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ABSTRACT

In the dynamic era, knowledge management is an important means that enterprises show
one’s talent and maintain the advantage of the competition. To enhance the competitiveness
of organizations, enterprises have to help knowledge workers build knowledge management
systems (KMS) tasks. In this study, we propose a model of KMS based on the Technology
Acceptance Model and Social Cognitive Theory. Also, through reviewing of knowledge
management literature, we examine the relationship among antecedent factors, KMS usage,
user satisfaction, and individual influences.

In data collection on to Chunghwa Telecom in northern, central, southern regions of the
various departments of three employees to survey the sample object, a total of 468
questionnaires sent, 318 were recovered and 310 valid questionnaires. SPSS12.0 using
statistical tools to conduct analysis and VisualPLS for descriptive statistics, reliability,
validity analysis, and verification of hypothesis testing.

The results showed that the KMS self-efficacy, personal outcome expectations and
performance-related outcome expectations impact on KMS usage. The results also indicated
that knowledge maps fit, ease of use, the expected performance and the use of KMS effect on
user satisfaction. In addition, KMS usage and user satisfaction on individual influence, but
also have a significant impact. Finally, the results of this study in the academic and business
expectations can be used as reference for follow-up study and recommendations KMS.

Keywords: Knowledge Management Systems, Technology Acceptance Model, Social
Cognitive Theory, User Satisfaction
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2 A PR R

sl || #raln

ﬁﬂlﬁ_ﬁ’]ﬁ /é‘- Eynd

B2.2 355 7 5 2% % W
FHL &k Fishbein & Ajzen (1985)

2.2.3 FH &2 #H3% (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM )
Davis (1989 ) # i i i3 i+ Fishbein & Ajzen (1980) el 3B |4 {7 5 12 3% |

( Theory of Reasoned Action, TRA) > # & # B 4% % 5% ( Technology
Acceptance Model, TAM )» % 12 jz 8 I 3 ip| ¢ * —g FRT & SR R R iR R

Wb

AR o ",f Pz ks TG BAK AAMFER Y FL D BAHNFLE

=
RZRFELReTAT P RF T e Ed BAKEES PR LR
B MRt AT o B AR Y G RE D Y MR b e
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=3

5P PRRATALd bR PIRAT R IR RCATIA T A LRI AL
RS BT o
TAM i & A gEmftpen T g * | (actual system use) < H [ i¢
* £ B, (behavioral intention touse ) #7858 > e T i * 2 B KT P X3
B , (attitude toward using ) e 584 » BZ 3 T4 5 *  (perceived
usefulness) #7858 - M &4 % * | (perceived ease of use) v " 5 * | ¢
-2 N ﬁi:}ifﬂﬂt«}i iR LS (B 23)e

\4

Eanl i
3 \
|2 i O —
wx N — T3
K3t i
z o

Bl 2.3 X
T kiR Davisetal. (1989)

R IIE 12t o 2 S gﬁ'zﬂ,g # dﬁﬂiﬁﬂﬁﬁn F:rrﬁjj; Foe FAh s D
P 5 TAM mF\ MEL~EE LB foB A LR ~FH -

FEEROREHRE > v R - BRRPERY R 5L ST

Blde > F e enk gl € %‘,fg‘i‘f% # —‘F'Ti%‘f e EE 1ok A T E A I

SEEEY N S R S - —-'Mﬁijj;mfpg L% Mo
MTEHTAM 08 B A & €03 1P

1 gy * g hi —ﬁfrﬁf"aﬂ FECRRCEPE: E1: 0 Wi E i
T 'ﬁﬁ"ﬁf S R R RARE > B F AR RARDE B o

2. AR D EApEAR T FRIEVHRY ARDT I RE - FIHELR
* %ffﬁf T ASART FEY > BlEY LM RARDE B o

’ 2
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Davisetal. (1989) /3 ® #M T & | BB T * LW, Bk
B bty Sk o B kg LB F R R CTAM P g
7 EEF T % % ok 3% (Venkatesh & Davis, 2000 ). £ f » Venkatesh & Davis
(2000) 35 B MRy PP IR Tl * ~T s *
Bl AR B PHEIE AL REEG ER S
WA~ T AR e % (75 % o Lee,Kozar & Larsen (2003 ) 4+%+ 1986 # 1 2003
£ 101 B PHEIESN ERIFEEFAHER £ 74
AP SEET YRR TEFLA PN TS FREFDOM G RAirn g
SBAFT S T P Y PRITEFLIA NG EF MM o b
FMHRATEINFTLEEPNT R UPE S e A A E e HEHRE Gefen &
Straub (2000) == 3 S 5% 4p i o

SRR S T A B AT R R B e - A
TR FREFORE o A PRI 2 AR
FeX PAFeniz 5 kR o map g P T o iEar s B S BGLk PR
RPN o R Aok R g iFE TRy v, TR e %
B F R FIUPBNE AR A R K ek b 2 B S R
Xﬁéﬁmgé T O BfRR Y FFER Y R EE L (Lin & Lu, 2000
Mathieson & Chin, 2001 ) -

WARIE S AR B Y ko BT AR A B B R PR S N a0 R
FIEFFAR o Aok 21 40T o ATy EAF AR Ik 2 PR
F oo ek Bl £ R P HEX G D IR R o R F Rk B
EREBELEH P2 B A3 FARE 22 S ELT (2003)
ST Y ¢ dp o At RlAATRE Y £ & - 304 0 Bk Bl E R
e B LS R e Rk ehin B 2 Y 3 ARl o R R
it Bl s A#A O KMS 4228 o F]5 A7 A & F G ardh g L sen
PEFE > wABEE 2% (TRA) 575 2% (TPB) &%
#:4 (TAM) ¥ > 587 #i#ia‘ RS o RGERFRR Y F HAT K S AT
X AEREPEFZ

=

%

o

1,\1&
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A 21 FHHE B VT

hIR s IR & AR % 2 Rk
PR pd AP EE | Moore & Venkatesh & Davis
i¢ * 4| #7472 & - | Benbasat (1991) | (2000)
1 e glFTeE A% * | Rogers (1983) Xia & Lee (2000)
W il G
F 2 k5 hg s
- KRR R o
A5 % i * £)F7404 € | Rogers (1983) Venkatesh & Davis
B4 - A 7 (2000)
Fo BB R R o
LR * L 4 e iz | Cardetal. (1980) | Venkatesh & Davis
Fro LEL K K (2000) ; Venkatesh
G R (2000)
R AL g E |Fishbein & Ajzen | Chau (2001)
Fop R goege | (1980)
B o
4B - B A %% 8 ¥ | Fishbein & Ajzen | Morris (2000 )
AT E R A (1975)
e ;KE * 3%
fb 7 * 7 ; 5 RN
I oo
& 5E ﬁi%] M F | ka8 4 | Venkatesh & Lederer et al. (2000)
W) 1 frpEpss @« | Davis (2000)

