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Abstracts

An Analysis of the Psychological Work Environments Facilitating

Technology Innovations

The psychological work environments which facilitate technology innovations in
ogranizations are divided into two dimensions of suppotive work envirnoments and
challenging work environments. The confirmatory factor analysis confirmed the
construct validity of two work envionments. And simple and hierarchical
regression analysis confirmed the significant effects of two work environments on
motivations to the technology innovations. Therefore, Both of the challenging work
environments(uncertainty of exta- organizational environments and tasks) and
supportive work environments(managerial environments of intra-organizations) are
the two important psychological work environments which facilitate technology

innovations in organizations.
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A1ZdA &

A 18 ARG 4757

T BEEAE WA 8] VIdEe] ALHLZE 4P - 2H3F
71 Sl Me AFAMEE 2 3 AL 58 A 2 S R &
Aolth. 714y el B ol21d AA-2 Schumpeter(1934)9] 73 A4 <]
o’ olFd FHEA HAALY 7IFVtEAA IAHRLH, 21F B
8} 2} 5 (Kumberly, & Evanisko,1981; Miller, & Friesen,1982; Zmud,1982; Van
de Ven,1986; Dewar & Dutton,1986; Damanpour,1987; Kim,1980 3)ol| <3}
o ZFAFFEANA A7 UAJTGD EF 7Y AH BYF R&D T4
E g9 Ao i3t AFE°] UATHKatz, 1982; Sweeney, & Allen,1984;
Thamhain, & Wilemon, 1987 ).

2E5Y BYEEL I o= QEg EZYAY H=rt 33, FY I
7} B, A2 Hoizel BN HAe AYY AEH WA YA
247 Ho7kn ATk olgjd WAL s)zE olo|holeln, 1 ofolo]
E LAAIIL Y3 vgE Yehln FA% s A AT A SV
HEd ALY 7edd FriFodd 8 #FHL ¢ FLIdn ¥
ATHVan de Ven, 1986)2 1@ E B 7&HAE7|HA0 i 1
LY #FAHL v 53 A (West, & Farr,1989).3

HFEE 9 39319959 A+e FHUE ML ERF UM dT7d
o A AAZHY F7NRAAL 2 vpdEHY YA FRn dFLE]
222 23 e AHZT FAW g&da e ALE Yein Jvdn
Basdo. #ALd ALE FAAFY #egYo] ey AAYdAR F

1) F. Damanpour, "Organizational innovation: a meta-analysis of effects of
determinants and moderators,” Academy of Management Journal, Vol.34. 1991.
pp.555 Q8.

2) S. Scott, & R.A. Bruce, op. cit. 914,

3) Ibid



detAl HEHA €A A% FrIFAE WY o] FofA1 YA &3}
e A& AHs Aok

oeba 22 LY BRSO A AFH Wy FEH AANFA
o] #olEH 7 JEIHIYE BHAA Hoju, Md FA4LY J&d
AF7N1HAE F3ld 2HY A3 E Folnx 3t #FEolEH 7|HE A
dajol & Wyl oty wdE.

Dafte] Z 2 A9 o]F 2 & (dual-core approach)| X 7]|&d4 73
(process of technical innovations)2 #2] ¥4l #}7(process of administrative
innovation)# th2 oty HAH<Y 1> FHHAL F2 AF R A H
ololtjol & AR AM A&3HA &3 4+ UAEEF 313 (top-down)
FAE Aty gZo Z1AF = AFE7 AFsioh W rjeygAe
ARE £HY FFoH MHl2E WEAIE 7]& ¥ H(technical core)d
A HRste RAoZA AHAY FAR FAH FAHEL MR UG o
gM 71N L AdHLT 29 FFHAN HANL Fxidor )
W Eoll 334 (bottom-up)¥2]-& H3A Boz2A 713 ZAFEI Y
sot. a4 AR a2ga Jled @R HIle 2FHY FHYL 23
o] et F TAHALE °]7] dEold.

olgto]l FePAL 2Ho F3HFY AHE g5t AP 9
o, 7180 AFHE A7 AsiAe Ned4e FIIe P EL
7% & Ut E F ok gEtA JEgAE IR oo 93
< Pl dFEed i AAZHQ] gA dEFo] Hasth
& 71EYATNRA FFE e HFEH FJ¥H L o F

E 0% Ao AA, 2 FJ4gel oiF d7(Amabile,
1988, 1996; Woodman, Sawyer, & Griffin,1993, Oldham, & Cummings,1996
DA Fegel A MEs 7ieyAdy AN A4AHY slm, ol
Z1egAd #Ed FAH A N € 4FE nXe 8908 B/Y

4) Richard L. Daft, Organization theory and design, 4th ed., INFO ACCESS
DISTRIBUTION PTE LTD, 1992, pp. 264-267.



B3 AF3R Jok 2By o]gEe ZHANX Y FIH HJHFE Folv
AAA L YF AH(E SN FAFE8E A EE Hojgdy o}
gA Fold APBRH FEHE JefgAE FIee H9F AAEA
(psychological work environments)S 7§'d3 & HQAXo] Ut}

<3 1> BYYAH Ae8A 1Y

#gyA 7184l
Z g 933 eyl 983
H3Ek o v 5} %4 (top-down) /¢ %3 (bottom-up)
vl A3 RAFZ 7] Al & (mechanistic) 7] & (organic)

Z}&: R.L. Daft, Organization Theory and Design, 4th. ed., Info Access Distribution
PTE LTD, 1992, p.258.

E X, Siegel, & Kaemmerer (1978), Abbey, & Dickson(1983), 12| 3 Scott,
& Bruce(1999)t S A AU APBA0] Ut 478 3
o 28y 259 d7E AAVAL 2ANA BAez Fz BYF @

5) F9 M (creativity)2 EE5F Wog ololto g AFIIUAY e AFold
ofelt]ol & QAste TPLE Fostm ow, HAlold HRE ololfolE ¥
E3ta azE AF  MElE Be 0 FEF=F AFAIe FAHolH A
o3t gk a2 FAL B FY2 dutgtd Adesd F=2 Fg44S
3 WA F71F99 BdE FAUBAEC] ol A7HD, udd HA
B3 AFE Hoo ZFI9EAEY aste 91 d-bo] Ar] Wi FFH FH
FA3 Yz AJPFL 1 BAE Aol Fold Aol



