22Ale] FEX S ofF e 2N

A0
I
Ao

o S =
HHTHAE J|Hg B3
X S x A H
Aol Z2X|0| REH WS S Ha 2
24 - olgs”
= O7= MYE 22X FM AS0| ot oS ZHS HIH X Mol MHE E4S 1t OIS
2010 EYS ML= O SX0| ULt OIS Lloh S=AASHAT NN HMS5h= QA7 IZTHE(Human

Capital Corporate Panel, HCCP) 1A} WAVE 2XxfET Xt2 9,5167HS ARRSIRC HAlRY 7|8 S
SiLiQl SHHEHAES EZSI FoX ASS 01|§é = Qe X #HAEE He 10270 ST 20|
MESIRUCL MEY, 28Y, HIE8Y 22X M WSS tSch= Hae MYPHE CHEA LIEHICH,
QT o9 10 By 5 38 Heol S4unt ._ﬂte” |5 B GOl OIS H|WSIUCE. AFEUE
HIEEO= QXX SHOIN ZEGN0| ™A S OXl= X QIXE Ud I #H2[ = U=

o
YO CHol AMES =CISHRIC.

A

o

FQ0| : MHTYAE, FTH Y

QIX{R}=T |, OIS B

B

719 S¥sks B9eol Hiestal 2219 FAYE #ol7] A% tftt A=E AlE
Shal glom, 23 Y LS "kl P52 229 g 2H5h= 3t a9l
285k ItHGuest, 2017). BT B4/4d0] AR Sl 22 249 Rt £ofA
THEEY AL &S v e R g 459 ade 5

Y= 4 FFS Aot AH(Griffin, Neal, & Parker, 2007; Parker & Bindl,
2017). 24 Ad 492 alSo] ol AolA W-sHA o8 &5t ofyz} H
A FARl ALLE 7HA AL T gt ZAIES sidske A= &34 AHCrant, 2000; Frese

Ry A
w5 SHokry| 5}
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+3 Session 1: 22X} QIXX}R7HL

& Fay, 2001). B3 %4 U 7ALSH} JoEY BAS olZold % e A34L AY
3 9o} A 9 BRET W 44 WaE Frely aRHel A% 59 47E FE

% 9 9FES THT 4 YrHCrant, 2000).

on @49 aTe] $5H AN PLep] Bkt 5FHY HER BHL BASHY
AR SHe AAH BEL Holk o] FEA J3Pe] FAF SHolrt. B
7 S0l ARLeIA Rl Aol FASHA ekm 21| Y BAT AFES 3
Austat ek zszza B5L ol 21PFe] Ylo] HrkFrese & Fay, 2001;
%oa A5g Sk HYH Bt o2 FHLSAA o
ZAoA WYY B T FF54o] 9

Aol HoHql Aoz AL 4 UEE = aﬂ +49
%

o
2
(¢}
Y
>
_0|L
=3
Mo
é
% rulru
O
mlo
H
re
ot
4
30
v

Al S FAshHE 2710l 5]—7’— ?%7]7512& ”]EH *37% 5ol d & 3l
Q& Zo|ti(Vaiman, Scullion, & Collings, 2012).
B9l 4 P Y7 9] ¥t 550 E 3oHATE JFS WA
2Rl A& AAlo] &3f = B0 FFE F= vl AFE, APH, A3 e
3t Ho| HSEAHFrese & Fay, 2001; Parker & Collins, 2010). 7]&
ZAT Y 7] BANA Fr2] P59 afdS ASSHAY 1Y §4
5 9=5k= ° 28™o] wHA A}AHFrese, Garst, & Fay, 2007). Algte
Sto] A 5ol JINHAE EARE A7 2Rl 7R, 24 Wi A=
AA Y A Yol I & & U TFS HFES GRIstaL o]F HE
2 2R FEA e dST ¢ AUe BB ISk AR 820 THASH
/\HEQ— A Aol & Aot ol& fs WAl
g-g5to] A52219 HE4HS ERlsta I M4 88 EA4lstaA} Sttt 714
2 2EH P 4% Ropol I U 5 AR W] wet o Jee yeR)
ol (Bateman & Crant, 1993; Crant, 2000; Grant & Ashford, 2008) 8 4FJ9]
e 2ol Waslt

ok
z
!

