209 BHUE7| G0 FA S

gxg gAildl gk 8o AF

R N
R ik

3

shol WA=

YN AR A A8 F-sk )
e—mail:sichoi@kongju.ac.kr

Effect of Acceptance of Digital Innovation
on Business Performance

Mijeong Park”, Seungil Choi™
“National Agricultural Cooperative Ferderation
“Dept. of Industrial & Systems Engineering, Kongju National University

2 o
FPAS A1 4 38718 S S e} AR VRS GE BAeh) A0 51l
& A48 S AN OA" g27)%9) T% ool JEg vIAE 2AER WA 7, 94 9, 1 24,
08 AU FE T BEU1¢ FAAE oz @ AE Auz wdd fE A3 2L AP,
2.1 7&gRd
A2 ARz ek ARAFES] A 8 wdt
1. A= AT o ARE FYHo g, 1989L4°ﬂ avis7} A
ors TAM(Technology Acceptance Model)e] da] AF&%
A2 UL HA7E2 A8 4 A ool AEA B Tk 1EFERAL oA} o8 1)&S £ ol
§ A 9ael Ue B AT Fgel tid ] S HEAE Anana g o Rde Hel dEele
B o) uhr ek, ASE O o4} TN A AT ¢1 TRA(Theory of Reasoned Action)& 7]%= ’3P°1 A=
et Qo) Algkah Frke] Aok WA eror, o & A & AWIIEc] 20 RN fdehed 24 TH9E
W2k AREA FA Sl i Al st Ax S 8 Slmsh 58 HEel G vAE 2919 FolelA
gk B edn o AAH /)ES wad Atest WA s oled Bax pusgtHi-3
2o gy A"a NY9EL &3 EYrkA ddsta I
Aoz, 20200 89 4% PPEFgoR &3 uAE9)
olehe 1% 7h4sl 9 o2 ®elth txg dx17)4e v
@qqqugg 3L P-RERE ofu e} 1Al A,
glojEfoll 7]ukgk AEF3, RPA Soll = ghts] 2451 )
o, ool Y@ F71E BB 4 0w} R
of B Q7 oby 18wt glek,
} _ (2% 1] N&erd
B AN B &80l 2(UTAUD)S 2 8ato]
A 71, 94 9, 3 270, 18 A7 SHeAM S5 9.9 ¥ S golE
FAAEe) A SA)E0 O@ 58 oud] nAE @
Qo] FoHelA] Fohu i 5§ o7} e v o TN TG BTl Hel e e S e
DA, Fod] A8 Eo] A, TAMESHS AAE WS & 97
L3 A3 [T A M=z 7ke] Ao #3 Bxdo] 4%

ks A

2. 7|&T8ol&

— 828 —



20001 F=abelr)aets] #A e EeEy

JFe B0 ] ffa WA BHOR Pl
B A} o) ol gon, 71453 B TRA, TAM,
TPB IDT, SCT MM, MPCU 5& &3t 57580l
Z(UTAUT: Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of
Technology )& A|AI&F3TH4,5].

(23 2] F7leT8ole Y

3.1 A7RY +9

B AT E w8713 SARES YA dalv]e 78
oo JEgS v A= QRIES vty 8 TEIeETE
ol RN WA, ‘AHAF, ‘ERx 20 TG
stal, YAE grlrjER gk dxkg] giA 7lsAdel digh
A0 72 1899 2918 et AFRES FAS
Ak 58 ool JF& viHE 215 Pzt AFel u}
2 2Ha9E BA8a, 78 gurt 45 el vHE o
S RISkt

L= 7|y

CIpp:E us

iy

EE L]

189H
3.2 ¥4 A3

A4 = ETE9 EEA,

41e AASFATE B AFo A Alete kA HI, H2,

H5: Ajel=lglon, H3x H4x 7)1zbs Qo). el s

714 H1, H2oll A 2H g8 243 ] g FFell A
7]

. 914
, WA 7] el A

" PEid
-t Lk

ngE
(1% 4] FEUAYARY B4 A3
4. A&
%@’71%—/1:%0]%% 7]2’1—9.; q;(]}:::j 3_:]/‘\_]7]% _/F__g_ 94

A1l o)A Gl Fold e wow, A4

[1] F. Davis, “Perceived Usefulness, Perceived Ease of
Use, and User Acceptance of Information
Technology”, MIS Quarterly, 13(3), pp. 319—339,
1989.

[2] F. Davis et al., “User Acceptance of Computer
Technology: A Comparison of Two Theoretical
Models”, Management Science, 35(8), pp. 982— 1003,
1989.

[3] &2 “EQE A= #3F £33 2 Internet and
Information Security, 3(1), pp. 35—63, 2012.

[4] V, Venkatesh et al., “User Acceptance of Information
Technology: Toward a Unified View”, MIS Quarterly,
27(3), pp. 425—478, 2003.

[5] AAs] v, o], “Faiw FE9-= HFE A
22 ARGl ol 3RS WA= Q2lof 3t A5, Entrue
Journal of Information Technology, 10(2), pp.
97-122, 2011.

- 829 —