Aol A AFHUL & Lu5d Wsse AN 4G AUE
Aol Wsls AAHoez E%E}Zl XA 9873 W AU IH
o] ¥igle A FTALAA AZE AAB/HE ATt Y7 HEEold.
AR, Robbins-26 ¢to 2 Wslale 259 Pejo] mat AP A3
7)Z(criteria of performance)o] HAZH An#Ad 7|02 ulPojol & H
848 AR} AUk WA HA AEH HFABE NEAFA JAFE
g, AFNE, o] F3 22 ¥Fd FIFE A 48 adEL2 7E
HAF7| 89 2o AAFAd VEHSFd 4TS nAe 8AdE
g zojth. geEpx M2 AFEE Ve Jeddsriiy
FHFE A QYEC T MELR HFY E&0] Hasig & Rojth
getA B A7 EHE AR, 7€y Fr1RAd 4TS ne 4
A AAEFE HYATE T3t FHF o2 sidsisted g
*5}-1—, =4, 23 H8H ’5]’%1?_1'?’4 NeFAE7|F%e] BEA
z3sla] AT AP AY Wt FFaE 8w A=s 1z} o

2
L\
oft
o

Al 2d dydids ¥ # A7y

B d7E ZegdsrIRdE FUse HAH APV H q@ a7
2 3 UYE 3R Daft(1978)9) “dual-core model”e #E]FA7} 7]
£ FFE HNe 2AEY 540 tadxn AFF g @
TAFY FAEES KA 3t JleF Ao #H3}IA

ojZ2 AT E TP} Astd & AT AZIUdAS R&D AFAH}
AFAL B 7IeMuEE "HFdte Veddes U E HERAE 4
At At

E A7 7€ £ A% HAH FJERE F AdeE FE
sder, o8 TAME BIAE HAFEr] fdtd HAF adRH

6) Stephen P. Robbins, Organizational Behavior, 6th ed., Prentice-Hall
International Editions, 1993, p.16-17.



(confirmatory factor analysis)S 33ttt 2812 Held FYgsA9 7=
T8 B38AHS 2537 sty JeyalErIfode Agane Asag
ERE IAEY ¢ 2AF JARYE 539 HEsU.

A 27 71EFAE FJde HEH AJQEA

g gArE R, 71€d8A43 ALE 4B 7168 FA%AY g
& 3931, 4, 495 AYBA0] A AL Fad AUY °E
% E71%cd 9E nAEste] #F oleg AW, AR, JUH T

832 299 AYBRH =AY JYVACE TR SN B
# 4YITE LFFES Yot

VI A

SR IEXBIAEL-PIEIEL-PUE-SAERS

71€¥Al(innovation)o] & MEZE ololtjo]E 1 e =Ydd F4F
AF, T4, Ex AUl2E =Y e F3A71e AFolthh dAHeg 7
YA g otoltoly] gt F =] 11 AL FFe FAE 7
=YAE& FF3te TALEH.

Kanter(1988)= 7R 5F A 9] 8 A8 9 (individual innovation)E R K|, &
Ao A4 AMFE otoldde] E HAH WA, X, olojtio]d Wi
Fd3 AAAEFH] AFE TEHEH, AA, otelrolE A stEe A7
¥ (prototype or model of the innovation)g Tt #}AFojgta 3¢t

ols}zdo] HAL Z GAvY R E HE thE FE(different activities)
3 & 23 Y (different individual behaviors)& T §38+e oA Z 33
O 2A RAAY. HAlo|d AANFHog 7 FH(discrete)o] i1 A £ (sequential)
Q1 2} (stages)olE}7] Rl EA43F #F(discontinuous activities)o] 432
€ A3l §1o.= Z(Schroeder, Van de Ven, Scudder, & Polley, 1989), %3]

1) S.P. Robbins, Management, Prentice-Hall International, Inc, 3nd ed., 1991, p. 543.
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9 FAHLE o= ¥ AHAA oJHT BYHA FFHP) BelY A
2 A Robertss(1982)8) ATE o9t AIF HA) YABAE 2
Fon Aot

al .

olsto] A9 JeHAe FIHoE VY AE B ALY
£ AT Rd] ofstal I 47t AHHH, o] S HAE R
o e FAE AQYBA] W AdHE /&8 47%E Ans]
% B AAHS AN Aol

A

J

A 24 AEd A8 =4 A

AABAL ALY A4 B A5y A9 9L HAY. ©
SA AQBA] oW e FFe ARNA AT HE L B9 I
g nAEtE FHSL, oW 4P FYBAo FALY HE D WY

F

o 4% VXEsE FHE.
zZ7 E7e MU =AY A43AE-S Hgdte Aoz 23y A
A AZHAY HEES EEF Z(broad class)o] 2t 3} thHowe, 1977).

a2HE AL T3 2 EH7e ZHAAY ALY B FF
S w3 QItH(Field & Abelson,1982; Jones & James,1979; Schneider, 1975).3)
Lewin®] 4] 2 %7 (psychological environment)o]] th3t HAF o]Fd| 7<)
Aol thk AE A, 22F, 473 9P BAS 7HAA "HAeH, olH g
8734 49 24 $971% due

James, & James(1989)8] €|F= 4 H RA AYA AlEdes gL
SHAUFEL TALY dRZAAN AR E T8 FAHEH 54 (attributes) o]

2) S. G. Scott, & R. A. Bruce, op. cit, p.581 A&,

3) W. H. Glick, "Conceptualizing and measuring organizational and psychological
climate:pitfalls in multilevel research,” Academy of Management Review, Vol.10,
1985, pp.601-616 =) <183

4) William H. Glick, “Conceptualizing and measuring organizational and
psychological climate: pitfalls in multilevel research,” Academy of Management
Review, Vol. 10, 1985, p. 601 A ¢1&,



AUE ov)(neaning e F2 WKL ABT FAT AABA 9@
Az-g SA33%e oldF HFEL FUHAY dEd nvge T gl A
A, AL 8BS %A AGs=vd wat @70 vg3ch 4, A7
o 7 T4 L4av AYAd 3y R gHozZ EXe 9y
(meaning)gt= Zolt}. 9 vld 3= H(attribution of meaning)o] T A=(FY
87 SAHEZAMY A, dA, #AF, 7= F)E HHIY] A A9
(schemas; Shs33t FF 9 AHEA AEE T} Ee FHE FAH 24
(stroed mental representations)2- ©] &&= AL L3I} o]y I o E
e e AAZ ABHY GUe AZe B AA aus
(description)3lv= RO ZA o]AE 7]% & (descriptive) <1 X](cognition)
Aed guetn @ 2 JRA APe 84 1 A0 9
A XA Fn F7 FA4 I 7FA R (valuation) 2 3P At
FAF oY dig 7|3, A= REHY AFES, FYAHTH 2L
2 FH fHHe #upd 93ld FFEAE dAF o2 HYridte
23t tH(Mandler,1982).5) 1& 97|AM ARAHQ 7€ F u|HTE JHX H o
(valuations)oll © & TAE 7HA e, 2 olfE FASVA g =R
(cognition)7} 7+ 7 3§ 9] (affect and behavion & FAE+= A F AL of
AT 4 U7 gEoith waA e vl $AH X d(hierarchical model
of meaning)& EA3ATt ot <2 2> ovje A 2d& Jepdch

