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A8, AYH EAEA, HR), F4HA &
A(AAE, B3A), AR 4% dioly &
o2 W FHAe w47t ZAH o] Atk Daft
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and Leidner, 2001), A 8.21(Collis, 19%;
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<E 1> oTHSe| ZAE Holol M2 7N
oA % =5 Fel Mes= MaoiT
7o) ~Ehe) wgRte] As e Trel ey AR att1-3 | - Collis, 19%
- Dillon & Gunawardena, 1995
T5A) PARE] g FAAD Ajme] | | - Fellers & Moon, 1904
A= A% sty * Webster & Hackley, 1997
Az Agd 4 e aFd AFUAol - Daft & Lengel, 1986
HAFRE | A Fo gel SEA 2 A mrl=3 | . Webster & Trevino, 19%
I e e L - Davis, 1989
A8 2o s 4Be FYNY HOZ WE | py-3 |- Davis et al, 1989
A ] CF - BE, 200
7 seAgel WATSNsUE oHes | |- Davis, 199
Azt olaisla AME-sl7) Al }Zeke A - Davis et al,, 1989
o188l 13 |- %9 - 323 200
AQle] YAREAZHE o]g3eE oA - Davis, 1989
olgelE | 9 A Ul | Davi et al, 1989
AAREAZHEE o] 88 S BFA B
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N EhE @olBA B A2l BMdE SPSS

ST

2 £

T

PN
34

_42_



208 ol83i51T, 1 2R 9 2 &
?101] e sHF Tx A4 LISREL 854
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4.2 FHETO| BTN W A2y 2

B A NE 459 HEe SAs] 9
3 o7 7kA] SAFEL Mg, 7
ARl M A=l BA (validity) 3 41314
(reliability) S 7AZ3l7] Y8t AAHFSo|
gk #13  adEA(confirmatory  factor

g2 2R13% ujAFFo] 9B nS

ggale] o] 4oz} ssAlale] mXE 4

analysis) & AAEtL, 2L 28 FATE=
g5 7J§] W& d&A(internal consistency)

xz/XH%—E(Z.O°] ot

3} &3 Cronbach’s )7

24)=1.40, RMR(0.07°]3}

$-)=0038 RMSEA(0.08°]8 $9)=0041,
<H 2> M A-tissof sk &0l 0IFA Zn}
SR E EX{sI2 EZ"-S EHPKX} tgk M -E-‘J Cronbach's a
perfl 0.9 023
&4 7} perf2 034 0.30 1693 08% 0.741 906
perf3 086 025 1757
il 086 028
o] g% w2 034 0.12 2030 0919 079 a3
w3 08 023 1824
pul 04 0.21
= zk4
P pu2 089 017 16.15 0914 0779 8
° pu3 083 024 1494
1 077 0.3
PEE] P
peou? 087 0.19 1267 0.8 0713 847
o] &-8-0]4
peoul 0.80 027 1208
" mrl 063 059
ol 7] _
mr?2 083 020 1003 0836 0635 827
54
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GFI(09°]%¢ $99=091, AGFI(08°]4 %
F)=0.83, NFI(0.9°]%¢ 7)=098 NNFI(0.9°]
& =09, CFI09°1¢ +5)=09 T2
vehg e Age 25 3% e
Zato] 2 SRl At & F Utk
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% FANEES Qs AU AHFA
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Aol FrFALt 3 74 AES] Oig
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A 23 12X 0750 w=A UEhdon
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5~07%2) & Q7oA ARE SAHYEES0] 3
ZF ATHFE dig 2L FEAE Fetn

3 4 QJrHHair et al, 1995).
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(Fornell & Lacker, 1981). T37Wd7re] 3t
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3 €3HCronbach’s a)AIFE ol &3l &4
=79 AHAEE FUH A3, <E 2o B
&= e} 2] Cronbach’s @457} 25 08 ol
Ao Ueht dubHE E71ES WSSy,
Zt AUTEY Aol FHEQUTHHair et

29t

VAVE (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G)
(A) 543 056 10
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2 . 23
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A A3 vehd 42 =3(path diagram)2
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wAh 295 AT AARS ShgAte) o}t St rixlE 9%

4.4 o9pdel ¥ 9 Ht
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AR ey ggy g2,
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7t 075, -1.BoE FAXHSE FoskA] ¢ot
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4, A4 o]4-8o1gd FFAAE HAT
<TH 33 <IM e BF BAYE &
A JeRETHOME 30 t=4.70, p<001; 7Hd
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HAEE] ATRET A4 o8-89
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p<00L;, 7Fd 7: t=311, p<0.0L).

TAM #d 7PdelA e A48 7845 =
Zhg o] g-g-o]io] o] g kel FFe wH A
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<Abstract>

Instructor Factors and Media Richness Affecting
Distance Learning Student’s Intention to Use and
Performance

[1 Ryu - Seon-Jin Shin

Distance leaming systems have become popular tools for teaching and leaming. The purpose
of this study is to analyze influence of instructor factors and media richness on student’s
intention to use and performance in distance learning. We used TAM as a theoretical foundation
to explain student’s behavior. The model was tested using LISREL analysis on the sample of
246 users who have experience with the distance leaming systems. The results show that
instructor factors such as lecture style and attitude have partial effects on perceived usefulness,
ease of use and media richness. In addition, results also show that both TAM variables and
media richness strongly predict intention to use of the distance leaming system. Finally, the
usage intention has a positive effect on learning performance. Implications of these findings are

discussed for researchers and practitioners.

Keywords : Distance Learning, Technology Acceptance Model, Media Richness Theory,
Instructor, Intention to Use, Learning Performance
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