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Factors Influencing Business to Business Electronic Commerce
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The purpose of this study was to examine the influence
of external environmental context, organizational ocontext,
and technical context on adopion and diffusion of B2B
EC using innovation framework.

in this study, factors distinguishing non-adoption
companies of B2B EC from adoption companies of B2B
EC were customer-supplier power, perceived benefits, top
management  support,  organizational strategy and
organizational characteristics.

The results of this research weight various B2B EC
adoption factors in terms of their strategic importance.
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1. Al E3 0|2 : Tomatdy & Fleisher
&{2l(innovation)2 AlZISO| Cl=CiD = ofojciof, Al
8 = AMS0[H, HAEAinnovation diffusion)2 #Al0|
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(observability) S0| Y&k OjRiC}

A ojofzt Tslee BAO| HEst= JHHEC)

FES HTE ojsic). SIS BAo| HEF : AJAH],
AL ALBRISS| 21, JIR], e Y,
o] YAE HxE LERICL SRS S| AF%EPD}
B0[8t =& onfsict. N#TISAHS MSHEl AlefollA &
2I0j) Cist MY 298 £ U= FTE LMD 2Els
42 Ao LIS TR golg 4+ U=
HTE ofofsict

Moore & Benbasat(1991)2 7[Ze| &AM 0|22 &
Z5i0d AT o2, S84, AM#IIS4, o[o|xiimage), At
880[¢(ease of use), 2Dt 2B 4(result demonstrability),
THY(visibilty) Se| 712X SMS HMABIELE onfXl=
g MEeR ZEQ| AR X|HEAM HZE ooEl=
Zio2 Rosers?| Y 0]209] 319 JHHo/CL AR 0|
42 Roserse| SN FARSH JHEoZ Al +8XfQ

= ol i} Alofst TR} Lepdct, ZIpEE
Y2 o] Hop| B =eils HT0|1, JAAR

BMOPYo| JMERl HTE LIEKICL 0/ ZozZAn
7IAM2 Roserse| ZHTFsMo)| siksic).

Agarwal & Prasad(1997)2 Moore & Benbasate| 7|&%

40l AR KP4l (voluntariness)E $7I5IC) KA
2 AL IHOIM ARBAL ARelX|e] HIHNEE ofn|
Bt

YHIXoR AR BT 7|slErel M2 o
OF 0|BE F UAQLE M2 Holo| oi70] ol ol
=1 UCKThong, 1999). HE7|& TLlof st o470 &
4l(Roger, 1995; Tomatzly & Fleisher, 1990)2} &AI2HA O]
£(Rosers, 1995; Gurbaxani, 1990; Goodman, 1994;
Press, 1997, Arun Rai, 1998)0| H2%(0] 2tond(Grover &
Goslar, 1993; Premkumar et al., 1997; Teo et al., 1997),
Hxtarfelel SEeZ o8t A= KR o ER5M
CIF0{X| 1 ACKLoh & Ong, 1998).
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7|0| B2B EC T2int 2ol Hsh 7( uf - 25 &HH
2 TYshs Ax Eblo| sHsic) 7] Clast BAl 7
Bloff HHE = At HAMT|slo] £ 0= BAl Ei
ot Z=Eof ofsh sixf =elEl sl(practice) Alolel F
(match) I, (0] 2 = U AKX o[, 221
EiS3{0f Yo{UCKYetton et al., 1999).
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Lol AFSt siAl0| Bo| Z=X|E-2(Grover,. 1993), 21A._|
BA0| W2 TMEICE ] X0IM AR FEIAE
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2. B2B EC 72| ¥siQol

EAlOIE0 7(BlE E BE7ie Toof ¥Ee oixe
20I=0| Tt B2 931S0| ExSiCHGrover & Goslar,
1993; lacovou et al., 1995; Agarwal & Prasad, 1997). &
A 71E%{t(technological innovation)2} Z%84Al(process
innovation)22 TEE 2, EDIi= J|g8AIoZ I0S=
SHELOR PEEICHClark & Stoddard, 1996). Lioj7} 2
SAIEE2|(SCM: Supply Chain Management)2 Zalsj=
B2B EC:= J|£8ibint SAl0f SHBMS S8 Aol
olch.

