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Abstract

Background: The administrators of the hospitals used to apply information technology

in the operational, financial and administrative aspects, and the main targets were

internal customers. As the realization of the concept of patient- centered medicine and

rapid progression of information technology in recent years, the administrators start to

apply information technology more and more on the patient care. The main idea is to

fit the demand of patients and improve the quality of care.

The prosperity of internet and smart mobile industry provide further penetration

of patient- friendly information technology into the patient care. For example, the

kiosk could reduce the waiting time of registration and billing; the internet registration

system provides an easy and efficient way to make appointments with desired

physicians than before; the telecare system enables the patients to upload

physiological data to the server of the hospital, and the medical personnel could

analyze the data and provide continuum of care beyond the boundary of time and

distance. However, there are still a long way to achieve the wide application and

successful implementation for the telecare system. The specific aim of this study is to

find the influencing factors of utilizing telecare system.

Methods: Based on the technology acceptance model (TAM) proposed by Davis et al.
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and theory of reasoned action (TRA), we developed a structured model and

questionnaire to measure the measureable and latent variables and constructs. The

data analysis is performed by the statistic software based on the structural equation

modeling (SEM).

Results: The reliability and validity of questionnaire and model are supported by the

factor analysis. The results reveal the endogenous constructs such as perceived easy

of use (PEOU) and perceived usefulness (POU), and the exogenous variables such as

computer literacy and subjective norms influence the patient’s intention to use (ITU)

the telecare system.

Conclusion: The telecare system requires the basic ability and passion of computer

literacy which may be influenced by age, gender and education level. If we want to

implement the telecare system successfully, to reduce the entering barrier and provide

the health promotion are major issues.

Key words: technology acceptance model (TAM), questionnaire, information

technology, healthcare, telecare
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Venkatesh frDavis#t 1 7 T #3482 #5585 - w(TAM2) | (RI1-4) > * 12§ R
& TR LA ) 9973 K (Venkatesh & Davis, 2000) = "2 H4& % #0585 2 38
SPRTIEHEA 3R DAL S (social influence)fr T F F 34 | (cognitive instrumental)
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LA BRERY Foal & o T8 ERATUREGEL? 40k R 4 T4

S

R, e 45 0 TR (subjective norm) ~ T g FE 4 | (voluntariness) fr " i
BLE g (image) ¥= BHG AFRPUIrk R FRLAEFTE)T LR R

’a=

'L/S}F[ \i:ﬁ i’ffiﬁ-h??m %%‘L&!i}grrr'y 5 }Fr; I\T'JE ‘_—"_1 f’FFagﬁiﬁ'f’i’_(]Ob

ke

relevance) ~ A 1 & F (output quality) ~ »< % 3 7& (result demonstrability) fo+r4f %
* I (perceived ease of use) ¥ v BHrd o TP IHF 2 R APRSTR A
TRHBERELIR ) P ERFIELHORERARE > {H#RBTH TR ) afE
4 o @ Venkatesh & { % T HEBIHNF -k ) ihiF 5 BHRF 2R E - ¢
PR RRIED AR F R PHA ST L GF RS 0 2008) o R
THEREIENF R P e W LR B E BRI R TR RPN G
i oty ﬁ #-Venkatesh frDavis #74% J1 e 54 % 0552 (70 38 (3% 784 % > 2008
Chou et al.,, 2013) » 1345487 % F2OAAEANRERE i Br st P 2
P AEEFTR R Y FEARIERELR A DI kAR T2 B RS

% o
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1 1.~ /'/ Perceived
i | |/ 7 i Ease of Use

Q “l?}:l i /7 —— ___Technology Acceptance Model

uality / Ll
! 1,
| E—
I Result /l
|Demonstrability

| N———— |

37 S 4 41
Cognitive

Instmumental

Bl 1-4 TAM% = "% 2% T#?]( % Jk: Venkatesh V, Davis FD. A Theoretical Extension of
the Technology: Longitudinal Field Studies. Management Science; 2000:46:186-204.;

5 £ g 2 W > 2009)

SR ET Y KR LT PR R TR FR R A 4
LR TP AR R B e R R
FeX N e Ry I AR R LA A DE o RETAT F o A A
B fr LA et B RS N(TAM) ~ £33 = 5050 % - R (TAMO2) sk 3¢
HAnd 3 i%(Davis, 1989 ; Venkatesh , 2000 ; Holden, 2010) °

BB hEEAR G F S A AR Y T i RSP E gzt
BowE o FEY AR TR doEEF S %;E A B O (3F 78 E > 2008 5 Chou et

al 2013) > 2 S HF L AE A AR L 0 4 A R R ET gy
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%5«‘);% PR Y % (Wong et al., 2012) o ge 27§ enP 2. — T f B Renfies 2 444 5
RBF G E D F A E o By o %5’/,%5? e Ak el H e X B3N (TAM)

AR R ST AR R FRREAMA Y R
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GRS AP R kot FEARE L PR F RO
AR RS S A RO ST L Y N F R PR ATk AR g D
PenT b hinffid ol REDERBT ARERAE P FEOHLY 2 P F R
PP £ NS (TAM)S R E R S 2% 55 S D A BT 3 6

Bz § RoRRL K e Al 2 E T AR R L R T R Rk

wE) o R PR - BT R -

17



5=

s
N

s

AR LT E 5o FALAFT I FEREEBER 52818 AFF 2

FrERP S ZELG AT AR RS AL Z > B EREP AT 2

— = ;,LE 2E ﬁ‘i‘;

AR Y PR HE A PR X 05 (technology acceptance model TAM)&% — ~
Sl A L RAH O pr bR R DR A st e B Rp S R 2 RRAF
Fhenig S b » B G o TS AR E FR PTG SRR R R TRk e
$4 foirdh o (34786 > 2000 5 1335 0 2000 1 Agarwal, 2013)

FLE R BB B A Tk sehi * R (intention to use ff £ ITU)

3 & & G * f(perceived of usefulness ff i POU)fr4r4f 5 * {2 (perceived ease
of use fj i PEOU)A B 3115 4 #78 %(Davis, 1989) o ¥ #b » R B 374L 50 &
2 R e ek 2R B EH § F % cnE & 74 (Frambach, 1993 ; Asua,
2012; Agarwal, 2013) -

PHESH 2 N F L - 8P P H T RASOR e * L X
E¥‘ﬂ‘%%%%%%&#%%%ﬁ%ﬂiﬁ%?ﬁéj%7ﬁiéiﬁ—4
S PE AR R H PR B A BF L G SRR
A SRR R A HERETASRL g E o B F R
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P Ho i) s BB RERALY SN R R A TG - ATk
ez & ° (An > 2006 ; Anetal. > 2007)

7 m%* H F 3 % $(health information system > HIS)# & 4p B <13 30 5 12 ;
Pt 1995 & SAF 2 AR FE D EH- LA Ko i RRECFA  dF

VRS EEI VR A EF 2R R B oY NG R 0 FRA AT E

F) 3 OEHFEARCEIBE AT BLITRALS TR GRS D

it

0 AFORL PR B g 2B ¢ PR K DL
oo L_p5 AR HEATE R AR BT o i PR R
(Tung, 2008 ; Asua, 2012 ; Agarwal, 2013)
A Y BRIV Ao A v RIT (L]~ Bl S KT AR L) EEKIR

T Ha p 2 2%t (computer literacy » CL) ~ i AR # (subjective norm » SN)fr i st%
2 {4 (system security > SS) & ¢ B B4 5 * (PEOU) e 3 * 2(POU)» # 5
B A A FHET ATk seehig ¥ g e (ITU) © (3 TE%’ 2009 ; 1§ =&, 2009 ;
Holden et al., 2010)

AR R 1]?:%7:; EFBT Y ERAE 0 AINRE /A
Pr AT RIS SRR KT AR F) T e p AT~ A RS
JORE 2 PR NIRRT S e A BRI 0 3T

ﬁé\i E‘JE#&-%%‘:]}% A B f#?]%zrgl 2-1 #7518 o % 2-1 R # f#\i =

o
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IPATEER LIRS SRR S

S50 S IRCL &2 e &
AT IR A Igbaria,(1995)
# ¥
T AR
R PR RENKRR Agarwal et
al.(2013)
TSR A BT BATOT M AP TR LG A A% B Chowetal
BT At N R N V- - :};& 3 (2011)
CL W T BATF K ALE TR AEA &2 B P 4o Asuaetal
EE USRI ART R A LR T e (2012)
Aok NG IR OARKRT U L RAATE R LA
e 1% o
- BRTFI AS o R R G AP ZATHE TP
LY 0 AFRT U Ak Mudk (F o
- BATEOT UK SLE & G AR YNGR R
SRR, i
- BRTFI A5 B & - BnG ARt ke
P1E Ak R T o
Vil SEAN S s S AR <l e N e m?“ijf
FOLRFTE N Bk R Al eh 0F o
LA 3 m??*ﬂx?/\ Bi%ie * FTF ks o Davis et al.
SN FREPRA R PR ARG N BE R RTE Ik S (1989)
TR R Y T - BN
K S GRS G AR AT kA o
wf Y AR Pﬁr;—;m%fwgr%ﬂ' i FF R e d Davisetal
e AP L REERENST - (1989)
POU FBFE Pﬁ e eniT A & A 7§F§‘E Pﬁ B RE kBB Agarwal et al.
AR L EREREGN S o (2013)
%'%g%um%?%@ ﬁ%%éﬂﬁvﬁ
At p e g BEREL REEFYEA o
2y g A FE F T Al %?F’@\’zﬁ
s ik YR
oAf b AP fRheie i AT R E FIROATAE A4 Davis et al.
1 FHEBREL L (1989)
PEOU Agarwal et al.

