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ABSTRACT : This study reviews and modifies general IS success models to find success factors of WIS(Web-based Information
Systems) and to confirm the relationship between WIS success and user’s satisfaction of web use. A WISSM(Web-based
Information Success Model extended to include EQ(E-Quality) is developed to anticipate user’s intention to use Web-based
Agricultural Information System and fit into the survey data from 252 WIS users of RDA(Rural Development Administration).
PLS is applied to estimate a structural model based on EQ-WISSM to test hypotheses including 1) users reach a high level of

intention to use Web-based Information Systems when they feel a high level of interactivity among an ‘E-Quality’,

Making Support Satisfaction’ and ‘Task Support Satisfaction’,

Systems. The results show high path coefficients and R® values and find followings;

‘Decision

and E-Quality boosts intention to use Web-based Information

First, the EQ-WISSM explains the user’s

intention to use WAIS quite well. Second, E-Quality can be used well in web-based IS environment to predict IS Success.

Finally, this research finds the importance of ‘Task Support Satisfaction’ as a mediator between ‘Decision Making Support

Satisfaction’, ‘E-Quality’ and ‘Intention to Use’.
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1. DeLone & MclLean® Model of IS Success
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Figure 2 Updated D&M IS Success Model(Delone & Mclean, 2003).
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3. Web—based Information Systems Success
Model

Garrity & Sanders(1998)= DeLone & McLean(1992)<]
2dat 27 gl AET)E ALY RdS 7, ko
AREALS] WS AASte 84E IHIHolx ¥ 9
APEAR A R, QRAY RS, AR del tigk vk
£ 59 Ul 7IK=ZE 443N HFigure 4). ©]gF W] 7}
A gae ARAIRES] el e Al 7HA B
=3 ks ol AR =AM AR

ZAS o] FE BE 947 sl Aotk EAle
AA-7ABHCE AFE AEFH |28} ol 8AE AT
NzEle) 2 FSE Folth v TtoR A8
2 Felete] HAHRA HRE A
JFE vIXE RO

Qe ol z0] F2

filo

¢}

OB

Web-based Information Systems Success Model(WISSM)
< AEAZE ¥ #¥I D&M Model, TAM,
G&S Model 5 A|71A] 2] WISell gk #-gojx]
3 M Bosle] AAFE mEolrk  WISSMOll A AL
89 o184 T4 WISE B IF 2 &9 A4F 1
Y opEgoR rold 4 Uk U4 oA

AEF2A o)gshe 52 T shve dde IS
SAA7)=H o] & JAEAAAET= oAt
FAA Tsk= EAMES 23] = F Ue
o] Willingham, 1988).

e AE7EY A=
@S A HRE el

Jo iy
fol oxl
e

Al
oEal
Me

0]

5

2,

[,

i © 9 ¥ i
Lok o8
2~L

N
~

fr & o d

}

oL

2 AR Eete FARER Qs

Uehd & 3tk 1S APERALETE o]

2132wl A WHehA He <l

UL 7|ZHERZRE AR o ATy
dad Ho R Adste dFAd

u]d 4= QltKDawes, Faust, & Mechl, 1989;

Blattberg & Hoch, 1990).

o] L A AAAYY FHH WFS WISTF At
AR ol Algete Ao Bxe wet S8 5
on, AR XY ETe G5 Rk 23 XY A
Lo w2t 382 F JoH, g AIE o]§ oro #
dE BFS == 24w 71E9 AZHA ZY(D&M
Model, TAM, G&S Model)ol| A AFE-H AL o] g3slo]

A 4= 9tk Seddon(1997)8 AHF-

Wy |o

2 > 1o o ox

!
oulgtla &t
Atk Davis(1989)5 QHE-G-8A0) et =& vk
Ao, ol &= &Y THHA e} o,
IS 437 ¥ Seddon(1997)9] 17} o] 3%-]
Az AT JEH o)A v 29k

sy
a,

flo

[
®
&

OIE{H 0] ABHE

Figure 4 G&S IS Success =2(Garrity and Sanders, 1998)

