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B RT 4 B> £(1983)0 4= POS Aladeld F#le 7)¢)(key-in)¥
Ao BATE7IsE 28 B AFHSYA o dFEz £ dojPe
S uid 2 EF T GANAN BAE 4 ARE HFEHA olgEe 4 BEo
2zt Exo distd] {F&3A o] 4 P& FRIZ ST Ayl Agse
arigde] FRFFARAN2HolH R on, YEU(1992)S AEAFS} 7}
FFFAY =79 AAE AN Ae Re2A AF BejAHAN T,
AA, oM, %A, Lt BujEAen, G ARE o HEoly, Y2 F
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F dt= Ala"olgt ot

2. BEAAY NI WDy

AR 2 AAgrle] gk dFE Delone & McLean(1992), Saunders &
Jones(1992)# o= Myers & Kappelman(1997)¢] DelLone & McLean$] A1)
28 HFR3I Saunders & Jones(1992)¢] ARA|AY HIIMHRFEL 7|22
dted, Aol HIMwdl wek ArAxd AAYE Y% Ty =y
(comprehensive model)S AAI&+H =0, Delone & McLean 233 Myers &
Kappelman2 8- 2 =d)3 Fxo| gloy, O50 nE2d AHFAQ AHAIAH
< =93] M E 2 FRA2HEY B4, & Aad F2 E AR FIE 1
#aloF gtk Rolth. &, DelLone & McLean¥ Myers & KappelmanE.80o] Al
Arete vhe 7140l =Yste oW ArAlzde] Ala" F2 2 HHo FAR A
HARE R AR whEzbe] FE2A @A oA ARA|2"e] gty o]Fo]A]
of stn}, ARA2d FFadoezr A2 FH EYo] vj¢ Fasive
AMdolth wEbd B AT FAQ POS Al2de wiAR A Hrldz adz
A& 7be’ o83 SA € 4 g Aotk
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(E I-1) FEA|AY AFHF

=] o ox ™ e #
Aladg G844 Franz & Robey(1983), Srinivasan(1985)
A A4 Belardo, Karwan & Walace(1982), Srinivasan(1985),
Morey(1982)
Belardo, Karwan & Walace(1982), Conklin, Gotterer &
uk2- A 7k Rickman(1982), Bailey & Pearson(1983), Srinivasan
(1985)
PAPY - N )
Al2d E3HA Bailey & Pearson(1983)
L 7| Ax="e :
Aol A Belardo, Karwan & Walace(1982)
q8-0) 4
Hagel Belardo, K & Walace(1982)
a2 8olA elardo, Karwan alace
A 2d9 Belardo, Karwan & Walace(1982), Conklin, Gotterer &
A Rickman(1982), Bailey & Pearson(1983), Srinivasan
A A A
(1985) ,
Bailey & Pearson(1983), King & Epstein(1983), Blaylock
A H 9 & Rees(1984), Mahmood & Medwitz(1985), Rivard &
E A A%A Huff(1985), Srinivasan(1985), Jones & McLeod(1986),
Miler & Doule(1987),
AR ) ) . .
Ruo AYA Bailey & Pearson(1983), King& Epstein(1983), Srinivasan
4 A (1985), Mahmood(1987), Miller & Doyle(1987)
Bue HAA Bailey & Pearson(1983), King & Epstein(19853),
5 A Srinivasan(1985), Mahmood(1987), Miller & Doyle(1987)
Fue A Bailey & Pearson(1983), King & Epstein(1983), Miller &
Doyle(1987)
ol3) 7hE4 King and Epstein(1983), Srinivasan(1985)
Nr" JEE Franz & Robey(1986), Barti & Huff(1985), Hiltz &
Turoff(1981), Goslar(1986) :

o Al 2€ 9 Belardo, Karwan & Walace(1982), Srinivasan(1985),
Mg YRR Morey(1982) .
A Axg Bfalardo, Karwan & Walace(1982), Conklin, Got.te.rer &

X Rickman(1982), Bailey & Pearson(1983), Srinivasan
| SIS

(1985) :
ALg-9) 2 Bailey & Pearson(1983)
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7Ha%, wujel 4 59 £3EL YAE 73 AR A
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e IS BYstnzt itk £ A7dAE #3d A5 ATEAYH 5
A3 ddr1dE SA4E Hetdy] skl SPSS(V. 10008 ol 8dte] WEEN S
AAstgen, SHETY HIES AAE HFS HAstd 28T Cronbach
af WA d¥d FAE AHSgT 23 E dTe MdAEE st
AMOS(V. 40)& o83t F2YAARY(SEMEH S AAsAT

(E N-1) 2MHAT|gel POS Alaglo] 2t 54

> g Gl Hl 2 (%)

