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The Differences of Social Influence on Information Technology
Adoption by Knowledge Work and IT Maturity

Heedong Yang, Yunji Moon

As information systems are infroduced in organizations, user atfitudes foward IS are crucial factors for
the success of such systfems. Hence, understanding what affects user aftitudes should be a major concern
in MIS research. The purpose of this study is fo improve the understanding of social influence on 1S adoption.
Social influence construct is sirefched to include four items; subject norm, image, visibility, and voluntariness.
Also, this paper examines the roles of two moderators regarding social influence: user characteristics and
T maturity. We could find that 1) social influence has a significant impact on perceived usefulness (PU),
perceived ease of use (PEU), and intention, 2 the social influence on PU is more notficeable for knowledge
worker than for undergraduate student, and 3) social influence on knowledge worker’s PU is stronger for
emerging T (e.g.. wircless intemet services) than for mature T (e.g., spreadsheet software).

Keywords : Social Influence, User Characteristics, {T Maturity, Information Technology Adoption
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MEI|E 80 UM ALEX NI FHEI|E SMof e AEN F&2| X0l

I.A &

ZHolA HAH A 8|29 (Information
System)S =T w o]E WolEd F83=
AHERE 1R HEE & Al tigh Aea 2
F82 2 [Lucas, 1981], o]2{3F IS oW 4o
2L 2 B3 AU A AS7A BEHE
Al 2%l (Management Information System: MIS)
Ropol A REA2H BAR YAE AFSE
AFAESY FE FHAIET 7)< 9 (technol-
ogy adoption)& AF3sle ¥A4l-F4lo] & (inno-
vation-diffusion theory)el]l W29, A& o=
Ax o5 AR 3= AP &S Al o
3 Aelel QAo uteh 2-9-5)5[Roger, 1983,
EZ o] wf i HEE Y& ALEY HEo
FEFS ol WgtE7] G JeAd IA7At
5& ojelg slujol A AF8)H Je(social influ-
ence)ol] #4E FA HAHFulk et al, 1987)].

A o] 2 Q2L Jigo] U HEd
R} A8H dPo B A7AIE A2
U e Al Ve ik 38 9 (video-
conferencing)| 4] &7 1F(referent group)
o AH8IHQ) G2 473 Svenning[1982] A
TFolXe x2AFs F8F (subjective
norm)e] S)e) AAY Al felg G
< vHYa YA, & FA o B3 Pease
[1988] AFeINE ALgRrel AR AHgAR
3 obF-¥ dFE v|XA] Rooe Gvrd 2
#H7} &5 AHRice and Aydin, 1991]. &3]
TAM(Technology Acceptance Model)ol )
o ABA I F WA 284 Tl 9
o #F B A7 olEg dvtd Ade F
=8AA Yehdth 2 F87 Fol dxu 3
el o3t FEE mFvke A7 e.g., Cheung,
Chang and Lai, 2000; Taylor and Todd,
1995; Thomson, Higgins and Howell, 1991]
o olF Y gF¥E vXe devde dAfleg.,
Chau and Hu, 2002; Davis, Bagozzi and

Warshaw, 1989; Mathieson, 1991]7} &3k
228 WA 23 A gd=HL e Aotk

o] o] Al3A Fgfo] U3t AT AT} it
ol EASE ol%E G 2L B AR B
AFolA 7103t AAE A Qo] FA
AA g A7t EW3A gre AolH
[Rice and Aydin, 1991], 5 WA= A}313
Pl B3 AN 4% Yoz Adstn
YE 24 WH ‘FuA FWH BAY 2A
olct. @A FHole “oid e EA%} 9
£ 228 A % Feo] A A99 A3
of et ZtA 2 Aol g A<D, °
W 2471 He A0 2 JddA AE E
7 (reference) 9} 71&e] FSelke Holtt. o
Al A AL Ax(weight)7} o= =7}
gojof A7} vtn T F A=ve 71F0
2kt Aol

ool & AFNNE “A18F G oleke T
71 (construct)oll st o9 F o|+E
Fojr iz ek AR, “AH3F FIY ol
e 23] B ol 2 A, (1) A12)H
kol Agg Ao UF otE T3k, (2)
84 74 9 484 9%z 248 4 3
EUE 2952 4E, ol8 &3}, (3) 7t
B gEA 29 85 784 B9 39,
2 7lgel He EA AEE deksag @
o EA, “A3lE G olgl= AN E(con-
struce] Fol B oA, (1) A o
golgte aivt ARIIE A AU A
2 g 9% S 44 ojHg 1%E nlAE
71E dF3os AZFH RuA sy, 2) 1 3
et g 9FAA, A 2 BAE A
£ ZAW4$(moderator)7t EA3=A9 AR
g sotstud @k QA AFF AXND A8
7 o] oro] wAE F&o U V& A
FATGE 433 AkEA e 7] 9E
of FAAQ ALSA JFe] ARAE FHAUI
A% o 71 g 2don dAYEA o
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T30 2A0IM ALBR} SNI FEI|E Koo wE A Fekel Aol

gt A7 a3k AA el Davis et al., 1989)].
3 g HA4) AE7IeE AR A
4“%5}5% ?—}Oﬂ Aol AMEE o] AARE
FRE EAIHE FEAX
Ex’l E?Q et T%%ﬂ‘“ﬁ?"ﬂ Hioh A45308 #8%
F U Aelh
yobzt 24 wiFd gt & d7oixe 2
A T A 7tsAe Folduz g A 7t
AL A 9% At A2 SR AR
AR Vlgoly ol AsErt & 2ZyE
HESL Zo] oju] WEH Jlzolvet #2
AR7IeY AsEd me @A ZeAe
Zholth. &4 7FsA, o]&uk 21417 A XA}
oA Ao thet Tl B Ae E
A AFGolA A& Z2AY (knowledge work-
er)2 ERE & gle FAEdA olEg Hr)
=% AYHOE AEhe B TYS AR
ZiEol At A Z4 oo dnty g A
B7)1eg AHshe tieh Ad 7 AR B4
of W& A dF9] AolE nHstuA T
o 71dolA A AR R TFEI Q)
© A4 SEakEe] 9F 583 3 F4d A
BIlgg By d58og AP 5+ de
e ZAY & YS Aotk

