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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to discuss the main factor that influences the
intention of handheld device users to watch sporting events. Technology Acceptance
Model is used as an infrastructure, and considering the difference between handheld
devices and traditional platforms, along with the features of watching sporting events,
media richness, perceived playfulness, and sport involvement is used to discuss the
influence over user intention. Questionnaires were sent out to a group of young over
forums for four weeks, with a total of 398 retrieved. Through structural equation
analysis, results were that perceived usefulness is significantly influenced by media
richness, while perceived usefulness, perceived playfulness, and sport involvement has
a significant positive impact on the attitude toward using, in which perceived
playfulness has the most affection. The attitude toward using is also significantly
influenced by media richness. This result may be given to event providers and platform

providers for a marketing reference.
Keywords : TAM, perceived playfulness, media richness, sport involvement, smart

handheld device
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R B EF o o+ B F 0 M3 (2011) & 4% 3 3G £
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19



oM

i

¥
(Straub,
B % MRT 1F Z

Daft & Lengel (1984) 4 & F

Daft,

i

|4

N

8

=i

p
A
e
)
)

MRT

%
7

¢

W o

A5

o
R &

Lengel,

i

A

X

s

U [ed

L

=

o

[ed

¥

JiF

ik
1

¥

s

At

6%%wﬁ$%$£/§

.r:}_gi:z
kg

i

[EA

T

E

¥

B =y

B g
Limayem & Karahanna,

TAM 1 ¢

)2} =2

T P

B OE W&
& Trevino (1987)

SN R O
1996) -
WO T R M

r“!’

-

W
Y

|

gl
I I s AR s IR

=

»Ir]", 8

¥ow 2

ENE R N

N IV R e -
®O* e 4 R R Y &
GO O o I <

FEow P AR )

]
& &
d

“e

20

B RO 2R

( Instant feedback )

£54 f; Y
e E

[E=
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A& 4 4 0 M L F R 2 TR B oE e
(=) 5 & & % ( Multiple cue) @ 2 & #F ¢ 5 e % 3
LU I A A 3 A A O A
2% ST A
=) @ 2 % # 1 (Language variety) @ #F 2 # B ¥

DA B S CE 3 RN 0 TSNP - A A G
B Pl v OB MR K o
(=) B 4+ 4 & ( Personal focus) : 45 4 #

AP T OEREFRAEEERZEYE R F DD

NI S B A RIS I A D BRI SRR N W

Fooow H MM L BEMEE R NELE S R 2-2

/%"X - Richest (% ~ % 12 B3 Rz =W ow A a4
; - FTF
- AR E R ,
* oMo' B9
% e MRz ee
8 - E-Mail
! - KE & Memo(2hi V) B A L of2 B
K 1 - ERFTHESEE(ZS)
R RSN S R T .
" o or b / o5 BB

W o2-2 %25 R a5
4 % &k :Daft, R. L., Lengel, R. H., & Trevino, L. (1987).
Message Equivocality, Media Selection, and Manager

Performance. MIS Quarterly, 11(3), 355-366.
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® ¥ ¥ > 2007 ; Saeed, Yang & Sinnappan, 2008) » # 3
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R* F o BER B EHFREMEFARALIRFE R
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5 5 & d (2006) A ™ pFodc L R HE O HRRERX R D
LY BARERNETAEFREARE TEE R G
oM F E Y W & B % (2007) FHERF &8
BA B T F R WY RELDI R EE
4 ; Saeed, Yang & Sinnappan (2008) 4 % % - « 2
( Secend Life, SL) & F z5 gk en @ 7 ¢ 4 % | > H 235
E P EFofi » ke of 2% 5 F o3 (2007) &
B*r 7R R R R EFTRDOFA L G W
HRELD GBS Ly b o B HR AR R
Tend BT o g HE (2010) = 7 7 2 F R4 HY G
E g BEregy v eg i * o8 g+ 3
B Y S FEHFT o4 3R R Ry B 2012) o
= o~ B

W e R R AEF AR A TAM g ¢ 38 % 58 &k &
GGG AL B L A A I L
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RO S S

