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ABSTRACT

This research aims at investigating what the determinant factors for the use of web based logistic are and if
it enhances the cost reduction and consumer satisfaction for Korean medium sized exporting firms.
Furthermore 1 investigate if there are the interaction effects between the web based logistics and its
determining factors on cost reduction and consumer satisfaction. The empirical results show that CEO’s
innovativeness, exporting region, exporting share play significant roles in using the web based logistics.
Moreover, the web based logistics improve the cost reduction and consumer’s satisfaction. The result of
two-way variance analysis indicates that there are the interaction effects between CEOQ’s innovativeness, firm
size, the activeness of information use and use of the web based logistics on the logistics performances.

7=

Y 88 ERVY FEFE, EF AT 9 88 238

s 298s
X 2 2004. 525



EFAM 4 E8AR7 EFATR tine a4EA

=Y 4 571

FTHe

hu

tlo

e

LA 2

ARBNIES VY, 79 2 ARARE 59
agusl ge AAZAE 243 Ege0l 7
1 glev 3 A9 £3} st 4ssHn Ao
ool we} Sk FAT 744 Aol BolED ¢
o AN BP9 e AAGP] F2 Y
Aol JEHYAD AGBF] AAHHDA o]

Ae o)A Yirie Bt ojyey =g, A F
v%«l Ta4el 2A 451 Yok 53] E/F
T2 5YE 2/ ZEASE FHLE ¥R &
3o AdAdA e £&3E AT SCMo] F4t
HAA 95 8863 3R 2 £98H0] 75
Ha 3o

a3y f2uete] 34 GDPiHl 571 &

o] BlZFe] 12.8%(20000d), 714 & FBl( &Y 1?HBI)
E HF 125%2 vZol YR HE & £F
o2 JEh 37t AAYEE G F2 89
o2 ZA&an JHhEAFE I 4, 2002)D. TS
FaolzEest g g 3% $371959)
EFH Fee] & Z1EA"e] ogslagler o]
oA UL B ¢ UTED gutHe g 98 &
g ERAuZe ol82 AFUYAHY YAEsE
el Bt AR olFgelt Wagel
Z0]E3 Yoyl 45Ty Bk gt A
HAZE B3 vi&d7o)y L6 ANERS FoiA
7lE Aoz A Jokd Y 2FHol aias
2 o]&3l7l faiMe ARSgFo] AT &

of =g3te]o} ﬂﬂ} Selvkety] ¢ ey E:L

S} PC HEFEL v$ —;;—2- —r—ré 71& 3l
AR3Z7 % {15% Fd olz23 AN 9L &
3t ERAE A 82 ofF] MRS vl3] vl$-
g5E Aol

ofdl 2 A= WA Il T4 FEr1dE

yoz 48 B8Y BRUAE HAs HE 2
Qo] FAAAE Ao 2H U9 Hgo] ¥3
@ olf7} FAANE FHSHRA Boh 2D B

1) Bowersox, Calantone, and Rodrigues(20
0% Zt=d GDPUB| E§Fu] vludA
ol 32 106%, YE-2 11.1%E vehd ¥t
H OAFe 125%2 ¥y EFU 6
o] £&¢ YA Ach

2) Stank Goldsby and Vickery(2003)= =
FATY Mde v&Hgs aANES
B3 aAFAHAEE =oln volrl AR

& =49 VIdAAEHE FuNIn

& Azho 2 AAStT Q)

3) Sue Mitchell(2002) &=

to Jo

QTN me} F2o| B Felvtete T &
AN QONE A T 337 BF A 9
Be WALAE 9gHes AR a0, shajste
2 9 98 a9 9 £ 2078 FEHgol
# 42 AUk JETG. B AT o
re 7 +&71%09 $HeD Aed ol FF
slol rlguTie 7 +&7190] AL
= B840l Wold EA/1M0 Ha Aoke o
A4 2ASRL Q. AFATFE Azhod 2100
N 4¥E Y £3719¢ gaes 4REAE
4NBEG. gez ASpAdNE 2A2Y
AR T-test B o] X FARH (Two-way
ANOVA) & #8349

o m{yn

=2 ox Mo hu

e

Il 28 % 7td 2%

1L 24s
2 @d7e 29 19 BAFRo] EFAANA
A& =Yste Q9o _?431\0]31 0]740] EFA 9

d oW F4FE vXevtE BAsazx) o A
WAooz yiQje] APt AX Y& F83=
8218 ¢ thefdich 2y B A= 7Y
o] AxAAY TYad 7ure T3 £F BF
o] £4¢ 18ty Jigo] EFUAAM ¢S =
Pt 808 FA Al AR FESES & 7]