I. Ak3]3 d8k(Social Influence)

2NN BEALER 22 P4 29T
W o)E WopEa] el AR A0Y HE
© & BEANLHS AT ARHoR oy%
EHEE ofd Hoz M A A B A
55 Q77 DaAHoleT Stk 2Ho|A A}
%:w ALAZG A 9 Al o
(perception) o} ¥&& nA= FH 298
A 71E AN e, ATHY Nade &
o} fialg Alzwo] g A2l A, A
W AL A9jst fFoiAe o f\lé‘@ l 3
B8 Ax T 71BAeR AR AU H

o, o oX c%? H

243} Azde] ABAA £40] 78 o]
tHe.g., Lucas, 1981; Rice and Shook, 1990b].
gy ojATeRE HA AFBRAAAM ALE
A Bey FAE AHE EFEHAE
w2t HA ALY AATE SFE de FEH
A o At AR AR, Yo dFS T
€ Aol lvkes ‘AL3E dFF e B #3
#4o] ZolA A =g tHSalancik and Pfeffer,
1978]. & AH3H Fold “AtgHoz #d
SiE(relevant) The AbgrEol- A 7
of gt AR} Bgol FFE F= wlel 719
st Arolgtn gulE #etd 4 glHShaw,
1980]. H4AQ Vigo] =AHAE W, 24 o
qME AZstA] ZPLD M2 FA7F T}
A =H ole ofd 5T ALY, 44 4%
olX daa 24 ZRALE AHHLE 7F
X 2HA f@d{Fulk, 1993]. & A+l
Ae AAY BE7IE F8 A ALY A
g, 1A, Poell ofeidt A3, BAHA AHE A
Aol AAE WA, ol YFL V&€ ¢

55 8 9 oA 22 AFer 243
g 4 gk Brk F34  jf¥(subjective
norm), ©]u|z|(image), 7}A4d(visibility), =t
A (voluntariness).

AH, A5 o8 Zlesd ol
TAM, TRA(Theory of Reasoned Action),
TPB(Theory of Planned Behavior) 5ol A A}
373 93 2HagoR sHF dWrHo R o
253 e Ao] v FAY YR, M
R dFeA SAE s hEe FAd &
A =98 Yz P =3 B Aoz
&t} Ajzen and Fishbein[1980]¢] “g<jof u}
29 ojg “oj| iAY] EAVF HE F8F A
Qg ko] Aol o] Aol thstef 2t
A 2 Aol djg AR, A5 F9A FH
A 4Rl Al dFE & THA Sle 8T
EE0] of9A A=t YR PFFol
U A0 G3e FA Boe Aotk Al @

ﬁ
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HEI|E 80| YoM ALBX SMI YEI|2 SHofl WE AEA JEo Xl

TR EAJD F v M 99 A
F A (referent) Q7)o g oAzl tha
EASL. 023 Afole FAZJDES ofFA A
AT AJQ/P BE3A @7 JECE B f
o3t ATAHRE e FA g 71Fol
g g 3}t}. Shaw([1980]= A1) A (credibility), &
$(status)E FA9 842, I3 Brass[1984]
= UA"E F& F4FQ A (powen)E A
9] 84F AN o] FAY 84NN
g AF WelA 53 AYE 2739 93
BE A1 gleH, FAd #A 54 #4
£ B3 AAE ARE 7 AUe AHEY P
7t 4&gE vAe AL 48 758 5 Uk
Z MU o3t WAoo 2 E A3 vk o)
A BAE FrASE ARl diAF ez =3s)
3 = Ao|t} o] Rice and Aydin[1991]2
‘ZAA (proximity)elZke NEE FAY 71FE
o2 AN} Uk ZHAIFE “g AR F
7] AL3] AJ2H] Bjoll A ALS)1 A AR =FE
© AXR"ZE, ZHL #Al(relational), 2 94
(positional), &7 d(spatial)®] ¢Jv] R5& &
Z3l3 1oy o] 71g-H #AAH 2HA] EY
A9 g it © 2 9349 241 A4
I FAsAG wEA F3E Ee Ve 4
FaTAA St Zo] @R FIY U Aol
RS ARG “olF /1Y &A% He
2294 2 A%, & & 33 Bolx 2@
FAE 7ML e AT FY A E A
d Algol Al P9 JHe] didte ZHA
2 Add digk QA" =2, AFA, A9, Y, 2
AAE w3l B FAHoE 1 ge] 7
o}sjojof Fr}.

F WA ALSH g A2 A 32 o]y
A (image)d “HA S FE}AY ALEF L2 H
ALS] A28 JJoll A A} ALSIA R 9Lt o]u)]
A7} EU &2 Z3EHe= Ax” 2RX[Moore and
Benbasat, 1991], oju| X+ F334 s} 44
A AdEE JHRA ok A EFAZT]

npg3] o} iy wedte P& A dot
W 3a3 Pz 2 JAD WA elu A7t
Feg Roly] WEolth. T oA o)
o3 U A8 F A92HE FEEHE o9
3% 23 ZRQ AU FUR o]ofA
7] W&o, Wt FHU|E Aol f&dtL
FAZG] AT A9 PR o)F AF
oz2x dojRle FARPAY 84 REA 3
A olulx] F5EANA st FHI|
28 A1L3A Fu}HPfeffer, 1982]. Chau[1996]
oA HAHQ FRI&E AYTLEN J5
He 3718 F840) AAY A3HQ AN
A BEgo Jg Ho Fu JHYE S,
A4, 2001].

60 2 7}A)| A (visibility)2 “ELlo] 23
oA 7}A 3t E = A E"[Moore and Benbasat,
1991], Al T =& WA FAHA AR
A 2EE AHE3hs AHEAL JHAE R =8
g Axg Fo8d Y418 B o 2 33d
F dod AAF g5 2ot o &
T4 Aol Mdelth ol ##4(obsev-
ability; Rogers1983]), Ath& t}4[critical
mass; Markus[1990])¢} A3 o2 A=
Z 3 YollA =] FHe] HAHQ HRAIAE
o] FHFHA AHEHAAT YIE oA o] 3t
o A8A 4oz Fg3t FAH FEAER
3o g Halg dolEolA ke Aotk

ulAjato 2 ] W, AdA(voluntariness)
L “AAE FEAEC] Hals Gt ApEHo R
F83h= 718k AR Z[Rogers, 1983; Moore
and Benbasat, 1991], A&} giu)) Al
A= AFAQ gEo] YA 4FS v
g e 7Hge) AA" sdelth

AHAH ol F3HA TFA4Md(con-
struct) & 7AE3} d=d loA, o] & Ml 7HA
2499 AAE AHE Harl ded, o
vl 7R 8908 AF3lFE 4] uhd A E(reflec-
tive indicators)7} o}'d A X E(formative in-
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BRIl 30| U0 ABA S HEI|E Sdo|

