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The Impact of Strategic Alignment between Knowledge
Management Strategy and Strategic Information
Technology Management on

Knowledge Management Performance

Yue-Yang Chen
Department of Business Administration, [-Shou University

Abstract

Recently, both researchers and practitioners have started to realize the importance of the
information technology (IT) for effective KM activities. It is found that an organization which
was high quality in both KM and IT fit achieved high KM performance and satisfaction more
frequently than those whose quality fitted low. Accordingly, the strategic alignment between
KM and IT in managing business activities must be considered for KM performance.

Accordingly, this study empirically examines the KM performance implications of aligning
an organization’s KM strategy with its strategic IT management. Data were collected from the
top-ranked companies in Taiwan, yielding 161 valid samples. Multiple perspectives of strategic
alignment, namely fit as covariation, fit as profile deviation, and fit as matching were employed
to verify the research model of KMSAM (Knowledge Management Strategic Alignment Model).
The result of this study is showed that KM performance is significantly enhanced by strategic

alignment between KM strategy and strategic IT management.

Key words: Knowledge Management Strategy, Strategic IT Management, Strategic
Alignment, Knowledge Management Performance
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T YRRE T

EHEEREIRGRET » A s TAEOAB G TR F w3 RS ARE
R AEE S o Bk 0 A5 AEAMEA P 89Sk BRI PT ] 1 AR e AR M Bp AR B S EOR K
B A4 09 E % E R (Drucker 1993) « AWF FZ T @ gAAKA D] sk b a3 E
RO REM TR B FEB O RR o A Hd R A E R L e E R0 RR
7 (Alavi & Leidner 1999; Davenport & Prusak 1998; Grant 1996; Johannessen & Olsen 2003;
Teece 1998; Zack 1999a) © 7 — 7y » & MM AM T RE L L ZREEHIF - 54 —RE
RAFeYHedE 1L g » G| R YA A S 0 T RBEAKANRF eRE A
wH ey A 0 R HA R RA B AR 5 LegE A (Hansen et al. 1999; Hoffman et al.
2005; Keskin 2005; Kogut & Zander 1992; Spender & Grant 1996; Yu et al. 2004) °

VR BRAREH RS OB AR R A A A PIT R E L E D0
& %M (Alavi & Leidner 2001; Choi & Lee 2002; Kankanhalli et al. 2003; Nonaka & Konno
1998; Zack 1999b) » A& AR Z Ju 3k F A H AA S A KB A » T ﬂﬁai@%&éﬁ
W BT HE 3 RAT 6 ek B B AT A & & (Khalifa et al. 2001; Sher & Lee 2004) © 7
Bp o A F 6 SR TR R R 5 S AR R A S el S B YRR AL R R BUR T 89 (Kim
2001; Sabherwal & Sabherwal 2005; Truch & Bridger 2002) ; A8 Bl 3 » st Ak & & %

GEAM AR ERFTH L ZeARETHE  ERBSWesRET AR E  Ta
AL Sk %2 (Khalifa & Liu 2003; Kim 2001) » i f 3% i 40 8% % 45 2% (Bhatt & Grover
2005; Carr 2003; Devaraj & Kohli 2003; Khalifa & Liu 2003) ° #4r > e bod & 3% % & 22 5
B &) B 75 oy sk B 22 RvE 04 s B4 4% > Hansen et al. (1999) BPdg i » 2 4 4Rk
17 & AL (codification) #94w 2k 32 Rk - AR R E A AR 9N - L B ARS8 SR
Bty 7 Ko A G EAF AT EAR ;5 T a8k 3R A 18 AL (personalization) #% 4w 2k
B A E AR RA S BRI FFORET  FHAFTAA B A IMYLH R
Bl A ERERZ 5 F o King (1999) 7838 24 JEAS Jn 2 5 2L AE & B S0 A A S0 Rk
RENF - TR MRy 3R T AR o Bk Sl B RE A SRS R B LA A
FBe > EmFEIR ABEGFERZT » fe3hE L2 T K P E & (Asoh 2004; Kim
2001; Zack 2002) -

B—Jrdn A P1980F KA R - BRI ER N R R R R 6 Rk Bo @ PR & B 3R AR E
F 69 % A (Luftman et al. 1996; Watson et al. 1997) - £F £ - “H R A LBl PP &4
BREHR KO EERR HHBTHFFEEMAETET © Doty et al. (1993) Frdg i » &
BRAL AL G A 0 BR By 7 Bp & PSR AE AR ~ SRE IR B AR B B & R 69 N — Bk R A L AL i
(fit) ° Powell (1992) 7F3& % » 4 &RIAAZ L Fuk 1 2 o 4 W) 0 BL 8 A7 Bh 7 40 R3¢ -4 35+ 04
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oo ML AR FARIRP o IT/ISHL 41 8K 04 vk Be 38 TR AR AL % 3 R 2 2 T4 (Henderson
& Venkatraman 1999; Reich & Benbasat 2000)  Lee et al. (2004) & % 7 MISAA 3% 89993 %

HRERIE R MR ARBEREAEMAIIEATF AR FTHL L E545 - F 5 H
BT AREG W&Em\é’] KA A R E AT A BT A A& 0B R R IR %
(Henderson & Venkatraman 1999; Woolfe 1993) » H gk » 3wk Bo il A A Bh5 & A3k i wE
EXROBAENRZRF > EHMERERE L ETYEHE (Azab 2005; Xia & King 2002) °
AR 0 BLid KA (misfit) Bl G HITHIhAEA TR E B FE G HEFE A > B RRANIE e
MR A2 6L (Gold et al. 2001) » ¥ A& 48 4k 4h 3L T 649 F % & A (Chan et al. 1997; Luftman
& Brier 1999) -

WR - HZHARE S BEAEHER RS — LR A AFEEEFIT/ISH A
R 5feg M6y Bl 4% (Marchand et al. 2001) © R 4B E L% T - R RIBARE T
AR A SR E TS IR A G0 TR o 2 B 6y B B R A5 KRR B ST R w2
WELE A o 4w F] Asoh et al. (2003) £ HHF R PG H o SRR E A M FRH L THX
094k 4" (missing link) B RAF EMEIKZT - BAT > SR CHF S e9sF REITDE AT
Sk S E SRAR B R ek 6 Be i@ A 7 (44w ¢ Bergeron & Raymond 1995; Bergeron et al. 2004;
Chan et al. 1997; Cragg et al. 2002; Croteau & Bergeron 2001; KEFI & Kalika 2005; Palmer
& Markus 2000; Sabherwal & Chan 2001) ~ 4% 48 B 5w ¥ ke 38 A8 B 594 04 B 18 #F 72 (17)
42 @ Abou-Zeid 2003; Asoh 2004; Bierly & Daly 2002; Shih & Chiang 2005; Truch & Bridger
2002) » {2 A B A~ 4e 3k Aa B ek 9 SR AR B SRk 64 BE il B R AT RAPAT X M de o B 3L 4B
FodhE R LA A AR AR R A TR RFTRER DR RAL 0 RFTR
By By B o sl A
FHLEmE » BREGKRHBIA K" BEAEA (Miles & Snow 1984) ;

