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Abstract

Background and objectives :

In Taiwan’s medical industry, many hospitals began to adopt RFID technology
for enhancing patient safety. But there are some obstacles to the adoption of RFID in
the hospital, some medical staff are resistant to use the RFID system. This study
intends to use the “Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology” (known as
UTAUT) developed by Venkatesh et al. (2003) as a foundation and combine the
“information system success model ” developed by DeLone & McLean(2003) into a
theoretic framework. The research model is validated by hospital staff, who have
RFID system operation experience before; forknowing the key predicting factors

related to hospital users’ behavior toward RFID system.

Method : \

This is a cross-sectional study. A fullfsﬂcale suvey was conducted after the
questionnaire was modified base on the fe;(-iback of expert validity examination. After
looking for hospitals’ cooperation and permissi'on; five hospitals agreed to join this
study. The participants of this study include physicians and nurses of ER department
and OR department. All samples came from convenient samples. There were 128
valid samples with collection period from July 3rd to August 22, year 2008.

Result :

There are 4 key components extracted: performance expectancy, perceive
facilitate and ease of use, system and information quality, and social influence. These
four independent variables together explain 81.6% (R square value) of the behavior
intentions of using RFID. The research result indicated that performance expectancy
(beta=0.429) has a higher influence than system and information quality (beta=0.366)

on user’s intention to use RFID, followed by social influence (beta=0.223) and

v



perceive facilitate and ease of use (beta=0.171). Except for two moderate effect

hypotheses, all hypotheses are supported from the survey data.

Suggestion :

To encourage the willingness to use RFID system, for hospitals that have already
adapted RFID system should start with information and system improvement; for the
ones who wish to implement RFID, our study provides suggestions on effective
prioritization amount different staffs. Government should give impetus for drug
labeling integration and implementation of RFID system to consolidation among
hospitals. Researchers in the field of RFID analysis should aim to have in depth study

on newly launched case.

Keywords : radio frequency identiﬁcation(RFID); unified theory of acceptance and

use of technology(UTAUT); information Sglstem sucgess model(ISS); technology
L R .
acceptance; patient safety | ==
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Goal 1 : Improve the accuracy of patientidentification.
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Goal 2 * Improve the effectiveness of communication among caregivers.
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Goal 4 : Reduce the risk of health care—assbmated 1nfect10ns
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Goal 5 : Accurately and completely recongile. medications across the continuum of care.
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Goal 6: Reduce the risk of patient harm resulting from falls.
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Goal 7 : Encourage patients’ active involvement in their own care as a patient safety strategy.
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Goal 8 : The organization identifies safety risks inherent in its patient population.
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Goal 9 Improve recognition and response to changes in a patient’s condition.
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B FEL g R R F AR PHPEEFEP AR
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241 PHEIHZ PHEZH |
PR AR Ry Venkatesh £ J\ 2003 '-EE ”Lra‘a‘i:. Dz PHELER T AR
el s~ 51 2 PLER R S T R 4R i ﬁ%@ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁ??ﬁﬂg cF fFEPEELE
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1. 3217 5 72 % (theory of reasoned action, TRA)
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P2 -FERIAE LR AR RERAE TR R F LB
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1§ B(Fishbein, 1975) e TRA A& s * A 38 (% £ » 304 (7 4 §— B - pen
Ho5k ,iﬁ,;fgrif% ENMEREEFFEFT G TAR R s v 3 K2
% (Davis et al.,1989 ) -

TRA L &5 A BEK T # 1 (@)F A 8F 75 P Ladtp fpehfiinT -
(b A B3 7 5 P> AP any § o BHGVEHEZ &G

(1) 7 & A & (attitude toward behavior) : 1>~ P (7 5 » B L #7 F il 5 &
(2) A A $e(subjectivenorm) * B A AL P £ & 2 AR5 B REE TR

P LRY FAAR (BAARIE RAGFLF SALERS PEDER)-

Y

(3) 7 & 3 & 8 % % =1 (belief evaluation about behaviors): {7 5 3 & (4ri7 &

RS L TINE L ST At 1 = &5 £ IR

P

CHES JE R Vil ﬁ\i(norrnatlve beliefsiabout behavior motivation to

comply) : 482 £ (4 i7 5 % ua;% mﬁi&i)'h KW@ A ELT L
_,J'"

2) rupEdeap Wl A
| a= |
i |
Belief Evaluation |y | Attitude
about behaviors toward
Behavior

Behavior Actual
Intention |[—»| Behavior

Normative Beliefs Subjective /

about behavior N
Motivation to Comply orm

Bl 2-4.1 T 7 5 T3 % B

2. 4 7 % 2% (theory of planned behavior, TPB)
1985 & > Ajzen 1245 TRA #-5% £ 28 W > 3 4o 305017 5 #54 ° Ajzen 325 TRA

i fE e A2 TARARP  BRARHE L VDRI RRREG S el
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TRBAAFE Y ZEERBEREELEEAANS NI T 52 BRELD
AR FE > Tinar T A4 (Ajzen, 1985) o s im 2424 ) 5 B A #raof B R
B A RFEER - A& % Pl T J14E (perceived facilitate ) : & {7

5
FRELNEEDTRT FI 2 415 A(control belief) : B A ¥ p 2w FiEiT

EE LA EbET o B [ L."ﬁ;%fgxf‘ o @ {7 A& %fif_l_ﬁ*ﬁa%ﬂ‘l/&’* TRA =_& o
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Belief Evalugtlon - ) 1
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Behavior N Actual
Intention Behavior
Normative Beliefs about o /
Behavior —» | Subjective
Motivation to Comply Norm e
Perceived Perceived
Facilitate — Behavioral
Control Control

B 2-4.25 % 7 5 T8h % £ )

3. # 34 = 53" (technology acceptance model, TAM)

TAM #_Davis T2 7 2184 5 HAfo ¥ 24224 7 2124 4 1989 # 4% 11
HEP SRR Al (T TP ERE I E @Y AR A T fRIRT]S
WRFLLECER LT INEL OB RR LY L NP R
L AR PHEES AR S c TAM A A BT (@)
e * PEFLZER Y DR RO B AR DA EF)F Loy
Mginaed * 2 (Davisetal ,1989) « # 58 42 % & 2

(1) 7u#vF * {4 (perceived usefulness) : f e BIRHAT » i@ % H 43T * - Fr

SELET EEENE P SRS TR
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(2) 4% * [ (perceived ease of use) © i * '?qz AT 2R Tk vy b
2R o

BB 2 o 2443 40 0 R 8 kL W A A f § A AR TS

Davis 535 2 faflge & 20 vh s 50 £ 72 3 3 BaRlE 0 TIRG L 0
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Bl 2-4.3 fHPde 2 15 AR R

4. FH X #0372 (technology acceptance model 2, TAM2)

TAM #\ RS-+ Eanigeic s R IF'%Z Davis ¥ Vankatesh 32 7 4p B = 7 (S »

2000 #H 3R A TAM2 e 27w { Bz aie  TAM2:n5 i B &
AR YT APRFEOF o SRR AR OE o v TAM H 4 0
TREBE, 2 TRieidl ) 8 BN T R T o TAM2 MR R
W@ L RE RS LRl 220 0 2 ERT MR AL
¥

IR B PR g £ )R (Venkatesh et al., 2000) -
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BEY S HEACR] 2-4.4 #7om o BN Y R R BT
(1) 43§ H(social influence) : # 7 "2 B | (subjective norm)¥r " 25 % |
(image) » " i B4 | n* TRA Z €& m "4 % Bldp i * X I0 AIATH
FF IR G B AALE B R o
(2) Ars4](cognitive instrumental) @ A 334 * Mend|Er > WA kp
FHRE TR AR PR Rehmire HP o D1 TR B | (job
relevance) £ 30 5 AL ELT L 202 (B afe B F%J ' & (output
quality)®_% stit 3 E738% 543 5T % % E 7 % | (result demonstrability)
A * ZI RIRTTIE S % T R o
M A * M (perceived usefulness)£? 3u4v % * 4 (perceived ease of use) &
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5. #>#4°;% (motivational model, MM)

Vallerand # 1977 £ #% d1- B X p 3w B E R s 818545 > 205 #8800
BRI RIF L aE R RN TR AT SRR Y P E
PHEWEATELNERTF) G omn b ll i p B Ah il gg2 25> 2
AT ERZ T2 o APHELPMA L Y o Davis ¥ 4 31992 £ ¢
kol ILAELB MR H Y T AL B LR Y KR AT

g

S AR R it REATR R R R

(1) *+ A # % (Extrinsic Motivation) : {7 # e3 {7 £ %] 5 & * 'fﬁ TEIERF

NH AR ER AR o plhestd 1 T b EA AR

(2) P “d 8 (Intrinsic Motivation ) : (7.8 &34 7 % TR AP and TR ARt

(bl4e: #48) 2 2F Eim &5 1t FIRRER "X B R 78 -
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- — -2

.. - ||
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/ Use Usage
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Bl 2-4.5 & 5 45030 7 HE

6. FHIEX P& FH 7 5 LW & 5 (combined TAM and TPB, C-TAM-TPB)

Taylor and Todd(1995)3% % » TAM % £ #-4: € %1% 2 #241 %1% 4 » B § #5

® o dean i@ BN 1 48 % # (Toylor et al,,1995)0 ¢z £ £ 5 TPB 9| F]+ 11 2 TAM

i P B P A S L - AN FADMAT ] o B MATHO R
FREATPHELGFL G RB LGRS T RRRY F RS B

A ke ¥ A3 AWML R ERDRY KL 3PN G Gk
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B 246 2 H; 2472 B H TSR | (attitude toward behavior )~ 2
J
3.4 | (subjective norm) ~ ' 23407 4 324 erceived behavioral control) % ;5 *
J ) 7l (P
LEELEEH L TE 0 A Y 2 Tanaeg e (perceived usefulness) ~ i

% * 1+ ) (perceived ease of use) A4k * FLHIH X W\ 2 T & o
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| ==
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7. B A 7 *e i * 7% (model of PC utilization, MPCU)

Thompson % 4 #1991 & %3 Triandis (1977)e74 % {7 2 #58  * A IS 4g
Ao I RS KIRIR B A T Ree® * o Thompson #- Triandis 5% ¢ 2. 4+
(affect) ~ A~ ¢ ] (social factors) ~ & i% i (facilitating conditions) =  # & &
31 % 5 2R M- f 5 % (perceived consequence) s = 4§ 52 & (complexity) ~ 1 1Eif &
B (job-fit) 27 £ #p %% % (long-term consequence)tc » fi;% o e W1 F 2@ 7 5 » T &
78 ;8] &  (Thompson et al., 1991) °

YA 2-4.7 40w 0 eV P AP W S

34



(1) 4+ (affecttowarduse) : BA ¥ E - HZFHMEFEL o & f o R X
(2) 18& % i (facilitating conditions): 4 32 5 33 &3 E ¢ HL R FE N HK

FIBFE L F RS

?{r

(3) A~ ¢ F14 (social factors) © B A % R $F ML g2 L anp LT 2
B EALERIRT B A B A 2 B PR R o

(4) & 2 % % (long-term consequences) : *7# ke % #-€ FRA kb s o

(5) 2 174 £ R (job-fit) * i 4 4P fz & % I AT A A E R s
B o

(6) #F 721+ (complexity) : B A F4 F|— 5 LIRTADFFELIVIDFR R @ * AR R o

Affect toward Long-term
Use \ = / Consequences
Facilitating Utilization of |-, I
Conditions H}_)_C_ﬁ
Social / : 1 5 W/ Complexity
Factors . I -

B2-4.7 B 4 T 5 e 05 2R

8. AIFTH 4732 % (innovation diffusion theory, IDT)

TRIFT) EAp B A SR H AR - BATORE C VRS T
AApplAT- TFFP > SEFTHBERE AL § JSehs | B BiLenifig -
_Roger % 1983 # &8 F Tk ! » Bjaf e * 445 % AT AT > T 7
FE - T i ooa A5k AE 2 A K s - Moore £ Benbasat #1991
5% Ak ¢ B 0 IDT p g AT > S SR A OfEd * 20 B A LR
HETy oo

HHCS Ao R 2-4.8 #Tor o HEV Y B EP Wk G G
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(1) #p ¥ B4 (relative advantage) : i&78 AIRTH AL S L 2w 8 * 5 22
AR e

