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The Office Productivity Increasing Strategy through
the Accounting Information Systems*

Jong—Min Choe**

ABSTRACT

Based upon previous research, factors affecting office productivity with the Accounting

Information Systems(AIS) were suggested, and the relationships between the factors and

the office productivity with the AIS were hypothesized.

The empirical results suggested that there are significant positive relationships between

the factors such as the user participation, level of AIS utilization, internal AIS develop-

ment and AIS technical sophistication and the office productivity with the AIS. According

to the results, the office productivity increasing strategy with the AIS were proposed.
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A% Z2aRg N, Mg, AN, fx1E
o AoIN &4 A=,

~ ®o]g} wlo]x(Data Base) : RE A& AE
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of 47 182 F U2 ARl T2 2 2 a7el dslol tia N2del HeE
g Higdes A 714 AIS 7148 2z e miEw A
— §% 4 (Adaptability) : 548, A, & o} 239 (¥ g3t oot

(E 6) BAHAZEAILHS] 7|8 £F0l the =2 Feo|, £

W 247 39 4 4 FEAT
ALE I o] O ZEst A= 73 Doll, 1985
g4 @ ol &9 HA Likert Type Scale | Az4, 1987
® zZzay 4 &

Hlo] €} o2 ® 554 73 Doll, 1985

aeA @ XA Likert Type Scale | A7, 1987
® =4¥4

A 2d ZE © A" HY&= k) Doll, 1985
@ A2 Hex Likert Type Scale M4, 1987

(4) AIS o] go W& HBFEEENE MK U o] ool whet AMFAAG FUHE FHY & A
z223 Ao9 &3 T ¥BE U, 4778 AieEolze Fd9
AHRAAHE ke AFF diE A8 ARd A @S2 F
FuU S ARLGHIE 3T £ Jou ALY FHE Y F e 95 F
{Baumgardner, 1981 : Byars, 1982 : Drange, ), 4553 AEEes 233 4L Powers
1985), ZZZ e A2"ZE vl F3d R (1971), Sanders(1984)7} M3 M Id=E F
WE, B 2 ool 474 b2y fie @& & AF-E AHREIATE A7 23R Fole A
8 AMRE 7, AMRERE B e g 2AEv|L ol (& 7)ol AAH Uk

ettt dad B dF7o A& Abraham(1981)

CE7) AR SOof e =& He|, £

Han 223 9 73 Uy #HAL
AIS o] g 2% | © &AHe &o]A 74 Abraham,
AR A 2 @ F71 A9 +3 Likert Type Scale 1981
@ FY A1 @ Powers, 1971
@AY 27 24 Sanders, 1984
A2 AR T ARE W w9 2bA 73 Lucas, 1975
Likert Type Scale 2% 1986
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HF

2l

R

a1 ¥ A7oME AISY AAZEAR A
AL EE EF8d. ALHAEEE )T
FYPA A2 o] dhe AR, A &H AREol
ZAHY Ftole AHAEE BHFeA gn 2
7Aowk oln7t 9le =g (Lucas, 1975),
ARERIE ] A AMREE B3t Y 2
of &4kt

Hl—x% oE]

NE]) AR AE= Apguw x A Ale e

323 MEIE, EHEHE 24
i WSES $MA NEZ 348 455
daire dsE, BYE A3el A=A A

AZ2S 98lA = Cronbach’s Alpha Test7}
FERed, 2 2 (F ol AAIE AT

(E 8 AUFHLSE9 M2z HEHIHCronbach’s Alpha Test)
H I = AAA & Alpha A4
o] &2} Fox 2 0.8929
HnAYEF A 5 0.8203
AR A 2 A 2 A AT 5 0.7723
AIS &8 (58)FE 4 0.9031
S/W &84 3 0.6743
Data Base &84 3 0.6122
Al 2=E §54 2 0.5457
AR AR ) 4 0.8365
(E 89 AEE BY A5 2 Al2" § oug AFEAA 1 A A Fr} B
EA& AQsliix Alpha Aol 0. 6ol e g dh

