129
430 5
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41

129

2
65
32

129

209
504
248
39
100.0
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6.28
1512
144
116
100.0



4.2

(In-house)
(Outsource)

(Co-outsource)

69.0

(Outsource) ( 20.2)
(Co-outsource) (

89
26

129

69.0
202
6.2

31
16

100.0

(In-house)
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1,000
1,000-5,000
5,001 - 10,000

10,000

1,000 - 5,000

12

44

129

20
56
24
29
129

2546

155
434"
186
22.5
100.0

76
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11.59

21.72

544

11,59
5.80

544

7

21.12 3 1 180
2.38 I 1 14

3.57 4 1 24

2.38

3.57
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4.4)

113

117

113

101

87.6

90.7

87.6

8.3

43)

16

12

16

28

8

124

9.3

124

217
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(Factor Analysis)

590
587

6.25

6.13

6.03

551
6.00

0.76
0.88

0.63

0.57

0.65

0.89
0.67

79
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21

(

5,90)

493
541
531
4.98

4.80

515
5.10

(

141
0.93
1.16

117

1.34

110
0.77

6.25)
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(

6.13)

(

6.25)

42)

82



(

83

6,03



( 5,51)

6.00)

2.2
221

(

4,93

84



(

2.2.2

2.2.3

224

5.41)

(

(

5.31)

4.98)

85



2.2.5

2.2
(

2.2.1

5,15)

(

(

4.80)

5.70)

86



47

il

YTT

5.63)

11

47

5.19

5.50

559

5.63

0.95

0.95

117

0.90

87



88

3.
( )
(Factor  Analysis)
4
L 22 3 )
KMO and Bartlett's Test
2. KMO and Brtlett's Test
(Factor Analysis) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin  (KMO)* 0.813
Bartlett's test of sphericity
Significance = .000 0.05
(
, 2544: 258-259)
. 6
48 2 (Factor
loading) 04 49
KMO
KMO 0.50
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Eigenvalues

Eigenvalues
6.565
2.182
1.862
1.263
1.208
1.159

29.840 29.840
9.916 39.757
8.464 48221
5.742 53.963
5490 59.454
5.268 64.722
6
64.722
29.840 2,3 4 5 6

9.916, 8.464, 5.742 15490

5.268

89
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C4 2
C41
C73
C4 3
C51
€33
Q1
€22
€23
CL3
€32
31
C4 4
C5.3
C72
C71
C6.2
C6 1
C6.3
C1]
CL2
C5.2

(Rotated component matrix)

117
102
654
654
47
471

838
834
135
453

Component
3 4 5 6
825
817
615
597
183
125
859
184
561
654
486

448
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4.9

22

Eigenvalues

1
0.40

91



Analysis)

6)
Factor score

411

92

(Factor



411

0.370
(,000)

0412
(,000)
0.443
(,000)
0.393
(,000)
0.243
(,005)
0.435
(,000)

0481
(,000)

0.586
(,000)
0.574
(,000)
0,542
(.000)
0.366
(,000)
0.253
(,004)

Sig.

0.301
(,000)

0.499
(,000)
0.430
(,000)
0.452
(,000)
0.214
(,015)
0.287
(,00)

0.247
(,005)

0.407
(,000)
0.340
(,000)
0.350
(,000)
0.147
(,07)
0471
(.053)

0.190
(031)

0.316
(,000)
0.267
(,000)
0.295
(,00)
0.057
(519)
0.310
(,000)

0.449
(,000)

0.564
(,000)
0.507
(,000)
0.548
(,000)
0.296
(.00)
0.297
(.00)

93

0.539
(,000)

0.696
(,000)
0561
(,000)
0.606
(,000)
0411
(,000)
0.220
(012)



(Sig. <.09)
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( 412)

(41

412)

( 412)



412

L

2.

3.

4,

1. 1,000
2. 1,001-5,000
3.5,001-10,000
4, 10,000
L

2

3.

4,

.

(One-way ANOVA)
5.00 L17
4.83 1.24
533 0.87
453 173
4.75 0.86
4.71 101
5.03 161
561 104
5.12 1.06
4.45 1.38
5.08 0.77
4.33 181

6.50

071

1.608

4.368

2.960

96

Sig.

0191

0.006

0.022
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(One-way ANOVA)

IR R

1 1,000
2.1,001-5,000
3.5,001-10,000
4, 10,000

51

4.42
477
5.09
5.21

5.02
4.60
4.83
4.9

12

1.46
133
127
0.95

0.85
12
1.88
1.34

1.462

0.775

97

Sig.

0.228

0.510



KPI

10

10

3-5

98
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100

52

18
historical-based ( ) risk-based

( )

CSA  Risk Management
Assessment, Best Practice Authority Approach, Quality Assurance Repost (QAR)

18



101

12

(Total Quality Management
:TQM)
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