RSB 824% 35%(1995%F 8A)

AR 7= 34 AEe EAF 22 Aol

B RAEQAIA SEA N K e g

4z @3 o o

[o] gl A MEET FIAE-E olBH R AYHSAL, o] o] & HFHoE
otk 3, ARVIEAvteAe FANS AP oR Udshe WS FH5USR JHEd
o}

55 7He] w8l vt 7IdES e R £ 23, BEEA} AuTe st dE4g
o] AR 7% %Jﬂs‘zlﬂl FEAN &S A e Her vewd. ®d, 235171%%17}:6174191 qe

* o] L 1993U% gt st Aol FaakA| it olsle] AFE UL
wk Qlahoh ot Bl A sk s
sk ™ 2| 8} 7ol ska) A E7bAL

- 145 —




46 £ 8 BH R

.4 &

Az 552 vk old wet FRIe A AR Sxet 2o BEEE ATV )
B xdo] ZFH1 glen, 2 dges ¥t A HEMAMEEE Y 1t g
ol nxEm v a2y, Fr7|edviA L] Fedde 2R, oA 7tR] FRr7
U7 A #I AFEL g0 Esr(e.g., Cushing, 1976; Drury, 1982: Huf-
nagel and Birnberg, 1989; Cash, McFarlan, and McKinney, 1992: McKinnon and
Kallman 1987; Turney, 1977), 53] 453 d7&& 53] =&th(e.g., Bergeron, 1986:
Nolan, 1977; Olson and Ives, 1982).

21597t iR AR7ISA7H A A AFEH ATELS olEH TR A AAYE
Zdox 2 72 @AE AU Q) o]E AT EC] FFHE T U FHHES
A AR 7)EU718] A o] 23 43 (organizational contexts)S T EH] gtthe Holt}h 4
AR FEEG (structural contingency theory)ol waH, AR IIEQA7IIAE B3 A4 F
AELS ol5o] A EHe o] met Eebxiok drh(Galbraith, 1977; Otley, 1980). 71& <
Fo Al YERG FR7IeA7EE A Bl e FBHETES, FRVIE Hds=(T stage)
(Cash, et al., 1992: Nolan, 1977), FE71&2 @3 Fa4d(McKinnon and Kallman,
1987; McFarlan, et al., 1983), 2JAF2% Agte] #F A% (Bruns and Waterhouse, 1975;
Merchant, 1981), 28] 12 22 & A3 3jAFA A 2% (Bergeron, 1986: Nolan, 1977) &

oftt.

It

7180 A2 dFEo] AU g AP FH5] Z3bsled] B3 Ao}, & Eof,
Nolan(1977) @ Olson & Ives(1982)+ H#MEME BT AtS

Al 2:€o)] th3t AFE-=} Bl = (user attitudes toward information system)' & A&alg o) A}

it

A

Qahs Wars gn

1) AW 71&£ 9718 A= chargeback system& W3 Ao|r}
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&2 B HaEe 2719 BRAIZE AFA go] o] &HAE, o] ATEY fEEL A}
&2 HHEE o] &3t HRA| LY AL Hsts styrh oA Ald 2 B g AHeA 3
Yo} AAA 7] Fishbein & Ajzen(1975) 8] o] =A% Aojth, Hr7i&drslAle F
23 534 Fo shirt YRA A ALE-S 7199 kAR BX o dXlets wio s fx
te AdE ¥ o, AR B HEE JRed7tE A R EN S Sske drEA
vpa g = 9doh(Cash, et al., 1992). Z22uh, AH&2F =@ 7iQle] dA BHA3tal e o
2l AlzE] Bl g4 diF JdE A4S ondri(Ives, et al, 1983). A& &
Bailey & Pearson(1983)°l] wt2W, 717 AE £33 39 4] 2480 AHEAL &
=& FAska lthn et Wb AR 7ISA73 A AHEA Bl v s d 3 o

E oy a4 JFozRYH BsdiM FHste S w9 oJHrh Nolan(1977) 9
A, AE7IEA7IHA Y F40] AHE-A HHEE 7o dishA] X3t e A% ol ol
olgtar & 4 At

71Ee] 4F ATES B8, ARIISsA7EA AA Y EAEH 1 8 aUES E83t
21cH Bergeron, 1986; Hufnagel and Birnberg, 1989). <€ Eol, A3 H7} 3=(d), F8
Al ARG FRe] digh Aol A I FRAIAY EHE(M, Al2Y AHES FAVMEA) &
BRI/ A B0 472 AT

H50], o]He] BHELS FHI|AVI A BE 245 1319 4 Atole] BAE B
F#RTFIB4% (simple linear relationships) 2415t 713 itk oAl @a|A, A+ AFEH M
H{em ¥ (interactive relationships)$t #AIE1te] & $#A](sequential order) & I
&hA] st wEbAl, o8-S §F ExA7Y) fsiM e, AEVIedrAS 2 8744 8
E7he A B FAFT A7 AFET B =RoA s YoM JdFS dHES B Y
o HFH A7E ddskAt

2 A7 51 tAHoR tgd 22 A TpAolnt. AAR, A7 Myt 5EE
BAE ZARCEZAN FR7IeA7EE A B3 ol&& APt dvh A=, 23 47 o
ol AT A WFETY Mol FEAY F83 ASARJAAE HFHoE HEstuza &
o AAZ, 7|7 a4 SPUFRA FRrledrtsAe FE4E HPEHL
Z vl 3= £4 ¥ (perceived chargeback systemn effectiveness) & 784718 3ot
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I. A5 w7

AE7ISA7IS A 33 ASH ATFEL 250 BHsiAq, 1 AFES M2 U517
get dE £°, Nolan(1977) 2 1370 71d& o2 AR 7&ed713A9 d4ert Aw
Ao i AFE AL /G A Bzl v e FS A7k AREU A 45
(maturity) &= ©]3)7}154d (understandability), %A 7}54 (controllability), ¥97F/&<] o

