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Recent Research Trends and Prospects of HR Analytics in Korea
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. Abstract

This study was conducted to understand research trends of HR Analytics (HRA) in Korea and to
suggest future research directions. First, a comparative analysis was conducted by classifying six areas
of recruitment on-board, work environment, performance evaluation, retention, and exit/retirement
building on the employee life cycle framework. The results indicate that first, the distribution of detailed
research topics in Korean HRA research has similar to that of international research. Second, Korean
HRA studies related to employee training and development function are insufficient. Third, the scope
and the method of machine learning are becoming enriched. Finally Korean HRA studies are still in the
technical domain and toward entering the predictive analysis domain.
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ol AT FE0 Q34T YEEEA Y Ql
AZRAHRY B4 ¥ 2 IFE gD Q-2 LS
Z(HRM) A= 23 E A, AAHQ] w83t 9,
s o, AR 53 2240 gt IAE S
E3) 23] olHs TP ‘best practice’ Ee
A AFALHZAIAE  (high commitment
HRM)C & &89 7|9 ER9 A8AE 9 22g5,
Z229] 238 AFAA 714 A4S Eole H 33
o SHH3). Z2Ev 71 dtollAds =gk HR A=t
oA AR ES AH AAto R Hdlol=t] 8
g E49Q1 7H A=&(value), 3la(rare), W=/}
HgAAA S Ad AU Wil 7 B olE
slsto] A4 HlolE & Al AT A7t oA F
=3t AAo|t}3][4]. FAH LR, HR AZ=-22 447}
TAE 2l ol&, AH7IEE ol &, JIFAE olE 5

4= o] 2o ZAT o2 HEAYU 2P (conceptual
mode) 22 AFatAAT, HR AlE-2 A7 Z2A]
A o8] EddtA(black-box)E Hollt). olof
HR o9 39 HAE siast=r] dltlold £4 5
< B9l 71&0= o TN HRAIZ-43 A9
EAIAE BT 4 o 7ol A=
(2.

2 d7= W HRA 979 &3 ZAHliterature
review)g & AT FFS wofsta ol ¢ 4
A AARES AXlota 2 A7 RS gAska
A gk 2 2, 39 5% Si9] HRA A7 Zd3F o
2 kel A &l "EY FHuelz
(Humanize)= RFID 7|9ke] AJA|iX|(Biometric
Badge)E AH&Sto] HloJElE HEotol 24 35,
41 52 SH%l= 5 A $80] THFo] g
Ao} &Ago] wiEA o]FojR| 1L UeH5]. ¥HH, A&
7HA =Y HRA £oFg A7fst ¥4 £3& 13st
= A= 3718 5219 A7 f-doitt. metA] 2
T= $71% 5219 9% AdelA o3t T2 &
AE Zd=th HAZeE, 3718 21 979 &
go w2t A A-(conceptual study), AFIA
(case study), ¢ &I (review study), 18|l
A2 A empirical study)?] Yl 7HXE E5{5}]
HEER A7 £92 Asiit. 12y & die
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HRAS] '&&8&5Z9 ozt 222 APofxr] BH
(employee lifecycle)oll TAsA A&, &g, ¥
3y &4, A w7 TEet /A, 2E2 EE 59 674
Fog FU HRA A75 E4%th FAIZ o= 9]
HRA ATtolA oh2al = A9 Helet HHE]
d J=E BwEAsk o Yol Lepenioti et
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1. HR Og2/ElA Jhg

HR Analytics= People AnalyticsZ o7 ]%
Sht] HR Analyticst 987} ofAlo oA A1%
Stal, People Analyticst= Pl=3t QEOJA| F2 ARG

343 UeH2). F 714 olol Akg udst el el

o= Aol JloeB g E doA= HR AnalyticsE
71Z202 AHE7|& 3t HR ofggAs ‘ol 2

FOo=
2] Jit & BH o R AR/ dat IAE At
AL PP At B ZEAA S Hojst
AL[8], TA7HHevidence-based)?] HlolElE 7t
A1 AT HHZLE olFd 4= ke ME AR
skal SiThol.