IR R TR o

’g FI#IR‘/UAO
;1 /Eﬂﬁ“_a IR o

Igbaria et al.
(1997)

Igbariaetal. (1997) ;
Liao & Landry (2000 )

%—7;’11- %%m;. FIL <
sk 2 BT
Rond v BILY

WA e

St

Rogers (1983)

Karahanna et al.( 1999 );

Venkatesh & Davis
(2000)

- fAV &A@
p@ﬁ;’ﬁl}j} ?\ I
vk B A B
i

Vail (1999)

Lai etal. (2009 )

TR

Ju;ﬂ ﬁf;ﬂ’
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2.3 AL €A
A+ ¢ #1224 (Social Cognitive Theory, SCT) #.d 70 # % £ W ¥ £ w1
g 7 Albet Bandura-> 12 {7 5 i & (behaviorism )£ 4+ ¢ & % (social learning )
FHEA R LR N §- BRABLIRY X T BN o L LBAR
At EFR AR EE S A TR RT C RREL RIS
( Compeau & Higgins, 1995; Marakas & Johnson, 1998 ) 4+ ¢ 23732 245 L
A (person)~ {7 5 (behavior)~ 2 2 &8 (environment) = -ﬁ%éﬁ‘#ﬁf 2
PR kRl A o L (4oBl 2.4)
ripth- BE I HBOFEM R Y 0 75 AR AR A
BN ARt i- AR RGBT I B EORNY 7
oAl B g M A 2 REE DT F #&—g%r&%ﬁ.tb_’ o qp3 g
o F¥ A A kA AR s o EfApp B Ed 2 XA AT

|

v
BB e OB R EREED c RA R PT FOPPIET LR

w

ﬁ%%?n¢ﬁ!¢ﬁ%@ R F el oo T A e AR € B2 Y
Pl 252 24244 B 44 (Bandura, 1989) -
B A
( Person, P)

v

4= X
T =

( Behavior, B)

B
( Environment, E)

Bl 24 B ~BA2HGFLEHLT N
F 4 %k : Bandura (1986)

Bandura (1986 ) 33 5 AL € 3R riZifduif & % K2R X 87 & d TR
T A 0 mRAT S pEEF A (self—requlatory) 3 p g a2 i (self-reflective

processes) H A= it chd & EH o At EHY 0 BB B BB
T eamIiT* » &2d p %,T,i‘ s (goal system) Kbedp BRSO > Ty aE
SR ERER F R AEa 4 iz & (beliefs) o A 2 SR Ep At 49 0 1 enig w
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et A dsEg e M p B as - R AT RERRY 0 BHPL L
(internal ) 42 > 22T - BIlIEB AL I E P Jf;ﬂpz’v’ﬂ;‘—éfﬁ ( Bandura,
1986; Karloy, 1993 ) o F]pt & P theng 24 TP fhend & € 5 37 5 p F]ZF 0
B o4 p 3 sua (self-efficacy ) 03 1% o

231 A gRwEBm2 Pl

Bandura (1977 ) 4% 11 p v i 223 (Self-Efficacy Theory ) (4-®] 2.5) »

PIRAIRE BHEERGTE - 75 0 X BAP % (personal goal ) = %Y
PEEE A2 p Novman R o s I (efficacy expectation ) » & £z
p A 0 2 2% 3g 8 (outcome expectation ) A €IRAInY B B A&
%wﬁﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬂm%mﬁmm%miiﬂ%°B?ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁwi

~

R2F 0 BILA 0 AL UEFAE RG22 p AR A 0 T
AOECE IR RS SR AY 2R e f AR A B A AR EE - 2
RE 2 B RFRE R - SHOWH L2 A SR FY AL

\ A
Fw AR YA 2 (R Y % 0 1999) 0 5 b
A

AT B R Rg
ki - LHF2 A5 S ETED O Hp L R HEE S0 A BIpd A

PlE %
P&
(Goal )
EREARES Y 75
( Self-Efficacy ) ( Behavior)

Bandura (1997) 45 &—#ﬁiﬁﬁig%ﬁﬂﬂ A RDEE S e R
TR > #F T eoei B &0k

By PR T o BB RN

yl
~
Shiy,
ey
0.
o
S
Sk
ﬁ\
&=
[l
\1'&‘_
i
: o
4y
>y
St
o
)
gl
—~
én\\
= m\g,;g



#5 o gt ¢h > Bandura (1997) 4p ) > MEF AL § RATILIGAR L3 kR A
BT S ARR T o W FaE Y G LR - B AR S )
Fo R AFELARFFRZ - o
Bandura (1997 ) -7~ i 3 g 3\ ks 4
(dynamic aspect of the self system) » #_p =%
- 384 o Gist & Mitchell (1992) & 32
S A u)gmvﬁK@Wﬁ“'aa%ﬁ%iEﬁJ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁJa
AR ST éﬂ”—«i'lg g 4 > ffﬁ?}iﬁ@fr, o E & A TR AT

Bp ATiihfEg 2 ¢ 0 1 &3 <] (magnitude) ~ % & (strength)
2 priv e 4 (generalizability) ¥ = B4gg o p Mrkiveh~ | i B A 4973

BT R EFLTAFEEARRE (o~ P s BT TERA ) @ p Aok s
B &dp i A HI8rE A F G E R - #F T ivehg i (conviction) 2R (4
A F RN E YR R ) FP s RREED Ak ¥ k[ 2R
SR E ir%'f‘ EST R AR Rk o IR 4 Edp iR A ehp A
PRy 0 A F e E AR DERFIR I ARR B OB HIT R
LT A pRE G AR DG S ARR PR ARR ORE 0 RlG $ 7 hiEa
¢ A4 % ihp Aok

At

o

&=
oo

Ry PR X PN T Z B AES 1(1) x5+ F F 4 47 (analysis of
task requirements ) : iz A~ 47 M R P B A AR T LB EAERE S ATE R F Tleh

; (2) mvggmﬁﬁr]xn AR WA i J.@gﬁm;w El,ﬁr]-» S R
BEOTiE 2 Bk A TR eniT Bk o BRI GE B0 % AT EaATR  Ap B ek
GfciT AR BT A AP IARR B 0 TP fRETA A f ARG gy
Jﬁﬁﬁ’%?ﬁgiﬁfﬁﬁw ARR AR o EihehE £ e

iy

S LR RS TR A S S R R AR T
‘:J\":J\'AQ\’T' W*n%_\sﬁLé‘ln 21z %\lﬁa ﬁy\ ,TE;AE\}:I‘BELE{J%?“\}‘}E,‘[Q#,J{F

¥ f:"ri: Ej—}\lﬁﬁ;ﬂ‘g mﬂ;q\;d,}?%‘;}ﬁf']ﬂ} A fﬂ-}%(fyl}—ljr’ J\_E \ E}’é 2K
ii‘i‘f~ 315'7”’?")‘;’45"@"&?]’% (Bde @ 57 F s ‘H:/’fdﬁ‘—i)’”ii'ﬂ%
fo A K & BATig = iR o
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fﬂ
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=
¥
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?
3
R
{?‘m
‘{‘
mv
@—
e
s
b
Sk
o
\3
g\

