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Abstract

Continuously monitoring and improving information system
(IS) performance is a major concern in organizations.
Thanks to invisible characteristics of IS performance, this is
still enduring research question,

The purpose of this study is to examine and analyze factors
influencing IS Performance in public sector. Influencing
Juctors of IS performance include IS quality such as System
Quality, Information Quality and IS Use. The data for
analysis was collected from local official in Korea. We used
PLS 3.00 Version for an analysis.

Analysis revealed that Information Quality has directly
influenced IS Use. But there were not significant in
relations between System Quality and IS Performance,
System Quality and IS Use, System Quality and IS
Performance, and IS Use and IS Performance.

Keywords:

System quality; Information quality; System use;
Performance; Public sector

1. A&

Information System(IS)o] 7]¢jellA  z}pA]&}i=
HlFo} Z71sldA A, Information Technology(IT)i=

9 Agel ol Mol ofd @iz
FgdiAn  AtHa).  AQH  BFsIRAA
Hurlee  #gol  Foluwa An  Alxd
FEulgel 4% FsA =G, =
JuA2ge Fast WA %A HuA
quA2ge  4us W) 9% cee

A-r-Eo] AP AH8I[91{111[14].
SYUUEE AR AsE HoledA T3
HRAAE gt #Ao] Fdigta o 15].
AR A B AiE FYsld FERES Eg
Ta/1HEA U AR AYE Fryowm
s Yrba, HRAAHFO FHIHJULE, E3
Aagsel digt Exyt kst Jd= e
HULlHog HAARE AldE EFT FEFH
A3t ARjlol ik 4A5Ae "ado gFHn

A

ATH25].  &A opARAE WU :
ez g ARALE Ao g AFE0]
Bon F371#e] FRALY Ao dgd AFE
ol dAolt. Ed FE7IW FRALH dig
ATEL FAAFoY FAH AAdgo] olgH
AF7E TAold, A digh AFHA A7 2
olFAA ¥ = Aol

B d7dMEs A@dTdA BEAol AFE
ARAMARY HF 249 AREFD, AN2®FL,
o8, EI 8E& A 8o AMgEglen,
Tl AEA2" an gl wAs
TENHE ddes
A% dEol FF37] wEd Wz sj#E

=

FE37)89 AR A~ 723 =3
GAstA . ¥4E H8 AHEE dHolHe HES
23 FAHYen, PLS WA 3.00& o]&sly
435140,

2. o]&3 ujA
2.1 ARN2YE Edo] B¢ A7

ARA 2" AMus Fdgsty] g g9ow
ABAAE Fdo dight d77F B statEo] o4
thokstAl A BEHACT8][26]. AR A AHe] A3
HA3S DelLone & McLeand 199213 Aol A
AREFAY A2y Fdol HRAA®R A3
BEE AP, HEAAHY MFE ZHGY
AoiA ;i Hojer & Fag  dYde
ES =N

Ar FHE ARA2"HA o dEHoR
2889 7MY /84 T AUy FaRd
23 & 9331 9Jv}(8]. DeLone and McLean(1992)2
AR FEE HAEAN2Y 1A AHF HE F9
g AAEden, YEY  FHE[](81]E
Festd Fu FFE HseE 248 WIRE
A A stE Tt olF AW EAT IS Success Modelo] E}
FHET BA 8 AE5AD AFE[271[11]04
g A dd JZFo] olFolH
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Wang et al(1996)2 HES Ftod 13799
AEEFE 179709 dlolg FZ £A&
AiL, 3299l g SHAEERFH A7

FTAEE £ stQv32]. & Axe
q& Tatod 17989 FZ2 F4E 2079
7ot Abdol MdAs] %2 Accuracy,
Relevancy, Representation, Accessibility 4712 1502
Tiete dTE T8 21 2% o) 2F
207 22 % dolg FH9 HATxE Qs

Wang(1996) <79 oA o} F-$(2003)5 2
4718 awe dAder HAW HE nddsiu
g2l dHd LeF =FE A3 dT7E
AASAE19].  dAA Wange] 207 82 F
double-blindd 2 o8  WHsI, olAE AFH
THE  AAstd 49 aFeR B2 ¥
AE7FE T4 focus group interviewE T3 o] § &
BQd. AR FHE& M99 1849 sa=
g5t

A28 FEe Aado] AR HEAH Axg
Ag Aol"en,  oF ARAXH
dF8llez AH8-E A T3] DeLone &
McLean(1992)2 A28l FAo] is] HBA2F
18 84 B&EAHE Yulshy, AH&A
HgHoln EEHOET A2HL AT F A
B=g g sdcH8].

