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Abstract

2] Y ES/ T (knowledge network) 7252 X/&/< A
AP&S Fofo] £ gEYE HHAT]Z R
e xE &l IS ST FHoA
)X ge)e] X Qo) J = (1) Tfelo]
e d-go)A #u Qe Y HEHZI} He
AHAH, FHF FHo] nR= FEE 2 EF (2)
IT &9 X&) yERZ9 YL ofEHA
FHel= Tt gldgpA Y FgeEH, () Y
YEZZ 75, \T &8, 28/ F §7 77 749
jsfe] SHEZ, HFE AAFEES A A R) et
VA ARE YEYZ o]EE  nigo= XY
YEH=Z FHo gF dsd g7 pyE
Egels ofEF ZHYHZE Ytz St 57
8% §Ae) 17279 AHEES 427] Z=ZHE
ES gliloZ AL3 ylEf7 4] (Social Network

Analysis)2 A/ Y A =Y
YELZ9] 5 Y ESZS] drR)H ¥ §H
HdFgHel  AAE  FHgGHon, &P Y

HyHgoz g ¥ J¥e 1Y Fuor) ¥
FE T 2& (FEALY FFE AL 28
yEEe  Fa4 @Y §9E ddHoz

SFA) 7= F o2 L}ELGTL .
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A2 7494 7}l David J. Skyrme (2000) A 2]
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71312 A= 5 A Ao mEbA, 2252 ol d

AA HEAS F5% &S Fs A AR
(Intellectual capital)®] 3ok =] e FAES
grd g e Foth

o714, A4 YEYA (Knowledge network)® K,
A2 T3 ZFE AYE TRk JIdE Y
AR FAdE HFAAR HEAaIRE A & F

At (Sparrowe et al., 2001; Contractor and Monge, 2002;
Hoegel et al.,, 2003). o]} 72 2|4 WYEHAE= At
F A4 9 B AEEE FHoR QAW A
Y EYA o]2 (Social network theory)oll Al 1 7]¥HS
% vk Abg) MEYA 0B 2H9] e
WEYZ delAel e Xt H
NEZ P22 Fo Agstes Awold),
AEM &S TMem EAHOR
AEA2A ARSI 7E wEefdhe]  whet,
SAHERE ol YleE wijE
HET o s Ao
AA2 wl7l4d (Electronic
94 UESa 7Rk
2 b BomAN
g4 FhllA  ASdE0]
o Je=m A" A
se O ol #gdh]
SR REEED

E% R QR =]
bk AA =9A
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ofd Il K >

—

\g.g
RE
=4
Zrol A €]
s7kstar 3l ;
connectivity)©] A& 3}
AJAES] HEHA &F
Ao, oA =
FAste A UEYA
A UESa &
oA w7l wiolnt
WEYZ A4+ 7
FiolghE o3t
of@A GebA| =71l
(Haythornthwaite, 2001; 2005; 7]
oAl FAEL 2zl
UES A 9ol A
HEH A7 Ads= 2443

M =L AN o o [

=
=

KN
=

(Strength of weak ties; Granovetter, 1973)’2} 7+
BR7|=3 dAAA dEa= djd
AbEE AR EheE ARl SR7F Ha gtk
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Jey MEYIS e sHEE ATE e
e, el gl @ WENAE dgqow
Fggoms 92 ¢ Qi mdd dF AFe
43 sdslor & W EAEL YEsha 9

I Fek A UEY A HokdlE HEYA o
g Akl < Fa) I o] FFsto gk,
AR 7)1& an)el 7o HEHT 39 2 aiAdd
n X = ggke] ik wES 7hgsle] gk wWhAE,
HAHA 28 Hofo A= [T7F Q7 &9 2 Ao
A= FEgs Estdgoyt oiFE spEAld
Ml =2 A Apele] A (A Aol
A Fetod gt webA] MEYT 72 AA (3 o W
HANE  Fetele  dHele AU¥ozR  FESHA
kit mEks JiQle]l  TEAHe=E
ESFS]  ayde disixe EYUt
o] Fo] XA &
L
A H 79
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HEL A,
A3 =
2 YEY AT}
o gk w X =%], 18al
A A UES A @A
oy  g3gS wAE=AEZS g stax g
TAFRCR, B A= (1) Ao AygE FAA7]7)
A3t A4 HEYAE ow3t ez FEHEojof
vt e 7l 2) AR7)EA os uwizjd MY
Tk AFARELS JfelEe] W 2 2]
HEY AL fo] w3t J&FS v A=rp 2

=

o) =
A -

Arol  wEgo=d A4 vENZ P,
Auolee] Bgol WA FEH, ATH FRE
Astag @ oldd AFE wgom, &R
MASE A4 AN AN 289 LA}
ARzl Azsg Al W mo A A
Aol bsdt Ao AuE ¢ g Aok

a8 Ag AdFEo] AYsiH Kok T
Fole1#], 7lE& dAFEe A B
NestEle 38 gEge

AT

A, A 2009 AZF g MIS Fof9]
Melel FAsE Abs] UESA FhllA
gefst #AEe] fste @yl
A R = A= © FFolA %4
YES TS £A& detsta

o st A AHESA
Tz7b "ol Ave Addom  FHAsIEA
Ao 2N 7]E

HHEHAA VMEYIE T
A FAgLleE AAHEY FAE AA UHEHA
Sl A tFaLat g
=4, 71 MEYA AFES
A& 3h= af, = APl ol vk
THHO TN, HEY =7} o] @ A 74 =
olgfAAE  AAATI=A FAAHL  HAUSES
Ko F4]| 1995). & AFoA =
H37E 719 A (Computer-mediated communication:

