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Abstract

With the development of technology, the Internet provides computer users convenience
and mobility but it also poses challenges of information security. These malwares, such as
spyware, phishing, computer virus, keystroke logging code etc., spread rapidly and severely
threaten the individual’s information security. Previous study of information security is to
follow the point of view of information security to prevent people for breaches of information
security behavior, but few studies in Information Systems Security field from reverse
viewpoint to discuss what factors will be affected when a person make violations of the
security.

This paper is concerned with individuals’ risky behavior regarding information systems
security violations and discusses factors about perceived risk, perceived benefit, trust, and
information systems security awareness related to effect information systems security
violations. And risk propensity is a predict variable of perceived risk. Data was collected from
survey questionnaires by convenient sampling, and collect data from student and member of
society. The results shows that perceived risk and information systems security awareness are
negatively related to the intention to make violations of the security; perceived benefit and
trust are positively related to the intention to make violations of the security. And individual
with risk-preference will perceive less risk on an information security violation than one with
risk-aversion. Overall speaking, the trust of website exerted greater effect on information

security violation.

Keywords - Information Systems Security Violations; Perceived Risk; Perceived Benefit; Trust;
Information Systems Security Awareness; Risk Propensity.
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(Davis, 1989):% & i & (beliefs) € B 3 i & (attitude) » & R £ 8- H B LT 2 LW
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Bt e fE 0 B
L R irss REDNEAZT AR ENT AL R T §H
BHLE HATACE b G AR o
2 FWREELANFE N FH AR A LR AR ] LY
' A2 P 2 BAHTEARRDREET “TLE -
Cunningham(1967) £_% — =4 &) B F1 % Bl 2 $3] » 444+ Cox(1967)*74# 4} e o
Bl WS TE
1. 2 gt (uncertainty) @ if § 0 R RG LF A 2 ST v o
2. % (consequence) : F F E 4 St E RS K PR E M o
R Rk e 2 TR S A TS B DR E A £ 2 49 % o Cunningham
(1967) 7 dp Hiw b < HH A B R E A RTRET EF - F o F PR F A
L2 mEpPfrff A 85 RARFIFE O FE AL ERL G R B o B
Cunningham(1967)¢z Cox (1967)%t+ % b '& T & » AR Mo b "6 L& 5 ¥ F wff
F-BFEELF AL PV BB A o
(=) =¥r%Ha
WEALHT O FIEFLREREE T P BHEG cRARTERE RS SR
% - £ Roselius(1971) » A & ® 4 S w 57 FlF > ¢ £ FAE A (time loss) ~ 2 '&
1f % (hazard loss) ~ p #*3F 4 (ego loss )£ £ & 4F % (money loss) °
1. PEREAE A (timeloss) : PR chRIE A K@ 05 & P T3 B~ 2 72 &% gk Ay

LRV

2. p'wdp 4 (hazard loss) : PR hA Sm 2R K NS ARF > mag S p Bk
IR S 2 £ I

3. pA4p4(egoloss) : § PEE b B P ﬁﬁﬂﬂu L Fpe B
PR fhpgZzag e LApae



4. L&A (moneyloss): MR chAd S8 7 AN EFB Y 0 20 MBS TR
Afhid S g8 afp A o
Jacoby and Kaplan (1972) Rz 5 o b *& 5 147 = B 6 P47k *& (financial risk)
3 »ch *& (performance risk) ~ £ %8 b *& (physical risk) ~ = 2 k. *4 (psychological risk)£2 p# &
R ' (time risk ) % 4+ ¢ b *& (social risk) > 2_ {5 Stone and Grgnhaug (1993) - % B4 3% ~ & #% ~
PR T PR EAL G AR R GG R AT BE R S A R %
4 % £ 88.8% -
d * Stone and Grgnhaug (1993)#7# 2\ cnti o i E F FIRA - 2 j3 {4 BF - 2R
Stone and Grgnhaug (1993)sr 2 » 4 B f2 o f b & BiEG o P 40T
1. park *&(financialrisk) : 2 @2t ¥ & * A E 20 * > S5 &Ry F
X5 AR dp A o
2. ¥ »xh *% (performance risk) : & 5 A 4r Lo x) R
3. F#h & (physical risk) : A & g i F H A KRG T Db G o
4.« 3Lh ' (psychological risk) © & & & PRG% 2 % XY § f & & ehpLEk o
5, PFRR'G(timerisk): A 5@ * AR ZEITF RS DFRH G DR G o
6. A-¢ R '&(socialrisk) : PLE A &F ALE A ATILR o