A8 o Fla M?Hjb ARt ?/ﬁ,f «umﬁ‘/%f‘f*']% SRR BRI AR A 4 o
ﬁiiiéi BnFl RS e o BLPRPIRY L FLNFET RS o A
Regp AL € SRArIRh ¢l Thdd o RIF AR R Ik Biehp Aoy 0 H
WRADRERPE e a2k A F 3 EFaREo
24 #* FRALR
Mg # F"% LA P4 0 Ed Cyert & March >t 1963 £ % 4% ) e o
AERFM ARER P ERT ET R KR %ﬁﬁﬁa%ﬁa;“
Fo BlE ,g)i#&g ~ g% < (Bailey & Pearson, 1983) - =
2 A prindy i< % > Raymond (1987) &% #F T3t ¢ AR
Y o FR e R Tk S i R ﬂ;‘%:‘é& (user
satisfaction )~ % sti¢ * & (level of systems usage )~ i# * —‘F*f -3 e ax (user

decisional performance) ¥ = %g #14% »= (organizational performance) - “f F
Wz vk Wy iy ?/,?%”Tﬁm’% R FBL RS AR R A SR LD
AT EEE Rk e ¢ dhdp i (Delone & Mclean, 2003) 3 %% f
Beliim ™ stk Bt % R 2% LR - Igbaria (1997) 45t 0 LB E R
AT IR Y T s AR EFFE AR o ok L0 p R R

FRHRE R AL R R Rl R HRTATL R
o

Delone & Mclean (1992) w8 7 180 % £ 4 122 F & v ;gL BT
WAMAHF RS2 BEREG o H P m BEFAR
kA Lamii o B FASTRIASHTR S AR ¥ =6 ko
5] & &% - Delone & Mclean (1992) #* & - = BRSO X Pk

o2 7 #1038 (1/S success model ) < I/S success model 32 & i S5 (system
quality) 2 T3 &5 (information quallty) giﬁ*‘) x suenig * (use) &7
& * ﬁ % & (usersatisfaction) i = @258 o @ (& % &2 (¢ # iﬁ;‘%f@)ﬁ: €3¢ =
(3RS finﬂ? (individual impact) > & * &5 B € i = ‘o S i (organizational
impact ) o
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Frlo R ERLASZERLOTR AL grg
™ = ik F] (Delone & Mclean, 1992) :
i

2. WELEEREHFADFE K- BPEFERIRZFAY RV D

3. B4+ ST R BRI E L > 2 AL “’T} HE
B8 o
b2t R R AR F R RS 1‘53%7%%&%*#;? (1997) & &
e (1998) e R 2 g O BPFTR AR TR LAPTE G 5o
W AT
L peRs X5
A %‘wra‘%f,hméﬁl RRAE o RF AR LR F g o LWER
SRR TR F (Bailey & Pearson, 1983)  $tiwah# 32 % 55ié
PE ORI BN FRELT AP R Fog o SRR F
L RESER FE 2 -
1;;_'.]@_

FEOT R AP FFT A AR FRL AL T i & FlF 2 - (Bailey
& Pearson, 1983; Doll & Torkzzadeh, 1988) - F]yt » & g Frgghg 3L & Liif
@%ﬁﬁg&%’ﬁ#%%ﬁrﬁﬁﬁJ%&@io
T
FRMEE RGFE TR
1983) BEXE R R
=

il“*frjﬂ LR R R ’.'i"a“%féfb'%@"f j\mfr”"—-kf' % o

Bailey & Pearson (1983) 5 » #f % 3ts
FRRRDERAD o
>
PPEE T - TR LA R FF o HEP L E iy

TR R PRk EOH A S AT RAR L RIS

3\
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T AP o ehek B NP L EFAIE AL F 2L - BT A
£ AR R AL o

6. % ¥/

p
Rr 545 AV - FRETA SRR FRIARDLEAE o 1
R @2 F A5 A2 PGB IR JREGTAINET B
CERE R H MG A PR R OGS o U ks B
2P e -
3w

H‘L\_A‘-‘L
o

Noay =3
Ny

%‘fﬁ‘mpxé’*a@ PEE o ARET N AR ﬂ/%,e,)im?f
L4 ﬂ% 2_— (Bailey & Pearson, 1983; Doll & Torkzzadeh, 1988 ) - & * 4 ¢
THE IR LE oG FERIEER T LR o k4o Bailey & Pearson
(1983) ™ Mg * + e b2k | K84 @ * {4+ - Doll (1988) 2 % %
g e T beandged | kR @ ¥ o ¥ b Dix (1993) Al g
B ~TRBEY ~Trek ~Trck i THLAE | 2R84
TR
FER* HFTABLALRELE D FIZHBEL ST TR D
pE~ i "%,"'.1 Teng- B2k Xup BR i * 42 A& (Galletta & Lederer, 1989 )-
s Flﬁ,a,mﬁﬁ R VAR - N ,&,E‘.(EUCS)iléﬂ‘ﬁf‘) R
)i (UIS) LB Ay {ﬁﬁi%l BRI PR LR AT A
T RGE E %ﬁ’*l%’*"‘z ) ﬁ,&,)ﬁi(UlS)?«iﬁﬁ%’*"ﬁiﬁ%@if%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂ
@ii&°

1
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Y% FIEHES 2
3l PR BERESE

ARG U EERIEN AT SG S AN FEH £ SRy
gz ApR e AR F R R o 4 i® &
B~ 2% ,I:}_‘ - EET e fr»fik?;w“ LE‘ PN
TP FIRLR TR IL AR B A R
b - TEATERT] R B R o B IR K AR F 4B A B4 K
TL G AR E RG] BROFAL BEREF - B (rRI31)
it %@ﬁﬁr‘f AT o

Ft 7

H4
H8

Z"" g w\-‘»‘r‘?lﬂ %

#*HARLR

BAXEHY

H14

H10 H15

KMS g 2 3%
H11

IR H end oz

M3l A5 %
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311 AEBETE CrBF ME SR - 374§ i)
o BlE - A1 B s B U @ rEdob - B P FEheha)
AR K G B RS oA P e ena 3 (Vall, 1999)° Feis e B
LB A 2 T RIEGR L * cnAviR g I kMo A G AT
AEB Y - P E & AR (Herl et al, 1999; Maule, 1997 ) o Fvitids Blepr 4 d
Quillian (1968) #& 1 » #-2 % &% 5 [ w3k B E - ﬁﬁj;h C T ERF T2
FREOL el o Ao BT OE L R A 1F O ARG A 2 B D
B % (Kangetal., 2003) o Foabehiiag & 351 it g enE 7 2 By ch e S
oo g AR R o T Y Tk Sehingz ~ R &R (Wang, 2002) -
FEBE > T S - BREE . S L - BAEE Rl R ks
g H F o - BEALD § P BT 0 AT Y AR R R
%awxyim@x;r ﬁéﬂWLio-Wﬂﬁﬁ7‘id’@?‘%5#g@
E o KRB A L AR s 2 F ST o kR Y o
¥ B lzifze BRT A g enaR @ F E - BF S a7 5 (Onget
al., 2005) - Kang etal. (2003) h# 3 @ 4y » e B E- BAAL L -
i kR e BT dmi s o i 2 F’“ml%@ %o n—jxﬁs?ﬁf
ik % % o Gomez et al. (2000) =3k » ok Bl * ¥ o R Ad
%ﬁﬁﬂ}ﬁ%’kﬁ@ﬁo—ﬂiﬁ’ﬁ %@Ke@yﬁmﬂﬁ %
Zpo o arae Bling E R o IR A Aok FIER o Flt o
SR ST E R