R
KeR
=

HES A7}t
2] -3

St} (Salancik,
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CMO) ol £& A8 WESZL o] &3 AP RA
224 Ao BHH A4 dEdAs), e
MAE d BAe] gEAE, ¥ AR 2
#AE FgHow G At

AR, B AP AFHQ 243 BE 542 Ay
zeAe g ddom dux A e
YEYA  oEe ABAA 242 FiHom
AZH5 wdete] g} Telu ZRAE g ol
Aol (ZRAE} @5Ew FA A,

H] 2’ (Non-routine)%] ©]™ (DeSanctice, 1994), #| 2]
ekl #del 54 (Hansen, 1999; Larsen et al, 2002;

Yuan, 2007)S 7FA3 & Aol AFAA o]
R Aed F AeAE ATl TS o]Fo
AR golsith. A BEFH ATHd %7
T%7F 593l (Demaggio, 1991) & ¢ st
FHAQ x4 YJErb HAEsiEY T A
AolA B A v 229 AA HEYA
T AE7]E 8o 9w e ARAEES

o
Agsts AL Fo Tuw v
o] &4 Hj7A
A3 YJE)3 o] & (Social Network Theory)

A3l UJE9]= o] & (Social Network Theory)s 3714

A7 A7kl QI A9lel Wik anE
HESZ Tz 5oz Adsidt A=A
(A8, 2003), ThFE AB|HEE Rofel A s
AbEE AL Q. AFE] UEYA o]29 A
HEY A <o &3 ey g9 et JelEY
drAgor FEHE  UEYI] AR E
aHor AT F olvke eolth

add, AE] UEYA o]Eo] Av|eeE ME
FoF e Jiglel g el Azhy
AUA TS ALEA FAC] Fx & 5 e
Holrh, AbgH Aol #FE dl@ HAAF B2

AFES A3 Sl B ol b ugA e

Wol ARk Agk AZd= B2 ARHY oy A|rt
dastth webA RS AS o Ad dEs
FASAY AuHoz Be 4o okt ARL
FHAE 5o dd Wug dof e Zeln
(Podolyny and Baron, 1997). o]#gt M4 AHE

o 2 o] 2752 JQlEe] ojwet FEje #A
W71 E AEFoF =71 (Burt, 1992; Podolyny and
Baron, 1997; Ibarra, 1995; Sparrow et al., 2001). Z=3%] 9]

AAe-E  BREly] st oW e o
UENIE ol9A FFatar  #Esior stk

(Kogut and Zander, 1996; Ahuja, 2000). 7]} E°] <]+

SEYZRE d8e dof FIYnE P77
dste] s WEQZLE BAF Al e
ARel  oggoms AE  UEADL  EL

A A gk



A4 HIEY A (Knowledge Network)

AR3] HESaE oYt o2 E5E ¢ Ak
AbEE Alele] A WYPE AdYE ¢ e
HEL TS F32 vESA deo oust 2ol
THEL s2= Tk mEA A vEYA
(Friendship network), 7154 <JAlARE UEHA

network), HEH UHESHF
Z9 UYEY A (Task-advice

(Functional communication
(Mentoring network), 9+~
network)'s &= T 4= 3T} (Burt, 1992).

A2 HEA= ©ed] HolE e agnte] opd
SEL I B E I R R P RS T B
A4 FEL bsal e Adom A4FY
Awrelet @ 4 olvh m@ A4 dESAE
TAAE Ay ANE FAAEd ARHow
27HE AYe H5SE w=PEM 285,
THAGY FRBFR ¥ TRA2% A48 £
A7) wiZoll TNl A o] A apde] AAom
+3td 4 v =72 "t (Contractor and
Monge, 2002; Hoegel et al., 2003).

Audom, A4 YEAAE A F A E
(Avenue)s &3t FHETh AR ARl
dolub Hu e FAAE AHA
g PAE FAFOEM o Fojxint
e FHUERYE Wed A4e

agel  Wad A9 Aol &
Aggozs B A

al., 2007). ol¥& 24
A9 HHol ]

A vy Fa9
1999; Reagans and Zuckerman, 2001).

T ouE A HEYD 75 dERs Ao
A ofFze] MEHAS F4st= Aot (Ancona,
1990; Ancona and Caldwell, 1992). 7j¢leo] Q3
AUt A4e G5 Ae 2ol Al 2
WS $AsE 2wy okden o oekd
geel AREd A4 nE #AE Ao
#98 5 Ak ¢ 9]

FepAolar H3Hd (Complexity)©l
gn  ©  oestn
Hal AZ3k s,

= e YEHD el A
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Al
S
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2 T 3}38}7]
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TI’)_;-
7 frelgh ¢
o] We A4 UEAILS Hfsta
=0 e, AlAdsta ggdk x e A
AA H} (Burt, 1992; Garguiulo and Benasse, 2000).
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A8 MES Y A AAUE

o TNAES
PAst=71r
thAl ALE]
U E 39
HELYT #HAY

A WL R A2 YEJAE
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a1 sty #HHAd #4- (Closure mechanism)©] ™
= w7} #H  (Brokerage mechanism)©] T},
Z}¢] AduEd vy o] goFd

-
i

=

t}

T

Iy 3o

$4

o)
AA
FH 2% #F (Closure Mechanism)

AEdem, AlE dEQD oErEe
e Aadel gl ms) Zzskel frb (Colman,

1988). =, UIELA U dHAEe] A,
FTEE, g 4ol YEYa uH
TALEANA FH =& T A, JFx, @4,
SE T, AR Ad 5 7HAT T, sAl
AF8] A ElYE (Social loafing), 713|594 9
(Opportunism) &2 7FsAdS HWHFFTE UEHA
a234E 7IdE & oAk vl EE), Ag AdAS
W Q= AR okgl AHFd wlE HAE P
JE FAAE waA sk gATE Aekr] wEel
A A A3k FridAet WEYL il ALY
Aol nigel #H W ¢ g3AHo|= AEA