o
=

i JLJ e
i

U MU &2
47 X
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ok 47 AN
89%

(R
10 op
2 oo
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2RSS 254 WEE 1AL 4 9t AAag o

4 »» 2022 KRIVET I St&LHZ|



2xjo] FEX WS oS B4 2N

1. 2=2X12| FH sHE

ZA 9] Yot JHE & $P5HE EHo| =5 1 dFE &A1 = S 9
L& A Yst= TR A 19} #7t F8oitt. AT 25 Wit AoiA= 49 4
oA Hoixl FFolA s W A ol AT} Ao it 7|7t AXHA 2] ofA

Aosh= A 3= EEALL Uk miAlel A=4Q HEg FolXl JF-E At st
AL M2 FFol et ARe] B2 AU 5580= dFo] Mot T4

o] =& Holt} FL Aol AL AU I2A= QE HF0o] Wslo) ke ¥kx] k1 APt
Aoz ZHINA 7= AT 7| 7 o9l HTE Ho|iA; gttt =A< 44
2 7jQle] EF=EA AfQlutt}t Apol7} Q= 714 YePHTHCrant, 1995).

AFAES 22 4% 24 P59 NdZ 5Lt ARSI T SHA|EE, ApolE
2ot AFE At T4 P2 FA A2 Yulshe FEAAA FE0] AAR A
o] W3l ZheH 79E Zotfjal FxZAo|HA A=ZQl Ps2 YitthBateman &
Crant, 1993; Crant, 2000). =2 4Zo] ALYz Fr& P52 ey, &
S40= o] HIE $8517] Htp= A4S 554 2= SAStL /fAdstaAt sty o
Fe 71312l 8 4EE Fotdl 9u] = HIkE 4071l M2 =HE FASHA &4 €
THGerhart & Fang, 2015; Seibert et al., 2001). ZZ|o|A AR &I o]Aro] ZFAITES]
SRS AL 229 HIlE o]FojUie Foll dFAA vl AFHA PdF 5442 HAd
(Bindl & Parker, 2010; Parker et al., 2010). =4 A1} 4 559 Aol= okt
9] oju] Zpo| & HoJA|Tt, AFASS FEF 4ol Pso= YEhhs Hoh 2E g
2 F5 A g5 HSLE AREITHESS 9], 2014; Tornau & Frese, 2013). TESH -

HIS o, 7 /g Aol7t vl wHEo] 7 F o R Bt 7kset

T8 WeE ARSI
Frd P52 AFE FYste oA di tE FAAYENA o Y ek AlAISE
Al AL ZHT 5 Utk 204 AR = AT 7HsAl e EAIE 414
Aol Ao R SIAE & A=F =25t FHJEES] 571709 &Y 384
K2 o|ti(Hellriegel et al., 1992). =4 44 4 =3 P59 JoJ&g &
of QkFstAl ¢l ko ® dojd 4= Sli= Y& vl dldste] AAFCE 5ot
de Tt 4= 9lon ol o Uehe 4 e F5o AHE 9=t PFsolZhe A
ol = 3

o] FEA 49 B4 e ol Mol FHolzt T & ek,

s

N il
}
po)

st
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+3 Session 1: 22X} QIXX}R7HL

& AFske=E dA+Eo] soyal tk(Parker, Wang, & Liao, 2019; Thomas,

Whitman, & Viswesvaran, 2010; Tornau & Frese, 2013). ol& 9, X} AAofA

Frd P52 Hole FAHES ATsHA gl B4 oM 548U AAR Y=

ke > AtHBenson, Hardy, & Eys, 2016). AAR= B312Y9] =

£ HY 5 o H Be 249 75 dSiA7IAY SR

of =gsh= H Wl 848 A8 o vk 2E Aol 2F208 Ao 554U o

A& ot 299 FFo2 Qs AR AH4le FeEdol =8d o 7] "ol 7]y et

3! sF¥tHBateman & Crant, 1993; Frese & Fay, 2001; Grant & Ashford, 2008;
Morrison & Milliken, 2000).

