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g ¥ B #2(Portfolio) & 5 ¥ ¥ {_,T/‘ﬁﬂﬂ Fp e & KX ERALBREETEY FHOE
poroAve- P EIRLEY ” WBHE T HEEY '*z # 3 = gk ch B (Dorninger 2 Schrack,
2008) ° %”@ﬂiﬁuéﬁﬂm¢ﬁﬁiﬁlfm§’ RE o EE BB K g R e
B2z Ha v B Y b oend 3k(Smith#? Tillema, 2003) o

FY fAedlp Aemd s L g Y 1 2 (Dorninger & Schrack, 2008) » v& % f& 7 & &

VAR 2 Higiv bl i Azind bR B4 52 % £ R (Smith & Tillema, 2003) - &
fﬁéwfm YRR L P d Y ARk N 2 £ Y s KA TR A
PRI T B u* g ¥ % E (Lopez-Fernandez ¥ Rodriguez-Illera, 2009) > 22 @ & & f& 4§ 7
BV RART > FRZERFORLEYREADAEEERF S A RB N TR (Fal
Ao A R B S A AR B (Smlth #7 Tillema, 2003) - ] Dorninger ¥
Schrack(2008):% % & /&1 & (& ¥ Bz i A B 5 (DA HE ¥ E 08 ¥ FinQ) 8 #i=k
pen@ BE B 2 1 17(Working) ~ F & (Reﬂection) S LR R B R AR o

BEF e IRh (TR R %%‘%’¥*§#*%§”ﬁﬁeﬂ%%iﬁ
> >R e =8 ¥ R A2(Electronic portfolio; ePortfolio) o B i & Az 4z v £ ¥ 5 4 K F KT
B B enie iy i 4% (Dorninger ¥ Schrack, 2008) > HZ g2 T%E — 8% —:=F (Teaching—
Learning—Assessment) | = ;& 17 i & F 4 & 2 F Y RE g 1@ EEJ_JF" (Lopez-Fernandez £2
Rodriguez-Illera, 2009) - #ci> B Az 4z v FES LB Y crg@ 18 > LB A ARDEF 77 ~
S P%Ui—;fﬁ'ﬁi i B ¥ 2 chfy i (Dorninger &2 Schrack, 2008) » E 4+ ik & f47 Fp e p
Kig * B FRFAR FF VT BERG C REIRER A DEY E S FP AN
BAGOFEER 3 > BEEERFALEL Y EDE Y # 2 1 & (Lopez-Fernandez 2
Rodriguez Illera, 2009) -

TR AR g § iR r o 4 i * (Bhattacherjee, 2001) » o **# =8 ¥ F iz
£§4E“##§”’ﬁ$£”4ﬁ“§4'ﬁ$ﬁ§%1ﬁ£@@ﬁ°pgﬂﬂam@?
75 5 > Doll & Torkzadeh(1991)dp 11 i¢ * Fehf & g M FL LR EA PFLR Y Lo > 2
e —‘F*{ RIS E‘W(Causal attributions; CA) e > F] b & 47 Eﬁ?ﬂ% AR
%%¢M¢”ﬁ*gg%?ﬁ%&&§?&ﬂﬁ%*o&m?%ﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
OF A IR RN A B A WAL PR ELDIE RIS 0 43t & 7 5 72% (Theory of Planned
Behavior; TPB) ~ # # 4% % #5% (Technology Acceptance Model; TAM) % > *& Kim ¥ Malhotra
(2005)32 % i€ * FLEF * FFEFERIB RAFPIIFF R ¥ FFE DM AT T T A T 4 3P R B
By Edvie 5 oxdf B Il REE Bhattacherjee(ZOOI)r] Al TAM i3ased *
(Perceived usefulness; PU) % 4 k2 :x#p ¥ 7 rin @ (Expectatlon Disconfirmation Theory;
EDT) #& 41 #p #F e 2278 (Expectation Confirmation Model ECM) » # 2 & ;ifrﬁ Mg R
B RIAFPEFFR Y RO Y Low o cEH WIRG T A SR R o R T AR PR
PR P & H L A B e ie re % - Kim £ Malhotra (2005))% TAM 5 2 #_T 4 P~
BIEER(Z X —FgR J‘bﬁx)m%s—;' e ‘%E%S_ C EE TR R FREER T 55 EE A
T 0B R g i H - R Rt kB 4F o gt b > Bhattacherjee(2001)% & 9 ECM
IR AN ERFBORTLRERTG ) iﬁ#% R A AenEFE R Y e o L e A
5 «hp 'E# 4 (Hung et al., 2007; Malhotra et al., 2008) -

ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%“ﬁ@@&fﬂ?%ﬁ?ﬁ“% BRHEF R PR
Bhattacherjee et al. (2004)i% 6 3 FF L@ ;0 k0 2@ F i g v HI L A e nid
# Jﬁ" 8 ¢ (Cumputer-based tutorial 572" U3 £2 Rapid application developmentsigic 48 i@ # -
i@’m%ﬁ*ﬁﬁaﬁ?éﬁ%WK%%iﬁﬁﬁ*W$’?%ﬁF*“%Lﬁ§%*ﬂi
BH - R % o Kim2 Malhotra (2005)F] M TAM 5 A # » B 7 S %3R5 R h v B
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(Perceived ease of use; PEOU) & 34 * (1% 7 d % FRAERIFE TR * FFE > Ko 4 L H K
AFAFERZREY Lo Bz 2 awrm% # ’E,r’w"“’k’fv §enig # ira» 7 B o Hsu et
al.(2006).5% & TPBZ EDT:E {7 T3l % Soie * i B R A 1 S R B 304 gr ¥ FEE i
R H(L %3 BB e 2 DS AR d 427 PRI F B BB R 2%
ARFRA RO GRFHFOMRE o WREFY FRIMEY FL5 Y v TR
4ﬁé*%§“*gﬁ%#€£’ IV N Ly “ﬁﬁmwu&%ﬁﬁg G
B9 MG A e 8 SHEE S Y R ? R+ £ (LN SHEE S § AL
@ XEDEHaTE > gd Pk mEET o 5 B LRI R R Rk
BY FARLEY BFFR* LR Jﬁ = me:%ﬁ?fﬂ °

ﬁﬁ ¥]32 % (Attribution theory)* ™ f2f - BB E 2 K~ B &% eha F] 5 2 (Weiner,
2000)? iT+# j\ﬁrﬁ FIIEm AL O E B AT ARG R TN L NE T L T
2 HF R 8 enF g ¥ ¥ (Karsten, 2002) » & F 3k SAp M B T L 2 F ARk 2 5 0 (T
ELACRC NS PN R bk’%??:ﬁr:"]ﬂ‘l% #* '*Ffm s ﬂF FAFRaRE YAk s R B
»e2_ 72 5 (Rozell &2 Gardner, 2000) © F]pt » & b it § B AL HZ L BHFFR Y 25 LR a8
PN SN S N ﬁ?qﬂéﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁ ’ Tﬁv—? U ”1'"' AR I F Y RO 2 AL PR
AR o BB Y FADC AR I HEFRY GRS L S
2. By B ih

A3 E 0 TAM RS Y FAARE RS ARER D B E B ED AR, 2

I—Eﬁ'—]leLp/Fﬁiz%?*—zﬂk AR DS FF o TR ;,\r‘rllﬂ SNk fRR
FRAEERD B F Y FALDERY FRAGHE L. Fig PrER g o nE X T AFY P A
(e 2 x % E-‘N:\F N(ER—FYRr YRR oS A Rla 4 e
(2)7 fjrig * ‘kmﬁﬁ'—]u_%i#ii%;ff’ﬁ Fr*IEILE-Ro
)17 * F AP PRI EDE LB EALT FIR* HFFlaoTifa %o
4)~ Jf‘mfi#ii%;il‘ B AHEIHFFE* PR BF FF s sc o
3. é}?é:};?*
31 &BY Bz

