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s 3k % 1 2 % (KMS: Knowledge Management Systems)iZ 3§ — 75 VA ¥ 3% 403k %
1L By by & %8 4 A A % (Davenprot 1999; Alavi & Leidner 2001 ) % T #2 # 40 &% 04 3% %
N bESHEERRELRZRAD B TAEZHITER - KR > F oD EHRT]E
FTESEFHPTE N KMS » 530 2 A FARAR 0 D ELAFEFESEH T Koy KMS
P T RAARAFRFES c HA BRI EEM T RA S ESOMRE RO A B R
KMS #4324 04 oh e 72 & A 2 8 BL i - KMS o A6 A 23 THE el B sk -

A XA F AL B i@ #23% (TTF: Task/Technology Fit Theory) #9 #1%85 » 3£ 31 4n 3k
IAEHFEFHATRB 2B AR (BANE  BANE - FFIRANE B8R ) # KMS
h e & (P2D #: People to Database » P2P #!: Person to Person) < [ 44 i B¢ i 1% © 32
B — A Fe ik H KA KMS o) g A R 2 R 09 KMS TTF 8 X - £ AF EoF w6y 7
KRB ARAXHTIR B0y KMSTTF # X - A REFLBHRRER 1 (—) SIEHHHEI R
IBE RS So 3k 0E 0 P2D A 2 4 X I AE R e ST P2P A A S R B AR o (=) F
fEF AR S BB A S 3k S - P2D A 2 S X BAEFF 0L PP AR 2R - (=) #4E
TR P [R/RERE 4 30 0 P2P A R 4k R AR AL SO SRR P2D B R 4 XA S
oo (W) FAES AR NIE/MAA K #HAE 0 P2D A XL G P2P A £ R -

#H2m S 0 AU RIRE TTF eyl A sh KMS 383 F » sF RER T8
M &/sh AR P2D/P2P oy K AR B A BlAR » TR ek ey EA/BRRE M 0 A o BTN
KMS TTF B X B A Koy 2k Ko - 3T 15 4 KR #F 4% i —F #K5F KMS TTF 48 B
HRGER  HL-ERT  AXWHRMESCERNEH TR HEEERE 24
MER ERAEEATRGTREFME TS S EHET KMS 6Fay 5 F1R4% -
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Abstract

Knowledge Management Systems (KMS) are the emerging applications of the
information technologies to support knowledge management activities (Davenprot 1999;
Alavi & Leidner 2001). An effective adoption of KMS to improve knowledge workers’
tasks performance has became an important weapon for the business competitiveness
enhancement. However, due to the nature of problems, the supports needed in different
tasks vary substantially so that different spectrum of technologies is required for problem
solving along the process. Previous research had indicated that different knowledge
attributes need different kinds of systems to support (Hansen, Nohria, & Tierney, 1999;
Tiwana, 2003; Zack, 1999; Earl, 2001; Hasan & Crawford, 2003). According to
Task/Technology Fit Theory (TTF), we proposed a KMS Task/Technology Fit (TTF) model.
In particular, this model explains the fit relationship between knowledge tasks
(Tacit/Explicit knowledge, Individual/Collective knowledge) and the natures of KMS (P2D:
People to Database / P2P: Person to Person). An empirical study was then conducted to
validate the proposed model. The results indicated that: 1. For tasks which rely on
explicit/collective knowledge, P2D KMS shows better supports than P2P KMS. 2. For
tasks which rely on explicit/individual knowledge, there is no difference of supports
between P2P KMS and P2D KMS. 3. For tasks which rely on tacit/collective knowledge,
P2P KMS shows better supports than P2D KMS. 4. For tasks which rely on
explicit/individual knowledge, there is no difference of supports between P2P KMS and
P2D KMS. These results show a promising development direction for KMS. Practical
implications of KMS TTF are also discussed.

Keywords: Knowledge Management, Knowledge Management System, Task and Technology
Fit, Empirical Study
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Drucker(1993)3% 38 21 # & b ERAMBAN T AM A QBN fo ki TR L A
BT go B TRIMeRTAER AR F 5 SXMIBIE G IR E L R MR E L A
% (KMS: Knowledge Management Systems) * Hf iy 1% i KMS ) 85 48 &% F %o k09 6 5
R AL E A AT B T A F ) 4 848 B 4 51 ( Gold, Malhortra, & Segars, 2001;
Alavi & Leidner, 2001 ) - 5K » 2 % 2 3 b9 KMS 4p3R VA & 224 7 KMS » 403k 5 383k
4 5% 3 (Schultz & Boland, 2000; Davenport & Prusak, 1998) ; s A " T vA § — 18 3 &
B KMS T RN &5 KMS Bt &M@ AT - 89k %% F(Rosenberg, 2002) -
Hb #RABSEREHEOKMS  RAGHTHEA > RFLEAIEA  HEKA
HE 30y &k % (Delone & McLean 1992) - & 7 A 22 fh a3k TEH 092 & 1 » R A
GHTAEM KMS Tk ERay kR -

Earl (2001)#5 i " 18 % 32 4% T B (tools)# TAE & AT TA4F » 4 B B 424k du 3k 45 S 3
IAEHPATIAE | &AL KMS HIoB TAEH 0 ERM o ok TIEE T R Fo B IATIE
# o KMS $R 453k » W) Bh 86 o ik TAE & PATIEFS o TR o9 & B 1 B b4 e sl o
KMS %% - L /ARBEFSEH T 2oy KMS » F A 2% X8 TEHPUITER - #
o~ FEGHE TR EFERAETETHERE LGOS TH GHEK S
F ) At Bh He sk e £ & 2 5 F (Nonaka & Konno, 1998) o i 3 % AT M 69 4£ 75 » 4o 3k
e~ SR FAES > BT XA AR R RFMM A - B & T KMS
BEA R M X AEAEFS 0 AL B — TR R EER 4B KL KMS 7 4 # 64 i e
Pl AR - 3 5 44 2R & B KMS ey A -

AE A 4% i@ Fr 32 3% (TTF: Task/Technology Fit Theory)3Z £ T 4E 3¢ A X #F 52 B 2 ¢4
Wam Ak at o TTF 33 3 AL 7 60 0 KA M AL Bt b 45 M 2 ) 09 Z A8 s Ao (Fit) 1t
G BRI EEB s (Zigurs & Buckland1998; Zigurs, Buckland, Connolly, &
Wilson1999; Goodhue & Thompson 1995; Keller 1994 ) - % % - TTF 4% J& f /£ —fiz oy &
A A% > kR X A % (Decision Support Systems) » B2 ik R ¥ 3% & % (Group
Decision Support Systems)% R Fl 5 @I FF % » mede RS R AKIBE T - BT R
R B T A4 %A Moy X3%2 M 1% (Hansen, Nohria, & Tierney, 1999;
Tiwana, 2003; Zack, 1999; Earl, 2001; Hasan & Crawford, 2003): 12 &% & A & & % @& 64 #F
AR o B R TR 69 53k T RAFH ft KMS s et H - Rt se sk oA %
i KMS 2 M ey i BobE X 0 A B HEBREATIR B o) KMS @l et X - 2 dm ey '
B E o WARKA TS B % KMS TTF e R A - K EH@UERA S » &
XA HF 52 R R B A KMS 38 M 6Y R ) Bh 4 B E 2 M 1R 3% & 3l 0 KMS -

