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7% " (Virtual team)e 71842 BAxe 44 & FA1HA AAH Al o&sie AegHez B4 23 e
o 2 d7e 7H 8 A aelA (1) ¥ P90 A Ul - el Da Qe A4 WESZIL g Aald nAe o
g ndsin, (2) IT 889 &0l A4 UEHIA7} § Ao vjAe EXE o9/ 2-ske 7l daiy 4F &
o2M, (3) 7M 99 AR $92 A% A4 vEA 733 IT 84 Ul dis] AAEE At g, 7
A ALE JESA o2& wiEtez A4 JEYAS WY 243 o oS Al o|24 ZyYYas Adsia
17292 Alst 427 7H HE didez AR YEHA ¥4(Social Network Analysis)S A%t ¥4 dah=
A4 WES A P B&(WESAY "‘E)-'-} 7bd "ol At Alolole frolgh A A7 EA o] Jepd
| A4 JEY A 9N o (F2E F) e © £39 IT 2§ +30 w2 J Ao nE A3yt geAe A
o et} £ d7e AFHEA AR Y E 13- o|2% M) "ol Aggoad, M "ol FaHQ A ESa F
Z oo gig A2E A1ZHS Addsisict

FAlel: A4 VESA, 7V |, IT 84, AFE7S ofFlo] &, A HIEHIARA

| . M2 AR EAsta de g ArdAN =7 o
w9019 48 71% g M 29 AF 34

I A8 O FUE g, 28y gass

A2, BB 2 QY JleS ter AR Aoz s "ol mE £52 gFH1n g &
A2 A7 el whet A AFE 7Nk AE BF AU & g A7 AleA 7
A S ARt elF, A7 Aoke FEam  z2HE ALY AA$9e] HrHals Zuid))
74989 7} ¥d(Virtual collaboration)s — B2 uf, 7ME €2 B §4% A4 Y EYAE
Aske 7H4 2 (Virtual team)9 9o gt FEgoeq zZ9 4L Ho gRHog #He
#4dol F7kstn dth(DeSanctis and Monge, & & dvhe FHE Add. 2 ¥ H&9 A
1999: Griffith et al., 2003). 7 Ho|& #A ko g 9 AlEA 5Ll 74, AlEA wig
9§ FEAM g AR oA E 28 A3 AAR AF ARYAo|MY vt} T
slo] 958 Y  de 27 YHE uigtt. M "o] FEaol & Az A4gan Yt

=EHTY: 2008. 7 ArEg: 2008. 12
o] g2 2008 mEIRYIeNe AfeR dRtheEalte] A9 ol £gE A9l (KRF-2008-321-B00057).
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(Warkentin et al., 1997: Griffith et al.,
2003). &g 7} d9 £4L& 93 AruA
olde] &4 who] ope}, ©el A AFH 74 %
g Aiee 944,

AR Bejeke BHAME, M 9o At
o e AANES F&AHoR E4deln N2 & A4
< BF7] A3 oz A4 HES A P53
23%912(Knowledge network and interdependence)
9] #8720 =51 3= Aotk (Skyrme, 2000).
o714, A4 Y E$Z(Knowledge network)®
BE, A 53 2 AT TR AUE 1Y
#A2 348 vAAHA vENIR 39 T 5
dH(Sparrowe et al., 2001: Contractor and
Monge, 2002: Hoegl et al., 2003). AAHES
Ae A Yol EAshe 24| ojujd P2 7
¥(distribution) el e7te Yehf7] w &
g A& Z2Fste 8T 828 | g0
(Hoegl, 2003: Contractor and Monge, 2002:
Yuan et al., 2007).

2 d3Ee 7M€ AAQ 9L Yalo o
g 24 Y ES T 5] uhgA x|, e
1 AEIee Ego] 1d A4 YEYIY F3}
Aol oujd daE v eAE gFstnat o
TFAHez B dte (1) 7H8 29 438 38
A1717] $istd @ FALEY A4 YEHIE oy
g Fe 2 FEE ook HiA I (2 7e?5'-7lﬁ°l|
ol vifE 7 FztelAM e F5EEL 1S
g Ul - 9ol 23 sle A4 '-1]5143—4 E ol
o F&FE A E7}? g AR dgEe 2
7H 89 A4 HEYZ F5 A3}, FRIE9
g8 dhall FAAY AAE stuzt Fc} o] & up

oz, Jl&g WiHEe Este 7 AN
o 39 g ARUANA Al2d MY
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=Bt

of e Bk AR Aol 7t Aoz I
& 7 & Aol
718 7€ A £ At Axstele F
5 E2 U 2o 2ok £ Uk A, £ A
Wi A4 F oy BdE Siele &

I

e

S Negozn, ddd #Ho] 2 3
B3t wAA Az 7k i 2 g
YESAZ 349 & A3 29 BAE FHH2
2 n#&AE HolA 99t st H2 WEY
39 BPA A9 dAUFS Axshe Ao UF
i glev, A8 diiie dEYI dFE9]
dd AHE TR HAY A UR A5S
Zzske A48 L AAFAY, T2 R

YES T 42 Zzste vifd #HE Zxsa
Act.

B4, 7129 Y EYA AdFEL YEYIZI} AT
st A7, & A3 AT A4 FYPPo N,
Y ES 29 E37t ojm g F3olA ofPA EehA|
€ 7t g8 FAAL AAYEE dgsted A
7} ol $kth(Salancik, 1995). & AfdME &
FE 714 oAl (Computer-mediated communication:
CMC) o|&% A3] HEH A o287 A@AF o2
A B2 A9 FA4E A4 HEYZY, 7]
2 v7ie 7P 3TN BEFE, | A T
o] #AE FHRHLE dFua AEsice Fol
A e A9 apd o] sl

Ar 2 dis AEAHQ z2An ga E4L A
d 7P dE g g @ 7|& YESA 0|
< AEAQ A& FAHLE AFH 1 2SS &
o, 28y 7 €3 o] YAIARela, FALEC]
YA - AR R Ho|A glon, Y FHFo| A
thA o A|gs]o] 9ler(DeSanctis, and Jackson,
1994), A4 A #9419 54 (Hansen, 1999:

L
=
Ar
==
=

Lﬂl{‘i—ﬂ-{i_l

lr.

