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B TR TR PR P 0 W KR e R RRT o
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Straub,¥? Chervany(1999)# 74 J1eng % 4v 11 i3 1t o

E)EEAPHFEX WAL FEER

%+ Venkatesh % 4 (2003)#73 1! UTAUT s RSB »ch 3 ~ 5 4 B
PR N2 R8T 5 L BHA A #H  Hp beT

I ey FapHkamk® G5 LT BAHRY Lhm e 8

Venkatesh % % (2003 : 23) % & 5 € * HALfe ¥ 1 (v (7¢ K F iz ik o

2. ¥4 %t Venkates & £ (2003 :26) 3p Y4 B S 0 BARG FRATF S
R o RABTRASSRSE LIV R FF AL Y S T
MEEFR R - o 4ot PR ELTF T 7 ORE EARBE S T F e AL
BRI R AL AR S R T R S R T e

3. EREE A Venkates & 4 (2003 : 27)#ALEF G B BT x5 A PMERER

SRR Sl R 3 I R

4., 75 RFE ¢ 4+ Karahanna % % (1999) ~ Taylor &2 Todd(1995a;b)#7#& 1 » i %8 %+
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I~ FIEHR

Pk L E T R AR e (2006)# T iE 2 FOM AIRTIRT Y 0 A0 B
B AT EY QIRTE L R ERER 2R LIRTL B A DT F RGR
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%ﬁw%ﬁa%%% FEAFTHEME - P A EE  RRPRETERD L
B o JH TR R T RS M AIRTRAORL G K AT s
B Y Rt R B T AR B AR SRR o R
BRI Y BB Y T LET -

@ oo 2§ 22 45(2008)4% I 0 F 3 % Si(information systems, IS) s ¥ #5050 @
70 IR I ¢ 2uAr(cognition) ~ R (affect) ~ 7 5 (behavior) ® = B k& =k cn%g
Hoo Flpt BARE a0 B R PHR wb;%@yipzawww%vﬁ%mMe
Kozar £ Larsen(2003):% sk AL 45 % #-AI(TAM) A R @78~ HIFHHhE B> » 5
v r % en% i o @ Legris, Ingham 22 Collerette(2003) % & %77 7 & K%FZ AR
TAMPS & i de » 4 % 8152 § %5 B AT ~ ﬁm%*ﬁﬂiii%ﬁﬁm

FRIE 4 (00991 % FHARE B S A 0 0 BIATRECRER 3 B 0 B )
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BORIFIERR Y F S o S BB AR A LA U B
BATT AL A TR R A X B R > WIS
H - Lk s A B R R FIEG 2 44T e

FETS AR REE T S bor B A A AT AT
(Innovation Diffusion Theory, IDT) » 14 Ef?‘« E B S Aldreprh s e
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ESE Y 'gg%\léo

513t Glick(1980) ~ Kozlowski £ Klein(2000) » #& 3|4 47 8 = dp ch 847 7 & 2
23 ek 5 (class)’ ~ )]k,{%;:%;ﬂ,.—ég 78 (DV) 97 fees Ry o @ A 45 K = (level) R #df f2 o
mtE & ~ TR R TR P IRTR AR B2 L
<+ Chan (1998) ~ Kozlowski £ Klein(2000) ~ +R4L% £2 ) & £(2006)#74% | e i B
%78 (global approach) » # % &% 2 T2 - it b BB shle Bk B &
(Kozlowsk1 and Klein, 2000 : 29)J » ¥ KA *g RE®RTG O EHEBRET R KR

S R T A S LR RS B LR b
LBA @&.%aﬁw%ﬂgwrunﬁ,,_Lv*%»&xéf ¢ E B R
A1 6 PIREF vm%&—ﬂ RS FHIRDERR G > L m R
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R R ¥ F (7K CREE S & (AF5¥%) (A18%)
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500 * PRI+ ¥ 56% (280 ) 28 % 28 840
1000 + #lig £ 46%(460 F) 46 1 46 1380
100 + &g ¥ 74% (74 %) 8 % 8 240
BN 5 814 & 82 % 82 2460
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% Nunnally(1967)£? Guielford(1965) 2 0.7 2 ® B] o B 38 #])R » P i

(7 4 04895 2 4p B 24 47 (item to total) » e TF - R T H 4 A e 3N

> Churchill(1995):= & #|2 H 78 % Bcip M R B M >Y0.50000 38 o ¥ ¢ i %;ﬁgﬁﬂ
iz #ic(composite reliability ; CV)i& (74 47 » B ¥#icene & 5 R 44