BALSE LR R AT L AR R B R R kR A L
e
P

i * AR Jﬁ?ﬁ‘-‘? 7% 57 Teih oo
VR AR MR R R R S B FAT AR T RN

Wb PR PR ARG S R B TR B R R AT
B2 AR "3 AT E TR G HARTAROBRLFLE T EE S G BT
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FTALX RSP TR A a R4 -
2. # i kb & (performance risk) © #x ¥ chfl iR EREFRTF LS
P E A AT -
3. PR R'G(timerisk) i * ihfl BT TR FRFAY R Y doiv i ¥
PR B g AR Gy o
4. 3Lk % (psychological risk) : # * erfd HP e & F 4oTp enp B0 E R
g BAFA(F A SR o
5. AL ¢ b & (social risk) : #x * efl H Pk N B N B AR AE K AL o
6. ‘'ZF R &(privacyrisk) ¢ B A FVEAI L o
7. Avih g (overallrisk) @ 1 Ao R MR B e - ASARITR PE O TR K FIF i
R e R o
e AR EHE AP B ¢ W o BT A 2 ok E A7 Kene Fifen
Toff b MG AR R 38 B3E R e-services gk o
BRROTRET 0 R BE R R RRFEE R - TR G Ao R A
TR~ R & g2 5 ¥ (Leviand Kog, 2001; Tsaiand Yeh, 2010; Youn, 2005) = F]g* » &4f
Bog T AR AEE R OR RRE R R AL b fe enar A 2R R Ok e e
Bodrie * F o] HTF P L P X 2R BT ERT
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& & 41 (Perceived Benefit)

Bifd Y Y LB FETEAIE G 7 R g2 o Guiman(1982)4p & A 1 E A
CEIFEFPHFORE G FFHT
A& WANHEARALFEEZ AN T IR LG R A BT B A o
PRA% > 7% 5§ F i€ deef 41 £ (Drennan et al., 2006) - Park et al.,(1986) 75 f1% &4p
W ?ﬁ —fﬁ MY A &3 PRI B A i BfeR & aguies Ty ?ﬁ —fﬁ;’&; TR SE PRI 4]
FHp L RS E - HIEREPN ZHBT L L2 BAEK i AF (functional
benefits) ~ % #cl: 4] & (symbolic benefits) 12 2 5% 14 1| & (experiential benefits) - H % &
AT
Lo #aBflF 3 ASRBE SR A RS - FREBMSL T gy > T
NASFY A T s o
2. PHBANE P d e A SRR S 3NRR S K R F % 0 YR
FEALE M B2 P ARG AR o Ao SRS AL B G P
2 gt
3. BHEEAE S RFE A S B E i B S ETIER LR AR
FH R AT R A §

RS A R R A L g 3 L g 54 (Alba et al., 1997) -
AR RRREES Y PTG BB ROE S EHT A FlS BRHE BB E T
HEFERDF R MY 5% 7 & (Bloch and Richins,1983) - Forsythe et al.,(2006) 5= & &
2 EH A RS a8 B S H B EAR R EE B R IE S
PEp- > I 2 (purchase convenience) ~ & &£ #% |+ (product selection); 2t s 21 & ¢ 7 B
1~ #+3f { (product selection) ~ 3 4% (hedonic) ¥ » B kg eR ;o E I E -