AA e 9I A[JF_AAAN FFHLE YEue 419 89& F
3t 9% 2Ed 29 239 2Y, JF =X ZH AL, Uy 3
7 3, ZdADY] x4 A3 a2 BES E97ed. 2 oY
47l 8L AEF ErlgEe dwrs<]l(general factoryolzte ©Y
fR1o 2 FHolA dEoh FF aEAE 53 19 dAFe FAEA
g Azt dY 9Ju](one factor or meaning)Z A 7M1 FFAd ) 3
£ XA fde A& HAFAT

S 3 N RN

o 2 % wy r My &

Y

5) G. Mandler, "The structure of value: accounting for taste,” In M.S. Clark &
S. T.Fiske(Eds.), Affect and cognition(pp.3-36). Hillsdale, NJ:Erlbaum, 1982.



<18 2 > 9uje] Y9AA ZH(A hierarchical model of meaning)

A2H 2979 A 89l \3
eneral factor of psychological climate .
& psycholog )

/

/ \, \\

Qg g2 SATEAR SHAYPRYE
44 $3HE7]

x5 22

AN A% g 254 AE Aed || -Agdeygz
Aed 9 g 25 A a4 || -4 de
g agst | (g 3% Az zay || Y

g SR 25| | B gy | |-A9Pe
Frel 4zae| 28 ZAA 254
23 274 B4

By 2ERz| | A2

o 237

A+&E : L.A. James and L.R. James, “Integrating work invironment perceptions:
explorations into the measurement of meaning,” Journal of Applied Psychology,
Vol. 74, No.5, 1989, p741.

Kahn(1990)2 AlFo] R o] Aoz, QAFHez, aulu A
Heog IF AMNE BAAF]L(engage), HE3IH, 233 AUAE ALE
e FAFBAY AL AASGET. 221 HFEFYF SAHo =,
AAHez, 81 #AFF2LE IF AL FHQAIA g, F3I
(withdraw) 3} 32, o]l AA#HF Y 4L FASFIAT. AR ZHNA
38 222 389 AAGT(work roles)oll QAmiolA e AL AHAH B

l



o (personal engagement)2hil 5tn}, Fxlel Q] HE2 RE AL 24
7l A& /A3 FFH(disengagement)a}t 1 3} ).

Brown, & Leigh(1996)2 232 7] w3t FALY Xzte] R EQ],
=Y, Ao JAATJAE ZAEIHT olg) <aY 3> FAAZo] IR
datel YL nA= H2E 2Y3} & Aot

<2¥3 > 4% 279 A543 2y

—

T~ .
@5—%7} SRR __,@_, FEREN

AE : S.F. Brown, & T.W. Leigh, “A new look at psychological climate and
its relationsh)p to job involvement, effort, and performance,” Journal of Applied

Psychology, Vol.81, No.4, 1996, p.359,

de FAde] 2A#RE 2F A4AY B x| (well-being)9F FH st o g
T A A #§749 234 HogE g
At 2= AZE 4uF Berle HR2EY, =¥, 281 43 A
4 ZzE Y4B ST
doln AHEEE] AAVAL TALY M2AE it HH AYB
7A€ BAST ol 74U AR5 U WAH BrlEo2 ddE o
27 7499 49 2 4% JPE wATk o) Fe(valuation) L T
of W3 FA(engagement)= WAH FriEody AHAHL zm glon,
Hackman®} Oldhame] HFEAHRYZT F A9 FASIE, Herzbergs)
s718d% Y& LT gug e

3|

EC R EL R RSP R R



AEHUEINRAE A FYPRoz negE FautE: 2
4729 494, F44 Ad43 guel 9%, F2 PITE B VEE,
AAEF, TR, ZARDY 2oy, AnBIARNY YA 4, Ao
J 2W4T WA Sol AFHD Atk Iy olely APBAL 27
R Bd A99 990 TPHAAE FABAIL. AFAX A7
Hold oleid B J1edAL A T4 IFYeAoE ERY 4

.

o,

0E FHoE VY99 JieygAdd EAste AYPH 84U A 27
AE-BF9 EFHAHT AAF Y UEE E 5 Utk oI FHE 2
Y 7Iegde FA st 7MY dAHA adsEAM T4 JdY
B4 T8t Ut ol EXH APPAHLE ERY F UE Aol

= AL A JegATIIRdE A F44 FAdBA e 1FEy, o
22 EXY AYPPAE AHEEE FrhO

zHo] A&Ho2 4% sy AHNE Py FHIAY IR
e AsHoz BN} ) 2P ARBAY WEDH BE =3
7399 ARFYL Bt gAHE vl dehd ERHoE YREA
H-estn Ags vrterte 2o #HUAA 2 23, 21 o4
Ze 794 ZYBAY 24¢ Fepuvkel 2tk mEN 97 2
6 2 A7t FYAFE FA9 A4UAH 244 AYBF ez FEIAG o
g 718 AFE 94 49840 B4ty Avalded, Beby Ade ¥
A9 W AE ARIE FEeN FAQT W B A7 2HA 5
79 AR FAAEE EQstel Ha99 2 Adse DAL PFonA @
oo dddos 44 B33 A SAH AQBAL AAFEAN) HUHao
£ 9%e WA ez Jded 23 o BFY Tre FAH AN
gote 7 By e dFsha



A9 4¥AFL 7e9ULe 5T 249 FRE Fobel ARV
adEon syl Aste] LUFS =YY Tash BYAA, 1T B
3 2 A= Te )AL YBox
4g AR

oJge MeYAL FASE FAF
st 23 TAAA UAM 4

394 FYpRL 7499 ]

g Aot} 7|ey 4l #F 223 JAdsFolA 25 AL 24
A PR 3 Jd7E Amabilem Woodman 5 BE ARREo 2g

gA A B 4 o

Amabile(1933)2 Ar2) A 743 B3 FH Ao BwAL 7t
S N9Y 8Ae AW, 27 323 ARE4e] Aoz FRAUT<
Y 4 > o)L o) A= Woodman, Sawyer, & Griffin(1993), 28] 12
Oldham, & Cummings(1996)2] d-F71 Ut}

