AANAY 2AarET Qo]
A @ FEERA 2P 24

QAN (FFFR FRFY W)
AAA(DZootE AGPRA 2T HApA)

1.4 &
AdAGL g BASAE A9 M2 2H4F Aeriyd &2 (Steensma & Lyles, 2000;
Nonaka & Kanno, 1998), 19903t} Z¥tie] 71glelvt 33559 AAS9 ¥ Fdoz 44
o] ghrH(Gupta & Govindarajan, 2000; Simonin, 1999; Nonaka & Tacheuchi, 1995). $&]ilete]
ME BgEg Amstr] guted A3 Fe dHsjor sk d¥rt Be] FFsn v,
A4, 1999; A4E F, 1999 A71A &, 1999).
AN ARG #E NE AT Uil Adelvt d7FRE AA A |
ME A7 =291 azte) g 4F glol A3 Al WAviZel FH8tm g dAd 4%
AL F =8olg suigs RS AgATE A nshA geol, AHAHY 2

ojfold d7E ARz & 4 Sl

et B AT EALe AHelag FAoR AALAE e TEE F93n $7 719l
U FFREAA AHelde] B AFTFAE AFH o2 EHsE Aot NANAE A7 D
o] B QAEF Aol U o]&AQ wiFS nFx, MPAME ol nHa2EE A
PR st REgd BFAPE AT E o AHolde AAWsr s A JARY
S ATEZeE AATG NVA3dAE & A7 £44%We Awse], Ve A= LISREL 812
g ol gt AARY HFS AT B % AF BHe dx BHANRE AXY A ges
Vel e 2 Ao Z2Es% &5 dde] gks]of gt

21 AA7FQY nFs

B AFME AHA G B FdnF Za} AHge 18848 g Peol 24, AR
71%, ZT2A 2, 53 5oz BFstgtt (Brown, 1998; Davenport & Prusak, 1998; Edvinsson &
Malone, 1997; Debra, 1997, Grant, 1996, Gupta & Govindarajan, 2000; Hibeler, 1996; Nonaka &
Takeuchi, 1995; Ruggles, 1998; Schrage, 1990; Shein, 1996; Stewart, 1997; Tobin, 1998; White,
1991; 2A1Ql &, 1999; o, 1999a; ol 3, 1999 5).

21.1 =3
Debra(1997)= 432 AHA YL A4 E CKO 53 2 AT #eAEL HAdste
&

e ol#E st glojob v, FxAQ Fhe] Mg, 947 el Ui A
Adste o 4& T F dojef @t
Davenport9} Prusak(1998)2 HAMH o2 9913 (committee) & ZAA st} A ud Z24

=
$AEN 4AT A% FYNO i HYh HeAHeE FUY A4 e WAe

u2
=)
i
[
2
[
>,
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29 Ade ATE ot ke Hojoh

White(199D)& 22 WA A4 22zt 48 FxsiAN, 243 A ALd $ 3
T e ot B8 Fojof dukx AT AY TRAEL AT 22ERZE A
SAY 5 Ux, F4HY BddezE U H2EHA dedn sk

Davenport & Prusak(1998)ell ol8}9, Ernst & Younge 2270 FAEZ AAXPL £9s5tn
ler] 7 AAXLPE EH 298 @ Y' ZAA(Facilitator) 0] FFH ] Ak E
B U BANES 22 e B A5 2407 Wi 298 g8 AL o any

ﬂlﬂu

o=, ¢ 47 92 & vk @ AR 9@yt o Be Agste) A% e 4o o
te AR A 4 900, A48 BN E 40 ThE AR gAS 45

$171 o} §-o)cH(Stewart, 1997).
o] EH(199%a)2 AAAGT A HFHE BAE EAHE 2AANE SO} g olor g}
%}9&\:}, A7 ge] Aol U3 72 EASA god AAAY AAE gEFstr] olg
-?}