AFAES 24 P52 TUD 5 e Y2 A WS 1Esto] 0% &4

Z =]

of %A Aokl M= IS Alksh] Aof A5 FsT a7t Atte A& AlA
A

TAEY FeAQl FFe TAE & A MELR HokE AlkstE e oo dis 34
29l Hhg-& Ho|X] && =k = AS & 4 Jth(Fuller, Marler, Hester, & Otondo,
2015). AARS] AgolA AeY 24 P2 He AZolA T &Y et & 5 gl
owl WA o|gfe} Ao £, AR FotAde] Tl BA 5& TEELE 1E5to]
FEA Yo IF TAE HAHE d8rt Stk

24 Ei AR e IO WS EAIS idsl] 98l ApEow Wty A3

e e FE8 FEL 029 371 RP0E BRI AA, F2d 59 Znz
27 Yo FAL A A NS 7T AFH0E WEHE HEat FF GFol

. 0] §99 dAZE= MY A|7|(taking charge behavior; Morrison & Phelps, 1999),
WA dY5(voice; Van Dyne & Lepine, 1998), 7HQ1&Ql HAl dPs(implementation
items of individual innovation; Scott & Bruce, 1994), ¥A 9% PS(problem
prevention; Frese & Fay, 2001; Parker & Collins, 2010)& & 4 Uth

=4, ojn] A= e 229 A= 8l FF olfE HFH LR EESA k= Ve
o7 41 QR &R0 235 B3 ATHS wolil HIE YEle BF FFolth g
e} 2ol T e Wi LS 9T 5 Sl 719E vhEo] A9 A £7d
IS t]X A Ashford, Rothbard, Piderit, & Dutton, 1998) "2 X|&F& Q] ==

ool wi=A H3stal A<l ofejtjolE AAlst BAY U= AAFH M= Aujx

E 2
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Ao At AAAQ dF5(Parker & Collins, 2010)2 Hole= 59 £4S UehdT

A, ZHilo] Bashal Sl JFC1E, sE)olv SAHCHH, He, A9 249 E4

o] XA AT Tx BAE Bt AT A=ARI Fsolnh. Ao FAF o U=
9 oA 2 dE e 3l A5 3 2t Ao digt =uE 955k= 9
S TSt Ashford, Blatt, & VandeWalle, 2003).

T4 Y5 e AYAFE2 RIS ER] A4S B S5t 4 s
of qigt /fgez THAZI o 20008H o]Fofl= et ZAwoM AAZF SR =257
Al F2 24 P2 FA5ke SH FAa%0E SAeE A 3 33 wAE
Sote A77F 5 olF3loH Fr4 :6”534 HE A 2202 B3l MEd Ho9E |
&3] stalA; SR, £ 4] 5o FAHL/RIES 24 P
a2 AAolu Hxe 22 7% —4 54 5 71
H ¥, Yool ARSI ZF2 22 Aol WeEo] ARGEQITHShin & Kim,
2015). FAA L2 AT asdt, AEH AR} 22 344 Ee F44 74 (Crant, 2000)2
AR 2 d& A (Den Hartog & Belschak, 2012), 25 EJZ=(Wu, Parker, Wu, &
Lee, 2018), LMX(Newman, Schwarz, Cooper, & Sendjaya, 2017), 8% |4 (Den
Hartog & Belschak, 2012)3 d4utd 25jd(Huang, 2017), AHE ZH4](Newman
et al,, 2017) 5°] Atk FE4 P59 AHFE= AF JTHCrant, 2000), FAH
(Solberg & Wong, 2016), A8 A&(Belschak & Den Hartog, 2010; Crant, 2000)2}+
Al 5 (Parker, Williams, & Turner, 2006), Z9A(Kim, Hon, & Lee, 2010), HAF
9 X¥(Grant & Ashford, 2008), 99 H&4(Crant, 2000), A7 Koop et al.,
2000) 5°] Ut

