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T OREALIATE R B F R e S LR A R R AR AP
T 3 ﬁ%ﬁr)gffx?;%,ﬁ,yw mENATF }I;»,/ﬁ,f ¢ ZEE A S AFReans il v H
IREREFFREBETL MR PEFREEAAZRPEYRERY > 4R
FORER LTSRS R 2P (P4 E > 2011; Davidson, 2011; Robert et al.,
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(Technology assimilation) ¥ - B 2L% € & @ 4 (Fichman & Kemerer, 1999; Saga
& Zmud, 1994; Purvis etal., 2001)> = {3 F Fro i se2 3 B e 1] £ 4R
(Mishra et al., 2012; Reardon & Davidson, 2011; Robert et al., 2009; Sulaiman, &
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R N U R AP S u@?mﬁW7ﬁ’%a+@&mﬁ%iﬁﬁ%?1?
T SRR ‘Tp%& @ 2 PEFEaRLE o BT 7?5&%?% A ¥R
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1 - Lin (2014)
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s | U ILE RS ﬁ’fi#i)i 4§ o | (2008) 6
A Tu et al. (2005)
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30 f e 73 346% [1# 11T 8 3.8%
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41-50 # 31 14.7% |3-6 & 56 | 26.6%
51-60 # 11 5.2% [6-9 & 36 | 17.0%
60 # 1 5 2.4% |9 & 69 | 32.7%
RE ¥ 0 0.0% |*3# % 0 0.0%
£ 211 100% |% 3+ 211 | 100.0%
S2 4 Afc | FAY |S5RIEIRP Afgc| BAW
7 52 24.7% iz PR 52 | 24.6%
. 159 | 75.3% m R % 30 | 14.2%
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g 29 13.8% N 16 7.6%
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# 4 4 1.9% |35 € ~ Hpft 1.4%
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w3 211 | 100.0%
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521 BH#

BEARR AR B 0 AFT T BB BN F)F A 17 (CFA)ehk & P 352
(Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE) #4:B] £ f&-3](measure model):& 7 3= » 12
BETEFZEREEAFOfRERE PN - R o S x B 2 (MLE)*FLW lp
IR AEA P J_%?—*‘ ®RIR A BAF A P > 2+ (Bagozzi,1988) -
TP ARE 211 6o ML EAIN AR AT UL RE "5 ~
A0 B¢ T = (Squared Multlple Correlation, SMC) & ~ 4 %78 thie = & B (CR) - T 5
P~% R £ (Average Variance Extracted, AVE) & =& 15 » 1 7 fRERFT 7 A
GRS TRTRE R STR -

#4954 # Hulland(1999):2 :x § f ir £ 1% 0.5 A1 14 4] f 0.7 1 F LR

AT ETFE L R Y074 f E LSRR S G R 'Jﬁ?8lI?FIE’
Mﬂ?ﬂ Hep e B )4 f A8 A0 0.728~0.939 - SMC Ak 4 5 - B¥ mE
REOPEY 5 AR L FEHIHL G A F SMCEL < (>05) FREH -
mOAF Y L ELR%IE 2. SMC 4>t 0.500~0.882 kot A FTF BHBIERE LR 2
o AVE 3% LRIERAHE LR A EFES CAVEEL R > R %\ﬂ‘@*
BRI RO R 0§ F 2k AVE EF <2t 0.5 (Bagozzi, 1988) - #F7F & K3
AVE & 43+ 0.604~0.812 > 3523 ** R & @ 0 F - Br A7 HA L F ‘*’»&%_’rﬁﬂ&:%’z
PR o CR B4 THa p S ¥fcih- R %—*‘Eﬁfi; R 0.6 (Bagozzi,
1988) » A7 3 CR & 4%t 0.753~0.899 » %+ #-A| & 3 24 G & ’,fi%wﬁr%t» e
Foo@m B¢ AVE BT S 3. A v H X F R 2 bl hficiE %?% ERE
K (Hair et al., 1998) » Bk 4ok w i3 » d i Foplhgm AR L 1 £ 2 f?zéc)i
g TR T - ERBERS TR AW

