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Abstract

Knowledge creating capability is recognized as organizational core competence
for competitive advantage, especially in knowledge intensive service company.
The objectives of this study is to examine the relationship of acquired knowledge
types, knowledge creating capability and organizational performance in
professional service organization. Knowledge types are divided into articulate and
tacit knowledge. Based on PLS structural equation model analysis of 172
consultants survey of major global network management consulting organizations
in Korea, key findings are as follows. First, articulate knowledge has no
significant influences on knowledge creating capability. Second, tacit knowledge
has positive significant impact on knowledge creating capability. Therefore, tacit
knowledge has more relationship with knowledge creating capability rather than
articulate knowledge. Third, tacit knowledge has strong influences on articulate
knowledge. It means that articulate and tacit knowledge interact with each other.
Finally, knowledge creating capability has strong positive impacts on both
organizational financial and service performance.

This study identified the importance of tacit knowledge for knowledge creating
capability in knowledge intensive service organization. Especially, experiences and
market insight are critical factors for knowledge creation, which lead to improve
organizational innovation and performance. This results provides some strategic
implications for effective knowledge management in professional service

organization.

Keywords . Professional Consulting Service, Articulate & Tacit Knowledge,

Knowledge Creating Capability, Organizational Performance



Aol ME A 2HL w3y 98 & (convergence)
i dn 53 ==y 7311] ko]
A dEFo] S wA Aulaglel lojAe] A gEe] 7|wkgh
e #Ao] Eolxar lth(Miles, 2001; Taminiau et al., 2009; &3 %,
2010). Au 2 Aol A= S, AT, BE L AIAE F AN EEN ¥
& Ao AskEn FREA B |7
Fgeiel AasE A4 2ol HaL
axdoz &85 9ri(Armbruster et al.,, 2008; A&x = 201
AR AL Ml dFS It 2o AdFAQl Apde
A= Aol Fdel EAolfir= -2 A
ot A4S Fdske Aeldar s tH(Dunford, 2000; Grant, 1996; Mors,
2010). Kogut and Zander(1992)% 7]go] &AlstE ZEAQ o] &7 A& WAV
wnop Ao A& 8l Ffrek ofde] 7] wiEelgta sl 53 22 AkdedlA
o t=A HEHA AAES 758 A 24 dodMe A owm AU A
2ol A gHor Ak o] glomm A Ao i%% AR AL FHsts A
o] A&A AAAE FAS=H Ao w a7 = AFoltk(Caves, 1982 ;
Foss & Pedersen, 2002; Gupta & Govmdarajan 2000; Hymer, 1976; Kogut &
Zander, 1993). 2% ZAIAAE 22 =479 Fa AR s Aol =
Zhell AA vgFd Arek Al & Aok R 5 dvke Aol ole
AFS AT A 7135 AetH ook HdE A3 g A 9l
(Bartlett and Ghoshal, 1999). Mors(2010)% t}=2 7]wte] Z2Y 7|
ol7] HaiME Wi e B8 SE2EY 2HAHAA AMES O]Z]xq(heterogenemy)

olal thFdt AR, A} A AHAtE o] Ay Fdol Fastta stk A
FAQ AAF AR AP or T IET AE Fd0AHAE 2H5E SE2E UE
Aol 71k A A3 e Ales AE A A ow Fxg
T dre sguAe AMESs B AEe] FeAol SUHEE AR 2= v
Eol g ul AEMN A 2F o] £EFE X2 §83 xS d2k 2 Aylo] A
SRR A 3 W Ed= Ak e olE, Aol

DT (Cohen & Levinthal, 1990; Grant, 1996;
Dunford, 2000; Minbaeva et al., 2003; Colakoglu et al., 2014)o]t}, . AF-2o] dY
AEEE AA d=4719e A3 22 3 A4 AHEs i 553 A4l
z2 o] AAFEA FFs vA =Tt AR wet A FEAF] g o
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EAdL2 dHst TAE a4t ndyeS AAsH] 918 e dRe JEge
2 2 4 Q. olglgk K& EAdd upe} A& (explicit or articulate)o]il ¢H&E4
(tacit)] ACS=Z FEETE WAA XA FA A o]l A dojoll o3 xdol
7hest AAS FEb dEAH A4S #He] xdEH7] oy AAS AHS S,
HAA Q] R Aolgk FEHslE o] o] A E A T FAAHA Z2AAE B o)
o] goldt AL u|sty AEAQ X Aol FgAolojA YHAF T F2 HF
AAol TR AAE EA o]do] 89|35} (Polanyi, 1966; Nonaka and Tekeuchi,

1995, A8 &, 2010). WA 719 o] AAFEeH2 A AA G G54 A4

S drty S5t e Fal ol9A FEs=Tkel 2 dth(Nonaka, 1991).

