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FAU E47LE(WNIC)7H A X ¥ Desktop Com-
putett F AU EY A 71E7} 9l Laptop Computer
= FAol57IeE 3 & 71 o okt
H, AAe oFe] B3, $AE YEY
H&ol E7Med7] WEolt. 1YBE, B AF
AA FdolFrle “AA-AqTM” o]Fo] 7}t
g B oo, MEY HEo] 7158 Vs
ou gt FHo)F/|&L a0 ATEY
B olyd MuEAAXNE B A T3}
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74} gol AAREHI e FAMo5IlI&Y 9F
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TAM)S A7 ZHYOZ AHE 8o, A3 F o
YA FYAA &3 Q2L Heo AaAH
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Fund)& MZ & AT E AU &3, 38H 9
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84 (Perceived Usefulness), A28 -&°] X (Per-
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ToAA E4 MAE AdelH, A} 849 &
A BHA AT 4 ALY FAe] 7
< F€3 o] g Ut PFY=o] oW G
| SEAE B937] Aol & A7 F8
ot}

o

A

0. 54 9+

o

2.1 7Il&E REA(TAM)

TAM 29 719 g2 75474 A
Hol, A¥AHo T w2 ElPA S I T2 QU
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AT (Davis, 1989). ©] F 7}A W& AEAL9
o 4L F2, Bzt A48 F84L
AgAe AFdEE ARG T3 v g
S & AAANEL YT o3 AAC] H
o} =3, TAM 249 A Z-8 go]ie] AZd
F8A4d Qe oAYT ALIET. <2
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= AZtE golAH} F84, 23 A
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Z59 7le 2 AZEYNE YALE TAM
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Horton et al., 2001). @A 2 AZtd F844
o] gol4 Hoh ¢ Fa3 242 Yehdd, 3§
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A R oF EE FA/1E5E ATE
&3 7120 ATOA AXD WSE O ALg

3, N2 AFJAE A¢ FUHEA, old ©
E V€2 A HFse FF24 HEY A
o| £ S, Danaher et al.(2001), 12 I Kwan and
Chidambaram(2000)= TAM 22& Foja3 7]
54 ATE 93 W3 s9g. 18S TAM
2L A A4S L APAFAA ASd & W

FE, 7] % (enjoyment), A3 8 e (social pres-
sure), 7L#) 11, 4 (apprehensiveness)?] ¥ A
¥ 39 th Liang et al(2003)T & EEoklA
PDAY A4S TAM 29SS 843t AF3A
o} o] Aol A, TAMZ} 71 &8 BRANLY A+
A 98 HEE, /MYUA 82 (personal innova-
tiveness), §3}4] (compatibility)2} ] € (supports) <
A AFHAY. 2FE A48 K887 §olA
2 98 7|# M PDA 89 FoF 8Rlo %
g sgen, MUy dAF4 AL & - A
Hog ANZH golAg 3 PDAY HAAE
o 43S FUoh 183, A4 8482 4
Al PDA AHE3 A Z4E &4, dF #YA, 1
g AT AlojolM FAAE 4T F
F& FAT.

Pedersen(2005)2 239 TAM 222 A3 4
T+ (subjective norm)@ 3 5 A Bl (behavioral con-
trol) ¥ HTES 439, £39 Theory of
Planned Behavior(TPB)(Ajzen, 1991)] 2 -8-3%
th o] A7 F BEARLE /&Y Jlerd Y
o AHAHE FAolE ABl: F9 s B
nY AMAE o) &3t A HF S A=A
A QAR o] a7 AFAHY HAFE O
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3.1 Al=ly gty

3.1.1 X|ZE d|8

A 71eg8dM vse 7e589 AAd
8% 9%$& $oh(Chismar and Wiley-Patton,
2003; Schaijk and Warren, 2002). 1822, 7|&
&3 Bl g dig FAE FAY &= ok
AZbE v &L FMolFrlee] AFUA AT
AEAFTE Y3 AHEE o v & HoA A
A WL AFdE Ao YF Aoy Bee
ot BE, H&e F4F AT Qe &
AR ofyd, Azt 2R AR =AM #AYs}
T &% T3 T 9ot AT, FHF 71X
o Hlgo] 7+ Ale] o' seFE A
2% 8Q1o 2 ZFEHI 3l McGinity(1999)
MolF AM| 29 v go] ZAHE FAH

NA o] & AEAE0] ZFA oY, AR o

A 2E FAAR2E FE3I AT F33
AT A, vl 8o H3k
of gt das Futgolt). &€, A%
ARAH 2 F8 AFAM vl &L F8F A&
< FA gty 39 F@ vhdKleijnen et al,
2004), Vrechopoulos et al.(2002)= YHHA Q) F-XA
olF AulA FRAME vl o] TG ¥
FE 942 Vet

B AFdA, AztE w8 el
H] 88 ol HFHF A A E WES
AT BOALE S 71dA Y 4 2 AUy
BEAAM, AT ZFRAEL
e vl 82 AL RE

T

=
LY
5k O
e

A%E 33 ok old vlEk
FAol7l&e B4 AA,
and-anywhere” )% AH8& F Q& 7508 A
Zrol @ 471 k. Palen002)= F-Aol57|&
MR == 71gol AN ZAE 293 ¥
o AR ARYAM 73E d& &
A dEDT FAYD old FHo]Fr|&9