HRAE €8sk= HE4Q 7Y Al okt 2.
TFHGoogle) TE ofjde€A(People Analytics)
g3 Htk dFEEYE AR E At dE A
Y Foln A4 I ZAE(Oxygen Project)S A|ZHO
2 fojg £4& & EHAY 1071 A4S
njetsio] 4|2} ghEo) k8g 7]go]l St} E
3t ol AEHEH A ZZAE(Project Aristotle) 5&
Bol a4 ¥ 44 891 vel d Ao &
&st ueH10I11]. =Helde 7Pt Told
(PiLab)o] HHEAQI A2 HRITh Tho|HE 20159
49 ol A F£9 dEyolm EZIAE
(Yellowknife Project)E 53l A LSS J4/A
AE &5k A BE TRAAE A5t 8 5
& 2 E(Ares Project)ollA] 74421 €Ol EA &
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£ dFolA= HRA A7 532 detsta
Ao} HlwEA o] At £ 7] 9, 2 &
H 29 E4 A(literature review)e] W&}
A 71E 4 HE 55 gt £ Ayl AR
A 55 gAgITH2I6](13](14].

el BlashAl 59 HRA A7) A =42
2 gon 7|EuE ATE e R +3% 23AF
E°] HREHI Ut} & E°1, J.Garcia-Arroyol[13]
£ 20139004 20189 717t &%t 4149 === Big
Data-HRM Q75 S4HOE 57H4] 1FC0 & &R0}
o] 7|& A5 FAESFIH. J.Garcia-Arroyol13]2
Z- HR 715 Hltolg &8 SHo| 58S T,
HRAZ} gldlolg 7|9ke] Aga-H3d Halos
7]1& HRM Q+9] 8ol AgS 7HE ZAol=ta
FA5ttt. o]% Zhang et al[14] EIAIToA
20123914 202087419 & 77749 A7-E AT o
HotU(research  paradigm)¥ E44F(analysis
leve)& 7|02 A 14]. FAHOR o % F
A9 A9 W(Inductive) 22 A, B7H54 59
HRM 7|53 #-E A77F 4ol Hi A% S49
HAeA(Deductive) BHolls AFd J1HALR, 5
AAY Sol == E3 [# 1] AAE HHE
Zhang et all14lZ 7|M(Methods), HloJE] AA
(Source), Hlo|8 FE|(Data type) 5 HHES B4
x5t 53], 24718 (Methods)8 A& 4%
st glol, At 4o w2} ojmgt Hloly &
71%(method) 2 Hlole §3E AT & I=AE
A% 5= ATH14]

upR|gto 2 7B o] WEE Swati Garg et
al.[61 20039 5E 20184 Atojol] &7He =% 105
719l HRA 75 dde& 71A Ski(machine
learning)o] A-8H AHE FHH R &It A
7 A9 g A Rk, 719E A4S WA $35}
o] HRAGIA dHlojg &8 #=Fo] A4 Holg rt
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I
ML dr H

2 o o

1ot

ol'd 7IHETt ot 714 T53 JIFA s R X%t
HI Q2 HIsktHe). T3t AEH olAE T
Aol 7158 (function) 7|EC® ®RFSEAL UL,
HRM 7158 HZo] we} ojwdt 7|4 sks7ol &
|3 A AASHATHG]. HRMe] W84 71538
g|Ztof| A AF BHERHbusiness-partner)=2] I3 H
37 8= Sl W 1A Shaa 2R AR
] wgo] 23] A 9 Ex 2o ok 4= 3l

= o]t AFstAHo6).

Uy 28t 2o

ot

HR research and practice

Selecting, hiring

Assessment, development

Information, learning, knowledge

Strategic, efficiency, performance
Inductive(Prediction),
Deductive(Explanation),

Hybrid(Both inductive and deductive)

J.Garcia-Arroyo
(3]

Research
Y.Zhang et al. paradigms

(14]

