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A Study on the Web Based Collaborative Learning Systems
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to understand students’ use intentions of Web Based Collaborative
Learning (WBCL) system. To meet this purpose, we developed a research model based on the
Decomposed TPB. This model contains 5 influencing factors: Explicit social influence(EXSI) and
Implicit social influence(IMSI), Perceived Usefulness(PU), Perceived easy of use(PEOU), Perceived
Playfulness(PP). Data was collected 254 university students from two different institutions. Also, the
analysis is conducted to do the hypothesis testing by using PLS 3.0.

The result shows that influence factors except PEOU have a important and significant impact on
user Behavior Intention(BI). Using WBCL system and learning tool, team leader( that is referent )
and members can be a good interaction. For these same reasons, We found that especialy Explicit
social influence(EXSI) and Implicit social influence(IMSI) are special influence factors in reference

group.
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Table 1. Analysis of Reliability test
iR g5 | Cronbach'a | AVE
EXSI 5 0.937 0.749
IMSI 5 0.950 0.792
PU 4 0.948 0.820
PEOU 4 0.938 0.790
PF 4 0.917 0.727
BI 4 0.952 0.832
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