Vol. 15, No. 4,2009 63



o

olEel g o

I

=

o tigk s om|gitt o]
, B8, 2, o]8 8ol H A
1 5o OAl 7 aaw AgEd
AR A A TS qabEH go] A=
257 A B5F 4Rl AAY uS Be
o} ZFof Melslo]o} = w7l Qv ASEE, FEAX
Hlo] o] &xte] oatdd S wolFal o]8At P9
B e A3E bssbll she Aol neh Agecg.
elelole] nAEH PR PA, v, B, 2
o BAL TPV YTE FASheH oM of
2219 UE 2 BulE o By So mxzie] Hy)
2 A, Aols 5 X EIITHGarrity, Glassberg, Kim,
Sanders, & Shin, 2005).

_ﬁ
o

tlo
o

B Q1] 5]
2l 9 45e

[}
of

]

e
cel

O
=

ﬂtﬁé

pi
Ea
O X

E

ol

O
s

T

o
o)1=

=
=

=

=

Fl

d

oAz
aETES

BIEECIARE

]

493 - 424

o] Alz=He] 54 A= ¥kY
25Y ¢ A TR HAEe HAE S
taz dew, 4 49 Fx= HA o B34 7t
o). Kim, Kinshore, & Sanders(2005)°] W=, o]
3737 a1 <lalf AUl ARSARES Al 7FA] Ab
A(Usability)®] FAES 72tk $ich

ARZ FX-E3 AH(Irrelevant Information)2] 4]
FAES JRE dole ARE A X8 o 2y
o} o] 22 BAHAE JHo AN AMEAE ¢
€ Y=EEE golmdrh AR AR At
(Cognitive Overhead)®] Aot} Q1A% AHsl= UF
B ARE ol HoE o AREAPL A2EHS AAE
stAl o8& = giA EHe= @dolth JiQle] & wel <l
A F AR e Algto] 7] wWiwol HE=gh
AEe Q38 AR Aol AlxEl9] o]gd )7}

shzloll= AZE

P2 L
N

S ©

1‘_:.
A L

Mgk

Figure 5 WISSM(Garrity, Glassberg, Kim, Sanders, & Shin, 2005).
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£ o d@do] A ¢S vk AES s HAd
Hl - Al289] & E-Qualitys YJAFAAA Ao Ao WAE AEs 29 gFTES =9 F v
FAAHY FFgS vHh 3}9ITHNesbett &  Ross,  1980). O’Keefe &

Table 1 A7HSF] AENET FAAT

AFES AEUE AHAAT
eqcl | FETAH FTHOIA= A HRE AFsta Jo
EQ eqc2 | Wl FAEoke} A3 BHo] JE ARES AFst Uk
ARE AEH FH oA A AFEHE AREL Azl 71<&m Ao A3
a3 | pang pAHel REA 2 oy gl Kim, Kishore, &
EQ eqfl | BEE RAFE 2oy fARlS g4l Silr:}. Sanders(2005)
A eqf2 | AFHe ARe B Jd= AS7)E & FAA Aok Yoo, Moon, Choe, &
o eqf3 | 213H Fo1A 9 AR AM 75 Hojurt Kim(2007)
EQ eqtl | AT WEske HolX Y AR A H&ES o EHsTH
Az eq2 | AlFEe AR U&L AST AAV & A FHo] Sk

eqi3 | IZA FHOIAE AT GUICIE HA itk
o | ABA FACIA olgRomA b o wARoht dvel wmed oA
MU Ags o 2 g 5 Ao
AaA AEH EACIAE U BABORt @el #dd oA AHE e 2
A9ws | M2 | o) yua mgde et sick