19 w9 7 99

1~24d 1 155

2~34d 7 99

POS = A]7) 3~54 21 29.6

59 o & 2% 352

A 71 100.0

ZAN G 48 67.6

71 8 A 2 28

POS A4 FguYd 11 155

oy HGAel $E 3 42

9 A Ir AFAA A% 7 9.9

A , 105 100.0

A A 14 19.7

POS A€ 9] F e 45 63.4

AT ES ] HF A 7Y 12 16.9
=4+

A 105 100.0

AzAA% FH 15 185

=adA e TH 6 74

POS BEZH g Aste) FF 5 6.2

+°r* 3 EFAASLY TH 16 198

(BF&%) #=8-2AwAE} 39 48.1

A 81 100.0

1 v A 34 47.9

2 & A 27 38.0

POS B 1.9) 3.2 A 4 >0

283 A% 4 2 A 4 26

5 & A 2 28

A 104 100.0
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Ax B dT7e 4FEHE A3 AHEE didrIde diolge EAHE A a9
3 <E V-1>3 <E IV-2>¢ gt}

(B N-2) MESHAY &Y

e o TR H 8 (%)

i & 7 99

Wt 2dA 29 2% 352

& g e 4dA =9 37 52.1
et & 2 28
A 71 100.0

20~ 29 0 0

30 7 39 7 99

o = 40 ~ 49 55 715
- 0 50 © 59 9 12.7
Tk 604 o] A 0 0.0
A 71 100.0

A 9 B 0 0

9 g9 F 30 423

. 2. B 33 465

A 9 R 3 42
< a4 5 7.0
A 71 100.0

1.2 Xt29 Elgz Y MR A
1.21 Elgd A&

POS A" EAo @3 8Q8AM Y] AFdE <F NV-3>3 2.

FolA B vke} o] 3719 299 3HX(Eigen value)s EF 1.875 °©]4}o]
o, o] 37) 8.¢lo] MA WAFS 62.955%E AL Jvh SAEAM ] HEAD A
ZA23E2 BH KMO XEAF:(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling
Adequacy)=.7552 YEl} A3 FEo|3 Bartlettd 784 7AA(Bartlett Test
of Sphericity)9] <A} 7tolAlF=360.376, F&& P=.00022 Ueh} FAHoE
folg Aoz Jehgth
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(HE N-3) POS AlAHE EAM0| CHSF Varimax 8|8 %9 Rolgigdy

= 8 Factor 2 Factor 3 Communality
sSEgd | MdE4Y '
vtA R F&F HE 904
e I 7% 683
el HEA 683
POSTARAZ 43599 541
POS$} EDIS] <7 593
POSs} VANS <7 627
POSS} EOS$He] €7 468
A& 2 728
BE £& 7154 A 490
ANty ZFofeo] A g 580
Eigen value (22;1;;%) (19;.;?;:%) (1231.557:%) 62.955%

(E V-4) POS 2o &R E40 it Varimax 8™ &9 @oisigs

s - Factor 1 Factor 2 Communality
=R SESLIPN M Al A
siAR e §84 8 800
POSA RS £4g0]4 750
POSH B 47804 676
AL A A {84 668
POSAH B & o FEHA 679
POSHH 9 B&A4 L 622
POSA RS HAFF Cos9 736
POSHRY HAABES o m3 448
Figen value (4355;%) (zégjf%) 67.242%

POS AR A% EA4d #F 22 BNZAFAE <E NV-4>9 At BN &
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= g} Zo] 278 8929 IHA(Eigen value)x= EF 2156 ojA4eln, o5 27)
8%lo] A WF 67.242%E HBIL Yok 8AEN 9 AP AFEAE B
H KMO9 EEAJE=.83622 YUY 433 AEs BEo|1L, Bartlette] 73
A AR TA} F1olAlFE=392.362, P=.00022 e} TAHLE {3 Aoz
vrebsi T

(E N-5) POS HE2&E0f 8 Varimax & Fo| oldigdy

= 5 Factor 1 | Factor 2 | Factor 3 Communality
AZqe] | ofEH | DHAE
POSARY WAMAAY 84 e 746
POSARE WG T& 700
POSAH XS PBAEA G T &4 623
POSAHES AV)4E, w7 4FHeE &4 |- 529
POSAHES A4E=SH/ &8 434
POSHES) BEY njdwe ¥4 866
POSA RS A7t oiE#e] &8 798
POSARS 27 9 WP 23 83 | 8
POSARE 27 FupE B B4 B2 | 5%
Figen value (322?3:%) (25?3?;%) (131.i17§3:%) 6084%