X B S S B R A LS q‘ LB F A RGR ST AT I
(Sheth et al., 1999) - Lovelock (1983):n i i f1 5 ® &3 7 & B A w33 pr|gr i 7
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Forsythe et al.(2006) 432 & & o757 § 5§ oo 415 e BAEG & B
Moy A EEREME ML R S

Lo By Q3 X7 R AR 3 A 30 AT Ry 0 X B AR

At
g o FpL 5 3T e H 25 e Fg—*”' fd e

3 MIHRM R FRRTVRAIPFHATAS RERLARB - WEFETA
R R R A SR T AT E A Hod 3HARPEHFTYFRLL

s RGP R e

4, Z8M I VELERIcEL e L FEE 2 PrRoild 48X R R
R A S G- B e P W%

FIE %2 & ¢ &5 5 F (perceived quality) &2 +F # g (perceived value) - ij" % %
MER & ol F e § el g FERPLEAF &7 BEEH A & i F
% 4 Petrick and Backman(2002) £ Zeithaml (1988)# ! s ff E i o 7 » &4 W 3 A
& & B (quality) ~ b % 1 & (monetary value) ~ {7 & # & (behavioral price) ~ & 15 &

(emotional response) £ - (reputation) k =& =¥ 11 & g e o
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¥ I & FTRF 23R+ (Information Systems Security Awareness)

S EPIFRE 2 EEAME I A TR 2 Y G Aol g R
VPN 2 » i i n® > @A L BRI EAR T ARG - BRLFTAX
PAvEenA W bgfé.i:"._iiﬁ FME 2en(7 5 oM B DT F L2~ F L
HERRET ORI LAV RS RLORAFEER G gk WwELF
WG s A TR TGP FF o

GG R B w ML E ¢ (OECD) i 74 5 s et 2 R et

R MR FAE 2APM IR kL e

\\\Xr

SELREER E Ry EEe s

1. ix+-(awareness) : #77 zjuéi’—g&;v}@;,’gfr IR g e 2 eh B o

.

1

2. F iz(responsibility) : #tF %% K BHEI T s KB e L 2§ F
CREFRA RamRa B e AR Moo 240 M RIS RS PR 2 Bnd
Q o

,E\)IL-Q DILTTEHIPE A k;}ﬂ% CRST _-!ziﬂLA»% g D InAT Hop ﬁqé_%?i;ﬁ%;mg >

+ f§ ¥ o0& 2E(Spurling, 1995) » inavid B A HE S P e F BB RR FIAERR 0 X

AR T TRE AL A R Y F AT R 2OEL ML H
Bt R4 B E AT 2 0 B S E R B AR T AE 2P M ARALY (T Apen

v fis(Wilson and Hash, 2003) - # * 4 F$t Fiu% 2 5 5 f H vt L T4 218
FrRATHREL 0 T BERE 22 JITH A DRTRE 2B AT AL 2R
VURSD FIE 2 b R 2 oNISTH 11 T ik s b ehf 1 “"3'» FREDTAZ 24

A P RGBT M ERET S (B RAL S FF R, 2008) -

“‘1%

ME DITHB A
& :gf%zs@f TRFEELR Do

s

F_L

RRATERIG 0 e s |1 S FE 2 g (Bulgureu et al.,2010; Kwak et al.,2011;
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Puhakainen and Ahonen, 2006; Siponen, 2000) - F]pt » R 1 @'} ENE 2 - B _Bf?%
i# iveha 3 §_E & «n(Bulgurcu et al.,2010; Vardi and Weitz, 2003) » ¥ i 1 ehF % 230

i F oA > p K - #84 (Cavusoglu, Son, and Benbasat, 2009) > F1 5 B 1

ORI FATAE 2R o PIHTAL 2NN L ANT R ESER B
Mh ' 2T o TEREERTENRIE L ff 4 o Bulgurcu et al. (2010) %7