F
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7ha gel ZIMUESS, IT #8, 41} 2ie| RA| 2 o7 Al HERS 242 Sd2=2

Larsen et al, 2002: Yuan et al., 2007)< 7}
A e B AFHA o]go] 12 H42
F AdeAd dajire AFol 83 oFo A4
gortth. HA faFoH AFAYA 23 F27}
+3 5 1(DiMaggio. 2001), 712 wjAHE 7H
ol A BAgH] 7t YEdE EFen,
7V dell dig A7t ofA A&5HA g2 23t
oA 7t e A4 vESI i o]&F4 7|t
< olAsgE delA 997t Sl

. 2T

2.1 7k € (Virtual Team)2| &9

AEAQ AlZoM Boks of, 7 ®(Virtual
team) & 84| B2 FzoMe AL ¢
A3 Qs on2 getsjoig, ol Al
7VEzA e A g REe] 27| AFENA E£Hst
A =8dz ded, o5 7M " dE o
HAQ =22 Fotstit. &, iR Fo] A o
FolAA] & FejolA HelE FholA HFEH F
AFE o] &alA glo| ol FojAe s 7
"dolgtn Fsisth, o9 2 7 gt o]
YA AZhe A5 A7 7ted HHE v
A ool At A2 27 d+50] 7t
4 B3E Ao e AF4Ad J&EsAY
(dl: Zack, 1993: Chidambaram, 1996), &%
9 ALIE 322 7153 (Descriptive) 48
A=AV (el Turoff et al., 1993), oMW &
29 7M} ®(Global virtual team)22 714 ¥
o W g F4asE st¥vh(d: Jarvenpaa and

ZAUStdT M3sA M1 20094 2%

Leidner, 1999)

a2y, HIde AFAA 23 7HEEF At
o] A7} v} R38R 1 ke AMdd] EatEo]
F23517]1 AZstgcH(Dutton, 1999: Leidners
et al., 2003). shufstd diF-2e] 22 S| AFH
7)o wjAlE e Algstn Ym olE Bl
Alg7te Aol A Aap dlojua g7 WEo|t},
b 7H3A (Virtuality)olgls 7182 AHg-sld
7 B Aoste Aol o uigAG ez F
53 3th(Watson-Manheim, 2002: Griffith et
al., 2003: Kirkman and Mathieu, 2005). %,
7H3geld 92 Edste &4 F9 shdeld, o]
2 7349l wet 454 "(Traditional Team),
E33¥ 7P 9(Hybrid), ©5 7M¢ B(Pure Virtual
Team) 22 F&& 4 UH(Griffith et al., 2003).
qAAoR RE T M2 & ZidA o
AHZ glo] 7ed gEdte Afc Folhy]
uj$- o] wjEo], grAoE FH} HolF EF
% (Hybrid team)< 9JP|&cH(Griffith et al.,
2003). (28 1)< AFA 93 /M B9 3
£ %A Besterts FARLRE BoFa o
Griffith et al., (2003)€ 7 "ol 7H34do
S Ho2N, FAHCRE (1) € 0|39 AIEE
o] (2) 259 &AL 245 Asid (3) €24
o2 "ol ZadA (4) BRI|ES AHEsd o
Atrgee ggshke goz Aos

¥HA | DeSanctis and Monge(1999)€ 73
g8 FAsE 7224 (Component entities) %
3% %4 (Common features)® TFE3o 24
F o TR 7P 9 Fsd. 282 vt
4 g 74 8424 RA2H $4HGeographic
distribution), A4 A2 (Electronic linkage),
7154 284 o4 (Functional or cultural
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| Hybid |
(eR8 dlvE) |

Level of Tech
Support (Low to
}-Iﬁ:h)

% of Time Apart ¢

Physical

.
Traditional |
(HE= ') |

(23 1) 71 Eol &4 9

diversity) 5= AASIen, 12i8 2480] T
old 713 " §AJe 2 453 T2M2(Dynamic
processes), 54 WH 4l (Fluid membership),
7379 534 (Boundary complexity), 22l A}
gAo] 7He@ F&(Reconfigurable structure)
= ANsHY. HZee &AL YEF71(Short
lifecycle) 7k 71 Be] 402 AAIE v ded)
(Martins et al. 2004: Kirkman et al. 2004),
ol Bed we} AT Hgjo] grEHE A
He 7MW 29 9AAA 44 (Adhocracy) € 9
n| gt

2 AFoM 7H "ol Griffith et al(2003)
9] el we}, A HZFo] ELHE THE M
g(Hybrid) & tiAte 2 sluj, & ¢ FAHC2E
&3 2] Bogth: Mt "Hold A2F, A
o2 F4td #7stel s AFE 7nte] gFd ofA

78

Distance |
(Close to Far) | |
|' |

[

A _ (Pure Virtual )
2 | eaomE |

78 (RZ2¥: Griffith et al.. 2003)

g 7oz 359 YL FYste YAHoR =
450, PYAE WAel FEAol, e
AAZ BRI Y2 vk

2.2 AE| UIEQIA 0|2(Social Network Theory)

Ab3] Y E9] 3 o] &(Social Network Theory)-&
BAA Azt Jztsia] At P9 i ARE
YEYZ 729 B0z Adsze AE2M (R
43}, 2006), TR A3 e ofel| A 83 A}
451 . A3 HESA o]&9 AL YESY
3 & &3 /A9 P9 AAEY A FEe
2 FEHe vEYIZY F2E FHes A9
F e Folt}, o] E7HEE s 9 U 4
HE st ojm3t Fejo A RIE A Ed o}
8h=7F? (Burt. 1992: Podolyny and Baron.

Hodstod L H38A ®M1E 20004 28



7t ol ZIAYEHS, IT #8, 42 2t 2ol e A7 AR| HERS 2A4E FHe=

1997: Ibarra, 1995: Sparrow et al., 2001).
Z2o] ZAAE Fr}7] At ojujg Fe
o YEHIAE o|GA FF3tn Aok sher}?
(Kogut and Zander, 1996: Ahuja, 2000). 71¢
0] ¥ HEURRH dg& do] FIH4E ¥
BA717] st oAGA HEAZE FAslol ate
7}? (Walker, et al., 1997: Shane and Cable,
2002). e A7 dRFoZN A3 YESZ
0|2 WAAA K

At ESae g% 73R £7E 7 4
o AREE Alol9] ‘B4 9712 Add 4 e
EYAY F32 UESD Wl o Ado] T/
53 2% 7} g2t An Y EHA(Friendship
network), 714 9JAtA%E WIE$] A (Functional
communication network), MEH YE)3(Mentoring
network), 45 2 Y| E$A(Task-advice network),
214 Y E9) A (Knowledge network) 5 oh%g &
#o] EAFHPodolny and Baron, 1997: Contractor
and Monge, 2002).

A4 Y EHIE T&d] do|He] mgto] opd
29 T4 AAZ] #7178 ratass F2A A
A %S b ste E LR A A7 Y9 7]
olgt & 4 Ut E3 A YEYIE FPLEY
# AEE A7 B4 g3HE A
4E Y53te =724 B8HY, FHYEY A=
50 4F ZEAH 29 GAE F 7] Wil )
9] Aeo] 27 AU AAo 538 F e
=2 HF8dH(Contractor and Monge, 2002:
Hoegel et al., 2003).

dutdoz A4 YEYIE A F 7/ A2
(Avenue) & &3t +&€dh AR A4lo] &4 3
@ yFe FHALET A A us A
F4gozH o|Fojzg F UL AT U g&

AL x38A 1% 20094 28

THYEENY e A4 Y58k ® 189
a3 7§ Ale] 2f3 A4S AFFEN I
S A4 & 85 dH(Yuan et al., 2007). °|8
g APAA A4 n@ PP F2 A4 54
Fd ¢EA 1 Fx3517] FE Z 5ol dH F
2% Aez ZHFddi(Hansen, 1999: Reagans
and Zuckerman, 2001).