QEA, FEAHRESY Ieln FARFFLEANOZR
T3 Th.
B H? +
1Y |53 o s Y 28T
TP A KD +
=3 g7 — ¥ i&;
31y lg nATE
E;j #%X] = H Z'
gy FESVERN SR’ 57475‘
HR|EHEEY ﬁ% Interaction
S e Effect
I8l 1. 2ME

Fig. 1 Framework for analysis

) 27U 54 MAEAd TR £
NAR B A7 F o] 7)Ao
FQ3o) FolA2 +2AUSHE 7]
A54% T4 Yok

741



F2HYYRENSHN=ER A A3E

2 d7dM rjdEAezE YA AES g
aed ol ERPEY FaAd W HuEY
F9 24, 7IGHE & dEFH JIdEYR
1A GFeq FERFAY, ey iy
FEHFE Fo FEAY BHLR AP
oixjgto g2 HYRYE EHoRE JiYdTFHLEe
qREEze AR FExgHdez wopstan
ok 2719 E4TFECIU A9 Fa & 43
& o yo] UL F Ao B AFAME o
EAE A7) st dAE2 QERAFAY A A
Pilot studyE &3l 4718 S4FEH &) &
Fiohe A st BAAQ] HEXAE
3R,

0oz /4% F3de g3t SHHsE
o] AAR A KW HBHTH v7bAH W)
DAREoc L YEIYL & F Atk EFHAH)
Ao YT 83 HE FAY HEIR A A
FAAY a5} o) FR I Yolr} EEF ol
U EF5F dg 438 Ae ARY FH7 7HE
3 EEFTe] AL wiAjd W& ugEFE 2
A OET F Atk =T Y& FE3e FLoe
H7RIEY 3EFHo] 7tFiARZ v7HE A
FHoAM nARE L FUYAZD 4= Ut

upehA vl§H ol RS G W X
£ MEstd EFA4HE FAHAAT ol ol
EN8S JWOE Bt B AFRHE Y
Ak A, V14 EFRE did g =] 8
Qeoz HBFE 74 HI~Hést ¢ &8 oot
o4 e HEsAG A4, d ¥§ 92 EF
Aol FAE H7, HS7ME & B3l FAs a0
AR, g =Hein ¥ 88 QRN Y3AE
€ T8 BF A rixe 9%& AAA

2. 744 2%

21§ $8o) P £Y9FH2<

B 2ol 9 B4 A% Yo =YARLQ
& golN AF vhsh o] BHEEY YA o
d AnALEE A4, NARE, $3AY, 3]
Z, AR $8E, AN SATY T erln) =3
Wez 4R

YA oz Ao} T A2d J2e HAE
S0 Hole B Ao} vgo] BT o

5) A4901999 3% F£E714e I8
AAGAN 7E 2 A A A7
Ae F£E7199 54808 SGEA,
1954 F /AR ARG

6) Sue Mitchell(2002) #z

742

B HnAGATt ERFR A2 YU =
Qe 4 4N 2E JYYSE WA
gRUEtE 92 389 A28 TRBAS
=4Y FH540l ¥& FHolth ol weld 27
o The s 2o e WA BT

PH1 : H2A929 Y40 248 ¢

2&8 Aol

tlio

Grover(1990)= =39 7R7} & V944
71V B8 59y dFAYE H8 R
71gE 8830 = AL S AAET A ol A
H3g ZFede Z7)d 94 26| o] 4
L5103 v &L FAFstede AFEEH
Hed Aol k3 AR WY AAU 2
o BAE 7bestA o oA fR7 & 71
A5 vjg2g St HAe HA wRY
AAE &&3t=d Qo] fEsiens Pras &
|3 ERAMUIEE FF o]8Y Ao FEHT.
old] 2A% 3 22 JMde 43Tt