Y FADELPEHILIF T Ly FIZHEY FROLK[E T DLEEE > R
B X7 e %5 2 2% o Smith ¥ Tillema(2003);3 % e B ¥ @A F 2 845 ¥ Frizdps
oo B s 5§’T—I* e # > F]4t Zubizarreta(2004):n 5 - BE X B Y AR R e F = BA A
~F o HEeuG ()Y B-RE - B3 TR e8(2)F L (Reflection)—F L 2 &
¥ S8k op F (3)]‘%P‘?(Collab0ratlon)—s FEEF B4 Uz B RB g R Y AL o
Smith £ Tillema(2003)P|:% 5 5 ¥ B 420 P ehe 3 ¢ ;83§ (Formative assessment) e &, ~ i
## (Selection) ~ & 44 (Promotion) ~ #= (Appraisal) ~ & L 0% ¥ (Reflective learning) ~ & ¥ 3
% (Professional development) & % -

&mhﬁnmmﬁmnﬁmaﬁ,imﬁ&ﬂ¥uaﬁlkmﬁ“ﬁﬁlﬁ’“%ﬁﬁ
BAB A (EYFARGDD cr—EB N TS  EY AL EFEE»;2)i* cn® F—rb3ng
T»m%L‘ LB ARATIE S pREDRE Y o Smith 22 Tillema(2003) d pt 3 f& 2R & -

w AR A F Y AR DR OE Y AR F LAIGE Y e B AR E Y AR
o B2 FaEY AL -

Chenetal.(2001):3 7 S ¥ ARG 4T E V@A N1I L > P HE X547 i+
TR Pk 2 B Y A ddle mg ioe r] &r?? FARE M E 2 50w
hos R oo 2 30 B2 B Hjch ~E# B IEF R U ERED F LT 2