[+]
4950l A9 23 AYFELE FA4A @ o B3-S +AA7N7] ol

R

=< =

R

212 A¥iNE

Ruggles(1998) 7o) QEZhAe] A4 4439 A7t Qoke RS AAAHe o8
7 Qa, 2ATHAEE URAQ AN N2 A FHE 27 Qo) aAAH A4RIL 2
A% 574 kn gk

AAZRE ARIES B439 AR AAACE AR BT F dE FAE 2§
B Ao 23 ].,_EJ A4 YA Ee F9 o] dejeluoixg] sigo] wadd] wel Y
Hol g $#48 ¢ Qe X]*‘W]O]*Ql Hog vAdsty vt Davenport® Prusak(1998)2 A
Aol FH g AEEE 3 A4Anrt Aasrin g

AR EE ol e X]“”EETE‘] AgAEOl Had AAE 44 g F JEE HEd A
A@gAzdoE dag AAE 44 28 5 ARE AwHd, 9= g4, 9= vlsg
©ol& AT vFo] EATUTHEIAAEA A Z2LAE 7] 1998).

- Arthur Anderson& AA73%Q =81 12ANMEH 7€ 53E F7adc & 7 3
Edolel MS AF R ZHE k22 Vg R AZEOE SHFEHA o2 AYFT A9
Ast - TFE 7HeA sk

ol ¢ B (1999b) 2 A AAE ofyzt R HAEI Aol g AFaee] AAPE 9
f ¥ dEAA AL £ A=F WYY AuVle JEHE TR g Y &
8], ARgAL7E o] MEYAE AMgste WAer N dEHIAZA AHEE F glojok ¥4

9} I
9
2% JEAAE BT 08T F & A AY, $& =Tz
el o]

w

Az} Pl E3E AMEATE AA 018 5 e

213 Tz A2

Grant(1996)& Eixﬂ*ﬂ HE FEIE 2AA o] FaHojok TR ohe} Tz A2 I
BAHANE FH ofojrol} JAEL oA thE ZAXHE FEste 952 FSiH] A2
Aq#E Z2A2E FEsA gon @ =2 23 e SA%te G A4 @ Z2Ax

S0l 224 AAA Ao AAE W) AHA
McDonalde A E9 £33 AAIEog AsstA FA357
+%, HEY 54 98 Utk o] AF2gAE AFY FA JIgE Myl ANz

P
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Adste] g9g E29 Auas dAHA TS ¢ URE ATt Yk olsh 2L YF
2A2 BFESE ANE FFF AR AA AAS AR A49AH F4L9 WA=
olstA (ol &A, 1999b).

Nonaka$} Takeuchi(1995)c A2 Zx85 B22A A2dgrladolges 2 gk
A%, H45F49 F84e ZRI 53] dislery EE&ste FAdAE $4F Edo| 1
AT AHEE ZRIAA gART e Ado] vl F& J st sirh.

Brown(1998)2 A Fo|u} AH|~2 7ﬂ’%} TE FAYLL ¢ed shig Z2ALY A=
olFolAE o] ofe}t thgd A4 Jf?} ZZ A2 4‘611 ojfojytn i Y-S
E&Fog #Y3ly] Hsly T2 A

-
*L

214 53

Nonaka$} Takeuchi(1995)= =3 48l 43388 o5y AsiME 7163
A, Aol 7 glo] AfagA E2S & e st Ags oo dvha g

Stewart(1997)% A9 JFe 2o e AYL o %ol AHEdtm, o B& 294
o] Z1gell #4388 e o Bel €3 9& 1 ojFAYn . £ AFEA e UFH

Apatol 2@ F-ajo] wjx]Hojof g},

Tobin(1998)& YLl U shae FF37] A4 53 A4FF] PHELRA F5E
F7e7) AAAE FAdel FAL AT AA/E BWI Hu LAY dxe FAY A

AoiAl 74 A el Fal olFoyxjof g
Nonaka(1995)& #2jzte] 2ol #eate] A4 &F = 5o 98
gtk B8 AN UM RYg A" & glov AEE Aol 23 xHon