7199 AAFEAFS FFAQ Ade HFo EAsk=, AR o E A
212 JhQlo]l AfrspAIRt Ao R FA o] AAS FESta EFetal el Ao
2 olaett. A o] RS A Y HAs FET 7 e 7P gL e gy
= Jhelel A3 XS FZ % F®l(organizational routine) o ® WFE=i= A =3}
AT E 7 Ak A F R Jjle] 7H ofoly oy A4S Ffekal, Egtstal
Adste 22424 AAE wt=s BAo] vpE A AEd 7]oste Ao (AN <5,
Zekat, 2012). 714229 A2 AE772 SECI(socialization— externalization -
combination— internalization)®] 4@AIE &3 HWAA X237 GFA A 2] A

of Afaa AuaEae ATHANALD 5, 2010) A =7199] AFE A

B ANTR A E BA AT(ANE, FRE, 2014) D ANEFT 2

Zashe] Be AT(EAL, ASE 2014050 EAelth. de)RtaAte] A4S
1OL]. =

R RN A P
Moz BAW dAFE vFHAL F2 F2/19
I3

Do
Do
ik
fru
i3
oY
i
o,
>
R}
[
BN
N
Lo
X
>
i)
X
1>
o
i

2.2.1 AAY A1

P
of
odh



A GRSt ALS|e A A FFgAE"E S AP AR FFAMR A= AAS FE
o

st 7199 gAls Axste 93-S Fdsie AR 2 ¥ T} (Dunford,
2000; Werr & Stjernberg, 2003). =, X219 BEf, &, & % &80 ZdA<Q
HlZzy2 Edlolgtar & 4 Q). AYAAAUEE o223 AFAQ Aol F3td
AL aMNZA ro] FEE A A B Z 7 (knowledge broker)d] HgHS 35t

Ao 7 ola)% 7| = 3t} (Hargadon, 1998; Taminiau et al., 2009).
U] A" AGE SRS 2 AR A 3 doiEo] S g5 =
o= g & Aow Addnt. AHEAMHAE AFste VY-S vdstA
T AAR 7Aoo w YEA 729 Algete 4y 2 AH 2R 7 @ 5
AR, A7 HE A Zwket AAE3|ALeE wujel] 7]RkS
= Zojth B A9 v=A 79 WES ] 7Nk
T eR . 24 ATt dAAHIE VlEe R oW A A
29 ALY A AGHEF 7Rk SALe} S AA TN AA
SIAL 9 IT7IRke] AAMY 3ARE 8 ¢ Ak dErhke] Al 97
(Mckinsey), R2AEAME 15 (BCG), HIIAAH Y (Bain) 2 dlo]E]AY (ATK
o8 HMEFALE H& 7o YAA S vtF o R Hj=ys 7|gke] A
Au 25 Alegtr. ANy AAY 3ALEo] Ao E A2 ok 9 -’F
o] #thal & Folth. EAl= =3] Big 4= Y=o E(Deloitte), Zefo] = H a5
F3H 2= (PwC), Alo]FAA(KPMG), H AXEF(EY) Fo] EgH™ 2F7|9ke] &3

—_

L

~—

AEAH 25 Al A= A4l (Accenture)dt ool M U(IBM) Fol thHEA
o] IT7]H]'-°/] A E leo]\:}' o]goﬂ O]/\].zxwﬂ E3lz U—]}v]?—]/HE] %4‘:9}0]015
sol AAsta du. Mula BN = A, &9, ITAA"eR 783 5 i,
ASFARD L AL, AQAE D A5PRI AFE AF 5o EHAN &9
A4S deAg, Tol-22 o TRAL, AF/esA, dakxZ Sol x9kd
G ITAAE S AN AR ow TN AA A H e (ERE), 1A
YA (CRM), &5 EAe (SCM) 5ol ATt

Ht Ad"Y Ao FREAL H2Y29 [ToEEYF ZolX A & ZEFAN]
o7 FAHEE vbA Eepd, ddH I 2 AFEQIEHY