Alpha A7k 0. 68EW =HH FAR 213

#Esel NdE B A dAs 2

Ao 2 BA= g Boz(Van de Ven & B (Factor Analysis)o] AAIE e, 1 ##
Ferry, 1980), 7™ TE9 &4 & 93 o] + 7 (E 9ol veld ok (E 9F 2EE 747
e “E*‘)ﬂ 3k 24X EMPdANE & HEES 233l 48 g2 5o AEsiA, 47
A3HA olgE F Ud U AXHFEAE 3l factor® FASE Aoz UeEh AEH
Alpha A%F7F 0. 553 E2 A== g o] & ¥ Bg et ¥33 Aoz yHEAT
(E 9 AFHZ0| CHEl Factor Analysis &2 (Varimax Rotation)
B S = 1 2 3 4 5 Eigen value | #4341 8(%)
o] &2} FAx 0.933 | 0.933 1.74 87.1
HuPAEA 4 0.527 | 0497 | 0.833} 0.64 0.589 2.98 59.7
ABAl2d B AR | 0436 | 0.527 | 0.646 | 0.55 0.528 2.68 53.7
AISEE(78) == 0.871 | 0.921 | 0.864 | 0. 838 - 3.05 76.4
S/W &€4 0.721 { 0.818 | 0.812 - 1.85 61.6
Data Bas 284 0.728 | 0.837 | 0.69 - - 1.71 56.9
Al=d g8 0.78 | 0.78 - - - 1.22 60.8
AFE-AR b Sl 0.766 | 0.806 | 0.834 | 0.812 - 2.69 67.4




EAUE VL4 EEHERA 2ES o] 8T EHEEN T

4. |t ool MU FF
I} FEHERAILE E#ETE

A sk e, 2ogEe] (E 1009 vERY dth
(F 1001M A28 BA o wEZEE Y
Hagkol 42 AAEo], AAdA, AA A
A o] 1~-39AIE AdA, He 4~6TAE F
GAE 2 o vy /gEY ABrt I
AZ A3tz AL+S ¢ + AUrk Nolan(1979)
o] wA m¥olM 1,2,39A7F Al2H&S), A,
EAGAQd, vt 714 #4ds 0] 3
GAE A HEA2H] V5o o= Hr ¢
A¥ 3, DATA BASE 71&°] o859, HRA
2elo] that BA9 A, FHElo] o]FA L, o
g2+e] ool FuiEE FHEAUGA) F
Zo o} gtk Aok, Yoz A F Hal
=39 3¢ dolg #YIAE AH A5DAR
EAT Ao B

AMs d3e doluy) g8 oAl (F 100&

A
&, F¥ Ay 1, FEART} =09 23]

6670AE, AE7E P ZF ol 107RALE ditks 7]

o3l g Vet

o g
AHASE AT S S 7]
7

FLE F

o S gol ooAeE Wi

RERE

71d0] 4370AY, ERRAf el o SA1A L 710] 35
A

Are 4

4
ol
)
o
o
{
<©
o
oE
4o
By
tlo
O
rir
£
k1

AR EEY

G4 el A

A4 BuAe, JRATYTE FdAble

Fzed o] 42 Foe, HuAYEF XY HF RO 2 e
Zro] Z¥7h 4. 82, 4. 952 7 HEA B o F
(E 10y A3 Haregel MEX EAR|(n=T8)

W & oW ¥ 7 | #2383 | Median v
o]&a Fox 4.83 1.14 4.89
o] & W&, &A - - - ZA 667, At 1074
H1AES A 4.95 9 5.00
AR adde 7&¢d 54 4.91 1.02 4.80 -
Ak A9 93 - - - E7) 3570, |ick 4274
AEA Y BT AR 4.00 93 3.99 -
AN ZHY 9 - - - S EARA 4370, BRA S 3570
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L
o

LERHE

42 WEHRBAILY ERTE

FHugt 71gEC] MAESIUE FAFERA 2
g B8(FF)FTo] EEIA HARA2Y F
T, BHIA AuA2Y £2 9 Hegn A 3
HAER) £E02 rolxex] AEnr|9s|
i) Adste dFFE, i) JAEAIY, i) 2
8/2% AFH, iv) 4ERIM @ HE{FHo
e 4 7HA BRES ol &3l FE VYES
e zste] FEA (Cluster analysis) & 4
A3t ot

