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AEA 2] ol2AL 90dr) S0 FUA2Y BollM dFHI Sle $8% olFFd ot} 53, HIde B
N2E] ofAYA] AR B olgA 3 AFAQ SEVHE 34T ¢ AT RAA) B o] 33
29l "M, £ A7 obxad) BEUYY 43845 Yoliy] 918 Henderson(1990)0] AAIE HEAI2H]
deu4e) 2Y¢ 2o, (1) 43cld, 249 % JYxE iARSs2 she AFRIE AMED, (2) of 2¥8&
ARAAY op22AE F¥% Qe W 2257 Al ARE B HFH 2, (3) RSt g BARYE A
23] ARwY vigE stk 2 2F FEULS o2 BTN BAE dHsked € A7olM ANG AR

Yol ZARYRT $4F Ho2 APHIU.

--------------------------------------------

o244 (Outsourcing) & 903t} E°] B2
¥ BollN dFH1 3l FAF °lwF el
o} FEA2E olxade 279 FRA2H 7T
o 4% Er ARE J¥dAd e AP
Fos, o|§ B8 AAH, 71¢x 123 A
o]9g 9L 4 UrHLoh and Venkatraman,
1991). 7Y agd] w2d, AAA okxaAd
AN FRe 4 38 42E 15%2 199839
E % 20989 olg Aoz AW U9
(Terdiman, 1993).

McFarlan and Nolan(1995)& 90{dl &9
ofxaAo] AAeHA He 9UALE2A FIAE A
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H3a o, AuA 4L FHske 24 44
A 71€3 @79 #E ¥E 3 U F, 7
ol ok AL AR A& FAs FRAx
o 7R E YA AT dLeB2A ol
< 2Pt Aot FHAE 7IdE°l A4¥
ol & oE 71T dAE B3 ANEY A4F
< PINEF e A AR =92 5P
te Aot

olAg FAlE oA ALSAS FFARZY
A7} 71&9] AGAFe] BANA HEUY AF
o A=z ¥HE FUAAH(Konsynski and
McFarlan, 1990). wet, FHIde FEA 24
o} AJA] oJRA BH ALgAe} FEARL HF
A BHEV4 BAE 4T UE AW B
2 #Aio] AFH: it Kodak-IBM-DECH

=2 H$e 0 99. 1 AXSbEe : 99. 3



H#EV4](Applegate and Montealegre, 1991)
E& USAA-IBM9 %EU4](Lasher, Ives and
Jarvenpaa, 1991)914 &4 Xl RR 7IYE
< Mujx FFAET Bg AU #AE P43
I o o] VAEL V&9 AGdA U
FAME JHstn FFAED AFE uHeE
FEUY FAE A € Aol

ApEoloA B, B AFAEC] GFH B
PALEE o] 431 oAy AT AT YA
& selslin S9tHGanesan, 1994: Grover,
Cheon and Teng, 1996: Mohr and Spekman,
1994; Nam, Rajagopalan, Rao and Chaudhury,
1996). 28y AF7A ofxaA)e FAEF(d:
e AEE, o/dd H¥Y T4, ES5Y e
olxAAe] ZATWs(d: W gAY, Mulxe F
A, AHA BEE 5)E dFsta TR 3
£ AxE A9 i

wehd, & 479 BAL ol HEU4e
2R 8Q1E7e] F2E HoHEI olxiA HE
v4el E4o] olgaAe A3 U IS
FeA e Eaa de Aot 71E £HLE
By gEV4d AL 6719 H4E ARG F
o 2FAM ALgAs} FFANY FIole TR
Ax, 459 9 JIEE ofxa HEU4Y F
8% 43egez ngsAct. 28 oF okkd:
A A3 JEVY Z2FRAE Alold o] ¥MFE
& w74 (Intervening variables)& 3t
B23Y & AANHT. AANE QHRYY HFE
5t HRA A o2 YE £t e F
W 2257 3A2NH A& ZAE ARG, 1
gx, AANE ARTYL 99 37HA] WsE uiA
WE7E ohd EYPdsE n2d AYRY Y viwsd
et
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B A7 Wie ded 2o 23N e 8
Ev4d did 71& 7S R, 3FdHe
Henderson(1990)°] AA|¥ HEUV4e] 23S 49
gk, 443} 53oMe BEV4e] th¥ Henderson
o A47-E vigog AARYH FYRYS AAT
o e, 64% 7TRdNe B a9 £
Wi HEXA A0S AvEd. oA ges, 8%
3 9FolME & 479 on] 2 FAHE =93t
1 FFATY WS AA}=E Yt

I, MELS0 e 24 37

90dd B9 7IYdEC] FIAEHY ofxiA
FAE YA3ed S FA HA BAFes
oA BA Widtd 4FE 77 AFAH
(Fitzgerald and Willcocks, 1994: McFarlan
and Nolan, 1995). Z719] 7IdEL HFHY
olgaAe AFAQ Ad@eld Uckn LAAT
old i3 “F2y ¢ AFAE A R oA
B ofxiAe BAL AY AFAA EUYY
39 #AZ ¥ e A717 A% Klepper,
1994: Martinsons, 1993).