Aeide g4 9A #z5 ook gt} Davenport$h Prusak(1998)& &3 Z g Zo

zZA 9 AFel Fost: dAXE FLdelA Agslol drin Atk 53, AN TRl o
248 44S HEn o) FAvelr], ANAEA Jdze FH g A5E AL, od A
2ol b4 F28stE Aoste deo] FHsol gl

2.2 A4 o1A ‘

Hamel 519899 2}ad x4 o] A (Knowledge Transfer)& x2jo] dul} A HAgdso] a4
Ha BolEo et deldvtn sirh e o AgeazyE A g ojgdtna s A
gol A sHe FH Fol 20L& Aol fKEAol Uyl GEolHAttewell, 1992; Kogut &
Zander, 1992; Steensma & Lyles, 2000; Tiemessen %, 1997).

23 Ui WAE ZHElL Ao EAE AT Szulanski(1996)E A4 o)) st HE
47k QAEES AAEn gt Agse A2 B4, AAME FAZA Y deaie &4, x4
A FAZAY FEAe] BA, Auprl dastE dde 54 Fo] Aol

&9, DeFillippi(1990)5 ZAAZRE ZASAE A717] Y8 s 2 (imitation)o] o] = $]of

gk bk o)l gk B olA Mosakowski(1997)E REAJ ol Euhg oA wEI A9 #
T4 ¥A tEol AAAA Aol A FEHE e T sigh
olel gt FelaE S Ao DeFillippi(1990)2] A+ & LA A7l Simonin(1999) H=Fs &
BaAd e 719 Tl HAse AAolAS WA ‘AR FEIZA(causal ambiguity) &
FPAFZ o] &3k 2e AR BIAC FFS vAE dF¥erE VA APMsES 4
&

3

I‘J

Atk & UEA(tacitness), A EA)(specificity), E& A (complexity), HEY HFE
(partner protectiveness), #3t8 Zo)(cultural distance) Zgli Z& zte Aol(organizational
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distance) 52 ¢33 REAL FolT H¥Y(experience)S ¢UFAFH BEAL Holmalti: Aol
ok 1Y REAo] RolAd gy Z2AA kd$o B PFI 43 B9 AE 993
43 o g =g A& 44 osista A elAe] A doldties FHolth

. A 2] 2e) 013451.?%

3.1 APas

0'Dell(1988)2 A4 A G0l AFat7] Asise AT/ 7 ojFoAeol dvn g} w§
AY FH7E A 2 HE olfE FAZ o71F9, A4 FHol g F3 Ao, 2HYY 9
wA Ao, A A¢A FH, A FHA dd mAge] Ao 58 FUh

Brown(1998)2 o]21& A4 FH7F & o]Folx7] gk ¥y F shEN 7)1$Q FHdgME
FHE GAAEES AAstE vl 8Fojof dga gt

o] gox fiiE EH(JAY, Brown, 1998 Davenport & Prusak, 1998, Edvinsson &
Malone, 1997; Debra, 1997, Grant, 1996; Gupta & Govindarajan, 2000; Hibeler, 1996, Nonaka &
“akeuchi, 1995; Ruggles, 1998; Schrage, 1990; Shein, 1996, Stewart, 1997, Tobin, 1998; White,
1991; A4 %, 1999; ol 1999 ol&E, 1999 5)ol AYAG wAE: uHLALAEZN =
Q,mgﬂ* ﬁiq%’%ﬂg.@ﬂﬂﬂ =5

38 Dafte} Lengel(1986)2 REA B84 A B3 t}g¥ Zo] Agert s L 24
Fgo] iAoy oln E@aE Mo Exste Zojv] BHUAME HH RAE v
A BRAAE @50 dde A9 240 SAE 98 98 R G @

x

I M o ret to

A& BYANA &2 FEE ATHEN B34E, 183 AR

% %3,} ]Zlf(penodxc) HIE 52 Hroh UL f4 e rteeta sl E84A4 S

o mel ¥¥A(richness)o]l he s & destA @vta sk £F 23 1o

P-‘% E5A4% EFH4L AL ARE d2d5F e T8 A lntegrator)o} 28] #xg 4 drh
Simonin(1999)< Olk(1997), Meschi(1997), Tiemessen $(1997), Mowery $(1996) $o] @3t&