(2013)




Ay FA AR E -Fgffmﬁ‘%fr%ﬁ%i“]%ﬁﬁ %55?%?%
SIS A o

A A TR B SEACE B F IR
?n%?%iww’ﬁw%kimﬂiﬂﬁy°

SRR D AR F ity AT F F RGE 4 5 Agarwal etal.

e A E i (2013)
SS A EapEL % [EN=2P I o sk i % B 5 Okazakiet al.
B A i 4 (2012)

MR A PR BTG P R
,‘:/bt"rl% # miiji

g e AFLRYAPFEFROITEINTLFEE  Venkatesh et

ITU o al. (2008,
ﬂ%%*%ﬁﬁ@%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%%%% 2012)

2

¥ 7 %g A G WA R AR S F IR
AR FFRE ke
FMa 5o AR R FE F T E AR F
FRE DB e B

- Y B

EAF IRV L PR RS 0 AR T i

Hi-la § fHot b 7 G S F 8 Rk aniw £ 5 % 1RRF -

Hl-1b § {4t %2

-

FAHA R FERE e R -
Hi-le § o2 7R SR FERE L ah i % 20 ERF -
Hl-2a # #4448 > $HA7a FF R & seenimf § % AR o

H1-2b = d0A% 5 > $A7a F & Bk b Steniodf & % (2481 -

HI-2c # &£48 % > A F 5 R L i i ns 248 Z4&5 o
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HI-3a $¥ 2R AEF - $ATR FF RL L senioff § * (2485 -
HI-3b 07 A2 RAX R » S F F BGE f siahavdf 3 7 114x g o

HI-3c 07 AR R AR - SR FHREL A A% 25 EARK o

AT RES G A FFEFEE S EEeRT AR S Z BRAEA Ra i1
e F BRE AL BT PR oA Ma AT E A T A KR T A
ARF o H Arinaren kAL I A% (Rogers, 1995) > » @ AT G * T ARG b
®F o ¥ ¥ R LEE T ATenfl B (Igbaria, 1995; Rogers, 1995) o F]4t » k57 %
R 2 KT AR F R R p sy e A 2y o
bR T 2 BT ARRAS F o HAR FERE RS T oo

w

ARTARHN AALT IMEER LG KT ARG DR T R

3

t

E M e EF % 2§ #1F (Chow, 2011) © FIP 5 AT BR KT ARR
ERE A REPN TR F R R L S f T 2R EAR

FAL R AP Y - A T R R AR AR B BRI L L S
% %= (Rogers, 1995) » » 7 4§ * » 2 4%% 5 @& * (Igbaria, 1995) o #7114 » &
FLBR R FhE S e e B e B T E R
AEF o HATR FERE i g i feaedf B AR GE R R, 2008;

Gozu, 2009) *
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EEHRATTOR A S 2R R 6 RIM AR L R 7

Syt

i F4F Y R 3B B CES MR e 548 B (Sheehan, 2002) - F]t 0 A FE TR
EE G AR FE R A A% 2R E o T TR BT
??%%}&m}&%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ@o

PR E € BBATE R SRR 2 F 0 1995 Lim 2 (2011) 087 0 %] e
FETRBPRTTR A ARL R - T AP BREM B PR F SR
&g senie Ly A e Y o H o § A B BT F B RGE

R N B B A N e

(Z) BRI

H2 2 Bk Bt AR 2 45 » B4R F B R f suenie g Ak o

AR FREER AT ASRERRARS G AR XA IRBAFOLE
P F 5385 (Peterson, 2009) » 4e% 5 B ILEF ARy 04 |V LR G BRI
Bk I EOER O VAR FERGE L) BBl e e R BN Y ST

BRI 2§ g Ile g o Bt AAT B A ik AR R F R

~ml

gz e AR o R R AR B RRAR T AF > HATR F R R ke

o 3 * 12453 (Chou et al,, 201 ; Katzman et al., 2013) -
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(=) w3 "
H3 % 3ftapa FH R L enimdf 5 % (AR g > $ara FE R s *

v

BAHIER iz o3 * PHRY L3 20 BELTAM S A &2
Bz - 34‘—"2"‘57‘“1#33‘??”}5 PP E R e R E R AT R R
2 ¥+ (Vekatesh et al., 2000 ; Holden et al, 2010) o #7124 » &8 7 3K X T 4HAF i

P EGE LA Y AR BT PR R L By Lo

(z) o 5 % 4

&

Héa 2 B4 F 8 Rl h sensodf 2 % (AR SR F R Rk senig v
wAXE o
Hab % Bofbiyic F # Rk k senae i 3 7 ARG i F R Rk seenie i 5
EARE o
BAHENIFTRAE Zf b M R LR R X LpEE
FHANNERBER HOEFR O R RAR T AN IR AR OEIR R
i * & w35 ¢ H 4v(Holden, 2010) o ¥ #b » FLid < H0A] 7 Bk B A 30 & bien
TRIFPLEIRPF ORI L B HBL IR e E S RRERF
SP0o AAT R EK N BT F O RGE f e B Y AR HT R F
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PRk bienid * F oo AR 3 0 X R %5 BRE sianid] 5o HARE o A

FERE

ESEEY
HS5a % " p
H5b T %o p
H5¢ & "% p

=y
o
2l

NS

h

:])%&

CT T SLE BRS¢

Seehardf 5 % 1424% % (Holden, 2010) -

B
AORRARR o BT FE R p AL v A
AriARR o AR FE R ki b AR g o

CHAT FE R Sk % 2R EAR o

CREE R AR E R RN LS - R r s TR Ak T

Ly == %, PR
e

soff & % ffoie § ¥ 14 (Holden, 2010) &7 § X

Fop A MR FE R i o

PASF 3 R p AR ARF o BTN FF RGE S S kAR 2R AR

() LB

Hoa i AL A8 3 o ST F % L )
HGb 2 BLAL s d - $HA7il F 2 L )

Hoe 3 BLfeAsd - $HATi B 5 Bk 4

PAx® o

Senief § #
Seanaef 5ot

PEARF o

R ERE PHE TARF

bEER o ARRPEHTB LB RS R RAFRFRE
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SRR RE SR 2 R4 o e LB G Apy ok R4 o 2ok p FREA
B ek 4 ;E)]% AR E A G SR * Fe oo e9R Y (Holden etal., 2010) -
S AT BRGROR A LA XA 0 TR FE RGE ki g s

e or o kA MM IORGE o

(=) Gad 2P E o
H7a % %% 205 343 o %5 BRE LN AT o
H7b & si% 26 EA%B > 9 0 %5 BRE g r A E o
H7c 5% 226 EA&F - $A L FFREL Lo b * 2Akg o
> ,;H% o A RE R 2P T g REH AR S o
* ik g e (Agarwal et al., 2013) o F]pt > AP BEK F ) Ry e

EARR MR FERE L BR Y Lo R Y e b Y poig .
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CH e

AR R 0P Rt R R R AR I oz B st iR BEATE A PR GE k bt-
I A %5 ¥ 3L i u(Smart Care) g i# > 373 % B A %5 B R L eh
SRR E RGP R A NETREBE L o4 en
IBEF1 & e

AT TAM 5 ARPEHEBR LA REATT A ANEFLFR
o A EPRRTER L FE PR R AT B RGE  CGRIERE R Tk s
hgE o T2 AHEFE G R R g R R A R A -

AT EREE S Fl A MREL R § L& LRSS MSIRB2013001 -
VR AHS TEREPERIESREIA TR R R BT AP REIRR 2T
F O EALRD c AP EREEE B I KANBREE Flettliz% i [ ¢

FAF L E Y R LR o %55 (MSIRB20090011-A » 3-8 *fék= o

28



~

R S R
- AL RS AR T
ARG BRSO SRR E TR ER A XL F Ak
o4 2 pd AEi s TERPEP RGO TR FERE LR > R
BIEEDBETLHE -

AL ATE ek Ao 45 Hair Jr. ¥ 1% ﬁ + Multivariate Data Analysis —

bl

FoORP RN N F T B AT BAEG § 2 B RRIRE

.=

B+ i {4 (communalities)® (% ** 0.6)FF » & ] h A #cF =~ > 100 F #38¢ 7
SRR AT BAFRZBAEEG 0 TH P REEY R(XH0SF A
etk A g F ~ > 150(Hair Jr. et al., 2009, ch 12) = 5 #b > Gorsuch 4p 1 » F & & {7
% A5 o ;‘ﬁ%{ﬁ%’#éﬁw GlBdF 5 15 m 2 %3 "ﬁ BB #0100 Ao
(Gorsuch, 1983) %1 3 4 £ 2 & 7 eiff s 2 3= B > ¥ G o @40 wff A dk