(2) % * M (easeofuse) : — FFAIFTALIL S * 5 & F 2 f2 & o

(3) 4P % 1(compatibility) : - IFAIFTAR B L& ¥ H W5 B IR D ER
BUE B Sk - RAHER o

(4) 2% E 7 t(result demonstrability) : & * 538 g3 T uE R B % 0 & FHHF
MR B

(5) ¥ * [(trialability) @ % 78 £ 3T e » AR AR R -

(6) B B+ (voluntariness of use) : @ * X 3F AT G ZpRE~ o £ 20
A2 R

(7) 25 % (image) : 325 FIEAIRTE. V3B A 25 % 4 B Ak € TRB » enfR

i3
(8) T L i (visibility) B £ 5 PR O A RE ¢ R ¥ 0k iz
Relative e | . - Voluntariness of
Advantage \ _ 2 / Use
Ease of Use @[> Usage — Trialability
Result / \ Compatibility
Demonstrability
Visibility
Image

] 2-4.8 £1ATHH 402 3 % 1

9. At ¢ sarIZ 4 (social cognitive theory, SCT)
# WM¥ w28 7 Albert Bandura % 1) 6k € 3T G A 4F A M7 5 A B
PRI - AN EY R TS ET AR IREAETY 2 MAeTRY >

R AT N F R AR E A TRIAE oAk § AT A FE
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FeN2RBEFFZ e L FHFFDAFRDOIT Y > REP B A DFL -
Compeau 14 %2 Higgins * 1995 & #-pt s * & T %o * {7 5 b o H 050 3 e
B 2-4.9 #777F > {30 ¢ AP TE G
(1) 3¢ #p % % - % 3.(outcome-expectations-performance) : 7 & e7F 78 % » &
LR (TAp R S % A IR o
(2) 3R #P & % -B £ (outcome-expectation-personal) © {7 7 e & B % o Fu] g
FOMRAER B LR A RRR DI
(3) B #orxii (self-efficacy) : 3u 5 B 4 & * PR+ R - FTEHON
1 feehi 4 2 28
(4) dF(affect) © B A R - (75 g 4F o

(5) E g (anxiety) © % #hT| £ 7 5 oA g A F

Computer | . " Affect
Self-Efficacy iz
Anxiety
Outcome-Expectati
ons (Performance)
Ly| Outcome-Expectati
on (Personal) — Usage )

B 2-4.9 4k § TRATE G 2 HE B
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2-4.2 PP i * FLHA(UTAUT)

SEKOEFAMMA L EPF R AR Y F AT S R

1 =

SN mv)gwmﬁxé» Ry A2 — o e B

4

54
EBAL AT S AT A N S

¥

I

PR LA ST AL 6 R SRR fRE T R F R S T PR
40%11 b R o

em G ATA RS P RBERENF ARG FIRAN  F - B
Al R T F R AT Y o TR SR AL R PE B P R G
ﬁﬁ%ﬂ*%“W&%éwﬁﬁa&mﬂwﬁﬁmﬁ%omwvamhsgg
72003 E¥FEE KAPBM AT (T - § DA WA > FIE D L CEF BOR
AFEFEE ox AR AT PR L G SRS g w2 N B IR
B h-A il sy @ * e il Jj(unlﬁed theory of acceptance and use

of technology, UTAUT ) 137 2 fi _71& _f_’ i ;ﬁ“gb TRV S R SN R

S HE% » TRA e s ) TAM 417 5% » TPB
\ gl /
] : i S L P
BRSO MM | UTAUT < & ki
£ H5  C-TAM-TPB

B AT e * st MPCU FIATH AL o IDT \ A g snivIis o SCT

1=

B 2-4.10 UTAUT 322 5% 3 &

TR Rl
BIE) PR B TG RS L b BN RS B R R BIERE S

b

Venkatesh et al. (2003) & & = T (e 3 RE 873

X RS JRAR 4 AP HIRATH 24 L 69% 0 R E B WS F oA 1
x?ﬁf%ﬁ W’f#(fﬁﬁ# m+?% )mfz‘:a% ‘f«ﬂ’kxﬁ‘lﬁ EF,\_;J, 1:3__}
23 T0% + ehfzfdd o

B PR E RN P RN RIS S BEG o A uE
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s ¢ (performance expectancy )~ g #f % # (effort expectancy )4+ 3 32

influence ) frifie if 2

Z(social

(facilitating conditions ) > ¥ “t 5 w B+ 3 ¥ : Y

(gender) ~ ## (age) >~ 5% (experience)~ p B¢ (voluntariness of use) e

FES
Bl 4e Bl 2-4.11 #777 - Venkatesh ¥ A 35 T2 Av ¢ B PR* (75 0 8 75

LR IS

P TN A AR e RS EREPRY 75

G (B F) R B L RSEIER LR (7

B~ EH N EBRE AR

d: ¥ ﬂ};
Performance

Expectancy

YA
Effort
Expectancy

A RN

”

Behavior Use
[\ i : Intention Behavior
AR N

Social

Influence

LECAEN
Facilitating

Conditions

ERZ) & = PR
Gende Age Experience Voluntariness of Use

& 2-4.11 UTAUT 2 #-5

+ 1
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B IVAR ]| Ei‘*u UTAUT sz B i & f£ 4 (core determinants ) e j& il 4o
1. $»cHp ¥ (performance expectancy )

MERE THApGRYEIE AR AE 1 T b e F e R o A
by ﬂﬁ\; B Y hT BHEG @ 45 C 3uArg * M (perceived usefulness ; TAM /
TAM2 / C-TAM-TPB) ~ ¢} % #* # (extrinsic motivation ; MM) ~ 1 i¥i & & (job-fit ;

MPCU) - 1p ¥t g % (relative advantage ; IDT) 2 2 3 #F 4 I(outcome-expectations ;

SCT)E 3 % » Himp % HIZhod 241 0 2 - Hd BB ? Hie * LAFL
TR TR A G L AWM g R BN T
Hed B3 AATE T v MU R EdLa L B Y S B R > R

RN P rr N EdEa PR G B REAF R

£ 2-4.1 &R 2 o AR I < fr

Model Construet ' Definition
(N [\EEepmBa r F e -
TAM / TAM2 / ol T el b LW
= S SR VE: T N W - R r s s E
C-TAM-TPB percelved useﬁﬂneé’S‘: " ’ L
3

L RS R

ok ".rf.r% : &
MM ..ﬁ’%. B R AL EER AR
extrinsic motivation *

~

dorcd 1 Tk s doFrA AR o

1 e & BAApG R R PR T AR
MPCU FRER e f
job-fit E reenfe B o
1R A I A|FTH AR LG 2T * ek
IDT st ips = F
relative advantage F 2 AR o
Y55 (HR) FLP TR s HuEE 1 (Tl
SCT outcome-expectations e _
Bh R IRIEY -
(performance)

2. ;g% 4 (effort expectancy )
M &R TRYF FRDPERR - F kp e BHEF = BiEs R &
$t 3 B A B AP R E R Y (TAM)sa i 5 * [ (perceived ease of use) ~ 1 X &

i * 5038 (MPCU) en4g 214 (complexity) 2 2 £] 374547324 (IDT)e % * |4 (ease
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of use)  Venkatesh et al. (2003)3% % T A $Fi¢ * (sehy 4 Y € FlPEwu -« & & 5
AR U FAPA L EEREYRET LRI EFR T SR H e

/}E\A Lo

% 2-42 BripH Yy 4 ’f%{-‘]l AP B IR~ R

Model Construct Definition
A h R FIFH R - PR
TAM / TAM2 3
perceived ease of use AR R
sl B A A Bl - I AIATAR B T3 2
MPCU g ) H =
complexity =i N
% q" II‘:}_’_
IDT - FFAIFTAILE A R 2 2R
ease of use

3. A #FHF 5 (social influence )

A AL T ATEDE B AT Bz B ks R - B

PHELZEH (TRA)~HFH 5 ;/mi PB) ﬁiii#&}s Bt 2 (TAM2) ~ #4

(T
BN EEFLERE S S $ ;;F; AM- TPB) w1 AL AR AL (T L LR
# (subjective norm) » #73j m‘r,l_?u%%u l?*:fﬁ '-ia%; T A ARIEY h A TR S hE
RSN REEL TERS " e T S S RS R
= LB (BI) e%h85 L d Fishbein & Ajzen ** 1975 # &= TRA A3 ) ¥ *h
7B ARG Y (MPCU) sk ¢ %14 (social factors) 14 2 £ RTH# 402 %
(IDT) ) % (image) » B o &2 Ap B -

Venkatesh et al. (2003) 322 AR F L @ * Lo 2 FFenbl ¢ X 3w ~ &

e GHRE AR ZOTFFFRT S AFERFHEL L T LAY

R F RN R HEA AT EF AR ARER T LR
P L PP F AR B §F 2 Y - KPR B DY
PR BREF R
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%243 SAHEEHES A MR

Model Construct Definition
TRA/TAM2/ LB (RS TR FRE- e oy o
C-TAM-TPB / o NP
IRNA T & ENR o
TPB subjective norm g ¥ i
g F1R BAXF RIS L p LB 2
MPCU ,
social factors Fraab g RinT B A BB A2 bk e
DT A5 % e w AT BB A RN A€ TR
image By endR B
Rt i% ¢ (facilitating conditions )
Venkatesh etal. (2003) 325 s - FIZ § e BT 75 - #H e xi B

#
FHT AL N ST R R R o L“‘Jfﬁ‘i ? A5 TIRATE A

Y

(perceived behavioral control ; TPB/DTPB - C-TAM-TPB) ST igaeiE 2 (facilitating
conditions ; MPCU) ~ I 4p % 4y (compatlblhty IDT) o & ¢ #r3) M 3udeis 544
SELASEE SN B - PHIC el ﬁs:ng (‘_?_sf}f-efﬁcacy) T A ;T*‘u‘xd% P AP
iR en e TR R B ) AR A R et T AR A
M{@%ﬁm;fmgm$%ﬁAﬁ£uiﬁéw - ROOERE  TERBE R E

fe s fiing v i et % o

 2-4.4 frUGETE ARG AR ML 2

Model Construct Definition
TPB/ el Al | B PRIl 2§ p Aol (B

perceived ARPp e o ARG R T A ELIED) ~ TR EAER

C-TAM-TPB _ N "~
echavioral control | & /4 % F iR e ik
RE 6E 1 ) o .
T BARG G ENERRY NERFZLRSFHER
MPCU facilitating N
. FrEs

conditions

DT A - JERIRTAR B ¥ F];,f;{:»—,‘iﬁal?ml% B R~
compatibility AR Sk REER o
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5. + # % #(moderators)

mbute B3 L4Ee b UTAUT o2 fime 5w B SREF O+ f %
¥ Mw(gender) ~ & #£(age) ~ & * 55 (experience)!? 2 p Fg {4 (voluntariness of
use) - 3 AP MAT L AL £ S R hea T h o N FIE 5 6l 3 S 4

e e L R P iu G Mo G TR T

o gﬁ.ggfgs—% SRR e A e 2 B2 > fo pFd >t A Mol i Bl e A e

o

o

711\“\

MAr# e 58 ) » # P & (Venkatesh et al., 2000 ) - UTAUT F i&- # 22 44738
WARM Bl (doE &) TEFhA S > T B R F IS B Bl & i

(complex interaction) € @ F L B F o bldo: A TPy | Hit* Lo

o

PE G AN F RELERT o A M A dok 4 2 ERLF]E 0 P E

gg.:’—f—;g',bl_/\ I’L;‘if*’ 5: ];199‘@? : + Fﬂpyd J}"f'é JE\. ‘ rj—y_g’;fg_@'%‘i ,—!».t}_;]u]u

LEEA R L R R *“‘%mﬂﬂr m*" Mogm & TAAREEE R i
i%ﬁ‘n&j’%y s

ST s X 3L S
2 =

B & £ ok ()

L R IR R R ’-ﬁ;ﬂ%ni v kd
K
2]

‘B

H AT %fiﬁihdasm« mﬁ DB B A iTf
Bog ALY Gk R fEm YRR (Venkatesh et aI ,2003) -
PHELEEY FARRRE T 207 FARELEROREH P i

REFT - BERATREE A A S EF T} P 1R 5 fee

P
=y
Y

@ FRLhmRbd L UIERIA R Y FRLTAPKSEL BT FD

FILL T S BB R Y AT AR R A s A

bt 4

@y

1

—N

e SHEA PR E R A DU 75 nal s Bt
70% (Venkatesh etal., 2003 ) K> P iE R F]» A7 R m fi * FE

