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AHgA ¢4 B3E BRANE + de diEd
ZAE A2E + gde Aot 1822 TRA
2YL ol¥ Davis® HEY A8 ZIFRAx
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< AEE ¥BHO|Y,

TAMS ¥4 BRL YA A4, HE, 9xd
g 9% 8dEd %S FHH] A9 7lxE
Agse Aotk TAME o8& S35 ¢43l
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23 47T BAsa A oL 209
He AF FA Davis®l TAMe| FE7|E F
£ #AF 7EATA MY & 9YS FUdn
g,

19904 Autyldle TAME ©@¢3] AS3t
v @FE0] ¥z, 1990dd Fit ojFde
o] Y& FAFAY FFL AxF FTFE0
gt gl £ dFdMe HYdTFES
Davis®] TAM E2¥Z AAG 7SR I
-IH R AFECR O-2)2 EFIY
A8t

HA TAME AAT AFE FolA Mathieson
(1991)2 TAM< TPBS ¥|mdtdx, Adams,
Nelson# Todd (1992)¢] d+e WA ARI|=
< @23l TAMES A58 29, Hendrickson,
Massey®t Cronan (1993)2 &9 H&d| dis}
HhE 23§ o TAMS] +4& AF3As.
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£ 7R vz g B8 TAMY IAFH FH47bs4
< AF3A.

TAME AAE AFEHde 98 TAMY *&
g AL AR}EN YEHE 42 £33
A 833 AFE0l 1990dd Fute] Bo]
125523
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0|4, AL AGE #8478 #¥Ho de A
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dependence) %ol 9AIEARAUA 2" (DSS)9
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Igbaria(1990)= ] E¥AA(task uncer-
tainty)ol HEALAHRFHY HFH old=d
gL vlFte 2HE AU

Nelson(1990)& {4 7j&d Wi 7144 3
$(adjustment) ol T o] ATFAAN B9 3
B0 AAAQ Fgaclogs AT 54T X
of gtk FA3Hct.
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M 3-1(r10): BJRBARY0] 852 A
Zte F8A4e Fold Aot

M 3-2(73): FAATO A0 ELF4E 2
28 e ol Aot

3) A @i we 7

Sanders$ Courtney(1985)« H317%YA¢]
Agol AR AN 2R HFo| FEE A
< g3

Compeau$} Higgins(1995)& %39 A4e]
F& A &8 B3 7|t (outcome expectations)
o nlAe 9L 2AKEd, Jdde g8 ¥
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Chau(1996 b}t Z3o)AH N2 CASEY #
£ g I7E A e, o REAYAN 23
o AYe ojggolyol fo %L A @
71 443 CASE F8de AHER gle A
o2 ZAE AT

Kim(1996)8] |7olxe AMAE 71$E o]
&8s Aol AP 239 Ado] Bz /ol
ALEFE 44T olfxrt o & A2 Y
125- =8

ZA 9 AYS e 713 ol EFAR
AFAE Igbaria® 19 FEEOIY. Igbaria
(1990), Igbaria, Guimaraes® Davis(1995),
Igbaria, Parasuraman® Baroudi (1996),
Igbaria, Zinatelli, Cragg® Cavaye(1997) %
o ApdN x| Ade AR, AAd
44 9 A" ol&8old T2 FUFMYEL
E3lo vlo]A2AFEY o] &= WY ¥ @
Fedtt, ol WREY AT 29 AL}
o] AHFY o] 8E AY R WY A¥E &
A

ol2ig MY ATE ZAN & AFIME =
29 Age] F-84, ol88old, FEAME, A
AP 9L A Rojd 7HaE HFsA.

7Hd 4-1(714): 239 Ado] Bria AGEs
& A9 F84L 2oHd Aoln.

7Wd 4-2(7240): 239 Ado] ¥rta XG4 Ee
& AZE ol §8olde word Aol

7Hd 4-3(73): 239 Ago] Brpn A74gs
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2lejle £-220lof Ut AFH A7

M 4-4(7a): 239 Ao] BT AZES
g Alage wobd ol

4) TAM 82189 =& 7Hd

AZd #8443 AZE o]&&ol4dL TAM
289 4 AAdeln, RE JAPEFE AT
te Aol TAMS ZE¥AQ /Mol Adams,
Nelson® Todd(1992), Hendrickson, Massey$
Cronan(1993), Szajna(1994), Keil, Beranek
9} Konsynski (1995), Straub, Limayem
Karahana(1995), Igbaria, Zinatelli, Cragg®}
Cavaye(1997), Straub, Keil# Brenner (1997)
T TAM= AAste A9 782 o8 A
e AL At §, AT o §x A
Zte 843 AGE ol 8804 9o e dF
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W e AY 238 ;s g3 Yot
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F¢ QY] o83t WiAdEE A AT
7] A% M oL 2o} A3