AX@er@F  FEFFH - HRNFERABBFRMER > 25K Jok T
FHEH > B ERRASL AR AR RN XS A ERE R
REXRBER - FEFHARTH RARIKAGRAR  SRBFH>TFTHRALS -



44 WEESR F1+=% 57l

i
ou

HEFERN  RFRALGI oA B ERTER - FARFHHELESH RN
AR FH o AR TR > TR KRR RER -

AN i A A AT AR R

— > MR ITEEET

5 (Task)izde dy THE X T AT 005 S > R HFERB/AGH ~ Jodk - TR Xl
FRF O FERMEFPATE o KXPTH S o) & Sk TAEH 0EFH - LT AmE L =
Bk ENEF o BAEFRBAR IR AR WA RRAERTRE K FERTR
0 X E T ART A - Bk RAVRIBAEF BATPHRE S dlko) AR E 5 1 B 09 £ 5
AR A RAE 5 i KMS % M) 64 38 e il 1% -

FoBAT R X BEETM IR AMKE F - 3 HT BT PATIEF FPT £ R
1R 48 49 & R > Davenport & Prusak (1998)3% & snik T MKty & & - B BAMERR
XFRRAUME Z2 % BF T A ST/ BB EE + - Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995)
RLf BRI BRI A BANEELEDL > TARAETA 88T MBS BEH
(25 AHAbey X4 BgEey S 7 X 2 8 - Edvinsson & Malone (1997)3% & 4u 3
BB MBS B ERF ST ARG RI T oy Sk B AE AR
B& A2 09 18 A S 3k 5 VA BB L B BR¥L AR P R 22 oY 48 %k Se 3% - Leonard-Barton(1995) 32
Lo A A G FE A B oAk R M % R o Cross & Baird(2000)
ARG R A X - BB EAE - ARHAA - AR THERRM LB
R4 > B SRR F o Grant (1996) » Nelson & Winter (1982) » Spender (1996 ) % A B35
BRI BATRGHAGFEAFSTIREM L XL BIITFRBR 2%
XM BT o g 2R &AW X G AN BEF » 1F & de sk TAE & $UTIEFF BF
ZMANKIR -

ok EEA TR K Fe B8 23 - 2 XK LT A4 W 5 @ 69 45 M T % & 3] (Lam,
2000; Collins, 1993; Blackler, 1995) - — & fn k64 N I[&/shda M - Lam(200)#% 2 & 3k by
243k 3 # @ (the epistemological dimension) ; 5% — & %n 3% 69 18 A/EE 52 1 » Lam(200)F% &
%n 3k b K B2 35 4% & (the ontological dimension) -

P[5 4 3%k (Tacit Knowledge) ¥ 4h #8 4n 3% (Explicit Knowledge) & » 1[5 4n 3k 45 49
RAEAG ~ B e AT A M B AL - BRI L E A
WHy ek 0 @45 T L ey EA sk~ oSfF > A AREE > XL BB &8
HAEF - sSBamBROARTHL  #EL TATE XF EREL - 24 R
HimA Rk wegdedh 46T Ll ey EH B EEAAZ Y X £ % 4 %F (Polanyi,
1966 ; Nonaka, 1994; Hedlund, 1994; Tiwana, 2003 ) o
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A8 A %2 # (individual knowledge) 2 %% 52 4z 3%k (collective knowledge)dn & » {8 A 4w
WAG R AEAMBAR RIGH G R A N e ol BAMBAPTHREA 09 - WIS RN A
R AR AL o MBA e £y AF AR o 8 I 3B A AR IR M i AL R
R o BERRJosRAG 0 R AR AT A ML A 0 Je ik AR K~ BT IARE R F
MGG LA » AAREM AR RA R B FEEK - BT R &R 8 0k
B ¥ 7K % (Davenport & Prusak , 1998; Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995; Alavi & Leidner, 2001;
Matusik and Hill 1998) -

Lam(2000), Collins(1993), Spender(1996)% 5= A R 5] BF 4R 45 4o 3k 69 N [2/4) Fa &
MAAFEEMEREEE  BEorwfiiB A g - EASNE  BANER - FEIAE
PR NI aE o Rk — P T o NIEEAZ AT SR A NIEe - it KRR AFFR 0
Fodk o HIRRAMBA L L NIRAERE Jo ki ds 00 R Jo ik L8 R A FE R Jo sk 0y IR S i
SN BB A S Sk PTG 69 ek A S AR GG - B RAFARAL ey Sk ) SMEERFRE R AT R L&
PR & B RS Ja ik 0y S BE Ja 3 o

EARFRY » RMBRIFEFIITHRBEZ B BERE > B EHRE > Flde
FEFPATHRB I AR BAA L NIRRT L NERRDES - o fLg 1T
JREATA F IEPIAT WAL M H AR PUT TR B Z ek ad S5 e B sh B Ry - BT i A=
BN F AL RS 0 @R A A E BT -

x— ' WEB/IME ~ EA/RFRRE AU RE RN AR EY

18 A Individual ZEEY Collective
P S Tacit P PSR A Sm 2 M (& BF BY Su 2k
4N Explicit oh B A A o 2k oh B8 AF RY S 3

= - Ml S8 % #Hi(Knowledge Management Systems)

KMS 23— TR X FE B EREDNERAT ALK -EATFRGER R ST X
ER - AN L BAE I RAE  BA > FRBER BE S BAFRRTREETY
( Davenprot 1999; Alavi & Leidner 2001 ) % Ry KMS R 3 T X ¥ 4 4% ~ 18
FEHFRE - BT HE - AHEH BEAL A @ES - FAME X% E
W sk Bk SRR X IE AL AT E  Work Flow » # 48 # 8% + Email ~ 4% b3 2
fndk oy E 5 R A % % (Davenport & Prusak 1998; Alavi & Leidner 2001; Offsey,
1997; Meso & Smith 2000; Fowler, 2000) -

KMS s &R AR EZR 2 T#kirms " AR FA | #TEREEREA
Ay wmEERER -TARBEHFA | RAMNATHBE G R FRGER SR T &
WE S XHE AL SISO XM - T FH - FAMESE FAQ  BHAMF W
BAEAR | RRAERNEREATFEMRERBO»r ZREE > wANER I T
MERE O BPAFIE A email  HHE MM GIR W RE > AFF o o Wy AT MK
BRI R KMS AR A TEMBETGRALRER AR S M
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(—) 4 KMS & & : KMS ;245 %3 KM E8e) — A A 4 # ok F A K
KM=(People + Information )Sharing 2k & KMS - T BA #£ 45 & KMS &9 K &k K
A o KM AKX P egmit (+) 45692 A0 A ARGk W Bh AL e ik nh ik 45
() Br & # R4 F A M4 B (Sharing) pr 45 o4 2 A A 1T #4838 %8 F & 12
A LA Z M 4o 2k 6y 5 F (Sharing) » Ppég ik ki@ g A A -

