ % - 7 5 7%, B g~ A H B 7oA KE
Fe dWFLARMBEFTEFLF AT RPEIRM G F > F2LRFAT X
JEREIERIFEF Z AR o

FalBARAD  ABRAHEHAFIHRFZ I el EgE - B

AHREAE L OER € XIE A7 7 5 FFehiT 5 4 (Behavioral Belief)
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*
55

"=

% 3* 5 (Outcome Evaluation)*t% Fr #2558 - (7 5 £ & £dp B A P72 5
EAZ PHEYNLL A R EE A L
ARAFPON)  dy- B ARATHE AR FR A SR g
WEF - 7R p a4 > d R & (Normative Belief) £ iz ji # 4%
(Motivation to Comply)“7 ¢ B2 58 o =1 & EdpAt § BB H B 4 7 5 L BD

HooA RAS BRI LA B A H R B AR B L kAR

pul
2

@,

7Rt m(PBO) t4p— B ARG A& VR F S REF IR o
BARELGPpE EFREFLIFENT A 5% ~ Fih(resource) ™ 2 15 ¢
(opportunity) o % — B A H>» R (FHE T E G M OT REB EX I BIH
ESRRE LR BT Kﬁlpoff'g o k2 FAZAAM DT IR E L N ITEA
7a N AEE F RSk EE 'ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁ%’ﬁnﬁwﬁé
AR AL AGTE o

M7 2 32 F52R(TPB)M = B APHE F 5 A2 a@Ek (1)F 5§

PARIBASELRM QB FLARE THESPER )~ TFE oA
ALy 2 TR SRR B2 A3 SR QR E A SRR

BLALE 2 7 5 g Aw R 2N 0 2 R Bldo A v B A RET S 3R
Froenfs A SRR R 1 TR R TR R TR BT E
weBl [2-1-12] 557 0 %7 R~ AR 7RG E N L R R
T-BANFLE LB Ajzen i P 2 SEHFF A FHREFEE LS A

EE S

bo

&3,Aﬁﬂﬁﬂi%ﬁMﬁéﬁﬁi%ﬁﬂﬁ%g—%‘ﬁﬁﬁi@°
MR A e A U s A RET  H RO a0 £ R D
B~ 1 T8 s FEFE E_%‘« F1% 1 2 PpFF] % % (Fishbein&Ajzen,1975 ;

Ajzen,1991 : 191-197 5 # L 5 » 2002 : 174-176) -
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= £ F& Fi=
Attitude Toward

Behavior

A 4

= I R Wi
Subjective Norm Behavior Actual
Intention Behavior

= £ #iﬁ’ﬂ A
Percelved ______________________ '
Behavioral Control

B [2-1-12) : 3% 7 5 2% (TPB)
erR 35 Ajzen, 1. (1991). “The theory of planned behavior” , Organizational
havior and Human Decision Processes, Vol.50.No.1,p:182.

-%4;

R

Giddens & (At ¢ eiff ) — 3 4 @ BB BAh - BEP > Wik g
BHER A SRR B 23 RS AHD G e S T A
e it BIRIRARI R Huk o $RER 1P P a HHF 5 A4
=

24
A

\\\

o A MR S RS YA AR R A A LA B G RSP
(agent) > * | § 4395 f & efmnar ~ fIEfravp kbt p 2 Jflehim s o @ SR 7
i ‘z%ér € 75 g %@%ﬁnﬂJtiﬁﬁm%mﬁ?

ARG || A [T YRR TR e

i
5
2
;

L/l

5 A

< SIS RS D[RR S

i‘)h‘,—: i{l% Wﬁlﬁrﬁ—lg@“:—?l—r 15

B [2-1-13] e~ F Fuirfi Rt g 322 T 6
T kR D B R A 0 2004 1 147
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Flpv o P T S RRE R F R F R B A R B RS L

?\\n__‘-

)

F28 Rl I 2 MY

oL A RAGRALFOIT R G L nE LS FRFIERSE

M-

Connelly §= Kelloway(2003)2 & B 1 >t w@is 3 2 L nsoa B2
RIFTUFAGERFZEBAFF-RFR L e 3~ M iuawine R 5% 5
PR RS Z AP U2 BRI ARG T R aniie By R
TSR AT AP DR R oq BTGB EY AR

TR ?Im_iz—lii—%’\ AR RAFNE B IHAE T H IO G R
deo AP RS R AEA R Y L B G B R e e ks T
MR s 3 2 L aniieT NIFL PR S0 e 3¢ R
B A PRI RS R R G nfe) fELE AR P E{FR L
G g T Y [ Ble S B S B i 6 R PS4 S e en

Wasko = Faraj (2005) 243 Nahapiet f= Ghoshal (1998) #7#& ! s & |

R MBHEW BRET A RTTAMIBBT A Bl RARBHL @
& m ¥R+ F ii.%%.ﬁﬁ}gk—%i”v\ Fpechiwdo AP AR ARRT T RET
/;J%frr'é"g";é’ﬁ’k ’ g Pl ?}*kﬁ FoEA B B BT AT RRAAEY X AR
Ao R AE I AL R R R I T A R 0 F
Aot BT AR PR R T A 3 i g

Bock, Zmud, Kim = Lee (2005)43 45 32|+ {7 # 3235 (TRA) = A 7 A #H0 T

Pg@%\ﬁgwﬂﬁ*Uiﬁ%%ﬁk%ﬂpfﬁﬁéﬁﬁ°Ff%ﬁ’%
MR s 3 Ol R R X DA BARFERT bR G E n BR§E&D
- R | fekiae WA A N R e 3 B Rio WA 35 1945 SR 22 4§ u TTR 4 L= 2k
W3 AW RTRE By ABARE § TP Y ER (sense of self-worth)fr ke &

ForermPo £ A BTend o ARV R A H R A 3 T 5 G G gk o

)

Kankanhalli, Tan f= Wei (2005) /¢ 53 }I?c (knowledge contributors) =77
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B 3 AT F =3 4 i (electronic knowledge repositories » f§ - EKR) i€ * ¢
Flgkem AL dE il & A AN g LB G A § T ARG A ko G
LG I E o A KPP o TR LA B A Ry Rk B T
FI* AL E F ALY DB T Ar- B E 3R E A J R RE P BT
SR AR Y AR TR LA - LR T s 2 A § i
EEIC I R i R R LA R il E IR BB F A
Rp At AR o p Aoma g~ B0 e )t 8 £ g 2 il k BT A a
R V- BALFERS  WARS B2 hfl A 7 g HT TR A B
T FABAERET TR

Cabrera, E. F.fr Cabrera, A.(2005)#] f1] * 32|+ &3R5 ~ AL € LHFILH ~ AL € |

D

AT R AL FIRILG AR M S K RGRE S B R U A 3 77 S end

El
i
S

4785 - B M5 oo s 3 97k 8 | (Environment conducive to KS) »
WA AR TR LSS S A BT} £ Rt R s T s

gﬁ%;’%ﬁiﬂﬁajz@$ﬁﬁmﬁgu%mw)wﬁgi%%¢ﬁ¢&

2
i
’F_‘k
|
fc‘

i :,\.E'é—s",é,\fj_,{‘r-"‘—\.m& Kﬁ"f}t:o’l okf )3 —s"/,,\;?_I% R _jg 2 ¢k

B FARIFR AT LG ORELZELOLE A FEARMAELE L H DR
B s AR TRF T e R S | o R AR s 3 A5 AL 1
aﬁv;@)g,,lw;a,_?w Hid «fr}\atg:,, '}ﬂ“‘gcﬁﬁq:;—pgggg_’%‘_ﬁé‘g@qi

#2130 fp> o Cabrera, E. F.{r Cabrera, A.(2005)3% 5 43t 4 % {7 5 477 heha 233
fos RPERAT S B Ak BHEERE 4RI G EZIEHT A SN e E S
HES R VAR AT A R
Fr& PRSI METF
F o~ SRR

S R - BB A L g T B TR SRR I R AL E Y
F 143 21 48 if «h(Blau, 1964 Kelly and Thibaut, 1978;Bock and Kim,2002) -
Ipe(2003)» 25 w2bir NI F P s o AW A BT R oo Bt IR
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EARY TA A ATEREE AR K B B AT F]Pip 2 N enT AR AR

M I = B & a B e # R % (Earl,2001; Bartol and Srivastava,2002:71) °

H%ﬁéiﬁi%i&%{??ﬂﬁﬁﬂ*’*f{ﬂ PSS ARELS S

SRR EAR G F RS [ R g ANIRE LR R R LT
g ~ o7 it g e A (Kelly and Thibaut, 1978; Constant et al., 1994) - Cabrera, A.
f= Cabrera, E.F.(2002)3% 5 & #7222 338 P 4] & elde > GlAc 3o 3 5 4
HFRLACIL R R AR 3 ET U FIER Y ARAT B dp i BT AR A B s AR

FURATT LR A | $0 Sk et i (hoarding) -

N
<k
Ay
7S
Bl
ETIES

B R A 5 E LA R 4

LHA IR EAR - S R EFHAEIRLEH L TR n RIRE S IR

\3\
=
o
:)_

AT ANITHILANL A G N RTRES L FILLE
BORPFEAIEZTEAL PR aE A FHEREEFIT R - BRE LIRS

i’ﬁﬁﬁi””goﬁi—@A*@%%ﬁ:?—ﬁ%%éﬂﬁ%%’ﬁﬁn

3

TR LTS KA T B AT 0 R B R ¢ A gk i

RFY TR ERABFES R -FL o0 FAELGHT RN BT RS

PR E PR 2 FEEE G EFAHOLI bldr i hES $¢ o BT A
FEREDAFL WO TS §RPIRERAF R R e
éwquLaJi%ffi’@a%@ﬁiﬂaﬁgrzﬁm&@ B3 &

posrfirn@ AT AR PORE PR o WE LREERLY > R

PSSR A D R IR A R A W BALA R LE S P

AT A RAR A R BT T IR R A fRARATE 4R B A



(Kollock,1999) o 4 i F 5 flis 2 &xm 72 & Rz wipd §Fevis 4 > 7 o/ fe
oA d & A p B )i § #(Davenport and Prusak, 1998; Kankanhalli
etal., 2005)> Wasko {r Faraj (2000)BL % fe i At 3 @ cnip 440 & 0 p >0 p A do s
2 oReEs FE B P RS E R A o P e RALEY B¢
303 B P aAEs A B RS FL B PR e g ool e L - B
¥ 13 F(“is the right thing to do”) - @ Wasko v Faraj(2005)s%= 3 » 2 31 > B 48
§FRB DB ABGWL L E G R EITRE R G R e %{?&iﬁ/g%*v?é%ﬁ%
P FALFE o FIt o § BRI AfEAE A R B E SRR {‘3\'%},&\.’ PR €
RGBS R ?F FReV A 3 p & ehieid o Kankanhalli % 4 (2005)

ST RIS ERARALE g RN L nh TR W RgEL s BET

7 N

f%%.?ﬂ.?%‘iﬁ”ﬁfgfifﬁéfﬁf IR S DHERA WAL g LB L FS

o= | en A R T iz (interpersonal trus) { £ £ & - F]5 R ERFESHFLR FR
EHS A F kb RFEE L S AT N i g AT e @ B E Aok
Knez v Camerer(1994)#73.c0 T 3g #p |2 & | (expectational asset ) » #-F 843t %8
S B Rj#A-get4p 3 & IF(cooperation){r i 3h — 3k (coordination) 1R AL
(Kramer ,Brewer and Hanna,1996) - @ A ¥ fF ey 27 11 BEEAL € e 38 ~ 3
e RS B A T T F B AR B L F R s ke
(Nahapiet and Ghoshal,1998:254-255) -