7Hd 5(8s1): A48 F84°] 2258 A0l
427t 8 Ao,

7Hd 6-1(B812): AZAE o]8Lo|Yo] =2 E
A4 F88& ¥& Ao

7Hd 6-2(852): AR o]&8&olyo] ¥I+E
Aol 4=} ¥ ot}

4) TPB 8JEd & 7}d 4%
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ARZAFE olgd %L vl A¥FH 80
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ool AZHFE olgxo] AFHQA FFYo| AL
ZAMH

Compeau®t Higgins(1995)¢ E9Y |43
Bl 9§ Zelsh 22 AlYA 9% W4 AF
B A7|5¥3 23 Jdd FF 4% RS
g3k,

Igbaria, Parasuraman® Baroudi(1996)]
AFdMe A ¢4go] 715, 249 Ad, =
A9 o] E9} e JANUFERY YL Wk
N2d o]lfEdE foF FdYS PAe Rz
et

g w#a AFHA FRo 2 F2 A3
ZdA Y o] &S AT Aol A4HE
2, & 47 R 33 ES AT o8
E SR EFRAA O3 22 e A
At

7H T(Bss): F8A o] E3F
=7 &€ Aoo

g @Al

Miller(1994) AFH AZlage] 37 7|
(behavioral expectation)®t 35l PlXe B%
£ ZARI 438l dvke 234E A

Compeau$t Higgins(1995)% #HFH AR
Yol o yRALye g o} HFH Y% 7
o] xd " YIS 2ARIKT

Taylor® Todd(1995 a, b)e 843 &%
oj4& I TPB E¥L AAHEAN AZEY
EE5A(PBC)S 31 9¥%< #Assh

EA AR7|E9 o]&¥d o} Azl w2
A WL AR o Bo| o] &% Aol A%
geg 2 d3dqMz A7]ZgE wAbsE 2
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7Hd 8(B8s): YEUR/NERYO EE4S A
o8&}t & Aot

2. weel ZAN Hel Y &HE

1) 18744

¥ 53 ARUled of4% ALY HoE
Fgnt, & A7 o] &7 el A AA Q)
Bl o] 8 FxE TP}

old £4 ARJ|ge Ui o|& 4HY FH L&
I AR71Ee] MY 7% 89 IAE Yehd
F 9ot Igbaria(1990)& HFEH A¥E 343t
71 918 7§Qlo] o] &3 AZEY ol & AHAFH
do] FF, Alz"l A B Fo2 ERIAAT.

ol A¥ 7% 47 A FRIEEE Ao
g Zojg. B AFeAe APAF(Clemente,
1998)& EWZ JHYY AF715E A8, RS
H, 2% 9 A4, &9, w29 FE g4, Ay
olgoz e YAE 74 H=2 Y.

2) AY=23A
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del dubAQl §AE T, e, F3gE
Holgte 37l Ay E EFa. 9N dF
A & FES] e ofE &Y
Goodhue(1995)€ ] €€ 9 7/BdQ I3
o7 B9tk o] 2 7 Ad F IR 43
&3¢ 5337] 98 Goodhue®t Thompson
(1995)& Zz 3/ &3 274 23L& o83k
. B AFdME o9 &Y TTE o83
A2z A3oEE AE T4 JER &

ZHSIT M293 Ha® 20004 118



Astsict.
E A7oq JAg2Eyeld ALY ol8Ag 3
Qo] M¢@Aeln toata olele JEE 2a

3) AYBzoEA

HYEIAo] A R o e #3 A
H4e Age g A3 e BHEA +Ede
Mdolth, & AFN A4 B3EHl o
A ol g A% #dHe FEE U

Sanders$} Courtney(1985)& A3 o&3<l
o] Tt Z3 TAHUEF MZ g3A wET,
3 4L A3iA BlY =€ aFdTa 3
A, o5& @ Al ¥ZE AJE EA3E
A8 eERIF EYAHoR dite BE, @ Y
4& FYP37] 98 FRES T A=Y 270
2Yos RS F3FLste AE AU