Alag Fdd did SAWEsEe Avrd
Bailey & Pearson(1983)2 Forel #HE|A, Alad9
FAA, A2R B3 SRHAT & A8 FE
TEFEEE Urol FAAC1]. Delone &
McLean(1992)2 Convenience, Flexibility, Integration,
Response, Reliability, Usefulness, Utilization, Accessibility
8/ AEE Al&¥ F3& 573I3vH8]. Seddon &
Kiew(1994)2 Al&glo] 2571 AE7tst @by
AL e Ao Ao, AFRY §olAd, FHE,
A%, 22338 3= FAF &4 F9 ARE
Egatd A2 FH4E SAAG27]. 2EA &
=TA(1998)2 AlAW AAle F4 AAE HAHEY
o= ARAIAHA ALRE3 Qe F=gol
AZEYole AHAFT a8A, FALY AL 4
&8 FAO dg 584, A2" RS A,
REGAIZE, A2gle] 84, AFA, HAA, 444,
, AHES Wy, fEAdS e dHolg
£o] a7 Fojof grka RT[5].

22 o] §of #E A

AbEALS] Al2® o] 8& ARz wHEI AJAH
A2 BHFE 4 Aok Ginzberg(1979)7}F
AEA A AF gQlog A&a wEHi} Alxd]
ol && A% o]F, DeLone & McLean(1992), Myers,
Kappelman, Prybutok(1997)%5 9] AFolM&E A A|&}laL
Ach81[22].

Lucas 1978139 AFoA AAH A A8 AEE
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240 AgES) AR A} we FBuA}
ASe YFHATH0I. FRA =Y AHgel 2
A

A2RE AbgEtE WYY AME Wxe F 7};1

=5 - }‘]ig‘ﬂ ‘%‘ }‘}%3]’?‘3‘ H&‘iﬂ%
AHEZENY S YElga, AMSRIEE AMS HEE
Yehdh £, ALgo] HeElgd ARA~\ME 78X
%2 A2HRG ALEAES 8] AMREE v go]
Foe A7 Afsr ol AAE oH71{29].
Nielsen(1993)2 AM8-4 S Fole Aol AlgA=
st g Al&ElE adHoz AL E e
Aojgl T8I 24]. AL Aol AlLE7)
HA$ A(Ease of Use), A&4AHES vl sj$-7]
#& A(Learnability)5 S AlgAel 847 AAS L
A

ANae AlEEoe g JRAAE o848 T3t
APEAE BEEHE BA Aol A AxE e
aggo] ABAAE AFol U W3z s gol
Ab&-5lo]  shth(8][12]. ofdl ] Gatian(1994)
A2 AL F AR AJAE] Ul
THHoE AAFE AHEA wFLE ABEHQ
FAo] oy AA HEAxHY MHFy aiE
dutd oz HAsA Ay 4 dokar Bdu[12].

Doll & Torkzadeh(1988)c F& A 2He] £ E 9
Aejol wel HF AR TFo] dFE Peva
SHATH9]. Te, ABAI2E AR E9 AR
HET ol ALErY AmA 2] dlgh AL
Y ng FHo] AHuAIAgH AFo AgL
A s 8o AAHA

Gelderman(1998)> Aot} A8 &R, AFEA
ZHAA ARA 2" @ PHEL AABIAGL,
Wi Ee gdga g AlElE S @Ssded,
Ab8AL THEEE content, accuracy, format, timeless,
ease of use ¢ 57}A FWHo)A etstar Avh[13].
Bhattacherjee(2001)2  Davis(1989)¢] 74845298
olgd EfE st AHRA2EA O Tt
BARAIZE A&H Algo ke uwX s
ZAME AR, AFER ©EFol M S YA E

Rog vergt[2].
2.3 Ao @ AT

ARALsY RdE AA¥oz AuAsde
Agsred Qo A9 AT Faol e
WoojE AT & U= NEE HRALY
588 gyste Axs 399 5 Aot

sl Zxe dwdon zxe] A4y
As, AR &% Fo, 9V AMY g
oz ugd 4+ Aok U HuAsge
g st 9o 78 FAn Auss
A% olojo] A Riol ¥ Y(ntangibleyo]
AN Fasls AR 1 ANE 43
245717t oA @ 4 Aok