L ER Y AR T Rk LR B M R AR B A 3 B IR T MR R HE R 0 E i8S (Gupta &
Govindarajan 1984) - E b » RFF R 75 FEAR " ReBm TR | A T Reg Faati e
) M R R e R T R A R R -

= I O P
A > URKIRE
— » REBECE
i# (alignment * SRAFM i) & L5 ARACHE % 2235 F 94O A (Venkatraman 1990) * 7R
Ef@% B IR R 4RI AR P 09 F B3k (Delery & Doty 1996; Miles & Snow 1984; Youndt
et al. 1996) » R ELHEA F % RE 6 HA 479 > flde © FuE il (strategic alignment) » %

4 (integration) » — 3 (consistent) * B& (match) » ¥ 5] (coordination) - % ° 12,% » k&
FTAEHTE > BOIE A9 L& - AR R 09 - oS Bp 35 0 A 40 848 ] 49 SR S L4 7 T 8 B0 ) 04
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HkBd o BERF L RARGERAL "SGR A GRBERELE S A KRR
WEYEER o ML R T @4 - MEIRIE - R - B A4MUL-% ) (Van de Ven
& Drazin 1985) -

Venkatraman ( 1989 ) 7 #F % Bt il a9 48k A BF » BP A S AE R ] 64 0B A€ & VLA HE & AE
Brill ey R AL o bRy AR L A AR (fit as moderation) ~ FA45A
A (fit as mediation) ~ BLAAEA (fit as matching) ~ A (fit as gestalts) ~ A
A ZHEAL (fit as profile deviation) 13k 4 Z A (fit as covariation) ° o< #E 1 2k 64 AL 8
A KRS~ @A AT 0 BB R AT Tk B AR BTRE e k1P

=1 NIEECEAR R Z DT EEEL

AR | bAoA o g | REERE | AER
AR il e e P ] AR B B
AL
Rtk | ZBRE 4 e | ma—s |PEEEEAL L g
rhag ke
4 BAE B {8 MEE %18 18 %18 %1 EEEES G
. TR E M B
Lk R N ; - Lo | ZFEEE S
i | misn | e | RO | meawr lekmiws SUEET
7 hee SO | £ b | B 55 e i by
T 7 E ot i

HH IR ¢ 152 A Venkatraman (1989) °

SN AE B AL Y 5 FAIRIE LFEIA T =86 % — 0 VARG 1R PTR 3L R g PR Ak
AR PBPREAMG R LR B R mALER  H = AL FAEX KRR & P LA
EBRET S E D H = MRS (Criterion variable) #4948 Fl 25 o AR YK ] BF AR B 4

HOHE R » XTSI AERMEEE 5 LW KA - b BRI SRR A
SRR &t 3R M (reductionistic) HREE 5 S 4F EAEA AR AR Z B R Y R BE AN B R Y

M (holistic) #1%: ( Venkatraman & Prescott 1990) ° VAT 4t¥# & Bl Al 2 € & ~ A
B ARl AT -
(—) AEnEIE+&ERY (fit as moderation )
R g AEEA ey ELF - LM Van de Ven and Drazin' s (1985) Fi#2egie A »
A BB LR EFAR G R MR TR o WP ARE —FAR S (v 0 Rvs) HIRYE

(e ) MBECLHF @SR (et R WBE > RE SR LA
B 478 (moderator) ° ¥R F A BRI AT KRG BN - O T AR R

o4 (ANOVA) - A @8 (moderator regression analysis) $2-F# 4 # (subgroup
analysis) °
(Z) HBNEISESE (fit as mediation)

POAGEARA E R R TR ERE R YHGEFTAGSEA PR - Hlde o 58
e 2y SR ST B R 0 b A g o R SRk L AE R R RP LA BT Gl OR o TR D SRR L
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A4 TAREA R A — R S B LT (Zigurs & Buckland 1998) 4% B ¥ 4 4 28 K2 7
B 0 3R F AR R 69 T ik & 38 4% oy A7 o T 4 F Baron and Kenny (1986) P 4% th Z #:5 F 4~
SAG TR BREHETIN=ZFE > FTHRZPIAMRRZIGL - G4 BRESEBEH
TANERABELE AR BBYRAHRSEAREYDE = vHREBESER ¥
BB GERMNR — g A2 R P AR AR KA - B b ey AR SRR
BBERR > BAS —FH > BEYAHRAYHOARER ] - mERFEF =T
FRPT R By ARG BRI ENT - BrffSs TR, MR -

(=) BiA1EE (fit as matching )

Be A #E A by #7185 #8440 Van de Ven and Drazin (1985) Fr#tx= " ## %%, (fit as
selection approach ) 6944 - 3%.2% Bl 75 T W AE 48 B 4 "B ey sE AR A £ (deviation) #2)% ©
HBili 2 e 73 ARV L R e R Ak R 2 o W AR 7 L Bo A B S OR D 4 TR KR
A A EBRA R KA R BB (Venkatraman 1989) o #R b ik RIGHEA I A 4
HNF F 0 12 Venkatraman (1989) 75384 W SR ML EH S ThAHGROPED
mMABRZE o JREP AR E S MBIl REZ B RAE TR R SE L T NGRS REST
WE o ARFFRBER T T - REF R 774 3L 3 e 3] 2 S35 72 R wg 91 31wk A A AH
W2 R AGEN - Hib FoR TR AR AR A AR EEZIRRSE (5 F) #f
(&~ 1K) X BB IR » Bpiam oy 2 A28 B b Bodi A2 & B & ¥F - 47
kAR (WwE1PFT) ° Bergeron et al. (2001) JE 3B 09 5 ik 5T A A ol 5 ~ 148
ol TR S a4 M E ROR G EBERE R ET S A Red e ek (S E R4
M%) LA B AR BLili o) BRI A BT o R BRE ik A R Rk

(ANOVA ) #2%% % 5#r (residual analysis) °

A5 3L

A e # 20k
!