VAR R L G dp BB

Wiley, Shaw & Havitz, (2000) # # » 2 % 5 % i B
A R OB dhoAp 3R % @ 3l 4 & B F 47 A 4 oh 5 R
(attitude) » & 4 f B M % 3| & 4 2 &0 fo % » # % o 2 1
S B f R RS L e A M e BT B

kRO B v A Ap RO T o

ETTS

B3R oA B Y T o R B R G TR R F]
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CRR A A U S U2 = - SR N SEL R G B A A
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(-) FHEE L 0 ok B AP A R R
g 3B o £ kg B AP BT
2 o BB P o~ L N E o R
BF PN B Ao # oo
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R RR N E R R AW FRERER G E R ED b
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P A~ #7 (Item analysis)

S A (R S N - B - N A O T e Y =
oA e I P - R REEEF FE PN
REREEHETG X RFFREFFEE L E SR
B AR o w 27T%E & 27T%iF 5 B A B E K
Eo R p kAT TR ER N AT GO F
2228 LR pH -2 akgF LIRS ELeE
B o4p B O MR- A M M"ﬁ °

7 & 4~ 17 (Reliability analysis)

A 7 OE Y N AR OR A OE o T L ¥ A

Cronbach’sa % # > 4] * Cronbach’sa & # = %
o e B AZE G MW - K4 g Cronbach’sa
A B N & B X hopo® - R OM & B O H

Cronbach’sa>.7 2 3 & B -
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¥ oo OPF R R oWt R E s ot o A
A F oM - & * %  f K & (Structural Equation
Modeling, SEM)f 2 & B hfp 3 2 F o F o i P 40 7
- fo i M 3 3 (Descriptive analysis)
~ B DA AN O A O N A L - S S T

Fl & 0

o+
b

B N B A R A
T o v %R B E R A RE P

= B EC RS
SEM § & 46 = % %t Bl B RS & 2 S op K
PR BRI F A - BN R AR SR
PRBRE A - kT o T SEM L Pl F A f7 2

B JE A 7 e - B & g o
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B 1 A T A 3
(- ) &#E % B

A L R HFEHRY FHEH R FEIAFE LR R
FERFIT O TEFTY FERERF MR LT Taylor
& Todd (1995) ¢t & 4 -+ % B 4= & 3-2 o

% 3-2

P i 2 BEEHRRZ

o B R e 3L R F A

EU1 It will be easy to operate the equipment in the A zu i fI* FEA S F LR
[Technology]. BpERFE L ,rm

e Eton fo g, edpren in e 2 g D kR

. e ARLIEYFE
It will be difficult to learn how to use the 7, 2% L ¢ 8 %
EU3 [Technology]. ;ﬁnﬁ paEREE

[Technology].

: EN
EU4 It takes too long a time to learn to use 5
#

It is easy to remember how to use H
EUS5 £
[Technology]. 3
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(=) @A f 8 x

5l % A 4F & % de 4 3-30 7 XA IE h @ M A k¥ M
F LR BB s P vEREF DRSO S RE
% 2 Cronbach’sa & % 0.825 % = 2 53 - LR
}i o
% 3-3
S T - I L A
2iiy
3 B TiE
A A0
EULAR AT AEASFRERFEFFE LR gg500 730
3\ e Y ;t | £ = = 3
EU«ZM/% e HEISHRERG IS FEDRIRBT g4 722%
593 i\'p,\xbgui}?%qqi%ﬁf E'fﬁ ﬁv%i 27 ?g’ 11.339* 848*
gvgf‘ -Q 'TL:?’ & rf’:El’:‘?FE-i % 3!43 * 53’"%1']‘“ ﬁ&;ﬁ‘—% & 9.640* 711*
SR S AR RS BRAEEF L 108700 s30¢
¥+ % % Cronbach’sa 0.825
*p<0.05
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(- ) 7% E
Co - S R 7 —*ﬁé"%%?ﬁe‘ oA E A A B OK R R
FEEFIEIF AR E RGN g 2 38 138 % %+ Saeed,
Yang & Sinnappan (2008) 5 & % » ¥ B 4 % 3-4-
% 3-4
R E ST RE LR HER A
S B R 4 AR # PEFLEA
; i FEAXER FE D
Technol I t d Dl U (DI
MR 1 t[infglyn?eggg;cli ows me to give and receive ﬁ?ﬁ N T
I}im f_g: o
g’_ NE: N j.\“ % A
MR 2 [Technology] allows me to tailor interaction ﬁig ’5%: %g; 'I\g;
according to my personal requirements ”;;‘i f‘" v L
= ;A= LA S,
MR3 LTechnology] allows me to use rich and ?%ﬁ,ﬁ%“i gi_’\ii‘
varied language during communication. E‘Qﬁ? %i = -
4 {
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% 2 Cronbach’so & 5 0.848: # 7% ~ % % 2 4 - 2 &3
}i o
% 3-5
R E R RIEFRLNTHE R L