£ A2|5 gatel %ol

dicators) 2 2|3le Aol ¢ edsitta At
Atk shukshe ohakedl @A) 8 Q) (Multi-dimen-
sional latent variable)o] W= K2 ZA &
At (1) oY FAAEde) &3 wlEe
o] ojot 3iH, (2) " ZAWIE ¢
A4 ZARLE dEE 5= glojo} 319, 3) &
A W ol & ABAAT EAE Yook
P} A B A7 mdoA ALY 9%
< SN T 1, olvA|, 74, &
WA o8 AAHE AelA] 2 uidie) A
A7 AYstAE gow, =3 ol 7hA 49
o} o} ASH FTE FA3= RAo)A
I F o= 3 Qo= AR AlSH J
£ WX v ok 281 F34 FHel ¥
i A ol A 7FA A o] HEEA] 22 g
0.8 FoAE AL of7] e o] XE F
A& 178 2 9, £ A7 AFH 9%
dAH et BehEcChin, 1995; 1998]. o]2}
of B A7 At8lH JF24E W /1A

d

N

i

- Fu8 P9, oHA, AN, AR -2 27
3} alol, HaHQ FusiEd g e &

€3 Bdst Al 9] AdE HEsn
k. =23 F84 1EY A9 49 3=
of i B} &3 71EE vAE ST
2 g

I. @724 % dF7H

ALg] 8y o] E(social learning theory; Ban-
dura[1986]), A18] A B ZZMA o]&(social
processing theory; Salancik and Pheffer
[1978]), Ar3lz3}F ©]&(social construction
theory) 2% AH7|&0] EYHAE W, o|F
A she A1) Bxy F9, ot Ade 2
Z A A A" o] A5G Ee) 8
Hohe JAE 712 S 9A A o8
of W, /ide] o’ 2ZoY V&S 58
e 08 AREY P99 g #EE 55
ggo] dojuA He, O #AAN #FAE
ASg ol AR A W& B8 AN 3
£ &4 9ok F ol B9 F9= F5° AHH
5 59 999 AR Y 5F FEAR
o Axg[Fulk, 1993], 1314 AR TZAA
ol Al ALFA AR} MY Ted tig
AAY Hxo] dFs HHE AL Ao

o} o} sl V1&g #8F v A
Fgaglo] Bzl FFg vAte AA st
B d7rd s TAM(Technology Accep-
tance Model)& 71222 <I9 1>3} Zo] A}
33 Jgale A4E 233 4o, ol
3 AL A ggacle] JiRle] FRIE T

HEI|s 54

Fpa F
+
ojo|x}
) AFEIE
a8
{+)
FINPY 4

H7a \ H7b \H7c

B0y AX}
PEU

LTS R
/o

AERE B4

<33 1> ATF2H
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YEI|E T8 UM AIBA B4 HEO|E KMol WE AEH FEel 0|

FEE v glof (1) AYZ2AS A==
Aol X352 g HEe £A4 AZold wa
A A FFER} oA EdAE A, BT
) BE7IE] A&l met o] FYa
7t oA 23 & e AE 2EANSE A4
At AFstazt

3.1 AlE|H FE 80|, 7E4Y,
AtZolzelel A

TAM#} #d" TRAS TPB RdoAE A}
33 ¥ 5 FaF TEH 22 AH AF¢
AHEO R dig AHHYA APagog A4
st Qlch g S0 FRA T BAEHA
AFEEC] BIE o’ Pt 1 P9 Hd
el ¢5HelA Rt sty ThoF AHAle]
A $28 FAUEC] & 1 PHE sk Ao
a3ty 2etd A3 1 EAUNA &
$8t1A F7)8 ke AoJtHFishbein and
Ajzen, 1975; Ajzen and Fishbein, 1990]. =}
ZA A FR7IE) g 23S AR
€ W Ay} EgAsvtn iz A4
@ dde) wel AR A7 a1 N2 A
BI1Ed AH3tAt s EE HolA "
12]31 Moore and Benbasat[1991]¢] & 4lo]
BE 7T 2 AR Y dFade ¥
2 3 §E Ao gloiMe tha Avte
FRol AE8h 9A o] ARIIE AHE
oo tiz) Fo] APEHE HAFTe #H
dre A gt e g A5
2 59% Bol7] Adixe #3487 2459
o] Q37| &, o] 7kx] FHL 7%le
AR FAAE AlgeiN Q58 JaHE
Al gtz B3 QltHGunton, 1988]. o] &
B 712% Harris[1999]¢] d7dAAE 71
o A S HFH o R A E ZHESA
AR7)ed A ARt v FRAH0E U
ERtal 9158 HojFa glth Wi, Venkatesh

and Davis[2000] 79} Agrawal and Prasad
[1997] AFAME REAZHE AM3HAl 3=
7o) ApdA o)A ¥3 BAHY W 238 A
£957t 9 gopdltty F3gc)

H1: 21313 43 Pr7)ed A Ao s
of Fe] 2 v Aol

g, TRA 2dE& JE7e4§ 4ol ¥y
Al TAMIAN = A8 3 giFolehe 94 A=
3} & Atolo) URH H-E&A(perceived use-
fulness)#} &-o]A(perceived ease-of-use) 7
g3& TEste, ArEY g9 B aA gist
o thd B A4S v &, ey
EAolv ALEH ¥l FRIE AL
ARAA 4FE FrEgE JAXNE 84
fojyolgt= A3 Warshaw, 1980] H}4&
AR &3t wFde Aot F#H FEH
gasa B, £7490] od Ao =HH
AR7IEo] A7 fF&dtn &olsiA A
T A Bow, o)AL AHgAE Al A
g 722 JAg A doe Aol Igx
oju] A} FHFHA, & U] ofE HAHQ
RR7|2S AHEEHe Zlo] AHEH A9 2
FFEFUe dgdgn JASE, I FRY)
%9 F84& <X FHVenkatesh and
Davis, 2000]. £& 7tA43 BEHN Hu7|
S XTFS od A2 A" g AR B
ol£d Wole 1 Al=dd dg B4l &
& A Bg FH ey 4%E Bl v
Ro g veh}n cHFisher and Price, 1992).
& 2848 A¥ME 7] 58 Hlate adopt-
er)7} ol UehdA Hed, o8 A& A
Hyled tig §84% &ol4e AASY A
AxE AZAF 3ol 9 27 £8AF O
T FFE 433 WA "Hoe HAolth ojg}
2ol A3)F F¥gaLE PPHLE PRI)E
o] AR FFE Ve e e S
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YEI|E 80 AM ALEX} &