)
PHT o fiaTRA e BRI ETRS 250l T BB R
AE LA kA e e

fkmg WME D IRATET R (E —?gm; ME I H AP Lo (8 —‘gm? ME PID

TR R ERREYFTRRNEF TAFRNEL R I RBETIUAAMRGLT -
o B e b R O B A LAt R R m ERT KT S B TRGE

r_‘]l*’lé?;ﬁ;ﬁ—*l%i)"am? 1% \yﬁ"’llﬁﬁ,gi/%% 'F‘;m&lﬁré{ﬁ'rofﬁ?gm.@

DIRATALEALER Y FHE T AL 2T R R E T Ef N L | T

>

=

LA PR B R K e R AT DA 2 ML - R A MR
WATEE G BARFTAE 2L o
=) F

ka)

g

1% }_3&’\?*{_{5

.

PRI AE DA R JF‘,‘ SPF L F A Ap 2 ehe e Bulgurcu et al.,
(2010)erF 7 @ Fa % 23AA EA 5 R 1 - A ak(general knowledge) o Tt ek G

TMZL AP R 0 RENL 2 APM RS B ) » e % - Wang et al.,(2009)

t“\&
*@?

S BB R R ORORE R 0 €0 Fioh LR B
Beh% > AL e AR F 4 Bulgurcu et al, (2010) 58 3 ¢ | 1 FAE 2L AvanieE i
BRI R A K 2RATENT fiRe B ) R0 dnAvIt e AR 3 g scWang et al,

(2009)if % & $H#Eapbd e B2 B R AR PG 0 0T ERY FLFREH A

PARMRAL ~ )R I DR [ v B R IR T F ) I gt .
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S 33 )_:_ 2.
¥ = & 1% = (Trust)
(-) BEZH
PEE-AENE R P RE-FATRAARE D ROEK I @RS
BEZ2 TR BRAARLDEY LR GRE FRE R EREL IR &
LR TR H AL > B EAE EFERE EF 2 M A 4345 F (Dunn, 2000) -
McKnight et al.,(1998) ® & f iz & iz FAp 5 £ 2 BA BAf 7 - %« BE KGR | iage
AABAZ By QEFVRABLAIBDOCERE  HWEA LT DL F LT
B P ikig2 > 3t - fAr w g #F(Boon and Holmes, 1991) -
- R EST EKAT £2-1
% 2-1 15 T ohas
T4 TH
FEAMIG SR T > B TR ETRT 0 3
Bhattacharya et al.,(1998)
PRFT IR T = 2 i d P g7 o
BEE -G HE ARG e Y 0 a e
Lewis and Weigert(1985)
Aede gt LA T o B AR L BR Y Oh R o
e B EIBIRIVALGRD ¥ AN FRG E

Mayer et al.,(1995) A HEHE EERRER DL > a3 LEFAL
PrAlA i T i 4 o
Carnevale and Wechsler | 2 Zm 7 FAE L ¥ L B3R "6 ~ 3 X § Ty iy > T

(1992) B4 G AR TR R

Gefen(2002) i B eI f g fI - fE e e

Morgan and Hunt(1994) BEEAB Ao dg I A 4 i E R o
JHEFHCEOTRG AR DRE LT ROM A PR S G HR R

-

™

R Y N

R GakEhs Lo
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P

=

53 A A& = (McAllister, 1995; Harrison et al., 2002) > ¥ » % % T »

(disposition to trust) ~ #1] & %] 7 = (institution-based trust) ~ iz i= 7 4 (trusting beliefs) ~ 7 =

s— ¥

% [Bl(trusting intentions) % i ix {7 5 (trust-related behavior) -

1.