AEA2Y BolMe 2% #AE IA F
1A el - EXAYA Yejo REVY YH - 2
F83l1 JtH(Fitzgerald and Willcocks, 1994;
Grover, Cheon and Teng, 1996). EAHA ¥
ge #Ae 22 BAC A 7o & A
sol glojA EAZL LA AR &S 71E
o2 Esna e FH AGVAE LI
v SEV4] e @A N2 H¥F oY
& FHetn, ¥HE @99 @AV oz} 83t

ZYYAT %28 H3Z 19994 8



HEAAW olR2del 4B HY olnoYol B o7 =YY =Y F2UY

(£ 1) HEUol i3t 7|1E ZHEY EF

HEL4] A3 o}
a7 A9% RN Y
Anderson and Narus(1990) Fitzgerald and Willcocks(1994)
Bensaou and Venkatraman(1995) Grover, Cheon and Teng(1996)
Dwyer, Schurr and Oh(1987) Klepper(1994: 1995)
A% Ganesan(1994) Martinsons(1993)
(Hierarchy) | Heide and John(1990) Nam,Rajagopalan,Rao
Mohr and Spekman(1994) and Chandhury(1996)
Morgan and Hunt(1994)
22 Sethurman,Anderson and Narus(1988)
Bleeke and Ernst(1991) Henderson(1990)
Gulati(1995) Johnston and Lawrence(1988)
as Lewis(1990) Konsynski and McFarlan(1990)
(Equity) Modic(1988) Lasher, Ives and Jarvenpaa(1991)
Parkhe(1993) McFarlan and Nolan(1995)
Ring and Van de Ven(1992) Rai,Borah and Ramaprasad(1996)
Yoshino and Rangan(1995)

A A2 =g den, N2 BAE AR
FEgs gle W EE A8 Aol Yasig
(Henderson, 1990).

HEULd g T2 A 298 ok
AgH AFE EF 3l Yoshino and Rangan
(1995) AHH AFF 2P Jle, 7%,
AEFY 43 n@e B3 2F9 ZAAF &Y
£ FRNLSF de HEY4Y BFAER FYF
WA, o]& /A Ao FE3tn 3ot 3y
¥ ¥2ZA%(Arms-length contract), ho]AA
(Licensing), ¥Z37(Joint R&D)$} 22 Al2RiH
9] #A(Contractural arrangement relationship)
olg}, t& e &5 ALY FA(Minority
equity investment), ¥2F2(Joint venture),
A% R FHM & AT ZE ANZEY FeH
#A (Equity arrangement relationship)°]tt.

YT H28A 3T 1999d 8%

EJRAAT Ak e BAe ALE U=
T A3H BAZ &F A2 BAN A4E §E
o] A& Wi, HEUVHZ AIEF Feie BA
£ NEZY =g ugeg 3y] dgid #AL
A&E JbsAol ¥dx 2E £ I (Dwyer,
Schurr and Oh, 1987: Ganesan, 1994
Heide and John, 1990). Klepper(1995)& o
Ev4e dFE A T 99 - 49Y 99
3 FRA2AY 99 - o2 FRI P
E 1004 EXRe] £ AFAe HEU4 U@
71 QTES A RYS EF BolE TR
A3t 28ln #EU4od “WAEY ¥
#¥ 238 2] AF 242 @Az 39
Ak,
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lil. Henderson? MELY ¥

Henderson(1990) 7149} 53R A
Uut Bt FEA LY B LT BA
YL A, (2 DA Be A} Zo] 674
o HEVY AAES T 2YE AAAT
a9 23 Hav4e AAEE A THE
BF3n glvh: HEV4Y 43d4(PIC: Partner-
ship in Context)$ #HEU4Y APAF(PIA:
Partnership in Action). PICE "“$HEWE°] 1
Ezto] AL A&Hoz fAE Aogxn L&
Axgn Fostn, oA BA} LAFL 43
Holn A% o&H o] ERolgke WIS WAte
t 8% Acjgn F43n Ao PlCide 3%
ole], @& ¢ AE s ik PIAE "HE

oixiet - HAT

u4 g3te #dd FHolg A@R¢ I
nAe REYY FYJE'E Fo¥y. PlAe %
EUg vid vide 4% BAE ¥Asterl T8
§ 8424 AFH, BEYE ¢ 2H9 dF]
¥g=o] it

Henderson°] AAIE 23o] sEU4]d] i@
MdAQ olaE AFsrle AT, 19 AFe
7hAe @AEE 7R Aok AA, 29 AT
8% JEU4Y AHLUES Hosted 2
AL SV Yo 2RLAEC Y =HA A
9](Operational definition)S & &%t} &
A, BEU4Y 2HAJAE FoA oh Fo] &
g AANE 7] dMe 7198 Hete #AE
getsiol el BFex, 19 dFe FEUY
o} 238QE3 A9 A dxe dFsHA
Qstch. AA, 19 AFe BEU4Y 2P 8E

nEvd

- N2 0 - RE B8 - o

- DMA/HE - 28 AN - J&Q HE
Al - A 3

- ¥y 3%

- 283 Y
&8

(8 1) Henderson2| HEAIAH MEL{Y 28
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€ AP APAFE ERIAAAT, V& A
TEI FUH APusd 2SR FESe
He 493 vAges, a9 dte vEds
A A3 ABRE SU2E 37| Yy 4
A ATl F5E Jeon.

V. 0FRAA MELgl oInmy

obxdAolv HEV4H #dd /& dTFEL
YR AATE FA 2R, H3
e 238 FAY Ev Z3isd 23T F
1 ATE s, w2 A, ANAHL RN
HRAsrst ApALE v F gle A7 A

g
(PIA)
INFSHA X4 AL
8 x1) 28 3% .21
&1
731
71
AT
5 2| MULDEP ojgg HZ
&2
732
713
723
X
s AT e o1 B |72
&3

F@ ot s FUAM HY AFRs
€ 23Aed 9%E vAe saolH, AFAF
FHdMe REV4Y 24E B¥se 847 3
3 oA 9L vlAe 82471 U Aol

BGEU4o] Foe AL ofxadd 43 4%
gaxye @ & YA, FE2UL € + Y4
&80, oW A7t kAT TR A
o] vl gAZoIRET ok YAt o] BAL
BEAINA ZPAH, F 3ARE gEM40] o}
78 Fda drjgtE o] T2AEE AAE A
olth. waty, oy T2AEJ JFT(AIAW
F)E7] AN E olxid FEUY(FEH4 Y
23¢ Jeplie Fgds)o] Folop T opy
g old] gL vixle 84 (FEU4Y BAd o
&g nAe FAYRF)E Foloptt Pt

SEB
(PIC)
BERISH €l
20| on
gv‘?r éE z4
g '
B4t BUSSUC
04
R

) Oi2a
74
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FEV4d] g 7EATES AMEE REY
49 223 2484 43 (Andrson and Narus,
1990: Grover, Cheon and Teng, 1996), &%
(Morgan and Hunt, 1994: Bensaou and
Venkatraman, 1995) % 43.0]%(Fitagerald
and Willcocks, 1994: McFarlan and Nolan,
1995)& &3 Ut} o|E& HEUY J&%E 0]
e s4zp] Ede HEY4Y AHE FAsn
de sietn & doH, R AP E oF
< SYPUFTL oid FHUSE m;sin Yo
(Lee and Kim, 1999: Morgan and Hunt,
1994).