(=) &4 gk + KMS 4-#8 69 £ 7  Davenport & Prusak (1998) ~  Sarvary(1999)7&
B KMS @ THABTHE 2 SR 2 oW F MR > A RF R 4538 H
Bt B T ey sokiE® 5 £ o Alavi & Leidner (2001) 35 H 4 % % & #9 KMS
AT FI#ALHETEMNENFAAEREREAARBEELAELY » R X
AR 6 5 B S SR T M7 KMS o486 200

(Z) #E IT B9#FEAYE 1T &4 7 E K (Computer) #2 49 2% (Network) iy 38 #H 3% »
THRAEBREOELSBETSE IT BANEES - HoBmEEM T > IT
BRIAFE S NREZRARANER — EHBEARRYCPUERERENAKR
B RECBEMFEMERSN S = MERARE THMHGFER
BT ABAZ M43 n EF 4 (Joanne ,2002) - #F 2 s ERAR KX E T HE
HFEY mEBAREAZERBERALY BT AHEIT HEHRE -

(W) RIESosk o B R M ey BAG R 1% - B eETER "THEHE, R "TH
BT BB RELETRE R ITWBIARRET T HAE ) E%%F
B HERFERELZGEBRKILEREES > "THE | MERZHRLEH BT
BAEHT BERERAEFRERSG @REAEAVZAARBEOLEE
FR O MEMEBEHFAAAKNRBETEEIX > HEBEA AT R T Lok 4t
4 % KK R o AR B AR o

(Z) % 4 X B+ &9 B 7 38 & & B % ° Hansen, Nohria, & Tierney (1999);
Tiwana(2003); Zack (1999 ) ; Earl(2001); Hasan & Crawford (2003)% A &9 5% 22
oo bR R AR REAE A A S S Aok R 6 R IR B4 0 A8 B SRR 3%
VA Sk iy A A AR IR A i oA K e

BAALaHH  RIAE —2SREALTH TAMRERAR ) 1 T HERE

WRAA  KMS » 5534 F ¢
(—) BHEERA KMS » X4 4 P2D A © 3&3#A A B HE & I o) fe i o424

F ey 4B E KMS F 0 15 & fo 332425 5 #1403k % R 2 B 69 403k 77 B4

P RS IR T REHER > F B KM 2K b 697+7 5% 69 Bk B 7 8o fE

3t KX 4% & P2D(People to Database) B! KMS % A A% 4o 3%k 7 B A o

(=) W E B EAA KMS » X 4% % P2P A KMS © #%AF A @8 E @A - 4

RFMABMATEE > REABAZMABAOARNATFE > A oBREH A

SR EFREZXE IR > EFE > KT KM AKX P’ HEOEAR S Z

e 0 BH b 0 A XAz A P2P(Person to Person)#! KMS s A [ 403 5 Z A o

N =

m
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P2D#I KMS
B R FA
A M fo 23k 77 BR

Joi bkt Fo BRI

A

KM=(P+1)S

v

P2P FIKMS
Kol F st A A %k F
A B sasdiy F

B— : MEAEERMMAEKRINEELRD

= - E7EF B 2R (Task/Technology Fit Theory)

TTF 5838 7 Bl AE 75 A0 A& S A4 4 ) A oy il B (Fit) H 4T s e B 48 - B =3 # TTF —fix
Ab#E X, (Venkartaman 1989; Zigurs & Buckland 1998) « & TTF # X, ¥+ » 47 18 3 5 7]
RIFLF R RFEE > REAER & - B B 5 A 5 BAET 4T B oy B & B
1% ELXRIRGMGET HMEIBEFHOEARRLECATAR - ik — 452 HE
B A F i Be 40 6 (Fit profile) » =T vA A sk 42 FHE #5 45 %% ¥ 4w~ Zigurs & Buckland(1998,
1999)4% th 7 A& BF BY 4 75 ¥ = FEBERY % 3% A % GSS(Group Support Systems)zh 48 2 [ 64
AR O REAEHFESRABBD AR GSS - MAAEHS E S 58 F A ARE
DAty GSS ¥ A AR B AMAMF - 52 TTF T A AL & 42 55 S A3 o 5 % B
E—HWMANERAS > FTEFAMALG ST T AL R IBREHFERGO LA
A4 #5% 4% (Venkartaman 1989; Zigurs & Buckland 1998) o H 3k » K XAF R EAE B TR $E 2
a9 Rk A AR (SMBRBERY SN BRMAA  NIEAFRE  MIEMEA) A A KMS 843 s A f& (P2D
A~ P2P Al ) & KMS TTF # &, o
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15
LA R RN
FIT Profile A
#Hx

B = EH/AREER—RERX

CHRAEEN MR FECHFRENREERRCEERD

SR ESRNEFRTHANE BRAOBELIRATNA LB M LHEH
1% 0 A AXE K KMS TTF B X 09 23 Kot o il de F

Hansen, Nohria, & Tierney (1999)fR#£ 4} BA 4n 3k L S 4n 3k o) THEMLH » R H %75
AL g Fo A8 AL Fwk o 45 8540 R g (Codifying Strategy) & J845 B T 449 4 #8 40 3k hw A 45
B GEXMHALTY LB REMERNHA > BABAAE R R T A LEBA
1 XA % i (People to Document) 8 3 4 - KMS fe sb4p 7% S #8 4n 3k 04 64 77 S B IRAE A
Wy Bh 4n 3k 5 R H 1 A %P 13 403k o 18 AL & (Personalization Strategy) 8 7% 38 [% 14
SR A AF IR - KMS 89 B 84 725 ) 85 A $2 A (Person to Person)#y & i@ » {2 i
&M o sk 2 M) 69 Z By L 53k o

Zack (1999) & & 4= 4% 2 J& Al (Knowledge Management Application).Z & & f& F
(Integrative Applications)#» Z %y J& H (Interactive Applications) » % & F& F 58 3 Jn 3% & 2
Fo R IR L T 0y £ AR 0 RS IR A A F IUH B BB BT S B S B e A o
ZHRMAB BRI R AR LR B A B HRM EZ LS F > AL AL EY
DEERBE IR AEEFH FE > RVEEAMEZGORE - T2 XS RAHES 4
BB oYY MmAEHERA B E SR Ea R IRE -

Tiwana(2003)45 & 3E F P9 F& R SM B e 3l b TAE H = R R AN F K o REM - 3
Bl AR LA # S E A N Eamakey T FR2E T B@ua (Br P2P & A4 ) Wb
Sa k0 5 F A o AR ARG RF o A SRS S0y &AL T AE > RIST AR FTP
Email » § 7 XA 4 (B P2D A £ 4% ) ) 3 fo sk 245 -