Szulanski(1996) % 3R F 3 ek &K bti Bx X k2 B e h 2 RE 4 g\g_&% FaH

B 49 HEE2 - o Lee o Choi(2003 @ 210)87 3 4 Mg &l sk | P44 £
R AT R AR N RIRER o Q2002 T F IR 0 A fERG
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de P OATIRRIE AT LR A A R e GG R R 24 | T
FoRmERATEALLAFE L OB R ERTE K22 O R uRiE
TRAL AE OB mk e

T~ B

Patchen(1970)3% 5 kil fhd Ap ot ~ = F B TR 2 B A e Sehi g
PRI R AR TRy B A D p e B e S Pty R kP R
BPE A AR MGG B ) AMEf e R OB RER LB e
B3 Crdp B 4 S L 3F 2 Sk AR B o Kramer et al.(1996) % SRR 48 & J HiL ke
w4 B R REARE R R RS o B S T S L TR € o Lewicki
{= Bunker(1996)12 45 5% 7 45 3 L B REI0 e 7 0% 00 40 2 44 € gt > R
FOUA R AR L (T & o B1 1 ¢ N ifr’*—k* *eFEEARE ¢ 0 R E L IE G
TR R R R PR BT R B 2 E oA B
& 1% e % 22 3 FF (Nahapiet and Ghoshal,1998:256) - i 4 Johnson et al(1999) %+
ToR BTSRRI AR S PG oG g A2 F AR A
FR
B AP

Coleman(1990)3%. 5 & 7%+ & 63 |3t = SLiiflfp » s £ fBAb g b &
R BARR 0 A REFET AR FIAER G PRSP IET R L -
Starbuck(1992):% 5 B 322 MIFf & (FehiLfe 5 foidt i f s el > @ & (TR
R RTRT A E - B PRA I AL - BT

(expectations that bind ) » @ 1548 4§ ¥ b 2 # 1f AFEXEE, 2 e B
p o 5

‘?‘“

Fodeif & > domeng i 2 0 Uriﬁff%irsﬁ B3 TrEs 3 $e 0P % (Putman, 1993 5

Kramer and Goldman,1995) - Leonard-Barton(1995)» 3% 3 3 § a2 g 430 5o h FF
AplgeniEiey P AP LR AR I HRP IR FL AP SR E
M w i 5 ~ % & ¥ (Nahapiet and Ghoshal,1998:255) -

£ FRps
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Bhatt(2001) 3 36 f1 4k 14k § 5 S Al B Tl 5 £ & 5 4 8 T chg
36V R F omiang st o%ﬁﬂ TRALH L BFIL T RROR R S

Tl Rm piiE- Hrd Fagig Bad s ik PIF & RIFaRY it

i g

KRBT FILAL g TR F R W HEL T dofrr £ 17 Mg 2ok 2l

h3 AT RORRE ~ RFE R AR U2 S Rt R B N 0 TEF

BAMGRRR AR S o BRI T A S e ok

%

BV LT S PR R R BRI R 0 R H

AR IR

DR RS R £ (5% ,2003) -
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2;&% n [3 1 1] Eﬂ ’}’3_’\4) ) 7? t}: “'E_’_:‘%‘ql:‘,\; ﬁ :'Ff'?a
A% E B

I 3R 5 TR R PR § L R oAk § T ARG A rit

3
-
3

Cobfdppe | ~ Tagpdps g 2 T #3084 4 5 = 37 97 7p) % #(Wasko and Faraj,

2000 ; Bock and Kim, 2002 ; Bock et al.,2005 ; Kankanhalli et al., 2005) ; 2 % % %

F

BARFEEG Y o AW i%éLJ\r@%”kJﬁrﬁ e F=
iP] % #(Bock et al.,2005 ; Kankanhalli et al., 2005) o ¥ % 2 1548 P50 LA 30

EarA SN s g

Anbn

SR o AR IZFE A ¢ o T adRp )~ TR T A
2 Dgavps 4 % = FApp| B¢ 0 bR e SR TR, R AL D
iRFIEEG Y > TemigE ol ek ¥ Hni

ARG HTAZRP @ FEIRS L DRP T RS L FL AR

Bid o AT RpTRE RS R e 3 2 BEF oMY o FIRIITR
A H

o

PRy HERPPE > A L P EAAFDEA o gL ¢ Kim and Lee(2006)
LR P T 0 S | A i 4 R 4 LT
SRR T AR P R s B A AN < e B 55N

S R P S R R VSRS

GEhoerats A REFQ N AL ABL FF SR OIRIRE = Ko e B
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RS- 32 R i@ B TR E R s 37 5 205

(RF3 5 BE2S) » fegt 17 0008 G SHR T, S90S

B3k -
[HI] &g o h 3 nRpn & T 0 op b 307 5§ Lo DR F -
B3k =
[H2] 378 7 R &4 3 o pd &7 #2000 3 6nfe 2§ 5 6 ol 3 -
B =
[H3] #vps A A0 PR PEAETHN WA T NEFLF 26 PP -

[H4 ?%‘lﬁi’.&@ 4R ‘:"ﬁi:ﬁ-ﬁ’f’v% & PN ATELL B (T

i<
=\
=
=1
ks
=g

Bk~
[H7] 2 #F4 3 G r@d s 3 hiT 53 Lo o 58 -
g b e g2 05800 2 BT hF] % Bk
NP REE TR E B DR AR -
-~ EEA R SESN L RA
(- )=#&4 % {7 % (Knowledge Sharing Behavior)

B h 3 Fhshe e @ 0 RS E L AHIRA S A b hiE L i
BLOZOFEESVMABRAARS - BT 5 AT FEMEFY F 5 (Davenport,
and Prusak,1998 ; Hendriks ,1999) - @ 7 & # 7 ¥ %""%7‘;/»\ 3 R(A F D)
e ARLFL T NS S LS AER - S REFIA Y- B EIFS
(Van den Hooff and De Ridder,2004 ; Van den Hooff, 2006) ] *} 3 & 77 7 —“Ff 1%

AR EMMETEBARE NN R TBA R [T T A LB R g el
& % {7 & (Bock and Kim, 2002 ; £ £,2003 ; Bock et al., 2005 ; 8 & 4£.2007) - @
AT R BB LI RGBS T T AT MR A T R

AR A R TBRETBPLET(FL ) o
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(= )FE ¥ *} 447 p¥(Expected Extrinsic Reward)
Blde s 3 3 a7 B R R AR £ (monetary) &_E & 7~ A F N charg (8 5

=2

€& R L3 AN i F 5] 18 (promotion) ~ B E 4F 01 (T

ﬁ

1;& g,
AR AT & o
(=2 )% ¥ 7 A& (Reciprocal Benefits)

IrA A S F A R A A B R T2 B B 6 R A e Bk T

- HEfE G RADAIREIFEFFE  GRALARG I s 5
Gl F A E R 2 R A e dd § KR fIE R a2 { Ol

(= )&+ e5 X (Enjoyment in Helping Others)

AFEATOBLER? FEEPEEEECRL L2 G 2
Bk A S eniT A3 Jlm e A Bdes A AR e g F R
SRR R LR
(7 )3 & iz (Organizational Trust)

"THESOTE A R 1 eSO EAER > TR 1 e BOE

KPR R AREERERGRET HERDT IR - bldeo B3 H3
%

% N
(2

(ﬁm

EHACHE B I ARFREL LN 6 BT E A THD T e maK
333k (Organizational Identity)

RS A D FE LA SR
FRFBE -REp e D Efrefitdpin L@ p e g - R REY S 4
Flespth M2 £Fp 2 2A¥RPp 2 s
(= )& #¥ 4 % g (Pro-sharing norm)

WHE 7 5 gt &P s e M E Y 5 RIS TR A
B 2R R FAGFUE R AATORE T M2 BHE R E
WA ER R
(M)F 4 * (IT application usage)
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F’_*
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F 7+4£ ¥ % (Van Den Hooff and De Ridder,2004) -

7o [3-1-1) 5w 3 (7 2 382 oh 4 808 2.5 4
o T & iR ] 2 #
Cabrera, A.fr Cabrera, E.F. (2002) ; Bock
| e g e Kim(2002) ; Bock %  (2005) ; A
e # :m ]g fﬂfjrﬁh . Kankanhalli % 4 (2005) ; Cabrera, E. F. T’:\i#
fﬁ; i : — f fe Cabrera, A. (2005) ; /S_—EF:{FV
P SRR Chennamaneni(2006) ; Lin(2007) ( )
#.(2007)

i Bock §= Kim (2002); Kankanhalli % 4

1 f B A Ap 5 & 4 | (2005); Wasko fr Faraj (2005) 5 Bock & | At ¢ 2 4%

# | Y| 53¢ oy f ¥ @ | 4(2005) 5 Cabrera, E. F.4e Cabrera, A. %

¥ oa A0 B T4 o (2005) ; Chennamaneni(2006) ; (SET)

Lin(2007) ; 8 & £2(2007)

Davenport{-Prusak(1998) ; Wasko {r
# | BABAAZA e | Faraj(2000) ; Kankanhalli% 4 (2005) ; Ve
W e §m4 3R Wasko-fe-Faraj (2005) ; i &
2 Ao Chennamaneni(2006) ; Lin(2007) ; #% %

#.(2007)

w 1 *ﬁ'*’?ﬁﬁ_fﬁi ¢ g Nahapietﬂerhoshgl(l998) ; Wasko v A
pes Ty s Faraj (2005) I“’?‘l“
= E - 7’| ; Kankanhalli % 4 (2005) ; Cabrera, E. F. =
= = fe Cabrera, A (2005) ; st 4.2007) | (SCD
Kl
%L,, $t e S eh- %40 4o | Nahapiet fr Ghoshal(1998) ; Kankanhalli | 4+ ¢ 7 4

) | AR F* R Eir R | % £(2005) ; Cabrera, E. F.fr Cabrera, A 3?2

;; L L (2005) (SCT)

K Starbuck(1992) ; Leonard-Barton(1995) ;

;; Nahapiet = Ghoshal(1998) ; Jarvenpaa
Ao BEREYOLRLF fr Staples(2000) ; Cabrera, E. F.4r g T A
i PATEA F chfp B 2R _ o piket
i;j # Cabrera, A (2005) ; Kankanhalli % 4 (SCT)
# (2005) ; Bock % * .(2006) ;

Chennamaneni(2006) ; £% % £2(2007)

A.\ 4 B A B # A*;L sl ST
B PO B ock 4 Kim(2002); Kim 14 Lee(2006) Pk
¢ | 4oBBS - amai 5 L | Chennamaneni(2006) : % & £.(2007) st
(ITU) FEREE)ER o e (TAM)
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DFEA R R EAEL R 7L R {p%@ SO SRR -y S g E e
Feimen? VB R KAHFE o 287 7 H B Bock fr Kim(2002) ~ £ (2003 : 36) ~
Lin = Lee(2004 : 124) ~ Bock % 4 (2005 : 109) 12 2 =R & 44(2007)#74% ! ehfr &
s I It e WA SN ] NI AR S A SV A S g RS R R
LA RN s R FLEA O FEFRRE VLS -
A RGFRBA R HEF S LR o bldo 1 FEBAPRM e 2 5 L p S HF 2 e