POS Axeol 8o #3 8UEAY AAdE <X V-5>9 2o BollA BHe
ule} o] 370 2¢le]l TH(Eigen value)= EF 1186 ojAe]ny, o] 371 241
o] AA W} 66.84%E AWstn Utk AR YA HAFEAAE BY
KMO$ FEA¥=="7922 el F&3 FEo|3, Bartlett®] 734 HAAY 2
A} Fhol A F=363.536, P=.0002.2 Jel} EAHo2 foio] e Rz e
st

vAY o] B 2ARM9 AF}E <¥ V-6>3 2o BAAM 2E uig}
2ol 278 299 1HX|(Eigen value)x EF 2.3010)4tolH, o]5 270 Q9lo] A
A AFe 54965%F APstn vk fAEAN AP HFEHE HYE Q9B
Mol AP AFAFHE BE KMOY EEARE=867= el A3s A&
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FEoli, Bartlettd] 784 HA AL FtolAlF=284.359, P=.00022 YEI}
TAHLE Fode] e Aoz Yeg.

(B NV-6) OHAE M32tol|l ChEE Varimax 88 £o| 0l8dy

2 Facto_r ! Factor_z Communality
Egn | 4E22EY
A 2 BF Yue ZYA ' 740
2RY ¥4 764
A& dujdHgLoz FYAY b 504
POSHREE 22 HEH vAH 7} 508
@Fd e r gt b 731
4 47 449
o] Lo 505
WY BB &o 326
33 % #HET 2 §o| %0 420
Bigen value (25.5?2%) (1;;3;:%) o818

1.21 M2 BE

SAETY NHRE AF37] A5t o] AFAE AgY W dBAHE
Eli= Cronbach® o gt& ©]43t4d. Add A& e Qoksd <& V-7>
o vehd uie} Zth

Nunnally(1978)= ©43<Ql A7kl XE Cronbach® a ol 0.6 o]de)d
FEeta, 71xdTFEIAE 08, 18la $83 Ao 8THE 8Tk
AME 0.9 olAtolojel gt FA3n ). 8, Van de Ven & Ferry(1980)%
Z2 @gje] B FFoA duizyoz _&?Qﬂx]—‘\:— Cronbach a gke] 0.6 °©]/go]
H EAETY AR E E EAV Qs Aoz dwrslE ol gt

<E N-7>9 Z 3= A5 AFE FAEd, g 279 g3
o] 06 olAtolm 2 Z2AHET AIE7L AR ANHoZ E uf o] Qe
HH WM SFhSLE 25 U3 dBde] JdE Aoz ddd.



200 AEmREHERSE

(B N-T) 2 si913sY 2= Als

Z2 3 Yy Cronbach «

+ &4 8716
Alad 54 T84 7655
A8 4 7719
EXHEA 9194

ARe 44 54
H A4 6917
AEaY .8658
POS AR &£ | & & 9146
ks Ry ) 6679
uj& &3 .8583

uA Y g3
A ERYEY .8068
2. PEYUHA DHEY

o) AT7HY AFE A T B ASHE JPdFd AdSsE
<E N-8>3 o] ¥ & gon, T2URY BP9 H2EHL& <ag NV
-1>3} Zh

(E N-8) JHMHHS 9ist PZUHA 28| SFHS Ho|
o M4 ¥ £ W 4 H W a4 o 5
72
olZes | smEs | olEWs | &mEs | oEds | BFHS
i &l xl: 84
= | POS Al2" | x2 BRA )
. R  elA 7l vl 452 |y EEY
54 x3 A]g"é 72
3 POS vogRd | T |6 AEe
A £2 x4 AL | y3 nAB ° %
2 | POS AR | EX¥AFA
8| 4934 | & 3




BIR POS N2gE2 £ Are 3 540) POS AREE npAEAYF vXe 98 201

X1

X2

Ady) Y4

X3

A=ly)

X4

¥5

Az (o)

X5

B9 259 o|BUSEY B4Ed i &
B8 FAAE <E V-0>9 o, 94 2 WEsd i 398
79 A2ASE AVHOR FEY A0 vehgeh

> 2 Regression Weights C.R(p) Regrt:snsdig:mcf‘vzvzfght
711 0.652 4.293(.000) 0.820
712 0552 4.289(.000) 0.697
821 0.713 4.382(.000) 0.731
A11(x) 1.000% - _ 0.752
A21(x) 1.000% - 0.651
A31(x) 0578 3.629(.000) 0.484
A42(x) 0.882 3.630(.000) 0484
A52(x) 1.000% - 0.820
A11(y) 0.774 * 4.365(.000) 0.670
A21(y) 0.994 4.478(.000) 0.627
A31(y) 0.669 3.888(.000) 0536
A42(y) 1.000% - 0.739
A52(y) 1.051 5.094(.000) 0.833