E OE A4 HEHYZ 75 A2E Ao &3
i 952 VEQAE &4st= Aot (Ancona,
1990: Ancona and Caldwell, 1992). 7§%le] ¥
23 FEY A2 Y5 AL 259 AR
g #AE fAe A 2o Feidzta o g
g o] AFER A4 o S DE Ao] §
J& & Atk 53], 979 S84 A4 FJYA|n
£33 (Complexity)°] &5 /fAEL Hd 9
FollA o dekatn A JRE g552n Al
sk k=, oldf T YR g A
EQA oM Reld 9A, F 723 Fulo] gL
A2 YEIAE BHstn e M FY wi,
At g Ao 428 4 A Eci(Burt,
1992: Garguiulo and Benasse, 2000).

2.3 AlE| HEHZS| 49 o7 UF

g AQEL AT Ul - YoM A4 YEAE
B8t g AR sl d9s] A8 o
Al APS] JE9)A o] 202 Foly} Bl AlS] YE
329 §3E BN, FFHo2 AL HE
A2 AYEFL 3A T /AR R+ U 2
shte #4144 (Closure mechanism)ol® o
& shde= 7l 24 (Brokerage mechanism)
oy, Zzte] #AFE Aund g3 o] gokd
& ol

79
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2.3.1 #34 #4(Closure Mechanism)

AEAHo AB HESA o|&/tEL MU
g A4 A el Zzste] gh(Coleman,
1988). %, YEAZ W9 F4AE0] 2o, F
Hem 283 @70 YESZ Ui FALS
A &9 5 579 Ad, ¥z, ¢4, FRE T
2444 A9 5 7T o, FAd A4
ef5H(Social loafing), 71815214 #<1(Opportunism)
59 754 S AFE MENR RS /UE &
otk oAl &, 74§ 944 23 Je A o
3 dzd v WAE 23 dE A FA4
s A7} 3ehr) W&o djde] Z4d Foj A
G YEHI W 7L F240l vigo] E W o
2 F#Aolgl= W ZZ(Internal bonding) S
7% @ (Putnam, 1993).

2.3.2 "7l 4 (Brokerage Mechanism)

HEHD o]29 E ¢ #PL ¥d HEH3A
FAA #HozH, Inyt & 23 YEYAE:
2998 F5o| B Fojmg 13 YEHA
EHELAY Aoy, 933 FEEA ¢ 44
g (Sparse) @ YEHA7} A&Aoge HFE
Granovetter(1973)9] '2Fgt A7 o] & (Weak tie
theory) 2 Burt(1992)9] 724 39 o]&(Structural
hole theory)°l ¢j3] &5 & wjlg BHL &5
A Yo B3 ESZ F27} 28 M2 B
g9} 229 Y5 sH5AS Asgcin 2ot o
A4 (Weak tie) o]0yt F24 34 (Structural
hole)o] &2 9 Qzte] I R2 HEHA &
Aol oyl g AHE AFse o olE
¢ 2R Y ESA Ixvt oA E FRY5Y 5
A3 gzt e 3 AAdde IS
7K, ol @ vi/jA FHoN YEHIZI} A&t

[ ki { K )
|
‘ o9

L J
| Focal
| group —
'1 o ‘e
k3 | k4
g4y 4

[ ® . |
o |
Focal |
group
L ] L ]
k3 | ka

7 &3

Wy 4% =3,

% WA Re

Wy 24 wa,

45 o F&

* K: Knowledge Network

(38 2) Al8| WERZ MY oYF: (e

80
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7t Bl XIMUIESHI, IT 88, 41} 2hel 2ol 28t A7 AlS] HERIT 242 4R

EAEA AR 9ert #2 HEYAL FE &
vho} diujecia & & Sl obd (¥ 2)2 2A
=9 59 HEA A4 a3} o oA
#2248 & Ao,

2.3.3 584 &4 (Hybrid Mechanism)

HZ UEYZ A7 #obe] BHE F=oA o
FolAd HESZ &3 - Yo 2 2HE F
AG(#HY4 #4), dF25ee dZ4avd & A
A7HeiAR BH) - & EHHo2 TPk b
AcH(Adler and Kwon, 2002: Uzzi, 1996, Oh
et al., 2006). 23y, W9 A% % o)
A 1 F A dAUFE %A Z3AZ A7}
© ot WEsA %eAA @3kth. Higgins and
Kram(2001) @A AAE HEz€z YES)
3 ¥#(Developmental network typology) A

© W§ 2453 95 o 25 S8} sfojof
o F43th £ Reagan and Zuckerman
(2001) g2 €9 WF 243 o o/fd BF
2 447t €9 438 G #4380
(29 F=: 384 B4 A).

YA Oh et al. (2006)& 3T &S =
3 7] YM e S AR £F U A& 4
A FF9 ¥ g E grsoio} gickn F43
2y F=x: 584 #H B). dushd vy
A&} 959 vi7fA Atoldle A #AIZE EAst
7] ggol o] E& BF ¥ £FLE fA%e A
& v @AY BYesigE Zolg. a¥gw,
W 2S5 9 vjfdo] 42t o] FFoR F
gelofok ste7t?” o g AEE 3] HEs}H
HZ25A Fa e FHY Aot o] F 74A g
T84 #dE 1oz =43 H (o 33
2q.

A B4 A

W 2% ¥,
9% Y £8

3 529 )
PER L

* K: Knowledge Network

(38 3) Als| HESIA MY oi7|UZE: (S o)

AT 13 A1 20094 2%

81
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Il. 97 28 9 7| 43

2 d7dMe M 99 A4 EYI 549
g Ao DA 4FE vHeA gHFoH,
M B ATRE FAN) 3 HEYI A
Agstnzt gt o] of 47 ¥ Ndshe 33
oA 7 A2 IAE AR dte AEAH YEHI]
2% o] 723 39 o|&(Burt. 1992)2
gog dAF9 o Ao g HPL A= A
olch, 23 AABAY o|FE X UN 2%
A #4e F9 A 2% 444 g3 dojA =
AEE g% A ey, Mo RUHY P9
of 283 v &S AT ER AT Ui AlEF
AR FHAYE Ao, 24 39 F49
A A A JEYZ W AQL] 9A7F QA
Qg vl e, A2 90| ¢t 8 JIE B F
A 4&E ke PARe oH T 24 FUS

E3l AR B4 Helq F8F o]HE AF Po
B2 o] g% fesid e Aotk (23 4)
T o9 & =9E HgoR 2d dTRYS
AA st .