5 ] 5 o = Garrity, Glassberg,
W7k AR dolA] SHw9E il Bavt A | A5 Foel | o
mdss3 Ao AHE 2 w90 B} Kim, Sanders, &

e |l | AT g SEe 8 BT Aun o 8o Agirwa & Prsad
qaim |52 | BSIOIAE o ARORT Sl S0l ofF 831tk 009y
U] ts3 [ ol8RORM e W S ASEA 9T F sl Gefen & Straub
Tt gess )l Gad ARE G5e] Sl 13R BACAE A | O & S
0| 95 e (2000)
gl [y | AR SASIAS A8 e el I & Sl @ AT

it3 QO EE AL JNTAH FHOIAE AHET AlFo|th
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G711t AP HA =

McEachern(1998)2 9JAFAA-S AA|Holn =g|Ho=z
U A QA melEE A /8 AuAZEe o8 o
AR RS 14, AR &, oL 2A, 24 $ 35Ut
o ol 7HA] SR Atk § 718k o]-8x} oA}
27 A Alzdlo] Asks oabad Ade 7 7t
92, Wy BB, T2 4S9 O ©
deo] Jrig Esth S WISE &8 i AR A
SAFAR FFoll Ao AU of g} ¢F-o] HubA<l
HAo= FFS vty JAATEY =9E
O 22 7S ASEAT

H3 - 9AEA A wEe gEA9l

(HS BA}E A

oA HRIZ o] AFele TAMS QJAAE
| AR YEE dTEHY dRRYET #AHS
ajloz gty HYRAAHY] F32 JAAFE A
82} 9= (User satisfaction) 2 Q1% & -F-8-4(Perceived
usefulness), AR 7}X|(Perceived value), Ef=(Attitude)
ol ded olEd FHH AAARE FoAA AREA

=
[¢]
wEEe} AAY f44, F GRAL) B R B
o
L

T 070,

ATEoNA AEAIZE AHRZ SHSIL YTHIves,
Olson, & Baroudi, 1983; Bailey & Pearson, 1983; Doll &
Torkzadeh, 1988; Igbaria & Nachman, 1990). ¥F A
T2 S 4] Ao]EQ] o] &Yl JFS HAE &
ZolH, AE fF8AA FiEAHeRE ==d Aotk
FFAE T AT SH5E oz Y ot

274 A B dFAY UF dxl 3R] ¥

853 2FAA TEAgolr] 4 o)g wAF Ao
NE AR BEE gk

el Me RAZ R A, vm, §4, 24
59 BYLe TIPh 4TS FYshed doAMe of
8] Y B BUE GPEL By e PgHe B}
2 T, Aol & TFI FRAZY BPlA A
29 Aolge uHoT YuA2E ol § st B
A AYHE akzA AN Az A9 B}

Apelre] JEAld WS §) Apo]E AJAE] o] g2
oko] WA= vt 22 JHdE 1dd

al
F Ath

He - 9% AL BEL A2e ol golme] M)
Q) ere v,

ool ool e Wgow
o EQ. SIAFEEAY W

- T

o

E-Qualityx= Kim, Kishore, & Sanders(2005)3} Yoo,
Moon, Choe, & Kim(2007)2] A7E nlgle= EQ 7iEl
E, EQ ¥4, EQ At WUsy HEFIS FAsNe
w224 ez A o] AFA= Kim,
Kishore, & Sanders(2005)2] ©]&% =dlo| u}je}, EQ #
HE, EQ 34|, EQ Alzto] AH <AMEAAA Y wFolu
AFAY ThEe) S F7|Hth=(Reflective) ©]E°]
EQE TAsHe 747 A1om sjajstel, Agrbsol
o AYEc] APstd wdE  FTFEHA W
(Construct)?] EQ7} g} Wl 3 v A= B
dof QEG3tHT). AR Y B, dFAL T, AF

|-9= = Garrity, Glassberg, Kim, Sanders, & Shin(2005)
o] AFE wal Wl Aejep AEulEo] A

4otio] FHAE 7178
THAE 56.0%% AA|g st
a5 QAL s
o]t mAEto 2 AL TR 2
HZtEA ARE A7) 93 w3
= AHgAREC] SRA] 183%E A8 AT
£ dApdae d7rde BAA 4