#4 (Bonding view)S 7% $Ht} (Putnam, 1993).

o) 7§ #% (Brokerage Mechanism)

HESA o889 % & #He dd vEYa
A dRoEy, "MEVE E2 g7 JESAs
s FTHEo  ®Wue keolmm IR
HESA= Hassd Zon, o3y THHA
% /3743 (Sparse) ¥ UEYA7L G840t

ZFF3H}. Granovetter (1973)2] <2F3k 374 o] 2°(Weak

tie theory)¥ Burt (1992)¢] X2 FTw ol&
(Structural hole theory)®ll ]3] thE =& wiZ/fAd #H-
2 FAd e A vESa 7z 28
MEE Are A2 g5 7hsds At
o) oFst AH(Weak tie) o]Eolu FxA  F
(Structural hole)°] &5 HlFo= 3 wiZld #A
(Brokerage mechanism)< ¢ <IZto] ok ¢JF =29
UEA o] dagrted digk AS AlEsto]
Fh olEL BT YESA "WEVF FopA|W
Are=se] FHAI} eyl Psdes s
AAgdtsE sE8ds 7RI odd wiviA
A HEY]AZE AEske AREA AHEES
UE7d £2 UEYAZE F= adet dnjdda &
T A

E¢3 #7 (Hybrid Mechanism)

Hto]l UEYA A7 ®oke] Al EEE oA

oFolAY WEAZ &3} - e Aol 2L
FAY @8 B3, AFERHY Adade =
ZA7F (il ) - & ERH o R FHshe vl
2T} (Adler and Kwon, 2002; Uzzi, 1996, Oh et al., 2006).

gy, die] A&y o w1 T 7EA



MAUES o9 ERNT RAAME o}y
B AAAA @k okl <aF 1> DA
o g vERze] WA A 9wy
#He =48 & ol

Ko
=

RENEEEIE. S 9% WA B
W A% L, g A% v,
S5 WA e g% WA EE

a" 1 A vESA A WAYSE:
(5 25 vs. 25 w7 B4

A w944 w4, a8 o w9
A(hybrid) #3e] 9" E Higgins and Kram<]

ATro0DeA AAE ApEEHEA} UESL]D
(Developmental — network — typology)oll A+ W&
A& o|F wi/ides EF Suist stejoR gthar
FAET (2" Fx: SFA B A). ¥, Oh et al.

O, ol m
i il 2
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(2006)> A 5o aRAHS FdF  F]
e T AR Y Uy A5 39
T o wiidS FdHstolop drta Fgh
(¥ Fx B34 #d B). UE AE53 9
mj7j o] o= FEo R FEEooF 3= of tigh
A2 R3] sAEA i A= AdEHQ Aot

ol e oEH FHES Yor =23 i

2 wEe Wy A%,
% g e
a9 2 A WEND AW AAUE: BEA A
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(Lurey and Raisingha, 2001) ©]
u, g A= Azl gupl opuje,
el AR Hagen medgs
wEd] elg FpA Anzh HAlel melwelo}
g Aot}
7124 "Al
FHAQ REE A
o F7HA 2]
ATl = A HEYSA
AuH Aol FaA
HAgte =,
FEAI717] A1 MES A dgs Alestazt g
AT AFe] o F HA A kgt AA 9 o] A
£ (Strength of weak tie)’ (Granovetter, 1973, 1974)°]1};
‘T2 F9 (Structural hole)’ (Burt, 1992, 1997)%
v oz AWe A= Folty oFF wAe oA
| T8 =A== TNde] &3 UES A 540
Ade o]
d FEo] Forw
o] frEjsith= AolH,
‘A3 A MEA W
nA sy, A=
s
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U5 A& (Internal Cohesion)Z ¥ A 7}s}o] A
deder Ao oM UESa "=

(Network Density)~= F o] Ao} A= AA7}
J= Aoz dHA g} (Coleman, 1988; Putnam,
1998). UMEL A WEdd UEYI oA AtdEo]
AR AAFHY Jde AEE on|dt} (Brass, 1995;
Burt, 1997; Krackhardt, 1993). <, M EY I Y= g
UEL T st AgHE he] #Ale] A%

A4 Jhsgt dA el
A4} (Ibarra, 1995).
yEYIe]  fEA

B By

st

21 A

gz FhteE 29

Aoadet & 5 Aok o7 Ao H gt
UEL T &3tA "ol wek ojde] sHE S
AT ARt AA A" & 5 de adE
ojmgic}, o] ol HREA wgAd7 Fye}
ARl Aol FolAE At gtk ®E gE
HE=S aves Adayes & 5 v =,
HEGA oz #e the AFERFE AAH
A9, EA44 AY, 2d 2L Fu 5o s
omgtt, 3 YEYI £HI AHsz 193
#AS Wy 9gow olyd =AY F=Fe)
AN F 7} ARG pFEHe] gt 1 AH
S AR Al g Frt wEelth. EEg
fFoidA e AEZEE R ZRd
AEE F7] oF¥ d" 2R ARE F=
A= BAY WErh Eolxw o] g
HAsEE &g 5 7] ol B Ao
A= iR 2EHS dEhlle Axd WESA
Lok A disl AEAJA AFE o]

A 218kl )t} (Reagans and Zuckerman, 2001; Podolny
and Baron, 1997).

wE, o] JIEYa 2t Adel At
A[A AFHAE  FABshe A= AT
(Sparrow et al., 2001). ©] Ao <JshH, A4
HEYZSY Wy A% (HEYI "HE) o
ARHoZ ekl Ao IS HA= Ao
olye}l, A2 FH=S Wad= UIEY A (Hindrance

network) B} ©e| Aol FolF <l Fo Faks
n Xtk Aotk olul, Wl UEY AT (Hindrance
Network) |23} X Tl st W3l (Interference),