3.1 W5 Z4(Internal Cohesion)2t & Anjote)
A

YEHND AE& HEYA oM AFEEo] A2
AZAH e =€ Yv|gc(Krackhardt and
Hanson, 1993). VEH3A UxE § Y ES I
o AlEE e BAY 24 F=E Uehlle
ARE AHEY, YEYA ke FHL 42 7}
T8 AA ol disle A4 A" +2 A
(Ibarra, 1995). EHA x| giEHQ &35
9] shvte Ao F2adet & 5 dd. 94714 A
Y9 A2 ANF MEHYI &5A goll ule} o]
Ao 7H 4 AE BESY Ao 2 & 5 de

IT &8

-SSH X CMC A8 B

H3

i s 24
-YERA s
H1

2 0oHd

i
-AEH Zu

R

Ha

\s
"_,/

iy 8 41

(38 4) d72Y

82
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71 Eo| MAUERS, IT #8, 4o} 2te] Aol Ut A7 M8 HESI EM8 B422

A5 oujgitt, o] Edoe FEGA ] v 447}
fitet o Ao] oAl A7t Yo & &
Y ES A Adte AdEHeL & 4 UG F YE
H2o ofa 22 & AFERFEH ZAF A4,
244 A, 24 2 331 59 AL 9|}

oy YESHA Uxe| Fe} Fdke] 3 Aol
de o o] EAF A, YESA I
o B3} Atold] AFHQ Ao #A ERjdte
Holg, ol & AFL T YEH I &3 A
3 193 WAE 21 glod o A4 ¥5
e APEWL AAGn g o A
A4 B Ao gt B7h fj o}, TLF {
A e AHRE7Ele 2 2%E JRE
F7] ojdxn 49 AR8 ARE F= AFE WA
o ¥z} EolAY o i dASEE F3E
F 7] w&oldt,

vhe o YEYT 25t Hee] AT 3
AAQ 9L VAR geda F4se 7= A
Ak (Sparrow et al., 2001). o] || 25},
YESZY] YF 2H(WEND B&) o] AHAL
2 o] ool d¥2 v Zo] oz €Y
A4S Wjste Y EYZ 27t 9o Ao f9]
Al Fo YL v|Athe Aejdt, ojw, W Y E
$)2(Hindrance network) A4% FE Ffo
i3t @B3f (Interference), B¢l (Sabotage), A%
(Rejection) 3 22 9] 2 23t 9o Futg
€ 2947 (Annoyance), ¥x(Anger) 5% %2
Z2AA S FHete UEYAE 9n|gt). o
AT 9o YEHA YR AH 9 BxE Y
Aot ARAQ BRo] glon, o35 Wy A
< Adiske Wel YIEYZ(Hindrance network)
4 Adste Ao FosTgE L S
€ A A

ZHASHIE x3gA M1Z 20004 28

FHIoe AFAHLE IFHoRE YEYA B
o} g3 Atele] AFAQ #AE P A=
& Al Zto] 5439 Y. Oh et al. (2004) & YEY
3 2x9 Jd A 9] Ao B AFAN 2
E Atold] A A7} ot HYR UA
(Inverted-U)e #A7F EAFS AFAT.
£9 A7 st 4% sEMAE YESD 2
7t A2 s FININATL, 9B FE 0|29
JEAZ e 233 Fd9 434S Adfdde
Fold, olg 2 =9& BHAA Oh et al.
(2006)9 AFdAME JAd £F9 WF 247 9
5 oj7h el A Fo FAA BAE AA A
e, J¢ 759 WF 243 Jehlle Y EYA
A7t AYAA & A fdle 25y A4
et thoFet 2149 w7l Walatr] dEol AAA
A A W AR AR 4 4 W slda
F4 . g2 IS Y iR 2S5 FEL
F Aoln, o viiAe] Aozt 2 ¢ o
A7t 718 S8t 2 + dde o] &4 BAE Al
Alatsict,

olg| gt ztzte] AlZte F2 v FA A A A
(friendship networks 2-& socializing networks)”
£ 402 e YEHA Yo dF dyelgle
o, A4 HEHIY g L8 Adlc oFF Fd
A & ol gith. £ dApdde 73 E =g
stoll A A2 UES A9 Wert T F52] AT
o gt Y v|AeAld dEid FZsn Ut
7ME B9 Aate duhd AR A&EA TR
shevtel 22igl7] ol A F30] fol3t §
B2 A4 AFA7|AT, A ALS) 8 Y, S
iy 4328S FiM Ae2E & e 739
AAEL 4A AeH17t AR A (Griffith et al.,
2003). 2%7] &l B A3 dFEL § 74
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Y59 AFA o It FH L Z&(Hertel et al..
2005: Hollingshead et al., 2002) 2% 49|
£4) (Crampton, 2001) & 7H3 © W9 94 o
EYaE 58 A4 34 FAE FoF HTade
2 AAlska slE Aol

a3e AEHOE TFHE A Uielxe
Ay R G YR2REY A4 5 Aol
ZAste A/ (Trade-off) 7} 718 "ol 22
AgHA FE de HolA M 23 AFAHY B
o Y ERA &3} Apo]7} ZA@cH(Davidow and
Malone, 1992). 4¥td o2 AFHQ ol 244
o g HIESA o] /AE0] oW Y ESAE
BAs fA37] dade AL, =8, AAH 2
o] £agojo} slE2 Z3tn BB F3 YES
3E FEI}AU T2 4 9ZS Ve s
Axn tofg YEHIAE FEde AF F s
Agsor st AR 7Hd #tH(Burt, 1992:
Colman, 1988: Granovetter, 1973: Wong,
2004). ¥ 7HE ©e AAA dAolgte 7144
olxgel §Ag 23 FE(AH, A AL
AAY B4, +94)E B3l g3 A2 Ut
o2 & A st (Sparse) e HIEHAY +
Zo| AEAQ Yol H]sl] WA Lojditie A
Adh(Wellman et al., 1996). &, 7H3 €2 &
49 2o 9F YEHA Ao YR s}
A, 34, AFAH A 20] gadn 494
2 AFYAIA v 4E FRF o2 Y37] wfio
(Sproull and Faraj, 1995)j% Zdo] 949
A8 S B9F o8 AdsiA e Getde Aodd.

232, i HZFo| AFAL ol vlat] AP
g€ 7H © 3% dede ¥ U JEHR Uk
7t 3 Ag AAEL A9 A4 & b Al
a8t AL FANAY T A9 AAo] ofF
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A A2 Aol diste] A&7 £567] wf o] A
FAQ ol v WESD 2% 3 Wt
t$ #A A 4 %ol gldh(Javenpaa and Leinder,
1999: Malhtra and Mjchrzak, 2003). $ivkst
A 7H 2o FALE AR b AeAQ 94,
ME O8 F4, 20 A2 gE 279 AlgE9]
A2 FEE ZAfde FHLE B9 %3
FEF UEYIE st fiAsked AEA
g 2o ofgjgo] 7] gEoldt. Wz, °
HEHZ 2u7t 2255 W5 4989 2
& A9 F79 tEo 72t siQlo] YR-aR
H 53 249 YA FHE sHetA & A
olty, AfA oz A4 YESAS] Y dee A
AFQ e 7H43 F e AALY Pools F
MR ZN 8 ARE FIAZ Aot

Ht & e R

M 1: | 89 A4 YESAT e /M8 ©
9] 43k Ao BAE 7H Aol

3.2 2|2 o7iAM(External Bridging)2}
g Anjetol 24A|

YENZ WA o B2 7l 7h54E 7Hge
2o Y EQA Yo o B2 724 39 (Structural
hole) & 73 ddhe AL AAJT. +23 39
2 A2 AZ5A e PAAFD)E 2l EAE
£ 723 NES 9njgt. A B, C 37} A<
o, A-B, A-C7} 27 #A1E 23 3, BY Ce
NE ddgo] A o A B, C& o|FoAe
Y EHR 724 Fee] 4714 €} ojd B, C
9 Y&t AEsa e AZF F2A 39 HA7)
g2t &, 7324 29 A2 Ay Q45A &
EFARY 94348 2 de JAE Tag

Zodstod L 382 1% 20094 2%



b "e| XAMYIEST, IT £8, 4o} 2iel Aol M3t AT M2| HESI 24 FueR

(£54. 2005).

