EDP P#B#ft & < EDP Bifr

¥ '

=] x
1. F &
I. EDP &L HRSLE
I. EDP E#F
V. & &=

I. % &

ER#E&IBE%E (internal control structure) 3 3jAke] £ el W Py HA
(resonable assurance) 2 7}7] 3l A & wkA3} Yx}(policies and procedures) &
% $i4MEE (control environment), ®EH4&IEE (accounting system) 'R #EHIEIK (control
procedures) 2 FAgch o714 WREFAlFzrt dAser & £4 F #HH B & (control
objectives) & 3)A}e] A4k AEA B3, HAARY HYAH UHHE Fov, AIS
o 33 Ao 4§ F3se AL WYyt

a2 "], 25 ¥R Hapr) JFHHE A e vl A QFAHE WA
tete WEEATZR S4slcr € SASEE ez YAk $g 2L FASE dA4
JY geldal AL 7] ddle dASelol ¥ WEEATZ 53] HHEKE dFAHE
#aqe2 e A$Y wastd A "HHAA Lo’ 2 olfe BEE{iLY BE
{computerized environment %= EDP environment)ol|4]¢] JFdals B3 HEHe =
oldte] ZAMe| Fr%EE (manual environment) ol 42] §jF-Aeieh= 2] FA7} of=E B
ofhdat 277540l FEUY] dEolck F BELY B 7H1AA AHFA (visible
transaction trail) % 7}2-MQl &% E (visible outputs) o} 7433, FHrt HFEHA HF
3} FAlell T2l osle YYHog o]FojAr) = 2R} 2P HINEAH

* AFcistn Al HARs YA
1) AICPA, Statement on Auditing Standards No.3, 1974, paragraph 10.
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2 mABEHE 13§

EATNEAE ZUise], WA LF7 A BRHA G ¥ ohlz TaghdAd %
Ay oR= W e 2Fsr)7} ojick A9t e JFAY &Y 3R <3t
BELS BEAAE FELEHESEIE 92 ddo Sz e 2B Aot

g WEEATRY BASEE 2As] dste Hys] dASUAc ddzts, oEe A2
INZERY BRR (inherent limitations) & <3t FAI2X7 SA =] ¢& 4 Uck ATl @
ols BE, sQlH RFe], I Fel sl efFyL WY 5 den, JFEFAEY FA
9 Aedzte) WA} Axp A Fo2 dsle FAERI GAHA 4 & Utk G WEF
AF27 AAINE 25T JEXNE SYH A3 Ay Ak gavt sleh 2y
e SgAQ Fhaelel 93 RRALE oRHEn gl dl RIS BRI RECA
BRI (EDP INSRMiHINGE) & AxpRlo R alslr) Sstd ®EL D BRFAA BE
(EDP B5#) ol 2% 2418 Tulshe Zo] a7tk a8)x ol 4= dFAes 2598
o] W3}E Qlsled, EDP NE#iHIREE S Anbd o2 ZHaslr] AdiMe FE¥ke) AT HNETHE
Rl ol Zhabat gl ghabziwjolelell F7bA Q) Zhabdalel gabzge] 4sd Wast ok
4 EDP PER&TEIREES) olsidAlolA, kel HAgiFel dF-Z2ay 22F5S o8l
of g} ¥ EDP WilkcHE7 AAYHE 3852 UdeAE ANsks A4, ofd
AR T2 asse) gloix FAlAale] HAAE sl SH Aol S solof
& o} ohz} zhalele] sle] M=} Qe MAANEE AFEE ol 4l AT HAIF
& AePsider AAAHQ) FAE 5 U

B APdAe SAHAIEE AR Ay Azl BELTY BN dAIs]lojok & HiHl
gikols omy AEe] 9o, EDP EH S Aoz fispr] fals ouid HAaE
asshodol sheAE WESN 2uA Yok

