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MRAERBWE AR ER, FE2T BEED SHEITX
BT RS XFMAERESNEHGEREEZ L, flW.
H BX M (Internet) , £ A B (Intranets) . £V {8 B ( Extranets) , %
&G % (Data Warehouses) | H1iH E (Knowledge Repositories) . %
¥ #E (Data Mining) . #f 40 # 4k (Groupware) . & fE L H A (Intel-
ligent Agents) |, T.{E it 72 & 49t (Workflow) . # 7 i & #% (Electric
Bulletin Boards) % , iX #8645 QR A L6 B 00 E i 20 F & (0 In-
ternet, Intranets, Extranets %), 4 & N J& [&] B 3¢ # A [B] 69 5137
B (O F A A T[] B ST R R A A B R e 0
., R, MiRE B & 4 (Knowledge Management Systems,
KMS) 3R B M& FBIAE B R G, IR HF R 4 (Decision Sup-
port Systems, DSS) U E LK L —HTRER XFFH—HMHE
BESNNERRE, ME— R AMHEX FFHED, XFHAE
CARHMREEESNGERRELAE.

HRE ARG AHCUE, EJLER B N EENITER, R
M, KESHHRE(RFELEENET. X THFERERBNESE
5RELBAMABEHRAGN] BMs, CERARAEERGERY
H LB EVUE, F i, R EER OB ERUHSMIREEL
RMEMEAREULREmARNE R RN ERAT2E T #
AR, EMER AT Z KB E A X R, X & ER B2 K
SR TR S MINE R R EA P EE B

Grover and Davenport (2001 B Z i {E BB H A BN THSA
b T RENHE R, A NTE 1960 FR.ARFIHEFHF
¥} 4b B (Electronic Data Processing, EDP) Z £ R H B 2H R AL #E K
BYR . FES R E RS RBIAG R, BT 1970 4. EH
= B % % (Management Information Systems, MIS) &, B Uk
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FLHBHE AL R I A RA M EN#KRE, FhE)
AU THEMARRERTA . 1980 FR, J i L7 R K (De-
cision Support Systems, DSS) U HrBIH N T E KB HFENHF B L
HRFYUCR B . 1990 FAREH, 2 ERM K M X4E 5 XAT . m b H Ak
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ARGEREARSE . FHUA T L EEEHITEVNR AR ES
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1.1 XNIRBIAM

1. #miR 8 & XL

REHVREARSBKEBNGER ST, X =HZEHB KR
WIRBAWE. WM, TRRREEENRGIC % 78 2B
BRI, EN T U RKREEEMGEE. iR
R—MEd I E B REREINNGER S, W R ENM TR E
M E AR, Wiig (1993) 538 B RHRME OB AN AR E KA
HHNGRALHE — 5 3 5L (truth) L {5 & (faith) L 1A Hl (perspective) . i
& (concept) , ¥ 7 Gudgement) . # 22 (expectation) . 77 i€ (meth-
odology) 5 5z A1 (know-how) %, Beckman (1997) 1& B &8
BYTE B B A8 T U SR 5 AT 0 A A, U0 A e TR N B X B R B R
B —FZ 58 HE 3 (reasoning) , Ho o] LLER A A B0 TAE LR (iR
P[] B 5 % 2] 4588 . Spek 5 Spijkervet (1997) 52 ¥4 1R ) 57
ORIEVAESBEIEL N EREES 5 H, b milaE
—PIALANRNZEHRTEELWRE N 2R 58F %, /T LUAX
B ALWEE T RHE5WE. Davenport 5 Prusak(1998) #1iX
PRl % WK 24 1R A B4 (B 89 {5 B (value-added information) fif
7,8 F I & A 2 (historical context) , KB ST .

(OAERBES. MRE— TR B ESHIREG M, SKi 2
RIS SEH.

(OFBPMAR. BFELE MEM.FBE B (contextual in-
formation) 5 I {2 J7 (expert insight),

(DAPHEEDRE, BE—NASFER, LUMGSESH R
WHREANGEES2R BERFMERCED,, FTHEIRES
THR.