Bk b

FOEL% 2 1 R eni > Fornell 2 Larcker(1981)i23% & 2 0.6/ + - B ¥z 248
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d %3

o I;Lg
/1 %+0.902 % 0.9272_ fF »
0.7 ot T om g RPFRREIE o P&

oo Evaem AL B
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;Il—;tl—ll v;}-,t

G Y ey
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2 TR ERPE A8 0 ML T LS
% Larcker(1981) 2k H £ @ 4 2055 A7 5
B % BRIk E
%249.15 » df=59 » RMSEA=0.095 - #

i?;)i,\_}rs ’E] Z\Tﬁﬁ-&y* ﬁ,{\_}ﬁb/? »|p/<:

bR R

&g ikl /i +70.6361 0.9022 7
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bR deh 31— R

RHDOP - RPET P EERE - RRpELTIORE &K
e1% B J P~ £ (average variance extracted) k X Bz st R &2 R B2 R o TIHF R R
FEHIZRE R NT IO

RRERS - FELE

Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.97 ~ Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.97 -

AR PR E ARy

®HF fF TTaotk 2 % WPk o Fornell
Riclpe 2 THRENPEL Y
MFE 470 B P NE2860 2
5 & g R 47 Joreskog,£? S6rbom (1993) 1
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.88 ~ Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.97 ~

.3 3 e gang  SEEER ppe cv Ave
0.916
e aree  ARETIE 0.876 0.795 0.69
’Fiﬁ** R 0.773 0.900 087 0865 0.741
" pep 0.865 0.872 0.87
&K 4 0.815 0.776 0.69
0.927
Foan ki 0796 0.884 0.86
ER AR FABER 0.668 0.848 0.81
nﬁz«ri i 0.902 0.839 0.79 0.874  0.744
o 0.636 0.830 0.76
BREAFAE 0867 0.844 0.82
0.902
REILT mumin 0.809 0.927 088 0852  0.635
- BlFTH* 3 0.890 0.938 0.84
— 0.946 0.87
|| 26431 T IR
BIATA BT R 0.878 003 ooy 0879 0.641

614



A1t eddy  woidv #FRd §HE) 200794209022 F » &
ARSI R & S A K S AAVER E & R SV
FAEIE o ERBHEG 2 X B AR F A0.611F o &V K AL B AR BP0
KT e EHRE 02 AT L REHES 2 TR ERIE Y 05 T e

G LCRCE B UDER -

RiypSE L FlZ » 147> 2P NZ970 > 42 % 385.80 ~ df=48 » RMSEA=0.079 -
5 £4p 1% ¢ 3% * Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.99 ~ Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.99
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.99 ~ Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.99 -

4 BRER BT A B R AT

ke
L AVE
0.848 0.62
_ 0.837 0.62
Hoelp 0.867 087 0.62 0.868 0.645
0.836 0.60
0.839 0.63
R 0.845 0.895 0.73 0.852 0.625
0.890 0.70
0.829 0.65
AR 0.850 0.913 0.82 0.860 0.666
0.891 0.79
75 L 0.902 8:322 8:;}‘ 0.901 0.538

PER £ BT 2 g

AEBIATRNEAGER A1 eRBRAR S EAIFLLMEB
A2 F s Gia) AT REBEZEAEALFL AR 25
RIRSE A3 R d o fre BN 857 22w e 33 i > By af f iz s
SAA AL R RAPFFATRIE DRSPS o AR UIRIEE L K S 13 R
(39.4%) ~ # % 5 it £ 11 FU33.3%) ~ £ B E 7 F21.2%) ~ # 2 76.1%) - 42
# e-Learning FFF 5 3-5 & B % 12 3#(36.4%)~ H=xX 1-3 # 5 9 727.3%)~ £ &#-1
EG 8 RLA2%) N5 E N A3 RL9.0%)  FEUP S 1 RBO%) e £ 5 5 sk
BT IO AR L > o F RIci 33 o T 3E#E Y 3.784-3.872 0 R X b
0.511-0.725 -

g

25 Bk g ienT ok 2 S Ap e

EE L ES LS Tk REL Q) ) (€) Q)
FHARTR I 3784  0.568

RO ICALE JEd 3872 0511 0.642%%*

BB g 3859  0.725  0.462%%*  0.676%*

BIATH B4 ® AR 3.803  0.572  0.538%k  04]3%kk  (.572%*x

*
i)
A
S
(v

*p<0]  ***p<.001



BIR L5 2awdc 860 i » Hfp it b2t | 1 B A A v M- %3E > 2
AT AR R BREE S L o MR F i d 431 A (50.1%) ~ < i 429 4
(49.9%) « &% B 5 2529 & 275 A (32.0%) ~ 30-34 & 243 4 (28.3%) - 35-39 &
107 4 (12.4%)~20-24 % 98 % (11.4%)-40-44 & 63 A (7.3%)~45-49 & 28 4 (3.3%) ~
50-54 f 21 A (2.4%)~55 g e F 15 A (1.7%)~20 & 2™ 10 * (1.2%)° i@ * e-Learning