1. EDP P#R#c HIRE &

MRS S MHERE G HE ¥ HHoke 74990 HEHRES A9 Ay
A, HAY 2Tz, oAzl Y i, A HAY i, BIEFAEL A,
%37 JB5e 245 ke, dFAE AN FARYL A dEHAA W&
oh. @FEES AUE A, 24, 71§, Eusix, F} AN FA9 AANIE )
fleted gAY vy == FASTE wshod, A Axe] g JAASS A FRRA
2 Aok ? #HEKe FARES AT Frlstd Hate] FH el #E A

2) R.A.Leich and R.Davis, Accounting Information Systems, Prentice - Hall International,
1992, p.299.
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EDP M ML=t EDP BE 3

ag 7] sl AdAE ogd P22 AHiE diich

A, AHBYBA B FAHH

4. AdY . AH#, 71§, e oy 7R

AR, A FHAFE Ao 245

YA, At AJ Sl ik HIeldt AN BAAA

oA, EPAelx F1H WFFFAHA

SA A lolA, dFA7} HAsELHE ZlRHo R 9o FAY FAH} AAHAAL,
TELY BEANE FEEREAN 2 £ ddd AFH, Z2ady, JgdFo] &¥s==R
ol5g¢ BE3in HEE] A% MZE Fyuo FAAxZE ook 5T BANPeR
Qeted A7sE HEEIKE FAAAL A viAe o] A =t —EkE
(general controls) o} MEFI# 4% (application controls) 2 FEV = =), —EE <} ERAH S
Heg ASEH og3 2o

1. —&HH

— B EH T S HAgTel FTEHOZ H4se FAYAZH, HAMAYe] HHI 27,
A, 4, #A" £ UAEF = FHENE Sk —@HEle A ¥ &8 FA4
(organization and operation controls), A|2% 7% F43} %4 (system development
and documentation controls), sl=siois} AL xEHS] FA (hardware and system
software controls), 2%l (access controls), A8} A} FA)(data and procedural
controls) & 57}x] f-¥o2 FHE F Urk

1) Al % ER #fiW

BELI BEANE gEAd A5EF] HAAM AFHEE HAFAY 715EH7)
Fashy, w3k MM o] g-2HN-A st i E Wasio

AARN ] F5RHY ALY Adn 28, EHY B R PUlE T AR
e 29t FYHEE s FAEXE ke, FHAAeE AP EH7Hsystem
analyst), = 27129 (programmer), 23 |t (operator), golrd 2] (librarian), 2IHEFA
ot(data control group)®) 7l5eo] Fels|ojo} icl. ejolmyeleldt s, T2y, FAFE
FAs gelshe 2AE gilR, ARFATeld AR YA BE 2ARE FANE Y
23 24E o35 FAlshs 2AE ol =3 A4 ol gAY JlF Y AW

3) AICPA, Statement on Auditing Standards No.48, 1984, paragraph 34.
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4 m@BRWEFE 138
A3 AR o4 ol fAYAGNA Safsin], WARAE ©x ABHANE FFAEF s
Ae o

2) Al2™ RET Wt B

Al sRgst FAE FAle A" sidelu WA Heg FAAReInh o]E Ay
A|AHe) QA Q@ A ~H3} 5232 73 (application software) ] ®wiZoll= AR 9} AMgA}E
A7l 3Eo T Adslm, At WA el WIZT o} wy, A]a" UL AAd
ZFE% (system flowchart), T2 W& 278 35E% (program flowchart), $odukd],
dY¥Ed EYHAE WL Fo] FHE {2 W R o gt FAE AaHd TRIYS
AT WAseE Y Yre) Yol HE Relch

3) st=dojet AladaZEdo #HiH

AFE AzgA7t ZFeie AL nTeojdl WA LFux} L {FHU7 S =
$ABNT ST, AAWATEYlE SETZIYT o E WA Y A sh= AL
AL oTEgolFAetr ol

HAFE AzdAe o3t AR A A8 YA YA F57 SR YEF
& FHEA oo 22 Vve A

AR, FH+AF (parity check) 715224, F2d 25 whdv]e4] FodA ]2 (CPU) -
Bl o) 273 (parity bit) o 1e]v} 0% @8 Exd Aol Frhet 22042 A s
At 22 2 p21ge] G #ev B HEE o2 2357 M Fys
A AEF e 71vEs U

