3 Wpere A7y

wetA oAz uby Axdge] w7l 7FA (assumption)d}t ZF dHAoA &7l ZiEE A
THoutcome)E =

3.1 Apgae] seicty
- ATE AZetn SRS A A7AY WP Gdol} vty FHsHE
oJs) FYH. olelet W |92 el kel (paradigm)olet 5.
7 st AT Gl etk Mot e ZlololA] of®A AAME Hhekri
A, o8A Age aFefor shex, deln ofFA Azw BES Aol 6
L Aol wet AR,

il

°f

(1) A% olosiiviem): Aastete] S Atelstol] B AS
o2 20471 S AWAS Tt olE. B Zgo] AoHA ©
SEERE]

(2) 714559 (Post—Positivism): HHZASI
o Eg A=Hol FAL Musli ¢ Lagh
EAQ WA HiEtE L, ASlA d4e 9 olsish] s g OF
oz @ ]”&—1 A2 A&

& Tehe

=

- B=2d3 "2 Burrell and morgan, 1979)2 AR]dALS Q4o WS A&
A7 A QIAEA 71gof sl FAHETG =

o2

FA wst

Radical
Structuralism Humanism

(S22 =520

(33 ALF=))

Functionalism

Z1's5=])

As)= QA

<x¥™ 3.1> AFF 33 A54=2] H] 7Ex] S o
(Z=]: Burrell and Morgan, 1979




7t 222 714 (Ontological assumption)2 2|71 oJZA A4S HE7}o
gt 7HE 4. dIE B0l ARRAEAAY ot msker 22 A9l
wh. Q1A 2 A 714 (epistemological assumption)2 AAS 5= 7P £

o
T diet g r AE S, AWA MY Ee 5 dAe 22 A

2 A9 GAR T YNEAER 4P, 4
SO e R T o), A7) Vg AT Pl

gl
AT QAR ADelet s o)k 71Ex] 9.

-

- WoHA Aoe dutdor B ol24 AW, A5 AolEe B e A

7} W (observation) TAOIA = AFdolur AFS] A4, ARH, AFAre] WA Sl
PEsE= WA

L}, o]22 d9(rationalization) @A E A7/ TS A2 o2 XZHES T
Ao AAA7E olm o]AF] AEL o]l el A & Qi

o, mpxEre 2 HZF(validation) TAIAE A& 40T 249 A2 TFohA] W

2 Abgstol AAEE

- AR VAT ASL olgHor APSEAFNAIDL 022 AZTE A
o et ATAAS FEE AFAA dTHHe ddheln A5A APl 9

27 8 7y

<19 3.2> Zl=&F 70




7h Aol A A gl A3 T4 e EES T, AR, @4l el
st o]4Fe] AF AR (research question)E AAsh= Zolth, dF4EE2 AT
27F AAE Soll gl A2 dA4olu, AFd, e 22 AR FAIE g

2

(D 73, 9, ofgA, dAl 59 2AE =57 &+ A=s o
(2) AFEES] A=E ofd AelA 49 @2A M b)Edes F3A7F

. A gAle BT ool ditt £d A+ (literature review)E ¥5he
Aoty AT F A2 A 7z FEEH. () BAZokl] Hgt 214
of @A HHE A SsiA, (2) A7 F8 AR, =7, o8, AYE
7] flsted, 3) AFAL AAH} E AT oS QIASH] ffsto] 43
3t

) AdEe 2L ma9as Agslel Fed,
Ao APE ol2-AZE HHL

ok 75Fe] A Al A BN mga
T gle. ATATE AYst] el sht ool olge] Aol & £
2 B 9 @I AR BAW oY AUSL werd &
SH= 8HE, o E(theory) S ok Afdo] AFstIA sk @A EelHoR
o] QA sherg 5 =S @

2t v WA GA= A7 (research design)o|th. AFAR] gt whEg ulgh
e g7 Siete] pAslor sk BFES AAISHblueprindshs o]t
9, FEMEe] 225 golee] BHHES Al

olgomry A%H A7ARd] tEt A3 Hse Avet B

HE. o[BG AHpilot testing)= AT+ XY AA - Fastet. I AFEA
of thet A EAES ALY Eee & BY ofyet £AAE 9
A2 (reliability) ¥ B/ (validity)& 2r&E SAET9] AMES SRIAA &

= 1 L
Ab dqulEAPE Aedoez dREHA AFAeE OeUAER AEsF(data
collection)S #1543t
(1) Az} A" FLEE

(2) 254 dHtskE ol M= SE.

of. ATAL ALo] AAGAY ATARe] U B2 EE5] 9 U
Yolgg Beale] B4 BE djde @t ¢d wE A4 Aud g2 A=