R YAl A R s s h N AL S & fr’*% iiﬁnr g G\T%u(Buzzetto-More £ Alade,
2008)
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Froo Hoowm i o (1) % 75 (Reason oriented action; ROA) — =5 &2 {7 5 M 1%
(Evaluatlon—behaV10r relationship);(2) 2] %7 4% § { #7(Sequential updating of judgments) — =%
2 = o i % (Evaluation—evaluation relationship);(3) = 4% (Feedback) — {7 5 £2 3= &t B 1%
(Behavior—evaluation relationship);(4) ¥ 1f (Habit) — 7 % & = % B % (Behavior—behavior
relationship) » A3+ % 0 & 454} i3 R 2 (7 5 M R T o A ER Y (7 L PR R
- 5 > Hsuetal. (2004)z%% TPB~ TAM % % B> 32 o 325458 - 2 ROA @ 3 » 2
BT e Ad W 2irsgid s TARFFRY FLARSFLiaul > a FEHBLE A
AR MR R EER Y cKim &2 Malhotra (2005) &2 R, % 4{9:_* R e ende %
BB REFF R T G IR R HIR D e TAM X AP Fdp O R4S P TR RS R o de
GEZ P-BPE-- S =i A e Bhattacherjee (2001) 8 W?;\ FikEM E mI“’ EoREN ES: SN
xRN B h‘n\;iil“”iﬂm’ Hina ,f T T A2 0 W H U A BT ER
s 4 § BPR a7 3 0 ¥ 07 Oliver(1980): EDT 3 A# A % B %w S S Rt
PR —ECM °
Hsu et al.(2006) ’,%‘-“él Jij—i Gy B TPB Afdf B A H LA HOR* L
e 37 & K TPB 7 d F34 B B R L AFF @ &b a‘féﬁfé'ﬂ Fe e 3 o vl
ﬁ#ﬁ’* Y S AT fxmxp £7 > 24P F > Lauctal2009) 747 41 ¢ ¥ ¥ $ 40 4
v agaA kb at L8 > Fa Taylor 2 Todd (1995)% M.i¢ * TPB Ma B 5% L B A R1
,\,.pﬁ‘-_n\ﬂﬁﬁm PR R B R E R FFER R T ,Q.F.Jfﬁ 745 31 (Hsu et al.,
2006) «
TAM BE R iZ AR 2RI ATA L g * T F Lk i 2 )E’% * »TAM ¥ TPB
ml&i Pl & 7 - ReawT 7 2 % (Lin, 2007) ° 37# kK TAM 77 4% * *v?:}“%’%f}%iﬁ#’réﬁ“ i iTE
Her EDT $H3F4 @ * (= :f:~ Z_fER G A gt ot X PJL R 0 Premkumar 22 Bhattacherjee(2008)
“F”;‘EFH__#? S Fbi,\ C¥IFFR Y Lo RS 6 TAM ¢ EDT £ 5 W 4 erfdfac 4 o
R AR ATHE L R E P AR Y PR ETE M AR ?‘r (Bhattacherjee,
2001) - F]¢* » Kim %t’ Malhotra (2005) ™ = F§ < caficst 6% TAM LJFJJ}F'ZJJ% PR AEg R
PPEREFFAT B R2%ET TAM andicd * Ml * MR AR S LL*“?fii}iJJ%q* Fe e
FER PR v Bhattacherjee #2 Premkumar(2004) ™ % Kim(2009)P] F PF3a 5 B o 4p B e
FrHYEEE FEROG AP BEIFER Y BEORBIART Lo
Premkumar #? Bhattacherjee(2008)R| 2% 52 TAM ¥2 ECM #5132 25 A #-EDT £/ 7 it
# 0 TAM E g 15 & — i & — {7 5 (Beliefs—Attitudes-Behavior) £, § » EDT R £ > 8 (F — 7
F2 'z — % & (Expectation-Disconfirmation—Satisfaction) & 4= > £ TAM & # i #i-5" (Static model)
@ EDT &_/ 4% #i 7% (Process model) °
AP TR AAEFER Y (7L andH o TAM & ko e d 3% FPEIFE D4EF R ¥
PEgiin 4 frie— S (Liao et al, 2009) 0 @ ¥ fbi¢ * ECM & (745 4 & # (7 5 e pl 7 4 57
P (4 vk P} S 5)(Hung et al., 2007) » © % Oliver (1980)mairh st ¢ » HALH R A 5 A A
o B TR PR RE R R RPRERER ‘F’i‘ T 5w o F > Premkumar £
Bhattacherjee(2008) % & % ¢ & ﬁvxﬁiﬁ::}i FrRrppEaTERN S ETRE P HEEFRE
£ #58 (TAMHEDT)# B %] ch TAM & EDT £ # fds chja i 4 o
3 W FIEH
B FIO S L 7 A B enE & T35 (Meece et al., 2006) 0 B oz T pb 5 T & o (b4
WY (FA)RTER T LS %‘%’J‘! i {7 F]% ehdi 7 (Oliver ¥ Desarbo, 1988; Meece
et al., 2006) o o & fLjL g K-H (7 LR §F L 2T $ % (Object) ~ @ i A & (Person) i%f“‘
(Circumstances) & * it & 38 s & (Johnson etal., 2006)° F] " fF FIIRm AL * REM “ 5 A -
ARt - EEZag 4 7 EA KA T A s 87 (Karsten, 2002) o
Eﬁ: FIRHEH FREREAHRT A BFR > F oA 3 4 935 4 (Oliver ¥ Desarbo,
1988) » (PR LIRS PR BREUGE R KRG AR EFL 0 2 B
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%@#W%‘mem2%®°ﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬂmﬂ%%%»ﬁﬁ—%4§#%%§§a%ﬁ
T & 373X v (Karsten, 2002) » i34 4p B 35 =0 54 mﬁp: FIA LS A FRen s R B T e
A 8 A prenZ R fE B3 7 4P e (Russell, 1982) o

Tsiros et al.(2004)3%. 5 7 I cPfF F1¥ 3% b chit * H8 LA - 6 $ A Songkpe pIRE
BAfFFRER G B B 072 5 e 58 R R(Oliver, 1993) o s Ik G @ 3 0 A D