1 (Sabotage), A (Rejection)} 2 3§ 2
ek Qe Fxd= EI 7 (Annoyance), Wi

(Anger) ¥ 2 #HHH WS TS
WEYAE ousitt. o] AFY o= A4
HEYZY uF AAY "dxEs "o Aot
ARAQ #ho] glen, e3]e XA UHEYA
FAAE Helste el vEHa IS Adsks
Aol FoslthE S ATt o At

HolE AEHoR hFHogd WES T "o}
A7 Atele] AP A #AAE FAS = AM2E
Al Zto] 573akth Ohet al. (2004)= WEY T U9}
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g 4w ke AZATAN 1 B Aol
A gl #A7k ol Fge14d U A (nverted U)
o A} EAFE AzdAT. ool A
dad U SEANE WED WEsl Ful
BiE FAAAAT, DA FE olare dESA
WEs oslel dwel A¥E At Folt

T3k Oh et al. (2006)9] AT+ JT T dF
A% R wizfgdel disiA S FAIAS HAE
AAA =, JE FF U
HEYa WUxrt AYAA
QE-ZRE  AlMdsta  Thekdt A2
wafalz] el AAlAd He W ARSIA AR
AT 4 ontel fltka o] gty wEbA o
Fo UF 2E e T ARow, oF
A A3t 7-d Sdist 2

I~

Kol
wj7hd el Hsh 4 o Ha
T Athal FHE.
oje} e =ojE ETRAE
o, "AEH =AI ve
golA A4 HESA
ol g FFE A=A
T AT weEbd dE]A
Aole]  dAlCl HiEiM  FH FAHeR ARG
et Ao AT A3 2y ZRdE g2
deo  we A, ZAEr 2yl
A E = HellA dEH 24 543 v Sde
oth olg]g TrAE & me} o A
NA=el Aol TAd=]
T AR, AAA HEAE $3
T ZRAE go A;AAQ
u, Ay HYEYT L7t 23
Bas AN = e Aotk wEkA

Ao A= Oh et al. (2004; 2006)2] WA S HlEo
7Hde =ESISlth

> 2

i orfe lo i to g o

7HA1-1: ® e A2 HESD dUEE T2AE
go] AAA Aol JUAKinverted-U) HE) o] BAZ
74 Floltt,

7Hd1-2: & FEe] AA MEHA dre TRAE
g =32 el JUAKinverted-U) JE o] HAE
7+ Aolth

9|8 /A (External Bridging)@ & A 3ste] #A

UEY A delA o &2 w7l 7FeAds 7o+
T2 UEYA el v %2 324 9 (Structural
hole)s 7HA1aL dvh= A& AA g, 24 e

N AARA @t BAAEHE 1ol EAshe

TxA MES u|sit} A, B, C 327F 915 o, A-B,
A-C7} Zv7y #BAE zZtm i, B9 CE O AE

@450} 944 gow ABCE olFolE ES =
FaolA ool AV €k olm BCS FUs
AEdn Qe A7t TR B AN} dn S
24 FuRAE Az 48 a9

[e] =
AA 1
vl o) - =
- BT T



ArR L AABAE 23 Y SAE EEt (%Y,
2005).

Baker(2001)> T%% TS 7zl JliRle] A=
Aol  gld  AFEES  AEFa AHRE
Umo 2 7tXE Fx3 ¢ ki F43 o)}
28 THA Burt(1992)F= 83 AL Aelo]
ZHA A e WESAY ariy #AY AE7L
olygl Jidle] HEsE AlgE thdAolEta
Eia=

of F=x# T gi= Al 374 ofFAE

(Tertius gaudens)", 12|31 Mark Granovetter2] "°Fgk
AAe] 3 (Strength of weak ties)" T3} 2 o] &Y}

(Scott, 1991). ©°lE2 &EF HLr} FolAH
AR5 FHAR GHyt A= He

AA BT FEAS AT,
oeie ez [uk Froz I ww, P2
UG gol AHm gt TAAEY ¥ a8A

e THASY Fol mstel eRzrele] uj)
Fsgol B Evhm A4E 5 A2 Aol oled
ot AAE wEe gud AAw, A9
THAEY AEAA Y= qw o A9s}
Aehgow pawthE 2AdTe] duael Ade

w2 7ot} (Borman et al., 1993).

ZIRAE G2 A2 FepHolw HFEA HFA
AUy AL JHIEY 9% BYTE
Ao H F © WA
A7NQIel HAEAel Axdd. ol#d
M= 3zl #8% AAEgeE 89
| drpt theFetar AlAg R e g2
T =Tkl oa "ol Adt #edE 5 U
Aot w9 wiZld B

HEAA wWAUSES =ZEAE go g
HEAA B, A FEolA BEfrstal = il
Tbedel meas IRAE e A3t FE F
A= Aojehe= 7 T AT

—Z

2 o

il

r9 onl I oft ox

¥ Sl ¥0 2
(o]

(o3}
AN
A A &F=

b2 |
MPA Aol 4]
7pd2-2: | FE
F07 A sl

LB
)
fm

A8 ATES HIEeR
odste AT Ade A4
A3t Atelddl thaat 2
AA = gheh obg] 1®l39
o] A4 VESA FxE F3H
of A7t Sdist 2 Aozt 7Hd R
= U (Inverted-U)
T vk W, ' Ade 7Y
TS o wiziAd A e