=

B

BEMe D AR RHRETEE Y A BRI A2 e o T 2 o
s H AR e

FIRIGE DB A - 5% 2R L bd L R G E SR B2
Pl w8t b ehg g i o

REGAL BN % 2R ARG HY A g e g T

BRI B EE Sl uE o

IEFL T BA e $ARE EH R FEEHE S - R T gl X f gl

Riad

e

T % A 5 IR A 5 iz (affect-based trust)£2 zu+w3] i3 iz (cognition-based trust) = f& &7

A (McAllister, 1995) -

1.

FRAGE  SOURRE A A2 #E S g TEE - B R

s
o
A
beis
4
=
.
b
ol
T
Bhud
gt
NN
A
3

N LT B - BB (T i

i

"E%%éiﬁ@ﬁ@%’%ﬁﬁ%@ﬂﬁ%g{ﬁ%ﬁoﬁﬁyﬁgﬁ
FAE AR Y IR P % B R R 2 B ek % B (Miller and Rempel,
2004; Rempel et al.,1985) » 4 &7 & 2 @ caff % € FIH R ik € 4o iFE S i R
AFEFAApAT £ IFY AL T BRI LR ST ABET R EM 'T}bg E b
A2 ZRERG o iR AT Fdhe Tt FRY FlI kR L
% %

iﬁ’]i?:]"}i\}?i:]‘io

' 2

e
>_L
3

&3

R EREE S T2 B R en g o Flm IR Ry S oAp 17 0

N

St

AR i AN B ARE 2T APV R L 0 T 1254 B

BAT R EEERLG A AL G EH DL ARG B LAY A
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%%*&%%RTEﬁQE%*’ﬁEﬁ{_%éﬁ&@@%&iﬁﬁggg
d oo A RAER AR E o AR E A FT R B I cp gL 5 A 2
g A7 Jih(Hansen etal,, 2002) > bi4ef =4 5 AR E A RAFT 2 ET
FoBREi Al REE o BRBRRET B EARRS S HH RO B

4 %1% (Corritore et al., 2003)-(Corritore et al.,2003)~ % 5 f4F TA4p i ™ >

Y

PERR T TR HmA A T RROEE AR I P AL RREI L SRR
W EF PR R MR B AR DR 0 B R R 5 R
3oehh %o REET L en7 $44E(Ba and Pavlou, 2002)i& @ & F i ¥ 2 3 hi
FE ©

AT HFFRY FEF AL 2E 2R UHAR L H] 0 Binaed| R E
oehde 5 st o TR MRk E R AR TRkt 50 AT L L E o
AAEI R I REHR Y FEF TR RES LW
(=) g

EF A A A AR 0 4 W A R A i (affect-based trust) 7 zn v ] £ i

=1

(cognition-based trust) (McAllister, 1995) o A 5 iz 5 7 = i X ¥ {—*‘Ff L3 HFREA
WEHE> FRIUTEAZEAEI A LR A RS- R P FHSREE AR
i E s BH RREABHY B2 PR o uwd| @i oui EH R A gHRAe LR

SR RREELON T T B R W EF R ERG I B £ s B

ARy ? o R AR E (Chowdhury, 2005; McAllister, 1995) £ 34w 3 ix
(Johnson and Grayson, 2005; McAllister, 1995) % £ 2 i * Jﬁ BEFAE 2T F o R
RERTAIHD AP E D AEBARNTIR AR M B aE AR
FEEES& m Y FES G REMRLMEE S PF R T A G TR g A Ffe g

G WE FaEP S A o F B LTI U R L RF k- HTFEE S FEERS

)

A T X N IR A IR - RARR G T o B 3 SRR AR E I
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R FHEP NG E o FoPe R F ik A TR o ARG E AR Y AR L e

shePfS T TR S sk o

RAE I ERAMG ROV REE B EN A

'é&'&%:‘?’é—i — i?;‘]f‘:’, ff__E %i& °

¥ =

(-) &M 2R

& R *%& " (Risk Propensity)

b e BB A ST - 3 0 LB ACKER GO R T A RN R G D

X & (Sitkin and Weingart, 1995) « & 4 2-2 3 & F E R G e 2 K ¢

# 22 b M 2 T

il

T

Litwin and Stringer(1968)

e b A BALG pREPREDRE -

Kim(1992)