1t HE0|g

E4o| wHE ALEA P&l Xjo|

H2: AL3]3 G2 Fr7)so] g g0l
Aol Aol 4L wjd Aol

H3: A13]3] JFe ARJ|&d g 484
Aol Fo 4F& wA Aol

re

3.2 0|z M0 st XA22KRY/
CHSto] AlelH Y Rto]

H 78 AAAL ALY g7
222 knowledge worker)9] AikAo] F
8 842 ALHE JdoA wsT gk
NHY AY2EAE 7149 M G4HQ o
#3429 24 9787 HrHes, Drucker,
1997; Cohen and Levinthal, 1990; Prahalad
and Hamel, 1992; Amit and Schoemaker,
1993; Hall, 1992]. |t 7149 714 A Al
BT Loz FEHI Ayol@ e
A AHZ22AY AuE EEd BE, AY2E
e AZEE F3be) wEb Qs 28 7k A}
34 F5Agdqr FEHE 9EH ARk
AL A&8HA gosta FEEA o)E 7|4
9 Qugez ARNTE 948 2Rl
[Nonaka, 2000] wEtA o]E9] YgF-= EFo)

Ho
LI Y

2,

718Ths AAAH ety AAEy, 2ze)
=59 E}oohs} AL AUA He 1x9) A

<E 1> XA Z2Xknowledge worker) e

\_.
_J_

N

AREE A3 29L AHgshe A

AH(manual worker)$} tiZH o2 =}

A - JuF FFoltieg., Davis, 2002; Pradip
and Sahu, 1989].

olfig AA2A Jue §E4E £ A4
Jdojgtz 7HEEHAG FEAL R Aol7t e
g AdhE vws) E2obE, oigd Jd o
Al dA £ uldel AHgAN HAZ &7
7ol whe} AAE2AE W A4 Al
9] AtEolgtx & 4 qtHDrucker, 1992]. &
Aok gae) AR 9L FEHZ Aolv} 9
o iAol R gutdoz Fxstd A
Y Y& 5508 A7 e 4y IS
g87Eke Aold, AHZEAY dFe F71H
g g3 R AAAER BANEAN ¢
&7 A AR S aqsith mEka AA S
ZA) vjg) gAY gF= F2RAT A& I
o a4 o] HolAH g JiE ARE AT
A EAS A Aolga E 4 tHJohnson
et al,, 1994]. o] W) HFFAF FANZEES
A AR 8o JAME gAY G
A2 2227 873k ARV)EY ade A
o7} itk AXZEA FEe B¢ AN, o
B4, agln oA EA w8 BEo A7)
71 8] g ARU)eS A&EHeR 8
gt} Farhoomand and Drury, 2000]. o]= &
e A3} 959 AFE FA3 o} 3 WA
¢
B3 Jgtel| f-<dsHA

\,

of Hlal, AAZRAE HAH FR7ES

&8t JF ol

A9 AAe 45t Aike] sosE 2949 Drucker[1992]

A7, FAYE VI § AN FALEE AL Quinn{1992]

ig):‘—;z’j i%%—ﬁ}: 11:%1 JE A 19 Fa Adel He FeHAAEE Alvesson[1995]

ﬁig HANAE AE37] HAs) A5 ololrjo], o7, A4 E8she Sean and Alasdair[2001]
PFd BB AL T, volEst RE Ay AN A= g9l 4} | Brelade and Harman
e A [2003]
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HE7|& £80| UA0IM ALZXI EMT HEY|E SNHo| mE AN gl Xo|

X8y A AR A& &ojd AL
Hol}AJo| YR 3}y] ujEoj}. Davis[2002]< F
AJNE MU 2E o3 LA HRI|eY
& A2 L3IHEA, o) B3 7199 A 2
ZAEL AT A vlolEol &3t HE
g AT 2N B 2985 Y #E84E
U A § A HAJY F33c

a8y AAZ2AY 7EL FHdEo F
#31717F 8ol8tA] ¥7] WE ZIHdAAMe A
2307 TA A% (apprenticeship) 52 "4
< WP =AY ZAFPHE VEYZ
Z3 5o JjHste Bnp X422 Ae] A4
o] 714 WE AT WS EAGUHAN-
derson, 1999]. 714g°] A=, E3F ez A
AZ2ZAT ol F5AE A TR3ILY
ol A22A7F oE HAHQ] FRIIE
& NZo] F3A 2 Helx F3FA FF8 L
7} Z&8A = =d|[Sviokla, 1996], T4 A
gaglole 7l&d td Edold, Y= 7]
&9 AF o U AA, 2HFE, FE
sleol BA, EYdEHE ZJRAILF Q] AMgo] FA
Folgle A% ol StHe.g., Charan, 2001;
Etillie, 1983]. A|4Z&22h= o}9} Zo] t&tAy
At vlF] G5AHQA A &ollA 7 At
A FAE AT 1= YA AFE FH3}
719180 AAQ] ARI|eE ANEHOE F&
3la] o] B3 ARE £33, NS FEdok
3171 W&o AAQ AR & uA=
A8 A g gy}t Nzstn foeAl et
A =2 ZIdEnh

AT A dEE9] AT E AR A
B71&S #8480 A2 Q1A ¢ AL
A Qo] FALFe FHY B, FAHLE
A2 ZZ2ANA ABA FFE F= Ao W
dte vEFEth gty B dFdie A4
229 AE, HA14Q FARI)E 7k 3y
Q1 FAAQE A BIZ gl slQ1eY FEIE
& 242 TAMS ] &3ty 84 2 &o]

A, Q59 BHA AL3F 8Rlo] FA LR
@A 4L wAEe AE I JoH B
A AZsanA ok FAJHAAu LG “F
Aoz SA/UoH/INARE $5AT F
Qe AH]20|H, Wireless Interneto] o}d o]
ZA o] 7ZE+ Mobile Internetd] 7/ gdoz
A, ZAJQHUE ojsAT AHE AFAIIE
o] Fo] FHoE HRE £54Y & QA
sy AMula 2 ZYPEoz AHAE 4 ot
[Chon, 2001]. FAJENA R 2= 20051 7}
AR AAA A7 489 19 159 HE %
B3, B2C A1 tiEE A#I} o|2H o
2old Ao F AHE L&Y /M tEF
FAA Arrgolgn B 5 JHAEY, #
A9, 2002]. 71QAME 94, BF, §5 B
5 o)A ARFPF7 F7 He dF S 34
o2 FAQEYAMHIAT BF], EEEHL Utk