B iy

A T®

A 1P M

MRLFEANELERAFFOR* 5 > i RARZ LD 0.000* o6

SEQQPF%‘ﬁ.m‘}"% o

S A BE R AT 2@ g\ k) & LB g oy P B
s FEUNLE RN e ZRESLURFFR D h59ex  g10m

MRIFFE LR LM 5 A %G Pl ME LY 252> L oonn gog

SRR

+ % % Cronbach’sa 0.848

™~ Su
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K

B A %

AR AL LT HE 4

Sl A e
-
AR L RFHR Y R R FEA R ER R
R TR R LI HE SRR - T %S Moon &

3-6 -

B R e 3L R F A
PP1 [Technology] Keep me happy to me for 7§ i¢ * Ay &3 & 3= %% g F
my task O ARK I G ARG
PpP2 [Technology] gives fun to me for my § i * Ay&E3|=3F% % g
task T AR wHhe
Pp3 [Technology] gives enjoyment to me for $t2% ki i@ * 5 &7 fa‘ TR
my task Bty &#kta-
ppa  When interacting with [Technology], | i€ * &£ Lty ¥
do not realize the time elapsed o A7 € R PFR R
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(=) FF 2 A 45 2 %

¥ %
F AR o B2 R s pM Y EN Y
T s

¥ A ¥ PP4 AL A 0 M o

Al k de 4 3-To w MM B KA B E A
mOR A % B
| % PP4> Cronbach’'sa & § /L 0.786 + = % 0.904

% 3-7
TEEREFTRELNE R A

#EiH

i 7 T

& 1P M
PPLy #* FEIUSHFRXERFFFFAR * *
L 10.276 852
PP2 # i * &4 &+ & % % EL T, A
BEE®E oo £ F 12.313* .865%
PP3 %3¢ k& * 5 &7 £ 3 .
R g l=#xERTF 12.048%  .860*

£ % % Cronbach’sa 0.904
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AR LR R F H T H T L B D 2R
7EEFE (PN FE ) g F - A £ 4 Kyleand Mowen

(2005) # Capella (2002) £ % -+ % B 4 % 3-8 ¢

% 3-8
EH o r LA BAHERZ
B R e 3L R F A
0 i \ 4 (4 ~” 2. Bz O
SI1 Feel euphoria or a “high” after win g %\ ;; i;% 2% ] o 2t
SI2 Feel better about yourself when winning 3 2 ’4; jéf mj} % ] e
ERWG g
. . . . . ;\g_ﬁr%%ﬁp}a";g@,;\
SI3 | enjoy discussing [ ] with my friends P
S14  1find alot of my life is organized around [ ] %ﬁ%&% 7 i gADLET R
SI15 [ ]hasacentral role in my life %;1 FFASLEDRE
Viadh R
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¥l %2 & 7 % ¥ v & 3-9> 7 FE R 3 K A & ¥ E R
FAR A s My vEREETRAEASAT DY SR
# 2 Cronbach’sa & % 0.816° % 7+ ~ € % & 3 - %
B o
% 3-9
o FRAK R R A

nigiy

48 8 T &

A 1P M
SI1 § A X Fenpp el prat ¢ F 742 7.849* .696*
SI2 § A X fF P LIPS § R E G AR - 8.851* .730*
SI3 A ¢ 3 vt % 2dsh A AT IR iL o 9.225* 765*
S4B g FFENDE BTG HoM %o 10.574* .845*
SISE7 F¥EAL LDk ED o 9.055* .785*

¥ % % Cronbach’s a 0.816

*p<0.05
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AR AR FH R FHY R RIS R LY R
FE o R BMAE L4 Moon & Kim (2001) «# & % > # R
4o £ 3-10 -
% 3-10
#* g R E L2 HEAERZ
o B R e 3L R F A
. . . 2\ ;3; ﬂ?r ,grf»m],{ ;}j‘: o EL
AT1 Using [Technology] is a (good/bad) idea SFEL- B4
AT  Using [Technology] is a (wise/foolish) #3% 5 1% A& 4+ 4% X ¥
idea FREF AP AEE -
AT3 Using [Technology] is Ag g FER L EFLER
(pleasant/unpleasant) idea TEE LG BB
Using [Technology] is A AL PR
AT4 (positive/negative) idea TEREFEFIG g2 ir
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RO R AR R A
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ATLAGRL Y AFENSF LR RA FTL- Bba