AR A 5 P ik (Self-serving bias) 0 # LA M-F AR L B A hF)F ”'L'ri;z)‘jﬁ T R T
JFa st A SN RE F1#% (Serenko, 2007) » £ H F 2 4Feng &g A pFo A ¥ F REFP L F iz i

¥](Sebald, 2010) -

%&?gmﬁi:}irﬁ % > Johnson et al.(2006)3% & |2 W22 b e g &~ T AL A € |2 -
B ELALE & B4 SRR I B Al - d BT e BPR R R
ﬁmﬁﬁ FIF R B A FIE A D B AR U PR R TR S
] B ’%@“&W?”&ﬁmgiﬁﬁ’ﬁ R HFEREEY Ry SRk a A2 T
ﬁ?ﬁﬁ;“"]l&iﬁ AEF* & EVEA T3 PR T EHEEEIE 2 LR EaslgH f @
o en REBLEEFY e > AT R i F Y faeag 4 j‘j’ﬁ*f—\ AR
AR RIAF R BEAELR L o
VI e
41 P31 % ’f#--,—- B

Ry b2 }I§J< fF 3t 0 A3 F a5k 4e T #7iE (1) Bhattacherjee 22 Premkumar (2004)82 14
WA P MHRGREIFBEREFER Y BEROTL > CETRI AR TBEFFEH AR ER
BinAry * 2 (p234) ) vEH I R - RS R FHRE > M H R U TAMARRA S KGR
A H A i(2) # Kim#? Malhotra (ZOOS)mE‘" P HBREECAARYIPEBEIFER Y PR
EAHRFEIEEFE s > RFE AR PR P BB R e Bl B K
(p.752) + it FlA I T B Y Lo R Gt 55 A2 BRI 2 Ha L
HERDEN 2P e ERP R BEOCEATERBEIFTR Y F R R HF vk
IR BTF S o HE AR BEEZ HE S Nk L IR 4 (Kim, 2009; p.514) 5 ¢t ¢k o
ER I ﬁxrﬂp,\fr%’v PR AR BELT 0 A(FIRT FC G RYERD T N

SR EZ AP RTINS H ﬂ 187 7& (Bhattacherjee, 2001);(3)Hsu et al.(2006) % & TPB& EDT
BEAL O BT SR A FORE S DR R U T L AR PR
Frr By F i Ra g ”‘? A7 Jﬁiﬁ BREIFER YR A EOR
B AT A AR ﬂ,’Lpﬁ.;}j%;A;I’é‘:’(p.9OO) HWR AP F2 i e > L@ioritd
’ﬁté%’%ﬁ B W EFFRROAN AR EAS 0 LA DE LN FRELIN RS S
¥ e’ ¥ (Malhotra et al., 2008) - Hsu ct al.(2000)82 11 5 & ~ % T A B AR RIALRIR * A s
FrerFiiv EPHEALLEBINBEIFERY IFEFant® R L P\‘%i”#\émgg}? 7L
W AR AR MR 5 A > FAoKim(2009)477 0 B HIRG B AR A BRL
o BT A G- LM AR R K(pS1S) 0 AP R A A F FIHE L e R btk 0T
* 5 H 7 % £ Malhotra et 211.(2008)—,2’Kim(2009)r'7'”'ﬁm.h P B A Y R AL e
IS o AR B AcBA LT g R 0 B AP M ehiEgRAeT
Hig e * 1R B2 i F ¥ Fiaguicd + I’* 20 e o B e
Hip: e df * I 4 HEc 8V Fadna s * PP PHR* G A -

Hof 2307 i Y LML) v g2 B it v R N T
oo i * FEBL > B 3 S B Y razampiod P LE R PR R A
Hyo B 2 e B AR 3 mg * hd 1% [P BB 2 FF R * R B2 DIRF Flent 3 o
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Hag ek P b o B 0 2 e 3 Fie2 ) & 7 fslamiie o
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42 & %K