HE: 343 Zu71&EFAASLAR ) o
@ %84 A4 g9 A8H g2 ol
s A A4 221 A 1o
%98 932 A Aol

HS: 847 A7) E(FAADAE2)e] o]
@ g4 A4 99 AHH JF2 vl
4 Aguc A4 224 Qe ug
fol@ 9L vA Aol

He: 813 R 7|&FALAA2)) o]
@ AHgl=el 1) ALSI e ety
Aguc A4 224 Ao B §9
# 9% nd Aol

4714 @ 74 AVISE BAE B & 9
9 o] H3 g FHAERAES A&
o] HAH FRAEAS s Rolth. AL
720 YA UE 95 of@ Ao A
o)z of@ Aol oln] WEIH FRI|EAA T
Boke AE $o)31A) gk Tt FurlEo] 4
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nology assimilation model)d] 7)Zx3j4 A3
HJ, AR7)g0] GUEE TRA2E Fu7)
20| A5HAZFE g 2L v 7HA @)

2 A Aok (1) 1&g 93 QX F4l,
() 71l A3 57 A9, 3) 1o N
#7] A, @) "V\/*‘*‘%‘Hﬁ}ﬂ] 719 At
Z JE7|@0] A&HALSE o7 Q7 o)F
ojyf Aol ME FHEHA 51"’, e A
Ho g GAHTAR HoEA Ho, g S84
Qo HHI|&s BLY Vg7 SHEA @
THe.g., McFarlan, 1983; Raho et al., 1987].
€ 2l 728 & o §& S 2zg=4
ES} 22 AR7IEE old U AHAEY ¢
A8}k Bhgo] A9 fddA ) glow g
Fgoze st AA YolNn
S AR7|gol|x, MR AT A F49
EUlMB| 2758 ol& kA 1 3Hgo] B9
A IuistE A R A&Er) dojAe AR
Zlgolga B Ak oAl deiA axge
HES}H 28 FHI)EL A2 ZEACA 9o
Me olH] A3} =o] Fg3le 0|2l 7|&FE
2d oA 4dA] 218 FRI|ER ¢ o]
AR BR7IElEL B £ gloh v 2
AQHUME 2 AZHEHEY v o}z
2 Z1ed g QA7 Ba 7)e AE A
Hog uFact AT o] SleYMuA
FH AFEEO] Y4 GRA AHUMEA
B71H R o]&aty] Wito] JEUS o]
g g5 E JIXA "o A 2t AEd
TANE UetdRel[EEs, 2001], H%E7)

e wE 2 BRAYOET o8 A H Jao)
97} 20, qeln RAdEYAN L gL
Asiol B ARIEE ol43A &g fe
AHE Gl AFER T kX ‘HAA
U= =3V (left behind) Z4AE =7AE 4F
o2 A437A PdCheung et al., 2000]. o
2HA ALB Y QAF 9A AEVIEY 4L Ed o
gk Zol7k UH, 53] A&7 v FRI|E

oX 0117 ro
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014, JEwE Awu duk

H7: A2 A1e] AR7E 58 A AL814 9
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7t & Aot}

H7a: AA22A9 AR7]|&E F84 AA
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o] A131A JF ALl e A
H7)1ERg A4%r Be AR 7)ed
B fo3 93 v3d Aol
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o] A3 A JFL 557 & AR
71ERY A& B AR |&d B
o fojst 4§ @ Aot
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FEI|2 $80 YoM ALEAL SHIt HEI|S SHol| wWE AEE

<# 2> XA ZZ2XHknowledge worker) SHof ztsh o437

A FEE F3 711Gl BIPINE FEe
T

222 dAYE Hies

Lee and Maurer[1997]

PEAEARNAN B2 FJEE Yol AFRE A&de AFFCZ, Fortune 500
% EREFY e-mail AHRTEA F 1809 £3Y &3 AR

Straub and Karahanna
[1998]

ANAZIUHE/ A/ B39/ AAYUA G/ AFE 2d/ 2 4R /R&D 719 §)l F

A Aoz 44, 184 BRI B 5)e A9 Elkajaer[2000]
354 ol mutdl, IT &5l Gdd n5eex 4%, o9 sojgld ke F | o d[2001]
24 100 719 AFAS REYR 24, 715 s AE7) 44 29

AHZ2AL ANEA ANQFEPIN TEH9, M0Re I3, 475

4 A TESTY oy, R4S RS 54, 4959 FAYE), ol § | Sahraoui[2001]

Bl 558 HEe] ot 3 HuB IR FA HF

S ZAWFY X222 BAEBA, 7
AHoz AAZ2ZAE oJEA AFY AU}
o #AME AFAut} o] gt 7|E
AZ AFAA AXZ2AE TA F 7HA] HY
o2 &3 Jeu(<F 2> FF), AAE J
3 AAE NAZE2A) 2R AE3 i)
g0z FE3te ZoltHe.g., Elkajaer, 2000;
Flood, 2001; Tam et al., 2002]. 3} X4} o] 7
%, 22 AZd ts)A Elkajaer[2000]& 2JA}
g 4ol 87HA ge gut ARV ¥
© 2, Flood[2001]E AAZ2xz FA30
24 oAdo] AFHI o} ol Hls] F WA
A E AY22R ey AYEE
E4E S AES B3 wA4se o
[Sahraoui, 2001]. Wetx £ Apore F ¥
A SALAE o83t ATz JAE
Atz g 4 A2 FAJEY
AUl 29t AXHEHEE YFo) A Edes &
F 28/, 99 AFS THSE 434 o
g ol YL AAG slo|E L ZEAE
A48Ath S Aale] AFo g 4o
YPAT FAHE Z2AE ANZEAR AF
g ¢ Ao B dol, A RN Z8A
go] 5 o]l AZuks st vpx|
o2 o] AAZZAZMNY Az E =

317] f8) AA22AY] dFE4 dddE A
35 (Appendix A)S ZAAIEE 3t YA
BT oo AEe ¥FEE Yok

ojg} 2L AAZEA At mX & AL H
gk avE wwdty] A vuPdez A
A9 gy JdY AS, AE AH9 A g
Ay SAAEE I e AAsYT-
gl o] H& 20039 1095 E 2004 297}4] 47)
4 B¢t FRHR e, A4 22A9) YD
EF 2T B FAJEUAMNE HE
E ol $2¢ =5 APHA 7 25054
A 50059 Q&R Wix A7, 224
e 15358, A GL 19759 HERE 34
st