8- (cost /benefit incidence), 28] 12 # 4 (accountability) 2] 4 840 & 25
ot o] |F AF, AHRA HlEs HRVIESUVIEAY ALt i RRAo g A

o}, o AHE(R)Y e 4% E3tatdh Olson & Ives(1982) = "A}&x) QlE]#o] 9] A
(quality of the user interface)'® B Al 28] )& ALR-2} B2 7He] AAIE A7 1

2 Nolano] AR7|&U7IelAle] dx%E 4T o o] &3d W49} T3 4 719 =1
o] §-3std AF&AL QIEjF o] 28] Ag AUt e, 2EL AMEA QlEHo) 22 A3

AREAE Bl Atolol]l FAIH oz f{olmd wAE A Es) olde dxHow,
Bergeron(1986a)2 53709 vl 714 e s, AR7EA734 EAS YEss dH5
% AR7)=9713 A AT (success) ol BAHLE Folug @A) vk wra Wl
olM¥ 7|EY dF ATES AR e AHE o F1 Uk

71E A7EY 2HE A, Mz 2 A G vt} go], FrredrEA EA9
3 fFEADS BAE Gl BAR VP RATE otk tge], BRIEAVIS|AlY R
HEFH TE 2 AES 8319 =4, Hufnagel & Birnberg(1989)¢] ©}2w, A w 7%
L7 A o] e H(d, olsirted) 3 HE7edris A B, AN, BAEA)
TE o} gt} ol & Sof, Hufnagel & Birnberg: Bergeron(1986a)¢] |3 A3} --
B U718 A Auel Au AR 7Ed7r3AH A o] & A (chargeback report usage)
AtoldlE 4 AT Yoke 2F - & o3 2o] siMEdth =, “AHEAEo] AMR R
W& g FoglA HAH, A Ao §3 R - 2 FE e Jagle] - 74
ojtlA] ol g3tz i & Aot} (p. 418) 8t FHolth o] F3E 719 FIFA, dE £,
BE7IEU7EA JEE RRFE T dA3 A&, A FE o "ol #A Qlo], 3%

Jim

F\
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A AT BRVIEA7IA L] FEAY T2 AY 2498 F25tn Yok o)A Fu
71EA7 A BE ] Hol BITAIt ARNEAINIA FaATe] DA FEHE (moder-
ator)? ¥ HFIhe A 4w P 2ns FYEAE FRIISA A P
SAEG dapg oz nesiol & W4l Aol

2 B ol FAVFEA - AREAE HFE B Q718 BAY £ e AT - & A
B71E97H8A Huo A3 ARSI A FEAHIE] BAY E e 2HNY F AUt
BRINEA7HEA HR S8 EAFY shil olal7bsA S dZ EW, AlEREo] Pw
A&A7kEA AnE ol & A& WEAE, RIS A} FE87] e AA
HAHEE 248 AT £ o2 AEAHA B ugg 28E F glojor s}
Y, AHEAFEC] FRAIAH Y] ALES 222 SAT £ gohd, BE/1E975 A9 PRy
Aol FH7|ed I8 A L] Aol s dFS - BARTAHOE AN - ZAE el

F18) ool A A E upe} o], IS UNSA SEAED, HIEAS BANEAE 2
873 82E¢dE FEAE #AV Aok # & Qi

. o1& % 74

2 279 o]84 SHe 23 74 £ 27 A Bt APl A Mk
DEGRCITh o] o]& o3l RE 2o FAsA aAH FAA 2L glon, 7t 23
o] FAANEELE 1 23 o] Mg 3 (context)oll wet HAstA @etA ok grH(Galbraith,
1973). 22480l E8S B A7 @739 A&, ARyE Mu)2 279 7R Mulx A}
Bl gt SA FA(d], Mu)zo] dgt A 2L uii) = 27 gl HggsA A ook
& Quigith 7€ Al dlstd, AR7IEA S A Al F23 4} 242EEE A

2) AE7I=97t8A Hre AL FrredstaA fadel AFA o e v A 148 d5EM) g8
Oe Z95A% AR7EA7EA fFadie dAe F94E vxe A 238 "ezde o] 27 gEd,
E2RdAM e JR7Ie9rt8A e A 242 FAHYC.
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wile 45x, 7l A8 F84, 7 £, Ay 283 7x, 281 7dy A
g 3 Fol At o] FAN, FRI|E Hare FE7E A2 ARl it AAg A

Z-f(mechanism) & AAgt=d Wr=A] m@sfor & a3 @40tk (Cash, McFarlan,
and McKenney, 1992).

3.1 HEJ|& A= 0T maturity)

HREAN BMEE TESE R3S Pl wet dgshi(eg, Cash, et al, 1992
Nolan, 1979: Nolan and Gibson, 1974), t%#%-2] A35-2 Nolan(1979) 9] MESM =4
(stage model) 4 THE P g}, Nolan] A Al 2d-2 7oA BRA A" o] A3}
3= 9

A& %9 7l(initiation), 7+3}7)(contagion), %A 7(control), ¥ 7](intergration), © o]

o

A3 oz 7] Aotk Nolan(1979)2 < d7olA FrA| A A

E} Ba] 7] (data administration), 18] 1 A&7 (maturity) $9] 6 @AlZ &3t Qch A
F GAE BR7IeS 7 gold ¥ iy B ¥ 23 E& 7% Nolano| wEd,
Zzo] AHg dxje] 47 SAE 48§ 71F(benchmark) el wel #1E 4= lokar s,

AA
o] 7|1FEL AEAAH A2&(IS expenditure), 7% FF(technology), $&XEEZQ

5)