2 Aol A A s g3t 4
REN7|E] FAHWA FEEA Ve 9 ITANY FHow A%Eo] sla ok
Ao 0] 79 1+ A5

g2, AvtE, HlHolE & XUU]EJ w4e WA g
1

B
A FE 8
o] 71 oj= wjHt} FolAaL §lt}. LHC’ﬂ &= Y A3AES =243 A
& ZsletiA A AdEdASte] ddH A A= W = =
E1(CoE: Center of Excellence)& +93lHA A4z
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Atk Werr & Stjernberg(2003) NG EAAH, BRAEAME A

=49 dé%]vq uﬂ}\]ﬂ ;q)\]J/} o}ﬂﬁ x]/\l \:ﬂ ;(]/\1 g];‘ig‘ko]] q]:l. od:rLg: _/,:533]_

WA A4S BHHEY E(methodology & tools), Al#l(cases) ¥ 4

o] 37HA = l";r sttt WHEIN 52 259 dojet AAFTEE AwsiH, Atdl=
=

[o

AA Ao 2 AEd AMestd JHE AAS ddai, 438> WHE, 29 AHdHE
AAR ZRAE A&atr] g8 A5AQl 84eta sk At S T3 HE
A, AA e QA ATAES stHA oldlH i EAETI FEskiTh A2 9
£45 1 PHEd & 9 Atdls BA A (articulate) )1 A Aol AW AL A
(tacit) A21¢] A Ao] mrta stk (Werr & Stjernberg, 2003). ¥ A4 37[A4 &
soleo] A dF xFqE Fr JANE ojFHola dEH HAo] Fgt 4g] ¥

al
A)
Al
3
B2~ ZHEA
Heg AE
78 %

A4
z=
(Experience)
UL / = e
i 7 pem : A
AEl 52 >
et i .
Siie Y <
(Method & g B S £ CM’Eﬂ
2 Tools) (Cases)
HAIE
{articulate)
A4

Z: Werr & Stjernberg(2003)& Fhzate] A2} x.ok



TR’ w2 A 7% 2+4] SlxtolE
ZRAE ZA| 20 | TR A2 9 P A A caE A g e A g
A g% 23 4 £ T ZeAEA TaAm A d47E 3l
ek dukd A AR A T e ZAE 72
7] 2] ] v A A RNES =, A SHEA, QA
5 247, dure 244, 744 244 & AA 240 & HA
= = ) q
= Eﬂ;];z%t ‘%‘ix—. Z—*.%:] ] o) do] old 1 o] e /‘\_}c?} jﬂJ A 1] 2= 9]
- A ~E ABHA® FAb |t g wals Frie
A = g A j
K ZuA Aerbssta Apglel 7429 A @Ee] A . Jho] iz HA o2 Aol
o] o] &o 8715, o[G0l ol EeEa = | EolA olHo] olE &

=2 Werr & Stjernberg(2003)& 3Hz3ste] Az} Hek

<y 2> FEW AMYA 2 A4S ANEE ) F

R 54
=24
(=) U E Ay
(£, 9=3),
A B AT
AbEl 5 QIALO|E &
Z=24

Sz 2

Z . Mors(2010), ‘Innovation in a global consulting firm Az ZHA

Q7714

F29 EAIE /Bon FYANY AH2E AFHL dE 24e FEA
g Aus] g8l A5Hoz 22 L @A A2 FEE =S @
gad A9 Ba s5ets A4 AAdTlq A upeh ol WAH 24w}

=

&
21t (Polanyi, 1966; Nonaka, 1991; Nonaka and

Tekeuchi, 199 0). 229 AMEMH] 2 27 9

TZAEES FPsly] 9t FEHoE AHojH ATHEAE @91’5& WHEY BEE,

A ~E, d2W

2 #9371 99 2
AE Hel % ARUAIMY F



o] %

ANEE A oela Azt 7ot ol Fa ZEAEL | uleA o] A
2 AA FZFol| 71oF Flo|th. Hgk V|E fAF ZRAES FPdd AFPolut
2l AR 2ol glojaf el dAl s gkl kA A2 ol FoPdE Q1= WA st
(embedded) Hof U= ¢HHA Axow A2 TFAALS 3 AEH2Q ZE2AE
of FHAT B AAY Ag g At A=) FEo| Fas JRE AT
g Zloln ol TFA R AAFEFAZF dFS nH Aotk AU G A
of 4] QHEARl Ao HFAAR] TR AAFE L FAlo JFS wHTka s
tH(Taminiu et al., 2009). o]4e] =olo] ZAsle] the-9o 7HES AAsTh