4.2 S8+

AFAA AHEE MFEY SAHET 3l
F3F T4, oW A, 74, AR vl 7R
aQle g FAHE AFE 9L 7I& d7d
A AFE SFAE o)A &, 8 7
Hel Ao 7@ AT AR AN
HAW ‘EAY Z3AHE Bgdr] A3 HA
ALY HAE BT F de 7€ vHdo] 9.
3t} oo E AT A& Shaw([1980], Brass
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2

[=]

[o]]
AA

HEI|2 +89

A
T

OlM ALZAL SEM3 HET|&

SHof wE Ars|A gkl ko

<E 3> FHY HE

gE=90 X o ) = 4=
3¢ AEE A 44 —H_% AR & 157 TYSA
U AdHer & AAE Hen Qe dE AFE A | Shaw[1980]
(status) o] ¢=gah= Agko] ZaTh
T4 A9%4 ABES 2N FAAH AY7L A ARES] £33
(inforin alijoai) E} it 7&3}):},14 A A7 A E AEE Fei Brass[1984]
WA SR | ARES 250 Bo O A d&H0 & gE ARE
(relational FH AE M slwEy dka, w3 o] A £83l2l= 74 | Rice and Aydin[1991]
proximity) gFo] 7}3}c).
[1984], Rice and Aydin[1991] 4+E F33} o £42 HasEdA FREAT ol e
o:] NEe A 4 Qe A= u}?{'ﬂ_g]._—,l(<\— 2 dAfore FPAZEE o|Foj FzEY
3>), o] 71 <A FHH FH F <= A%E F e PLS 3.00& o]&sp/|=2 g
82 oFE $YA 2AAY W9l E Jm o A4 224 2§53 4 1§ 47 s
AEE F O BANA AR 4 238 2EASHES TAQHYAHAE guow
o AAAA AR 9T 2Qlel 2BH W =T ) W PLS A%WAL AR 29E 4
< Mathieson[1991], Taylor and Todd[1995] Exigi=y
7H AN F2L AFgete] ZRev, LA o
v )8} 7}A) A, 2PEHAe- Moore and Benbasat 5.1 E¥2% (measurement model)0i
[1991]0] st dH&8 77 likert HEE AR st 2=
o] 2R g TAMS 7|29 =7 ¥
F) H64, B4, A2 o BajAE WA A4 2At SRS A2 A
Davis[1980], Venkatesh and Davis[2000]7} 3l SHELS gotaty] g (1) AE 2
e S2H TS ALRE AT = (item)dl] )3 A3 A (reliability), (2) W3]
Y #A(internal consistency), (3) +A/NE &

V. d7+43

2 Q7d 248 24 F Az, 94 =
He A8 9%l 1A FHAES 9
W, 7M1, olRIA, Yol e FEs
= Ao|8(Z£4 =4, measurement model), ©]
A% 24 B Ao wu] vzae Fu)
&9 BEES A4 B4 BAD L 7
F8te Ao|t(F2EY, structural model).
53] AbgA AT AR71E ASEd B2 A}
84 49 Rolg sfetel] A Rolv] B

rl

g gE4F(item-level)d]

A9l #¥ elgA(discriminant validity)& 7
3t s, LAQE AR A PR EZ
AR ARTE ER1Ea, FHF e gl F

AQle uT Auzoz B A8 T4

2 2o 3ol BF 259 oel HH(GH 7]

T)E B AENE IFAIEE STk 1

A A L2 79 153F-9] HFA F 33
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30

OlM ALBA S43 HEJ|g SHo| mE ALY d8el X0l

AbsE o3 4 0.77

£-84(PU) 4 0.93

£-0]4(PEU) 3 0.86
9] & (intention) 1 1

0.81 0.75 0.64

0.92 091 0.90

0.66 0.89 0.87
1 1 1

F) *9l9) Bl A48 WA dBe A4 2k 8 g ta Furle Es B AN

Fe AL o] 130771 Ah=gion, G
< 197% 7hed 183571 HF FA=HAG U
ot AN2eA el A9, 4Y 54 ol
AN T2 JF-EA AE(Appendix A)ofA]
B ol WHE we ABS A AAT
23, HF AL 10472 AA 8 g

HA (1) AE S35 93 A3 E(indi-
vidual item reliability) 7Z& 98] 8=
£z o|Fold TANEY AL, 4 FE7 B
8 747d (construct)oll th Zpzhe) A
A (loading) & ZAgth o]& NEEEo] &3
TANEHRY SRR Ad g3 EFHE
Ao U¥kH 7] (rule of thumb)& 0.70]4
ol} AN E 0.6018% Fssittesg,
Chin, 1998; Barclay et al,, 1995; Carmines
and Zeller, 1979]. ¥hd AL3) A o 3ka} o] §
BAER o)Foj7 B¢, ZRAE AL A4
7} ot g} 7Hs A (weights)olth. 7MEA € 71&
of F#F el osty] wio] HIE =go)
A71E 8tA|9He.g., Cohen et al., 1990], o} &
Al AAAZ W8t 84 i e.g., Barcley
et al., 1995].2 HAx] s)2do] glo] AA 2170

2) a2y B AFA ALEE e FARAL gle
1A FEL o) A ko] 2FAE AT 9]
7] el oy Fugko] olfHojof vt wa}
A o] 47kA] FEo tidiMs N SHGE o
T AT 24 ofde] 1 599 AR i3t
cronbach ¢ & o] &3 UH d#4 B4 vy
AAEgon, oo AR FE = A W HE
ZAA7F 06 o3tz A=Ak

Z A&l A9 dfEez 4
o] AW o] JA] Zol7t 7] o
A FEE ARG d7EAd uet
=3 AAsoF & @sla Jtie.g., Barclay
et al., 1995; Yoo and Alavi, 2001]. £ <1729
A HIE 67 &0l 71EA] Hjghe]rlE 1A
ol AFEHe] AZYTHE ATE 0] AL
3} BAHYAMH|A ARE MY FolE RE
AolBn=E ol g HH7|zA e VIEA] vE
Al B4 A vt gl AeE dAEo] 1
HE ARgs7|E gtk
207 (2) Ud ¢g#AAdL2 Fornell and
Larcker[1981]7} Cronbach o9} A8 243
2 e AZA A% (composite scale reli-
ability index)& o]&3tgth o]& TR
mdo)A FAMNE % (construct-level)dl] T
s 2SS AF3] A g, 71EL 07 ©
4ol Cronbach o« 7]X| 9k frAVSHA| AL3] 28}
e 06014 AAe 7IEHCE Bk <k
4> B0l BE Jigel glof & mEll BF 7]
A o] g R dBAEE YERiL Stk
npAEo 2 (3) PLSO A9 B g3 B
T 7 7P A es A4 HEH shvs Fornell
and Larcker[1981]7} A|¢tgH AVE(average vari