Henderson 2¥e ©2W, PICe MEYe] 4
3 LS WY e Fo% 3¥A 8
&9 ¥, PIAE digvide] JFBANA M2
o BT A EY A ¥ F= AFTH 848
Uehlz itk ohA] 33, PICE BEU4Y AAE
Yeille 849 ¥ PIA 8452 HEUd
g3 232 SR A% wihEeE EF
At} g, & Ao PIA 8488 PICY
Aggoln], PIC 84AEL ofgAAe] AFd 4
¥ Fe dsEta F93te, Hendersond 23
< AFARYPo R FAAAT. o] AHfEFP U
TEHEA BYL (2¥ 2)8% 2}

4.1 HEGY 4% w5 o) @
719 & AFM 209 #AE ERYA
Fejok HEVY Yelo BAZ TRI}E FoY

842 o9 1A M€ dEsn U4,

B30l FRAE. HEULY EAF 3}
© N2 888 AL AP Aol (Fitzgerald
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and Willcocks, 1994). °ol& @&3 /g
F3 e o] iz APH o] E FH3kn A
IAEE B M2 4FE olFY ke gAQ
Zoltt. Henderson(1990)¢] &3}, sHEL4]o]
g 2FA 7HE AFEde =dueze
&3, 233 ARAY HEULS HdMe
BEUZY o Y] P J&n HAF
o7t dasita . J|E AFE £ HEY
oA o] AP Ffoll T F8AL F=E
8l 9lth(Lasher, Ives and Jarvenpaa,
1991: McFarlan and Nolan, 1995; Morgan
and Hunt, 1994).

4% A%, Morgan and Hunt(1994)& @&
(Commitment)®] &A d3¥7t 23 #ANA F
8% 9482 e AL oA HELY}
7183 A PEL A ¥ Aolgke BE, F
25E B M2 FAE fxdtz, @73 9
drt: A71AQA olge AFEA He Holth
mehd, 242 GEYSIA 23 A4 #
AL A% #2128 Rolgte 22T 7A@
(Bensaou and Venkatraman, 1995. Morgan
and Hunt, 1994). 24327t & HEVE 3
713 A29 ZRGAHE A8 @A 2AE
A Wl =3 "o

AZx. oA BE ¥ #ANN HE 3
2% 842 12de Aeg, T Ad - A
#(Confidence)® 2JA|(Willingness) - & 7§
33} ¥4 dvH(Anderson and Narus, 1990:
Gulati, 1995). Morgan3® Hunt(1994)€ Al
g ¢ $EY/} g HEVY ZA4T FR A4
g3t AR JAR e Aol BeE

YA x28A M3E 19994 8%



t}. ¢, Moorman et al.(1993)& A& ‘@
HEYZL 232 e 9E FEUIA EIie3
e AEn B¥stn v e AN BE
HellAl gRgtele 4] flol B /R
o, ol@ Age gRsitn B4t 9. 28
ng Aie 2309 A€ FE}e 23U
409, ole FEVLY A& HEFE FHA
W3ly U7kAl |ch(Ganesan, 1994: Grover,
Cheon and Teng, 1996).

4.2 HEVY Y B MY g

Henderson(1990)°] FE¥ F/49 AdFd]
A, PIA 84288 BEU4o] A&Hez #48
Aolghe WeE JHAA 7] Boe did slde
AFPAE Y3 54 Mdes dysa ¢l
o med, B dFdAe ded 2e dFES
PICS A¥yPuisg Folstuqt dc},

Ay FHAE. )AL HEULY Fadtn
gey AR a@dn de AEE ugd
(Mohr and Spekman, 1994). Konsynski and
McFarlan(1990)°] 71€¥ ZRAYH, HEU4LL
230 FoF FEY AFAHQ FHE FIA
ARBSLAE olE ¥F U, FEVNY B 7
43 $e Adsan F713A FRY @S F
8 o]Fo A4 v FoH(Henderson, 1990:
Konsynski and McFarlan, 1990). HEUER
A&AQ AR FH Bl A 249 &
2 B8 ARAQ @AV fAEVE vEla §
. A, ojg 2 A4 FhHe HEUL B
o AFHAQ QR €3 FY& BAA HH,
BEUES o|YE FAANIA & Ro|th

ZYEHY xj28A ®3E 19994 89

YHAIAH OFRSYS 43§ HE I Yol Y A FEYYH 24 YW

Hi : A49 FRHFEE 330199 FHE =
B9 94%E 1A,

Hy : A49 ThP=Ee S A9 9%
< 3.

Hs © A49 FIRA=e Azd 3o 92
o]},

35 YEE. YE=@ BEUF F3UEE
B3 N2 o]gg AsA SHUA HAIA ©
t}(Bensaou and Venkatraman, 1995: Mohr
and Spekman, 1994). E¥, BdF <&z
(Relative dependency)€ HEUEo| 29 9
Exo] dig AAQ Ao| wie] WA "ot
(Anderson and Narus, 1990). o|& 8&x&
227t n¥HE dFe 2719 F8E, 39
Ade) HEVE A9 tdez Fde g
2ol g o dite) EA o Fd o B
tH(Ganesan, 1994: Heide and John, 1990).
§, 23 & F 2V AR Fn ¥ 9
gl Pxo o8 FAF=H e Aoy, PIC 84EL
BB ER o] FHL L Aolrh