Baker(1990)& 727 2w 714 71Qle] A2

dZo| gd ARES 2T JEE YgoR
A7 & 328 & dda 343 |9 2e #
A9 Burt(1992)€ 83§ AL /o] 7z

e vESZS 714 B9 2=t ol il
o] A&ste AlEY teidolgtn Bt o] F
Z23 3o Ae Al 329 oA 2 (Tertius
2] Mark Granovetterd] "9fg
2] 3 (Strength of weak ties) 743 2 23
&k (Scott, 1991). ©]EL BF UE7} Folxd
RS FEAF 7l TP H S A4
ql.g].‘—- a HQ. 7].7.}1;}

ol =g A FEoe A ¥A, 7z
A 3UE ol 7 Qe FELEY §e 1%
A G THLEY Foll vlste] H2RE ] v))
7FsAel o Eoa 7 + e Aolg. o
ot AAe 789 FEg AW, A F44
£9 FFAY PA= A P99 YdHHoe
g & 2AAd79] dutd Ad & e Aot
(Borman et al., 1993).

7H dE A4 JHH oo u]F2H AFH &
e Ay 744 NHAE9 %‘-r o7t AEAQ
ZA o vlg] F o] WEshA FEH da, AN
o A@do] Z2E o d FAoE FAUL
o B¢ WANTE T4 JiQlo] drht goksl
ARG AHo W] 28 & et 98 o
o] 437} 49 & A& Aolt}. g 9% vj)
A *&@—3‘ AA e WEHZ dAYSE 7H 99
XA BY, A FEAA i3s3l

*'S"‘é“] 25 /M 99 At 4
2 5 Ads Aol /M =% & + g

gaudens)

g-_:

BUSAT ni3sA M1Z 20094 28

M 20 | 429 724 3Ue MY 9 43

o B9 9%E vld Aol
33IT 882 =2 Xg

M B9 71eA] QZete FHYEY A3A
g5 Adste 7123 ARYANA ol
7V 9 X Ff 2 o W& 23 (Coordination)
< HelM e AAA HESAE T &84 A
U E Ahste Ao] Aot 13y B
R 71 E d7AEe M 99 F8 840t
BR7|EC)71E AR, o v & AHgsheTt,
drht AH8sH=7H7HE Frequency, Perception)
ool w2ty 7ME 8ol At A, Ao 43S
dethe 4-& 7423 Malhotra and Majchrzak,
2004: Lin et al., 2008). &, 7} o] 71&9
AREHN ZFHHAATL, 71E0] 7M3 Hol oy
FEFE A A g 22 FA] Zasite Ao
o} 22 WetelA Hagel® Armstrong(1997)2
BEI|e Q82 AFEEC] 33AE F £ UES
A AFdhe FL U B v gl
718, ge3lodA A a7t ARee 433
&S FAste 4TS AT Fh Aggo A}
g5 &t ?‘Iwr‘-—l?ﬂ 184S BAske AL opY

g Aolth FUAEE ARUANEE 98 1A}
3 7] r&—?&-s— zﬁ+s}xl o A4 4583 B
o 7243 #AP UEYD P9E AAS| 1 7]
£ g £ %ﬁ}t ol geigl7] ol

ol By ugeg I M E dFe
729 714 249 FPYEY A3 YEYA
Atolol] 2324 Fpt ZAdths Hd FE8a
AtHRulke and Galaskiewicz, 2000). ¥&¢
7H | AT olsrEol FA) st e He 4%
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Moty - 434

At g AF8 Y ERAY B3It BE A3
d@H oz Agste Aol i, A, 71EA
Agd gz g2 Z3E 2 5 dde Ao
(Argote et al., 1989, Shaw, 1981). o|d L&
dlojg}t 2 ARUA I Al 2HY AL © FF
9 71£3 43¢ Jehle F4% X E2 HFd0
(Maznevski and Chudoba, 2000). ¥, ITE
ol gl AFANE FdstuA & o IT &&34
T4 7o ARS|A BA Atolell A3 ALl 350l
FY AFME AZFHAHFNSF 9, 2008). A
AL YEYI NS FHoE sy, IT #3
S FAog shufo) mabd 2 Azl Ao]7t 9l
< F 9oy 29 AL JFAARE dF3ke o
o Yol VES A} IT Aol F93 F52-89|
A gda IS 9, 2008).

B Ao € £39] IT 4ol & 498
o] g9 (Groupware), LEFXYA 25 (GSS)
53 2 PA=TEMY AR AFEH
v} 4] (Communal Computer-mediated Communi-
cation) & dvh} &&= 715 9ol o5 §
deTEAMe 2FAAQ e FHEES 79
g 27t RolA dx ofo|tjol & AEEAU,
o A AR S SAY, A4 H2S AT dY =
N2 2AN7E 98E @ch(Maznevski and
Chudoba, 2000).

thoket AFH 7] vjAo] &L sl&H A
BA5Agd g3 TR AWE AT T A%
Aol A FA4 Aol ZE vjHd FAE L7
& £48 Zzse A, A F23} o] &(Social
construction theory), Al8|E FBAE &
(Social information processing theory), t°]
5 24d0|& (Hyperpersonal theory) 5% %4
o2 e FAFY THLE AFHE 7t ojAzt

86

Tt o A2 AB-EMA FRaBE 7hedt
A gz A9 (Walther, 1992 Walther et
al., 1994: Warkentein et al., 1997, Wiesenfield,
1999). o] g #de) oshd, AFH 7% vfA
42 Jd THLE Aol A4S ¥,
A e E548E /MM, F o F5E BA
A FRadg FAANG FEeY A2 g5
o] AFATA g =AE A} e TAE
AAGT e, o5 AAH A2 AZ4E 7}
7o M 9] B3 AEo| AREE Alele ARYFA
A ¥ (Communication frequency)& %7H17]
1, 924 258 F7Mga 4 d