olstzol Amabiled} I8 FTEE(1993)2 HVEFHYA FAH MAFA
Z2HE& BE AEd HIL2RE "olu zAH @A FAF HFHY
Axot s JEE vXn JUgE AT A 2= Fodd tid A
g€ Woodman® 18] F8(1993)3 FLstA g3t stslen, 4L
ML JAGgFTAA oJFolAE AFL F8&F ololtyole A&, ¥
Aol =AFFAAM FoH ololtiolg HFHoE H¥de Aoz A
o3|}t Wk 2o FoAd tig dAFE iU B JAGEFEAAMY AL
3H dg F AJAFAN e AE Fstod AU e Mo Fo4
ZAEIET 2 Fodel uigt APAFAEA AA, FAded T
nd Aoz /=T AAdFHEAL NEH BFEA FAHY &
(encouragement of creativity), A& 4 T= A -(autonomy or freedom), ALY
(resources), <& (pressures), FolAdo] e F 29 Fol Q& <l(organizational

impediments to creativity) 2. 2 TE3IH T}

oL,

ook
g o



< 1Y 4 > Amabiled] o3 AdIo] JFTFE vl FAHFEH

o4 YA 484 3987 g9 47
o P¥ 238 A% A=
z3e) T4 :
{organizational encouragement) ]
el Qo] oe 94 % -
& ¢ (encouragement (supervisory encouragement)
of creativity) \
Fyguel ¥4 N
(work group supports)
Aed B AR |—» A4 R
(automony or freedom) (freedom) 2ol A
2 4 — oqf 24 >
(resources) (sufficient resources)
=34 34
—»
4 H 7 (challenging work)
(pressures) \
4 SEEE N N
(workload pressure)
z2o) FojR(organi-| | ZHo|N FaH ok
-ational impediments) (organizational impediments)

Z}& : Amabile, et al., Assessing the work environment for creativity”, Academy

of Management Journal, Vol. 39.No.5. p.1159.i

4, AJVAY AFe 2HsE A=A $71XE ANt Yk o
N gelgel & ozRE 21, AFA 4B 27, 443

e
flo
PN
N



@ Y& L U G (pressures) L 2AE =M A AAdeF Y PR
gl 9% d¥E JHAD SAsAT. 20t AEst Hxe B9A4e HFE
stdle 29 A7 A A A dFe =33 Y, 239 24, 343
o A, A, 239 B, FEAY AY, FES Y, AdYHEY &2
2 A et FH™Eo Slv ALz JENT F HA d3dMe =Y
e A, 213 A, 279 £, 239 w3, AF, FIBF @
g o8, 32 AdY £A42 ANSAT F Fo9H 2ZYY T A
Foflo] FEe 23 FHA A dF A B Yu|RAE F51Y
o|Fo] Ar-gt= 7HF & 3t Ut

Woodman® 18] FFEE(1993)2 Fd 29 54 2A4 £33, A4,
B, A%, 2343%, 7l dAsta Jdoh a8ln 23 RFAFR
BHe 93= n#sYt. 259 Z37F A< A(organizational creativity)ol]
e 22 obgf <2y 5>3 P}

290 HAAMFG BHEE ZHEAV| i AF=  Siegel and
Kaemmerer(1978)¢] |77} Qdth. 2= 43 gus 2% £33 st
Blste] Halo]l Wi Furje F 4, oleltiolo] did FAHYe] Fx A
(ownership), THFd 7 X420 dde] i 7, 283 7 FEFF9
PA AP §4& Holx gk AT

Scottel Bruce(1994)9] HAl@ ol &S mA= 4ol g ¥ HA
sttt glvid, APFAD, 22l JMUEge] AdsAFA U 4L 53}
o HAgeo JTE v, £ NAEFL AH Hilgo] d&FS 1
AL Aots BYPoltt. BP-L o <a1d 6> Pt
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4% 54
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- %34

- 7R
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Bl

24 =4

Jm

B3
- A4
- BA}
- A
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- 71'

Z}E: R.W.Woodman, J.E.Sawyer,& R.W.Griffin, ”

/

\

Woodmane] #Feol& 7f¢l,

¥y
#2343, 43)

} (creative behavior)

)%

/, i

‘( EERE

zuzq 43
(creatlve situation)
A 99l
- Alekd @<l

24, 4%, 28n

kel B

23}
(913 212)

AN

N
N,

'Y

23 94
(organizational
creativity)

Toward a theory of

organizational creativity,” Academy of Management Review, Vol.18, 1993.



< 2% 6 = Scott?} Bruceo] Al 24

EEEEEREEEE

4 -
2o 4% sl Hald g A=A
417]
g4 34
A E.pAAde] A3 ag = (support for innovation)
I mERR R
A FH
A A EE EASE 28d (resource supply)
£ AAH EANE 2

A8 : S.Scott, & R.A.Bruce, "Deferminats of innovative behavior”, Academy
of Management Journal, Vol. 37, 1994.

19jo)  Abbey, & Dickson(1983)2 AJ##H B A (performance-reward
dependency), 4 (flexibility), T2 AZtE HA47 HAFHANY A
% (initiation), =l 2 (adoption), A}3Y(implementation)oll 23+ FF& vl
Qtkar B 1slgch. Oldham, & Cummings(1996)¢] d3ts FHLY FoH
Aot BEd PR BUFEA AFEFY(ob complexity)ot FHFH
E2Elde FoF Ao FAF FFH TS A doe AE ¥R
=2

ZALZEANAY 28 A 3k Aol A, Kimberly & Evanisko(1981)2

—Yyp —



He zAQ gaos o Hid 39 JPsE RHoz H¥ 9F
g "Az gen, AR yFY e FHLE {3 IFE v
A3 Ptz Yt Miller & Friesen(1982)9] |F= F32 o] 7|&xte A

] Bedtn, YT AdE %ol Ef{stn oy, =3 xpEst
o B3y 23R 9E §5F A9 stsgde Iva o =
A EA 2eldEA 2o A=A B3t mle ARl HdH )
g FaAd d3 Aol ' FIRAEe 2¥8A R AFA] vsto
By A8 F28 JM5Ao]l avta 39Tt Yongbae Kimet 19 5855
(1993), £Ay3(1995), Kim, & Utterback(1983), 12| 749k Adydl
(19859 d7% A HAHQ 7|92 28X &L 7Igel vty 7y
Aol o3k 2E3 A, GRS A4 A, ALFHA 29471, 28
T AE #Fe R B S (administrative intensity)o] T T4 39 I F3}
b ge 2Tz E4E AU U

YA e IAFFFME King, & Anderson(1990)2] &=
Holz =3 U4, A718U F&, e JeHd 7sE Ad F
o=z oo d, L S, T 4dY Fol I HUH 4
of §8-g ux utm Bl Payne(1990)2 Fohel HeolF Ajzlel
T4 aQez IATHLY g, R ol&UksA, $E34 Yu4d,
o] FE, A, AFYACA HAHE AA AT Allen, Lee, and
Tushman(1980)2 R&D ® ¢ Adz}o] thdt =2 AE gz AFUA A
fEte] #AE 1FsST

ehl
AN
-
ftlu
&2

(o]

ox 4
oo 4N

X

2. 7legde HAse =1 AU

= s
7] WEeIT A2 14 &7 £F, AFrled wWe
Bsta, oA &
23 gRFFE st Aot BT oG AR HAFY EFHGL