He : 45 92EE A30lde] 4450 3
o g w2, |

Hy : 4% 9@%e 24450 A9 9% vl
A,

H : 4% Sl@Et Agxd] 3o 93& vlanh,

%9 AAPX. Bensaou} Venkatraman
(1995)& °|& “F 23 F%F =¥} Y9
AE'2AM ¥ Aot F, 2% AAN F
VA8, AFLA, 7HXEY, 488, 2% 2 ¥
d 5 22 559 5 A AFRH A
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the Aok mepd, 239 dFPxE AU
A% oldg Psn, 5o ERE P& A
&S A¥she Aolthi(Henderson, 1990).
239 d4d A FE} ALFE 2L #
Ae Bt 234 BEU4LE 3484 8 Ao
o mabd, 239 dFAYEE AzolYd U
Yol fEdtn HEULY FFEE FEd}e o
FHEE AFE Aol

Hr : 249 d2g5E Asolde] FHEE
Aol 9% v,

He : 249 d33sE A44=d 39 9%
& w3,

Ho : 289 QF3%E Asd 39 9%
w2},

4.3 IR 4 FS BT

obg2A e AL “nde aTAYH obkaA
o st 2ol AN Fd & Ut
PIC W4EY ofxdA AF dF 9% =&
Ag 87 94, & dFMe olxadd 4
L AT HERY AR BER Fh04 23
At ¥

AT BEe 2L oxaAE BHA AH
A, A4 aea 71e3 odg dux 9. 1
A obgaAY HFE old oldEe BHAdFE
%3} 9718 4 stk Grover, Cheon and Teng
(1996)& olx2A9 o9& v 22 971X
$2& 3 8%k 84 g5 dg 33
A, FR7e o9 P A=, 8y AR}
9 £ Ax, AH/EFHAY] g ¥L P2
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AT, ALAQ v §BE =, J1&9 ¥
g3 dA 58 3=, 4 FEred IS 59
A%, 28R opxayd P AWAQ) VHE

AR BEE. 2o YRYAE AHEde A
& B} & Aujxd A& A e Aol2R
obgaAe 3L ATE Mulx A9 A= 9
HHT FGopg 4 gieh Mulxe] Ao W Fg
g BAglo] @d vge TAE BFHOE ¢ o}
2248 3% dAET ¥ H&3 ¥ AR
g 2% 4 UK Gupta and Gupta,
1992). a8eg, ¥gAs} AFste AH2e
Ao g HAF BAo] ofxaie HAFE FF¥
A €t

Hio : 230199 FHAEE olxaA9 43
o 39 Y%L v}
Hi @ BSAEE o2 A3 B 9%

& Hag,
Hip : AEE ofgade] 43 39 938
m g,
v. 39 28

Fzug4] RRUEE AMgdte RELS AA
¥ st RYE Bad yrksh] Hoe AAE
2¥3 ARRYEL vadse BYRY AH
(Competing models strategy) & F2 AH&-¥Th
(Hair et al., 1995). AAE 239 APHE B
@adl7] dEiMe e Yo Mg R AR 2
YED vwde Aol 1 F& o, wg

ZH8loi 7 283 M3L 1999¢ 8%



A, & QTdME AAE AHR2YE Fr1e] 9
@ Fdoz FPLY " AMSIES AT
2 d7oA ANE QHRYL v} BFES B
& A9 FRAE, B3 dET ¥ 29 9FH
x9| ML olxa A Fo] A2 . F,
AAE Q3 BYL 7|E AFoA PIA ¥FE°)
oA el Aaet dAHY Utke FHNE BT
83 o]ETHe] AAFAHQ dEE A ¥k} W,
(29 3)9 AYRYoA e 7|1EY AFdA F3
g AAY 249 FRAE, 45 JEEY 239
WA} ofdd 43R FAHAY dudAE
73 . °o] BAEYL Hendersond ATE
SR 31 Wle AT, AR B AT
i o] MFEE olxdAdY 4T FAPHo=
F%L X SPAFLEA 28 Sk AYY

FH3=(Konsynski and McFarlan, 1990:
PAR-Y
51 —em|INESHA e H¢
&1
oS
se—efipperle—( e
£2 12
X3
83 30('3‘)'37 EEE:;@E 713
7 14
[=]]
a4 20" 4%y
£4

55 —w-LCOMMIT s HE
&5
NEL
TRUST =
86— TS cs

715

716 f

Moorman, Zaltman and Deshpande, 1992:
Yoshino and Rangan, 1995): 2% <&
1990: Mohr and
1994): =39 AZAE(Bensaou
and Venkatraman, 1995: Dwyer, Schurr
and Oh, 1987; Heide and John, 1990). ©|
AR g /HEL 3 2o

(Anderson and Narus,
Spekman,

Hu @ AH9 FRPTE okxiAde] 43 3
o 9% nAd.

He @ 3% dJE=e okxade] 3o 49 9
& 3.

Hi : 239 dZBAEE obxaAe] 43 3
9 %L v,

Hy @ B%0199 THPEE okxael 43
e %L v,

711

el

BUSSUC
on |

Or=ad
43

71

USRSUC
2)

€2

(T8 3) ofRad MEUHS WY

ZYEAR 28N M3E 199944 8
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Hs @ 243 5E okxade 43 39 9%

& ma,
He : AFEE ola4s 430 B9 d%&
o)},
VI. I

¥ QoM Ao A 93 etd4 (External
validity) & ¥olnal $FERAE AAAY. 2
g, Mu2g AFHe A 4FM AME
Aot FFANY ofxaA BAE AT Y ¢
2 A8

6.1 YT JHg

AFd ALE WFEY ZFFH Fo g ojd &
Y FHUEE ¥ 14 FAsHd. PIAg PIC
HMyEe 2PTIE 71&E AFAA o AFE
AL 953z g4asid ALEHAAY AHEE 3
o] gl HsEd WM Bd £ & A23o
AEA Aosigd. € dFdAMe PIAg PIC
Hegd o3 gAY JA FxE SR
olxaA AT U@ F3L HAY FHE B
37 984 dF BEEY AR BExe] £}
A 2N ARG, 4F THFERY ZALE
9814 Grover, Cheon and Teng(1996)°] A}
4% FASTE AMEYon, AR NEEY &
g 93M Bailey and Pearson (1983)3
Baroudi and Olson(1986)°] #AA& A& &
£33t