PEE S FTRFEOL S S frB g B A S > S I BA AL NGRS B A

F B3 e 8~ B A Know-How ~ i 4 Know-Where ~ # 4 Know-Whom 14 % i

AT RS AR B AT ehart o R R ¢ R4RP- Likert 7 B% B A £ P
HRBELNENERA R FHARLZEIRLIRAGC LT RL L2720
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% [3-2-1] @4 % 7 5 £ 4 (Knowledge Sharing Behavior Scale Items)

A5 A8 P % (Survey Items)

[AB1] | &% 4 A 3 8% g Eor @ 5l eh2 £ oo blde: F_t,‘_h CETE O jeisioR as;,a; o

[AB2] [ A ¥ § A3 A i BRI FH bl BN R (750 Ei B{ofiiE 2 % o

[AB3] | A¥ ¥~ 3 AT pRFIHTEDTRLeR? | -

A FF £ 3 A e know-where(Arip ArEk B vRAR) IS B Fk P B oo Gldel R A iR R
[AB4] | R Fa () REREZE /Y F R DR R infrirg ¥ 4376 7 11 Avise
;}5‘}1’& AR & E (R ) o

AF ¥ A2 A s know- Whom(rrlgfr?ak Aipd b)H gi%&ﬂ B oo bldo: & A 153
[AB5)] | FEAFTA(D4ray) FRRAEZZ IRy EE AP Rinfrog T 4378 7 Ui

34 K »”3"5 | s
[AB6) A F A % A G know-how(4rif 4o fe 4 fshioah) & ,_E]_F\ s R oo Gldel poEiEd
Bl iEe R L (TS B o

[AB7] | % % ~ 3 AT A& m, FALT IR ik P ok A P B e R

(=) fdr

AR B2 prdp J1 v AR fede B B 4 A 317 5 M R

S

~m

2} (Kankanhalli et al.,2005 ; Evangelou and Karacapilidis,2005) » 22 @ + 5 48 B &
S R R R & hnie g BB 4 S A 3 i & (Cabrera, A,

and Cabrera, E.F.,2002 ; Cabrera, E. F. and Cabrera, A.,2005 ) > X @ F & 5% 74

Bao AP Ed ARBS AL I a2 PR TR R R R A Ed BB AR
o s B RE e R 2 TR R AR B(Bock and Kim,2002:15 5 £ £,2003:68 ;

Bock,2005:98 ; Kowk and Gao,2006:49) - #8 @ b & 4F ¥ &_F 30 Fefiple .?«k * B e

NN
S

TEALAZZRREFERPEODNPRISNT - M A ERD > AF R
BN FoRRE 2 FE A | e 3R A (B8 A 42,2007) ¢ F]8t 0 R FT 4295 Bock
% 4 (2005 : 108) ~ Kankanhalli & 4 (2005 : 141) ~ Kwok f= Gao(2006 : 51)fr=R &
£.2007)47 % M enE A S A A FE DT AR > A3 A B E I

>

7 & (monetary) & € £ th~ 4 3 Ao @Rt F T8 N A RN

ey

ehixeit (8 3 < 18 (promotion) ~ & £ 47 ch1 (FEAE (| RR AL & o HHFE ¢ R R
P-Likert 7 B¢ Ko @ X RIFBREENENEFT LT FE R R ET B L ORA

(5%\'/’/—-#}]\9,&,1?\/ /’#‘Z}F'IE))
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% [3-2-2]) ¢ AR pYiseE % (Perceived Extrinsic Reward Scale Items)

5 2E78 0 % (Survey Items)

[ER1] FALS G A girEpE s R F P RAF (TR E R e

[ER2] | 4743 Aeap@ o @ EEBHL A LEE Do

[ER3] | & &4 3 A chiopip

[ER5] F AL A chiepE Jéai%m %aﬂérm

it
.
At
it
[ER4Y | 445 3 & cegipt o i
At
K=
At

[ERGY | § 24 § & chriphpt » & B3] 5 1 (v R AE &

(Z)EH= &
Bock fr Kim(2002 : 16)72% 5 > #p 3 B (% (expected association) £ 45 1 * 49 7
FAE P ndvar e el & e A endp 3 B (% (mutual relationship) o 4 16 Bock

A(2005: 92 Rl imenfa I MG E AN ST R S Al Y A E TR 4
B

odm B REIEARL T AOH AL T EHNBATBLIFLIOEAT I G D
PR FTREFRET B A TBELTPERT LG PRE - F

Bock % 4 (2005 : 108)fr 58 & 44.(2007)#74% &) keh® £ > iea F B 1T 74058 >
VR sk VA A A R IEAL - ) R R L3 ) g A G
BB §RADREIFEFHE - ERA ARG P FRd 4wk
FEEWE 2 R A e R E SRR A o R 2
BixP~Likert 7 B R a X RlERH LN MAER kv FHLRLE 3 F L P

ﬁi)ii(S * 7T /—-#P\V:',E,\ ;1 &7 ”"#7“ P":':E))

4+ [3-2-3) g 7 A 35§ 4 (Perceived Reciprocal Benefits Scale Items)

i{’?ﬁi 427E p % (Survey Items)

[RECPI] | § A4 3 Achariip o g husg Afeloid f 2 bl &

[RECP2]) | # 3\ 4 3 A eharispF > glé;\v"fzgk—ixmgq;\ﬁpza b B fE o

[RECP3] | § 4 % st » MR Afrle Y § & b fla b 322 { 2 OM 0 -

[RECP4] AR AT ki ¢ i AR i\-rn/\ M\&:—:&m?ﬂ[ﬁ o

[RECP5] | § ' A3 Achdirip» g RAGA KRB WY fog it 4 b T i & (TP
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(m)@aves 2

Wasko fr Faraj(2000);% = % t A § foahpso ¢} *g B s APl 7

]\M

>~

@ J& 1% 7% %o Kankanhalli % 4 (2005)¢59%7 3 RIEE 7 > sk § 23 0 §es s
g0 B RIA F DR o @ Wasko fr Faraj(2005) 987 7 » 4 IR > @t ps
SRR G G ORB et A F i e F0t o f BAEAFRAR & R ALY
B AR 6 RF D B RS ALY F TS o Bl 345 Wasko fr
Faraj(2005) ~ Kankanhalli % 4 (2005)f-¥% & 42.(2007)*74% 1 ch g 4 » & 4 B 1)
TARDE o A E A e § R R DA RSB RS 3 i 5 4
Ferg FR 04 JEd s 3 anfs 53 Jlev e L Adians 02 8 b i
FRRNAAER LI R AT - R ¢ R Likert 7 B R 0 A 2 RlF 9
WRipE R BEOER Ry FHF RS2 R AR AEGCE2F TR ] 27259 7
PR e

% [3-2-4) #tes A 2w E % (Perceived Enjoyment in Helping Others Scale Items)

7

L5 Z235 P % (Survey Items)

[EHLP1] | A F s 3 owpible s 5 *;,—;Qem o

[EHLP2] | 5t frid o a § ihf7 a—i%fp" i R

[EHLP3] | fd “oits 3 ehi7 5 3 §Toe s 4 mfi\.' %iﬂdl*m

[EHLP4Y | & 3t 8 6 § 3 & o0 5% § g % 244 -

(I)ext iz

GE? L BHl- A aeIp i CELF ARTTHEL REFe ]
%

LRGSR R TR T SR G E A A LRl e Ak
bAnERFT L BRI Y R GAR G BB A B8 T b 2

14 (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998 ; Wasko and Faraj,2005 ; Kankanhalli et al.,2005 ;
Cabrera, E. F. and Cabrera, A.,2005 ; ¥8 % 4£.,2007) > 12 % 5 4p B < }F*J&JJ a3tk Ef]%.k
NRFE AR EME RS LRIF M E PR 8 5 R E
fol R A EH A 7 3G Y A BRI T N e BB 35

BAGE§HPwdls 3 i cr IR ERALG S RFTR

B
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BB 35 e B AR Y . BB Eie- BiEG kRS

Hgrooghs 32 3 BURE I chM B8 B 50 o BE 1S 0 AT & McCauley -

Kuhnert(1992) 73 B » %12 12 % A 5 $t e enfs &~ $14 § i 202 2 $Hi T o

TEEZ Bl TRkl THeNOE T E4p R 1 aRat Ef
BT

f;{ , ﬁ%ﬁ 1 _H__y\ ‘o ﬁ?kﬁ“;,gglj_a‘\;f_ ;, ,}E]F:Ti»‘ ﬁ'Fl b'?ﬁx}]?s&. ’ﬁ?ﬁ

IS

SiE EAZR o bldeo BT RS R A RFEE R £ 4 s g - m
SN P S W L FHATAOTHENG RIEE PG LR
33 & H* Costigan, llter,fv Berman (1998)#72¢ B chE 2 B i+ @ = o d L7 Fr s
FESEIRATIBFEACEH Y EREEOHEA FADERCE A ER
EERERE AT W R RO A AR A kT
RAFREZPERE RN HmeD AT BRE EZRTE L DR R TR
Likert 7 B¢ & > @ X R F R cL FRDERRr FHARLET F LA
AAAFRR LAY ARR)

% [3-2-5] =5 & iZ3u4v £ & (Organizational Trust Scale Items)

HE5 XE 78 % (Survey Items)
[OTRUI] AR S IR P L T T M E L e
[OTRU2] ‘ A ASME SRR 1 ml\;{;gj SR
[OTRU3) AT AR RIS nrﬂ,s R
[OTRU4] AR EAAPME -1 T L EEEREL L4 s g o
[OTRU5] AWM E e T F,{g(}zi‘”ﬁtﬁ\o
{OTRU6] *\'7}51 ¥ H -4t ‘TF e 1’3”3“ AR 5

(#)ESRkF
Nahapiet = Ghoshal(1998):2% Miuk | & R AL BTG
- ARFE o AT R PR R e 7 e A S Ap i (similiarity) -

ESN

= R £ i (membership) 4 2 & 34 (loyalty) ¥ i& = fé % #7 1 = of(Patchen,1970)
o Eehtpinfia 5 0 B 4 AR pane P REIE o F

/E,'E'Iarﬂl% R ‘Ta\( #g,u,ﬁ)»;\.ﬁw/\r‘ﬁ'g ,Q%Iﬁé_‘ﬁg__?%hg\lﬁg;gég Y

EkE ‘%&;\A}h’v— AR EE T K L] gt ﬁ%‘ﬁ,,iﬁ,g;gﬁﬁg CHEAR B EEAR §

52




AL AEATHE mf?p §2 11 £ (Kankanhalli,2005:117-118) % 5 $%
Cheney(1983) 1.5 @ et "“ S 2Lk B % (Organizational Identification Questionnaire,
@A OIQ) % i » H F]1% Cheney(1983) % at § Patchen(1970)% >+ 30k e /2 2 2
Hom %Af‘:ﬁ#ﬁf&?%iﬁ# 54 F* OIQ R {7t iRl £ £33 - @ 3% OIQ
PAAMAAYL T P LAY R n RIS SR T e b

AR Y 3R LW e B i W e -

o

CREYA I AP eI U REH e YRR L hERE(HG
#.2007) « §F8 ¢ Rk P~ Likert T B¢ & > & 5 PI¥ 1I4h 0 WAL T & v ¥

Hp 22k aoBEGCE T22FTFA 1 & 722F 2 F )

% [3-2-6] = 3%l £ 4 (Organizational Identity Scale Items)

5 %278 0 % (Survey Items)