@

A}
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YEI|F w80 2A0IM ALBX BEHI HEI|E S4of WE MEH Yol x|

<E 5> FMINE Zh abEE

Sl{social influence)

PU(perceived usefulness)

PEU(perceived ease of use) | 0.44

Int(Intention) 031 0.47
FALHIA R A ATH=HE

PU PEU Int Sl PU PEU Int

8 A

Sl(social influence)

PU(perceived usefulness) 0.49 08 0.65
PEU(perceived ease of use) | 0.50 048 | 07 0.37 0.28
Int(Intention) 046 0.45 0.44 0.47 0.47 0.49

) 2HBA HolM tiAd 84= AVES] Al¥(square root: NIET AL B AFD)E UEhd A
ojm, 4 ¢ 2i{off-diagonal elements)e 7NE7 A BAolt)

<E 6> X|& 22X IE9 loading & cross-loading

SN

VIS

MA

*VOL| -22 | -34 | -23 | 0.06 019 | 0.09 ] 0.04 | 017 | -.02 025 0.12
PU1 | 065 041
PU2 | 0.72 0.44
PU3 | 071 0.43
PU4 | 0.60 0.50
PEUL | 0.19 0.41
PEU2 | 045 0.48
PEU3 | 0.13 043
PEU4 | 0.11 0.44
Int {037 050045 0.40

ance extracted) gt& o]&3te Hog, 2dd = Ao|th{<ik 52). HEIEA J1EL F A
A she] FAMNE 2 AL FREE 2 A4, AE% 8 A5E A8 o

TRA AVERO] shue] 7AAE S e 7 A4 24F A¥He FE9 b hdd 99
4 NdE T FHdke BART o Ao @tk 84 g Bk Aok s, &4 i g9l 71E

H152 H25 AIFEEHT 109



HEI|2 30

UM ALEXL EMZ HHT|2 SHMofl wE AtE|E FEel 0|

A& 0.50)4¢0] =ojof G} Chin, 1998].
U F A £ 08 e 45 74
£ 9 Q184 (principal component factor ana-
lysis)# 22 w402 g <2l(factor)¥ cross-fac-
tor loadingS AF3le ALZ o] 399
A ELZ(item-level)d| A &) BIE}ZAS
& AZFolth & oug SAHAYEE A4
Astuz ks FANE o199 g FANE
o g & AARE BoMe HY, A4 &
221 RdoME RE &4gE0] oy /|F
& &3 AR Yeigth AT <F 6>9
Ueh}zo] A#3(VOL) 5L 2714 1§, 2
M AR7|g Qo] BF olgF 7EE WE
37 Rgow HFHorg FZEY AHZA
A=A B AFAA = HIE AEgo| £
¢ FEo2 AHHAE ZPoY Ao A
3|4 g3fe] AFol Y FFRGE o JF¥

& A 98 ¢ 9tk

A do

Intention
R2=0.29

B=-0.07
(@ AAZZA A FALHAA N : 2

<38 2> X[AZ2X Fct

Intention
R2=0. 30

p=-0.22"*
(@ 34 A FAAE YA H2 Y
<18 3> 34 Feie| PLS EAET FRE

5.2 =24 (structural model)0i| CHSt

S

B a7 Axe <9 2>, <Y 3>9
veht giok AAX S H2ASFY FAF &
A(EZ3AF)E H7Het7] 98l bootstrap
A[Chin, 1998]& F3st5c

5.2.1 IS5 Hga weld, 20/4,
AHBYE

71E TRAY TPB ArAlME AH3]3 93]
g FAHY A4 B8R A BA F
24 59 5 3 F /A 84RO EHE 4T
Ao} oo B A7AE AFH 9FE 2%
3 & F 10 ZRE AFEE ok AA, A
34 3o Agolse] B3 AYaHe B
g 71 19 doME AX22A AdY BE,

Intention
R2=0.34

p=0.18
b) AdZeR Ja 2ZYd=HE 7
| PLS 24T F2E

Intention
R2=0.39

p=0.17"

(b) 8 P&t 2ZH=HE =2d
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FEIE £ UMM AEA BEHD

FHE7|8 Sdo| mE ARIH

Fte| xfol

FAJdHUMu A A2AS7 -0.07(nsTHA
A 022), 2ZH=HEE 0.18(nsTA A
0.17)2 E& JeoA 7Hde] 7|4=H %t v
gD E FAJE MBI 2= 0.22(p<.05),
2TYSHEE 017(p<05)o.2 7Hdo] AA
HAck o2 HPES vl fode @
dalA A 224 AT A$, FAQE A
2% ARAZIE 0.66(FAFT: 033, p<.001),
*ﬁaﬁtﬁEL 035(8t F ek 0.66, p<.001)

BE Ao spde] A& #& B 4 3
ﬂ}. o) 43 FHGPHE AATEZA FHoe
TAJEME AE 0.37(3M T 049, p<.
001), ~ZH=HEE 0.62(3-48 3¢ 038, p<.
001)o 2 HE FooA 7o) Ax F& &
4 Utk

5.2.2 AlSlY Hako| FCHE X0l

A9 AFAFd VzEA FA AEEA
Aeat ARG ol A FEIed

FALEHAMHEE F8&3= 2o F98 &
ol7} & A 7Hd 4, 74 5, 7Hd 68 B &
HEJZE gk AbS Y G TR A
AozA Al slo] 2ot fo]§ TS B
Z Zlojeke 71l 4, 7 5, 71 63 BN,
G BRE A% M HEe A8 7 A7
A= F7HH 0 E unpaired t-testE HAIEHY
TH<E 7> #x). #4250 5 JAodlA 3lo) A
H7 9go] 498 ol Uein ALE 2
T Atk 7HE 49 F-84 A dME =

<E 7> FMAHY Mu[2o0f cHet Hetd ALEH

H4 SI
H5 SI 0.10
Hé Sl (S -0.07 0.20

0.22 0.10 285

Z2A Hdo] AsA e o gol ¥ 3iA
uH(t=30.735, p<.001), 7}4d 59} 714 62 §-0]4
(t=-12.693, p<.001)7} &% (t=-16.669, p<.001)
o gloiMdE 23y A Hte] u FAAF ¥
g = Ao 2 Yehy 74 59 7Hd 62 7
ZHE| Qlch