PO SR S R m% CRCECIE I e ok Eelag] o
Bps o AT ERRE RGN BB G RAE TR A
B if Kb M S LR el

Robbins(2001)

Wk ﬁ"?fﬁ’ﬂ-\#ﬂ"‘ i# A FLiE "f4 m,&}ﬁ?] o @ o TP B
AEP ORI G S LW R R D o

3 ' ( 2000)

bt e dg R 1 RER RO o R HT 0 B
&%ﬁéﬁA%ﬁwmﬂﬁ,%?%ﬂm/,agﬁé&
=R AR ko

Weber et al.,(2002)

BRHARML LT ARSI T € 2R3 b 'e M

G o

FE o R S B A ARG > § 6 TR AR B A RER

Y AR SR TR Ul -

P47 (2001)35 5 B 6 0w e SRR R R MG M L RS o WA G g

4y

i3

F_*

}‘

S N

ALnip A B R o T oA G AR b s s AR iR R

’ﬁm{i\g)—ﬁ ‘_L‘j\_ﬂm-r,;«)‘m@:! p%fj’.&)z,;};r‘l {#H/Liﬁl?pm}l_‘& rd]—j-,é

A
H2 LR AT NI RE

AR € SRk g o B 4Y (reference group) -

18




EEETFTE R G OET N RERGAREBART - - 8a 2o R
LA T A 5 R ki Foi7 5 (risk-taking behavior)fr b & 2iEF 7 5 (risk-aversive behavior)
VU R E BA AR A AR T o RNNT AR Bk e 2R B A
§ o TR READNES I TR AL R G AER 0 PAFA ARG L Y R K
P~ oo i ‘éﬁiﬁ:ﬁ'fﬁ;ﬁ 20 RME TR AR R ek o P E AR M e | 1L 0 T
TP RAFAF LA T T R LR b R O oot fgE Al e A R 0 3 kx>
ST > T LR RAREE - MacCrimmon and Wehrung(1985)F 3 4 b *& M+ 7 AR 3
FoFTRAETORE A EFRRRET B AOR G A T A - e T A
- BETORGERT CGFRBADRGARF L TRERA DR G AT R

FOART L) G EVE S B A R G e R AR R LT RS -

(=) B % o H 6
RS & o 3 b b 28 FRAD G PR S F A P 4 i

B0 T 4 2-3 5 ARTE IR G MR ch R A

% 2-3 b i B4
L Sy g AR 3 PR
bt M 8 £ WEAER B | F- ARG AES BEA -5 TR
(Risk Propensity ¥agmmsx > |, V-4 L > e E 1 (e
Scale ; RPS) Trik 2 b 'R 2)F) Th ) (GH)P T o F - fhh %
Willman et al.,(2002) FROTOEARL ERFE DL B4

*
-4 ,4@ IR Y MR o LR E 1B
?Mo\iﬁ‘u tfrd R YR e

b M RS P A i | p AR s PRS0 (RS )]0,
(Risk Propensity BB (i) Hrk PEREIEZ[LGOBAT

Questionnaire ; RPQ) A AR - - R VIS W Sl S ] A SRS
Rohrmann (2002) A0, (22 P RAES R %) T10, 2

R (G LB ) s 0 B
N =TT &y LS
U SR 9&@%’@@7 BARER
BERGOEHF -
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P PR e AL
# (Domain-Specific
Risk Attitude Scale ;
DOSPERT) Weber et
al., (2002)

AR R (LT
PR B

v Ly (- B B R)E M5 (R
)RR BB GAER AETIRT S R
LRI SRR S b Er R U L

ff'o

PEL'GEDE £
(Business Risk
Propensity Scale ;
BRPS)