[IDEN1) | #ripe &5 A8R H ~onf 1 5 % o

[IDEN2] | A5 st ¥ =g - BIFRE -

[IDEN3] | AR @Al E - ¢ RN G Ao

[IDEN4] | # 3 33 chaif e e 5 chif (& 1 02 o

[IDEN5) | A #FmA T Sk A LA H =~ o

[IDEN6] | A g rit - B RE ey Ferohd 7)p4E o

[IDEN7] | - #%a 3 > 3 7XME PR 1 €% 4 P oiplena (TP -

[IDENSY | # s o pp £ 3 75 & funi b 8 (= 0 5% § 4 @ (25 e o

(5)4 # 4 3 e

Nahapiet fr Ghoshal(1998)z% 5 ", £+ |l Fd T
- ERTFE - BRESEG BB EGEFORE B TRNET > UG
B e & (E B Tk (collaboration) » #-7 B4 3t Frilhen 3 o "f B2tk e S R RR R
BXOw i A 12 SRS BAEFEReF LA AR T Ao dopt
7§ AR B ATE AL R LE@w(Starbuck 1992 ; Leonard-Barton,1995 ;
Jarvenpaa and Staples,2000 ; Kankanhalli,2005 : 117 ; Bock et al.,2006:359 ; =% &
42.2007) o = *#7 7 # * Kankanhalli % 4 (2005 : 143)fc=R & £42(2007) %78 & 11 %
R ATL AP RAFLZRFORIZEA BRI EAL P F AN B E

B RS A M E Y g B E TR E T A M E Y
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SRfERA G LA E LRAIFTOR G o 2 PHECRLEAR T AR E
fed LR MT > R 2 R 4P Likert 7 8% & 0 & £ Rl 1R 0L B AL E IF
FHARAEIRAIBRACEZAZFRA 147242 R R) -

% [3-2-7] £ #¥ 4 % 2§85 & % (Pro-Sharing Norm Scale Items)

%E%‘L 78 % (Survey Items)

k

[PSNMI) | i cmip e - § - fhiks & Ehfpis &
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[PSNM2] | &0 B H =9 > 5 - BRI (Falg s

[PSNM3] BAPBHE =0 o - BB R R RE S

k

[PSNM4] | & eniM ¥ =7 - § - BE L FPRFP T -

[PSNM5] | A crisp 8 = > T e
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~=b [~ | =b =t = [

[PSNM6] | e B =@ » § ERE w5 23 A foif EHRE -

(M)FRFE & * & (The level of IT usage)

Alavi fr Leidner(2001):3 % F A HET a4 B A pt B enFTiu g » £ 8
TR S S S 2 IR R R A S TR e
B iEARE Y el ﬁr ﬁr—f | Am,p#;jdg :’Fﬁ AT HE e G4 f 1 g
TG R Ak Sy(CMC) 0 Ae T ER IR B Ao F3AL % £ (Van
Den Hooff and De Ridder,2004) - Cabrera, E. F. and Cabrera, A. (2005);% % F 3 L4
FOLRS B s R AR R o 41 F 4 ihd A2 EFRF o Kim e Lee(2006) {
A TP Y T Ls A e 34 o B 487§ R4 Kim
frLlee *r4 M enF AR * £ 4 5 3 T M EHQ2007)7#  chE £ S AT
Bre B AP RAH Freh T KA RE AL AP ¥ LIFY o AF R R

Zgep cemail » RAHE AT FIFHENZ BERT L ke g LR
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BB 4+T725FF AL 142722 F 2 FR)
% [3-2-8] T4 ie * £ % (Usage of Tools and Technology Scale Items)

5 %878 0 % (Survey Items)
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P FIHIAKETR

A uE Py ;T*u{“r?ﬁ R A RERe A RBEEE MRS 2
2 A L] Eﬁfzilﬁéié%or‘j&ﬂwﬂ;z A A S o Rl S AT o R A SR BT
PR S AR AL A A AR R RERERE T o /e
PR M EROR R S ARG R REREF LA WL H ot
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frame)l“:f ZAFmMRTE - il KR *}?(“”” E)E TR BT (R
Fer) o ¥ b HER DL R A PMHRFFR LR GRFLENH LEH L2

T it € B PF(Black,1999 1 119) 7 4w s 4B FRRer B R 1 - B s g aad 2 AT R

b oo inil- BRI A LBR g AR D RN § R R AT
AR o TR A ZAE Y P AR RPN RERR A BRI RO AT  F
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3 A S EE RS 2 (cluster sampling):E T M it > WM EPRZ S 0 £
M EREERRE I P ERA R B FE X R FL 4 47 H > (unit of analysis)
iR F R B R o
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n=t" x PQ/d"....... (= 91554 p2)
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P72 #HMY AR FHELR)TRIF A QI 1 FIP - 2 95%i
iR L T aE=.05 Bt(d £)=1.96; dRl & 7 L FE(> HR 2 ) S TR
LZiwRdAfigep c AR FHFRT oA EALPL 43 0T 2o R
hnd o[ B A F e iRk g h o AR R A (LT 4
THER) L AR FI o AR ERERERIP S FREL R S Ao
B LA BFA(ZF 2,1992:125) @ by BT XA ATtk -
BT RIS B 5 30 1R H = (sampling unit) > T %4 & [3-3-1] #73k 2 chip df R 22

L AR R R TS 09507 F LA S+ 5% 4 31§ ik A 400

])}ls °
% [33-1] fe i % | 2o R R4 R 4
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WHE RO T D g HAFL R EOP RGP AT SFERS A A
FEwCBARGd A F AL ERE FA A E R ERFE A T
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PREATHEGY chn BB R AP RFM RS E 0 oM kSR RECN R
Amos St Hic 8 AT o
AT AMRAE LG T R 2 ot 3t
FIH A e T A S T oge & ROE L A Sk kB fRw ik A
Gk R o
R BRI
AETHHEERN FEFERECR ST B RAITR R * NI RMEE
g N 3% — R R 2Cronbach’s o k3B o 22 B A 473 6 P * BT E A
17 (confirmatory factor analysis)¥ 4p B ~ 47 % = ;2 K= T ac?T & (convergent
validity) ¥ % %] 3z & (discriminant validity)
50 AT RARFEN LG DRF
Byl kA T 2(T-test)fr ¥ F]5 ¥ £ #ic~ $7(One-Way ANOVA)
KR A v ARFIE(S ~ KT AR - ER CJRIBET PRS- H 2 {oBaR)

SRR A LET BB B UL
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B ETEAEP T RRRE
ARG AL B R A

&R B A R s e

% AMOS 7.0 -

% (Structural Equation Model » #§ #-SEM) &

A AR Ak h

FRilerfet ofm®HyE » 47 0 - BLASEMEE] ¢ 2 7 RIE 50

(measurement model) £ 2 #f 3¢ (structure model) ¥% &> » % 4 &4

B2 /L
FERRLYE

A QB (R R)Pip s B %o B4 R (2 PR ol

from LEFIRTFLHY LHER B M Rz

ER T REFERER AT RE L

BEBER A 4T 8- 30 e 477 AL

= "
v_lla}

RS
R & B e T

PRI e A [3-4-1] & 8 K i 2

o RE R %

"" ® foTT— l"KL’J’J“"
7R S LT

& 7 dp Rihi X B (Fornell

and Larcker, 1981 ; Bagozzi and Y1,1998 ; Hair et al.,1998 ; Chin,1998 ; ¥ &2 52,2004 ;

% P F£,2006:886 5 ¥ + #x,2006:141) -

7 [3-4-1] %45 255 (SEM) & 51 % 1 1%

e

Feif S S TR i

BHEERpEK

+ (i)

Bl g 20 w05 B F

«ﬁ

(x*/db

#5¢ fie i & 4p #i(Goodness of Fit Index, GFI)

%:.80

7 £ 357 {o-T = 3(Root Mean Square Residual, RMR)

PUOE B AF .05 0 2 F.025
TE ‘;ﬁ f‘iﬁ'&;

12 i 2y £ 352 {o-T 2 13(Standarded Root Mean Square
Residual ,SRMR)

POE B AF K305 0 & F.025
T ‘ﬁ = ,ﬁ 4

iz £ 352 {2 43 (Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation ,RMSEA)

05 1T A5 05~.08 5 2
5 .08~10 3 ¢ B

W Eped R &

1S HO3Y pe i & 4p #ic(Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index,
AGFI)

AR FEII0 AR EFE

%+.80

% e i & 4p #c(Normed Fit Index, NFI * 4 Deltal)

LA E 90

#8 ¥ e i 47 #i<(Relative Fit Index, RFI* ffrhol)

LA E 390
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# (& fie i 4p #c(Incremental Fit Index, IFI* fiDelta2) <3 & E 290

2L fie i 4p #ic(Non-normed Fit Index, NNFI* L TLIz A 2490
<A R E AT

rho2)

v i fie if & 4p #ic(Comparative Fit Index, CFI) <3 & E 290
M ped R4

¥ fe i & 4p #ic(Parsimony Goodness-of-fit Index, PGFT) 3 50

M9 Bt 2 B fe i R 4p Bc(Parsimony-Adjusted Normed A 450

Fit Index, PNFI)

¥ v ffe i & 4p #c(Parsimony Comparative Fit Index, L %9550

PCFI)

F& & & #(Critical N, CN) = 3+ 200

Akalike 3§ »ci%&(Akalike Information Criteria, AIC) Bl g4 47250412

Ll XY

R g = & (Composite Reliability, CR) * 3+ 0.7

R P BT 5% B #ol P~ £ (Average Variance Extracted, 08

AVE)

i s P 205 L HiE LT
SR =L ET

1.96
BUIEP GR(TAZRT S B FLFF RS HRET A L0
HT 3 )
& i 7% X (Standardized Residual, SR) /13 1.96( a=0.05)
g i :}F] £ (Modification Index, MI) ]+ 3.84( a=0.05)
W5 A

EEG AR IELER Ea]

FEAREAT EgF LR FERY
FlEAFE 35 0.5~0.95 2.
LEF A g 2%
FUT AP DG G G BT i
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Frd FHA
G FH AT LD G R T TR P T QD S T e
7 o iﬁ}‘?"‘i:cfgm}a PR BRI AE BT B ER P A AT
FZPR(Fr R 5 &) e TR & Tk | iRl MR- R
s #cCronbach’ s a | A& L #Ti¢ ¥ T T HA LT LV R DGR > T *
FIF1E A 47 0 Rl F1E % H(factor structure) & F £ ¥ 4% cjacic o gt v
+ % B A i fr(Pearson)ff Z4p B Ch BT fRHE A MR 2 50 R B R BR R (B e

A

e OIS FR T R S S N LR L
B A NPT R RAY RS AL R0, T ANTLE ARG

TRAFFIEE LRI 2 gk s A i
SRR R KM -3 E R
AETRPTHRLTAY TN, AT G [411] A L2
¢ L4 (33.9%)0 § 1(66.7%) 5 216 33% o
‘T* FR kg HE[4-1-1)7 o X g B3 T < 8 (B4 5 5 (55.8%)

TR L B HQ6.1%) 5 0 R EY PG oS g T

sl

B BAMLD fr- BT 4 4 F g o

el Ees ) ff o Ak [4-1-1] 7 a0 £ 3 01 43 36~45 K (39.9%)d §

19 F#ave a5 T¥ itk &4 (wild code checking) ; v %2 T4 4 (logical or
consistency)J ARG W F LR TRERNEAA RATHAT F AAE P R EE
ERIERE R - AR *Tﬁ-éfﬂ%ﬁ N f"’ ) PRI RN AR NET LG
sk 3 @ (B ek, 2005:5-3) °