ﬂllo il Fli‘

o,

(R

0w
r,
el
Hir
|o
=)
o
o
rJ
il rﬁ
ol
el

r

2 die IFFIsEATdAA  Agste dFAEZIYHWE(Human  Capital
Corporate Panel, HCCP) 1A} WAVE 24} = A&2E AR5ttt X} WAVE= A=
5007 7143t A% 22 10,000908S 2R wid 2 RARSEL 9lom, 20229
T 22 A= 50070 7199 224 9,516 R et SHAR= ARA(7,5971,
79.8%), 8U(5267, 5.5%) HEEA(1,393%, 14.6%)° AL Jom FHEA] At
dH EAL & DI 2ok
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+3 Session 1: 22X} QIXX}R7HL

e Az =t HE-8<

= 3 (%) 3(%) 3 (%)
e o4 1,916(25.2) 229(43.5) 532(38.2)
o= A 5,681(74.8) 297(56.5) 861(61.8)
20t 309(4.1) 9(1.7) 81(5.8)
30t 3,364(44.3) 252(47.9) 657(47.2)
A3 40t 2,546(33.5) 187(35.6) 426(30.6)
50t 1,114(14.6) 74(14.0) 212(15.2)

60t} o]Af 264(3.5) 4(0.8) 17(1.2)
Sl 100-299¢%! 4,845(63.8) 156(29.7) 754(54.1)
qu 300-999¢1 2,203(29.0) 243(46.2) 454(32.6)
10001 o4k 549(7.2) 127(24.1) 185(13.3)
59 o]} 2,137(28.1) 110(20.9) 504(36.2)
6-104 2,179(28.7) 152(28.9) 389(27.9)
oz 11-204 2,288(30.1) 200(38.0) 328(23.6)
71%t 21-3049 795(10.5) 61(11.6) 159(11.4)
31-40¢ 190(2.5) 3(0.6) 13(0.9)

414 oA+ 8(0.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

=% 7,597(100.0) 526(100.0) 1,393(100.0)

SHARE A ARdolA FA7E AET geteH, Axddo] 'R HiEe] 7MY =okthd
B 307t 44.3~47.9% =2 & Adt = AA61 L, A2 20tH(30978 4.1%)
oF 500 ©13(1,3787%, 18.1%)°] T Sl Bl =4 Uebdt. AlxdH viesd 3¢
AE2 30090 ek 7]hof] it %5 o] 21al(54.1~63.8%) w8 U2 300! ©l4 1000
Ql wgt 7]l A%E SHAZF BUTH2439, 46.2%). 59 olst I&717H HlF§
95041, 36.2%)°] 7P B2 BleZ AR AT 58U 11-209 IEA7 7+
& BATH30.1~38.0%).

7% 559519 HGuadagnoli & Velicer, 1988; Nunnally, 1967).
2499 F=4 P52 AYctes dS M A AEE o2 (F 0o ZH as |
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tet BZxl0| FEF WS OfF e A

St B0] 8% 2 gl WAl 719D, 2RAD 5), FE4 95 AYs] ojgle
Sl ARIER, MEAYG 5), FEA W Belo] R W] AR AF IF AF U,
YA GA A7 B), FSH/ NGNS/ SUAR/EES SHA A9 BSXE ABste] 50%
ool ARl WA(el; HF A Y SF Wk, Ahf BAELS B A4 FH_1184
4 5} uhy Aoirh grselo] ol w3 20199 AVIRES Sk A AE Folrh 4

gl n)d mit, 445 ASOR IS P4 AT 5), 0% ool FAL YL &

A Qlatct. =3 2AW(W21DQ02A)S 224 7=
A4 dgog HISIYUT, At F ITEAS(W21Q31A)S 20199 1€ 1Y oA JARI)
A7t F AL, 20199 ST DAY A Bt TEASS] FE A
7 A0 2 AAKISI] AA E2AEE AAZRT Aottt Aol AES Hee S45W
T INGEZS Bk ARt alEHS 33709 AR 23 102715 233t 105719]