AR B B Aoy dFdHRe] o] &
Fagel dig 338-& Goodhue(1995), Goodhue
9} Thompson(1995)9] 271 &2 o] &3t}

4) 23X 4

Z3 9 Aol AeY o] &2 =dFE ZAY
2ol 219 BT g TEt

Igbaria(1990)& A9 A¥E 27} AYe=
MEEget. shvhe Alad AE Bz o|&t%
A, AL AN, $EZRIY Y FE
Egete H$AHER AdolH, e e 1
A4 =9, Ay €9 TS Tiske 493
Agoltt, Azke FAAA ALE 0 ¥
£ gurA]l A4S FFste 5ol

Kleintop(1993)2 @ &% AE71&e9 A&A

AT 5297 H4E 20004 1Y

QlEjdlel +ga0lo] At UFH o7

o dg AnFIAY A4 FE, @ AFR] A
T TKEA AT, O A2d 7E A 2gS
Z F 3e 34, @ g& ¥Ad de $89 A
g A%, @ Al2d 79 o] AT zHEL
Az 57) gEoz 229 AYE 2P
€ AFoMe Igbaria(1990)9 874 &%
Kleintop(1993)9] 571 #& FojA FE7|&
A9 APAHQ #™ho] gle 4 FERE AFd
o 229 A4 JAE 74 HxE SHIAT.

5) Azd #84

AZE #8442 Davis® 7leT8EYA 9
AHA Adeltt. Davis(1986)9 st A€
fr8doldt EAE A2gE ol8she Aol 4
9 A7 e FIAZE Aol Aol Be H
TE g,

2 AFolXe AzE f880ld dHUE o1
she Aol Qe AR 43E FEANE RoRn
Ale] R FE2ta Fo o

€ A7dN A" #8499 FHL2 Davis
(1986, 1989)9 674 ¥=< ol &3t HAE 7
d A=E SsHn.

6) Azd o] &80l

Davis(1986)°] <J3td Aztd o]g-&oldold
BT A2EE olgdte Ho| B} &o¥ Aol
g2 o] e AE'E T,

wetA] & A7olA zZE o] &80l AEH
£ o|&3he Ao Brh &o& Holga 7ile] B
t Ax2 FYsta, A4 oj&8o4dy 4
Davis(1986, 1989)9 67/} &5 AE 74
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2 ZFsU.
7) F83 Y

Ajzen® Fishbein(1980)¢] oj3d, &4
ol ‘B4 YF& FYIAY T FIY3A T
olol sk Ao thEiA o AUAA F2F B
A Eo] Aztste Ao g A AR S B
o, oL o dg AdH FHE @23
e B7d 9L dedn g OA T3
A QA F2F OE AEEe] TARYA PF
o) ojg Z& EBolydg ulzks Ao dF AU
A4E @@t o] AL AoA FLF TE
AHgEo] AAE Azele RS WEE v U
HdEz g v= U

E AFdAY F84 Hol@ deE o] 43
AY E& o] 43lA| Tolol dhe gl thajA o
oA F8F T AlgEe] Agste A
g A Aze et

2 A7dMEe Ajzen® Fishbein(1980)9 &
A3} Mathieson(1991)9] 23 Fxse 274
Yoz Z@A YL YAE 7H AxE 33
gt

8) A71 84

Compeaus} Higgins(1995)& A& QAFlA
9 ATE F2do AFYH AV)AY =& AL
3. o471M AFE A7 AYe|F HFEE ol
48 & e A9 Y g AFe TP
C mE 2 dpdAe Qg ArjaYeld A
ylg o]&dte A9 FFd dF AZez 39
g, ojAL A7 A2 de A9 FH

896

Y Ro] ol ofwl AF-E v YT &
AE 7HeAel dE A9 gl

Compeaust Higgins(1995)7F 7Hgg #FH
A71EES BE, 2 AZEYS] HAA7L F
olAE o 107HA ZU3}A o] AZES0] 7]
AE ol g3l Ale AFE £ + e 7t
Aol Qg %S dEs3 Qi

E d7dAE AZEd #72E Qe
FR3d JEHY AEYE PAE TH HER
2339t

9) A o|&%

E d7oN dA o]4xF QHUS AAZ o
£3t1 de AxE wId.

ANade AH-E FF3te ¥5E o8 ¥E9
ey 713 EHog Fol Koy YFL A2
g ol g Hlxe HF o]& Atolth. Davise
NNesE2Yd #F AF(Davis et al. 1989:
Davis, 1989)9M = 27] #Zo2 @A o|§EE
2383 .