Eﬁ‘ﬂ@ﬁii?%ﬁ hip A w324 - Malhotra et al.(2008)#-i# 4 34w anjs F](Perceived Locus
of Causahty, PLOC)#&#f A & 3% #hiF ¥](Internal PLOC) - ok 3R mﬁﬁa F](External PLOC) ~ 11 %
% ‘5 £jF Fl(Introjected PLOC) » = P 3RenfF F]x £ ma 5 g b £ 2 e l'W(Identlﬁed PLOC)
3 d\ ¥ =hiF Fl(Intrinsic PLOC) » # ¢ & F chjF 5> 'B; Lep G gl o oA IR R~ 4 g
hgF F] "llfél’ﬁj’”mﬁﬁqﬂlb“@4 vk b dl o Lo EAE R R A3 L%mﬁyﬁq

gt;*Mmeamam&ﬁ&mmﬁWWXg CH T rﬁm%ww¥?ﬁ‘”ﬁ¢?
MR SHEFIRRBRLAE FH Y £ v 2 E & P4 % Bhattacherjee, 2001; Bhattacherjee
22 Premkumar, 2004; Davis, 1989 77 5 F W 2 5.7 S 5 £ 22 7RF LK -
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BEDLF I RT3 E Y- BRGNS > S HhE 4 Afh 130 0 ok A sl
122 7 3 $FZRFEFFR*PIET)TBAFFIF IR A% F 4B 2F FILFBR
KFPRFETHRAO8BY » ¥2MEFEN LTI A B AT 2L - HFEBED122 =
B4 jorawr o ilicl 1170 S BT A BET)IHFFR Y FETHPEF > &
AEFE JADBIEL > gF TI%E A R HE R g Y Ak A Ay
B PFE(To-T) - B4 5 s suendd @ ¥ 75 ¢ B FFRTI(Y 96%)° A3 F k& ehfk &~
FRA TR 5.1 907 o BT A 304 hR e L X RS Y Lk
A5l st S

i% ~ A ZEP‘ T,-T» T,-T; i% A ?7}—'— A L’;‘F‘_ T:-T, T>-Ts
A (%) (%) (*) (*)
14 %) g 4 82 77 B8 VY FE 1ENT 98 93
e 40 40 oA r 12 & 24 24
£ ¥ 21 e 11T 52 50 M@ * 1 &FIUT 70 66
21~22 36 34 = 1~2 # 28 27
23~24 # 28 27 3~4 # 19 19
24 1l L+ 6 6 45000 5 5
A #c 122 117

* 3t F M%7 M F1# & 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis; CFA):E (747 3 £ % iz sc & &~
1o 23705 % dofdl AL #rn o B ik - 0 ok 20 BIRSE (EPLOC3) 051 % f 7 £(0.326) ied%
FRAPFE(TrT)MA 050 AF £F FRFEOAS TV BIFAFRIE - ka5 LiRg et - H
VPR IE TR f R F XY 05 R m T R BB BRI E < 0.7 uE R E
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AR PRI AT AR R S R AR DT E T U PLS 7 FF R A0 A
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Halgirs v M2 FYR Y Lo aB &t QA RE L AP A By EDRE
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Wi Al BB FIE AT E

Time (t;-t) Time (t,-t3)

Scale Item Item Item Scale Item Item Item

Items Loading Mean S.D. tValue CR = AVE 0 Loading Mean S.D. tValue CR  AVE
EOUI1 0.846 4.754 1.215 20.482 EOU21 0913 4881 1.176 37.105 0.949 0.825
EOU12 0.896 4.820 1.060 32.632 0918 0.738 EOU22 0.925 4915 1.134 59.724

EOU13 0.892 4877 1.095 35.177 EOU23 0907 4.838 1.203 37.515

EOU14 0.800 4.754 0.982 20.202 EOU24 0.887 4.709 1.182 44.690

PU11 0.895 5.000 1.052 36.663 0.886 0.795 PU21 0923 4804 1.169 70.707 0.900 0.824
PU12 0.888 4.852 0.959 34.395 PU22 0.892 4966 0.991 34.972