RUy |

El

Iy
e
)
IS
N
~J
N
i
_>;]_',
X
=

lo

e 718 7=
83 27} vk RE
A Wet 54 FE) B
QB E ARgsl=d W), PLSE F8.2
W] & Al

& A4 7HHe2RH &

i
o,
N
oL
Lo

N1 1
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FEAF - g - FG93 - A2
Table 2 X E2] AT A Z 54
2 ue = HAE e we Hl= HAE
= = (n=252) (%) = = (n=252) (%)
20th 12 4.8 LA 112 444
30th 55 21.8 Z=H] 7} 46 183
A 40th 71 282 2] A2 7 2.8
50TH 79 313 - SR bi el 27 10.7
60th °)4 35 13.9 7142 2 8.7
Z58nl 1 0.4 7E} 38 15.1
=& 1 0.4
g} 58 85 33.7
=kiami 141 56.0
B! 24 95
&t 7hEkolut A LISRELETE Asich 2 AFol=
T3l V& R IRES ST EN o8 EQ 59 o83 EdY A4, d ZE &, A7Y
S 2HY FEE sPEaFEAN] ey dAEk e A EA4S 1Esl EAWNHOE PLSE A3t
& A3t 2do] A (model-fi) S FHsE AS
S - - oy =7 - .| Ho
7] oS ks FHAslele WS AREStY AHEAS
9] o Zo] Srjsle=s F&h webd PLSY HWE 9By A3
2492 Y= AFES GFL NFL, NFFI 59 249 =4 =79 WH d#d(Internal Consistency), & 2
AP HAFE AFE0] o, SHHFEC] 5 HZ(Reliability)E AZ317] 8] £ AolAes =284
W4 Aol 2 dSFEAS el FE R & U3t S ZAIAITE Table 32 24 JA| W9} =
Uehdt} mixjeto g LISRELS &9¢1d EXvbHo =z A Aol oMy aFnls ¢vt s YEdlz ok
3%k o] 24 wj7do] BR3A|NE PLSE= Hlw A <F3k o2 Agvls &3t gk #SS A¥ EQ AIEE Al9e e
A WA R2EE EAo] rlesith wEtA] A2 Ao T TlE @B 07RT =4 SHEoE 4 =79
Table 3 2124 2 FHEFD AS 2=
5 TSI 24 REN FHEFGA
A4 =AW=
TN | FREE A g Pt FZHA} ot} CR. AVE
EQ eqel 0.856 4.00 0.70
Ae eqe2 0.809 3.93 0.80 0.786 0.875 0.701
i eqc3 0.846 3.76 0.80
EQ eqfl 0.816 3.60 0.78
R eqf2 0.840 3.57 0.81 0.775 0.870 0.690
° eqf3 0.835 3.33 0.87
EQ eqtl 0.763 3.47 0.95
A7 eqt2 0.819 3.51 0.80 0.684 0.826 0.613
- eqt3 0.765 3.31 0.80
oA mdss1 0.820 3.62 0.68
Aelm= mdss2 0.893 3.62 0.76 0.809 0.887 0.723
mdss3 0.837 3.67 0.82
o tss1 0.877 3.80 0.80
2l :}_ tss2 0.900 3.83 0.77 0.839 0.903 0.757
s tss3 0.831 3.60 0.67
it 0.885 420 0.63
Ao it2 0.893 422 0.64 0.839 0.903 0.756
it3 0.830 420 0.66
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G711t AP HA =

A =7t - Ao A= EQ AIZHY
7} =

Cronbach's a = 0.684% XA 71X|a1 Qickar &t
& Itk A A F % (Composite Reliability: C.R.) HA|
= ol 07 oo R T =2 s Hola o

