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ojt}, o]FA Ad YA Y3l 4EH
H &2 o8] AR APEY $HAeS 4
Zoly BA TEEZZ L FA BAHAAM K
23tA &8E 4 Qo

gl2d fEe 454 &R AF
& g Aok A, 2l2a7) 44T Yol
H AH3 AYGe 7 } J—}%‘ oA, &
g 227} AR Ze g O AEY F7)

H &0 2AlE ZAog 9 1%547] o Zol .

2y sy Ao of% B2 BHL B

A A HAdHE 7HAL ok B e
HAE(%) A52 FAsAY, A &4
gAHER aﬂ"‘fﬂt 0] éq %olé}zl %

B e L odlo o

2 rr

&

A

A

=AYy os & 9gg Atk 293 5

e =

A5 &% e8the Adde 2y, 33
%

- 1
= AHE%) HEE $RiE AL TR

J ® 2123 A2
e IYR NE

ddlsd 53
@D 2lA3 R &EE ]—

.

—y O HMAl &4

(g 2) 2|23 2M =X}
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2ot FA AREIISEE

(Z 8) Quick and Dirty

Ao BjAT BH HE

gl23 B ¥ 53 Ak

glag BN &4 99 53 s

14: very low(247}540 A9 818)
24 low(TA 754 0] ¥9)

34: medium(ol- A%, HF3H)

47 high(2A 71540l 8)

5%: very high(ZW7154 0] o}F ¥8)

13: very weak(=4°] A9 §l+)
274 weak($4do| ZA X

3% : medium( = AE, Hd3)

47 strong(=Ho] & HY)

54: very strong(£40] olF &)

@3 T2 flole ThesAE Gt whEbA

ga3 BAL Y Bof AR HEIE Of

o2 HR EE YAy st FYsn,

of BgolA AR FEH 2AVeE 8
2 0. 24 7heA v BN &4 g
oy LA A el BesinH dytol
(Delphi) 242 AHES & o,

A g £40] oy} Quick and Dirty
9 gl2d EHAME SHAE qm 54 &
749 57 ARE AT g E B9, B

(B 9) 2|23 7%

A7 R DA EHE <E - 2L 573
AZE ARG O83 F £39 ST

wote gad FRE AHEFT. o7 @Ti
H2d faa 24 Ads vEdEe 47
AT 54 AR} AQielM oW g3 agl
of A=A, B2 adE e WA,
Aw 23 gl #e =¥ & HF 8o 8
A 2% JEE ATy WEew 2y
AABIIA Pad gaae Ady FRY
o AR AYE9 f&3 Hlue =7ks3)

23 48 8 A
S e /|Z ITA e} 2 AN (legacy) 28T ARAH LA TAG 2l A2
’ e Hlo]E] 534, SWAUEH oA 59 ZA7 T4
2 o eSY ARE APe 2Q MEreo] UF == ARHY gi3
71 =0 o THlY EAQEY, Hol ANEFIT 5 7|&uwHo] F&3 Bofol A WAy
L N PR s 78 HEIIGel 1A G e WAL a2
=EE « 323 AZHA & WNEs A2 AQEHe 8T Aol 2
on ol | S ZEAZE T —Er%'Oﬂ Wad 7|20 FHAOZ HHEA LT B~
OAERE WAE | (gn pgqd wa, T 12U olF, 534 F16FTA B
5 g A AR NLARE 25514 Lty QXY g2
= e e AFo] ZulstAL ZE 9 w9} Wy e Hoo LAY
N @ aa 20 e ANY e WY F23
i} v oo WA Fu AxdEse] AA9 750 BAY A9 WA
I CEXY NEE FAL AU BAHA B @r3
= ¢ 0| 827} o] AH oA BEA AH 7)5o] ThFST Bad Ao WAy
o wa | *NEE EEA~ Y Iﬂ]OIEi?} BASAY A2 Mo Fg gAd
EACE R4 Juog Qg nael 2 B HAe Heo Y Ad B4
o] . eUE BEAZUY AT HEES} AET UEY 8 AT
g |OUTREETF | o whe w2 g 38 B2 357 AN 2
0 @ wn | ST LTAE I Az 44 swel seE daa
aw/le © o B WA, AUBA, ARTEA A, DA 27} FREE A9 B
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(E 10) 2|23 M Al DE7IY EDW 2|23 BAME

