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MIS A7olA FErleo] AHA g AHer] 943 trd) 0|24 2¥To] ZARTE 1 FoM FBI1E AHdz
& dusin &3] & Ruzoz AT e 2Hol TAM(Technology Acceptance Model)olth. 2evd
AL FRI1E £ FE A28E AYsAY ARshks 33 & o i 2% o] EAFes Ersln 7129
TAME 83 1218 $Y3A] Z3Ach. olo] Lukxel oJAadA el aad] F&E vXe MIS 479 Ad 2%
B TAME #733la old dg #7115 sasqn

AAER e YL uXe 842N AEY B, A A% JAZAAS B4, oAEA T, aelm AR
= 52 WEMAY & ¥ 54, AW B4, 1 B4, AxUlE Jen 9AEA Iy HS5Ee] 5H¥oz w2l
‘fﬂ 78‘5'-715«1 A4 426” Ho} gAsl A9 ‘i« coldl B BAo® ' 4 I} B4oz Ig] By,
aelm i BAHeE FH +£F 53 2 74 Mg @ﬂﬁ}‘# TAME 8733 728 & Attt 1 278 £ @
T At @17]34 ZHEHJP&M] i3t Bl FAE 01%'7“ B REE AXNFoEZN T2 979 ol 23 JIHE ATl
Aok, ok At FEIIES HEHeE Ade] dade AR AsA m&Edo] 2 7HY, sl FA 43|
gt3o] HRA o F3Pof & A BAAE Foylot e Aok

..........................................................................................

.M 2 AE7le A9 oA Edie u$ kst
HEAY EFPOZE= Rogers(1995)9 Halghit
2 ¥ (IDM: Innovation Diffusion Model), Fish-
AN H2E FE7eE AHAHoZ Y bein & Ajzen(1980)9 °|4H #F 7H(TRA:
o #Rtie A FHEE FHAM Aopdy Theory of Reasoned Action), Ajzen(1985)¢]
A i+ F23 290 €ch HIoe FEI|E  AY #F /M(TPB: Theory of Planned
o yHF7 ]7P A4 gobdel wel 2FoA =91 Behavior), Triandis(1980)9 Triandis®%
ke e FRI71sd e AY 2gE olalst  Goodhue(1988)9 #Y-71¢ AYZ(TTF: Task-
E A J-ﬂ ?4501211 ERAA HAHRuth,  Technology Fit) 23, I3 Davis(1986)9
2000; Sultan & Chan, 2000). "atx A H7) 71e+4 28 (TAM: Technology Acceptance
=9 A HHol BT AFE HIFEAIL A Model) 5ol EAF

:L

T Fol FolAM v ¢ FoInE & 79 71A ztzte] o]24 RSl A 2 FAHE =
£ olF& ¥Fo] d}(Igbaria et al., 1995b). ARt a2 FelE durHQl ARgairp dubA

=E¥+Y: 2002. 10 Hxjggel: 2004. 5



23 - F#

A FHIleS Adste F3E A3t 4S5 II. 28 o3
A8 7bg HHFo g AHRHT gle B¥o] TAM
olt}(Davis, 1989: Davis et al., 1989: Bagozzi

1992: Fenech, 1998: Dishaw & 2.1 7|=582%

et al.,
Strong, 1999: Venkatesh & Davis, 2000:
Moon & Kim, 2001). TAMS AHEA7E HH7)
&2 AA A48l ¥ F(usage behavior) 2 3
% 9% (behavioral intention)ol <3l ZA =3,
PF A5 ALgo] gt HE(attitude)o] 3y
AR n dugtt, =3 JRI1EL AEE)7t
Lol ¢ F43 Ao A4HY, ¥ F4¢
Aog AZdd PFrJ|eL 5 Hxg x2
olojATtE Aol TAMS #H4 W&o},

o] W 23 elr FAPEC] NEE FEIIE
e AE AN2dg AYFAY ARste AL
Adsy #HAeo] gk, 18 71EY TAM 8+
' dAdAd 9% vXe AF8dE FEI
HtgdalA) 23 dejel A el FEINES 83
B AL Austn o od & dFeMe 9
AR 33E weddld RVE AY ABE =
dgtozi Hok FAE o|8F Y =¥ AN
sl H71E dgln, A7 FddMe AU A
At AR7eS F83te AR %S A=
89¢ ¥ ¥R o2 ANz ¥,

(TAM: Technology Acceptance Model)

TAME 7109 Fr7|e A9 Agsian o35
7] 9§ RF o2 Davis(1986) 28 7S
don, A #8437 Ngd A $ol4do
AFE AN2gS AlSdhe =g Fsn 4AA
AHgd glol mig Fag Ay 2dog AL
ltH(Davis, 1989). &, AHAe] BE7|e 4
< AAde 898 R8T foldos Hiles
AN AR7lE =9 Ao #dd HEREE A&
33571 8 A=A (Davis et al.,, 1989).
TAMY ZEE d¥EQ AY AHEAZE Gt
FE71&E Agdhs AR A9s] A3 ol
Hoz ZAFE dwAd 2L P=x RAod
(Davis, 1989). TAM2 TRAY TPB$ #it7t
A2 AA PFL Y5 gz 3 AH=HR, P
F Y= Aol did ez o3 ZFdEdn A
Baln ok E=F ARIIEL AL &)@
T2 o #8F Aoz NG 39, o 78 A
o2 AAALE T AR AHtaxse

(ag 1) 712582 ¥(TAM)

N2E 284

(Perceived

Usefulness) §
C AON CHE AL O Chet ST NE
1 #S o R

s (Behavi I > (Usage
(Attitude) enaviours Behaviour)
X2E ALBO BOI4 / Intention)
(Perceived
Ease of Use)
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AT Y vyl JISTE2H(TAM)Y Bo|

HE 2 o5r} 3ojHoz sgtozN FHr|&9
AHgel FdEde Aol TAMY ¥4 Wgo] €
. o€ 2¥oz2 Jelld 99 (28 1)3} 2o},

ol2{g TAME 7]dje] W3 FAA (realism of
expectations), &71%9 (motivational force),

AHEAE Wk (user satisfaction), AM&-zHe]
W& (information satisfaction), A&}
(user involvement) $3 L og J|&

A2 Fur14e AR AL ALgRe)
Jxg 4used o xHAe] 251

(Venkatesh & Davis, 1996).