E AFdAE #AY AA o8z 3A
A8M 2709 Y2 o &35t YFYT o &
uizsl 13 o] § Al HFol§ AL A/HLTRY
o2 233U,

V. dEEN

1. Aol 8 & B2o| 84

g 97E dHYE olsste YA 239 o
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QlEjle) S-Ba0lf B JSH AT

(E IV-1) 8eiXiEel &4

T HT (Y3 3749) H]&(%)
g 328 87.7
9 o 46 12.3
30m] 2 111 29.7
30 - 404 =T 223 59.6
a3 40 - 504 w5t 36 9.6
50 - 604} Bk 4 1.1
60014 0 0.0
YAl 169 45.2
a3 112 29.9
= 3/ A5F 75 20.1
2AF 15 4.0
o|AlF o4 3 0.8
iy & 33 8.8
82 Aed 4 50 13.4
g &9 268 71.7
g £ 23 6.1
1d o8 39 10.4
2-4d 106 28.3
E 5-79 92 24.6
8-10% 68 18.2
119 o4 69 18.4
A/ ALY 47 12.6
3%/°H19 76 20.3
24 F7/94/718 127 34.0
AL 78 20.9
Ng/aF 46 12.3
AN 73 19.5
ARG 65 17.3
A% Az 88 23.4
A-d 83 22.1
33\ 65 17.3

F FHYES B2 7] R APl #
Fo| A Wil AR gornz HEA ZAPE
A ol &3l

duZALE B3 AEE £AT F & 2AE 4
Asten], E zA BB AAE 98 vER

AR 5293 M4 20004 118

E3EYY YRERFEYL o188 A o
79 g8 o] 8A7E sley £ drdNe 719
Aol olgE diez AT an 5%
Adel AFHA 2=F 37 fiste] A, A,
3719, Az, P4 59 EopEE HE ¥4
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€ 10074 g3t

AEAe F 500%-8 wiFsien 409%7} 3
+59 81.8%%e ¥nA & Hred ERH
3¢E 40979 HEA 3 BYHSH $HE A
o2 ¥ese 35FE AdE UniA 3747 &
d7e EX olg3tint.

2 A7dA zAlE E29 §4& (F V-3
Zo.

.

2. 38 TP Bl J MEY A4F

2 d7A 088 34 =Te dFE 7IE &Y
oA o] E}FAo] HFE TTECIY, FEE WY
g 239 uizt YA SEAECNA olEist =
A ¥ F A1, EF I A o] 8HEH
A7|EY 2L Az AFH o]$4EH A1Eg
2L £330 Bl AFel a3t

¥ AT e d4Ete ARRAE aA AL
3o gdF AEES &Fed WFEE ROl 7}
£ R-type 8AENE Palgon, aAFERY

w
oRE FHERA

Y4y - YP$ - oink

analysis)Z o|83t3on, aU3|A WL uig
A2 (VARIMAX) & o] 83t

HEee Q8N ¢ Asx: B4 Zde (®
V-2)¢ 2. o 84%, AYRIAY, FYA39
&4, 23AY BF FY8JIeE ERHULH,
o] ¥FEY A= AFe 0.81 o|FoE =4
Yehg Aol AFHA.

TAM 2% 84 7dl #-84 670 23 9
£8014 671 = FAAol ¥ Aoz Y
worn, F34 Mk §Y 802 R,
AZ1EY 892 9 107 FFoldn FU8Y
22 FRAY duzAL F £ F8 F017] 9
A gAAAFo] ¥ 27 FEE A3}

40 WARSEY AT ASE 0.84 oo
25 24 dehd A4l AFHAG.

3. TZUEA 28 75

1) gy 24

W (principal component AEN A FYgdez EFHAT A
(E V-2) 201F4 9 d2|: 24 g
Hz ofju) 29 A=
B wss | max | wax | gy | T | ATNRT
ol 47¥ 6 6 6 6 .8146 6
I3 234 3 3 3 3 .8120 3
4 &4 2 2 2 2 .8242 2
Z3 A4 4 4 4 4 .8633 4
44 6 6 6 6 .9604 6
o] &40y 6 6 6 6 .8553 6
44 7y 2 2 2 2 .8430 2
A7 5Y 10 8 8 8 .8848 8
Aol 4= 2 2 2 2 2
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o] AFE &4 AT7YHE SFYEES dgo &
dat94 (unidimensionality) & ZH%3l71 98
o A8 AEM(confirmatory factor analysis:
CFA)E ANt Sda9dd A5 374 o%

o tgEog A AFEHE ) o) FojH
o, o] 24 FH A ddAYE S Addte F
FE0| AAHAUL.

