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Abstract This study aims at providing the basis for improving the applicability of ERP
system in those companies which plan to introduce it or those which already introduced, but
were not able to achieve the intended effect. To this end, this study focused on the
empirical study to find innovation acceptance factors effecting innovation diffusion of ERP
system intensively and to search the best path of innovation diffusion. Thus, it was known
that innovation characteristics factors, percieved ease of use, perceived usefulnessand
implementation of ERP system affected innovation diffusion directly or indirectly and there
was a significant path helping companies introduce information system successfully.
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