R

N

&

=

o2 10 % i B ol »

e o b
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A% NS

IH4 A9 A A

IT &89 24 z&
oEY, HIFH
AFYAolAS

24 PEE AR §

LR P e A
Faoz Aol 7hal,

A gFgte] whEh AJZHA,
A A Al oy AE&EHA A4S F A, 8,
g5at7] s w=go] 9= o] 2]k
WAl 2 MIS Eopell M= 1T &-8-o] 7 79,
52 HAd FFdAe 2] A4 (Accessibility),
el HAE Gl S
3] Al=E o] ¢k} (ol: Sherif et al., 2006;
Yuan et al, 2007). Leiu} H[ELA SHAA IT

SEER

Fgo] AA UESAL adgdel owd =4
AgE sterbdl dididE V1€ dTES oFF

TAARJ] S AFstaL AA xahrk

AT E @ FF9 IT 8ot ¥ 74 LE0]
“15% A1 (Groupware), “L5 A A =RH(GSS) &7 #2

FA=T=AM TeAHd HFH A=

=

Zd&st= 7HE gt ols  FYPETEA 9
TEAAQ wAlE FAEALES MY g 3t
oA star ofeltolE k=AY, AW
SAAAR S AU, wA HAES g #S
IRAAE FHAIE 98-S 3 (Maznevski and
Chudoba, 2000).

thekgt HSFE 7IRE wiAle] B2 V)= Q1Zhe
FoAge g FHE AES AT Fvh
Al wiA FAA ARl BE Al Foid
afet A4S Axste dbA, AR GRSt ol &
(Social construction theory), A}F3]% AHHAE o]E

(Social information processing theory), }°] 332~ o] &2
(Hyperpersonal theory) 5o TASE 3t FAFT9
AL AFEH e wiAvE FRsa 9 Ze
A3 A A AR WSS 7HssHA] shthar A w gt
(Walther, 1992; Walther et al., 1994; Warkentein et al., 1997,

Wiesenfield, 1999). ©o]#]3F o] <&, AFH
7lgkel wiAEES A q4hE Arol
AAAE @50, At T84S T,
+ o 5 AANY ARuIES FIAYI
st AAR g5 AFTAFAA oy
wAlE SHste SAE AL e, olES



AxA wfA R AAE TS A AE ol
AbE Abeld] Ay Al W% (Communication
frequency)s S 7FAI71aL, 94 HAE=E F7HAZIYAL
T4 gt}

-8t (2006)% ZEQl/eszalrle) s FAD
olgt= JidS Fdkol JiSlel #AEF o=l
HENAE 7Ie= wilE 7Pad 3 AA =94
S o7t EYflel AAANEI A FAEE

AaA S AT e

olggt =olg Jilel ® ul-ofellA dA s A4
HESA AL mapgelets SWdd A&ste] & o,
7L A MEHNAE °H’\1 g 56kal, &frehal,
A= A Aol Ji]l e Adem
Hyex  gu d°  FFEe dFgoer  $3e]
AsliM= JIEAS AN bEYAE FFE
SEAARJA AFEH 7IRke] wiA Zgo] wig T
Aolgts FES 7heskA gk
b ohEd e S =E 5 9
7Wd 3: ® 9 IT E82 A UEYA "R
g Al vA= dFS £2E slojh
7Wd 4 " o] 1T Z82 A HEYIY
T4 FWe] © Al mAle dFs 24T
Aot}
a7
a7 A ® AEFF
2 oAFE T8 #4E A WES 719 WiRe
A2 UES A (Knowledge network)o]w|, X ZAE
ol AAUEHAS d Adaete] #AS Gl
At el e =2d A9 A" dAY
Z2AE Hy AMUEESS yAor ZAE
o] & d3dlr] Y Hosk x4 9 Ay
A wesk= A4 UE] A g g-‘%—&&%
A8
AbE] MEQA 245 f3 By AgHR] AT
T 98 s SR¥ dAdY 3Abe
FLFEETEH A7 HJxel BT AH FIE
m—olouq oﬂ‘ﬂ— 7]04 OETH (1) J_EXHE =] 7}:1!—04;(]_
AdE didoew 3 UEYA Al did =4
T dx 2 z=4E o H=2 A9 g h(Roster)
2 ZRAE A3 dolg] tE A dS SR
ﬁ—,‘fl@% T2AE W ¥ Wis nigow & 270719
AEA7E RSl AAREESA A dgEHAeH, Z
ZIRAE AYAEESTYH tA] I AE A
e AxE AdEdny T T ALEA iR
H3eF  (Social desirability bias)S A A7 $]3}
AEAel (1) AAAQ sE2 Al T/HEA Be
Ao, (2) SAA HF olel= Al AREHA
oro o okz3lolr}
= =2 -1 % .

577

2709 AEA T 211709 AHAE SHES
guatgorl, A8 dWELD AL 9jee] 8
el 80%e] TAde] SR aA e He
39709 dlolHE EACdA ALE F HTHOR
17278 9] 7i3 42709 & @9l dHeolHE A
ARSI A AlgE BRE HE UEYA
BAg gkl FAge 8% ool SRe
sglon, HAzHom e I SHES
81.5%°] t}.
S5 AHe  25AelA 47AR IEA
Eyxgglon, A4 AmL 343240t (FFHAL
4.08). =% 7AHEL 1doA 23d7bA] BEEH oM,
R o )0e TiMos Uehwd (EEAA
4.493). ALY AHEE TA 1399, oA 33How
TAEFoH, e wWE %Db] HEe gl
Aoz vt < 1>& $HAe S4¢ W@
7= FAE BTl QU
E1$9A 54 2 B¥
3= T HE T3
Female 33 19%
A4 Male 139 81%
Total 172 100%
<25 1 1%
25-30 32 19%
30-35 69 40%
1}o] 35-40 60 35%
40-45 6 3%
>45 4 2%
Total 172 100%
1-5 63 37%
5-10 69 40%
o 10-15 31 18%
=EE S0 5 3%
20-25 4 2%
Total 172 100%
Junior Consultant 17 10%
Senior Consultant 119 69%
Y Director 32 19%
Partner 4 2%
Total 172 100%
W, wede de) pade Az 3y A
108 7bA] ZE3xska glom, i 74 i 4711
(BE=FH2 16)°ltt. ZRAE 7S 17hLdA
16719717 Exaa glow, HE TeAE J)he
6.95 7fHEolt} < 285> T RAE €O EA 3t
7T AE AT