7|2 olefst FEUIse| Toloz HHepulRs mztd
E0F Of2t 7ol MSHE FRIAF|T K[EXQ 2
909 =Mool sfoxt SICHGrover & Goslar. 1993
Premkumar et al., 1994). B2B ECJ} £2l5/0f fAl=l= 1}
ol it gi= £7| Thjoll UC) J2{e2 BB EC =
Dol Tt MoipE MEv|E D &R0 2K
H70IM O[22 ZIIE RS £ Utk FEU|eo| =oln}
20| FYS DX CfENQl QoloZ =X uf - ool
B4 BNl Heolz 58 E1 ok

Cooper & Zmud(1990)= A7|20| Wi} =of Jh=
DS &7 |(iniiation), TLl(adoption), XS(adaptation), 4=
S(acceptance), 2AksKroutinization), Z2|(infusion)2| 67|
TAIE AN ZEo| EAECE 2|0 HETE 2 Als ot
Aol Z8st= MElQoloz B, Jigl, Jis, AKX, o
72| S7HK| 2012 HMAlsiCt

710! X=Xl HUPRE 57| 510 METls
£ SESte 1Yol sl Ketinger et al(1994)= XX|o|
B, 7IEE, TEE Ml 71X MEecloz MASIICE
S 3YE, MAHol 2R HYo| AMTNY 2 X3
eiFol HAQ0le TXo| NRE XA, HEI, M2y

XAz 22 J[Tx eolo Y2 oA 1, of2f#
7[REQol2 CiA| ZZlo| ME MElS miBtsh| Eict
T A2l Yots FOiN EZM TFo|
EE M FEE Sk 2imt XE9| IRl
M2 JISs| sle Holl w2t ZFEc) ey
M ZEU[E2 §Bsl0 ZXo| Z7(Hol MDA ofR
SESH 712718 ¥ Aol #2412 xX
7|8tz 20lo] uje S2sict
Grover & Goslar{1998)= ZXHAl 2Iol| P& O]
= 5S40z ZHF 20|, T Px 20|, ALY
2002 BRSINCL ZXoReoloz= BHAME XX
TE RQIOBE TAMD, B, JAAE ALY
felo2= FiE Y28 ST UCL O 20IS0]
HEEA 7|s(telecommunication technology)2| AZICHA,
STHY, dFERol DjRl= S DEBIYCL A7EY
B0 24D oAlEEe| 2P} HEEMI|ES
Tolnh Aol A2 DXl BSE LECE
Grover(1983)= AlsHA|(bottomup) E2oz EDI £2)7|
2T 0|=g 7|0e PHets 571K 01 DEsiNct o
AR ZERE ALY T2in T30l IYS 0xl= B4
OF X, HM, #F I0S, AYEX|AE MASID Qlch
THEYE THTT SHo| TXYY 2000t IST 20
OF THSIYCL ZEYH 2ol TS, S, S8,
T2 TSR, ISHY 0loj= Mt 9 T A
IS71ete =86t MSHE Jigxid, 1s-&Y,
ZYR B of2k= N ABXIE Qolnl EeiNE T
qEg nilels ZYNe 20 ¥ izl Qoleg 3
HOIQCL MAEYS MARMIE D2i5l0 ST, ZHY,
BEZE, XGoR TSI, AHAHl= AR} &
ofof AR oiAE EESINCL
4Ty olo), XY wrE 2

TH0) P DjRI= 2o Lkt

88 Cavaye & Cragg(1996)= A7t AlAgIe| 78 T}
B olalindently opportunity), 417 % JHgdesign and
buid), P#{(mplement), 0[2|&Bi(obtain benefijoR
313, 2} cho] QS oXjs Q0N MIIES MEE
Ut QIMEDIOIME ZRIQIST OjB(use of frame-
wois), Uit @7(nema need), 2ielEi(competiive
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pressure), 7|=%Al 7[s|(technological opportunity)E A
X e ERAlME SAIMEX} X|2i(application sponsor),
HES XY, Sxf AlAR0] Zxf(build on existing system),
IS Ze2 ¥ig nixle ¢z FASIgct 121 7§
CHOIME Y £ A 1EZi0 T2 &0 YES afx|
& BITE MEE ALZAHexpressed user need), AKSA} A
04, 0|84|, AIAR! OpA|E|(marketing of system), AKRX} 7|
SCIME O|ANE THAME AIAH 0|8 EAksystem
penetration), ZZX} HIS(competitor reaction)2 ZalsiY
O 7125t 10S Q14 Chilel PCho| Yile ojxl=
Q012 TIEeMo LIEKL, THCHHoAM= AlAEI]
el oY XIiol HSTE 108 £20| wiE Zioz &
MECL 0j9AH CHojME AlAE) o|8&M0) 242
I0S =2 0]2j0| 2 Z{eZ Uer).