Analysis

levels

Recruitment, Selecetion, Employee engagement,

S. Garg et al. Training and development, Performance management,
[6] Employee turnover, Team dynamics,

Human resource allocation

Micro, Meso, Macro-level

SHE, AT A9 (29 11914 UehbRol Azt
HE AmEAY 2017955 3 A7 71 S
s17] AlFFstdom 20209 =] & 1379 A+ € g
ZE7} UEHA HRAO gt =2 34 Yetiar
Ack EZE AR AFFAIE ATEA g L olE o
“conceptual research) ¥ WA WF 5 AAH
(macro) 32} Aol A AT 59 HAIE A+
& ZHE= T A7 b/l oA qink M
£71% 5 [219] A+ 20169E A5 Yiro] g9
26M 9] AT1E NEF A+(conceptual study), Al
A(case study), & &A1 (review study), 1]
1 A% AF(empirical study)?] 4l 7IX&2 B&3}
At 3 FHLT £ 2ARE B9 HRA A+ A
g 9 ZaAAo] gk AFEARI =00 Hls| HAHH
A7t &St V1A S 22 HEEY 2401 g
K83 FgstTH2I15].
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E 3= Q] HRA B F2 EAAFLE 53
-0l B HIgke A5 R} sttt AH|, 7| B3

AFod BA 71Eog A2 HRM AlE, 99/H
wlAl/AA Be] AEH Fo|A] Bof HRMS] B]=
Uz shEV o] g Aghe 98] Wadt Ak BHg
g-g3lo] HRA EAATLE AA P4 it &
= A9 A% FHE(method), £3] FAH 9
ole] BA7|Ho] izt A=V} ARt vlET B
ojch webAl ] HRA A+ 9 AFoA ofd 7[HE
S F2 At QEAE AvEod 89 HRAS
= HRAS| A7+ A& &AL = ot
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£ At AolA AR A 3ol EASL 71
¥ Sl21& st 23 A5 (Employee
Lifecycle) 7]15& ol&d =y E3& 15| H1A}
16l SEAF Bl s 22 AL, &8, 4
524, B7HEA, #A 9 ER9 VeSSl T
AT ol E A% 5o tf ERoles HHol
TH16). HRA THollA & 222} Yol7]= HRA &
|52 9 Mg 7|Rte R 3 B S Qv
FARCR, AAY gHel FA'E Ao FALZ 54

of 31 o] @A B ol ZHobr] Aok sH=rF
of 24& 51 IeH17). FAHCE, AEH Qe

o)

Aol M H@3elr] 412 dold 9F=E Tsta &
&= A 29, 22 Yo7 E HRA H&2
A i 940 237 1 BAYY 4 28
7+sgt HolHE &otfo] EAste g nlgitt
(17]. FHATIAN = 2R Bois71E SHARIT;
BofjE7] SAEE HRAE 78 4 U= BoFE A
QkstaL UTH17]. SEA AolF71E HRAE 283 o
T2 Sl & A7l #et #HE HRM 24
o] Zxet o] AASk= SHRM
human resource management)29 AA 7} 7Fs3st
o] SleH191.

£ A= 24 g dAEE g5k s o
I 22 WS AASIGITE B g =1 1S 9
sla] 2 272 Google Scholar), 3H=ak&A] Q&
ARY(KCI), sr&n3-(e-article), DBpia, KISSOA]
HRASH #RE 7|92 A5k 71¥E+= HR of
g2’ People Analytics, QARIE] o]y,
Human Capital analysis, Human Resource
Analytics, Eld]o]8] HR, 714l 85 HRM & 13714
71EE ol&ste] T =72 FHIPoIAt & 4549
=i FoA 7Ndd A5 ALstal LEA AoliF7]
o] HRASE Tl =2 2449 =25 AT#E
o7 sl

ﬂl

|

HoKstrategic

B 2. 22X} Moi37|(The Employee Lifecycle) 7|Z0] It
E Il 28 2§

2 MR
. ZE2(2021), 282(2017), 28 £(2013),
ire |2t2(2019)
Onboard -
MEQ 5(2000), ZEE(2017), 282 5(2020),
Work | EPIE S(018) 2% S@021),
527 5(2021)
LYZ 5(2017), LB 5(2020),0153} 5(2020),
Evaluate MEQ £ (2020), Z82(2017)
Retain | OIBAl 5(2017), M2AH 5(2016), Q4T 5(2020)
Y= =(2017), E(2020), LY %(2021)
End | %3 S(018), #ES 5(2021), 2FHEH2019),
0|33} 5(2020)
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1.1 & (HIRING)

-&(hiring) AF o] AYSE A =y}
AL 55 ulste 284 AR Folth HRA
oA E9] 48 olF AR A, AAH =
A HE, J=dE HE A3, FEA A 87 52
B A FIHT A5 r]eTH18]