WA FEA R @ RFID it R2 3 RFFF %
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24 %

Tk 2 7 03¢ (information system success model)#_DeLone ¥2 McLean %
1992 & %47 180 AP B A7 7 fo T ot > H B4 de @) 2-5.1 777 » 325 k&
B (system quality)£ 3 3t & & (information quality) § 3531 & stemig * (use)& i@

2 % 7% & & (user satisfaction)ig = B2 58 > @ g kg * B2 g —g Y W AR AR

#~# (individual impact) » 1 * ®# ] & i = 2 5 ¥ (organizational impact)

P
S8 .fvl‘-‘l% *

e :
: B A R
i’ s {8
FRET : i®
E /% pN ﬁi

®] 2-5.1 DeLon¢ & McLe;anTl9.92)7 G
Pitt et al.(1995)i2 i DeLong & McLean(1992)L IRl S 2
AT FRINFTAINP GPRGE &F » F t“)f%;zirgg 4o TPRFESH ) (service
quality)iz B i 6 » T2 RA RS €8 f ST~ FTASTERETR Y &

B ig 'fﬁ;‘%,‘%fi o 4§ 2-5.2 1o o

=
w
et
=3
\ 4

|

|

|

4 1
%t h
!
1

) |

|

g 4 fas | !

s 1
o : E"J”J-E%fgri é‘fﬂ%ifg :
X '

il --- f !
g |

y s 1

73 1
1

1

1

|

Rl 2-5.2 Pitt, Watson & Kavan (1995)2 3 3 i 5L 54 50
KRS B B R F R OV B 02 & gk DeLone &2 McLean
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B F 2003 & £ATHRAR T p 1992 R NH e 10 E B enip ATy o A
T #-E 300 F AT g 51 T A AR HEN U P X T E Y A2 100 § E o
R RFEE Y R0 BHREE R B RAseiN1F 0 84 2 1o DeLone
22 McLean F %, Plttﬁﬁﬁi’“ﬁ% 2 gt B CIRIE S e 2 HER Y oA RA
BF A AL N AT H g * (use)P R 0 T A ¢ 450 & 4 ;% (mandatory) i
* ~ B 3% (voluntary)enig * ~ 2 Sr(informed) i * ~ 2£2 Fr(uninformed) i * -

3 7% (effective)® * 12 2 i »z (ineffective) i@ * & 7 f ek ;% » ¥yt DeLone&

McLean (2003)3% % ¢ * 2 70 4v F i@ * § o (intention to use) § £ & if ¥ 10 F]
a0 e A - 8k R (attitude) 0 & * ]~ f& {7 5 (behavior) ° (DeLone, 2003)

H g s 2 Tk S B N Ao ] 2-5.3 A o

T = LI f
Ry g
P ir‘-’.‘;?’f AN X . | : ZHE
iy, 4
R EERLAR
] A
PRI &R

] 2-5.3 DeLone & McLean(2003) F 3t & $o= 74 #5¢

DeLone & McLean(2003)3% % » T &F ~ s RS HF RIS FEFZ §H
FRYP AR L2 R EFARLR AR F DR L0 2 R F AR R
ERFRadr o R o §EPEPRT K L2 Y

o

(:m\ﬂr

£
T;z,a;gf;; o I TF L if 2 f#a,i

1. 31 5% (information quality )

FARASTEApETR S AR R P F ¢ 35 I A dd(accuracy)
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7 4% (reliability) ~ £ & {4 (importance) ~ #p B {(relevence) ~ i Bri(clarity) ~ =
#E 14 (completeness) ~ % PF 4 (timeliness) ~ 7 % 32 f#(ease of understanding) ~ % 2

M (security) & = -+ = 38 o

2. s 3u&F (system quality )
GRETIHETA AR AL R TG FREPF R BB
(convinence of access) ~ ¥ if J& |2 (adaptability) ~ F#1id * |4 (data currency) ~ ¥ J&
P (response time) ~ & %tk F 4 (system efficiency) ~ % st ¥ {4 (system
reliability) ~ 3 4% & p % (database content) ~ % * % (ease of use)~ 4 5t Fx | (system

accuracy) & - N3 o

3. JRI%&F (service quality )
it Fom 4 R PRI 50 S r 4 iR % PZB #73] 2 SERVQUAL £ 4
(Parasuraman, 1988) » H % & 4% 7 714 (tangibles)> ¥ 3 4 (reliability) ~ 5 &

(empathy) ~ ® },@']tt(responsiveness)%: i,'\‘g,’f-“__;@_(éssurance)i‘:ﬁ I8 o

4. % e kAL (inteﬁﬁon Ito use/ uselb')_:c

i ﬁ?ﬁ ATl %?:EIP\ FoRBF AP/ FR
(amount of use/duration of use) ~ 31 i€ * (use by whom) ~ & * #  p ¢ (nature of
use) ~ & * 342 & (level of use) ~ p Fg «17i¢ * (voluntariness of use) ~ £ & & *

(recurring use) & -+ = 18 o

5. 1% '?qz 7 % A& (user satisfaction )
IEL R ﬁ Hig * F Ik ..“fuﬁi%J ek o RPN F ¢ 3RS & R (software
satisfaction) ~ /-3 1% R & (decision-making satisfaction) ~ ¥t % L8 % 3, &

(overall satisfaction)# 3 3t;% & & (information satisfaction)* % ~ 38 o

6. =2z % (net benefit)

e

RS PR RPN F e RS BRI 4 g B B



RARE S E Y A R MR MRS TR A e ST BT
TEEAP o

d 33 :f%%ffﬁ,?%?%?l‘%?\ % * RFID

PERE S S 4ede r ~ B 4e 1

‘E lzfu /E7 ZH

pF T R AR Y

RFID k sterfg 2447 B A (2 T,2005; =, 2007; #r= 29,2006) -

WAk

B BRI E AL LI eI RA > Fa PR RE e BN AT

BT ARABRSPN B e T ARG, 12 r"“%n—v’?Jrﬁﬁ:*ﬁ
)»/EH" 1:# —}onﬁ

"IRIEEF ) Pl g E ik &2 UTAUT A2 anitse
(facilitating condition) p j&F “TE£A4F > &7 3 » 53
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AEEALT K- Hak

BRI H ) F 2 SN RP TR NEETHE S 28 5FT 3 L R
HRKT FR FWP AT RIE 5T SERP T AITER Y a2 2 o

»
>

EERESEE S T3 55

B2 F(2005)# MR F B A FUAESTFIF 2 5T AUTAUT e B
g 4 % & o Schectman et al.(2005) 4" % ¥ PRt P ™ B ROR LT §
FERPIOHFFHET JAGLIALRSAETFF L ARG FRA L RF 2 &
B e & 0 gt B e UTAUT e »cd) ¥ (performance expectancy) P4 48 & - 2
RN ggm*’: T 2 F év’vtﬂ%;ﬂ"f SE iz ApM AT TR
UTAUTZ fﬁ_m (Brown, 1994; Gadd 2001; Lee, 1996) Flet > A7 ¢ M UTAUT
Brnoa R ﬁﬁgmﬁﬁo, ﬂﬁ&ﬁﬁ%hﬁhwﬂﬂ)ﬁ%? (3=
1§’MM-ﬁ;m2m@%m?2®pﬁ%I%E‘ﬁ%ﬂHD,mmﬁiﬁ%,

* sk gil‘R“ﬂUgﬁiff%9ﬁ¢*$wm%@ﬂ&7%’IUﬂAUH%
PTG REF G Tﬂtb.ﬁrxﬁ.ﬂ ?g, fr;:lé-? W ARA BN L TR
ABREH AR e 2L PR o

UTAUT" § o= + 3 %#c> ¢ 35185~ #d0 - %002 pRRL > o 20§~ F

FL¥t >t RFID 4 kLenig * 5 5 g dlid * > FIP @2 do R4 5 P R p I T® A 5

A f TS B R AT R R T AR Y E

ERDTEILLHITE LB A REPO N F AR BETRRA G 0
R FHATAREPRAR LR DL PP RAF L BEFRES

RFID } 35 § - BLpFR > 2 d 0 hfm g2 44 5 d 1] R EG - b
TS o kot A R R AT P00 £ - PR ’ﬁ%“ﬁi@“ﬁ
B o AR o Y HE A F R FEA R S HRE SRR LRk
o FRp FERSRGER AR e b0 AR g B ek of
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FART Ay F MBI BIRTRZ A S o RIS 2 SR REE R BIRF 2 R
AT R d RIEEY T IR T S R T RS v 3R
Fl % Ay WG #8074 o ¥ Schectman et al.(2005) A § ¢ # 1| F
FPEP B RN w0 R RIS T OF N RS PRI B A R
%55'“"(57% WERYRF AR AAZTRTL FpEFER o by Fﬁgﬂw‘fr 1 i3
* SRR R 0 T g e B - AT o B2 T (2005)0F7 § 4p OV i K
BEIRHPAERFIDeN® * 5 A7HdE > e frs @ * RFIDG g5 4 % 23 hameg 54

CEB T AFELHL T BFEA RS o Lo M LT g

LI A F RRACT IR R B A L

RA§ AR R4 UTAUT 055 12 2 1SS B30 @ 85 58 »

ke
=
e
2
T
P
=
o)

RAF T TRy A R TGRS 2

TFRETE e kd S LR SR ARS A AR R £ TR
@775 LR SRR ik LD @ 7 K H TRFID it ? v
‘P‘"‘

fmALR < R TR A@Aam%wsé: E%Eﬁfivﬁ
(%~ KT BR3P zé\néﬂﬁfwwéﬂéﬁg)ww—w& IE A~ s A

WACEIED AT E ;éﬁrl’] 3-1.1 ”err :

, 2y = =i
I?‘ &+ é,%‘ f ﬂ)i AN T N
B % rE<pi
- —— H7a-f H8
T WL T ®
#
e E 1 AFR <
R
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kBT [ b

R KT AR Bh 7% Sk e * ¥

Bl 3-1.1 77 3 % H R

49



Ryp AR P G R
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H3 3zl & amdl g i
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P FE AR HRFID 4 5t T skenh 2 ) 82 RFID ¢ sien
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T Ao, Pl g LD
FAIRA > FEA RS RFID Jobieh TiRaEix 2
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'Jl%q" rﬁﬁJ-§2}§-§°

-k
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H7f 440 &340 % o0 18 > ¥4 | RFID J} seih TEW SR aniive
RFID jise Mg * g ) MenB i g XTIR >  TE& ) P

H

H8: 4l & 4% 18 > %5;% 4 B % RFID % seenl B2cdp 3 22 RFID % el

*Row ) BBl kg % T F:;I;;u;}_g,g:rm 19,1 o

~

>

SENFIRFEFLHE
AT Y A WETF (cross-sectional) K 53 AF7 7 > 2 L PR 2 Mg
1

FREELAEL L ARG RRH O 2 AP BT D

)

FEXFRE FPIAIRRADFERIFELAZT 25 FE AR - F 3K
ﬁjﬁi}%’%‘i ’ ‘“;(_ g'ﬁ P\':'%%ﬁa"} "I7 " *ﬁ%ﬁa $FFBI§’ lj?ﬁ*ﬁiajé\zp
LATARE P > PR LG ) dide BB AEFIROT R R

%&i“’%*W%a?i@fﬁiﬁ%#%ﬁi“~ﬁ§iﬁmw$ i

s | |

218 szlﬁéjgkﬁ?ﬁifg;ﬂrﬁ ﬁi»]}ﬂmwu;@_; B2 s ¢4
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331 ?r%.&é P ¥

Kast 27 Rosenzweig(1974)in 5 T4 »c | ¢ 48 pEE LA 74 L HFE
A A EETRE S E S P RATEY TR F T OTF
(efficiency )¥? 3z % (effectiveness ) B Hm koAl sy AL A ' Coutput )
B~ (input) et 5 K§FE - e FraF Ldphk (S50 ) o > RS

(2ApfF ) hE > P2 d 3 P RenFREY )5 4 ek B LI 23 0 Hfeh

2R o
””— 55\\\
/’ e \\ ek
/ oL \ o
' > 7 >
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S o —
\~~~ ——_-’4
__ﬁ;‘ﬁ:-’i
® 3-3.1 & i‘.yf?:ﬁg_ﬁ:irﬂ
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FER 2 A N2 WM o R A4 o 4ok 330 SA