2o wolx, 71-48H2006) eQl/exeR
o 35 AFA olgke M Fdtdd Mol 34
& exelele] YEYAE 7= vhd 7H8A
3 A4 223 87L& o7lv] #4slo]l A A
oA FEEE A8 34 ¢ AR A9dd.
ol g =9 & Qlo] B Ul - YellA FAshe A4
Y ES)Fe] Fapidoletes FHo Aslq & o,
Y AY JEYIE 54 g5stn, FH3
3, ARshe A4 Ado] /Y £E AU v
Tex gn g F79 dFo g 3] ddMe
AR A YESAE Fste TEAAYU A
FE 7ke) oA E8o mebr © FAHU0] 2
e vEY Y 3y} debd Aolge F8LS 7}
SaH @, wety ° S Y IT $890] 8
F2 A4 YEAA/} § 4T vlAE ERE A
2 22 g g 9ogete /MHE =2 T 5 UG

99 2o E9E uger e ¥ A%E 2
Aok 24 YESZAY FH7t 9 71€AA A
8 IT €89 9sle] 24E Aojgke 7MIE &
sl

ZASIOIT 382 H1% 20094 28



7h Eel ZAUEST, IT €2, 42t 2he| 2o s A7 AR UEY3 BAE Fdc=

M 3" S2e [T $4e A4 YEHA 9
S 9 A3 uAE JPe 29%
Aolth,

7Hd 4: © £33 IT 842 A4 YEHA9 +
24 gwo] © A v)A = JEE 2

A¥ Aojg

V. g7t

4.1 A7 o A X2

2 979 F30] 7H4 2 Hatet BEE Ao
71 W2 7H 89 £4e /M 92 A7 oA
o2 aud. diF&e 743 8 8% (Hybrid
virtual team)©| 7F% d¥HAQl Pejolng £ A
Toll e 73 (Virtuality) ol 2he &40 %3t
© U de 24 49 94" dA 9 24d
EEH ZEAE g A tdes ARG
A4y Z2AE Y2 QA Ho|n(ZRAET} g5
A 44 di#¥), ¥%%(non-routine)#o]v
(DeSanctice, 1994), #4] A el 54
(Hansen, 1999: Larsen et al., 2002: Yuan
et al., 2007)& 7HA 3 ok, E=3 AFAHQ ol
Hlsle] FALEC] M2 & 24 Tl 4
< AY, M2 & At 42 &k, € 74
Ho| ZZAE 72+ Yo W37 = o (F54<
WH4l), & Abgo] Al o 7o Z2AE
#ol gtofl el de] A7 B3 g, QE
e B¢ AR ZAF 2ol ot Ao EE
o2 AR E2AE ALY g2 (1) § 749s
o] YA AL, ZeAEV} gEH a4

Zadstodl xi3gA M1E 20094 2%

2o 54 SA(YAA AgEA), (2) A2 o
g ¥AY b2 239 AlgE, 2 9dF A& A
o] 3 9 TN (E3A 7158 d¥A),
(3)4%E FHYEL U A4y, g v
A 2RI (A 2F, Al 4, 28a
(4) 3 Atgho] FAld 3 ZRAE L& E
ste(ZA9 £348) 5 7HE B9 £4d 2 1%
dta it 71E& AY AFoME o9 2L 5
A& A IT 718z #dd =24 E A4Y Hoj
71 B9 A7 AME Aoz dFd vt o
(el: Duarte and Snyders, 2001: Fiol and
O'Connor, 2005: DeSanctis and Monge, 1999).

AR HEYZ BAE A% B AYAA AF
FYE A8 5/l 22 A4E Al JdYEE
ZHE AT Yz AT A 71 Bokon, §
Z 712X (1) Z2AHE ¥ Fox YL o
Bog g HESA ZAL diF 27 £F9] ¥x
(2) & 42 29Y " (Roster) B ZZAHE A3}
dojgjel] gt A ¢2 SR, SdBE TZAHE
Y " HEE ugos F 27070 AEA 4
AAHESIA AeHglen, 7 Z2AE g
AE25E A I AE AL U F2E A
Aok, A 7hee AEA 3 B e (Social
desirability bias)& A7 Hstdd AHFEA |
(1) 7AJNAQ g5 Adl I7/HHA @E Helv,
(2) BAH 54 olge Ad AHHA E5T 45
=g

2709 A&A FolA 211709 HE 32 &8
oy, A3 HEYA AL 95l € g9z
80%9 T4de] 7S A %< 29 39719 H
ol & BAlA Ao F HFHZ 17299 /)
At 42749 © ©919] dolHE FMo A8l
o B4 AlgE RE g2 UEY3A B4 93
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o FA99 80% °l%e] ¥=E e, HFA
o2 g 37 $7HEL 81.5%°It

SRS AL 25MdA 4THE n2A X
sglen, B A% 34.3240|cHEEH A} 4.08).
28 732 1344 233702 $EH%en, B¢
5 712k 71308 eIt EEHAL 4.493).
Ao el A 1399, o4 33902 4
gqon, Ade w2 g HF2 gl ez
Uelsith. (E 1)< $HAe 44 g 7154
& B33 gl

vi T2AE go] pAUL H4 39N Ao
108742 ®¥38lx glon, AFE #4449 £ 4.71
W (EFAA 1.6)0lth. T2AE 7|2Ee 174€e
A 16708714 £¥3ln glon, HF T2AE 7|
7+ 6.95 Aot} (E 2)& BAd AH4H =2

(1) SEU 5S4 A 22

AE Yo| B4 tht 7% EAE RelFT}

ARBUYENR EHds ¢l Y EHA(Socio-
centric network) #4713, olF4l HESHA
(Ego-centric network)®A17]\§o] gic}. & AF
dME o] F 7FA 71 & 5 ARt ¢4 o)
Ef3 $4L J2 2% 328 A MEY2
e AE AEdte At en, ol HES]
A 9% 74 (External bridging) A4S A
Z3ted A

WA, &Ad Y EYA(Socio-centric network)
2N B d A 3L 2337 Zo] Y EYA
M7t BEd] Feojd A9 Aed 5 den, o

H

(2 2) Z=28E & B4 9 &%

32 78 uE 73]
Female 33 19%

Ay Male 139 81%
Total 172 100%

<25 | 1%

25-30 32 19%

30-35 69 40%

o] - [35-40 60 35%
40-45 6 3%

>45 4 2%

Total 172 100%

1-5 63 37%

5-10 69 40%

10-15 3l 18%
Rl 15-20 5 3%
20-25 4 2%

Total 172 100%

Junior Consultant 17 10%

Senior Consultant 119 69%

A9 |Director 32 19%
Partner 4 2%

Total 172 100%

P& F& LIS F40]

3 11 26%

4 8 19%

5 10 24%

g9 29) 6 5 12%
CEZL S ? i %
8 3 7%

9 2 5%

10 1 2%

Total 42 100%

1 1 2%

2 2 5%

3 2 5%

4 4 10%

s 5 12%

6 7 17%

7 6 14%

Z2AE 7|3 9 2 5%
(29 ) 10 3 7%
1 3 7%

12 2 5%

13 2 5%

14 I 2%

15 | 2%

16 | 2%

Total 42 100%
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7hat Bl XINYIESIT, T 88, M1} Zhe] Zjo] 28 o7 AlE| HESIR EME FHoR