#2 ZRAE Y 54 Y B
35 TE Hl = T4 H|
3 11 26%
4 8 19%
5 10 24%
0,
san | S
(BT84 F) g 3 0
9 2 5%
10 1 2%
Total 42 100%
1 1 2%
2 2 5%
3 2 5%
4 4 10%
5 5 12%
6 7 17%
7 6 14%
Z2AE 7|7t 9 2 5%
(#9:9) 10 3 7%
11 3 7%
12 2 5%
13 2 5%
14 1 2%
15 1 2%
16 1 2%
Total 42 100%
Ay

APSIMES A B = ¢ UES A (Socio-centric
network) 7|3}, Aotz Ul E S A (Ego-centric
network)i-A1 7] o] Atk 2 Ao A= o] T 7HA|
7S B ARSIt & WES A #4S Hd
A4 ABAxE FSAHs= HEHZA ATE
ArEetedl AREERlen, Aol HEfIE 9
w714 (External  bridging) AFE  AFEsHEU
AH-g-st Sl

HA, & UESA (Socio-centric network) A1

=4 [
= -

54 9", Ad, 2 243 Zo] YEAAS Hert
Behs] Aojwl Aol A&d F dow, UEHA
el &3 7Y olFe] AHI wWEE AR
SHANA AA S ZzEe] AbgREIe] Aol
et dddo] Aol detes o= Wyolth whef
T/4e] 108eletd SHARE 989 AbgtE #
ek AZel Az didstelof v EF
SAMEAITE A8 fsiMe dA UEHA
el &3k JHQ1e] 80% o] o] &R dojokdt g
7k, g ' AL F7F 10 oled, Aok 87
olde SHEs  dolektt d  FFolA sy
TR R d9-E + don, g9 WY SRS
A 2 AF EE dolHx E40AM AlH=
s dFow g

Aot 4l 9 YESL T  (Ego-centric  network)
A7 Aol A dde] AR sdste
Abgrel olgs Ad AEE e A
(name-generating) .2,  FA}StaLA = A9
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A4E 7+ Y HMEYIE FAESE WA et
53], x4 T FAH4S e AoteAl
HES Ao <259 U= & WA (alters)
E3e] AA dEiAE SRAVE S-S shefof
ey

Hyo 53

SHT

A4 YELZ FXE (Network Density). & <o A

Sk UESAY Fd2 A vEAAIH. &
ATl M= Burt (1992)¢]  WWE  webA A4
YEAZ HEE % 24 WUHE o]8do
SAskalth. WE SuAEe AuAdd Asdds
zbzkel AbgtEst dvhd A Fad Aoy
ARE g5t wesh=rl e s A
TE AR dRel  Swdth ek gelol
logelebd, ztzkel e Fdd Aol i
ogel A (A Al Aol disq B
testolof gt HESD s =Fs] 9

WA Arel s TN MEND % wEAw

Age & BAe] Axol wEl o3 19 oz
o]#3} 3}t (Dichotomized). 123l ©jEE 9]

el b ks wdst Al717] flske] Hd jteE
(Symmetries)3F A tF. 18] UEY T B4 T4 F9
3lt}el UCINet 6.0 AZEo]ES Algslo] €
YEHT I=5 &35

A Ui 244 s =4
UEYA oA A2 7Hss g
AAdE gpQle 7k A sk HE

F4 02 tehiv T gk

=z
=

e UEHZ U=t
e} O~ ==
T3l

>
>
X

Hl to

HEANT d= 2k

k

g(g-1)/2

7] A,
-k AAl A el S
-g A A
F%2 F9 (Structural Holey). dntd oz x4
Tue Y ELA ASF (Network constraints) O &
43 Burt, 1992). olwl, WEYA Aol 3
A7 B dgLAREE wE FRE Ak
oluj gt} weld UEYT A Fo] m&4F FF2F
e gasHA A S, 724 T = UEYA
Ao g AtEH)

M= Aot 24

Cij = (Pyj+ ZpigPg)) > 4 #1, ]

o714,

pj = i°l #A T jokel AFHAJ HFol FAd
A HE

Tpipg = I7F jo AEFS fd 3 A2 (9=



AR = 9 &
AT s ° 5y 724 eus S35
fsted, WA HE SEHAE] Aol HWESA

24 e
o)}
L

AFg3te] hele] A9
Au w@S g8 P

@ ohe, UEAD U9

(Ego-network)S-
g o5 AtdER} A
A AHEES A

Al
A
AT = 6]’

oe AR el wA =4 ool djsl A
AFss aow SARAY. gu FEe] PRI

WS AbES] SEA AA AL FEel A A4
HES A Fx4 Ie F43% F o H
FEoR Ha At S, 8 FEo 724
TWo] ErhE T "o FAYEC HgHo=R
o2 "o FAYE By ¢ =2 9oF uinds

A3} (Group performance)=t  F3F Al
A4 Aot ARgEAT FEE e 'Y
TAYES FHHor AZsteE " AyE
ojmletm, "o FddEe] dviv "o AHTrdE
&5t A5l =] A Bl &5t
st A2 e b SASSI
SHAET-E Lurey and Raisinghani (2001)2] 1)l A
AHEE SA AH&-st 3t
S5 AFe] A2} (Perception)S 7]WFO 2
AA8Glom, o] ok
(Likert) 5% 2 =2 ALg31c}

W, "2 AR Ay SAHS e =
Aol ek AHA AR =
dAdFES dde= 3
tlolel +3& &3l
FEe] LIRAE
ZRAES Pt
gl diste] A
e "ol HxvE (1) 4ntyd
adA o 3) Food oAk QtelA G HAA=T)
4) &2¥ARel 848 FFSETE (5 HNkAR]

)= =3 e)
=S

=
——IADI_.