22 FejE Rk EFSIA, T Holn, H¥rEHo 2 WHIHrtEE g1
AT

olzi3t E-gAHF FY gFEAN By FHAYU AP FEHs 2
e FARE FYste THLNA N2 IAFB{EE st U ol
3 AR SR AJFAY LAY HsE sPAH R, A A aFstE
A g gonbael H3LE JtAHA 3ok mEbA ol d APB/F Y W=
AEHQ wrao o AAAAIE Qg B4 BA gon, A2
2 AP i3 N2 HAFRTE JFo] Fasliy JEYPAY FFRF
qL olgt THI ATH JEHFEAN M FRHAA Jdeve ¥
o]t}

olgtzo] AEFA YAHE AARE L AFFAAAA MELE odq o
7het AR gafo] JEFS ulA & Zo|th metA olFA ANE 2A4E &
Aol 71€8 Mo e dFL vA=ILE JEY EFES T3 A¥ED

ZH9 QRAAT FHZ AFE F2 ZAAA FTAA BS A7
Aol stk & Ao AR B BHANT JleyiATdy AEHE AT
g AEL R BHEY BHAA] reyAlE A5 ste dFYgolEt
3 FA3st3 ¢Jth Kimberly & Evanisko(1981) 12 3L Ettlie(1983)= Z 3¢
2339 AAA, BFY, FHAY, 2HA™, g Miler &
Friesen(1982)-& A3 4le] X423 = d(conservative model)3} 7|dq7F =4
(entrepreneurial model) & EF QR @R EFAAHL ZFHAY F9 A
UE B3I T

Yongbae Kim$} ¢ SEE(1993) FZANY A2FE AZ7HNA
JNegAila ole AR #AE wHsHe ATE ST HUs
A% 71gdel gRFAEFEA FHA, 234, 281 UL AV
o Fa% AR AAA adolza AT

F43(1995)& Zeyd dgacld B AT HAFEEH 7YgS
BE FJyFaLE0] JFEF Fa3 JFE v FxzE LT
2730 Hwg ¥ide] A EY JJELS FIBAHl VAR E



£

a9A ATE TFE WA g ddHez dFHA BF &3
UL-& AlALETE ol# g dFZATE Kim, & Utterback(1983), #1459
AR (1985)e] A7} Y= e},

z232) 29719 &3 Pelz(1967)9] ALz Ao tha 29 dFoME
% Z (security and challenge)Z2 8l A7 Az AgG¢GF e 1A

i

ZAHE BA77F & AR RE VAT st EHA 27
o] QAL AFdHT E3I Amabile et al.(1996)] A FTANME ol H
Ao dFE F= A Ho 2 =HFHQU ZU(challenge work)S AF
st ™, Glick, Jenkins, & Gupta(1986)2] 2 FE -7} A(job complexity), L]
3 Fry, & Slocum(1984)2] A-&7]=9 EHdAddL AREH & FAHLL
2A ols AFFHAAA JeygAE 87l AABAE FAsA 2
A,

3. 494 FABAH A& AT R

James, & James(1989), Kahn(1990)L 50| £ {3 AP Ae xU&
Aesgzte] YAH Er¥dE 24 I0n HUo Brown, &
Leigh(1996)2 o]¢}z& AR &7 o] 499 FFEEY(job involvement)#} =&
(effort)y& F3td A FH(performance)ol] FFE v Uthe A& AFHAT.

E3F Amabile(1983, 1988, 1993), Oldham, & Cummings(1996) 181
Woodman®}t 19| BEE(1993)L % HP&#E L AR Yo o A
A BI1FAE 4o olF FIY FH AHud JFL uz Yo
T FgsAn BY 158 4548508 BPNN 4L 49sn

St}
2 a7 394 3984 2 ‘:X“—'I AABAT 71 LY AT 57
o AYaTe FEAFAA AFL Fohe] AABAY NFvA 5B
4 4% Badel 3tk
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A 3G AdFEdTFY 44
A 1A 7Hde A

James, & James(1989)= <2lwm|o] QA& =Fd(hierarchical model of
meaning)oll A FAFZE 1 AAE AGste 1A4FH 96 JlARA
(valuation)#}°g 9] 2343 9jujs} H3-& FEIHT. 221 APPAL 48
Aoz FEYUT Kahn(1990)2 AR FPFo] 241-& B (engage)Al 7] &
AFzA7 FFo(disengagement) T Yoy A st AYzACT AYE
FEAT

FAHA BH71E Amabile et al.(1996)-2 Feojde T, &4 A4,
48, ALFTEF, FAAY F A9 Yoz JFUT. Woodman® 2
o BEE(1993)L AJAEEE F47 437 ALGH dgoz FEIA
=3

BAalA B971et FEte] Siegel, & Kaemmerer(1978)= #o]Ado] u 3t
S 9 (support of creativity), ThFAdoll sl &) & (tolerance of differences), 7§ ¢!
A BEYY 3x9de 242 FTESIYUE. Pelz(1967)E AT X A (security
and challenge)7te] 714 2A E94717F 719 AB7I1HAHE dovin sittn
BtATE Scot, & Bruce(1994)E PA& <43 A2y AJPAL Falol o
 TdI Ly FFoE FEEYY

azv old AAPHAAEL F2 YR FYH A4 99
o EFHE Jeydde Uid 293 AU B H(supportive  work
environments) & FAslE FLYI} WE2 FEY £ Uk

gt 4anRbet vle, 283 BAYAEY /AT FHAY gL 23
QR aHel BHAA(Kimberly & Evanisko,1981; Ettlie,1983; Miller &
Friesen, 1982; Yongbae Kim et al,1993 5)3# A E A B34 2 njyrzE

d(Glick, Jenkins, & Gupta,1986; Fry, & Slocum,1984; Amabile et al.,19967

7) Amabile® 5712 FHP#A ] NELEF dHoNAMe =xH 2k¢)(challenging
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$re ARFBNA  Aze AYBFL AFH Tl olHF pRe
&Y e T4 FQUHoE BRY & Ae Aol

Hed ZeHAEIRAE e d2d FAeRL T T
e 4T 5 U Aol

<dF7H 1> JlegABRAE Pse Hd AdRHEE FAH
2} 2] 31 7 (supportive  work env1ronment)4»} A& Z<Q 37 (challenging work
environment)2. 2 TEE Ho|d}.