P

= &

f%fm i, 3 4% i % o
Peo=

i ®

\\‘%

fr’ﬁ;k?, Tf\ué
E1: BoafEny

(PY) FZEER&ERY (fit as gestalts)
# REAE A #2Van de Ven and Drazin (1985) Fi&itieg & 422 (system approach) #8
L > AL ER & REBE M B A8 Z AR 4609 B (holistic patterns of interdenpdencies) ° Miller
(1981) A7 % & #r a4 4 7 % (new contingency approach) * B #9.&F A % B % e £
h 40 B P ) R B — By AR IT o Venkatraman (1989) 32 2% JLis A& & & % SLAS A 2k 04 £
EMH o KRR SRM A — B - BRAMm T 0 TRKTE - AR EBRH TR E
HREMZ MG (wB2AF) -
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KRB E RORE L THA R BRI REA oS 0855 s& s
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(f) BEBEEZ=IERY (fit as profile deviation )

A A ERAB AT ER T AARIEAN AL AL REEREEASE  RE
K& & £ - )M Van de Ven and Drazin (1985) Pkt ey A & 2 (pattern analysis
approach ) ° Venkatraman (1989) %4 " ARMREE T AEAF 2 % FLAY 1 40 h SR 38 8 0h Sk
4 3t H A4 Ak el Rk o #aakk (effectiveness) LA A &ML eg &% |

RELEE = ROy T iR R BR R P A A £ FE AR K o B BRI NF © T 4 B Venkatraman
and Prescott (1990) & Bergeron et al. (2001) FF$%2 5 ik » #5502 3] b 4 2k BLIAT 04
A10% A &2 B#ER (ideal profile) #9K & » 2 5 KA K & 8 oy T34 m & A/E
BB BIESE A K LA R & S Ry T3 AT A 2 FA A P ey 3E A (SLBp 2 vk B
) o kAE o BRI KM ARG AR E TR ERSL  §E2R
AR A 0 R TR AR RS — % TR ERE AL 0 Bl A e R4 (sl
B mE AR Es AN BEE) MR TRMAIMOEZEIRERLS (BHEA
) AR THmHFRALCE (E—HRLrAR) > mBARLAREEReRE -

78) HEEER (fit as covariation )

HGERABRA YRR LE - AR EHOPERARY > L ERT - gEH
AT 2 0948 B 4 B BT 2 3069 P9 R — B BL £ (internal consistency) 0 o P9 3R — B a ¥
BRAADE  LoPoy T RE - BPA R R AL 0 o AR MY R
RIS - A2og A TR o A AR B A RAE AT O E A > LIMBAE T — B
MmANEE REEEANRAZTSNIIFZER  AARE - QB R MA0EEESFF
( Venkatraman 1989 ) -

He R AR 0 AT 7 ik T A RAR BB K o4 (EFA) RB=sMt B & 44 (CFA)
AR ER 0 AL ABRFEM R F o ik o B AT 0 T R B AR A — [RS8
# (latent variable) * AT HBMHEERN 77 LR ATR S HE WA RFBBAMK
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( Venkatraman 1989) ° MAARBF ReYBEX M 5 » THRM = B % o #7 7 % (second-order
factor analysis ) Aw AR T4 HZ A (Jw B3P )

AT e B AR RS S E RO BB RS T E LA LRR MW
7R 5] By SRk Bl BB L R R a9 e R o Rk o SRS SRR BU B 0 R R4
S B 849 9 #7 77 ik AR A] (Van de Ven & Drazin 1985; Venkatraman 1990) » VA ## & ¥} 5
g Be il 64 % XA B AE 69 3% AR £ M & kLA 09 4 R (Drazin & Van de Ven 1985; Joyce et
al. 1982; Van de Ven & Drazin 1985; Venkatraman 1990) 124k #%Bergeron et al. (2001) #4934
B Sk 4 AR A B A £ LAY 18 A AT %ﬁW’%%’$W%%§%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
AR > WAL A RS BEITRE - B A BRI & @) 5813 3 e
E IR R g BOR S A AL B 2 R g B $ e iR AR A -

%, £ 2
S8 ik

B A

IT e £ 351

IT g Bzt ¥ s Zor 4
Y R Eapt

Faxor IT

IT %8 DF AR

B3 : HERER

R EERBEERERERZEERRE

B AT 0 BER A B 70 B 4G A SR vk B il 04 B0 B R IR T AL KR ] AB R eE MR R LA R
FRREEHOGHE  EAHEm T BRA VRGOSR H IR EBITEEAR 5 R

JE B ARIRTS 198 (Bergeron et al. 2004) o v ATH A BIT/IS S A % 5wk o4 Be il 547 B 38
R HEHAERRE BT A S AREEEL R - R > AR E L RAA
ﬁ*’%TV%ﬁ%W%%&ﬁ% LI L o Fah ek B B vk 1A SR 3R B R 04 SRnE
waET% R B R T s B A AT R AR R B AT IR SRR R
%m BRI BRERERER  RTREFZS 7R A4 (RAZTERAFHL) - R
%mk%&méﬁ%ﬁﬁ%’W%W%% 2240 o ABTRBFAE b R F AR RRE R
ARt (FRATHBRE) AL — “Hke4E4" (Asoh et al. 2003) -
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Becerra-Fernandez and Sabherwal (2001) % 4| F 4 4 364K % B T oy TR #5344
BMERARAIRETEGEEEATE R THEBEMRR - 88EFIHRII691592 TAEH a9 F
%Tﬂz\ﬂ Mo Be i B 42 43 2] T3 K o Choi and Lee (2003) RS fo 3 B 22 327 2
IR ASREGR S BREA  WEIHAEE  ARARESR o X RLERE L S
%&%&&@&%ﬁﬁﬁ%%@&%%%ﬁﬁ&’%%éﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁokﬁy
Truch and Bridger (2002) 7R4% th — 8403k 8 22 vk Foill 2 LAY o e s A o > Soil i 42
Sowk 6y ] 64 Res B AR A R B MR R E R R F o AAAISORSE N EE A Hw
ABR I o EEARAR N ) P 0 1 B ae iR R 0 R G B R 69 Reg S gy 4 ol
H 04 SRk Bl H A LR AT R R B HIRE M E o B 0 AR TAE — Ak m s K
(Task-Technology Fit: TTF) & 38 i1+ 4 #1632 3% (Adaptive Structure Theory: AST) * Im and
Raven (2003) #2 th — 1%k & 2 £ 48 (KMS) 4 atFodi X - oot R5h » B Ty TAE4F

z‘%

M R KMS 45 iy & ] 09 Be. il 63 BKMSH9 18 A B 4K - R o sLAF & R AR R A
AR LaAadHMBENEITETEINE
AW —ROAH R T ERAAMETERATERAEORBEZHE - —