X2 ox rlo

ke Ay FAolE AFUANLH} AT
F Z5AA, fHlAE (ubiquity), A1 E
(reachability), ¥ 2] $(convenience), 18] 1 2| &3}
(localization)S A 3-8 FTH(Clark, 2000). F4 ]
7€y MEL TR, AEAEE HolA
o= v 8-S go] Mefdtthn A4S A Atk
E 3, Rogers(1995)& RolAle FHolF7 <9
B &3 FolA = 75 E0 OE 7£ol HlE o
B AHE AT o)A oJFEe] MUY F
MolEres 4o 5718 F9@ThL FA3
ot 2HEE, 89 A, HEHTAA 7}
x) 9] 3ol sRlel FHolEres F&o o
3 JAEA A " FFo] YA WA Y
ZAE ZrE2e Aot 1 Ad, B A7 o
o3 e S AR

74 1: AFE B E-L BHIES]E 78 H A
8o B8 N9 JEJE FHHY
A7

3.1.2 X|ZtE oA

A7 g B3 Aa 4 7ER S B9
3 A Eo) wol] BAFE M, ¥ 2 714}
3k Agkol dajo) o WiWE X3 ok AU
ohdol] TAH oy 7R AL AEEY E #
Aol Hojrta gled, Ao sy 7dE
Yo £2 ARHEG T B 3 UA
A3l N2 71&S 578 L A FAE o}
2 o1 gk AR, kA& AAd e A
& 0¥ 71&€ JHA T gYriT gk Betolut

XN o rlo o

ol BAF AL EY FRALY AT
HE B 47} itk 48 o, alely AE
Aol o

3+ 93l (Jarvenpaa and Tractinsky, 1999),
a3 AFEE 83k AR oA, &
ujzte] o thd A Z(Baver, 1967; Dowling
and Staelin, 1994) o] 3t} <A, oY A (“any-
time-and-anywhere”)&] AfFUA | AAA o
Eof), FAolgrlas AE3IA e YUY
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Aot} L1tt1e et al2003)= AFEY

2] (ATM) ]l tHf& %M °“fk°l *}%1}
|

YUt

il 2
e
>,

= g 37%“4 °‘ EH g 7HAA
O B 5ok s AT A gk AL A
T EFd, Az ARIe &
A A A AL Ay e =ASE D
: 2 d7dME A
& /‘}3@]24 73@4@ < 3=
o]23 g A" ¢AL FAo|FI|&0]
e FHRAS -?‘]'H AFsE 71w A%

op & (2 ot L lo my
fn & -

=2

of #3 Ao U A=E gngn.
FAoE 7le %4 G A d+E F

Aolg Astr] F&olvt &A= Ut} Davis
(1995) FAlols Adre /1% 4999 dH e
B8] ¢ oule] AEZA 73 Hohx )
At &3] 32> Agso] FAolF HIE A
S3t=dl oA, Aol gk o]l &7t o] e
F&3e oFE Fo FUE e TH(Carroll
et al., 2002). ©] 97, Carroll and Hartnell-Young
(2004)8] ATAA A B HAF HAJo g
BEREo] FAHols H3VIE 21EY AYEE
A3 ¢AY A o2 I F3 Qo
I olfre, FEE] A, o YA (“anytime-and-
anywhere”)© A3 F5& 311, 1&9 ¢

A€ F T 574 QW AEolTh Hgol, BA
)E7) %L olo] TR ozt YUns BE A S
Aol Fuke 4% A £8E F 5 e 40

o2 A 2 FE UG 538, Az Ves B
Z Aste dL AESdAE, FAdolElee
old AL AFHFE 7Igoldee2N ¢A
S ATHFE =T7E IF HI Yok ofd ¢A
e ALEAY A Zto] AH o s xHA )

& 5% A AsAe YEYT od GFL
l=Ao YHME A7} oSl AA WY
J¥EE, ¥ ATE A2 9L FLF 59
A5z 0Fe Adstgon, o Wit T3A
Aol BHolEr)& s4d ol dgo] Y=
A8 A7sTA AE HY ool BAD 74
2 obzsh o] MAFHAT

TH 2: AZHEH QRHEL Jfele] FHo]E ] A
&9 JFojro FH2 (+)9 FF#L
v & Aol

3.1.3 7I¥FX2X|
YRR AL, 71ge] Ad JlEEdE €91,
ERP, CRM, DBMS, £+ OIEH)FE—% A3 37
HEHHL 22 FA7t o790, ol 7les H
EA7 e, A e, T, B
01114 5&7—‘15 A 7led &3 A}%OI 44 &
oAt} FAME AFd vl Zo] vl &2 7]%
o] /et 7149 AgA A ) 7ie
2o 9lo] 23 224 0]TH(Chismar and Wiley-
Patton, 2003; Schaijk and Warren, 2002). }#] %t
A 71Ee Y A9 AFe] JTH, AdE 4
ey FF5L oful EHA Aotk thA T3,
QREY ALEL A 71&S 98 A7) AL
"oy, vl g A glo] I 7les FE3A
AHEE Zolt AF9 Aol fle A%, A 7
&o] ¥ Pastd, el /e FAE W
F Qe RE /M5Ad £& F=dA HA
Z& A 71e 7HHe] "old wrtA it
ZAolt}, old HIE FQFHAT, A7 FFHL
2 a7ed 48 2V F5 Ut Stam er
al.2004)°) FAINE, BE 2HY B 1§
AEL A} 7€ o]go &7 & Az FF2
2 19 J1ey 49 AREEE AL o

P

] Ly

del £4 01%—7]" F8o Fas v|d Aol T B3 fukstE, Bl 3 ERIEE g5l
71&e 9 FAlols Adrgs &A 7] A" AEL 3] Y3 Al 71eo] AT,

<o "?_7@51‘21‘3 B olug}, tre) FAo)FY) FA3) 1S TEFI A Ve 7Y #EE
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ol A, ZEA wismisol matE R4Sl Cfs 67

< Fgsjok A0y A4 aYER, F
8% AEL Y, 3 EF 71ge] A 7)&
EAT A7 Jotd, 71du Y AHEedEe 1
7]%3 TEL o] dE AU

