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Ag A 2

1.1 d+4873

AR 2k 2] (Enterprise Resource Planning, ERP) A|AH2 zjF <l
AL =5, AP 5 22 AREe Y] R ZERAAS o AH QlugE F
dote Ay BExEA, 229E 71 @A 7H FHAH e R
A A" F styth(Davenport, 1998; Klaus, Rosemann, and Gable, 2000).
12tk ERPe] tigh iRt A FQjok EAtstal, ZITie At 740
2 AYEHA] GAY =Y A% @5y At dAHer AstEe A4l
SHA| AR RFoA HrEHoz HIEo]  grh(Brynjolfsson, 1993;
Markus and Tanis, 2000; Morris and Venkatesh, 2010). o] @Are E3F]
At Bg 2oy v ety 22 ERP 37| (ERP transition period)©]]
FEHAY, 7led AgEoe ARAY AS AR 22 de HE
(transition cost)e] BAHoz 2Z8sl= AR ol |HH(Talke and
Heidenreich, 2014).

o] @S AYsty] Qg &EA g2 I F o2 SES FHle=E
A= o] gt AA], Delone and MclLean(1992, 2003)9] AHEAAH AHF
(IS Success Model, ISSM)-2 A|AH] &2 (System Quality, SQ), AH =
A (Information Quality, 1Q), AH]A FE&(Service Quality, SeQ)o] A8t
W= (User Satisfaction, US)¥ ARE O]k (Intention to Use, IU)E "i7/2 £
Ho](Net Benefits, NB)o&2 o]ojx]= Ql3} HREE AAZIetH o, thefst
IS A4 FHLASH] AZEAch(Petter, Delone, and McLean, 2008;
Jeyaraj, 2020). 4, Goodhue and Thompson(1995)9] @F-7]& g o]
Z(Task-Technology Fit, TTF)2 7|&9] 7|54 5/l AHEA] A7 2+
of Fotfind o H|24 Ayt dddvs 248 wAYSES AAlsHH, &
5| ERPe} 22 AARY AAR A4 A AWEs Ho] fitt
(Kositanurit, Ngwenyama, and Osei—Bryson, 2006; Tam and Oliveira,
2016a). 7 olE9] HeHA BAE AT ARBAdF=2 SSMI TTFE ¢

_'I_



sl 1S AME AYsiua AlEstgou(Dishaw and  Strong, 1999;
Akrong, Shao, and Owusu, 2022), °o]& HHE2 F o|29°] HLE JoiH
TEIHA Y (SEM E= PLS-SEM)o] 7[gtste] & o]29] H4E WHAZ
o7 Agste ol HeEy qUth

71& ISSM-TTF 53 91=

2 % s a4 olzAupEEd Fue 3
etk 3, 924 Ag(mandatory use) ERP #golahs B4 wieto)A
o

T olE9 Add odd FxA YATE oleHer AHHEol YA &

ERP ARGAIZE AlAH] 8 oRE AeAo=w AT 4 glo] ISSME] a4
o 7f QL AREAL REEAL o]-f Ok o] o]22] WHEYo] TEA o7 ofsly]
™ (Seddon, 1997; Brown et al., 2002), ©] €304 ISSM &2 Q<213 TTF
7b 237y ojmet Ao s HYAY Y ARz 52 TTHF 2davnsE =4
She Fx2E oo Z]ofsh=x]of Higt AFo] FAst. voprt Baxd

B4 (Necessary Condition Analysis, NCA; Dul, 2016)¢] ¥HdofA TTFe}
ISSM &4 8glo] 247} ojwjt o] x4 Ay Aoks Riust=Az &
A= R gteh. &4, 71€ dFE2 A 7|5he] FdH HRIES oE
sto] ERP Zfjolek= A A (treatment) @] =48t Q17}& I (causal effect)E Bt
A A (counterfactual) =2]2 Ao}z EstHth(Card and Krueger, 1994;
Wooldridge, 2010). E3] Adg7]o] FEfA(dynamic) it WHat—54l A3}
(innovation resistance)oll gt ©7| 3} sta} #-Zof] whg HIA 252
oA Al AF AR Z2bo] FxHor EIMsoltH(Ram and Sheth,
1989; Joachim, Spieth, and Heidenreich, 2018).

2 AFE S F S FAof slasty] Ao, & o] e HebA of
AMol(Two—Essay Dissertation) 2 ¥}, Study 1= &Y X2 ERP At
ZF 7517 /(2025 17D o 2 gk How PLS-SEM RA¥ dax

<
4l
HEH(NCA)S Agslto], oty2 24 wWZt(stable operation context)olA] 4
ot
=
[e)
A

rol

H ISSM-TTF ©f 9% 728 4%40 Fddc FA40R, 481

sha, TTE7F 49l 43} A%

o r
= .
H A ARR 7)50=AE HAASR HE5H, NCAE



Tx7 HE Zrg vudt Sudy 28 5Y 27 37699 47 B +F
md (balanced panel, 1,504 #=x))of| olF1Ha vt o|FAHER (Two-Way
Fixed Effects DID, TWFE-DID), AFHsmjH(PSM-DID), ¥<&&E7}5%]
(IPW-DID), o|¥1E ~Et](event study)S ZAgsto] ERP A%tr] &(ERP
transition exposure)®] B Z-SejZ clygyts Al T o] Axf
el QFAE7Iel 22 A TARL M9 A AR H=27F ofEA

HolAE Rt S4l ol£4 W7lo] k.

1.2 71& 479 ¢4

Ha 7 A3 (covariance structure) T+325 2HQlok=
5ol $th(Petter et al., 2008; Jeyaraj, 2020). ©] H2 9]
HoRA YL P S Sholst= o] @b o]x|gk "ERP
A= oHste7t e RIAREA AR HohAl Eetth(Heckman and
Vytlacil, 2007; Imbens and Wooldridge, 2009). &3] ERP&} Zo] ZZo]
oA o g Aldst= H|FEAL] #*x|(non-random treatment)of|A]= AEiTH 9]
(selection bias)7} FAAE HIFAZA YAo] =M (Rosenbaum and Rubin,
1983), F&H SEMZ o|& BAYE x4 & AlFskA xoth. 24
oz 7]& ISSM-TTF &9 d+F&E2 °ol29 H9YA gd-d(descriptive
validity)ofl&= 71ofstglou, Q14 etd4d(causal validity)= SHHotE o=
SHAIE A

1.2.2 o534 ARE @FollA ISSM I} TTF o] 9 1A ml3H
ISSM9] BF AE—FH2Q — AMA T — o]§ ok — O
a7t A2 28 oHE zlgMom AAS 4 9ok zpdrd 299
AA Yol FAHHDelone and McLean, 2003). 18\t ERP o]%2 A&
AN = o] AAZY FdHorA] F=th AR ST o] 8 o= XA



A StolA o]2A WHEHS 9 om(Seddon, 1997; Brown et al., 2002),
| @FollA IS Aat= A=A w7l 2Rt 7]ao] A4 o

° = 2 g gt
U avoR AYss-% TTE—of o8 o dxzoz 249 /M54

o] 9t (Goodhue and Thompson, 1995; Kositanurit et al., 2006).
dgol= B35t 7|E ISSM-TTF 5% dFE2 Al 74 34 A7S

Sfastr] Eolgleh AA, 72 AR @EtoA AMgAF ThE-o]g O E A
At 7% By StollA ISSM FZadle] &Holo| {Fo3t AHANE 2=
A7} AZFE A gt B4, TTEZL ISSM E28919] Ay dghs 2-s=
A WA, oW T olge] ¢Holo] tigt 5H-HE FRE IAote
27 WAAoRr AZH v ¢oh AR, NCAS "ezRA =alo)A TTF}
ISSM Fdaclo] A7 o] 4=F0] Fx4 A AlokS Fster], & ol

= I o] Fofz] 2]

SotEAol it g4
Z

1.2.3 ERP Ag7] A3} Fefdol tigh =4 3HA

ERP Agtr] Aol 7MF Fast EA2 At mE SH/d(temporal
dynamics)e]tt. §41 g o]Z(Innovation Resistance Theory, IRT)2 A=
< AA”le] digt 7154 A (usage barrier, value barrier)¥t 422 %
(tradition barrier, image barrier)o] =% Z7] AIHE LA OZ HBHA| 7|
o, skt A-go] FAH wet Age] Ao r Fasta At olEH
tt= HAYEA HEE 9=9tH(Ram and Sheth, 1989; Laukkanen, 2016;
Joachim et al., 2018). Ar&o]Z(Lawrence and Lorsch, 1967: Donaldson,
2001) 9A] IS A7t 17
Lol wret ZPHAQE xS ey 71E AT dFEES T AHA
S4E o Apmof 7|Hkste] o]t FHIA Ay ARE 2L 4 glth

HEH g Wete] Avet A0 F7-52
S| Z O

e
1
i)
A=)
N
=
ox
o

o g 5 e olgdom
gloml, £ A7 o] & Avte] Ul ©Y 22 Wold HH AFeh



2 AFE oA AT ol2HHHEA FAE ted F 975 F9 Al

Study 19] ¢F47]= LAPE SAP ERPE ZHz =(20234 10¥)3t o1&
oF 1 o]Ato] Akgk 2025¥ 1E7](1Q)2 Ao H}h o] AALE Markus &
Tanis(2000)9] ERP #57] RYPA ot FAlo] Sdst A FZHo
BAe 'eatel HAF @9 (onward & upward) THAO] SiEetet. oA A}
& ERP 279 M2 &8 WA 474 ISSMY} TTFS] 98 #2858 4
FAoR Yol Ae FHOR Ity pAH o, AMEAL REF-olf Ok
AARE 74 ISSMelA Al 7k FE2J6QIQ-SeQ) o] w=He] AH
AZsta, TTFF Eda9 43 38 dske M54 oy
A3 A7t A22 7)55h=xE PLS-SEM9| 4528 & 2 =
Hog HE} o3 NCAS T3 TTEF ISSM ZZ a1 £
Aok AEE Hlwgto2x4, ZRZA(PLS- SEM)JJr e xZANCA) T ZH]
A T ol2Y] g AE olE

Study 2= 7]& ERP 29 —?&%oﬂﬂi 3—1?_—71 Sl 015—01%1 SAP LE(eWM,
™) F7tehs Agr] Apdo] ARgAE Aol vzl #aAl-FH2 dnadts
TAEH o2 Adsts AE FAHoR gt E dAolA HX= ERP HA9

T Edol ofdzt 71E AAH T AR Ao, AT
J+ H W] -2 o] Ao tigh APAA k& o] Zfolof 7] ZFieh,
FAHoR, T old 1~277] 7% 75 AT % 75 &8 HeE v
2 1578 23 715 AHAE 1kE Hhhigh—exposure group), 1574
AHEAFE AieE Hd(low—exposure group) o2 23t 157 7]
A o] UAIREe] oty 27 W§o 7|5 Fjt X B &
AR HFAE FEst AT 2 vl TFeAde SEsE
710t} o]t A stelA TWFE-DIDE BE &4 o] ik
Az HYbol]l Hls| AR F744 WskE F4stH, PSM-DID9t IPW-DID
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A1EAERQD 9F2A ARE ERP SHF7]olA, ISSM &4 221(SQ-1Q-SeQ)
= ZZAPLS-SEM) ¥ HQxHANCA) F

| ojwet 22 AAE FA5HH, TTF= F22%19] 47 M

971 ol ¥ 594 HeE H2=R 7|55t

ol
M
3

AFAB(RQD 71E ERP FAoIA A7 27 BE s g@ 45 =
2 ISSM &48921 9 TTF A48 (TeC-TCTTF) | ol ojmeh ekt
AEe] WF ABEAE  uAm, o] ;B BRo £33

(TWFE-DID-PSM-DID-IPW-DID)o| A Z7A5H]] A& =E=71?

ATAERQY Study QDT Scudy 2088719 A 1w
AUZe we olzAe] FRaAMREA 72| WS, TeCo| g o,

NCA 5 o w=hd ®isto] s 3

tlo

AZ5H=7H

1.4 59 7]

2 ATk 02 A 7 WFlA FlolE 27Utk olgHoRE gR
3

A& ERP "Wgfoll A I[SSM}F TTFO] 9T fIAIE SE2XA-EexA o5 5
oA st detr] A HekE IRTeF Agolgo= o|Edshe A=



Egg sty HEHozE ok PLS-SEM-NCA®F E¢ mid DID-o4l
E AEOE @ 229 ¥al H&ot= old AAE AARH. AFHoRE
ERP ZgH7] At o] Hagh o4 ZAE AFch 2zt 7|09 2A4A
-8 A6deld A5 ZE vigoz Atk

AIge HEozA ATHA, 7= 05494 A, ﬁ%%@ 2 A7IE,
o) Z]

P S
FrAoz 2R T A At BRPAES ot

o olgd wAe ANT ol FRAZY HFBFISM),
Qr-71& AT o|Z(TTE), 34 AF olE(RT), AFIZ(CD, Bz
BANCA), 29T olZAEHDID)S AEdT il o258 shte] o

2014 olmgt 7]5& %*%6}% g FHo= Xﬂﬁiﬁ}.
A3 (Study 1)-& o7 24 }o ERP 0}147] oA ISSM Z&FaQlyt TTF7}
TH(NB)O| oHgt x4 wAYZoRE 7]ofol=2F & ATHE
(RQDe] &eteh. PLS-SEM % ol FEXA TN FHale] APat
o} TTFo =4 vs. HE 3IZE #HZES) =
TTFe} ISSM £48119] B¥& 7 2!
A47(Study 2)+= 71& ERP %i‘ﬂéow At E%Ol F7V e Mg AR
o] YHA-FHA dyadE T T
RQ2)} AFHERQI)oN HeF
&t PSM-DID-IPW-DID& Pﬁ*é% 74—1—0}04(RQ2) o[HlE
3] TeC-TTF-US'NBO] Fef& A7+ A=} IRT A-g widlg ZASHRQ3).
A5 FE=0 FOeR2A, Study 13 Study 29 25 Aodsto] A4
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A 27 o234 ¥i7

= onA /\}—Qh(mandatory use) ERP 2HollA HEAAH A7t
GA4EE 224 AAUES I 9o, A2 SUHoR wuse] & B

A SE= ShHe] T mZYder #HAXIM olF s & Ao

Al F YIS Success Model, ISSM), 4F-7|& A o]l=
(Task—Technology Fit, TTF), ¥4 A¥ o]Z(Innovation Resistance
Theory, IRT), A&o]Z(Contingency Theory, CT), Q%7 E4(Necessary
Condition Analysis, NCA), o]&*F2H (Difference—in—Differences, DID)<]
oAl 71219 o]2- 24 7Nk AAA R HES.

o] o4l 7}7] o2 552 FE HIFY WE #4847 ofye, £
To] T AZ Ax(Study 1@ ¢H47] I PLS-SEM-NCA, Study 2: Hgh
7] ¢ 1id DID)oA "Fst= °ol&4 7% ] o2t fAH R FEE
Al A ol WE A4S, IRTE Aol

el

[>
T
o,

o}

ot

ISSM3} TTF= & A Z5FoA A
22 7 979 ZdHE dfiHste oA W E(theoretical lens)= 7|53ttt
NCA+= Study 19 227 5 (necessity level) £4-&, DID= Study 29]
ZAP A Q1 A (causal identification) S ZHzF Al3-qict,

2 Fo] olF HEv APATY] T Ul AR etk 7 o]2o] ¥
A AL WHA =2, IS W 2§ oA 9] o a
AS ds0] Ex 7HE FH(research gap)

q

o

=

A Age ond g 54 BY, o|F WHE
_]

- T

(boundary condition)& o2/ HMEPst=2E PYA Ao R HEF I}
ol HEO| & tht Zoh 2143 2.282 ZH7F ISSMat TTFE] o]
A AR, HAY Fde4, ERP WEox o] o224 FolE 1Eiith 23482
ol 2o TA Fxo titt AFA o] S (competing theoretical
predictions) & =5t} 244 ERP A8 ATt o5d AL sHdo] IS



)
k
)
ru
10,
N
ofo
=2
d

5 1A= F1xA §ols Attt 2,583 2648 IRT¢}
gro]2S o|2F S| =2 A HES} 2,741 2,882 NCA2 DIDO]
HEZA 7htat IS A4 HE 7hsAdS =3k 2.98o4E= oAl o]

4
2HNEY 582 FUSt] £ 979 B¢ 97 g 9E AT 3
o
=

2.1 AHBEAAH Ay 2 (Information Systems Success Model, ISSM)

2.1.1 ISSM 29| JAlx}t dhA

BEAARO AEgS oabda] Sy fx= molside AAY Ax+s
DeLone and McLean(1992)°] A2 @Agte] oo AHHEHJh ol&2
Mason(1978)9] AH F8 EFAALH Shannon(1948)9] AFUAolA o=
of ol24 719S FHA, 1981d5E 1987 2X IS 48 d7ES &
ShREFste] IS AE2 AAH E&(System Quality), X EA(Information
Quality), AFH&(Use), AM&A TFE(User Satisfaction), 71917 %43 (Individual
Impact), Z&A J3F(Organizational Impact)e] oJA hog FAH A
Hez Aootqitt. o] HAo] Y Z|oje IS s T ARE esHA|
B AT o]EA thakY I FxE mfolsigiths HolH, olF IS 4¥
Ao B2FH +7 =2 AP HStth(Jeyaraj, 2020). Gable et al.(2008)->
o] ¥ Ho] A Fx7F IS AF9 Aty HAHETE Fte] SW(impact
aspect)oll 2HS = o o Aot FHetH IS FFIS Impact) 2P
Aorst =], o] H|TE Delone & Mclean RE0] ©hegt Qb AME o]A)
o] Bty Ayt F2E yxt= HE FEZAFH
g 24 2 74 ol2d FAIE WESHAH. Seddon(1997)& "Ah&
(Use)" ®47F Aake] Qlol7]= skal Ado|r|= gt ohEA
(circularity problem)& H|HAHOo=Z Z|HSIHA, o]
(perceived usefulness)' &2 thA|St= ZHYARHE AletstAtt. Seddon2 ESH
o

= -
Delone & Mclean? ¥ Bdo| 7|4 A=A AAE

_’IO_



A @7t e S0l AWstA Rt H|gsklEd], o] Hjme o|%
ISSM 9] o]22 AHuwslE FYck= Fas% A7I7F =AUk Rai, Lang,
and Welker(2002)2 Delone & Mclean ¥ %2 &, Seddon AHAIS =&,
HE 29 Al 7HAE F2BE4A BYo= Bl HIEcko] o 2] QI
BEEC] dAlZ AAES SIstAAME, Weto] e 2y A o] Zfo
7Fzst9k. Urbach and Miller(2012)+= 1992& o] 207t IS A%

ARE AE2stHA, Delone & Mclean 29 2|&4 Jgal2 o]

__—I.L
A AR Wer 434 44 7Fs-d(contextual adaptability) oA HZ
ot S
o
=

<

=3
Nl
=
d
€

kl
iy
>

stwA, o] Aol W E4d 44 BY A o2 A

ol2{gt H||Z =9o]5 £83}9] Delone and McLean(2003)2 4 nd
(Updated D&M IS Success ModeD)-& A|Qtotdh. 4% meElo] 4] =
Al ZFAloltt. AR, Pitt, Watson, and Kavan(1995)9] At 4835te] AJH]|

2 EA(Service Quality)S EHA &2 Addozr Frigozy IS A4 ¥
oI FgAe] A Ag= BAHCE Rt stk A4, NI J¥F
Z2A dFS +=HI(Net Benefits) 02 Fgsto] B4 o] M2 FAg
A8 7FsotAl ottt AR, AFE(Use)= ©l-& ol&Z(Intention to Use)2}
AR AMgC =2 HlEslste] 7|la 48 oleEe] A4 1YE Aelstith o]
T8 YL olF IS AF A7 AFA ZNte=z FHLIsHA AfeE o] £

O, Petter et al.(2008)2] o HEFRE AT} Petter, Delone,
and McLean(2013)9] 140 wel24olA Al 712 52 Q<%lo] AFEA} T
9 Az Ago] nlAE Geol AR Zela APEA AZHo] el

=

O
(@)
=)
)
o2
filo
o

.

212 Al 7FA &4 9919 o|23 Fxeof ERP oA ofu]
4 ISSMO] Al 717 £4 9212 M2 S o|HAL AS HFHQ
S FASAT AAR FE(System Quality, SQ2 FEAIAR 24| 9] 7<=
A A3t AXAS YHetdlE FANE S 2, Delone and McLean(1992)9]

AAGE AHE go]Ad(ease of use), 7157 (functionality), 4124 (reliability),

_’I’I_



94 (flexibility), 4 (accessibility) 9] 5= A HL} Seddon(1997)
o] AGAISt o]F SQe AAFE 7leA] A SHoRE FoFEgleH, o]
ofFH A7t & AFSolA FRSASHA A=At (Petter et al., 2008).
RP 2o A2 F49 ouls H& A48t dtt. ERP+= 3\_73.4 S
P ZEAAS HAZIO R APchs AARCRA, AAH E¢Holu @F
= @3t EHE do] dF d&5A49 S, dloly FA4(data integrity) <
9, gAEA Ad T ARFAD AF AR Asi= o]ojth(Kositanurit et
I., 2006). Wixom and Todd(2005)+= A|A®] &4 o] AREZFS] A|AHR] Ej
(system attitude)S -5t F5 orof IS nAtt= olF AR RS
AlRbstHA, SQ7F AREAF Q1214 7t z‘ja”qoi 7] 5%t= olE3tskH
=22 WH A Urbach and Ahlemann(2010)-& SQ2] ¥FH A (reflective) =4
JZ7F ERP @AoA Hgee dolstgon, SQ9F 1Q 7He] =2 FHo]
(covariation)7} A7+ AAF AAT #E Bdd HAEE a2 AAsH
=8

A FA4(nformation Quality, 1Q)-2 A|AHlo] 4H&Edt= JHO A4 E
doz, e d(accuracy), A A4 (timeliness), 2/ (completeness), T~
(relevance), ¥¥d(consistency)o] 34 s  FA}TH(DeLone and
McLean, 2003). Wang and Strong (1996) = dHlo]g &4 Wzfd 4
Q—/ﬂ 714_14—/14 A]ﬂ/ﬂ Eﬂ/ﬂ) HHEJ—Z—] -‘1-7(1(_1,]-1—-', H7]—7]—i] X—]}\]/ﬂ 917

O 1 O h3

d
¢

o

.I.4

SD

),
AEA 7Hsd, A4, A, HEA), A PS FAHIA,
Hebo] 4xtelo® AlEsstglon, o] && 7‘1]71" dF AolA 9
o] F ot Bailey and Pearson(1983)9] A%
T AHE FHS IS AR Ty W4 A4 aQlor Selstle
Petter et al.(2013)9] 140HE T3t HEFEA

ARGAE ThEAE A|2~E”D ARGl ZE Skl 2
gelstelrt. ERP 2304 1Q9 T84 £49 Hlolg s Fx= Il
o2 723t} ERP7F A|dFst= '@ A LA (Single Source of Truth)'o]
dE w H]Z4 ERP T¢lo] £melo] ¥

24t 5% 125 Fo| 24

rdorel
|
n{t:x

o o H
PN
"y
i‘o_h‘
£
OE
oE
e/
_O'_L
2
o2t
tlo

>,

i)
o 4
e
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and Wang, 1998). o] dlo]g &2 2 %(data quality contamination) & ¥}=
ERP =91 & Aa @40l 1Q9 x4 4% AR (threshold)ell 9J&9HS Al
ARt}

M)A EA(Service Quality, SeQ)2 Delone and McLean(2003)2] <34
Do Az F7tE Fhe=z, 1S A4 2 oF FFATT AR A AlF
sh= AW AH|A9] 58 IS Pite et al.(1995)0] wiAE Hofo
SERVQUAL # % (Parasuraman, 1988)5 IS W=to]] Ag3t o]z, SeQ+ IS
4 ATl =54 Fd FPo=w AHAsEA. SERVQUALS oAl 2
A 2| A (reliability),  ¥F2-Al(responsiveness), 2414 (assurance), 44
(empathy), +%/d(tangibles)o] IS A AH|2~of ALEH, o] F ¥
A=Z)Ago] IS wWete A 5o Fast 2At¢ow ¥He SRRIFEtH(Wang and Liao
2008). ERP 3704 SeQo] &2 A|Agle] =
TF. SAP ERPo} 22 AR A|ARO|A ARBAE

4 AR ofelge] Ashe, IT A9 249

lo

A or
o
rr
ﬁ
ol
[0
Ro)
i)
[>
lo

dol AARIS 7&2 AFRE Aol "t 1

ol AR ZRlel FdF= mRE AARRIHE Van Dyke, Prybutok, and

Kappelman(1999)2 SERVQUAL ZHk o] IS H-goA z}o] H4(gap score)

Walo] 54 A=A ZAE ob7Ietttal H|msSHHA X ZH(perception) H<TF

= &8h= kS Aljtstl=l, o] BT SeQ S T Ao S§lof o]
H

e a7t

2.1.3 o] FA AL

oo
rlk
o,
2
o)
1o
o
rhu
i)
o,
)
EN
™

ISSM9] #& Qb F2—FHaQ — ARATZ(US) — o]§ 9&(IU)
— ¢Ho—= B4 o237 A Sflol FAH). o] A9 A2 AHEATE
AR ARG o Bet FeE ok AR AgHor AT 4 k= APEA
& (voluntary adoption)®] 7Hge|et. o] 7H4 stefAgt US7} [Uf, TUZF A

A A Aol FEF= A HiE-9=-3F Ara(Ajzen, 1991D)0] A=t
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o} Jel} ERP o184 A @S of AAE ZRAoz S@at ERPY
A AgAL Axd 48 RS AHOR AHT & glov], Axdol
ZHSAY GR] B Gole A§S ARG 4 @tk o FEA BAK

(structural coercion)©] ISSM9] 3
U] #4= d9H ez =5ty
et al., 2002).

Rawstorne, Jayasuriya, and Caputi(2000)-2 Triandis(1979)¢] thQl &
o]Z(Theory of Interpersonal Behavior)ol| 7]8ksto], o2 PAHo|A= 5
(habi)® =% ZZ(facilitating conditions)©] P& AHot= T2 29l
= eiE(attitude)@t 9= (intention)®] FFHo] = THATHS zHog
AHstelt. Brown et al.(2002)& o174 AR WES A4 dA+ste] o]§

SE(U)e] 274 Hato] Apura ko] wls| AAs] Aage AZeAr). o

7 W45 USet
oFtAIZItH(Brown

>
2
X
ox ofN
o i

d

= =
550 LA} MGl SHHE ALGSHA s fARE SRS Ste] wigol
Helo] ANES BTk gRA Bl A2 A5H A9 ol

B w®wasit o APHer Aio] dF= udeS Fdskldh
Bhattacherjee and Hikmet(2007)-> ©]5F4 wigtoflx = H AREAF THE(US)
SAAN 7 AREALS] AR AYA mEHO AA” 7159 Ve o AL
dlo] FE duitt avpror AYst=rtE o el Hdd & des A
oAt

Venkatesh et al.(2003)¢] UTAUT(Unified Theory of Acceptance and
Use of Technology)®= A2t (voluntariness of use)e A1 7|tiet 45 9
T 7bo] 4] 2d W= gAISte], oRA A e 8 BRI X
ZHog oFSlHEg o|23l5Iitt. o]29] wWE E4A(context—specificity) ¥
ofl A Gregor(2006)= A o] B&s] #A4H ol&°] ¥ &2 °ol&4 4
U (theoretical precision)& Zt=thal ZFEolth o] Yo w2, ISSM
o] o FH ALg 27 AgolA USIUE AAst F&Eacglo]l Hoo] A
FFe "= BERE M5t A4 (rejection)7} obd
O|FA ARgolgts A & R0l YAIZOE HtYste= o|F st

(theory refinement)= ©Jsfi&|ofof gtk o]et {FAFRE 4 AR Zviran,

Mo
N
ri
o
g
10
)
4z



Pliskin, and Levin(2005)2] ERP A& AFol|A
ERP 2HHoA IS AF F+AMNES Ax *i‘r g HeAd

ARATSE oRARAclA 1SSM ELase] 2ol A¥ans 27

St= AS4 2AE FAs5te] gt Kositanurit et al.(2006)< ERP g7 of| A
SSM BUagEe] AL A GIT 47 Sleige a0 o}OﬂODﬂ Petter

IOr
[S—
~
(@]
=
1o,
@&
Z:
ofl
re
—Ll

et al.(2013)9] wEtEA] %

v HeE B= Zﬂ*é?% At 5}93\5} ] SA4H %74% = ‘?i:r7'94
O]FZ ERP Wz HBoA ISSM FE819] AYPRY} FX71 o|gFo=
EotS 2| A]gt

1o
o} r

2.2 @F-71&a A3 o]Z(Task—Technology Fit, TTF)

22.1 7149 Ate B9 o234 7§t
Goodhue and Thompson(1995)> "JE7|&0] 71 Aol o|EA &=

27t A Aol sl Asl - Zle-A™ A
(Technology—to—Performance Chain, TPC) 2&-& AHAst¥t. TPC o]H 9]
IS ATEL 714 S8 (utilization)?] AA K9S FAGAY 714 APA

(fin =t el BAE 247 5420z Aot Aol AUth. Goodhue &
Thompson ©] & S5& F@ote], JH7|&o| Ao 384 FFS 1A
7] YoM E Zlsol AR EREofof st FAlo| 11 7&9] 7|F°] AME
27} dote AR @A BEat(finsfoF Stthe ols 7S AtsH
ok o] TPC B3P o|82or F 712 T8t BAE Uzttt 34, 7«
o] dojd] AFEo et 479 A Aol AuE AAdH &4,
Ade 7ol A¥E AEsh] ft 71 AfEA(functional
prerequisite) 2 7]-5gtt} o] "APxA" /2 TTFE Tt A =54
7t obd Aat Aol 2 A K(structural constraint) 2.

A 7Hh= AlFe.

TTF ol29 Al 72 &4 #4892 v= 2o dF 5A4(Task

el
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1o
b
o,
o
f

Characteristics, TC)2 AFgA7}F sk e
(non—routineness), A& °]=4] (interdependence), A 7E A AA (time
criticality), AE 7 8+ 4<=(information processing demand)e] 4 =}
A4S FA¥HGoodhue and Thompson, 1995). 7]& E4J(Technology
Characteristics, TeC) AFGAZE A5 o] 8st= 7Ie3 =79 7s
A H4o=, Goodhue(1995)+= °l& dHole &4, dole x4 (data
locatability), B¢+ #Z(authorization access), HloJE &3Hd, T 7154,

T 9 oA, AU A, A" AR, BA H(relationship

quality)®] 87 59 AEoz FAHE oY HARMFDZE 24
Goodhue(1995)% A-g7te] Z3Hd weko] B 4T Lo 7uet AgH
Ay Azst B 57 BFAS BYe AFstel, FuA TIF 239 4
MER APAL susigt. dR-71¢ AGHITHL 7149 7l%50] 4%
o aPAYT AgAe] S duht ERHoE AUsteAo] e AHg

A1) Q12| A metolt},
TTF9 o2& Ef= 7]&9 7|54 9 (functional richness)”7} A=
gxHor FIAZIE Aol oty dF QAT g of Rof upat A
o] (3O AME THHE 4 AeS dStithe HolA Ad Z|edAHE
W fEAHo=Z o2} Zigurs and Buckland(1998)= & A|Y AlAH
(GSS) e+l o7 ol met 229 & 8% o] 22t AH o]
4 A4 (ideal profile)o] EAIRt2 HFt. o] A= TIFE @t o
& W57 obd A A3t as gestalt) WFOR Yot o] EH 7IRES
AZstAct. Yo’ Goodhue and Thompson(1995)0] AGSH "AgH
A (misfit)" 7|Eo] 71& 7150l 4F 75 2UstAY ngdd o AJxtol
A A B4 8apyp @A8gth= ERP de7|oA 4l 715 €

i
[e)
71E A5 FERY] EdAE AsA] 2 5 e o224 A=

!