W A_E 200 1 o

N R s3I LS EEY

AT R 72 BHEd 0 LR DTR IR T TERP 4o
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I BERGE -

H
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% )(% 7 & > 2009) - & @ B 5F 55 = % T @< & (Likert S point scale) > 5 3
A P24 28 2R T8 TR TP ,ET BEARP 5
wE TERL, FEI A AT E T2EETRL 8- A AEG - BRIESR
BT

(1) tdk (- BITHF M A APF > T2 A A3 ERA - AL Tz b Bk
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2
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G)ir%k A G 1% s PR AT LA R
(4)- BATFM ks FRF AP S AV TR R AT Uk Ak
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(Likert S point scale) » £ * FH " 22¥ 2 B L T2 R L 0T HL TRA T B
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FRLEIRER? 1E v E TEEL FBIA AT E TAEARL LR
> o A i BRI 40T

(1) 3 fFins S ia i " AT 45 e
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point scale) > %#—‘ﬁjﬁtr?b"‘#z PR~ 2ka ~T848E TR THEERL
IREFTIE - TRBEL RIS AT E AN ARR, B4 e
AEG iz BREE P AT
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FEF R CAE N BIRE 6 o T > PR ATRAREE 0 dop 3 F 4 B2 m TR
E(3r1,23,4,5>5432,1)#%= 11t K,% °
AT R LR R RH AEHCN (SEM) & A 470 4o % § iR E ¢ B B SEM

e RREE AP GBcE L2 3 E 2 S Sl B £ H 4% SPSS
AMOS #8apF > " & 7 3R f;i;im L E T G RIRE B R
u,%z =
(=) Szt iz
AA7 7 i % STATA(IC12)#? SPSSAMOS 21.0 % 3+ #r#ie (740 M 2 Tk
I8 A4 o A kAo T
LG R TETR K L
()% &6 % ~#7 % Cronbach’s alpha & K £ 2. N 38— 342> L Lo 2
Cronbach’s alpha £ F:£ 3] 0.7 1+ ¥ 2 B 5 8 F 85 15 &2 HETEE o
QPR ML 2R B AT AP FAR R ETR A A o N F TR
?1]?%" EPER2Z R FREFUFEF S22 FEEFELT AN NERE
RIMge T 2%k FLLEFBL > UREN S LG P FARR SRR

DR BRI TR A T A LR 0 F A BHH N LB BnFZ f m e o3
w05 s 2 AR AR(Y RYET] T0%10 F PF o AT iER E au foc
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B ¥ &% (Hairetal, 1998 ; MR 45 > 2010 5 £ PP 12 - 2010) -

2.4 R A
T L CF A RN E R AT ARTRE A4

B BRAIRATZ S LA 2o

34 st A 4
AT RAtR T E TR B ERAITANOVA)E = 2R 7 F

BRI P A AT HFLR -

AR T BRI SRR
AR Y T AR 405" (structural equation modeling » SEM)#F 34 X 3% iﬁ-ér
RFERE LR o R TEw ] AR R T
FER S RGP Foki  ABARF S A REX2REEEFF O OHIPH R AR 7
B B -

*E Y S B B+ 1T 0072 (maximum likelihood, ML) % 4v 14 5 3+ o West
EALERBFBATWEEIFE AR TASRER (DA EA QTR
Bghe F 5 @A RE O)F MAREL TS S REF A B ()RR MRS
£ 3 2t (West, 1995) - 2@ > Bentler & Chou 32 % > % 4 % % 8k &% & A~ fie o
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GRS SRR R I R S A F (e 5 ST
(b]4ed ~ #2022 ) (Bentler & Chou, 1987) o F]pt » A7 3 ¥4 ' M 5 01 & 4
SHAMLBEHE BT R BT 00 R RS Sl o (2 19 E 5 2002)

N il Rfe T Ade FHE (9 BRI S BHRGY)  S2  RRIE
T A 5% e if & R E (absolute fit measure) ~ 3 B e if & B £ (incremental fit
measurement) ¥ i fie if & B £ (parsimonious fit measure) = #f o § ¥ feif BB £
PR ZRA )P SR ARRERS VY AT FHEN i R B
B RIMVBSK RS AT F 4 i 2 405 2 % 240 B HESE (24 4 saturated model)
Ve AR R R R B e Sliclic® BN o ST H 4p BE cope i 42 & (Hair et al.,
1998 ; FMtE#s 0 2010 £ P4 » 2010) ©

gy %%’ig? F]% 4 17 (factor analysis)e= & > ket A FT T ARG FuE fE{oic

A Bk o F|F A 17V A 5 4F & 12 F]F & 7 (exploratory factor analysis, EFA){r 5%
7 2. F]% 4 17 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)# = #en™ j2 > 59 F o %

V—JJ )

F_k

iR R AR B (T1 R B A TG E J H R o 5 F 1]

#4245 (BFA)RI R #6002 emipl B4 (R AT BOILs3H f2 f 2047 1 4

D REAEE TN TS R S UEEh St S RS S
BIRPEE N B0 ALY Y AR B2 R REBF L EHEY -

& (construct) e R £ %78 F i A E B s & S kE M FE A $7(CFA)R JR

K F o RPIG R RAD AE E BR S AR B e e R C



ALFRE > AR RALFR A7 B L AEe e S 5§ R Jraoc ke
F w2 R (513 5 0 2003) o

AP Y AR AR AR FERLFAE AN TRALE e PRIE %
FEAFVleacth- BRRFFT o F L RA 2 FF f 7 £ (factor loading) #% & 0. 7
P R R T RFRR R T g R £ E 50% 7 (5853 50 20035 RS
2010) -

R ,L:;;:b;uﬁ_v;;u T BRI SE AR T RN S aip
By 0 ST R UM T E A 17 (CFA) &k A sk o BB > BB E A
bl (CFA))’I-% A4 42405 (structural equation modeling, SEM) - fé=x #-3] » #7
Wt i E RIEAe SRR BB R R RE Y REM TG A 4T

(CFA) itk =k ch8_gLip] % 77 22 1o % 77 (latent variables) szl i % > # 7 3 AL

4t

W2 AR B AR R0 0 3 WSS RS B R R kg

o
g

4T R et N kR B IR Ak FEIR(E8 S 5o > 2003 5 B EHE 0 2010) o
L FIF A (CFA) B4 AR hd R ey A 47905 B T

FIR AT T G e A AR LB - et

A GF R I I b Ty BRI IR A R TR R 0

%ﬁ_’%‘}:‘j’} ]Fv‘—'ﬂl Lﬁ—fr%ﬂ%, ‘P F]’; "‘1«1—,}5 'é: e ‘E__ lJ;}FI *ﬂ—f‘—_—-*ﬁ IF—T-II ,—'1 :* @ (EVJ:‘E—‘

oA R FEFAE - R B 7 5d B AT ERAER  RERET

S
=
(ﬂn
+
b
W
o
N
b
‘l?;
x\“\

PR A s B it e BARA AL 0 § 2Tl (construct
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validation) (¥%;2 gz » 2003 5 Ft %4 » 2010)

FHBE S R e REFRERN 2R THRELFIE »47) 0 + q‘a
T EBRIEREACG N ERA)LT i oor RPELEAC RS )22
oo F eIt ,T&E'-Jﬁ BRI/ 2 2 & & (composite reliability) ~ < at
»% & (convergent validity)fv % %| < & (discriminant validity) ¥ o § B85 foip £
BoRS e AR F 0 BTSRRI L R R AL R 2 TR N
BT 2 B E_E & = (Hairetal., 1998 5 & 79 £ 02009 ; mE A4S 02010 2@

£ > 2010) -

1295 Fornell and Larcker 7%7 3 4 41 > 3% 5 Jc ac»T & (convergent validity ) ek
¥ =27 (D)5 = 2HRE 0% F 7 £ (factor loading) 5 )& & 7 &
(composite reliability, CR)(3)-L 35% B~ % £ & (average variance extracted, AVE) o

(Fornell and Larcker, 1981)

SR AR A PG B i f R R IR TR B G 4 R bR T
BT H 14 ﬁm BT R R IR o S F be’iﬁfﬁm/?‘J%I?’ff’@ﬁ_%Ig
R G 327 BB AR M RN B G oAp BRI 7 AP B (Zait &

Bertea, 2011) -
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W W AR ol T2 F Q A4 #Ei2 (Q-sorting) ~ + * F 4 & (chi-square difference
test)fo-T 5% B~ % £ #ic s 47 (the average variance extracted analysis® AVE analysis)