# 2 Abou-Zeid (2003) Z#F % ; B — &Asoh (2004) Z BT %  H ¥+ Abou-Zeid (2003) ¥A
Henderson and Venkatraman (1999) Ff#% & 69ITSAMAE A & JL sk - A5 3 64 IT 5% AKM
RS TR, > A5 IEAR A Jo 3l B 3T Rk B AR A (KMSAM) © H22 2 #0656 J& ¥1KM vk
A8 BB 0 AR AR BT A AR ol M AR RAT SN R R Tik 8 8 o H & Abou-
Zeidty# i - ££4] i Buckman Laboratories & 18 £ B /754 > £ KRB KR EHRAM T HE Y
Hr o FE 14 © Asoh (2004) BP YA JbKMSAM 2 ¥ 3418 4% » 4t ¥ 81 21000 K 89165 K 2 3] Lk
K> AP~ (mediation) #9 5 Bl AT iR BT AR E T - SFRERBEAT > o F
Soug KM SR & by SR vk B 18 04 2 3T 40 AR R R B AR E My o

o HAGA Bl Jo sl B 22 SRR B @ A9 BT 58 0 #0%Rdw T Uzzi and Lancaster (2003) 32 2% %0
oy AR Y R AR Aok e B (tie) SRZ MG ELIE o TR A A MBRBE Y e o kb o
A AE S 2 @ L L + Bierly and Daly (2002) 75 328 & 488 P 7~ [F) b S 28k 5wk ok 78 1 ol by 3R
wE AT By AR Z 5 Bedn 1§ 30 AR — 20 - Wang and Belardo (2005) ¥ALucent Technology A &) 2
BEEFARI LR - FRERBAT > R ET L RE IR E TR Moy R & Bl g kiba
B A% 8 32 0 TAE %03 o Shih and Chiang (2005) 7R #] A & 89147 R K & ¥ LA
EH R BARETERS  AERGIAN TR E LR R 6y B E o o HTRE R
T B ES 2 L AR F X R eEBLil 6935 % o Masa'deh and Kuk (2007) B 4%
BARF - BT AETM » DEFEFRITE A M Bk F - DERITHR
3]~ RATOYIS AR P & B ~ MLER RO RITOY TR M) JE 48 Z Aol - ek &t @ fs - 123k
BT R RS EehiR i 0 3 REBATE MR © AlAmmary and Fung (2008) VA % 37
MEFEFEQAEERYBATRE AL R BRRES X R Mok Rk 0y Bl @
BB MR Bk o
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BEALF PR - MO AR FkE RS 0 12 5 BAEARIE R R HE M
— AR RIEH BRI EE A2 R BN E T AT A
AR 0 S B AT 0 AR R BB e MR T NS R T GEE 0 A B kiR AT
PIIRZA R LAY ¥ > % — T & dRAERER TR A A REIL > Ho
BE RGN LA L B ERRE o Wb RFFRBAL ST AR 0 A
M % AEELE S 0 BT R TR T

2R FE
—  BEREREERBEIANRIE

AAF R 5 EAEL » B ¢ Sodk S A« FR B A RS seik S A L
B hwkErid o o o KB R I% A Venkatraman (1989) FF3Z ok » A5 Sk B il A & AL & 4o

e T o & FEFZAR 5] T ERA o

(—) FNGHETRRRE

Jo 3k B T RvE R B A 4e 3k R w8 (Asoh 2004; Zack 2002) o fmik Rk % T A A X BFRY
o fT IR SR BAL R BT H 0 oA K B AR 0 Ao 3RA Bl eg 48 o 4t 5 mdeE
B HRE T R &L T AR E A e R s BT AR IR B AT L AT 69 E B 4 (Asoh 2004) © B
Bl R ER KR T &R KM 0 — & A KA (codification) #9543k 2 vk - FAGHF
T AL f A E X X FH KT ARG GRAR > BEHKXTEETARL% A4
JBo~ XAFE RS . B — &1EAAL (personalization) #9%m3kE B Kwg 0 £ R ARG N F
A MAACSHER 78 0 RERF Tt o5k - L35 d Ik E XL AR 6y 4@ Z 8
1% ¥& (Choi & Lee 2002; Hansen et al. 1999) > A #% & & & % I Choi and Lee (2003) Z#F %

P18 > {# M Likert-type 75 R E &k - L P A HAL KRB S B LA 44 mEAILKRS B A4
o

(Z) RREAMBREE

A#t 4% Bergeron et al. (2001) AR F oI &K > A RE EAMKER T RS *
EHFERNRRT > ARAARE - ZEREHATRARGEE - LG wE
58 L ITey B4 % (IT planning and control) ~ IT ey I #E E (IT acquisition and
implementation) » & #&{& A IT (Strategic use of IT ) * AIT &3z ey F A (IT environment
scanning) ° Ak d & & 4% Hl Bergeron et al. (2001) X #F % 78 - {& M Likert-type 7% R Z &
& o L PITOy R BN yE R A O 5 TRy FEIRSLE B R A 9A 5 kA AITH A 64 5 ITH
Bt FE LR S

(=) FMHAEIERRL
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AU RAG S R R £S5 - BB EKMA R AT 250 E 0953k on § A4 % 4
JoB B E - AABRIEDIEATY TS MRS > RH L EZGETH B E 0 Ao
W T iF s LB RAR » M dEd RIS Eey Kl - M@ F % AR ENEH N
MM AR E R E L o Ak iRk T WA RO E 0 BPAMBIETIRET T T
#9F % (Ahn & Chang 2004; Chen & Chen 2006; Lee et al. 2005; Schultze & Leidner 2002) °
Chen & Chen (2006) & = B1995F £2004F 4 Bl 402k & I ey A8 B AT 22 » 48 s 3k B 32 4
B EAE M T R S 0 2R AR AT M EIRIE (BA BRI ) EITHEN
MY o BAFRAEMAIZ 5 X BATBRELGRZIHAE - WAL REEE
F gk on B BAL R F ook B o A EE A Yu et al. (2004) Z#F R FE 4% Likert-
type 7 RE Bk o L P soilisn H B EASA ; Mmte A H 2odh TE A S5A -

—BFEHMRFEWNENE

RARFFRIHAFA LR (survey research) Ru& - AimBrdm ey Bl A A H L £ 5 A ik
FTREBER - MARAER 7S 1000 K K&K ~ 500 KARF K A 100K £ kK 69 B &
Bt KR - EERVSELARTRGRERA S XA S LY LR E L EHEEL LR
o Y R B R R A AR Al e Rk