Earl(2001) [ 5649 4n 3k B 3L 220k 4 548 7 L 4% S8R Jo 3k 0 B F B JE R SR i
M4k B 8 o F 09 F A o A3 E & £k (technocratic)#] Fl & 3R %, & ¥ 3 47 ¥ 3% 40
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PRIAEH A B BT AR RS 0 B AR A A S A3k R 1 4e 3R B SR AR 4 T AR K A8 B b
B sn i o AT & % %k (behavioral) © £ B ik~ 15IRL IR T AR S0 A
RZAE S F A ERAARAEMEEARAZH RELRY S F -

Hasan & Crawford (2003) 78 1= B 4n 3k 2545 KMS & o 5 % #5 R 1L (codifying) ¥
{2 At (enabling) M 8 o 7 Sh B8 M 04 M #F (object) #L B 4o 3k - E IR 4 A5 KMS - &
PPA R IT Gk GRS LB T AL AR S F - HAEREAST Lo NS4
ko B R AR EAL KMS > Z B AR IT 4438 ) R i AP NS4k 4 % o

AR LB Hestan  MEEEAR—FF AR FLETABRARAHENIE
/9] B8 Jo A2 75 2 P2D/P2P A KMS Z i Be Bl 44 @ — » SRR sM B el - A
P2D & 2 &4 X FALH - =~ FAEFPATH AR MRSk - @6 P2P A R 4 3%
17 o S 38 B B A7 5% B R AR5 BT 4o 3k ( N RE/ 4P B e k) 2 KMS % 4% 9 4 (P2D/P2P )
BRI BT 0 MR/ B S B AL 5 0 P2D/P2P A i W) 75 42 3 2 AR o) X 3% Bl %

xR XEAR/IMVERAMAI KIS ELE M

3LH% 91 B o A1 74 1% o
. . NELE TS 18 AAL SR

Hansen, Nohria, & Tierney (1999); (Codifying Strategy) (Personalization Strategy)
N 2 91 /6 A

Zack (1999) ; ey N

ack ( ) (Integrative Applications) |(Interactive Applications)
AL 1R AL

Hasan & Crawford (2003) (codifying) (enabling)

, o O w B R[TAERER
Earl(2001); (technocratic) (behavioral)
Tiwana(2003); ITHEAMERBRALEH [[THEANFLEBRATE
A XA H W4k P2D A £ 3% il & A P2P A £ 3%

K IR T Sekz N EE/ MRS P2D/P2P 2 R #Y R K BB 15 b 0 S A
FEE M S TR AR AEADE - BE 0 5o /BAMEA S 3k KB so 3 HAE 5 AT H R
135 e TR A A B F B B AMEA S SR R A R Bk
PPAL 3R A TAERS B 600 R 40 03 AR LR © PR » R & IR 7T s s B A/BE B 14
A BE > ATHINE - NS5 33 AR e dmag X
(—) BEBBITEBINER R

AR T AR AR SN BA e R 0E 0 kT i2 2 e 3R T Ak 4 A5 1L (codified) sk X A4S R F
R HeB LA EARATH RS aey P2D A A4% P BTRARTH G P2D 094
FEAR R MR KA R FREBERE T F R A AR PUTHE -
Blde > —fF RAETRE - A EAEE  REABEFRENALBRYES > AFEBK
BB XM Rt T ISOARREMEEAEZS FAQ W AMAESP2DAZKLIBEET
WERRBIA 0 RIFE TEFHIITZAFE o Km0 P2P A2 Hoh BB ik
MR SEATEEEA A K AE o #R 0 BT AR P2P ey gk R Ak 0 KRB A L F A= o
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{8 Jo R IR ATF 2k F Ao SbH A5 R R 4818 P2D PTAR AL 6 o [ b o ARIE AT 3K 69 Bk LR byt
oo TR B EEL E — B SRR SRS N E Sk 0 O P2D A KMS & 3%
AL 75 6 B 2 = 5 P2P AL o

K o F N AT B A A S 0 L% kR & R e BB S 2k nF - P2D A A
REBNIBEBEOEREETTERSE - REE MEARBETAREFRAXFEH
KRR R Rin > ARTREAZARRAEZTHFTRITE » XFHE T oy
AT H ~ HFEN AR F B F 0 d KA SN So SR E A S SRR 4 A BE R e R
(French & Raven, 1959; Szulanski, 1996; O’Dell & Grayson, 1998) - £ db 50 TF » #¢ 5K
P2D # A e sk G R4k 0 wAF B Repg s BRAn o R 0 M B e P2D 89 %
BARZIR -

WT 2 AT 0 & 3B A SN ER/BERY S0 3k BF 0 P2D A KMS X 3R AR B e Ak
T+ e G P2P A W g AR E e e kB A S R/ ME A Se 3k BF - P2D A KMS F 4
BB I - ML P2P AR 2 R o BRI LagstH o KRR B ARMAGEGE —
MR

® Bk — A HAEPAT RSN/ AR So ki 0 P2D A A 4 X AT 00 B AR

VA P2P R 4 % ARG 0 Bk -
® 3t — B: EAEF AR SN E/ME A Sk iE 0 P2D A £ 4 X 3R AL 69 sk it P2P A
AmERL o
(Z) BEBHITHEBAR IR

FAEGRE NS LR R T EFIRBO BB AR GBI EHEEHAY
oo me kARG AR R R R B P2DARAK I EARFEFTAHRK -
Ken » P2P Rl fEwysg ik i@ sk a ( @45 : Email ~ Messenger » #L3 € 3% - BBS #H#H &
SrBHIBF LR ) R TARAZIMFR R Ry Z3H0-F 6 0 K83 e BT 44
MERAF RE TR BmERMEREREZORE -l HESHEL—E
B ARAE N R ke e 4TS 0 BB P2P A A dueh X3k RAE R S ARSI 0k
FAEEA N sk A& > A B RIEF a4k o B b ARIE AT I 09 BRI X by 3
Wt Eey b E A SRR RS R 6 MR ke 3k A 0 P2P A KMS X #4575
oy & Z A P2D A -

R o MM ER S AR B 0 HE I 0 Sk ey EA/BERE M A R AR E T KMS Z# N
FEdm sk o 2R o A L NG Sk I ¥ A R RA B I o HEEF 0 RE R K
Ui ROGAMEE R AL A Sy f BLRE RFh FEEFEE
B AE ok R Ao g R BF B2 4o 3k (Davenport & Prusak, 1998; O’Dell & Grayson, 1998) - 4
LHGERT > ABHERZETETEN PP 24 RENBE B ZHREL > S HEF
Bk B Pak2 WIBmB KRR B Y F 0 %4k P2P o) LB R 2R -