|24 (4} F8)e x*=2.27(p=0.32), GFI
=1.00, AGFI=0.98, RMSR=0.017, NFI=
0.992 Jvehger, &3 F5), AYES
ABH BF), 8GR FF), o8-8l (30

olEfe] 8200 BE YEH A7

*JE)% ¥3rde Jeh} 729 280 ARA A
TZE ¥ 2 Bgdtn e AoE FAHAY

2) AFH34 HEEA

Ae g9 AFEHZEH BN E AF
At & 2do] IFE ZE NEE AA9 =3
RS BN dae (B V-3)3 2o

24 2% x%(p)=499.24(0.0), AHFE=232,
GFI1=0.91, AGFI=0.87, RMSR=0.044, NFI
=0.91, CFI=0.952 239 AgFws} % #

(E IV-3) A ATCIYSol| cHet goleol2A ZHa|

A7a9 A% EZ89% () ERELS AR
X1 0.44( 8.38)
ans X2 o 57(11.32)
18743 e o007 o 0.7754 0.4794
X4 o 87(19.57)
e X5 0.78(16.66)
o X6 0.83(18.26) 0.8468 0.6485
34
X7 0.80(17.22)
AT X8 1.00(18.94)
BEW X9 0.77(14.67) 0.8842 0.7952
X10 0.87(20.13)
23724 X11 0.92(22.09) 0.8798 0.7115
X12 0.72(15.64)
Y1 0.92(23.21)
244 Y2 0.96(24.90) 0.9377 0.8341
3 0.85(20.31)
9% v4 0.86(18.74)
oty v5 0.44( 8.29) 0.7463 05118
Y6 0.78(16.45)
37 Y7 0.93(20.75)
4 8 0.86(18.53) 0.8890 0.8004
X9 0.82(17.27)
A7 58 X10 0.80(16.73) 0.8087 0.5868
X11 0.67(13.52)
AACIBE | YI2 1.00(27.31)

2%(p) =499.24(0.0),

Z AT M293 ®M4Z 20004 118

GFI=0.91, AGFI=0.87, RMSR=0.044, NFI=0.91
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gy

o2 Yy

AFAGEC diF BF aQ0¥8Fo] 25 £
Aoz Jeht AFEIAe] dFHU

Fornell% Larcker(1981)] w29 whdelg
A& 7 deM Fed 249 Hi(Average
Variance Extracted: AVE)°] &% 7/ds th&
Ndze] BaAFY AF @ 2948 o AT
g3 Y. (B V-4)94 & & Axel 9i9
M ol 4% o] V&L FFHE A2E JER
o B dTFEHES @ W T Y FE3H
BBUA AFE AN 2, dRie] AdAF
gl BAZALE R FEAM 1B A Y

- FE ol

et BT 4FHAHChallagalla &
Shervani, 1996).

223 ogdE HEEo] HY LUEd W o
B4 € ZeAE Hrhe] fdd 8QE Ase
o} B2 3k(average variance extracted)<
AT AE Az AL 4y AR 71E<
0.7 o]3o2 BF A JUgygth EA43F239
ZI1EAE 0.59H o] 83¥e] 27 e AL A
ne EF 7|ER] oo UEhiM, & dF
o AHEEE 23 FES0) 7 d7rdYEd U
HEYS Zetdn & $ dd(Hair et al,
1995).

(B V-4) @sge) Mua 4

o|-& B [ iEE] 2R o8y ol | F&F | A A
A9 | =34 | 924 | A9 | " gl | @8 | &Y | ol8=
ol 4
A8 1.00
;e 17
254 (33) 1.00
AT .08 47
524 o) | 100
2329 .29 .004 17 1.00
(%xx) (¥xx)
o .56 .28 17 .31
#84 (k) (%%x) (%x%) (#%x) 1.00
o] & .70 .19 .09 .32 .56 1.00
£0]4 (#xx) (wxx) (%) (#¥x) (%xx) ’
F83 27 A1 .23 .49 .46 .38 1.00
3 (#*%) (*) (#xx) (€] (#x) {(#%x) '
47 14 .09 27 .36 .53 .35
Y (#x) (*#) (%) (#xx) (#xx) (%xx) 1.00
A 47 .08 -.07 .09 .33 41 .08 .26 100
o] 4% (#%x) (*) (%*%) (#%x) (#xx) '
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#xxp(0.01 **p{0.05 *p(0.1
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3) dudA 24