A4, o|F#575(dual read check) 7]52oE4, CPUZ g%l Ea8 $4H w53l
e H=AAE vashke 715§ Uiidh

A, 71ZFF W57 F(read after write check) 715°8#, CPU7 &4& 71gd#x¢] 23
¥, 719@Ae J1&3 E3E oA wEIe V)5S UReh

A, W3 F(echo check) 715224, ZJe7 25 4317 ol CPUS 2215
HEHAEY, CPUZ ol Exbs AS 45 vwdxF 3= 71eS Ut

4) BEmW
=% Adute) AFEIALR], 2oy, AR, FAd HIHAL TRaYPS HAAY 5+ UEE
ke FAEAZA, A g £US APstT A% ARE HEY Hplel Mo,

o] 8-dx 7]&, <& (password) M, EAHQ tHAA| R Fo] Hasir
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EDP AitktHiMsel EDP &#& 5

5 ®E N HRHAM

TE R BAHHY A2E BEsT, J4H £48 FAS, M4 eFE PAsh)
A% EANAE WP F, A8} SAHAY ARt 2YY £ QLS AdUde
WEe) wase] SARC £y Helslolol ¥ EE JHAEI YAl NFHES 1, 257}
s sysiel A2/ AYAHNRAEANE SYHY AN (AF W AREAD 7 AFse
Aol s

2. BREH

EREHD SR AT (dE SS9 FaARR o NPz Hese FAPXEH
o) AAe w2t FAAx} 7zt 2A Addslelol sked|, KRB (transaction
controls) &t1.% c}. MEAKEHE AR JHIAAN YAsh: oFE dwsa Ayl
$18F AJ#i#H (input controls), &9 HFol WS L/EF Agsty AL A
REBE % (processing controls), AEH2)rl 8 F AEEF 28 R sjFsis oAldY
s she 9 /E ddsta Adslr) $’F HIHEH (output controls) 2 FEEIT

1) AnEH

ANEHD AR 598 ADe] d¥=xn, dH¥EZL HFE7 #5E 5 U ¥
(machine - readable form)2 A3 W=w, AYrt EA - 7} - 8 » FHA WA
7 43 FAAY Ade JHHA FAG FAseA it AL HAS 7] Y5t
AAF FAAalo|ch. JHFAAdE o e FAEAEC] Ut

AA, Pz HFAEAE st Mudeld 3o $£d€ AER dHY 5 USEF
ghch

4, AEHIFA) P ABNFFAEN, IR TZage] fAHZ, F5FA (batch
controls), #ZEHe] & daHFTAA (computer sequence check), HFEldl 23 iz
(computer matching) %2 FAdxrt Basch ol AEE AFE} VST ¥HE
Hta A HadAIZE e B2 A8E o)Fshs A 2w £ - 0L 58 R 7
WAsls A A = UARE ke FAlolch eAPE T2aYds REFAM TS A FA
ME Hagh FAAREHR, o3 FAAz: ZEaYd o yslng AFHOZ JHFA
o} HeFAE Hxz FHde slo] folshA] Yt

4) 29T, THAYEAAPAE,, W94 1996, p. 291
5 #$%. EDPUREA zhael eid] ZrApRle] AEA A B¢ A, HaeheeE, Fddiga
iehd, 1991, p. 64,
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FSEAY AR 5} FAYA G e FEYAE T oS JEAY v ARMYFT
of Axulashs Aoz, FHoiAds FIdel Adel o L2 fvigles A (control
totals) o} nA4HE A9} e oJulgl= A (hash totals) 7} ot AR E ZL2PL
A FANA AHRAZ o)

