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L7} o] FolAl = AKE & 9 HAA HH 09] iy
AellM e Eojol drha FAetn, Fok(field),
49 (domain), 2la 7§91 (individual)2] Al 7}
2 3o Aaago ofs FAQ AkEo] U2t
3 3Fth. Sternberg®t Lubart(1995, 1996)&
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e 5ol AuHER FoA Apdie 5L
¥ ow amHstoiol grpa Algkelivh. wg
zo Aoy Ao Fajd Hzuy 2o sh}
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2.1.2 A=4 A

Aol Felde] g & g2 HIPges
A Mansfield & Busse(1981)= #9482
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o FEIAT. o5 HAEA FIAE v
7] 98l auctorivezts &A1& AHgstd, 4 &
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B He B A2E A4 se A
A}, ok 719le 42E BT 1 ATl o}
2 Aigle] A& 4EE SN o4l e

ZARNY L ZRA 2 B 71 e
Aoy} 220 &) gtzE + Slvke A &

& 3ok st} (Leonard & Swap, 1999). 5.
MAEAR S Este] A5 et e} #e
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A, A, 259 da 59 7ee Ad
E}jl_ o‘j 5}—; o]r/} xx];d—_q/ﬂ oﬂ:rL‘— Amabile
(1988)°l ofaf A&l om, HQlz 20| AA
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Aol A Ak, 27 FoAd tgt that
AA9 Ao "gAgo] A7|E JTHEHY B,
2002). =g AHEAY 54 A|2EHlS o] &dte] F
ol #AIE adstaat & wo] whee] 7|AH L
2 dlgE Ze o] ot A 2]l AHEAL e
3 AlZEI ] 7]l Agete] AR 3 EA oA
Aoz FAE HEsteS ste o vt HE
Q1 Aol o3t Aol At S A v 9l
HGiaccardi and Fischer, 2008). £ Aol
gz o= "AE 94 (digital creativity)
T3 A MY B onlsty o]& 7
FE 7kl HEm o], a2jn ¢r]vke] QlEYl
9 g dAE SseA dske THJAE
A7} B F= Adxe g FofA dukg ofn|gtt
(Wands, 2001).

2.2.2 3o 3

JrdRAE 714l ARG dFE v
ol arERAe] e 53 FaF A
BA A arag e At we dFe it
Ford(2000)& JAHARAZ}F 2ta Qe Beld&
A7H8 (novelty) 3 714 (value) A€oz &3t
1, ol A 7l 9FE MAE 2dE0]
AR EYdoge e AFHoR BT
webA il AEPARR stelg ATt 7H]

o UlF LT A%AY FAS WA S oIx2
AR FRe AR ¢ Yee ¢ 4 Yk E
&, BIYE woldE ARAY 249 w2lo] 4
e Q7] QA ol o] 24 GelA =
#EA @ ok 398 A0S Hgoz o

Aok sl wepd 394 A9 AT S A6
A7 Gest e B4 AGeld A 24 L

HYStoIT M38A HM22 20094 42

EF ANE A0 BN AZE ofoldelE
2290 4349 2%E @ 98 F0ea9)
A LAE Bk AotHEHd F, 2002)

~

o2 oA (diversity), A4 (autonomy

A
A
oJA (redundancy), 924 (connectivity),

A (flexibility)©] Ut 3 (diversity)S #<
Al 224 A8 fal ookt ARES AlSst
1, o5 MY WS EFde AL LIt} o

Aate AL w3ttt d9dA (redundancy)S AL
oA, ARV oo} g ZAIE o2 FA A
sdstele & Lot AZ4 (connectivity)