E/H - o B 3(Zait & Bertea, 2011) © AR F £ (7 L o5 B B ok o
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i FERGE AT LA T WAETE T KR TR R SR
G F R AR AT L TR DR ST AR SR A2 W AP

L4 AT F oA %ﬁé‘fﬁ@;§< RIEAS NI PHEET KROT a4 e
TR F R XEFNE AR SRFEG RN frREE G R SY § o
TR R P E R O R S SR Ao ) B TR B R h e &

DRI A R oo

ZESay E TR AT R SRS ¥ L - R
FORAREPAF LGP HAARLPF LG KO et foimnt R 2
FER T fRAT R FF RRGE 4

mé‘ﬁi}’ﬁﬁ” 1 A & FEw Lé AR X e %5019‘7;}7;)3{& k=g

ﬂ‘r’

N

%& o A %ﬁpé‘%i ﬁ g(IRB)mLﬁJL’ F\:a ‘5 me %ENA /;E'— TFIL“ ﬂ;’\ga‘ W'\'L/V /‘Er )?E ﬁ':’@ 7 ﬁ; ’
Fart AR - Ea bR TS AR R G MR e 4 oA F ARG
AT RRGAFRAcTE MBS TA SR K R FE R R

g A A Y = g%;ﬁ PR ATIE M Bl A AT Y R A RE

—=\
&3

N AR LA EHLAE(2 IR R T RARG B ST R T P

PBRE % SLen P HR%F > 2 A B4R HG T RAE RS %P;Em}}% AEE A

St

MR DA RN M B R ERIBERE EH
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AL o F - GRPPE SR B SRR L LR R
FEIFZEIRIF OB AN FERE AL GRS T e SR L R A3
i FERE A2 " Lo 2 7R BFEFF2A4H 1%
-8 B ¥ v
2013 # 5% 23 p 22013 & 6% 20p » AFFd - =X uE A KRS AP
IR AFT R S AR D R R [ B )P OB SR E F e ez 1
PEF > BAEEe Flo A MRRL ] A DRAZ B EmA g Le ¥ i &
BAETRAEORFARP AET DL P HR(p 2 REER)E S T
Y R A R ) ?%ﬁﬁéﬁ,j‘i Si(Smart Care) 3 L * LR - B F &

TSR EREE T BAR LR R FEREREN F TR

-

Bi & ?UMQJOO%&,L 2012# 357 GFZR BT HEB T - Y AR ES
&ﬁ??é?%ﬁﬁéﬁ,]‘sffw?ﬁ:}% AR RGHT R IERRY K/%Luiﬂ s B B A
e o T R - B AR FE R RSO R R e A j\;ra,s
E FAEA AL R PN FEREL LS AR AP R
PRS2 RE2ERTHRAE > F2I0R LA FETEBEE > v ic I
Ega e F v R F L GHEL E TR ¥ (4 1,23,4,554,32,1)1 - &
w4 200 > F 2B > F ok Eaw e 5 95.2% -

AT G T 37200 (h 2 F AR ¥ 2 TR B4k ~ Excel 2010 ¥ £ = FHLE o
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AT OF A B TR ARG (SEM) R A 47 0 Aok § IR § B B4 SEM ¥
LR A AP R Gl 2 3R 2 (S Sz 3 0 & H 3% SPSSAMOS
AP R R RRERT LI SRR FRG SR HH

FEEFRRE - GVHAREFRAETEEA AFF 5 & SHS BEGOEE

(3

FodipZ I3 QRENTHELNG TRFTHRZEREDIIT R S

B AN 2 A 45 0 1R v R % 693.8% o
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-~ BRI
* #7312 Cronbach’s alpha # 2 /* 5 2. p 30— RIEE B> & 4{#(,& 2. Cronbach’s

alpha 32 $] 0.7 11 F (£ 5 B ¥ 2 § 2 & 2 2|47 % - Cronbach alpha i& {7 17 & 4

150 s Moalpha % A 30 0.7 1 ¢ > BRE A RE 096720 47 LS A

A4F 0 E FANEBIME ORI KPR AT UL o
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% 3-1 &g G RA

e L 3 PG e tn PR a o
i Cronbach’s
a
@ R p Aot clol 0.8823 0.8392 0.9280
Computer cl02 0.8917 0.8486 0.9269
literacy cl03 0.9133 0.8778 0.9242
cl0o4 0.9153 0.8807 0.9239
clo5 0.7756 0.6911 0.9412
cl06 0.8783 0.8308 0.9285
cl07 0.7611 0.6704 0.9434
o R 0.94
3B sn01 0.9218 0.8593 0.9216
Subjective sn02 0.9112 0.8427 0.9268
Norms sn03 0.917 0.848 0.9255
sn04 0.9348 0.8821 0.9144
o A 0.94
S A B e peou01 0.9002 0.8228 0.8958
PEOU peou02 0914 0.8471 0.888
peou03 0.9164 0.844 0.8882
peou04 0.8689 0.7613 0.9171
o R 0.92
Rk A T e pou01 0.9228 0.863 0.8853
POU pou(2 0.9229 0.8621 0.8843
pou03 0.8671 0.7494 0.9256
pou(04 0.8995 0.8192 0.8965
A EY 0.92
ABE 2 5801 0.9575 0.9056 0.9505
System ss02
] 0.9698 0.9313 0.9314
security
ss03 0.9619 0.9129 0.9452
A E 0.96
R itu01 0.916 0.853 0.9118
itu02 0.929 0.8696 0.9056
itu03 0.9215 0.8584 0.9094
itu04 0.891 0.8005 0.929
A E 0.93




w
=
ek
s

26 A& 0.9672

I SRR R T

MR AHHRT A 5 N F TR BEHIR A I 0 AT
(=P Frek:

RERRGFERAPRRER I SERELMARTAT P L2424 - d
MHINER G A A FEEY NP RGN AFE TR EN FBL 4
TAMEL 2 p FAASI T EL FFE AL R ZRE L (TP R
N AAMESR L) F R A AERL > SN A2

FEFETRFORF ARG L L 0 UHER F D) F xR -

(2 iAo
B RSB AR T ORFR R - R AR o AL R TR A
(Exploratory Factor Analysis, EFA) & 4RI € 2 & H sk - NREF T F 7 F -
Wd 2 FAELZTFUREZR- F AT 2010) L&FFF A5 0 54
7 KMO & & 3¢ *» 14 & & (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy,
MSA) 2 2 Bartlett’s 3f 3] fe TiE (7 fa B> AL TR AT £ R 7 F]F A 47-MSA
BeEAR: > AT AP EEFFF AT B EAEOI N AT B F 0S50
Pl 2 ¥ # 5% (Kaiser and Rice, 1974) - @ Bartlett’s 3k )% .5 Z 8 ¥ » Pl 4 7 ¥

2 pphAEL Y > R RHTF BEEFAAM > i & i 7 F]F » $7(Hair Jr,, Anderson et
48



al.,, 1998) « A7 7 2. MSA & 5 0.932 > * Bartlett’s 33| T & FI 5+ 2 B ¥

KBS BFAFTHRPLLEAFEAITLARNES M B EELE o

4. 3-2 MSA 22 Bartlett’s 3% 4] #& T 2 % %

KMO £ & if *» 1+ £ & ( MSA) 0.932
Bartlett’s 3% | # % T+ A e 5734.106
AR 325
WE 0.000

FA A6 AL AR A S AR EFTRLFR DR R

4L

B #cF ¥ #& ph(Varimax Rotation) o %)% BHGE B} s cE <> 1 2 A 2

T

FOTA KRN BIE AAAEEEEL 823%-
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%33 FRUFF A Henkg %
e %% FlE-  FE- Tz FlEr AE1 HAE-
T clol1 0.6974 0.2184 0.3359 0.2647 0.2019 0.0854
gt cl02 0.7262 0.2279 0.2966 0.2455 0.2181 0.1855
P Ay cl03 0.7881 0.195 0.237 0.2458 0.2234 0.1435
clo4 0.7827 0.187 0.2972 0.1743 0.2043 0.1679
cl05 0.4174 0.2944 0.1473 0.1401 0.1115 0.2316
clo6 0.6677 0.3036 0.3674 0.1471 0.1796 0.197
clo7 0.3204 0.2305 0.1112 0.2619 0.1297 0.193
B sn01 0.2804 0.7251 0.2556 0.1925 0.16 0.2056
i sn02 0.216 0.7192 0.2428 0.1834 0.212 0.2137
sn03 0.1639 0.8613 0.2426 0.1561 0.1346 0.198
sn04 0.2256 0.7959 0.1659 0.2151 0.1641 0.1915
g ssO1 0.2415 0.2082 0.8491 0.1423 0.2048 0.1235
S ss02 0.2812 0.2052 0.8698 0.1081 0.1872 0.1217
e ss03 0.2648 0.2151 0.8376 0.1409 0.1877 0.144
o peou0l  0.2197 0.2089 0.1808 0.8073 0.2055 0.176
5 peou02  0.2382 0.2202 0.1135 0.7716 0.2105 0.2269
e peou03  0.2269 0.1908 0.1555 0.7361 0.1253 0.2953
peou04  0.3032 0.1962 0.1842 0.5566 0.1816 0.2602
o pou01 0.1884 0.2975 0.1785 0.2987 0.2578 0.7115
3 pou02 0.194 0.2344 0.207 0.2527 0.2484 0.824
e pou03 0.135 0.225 0.0398 0.2146 0.1864 0.5967
pou04 0.1916 0.3246 0.1966 0.2445 0.2729 0.5848
e 3.972 3.546 3.337 3.026 2.98 2.715
&1
FEE% 16.7 14.9 14 12.7 12.5 11.4
3 FR %
B 16.7 31.6 45.7 58.4 70.9 82.3
%
A OF|EF B R A A4 A5 5 #eh 2 Varimax