@»
1

11




= HEPEFIRLAVES

Items Factor SMC AVE CR Error
Loading
ACC-a 0.802 0.643 | 0.628 0.761 0.357
ACC-b 0.843 0.711 0.289
ACC-c 0.728 0.530 0.470
POR-c 0.804 0.646 | 0.689 0.753 0.354
POR-b 0.855 0.731 0.269
MAT-a 0.833 0.694 | 0.619 0.801 0.306
MAT-b 0.849 0.721 0.279
MAT-c 0.764 0.584 0.416
MAT-e 0.708 0.501 0.524
RT-b 0.914 0.835| 0.808 0.871 0.165
RT-c 0.883 0.780 0.220
INT-a 0.883 0.780 | 0.732 0.857 0.220
INT-b 0.939 0.882 0.118
INT-c 0.731 0.534 0.466
MOB-a 0.814 0.663 | 0.691 0.823 0.337
MOB-b 0.898 0.806 0.194
MOB-c 0.778 0.605 0.395
INN-a 0.894 0.799 | 0.812 0.875 0.201
INN-b 0.908 0.824 0.176
TS-a 0.717 0.514 | 0.648 0.827 0.486
TS-b 0.795 0.632 0.368
TS-c 0.861 0.741 0.259
TS-d 0.840 0.706 0.294
HAB-a 0.866 0.750 | 0.749 0.899 0.250
HAB-b 0.857 0.734 0.266
HAB-c 0.876 0.767 0.233
HAB-d 0.862 0.743 0.257
EU 0.707 0.500 | 0.604 0.734 0.539
U 0.849 0.721 0.279
FU 0.794 0.630 0.370
PER-a 0.733 0.537 | 0.645 0.892 0.463
PER-b 0.803 0.645 0.355
PER-c 0.871 0.759 0.241
PER-d 0.866 0.750 0.250
PER-e 0.793 0.629 0.371
PER-f 0.786 0.618 0.382
PER-g 0.762 0.581 0.419

EE

RT==rp& |+ (Real Time) - INT=4p i 4+ (Interdependence) - MOB={+
~ TS=#1H & 4 (Technostress) ~ INN=# 4 £]57(Technology Innovation) ~ H O

(Habit) ~ TA=#* 4= fz(Technology Assimilation) + PERF= fI#F:‘_fi:_:“;é.éi:(rlndividual Performance)

1.ACC=7 if 4 (Accessibility) ~ POR=7 344 (Portability) ~ MAT== igg(MatK

obility).
)ﬁ'

2.51% f i#£<0.7 #1% (POR-a, MAT-d, RT-a, INN-c, INN-d, TS IS, FU-e)
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ir FIALBAT LN GiEd
ACC | POR | MAT | RT INT | MOB | TS INN |HAB| TA | PERF

ACC | 0.792

POR | 0.686] 0.830

MAT| 0.643| 0.715| 0.787

RT 0.582| 0.538| 0.546| 0.899

INT 0.581| 0.414| 0.480| 0.653| 0.856

MOB| 0.501| 0.374| 0.321] 0.576] 0.658| 0.831

TS 0.382| 0.439] 0.37) 0.482| 0.429| 0.537| 0.805

INN 0.598| 0.481| 0.375| 0.294| 0.336| 0.443| 0.353| 0.901

HAB | 0.412| 0.619| 0.449| 0.430, 0.309| 0.295| 0.531| 0.318|0.865

TA 0.550[ 0.663| 0.538| 0.518| 0.517| 0.570| 0.635| 0.499|0.675|0.777

PERF| 0.456| 0.576] 0.46| 0.498| 0.447| 0.321] 0.453| 0.314(0.704/0.662| 0.803
i

1.ACC=7 iT - (Accessibility) ~POR=+ 44 |+ (Portability) - MAT==: % & (Maturity) ~ RT= " g {4 (Real
Time) ~ INT=4p @ % (Interdependence) ~ MOB={ #: {2 (Mobility) ~ TS=# $ & 4 (Technostress) ~ INN=
#+# £1#7(Technology Innovation) ~ HAB=¥' f# (Habit) ~ TA=#* 4 = Jz(Technology Assimilation)
PERF=1® + 4 »z(Individual Performance)