2 A7 FJEEAdAME AFH Ay
(Hierarchical algorithms) & A8l ow, M=
7b7be]l gl BEES shte Avez Fol 7}

= HAle Wardd] B & A3t Agy &
€ AAste Fikol M obF F3sA ¢
BRI E 7IEo] flow, dutgoz Fejpy
4 W Ee] ol AT k. o]o Bt B
ATE TEY Atle A F& UEhE %
#el dtol A & Fo' Frhshe H(point)
Sl M Heke] #5 2AHAG. AFEY BRI}
(E 1D veht sict

(F1DAAN 29, 4A AN 75842 dojz
W Ao grol A7l wol Ful(e 410] F7)
HHER, T4DANA AIS @R SFo whe 3
¢ EFE 89 3FToE YFolAA " 27
1 AlS #&(FF)FE doll g SAXI) (E
12)0] AA1= o] gick.

il

CE 1) AS E2(ER)+Z0 e HaHEA Aa(N=T6)

@ A Coefficient* Cluster®]
71 39.004368 6 Cluster
72 51.590225 5 Cluster
73 66.067558 4 Cluster
74 81.403114 3 Cluster
75 122.401169 2 Cluster
76 301.096771 1 Cluster

*: Ward methoddll we} &€ RE7|ALol] A §& vehle A5

CE12) Z+ HohH AS €E(RE)TE ol st EAX

e 7 g Fgt ERES £330
1 A& (N=35) 1.386 1.000 1.000 0.475
2 A< (N=17) 1.441 1.250 1.000 0.410
3 G (N=24) 1.563 1.375 2.000 , 0.533
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(1209 SAXE 49Rd, 1 g 2 Jg&
HEI AR BA 25T 2EE o] QIAY AR He
HAFRAIAHE AEEo] AHEEHL e HEo
H, 3G FAIAYBAI 2, JFREe] HR
AR A 2o g AHEHE TIgEelth
upebA, o] 4ol AFAES AHE o, v 71y
E9] AlIS#e Zo] YA EA2Y FEAR
U, 4y FEIAZRA LS B9)8td 883
Proln, A&ty JAYHA LS FHES ALE
gt Kigole 4 v RS & 4 Ak

w9 FAYEA 2 o] &of whet o] &Ap7E Q14
e AP SUAEE A4 "ol 4 2
(ZFEHA, 0. 91; 393, 5. 0002 vehy, &3
He7h 178 774 Ag 2UE o, dAz F
ol o] FELZ ety g &+ Atk

vzt TIdEd AR RAILY H5Es
dot¥ A FRIIHFE F 6671AF AAML =
gHlgo] 60% o4l A2E JEN, 127847}
60% ©|4-& Package T+oltt AZE o] 3|
gzste 23 Aoz vehd digs NYgEol
A o] e AAPYEAAE FEE 2RI

ASS & At

Z

5. BRUSH BwHLEM M

2ot

5.1 BERGE

TE, AlS 2852 2 AIS 71&3 £&3%9 A4
FBAE sttt Pearson AHEAS A4
ed 1 At (F 13 eI

(R 1PA e A2 o] 8x7} 7z o
Aol ol gzt Fox, HiadY V&d FH,
AlS FHSE 2 S/W 5843 939 <9
AHBAE e Ao Vet ms Aua
oMol o] &2 Fort g&5E MLE AlaY
of et o] 8249 o] T FopA|H, WM Q
49 7led FHo] HoldFE 1Fo| Mud
A z=go] tiE o] & =7t FobA L, AIS B84&
o] 2 7IolA o] §AEY A2y o]fE E
3 wrhe AE & 5 Adh 282 S/W 584
el #@AA, M G FAFRA A
programe] EF8lEo] gl o] &x}e] o]fo] H
2lstm JB program® FFHo| £o|g A, o]

CE13) A2 0|t A7HsE] Ata

(Pearson Correlation, n=105)