dIEEMFR AL BEIR LA R RS ] B B £ 8

FlZ im0 050 AR R AR D 82.3%(A2 18

k,

T,
4
s
e
94
;1
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70%r2 + 2 153) > BT AR BB F E R (T4 0 2010) -
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B2 AR AR FERE R F
- HEAARTREAT
PATREE L ft A B o d 340 L3 K T 1 105 4 (52.5%) 0 + B}
95 4 (47.5%) ; T30 & 504 ko R 1282 1 E M AF KF 0 14 50-59
Bdo b o 129.5%  H =L 40-49 i (23.5%)7 60-69 A (21.5%) 0+ @ 60 11 b ch
E A G 520 B 26%c FTARRIA R A BRAB S 0 G 92 (46%) » H

S5 B (BT 46 (%) A 0T 45 12(22.5%) 0 TP ARR 10 (5%) e R & 12

TR 4 (2%) - 4p B S BB A & 34

% 34 H kBt

RIE® A 5w RS T A
A 7 105 52.5%
N=200 A 95 47.5%
= # 20-29 19 9.5%
N=200 30-39 # 23 11.5%
40-49 % 47 23.5%
50-59 & 59 29.5%
60-69 f 43 21.5%
70 k2 00} 9 4.5%
EN T i 50.40
N=200 AL 12.82
Box B 80
- 21
KT AER BT 4 2%
N=200 ¢ 10 5%
® 7 (%) 46 23%
a 92 46%
Nl NP 45 22.5%



HH 3 1.5%
LEPEN 25000 7~ & 11T 30 15%
N=200 25001~35000 ~ 59 29.5%
35001~45000 =~ 61 30.5%
45001 = & 12 ¢ 48 24%
I 2 1%
L L g 13 6.5%
7 187 93.5%
S Eptog 182 91%
N=200 FFH - = 5 2.5%
R 13 6.5%
&% ACEF fw;#i%* 161 80.5%
PR 7% RERT 100 50%
R AR E v 76 38%
N=200 o rEERL R 2.5%
(7 47 & i F FRE L 4.5%
AR+ app 16 8%
AEEpTH ARG S 2.5%
e SR F R 2 185 92.5%
PR A% 52 20 10%
wahH - w® 140 70%
N=200 £ i~ FepE 16 8%
(F 4F3E) ENES 25 12.5%
Sl % 2 1%
SO F R IR moAL 161 80.5%
FLw| b L 48 24%
¥ A A 43 21.5%
N=200 ¥ 20 10%
(7 47 &) A 41 20.5%
At 22 11%
Gk 5 2.5%
R 3 1.5%
£ i 3 1.5%
PRI S 5 2.5%
N=200 %4 20 10%
B 151 75.5%
i 4 22 11%
2t 43 2 1%
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Bt ¥ Pk 49 24.5%
B oo B 58 29%
s 51 25,5%
) ekl Vg 18 9%
R 13 6.5%
%"’?3?7:}}% 20 10%
Re AL 6 3%,
iR 7 3.5%
#2 =B FR JE R F 122 61%
e L ivn) - = 48 24%
%;Ci]*u% - =% 23 11.5%
N=200 N 7 3.5%
> =X g 1Y 0 0%
N I JE R F 89 44.5%
B l“ifﬁs £ iE - =% 54 27%
N%%ﬁ% - = 46 23%
N=200 == 11 5.5%
D=V 0 0%
TR R ) 0~ 32 16%
Yo g 1~99 ~ 76 38%
N=200 100~199 45 22.5%
200~299 19 9.5%
300~399 15 7,5%
400~499 ~ 2 1%
500 =~ g« 12} 10 5%
A 1 0.5%

SR R ARG R

AT A e e Fend BAod 350 AT P Aok

T 2z

%{‘, N frr"%ffa * ’H—i%“i iﬁa#ﬁ %F

Frii 41y

WP



235 ARG 7 R HU LR

o 3 % TaE LI tE piE AR
Tip 3.497 0.774 -2.94%%  0.004 7<%

L S T 3.808 0.708

a 7 3.448 0.733 2.22% 0.026 7 <X
245 L 3.676 0.722

K e 3.682 0.848 -1472  0.143 *EF
% 3 Ea 3.86 0.851

Siat HR A 3.476 0.68 -1.853  0.065 *EE

L e 3.647 0.62

Rl il 51 3.502 0.702 -3.243**  0.001 g <
L e 3.832 0.734

® g4 3.736 0.605 -1.735  0.084 *EE
L + 3.889 0.648

B AHC200 A FHE105 4 0 & 954 o

2% 4 p<0.05; **4 p<0.01 ; ***% p<0.001

S EEEHT RS BRI

PR ESEEI PR FG R RORE RESLLS RS2 ANOVA 4170 &
Sdrd 363 EHEG A REFFI G A B R P REF2 L8]0 4
7 1 Bonferroni 5 &4 s 457 I £ # K Hm i o H e £ 17 40-49
RipBESLE > ARG Aoniy ~ AEAFE - EE G R &

B % ¥ofr 60-69 K i F E &L ARt 0§ Kb e B

i
&
ok
b
p ]

~

bF e R Aok
B 0 20-29 & ~ 40-49 & ~ 50-59 F = (b & £0 K BT F At 60-69 FiE B ALK B

Hi ez PRagsi B o
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% 3-6 7 I &k $HHE S R P2 ANOVA A 5

o | T %% FiE pE ERNLS 3
TP (1)20-29 % 4.10  0.67 7.26 0 (D)>(3)>(4)>
Arzar (2)30-39 Kk 370 0.649 ko (2)>(5)>(6)

(3)40-49 % 3.87  0.674
(4)50-59 % 3.72  0.728
(5)60-69 % 3.19  0.668
(6)70 & 2+ 311 1.025

E) (12029 % 3.5  0.75 2.84 0017  (3)>(4)>(Q2)>
i (2)30-39 % 3.54 0656 @ * (1)>(6)>(5)
(3)40-49 & 378 0.669
(4)50-59 % 3.64  0.689
(5)60-69 F& 324  0.734
(6)70 & r1+ 347  1.107

K (1)20-29 % 4.10  0.936 1.98 0.083 T EFE
% 3 (2)30-39 % 394  0.729

(3)40-49 % 391  0.731

(4)50-59 % 3.64  0.909

(5)60-69 % 3.54  0.791

(6)70 fk v+ + 378 1.178

o (1)20-29 % 3.66 0.826  3.07 0.0108  (2)>(3)>(1)>
B (23039 &% 372 0728 % (4)>(6)>(5)
(3)40-49 & 370 0.577
(4)50-59 f&  3.60  0.527
(5)60-69 F& 325  0.713
(6)70 & 12} 336 0.574

Rl (1)20-29 % 3.60 0.673 4.76 0.0004  (3)>(4)>(2)>
¥ (2)30-39 % 3.70  0.591 ok (1)>(6)>(5)
(3)40-49 % 392 0.715
(4)50-59 & 3.78  0.681
(5)60-69 & 325  0.758
(6)70 2} 344 0.778

% (1)20-29 % 3.93  0.696 431 0.001 (6)>(3)>(1)>
3w (2)30-39 % 3.89  0.607 ok (2)>(4)>(5)
(3)40-49 & 398  0.506
(4)50-59 & 382 06
(5)60-69 & 345  0.693
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(6)70 & 1+ 406  0.391

1 % 4 p<0.05; **% p<0.01; ***% p<0.001
2 B ABC199 4 > 2029 & 19 4 > 30-39 F& 23 4 > 40-49 & 46 4 5 50-59
59 4 5 60-69 K 43 4 5 TO E L 94 o