20 FHOFE QRS EHFpE  BAEE BB EIRIY AAFTR LY T AREF 240 & F
FAHEE R E AL - AT ROTIE R PR 4 U R U}@}:th,:,” ok
Bt R o 2 TR R R T i) B e T Bl k (TR 0 - RT R iR A Y
FAj 2 KT E PR LR TR ARE L R E R 1 L R~ £ AR T
RF NI RE] ey B (< 0 3IQR) v 3 IQR=% = w A = #(Q3)-% - = A =dk(Ql) -
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B % H26~35 fi % (29.0%) » £ ¥ 3 46~55 f K (26.8%) °

FelpRaEEFy kg o G [4-1-1] 7 20 DORER S S # (3 3)F (27.5%)

ETIS
b

50 S 5 G PRAE 10~15 & ¥ (24.6%) 1 2 PRAE 5~10 (3 7)F (18.1)  Frag £
PHEL TRIET  AF ARG T

o TE S BmE ) kg G [4-1-1) 7o 2 E 0 TEE ) (61.6%)F
SoMTT A 2 5o hk TAiE | £(37.7%) 0 BBAREL F4 0t e T
Z, 5 50(07%) A FRe - REPSFLRE AL 2P TR
Fof Mevm o FRerzbd PPy gmAgrgd g Wik 21.0%:
M2bi 3 2k =RF 79.0% w&dthE RAV i REELF LR FiEE
FRAERTP L& RARIERELDE -

%r%%E&J%ﬁ’ﬂ%[LH]?&winﬁﬁﬁgér%%E&J
LR(333%) 0 0t TEGE = AR (66.7%)HAT 5 - B 0 - 1 BB A D AR

For - B S E e B SRR T AR g 4T
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Z [4-1-1] @ L35 A~ TR = des e

fh FHEEN A& FAO%) "r*i((;))f* s %ﬁ%&;‘ "
g4 46 33.33 33.33 33.33
ER e 92 66.67 66.67 100.00
A ¥ ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
" ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
® " 9 6.52 6.52 6.52
5 L 16 11.59 11.59 18.12
< g 77 55.80 55.80 73.91
Ead 36 26.09 26.09 100.00
A ¥ ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
18-25 4 5 3.62 3.62 3.62
26-35% 40 28.99 28.99 32.61
P 36-45f 55 39.86 39.86 72.46
46-55 37 26.81 26.81 99.28
56 11} 1 0.72 0.72 100.00
A ¥ ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
A i%5E 38 27.54 27.54 27.54
5-10& (7 3) 25 18.12 18.12 45.65
s 10-15# (% %) 34 24.64 24.64 70.29
15-20 (% %) 20 14.49 14.49 84.78
204 12 ¢ 21 15.22 15.22 100.00
A v ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
% iz(1-53 %) 52 37.68 37.68 37.68
7 % B i (6-9% %) 85 61.59 61.59 99.28
fizomE ) ] 0.72 0.72 100.00
A ¥ ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
o Eir ¥ 46 33.33 33.33 33.33
” R 92 66.67 66.67 100.00
A v ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
iF 29 21.01 21.01 21.01
Bk FOERE - 109 78.99 78.99 100.00
A v ¥ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
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R LA S L
- fr’ﬂ i O o & SO |

BFT R - BE M R IR A 3 AR e R e ¢
A S - 5(76.81%) 0 A AERA R BN AL (FEP  EGE E o
FEEG L e 3(4420%) 0 HRFT AT Rfpefak a1 ) AR F ]
IRERFFAARENERN LTGRO E b PRI IF P H A
e RFI AT R 1T 1 R eadp 3 RIg i 2R F M 3 IR and &
MRk > gt chl (FiEga4p s RIgHE3 B~ 3 RNIBRR - ¥ b7
FrR LT RS BB gARY TR E DR PR R RE ST Y e
F RN F LT R(5145%) 0 7 F EHa- L(T ) BLE RV AN
FrE1E AP RS RS ARER S RT VIREAE ¥ - RFIF A a3 i a
HRTVREERHARY TEFDEF Bt kn R2 Y I P ¥ Fg P &
F B2 > W REERD FyES? 22 H A mmiBa i his- BARFV
it RRR 3§t p A ahae s 3o (self-efficay) 7 B 4 ,T*{Fru'r* Frf a3
CHRTVREABEY R F R E R R AL L g Y A %

FEG B FG A EEARGR AP T OB E LSS R ST R A

=4

o

-‘q\

Rm A AR D EABSE R B R 1 &4 % p ¢ drknow-how ~ know-whom 14 %
know-where % 2 ¢ fralt F g b~ X2 5 > BEAS R L bk p e ¥ ¥ iEE
Lt N(informal)sn= N R A MRR R IT RS Z pE hE% o ME L HFRE

SR AR IR B 5 A PR AR B R A8 A G TR g

2
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% [4-1-2)

o 2 3 N\ 2 /= Y
DAL R (T A

2. % REIF chfcit 2t

R

Feit

& 2L
SUE

B3R
O (

* R

¥

2) €)] (4)

BFr |2

tH PR

©)

[AB1] : ¥ ¥ 4 3%
JES BARAR AR 4717 3

v FAoEh o G4 g
o RTR O feEIOR 3

F o

= #k

0

5 27 81

25

BA

0.00 3.

62 | 19.57 | 58.70

18.12

[AB2)] : &% % » 3
v BAR R Fx#i > B
b O FRena R
B Eae ek

2% -

= #

49 50

11

FA

0.72

19.57

35.51|36.23

7.97

[AB3] : ¥ %43
AT p R A
ST Y

B oo

= #k

69 36

BA

2.17

17.39

50.00 | 26.09

4.35

[AB4] : &% ¥ » %
# e know-where(#rif
TR B VIAR ) e
R R oo Gldrl R A
FE R R T (R
EDRMECE S E REIE
R IR (R LT
PO REF L
I rF & DF R
(2 o) -

= #k

43 69

14

FA

0.72 7.

97 |31.16 | 50.00

10.14

[AB5])] : &% ¥+ 3%

# e1 know-whom(4rig

S SR

P o0 bl f A

v iR BRI T (R
FEL) s RERZREE E 4R
¥ § T*; ﬁ,’ﬂﬂ,gg » e imgr
RO S PRE T LR
CLEE R S

T (R L) o

= #k

6 41 72

18

FA

0.72 4

35 [ 29.71 | 52.17

13.04

[AB6] : % % » %
#' efr know-how( g 4o
o4 i) e
P B oo Blde g e
W3 el ive ATE R
LR

=¥

83

13

A

0.72 3.

62 |26.09|60.14

942

[AB7)] : & ¥ ¥ A %
NPT R
Fe v o 1R enE Ak

A @Ef%\ L= gEoN

B o

EY =

63

BA

0.72 2.

90 | 44.93 | 45.65

5.80

65



SRR LA L S-S i

BRAREIWAF e AR P e iEp s & @ IRE 1 (FEER )
= F = (37.68%) 0 BEE 1 FrR L sk 0 (8 IR (F X LR R A o A
FREAPIEEP BB A IR oGP AT P IR E o R R
P ABEEL DL 2 2 (26.09%) 0 Bor I R 3 F sl 0 i R B
Pend B W AP LZFL PR L ko RN A A
Fpe chimlE o NETRS OFTALR NN 35 (27.54%) 0 B NP Ry
B3 ik o it EERE SFT T BT RS R o 1Y
EoR R g A AR @R i EFER B EEE LN
- X =(23.19%) 0 B NP RRR 10 shink o A EEIE et £ X A R A A
AR E LA EEA e 1 o R ARG 0 R AR P DR Bk
BLEmy L L&D = £(31.88%) B I3 Frf 1 Eshink o wER
(et g a2t Ao 3 7590 B o &l PP RFR 1RG0 % P

EAR P AT N ER L 1 (FRREER N = 2w (3478%) 0 A

=

NP R 1o ko FIL S (TR AR NS s 3 (7 5 A
EfoFtirit > VU E R B AR Y AR N RS FE AL @

fr.,e,\x/”\g‘ 7% 7,‘_3,)%—5/\%‘]’94 W AT ﬁ 7 5 ,‘_’,;;}@53?%;?«%/”\};_ f—?f j\_é/»_q’x-i-%”ji

k)

gt 3 B el k(%% [4-1-3]) )(Bock and Kim,2002) -
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Fo [4-1-3) : #h A dppv 2 & REIF chkcaf st

tit | EAFRL | ARL | FEL | FR | YRR

2
T | w3 | @ | o | ® 5)
[ER1] iéf“{ FY 3 1 28 57 42 10

:‘33‘. el rfﬂﬁ’r';é&ﬁ Ry

FIPE DL T 700 | 072 | 2029 | 41.30 | 3043 | 7.25
TE o

[ER2] : 424 | _x 4 37 61 30 6
F N harakpE

Zé’f«“%ﬁi‘—‘ﬂﬁi Fae | 290 | 2681 | 4420 | 21.74 | 435
L& o

)[iR?], QT:; Y 6 38 56 33 5
E N At

EERFFTL| 500 4.35 27.54 | 40.58 | 2391 3.62
£ Reo

[ER4)] : 54 | g 5 41 60 27 5
3 A iR

Zé’f«“%ﬁ"“”ﬂﬁ%{ FAr | 3.62 | 2971 | 43.48 | 1957 | 3.62
T & o

)[iR?]} s;:;*\'/\ By 5 35 54 38 6
AN o A

ERLEDTHEL | o0 | 362 | 2536 | 39.13 | 27.54 | 4.35

TE o
[EROY = 54 | g 4 33 | 53 | 39 9
AR R 13 ) )
@R Fea f’ﬁ}iﬁ- T
BEERm- 290 | 2391 | 3841 | 2826 | 6.52

;~$%@§$Lﬁwﬁam$

BRE LG it 0§ AR P L DA g e p L frle A B 2 B Rl
A d o~ - (8116%) Bk o B FrR L K bink 0 F A F P L vt g
pe@ Rl RS R e- HrEmiryd - 2o (71.74%) M2 0 frfa
F il > g4 3 p 2 PPl B p e o ERfIEaREE (2
Wl X4 = 22 (73.19%) o £ ko FrR 1 iRk 5 A F p L AR
§Rp e EAREERY fof QL4 DR TR L RN L - F=2(73.19%) © &
o AR I E o B A F P L B R P e BB A RS UERF
cfr BE N (68.12%) o SF it 0 WU AT AeBA R TR A E s T U

bt A3 eI BAM G AT AN G P AEORIIE R R 2 G ok



IR AARS RS T P RS E A cd AR TE AL HITALE
IFOFL TR TBAT LT IR LRSS F AT B REET T UK

L xgr Az ek R 3 e gt R f2 22 5 1 (mutual trust) 0 { T 1A A

B e B i e s B L R (5% [4-1-4])(Cabrera, E. F. and Cabrera,
A.,2005) °
F. [4-1-4) : g8 3 A 2 & RE78 chdcif st
gt | BT g | ga | ra | TFF
7 s | 2 Lo | e | @ |k
Q)) (%)

RECP1 D ERN
ggﬂﬁiﬁg, w0 1| 25 | 9% | 16
§ dosp A frle o
Romeamae |74 000 | 072 [ 18.12]69.57 | 11.59
[RECP2] : & s
A% A ehiops s | K 0 2 37 85 14
g8 7 gaken
EFIRFE-FH | 500 | 000 | 1.45 | 2681 |61.59| 10.14
BB fE o
[RECP3]) : & s
i3 A hseps . | TE 1 1 35 85 16
d-iE A 'fr‘.f‘:ﬁ.f‘%‘? 4 7&
ERAIEDRFL 500 | 072 | 072 2536|6159 | 11.59