SREA e 7]‘1237& “5}75? apo], A A zojrt BRI DA J&E& ARk

tfj Al AuE &3 2ol 24, FHIle, ZRAX B3 5o #3H

=

} o=

F S g w0l PR ALl Aaddn G £ Y Al o
5 AuAs o=

i

[
o,
o&&
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<
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32 A}

Simonin(1999)3 Mosakowski(1997)2] #|2Jo]H ] o

p—h
i

13l A1

o]

EECINLE R

3t

=2
=

Lengel(1986)& 22 oA AR AT

239
Q1 d)olE (explicit data)®] 25+

R

94

o

s
o

w
A

=l

7HA]

=
=

w3k} 5 A

o

ohy
b

iy

+

[

Daft$t Lengel(1986)o} &+

23
=]

o} oA

ol

M
0

(3
o

g ol

.

} o owe

SRE

W

A2 Simonin(1999)2] EEA ¢

o} Dafte} Lengel(1986)2]

Gz

9% Hgoz test ge PR 7

T <z 1>3% 2ol

33

e =
s 3

Aotk

s

ZF
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By wem £

H, ) ¥y 3,9
l«m a () By
nl

,wz 4
_ @

. 10 (7} By
3293 - 07O 103
_": -} ¥y

el A

Eq =™ & £y m Epg

oo 7

£
-5 ElE] E] “"5

%

5 vvees
w

g

E;;

e
]

<8 1> d7ed

4.1 9n A
B dTeAE AF AR2AE AAG] Ao duzabE ARt e 2 39 2

s SLAQ L719ge] AAueue B ds AU A Asn gl ﬁégwg% %
it a9 Bhe J1E BY, QHRE Bd 9947 07 52 Yoz s 54 UAE 3=