Bl AR R EF S KT T EEEEH 2R HERMATH —L2F
B o HFARPTREIARAZLE BR KM KU 0 A 3 P 5 ) A Rp 22 B R BF E
Z AR B A EFRIE R F AIE TG AR ey s A A sty B A& o SR A
HRLFABFIZERELEZIERL A EH A BN ABR A EEGE LR RGN
B 2B o AN ARFE R B IR SR T R g L AR R M ey Bl T 0 %
FROHREIERAZANNEAAMFRITEERIRORELIMEOAELE - M A
FHEBZH > BaoFRAR BT AR o AP REFEI3000 M A 0 rk R A
16947 » B F 513.0% * de ik TH R T E 8 BRI & o Bk - A 2 EDK R 1614
B E 512.4%

&34k # 7 JE4R £ (non-response bias) Z & H KRR A AR AR EZRR » RHF
RAFEFHEMBERBEI A A (366) &% = (FF) a8 ML EE—FHF
FETFIHRE - L RBTHEMGEARSCEZARELEMEEBAZZR - 3L
sh ARG HERAEHRTY 0 FETAEIMEN A SR REHGA T LR —RRE
& %5t X (perception) & &R BF > BP R 5 & & 3L F %% % (common method variance) #4 ]
Ao JLRF R R AmAFER 03E 0 T RER G H AMRA (linear confounding) M & 4 3%
(Podsakoff & Organ 1986; Schwab 2005) ° g7 AHF 7 A7 38 & o A A4S & R A AN 3]+ B
BHREHEAILZ A BEFREF LA XR T HERGEE - Bk AR
VAE AT TA R 45 5650 1R 09 AR e A4 ) 2k 5] 77 ik 4 69 & & (Podsakoff & Organ 1986) ©
R RAEWNAGHEE T ERZ LR T T A ANEZYGEIERFEZTF  AATTHE
AEE -~ AAXFME  MABBRERE. FHAREKRLR F RS ROHEE - i K
HERA AR S W AR A PR E R FA3R0E (Harman' s one-factor test ) 2R A3 £ 5] ik
GREZRERE - BITTHRENTRFONMAREG T YPTA BT NIRRT EE T o4
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(exploratory factor analysis) ¥ * dy R¥dh ey B & 547 & R I » 7T 22 BUH B4 AL KA
RE REAFE-REEAGER  BF @R FeMEY R 2/#2338% BTN
TR T ELAL R BB E PRI R BH ARG R B BLERR £ 69T AT

B A EER

— RAEEFEH

AFF R E OGN A ARAI00E499A M 691537.9% 5 & EAJN AL EE L 5 ¥ (15
571%) » RRLBMHBE (329%) » mARERN R4E10% - 2R FFAFLL S #
(#91575% ) 5 8K 5 W A30~50RZ M (K#1E40%) @ RGLBRAKRERA LS
F (1582%) s THEFE RS LECEA L BAEERAATH - AR ETH & E - AT
B RA — R ey o iR N 3] e IR AR REA B AT R A o

— s Bl REt

AU R I S E ey TR o ARE £ BAR MR R B R 2P o & RBT 0 mWEE
B HA B AR R p < 0.01 e9BE 2K o JA T Se kT Rk B R R A AAT I S R Ak
0 4 BOR L Se ki n H SL4E R R 0 SRS B AR B ) HERE AR B o JRBP 0 ER
g 4ok TR B ATALE S 0 AR RS R R 3R S 60 A2 A B4k A E A LA
B ekt o H RH RS EEERS -

&2 BUAERET R

b3 4 Mean | S.D. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1.7 %1t 480 | 0.93
2 A8 AL 470 | 0.83 | 0.66
3.ITHY L E] L4 41 501 | 0.89 | 059 | 0.61
41Ty RS2 5.14 | 0.88 | 0.64 | 061 | 0.72
5. w4 AT 490 | 085 | 061 | 062 | 0.82 | 0.74
6.IT 3R 35y FAL 474 | 082 | 059 | 0.63 | 0.63 | 0.67 | 0.72
7. Swiksn H 473 | 0.86 | 062 | 050 | 0.58 | 0.61 | 0.64 | 0.63
8.AE A H skt & 453 | 0.87 | 061 | 056 | 0.58 | 0.65 | 0.68 | 0.65 | 0.82

3%: l.n=161"°
2. P A BIA BB p <0.01 09BE X RE (KT o

=SEXRE VERH
AR SeH] A B B & 5 A7 (CFA) BT8R 6912 ~ 2 ARA] o AEQS 3K BY i 17535
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PR & 5H 0 o R BreE & v vl R AR K S H R R B B T AT R AT R SRR K e B
BRBT o Aok e Rk A E T A AL R ﬁid’é’mwr‘lﬁ (kspd) R B & & #7&]
AR 2 3 640, SF‘HE‘TE (Hair et al. 2006) » % F f#l X @ FaANEEE Y A7 F - MIRZA
A% BT RBREMR o4 ERETHAAAZAF AT ZRME H505 °
M &AL FEE IR A M A R T
(=) s BRRX 1 ¢ 2df =2.15 (x2=19.31; d.f. =9) » CFI = 0.99 °
NNFI = 0.97 * RMR = 0.03 * SRMR = 0.05 > A4 #9Cronbach’s a &0.91 ; %4
M5 4093 -
(=) R FAMLEEEERX 1 ¢ Ydf =221 (x?=810.23; d.f. = 367) * CFI =
0.89 * NNFI = 0.88 * RMR = 0.054 * SRMR = 0.05 - A#% & #3Cronbach’s a &
0.97 ; #&15 5098 -
(Z) sk BB EHA ¢y 2/d.f. =4.60 (x2=137.89; d.f. =30) * CFI =0.94 *
NNFI = 0.91 * RMR = 0.042 * SRMR = 0.045 » A#; & #5Cronbach’s a %0.96 ;
HAMEE %097 ©
WA K & R1F 5 3R g F A3 F AR & 09 CFISLNNFI 1K 74 72 38 69
0.9 Z P > {2 JRBEVF0.9 - B ER M T > AR AR REZHETHES
é‘]# B2 N o KR % HB-FH % RIWIE (average variance extracted, AVE) 4 #1 » 3t
PAZELMRGRARBLEGANTFYEERESN  AERTH R B LS
’57\&}“"; o R L 693 T - & A (convergent validity) ¥1E 5]2% & (discriminant
validity) * L PR HBREZFI N LB LA FHE EMR TS Al R THL%E
A S A E - AR M /8 X 520.5 (Fornell & Larcker 1981) ° 4o k3P » FF A A4
BRZFHERMEY K05 - B KT RZIHBL TR RAF  sboh 0 BRI
Ty F 34 4 A B &R H 4 M 2 A8 B R BT A AR e s R B 0 AR R A R 3
% I Z A R K48 Bl % $F 7 (Fornell & Larcker 1981; Segars & Grover 1998) ° 4w
K3ITT o HAKLTHEEMREZM  HFEHALLAMNGRZTFHFE  BTEHE
TAE o AR FRAA — AR ILE FI R