808
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6.2 of5] =A

B dPdde FF AERAE A A4
oo ou|ZALE AAEKT AUA Al =
W 799 BEA2Y ARLEH JdHRE AN
o 2lFryo] YEEIFA (Face validity)= H71
At ol& F3 fe2le AAE EYo] olxiA
o @4 AFsprld A 2&8€ U
old thgd 71& £¥, YHFE B3 doR o
A 223 AR olxiAe U dF AEE vl
gog 53 YAE Fxo| FP=TE MU

WAeP3A (Internal validity)dl $4€ € F
WA ZALE 93 olxAaAE £ de I
36719 719ES ZAAY. 4 71QelA 2384
2 10949 AYEF A FHE AN e, A7
de 71de BEA 2" 99 YA, 25A
g #ese A4, 282 olxaAE FEA 2
9] A% AHgAE0] EFH UK

A Rl o8 +3d A8 W et (Dis-
criminant validity)# % 34 (Convergent
validity) & #4317] S8 Wz AL of
£¢ 29 FNI FEIT FREA PP AR
t}. PICS} PIA ¥4ES 43 A% 19749 &
23} olg2A)e] AL 3Fs] A 39749 ¥5
of 3l FEL AT € 2AFAF] 0.51
o Ze P2 HFARNA ALt A9 F
FAEd #HE V] 89 8A3AF] 0.580
Zolr] o]F AYAIZAIG, olxaAe AT BY
¥ P23 0.520 2L o] A £, &
et WHYEEE F437] fdld Cronbach
Alpah& AME3IoH, 671 Mo g Fro] 2F
0.70130lAcH Bz olole] HE:0.798, FHPE:
0.862, Ag%=:0.840, =49 F#:0.828, &9

ZHHEATE %283 M3E 19994 8Y



££:0.927, xF9 dEHx:0.878, AFUH
£:0.916, AHEALFE: 0.906).

6.3 Xz2| &

AR AT AT HEZHUeE 19979 49
1697 sjd3AdE E2d I 1,000t 719
o EEE AR o F50A 22709 FRA)
25 AEAAES Astn, 1997d wiLBANE
Al Wl 719AE V1Ees 80090143
EE &8 120749 7IdE oAl FUkiH. B
g, 7 At FEA2Y AYAe] 49 2
A8 @= FAAHLNM B AAEEAE F

FHAAH ofR2Ye 4BF HEt cintodol ptt AT F=UYY 2¥ MY

3. HFHoz HEAMe FW 1,087 7|
HES] FEA2E H3 HYAEA e
Dillman(1991)c] AAIZ &AM AA A
WA(TDM: Total Design Method)oll &3l,
AEE BY 2FY ¥ $uGME Ut F
AT AEES A AL HEE B 4F Fo A
Ui, Aoz 202709 JIdez R
Agst BsHol $HE 27%E BT 2FdA
48719 L FBAIAE] ool ofxAA A
ol ofx, 19749 §HE A&7} EFE3A A
3ty A% ML fsA 225719 AEe] A
HAch FHA] i AFE EF FHLSF,
] FEA2H i € vjEdE (B 2) 3

(£ 2) 3E SEXE 8

(g %

4 F 714+ Hl g
AzY 90 40.0
<3/38/284 57 25.3
%4 23 10.2
344 17 7.5
£3/331/340% 13 5.8
dF4 12 5.3
71e} 13 5.8
284 0 0

g A 225 100%

(c) oh&uiy] FRA| 2] o)4F

W o4 71944 u§
0.5% °l3} 92 40.9
0.5% - 1% 37 16.4
1% - 2% 29 12.9
2% - 3% 17 7.5
3% - 4% 9 4.0
4% - 5% 7 3.1
5% °1%% 7 3.1
234 27 12.0

g A 225 100%

ZYEIT H28A M3E 19994 B

(b) 9+

KRR i ks H &
200 °J3t 35 15.5
200 - 500 ' 38 16.9
500 - 1,000 44 19.5
1.000 - 5.000 80 35.5
5.000 - 10.000 15 6.7
10.000 - 30.000 10 4.4
30.000 °1% 3 1.3
B 0 0

¥ A 225 | 100%

(d) o &

¥ 9 1 v
5.000%H$ °l3t 26 11.5
5.000%$ - 14$ 32 14.2
1-598 73 32.4
5 - 1098 21 9.3
10 - 504$ 35 15.5
50 - 1009$ 14 6.2
1004$ 13 10 4.4
S 14 6.2

& A 225 100%
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it
6.4 FYETe LY ¥ ElEY

2 9794 AH4d RE FY=TEFY 189
¥, ¥FUA 2 Cronbach Alphad %2 29
1€t ¥5 £47 89 EAE B TiE
o2 FAE =9 B3 E FFsgg. 89 B

ojxief - HEH

AA gE 294 AAHAAY 8AFAFe] 0.5
ol3Ql ¥E& AYAAY. o714 oA ARE
1 58 E4AAE v AF 634, B
Y A € 9l A94E A 4 B
Y AF YEEL F4 ¥5d WY AYPE A¢
(GFI: Goodness-of-Fit Index)$ tZ& 7Fx
2R3, 9 A9l A8 Fo 4 29
WAL (F 3)olA B A Zo] Hair et