Hl: e Mg S AMEER 1R oI R A 8E * B3 2 o B

i*’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂim*ﬁﬂfﬁm%%,?uﬁﬁ%é&
R org T s Hldp O RAR ~ B m@}i‘k?‘ s ArEken
EP2 g 1% - Chungetal. (2003) #& &) 7 — fasrity BIHE2E O £ 45 % o
PR g a0 L AZ TS o Yangetal. (2007) 3ni oo Aeieng W2 0 i #»
B iES - B ¥ R LB @k 3 foid e o T AP Y
B o 4o A
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H2: oo M EAMEER IR il A 0G 7 1 2o B

A e e 0 % 4 Davis (1989) & 4 AL
EXHN (TAM) fo& £ & @ * Fjlsenii - 123 (Unified Theory of
Acceptance and Use of Technology )¢ 1 2 & #£ 4 (Venkatesh et al., 2003 )-
R o GG e KL 0 P HEF R HEF TR o ;ﬁ
d SRS R E AR Lk stana st (Kulkamni et al,
2006; Rai et al., 2002; Wu and Wang, 2006 ) - #7335 » B F 245 % *
T A AT R B e RE AR FE TR R 5 o F)
IR G K SRl 5= VR i 7

H3: o A d » Bt

Pan o e BA I 7 MR N H B AR iR ERERA S
BEAT o AATA T O iEARY o raie B AR k-
PR > D4 D 3R PR ATA S 6 AT RBAL R B Ao g AT A

IR 5 R
A2 ¢ g flends F (Yangetal, 2007 ) ¥ - 2 6 0 $HEEAER K o @
R g - BEA K iR ey B AL gw,?ﬂmmz I IR
WO e 2029 B Y (Lin & Hsueh, 2006 o #712 » doihs Bl ¥ AR TR 5 o
RO EIE E AR TR R o FY o AT R DERE T o 4T

TR L

He: s B R EFRP R 1@ P s sig? 5 2 » P F
HE : s M S RFOWPR AR T FRARTF 2o B F

* F/L AR F1PFRY gL G- BENEL Ti Il o3
°£4?mﬁﬂ?ﬂ\%’riﬁﬁ FEIRFBRL - REDFEY
& ¥u(Management Information System, MIS )# 7 4 1> ¥ odt~ Brw i
RAEME T RFRFELIYPE S DT RS TR A 2 - (Delone &
McLean, 2003; Lientz & Rea, 2001) - { § # 3 4ph » § * 2@ % F ik &,

34“}‘_;‘%%
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B FOLH ATk e kB (Delone & Mclean, 2003) o & © 43
TR g AR PERY ZIRLAT FHF MG (Ral et al.,
2002) = pt¢b > BATESE IR G BBy ¢ dp s - B RS BT
Boh gy kAR H —"z;‘%ﬁ;}i"‘ F kg enfd % (Kulkarni et al., 2006; Wu
& Wang, 2006) o F]pt » AFTF & DB 5 0 4o T AT

HE D o B2 a2 * BRHEFR 1P FRART L v B F
H7 : o R A0 * BHEFR1 PR FRART L » B

AR A - R P LR (TAM) = 3 i3S L

Davis( 1989 )zt #® . 12 * Fishbein & Ajzen(1980 )7 32 4 {7 2 1@ (TRA):
PR (TAM) % 0 R 5 TR 1 % % $EAT 5 S ATA 4 ol

ZAER CTAM A A B w gL &% EEE L HPHAE SR LER ¢
FARORR (TR IR RS T éﬂz\'IFL)PE?%’z * R (T
A I - IR e g g ’fjf‘ué‘é B (TP BT ) o ST AL G 0 B S
NEFERT I R E-FiopHE fﬁfx,ifi% $o ML BN
MR AR A cFF 0 BRSPS TR EARTAR T K
% & { %01 i¥ (Davisetal, 1989) Flpt » A7 5 & I ehBIR A ~ 4 0 4

T A

HE: i L A send * MM SRR 1R > oL A5G 2 o B

-’?‘
HO: e 2 * HH G P F1 B PR iR § 2w B

312 A€ RwFlF (il Fm i3tp Ay ~BAXEHY ~ FH hY
3% )

TR R Ik S Aok Fop i A F];z,ig' ER1F 44 kHA
EIEEE o p Ay § WEEA F Bt B endeid (Gravill &Compeau 2008 ) -
BASEDET AP o ool 3¢ @R A 0 s
&r;ﬁ@ﬁrﬂg\ o 7}}_%3&—’&';‘” #F' D B A B A q\%ﬁp_{,ﬁ F 5 chp
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 (Bandura, 1982) -« Bdri® * H ¥t A @ £ FF a4 NIFERALREF
TS E PRI ERLR - P ROT RT o R FAAG P

FOESIhE A Y BT T kM kB A R g
Boxe Flt o AF TR IDEGRL L - o T AR

HIO : @l A A HEFE I BA X RP LG 2 o BIP
HIl: &S g B A g A @ EE R 1 FHhE%g 2 e
2 AR A L Yl g A e p AT

BEC I A 'é‘it 1%]% (McDermott, 1999; Ruggles, 1998) > @ A% % i
ﬁ%iﬁ_iﬁ)fﬁ’ IR G SLenp Aok o A EP HE LR ohp 2%
x

BA G R I RLTIEYREARE o Y F 0 A aon
£ AL F AR OL R ok NG A LR 0 X R A B Aot g 0
A S 'ﬂ“ v i H %{@*ﬁ ot R AR IR kS s R Al 10 R
EFEAGEAE s 23 alde 4y EERNFFE2 - o AT I

Aomi o it XA G AR 0 £ Rk S o
4

H12 : rrih% AR R PR AR Y e B

H13: o @ Bk 5uehp Al HRE ¥ FRART E o B P

ﬁ;mpiﬁ*’za@ﬁ Bt A3 aras s FELFR G RN
2 F R o in &rﬁﬁ’fﬁﬂ# 7 RERMRTERLE o FL G A
;I.};,gjs ﬁ,%@? rhept - k> T SRB R G A RS F AT iR
(O’ Reilly et al., 1987) Hall (2001) 325 B3 kst d g JIsr f ¥ p chf 1
BRit i Roande il EE A A (1) AR A Fkemg
@:@)#*%w=%ﬁ§%?%”%/&ﬁ ek { ARG A g SR