« AxYYA 12 2N 245
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z}7} 0651, 0484, 04852 Yehyth a8lx wAY ARz AM wEEs, JE
E3= 22 0.820, 0.6702.2 YENTY

agn d77HEe AFEe A8 FEUARA 239 ARAFEA, POS Axd
EXNT POS ARBETY BAC W AZASF 7119 FAANE 08202 wl$
g4 Uegon), POS Axe Ad 543 POS AEEEIe BAE Yeus A
2AF 7219 FAAE 06972 A Uehdth 18z POS AREEI niAN
Aztet BAE YehlE A2AS 4129 2AXE 07312 A Yl

o)3¥ EARAE A2xd sy 1Yoz Jehid o <1y v-2>
b zth
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(B N-100 ME22 F=UEA 2@ Mits B4

5 g x % AU Rolgg
x* 87.932 0.000
. 7123 g2 4 (GFD 890
Zohe ek P Ea -
LA2HFA o] (RMR) 057
23R 5 (AGFD 879
ZEAHA T Z 73R+ (NFD 765
v &2 @A (NNFI) 734

#9) <E NV-8>cIA x’ghe 879322 AFEol ule) 2F &L Holu, o)
F 27e 2AMSY OdFATFAE AAR i Um, BB A7) U
Wi 23 ARE F7HE AT AR ARG e AFoes By,

2 A$E(GFL, AGFL, RMR)§& 7 m#ste gdstoiep gk 22juz 39
YA e @B As R FE28ATS 2 77t vk 712 4FAT(GFD
¢ 2RHFAFAGFD7F 22 0.890, 08790122 o= A= HYPF EFPolztn
28 F gloH, 94T HFHJRMRIE 00572 Vet foj5E 0.0540 24
I Qo] BEY B FFEoR JEWT 2¥EE o) AFY R2ar|d) ¥ 7t
AARE A% FRHAEA 239 A1 HAATE HAZ FAHY 2HE B
o)z gty ZEE WE F 3l

23 7tAEZ
o A&d FEYAY BREABAG By, o A7 AU AFAAE 2%
¥ theat 2ok

of AT b 19 hEe vt 2
7M1 POS AzW BAo] £&4E POS AREE A(ne e WA
Aol

WA 744 1 dsked, TP 2y F2ASNA B & dE e o),
POS Al2¥ F43 POS ZREL AAB/AE YehdlE AT 7 11e] 0820012
2 POS Al2¥ o] POS ARG datd H(+)e] Bhe 2E Aoz s
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wow, T2YAY 29 AYPErt FofHolEg JHH 1L HHEd.

azaz POS A9 F4& FA%e AF4, 84 R A4 & POS
N&Y F2 540 ¥84F POS FEEEY ARV & Aoz 44 #
Atk & AT + Y3 A8 BYEH R GAEAC FEEie, e Al
o] F¥4el & POS A2 POS HE9 #gozA wadd, 458 4
nA#d FAHHY S IdI HHE F ot

o] @79 7Hd 29 W& B3 2o
742 1 POS AR AH EAo] ¥& +F POS AREEY H(+)9 9FE
a3 Roloh

744 20] Wiatel, RN By A% B & & uis} 2o, POS
Ao AF S43 POS ARBLY ANBAE JehiEe A% y210] 0697012
2 POS Aue AA S40] POS AuTEH Bt F(H9 Fae M= Ro
2 Jehdon), T2uAA R8s AFEs} foldolng /M 2 Add.

28E2 POS AR AW 54 AA%: BAREY, A4 2L POS A
Hel A EAo] £&4F POS HREEY ARrt =& Aozt 438 & 4
o & POS Aue] AY EHoz AW uAE @I 24 Hystzm, HA9)
POS Au7} AFE o POS Fuel §ozA vjzue, HER 2 nABed
IR e nAgm HHE 5 Ut

o) AF¢) 74 3¢ Wge Be 2ok
743 : POS ARVEEI EL4E ohAY mde) A9 DgE 1A o)
o.

7td 39 "WEt] FERAFY 29 ARAsAN £ £ e Hek Zol, POS
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Abstract

Effects of POS System and Its Information Quality on POS
Information Use and Marketing Performance

Kim, Hyang-ran - Lim, Chae-kwan

The purpose of this study is to develop an framework for the marketing
performance evaluation of POS system by the theoretical model for
evaluation of information system and the empirical data of Super-chains.
This study were empirically gxamined an effect of POS system and its
information quality on POS information use and another effect of POS
information use on marketing performances of firms using POS system.
Also, in order to achieve this purpose, a literature survey on MIS and
marketing was conducted. In this study, the structural equation ‘model(SEM)
was established for verifying the relationship of above variables. And,
several hypothesis were established and examined empirically from that
SEM. In conclusion POS system and its information quality influenced
positively on POS information use, and that information use influenced on

marketing performance as the effectiveness of POS system operations.