& 7498 el MEAAE T4 e
QA mFSE BEHA ANHEEL g {914

2249% wa

. CIXEEAE

2 AT Agtes tAE Fefe el
AEHold AgHtn sPgath o7 e
AR A 257 obd tAE e AE (digitalist)
g oulgth gAY AES YrEHd Atug
HEG = Ao A7l FaA=
dAET 3, AEEorE gAY A4 7)uke

w5} A51E ol Aoz 1 A9

fr o o
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UAYHAEs} BASH BT Be Bodel 8 9F 49 A, BAS A2%n AEL 483 2
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T BokR I Sk 7189 AT o 2ES AR E F e sl HasA~
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g A @] Tl BAE st E4] 7b Z2AQ gu|R AL BRE AFS EFshe
2 st FuAel heWHe 2% Az g ubdd grge|2EE O W)t dEY. £ o
g, gAY gL gAgd Atusg oAl A P = 2ZAQ sl obhd AAR 719 Ul
271kl A gae] Fesith, FdAR A gREE ok ARldA TRl JRE &7
5(2004a,b)& 71&4 AP E Ve 2ok A - FYHoR FYste AXZEAE YA~
AZ fdstn e #83 AE2ES AAsle E(Digitalist) 2 F9@th. AdA 5(2004a,b)
TYHoR Aosta glon 7led FAe FAZ L HABEA2EY x| Ao A T

ANSAT. B3 AeAE e (E DI 2o B3
AU o] (engineer), = AFdME (E 1)< Al™(Simon H. A.)

H 258 %] A E (techologist)
A AREE 7E Fobd

re, i

Wt AARER ohid 484, @i, AG WA AL GAAPRAS Bgew, dAgd
AE XD 224 uio. U9 Foge & 2Ee NARWA PALAE AT, o
& 1% AQE deld UAY B3 el & thedl (X 29 2o,

o 1 8 4
a2 AT o}2l e GAdskA] ke w4, 718, e 4o AHE ] 22335171 (conceiving)
BEAY 7130 @3 LE Jbssta B9 AR A4S AEsY) HES] (review)
AU 71312 #xE] 314 317] (analyze)
A 718]dl #g 7hHed B otoltol & 4] otoltfo] 437 (producing ideas)
t] o]} ofo|tfol & AT F (& wWkA] BT AV et 9471317] (deferring judgement)

THI A Foid)
(ranking & ordering)

M e golz 394 ooltols 573 &M Heda]

AU 718el diste] oA Alatelr] AA¥e17] (calculation)
Hobr ZAG 718tk ZAe) &9 E5& 58] £3}3}7] (incubating)
gapelely 2dof o3 EAY 7135 F3e}7] Z33817] (synthesizing)

AAHE olelt]ole] 71 & HTslY] #e+é}7] (judging the value of ideas)
FAU 7180l gt S-S <14l 912 3}7}Hrecognizing)

234 &Y 7317] (judging the
resultant solution)
B8] ale] Al FHsteAE A5 Y Z3}7] (verifying the solution)

HH A A& ofoltjol L} dH I AL ES| 2| A} A2E3817] (communicating)

Vsd, HA, A7 a9 BAN A dy Fb)

ol
| o2

i

ko)

462 ZGSAT 738 H2E 2009d 4¢



L

.

A
s}

°

Ly

T

94l 34

s
o

0|

}

kel
pl

9
AN 275

[e]

OHQE
]

TR

pud

A2

I3

L

[¢)

a2 7+

Zoll
5

+ol

0|

Al
~

af

9

g3

ARl o
FxA ALz T

v

g
oA

L

[¢)

R

YFEZolA THel CIXE &Y g oY
T
I

T

HE

(g

gAEade A4

T

-
bes A7)

0|

A
ABA Abar, ddeA B}

ks

A
o
[¢)