PH2: 7109 757 2545 94& §8F Aol

9& 883 275 A F st R W
g FFHeo) shestn A=t 7Hedithe Aol
o et ojedk Hjo] YAHY] HIAMe AN
Fuis JHETE ojf oot gt metA o=
ANgo g #&3e7te Y9 BEARE AR s}e
adez ALY Aojtt. FEUYAFTo] BRI
Fol ¥& MAF)E A9 &l g Weo] A
99 =9 7tegol 2 FAFLR F50] B
< Atole ¥4 BY oz HrdEd
Wood(19%) = v]%, 48, #H 5 A3 7IdE
< g8 FAF JIdE visl ARvEe] ELo)
g938=0] 219 o) NG FEUFE Y& &
3717 v 8ol Aol FAsta Yok
BA g3 2o JMde AR

PH3: 72 5&xdo) HAZYSS U B
£ Aol

Aty o2 EFH oY EFY H7AE A
Y AL WAYRG = FAAYANA F
Aot wEtM EFAe el & v L&HY
olv A7RE, EFFFH 9 olHo] Jerg §
28| Fo] & ZIFgYTE 9 gL FAFHY
Aoltl. McGee(1991)E F&71de] di&d din
FEdo] (AFe HFo] L JQYFE nF



BRAA 4 B8RS BRAT) AL xR

M
£

A F27IEE FHLE

U &S @o] Yag dte FHI)EY £¢d Hot
AFHQ Ao vElgt. oM gSa Ze vt
A& A A o
PH-4: & gy +FH|Fo] & 7|FdY+
2 98 888 ol

duoz 92 BEY TR A5E0) sl
He 719 29980 Fngge] FFFoolo}
g ot wepd] 2450] Fuo) U BEE
7} ESSE EREEC U Y BEE 94 ¥
Aolehe d2e & 4 Utk WA thew Be
b A5k

PHS: ¥ue) BEES 5845 U BEY
Aol

g, 71w AR 7 ZFoR Y E
Addigzie g5 o] AAER 2L
AR7Ee $8e AT AFHAY BAsE 4
gko] glti(Farhoomand, 1992). 7|4y AB3}IE
F83] ZkF7] M= ARl g Exlr} o
Folxof 22 AHr3 ExFdo] gL&4EF A
H3E 43 EFAMHI2E 888 A0 =
£ Zolth et oSy e Mg dFd,

PHG: 308 T4 o) 245 48 88T
Relh.

22. 9 Bgo| BRAA vINE En

FEHoE ANHE BRAR ZU4, F ¥
SATERG} RANVEL Y52 AtD Y
4 ool mret Yahase] viAE G F
Mg BASAT GolA AP vish Lol BF
AH U BEHE NFAA] P2B} 255
wo 584 WA vgdgel oFoHe T
4719 % HEFH 5 F5A dhel wAs
A nAREL FUAY 4 AUtk weA The
ge 7tde 9y

PH7 : BRI U BEHA 719 1)
37 A3t 2 Rolnh
ERAFNN Y& TSR w7AR
Q mARZ] FUY Rolh

pH-8 :

2-3. F5Agol BEFAAd v Az

g5l R4 H9 =9 AR 9x4]
o] 2R8I FsFgo] EFATY FEgS
FI1 AE7HE TRLA B ole Y9 FE&o]

ATl Fg FEske BAwe] ohle g
EYsHE B0 ERAAA 9L F £ Yok
g Qajo] 2AT olck. oA T A
de EAe BRARAMN Yo} B0 TFA
Ae 771 AAAE oW 87 Ze od
o] WETolo} shvtol i ARE 23
che AolA elst ek HEAE e 7
3 et 2ol HRUT