EX(data analysis)> 3IHE
il

(quantitative analysis)©]th

(qualitative analysis) 22 & z]o] 4=35}7|
P

2 FFEACNAM A4 Aol A

T HUA PR A Rl A (research report)

z
4

1

M Mo

F=8, AFA(monograph),
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dstolet Jdlo] HetAee o) AZHow AZH o|R(theory)d Wto] A4
Qo]

U, shzak Ao of ANt At A (cause—effect relationship)ol] gk
o7} Hjgro] Eojof gttt Iyt AuE olsfisty] flshAd Al 7HA 2= F
ZA A0k drk. (1) 2AAY 7] AR Q) e Ra@ae e A
T} ool Uojitof gt (3) HAFAHY HEFS 55 A 7MY 717to] U

o B9 ol2e YU BU 434 d50E 935 @ & doks dol ol
A, s, £ e guel 129 72 1

- % (explanations)> 7H8# (idiographic) A7 HHA A (nomothetic) AF o2

L.

7

u

. W82 A (idiographic explanation)o]gh 7WHZA /fo|ut Ao diste] =

2
Al 714 st Ae T e AIAE F 222 2§ A9 1 ol

Byl A (homothetic explanation)o]gt EATH ol tigt 7|eHTh=
ol AARAT FARE ohE d¥Y] A7 dEAoR HAYste H F

=
e 5 WA 4P WA MERE AL Aystnz FAHS of
Z1 0
==t

97l 9TE @ ), o2 PEE i

7t B, olES AAH-ASE AL A 9 BT Fo ANVAS
Feke 2oyt Ave] e ee AT

A, N1E AT AT FAAE 29 ARTASES A1, THAY
£ Aolo] gaFe it 9AEL WAY 4 9t

ok A, 71E AFNA AFT TRl ATAE A GelH g 7
Sael il dFe] Tol efelg selg 4 ek,

ol27te] AAlo] Aolg WAL FAste], 7|2 of



. BA

TAsH=d LA (construct)

4.2 o]29] FHax
glolH| = E(David Whetten, 1989)& o]
(proposition), =2 (logic), &AM =71/7}4(boundary condition/assumption)7t o]

g Aol THexst ety A9
Qs st =

St A 7R (construct)

FAol fde wral,

yo 0]1_94 T (what)ell s
gst7] f1s Aol 4

- 74
Ae Age A
b agels, RE FAAES wWekshn ofmimssia e 4o A3 9
o] 7ol AT SN OB 34 B AVFE el B
ok .
U AT A bsd £44 FANES W ariablosty @ FAAEe] of
249 SR AL AdszIZelE, At ABH SHA AAA
A BERL ZHsH o A48E AY

(18 41> o|2A . A=A sde TR

AN 7He] WA Aold AY

- YA (proposition)= 994 FE& Higo=R
7h -ohe e gAyoR )&, JAEAE vEH.
L AS7Fse @eElolof ot AFARA A7 §le B FAL 5 Qlofof &
- =2 (logic) afigelEe] vigo] =& HAIE tgh 72 AAE.
7h, g, =2rh SRSk oW BWAE A58E Y1 RasHA H
- 7EAE, A7 33 5O AR a4 et 7H(assumption) 02 HAAIRA-S
7M. 5T A AgstelA] Fgol Hed 4 s
4.3 o]l&9] Hrt7%
S @S stAY dREE AWe ohetA o]Zof tigh Aol
Aol AAEE= Aoltt. I8ty o]&9] ‘A

o2 EHE A

W g Heigls



A(goodness) & @A B7} 72

O]9 I (ogical consistency): ©]&E2] Fd7Hd(construct), FAl(proposition)
ZdAZ 7 (boundary condition)E Ztell =&l dydE 251 Qlofof gt whof
olg= FAste S Al 8450] d¥E]oA] FoitH o2 A5ES ¢A Hrh
& =9, FHAS 7HHeR st ol oA FA7Ee] B delete dE X
et Agoltt.

@47 9 (explanatory power): Ao 2&H= o]Ee] AHS IvrE & WSty
A=A Zsfof ftt}. AFE Fo AYstaa ste dd= 7IE o|EHo A4St
Al A 4 Qlojof Stk o)A o]Eo] AR 39 WAAA 4t gl

R-square 2 =#3stc},

QFtS 7hsAd (falsifiability): =2 Aeat Z 21 (Karl Popper)= 1940 W&, <
o] HjFo] Hi o2 BHYAHS ZAFUALR 27 gt A% ¥k | xdH
ojof gttty FAstqirt. ¥bE 7Hs/dolst gt o]

o]
au
>
olN
Zi
=
i)
N
X
=)
i
2
i)
)
1o

d

AS B ooty 7HESE Wgete] TS F
£ 279 HEY(Ockham’s razor)o|gtal gict.