% 3-7% £ &K % L 7 7 % 1 Bonferroni 4 47

1o E& K@) ELK(D) THLB@b) pi
T % (1)20-29 & (2)30-39 & -0.41 0.932
fos (1)20-29 & (3)40-49 & -0.24 1
i (1)20-29 & (4)50-59 & -0.39 0.566
(1)20-29 & (5)60-69 & -0.91%** 0
(1)20-29 & (6)70 fk 14+ -0.99%* 0.009
(2)30-39 & (3)40-49 &  0.17 1
(2)30-39 & (4)50-59 &  0.02 1
(2)30-39 & (5)60-69 & -0.5 0.094
(2)30-39 f  (6)70 F& 14+ -0.58 0.541
(3)40-49 F  (4)50-59 & -0.15 1
(3)40-49 & (5)60-69 &  -0.67%** 0
(3)40-49 #  (6)70 & 11+ -0.76 0.055
(4)50-59 & (5)60-69 f&  -0.52%* 0.004
(4)50-59 f&  (6)70 & 121+ -0.6 0.258
(5)60-69 & (6)70 & 12+ -0.08 1
) (1)20-29 & (2)30-39 & 0.04 1
i (1)20-29 & (3)40-49 & 0.28 1
(1)20-29 & (4)50-59 & 0.14 1
(1)20-29 & (5)60-69 & -0.26 1
(1)20-29 &  (6)70 & 12+ -0.03 1
(2)30-39 & (3)40-49 & 0.24 1
(2)30-39 & (4)50-59 & 0.1 1
(2)30-39 f&  (5)60-69 & -0.3 1
(2)30-39 & (6)70 & 121+ -0.07 1
(3)40-49 & (4)50-59 & -0.14 1
(3)40-49 & (5)60-69 f&  -0.54%* 0.006
(3)40-49 & (6)70 & 12 ¢ -0.31 1
(4)50-59 f  (5)60-69 & -0.4 0.08
(4)50-59 &  (6)70 12+ -0.17 1
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(5)60-69 & (6)70 & 12+ 0.23 1

P (1)20-29 & (2)30-39 & 0.06 1

3w (1)20-29 & (3)40-49 & 0.04 1

® (1)20-29 & (4)50-59 & -0.06 1
(1)20-29 & (5)60-69 & -0.41 0.326
(1)20-29 & (6)70 f& 12+ 03 1
(2)30-39 & (3)40-49 &  -0.02 1
(2)30-39 & (4)50-59 & -0.12 1
(2)30-39 & (5)60-69 & -0.47 0.078
(2)30-39 & (6)70 & 121+ -0.36 1
(3)40-49 F  (4)50-59 & 0.1 1
(3)40-49 F  (5)60-69 &  -0.45* 0.015
(3)40-49 & (6)70 F 12+ -0.34 1
(4)50-59 #  (5)60-69 & -0.35 0.1
(4)50-59 & (6)70 f 12 b -0.24 1
(5)60-69 F  (6)70 f 12+ 0.11 1

P (1)20-29 &  (2)30-39 & 0.1 1

4 (1)20-29 & (3)40-49 & 031 1

® (1)20-29 & (4)50-59 & 0.18 1
(1)20-29 & (5)60-69 & -0.36 1
(1)20-29 &  (6)70 & 12+ -0.16 1
(2)30-39 f&  (3)40-49 & 021 1
(2)30-39 & (4)50-59 & 0.08 1
(2)30-39 f  (5)60-69 &  -0.45 0.214
(2)30-39 & (6)70 & 12+ -0.26 1
(3)40-49 & (4)50-59 & -0.13 1
(3)40-49 & (5)60-69 &  -0.66%** 0
(3)40-49 & (6)70 & 121+ -0.47 1
(4)50-59 & (5)60-69 & -0.53%* 0.003
(4)50-59 & (6)70 f 12+ -0.34 1
(5)60-69 & (6)70 A& 12+ 0.19 1

i (1)20-29 & (2)30-39 & -0.04 1

e (1)20-29 & (3)40-49 & 0.05 1
(1)20-29 & (4)50-59 & -0.12 1
(1)20-29 & (5)60-69 & -0.48 0.065
(1)20-29 & (6)70 A& 12 + 0.12 1
(2)30-39 & (3)40-49 &  0.09 1
(2)30-39 & (4)50-59 & -0.07 1
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(2)30-39 & (5)60-69 A -0.44 0.083

(2)30-39 & (6)70 & 12 + 0.16 1
(3)40-49 #  (4)50-59 & -0.17 1
(3)40-49 & (5)60-69 f&  -0.53%* 0.001
(3)40-49 & (6)70 & 12 + 0.07 1
(4)50-59 F  (5)60-69 &  -0.36* 0.045
(4)50-59 & (6)70 & 12 ¢ 0.24 1
(5)60-69 F  (6)70 & 12+ 0.6 0.108

1 * 4 p<0.05; **2 p<0.01; ***% p<0.001 -
20 B ABC199 4 > 2029 & 19 4 > 30-39 & 23 4 > 40-49 & 46 4 > 50-59
59 4 5 60-69 K 43 4 5 TO E L 94 .

ZCRTAARD F G P

KT ARRE PHEe oB o B RTARR A 4152 ANOVA 4 47 > % % 4o
3-8 it > {aﬁ‘p}; A FEFFI P AEN AP P EF2 LN 8 AT
Tap AR LA S ART 2P oG R T B 0F
A#&ﬁ?m{;’(?ﬁiﬁifﬁi Zm®v B}.—“i AR SFETAAME SE AT AORP

WF R AP MAEF AR R Rw A d MR PR TRAE BT LE Y

=B
A
4y
it
o+
Ty
—
e
NS
=
A
—h
A

B & T o AFT 7 14 Bonferroni ¥ £ 4t A
12 e RTAAME G PL BB o 39457 B £ R {rf ¢ B
oo RPN ARAp LRy P rR Y L X AR
o B R A o AT AN S G B AT NI REY A BRT AR
TeB P B AR LA RTARR G AP EF LR c RTAEAR B

Py Ao R P ki~ AR fRE 2w s e
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PR Re et BHER  BERAF ST LE -

% 3-8 7 I 5 AR HHEG R 2 ANOVA

1 o A v TiaE ##E Fi piE R
EFrsp (DR &EMT 25 1.732 7.87 0 (3)>(4)>(5)
Ao Q)R 2.71 0.75 ok (2)>(1)
3)% # B 379 0.58
4)=~ & 375 0.694
SyF T 36 0.743
EN-) (DB} & 2™ 275 2.062 5 0.0007  (3)>(4)>(5)
A (2)F ¢ 288  0.827 s 2)>(1)
3)% * B 377  0.501
4)=~ & 3.6 0.663
G T8 344 0772
i (DB} & 2™ 275 2.062 3.53 0.008 (3)>(4)>(5)
% > (2)F ® 3.13 0.878 ki 2)>(1)
3)% * B 382 0.759
4)=~ & 388  0.77
Sy #8373 0.846
S (DR} & 2T 275 1.399 5.27 0.0005  (3)>(4)>(5)
P QR 2.85 0.771 ok (2)>(1)
3)% @ B 3.66  0.522
4)~ & 3.66  0.541
S 3 TR L 343 0.763
S (DR} & 2T 281 1.7 4.89 0.0009  (3)>(4)>(5)
FrE QR 3.08 0.958 xk (2)>(1)
3)% @ B 3.84  0.601
4)~ & 375 0.645
Sy g #r i 348  0.685
e (A &7T 35 1.732 2.87 0.024 (3)>(4)>(5)
e Q)R " 3.35 0.818 * (D>(2)
B)® * 398  0.507
4)~ & 3.83 0.579
S g #r& L 3.7 0.618

1 % 4 p<0.05; **% p<0.01; ***% p<0.001
2 AHEABIOT A BL AT 44 RP 104 0 B BA6 4 0 < B 93 4
-V VA
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% 3-9 % b T ARKE LA % 0 Bonferroni 4 47

TS IO 42K (b) Ting B(ab) p ik
a2 (DR &T  QRY 0.21 1
fa (DRFET (3)F ¢ B 1.29%* 0.006
sein (DR AT (4)* & 1.25%* 0.007
(DB} & T (SyEgardn ] 0.034
Q)R ¢ (3)% © B 1.08%** 0
Q)R ¢ 4)= % 1.03%** 0
Q)R ¢ Sy g & a b (.89% 0.005
3)% ¢ B 4)= % -0.04 1
3)% ¢ B Gy g e b 20,19 1
4)% % Gy g erf b 0,14 1
i (DR &ET QR 0.12 1
R (DREL22T (3)F ¢ B 1.02 0.07
(DR & 2T (@) & 0.85 0.19
(DB} 2T SET &t 0.69 0.62
Q)& ¢ 3)% ¢ B 0.89%* 0.004
Q)R ¢ 4)= % 0.73* 0.023
Q)R ¢ Gy g wrd b 057 0.226
3)% ¢ B 4)= % 0.16 1
3)% ¢ B Gy g e b 032 0.316
4)% % Gy g &b 0,16 1
s (DE AT ()R 0.38 1
F3r (DREL&T ()¢ B 1.07 0.14
BRI ANT (4R 1.14 0.077
(DR} & T (ST &t 098 0.236
Q)& ¢ 3)% ¢ B 0.68 0.183
Q)& ¢ 4)= & 0.75 0.068
Q)& ¢ Gy g 1 06 0.39
(3)& * B 4)= % 0.66 1
3)& * B Gy st b 0.86 1
4)=% % Gy g srd b 015 1
o (DR &NT Q)R 0.2 1
Py (DR AT (3)F ¢ OB 0.91 0.061
BRI ANT (4R 0.9 0.055
(DB} & T (ST & .68 0.393
Q)& ¢ 3)% ¢ B 0.71% 0.04
Q)& ¢ 4)= & 0.7 0.09
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Q)R ¥ (5)F= 7 v 1 b 0.48 0.297