WMTZ 0 BRI BB A N SRR So 3K 0E 0 P2P A KMS 33545 55 el 44k
I & P2D A 5 M HAEF AT E 6 4o kB N S /ME A S sk ¥ 0 P2P A KMS ¥ IS4
O BOF S IE - M P2D A & 2 R o R L eyt KRR B AR AR T 0 F
—mREH
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® B = A FAEFE AT N IS/BE B su ki - P2P A A & ¥ B AL e Mg A
P2D #! £ 4 X FAL oy Bk
® {13 = B: ¥ BN S/MAA L3k P2D A ¥ AL P2P A 2 £ R o
MALREGERMERIGERELAR =Y Ad@RAE T » B AEH 2
INERAERE - SNERMEA - NTSAERE  NISMEAWA ; KMS & P2D s P2P H A > 5 i
FALH P 3R AR R B 2 So 3k A 0 P2D AV P2D AT R il A XA RS Tw
B2 » & %14 HIA ~ HIB » H2A - H2B P it o

&= AR/IME - EA/FFBEAGHEE TR P2D/P2P B KMS Z BECHE &

i KMS P2D # KMS P2P # KMS AE F5 §6. 491
. [P2D B NG 75 95 32 5 P2 He A 4R 4% 51 AR S et | Bt AR A R i
s B EMARE | R AL B TR B
A Jadk R BEBEAL 0 A4 X | R AETEAL 0 A& X 3
# AR o MK o
P2D $f VA IF P9 1% o sk 2 |P2P 3% B ALK B P9 BE Se sk | R LB AT R S
HEAEAHBEY  IHERZIHSFTFE AHEMEESG A& FFE BEK
P[5 Se 23 AR o 1£ 7%
A ok RBERRAL 0 A% Sk RBERIAL 0 A4 X3
A - MK o
IT 44 s‘uﬂkﬁ% s He kR AT R E - M ARAE  email
HH R

AL LT R B ey E A S T EM R ERE Z 0 R RK 0 R R XA L sk
I EAEF IR e A %2 @A X, (KMF TTF Model ) -

Fo ik TAE FAEF;

B SEEEA

W ShEEEERY

B ONEEA
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i Fe 48 B .
FIT Profile LES

53R BT A b
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B P2PAKMS
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— A

AR EALAR T R IAEF IR E AL B EWAE - I
ﬂ%ﬁ@%ﬂ&Aaél%u%ﬁlﬁ%%i HAGEET & R e AR 0
AMAGL o R EHRE L E2AHREFF > LM EERL A KMS &4
{a 54 KMS =2 4% - ﬁm%#ﬁé$x%ﬂm%% H b o &ATAA A S A A )
ZHALTAHRIR -

—BHmE
AHE G869 5T 58 Mk A 09 B AR AL IR AR T 69 BF 58 UK + AR B 34k £ % & (Likert)
RE#E a4 FFRAE A& $8 FRAE - FFARAEFEMER -

(—) EHEBRH 2N/ EM

AXRFEFPATHIRBO 0 RE > 2o REHFARE - Al KRMTEHZMBEAL
PATHE = BTSN PTARFE X Fo 3k 0y WIS/ 9N Ba ML o dm AT P 3 0 P9 PS 4o 3k 35 04 2 1B A By
B By B AL s R R ERFE Y SR o MBS RIR AT T
KA HEAL S TRAETE S XF > EIAARX - 24 R B Ak & 89 e 3k (Polanyi, 1967;
Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1994; Hedlund, 1994; Spender,1996; Lam, 2000) - 4R #% F #f €= %477 ¢
NER/ MBSk T & > RIS LR CEAE - A5 fe ik NS/ BA M 09 H7
7 HEAMAm AW T o

=M EBKENEZAR/INENT ZIRFLE R ERMERE SR

B E & A8 B SRR

18 £ B T AR 75 B4 48 049 4% 0 4a 3% |Polanyi(1967),
(E# R & ZEEF R R E L% 4 ) |Nonaka & Takeuchi(1994), Hedlund(1994)
CRB R R R A Spender(1996) » Lam(2000)
CBEGRTERMFREY
ARSI (REA)
W EF RIS &)
AR A (ReAM)
KRR AN (ReA) -

*RHEBEEIRE G -
R AT A iﬁ SR MBERR R E X AT e

D
o

SuEk S
/o BRI

\]O’\UIAUJN»—A
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(Z) BB EABEREE

B2 K2 EAPITE ERAEFHF - FTHHE R EAERME - EA
WA ARG AMAAT Loy BAMAAFTHA 0 0 SR FEARER D AR Tk -
R Sk IS 00 A AF R AT A E L A 04k 0 AR AL A2 A BIATIAHE R ER
B megk P o Matusik and Hill, 1998; Leonard-Barton, 1995; Alavi & Leidner, 2001;
Spender, 1996; Lam, 2000) o 4R 4% X J§k 69 € & - KAV 3231 s~ BAE - F A4 40
WS/ R MBI R AP T o

KA EBKEREZ BN BFRE M Z IR F L E R B MRS

% BT & Y ES
16 £ B TR AT PR A BR 69 0 S il Matusik and  Hill  1998;
(FEFREZEFTIRETEMBER) Leonard-Barton1995; Alavi &
1 B A BERE LA 0 S 3 o Leidner 2001
2. FTAHE N E) P IRAF R A F o Spender(1996) » Lam(2000)

Fo R BA S AR B R A= LR R BRI RE A IR D
[REREME | EEHRRE TR HMF -

4. T R & B A 0y — 30 o (TR HAH
SE AR R L ABF)

5.5 B & AB A AR K KA o (RS

6. Bt sy E A

FRAAGEBEINE  BIBREESHF -

(=) KMS IHgERIEE - P2D / P2P HY

P2D Z%&5%FAMA IT e B H REA BRI T R RY R EE G Rk E
I d P2P 24 B BAFMA IT h@EB B AN RBABRB RO ZHRIAFS -
EEAEALBREY BT RBRAYMRIE P2D/P2P Y E B 4 c R TFRIER Z%RAY
AE 0 B ANEEAE P A EF L6 P2D/P2P A 4k 0 ARERIR AN —FME o Jm R SNPT T o

7N 1 KMS THRERIRE 2 12 1R b E = ER AHRA SCRK

~

e

5 BERZ £ A8 Bl Xk

BB XHEE AL T AMAX%E WWW - |Davenport & Prusak 1998;
P2D Al £ 4| Hfie A4 R 1SO X # £ 4% F#oh B T3¢ g |Alavi - &  Leidner  2001;
WG T Sn sk X TS A % » Offsey, 1997 ; Meso & Smith
ST M b at  Email « Bpabagan (20003 Fowler, 2000

P2P # % % [BBS ~ L3 € 3% ~ FF A 5% Notes» R T F
WHIABABRAARNTHER R &K
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(M) KMS Z B EFFEEN