A, LFFHEASE A3l LRFE 2 LFF PAAY TG SYE FAde g8 3=
=F 3lx, A4PdE J9AFY AREYHLFS HAFMUA LAY 2F7FW FAHIES
Liaad

2) RIGEW

REHHT A7 AFeld sl A3 Hejslz, At ¥4 - F7h- 55 P AP
WA gton, A4l 2R/ AEET FAs|EAld datd AL HAS ) H3e
AA % BAAxolc) AHelFAs 2135l EA4 A%} (programmed control procedures) 2
N, elFHRE 22l FAPA (control totals) ¥ THAAHFA G Uck

HRAE Z2aede o 2ol ozt o

® a4 73 (reasonableness check) : 25Ul 4-o] A el FAHd A& FF
3= A

® xe4d73 %5 (logical check) : 77 oj4e) aAtgH§o] wejHoz AF AAE 23 Ue
g AFd= A

® ZAGE73(valid code check) : JHALEFE7 T2 aadgd fER=2 ZA3=AE
AFshe A

@ ¥AAF =AY 3 ¥A AL PFE

FARAR 554 dFoz, JHPAS Az
EAE vlmshs TEagio] HFolH glejop ¥ch

HAAHEAH = Mjsfobd dalo] opd o}E U9 MEF WA $idtd, FHAdHH Az
59 SR WY R o7 Hi(labels) o] EAjE|o] Qlejob 3tz A& Wil UnbH e
2 SNBSS FHE Z2alde st PSR, o FEAL eujH oleo) 2jste A=)

e A
AW 34 (run - to - run totals) 7} Y x]3}

3) WhH#E
HkE#= Aol 237 ddsia Fgsie, £¥Ee] A% AdAR iAol i3l
el A S 2] A5t A FAARelch £HEAE AdAE oS3t 7o) FAIEA
HE, 2453 YA5UFH oz, £HE a)EEMHSo) FAslojol gt
SAYAY vinH FHPAE JHYA F Mg} wlmae Aoz, o4FAY Sy
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EDP AiiktikiM&E< EDP E#& 7

FAldde] wE ZT2agoR oy J¥rt SUHES Yok T2aYoeR SHsls At
AR eFoll dEly 2FMIA7 2HSTE Fo)

43 WFFAY 2] A9 AR HAo) RHEE = Ao, o]F Y& wiR
AdAE olgsted iRl Sz MPE WD WEYANE Yr)Hez HEIJET o)

. EDP B#

1. BEE®HX

BELY BEINe) KEOAE FHERAKANS BEEMKS Hedezs SUsixe,
cheold Amshe AES F7HeE AEsAY e "ast Ao

1) ®atoll e 13ME ¥ EXfAleS] WY M (preliminary review assessment)

s slatell h oldlE Sisted, RIS FEERENA HEsdol & Algholeld)
o3 2 AlRE FriHeR e

AA, dastsl o Fo FR9 M HE

=4, AL AR Sle slEdlelel Az Egjoje] £

Asg, HAMEe) HARA 23]

a2y, 7o) dabstrl AabEQ) gAY vlAle e FrhHoZ meisid AMubHq
ZFAA9S dluig g

2) EEENS Wu
G SYYl ANE, IS FIERBEAA FAAYE Ssielol G Abgol9)
oAf oheE Re Alstg oMoz Ay
A, AL ALl PelolR g Yzape
B, ARHE 018Y HAHKE =t HEMAATEge] of o

3) ABHMEES BE ¥ TR

RIS RSN NITE IS 3ot 9 #H (tests of controls)'E the3} 7o) 3thA)
2 o]Fo ) Ank. FFEREAMNY NMHHES Ty Hrle o He — el EEE
HE Tefefol rhe A AnH zHA1E Y= EDP NE#ESs 7 setdgz A4
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5 RARRHRT 138
853 JeNE SHE HAIEE olgste] Hsol ok Aolch «71x& EDP WH-EA
T2 3 S dysln, oy AelA EDP W ¥-8AlF2e] EMRET (compliance
tests) & 9 ZHAPIEE AWz gk