golgd®MZdn gdAddel dF5E 74 Md
Y HTEd gisle 2o #AH 7} ofd ko,
ol AT BAZ ZEAE Lotusl Hdd &
FEAG AN (F V-4) Jehd uie} 2
of Mgl ko] B 79 7HE e 25
gxjeted FHHEZA (nomological validity) &9
oA B dpdA Agd 55 Bt &
F i,

EAzza38-e LISREL 8.12A for WINDOWS
g o|&3l9tt. YARE & PRELIS 2.12A
for WINDOWSE °| &3l ZadAYEE st
fon, nAF 2P FPAFES] WY FTE
& 7M¥ste 3538 (maximum likelihood
method)©] AH&EH T

LISRELE o|&3p] Hsixe 29 37, &
TR WA7PsA, A5 HF FAEE, ¥
= 5o #F AEs gasig.

Uutyoz FR Azle 200 o]dolofok ik
£ F%(Bentler & Chou, 1987)°] dedl & &
T B FE 3740122 715 583 v}

ATEYe EbsEe HiMe FEHe=
AZAPY FYE o] 2727} Slojordth # A
Fo WEEd o AEAd #FAE Ad 19904
Y B AGATFAA FE ZAFEUZ] Wi
2y T Agsitin ddEd.

HA$FAYE ol g3leid Ase T FAE

Zodstodl m29A HMax 20004 118

QlEfe] +82000) UE AFH 47
RS R S

g o|Rojo} 3, 53] LISRELY %k A
29 vFFA wl$ R, & AFeA AR
9 F#A 92 Stem-Leaf PlotS E3 <13t
At

iR e g £ a3 #38 s AR
2 g e YAE T4 Jxg AFHAd g%
gH¥eg 2481, PRELISE ol&dld EF
3te FaPE S AEste] LISREL 4 £t
ooz Hxr|Fe AP Ao AdEn.

2 d7dA BME HA dFEFY YL A
42 ARpd ANd 2RTE Yehle @S
614.59(p=0.0, AHHE= 254)2 Yeixten, 7|
224 (GFI1) =0.89, #HFIAF(AGFD =
0.85, 94%#A5AHRMR)=0.057, EEF
R)4(NFI) =0.89, H|FFHEA|4+(NNFI) =0.92,
¥l m¥-&A| £ (CFI) =0.9322 veh}, £ 79
REL QA g $5E ZYolet & + Yo

2) M9 HF o Al i =9

2 A7 2y AA AA 1770 7Hel o
& A% 292 sokeld (E V-5)9% 2t og@
Az dis) F o M3 AR o 2o

AR, o] 87A4%Y ot AU oA o]
A F84, o880, FHY MY, A
Y 2FA 2 B 4% Usen, 59
o] g0l A|EY] dMe ARAFI &4
Z 0.71, 0.472 "% FA e, QY
oA o]474gol BETE AeUE o] &3] 4t
2 AZAsn 2] E2E ¢ Ut "
7Hd 1-1, 1-2, 1-3, 2831 1-4& AAHA.

B4, RN REAde RAT 9FS
olEoy F34 gde goE 4% A
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Y=Y - ¥E5 - ol%R

(R v-5) 7Kd ¢35 &t 2%

7Hd B2 %
s | o0 i ax | ‘% | an
1-1 Tn o] &2 H-)R8A4 0.33 2.79 0
1-2 | ra o] 87 Y-)o] 8-804 0.71 9.01 0
1-3 | 7a o] £ ¥-)FHA 0.19 3.41 0
1-4 741 o] &3 Y-HA71 &Y 0.47 7.14 0
2-1 712 FARTA-) T2 0.16 2.79 ]
2-2 732 A2 352 13 -0.002 | -0.029 X
3-1 713 B AR O R B S 0.017 0.32 X
3-2 73 BT EY-HFAE Y 0.15 2.51 0
4-1 714 ZA A U-) 784 0.13 2.56 0
4-2 | rm 23| 9-)0]4-80]4 0.12 2.43 0
4-3 Tx ZAAY-HFAATE 0.41 6.85 0]
4-4 Y 44 ZAAYL-A718E 0.12 2.12 O
5 B35 F84- 80182 0.16 2.57 ¢}
6-1 B12 o480l -) K84 0.25 2.86 0]
6-2 Bs2 o} &-8o|d-)dAol &= 0.36 4.92 0]
7 Bs3 T8 @A E -0.15 | -2.88 X
8 Bs4 A7) EE-)EA o] & 0.087 1.51 X