(B 3) &4 =0l st AS5200F4e| gt

2395 2 | AFgAEE | B AFE3A B elgA
2 3.
430l9e FRAE 3 0.748 0.507 0.55, 0.69. 0.58 0.51, 0.85, 0.73
A& 3= 3 0.820 0.603 0.68, 0.72, 0.67 0.74, 0.83, 0.76
e 3 0.821 0.606 0.67, 0.71, 0.68 0.74, 0.76, 0.83
Aus
AHe FHAE 3 0.812 0.592 0.65, 0.69, 0.66 0.69. 0.83, 0.78
4% e 3 0.836 0.633 0.81, 0.65, 0.85 0.91, 0.76, 0.70
Z239 AFA= 3 0.775 0.540 0.62, 0.72, 0.63 0.60. 0.87. 0.71
ohxae 4%
SF g 9 0.903 0.511
BAAT 8 1 NA NA 0.592 0.613
Ale %3 1 NA NA 0.710 0.711
AP g3 1 NA NA 0.664 0.697
AH el FRAA 1 NA NA 0.572 0.608
71€Ae FRAA 1 NA NA 0.670 0.705
H|g-@e]e] A& 1 NA NA 0.694 0.733
71€¥ste X%y 1 NA NA 0.751 0.817
HA7ge PS54 1 NA NA 0.708 0.763
ANAQ gEx 1 NA NA 0.723 0.759
AR BEE 6 0.931 0.692
AR A3z 5 0.745 0.527 0.771 0.821
AR {4 5 0.810 0.586 0.790 0.840
Aue Ay 5 0.828 0.626 0.797 0.874
AR N4 5 0.805 0.612 0.719 0.792
AHol A4 5 0.780 0.545 0.779 0.837
AR A7AAA 5 0.786 0.571 0.786 0.825

. NA: 4E¥50] 3 3¢
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al.(1995)7} A& /B3NS =(Composite reli-
ability) 8} #At3:&(Variance extracted)S A}
£3t st

Vi @2t EY

AANE A2y JYRY] Hrle FAIE R
2o Aadd PF& J¥e= do LISREL
VIII(Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993)& ©] &3}
th. ¥ 2¥d gig LISREL £4& 4As7] A
o #38 AR W SHAE, TEA] YR
B, #A9 A3 9 EXo S4F Ze HHo]
25 e A (Hair et al., 1995). A
< 9 e 44 3584 Ao A= gE
7199 7ol diF $ERAR] Afole Bl
EQHolztn ¥4 glon, AdFoR AHdHe
$UEEL $HA ddditte /HEE 332
& Sl

RE AFEY @A T HAYPE wddve
AL 47 ¥o. °|& §8ix = LISRELEAHY =

24e 43§ At clnjzdol ptt AT TYHY =Y 23U

Ysle € HsEd U FERAY HYPL
FEQ). £X9 FHE AR A, RE
EFAWSEd dF HH(2.70~3.68), EEHAL
(0.68~1.15), Ax(-1.08~1.53)%} A=(-0.88
~0.45)& A4dsigit 1 23 ZE ¥5EY 3
9 dx7t AT Ao #EHAY. gL
2, A5 AFAAE 37k Wl o& Hrlekd
% AR, Z W) didtd B gq plotd TE
ol AESAEH ZF FFHL mEe Ao
ZAE QY. €4, 4 g A dJrEaYE
TrgolA Ag9 F48 4 ¥(Central Tendency)
< g7kt Ade B A5Ed A 314
< #d3d7] 9438 Kolmogorov-Smirnov(K-S)
HAEE AN 33749 FEF 28771
0.01 #&4 K-S H2EE S on, Yz
£ 0.05 #&A Estat.

7.1 oIzt 28| 4
ANE e JREAE (B OI4 ve

Wit #44 g3 sle EeEe B4HA
< AFEA FHHEE st JAMNGEHY @

(E 4) @82 o3 Al 98

(3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)

(1) (2)
BEe FRY=(D 1.000
B3 EE(2) .255"** | 1.000
TEEF =) .399*** | .390***
olel/Ade FRY=(4) 469 | .160"*
& F=(5) .504*** | .011
JE =(6) AT7** | 162
AT WEE(T) 502%** | 217
AR HEHE(8) .362*** | .034

1.000

‘484"‘
.320°**
.375°**
427
.285***

1.000

.610***
.505***
.531***
.356"**

1.000

B17***
492***
418"

1.000
.518***
.370***

1.000
438°**

1.000

*p<0.10, **p<0.05, ***p(0.01

ZY BT H28A ®3E 19994 8Y
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AE FEHAT. AAAQY ARRYe AYze
it TEs dg. AR S (Absolute
fit measures)d] W 71& AF2A JlojAsF
A%, 71258214 (GF1:Goodness-of-Fit Index)
9 94872523 HRMSR: Root Mean Square
Residual) & Zeisld AARYE AgaiT. x°
e A Gstom (s =255.63, p)0.10),
GFIE 0.9042 #3ton, EEde ANz
ZAn fo8] de Ao AU EF, QA
239 RMSR @& 09 7829 fel# el

AXE 2¥3} 7]122Y(Null model)& ¥l2d}7)
A% SEFHA(Incremental Fit measures)2
A ZAFYAS(AGFL: Adjusted Goodness-
of-Fit index), HEEF#AF(TLI: Tucker-
Lewis Index), EEH#A4(NFI:Normed Fit
Index)%t ¥ @2%§A5(CFI:Comparative Fit
Index) & AHE3AY. ©|F<A AGFI, TLI ¥
CFI& ZZ 0.865. 0.934, 0.948% 23|

0.3
0.

60‘.‘
3820

*p <0.10, **p <0.05, ***p <0.01

ojxie - YW

2%, NFIE 0.8862.2 874F9l 0.985¢ 23
we Ao Jeit. agn 239 dYE 9
AA, shte] 2Y¥E Hrlshr) A8 7Hg $-88H)
AHEE AFe  EEF)AS(Normed chi-
square)ld], o] gte] 1.6492 FAEA(1.0~
2.0/3.00W Sle Aoz ZAlEAT

k%2 439 ted@As(SMC: Squared
Multiple Correlation) 0.7128 ¢ 4 4
Eited, ol olxaA AFd oM Ea
70%0°1%80] 3309 FHAE, &Y ¢ A3
=9 AAHAQA AA 49 FH, 5 &=
Y 2o dZFxe P AHd) o8 49
e A& RoFe Aot 43 oExd ¥d
¥ 39 A2E AYstne (A¥ 4 BEo
125 9709l 7Hde] a=0.01 +FIA F3siA
Yebgth(243 29 of2ad AFNe] A€ a
=0.05914 fd3A Jeigoh. 9 feid A2
€9 F3Ae 0.219914 0.6889 Wz BT

(38 4) 2ni=¥el LISREL 4
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HEAAH ofR24 4BE HE AMD Yol A AT FEYHA 2Y Y2uy

0.4509 2 7K. a¥n AAERYe] EE
SMCe Z ¥ B4E 50%°1% 438 1
ATzl FHPZ: 0.628, AHA=::
0.565, A=x: 0.503, okxaAe 43 0.712).
EF, A=Y d@ 239 e 0.81224
HEdAQ 2¥E J1AES Sle 3R ¥
7 Aoz zAEA.