® 11.593* .862*
B °

AT2 S a fIn FEASF LRG3 4P g

[ 10.841* .891*
AT3 sv g r &4 £ 4% %%_Efﬁ %i H_F BAB o 8.353* .826*
AT4 S fin FE S BBA F T HFo 5 54 - 8998  791*

¥ 4 % Cronbach’sa 0.863
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4o % 3-12 -
% 3-12
#* AHELEAERZE
S B R b 48 A PFLEHEA
Ul1l I will use [Technology] on a regular /\’f LRI A EA S FEE
basis in the future BRE® -
Ul2 | will frequently use [Technology] in the * k\EEE &2 41* &4+
future FEEBRAEE -
i AR Lk T U i
uls I will strongly recommend others to use 3 § BELRE T -
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SR CITR

-

Fl 3 A 4 2% % de 4 3-13 = WA T h B KA B p i
BE AR BN Y v ERE GRS
€ # 2 Cronbach’sa & % 0.818: % 7 ~ € % & 3 - %
R e
4 3-13

R AEERA KR R A

U o B
3 TE
kil
UIL#A 5 R FENSHFEERAFE - 0.415%  .845*
U2 A RAREEFNN* FENSLFXERGFE o 7.510* .853*

U3 ¢ o zlask i A fI* FEISFXER 7 F ¥ 10.547F .872*

¥+ % % Cronbach’sa 0.818

*p<0.05
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7 0 kX 226 = & F f 56.8% H = i 25-34 k& 9 148 i
37.2%>35-44 % B 3 14 = ¢ 3.5%% X % 18 fk & 10 =
2.5% - B E % 4 Pl g 4 53 x5 237 =}t 59.5%
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3 244 = @ % —‘ﬁ ¥ 61.3% > los & 3 Al 3 154 = i@ * "F'i‘ i
38.7% - & * X B B it A o Apple ® * ¥ X 5 154 =

38.7% » HTC # * —“Ff £ 3 90 =}t 22.6% > SAMSUNG 7| 3

71 = @ * —*Ff 4 17.8%> SONY R 5 60 i= @& * —*Ff ¢ 15.1% -

fl4# 5 MOTO e0 7 = @& * ¥ & 1.8% 2 LG @& * ¥ 3
=t 0.8% H s oW o 13 =t 3.3% - ¢ 7R R
2 A E 056G M g e R G R X G 160
o ¥ 40.2% H & 2 oR Y ORI B L R ¥ Ko ¥
132 = & 33.2% > & ' ;i £ 1G-5G @ * k¥ j 67 = {

E=)

-

16.8% > & * ;& & 1Gu‘r_‘rhf§9+ﬁkﬁ>t§,\/'}ai;;391;‘1;
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% 4-1
A v Mot =Sk AR R

S D T 3 oA
e g 254 63.8
- 144 36.2
* v AR B¢ (B )T 13
% 4 :
-~ 7 293 73.6
oy ot (7 ) 2 88 22.1
E A & 18 A& 10 2.5
18-24 # 226 56.8
25-34 %k 148 37.2
35-44 14 3.5
Box g 4 237 59.5
g 4 161 40.5
ﬁ»%,% e g 4 237 59.5
e 143 35.9
F % 16 4
T B 2 0.5
- R i0S 154 38.7
Android 244 61.3
EE RW Apple 154 38.7
HTC 90 22.6
LG
MOTO 7 :
SAMSUNG 71 17.8
SONY 60 15.1
2 @ 13 3.3
i R P S S o2 132 33.2
& 1 1G 1 39 9.8
& 1 1-5G 67 16.8
& 1 5G ™M} 7 v I & 160 40.2