rﬁ
Of¢

ol# g F A4 HH FAAB/AL VeydE FWste FoF W
ot metd FPH FYBATY =AF AJBHol JSYUEI| R
#9938 FFE HAZ UdsA AHEoll ¥ Aot James,
James(1989), Kahn(1990), 2228|311 Brown, & Leigh(1996)& o|¢tzre =i37A
< WAA F71F9d F% dFE AL Ut dH2H, Amabile(1983,
1988, 1993), Oldham, & Cummings(1996) 18]11 Woodman® 19 85
(1993)% A FoF AJPHEL FAL F94 HAE A WAH F
7] %< (intrinsic motivation)ol] 2 H E& A3FELIHE YT Yot A
ASET. WekA thed gL 7ol HYY Holth

g

R

< A7 2 > FUH FYVAL SIS FAEANRAN $9F (DY
g w4 Zolok

< AT 3 > EHF AYBAL J1EWATI RGN w9 AW
Fge " Aotk

< AT 4> TUF AR E4E YA FELEHA Jle
HUFI|RAo] fAF 9GE u2 Roloh

work)e FY3 B AN 544 S48 WF Y 24793 B
g,
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e} <A 1>¢ AFeY) Yot AFRIE 4ASE FUF
AQeATH 234 AJBAL 2337 Astel BUY AR A7)
BoE deife B4 HEE Ao o] 2¥5e £3e AAYT g
F4e EolmA stk et F9H FARRL 2o T, Ao

AF, 2P AFAEHY § 349 SHWFE AT =48 A
A 27457 AdAE 23 AngRs 2R, ATHFY, U
4EEHe 2PASE AT

283 498 FABAT JEYAFRdste] FAYL Ay o

g

We 2AHFE ol mwekd <dFoHd >8] FF e
dl TAE AN, <dT7Hd 234> 4 o]BEFES &
AEMSE 2AHFE SCIALY & A JATHE £R5A

Al 24 WEe) 4% 2AATF 4A
Lod%e 234 gelg 57

AFAT) AHSE 4 W5 23H Pos 23 g 2ok
NELRESEE

WAl & F 7] o(intrinsic motivation)= Herzberg(1959), Deci, Connell, &
Ryan(1989)3 Hackman & Oldham(1980), Kahn(1990), 13]1 Brown, &
Leigh(1996)°] 28t A FHAE HdSF3te Fo HTE AAAR Ut

o P9 FHEI} WAH FrIHA= Amabile(1983,1988), Amabile, Hill,
Hennessey, & Tihge(1994), Amabile, et al.(1996), Woodman, Sawyer, &
Griffin(1993), 22|12 Oldham, & Cummings(1996)o] 2|3} FQ 3+ nj7)HE <
27 9713 Qg

Lawler(1969)= WA & F7IF S "F4d0] AFFae ZFA2A 7UH
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ANE Fud B4 EE PR o5 HTE FYHEF FoIBFHE A
olgt AHolstHTt® Hackman and Lawler(1971)2 W& Fr|Edd ‘RS
ZF wa3d o s He AU A HFEE X sY3H € o
A¥eA He £33 74He A g Ytk Lodahl 3} Kejner(1965)
Lawler and Hall(1970)7HO 7Q&3 W& F7F g HFFRY ARG
Z < (performance - self-esteem contingency) 2.2 7033} 3t T} Kahn(1990)-2
Az & AA7ZPog A  FToel  FHA(personal  engagement  and
disengagement)E Hackman and Oldham(1980)] W& FrjRoe] 7/Ida &
Atk Jide g Fa d9e Aodez syt WA oA 43
A7) A483, 43 A, Aok A, 28 5 ¥ (competence) T
2 wEAY-$ Y& HA(ntrinsic rewards)e] 93t 7R AE 2ol

E ol A= Lawler and Hall(1970)7} 723 Y3 Fr|5 oo Hd-e &
A% ARy HAFe] Z<L(innovative job performance - self-esteem
contingency)2 2 2 & & AMEEUT JATYL 4Z2F2R o] Fo
A glon, dAES sYHE2 SHsYT.

AT FAH FYYA

o

2) 7leg4l

Zlegidg st FEF Agd Y7 (perceived support work
environment)©| & ‘29 #aH FHo] FAHL HUH JFLY L T
a3 Aoty =7 A st A#lA 273 (psychological environment)’-g &3},
et ALl =7e A AGaAe ¥y 23 e AGoA
Uetde 49 Jide 2A3d 9 A =g ol &

B ARl A= Siegel, & Kaemmerer(1978), Scott, & Bruce(1994), 12 1
Amabile, et al.(1996)9] HETE o]&3 F 268308 ZH3Ygoen, o

8) J.D. Cook, S.]J. Hepworth, TD.Wall, & P.B. Warr, The experience of work,

Academic Press, INC, 1981, p. 125.
9) Ibid., p. 124.
10) Ibid., p.125; Brown, & Leigh, op. cit., p.361 AL
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Al A met FEEE 3 ST F 239 84 Y (support
for innovation), A FF(resource supply), I AF 2L A(job
autonomy)2 Lol FAX Y YA A AAdeAH S FH A

Z2e g F4L ‘2F o] gl HeHo R MNgHola, FHEE]
MEL oto|HE FX3t3, tgd AL E4E Hotsole 3
Tl 2dld ol J4He HE'E FHSMUCt Siegel, &
Kaemmerer(1978)= T4, 3%09] 4](ownership), TheFAdoll thdlt H (norms
for diversity), A& A A, dBAHE HI}E TS BE adEH
< FRAT. 22 B4 FU(support of creativity), ThE/dell gt
& (tolerance: of differences), 7 <1& & ¢ (personal commitment)e] 3709 &
des FESAT A7 MAH =YL Scott, & Bruce(1994)°] =] 43}
Fxol BFAel gl Aoz BFHAUD adEzE B dFdMe a7t
M3 61702 BFE 13708 AFE3EY T 3 Amabile, et al.(1996)7} =
A3 gAE fsteq A9 e ¥ (work group supports)d] I3k 3E 3T
€ oo IEIFAAY. =3I Scott, & Bruce(1994), 1@ i Abbey, &
Dickson(1983)7} R A 3t Y 0] A a-H A & A (performance-reward
dependency) HA| 94 ZA#7FE Agst=d 2% asolth a9 #
W 2EBES S TFAHT. " F 18k EgesE 2H £
st

AAdFFgold ‘xF o] dnprtF o A AF, AF, ATH ALE T}
A Je7k AZE AE'E 2o JAH A& FAs7] A =
ZL ole] dad HEF AL XA Folof FchMiller, 1987; Payne,
1990). wet B dFoA = Scott, & Bruce(1994)2] AoljA ALE-3 3
Fo g o]FofA HEFE AMESHAT.