|

UAEZ| 2E9] ALAY A

LA 7}

=

L

T

463

. E.Tu

ﬂﬁiﬁmiﬁwwq%d.ﬂ%
1R .%ol T W oOF N X : -
T W L W E o R oA y ) )
FE W AT m e P E P e i
o oE Woop o B e O ® )
W B A, e E X p
= | ﬂiﬂ%d.iﬂﬂo#e 4r = 3
R T A S = o
[nred Fe) —
N R R ST : do
o e B Z LW o T Y ol NN
- B oo T e e
"o do yy W W mlrm Y fia |5 o
FExg=0" g2 " - = | <
ﬂ%ﬁ.q q]J.?H TS - N = | Al :
2 TR R e UE ol I P B e )
ERR R I R e e
S ™ RO B AR T T
o W _ _ oo B o | °F o
EREE RPN g B o B 2 T | ||| o | 2
o] o Eo E._ o- - (S ol RO = = o | F s of o | 7
S " == 0 T W o i =T |m | M| G || E
2R P = gl oo X R0 S I g Rl i g i
X G B v BT BN = & T | or o | =0 | o ® | i
oo oz N 2D wr n s = do | — o | o
o Mz T % < ol Kl B R R AR
AT < B Q)T W oo ol A Dlad | o | o | o o
W o m® oA TS BT g | CHES | X
ﬁrﬁr oy o | oF | 2= | R
m_ ea | oo | T | o | <1 N o
= | = ! -
5 = * o E el I R IR e A E Y R R el
B RS | e R = i ~a o EK L WS || RE || R | |oF D
/) =r 7 ..J,l].l‘.ml E|=_ ‘cllﬁ o ﬂ,ul
) L.V.]q_oux77o_1&eﬂo K o | = | I = 9 | | =
e 2 o oF Rl O s u} RE| oW | K| W o Mo | & | R = <
.b_ly = A~ J_AI,L.QAEL ~N | BN &o
i W8T =10 o~ T;oL | B | =
ﬂﬂ;ﬂdﬁoi.ﬂlﬂo o o) ULL_OHTZTﬂWdﬂEX
ar oy Fowo KXoy op o M | = o || T e
ooy e 4" U T RO| 2| T | oF | 1 | oo | o | ol o) S
HTEITTERT i ot I ol O I Rl Bl -
%ﬂ% W o Wo5s B il ol R Bl e e i
Wode oar @ o0 B RT Y F R || =0 |z || | = (= 2|
ﬁr@ﬁ%.ﬂﬂwﬂ,@rﬁ?. T B | o |58 | A | | % | = | AT |
~ aJI\_.\_
%ﬂiﬁﬂaAwak%m
m oy FE L rT T A< AlnA S P
R o T RO - e A1 ok a0 | =2 | oF | [ o
T E B ® =[S of [ & | ®RIRC | Ho | = | % | W) | & | =
o g = BN < il = =0 | %o | N M 2 X T
Mo o mp om W P N g B op N = | o | wo N
o ol ®R WA W W B
BT KW ot Mo i
o
o ® oo T gy ooy oar X o | = T S
o mi oo J R o mu oo M K T il AT = W = X
TR T H N T T NE o

T M38H HM235 20094 4¥

4 o4 5o

o

Z:




s,

9

= %9

gol s

[
=

A

L

T

B9 3

=i
=

T ®M38H HM25 20094 4¥

stof

CIAlE
ol &

—

E|

O:

x|

4

7
=]

2y

|

Ls
=

CAE
elAE

(Tg 2) HxE Zodd H

A

HEA

HIEl

[}
TrT

TR B G e W P 5 BB o X
i No Yo fr @ oy A o— T D A =0

‘.mu\_ Eo ﬂWLﬂno‘jl]Lﬂu‘lr‘AhOnU Lfyﬁ
juariy 1,V|L;oZO ~ . lqﬂ‘_Ll o
R R m N LR F
%o S I T T TRCT 5 X B o
~ TOWE of g " o= X S o W5 K
T omwour o g H O ﬂmmoJéLo
— WO T A D . "o
A T R
U X,UI‘._lo Lt ‘ML }.Nﬂ(OOH_E i

~ ﬂﬂ%@?ﬂ,oﬂgﬁﬂ‘qwﬂn%
n o) A R RN T g R oowH
o Ty WmER D Loy B
mw @Hiﬂiﬂﬂmﬂwﬁﬁﬂomfkﬂ
S = > F & N N
= o%ﬁmmﬂm%waﬂmxwmi g Mg,
I 5 iy 3R 2w L o] S owe T R

e ~ ) O o “_Iryloc.ﬂno,._!O
A W B

or I O
s HT T s
T ) o o wo o ! B X ~ X
5 . A 2 WK A B B

AT - ;GO B N
o Ko N B R o o r B ogo N
%0 N T B ol = C RO o MO _.m "
o W ® o T B R S B e

kT mS W WA I EE TR
do o ® WP BE RO W W oop Y W GO K] oo <
oF o) W o Mo Hr Y = Mmoo W
= TO T o) O#E ~ )