L

Ufﬂv:ljﬁﬂ g;ﬁm,:t&—g’ﬁ & ehis B kA % 5 (Bock & Kim,
2002) Ft > AP RN DBER LT LT o deT AT
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H14: B4 & 28 % ﬁ%*ﬁ&i&i BB
HIS : i e ocht e * ¥ B ARG 2

%%ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ’i%ﬁlﬁ”@iﬂ?%@ﬁﬁJ’%23%
oo P iEd ?i c PRI EMAKEE S BAaF IR 2E N AR E
DB A RS DR TR BALE R DRy (A KRB AT
B3 engp < 2 A ensl & (Constant et al., 1994 ) o AL € % 332 25 55 1230
AR T o AL LA F N DA R DT AEE D gl
PP E ) R R o SRR HEEAEF LN A F D ep
FIE > A AL € WAL F £ 0 ferdf v (Gefen & Ridings, 2002) -
G XFHEHBEX AR EEM A IS HE R IR EW o ik
L gt B s dopt - koo WP EA 3 drEs s ¢ B AR A (Wasko
& Faraj, 2005) o #7127 » 3£ = A 4F A BEAE Ay BT rEA F hE & )3

(Bock & Kim, 2002 ) © 3% i Frgth g 32 ik 5o > B A = % B F B AF I kg o
g RFEEEPM F s R o Bt AFE TR ISR LA S

S Ll i

H16: BA S S HZHEEN 1 g 2 R
HL17 : SEfp e sat £ P B 1 ¥ am S sy ?

3l3%%§ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*

SEAE H’;‘r‘"gg‘sﬁ‘?&/f‘\ ~-"ié"7ﬁ”/?@’ g%%?‘f ’ Fw% ,U;t: dopt— k0 RV
MR R AN BRIz mig * o g 12 L SeniR > T 4R R
AL 40F & rochiost o g a SR AL R D AR $T 8 R e Fp o AP Y
B oI N s e AT

HI: & R s inR * HEFP A1 R FRARF 2w B F
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BABRELT wﬁz—r»]&:ﬁ {7 5“1 A& 4 g%k > Goodhue & Thompson
(1995) > B A F rx P P2 T xR FARALTRLEDER - 1
DeLone & McLean (2003) #7#& &l enF 3 & Soa # {247 0 (840 > T34
BN S ARG B FOM ot o Ew (2007) T ¢ dp
Hd A I kAR T LR R AT ETRIATE L2 > U F AR D
A SHRBEEDT A THEMRS EFM AR FUBIRE R i
4o Tt AT D PERL 4 o doT 0w

HIO: @ g R A * WEFEP BRI R 2w WP

i KR =R s oy ‘J”/\@a] ME AR ek 2R (DelLone &
McLean, 1992 ) ) - DelLone & McLean (2003) # 1 enFzn & b= fi) @
ﬁm’%*ﬁﬁi&g%%4%$@§o%%ﬁ%iaiﬁﬁﬁa&&&
Rifendrtath s RlEZ AR KRR T URARY FRY TR
rifsend 2 4 (Bailey & Pearson, 1993 ) - Bailey & Pearson (1983) %= 3

FAaAEFRY FFBLA BT EARY FANTR A RDT Ko
;%LL7 Padﬁlamﬁﬁ;g:‘ F’fraf%’#;'ﬁ;%;%)ﬁgﬁﬂgs&zi»’g4
2 (Roldan & Millan, 2000; Rai et al., 2002 )o F]pt > & #7 7 #& J eniggi - L o

Yo R
H20: #* ¥ BARAHEEP F1 B F 2o WP

&ZPQ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁii
AR EFEFIEmEL IS AR e R A g A
BEIL RSP Aokar o~ BA X KB Y TFY o B E I KRR
R*PFBELE S BARTEABRL T A MHREE LR ITE
AZ o
321 wEH W LA
s Blag & & (knowledge map fit) » Thidp $t— B Frgh g 3k s
® ¥ kG £F R ARILIR T fot #en (Lai et al, 2009) ¢ A5 i dF
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>

Laietal. (2009) z_/p|& B 78 &8 (7 13 2T » 3 B
oo gl R e 45 (1) oty Bl £ R KT
RS (2) wRE R A RT
GF Y P B

322 &% &

% Lai et al. (2009) #= % # dpdi o ARGy R EARR b e g

@ kX § AN ehe ATy 4% Lai et al. (2009) 2 | E R IE T E(T
e F BRI SRS B2 F AN NG LE S HF ko
TRFPRA I RAp P (F o g LY WHFF T T RM 8
Fald ~ A E v R
323 3 % &

Laietal. (2009) ey @ &3 * M e & i @ f 1305 @ frahp 1Lk
6 U B 1 ivE s ATy (hikdy Lai et al. (2009 )

Z_ v
/I;Eia);}}v jﬂ"ff' ’F“ —‘/:‘ -L—ﬁ '}f:r’};&fr7 _EL%'\ FF jgog‘r& FF J:E-ﬁ j'T':_g‘!;,:

A

%\, ji, -4‘3 1

Fedsop 12k sup 2oy (knowledge management system self-efficacy )
mﬁ%%iwx ﬁi ﬂ?%%ﬁﬂ}ﬁ’%%ﬁﬁi%Eﬁiﬁ%

i B 1 FFensaezss 3 (Jarupathirun & Zahedi, 2007 )o & #= 3 i 95 Jarupathirun
& Zahedi (2007 ) cip]& R I8 387 i3 e » 3 B a3 5 S p Aoakan 2
P IR K T e
325 BASEHY
Compeau & Higgins (1999) #- A X & ¥ T % 5  KE - B FH £
d 3 ArD] g B ad 5 ?%' B % o A A & 295 Compeau & Higgins
(1999) e £ & £ 2 TR TS Ber o F R PIL LB L+ %
g2 A& KAE b Compeau & Higgins (1999) f1* 52z~ & f
A BHERITE B A XTI pE o
3.2.6 FEH ch ¥ 2z
if #p 1% >z (performance-related outcome expectations ) » g & * g
Bk At o B3 HpH fetik 1 iR 2 (Compeau & Higgins, 1999 ) o &7
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% 1345 Compeau & Higgins (1999) 1§ 4 ¥ i (7 i3 2 » 3 B v 8
SRAFH o2 AR IR o GrE ORI ¢ 45 D ond s F A IRR
ff’;’a""ﬁij‘-l,:’i S w