ESlA o &3 744 ol 5o] A3 BYE A
SHANA AA G Zzte] AFRETe] #A of
g ddo AR =S st el T
g 7o) 103018 SRk 999 AlEH
o HAE B AR 25 dgsloo} g, £
SAYESAE FAMs7] A A4 YEHZ
ol &3 7499l 80% o9 S7/E Bojoput &
o 714, & 99 #44 471 108029, AHojx
8% o4l SFS dojoput | FEelA st &
Adgz A3d 4 9o, 89 vtte] g &
A 8 A% BE dojgHe BAdA AYse AL
940z g,

AotFA 9] YIEY A (Ego-centric network) &
A718-E AAA 4™ AE AFee AHY
o]5< A3 Ax% st A(Name-generating) &
2, ZAtaA st A AZ2E 7 A9 HE
H32E Fshe B eld. 53|, 723 3N &
S A e zoksA HEY 2| AZ2Ho gle
g2 P (Alters) 7S] FA M E &H
A7t S5 st oF doh(Burt, 1992).

4.3.1 SYRF

(1) YES A 2= (Network Density).

£ d4oM FHste EYAY 8 A4 Y
EflZo|th, £ AT e Burt (1992)¢] ¥yE
g2td A4 YESA TEE AW ¥4 WS
ol st FHsAt NE FEASE HEA 4
e 2449 AIRED drfud 25 83 )2 o]
U ZEE g53tn adstert? ge 53 HER
TRAE A A2 SHIt T "ol 10%0]

A5t x3s M1= 20094 29

g, 7o AAEL FLE A7 s} 939
FAA(EQ A9) A el ZF digsteiol
gt YEHA 952 £2367] YeliM HA AR
o o TR YEHD ¢ vjEYA2 A
T #A9 Ao we} 07 19 Fo o] &3} 3
tH(Dichotomized). 281 sjEZ 29 W9 %A
e 5Yst A1717] fste Ao o2 (Symmetries)
st 22l WEHA B =T 39 shii
UCINet 6.0 2ZESJo|E ALl g ¥ Y EY
3 YEE AEE9.

(2) #24 349 (Structural Hole)

Uubxog 7 FWe Y ELA A F(Network
constraints) 22 3@ Burt, 1992). °|d,
Y ESA Aol & PA7} e P2 Fg 2
E T2A A%E u|gdt. gty YEAI A%
o] ¥E4E 124 WL i €Ed. &, 72
A 39 = - EHA Afoz FEET

£ d7dME 8 59 723 39S S8
Aste], AA AE S Ao} YEHI(Ego-
network) < £4 Wi AHsie] 7§Qlo] Ale]
9 95 AFEED Aoy FE n¥S i 2
DE ARES AA SIS 3 o2, UEYZ U9
02 YA} zbe] FA EA R diE oA AR

€ ez ZSAY. I #FY 723 3
WS AEe] M 9A AU FEAAY A4
YENASY 724 WS F34F F o8 °§ FF
o2 B FAEAY. F, @ 59 723 Fo]
e L g9 7950 HFHeE g gy
7498 Bu o 52 945 i E grstan gl
te 2 grjg,
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4.3.2 584

g A3e 99 1Y) FHHLE AG3te
2o A#HE oujdiv], g FAHLE] drpt &
9 M5B L Tt 7ol WEstn TS B9}
o $Asdn A7 3= 7t P 3%
& Lurey and Raisinghani(2001)¢] @7
A AR 7P | A 3 28 ARG ©
Aol £4& g©Ate A ZH(Perception) S 7%
02 F AEZAE 4NN, B 34 ¥5
o g AL YAE(Likert) 58 I =8 A3}
Act.

4.3.3 2AW%¢

IT 42 g FFA 74950 99 #92
FY37] gt Feht FEAAQA AFE 7]t
WAE g4edert2 FA8Ad. 33 =7e
Maznevski and Chudoba(2000)9] =78 & 4
o] Aol oA ¥Esle] AHE-ESiTt

4.3.4 BAES

g9 A7le M B HALY £AE 9uidd,
8o @77t 318 5, ZARAY A3 g
(Social Loafing) #17} S7tst7] &l © 43
o %49 9%L ne ez ¥A Ut
(Latane, 1986). =8, ¥ %9 HEHD ¥
o 4L Z F A7) Y&l B 2717F A3t vlH|
£ 9% SAse Ao] uigAsidan ddsd.
(E 3)& a5 234 39 2 3y S
89Fg Zlojt},

90

V. 24 ¥ 21

5.1 AETe HS

2P AFL AzE, 4 gYE, 9 ¢
BT 52 FHal7] Aot & AFdMe YE
93 ¥FE AYS 9 AAH(SUBPF) Y 24 ¥
Ql IT &(CCMC)dl tg Mdo] B&3 349
AeA A% 8 a7t dd. =Ty 74 A
B EE A YA (F 4)9 Zo] 9434 8
AENE A&, &4, YA dAEE £33
71§35t Asulet e9E A& AR HUE0]
Azste @ 420.92). € 59 IT 2£(0.89)
9 g€ ¥ Az e FF85

T3 2 Ao BA9 gejE o $£Folng )
A FEM £33 gs ° FFoE Fdse A
o] Elgd AE Adey] o Jdd Fx
(rwg) & BE51AT. £423 #d HUE 2%
Ad ) 2= Ag7 25 90§ Aoz Jehdd
(& A% rg: 0.96: IT 24 1yt 0.92). o]& A
Qo] Hrig "ol Fia e ks Aol 9
F79 AE YHE £ A BAFY. whi)
A, A FFod 54 IT &4 =2 &
Fog FAsle Aol & £F9 IT E45E2 A
A e + J&S BAFEY

mAlgee REWMAS H FER FY @ F
ARBA BAE AAAY. (R 5 RE 9T
W4 ko] ARA ¥4 A3E Jehid,

5.2 74 AZ

2 d7dMe 7 A5 A%kl SPSSWIN

AUt xy3sA M1% 20094 28



7he Bl XHUESRT, IT 88, 40t 2io] o] L8 A AlE| HIERS E4E FHe2

(£ 3) ¢l xR o 9 53 oY

LS =34 39 2 23 ¥ #a 93

HES D JelA A2 7153 2RlY $3M AA 9429 219 7} [Scott (1991)
A 8k o &

WEND | WEYD Y% A4 k

9% glg-1)/2
- 4 939 gald &
- Ad L £
Mol HESR A Bl R gl FA7) Bop 'F80] =718 o], |Burt (1992)
724 39 = |EYD A%es 34
| MIESIZL A} 24
T Cy = (Pif + qua'qpm')z " (¢ q#ij)

o714,
pi = i9 B F jtel AHAY A3e) FAL B9 vg
Zapichei= I7F j8 AEE Ydl 7 429 () AE v E
(1) %59 oAEH, (2) ololte] PAoly =& oAt (3) &4

IT 88 A, (4) AFHE JALES FalM 2Fdoly, ¥ =F. £ AP |Maznevski & Chudoba
oAAA A9 Al2E] (GSS)% 2 FEAAY AFE 76t oA = 4 | (2000)
o 246171
7 "o AEC] (1) Lok 5ol wEAEr (2) Fol2 3¢ Z z !