ol g7t |H17gd | sy |AISES (AISHL| S/W | D B | Al2® |AM-AAH

F oA | FAL (NeFsE| s % R | 88 | 58N | §84 |4 35U

Al 2H 37 .05 JA2r .22 .08 20" -.03 07 48"
ol &%

* P <01

* P <005

= P < 0.01



178 HAE0 LERE
elgh Al 2de] g o] fxTt £ Aeg A Ak,
Ha Aok Alag ojfm ot A2E FiFd wE AAEEAD3] EART, BEFA 230 4
AR A ST A E 22 49 A4 Z)of w& A|2F] o] §& Apolgt o] & &, F
AAE B A2F oo mE BHEALE F doll M o] & o8 B3] Ha T—test
ol thdt 7|d=rt 58 A9 188k A AE 9} Mann-Whitney test® JAIStHoH, 1 &%
g o] gAY olfx HEF FUe AT ¢ T 7F (& 14090 AlA =} Tt
(E 14) A|AH]| 0|2 XI0|(T—test, Mann —Whitney test)
g 5 A4 3] Al 23U X ol & uf, FH
Al 2H o] &% mean mean mean rank
AT} =4.83(n=42) =9 =511(n=60) At} 1 =49.8(n=76)
Qo =5,27(n=62) of &= 1 ==5,08(n=46) itk : =37.9(n=18)
T = —2.05™ T =12 . U = 512.5™
=P <001
&G AY3E FaERT B2 Aol HE f 2 AAEd e, vt £EEY] HAEE
% zpol7} e ez veted, AEF A7t AAAA 7E kA Rt HEA
A7 Ae 2HEG ge MM oj&=r} AHSE FfEste F9t Bl HEY Aer
o 2 e AAHL ok o] &4 nE, F¥ Aztect
T FoF ol e, #F, FEAE = BRASTS A FAEMAME AIS o] &
JE A A A =Fo 3t o] §=7F AN & 02 AFAME vt A€ H=(Ordinal
Ro2 veh} ug, FHol sid AL g Scale) 2 WES 7] wWEo] vl ATHEAM]
o] £2}9] o]L£EE EoUt AMNES & & Ut} Spearman Correlation #4J0] HAEom, 1
au BEHEIAL Y Bee 2 A 92 BER7E (R 1500t}

(F 15) BBELEM B ATH,E7He| AR
{Spearman Correlation, n=105)

o] &2 | H317A% A | AIS &4 |AISAE | S/W DB Al 28]
Z o] X4 |75y | & £ o g8 | g84 | 884
AISo| &0 ma . . .
AR AL Z A42* .06 .01 12* .16 27 .07 | .08
* P <1
* P < 0.05

= P <001
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Arussrel ARRAS Hu RSP
o o8 i, AIS TEFE, AIS Ay 2
243 oAl o
o gEaAst e Aow desd, b Bl
EEARA 2 ARA BQRA ol RE
27 £25% 8¢ A2d o g ue ARy
g FUE B 2S¢ 4 glov), AIS 94
G0l w0 AAMNY Jedo] & 2HY5E A
2]

o) gol ol¢ ALY FT EF o A

(F 16) AS o200 LE

ojt}, 131 S/W iatke] 2 Al&H, & HEF
stsjo] Qlal o] &o} Hejstm program F3o] &
olgt A|ARIUFE A|LF] o] &of W AMF
U7t ke Aolth

A sl EARF, WA MHEA A
of W& AMEAMY Ul Apolst o] 8 u&, &
Az EAFF dE EFHHIE SO 2olE
AZs7) YdaiMde T—test® Mann— Whitney
test7} AAIH AT R (G 1600 Wbl

A

BpULd Z0 x|

(T—test, Mann—Whitney test)

g &5 AN Y3 A 23Y YA ol &z u&, ¥
mean rank mean rank mean rank
AP AN 2= | T} =4.83(n=42) =9 1 =4.97(n=60) 9t} 1 =48.51(n=76)
Z}o] gtk 1 =4.94(n=62) o4 1 =4.86(n=46) o} =43.22(n=18)
T= -6 T = .56 U = 607
(1608 B3 APRAAA ko #2933 5.2 AISE 0|28 WA rEYol

o7} gy Aog vyl ey o4 ¢l
ZAgE AR A 2AW SR} o] &b W&, F
AAze AS Had HdeHEs 2W 4™
Z Ao iy Aol o&E 2o Hlsf, o] & w

%, 3T =99 2Fo] & 2H q4
BEAMY ZRAE7 29 & Ao2 Yeh
A AF7xe BMZE#AER B2d 7R ],
g 7, 7H42 8o AAFNeH 7MY 9+ FEA
o] HAn ysAe 7148k webA AlS o]

fo W ARRANY Fde gl AuuAE
7= W4SaE o8 o AIS dE5FED
Ay 2 AIS 71&3 F3 £ S/W Hak
£ & 7 Itk