SflATLol A 2§ F2o] HRAE A-83 A= o
= F 7Y FAE okt A, =2J
(Recruitment) TAOIA] A8R|Ho(SNS) E A €A
tloleloflA  AAAo|AZ7|H(NLP)}E &&sto] 7|&
(skill), 7091  EA(personality traits), 3%}
(achievements) 5= 43}, o|& v o g ZEQ
TAFRHJob requirements)ol] ZE3sE AR} Ao
et Afolny. AF WHECE PR AL
(Conditional Random Fields), Z|JJdEZu=d
(Maximum Entropy Markov Models) 52 &-89
ArH6l 74 719EY ABA S E83t A8l oy
245k Ao Hls) =W g A+ A9 gle Hol
oH201.

E4, HRA 283t 489 53] 4 A& J3F
of et A7} o]Fo| . AFA TS 85t
Sl 7]doll et YA AR A Y Qo] tisy
sto], Q1B 5 E8e Ago] BAHRIA AF
2 BA5190H21]. E3 I8R5 A-8olA sIssHA
5= AFAT 715 AER AAE AR o] A
PR FEske AFEC] tH22l FAHeRE
89 512312 glHlojE] B4 7|&E ol8sto] A=}

b X o

of SNSOIA 5 wolo] oF MES FHdle] BF
W EAE B PaloR e A4u Soe 1

A S BRE AT 5 e ALEE HAS
AL, AL F 7P ARto] Wol AQEE A4
WA HES AHsslohe Uk Aottt B3t A8
SAlA BIAE mto]g(Text Mining)¥ 714] 3571
< Z83to] Mg AsoR 2389 £
= A28 AESIHTH24]. ol AgolA Q-
- 244 (Person-Job Fig st AAFE

Agotstel YRASES ¥Y 4 9l Aol Utk

hin

o %0

1.2 2Z (ONBOARD)

-3 onboard) HAl= AlFUAATE A= 20
w2 2g 9 e 4 s Fe &5 9H|F
TH18]. HRA oA AFAAe] 35 24, A%
A4S B AR o, 44 E4e 283 g dF
S AlTFAARAR] 22ALS]S} AJAES o]
[171[18]. AEA oAl 7% = 78 2 S0
etk S AAEA HRAS
AE tFIL Qe A= 2 ¢ Qlol 2
#-8(Onboard) #oFo] =i £d #42
At

il

1.3 A48 &A (WORK better)
PR AL FEEY IRGFE FES T
7 240 #E &5Z YRIRH18]. 9
E 9 AR 5T 2 JYEY AT A4, 979
Z Y (intellectual capital)S AFEE 4= J== 3}
A, HFA AFUE EE, AEA AGR(TH T
4, AR71&eE 7H offering®t =8 IF 5ol T
SHH18][19]. FF43 E2 HAed ARt 349
ol wiA]-olF, & W & HSHteam dynamics), U
A2+ ¥i%] (human resource allocation) 5& X
areteHol.
Sfe]Aoll A= 714 = &8
9] 7 9 mebotal, WA WSS FHsAY, A
YE0] AEE ol8st] A Aoe g 5 e Al
2EF W&/ B3-S Brlcks A7 IgE
oHel. © B5d BRste] 714 S 85t |
dAIAH]L B 1Y B4 st | dak g

)

o
irps

(]

=] qfoh
fo

—Or"‘

i)

N

N

-

ox,

e

foh o 32
A
N

&4 d=, ° 74 E4(team sentiment) ¥ 94
242 B3 g B297] (climate) 2140 B3t A7}
F2 o]RojHHe]25]. HIAE wlolYy} BERV|HS
g-8sto] AR HiX(allocation) A|AH Ao 2
S AT ERIg 5= il

ST 719 AT, 9% 2l Ho]
B2 B8 AT, ¥ HEd A7 ol 2 5 9)
o, S ARATOIAE PR W e dlold 5 Ahy
Yolelg Bgstel Al dds © E ATuS
ZAksto] B F2 AR % ¥H0l HRE vt
U, e S48 Slet e waRsksaris). A8
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HELS "AE B4 23 E4(clustering analysis),
)