2 AF9A, NAERYAE 7199 EAVL
194 W 7A7Rle] RAo)E7]E 8 2 AHES
£ 8 A ol I DE AR@EE)E 9@
o ARATFAA 7)ed e FA9 FaA
al A A AubEQl REAM A7t o] Fof
Aot & E49, Bashshur er al(1997), 181
Brailer and Terasawa(2004)= ¥4 9] & (telemedi-
cine)oll Al 7]eF&o ths] A7t o5 4
TR, A 71&d B Aol e FAE Y

54 AYE ojnE: F8 24T WHHY
T}, X4, Sherif and Vinze(1999)2] & -FollA, 7
Ao ARI|& 49 HHE A= 8T
84%9 e 7199 49 d 3 (business phi-
losophy)?lEl, o] A AL 714 A 7€
B3 F2E L) 02 84S, 23 £ )
&, 15, £014 € #8449 59 LHT AV}
AT FAT 25 A 7IEd U X9
Aot AE7 e 789 4F 4%& 2490
I F3A8A . Iacovou et al.(1995) %A ¢ A
Byle vl da) 97E AT A= F
A% Tl do)] N2 71EY S8 TAHA
N FFE WG FH T Zinatelli er al.
(1996) AR AL Aeko] A9 BR7|& 5
o 7} & s 8”lojgta FA3H Y.

A5 oW ALos ARI)E 4L AT
27 Q18 EA o wet 8% 43S v
A #E FE UG 4 E 5, AAHE FY
% l Ae MU A AEE 71e 78 F

H8-& A #F4A ge AU o =

zh }‘HET 1&g Bo] F3A X dF3 U
Ao, A AHg3tT QlE Jed W$ A&
1 TSI Ye MAES A, A 7l
s AFWEE Rol7i% I} Lim and Tan
(2003)2 & ALgoll= A8 AR gAY

N

-8 (socio-

digital divide)o] EAFTT FZY}, o] £&&
N2 7ed & R2& e ASERYH
A& = d4-E oloF/] ot Lim and Tan(2003)
°ﬂ n2d, Jutdo g A Jles A% Aw A

T oo BAGel, Yo7t B2 AAEL A
] 44-& 7213t} Bresnahan and Trajtenberg
(1995), =3, 3-& Ago] Yoyt B ARE
B2t A V1&g 9 {3, By sty £33
AT £ A7 B4 AR AAAY- 2t
& o, NGEAYA S} AU ATt #
A A AR 7H°‘«] PAo|Frle T
£& ol sl T8¢ 4EE doh g4 o
&3 2L 7paol "3%95}.

Y 3 AYEAYAE ROl EAE 4§ Y
FYEd 753 (1 JFE 7F A
o)z}

3.2 2N dgd

3.2.1 dgol o5t AtslA Fetuty el #E)
Al 7R 9 A8 JEHA FoA, TG FEA
«IXIQ} PEoso FABJAE G 7leTEL
RES 34 Aol g 222 F Utk o
1 A AHL ZAWFE o] R B AT
M Agolel g A Ae] A Jles F
f8dozn 4w AEE 9H ) T
A, AHgR7E BA A Je & BEFo
H, 1ol gaE HAlV|eS AE dtele 9=
0 FAAY Aotk ¥id, BA AP TA
Hoja o MUY N Ve 78 BRL o
op g2 Q4 E EY, BAH &4), T 5
g ZAolth Guinan et al.(1997) 18] 1 Thompson
et al(1994)& B ARI|E2ZHEH AFL ¥
Hzlo g g2 JR7ey ol& Z #AV A
o3 F3sA
AYesd AFH4 A3 MUY 7
Fod g g B e TG 80

=

¢

fu
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o o

2+ H A Th(Igbaria et al., 1995; Igbaria e al.,
1989; Zumd, 1979). 4 & =9, viAE AFNA,
H %3 7]&S ALEE FAAEL o] A2
& 71ed g3 HEY FAFE FEFE A
o Aoz 7 UL o J& g FE3}
A "t 59 TH(Dabholkar, 1996; Korgaonkar
and Moschis, 1987). A BA A8 A w31 npF
¥ AT A9 vsd AFE Ro F3 9.
AFEHY el AHg oz RE o] FHAJI AY
o] Al Zles& A MUY FFYA ¢ HAAA
£l & 4FE £ B9 H U (Agarwal and
Prasad, 1999; Jiang et al., 2000).

BE, JeF&dFdMe Y aFHE F
#A A AZ4E F-84 Hartwick and Barki,
1994; Venkatesh and Davis, 2000), £+ F33
T PF5YE Ao]o A 2AME A THOliver and
Bearden, 1985; Venkatesh and Morris, 2000). ©]
ATEY Ade dBHoith FHEY FHH A
Ze §84, BEv d5A5Y JABA= AT
o] A3 & Aol dl JOoEZH T
A, AEY d8H of¥A AP FAHolF
71 4o FEdE g2 HFER P55
Fv Y A7HA Ftoh w2k, FAHolF
Ne 74 A, A3A FFgAH) FHg W5
P E5o R Atolo| A HFPe FEFe T AFI
ZAE a7t QY. FAMolgrlee Al V€0
o2 o] 7/le9 F&o JoiA AR HEo
8% 98¢ 9. 53], AAHA FY°] U=
Ao, gRZRE AL 717l o] 7
&9 NeAgdA FAHA BPE T,
a8 FAolsrle 8 i HE 2 HF
dxe 9 FRAY Aotk W, A V&
Lol AAH FHol e Mo, 719¢ A
dol A= MAEL FA A 7€ ARLE T
Hel Aol fUdH™, FAolFr&ey F4d
e Y57t 2AE && Aotk wepA, & o
T A ALgALe] FXolFre 8o e FF
oA o FHe S FAE] HMA, BHol 1

of rEo N ook R oo fU ot 2
of

B sglon, ofgs} 2& S FEIUH

74 4 PEYEYG JYERYA Aol9] FF
F(+) 0l GBBAE FHIETE A&
o 9F oo FHo) HFLEH 2
Y882 237 AY Al

3.2.2 X|Z4E 784
A48 G448 TAM 22 A 7l g
9 F83 acdoth, B dAFdA, A4
A&, Mol FAlolE7|&ES ARTL
o) AYAHRE FANAETEE BTEY
2 AYHEn). o] ¥EE FYAHY A4S
aa, Z1gAE, i 2 98 5719 1A
£ 7FA 3 9l th(Davis, 1989; Davis, 1993).