Y N A A
AR S WG A - BE R RE R
BB iF s R EF R LAY R L A ARG R AT

A R e FHwmBE KAk 4-2 7 & 43 6,143 4,29, H

R iad

¢ TSIl T 33 6.14 2 %3 » T EU2, 4.29 2 & < » ¥

LAy d L FEHRHER DN R HRE

3 4-2
TR

/N T 35 ¥ % £
EU1 5.08 1.207
EU2 4.29 1.301
EU3 4.74 1.359
EU4 4.96 1.330
EUS 5.17 1.130
PP1 5.27 1.104
PP2 5.08 1.168
PP3 5.48 0.998
MR1 5.36 1.090
MR 2 4.67 1.312
MR3 4.94 1.156
S11 6.14 0.801
S12 5.62 1.104
S13 5.72 1.020
S14 5.23 1.126
S15 4.96 1.366
AT1 5.01 1.291
AT2 4.67 1.299
AT3 5.08 1.079
AT4 5.18 1.115
Uil 5.27 1.133
uli2 5.35 1.122
uls 5.14 1.268
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o8 RBULARALAHN

KoH oMW OB A R Y 2 R ME R MY
] % 4~ 7 ¥ Cronbach’sa % #c ¥ % I ¥ v 2 22 B » & & =
FORR A E B R AN A I o T R A W P o
- N T R A W

A 38 T E A RREANGE AN, 208 A
X2 M B RS E AN R% LB oA ok R
( Convergent Validity ) » %2 % % »t & ( Discriminant
Validity) -» ™ & & & 3 P o
(- ) o & 7% &
AP g oo oa ok RO IO F o R OB B o~ &
( Composite Reliability; CR ) m 2 I 3= %X B % 2

)
Fls ¥

( Average Variance Extracted; AVE) 32 = & % p| - 7 3
fe i R dp ¥ A W 5 Fe i R 4p % ( Goodness of Fix Index,
GFl) ~ & ¥ 2 p i@ & 4o % ( Adjusted-Goodness of Fix
Index, AGFI) ~ it w33 % 3 2 £ ( Root Mean Square Error
of Approximation, RMSEA ) ~ 1 @& ¢ f § K 4 1%
( Comparative Fit Index, CFIl) 2 # #§ v & fc f B i %
( Parsimonious Comparative Fix Index, PCFl) - # % 3
% B Doll, Xia, Torkzadeh (1994) ; MacCallum & Hong
(1997) ; Bentler (1990) ¥ Mulaik, James, , Van Alstine,
Bennet, Lind, & Stilwel (1989) % & & » GFIl -~ AGFI = &
# 2w i 0.8 CFl s x5 0.9 PCFI ik # pl 3 0.5
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" RMSEA 4 # #] 5 - * 0.08- CR % » 0.7> AVE § *
0.5 -
1. &g 2 * B E 4L HFAFHFESFE LN

o E Y R AN ARG OIHMEAE o EF - %RE
XF R A o0 T 3 % B % GFI=0.894 > AGFI=0.681 -
CF1=0.840 > PCFI1=0.420 - RMSEA=0.257 > # # % + & #
A i R A OE oo B s %R YRR N A
2R S A R A S T BN R SR A
oo R R R B RE - R REN AR A
o004 @ 4 % % % 5 GFI1=0.999 > AGFI=0.997 > CFI=1>
PCF1=0.333 » RMSEA=0.000 "~ # # % = 4 7 PCFI ¢ » 4
AR E R gEE o £ A he s R G 0,821 T35

-

<

¥ % 2 8 5 05350 % F M E Kk E o 4ok 4-3 & HA
I S S-S SRR I N S R AU R S S O S S

T
B ahfci R R LT B R PR LB DG KR A W

e 2P B E LB DD RREAKTEE L

e Rfp e ZREEF KA e IR REAER

GFI > 0.8 0.894 0.999 2
AGFI > 0.8 0.681 0.997 2 4F
CFI > 0.9 0.840 1 24
PCFI > 0.5 0.420 0.333 £
RMSEA < 0.08 0.257 0.000 2
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EUS
EU3
EU2
EU1

W 4-1 &% 52" 22 L REFEALSH

s

2. w R HEHEPELELEFFITHRENSFZ AN
Sl A AN LA Lk wE R g (Just

Identification) # 4 - £ £ ¢v e & & B % 0.906> T 32 3

It

)

