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ABSTRACT

Much investment has been to improve quality of web service as internet service is in pursuit of equilibrium,
Web site of electronic library which offers various information has to be set a new standard for improving
users service satisfaction by developing objctive evaluation system, In this research we acquired standard
of evaluation paramefer such as conients, design, navigation, feedback, reference, privacy by
analyzing domestic web site of electronic library, We evaluated constructed model of usability
evaluation using AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process). We develop “digital library web site evaluation model”
based systematic analysis through polling category selected as evaluation guide,
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AJCAH GrtolE Hrt 29 /NES 919 AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) 71 @& #8 dF 115

(E 8) MAKEMT YAO|E Ty} sh=o| HiC SYZi(HIREIP)

AATAE B} JE I R N D F C 2459
HASKHD) 1 1/9 1/5 1/3 1/5 1/9 024
A44(R) 9 1 9 7 3 1 361
HB]Alo) M(N) 5 1/9 1 5 1 1/7 093
t)A1(D) 3 1/7 1/5 1 1/3 1/7 041
4338 2 Fz(F) 5 1/3 1 3 1 1/7 092
A Z(C) 1 1/1 7 7 7 1 389

Inconsistency = 0.09

(R 9) TA=ME HAOIE T} &5 248 HRIE(BIMEID

ki IR MP (O) S B e - K QR NR DR | $Aed
IR 1 1 3 429 QR 1 3 1 429
MP 1 1 3 429 NR 1/3 1 1/3 143
o1 1/3 1/3 1 143 DR 1 3 1 429

Inconsistency = 0.00

Inconsistency = 0.00

Aol NS SM QL | $Age darl QR NR DR $AE
NS 1 1 3 460 IS 1 1/3 1/5 109
SM 1 1 /3 22 VM 3 1 1/2 309
QL 1/3 3 1 319 UB 5 2 1 582

Inconsistency = 0.53

Inconsistency = 0.00

Fdx] Cc | A | U | 1 |s4¢d ABHE| 1 F T | $4¢9
o 1 3 1 1/2 248 I 1 3 3 600
A 1/3 1 173 | 1/3 095 F 1/3 1 1 200
U 1 3 1 2 356 T 1/3 1 1 200
I 2 3 1/2 1 301 Inconsistency = 0.00

Inconsistency = 0.07

4. 4 Wit At 24

(18 6)9) 2348 EdE 487 18
AR 182 thEOE BS AND
3} Thest 2 23S B & Utk AR
7 28] TR % FEHE 220 chsiel
I 4H 3242 Wl W7 olis, 7]

i e

l'l:1

T

Z9 ARTMBY AH 78 2 o) £
o A7t A7) g AoR Woln|, 3

AEAS 2 RS whg durel Bk &
29 A0E AT ik ol WAkl
o URQIBT ohiet AWH 75 F2o|
AEseel L W Laddls BT
I A 295 A BE ReR u



116 S=2285883)2 438 A3IE 2004

Synthesis with respect to:
Goal: CNE TN HAOIE ALS T 2Y AZ
Overall Inconsistency = .06
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Synthesis with respect to:
Goak: LIRS SN R HAIE BHLY 25

Overall Inconsistency = .08
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