ZE F44L HEE Yo PF5Yxe A

g&ol Aok Y A& AFA Tl B
&) AHgate AFo T =E 28F 2R
o] 1 A"l ZPAHE EEHoR FA
ANA & Aozt Rod, N7d 847 AT
gre ABFAE AEAE 2FolTHe BF
Yol A o®l F5o tied = JHE FIaA
o= A 7|28 F1 o

TAM? B& A77F AZ8 f840 AER
o Ne 434 AE T & IFE FHx
2 5] tHHu et al., 1999; Mathieson, 1991; Taylor
and Todd, 1995a; TayIQ£ and Todd, 1995b). 7§ ¢!
o] ZAolE7]|&E ol &3le TFAU olfr BT,
o] 7)€l MUY AT A B =5 F7 W&
ojty, AZE FE&Ao U o]&F MIL 27
7 ?H(near-term consequences)®t 7] 2 Z(long-term
consequences)E A HUTHLu e al., 2003). &
A, A, Y A L wEtbel] i@ 7jAd ol
27] A3 EAo g 71FHt). Trandis(1977)E
27 AdE TAMIA AZ8 /843 2odx
Zasat stA T 47) dgE ALY A3 A
AR EE AY 7geAe F83% AHE 9n|
3 oHLu et al., 2003).
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02 AR, ZHH FzHEo

i

e

= 24-20| CHE o

F

FAolg7|&o] g Azt 76”\"1] ofzf 7
Ad A& A ”P:7] &, AHgEel 28
o 45 #¥d dE& U EJP“"]“% g
A UA A T —r7} ATH(Palen, 2002). The}Al,
£ AFAA, FE&A8 dd 842 27 A5
#do] Sty 71&2] HAF(d, Pedersen et al.,
20030l M= 271 dFds Aulxd 24E& §
A3 L ’%‘%0“/‘194 7leqd Al I e 19
A ¥ue FAE AUt AT, hEE AL
o] A -r-x_v—°ﬂ*1 MolF7le& AHgdl 93
A He 88438 aF4L v9 Ao we

A, 2 ATAA AYH F840 BT e
FA ¥ #E flone, A7E 44 ¥5E
A7) TFSA. o9 B Be 2

Y 5 ARE FEYE RHIETE ALY
YE g7 755 G e
o]t

3.2.3 X|Z= 2o|M

TAM BEdoA Az &4 A4d §&
AL MY OE A oA A2 PH3 #
HAdol Q= 3*5015} AZkE gol AL /el
o] fE EA V&g ALFOE x¥PoZHE
sgolehe ‘?—J%«l AEE A "} (Davis, 1989).
AL 99 BE @70 Z2oE JFA ), A
28E Ag3tEd o A2 x¥o] 8 F HE
W, AP FE A F3 AITE R A,
AZtE gold e Azd {849 APHY 2
Aot A 2 A @ F¢ HE A9
FHE 49 8042 AZd /849 84
H 8ol a5 3, A - HHIOE AE
A9 PF o Fa Fgo] vt AF H
A tH(Davis et al., 1989; Venkatesh, 1999). &4 A
) FFL A7tE §olHo] A8 AR e
F8Y NBAE FANE FREA F) &
&S gy Ao, wE, HH 9 gL

o

FY A A 7o) AL ALFTE, 1 7]
& 9 fF&ditde 2 A9 dh(Davis e al,
1989). A ATFAA, AHA Feo] o 259
e 7t dokn FA3S Th(Szajna, 1996).
AT, AFAHYA dFNME NgdE &oA
I} FE) AvrE 237 Jeisth Bl E 71EY
e Ayt 4" o)L ALY HESY
FEo Fa% FIFg vz BFPAT
(Al-Gahtani and King, 1999; Lu and Gustafsen,
1994; Moore and Benbasat, 1991; Venkatesh and
Davis, 1996), 2% A& o] A7t P59 =0
2% d%o] Y22 YESTHChau, 1996,
Venkatesh, 1999). ©etA], & A= A 44 &0
A AZE f84, 283 dFgee] Aad
AE dFEYo LA B Lo, AzE &

o) e EF RAMo|FrI&FAlols Ay 2
A AFHANME FEA42 /MUY old V&

Fg0] GTL FE FL 248 430 99
A 5H(Clark, 2000; Constantiou et al., 2004), 2
A el TH 5% FEATANE 4P
oz 244 9. 18D, A7E ol
43} LAY AEA e BAE @ F A
7 A, B AN e Be S 5
Bt

74 6a: AE B E AHE REYH T
Fa(+) o BAT SIS Aok

1 6b: AZE folHe FHIEE A8
YE Ao 73+ FF U
Aok

3.3 ¥z

TRA ©] &3} ¥ 5317, TAM °| &L FH7|<

o A2 AHEAY] F ok «lsﬂ AREg
3 A Qg H(Davis et al., 1989). F5Y=E A
g 35 A% &) fA% ALY A= W
4}\] A o 3 =4-& v 3 (Fishbein and
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A88 -8y