Petrash (1996)3% 2 % 3% & 22 64 B 4% & & 3 % 64 BF M (Right Time)s#§ i & 4 fo 3%
(Right Knowledge)# & % a4 A(Right Person) » {# K At #4 & 12 ¢4 & 5 - Holsapple &
Joshi (2000)5%23F KM ey B ey 25 7 sE RS2k THEH T A IS E 0931818 ~ A5 E 00 0F
Bl s AR R ATRIF N RIERE » BRI T oamk » AAIATHAIY 4 - Gupta &
Govindarajan (2000) ¥z Jensen & Meckling(1996)3% Z KM &4 2% 48 7T vA#% T & & 18 0 % %
G AL 3% T SO AR AL 5 AT B PT 3 09 e 3k AERF FAT AT F 09 e 3k B AR AR R K BT A
TR o He T X 4k4E KMS & ¥ 3 KM E#e kR E &M% » KMS ¢ B A2 2 &
Tih B S Gk AR B BIRATAE RS BT ek 0 A ARIHMER Bk -

st » A 3k A Sabherwal and Becerra-Fernandez (2003)Ff 3% 3t 69 18 A& 4% 84 Sn 3k
FHERIARIEL KMS I REFAZOHZRE - RECHE T T BRFNHE
o~ TRAT 2R S AEHFHATORR - H I TR R T ANBHEELF MBS
& o fE P& ¥ & AT S 5 A P2D Fu P2P W AB 28 A o KMS 34 B B T #f 4m 342 75 64 X 35 3%
R AX P oy g $o2 s XL 03 & P2D A 44 P2P ALK ¥MEF L4500 %
2o FF— A2 TAEF AR L A 5 BB A P2D st P2P Al R SR RS 09 A Mk o R BT T

&t KMS ZEEHFEIZ IR F 1L E F AR SR

HE R E & A8 B Xk
(FFRABEFFLARAETELBFR) Sabherwal and
1. T8 #EHEFMN A% , (P2D M) 44 Becerra-Fernandez (2003)
A 2 K4 AT AR P o - Petrash (1996)

P2D # £ # e = . i
EE 2. TR A AL, (P2D W) b Holsapple & Joshi (2000)

2 L 4k > . .
AR Btk o do ke ﬁ&%&%lﬁ&ﬁoiﬁgiﬁﬁggﬁggm)
3.AMBMEA AHEMFA AL, (P2D
) I KT AP 0948 Bl Je ko
(FFREEFEFAFAETEMEFR)
1. "wask k@A 24, (P2P &) #5HA
Vg s | BRI AR PR G ok ¢
O el Tk £ (P2P B A

Bray Za kAR A A& TAE R o
LM EA T @R EEA £ % (P2P
A ) IR R TAEFTE 6948 Ml e i o

= BREFRF

A IR SPSS 10.0 &3t B 45 2 463t A4 T B+ 6 AT 21 442 A B 3 K X
R H R o WA AT BB AR o A BRI R
WA AR R B o ey PO RS/ S BRE © 8 A/BEBY ML 1 5 BT R A AT -
Boor R R 6 ko RAE R BF o LR+ R B T 5 B B 4 2-Way ANOVA + 54 19 & /41
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#a s P2D/P2P Z B h R AE M 2% o F A T-test # 5 N [S AL 75 & & 18 & A
P2P % 3% (& — ) AR éécma%?%%m Gl AAP2D 3 (BE=) - & »
Bl EieymBEARKMA L AT BT BMBA/TFEERERITE (KX

=g ) o

X
73'

A

m

— ~ EFEE

LTHERANE EZRTREROBTE  RMNEZHHSAHEZEEEWRARARLZAAKAEE
TEOETEFNGE  EEAXHAEH S - MEZBXARI-FE  HEELRMGAME
AE RGN 8 B o 33125 B & 300 40 wak 273 40 BlER 15 iy B BGRHE R T 8
H3HA A B & 258 fy e N 3] B -t (58 4k 22% 71 4k 28% 77 45 30%52 45 20% );
MR (F 167 45 65% 4 91 45 35% ) WA A ( £E B 42 16 16% T A2 65 123 45 48%
PP ER 93 4k 36% ) ;5 B (RA K 119 15 46% - FF % T 139 4k 54%) o

BEEERENEZSR

RlERA A AR AEXFEEEZAT 0 ARG M AR T ALE R RA
RO MEREMRGER > FR =G ERATEIT—H —09FH%E > FBETHERR
RERAERETEXM A 0 AR I A 69 W K 2% & (Content Vahdlty)(Churchlll
1979) «

15 B Ml 0 K BT 5 4% ) 7Y 3% — b (the internal consistency measures){E & B & 12 &
g KR o P AR — E M AT & A Cronbach o ff & #5 % B & A B 49 12 /& (reliability)
(Cronbach, 1947) - & sU#F % 4 # 49 Cronbach o {434 X #» Nunnally(1978)F7 32 & 44 I 45
507 RTAHRMERLA -~ TRENERL

OE AR KB R 5 7 H# B A AT 0k &3k (convergent validity) ¥ & 3 2k B
(discrimmant validity) &9 4% 8] o & %] 22 & (discrimmant validity) A B % 4 #7 (factor
analysis) /T ¥ B > W A A BT 22 64 48 BT A % A A A A (multi-item constructs) #7 & 4
BoRMAAEE>H PR A S R -(varimax) 2 A AT RN E — M a M
(unidimensionality) » #% H & & #7(facotr loading)/Jx7* 0.5 #§82A T AR R - M3 2
(convergent validity) A & 8 #2 44 Fn 64 48 ] 1% # (item-to-total correlation)i /T4 BR - & 3
REIA By A8 B AR B A 0.4 BF 0 B 3% A8 7R A% 4k HE rr (Kerlinger, 1964) o f fn 3k N IS/ 488 M
oo A RAEAIE A 0.4 5 f s BB AR MR 0 A —{EAE B A 0.4 kA
PR HE PR AR R 0 E K 47 P o RN R T Je 3k N IS/ 90 BE M B AR R M A & P2D/P2P
AR IBEREHEGRILCEABELER -
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=N\ MEEBHZEERMUERA

S H2 AH |[EAa AR B 5l 3 R
Fo ik IR/ 5 B .8784 |.898; .789; .856; .814; .644;|.923; .774; .881; .840; .659
Fn AR A RY .8852 [.802; .718; .873; .869; .877;|.815; .698; .874; .869; .882

W W ||

P2D % 3% #rak 0.8203 .868; .873; .841 .886; .884; .814
P2P %% 0.8235 .850; .897; .835 .739; .821; .667

=~ EFPITIRFERER

R Sk oy IS/ S Ba bk ~ BA/BERS M B4 > A K-means £ #F 7 ik A5 45 55 T
R RV ERE > WA o BB SATLE Rk 0 L@ BEOY B BB P 0 B 45
P&/SNEEMEMLAAA/BEBE M P MM 3 X G40 B 3 H & NS/ /M Fa ML B2 52 /A A Sm 309
BT T > wamMega-T3a 4 00l 9fEHARKETHEBEEER -