$4 #5348 (understanding of structure) wHAlo|A, EDP WH#EHEEE7T 83 FHo)
4 eFE W = sy fstd HAsAl dAsEderE Ad9Rsed, e
(questionaire), EEXH (flowcharting) & o]-43le speigic) ol A HHBRHE S AFHE
5 wetsla, o Adbel del HEEK 5 —REHS ERRHE St

t}e- o 2 Hi4%lfEkE (control risk) & ¥Mif) FFE (preliminary evaluation) Ao, 2} A}l7}
A st 9= EDP MERKTHIRE 7 A48 dAF oA £83 FA oy 275 AR
HAd £ AEAE duieg Hristd A1FAH #Hrte] AXAFE AAP

spxlto 2 EiHlfEiRel EBW FFH (extended evaluation) GAe)x, EDP AETHHIEE 7
A3 A U AnA Wt Art FEsted ASH WIS AAsks Aol AA Al
worEls 7Sl EDP NEStHSE 7 Setide AL 2453 UeAS A3l Hilak
o 3 EH S AAYch 183, EDP NEHE S o1 243 $8¢ e 4A
g Agelle ool dHE olq7tE7 AL AHodllA eyt

4) IUBREF

BEILY B9 WHEH (substantive tests) = HNEAQ Firge 3 THEEHS
4% gpgeg Sefgicl 233, Ped geide AHEEAZEC (generalized audit
software, GAS)& o]&3ld UFFAE: S8 % ch

2. EDP E#‘RZE

Marstsl o) A7y (EDP B His:) & WAl 7o EAKRE S Asld 2217
22z FAHaE sl 3 s UEEARES Hstd 2¥ES APAE s A
Zgew FEY 4 ok odEF 59, Cash$(1977) & xS RE@AR (phases of
processing) %% A3 Aoz, F2& RERFE (results of processing) FE A
Az e 2 Jr3 g9len], Abdel - khalik (1983) & Aze 221y AFE A3 e
2, 38 24% 35S A% Pges 7R gtk @ EDP BEHEEHES HAFHE A
A W AAER AFEHE s HAPieE dEs aE Atk

6) H.P.Garsombke and R.H, Tabor, ‘Factors Explaining the Use of EDP Audit Techniques,”
Journal of Information System, 1986, p.50.
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EDP Wi HMEs EDP B#H 9

AFEE ARS-3HA o A (auditing without the computer) & HFA]I F2bgdu}s
(traditional manual approach)ell &g ZrAb71%i3t Fdg Wyl v, 53] EDP NE#THIM
59 I4AEE AFHE A Y Frd g FPsh= whlS AFHRAEE
(auditing around the computer) 3 %} ZHFEE A3l EDP NIH LML) S84k
g olsh= A2 AFE H#8E A (auditing through the computer) @t sh=d], T2
Aslxl B3 & HEAES Avyos sy HalMe HFEHE AHEshs Alo] uEty
sich. AFEE AMsle JFAAEE e AL HFEE FAY A (auditing with the
computer) 2} sh=d], T2aaisty FAAA S4FAES HAFEHE AH-std iR At
Ho g HAFHE FIHY BEY dSHATE E&F2E 7] S8ld AFE(F LZESH ) &
AHgses S ou|dheh

1) SSHUER HHE EXHE

ZIaYste FAAA AR Gelq EnHoT 45T dEXE Bk SlolA,
AFEE A85A 2T WEAQ $3q) Pl sl Ak AN AEHE ALY 2]
oz vy 4 olidl, ¥AE AFHESEEAT 3 FAE AFHAREHST Yo
AFHEREEE RRANE, FEOREBERE UTGRAEE ¥ BRSNS S 3
o},

o4 EDP ZAP1de) 2§& foslw (E D3} ok

E D EDP ZAP|Yel B3R

7 * T I
| AEsRaz WEHY 229 $4AEAY
B AYAEY, FYAFALY, HALANYY, FALEZY)
AEUE o4 b | HEAALZEMNE o8 4

() AHFePAEE

AR EEY AFEE &A= (black box) 2 748l HFElo] 23 A=A 7HAlst
Al ¥ JHAES 2HABNE Ak ez, ARel ANrE AEE FEI) LY
AetM dHAEZFE A FAE7A] B (walk - through) o] 7h5d Bgb ohlzl A o)
vlany Zhdsfol H4rbedch o wbid JHAET YT AR} lHAEed dXJd
e ztgol A Roln2 A=A g FHAlshA] @ole Hrhs 7He TAE T Uk A4t
A4e] glolx Mg = 9lovt, dEHAE R e fs TaaPsty FAUA) 23
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10 HERRER 138
Aol disted Al A sl o7l