H-AF (Average Variance Extracted: AVE) %k

EF 71FA 0558 92024 SHETL FAE Y
2 AdPAE 7N S HoiFa ok

2) ¥ EF3A(Convergent Validity) £ o2 E}3A
(Discriminant validity) 75

S B 2 W ERAe 2] 919 3
2 Q1% (confirmatory factor analysis)S G~3Y3FATH
[AFAFC] 0.7 oPdeld 4 Rl Ae A=
Hokth Table 59 R upo} o] BE QIR FS
07 ol UEhdt weby & ATl +9E 97
4 8 A GG AR SR
EBAS 250 e AoE Yepth 3 Bt AlF

= (composite rehability) 7]— 0.7 ol’dold A =471 Ul
2 dAAH 74 HEAS 25 doka 28 5 Ao
(Werts, Lin, & Joreskog, 1974). Table 3914 X+ H}9}
Qo] B QAT FA mFE LT 07 o] B
S8 ML gl ACR ekt B8 7 R4 We
9] AVE (Average Variance Extracted) s ARSIt
EE A WS AVES] ®917F 0.50590A4] 0830/\}

olZ 7|29 05 Bt 2 Aoz Jeh} HEs 5
HAS 253 e AoE UEHY (Gefen & Straub,
2000)

o BlgAS AZ317) 9)8] AVE AlgoEAnt w
A2 AN (cross-loading) 418 881k AVERAS
7t AR Mee] AVES] AFel gt 7 B WS

e} AJAAGE Blashks Aotk FAHSS] AVE Al

g

4381l

U

rSL

AT

(Chin, 1998). Table 494 RE H}g} 2ol BE A
5 7t ZuEdAe AVE AFE 7S IS o 7
AVE AlF ghol 93 3 EH tE dASFER

o Fe2 2 A7y 34 =79 EHEEA 2|
Aoz Yeledth gFAY 9] AVE AlF 3ol <
AFARAY o] i E 8169 =2 3
1] FAAAT =v= A LalErh =3 EQ’%@‘?%
AVE Al o] EQARIEC] tiaiA 7119 go =
AIZES] AVE Al #kol EQE A el thaliA] 7339 %ko
2 57 WS AHEATE A% s gl
ol FHElIAL IS HAoF= AoE HAZIth
TS Table 59 WA FolA e upel 2ol
X]—;(HH:] 4 :rL/H7H o ] 1;H§l. JZHELQ. 0.7 o]}blo]_,j
o2 7N del digh AR GFAA v=e] A4

L

=

-

AN BE Y AAFE ASFuE BT 07 ol
2 deth ZPET R e g8 AT
ke AL HelEth vkl 4TAY BEe) B oA}
ARAY VE} JRWAT 4P B AOE BelR
ooold@ @ FEAEY EslolAe] A% ARz
ARhgel A hebdutsh ol elnt mlEe] 2
Fg3la gon, o F9 tREe) eAAn oix2
4 Aol FHHo] olFolAy eL Ao et

W Ao nel

3. H7EY HZ

olgel 24 wale] B4 ANE Fa SHFE A
243 Bggel AEHAL o 4 = sholA 7
wegte] Aol U@ Fo4 2R dol Hue 4
sholch AzEAe] Ase Table 6] Felso] sick
Figwe SAHE 2 d7AN £YE AL dges

F2 go] 1 FANFY} e At BE AR = &
AR 2 A4S 3 goao] o E 2= gt 2AG} RQ%AL% el iz Slok E-Qualitys= SJAREA A
AT PRAANS Bl AsjeFE 0.01004 9
Table 4 HHEFFA £423
TN 1 2 3 4 5 6

1. EQ AYE 0.837

2. EQ ¥4 0.711 0.831

3. EQ Azt 0.671 0.733 0.783

4. A A AR 0.617 0.601 0.600 0.850

5. @FA RS 0.645 0.631 0.618 0.816 0.870

6. AH&ol % 0.466 0.464 0.430 0.630 0.672 0.869

"5 A RS AVES Am A
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Table 5 3214 QA8 Ay}