(Chakravarthy, 1986; Dyer, 1995; Venkatrafnan etal., 1986) -

%331 pEEYFr Lo

FEER) 0 5 A i

i BB LP L AR AR LRT R
H

Van de Ven et al.(1980) mjﬂ T e TEHMF M D S EASE )y 1
e r Bi - B —‘ﬁ“rfé’**o
Chakravarthy (1986) S¥pPRESERE -4 A4 CJIE-ED R TR

Venkatraman &

(1) Margoe~ (2) FE 5 (3) maoni

Ramanujam(1986)
(DA FiRAD BB - GHF -1 TRLAE
R S SR NS
Dyer & Reeves(1995) @) N - a 2" N
(3)%# AN I F AWM BT E -
BHF A3 FAD 0~ FEFE




Ba FRPHEET G E PR AR R S FEMB kL A
Foesh o R FRRBEFT ARG A0 B E(1995)#-F B oxdp 4 5 F
JRIZE ~ JRIED A ~ 2 r\%?ﬁ}_ Bp oo VL 1&(2002)35-—135 [ i‘I;fp TLe i %E%Fiﬁ‘rr

B Fldiadd ~ 2 xS s > 4ok 3-32 R o

% 3-32 Flrg a2 T B grd

TH(#E ™) B S v i

P”A FALT o BEEA AL DT A F A S s g;f,k»

Flood et al.(1994) TR R T ﬁ AR EEE TR T

A i '*ﬁxﬁ-l‘ %F‘« PHEESER -

(1) FRIIAE D dhodifags 4 5~ TIEEIRD $ o
55 & % (1995) (2) PRAR S A D deE B H A TIOM RS A P LA A
(B) WF hor= F o @3F H A RARE

L v % (2002) %%)% JRAE 5 ?l‘;’éié_J NEREE N R4

UTAUT & &t (a2 e 4ok N5 A4 4 % B i) £ k5
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~EH o
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e D

: H
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# 3-3.3 UTAUT 4 »c¥ ¥ (performance expectance)4g 78

CUTAUT 4 5clb 2 ($B < e 2mepmz) | da@
1) I would find the system useful in my job. 3O
2) Using the system enable me to accomplish tasks more quickly. P
3) Using the system increases my productivity. 444
4) If I use the system, I will increase my chances of getting a raise. A RESE

[HAUT#\WWﬂﬁtﬂ‘Wﬁm’4ﬁ”ﬁ§%%ﬁﬁf“?“¢*vﬂ&%*
Bt FEMAG R L A oot R F RIS Ay LA
RFID i St { ALAS A 4 % 2P RBET 5 Zd Erfep > e AP L3058
PRAP AR b & e~ B A% 2 R T AR B2 AR PR E DR R
TR Rl g e Bl of T RATUTAUTIR JieR] # < (ER A Ra E oo
P R ‘_y—wé]”u&if@f—ﬁhz» ?‘is\mﬂ Jf#‘?—J RN RS U 2 S

3%

® AHRQ ¢ National Healthcm‘.e Dlsparltles Report 2007 {5 > #-7 {8738 3
T;

% 334 W ROIRIME T E T AT

FF RIS TS Y (A R R R S P 1R T i

1) @& ™ RFID ¥~/ §les 8 & fpfk b 4T es% & 3| cnff o RGEAZ A 4 Pl
2) @& * RFID ik 27 r2j8 % s & @g.}c;ﬁﬁﬁ_} A iR 4
3) @& * RFID % 5u¥ 14k B “FIRI2 5 4 il RARR I
4) &% RFID 4 5t7 rLgF s 4 G Rikiife® £ 517 2 % >
5) i % RFID k 567 r13% = g5 & yhkehd 244 % >
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3B2FALRE2LEFA

Z\335£ﬂm ‘57&1?
o ] L &
& % RFID & 52§ 05 4% BB 2 o A2 e o
Hi RFID  stav i > AR p & T > Jga 555 Venkatesh et
@ % RFID s ol jit > o 4 PR3k (v % o if pr al. (2003)
4% i * RFID 4 %t > ¥t 4 ijﬁf" = g Fes
Sy | &% RFID # 2§ 8s = 2 5 F 9T i% 8 AF) m%)}‘# BREAR R ’
s RFID )‘_3‘. f\ & A2k i7 B%FN National
i # S AR U * - HE iF
| : i Pg( S Healthcare
iAo 8% RFID % 4@ .Ilﬁrg AH fj:“rFRj}J]ii Bk iR )
; g Quality
% RFID 4 o7 M f s A REHEAY L |3
| TR BREE 53 Report 2007
# * RFID ,% s 1= }}is ByEsans 2
He 17 RFID Jk Sepf > A 5 P g o storw @5 B Land &
Y ITRFID s SvfFata 3 (X% % Venkatesh et
FPHY A
RFID s uteig * ¢ i@l al. (2003)
RFID 4 %l 7 0 (%R Fak
17 e A },IT%;Z e ’** RFID.,: Xy
IR P B s AR KFIB ,; r«b Venkatesh et
4—4'—%33%2-?3 .,gf"_.ﬂ
RN RFH)}fiﬁéyﬁu.wj B al. (2003)
g%ﬁﬁ’gv*ﬁﬂ@ﬁRmeﬁ
T ¥
%5 23k =38 * RFID.% /E ﬂ"?l{ i3
%5 ]‘;i;]a"i £ H (¥ RFID % S B, m 2 5§i
, | RFID jsegzp w1 TH=@ %25 > YN0k 2 P38 & | Venkatesh et
L iE
i &m%§a§$ al. (2003)
FEMOARNE T e RN b % RFID & SLpF o 8 en
B AT
RHD}%@@%E&%CWZ¥Fﬂm‘%%ﬁ¢® & R
B2 35 BAREF RT3
/) f L2 + ; Wixom, B.
Aoy 1% B~ RFID & svorf B eh® 3
SR g ' o " PP H.& Todd,
RFID i $7 14 3B 44 28 B 003 e iTend KA &
ik il SAE X Rkl | P A(2005)
RFID % kuit 44 "ﬁ L% I]if, EATRPN o 9T E erdp B2 4,
RFID % A& Sk e A st v B n® R
RFID 4 37 M E RN A T & chn T '
- R Wixom, B.
RFID % %3t 4 % IR e 3N (2
o mee il H.& Todd,
ID i $oii #2821 FEehE
& RAEES LT P. A.( 2005)

RFID ,; ‘/uﬂb K{Eﬁﬁl—-ﬁ\;"TW‘JF\ @
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EN % ¥ ¢ & * RFID x 3% Venkatesh et
A ARER 1 iF? @ * RFID % 4% al. (2003)
* R
i F AR IR * AR E R * RFID k5 Davis et al.
FAA 2 0 A kg L M@ * RFID 45 (1989)
B R R i Reand 3R
R i U SR O U e i e
£ phEah B £ IR e 4% 4 (check list) 0 14 3 ] i E K
HELL S TR T R LA T National
m%ﬁlﬁm?ﬁ_@% PP LS RS S 38 & TS 0 | Healthcare
FHEIERBARF I RBERFLE Quality
PO %kpgﬁﬁﬁﬁi**ﬁﬁUJiiééﬁﬁ§° Report
AT ByEp A LA Mg R THREEEEE LA/ B 2007,
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EFBAE
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BT ROT 2R A A

YL TR R o e R p HOT % HIRE TR L
SR TR & o 3FA 433,60
4 3-3.6 3 R EHEIFY LA

$I LA B #F PR TR
p % 78 (independent variable)
A2FFAL=5ACFAL=4S A2 AL345 AR A
oy B i
RO NN N
AFREL=SA - FEL=AL CRLADBA AR
FH Y 4 R :
Y =24 2K R Aol A
AFFL=SA FA4A ELLBA T E
A4 2% B 80 B i+
AR P IUNINIE S S S
EFRAZSA - FEL=4AS CELLD A R
g E B i
e L2~ 2F AR A=A
PR RS R4 4 AR A3 A AR
R B i g o 28 .
A A 3 O
B ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%\ =44 RLABA IR
= A -
ps ' _ ﬁJ:%A\T:*k#ZPE'%=IA\
i% % 3% (dependent variable) . o % || il
EFERDAVER=A4L RAALDB A 2k
#r R B i » S
: G T2 o 2L | 2 =] A

$ 41 % 38 (control variable)

%7 AR | (DB QB G @FL G L

o wu | (DT Q% i

Bt F9 | (OFF - QEZ < F

@ - gul | ()ERE - Q4&D 3

® s sul (D6 R ~(2)6-12 B 7 ~(3)1-2 & ~(4)2 & 11 3
-+ 4§ % 38 (moderator variable)

P Y $Avﬁﬁ§iﬂiﬁgﬁﬁiﬁ

P N W

Bt 2 A A2F RIS, " FRLALCERLL=DA 7 F

=2 AT AR =LA
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I8 FTHRILE AT

351~ T A

2 Excel 2003 & 7 B & Tl fHe a8 %?#ﬁ% FEft o Ad Y
H U SPSSEfTAp M RAH E AT R AP FI2 BFHE L E RN S
AL R R BB AT IR S A 4
352~ 3 (F A £ 52 AR

F U AR RAZAATHZE LA 8RB A AP N HR AL

FHAE AR AR A DT R T S R R A TR R R TR

A—\_L‘)'Z:[Emi‘gt,é,\ﬁg\%ﬂ_g; \:L;}"?]EI\F]A,\L—LJ;O

WU g

353-FERTR - %mREHR
B £ 12 One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test ek ix A L F 5 ¥ A ®  BF
L R ETLEFFREFIZ A ﬂ}"’r ( gp],oratory factor analysis, EFA) % # 4L B

*5”7@## TR o 2R INA Y CronlJachsa u‘*ﬁz Hi% % ¢ %*}#\i BEASH

354+ fuihi st A 4
() g h Tt 2 B 55 %8 s J1 (57 Scheffe 22 5 2% 14
Pk T R H Fl5 % 8 4 1 (one-way ANOVA) & 6 % 7 F
R EPEH R Ao S ERA LGP RTES L PR
(2) #p 8 ~ 47 (correlation)
PFE AP i A AR AR S arih c B o P E L p 8
BE T LR Behd | A4 M %k (Pearson’s correlation co-efficiency ) °
TR ¢ R o
(3) Fi A i A4
B A F LR (tolerance) 2 % £ #%%& F1% (variance inflation factor,

VIF) # % p %7 B A3 % s @ (collinearity) 4L » £ {710 K 74 ff
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AAr e AR EITH] T A B BB ERAEL L pRAEE TR A, fREN
@ (B) 2 BFH (P)o Bt > 45 4 & 2 ot 2 ena 3 1%
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%4 >

for g FIAEET S

AATF 0L SPSS 13.0 148 5 FAH AP AL 1 8 MR B A B K B enF
FEIR X b iR A A (5 53518 0 i 17 Cronbach’s oo 5 B 4 47 12 % Jp| & 04 4 % |
%¢ﬁ<m%>~%ﬁ$P“V*ﬁﬂmua\ﬁaoﬁajaa’%éﬁa

BT A 70 $HA

3

TR A B AFAGEF ﬁ’q: v B8 -3 7 %f?ﬁ_i]
YRR AR -

s

- & 1S w o

AFEFTHAFITET P 3p2 8 3l PR HHEFLFEFTTZS 7B X
%hm%ffﬁﬁ‘ﬁiﬁi%%wg»ﬂﬂ%%%%2~§%3%miﬁ‘%
LaH

#~ RFID 55t »FE Q5 $4 203 P % « wfeihl £ 535 140

o REPITF 5 68979% H 7} FOR 5 1285 % mor S 1250 B SR
5 63%  BRFrj qaﬁw%Arleo

a41ﬂﬁi&mﬁq

E

¥ e Freal i %»ﬁw %%@g& FTR S | F ookt Ak
Fral | o REKSFR | Lisd 35 31 30
B 40
Fr2 | ME3 A FEY o = 60 53
(23 8
. ) L3 17
Frld | MEZ A kFFr 50 37
A% 16
Fred | MR A RS Fr £z 18 11 9
Fles | MBIz A KF Fi £ iEE 40 8 8
B3 203 140 128
RESrd p SRR 2 P IReR 2 BT AT T B B
Ao EAEF A EALI AT RIAAT B A RS 55K P AR R Rk