AnAzd wRs B

zvloz RFHU,

rir
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McLean(1992)2 IS Success Modelol A 7§<Qlol tigst
Agrd s Ao ok g¥Ho=m  axnit
W38 TH 8], Lederer & Mirani(1995)= A W A] A&
A EF adog ARFrL WY 9, J)ev 8
A%, ofEg Aol At T8 3, 24v 8 A,
¥ A FE AEA2" Zdane] glew
Wrv[18],  HAbel  AHHsk  AAA HUL
A0 M= FRAIARY  ANRE Y
aafel Ay ang FEEAY. 94 A
HEAIAE 2go] W& dF 759 4 e
Hd"E gRorn e Ao dF d49S
NEor 2ESIALL, 4 7154 3dE 9AEA
¥ o ol Aol A gahis
sk FAE F 7Y AEER] AEFFH Au At
Aol A ojmgt AAH 95 JHAA HeTtel
2HE Fa doen, A4y g A #
et ol Aokl

Hu42003)3= v]=9]  ‘E-Government Strategy
2003 oA #AAE A AR AMEY YA
AAARE Fasted AR A ATARER

AAsRATH17]. BEFE AIAXE AAE Yl
Axngdyre  AHE o) ggHs, aAUNIFL
ARAEN Moz gEF & F, o8 =A,
Anlafegd, aAAGAZR, aANgEz
aAdGdEd, uAunsFd, ARugEil
AH-494d Fo gR ol Bf dR FAH

HE ANAREE A s
3. 47 94
3 ATEY % HEEA
oA ATEE ez ANEAY AL
Fol olgo) wl Az st olgo] el vA L

gapol gk 9P mAS <1y st ol
A A .

e
T

Information
Qualin - WHi-D

Performance

Bystem Lo ELLD

Quality
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AR AT NAgED L AR A EH S
o] gtz UojA 7HF 7R HQ FEolgtn &
Q. ZIEZQ FZA izt FFo] ol
Abgbe] S 7|dgisly] &Y DeLone &

s
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McLean(1992)2] IS  Success Modelo] ulzw
AREFRAY AN2gEALE dd =& ds)
ARG T AEA SR LS HAE AoZ

£

YEGTH8].  Seddon(1997)2 DeLone & McLean
Modeloll Al ARG FAEHe] @A o

A+E FYsto, 6l Id9 F A" FAH,
AREFA, o8, AHEA wHE 4 FHd dd
#AE Bt wE udvh2s). =g FrA 2
2ol ARgAL o] goji} wEEo] k)] FEFE
ol x50 Qlokar Bkal, 7 IS Success Model S
A A& th. Mayer®} Kappelman & Prybutok(1997)2]
RyolME ARFH, A2HFF, AMu2FHo]
Agste ol &H AgA WHE FFE Fi,
o] & AlgA MFE FEAM ME FFE FiL
W=thal B kth[22].  Bhattacherjee(2001)0 2} 51
AL&AL ghEo] ARAIARE X & 08 ALREH
AoiA 7HF A Fe 8oz e 2],
UM AFEER vRolE u] HEAAY FHo
oW AREAAA wEE Fa, ol A
AH8S wolvd JFgS Fua & F Adrt olg
22 U&E EUE A8A50] AHABAARY