= A G

[RECP4] & § 2 | e | 1| 35 | 88 | 13
A A R 1ae =)
§ 6 AgFE AL
s e | TAT [ 072 | 072 | 2536|6377 | 9.42

[RECP5] : % &
i3 A nseps . | TE 0 2 42 77 17
gRAERKES

%;afjfilj;ﬁk e | 0.00 | 1.45 | 3043|5580 | 12.32
gt; (54 %] ||‘—-r °

B Bk AR G

PR L E ek hpt DR E P o Rt SRR AN

¢
5
&

2 A2 (6232%) ¢ 11E 0 B R L K iRk 0 hp d S M E 0 3 B
1L e b A (60.87%) o AR 0 B RFR 1 A T L AU E 0
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T Bt E TR B SRS F o A o R 205 P e P
R E ¢ 0§ SR EAER C FLEEIRP A NG E 2 22 (36.96%) 11 %
w o= (43.48%) 0 A LBV S AR Lol EOR B TF ow

(36.96%) » # B L e o 7 F BT 0 T - (TR BE A IR gk £ IRT S
RS ARLE A R G LBENE AP Y F F a0 B R T A 0
K&z ivorpmd ke Sop BT ERA S blded 32 LY R
ik FrY RS A K EEWAED S LA A MR R AR BT R

PR PIRRE SR ETERIAAED L DRATRIZ(FE [4-1-5]) -
5

2 [4-1-5) @ 2 #4302 & A0 kit a3t
itk o . . N EL o
g f& f 2 PRI FE | FR g
Rt ¥ /UF B 2 3 4 B

[PSNM1] : &3t i
S REH > ¢ ,*}g -
ot & ivenig | gan
TR
[PSNM2] : &3t i
S E ¢ o -
R Ty | gar
e
[PSNM3] : &3t i
S E ¢ o -
BORBBATRD | Fan
e
[PSNM4] : & ik
S E ¢ o -
BF LR | FAa
e
[PSNM5] : &3t S
SR E P g -

BB LATDRE | 720 1 590 | 725 | 4638 | 3841 | 5.07

1 5 46 &3 3

0.72 3.62 |3333160.14 | 2.17

0.72 3.62 |34.78 | 55.07 | 5.80

0.72 12.32 | 50.00 | 32.61 | 4.35

1.45 6.52 | 4638 | 4348 | 2.17

F f._
[PSNM6] : &t % H
o g 3 13 | 71 | 46 5
e w R b L} oA

2.17 942 |51.45 3333 | 3.62

~ &
frl% BeR R o
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I~ hFAPEHRT S5
BRI AP KL TR R R LR emal ¥iES R FAPHEL & 4N
ko~ A2 (88.41%)8 A 2w (86.23%) » ARET R F H i FARKIE R T o B
FrR 1 ap #1079 @ * R 3 mE s REAFTAPHLLI L irn f e 2
(40.10%) » ¥ v P o 2 5R48 M 0 IF B ahn N gkt o VI T3 hHE
ARFHER T - RFT A A RERTR L PRAEY AR LY 2 e s
Poom ¥ - REIA G B E =7 R R 1 R TR U b 4e MSN
FREAFTAS BN TR EE I BN Y T g BBp F hreR o
BEF e AP F1iFY ¥ LI FREEATAFHKILYE 2 2T

(65.94%) » Bgor vy X Hend FrR 7 €2 A3

bo

Flr T3 FRETR LY
WML T UHmD }f‘-]-ﬁ 1 i s g 41 75 IR R Ap K
1R R AR IR S TR B Ar R b T e (5435%) 0 A Rk

DB Lt A P R E T 5o BN L b R EH T 54
GEEAERS v

P2

Fr 2 RBLE R LF T TSR TR AR A WA
He g Rpgpeidemal 3 p %3 frf 1A & * 15> R gmt

AT FERETG EEA IR AF R T ABADTBEIREL L F L

-

PRAERY YA RE AR R IRAEORY > RAFR MR DR 3
B e RBRAEOTERAR SR oNE T AR ARSI ERBIE T RE S

N Y S AR ELIEE TR Y

N

¢ MMy 7
B EE R it 3 P RO R ) *&E'IE‘T_?:EL,‘%‘} FATER R B 8 S

FAIAT o
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% [4-1-6] @ T pld i * 2 & R008 endoit st
®7 I 2 2 =ik
. SIS
€)) (5)
[ITU1] : &p % | =& 0 2 3 4 5
10 AF E R
* e VR R o AW 0.00 1.00 | 15.00 | 70.00 | 52.00
[ITU2] : &p ¥ | = 0 1 18 67 52
3 iFe s AF F @
* email AW 0.00 0.72 | 13.04 | 48.55 | 37.68
[ITU3]) : &p ¥ | _
Ted A e 3 20 50 44 21
PR HAE S
(blhest hs)o | PP 2.17 1449 | 36.23 | 31.88 | 15.22
[ITU4) : &p % | _
Ted A e 4 8 35 73 18
* R E (T
F)FALR o A 2.90 5.80 | 25.36 | 52.90 | 13.04
[ITU5) : &p %
1Y s AFF R | Sk 4 7 52 58 17
LT YR e
B IRk (Bl
WERT L |
PR 2 2.90 5.07 | 37.68 | 42.03 | 12.32
AR T LE)e
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$o8 PERBETRAN

NTEHAFTRE S ZRRETREFRER  UHREFELF]FE A T2
Cronbach’s o ¥R £ 2 2cR B R-KE > AL L L 2 MG &6 52E
BT E G R AT 0 T L BETEP o
- TR AT

BATRWRIING 0 ME T UBKRELFE A A7 kX PR 32 (Maximum

Likehood Estimation; MLE)i& {7 % 4{? & & #-7" (Measurement Model)2_ if & & 1&
ook LA B A LT L S 2 Jo gk (Convergent Validity) 22 % %) 5< &
(Discriminant Validity) ; 14 T @& B & $7 TR 82 % B 2T R o
(= )z aerc R & 47

~#7 7 & J5 Anderson and Gerbing(1988):E 3% {x av»x & 4 +7 % | ~ Bagozzi and
Yi(1988)3% 1 2 sz dt F1 & A 4= H R B 2 @ e R g iR R B (78 0 B

y
it

I 9= ER G ()i fe & 4 1(Goodness of Fit Index; GFI) ~ & 2 if fie & 45 1%
(Normed Fit Index; NFI) % - i fe & 35 ¥(Comparative Fit Index; CFI)% *+ 0.9 »
% 357 13(Root Mean Square Residual; RMSR) 3+ 0.05 5 (2) & dp ¥ F1 % f i+
EFERFL Q) EHS 228 TR (Composite Reliability; CR)% *+ 0.7 5 (4)F
L ¥ (Average Variance Extracted; AVE)® *t 0.5 §]* AMOS 7.0 5% i& {7

Lo AL T4 4T 0 1k * %5 2 (Maximum Likelihood Estimation; MLE) f 3+

SHGPE N A G L BB G AL THFRRRE .

=K

BATEA R 75 HG DR HCAl Y 0 # RMR=0.031 > 4 0.05> @ GFI -
NFI ~ CFI 4~ % % 0.939~0.924~0.957 > % > 09> 2 frR - FI 2 FE ¥ 5
5% > (e abl-ab2 fr ab3 £ i F)F f AR 30 0.7 A B 5 0.374:0.473 - 0.548>
Flat g B e R IR 4IRS I 18 iRl £ B0 2 74 17 2 RMR=0.010> #42% 0.05
@ GFI ~ NFI ~ CFI 4 % % 0.988 ~ 0.987 ~0.995 > % %3 0.9 & frE h 1% F1 7%

FEYRF DLECRETHIBFRRE w5 0873 &2 0634 L& R

72



TR E A BIEFE 0T 82 05 Flpt > {HEREL T RS FEE
22 CEORR BT HRZ R o W ETAEIEA A 4-2-1

%4-2-1 BrarEs s 7L EAKELTE AT

MLE #his 2+ 48 mL TmER
2 F4fFE FREL AR ¥BE
(Ax) (6) (CR)  (AVE)
AL 0.873 0.634

:’ﬁ
1. A% % & % A cknow-where(frif 4o
BVRE) S Y i R bl #‘W’

g B R Ie T (i) s RERARE 2
IR Ao gy 0838 0.298
B RVREE Pl AT & F (R
s o
2. AF ¥ A % A aknow-whom(Gri swik &
“’EELI-)‘Z/‘ E'L\C‘mr,\ﬁ’wvhr'll, I
FHERE R T M(NwE) > RERE
PEYFE F”FF 3o iR dravi B4 0.850 0.278
CRGERE = R ANRE U RCIES SR 35 Kl N |
(B argh) o
3. AF % 4 3 A arknow—how(Grig 4r e 2
RRhri) B X B oo Bldep
T4 fa it ?:zé mint gm0 0412
EF TR
4. AFF AL U&:&"“J"-ﬁii" i3 AT
TR DG AT i B 0.722 0.479

B oo

GFI=0.988, NFI=0.987, CFI=0.995, RMR=0.010 > ] % f =7 & 5 =& it 2 & » *** % p<0.001

b fedp il G chiEE 03¢ 0 3 RMR=0.029 » %3t 0.05 » & GFI ~ NFI ~
CFL % %] 5 0.900~0.945~0955> % %> 09> L2 pkFIZ A F2 % 5 ¥
ERRBTHFEFEE A YL 0946 2 0747 B ERRETHEPHEE
A HEEE A 0T #0050 FI o TR AT R EE £ 2 Rt BT R

R o WM TR L 4220
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% 4-2-2 h AR R A SRBEELFE A AT

MLE shfs 3+ %45 g TEEE
L i pFE FREEi BA O ®RAE
(A% (5) (CR)  (AVE)
o fodp o 0.946  0.747
1. FALZ AN chivaspr > & I REFN
1 D& — 0.862 0.257
2. ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁhﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁj
A 0fE 0.942 0.113
3, &Aﬁgﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁ£@"$ﬁ
EELfe . 0.908 0.176
4. FALZ A s L EEES
M. 0.895 0.199
5. AN E Ao i EE {E
YRR ER i 0.861 0.259
A g Aendopd s R FH L e
6 FAmA SRR RRILES G 06 0.516

1ERBEER G

GFI=0.900, NFI=0.945, CFI=0.955, RMR=0.029 + F]% § /7 £ 5 &3 {2 & » *** 4 p<0.001

LIEP T AHG EEE 3¢ 0 2 RMR=0.019 > 3% 0.05 > @ GFI ~ NFI »

CFL A %% 0923209300941 % 3% 0.9 & B L FI A f FE Y 3 F

..