4-12 9577 o 534 BRIE Y 5 1L QuinT3a3.8 Ak » Quin2.98 A it kL

SR DR E R P LA TS R 2 1 & X U F R I
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% 4-12 R ED A S5t adT

15 Bl Bl E R E THE R %3 ¥
Q1 128 1 5 3.46 1.019 1.038
Q2 128 1 5 3.48 1.042 1.086
Q3 128 1 5 3.41 1.000 0.999
Q4 128 1 5 2.98 1.035 1.071
Q5 128 1 5 3.26 0.907 0.823
Q6 128 1 5 3.38 0.947 0.898
Q7 128 1 5 3.52 0.931 0.866
Q8 128 2 5 3.63 0.822 0.675
Q9 128 2 5 3.80 0.764 0.584
Q10 128 1 5 3.39 0.796 0.634
Q11 128 1 5 3.35 0.838 0.702
Q12 128 1 5 3.38 0.888 0.789
Q13 128 2 5 3.48 0.860 0.740
Ql4 128 1 5 3.27 0.801 0.641
Q15 128 2 5 3.52 0.763 0.582
Ql6 128 1 5 3.59 0.837 0.701
Q17 128 2 5 3.71 0.678 0.459
Q18 128 2 5 3.68 0.752 0.566
Q19 128 1 5 3.48 0.887 0.787
Q20 128 1 5 3.12 0.884 0.781
Q21 128 1 5 3.52 0.813 0.661
Q22 128 1 5 2.98 0.947 0.897
Q23 128 1 5 33 0.883 0.780
Q24 128 2 5 3.28 0.841 0.708
Q25 128 1 5 3.42 0.790 0.624
Q26 128 1 5 3.22 0.822 0.676
Q27 128 2 5 3.36 0.791 0.626
Q28 128 1 5 3.31 0.801 0.642
Q29 128 1 5 3.48 0.742 0.551
Q30 128 2 5 3.35 0.838 0.702
Q31 128 1 5 3.33 0.932 0.868
Q32 128 1 5 3.39 0.916 0.838
Q33 128 1 5 3.22 0.947 0.897
Q34 128 1 5 3.27 0.892 0.795

Valid N (listwise) 128

%3 Q20 % Q267 F o MBI 5B 3k AIT o
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PR gl PARR A BB A SR E T H iR £ R
SRR o AT Y B4R & w2t (face validity )~ % 2% R (content validity ) &2
>k (construct validity ) ktes& 2 F 3 I & ek o
— G ORR BN F R

2R AR AA P oA ) o BAPAEE oo Aok B A JUM A R

ST R TGS R R A RE T A F A (AT B A6tk PGk

N+

BRALFEREI L) 32 6 AMAER o P FO0R ARG LR &
TEPATERIL AL OAIRE S ORI M L p B AT Ry D
FRARRAD 50 A hL S L] oo f BT B4 R AR DR
PR 5 B e T U B SR S R

Mg AR S Rl 4 TFON B

: & |
= iped NI
@f’f#iifi & ’)5 3T gf ]&m |mﬁi)§: ) |“"F1:#m P2 nEDF RI R

(Flynn, 1994) » ## 3 #& * £ % ‘l’iﬂ% R exploratory factor analysis, EFA) % #
AR B e fEack o FlE A A B M GED - PRIRELS BEH
(F1%) 2 53m 72 o A AR RILAGRE & b F1F hif > SRR 2w LT
FE TSl e

T4 0 A F E L f1* One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 4%t R
B LTI RO AR e S ERE R BA R AP 2
7 o 5 d One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test & # 3 A & #75 378 ¥ &
¥ AT o dovisrT P o FIR T RREFAT EF s e iE o

2 SPSS# T4 gha 4572 | (principle axis factoring ) i& {7 4 45 o "" £ Ak
A LAWK TG OKMOE G~ CAMAT DLk FIE 5 0 fif 8773

AR S %QﬁﬁﬁKaiser(1974)i"1 T ELEL KMO~ *10.75 R 23§ 8817 F]F A 47 ©
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B ¢h > L ouBartlett'sTk A 2 EXEHFRNA T RTHAMELE G X R FE G
b i £ FFE A (FRakgc > 2003) o 40 4-2.1%75% 0 AF 7 2. KMO=0.931
= Bartlett'szk 2| & T_id &7 % K F(P<0.001) > B r A FH P 417 P A 4704

PN SE

% 4-2.1 T2 2473 & B ¥ 2% % (KMO and Bartlett's Test )

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy. 0.931
Bartlett's Test of Sphericity Approx. Chi-Square 3278.735
df 435
Sig. 0.000

HA > FlF BEcoh2 o AR Rypah B 4 HcE (eigenvalue) 1+ ) 2
ki # 7 (screetest) o FpciE N4 E - fﬂ—% GCS TEX -3 S T 3 R
2 FEEES g8 o - Hag o if?fﬁi- F AL AT RO R RN
H - R R dk] o i EFE n_ f o Mhie T A KA - BFF RE
Mo 7] > Bl iR o r]? rr‘x#?@:m /fr#z‘r*‘r ORI AR
IFF S mIEARB D K o %4 22’17'1%3‘?4”9;?‘51 # S Skt %3 ph
( varimax rotation ) {$ ek #7554 E ¥ 1 ,Eff P\ = i (components )
PnR s E 02810 (AP M 4R A 5 5 s ) o

i Tabachnica?? Fidell(2007)#% ) chf& % » %] % § j= & (factor loading ) % 0.45 »
- J’]*u{?”? FET UERREREA20% DR L E 2P BEAJ Lk AT

AR AL A 4239752 30 B G R 8 0 AT Quo Qo™ &k HEd Fl

R 11200452 BE9F o
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%422 %- ZFE AR £

& B~ % (C t
W BREEE AABREREE #4771 ( Compoment)
31 A2 FE3 T4 ERE
Ql 0.775 0.212 0.168 0.226 0.725
Q2 0.802 0.196 0.159 0.238 0.764
Q3 0.730 0.249 0.249 0.128 0.672
Q4 0.360 0.623 -0.055 0.325 0.626
Q5 20.19% 20.19% 0.550 0.351 0.114 0.344 0.557
Q6 0.539 0.435 0.226 0.181 0.563
Q7 0.581 0.416 0.181 0.268 0.615
Q8 0.575 0.331 0.336 0.298 0.642
Q9 0.570 0.239 0.272 0.330 0.565
Q10 0355 0322 0350 0379  0.495
Q11 0.390 0.392 0.457 0.387 0.665
Q12 0.526 0.248 0.531 0.207 0.662
Q13 0.510 0.258 0.514 0.271 0.654
15.28% 35.47%
Q18 0.165 0.247 0.644 0.530 0.783
Q19 0.151 0.225 0.482 0.464 0.520
Q20 0.107 0.003 0.500 0.101 0.272
Q21 0.107 0.311 0.484 0.484 0.577
Q22 0246 0642 0155 0196  0.535
Q23 0285 0510 0470 0304  0.654
Q24 0415 0534 0241  0.178  0.548
Q25 0.479 0.414 0.396 0.209 0.602
Q26 14.89% 50.36% 0.445 0.386 0.415 0.145 0.540
Q27 0.349 0.573 0.541 0.196 0.781
Q28 0.275 0.531 0.599 0.058 0.720
Q29 0.370 0.512 0.526 0.233 0.730
Q30 0.259 0.631 0.395 0.181 0.655
Q14 0.495 0.397 0.153 0.523 0.699
Q15 0.302 0.202 0.191 0.687 0.640
12.45% 62.81%
Qlé6 0.381 0.122 0.152 0.660 0.619
Q17 0.234 0.206 0.517 0.631 0.763
FHE 6.056 4.584 4.468 3.734 -
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P14 Quo~ Qoo XA 12 FI% B § e 0 57 5 - X TR A U5

HE AR 0 B Rk 423 905 > B ORGP ERE L 63.64%

%423 ¥ FEAFTHE £

o [ERE ] WA e e 3 B~ #] 2 ( Compoment )
i Flxl FE2 FE3 FE4 ERE
Ql 0.780 0.176 0.210 0.223 0.734
Q2 0.807 0.165 0.196 0.229 0.769
Q3 0.735 0.248 0.249 0.120 0.678
Q4 0.351 -0.024 0.631 0.319 0.624
Q5 20.51% 20.51% 0.533 0.112 0.361 0.356 0.554
Qo6 0.541 0.241 0.433 0.167 0.566
Q7 0.582 0.200 0417 0.250 0.615
Q8 0.584 0.355 0.325 0.262 0.642
Q9 0.575 0.290 0.233 0.303 0.562
Q11 0.388 0.475 0.390 0.373 0.666
Q12 0.519 0.519 0.249 0.213 0.646
Q13 0.499 0.495 0.260 0.282 0.641
Q18 16.19% 36.70% 0.172 0.681 0.235 0.493 0.791
Q19 0.155 0.506 0.215 0.431 0.512
Q20 0.117 0.494 -0.007 0.071 0.263
Q21 0.121 0.524 0.302 0.428 0.564
Q22 0.234 0.167 0.647 0.198 0.541
Q23 0.284 0.487 0.505 0.283 0.653
Q24 0411 0.252 0.535 0.174 0.548
Q25 15.21% 51.90% 0.480 0.407 0.405 0.196 0.599
Q27 0.359 0.567 0.561 0.158 0.790
Q28 0.287 0.613 0.513 0.020 0.721
Q29 0.382 0.555 0.494 0.193 0.735
Q30 0.271 0.433 0.616 0.137 0.659
Q14 0.485 0.178 0.407 0.517 0.700
Q15 11.74% 63.64% 0.286 0.218 0.209 0.700 0.663
Q16 0.376 0.191 0.130 0.649 0.617
Q17 0.237 0.559 0.195 0.602 0.768
e 5.741 4.533 4.258 3.286 ---
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TS LG E el B b LA M iEdcd 4240
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%424 L FE b LB iEE - E;m
F1 % Fl & - | i n 7
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Ei
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XPFMGRY B LA e b (Fihr b § oret
E TR o ARG ¢ TP P F AT

PE 1. § B4 S4% B i 2. o o

PE2. F7 AR p L FA DR - Jea feres
PE3. jf > s 4 RE TR hiE i o

Fld - | el 9 | PE4. sAsummg2 4 ¥

PES. ¥ eh= 4 05 1 k% & W) F R B EALS
PE6%*%%L$%%&P*E@WW
PE7ﬁ$*Eﬁ*Wﬁ%%m£&ﬂ§

PES§. @ﬁ@&kﬁéﬁﬁéiﬂ%f

PE9, #‘t«f 1}%1?’% Y 5z

& %J“errﬁi'lﬁrrf{-— FerenE 5 & FEA - 2 & XD
% 17 F11% (perceive fac111tate) AR F R R DOT IR

VEMERAEER > 2 Z P4 A (control belief) B A ¥+

CRFEREFFFLPABAET . AR ENPT o S G o 7

PPN FAT L

g 2 EE 1. 94 (s RFID s 58 * & 3 (%5 3

% = s | | |EE2 jsnir e

EE3. s 3uedki® » 27 % 3R

EE 4. %5 Fodg inid * RFID & JB 6773k &

EE 5. %5 Fedk 3% 17 RFID % %o ff a7 3

EE6. %@ p a1l (TH R %2 kh ~ DEN o2 75D
B AT R

EE7. 4 & et &8 o fap it v % 5P oril 1§ enk? 4L
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WEE A X E o fIER B ARIwERT Y kE

RS HER ¢ FHP P AT

SI1. 2 iF} ek 305 &% * RFID & %t

&z | AEPE 4

SI2. W eni ¥ 3ni 3% * RFID & 4t

SI3. fep %‘ i Fini @ % RFID hsegta (v #res &
SI4. FHm = f]‘ L 4Fi# * RFID & %%
g P L ER ARFLNETUE TR .&iﬁnﬁ] 4
SR ARR o MR # FAP P FAeT