Ajzen, 1975). TAM 29 A 59 HEFc
Atold] BAE, A4 FHY BE B 5Y
g A, NN FAAA e A& FF
S AR Ao Ay FAAG. o] 4T
AT TRAY 71x012 A0 A= O I+
A= Yetd ATH(Trandis, 1977). 3,
B dFdNE TAM 22E AH&3 g2 Agd
Toll 4 % B (Adams et al,, 1992), HHE &4 4
TEEE e 3] el 2 344 gt
e, FFAEE F AY IF AFAI A,
A@A)d T BE QAE0 o5 AHYFH

FF= L0 Addn. 283, o] FFAxE
7t AR o FAolEIEd “/F‘%J’Jr Ab-& ol
FEe I FAEG & ATAA AAA
&2 71E8 TAME A8 71es§ ATAA
Ad, FAoErle A8 NEErY AF)
S F(Lrh Bohell A} &4 unt. Hl*
g 24 Pyo] gREY TAMS A48 V&

& 7o AHE Hol gt} FAolEE X}iﬂﬂ

(E 1) Wise] =55

FAo)E/1E0] ARUANNR JRudL A A8d o

MZZ 7lgolH, 7€ A7 FF5=9 4

AALE Abole] A W AFHY Tl B

o] A Hol gt AT, & F7olA 4 A

o] FAdolg7Ied 3 7}74 Ae BT

=% AAAEE AFste FAoEI & AAA

%«l FF¥eUES nFduA et 22 7t
< FYsAn.

THE 7. YEYEE FoEe HANET
FHF ] BAI} 91& Holh

V., a7y 9 ds

9 Ay

4.1 72| [y

TAM 2ol A% WFRAD F84,
Az gol4, AFAD)T FYNEE 243
7 % FBEL YRE APATNN A4

0T = T

2 BH(George, 2002; Johnson, 2002; Venkatesh and

Kleijnen et al.(2004)

A wod B399 PEe AZSe A5 02 AU | 3| Camoll and
259 A= Hartnell-Young(2004)
Azkgd | FAolgriao AU dAEALE i AFdHE /%9 3 | Carroll et al(2002)
kA 4‘301] % 2&e @ E Parasuman(2000)
A45FZ) 71de F247F 719 o AALY FAolErle ¢4 2 A , | Carol et al(2002)
97 < 3% Aozt ¥E @E Parasuman(2000)
A8 | A ALY A ree FoTH de USSP A= 3 Venkatesh and Davis(2000)
Azkg | Adlel oW B3 F1¢e A8ToE wHo2RY &l George(2002)
ol | gt wey AT 4 Johnson(2002)
° Venkatesh and Morris(2000)
o 5 = = George(2002)
AZtE | Ae] FAMolF&E ASFoE AU AYHAE FA
S84 | AAZOE Wee HE 6 Johnson(2002)

Venkatesh and Morris(2000)

ARE FE&

A7) AR ALY dxd g FAH

George(2002)

PYEAA| o 8 o 2 | Johnson(2002)
gl W =3 Venkatesh and Morris(2000)
BEHolg7&e A&Holn AVHOE 7lEyt $euu .

AARE| G %Elixl Ho 7‘6: 1 471 1270 B2 5| pvis1999)
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2M0|E7|2(Mobile Wireless Technology) 8 U 0|29| AN, Z8H dsniXo| 2tz Q4300 st o4+

Mortis, 2000). 3tA| 5, & Ao A A3 A=
HFEY 2H L ARA 2" APgAF 7]
1

C e o

€ T A ALsdd A4d wge 54
171 o1& Al 4e] &2 A3 A F(Kleijnen et
al., 20049} 71&€9 " AH EF(technology dis-
appropriation criteria)(Carroll and Hartnell-Young,
20049 A AEH Add FAH 71
A ALE SR8 AR 44 Al A
T Y 5ol BEA2E AP AT (Carroll er
al, 2002) ¥ Parasurman(2000)8] 7] &&H A&
(technology readiness index)oll <3 7|'L¢= At
RE FEE2 FAo5IE 789 AHAAA
ARLY AGAJd 2R & Z457] A3 4
HA% = F 20709 £Y F SAEH H3
$ AA BeAR<€ AN E SAY EFE A
g s $RAY Fo - *F
ZAAT. 4 FES HHHE &
E 73(a seven-point Likert scale) &
T(1= “F BF5Y”, 7= < FYHE AE3}

$EEe ¥ AdM B 5

of

B

o o
_O‘ill
=
)
t

ok
o
e
o
Y

HEZAE 98 280 ANAHL AL3go
o, AEFA th3t AA H2Epretesy T 4
Al 2t 2ae) B4, A%, Teln o
5¢ ¥ oo, 1 Asto) 23 HE BYL 5
A 2AsEY AH H2EdE F 11799
A7} AT AERAFS A9 2 3
DAGR B AFA F 2000949

o) Y EE HEAV} HAF 28 F2E )
Hoolmd = 4 tiEgd A4 @3AdAA 4
g 3 g3 FA A ¢EEE AT AR
HAEdA Ade g§34de AFs] A& &
2129} ¥4 (confirmatory factor analysis)= 4 Al
R, 1 & AAY FARDL V28, A
A g A E4L s A4 A4S 9
3] Cronbach’s Alpha Al 5E A8 393, £3
9 Bty F8 wFe AN JFET

ox

(convergent validity)$t '8 €} 34 (discriminant
validity) 2% ¢ 39T AAREHZE F, 44 &
723 2 7Md AFE YA, F 387(194%)F
7} 34Ut B2 AT FATE EAL of
o <E 2>04 RoF}