B3Ktopic odelmg) 5ot} E3 /\]-LH glo]
= QI Afuj

*] Fol= AT SITH271

tlolg &-&ot= ol ¥ AED(web
crawlmg) 59 AmE4} o] A, §AE upo]
92 F2 LESIATH271[28]. AE E°1 714, ol
/2819 AollA FAAAA 719 2HHEE AlBole
EHE 2RO ARE 54, 4L £H0=2 9
AFE FE010] o] A YE AT YRR eR &4
SFRL YEHHARL 719 ATHA7HE H3het Xﬂ’é}
AHY 535 HJr}28]. B3 A4E 512

l

[e]

4l
o 2ultle] wyolgg 724 £y ngs} 5o al
sEvloly WHES F8ste] FAYo] 24 1
£o}E FUH0R QNISE 2AENE YKo

B7lskATH29]. 2t | AEA ] Bet AT WHE
FEy 7]& A4 A7 El(self-report) A&o0]
U BdH A (cross-sectional research)@ Z3gt
o] Bls 827 5301 =4 AlAE B3 2 Wl A=
H(time-series) 2.2 &43la] E9]
oA A T ] o TS F+= 2UE AFSITH30L.

1.4 M1t @7t (EVALUATE performance)

d7t Bk ‘227 7iQle] B 717 A 49
Bl AAAoF & JIEREE Aol FoJet At 2
A #(kep performance indicator, KPD)<} BH 5
& 71EeR 94 A4%E Wlske AS et
Aot B4Rl 1t B7t A A" 15& B 24
T999] 7R, A}, A E §4] 5 ™A AT
9] o9 8 750 FF= & 5 ATH19l AR
oA Klout score(SNS B3 )9t 3]AH] KPIC]
2%, B7ME 1% QIER H A3 2 R YEQT F
AP 5 B =9 viA] 4 olF, B7h 1S, 5
A 5 7 $714820 BEE AlEstar UeH18].

sjlAte & 714 S5 &8st 37} Bl
£o|1, F4YY A £5E dSdke A7E FH5t

G
0
4

N nQ mlo

ol

ATt W, =il B2t AE st AlAE ket
HRAZ &85t B7HAlE (Assessment Center, AC) &
OHy7E 1‘4’—?—3’— k. FA|FH oz QIAE T 7H01

o,
)
7]
2
o
ol
o
rir
il
m

S 8 9 9l ¢

24 B ol 24 o
o AAkoR WIS A}
cH31). AR, Hold

RS YAelT, ol2 |

S T4k o} Vo= 3 4
7} A28 ASGTH3 1], E, Tl of
29 FH0E B A5EY 2T FEIE A
A= sjobsiglt] Aol 4Y 9@ 4 HolEE &
83to] 9oeirieh A9 S TR 2 9l
sk, 344 o B Ba A9 5 maw
ABHATH32. 0% Folo] WAt LA M ht A
Yee B2, 94/99 I AAE Tl F
BAZ} ojtjo] &3HeA] WEshe AAHE T
o321

E3, HIHAEL chegsle] HRAS 8310 A3t
H7ko] AlBe ShRstaat stk BMIE Aol
A Q5 QoA BAEo] AEET U AEA 7
A 473 oNE0] Aol e A 9] uElolE 2
42 B9 71E BB Fase Bska g
7} B % 9891719 2 wiA(in-baskeno] 14T
A &) SRR 5AS AXSATH25133) o
Aefox 4Y L u4Y dols 4 2 B4 5
chEsl RS oSShe ek ANSIATH24L
chemsl 89 A 2 ojelg F shiel WA A 2
Ag AEs) Aol 717 e Bestect AR
B e M e AR gee Ak
ol AYShthi Hokm A% A A, WA Hhst
B AP AL S8 R AT 48
sk 29 olR 52 4% WA Hojelo] AT
BV A0l o3I

ol ox,
N O
o
i
>,
\l—\_'

6] -Ia:
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].
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o ¢

o
OEL 41 o
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e
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>
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©
>

4

ol:

4

1.5 22| L 2X| (Retain best people)
I 9 fA(retention) 7152 4 W EQ35t &
LE9 S FAIE BHOoZ o= 9% Ut 1S,

WA o] 5o ARl JuReHIg)
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el ARIIEAT) Aol IR T ° §5
17] $fa) A2 HR AlEe] £5H49 AR 9
Hoke § E5] ARold 2 e 7golw
RAZ Z85to] 74U 724 ojasnr oh
Y5 BHT & k. FAHOR, 2AE
2 X 5 QA el @ §A2