#£1 ¥ i — % L Scheffe FMEBMH T > 2 B A S NS B 8 A BB M
WMEMBFHATFHORMER  ERETHRMBAIMRGLEEIRAZLZE AT TE
AvafE > WS FIARLY - Rdn o FARFFRFN > R B ML IR RA
EZR - ARERBRNESBAEBAAFREGGHEY  EH - HFIHRHELERFER
0 B TERRGAWE 2R R ARFLERN - TEFOHER - Bt SEHHHE
BB ARE S RAFALELREE B REELSEY -

<N K-means £ T#ER

e = G GG Mean P value
S EEAERE | SMARME A | N FS AL BY | S RS A A -
S 2k 3.80 4.03 1.90 2.29 3.2016 | _ 00«
P&/ ShERME | ShEE 9 A N & N & (.9822) :
S 2k 3.95 2.32 3.65 1.82 3.0922 | _ 00s
1B AEEREME | BFRE 18 A AR BA | (.9547) :
18 % & 94 65 52 47

o B X RRIE S\ R A RO SER 0 Bk B oY R R LS AR A AR MU s R
RN SIS R BERE ST AR AL 0 OE HLIE SbAE & e B4R B AT R e AR AR 0 HAEJR
B S LB I o ALey KMS @l fey e Bl kIRt F » 9 Bl AR AR sk K AE
BBy X o B MXBREH T EARE > AMEHEEER > REF LT LA EHE
e e R REER RO IARS -

S BB R WA & R T A A % # (Lam, 2000; Collins 1993; Balckler 1995;
Spender, 1996)# I [&/4M 88 ~ BA/BFRE M BB E P B e fEfe 2 A - B &
VAL F5 P A 4R 09 2 3R R RO - B & & A N BARERY ~ SMIRMBA - NIEFRRY - WIS
AAFmARNEGIBAIE - 26552 WA LR ARAAKTRIER T &@RFE
VAW RE [ 5 Fo sk 3 % S0 BRI de i Fe B A BERE M R S 3L T AT 84 o
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 EFE KMS Z Efic

L THRHENEE/NE - AAFER fo kA L1 P2D/P2P 4 %A A8 = P a4 i e B 1%
KAV AE B T 8 B MM T H F = B89 % Z 4k A (interactions effect) » 4o R % 2 4F A
A% Bl Aoy RliEAT A BEAERY  SMERMEA C NIEEEEE  NEMEAWAERT > P2D
1 P2P % 32 4% 7 4k 2 b 4% 14 ¥ 2 (conditional tests) » ABRHE A XL By B — A B st
BHx=—A -Bo

R+ RGAETH - >R R H A SIEHRBI AR SMBEA - NIEF
P RSB A 4m 3k A & F > P2DP2P A A S ¥HE 5 0y £ 3% 43k o &+ — 89 Two-way ANOVA
BT THRBWAE R R sk R R ey 175 8 P2D/P2P A KMS £ 2 & A G Loy &
YRESIERGERR A iR AR P2D/P2P 2 A R MG LAEBEN IR -
p<.0l - Bk » E—F AR tix 5 R IRFESNEAFFR - SMBEMEA - RIEEHE - RIEEE
AWAEERT »P2D #1 P2P Ml A 4 X3ty £ R o

HT | REEEBBENZHETEL

iy e P2D 7 £ %4 P2P 7l £ %

Tk (Rt L) T (AR £) TR (R E)
SN ERERE S ik, N=94 3.4362(.7928) 2.8475(.8916)
S BA 4B A S ik N=65 2.9077(.6706) 2.8718(.6813)
M RS BE BY o 3k N=52 2.8013(.7901) 3.3462(.7975)
P 1% 18 A Jm 3% N=47 2.6879(.8939) 2.6454(8118)
N=258 3.0388(.8381) 2.9173(.8369)

%R 4R SS F 14 P 14

T

. 5.375 4.454 .005
(P EBEH

C NEREA S SNRFERE S EEEA)

i
KMS #g#

(P2D 7 + P2P #) 112 1.818 179

£k X KMS #77 7.396 119.738 | <.0005

** Significant at p<0.01; *Significant at p<0.05

&+ =R AR EF SN B Fo sk oy AR 4T 0 P2D L P2P X My tAR R ER - &R
SR T



BT tREBR —AR/IINER T ZIEHFRE

AwE [FHE (BRE) tiE p &
shEAEE AR S0k | P2D A% 03 3.4362(.7928) | g ggg | <0005
N=94 P2P Z % 2.8475(.8916) ' HIA
sSMEE AL | P2D A% 64 2.9077(.6706) 1723 .090
N=65 P2P 4 % 2.8718(.6813) ' HIB
MR 4k | P2D £ % 51 2.8013(.7901) | g | <.0005
N=52 P2P A % 3.3462(.7975) ' H2A
NEEEAd | P2D A% | 2.6879(.8939) 220 411
N=47 P2P A % 2.6454(.8118) ' H2B

(—) BEBMKBINERNH (BRe&x—A~—B)

AL F ARG SN BRAE R S 3k BF 0 P2D $1 P2P A & X AL 4y 2 Al € 3.4362(.7928)
#1 2.8475(.8916) » t=19.899 » p<.01 » EHF K% » K THARBELERL - T R
F— AR R B EESIATHE B/ AR 0T 0 P2D A R & X BT
AR A A P2P AL & G X AR F 09 B Ak o

3% — A 89 % R 3% 7 Hansen, Hohria, & Tierney (1999)# 4 #%5 5 w& (Codifying
Strategy) ~ Zack(1999)#% %= & J& B (Integrative Application) » Hasan & Crawford(2003)44
% 754t (Codifying) » A & Tiwana(2003)$Z Earl(2001)% A Frds th ey sh A 43k ¥ & 4528 7Y
Z MBS KA B E R AT RS AT -

M & AL AR FE B A S B8 e 3k P2D $1 P2P 2 & X 4% 4575 4 & o 31 € 2.9077(.6706)
. 2.8718(.6813) » t=1.723 » p=.090 » R EMFKE » A THHAIMBEZFER - &3
Z o BRE— B AE - B GBS SNEMEA ek P2D R A S L BRALF 04
2 P2P Al £ & o

st — B oy & RAE B T 4ok o0 @ A/BRBE M2 BT b 6935 % 18 SRR P 0033
A VAW &/ 5B sn 3k P2D/P2P A RE 2 R 64 Be & Bl 1% 0 3 R 4% B o 3Rk AE AR RE 1 04 %
B ORAXBE Rl R EAAFERE R Ll ERN T2~ ERIEFEE ER 2
F IR ok P2D A G0y E R AR RN - LIAE B R kAR /B AL IR 0 F
AEIERE[R 4 A B ey Hh T o Sk ey &5 R T MR A 4T A & 3] B B Bfiy 7 4% Ry P2D o
P2P A Z 4 » 4P R A TA G REATHRAR A BNIEGEBARERE R
R AL AR B R SR ¥ -

(Z) BEBKBEARMA (REE_-A-ZB)