ol2uige] A" 2FY U FAE FHse o AY Hr= R
ZAgAdolth. HAEAEAHLE HAY HAYGE FHsr] 3 dAzHo|th
Amabile# 19l FE(1996)= FJF EH7] A AL = AR

=T
(autonomy c¢r freedom)& F83 Q48T TFSHUT. F X219 FFo

o
A

4
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3t FASE AT 3 FAqH e FHE AUEEF
stEth THLENA AR AFAL Fdse A
FHESIEE e FUAH ZAFEY Aolth ol wiF
& Oldham(1980)8] HEF 38T 2 A3

Z39 g 23 F4Y A9 FH3E ZE e THAE
o] YAE4 5HFT g LT E Yo

)

SEEL R LR EIETE 2

JAe FAATe =84 AJSH ol IFEA 2AA Y FAdol §
AHA AFFRE QT A22ZA HARZFYA(R dtdg =AHF
(challenging)& 2 Yos|A s 42d WA e T

B APME E3F A9BAL W] Adel 9 2PusE
Agsds AA, =3 ARpds B34 3L Milr &
Friesen(1982)°] 7R &3t A= & AL§-3ld. =3 yile
2 AREF Y T, 54, 2gdn AAHANA F2
Me 539 232 A 15712 FHA4E SHEY, BF4L 4l 24,
293 AA4e o) 2oz 2R 49 THAEE Sof Yok

452734 ob complexity) & “HFE +Us] Al Wz HE A%
I FEo aFHx’E T} Glick, Jenkins, & Gupta(1986)-2 Hackman
and Lswler(1971)9] F B EA Q4 FREZAN AN2E MEL =Yt
o olst fALE JiEdo 2 Fry, & Slocum(1984)E AM&7l&Ee BEAA4S
AME71Ed A4, dEuEd, 08 371A Adez dEsdn. B
AT A= Glicket 29 FE(1986)7F /M3t 5RO 2E HT S AL&35}
At w2 FAY =83 Hwstu B rieg aFslE FARE AR
Ty FoH ololrjojst HAH PFE a7 HH, =3 gujnn
SAFE ZES 2YsE ARBHolD B dATMY A4 As:
842 EMST
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gz HAPAE dodlv =HY AP AHLE FHsr] HstH
T W3 2 5 (challenging job)e] HEE AlRSIATH x4 2R 7¢] o
F43% =Z2AEE SFYRES =HRE AFde FR'E I
Pelz(1967)¢ AF7Hdz e Wy dATFlA AT = H(security and
challenge)7te] 213 E717F HAAZF obF Fasittn stk o
T A X(challenge)E ZZ3I YTt Amabiled} 219 FEE THEH ZFYE A
FH Aag dFste F4F¥ dggde AL AFEAUT & dFdA =
Seashore, Lawler, Mirvis, & Cammann(1982)1Do] 7jut3t A ZLEAHEZZ T

A4e P 2888 A8

)

2. BE 74 € EAVIH

B dFs dF 2 Je A8 gidez 2ASHT AEAE F 220
HE )iy 20182 FAGeH 91%9 IF&E BHAFY. oF
BAA SE3 1458 At 18787 FARA ALEHAT AT
o A% A= AY AFL, AZRY, VAR 2FAE TFEg AA
2178 F|}

Aol otE ZEo BEXe 254 0)ghEE 414 o]zt d7 EXH
AL U4 drk 53] 25-30417F F 50%E AA|FT JAATH G y|
£ GA7} 81.8% 2 ofF A% b&E AA T YU, FHLS A
et 2 d=dAst o duked 516%2 (A8t ARk e 2 4

]

4

AYL atez # AFL S5, 7¢d, 974, 28w HEHoE B
D% PEAT AU 2FES 94 14 mRdA 6delgoz ¥ B
I% 2EHT e ¢ & U $HAT 253 AYA FRE U
gol 74 & HFL AARL YUk AR AFFAY ¥ITE )
2q S EEHe S449 BrY d7AYel $T jw =
= 22 4 glol 2% 2EHALL & 4 Ao

11) J. D. Ccok, S.]. Eworth, T.D.Wall, & P.B.-Warr, op. cit.,, p. 191
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B AR 547 AHzl= SAS/PC 7937 LISREL 8% Zz 1L
o] &3l FNH QANEAE $3 AE = FHH(covariance matrix)E A}
{359t EAY 2478 ML(maximum likelihood)& AM&3tgtt 28
I APEAl JeygAFrIRdge wAE AFEAHR 2 dIFAEEH/E
AR 2 A FH 3] AE A (hierachical regression)S A] 3 5} o}

Al 4 g 2AETY 24
A 14 7 ZEA LA
7 Wed BET TFUA

=34 AQeAY BE
47 3QBAE FURE 4T AEE Ao Uuss

o] B2 E3W S 23 HE (EFHA T MFx

A WA Fr)5 4 3.46 0.83 54 | 92
oA

343 z32e 34 18 2.84 0.51 54 |85
g 3 A FF 3 2.72 0.68 54 163
22 REA 3 2.83 0.77 54 |79
=34 (RS AFEHHAE] 15 3.72 0.75 74177
2 37 AE Ha 3.67 0.74 54 |84
TAAR JAREY| 2 3.30 0.85 54 |66

Z WEE ABBAE oty <E 2-9 2ok AYBAL SAsE =E
MEE Z12YAERels fol8 ABYES BelFT YT S8 27
FUT AAFFo] 452 /b Eod, NP BHAL] 1602 T}
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TFEHE AEA7el w3 84S AF sk st #8d3 aE4Y
(confirmatory factor analysis)& A8ttt o2& L oty <ay 7>¢

.
<37 > HAHY ADH FJBHY T

= R i I 58*
B4y

2

45\ B2 Aax

RPRML 93 ARG FESE Bentlerd Chous ujx$=9] 585 F
Zs S 2, Boomsmas XX 377} 2007] o]lAtolw HEQ 379 F#s)tt
FEth B dFe v AS$rE 137124 o9 s5uldd 658 2A =33