7Ha 10 A3|IAL 2229 AA A A S AAAZA TAEA] FEFE v H Aol
7V 20 AB|IAL A o] EA A A AAFEA G TAAQ dFE v Aol

J

2.3.2 FFH AN7 BAH 24e) BA
gtm A3 WAH Ade] PAE AR gEusddolu, oo Azdgown

(adaptation)o] 2t A4S F3to] WPE L Abeol] wrdsEm A A&
9] FFo uwEl AA-EH(Nonaka et al, 2006; Werr & Stjernberg, 2003).
Nonaka 5(2006)2 452 X213} WA 22 o] SECI L2ZA2E AH 435
oA SgETha Skt webA GEA A A S WAA AAE A7) 9% 7]
Algste]l MAIA A 2Aolds GolstAl gt o] =9 FAsIY thse] 7}
Akl

N2 A2lo] A==t} (Evangelista and Hau, 2009). 52 x]21& Aojulo] Al o]
Ast7] 91kl AT wEo] Wol Sojrbe FEA A WalA A4S o]FaE
o 7127l 719-S Al&dth(Nonaka, 1991; o], ¥ 2010). 1 o] o453
A2 22 e A2 Azt Hol 7] wiEel 7ol S A 4EA
A 2ol FAo] mHW WAIZ A 2Ae] FH5o] foldte] ok dEA A2 A
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Almeida, 2008; Mors, 2010). th=* &71%}4 x}wm 2Ry H]ETJEL v R4
o] A2t AHPHo 2= 23|AL Falo] JFgFS nHowEH, o2 23
Aol A7) W ofEF ©9] A 7MY A A ES AFso A A r|]] Al



o] oF X

o

2 AT A Do(EHEA, Aa, 2005). Ao 9lo] o] A A (heterogeneous)
Ao EAEE 2L T8 2 2379 M58 A s Q2L ofolr]o] 9
= S Alardth(Hansen, 2002).

=71 MEYZ YolA &As|A7E &83 5 e 714 AR F5-5ka
g&edars A3Ale Agdes ¢ Be YA T %S Aoltk(Zander,

3}
1997). Smith 5(2005)& 3slolH = 71gS o=z 3 AFolr] UFe B A

A

8
I ANFEF] HAE TR AAE =l frold A(+H)9] dFE vt
°of AL g5 kst

Hetgom At AFF Aulze]l w9 wge 24740 A
23 (combine)dt= 7)5ol olaiA ZART 3G}

Asdon wakshe AYRAAN AP UE e AL s Hue
Axel BEE AL MmN 2ATAUe UHEE FowH 4o &
Fmel Sz aAd ol A4Y Auszgel Qo AAMY AHFES B
Q741 Austel o] §] wiolth, 53], A2 AnEANsLel Wi Aglel A
A2k Sigel uel e AARAAA ST At Faskne Au 9
Aol wAFA QL JF A ] AAHES 5% gl 8% IS vH Fooh. 1
Ao A 2qe] 2 % mAe @A UEAARVE O Be AL F5
stal ol HEFE AMER AXNFE ST AIAY AFAH#E} ARs ARE Al
& 4 9% Aolth ol4el wmelol 2AGe thgel AS AHahac
7H 4 A3|AE 24 AAFEAFS AT T FAA] dFS v EH Aotk
7Hd 5 A3|AL A o] AAFEZAFS A ATl A AFS

w3 Aol
<y 3> dyrd
FNETY b ) A2k
5 \ Ha(+
T | aumady |
H3(#)
H2) T
R —— H5(+)
i A ME[A
EEEPI B L