BLRRATHEEFREESY L 0897 &2 0635 BEGRETHOERRREE

SEFEE AT 07 2 050 F > BFHAWESEDIT AR A2 AR BV A

R o WK R ORI A 4-2-3 0

2423 FHT R EELBBEPFE AP
MLE i3 3+ % #kc L TEB
L4 F%f R FREi A %REE
(Ax) (6) (CR)  (AVE)
FEH TR 0.897 0.635
1. gﬁ;ka\ff;\mxr LpE g s A el oS R
e 0.820 0.328
2. '1,5‘;’ EAWASE S ﬁT—'Fré"ﬁ\lE%’ «g AN g‘n;gkmg
PE 0.784 0.385
3. F AL E N, B ;Wr‘e ?‘«v’ s
Bl e i ke - 0.855 0.269
4. F AL Z A aRpE g ;\% A A R
pan R - 0.791 0.374
AENE R RIS IE N : J
S WALE S RS BARELR 930 0.467

4 —fr’ﬁ I 2] i A = Iffﬁ# - o

GFI=0.923, NFI=0.930, CFI=0.941, RMR=0.019 > %1% f j= & 5 & it 2 (& » *** % p<0.001
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te@oves AR R Al ¢ > 2 RMR=0.003 » i 0.05 » @ GFI ~ NFI ~
CFL A %) 5 0.994~0.996~0.999 % %% 0.9 & G H %514 f i B % 2 B F
BERARETOTHEE UG 0888 &2 0668 LA RALIHERRLE

S u30F 0.7 8 0.5 FI 0 BT A TEA B8 LR L2 feaokR BT
% JE ] o WL TR I 4 423

4 4-2-4 Eavph A L EHEBFE AT

MLE iz 3+ %8k BE  TEEB
%I i pFE FEEEL O GA %L E
(Ax) (0) (CR)  (AVE)
3 ph & 0.888 0.668
L Aggsdogipesd 5 3 &t o 0.885 0.217
2. AETEFFoBLZTHEFLLF G FR DL 0912 0.168
3.0 e A i S A IR LR L e 0.794 0.370
4. AR ATEEE UG GRS A GRS I 0.652 0.575

GFI=0.994, NF1=0.996, CFI=0.999, RMR=0.003 > #]% { =& &t i* 2 & > ***% p<0.001

Bl e ofrE )¢ 0 2 RMR=0.019 > 2 0.05 > @ GFI ~ NFI ~
CFI 4 5] % 097109730989 ¥ >0 09> L @R EFF L FEF A HF
e otru3 i 1 F % f A £ 10 0.7 3 03590 Fltf R R o R B LD

RIE BT AT

£ ._EL BT EHG TR ) ¢ > 3 RMR=0.008 > i<** 0.05° @ GFI ~

NFI ~ CFI 4 % 5 0.993~0.995~1.000 > % %% 0.9 & R p %71 % f i & %

Wi

HE LR RETHIPHEE N5 0888 & 0668 &G RE LTI
P EABEEN 0T 205 Flpt > HFE LR T grsk ZiEg &2 ek

%
B B o TR TR 4 425
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4425 B e ARELTE A

MLE i 3+ %8 pE TEHEBE
%7 FlipFE REEL FAR 0 O®¥EE
(Ax) (6) (CR) (AVE)
EE'.%‘« [E=2 0.901 0.646
,T.*-L;‘“Ef?‘fﬁi SR RGP T SR H
) 0.720 0.482
T8 o
2. FApiE ASME RATR 1 kRS SR 0.749 0.439
3. AXWAAPHETIL T P EEFEL i 4
0.830 0.311
s g o
4. Adp i fSBE A BAF T P RE AR o 0916 0.161
5. ARG ABM H iar el CyRE S T e 0.789 0.377

GFI=0.993, NFI=0.995, CFI=0.999, RMR=0.008 » #]% { /= £ 5 R it 2 & » *** % p<0.001

b SE He g R B3¢ 0 2 RMR=0.018 » €% 0.05 » @ GFI ~ NFI ~
CFI 4~ %] 5 093909590982 % §>2 0.9 & FR R EF1 2 f FE ¥ 5 ¥
BEERBETHEBEREAUL 0937 2 0653 BLERETHERY
wEEEE 0.7 80.5 0 FI o TR A TR AL £ A 2 ftaon R BT &
R o WA TR I A 42-6 0

%0426 Rk R A SR T A

MLE iz 3+ 48k BE&  TEEB
s T4 pFE wEEL BA O O¥EE
(1) (6)  (CR)  (AVE)
Y 0.937 0.653
Loovmpe b Al =12 X 0.920 0.154
2. AR P M E -G - BFBE - 0.872 0.240
3. AR EAOSME = AN G o 0.803 0.355
4. AFRA P Bl el Eiop 2 o 0.774 0.401
5. AFRAF LA B E o 0.828 0.314
6. —#\g;}l-)\)\;L__ﬂ!‘ﬁPj}EQf;ﬁj’%‘:&_i%T
v P R - 0.735 0.460
7. —%mg,ﬁh%gmﬁlgyJﬂ@
d e 1 (e R - 0.715 0.489
8. FADI AJZIIA L S E -
5 g A 1T o it 0.795 0.368

GFI=0.939, NFI=0.959, CFI=0.982, RMR=0.018 » F]% § = & 5 =& it 2 & » *** £ p<0.001
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[ERC S *hpwf#\i fFE #3] ¢ > 2 RMR=0.016 » 4> 0.05 > @ GFI ~ NFI ~

CFI 4 % 5 0.9580.968+0.982> % %+ 0.9 & r8 b Fl 2 [ m &% S HF

BERARBTHFFFEEANE 0900 2 0602 BERRAETHFFEE

S W[FEF 07 £ 0.5 F o BEMAET AT R AL RROR BT
igaa%] Wb R T ALY A 4.2-T -

%427 AR RFERHREELTE A AT

MLE & 3+ %4k g TEP
R A fAE FEFL BAE O OREE
(7 (6)  (CR)  (AVE)
A3 R 0.900 0.602
[N R S I S R A 0.709 0.497
2. RAGOPBHE Y - AL TR R 0.795 0.368
3.0 BAGBHE R o § - AR EAERDRF S L 0.827 0.316
4. wAOEHE R - F - BFLEFDRE 0.624 0.611
5. BAGBME R oG - BRRLIRTORF S B 0.818 0.331
6. BROPME RS o F LRI ET AR LR BDLAR - 0.856 0.267

GFI=0.958, NF1=0.968, CFI=0.982, RMR=0.016 > F]% f 7 & &t i* 2 & > *** % p<0.001

G T G R AlY 0 2 RMR=0.032 » 3¢ 0.05» @ GFI ~
NFI ~ CFI %= %] 5 0.980~0.983~0.992> % 09 LR pikFIz f FE ¥ 5
B itud~itud feituS & F)F f R £ K307 4 % 5 0.159+0.185 47 0.159>
Flot g AL &4k o R BT Rl EE AT A LR RFIRLFE
PARF I LEELRETOIPEREE LN 0930 £ 0869 b RE TS
2

EAWEE A 07 & 05 Flp > BERL TR RFLE A2

ok BT S I o T TR % 428 ¢
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%428 B FaApHRr EAHFELFE LT

MLE iz 3+ %% BE IHEP
R Mk jEE EEi A %R
(1) (6)  (CR)  (AVE)
Fapsier 0930  0.869
I AP FLiEd > AF Fi* RERpo 0.948 0.101
2. AP FIIES > AF YR email o 0.916 0.161

GFI1=0.980, NF1=0.983, CFI=0.992, RMR=0.032 » F| % § = & & % it 2 & » ***% p<0.001

(= )% ule &
#7723 ¥ Gaski and Nevin(1985)# T4k €% w>ak 2 = A ERlei 1 (1) =
o R enfp B el Y 15 (2)= o cip B %8| 3t B B ehCronbach’s «a 5 B
ZHw 23 B WA o ¥ kgpFornell and Larcker(1981) %% » #& ) f&
TR B[R F ZIE RPN (3)= *}#\i AP B e SYAVEZ. T 2 435 Pl & op b = *}]%i_
L3 ®wRR A Y % % SPSS15.02 AMOS 7.0 & {7 & §7& %38 2 4p B Thdic

AT AT FALEIE A L 4295 300 & L ik R R B R B BT
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% 4-2-9 FRREAL T ESEAPM Gl

] | A #r o o 23 Fa o R AVE
i 3R 38 B A iz B e iz S BEER TR
21 L
oh B R 0.864 0.249 0.099 0.173 0.065 0.021 -0.102 0.049 0.946 0.747
TEH A 0.261** 0.797 0.746 0.143 0.090 0.321 0.322 0.539 0.897 0.635
Bt ps A 0.109 0.673*** 0.817 0.190 0.250 0.336 0.302 0.556 0.888 0.668
‘_E_'.ﬁ‘?:k [ 0.170%* 0.117 0.179* 0.804 0.708 0.612 -0.134 0.326 0.901 0.646
ERGRR 0.061 0.077 0.241#* 0.657++* 0.808 0.737 -0.005 0.419 0.937 0.653
A3 i‘ﬁ,%ﬂ 0.038 0.270** 0.305%*** 0.569%** 0.701*** 0.776 0.044 0.468 0.900 0.602
"F‘f el 7}& H -0.096 0.283** 0.286** -0.115 0.014 0.021 0.932 0.220 0.930 0.869
E1ar AN | 0.046 0.468** 0.489%** 0.294 %+ 0.397*** 0.419%+* 0.189* 0.796 0.873 0.634
Mean 3.04 | 383 3.93 3.34 3.48 3.42 4.24 3.65
Variance 0.64 | 028 0.32 0.56 0.37 0.36 0.44 0.40
Cornbach’s @ | 0.945%** | 0.895%** | 0.904*** | 0.906%** | 0.935%** | 0.904*** | 0.930%** | 0.872%**

$HeME L AVEHT 243 I CR 28 R R AVE 5 T105 %3 ¢ |
Pz &S BAHEG B2 4pM - T = & 5 Pearson 4p
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SRR AT
A7 7 ik ypBagozzi and Yi (1988)i& 3% 2. Cronbach’s « T #icte B £ 2 p 30— 3R
M(drd 4-2-10 #77) o d £ hita > L4050 eh T H 37 $450,78 endp B (e
(Item-Total Correlation)? 2 £ _F % 3% 0.5 { ALELIE o ilh o % Jf#\i 2_Cronbach’s a
HHcE: 0872 P HIBH R cnfpld GHIS<A N 0S5 B r sl £ 4 R 2
oo E NI RfE o b ARG 2 Cronbach’s o Thdics 0.945 0 ¥ H
T RIS AT 05 B b ARV E A N R LA B AP R0 FE
A # % > H Cronbach’s o fh#icz 0.895> 2 H 58 $H34,55 chdp B Th o < 3 0.5
Braofh'a® 4G R A B &P I0- R4 #3024 446G 2 Cronbach’s a
fedics 0904 & H 030 cnfp b T Bicdo < T 0.5 Ao L #t e L £ A hT R
LAF o AP I RM E’.%« [ Tif_fﬁ\i Z2_Cronbach’s a % #cx 0.906 > * H 78 %

R M RBSD S 05 B MG E R A DT R UL B AP IR R
K ,f“ o e ’fﬁ_m Zz_Cronbach’s «a % #c i 0935 ¢ H 18 $+ 5,78 chip B 2 et < 3%
05  Br W EHRPELPERAE  BEPI- RPE o S FRFHD 2
Cronbach’s a % #ics 0904 » H B a5 cnjp b G HIS X305 g A2 3 R
FRADTR LS B AP0 R TP * 5 2 Cronbach’s o i =
0.930 > * BRI crjp b G Im <30 0.5 Fr I FAPHR Y E L DGR

W e PN RE o AT TR AL 42100
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%42-10 4o BAGRAN

7 h Item-Total  Alpha If Item Cronbach’s
I
Correlation Deleted a

fo A % (4 items) 0.872
L 249 % & 3 2 dknow-where(Griff 4rils i) w5 ¢ oh

* R o 0.762 0.823
2. RAF ¥ A % A gknow-whom(Frig i g d )8 E_%‘« L]