OFPEBE AR . 8 3 H#H (knower) 9.0 8 7 A4 3 H jm LA
FIA, FE A BN RS T X5 R E S, WA E THIATH T
YR LSSk, KRS ERILANEXENZE BT
HRWES HAREZ . EEMEH HEFEE. 1 Papows(1999) 1A
HEMHER AN EAREEENIL.FENESETHEN



Fit

BERE, AR (5 B 55 40 R 1 T4F know-how # £k, 95 LUE th
WL T HIA. Tiwana(200D WA H TR 2 —H X FH—
HURZLHMEGEHHEIC RN RESERFLWES. FPERIE.
PR RRGOENEIGIC R, HFUBRE TEMLEL STy — %
TR ERBEN AR LWL, URBRF A, HFhXEHERE
IS S| R A i e 2 W SR aale o - U -2V I AR = (1] 1B 2 N N A
AHER.

Alavi fil Leidner (2001) 2 5 8 . © FR A 5 F ¥ K (data) i
{5 B (information) , & &2 Bl #7 & ™ AL 1 {5 B (personalized infor-
mation) ; @ F iR & — Fh0 BUR S (state of mind) ; QF PR — %t
% (object) , 7E 15 B BB 1 45038 I\ 9 HR AT LA g 05 DA R B A 5
@ %R R {5 B BUE (access to information) F RN A, RIAF RS
MALE R LA HEREFEWERE SKE QFMIE—RMEmiT A
fit 1 Ccapability) , HIIR & ¥ (0 #% .0 BE f7 . know-how FI A 1 E A 1
H LR T AE . © AR R —Fh it #2 (process) Wy 4L 22, 3 & 78 F1R
BBl A S .

Kamara % A (2002) $iRHR 2% TS BRE 0. A ALK
AN R B 8 A Ak R R 3R BRI E I R 4 B IR
Spiegler (2003) {3 BH AN 2 3 3 5L (new facts) W74, £ E R F A
WA L E— DA R E (reflexive) | 3% 8] (recurive) B it 72 .
Ahn 5 Chang (2004) #R## Nonaka & Konno (1998) Fr#2 H &9
BOARMEGRRE AN TR E TE B EEXMESE T
e st 42 3 \E-mail 1 5 0% B A A9 AT R A 5L SRR B BB i
kM., BRMIARATZ . ER MEELEEEY, B Ll#EA
NKH) TAE P A7 e 5] B B 2 5 19 87 2 (Nicolas, 2004), 420l
AL WA REE A MIRE #E % (Kim and Hwang, 2003;
Liebowitz, 2003), A X oMb IR — NS HERRITH 5%
SHREIFEANGEESRR. R MEST FHESEREE
KR E ST HE T E (Yim et al. , 2004; Raub 5 Von Wittich,
2004),

4 [al Drucker(1988) Bf i - ¥E LR 7 48 56 1 15 H B9 #5, BIE {7
B, Tiwana(2001) 5 1 . ZE AN RS BLF - 32 W0 B9 340 W ol K5 Bk 5 ik
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HERAMFEE ARER, HHEBRTFLT “5C”—— Condensed
(¥ 45), Contextualized (B 4% ), Calculated (it 8 ), Categorized
(4533, Corrected(BIE)—BIAI | R (F R . TR AT NEEK
HEYT BB A8, EEZBMXAKR BET BEEN
WX, HERWHZREZIBKR. R, XESEFOFR, RAWM
mYHE . X B SRR SRRE B LSNP R,

Davenport fl Prusak(1998) A A HIIAK B TE R, LM FEE B
REETRMG—H, EEEETRAAMIES, LEHE WK
TEHFEAMOS S, HHEIRNT .

H 8 (comparison) : XFEMBATLUE GBI H AR ?

%58 (consequences) : X5 B XM RE ST 2H EFKBR?

FK K (connections) : 3 $6 A1 PRI H A 4 B RRA H 4 KRB ?

ik (conversation) : F A A WHXERE AR

LR MAEERTFEENERR, FHAS, MiRAUFE
TFTXHESMERED, LEREHFHAT T IR HITERE
E LN

2. iRt 5 R

— R UL, B H LA AR K, B R FIR o 8 R AR
(tacit knowledge) 55 8 1 H1i8 (explicit knowledge) B k 3% (Hed-
lund, 1994; Johann and Joakim, 2003):

FatE AR (tacit knowledge) : iR TH LKA 5FEE. 55
RUEASH LB TH L BEGREERELUIER. BFEEL. &8
EHXRATIHEE ER XA IBRE I NMAETRHEEHE. KK
., BEAESNEESERENTIR B XEEERLNRFETIA
S B XRFEA S, UMELGES XF BFREE KR
HMEE , I HR R B B B e .