(3)% * B A+ % -0.007 1
3)% * B GYFE g e .0.23 0.843
A+ % Gy g e 022 0.536
o (DR ET QR 0.26 1
P (AT (3)F ¢ B 1.02 0.06
B (R AT (R 0.93 0.101
(DR &™)t 0.67 0.503
)R+ ()% ¢ = 0.76* 0.024
)R ¥ A+ % 0.67 0.048
)R ¥ Gy g e 041 0.656
(3)® * & CORE -0.69 1
()% ¥ B (5)F g -0.35 0.169
4+ % Gy g et 2026 0.35
g (DR T QR -0.15 1
Lo (DR &T (3)F ¢ B 0.48 1
(DR & (D5 0.33 1
(DR & (g8t 02 1
(2)m* ()& 7 B 0.63* 0.038
(2)R ¢ 4+ & 0.48 0.21
(2)R ¢ G)yF gt 036 1
()% @ B A+ % -0.15 1
(3)F * B GyF g #0028 0.337
A+ % Gy g e 20,12 1

10 * 4 p<0.05; **4 p<0.01 ; *** p<0.001 -
2 RAEREIOT A BLL AT AL Y 104 0 B9 BA6 X 5 4 B O3 4
Eﬂ"i“ t"—i—E\}l,{_{— 44 A o

wo BRI R

Z 3-10 3 GE B ARRE T ARG B 1345 ANOVA & 47 > it Bk im it

AT P p ATy LEL*FL% SRRy B 1 L A :nn%jjg * ‘Ii}_ff"% * R
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4 3-10 7 kit B R HHEG o F2 ANOVA

o 5w TioE HE®EX FE piE AR
THep (DA 2 & 4 0.707 154 1.19 *¥E¥
Aoz QR E 3.43 1.02

(3)i# ¥ 1 3.63 0.719

(4)1p § 4+ 3.82 0.73

(5)2L% 4+ 4.43 0.606
E 3 (D)22% 72 4 42 0.837 224 0.066 *EF
4 Q)7 4 3.7 1.031

(3)E ¥ 1 3.52 0.656

(4)1p 5 4+ 3.45 0.833

(5)2% 4+ 4.5 0.707
kL (D22 3 43 4.53 0.65 1.55 0.189 7 &%
% > (2)% 4+ 3.78 1.12

(3):E ¥ 3.72 0.793

(4)4p § 4+ 3.83 0.969

(5)2E% 4+ 4.5 0.707
Rl ()22 7 4% 3.6 0.454 032 0830 # ¥
v QR 3.45 0.883

(3):E ¥ 1 3.56 0.61

(4)4p § 4+ 3.58 0.8

(5)2E% 4+ 4 0
Sl ()2 7 4 42 0.57 1.78 0.134 # ¥
T Q)R 3.66 0.933

(3):E ¥ 3.66 0.707

(Hip g+ 3.45 0.692

(5)2% # 4.5 0.707
% (1245 7 4 4.4 0.548 1.86 0.119 7 &%
e (2)F 4+ 3.84 0.871

(3):E+ 3.82 0.563

(4)tp & 47 3.59 0.77

(5)2E% 4+ 3.62 0.53
Tl * £ p<0.05; **E p<0.01; ***4 p<0.001 o
w2 MEABKI A S ZEFAGF S A > A4F20 A 0 BT L 15] A

EF22 4 0 22FHF 24 o
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I ?Eb?%pﬁ,J ’fu? Kﬁ l% * F]-Vfu;‘l‘/v\’]:ﬁ‘

AR EY cH G4 g E G R ER T Gk L E R AT

Yo FlA A AT FVEUERL A GE R R 2R B HPE o R

* @ 2 #ick 7 2. Wicoxon Rank Sum test & .27 H & 19] =X 3* ;F}]( AE# S R

7“+

T FT AR TP A AR ARF ML T
R R d0E aBg F L E( p<0.05 1T Z A F)o A * (T 12101
oo 00 )feid * (T M4 o S5 ) %%P@;ﬁ< AR AE Iy X
WG S TR AT R RDLFE(T S E 0.245 0 p=0.62)

# 3-11 2 Wilcoxon Rank Sum test & T &_F i * i A7 it %5 B .f‘fu‘f#_\i EQ

L] K| Ty #E#L ZE pE Z 3

E# (H* @ * 50.09 12.792  -1.616  0.10 *EFE
) * 5711 12.108

B (YA i * 2.99 0.594 1.972 0.05 *EFE

i Q) * 267 0.5

tary (DK@ * 3.82 0.883 -1.387  0.16 *EFE

il Q) * 411 1.269

T % (D& * 3.66 0.759 1.275 0.20 R

G () * 338 0.24

)

BNy (DA * 3.56 0.739 1.117 0.26 *EE

4 Q)@ * 339 0.651

gk (DA™ 3.77 0.864 1.159 0.25 R

> Q) *  3.67 0.577

o E (DA * 356 0.668 1.384 0.17 *RE

* Q) * 341 0.279

wFF (DA * 3.66 0.74 0.079 0.94 *EF

* Q) * 367 0.637

e (H& i * 3.8 0.639 -0.96 0.34 F B F

% Q)i * 4 0.331
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i
=%
o
s

B E R FERELRLRY L 2T
MR AR R XA U
AR SFE 2 Hem AR R R Ie5 Y 2 501 7 g < K (Likert 5 point scale):t 4
ot st e S dod 34977 0 A 26 BARIEY 5 2 Ti0l | 0T 353.835 3
BB 0 Tcl07 ) 73,472 B o * SRR AR 3D TS e 5 B Y 2 BT
B oE LA B o

LBHG LT AL 3120 B Y % 3809 B F 0 T LR

[
A

g 76 L 39iE . ‘,é’fi’ér_3.775~3.835 Fova_Fg 5z *‘%.:‘zﬂ-fgr ??F‘@i

~

FEF B PR Y R o A FAFP(BS556)frar L b ¢ H(3.558)eh T st i @ i
AR P RE T P SR %%%«EN PERY |t P o h

3 ’ﬁ#‘# » gﬁ_lf’t%g&;,"é’# atv'Lj—J‘j?j;',z,,\g;LﬁgL;ﬁ;rT_’ ifr'ﬁt;?'ﬁ-%

=1
}‘v\

PHERAG A A F PRI F R R R REER 5y T U
B3l cl07 38 eni 2 (3472) 0 38 5 T4oFx AR g Hw gy k- 2

a1 iEs 5“7»*&?’ SLRE R RTFER GAR R A APR e (F o o
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£03-12 &G Aot it

o BIE R THE Bz Ho TE o e iRl
B e

T % Clo1 3.648 0.058 3.645 0.758
S Cl102 3.693 0.062
¥t Cl103 3.658 0.062

Clo4 3.723 0.062

Cl05 3.588 0.064

C106 3.734 0.062

Cl07 3.472 0.065
EN- Sn01 3.6 0.056 3.556 0.734
R Sn02 3.505 0.055

Sn03 3.55 0.058

Sn04 3.57 0.056
R peou0l 3.515 0.050 3.558 0.656
B peou0?2 3.525 0.049
jea peou03 3.58 0.053

peoul4 3.61 0.053
R pou0l 3.678 0.055 3.658 0.734
7 pou02 3.683 0.055
t pou03 3.568 0.063

pou04 3.704 0.057
S ss01 3.77 0.062 3.767 0.852
% 3 5502 3.78 0.062
{2 5503 3.75 0.063
i itu01 3.835 0.046 3.809 0.629
e itu02 3.775 0.049

itu03 3.825 0.048

itu04 3.80 0.050

S PR 2 S
AT LS A3 (structural equation modeling, SEM)#R 75 4 $ A it F
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FHEBE AR Lo L M B ERE AV IO 60§ LR R

PR UE S I h R e A SRS e e

(=) B 2 fed B e T

AL TR LR WA R B R ERATE 31 Bk AN 2

4 F 3 7 &3 3 (offending estimate) © ¥ 2 1% &

w

Fei Rz 5 0 FARE

ARG () f AEAL R R B & Heywood cases 5 (2)13 1t T oA i 2

Wi
2 1T 15 (3)f 3 fficenif £ 24 X (Hair Jr, Anderson et al., 1998) « 447 3
R SRR T L 2T B IR e R i R
EEMES R B 6 0 R HRE T Rk R
L s