A7 A Ay A gad 18 A g23

TE | Hed Al @ 278 ® |  @xb i

(1) ITH YA 10% 477k 49T

2) 7l=49% 0% - -
71&

(3) 7141584 0% - -

(4) ERAAHA 0% - -

5) ¥R A 10% 64 TH 64 R .
A | (6) A 23 0% - - 24,000,000

(7) #2 v|g 20% 294 4349+

8) Y guleoly 4 20% 5A%H 1494
% | 9 HFEEE vF 40% 1994 44

(10) FA75 WA 0% i _

o}, oA 199 A4 AR A A3
27} 204013, 10049 o4 AR A9 g
23 FE7 1089 AS, oL &9 8237
o A4S AQNAE B + g,

4.3.2 2|23 &N &€=

HA7MA BHE glado] #AdtH oA AT
7} wrEH o] Yti(Barki and Talbot, 1993; Data
and Mukherjee, 2001). 184 gHtdg o2 dg
deld Z2AHE £y A Y2d A A
Y7t MY g3 4L 1 247 &
7t g2 AFHF7E AR A A A
PAZNE AHHA 22 AHolH, TetA g2
I 783 FE Bel A3 HolEE FH
& 47t gld. O s Bt H13%959
gy ERYAAA S A7 HAlHeE Tt
3 3 AgAel gAa FEIT A& Hojof &
Hebol &A%t B A9 Best practice Al
Aol A Aty Qe P23 KIS <E 9>
el "9} ol gokd 4 Qi) Hut REE
Z0]7] HAste HAZY 728 H23a +F
S A3y glon, sF JRI ARG 7=
U Bz mdt ¥59 23 7Y F7H38}
= A%E Ao gz B4 td ol E &

rir olr

7] flete] <& 10>& 223 B4 AHE oA

atal it
4.4 8HN EIEd 24

AAE B34 RHES AN YL AYS
& Al(business investment)E ©}&l|st1l, 1 F XA}
B3 e AAH dHAA gotdt, <O 3>
of Uehd nie} o] AAH JHE SAHsl,
I 3H7IAE AbEstn, FAE &3 o st
H] & § 3}5-4(Cost Benefit Analysis)< < 35}
T SFOE o|FX tRE 7o) AHAH
7t BY F MR B2 34 =92 7]€0]1
AR, AFs e FAER AR oS

$H3) FHA B glE AHoluh

@ 33 71A] 5 S Hl&H5H

42 B4

>

(a8 3) ZHH Bgd &4 EA

4.4.1 M MHul 53
AAE ABe AT 7de wMaux 4
kAo 7] 3l & I (the contribution of the
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E3l FX AREI ISR

project to enhance the business performance of
the organization)”® A& & o}, AAH A
Habe golRT AYH A7 w2 AYH 7A

(business value)® HBstE AlElE o 4

A BAR 438 WG B,

T 37t 5 A

F-Z A3 (financial performance)E FA 34
3} 4 A YH(Barua et al., 2004; Bhatt and Grover,

(E 1) BHH 4ot 78 R dotX[E TSl

2005; Devaraj and Kohli, 2000) o= 23
2 SAN H7A Y &eld F30] sbEsit
A ulAFH a7z xgste FA0 o
(Irani, 2002; Love et al., 2005). WetA A
Aol Mele WolA, AAARY F8L g
FA L Utk olAF Y ojdHdA = AFH
ANFH AAARPOEE R AYGY FA