2+ F o 0.768 0.819
3. A ¥ A3 A dknowhow(Grif 4P 4 fshersd) Lk

G oo 0.709 0.843
4. AFFAZARKTPRSEGFAERY TERET DL

A pEse | oo 0.674 0.857
*F B IFE Y (6 items) 0.945
L g AA 3 Adirgm i FHRFad1 T €& o 0.685 0.952
2. FAAZASTRE S NEFHALABIE Lo 0.843 0.934
3. FALZASmE N ETRE OFEFTIEL Do 0.852 0.932
4. FALZ NGB N EEESHRET L LD 0.856 0.932
5. FAL G Aqiemp s P {ErT R LF R mo 0.912 0.925
6. FAAZAMpEF L @RI fa TRBILE D 0.851 0.933
P I R (5items) 0.895
Lo g3 Achivghph > §heipNfoiesha f 2 B ahbf 0.756 0.871
2. FRALZADIEEE, gRAET %’L?—émfjﬁka\ 7 -

N 0.727 0.876
3.0 F AL I AR K A e 5 L RJIE SR EE

= AP e 0.778 0.865
4. F A F A NIOEE s £ AR N LIRS LE 0.761 0.869
5. F AL AP §RA LA KB EHY fof i PR

¥ b IEN R 0.700 0.883
WA pL A (4 items) 0.904
L A Es 3 mplosd 5 3 &9 0.780 0.880
2. AFFEECWAZ0E L2 FerG g & P 0.776 0.880
3.0 B aea Rnis S fler e 4o ff R 0.857 0.849
4. AR ABRBA B R R DA GRS I 0.738 0.895
?_EL% 5 ix (5 items) 0.906
1. ,T&E“B’;f‘.‘ﬁi e WA p L A E - EE R

¥f e o 0.752 0.889
2. A ABME SRR L PKELLSERL Do 0.774 0.883
3. ARFWAASHME 1T, PUEFFREL LN g o 0.753 0.887
4. AP YSBEE A RAF T PP AR o 0.829 0.872
5. AAPR M E 4Ty b ST 0.733 0.895
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%4210 245 B4 B AASH (F)

_ Item-Total  Alpha If Item Cronbach’s
B Correlation Deleted a

EHIRE (8 items) 0.935
Lo #wpe L5 MMSME =dfia 5 ¥ 0.885 0.919

2. AER I E =G - BFBE 0.835 0.922

3. AFEADPHE - EERNDT R 0.771 0.926

4. AP RN DY Efom Rl EiAp e 0.753 0.928

5. APRAFE AL RS E o 0.807 0.923

6. Mg - BHYRE Feny A BT R 0.690 0.932

7. - AT OoRMIBEDOEL YA P eipk a1 (TP 4o 0.694 0.931

8. F A AN i M E o pF o A g T A 0.766 0.927

23 RH (6items) 0.904
L e E ed > - Bk g PR s b 0.745 0.888

2. GABHEEY > G - BRI TR G A 0.797 0.879

3. BAGBHME Y o - OB RLER PR S 0.769 0.882

4. BLAOBHE Y 0 - B LEFORE G L 0.610 0.905

5. hADBME Y o - BREARTORE T b 0.748 0.886

6. BAPPBHMERY > FERE RS AR LR PR - 0.774 0.882
THALER* (2items) 0.930
I BpFaiEd > AFFRr pEpp . 0.869 0.930

2. AP FLIEY S AFF R email o 0.869 0.930
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FZE BAAXMNEBHHEN 2 RA LB PLYT

Rp - @i s TR AT A 2 T F B AR & AT G
Pt ZEhE R ) P AT AARA LR RE LT EF LR i
Tom AFRAOS FR/Y L AT AEY T2 AT K 2U(T-test), » *
MEfER Rl THEE 2 THE ) B2 BAATHRE s g s
AHR LRl E P HEL R G A TRTER AATHREE > L
% TH 7|5 %2 #s 17(One-way ANOVA) | 2 73 %> 55 7 BEEF LB 5
B I * % 5 # %% (4oScheffeiz *' ~ Games-Howelli# ) » i& (7 % {4 £ B v el
oI F R e n2 B AFREFOLR T A2 RIS A A TP
FoARECHOBRSLFANL LR RL R A

Erfpial BT a3 fwmBdrd A L s 227 ki
e BB EATRER > B2 %t [4-3-1) #7: £ E o F G H
P T R m A s TR, o TSI R, TEwe s T
ik~ TAELZ R 2 TFPHRY | e DT R0 AEHF
AP RExT 2 P I 2 F R g 2T RS S RorEl
HEE R E THEREF AR RGOt E AP FR AT

o 2 B2 P AR F LR -

% [4-3-1] - Egrama 3 758502 Ao L Bk T

=1 o = 1ok -
" "Z%" i# (Scheffe) » fdn— 601 FHe 25 A % %07 49 £ e & 08 dh LB« 2 — 2 4
AP fEME 2 THE - KM ABBERZEFA AR P R - AR IR] T
@%Mﬁ* 0 BB R R B T R R 2 o (FRA#, 2006 1 272) -
P EFE e $BHA R TR 55 Ganes-Howel 12 > F1 5§ & e .,Elﬁ:;“i ¥ i pIGH
FEL TR éﬂi”%ﬂg@? AR EEGE (2P, 2006: 389)
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8 | FHEx | FE | (2-tailed)
(N=46) (N=92)
Siat O S S 3.71 3.62 2.414 0.81
o f 4R o 2.99 3.06 0.016 -0.51
FHI A 3.69 3.90 0.646 225
Lt A 3.84 3.98 4176 % | -1.20
BHRE 3.38 3.32 0.635 0.47
R A 3.48 3.48 1.278 0.01
S R 3.33 3.46 0.640 -1.24
LB 4.16 4.28 2.706 -1.00

3P <055 *FP <01 5 *F*P<.001
F o RRBHCBL T FEHS2 2 a L B A
Bargp el A B & F g A HTEL T A2 LR A2 R R AR

B @b A TR LEE > B85k [4-32] 970 2 F B qezba § B
T 3 75 5~ TohadEp ) ~ Tagh 3 g~ Ta@svet ) T
BEy s Tedik )~ TAEL TR | 2 TTFRpHRY | $He HTi5
BAIOAEBFAB LR 7T 2 RGN O 1 2 G PR R
SR I

2 [4-3-2] P BGRS TS R SR 2 LG A B R T

Tk t B
1 *#61 + ? ;‘%“ 2 ? B%L‘ P (2—ta£ed)
(N=29) (N=109)

Siat SR S 3.81 3.61 0.115 1.54
b G 3F 2.97 3.05 0.002 -0.52
TR 3.83 3.83 0.319 -0.02
Bt ps & 3.92 3.93 0.350 -0.09
E.‘é,%‘i [t 3.61 3.27 0.474 2.25
K %‘i;ﬁﬂ? 3.72 3.42 0.409 2.38

A IR AR 3.55 3.38 2.464 1.32

ALY s ST 4.19 4.26 0.005 -0.48

P05 * P <01 5 * P <001

A RTRAHTHAL AL LS ML IR
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FIARRDIALT g3 3 A2 e A2 7 Fany

o FBE TS SR Aot HE R Aok [4-3-3) 2t o W ARRE H

TaE A R s TR, Tl Tz E ) s Tedak )

P sz PG | 2 TEM LR S T OB A EEF LR KR

I AR RTAARDOA I 2 LR R R A IR o

85



% [4-3-3]

CETABRE WA LN

LApG PR B B §

LS A KR HAB | Tk | FiE ERTRTE Y
%7 (2) 9 3.64
Sl
PR =10 16 3560 01 B
<~ £24) 77 3.66
HHEL(5) 36 3.67
%7 (2) 9 3.33
(3
T | #G) 16 3090 | o ~
< 5 (4) 77 3.07
L (5) 36 2.86
0@ 9 3.76
Sl
WA =10 16 401 ) oo B
~£4) 77 3.82
HHEL(5) 36 3.78
%7 (2) 9 3.89
gor s =10 16 4171 B
<~ 24 77 3.97 '
L (5) 36 3.75
%7 (2) 9 3.67
Sl
.H_F‘v;l %ﬁ ) 16 3.30 0.74 -
<~ Z(4) 77 3.29
L (5) 36 3.38
%7 (2) 9 3.92
Sl
v s iz =3 16 348, B
<~ £4) 77 3.46
HHEL(5) 36 3.41
%7 (2) 9 3.61
o £ (3 16 .
53R ’?() 355 ] | s B
<~ £4) 77 3.42
HEL(5) 36 3.29
%7 (2) 9 4.06
. (3 16 4.2
FRpHRT (L 21 033 -
<~ Z(4) 77 4.24
2L (5) 36 431

P05 * P <01 5 * P <001 S
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Frd FRBENS 2 ERRE
BB HRBEIMILTRIBLABFR DS FLM o TR
AZHCFS A 4 LB R PR e MG RN R 8 T BRI F Y T
% 4 +7(Factor Analysis) 22 § /5 4 47 (Path Analysis) > I 5 » 7 3+ & 575 chs +
FARN O Ve AT - k5 R IR B OR R0 Gi Y AT T TR S RO T %
B e FI 3 T R R TR TRES M G A& AT

Pk FRH Y AR AT RE AL TR ZBA W B L T

o

TR AR 2 4 4742 0 AT f &35 Anderson and Gerbing (1988) %
Williams and Hazer (1986) % & % s iR32 (77 Ff i cn 42 424058 A 47 1 (1)

- PEERSHEF S 2 AT R A% ELFIE A 475 Cronbach’s o s
10 Ff D RO REPERE GRS FERRL RIS Q¥ S
B -5 W R R A5 0 TR 4R 0 14 S 105 (Structure. Model) S 7

AR LG T om Y A P EE IR R AR R BN S B R R

o FRAFETIR TS S EF DR TP 7 H 0L ¥ R F BRI R R
'EE }g_",«fﬁm F'&L’I‘JFF&\_ ¥ - ngﬁ;/,,\ﬂ},?a *,g\j\—_‘%_i)’:: s P s 2@;?—# y A

B H Z FERET AT o
-~ B

FUMEAERAEGY MFEFERRSERRT R OREALR > AL H
Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson and Tatham (2006)2_ & 3% » ¥ # = fi45 & 737 B
BH A REFTRSGRAA > A4 5 ()% & B 2 (Absolute Fit
Measures) ; (2)3 € if & & #* % (Incremental Fit Measures) ; 3) i & i & & 7€
(Parsimonious Fit Measures) % = fa#f 3] o

T AR A Al p ik (DB HEEERTFE Y e ST

CURR R R B S A e e R 0 R AR 3+ 2 i & R 4 R(GFD) -
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T iam £ > 3(RMSR) ~ T 32:7 7 B £ T > $3(Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation; RMSEA) ~ 23 i & & 3p #(Adjusted Goodness of Fix Index; AGFI)
Fodrd 441 #rm o AL FWIE GRS NG HEE RFRREL X *=56.027 ~
d.f=15~ Xz/d.f.=3.735 » GFI=0.917 ~ RMR=0.040 ~ AGFI=0.800 - “,‘TT RMSR# 3 >+
ek Aovdp iR v IREZ P S OB & RHFE - oL RATE R O
Bt e m ® A R gtk e 7 AR £ 3 R(NFD) » vt ffie £ 3 HR(CFD 3 > 4e
F44-1 Sm o0 R FMEAES B £ R RSB © NFI=0.856 -
CFI=0.886 > @ FoE v R R QU LR AFE  BEAFRLRFEL >
B g A et TRBE P RS R R - B T B R D £ AR
Ko T 4p Hedof§ & il BAe & 4p #&(Parsimony Normed Fit Index; PNFI)£ =]
i & & 4p = (Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index; PGFI) » 4r# 4-4-1 #7771 » 277 7
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