2.2 oA RHH

gyes

AH
29
A
B%
sich

TAME AHEZF B RI1eS s838te 9ArEd
o #¥E Mg drudez It gy sE
MIS dTelMe MIS 979 Mg E(framework)
olgte EA o AlgAt FEIEE gLEld

A S e A JAEA S B 3
F= tAe 8458 YAt € So Mock
(1973)2 A7l B&< FF Apise 2
Al&rle) Skl ofuzt Abgatel AUA, A
94 B4 agu ARA, 844, 234, A7
d &4 JME dFE Ledn ok TAM
o] MIS @7 & Fokghe ZFHoA, /MY EA
I 873 54 Fol duAQ arAA e moyel
FY S Ptde AA A FERIE F43
#HdE QAR S e s TAM 97 A
A 54, 84 54 ol TAMY T4 Mo n|
Ae %< HEY dart 9.
AAERe] AR TS FE S
SHAl AAEAA T, MIS 979 A

gALe

o

(Chang, 1993). A, =Jx12% REE)
288 843 2 ANAY SUNRD of)et
247, B4, QnwAH ¥4% 2o 29 4

(E 1) oAz2Y g8
A4 &| Mason & | Chervany | K Gorry &
; " Lucas Mock 1o Ives et al.
Mitroff ebal. | gy Scott Morton |
228 979 | agry | 1978 | 1973) (gry | (%0
BREEE BREE Helgge
an | 2w [T [mam eaa | TR
- - Ao go | F94. 9u@ —= 87 As
A 4% | BA #¥ T Ad e | BAY 32
. o | 3R 2B
SHBYR | N S e 8T T e
datay | 4% 4% W
REEREEE . .| AR Az (A A 29 By
BRASH | e g | R A2 A2 ED | Huiz us o i 89 AAe
24 R FYE FYz HL

AYEAT 33 H3E 20044 63
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2T - R4

B39 ZHoA oAAF e EAY dFE IR
o g4, 84 48 A9 #3, A 7=
3 A, BA9 B34 $9 FHE e, of
A% EAGEe) AL AERS B 9%
& oA AR, AEFRS] 5L A8ATL
4%, 3PFce Y53 HY 54, A9 5
4, qAEy 281 5 X, ol dAE
A EAYo 9% P IA, JAHER 3
AL AAF FAE HZ3] 3 Hde 489
Hgoz JgadRe AP AR AP
o TR, MIS 47 &8 FE X259 93
Agse JAZAE ddez 7] HEd FE
N2dlel B AF By, R 72 F AR A
289 2 = gAEAY AR %S T
Ae F4¢ ¥z 25380 g2y MIS Ad
B A N2g AR FojA EAE AR
e B3N JAEY 879 B4, EAY A4,
AN 54, AR A2ge) 54, AHE 43
9 EAe AER AnAd d¥E b
2.

2.3 7|1& TAMY] B

MIS 7Y Eo u]3o] E W TAMY FAHL
g3} o] 89 shsEth & A7 EAL o
J4g §A9E FEse &Fd TAMS AAde
del gict.

AR, 7189 TAM 9+& FE71E A 4
2d¢ 33 £lz U TAME 229 ¥
F WelX A9 ArriE AP S FHstein
g o (Ruth, 2000), @A TAMS +4 Wi
€ 7iQe AAA ERojMe FrI|Ee FEAYT
< 239 gigez sx o &, TAME 7

842

R RN R AR

o] ARyl&S FE3te M 23 2 AL 2
B3 @740 viAe 9% B Aot oG
gAML Bol, opAo}, §¥ FFA 2FAE U
Aoz BHA Aold wE TAMY A& AFE
%% Straub $(1997)9 A7l s d¥ A
A=}

E4, 7129 TAME BE71¢7 3¢ §479
Ags 29g A Rz Qo A-rle
APE YL A aFAYH BRI i
o] YANo] AHIE FE&& AFY¥dn 2o
(Thompson et al., 1994; Goodhue, 1995). 4
714 ARE(fit)d Fh 7R dFd Zied
A 4715 A=E Jellle ¥4 (correspondence)
£ H&A(matching)E visted, AF=7L
E24E ALAE a7 FEred dE 38U
#3712 87 @cH(Dishaw & Strong, 1998).
Tan & Benbasat(1990)2 #9l 8TAIgH
AEAZY e APzE dTse™, Palvia
& Chervany(1995)€ #4, 71€, 28 A%
Azt AREE APt o FHL 44
oA FRI&L aR0] HAsele BA 23
g AEHY 4 & dde AL vl

AR, 71Z2] TAME AHgate]l §A4o] AH7&
&30 nAEe 9FS tHtn Aok Lk
o2 799 AFH L e 1 A AF
A g9 9§ Y& TetH(Mahmood et
al., 2001). 3] Howard & Mendelow(1991),
Schiffman $(1992). Chan & Storey(1996)
o] dFolMe ALl FH &0 FRI|ES
F&8tn AHgsted FFAY J¥HL vAe
Aoz Jelgt. ¥ Rai & Patnayakuni
(1996)9] ATolde 2§ L A FE34 7