187702 REE AM&StITH
E 2y AR £E= 21U 0]y vjA$ AN2A 2dQAe IFQZF
2= o

=1
A& FFn ot =3 SHASLED S OFF A M(multicolinearity) ¢ &

fqr K
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< E 3> 2 mye Awy 25

k = ] %
\ib A e df INNFI| NFI | GFI | AGFI| RMR |PGFI [PNFI

ATEF| 711p=52) (8| 10 | 97 99 | 97 | 02 |38 |52

BE AWE Ryl 21Ee 23 dv] d8d $49 YA
I =213 AheAEe FEEE o3 AdE el e A& Fal
g vk & dFE¥n dFA5Y BRYTI) ofF = &
3 Qlth mEtA T olEHSE Z] E FANGEEEAE A
£ ¢ FUY g2hA <dAF7HE > AEEH T
o|EH LIt EHHFE dYsie AR 9FA4# A< A (squared multiple
I AEsH JdHHJAEAY AFE oJ=Hx ¢
& EHsl7] Sstd 239 34, AYFF, 282
2 —f—zé‘ﬁ—’r:i ol &3t ed, z+zt .82, 31, 349 AHAHYHEL A
H AT T 93 FAAE A7 AT H o AME2 HnE £
7F glo] Bl E%i—‘] AR FHL =HARBH] EFAY, 3
ZEln XA HARSEAHoR SHsIA 2 04, 45 719 AH
o mEtA 2R EGHALL SHUSTEA HEsivtn
& Fojth. v G EAHAA A, & AT A% ¢
a3 BEGdAo e S B 328X FUHY S
A A F SEAEY HEEo] HZH P A L4
Aoz HER 7ts4el Utk 4, 443z
&3 ARgHd dF FFol ALY gl dEd o]
g gut2A XA X 7teAdel Utk wetA AR B Al
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Jol o}z 445 3ty WEel Wse d2Pol goid % 9

2 7&HAE FAsE 42 AJ@A Y B4
94 4424 294 YPAl J1&YAEIFAE J=YE 4

NETIE HAFH] Asted wEAALHLS
& 249 FY, A4FF, 47 A24L DYQUOR QAL
H

o)
W3t
% 3 4
AP, 248 FYVHE ol FUD PYe
] 3 2

e

SEEREES
g

e
o, =4 FYBFL oln
& BelFm ok ged < 77 259 <dF7}

< X 4> 7|1egAderRod g 23 A 24

M W E} F 3k 9= R-squre |
A4 FAPaH 065 66.51 .000 27
=AY g 45 39.23 .000 .18 |

eos FHF AQeAT 244 AYBAY FTHEAAE AFS
7) A5t folM e o aAHSFE AHgstel BAY HARHE s

At 2 e ot <E 5>¢ Zrh
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< E 5> 7)eNAEYRoe) YF TUH FYBATN TAA FJA
o HEAEET

Zae R
=3 A =)

T Eywa \ Rays HEEREME L

124 U A, EA4 ABA 323
YA AAsnA =HH 2AYHA,
gua | FEA HURZ R .
T8 xXz2PH H487

4R 019+

**% p<.00l ** :p<01 *:p< .05

FEAEEAYT F 59
dFE A 0 F =¥y EFE
A3 Qo= R-E Ego}. Sharma, Durand, & Gue-Arie(1981)2 5323 =%
7 = (homologizer moderator)®} F(quasi) £ F(pure) ZAHTE FE&}
o 523 2EWEFE SHIN FHEFTY BAY e 24
L2 A TR o] EHSIH, F EE & &

FEA L] BA9 Hel(form of relationship)E& FHE Ao ol o
AH HAAFENE T3 A5

B dFNA F7ME ABELE 055FEAA felstdn ot £4F
AJ AT =1 AGEEL F5ESA JegAsrIRded 4
PR S-S & F A F <A 4= AYEHAT

A 5% €79 AE L AAA

g ATE J1eYAEIINAE 25E A F9BRE FAA 2
#74% 244 AQudoz TEeA 5 £33 AYaRe s=el
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AT N AALZAANS FrIRelg BAG T o % &Y
#7024 A2E FYBAL2A TYHE AEHE AEsdch
o8 AFEY AT HUY adBHozM o}F xS AYE FEE ¥
Adstgon, /YA RAde NFBE BFY PANMNE Fd Aol
g MEe AL dSSAc B8 £ Adel 844 Agede AU
sggele 4244 ERE AUD 9L & 4 AATh

ok AN Thedt BL AAFE 2E £ AUt
AR, 15 A4 FAPFL T2 9208 2WsE 2Py T4
4 g8l YH] ATHAAT. & A7E oY Wt 2197
$RU45 FYTA T47 BE Az 298Aol o2 AeH

gHHEA Mdstelia, olg ieygAsriRdel dF¢E nAe Aze
F2A FANE BB JEEE 8B94E dFET geia ¥4
AA872E 394 93T =31 FA_B L2 PR

A, 7199 BEAEL 5L FAAA I Fx2 dBsAn. a8
U Zede 2 AArE 253 gez golglen, Iy F93 AHue
ofoltjo] aictelu}t Atz Ze& FHAHA Ao HFEH QY7 P&l F
ARHE FAE Fxdte £4& AU e 7I9L B0 7AHA 29
T 87T wWEHA ofojtiolg: FAHA AFEolv FAHYA 72 A7
A7l 71elgAErIRodrt FARTRE © Fasi, o Mg & d%e
AAE AYEEE Moz FAPog Yol o238 s

AR, 2F¢ B A2 {5&1 Aadd 71E A5 ddstd A
&, WA, dEuy 2+, 1884, OAW_J% 7% Al F AFA
d4@E FASAT. 22 28R &9 dogst 2 A sisE §
ARG Aot AYEHe] B33}, dE, vddsE A2d PTG

HOI

& BA4sE . g B dFE ey ErRdge Q2 Hee
71T Wt AR AYEATY dANE 4 A2 4uEsy
AM2E 249 APeAbTE =dsA

dA, H48 i i F43 Ax == 239 3¢, a8z B
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g B9 2 Yl B gE: Ny gol AFHAL T Fol
Argdozry Aud Ex o Syl Askd A EAT w4
of AEH H= APl AT makd ok 27 THLe FeldH WA
4 53¢ AT BT o2 B¢ BANRSYL A = AUE 7
Aot gad ysdes oge B A AQe WA U By
394 FYBAL P45 2ANZL AP AL 23 B B
o4e AAEDL ok

DA, SEF A9 AR, 2R, F1ed 849 FHAoR st
BRUY g3 Folth webd B AYRAEL ol AMAE AT
AT e 217 a}% A
on), o318 2ATAANAL MY 2FE YT 4L 90) HI Y

o wekd ARG H%gz 874¢ Wsr] Boke Y3Hoz old o
% FHE FAST olF Ao s Hojo} Brh
e & ATE BER 2L TAYE AT A

A, PATZEYEAL Bato ARVAE BAHL AT A
Fed 979 TYE ASARenE FU AsN QB A B
T o

4, A& RE T JALFHE AZA7IA Edivke Feolth. HAld T
Wk ARH ARE o8 YALAAE Bl THAIE FaAol o

Az, 87 2 ZIegilsrIFdd o $go] FUdezA FY
kA FHA @ F(common method variance error)7} W ERE 7lFAlo] ALY
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