(applications portfolio), A ¥ A28 ZZ (IS organization), AHA| & #& 2 ZA(IS
planning and control), Z18] i1 AF&-x} o]2](user awareness) 5°|t}. Nolan< o] 7|&E5&
A, Boh S9EQ A 12 V&3 ol B2 R E IS e A 2317 7iEd ¢ RRE T
3ok Al 13 ZIEd e ARAEE AEH 71s a0l A7l &by, A FEES
A 2z} 7@l &8k Al 14 71 F ARAILY AE2 B A7 5y el Arrisd
713 AL B Aol Q17] Wi, ¥ A7 i 71HEY FEALY HA5EE Hrtste
g oA 71 FEE ol &3 Th

3.2 M20 |5 M2t AYEXN (management control)

Cash 9} 291(1992)& Nolan & Gibson(1974) 2| HR7|& 473 GAIES &sto, FE7]
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%2] 5 3}(assimilation) #3-S ##r(innovation) S} #i#l(control) GAIZ TESRC
o, R7E dEEot LEgmzte]l S gt J-F3tdt 250 olstH, HAdAE
Brl, &, Fx a2a 45y DA g0, B4 dAs BAF AN, 8 a8l AY
o] dAlg} & & Aok HA DAlA, AFEAY Fo 5F F9 shide AMSAR st g F

o Aol Ak 71% SEA2Y Folol G FHAL ANLAN T, 714 EA tha A}
87 14¢ o= Ro|th(Cash, et al, 1992). Wpx WA WAL, 2H 727} ¥B
AHo|1, et AY FAE GEacol s, ok kARl HAH 27 e} 4

o]7] wEo|c}. A7} 34 2 B3 AEE $9(flexible) sl 45 o]0} a1, A K
1& /% 5347 (cost-benefit analysis) 5& Q75 A %olol &t A wdt AR 7| &A73]A
= #ifl el A% (control effectiveness) o] ©3]8] 2R F o2 g 2 & Ed, 2 9
Fe A3 23F gEs FrskEe AR AE ANE Beisty] dEolnh oAl T
A, AE7IE 3o 7] GANM YR JAT HEGEAE AHREHA Hd JRVle A &
g e5)7 A 4 ok
A, Al 7lge] 23 Akl g AMRARFEC] Z]ed J<dtA |, A ME Mk
A & o AFsHA Aok 23] AHEAES ANEL] FFol A A Mo A
g & oA "ok a"la 71s9] ARl FUhEl wet BRTiedrte A
8t Ho, F9AELS 20 Aur|ES Hth AEAHOR FRIEE 317 HsA o I
A% BAEAE MEdnt 22 Hxkdl 23 A Vsl A=EHUY Wi, 7142 FR7I
9] a83 AHS A=l ol ZA FFE Bg Aolu, ARRAELS 2EA Fad FE7
A7t gisiA £ o RIS vkg-S BolA Hot aER, JH e AHRo] 23 ARl
Hel EXn FXNHEE fFrste Jud FIFEA &80] vls Fasitt
o]z} & 0|24 =98 AR I3 2L 7HEE AR F Utk

A 1 Aurle Asss AAEAe) 4 AnrlEWeAY FEA 4T
o) A},

4 la: HARAGIA, FurErtE 943 BASE, AuoleUsAY) FEAS
ol i},
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7Hd 1b: FAIGACNA, FEI7Ied7HE dA 8 A, ARVIedNE A FaFS
Fopith,

3.3 HEI|E/7IEH HEL| EME(chargeback information characteristics) 2t K HA|A

o 54

Cash 2] 291(1992) & th#&2] 7Igdo] BR7I&9U7tE FaAshedl UolA AMste F 7t

Ao FEH FAYE AT AR, JEVe BF HAe BE 47 F AHIE A

v~} AHAo 2 AEE A7) o]|9o %, 1 BAe] JefeA(efficiency variances) S X 3Fs
EE 97t HEAMS AP A F ook ot o]ef o] 3, AME-AE M E ¥ B
A7F E7bsstar, HE R &) ofyah, HFEtA Eol AYH ALERE A Esfor
al7] Wil Eubo] golA dok o A, HE 74 B9} AFE A} Alo]o)l npEte]l nRHTVE
dvh SRR, JE7IE MY f7HE AP sk wWelo] 7+ &-8-41 =¥ (application) o <]
B AFE A FZHE 7IFCR vl BitskA dAEAvks Holth F, 841 2H 9

i AvlE PRV Ad(d, CPUAIRL, 4 2, 2, 19 F)o && F4ste 3
o] A Hzte] R E & ATt ey, el FEAIARE o) AR HilERERE
(overhead) (of, th9l &8A|AHd o] &5]= LXES O] QA7) & A4 S48t 33
shAl wjE Sttt AS duiE w9 offdo HSol, ARVe AMHlA AR Ee HFARS A
2 olafatA] Kate ditgol(d, AaF AMAIH R B-ET] i, ARgAHE] MHls
H) 22 FAlst7] 9 2AE Hshs A2 v oAYch

olg} gt FAE sHAat7] AT o, o Sxpsel ARI|EAVHEA AR Aot &
= ug A3 £450 Bt g2 A7 E FPsUHCushing, 1976 Nolan, 1977: Olson
and Ives, 1982). o] oA FEH o2 7ZxH = AL ola 7154 (understandability), 43+
A (consistency) 59| 2 7 RS HEF ARV 4 H s st A
o Fu w2 AMERE AAAZ F e ¥=E ov|dH(Nolan, 1977). —HMES FUT
A kel Fase U Aol didt FEAME A AR RS v Ao fivke S0t

(Cushing, 1976).