2.2.2 TTF o|g9] 243 IS @A 454 =4

Goodhue and Thompson(1995)°] %7] 9+ o] TTF o]22 tjeFst A
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SUTAN TIFE U900l 5 olzo] 24t e el 944 Ae
1eH AFH ZUe AT, 57 2go] B o2 M) AYALS §

OJtA FEAH (4R =0.25)& AFSIAH. o] A¥= TTF7F TAMS| 22t
74t A2t 5HAQ A A4S HAaeE AAohH, Tt i"—aloﬂfﬂ TTF
7} ISSMo] 54 7|HF F2e} vgRAor &S 4 3l

gt ol2A omu|lE ZI=t}. Kositanurit et
al.(2006)-> ERP ﬂﬁoﬂ A TTEeF Al2" 715 ol 7]l A 7 4
gt oS Haeds sk A, ISSM 2 /\}31} U= A2Ho ¢ 7ker AY
2 HYlS HISHH. o] AL /]D;‘q ERP 2HgoflA 7|54 Agdo] 4
—’F U= T8 o|F4 &
AE AEedtt. Tam and O1velra(2016a)‘— mdrel w7l SRA|A ISSMat
of F ol HF W f{ogt 7|oE S, & &4

ATOEY TTFAl ¢ et dF= #iAE Hdd diEgs

d

iC)
2
d
i)
I
ﬂllﬂl
or
N
N
ol
rr
ox,
f;i
i,
oX,
18
ok
]o
N
N
)

l‘l

i

ol
e
rf
19

J

Zi
>
@9l
=
]
L
jga
ri,
I

He
tr o
S~
e
oz
fol
1o
rkN 2
o
i
i)
0
ok
ok
2
-
rgl
oX,

ZA4g 4 Qi o]235} 3}9&1’4'. Handoko, Deniswara, and Angelus(ZOZS)
2 A

0 T_7§O1]J\1 7% EAo] TTFE &4 uﬂ7ﬂ§ Aol 7)ojst= A

LB = | '_1
A7ES & 40 95 AT G4 AD 99 el wet g
QR AASIE, ERP SHOIMC] efEo] olEd 2AS AFdh

Tam and Oliveira(2016a)2 7|9 RHIY A]AH wizbo|A TTF7F ISSM2]
24 Azol W WOl olF ARz AXIE FF 2L AZAUA,
=z

= ol2o] AuAo] Qe mafol

_’|7_



2.3 ISSM 7} TTF o] #A: 0|24 Axot 2 A7 917

23.1 F 0|29 FEAT T A= AR

ISSM#} TTFE= AHAAE A2 4wst= AR A (complementary) ©]&
o5 AN FREASHA dAE gk ISSM2 A|AH”O] 7]sAE4(F
Aol ARl HEA Whgo] v, olf s AA ditr ofofX= A7
7|18t 74 Z(perception—based path)E AWstA|Tt, A|Ado] ARER}O] A4
AT S duid mpow skl it 71ed Adds BAIA
o=z

d

=

Z35HA] =t Goodhue and Thompson, 1995). HtH TTFE= 7]&3

QR 7154 AgS Aol Y 2P0 ANSA, Asd FAH 7]
&3 £459 A=Y, Jue) Y, AY Aus £EL FRE FHHA

¢ =tHTam and Oliveira, 2016b). Wixom and Todd(2005)= ©] AHAS
A A st AMEA7E A AARIS] 7|&d EAES HIbotal o]ojA A|AH]
2l T A s

T ol&& Footee= AF4 A= Dishaw and Strong(1999)9]
TAMI} TTFE ZAgst o]g] A&2 o2 o]Fo]Ht Kositanurit et al.(2006)

2 ERP 2HHoA ISSM FH Q1= TTFE HEdgo=2 xat 53 1y
< ASsHAT Tam and Oliveira(2016b)+= 2HFY ¥ 2FH o)A, Akrong

et al.(2022)2 23] ERP 2HHoA x2] Wigt HeE Frlsto] 9 g9
APES Ateteler. d=v olg A1 384 A= F olEY ¥HSE
HEd dSHsE Agcts 2o HENTE Motk & o2 BA|, &
5] TTEZF ISSM 4 8219] A3t 7jojg ZAst= A4 M= 7lEot=A,
ofyH F o|Eo] YA WY AHRE Fo Wl 2 7ost=A], &2
ISSM 4 81lo] TTFE Wiz Aol FFE nA=xE FAHCE AT
St ATe EAEHA et oAl 71& ISSM-TTF &3 d3E°] 93l 7t
% 583t o237 Fuolr},
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232 A9 YA A A olEF AT AXe] o|2F v

=

A Fxodie B4 o4
enkatraman(1989)9] "ZZd =2 4 9]
"?Q*(ﬁt as moderatlon) =] ‘1 E%%"/}. o] E=glo|A TTF= ISSM =2
1o &Ho BWE st A R Jledt TTR W& o &4
aglol At 7ozt A=, TTE7F w2 o ZA3tErt. Morton and
Hu(2008)+= ERP 2H3ofA o] =4 Fx7} o|]g4or Hes T4t

2 Dishaw and Strong(1999)¢] &3 oA SRlE F o]&
o] v|EE A EiHnon-overlapping contribution)oAl E=&HcH o]
oAl ISSMi} TTF= 22 =94 A=E Fol Aol 7]ofstH, TTE7F &4
[R1e] a5 xdstA ¢l F o|Ee] HEAor FEIH Al WA Tt
Ao AAA wjsf(hierarchical mediation) F+Z=, ISSM ZZQ<lo] TTFE
2 mi7l= el ﬂ@ﬂ“ Tzl

lo
1:1
Zi
_a
oo
[es
=
lav]
=)
&
2
_a
3
er
lo
< &

ol Al 7tx] A &2 1S 4F Aol THEZHSRE HEE et 3l
t}. Carte and Russell(2003)2 o]22 =4 a3 HZA Aszg I 3
AHog By xgsty FEI FAPHS SHT AS Q- otHA, HF2

Z4 47t ol W 7|oot= "JEZA FA(informative absence)"2] 7
J& Aljtekaitt. o] dzle] w=w, o724 ARG ERP wWjetol4] TTFS =4
AT-S YAH R ATl AL oH It e ISSM-TTF &3 <+
o] o|24 7|oE AT & A7 SET B2 AV} FAY L7E E
ol AW 74 7HE& AMgSte] o] AR d5E A HEctke AAE A
egteh

2.4 ERP ASH7|9} oFA AL A4

2.4.1 ERP A3gt7]9o] /Nd, gfo|ZAto|E, Ay 494
ERP Z2F7|(ERP transition period)= Al AIAHE EQ], A4t e &,
Ee WA o] o]Rofxs AlY AFo] Hkr|A F3ter, Ao 7

rhy
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P FEo] =R 7 Fxo| AFEEHE= F24 He Aotk (Markus
and Tanis, 2000). Markus and Tanis(2000)= ERP F+&9] o|ZAfo]ZE&
T2 A E A (project phase), HeH-QHF3t @A (shakedown phase), A]&4
Y @A (onward and upward phase)2 FEsIH, H2H-otASE A A ¢
H(business disruption)©] 7P RISt AZbsHA] EAeHE HI16HY]
o] @AY MY WA= 4l A|AH 7]50] 7IE A ZEA| A} FEE
WA oA EASHE &S H]-8-(adjustment cost)¥ S5 H]-8-(learning cost)
Telste ZAolth Ross and Vitale(2000)& ERP #g o]F zzo] Hd
3= " T Sl (post—implementation dip)"2 EASISHHA, 7]<&A
o] AE5A fm o|Fok FAA-QA AL AP AlZto] AaHS AA
Skl

ERP Hetr]o] Ayt 4= 9ot Fxpet 7|dioe &kl Mgk 2%
A7t iAo ® AotEE AL SHAoA RRRAoR HiKo] gith
Brynjolfsson(1993)2 AH7]& A AQde =ctHA, 7I& =94 At
T Apo]o] AZHA 2 Qo] Zl& FAre ZHAE WA TIsH Tt 24
HAYUSS o235+t Morris and Venkatesh(2010)+= ERP g A&
ARgAFO] A ATt RS ddAA o2 sieche S %—% A= A
SOtHA], o] steo] AZF Zite] wet JAo g SRk H

|

l

o{xﬁ

o rr L 42 ok

I

["_u
_IZi
£
i
tlo

Shelsieint. o] ¥d-2 ERP HMer|o] Ayt gud SAHo == Ef—‘? o
e A FEde dete A FEs Aleck, 9 dE AAe F
A 4 el HWEH Za4ds AXSrh Robey, Ross, and
Boudreau(2002)2 ERP &4 =2 3 (organizational routines)©] A=

& 7% 7150 ALste "E3}H(assimilation)" IS o|23FsHHA], o] E3}

7} ghzuEs] Aol 14 A5A A% ol esle A& pae] o

& 272 4 9lee AAstAr
ERP Ag7]0] 4a} oo ergrlel Agrlr} Aol IS A 725 7

A AL P7loe AFgAEe] AR Aol £E5] Agste] 1SSM
o 4 A=t TTFY 7154 A% 427 45 24 glol 458 of
A ]

Z)uto] ntAgE W Ao A 7% 750



=7 A LAH 2L A (transient misfit) 7} Ao, 71a EA(TeC)oll thgh
212 2 AstE|a o]Zo] TTF watyl ¢Ho] dlzto=z ojojd 4
AUTE o] SHF7I-He7] At HAUZFS ZpolE @ x4 HolA F e
AJolgt MPAES Hgsto] ST PLS-SEM-NCAGwdy Deb £ mjd
DID(Study 2)e= AZF5h= Aol & Aol 4l AA ol

242 A ALgo] 1S 4 o2 HAE T24 F

ERP A|A®2 22 AAof o5 ARgo] FA|H= oF4]
use) ol EFolHBrown et al., 2002), o] 2FZ& EA2 IS A5 o=
Agoll 2% o]EA dE At oFH FAHMME ABATE ETUEA
H = ARgSfof 5hH, o] Fx+= USet U9 ]%—1
Aol 7154 AE(TTHY Aa 24 ggS 42
Teo(2009)= 972 e-F AH| A4 22T %%*30] PE oo
n|2]= geFol ATA wige] vl folstA ofstHS AFSHrt. Agarwal,
Sambamurthy, and  Stair(2000)2  7HQ1e]  J]& 9H
innovativeness)?] & ¢ o724 7|& Hgol|A EQh} Aol At H&

AZ=slHA, ol7a HEs|oA FHQl zpo] Wgo] FQ A

AF-&-(mandatory

14 (personal

o2 A &7de] ERP &7 miAls ¢ a2
BN AHgAe Mz Ala"el A & B8 AHe usiy AdT
T AR, 272 ERP @A o A7t 2AHor AdE. o]
Ze A7l F 7] e avE FA0] weel do AAle AR AL
§o= Qleh shg ZhEsto|tt. A2 U 4 gleHz A2l Vsl
=5 HE7F sobd Aol w2 & Qv SAle FAlE AHge= ]lqt
LEH 20 A *1:9} A o] 1P°7} gl AZelA e =T=o]



2.5.1 o] 29 A} A Fx9 AA=t

71 48 dFE TAM(Davis, 1989)o]tf UTAUT(Venkatesh et al.,
2003) & +8& 274 8% M HFo . SAIRF =2 ERP 4 A=
&(Markus and Tanis, 20002 & °|EWo g AWsH7] oz A9
ZIAE #EE =4 ZAE AFert. Ram(1987)2 o] WS w7
sf g4l AE "gAlo]l oplst= ®SZE A wEARR /JH|(status
quo)E AFsHAY 71& A AAL} S5 o UEue AHARY] wHEo
2 Aot 94 A ol&9 JNdEA 7lHte ™SIt Ram and
Sheth(1989)= ©l& AAStste] Aol Hxe 7154 A (functional
barriers)? A2]& A (psychological barriers) 02 JEol= T8 g
AIE A 7154 AHolEs ARE i (usage barrier) F4lo] 7]
HAERL 4 E716S w, 712 B (value barrier)H]-§ tiH] 7Fx|7}
soworttal A4 uf, A B (risk barrier)2 - HA-AtelH A9 <
Aol =& of ZgHE AEE Al AF A9 (wadition barrier) 7]E
TPto] F=3t o|uz] A (image barrier)o] EFHETH

A= IRT ZYAYIE IS "oz AAZHo= it
Laukkanen(2016) = RHIY F& AH|ZA Wefoll A AR o] A|AHO] &
A A "SHA AtEo] qlom, 7hx| Aol et H|-E(switching
cost= WZHE AY /A WIS A AHASSHt Kim o oand
Kankanhalli(2009)«= ERP ®gto|A] AREAF At T4 FA Hk(status
quo bias)¥} Agt WL <124 (switching cost perception)?] AHE2 o235t
A, 22 W3t Bt Age] 7|5 Ay @t njxe e
Talke and Heidenreich(2014)+= g4 AF9] 54554 A4S FESIL
T A 3ol g4 +8 Al A= HHAA JFe FASHEA, A
715 #F(pro-status—quo bias)o] A= CJAFEA S ot HAYUSS

E2F5t3H. Joachim et al.(2018)2 &4l A2 52 A F(passive

t

A

o)

)

N o,

N

e}
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resistance) ¥t 552 A3 (active resistance) 2 A|22}sHA, ERP Z Y
719 T4 Aol FE AN =L ©Y] stor olojis HAFA
2 AAotTt. Lapointe and Rivard(2005)+= ERP A&<e] X7 4 H
A4S "DAZA oAz o] M(escalation)’ RP O R O|2ISIHA, 7] A

ol A AFoer FdiHil o|F 4N A2 Fl HaFe HlA=
BEE Aottt

lo PN'

~|
R

_>rL

o,

o

ogh o

i

—_

2.5.2 ERP @%7] /H_IJ-_J ]/l 7_(;]] /\]7"_ 7§§9’]_ _E‘_j_ ﬁ:[LOﬂA:I—q] 0_5‘"5—2]-
Z=

[RTE ERP A%7] A3prb A7te]| wat oz
stet & dAA 5129 HAFH (non-linear
o] d|%o] HAYEE theat ol A
(2 SAP AE|Ho]20t 7]E QR 2

N2’ Bebgel 92, 7] AUt o
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gHoz A4sd 7lE

=

N

L

o|N

N

ol

ol

rr

Sl

o

o

2

L

N )
i

m
:::1 . ]I
o,

Hll
N il
HT
o,

)
rr
=2 &
[Tl

2

o rx T oo

pu

o,
i
el
o
JE
)
o

lo

oX. ofd
_: o VB S
2,
Es T
f 10
Y L
ol I
P
< e
kI o
) JPE
pouy
©
>_]
>_]
=yl
BN
i)
B
M
e
18
ol
' oX
—
[¢)]
a
=2
=N
)
-0 )
Ll > o
i)

i
>
1)
i)
olo
o,
r>~1
o
it
<
R
i)
o2
1%
o
ro
ﬂlll‘l
o,
19
oy
i
lﬂ i)
_L
N
k&
_Hl
rlr
<

g A=l tH(Talke and Heidenreich, 2014) U}E}/\i ERP
HE 7)& Ao A5 e st AL oMo

4 A B A e AER olsfsiof k=
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144 #AlAS IRT7} o]2x o8 Aigict o|HlE AEU(event study)ol
A BEEE AAL Ale "ol IRTO ¥AY 53 dAISH=A7F Study
o] =953t o]|22 AE x|Ho] =}

puLy

O‘

N

2.6 A&o]Z(Contingency Theory)

2.6.1 Aggol&o] a4 Aet IS Ao A&

Lawrence and Lorsch(1967)7} X224 At AF=o]Z(Contingency
Theory)9] A WA= "22Z o] Qlo] Fdst 24| ®H(one best
way)> EASHA] efom, Ao AAet Mk 2o AW k32 £
o ezt gt Zoltt. o] WA|= Burns, T. and Stalker, G.M.(1961)
9l 7]A1A (mechanistic) 4714 (organic) x2 /3 FEH

o
Woodward(1967)2] 71%-7% A5 A7) ol27 719 Ful, olF %7
A

=S4, 24 5, 7 5544 z7
H B = AAStot= A+ AFo=z sttt Donaldson(ZOOl)o A}slo)
29 HHES 7] 23 Aol (structural contingency theory)ollAl A=F

A AgolE, IS AZFolEe=z AHEI oA, A W4 (contingency
variable) & "Fa¥ W0l Ao ditt JF= ZHste WA gQl'ocw
Z]
A]

94 4&9} R 30101 Az Ao o v2a 4ot

IS Oq:yLoﬂ Al Weill and Oson(1989)° Aer Mot 1S AA 7he] H3tAo]
IS IS 5ot A 8AUS ASHHA IS A5 Aol dgol&9 &
& 7]9bS vtEsERIE. Bergeron, Raymond, and Rivard(2001)-2 #
Telet 71 A=, 72, B o] AgAel 71 Aol ot o
S A5 Venkatraman(1989)2 2k dAtolA A4 7id
712 ggoz AAstetett. 28 (moderation) 249 A}, w7 (mediation)
249 Ag, m2utd o] (profile deviation)ZA419] &g, UX|(matching) 2
A0l A7}, FH(covariation) S 240 A3}, FEf(gestalt) 24 L] Hgto|t}, o]
FES= IS dFelAe 2P id Agel HHEA Yaide ATt
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59| "2HEA9 A 4 "7 FEY M09 ATHY) 7He] &

g Fx= AoHH, olF HSSH] fIsiA
= X X 79 AsAg S xZ3st s)HEAo] @4H Ty Chan, Sabherwal,
and Thatcher(2006)2 IS H=F} H|2YA A= A< (alignment)o] X2
Ao mz= QTS Venkatraman] A3 L@2om A=stHA AIA
o] ol W] wet gEpivke Aol 4 FWAE IS AtolA A
A3k,

0

262 FgolBo] & AT Sqshe olF AT

i
o

0!

|82 2 dFolN F 712 FEEHE o4 g syttt AA
Z(meta—theory) 22 A Study 19] 4 7} o
tolty, Aol =2v AY Hart Fane] At 7)o
S ISSM-TTF #Aloll A-gstd, TTFCleH 47 AF4)7t
FHR9 A3t 7|47t AloFEHA TTFE &= o Aetdv=
=%tk Morton and Hu(2008)+= ERP @74 o] =& +
EtohS =355t Venkatraman(1989)2] oAl 71z 4
2 A 'TEzAY A 727t o7 HAE ERP A7
£ BAACE HEeth 2 Fx9 Y ofFol BAgle],
ERP QFA7]ollA ISSMt TTFS] #A7E old 9] Add +x
BEEAE BASH=s o83 7|9 E itk
£ (context—dependence) 2] o|2& H3S
IS 4% Fx7F Weto] et 27 A5t
D3} Study 2(A2H7])7F Adolet Axt sidS Hd Aoleghe
BAIQL IS Adate] F7F Weto] whet EEbiithol A
71X ARgAFEC] AlAHle| FE5] 2-85te] ISSM #

A7} et o7 &5 uhH ERP Ashr]o)= o
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o] JFIGIIt AFEAO] JF BEHE, AAF &8 £F 5 A ¥ ot
o4 A (heterogeneous) 22 UEFE 4 Qloh= A5 okt A 24
(PSM-DID, IPW-DID)= &oll F4%]9] H48E& AFoloF st WHEA
T710]7] & St

271 Z=BzA =8¢ 2oz A kglo] LEAH z}o]

AsA IS A7 YHEY IAZAY F2LE4A BY(SEM/PLS)E FEX
A(sufficiency) =g]of 7|¥tsity, 2227 =gld4 "X — Y' #AE X7}t
R Y7b S7FE 7FsAdol Eordidt'= A -HAFA (compensatory)
AAJBAE oumlettt. o] =ods ol T 2%l FZ£Eo] g 2119
S7t= AAE 5 slon, 4 die ATE SUHPA7IE 8919 FdH
a

e 2] aE}(Rlchter et al., 2022). PLS-SEMS] A2A4 gt TEAH

| o "Mus g4
Faiel7" ®#HE(bottleneck)
Qglo] AdHolgt= thE 399 OJPJr ARof| obx] Eotth, e Adol

227 BAjo] "Rolo] AN P AFILAE Rt Baz
o}
H

& 3

A 7AL "Folol AoE w Axprt REA FAER] =7HE "etth o]

T AR A HlE AdgoA 224 ow tg giEA AHE Attt
ul(2016)0] At 2oz EANCAS o] 39S Hees S24o=

E}E ol7} =2l & Al&sttt. "X (necessary condition)?] *=&]&= "Y7} dF

Aot7] fIsAE X7F HtEA] EZ8)joF tk(No Y without X)'E HHEAFZ]

(non-compensatory) 1igHAo|t}, o] =2lofA X7} Hdojd B% thE
59 o] obfd Eolk: Y+ BAHA et Xe AT 24
Bé s

A|°F(constraint) ©| At

ofl iu l-ﬁ l-ﬁ
o, M
X,
i)
i)
to
EN
Y,
[I‘.
_Lu
rl
()
et
rE
BNoAr A d

ol

S0z, 52 el Aol At
¢

toh, o® W7} PLS-SEMofA] =2



H(necessary but not sufficient)” A3} 7|oJ& E2}s}

b Lo
Qe Zx5AA, o] kst B8 At A 2] Folo] Aol w Ayt
BEA 294 Hivte] Ade] SnA 2bAg gtk EEehdrt

2.7.2 NCA o] &4 T 83 37] of4

NCAE AFE oA AeHA(ceiling line)S FAA o2 FHsty, AdHS
(VO] FxZA X7F @2 o Y7I &2 AlolArt 3H¥e=z 7 +
FH(empty space)'e] EAHE SRIgory Hge ZUAS HAM a3
71 de X A Helel 24 39 JHqo] WA HegR AFEHC
Dul(2016)9] 7]l w2t d < 0.1 FAl(negligible), 0.1 < d < 0.3 &-
Z(small-medium), 0.3 < d < 0.5 F(medium), d > 0.5= ti(arge) &
w2 SfAE}, Bokrantz and Dul(2023)2 e dAtolA d = 0.30] AH
Aoz fouet Waxd BAE Yebdal AA|sHH.

At FAol= 2 CE-FDH(Ceiling Envelopment=Free Disposal Hull)
9} CR-FDH(Ceiling Regression—Free Disposal Hull) o] Z-8&FHrH,
CE-FDHE 7 &2 Y #se d&ste vZs4 AGd Aoz, HolH
of § @atstal olifgk(outlier)oll WHIEHS Z=tt. CR-FDH+ 4% 2
A HAow Atds FAske] Holy rmoj=e ¢ ZAsith(Dul 2016). 2
QzxA° FAA Fo4de +£<¢ HA(permutation test) 22 HZFITH(Dul,
van der Laan, and Kuik, 2020). °o] +¢ #HAS TS5H 3H gHo] 72}
] dloleoA A T FE(p-value)S FHFC=ZA, NCA a737]
o] BAA FoAdS BT W& E4A(bottleneck analysis)= &4 Y ¢=
el Bast X9 i & TESH] ARA AAR ZRE AlFeith
IS AE dAFo|A NCAS #Hge otz %7] Aot Richter et

al.(2022)= IS & ATolA NCAS WHHEZA HAHEE AAstHA, EF
QQlo] Aojd o IS Ajdlo] TSR] ¢k= e, IT JF FHa dAFS
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22bsh= H) NCAZF 8-S E3ith Dul et al.(2020) = NCA9] HHE4
Zrol=akele AlAIS) 22 8IS AFelM e A =

g
(failure condition)” Folo] Aold w) A7t SAEA gHerls AMsis o

g
2
A
ol

NCAR AZFstHA, Bexzd =27 e A5 Fdlo] WA zh5ofzxjof
stert'ete A2 274 FE Eote 1/ YHEH 7HAE ZdEede AL
FxshA. 2 d7t= PLS-SEMO| 2= 59 47 NCA "Haxd
9 242 L HolH] B3 Hgste ol WHE 4AE FSl, 1S 4
I HAYES F 59 9% F2E SAOl FAste YHEA HIS A
Eisy

2.8 o|FAEH(Difference—in—Differences, DID) ¥ FAHZA Q3 &

2.8.1 o|FAEH ] I} FE =T

ol 2+ (DID)2 A A (treatment) 7} AlYH Heka} AlYE]=] oF2 o]
it WSS HWsto], AZF S TE &
Skal A2]8] &4 QI avtE AlEsh=
olt}(Card and Krueger, 1994: Meyer, 1995). DID®] o]=227|dt
Rubin(1974)¢] FAZA3 ZH AL A (potential outcomes framework)ol] ATt
o] mdFoA A A¥tE "HAE w2 Feo HA Aet A
2] 2 Ao HAA Aol Zolz HojHH, s dRA oz wE

F HEAM (counterfactual) oot DID+= SAIF ] A|7HA ®ISHE 224
of WA WgtE AREFOo =M o] FEZ QI & FAE FAYACE
t}. Angrist and Pischke(2009)+= DIDE "% WO & (the double
difference)" 0= 2|3} SPHA], A WA AR (A AFo] AHAHTE Hah
A AAFT 59 Al FAIE AASH] s & AR AR AR
FAEE WehS &8ot= =& Yo skl

DID9] &4 A 742 A 7H(parallel trends assumption) 2.2, "

% ZAl(common trend)S A|7]

Jd A (quasi—experimental) HHE

rlo

A A

S
i)

N
L.

o it
. 1o o

o
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AZ7F AE B ARG FAAES] Gy Mol AT LS Zo]
oH'e2ts B Z] 27 olth(Abadie, 2005). ©] 7ol 22 o SAHGY
AZE FAIE ARG WA AR Agshe Zlo] ek BaFAl

7182 AHzx o] 717re]l FAE BAStE AFIFAl A (pre—trend test)S

ol FAAor HEHG 2 dFidMde 41 771 +FHd(balanced

= I A3 (Two—Way Fixed Effects, TWFE) Zggo]

7182 34 Aoz AHET. TWFE= 7 AREARY] B R o+ AlEW

54E& Ak MY AT (k)eF 24 o] FE2AoR dFS
=

xﬂa—t— nz} TR AI()E FAO) ERTo A A

~—

2.8.2 7714 #HZ: PSM-DID ¢t IPW-DID

e TWFE-DIDo|A AR H Tt FA-GE 7he] AP EAJo] AAHe=
= A GAFA 7Hgo] Yol FAX|o Hel(bias)7t WAL 0]
A tHRyan, Burgess, and Dimick, 2015). & oﬂ?% 0]— Heksly| Q8] =
7h2] Askdss 7]

=

o H o
and Rubin, 1983)& 2&A%, 43, 947 2%, Meﬂ 28 x5 B2

P PUFS 23 BPOR F3ste] ANWEW Y SR 54 7
A BA WL AGoRA B bse AdHE AU B

17 g5 FASct Austin and Stuart(2015)2 PSM
°] ujA  A(matching quality)S 2F3} H« Abo](standardized mean
difference, SMD)=2 H7}stal, SMD < 0.10& FTESH #33t 7|+o=2 A<t
ShRtht—2 A= o] 7Ie= WA Aol A Brlof 1400}‘:1'. =4, 928
7} (IPW; Hirano, Imbens, and Ridder, 2003)= A% =
A 7tEA R Aot Ay AT %L% wEE etk
PSMo| HE =2hs zefiste W [PWe WA BES

o] A= Hlweto g ujdy "o me T uHLEE Bt 5

t}. TWFE-DID, PSM-DID, IPW-DID A 7}x] FA°o] Ay} d#=A &
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gathy, ol Wy AWt B4 PHEA el dEsH e A%

(robust) ©13} =79 olm|tc}.

283 o|HIE AHUE &

rol
ol
fu)
fol
i)
N
o

TWFE-DID7} ERP Agt7] =59 H+t HARHATE)E 9 FHA=
Agot= A 2], oflE AET(event study) AAE A AT Zt A
Hof|A g7t ADAAN H=AE AlXt H=(event—time path)2 ZZ
dtch(Callaway and Sant’Anna, 2021; Goodman-Bacon, 2021). o|HlE A

Hrjo] 7|2 FAHAL A AHA(@)S 7I=l= Y oA APHFA
(pre—trend)e} =< o] 9] FEfH {IHpost—treatment dynamics)E 7]7HE
Ag- W= FAdT. 22 o] 7|7te] Ao Foll 7EE HAFA
7ol A EW, A2 olF 7|3te] AeEC] mjdo] IRT7F d&sts @]
stet & ¢hsto] Ve k= U AIXT dAlst=AE AlAA-sA%4cE &l
Sttt Sun and Abraham(2021)2 o[HIE AEY FAo|A oAz Hx]ayt
(heterogeneous treatment effects)7} EAE of HAe 7+ HFst= 19t 4

LFE WAsH] Qo A5E 715 FA % (interaction—weighted estimator)
= A}ttt

IS A% A7olA DIDE &85 QI AlE A&+ =5 E&th 7|& 4
< 2 SEM/PLSe] 7[dtsto] Wi 3+ AudA &9 S715 Agst
o AE59.2M (Jeyaraj, 2020), ERP E¢19] &3 ¢lutays HHARA
=2 AEe AFdE A9 EASH] &Ett(Imbens and Wooldridge,
2009). dlelF o g (Hitt, Wu, and Zhou, 2002)-> 34 g do|gE &&
Sto] ERP =919 74 At avE Fdozs FAHsIoH, el 479
mAA IS 4F Fx9 DID HHESs AR A= 1S 47 23l =<
=7 ¢r=tt. (Becker, Klein, and Wetzels, 2012)2 & PLS-SEMo] <l
WA 42 AAsH7lo] FxH 0 R EFEotttal XA SHHA, IS ATtolA
THA-F=AAA AAY oS st 2T AFEAS s AA]
t}71ZF DIDo|A TWFE F37Fo] o|d# Az aw}
SHrsto] A7 =% 2™ (Goodman—-Bacon, 2021),

=
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Callaway and Sant’Anna(2021)+&= ©|&

FAFE Atk & As d FE PHES ol IA g
Aol AAHCcr HZFsto], 7]ES] 1A Z|NF AutA 247 2Pty
WHEZ 7|98 82 {ith

SR 28870 olE4 AES Sl A7 sashat sk A
A S 47 o] At a% WA e oM AL ERP $30lA

172
wn
<
J;
—]
—
i
1o
2
ok
4o
)
N
N
3
_IZ‘L
HU
o,
il ©
2
30,
Ry
O
1]
_:L
rlr
o
o,
_V,L
175
w
<

1o
7 TTF Zzhe E}OJ'@ IS 2}75‘01 A FRSsH ASEAe L’r(Kosuanurlt et
al., 2006; Petter et al., 2013), T ©o]&o oA F4
ki

5 .l
kN
Y
Jﬂ

she A 727t 23 AAQA, 5 =
2z 904 A AAE FYSHEAE YAZHos BZE v gt
NE ET ATSL T ol29| WS WIHo AP SEo| wEHO

d Oliveira, 2016a; Akrong et al., 2022), TTFe] =4 &= 2|
H AZSH d4t= =9 EEtH(Morton and Hu, 2008). oF&2] NCAS = Q
Sold  olge] 24 3% g wng APt 28 SEo
o

IS 43 ATNA o3} olwt Z2go] Rel Bt IS

o,
o
r
-+

+ ¥ SEM/PLS ®HE9] vz Qs ¥4 3+ oA £

o] ghlof Fsto] gkom, ERP Z{jolgte A2 47t QTGS HEAL
AXog AMEE d+= F9] EEth(eyaraj, 2020). ole 7S] £xFH
APTA R Mgty o] Ayt FEEZR] o= o]FF Eiha XdsiH, ¢t
47| PLS Axprt Agr] Qataye} Fdsirhs AFHA &2 7Mool o=
Moz £8ro] gtk Becker et al.(2012)0] A ATFEZo] FdH
PLS-SEM2 1A F42 AA[sh7lo] x4 o0r &5E6tH, IS A5 ¢
oM FHA-=AdA AAZ dAdsitt. Al ¥4 392 ERP Agr] Adxt
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(Ram and Sheth, 1989; Talke and Heidenreich, 2014)+= @< A1H 3JobsH
ALZR = FRA0F xaE 4= gy b7 et Mer| kg yvtr Afol

A}
o
sithe ol2d dEe shidA FRs AEHA ggor, F¢ FIFud

DIDS} o#lE AHUE B3 43 AFo] a7t

o . H
e A7 Fx2 FACIH oFA ARE ERP SHE7|oA ISSM #dH4a<Ql
(SQIQ-SeQ)xt TTF= =Ho il 5HA AY 7| +2E& @ °
2 d&"t. AYATF Dishaw and Strong(1999), Kositanurit et al.(2006),
Tam and Oliveira(2016a)°] oJs5tH F ol&22 H|F5HA AW 42 HF5H
of B8 =4 FEE F4tth o] d59 A AF A TTEZF ISSM &
a1 AW Heks 2Esh=A] ofFolrt. TTFO =4 ax vdde A%
o9 "ZHEEAM HF' Fx Al "FTROEA S AR} FXTI} o] WA

At omlstH, ol= IS AFRE-TTF &% o|&9 HUste| 7]t

£
ot of2d, NCAS "oz Z9oA ISSM Z&Qcla} TTF & ojd 9l
o]
=3

Ast 7

o et x4 HEor TecleAe S S99 ¥E Ve ¢

bt
=
ri
N
)
4z
o
)
o
i
ol
i)
it
Jo
i
sk
Y,

F A3, Goodhue and Thompson(1995)¢] "Agte] 2dX]|" 7id, IRTE]
AMg AH-de Bl§ wAYZC] aHote A ZEH. o] vt 7]
= A7t opd A Ayt Mgk Hlge| ot dAA EAX|(transient
misfi) ¥= o|HE AHHO A7t F=7L ©7] skt & eekE

Study 2°] W4 o|24 HF AAolth. Al WA= W oEA Aol
Study 1(8H87D} Study 2(2h71)e] A gl IS Ay wiAYZe wiet

&
ARE oEGe BBl Jler odSHY. T E S Ao B¥E

A 5h =77}
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WA IS Azhe] 7z} wet
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0|27 HZFoln, ERP 47HE
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=
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el
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=
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U
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Al 37 Study 1: o532 A& ERP ¢H37]9] IS A
T8 wAYSE

Mw]

3.1 @79 ol2d w4 2 27

3.1.1 ISSM¥} TTF &9 o4 =Qa4

HAEALE AFFAS  success)=  AWSt=  °l& 5 Delone and
McLean(1992, 2003) <9 IS A& =2A(ISSM)¥}  Goodhue and
Thompson(1995)8] fF-71& A o|(TTHE 22t 5224 A+ As=
FASHHAE, IS 4o M2 oE SHS
olgo g AN FHSHA =] . ISSM2 AAR FH(SQ), 4
H ZF40IQ), ArlL FHSeQ)olet= Al 7HA] #4 adlo] ARgA wHE(US)
v ol-g JE(U)E 7-fste] 71l B £49 =T (Net Benefits, NB)ol ©]
2 Q9 A Algketth o] o]0 AHLE IS 4Fe vxtede EA G
+ H UAT, AR )
(functional fit)oleh= A A A4 Qs 2y U BrHc= Fds
Rre=ttE= A7 AJtHGoodhue and Thompson, 1995; Wixom and
Todd, 2005).