(B 2) E29| ety &4

20~30

31~40 97 | 25.0%
Hl 41~50 77 | 20.0%
51+ 12 3.0%
A e 197 | 51.0%
o4 190 | 49.0%
A= 53 | 13.8%
5 AENE 151 | 389%
ik S 167 | 43.1%
e ol 16 42%
el 143 | 37.0%
k) 128 | 33.0%

ZA| T
RNTRSFE | oo 74 | 19.0%
3 2vy ¢ 43 | 11.0%
74 0 0.0%
A 89 | 23.0%
2 A3 213 | 55.0%
A& 70 | 18.0%
= 15 4.0%
2Mo)%7)&| 9 344 | 89.0%
AR | ol e 43 | 11.0%
1d o]} 31 8.0%
BXolE e 134 28 Aol 8 2.0%
A47170 | 29914 3@ Ao 85 | 22.0%
39 o] 263 | 68.0%

4.2 EMAT}
4.2.1 Z8B3%(Measurement Model)
B g7 A A (exploratory)©] Eries £l

A (confirmatory) @ TO|EE, BE Wed e
2308 S AZ 37) 3 AMOS 5.0 AN AE
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?%’4 *137}«] AL 2 71A 840 93 o] F
oA, HA, X*(chisquare)= EEY F7je) 9
ARz, x’v AYEE FAN7 A AL
A gtk o2l AMA  x(elative X%=X?
[df, A58 AHEStR o, o] FAE 30 °
3, mx 3 5074 A 33 Bollen, 1989;
Carmines and Mclver, 1981). T} @A 42+
7] 2 B8 2 4= (Goodness-of-Fit Index: GFI), —r’%
H-3+2) 4 (Adjusted Goodness-of-fit Index: AGFI),
FF 524 (Normed Fit Index: NFI), Bla 5%
A 4= (Comparative Fit Index: CFI), 2181 ZAMY
4 B A5 A2 (Root Mean Square of Approx-
imation: RMSEA)E A}£-3}9th. 2%, GFI, NFI,
a83 CFl= 09 ©]/3, AGFIE 0.8 o4, ¥
I, RMSEAT 0.1 o|3to]oje} 2 R Fo] Fof
A dolHd & RgEAvy ded 7 A
(Bentler, 1990; Browne and Cudeck, 1993).
F 26719 B2 o189, 33RARY o)
A%zA A3t 7AW HolHt dTRY 2
et YA ¥5o= BYEHAG 53], NF
(o 83), GFI(0.77), L&) il AGFI(0.70)& &4 715
5% 032 Uehgh AMOSe) 4839l 3

L]—?_l, H & ) 4= (modification indices)*] A,
%9 ABE 2457 A%, shte] F2A EX3
7+ FEAL AAY AT e AR BP0l
HAT oAl T3, o IS A B
B ool &M AAAES B

FES A 3 A SAEAEH Q)
o] Z-o W& WA NE ZAEIY. 2 29

BE R F Ayt £ 2go] Fo{ HolH
o 2 RgdHy Y& ¢ F AT FEA,
NFI(0.96), GFI(0.933), AGFT(0.900), 18] 3 CFI
(0.963)7} 0092t} =™, RMSEA(0.055)< 0.1%
g e Ao ekt Aohd xP(144) EF
17& 122l 30132 VERY, B 29 A=t

48 Ao g YEyt <E > 2Y 13 &
Eﬂ_J. 28] RE B o] HnE BAFA YTt

(7 3 5Z2¢ Helz X

4 29

__XX(-‘ L= Tlé
(U o 2) : :

4.2.2 221N A EIEY 2T

24ngo B4g 53 dTEF EZSL
3 2AE WAT 3, WFEY BT JEY
A 8] A (reliability) ¥ EFB A (validity) S 75,
1:}. A]g]k] 2761 s} Q___]H]-Z—l og 7].72}- %Js-o
Cronbach’s Alpha A4S AH&3IE T HIE a-»l
AP FAE gAW, VEATIM ALA=E
o] aAlg=E 0.7 o)oloof dth(Nunnally, 1967
Teo et al., 1999). <& 3>0]x 2} Zo] A&
A shs FELS glgley & A7 TAHS
So] Ud o AFE 079894 F-FH 09558 &
Hoj 3= HTo W Aol #E5T Wit
FEo2 gyt

E}dA o] g "‘%%}FJ} 3t ¥gE duhy
A33] AR e A EA 7}75} Ynt
Hel ARZE Mg ebd A (construct validity)©l
Aok g BlgAe] BF FHE bl A2
2 e (convergent validity) ¥ H'EE}FA
(discriminant validity)®] Ath FFEIZHS B &
T 1A Aol gl QlEA 9 <l
A 2Q0¥M A b 2 A Z(factor loading)
& o] &3t 217t HFEAIFS(AVE: Average
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20| AB|Y, ZEE JERI| LE 2450 o

ol

iz

R

Variance Extracted) &4-& 3t th 8- A F2
204 1Y foig e
FRAFHIE 05 ololoof
al., 1995) <E 4500 A BE ute}l o] RE =2H
FEZo] THMUFE 2 A4 U5 E F

=

shal ot

Alpha = .940

Cronbach’s
AZE
o;‘;q PS1 0.70 0.90
Al PS2 0.87
PS3 0.80
Cronbach’s Alpha = .798
2 7} 5
12 PC1 0.87 0.70
H 8 PC2 0.93
PC3 0.79
719 | Cronbach’s Alpha = .867
A CWFI 0.70 0.87
2|7 CWR2 0.87
Cronbach’s Alpha = .863
3 EX1 0.85 0.80
EX2 0.87
Cronbach’s Alpha = 923
AZE | PEU2 0.79 0.85
o] Al .
€14 | PEU3 0.90
PEU4 0.70
Cronbach’s Alpha = .955
A 744 PU2 0.80 0.87
o A .
&4 PU4 0.85
PU6 0.87
) Cronbach’s Alpha = .933
3= 0.93
e BI1 0.79 -
BI2 0.90
Cronbach’s Alpha = .857
Al
44 AUl 0.807 079
A& AU2 0.757
AU3 0.899