A
(2
9
4 #
i
&

oX
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T, flolM 2 E ke o), ARV UVEA FE e E4E0] FRNEAIE A
A0 vlAle FFE, £H0] FRIe B FY (o, AAH7), BRI)E AHE A4 3

A ARE dASHA AFEE dolt Yebd # 3tk &, FRV)E0] 45T 284 948
BBEAE HEste At ARVIeDtHA FEALL HA) PR Aol we} F2A GFE

)
rr

o A& E°f, AFAEATE BEAMH X A8 E 259 AT 4 9ENZ £ US
o, IE2 ¥E&& FAS] A8 HAHS 2AE Y 5 Ag Foloh 2y, FFo] PrA|
29 AHERE ‘ﬁﬁ 8] FASHA AU, AR FRALF ARGl vl&E dlo s A HA)
29 ¥gg Fol7) e oA TAE AshA 2L Aotk W, Al @AY M=
BE7|eU7EA Fro Ho] FRI|EAVEA Y FaAd v T A Y}, ole
ZBGEATL ARH R =&ata v gAY WEoltt ahebA gyt & Mg AR
T Atk

7HE 20 29 HE7IEo] ASHAUS W, ARIIEAVMEA FELH BIEA Y A=
AR71E97} Br EAEA A 9L TE etk

7Hd 2a: AR HSDANN, BRIISATIHA AR olairtsdol E4F, ArU|E
DA FEAQN T BFTA S dF 0 & ol

7Hd 2b: ARV AsardA, FE7ISUA7IEA AR APl E45, Fivisd
7FE A A dE BEEAY FFL ¥ & 3otk

&8, FiflTaEES ZRIISU7HEA R A3 FuriedrtE A fa4 SA
EOE 243 982 @93 F, ALVSUVHEA AR} olairbsdt Bolx, R
YA FEAC] ®7] AdM e AHEAEC] ALY AMES 2T EA YVHE BA
& 5 lojof gt T, AHEAEC] ARTVIEAHE FAE F glod, BAESES HEY
=A7HEA BR o) 5450 BRI7IeU AL FAA WA= FFES AT Aol

14 3: Rl rtaAe) 4T FRIIEA A AR BAS BAE RuAl Y
of thg AHgRrS A7 Al JsiA JBe e Aol
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Bz dF mye (2 31D g}

Fro1Ed713 A
dre EAE
—ol&f 71541 (H2a)

— g4 (H2b)
H2
AHAAH EA
- — L
495 A H3 — &7+
YR U7 A
e fFax
H1
Frrledss

(@ 3-1) A7 =24

B Age 24 Y 185 AYIFAES o s dFF A ield study) Bk 2ls 3
el & MRz (questionnaires) & o] &3 W o g2 of MEX e F uguse T AREA}

AES T3 AEIHEA A AP HEH AT,
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4.1 22

HEAE A, A, A 58 287 A 259 95 7 AL ASA 55U
o oolE A 2559 3FE EAL 4 25Vt HEFHOE EYPE ARAMY A AFYA
~ &3] AW HmAESE BEE - 7 EAEA olge] Z AE ALY AU 2E AF
gde Aot olF AL Al Fste Aul2o Y-S FEAXH A 2 fx|, stedo] ¢
Y iy, 2 R AZEYS] Hrt 2 {A By Folt}, o] VIJES AHEA 2ARE E
Sk fuﬁqs,l;\,;!;g(ﬁroﬁt center) 0.2 G = 7] W, FR7|&A7IE AR Al QoA
2ol 97t H-d(paper money)o] obd A4 7 AFo] FAZ} ") ulebA, ALEAE
S FuAula Ratlnl Fu 7| edrhsA Jue] do @ate] AztEtA wol £, ot
2o EAE 18 v, o] 7IFES FRIEAVIE A Aol A o) o] 7IPE
Ae O d7hlE o]l 2AL AN, dF Eof, oW A&7l als HRAMu 2 ATy
AAAM He)dle e AR FE 7IFo2 wj s v, 7MHAE AR7YS 1 /1Y
AM Lulste BE7IE ALE(UH A, 24 ARE, st=do] AHE#F 5)& 7ITo2 )
o}

AL AFAEANA UM BRI MBAE JREREH AT AhHe - BAHLS
ofd At - A Lerh AR AL UdvtH oz Huau| 2 22| AL E 7H
24, AHgAY et FHUle PHE 25 oldfdte #F K (liaison role, coordi-

=13

H
AL =

rir

T 23, F ARAH A AFdA e AR 22 mE
2RE HEE dojo} gtk F, vle V1 dHE HEME FRAHE AFZGAANA +F
HAR, AR ZAAE AR7ISAVSA AR B4, A9E5A 72, 181 JR7ed
78 Al 9] & &4 (perceived effectiveness)ol] &3 HEA 7} 5=t

AEAN 58 9570 714F, 7 2AGRHEAR 2 Al2Y ZEAA) RF2REH HdEAZ
358 719 5570 71 o2 M, ole 58%9] E & st e F ols VIFE
Al E¥ e 47 (H 4D, (G 4-2)9 2ok
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(E §-1) 88

AR A A FAA

34 R A
AHERE B 55*(58%) 1( 1%) 56 ( 59%)
z7  IeRd 24 (25%) 15(16%) 39 ( 41%)
A 79 (93%) 16(17%) 95*(100%)

*B5E g S
= WE-wrE96—1=05
“ A8 239 A5 24 TS AR/ B3GR RERZRY 558 19

(E 4-2) 5|78 HdEMSS| L8 BZ

AE B

1. 9 88R8Y BMAF
2. AR 7eddy 13
3. A4 5
4, dtAZY 21
5. Afest 2
6. Tavly 4
7. 3314 2
F 5570 A

4.2 &H

4. 2. 1 A=A A Fa84
B A3 F5HS5s JAR7)EA718A 9 f &4 (perceived chargeback system effec-
tiveness) o]t} Uut® o 2 & F A (effectiveness) L ‘BA-2 A5t A5 (Daft, 1992) =

3 FYY & YouE, ALY FEYS A 2L By FF0E B 5 Utk o

i
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HbHo g oM &3 mose ArVed e 54 (DAFR7s AdEe] 287,
a4 Ag-(Cushing, 1976), (2) HR71& A 2 dafoo] A=} Fed e} F2(Ives and
Olson, 1982), (3)AF&-#kek HB7I& A&E7F Alolo] oAbA%-o] &4J(Cash, et al. 1992),
(4) ¥ A (perceived fairness)(Hufnagel and Birnberg, 1989), (5)ZuF# ol zzlo] 2§
o} U&= AHE F3 2 F2(Cash, et al, 1992) Folth. olei3 A =S onjsis B
71273 AY FREAE S5 9, B dfolMe o8 71R 2 £ F REN #
1% (content Vahdlty)% A7) Choudhury 9 291(1986) 9 &% =75 218319
A} /AGAbe 7 i Sl Belshes 48 1HvE 7d HEw Y =5
o AEEC e 2 AR /H G A $HS Mkl R EA7IEA FEAe H
T& {537 M Bostedot A F9 o F#t (reliability) 23 A= Cron-
bach’ alpha#l<=*7} 0.69% t}.