o 2A=FE fustgrh

42 FR=T9 AR
Adegigrel e FAETE 7IE T4 o] HFE AL AFE E4AY. A
LE Y7L AHEE Aol fle MTE =
FelME 2t 35 dis $949 A B2E FA
Z

Al AMS-€ Wege] 22 Holst oo #YHE FIELS <F 1>F Zrh
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<E 1> W4 mAN Mol U Y 2
ks il XXHH Ko
azg Debra{1997), XAEY Mexe JIgSE/HY, SF/ALBE XMNol| tiEt of
MoEa P Davenport & Prusak(1998)  [siyE2l X450 HE
ARG ST | e orentU996), og)  [PER, DU Sol tislel BAste Y
=3
- XA Hiebeler(1996), 4 A 5t SEHM H
SAHA 28 White{1991) SHEH / uBNY 2A Tl O SAMAO Ui SHA T
ZH(forum) Davenport & Prusak(1998), s o plafs
Py Stewart(1967) Z2iol M3 Mot Ao YHES ol HE
Ruggles(1998),
ayg | KABRIAILY Schrage{1990), XA palA| A8l st AR, XJAES Bold HE
i ol 3(1999b)
7IE | zjME Do 73 Davenport & Prusak(1998)  |124/HZ X|Al9] ALY DB3} ML
MY R ET] Davenport & Prusak(1998)  |AlLl DBoll tht 2 20|A1l B R0jAM HE
-~ RECIF7I0] SEMA ESA HEel Ef SRCISj0] JEE O|%
=T St A2y 23 Grant(1996) - ,HE"%O" E2Ms SHY R Ao ggs ol
z2 = o
R E&S] Davenport & Prusak{1998) YR U pHne YRS T
- = Nonaka & Takeuchi{1995), xE[2[710] AVSEIE T SlAMAE Mol e X
Fuizold ot o AUl HFRE Y oML E HYo) BE HE
U BE P& Nonaka & Takeuchi{1995) DAL S0AM $Z DRAPAX] Y2/ AH XA BF HE
REEE=2E] = = o 7z : P
e e Stewart(1997) Tee mol BR# FAS BE 28 R0 o|BojXE HE
= g g Tobin{1998) AR KO} HAAM XME FE, BF, ¥8stsH olX s M
Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995), TGRS XAl AR, xjAZAAS E2 Mo 5] oIx|5
2l 4 Davenport & Prusak{1998), ._I';f’io o XM, MM R, ANyl & bostod elxist
Senge(1997) e
Simomn(1999), Aol et olaf 3=
2EM Mosakowski{1997), Rafjzol s SEE AUE e T
S Daft & Lengel(1986) A}LHX!A}M o120l HEs M
= Wew NAHE 528 98 & Be e
st Dait & Lengel(1986) o8 x40l Soolx] ;z se BE
a Simonin(1999), FH | ofolcioj/elziol BREE HE
s Ao Daft & Lengel(1986) FHOl R M0 KIAIO| OfFME|s NME
43 A5+ xE9 74
R AAPEE 4% 28 oy EYstA ol AR vgew dglen, 4
TAE 2] Ho] HE] AgS A dulzAE AU B AEAE 244
dol =YFo] e SIAA, FFREL vEs JrRI|EAHEAES AY9E 22z durgol
U SR dHdedA MEzHAYt 2APEEE P92 E-mail, A3LE 58 FelM o]F9)
At MBS B 1298 A5 go] RAW 6¥e] HEL A 16680 ARAE B0
ol- &3ttt AEd 7 SPSS A #H#], LISREL 8128 o]-§3sle] 242 AAstgrl. Bl
o)§® 2Tl BHL <E 2>9 2},
<E 2> 97 SHH s4
TR BE Y2 (%) 2 HES Y| 2(%)
UB: XAAY Tgoi:
EET 7 42 =34 93 56 0
B8 2 12 olggl 73 44 0
BEEMY 43 259 £8g
sl 52 313 EECE
25Y 1 [ 1~ 500 61 357
REY 1 6 501 ~ 10002 7 42
z2RYE 50 301 1001 ~ 3000 az 193
H1=3 1 § 3001 ~ 5000% 49 295
X1 [ 54 50019 of4b 4 24
2EE 13 78
B 166 100 BB 166 100
44 W &3
Mege ddetdde FA87 9814 Varmix F7E o] &8 284S A5y} Eigen
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#ol 10 o1 sHe SJAEZ ATAY A7, APATE Yl AX2ZAE <& DA BE
AR 1AL AL, 208 &, 32, 4RFAA, 5HBA 2, 644 % dgzH,
TAFUANA, 8EH, 9584 T A9 &<l A&

<E 3> 20184 o

o MRl
5 6 7 8 9
o.0_stra 0.716
Hetxx o_o_work 0.826

-
N
w
L.

o_p._pays 0 806
Bk o.p.resp 0.862
o_p_just 0.664
o_i_work 0.797
zd o_f_tran 0.823
11_expr 0 679
HBAAH uses 0.632
1_iwork 0.548
i.d_work 0.757
AAigD rd_cust  0.741
1.d_corp 0.776
1.m. aces 0.709
L_m_sear 0.688
p_u.unio 0.547
S p_u_afec 0.754
p_u_wher
p.c.comu 0.513
p_c.chan 0573
€.0.COrp
AP 23} c_o_ordr
c_o_dept 0.702
c_i_when 0 639
c.r.what 0.533
c.e. newk 0.677
oS c.e.uses 0.642
c_e_know
Eigen &k 13.7¢ 2.684 2.388 2.122 1.738 1.298 1.169 1.043 1.017