=1

AFAAHE 7 soll B3 ASE Lurey and
Raisinghani  (2001)9] A4 & A3 ARE
Ab&-3t3 Tt

ZFET

IT &8 ° FFolA F748dEc] 99 A9s
Fat7] flste] drby FEAAJ] AFH 7Rk
AE &g ETE S48 54 =9
Maznevski and Chudoba (2000)2] =75 & 9]
Aol utAl WSt ApgEpglon, Zhzhe] A

e (1) 59 AAAA, (2) oteltel Aol
Az oAt 3) A A= AsiM Lol
A =7, F J9 AR AL A" (Gss)e

H
ge FEAN AR % A dvhy
G897 Sold
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SAET

B Ao E ZRAE ®Hlo H7], 37 A,
AA BAS BAWMSE ARSI "ol V=
T2AE ®© pAde AR FAHIP oW, HA
Ay "o FAYLES] ME A dI Aol
o AmoVIE Yl Aozx, "o W
TALEANA ymH FAEALEY HAo L3
Aol o AmeVtE AFEI F olE Y ESA
s Fabe WlHel 9dlA 0~1 Alolo] o=
2FESIATE 19 TS E BE ALY E] FA
A A3 AHol wBe AL oudtl. X F
A FAEYE ol AEHoR drpuh "ojx A
A=7HE YE= AREA], 94 HEYT 2%
TAL o] gFA 0~1 Alele] oz AbESSITH
olwl, AFH EAL 1o IEFE RE H
TAYES] AR AgHoz M2 v FhoA

GojAdx ZrAES S5t 455 v

B 20, B AE, ANH B Ee 44 249
Ze] ZZAE "o "Fgo| 9Ii JAHo=E
2457 gRel, TzAc Wel £48
w2 g 9lew, FuEl ° A
A= 8llelrl Wil ol
SAsaAl &

of
ot
filo

5

s AFE, ¥ HYE,
SRy et B AFelx
WMol de] AnA gatE Add 9o
AJIHSUBPF)S} %4 W49l 1T g
ccMOyell t@ el HEs EHHAEA
2 "est Atk SART T4 7
ZA7] YElA < 3> Zo] EaA
ANFGT @9, e du=s
agvlst 2iE AER A
el FH4 A4 092), B

o & Hol AHAFS FHe

s

==
L

d

)

4o g of
o ol 1 1 o
i & to mn o\

—_
=
o0
\O

~

i
ko

Mo |
ofr
-
A

o _11}1,

=
I
i
o
N
N

N
TN
lo
o
o >

e

EE 2 AT 249 dee ' FEolrw, il
T SA #e " Feer bske Aol
gk ZQ7kE ddsty] sted Judd Fok
(twp)E Z&sth. E44d3 oy wdEo] ¥
A Wl 9= A7t 25 902 Aow YEEy
FHA AT 1y 0.96; IT & 1,0 0.92). 0] 7H<10]
q7rek "o s Ads sk Al H
Feo Ads dWd & des BoEsn
PRIZEAR, JBQL el SAR 1T 28 ARE
H FTor §asts Aol | w5 IT s
Ads]) e 5 S BoErh

EE WS H el 5Y ¥ F EE ¥
FHEA E4E AAERY <F e A
A 235 yekdit



E 3 aclE

A3} (n=172)

<® 5>¢ He Fud ARE FHEsz @
3714 A7 dehdch B 97 A 1e A

A]
Scale Items Factor 1 Factor 2 YES T Avk g Wi eleo] a7 Aatel Ay
SUBPF1 0.930 0.242 (Inverted U)AFe] #A7F A& Aolgt o538t
SUBPF2 0.917 0.228 quztel #AZE H7 fsiMde UEYT ER9
SUBPF3 0.907 0.323 319 AF7t - #s 7HAoF S, vlaYa dHxE
SUBPF4 0.820 0.214 Aag s @ A IAANRE W Fog A o1
CCMCl1 0.206 0.900 HAE 7F-oF gt} (Oh et al, 2004). 1L}
CCMC2 0.140 0.891 AR A Al oshd A UEIY Hut
CCMC3 0.292 0.860 W 2es "o Fa4 Aol Fold Ao =
Lﬂ oqi:,v_ UH:Q} ?_q_ﬂ /\-]J/}_ A]—O]A 701—§_]_— /‘K_g

Eigen Value 4.008 2.218 PAS Zisto 2N, /M lax 77t T
% of Variance 50.097 27.730 7H 22 9 ujsfAI "o FHA Ayle] et
ggrr:g‘sizzve 50.097 77.828 7; 5ol ;‘r/] l‘i; O:jfx] ;V; ;1}1;1“ K ﬂ?” 5o d
_,_ ) Al EQas & A] GL E BA
= gol:z u. =3 golxz T “era S/HAE Aow Oﬂ—‘o}oﬂ‘jr 131‘/}
§]7‘<_HJ"?§;Kaiser Zj*ﬂ‘ﬁ]— ]— (})\—E— _?_%E]E’_] 7]—}\4 —7]' DLE] 1:! TT_'TQ/] ?‘5’1;91 %EE% E]U'/] —T“Tﬂ';ﬁl
datell AHAR] G P AA FUTt o]2A 7HA