SQIL. i@ (T T F (T 7 5 sl ~ MELE 2 L

E R B ’ilé’*"*“%ff v 3
i ﬂﬁ-ﬁalzéﬁﬁa“%ﬁwmﬁa

F% w %,r 8 |SQ3. ks vsEi i B AT KA RE

| SQ4. i BT EEL B A GILN ISR TR 2 ARM LA
SQ54 & ¥ 1 R AR * mrrﬁ B R EFT R
SQ6. T A5 5, TR Ny (5

SQ7./ % e He ik Fr SO

SQ8. /+ SLAGEER HE ik 557 05 1

w
i

AT 2 B 2T i £ g % S FSE LR 4 RFID i/ 4% 4 5933 &2 RFID
FlE P RA L FEARE 2 Dl

EiEEFERFID dstehig * god b 2 2 T3y 4 j o TiRaeiEE i T
752N redgtd B 6 B 5 Tindl I > FE 4 RFID
Jesuendef b & {1 RFID k buehi@ * Fo M 0 2 fF 5 B 25 1 r
S e TFEAET, »eEL T hREFTARET | wlpah 5 Nipdl d 4r
FIRAL o FEARH RS TR LERFID (s Lo f e, 2R
EH B 6 TR E R FEA A H TS TR £ & RFID & steh
A Mo EH L TEHAEHIRAE ) FEARH AR TAST SR

% & RFID s seenig * Lo 5 B o o TR RAE FHY 2B T K
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SIS0 T #R H7b 2 HIA £ 8 & HSbT 541 & 5241957 50 F 3 ¢ | $ RFID
Jodhende p b B IR E RFID 5 * Lo Banbl (hg 2 FlR* § 8
s g FIRT S $E 4 R RFID 4
2 F SR L 8 RFID o S % Lo B anbl 5 6 5| v

B RER 8 BEER LR 6o

LS o B HTe &2 H7f & # 5 H5d T 4241

SRR

Fa
o "t,? *
.-.-;!"_':-)j_r,.l_:::_.{:c:IJ“FI.;E‘:‘_.:J

S
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BFEAPZE AT A AERLT R - REZ RN g ALEEY
EHe BERARA-RRLATHEF SZLAT A QRTE - L O SN SR B D
P REARR R RRAR O ATHR S GRS M- RIELF -

AEFTHF LR R ESO%RERB T * 2 Cronbach's o ¥ * 11IE P E IE
Bz [ eap 38— 3R+ Guieford (1965);}}5 4t Cronbach's o &% & ** 0.7 Jﬂ" ENE- e
B2 07320352FFivHEXER a2 03505 KGR o ?'?;T DeVellis
(1991) ~ Nunnally (1978)3% 5 & 0.7 7} A7 X chdo | & R 4ok P 7§ Sl 2

FE1Eai BN rd 06 17T > B E B AT 1N EATHERS

=
|}

AT A ﬁéﬁa Cronbach's o B #%235:0.70 > * B E £ 5 R 0972 41

LHE R U e § RRE JN TR I L T R dr & 4231 H T o
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%431 T RA+7

e A AF RS AN MEBe o T
Hoeh PE 1 0.816 0.911 0.926
PE2 0.814 0.911
PE 3 0.758 0.916
PE 4 0.670 0.922
PE 5 0.700 0.920
PE 6 0.759 0.915
PE 7 0.764 0.916
PE 8 0.727 0.919
Siat i I EE 1 0.737 0.858 0.883

i EE 2 0.729 0.859
EE 3 0.736 0.858
EE 4 0.811 0.851
EE 5 0.667 0.867
EE 6 0411 0.899
EE 7 & 551 0:869
AR A SI 1 0.585 0.858 0.875
SI2 0805 0.810
SI 3 0.720 0.846
s14 &\ b.73d 0.843
BT SQ 1 0632 0.920 0.918
S SQ2 0.770 0.903
SQ3 0.665 0.914
SQ 4 0.853 0.895
SQ 5 0.778 0.903
SQ 6 0.802 0.901
SQ7 0.774 0.903
#* &%  Intention 1 0.902 0.950 0.961
Intention 2 0.899 0.951
Intention 3 0.894 0.952
Intention 4 0.924 0.944
B A 34 41 0.972

C s AL CEEE T} & R R A
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T H N AT M AN A dT R A Ak

BRERFLHES 60 0 A 440 T P B REH AL A Rt B
SR AP ENE A TR 3521 5oF 0 A7 £ R R K PR H
Hign o pafFm e iR o« A ” 2 SI4 T FMa 3 Frat i@ * RFID
R REEEITI A hE c R AESFHNER DY LR 8
A SRS FMEFUE Y Lo o REFT AT LT 00 53313 5 %
FFF Y A B e G @5 0 Rl R L RFID sk g
o R TR o

FAE - EF A2 RNATNRAET P LAY » 55 T393.805

»

A% PE9 1T i % RFID s 57 Aol cn® 21 0 S 5 PE4: Tde

%ﬂ@?RﬂDﬁm’ﬁ%%E“ﬁﬂ%fﬁﬁquﬂsm "RFID i ¥

A SAF (T4
CRcit N G IR =4 A m%m¢@£ f B RS EAEE AT L e

HM*
P"

b % 2.984 A o : |i

RFID % seenid * o § e+ cnE BT HaR AR Fah Y ~ A RBEFTAEF

MAERE R BT £ 4

%g’é
|
=
=
s

£ %%+ IR A PE2 1T % 6 RFID
SRR AR B TR R R (RS o | 11,0420 ® & £l
Jodi FH D Tongantie et A B0 BRI G ST A T 0 Fle
AHEAR Y RFID e o 04 5 F R € 0 RFID 3 fint #£203  £

fii— 3k o
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 4-41 AR & At a4

e mERE  THE fEL i
T ot L
ol PE 1 3.461 1.019 3.436 0.748
PE2 3.484 1.042
PE 3 3.406 1.000
PE 4 2.984 1.035
PE 5 3.258 0.907
PE 6 3.375 0.947
PE 7 3.516 0.931
PE 8 3.633 0.822
PE 9 3.805 0.764
wf % 3% EEI 3.352 0.838 3.430 0.650
Al EE 2 3.383 0.888
EE 3 3.477 0.860
EE 4 3.680 0752
EE 5 3.484 0'887
EE 6 3T~ 0884
EE 7 3516 |[ =:0813
A SI'1 3.273 108010 & 0 3521 0.658
SI2 3.516 0.763
SI3 3.586. 0.837
SI4 3.711 0.678
fBEFR sQl 2.984 0.947 3313 0.675
ey SQ2 3.305 0.883
SQ3 3.281 0.841
SQ4 3.422 0.790
SQ5 3.359 0.791
SQ 6 3313 0.801
SQ7 3.484 0.742
SQ8 3.352 0.838
% &%  Intention | 3.328 0.932 3.301 0.872
Intention 2 3.391 0.916
Intention 3 3.219 0.947
Intention 4 3.266 0.892

Ptk A2 R RS F T B ek 4420 B wfedk R IR

72



Boib~ % #(87.5%) > te b= 6 o4 104 L 5 #(88.28%) o fiE dLER > 5 1Y
2129 fk A B 61 % o 1k 47.66% B § 0 @ fSARA P 2 EdL K A Bk BB o BB
FEAF AT R E LB S 0 £ 66 £ (51.56%) H = &L 55 4 (42.97%) -
AL 3 A (234%) ~ %L 2 £ (1.56%) ~ & ¢ /B2 4 (1.56%) ; @& * RFID % %z ¥
I EAEE N2 AR 95 A B SR T4% AL E 2 R AR E26%; kS G

128 (% s % SE I 6B P A s E 51 A (39.84%) B s 1 &1

2 & p £ 37 A(2891%)~6 " 3 1 &P 33 4(25.78%)~2 & Bh o W6 A

(5.47%) °
% 442 B ABaR L

R? 38 ] RS A
R 7 15 11.72%
N=128 L 113 88.28%
3 20-29 # 61 47.66%
30-39°4& [\ [~ )46 35.94%

40-49, % e | |15 11.72%

N=128 g JIEE IR £ 4.69%
LR ks g 12 87.50%
N=128 FrE 16 12.50%
KT AR F 0/ 2 1.56%
e 55 42.97%

i 66 51.56%

L 3 2.34%

N=128 B 2 1.56%
o H R 95 74.22%
N=128 £V % 33 25.78%
=5k L 6 i 51 39.84%
617 -1 & 33 25.78%

1 &2 &pn 37 28.91%

N=128 2 E 7 5.47%
A & v [ 41 32.03%
1 45 35.16%
N=128 B AT 42 32.81%
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TR THREEEF S RS SR AR REFT Y S 2

R N e EAE R EO
(1) 2%

Rypd e h A # 0 2P gy ™ A & 7 B (1172%) 2 ~ {2
(88.28%) o tufd n| T T T Hodcth L% 0 hod 443907 o HFIRA o pu] s
BIE CHG AW E U RY Lo adRuwiRm R G A o R u e KIS L L
TOB SR RSV IFR T AR Y A R L e L T0E AR

Ll k@B

#0443 3 BB EF TR LR A

e o) TioE A t e piE AR
Py (DI 3.807 016037 2.075%*  0.040 (1)>(2)
Q)% 3386 10753
wEEEE (DI B514 0.545 | 0.535°  0.593 7Y
e @ 3418 [ L0664
AERE (DT 3600 0784 || 0490  0.625 7 EE
@+ 3511 0.643 '
grmpEa (D7 3375 L0863 10381 0.704 PEY
N Q)% 3304, 0.690
gr e (DI 3783 0773 2.319%*  0.022 (1)>(2)

)% 3237 0.868

174 P<0.1; ¥4 P<0.05; **% P<0.01 ; ***% P<0.001
2B A28 4 > THIS 4 A 113 4
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(2) ##

PG rafrena o SPHRIKTREFVLIORZE L 3 B A
B 20-29 & 47.66% (61) ~ 30-39 & 35.94% (46) ~ 40-49 F& 11.72% (15) ~ 50 # 12
F4.69% (6) F150 s b oA gt o U H B o~ 4049 & > T 4% 40 KoY
FoARPTGRL K F 2 R e ERA RS LA 2 Ti0BSd ANOVA
AT RS 0 B R drk 444 H0E 0 BT EEK PR RIE Bkl Y R

FROQAE ARG BE R Ao P RAF Bt FHFI R BB e B

I

AV ISR ToE dd B MFER e ¥ o AT 0L Scheffe 5 £
LT P ESLEH LN RPRE R FIA0 Fort F X RIS
R R F A ELAME AR T R L PG ORLTRR T S0

20-29 s iplE o BTl o BT P R L Z 4G 4 297 30-39 K&
sl G m ks T S R A L P el Ao 445 477 o

% 4-4.4 3k WK $EEFS 5 51 ANOVA £ 17

o ) e Ml o FE p & ES AR 3
el (1)20-29 & 3:403 0.629/ “75.637**  0.005 3)>()
(2) 30-39 A 3.268 <= 029 3)>Q2)
(3) 40 f 11+ 3.899 0.934
R E e (1)20-29 & 3.328 0.625 3.925% 0.022 3)>(1)
T (2)30-39 & 3.407 0.602
(3) 40 f 11+ 3.776 0.733
A B (1)20-29 & 3.381 0.635  7.377*%*  0.001 3)>(1)
(2) 30-39 3.495 0.576 (3)>(Q)
(3) 40 f 11+ 3.988 0.709
jomsrFEa (1)20-29 & 3.311 0.629 1.414 0247 -
4 (2) 30-39 & 3.220 0.693
(3) 40 f 11} 3.518 0.746
g e (1)20-29 & 3.209 0.817  7.903*%*  0.001 (3)>(1)
(2) 30-39 #& 3.125 0.799 (3)>(2)
(3) 40 f 1+ 3.952 0.924

1174 P<0.1: *4 P<0.05; **% P<0.01 ; ***4 P<0.001
S22 AR ABC128 4 5 20-29 A& 61 4 > 30-39 A& 46 4 5 40 E ik 21 4 o
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% 4-45 % E &K H L7 6 0 Scheffe 4 47

o + 8% () ##2 % (J) Ti (1) piE
Foeth 2 (1)20-29 &  (2)30-39 A& 0.134 0.636
(1)20-29 & (3)40 f vz + -0.497* 0.027