A P & AdY o] Bysivin A4
+% JeEYE #&3ttn AZsht, Bl 7id
& 3A AdEAe Fevde Aot a2y 7}
A 2-12 AXHen, 7M 2-28 AAHA @
et £ AANIIEN L F&Ade /AP
dgo] JeptA ofgkeyd, 84 FHde £
¢ 92 PAe AeE deEn. oA TN
#le) F5e)EHE A A4EFS el 7
€ %ol Aztaht Ay #448E 1 TF 7
AR e gede Aod. MWy 7M 3-1&
AR ggtont 7H 3-2& AAHUG.

AR, 229 Ade F84, ol &80, FEH
T, AZIEY ZRAA o 9FUANY. S

902

3 FaA gtid g FFHo] Ay wded,
AHY o] o] dF 2F9| AYo] ¥ETF 24
oA BdEe] A AHY o]8< ETin
A4geE ¢ & o "M 7H 441, 4-2, 4-3
2 4-4& AAHU.

A, 843 ol &8old =F A FA
olgxe] fF Fo ARE e AR Ye
gk 22y o] E FdAMe 848 0§80
Aol olgxd © 2 L uiAE 20U
ojRE AU F&ol oM FEYHT o8&
olgde] o 8% 2A9< yehle Rolth. of
g AME dA A9 ZE AREO] ofn) AHUS
F84< QA 7] WEd ol8e HYYE
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He 288 89og AN AW, oH of
A% ALETY HE, Aol BAl S02 gl
AFEA AN YE RoT HNE 4 Ut
gk 71 59 7Hd 6-1 2 6-2% AN
HAA, dA ol$E0) BE 2BY Fue oy
oth, F@A FHE FrAE ol4Ed Be o
$¢ vAge 712 249 FYsde g8 2
ATNNE FBA PHol FACEES 2ol A
g ulxE Aoz eyt geld A 73 A4
8e AAHA FATh ol Az gaiH T
BANA A EOW 232 Pl ARolSE
of 48 FIAE ol ol AMolLEs} 2
R P d%e nAgn Azs 2 & 9
2. @i QEUE 8ol olgdn A P ol&
Ae 9 AREe 7lUe Bl Astn, A
o] o] g3tz A% ogate FWAREY 7Y
M2 Az 42 4 Ydn AzEd. ody
Age e a@aw sjagolor & zloln 3
7HEQ1 A7t e,

WAHoz B 4¥s 2 TAMS $84,
ol &gl 43} o] &t WAL 712 B A

o dx)ake H¥o] BR, FBATE ¥ AE
¥7 olgxzte] BAE TPR RReM Azs
Ao £ HAZT 3o}, ABYlY Fgo]
e ARsE 48 B3 Holai & 4 .

m{m

v.d E

1. 2] 2lo] gl AJARY

2 d7e JHUY F8o tsto ol gl U

ZYEIT 29 MaE 20004 119

Ueldel #8200 Bt 4 o7

dAtolt}d. Davis® TAM
H]-%_o.i TPB¢ 1990t} FEI|&58q &
ATFENA AANE F2 JARFES ¥ T3]
FE7lEe £8& REE AN Aepl 4
FEE Ae adEd JABAE Py
£ 479 o9& dg 2o,

A, TAMZ TPBY ®FEo] U4 AR
784S AU 498 F Jderts 2S5
olg WS X¥E B d79 YL A
A3 TAMe| #&E 1990dd 9752 AHesln
ol 712 & dA79 2L AAstn AZEA
ST E4EH F84, o] 880ld ¥ ol 8x9
o A= TAMY Zz¢ FYg dupdars et
Wi 3lo] TAM Ege] 3y FE7|&9 $:89)
289 F &S BAFAUY w3 FAHer ¥
e JAHEFEo| {84, o] 88|, FHY
B, A71EGd 3y o] {eojF ARE Holn

A Ag3HE wilsle

r$L

o O iy

Slo} o5 WESe) WaAg "‘EH-ril e,
$A, B a7e gagEsed QY #8
H9¢ Ausdrte Aot du AHE Wa

711 e 7P 2 8 v o 4A3d
32 7S ozt AdsHe JHUE 4%
of glof, HFol8AEY WA B ArE B
AE sefsisct.