SR E TR SR YRR B RCEHT P dienig * 4 (Delone &
McLean, 1992) - ¥ ¢t » Igbariaetal. (1996) ¥+t e T Fade 58 ¢ » 11 &
SR A RN kIEL s R (1) Fp Ry -E R R
AHNE R R AL TR hig t £ 5 (2) RAYMEIF-RFEY R T eeh
B isA2R o Teo (2001) m = 4 iv s it * cipl B 1 (1) & ¥ 475 1 (2)
SPRYEI(3) RIS HEE . AFLARE T AR R A 0 AR
F 4% * Igbaria et al. (1996) £2 Teo (2001) 2 & % » # EHa 12 L it

i¢ q*iil_%ﬁcaiﬁ °

328 i¢* ‘F*f‘}%isli

% SRR S FloE e FRR Y hE g (Shawetal., 2002) - #
F gt %d Shawetal. (2002) 2 8 4 » 4 B s § I hhr » X84 R
EE

% R 38 - Shawetal. (2002) 2 E & * ﬂy%@miﬁ'lg_ R EE G =B
PEWMAREL CRIFALE S8
3.29 B A B

BABELFTR é’%#&»f’(-ﬁ T L 9t A 4 th3c % (DelLone & MclLean,

1992 ) - Goodhue & Thompson (1995) #3434 $»c B 582 & 5 % 4 = =

=1

o

lia

=

1 el fenfe R o o F hi v R Ag L 225 ~ L F dvea ~ {LFORT
oy R RERENEN B AR TRAMRIRERNE - A7 A& B
Goodhue & Thompson (1995) & £ » 4% B oo g 12 5 5L A §
* B 3B 23Kt o
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AFETEERMBESEEARRY B L NOB BT E LR oo o
He e 9P ETRMA 0P B2 By RDEBIM S Z R FD

Aol 57 iRAagu@d 3P 40T

\\\
=

2 ¢

4

H%wzmp (ITU) & 1%4&%& PRRERFE O M
TR EERE RTINS TEEK
(600 A TLRER FLEH DR Fo X
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g o PR TE A BHLR ¢ 2009&@'&@ Mo d FTR AP
Bt 2 JEBING T L FE 97.09% B P R Y JT i 97.76% - K ik Ry
Yo 5 63.25%Fr B % g i »rzyé 55.95% > 4r# 3.1 #77m o A EIRE T 0 ¢
ERG o BURAFEHEY o 52001 £ > sofpE AT O R E A
.%w%mm;ﬂ%ﬁ%&@ﬁmﬁf (% o> 2002) 0 » o >80 v ge i
7 S R FIAERD T RN A H IR R E Ry
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iRy fi}%’%‘\ ‘8 ,F\qur-'*—k s LRt ﬁ AL SRRy LI G o A&

T ER P E R R

# 312009 & FpfEx2® 43
Xp 5 a b
' B 97.09%
* =
HA # H s ¥ 2.91%
L S 97.76%
e 2l -, v
O R T ERE 2.24%
vET 2 63.25%
E by .
ZE Pf‘ﬁ’é' ‘1{ _1:1 14 —731"_.% 36.75%
L 55.95%
e Lol )2 L
IR ot B H #'ﬁ 44,05%
PR KR ML BEL R ¢

d Forid s AP g A ENEEM > T IRMGEY BTG AR
EOTPIF A § o 0 PR B E IR LAY RARR o AT ¥
RGR LR g Ik SRR~ iR 0 TR R vt Bl g R
148 KE3 —z‘r'gg’\l"];‘f,— i Kuegg 4 o
3.4 B ¥kt~ wplgridap

F%R%W*ﬁbﬁ*?ﬂ‘i*?%%?%%’ﬁﬁﬁfﬁfﬁﬁ
ROAREAL R BRI 0 Bl BB I AR R o &
15 Ef‘ﬂ;}gﬁggéﬁ PLE R SR e BREA TR DM E & 5 AAED
BT ERFECLPERA LM FFCRL2LRE 7204 3205 -
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% 3.2 F T3 ¥

A KT ET 2
ok Bl &R Lai etal. (2009)

5o M Lai etal. (2009)

G ES Lai etal. (2009 )

2 5y ,llL" 1\ 2 k=
o Tk bup ATy

Jarupathirun & Zahedi (2007 )

ARy

Compeau & Higgins (1999 )

SRk

Compeau & Higgins (1999 )

TrEhp T L SLR Igbaria et al. (1996) ; Teo (2001)
R R Shaw et al. (2002 )
B ARE Goodhue & Thompson (1995 )
TR KR D AT R

g B AR AW R E R (8 50 féi’*’iﬁ'iﬁé‘é #4502
SRR T Feaiplik o AT T B R UMY R HF F e
f”' F\: /PJ’JJ:“

Megpl | B_G0 Ay P2 {8 FEEAAY T#Aatggm.n 2_ g nﬂ@‘r

g EP 25 If'_/li\i A
o L AF B ehE gk RO eh
(S dagle E‘Z’Fﬁ/?] JECR VAR CRF AN

Rl %
A %

A1iEf Fi‘"‘f

FE sk L R B R
- IRPE o pﬁ FLae k= =2 1 » 2 VisualPLS it
I % % ¥z Cronbach’s Alpha

B % % 0.7 - Guielford (1965) %73 ¢ 45 11 » Cronbach’s Alpha & % +
WOT R ATERAPE R  HAFT LN ECRERTARR - AT ES
4r i 3.3 #7T7T o
%33 LFEHPLERAT
i KMS | &+ | s & LA
‘ I I T A . | KMS W | B4
MEE |y | g [ 22 5F P e R g
B i | #Y | ek =R F
WP Bk 4 4 4 3) 5 5 3 3 3
CrOAnIB?]‘;hS 0.940 |0.920 |0.972 | 0.905 | 0.912 | 0.915 | 0.946 | 0.978 | 0.975
TR KR AT IR
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Frx TARAAA

AP RBFALEREFALBER > AATER T THAH S Z 0 BR
L% A ofE e A4l 85w foik h enfh kT AL 12 SPSS12.0
BEAERG ST BA2Y B AF Y LR LPRIERT] > 2
BRZ R T B A3 MEH AT T B f1* VisualPLS % ~
FE g ATRE AR 4 B
41%*%#»%

AFEF 2010 # 17 13 p 3 2010 # 3 % 30 p 12§ FEF R F e
ViR efe > R F N A8 R ERP ET M Y 52 B D
BINF o 3P Aw B FEFEF® L& F L BT ITE o
TR E G 318 weF 5 67.9%  H Y w B8 PR X FANAE
n‘véljf‘ LERR S oy w e sxh % 3 310 & F xw
¥ & 66.2%- & PP EH R 1 TS T RT R T EE
G N TE e BT AATREFES T Aok 4L T o
1. 1 i785%

B Rl 1 TSk A F 113 7 2(23%)4-6 % F 12 2(3.9%)
7-10 # % 4 +(1.3%)~11-15 & § 21 ©+(6.8%)~16-20 & F 20 = (6.4%) ~
21 & b eng 246 1= (79.1%) 0 o P FHT 0 @a kL 21 &0 )
B S BEm 1 TRE TG - AR o
2. KN AAE