M 2 ARAEY Edol L4, 4} B

Aol

A 2 AREAS §e4E, 4L ¥l
Aol
A 22 N29ELel £84%, 4t we

Aol

DeLone & McLean(1992)2 IS Success Modelol 4]
Usage® %ol =ZFo] digt #azte] X3
8oz war Yur(8]. Lucas(1978) B HA] 289
ALEEEE  AEA ARET vRpR A AR o ®
THSATH20]. o] F ALA AL HRAAE
29E 29 £ v Bi Ik Ein-Dor &
Segev(1978)= ©o| &% A #et FAGFHo g 3§,
AA AHEH #¥ol Aoha Bri[11].  ofuf
#ezts 94 7|EY UEFHUE dryom
A2Eg ALgEHA F Fola, AlAEle] ALEe
ARA 2 AFH FHol Fohm wekdh A
TQ004)S A2F o]&Ae dFFeAdFH ol&A
Arseo  wek A= Apgo]l  "gEkA il
AEAAE Ao dgs vldda B4H30].
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g Gatian (1994)2 A|2®lo] o]& F ALgx7}
Az distd FgEHoz  AAsE  AHEA
gtZol  ARH  FHHol LolA ¥ AA
AuA2ee] Aey angs vty oezn HAs
Mrdgitiar H©9kri[12]. Hamilton & Chervany(1981)%
FA9 HARA2Y olgo W3 AT FEAN
agy F4E TR gEsivHi4l. AR
o]l AHAIAY ALSR A EFHo) dig o
7t 1EES THsty, AHAAHY agAds
HrAsted  doAA M wE&F FJUIEE
Azt 8%tk Doll &  Tolkzadeh(1988):
AR A E AL-§ o} REE w&BZE7}
FEA L QFo JFE vRgi HYTH[9].
Gx AFEL T3 AR ARA A AR
o] ad i) A4S vHn o AE
& F A olg EdE FABA LY ALgo] # T
oW g 7AEA Fotrry] 3 HEAAH
ol &3 #riote] AA dis kg e A

259,

tlo

M 30 ARA2Y o]0l FEFH, AFAE ¥

Aol
32 47 3y R &4

Armde HFE s AuEA2HY 21
HolEl(log data)e} HEA 7|HE o] g8l =
dolEE ol &3ttt M HF5E AsiA PLSE
ol &3ttt

33 54 & do9 +3

ATEDe] FFE A olf® 53 8d #
dFE o8 7 8AELS HYPdFA gl
25" QAE A, FAAHoE
‘AP EA2 Wang & Strong(1996), ©]A-$ 2](2003),
DeLone & McLean(1992), Miller & Doyle(1987), Bailey &
Pearson(1983), King & Barry (1983)9] QFEo)A
AMASEL e ESAHLAES 8std £ =7
oA ATA s 1](81116][191(231(32]. 28jx
‘A|~¥ F72°e Bailey & Pearson(1983), DeLone &
McLean (1992), Mahmood(1987), Wang & Strong(1996),

o]AL 9] (2003)8] F=RAA  AAEn de
=HQe42EL FZR3Y 2 =E el
AtAdstk1118]1[19]1(211132]. ‘o] &3

‘A 3= Delone & Mclean(1992)2] ol A A A &Fa
AE ololHES A L3 8].

B AFdA  olgd AHAEAE FU 37
AR kAo 24 369l FHE YL dAez
AHRAE2EE 3%t B dFoA] sjdd dEA =
nAzIgde  gez AR MIPAFE
SRAYERS A7) Wi FFIFA B
HHg MEAE ALy YelA ol e B#AHS
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7HAch 39 dHolHE F 34719 AAGAZRY
grEAeH, F 3By $HEHE 5590

BEAGE  zA9Ys 9y w2 4w
Szl SgANE si@Ez BE ailsiy

BdatE ol H&sH
34 B4 By

PLS(Chin, 1998):= LISREL, EQS, AMOS 5¢ 7%
HAA EA7IEA vlE] ddiRes FHE Feo
EEE FME HFe Aigrde AgeEs #
velRd @k ozt ®wigo BHI3AdE FHs:E
EREE ®weo Ao A9Es Jede
TEEFE A 53T ¢ A6l webA B
ArdMe d3FEde Ads AFE + de
L2 PLS-Graph Version 3.002 #Ajo} o] &3t}

4. A A3}
41 29 =34

FERd52do Asdd =€Hhd HF5eE A
Al EgtE A2 A (individual item  reliability),
W& AFA (internal consistency), L1231 FHHEIFA
(convergent validity)2 2 SHFE F AEFE
A7 BIAdes AFEdd o, Adibede
AgHos ZAs7] e AP M4
2 EIA B4 diddA Aelsidch. AEEE
A8gde St ste Add gdd
AEIEEY 89 AAgez Hriun, 0.60149

T WEYE Az4o] e AeR FH B
Aol A R NEYEE9 AE RS
06013 ® EE FHFHAA AF|Adol R AU
WA dude Feacl Asid AsE AEshd
A8 F8a A4 AFst 07014 old
Ul dagol dota ddelth <E 1>9 T
A A7t ZF 08o)dez oRe g
dPgol FREASE ov] e,