T & A F i A W Z2 A 2 st A4
el L Aa o TN 2 F|A <k T KU o AR A
o320 =7} ¢« 1B F7t o YT FHAZYE A1 o BAAT T4
A A ° o AT A ¢ YEZZA A o A A A4 &3
3 o At F7t gk JR o iy o AAFNA &
o 170l Zta Mg gk
o AFUA N T4
o H] & 7+ o A THE A o JFFHAL BF o A g
o ZLA) A L¥] & o AT YT o A FHA L AT o YA EE3
o A B EEH o MU T o Fuf g EAMA7H 2z
o Al FA LM & o YT ETE o ol A 2] Al ZE o A ERTE
A TA B o St A & o LA F -5 ALt o TF B EZEY c TA G T
AL o A} FA A ] o ] RO o Yul7FA| 7} o BHlY T A
A ZQA o A B E A FH d2FAY & e JYFATL T o MAEF A F
ERP o 79 Z7t o A4} AXAu 2| o AAAEY WAE o AFF T
o AU 1919 ARAMNE o A FAABRFASF
o) = G E
o FAMEE o AFFEUHEE
- B S AHE
o v & ZtA o I AU 2 J|AM e JAFATE FY o AFUA A
A E o AT AN o o] AEMUA| o5 AT AAAE IRL R s
/\0}311- o 79 F7} HRAN A o 141G
JEpy Wy | CTTE TY o A4 A Bl & vocA 4
o o F o ATt A F7}
o AE| NP7 A 4
G E o ¥ g T o 1A A B2 A o JFFYPATL BF o AT FA4
A o 73y o 22}Ql 2137 WAL c PR Y&
A EA RANAAF TP ZE
2 o MU A1) &
o] & Za o YA ANH A A o« YT YA T o A A A4t Z2
A2 & o Z7H]| o R o] &HF | <87 JAAH o AR ZH T
A o A B2 AM| A28 AL « & EAF
5714 o AR-F-ZHH] & o 127} AT AL
EDW s JFARE I3
o 147) AEE AT
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4 By 388 95% 4 Qoe 940 o <E 11> BSC 29 AAH 4AE ©
Az Ao = AHEE YE L it & BH3 Ag Y
B A7 Best practice AHAE @A d¥E  $33 SHel gt AAY AAAEY 493
524 2 U719 npRA 2 A FH A FTHe OdstA §e 5 Ao a8 FAH
I 2t opugl vAF-A JH7A FL87] Y AR E =& HAdA thg 374 7] 9
stof AR, wA WRIZRAXA S&T 434 AAT AZo] o|TolxT YTh
7H %7]—% -]'% 7]-Z]L. BSC U‘i:l_l ZHQ{S]‘F_ %{ .é%]"é(measurablhty) 7_}].14—7(4 Tr= 76]%!:3_-]'
(F 12) 72 3jupPIx| A&7 X A oAl
718 8 & At
e 453 A B3] NG HEE SAste] Y 24 | e ol ALY FEo| 10% FAY F
- ol At YE YANEE H &Y £, U® A2 gate] A3
JA7NE | e B 42RH Y Age] I AFHF F440) B | F BaRol AFAE FguE
2g | oD DU £ Aol HEY 5 Y= WP ARl | Bade 4EY
A= A4 B
o JH 3L AL Eﬁrﬁ?—} 50{ ARE AEste AR | ed: AN A FEHE 149
dHow EAde A, 1 FAEZRE SHAE A& | SHAAE FFUY A6 E E
o A A HE A2d & dAHY 37
o A A ElFAM(face validity)ol . &, A &3/l g2 | U9 199 £FHHAF7) 1
o A1) & 23%E ol A= Y 4007, 19 A73¥) 207 o] 2}
= o AbE A o] AFA o] M FF = A= Efﬂi Al $54
N o T 179 87k E 207H9/4007
o AF&F(output)®} A HJ Al 74A| 7t ofet E?Jﬁ(input)-‘ll = 500¢ .2 4+&3
H & #H A Adsteg 37127 452 ¢ A=
o TYR AHE AEdte A g0l EASHA ALY
HEAAR BT U
ool 8AAA A LA S A Aolated Hetd $PUE | oo Bl S FBEI 1% A=
o, $uA AElnd, JARHO|ES ZAZ Aul2 o]§| FHD AS, 2 MRUL NS
e ol g7t AR AASE Ao By 2 IUUY S Ugoz HH doy
o AL AP H o & Hst ZAA Y (deterministic), A | e AT A
of A H2AE 22 YUHOE 1 Aol 2 Yit| 1% FABTE Jupix
T °l5 =¥ (binary chop), A4 SHAES TAUE = AT FA7F AFU7
2% + = I5ho] YDelphiol A& o “1% AT ofH ulgoly
o) gx | e &4o] BAFY 7
A2 &9 001%7494 2y B FAF
A Ao | < AnAYE 5 FR gAY JhA AN JBAE
11'7‘]%} A=
cHIAF A, vlF2E YFTY D YAAA mx= A
ghetol| 83
o
o A=A MO Ao i3 v Fo] A7)
o o] A7} TFE 7 v A7 "EFF F5Ut =
o8 AZF 9 B[R Bgo] &
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(B 12) Al