KO K — ZLEEOLW.L
MK = RE O m e ofw = <
FE oo N oo I . X T

— 10 ‘M*O O#UﬂOqLO
Ko B ool M W T R W MO of
ﬂIJIAoﬂAO_mA.VH@EJIﬁL_Im_/H TH EM‘UI.H‘_ .

X - w0 LB = m./uor o Ny
Mo R oy n TR x VL S
Bl Wy pEa Ty REIZET_T R
TS -4 T L L EK R o i j
Ma@aﬁmmﬂmﬂmﬂﬂulé SR s ]

=~ T 0 . -— o =
TP maH L p¥EoRL K
s AN I I e KR ol oo X
Mo o XK W oo T o B o %0
X 2 o ) XO — 2 =
olJ = o7 ] =z ol i ™ 1mvE o X T B
SriPr®ExTR L IpERY
ey o — — B o
%%ﬁmmw%mwﬂmad'wmar.aux U
= ® R e X Y s :
— o B _XEEEJ@M/\ i Of
Hoop O oy o o Wy TN B gy
ﬂﬁﬂﬂmﬂ S5 © ,ZﬂLl 0! ,El;o\_
IO NC) G W B B N .
BORH MW R W R o R ol @ o W

464



A2 sAA THol CIX| &tolA SHAL o7

TR —~
ﬂoWW ¥ %o o ¥ o N = W
5 gl n ~o = N o e
o El 2o wo ol mo T
Aol M m] o @ ol o)) X 4@?&%%
w@ o £ T B Mmdr mﬁmo%iﬁﬂﬂ
< 3 mo . N5 o
o || Ty SwPx ©rFEZRMHE
mﬂ.olo#e B quwoﬁe ol EoAEomam
) T
o Rwe T N S e i LN
ELRE EEEL P REER
dmﬁllﬂa o of RO Mﬂﬂﬁw%maﬁu
ERCRRT O N
o} O_E X T _.E > :.; " X 1...A.0 KH o 7
e 716° o X0 <] S <] o 3l B o
re2rl d5L% fopzin
ool m g N o Bl owe B
L deER PEDT mmpN T
il F o X K T =
B Zav ., wawl ZagEedd
= o © o - W e R
LI . R
30 o X e W o o = or < OF
Ml_ = aoRe 5 R e o7 oo oy N
wON T W N N = o™ o)
T wowmon T Y
K
u JORT R : S T
o~ _ﬂ.ﬁ _Mn_ Hmﬁ wnm 5 2 U =l Mo TR ST o 0
™ ol L&adﬂ_nﬁ_ L._W‘%OIu ) ED o
O s EE® AR BT i b
0 mo < £ D s -
,_lrul_,fllIMnﬂ T <A m_ ﬂia
,@m_mwwu(rl,wegﬂﬂﬂ&%ﬂhﬂr%
Jo o MM%Wqu_dﬁ ;o*u_mqpt MuﬂﬂMn
N T ER T E N R W
ﬁﬂﬂuduiﬂJ T oy H R o -
]7q§‘9|&,mdﬂoll;0ﬂbn ﬂ.ol]dﬂ
u%dr:.mﬂy_sl_safur%ﬂ L=
o = BB ot de o 2o W QR
po o A e o
Ml w bill a7 o 3 o o] 3y N oy ° ol ®KE o W X°
zw|| B || 2| ]| < = | |3 ol g L W Ty oo oo B
sallw |l 2| gl D o||® %Mb@ﬂr%%ﬂyﬂa%ﬂﬁﬁﬂg
< = Ea) o RO ™ ' )
USRI SRR aaxoa%ﬁul&%ﬂ%lcrﬂ%}d
i LY B8 1 = T E e,p_oﬁ = Mo . T sy o XO H
&F]%%QW ~ B Yo m%ﬁ
Al SRR« R I N
o o mA vl —~ T
wlfgrsafE el TESY
= 5 - oy oo T W ol
THTH AT TR DD P