ALEAL A5 #HEE 2-ET 9l
A3)H G JAEE Zort e & 7 A
t 53] 484 AA ] & 7HAE 49 o] A
34 Qg A HedlA JM AX22A A
dol Boh §oFA 4TS v Yok ole
A B FJoe Ble) AFeg 1%
2 E3lg JRE FYsta 7] g S5
QEE AaiMrt old MY Frv R aS
= AEH AR 7ES AHEste AT Hls)
Aozl o] B ok HEE Fu4 3
240] AN FEF, Y, 2001]. wetA Af

28 ARV|Ed da AR MRS
Hol7|Htle old & 21FdHA Al dF
9} J,},{;Li@ﬂ}\-} ﬂ‘iﬂgw} ”*tﬂlﬂ O_Q.MO E}}Jl
szl 37] o] F-84 A A A+
deFe aAHE By Pol HEE & F U
[Etillie, 1983]. 38 £o1A AR QoAM=
sAgTel A5 A 4ol o FJFE RoFE
o} ol HEHUY HRI|&E AHESE HF
o] zpo] W] zjE AHE BAFTh HAF
ol | AATEAL Y] Ag, FAUEY

=

ﬁ

P
Aulag Beld §R4de A8 Agskn 3
£ we SEe TAAHYAN2E B
Aragolt 0, FREM Foz T4

F) a AH2ERtE 5d oy AYAL

1538 H2&

dYEBEAT 11



HEI|& £801 UM ALBK EMI} HEIIE SHo| WE AFE Fgo| o

A7) w2 F8EETE &oldF 2L YA

2 ZHe o g2 9%E e AoE 34
NEATAN ATYEHEE 4F5AE
3 AK7)&E([Talyor and Todd, 1995],
AJNE UM HI A 22 AHUAMHIE 7]E2
ARIA 2AL Q3 AHga] W) AR
Qo] o)zt dvke AFAHTL AUAT
[Armstrong and Hagel, 1996; Riggins and
Rhee, 1999], ¥ @79 7H4AZ0 B=n A}
H4 Jgo) ATl U HRED Hole
AR7|E @ Aojo]7] Hue 2357 Hd
8 =40 e Aolol A F1AshE ALz A
g0

o
_?‘]
_||3__

5.2.3 AlZIH &l MUl d5< ¥ A0l

B AFdMe F7H3HoE 422 I
o disf AR7|e HE= ¥ Aol wWE AL
34 4Fads vwsy] Y8 F 1A Y un-
paired t-test& F3PFrt ol A3 H P
AR7)&9] A&E HE Aol7t e AE AT
&7] 913 Aoz 7} 7a, 7Md 7b, 74 7cst
HHAH<E 8> F%). 4243 ARI|E A
&5 B A3H 9ganyt F&A o)zl
USL ¢ F Uk 74 7ad] o] AHEEA
AT 3L, & B} HA3Q FARIEY
Mu) 29 8448 AT 9 Bt AL3)F JE
& @ol W 202 YEkTtHt=32.472, p<.001).
A o] A (t=-12450, p<.001)7} Algol=
(t=-3.316, p<.001)9] glolME 2318 HA&E

7t e 2ZHSHE A A8 H 4 d
Bo| wx gtk wehA 7H 7ae AA HAYL
U, 74 7bs} M 7ee 714 AT
ZAAHUAH A 71Ee o}A7A 1 &
o] PYsA LutsEA B A&SE7 Hol
A AR7)Eo|Ag B} HolatA QT
vic}, £33 v 8WHA AAFHoR o] &
deoz AUH F440 o = £ F 3l
CHASIA, 014, 2001]. 5 FHAE LA
2 71%e B Axdel nams) AT A
$3ke o Be HEE AT W B
[Bhagwat and Tripathi, 1994]. °]4 & F41¢l
Bul 2 §840] & 9, A4S Hol4
3Ro] AHoz BoiFoz oytA #A
3 A9 ARy &olga Yrdy] o @
H AZHSHE AZEJ o= McFarlan[1984]
o] 71&53RddA JehtRo] 7igd g
A7} A9 gAdA e ARIg2 B A
F9] thato] @ AHZEANA JoiMEe HF
el AR B o] HE Al2Fejga B
3E, oju] RAFHoE AHSHE JHUI 2L
7159 AR7|Eo)gy & 4 o V& A7
A AZHEHEE JEFIAL A% FE2
2[%3)%, JA9, 2001; Gefen and Straub,
2000], 28] QJEE A5-9F egtolut FRW
3 55 9% FEU)E AARR Eha[Armstrong
and Hagel, 1996; Riggins and Rhee, 1999],
B d7e 422z JgdA Ao E 23]
FAJEYA 27} 454 AFHA =
o] HE FR7|&Q ¢F LoldF 2 9A

<E 8> XAZ2Ae HEJ|E 45T ¥ AtEH dEe xo

H7a SI PU 0.66 0.09 0.35 0.14 206 32.472 0.000 AR
H7b SI PEU 0.37 0.10 0.62 0.09 206  -12.450 712
H7c SI 9= -0.07 0.20 018 013 206 -3.316 712

#) * AAzAE 59 ol4ke A,

112 HYERSHT H158 H2&



BEI|E £80 A0IM ALBAL STt HEJ|E SMof WE ABH HEol Ko

4 2@ axdEded A8 9o
BT $95H) dehd Rog F39T

V.3 &

¥ AFoA Y ARVIE qd A 23
FFaLE ke AMSA gkacle] A
< AYFsty] Y TAM 23L o831yt o
A ALEA Q¥ old FA/ME-E TAM #3d
TFolA HEHAemE AR, AbE|stont
JAAE SHAA AL A GgFold 820 g
ol2 1E glo] ©R ‘FHAH W olgle &
AT AF2 A ALEHY sithe A7)
AT et B dFoMe A1slE el
Aeg Bvt Ax 2A nFsa, o) g4F
]l o]&3& T 7|z A g EN o
T OE dFdA AslA dge] adts By
FaAEA AL kg vlEdTE HdA
47t Atk T8 thx Ao sh =AY
7t Btd F8A e JEE sl B
A{H 02 ZA3A Yoy} 71E A8 4 o
G FHE TAMA T M e ALEE ddko] 7
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