U TTE o]&2 7l&o] AE &5t Hdide Tl AL’ ¢4
o Aor FEokA] 2o, I 79| 7]5o] AMARY] dF aet Al
of = 7158 AP (functional prerequisite) ] =& A-FItrh
Goodhue and Thompson(1995)°] Aotk 7] -23 3} A&
(Technology—to—Performance  Chain, TPC)oA TTF= 7]& 2§
(utilization)} A Agite] FF= wxle A4 B=RE FASH. 18y
TTF o]&2 7N Al2d"lEAdo) A=A, X A, A AHls a2 Al
w3loto] Z47hol A3t 7|8 SHsh= ISSM =2 74 MNEd AdAS
Zv22] gty o] F  o]29] AHAL  Dishaw and  Strong(1999),
Kositanurit et al.(2006), Tam and Oliveira(2016a) & ©9 53 A41E
55l Aoz Az Hol gty Wixom and Todd(2005)& AHEAF7F HA

A5t AR A (complementary)

>
o,
ol
rlr
-
Y
)
e
o
1o
>
[> o
)

e 2k 71%5A

-

)
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N
N
(e}
el
&
-0,
2
X,
>,
[>
)
-0,
)
>,
lo

a=u 71ES] ISSM-TTE & d9-5°] 38482z d7l o4 o]
UTE ol dF= F o2 HHE Wed] HEA JSHer deddte
ol HERon, T olge oA Fx, 55 TTF7F ISSM F&2 a9 A3t
71615 8ot A% W4(moderator) 2 7]55F=4], ofHH F o]2o] =¥
Aoz HE 7loote=AE BAHCR HFT dFe= EASH] dett

3
fol
i)
lo
o
o\
<,
rir
o >
s
<
==
T

g,
>,
)
oz,
fol
12
ol
ol
i
ojN
o
rx
ox,
off
2
N
iz}

Aol =2AthBrown et al., 2002). o] 4% E

1 AR WU o] g=(U)9] o4 ddE dEAow HPAX]
oh. A, olF2] oAM= ARATE AlAH ERHEAYYE AMS AR
g 4 ogleng US7 U d3F2 vlAle HE-9% ZH=(Ajzen, 1991)7}
TrHoz ofsteEt. BA|, IUQ] 2% FAto] 2z wigte] ws) @A5] 7
Agth )RRl AMgz} "ALgslob slmE AMESHATHE GAlSE Sure
Sto] W4o] WMl o] AAMECHBrown et al, 2002). AA, Bhattacherjee

wrg ey,
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olgfgt o]24 =7 wet & dAits AR HEUSH o) q=(IU)E
AASEL Al 7EA] ISSM &3 8.¢1°] N FE uAE 24 ISSME
Qe o] 42 Gregor(2006)7F =23t o2 A SHtheory refinement)
sto] Hrgste] o] AUEE Eole WA W mE
T4 A=k Zviran et al.(2005)2] ERP A5 Aol s
2ol FERR1Y AYant F=7F 9 HE A
2 oHb ek 4 ISSMat TTFE B8 & o+
Kositanurit et al.(2006)°] "ERP oA TTF7} ISSM H=Z2E 5715t
I &S Zet'T Bae WA, Petter et al.(2008, 2013)9] wlE}k
o let F2 8219 SHYANB 7|9 E BT ZEsch

Fn“

o
O
TONN
EL
OI
& ox rlo mp Jo

o,
1

rlr

M

3.1.3 9 HA3} o] 7o
=

Study 12 A 7}#] o2 Foteh A o)A A& ERP oA
7](stable operational context)olAl & ISSMO] A ZFx] EE g2l
(SQIQ-SeQ)# TTF7F NBol| mlA]= HH{a&3} +XE PLS-SEMO & A3F5}
of, 7|& dF=o] HEAor Adste o IFE F ol A 7o 2
712 AFHo=z nHudth, =4, AFolE(Venkatraman, 1989; Morton
and Hu, 2008)°14 =&% "TTF7} ISSM &2 8919 A1} 7|95 A}
ol 5= YAHY 2L F AFor A ATHeEN, VE F
A T o2 WA FXE FERT AA,
Z (sufficiency) 3—?494 7199+ NCAZ} Eﬂﬁ]-h

e

dTFE0] ASoHA EJE
PLS-SEMe| 2z} ol= FE

4 Q@ X (necessity) =9 ==

IS A3 7195 F QA S9oA FFA o= 7] 5}‘:} 0] Al 742 549
gAo] Study 19] o]2A 7|oE FASHH, & =79 AFHEZRQDA
o ASH g@w¥le At FAe Study 2(HdgH7] DID)J H 7]EA

(baseline)= o= 7]
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32 A7 29

Figure 3.1. 7R} Zo] Study 19 A B2 Al 719 0|24 A=
E508 FAHE A WA E52 *Xé ISSM A&2=2 AAF F4(SQ), 3

HEAIQ), AHA FHSeQ)7t Ztzt <=H(NB)ol| n|x|&= AP an Fxo]
o & ¥4 E52 TIF A==, 4F SE4TO0OH} 7|& E4(TO)7F 47-
71 AHAIH(TTHS FAdstal, TTF7F NBel AH dFe ulxE Goodhue
and Thompson(1995)¢] TPC Fxo|th. Al WA E52 24 ZH=2=, TTF7}
Al 782 ISSM 54819 NB 719j5 238kst=A5 Al 7H4] 4228 3
(TTEXSQ, TTFXIQ, TTExSeQ) o2 AZ Pu}
29} TTF AR2L ol2x o7 =YHo|HAE z4 7
Aol AY ARt ASEHE FRE At 2 A7 2¥gE TAoR BY
st SQIQ-SeQE NBZC A4 A=E FA4sty, TCY TeCe TTFE &
ol NBell 932 nAle ARE FAsHH, TTF= SQIQ-SeQeto] 4oa-8
F& 5ol 4 F48219 NB ants 2doh= ARE F7HHoR xsi,

—

H1
(SQ}S;T:tny Net Benefit
H6
Information 3 Task—
Quality | e TTT Technology Fit
M \
Service 5 Task Technology
Quality H Characteristic Characteristic

Figure 3.1. 97+2%
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3.3 ME Y =24 A9

3.3.1 7WdA Aojet 224 A olo] AA

2 Gl AREEE TR A FANES A gERE A
(conceptual definition)2} 24 A 9] (operational definition)E %
A AoE oA wollA s FANEe] ZAskalA; sk AAFe] 2
Jastl, 222 Aol o] A¥e AZHom =Ash] 9l | A
(indicator)E& ©o]® HMAlo g ALRSI=X2]|&
IS Aol A Brddat A=/do] HE5H Ads?t Ak (established scale)E 9
Z ERP W&o wA] £4-H8s5t9 oW, Likert 74 HE(1 = AY 18X
oot 7 = wj¢ I¥th= Aotk Table 3.1 ZF 47049 7Hd4-x

2 Aot 2% A2 AT

e
BARY, BRe 54 AxEE VIE
=
h=]

%

Table 3.1. #8719 9] /Idd Ao, 274 Ao, 9 A FHL: &4
(n=751, 259 187))

T3/ Haz 39 =7

SAP ERP A|~®] #p7¢]

OFA A ZH:e 2~ Wi d
5SS ™o T 1Xom an
7]/\;§I /\_]1_ /\ZOFE_! /\} N

A" F2 +=(6QD, Al& Todd(2005);

ST AR 2 F A B
(System o et AH  A|F DeLone and
dol= Alade] AlEA
Quality) (SQ3), €9 & McLean(2003
748, 89 &k, 7l
3 T A ESQ4) )
2 b Adof it 14
SAP ERP A|AHo] AH&E
’ SAP ERP7} A
o= RO HAH EAOS DelLone and
AR £4 ) Fote=  FH]
2, x84 2o &8 McLean(2003
(Informatio 5 24141Q2), 3
. e JEO FEd, HA| o ); Wang and
n Quality) Hol S&Es &
A, A, B o Liao(2008)
A IQ3)

3 AR 914




IT ¥ xZo] ERP At

IT A9de] A

S| A AFots AY & We(SeQl), Parasuraman(
Au s 4
) MH| A0l oz A FEgH EA| s 1988);
(Service .
) WA ALIT A9 vkg Z2(SeQ2), H¥b Pitt et
Quality)
A, AEA, A=A8 o A AZA al.(1995)
ot AREAF Q14 (SeQ4)
ERP AR&Z}7} =94 St=
° . N E} HA9}9] A Goodhue and
5 EA 4R 1f3t £40=,
B S O]EA(TC2), Thompson(19
(Task PO HdAA, 29
AZHE 7134 95);
Characterist &4, AlZF L4AA, AR _
) } . (TC3), 28 &4  Goodhue(199
ics) Ae @ 52 Lo}
} HEFH(TC4) 5)
= ok FAVE
SAP ERP 7]%
SAP ERP A|AHI0] HG
o] A7 43
7Ie B 37 SAHSE, AFE Goodhue(199
¥ "W e el .
(Technology =7} 45 3o &85t ) 5); Dishaw
golg F3t A
Characterist + A|AHZO 7|5 44, _and
_ A (TeC2), H
ics) glolg &3 <=, Qe Strong(1999)
_ A AR Z2A
olA ZFAof tigh 214
A 2L (TeC3)
SAP ERP A|ARIS] 7]
A 7|50 AR =3 SAP ERP7} 2
AF-71& . .
LA ol= G5 gAY 9l IdF HYA  Goodhue and
ST pexpe] ke dvh}  (TTFD, 9% Thompson(19
(Task—-Tech _ i )
. 2o R st aFARE A 95)
nology Fit) )
tjet AREAFO] HwkA ol (TTF4)
PR i
<= 9] SAP ERP AFgo & <ld] SAP ERP A&  DeLone and
(Net Hel A& 458 =HolA o7 2lgh 79l McLean(2003
Benefits) WA= AR A At o AR A3} SFAF ); Petter et
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(NB_OI1) ¥
AT 72849 T al(2013)

tf(NB_OI2)

A 2l AIAE QFRAEEQD), Al&e X AF(CQ3), 3H = A4
SQHE EAot= Al 5= AHTth Wixom and Todd(2005)¢] SQ HEI:
£ SAP ERP Wjgtof| 1A 474 2853ttt ERP 2ol AlAR 2P
AT A58 ST dHoly FAA d¥o=r AdnB=, of A Ao ERP

SQ2] 4] A E7F Hh(Kositanurit et al., 2006).

AR F4d(nformation Quality, 1Q)2 Wang and Strong(1996)2] 4}
glolg &2 mY 39} Delone & McLean(2003)2] 1Q 7fdsts EU=,
ERP7} Algste= 4H o] HAAHIQ2)H AA4(1Q3)S S743trt. ERP7} 2|3k
ot T A YA (Single Source of Truth)'e] A& ofH= 1Q9 %2
= dARl g9 gled, ojZlo] 1Q7F NBe| 4 Agaclo=w 753}
1224 ZAo|h(DeLone and McLean, 2003).

or
(4> o

O

AH) A EA-(Service Quality, SeQ)2 Pitt et al.(1995)°0] oA FEofo]
SERVQUAL(Parasuraman, 1988)< IS @zto]] 83t o]z ZHZA IS A¥
ko g Azstelth B A= Van Dyke et al.(1999)2] 2| Z}(perception)
Ao 54 Aol wet 7| =22 F Zpo] Hprt obd AZAH AH| A F
= A3 54 SeQIAT U™ A& t-3), SeQ2(8&et &A1 si4),

)l Al G IS WelH wEHoz Faw AYos

k

Ho|A ERP 45 @i=to] z9let 37] =< A=t TC2(FA F 4=
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OlEA), TC3AZA 2154), TCAHE A 83 = dF71 7Isol Fit
Sk 8 a9 vl 7HA A Akde ZEth

714 54 (Technology Characteristics, TeC)-=> Goodhue(1995)¢] TTF ©]
oA AAE 7Ie 54 7idell 71xstd S4sHAH TeClUle4 dF A
H 8olAd), TeC2(FA 2+ dloly T Ae), TeC3(A odF ZEAA
219 )& SAP ERPO| 7|54 A5bS xZFAH o= Hreitt

AE-71= A4 (Task-Technology Fit, TTF)2  Goodhue and
Thompson(1995) o] A¢tet I =¥ TTF HIZoA k2] 47 A4
(TTFD A7 axd AA(TTF)S 3T 2298 TTF == TC%
TeCO thatd Aot & AMEARY] T4 dAH #wds wtgste @4

o

£l (Net Benefits, NB)-> DeLone and McLean(2003) 2] 4% ISSMo|
A ARt Adiae=s, & d4e NS a5 dF Ay FFONB_OID
A7 B4 FUHNBOID)E SHste 7+ == Addr. o A=
Petter et al.(2013)9] HEFEA A 7HQl 4= NB S3o] tia34 2u5=2 o
JAE A g o

3.4 9974 =&

3.4.1 ISSM &4 a1219] &HHol AHay 7Hd (S1_Hl~ S1_H3)

o]
A% BH(SQE ERP A2

Al do] 7 A=, 8° &=, 7HAdS b
Frich AdY oo WEW, AAHY J|&A Aol dF AK4 HolH
—‘_T'—%i‘ﬁoﬂ A A& B 2 (Kositanurit et al., 2006), SQ7F NBof| A (+)9] IF&
n)d Ao g of|ZHrt, Petter et al.(2008)9] HWEHEAL 90H O] IS A AT

oA SQe NB 7|17} d¥=A &(+) WFez AAHS &Ik, oF

4 ALg ERP @700 A2mel HgE 53t 43 8 A3e 84
GECECEIES B3 BN EIO i L C L IR

o7 FFe vAH.

_4"_



[SI_H1] Al2ad FEGQ2 74 A ERP &M +=HA(NB)
of A(+)¢] Adans 7.

AR FAIQ2 AHEAE dF 49 F X
dat AAAE whggitt, ERP 8704 1QE 229 t]o]E1 og‘ )
A4 dH'e Bol xEA EHOl HAH dFS v HDelone &
McLean, 2003). o2& A& A4 AFRA}= ERP7F AlEstH= AHE 9
AAARLY] 7122 AR el glenz, IQ9Y o] ¥E A dF A
of ZH2A ¥A o] TAYTITE Petter et al.(2013)9] HEMEAL 140H 9

IS 43 A72 Fuste] IQ7h A8 BEI} A2 Al 7HE Fotn 2
B S e Y 29 SISk,

[S1 H2] A& % (1Q2 oJF4 AHE ERP 7oA <=H](NB)o|

ERPe} 22 Exfsh ;q,q;q *V\E“OﬂH /\}g;q_%% theFet 7154-
2ol AdstH, IT AY 239 ZZHoln HEZ<
A4S Y AATITh Petter et al.(2008)2] WEHE
A8 F SeQ7t AHEAF THHol 7P ZFEst

E

shgickh. ©FA ERP FelA AHgAE BUT A2HL g 4
2, IT AY"e] A%a 24 shdo]l 4% 43 249 Ay x| Hr}

Pitt et al.(1995)¢] SERVQUALZ IS wWigof| Hgsle] AZS o]z SeQ
IS Age =594 apgo=r :q%zqgg 2| A= o] FtH(Wang & Liao, 2008).

[S1_H3] AHAZASeQ)S o]F2 A8 FRP #7304 £H(NB)
] 24(+)_,] XI;G&J)(% } q_

3.42 TTF A= 74 (S1_H4~ S1_H6)

AT EATOL2 A 477t 7lsol Fafehes 8 58 WHggth
Goodhue & Thompson(1995)2] TPC R4 TCE TTFY FAof| 94FS
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e AR gor ol@etEde. AN HILAE, dEEA, A dA
4, AR A 87 #FE0] =255 AMAE Zle] 71eH Aol § dF
et 8735 RIS =w, o] 840] AbgAte] TTF #d 7|&2 It
ERP wWigo]A] £ < HFEt ERPY okt 7% RES FHHo=
ggafloF st= o4e ®olH, o BaAol TTF Al e v
Dishaw & Strong(1999)-> TAM-TTF 5§ 234 TC7} TTF] folet
A8 alede AFslen, Kositanurit et al.(2006)2] ERP ATollAxZ 5

o v B30 TTF Ao F3S mlo] gel= it

[S1_H4] 47 SATO2 dF-7le AHTTHl )9 dF= 1

714 S4(TeC) ERP Axglo] BAT 7152 gl TTF Q149 /1%

= A4 2918 FAE Goodhue(1995)2] MFIT REoA 7]&2 7153
44, dlolg B %, dETolA Aol =245 AREAS TTF <l
Alo] RYHE. A% AFE2 dBEHA TCEY TeCZt TTF 34 © 23
FEFS nHS HAo¥YE Tam & Oliveira(2016a)= HHFY 97 2H7 o A
71€E4% dFEAde] EF TTFO fogt d3Fs wiE& Sstaled
Alyoussef(2023)+= ol#id @AolA 7l& EAo] TTFY 7Fg Z=Eet Aa
Q19S HustAt

[SI_H5] 7I& SA4TeO2 dF-7le AGTTH H(+) &=

m) et

9__1‘_‘

TTFe] NB 2H&a3= Goodhue & Thompson(1995)¢] A|etet TPCe] oY
A BAE e 45 7152 Aol A 7153 Ad¥x7(functional
prerequisite) 2 2 750 7|6tgtch TTF7} 5842 AF82t= ERP A|AHS
ol AF QFARE Ho apFoR ST 4 glow, ojFe] MY =
Aat sfAro 2 o]ojZth Kositanurit et al.(2006)-& ERP &AolA TTE7}
ISSMO] AREAMHS A2Ho o 75 7|9l Ay A58e 7HS Halskad
o} o]FA ERP 2H3olA TTFO A& Y= Z3terh. AR Al2EE

gt B AG7E Gl ABeIA, Axdo] YRS Auht T AAsHA

i



9] el TTF7]' /\43’4-2 7ﬂ7(—]5]_ oﬂ 1:! %#7]_ %]—4_
[SI_H6] 947714 ARWTTHL 472 A ERP @el4 el
(NB)ell 4(+)9] A adns 7l

3.43 TTF 9] ISSM &4a<91 =4 a3 7Hd (S1_H7~ S1_H9)

74 S1_H7 ~ S1_H9% Venkatraman(1989)9] A&t o|22 3} 7
242 A9 A9(fit as moderation)'¥} Morton and Hu(2008)¢] o]=4
oA =EHT Venkatraman(1989)2 A% W47 a3 W4 A
of BAE AsstAY felol= HFodg 75 'THERAY Ad'ow A
stgltt. Morton & Hu(2008)= ©] =25 ERP-Z2 2 ] A3},
Z1e-dF Agdel IS 54 549 4 A a2 24 fAYUS
slsteict. o] =8& ISSM-TTF ¢ 2o Agstd v &2
AZo] =EHeh TTFF W2 ARgAR= 1Q-SQ-SeQ7} oFf2] ¢-4=sf
E 7led 450 x4 24AE A ”7‘13?_101 Atz AgEE a0l

™o ofN

L

|

: TTF7} ﬂg 42 1Q NB &= 73stect,

[S1_HI] 945714 HTHTTH-S Au|x %w&e@qc 19](NB) 3+
o] PAE Ao A =, TIF/} £24% SeQe] NB avbs 74
e

S1_H7~ S1_H9+=

- o el wAgel o2 slolE
it 24 @t A4 9 74

Agrol29] =7} ERP ¢HA7]o|AE A

o
:(O o|N
it
i)



2gto] stel=eh x4 g3yt 712 2 ALQo=, Carte and Russell (2003)
o] /NF3}st "AH A BA(informative absence)'ZA] T+ o|2o] =7 WH

Z=2 gyl Zlottits o Bt ol 2ES == 5 AU

3.5 97 44

3.5.1 A4 W= g 52 kyY7|9] o]24 A9
2 A7 HolHE S ti71Y LAre] AG3|Ate] SAP ERP AHEAHE df
dor FHEUTE LA A3 AFIAFD, B 2]A(CO), FAT
(SD), Fuida](MM), A2 (TR)S] 571 &4 mEo] 20234¥ 109 #Hx
o] 2o oF AgH WA ERP 28 27olth
2 AFollA 'eFg7](stable period)'= SAP ERP #zx X<1(2023d 109¥)
T ot JAo] Eotal, dF-7l& It Aol FxAH o= Qs ¢
A2 AAE FAC] BARE AHY 29 fFo= AojHr o] Ao=
Markus & Tanis(2000)7} ERP 2fo]ZAto]Z =904 AHA|H UHAZE &
7 (stabilization phase)7l'g@el AR LAY ¢ FHx =9 & °F 19
olAfo] ATt 20259 1871(1Q)7} ol RE
&S, 7ls Fx WA 5 oA F 5
N A BHES 7RI BEIE d4F DZRAAE
Aot Study 1= ©] b7 &L Al B Hlo|HE &8skl ISSM-TTF
FRPY T2 A WAYSF , ] A
Stz Study 29 42 B TAE FATT

Study 1] ZEL2 2025¢ 1&7]9] AAEH E7]'H ERP AR WEL A}
of SEe LA H Apdolth, AE2 7% 21 27| 7|gAez FE Q)
O™, Podsakoff et al.(2003)2] C

=
giAlRt IT 74 8 sz TAS Aestdd. Wiz & 25 24 713 ¢
&

olo
oy
o
Hll
o
=)
=
re
b

5 Cl
2% Sug Agst] HF 48 R n=751% Fmeigch 48 BEs
@

A 80.2%(602%), 94 19.8%(149%)oH, T&ASL



9 # 132902 fjFEEo] ERP &8 Ado] THI ARgtoltt, AgH=E
2] 30.8%, AFL 25.6%, Z& 26.2%, WA olAF 17.4%0]M, T4 10
ool 58.9%= tHAH & APS HFe FEAS Ittt CMB At
AZolA Harman @819 Ay BAte 7|&E ot3]ste] 42kst CMB

A 7Hs7dol HiA = At

fo Hoh rworlr

rh

3.5.2 24 U

-
BN
H
ol

A2 SmartPLS 4.02 2839 PLS-SEMC & 4853t 4
528 gi #HZFol|E= Henseler and Chin (2010) A¢Het Zwstd Fo] Z
A ZHorthogonalized product indicator) WAl-& A-g5lo] Ao2-g gyt &
v gF 7ho] oEEAde bS] AlAsHH. A FE2 10,0002] whE
9] BCa(Bias—Corrected and Accelerated) FEAEZ-S #8519t 10,000
5] "FES Hair et al. (2017)9 4 Hi(1,0008])e} Streukens and
Leroi-Werelds(2016)¢] ¢824 32 #11(5,000~10,00038)E RF FZo}o]
F49] ¢4 okt 7HE B S AA-(two-tailed) ¢=0.05 7]
oA BC 95% Al=|47to] 0& 2Zebehx] ¢h& w A= st axt

A7]= f*(Cohen, Jacob 1992: >0.02 A, >0.15 &, >0.35 o))& Hr}s}
Aot Do xd BEANCA)-E Stata 19.59] nca ff712(HA 1.1)E &85}
CE-FDH¢} CR-FDH F WS Wdste] dst9omH, 50008 &4 #HA
o8 FAH Fo48= BII6HAH.

3.6 23 gy mgr}

3.6.1 oI5 A gk 2 2% 41=4
Table 3.2 ZE &4 x9 7 AR g, REAES] A7 VIFE

AA R
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Table 3.2. &4 &%, X HA| Zt, 9 VIF (10,0008] BCa FEAE®)
T4 i} . A
L ®% 2% 35 (74 Likew 24 VIF
N ¥4y
SAP ERP A|AHIL o2 o]
SQ1 i 0.842 1.793
Mg o AFeh .
Wixom &
SAP ERP A|AHIS ™Q3dt A
SQ SQ3 i Todd 0.904 2.386
BE A&35HA Algget (2005)
SAP ERP A|AH|Q oot &
SQ4 i 0.855 1.956
= 95 Fo Aottt
SAP ERP7} Al-got= HH =
Del.one
Q2 W7 Zg=2 o uf A A & 0.927 2.092
1Q 2 G2 =
A _ McLean
1Q3 i i ( ) 0.929 2.092
) ) 2003 . )
AT Yo FE5| Aot
IT 2| ¥9€& SAP ERP & &
SeQ1 i 0.932 3.451
A HA Al A&5HA 5§
IT 2| Yele SAP ERP & B Pitt et al.
SeQ SeQ2 0.906 2.754
AE Aot sfAsitt. (1995)
IT Z|¥9=e] SAP ERP A Y&
SeQ4 0.886 2.384
Hdtd o g g 4 gl
o] ARE= g BAete] 71
TC2 ) 0.870 1.698
oF ¥l 9Qag 3ot
o] dRE= AHHer 71d
TC3 i Goodhue  0.777 1.415
TC ot A2 & Q75
ol olme s (1995)
o] QAR5 #3fotr] ¢IaliA
TC4 = Hoigt oFo] AH7 HQs) 0.802 1.517
t}.
SAP ERPO] 7|52 W 4% &+
TeCl i Goodhue  0.703 1.328
TeC 3& 3010}741 St (1995)
TeC2 SAP ERPE HA 7t golHE 0.883 1.745
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TeC3 o ] 0.797 1.451
BHAE FTHES|] A Hett
HAutA" o2 SAP ERP= U7t
i Goodhue
TTF1 3Y5t= 5ol w-¢ Hets N 0.945 2.538
TTF =t -
SAP ERPEZ AL851% QRS ompRo
TTF4 ! n (1995  0.941 2.538
o gitxo=g 4908 4= ik
NB_  SAP ERP AR&o] 4o dF 4 Delone
. 0.944 2.659
NEB Oll & FAH. &
NB_ SAP ERP ARgo] Yo dF & Mclean
0.948 2.659
O2 £&4L =9k (2003)
F. A =L Likert 78 H=(1 = A I%A] g4t} 7 = ¢ I1Hhz
=74 5 AHA 7k da 71 > 0.70(Hair et al., 2017). VIF #i 7]&: <

5.0Hair et al., 2017).

Q1E HZZFE IQ-NB-SQ-SeQ-TTF FA/NFNA 2% 0.842~0.948 H &
2 Hair et al.(2017) 9 HA 7]=0.7002 F7A Asstact. VIF=

1.328(TeCl)ollA 3.451(SeQl) HHRE BT 5& 7|[&=(5.00S =5

3.6.2 W4 484 A54 ¥ +4 54

o},

r°l'

Table 3.3. #4719 AFAAY 2 ¥ &3 AEM0=751, 259 127])

FA70d  Cronbach's « CR (tho_a) CR (rtho_¢) AVE
SQ 0.834 0.837 0.901 0.752
IQ 0.838 0.838 0.925 0.861
SeQ 0.894 0.894 0.934 0.825
TC 0.750 0.763 0.857 0.667
TeC 0.712 0.739 0.839 0.636
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TTF 0.876 0.877 0.942 0.890

NB 0.882 0.883 0.944 0.895
. CR(rho_a) = Dijkstra & Henseler(2015)¢] A3 EBHA FAA=F L,
CR(tho ¢) = HAEAH FAAAFHE, A3 7|ZF: Cronbach's « » 0.70,

CR(rtho ¢) > 0.70, AVE > 0.50(Hair et al.,, 2017; Fornell & Larcker,
1981).

2E JAA/NEQ Cronbach's e+ 0.712(TeC)~0.894(SeQ) HYZR 7|5
5t FAEAEE rho_ce= 0.839(TeC)~0.944(NB) ®Helolth, AVEE
TeC=0.6362 A= RE= F47HdEe] 050 7lEe F5Uh. NBY
AVE=0.8957} rho_¢=0.944= F ZZE(NB_0I1=0.944, NB_012=0.948)7} 7}

Q) 4wl olehs W PANEE I3 A WARS oujge,

3.6.3 W E}A

Fornell and Larcker(1981)7]s¢] wt2WH, RE AN F O AlF
AP FE W AVE)2 g HAANES o2 NG TF ATASES 27
et bl wlEetgdo] tHE Zog mE it

hiE =]
2 W

Table 3.4. Fornell-Larcker ¥ ElgA 3= (n=751, 20259 1&7])

SQ IQ SeQ TC TeC TTF NB

SQ 0.867

IQ 0.672  0.928

SeQ 0.646  0.649  0.908

TC 0.281 0.283  0.282  0.817

TeC 0.599  0.562  0.569  0.351  0.798

TTF 0.660  0.644 0.616  0.390 0.697  0.943

NB 0.691 0.640 0.625 0.361 0.652 0.763 0.946
Z A @ - VAVEGA EA), ohaAd - 7Ad & JRA. me
THAGY VAVESL g A-de] mE ABASE Zuste] Fomel &

Larcker(1981) 7]& &=,




Table 3.5. HTMT o g3 PJA(n=751, 259 1&7])

SQ IQ SeQ TC TeC TTF NB

SQ

IQ 0.803

SeQ 0.749  0.750

TC 0.352  0.355  0.339

TeC 0.761  0.707  0.696  0.471

TTF 0.772  0.752  0.697 0.478  0.874

NB 0.805 0.744  0.704  0.440 0.805 0.867

Z=. HTMT = Heterotrait—Monotrait Ratio of Correlations(Henseler et al.,
2015). AL 7]FE: HTMT < 0.85(d4 71¥). NB-TTF HTMT = 0.867,
TTF-TeC HIMT = 0.874= 944 71%£0.85<= =g &=7]%0.9002
ZZ. Anderson & Gerbing(1988)¢] 95% CI AA ZAi} NB-TTF A% 95%
CI = [0.739, 0.798]c2 1.0 n]Zot—ud g4 =2l

HTMT 24 Aato|A] tiF22] LA0E A2 A4 71%<1 0.85 ofsto
AA5k . TTFQF NB 7+ HTMT 2+ 0.867, TeCet TTFZF HTMT L&
0.874=2 Ut A4 7]ES1 0.855 A:-h Arglsteler. 18y o] ghe Hrh
25 71291 0.90 stollAs A5 8 7heet ol sfideth o=
TTF¢} NB, TTF-TeC7} A3+ FA7A 1 A FzxAog 7145 AA = o]
Ao Ftgst= Aoz sfA=E 4= It Fornell-Larcker 7]5=0] 55|11
HTMT & =39t &5} 715 ®9] ol 212, Anderson & Gerbing(1988)
A7 Aol 1.0 mlagte] geldo] wef 2 Ao SHRYLS A

.0
SO 48 Hse WASYAS SR Ao wyH

N

1—
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37 % 59 7 9 14 A%
3.7.1 By A9

NB9] R?=0.662(adj. R*=0.659)

ex Sl 24
o 66292 AL oujsie], ol 24 ISSMi} TTFE ARE S¢ud
o SR ALg ERP 7] metold £o AWele mewe Adw E
gt TTF9] R*=0.510(adj. R*=0.509)2> 45 547 71& E4o] TTF 34
o] i AMaaclor zFohE HojErh ot A= ERP At JiE
48219 © go] oz, FAQRIT A aglo] AgH x4 HA
YZel os) d¥Hth= & A7 o4 AAE Ak ohek TTFS A4
HE 2] gr2 gAto] o] EARTE A2 FE AfolA AR 9=, 7]
& A7asd, 47 58 5 57 Adadls 2 et Ad2S AAE
Cli=g
Table 3.6. R—square
R-square R-square adjusted
NB 0.662 0.659
TTE 0.510 0.509
System 02637 Net Benefit
Quality R% = 0.662
0.467***
Information =g Techflzi)sll:)_ Fit
Quality [ eeeesem R = 0,510
OIIV‘Ng***
Service . Task Technology
Quality 0.142 Characteristic Characteristic
Figure 3.2. 713 A¥}
£5% 00001, ** p <001, * p < 0.05, ns. = B8]
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372 A¥E A2AS 2 7P B

Table 3.7 97 7hAlo] gt AzA%, @k, pat, 95% BCa A=173, 7h

A g AdE AAE pak2 10,0008 BCa FEAER 7|6t FE3 0]

0, §Ol5Fe 4=0.052 7|FoR

Table 3.7. A@a7} FZAS

n=751, 25d1&7])

9 71 3 (10,0008 BCa HE

sy

EAEH

— H»

95% CI 7}
A= A M SE |t P
(PCT) oA
SQ — [0.158, S1 H1
0.233  0.233 0.038 6.151 <0.001
NB 0.307] 2] 2]
Q — [0.014, S1 H2
0.090 0.091 0.040 2.249  0.025
NB 0.170] 2] 2]
SeQ — [0.064, S1 H3
0.142 0.143 0.040 3.521 <0.001
NB 0.222] 2] Z]
TC — [0.106, S1 H4
0.165 0.167 0.031 5.247 <0.001
TTF 0.228] 2] 2]
TeC — [0.583, S1 H5
0.639 0.639 0.028 23.231 <0.001
TTF 0.691] 2] A]
TTF — [0.388, S1 H6
0.467 0.465 0.039 12.017 <0.001
NB 0.540] 2] Z]
TTFxSQ [-0.071, S1 H7
0.007 0.005 0.037 0.198 0.843
— NB 0.076] 717
TTEXIQ [-0.087, S1 HS8
-0.030 -0.026 0.033 0.930 0.352
— 0.042] 712}
TTFX Se [-0.025, S1_H9
0.051 0.050 0.036 1.392 0.1
Q — NB 0.121] 7]z}
T8 = 92 BE H2A4, M = FEAES Hof, SE = REAER] §F
ezt Itl = TEAFUB/SED, p = FSHA pat. & 2O 95% A2
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HAEr (percentile) 7=z AAL 7HE WAL FESHAY pAS Vo=
Fastelon, oA FadE &sty] 9l 2 B4 bias—corrected
95% A== F7E AL

¥*% p <0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p <0.05 ns. = H-F2]

3.7.3 ISSM &2 a1 NB 2dai Ay} sf4

SQ — NB H=Z(S1_HD+ 8=0.233, t=6.151, p < 0.001, 95% BCa
CI=[0.158, 0.307]e2 BAHC=R Foot A+ AFaIrr ERlxo]
S1_Hlo] A==t a337] £=0.065% A& =l dGsit, ISSM Al
a9 F M ARt SEx3 719E dEdd. o] 23k= LAY *F47] ERP
SO A SAP A|AHEIQ] otA A = Al&St AW A|F, 2 ASHAlo| fist

piide] - - L i o [} H T1H O

A o] ARgAte] dF ATt M AxHor dFAHS u|d ¢t
710014 A2’ F8o] w2 ol haret AHolAE SQe] el 3t WOl
£ 335 NB Aol AWste 2L 2Fdo] A=A,

IQ — NB AZ(S1_H2)= 5=0.090, t=2.249, p=
CI=[0.014, 0.170]12 EAZHog X
H371(£2=0.009)= A FFo|B
AdH Hr= AFAQ AR sfAst= Zo| gdstrt 11 M 3. 8144
NCA A4 1Qe] BazA a3kd=0.249)% £7F £x0=2 SRIEo] %
BT Box79] o]F 7]of f£x27F I HT

SeQ — NB #A=E(SI_H3): =0.142, t=3.521, p < 0.001, 95% BCa
CI=[0.064, 0.222]= A==t A=47F £(0.158)0] Fob 4 ALLr}
o}t 893 7] £2=0.0245 & $Fo=2 ISSM Al 8¢ ZoAE SQ0.065)
thog 923ty o] AM= SAP ERPOF 2 EARE AR A|AR|oA]
IT 2 =29 ZZAola ARARl 2ol g7 At 2ol 7]os 4
=35}t

Ao 1Q <

of fefet AHaINE Zethe &01 SISt 1L ot 7] ERP &7 oA
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AL H - A F-o] A T e] @t TRtz or Asee on|
StH, ISSM] o] 22 BHA|I7F o724 AR ERP Fg7]4 S22 S5
A sl AAES HolEr. SQ(8=0.233)7F 7 At S22 719E

Hol1, SeQ(p=0.142), 1Q(4=0.090) +=C= et}

3.74 TTF =2 Z3} o4

TC — TTF AHAZESI1_H4)+= p=0.165, t=5.247, p < 0.001, BC 95%
CI=[0.106, 0.228]=% 0945}01 A2 =t o] FoofEA-A
B A a9 &5 AH8A= ERP 71 o] A o
= A8 "He SRl maar] #=0.049 AT o, TCH
TTFS] f-olst Adiaclo|A|nt 11 7]of A&7t Aot e HojEt.