Aee Al 4= ATH18)

=

)
o

fobfox0 g o rl
s

i e

2

)
_o'lt,
i)
1
i)

E2 gRE AEEL 9 23 EJEE S35

A g A&t 59 A7t FE olFAH19L 3
9] HRA 9+9] A% J A& A4t o] €lAEn}o]
J 7R &83lo] A B4 (sentiment analysis)S
Bl FAEYEEY 7Idol dig 3 4 FEEY

(employee engagement)2 A&3IHTHG]. E3F 7
g AR ot Al didEE 9 HEE A5
stal, FYelA S FE HARE AdsAY Adt
$F(performance level)T} ZFIE=ET(job satisfaction
leveDE 7502 AU EEF KIEHEE MASI
1 53dE ASSHITHL

SejdATe} nRZIA R FUdtE &8 7hett H
olg] YHo] = Itte A & 5 AUtk £
FakEL(Job Satisfaction) 42 ZEZ 9l AXAY
e AFIM FA(retention)E A5shs 8 H
POt 7| o2 RE HolEE gl ofHfit 1
Ut F2 221 ARE 8T & de 7IHol i
EHA oeFet 9 AEapo] ThessiA T At
7} AFATH34]. FAF R, FY FEHR dlolEE
ol g8l A4 51351 thE IAEAS AAlst]
B Ryt FEGEE 7Ho] AHIAE B4k
gAEntoly 7IHE E-8-5t0] F4A Bl olH
EA45t0] 7|9 & & 249 ARIEE o
F WA= B 89S Eelshal, gl 7Y
9] B4 AZaste] EAsHUTh T3 = Az di7]
THEE e E 2AEAL AAAZ ] gk 4
22 APs9, EFUE(Classification Tree)7|H
ggoto] Y 2AEYe S = A
Lo SAEE FAsHATH3TI

3L olFA T34l IT, Ax/3e), AujAdo] sf
It & 196HA A9 719 R/ ARE EAsto

Lo

jiA°)

¢

o

gAEvold, SARY, EX REsKLDAE $3 4
5o/ RUE 90lg Blsh, A Aol7t e
< A Y SB36le WEAN A1 AHE
243 719 e 2ok, AUe] A% w27 7]
919] o] 48 7k] T folat FL HHThe A
< Fstect. Hols B8 SHoldE Aol A
(NLP) 71 % Word2Vecg @&3to] 719} 71 4

Yole o ARS St Aol 71 dTet
2SS 7HAEL 9 7S B3, 719 9 dbolEE
ghgsto] glojg Rt o3 e 7Y Wi olFES &
Aokl HRAZ} 54 QAT 9 AT gl
A (retention) A7l F7HER1 JIAIEE AT

& ok

1.6 E|=!/si (END)

F2l/dE= 227 7191 7 118 FA(employment
relationship)®] £8E& 2JulotH FAH|FCZ, 0] o
5 4 A oS, §2]9 I ZUET, EFeE <
St £34 JF AF, =R B 59 ol EATH
TH18]. HRAE &-83to] EZ Jr-EZ ol k]
oA F1 S AASHAY, HH = | 54 A
Sl At 24 5 AFH JAHEAEE == 5 3
o}, E2/e1 B2 HRAS 9] A+7F o &
5| o]FojX|= HofE HA| AT F AT §lket &7t
B9 A 7P w2 & ofyE 714 35 5 TRt
A A 52 Aol €85k ot (61171, °o] &
oF9] sjejAt= TR B} o RE 55| Sls dF
Fe 49 39 248 gMoke A7 B F 84
E 2% E8stAY, ArE o]F(Voluntary turnover)
< d&s71= st3irHol. E3L EZo] Ao A=
Gkl T A= FHY AT BF ERIT 5= gl
ok F2 IT4IOIA =2 oldE ¥ o]FHE 452
2 o8-S 1 S+ W, HRAY o]¥H]|-go] H3t
FT A7t 2 8sirH42].