2

AN N B2 flr o ng

PHO-1 : Efcl Wg HuAGEFY a4
Eo 7o 98 843 A EH
Auzr & 7 elth

el

PHI-2: 719 TR & 71Ye) 98 88
At 74 € Aolnt

PHI3 : #EAHo] AAFUFE 9& B8&F
A4 ER4A7 & Ao

PHI-4 : WiEed tin] FEHFo] S5 &
g&¢ 4F EF AA7 & Aotk

PHIS5 : FH B8 £ VAdUFE 4
< 888 AF ERAYAIE E Aot

PHI-6 : FR3le] thg Fagho] 2 7IHEL

5% 94& 88T A ER Aast
g Aot

3. A5 dg 49

3-1. AE XA 71§

B 47e vyt 4 #2748 ddeR
37] 95t 20029 71E S 4,984 E71Y
F $&9 71202 50092 H 10009 NPL o
Fo g st dERAIE Ak WA HdERA
AEAL Eol7] Y3t 20/4ALS Wit o g o n
HEZALE A8 o5 7|22 M3 JHRE
T3 HEAY FHNEHR &9 AHIAHE #
% - B3 £4" HEAE o838t 5007
714E ez EAAHA HERAE HAFHA
o Aq7ldA el ANEE wolv] HAste Z
7199 EREIAUL ERYLTE Fa e
FRsAT. 2APTEE $¥olY email, 283
B2 g o] gsAern, 5007) 719 F 106%-& 3|+
g ¢ F353 BHFEES VIERATD. 4 He
of 3 e RE 54 PAS JTE o] &3
of AAEAT

3-2. Wl A @ 74 9
Y Z8ol UE =dYede2E HuAPIF

7 AEAN i W&L BRAA 2T
ol& 7Fsd

743



FRHYFPRENGI=EA A8H A3%

o A4, 7IATE, #2499, £#39F 21
ez $8x 3 AR FAFAS F8 WFE
stetata ek o)F MU 4¥Er|z dvh
dutHoz H31 FI95Y JALH ALYEE
A8 PEFE WS HSHYAA S5TAE SH3)
At o2 VG EE FHLFS WEde
Zl1Eeg SAIIAYG. = vF, ¥ FE F
OECD =7} B3 #2& tdIx F&2 5
st 282 G Frle] g &L FARoE
ERSge. FEulFe deddn FEuse
10% )%}, 10-25%, 26-50%, 51-75% 11 1 o)4
L2 FEsY ST JRIIE] BEEE
AdE9] ARA2Y BEFEC] o= FEAANE
53 A= Hxd] o &S ST PR
3 2 R gl E SHRAE AR e 5
4AE TE3a sl
£28 2F P g8 B8Y EFREE
oA AZEN(BAAY, BiBR, Anas,
AgF-2F, Fugas, Fndd, xS a4y
B Fof #elA2d)} KINET, PORT-MIS, CVO
Th 2L 948 o83 Yo Fosig. ¥4
Y& LA 4 SHE B/ FEI 9L 88
A ¥ 71E exAdYHo R AHIYse '
F EAE gudd. ggde EFYFE Ueh
= Atgd st 4HEy|2 fdoh & 7N
TR AFE FH37) A 719 58 Fdel

HEE 883t ERA4FAE SAAT. ©WA v
4347 A= fdud #2798 EFFE
g EREE 3gul, $4u, Fa@], 19y, =
3% XY, ERARY, A1 #2 2 /A8 F
77MAE BEREt 24§54 o3 SR E 53 g
AE Hxol o8] E43Ah 47 7 2E o
& BEe ol NN Hoz 2F5g
o Ogog nAREL Hrizedez FyHY
Fast 2 #5E F7L 28 ¢ E5EA
F9 A AE)H EF A= AR EF & Fa
8oz & e &858 53 A= Jxd g
FA8a ol W HEge nAUS A=z
g

744

3PAR ER3td BT A 184 =
Y $E71GE0] ERFFE U3 & §8 A%
g dAse ade AHET] 3o 2A2H F
AEAS AAEAT 28 AT 8 & 59}

FA7ete] AE T-testE 53 AA3NAY. v}
AAgto 2 3PAdME AolA NEFHoRE B3}
A9 9 =928 FAlo 123l ol vy A
3L EF4H vXe 9E A¥Er] 9
3lo Two-way ANOVAE o] &3}t

1. =9d3ad3 § &8 oy Az

E doMe 9 =¢42A-803 § 88 o
ool FAIE WHIY st F&HHart 2d
W=l AL o) o)&5HE ZA2E I 4
AAFAY & TN 4 88 A% 0= ¢
g8 A9 (=98 8834 & e
¥4, FHHER 23EH EUZdALAL
dHeE 4dA3Yo