R EEEMPN L EF 288 4 (33.5%) X &E-1 & 239 £ (27.8%)~1-3 & 5 222
X (25.8%) ~ 3-5 & 3 59 4 (6.9%) 5 E 11 5 52 4 (6.0%) ALK it Al
860 * » T izfciz »t 3.472-3.744 > L8 X j2 3 0.675-0.806(4r % 6)

%06 B sl T SRR £ 2 dp M AR

BHAESRE Lok RFL Q) ) (€) )
E Y] 3744 0.675

¥4gy 3.603  0.741 0.521%*

HUEPF 3472 0.806 0.525%*  0.670**

(75 A 3737 0.764 0.658%*  0.540%*  0.540**

*p<05 **p<01  ***p<.001
2 ERFREHLATPEE Y AKX 2 BF

FU% OLS & 7 e i g s i 47 o -t AIRTHE » S i ks i 2 TR P
WEFBHAFTHEREY AR F I BRI B Edod T T FHEAF @
L 7.646 (p<.01) » R* §_0.442 » B A2 B ¥ » ¥ VIF<IO F)pt p S B(F H A 5T
B mgo i s SRR B )2 T JE S A

F 7 RIRTHRATE * BT

K FEE i d EET ;i T & VIF

¥ i 1.505 2372%
FLEELIRTR L 0.442 0.440 2.425% 1.706
i -0.246 -0.219 -1.005 2.472
T B g g 0.408 0.517 2.744% 1.846

*p<.05 *Fp<01 *F*¥*p<.001

o EREBHERTFIRETEAELEE

ipﬁﬁwﬁ%ﬁw%ﬁﬁﬁé%@m %ﬂﬁ SLOAEE
FolMizts 48 L AME 2873 BHMA L kel g6 -
) rEg2 BRI AMLLE

HLM i tsoc % B 15 R B A 9020 0 7 e s e Beanfa @5
ETF AR o4 PURFREEEY 5 7 0RB A EF PR TN o -
HIFEFEFLEAICC & H(ep p i l“ﬁ(p » intra-class correlation coefficient) »

AT R AR % B(EReEFT s R4 R 0 2007) M IFL B KR FH B A
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Level-1 Model
Y=B0+R
Level-2 Model
B0 =G00 + U0

AETA FHN A FE A ST B 5 R 9’@,&?%’73‘;&(%8)0 L B
WiEFLR2 TG 283748 3 R #:250.083 - & ,
AAH R 2 LB o BB #0203 7 - Bl
e b %R HZ0393 0 A Fap b i LR 2
096020340399 £ 7 2 T E ARREEPULR L ] 05
[0.203/(0.203+0.393)] .51 5 .3 7 | i & 91+ 4t 5 ICCE e 4 4 Cohen(1995)
BHICC T p Ao b il ) - %333 0 35 F1CCH 2 0.138% 7 £ § & & ehie p
BB ICC 30,059 Bl % b 5 K = st & 47 0 B & = [CCE0.596 i
EHET 5K SRCA S A 4T 1 T 44 0 65.9496[0.393/(0.203+0.393)] o Bt i
L R R R LR S EIA(NEL S ST R 1Y
FREE L HFNLET ft(x2 421,465 + p<.05) o p 7 B % BE A ¢ X
LR LRERE LG Y

C A
'éoiﬂ’ré%ﬁ%@i*

=

A
HZ %k Ytk S.E. t &

N LR hiE L LT ok

ek
N 3.749 0.083 44.951
BEILAF T N
BHPM LRI AR E (T, ) 0203 31 421.465%**
ep LE(07) 0.393
R #(-2LL) 1668.182
. S 2

*p<.05 *Fp<.01 *F**p<001
) BAFIZHGEZ AMAPPEER

B BME )Y 5 Py  HUPFLI EREEHA 17 5Lk
= ﬁi;\ 'QL"—T o

@q

Level-1 Model
Y = Bo + Bi*(1£5]) + Bo*(# #2) + B3* (555 ) + By*(F 22 )+ Bs*(% 4 81 %)
+Be*(FHWEE)+R