TeC — TTF AH=Z(S1_H5+ 8=0.639, t=23.231, p < 0.001, BC 95%
CI=[0.583, 0.691]=2 RE AR F 7 =2 #} 7P S AE4t
(0.108)2 Holw 7ZstA A=At a3 7] 2=0.732= H(arge) A=
AAS] Aot oElR, 7|E IS dFolA H7] B A= ayold.
TeCe] 7|ol= TCE <F 1548 A2](#%=0.732 vs. 0.049)5}H, o] H]&2 Tam
& Oliveira(2016a)7} Eigt mHtY W7 8749 TeC £ mjHS SAP
ERP 7oA 48 o ZsH ZH%.}?_]EE} ERP AAHO] 75 2hd4d, Hlo]
B 5 7, dHIolA Aol R ZEAA AAAY AT 54wy
Hoh TTF &40 Hlugd &4 glo] ¢ E:%@?l BEUS ottt

TTF — NB AZ(S1_H6)+= p=0.467, t=12.017, p < 0.001, BC 95%
CI=[0.388, 0.540]2 @Y Y A= F 7P <t NB 7|ojg Holn 7|
ok a7 £=0.292= F-of &=, ISSM Al F328<%19] A
(0.065 + 0.009 + 0.024 = 0.098)2] °F 2.9u{o| Hsl= Auid AH¥AH=
(dominant  direct path)d<= &RIgtty, o] A¥= Goodhue &
Thompson(1995)¢] TTFE 3t ©dQ] 7154 Hﬁg}_dgi o|23}st A
S 7oA A AlshH, Kositanurit et al.(2006)¢] 'ERP 2HF oA TTF7} ISSM
AMEA B ARE SRR BAg s 94“7—‘# ARG QEAQ 7] o A
Aottt Fa FA40A TeCol NB 7Hd Sa74(5=0.298)= TCO 7HH
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Za71Hp=0.077)2] 3.98)2, TeC — TTF — NBQ] ¢} A=z/} & 3
FoA At o] A HAYSYS 2Flshet.

Table 3.8. 83 FAZA4 (10,0003 BCa FEAERE)

A= 5 M SE It p  95% CI (BO)

[0.159,
SQ— NB 0.233 0.233 0.038 6.151 < 0.001

0.308]

[0.012,
1Q— NB 0.090 0.091 0.040 2249  0.025

0.168]

[0.062,
SeQ— NB 0.142 0.143 0.040 3.521 < 0.001

0.221]

[0.103,
TC— TTF 0.165 0.167 0.031 5247 < 0.001

0.226]

[0.049,
TC— NB(ZFZ)  0.077 0.078 0.015 5.040 < 0.001

0.108]

[0.583,
TeC— TTF 0.639 0.639 0.028 23.231 < 0.001

0.691]

[0.243,
TeC— NB(ZH) 0.298 0.297 0.028 10.620 < 0.001

0.351]

[0.392,
TTF— NB 0.467 0.465 0.039 12.017 < 0.001

0.543]

% TC — NB, TeC — NBE ZH7Zf TTF= Agol= @zt 10,0003]
BCa HEAE® *** (0001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05.

Table 3.9. a737|(r?), 29 A¥E(R®), NCA 2oz a#3r|d) 5&
20f

2
Ag/ S R? d (NCA) a3t 5
2571 (PLS;SEM adj. &%) (CE-FDE)  NCA &yt sS4
Ae(F2)+E2 ez
SQ— NB 0.065 — 0.176 _
°1F A
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IQ— NB 0.009 — 0.249 azje)+dexd
0% 42
Ae(SD+B ez
SeQ— NB 0.024 — 0.215 _
0% e
T2 79 NB
TC— TTF 0.049 — — A4 daxyd
w59
F=H FEE
TeC— TTF 0.732 — —
719 (d %)
AHjA SEEA +
TTF— NB 0.292 — 0.292
Al H=
TTEXSQ o
0.000 — — Al (Negligible)
— NB
TTFXIQ -
0.001 A B Al (Negligible)
— NB
TTF X SeQ J.
0.005 N —1 Al (Negligible)
— NB
R*=0.662
NB(&R?) - - -
(adj.0.659)
R*=0.510
TTF(R?) — , — -
(adj.0.509)

Z. f?71%(Cohen, Jacob 1992): >0.02 4, >0.15 3, >0.35 of. NCA d
= CE-FDH % i(Stata nca vl.1, 50008 <£<¥74dA). NCA d 7|&
Dul(2016)¢] 71 @t 0 < d < 0.102 ZA(small), 0.10 <d < 0.302
% (medium), 0.30 < d < 0.502 t(arge), d = 0.502 wj-% F(very large)
o2 FE. TTFxSeQ f°=0.005= TAA Hf(p=0.16)2 22 zda
o glgoz woh
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375 TTF =4 &3 A3 of4: A BAo o] 9|9

TTFXSQ — NB: =0.007, SE=0.037, t=0.198, p=0.843, BC 95%
CI=[-0.071, 0.076]= H]-F°] stRTHESI_H7 712h). TTFXIQ — NB: 8
=-0.030, SE=0.033, t=0.930, p=0.352, BC 95% CI=[-0.087, 0.042]2 &
3] vlgo] s eHS1_H8 717, TTFxSeQ — NB: g=0.051, SE=0.036,
t=1.392, p=0.164, BC 95% CI=[-0.025, 0.121]2 ®]{2] 3AcHS1_HY 7]
7h. RE A5249] 2x0.00002 a3} 37]7

o] A¥t= Tt FAA HAY FFol of
A ZA7L olg AAR HA, n=7519] FEI HEo] FHro] glof
Cohen(1988) 7% 7°=0.02 & &y HEo SEF AA4=He et =

PN

AwstE 2 X]/\]X]- WA Hgow nE Aozkg o] VIF=1.000& B4s

ot
mlo —|—4
o3l
o=
m&"

\l
N,

o,
Hu)
)

N
N

ol

off rr @ 1N
v
o,

m {

g 2
- %74]743?-— %—JGW rorom 95% A=t
+ %2 AR ERP 0}147] oA TTF7F F48%19] & =
A% A, ¢Held EYACR Yot HEA A BE=E
| =5= AR

o] Aute] olg2 Yul= F FHolA S HE AA, ERP SHE7]olA
ISSM¥} TTFe] ¥A|= Morton & Hu(2008)7} o]&3}t ‘A2 A9 A9t
(fit as moderation)’ F+27} oFd Venkatraman(1989)9] ¥ o2 4 o] &gt
(fit as covariation)' &2 t© A&l BAHL ol 7]£9] ISSM-TTF

ol ol
-

N
o
N
N
or
o,
o

5% A5l ¥ 022 Wd WS FAL GG Zo] o] WeiolA o]
gd02 AT LIS £Fstel AU A, ERP 437114 =
44 Ago] F4s| A%t TTF 429 72 7+ Ael7h o ol E4-4
3 Ao 28 MR J1eHA) g AEe] 22 & 9tk ol Carte

& Russell(2003)0] 7Hdsket 'AH A HEA(informative absence)'Q] A=A A}
o]t
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3.8.1 &4 HA PHE N8

A AAE PLS-SEM H4-2 FEXZ(sufficiency) 5114 2+ o=
F7F <H(NB) ¥ dF-71& AFHTTH uAs Hdd 7o a3s
Aottt I8y o] B4 F9le "ojd aglo] B uf Juprt FIEA] &

-

E 4
AEA vt Ay @AY FxF HAZ XZ(necessary  prerequisite
condition)o]zt= E7He] <Ql¥t AFo] wHobx Eotth Haxd 24
(Necessary Condition Analysis, NCA; Dul, 2016)2 o] s9-& w]-27] |9
"No Y without X(X glo] Y& ¢lth'"e H[EA (non-compensatory) 13}
=gz ZF oSWso "3 (necessity)S AEFSIgttt. PLS-SEMe] S5
o] "Fdlo] AME wol=rI'E EtH, NCA9 "axyd 242
A Aot 24
At wHAYZO &g o] 1EE& AlFetth
= Stata 19.59] nca WZ|Z(HA 1.1)E &-8ste] NCAE st
At (ceiling  line) F4HL CE-FDH(Ceiling Envelopment—Free
D&t CR-FDH(Ceiling Regression—Free Disposal Hull)e] +
S Wdsttt. CE-FDHE #5% HAdigES st Husd Ad
Aoz HQx7A FY(ceiling zone)S F et Z2st, CR-FDHE A3 3]
A 7IFte g doly o|Zxof ¥ A7t EAS Zeth antar|(d)e] 4

foldL 50008 ¢ HAA(permutation test) 2 HI7ISFATE &3tH7]

4 712 Dul(2016)9] Agte=z 0< d < 0.10 A(small), 0.10 < d <
0.30 F(medium), 0.30 < d < 0.50 t(Large), d > 0.50 =} S(very
large) & T2t

NBol| tigt dax x4 SQ(d=0.176), 1Q(d=0.249), SeQ(d=0.215),
TeC(d=0.152), TTF(d=0.292)+ 2% A= {foJgt Hazxxioz &<l
Hew, anar] 74 FS(medium) ol #El=2 A=, TCE
d=0.057=2 7]£(0.10) v|g= 424 daxdo=z 7| oyt

ﬂﬂ

EN
Y
Hu:
o

ot 5
SRk & jg
e : 2

|o

38

Disposal Hu

N

ftlo
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Table 3.10. NCA &3 37] @°KCE-FDH ¥ CR-FDH, n=751, 5,0003]
499

CE-FDH CR-FDH
4]
a7 x4
d p d p Slope Intercept (CE-F
Hy Wy
DH)

SQ 0.176 <0.001 0.252 <0.001 0.759  2.569 %

IQ 0.249 <0.001 0.279 0.028 0.738 2.449 =
NB SeQ 0.215 <0.001 0.270 <0.001 0.820 2.228 =
(H
0.267 0.469
ol) TC 0.057 0.058 0.197 5904 H]-G<
n.s. 1n.s.
TeC 0.152 <0.001 0.174 0.028 0.611 3.461 =
<
TTF 0.292 <0.001 0.314 0.865 1.761 =
0.001
TTF
TC 0.080 0.047* 0.074 0.271 0.217 5.708 A
(45
-7l&
TeC 0.157 <.001 0.199 0.028 0.698 2.922 =
2%
. CE-FDH = Ceiling Envelopment—Free Disposal Hull(H]&Z Aekdd A
oF s

A), CR-FDH = Ceiling Regression—Free Disposal Hull(d¥g 3]
). d = Zaxd anar|(FW g9 WA HlE). p = 50008 +=IAA p
#. Slopet Intercept= CR-FDH 2]HA m}efu|g. ns. = BAHCE HfF
9(p > 0.05). Dul2016)9] 71Ze] wet 0 <4 < 0.102 Z(small), 0.10
< d < 0302 F(medium), 030 < d < 0502 t(large), d = 0.50 v
G S(ery large)o® . & #9] ‘S|4 I CE-FDHO| dgty} frojhs

e,
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TTFE AR sH= NCA 242 TCeF TeC7F TTE Aol Qo] +
ZH HAE zA0R 755=A5 HESY. Figure 3.3% 3.4% z}2} TC —
TTF} TeC — TTFe] NCA AEL s ARt} (CE-FDH: A4,
CR-FDH: AA, n=751)

8
= 61 o i it 1R 10E
wn {3y =~ e o © © © © o © © o 6 © 06 o © o o
3> - R EET L
Q o 3 o ° o o ©o © o © o o
o HiES A SR SES N e R e
E 44 = | o e o o o o o o o © 6 0 0 ©6 6 06 ©6 06 0o o o o
S e g 8 e g 8
o
5
s -
0_
T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8
Task Characteristics
- - CE-FDH CR-FDH

Figure 3.3. TC — TTF NCA (d_CE = 0.080, p = 0.047%)

TC — TTF EAo)A CE-FDH d=0.080(p=0.047*), CR-FDH
d=0.074(p=0.27D2 F "W BT BAAcR 9] sty ot AAA 7|&E
njgolct, CE-FDH Afgtdo] TC 7 ®loll A A £Ho=z x|,
TC 3ol ¥ YoM E TTF/F &2 &S 2= TEA7F v A%
o= ERP 3} oA P59 A2 &A1zt dAG] e A=
T & AAE 71E 715 (TeC)S Boll =2 TTFE AL & Uthe o84

e A7,
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ooooo

Task-Technology Fit
N
1
o
o

T T
2 4 6 8
Technology Characteristics

---- CE-FDH —— CR-FDH

Figure 3.4, TeC — TTF NCA (d_CE = 0.157, p < 0.001)

TeC — TITF EAAE CE-
d=0.199(p=0.028)2 F W n%

=y

DH d=0.157(p < 0.001), CR-FDH
3 AHoR fogt dazx aiyt &<l

Tt CE-FDH g3t TeCot W2 JHoA TTF7 4 242 & §
o= 4oz 225 Holert A5dE HolEr. CR-FDH IAAC]=7]
0.698, AH 2.922)2 TeC7} A oF 228 (74 #Hk) o]ifolejof TTF=5.0
o] FAo] 7HeE AARRHtE o] Axk= PLS-SEMeAS] TeC 73t 7]
o1(8=0.639, *=0.732)7} F&x1 F9lollATto]l ofyel Haxz F9olA
T AAE won, J&E 759 FHAa Fo] TTF 49 724 HAYL o

=9kt

AL oft

3.8.3 «=HI(NB) Baxd &4

+H(NB)& ZHHSZ 5= NCA EAoA CE-FDH 7|& a7
ALY TTF(d=0.292) > 1Q(d=0.249) > SeQ(d=0.215) > SQ(d=0.176) >
TeC(d=0.152) > TC(d=0.057)°]ct. TCE ALt BE Q9lo] W@xA0]
EAHoR §o5tAt. Figure 3.5~3.10%= 2 AWM NCA ALZEE A
Al gt
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Figure 3.5. TTF — NB NCA (d_CE = 0292, d CR = 0.314, p { 0.001)
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4 o 8 8
% gt |8 g s § 8 § g §
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System Quality
---- CE-FDH —— CR-FDH

Figure 3.6. SQ — NB NCA (d_CE = 0.176, d CR = 0.252, p < 0.001)
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Figure 3.7. IQ — NB NCA (d_CE = 0249, d CR = 0.279, p < 0.001)
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Figure 3.8 SeQ — NB NCA (d_CE = 0.215, d CR = 0.270, p < 0.001)
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Figure 3.5 ~ 3.102 7} AWt HO(NB) 7He] NCA AFRE=E AAG

N Z
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rlr
2,
i
lo
o
fu)
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o
1o
i
O
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NCA®] 7} Figure®] A= HH, SQ, 1Q, SeQ, TeC, TTFS| ¢ /3t
el vl Fsigh 3 gojo] gAE o] Qlo], o] WLt +H ]

549& AR 59 TTF

2
=
1o
el
ox
tlo
2
1(_}|_‘
_?L
rlr
g
ko
BN
M
o
il
N
or
ok
N

o A% g g 2
A% HExhon A5Re Addor g% 4 gtk ¥ TC —

NB(Figure 3.9)°l41% AFghilo] ArgkRol] A9 4o 7baA S1xIsta glo
o s 2 Qo] Ao YA gk ol §F EA(TC)0] Welet
£ 5o SHelo] WAL A £AGE olnste], nfeb TCE &He]

(NB)9] ot Wazxor HY| ofFrtE 42 Subgiet

TTF — NB ®4(Figure 3.5°4 CE-FDH d=0.292(p < 0.001),
CR-FDH d=0.314(p < 0.00D= NBel tigt 7 et daxd ayprt &
A= 3Aek. Figure 3.5014 CE-FDH Z?Hd2 TTF=1 ZHol4 NBx1.4=
AlZste] Aggoz Agete, TTF < 3.5¢0 9ol NB ) 5.09 #=]7}
FExAHor BAG, ol dA 7 o9 TTH} SHEA S A &
2 $F0 £He Dol 2 gloz HALY] offdute "aezxd =IE
AR o2 sigitt, CR-FDH 2|AAT]&7] 0.865, AW 1.761)> NB
54 248 {8l TTE7E 34 3757, NB 63 242 $18 34 4.904¢]
Qe yeflt}. Bokrantz & Dul(2023)9] AAZA Gom|Ad 7]&d >
0.30)o]l @2W CR-FDH d=0.3142 TTF — NB: Adxo= gojng I
axgoltt, o] A¥= Goodhue & Thompson(1995)e] TTFE "3t U Q]

o

gt 2
4 gz o ol2skt WAIS Ward BAols WiEd Uk
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oz AFst= Zolth ob&# PLS-SEMelA TTEZF 2w FE2x71 AH
B=(8=0.467, s2=0.292)2 &ld Z} Aedold, TTFe w203 e
23 & MM BF A g9 #Aste olF AHAE FANE el &
ANt

SQ — NB EH4(Figure 3.6)l4 CE-FDH d=0.176(p < 0.001),
CR-FDH d=0.252(p < 0.00)& g5t Doz aur} skel=qct o] 2
TH= PLS-SEMeolAl SQ — NBE| A &7H(8=0.233, p < 0.00D)7} FAZHL
= footAl AeE AT A, SQ7F FEERAN Baxd F S BE
NBof| 7]ofste o]%F & (dual role)2 S HojFrt. CR-FDH A4
(7171 0.759, H® 2.569)° ©2H, NB 58 242 I8 SQ7F 24 3.20
A oldolofof gith. &, AA® FHo] o] AAZ oJstE fA=H= ¢ +H
olo] 9] f& A2 OE oH 89l MHheRLE HeEZR] o= 12
AleFo] EA 7L o]i= A7) ERP gHFoA A|A®lO] Qb A AEat 4143t
AE Aol Ak FFe] AF 719 QREFERA)OIHA FAlo| Ht 24
o] FxA AAxAEAxA o2 7|53 ou|glt,

IQ — NB &4 (Figure 3.7)°4 CE-FDH d=0.249(p < 0.001), CR-FDH
d=0.279(p=0.028)2 G-oJet WezA ayr} selEltt. CR-FDH 3]|HAl
(71€7] 0.738, ¥ 2.449)°14 NB 53 24& Sal 1Q7F 24 3.45% ©]
Ayolojof gttt CE-FDH d=0.249& ISSM Al 291 & 71 & $F07,
AE Fdo] daxy F9olAe SQW=0.176)5 Aslst= 7Hd Zst ¥E
HojFErh PLS-SEMolA 1Q9] F#=x7 7117k 4:(8=0.090,

J

Y
o)
=
fn)
ot
iy
o
Bl
Hel
_OrL
rr
o)
ofx
N
&
-
PN
N
-0,
ox,
rid
AL
@3l
=
av}

tH(DeLone & McLean, 2003).

SeQ — NB &EA4(Figure 3.8)°lA4] CE-FDH d=0.215(p < 0.001),
CR-FDH d=0.270(p < 0.00)& EAA ez {ol5gitt. CR-FDH 3]HAA
(71&7] 0.820, ZH 2.228)°14 NB 534 24 &l SeQ7l & 3.38% o]
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Afolojop gt ISSM Al &% % CR-FDH d = 0.2702 1Q(0.279) o2
2 E2 S0 AHA FAE PR FAW A e 1x2A Aoks Hit
gt& HolFErh oF# ERP i&%‘ NA AHERF= AAE BAE A= oR 31
St 4 glomg [TAY"H Al&-ASS ffgo] SHEz] ¢gFom ZLmolo]
A9 Aol FxrHe= Zﬂi =S oJm|gtth(Pitt et al., 1995).

TC — NB A (Figure 3.9)¢14 CE-FDH d=0.057(p=0.267, n.s.),
CR-FDH d=0.058(p=0.469, n.s)& ¥ W¥ RF SAZHc=z H{9 59
th. TC 43 F¥stA NB7F i #7412 @4 7FeotM, TCi= NBY
44 dezxror 7EohA] &2 &Ittt ol TC7F TTFE AR3t
R ARE SOAT NBol foju|sHA 71046}% TE2AE AAetH,
PLS-SEM®] TTF ZHHa¥H(p_total = 0.077)2F dd

TeC — NB #A4(Figure 3.10)°l4 CE-FDH d=0.152(p < 0.001),
CR-FDH d=0.174(p=0.028)2 {9t "ax7d [yt SRIEH
CR-FDH 3]#4(7]&7] 0.611, AH 34614 NB 58 242 {laf TeC
7} HA 2.527 olAolojoF gttt TeC: PLS-SEMOA NBo| thgt 24
27} obd TTFE &3 1+ ARET 7]ofstx]qt, NCAo|A= NBS] &‘@
dazxzoz # ’é;*o RIH, o] 7]& EAo] B& HH TTFE

r&"
ol gt N2 on

s Fgsd, Al @9 ®% CE-FDH
CR-FDH ¢ wHol|A] golgt WazxA girt &9lxjo] 9r47] ERP &

ol NB 249 &g 724 7|gzdoR AFde] o

ol W4

|4 ISSM Z2 ¢l |
% S9NA AZEA. E9] 1Q A7) dloJEoA ISSM Al 891 2%
PLS-SEM ZFEZZAGE eI NCA HAZAR2]) F F9olA FAlol &l

{2 BH(bottleneck analysis)-> CR-FDH 3]AA(7]&7], EH)S A5t
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ol NBe] EA Ex 4= @A ZF g9lo] 43 o]= £F9f Qlojof sl&=
28 78 AL LASZ ARSI Table 3.118 NB 2XZH7E A 94

S 2t 275l i 872 AATT

Table 3.11. §2 BX: NB 23 44 34 97 (CR-FDH, 74 Likert

715, n=751)

NB 2%

(L) SQ IQ SeQ TC TeC TTF
1.0(14%)
1.5(21%)
2.0(29%)
2.5(36%)
3.0(43%) 1.43
3.5(50%) 1.23 1.42 1.55 2.01
4.0(57%) 1.89 2.10 2.16 2.59
4.5(64%) 2.54 2.78 2.77 1.70 3.17
5.0(71%) 3.20 3.45 3.38 2.52 3.75
5.5(79%) 3.86 4.13 3.99 3.34 4.32
6.0(86%) 4.52 4.81 4.60 4.16 4.90

6.5(93%) 5.18 5.49 5.21 3.02 498 5.48
7.0(100%) 5.84 6.16 5.82 5.56 5.80 6.06
. 7 Aol g2 i NB =:gh 2490 2+ adle] a3 EEdor sh=
77 Hx Y% NN = Not Necessary(3ld NB FFof|A sig a91o] =
Q23 Hlsig—xds pEol #Aglel 24 7Hs). TC= NB=6.5 mlt
A F7rellAl NNoZ, NBe] "Haxzio= 7]5sta] a2 &Rl TTFO

A g7o] A FIHA T Eob All HE 804

= HolErh A, TTE7F A NB &
A M B2 Ha 2dS Fstke Al BE glolth
o

3.75%°] HEagt ®Hd, SQ=3.20,



1Q=3.45, SeQ=3.38, TeC=2.522 TTF2] ¢IAzto] 7I¥ =t} NB 6.0(86%)
EHoAE TTF=49022 HE Qa9 F 1 97 Fiaer &4,
SQIQ-SeQ EF AAA AAZS Fiot= WRXAo=R 7]55HH, ISSM
Al 819 gkt 7|9k Ago] gl *i‘ 7, TC= NB=6.5 ols} A 3t
o] NNe&, ERP Azt 7/jA

_g_
=
28 BAGQ Pl AL BFE ,acﬂ X RS Aww.

o
ﬂ

385 #EaA-Baza uYy 729 o2 ol
A F9)el Ane FHsH, F
wfet AolshA ehb HlTjH Aol
S|4 Avke Hmett,

PLS-SEM(ZEZA =9
ool it 7|o FxRIt BA
Ty}, Table 3.12& & BHA

"
Z,
@)
=
= g
to

Table 3.12. PLS-SEM(ZE%7), NCA(BQx7): T =9 A7 £ v

d d
B2 /(PLS) 4 (PLS) CE-F CR-F =5 4
DH DH
TTF ) )
0.292 FR+ma F 39
- B=0.467*** 0292 0.314
(Z—d) AA, A1 =
NB
FE+8a % o
SQ ‘ i
0.065 o APas e
- £=0.233*** 0.176 0.252
(2-%) e CESII S
NB
Al
IQ —  0.009 ZE(A)+LR(F)
5=0.090* 0.249 0.279 ’
NB (&) o]F 7lof &<l
SeQ i
0.024 FE(@)+ER(F)
- £=0.142*** 0215 0.270 -
() ol% 7]o] skel
NB

TeC A B_total=0.298*** 0.152 0.174 ZFE: TTF ui7j
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- ay Az 28

NB T 5E

TC & TTF 7K

- s A_total=0.077*** 0.057 0.058 =a: H-Fo(FH

NB 5 obd)

ZFFE 5 0.001, ** p €001, * p €0.05 ns. = HGO FExH B
v

A (PLS-SEM): NBE ZiH2 ot AHay &= TIF A4 1Hdayt.
Qx4 B4(NCA): NBE ApHS4=2 3 CE-FDH ¥ CR-FDH a#37].

AoA 7P ol2d o= on] Sl WHE T ROt AA,
TTF= Sw24d $9(2=0.292, #A=4  AH
(CE-FDH d = 0.292, Al WA BT 4E Hsh= olF dgo]
=t o] AF= Goodhue & Thompson(1995)0] TTFE 'A3te] 7]
Pz o2 o|Zslet PAE PLS-SEMI NCAzH= & 7fe] 594
o7 FAo AAst= Aolrt. =4, ISSM Al 221(SQ-1Q-SeQ) HF7
ZZAPLS-SEM)Y} ZoZxZAWNCA) & S9lA FolstAl &Rl=]
ERP 7oA AARLAGH-AH|A Fdo] dxt o] ehdsh 7[Whxx
AEetol olF FTHloA AFEHA TCes w4
]

2 7loshd Haxd F9lolM=

ol ¥l &
=]
L

Mool
m

o

i)

fo

EN

Y

~ 1 o
(E

or
I
2o

o

o ofj mE
M

_l_,r_?a—'_‘
N

o

R

C

o
ol
i)

-+

o] & F99] ANE T Study 19] A4 WAL ISSMI} TTF: HE
olx] H|tj & (parallel but asymmetric) +x2=2 +=HS 24 OPE]-E Qo
o FR2A Z9olAE TTE Aol 1SSM A 28] 25 felg 44

£ Holm, Faxd FedMd= TTF7F 22 oﬁ(d20.292)gi,
SQIQ-SeQ7t 7+ & ZazxHAog 758t vHYAZ 974 Fxolth. o
olF 9 Fx7F Study 19| 2T ol24 ZE°lH, Study 2004 7]
DID Q13 243 Hlug ¢Hy7] 7|4 7Hg SdsHA AZelett



3.9 % =9 ol24 #eJet Study 2 2t9] 9

3.9.1 &4 ISSM9] o7& ALg Wit gdAd

Study 19] A¥t= 47 ISSMojA USTU AA, 2442 NB AHaxw +
Z7F o2& ARE ERP SHA7|oA o2& o2 sty AZ=xHog 2z
S I} ISSM Al 891 BE(SQ £=0.233, 1Q p=0.090, SeQ B=0.142)
o] Foet NB AHai= Brown et al.(2002)9] '9]F24 7oA A|AH Q]

%4 A9 Selo] B MAEHT Aol o AgHoR AFL wATtE
ol24 d5< s AT Al 7 BLe F SQO FREA 7]
71 7V ZFeH2=0.065) AL, §47] ERP @olA AlAEle] 717 QA
3 Agt 3R Aol oRA Ahg 24 slolA Aol A AdEE 64

39.2 TTF 9] ol% st} 71& E4 99)9] o]z o]
Study 19] 74 Zag 9AS TTE 2227 290004 2wy 842

ol

(£2=0.292, p=0.461=, oz FHIA Al H=(CE-FDH d = 0.292)
o=z FA 7l5shs olF 99 Flojt}t. o] & Ai= Goodhue &
Thompson(1995)¢] TTFE A} wrdo] 7|52 Ajzd'cg o|Zslst A
g FEXAY dazxAd F Ay S9ollA BF AA|gch TTF £2=0.2920]
ISSM Al 44821 A(r=0.098)9] <F 2.9ufe] Geitt= Aite, oFH
ERP QPg71olA 7154 Agdo] F4 JQAEY o ZeEstA 4uE 248
< AZgh

TeCel TTF 7]193(8=0.639, r?=0.732)7} TCS] 7]11(8=0.165, s*=0.049)=
AZote HIHAAL @dt BAY ddS do| Ta% o|23 & Ze
t}. SAP ERP9| 7|53 d=F 7stet dlole 5§ 1=sh dF mZ2AL A
AART TTF @4 Hud 4 glo] a7t H=de olE3}stH, ERP

Exo] $HEE A5 FASTeQO] AFHs Aol ol2doz A g

iy

_7‘]_



3.9.3 Study 29F9] 0|24 Q7: 9+47] AT} tAYZ W@ 7% A4

Study 19] A%# A3 Study 29] ERP Hg7] DID 24&
2 F7(theoretical reference)E Al 7HA] QoA S=dgich AHA,
A2l TeC — TTFS] 7=t F(+) AT(p=0.639)0] ZZ7|o A4t
& EY9] QAanz ofFA HYPEE=AE vttt IRT7} 56
Zeat Ag vjg WAYZLS derle] TeC Q149] ©7] sihe /i
om, o]Zlo] k7| F(+) TAE A2 AHAZ|=A7F Study 29
HA AZE AFoltt. AAZ Study 22 DID Aafo|A TeCo Aghr] A&
T(B,=-0.2)+ & A0 () FFeRE UEh, Study 19] p=+0.6390]4
B=-0.2129] 93, & Ao H3}=Z 0.8499] F+x7 HAgto] Sldct,

do
re ol
ox T
N 2
<

rr
31

oo H

A

f
ek
4

=41, Hg719] TTF — NB 22 2374 2(8=0.467)7F Hg7]2] DID]
A TTF o= <lsf ofd Q34 WHelE FdstexE Hladdt. A4, <F
g719] ISSM F2 89159 #9 AHATEQ, IQ, SeQ RF A7} g7

—_—

FYITE o] Al 742 HlA AFe] & =Ro] FRHOR 7]ost= ERP H]
Uz 749 kg7 F2 wAYS(Study DI HE7] A3t wAYE(Study
2)9] TN AFE ok, A5 T =oollAl AAls] EAE
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A 4% Study 2: ERP A7 IS A7te] Aw}=]
HAUE A

4.1 479 o|24 $X|¢} Study 19| 94

411 F AT ARA AA: FeH 1xet FHA Qo] T
2 F f9 ARy dAFE FAgHE Study 1AL 974

ERP ¢147](2025 187], n=751)lA &4 ISSM3t TTF7} &H<]
(NB)oll 7lfst= F+24 wZAUES PLS 7|5t Fx2Y7 4 (PLS-SEM)# &
ez EHINCALR AFstah. 4 IEe o2yt 2o AA, TTE
i A AHAR(B=0.467, 2=0.292)F ISSM A ZHa<l A (r*=0.098)2]
oF 2.9uell Pot= At 7lofE ERIstATE. &4, TeCol TC diH] Y&
TTF 71¢1(8=0.639, f*=0.732, TC thH] g7l& <F 3.98, s27]& <F 15H)=
7% EA4o] TTF 349 ZAA Agadds ASslct. A, NCA 24
ol TTEF7} A1 HWE(CE-FDH d=0.292)22 7|53l ISSM Al 29l
(SQIQ-SeQ) B5F NBel| o3t AH¥ars 2= sAld Taxy ¥Eos
T AEES Zelsth. WA, TTFO] ISSM 2ATA7E sl B (/2=
0.000, VIF=1.000)5}o] 'FHHo=AMo] AJHfit as covariation) T+ZF7F ZH
SRIE] STt

Study 19] HFejd £z £AL2 F 7k ZEA dEo| Hopz Zatrh A
A, ERP Agtolgt= Apo] o] Fx&5 ofEA WPAZ|=7F? PLS-SEMZ
= ¢t} Becker et al.(2012)2 T SEMeo| WAt
et ar stk &4, Study 19] F(+) BAEC] A
]_
|

7

k]

ol

|

s Hm

IRT(Ram and Sheth, 1989)+= g H]-&3} A& A4
ol 4 Al AEsH, ol b7 Ae )
2 ol22 s15Ae A7gt Study 19 A Aw 7
22 TeC — TTFE(B=+0.639)7} Agt7|o] oJ@A wEE=2]7F Study 29]
A HS AFolth Table 4.12 & A9 AAE vlwgit,
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Table 4.1. Study 1(¢+87D)2} Study 2(€7])9] A5 AA H|

2u ;,_‘i_;—%’]- ol g Eli‘;l—é g Q17+ Study 13+9]

=3 A

Swdy 1 TF o g L7 NB,TTF ?9%%77]& e
O - - + s — . t
Sl ) Zqﬂﬂﬂ n=751  oa TEEE ] o EE
TWEFE
b
g + 2n
Study 2 EIRE& Bg  PSM/IP HI~H9 Fgl—%@ S]gl],ld% éﬁ
(") FLmt n=376, W-DI 971 ®i% 1 ol A=
=t T=4 D + A Ad HF
Event
Study

F. NCA = Z2gx7 BEX(Study 1914 43)). Study 1 NCA ZA3}e} Study
2 DID A#e] ¢HA7]-A=7] Hlue A5 5 =20l 43

412 =AFA <t A Ao 2 A oA A GIH(Two Way Fixed

Effects—DID)

Study 2% 32719 AT SAP BEEWM, TM) F7leks 3% A%
AS Zgoto], 7] ERP @FollA Ueths A3t ®iste] Qlutarts AE
gt} B Oﬂ?—fﬂ DID AAA RE A= FUT BE T ARS 74
SHAT, 1S40 Zht =Y o] ERP 75 &8 Hedl et o4

2 uehdth webA 2 ALoA Trear = ERP AA &4 RS oJulst
£ Bg7t ofde, At RE £ ZPOﬂ o AR R o =2 & IS
A2 A & IkE Jd q4RE ojugity, DIDE olgd 1kE

{

i ':Eﬂ—% mﬂgw 2% Agane st

=
1z1 ©
80

S o X
o mi rfl rC
|

ke -‘;
o

ol

i)

x

1o

>,

=~

k]

o

ol

i)

=

i

il

>,

2

f

=

ol

&

H

X,

i)

A

(o]

0,

.