& FEYE £ Bk vtz T

st n33A ®3E 20044 68



AAZEY dge utys IS8 (TAM)Y #y}

. 67 28 U 7l o3

3.1 o7 2% 3 o 7pd

71E TAMY @A1E S537] 98 (28 29
ol AEA 874, I BAL I §XHE vy
& A7 BYE EEAY. dF 2YE 9apEy
FH8A B 71E A7l sxstn o, A
Ble #8A7dA dtdoz AALAD TAM
o S Hsy] A8 dAHEUT B AT 23
22 W 7490 M2 FEI|&E PolEo|
1R dl FAA He A (beliefs) H 3%
S9E A oA FFedel o8 dFE
et 7 o AFHAT debq B A7 =
B 7189 TAM F4NE3 93 et

im rr o

WAZ 429 4 glow FEls AE8) B4,
dd 54, MY 547 e 9F dgass)
TAMS} 74 7ol nlAe are AEsina do.

3.1.1 7hY 543 TAM#9] #A

AH7)ee ARNL I AEIISS AHEEE )
Qo] 540 oJ3iM deFE W=tk (Lucas, 1978).
Aurle 8% dA 7 /&S Agde
AHEARY Ve B ARA FFd dM g
W=tH(Nelson, 1990). 71219l 713 HEA
UJehle AMA 3 Aur)ed g 73
AHEALS] Ad TElm AA AR FEAel @
o] itH(Zmud, 1979: Igbaria, 1996). &
dre A 549 & ZAQY FA £F9 9
AEG

mo <44 r® rjo o nlo

(28 2) A+ 2§

2 4F

(Training Level)

ANAE 284
(Perceived

Usefulness)

4

.

ALE0ll CHEt

ALE0l CHEt

B

B

(Attitude)

> A=
(Intention to Use)

AME2 g0i4
(Perceived
Ease of Use)

\/

B =T

(Task Complexity)

o~

sSE -
(Peer Pressure)

AASHAT 333 M3E 20044 6%
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AR FE FELE FE)e dig AR
Agol] FgL nA ey, F& FH Z2I3PL A
42171 Ale] AR 7 FRIEE YFHoR
A&NL £ Side AEE PR (Igbaria
et al., 1995a). B¢ FEI|gd U A =
3 FYEG AR Ade] FHAA %
< n)AtH(Davis & Bostrom, 1993). DeLone
(1988)& Ar7|& U FH9 £E5& BB A
28 £9]9 Slo} AAFok s F8 A Y4de
2 X

E AFoME AHEale 8 FF0] ARVIeS
Aol glo] AHgAlY AZAE AHES &l
Ay F849 FPAY ERE VA ez A}
e AFsd. 53 Aga 8L A2
AA Mg FEAA GFHS PAse AL
2 ¥3153 itHDeLone, 1988: Lee, 1986:
Kraemer et al., 1993). @& 8 FF& H
=8 opel % Yoz S FAH, ole
Z2Aoz AA AHg(actual usage)2Z o|ojF
Aoz Helg

7Hd 1-1: &8 $£F& A7 FE7&(VBA)Y
A Ztg Age ol el H(+)9 9
&g n)d Aol

7Hd 1-2: 8 $FL A7 FB71€(VBA)Y
AZE frEAo F(+)9 %L 1l
A Aot}

7Hd 1-3: ¥4 $F& AT AE7E(VBA) A
Lol g Elxo] AH(+)9 FIS
ojd R},

7 1-4: F8 £FL& A7 FEIIE(VBA) A
g0 o Yxo] BH(+)9] FIF¥S
oA Zejd.
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237 - 2R

SRR

ol of, ¥A & UF FHL AY AL 9
& YRS B u§ F=E AY FHA ¢
A z&Ags}. ole FRI[E W 28I &
do] Qe Az PFo FA4HE PAGS
33 A7 Al-Gahtani & King(1999)# Kim
(2000)8] EF2HE FolE 4 vt

3.1.2 ¥ A4 TAM3 e ¥4

593 ARJ|gd dPME Zold AYS
Yot ALt E dold HItE WE 4 §l
o}, dE EW, 2FdE Agste 239 A
. AL e8%e 4F SA4 wetA T
agdold ud 7Ke "H=rt dold + Sl
Sanders & Courtney(1985)9 d7olA AHA
ARG 2EY ZFe Y9 oA g, AP ¥
4, 349 43dE&Ad mt 2 N
g AE7|eS AgEd ol Ad Y &
Ao wel 4Rt 283 F s ¢+ %
t}. Anandrajan $(2000)2 #ge) F7el w3t
FE Az g M) HETE AolstA YE
3e WY =% Igbaria 5(1989)2 %] &%
AAo] AgAte] AFE o] § xo] FHAY I

< PARHE FHEAT, Zigurs & Buckland
(1998)8] AN TG AFH7t AA S STt
¥ Hubona & Geitz(1997)9 d7olxe
o) EAol| e} /jQIe} Ada ojze] Aozt ik
AL 2R £ oo & d7dxe #
g EAdez FAge HFA(task complexity)
& AR N2 FErEe] Ada #Rd H
zo g% oxzhe] AAXE ¥y A& o2
o] 7Hd & AR TY Foid HAEo] A
decd, Ar1gd dd e Aol Foiz

LA m33H M3E 20044 6%



AN Hog vds 7S+ 82Y(TAM)S Tt

A9 B3 Azl gt Deix]r] fie) g
B 1€ Ao W FoAo| AEH ool &
RAolth(Zigurs & Buckland, 1998: Dishaw &
Strong, 1999).