Premkumar & Ramamurthy(1995)= EDIZ CliAloz 8}
105 =2lojl loj ZE2t @oln} =2 Qolo| oale 8
SiCt =22t O|Z4(dependence), A
(exercised power), 7{2f&H(transaction dimate), Z4Z4Qled
(competitive pressure)22 PAZ|UCE TX|QA= LREQ
T(ntemal need), ZDZYX} X|Stop management
support),  X|X|X{champion), EEAAH  J(BIIZE(S
infrastructure), =% Z#Md(organizational compa- tibility)2
EBBICL OITAT} AR, R R, 1Ay
At Xf2lo| Z=S%(proactive) 7|1} £F=(reactive) 7|2
TH5t= 328 Q10| Sli= ZioF LIEKICH

EDI =2loj| LIt Saunders & Clark(1992)0} oift= xZ|
0] EDIZ T2isp7| 9fsiM 2iCkst ™A Xjelo] TWRsHH,
Of2{8t ZME XIS BIROR oAjsls ZoE LiEkir),
o Bouchard(1993)= Z28t  HefehAIRKimportant
business partner)e} 0|59 277 EDI £9I8 ZXs|=
Aoz EMaict

OCallaghan et al.(1992)2 EDI £2] EMO2 &x| AlA
HIEDI| S2k, AT olel, 9JFolEig E1 Ut XY
Al2ginlo] SEY, BA 9 TV 242 EDI TN
It 6F A HERkICH

lacovou et al.(1995)2 £4-7|210| EDI w2lo sk o)
Rz FE 0oz oIX|E ojel(perceived berfits), x|
&d|T(organizational  readiness), 2/F  g2d(extemnal
pressre)S MAGIICL =X ZHIA2 7|2l JIRAIIS)
0t =Xo| JIX|1 U HEIiE XA £Z2 oln|s)
= 2QH], F2 MYHol Z0in} J|&X0l $F0|M AR

(=]
oIz

[0f8ict. THEoZ HEAIAY =0l
ZA9| MY RN Ex
7ot s 0189 Hus £F HEIIE|
= & T UCL ZAof #A vig2M 80| of
MZ2 FEIIE0] AN AXisHs 7|
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o= N, FHEORE AMARY e, My ool
7lg £F YOIl oSt 71e3S HE E 4 Uk
g2 JiEfeARI2RE EDl =2 ojeig olAshA|
x

A, 7leX Xjge 8 & Zo(ct meiM EDIE st
7Iol HefglaRte] MEle TeiE o, EDIZ Tolsleis
JEHEARI] BDI 22 XMeiR0lg £Y 4~ YEE x|}
A =t

EDIE CjaleZ &t lacovou et al.(1995)9) 9= Crook
& Kumar(1998)2| 0472, Kuan & Chau(2001), Chwelos et
al(2001)2] Fopsol oIT0N 25, HelEiom, olEflol
&8 Mehrtens et al(2001)Q] M Slolgt 2 Qch

Crook & Kumar(1998)= EDI o3} BtME 0i5)7] o
3t B2 84 AME{environment context)n} =X Alsloz
TEoIEL B2 A Wi EDI ZB(industry experience
with EDI), 32X S:M(nature of suppliers), Foix} EA
(nature of customers), =Xl2 ZFX|F2(organizational
size), HE7|s 2T capabiity) ZHZ EvHsenior
management commit- ment)O(Ct Of2{§t 7|gf AlIER
A& 0Zi(causal conditions)oi| iz} 18 4 L) YA
OiZi2 TOIRISl AP Tt o3I D2MHIA Z7)
Off CHEt l4|, ZX{of bISHZof CiEt 14|, Z=X|n} Atod
A9 ZHURt HIgE mEIBICL Loy} Al =X Jjjol
A9 EDI &2 24lof ofpt 9E, 71EX X9, 34,
Bl IS 230 X[, S7(50d, 27/l 29l sMe
AT Mol FES Bh=ry.