>

Mo
rE

7hQ1 o] FF AA FEES 74]7%5]'E]'(Angrist and Pischke, 2009;

&
Wooldridge, 2010). & A= «FE@d G A2 AlHol= 44 54

oft
£
ﬂ.IE
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A TWEEQ] A8 =alg F&35)0, 71402 PSM-DID¢} IPW-DIDE %
sl E ol #EVbe olFAel diet HebH A ASe e

(Rosenbaum and Rubin, 1983; Abadie, 2005).

413 A o129 BFA = 72

Study 29] o]&4 g4 ISSM, TTE, IRT7} Ag7]of Afolstal wjz Hf
AEE d&5S AlesttteE 9 ot ISSM(Delone & Mclean, 2003)2 23
N — 4=t s &3t TTF(Goodhue & Thompson,
1995)= 7l&- transient misfit)7} 2AYsHA TTF e o A
W7t AstE 4 okl &7ty IR-T(Ram and Sheth, 1989; Talke and
Heidenreich, 2014)= SA1 &9 %7]9] AFE #7712 AH-9)d Zdo] ot
7] B Hhes fietd, o] HXA HFo=x ¢RlEE ASTth o] Al
o|E9] o|g3 Z1%o] HFA Hd HAE FEEFetH, Study 29 4 o]
2 HdES FATH TeC — TTFY SHA7] F(+) #AZE A7) IRT H|
AYZol 9ol ()= JAEHE=7?

4.1.4 Study 2 9] o232 4 AA

Study 2= F 3919 o84 54& F7otd, d1ERRQ2)Y} ATEE
(RQ3)efl diet AF4 @S Algetct. A4, <13t 4Ho] ERP 2E 9]
2= QA APHS Egslo] ISSMTTF FA Q9o Asgly] gz
TWFE-DID& AJ¥5ty, PSM-DID-IPW-DID2 ZAA4S gelgte 24
Study 18] A¥HA Axte] A}y ZAE Folgith, &4, 584 sjAe=s
oflE AHUE %3] TeC-TTF-US-NBY E74E Sz #AH& ZAs5)1,
o HAAA B A ol dAdS IRT A-g BPo 2 ARt Study 1
NCA ZAitete] H471-287] vlue A5 8 =94 4Pt

o ofN

42 4+ AA
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4.2.1 #F9d =29 doly 24

TZE et A BE B oA *] e 1~287] E%‘ o|F Al
3ME7|2 RS dtE dAAE 27 Sk g9ger Ed@ud
TZE5 HolxRt, DID #A49 WA g SHE o 47 271 Aol &
ek ARITES Aottt HF BA BEL 376 (AR Y 167, FA
Ak 209%), & 150470 #EA= AT #3de] THEY AHe 5
Ad e FY Ao wHE B=Egro 24 within—individual HSfe]gt 7]5k
gt o] 7H535to], between—individual o]&/doA HIZEE = AEHOE

422 ANQDT BRI Aol

tﬂ S

?lﬂr(n=167).

ojstof A= o] s ol HAHHtreatment group) o=t Hgtrt. HF
= 1570 olst 7= &&she AR =9 S49 A A=t 2=
Aoz A=l Hdoz AHostm(n=209), olstillAe ol BAYD
(control group) o=} A3}t 7|4 157 7|+ HEA o] ¢
et 24 Y79 715 A% 72 245 g er e ARgAe ohelRA

3 of



4 (Goodhue and Thompson, 1995)e|4 ERP7} 945 4349
A == o AA WASHd ARgAE Adgr] A wite] o wsit=
Aip, IRT A w7l AREAZE st Bl FE A4 B8l o 2
A wEHohe Hi olgHor HEIth b 2 AT Hlue FAZ
At A2 HAde] g Hwrt ofye}, Ut BE =Y AR ditt Ak
= A9 ALE: HADo F4dA Hluwz o|siEofof Ftrh(Donald and
Lang, 2007).

IJN

4.2.3 TWFE-DID 7]& &3

N 23 =

oflt
rlo

o}

o

T}

.

=

o

Y=a+ B, Treat, +,82Poszft+,83(Treati X Postt) +utA+e

Treati= =94 o1 1~217] 7I& AAHG RS Hetde HuHsz,
157] 23 7% A8ARe 1 157 olah 7% AMEARE 028 A9 s,
Posti= At BE 9 olF A RS UEdE HuiHsR. 3~427]%
1, 1~287]= 022 Aostirh. p= i 28R, A= AXF 1AGNE
oulgict, 2 Aol s T At AEHET Trea, x Aost8] A%
golth. A B nE =4 o|F AAgnel SAYD va AET 27}
A4 sk = 2w w90 454 BFAAEAE tehith BEeAE Jie
(pid) <= A3 clustering) 2 & &E 4 (serial correlation)< HAgITH 2
TS ISSM 2Ha21(SQ, 1Q, SeQ), TTF A= 82U(TC, TeC, TTE), A
87 WESAHINUS, U, NB)S| 97 Msolei, 22t Sedos F4an

i

_4

c

r

4.2.4 PSM-DID @ IPW-DID H¢ 24

/l

T}

TWFE-DID= 7¢l 74aE &5 A2 o]AAS EASHATL, 7]
el A gelE TeCTTENBO APH 4 Zto](Table 4.5% AHA

r:L HN



A Yol HelRy Aold B4 /S FeAS AN o] B 7}
e A o)A BAHoR BASH] I8 F A AEEs A1
2 e,

PSM-DID(Propensity Score Matching—DID)+= 4]
IQ- SeQ: TC- TeC- US- TTF- IU- NB &2 FHHFOZ of=
2 AFH4E F4cta, A2 oA (111, caliper = 0.0522 AHX]
I FARE BAEES A4S & DIDE H-85tH(Rosenbaum and Rubin
7] AFEE A 1,224 BHSHA Y FHA =, S 7S B4
2Rt Tl TWFE 237 (H4os AAL=AE gt

IPW-DID(Inverse Probability Weighting—-DID)+= ¢1¢} L3 &
A QAL A48 AFAR Bhelo] AU BAY

o] x4t F DIDE A-83th(Abadie, 2005). PW& EES
2] ka1 AA EE0=1,504)E |FA A 7FEAE 2stew, 22

3

o Axststad PSMI SHHY FAY 2AS AFAL.

ot A
uf

i

ol
b

(o]
K

5

ol
gyl

10

watA] PSM-DIDS} IPW-DID: ‘ERP L¢] o]F’9] H|FEzFo]AS
L =371 otyzt, BRE 3 Abde] digh AMHA 1hE ot vy o] vzt
AAS Bt AN AFE =R dA 5] ojof it

425 SHA a7 B4 o|dlE AHT

TWFE-DID®] @9 B@AAans £ 2%

ol
EN]
j10_15
ol
ok
£
=
—
N
-
£
I\
ol
ok
rlr
<
ofls
)
)

K#2

7]% '5_7] 525()0]{12]’ 61% J—lgﬁ‘g__%_kﬂ 7&23, 83'64—113 E(l):; ;l(i %EH;—(-‘II il
wAgt, oME AU 0 Ans A die Saste, A3 Ao
Ay A2 TeCTTRUSNBS] SH2 A48 9% 2490, ofgd An
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FE1Q2 BdAAXEHDID B,) SAHNA HfFololut ofIE AEHUA
7] #9] stEte] @EEHER, olF o AASH VE AS HEE B

2 ATe F AolA Aolgt HHEA HEol ot foeE #7] AA
£ 92 H8&stH, o]F YAHeR FEI Study 1(PLS-SEM)-2 a5}
oF &l HHAIAR] Ao afof] wat *** p (0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p <
0.059] 34 7S AH{AIh(Hair et al, 2017).  Study
2(TWFE-DID-PSM-DID-IPW-DID-o|HlE AHU)= AFHAST =4 o
Fo] & #afo] what *** p (0.01, ** p € 0.05 * p < 0.109 324

-89t (Angrist & Pischke, 2009; Card & Krueger, 1994). o] A|
ool FEE By #Pg 77t FAs| wE AiRA,
Study 2°14¢] * 7= p € 0.10 F95FS 9u|shy Study 1] * &7](p
<0.059 A3 vwd 4 gy, & A9 ARFol= 22 {oF Fort
752 gr|Ee] gloenr & I HlW Al §oE F7] AA 9 Atolo] {2

Sfofof g},

a
o
_>|~l_g
o
rlr 0
—lrl

43 A7 =&

431 7V A Q7 g AA o) olg2d AP

Study 29] 97§ 7Mde W% H|ReFA (non-directional) 02 A Hc} A

=

74 o972t o8 BRekdich A, ISSMF+IPT IRT(S-FF7 ol
Moz PEoe oJES AT AW Wetld T FFe A S35

AL ol2x o2 Botolth(Bhattacherjee, 2012). &4, Study 1] F47]

| e} Weks s o=t A, wWake] wWeF A7t

o] A9 &4 o] 7lojolrt. 7Hd WAL B9 SAA 7948 < 0.05),
3712 W (TWFE/PSM/IPW)oll M o] e A3HA, Placebo Test B3 o7 E

_79_



4.3.2 ISSM Fda<l Wst 7d (S2_H1~ S2_H3)

SQ+= ISSM9] 71&4 Edjo|ti(Delone & McLean, 2003). {84+ 4l
T EEo AT SHEECl ° AH LEFAR IRTY AR A4
(usability barrier)= S84 S7I2 SQ A4S @] 9T 4 Jt(Ram &
Sheth, 1989: Seddon, 1997). yte o]2%4] dZo] wLekd HAE AYst
Eli=s

lt

Ol

[S2_H1] ERP BE =¢ HF, A28 FA(SQ9| Wslege Azt
o] A} vmwste] folulstA e Zolt.

ERPO] Hlolg &2 A 1Q 2 Al-gstATH(Delone & Mclean,
2003; Wang & Strong, 1996), 7] utAHGolH 2U*|e}t I = H2F
o] IQ I4S AT 4 k(Davenport, 1998). mHl-FA+= o FHLIgH o
ole] AL A2 o] AN TR} W 7 AWHoE tebd & ek,
[S2_H2] ERP 2E =4 A%, HE F4IQ)<] Wt Az tho]

AP wl@ste] folulsHA g Aol

ERP A%H7] melf#+= B4t 71&d EA0 o Hids] ZdHsto] IT Z]
o Ao figt oELTt SRRt Y ds EEo F5 oFI Ao 1
SeQ <124 H3Le] ztolE AAT 4= Juh(Pitt et al., 1995; Akrong et al.,

2022).
[S2_H3] ERP & T¢ AT, AH|A £4(SeQ)o] W3tF2 24
o] BA T} vlwste] foju|shA & Zolth

433 TTF Z=2 W3} 714 (S2_ H4, S2 H5, S2 H7)

ERP #FES8= oF ZRAIAE AEASIER v FEoEA] 14]0]
H3keE 4= Qi (Goodhue & Thompson, 1995). Study 194 TCe FEZXA
a7t AHE (2= 0.049, TeC2] 2F15uh)ol ke Mg 7] AL 7] oA
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T TC 237t AltE Y 7HeAdS of| gt
[S2_H4] ERP E& =¥ AS, dF EAZTO) Y Wl Hx|gHo]
FAAGT vlwste] feju|otA o Aot

Study 1914 TeC — TTF 8=0.639(s?=0.732)22 <4=Z F(+) 7|E
ek IRT= o] #AVE Mol g 4 ot A53ich 44 BE
o] A FHE(EFA), 7] A Es EEAA), A8 (R d54
A= Al A=Fste] TeC Q1A @7 Joddtth(Laukkanen, 2016). <t
A7 F(H+) vs. AT ()9 HHo] FIHTH IS Agte] wigt ofEio]
Y 27 doleloA Y HAFHr
[S2_H5] ERP & =Y AT, 7]& EA(TeC)9 ¥skde AxYd
o] ZATI Hlwsto] foju|stA thE Zelth

il

O

O

Study 194 TTF= A¥iA ZHAZ(8=0.467, £*=0.292)Fct. 2E7]
At 7150l 71E dF Fe% 457 A IAH EL A (transient misfit) 7}
drAisto]l TTE Q140 sttt 4= Itk (Goodhue & Thompson, 1995). TeC
— TTF — NBSJ <Qlat A&7t Heh7lo] &(-)ox AEst=Al5 °oHE ~
Bl o] AJZHA] mjgl o= Sl

[S2_H7] ERP R& =9 A&, dF-7le AFATTH Heper
A2 cto] FAHG Blwste] f-oJn|stA thE Aol

43.4 AHg2F Uke @ g3 714 (52 H6, S2HS, S2 H9)

IRTE] Al 742 7154 o] A8 ZE() Aejmo|As) ¢ ele] 2
A7), 74A] AE(E sty o] A gprel BEAA), 9 ARl

QR-YR A& BT L ERP W] g A2H g AL
ojo}
=]

st AbgAH WEWUS)Y W] sfeS fUITRam &
¢}

o vehd 4 9tk

_8‘]_



[S2_H6] ERP H& = A%, AREAF HE5(US)9] WMoty Ayt
o] AT Hlwste] fojnlstA thE o[t

olmA FtAA [Us A|AHl &8 o)z|9} HZAL HradsitHBrown et
al., 2002). TeC-TTF 1419] H&7] M7t U] ogds= F27F E4F 5
oLy, oRA Aol U9 =4 Hite] pxAor oA He
dstd A 7F Zpo] HBo| o 4 9ut.

[S2_H8] ERP R& =% A%, o8 oJ=(U)°] Hald2 2|5 do]
AT vlwste] foju|stA & Aot

R

NB= ERP =919 &4 Ay} 2 Fo|tHDelone & MclLean, 2003). IRT
L =g 2% AY N80 NBJ W Sty olF Sad Hgom v
o gESHS o =Sttt (Morris & Venkatesh, 2010; Markus & Tanis,
2000). & FHAFAZ GBS Hlfro= o] VE "ol HdstE A7
T o], oHE AEY7} W4-Ao|nt

[S2 H9] ERP RE Q] AL Zwo|(NB)Q HWsleke Ax]Atto] &
At vlwsto] Fojn|siA o Zlolth

Table 4.2. Study 2 d57FHd QoF

A s A e e
=

ERP H& =9 A%, ALd F42(Q)9

VT Ay EsiEe Axgel BAYWY wasel g0 Wy
folulshA g Zolt,
ERP BE =9 A%, 45 E2(Q

Yy my SIS Aol SANG viwsle] & g Wy
ouls ohg ok,
ERP B =9 A%, A2 ED(SeQ)?]

s g SRS AAYdol BAYGI viwsle] g0 uLg

$olla7 the Aolr.



He % o pre Ay
omjsA| thg Aolct
ERP 55 59| AF, 7% SH(Te0)

e BQ shre ATl BAMG vuste] § I Y

onjsA the Aol
ERP B& T AF, A2 ©=£(US)9

%_126_ BL'III_%]' L“:Qj— = ZJZ]%:]%O] %—Zﬂ 1]9_'-14’ H]_ﬂ_o]—oq 3[‘;5 H]]:g_

golulsi g Aol
g

ok

ERP 2E =9 4%, dF-7le A94
7w (TR Wskere Axgdol SAYLD  pI7F Wiy

ulste] folulatA the Zolct.

ERP & ¢ A%, ol¢ oJ=(U)9 ¥
%_128_ é% Q]—E]:_Q 7\%7\]741@0] Ezﬂﬁ _L]. ]_]__]7_6]—Of| 0 é‘U H]tg__a—c}:
oln]slA] the Aot
ERP BE T¢ AF, £Ho|(NB)9| W}
NG e Axude] BANG Hmste] fou pyE H
S T Zolt
= BE 7Hde R4 (non—directional). g8, = TWFE-DID Treat X Post
Ao A 7 e TWFEPSMIPW 370 @9 Aws FYsto]

441 2718 22 34

21E 9 9 9% ot Zoh 1~4E7] 9XE SEAHE 837,
8287, 7657, 883™ol1, AA| FT= 7519, 721, 6727, 7407golct. 47
7] A4 & ¢=A Ve 4FHWd A dAEE AR 1679, FA 209
9, @A 37678 (F 1,504 TS

fu
-
o,
ﬂ oL
52
i)



o

Table 4.3. Study 2 7|8 &

28 p swq g e T
- v ° AE7|)H] Treat  Control
A 1Q 837 751 751 - 306 445
(Post 0) 20 828 721 575 Al177 252 324
AT 3Q 765 672 437 Al138 192 245
(Post 1) 4Q 883 740 376 A6l 167 209
442 718 7% AeE-AEE st Fol
DID 249 HAezA E7/dE-HAHdH 7|&FAE AAIR Table 4.4
97 ApHS49] B71HE(10Q~4Q) AHMA|He SAHTES] Hd(M)F FFHA}
(SD)E & AARIY. o] B+ F 71A] B8 Zterh A4, & ol (1~2
BIDAA = o] £ Zolet WE; HEFS el 2Qlsto] HYEA] 7}
o] ApA ZAZ At B4, £ olFGB~4EIA HHHo] W

3 W), 3] 3Q149] steh 4QA 9] §abt o2 o5 AFHEAE
AR oA e

Table 4.4. 2718928 71&5A: TAAEY BFM) 2 EZBAED)

(=Y A) 2@7(=9 ) 3N(EE P ANEE D)
A AA A AR A AA A AA
HeE M M M M M M M M
(SD) (D) (D) (SD) (SD) (D)  (SD) _ (SD)

SQ 469 4.57 4.69 4.58 4.57 4.32 4.98 4.90
(1.1e) (1.2 (114 (12D (124 (1.24) (1.07) (1.08)
5.19 5.22 5.19 5.29 5.13 5.02 5.38 5.39
(1.05) (1.05 (1.08) (1.05) (1.05 (1.22) (0.99) (1.04)
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5.28 5.26 5.28 5.32 5.18 5.13 5.42 5.46

>0 (1) 17 @1n 119 1.2 (1.28) (1.0  (1.07)
TC 4.85 5.00 5.04 5.12 5.16 5.09 5.21 5.23
(1.07)  (0.99) (1.02) (0.96) (0.96) (0.96) (1.04) (1.04)

TeC 4.75 494 474 4.95 4.65 4.67 4.88 4.86
(1.07) (1.02) (1.02) (1.03) (1.07) (1.16) (1.07) (1.12)

Us 4.87 4.96 492 5.07 4.70 4.72 5.11 5.09

(.17 117 119 1200 (120 13D (1.12) 1.1

TTF 4.84 5.19 4.92 5.32 4.87 5.07 5.09 5.35
(1.13)  (0.98) (1.12) (0.98) (1.10) (1.10) (1.14) (1.03)

U 4.97 5.31 5.04 5.44 5.08 5.38 5.19 5.49

(1.04) (0.98) (1.13) (0.96) (1.02) (0.99) (1.06) (1.00)

- 4.92 5.07 4.98 5.25 4.86 4.96 5.11 5.27

(1.05) (1.02) (1.08) (1.03) (1.17) (1.20) (1.14) (1.05)
. M = ¥+, SD = ZFHEAE AAHYD n = 167, FAYE n = 209. Z

=

T

Ao it B7]-AHe] 74 Likert & AS, BE W= ERP ©£¢ A(1~2
_1:11'__ le)

T =Y FG~4E7) BT 2T v 24,

TTFAA A2l 3Q0 dHiAez o & shEs Holil 4Q0 ¢+
o= VR mido] YehdHH, o]= o]F o[flE AEHYO FEH A A

=4, ISSM F226Q1Q-SeQ)olA + At
o] Ws} Fol fAsietd, DID| Hwt A2 ayrt vfo= yettes 23%s
Am FEAA dalshs 2717F "ok AR, ARG 2EHAE A

(3~487D)] Z7KICHE, WeleA AE YelME ERP 2g 520 el 7

oo

—_

i



Ae] 7124 EAS "Wttt Table 4.5% Q354 EA 97 AN
W] A 7 Wi 2polet 5AA S A
Table 4.5. =91 H(1Q~2Q) AA-FA AT 7+ 7|&A H|»
. SAdE AP ato] o2
(n=209) (=167) (HAA-5A)

A dHE) 0.83 0.77 -0.07 0.110

T4EAS 14.42 12.49 -1.93 *0.028

2 F (A8 ) 2.52 2.39 -0.13 0.264

Al 2" FHSQ) 4.69 4.58 -0.11 0.309

AE FHJIQ) 5.19 5.26 0.07 0.503

AE| A EE(SeQ) 5.28 5.29 0.01 0.911

{5+ E(TO) 4.95 5.06 0.11 0.215

71% £4(TeC) 4.74 4.95 0.20 *0.031
AH&2F 9EE(US) 4.89 5.01 0.12 0.279

AR-71& A(TTH 4.88 5.26 0.37  ***0.000

°o]& 9% (IU) 5.00 5.38 0.37  ***0.000

«=H(NB) 4.95 5.16 0.21 *0.033
. EY ofd AIHA~2E7]) 71 fegE *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, *
p<0.05.

FE5T Ao F 7otk AA, AFEA BN ZE5EST ARy
o] oF 1939 WA Yehdth(p=0.028). ol A71& H-gHo] &2 AdiA 4l
A Hdso] AR A" AFS vt =4, TeC(4=0.20), TTF
(4=0.37), 1U(4=0.37), NB(4=0.21)°lA HxHTo] FAHSZ {Fo51A
=2 AP $£F8 Helth o] ERP 75l o 52 JUEE 71X ARSALE
o] AR wHEE A7 (self-selection) HAYSZE HHY5|H,
PSM-DID-IPW-DID 9] W4 HaAds AIHo=m Al

AN E
T

DIDY A8 shge

_86_
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difference) @] FAo|E 2, o] APH = Zpol= 7iel 1 AH G FAotH H

YA AANA 2H A,

4.5 YA 71A AA

4.5.1 H3h=A] 7FA L] A AA AA

3P FA|(parallel trends) 72 "ERP =o] AAcHA A} SA41%
o A4 Wsh 2A7L §ARE Aolehe W44 WAlZ, DID <13
2] A4 AAoltHRyan et al, 2015; Roth et al., 2023). ©] 7182 2
H AFol 27FsstARE, = ol 712k A A A 9l 7|8 A
A=A AAor AJdAHoz HASH) Fujd LxEe FE A4 EAA9
A HEEE 24 WL 2 TrAoR WAS] Aol AL FA

¢
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HEu(1-20), A E7|B0 Hlag %= 1

ERP =9 0| H(1-2Q) ISSM(ZE) AMH = A|: 1 E T

A2 EE(SQ)

FE SE(Q)

HEa(1-2q), AEIIB/ Hag = =

EX-]

MH|~ ZEH(SeQ)

@ (120), AZ7|27 Hng & 2H

4754 535 5.36
5.34 -
4.70 4
_________ 5.30 =
5.32
465~
525 5.30
4.60
._____/" 5.28
520+
_———
455 = e ——
526 +
450+ 515 5.24
T T T T
1Q 2Q - - 2Q
HED(eve)S 0= ABHE 280 Buyyc @ Treated === Control g auevan; Tois MBS, 1280 B

F: 1208 A8 2 DY

r\o

B2 FAOHE, AHHZ|27) 817}

ECEERE S

Figure 4.1. ISSM &¥.

ERP £ O|H(1-2Q) TTF(E & 4) AFE =M. J-a 2IE

7 EH(TC) 7|& £4(TeC) F)
HHE(-20), A8 Hug 5 =Y #Fd(120) HEVIE7 Hag £ 57 g %23
5204 510+ 560 -
5.00 5.40
510
4.90 5.20
/
/
5.00 | /
/
/
7/ 4,60 5.00
/
/ -
) —————
190 /
Vd 470+ 4.80
/
7/
480+ 4.60 - 4.60 =
T T T T
1Q 2Q o o 2Q
= @EB(evel2 T AEaiE, 1287 Bauye  —@— Treated ==+ Control g0 W (level)S IO F A5, 1-227] 5 AAHY

F 1208 AHE. 2 T2 HBAE SABHE, AZIE7] BluZt SR
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ol A H= = . O] I Z<
ERP = ¢ O|H(1-2Q) Mal/gtS MHFEAN: JER 7|=
MBI HRUS) 0l€ 2= () £To(NB)
ABa(1-2q), ATI7187] B2 B % T A" (1-20), ATIIE7] MR = £ A a(1-20), AT 27| MR = =7

5204 560 — 530
5.20 -

510 5.40
510+

5.00 4 5.20 4
5.00 -

L
-
- —_ -
- — -
490 i 5.00 e -
- -
- i 4.90 =
s
480+ 4.80 — 4.80
T T T T T
1Q 2Q o o Q 2Q
= UE2(eve)Z Tz NelE 1280 Baygc @ Treated  =—d=- Control g F AR (evel)S 0% MBS 1287 D HHAIY
F:1-2QB M8 2t I 2 ABT S FAISHE], A7) B2t HESIEF yE YIS HeE 12527 HSHAM 5 ZH=

Figure 4.3, 87 BUSIU-NB) E ¢ o] =4 vl

4.5.3 37 ZI8F AFREA] HA
=S ol 7IZHI~2727D)Rhe 87t APASA 9l 2!
Y=a+yTreat; + ot + 0(Treat; x t) +e€ (t = 1, 287])

AN AR AG 0(Treat x t)7F FAFLZE v]F9(p > 0.10)0]H APd =
A Fol7t girky peksto] BaAEA 4ol AXPeh. BEAE A (pid
& A

Table 4.6. FIFAHAHEFA) A 2A 23 =9 o]A1~2E27])

A5 HPA| 7H4
A xEt %43 ¥4y
(Treat % t) P oA
SQ 0.0102 0.1142 0.089 0.929 2] 2]
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IQ 0.0662 0.0913 0.725 0.469 2] A]

SeQ 0.0608  0.1018 0.597 0.551 212
TC -0.0731  0.1061  —0.689 0.491 212
TeC 0.0251 0.1046 0.240 0.810 2| A]
Us 0.0647  0.1045 0.619 0.536 212
TTF 0.0567  0.0921 0.616 0.539 A2
U 0.0579  0.0997 0.581 0.562 217
NB 0.1155  0.0913 1.265 0.207 2] ]

= 0= Treat xt A%, B29A= AA(pid) 7= 243) B4 7= p <
0.100]H AFAHZ=A] z2to] 7IA(HaZA| 71A F9)).

Table 4.6°14 HA A}, 97 Apds REoA ¢ AS7F SAXCE H|
T > 0.100=2 Yey =9 oA 7|7t AAHGEH FAHG H3} FA
of fefmlet Zfolzt glol FlHEch NBe] 6=0.1155(p=0.207)7} 7} =<
U Go42s ¥z oo} o] Ayt TWFE-DIDO a4 Ald 7}A ol
+AI7F e cr AAHS FelstH, o]F DID F4%]9 13k a4 7}
7.

4.6 TWFE-DID &4 A}

4.6.1 ISSM Z&gelo] ot ERP & T ¢ <l7tayt (H1~H3)
Table 4.7-2 ISSM 7]dt £4 g 2lof tjgt TWFE-DID &4 ZAilE A At
}.

Table 4.7. TWFE-DID &4 A¥}: ISSM £42121 (n=1,504)

A2" F4EQ AR FHIQ  AvlA FE(SeQ)
Treat X Post B —0.05 B —0.11 B —0.02
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8 (SE) (SE:0.09) (SE: 0.09) (SE: 0.09)

p#t 0.533 0.191 0.844
Ml 1A a T} Yes Yes Yes
A A e e 5 Yes Yes Yes

wEA 1,504 1,504 1,504
Within R’ < 0.001 0.002 < 0.001

F =5 o A Tx wAs B0 ML AT AR £,

*EE p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.

Table 4.7914 SQ(B=-0.05, p=0.533), IQ(B=-0.11, p=0.191), SeQ(R
=-0.02, p=0.844)2] A ISSM £38<l % FAHCo=Z H|-golste] S2_HI,
S2_H2, S2_H3e] 7|Ztdt}. o] Aik= A4t &7 2E E9Y°] ISSM 48
lofl tigt HxHEe] Z244 25 ®Bsts folr] &S AlARRTh o] &4
o8 T 7HA] BeA dfj4o] 7Hsslth

AR, “Fa BT (offsetting effect)o]tt. ERP HloJE &9 FFHESQIQ &%)
T Z7] =t o3t 14 A (Q A, AW 8 F7HSeQ FA)et Ad

4 T AEGeQ 3H)7F SAlel A-gste] B I AAEnh =4,
A A A EH(time-lag effect)o]ct. EA Q19 A3} 7]

462 TTF A2 9 Ay} #HSo figt ERP RE T Q¥a7} (H4~H9)

Table 4.8 TTF A2 Q917 AR} ¥H2-Aap W40 tjst TWFE-DID
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w4 23S At

Table 4.8. TWFE-DID &4 Z3}: TC-TeC-US-TTF-IU-NB (n=1,504)

TC TeC us TTF IU NB

Treat X Post
B *~0.14 **-0.2 -0.12 *~0.14 -0.07 -0.08
(SE) (0.08) 1 (0.08) (0.09) (0.08) (0.08) (0.08)
p# 0.090 0.013 0.144 0.066 0.336 0.306
7iel FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
A7t FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
=7 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504

Within R’ 0.63 0.65 0.72 0.73 0.69 0.73
. 22 k2 Jl(pid) = AR EEeAl ARJA-AZE 18} &9

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

71 EA(TeC)e] TreatxPost A4+ A=-0.21(SE=0.08, p < 0.05)=, &
= AW F 7P Aokl ARl () dAENE HolEt(HS AA).
| 237} Study 29 7HE a9 @Y T olf+= thadt Zth Study 1
|4 TeC — TTF 8=0.639°] &gt F(+) TAZE Agr]el =-0.219]
-oE AHHEHM FAT Tle 54 WHarh oHA7IeE Aderlof Auidiof
o7 A WAYZ| A2 olx ZI& AA9 WHITE o2l AR
O] o] (QHg7] — HRIDIA BIEEH= HHdog, IS Ayte] et oF4
Y 22 fol"oA A AFot= Zolrh IRTY ARE-7HA]-913 4
| 5 ZEste] meaAel TeC J4& ©@7] oorst Zoz Fddct
(Ram and Sheth, 1989; Laukkanen, 2016).