M o2-1 B9 2R $Ee A7 Adle
(VBA) AHgo] g Hizo] 4212
Q1 G5 )2 o,

M 22 B B SEe A7 ARsle
(VBA) AHgel ti@ ol=o 494
A G2 A Rolk

of W, Azd I EFAo AP FHL 53
djob st #G9 oAzl g M A4 g =
A& Lawrence & Low(1993)9] 979 ¢ A
dage E34E€ B B BRAEE 23
McKeen & Guimaraes(1997)9] 972%H ©
Zoto] 2 A7 B A AU

3.1.3 874 543 TAMS] #4

71E9 TAM 33 A7 Al8d 43 g
e fralAd BAE ZolE & Udk(Davis et
al., 1989 Igbaria et al., 1996; Banerjee,
1988). =3 AL3A ¢H L FEIE9 AE 9
d= FFAY ZHE /e Aoz gz
AHDavis et al., 1989: Igbaria et al.,
1996). d¥-doz zz A9 ¢Fe Fg,
A=A, 8kl AlFe] PAdske AlBlA gEew BE
2 7 Ut £ Ao 23 84 B4 F9 ¢
Uz 8 4o 23S 23U F1 4 o
g 242 FRE AT F$E Y92 ¥ B4
A48E 483 Tayor & Todd(1995)¢ Gallion

HAEAT ni33A M3E 20044 68

(2000)9 EF2HH =&HA.

7Hd 3-1: B8 ¥ A5t FRI|&(VBA) A
£ g "z F(+)9 d4FE&
o3 Aol

7Hd 3-2: B8 48 AT HRIE(VBA) A
&l dF oxo H(+)9 dIE
S =

2 M 3-10] AgEC, Fusldl o)
A8 st HEE F9 A%l gebd 2
23] W3t 7b5PE MR M 327 AR E
o, uslee Aol 3% I dA A
29l 2] ool 9HE & 8L oula

3.2 A7 A

2% ARI|eo] AXNHAL ), oy 82F
2 B3l AHeAY dA ABAE +
nAe7ke dFske Aol ol 9
d A d¥ol FYSUG. TANE oL
AR, & FFY WA g§3HE 2489 74
M) A BAE ARA o2 28] YA
ojv}, A, ¥ £T, I B4, B ¢4E W
FEE AR o2 FA ] Aol
BE7|2e] Algo] WHEESE Algale] AR &
ol AR FFEL FoRE Ago] U7 W
(Adams et al., 1992), 4@ diiazt AR =
Hol Qe FR71eS Aot A A7l A
g2 PE7)5L spreadsheetS o] &3l 72
GAAAdl g FRE AFse HF AR
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2 - B4

AFE(EUC: End-User Computing) =7
VBA(Visual Basic for Application)°]t}. VBA
' Agd A7 SEA Ao FAde & Wk
AHEE £ 7Yo] e ARE FEeclU &
Fo| FEFYoz2E B4 HES Fete IR
o] AR A,

3.3 Xz FF U

2 AFdMe FEES 8719 Jdoz T u)
Astch B EAS B34 A ded A
& FPste Jgoz Yra, ¥4 £E9 3=S
o Ay ge Fdoz Yron, a9 ¢
g A5t 22 Add v JEE UFo 89
A (2x2x2) & FAA.

¥4 £33 2iAgE g2 @e
Z Ay A7 FHde 452 AR ARE B

AT e &S FP%e =2 T 4
oz TR, ¥e FA £F FJDL 304
to] AR Ao F4g FHER FAHNLH,
& A 7 AdL 60T A
7olg e gAY FAHHU.

#¢] EAd W& EFE Vakkari(1999)7} Al
A O#Y A4S A8 27HE AR 4 @
Ad-& H2ske Fae B34, @2¥Ee 2%
2o #3& 71Fe2 o A ddAst 38
#e PCHE AYsted glol HA oJAAA
yete Adate Ao ddd & a4&d 3
& Fojsiol & PCe ARF37MA T HEAe F
F(37HA) 53 22 HA A9 dikk FAM F
A 34713k b &L digE g4se A
2 AAsigd. B39 #9L 27 27K 71E
tjsle peisiol & PC ti$=(374A), Uddl2le] ¢

4
[

Y
oyl
©
I
i

o LA = v M U )

846

Z(37HA), Ao g Mulx FE(37H4) T3
22 2437149 AE gk FolA T 347
Zto] 744 #HE UgE BNHEE A EF
B4 3o e PCUT HT 7HeAItE 2 A
9 Alghd e M2 Jo|dtAl Rodidm, AEA ¥
45 Foj AR AoldtA mRHTF UL
o, 71el 4 a2 gozH ZAE st
E 34 & v BFshA 2389

B8 48 FF2 2] A& Nd ]S
Az 3% U4 JAvoz FEIHG. HE
A5 A B89 4 glo] =dH o=z A
Ao & FYPF=E Foub, TF AASFY 3
gL A AL HF HFE MAAA o
T2 &o A Y 52 79 A5FE D o]
2g3E ¢ A=E Kt

A3 ui g Ao A FAHLZ Rol7t A
E 71 AZs] d3 SAE e g 43
BAAE A4E £4& Y. &, A4d
4 5F 3, A4dE #) B34 A, 2dx
AzZtd 8 ¢¥9 FA=E 23 & JdH
ge g o] Aozt EAFEAE T-testE
A Anpgt 1 2n & ¥4 FF Jd
3 Be A £ AQ 19 A FE 722
t-ol 15.1022 Jeht {25FE 0.00010A
aol7b Aed, A EFAGY AE FEE
t-ztol 20.092 el {4 0.000194 2
ol7} gtk =¥ FE ¢ IANE FEE F
A 79 2o)E A t-gho] 16.7322 Yet
U 0.0001 feFFoA ztolE o APS 9
3 EA £2& AAA o Rty & F I
At