*3: FIHEEMINE REBARBTHER

v 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. A #Ak 0.69
248 AAL 044 | 0.66
RRUNOE IR CELS ) 035 | 037 | 0.68
ATTHIFEIR L3 B 041 | 037 | 052 | 0.72
5. R k4% AT 0.37 | 038 | 0.67 | 055 | 0.61
6.IT 35y FA 035 | 040 | 040 | 045 | 052 | 0.61
7 Sk H 038 | 025 | 034 | 037 | 041 | 040 | 0.75
8.4% A H kit BT 037 | 031 | 034 | 042 | 046 | 042 | 067 | 0.75

SR H AR LT G R IIRE XL - MIEH A A A BAR B R A
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sdh o ARt g AR A YCFA L RIEMBE R - KT % 5+ Noar (2003) FiE 84
Fik o FAEI TR EFREX mum@éﬁiz&m — R IBEX G4 0 R AR
A (null model * 75 BF &baseline model) » ¥ — H %4 X (one-factor model) * — P12 & 48
Bl 69 B ZHE X, (uncorrelated factors model) + — F¥ H. 7% 48 B &9 B £ BL X (correlated factors
model) © =% B g #£ X, (hierarchical model) * & X e B 4577 o Ll JE &4 X AR (@
FFAE R 0 BB R A5 AR e RAPTT o W RAN S FE A X RAEIGIZT A H » F0
AR XL E b B X A Rl IS AR R B LA B E o 3 T — {2 & 4n
MesE F8RX | s > L x¥d.f > NNFI* CFI - RMRASRMR&I{EEE R % RiETH2 0
ARAE W TR —EEBR ) 89y Ydf = 499090 TR B VT IR A S 2 AR #E > H A NNFI
CFI » RMRASRMR &AL K7 T —r B Ao B X ) & T BB, wik
ﬂ%ﬁ W PR ) e &CARE AR T M E AR FRX AR

C HwR A —F o Ak BREm T T EEX ) AREMEES Y 0 TR
i WABEUERREL  KRFREFACS I T BB | s9CFAL 4 LR A
BEEATERE X TAE -

=4 BHRFRAEEEES

%2 d.f. x ¥d.f. | NNFI CFI RMR | SRMR

JiE B K 1028.17 15 | 68.54 — — — —
£ — A K 44.87 9 4.99 0.94 0.97 | 0.033 | 0.045
— P a0y B K 97.79 9 10.86 0.79 0.87 | 0270 | 0.370
— [ HLA AR B 04 B R BE X 20.00 8 2.50 0.98 0.99 0.021 0.029
A 9.91 7 1.42 0.99 0.99 | 0.013 | 0.018




A EERB ARSI BB R B REN NG ERENCTE

197

# #At

18 A1k

IT #9333 ¢
7 4]

S$oug 4k A 1T

IT 3549
i
BB

# #At

18 A1k

IT #9333 ¢
7 41

IT 495 B gL
EE

S$oug 4k A 1T

IT 35 H)
FR

H%%mﬁk///ﬂ\
#2E /////

Rk A
R

—MEE A AR 6 B F AKX

# #At

Soik 1

18 A1k

s

IT #9333

% 5]
IT &% B g2
ZE
%ok A IT e i

Garsd i

IT 3 H)
FMR

-

—Mfe A ey B &

# #At

18 A1k

IT #9331
7 41

IT 494 B gL
HE

S$oug 4k A 1T

Rk A
P

IT 3 H)
FMR

B4 : FAEEXLLEE




198 ENER8® F+/\B& FH

M - REREREE
(—) HEFLER

B AT R A G A GRS KR PTIR HAR A o R AR A RER A R
— RSB ERA IR B B AR — Ay B AT A G940 B S B PT 280 N
3 — 3tk (internal consistency) 3% > MmN —HMEEHER AL BE - Ldey TR
|tk | B s R RS 0 TR S — B %A (latent variable) o L4 RHA
P RRAR AN FAL 0 ARWE A R ] o W RRAR A Bl AR L AR AT A4 0 IR T g
— B AR R RBRIA R F o TR L RE — AL A B
M % ( Venkatraman 1989) -

AR 4% Venkatraman (1989) #93m it » B R LG R ey 547 7 FTH AR FHE X 5
¥ (EFA) EBR#EMWE £ 54 (CFA) AmiAiks A2 AR E £ obr el 7 ikt - 5
4k » AR ¥ Anderson and Gerbing (1988) #2098 » A 5 H £ FEWE E b - %2
Bl H F Mg BMER S AR RATHAMRE SRR E o b &26948H
FEEFTAE - SAhd B oA HAEEE p <0.0016988FKE - Hb > LA S
Kok o BA R H PR E G 0 ARAK & d R SR £ F 2 AR Bl (Bollen 1989) ©
HEd Lo FRAZ SR > KA @2 R e 5s B & 247 (second-order
factor analysis) ik * 73R EARBERF RATREZAEE - GESHARERETAH
do BB ZAFABEE p < 0.001 0988 FKE o W Fuk BT 4o 3k E I Sk 0y B ML
R (7 =085) RAMEN LHETI% » HE T AIRPTIH AR o 05 B £ o3k 8 22
B uls F AR TR B 3 — B R AR 0 A IR 0 A R A -

0.82%H*

% 4t 2
45
PR L

B A v

0.89%**

~ 0,855

Fonly 18 i e
o e R 07
0.86%#* "

(R*=0.73)

IT e 3] 22 4

0.94%** 0.93%**

IT shjEPgr: §

K AL A

R IT w55 p < 0,001

x Hd.f. =288 (y* =37.41; d.f. = 13)
NNFI = 0.95

CFI=0.98

RMR = 0.023

SRMR = 0.032

E5 : HERERIEEE

IT %5 % ik
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(Z) BEEE RS

RFF AL F AR B AR — A A Z A (fit as profile deviation) - 4R34k %
TP R g L R i A SR AR R R 64 SR B A B AR o AR Al 2 AR AN SRk B @ AL & &M AN o
AR (ideal profile ) % B4 M ¢y % EA2E (Venkatraman 1989 ) - & W ey %2 %
FERE > R THLOBER MO REAKEL LI - MR - EREZH
WERRERS  ARKFLABGHLE -