KTy AREAFT > F P BhG 28 2(9%)+ F/+ &5 221 =(71.1%) ~
FAL 4 57 1= (18.6%) L4 4 = (1.3%) 410 % BfofT 7 #710 F
et Bl 5 o BR R RIE RE G R kY R
3. £

fe Rl e de s #2130 e j 4 2(1.3%)31-40 %k § 26 +(8.4%) -
41-50 # 3 113 = (36.5% )~ 51-60 #& F 161 i= (51.9%)~61 k21t } 6 i
(19%) d FALBET 0 A1 5160 K2 B A S BT X RlE 5 AR
Hofaap ;‘K SRR - TOARR o

ﬁiw v

5
N
Sy
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b

P
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4. IRFE

LRI AR L TP 3 e (1%) RN S 102 i
(32.9%)~ 4 4 FRIMME 7 1 (23%) Focd M4 11 = (3.5%) »
g3 4 6 = (19%)~ X3P F 29 = (9.4%) *}_%KM 4
= (1.3%) ZIRIMMF 52 = (16.8%) mINMF 2 = (0.6%) - 4

WEIMF 65 = (21%)
e (7.7%) 0 8 B ERT 2 E A £

5. B =

e RN R R R S N A

(S T Ll

5 (1.6%) ~
ML A IR AL Lt G B o

12 =(3.9% )~ # I¥

Hi g 24

34 37 (11.9%) -

AR ET 144 = (46.5%) - HBH 3 117 = (37.7%) H AT e

TREREY L

ER N RIS

2

e A

P A s

ﬁ o
%41 HAEMHAF 72 (N=310)

I8 B ) Affc| Bt | B 5E v Af | B A
1& (327) 0 0% F 2 3 1.0%
1-3 & 7 2.3% 7 4 102 | 32.9%
4-6 & 12 | 3.9% L4 F R 7 2.3%
1 ik 7-10 & 4 1.3% FreE | 11 3.5%
11-15 = 21 | 6.8% = 6 1.9%
16-20 & 20 | 64% | . %3t 29 9.4%
21 & 11 246 | 79.1% | ° ¥ 4 1.3%
e T 0 0% % IR 52 16.8%
% ¢ B 28 9% R 2 0.6%
KT AR e 221 | 71.1% Ll | 65 21.0%
A 57 | 18.6% T2 e, 5 1.6%
4 4 1.3% H 24 7.7%
20k ()= | 0 0% Bread | 12 | 3.9%
21-30 & 4 13% | g | PREAE 37 11.9%
P 31-40 & 26 | 84% | | | Akag | 144 | 465%
41-50 % 113 | 36.5% - mE | 117 | 37.7%

51-60 % 161 | 51.9%
60 A s i 5 19% &3 310 100%
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42 RERZ LG REZR A7

B TE-BRPIEEAFSDERE R » A RN 54T LT
& & ¥r— 34+ (internal consistency ) ~ Jz #77c & (convergent validity ) ~ %
w2 B (discriminate validity ) =& & o

421 %R A
*F2 7 & * Cronbach’s Alpha i % #ﬂ T k¥ - T#ﬁ TR IEE A

M- RPs 7 FFE AT B &G R R&KR DR £ o 1345 Guielford (1965)
2 1% » ¥ & Cronbach’s Alpha @+ 07 27 R4pE B 5 413007 &
035 F& w7 ; %> 035 Bl Mg R o MR > & AP R
A 07 REARATETEGARE BTG R > Ak 42 9757 o

# 4.2 % 4 & 0 Cronbach’s Alpha & (N=310)

& Cronbach’s 4 Cronbach’s
Alpha Alpha
o BliE £ R 0.924 TpHp e A% 0.945
(KMF) (PROE)
5o 0.891 KMS i #* 0.936
(EOU) (KMSU)
rEE R 0.947 i dﬁ mE R 0.949
(U) (US)
KMS g 2 3%qy 0.891 (-7 & 0.968
(KMSSE ) (IE)
A SH Y 0.921
(POE)

422 »zB &35
1. Jza»c R (convergent validity )

Jea?e B 27 S ERIETRIE Y S - ﬁé,\,\#ﬁ BARR %’ﬁ‘d e p
EREHEDELRANFZ L RE M2 ABRFREFEALTE G AV
¥ 1% o 395 Fornell & Larcker (1981) ¥ Fornell (1982) ik » 4% e ac
REFERZBER (L) T FIRAFELAW05;(2) BARER
30 085(3) THFERHEE (AVE)E 12005 T %40k 43 917 o
Flig i e >0 > HEE/A> 07752 0981 2 fF » 553 05> %3 # &
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243 PlE Az e T g *

Mo | S0 |HEL| MA LR | o | TP | BEL| MRLAE

SRR B AR (A cRZ0047 « | ArEE I kR Aoca (& AR

AVE=0.816) ~0.919 ~ AVE=0.694)

Al | 5458 | 1.271 0.882 Bl | 5368 | 1.070 0.810
A2 | 5268 | 1.210 0.013 B2 | 5400 | 1.183 0.775
A3 | 5265 | 1.215 0.915 B3 | 5506 | 1.102 0.863
A4 | 5106 | 1.176 0.903 B4 | 5671 | 1.166 0.882

L v 12 (&5 =0.925 AVE=0.756)| B5 | 5139 | 1.192 0.831

A SR (25 5%k =0.940 -
A5 | 5416 | 1.140 0849 | \ye—0758)
A6 | 5000 | 1.336 0.821 B6 | 4.803 | 1.184 0.848
A7 | 5477 | 1.230 0.920 B7 | 4.990 | 1.205 0.863
A8 | 5013 | 1.329 0.886 B8 | 3.913 | 1.380 0.879

4 % f2 (£ >ck=0962 - AVE=0.863)| B9 | 4.306 | 1.498 0.902

A9 | 5506 | 1.140 0.922 B10 | 3.871 | 1.476 0.860

AL0 | 5506 | 1.269 0.945 | 8 hd ox (o & 7/ =0.958 -
AVE=0.821)

All | 5535 | 1.113 0.920 BIl | 5203 | 1.177 0.858

Al2 | 5584 | 1.159 0.929 B12 | 5335 | 1.099 0.919

P s R r (L 2% =0.960 -

P ?0 358 B13 | 5.007 | 1.279 0.918
Cl | 4390 | 1.402 0.043 B14 | 5206 | 1.245 0.910
C2 | 4552 | 1.368 0.950 B15 | 5226 | 1.228 0.924

@7 FS LA (g oR=0.968 -
c3 | 4200 | 1.494 0934 | w0009

B LB (& & >R =0.980 - C7 | 4.929 | 1.098 0.930

AVE=0.941)