AU 33 M3E 20044 68



AAZEY Jee vigdl J1e+82Y(TAM) 9l Et

V. 7Kd A5 & B4

4.1 48 Ext

A AEe 20029 6¥€Z0 AAEJYEH, &
4 &% (contamination effect)S HAi3}sl7] 9
& ZE Hdo] A AEE Al en, ag
EH(confounding effect)E H4izst7 & 2
A% FH97t AM2l(treatment) ©l9le] FAEL
749 WA E Bl AT ded Ay
s 53¢ A48 JAde M2 g 454
oAAM Zkz} 5083 10084 e FIES 319
o #Y o] FEE F, AzE AHE9 g
A4 AZE 84, HE, 35 9 24 Eg
SHA To2s AYd AH4E FR7|2UA VBA
of thal AR AdE AT EE AMlo]
T FF A 534, 58 4E€Y EA4
o da AZd A= Y. HJA A
A7t FAHSHA o] Fol H4E tdA—dE
d FEol ¥ o 2&HYo,

R
$Z9 sty—So HESL AdY 3

T
-2

AN rlo

g2
ok
T

ol 2 -y
>

4.2

%

Y Ho M2y o Bgd 43

4.2.1 434 AZF

s Az Wy didE S48 A8 (&
2)oll e upel o] Agu} &9 (Cronbach-a)
ATE dEdA RE 74 Jido] dubAQl A}
s APollM Qe 0.7 oL FEAAF
1 e tgE Hxo YA daAA o] {AH
I UASE €AY g dE 8 dE
shte] Hx2 FHs EAsted Fst gle
Aoz wudr

4.2.2 ©194 A%

2 @rdME oj@yd dE X5 89
ANF g2 BHM A=Y 58 w4 E W
o (F )M} Zol 7 o]gRisd i FHA
9 SAAAF k2 HA 0.66104 Hx 0.904
AR WlaAd g o AN & ATl
A 24 Axrt 22 29 58 B &

B8n 98T ¢ 4+ Yok

(2 2) 74 7ide] My 45

74 g e Cronbach-a A%
A|2tE Abge] 80|43 (EOU) 5 0.88
21zt #44(PU) 4 0.87
B = (ATT) 4 0.89
% o= (BI) 4 0.76
2148 FE #&(TL) 2 0.74
22+ 7] E24(TC) 2 0.92
272t 58 4= (PP) 2 0.70

HABHTE 533A M3 20044 69
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(£ 3) ™4 7idef 2el2

AT - Fiy

4= |
0.129 0.107 0.061 | -0.081 0.005
0.174 0.117 0.106 | -0.039 -0.054
EOUS5 0.047 0.070 0.214 0.198 | -0.148 -0.012
0.143 0.128 0.151 | -0.191 -0.004
0.175 0.204 0.050 | -0.180 -0.045
0.109 | -0.045 | -0.097 | -0.048 -0.154
0809 | 0.185 0.065 | -0.023 | -0.055 0.012
PU1 0.081 | 0.803 0.197 0.196 0.167 0.005 0.141
PU3 0.040 0786 | 0081 0.255 0.176 | -0.016 -0.049
ATT4 0.100 0122 | 0849 | 008 | 0160 | -0.145 | -0.146
ATT3 0.192 0129 | 0841 | 0135 | -0032 | -0.144 -0.062
ATT2 0.180 0.206 | 0.802 0.026 0.067
ATTI 0.168 0.205 0.769 0.004 0.014
BI4 0.159 0.130 0.201 -0.009 -0.109
BI3 0.182 0.142 0.210 -0.271 -0.088
BI2 0.180 0.074 0.133 -0.206 -0.035
BI1 0.216 0.210 0.198 ; -0.236 -0.095
TL2 0.126 0.022 0.184 .80 ~0.137 -0.1861
TL1 0.210 0.151 0.182 0.179 0.786 0.046
TC2 -0.283 ~0.037 -0.099 | -0.308 | -0.184 0.067
TC1 -0.319 -0.050 -0.106 | -0.2711 | -0.164 | 0.086
PP2 -0.025 -0.024 -0.076 0.009 0.043 0.904
PP1 -0.029 -0.029 -0.008 -0.233 -0.154 0.868

ARzt 3.96 3.17 2.98 2.86 1.927 1.69
ololz gk | 8.77 2.64 1.92 1.66 1.42 0.90
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SARY MEE uigY JIgTELH(TAM) S Bt

4.3 947 28| A4S

4.3.1 978239 AYIx HF

TAMS H¥zel A77/HS HFH] HAsto
LISRELE A% ¥4 o]&3tatt. o o, 7z
g 2y A daMe A8 2wt
ST7E7 A B, R E R YY §
7 ZE Eeldoz A WS o, 3L B
8 A4 #Ad B, A4E FE £F, 191
AZHE T8 g¥o] AHEHUS

HA FEAY FRENE B TAMY F¥EE
golstn A7FRFAe] 24ES FYPsEY. 2 A
TolMe 84 & (covariance matrix) & ¥
AEE AMEstglEd, B¢ A EELAE A

gabl ¢ & glow, PaEe e BEsAN
WA S AgolATHz A, 1999).