ARAQl A7dze HAvR™, §84, o8¢
o, FeAMTE, A7AEH 75‘—- AR S
4TS F9 BAE AP, =Y TAM
oM 48 F847 o880l 28jn ol&xT
IABAE AAHYD. o2 Ade AFH I
& 2ZYEAE T3 22 FR7)ed F84 o
g 71&9 A7 23 fAbEgT 28y TPBe
A AFHAD ol &zl tE FARFY 2 A
R8T B AHYS &N HFHA R
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oq, g8yl F80] e FRIE 4 I
g F= Yoe HedE B9FAY. ol B
Aol ABYle] AFdte A7 7kR) AEx
250G #8381 e gvde Ae BdEd
A4dn. ol & A7 Zie JdHUY
FEI o Y 2A5) 9¥Y FxE ¢ + 3l
A diFn JH FE3 dE olgE 22 5
AE Aol

2 d7dM BAE 2HE uger A8 £
&9 slol AAME Hehd o3t 2o

A, o} &&ol el g 2z2E & & . ¢
EHule] o] §-8old2 Aol &z 7HE 2 s
dez Yeiuy) W, ol 8Atee] dHUE B
o A olgar] A &I} A=Y Faol 7
T ditdes AE7EY 2] ol4A] A
T+, AzEY o] fo] B3 F e Gate] 2rd
Ad e AR7ies A Tl doHe #84
Br} o] §8ol4o] o & dF8dolgn HPATF
SoA AT @A dede e 279
3 @+ 3, oA ARUY J1se A
OE FHrleo] gle FE asd, oj8AEd
ojgql W AFHY n{F Aol Pedrin
Az

A, 840 dE nHoIG. YUY Foel
AN o] &l th JHHQ FFo| o] &8
ARG ta Wrle AT 938 FYF 9¥8
Ao Yeyt. o849, FYRsY, 23X Y,
oj§-&olo] 8439 HPgader verl o
2o, #8432 JARuFs o9 wWAgEE
93 stn ot oW FRIIE0E /87 7%
T FE8 #FA R Aol o] SAERNH
AAFE Aol7] HEd &AL o] &goldrn
+AaAoz azord slloin,

Q:

My o

904

AR, 7119 ABUl 0|83 th FzolTh.
o[ 8BEL F84, o1&, FAAWMYE, A
2Y 2FA 2 9% Jehhd. AdEue
o838 E E°7] AT Y AA ojgA
E ol8¥ & e MY sr-TaIt 2FolFok &
Aok, +3 Yete dA 2% PCY BFH 2d
9 BAE PN AT, LAN 849 o
BAet 7PgolMe By )&t AFEHE BET
AT HASHA] X8 AR, 88 A Aol F
A 7k o2 A& AU AUl o] Ao
Folsttt. A ojgAy, FTEA 1 AFA
JHUE o] 4T £ e 84 24 dF Yo
A&Ho g o]Fojz{o} & Holo},

WA, AL g Fzolth. B4 HEre
& 23 74980 olg3tes 18y J3g F
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An Empirical Study on Factors
Affecting the Acceptance of Internet

Soon-Chang Park* - Kyung-Soo Chung** - Jae-Rock Lee***

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to develop an information technology acceptance model and
test it empirically using field survey. To achieve this purpose, various theoretical frames
related to technology acceptance model have been extensively reviewed including the theory
of reasoned action(TRA), the technology acceptance model(TAM), and the theory of planned
behavior(TPB).

Based on literature review, we proposed a technology acceptance model and tested it
empirically using the field study. This model was designed to predict and explain the usage
behavior of Internet. The data were analyzed with structural equation modeling with
LISREL 8.12.

The major results of this study are as follows:

First, usefulness was influenced by experience, task equivocality, organizational support
and ease of use. Second, experience and organizational support were determinants of ease -
of use. Third, experience, task interdependence and organizational support influenced
subjective norm. Forth, self-efficacy was influenced by experience and organizational
support. Fifth, use and ease of use had positive effects on present usage but subjective
norm had negative effects. Finally, self-efficacy had not significant effect on usage.

Key Words: Information Technology, Technology Acceptance Model(TAM). Internet
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