TEY | & 1Az eusl @) 430 B REE BEARE, (@) [ & Reisinghand
&S Bl apalo] wrAEgictn A2} =7}

12.05 83t WAzte) ARBA 2 33748
3L A (E 6)2 8 759 YES=
£4& SUNSTR, IT 885 zdsastn /M
H A%E F5Ase @ AA4 FAEN Zde
et

7H 12 AA MEA D Y 2= © A
sote] Ao #F Aot a7, EHD U
€ Y EHAS 37)9 FABAT} EATT. ety
2 @M E 29 3718 BANSTE 299 23
ARG 24 23 9 A7) 8 Ao frold 9%
2 VAR gger), § 2718 $AE Folx A4

HUshAL x3gA M1ZE 20094 28

dEgae) A ) Do 28R 3 Apojo
2% A% WA} et ok A4 WEg A
e W A= @ 2719 BA glo] 2o Azl £
o3 Be| JBL e AL Yoldt o)2A,
A9 ) A4 WENZS Do} 44 A Apo]
o He| WA} 2AT Rojeke X A 44 1
e Ag=gi.

M 2% A% T Qo) FuE Aad B
Ao, £ A7 7MoE ° 74950 & 9%
29 o A4 YENIS ¥4 852 Yo 3
34 478 22 Aoz dasdd 2dyu
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(E 4) 20F4 23t (n=172)

29
T n ET- S
g A3 ITE% 9=
SUBPFI 0.930 0.242
SUBPF2 0.917 0.228
SUBPF3 0.907 0.323 0.320 f200
SUBPF4 0.820 0214
CCMCl1 0.206 0.900
CCMC2 0.140 0.891
0.890 0.920
CCMC3 0.292 0-.8_6{)
CCMC4 0.355 0.800
Eigen Value 4.008 2218
% of Variance 50.097 27.730
Cummulative 50.097 77.828
Percentage

F 8953 Y- 7% 292
B AW Kaiser A11317t Sle 2829

' HESA HS4EL YEND AP ot 0~19 FA2 HEHeR 28 H9HA &&

( b) #e| g2 (n=42)

HERZgs | & 37 |FzHa9]  TEs
HE9I LT
g 37| —(0.390%**
FEH Zul -0.011 -0.061
TEE -0.033 0.084 -0.029
A 0.397*** -0.084 -0.073 0.29*
*p<lls T p< 05 T pll0l

W3 g2, | 59 724 UL g9 F33
Ao APAY 9FE WA GRHER 1~2
3 4). 724 393 IT 49 4374 597}
28 AF Yo ¥ #AE YRl 3
(28 5). o|2A4 7Md 2& 71Z4H Y.

714 33} 7Hd 4& AT £F9 IT 849 238
o g Zolth, BN Ae & FFAMY IT
43 A Yio Y ENT UL AloldE frof g

92

A3ZE Z37h gl A0E vepd v IT €4
3 722 39 Aolde fog 432E A}
AE ALE YERH(RE 5). o2, 7Md 32
7124901, 7H 4 ARG & 979 2%
= A4 HEHIY Jd FELE0] B WA
st e AH YEH Y 2EE © A
o IT €& wet & Adtd] vA= Z3p7} 2efA|
A @AY, FAY 44 vistn e ¥ AR

ZAUEd 7387 1% 20094 29



7be gel AMUIERT, IT #, 47} 2ie] Aol L8t A7 Alg] YEST 248 S48

(£ 6) 7k o dojol| chEt oA 27124 2o

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 3
B  SE. B SE. B SE. B  SE. B  SE
fEQaUE L11%¥** 040  119%** 044  119*** 042  290* 158  334* 170
* F=3 34 024 050 023 051 -020 049 022 049 508 2.56
B ¥ a7 003 005 002 005 000 005 -0.01 007
C ITZgg 0.26** 0.2  0.68* 040 017 054
YENI L= xIT Z4 061 054 -077 059
P TEH IWITEE 172 0.87
R 0.162 0.167 0.253 0.277 0.371
Adjusted R? 0.121 0.105 0.177 0.182 0.241
AR 0.005 0.086 0.024 0.094

A gEdig B BARS: C 2AMS D) 24ES
. p< N . p< 05; en p<01

HENZ &3 (724 39) ° FE4A49 IT
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Knowledge Networks, IT Use, and Performance in
Virtual Teams: A Social Network Analysis*

Ayoung Suh** - Kyungshik Shin***

Abstract

A virtual team is defined as a group of people that works across space, time, and organizational
boundaries with links strengthened by the diverse computer-mediated communication media.
By forming virtual teams, people can easily collaborate with other people and acquire
information and knowledge from anywhere and at anytime. However, managing virtual teams
is far more challenging than managing traditional teams because ad hoc virtual teams may
engage in a lower level of social interacts and supports than their counterparts in face-to-face
environments. The problem of how to manage social relationships among virtual team members
to increase their performance is considered to be very pivotal and still remains unsolved.

Through the lens of social networks, this study examines the following specific questions: (1)
to what extent should ad hoc virtual teams maintain internal cohesion: (2) whether do virtual
team members external bridging ties guarantee the higher level of team performance: and (3)
how does IT play the role in balancing and harmonizing internal cohesion and external
bridging ties for increasing the performance of a virtual team.

We investigate these questions with the specific type of social networks: the knowledge
networks which contain knowledge or task-related intelligence in the networks. These knowledge
networks contain the collective competencies that enable organizational members to produce
products and services. By examining the influence of knowledge networks of virtual teams on
their performance, this study aims to reveal how to manage knowledge network among members
to maximize the performance of a virtual team.
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The contributions of this study are three-fold. First, we conceptually clarify the properties of
knowledge networks that individuals maintain within and outside their work groups: network
density and group-level structural holes. Next, by integrating social network theory and CMC
related theories, we develop a theoretical framework linking knowledge networks, IT use, and
team performance. Third, we examine the interplay among the research constructs and elucidate
a complex phenomenon in relations to the forming and managing knowledge networks of a
virtual team, which is in short supply in the current literature.

The proposed model was tested with 172 consultants and 42 virtual teams in 5 global
consulting companies in Korea. The study found that increasing network intra-group network
density was crucial for better team performance. On the contrary, increasing extra-group
structural holes decreased the team performance, contradicting the prevailing wisdom. The
most important standpoint is that the effect of knowledge network of virtual teams varied
along the level of IT use that is related to communal CMC such as group ware or group
decision support systems (GDSS). This study is meaningful in that it examined how to manage
knowledge network by integrating social network theory and computer-mediation communication
theory, and by analyzing the moderating effect between knowledge network and IT use in the
context of virtual teams. Based on these findings, the study suggests that optimal knowledge
network configurations to maximize the performance of a virtual team should be considered
along with the IT use.
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