YL U A AF5UL de

ol 2¥9 Zwol A M AA
%U} olg{gt F2WAY Ry A
o2 Hristed o848 F e FIA
At £ Aol 239 HANAA A
Fxd HUF#A 7 (absolute fit measures),
712280 3 AR AP ZFEIR
“(incremental fit measures), 281 E3F<]
AT #¥E 7P°3-‘?—?J7~lﬂ-(par51momous fit
508 YFol TAMY HITE HE

R ! =)

N
—_

measures)
st

A, AiFgArEs £ 7239 24§E~
A Y, ¥*=309.36(p=0.00038), 712%%A
#(GF1=0.83), EFstd 92 HdAs 4
(RMR=0.059), Al Hdas 2HRMSEA
=0.08) 528 YeEt o] FolM 712FFA

ZAET 533 M3E 2004 6%

Gz T 2T don, 44 HIAS
o} AL HEAs e ARFES
A7le] & 2Fo] vlnA AFAo] g2 2
4 & i

A, ZEEERAFEAN £ AFRYY FP:
AGEA FHRARAF(AGFI=0.78) ¥3FF
9l 0.8 A3tz o}, FFHRFAF(NFI=0.85
' 239 Az APEQ 0.8% B35t 9l
o E£3 AR EASF(RFI=0.83), SEFEA+
(IF1=0.89), ¥ a2%¥A4(CFI=0.89) 5% %

33 FFoR B 2o FojA HolHd 2 F3t
g3 9% ¢ 5 At
AR, EEFAFEA B 23| APxE Ay
Bd, 71 712RRX¢(PGFI=0.65)% % EF
BE4£(PNFI=0.73) 25 AFFT 0.62 4
3oz 7y APyt £E ¢t Uk
4719 A= AR 3o (F HS (2¥ 3)
7 2e PMAF =2HAY 94 TAM 74
847t FAE AHEH, AR} o]l AME
g Adol fle At FEIIEY A &l o
M TAMel AAEE ¢ F Ut & AHgAe
dd FEI|eS A&t &oldtin Az o,
A F43 Ao Qs Aol AT A
Ztgd Abgol foldd Aztd R84 AT B
719 tal AHEzZF Azste el F3AQA
dFH L PAtei, Agd A8 foldel A
E Y 29s EAske Aoz BAHAY 1¥
1 AE7lgd dg FFAY Hee T PRI
&9 AHE oz AFAYL F(+)9 J¥HE
o] g2 FAlo) x|z Abge] gol, AAd &
oz REe 2H TA: HAse Ao YEyt
L F B AZ AT Ane TAM 53] A|A
A ol Aoz Flskyt.
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2 - 34

(R 4) BH=Yol| chet = - 2N =0}

1 A4 %84 e 4% 9=
] £0)4 @) (ng) o
A4 |44 A | A od | A | A ol | A
: B A s | ome | E% B} | o&s:oms | oBs) | RS Bl AW
o 0.65""* 0.65*** 10.18"** 10.06" :0.24™* [ 0.19"*:0.17*** | 0.36"**| 0.15"*} 0.16***! 0.31***
FE&1)
A1z 3
- ‘0 ** _0.04‘1 ) 3"‘ - 0 * _0. E1 1)
AN () 0.04 0.3 0.02 K%}
Add &
-0.01 -0.01 (-0.04 :-0.01 :-0.05
48 (&3)
A2 AHgel
0.10°* 0.10* | 0.13" :0.04* 017" 0.07** : 0.07""
g4 (m)
Azd
0.38"** 0.38** 0.17**: 0.17*"
84 () !
a= 0.45* 0.45**
(ns)
" %%E 0=0.05 " %9%FF a=0.01 ***: %IFE 0=0.001
(I8 6) EH2Yo)| ot FEUHA Znt
024 045 017 024 025 020 021 033 019 013 022 014 012 035 032 02t 028
| S I | } o + 1 R } 4 | +
E0U1 |j EOL2 EOU4 || EOUS PUI PU2 |1 PU3 ATT1 ATT3 § | ATTS n m m m
X2 g Y Pa010" aeRgs ) la03 % LN
2014 (EOU (PU) (81
Y”=0.65h , ) 41_0‘15-1
¥a7=~0.04%+ 2=-0.33%%+  y =-0.01 Yi=-0.04
2 4= HAEZS =2
(TL) (TC) (PP)
t ) t U
017 023 0.09 0.05 ~2.30 173
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4.3.2 7149 #F

uh £3H9 M9 AFS Pl & AelA A
NE PPN 239 Ane BAYl o) F
AW TAM FHRATY BAE Aus
B¢ Asc

(1) A 45 TAM FA4847te ¥4

AT2H dF F2EFY 2HE 4P 9
o dA AL 54 BEF FolA Agx Fén
TAM 74 22839 §4 Z3E AnBd, A
e AHe] 8old, AZdE £84, 9=, 18a
PF A= 254 foAF JF¥HL nHn U
S FH TS ARVle AAd dig Aden
ohizt 2 FYRY FoA e T FrIE
of W B FF FRIje A oo BF
FFYE PAdte AoF eyt de FH F

(E6) 28 7¢ 5%

TH ¥ ¥4 729 02 BUEY ¥ FNT
g9 7l §AE Tt 1 AFHE (F 5l A
Al o] | AAE HEFL YAE 54 A=
of 71wt FAjoln A7t 45 Add &ol4
3 784, Hx 2 #F =t w0
Az A golde ¥ FEl el B
2olg Hole Ag ¥ F Utk 13 FH FE
REAE T PRI g0 JAEY HA S 5
st lolMe fréd =72 AT e A
o2 FMEUL, ¥l ¥24E 4 ¢ /49
Aoz dAZe ¢ F 3t HEY #FF o o
Al FEY A=t E4E T FEIed U
3 HEZ JHAY, vge A o= =g
sdHes Yehtn g9, & & FHe A
4 £84. HE 5 o= Fo|E A LA
DEAT, FAEGE AZE Mg Lol &
B

Fe AL AT ¢ & Uk ¥ 4

d
flo rlo

W

FAS ¥ T

A(Low) I(High) p > |F|
FHET 37 EFUA B7 EZ2HR
Azt Abgo] £o)4 2.184 0.512 3.081 0.676 0.0001
Azd f44 3.893 0.639 4171 0.576 0.0065
H= 3.602 0.548 4.056 0.634 0.0001
yF 9 3.160 0.608 3.861 0.699 0.0001