ATTI11 0.790 4.836 1.031 17.207 0901 0.696 ATT21 0906 4.701 1.116 51.791 0.939 0.794
ATT12 0877 4.746 0.992 39.519 ATT22 0912 4.632 1.072 37.199

ATT13 0.862 4.664 1.041 31.671 ATT23 0915 4.530 1.047 54.895

ATT14 0.804 4.582 1.059 18.722 ATT24 0.829 4.493 1.030 19.768

CAll 0.718 4411 0.762 5.768 0916 0.733 CA21 0.769 4576 0.848 16.964 0.921 0.744
CA12 0.900 4513 0.819 30.448 CA22 0916 4.434 1.013 60.035

CA13 0.894 4299 0.966 38.804 CA23 0.859 4.291 1.097 23.308

CAl4 0.897 4248 0.778 35.436 CA24 0.899 4.154 0.946 43.254

PU21 0912 4795 1.149 55.891 0.902 0.822 PU31 0915 4624 1.112 61.708 0.888 0.798
PU22 0.900 4943 0.990 44.976 PU32 0.871 4786 0.927 27.224

CON21 0.877 4.426 0944 34.045 0.897 0.744 CON31 0.892 4.504 0979 52.526 0.905 0.760
CON22 0.890 4.369 0.955 34.453 CON32 0.874 4.419 0985 30.060

CON23 0.819 4.557 0945 27.583 CON33 0.850 4.586 0.947 22.322

SAT21 0.843 4467 1.022 23.169 0944 0.737 SAT31 0.841 4462 1.005 30.590 0931 0.694
SAT22 0.793 4.467 1.030 18.630 SAT32 0.757 4.368 1.072 15997

SAT23 0.889 4574 0.995 35.692 SAT33 0.850 4.607 0.956 27.671

SAT24 0.878 4.590 0.985 33314 SAT34 0.856 4.582 0.893 23.561

SAT25 0.883 4.672 0.940 38.202 SAT35 0.843 4.632 0.934 30.858

SAT26 0.862 4.484 1.046 32.643 SAT36 0.847 4.543 0.923 29.482

ATT21 0902 4.689 1.100 54.408 0940 0.795 ATT31 0.822 4821 0916 22496 0928 0.764
ATT22 0912 4.623 1.055 44.202 ATT32 0.889 4.761 0.944 38.395

ATT23 0916 4.533 1.030 50424 ATT33 0906 4.634 1.077 49.392

ATT24 0.833 4.484 1.022 21.963 ATT34 0.877 4.586 1.067 43.494
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M AL SRR A 1T S ()

Time (t;-t)

Time (t,-t3)

Scale Item Item Item Scale Item Item Item

Items Loading Mean S.D. tValue CR AVE |0 Loading Mean S.D. tValue CR ~ AVE
CA21 0.734 4582 0.846 13.710 0.920 0.744 CA31 0.326* 4.495 0.760 2.042 0.865 0.640
CA22 0918 4426 0995 69.192 CA32 0930 4316 0.892 61.888

CA23 0.890 4.291 1.082 41.609 CA33 0.898 4.231 1.107 36.641

CA24 0.896 4.159 0934 38.381 CA34 0.885 4.161 0.819 24.348

CBI21 0908 4451 1.037 41.211 0.941 0.800 CBI31 0.826 4564 0977 13.030 0.924 0.754
CBI22 0.885 4508 1.014 31.406 CBI32 0.888 4.517 1.133 28.846

CBI23 0.898 4443 1.061 41.214 CBI33 0907 4457 1.199 55.965

CBI24 0.887 4.434 1.106 34.289 CBI34 0850 4.427 1.093 33.853

HABE 122 *ABE 117

EE CA:EP‘? #](Causal attribution); EOU:zu4 % * |4 (Perceived ease of use); PU:zu 43 * |+ (Perceived usefulness);
ATT: i & (Attitude); SAT: i A& (Satisfaction); CON:#& ¥ # Fx zu(Disconfirmation); CBL4F 5§ * (7 5 & w
(Continued benhavior intention)

*PLOC31 Flficst a7t foen- RS @ 5 WiRY
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