B4R 3 T ok L s R AMA K e Rk R H AR AR BE A
HF 55 B SR B R AR R e A B RORAT 00 AT 10% HRA A F] (n = 17) E AR AR A
(calibrating samples) * AR AR AP Bt dhey " RAEARRE | - E R E L e E
T Seug S SRvg K ARAT R S0 T o AR T 8990% BAAR A (n = 144) AL A K AR A
(baseline model ) * 4k A B & 245364k (Euclidean distance ) =+ A sl A2 AU ¥t A% #EA% K
Z M ey f AR £ 0 LA R AR £ BP AR SRk B @ 3T A8 A R A MR B AZ R 0 F ARl £ I AR
Y ZERE AARKINE - KOTSRS R AT X, A B 60 S
MR BRI FAEIEAEG T e T

8 —
,£$%£=‘Q]%—&f
=1

Hovb X=H A L7 A 0 6 3
X =B AR (c) AjE-TH e
j=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8

W RSTIAF 5 o MR £ Sk B I 2 g AR B A B B B AR B - BE T8 LR
A1 04 S 3k Rk S R g R AR B R 0 B B BB AR R ey — B R A R (KRB
W#RH 0 misfit) o RERIEHAMKG AR OE - B HoRELERLE 0 T AR
EWR EHL D ;T2 BT RERARIREEERZIH AR LGP EME -
B AR A £ AL IR & B R R AR -

&5 © fHM R B AN B IR MERA R B R

AR AN S AR 64 AR £ MR G Sk AR
sk mnil (L) AR -0.71%%% (n = 144)

31 *kp <0.001
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(=) BeetERY

AHR AL R BRABA (fit as matching) Av A BREPT 3R B X, » 75 K048 B o 2%
PR R EEEF R % AR T R e A R E B 0 ARG 232 RO B 64 {E 1A (Cragg et al.
2002) - HF A EBI L HERGFA RIFH R RAFZNERL I A ZZBRAELS
LERE LK PREBEHMYEZER N RARLELS  mAERH Eo)—BM - &
ABEABRGERTRSG - AR RM S » BRBRFENFHRSL © F— 0 AT RGEER
TR AL & Sk SARKA 5 B = B B AL 1 Sk B 2T ek R
WA AT AR AR B K ER E RN - B = HFEMHMIETR B
i TRy MR B 2 RN EREEZR I TRERFREKENDELERZE
IFay -

WRONH Z &R T4 RO RTHE IR I AR AR R T G P (Me =
4.60) » &St (n = 78) MK AL (n = 83) W o b SéhsmeyseikE
PP W g S wk A SRR A R R R 4 ) 09 48 AR L rs = 0.687 (p< 0.001) 5 KAk 2 4a 64 S 23K
PR R P ek SRR R R R S M 6948 B R B s = 0.418 (p< 0.001)  BAT B A
= 4 AR A BE A0 SR AR S A AR AL 0 TR RE AR Y J ol BT SR W B SR w SR 3 2R R A AR ]
BEIET S 125 T A S 4 208 4 ) o 4 e B Mk 3 AMIK A AORE 40 ) 4 ey A8 B
Moo E— SR A RETZ AR ENER BT AN Z R MO EREKE Z=
2.466, p< 0.05) * BT ST B A B AR T+ Jo 3l B 28 R0 I SRR SR 22 B
EEAREGA £ o TFBP » b 5 8 AR AR B A S 3R 2T RE L R eE B AR R
M6 B il i — 3t ML A R KA R LB A BT o L4 RERI T RL AR A 6y
HBEL 0 AT E S BB R AR o LR AR AT

76 | BHE HERRBERZIGE R

550k B A (n = T78) & F 3k B 2L A (n = 83)
& T T z°
Fo ok 1 SRk F 3 B T Rk
FL S T 0.687% 0.418%k 2.466*

A E KRG AT E RSB T AR P AR EE Y
b BB ZAE AR & 5 SRR e A8 AR BOKOMER B B e A A B R A K G ¢

7 - Zrﬁ,‘,I = Zr

1, (1+r
; Zr=—In| —_
\/ 1,1 g 2"(1—r)

k& p<0.001 5 ¥k p<0.05
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R~ 53t

375 & AHAF HIE 093 (Argote et al. 2003) © B b 0 KRFF 5 BP VA S sk A 2T SRk BT A8 T A&
Edh o TR IRE IR A T R Y RS B 5 AT o IR T ARIE KR IR ST S Ao
% PR R FL AR A S 0 BN R R A BRI o &) R F By vk EL il s (R g B A
A A A Z R RFRASEA) R RERBE T THROTTAERE  FEE T R ET R
Sowg LR wg M B SRR 2T 2 M) 6 R AR BT W o ST 4 3L RAF 04 S il B SR A Ak o AT I SURK
M ZF 0 L Alavi and Leidner (2001) ~ Bhatt and Grover (2005) ~ Wang et al. (2007) #9
FRABLFR - RAELSEEMGITRA S TRALAEL S - MR IR TR
Wi AR BB 0 BT E e sk Al R F IR A R ER T e gt
1 A EGANBRF YT TRt o sooh o RFFRPTE L6 Sk B T8 g BL AL
T~ #¥Masa'deh and Kuk (2007) #2Truch and Bridger (2002) A7 $% % B 8% K, ¥ 64 % 3 vk o2
AR Rk M ey Bo il AR A B AP R AR RS A LR RS R RS Ey S
BBAR AL

w AT Peik R - 48158 A do 8 PR o AT T B IA A 2 B AR oY 38 i m R A X
W - R - IRBP 0 2 AR FITRE A 6938 » AR TR 4 B 38 S Al ey By A8
3% P I 564 (Bhatt & Grover 2005; Kim 2001) » 348 H 2k % B W3 09% 24 K (Grant
1996) VA $H B &% 64 % % 4] 37 (Garcfa-Morales et al. 2007) © Btk » SR8 IT a4 % 2 35 AE it
Jo 3k B PE R B FLIE AT g 0935 0 BP ST ARG S ik B FE AT AL e B K B T (Mahapatra & Sarkar
2000) * AEAF 4 BRAT AL & B 09 IR LT RS (Alavi & Leidner 2001) © #24) 3530
IT IR A% AR & 4o 3k B 2L 6942 B) % (enabler) (Alavi & Leidner 2001; Davenport & Prusak 1998;
Wiig 1995) » i 48 4% & A8 4 7~ ) 6 S 3k % 28 R4 1 B IR AE 64 B SR A B B © f]dm
F) R S 3k 48 45 R o sk MU 1] B9 5E 5 (Wakefield 2005) @ #8807 F 4K 3 & Rawik » A7 4w
OO BEEE LB I o Jhib > kBB AL R D EA T M2 5 O T 3% ks kel Al
¥k B F > MAFE T (Tiwana2000)