Sitkin and Weingart
(1995)

AR g g s 4
e S & ]
T it 4p fe

B~ AR gd
F R GF g A
T~ A pren®

5=
Rt

G F0, 7 T9, hE 2 F R IEHE - A e
PhaEfEFRY € AR khe o 9T o
B 0 P T - BRAEMES BB o

Pk s ME e

5 &%7 P?'AF'

2§ [F) 0 fe & 47 3 12 Sitkin and Weingart (1995)¢2

Keil et al.,(2000)cr¥4 ik & % b " cin®fe » TEF L F 6 - Bh ' oo ZpF 0

P AR Yk lE E R R RE AT

bR e AR BEHFE R o AT Y b

' M e 2 1295 Kogan and Wallach(1964) % & % # 548 i % € % (Choice Dilemma

Questionnaire; CDQ) - i #H s i f* ¥ &

BT A e 2R H AR R AERF R GOT A K2
Ao L 4% (semi-projective) s R R

> % 'F)»&A/?J'ﬁf{%

b E 1N

Ray, 1992) - F]gt » #8773 i%

ARAFZATERNBASED EHMPHELEE L

Z. 4 d fa wt B & (risky) & % 2 (safe) s faF-iw e

RO A St A N P
R Rt RS A B -

§ s

® A b ‘& M a®E 2 3% (Brockhaus, 1980; Fagley and Miller, 1990; Ghosh and

Keiletal,(2000)F % > & X5 ¢ anE#Hptin £ €

2o X EAELRIERY X R G ES PR o
) f
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A .

$3% Pioa
BB APTOFTER S @AY ERRL 0 R 2 &RP A O B
FRFUE A AL TR F e S LRP AT A RAFEH B R AR

A R AT T
5o & P 1 ER
(F)ER%GHEFFTAL22ZHH
FE AR FLSETREL 2F AP 2 b e 07 5 (Levi and Kog, 2001; Tsai
and Yeh, 2010; Youn, 2005) - &if % PEF 175 ¢ > Bauer(1960)# Cox(1967):% 5 % i
PR AR DT R EEBLAME PR SFRTAEAL I RS
o g R TR AR R hhok o ¥ Dowling and Staelin(1994) 5 mAw i b & ¢ ¥
FFALRDEL > FILF B2 AATEFFAIHFORE > 5 7 FoE R
AR GRS OmREFPR T AL A AL o F AT R e Y
AT e b R ARG HME 75 A2 AR R (Hoover et al.,1978)

]

Yae b e g e PPN F K oMe 2 iR LA (Shimp and Bearden, 1982) < Flpt » §

X‘

FEAREFGREr e X 2o MR SEY AL e 2a REEE EA
(Swaminathan et al., 1999);% i i H 1>t epepbdfr e h ' MO RIPER B A ¢ g & #
(Jarvenpaa et al., 1999) = & * K enFAE 275 A Edept o F R FE R RRFT RS
BOHRRIRR DT AU S P b AR R RE R B R L G Bl K

G b s REEL R LA ERRY FEFFTAX2EALLW Ak F

HL % el b o F FRE 22 LWE 5 M ik -
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(=) &=ENFadEFr FRE 22 B
ﬂi{%ﬁpﬁ%*ﬁ%lﬁﬁ%ﬁm®4%m%gémww’%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁé
SR PRARRC SR B L e R & (Parketal, 1986) e s I E A g
BT ) R 7 2 F RLovelock, 1983) > i H ﬁ\?mﬁ} TR O A I
oo Zeithaml(1988)30. 5 i % H s B B g ie- H AL PEF A 2 K MY F 3
O B dedf BB T el B 1 E o 1245 Youn(2005) 87 5 B n 0 B A Ao 2
FER R P R UL e R AT B R o B R R
Bt E RARRER YR FRM S o BT T T A
RIS 2o WE Sl Bed SR F oo JIERARS Y H it * A §A84E 1