1 WAstE 829 ARBAE
. AMOS 5.0 A3 e

, 71E 2Ardy x¢ 3R
(covariance) Z&<& “1"2 ¥F¢ 29 x* A
ol 2RE 24 & F vk Tef, X7 Ael7t 384
ARE 1, P <005 2} 29, PRI £
ARt & F Yk <E 5>004 BE Hpgh
o] BE x2 zo|7} 384 R} At

4.2.3 FEYU™HA BN

B Q79 F HoHZREH, §FE Aol #
A zAE7) Y8 FEEA ’-‘1(St1'uctura1 equa-
et HA, dTEH 2
=28 QM 2HRY AP 2A HEY §
e golHE A3y Wi, F HelHwm -
387 ATFR¥Y AEAE A AFsr] H3,
2R 0o A ALY, HEAFE ZASAT
1 Az, Ad3A x?%3.18), NFI(0.85), GFI(0.88),
AGFI(0.82) 783 RMSEA(0.09)2 UEHRT. ©
A0z R, 493 X% NF, 2183 GRS AF
7 4 715 E ol HoluA, dolgrt @
2o Z AFEA g AL #F woh #
gAM, AFEHY N2 HEZ} adt. ¥
2] Z=(modification indices)®] AH& HAEZF A3,
Arndo A FEHFe A48 ATl
ABBA dvrE A7t GEA, E7EE
o o] Azg ZsatAch. 183, AR HIE
ATRY L AZFY A3, 4F X*(2.62), NF
(091), GFI(0.90), AGFI(0.87) 18] 1 RMSEA(0.05)
Z Yelygth o] AxE 7 8114 4 #5=
o] 1 FA WFE Z vepgn B £ Ut
NAAR Y AFARS AYf - T <E 6F
zouv AZAFY g 1 F9Y8 A= <2
g 3>3 Zt

B a7 AAERY 2 /M4 2T AF
A27) Y= HEL A9 AAE, A4d
Bl g AZE oA, J1dEAYA, 2 A4

tion modeling)S 4
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AZHE 94Ad - A4 "4 4213 20.4 1 3.84
AZtE td - AZH fo|A 406.3 5.4 1 3.84
AZtE kA - AZ4H {44 4117 10.8 1 3.84
AZtE 4A - 719 TR 9A 406.6 5.7 1 3.84
AZE A - Ad 4112 10.3 1 3.84
AR oA - AF 9= 409.6 8.7 1 3.84
AZbE b - AA AL 407.4 6.5 1 3.84
AZke H4 - Az gol4 426.1 252 1 3.84
AZtE vg - A" FE4 4109 10.0 1 3.84
AZE vg - 71 T2 9A 4258 249 1 3.84
AR ¥g - 3¥ 420.9 20.0 1 3.84
AzZd HE - Y7 9= 417.6 16.7 1 3.84
AZtE wlg - AA ALE 420.2 19.3 1 3.84
AZkd o4 - AzE 84 406.4 55 1 3.84
A" oA - 7Y §A49 XA 405.1 42 1 3.84
AZE o)A - A¥ 408.6 7.7 1 3.84
AZE golA - PYF = 407.1 6.2 1 3.84
AZtA golA - AA A& 407.5 6.6 1 3.84
AZE oA - 7Y §29 97 407.7 6.8 1 3.84
AZtE golA - A 408.3 7.4 1 3.84
AZ4H golA - A% A= 410.8 9.9 1 3.84
A" go]A - AA A& 405.5 4.6 1 3.84
/19 29 oA - A 4114 105 1 3.84
719 EA9 97 - g5 9= 410.5 96 1 3.84
719 FAe oA - AA AHE 407.4 65 1 3.84
AY - YF 9= 4123 11.4 1 3.84
AE - AA AHE 411.6 10.7 1 3.84
PyFoT - AA AL 409.0 8.1 1 3.84
Z 4t

(% 6) 7tdgd

79 g > 3% 9%

0.335

H2 A ¢4d — PF = 0.268 .

H3 714 A9 94 - g% o= 0.500 4307 A
H4 719 #2 &7 T:gg A= 0.390 290" 38
H5a Azte gol4 — PF g= 0.313 430" g
H5b A" &0l — A48 F&4 0.429 7.15™" A
H6 AZHE f844 - Y7 A= 0.078 1.55 H] A €
H7 PF 9= — HA AL 0.680 8.93™ A g
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SMOIZ7|&(Mobile Wireless Technology) $8 U 0122 AlEA, AN dsnidol U= 2500 oigt o7
0.335"
Fm--———== e ———— {t=267)
BECEEE oo
f=ZZIZZZZZ (=322 |
AEHIE ) mzmem [TTTTTTTTO
] b—m—— === Vo
jm—————— ) "o RZ=0.14
I s sxox | 0.50% + v
IR o SR BT e P
H HSAT  [T¢=8.93) RS
|
]
030 | R?=0.67
A8 || =250
X 25 24 0.078
~ |—1\_T1'o<; (t=1.55)
pcb! EE!‘ %_sot RZ =0.60
243 0.429
=719 0.313*
X248l 80| (=29
* Note: TAMZ | ZE FEANE B HS Ay W ——mm—m—— MR B
P <0.001, * P <0.01,*P<0.05
(18 3) o7 mge 2AMzn;
H go]Ao] FAolF7|E T8 Ag YA Aah=d 9lo, 71de BAvE 8% 98¢ gt
Mgt BEsd FAHAAHY FFE 9\11’4 = 2S¢ 2938 ot A 2ERTEN, 7
= Aiolth, watA, 7HA 1, 74 2, 74 3 HolE7&® ol O 7|58 g A

glal 7hd sat Y H3Ao 23, ©) t‘gz;-g—g
B EA T 67%2] EAH(variance)S AH 3L 9l

o A A4E fF84S 5T T3
A gL WFE 7y HAY. o] AdE VeF
£ AFAFAME YEFDTHYu er al, 2005).
EAZ, g2 APAFIE AZ4E o489 &7
9] F8A4E FAIR0, B AFAAE, A4
folBe FMolF7IET A 79 BT
T & 9FS u3 o A, 7hd she Y
HAo o] dFe 4" 84 "5y 60%Y
g AWty Qo