(2) AFeiaREE

AFHAREEY JHE A3t ZRaysid S M) 2457 QEAE $
sk Aabigelet o7lells 3l R E Fosln HHAANE SYsle FAKEE
{nonconcurrent auditing) 7]3¥q) A& x84 (test data technique) & 3 Ale] JPA|7) 9} 54|
o FAHxE S8l sl EBFER (concurrent auditing) 71Y9l 273224 (integrated test
facility technique), wWal¥ o)) (parallel simulation technique) % AR E7]Y
(embedded audit module technique) %o} )t}

O REBEKE

ABEREE )Y FHARRIe] AAlsle ZE 2 F57) THEEE AYPalE (test data, £ 7}AHA
H)E 5o o] ARE e ZE2aYPo2 HAYJ F, APAESL AAANAAFAE AAANYA
she} wlawshs whgolc}. o] 7)WL BAte] T2 aYo] olejalele dvht A Hwg 4 QQeAS
AT £ UARF YRS HAHE Agshs Fo) dAlols, AYzEI A B} 7)F A
FES AYE okAHIJY(F AA vhaETide BaR) 2 AN B8U) Aok o HAEE A
A7) wls A2 AaxlAes zidsA H4g 5 e Ao UAR, AYAE A
vlg-3 Azke] A2HT  wIFAFARM 2l AAzZk 9 (on - line real - time
processing) ArAlell EF}A o)z Fajch myF HAREAA o] Al A" RE 4T
uLB2 "od we} vz PAE sy Y zabo] sbssicl

@ HFERERRE
FERBRRE IR v R AYAEYY e E9¥ AYALEY (extended test
data) 223, ZRAQlo] 2t AYARE A JFFol AAAHL g sAle] ZRagiez
A ¥, AFAEY YAMANE dabyelde} viwshs ol EAlgtAlelma Ay}
B2} AA| okaBisde]l 71&SA] GEF 57 $sle), AYARe) AHISE R T2y
ol gjsle] Ay AYARE S At e 29| vhAE T MAETE ) e
A FURFAAY &)Y A7) 4€ minicompany approach X dummy - company
approachglix &t}
AAl dFAYFel dAEA Fat 75EE L2kl Hua] gt o] &rbssix|nl, Ay
A5 A4 3 AFAE APHE A ZRaYPLA ulE) Ade] 2asE we) 9ot

@ WITHSREE
HATSRR RO )4k} AAANE 2akle] Agsted ZHajale) FAlste) U= we) xz
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EDP Hiibidm&sl EDP &E&E 1/

1% (simulation program) ¥ #Ale] Lo Wy AHAY ¥, Iz MIAAAE vmshk=
spgolct. o] 72 ZHARle] EYH o2 A 4 X AAANEE o4} FEY P9
ANE g $ de Aol Yot 2o T2y Age] foldkA @3, HFE FHgAlel
opx7IA 2 A} Z2aPA4 RFE dHshks Aol §-ol3A gtk F o] ¥hid AFHE ol4¥
AFEFALAEA, FFeFAFA) HHE AYz Aok ”

@ BEEZIHE
BELFREIY A9 Z2adud] deANE HRAY + U FAEF(audit module) &
ZPAA. A AAAYZ A} Z2aPel st Mg F oA FARE 23t HAS
=& 3 yhfjelct. R o ZHele deAde A2WFAFAEAY (a system control
audit review file, SCARF)el S5 & 332 720l o] AREE 2H3d HAlsiA ®ch
apebry zhAjle] Yshks AR A0] 7HeEtn dFAIE A4 4 AR, AAPHes ==
a3 FAAAE A AL okth