00‘I

+Q

ol
it
rJn
uln
J\J

i

4. 2. 2 AR7IeU7E A FE o 545 JRA ¥ SA7HA
AR7IEA7HE A JR e EAEH rAIAY] SRS (43D Yeh e &
ool e A /FIAE] oo FEE e e BE 2R R (semantic differen-
tial scale) 2 &A= Ach. o] A= 52 Nolan(1977)9) ATEHH &, HIAH A}
o]3) 7154 9] Cronbach’s alpharl4+= 0.54°18 #7154 ¢l Cronbach’s alpha# 4
602 A, A= A=A 25 AT & 4 Q)

i

3) Nz EUs AdY) tad 2He wEPe o

o= 2274 2124 (test-retest reliabilit y) HEELA 2] 4

“1@] @ 2s}A 4= (Cronbach’s Alpha) 52 $ol e
AsE b3 ol AlsbEn

Bhte 24 Ee] 248 uiste Rog, M4 23y
(split-half reliability), &34 (item-total correlation)
o, £ A3 ZupAFol A A4S 2340 I

K (1 — Yol
a ﬁ_ ""'z—ay
K: 53 &, oi: 2o o'y FHo| vy

durroz duAlE7E 0.60] el AE Aol srha dwdi)
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(H 4-3) HEI|SI15H L o HEA|IAH MY

A7 A718A4 FHo EAE

B AT At (UND)

& 1 AR7IEU7E Y 71E D7 AL AR A 7L ol & A folz FEF o] Qo

2 FR71EUrte) AE S AR A B A7 D HhsEE el 715 gl

& 3. AR BT 3REt T Sle A 402 ARVEAN T FAP Stk o8 B, A4
A A7 f RAERA S H ol EEREHBRA WS 58 o889 Fod Fuu AnRp
AEE AUE W, FEVI&AV BF DU FEM B9 5o 2dy )& 502 7y
5ol gle 4 ¢E ot

—&1#(CON)
TF 4. A8 A F—3 AR e A3 g YrrEdrte AR gl

Mo dn Ao

RS

kT e (CNT)
73 5. FR7)sA7] det Hurt Al AREE 2H ARsis RA A 7R Agd,
T8 6. AHERI7} Al 2ElS Z A AW ALR-gFol) u] ] S A 1‘{}% AR &Q717F Eol &1t
7 AR BRI Re A2H ASE Y £ 9
4. 2. 3 39 EA
TR Az V& SAo Bg EHE(Das, 1989; Merchant, 1985) & 272 3}
o AFztel oM FAHEAL. EAlE AgozHE Q] o)gt R E Blslm, olgdEgow

F3 ¢ IES she e T4 Aok BAE 2R 44, 24 9 245, BEd 2A
o) vlu, a2 v=we 4 GAZ A Juk(Daft, 1992). (F 4-4>9] Vehd 5 &
FEE AR 2H0) 7 B2 BF0) FR/EWSA Ine Iohd FUis AlgelEs)
g 2357 As)A ALk 2984 A=) A=A P35 Az Cronbach’ alphar S
}0.75%ck

o,

N

4) 3545 2aEe] 4 ENES YRSE HUF RS A2 Yristr] 98 2R (validity) 22 A,
g@ﬁﬁ(factor analysis) & A 5&‘6}‘%15} 2 B ojEivbed 3R F 3WUA 23] BAbeA 2oz A
¥ (loading) & Adstne WA4oz etdido] YAk
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(E 4-4) HHEM B2l &Y

. AE7IE ARl A EtElE FHsted ARVSUEA AR E o) &3t

. BE7IE BES AFEA FA0) S FEA ST ALE AlF 7]E o2 o] g3t

. BRI|EL7T FF AU B v = eAGA vlsiA ArLe] HA gER
fgoll kA sk vl Fol A0

. ARIISAZHA BRE AP A FA o AJLH] AR il 3 Rt BoE ZARA o) &
.

- AR7SUZI A FRIF ARGRL FA 8] sl g E )

Mo Mo Ao
@ o ot
W DN o

2l
OQJ
1~

[t
09_1’
3

4. 2. 4 ARV 5=

71€ &2 Nolano] x7]0 AL 3 74A] 71& FHES ] &3ty 7Pd5(dummy vari-
able) el A=A F, 220 ol dFHe] Al 2" (on-line vs. batch services) 2] A}
£ 1&g, dlo|etwo] 29} to]e}l B-4l(database and data communications) ] AHE- B &, 21
2 1 Wz AFE(mainframe computers) o] Wy E = PC nfolaa 2 #HAFE (micro
computers) 8] BF-& Folth Nolane®] ¥& 7|&o] 2A8td, A7 did 71F9EL 6 A 5
o} sz EFEFJT 714E2 (& 450 vebd uigk o], 2 @AllA 6 DA Abel(H¥]

2 4)o ExHo] glen, od 7gx 1 dAldE EFHA Ao

(E 4-5) RIS MacH 22 (5501 719)