e YA T 22X A 4SS AFH 50| 7t
$ A RE et P37
o -84 2}
@ F7FAH AA: Frid o] A&dt= FI77HAE wlE, o
ol QY & EUE A vy AAF
@ H7b3E vlF A4 Hriode Ao griadiEE v
S AAT gutAH o g AYE= vFe tged 25
o A YEFHAIT: 50%
B GF+3AAHILE: 20%
o C LAAH 2 15%
oD /A% 15%
@ F7AAE QIR E AA: Hriaddz A3 ZHo| 7}
% EARE 1~ E2F
@ EAE doje 4. R3] Ao E st WrAlet= o

@ F77A A dddgo] &
&35t B E 8007 ¢ x
HEAHH 19 4L ZAE 800
] Yoz HAF

@ H7FAAE vF 44 9499
o HrIAHEE v S AT
o A FFTHAIZE 2 50%

B 4FTIAZE 5 20%
oC IAQMH XA > 15%
oD HAAAY > 15%

@ HHAHE g xEAE A4 9¢
oy HrAYdEE AAH =4
o] 7}5d EAEE 1-2/] &
&%

?&iﬂﬂ XA E e WIE A4 oA A7t > FEA AT
® sHH7 A 4HE: dEAE g ¥ 2 yeid 899 syt B A8E > EUESE
g EMA Y 9 YRy s EUE 4&F o C AAAHA > aAENE
° 33 oD HAUAA > MNAFH &
o YA A ZAHI FHIA JdEs dAUHOE @ HEAE "o|ly 4. FHI
7Fs3HAl gt 2 % EAR FY HIE
o 249 UYEXEE AEIEE Hriu]fo] AR ¥ =74}
o B4 459 A3 Fol Jdste AR ERE HAY |G 3HIMA AE EARE FY
Bl A dBAUA g W32 Yehd 239 39 7}A
o ZER7}, ¥, FoiH e YUAES AAT E B9 9 HrraA b F
o T4 S EdE 423 o7, g7l
o 771N 9 HIIEAE M Aol FRA AA E278 1% Y 8945 AA 4
Heto] o & slF Aol U= el B7171R] 8009 x Q-
o EAIE A L gTof Ao g AHAE THASE HF 20% x 1% &
TAUE R3] oH & A= 1.6990 2 A&
ZA o] 7}531 T SoE SAHE OgUd a3 7R 7}

o 7| A (specificity): aQ Z&A 9 A3 o]
A AdHd w2y s Y ISP

HQ3l7] W Eo|t}. Primose(1990)= “E & &
B SAsAE SRS olok 31, 2RY 4=

o 84 (acceptability): 3lF A ‘Zgtel 3F4
= HUFA YRoAM AHS a2 A
k=71

4.2 StH7H| A=

B AAH 43E 7 A7 AEE0
of dtt}, FAA ElGA B4 HF A4EELS
E A (nput) Bl £ 4= (output) 39 3HH 7}A
E A E didlsts 2oy, kA Az BIE, 2

treta FAea gk 2y o ¥E 34
A= 2783 29, A48 4 Ad
ARA Q3o B HEe B FANS
AUz Yok Yk o2 A 7)ol shol
salele EASA gon, AFARNAE 3
AR} ALA B AN BT G EHT Qe
Aol 7 42 277 AB4ol §n
wg2olx] RHrhe He vY AAH HPA