2) HFER FBE KX

gy, AAZEE 2E8FE B 89 BF - vl - #4 F3 o] JFAsel g
5l AT egole HEAERATIENY (generalized audit software, GAS) 7} ¢]4% 4= l=d),
ol E&AQ ZHE A% Aol ¥ £ vk WEFHALZES o= AR AL A
TAGe] 2] Bl RHHL 2 o]fE 4 Qv T2aPe 2N, AL M2 {7 o4
£ oot 2y, FHE 21Fe we} ALl Aol X, dloleluola A2
(database management system, DBMS) 3} 7to] Ba}&ln E£¢s AEFLRE 7kzl HAAAH
s A HEAAIEZES o] Sfte] F-F3ic)

V. & &

2 d7dAE 34e Fad AFAHY AAREAE o, WA TR FASRE 24
B AL 42 A7) A5t HHEKE P Ao} v, =¥ FHE GRS
EDP AMMEHIMEE At o2 Fatshy] et omigt A atE +Y3lx oug Ay
& ol&F=AE ARy

7) J. Cash, Jr., A.Bailey, Jr., and A.Whinston, “A Survey of Techniques for Auditing
EDP - Based Accounting Information System,® Accounting Review, 1977, pp.821-822.
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RELY BB HHMKE LS BTl A4sls —HEH S SHY 4T
Hgsle EARHE Trac —mEHs 20 3 84 A, A2Y Aud B8 A,
stedolsh AadazEdel B4, Y2EA, AHES AR FAY 7P §Ye2 ¥FHY £
olom, EEMEEHE ANPEH. MEEH, HOFHS 374K Y02 ¥R £ Utk oE
77 faoE ofeizbal EAEASe) dt uh ARRE o HHEKASE 34 B4l
9 "Ws) Adslel Hae BAZE 94l sbg Esdbde) HEHMK 2Ee AL & U
Aok,

Seluehs g¥Ee) HaSe] 4RAE VABNT UgdE TR AFEe) A Heis)
A 7HAsP) 1% EDP ISl 240l A oFexx @3 Y& Aol WAlelch ez
MY JEAY7E % LAl me WEAQA Sl AP FARezE AR A
£ shed) Slold Aol ARs 2 Aoleh mabA ARl Al A AAe EE HA
R MM Sheled A4 AYe FHIstolol sim, oley AH AYE sz s
5)7tAk8] Ale] 4K T} EDP AEREAISEE S olsistelor Aok Zzadste FAAAe &4
Noig Aoz ZHAsh) AL BRHE ST SEREIY RARHE, FOREHE
M, SATERAEE R BETEHE ST AMSHC € od e UFWAEE
wgHoT 4Y5h) Asd WABKAZ=dE olgstel g S4Y +5 A Aol
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EDP AitstHmast EDP E#& 13

2% XK

A7, ‘EDPIAABAAE st Aol ¥ Q7,7 AT A4, AU AYAL
o4, 1987, pp.175-195.

Ard Al  TAFZRARE,, 1992

A7He, “EgA EDP uWRIAERH DY A7, =¥ A21A, AEA AgAAETL
1991, pp.497-515.

8), o]k, “mMAstyl HAALde) EDPAtAl R 7,7 A A AW, FEW A
AedF4a, 1996, pp. 143-171.

#9% (EDPUEEAS Zatel QlolA ZAlele] MEAASE W dF,, HAREE
gt cHEhed, 1991

HdE, HAYEALNLE,, WI4L 199%.

AICPA, “Statement on Auditing Standards No.3 : The Effects of EDP on the Auditor’s
Study and Evaluation of Internal Control,” 1974.

AICPA, “Statement on Auditing Standards No.48 : The Effects of Computer Proc-
essing on the Audit of Financial Statements,” 1984.

AICPA, “Statement on Auditing Standards No.55 : Consideration of the Internal
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