FHATEL HolgY] dHAMRE 4 %), &8 7]
HHAlEY, "ed 5), 12 4E A <
SFH5IATH38]. g =01, 221 AFUE Holg

rl

<
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ol w2k kNN, Decision Tree, Neural Network,
SVM, #E EZHAE(Random Forest), XGBoost}
22 4l 714 g5 o8l EAL R IS W
5 gRlsta, B4t 8R0S AR ERlsk=s 59 A

£ 35t H38-40]. o1& Bl EAL & HHo]
B %F 95%9] &2 LS HolFn o]F A4

/% & A =HATH38L

A, A HRA d7-5°] ok Y=

o} gAY Bofoss 53] Fl4112 theAAT
3]2(multiple neural network)2 &-&3}o] tjgh$
9 AZEEAL oA E dIE W M ¥R G
rE AASFATE. €A 717kl EARGE 7ES AL 130
9] JHE o]&sto] 19 o]y 7] o]&& 88.7%] A
g &S, 39 oYl o]AE2 79.8%2 HE
L& d&shs 2IE HAFH41] T4 F<,
7S Fl42] 7129 2AUEE AFoA AF 28
ISR 714 R dlolEe} oA 71 AFulolH

t 7199 o]& AH HolHE SPH L& ARSI
& Aol "o 71 6714 J8HES ARES)
= 5 71E 478 42l

Z2 5 Hol8 & &-8sto] EZ] oRE &3 A
A g ZhohE 4= IH411(43]. A& FHFofA9] 91
[AAE ATt HlolEE 7|5te R QA 34 ulRte] &
7] FAARE 451 TH43). AR A7 R&D A2
2 JESlo], A Z=8k5(supervised learning)¥¥ &
EXAE PR duHES A 27] HE] A5
HPE Bt A1), ol wet JFacllol
e A RIS, & Hek+= 212 89.0%,
87I%E =2 FE= UELL QltH43]. ol tE 4
= gl 27] ALDA0A BAE HolHE &8
sto 27] E3] A& 2P AXPEE £ o ol
g8sto] TR A FoRE AT 4 Qi
o 0]F8 5144]l= HR £oollA A9 &84 vir} ¢l
= Ho|Qt BA WHES &8st B
Al T o] W2 AYLE9] 99% ol e &
7] A& A&sisith

)

oL

¢

ol

wa
&N

N

V. E9| & A=

2 A7= HRAY AT 582 olsistal 3¢
T S AAsh] sl SR olE s S
EAAFA AEG HRA A7 29l 7 A
T2 1FSHTE. HRMO] A=F mtEU=R9] 9%
A3H17] S50 93] HRA oA B 223} Aofjx
7](Employee Lifecycle)g &-&sto] A&, 28, I+
4, 47 H7h HEet 44 € EF Y oA 7HA] 9
ds EF 7SR ASith #=2 2ZTHgoogle
scholan)@} H=8&A] Q18 MRI(KCD) SollA +=33gt
= HRA B A+ 4570 FolA =X o271 A
g9t BRHE 24719 =EES FHH0E 9 A7}

L
o WmEAe Bl 29 1AL Agslgch. 74 2
Z

0

o R
e oo

pis

fd

AR, FHATFY AT FA9] E27} sf]ATe} &
ARt 544< 2=t 53] A (retention) % HZ #
EollA 9] A7t BF EEsHA o] o1l Sl
71A 571 GA S0l 2detA 8= ot
d 5= SUQlHE ol= ot X9 IT 4Hi9
QE Wrgok= AR Aot E3 A
22 o ARt =33 5= AH o]
A(retention)°] THH Hlo|EE Hlo|& 71
O & toft YA A HlolBHE 23 259
A= =3517] $& Zof 7]gt

A, 15 9 gyt #EE F HRA 971 99
Aol Hlof dridor FZsitt s A+ ¢
s 9N ' W 3% 95, 12a -A HiE
9 o] A7k gdo] XPE 9o, E5] WS
2O FAANAE, AN A 5 1S 9 AL
Ho| A1) A7t gds] = et §Hd
T 47 2 39 HolHE &85t /eE IdF ¢
A5 moh g2 gy S44S At I jFE &Y
of A1 et ko uiAY EofollA AMgste
HA| A" (recommendation system)< Z-85}0] 9
T GEE SEo1A Ertd s ZHl= S0,
728 AR Az Tt A+E FFL 5 IS Fe=
7 gt}

opx|ato & 7|4 Sks(machine learning)o] W2
Al EASHAA HRA Aol 83 5= Q= @ &=
Aol Hejer At WEc] M3 ohFsixa Sl

