s P
38(Aug ‘01)52-68
ISSN  1023-2125

B # B8 B B e F 4T T IR

On the Evaluation of Library Automation Systems

BRI 5 R
James C. Ouyang
BRI R RN E E P A B E R
Assistant Professor, Department of Information and Library Science
Tamkang University
E-mail : cjouyan@ncl.edu.tw

o 88 X
Y. W. Fan
B3 gt K R E I & 8l MR
Associate Professor, Department of Information Systems,

National Central University
E-mail : iwfan@im.mgt.ncu.edu.tw

[ 5 & Abstract]

Delone v McLean RIE— B AN+ B XKW R R B SBAHBDY ERA L RDITFEERDH
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Delone and McLean developed a general evaluation model of information systems, based up an analysis

of 180 articles. However, besides the general features of an information system, the characteristics of the

systems must be considered as well. Their salient features would have impact on the evaluation of the systems.

This paper studies the characteristics of library automation systems and proposes an evaluation model of such

systems.
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