465

T M38H HM235 20094 4¥

AAstod



i
tlo

e
o,

SRR
)
Q‘g
Kl

<2

ﬂt
o
o

1 ﬂ“i AHiﬂur

A A 2 5

- N{E
e
ko

o 1

lo
>,
i
ol

ir o =

e AT3Eo] Zrlst tH(Amabile, 1983
Mumford & Gustafson, 1988: Hennessey &
Amabile, 1989; Woodman et al., 1993; Schuler
& Jackson, 1987: Tesluk et al., 1997).
o)A PFol gk W 2 Aks]H Gkl e =
o}, z29 FTE, /9
o, B3/AA 2 98 2dy
. AAHO R,
Aok B2 AT AE w7
o]t} (Woodman & Schoenfeldt, 1989)
9] }\]_:Q‘J/R]E]Eﬂ-o q]z% 7ﬂ7‘40?]
Elis

Mo
oo

Al

-l
1B ont

(]

.7

o my
r
10w, o

)

olgjgt AE

o

o

i
U U
NE )

o
19

B o
oL M N e o ozi fo o 2 B o

1o
o
1o
22

>
-

2 off ol ox mlrl offt
ot
1o,

r o

o A o

o

Mt o on
N

o
3R

tH(Hennessey & Amabile, 1989). Tesluk
1997) 5& A4 A9 fotet TEY NS
TFEot w3t FE Hle] Wbt of@a
At Fo g gAE Adste 49
Aellr = ket FE BT dis] Wl
= AFeord Flolgta FAsAth. whebA
ol ek 7|EATE HAE SR

—

AT
5=

bl

N
==

T
=

r o mlo

i

JE{m
o

)
o

466

Aol ofelst L& HIS AA NS

M 3 OAgege AEg9n ()9 4
BT} US Aol

M 4: OAB8RE dABFYIYT B ()9
JBWAL 9E Rl

Belgel A34 A% A ABE e

£ 99 BF A4S ol Pt AU Yo

W 2 Rool el Qeit FEANG GG A

Hth(Feldhusen, 1995; Osborn, 1963; Glaser,
1984; Sternberg & Lubart, 1995, 1996; Walberg,
1989). w&A & FgA FEzoz HrlEE
7)4\0]1:]. T2 HolAo] Aoz olAuk= AW o]
= B9 fE sfdtobA wf- e HiEet
7H A A 2 Fokd Wi 3
X] 2D e A7 Bt =, N
2 YA e FoAd EA,
21 Bk ol e 54
A2 olg T, &F AES AA
gt 04]3? 1999). %4 BHAE
Qe 23 Hhgof
SO E #HH Foko] 7

of A AdA 849l

ju4

>
-

1o N olft mln

&

o o
o
iy

o

ro o itk
oy FN
)

lo

v
He Oy

<l

9
s

Oﬂ

>
2

> Q8 o
o,

ol ox

. =
=
==

O K R
ol
Ul =

.

o

o
o
=

(<]

HrE
E\‘

|o
mL“L}-ruE
LJ%H—V&

>
o

5

ool

o o
A3

7 5: +)9

ZHSHAT Hi38A AM22 20094 42



Wikl

oL medA 19,

ofilel Pl 1% 5

3

2

1=
=

Zofl
oA

L

T

=]

9

YFEZolA THel CIXE &Y g oY

o
L

o

YAkl 14,

%

1

Z

HE

1

gAto] Bl A

T

3yl el =l

3L
X

!

gl
oY

(2002)

3T
It

29314

1A

A

3 2,

[e]

j=

4

4

st

)

ol o

A% £ 571 ol <

()

g

1 4
el
hal

A
=] O
A49e A

A
g

o
J

o

(1999)°] 7H

e

]