T

HE £ Az
=4
g W21Q22A~22C  FEA FF 3 1=R9 O8A ¢& ~ 5=HFer O
W21SCALE 7 AFR 1 1=100-29991, 2=300-999%!, 3=10009! °}4t
W21Q01A TEAE 1 229 71 AF JARAE ALk
1=AH, 2=FA/A%, 3=ti=3,
W21Q03B A A= 1 4=, 5=AHF, 6=, 7=9¥F,
8=A3A2 v
W21Q061A~61D  HRY-A A% 4 1=49 384 ¥ ~ 5=HHoR a9
W21Q062A~62D  HR¥A &% 4 =45 1%4 g5 ~ 5=HFo= =3
AHA LG9 1=55AA HHFEY go| &3 ~
W2IQBIABIE ™ oy > s=5597 BEEG Bol £8
- =594 BHuT wo| g ~
W2LQUBA-BIE FR2AA HE 5 ST SO Bant wel ae
1=554A FFET} Po] ¥ ~
= ~, H = 1o =]
oz WAOBAEE  HwASw 5 5=5594 HEu go| ¥3
A
B W21Q10A~10D g
W21Q11A1~B1 ﬂ;ﬁg; 9 0=%o] &5, 1=3
W21Q12A~12C =
LEEFAY
W21Q11A2~B2 Eﬁjs—%ﬂﬁﬂ 2 1=A9 gl& ~ 5=%o°] &
AAness =
W21Q13 ‘ﬂxﬂl‘;ﬂiﬁ E A 1=0¥ ~ 13=61¥ °}4
=T
4 =10l
W21Q14A~14F 94%&%%—4 6 =435 %% ¢& ~ 5=HdZoz 1=
H]|ZAlA s+ _ _
W21Q15A1~E1 ]%}0:1343—} = 5 0=%to] o3, 1=%9
H]%/;;I 6——}% —_ 0] J O _1:[]—0 [e] Ke)
W21Q15A2~C2 AT 3 1=A9 g& ~ 5=%0°] AU
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+3 Session 1: 22X} QIXX}R7HL

i == Az
=Tz sk
W21Q16A1~D1 . glﬁ;o;oq‘ﬁ 4 0=30] gre. 1=%o]
w0y ERERS st 1=34F Wof whe} Foldt ~
E 29 3% 4=89lo] AgHoz Aesio] Fog
W21Q18A~18B  dE&SHSE 2 1=t 52 ~ 7=7|& AT
FAR=Eni A=
waiqro  HEEEHAS 0=30] ke, 1=3]
Aol D 1=84] ZgolAnt f-8at0] thE BjAjol A=
W21Q20 Gk g1 am 1 201 9% ~ 5=@AYIN S5 S
= A jolu} 7140] glg
1=gAtF o] "utE Aol Yol ~
Qlo] A A 201 = =20
vzt 484 g=sht st A2e
ol

W21Q23A~23D Q1 AY--H 4 =435 184 & ~ 5=AFez 1%

o

HuAolAd & . =
W21Q24A~24F ﬂﬂj;gﬁ] 6 =435 J8% & ~ 5=7dF7ez I3
W21Q25A~25L 714Est 12 1=A49 I¥A %45 ~ 5=xdFo= I4%
1/01—L 5
w21Q2ea~26c LKA 3 1ons a9 grg ~ senzez aug
W21Q261 Aerd M 1=4d 18X &S ~ 5=x14o= J4F
W21Q27A~27G  3IAEEQIA] 7 1=498 J%A &S ~ 5=HFo=z I3
W21Q28 A o5 1 0=ot e, 1=9
= Z23le 0]
w2iQ20  =eEwI MWL =02, 1=0]
o5
2019¥ 9 Bt _
W21Q302 2 2= A 1 A5E =&
W21Q31A ANLEAE 1 A= Hg
W21DQO1 A 1 =1, oA=2
W21DQO02A SE 1 (2022-&RA%)+1
W21DQO04 2FsHe 1 1=%E ~ 7=HAE