& 4 7o AAAA (n=42) 2a & 71Z+E )

WEga us] Feg 3| mas | Fed 94 7}*3;374 7t 4 HE —/F%i T g8
= 2d@ael B Aolth ¥4 s B Aol
— T Az ARG el go] W FEAMY IT BEL
Tag 0.07 0.06 A Wi HEa Uxrt "o F34 Adid
Fo4 a4 [ 0.36% 0.02 0.39% % s GdFS fFosiA 2dElen, Fx3F
A g A [ 037 0.25 0.25 0.29+ sulo] geo] FA Adie] WA= FFE FY5HA
¥p<.l; ¥ p< 05 p< ] 4 gl o]|2A, 7Hd 33 4= BT A A EHIUH

B oATe Ade A4 vEPaY A9 o e
M A% T2 FUe Y FEIMY T BE FEe] ¥e
o 9% s "dos A on g,
H AFdA = 7HE ASE 18kl SPSSWIN 12.0 &
Fgsto] Wzt AvpwA U HIAE EAE
Azt
%5 9o Fuk Astel U@ #9194 As)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 5
B S.E. B S.E. B S.E. B S.E. B S.E. B S.E.
AAHA B9 037 028 0.21 0.28 0.23 0.28 0.14 0.26 0.10 027 -0.12 0.33
A €l F7] 0.00 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.01 0.05 -0.01 0.07
TA4Y e EE 4 A -023 042 0.38 0.48 0.40 0.49 0.71 0.46 0.74 047 1.17  0.56
B YEYIaZE 1.25** 0.56 1.26 056 1.37** 0.52 257 1.67 3.96* 1.95
T4 3 0.19 0.53 0.12 048 0.15 048 4.17 2.73
C ITE8 0.35** 0.12 0.65 041 1.75** 0.76
YEYI 4= xIT & 0.44** 0.13 0.78 0.63
TR S xIT 28 1.41* 092

R’ 0.05 0.17 0.17 0.28 0.32 0.42

AR’ 0.12%** 0.11%* 0.04 0.1%*
A: AR B SHHG, C: AW
*p<.l; F*p<.05; *F*Fp<O1
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< 6> "o AdH Ais FHHEs= 3 A 33 M 4= Jgd FF T 289
3]7EA AdE vebdh B4 Aol ofstd A4 xA@ el #e zlojth ¥4 A B AFlA
YEAAS] Fdd W 2= "o Adz Agael AdR A9 wpeh o] | SRl IT 282
g Ao = mFHu oA "o AA ' W AA HEYA D7t "o AdE At
HESZ 97t § Aok 99 U s 7HE wAe 4 fFoAstA zdsgion, x4
Zolehs 7Hd b 717 H9dch Fael o] FA Aute] v e JFE {5
w3 AAE s g2, Fx2d e 9 "ol 24 siglth o] =AM, 7P 33 4= BF AAH AT
APA Aelm A dFge AA EUt
olZA 7} 20 & 7]ZtE U}
# 6 "o AA Aol dig AR A
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 5
B SE. B SE. B SE. B SE. B SE. B SE.
4A G 49 0.00 023 -0.08 023 -0.05 022 -002 022 -003 023 0.17 024
N -0.02  0.04 001 004 000 004 000 004 000 005 -0.04 0.05
T e 24 A 2055 034 017 040 -0.09 039 003 040 004 040 -031 042
B dEYI U= 0.80* 046 084 045 086* 044 126% 146 035 1.46
TEH 3 0.69 042 068 041 -0.69 042 -092 2.17
C IT&% 0.15 0.1 025 036 005 041
VES S A% XIT 8 0.24** 0.11 0.17** 0.48
TJE2A T XIT &8 0.22** 0.11
R’ 0.05 0.14 0.2 0.24 0.25 0.44
AR? 0.09* 0.06 0.13** 0.01 0.2%*
Ar BANS, B SHES, C 2EHS
*p<.l; F*p<.05; *F*p<O1
Aato] gk A =L efAlo] 7}5 3t} Oh et al. (2004;
20060)¢] AT AFHTE AFAQ) 24S ddo=
B9 9 FAE ol Wk, 2 dFtels TRAE gHE o
itke AolA A Aol Aolzp AT
dEaR A48 A AAAAdAe] g S Slelth Z2AE ge A, dAfoR
AU L BT e ST R el e sAe Adm Al dpdl ge
28 HHE AEF 5 dE AS FF, Aga 7ol Rttt S Ada g7] wlel Rd
ol A4 cgsth B3 A HkHol "oxe  WH-S WEYSA et | A Afole] HEH<l
TS0l Wi gl (A YEIY Y mre  AIWAE FAT Aol ridisgloy, & A9
5o miAAde HA YEgIE Bi e  A¥e edly UESI dRe § A Abeld
Teata WAAZD £ Qe g f£xe L¥e AT AY WAE deha . oe MEE
ol x| A2 e] MM (Accessibility)e AAs=  AFEECl GAHeR EAHM, T]Ed 7] EE
298 gololt, B A3:= YESF o]Ro HES T  7nke] ooz ofsitiy]  uwjitol
Jurste] ofm@ A4 vEga Al o e 28d H% T de yEsa Wws) o

Aglo] ol2A & FrAd tg e AEan
A7 AR ARE A, A4 =g Ao

A4S JehieE MEYT dxE "] F34,
MBA Qe Aol d%s HHTE 2 AT
Ane A Ui 253 g AHzte] d3A<d
HAE A AL o THEdA o]&F
7I9ro 2 ARSI Y Oh et al. (2004; 2006)°] <A
BAE AA A G AYRE BAFa
oj9} e AT A¥E vPoR Uy A%y o
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