AE EZ(TO-2 =-0.14(SE=0.08, p < 0.100=2 A|HH A
O}, o] PSM-IPW A oflA] Jfof whet foj/do] Eetdste] Fx4 o
A FE=z H7] offti(H4 =217, 577l ARETTHS &) B

O

2

ilo 18 ook T
12 oL Ulo

O
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ol BEHeY TWFE 7I& A4 #el4del U]D*?'SWE}(H7 75,
TTFY AR =& 2He](4=0.37, p < 0.00D)7F TWFE 9] Ao g
= = 7 %ol PSMIPW HAY & S A st ARgAR TEUS):
olg A=(U)HI(NB)2 EF ()9 Fdgol #EHAIH A4
ool EEshA ESHAH(HO-HSHY 717). o5 FHi4 e oHIE
LAY 27|z ZAEH

}\

4.6.3 o|HIE AET: TeC-TTF-US'NB ¢ ZE|d E7d &

Hm

TWFE-DID®] @ H#A2] a7} TeCE A Qe 2 Hpo|A HG
o2 uehd Q2 T 7pA] At gyte] Hitste| qlrk IRT= &Y A%
(3Q) A vlgoz Ayt Ao IRt o]*(4Q) shE Ao o
slEl= Ve AALS A&t (Morris &  Venkatesh, 2010; Talke &
Heidenreich, 2014). ©o] V& mjglo] @ g0 AFEH 4 837 A5
o] H|{ort Hrh olg HIotr] e QA A HH A=
TeC-TTF-US'NBQ] o|HIE AETE Zasic}

Table 4.9. o|HlE AHT NB 27|18 FH4 a3 4 (V& 287])

= olu I A
A4 ofm| B ox paX 149
o e d— 3 p > 0.10 — HPFA
- -0.115  0.091  0.207
(1Q  FFA A% 212
% 5 = 9] &(:) — IRT 4
=9 A% 4 -0.170 0.099 0.087
(3Q) 474
% = _ |64| < |33 — AZ
=g & &8} -0.108  0.094  0.252
(4Q) 2] 8Y
F. 7)1% B = 2871(5,=0). EZ2AL JHQ1(pid) $F #+43}E B3:
Y=a+ Y 6(Treat; x 1t = k]) + 1, + A, + €

K#2

* p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.
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Table 4.10. o|HE AHTY 34 TeC-TTF-US'NB &7] 545 vl

TeC TTF UsS NB

A4 B p B p B p B p

(1Q, -0.025 0.810 -0.057 0.540 -0.065 0.537 -0.115 0.207

(3Q, -0.200 0.063 -0.195 0.036 -0.138 0.192 -0.170 0.087

(4Q, -0.242 0.027 -0.139 0.153 -0.176 0.078 -0.108 0.252

T 71 w271 = 2271 74 A9 e g w719 AA '8 Ae, pe T

AA Fold. BEeaks Mdpid) & #H3) 590 Al FHelA p0.05

Effect vs 2Q

T T * T T
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q
Quarter (baseline=2Q)

Figure 4.4. oJ#lE AEH: NB 274 Eej5 ZK6,5,9,) F 95% CI
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Event Study (TWFE): TeC — TTF — US

7% S4(TeC) Y275 HB(TTF) ALBR} DHE(US)
- i o

—

Effect vs 2Q
Effect vs 2Q

Effect vs 2Q

T T T T T T
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q 1Q 4Q 1Q 4Q
Quarter (baseline=2Q)

2Q 3Q 2Q 3Q
Quarter (baseline=2Q) Quarter (baseline=2Q)

Vertical line indicates ERP go-live boundary (between 2Q and 3Q)

Figure 4.5. oJ#HE AHT]: TeC-TTFUSS Z71% SHZ a7

AAl 24 Ay}, olfIE AET O S oA WHE Z7] AR SRl
Uepdch o4 sidoz TeCol o < (= AF 71454 aFh) — TTF
o &7 C 0(HTA ELA osh — NBo| &7 < 043 AHsh). AA A
Axt, 5,9l TTF(6,=-0.195 — §,=-0.139)¢} NB(8,=-0.170 — ¢,
=-0.108)¢] A7t 6,HiH] 0 WFoz st FF 2]Fo] i}, vhd
TeC(6,=-0.200 — 8,=-0.242)2} US(8,=-0.138 — §,=-0.176)= 8,914 <
sl Al Z2717F SdiH= A% stEf dige Eolth o] Bt Fx7t
TeC — TTF — NB <¢l3t Aol Aty e S A=
oltt. o] AIZHA 13} Ao] A|Zst TWFES] @ Bt 4o
A7) IS 43 wAYES] T4 2ES =k

IRT ©o]279] t-go4 Ram & Sheth(1989)9] 7152 A (AME-7HA]-¢
deol 3Qel Hax=g ZA43tEo] TeC A4S = A¢gstar, o]Ao] TTF
Box|el NB stgtoz Asjgch TTF(S,=-0.139)¢} NB(5,=-0.108)o4 =
8,7t &;tiH] &3t=o] Joachim et al.(2018)0] o] 23}gt "A3} 23} resistance
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de—escalation)" WAHYZo] FHEXHOo=Z ZHAIStHETE HEA  TeC(5,=-0.242,
p=0.027)2} US(8,=-0.176, p=0.078)= ¢§,°14 23] A7t o AX+= A
stt sjel-S Holm, o] [RTE| 7tx] A o] Abg ¥yt ] o7 s

o

_-—lT
FoE sjaFA] gtee WY

4.7 PSM-DID ¥ IPW-DID ZAA B4

471 B4 B0 ol2d Bak

TWFE-DIDE 719 459k Sl 489 old4e SAsAn, 24
H| W (Table 4.5)914 TeC(4=0.20, p=0.031), TTF(4=0.37, p < 0.001), TU
(4=0.37, p < 0.001), NB(4=0.21, p=0.033)¢] TAHLZ {3t AP
= Apol7b ZRIFGIT. o] APA o]dAd2 ERP o] FA9= =z of
A3l TTENB o]l w2 ARAEC] A2 Hid=He= A7AH
(self-selection) 7Fs/d= AJAFRITE TWFES] within—individual 40| o]&
AT nR ghdldete, B2 A15E Fu% REe Bad] d 3A4
uxol 24 Avte] AEE 72 Zsie & 9o PSM-DIDS}
IPW-DIDE o] % 7H53 AHA o]24e tlAn gz 47 245,
TWFE F782|7} o] o]dde] ofsf =54 dde= BHAe= sk
TFo|th(Abadie, 2005; Choi and Lee, 2023; Rosenbaum and Rubin,
1983).

AFH4mid 7|¥DID(PSM-DID)= TWFE-DID A% ]’
71 549 Aol ofsf MEsHA dde WA Ad=AE A
practical robustness check® 435ttt fFAH o=, =9 o] 1
71e] A, 2% MY, Au deRwE THTLRE ks 23 23
of A FEg& FH% &, LA o 1:1 "} caliper = 0.

ZZ(noreplacement)2 2-g3lo] HW 7155

n}i r

oLy

N

— N
)

4 of

oLl

M
N
&

ol
o

o]

ol
-

F

o
o
I
Jo oo

o Job rie

38,
‘ﬂ‘ -
s

QP gl

A2
WAR AIEES A R Aze] oA AGstel

ol
=

2
)
>
5
=



85 ZRE TWFE-DIDE S35ttt webA| Table 4.119] 1,2247]
A A" REES 4 27 Wd F22 et PSM-DID @54
45 ofu)gict
PSM balance check: Standardized Difference Plot (Q1 practical robustness)
Covariates = gender, tenure_month, grade_big
= =
= L 4
Agues| @

10 15
|Standardized difference| (%)
Threshold = 10% standardized difference

Figure 4.6. PSM o3 F7 F¥F #¢ FF: Standardized Difference Plot

Figure 4.6 1Q 7|% Zweko] tigt A4 Az o] Tx3) W}
(SMD)2 AAGT. A & AE(SMD: 16.5% — 6.4%)7 23 faa
(SMD: 3.9% — 0.9%)%= Austin & Stuart(2015)9] Z8e Fds} 7|5
(SMD < 10%)& FF3tA. 24482 SMD7F 23.2%04 11.1%2 34
Aastglon 71Z2(10%)2 4% Asstact ohat 25859 He 7 Aol
L TWFES] 7l THETH ()0l 23] 71 SEAHE AJEH 7l EXojn
2, o] zto] B0l DID F74
oltt, A A2 PSM2 7|&A
robustness check® 4% 4 ¢

AHoR AFFet,
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Table 4.11. PSM-DID 4 A3} (matched pid=306, DID #ZX%] n=1,224)

SQ IQ SeQ TC TeC US TTIF IU NB

Treat

X -0.03 -0.11 0.07 -0.15 -0.11 -0.10 -0.06
-0.21 18

Post B

SE 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.09

pat  0.777 0.268 0.482 0.103 0.025 0.258 0.032 0.252 0.483

uf] &)
= 1,224 1,224 1,224 1,224 1,224 1,224 1,224 1,224 1,224

R’ 0.67 0.67 0.69 0.62 0.65 071 0.72 0.67 0.72

. PSM-DID+= practical robustness check2A] =¢ oA 1&7](1Q) 7|+
A 250Y, A5 HERES THFoZ g HITH o] 1:1 uhA(caliper

0.05, no replacement)= 8. "iAH 7HQIEE (matched pid = 306)& 4
27 FPuid2 gFste] TWFE-DIDE $7%. % DID #32+ 1,224
olty, 3 A2 JMA(pid) = FHEEOA0IH, A F HY| 1AFaIE

ZFE FHF* 5001, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.

Table 4.119] Adto] W=, ISSM FA421Q AAF FH(SQ), FE &
A1Q), AHles FHGeQe A -0.03(p=0.777), -0.11(p=0.268),
0.07(p=0.482)2 =RT EAZHoz {oJ5tA] godtt. dF EA(TC) IA
-0.15(p=0.103)2 & (-)9] WFd2 SRI=HAT 544 FoFFols EIo
A Fatgich ¥, 7le E4(TeC)2 -0.21(p=0.0252 FAHo=Z {23t
=) BE Hilon, AF-7& AALTTHE -0.18(p=0.032)= 79
S A g3 ERIE o AR TEE(US), o]89o=(IU), =H(NB)2
71z} -0.11(p=0.258), -0.10(p=0.252), —0.06(p=0.483)0.2 T §o|5}7]
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@ottt. oleft Ayt= PSM HEA o]fok ERP H&7]e] B AAavrt
ISSM #4221 AvtHtE= 7|e EA4(TeOH dF -7l AP(TTH &
o WEuo] Uerde At
44y S8 2e, PSM-DID7F 2 Aol 718 £42]¢1 TWFE-DID
€ WA St Ex FRYo] ofyzh, =S Thsdt ZIEAl oAl it
HOA 73AA HAor 7|53k Holt}, o] WA & uj, PSM HA
o

A EAAL

Folle TeCol =(-)9] mA7t et 7|2 A=, TTF 4

2 foet fa BE Hove A2 A7) $49 side] dubA F3
A4 AHz siEfolety|Hoy, A2 ERP HEo] 7|E 4F 3 WAt
AgtEs WM Zle 71t Aol WA FetEE 72 24 A
o 9ee surAi) 1:}/\] T, PSM-DID A= ERP Ag7]e] 243
I et W o] strjerlE, o Wt KoM Z)so] Al
S d2

149 We}, Z TeCo} TTFS] 4] sk F402 AAds
= =
K<)

712 si4d 5 ek

4.7.3 IPW-DID &4 A}

[PW+= PSM1} &g BHE

SA)= wA A g SA]]
= 7 VroE oxﬂé‘%Oﬂ% 1/(1-72(x)E T°1 }04 ool sHsf
=EE FAAHCE ;Logq@mr

Table 4.12. IPW-DID &4 Z3} (FA EE n=1,504, 7}5%] &8)

SQ IQ SeQ TC TeC US TIF 1IU NB

Treat
X L3 Kk L3
-0.05 -0.12 -0.00 -0.12 -0.08 -0.08
Post -0.14  -0.21 -0.15
B

SE 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.08 008 0.08
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p& 0.588 0.183 0.980 0.092 0.014 0.163 0.052 0.304 0.309
1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504

R’ 0.68 0.68 069 063 0.65 0.73 073 0.69 0.73

7. A% A%E FeAIPW) A48 & TWFE-DID #4. #% k2 7
Apid) = LA FEAL APARE BAQE} =gE *** p0.01, **
p<0.05, * p<0.10

[PW-DID 2A4oAE ISSM S48 HfoE FA5t9a, TeCx B
=-0.21(p < 0.05= A& A71et WeFo] TWFE-PSM} 25| dX|ot= 7t
Horh dR-7]& AFATTHE B=-0.15(p < 0.10)0=
FAE AT PSM(E2 AA FADT IPWEHsA] A2
Agkoll A At mido] AHIAHH:= A2 At 54 WU

Al A AR,

o3l
o
™Y
rol
i
i)

[n

of
ot
o
2
4l
do
1o
2,

e e
Sv
)
1o ok
S~
(s
o
(0]
)
o
>,
Ny
EN
i)
ol 1
i)
S,
ftlo
N
N,
ol
el

&

4.7.4 TWFE-PSM-IPW 3 7}#] 2 vlw 9 A4

o\

Table 4.13= TWFE-DID, PSM-DID, IPW-DID A 7}z =4 =< 24
al

B}e Fados v,

Table 4.13. TWFE-PSM-IPW A ¥ B4 Av} vy 9 ZFA4 B4

et TWFE g PSM-DI IPW-DI p<0.05

71d WS AA
BT gy B D ssH D ssp 2= 4 °
HI SO HaF -0.05 -0.03 -0.05 . W]
ATHE) (009  (0.10)  (0.09) "
H2 10 HeF -0.11 -0.11 -0.12 0 W
ATHL)  (0.09  0.10)  (0.09) N
H3  SeQ ok -0.02 0.07 0.00 . W
[¢]
=7 ©0.09  0.10  (0.09) m
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raF *~0.14  -0.15 *-0.14 A=RCE
H4 TC 0
A (0.08) (0.09) (0.08) 9]
H5F *k_021 **-021 **-0.21 7y
H5 TeC 3
A=) (0.08) (0.09) (0.09) 2] 2
¥ -0.12 -0.11 -0.12
H6 US 0 H]-§-9]
A#(Z)  (0.09) (0.09) (0.09)
raF *~0.14 **-0.18 *-0.15 A=RCE
H7 TTF 0
A (0.08) (0.08) (0.08) 9]
HeF -0.07 -0.10 -0.08
H8 IU 0 H]-9-9]
AH(2)  (0.08) (0.09) (0.08)
}ak
o H5-9]
AT:H(2)  -0.08 -0.06 -0.08
H9 NB 0 (‘5
olHIEA  (0.08) (0.09) (0.08) A0
HO:Vy B
%

. pd0.01, *F pd.05, * p<0.10. p0.05 == F = 37/HA R
p.058 FZSH P9 & FAY A1F A P BE p.05 — '3
A", 27 ol — "RER, 1 olst — "uf/pR. B A7 &

B4 71 25 p0.05)e T55he Hae TeCH

.

O
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Robustness Check: TWFE vs IPW vs PSM (83 H| 1)

® TWFE IPW ¢ PSM
&
@
o]
o
s A A
3 °
E *
- ®
k5 . ’
O °
= -
- &
8 . ® *
O ®
[ *a, °
0
@
o~
1 [ R 2
T T T T T T T T T
SQ 1Q SeQ TC TeC us TTF 19] NB
Outcome

F S Y ZaE0f T8l LY E DID A 2(p3=TreatxPosty2 B| . y=0 7|=M HA|.

Figure 4.7. 37}%] BFE/(TWFE vs PSM vs IPW) DID A+ Bl H+% B,

Fr 7

e}

Al 7 B 240 il AE2 oE Zrh A, TeCe
TWFE-PSM-IPW A 8 mmolA =-0.21(p < 0.0 A 37|43k
ool ehds] Yok Fdeh & - (fully robust) BIHE HI
T4 HACEA/MA) oY 7HEA] AE ofFe BAgle] Ut At
Aok A2 o] At WHEA A"l 4hEo] obd At x4 gy
olmjgity, E4|, TTF:= PSM-DID(p < 0.05-IPW-DID(p
0.10)- TWFE-DID(p < 0.10)e|lA =k} f-o/do] HhE s REA
77 (conditional robustness)= Zt= 2714 &ito|t}, Ed] PSM HA &
o/do] TWFE tiH] Z3tE+= wiel2, A 47 2to] BAo] @32 TTF
S AdstA Egdle 277F "ok A, ISSM 8 2913 ARgA;
v HeE2 Al N RRoA dEEA B =, o] At B4 =4
of oJ&

El
o b rlr Ho

M

]

o
o
N

ol o

T o{o
E ox

‘I_

]
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4.8 73AA AZ: Placebo Test

4.8.1 Placebo Test: 7 A=A A1 HA
Placebo Test= A A2 AJAHBQ) WA 7 AIHQQ)o| A7} o] &
A Aog At DIDE AFATH =9 o]A(1~287])HS ALgS}o]
2Q= 7M1 Z(Placebo Post = 1)2 IG5t the e =Asith:
Y=o+ ﬁpl(Treati X Hacebo— Post,) + p; + 2, +€ (t = 1, 287])

8,7t B Aol A Blfolold, AR HA Al o] WEH=
o 53] TeCo p=-0.217F =Y o] FA FAI7F obd ERP Z<flolzh=
A ARe RS ddtands AAFH(Bertrand,  Duflo, and
Mullainathan, 2004; Angrist and Pischke, 2009).

i

Table 4.14. Placebo Test A¥}: 7H& A A|H(2Q) DID &4

H ™ e tak p#k 3
B, (Placebo) oz}t
SQ 0.010 0.114 0.089 0.929 =3
IQ 0.066 0.091 0.725 0.469 1
SeQ 0.061 0.102 0.598 0.550 =1
TC -0.073 0.106  —0.689 0.491 5
TeC 0.025 0.105 0.240 0.810 =3}
UsS 0.065 0.104 0.620 0.536 =1}
TTF 0.057 0.092 0.616 0.538 st
IU 0.058 0.100 0.581 0.562 st
NB 0.115 0.091 1.266 0.206 =1t
F. Y oJH(1~287D)9F ARE. Placebo—Post = (quarter==2). EFQA}+=
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ARMpid) = +-=h B p<0.10°o1H 7H 83 &4 — AA) DID A3t
S Z9]. p>0.100]H F3  *** 5<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.

Placebo Test A}, 97§ W RFo|A 7HF TreatXPost AlG(8,)7} &A
Aoz HFo(p > 0.1002 ERIF} o= =9 ol 7|7H1~2E7)e]
olfTto 2= AT FAHT IF AEA WPl HEEZA] o, A
Ao A YEhd TeCo] 4% (=) Avp7F &9] o|dR Y EAjst= #3224
Aol 519 d o] obd& ittt o] Axte & A+e] DID F4A71 4l
T BE EQjolghe Ak Abdel ofgt ARt QA A2 mivkele 7St

she 271 A% AT,

49 7Vd A% A% 8F A o2 HA

49.1 713 oA =3t
Table 4.15= TWFE-PSM-IPW A ®Hle] DID A= F3ste 7HHE
-2 A g

Table 4.15. Study 2 97714 AF A4 F

u:°l‘

} (3714 ¥8 DID 5% #3)

A
e owg e DDA |2 54 ke
Al =)
ek AW(LS), ARadtAAA; FE
S2
HI SQ ISSM Al ¥ 2% v 27 7)o vEE (H8 712}
9 0 21 242 57%)
Wk A(L), ARadATRd; 5
S2
H; IQ ISSM Al ®H 1% H X7 7o vjgE (B8 712}
9 0] 21 242 57%)
ek 24, Al A ETAITEA A F R
S2
H‘ SeQ ISSM HH¥ »F Hlf  ZA 7o uEE (2o 7ZF
: > 27 BAL 5%
S2. TC TTE TWFEIPW W ojFZ HE g 2R



p<0.10, PSM H] i
H4 T2 W4 A= ofd

%)

A RE g

=-0.21, p<0.05 ]
9 o ff o= AHE: 30 s
TeC TTF 9 770 — ]
H5 ST (5,2-02000-4Q 7 ()
gt ¢
j sheH(s,=-0.242, A%
avt
st}
§2_ e AP(2),  TTF A9 94 =487
US  ISSM i 7t
H6 A S BlRel EAH a2
A P e
PSM p<0.05, '
S2_ =92 BE AA] oH
TTF TTF  TWFEIPW EXEE
g E ~ET: TeCo} HA}
p<0.10 ]
& 3Q oi2 =
S2_ - ISSM/ %3 (), A3 Mol Azt x4 12
HS TTF A 99 o] whg k
'ﬂ-l——ﬂL H] 8.0
= 3Q se—4Q 9ok B
 (TWFE/PSM/IP
s2. % @ uigole Avtan A7
NB W) o|HIE ~AH i}
H9 3t A3 IRT Ag7] 4§ (EH)
o: Ve we
o Az 4%

Z. DID Zyt= TWFE-PSM-IPW Al 7HA] ®Fe] &5 2745 = 1~270 99
o qat p<0.05. *71Z(EH) = TWFE Ha H|-G2Jo|uf oflE AFY VY
e kel

*** 50.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.

4.9.2 TeC 9] 3 ()9 a3 IRT 9 %o

ril
1o
off

d
o
U
o

7% E4(TeOolA geld p=-0.219 ¢ 20 adk(H ¥4y 4=
Study 29| 7 Sat @ THoItt. It o] | o3 oujE ¢
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ofHlE AHT Aite FAF o]E2] WS Tty Table 4.10014]
TeCo E71¥ AL §/“=-0.200(p=0.063)°l14 6/““=-0.242(p=0.027) =, 4
w71l A 2717 SiEE FAH foldol es]e ZebeEth NB(S,
=-0.170 — ¢§,=-0.108)2} TTF(8,=-0.195 — 6,=-0.139)7} 4E 7] &3}x5]
E V3 fd1g Hole A 2o 2, TeCe 7] 470 £7] Wl &
sheA) orw A&HOoR sere 1 A7 xRN TeCY A%
5t vs. TTF-NB2] 22 3 RYS dolMe olEsE
Q3
IRT 9149 s o2 Ram & Sheth(1989)2] &4 A3} o]22 g}

7153 A AHE 7D AYA AHE S onA)o] A= HE A
A2 AERe oeskidt A8 AU 97 4He 2w A4 7

Aol wet HHAog sjaE 4 Lo, 7Hx] AHo] ME& 7|&o]
ABSE A} WEE HES ARl g A8l A4e B sk
o7 S|anA ¢e=tHTalke and Heidenreich, 2014; Laukkanen, 2016).
N Al Hz9

A
7152 ZHA]oll "Rt B7tE AEH o7 SheF S S onldtth o=

=
©
i3
o
o

N

J A
lo

rf

M

_O'L

<

oflh

A

olo

10

—
(@]
@)
1o
N,
1
_O|L
it
rlo
E
j_q
Jo
2
il
)
w
M
N
1o
kN
)
ofu
h
e
o

(reorganize)= Q7= QlAlo] AA AHE HAE & 2oy ZatE+=

24g g,

T x| Aol AAA =4 e AA d4"EE AEAH Study 1914

TeC — TTF f=0.639°]eH Jeig 997 WAL o 7109 2 52
Fo) B4Y Txolth ERP A5} BF 2EC| e o] H 7xE @l
o, TYFAEE 38719 487 Y 22 71E S0l A 4T EE
Belost oA AY B 4 YEXE AWK A Ak TeCo A%

O

-~
st o] AWl Bgo] B Aol FE 7|7HARY) ol AR 29k
o e, etgrlel B FxE AASE d B A7 BEF Aem
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oo 71 Agke] Wage AT,
TTES NBS] 28 sj=wte] jul7t 2 ol2d el TeCel A% shet
A= &5k TTFRE NBe 4&27]0] F24 25, — o FFezo +37)
= Hoh o] HtjAd2 TTF o|&9] 4 BA|et ddste] s 4
. Goodhue & Thompson(1995)¢] M2 TTF= 7|& E4(TeC)we] &
47} ohet 4R SATOT} F%e] dogtgel oo F4HL HARAS

—

T~

o] A7t 7159 71&A 7t gt B7HTeO)E FA FAtHAE, 2419
A5 A PAS A 7eol FEAHCE HZJAFHLEZH(TC F9 24)
TTF 941& &% 3lE]ith= ofAo] 7Hesith. & TeCO A& sttt TTF
o] BE 3lEo] FAl] #HEEE AL, M| TTF 35 H=27} 7la E4
o] Q14 JjAdo] otd 479 7|& -3 (task—side adjustment)S Ef ©]Fo]
A& AARRHE o] A4S Markus & Tanis(2000)9] "AFg27F Al AEHIS W
@ol= Aol oflet AFRE Ala®e] WA AFdRtHusers adapt  their

work to the system)'= ERP 27| HAYSE =<]et AgH ol

TAA ol@dtrE TeCY () A= 7l& Airt ofd #x23 QA
FHolrt, TeCo €A A S(-) &3 (B=-0.2D)} 48270 A3 A& o=
(67 ¢ aTOE Al 7p o2 9ol LTH hHe WUk A,
IRTE] 7}x] Felo] ©7] eh5o 2 AR okal 37| Hute)] AA &4

o =4, Ag71eAM B8 TeC-TTF A& 27t 4t 7I%e ==l o4l
WHE & 2 Aol §E /17 ol AAEA etk A4, TTESH NBe)
BE gHo] TeC AMo] ofd g% = 282 53 olRojAtke Zo| 7|&
—YF e HiUY 2 ARE AlARR o] Al S99 S8l Study 19
P71 Aol TeC — TTF £=0.6399] & g 229 tiu]=lo] IS At
o we oz dEy] 72 A2A MAFH A7 JrE AFctE B
Ao} ol 24 V|dE ARt

493 TTF o 247 @uet ezt A o] Azbe A7)

TTFo] BEA A4 PSM p < 0.05, TWFEIPW p < 0.1002 X<t
o] =2 AR TTF &4 = 0.37)°] TWFE F3A a3t HES olgA
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= 7FsAe 2Rt PSM B § {4 AF2H(s=-0.18, p < 0.05%
7= 7F55 o|dA HAo] 95]=] TTFO A3~ ot aute dygsty &
B = | A4 a7= Goodhue & Thompson(1995)0] ©o]Z3}
ek "AAA ELA(transient misfit)"e] A4+ 715 7€ dF F° 49|
A=A

A7} dlolel 2 spAsE Ao sjawt,

s
o

o[flE AETolA HAZ TeCo| §,=-0.2000] TTF2] §,=-0.1959} HA}

Aol stetsted, TeC sher — TTF =94 ofste] gih TAo]
gleet. TeC st — TTF =22 ofeke] AZHY Ag #ArE 229t
Z°] TeC — TTF — NB I3t dfjo] ety geid AAES ASshe =

49.4 W] VE F14: Shakedown TA¢ A AAStH A=

<He(NB)9] oHIE AHY &= FF Fo stz — §,(&Fshe] v
2 HE2 Al o]29] &2 FAll AR IRT: =Y A% ¢k 8§
Iz — HAA A3 U4SHRam & Sheth, 1989; Talke & Heidenreich,
2014). Markus and Tanis(2000) : ERP $H37]9] "Shakedown THA|"o|A]
A3t FAY F7W4 kg8t Morris and Venkatesh(2010): ERP g o] &
AHear vreol ulAE Hsh mjel, TWFE-DIDS] NB Hl%sﬂﬂ o] V&g =g
o] Hist Aol EolEog "ERP o] LW dF glg'olEe=
olgAo g ARt A8 4ot A SA7F "k

1—

4.9.5 Study 1 SrA7]ete] Hlw: IS Ax}e] wigr oj=A

o

Study 1(¢F471, n=75D)3} Study 2(Hg7])e] AE F 712 4] Bl
ZollA At
A4, TeC g9 Aot Study 1914 TeC — TTF B=+0.639(%F,
A&, 2=0.732)9" Y W57t Study 2004 TeC TWFE B,=-0.21(
Al B b A)es A" Ao HEkE [+0.639 - (-0.2D] = 0.849
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E oo EAA o4 Aol2 do] Audor Fag PEA AT o)
gtk o] SlHo] 714 AA|o] Warh okl AL et ojae] A HEHo] F
%7 glole

I=
o =
ol 2 AFET olzlo] £ =ro] WA o2 7lejel 5
= 5%

A3t Ao, Ao A Fuow 7]

s, Ut

t}. Study 2014 TTFO| gy 247 {olido] vhE JEAHPSM B
=-0.18, p < 0.05). TTF7} tA71et H&7] HFoA IS Ae] a4 ufj7f
ARE 7|50, 11 ko] b7IO] (+)elA HET|Y 2R F(H)e=m
Aghgo] FRlHrt,

AR, ISSM 4819 Wt o224 Adoltt, Study 1 ¢HF71elA ISSM
Al 821(SQIQ-SeQ) B5F folgt NB AH{aIE 7HTHSQ 6=0.233, IQ B
=0.090, SeQ £=0.142). o] Al 8<le] AF7| Study 2014= Al ¥ L&
|2 2747 FB27 7]oi7l 24" o= ISSM Z4.agl1o] At 7]
of A2 AL M| FAH oo AHoR AdEE LA HstE 9
ojgtct, ISSM &3 aglo] Agrdz daexyl ¥Eoz J|sdites #H
(Study 2 NCA #4)2 A5 58 =4 AAls] A=

o] A B Ao LEX o]E2Z o
Fol2o] IS AT AFlA]
She XA PR Wgd oEfitte dfol2e] Al PAZE HA7-Ag]
g & WA Y 22-F5d M4 5o A A4S Study 1 NCA
Ae} Study 2 DID Aol S2x4-Haxd ol &

& =2ollM AAIs 4

oy

Lawrence & Lorsch(1967)2] Af

4.9.6 A=A dit ¥ Fk
Study 29| &4 4

RQ2 (A%r] H4 A:ayh: TWFE-PSM-IPW A =¥ RITofA

- 109 -



TeCwto] B,=-0.21(p < 0.052] & A &(-) A}EH}E Hole
H-olt, ISSM E48291(SQ1Q-SeQ) 2] B+t Cﬂ#ﬁ#L Al Ayt s
ololH, TTF= PSM EA F p=-0.18(p < 0.05¢] =AF &

Bttt o]24 RQ2el| i g@¥e, Mgy kFo] FEXU Adairt
TeCol AW €A 77514 gHels]w ISSM 24 @919 Hi SAaHE= HlG
ojd& sttt

F

RQ3 (A% & #AA): oHE AHUA TeC(5,=-0.200 — 4,
=-0.242)%} US(6,=—0.138 — 6,=—0.176)= 4271742 A& sledsls o=
&, TTF(8,=-0.195 — §,=-0.139)¢} NB(8,=-0.170 — §,=-0.108)= 3&7]

427 B& 5 VE Hds Bk IRTO @& VE 52
Boj A Halsh, TeC-USY A& a1
e 2A&EE AAfete IRTS] 49 /9 4 BRE
712 AFech RQ3o| tigh g¥2, Mgy FH #Hglo] &Y Vo

Mg g Fxde ST,

h

[e)

*—]
401[

mE F
5,
)
)
>
)

rC [ @

RQ4 (= oJ&A): RQ4o ozt &% g¥2 Study 1(RQDM
Study 2(RQ2-RQ3)¢| AHE F ®lusts A58 AAd.
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5.1.1 B¢ =29 1xo 53
A57%-2 Study 1(AI37H) 3 Study 2(AH|4%) <] A5 23

stal, 2 =w9 vl 714 AFEZARQI~RQA O et -S4
o, A7 2.9.2800A AAIRE Al 7HA] o] A WAl HE Axt
T A9E AR OE THEZ AA Holy Fx2E &85t
Apel ERP A wAUZS <HA7|(stable operational phase)et
(shakedown phase)et= & WAl ZkzE ASsHT) Study 12 o743 A}
4 ERP eFg7]oflA n=7519] W (gE &-&5to PLS-SEMIt NCAZ
wxA-gex ol T4 F& WAYUSE sk, Study 2+ ERP
7oA n=376, T=4°] HJd =& F8oto] TWFE-DID,
PSM-DID, IPW-DID¢} o[HIE AETLZ 034;149} SHA AAS AEst
At o] & AFE st =wolA ¢

SAETEL ol T of A7 ALVIE HludezrH oF o9
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o H

ot AR, Study 13} Study
29] 7HdE A3 olF SN FT& wASI ZF ol
of Wi 2 FxE AWS|] mefdtt =A4, W A AFEA
RQI~RQ4)eN thgt AA-214 gie AlFeh(5.38). AA, Study 2]
A%t7] NCA Ax= Hg7] NCASH AAACw Hluste] Bax
A Fxe A=Ay HeE qtEsie, oMIE AHY H W
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)
o
o
1o
L
)
ﬂJlH
=2
X
H1
N
rr
£
rfu
iy
off
=
1o
1o
1o
ﬂllﬂl
o
ACh
o
L

Aol A Autg HE wuwstd IS AT wAYZe] W oE4o]

7%1 cedrh Table 5.1 971 F8 wWgol| gt Study
1(PLS-SEM ZExz7 g, &3t37] 2, NCA ¥ax71 )7} Study 2(TWFE
Bs, PSM B,, IPW B,, A7) NCA d)o] Z7E shte] Bo g5t AA|
gttt Table 5.10] o] & B4 A=l B3 =99 FAH EdE 34
=g

Table 5.1. Study 1(¢H37D)3} Study 2(AS7]) A A7 53 9F

Cikn Study 1 ¢F47] Study 2 HgH] weF ¥st
NCA
NCA
d TWFE PSM IPW
PLS 8 7 d A
(CE-F 5, By By -
DH)
2z
7] A
SQ— 0.233 0.176  -0.05 -0.03 -0.05 0.209 )
0.065 A5
S. S. S. PO
71 534
FEZ:
IQ— 0.090 0.009 0.249 -0.11 -0.11 -0.12 0.258 <A77 &
NB ** ' R ns. ns. FFF O J)od— A

N
B
{12

oo o o
M
EN
™Y

SeQ— 0.142 0.024 0.215 -0.02 0.07 -0.00 0.271 A7) A
NB  *** ' *EX O ns. n.s. n.s. = F** — A%t

N
E>
>
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TC— 0.165
0.049
TeC— 0.639
0.732
TeC (—
DID TTF)
TTF— 0.467
0.292
NB kokok
uUsS = —
v - -
TeC—
NB
R* =0
NB s
.662
0.298
sk sk sk

0.080 *
* -0.14
0.152 **
RE.0.21
0.292 *
RRE 014
-0.12
n.s
-0.07
n.s
-0.08
n.s

-0.15 *

n.s.