Level-2 Model

B0 = G00 + U0

B1=G10+ Ul

B2=G20+ U2

B3=G30+U3

B4 = G40 + U4

B5 =G50+ U5

B6 =G60 + U6

A r':; “/ief%-a‘rvﬂ ZRNCEICE B S R R LR e
FEOVNUFIHAL %/iﬁ%ﬁéim%%% IR F R EHRIT A ol
AR ﬁp*’\iﬂ}g gzefsuﬁfﬁegx&a;;ﬁ B (y %# 0447 ~ 0.172 ~ 0.155) » 4
FRIHRDL KDL HREPAIF RS AE 6 6T 43D
¥HE -

BT R RMEH RGN OTERY o R BRHAL 7L LERE R Rk
Fhoder 1By YAy \%‘i%ﬁ LR GRRIRIERE 0 AL %P ficd 0393
B0 s 02290 A Z % B R b 20t F 5 0.417[(0.393-0.229)/0.393] > T AR FE T
MERELIROREE > BEEREENM AT 41T7% > AT BT ZRIEHA 2
PRl THRgFE LG EE4 -

(2) EH T H7 5 LHPBPHAR

TSR ATR R A s PHEAIRTE B LA B RB R
FULT EPEZERAT BY R 1 a7 4 %ﬁ’ﬂ%%fﬁﬂ*ﬁk%To

Level-1 Model

Y=B0+R
Level-2 Model

B0 = GOO + GOLI*(RIATH ek * - K) + GOZ¥(F* £ AIATH 1) + GO3* (e
Fuit Fr ) + GO4* (IR B B g 14) + U0

T AT L AR S
%%’?Nﬁﬁﬁ \ g n¥$ﬁﬁ%ﬁiiﬂ%%
e LRl G rﬁd%‘r%ﬁ%‘?* e mﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ‘&;ﬁ E(y &

HEIATH B 1 e ; of

0.475) » % 77 2.8
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L
G s LRSS BN PR BRI LES R PR P
o E%‘«% opde 2 7 RIRTALBCER AR AT E_%‘« AL =2 C
s 3 W RS Y e %Iﬁf’%’f&i%ﬂﬁxd 0203 5 0.097 > A %R
L 0.522[(0.203-0.097)/0.203 » e _E_ RN S FEl W Rask-d &
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Level-1 Model

Y =By + Bi*(1£ %)) + By*(# #) + B3*(55.5%) + By*(F»c# Z) +Bs*(¥% 4 # F)
+Be*(FEHWAEF)+R
Level-2 Model

Bo = Goo + Gor*(AIATF F4% * i 5K) + Goo*(F HAIATH L) + Gos* (s ik su it
Fri) + Gos (TR 5 B 2245 1) + U

B1 =G
B> =Gy
B; = G3o
B4 =Gy + Uy
Bs=Gsp+ Uy
B¢ = Ggo + Us

BT ragciT L. p%;\%«xg71\y§iﬁﬁ_} |

ik PR RIHERL AR Mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%f&w PR K E o 1
LRI / o @ TRIFTA BT AR

TEARN Y THEMRF ) SR i’a%ifﬁ( /‘ﬁﬁt,—» 0.450 ~0.175~0.156) -
¥ =2 - ﬁiu; ﬁjz‘r"rﬂ R

cd 0.203
21k % % 0.488 [(02030104/0203)] W %mﬁﬂurﬁﬁl’;z g
iz Rz A88% AT EMRR LERPFA LT ARTHEFEG F7
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AR ERN PR > BB EHE L7 ARERE SR Pk
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FRRAREIHEREERA 3 ) o
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B3R Y tadk S.E. t &
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fi 3 %%
BIFTR T AR (Vo) 0.474 0.142 3.335%*
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BT E(Y ) 0.213 0.199 1.070
BB FE (Y ) 0.013 0.125 0.105
Bul(7,,) -0.016 0.037 20441
E8(Y ) 0.009 0.014 0.685
2%V ) 0.014 0.016 0.864
F 2 () 40 ) 0.450 0.050 8.925%**
AWy 0.175 0.040 4.372%%
HEREE( ) 0.156 0.044 3.515%
REALLH T 12
(Too) 0.104 320,120
w R FW (T ,,) 0.034 57.434%
i3 42 (T.) 0.009 35.376
(T ) 0.022 43.870
Ep LR (G ) 0.245
r‘ﬂﬁ—ﬂ #(-2LL) 1344.123
o 3t 5B B B 11

p<.05 **p<.01  ***p<.001
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fAfR %t
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BB (Y ) 0.120 0.232 0.516
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ep £R(07) 0.244
# B dc(-2LL) 1658.116
B3 S B i 2

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<001
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