Ble 959 d380L B487] A% 2AA
g FHZdTgoith. WA VAEAS AHRIZ 3
ot ] &8 R Qlo] AnAYFY EF o
3 Hade f9g H93L nH
&, FF g HunAFd
T2 EFUE A73E 98 98
ou g ol YEUS v R F
Ao HuRAGFe A4 9F¢E PegE A
8 A ( McGowan 1994)9} % d |53 Aok 18
U 71g R a%0e fo5Fe] 0222 dutFHe
AARde FAFEANAN F3HA £ AHE
ERz gl

o

E 1 ® Y 0l 23 2xiag 24 @
Table 1. The result of Logistics Regression
24 %9 wg| g | o | %
eal wzx A3k o | 22 |(sig) Likeli

hood

HAn73943
Nl mayg | 150 516 0031346 11012
EA
“IPgaE 614 s00] 219/ 09] O

TEIFEAY | -1051| 5450 054|193
A 94.981
sy |FENF | -2714 627/ 000 (.031)
AR|AYLE | 1121] 658 089 01682
gRlAap=Exz 198730
=4 a TR 20000 646 002 (00D

Z: AN shedl Yol T FAAY BA



EFAA @ 8RS BERAT vAE aFEY I FA FEIHE THLE

g 337 Astel 3719 RE WFE 5
Aol 2sted 2% Aol ohiel 2 54
Hel =gusTe Agate 2Hsd.

FH, FEANERY 802 § ¥§ A7 {9
F F4LL vAE Ao Yyt & £&49,
EHFE § 28 A7) vi$ T3 B
nEdn & 4 dok oA 2, FERFASY
AAFAFF, 22 &y ] &850
& =Y Aojgts sHdo FET.
olg| gt Aie FEUAAH] EDI § FRI7IE9
n ks AP AT McGee, 1991,
Woow, 1995)9 & thd A el ute} Al 7
HE5717F Aozt & FHolzte AHARSL,
20008 FEHoZ AAd= Aot} £F F&
HF9 Aoz & Fo] & 7Yl &2
ol A& E A3 g8 &3 US S ¢+
At
T3 ARSLEY 29, & FE FAFY, A
B3 48 52 ¢ 88 oF ddq o {9
3 FEAS vAE AoZ UET. ARG LE 59
B FYFgEo] 10% FAFFAA Fo&tA et
BAT 2 AR FHY #E ZRAh gty
HAEY ARBEEY o A EFFE
48 8838 7teAol Evhae & 4 gt o
23 Ade FRAILHY AFEA Yol ¥ AR
3 FE0) ¥ 7Ie 2¥A ¥ 71 vs)
JEUNl § ARVES Eot AFHoz F&3d
= M7 (King 9] th4, 1989)9be Ahute 73}
S ¥ 5 Utk ¢9, AR FAFE 8219 7
FEEL 00022 wi-9- FoA3HA % AFhe
(1) ¢S AR Yol 71 AR Ex12d
Bo dtHaT 1 fQle] & Y& MdHde #
e ZgaAe v Aoz ey

L 02 o2 1

2. 4] &8 AR BE EFAH

HE2 ¥ &8 ofFof a2 T-d48 du
Table 2. The result of T-test

A4 AL (BRI

(9 88 EEEE A GE
o) BE | EFEUR) HF | EFEEx
ga%;% 3314 169 3.900 443

=TT

g 9 gg 3.155 329 3.687 555
T &

(525 8) 2.513(0.014) 1.863(0.065)

®20) o5 ¢ HEEFH WAL 4T o)
o Yo 3314, ¢ NP PFL 31552 1
o1& 01590]ch webA o E2ke B S Hlma}y)
A3t Tg& 73 49 2512 Y Fo5F
0.05414 o3 d7E Ze Aoz Yewd =
& B89 nANS W HIF- 3900, ¢ H|
g8 P 3.6872Z A4 1 ol 0.213019 T-Zk
2 186302 Yehg fel5E 01604 fol8tA 1
Ehxtch. ol2ld AAZ wRo] B o EF YL
%%8}'% 7)‘10] H]%@Qo]\,} 17—‘1‘&% _7;1;_%0“/\_1 o
5 998 Zoz SEnh & WAFelLt 2
Aorza e E§ ARE gsMe H2FHow

g FE3e Aol HPHstn & + Yok

3. 4338 5y

Gl e § & AR EFAHAHAN BAE
T-test& 53 BT & 7HA L g E4151A
g 88 AR o] ohal ole] E9lagle]
23283l Ao 9E8S & 4 U F, v
3 o] gRoRYle] ofyz} ¢S L8351 A & &
Aol o] EFAF d¢L & £ U ul
ZA oleidt BAE BAHEY] HElXeE ¥ 88 F
F =HEA8¢9, ¥ €8 %, EF 3}t
o] BEAEY ¥ AZAAE vaE
}8),