(E 6) 7ol EM1 TAMEIS] 714 23S ZHa}
7t A A9 42

M 1-1: FH $FEL AT BH)E(VBA)S Azt Aol goldd H(+)e] JaE ud Aol A
M 1-2: $A $3e A BRE(VBA)Y A" f840 B(+)e J3e v]a Roj} Rk
M 1-3: FH $2e A7 HE7)%(VBA) Aol tia elmo] 3 (+)9 %e o] Aol k.
M 1-4: F8 $3e AF FE7)14(VBA) Aol Oig o £o] H(+)e] 352 v]2 ol Ay
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F& TAMS Ad @A 982 A e s
ZAe damn ohe} ALAQ FEI|eY A
o2 oA s F8§ a<lo] o wA
zAoA M2E FRINES HFFHeR st
A4 g w, 288 24 39 szt AHSA WP
283 389 ¢ & dd oo 4 ZHE
8 MQ B4 TAM FAH84E 9] 7 A
Z AFHE g9l (X 6)3} Zo] 893t

(2) A 542 TAM T48439] £4

39 BHA 3o wek TAMS 7484 3ol
A HEs 3% o] FBHE ATE |, B
F RO 99 L PAIEAT. ol T Aol B
o BgeA Aurs] g8 3 S39E TS0
#E9 7% FAE Fon, 2 AL (E D
A B

71¢ SARNEEREH € & ARl AHEATH
Nzg FR7es Ao H9S o, Ado] 2
Aok st Bglo] BT AT FEIled o
3 2ok 3R dzrt B0 g3 B 2
AR7eS AHgslopite d=st e 3435

2T - BN

A ¢ & Aok 539 E33F Ao e
a3 AR AL gt vfs ¥ FAE B
doz FF T FRIed Mo FHHOE
AZsta g&e] =%

B A7 Y% AYe Fles AR
JAAA EAE dldste Aotk o] W ard
3 EA7} Bstn nesior & dite) ATt &

' AL FRIEE o4HM e EFde
#4 EF BFsirlel 1ng d4F FRIES 4
E YA bE E5 golok 2 oridn. mEA
AL Aohe FE71ed da) B3F AYS 73
IEE T2 AT Ausle AAd AP TGS
2 4297 #AA Bz PF A=E 7HA
A He Jeg #4E F o

ol dAAoR % FoF AMNAEE AT
. &, FAde & HE LT Al e A
Br1eg AN Ao A8 o, Foi3 IS
o] ER&ASE oY FHsleg HAIFAHLE o83}
Hahx gethe Agol slvke Aot mEA =
A AF FEIlES =9 ¢ MR A
e HAagog Zo|dM Bt AIHI A=

e

(B 7) nig! SHYY ZSuisEe Tl 8

o ddEwN _ ,
W (Simple) . ECompled | p>I[Fl
 BZER B gzan |
. 0.560 3.600 0.614 0.0001
PF dx 4.050 0.604 2.975 0.668 0.0001
(£ 8) M A TAMTIS| 71M #HE &1
v i | e 4%
A o-1: B9 BRY 572 AF BR7IE(VBA) ARl BE BEel #95 99E vl Rolh. | AY
W 2-2: Tl BRA 438 AF AR/E(VBA) A8l 0@ guo) fAd 4L vd ol | A
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YAZE e uigs J|2+82H(TAM) o ot

#5357 M E G FE7ES AFRA ut2
AAA WAL FRESR st Alo] o de
g Ao RE AlZElM Ha B3R #HYo=
wA7R AR A" %o age & & Uk
gebd B9 4% TAM #4884 5 HEs 3
& =de #AE AFduA e /ML 2
(& 8)3 o] BF A=A,

(3) 87 B4} TAM T4 47 BA

Nag AgR30R A4 8 g3 3w
& Mgl 9 BEst 4% o Ezke) A4
3¢ 2% %98 J9AL AT £ I &
dAst s 2 BE ool me T4usE7
o 71 BARE (X 9ol ANART. Ay
B 2 % 9% 58 9o Foldl wet U=
2 4% % FA A% Yelrtn gAY, £
Aoz feg Aot WAY & gt wy
Azl @7 B4 TAM THe4 29 BEY
4F e BAYS FRHDA 99 e
(& 10)3% 2ol 12wt

A7el AZF BN Ayz B ge 8 4o
BE7|go] et AHEzte] Bxy g% oz o
&2 nx)7] Fadu AL Yelue AT of
o disf Boh AFF =9rt a7dd. B A9
544 B8 48 e JA9 0 359 4
ZFEAY. AHQ B4 4FE A8 FHA
ot B8 4ol ¥& Add diE FAE A7)
1, A48E AT #Y Y FAME BEE Y
o 2y 719 239 LR F9 BEY
AFA 5o 27 B2 RE v gEnE I
o] o7} gloglet AtgdT).

Ruth(2000)8 A7 e Qe £3E7} 2
o] LA A M FEIIES MYl 9l
ol 5E 4T 22 AR 4L ojwd F3k
A5 PAlela] Fe Aog BAHYT oo B
drdMe e 2EEA B 234, $d +
a3 F85 4¥ 59 43FAE anE A9
o2H A2 oud JFFHo] EAste AE
Maad

fe e e

(£ 9) 38 24yd F5¥5E0 7Ig &4

A B8 U9

A (Low) I(High) p> |F|

THAF g7 EZUR S ks COREEA
Hx 3.872 0.602 3.754 0.602 0.3159
#yE o 3.589 0.749 3.384 0.750 0.1884

(E 10) S8 &2t TAMRIe| 7 4Z zn}
7F 4 Ae {57

7Hd 3-1 8 8L A FR7IE(VBA) AMgol dig Blxol F(+)9 48< njd Folo}, 21z
7Vd 3-2 B8 ¢Ee AT HEI)E(VBA) AHeo] tig elxo] H(+)9] d&S uA Roju} 7|1zt
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T - BEY