Bk ofyel volrba A AAdB e A4
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= Adfste 7HE & 8R1o= AFHL o
B A 9] Best practice A8 oA 5 B3} H &
= ZAAA A3 7R 4EE A5 De-
cision analysis, Structural model, Breakeven
analysis, Cost displacement/avoidance model,
Cost effectiveness analysis, Time savings times
salary model, Hedonic wage model 5 T%
I3 Rde AESHOH, Ak "“%*5& /‘l
e g AAL e Folvt. 1 A3 A
f‘fﬂ%“ﬁl)H AgHed, ddrddol vy =
= 4719 SHMA AEIHE FE AYsia
Rom, < 12> o|HT 7R o A3
AEAE gty AT WA ARAL
H 543 AAH AAARY ¥ T} 47
1Y F shuE MEzoz Adsia gt

Orl

4.4.3 BI2EEM(Cost Benefit Anal-

ySis)

B 8§34 EXu 83 4FEHE din|
sto] B4 EROD, =3 AZFANPY), F4
H) & 3} =7] 7k (Payback period) 5 7AA A EFZ
A AEE AE3 <E 13> AAF YA
A xgke] AEAg AYstal 2™, Best prac-
tice AHFloA =A3 =3 Ho]HE A FsL

(% 13) HIBE2EY 7]Y X HISA| &1 Hjo]H

Act. W EEFENS Fe Aol B stol =
el Thew ol 2948 % gloh
o« B4 77k MGEFEY SIS BEA

g N7 AEEe 8718 T
st 73}, oA EDW FEAEY A
dt7]Zko] 2Wdojg}d H|&BIEH 7|7
AR 2d+&287)17 5 = 7deE A
A3t} AMEEY FE7)0E AZEYO 5
doAu 2 7)7] 43, A g A 3do
2 AAse Aol %_119}79,011:}.

o ATH o L7 &3t AEEE
BAH Q47 dEEoloF gt} HIA B

= dsus A8 437 $I5 et
UE ASE e e MEAH,
55 7] dEdE RATAY B§ o
S, YYT AQS, Wl gas 3
EH AR SO Ase 4

&40l 24T & Uk wekd We &

2 3 7te 1EEte 928 AHE
A st Ao] wpgAsi}, o], &5
24 o)) 9ate 133} 50%, 29X 75%,
3EARE 100% H&2 Yebdoia 7
9t}

A& A S A

4 op o

N

T ® S A3 "o g
A’&]ZH?]_ ‘l .%E}\]f_% /%]nglﬂ- %(ﬂ' ]Q'}}HSI'-E _;%-__r__'—t_?:lu]%_i]_
EURSR a.] A 3 }‘l\l_i & oY = % _(—‘si 6 - i - ﬂ-z“z}:
(NPV) SUSEI A8 WA NBY A2 BAF K|

o 4.