ITdsx ¥
oA 2 14
@A 3 9
oA 4 20
@A 5 6
@Al 6 6

71+ 55
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4.3 X2 &4

AEA7E 58 9570 719 5, 55709 1Yo 2 RE T HEAME 3]5Esty] W&o 348t
A B3 e o3 ML R (nonresponse bias) 9] £ QRS HrE st ok
T3 WY g Hristy] AsMe, HEAZE FEAMEE AlFAA 9} AFE AR, ZHzbe] 23

AN HrE Aot F 22 252 RE 3ed A0 FARSE {3 zfo|r} Ex) st
7] g sl vk F&H Helo] Hrks ANOVAZIH ofsiA A= e,
2 AFe (E 46), (B 47)3 2ot

(E 4-600 vebd ule} o], HEXE ARAE A AFAAZRE T 3|58 F o F &
A nEarE 53 4t ARIiE daro) E SAZCE FERY ZRE 2l
(NI = 5%71F). TAHE Fong zol7t gloke AL £ A9 24 Ferie 4
&z Fgd Hole EAEA getta 4T + Joh (R 4DAA, HEME AR 2
Aoz RER Sag A9 F 22 RFERE 5T A9y FEredrtEAY F &
Aol g Fojn g 2ol AUk Wt BEC] JR7Ied7SA FEAY FeY Hos
EX A gevd £ 5 vk

v

fo
>

(E 4-6) -SE Holoil CHEH ANOVA &3} HEV|E d=

ARIEHSE 94 2 @A 3 A 4 @A 5 @A 6

7194 Fa prob Fg prob Fgt prob F3t prob Fg  prob

IT=3% 24 0.291 0.591 0.472 0.494 0.003 0.959 0.928 0.338 0.928 0.338
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(E 4-7) 23S Holoj Ch3t AVOVAZ 2L : HEI| ST 8 REA

BEIled7HslA a4

714 H Fgk prob
Al g2} A w 1 4.00 0.050 0.823
¥ Z3 g 55 4.19
56

4. 4 B 24 £¥X zQ(multiplicative model)

2 A7 7HEE S 59 M 5 A5 BAE A 3 9 W) viAse

FEFE PIItE AL Hate
FHE A (statistical interaction)©] itk 21& ¥ tH(Schoonhoven, 1981). o1 AL A&
*H & (component variables) ¢} 5 & #H(main effect) ¥ 71X 1 AT e RS 28
3 49 flvke AE Auisith. @9, 45248 HEe] §o48 FANE B8] 4
AME, F58 drs BdE L E ok %R (lower order main effect) 7} kgt #
H 1& i (higher order interaction) &} 8o 2 2 €] A 4 ook $r}(Cohen, 1978). wehA]
W Agt Bol 4z atEo] Yol 93-S vixle B4 o1& AFs7] 94 A3 24 oL
I go] 4HE Aolth: Y=A+B+ A-B+e
7H 12 39EA St AETE A FE5AEo] AuriedrtaAe] fFad nxE
FE 7St ded, ol d5a82 FeE kikey 2d2 Jebd 5 9o} (Blalock,

1965). % &EEEF =4 (multiple regression model) 9| A= 43282 3 X IE (product term)
o2 837 fiEo, 7M1 25 AsiA 23 22 Ao AEE 4 )

oft

o

EFF = a+b:i - MGT+b: - MAT+b: - MGT - MAT+e

o 7], EFF&= A8 7159718419 §EA, MGTE AIEA, 187 MATE AX7)& A
==& Jepdit
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M4 29} 3 urlgel Y&E QBT F@57) Gl o FHHES BFEY] I
AHE 94 B2 4% Brlel 1S (24 713 FA WAl ldEE FRech 2
93 7hd 29 3] AZolE H% @Ael PGSR TR o] AHES AF] A
594 theat 2ok

ol\

1

EFF = a+bi - MGT+b: - CNT+b: - CHA+bs - MGT - CNT+b; - CHA - MGT
+bs - CHA - CNT+br - CHA - MGT - CNT+e

o714, EFFe ZAR7[E471849] §84, MGTe 2954, CNTe FA7be4d, 28
CHA% °]#i7F54(UND) 2 d 84 (CON) & E3tete JR71ad7H8 A g2 540l

434 dge B4 F8A4E HAF3] A e gt mERE(unstandardized
regression coefficients) & | &3ttt v HEstd 3] AFE o] &Y A9, FEAE
Aol A5 AgE A%t N WS Ato] o] ARBAITE YR Fot 25 dE A RY S
N1ANZ 5 Q7] dEelth F, SEHASFE Alolo] %\t (multicollinearity) #4171 4}
2vshA o) =¥ o} (Althauser, 1971; Blalock, 1979). 224}, Gupta & Govindarajan(1990)
o o3, ol e GFEI NP FAE B A4 S WrEAE FME RE(inter-
val scale) & ol-&3 7% B (origin points)& HMEA| L2 M (o, 1-78 H=E —3 A
+3 7AA 2 HE AR, SASA AAT F# Jvkar FASTh a2 HEE nxEe] vEE
st 37 AFE G v A g7 Wi, dEee] S AFete ul Aotk
et B EE3E FF AlFEe] BAXHLE frejvlaithd, JMEES T14HA 42 AR
2 5 o
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V.2 3

5. 1 HE7e| 22X AFBHA|(zero-order correlation)

@
o
i
s
ul)
5
i
i
_i;:L
oh
4
i

o} sk HMMIE 2 7123 SAFS dehdct,

= Cronb's PAN- R K M4
33 HAx} Alpha Min Max 1 2 3 4

AR71sd4718AY #2824
1. EFF 4.19 0.83 0.69 1.33 5.33

A 71ed7tAY AR &
2. UND 2.90 1.33 0.54 1.00 6.00 0.38*
3. CON 4.53 1.46 N/A 100 7.00 0.16 0.17

#7374 845
4. CNT 3.20 1.46 0.60 1.00 6.00 0.24™ 0.52™ 031"
5. MGT 3.16 1.35 0.75 1.00 5.60 0.31%  0.28" 0.02 0.19=

7185 (dummy variable), & FA27|¢ A4Ev ASH.
*P (.10, P .05 = P<.01

(E 5-1DA, BA7sAL olsi7ts A, I8 # 43T 4B3A7 S ¢ 5 Utk
ol AL BR7IEUTIA HHI}F ALG RN A olsirbe st dddel UL W, AHAE AR
Nedrte SAY YL AT & AL At E, olsrbsAR SANEAL 2D
A9 At ABUAT Aot ol RS AREAIE AAZ 22N AM FrIIedvSA R
7} B} olsirbsata BAFs e vl g
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A4 18 A5 A3k (E 529 2k