£ d794E ¥ Y8 § 88 9%,
FAAT A FHE HEA 9 8
Hol =0FAaRNS 74y SYPHSsE 43
I ERARE SHUSFE e o)HduiA] B
4(Two-Way ANOVA)S #&stsch. ofebA
HoMe vt £&7]90] 8832 AEe ¥
L EF A58 o =ye 4R Ee 53
o ERAT &, v&-d 0T US| AR

= Az HEgE v J=7HE BEXYE)

£ o
o 9th

N

__I)-
o
]
)
0

o fr o 8

8) ole{gt EAMuHe EFFoko MigAF
dqHe Hz=E A
gk onj7t sled 2§ EHES AF

=3 i

745



LS ENEG I =EA] A A%

E 3. ANOVAE #8838t 458 24
Table 3. The result of ANOVA analysis

ws AR oo
%é‘} A} 5 A 3] ﬁ- Fﬁl‘ TrE
W4 3224 3 (SS) g

HnB 4S5 44
Y g 4%

NG E+4 g8 o
TR 29y g8 o
A3 | FEu59 84 9
ALG LTy 8§ o

B

330 | 3196 | 077
B

ATy $8 A% [ 260 [ 2398 [ 125
F: 479 43848 A%e 4EAed TP
HE ¥2¢ Yo ANOVA 242 & 2
ot}

877 | 8572 | .004

287 | 3.752 | 056
116 | 1195 | 277
16 ) 1.508 | 222

e [Ho e

B3 47zt ¥ €8 FdAF8A39 AR
d5 g0l Ao vXe Ao W AFAH
E RAFa ot WA HnAGgEY gA49 §
28 q59 458 g EAEAH] A9 F
1739%Y A9 88 A¥Y FAZE Fit
o] 857202 Ho|4Fo] 0.0040|t} welA HnA
B39 A48T @ 88 ARy 380 BF
Ao & 4FE vAE Aoz vehtn ok
ol w3 d=doly AZEYC] =YL E3
9L #8319 AF7t dehvde Aol ohe ¥t
€ Fx3ta wiste] E9U7F 23 AAE A9y
7l 9% A BFY Yol AgAHook A
FE 7IdE 5 Athe dubE Qo] dFHo=
T 9FsH1 Jddx & F gl

o E VAR B8 R 45 ¥
Zd QoIME frelgEo] 005608 et 3l
o wrebA g Re §f 8 ofRe J3 AL
EFAT & 98e & Aoz Yyt g
A 71 EE 99 8849 %d FA% 4TS 1)
AA e A2 Y JAT, 4 & 4%
¢te] BAE FHAN EFHAE KT %S
T AME S W FrjEE Aol o &
e BRI Qlo] WY AAY 729 ARVt
AP fAE dAFEY 719 T2 AA
sojol & At Ut

Fo2 FEANGY & R Fu2g 3
B glojM e foaFo] 022702 FoFA &
gt} wEty 295 4 S8 AR 45 E
2 ER4FY S VXA 5S¢ 5 Uk

£803°Y B 4320 Y H5AE AoholA

746

og=Fo] 02222 et mEtr &6 F
8 AR A5AEL ERAAHAN d&&

A2 e ¢ F Atk

FREETY & R A3 F8 oA
€ Y5 00772 Yehd 10%04 #3HA
Zgeta ot vl go g EXF A F& g8
9] 23338 GA F3tA e Aoz motdch

343t & o 9& §L39 EFAHAAE AA
&7 fiMe HuAgEy EFEAA) A
Hi 71ge 7R AR 82Ut dASFE o)
o) Hojo} & Rojr}.