\

g B F 5 0.763 % B E ke L IE HFE LA

!
P

[

E P F KR F L o e R R E A kR L

VR X ok R o H A B e B 4-2

% 4-4
T RERHELRERNR THE L
feif Rdp i SEHREBERE O WAB W WAB DT REEER

]

af

GFI > 0.8 1 - 243
AGFI > 0.8 - -

CFI > 0.9 - -

PCFI > 0.5 - -
RMSEA < 0.08 - -
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3. M ¥ R R T ALAETFFRENSTFE AN

Y R R E A K 3 =2 AT LB E R E KT
v & h i & % R 5 0.853, T i x B % B E 5 0.662 %
LR E ol X T L MY F AR L P RRR D

Nud

. A HA B 4 B 4-3 -

4 4-5
EHETAEARERR LR A

feif R dp ik ZREH WA T H WA BT REMRR

GFI > 0.8 1 ; o
AGFI > 0.8 ; ]
CFI > 0.9 ; ]
PCFI > 0.5 ; ]
RMSEA <0.08 ; ]
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FhoH 0 RGO S Y - X BRFEWFE A
e ot @ pe i 4 % 5 GFI=0.783 - AGFI=0.350 -

CF1=0.732 - PCFI1=0.366 ° RMSEA=0.356 > # ¥ % w i
¥ I EHF AL FERE AN 07 B E - DN Z PTG
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i 4-6
Fhom o B AR AR LHE R

feil Adpt: FREE A TR FAB DT g ER
GFI > 0.8 0.783 1 5 43
AGFI > 0.8 0.350 - ]
CFI > 0.9 0.732 - ;
PCFI > 0.5 0.366 - ;
RMSEA < 0.08 0.356 - ]
60
SI3
Sli2
S
W 4-4F & % » & % % &2 A 47 W

5. # * i R E £ H Rl mE SR E AN

o B R E A E G ow HHEAE O EKREWLTFE AL
w0 @ pe i B 4y ¥ 5 GFI1=0.995> AGFI1=0.975> CFI=0.997 >
RMSEA=0.051 " % PCFIl i & &% @& -

U
@]
T
I
o
w
w
)
St

B R LB R o A e & B R 3 0.8660 T ¥

-

o R B L 0.620 4 ¢ 3 G EROE o L oo @ O* i
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F oAt ar B E G - bk FE oo BB R 5 A E 4 B
4-5 o
* 4-7
Rr GRE ARG AR K LHE L Z
e Rdp i SERERE A TR KA T REGER
GFI > 0.8 0.995 - L]
AGFI > 0.8 0.975 - L]
CFI > 0.9 0.997 - RS
PCFI > 0.5 0.332 - # £
RMSEA < 0.08 0.051 - 9 4

G

et

4-5 @ * i R £ A R E L A R

Y R E AHE ] RENFE AL
3 ENE A i ST VS - R A o | I
the & % B 5 0.82, T ¥ p % B2 € 5 0.60 % % 3

A
P
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ek
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~=\
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®oEo0d P TR R Rl R E G - wenok B oo

& - Al Bl 4 B 4-6 -
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i 4-8
R AFE AP E AR LE L 4

feil Adpt: FREE A TR FAB DT g ER

GFI > 0.8 1 : o
AGFI > 0.8 . : :
CFI > 0.9 . : :
PCFI > 0.5 . : :
RMSEA < 0.08 : : :
82

uUI3

ui2

U1

W 4-6 @ * g g E & %RFEWLLS A E

7.3 A+ = o> MM %RGES TG AT

PR o 23 MK ES IR A E S AR
B % GFI1=0.867> AGFI=0.820- CFI=0.901> PCFI=0.735 >
RMSEA=0.088 > ‘ﬁ RMSEA »¢2 3 =~ & # ¢« » H & % & 7 &
£ ERR o BB % 4o B 4-7
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% 4-9

RERTE AN R

3 Al L THFBR
#e A T&
FE I3 AR 21 i
EUl1 0.754 NA 0.57
w4 5 EU2 0.650 11.799* 0.42
0.821 0.535
* 44 EU3  0.721  12.993* 0.52
EUS 0.802 13.956* 0.64
PP1  0.907 NA 0.82
o A
PP2  0.871  23.000* 0.76 0.906 0.763
# i
PP3  0.842  21.966* 0.71
MR1 0.698 0.49
ER i
R MR2 0.875  14.632* 0.77 0.853 0.662
W
MR3 0.855  14.644* 0.73
SI1 0.732 NA 0.54
i #
S12  0.750  11.991* 0.56 0.794 0.562
W
SI3  0.772  12.019* 0.60
AT1  0.807 NA 0.65
e AT2 0.870 18.035* 0.76
0.866 0.620
it B AT3 0.761 15.896* 0.58
AT4 0.700  14.373* 0.49
Ullr  0.757 NA 0.57
i
Ul2 0.786  13.391% 0.62 0.820 0.600
i
Ul3  0.785  13.391% 0.62