(H 5-2) MEIE78|H FEM(EFF)A Chst H&d|=
M= (MAT)SF AL EM(MGT)S) CEESHEM

=4 EREE tak
Mg A

1. MGT .480 3.088**
2. MAT 796 2.465"
3. MGT - MAT -.084 2.596%
2 R? 182

47 R? 132

Fg 3.637

D 019

N=55

*p{.10,=*p .05 ™ p<.01

71 1€ AF87 daiA, B2 7IgEL AR7ie A&z 71Ed et 83 2853 4=
g9 ¥ a§o2 FEHAC Nolan(1982) ol w2, A 3 @A7F =& F(slack) 3 FA
Yol o] Mozt e} 7IYELS Al 3 AT 2H Y Sd5S AMA TAE S0l
&S fAsok gk W, Al 4 B ) FREE JRVIES FRHLE AEE] 9
AN Axe A7 eFdh w2, A 1 GARE A 3 GAZAY 7195 A SA0
o2 712)2, UrA 7|4EL A5 AR 7152 FEHUT

(E 52>° A Wz, $54839 AFrtoolete BRERS VAHAES & 7
2l ch(t=-2.596, p<.05). 1 A FR7& A&t AFGEAL Faago]l Fr7I=HU7E
Aol faA EAHROE Fovidt FFE v Arhs AE Audch waA M 12 A5 H
At

a8y, A5 Fege] FAFHZ fousitt sjA ol tES s ATt

2
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228 =tk = IAAFY BEVCEZE BRUMEEY AF 488 AHE F g7 o
It B FEoAM GEF FurE A5 HHUA AAFA7 FE7Isd7 3 A &
f4o] uRE RJako] zpz —##<) (monotonic) 7HE AA 37l Y&|A], Schoonhoven
(1981)0] /W3 wE S 43t o2 22 WS =& A w384 (D o] &=
AFare (F 5204 d83UA

M
o4

Y = 40 Xi+.796 - X.—.084 - X1+ X,

%YX— = .796—.084 - X (1)
7t WEEL X=A9EA, X,=ARB7E A&5E; Y=H17|ad71s8A 9 Fa4deltt 7}
A1 o s, dAS AGEA(X)7F ARSI A(Y) ) A e FES Al S

A, g 2 2847 03 A S =& Wl
796—.084 - Xi = 0 (2)

Al (2)o A AGEA (X)) 7 9.482 B AF B2 #F ¥(1.00 - 5.60) el 4
st Q7] Wiol, B A7 g NgEdiMe 94 A9 5A FuriedrsAe] R E
Aol dgHo g A M A3 (positive monotonic effect) THe BTt B+ Ao}, wt
A, Bz 7Hd Hlae 7124 (AT, Hibe AR S A

oleldt Ayt Y& dolles B A7 BE 547 G
o] AR7|E RET ALEA BEEZY BAE B4 Zo] o, SHE FEe 24
Apgal Z2AE7Ee] BAE EMstn Aok B A7e 7 AGIAe] ARVE BEES T

r
%0
o
K
s
+
e
2
oy
fr
~
©
3

o) AE HESE BT BAL Aus)E&H DA SR 2 FYAA BAE7
e Aoz, Saw vAY ANE Jdeidr) WEd Al $TS NPAGT T £
Q). webd, Furlael 4% woAkE guglel, Ar1Ed Sl wE $A Jurls

—_—
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A A fFEdol SFHA FFeE AEste] Hlag 714e = ol &t st
aglx 7 2(38 A HE 54) % 7HE 3(BAIZHEE) & At flalM, dRUsdvtE
A AR EQE(olsrted s AW R FARME F W AAElch 1 dae e (R 53

o LieRt 9l

(E 5-3) A0SV A REM(EFF)O| CHE BLEM(MGT), BE7|&
tEAH HE2o| &M, T2 SHM7HSH(CNT)2| CIS3| 72N

ols7}&4 (UND) & 74 (CON)
=g SRt tat u) 55} t4t
Wi e A
1. MGT 1.202 -.932 1.808 2.675™
2. CNT 1.692 -1.272 788 879
3. UND -.872 -.621
3. CON -1.478 -2.153*
4. MGT CNT .391 1.033 .336 1.439
5. UND MGT .192 .498
5. CON MGT 512 2.740™
6. UND CNT .343 .983
6. CON CNT .229 1.067
7. UND MGT CNT -.068 -.688
7. CON MGT CNT -.095 -1.643
24 R? .166 .466
3 R? -.088 .296
ak 653 2.744
P 707 032
N =32
7/

w1 2b(QEY) o Bstel, BYFA AU 3 AL HTAF 00l2he A

H7re) 4B gol AnlEst

4o
N
)
il
flo
N
sl
42
iy
-~
Il
no
-3
o~
o}
o
<o
)
d
o
o2
ol
2
S
e
5]
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olet o] 7Hd 2a%h b4 3o] 2
o 22 AME
e} ABAE
=
W@z el 80%7 78 A= F 13 4]

H =

o
E-R
)

2

HAFALE S o517} o3

39

A, BRE

A7eA o FEAN BAROE frelol @ g

wAY 5
2 AFHI

gy A7 (frequenc

28 FE3
Cy

A

7198} ol d&71E

H el

> O.