1. =+ 2 @5(X?): *47 % 12 & * i 1% (maximum likelihood » ML) & 3

B bol il Sl 2 B 4 LB Y R e R A o BB

E“h%ﬂ&i%&ﬁl‘i’frwvm F m%ﬂﬁiii‘zﬁiﬁ“i#ﬁimuh\,{.ﬁ ™ -+ =

7

CA el ER 0 BRIEH S R

ERA AR 3 RS

A e e R F 2 EF AL IR AR S o AR TR E

W

HmETR R s RELO I R ] AR AR I Y L ERF

F{T\U’*L "‘

= p<0.05° 57 #LF i PRI R G &

PopF g o dg ko (PR3 5 0 2003 5 R B F 0 2003)

2. 43 g d Rt (XY AR RES AR hE 2 R R G R

RARRBE - A 30 A0 2 A AR AT IR
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nNa

(5872 7 > 2003 5 & TEE' » 2009)

fie i & 4p Bo/33 B 18 e i & 4p B(GFI/AGFI): fie if & 4p #iz(goodness of fit, GFI)
B PR T R REE T A 0 b IS A il R 4p #k(adjusted goodness
of fit, AGFD) I 2% B HCN A7 e chesf Rdp e 0 = B9 430 0~1 2 > §
B 1 AAESRER G E 0 - 4 GFI 4o AGFI % 4 0 0.9 £ » 4
TR R R4 o (BR2 5T 2003 5 i3 TE% » 2009)

e i R dp R (CFD) % @ v e fie 3§ & dp R (comparative fit index, CFI){r
Tucker-Lewis index(TLD) 234 #-3] friBk & ¥ = > & M ih = #3)
FL 5 A B H05 (baseline model)ezh® & £ B > (R I H B & B
Bz A L chfe i > B E A 0~1 2 F » Fulg» >0 A o F 4
0.0 /4 7 e & U o (555 5 0 2003 5 471K+ 200)

BriT A 4 35> {3 (RMSEA): Bri7 2% £ 352 2 (root mean square error of
approximation, RMSEA) 5 '+ #IZ 34 58 &2 e fo ;b cn L jE > H (@ /130 0~1 2
B 2 R d 2V R B8 0.05~0.08 FF & TS 2 flesf R 78X o
(2872 7 > 2003 ; TE’E: » 2009)

5 £ 357 13(SRMR): & # i 7 £ 35 3 (standardized root mean square
residual, SRMR) » & % %2 i 52 25 H7) Bl £ > %’%’ﬁ“ TER LY H
B A3 0~1 22 F > - 412 SMSR<0.08 # 7+ fieif B ¥ &% o (873 572 > 2003 ;
% T? £ 2009)
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Tli

ti EE‘

‘ i : ' 1: !r‘ Ry:d by 1
& jﬂ e - %\1 A\ 42
L7 N AN
K »;4'
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132 80 15 f 1 Bk AR 2 RS B AR B
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# 3-13 A8 7 R4 FER B0 fe i & (goodness of fit): ™

FRhE EEERE B% A e i & 287
X & p>0.05  X2=780.065 df=287 * i
p=0.000

X?/df 2~5 2.718 i

GFI >0.9 0.7 * i

AGFI  >0.8 0.63 * i

CFI >0.9 0.914 i

TLI >0.9 0.903 #

RMSEA  0.05~0.08 0.093 7 i

SRMR  <0.08 0.07 #

3. GFI: Goodness-of-fit index; GFI: adjusted GFI; CFI: Comparative fit index; TLI:
Tucker-Lewis index; RMSEA: Root mean squared error of approximation; SRMR:

Standardized root mean squared residual

2 3-13 FEMEGS RERDTEERIEA - AAFTER SR %
T F 3 E % 780.065 0 & p<0.05 E A b P F 0 BRTA £ 305 2
(RMSEA)0.093> 0.08 » feiff /& 45 #<(GFI) 0.7<0.9 {=3 £ 14 fie if & 4p #(AGFI)
0.63<0.8 ' w B e if R Ap it i b H o & qpiidod > fd A (XD
e i R Ap 1R(CFD) ~ AR 1% 2392 1I(SRMR) %323 &35 R 2 R - + 2 &
2Ty £ 397 I(RMSEA) ¥ 4p 1 fefk A e« > 2 AR R i | chpiz -
e A G LR s 0 e g7 i 2 1 & end B (Browne etal, 2002) - F] %
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FERHCSS P il R 7 A SR BT R

3

3=

B R tid) 2 R REA A B8

PN eiE R ST o 4o dk 3-14 “,/TT TF 2 E 5 581.254 5 i p<0.05 F Tk

S BEE o AR B MAZIZE S Hebent 2 pd B (XYAD ~ BT A

%357 3(RMSEA) ~ fitif & 45 8c(GFI) ~ 33 & (5 fieif & 45 Bo(AGFI) ~ v g fieif &

32 (CFI) ~ $R3F it 5% £ 352 $3(SRMR) £ 351 £ 35 2 3 -

# 3-14 1 1 FERE B3N fe g & (goodness of fit): ™ e

Fidph R

51
5 5

X2 p>0.05

X%/df 2~5
GFI >0.9
AGFI >0.8
CFI1 >0.9
TLI >0.9

RMSEA 0.05~0.08

SRMR  <0.08

X2=1581.254 df=279

p=0.000

2.08

0.90

0.83

0.947

0.939

0.074

0.046

*iE

5

3. GFI: Goodness-of-fit index; GFI: adjusted GFI; CFI: Comparative fit index; TLI:
Tucker-Lewis index; RMSEA: Root mean squared error of approximation; SRMR:

Standardized root mean squared residual
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(= )il & #-5% 2 B # 4 %)% 4 17 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)

B2 5 2

BT E AR ERFLRELT R FRBFLRAL ST
W FE R e % IE(‘\:f#m)rm

B EscE o ww ¢ % Cronback’s alpha % 5 % 14+ 7]

AN AR R RS E R A WM R TR AT R T LR

v

GOl R S E KR o R B PR A (957 7 2003 5 MR 0 2010)

1.5 = 13 & (composite reliability, CR):

B RRIEREHEG N DERIERA LI R FERERR

(construct reliability) > — #0225 B (CR)>0.7 5 HX % > 4ok 3-10 ¥

% D A R A (0.96) 0 A B P Behe d R 0.92 B 0 i D

REEE S LA AL PR EHNE S ESRA -

2. < ag»x & (convergent validity):

Teaorc R EdptEo P EBRIERAT RS L FRARADERFEE F 20
o HERIE R KA R R RA A DA RV U ER L FE
R L3535 P~ % B fir(average variance extracted, AVE) k#2154 % R P E %38 ¥

St
)
—
e
=1
—=h
; T
<l
A
e
SN
o
=

B ET T IRRCEE PB4 A



Tearrc ke g FlF LR 320 0.7 & 2B Ao (2 %75)7 LR fRRIE %57 50%
R AR RS FART A TR AR B L3055
TREPRAKAVE) S pE LG ¥ RS T RIE R RA hT o
il ¥ AVE> 0.5 £ B i F enfcaon R (8 41K 0 2009 5 B 0 2010) -
31087 LRAF  SAFRE ARG i R R e 2 B
FlEf AR 07 AL R ERAELFEEST - T AR ¢ o
FF clo7 -5 066 L E im0 050 AT HER2ZHFF -

T xR (AVE)N A > {&ﬁé\i 9 AVE B394 %30 0.7 7 L AP 7
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% 3-15 RIEHF LG RECARTR

Biatie RIERE LAPEECTFZIFE XL RCR FHEPRHR

AVE

T Clo1 0.88 0.94 0.70
p A Cl102 0.89
BT AL Clo3 0.93
Clo4 0.93
Cl05 0.67
Clo6 0.87
Cl107 0.66

BNy Sn01 0.90 0.94 0.81
o Sn02 0.88
Sn03 0.90
Sn04 0.91

g Ss01 0.93 0.96 0.89
e Ss02 0.97
1 Ss03 0.94

Et PeouO1 0.87 0.92 0.75
5 # Peou02 0.91
ea Peou03 0.88
Peou04 0.80

FoF Pou01 0.94 0.92 0.76
3 * Pou02 0.92
1 Pou03 0.75
Pou04 0.85

iE Itu01 0.91 0.93 0.78
S [tu02 0.92
[tu03 0.87
[tu04 0.82
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3.% %3z & (discriminant validity)

PE R AR R BLR AT Y TIHE P8 R Bk 17(AVE analysis) >
LT 0 g B A(AVE) S S A 5 B enfp B BE L e S
20 R REPTROHES 2 AVE T2 REFHER < R L e F24p

MR S RS A MR T R A 4 A s HE

\

R R A TR A 3160 H AR il E N A THE R BT S S
%%ﬁﬁaﬁﬂwﬁaiw%’%uipfiﬁﬁwﬁ&@ﬁgﬁmw;mm&

Bertea, 2011) -

% 3-16 Ho FAp M il TR PR R T 2

1 2 3 4 5 6

TR A 3 084

BT AL

AEARFE 0.68 0.9

ABRE > 071 0.61 0.94

o 2 0.52 0.30 -0.04 0.87

o * 078 0.30 -0.06 0.46 0.87
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