* %k * %

-0.21 -0.21

* %k *

-0.18

-0.06 -0.08

-0.14

0.027

n.s.

0.187

%k %k ok

0.413

%k %k ok

(1QellA

SeQE SQ
ohe 29))
% =
LE

-0.21 Wi}
SEE
Zaf A <k

(+)— Hgt

ZF. Study 1: PLS-SEM(n=751, 10,000%] BCa FEAESH). Study 2:
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TWEE-PSM-IPW-DID(n=1,504/1,224/1,504). NCA: CE-FDH(Study 1:
5,0003] <=9#A4: Study 2: 2,0003] +=4H4).

Study 1 PLS-SEM f-o]=3=: *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05.
Study 2 DID 94 *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.
TeC—TTF+= Study 1 PLS-SEM ZZ; TeC DID+= Study 2 TreatXPost
A
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2 5 drFor e ) 7lodE B 59 WHSTE Study 2004 B,
=-0.219] Al B o Ad () arE By Adf #sE [+0.639 -
(-0.2D1 = 0.849%= T SAA K4 zolg dol AdHoz Fad +
22 Agks ongtty. =4, TTFY <Fg7] e AHAH2(8=0.467, f*
=0.292)7} Adg7]o|A PSM B4 & p=-0.18(p < 0.05)¢] =4F () &
g AgEmHA NCA 32 Z4xt d = 0.2929H87DA d = 0.413(A%
Moz o35|8 Zstdct. A4, ISSM EZ Q59 FEZA 719 mdo]
digto]] et A9gstA 2 Hg71elA SQ(8=0.233, *=0.065), SeQ(B
=0.142, ?=0.024), 1Q(8=0.090, *=0.009)°] oI5t AHaT7} Ag7]|ofA
3712 A HRo2 AdE

o] Al Hgle] FFH o274 dole IS A3t WAYFo] Tty W =
2ol Lz} ofYet= Aolth, Lawrence and Lorsch(1967)2] A}

AR A FAE "2F] Aol Z]ofote HA Axe W] oEqdT”

IS A5 79 F471-Ade7] vuzts #A414 45 AAE Sl 25

1—%}01%0

- —

[¢]

52 A7 F¢ B4

5.2.1 Study 1 712 Foh: SRx03 2oz ol 59 B4

PLS-SEM®] F&x4 F9wter 7MdS s 7|1& W32 IS A
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H8 Q—NB n.s. 00 S Zx

TTEX
S1 0.051 ~0.0 ol Q1 H7
H9 IS\?]?_> n.s. 00 o o 712t ﬁ(ﬁé Az

. B= PLS-SEM ¢ #& H=2A4(10,0002] BCa FEXESR). f°=
Cohen(1988) &7+37](>0.02 A&, >0.15 &, >0.35 o). NCA d =
CE-FDH-CR-FDH &#37](5,0003] <d774). VIF}E243) = 1.000
(Huste F A2 HA),

kE* p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, n.s.

JEE)

Table 5.2014 7P o]24 o= oJn] 9l A2 S1_HI(SQ—NB)9] °]F
o9 gloltt, 1Q 7] dlolHelA SQo FEX dit= £=0.233(p <
0.001, /*=0.065)22 SAHORE {Folgt & $F 7|45 Holn, NCA|A
CE-FDH d = 0.176(p < 0.001), CR-FDH d=0.252(p < 0.001)2] 2]zt
gz HEol ZAlo gelHh Dul(2016)0] o235t Hie} Zo]|, FHZ
A% dexde 594 A F9olBR T F97F BFE o0 o SQ+
AIE SIHZIE FAGERERA) B 20 Htt ddxA("Eazx
Aoz 71535t CR-FDH sAA(]L7] 0.759, E# 2569 NB 53
(T1%ile) G743l SQ = 3.20, NB 68 (86%ile) @7 SQ > 4.527} +x4
oz gFHE FA2 I}, o] o]F &0 Petter et al.(2008)2] 90H
et oA SQ HlRo2 B AFEe] digh AsidS gt FEX

A4S ou|stz] ¢rom, SQ7F Ayt 'FEHA'
Hog Q7o HY7IA & F9 BF Fogt 1Q 2

AN

S1 H5(TeC—>TTF)_‘2} S1_H6(TTF—NB)9] A 43 A= TeC — TTF
— NB' Q1¥} A7} Study 19 4 A} wAUZELS ittt TeCo
TTF 7]191(£*=0.732)7F TC(s*=0.049)2 <F 158 A3]st, TTFS] NB 7]
(/%= 0.292)7F ISSM. Al 291 §A|(2=0.098)2] 2.98jol Detct, Favt &4
o] TeC2l NB 7Hd Fa3HB=0.298)+= TC2 7Hd Fa3HB=0.077)2] <F
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2721 7

fol

3.0z, Ve & FAVE AR S ARG A Fgel 84
29g olzdoz Mg

S1_ H7~S1 H99] d& 717+ 'HH A HA(informative absence; Carte
and Russell 2003)'e] A=A o|Z3}7} "3t Atgo|t}. n=7519] Z=E3 &
w3t sk B AA% PAVIE-1000)0] 485e] 448 HEol} thi
A A7 o] HiAlE AdEA, Al AeAed =% p=0, £2=0.000
o2 uepgth ol ERP oFFH AR FATIOA ISSM-TTFS] A7}
Morton and Hu(2008)7} o]Z23}st ‘A2 A 2] &g (fit as moderation)' -
Z7F obd Venkatraman(1989)9] “FH O =9 A9t(fit as covariation) 2=

yae AW AFsHe Aol

7

i:t:l

5.2.2 Study 2 714 £ 3714 WY A4 71F9] 5 B4

Study 29| 71 mHgoflA 3712 WH(TWFE-PSM-IPW) E
7 IRE A" Aol ofd AR FxA anE AEsty] At At
Z|&oltt, B A4E 3712 WY BE p < 0.055 "¢d 7 (fully robust)”,
271 o= "vh AA, 170 10}‘:—' "ZAR-HFY"2 wtt) Table 5.3

Study 29} 9711 7Hdef gt 37k#] el S v 23S A

Table 5.3. Study 2 d+7Hd AS A3 Y (TWFE-PSM-IPW A H
DID &% ©3)

TWFE PSM  IPW 024 &4 @
M s w7
B,SE) B, SE)  B(SE) HAYZE
A ET ERP o]
H 5% Fgez]
005 003 -0.05 ]
S2_ =3 A FA A&
SQ (009  (0.10)  (0.09) 717 -
H1 AzEA 4 FE -4t
p=0.533 p=0.777 p=0.588 )

- 118 -



S2_

H2

S2_

H3

S2_

H4

S2_

H5

IQ

SeQ

TC

TeC

-0.11
(0.09)
p=0.191

-0.02
(0.09)
p=0.844

*.0.14
(0.08)
p=0.090

**.0.21
(0.08)
p=0.013

-0.11
(0.10)
p=0.268

0.07
(0.10)
p=0.482

-0.15
(0.09)
p=0.103

**.0.21
(0.09)
p=0.025

-0.12
(0.09)
p=0.183

-0.00
(0.09)
p=0.980

*.0.14
(0.08)
p=0.092

**.0.21
(0.09)
p=0.014
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0.849 IRT AR&-7}A]-
A A 23t + o]
]:H_]E-i\—]ﬂq: 83 - 64
24 o

IRT 9] 42
olek: TeC 7H#] #H

e us 009 009 009 AT e gy 5,

=0.144 p=0.258 p=0.163
P P P =-0.138 — 6,=-0.176

A4 st

PSM 159 F £94
Ao A TTF 4+

*.0.14  **.0.18  *-0.15 2Fo](4=0.37) EH
S2_ z71 _
- TTF  (0.08) (0.08) (0.08) - i At o[HEAH
p=0.066 p=0.032 p=0.052 T 8,=-0.195%* —
6,=-0.139 V3@ HH
eIk
oA 3t7 HAF o
5 -0.07 -0.10 -0.08 A: o2 Apgoz [U
Hg U (0.08) (0.09) 0.08) 71+ =4 B4t 31x4 o
p=0.336 p=0.252 p=0.304 A At 7+ o] AZE
o3
Pt HfoE £4
(8,=-0.170)3} £+3}(5,
. -0.08 -0.06 -0.08 D2 0108 A3 AT
4 =-0. A 11
- NB  (0.08  (0.09  (0.08) e =
H9 (BE) va o=

p=0306 p=0483 p=0.309
Shakedown ©A| IRT

% 5

. TWFE n=1,504; PSM n=1,224(A*] 153, 4] 153); IPW n=1,504("
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S2_ H5(TeC)o] €A ZAAL Study 2004 71 FE3 @dolth
TWEFE-PSM-IPW Al & BH5ofA B,=-0.21(p < 0.052 Ag 27]-4FF

ool ehds] o

A2}, o] o] ] Al ol FLt HolHE ARESE
7] Wi£e] obd2, PSMo] BE-& n=1,224% SFASIHALE Tt £=-0.21
= AESk, IPW7F AdHs 95 7R $HY 2XE AREstaMx
L 2oE Holz Aoz sld.

S2_ HI(TTE)o A PS ol/do] TWFE Hin] Zst== sie (s,
=-0.14*, p < 0.10 — B=-0.18** p < 0.052 c|2xoz Fa3 o=
Zheth AT =2 AR TTF £5(4=0.37, p < 0.001)°] TWFE &%
oANA TTF stet &3t HEZ AAlst AALH, PSMo] o] #Z 7Hadt o
A8e BAFo=H HMIy] TTF okt @iyt o Awshd =gdtt
S2_HIINB)®] 71ZH(EH)) B2 ©d BAAzane] tAE 7 A¥st
A =HWE AEolth BAEAXET £,=-0.08(A] FH ns)2 =9 AT F
A(8,=-0.170)7 ©o]F &sH,=-0.108)7F =L Ag oA AaE S5tz
Axtoltt,

S2_HONB)S] "71Z1*(FH)" B8 Y BHAx 8ol SAE 7P A
FolAl Ul Atellolh. HHAA & B,=-0.08(4 W ns)S =Y A
< 54(8,=-0.170, p=0.087)1} o]% £2H¢6,=-0.108, p=0.252)7} &L A%
HellAl A4l 45t Aafeltt. offIE AHY glo] @ TWFERIS =2
'ERP Zgjo] <=melof| d o] gltt's ZE2S el 22 M| IS At
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ox
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do
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MAUZe] SEd 2he A ol2x oRolth ojAo] £ ATolA T
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2 A Y| 71A] AFEA] W5 Study 13+ Study 29] AF F£AE &

Az YAHOR Pt Table 545 A7RA ¥ 2% 7
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871
ISSM-TTF
T HAYS

]
ISSM-TTF
SEEREE

TTEZ} AujA - A=(5=0.467, £2=0.292;
ISSM Al 2=0.0989] 2.98))o|zr Ha=x7
A 12 (CE-FDH d=0.292, CR-FDH
d=0.314)2& 7]%. ISSMollA SQ(8=0.233,
72=0.065)7F H7, SeQ(B=0.142, 7*=0.024),
1Q(8=0.090, £*=0.009) =02 RE §o. Al
QQl BT FEXAM} ez olF 9% &
ol. TTF A&7 HI~H9 B% p=0, s’
0.00002 7|7t — 'FHo 2 A9 A} HHE
=3 7= el #H= 24(CR-FDH): NB 5
Aol TTF>3.75, $SQ>3.20, [Q>3.45, SeQ=>
3.38, TeC=2.52. HA]: ISSM¥} TTFE HHE

=-0.21, TWEE p=0.013, PSM p=0.025, IPW
p=0.014). ISSM Al @91 37}z] H A3t H]
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=-0.242, p=0.027) A& ot=y: TTE(S,
=-0.195**, p=0.036 — §,=-0.139, p=0.153)
V& US(6,=-0.138 — 8,=—0.176, p=0.078)
22 skEke; NB(8,=-0.170, p=0.087 — 6,
AAH IRT AT ~_0108) V&, IRT ©< V@S NBTTFSH 32
gt TeCUS A4 slehe 712 Aol w)
Solas W, A f3 olAd A7 AR

(heterogeneous temporal paths) #x E7]¥

A

TeC: p=+0.639(QF47])—p=-0.21(x1&7]), &
o HskE 0.849 (Y 2A-5Y W A5,
ISSM: ¢F87] SQIQ:SeQ BT §-ol—H%7]
Al 9 o] 24 NCA: TTF ¥5

N

otA7]-Astz]  d=0.292—0.413(+0.121 73}), SeQ d=0.215—
RQ4
RS ERY 0.271(+0.056), 1Q d=0.249—~0.258(+0.009).

TC: oF Wizt % H[¥HE(d=0.057 n.s. /
0.027 ns.). 59 =4-5Y SHETFNA o]
HSh7E gl — IS A3t wgt o)Al oF
__(E_Oﬂ O-].h _?;qi Z]Z—1 /\15_
F RE S 1% E = A3 Gudy DASSudy 2914 2 A5 2
ol 718k RQ2-RQ3%[4 TeCe] A27] DID A= Study 10142] TeC—
TTF ﬁiﬂl 9} THEE 59 24 Aag.

RQIS| @HelH S Zxsolop & 21 ISSM Al 8¢ BF SR
3 Mz olF el WHolth 1Q $87] HolEeA SQ(8=0.233),
SeQ(8=0.142), 1Q(8=0.090)7} B §-<J3t
NCAIME B5 §olgh azd WEoR Sl of oF o
ISSMe] 9b37] A3t 7lolE 82 FNAR EAF E AFE] IS
gz A 1ga9ee FH0s BT RQ2O| &
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Heidenreich(014)% 141 Age] 7154 44 % 74x) gulo] Ahg A
2o 7] A%E 5 9ee olRakstgon, olF BoW it FHog A
A AFE IS AT 9otk RQ4S FHelA TeC SHE 0.849% o] AT
o 34 FUG SAP ERP §olM, FUe AT, FAG A

4 Ads ddez 23" 7 AFolM TeCo p7F +0.639(4471, Study
Dol -0.21(F€t7], Study )= FHAHT. o] HHo] 7j& A Wzt

ofd et W= o]g ] Aitelo] 5o 22 AAE ol A% ASEn

i

1Q ¢tg7lolAd SQ — NBe FEzxA a7}
0.001, r*=0.06522 ISSM &89l ZF 7 7t AH7|oig Helrh o]

ATl o|RA A& ERP QHE7|014 SAP AAdle] gd Am: A
ol Agate] swel QAde] Ay FAA GEe mAL At

(DeLone & McLean, 2003). sAJo] NCAoJA CE
0.001), CR-FDH d=0.252(p < 0.001)°] 2ot HaxA HEo] 2elEo
SQe TN ez & SHMA FAlol ZIsste ol d9F
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e 7 72 AdEd. 34, 7] 71 sEoltt. SAP ERP =
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F o 19 olAfe] AT 1Q AelA A28 AHATHEHL ofn] e 4
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of =Esto] AMgAE ZH SQ 149 24te] FxAH o= oAldn. o] 7lEA
d AEolA SQO] eHAIA Fhe NBe| F7F F7EE olojxE &3yt A
dct. B4, TTF29] B4 §5oltt. SQ-TTF Aol r=0.66022 f2Js}
A ZA)5}o], TTF7} 42 Z2gE o SQo NBoj| gt 14 7]o] EAto]
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o} o] AdtE 7|E IS AF dFolA SQ9 NB 71047+ H]
TES SQ FHA'Y FAR Mot Aol o]2H R7US
& &< (enabler)' o] HA FAol| Jt
A AA|Z A (prerequisite) 2 GOl "W AZSHh(Petter et al.,
2008).
Study 2 Zg7]o)4 SQe] DID &iH= Al 9 A HF(TWFE B,
-0.05, PSM  8,=-0.03, IPW B,=-0.05)°]™, otA7]o|A2] Fojgt FEZ
A 717 AgrlolA AHES HoErh o] P HH—-Hg] 4249

A5 ERP BE gPolete A7) S0l SQ s=2x4
o

o o

=

ret 01 ol 1 47410*01 AnBe AAPY, o FEEA £AMRED $7)

542 Aul2 FH(6eQ): HE7] Y Z]ojet dehr] 9o o] 23}

SeQ+= Study 1ofA4] ISSM #3821 F SQ(B=0.233) o= g T2
Z7 71912 BYrh(B=0.142, t=3.521, p < 0.001, £*=0.024). o] Ax}e] o]
24 A= oFH A &Y 24 EA Stk SAP ERPSF #2 B3

b AAE A2’ A ARgARE HrRt 715 Ak ofHmo AWsiH, o]
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A4 AAgh o 74 & °
ool AEiz|7F glo B2 (Brown et al., 2002), IT Y€ o] tf-s EZo] A

3
95% CI = [0.188, 0.329]9] &2 AlE]77F £(0.141)2 o] 429 Hdx
£ SIghtt.

I3y Study 2 AR7]OA SeQe] DID BI= WeFRA EA(TWEFE:
-0.02, PSM: +0.07, IPW: -0.00)5H Al ¥ A& Hlfolze FE2Z2H 7]
o7} ¢Hds] AAHET o] gAML "HEY] SeQ FE-F8 BT
(supply—demand imbalance)’ @& si4Eth. ERP Aol ooFAE
et AA AREARS] IT A aFo] F3otAw, IT A 229 I8t
F2 @73t FFE7] ofgrh o] #x2A Fa Aol AXHTAY FAY

S

BEo w#5oHA FFS mA DID AACNA Het gF ApEA

ofl

= ol R [ A o

__(li)_
= aAEoy daxd dAE 87+ #4535 4T Aot o

A/maz erel wasAe] A% seQ BelY WA =HL
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six= Aol gl g etdn(Baxd dAg 24

543 AH FE0Q): olF Z]oollAM Hgr] ez

Study 1914 1QE £=0.090(t=2.249, p=0.025, f*=0.009)02 EAHoZ
ooty a3 =Z717F & Sl HERH. ERPO P A 3 (Single
Source of Truth)' F+27F FA4] 1t glolg Ft& ol A A A4
of 7]odste] NBel A7 dZ™th NCAol4E CE-FDH d=0.249(p <
0.001), CR-FDH d=0.279(p=0.028)2 ISSM A &%l % CE-FDH d 7]+
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7Y e Baz

\l

A a7t gldd. CR-FDH 994 (7]&7] 0.738, 2H

2.449)°l4 NB 58 @4l 1Q = 3457} ga7dt. 1Q9 FEx4(4) HiH|

R2AE) SdA =, 2 F8o] AME AA Eole 7oy A
=

249 724 oz

M}
o
=

=-0.11, PSM: B,=-0.11, IPW: B,=-0.12)°|t}. AZ7] [Q FEZA AL
T HAYEZCRE AP, AR, £ 27] HolE Y~
T 2E 29 27|de 71E FAA Alade] ol
olg] A EAIZE TAste] 1Q7F GAIH R Askd 4 glth(Davenport,
1998). o] Ast7t A 1Q Fdat sAlol 2-gote] Bt z%i] ayE 00
ZHAIZITE ¥ Ag7] NCAoA 1Q d=0.258(p < 0.00DE "oz 7%
7+ 1471(d=0.249) thH] §A=o], 1Q UAG a77F Mol A&HES
o q.

-

A 2R, ut2HY

ot

£

(9,

5

iz}

ez ZA4(NCA) ¢H7-Ag7] v

5.5.1 Study 2 A%t7] NCA 24 A}
Study 2 NCAX ERP &¢ o|F 7]7H3~4
S 28sto] CE-FDH ¥} 2,0008] @Az 4Pt o] 249
Ao gk WA SHA(NB) @A 722 "axo] ofEA A#H
L2E ¢tA7] Axel mlwsts AHolth Table 5.5% ¢Hg7|e} 7)<

=
A 23S HpER Hweit

HE
I
=
r ]
e
OHl,
EX
)
5
1
w
3
&

%ﬂim

Table 5.5. NCA B9z a337] ¢HA7|-H37] v|w, HE AdA G Hst

Study 1 ¢t37] Study 2 ¥ _ _
W HE H3} o227 34
(n=751) (n=376)

d d
A x@80 x@90 4d HE 935t 4y
CE-FDH CE-FDH
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0.292 0.413
* ok % A1 % % %
TTF
S
A=) A1E=)
0.176 0.209
% 5k % o]% '
SQ = . * k%
o, S
)
A24) N
0.215 - 0.271
SeQ * ok % /\i % % %
T
&) ()
0.249  _  0.258
IQ * ok % B * k%
N2
T
(&) )
0.152 N 0.187
TeC * ok % - * k%
5
(&-%) )

4.25

3.775

4.63

3.75

3.13
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5.75

4.50

5.13

5.13

3.88

+0.121
2o

+0.056

+0.009

+0.035

A7) ol o
gt DID TTF |
+AA T FA
2 TTF glo]
NB 80%ile &
4 =71 x4

5

SQ BaFEAA
o wer 5y
2Hg 7)1 g

B 227 A
EERE D

A% AL 5
2 3% — 5Q

80%ile°]| SeQ >
4.63(2t47] 54
of SeQ=>3.38
tiH])

TeC DID &(-)
I AAL TeC
steh = NB 1
= 98 M F

=z ] z]é\_ — 7]%

= =



TC w54 ¢
A Wt 59
0.025 HS  0.027 +0.002 o
NN NN ERP #EF357}
n.s. 9 n.s. H| = _
TC ol &4

= Swdy 1 d = CE-FDHM=751, 5,0005] =2473). Study X
CE-FDH(n=376, 2,0003] +=¥#%). & 479 F& FA4o] Folstiz H|
v e o™ 407 §14. x@80-x@90 = NB g WES] &4 4
D74 Likert 2X). NN = Not Necessary.

Table 5.59] HlwoA 7bF 5T A2 TTF B¥E o] dxst 43t
olt}, TTFQ] CE-FDH di= ¢F47] 0.29204 #H&7] 041302 +0.121 &
7¥stH, Large o2 AdHtt. #HE JAAZE HF7I(NB 71%ile 7]+
TTF > 3.75, CR-FDH)olA ZA7|(NB 80%ile 7| TTF > 4.25,
CE-FDH)2 ArgFdt}, o] ¥AS Study 2 DID ZINTTF 8, < 0)2F 2}
H "TTF o]F Y4 (double squeeze)'olet= MEL 7ido] & e
of TTE7F AA= st=HDID B, < 0)5t= sAlol TTF 8+ AZe] 455t
£ °|F o] EAgith. o] o|F gHto] AEY] NB V@ #HH9 x4 o
IS P TTF st=H(DID) TTF AAIG A5 (NCA)o] sAlel 285t
of 387] NB st of7]stal, o]& TTF HE 3Eo] NB ¢slz olojz|:
S

0

SeQ9 "WazA ZAsHd: 0.215—0.271, +0.056)= oA =93t FgF-%
2 BFES NCA $2=2 At NB 80%ile 4o 2F5HE SeQ ¥
71(3.38, NB 53 7|24 A&7(4.63)= FHs| =], d
° SeQ7F A1 AL LxHoR Aol MYrt 24 SFEL
ot 7 TCE ¢H471(d=0.025, n.s)et H2H71(d=0.027, ns) 25 H]
5] dElo], TCO| nHEAo] wWehe] A Glo] ERP o724 A}
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@79 723 E4o YW,

5.5.2 W% 24 i QAge] Wet o)z

6 Study 1(8t4~7], CR-FDH)¥ Study 2(H2+7], CE-FDH)<]
NB &8 +d 4 daghs Hlusteh o] ¥E A vt Aol 29
mef olEA BAIE Baxd SedA M HxHer AgsHA ASshe

Table 5.6. &5 &4 Hlu: NB 5% &593 4 I93 (F37] CR-FDH
vs. %7] CE-FDH)

Study 1 ¢FA7] Study 2 H37] )
W dAZE A3t
(CR-FDH, n=751) (CE-FDH, n=376)

NB>= NB> NB> NB>= NB> NB2>
5.0 6.0 7.0 5.0 6.0 7.0

e
TTF 3775 490 6.06 425 575 575
(3.75—4.25)
SQ 3.20 452 584 3775 450  5.00 A
T4
SeQ 338 460 582 463 513 6.63
(3.38—4.63)
IQ 346 481 6.17 3775 513 550 &%
TeC 252 416 579 313 388 4.25 &%

TC NN NN NN NN NN NN HHE §F

. QF47] = Study 1 CR-FDH(n=751). A2H7] = Study 2
CE-FDH(n=376, =9 ¥ 3~4+7] Hw). NN = Not Necessary. 77
Likert Ak 7|5 WHE 2po|&2 o F 249 HE ana7|(de A4
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Table 5.60014 7} o]2&og o] gl ®ish= SeQ AR &
of FUe NB > 5% @4 7|&olA eHd7]ol A= SeQ > 3.38°]H F-5t
Ao, Ao SeQ = 4.630] 8FHE o] AAe] FAT dF
Ag71o] IT 219 Au|so] gigh A2 71d 23 A4 a7t 34 =
21, AY FHo] FEoHA F B A 9o FRHCE AgEHE |
{7t H2rlol A FoiES ou|gitt

TTF A A3NB > 53 71 b7l TTF > 3775 — ¢
TTF > 4.25% DID 23} NCA 29| o232 AgolA 'olF ¢uf'e] +
A $2E Agetct. DIDAA Ae7] mfA42 TTF $<&0] SA™NE o

o

TTE/} 879 Bz siefnt a7 o] FAl) WAt o] 227}
A7) 15 At Aste] 2E Uele FAet,

553 SEEA-Hax wAKAo] F W 254

ez il BAZE IS AE A7 F 7 AGolqt o
gholl A deEA ARAHezA, o] FAC] IS ZoF dxtde] et TSSM
F2a%l0] Ayt FFol A (FEx HlFehet ISSM F8a1 flole
A 24 7P (EeE foEte 7 AT sAll HY 4 St A

jo= olod

olsfistx] ZoH, ERP Ay} oA ZxH 2 wid 274
]
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5.6 o[MlE ~E|T 4¥4 B

o} A AY

2 I

ofl

o
ar

& kg o]x]z—]

A7 AR

="

5.6.1 SHIA WiEle] Fsoh A& stEgy Vel HItA
TWFE-DIDS] @ BH#AHA &7 TeC(B,=-0.2D)E A3t tiFi W

oA HGgoz Ueld o]lgE

olHlE

2HY7}

sttt Table 5.7

o

TeC-TTF-USNB ¥ ¥ 2711 6 AGE Aestal o|FHor st

Table 5.7. o|HlE A¥E T 47

D SH7 g o2 )4

He o 5,(1Q) % 3Q) 6,(4Q) g /9 o|EH A
3Q st & 4Qq
27t S 66,2
7] 71%). IRT 71|
6,=-0.242 A& st Zdo] Alg AER
8,=0.006  8,=-0.200 ] gmel A8
TeC i g (6o, o e 1%
(p=0.936) (p=0.063)
(p=0.027) Zuigh otA7] TeC—TTF
B£=+0.6392} ¢+A
AR AW 5
Hj.
3Q ke — 4Q ¢
_ 3} 5,48, "EAH
8,=-0.195 V@ (B8 e
TTF 51:-0.034 . 64:-0.139 545]7) (64 %%_Ii](transient
(p=0.553) (p=0.153) misfit)’ 7FA3}E ¢
P (p=0.036) o, AT h
5 % #go=
TTF B& 35
TeC A% 3letx
5,=0.176 A% sfg 15 sk
5,=-0.012 8,=-0.138 ] =z3}. IRT 714
v (p=0.861) (p=0.153) ) B TeC oy US Eubz
=U. =U. _ = ==
’ g (p=0.078) FZ3b °
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__[Q’__O:l (63:'0. 12)1’%—
sieh R i

4.