Kuan & Chau(2001)= S47(i9] EDI =212 9/t 7|2
N ES ARBslo| B, =X, 7|&9 QA|st o
(perception-based model)2 AFSIICE 1o ZHoiM &
2 IX|E Meiol, olx|El FEolo|D, XAl olx|
& M BI8, 2X|El Jla HEti(perceived technical
competence)0(0d, 7[&2 QIX|El X{Fo(e|, ¢ixiEl ZFyo|
2loz ZREIC)L olzfst @olF & olX|El 2IF¥odg X
o5t O QIE2 EDl Tolg ¥32 o= 2o L}

EpdC).
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Chwelos et al.(2001)= lacovou et al.(1995)2] o4720]|A
EDl =2l JEQ0lo2 YeiRl olX|El 02, =% FH|g,
T U SoIM X|E o2 ofURn} TE FH|T
20 YE2 OXl= Hoot MXNoR W UElkin) =
St J|zftechnological),  T=Xl(organizational),  ZX|7|
(interorgani- zational) QOISR 3f= EDI £9] RIS AHZ
SiCt HEZD} EDI =[O (intent to adopt)E TL4sH=
Q012 QIX|El 0|2(perceived benefits), 2/52i(external
pressure), %| Z|E(readness)O|C. 0jf gJierzie 1
dsl= 2y (competitive pressure) 2t THATHAIR} Bt
(enacted trading partner powenZ 2|0/5}1 XX| FH|T
£ MFAH(financal  resources),  HEI|E(T
sophistication), ~ Z{ZfZHAIX}  FH|Z(rading  partner
readiness)= SESIC}.

Bensaou & Venkatraman(1996)2 7|9 o2&z 2N
M EDI T2 oIT8IICE 2iFekd Qolog stzof =t
g(environmental  uncertainty)Zt  FlEHAIRE  EEAY
(partnership uncertainty)o| EDI £2lg Z&sICH

Crum et al.(1996)2 XISA| 2420A2] EDI =20 o
S DXz Q08 EHEYN XXEMoz IR0
ED =ol7|gint olzg] 2|de X0|E DESIYC) SHE
d2 2YYY, DAXY, e, M2(2 FN=T, T
S42 B, =Y, vI8, HAMMEXR], oIX|E 27, &
A K@ zaisich ED £27(¢2 0|g T
B, UM}, 2 DHAER XA =op 2 &
= 222 LED, i Disg 7|2 Toiv|
YU, BB, AXE W} 52 Ziog BAEY
SHE AMH[A E, APEA AW, MY B7L 29dig
H, oAEE X[ 82 EDl To| AN 53l= J(0is
ol OIxl= Rsk= 2@ LiEC

Hart & Saunders(1997, 1998)= %i&i2i(power)z} EDI xj
B 2= SEEel A Ackn Ssl, Hap|ge
MEE £ QU= 57/= EDIE =48t 719i9| ool cist
Fowlck &AM EDIZ Mghsi= HIRS Alslsi=
0[248 & == Uojo} BICL o[2{3t 0|22 Hef SRRl
7|2 H= SEAFI| 2fshM EDI AETIHOIA Fi2f
SRRl ChEl A=A} E28 EDI 882 ZUlsk
EICt

Chau & Tam(1997)2 siAlej ZIEofA Tomatdy &
Fleisher(1990)0f 212448 718, ZXASS 55104
SIFEY, JIEHAEY, TXI[E 2000 Y ALY =

T O

=2

!_:J\‘I_J
02 T

n
i
]

oY 20 |

2ol DIxl= Fee BMEIICE THUAIA-e| TS HE
A YYo| HIE 2Y0M M2 S onjsts 2
OF FP|E SiFTX0| F7IXo|n X|&Eol HsE o
OF[H BICh JHBAIAY TR0l Y DX &, YA,
TXSYol ohEt NSRRI, oIXIE ofel, elx|El Fo,
EZ-USAZ-USHTY0| hE o4, Fs|g e
of Y, HA| AL CHEt QK AILE SR ZR[o
CHEt 243 Iz S22 Y8 vzt olxlEl &
ofe} SR ALRO] CHEF DIES JPAIAR =olof 3
Hel J¥2 ojXn, EF BN ASAZM| iRt B
24 Xl SYNY JEE 0jAl= 2oE Uelkith of
o Dol B mEE OIXIE oj2l2 JHEAAE 9
of 3Tl Y& nlxX| = o= Uejgonz M
YoTl= Ho[R Zapt LETE J2|D Al AR
TS 1ofE o ZX2 ‘wolojolEris ‘zolsd's &
AlBtH Blm,  “HIE(proactive)?l  EfTRCIE ‘S5
'(reactive) 2l E{=F F5pH| EICL