7.2 3% 28| 24

€ g7dde IARdR ZARYE o5 4
7 718E o] 831 HlRsRT: (1) 2oy
B i€ Az F38A PP g 239 A
HAQ] AR (2) 4 RFM AAE P
FAHLE fo¥ Hl&: (3) BFEEAE(SMO)

od o3 38 AT o gg d9Y:
(4) HEHdAA P3¢ 7|4Es e ¥EHE U
e 239 %9,

(B 5)& AXE A2 Y=Y 949 4
7 71ELE viag 23E E9Fn . A
PYA4(GFI, RMSR, NCP)$t FE¥A4S
(AGFI, TLI, NFI, CFD)¥ %7} A&l 71th3]
9 AN QAR APnYe H|F YT R
2 Jepd. ¥E ZARRYe 7| 2EHA S
(PGFI: Parsimonious Goodness-of-Fit Index)
b ABEYEG ta wrle $X0.643 o
0.642), (29 b)elq ERo] AYRYL 6719
7HdFA @A 10(16.7%) 0] a=0.05 &
A felF Ao Jent. W, QFARY e
1274 7HdZlM 9 (75%)7F a=0.01 FENA

*p <0.10, **p < 0.05, ***p <0.01

(38 5) ¥¥=2¥e| LISREL 24ant

Z GBI x28H ®3E 19994 8%
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O|xiet - HIH

(£ 5) Q28D 2Y2ge| ujn

¥)a 7|3 | 8742 | qg=y [ A=y
1. 38= A4(Goodness-of-fit Measures)
AR
FlAEAE AT 255.63: 155 331.98: 149
(P-value) P> 0.05 (P)0.10) (P = 0.00)
1282 42(Goodness-of-fit index) > 0.9 0.904 0.871
494725343 Root mean square residual) 0 2kt 0.051 0.067
4134 49x)4=(Noncentrality parameter) Ha gk 100.63 182.98
FERUAS
235 HA)4(Adjusted goodness-of-fit index) > 0.8 0.865 0.825
B EERRA S (Tucker-Lewis index) > 0.9 0.934 0.894
B3 242(Normed fit index) > 0.9 0.886 0.852
B 2R 4(Comparative fit index) gk 0.948 0.914
IR RAF
B F7e] Ak (Normed chi-square) 1.0~2.0/3.0 1.649 2.228
.347) 282 5(Parsimonious GFI) ozt 0.642 0.643
Y EFH A4 (Parsimonious NFI) Hgk 0.695 0.695
2. 7Hde] AR %9 wiE
7 % 75% 16.7
A3 23 (2)/2) (9/12) (1/6)
% 100% -
A4 2% (frsl/2A) (3/3)
3. AA¥se] 4 59 (SMC: Squared Multiple Correlation)
ohA24e) 4 o= | ome2 l 0.745
4. 23] B9 '
A ELEE | 08 | osi2 | o83

gui7t e Aoz AEAY. 8¢ AL AR
Yol fodix) e FzoYe FHAE, 2
SR, AE9} ofxAA AILY AN A
E¥oMe FFHA AHE /A1 ke Ao
o E¥, AYRYAM 249 FHPE, 45 9
Ex, 279 AAREY oA 43I A=
7} ATRYM B} @ PHEFHIL e A
22 YeRtHAYY F4P%:0.606, FEE
%:-0.184, 239 AFH£:0.460).

814

BARYAN olxarye] AFdl dF Pt
Ao 0.7452 67] Ao AHAY Yo B
A 70%013€ A9HF k. o] FAe
#2¥3} vimdA 0.033 271 gtoldh. a8y,
didoz File =¥ um¥w, 0.06004
0.09 A=+ =ojo} BY3le] TEAQ Aol7} gl
o3 2¥€<4 Ich(Hair et al., 1995)

3% 3% 494 ERe], T 2Y9 Ede
A7k A6 o} 12 A2). ¥ 2R-A$E 2Y

HYBAHF x28A M3 199944 8%



o] e Aolg AR EIJnE, olg A
APBREFIATS AN 2R EAFE M3
9. AR & Af=E /1A RYEL viagdg
AP REEEAF A 2EEAFI AHEH e
o, o]A2 2¥9 AYxe} Iyxo] o3 APH
o B4 A, AsEYe] ZARY ) vjF 2uj
A2E /AL YLdE Bt F B¥YL)
YRERFA 9} YN 2BFAFE o)zt A
e Aoz Yeyt =8 AY2Ye 23 n
A 0.7452 8F4F 0.88Y w¥sked, oe
AuYe 2y b 0.8128T B R}

.= 9

obxad FEU4AN FFolde TH, A&
2 A 22 PIC ¥4 8L FAWN
@] ofxaAe A3 %L viAe s
EU7t ol|E olgaA HEUY 3o ZHAHY
gL 3= MFEWN? & dFdNe 430y
9 ZIHBE, 2SR E, NIAEE JFAY okxd
A9 F8 W2 F3a 12719 MEL 1F
e AR ANIAUT. FEHEY 2¥L
T8 ENE, 1270F9) 97le AR fred@ R
L= ¥Hzd. PIC ¥4 A49 IR,
33 oEx % 239 dZF = T2 PIA ¥HF
29 o3 £l 50%°18 490, 94 PIC
AFEL olxad 43 42 T0%01%8 43
33 3.

