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Using the technology acceptance model to explore the
effect of relative advantages, compatibility, perceptual
usefulness and perceived ease of use of water-based runway
products on adoption intention: Adoption of Attitude as

Mediator
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ABSTRACT

This study analyzes the relative advantage, compatibility, perceived
usefulness and perceived ease of use of water-based runway products
through the collection of past relevant literature. This paper adds adoption
of attitude as mediator variable to understand the mediating mechanism
between the influencing factors of adoption intention and analyzes the
changes in consumers' adoption of attitude toward water-based runway
products. The statistical research population of this paper contains all
runway attributes. A total of 200 questionnaires were distributed, and 178
valid questionnaires were collected. The results of the analysis show that
relative advantage, compatibility, perceived usefulness, perceived ease of
use, positive impact on adoption intention; Adoption of attitude has a
partial mediating effect between relative .advantage and adoption
intention, adoption of attitude has a partial mediation effect between

compatibility and adoption intention.

Keywords: technology acceptance model, relative advantage,

compatibility, perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, adoption of

attitude, adoption intention
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g o 5 v 25 R ¥ o 4p B (B=.58, p<.001) ; 4p # iBF frx
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R? 251 496
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