AR, AL APL 71dFAY oA
o YFAE Aol A FAZ FEFo| e BE
o HA 2822, M 4= Y HoloH,

o.
T

AFNME F2¢ WFE B TH(Venkatesh
and Davis, 2000; Venkatesh and Morris, 2000). 7}
Auo g RAMelFr& F&o I FFYE
AL FAAY Faol gthe Aol
o ayeE Jhd 78 AYgEUn. o] 23 ¢
Al AgdTe] Aol B3

V. 2

B A7e $9% AFAE, “hU9 FAlo|
571¢ & U dF AEoM ojH AL3H,
AYH 849 I FEgS F3ATM il A
o2 FHIAT ol ATAEE 7] o
B2H, B dFE FXo5e FRAA HEE

o

Q3
1_.

ol Ase a5 goA FAAY AWl de K49 BAR ohzh J1EY TAM RdE A
AdoIAE A 712540 UF BT ABE 2 £% Ae5EATAN LAY AVES A £
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TR B E-

33t o Al AtE Al RAEL A3 A
YA, 2801 AP d¥HHeE £F o
Aot Azl A2 H &, A4 A, 18
I 7GEAYATL 2F HAYoH, TN E A
Ze g0, AZE K844, 282 Aol 7
AER 59 PFYE Atoloir e 2HHTE
T3 HAT A8 A GEgARE AR A 7
2% Fg3ted g, AEA AE Y
o A dFHAHL AEATE AR U
AgFozHN A& A o3 A Jes
FE&¥TE A4 HEE F AFEot
o] 79 AFe, FA0)FIE T8 AT
N2 oy 713 & zﬂ%}%it} o] ATE ¢
8 22 HolHe 4723 AAAD 8§34
A3 =g, % Mo FFAA &8
TE W] MUY FAolsrle & o
5 ) Eo T 7% EAH(variance)S AP
Atk 1 F, NNAFEAYA LA(FFAT = 0500,
tH =430t Y= N Z EFE A
t}, o] A |EFAYAGE Hre B 9T
AN A2E 842 A4, A HAthe HAA
AulE AY. FAMolE7€3 TAMAA Y &4
2, AZE &oj4o] AZd fF8&AdA 60%4
E4e HA9da, P55 FHoEIE
ALY 14%9] E4HE 934
ATFFoA A Wi 259 dAF A
= FAol57e 78 Al MUY FFE of
F 9% 9FE& v AHHAYG EF,
TAMO] A3 A7} A4 A, TAMAA. A
ZE §447 PEYE AAE AY =E
AEBAG T80 JEgY. A4E &
A PEo o Y3t AHE Fo] AYsAH,
A AHE 9 dFEY T ErleY V%
S fA, BE o5 BIe 71&¢9 753
2L, oFA7A gL FA Yk FAlo
7)€ F840 UE A=T §4, B olF
o] B71% 71&THE A7 €the Yu 2 4
& 71 Aok =8, ik o) HE FoA

I

> mlo zo

P mlo
ol
S

Orol

7} AR FASY due AE 1HT A,
ZAolEr&e 71 & AAQ, AAl, AHA
(“anytime-and-anywhere”) 2 H-E ¢ 4T #8&4 0
RE B d3 AAsdAe Fa% ¥
o= 7—‘}%5}7\] %t 259 FAolFIlE A
£ £5E BE AFUANAH, FRIE, EE
YAF o2 A¢H Yt old JFEL &
A, BE olF B3 71&FHFH, AT A3,
Fax $) & 7|5E0|t). 2 BE, 47 FAA
HoFoAe FAolgr&ey FE&4L F8F
8471 obd = itk iAYHeE, B dFE
Aol 1 &AgANM Y AP E3f FAiolF7
&g F4I0y Yygygt oA 2, 33
NYEAA %} FFAE AoldA ZHAUFE,
1 9o Fasdtde AFott. B AFAA T
A% NEL AREL ABRA2EH AFdAM 2
1A £238 HES AAGT AFEFEAA A
E HFEL AEA2Y £4 AdF9A
3 g AL ofUAT, FAo
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Social and Cognitive Influence Process
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Abstract

Given the increasing of adoption of use of Mobile Wireless Technology (MWT), this study aims at
investigating the key influencing determinants of individuals’ MWT adoption and use. Based on the
Technology Acceptance Model (TAM), the research model proposed new constructs and casual rela-
tions, Perceived Safety (PS), Perceived Costs (PC), Company’s Willingness to Fund (CWF), and
Experience (E) as a moderator. The model was tested using Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) using
AMOS 5.0 analysis on the sample collected from 387 MBA and Executive MBA students of several
domestic and foreign universities. The results show that not only the variables, except Perceived
Usefulness, in the original TAM model, but also new variables in the research model had a significant
influence on other variables. The implications of the findings suggest a new theoretical framework for
future IS/IT research and offers suggestions that the developers of MWT should consider regarding the
technology.

Keywords: Technology Acceptance Model (TAM), Mobile Wireless Technology (MWT) Adoption,
Social and Cognitive Influence Processes
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