HAEFEARAE NS/ B8 &0 3k eF - P2D $i1 P2P A 4 %A 4] & 2.8013(.7901) #2
3.3462(.7975) > t=-6.965  p<.01 » HAF K R T DA ABMELL - 5 X M=
A FERF XA BRI EAEFPATHE N IS/ 30T 0 P2P A & 4 X B AEF ey kA
VA P2D Al 2 4 X BAEFF oY B3k -
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3% — A B4 R % ¥ 7 Hansen, Hohria, & Tierney(1999) &4 18 A 1t % w&
(Personalization Strategy) » Zack(1999)#% Z %4 J& /A (Interactive Application) + Hasan &
Crawford(2003)#4 4% i 1t.(Enabling) - ¥A & Tiwana(2003)3Z Earl(2001)% A FF 3% & P[4 4n
WA KRB EA MR 0 RSB XTI AR RS AM TR - Bk s
Bt — A AR = A 098 R TREBRE T ATH UK F BN ok A A R R SR AR A0 2 3%
W% -

T AL R AR AR AE AN [S B B 40 2K 0% > P2D ¥ P2P £ sk A &%) % 2.6879(.8939) i
2.6454(8118) » t=.829 > p=411 » KEIE KR - RFHEZMBMELL - 52 >
B3 = B A7 X3 BB EEH5 5 N IR/ME A% 3 0F - P2D A & 32 4575 o) 4 25 5 P2P
AR BRR=BUERKR S —BARKE T B RIEE T ooy BA/BFR M £ E
Y E S BRREA BN ERME - Bl X ENEIHRM PP 2400 d
B X R R0y - LAH B oA/ MAAAL FR - AR IEEE 5 Hil fuey Fi -

BFEz—A-BHEBERFZI-_A Byl ZER > RHEEE B AL KMSTTF # K » %
HAIRBARKEX > KMNAXZERABRAAMBE— A B #HAEZ= A Bl
WEER  wB WA R AKEZAERNEF - TAF#EHAF P2D 2 P2P 2 4w s
ok AR HLT - A XEEA L ER -

5 36

4%

F

#

% 327

#%

307
2.81
26

1 2 3 4
shEARERY NIERER  sSMEMEA M EAE A

D EFEE KMS 2 EERE

ook EARBER T o EAT I T A BB AL B R AR T K] BT
e KM &8 LA &% B RN 5k B84 - & Al 28 KMS 175 & 8h 5 41
AR R E AR BB E A R R B -

AR RMEAR RBFOIETS 3 A 5 LI AETS 09 G A8 8 3 AR SAF I 1A 3
BT EREAKMS %2508 R 2 — A E MR AR L3t JEAR R B -
AP EE K SRR Y KMS R R AR S L0 IAF - KMS 5 32 4438 o 6 1 3h 3k
THERY  EHERARIAFE TGRSR L ) -
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— ~ WA IREART R

ARIE TTF P34 R A B X RBE » KR X VAEF PR M so 3k &/ 50 8a ~ 1B A /AL RS A
FEvA B KMS = P2D/P2P AV A& » 282 7 — 18 KMS TTF # X, » £ A B3 & X5 A it
BB FRNERAALTHEREFTD  ATFTH3HHxZ
(=) ER TTF BRI EIRKE -

TTF #H @At R A KMS 693835 P > KX ey R 7 A TTF EH R+
KMS 2ok AL F ey B L TTAT00 - AR R IEERHE T TTF ey@ Ak - JRiE A
TTF 223404 Sh 3R o
(Z)  ERsE BRI AN A e B R IR BV RE R VB SRR ¢

BEUXRRETHFSAA BN ER A LA B MG S ME (NS4 85

v P2D/P2P Rl A %) 2B RATHBE > ERAHFEHELER - Axvh TTF BT
ﬁ?u%x%¢&m%r“ﬂ&ﬁﬂi%%%%ﬁm&ﬂ*AJM&FM%+Ai&
mgﬁ@h<ﬁﬁ;A)%@%ﬁ%ﬁ@o%%m%%m@ﬁ%i% B — AR T K
SrphE R

(=) BREAAFBANAYEERRNTE

Aty TTF KMS B X R {E8E 7 3l " AH R EA LH{ M BEE AR WEJ%
FE EHENBmE WRHAETERS > TERT ey BA/FER M S B AR 0
HomRreyERET LR BEARMGORINE  BiBOEABEREEA LM
1%+ B AL PR 0 S 347 B AME AR Bp AR T @ BB % R = (P [E 4w skl P2P A
shEAs R P2D A) I ARABEE AR B EHE R (BEX— B R&Z=B) £4
TAEFE PTAR SR 0 Jo 3B ZA R RY S kb 0 B R A RE A AR T -

()~ BB R KM AV E R

A XARAEAE S PR AR 3 4o 3k 2 N IS/ 50 R - 1B A/BERE AV A& ¥ P2D/P2P A % 7Y R8P a5
J by KMS TTF £ K, » & — 18 B A 38k At o948 X > b KMS TTF £ X T & K R oF %
% i — & ¥E3F KMS TTF A8 Bl #F 32 04 Sk o

(A) - HEEEEENERE

KMS # F A BRIt B Ty TR > BB F L F R EERINHEAN KMS 2 4
B Rdo %mT&m%%%ﬂﬁhﬁiéﬁﬁﬁﬁl%%ﬁ%ﬁ%’$i%%%&
R|FEEAEEIALEAT KMS 69 ER 5 FRIE - SELAKREE TEFATIRE 0 &0
B EH—EESA Y KMS 24 c REAIRBOGEX > TAHE o B
Jo B R RBAEHARE  —  FE T TEEHRE R B Re R M w R A P2D A
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89 KMS 3 = v % B TR 002 WIS 4ok iy - s w38 P2P Al gy KMS - 3%
R EHELEYRGIRT > A% A THREELRER -

FATIEREIR RSB ALRAEZ S S EA SRR ILT SR EN—BER A2
B FR > TR E LA R B BERAL > S REGE AL BEIENRR - BB LKA P2D &K
P2P A A% » BRERRA KRN LERR > AL EAE HEA S0 3k 40 & B 5 4o
B BAKTHAGMBEZINE  AGBDEBEEIBEAER - G652 FTHELEAMIT
(D)EAERIE A GIEQ)IE D Fo B AL R F @eg T4E - F Ak KMS %32 B TiE7569%
BHMKER -
(RN R HEBENER

DB RWAGALEARNN AL CHBUREAART RABHEAGELSE - HALABE
FME o RGBS kM R R mMAA R E I A TE K
R Ho e E KRB ERETRMAY - i AGEMABEELLEARIIZSK
FHMBRALBRF BT AR BREEA LA R LALERE LA MBNIES -
(L) -HHMBIMESE (RRFEHRE) WEE

HuBIEE M T CHENARETRADARITEFEL > FRABEHAHR
RIEEIFNR > JmRITEH RIS KMS AR S > FAERKRA & % AW BIEH 60
HAT -

Z - HRAERK
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