(2002) 14 AR

Z

ﬂo

i gl
ﬂmo

N | 7

L
o mR

Al

=

W
o)

- ofutet: 9%

~

i

> 7

—

W
HE

w

2~
T

]

R

1. webd, o
CEES A

ol ZHEskglet. ol

43

gAggedel g 4

[e]

o +%

o
e A

=

)

g

A

467

WAl E TR 17,

- nleAA 17,
ofulet tiAeld 17

T M38H HM235 20094 4¥

74045tod
o -




fAANE
o 17} clubet
°ﬂ F9F YA

]Oﬂ 2010 T

1%
=
=

THE ©

—o

o

o2 N

&
= 4w

=,
=

=2 rr fr oo

ujrt

Sot
o

o] 2% A4l 3
72 ST o
AMEIE F17 30

S L.

8 S,
r-\oé

o

1

& ATl 29 dge 7 =
g5l 71g ZtRm Aojsle 29 sy
ol AAlo] Yl AsloA © oAl 2
3 Zow 3000¢ie] F9o]
< ANE) A 2

E
s o= v}giﬁ

2 ol

e sl
Jout ¥

asel

(e} I~
s T 3

Vi S

468

Aeas %o}# otolelg )

: JBEE 3000982 4-5

7Kgl olold & ?-e;s}o% S 7 7t gt
2, ohilels WE FHEL AP o o

Sote] 2 AFAA WS HuA g F vl

T2Z3 SAEA A EE B3l /éal AAS
AHA AFPsiact. ofefel (" 4)

oelre] dlAolet,

5ol

7)ol

E

L

T

oo 13

AEs 5}
THE

5.3 7I=&84 ¥
A= LA % 18094e] #
& 56. 3/) A FA 132
o%ﬁ“ﬁ 487 (26.7%) 0.2 FAH9
At A 22,34, B el ARE AR
]7P°]§’i‘3} olxe] ATl

and Todd, 1995)% % (Gefen and Straub,
2000)°] 7HQ1e] A A ARIARE (QTE AL ) o]
g5 vtk A7 Uit old] & dAPelAE
A3 gl diste] 7 S EFe] Ael7t e
AZ FloA|F HAEES AASYrt. BAZ41 A
= 3.549(p<0.355)&2A] zte]7}
3, opulets A

o o]

A7 o4
STHEA
3.3%),

(7
™ %

718

[eln=t

oq
(7
o
2 2

(Taylor

) e ¥
Aoz BHA,

=

e

749

=] OEFO:‘

i

T ®M38H M2 20094 4¢



YLEZOIM el CIXIY oly B4 oFiLZol et 45T

AbEAbE 2RA] ofy gk AREAFETE Fofdo] EA
24 F Ak, BAAH ohutgE o] & A
A 1469 (81.1%)0lx, A8 dHA £3
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B 28 o ¥ fatedrE v¥ = 2.685~4.609
(p<0.465~0.712) M Ao|7} gle Aoz £
ATt

w A7elMe 24 fste] PLS(Partial Least
Square) & AHE38ISIEE PLSE Z¥HE (component)
g 7|ve R dte A o8 4] WE
of ¥ A7|9 @A} ®-E(residual distribution)
o gt a7 Atgo] HlwA 9 AAsa(Chin,
1998), o|&4Ql FxEFd| dg Hrtet SHR
Goll izt 72 Sl & & = 7IHelvHWold,
1982). ¥¥tdoz PLSE 23 Ao AF4E
Z3sl7] Hihe 9<l-olZ(causal-prediction) ¥
e & A5y ol & e 27] dAA ARt
= o] AAstH(Howel and Higgins, 1990).

T 34 50l 2944 = SEgE% T
ANdirel BAZE AQ1-2 BAQ 5ol A
et (Chin, 1998). =l 47l
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A dFe PEe] AT FAHd BN
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2 7R 24 % ARl Z(causal-
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o} 33HtH(Chin 1998).