ZFXAERIPV) - = EYHLPV)

FEYH & i3 HES
o LHE2
(FNEEY-FFYu]E)

EXDE

%759
(ROI)
ROI =

o BEA LY AR BU BABHE SAEEHE

o 2V FFHE: sET 0% ~500%
e = WIZH7|Y: 597 300% ~500%
o 2 o AHY: 587 500%

o 3|9 AE=7idd: 53t 1,000%

EXuI§35 | e FH N4FE
713k 7|1k
(Payback

Period) o] m) g}

7} FH £G4 A5

cQAOR 27 EYugo] HFHE

o YR A AH HF Bz L3577
e A AEYE ARAAH: 2@ ~34

o
IS Jhuazy gua s, ad-sd
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(E 14) ¥5H 72l 7 R OIS T2 Al

LB AE =8 WY Ee A
AYEE 94 A9E | «AYEE 7 Au3 Aol 71918 & Y= AL 4RY
NeeT (A s e | enaas 3 Ana Aol 19T sl A8 dAe
50 A% 58 JE | e AYAE A8 Aol Jl9)E & Ut AL AR
B AR I AR A 24| e waAas A
R .ﬁﬁiﬁyﬂiPH}ééﬁ? o :gji:ﬂjig ﬁj{
1S | AW STA NS | gasan 0y 9 9Rad | cz474Y 9RHEs 34
23} PECE ERTPAET
AR AAT 71 « B 44 349 39 o TH/GAR S B 37}

E283E P A7} (present value) & AHE
37 A3t AgAT. QA& A7) e
HF HAA B34 AR gro] Ags] W
Feng 7Y ALY YdBA8ES AT
art g 71 WRE ez 383 7E
ojuf Ao glotd, 3=/ a 4 (KDI)
AN dAste A3 & 97 75% 5
Aet= Aol nighA s

4.5 HEH EtEH 24

A 7hA g Aol wet thekgk o]
2 AMSHI AT A &3 7 A (competitive
advantage)& &|V|sl= A+5E U3l(Beard and
Sumner, 2004; Bhatt and Grover, 2005; Gri-
ffiths and Finlay, 2004), A &3], &% 3 (tactic
or operational) 8 5%} thHlE &= AFH FQ
% (strategic importance)E Al-&stE= A% 9
© ™ (Irani, 2002), B2 U2 Ao R
(strategic alignments)©. 2 o33} ¢
T}(Avison et al, 2004). 33 Z2 & &3 gy
A B tild 442 BgA o8 MEEn
ATk E A9 best practice AtEl A= A=
A 7MAE dd 229 AdAF F3d 718

@ M

T BEE axE FA Y3t ot LukA
A AFHLAHANA EF AL AFolE
Z olg)§olA, FRA] Bl F7| wFojth
<X 14>% best practice A8 o)A A3 Q)
= AFd 712 73 2 =€ AHE YEX
AT,

ARG A A AR Faet AEF 7EA 9
2polE ol d "Havt ok AAF ZA3It A
A8 FAHAAM FHEH+ H(benefits)©] £}
H, A"4d 7tAs B 240l 43+ 714
(value)ol &3}, Hox 7lx+= AR OF
Itk Wi # o &5 fle E7oldx
of® AtgdA= 7HA7F A& F Az, 3T 7]
Ao ZAY F3to et & 7IddAA FA
3t oW kA E FAEY & Aok wEkA A
A A 37F 7 B (objective), Y HH (general) H
ololg}H HEH JIX &= 3 (subjective), F
2 12 (unique) 7HA 2 TFEE F AT AMA
BrrolA BAA Aot A THA Y Aol
< 15>9 o] A + U

4.6 7128 E©Ed 24

16X B4 BYold AR AY EE B
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o] 2 3.4 A H

(% 15) ZHH dztet FEH Jixle| Ao

7 B BAH 43 AgA 74
9] o3l =249 Al A F(business o3 2 HAYEE, AGAZ AHTA
& performance) ol 7|Hsl= & 28 71dd= EF
o XA, YA, AAH A7 o HAHA, A7H, B¥}A, FHA 7}H
&A o 4AA ZA3 stu7tA AEo] ThEd o 3}H|7}X] 4t&o] folatA] BE
o T % (benefits) Hd ol AT e ¥ojHt} 7}X|(value) Ndol ZAZ
, . * JH3} A o] FAWOET 7}A|7} ¥
BN | e AR AY FE o5 Eah BT 28 AUARS FARLEE AR A
AL F A=
*BSC H7t5de] ofste] AT, 1A, WFEZ | o3 29 Hdr] EX Y AJHIEE
PV E 2A2, 53 A% BHoE HEY Ry
A&, 94 495 2¥ o H&A, 94 e AY HEHA &
Et 4 o 225 EROI), «EAZIANPY), FAH] . _ 3
’ ’ gy kA9 §Y, R, $84, AFA
24 | $8%7000p) 5 A4 A PARA PSR, TAL, AW