= e
£ o

v.da 2

HAFHAER} 2 S A &8
Fole] A3 2 BAgse 2714, vYeprt 5713
AYE AA7e F8 8oz AYHT g
olZs BEHo Agsle Y& Vo e BF
AM&RE AF 83t HE&ESAE FEA7H
AYME 29 FFE T iEde FNE F
AT

B d7dMe sl 34 #7199 EFYE
e BAYdes dAsAnh oo #£&7149
9 8 AFE WA AYsia AT YL =YY
W ZHHAAY 2AEL MR BF EF ¥
A EFAAAL Bl & 3l
AT FFe vAE=AE B

7HAAFE T3 Jdebhd 2AE 9EE Y &
Al Efe e HuBFF] Ao &
< 7IgEsE, FEAFe] Ao/ REY
] FEulFo] 52 74LFE FE 92 A
goe AL ¢ 5 A 9TdA g9 B8]
571 AdMe HRBFSY S5 AodHd A
=34 o] AnHolor & Aot}

EE Y B8 ARV v EdAn 2S5
R Ztz4e] HFe Aol JeAE £4
g A 9 EEF YA S U9se Ao EFA
#7h v & A2 dent. g I $££7]
Hol EFAAE Aty AsiNE 98 883
€ % e ddste o] widddde A
AAFSEE Qe

oiAlgte g g =% 0 Y 48 P
=424 80% 9 88 A7 J5Fgo &
T v e G ¢ BN 2 27 o
& H7J I35 A 8A¥ 7dT R, AR



rFol A § B8Rt

2RAT WAL BRE

ARl 3 FEVIYE FHez

4= 899 %@1 289 FEAEs] EFATA

FFE F FA2E veut o= 9 %%3}"1

EFA4AE Héﬂ 3t7) s HnHdET B

g0 RLHHD 7YY TS} FH %%

E=7F dAFE ool Hojok FE& AAtsta gl
U =i

(1] diggEsiela, 20029 7|dER/8 Az

A} BIiA,, 2002.12.

FHE - A8E, "AAGAYA N AEA EDI

o FFH AR, A=, FEUHdw

ARG AAATFA, A13AE A23, 1997.12.

A, A A F2EAY JEA 88

qaat A gt @I AAEAY 3,

A44, A1E, 1995.

448, ‘@3 $27199 Q8L ARYA

B FE 8 v BW A7 BFdhst

el é}/\}t‘}ﬂ\_ﬂ—, 1999.

49, “wEivdel 999 AREAN 2

 H43 g A #F d77, FEdEn

AL =7, 1999.

%9 - Holit, SPSS WINE o]&3 F7

=4, 973 941 2002

449, @3 $2799 999 7Y F7]

2 el BE AZAT7, AR o

2, HhAFEL 91 2, 2000.

Bowersox, D.J., Calantone, RJ. ,Rodrigues,

AM., “Estimation of Global Logistics

Expenditures Using Neutral Networks” ,

Journal of Business Logistics, Vol. 24, No.2,

2003

Farhoomand, Ali F,, “A Dynamic Hierachi-

cal Structural Model of Information Systems

Sucess” , The Case of Electronic Data Inter-

change, Unpublished PH.D. Dissertation, Mc

Gill University, 1992.

[10] Grover, V. Factors Influencing Adoption
and Implementation of Customer Based
Inter-Organizational System, Unpublished

[2]

(3]

4]

5]

6]
(7]

8]

]

(11]

[12] McGee,

(13]

PH.D. Dissertation, University of Pittsbu-
rgh, 1990.

King, W. and Grove, V., “Seeking Com-
petitive Advantage Using Information In-
tensive Strategies: Facilitators and Inhabi-
tors” , Ch.3, Information Technology and
Management  Strategy, Prentice  Hall,
Englewood Cliffs, New jersey, 1989.

J.V, Jr, Implementing Systems
Across Bounderies of Information Techno-
logy and Integration, Unpublished Ph.D.
Dissertation, Harvard University, 1991.
McGowan, M,K, “The Extent of Electronic
Data Interchange Implementation: An
Innovation Diffusion Theory Perspective” ,
Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, Kent State
University, 1994.

[14] Stank, T.P,, Goldsby, T.J., and Vickery, Sk,

(15]

[16]

Savitskie, K., “Logistics Service Performa-
nce Estimate Its Influence on Market share
", Journal of Business Logistics, Vol,24,
No.1, 2003.
Sue Mitchell,
transportation
bizjournals. 2002.

Wood, D.F. International Logistics, Chapm-
an & Hall, New York, 1995.

"Web based logistics drive
efficiencies", Charlotte,

WSPNEAY]

8i70](Yu-Mi Baek)

gl st g &at
shdoiste A9E Mt
2003d 3rdoistm AP e ghal
842004 HA F3dEgn, FFo
g, gl ga A ZEFA

A& o} e-business, e-logistics, e-trade

N 108812
1999

747