Ketinger & Hackbarth(1997)2 S{AIZKEOIA 71| At
0l (pre-sale) nio| Bdtofl Cizt iPE TXIATRYE
ChyoR FSINCE oiznt MRy Jjgel =gl
0| SIX|E oDt X FulTIt A7(gle] ARITONSE
ol S 0IX= 22 LT oS ARl
Xref7{ehol SchEt FEE xRl Y= AoR LEiteo
2 Malioiret= dolst Zap} UekdCL

Chengalur-Smith & Duchessi(1999)= Cooper &
Zmud(1890)2| &HY, 712, 7ls, ALBAL 2Rel 571X A
820! S0iM ASXlet HLQ0IZ MBS 8, =Z|, |
=208 7[gie| S2J0IUE-MiH(Client-Server) 7|& T
of 2 0K ReleR CIFYC) o] HTFuME AR
A9, ZETze B3, Vlne, o, gade, ¥R
TR, #8HIZ 2010z FHIIICE AHTA AolIAL
X7k RiggHolm  vimold  mo|  DiuEA
(mission-critical application)%{0|{ Z2}0[HES| AZ o}
oMo Y2 S2INEAY Jie TR &3
£ B7I20102 B =i, 2P| o[Ho| TjaH,
388, 524 2o} o SAEE 20Tt

Olgoz B2B EC @43} nio| Y2 njxls 2ol
Theh MYHTE2 O30 & 13} Zo| 29 + Ut

3. B2B EC 59
BEEgo| 58 1Y YoM (o] ALl HY

- 45 -



23374 02 Vol.2 No.3

e 2] =X 7%
~ of 2
’tE say | ot | megie| Fes xial [ zxsy] oxisl ool =xp Buo1EE
Cooper & Zmud(1990) £ 71%, ABX}, el &
IS ] u258 FHAE
Kettinger et al.(1994) . Pcpi M ojelae |2 R&DA &
telecommunication | Grover & Goslar(1993) ;ﬁs 4 g2}
2245
Grover(1993) zyeT IEZH | Rieizloy NgEA
Yo7
Cavaye & Cragg(1995) EEg] apiel | M1E34
Zxoted
108 Prembumar & Ramamurthy(1995) dmtz: YIS R LHFeT
]
By
Bensaou & Venkatramen(199) | siepciaixt
BHuy
OCallaghan et al.(1992) 2|50k A ojl 84
Saunders & Clari(1992) OIX|El HIR
HeHRIARE
Bouchard(1993) el
HHEARE
23
Premkumar et al.(1997) 2Ry Y& X9 | Jenm| DX
lacovou et al.(1995) ool OIX|=! 0fo) ZAFHE
EDI P e HAMEA} D[S a8
Cnm et al(19%6) o2 2ei oixEl 97 e
Hart & Saunders(1997, 1998) EEE] 2z
Crook & Kumex(1908) azyy | T mxyy| pAcg | olgma
Ramamurty et a.(1999) | At izl | ER ofey s84
Chwelos et al.(2001) 2J5eR oIxjgl olel, =% Fu|E
EEFEH
Chau & Tam(199 OIx|=) Zof 83
Open System 1) e 3 REXER
A7)
! Chengalur-Smith & o A2
Cllent-Server | 1 +vessit1999) AlERIS O™ o 7w
EC Kettinger & Hackbarth(1997) 2Ixi=l ole| —’ri]ag
FHE 27| SioiM E=iEo|n MAECl (eize| 2N =
oM 7|29l T2ls DeRich J2iut elEfdlel £8lo AR CHIAEOA Aoz Yisl= Z{o| ojz}
2 P2 71ge| 7|&vdte® =gi=|] it ofz{gt 2 CHIE 71X 20| &5E7| h2o 7issal e
Feolzol =Rlg MEY|=o| SAnEoM Mixoz Cl4|(initiation), *H=H(adoption), {(implementation) TIHE
HZg + ACk Z B2B EC ALY PaniNoiM BB H{EICKPierce & Delbeca, 1997). QlAl2 tsjol| ChE ol
EC =g Chilol XZaH =0, B2B ECol 2712 0|F= A 2 70, YEE £H6lD Fokshs Bjo|n, AE2 &
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