ARE FWAN BB 5 2YPEo] BF {3}
A, AAFQA AYx AFeL AARYo| ZF
2o Hj3) i 5L A2 eyt £, 73

AHBIP x28H H3Z 1999 8%

YRALH ofR2YY 43§ AN AnYol A AT IZYHY Y HoU

ARYoXe FoA F& BAREo| ABRYq
HNe 9ul7t e Aoz wHEAc PIAS PIC
HFEol BF ofxad BHEUVHE T F8¢
W2 g Q4] gAT, E AN A
AF#RY L PIA HFLE0] @R 3oy F/A
E, 253z 9 Az yARSFES FHA o}
a4 B3 QA UEE BdFa . Al
o7, 3709 PIA BFEL BF of2ad A3
et ZHEAQ 4¥S vA T e Aoz =3
e},

T SFHAN e AARYo] ZYRY) )Y
Tl A2E /I JIeBME Fl9 2o
&g 2oz AT Ry EAo] As
(Coefficients)®] +& HAAY AY=E 3
W3} 3 2o ohzt 3 E Al P Afx
o A= HAWZAIe Z(Hair et al., 1995)
ol7] W&, wtef 5719 RYo] FUF UWYEE
R o aFdA AAA] ATl gL
23¢ MYde AL FAF Aotk adng,
2 479 Ade 7 AN ARy S A
e Aolgkn 2Eg+ sl

A7 ZHFN H3Exe PIC WSEH
A7} 71&9 ATFEFe A g Aes
zA1g%tHAnderson  and  Narus, 1990).
Fitzgerald$} Willcocks(1994)¢] 9314, o}&
A BobdAde AHEAS FFARY Hdg A 2}
3 AZH ¥4 HEd BEUHE YA
44 gon o, AEAEe] ZEAcE FHEA
oA B YT WA He AL BAF
de Holgt. A, AR} FFAREY #A9
240] AZA #AA HEV4YS] BAZ W)
net FFAEL A v ot g2 A9y 3
A& 7IXA A9 Grover, Cheon and Teng,
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1996: MaFarlan and Nolan, 1995). w4,
AHgAE ] FEA i JEET} FolAWA o
of g v /A € A Zoh o]| wizle]
B39 Exs} PIC ¥4E 9 @A 333Q
%L v Ao,

& AFM AAG AARYe ENEE ol
&4 HEV4e A7 719d9] #eREANA F
L% 9ulg Fa 3t} AFAEY AN e T
% PICHSES BT ol2dA 439 SPHS
20 4ok ofxAiAe] FFo] U PIC H
FEY AR AHE YA 2HPE Aol @
H, 7149 BAEdAE Tl FHAE,
243 9 AT E FAM AHl2 FIFHAAY
o ASAQ BAE YHE + de AEE AT
3t

X.d £

£ d79M = Henderson(1990)8 BEAIAY
BEUY 2YL 2L ofgiA BEU4Y B
Az 439 840 FAAAE Aviugict B A
FoA AAF ARRYPe FFolde FHAE,
FHY= T3 JHRE oA B3 A%
e 8P 2452 TRYY. &, HEU4Y
ARAAE 3ol oj" F27} EAsn] o] 2
AED oAy FFUde AW BATL leA
AMR7) A3A, Hendersond 23L& &4&n
FAAE AFH Eskth. #4 Fd, PIC ¥F
g0] A8 BHERS YR UFE FHA o}
&4 AFE oS e F8E HFLEY] WY
ek, T o] MFEL 222 AFAQ 249

816

o|xi - HAH

n@} M2 EES JFE olHEy] A% 3%
o x¥g F3 ojfo] AF slen, AF 239
BATHE 2&5 e F2E0| € Ao},

2 d7e Udgd e dA¥E /R o
AR, & dFoMe 71EATEY AIs F#F
9 #dg 27%eg HY In-depthP AT+2YE
AAER7] w &) ol i o]2A do] o
& ¥53% ddeld. €4, PIC ¥FEHY oA
A A3 gy &3l ke AE 28EA
%1 @2 A9 AHE F4HoEF Jdy A
(Cross-sectional research)& 483t} At
of Age] wet YA ¢ e H=W AHE 1
2% $93 AF(Longitudinal research)7} 4
L3t AR, AEZAA & J1gold 9 5dA
9 2 829 A & AFUE gz 3y
o mEb gAY UAL AA 4% Be
= B3 4 229 dd SHAE U3
HA e Hho] EA3A =g

€ AT E V2R o dLH Ze ¥F A7
WS AN Fh AR ofxaAY 4T
< B39 B84, Jled U4, FEed
A&k, 7199 £3 53 22 G4E 82 9
8 JEgE b=t o9 Ze 84T UY AF
T oFay HEULE I3 & ALAA <3
¥ ¢ e 71HE AT Aot X, B A7
€ oFxaAde FFATE obd AMEAF WA <l
AEYE EHIAAY. AT, B AFHQ ot
249 4FE AdME AHEA Bl g¥e]
A S A9 E4o] Yasit}
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Testing a Causal Model of Qutsourcing Success:
Structural Equation Modeling Approach

Jae-Nam Lee”* - Young-Gul Kim**

Abstract

Outsourcing has been one of the most widely discussed information systems issues in the
1990s. In recent years, increasing attention has been paid on building a successful
partnership between the customer and supplier of the information systems outsourcing
services. This study explores the sources of influence for successful outsourcing
partnership. Based on the Henderson's six partnership-related variables, we (1) propose a
causal model of outsourcing success where mutual benefits, commitment and predisposition
are introduced as intervening variables, (2) test this model using a sample of 225
organizations that have outsourced their IS functions to external service providers, and (3)
compare the proposed model with a rival model without such intervening variables.
Findings indicate that the proposed model has more significant paths and power than the
rival model in assessing the relationship between partnership and outsourcing success.

Key Words : IS Outsourcing, Outsourcing partnership, structural Equation Modeling
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