E AMe dx BRAT 23 275
AIS o] o mg ARRAAY AnYPAEE AN
g Fd A HEEEE A6

Bz she

NBEALY FUE 238 41 4EREE 4
2ol dlal ATWES MMBARY, ERE

e AAEAT A71A
(& 18> f#2Rs ojleh
AA FABAEHEE BE e
&2 Zoj7t Aag FUHE FHT MR HEF
BE 559} foAd kol HEAATE e A
o2 eyt
HuZYE ES Aded vlez

AL (R 1D,
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REME

(Spearman Correlation, n=105)

A B | ol8a | A:AY | daa | AIS €% |AISAR| S/W | DB | Azd
A = Z A 2AQ |[AeA%d |+ F | % ¥ | 58N | 284 | 834
zpjel goligd | 46 01 .10 .05 .09 .20 5% .09
F7h3 g 3 | 31 .06 —.00 12 14* 26" .08 A1
YA ©EEF | 29 .04 —.00 15* A2 24> —.04 —.00
AdER G4 | 31 .04 —.04 .03 19* 21 07 14

* P <01

* P <005

= P < 0,01

ARANY F ZYYSES fo4 BAE 2

o] A g3k,

AIS $§52& em AY5A7 49N @
Folght REE F92e Fo RAAAS 1
€, AIS #EHFE] =2 7IddME, &

AlS7} && AEAMHUFE Woju HuA g
AJAHERZ A A HEES A AE A9, AIS o)
olutzt o] §ate] AR FPFo] FuiHL JF
P BT GE5o ARALYE SHEaR} Ye
dpeRelth ojRe ded AlRAFvesn
E BBAMY FUE HF F glon Adgs
T ALY FUE dade BE4FE IE
37} A&H o7 o|FojA ok Hrle AMES Ve
W= Aol

AIS /Wi 71 Ay, G G
2 AAEE AT KA Yo FAAAE
Uebl itk AIS 2| BIEH &) B 719YF
g AZAMY Fdads ace R4, A
2 Package BACIY HAENL3 AL 2|73}
ol vls) ol & 2FAYES A3 ot
st AEHe Al2dd wdd o, we
FAEY FIYEET) FoIRNT ARTF B

B o

<

fron

_.{

. %7417} A

HATFE Aol RS B A2 A
#S & 4 JdduPo(Saunders & Keller,
1983). wEtA JitsEE Al2gd)d ARE A
4 FHE e 71d Alz"d i3 A
W o] dgujolotd Rog i}

AISS] 1€ g dle Wege] 4o
) 5]

A FdE 2T IR HEFEE B F
#o7 FHAAE BYed, programe] FF3}
5 o]9l3 program FHo] £olsln o] go] Hy
gta] o] gzl A EH4A A1EE 5 UL A
(User friendlyat 7 9) 12)3 Al2" Abgol
€ FHARAY SHEWT e Aot a9
Data Base(DB) &84S #d9 fol4aw &
o7 ZudAE Jehided, A MAo] 32
A o A ARUHEEY ol 1
DB$} programzte] EPAo] FHEEE DB
T5E 4% 283 DBTY A2 ALYy
o & 44, £98H sqFe Aold.
NEE §F3AS Em AAFY, FAER 24
T3 AREAE Yep Ak Al2" 29 A

8 $

}:1
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&7t Al&sin AHshslel wE Al AEe] J& e g4F#Fo] SUHNT IYEE, dFEHY £
T7 58 AL, Aad ol & g3 P + 9l e Tt o]Fold 4 e Aol
(& 18) Al0o|2A HIHMann—Whitney Test)
Aol E~I 7 SRECEDE AN 20 945 87w,
mean rank mean rank mean rank
Z9le] ol | 2tk =49.0(n=42) =9 : =53.4(n=60) At} : =47.9(n=76)
glth : =54.8(n=62) o & : =53.5(n=46) glt} 1 =45.7(n=18)
U = 1155 U = 1377 U =652
A 38 | Atk =53.6 =9 =532 At} =47.8
gtk =517 o 3 1 =53.8 gk =45.9
U = 1256 U = 1365 U =655
A & itt 1 =494 =¥ : =516 Ut} =488
gt} =545 of & 1 =55.8 o} =417
U = 1174 U = 1270 U = 581
AFEF 24 | Avk:=50.0 g =568 oAt : =48.8
itk =541 ol & 1 =491 At : =418
U = 1256 = 1177* U = 581
P <01
(188 2 A ZUE SAste 471K AFAA Y EAAZAAY HEES A
FEEo] HALFAYI Y o] &2 W, FHY 2A3 AISE o83 AIFALA AuHUgE
EAFF uel A9 Aol R e Fo= 2 U IR E AANE & A9
Vel HatRt Ao 230 A EEER G AR, By AAFRAI 2 AgFdH A o