3Q stk — 4Q @
5}: Shakedown T
vy @r A oiE BeAA
5,=0.004 ,=-0.170 5,=-0.108 N .
NB 3)%) (TTF &7 £;=-0.08 Hl4+
=0.963 =0.087 =0.252
(p=0.963) (p=0.087) (p=0-292) oy ooy o 554 2

3t TTF 3]&o]

NB ¢+olS A3y,
. 71 271 = 2271(8,=0). E52F = /QA(pid) ¢ S} 525

p>0.10 — HAFAl 7 A=A *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10.

ooz 1At <4 ot (TeC,

Table 5.7°14 4 ®ee B&s] +
712 gtiEo] @& 7|z W 359 7]zt
_/,\_

US): 8,014 9] steto] 64011*1

= VY g ME T 7)ol HFel DID B,7F 0o ZH5HA Hct.

m & Sheth(1989)9] IRT 4 o] digolA o] vtiAe] o2
o2 HestA fidHt. AE A (usability barrier)2 A2 QIE H o] A0
B3 hgol olFoldol uhet vlwa waA skajsod, olzlo] TTFSH NBO]
Ve g&2 oIttt vbd 7hx] ¥ (value barrier) 71& dF FHIO
=LA7F HaH7I7HA e AZkE 25, o]Zlo] TeCot USO| 2%
2hS of7|?tr}. Talke and Heidenreich(2014)+= 71#] #¥o] ARE AFHHE
4 qleg olzalgon, B a7l oME AdY 23}

271 A5 S AT

5.6.2 TeC 9] A& stk 7k Ay 224 Q44 A
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)

TeC9l A% 3F2H(8,=-0.200, p=0.063 — §,=-0.242, p=0.027)2 Al 7}A]
SHolA olZstent. A, IRT 712 FHe] ¢ &Adstolnt. A4 =7
=(EWM-TM) 9| E9lo] 7|5 &g wE ot&

72 mdd, 71E A5 T aolds 7] A FAl g4tttk
HAFASS o 7k A= 7le 54 AAll ditt 744 B7te g4
™, o] F7te] steto] 3QolA 4QE ALHS HoAEth 4, dReleA
A A9t Fx9] wEolth(Lawrence & Lorsch, 1967). Study 19[4 TeC
TTF B=+0. 6393}—“— a7 A= LA shelfAEe] o 73t 4
A SAP 5 WAl /14T 9ol Age 1A 7EE 2wl A
T BEo] o] FZ FZE wHst TeColl et 51 AW I7E A5, o
;(Hﬁﬂ7]-7]- _Tl}-_i_ 7]7}- Iﬂ Q]—ﬁﬂl] Ol'_‘:_]:]- /lﬂ H :rL__,Z__ ;(H?HEﬂ 37,1-7(4_0,1 D]_Q]—/\']
T

HoaN [

T X

|

k]

ot BPeASe] MZe 7% S4ol AN YT TEBYoL oA

©

T2 4+ ALAT Bt 12A ARY Bl 4RI A&HH, o
A71e] wA A TS AASHE d Hh 487 ool Aol Bage
oA,

563 TeC A% sehat TTENB §2 829 vjgjy: 47 % 43 4=

TeC7t A& stedt= 5F TTFRF NB7F VE HE 31Eg Hol= vt
2 ol2Ho=r FQa3t §oF zh=th o] HH2 TTFL} NBO| 3li50] TeC
MRS FdA7F ofd tf2 AR = AT = ZA-Z(task—side adjustment)S
£ o]Fo]WE AR TC — TTF A=2(8=0.165)7} Hlwd oFsiar, Al
A= TCe DID &k AR $E(TWFE 4,=-0.14, p=0.090)e 12|

o A AAe] JAA Aol 42710 TTF d4e 72 s&:A7l=



4 24 ARE AARL o Al Z9le] Egel Sudy 19] g7 Al
TeC — TTF =+0.6399] =2 A% 722} djulslo] Is Avo] wel o)z
QA% Pz AzAO) WARE AR A= 2 A7 ol
% 7)o 74w

r

il

4z

1o
o
r

uls

5.7 TeC 9] 4% 43 s A3 Wet oJ24e] 41 4%

570 o) A Y wae] W olFA ol 9l
TeCE Study 1(PF7DIA A=+0.639(f*=0.732, p < 0.001)¢] TTFe o
St A=A 9F(+) 7]odE Holi, Study 2(HEIDAIA B,=-0.21(H W &
A 73, p € 0.099 =R\ tigt e (=) dARaE Heloh Ad
R [+0.639 - (-0.2D)] = 0.849%= o] A9 AHA FrE F2gt
qHo] 7l AHA|S] HIHSAP HA fJadgelE, st=dle] wA F)7t
H &e AR 2] o] P -He ) oA BIRHTE fo] FY £
T SAETTYE AHRA A AAE Sof A3 Eeldh
qH9 o] 9olo= F ZHAoltt. AA, V& 542 IS Ao T &
Ittt = A=A 789 AR EHoltt. 7IE IS A4E Aol
A HeEd diFRE e HFer Ao 7lofsts Aor KA
O 1H(Kositanurit et al.,, 20065 Tam & Oliveira, 2016b), ©] A7}
oA o] Pk A A B He)ok: FUsHA fAETE
A HAo] glaes B A7t AR A5k E4, Gregor(2006)9] o]&
of digt Solth. TeC — TTFY (+) AL '¢H%
2foleh= A 27 oA AddsiH, 'Hetr) et W

i}
H
3t A 2oz gHE 4 glgo] AFHoR S E

S

L
ol
o

>

oX,

FE O_ur

IRT(Ram & Sheth, 1989)= Aloll it A2 7524 BHAHE71H4]-9
DI Ay FHES oA er FEAH. TeCo () dRadtes Al
7 71sA A B9 Aeor AYdEd. AA, AR A (usability



barrier)o]tt. SAP At EF REO st
E, 59 ZEAAE E945te] 7]E 957

ARt 71& 715(157] o)/hell oln] 4=
7V7F 71E SRSt E9E54dS o Aot d
H(value barrier)o]th. 57} 715 otgol FAslop stz A7t} L2o]

=]
A A o= oo Ed oIt HYFAES 7|E AR
[e)

=
il
Mo
I-'O
o,
H,
o
[>
|m
lo &
1)
r
kU

(o

>
o N o

3

AFE AL ¢ U= digte] EAstEE M2 7159 7HE dSohe
o o =2 7l A8t AR, 9 FH(risk barrier)olth. M= 7]%F
&g T YAsk= dHlol" e/ dF A5 el digk 8=, 157) o]
715 E8ste dYRAAAE 9d 7159 L®/7F o8 dF SEl
FHE2 Y ¢Alo] LxAo 7 rhLaukkanen, 2016).

o] Al FHel Eg #Fol mFALY TeC QIAS FAHD tiH] B,

=-0.219H2  ©@rjHoz  ookjitt.  oMIE  AHUA  TeCo 4,
=-0.200(p=0.063) — §,=-0.242(p=0.027) A& stz e o] FHE F
53] 712 9ol &7] Stai B FHoR AsHoR danA] es
HojZot Talke and Heidenreich(2014) & 7Fx] o] ARE FHHCTE T
o 2&d 5 S olEIeIAeH, B A9 oHE AEY Airt o]

oot FHx E7E AT F71E AT

573 A%olE 9 F4 AY 729 uun A B4
Venkatraman(1989) ©] Algjo]l2 =2Jo|A] TeCol gL Z= 7o FHE

L o@aY Agow siMEt AL 9y 1A AF 729 WAstolr
Study 1614 TeC — TTF £=0.6390]2H= =gt 7] BAE LA Hel6

5ol @& 7Ite| AA SAP 7ls= WAlSeY Zled o5l A F

o
oF Agto]l AREALSY] Q12 Ry (cognitive schema)oll WARHE AEfE Htdst
), o] WAzt TeC — TTFE] 2t (+) AR FAHT
EAE HAE7] ¥4 Z¢ 2o wo|tt. ERP A RES] &L o] F
()

4 728 Ay TAAY. A2 )5S JE AA BEo] TFHA 4 A
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2o A 24, Holg 7x, 59 iﬂ?ﬂ Lalste] 72 Age] ZEL 7
=k Mo TeCrl () BFom Zgeitts AL, mtgfAEe] A
2¢ 7159 548 A9l 712 47 FHT Hislo] "BUA'R Adets
2HgfA TeC AHAl et 8717t st 24E=
719t 427] U M2 7% S40] A9 o
3 QERE AFrtsls 12 YJAE Ao w
o BE |7HAET]) Well AR gtk vl A AY T2E

& 427] ool Algtol Bavte o] At Sjm|jitt

flo

=
i

5.7.4 TeC Aol IS 4F o] A7l ol2d =4

TeCO SR 1S A ol2e] Al 714 0|22 =he Avjaet. 34, 7|
& E40] IS Aute] P F(HOE Jlelghs FRA APl et AR
ZHolt}, 71E IS 47 ATOIH 7% 54 WSS gRE o] FFo
2 o] Jlofsts AR HuHe] gtk Tejit o] WH+)O] BAL 1]

0|27

ool Ao A4 Avd B, AV L5 FAETE
S

k)

et

A 1S AE ol2e] AA ZZ(boundary condition) HA|SES] = QA o]

o}, Gregor (2006)«= ©]Z9] A 27 o|&o] AgE= WA RL7F FA|

Aoz Aojd w o]F9 Aido] Eoplttal Axsir. & d4e TeC
Al

— TTEY] 9H(+) 74 } '9H47] oA ERP wjeoleks A4 27 YelA
AYste, A W wst A g()oz dHE & g AFHo
2 BYBG. E 15 AT A7 Ad B4 840l A5 ol L



5.8 TTF 9] ¢tA7|-AZ 7] o]F ¥ =3+

58.1 T2 Z91 AuiA AgH =0 H Z78 sfgtoz o] A%t
Study 1914 TTF — NBQ ZEZA 7ol p=0.467(=12.017, p <
0.001, f2=0.292)& ISSM A E4&a39 @ﬁ](f2=0.098)94 oF 2.9ujof] sh=
28 A AHA R0t} o] a1 7](f=0.292)= Cohen(1988)2] Z(medium)
7NZ=(F 2 0152 37 A3)ete th(arge) 71E(f* = 0.35)° +Hste 5
-t £F22, Kositanurit et al.(2006)¢] E11g+ ERP 339 TTF a¥tHch
@A) sttt 2an BEAMo|AE TeC — TTF — NB <2 A=29] 7+4d4a
3H(=0.298)7} TC — TTF — NB <1 H=Z(8=0.077)¢] <F 3.9ufo] &
of, 7| & FAVL 45 S ARG Q3 el 4 aEHYs &
c}.
Study 204 TTFe] TWFE-DID &3+= B,=-0.14(SE=0.08, p=0.066)%
Zo|xut, PSM BA & 8,=-0.18(SE=0.08, p=0.032)2 -§2J4lo]
3} T ol st HRle] o]2F olul= Fastth A
ol =2 AR TTF 4+2(4=0.37, p < 0.00D)°] TWFE F4|A TTF s}
2 HES Aot dlem, PSMe| o] & 7Hedh ol dAdS 11 vy
o= E@@ggw Zd_ﬂﬂ TTF st &37F o A¥stA Egdrt, oln
=1 FAE°] TTF shehs Aste et A v o+
= Apol7b fA|Ele] TWFEEOA &37} A A= ),
PSMo] o] Fa FH& WAl f=-0.18(p < 0.05)& HoFH, ol 'HA]
dero] ojn] w2 TTFE B/ ez H2r] TTF steo] fx2o=

N

Oll
-

rE
%

=
Hif oX I o

-

4NJ~

582 WA =9 Moy HE 7o) 715ke} o]F ¢tdt
Study 1 NCAellAl TTF: CE-FDH d=0.292(p < 0.001), CR-FDH
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d=0.314(p < 0.00D)¢] A1 BWHoz gRI=Utt. CR-FDH FAH(]&7]
0.865, AW 1.761)2 NB 58(71%ile) &4l TTF > 3.75, NB 6%
(86%ile) E7gel TTF > 4.900] F+xHog QFHS 22 gRIgdt) o]
ZAit= Bokrantz and Dul(2023)9] A2 foulyd 7]&(d > 0.30)o] o=
W CR-FDH d=0.3142 AAdozgL §ougt "aex7olw, Goodhue &
Thompson(1995)°] TTFE Jat HAL] 7|54 APz 0= o235t FA|
£ 8z EAolgh s UHEA ddidor Ao A

Study 2 NCAoA TTFe] @a %7 avk= CE-FDH d=0.413(p < 0.001)
o2 Study 1(d=0.292)& @As| AA2lste Large +wo=2 Z2tEth NB
80%ile Aol @FE+= TTF #HAZT Study INB 58] TTF > 3.75)°]
A Study 2(NB 80%ileo] TTF > 4.252 At o] ¥AS Study 2
DID Axte} AgstH TTF o]% ¢fH(double squeeze)'olgt= M2 o] 27
Mdol w==Hth M@)o TTF7F AAlZ skDID B,=—0.14/-0.18)5H=

Al NB A9 5 EA40 835+ TTF ARl 45(d:0.292 —

pl
o,
k)

583 'FHozA o Al fxot 1 oA A =4

Study 1o4 TTF2] ISSM &4g9l 24 aaS1_H7~S1_H9)7} Al 714
BT HF(8=0, f2=0.00002 Uebd 22 ERP 9|72 Arg <tAly] wt
o)Al Venkatraman(1989)¢] ‘Z¥ oz o] 3t Tz7b o AL n=751,
VIF=1.0009] d@gh z7oA 23 AFe Aeoltt. o] vl el gt Al 7t
2] Wb Aol 7Hgsieh. AR, ofFA A TTF £4F Aot} o734
FAoNAE W2 TTFE 71 AH8AE A|A”S ARgSjof stER TTF 24t
o] ZrrA g din] oAEM, o]Zo] xH mIt HEZ olyA wHEH
(Brown et al., 2002). 4, <tg71¢] TTF S=dolch. @& 7|3k A-go] o]F
olZl HetellA TTF <ol 474 WA= F-ste] 7l 7F TTF #pol7p 24
HE2 7)5oklel SRS Blolg AlFstA] etk AA, ISSM-TTF ¥d

=2o] wgt AHghAo|r}

— d

- 139 -



o] Ax}o] o]27 7]oj= Morton & Hu(2008)9] 0|24 =% AlZFZ o
2 #AE% 9 Art. Morton & Hue ERP 7oA TTF7F IS £2 Q919
At [ g8 27ASIHE WAYUYZES o2t ony AFoE ol2X7
Eokth & A= n=751, VIF=1.0009] HHE4do=2 AAT A o
o|23}=2 7 HZoto] '9]FA ERP SHA7|dA L A™HsHA] dtie AA
Z7A& AzAog sty o] AA xA9 SHE FF IS AT AFoA
TTF-ISSM %24 3122 AZS o W (Qrg7] vs. A3H7], o5& vs. At
S GAAHCR THFof g2 o|2H o g HFsetrt
5.9 Al 717 ol BA F8H AT

A27 2.9.280 4 AARE Al 71A] o]2F WAE F AFfe 5 A=
ASTHt. Table 5.82 WAE A4 o=, A Ay, BAS AAHCRE AP
St
Table 5.8. Al 71A] o237 BA #AF A4 £

} g 9 o223

HA HAY o= AZ A3} (4] 7]§h) _

7 u 5}
(AA) f2(TTE)=0.292;
ZAHT~H9 B% f2x~
. = — d A

- ISSM-TTF 2 VIF=1.000 274 2H & ol H|A Tz

=3 TTF 28 = -

agn) o T & CPDTTE GBI ooy g ael oz

A '3 (e} _ _
% HIAdY FHoz2  {=0.292, CR-FDH oar 27} skl SO
Mol AsH TTF (= Al HE (=7 L
Al = HFA) ISSM A 891

=B
ouin

(SQ1Q-SeQ) 25

ESUE LI CESIEE

z7
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N

od,

o,
>
w

=)

1o,
N
o,

TeC &7 2()
a3 NB Vd 2
S AA TTF A

71wk

L

A (AA) NB VH: 4,

=-0.170 — §,=-0.108 A
% (%) TeC: VA oF
d & s512H(6,=-0.200
— 6,=-0.242) (X))

TTF: PSM B=-0.18**
ZAR &() & (37}
) US A& of=d:

TeC-US &&x38} —

7
599 o4 Azt A=

(& 2]A]) TeC B
=+0.639—-0.21 94 2
H As 0.849)
(A=A TTF =
d=0.292—0.413(+0.121

gz =
1=

==

T
TeC A& sgtoz
FH VY 52
NB-TTFofgt &
742 e A7) 24
A @A — IRT ©]
£4 Jus}

2]

A + A

FU X X B e
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F-94 04 Q= &4

W} g7}
FAA = A A= A% sl BE A4 = TF AAIT AR A=
57 Ma. BA 3 gE)e wA 120 My EEEE 5 A

=]

HA 19] A Huwsh= HHo|x v (parallel but asymmetric)' F3x9]
irdeltt. 71& ISSM-TTF 5% <

= 7Hgstlou AEAer HEoH] ZYA THORA L] Y %L_ZJ} =
Ao A S1_H7~S1_H9¢] 4 4] 1

710 ISSM Al @1 B&% FEXA0 Bazx oF %ﬂ’é;}Ol :ﬂEM
E o]EollA dEEA] gd F7F HAE T

/A 29 WA AL TeCPJ VE dI5& A& shgoezr £ Aol
IRTo] 7]5ket e o5 TeC Q14| ©7
O}, olHIE AHY A} TeCe 4&27|7H] A& shebetei(6,=-0.200 — 6,
=-0.242). °] 4L & Aufjr} ofyat IRTE] 7hx] ZHo] Abg =T}
o 71 A ARE A&5ES TAS o2 AHustoldt.

BA 32 Al 742 =-1A SACd ool ehds] Ax|E T AA, TeCe| W3k
AA(B=+0.639 — F=-0.21, A= 0.849), &4, TTF #H= Hx= ZF7}
(d=0.292 — 0.413), AA, ISSM SE=x7 7]o19] tHg7] Fo]-HgHr] H¢
o] A o] Al A BE TY x4, Y SAHLET, Y ol g

H

2 mARGE Ao] oF odg Hasket AeolA IS 4ate] v

*
Y

o] § o2 WY AP o|EHo

E
N,
)
o
oft
:%

)
)
o
-0,
i
k)
offt
l
—_
O
&

Lt

=
ol
-

5.10 €74 ALg Wete] 0|24 A 27

5.10.1 972 Algo] IS A} w7 UZe] njx=

2 Aol nE BHo] SAP ERP o|F4 A fHF A Y= A
2 IS ATt o]29] gutst 7 Aol Fad AA 20S

al.(2002)2 o724 ARG A AlAF FHo] Hk WSE ARoA gL
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Aol AR 7losHe A7t UEbE & es olEderr: 2 At
Study 104 USTUS wjA|gt 44 ISSMO] o AyE(R?=0.662)S {25}
A SQIQ-SeQ] fefgt AFAMNE FRIgh AL o] o]&3HE gt
OlF Abg WEo] ISSM-TTF ¢ Fxol mx& ¥ 7Hx] 724 a3
7b B o)A gelEt A4, TTF 241e] a1k £3o|u}. o732 o)A
£ 92 TTFE 7H ASAER AAHE ARgdlof stE= TTF WHol7b &
A g div] AA|=W, o]Zo] TTFe| x4 ax}t vl 7ottt &4,
SeQo] At AAY Fxstoltt. AlA”l EAIE AFoR 23] 4 gl 9
T2 AR fHFOA] IT 29 AujAe] Adap Aol ?—Zﬁ@si =okA|H,
o]Zo] Study 114 SeQ(8=0.142)7F SQ(A=0.233) ot 2t
ol HQl olfolth. A, M| TeC A HFro] FFo =2
| W2l At 7152 AHgshA] o AdEo] E7HsstH, 7 g

2271 ¢ AHFOoRE TeC QAo Hied=
1}

n[o

A
=
=

N

= AHdstetet. o] AAdste] A2 Al Zix]olt. A, IS At Uﬂ?M?
o] Wt oo whe} FxHoZ MHHL. EA, o] JHL FZHHo|z] ¥l
17+4 A5 7Rt —TeC %24 — TTF & — NB skgt — TTF 3=
47 5 A8 — NB &=k AA, 35 HA2Ze 7ls S(TeC FHA AF
(TC ®2A)o] A= TE ARF AZE 7HA™ H|tfH o},

IFARIEZ] Fx)elA ISSM F4L1(SQ: p=0.233 27, SeQ: B
=0.142, 1Q: B=0.090) + TTF(X&d A¥A=Z B=0.467 + A1 HZ
d=0.292)7F NBo] ®Hols H|hAY wWAYSZS J4teh TeC — TTFE(B
=+0.639)7F A3 dA#o] A FFAtolw TCe F¥A Aol 28A(H

S

~

BN
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7] W) ERP At 75 Zdolate A Afdo]l TeC FA(B,
=-0.21)& oI5k, TeC — TTF — NB &(-) 3 A7} e} 3
ARG 2E)oA AT & A-S(task—side adjustment)= & TTF7F F&
3 & (5ot NB7LF @bsbeeh 424X 12 e & A9 T5 7|
27D)e xAstH, et Ate]l AstH M=g 7lsl ditt kst 4§

ek AlZkol
o] o]Folx Al M7 Fx7F 48 ALe= dSH.

511 A3 AFeto] i

7155tk Becker et al.,
Fp2d 299 B2
arime EASH azd $28 A¥s%) 2UcHDu, 2016). A4, 5
24 HAAIS HEIE asEon BHgte] W o|E4S MY A
¢ A7t BAsto Table 5.9+ 8 A% dA4=9 AA-dHolg-HAE
Ao 4% Ao} vaa] s,

re
-
_\|J_‘
olok
g
rg
e
)
2
1o
P
ol
el
2
r ]
=)
ol
g
>,
e
(0]
o me

-

M oN no

Table 5.9. 8 AP IS & A+e £ A9 H

o|2/
A8 o o 5 B o] AIZ A
A3 A —_ glolH HA| Ao Az A}
T4 24 T A=
ISSM+T o]y} HigF B ’;(Ej oA O];H jz
) AN BeF = e A A =
Kositanurit TF ShH °° . ° B HoEe
orA7|ut Iz NCAZ "Qzx7A 71X
et al.(2006) PLS-SE  n=119 )
N NCA 9-& =7} A4 DID= <t
ay 2
Tam &  ISSM+T  _ o bk e W o]ftx A8 ERP W
Oliveira  TF ‘2‘41 2 Az glg ELA A= 'pHom
n:
(2016a) +TAM olx} &7} Ao A AR HE
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ISSM H|

Petter et al.

3 B m
= M o — e 3 _,_ulu]
Ty ERPY e 5 BRI wkEg g Tl
q = M HE E._ m N w Z, OLO M.n = e < _z_o . vy z.f _ZT o
o EBETOELew O afpl O
W2 AT Qe D oy o B 4 TR
m@ro Bl FEY R EE gl R
No oo ok 5 M 0w T Xy w Moy 4r|& 9 oo Mo
ToREEBTI>28 20 03B s= O

M & T m_mo o aﬁE
ol - o SIS ¥ E R
o FH - &= oo & B W ] o
o T = R BN
= T R q Mo O op Dmml W E R g
T4 o] jans
ar a 5 ul © g e 7 o mm - mw
WA A Z & dn v P R S = <N E o
T — 5 X aEw ™
@ i W i - A I v -
A n_A/_Mﬂn %ﬁﬂ@l = o ,m_.]_ﬂl..@dEo
B X 5 W_/.U@HE o T
o — Mo om0 N
T z,gom ™ = jald WI =< W w X s
o L 5 Ko T — 9% o
W TSR Z, E ol [N N
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0c < & s < Eoﬁ,ol w.ﬂm_- g
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TWFE-DIDE ¢lvtgas, NCAE "oz IXRE
HFH20] Z+7F dol= o]2% ZRo] AZE th=2r, of

T 2

I wAYSY] A 18 95 ¢ itk A, FEd 22k 2U1d A
o

{ r _1\1
J¥
>
g
S
i)
o,
=

Zo|t}. Morris and Venkatesh(2010)= ERP Z& & H|AY mjjel-2 Aot}
A4 AFoHA+= &

Ao, o] DID I3t AAIet 278 oHlE AHY=E 2
At o] Al 7HA] AF A Apolrt SHllA Eld THS

g 79 Al 72 el

5.12 A5 Q°F

i

A5S Study 1(9FH7] PLS-SEM-NCA, n=751)3} Study 2(H%H7
TWFE-DID- PSM: IPW- o[flE A€t AF AINE Y 712 A+
RQI~RQA et T2 GHie] JH 2 FAsteh. 7Hd By, daxz

A4 4, TeC- TTFQ SHA7]-Ag7] o]
dg BHg 7%1% TEe 4 IEe Al 7Hx = gokH.

AR, 7NN TTFe FEZA AWE AHAFR(8=0.467, 1°=0.292,
ISSM @A 9] oF 2.9u)o)zxt dazxA A1¥E(CE-FDH d=0.292, CR-FDH
d=0.314, NB 58] TTF>3.75)2& ISSM ZZd Q217 #Hgols] Hgy

FAdgth 1Q HF7] dlolgoA ISSM Al 821(SQIQ-SeQ) HF T
D@z olF o] shelHo], SQ7F ISSM 7 7194(8=0.233)%
Hol FAo 24 AAZRACRL 756 o]F Fx7} AFHh

=4, A7l TeCwto]l Al 712 #H¥ ¢ A 2(-) AdAEIHE,
=-0.21)8 Holi, oflE AHUA TeCUS A< st2tgst TTFNB Vy
o vt wo] 7px] A ARG A 9 VE@ AZY ARE AFTT

AR, A %2 glolg oA TeC B=+0.639(¢H47])o] B,=-0.21(Hg )=
AH o) (FHE 0.849), TTF HE Z=7F d=0.292914 d=0.41322 7}s}5]
+ 5 IS A% WiAYUZY W= oE24o] o4 o4 glo] A AFH
| Al A2 1S A3t wlAYEo] Wt Al
2 =79 Wi BAE 2] 7|fte=r g

—_

A

(o3 Hg
O{N =

H

O

rr

—

2ol wfet pxAoE gept
AR} 5ol 9P de o
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Ao 28

6.1 A7 FAT AY B

IS AF d3t= A 300 @ 59 Delone & McLean(1992, 2003)9] A
HA~EH AE 2E(SSM)T Goodhue & Thompson(1995)9] dF-7]1& A
Fo=z HWdet A ST 4 HO| weREA

= 4
A7} Bho| w24 At F'E WAS R
_]

s HWol AF = e
oA ¥HE ISttt 2yt o] FAH A4 AAle dFHeR FHEA
2 Al 7E2] 7Hge] EAIRH. A2’ 4, dE 54, AHls FEE AAY
G| WFor Aguto] 7lofRitt. 7le A0l EaE Aol EotAaL
AME FAET. IEA o] Fx= ALHo] HgHor REHE AlHOlE
MEL 7]50] EdHE= dgr|ols FYsHA st & =22 o] Al 7t
A 7 F ok A= ATHA 2 A FAAIH] ol FERtn

2 =20 gFche A 252 @St IS AE ATl Adiz o
2o]x Zo] Qity. 'FUg ZF A ERP7} oFHor L8= wel MR

] =

AAote Fx27F GeAET 7€ dFES
BE 2Astalon, 49 & 4AE HHEsid
i Hog FEsto] QA oR HlWSHA] gt
= o] s Fuos gshy] s s 7I9(LAbe] ERP P87
(Study 1, n=751, 20259 1&7])et A27](Study 2, n=376, T=4)E& &
A A (dual-context design)E A=}
o714 tH71= LAPF SAP ERPE Fx =¢(20234d 10¥€)3H o]¢ oF

1
A olito] A 20259 18712 Heolotn, s&gZAe] A BB Sdsty

—_—

o]=
=l

IN
o2
H‘]
-
il
re
b
gl
1x
ol

-
£
o F

ol

==
B A&®]l FAOl BAG HAAH 8 wWgor MAdth. Markus &
Tanis(2000)2] ERP $£HF7] EdoA '2ztel AHA &%9(onward &
upward)' @Al sFst, S5 FAo] FRsty A FAHo] RAT Fx
2 oA Argjolty, AF7]E 2025 3879 eWM-TM A &% =& 27
7 71 29E olF s HT FxRe dF s8o] YAHeR wEEE F



A

6.2 Ay AAY HF 2o

6.2.1 Study 19] Si4 WA FH7] IS Ate] olF Fx

Study 1(n=751, 9% A& ERP <¢F7], 2025W 1&7De FEZ
(PLS-SEM)™} "o xZANCA) F F9lolA ISSMat TTFe] g Fx2&
Ao FEstATt FEEA ol TTF — NBE £=0.467(2=0.292) =
ISSM Al #4891 AI(£2=0.098)2] oF 2.98ef Gst= z|uiz AHARE
FARIE ISSMOAE SQ(B=0.233, f2=0.065)7} 7V 73t 7191S Holw,
SeQ(B=0.142, *=0.024), 1Q(8=0.090, f*=0.009)7} H= ol=t}. A =4
J BE FAHCR {oste], 9FA ERP <HH7olA ISSM Edacle
USTUE $-2lsto] NBel 213 7]efgto] sle . TTFO] ISSM 489l £
4 aIlHT~HYE Al 712 B%E 2x0.00002 7|Zt=lo], VIF=1.0009] 4
Aot Z2AA FHO R MO AT (fit as covariation) TF+F7F 2% Q=T
A ZF9olA TTF’} CE-FDH d=0.292(CR-FDH d=0.314)¢] A1
2o TTF > 3.757F Fx2A o2 gH ISSM Al &
ol oAl BT Qojgt derAcR 7]5364](SQ d=0.176, IQ d=0.249, SeQ
d=0.215), Al Q9lo] B xA7 HWQezA F =9o|A ZAo]| NBo| 7|45}
£ °l% 9%(dual role) #+x7F AFHH. o] o]F } JZE Petter et
al.(2008) 2] HEtZA oA SQ7F FEH o g Hfolz

o] opg'uet B4 FREA AFoR AT AL ageT

)

ol

2 o

L

6.2.2 Study 29 A W HeF| Aw} oAYZT} SehE AL

Study 2(n=376, T=4 #Jmd, Ag7])= TWFE-DID-PSM-IPW t}Z
Wz oMlE AHO= vtaviel SHd 4L AEsidnt. o714 zm
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(treatment)= ERP &< A7} ofUgt A &5 REEWM-TM) T
et A2 kEg= AolHr =9 o]d1~277] 7IF 1570F ZYsh= SAP
N5 8ol IE IADHAAY, n=167)7 157] olste] AxZ M
(FAI-E, n=209)2 SAP E}O]Hi Aol A &9 ;5' 715—2§ TSt

(8,=-0.195 — &,=—0. 139)9} NB(8,=-0.170 — §,=-0.108)&= V¥ F& &
B2 Helth o] vty sje2 IRTE 7HA] AHe] ARg FHEo § o

AgHEe 2718 T FHoR AAStE x| AFE S0t

1
it

6.2.3 7 AFE 2gS HF 2=

T Ao 71 Sl B HEe TeCo W JHolct. Study 194]
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ABSTRACT

Structural and Causal Mechanisms of
Information Systems Performance Dynamics during ERP
Transition : Integrating the Information Systems Success

Model and Task — Technology Fit Theory

Lee, Hyuek—Joo

Major in Management Information Systems
Dept. of Business Administration

The Graduate School

Hansung University

Information systems success research has, for three decades,
concentrated on the question of which quality factors are sufficient to
elevate performance, organizing this inquiry around Delone and
McLean's(1992, 2003) IS Success ModelISSM) and Goodhue and
Thompson's(1995) Task—Technology Fit(TTF) theory. This cumulative
body of knowledge, however, rests on three unexamined assumptions:
that the positive performance contributions of quality factors remain
stable irrespective of organizational context; that technology characteristics
invariably ~ function as performance—enabling resources; and that

sufficiency—oriented analysis fully captures IS performance architecture.
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This dissertation challenges all three.

We adopt a dual-context design that subjects the identical organization,
measurement instrument, and theoretical constructs to sequential analysis
across both the stable—operation and shakedown phases of a mandatory
SAP ERP deployment at L. Company, a large Korean enterprise. The
stable phase is operationalized as 1Q 2025—more than one year
following the initial go—live in October 2023, corresponding to Markus
and Tanis's(2000) onward and upward stage. The shakedown phase is
operationalized as the four—quarter transition period triggered by the
mid—cycle deployment of new logistics modules(eWM and TM) in 3Q
2025, during which functional access structures and workflow
configurations were temporarily disrupted. Study 1 applies PLS—based
structural equation modeling(PLS—SEM) in combination with Necessary
Condition AnalysisONCA) to a cross—sectional sample of 751 mandatory
ERP wusers during the stable phase, elucidating the IS performance
architecture at both sufficiency and necessity levels. Study 2 exploits the
natural experiment afforded by differential module access assignment—
determined ex ante by SAP licensing policy—as the treatment, and
estimates causal effects via two—way fixed—effects difference—in—differences
(TWFE-DID), propensity score matched DID(PSM-DID), and inverse
probability weighted DID(IPW-DID), supplemented by an event study,
using a balanced panel of 376 wusers over four quarters(1,504
observations).

Study 1 reveals that ISSM and TTF form an asymmetric parallel
dual-level architecture during the stable phase. At the sufficiency level,

TTF — net benefits(ONB) constitutes the dominant direct pathway (B
=0.467, f*=0.292)—approximately 2.9 times the combined effect size of
ISSM's three quality factors(f*=0.098)—while system quality(SQ: 8=0.233,
%=0.065), service quality(SeQ: B=0.142, f*=0.024), and information
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quality (IQ: £=0.090, f?=0.009) each exhibit significant direct effects.

TTF moderation of all three quality—performance paths is uniformly

rejected (% ~0.000) under orthogonalized conditions(VIF=1.000),
confirming a fit—as—covariation rather than fit—as—moderation structure.
At the necessity level, TTF functions as the primary bottleneck(CE-FDH
d=0.292; CR-FDH d=0.314), and all three ISSM quality factors
simultaneously manifest as significant necessity constraints (SQ d=0.176;
IQ d=0.249; SeQ d=0.215), demonstrating that ISSM factors serve dual
roles as both sufficiency contributors and necessity bottlenecks—a
dual-role structure previously uncharted in IS success research. Achieving
an NB score of 5.0 structurally requires TTF > 3.75, SQ = 3.20, IQ =
3.45, and SeQ > 3.38.

Study 2 demonstrates that identical technology characteristics operate in
fundamentally altered ways during the shakedown phase. At the average
treatment effect level, technology characteristics(TeC) is the sole construct

yielding a fully robust negative causal effect(8,=-0.21, p< 0.05) that is

consistent across all three estimation methods, while ISSM quality factors'
sufficiency contributions are extinguished entirely. At the dynamic
trajectory level, event—study estimation reveals two heterogeneous temporal

patterns: TeC (8,=-0.200 — 6,=-0.242) and user satisfaction exhibit
monotonic sustained decline through the fourth quarter, whereas TTF(q,
=-0.195 — §,=-0.139) and net benefits(6,=-0.170 — §,=-0.108) follow

a V-shaped partial recovery. This asymmetric pattern constitutes the first
quarterly—level causal evidence that the wvalue barrier in Innovation
Resistance Theory(IRT) persists substantially longer than the usability
barrier, refining IRT's uniform V-shaped adaptation prediction into
barrier—type—specific heterogeneous temporal trajectories.

The central integrative finding is the directional reversal of TeC. The

identical construct that yields the dominant positive contribution in the
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stable phase(8=+0.639, f?=0.732) reverses to a fully robust negative

causal effect in the shakedown phase(8,=—0.21), producing an absolute

reversal magnitude of 0.849 established entirely within a single
organization, free from cross—sample contamination. Simultaneously, TTF's
necessity bottleneck intensity escalates from d=0.292 in the stable phase
to d=0.413 in the shakedown phase, while TTF itself declines—
constituting a double—squeeze structure in which DID-estimated
performance  deterioration and NCA-estimated threshold elevation
co—occur, forming the structural mechanism of shakedown—phase
performance degradation.

This dissertation advances IS success theory on four fronts. First, it
provides the first systematic empirical demonstration that all three ISSM
quality factors simultaneously fulfill both sufficiency and necessity roles,
issuing a methodological caution that PLS-SEM alone captures only half
the causal architecture of IS performance. Second, it delivers the first
causally rigorous empirical test of contingency theory's(Lawrence and
Lorsch, 1967) context—dependency proposition within IS success research.
Third, it refines IRT's temporal predictions by establishing
barrier—type—specific heterogeneous recovery paths. Fourth, it proposes an
integrative research design combining PLS-SEM, NCA, DID, and event
study as a methodological template for dual-context causal inquiry in IS

field research.

[Keywords] IS Success Model(ISSM), Task—Technology Fit(TTF),
Necessary Condition Analysis(ONCA), Difference—in—Differences(DID), ERP
shakedown  phase, context dependency, Innovation  Resistance

Theory(IRT), dual-context design, mandatory ERP use
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