A 2~Ho] AEdte 7ed JMAE 956,
1 5843 AFGAd gt BAETAHAS Ad
3t EFolth matA <O¥ 4> vEd AA
3 379 BAE o RoJAT A EH A 33
o] QYT E Id1 AFETE HIAHS
Al B

W2 HEE FAL Zl=F 7}A](technical
value)?} 7|% ] ~H(technical risk)E E&3l=
A4S AT 7lE Y2deE sid AR A
o] AR FXHA & 7lad HES n|st
o, 71& 7lede AFA, F8 87y A
A, A7le Zdd A JARE, 7l FHY
PG T TAE A3 ojet Wi, 7]
=& 712 = ARE Aol " 71d e AU

Py

i

ol &, 7le g2de
o] AFARE A= A Fo|H,
AL A 7e ARG
A golth, FH3}= A
# 7l S we red 8§
A gt vl Fo] HA FopA= FA
k. B A9 Best practice AH8El& <3 16>9]
Gebd vkt 2o] 7l AHE 2A AuslE
A A9 AAQr1ed 7kA] S92 FES Y,
7t YYEE AE3E ¥d5E ARSI o
AHAF7E HAgA T A AL F
23 o= Aoo] =T 5kl Yok BebA

|

it
2
I
Su
o

wy o rir

A

...T-.

]
T

& 472 0 AR Fro TAAAE & AP 7199 AU1ed 9@ 47E Aun 9
) ‘
(2) SR 24
[ (1) ISR JIx| =X ]——— r \
—) (3) AlZd 24
\ J
(a8 4) 7|Hd Bl =4 HX}
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(E 16) 7|84 7ix| 7

Aed A 49 3 A
- _ cAZEdol SEdol PC, ZdH © wIAAdold A
=R LE A Nz Aoz At
ool oA e e QRS EAT <sto] AH A uke F}EA0] Hol
s eol: BENT T20Z 01F &E, o] L% A
o Z 2] o] A )E SaA2H ERA, 1A, SRAE P
SR IRAERA AT | ed: BF SEH A TE
A1) % A o Teua 3oz wad gee £ s due 24
A x| BEIEEAAAAE g s hany, sug ovs AW 73
AR 3 78 cITEA Y HAYES A e A Y BEAS Fabd
g% 9 584 ¢4 o d: PMS T ITHA WHAA ol g3te BRAN2Y 75
e HEA0] ABHE HRAY A *%’:——% Fae
! 2z
BRAN £E A e o] ITSM, Bz 2~3, o] &x 1
O@EHOP ol o}z-]/.—l zﬂ_]_e Ao R E}
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Abstract

This research is to offer a structured yet practical ex-ante evaluation methodology for IT investment.
Benchmarking the best practices of four Korean organizations, we try to integrate core processes, rele-
vant measures, and evaluation dimensions into a consistent and wholesome body of evaluating me-
thodology. The best practices we considered encompass a wide range of business enterprises, including
for-profit, non-profit, service-oriented, and manufacturing entities. The proposed methodology consists
of three stages; the first stage checks the validity of investments by looking into comprehensiveness
of planning, willingness to accomplish, justifiable grounds for the investments, overlapping invest-
ments, and obstructing risks; the second do so by putting an IT investment into economic, strategic,
and technological perspectives; and the last third would produce a unified quantity that summarizes
outcome of the previous stages. Incorporating the proven knowledge, guidelines, and quantifying tools,
the methodology could make a valuable reference model for IT evaluation practitioners who have been
bedeviled by having to going through such ex-ante evaluations.
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