4.4 o)E3te] gt W2
A 23 (Steinfeld & Fulk, 1990)2 & AFto|A o]Z3}o] ol Y 7}

i [
= —
He AL Sl ol&& A5ty flo oAEA HIst=71

: %8
P4 (grounded theory building)’e]2tal Jtct,
w5 oA HIEWE dFstaar st @4l sl 719 mEdea
(framework) QtoflA At Q155 A-8sto] AFFA HLEH (bottom—up)
o] E 42 Tl olE2 AHL o Az A HI= Tl o]FoiA
A AFAe] =¥yt s, 1E|a @Al et ARIA|A 9] Ao wet
A5 st H

2.

of Al A HEpEoRE J)E o2 WIS WAL SAstel, Az Wet
A B AEsks AY. eo AU SEolRe SRAA 249 asL
Ashe A9,

e ohxat

v T
1o
(o]

2 7120 o|2elq A9 AN sl Aol dwstut st @
o} 122 Aze et Tz 484
]



4.5 Apslatel o] 29 oA

- 2] R T, AL BAE, Y, e Bl O Aeld 35S
Arska 9

P

oﬁ,
2
TQL
filo
N
PN
i
o
£

— tf2]o]E(Agency Theory or Principal-Agent Theory)2 %2
o|eji} FHo] AFsl= l:r 113}(‘*“ AEF-18QlL 71 BN -FFE, TR
FujAb) 7ol BAE AT o]2og2 2 A(Ross, 1973) o AFoA L& 47

7 95 o]2(Theory of Planned Behavior: TPB)+= oFo|A(Azjen, 1991)50]
oF o]Zolt}. o]A-2 AtR]Ale|ehA wigtoA QI7te] JYFZ Uuteiet AoR Y
B

Al
€3
dPsoz Helol AR ol2olHy T 4 Ut

<Y 42> A8AH PF o|&
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e oE?lu

o ok

flo 1o 2 rl
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o off
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o Y

T )
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fr
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rlr
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lo M
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Tt !
)

5°]=(Theory of Reasoned Action: TRA)C=ZH
74 daolEolA HE, FHY AHS T8 84=
A]

ox,

it o
o

rh
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rz

Statol 2 (Innovation Diffusion Theory: IDT)2 #HRJFYZA0]A o204 FQ
olE ¥ ﬂb‘ri 1A 7m0 Sato] HAE F8AA oBA F5H=
_] =

et el



Alolde] o oz B Q.

ot} oAl oA 24 (Rogers, 1995) 6 = A2 8 Al dAZ 14
Skttt (1) AASA!: 827F midoiyt 7il Ade sof d4s A= H
st @A, (2) A53A: 9A gAS H o|EE2REH A4S Alks] &
AL A5 d= dA, 3) 24 g4 8T AR E |oteE T,
(4) &84 As gA4& wotsol= B4, (5) algA: ZA e it A
1o AR AT it 2ES WeEle AV gAg4Ee] moltt
(19 4.4)

S
A i)

Axdzp clzleldEl A8 584 A7k 84
13.5% 34% 34% 16%

2.5%

<2¥ 43> Y4 Fakel § F4l

oo oAl 712 gAle] gt EAL #8452 d4l &
tf (1) A o] (relative advantage): ©]%e] F4lof H
el s 71, (2) A'Hd(comparability): ¥4lo] 7H31e] JFT
AET ARtgtrte] it Ak, (3) B (complexity): g4lo] 4=8dh=
AubE o] 882 AgAAE AL, (4) AZ7F5A(trialability): 4l s
HAE 3 £ Qe Efo|d(traile EAGE, (5 THEISA
(observability): 5419 Ayt dvtg Aot #& 7Hs9trbe] Jrojrt
e 5 5442 d4le] TRt oA Hol thRojA Sith ohE vl 7HA|
E4% g, B9 g4 83 v HAE ZHh

l a5 Z27 ]
; - Persuasion — Decision el I mplementation et

<9 4.4> 4l ke ¥y

- Awst 7FsA RH(Elaboration Likelihood Model: FELM)S HEQ} 7IAX|QxE
(Petty& Cacioppo, 1986)79] dtoll ofsff WA olgo=, g v 4



SH T A Hi= o]F g ol Z(dual-process theory)o|tt.

L EEETEE

e
A5

<19 4.5> Aus Ve wd

- dute}A o] 2(General Deterrence Theory: GDT)-2 18 Al7] & AgFo|skat &
At H7helotet Aldn] #gH(Cesare Beccaria & Jeremy Betham)ofl 28 dAH
o] 2ot}