A

golz 7AE PuolE
it

AE ool

distribution) & ZA}s] B2
FTHASE
174 ARR Aol Al 31317 wf &),
ghoh. HH7)

SA7Fs 432

}E2g(H)E P8
14 eri= oz vhehgch

47 Bhe Aol &, AT
2 o, o , olai7ksA ol

=2
I & Atk olRe ¥ AT

=2

=2 2

SY7HEA Hre] dof ¥

2 olfE, B AT ER JIGE0A lolA ArNEA A 299 At &Y fEQ)
AL FEdo 2 et zF AlGAle] Eoi4 Q- Burle ME/HEC] A%7Ide2
(F 5-4) 7VH3t ekl W 29
o ome | a2 L gew |
| R e i
L OHL: ITH%=s 39540 4558 @ 5 | X Lo
; & frEdel S M : ': 5_ ':
i Hia: 340 @7 ; : X i s
: Hib: 4% w7 : L X SN
| H2: AQEASITRASA 0 54 | 2 ! §
L E0e gEnee HEAY T | 5 | 5

. zaag | | |
| Hoa: ol#j7k54 : § X 1 ons
! H2b: o4 T ¢ P05
H3: Z4EA, ITQ718A 4n 5495 | 52 | | i
L] x\mwzu 45 ge ! E :
FaAl JFS A | E § i
3a: ol&)7}5A § X  ns
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2H Eeso] 5U8 FEAE: AISAAR FF FHE A7IE 19800 ol 12yt
0% E, ARVIEAVISA Hue] A3 st AHEAEF ARVIE SEAA D HF
o] WP Lo x B3, Alxel A= FuyeAs AL TAL Mo] glo] A=
AAHJA Rolth, whebr, @ 855 EFEI Mo, FJugse] FAHLE {9
v shA] A AEHAJTI & 5 3ot

2 ATE AEVEUrIsIAY] fFEA T BHE AFET FeALE olBF R AYH
SR, o] o] AFH R AFIAAt AT A, ARIIE Hexst ILEA TR
A3 Aol ARVEUZII A FaAAY EAHCE Foug 4TS vAe Aeg wHiy

At tgol, AE71ed 1 EA R dg Rt AV FFTAAe 58S F
AN AR eA7tA Y KRG Frofn T dFE vA = Aos TUHNU

ol WHEL Hu V& BIFA Al=d] ARG ALHS AAT 9, 7Y Fr7)
£ A%EE ndol &S ARt JrUle ko] 27 @AM s, E7IE978A
AEE o83 AT TAVL 238 AEAEY HE o8-S AHAAN A9 SGgs W

s 7ol Qlok W, Al v1go] 28 WAl Baslol ALgAEe] AW 7% 43t
A Qe o, AR ERsEAe] AAAE 71e B8 BES /1FS BYH) AT A4F

L2
& 54 =75 AL 5 Aok
B A7 EA FRL AF HFETe 3|83 sPgo] dedld HERG ARTlE
A3 A A dgsted o FEsidE A& HAAdE d ok e d7E2
2 A% W, dE Sof, FurEe] wage BEMT 2 958 o8t 2 A7 AxE
BAAL F AL Holth = A7 o|&o o3, zt 714 AuTIe] M T2
weld BA 12E OdE2A ste ol AxtHolth F, ‘X% (supportive)’ 72 71N =
242 7Bzt st wrdo), ‘##k(turnaround)’ B739) 71l E Al 71E9] R E
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o)
<
>
14
o

& &8-& FZs|oF $H(Cash, et al, 1992, p. 159). ZH 9 ATEL oA} WrES X
24, Jrr|Ed7igAe] fFads S¥d dsete] #AE 2y 9¥s

w3 geel A7l HiMil B2 (control process) HrhE ThEF #Hifll Hik (control
architecture) & A 2H, &3 22 A gt HAHS 2& F YL Aotk IR
71% BA9 29 FeE oyt Aol uigAIsL? F, d715 43 (allocated cost center),
o]l Z4 4 (profit center), & F754 4 (investment center) & ol 3 LRE FH3te=
Zo] 22717 thA 7422 ol 7tat Wl (cost-plus), A1787HA (market-based), £ FAh
A 7+ A (negotlated) Z old 7Aoo g7 AR5 oo} 3l}?(Cash, et al., 1992)

o e BES A7 Ao sol B 4TS oA A8kl H1, FurlEasiEA ol
A Ao e 244 AL A5 4 91 Aol e JIYEL e AT
g Pt AL oY 149 719 2okE 23 Y7) el B el g Al

t}. 71 B3 ARE EAXN2H] A Fa3 A43E 24259 dhtolth(Cash, et
,1992). 2 Ao A AL APEIEES AI3 A UG, A8 Fvke] &
7AES HYA T E AR Z71E BAH L g5y 33 sloth
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Effects of Chargeback Characteristics and Its Contexts on
Perceived Chargeback Effectiveness : A Contingency Analysis

K. Kyu Kim* - Tammi Chung**
ABSTRACT

Prior empirical literature on chargeback systems suffers from common shortcomings
such as the simple linear structure of the theory, a lack of consideration on
organizational contexts surrounding the charegback system, and the selection of de-
pendent variables. In mitigating these weaknesses, this study attempts to refine a
theory on chargeback systems by reexamining the interactive relationships among the
variables relevant to chargeback systems and to test the revised theory empirically,
Also, it incorporates perceived chargeback system effectiveness as the dependent
variable, which directly reflects the performance of a chargeback system.

Analysis of data from 55 Korean firms indicates that management control structure
interacts with 1T maturity to influence perceived chargeback effectiveness. Consist-
ency, as an indicator of the quality of chargeback information, also interacts with
management control to influence perceived chargeback effectiveness. The results
suggest that an appropriate design of a chargeback system consider the firm's I'T ma-
turity. Implications of these findings for future research and practicing managers are

discussed.

* Associate Professor, Accounting & MIS, Inha University.
*x [ ecturer of Accounting, MyongJi University.