Content Form Time DMSS TSS IT

eqel 0.856 0.612 0.603 0.530 0.533 0.424
eqc2 0.809 0.587 0.477 0.472 0.519 0.406
eqe3 0.846 0.586 0.600 0.545 0.567 0.343
eqfl 0.574 0.816 0.604 0.448 0.473 0.337
eqf2 0.568 0.840 0.583 0.538 0.529 0.462
eqf3 0.627 0.835 0.638 0.511 0.569 0.359
eqtl 0.492 0.517 0.763 0.438 0.423 0.323
eqt2 0.546 0.630 0.819 0.459 0.536 0.380
eqt3 0.535 0.569 0.765 0.514 0.487 0.303
mdss1 0.506 0.514 0.470 0.820 0.598 0.469
mdss2 0.576 0.545 0.558 0.893 0.726 0.554
mdss3 0.490 0.475 0.499 0.837 0.750 0.577
tssl 0.600 0.572 0.546 0.728 0.877 0.651
tss2 0.573 0.539 0.526 0.726 0.900 0.600
tss3 0.504 0.536 0.543 0.673 0.831 0.490
itl 0.486 0414 0.415 0.602 0.634 0.885
it2 0.381 0.368 0.342 0.527 0.557 0.893
it3 0.338 0.428 0.359 0.505 0.555 0.830

53] E-Qualitys fFALNS dFE FE AT
(BEAT=0282)ET} JAPAAR AR dW 2
= T AE AR RAZIHAZAF=0.677). A}

& L ehha Qom, AFARNES PRA
Aol oA AHNFF 001914 ol FFL HelF &
W e Ao gRANUEE Asd AgdEd 9

L

AHFE 0019014 7 dFE F2 e e ¥ ZANANSY JFALNS] e T AP 2
ERgit}. 919 FEEFEA ZFE E-Quality’ WAIS 4 Ao JtATHARAT= 0.625). ] A& WAISY] ¥
T T3 JTFE viAE UFYS RojErh E-Quality= A 02 YRALNEES £AF7% 514
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Table 6 73 ASAT}

of4
fo
r o
2,
=)
=5
e
-4

7 A A 2 t7k p#k A e of 2
HI1 E-Quality Il JAMEAA A AT 20.23 p<0.01 e
H2 E-Quality ll 7A A9 5.39 p<0.01 e
H3 SAEAAATE B QA LTS 12.34 p<0.01 A=
H4 AFA LS B A= 17.60 p<0.01 e
T AP A ANES Bt 7HPA o2 YRR AT V. =2 E
o

S =S ¢ 4 Atk o]H ZI= Garrity, Glassberg,
Kim, Sanders, & Shin(2005)] A-7A3e} UX|3Ic) JF-
AQutET} Mg Eo] ARAFE 06N2E =& S
HoFa gtk o)A WAISE 53 JFAUvtEe
FHOF AFEYEE ol AlAE AMES FTIAA A
FHQ WAIS 295 & F e AS HoFoh
22+ 7HE<] E-Quality$} 1214 70dQl AWE, 32,
AlZEe] IAIE Y BEF gt £FeE yehd, 3
7HA d B Hs2gt $F0 2 E-Qualityd] FEFS v

43+ A

47} 71del tigt ASAY BE 7Mool AlESE
0.01914 AHFAKE 6). AZol= PLS7} AFsh=
Bootstrap©] AFE-EI o, 1 A3} E-Quality= JAFEH
AL QAL v A2 folstA dEgs T
Rom, APAARA Y WL YFALTNES FYsHl
F7HZITE =3 GFAY wo] oW ARE-oET}
=S Zo® yeuth wepd 3183 Fulo)A] AR}
o] FAEE =o|7] A<= E-Quality®] 7i4do] Hds}
H, o] B3l AR A TEs FHATIA, AFA
<

& WSS mol, AR AHBIEE £ £
o)