*p<0.05
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2 ) % o8 %% B

% W ovx R WA > A 3 % % Fornell & Larcker(1981)
SENLIRE IR O U T s R S O
% 2 ® o % ix 3 Gaski & Nevin(1985)#r #% 4 ¢h A 54
U S R G A
Cronbach’so & - & @ » + % & % & 7 4 f & § 2
R e AP T AN B R LR B B BRI
% 4-10 -

—=h
)
&

% 4-10
oW KR AN B R L

il BRY ofE ER ®* it

Ll .
T OFR BB Hr BR AE

w4 52 o BF 0.731
e s &2 0.369 0.813
& %4 0.419 0.564 0.873
E oo 0.208 0.430 0.524 0.749
i o* fi R 0.400 0.524 0.607 0.457 0.787
e * RO 0.398 0.425 0.574 0.474 0.754 0.774
Cronbach’sa 0.817 0.848 0.904 0.848 0.863 0.818

¥ 4ém5 AVE o T 2 8 > 7 2 = & 5 Pearson 4p B
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-~ B R A N
EA A A AN Sl - A S S S T I SR A +
( alternative-form reliability) ~ £ B & B ( test-retest
reliability) ~ 3 X & B ( split-half reliability) = 2 p
- & (internal consistency reliability) = f 4
FApEF VRPN RERR P R

= R Y 5 B @ AR L * 9 i Cronbach’sa & o F & &

F % # B Cronbach’sa % % % & # & 0 & & > #% % % % A
% B Nunnally (1978) #r & &% ch P & > F o % 3 0.7 -
R o @ 4 > 0.817 % 0.904- % & > 0.7 & = &
AR = % L 3 3 A h i R o FwlE kA i 4-10 A
i — 7| o
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$ 8 BHCREAR

&% # > 4 # 4 ( Structural Equation Modeling, SEM )
L
| g

oA 5 S E

Rt

7@ %o %] % &~ 37 ( Factor Analysis) £
B ojZ 4~ 17 ( Path Analysis) » F g & > 37 & f & 47 7 T 4§
oA e R R R R P dhe gl D R H A B RS R
& BBl %M o8 5423 23 R ELS L
RA R FE R R A A R BT B R ER R R
ko R e R AT A EHR Y B RS
AP RN T E o A A &2 %Y Anderson
and Gerbing (1988) *f 2 &k & K2 1 % - R & H 2
Hwm 2 E2 R E TEHREMWETFE AL ¥ Cronbach’sa & B & 47

K2R fofcac ok R R WORR N Z B R AE Y F

=
N
ik
e
—

v Al & A

¥
e

"
HE BB o gt S E eh

BB Y % MR R E & e
BT PR YR R OAL A %t R
HF BB A AN

B M T E m R

|>% & 2 m L3 B F I
EIEE L

Wi
s R o
W

Y

5% 5%

[
o
3

o

s
ppas)
P~}

- BHESER

A fe i R hE RV K Baow kTR % A H S
A A~ pe i £ % (Preliminary Fit Criteria) -~ & % # 4 g
it & ( Overall Model Fit) = 2 4] p & % # fe 3§ & ( Fit

of Internal Structure of Model ) - 1 & 8 & %W Z P o
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1. A& & g t+ ¥

AoA o EE L G = k% ER R LY R K
b BBz T % f FEAEEHEFX A 050 0.95
By & %272 7~ o B R
A AR P EAGLPESCHFFNZAFERFETERF L
A o § ok Bk R R T I -l S L
B oE v & X gk oo
OO A pe g A&
APy S EFR ARG R ERE = EFR K
TR 2R 0 A W F % R R 4% (Absolute Fit
Indices) ~ 3 & fc @ & 45 ¥ ( Incremental Fit Indices)