@R
: c:)\hwclaﬁ; |
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1. 974

3.1 #8313 A543

AT 3R el &S e v=wmA A9 A" HE 3| ALE
ol5 Ao £33 2ATAHAS hAo R ZA3AF Yo Hojup HEde]o i&‘ﬂﬂM
Aol AERALE AAE 20159 129 Vo2 U &S ey FPnAdE
AT RS ARste X oF 1097 A== ot vFeh fyel] EA S
T e 2 dAge AR R & Zefol A9He AT dROE, Q]
2EQ, Aol dA, otelnlql, qAlFo] 5 Fo vmA AIHAEAGAY] 244
S e v AEAE 48] Aol 2] 9N AErbe 2da A4
HE 399 AMHHZE A4S AAA At 20169 1€92704] HAEAE 94
3 o] HAA HEFAIE 1925H 20169 3¥7A ¢k 370 H<F oA} 9
HAE &3 o]Folxrh 200198 A% #Hieste] AW JIEFE AdstiA A85E
TR HAFAH R 3FE 17289 AR A ARE A AREsTh

w
o
(&
ol
e
o

3.2.1 THWSF

2 AT FEHEWTE FUE AIAAdY A AAFHE g |t tharE )
A As|ALe] AAFEGHL TR AxY VITeE O 94, @489
2] (management technique and practices), @A Z Z2ZA|~, @A AH|Z=, ®7]

= 59 5/ G dojAe AEHFAN MR A A= C’q—FJ s A
(Andersson et al., 2005; Holm & Pedersen, 2000; &8}, o]A1L, 2014). Werr &

Stjernberg(2003) = AEAALYHAH] 29 X2 HHESN & Alg @ FAdozw EHF
skl AFE ST 2 ATl = FFAgIQl BAE HjRU A9 THAALIE S a1E
stof, FFoll A AH = ﬂ%”}ﬂ O Auzs #d A28 53, Q99 2 A
AE N, QZRZAE WHE, @AM e, OZ2AE Fda et ddE Ao
EakaL ofel dis) A& ﬂoi FEotel %S TH HeE 545l
AXF=gdFoz Qg A3AaL 2o A F5F Au|=Ql 49 54& aeste]
A et etz A skl OATFAHI A JiEH S, QZRZAE F£5:8, QX
R2AE QW ETE, OZRAE F4 QIZAE g9 v g @ZEAES] 11
AEER SAAT (AL 5, 2010; T, A$F, 2014).
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3.2.2 SHHSF

(1) A4 (articulate) A2

2 AFolA WA 222 o] JAES HAALAE A3 2He] 2EH 2 g
Azl A F5sheE WHE, At B2 AlEHE A
Werr & Stjernberg, 2003). AAE A~ ¢ =
o ABIAE Aol A A2 o] 53 st 22 i}%oﬂ/‘i«] (DJE*“E W E
QAtel @R AE FP A w5hF-9F AS|AL AFAA Y] QZEZAE HHE QAR

@rzdE Fyvy wae godn F5E £ 74 AED P

(2) 454 (tacit) #2

BoAge 4uH A4 Fe 12 49A4Y A3} 2Ho] FRY L @
Axpho A F5sE Ad AT AMujaad Aoz goJHti(Nonaka et al,
2006; Werr & Stjernberg, 2003). & i o £A48 193t
2w VeI A3 AN GEA AN 53 Baste] DA Ay
e o JPon 45

s oBE AR 5% 099 2 AYE N A4 @ =24
L ANE FEGE £ T4 AR 24390
3.2.3 249
AA4e) AT 9 AN FEGA AHL A 5 5 A 249 sl
247400 ARV, FAAT L AT AP 5 FAMFE ATkl D, o
A5, 2010). 2AFEE @ L ANz A9 JFow AARIE AaYw, =
A7gee] A9 A" FAAY 06 =g AdAd. fARET AY 49
R guES(AE9el, 28U 0E LR

r

AFME S AEE] 4 BEA71Hoe =2 1982 Herman Woldoll &3] 7d=
PLS(Partial Least Squares, ©]3} PLS)E A&sIFon, FHHor BH=IT7

SmartPLS 2.0& ol 8319tk PLS/IWE BAlo] 288 o fin Ao 54, AT
W 5e melds] @ielth PLSE AMOS Bl 7ol el FARRAL Jwes
sto grjmom mRe el B sbgel @ AAsw, Wwae] FARTe| B
Ao EE

z70] ¢} wekA] PLSE e RERIV|E =S 3o EAA
Ebie] gRa1E 0] At} 3tk A| o Sof] FAstA S5
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& 5.6 0% UERRL,
HH[Fo] 66.3% A== oW npel o] frAL
o2 gl APAT AEES HEE vFe
Ho fFo] 95O R 552%, AAM} 59Mow
34.3%, WA= 10.5%E A Akl } 32.6%, &&°] 35.4%= A
29 F849FY sl EUH AT AMuaEEE eHdcelde] 39.0%, IT7}