25 AT i 5 LG AVE EHT S

S22 EFHMpEER TR
EEMSHEES IRER L T A & Y f’f’i“'ﬁ:}\ feif B 1753 E Ry AF Y
B * 05 E £ & 45 1% (Model Fit Index) 7 @ @ $Ffe if /& (Measures of Absolute Fit)
A @ feig & (Incremental Fit Measures) ~ ##F ﬁ§ fie i§ & (Parsimonious Fit Measures):&
A (Hair etal., 1998) » # 3\ HEERE e if B 4 S 5 % WP 4o
1 LB HRFERS G 27 TROENERRT G A 5 (2/dfE2.04
(<3.0, p <.000) » GFI=0.90(>0.9) -+ AGFI=0.72(>0.5) ~ RMSEA & %
0.07(<0.08) » =474 % & & 2 + (Hair et al., 1998) » &7 A2 3 #7ik p
By =\ b%gj‘id\—} ﬁTr—lE °
2. L¥EfE RS %> % 0 A8 7 NFI=0.90 ~ NNFI=0.90 ~ CFI=0.92 -
IFI=0.91 » #82t4 45351 > $21 & § 0090012 (Hair et al., 1998) - & 7
PO =Xy f%#&mr{ﬁ» PR A B S LR TR e G AR AR 4R F T2 ’B |
3. hMfipei A & > PNFI=0.71 ©2PCFI=0.78 » 5 & & *0.
Biom MR TS AL B S o 2t ek ﬂ\‘f@ % %
1578.1 > +* &¢ {o#-5¢ (Saturated CAIC):1806.9 % Jih 7 ;¢ (Indepen
CAIC)6646.7 ] » # & T H58 e Jf | >0 4w F—\ eI R 5N e
CAIC | 2 fR3F o Flot #7050 L7 1 g i
GREMPE R L S n E A R R IR
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R e BB AR T KRR R
AR T I pEGE RS s R R T -

5.3 3 BIHRE

BN R R RGBT R 2 R o BT B AT g Hk
ZRERMGIREE e Nk T HEEN @ R2 lgiﬂm{]\_]. 5 et ’\\i%‘
BT RSB R OF A 0 RAF T ARG 4 o A RS G REEs
oo D BRI R AR R S AR R o AT TR D ihe & BGR A TR S BGR

Po kA BERERTAS FRHERFES S04 T > SHEARES 1T %
4ol = T e
21 - BRIy

Py ER BT Tl 2%
HL: FREFAR EBPEEFVUFT I mRLPERLK
Hla: T id 85 ¥ 88T 3 2 f4n e 0.031 N
Hib: tp i {287 ¥ B 8T 5 2 P e 0.141 N
Hlc: ## i F L ET+ }]%Ff}_‘ Pz 0.145 N
H2: AL EARLit? FRERFRFTI pELPRAK
H2a: 3t fIATHE 58 BT 5 pEL P H5 0.110 N
H2b: 44 ¥R PTLF pEL PRS2 0.169 i
H2c: ¥ BB R+ Br L P4 0.411 Y
H3: 3 pEL PP LEFRFTI I pRZPHRE
H3a: 7T 8f ¥R PR+ m2 fHEm i 0.032 N
H3b: v #H g F T+ Ffa)ﬁ FHT 0.101 Y
H3c: # RAEBFPFT+ BELFHL 0.174 N
H4: T3 2 A Hs el ¥ 8 BipARr Hx 0.571 Y
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0.031

0.141

0.145

0.110

0.169*
P

T

:

0.411%**

0
m\A
~mh

.047

0.217%

3

|
£

0.059

7F’L Horx P]'(
R?=0.771

0.735***

*p=<0.05, ***p=0.001

Bl= o~ BAHERCAIE LA 3T
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d {7 it L B 1 (F2c g (Liang et al.,, 2007; O “Connor et al., 2013) » i TB-:%EP?
PreFr AR ESEA TP HRERRBECFFERAR G O P 2§

CEERZF R EREHEAR T HEHE A IR FL -
6.1.2~ i * —“":}'—*rt':‘ﬁ i3 )?‘;)_ﬁ_—f P o 4T &

R W TR L AR £ FR R E R 2 P HRY (0.169)
HYROAL)EFRE F > AHFAB AR VR BA I BB E
* 2 AT EARACT S 30T £ R4 (Lu et al., 2005; O “Connor et al., 2013) o &
FEH S PERR Bl A RGEARERY AL L BB AR 1M TR
A4 p» B3 (Tuetal., 2005; Ragu-Nathan et al., 2008) > F]p* 4rim =’%£ﬁf,§f% ¥
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