rr

I‘O >'E4
i)
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AN A&, FA, EZQ FFNA 714 T=59
20| o]Fojx| 1 Qlrt. &3 7]& AFolA 71A &
%9 gEZQ L g&(Decision Tree, kNN 5)S
8okl Al FHolle 714 ghs gl o A
9 AIE ARAL olsfstal AES = Q=S of=
A 753t QIFAl%  (eXplainable Artificail
Intelligence, XADO| tigt #Hio] Eokx|a UeH2].
XAIE &48sto] HRA Aol it sjdS HestA &
o 3, I IS 53 HR "ol of|A A2 QlAo]
E(insight)g @& dlol =&°] 2 A= 7|t=t.

=W HRA A9 @A A& vlwste] 3 A
9] AW (prospects) A8 Yl Lepenioti et
al.[719] 7HA o] ZASte] Sl AF-9] A 91
£ 4o}l A} 3t} Lepenioti et al.[71& Al7F 55
4 ofjdega 9o wEk HRAF TR
(descriptive analytics)oA H|ZYA 7IX]7F &2 9
Z(predictive analytics) & A% EX(prescriptive
analytics)®] 902 Wskstrtal Fgs1ict. 21te]
71e84 DANA = A9 ¥]lo] HAgste] W4 b
9] QIINHAE Fohfi= AE4 HR A=t f-AksH
tH2][7]. ¥HH, o=E4(Predictive analytics) ¥
2 A9 AREE B0 FF Tl dold 4EE
dl&3sh ©f Yolrt A4t E4(Prescriptive analysis)
EAT o] ot AaE YA€ gRlsh] ¢

=2 J w

2%

$71% SR1e 39 A7E THEA 3e] HRA)
AR} QT 7148 Qoat EEA Y Ao]
o gixske B3], 714 ShHe BEIH ATt
S7IEA o158 Qoo 29le] X Aoleks
oA AN vt ot B AT 2R AojFrlel
2% = HRA 29 12| Aol ofshe el
T G, fA L HY SR Agsha 714 se]
43202 854 gk ek, webd ) HRAR
obd 7144 Qo] mEe 9, S84 Jojow
AYsHe T4l QIrke BEF 4 ck

S HRAZE oS8T X 24 g2 s
S84 HR el Hdlo]e] Shes} HA|slolok gt
Jet iR 1ol HR HolEHE AAHeR 5

YA A2gol TEH A g1, A

o ol

AlAgo] FFET AP A AR 2A, 719
U5 FHo| gk v 52 olR=E & ATolA
5717} wj$- ofgt}. o] wio teo) =W At
291 719 E EREFHEA DY HolHE &8s
A, #9] & flojg Ao|E(Kaggle)E &8 44f
of giglth. HRA 771 =Wl 7149l E42 13t
Aol A1E 5] HsiA = 7192 HRA®N
S B2 AT ol A E o] izt A&H
TH4lo] Fgsitt

2 A o 22 ARe] At sie] 2 =
HRA A+ %9 v E +3st7] Yo = HRA =
9] A% 400] 7 o)) N =ES AR AESH
o, 9] HRA =22 F8 3 1= 885
k= EAZE Sk ol £ A9 &4 W] s
A} AAl ol ZAT =W AFY AR E4E
Exoz 7] WjFo|t}t. &S, Z =Fo] &85} 7]
S5Ol FAIF AF o] gt B4 tHFE A &S
Aot 22 714 571 ARSsE g 283 Hlo]
HO &, dHol" |3, 714 S &8 o AR
29 dof T AFARS] weko] wEh AE o]
9 & Stk FF R AllolA 714 s &
&3t A7} o]ROJRA AL 7t AFE VeH o EAT)
o] HRA &t =4 whe} A3t darE|Eof et Al
AE AT £ AE Aol

71A &5 9 AFA5 7HEES oFE7t thE Atk
iR 2, Fusfx]= FAlolek. HRAO] ol#fgt s
L5 AEsfjof sk A2 ofyx|qt Lo FA 7R 9f
A% (evidence-based  decision-making)o]E=
71& e S5 YHst] o dolrH1l. =
2Z}4 HR RopollAE A H&o] o= AmE 4t
A A7l 1A HESHY, 28T 5
Fe ZEF0] HR A7t IAsks 73R v
ojct.
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