4.3.3 $A¥Fe TAM T 8439 371 £4 o2 249 JdS 22 3-Way ANOVA £
g ANsAR, 2 Z2FE (E 1DF (E 12)9)

B FNE FAUFEC] HES #F od=d g
FFE vlHe ARG glo] FEAE B & Y 2% gzde fAA 438 ARl
FeAg A5 o8 A 8 224 deA g R, 3% dde #98U 3=

(B 11) BT} EXgis2tel 425 Bt

R | F& _p>|Fl
F &
)3 3 B4 0.34 4.52 0.0002***
£2 99 _
3d ¢F 6.59 8.02 0.0055**
3] 2544 6.73 8.18 0.0051**
%8 49 1.42 1.72 0.1920
34 £33 2344 0.80 0.97 0.3263
3¢ BRxFE ¢4 0.01 0.01 0.9082
34 $5<%8 49 1.13 1.38 0.2433
34 £ BR4EE 49 0.09 1.11 0.7391
*:p<0.05 **:p<0.01 ***:p<0.001
(E 12) #5olzo} Exeiszle] 4FXE &1}
e o EAMe 1 R | FE p > |F|
¥d £
HET e B34 0.53 17.34 0.0001***
38 99
o o NsAg AN Type M SS . | Fgk | >Rl
34 53 4.05 8.12 0.0053**
Ie] B34 31.26 62.63 0.0001***
58 ¢ 0.90 1.81 0.1812
3 523y 234 3.32 ’ 6.65 0.0113"*
I 2RxFE 4Y 0.39 0.77 0.3810
I 258 4 0.07 0.13 0.7184
A 52 B4R 4FY 3.10 6.22 0.0142"
*:p<0.05 **: p<0.01 **:p<0.001
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(3% 4) F3 $F04 2l 2EATIC) B

FEFE| 23S (Low) =%(High)
# iz EF
223 R TR L e

o

4.0278 | 0.4766 | 4.0608 | 0.6625
(Simple)
23
2.7965 | 0.6178 | 3.4265 | 0.5857
(Complex)

- .

cle 3

- =2F 2y

ERASE(H)

EAFEL)

e Zrt ENgo WA FE aES AY =
AAgvtel BAE AHBT. ojE3Y g A
FE (F 130l AAsH R, (28 4)o] 2PZ2
BAE =AY, ARERE € F IR,
Belo] ded Ao FH FFo Fdgle] &
F AE7E AHgd O 52 9AE Holx 3l
o 2y B3s #Y9 %oﬂ_ FA FF0
GolA W AHE SzE F }
o °]& BN FERIe
A o] 3R zﬂéﬂom AEML L2 stais
Ade 5o T FrI|ed AT A5 F=
Fol] B3 Hgo g ojdafol Fo] AUFTHIA
o g 23 | =UsHE AR A2de] ded
AdS AL P& AL, F EHS AT 2
Z HEsfopt st *J o Afoe AbgAl o
g o AFEA =]

(2]

_‘), oﬂ, OE

o 2 &
2oz F 4%, 3
e EAES TR,

e BAFE

$2 4ol ¥ A% 5B Yol we P92
Urold 27 (E 14y ANSRY. £2 Al

A% e 2gxE (2d 59 (¥ 6
Uepl AT

8 ¢Ho] ¥ APoMe FH FFo] ¥
4% Aol BstdA stAl gz o ST
Ho)g9 AME ool & o7t gle Rog
gt 23y &0 #E Afde 53
Bde 3 o AL Adxe oS FHsA 2
AL 4 ¢ Ao F, Ao dF eIz o
g 242 "2 gled 8 482 22 4% &
e 39S Y= & 9, dF FEIIES
ARste Ago| Falo] medtt. o 24 Wl

ok

(B 14) 28 £330 M 224, S8 dafziel 7|2 EA
8 o £8 ¢Y(22) 58 ¢(xD)
T FE| A FEMLY) A FE(ED) A FE(RR) A $2(ED)
Be] B34 $F | EFUX | W@ | EEFEA| FF | EIUx | @7 | ZFEx
e 1Y 4.0278 | 0.4912 | 4.2639 | 0.5846 | 4.0278 | 0.4912 | 3.8684 | 0.6890
2 7 3.0209 | 0.4773 | 3.2813 | 0.4105 | 2.5132 | 0.6691 | 3.5556 | 0.7046
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An Evaluation of Technology Acceptance Model
Reflecting Decision Environment

Changgyu Oh* - Hwalsik Chang**

Abstract

MIS researchers have proposed various models as a theoretical foundation for understanding
the users acceptance process of information technology. Among them, TAM(Technology
Acceptance Model) is perhaps best known and most widely accepted for describing the technology
acceptance processes. One limitation of TAM, however, is that its fundamental constructs do
not fully reflect decision-making process, although TAM intends to reflect a decision making
process of information technology acceptance. The purpose of this paper is to expand TAM
based on the general decision making frameworks and then evaluate the expanded model.

This research identifies factors that affect the process of decision making. They are decision
environment, problem situation, characteristics of decision maker, decision process, and
information technology. The technology acceptance process can be better understood by
considering those factors such as environmental characteristics, task characteristics, individual
characteristics, information technology, and decision process variables. This research expands
the TAM by adding peer pressure(environmental characteristic). task complexity(task
characteristic), and user training levels(individual characteristic). In conclusion, this research
provides a base to build on for other research studying an acceptance model of new
information technology. To successfully adopt a new information technology, it is utmost
critical to employ a step-by-step user training program and to introduce users to progressively
complex tasks matching the users’ training level.

Key Words: TAM, Technology Acceptance Model, Decision Environment.
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