AEA2Eo] 9& 7o R FHEUX A2=ES A
| F A= o] Srkstar Hskr] AR, 7
& AEAzE) v O 727t ¥ BRI ol
$15t). 53] WIS(Web-based Information Systems)2] U]
gk dlolele} E3g QHdo|x, =2 FERE ARAE
2 slolg WISE Hal aaHoz ARS7] oAl 1t
=0 w2b WISe] RS T8 fFAd 3 ZAsE
< o AEHoRE F3gstr] 2l wise] SAo g
o] Fositt & A= WISY AeHl &gl
< PAE 20S ] 8 AR, =3

il

o2

oft il ook o [

A= O T

J2]  WAIS(Web-based Agriculture Information Systems)
os A5 Pttt AAYATE Tl ATE?
S AT 28 AERALE 53l HolHE 3
s S HAS AAskATh AT
o] B5F AEgE 001014 A=
HA &4 AHE Foto] @ 7HA] o83, AF-A Al
AHEE A g

2 A7 USH 22 o83 S Hogth A
A, 2 dA7e Ve ARAEEY ZEeds vE
Delone & McLean IS Success Model®]t} Web-based
Information Systems Success Model®] Zt= SHAIE-S EQ
2y wissMe] S B3 HYITh Delone &
McLean IS Success Model> jo]gl= &3t EA4S 1
HokA] 2o, N RN §f S M
ARE Ber BYPS AJMYAN ¢ o] A=
T2 BEFPAE AR IR Xtk
WISSM®] 744 IE#o|as duyeller uHfem
A RGSRARE §) o] ZHAE StelHut o] 54,
Alz=dlo] A Fshe 7Aelxe} A|2E Fxole] #A TS
wys] wFEskA] Heit & A= EQ

A
4
f
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BN A3 5 A2ASF R Fe
4 3?}730“’\14 AR 2=H AHES A-st

== A
T WA, EQ ¥ FREFWHAS B3 AFEH
< B3 ARSA A siAel g dME A
719§ SAAAMY ARSI E¥S
Palmer(2002)9] AFE-/d(Usability) E3&o] thEZo|dch
I8y Palmerd] AFEA] TEL 2] ) 4L s}
= BEyolgtal & ok wWE £&, OS5 B =
3

Aoz AFQA o FXe dEgS SHIIAY RIS
R* 3= Sl
J

3DEE 7 T dA ¥ &ES Adst
Palmer®] 232 A7} vk & 4 Stk
Kim, Kishore, & Sanders(2005)2] EQ =&
9 879 545 nHsIARaL EH R Al=Ee A
L89ls & Adsta dvar & 4 ok SARF EQ &

P obd gol AguA gobd AFH FHo] P25
g 2 4 Aok B Avdde] 43EAe )
E-Quality7} 9 73149 A8 BAE sAsH A
Fa% 37t A¥7k A, o] BYS Fakol wisel 4

34 92 AU F Aee WA F
Ao g, Algowe] Fad 9% AL e
v @ oAy ) EE o

ol = Q) B Aqny AFEA Axp A¥-AYut

A2AF=0.672, R*=04512 F23+ ¢
HXe H5Eds & ok S WIS7F ARSAR
TS VHHOR EokE W, AHAE WISE
gl E}% Aolth. E-Quality= A4
FEFS PAARE AR

AR LT YRR LN PR A=2A
0.625, FFAPNEFMS] Rghe 0.7099Th. © A
Garrity, Glassberg, Kim, Sanders, & Shin(2005)2] A+
oA Uehtes ARG AAAA LRSS ¢
H7H§_J+*‘ HojFErh
Holl A & Ao AAHS ot 2
A, EQuahtyA TS Bl AtelES Fx7t A
1, AlZke] SWoA aEEolol IS dHFETh
B2 44.4%7F FHl FAsHE Abgeldt=
SO E-Qualityol] thet FaFs FZAZTA &
A9k, E-Quality #Q1E0] AlZ=Hel] thgh v} A}
olzof FES Fi Ut AOE Hof, A= F
< EE d"Fo)ze] HARIY 7k Aj2Ee] A
AN F2F Az Eﬂ‘i%o] %Bfﬂ' O—Iﬂ‘%o = A

TEEz ko
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