C4 | 4568 | 1.332 0.973 C8 | 4919 | 1.197 0.967
C5 | 4587 | 1.299 0.981 C9 | 4910 | 1.253 0.963
C6 | 4613 | 1.388 0.957
TR (AVE) 38 59T 2 & AR HITE LA
HIIDRR A LR L TR PR 4 F 0 T EERT
7 ,@rgmv]zgf@scfigi’ B RE o TR E (AVE) g 3305
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Rl& TS ER
= B b"-i—F %g’iml ij%—a#@ﬁ"ﬁ}””
SR -

1 X 43 e acrc B (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) -
051t » 27 A% L

2. % W2z (discriminate validity )
“ﬁ%*lkﬁﬁi@ﬁﬁwﬂﬁoﬂﬂﬁ

NPT R A& e TURE

BT TR RS 0 - JARIE
FEPMER? FatEd o %Y

BB %\7—1‘—575 k

|3 B 2. F)

A

3B

f_rv‘n

1
ZENIS

e HRIEAL D

aﬂmﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁWWE(%
ERE) T3 RELFEANE BPEALSAT pM Gl (R e @) o

wl»z A& (Chin, 1998 ) -

ek X5 f#,\,»#ﬁf’g@ GlciE ~ W iE- vf#_l? ) TIag R RHEBE 2 T3,
RPIE o b4 4.4 #1o1 »

& T "’A*%{-A 2 /P

B oo

B2 38 ¥ 5y & 1;\5'-— l@;’f#57 /P
T HADTIEEENIE (AVE) 2 T2 3% <
Fl 0 AL RIE L G ST B

244 HEFAPM G KL

ARR G HE o

%3 |KMF|EOU| U |KMSSE| POE |PROE |KMSU | US IE
KMF ]0.903

EOU |0.692 | 0.869

U 0.595 | 0.670 | 0.929
KMSSE | 0.594 | 0.661 | 0.748 | 0.833

POE [0.393]0.344|0.515| 0.447 |0.871

PROE |0.550|0.477|0.772| 0.689 |0.724| 0.906

KMSU ]0.310/0.2540.321 | 0.487 |0.476| 0.498 | 0.942

US 0.581]0.482|0.482| 0.534 |0.467| 0.583 | 0.594 | 0.953

IE 0.514/0.335|0.573| 0.519 |0.590| 0.714 | 0.612 | 0.693|0.970
B
1. e Blig 6 & (KMF)~ %2 # 4 (EOU )~ "’*Ti(U)\KMSE];fHEcE‘E

(KMSSE)‘ B A K
(KMSU)~ & * s & A& (US)~ A 5 (IE)-
2. A¥téimz BmiA T8 R 3§ (Average Variance Extracted ) 2. ¥ 3 49

s
1B °

3. ¥ e M2 B R

4, FEu]FH BITE

(POE) ~ s ¥ ennlf

HH2 AP TlcE o
 H¥t & S eniE Bi%

—r"il:«lw«]-i_zﬁo

» (PROE) ~ KMS i *
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43 BHEUAH

BAHHEA TR TR B T R R TS 0 AL AL
EHALEINTRELLG SRR IV UM EFLHEALARTT MG
e Lo FlUH A SRE A T ori N e 0] 0 g 2]
F84 B 2 & (Partial Least Squares, PLS) » & 4 47 & & 2 B 7§ M
GEFy B TR R RS o

*EF TR Y I PLS 247 0 £t VisualPLS #1088 ; ¥ > A K
# * BootStrap * j# k & 3-8 & 2 8 (Bollen & Stine, 1992) o Chin (2003 )
Gt g ¢ dpd o @ % PLS enigEE S (1) PLS * 4pakenitid ko & %
oo so i - fi- St (one-step) shiiey 2 A F & AR P ek WA ERK
Y EAF Al TR LAY S (2)PLS ¥4 %R B AR aREL
gt 2 Ap M 5 (3) LISREL & R4 ¢ Rl E 1 5 A2 8 4o - 35 > PlHR 2 8
BeHftet o R PLS X @t & fo gt vho AFET R R REIZA
¥5 09t ) PLS ¥ j2d- > 2 F & i * 3] AMOS © 3% PLS 44050
ST § 7 ﬁ»’%if’wﬁ% R? @ en® iy o BT (hficdn o0 p Rdcsr 2 R
BH e R A R® O RS T R R IR - BT e RO
AGENLS R %f#ﬁ?‘l HREFTHLE LR o KBS S
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H19
0.310 =

0.509 **x

Y HALA

*  p<0.05
** p<0.01
*** p<0.001

® 4.1 ;J-,E’{‘,}:B_ \‘Aa\*ﬁ_ ;_L_g:

AATTHT PLS Mg B GRS s @ a4 g
543%  HvY - BEREREL PEE RRE P ENEA BB E QAT
MRk A RER A 724 o acm g ¢ P<0.05 ¥} & F g 8o

ﬁ%41%ﬁ#\&ﬁ%%?U@%’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁ?uﬁ%%?
1 AT.9%: % B B aopi s Bl £ R 24 7 T L fR{RF 7 42 48.2060% B
EAMRE R AR AR T U R B A SR Y 199% %R E 2 R
i rx 475% R B B R B AR S F 3 P R E Ik

FLp AR~ A S R H Y B g AT R ?Tgl_,jg % r 36.8%
m%ﬂii%ﬁﬁﬁ%€&‘¥%ﬁ‘?”ﬁ~%ﬁﬁﬁiuéAx”\
BAXEDPE ~FHPF BB PR LA T R H,%%)i
555% % 2§ ;@ r;g»g;jli,, G g F]‘J%T‘Elﬁi“ iR R AR
543% g R & o Al FH-HL I H20 eSS o P T4 % 4 2
B~ BB v 2 B BT am g h Ry | 2 B s B
TR FRE R LB T B A RDY | B P Tl



4 X7 > g2 =p 5 8 1 5 92 3 2 2 X - RN N\ =
Bow ) 2 BH PR TRAPE ) 2ZBHEE I > L B[EP 4T o

o B e RS AR I Ll 2 B enl T o deie Bli
TR PR end o (B=0.692%** 5 1=15.968) » &% %
H1l; 7% 9 » Grakp FELEL‘EL? E’l’”#tﬂff’**?/— R R A E A S

% 45 F %’*M? Bis

e R @ﬁ@&iﬁﬁ#ﬁllﬁﬂfrﬁ\*?ﬂ,ﬁ‘i%q’f']ﬁi”ﬁ 4o
H1 o FE:
e 5

2. ‘?2%’3 r’ﬁ * 'H—J —Lfﬁ}’ﬂs;ﬁd

A ¥arss ’g % ou’ﬁ e R o e Bl SR L B 2%’3 r’;*’g\.’g
B “fu" *od (B=0.252*** > t=3.349) > 2% L #FBEX H2; & f’?ﬁk’g %

SLend R e R G 2 SRR g IRk Seng * R(P=0.496*F*1=7.779 ) >
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