% 0B e a9dd HAAY 2] 05 o5 2 AW AT,

XX E

S48 7t 85 g W d#A(Internal Consistency)& 4371 ¢8A Az HAF
(Cronbach Alpha Test)& 3 #A3 84, AfUAclA, dHA&9 AdAE AF7t 0 6’°— 73
g3 29 g AT AfE BF 08 ojdeloA 5‘*3}" B #4843 Aoz BaEh
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V. AFEY
B dFgAe tatEe 01-%2?_ 7 A4Eo] g A YA (Unidimentionality), JFElEA
(Convergent Validity), 28l shdelA(Discriminant Validity) & ZA%37] Yt FHaUER
4(Confirmatory Factor Analy31) AA S, QLB 434S dotny] Hstd daad
2Ag AA4 2 Fo A AARERE HFA

51 g3 24

A Agnge i U 2 RS 5] ol AFEBA, AT E AFE
Aste] AA AR HAA B3I B 9IS vAE 24, YR, TEA X,
& FA3%e 7 AR EC sty FFAA8N S AAEAY. o 4“*"“’*1 LB o Rl
e FEES AANAG. FFaA8N AR ¥¥ = 99, df = 13310, ¥’ i@ p @& = 0013,
GFl{(Goodness of Fit Index) = 92, AGFI{Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index) = .87,
CFI(Comparative Fit Index = .98, RMSR(Root Mean Square Residual) = 0.041, NFI(Normed Fit
Index) = 091 53 & EAXAE Jelwo 53] GFI #o] 920]% ZEFFANFDE 9184
Bentler$} Bonnett(1980)7F A A&k 92t} &/ velv =& " 528y REL 43t #
27t gl Ao BUUT <E £HE FF U84 AAE Bt

H g 40 QoI gt EEDXR} t @t

R ERSEE XS] OAA 100+ - -
0AB 82 10 8 61

Baba A OBA 100~ - y
0BB 86 09 9 44

zy OCA 89 10 8 71

OCB 100+ - -

HREAAH 1AA 1 00+ - -
1AB 97 A0 928
XiAlERet XjAxiE BA 88 o7 12 47

188 100 - -

SYM PAA 1 00 - -
PAB 69 12 579

FHRUHAOM PBA 1.00* - -
PBB 88 10 8 84

MY B CAA 100+ - -
CAB 98 13 7.82

i CBA. 1 00+ - -
88 95 09 10 15

# AT 2APNA 1008 4P A
¥t B FelEst BF 001 o5

52 434 ¥4

$ZeQRd 23 gdddygel 438 4 ATV A=s
oln, ol JEo BAE HEAE @
el thebith.

r
2
i

-153-



Mean SD OAA OCAB OBA OBB OCA OCB 1AA  IAB  IBA BB PAA PAB
OAA 359 86 100
OAB 3 41 a2 71 100
OBA  3.12 .97 27 20 100
OBB 317 86 28 19 73 100
QCA 27 92 22 .09 .38 33 100
ocB 276 .90 06 06 40 29 72 100
1AA 3.47 87 .47 37 30 27 21 15 100
IAB 335 93 43 38 27 22 .22 19 63 1.00
IBA 311 77 29 36 41 32 .33 43 42 100
BB 340 84 40 40 34 28 31 34 52 55 .78 100
PAA 314 82 28 25 -02 -08 13 24 33 26 32 .37 100
PAB 322 82 20 14 07 07 21 22 17 19 20 29 52 100
PBA 307 74 34 25 32 30 34 30 40 38 49 .54 39 30
PR 298 .78 38 39 32 30 21 22 37 35 31 45 36 27
CAA 266 102 11 10 34 27 36 29 06 07 35 20 03 13
CAB 283 86 20 A7 .29 22 33 26 05 10 28 19 i3 22
CBA 330 82 37 27 37 27 33 29 34 33 38 36 30 32
cBB 328 77 38 25 29 27 3t 26 31 3} 33 35 23 33
AA 2.90 72 -38 -39 -22 -21 -14 -09 -42 -48 -31 -~-37 -34 -29
AB 279 7t ~-34 -3t -28 -25 -~-28 -29 -35 ~33 ~-51 -46 ~-25 -17
UA 278 79 -42 -33 -24 -17 -20 -~19 ~45 ~-38 -42 -43 -47 -30
UB 296 76 -14 ~19 -06 -06 03 -03 -28 -3 -20 -20 -24 -14
TA 3.1 71 31 28 26 20 34 36 29 29 34 40 47 31
B 327 80 40 37 32 23 36 38 31 43 39 46 29 25
Mean SO PBA PBB CAA CAB CBA CBB AA AB UA uB TA 8
PBA 307 74 100
PBB  2.98 78 .59 100
CAA 266 102 37 31 100
CAB 283 86 38 30 62 100
cBA 330 .82 45 36 35 42 100
CcBB 328 77 45 43 36 38 .72 100
AA 290 72 -36 -46 -25 -21 -41 -39 100
AB 279 7t ~-40 -32 -35 ~37 -36 -34 55 100
UA 278 79 -3 ~37 -25 -24 -38 -42 50 56 100
uB 2963 76 ~-32 -30 -23 -25 -21 -~27 42 46 46 100
TA 113 71 43 47 28 35 34 34 -38 -36 -43 -24 100
B 27 80 40 43 31 31 31 38 -34 -43 -38 -32 58 100
% AR ATl 2 ive foldold gg
% BEA5H BRANE qRYer 4 A,