2 QoA )88 HETE

Adx A2 Ao

(# 4) 29 4 324 Z2¢

YA ~E g A8 e H A 2]

=34 0.881 0.507 0.080 0.064
L RRiALs 0.899 0.490 0.028 -0.279
et 0.884 0.493 0.047 0.012
=7/8 0.847 0.496 -0.186 0.558
oAl 0.847 0.561 0.028 0.504
Qe 0.585 0.845 0.086 0.589
A 2 0.369 0.805 0.333 0.430
opule} -0.074 0.141 0.863 0.350
oA 0.104 0.323 0.872 0.324
e 2 -0.019 0.161 0.895 0.260
el -0.009 0.022 0.017 0.747
e g2 -0.143 -0.128 -0.015 0.738
Zed 43 0.803 0.622 0.369 0.707
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An Empirical Study of Individual Digital Creativity
Improvement Mechanism in a Working Environment

Kun Chang Lee* - Soonjae Kwon**

Abstract

The main objective of this study is to propose digital creativity concept and investigate
antecedent factors influencing the digital creativity. Unit of analysis here is an individual
working in a digitalized environment. This study was motivated by the findings derived from
literature survey that there is no study, in the fields of creativity, focused on investigating
how individuals show creativity in a digitalized working environment. In this sense, a new
concept digitalist” is introduced, representing those individuals who work in a digitalized
environment and possess a certain level of skills dealing with computers in their own works.
In addition, we propose three antecedent factors such as digitalist propensity, digital environment,
expertise fields that are supposed to affect the digitalists creativity.

According to several researchers, creativity is defined as a judgment of the novelty and
usefulness (or value) of something. Especially, individual creativity was emphasized in the
field of psychological research (Amabile, 1982). On the other hand, in the sociological approach,
team creativity was a main focus of creativity researchers. Though these two levels of creativity
need to be integrated, this study rather stresses the precedents affecting individual creativity
because previous studies lack supplying sufficient evidence on this research issue. In particular,
in the context of innovative works, individual creativity tends to become more conspicuous.
In this sense, this study focuses on investigating individual creativity based on the innovative
tasks such as avatar design.

Therefore, we proposed a research model where four constructs are involved - digitalist

propensity, digital environment, expert area, digital creativity. According to the research model,

* Professor of MIS School of Business Administration Sungkyunkwan University
** Full Time Lecturer of Department of Business Administration Daegu University
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five research hypotheses are as follows. Hypothesis 1 is “there exists a positive relationship
between digitalist propensity and expert area’. Hypothesis 2 is “there exists a positive
relationship between digitalist propensity and digital creativity’. Hypothesis 3 is "there exists
a positive relationship between digital environment and expert area’. Hypothesis 4 is ‘there
exists digital environment and digital creativity. Hypothesis 5 is “there exists a positive
relationship between expert area and digital creativity’. Items for al the constructs but
digital creativity were adapted from previous literature. Digital creativity was evaluated by
three experts about design of avatars, websites, and drawings.

Among 320 volunteers, 180 respondents were selected based on their active willingness to
participate in this experiments. Initially they were given 3000 Korean won to initiate there
avatar designs on the commercial websites. They were asked to submit their avatars to
professional evaluators all of whom were administered by authors. To measure the proposed
constructs like this, relevant questionnaire items were suggested on the basis of literature,
and tested against the research model. With 180 wvalid questionnaires from the avatar
shopping mall, we tested the statistical validity of the proposed research model using PLS.
Results showed that the proposed constructs as well as research model are robust and valid
with a statistical significance.

Experiment results reveal that all the five hypotheses are statistically significant. Implications
are as follows. First, there were no studies which attempted to investigate digital creativity
on an empirical basis. Especially, most of previous studies about creativity were centered on
plain creativity in the context of either working (individual/team/organization) or education.
Contrary to this, this study proposes a new concept of digital creativity. Second, we suggested
four preceding constructs which are deemed to explain digital creativity. Third, modern working
environment requires a new type of individuals like digitalist who are supposed to reveal their
intrinsic digital creativity. Therefore, we believe that this study will shed very promising

milestone from which further studies about digital creativity will continue in the future.

Key words: Digitalist, Digital Creativity, Avatar Design
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