% 4o % 4-5 % w oo # OB % 3

Kits

B

N

1z

% ff & pr i R 4p % (Parsimonious Fit Indices) - o =& #
AE] P e
(1) % /@ & 5 %

ogC A PR GE RO E OB A E SR Ky AR e
e i £ 82 0 AP HEPRSDEFILRHIEF SR
( x?/df) ~ p if & 45 # ( Goodness of Fit Index, GFI) -~
BOF R GE R R ( Adjust- Goodness of Fit Index, AGFI)
moE i o ¥ 32 18 % £ (. Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation, RMSEA ) % - # ¥ 7 % B Doll, Xia,
Torkzadeh (1994) ; MacCallum and Hong (1997) ; Bentler
(1990) % & 2 - P i @® = & x°/df ] % 5+ GFl & AGFI
<~ %% 0.8~ RMSEA /| » 0.08° % % 4 % 4-5> & ¥ 7 ¥ %
fe i B 4 3% A > y%/df=4.970- GF1=0.841~ AGFI=0.796 -

68



RMSEA=0.1- # ¢ AGFI  RMSEA § % & #£ % » @ ¢ &=
=T &R E -
(2) 3 & pe @ & 4p %

IO R kot W% Al e 2 #3A (Null Model) =+
S - S A L = B A SN A G N S S
( Comparative Fit Index, CFl ) & R # i f & 4 %
( Normed Fit Index, NFI) - 4« & 3 % % Bentler (2006)
& Bentler and Bonett (1980) - # CFI P # & % % 52 0.9~
NFI /™ # & 2 0.8 o 4 % 4-5 - 2% % % CFI=0.865 -
NFI=0.837 > % & ¥ #& X 4 B P} -

(3) M & /i B H %

& ARy WA AT YA R AR g
w5 M 8 fope i & 4y % (Parsimonious Comparative Fit
Index, PCFIl) ~ # @ #® §# f i & 4 = ( Parsimonious
Normed Fit Index, PNFI ) & # @§ p § & 4 %

( Parsimonious Goodness Fit Index, PGFIl) - & # 3 % ¥
Mulaik et al. (1989) = % » #2= &% & T 52 0.5 2 % 4r
% 4-11 > PCFI=0.746 -~ PNFI=0.722 - PGFI=0.656 > % &

# ik & (>0.5) b oo
FE b A AR o A %W KR
e i A&
3. WA M BB G A
R REAET Y B AEPOEFRERE LR B
HOELR LR FFEEAE T ELSE DL R
=i

<% 2 E W2t e 9 Cronbach’sa 17 5 & % 1%

<

LA - T O

F_*

o
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<o 0.7 i ko

0.5 ek E » & H#

E = = £ A S

ARAREREFEE L
2 FE L FE
Bk

+ 2 pd R (x2/df)

fie if & 4p 1% (GFI)

?E e i R 4p 1% (AGFI)
T ¥ 133 1 (RMSEA)
e i B 3n 15 (CF)
M4 5 e & 4 5 (NFI)
- Fpe i B 4p 45 (PCFI)
R pe i R 4 1 (PNFI)
# 1 fe i & 4 & (PGFI)

B W38 P f':";)iév\’}‘r
@ £ i & (CR)
% 2 £ (AVE)

-~ AREREE

c .
0.5~ 0.95 q_
£

S FREANERA

<5
> 0.8
> 0.8

<0.08

> 0.9
> 0.8
>0.5
>0.5
>0.5

Z A ARF

> 0.7
> 0.7
> 0.5

4.970
0.841
0.796
0.1
0.865
0.837
0.746
0.722
0.656

f-‘ﬂ f-‘ﬂ
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o=

i i

i i
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HE 5 @ » B A H & AHWF L+ BF - 8%Hr
g op Sk Bk 2 0.88 F o ok OEF LB, VR xR * OB RE
g€ & v R —*ﬁi“%**:é * ﬁ%t‘;‘li‘%iﬁ—ﬁ@é&%i
e * OB 0 HS5 2 = o

% 4-12

FiffREBEs BRSEL

B3R o FMG BE Gk TE 7%

H1 WHHEYERE-TF 5 0.437 7.131* Wi

H?2 o B M- F R 0.284 5.567* i g

H3 o EHE M- R 0.519 9.728* i g

H4 FE o o~ -1 AR 0.288 5.466* i@

H5 i R R-%Y LR 0.883 13.418* Wi

*p<0.05
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