B A SRR B IAAZ (process) P 0 T X EM A AA R A R EFTE  XH4F
W TAEAAR AR T A WEBMRAGH % AR XHEAK  BEEGHR &
FHAGE - BEALIREE R A ¥ NI F (Tiwana 2000) » M HF — & AFHE A Se 3k 8 209 RAZ P
WA il B 2 hF A o ] e se ik 69 AL € 4L (socialization) PSR T A A X T A A A T H
T ey /14 (Kinematics) * TR EHALAG I >4 7 X BB EE T ILEMS - 548
B 09 AZ - S8 VR VAR ST BE SR AT M AR AT B 15 308k 45 5 (Nemati et al. 2002) 5 & fw 3k ey 4b
#R1L (externalization) FEEL » 7T H| A £ K £ 4 0 S 330 IR PT AR AE 2 1 B T AAS B A e 344
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ik (Kidd 1987) » 3t /& IR B AL > Ansk BREE o o Jo AR VT {8 So s S RAZ 1T A 0K 5 AR
5 A feikeh AL FL o AR A #HRSE (data mining) & 34K R M B AR A o 2
T AN B 4 B H AR A H R A B 89 S SUR A (Berry & Linoff 1997; Chen
et al. 2000) » 4B 64 7 ik 3 S OH sk A AP @IS - LA A I IR A
AHAREHA - ARAZRERIAERE SO BRI A FEE - RS THE
AT S AR (Li 2002; Shaw et al. 2001) 5 1% @ sk e WAL E > THERA %
AL EREHR TR F X > AR EA NALeg o5 8 K m IR AF48 M 2 423 (Nemati et
al. 2002) © Bk A R H 8L d 415 - KM A% SRIT R % M4 % %48 B (Fehér 2002) - H
4w F] Asoh (2004) P& » IT#) fuk & 32 7T AL 5 AR 2 e 2 ik - IR EKM Fwk ey i R
Ao v MR AR B4R - BP T SR AL 4L kAR By o il B 40 - JLSh 0 AR Hansen et al.
(1999) 45 th > & M ERIRAT R 464L (codification) o4 %m 3k H L Swk - ALK SAAHE SN e v
7% 0 HL B AR &R SR AR A S AHAL 0 5 KXo AR EAF A TR AR 5 2 s8R R B AL
(personalization) 84 4m3k4 2 Awk » Al EMALAI R E VB2 P EWEA » FRLAES
EAZHEA TG ZHIRER - AEBI T -

2 A SRR EE A R A M 0 B TR R R R TS & A RERTALBEAZ
Eif o AL HOERT AN RRE SR RE LG - RTINS
F g B T s E AL A 2R AT B HR (Flde @ FAAR) 0 AR T ek
ARG EY > B B TR - MR o I 2R D EEMAAMER £ 5L

NEBRET BRI LNRRIFREFH FOERT AR BN 8] & HITERATHA
A AE KT A R A AL ENITRSER (o Intranet) 4§ B T3t
TER 5B RARFFLEE > R TR HZE LW - 7% BB 18
ALY Sk B R o B EANAARS R 7 X 0 384G 8] P9 3R 8 4 450 N [ Sk
Ao 4 B T BRI Sedlk 0 R EMEA R E i3 0 LI - 2S00 RS
S8 BT o B3GR RHITA » &+ ERFIT (4 © e-mail A% - % B3
W A RALF)  TREWNSRWHE T ERL T R R R
FAR » B4 AR T M B AL -

WA @A AR RRAEAE » 43 T2k S Ak | A T R T A
RAE | RABGEAL AR EE ARSI S BT T sk Rk B il ik
Fo KRB RIS o B R BRI BT 0 BT H Rk Bl R b 6 kAR
B R TSRS ZAL S 3 H o i S % 6 SRS AR AT IE 0 B B o H S ATRT
mE o AL ERRRAREL -

HRmT BWMARR  TRERESELF G I RELRET » ABBEEFE
AAHESR@RAE A LT AE (BFRBY) WK - BART R R - Hin
FHEL o oA — B o S B B O o o RIS e Ok - Bt AT
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Fo ik R AR A R e M RN B | 0 A Edma B o &
WM RIF A D EFRA S ERE I R I R AR MR RIFO R —K
1 (internal consistency) - PP &G 75 W & P IR /T 32 A0 o4 Bo it AV A& - B =T 44 3 RAT o Beid 4
oo TP K ABT S RNy 0 RF E AN KA AEESL - FAI AN
HA A & /7 J& (1T productivity paradox ) ‘& ¥ o b Bp vA R §E M 30 85 2R A e e 38 24
R AFF R R A3 E I E AR R & o I R Bl RS e A BR R LR 2 B4R

REEMT o WRESFRERSHH R IVREGEE  KEHFALRZ > wHZ
BE73BEXENIA 2R HEITHES - Bt O ARG ME LR
BRSO AT - SAR B A AR R B AR R BATAER - A B B A RAETR
RAEATAR B RO A HE AT AR -

_\\

s RIRWA R 73 10 B 32 5

AFREBAGHNUEE RBERLGRLEAIESR > A RS IR B &
AR ARSI RS RAHERGBE > ARTAR—EELFRH L > E4EA
H ARGy M Tk At PR AER AN HE E AR RAF A R £ 0 b
EZMARS L ER > TR A ENGAREZNSE—EAREY F & ZIRIRATHE
Fwk 4R A VAE SR B e sk o

AU RERAASENG " REEE ) HIRFARE  FRANFLITHRZET » N
RGO B o 122 Zi2mE 0 A EHATHA IR 0 KRR T AN R EeE 1Y
WA Plde t RELAERLK » ABRILKERERAGTEMS - 5 —F & RRFHRFT
FH AR REAGHEY > fle  DERBBABNTEH > ALEXOERETH
Moo Bsh 0 AR R AR L AT R L NHE IR AZ NG G E—F A8
MERP) 28 RERMI B E R I FTHARREETLE LYYW TS T ACEAL
BB A — R ey s iR LN G R M AR S KRBT R B AN A iR K ke
J& o RRTH &M % F4 K (multiple informants) #97 X, » A F A0 A S AREEAR Y
NaEl P RR AR HAM R AR E A R B ZTHH 0 — | T # R E R
ZWE (RBERAD) - —F @R TR RO (BRARKREMR) EERE -

)

KA R B A& Haleh (NSC97-2410-H-214-016)  E Lt RMELEEEZE Y
FHETR  BAFREMTE AR -
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