(2)30-39 & (3)40 A 2 b -0.631%* 0.005

P (1)2029 & (2)30-39 A& -0.079 0.817
(1)20-29 & (3)40 f& 12 & -0.448* 0.023

(2)30-39 & (3)40 f 12t -0.369 0.092

g B (1)20-29 & (2)30-39 A& -0.113 0.652
(1)20-29 & (3)40 f& 2 + -0.607%* 0.001

(2)30-39 & (3)40 f 2+ -0.494 0.013

R (1)20-29 & (2)30-39 f& 0.084 0.874
(1)20-29 & (3) 40 f& 2 + -0.743%* 0.003

(2)30-39 & (3)40 A 2 b -0.827% % 0.001

174 P<0.1; *4 P<0.05; **% P<0.0L 3 *** % P<0.001
20 AHC 128 4 5 20-29 B 6L A > 30-39 46 4 5 40k 1+ 21 A o

4 = r;i.ls "'
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(3) & AR

PG e ks o L P HRPRTARART LA ST BE & ER1.56%

(2) ~ & # 55.45% (42.97%) ~ * B 40.28%(51.56%) ~ AL 2.34%(3) ~ # L 1.56 %

() FUE Lt AgE S > AR B BT B SRR AT R

A ENBR DL EREPUT o RRTRRASKE L L T8 K4

ANOVA & 71t s » Bk dod 4-4.6 #5n » B R7F I J 7 42K X iRl

B~ FEEL L AR

5 %
5 83
/—g-,

At

ME R e RE B EFMEOT

froe £ 14 Scheffe % € it T > £ 5t5 iE EF MG - &7 7 FRT AR

Kol L e cnd B o BFIRETARR BT T 2 R

TR AT AR

W T Tﬁtfﬁﬁ R G

A& LT kR

Foom aALE PR mf L S @AY TR ST T 2 L RIF A

ARG T L F 0 AR i md # 4-4815 -
4446 3 B3 T ALK EhE B3 0 9 ANOVA A 5

e 7 ) Byop ALy F & piE  AZEMLR
Foxhy (DB AT 3341 “To b 449 0013 3)>()
)~ & 3448 0.728:
Gy #rr b 4356 * 0.669
g b (1) #1217 3273 0.622  6.079%* 0003  (3)>(1)
" )« % 3.506 0.634 3)>(2)
GYEg it 4200 0.521
RERE  (DEpT 3.474 0.644 2.900" 0.059  (3)>(Q)
Q)+ % 3.511 0.654 3)>(1)
Gy g #4200 0.622
G T ()b 3.246 0.674 0.550 0.578 -
X Q)+ % 3373 0.674
(Y=g st 3275 0.762
grde (DB 3211 0.834  4.934** 0009  (3)>(1)
Q)+ # 3.292 0.856
GYE g b 4450 0.873
s 1174 P<0.1; *4 P<0.05; **4 P<0.01 ; ***4 P<0.001
2B A8 A BAIT ST A AF 664 AT A 5 A .



* 4-47 3 I KT AR $EF L S 0 Scheffe 4 47

o R0 g0 TEi (1)) pE
Foeth 2 &7 2+ % -0.107 0.721
(D& T @) g ot -1.014* 0.013

Q)+ % By g w1 b -0.908* 0.030

e FAed DEANT (28 -0.233 0.123
" (W& T B f sl -0.927%* 0.008
Q)+ % ()= 5 #rrd -0.694" 0.061

At g B ()& e )~ % -0.038 0.950
()& e (3)F= 3 #10 b -0.726" 0.060

Q)+ % (3)F= 3 #10 } -0.689" 0.077

R (DE T (22 % -0.081 0.869
(DE T B g ot -1.239%* 0.009

)+ % (3)E= 3 #5100} -1.158 0.015

F= o "3 P<0.1; *% P<0.05; **% P<0.0L 3 *#%% P<0.001
LM A#ECI28 4 o g%iu—r 57 % 3 664 ,;_n;i 1) B 5 A o

4 = r;i.ls "'
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(4) BRix

PG etk d s F o LD G DR T RART A 5 D FET12.50% (16)1 2
LA R 87.50% (112) o & £ 4-48%5 % ¥ v % I BRirent R F S a0 2 i@
PR A G LA R TR o RIRARA K 1 AR A 2 T RS I

THRF AN L Y et AR RER R K@ MY

(2 S S
%0448 7 B RIELF LG hL B RO

1o 5w ToE BRI tE piE e

g (DFF 3.806 0718 2.144*  0.034 (1)>(2)
Q#E L 3383 0.740

wEFre (DFF 3589 0.645  1.051  0.295 3HF
A Q#Z AR 3407000 0:650

WERE (DFF 3625 0866 0527  0.605 X%
Q#=m 4 L3507 0.626

pagFa (DR 3398 | ~0.679| 0543 0588 *AE
ey #3« i 3300 || 0:676

g gw  (DFF 3.750 || 0856 || 2.236*  0.027 (1)>(2)

QpER AR 32370859

174 P<0.1; *% P<0.05 ; **% P<0.0L; **¥% P<0.001
2B A28 4 %EW 16 ~+ > @A E 112 4 o
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(5) @& * ¥ i

SE SIS R S R LV % 74.22% (95)~ 2 £25.78%
(33) o kit ® B ima K is f AL THoHH R VAR bk v B e Rl 1
PP F LR GRBEFTAETAES GRLTR AL AR oFREL IR 4 &

—

HoE R FRAFTREF AR RRREFERY FREL e T

2449 2R E LT G LB RS
o 5% TiaE R L tiE piE ESL L Y
Faxpy  (DEFFE 3361 0791 -2.267* 0.026 2)>(1)
Q)&% % 3650  0.563
TR FEFE (H)EFE 3385 0.637 -1.325 0.187 *EFE
iy s Q&ZE 3558 0.678
g HE  (DEFE 35160 #0674 -0:165 0.869 *EEF
&2z 3538 0.619
gmBmFEa (D)EHE 0 3230 0,674 -2.383% 0.019 (2)>(1)
& @&%z 3549 |[06260
grge  (DEFE - 3271 0.923 20.653 0.515 * R E

Q&2 % 3.38 1 0.713

1074 P<O.1; *4 P<0.05; ** & P<0.015*** £:P<0.001
2 M ABI28 A 0 LHFE 95 4 - 2B F 33U
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6) #* 5%k

FPpg sxthhens ® > B * G2 503 6B P 39.84% (51)~6 B 7 -1
EPN2578% (33) 0 1 £-2 & N 2891% (37) 0 2 E 1L} 547% (7)) kit * LKA
R 1s r-’f#,\_\liégtﬁiANOVAA\’}‘? Wliis o B dArk 4-410 fror o FIA R
PRSROERE LR Re R RE R R FHFLST R SR R
12 Scheffe :£2(7 5 £V g T > PG T2 &L i/?Jﬂé Wit Rt f?
BOENL w R AR | EDEDERIE AR E LRI GHDE L 2

ERFAFOT OB I I ER R Y FREE R D o TR & 4411 55
#4410 7 i G2k L R 0 ANOVA A 45

1 | Lo R F i p & ER N
oy (1) S 6 B 3.501 0.632 2.589 0.056 @>Q)
Q6" -1&r 3236 0:899
()1 &2 & p 37408 04740
(4)2 &1} 40048 . 0462 .
wfFEe (1) 6B 3.504(=:0.5% 0.774 0.511 —
TRl @6# -1ER 3446 4 0.678
B)1&2ap 3297 o072
()2 & vt '3 510 0:473
AERE (1) v 6B 3544 " 0.638 0.667 0574 -
Q610 3.508 0.672
(B)1&-2 &R 3.446 0.703
(42 & 3.821 0.515
jmgrgEa (1) S 6 mr 3.493 0.588 2.154% 0.097 *EF
& @6 -1&#n 3231 0.797
31 &-2Ep 3.176 0.683
(4)2 &1} 3.107 0.293
g (1) S 6 3.382 0.633 3.109* 0.029 @>0)
Q6M@"-1&r 3250 1.012
B)1 &2 &R 3.081 0.975
(4)2 &1} 4.107 0.690

s 10 %4 P<0.1; *4 P<0.05: **% P<0.01 ; ***% P<0.001
AP ABIE A 0 N6 BT SI A 6Bl ERNZIA S EDEPNITA 2 ELL T

A o
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%4411 2 & * S5 LF Y Ho 0 Scheffe 4 47

174 P<0.1: *4 P<0.05 : *%2 P<00] | ***% P<0.001
2B AR A o LA 6B ASIA 6 BT L ERIB A ] ED2ERITA 2 ENL T

A o

5 % 55 i gsk(J) Tinil B piE
EE53 [ (1) “*6B" ()67 -1&p 0.265 0.457
(1) “+6®" (B)1&£2EpN 0.093 0.952

() »*6B» (42&mt -0.547 0.337

Q6@ -1&#p ()1 &2 &p -0.173 0.810

Q)6 -1 &}  (4)2 &1+ -0.812% 0.075

B)l&E2EN (4)2& 11} -0.639 0.221

AREFREFT (1) P 6B 2)6M 2 -1&p 0.262 0.381
(1) “*6@1  (3)1 &2 &R 0.317 0.188

(1) s+ 6B? (42&mt 0.386 0.561

6@ r-1&p (3)1&2Ep 0.055 0.989

Q)6 -1&p] (42 &1} 0.124 0.977

B)l&a2EpN (4)28&11 0.069 0.996

R (1) 6B (268 -1&p 0.132 0.922
(1) 536 BA @) &2 N 0.301 0.446

(1) “3 6B " (@)2 & g -0.725 0.222

(2Q) 61 2 -L# K B)] £ -2 p 0.169 0.876

@61 -14 0 |@zEab) -0.857 0.125

()1 #2 A [l 2 v b -1.026* 0.040
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(7) o * % 2ipde

$t 384 kg Cureton(1957)2 f i » d 07 &2 w3 5 XGRS s k#
PASBTL2IE T3 WEEIRABHEAS - T3AA S L F 48 ;21~T3
FAERLY AR 27T A EHIT LA 2 (Cureton, 1957) © 1345 F stk & ih
A A E RIRATT A B KGRAT 32.0%(41) ¢ 5aAT 35.2%(45) 11 £ F sadrz ke
32.8%(42) > 4 #4412 % T Ao B o A 2EATL @Y F T G R
e R AR AN IE D F KR > U Scheffeie 7 F £V RIg TR F R X

2

L R SUEE AR Lt UL E R

=
ol
F_L
T,

7
~mbe
—
e
=K
l-r'
3
cﬂ
e
[
)
EIS
<l

i)

4412 7 Fom A DRAEEF TG DL RS
o 3wl TioE i T R E p & LB R
Foxh 2 (DK@ 2,905 0612 386765  0.000  (3)>(2)>(1)
@)¥ 24 3356/ 0510
(3)® T 4.040 06524
wF R (DGR 30380 (0477 | 224505 0000  (3)>(2)>(D)
T @0 e 838LN | 0517
()% e 3.864 L 0671
M (DMsas 3.030 900475 431190%%*  0.000  (3)>(2)>(1)
(2)* i 3461 0430
()& @i 4065  0.613
jomgEa (DMsase 2930 0549 17.073*%*  0.000  (3)>(2)>(1)
B )¢ @i 3297 0.509
()& w3702 0.731
g A ()Kiee 2652 0716 35.599%%% 0000  (3)>(2)>(1)
2)¢ i 3283 0.558
(3)% 34 3.952 0.818

s 114 P<0.1: *4 P<0.05; **4 P<0.01 ; ***% P<0.001
2tk AR 128 4 MinArdl A > do2ndrdS A > Bindrd2 A o
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% 4-4.13 7 o A & 2uH LA T S <0 Scheffe 4 47

o Bt & 2Rl pAE () FELE0)) pE
ey (1) Mz ()7 v -0.450%* 0.003
(134 (3)% A -1.135%%x* 0.000

(2)® 4 (3)% 4T -0.684%** 0.000

R LA ()R ()¢ nAw -0.343* 0.021
() Mz (3)% 4T -0.826%%* 0.000

(2)® 4 (3)% 34T -0.483** 0.001

R RO () Mz ()¢ zuir -0.431%* 0.001
(1) Mz (3)% wnir -1.035%%* 0.000

()¢ nir (3)% wnir -0.604%%* 0.000

AReEFAET ()RR ()7 v -0.367* 0.021
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Performance expectance

1 I would find the system useful in my job.

2 Using the system enable me to accomplish tasks more quickly.
3 Using the system increases my productivity.

4 If I use the system, I will increase my chances of getting a raise.

Effort expectance

10 My interaction with the system would be clear and understandable.
11 It would be easy for me to become skillful at using the system.