ﬁﬁ%ﬂiﬂ(explici? knowledge) : e B HRE . S THEESHF
BN, FIERTEMEFAEASREN, QF WX T R
H.EBF BF FE EREFREANT R A RREEVPBE
X B TFHEHHR.TLLES ERERAKRRGHIEFTHEN
HE,

Prahalad(1998) ¥ £ T W AR 54 B HR A, A R



Fit

A FBi (people-embodied) J % A% (capital-embodied) §J £ BE 3 £ 43 &1
HLRHPARHAREEEE. 2R MER. LK. BFEFARA
WEIBHE, MAAMMRNES T EEHE AAEHME5H
BARE THREEFER TR FERNTRARAMHMER.

Zack(1999) B #f — 5 ¥ F L 4F 2 = K2, X 8 R W] LLAE
BHRHA:

UK 4 M1 iR (declarative knowledge) B A THA X EH K
A

5 53R (procedural Knowledge) B X TR E A MM & 4,
B A 58 LA A B R

B 5 3 & H14R (causal knowledge) M B AT EEHEH ML K
A B R,

Michael(1999)A A = #h B354+ 77 i) SR T 42 Tt 4 oll 4 £

# 0 H1A (core knowledge) , BEHRAFHREEMEAMR, &
R H ) B B R '

PE B 8142 (advanced knowledge) , 2 /& F # .0 1R 5 €13 AR
Ay o, BRIR AR ERA TS AR,

4% IR (innovative knowledge) : R A FRIE & FH R PER
B HR L BE S b HE R BT R R

i Holsapple 5 Joshi(2001) M8 240 VAR BT 43 R AL 48 B
(schema) 5HA K & (content) B K, HP AR ELETHKN. K
W& SCAL 5 3 B R T AR A W 4 F R T AR (participants’
knowledge) 5 i T.7™ 4 B9 A8 Cartifacts) , 4>k 7 3F 56 X X £6 A1
HEEBEES LM TR, UBAB TSk B A RF B,
Hall 55 Andriani(2002) ¥ A B RIR 5 5t 8 FRK A B 0L B 89 A [H
Q4B EE, AL 1 iR, BA Hall 5 Andriani (2002) 4§
PR R 5 4 B IR R 5 3K B — Rk AR TR IR EIR BRA
WERER 550 B AR w R A . RIEE, b AR R X 4 S 3% o 4
B4R (additive knowledge) . 8 4% ¥ #9 5111 (substitutive knowl-
edge) 5 H %M #4138 (complementary knowledge) =2, 38 fin
B R R Ak X A MR B R 5% S R AIRER K &
R B0 SR R BN 35 TR B B T A R R A R B 5 R E
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5 T B AN B A TRUN R AR TR R B A 5 R R, T B AR
Y75 K BIRBOR » 3% £ RV X 4ol R B R RE R A
m BEREEHEmE, E8 A RN ET .

ik miEE ATEALHIR
o2 (Specialisms) (Portocols) é (Public knowledge)
FAEHE BE 1S Hb 85 Bt 403
P (Idiosyncratic) (Habitual) i (External tacitknowledge)
P %l § BB b
S5 (Bodndary)

B1.1 HEANKER

(¥t ¥} % I : Hall and Andriani, 2002)

Ahn 5 Chang (2004) INAFIRABE R NEEFIRS 25
MR B AR H (Nonaka 5 Konno, 1998), i RE fil A 18 45Uk (7=
s A G 401 B8R B O R AH S U BD L Bk, 4 AR 4 D AN ER 4, T B
1.2 iR, —J i, B 7= S A RERN — R 8 & 7™ & M know-
how, B EEMHEEAMBM P AR S KX H—TH, REREMR
iRDIIJ%~ﬁ)\B<JﬁEjJ,Eiﬁfiﬁﬁﬁjkmﬁﬁéﬁﬂgl)‘cmqﬂ,?ﬁﬁ
BAMNMENREBEEERH. MAARTRAMRRELCEERFREDN
e b, EEEMAERREAES B RBMIRNEESEU
ERBHAEMNRERSE L.

33 %3
o Know-how Knowledge base
UL INON ) (R B FE)

o Human capability Workflow
WRAX | Amis 3t (T eAD)

Fl.2 @ALfPHIIRES
(¥ Bl P8 : Ahn and Chang,2004)