3| AL HlE | H]S(%) A5 W | B&(%) | &9 | BE | H&(%)
Big4 148 86.0 g 29 16.9 g& | 95 55.2
Ak AdE 6 35 PM+# 53 30.8 A |59 343
ITAXEH 18 105 PLF 36 209 HAL |18 105
g4 54 314
A 172 100.0 A 172 100.0 gdA | 172 100.0
ARl & HE | H]E(%) 2k HE | HE&(%) | A | % | H]&(%)
ek 15 8.7 A Z 56 32,6 WAk | 137 79.7
Qg ol 67 39.0 5 61 354 oz | 35 20.3
AN /2 2~ A 38 22.1 & A H] 2 20 116
IT 48 279 A 2 1.2
7€} 4 2.3 71 E} 33 19.2
A 172 100.0 A 172 100.0 A | 172 100.0
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PEs FEEe 5 urh BE A GEA

W4 =R | Qo)A gk AVE CR R? Cronbachs Alpha

AK1 0.601
AK?2 0515

=PRSS AK4 0.837 0.492 0.825 0.591 0.731
AK5 0.742
AK6 0.764
TK1 0.667
TK2 0.526

A A4 TK4 0.782 0.487 0.823 0.737
TK5 0.773
TK6 0.711
KC1 0.361
KC2 0.784

A A=A KC3 0.846 0.675 0.912 0.135 0.879
KC4 0.819
KC5 0.79%
FP1 0.837

2 54 7} FP2 0.790 0.612 0.825 0.269 0.693
FP3 0.715
SP1 0.811

A H) 24 7} SP2 0.856 0.694 0.872 0.216 0.783
SP3 0.831

R M | SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | VIF
1.HA A A A | 4617] 0866| 1 2.315
2.9 57 A | 4522| 0.848] 0658 | 1 2413
3A A A% | 4844 0.876| 0264 | 0299 1 1.182
4.7 53 = 4769 0.767| 0293 | 0287 | 0518 | 1
5.4 8] 2~ A 7} 4986| 0.722| 0216 | 0.253| 0465 | 0.662 | 1
6.2 3758 0682 0.147 | 0.130| 0.011 | 0.077 | -0.011| 1 1.030
6.7 8717k 2.130 | 0.750 | -0.026| 0.068 | -0.166| -0.132| -0.196| 0.113 | 1 1.288
8ATAE 0.442| 0.498| 0.010 | 0.014| 0.078 | 0.041 | 0.051 | -0.014| 0.097 | 1 1.064
9,544 & 0.663| 0.474| 0.090 | 0.147 | -0.041| 0.017 | -0.039| 0.026 | 0.406 | 0214 | 1 | 1.278




2498 | 9A% A4 | G5 A4 | A43ed% | za4n | quzen
AKI 0.601 0.450 0.219 0.093 0.004
AK2 0515 0.421 0.222 0.223 0.085
A 4 \
o AK4 0.837 0616 0.168 0.269 0.263
3
AK5 0.742 0.609 0.120 0.198 0.203
AK6 0.764 0567 0.218 0.230 0.158
TKI 0.434 0.667 0.302 0.206 0.153
e TK2 0.308 0526 0.222 0,002 ~0.031
“Z]iﬁ TK4 0573 0.782 0.201 0.274 0.232
B TK5 0.590 0.773 0.211 0126 0.157
TK6 0.685 0711 0.147 0316 0.283
KC1 0.190 0218 0.861 0520 0.39
| ke 0.187 0216 0.784 0.448 0.333
A%
o KC3 0.241 0.304 0.846 0.341 0.354
-1 O
KC4 0.235 0.268 0.819 0.405 0.460
KC5 0.234 0.225 0.7% 0.403 0.353
FP1 0.233 0.270 0.509 0.837 0.530
2443 | FP2 0218 0.169 0.352 0.790 0512
FP3 0.243 0.221 0.313 0715 0524
SP4 0.254 0.229 0.342 0.606 0811
A H] 2= - -
an SP5 0.153 0.222 0.462 0537 0.856
SP6 0.143 0178 0.332 0519 0.831