12 I would find the system easy to use.

13 Learning to operate the,system 1s easy.for me.

Social influence

14 People who influence my behavior think that I should use the system.

15 People who are irnportanf to, me. thmk that I should use the system.

16 The senior management Qfl' th%;b-‘f-isir.less hgs been helpful in the use of
the system. ' | s

17 In general, the organization ha$ su[;p'q_rted the use of the system.

Facilitating condition

18 I have the resources necessary to use the system.
19 I have the knowledge necessary to use the system.
20 The system is not compatible with other system I use.

A specific person (or group) is available for assistance with system
difficulties.

21

* & * Venkatesh, V., M.G.Morris, G..B.Davis and F.D.Davis (2003), User Acceptance
of Information Technology: Toward A Unified View. MIS Quarterly, 27, 425-478.
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(I) F 3 & si=# #3% (Information Systems Success Model)

A 2 %?L ARAHFHNARFE R B2 AR R SR A
B % ATEL P

System Quality

Reliability
» e System operates reliably
e System performs reliably

e The operation of system is dependable.

Accessibility
3 e System allows information to be readily accessible to me.
e System makes information very accessible.

e System makes information easy to access.

Flexibility
y e System can be adapted to meet a variety of needs.
* System can flexibly adjust to new demands or conditions.

 System is versatile in-addressingmneeds as they arise.

Integration —~ 7

* System effectively integrates ‘(_Ifcita from different areas of the
company. ] Pf; _ :
25 e System pulls tog.e‘fther i.rr:forﬁ:l'atiqri that used to come from different
places in the Compaﬁy. ; -

e System effectively combines data from different areas of the

company.

Timeliness
2 e [t takes too long for system to respond to my requests.
e System provides information in a timely fashion.

 System returns answers to my requests quickly.

Information Quality

Completeness
. e System provides me with a complete set of information.
e System produces comprehensive information.

 System provides me with all the information I need.

Format

e The information provided by system is well formatted.

28 * The information provided by system is well laid out.

* The information provided by system is clearly presented on the

screen.
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Accuracy
e System produces correct information.

29 e There are few errors in the information I obtain from system.
e The information provided by system is accurate.
Currency

30 e System provides me with the most recent information.

e System produces the most current information.

e The information from system is always up to date.

Xk 1 *2. Wixom, B. H. & Todd, P. A.( 2005), A theoretical integration of user
satisfaction and technology acceptance. Information Systems Research, 16 (1),
85-102.
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‘41 ~ H - $k & Kolmogorov-Smirnov # #_

A3 R EE 1401

% 10 32 5 - 4 ~ Kolmogorov-Smirnov ¥ %_

L5
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
B P
i 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128
¥ Tiafe | 346 | 348 | 341 | 298 | 3.26 | 3.38 | 3.52 | 3.63 | 3.80 | 3.39
S £® X | 1.02 | 1.04 | 1.00 | 1.03 | 091 | 0.95 | 0.93 | 0.82 | 0.76 | 0.80
. F ¥ 026 | 028 | 0.26 | 022 | 0.21 | 0.21 | 022 | 0.27 | 0.30 | 0.24
i3 N 0.17 | 0.18 | 0.16 | 021 | 0.20 | 0.19 | 0.19 | 0.20 | 0.24 | 0.24
=8 -0.26 | -0.28 | -0.26 | -0.22 | -0.21 | -0.21 | -0.22 | -0.27 | -0.30 | -0.23
Kolmogorov-SmirnovZ | 2.99 | 3.21 | 2.89 | 245 | 235 | 242 | 2.51 | 3.10 | 3.44 | 2.66
Wit g E g

2-tailed) 0.00 | 0.00:{.0.00" | 0.00 ~0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

a. WEAREF ~ Y

b, T E (=3

TR
1] 1
WAo4 P X E 11453 920388 - B A Kolmogorov-Smirnov # %_
11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
il

e 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128
ﬁ'JFE TSRy 335| 338| 348| 327| 352| 359| 3.71| 3.68| 348| 3.12
2 R 0.84| 089 | 086| 080| 076| 084| 068 075| 089 | 0.88
L CgEa) 023 022 023| 029 024 023| 030 027 027| 020
 p T 023 021 | 023| 029 024 022] 023 022 0.19| 020
E1ff 021 | -022| -021| -023| -024| -023 | -0.30| -027 | -0.27 | -0.19
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z | 2.63 | 246 | 256 | 328 | 277| 259| 337| 3.01| 3.01| 228
WS [+ (2-tailed) | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

a. HeEAApEE ¥

b TS
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4 5 B ¥ % 2131 % 30 325 - # » Kolmogorov-Smirnov & %_

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
g
(i’ 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128 | 128
S T g 352 | 298| 330| 328| 342 322| 336| 331 | 348| 335
= vz 081 | 095| 088| 084| 079| 082| 079| 080 074| 0.84
L e S 027 | 021 022] 024| 024| 023| 025| 023| 026| 023
2 g Tfif 020 | 021 022| 024| 024| 023| 025| 023| 024| 023
E1ff 2027 | 020 | -020| -0.19 | -023| -022| -022| -023| -026 | -0.21
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z | 3.07 | 240 | 250 | 272| 274| 260| 278| 260| 290| 2.63
WS 1 (2-tailed) | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
a. HWEAFLTE
b, TR E
K26 BT 31408 ¥ 348 Y - PR Kolmogorov-Smirnov # %
R WA |
A |22 33 34
i 1S |
e i7s N 125 128 128
HiE TR 333 3.39 3.22 3.27
= v 0.93 0.92 0.95 0.89
" AETEf 0.24 0.22 0.22 0.24
» g Tfifi 0.24 0.19 0.22 0.24
£l -0.21 -0.22 -0.21 -0.23
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 2.71 2.53 2.54 2.74
WSS, [E (2-tailed) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

a. WEAfpEIFL

b T E
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S~ FlE A 1T AR £

(I) % - = ]2 4~ 47 SPSS #¢ £

Communalities

Initial Extraction
Ql J74 7125
Q2 804 764
Q3 744 072
Q4 .600 026
Q5 052 557
Q6 092 563
Q7 7738 615
Q8 799 042
Q9 47 565
Q10 022 495
Q11 729 065
Q12 790 062
Q13 799 054
Ql4 780 699
Q15 744 .640
Q16 098 619
Q17 7191 163
Q18 824 183
Q19 740 520
Q20 432 272
Q21 661 ST1
Q22 037 535
Q23 743 054
Q24 065 548
Q25 J11 0602
Q26 053 .540
Q27 802 181
Q28 T 720
Q29 805 730
Q30 78 055

Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.
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Total Variance Explained

g o Extraction Sums of Squared Rotation Sums of Squared
2 Initial Eigenvalues , ,
5 Loadings Loadings

% of | Cumulative % of | Cumulative % of Cumulative

Total Total Total
Variance % Variance % Variance %

1 15.976 53.253 53.253 | 15.621 52.069 52.069 6.056 20.187 20.187
2 1.799 5.995 59.248 1.440 4.800 56.868 4.584 15.279 35.466
3 1.412 4.705 63.953 1.066 3.552 60.421 4.468 14.892 50.357
4 1.147 3.822 67.776 0.715 2.385 62.805 3.734 12.448 62.805
5 0.920 3.066 70.842
6 0.910 3.032 73.874
7 0.850 2.834 76.708
8 0.703 2.344 79.052
9 0.635 2.116 81.168
10 0.589 1.964 83.132
11 0.538 1.793 84.925
12 0.511 1.702 86.627
13 0.416 1.388 88.015
14 0.381 1.271 89.286
15 0.360 1.199 90.485
16 0.325 1.084 91.569
17 0.310 1.033 92.602
18 0.305 1.016 93.617
19 0.245 0.816 94.433
20 0.235 0.782 95.215
21 0.213 0.709 95.924
22 0.205 0.682 96.606
23 0.181 0.605 97.211
24 0.154 0.512 97.723
25 0.144 0.479 98.201
26 0.135 0.449 98.651
27 0.120 0.400 99.050
28 0.111 0.369 99.419
29 0.102 0.340 99.759
30 0.072 0.241 100.000

Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.
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Rotated Factor Matrix(a)

Factor
Q1 75 212 .168 226
Q2 802 .196 159 238
Q3 730 249 249 128
Q4 360 023 -.055 325
Q5 550 351 114 344
Q6 539 435 226 181
Q7 581 416 181 268
Q8 575 331 336 298
Q9 570 239 272 330
Q10 355 322 350 379
Q11 .390 392 457 387
Q12 526 248 531 207
Q13 510 258 504 271
Ql4 495 397 153 523
Q15 302 202 191 087
Q16 381 122 152 .660
Q17 234 206 S17 031
Q18 165 247 044 530
Q19 151 225 482 464
Q20 107 .003 .500 101
Q21 107 311 484 484
Q22 246 042 155 .196
Q23 285 510 470 304
Q24 415 534 241 178
Q25 479 414 396 209
Q26 445 386 415 145
Q27 .349 573 541 .196
Q28 275 531 .599 058
Q29 370 S12 526 233
Q30 259 031 395 181

Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.

Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.

a Rotation converged in 10 iterations.
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Eigenvalue

Scree Plot

_
S
1

rrrrrrrrrrr1r 111171717 17 1T 17T 1T 1T 17T 17T 17T T T TTT
123 45 6 7 8 9 10111213 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

Factor Number
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(II) % = = %% & 5 SPSS 4 4

KMO and Bartlett's Test

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy.

Bartlett's Test of Sphericity Approx. Chi-Square
df

Sig.

932
3063.521
378
.000

Communalities

Initial Extraction
Q1 57 734
Q2 97 7169
Q3 742 678
Q4 .600 024
Q5 036 554
Q6 .690 566
Q7 735 615
Q8 184 0642
Q9 745 562
Q11 27 666
Q12 790 646
Q13 7184 641
Q14 67 700
Q15 735 063
Q16 677 617
Q17 783 768
Q18 813 791
Q19 721 512
Q20 415 263
Q21 629 564
Q22 022 541
Q23 743 053
Q24 057 548
Q25 706 599
Q27 802 790
Q28 73 721
Q29 796 735
Q30 72 659

Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.
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Total Variance Explained

g o Extraction Sums of Squared Rotation Sums of Squared
2 Initial Eigenvalues , ,
= Loadings Loadings

% of | Cumulative % of | Cumulative % of Cumulative

Total Total Total
Variance % Variance % Variance %

1 14.978 53.491 53491 | 14.632 52.257 52.257 5.741 20.505 20.505
2 1.792 6.399 59.890 1.437 5.131 57.388 4.533 16.191 36.696
3 1.381 4931 64.821 1.044 3.730 61.118 4.258 15.207 51.903
4 1.137 4.060 68.881 106 2.522 63.639 3.286 11.737 63.639
5 900 3.214 72.095
6 .885 3.161 75.256
7 811 2.898 78.155
8 .680 2.429 80.584
9 82 2.079 82.663
10 541 1.933 84.596
11 508 1.815 86.412
12 416 1.487 87.899
13 408 1.456 89.355
14 356 1.273 90.628
15 316 1.129 91.757
16 311 1.110 92.867
17 264 943 93.810
18 239 .853 94.663
19 222 193 95.456
20 209 47 96.202
21 185 662 96.864
22 157 562 97.426
23 145 519 97.945
24 140 .500 98.445
25 126 449 08.894
26 122 435 99.330
27 103 368 99.698
28 085 302 100.000

Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.
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Rotated Factor Matrix(a)

Factor
1 2 3 4
Q1 780 176 210 223
Q2 .807 165 .196 229
Q3 135 248 249 120
Q4 351 -.024 631 319
Q5 533 112 361 356
Q6 541 241 433 167
Q7 582 200 417 250
Q8 584 355 325 262
Q9 575 290 233 303
Q11 .388 AT5 390 373
Q12 519 519 249 213
Q13 499 495 .260 282
Ql4 485 178 407 S17
Q15 286 218 209 700
Q16 376 191 130 649
Q17 237 559 195 602
Q18 172 681 235 493
Q19 155 .506 215 431
Q20 117 494 -.007 071
Q21 121 524 302 428
Q22 234 167 647 198
Q23 284 487 .505 283
Q24 411 252 535 174
Q25 480 407 405 .196
Q27 359 567 561 158
Q28 287 613 513 .020
Q29 382 555 494 193
Q30 271 433 616 137

Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.
Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.

a Rotation converged in 12 iterations.
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