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Abstract

In this study, the accounting information systems and Satisfaction with computerized accounting education
study. As the control variable, computer usage time and computer experience were used. To sum up the
analysis result, Details of the quality of accounting information system, quality system quality, information
quality, service quality, satisfaction of computerized accounting education was analyzed significant effect. Used
to control variable, computer usage time. Computer usage time of the control variable in the system quality,
information quality and significant impact on satisfaction. Computer experience of the control variable in the
system quality, information quality and significant impact on satisfaction.

Keywords : Accounting Information System Quality, Educational Satisfaction

CTHANEA  CiFOiE D I EDRY Zeng Y AKX cHREZACHEt D 2ol M At W

F1Y:2013.6.20. AAF4:2013.7.20. AANEHL:2013.8.30



A

}

ke
el

o A1GARA, S, FA o

&

171

].

o

=

A Al
é| [e)

ke

9wt ol A4

|=2%|(2013.12)

A
AnsatslolAe SARRA2Ee 79

&t

BAHMA

q

X
o

=]
dye

Gl

) AR A o] Syt

A2 £3

=]
Rt

7Is& TRk

o 7]

=
=

sy

Aode=

1

B}

kel

Mae A%t

-
a

3T
ar

A

\=j

5

atef A

(Korean Intemational Financial Reporting
[}

=
L

17 7]
Standards, K-IFRS)S %

3

. —

w

HE

T

N

jpuze]

Tor

ojpy

gl 41 ) €]

L

ol

7hel w7y

=
-

[1]2]

&3k

=

NAAA 3] A1 =

196611 ASOBAT

p
i

3](AAA)

1

<
o

7] =53] 7]

</

N

o =

e}
3

AT

o2 AHA Lo &

A

]

~
)
o
LS
ey

19T )2l

9

Sk}

AA muo)A A E 1

A| Al

RS HE o

59 A

]
A

Ha 3=

S

ﬁo
w

=y
of

A
=)

Fubs)

3

o]

°|th.

o Q7

al

7

A

s

oA 3A
oyl Arzlde]

=4

hal
HH
E],'_

o

tol Alesh=
7]

S

L

L

B

1] 9

o

&

2~ E

1A BAI RS HHA

3]

o))

o

T

24 AL A

s ol ol

[¢

il

et
Z

°

&z}

S

A
%, Dagash mgate) o4 A, AN w0

[e]
=

AT EH,

=90
==

T

A

O|=X Hi&
g

II.



A LA

3

Fig. 1 Research Model
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