A& Astan

e 27t gle A

weba A4,
2 ARRAY ZA AXE AISE ol§@ A
A4 F0s AU Mol gty 47
ob87tx et 7195 AlSH
go85zol wob BENAS AYRAHTY 2

e, °o]A&

24 97

r

o &

Rno=

gov] QA

g

Hoz ekt
olgx #HE, TAAE

AZ4 3% AHaEe] Basta gAY, o
$245d g

#E, Fdo] ddHez a7HA

Al

% qlek,

HAH Q) 75| BostA &

47 Foe g A g}, o8 FHE T
3 HMmEe a7 3 TSl A Al
Zeo] AHEE & B¢ ALY o]8EE ¥
d 7 03, A2 o] g mE AMFANY S
€ 9% 5 Ao

B4, AISe] &8+F fE7H HF3Her F
sojop gk @A fu U BEFES
TFAISFEA, dFstn F WS 4FrdL
A Y3t APFYIEE FUAIN] AdMe &
g 9 Bfy AISFEo 2 Bgo] @45 ojof

o

Kl
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A, AISe] zpA| A do] o] Foj A Al A®) S
2 AA, Hgdgte] Wg Knowhowrl %25 %
Fajjok gk agAFoZN olgxte TS
o gte AlaF AL 2& £F AR JES
28 F A A 2" FiE g AFEA
4 FdE 98 & Aok

A, AIS 71€3 K9 A} o]lFojzof
g &9 IAAYRAI Y o] go] AR 2
B2 dZ457] dsie A2de Ao User
friendlystAl F& 5 olok 3la1 HA S HKiliFFo
Z Data Basek FZEHoJol 3ln A]Ade] g
Sy A3 O @ELE Holuol & Aol
=2

ﬂ_

6. & &

2 Ad7olME AISE o] &3 AMEAMA )
WRES A7 8 NEATE 2AEY
AR Sdlel 43S 13 = gle 29E
S ol Yo o5 Qe AR =
o] BAE 7HEE AAsAY. g a 7pE A
T A%t AFAEE F7, B3y Ed A
Aol 9A sEde 79E Hia FE3
AlS Z&FFE st d4 v 714
£ #4332 Nolano] @A = & Abel A 4%t
Ad AP e Aoz Yelya, AIS EH
T E

& AaAe dAY 29 AIS Kol k.
BRAS 23 ATYHY FU9 BAdE W

TER NEHAYAM Y o] &2} Fo, AlS FERS
T, AIS NS = 2 AIS V&8 &3 3
S/W 2848 & 4 Uth ALY mkE
FAE wA HEYEE st e 9gaq
7] AR EAste Bl AEAE A3
9 "l od, ort AIS V& £2& U

e 3742 g0l REAozun BEol 3l

Ho) BHATDE Bz AISE o &8 A}
A ATRRE R o &1 Fe] g, Bo5
L AIS B w22 2 AIS J1eH

A E A A s T

FL 04 5 e 2958 B A7 1
A ol9le e BREE e 4 o ¥ o
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L)
ol

fiu}
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rlo
ot
f
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>
)
o
offt
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2
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oX
r>4
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ofN
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=

il W BV FHEA e R ge 2

AF, ARE, MIS 4Heus 3o =
g7, A9Ase &&, 29, (1985), pp.
10—25.

4. AFH =g 90, 97 FBER, 1991

5. Abraham, “The impact of automated of-
fice systems on the productivity of
managers and professionals”, Proceedings
of the Office Automation Conference,
Houston, March, (1981).
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6. Alter, “A taxonomy of DSS”, Sloan Man-

7.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

agement Review, Fall, (1977), 39—56.
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