43 B9 WY % FAPY WIPF

ATz AR A e SEHE Afol= Qlste] WY ¢ Q= F
AR fletel AEad AR s AE(early respondents)¥t $-wF 5
(late respondents)& ZtZ} 25%4 Wlul 418}t (Armsrong and Overton, 1977).
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I}, AE S 7R A e 579 f9lo] FEHY I P ArEle] & QQlo] AAE
Aol 28.7%% AR U Qlo] 37.6% % UEFYTH o]H3 Ay Q%
Z o= g gRle] #AF Aol dujdolA] g FoE FUAWH He EA= A
Z}skA] ke Ao w I
<% 7> Fewde AT
Ei A7) Mean XA} t Sig(p)
Ak 25% 44.30 31.24
A3 A} Z A R - -0.271 0.787
i it w259 46.04 29.29
A7l 2 Ak 259% 9.19 5.62 0157 0576
eRie uk 25% 9.00 5.37 ‘ ‘
. Ak 25% 5.32 487 088 0390
K Bk 259 458 301 ‘ '
<3 8> I AT
o 2 ART 447 29
o 3 A BAH(%) A B AH%)
1 6.592 28.661 28.661
2 3212 13.964 42.626
3 2.874 12.49% 55.120
4 1542 6.705 61.825
5 1.017 4.423 66.248

=4) 3 2 GoF (Agx)
g ol&dth A, R @S 7 o ELT% AERg g Ao gk FrtEA
2H0.2601%), %(0.13-0.26), 8+(0.02-0.13)& FE3 &= 9}

T FREFAA R g2 AA Hito] 0.342% FAWEAQ]
WAA =2o] 0591 @ A AEFI ko] 0.1350]3, ZAATE x
I AR RE 021602 BT F(0.13-0.26)01 0 02 A
o] wrha & 4 9tk
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A 2ol At X2 GoF(Goodness of Fitness)E AtAstE nf, o= ZE

Wyl A (RS Hddt 54 oly B 8dFE45(AVE) el Faw
= w3k el o]& vl AluZaiA AEE(Wetzels &, 2009). o] A= FHA
Aa7|EA = 0.1010™, 0.36 o] o] vew EFAFAH] 2 Ao Fdd
ATh & AFREeA PLS A= AFes g 23, < 7> AAE \f
oF o] 0.423% Ry AYPLrt o = 5 vk E4AIdE T By, B
Aol glo] HAlAl Yo Afes FHE Ao dddy

<E 9> BYPAFE T
Qo] AVE R? Q? BYPA}E
WA A x])2] 0.492 0.591 0.288
e A2 0.487 0.277
A2 FE o TF 0.675 0.135 0.091 .
GoF = 0423
A 4-73 = 0.612 0.269 0.159
A H) 224 1} 0.694 0.216 0.145
1t 0.592 0.303 >0
4.5 7V2 45
wdlo] 7EdS 7537 $9ske] PLS FRHAA S o] £3F H2RAS AAETH
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=99 (B=0.049, t=0.410)°] Fgt J&FS v AA] X3h= ASZ YElET. webA
71 712 E AT dhde] Ae 2 Ak RIAFOIE T o EA XA z3ALe] A
29 (3=0.278, t=2.149)° 95% AlFFFolA Fo3t H(+)o S vAE=
Aoz FAHAY B AEA A 2o WAA A4 (B=0.769, t=23.957)l It
A(+H)Y FIFS vA = Aoz YErRTE weba] 7Hd 29 732 A A Sl
A FEdHFE A3ALY] 583 YUE5E 5 AFAAT(B=0.518, t=10.401)
of 99%9] A FFFolA FAHXR] FEFS v A= Aoz BEAF 7Hd4E A A FHR
of L3k A FE9ge uANEE 9 HAdNEE T2 AE FA 5o AMujx Ay
(B= 0.465, t=8.901)°1%= F2J3t FFollA A(+)9 J&S vA= AR 315 o
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oJald 4 Atk ol FAFAEA AelE ATYR oW} W35(2010)9] A
AFSIE A Aotk oefF Avks A AT PAH ANghe] FE

go] =23 A A4S 9n] 3t} (Nonaka et al., 2006).
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(¢}

A o B A A EAFE AdEAY 2 —’F;Z‘%, HrlET T 2249 HAlrnr
of zA o] AFA gy Folg F(+)9 FFS M ow uANERLE 9 g AE
F4 T AuE= A= Fod A+ v ol AAFEAR] A
GAH| A~ 220 A 83 84S gRlsheE o= o= 7|ESY AgdT
(Nonaka & Takeuchoi, 1995; Smith et al., 2005; WA, AW, 2005 AL 5,
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