5

2604
278y

-36*
$-225)

S 3nees

-2 7%)

b Yot ks Uols 2F

MoE LiEHY

MUt 2y 2ot
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53 d7ryge Agn 14
ATEHNM ANHRE A4 AFY kel HE ARAFES R4, EEL4 59 AW
# a8]a Aaeoldel As ko] #AE Yehils AwE 28(Overall Mode) g ASE 2
7, % = 193, df = 28239, x% W@ p F = 0000029, GFl(Goodness of Fit Index) = .83,
AGFI(Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index) = .82, CFI(Comparative Fit Index = .95, RMSR(Root
Mean Square Residual) = 0.048, NFI(Normed Fit Index) = 087 Zt& <23 2> 32 32
o] =& rh

o] Ree <X 6>3 o] TR IAY RIVMAA I #HrprlEes 4 AxEH ¥
e o o BHENG £ oy oy deH 2L o7t &P o dddn
315, B ATFA A delde] Jde vA Ao FAsE R3Ad BEFAALT dHFAE
AES AAHGe] 2 o2EZ g A3t doke Aot
B4, 2 79 BEFE 642N Ha AFFEL 4 FARST 54 £20 A v

g3 ¢ vHHair %, 1995).
e B d7E oA ALste A9 Eﬁﬁﬁt%% Aol st ojust G
& "X =X AFstaa gof gon, dukzql o -20070 8] BER AV} AAY T
WA mYRAe] 2]z PolE o Wek(Har 5, 1995). £ A@Ae] ARHoE 27 YolAe
AL olnzg FMds FErt §ls Aoz gddr

o}‘.
Ja 8

<E 8> YR

09.‘:

o HEE X%

vju 7|E 27 FF 2 A
AU S etRiS
FIOlXSEAHE: MRE 282.39° 193
(P-value) p>005 0 000029
7| ZB X (Goodness—of-fit index) > 0.9 0.88
HABAXS HAHRoot mean square residual) 0 DAY 0 048
B &AM X {Noncentrality parameter) A gk 89 39
SEPEXF
EH R (Adusted goodness-of-fit index) >08 0.82
-EERSX| = (Normed fit index) > 0.9 0.87
Bl W EehX| = {Comparative it index) B EA 0.95
2 EBEX| ) .
7“37l3€—'?‘—§ | (Parsimonious GFI) Z|chgt 057
ZHH EF R X = (Parsimonious NFi) X\ et 0.61

54 AR5 HF
LISREL 8128 o83l T FA(Parameter Estimation)® stglch 24 Aoz e
Instrumental Variable(IV), Two-Stage Least Squares{TSLS), Unweighted Least Squares(ULS),
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