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ABSTRACT

This study is designed to find out what kinds of factors influence the application of RFID system
to the library. This study is followed by theoretically reviewing the RFID and the application RFID
system to the library. Theoretical study models are developed by expanding the social influence,
perceived risk, job relevance, support, and self-efficacy after Based on Technology Acceptance Model
that provides useful theoretical foundations for setting the perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use,
and intention of application to the library of RFID system as the core of a study model. The affecting
factors of application of the RFID system to the library are presented by empirically studying this
study model.
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