105

3l 4]
?19] =2 W=tl(Parker & Collins, 2010), °I& & 8 AYE=E =4 P59 2
o7l e = IJ2E 45 5 Utk E AT SHAE AR, 364, vE8Y o=
BEHS T, 43E T4 P2 ST 4 = ¥4y EXT Ao|FS EAstaT. At
HEE 7P & dESols HEES B0 Yol Al 29 71 F skl dHE ZHAE
(random fores)& A8ttt AE EHAEE th9] JAEAUR Hitg I3t G4
E(ensemble) HOZ, & HIHS FHA7|= © Bty JAEZUYTI A=9] ¥
Slof| AZsHA ¥kgskal & 7t oy 33K over-fitting) FAI7F HAAT 5 k=
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2xlo] FEH HE oS He 24

Horde meket 4 Q= ATHHoITHBreiman, 2001). B3 Wojgt 2719 ARE Y
Yot d Bolst A4 14 5 A=) BEo| ofet AAS a7 ekA ehech Ay 2
AEL AW WaT Oed 49 odEgo] £ ehgAel nEe ATt HolH(Liaw

AR, A 5o =g FJskes T Hloly HAH(data
preprocessing)g AA Z2S@s BAULE HASIALY, AJERE 7I€2=E 37 Y
= BAAsIAt. =4, A9 g4 "S55 Aol EHAE(training data)t HSAE
(test data)E 7:3 HIEE FARE FLESIH. EAAEE SELYS 53 AHRoH, 4
SAERE ASEFY LR} 7RIS ERlske AmE ofn|etth. AlA|, randomForest
7] A(Liaw & Wiener, 2018)5 2-&sto] JAAAUR F(ntree)E AL oS 3
£ Ao $2% A4(important index)E& EZoFAT PDP(partial dependence
plot) H7|AE &8slo] B 9|24 TH(partial dependence plot)E AAlSta AIE
A5 AHGreenwell, 2017). PRI 2 A2, S8, Ha8L —rExi Ps ASH
T Bt ZF BP9 duts} 7sAdS Eelskith

ggslo] Yol A PO EHFPL
o A& Avke o (E 3 Zrh 239
~70.65%S EriTt.

£

ARJESE 71202 102719 o=
A5, &Syl Uukst 7FsAS
J J

A= 39.40~42.39%01H, BP9 AEHLS 64.54~

E_
T =
7

—

an . &‘ﬁf%’ _
=2 =84 v -84
TARE(R) 5,363 380 1,016
ASA=EE) 2,234 146 377
A (%) 64.54 70.65 69.76
ZEAFA 52 (%) 19.72 19.08 18.13
mtry 29 29 29
ntree 500 500 500
A= (Accuracy)(%) 39.40 42.39 39.96
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T2 Hey 7 A 295
6.3F9HL AFAUNES Yoto] pget BSEH W
o
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W21Q261 “AHFETEE 7.5k QU= Lol digh AHRky ths 6.679
W21QI0D  wS&¥  8.FFet IAQE thEECF & 6.290
W2IQI4E  IA1&EH 9.W]EF o] dAof vE &3 4 = YEsolth 6.214
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W21Q20 A47l& 4. 8FANA 5535 Aoy 7& 16.473
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Abstract

Analysis of Proactive Behavior Prediction Model Using

Random Forest

Sojung Hong, Yunsoo Lee(Hanyang University)

This study aims to evaluate the predictive model of proactive behavior by
industry and then examine the characteristics of predictors considering the
characteristics of the industry. The analysis used 9,516 data from the Human
Capital Corporate Panel(HCCP) II WAVE in Korea Research Institute for
Vocational Education & Training. We applied 102 organizational variables that
can predict proactive behavior to the research model using Random Forest, one
of the machine learning techniques. Variables predicting the proactive behavior of
workers in the manufacturing, financial, and non-financial differ by industry. The
difference between variable characteristics and variable regions is compared, and
the importance of 10 variables is focused on variables. Based on the results,
human resource development and human resource management plans for
proactive behavior that positively affects organizational performance in terms of

human resource management were discussed as implications.

Key words : Random Forest, Proactive Behavior, Human Capital Corporate Panel, Prediction
Model
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