TEEZA Frhe 59 Y2 2HAVE; Average
Variance Extracted)?] #AFZ &S AHESd. 7
SAYEL E Y & JidEdg A4l
etz ste Jidd o & #4hE& 7Rk
sh=vul, AVEY] AlFT gol e S £
AT ®By Ea 070404
2o wdEade E g8 #Hrke axscdl
A A gk(cross-factor loading)3} Q<91 A A gkl HluLE
B oFd F k. 7 FHYEY <
A A e wargQl 2] %
wHelF ol EAstE oz Hridr, B
Aol A= AVEY  AlFgke vlaet wxaqgl
AAGE ol8d F 7H E4 & EF A=siisul
<E 33 <E 2204 BAFa Aok <F 3>olA
Ho)FE wieh o] AVE AFS gol td 7



UAAE wTh 07 o), <& 29 Zo|
ZRAYE 89 HAgol o6rtt Ax w89

AR AA syl wiEdd  $dErd Aol
guxEdcia & 4+ ok
Table | - A UAFZA
Zetaql
P i}

W o}o] & N A A2 AVE
AREA 6 0.877 0.544
Alz-el FA 4 0.837 0.565

o] & 3 0.819 0.605

Table 2 — DA QS A
A 228l
W ofolel | Hrxd e | oE
4
Iq! 0.71 030 | 0.40
Iq2 0.82 039 | 0.54
. . Ig3 0.74 0.41 0.62
] %R SE 2]
o Iq4 0.66 031 | 036
195 0.66 057 | 045
196 0.76 040 | 043
Sql 0.47 0.84 | 031
A 25 E 4 Sq2 0.29 0.71 0.23
| Sq3 0.30 0.63 | 0.18
Sqd 0.45 0.81 0.32
Usel 0.57 024 | 0.65
o] & Use2 0.46 027 | 0.86
Use3 0.48 032 | 0.81
Table 3 - ®WEEDY A#ASF 2 F&d
Witk AlFS @
A ;__‘Eﬂ

wr | aued | R | s
A8 EA 0.738
A 2gE A 0.539 0.752

ol & 0.651 0.360 0.778

* oA AalA A= Aylol AVEY AET Fel
3.

42 719 A%

PoAgdM e AkdE 7S PLSE ok
AEstAY. BEE BA Ade <ayg 2>
LRI, BE A oA E AREE, A2Y £4,
ol vt ollel HHAIAH Aiele 2P
Jrgtakad o

HAa¥ Ax, s kel AAHE Ao

Lhebskar o]t Agdel AxE Aot} et
v A b - 7R 12, 241, 22, 3 - o diEA] L
Feekxl ke Ayl wE:HEHALh ol BE
Maelfolad AASar U= AT} Ho)gl

A3tolt},

{ S

0.644%

Iuformation fr i
v Y C N
Quality N
S . s
B Use = Perfermance
“/ AP Y '
e (Re=424 R Oln
System RCioN
Quality (t=G 079

617
(1= TR

Figure 2: PLS¥4] A3}

Yzrsh olg, ¥4 9 A
143 AuAsy $4

&

H

4349

d5zol  F2HE olgd U WEEY
718l E

£

7}

£
e
(D

st Ao® YeEiwoh aEy AxuEAg
v, o] & wrEd A7k A, ARFHE
e A, Na2"gERATS AAde BACdAM =
rolgt AEE ®=&3hA Rk o Axe
Ao Agd" MEY 7 AUWd Hol FL
Aflez dotdn % AFdAE o €& AE
Aol = R E AREe] A EAE & oA ot
B d4E a2 F¢ s FEidg ddem
BEAIZE o] &) digt dAF7t mFe e
a7lTel  ARA2Y Ay FE4E 9T
ASEAE ANEsAdds HoA F53¢9 2 g
oul e AAEE AT £ AL Aol

B AFqME g@5d] F371d0A ARAAHE
o] §-3F5L o] fo] wWE At ofEA Yo EvE
FHeg ML HAw Ayt 7IgidlA
ABAI 2SS 83t Y Yy FI7]HA
ArA2ade gdgsts dfdE Aozl dS
Aoz AZAY. gFoe Fa7|dy Antrigde
ARAI2 dig @83 AAst ow Aot
A=A digk Ayl desig £33 g WA o
UotztA  Fa7iaTol 7tAE BEAIAY o4
TA7 digt #FFE AFE T zHo EAo
ARA~E] gito] ojWl g ulX =7t digh

571 AEHE dFeE AR gUr U
Aol
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