woo ik PR LB K AP EINFET BEX

&

H2 " % HeneRfIZ @ s FRX 22 3 AREL v &
(2) FRE2VNCHEFFTAL 22U

L TP R Rl AR AT AL 2P
(Cavusoglu et al., 2009) » ®* % Bulgurcu et al.,(2010)#% ' f 1
(information security policy) » ¥ 3 4ele B2t % 2enB 4L £ o T R 1 HFAL 230
Fe(information security awareness) e i 42 & § 1< - ﬁé&ﬁ FRER - FTME DRAvap g
g TR Y FHRFTMNE 2304 AP HEFRFTAL 21§ § oHE g (Spurling,
1995) > frid B A FF M hw fo ~ AAFE LR FIACR o T F BN AT F R R
TR ez o Fh o F RER T F R G RE AL 20 RAFT SO

SO 5 ELR PlACR 0 T 1R

i

EFFAL 2P LT FlaRAESs RlEF TS
2R L o AL @ AL R

H3 - g * Fenfal & 230w F T 22 TS LWEL w M %o
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() BEREF FAL 22N

WE K AREBRRERT G EAAR 5 S M hen— B K 4% (Corritore et al., 2003) -
Corritore et al.,(2003) 3 R 4 T AR 02 ePfiin ™ > LR E RS A St AT R R DT
E oo b A b F - FRFEDREY 0 R DT fod G Rl o Ft et E G
HRPHDT HFPER FF oL EHEE B AGEREIFT AN F DG - B R R
FATer X BIRE E  eh7 A2 & (Johnson and Grayson, 2005) » & &3 ¢ 0 Mgnaed
GEafkant R T A dhh EAei il 4 o L f Eeskan® £ R F 2 F - Johnson
and Grayson(2005)# % 78 5 (2010)#= ;Z,l,r;] (RS L AR
frheanEl o XA 4 GRS  WR AR EE AR L o T 2
BAG EZnt pffett 3 dopr § g olpbd ) Lo R+ 808 L)
AF KA FZ AN AL G R LS e A R 2 AL g R ER Y
R SN SR N

HAFEY N T BEKX

HA @ FHFRL 2F MDA Rk hE T RABEF TAX 2275 LW

e B %o

f
e

(I) hae ol h ‘a2 M

B e e b G ST OB F L 0 JEBE ARG R RS
FRIIE* R T AL ¢8O b % (Keil et al., 2000; Sitkin and Weingart,
1995) o Gilde > B A B 5 B Ok MERPEME R o Pl AT 5 e KRG AT R R R D
B o B R G R LR R e L » cnig % > Fla 8 B0 Bl s o 5 f
R SIECE RN S R R 8 WA T WErEE S K S L R
e 2% Fla kg B A e btk (Keil et al., 2000) -

AT g Y =gy i Bk

HS - b '8 ® 4§ o k- s FAL2F PR GRREV B GEFHF
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- kX e
& FEHE
B 3-1 5 A 5 chfr
F2F IR A ’f# S S it i WU o Tz -
Fl\.‘» ]%}*

};%—; > =Y
AT TR BB LIRSk e 0
W3y h s LR o

Hl - * & & ’r,ﬁi’
E 3 Jk E B‘?j‘ = 29 = S
i GUEFFANE 22 LWMEL MG

H2 - @ % %
ﬂmfv%m |97 FRE 2 7]
A E 2 TLARELDS B R

@

H3,|T€"}}_ﬂzm [N =
F FrRAPER FAL 2L A5 LMEf v MG
H4 '.i% 3 5{—‘}-’«) N BN
PN SR N i s R
Shenf ERAREEF B2
BEF FALE 22075 R
N \TF‘,&@

oo B e

-

HS : ' AB i off
‘1‘—;@_ A)%—lz}:f =x)
’rﬁ, i
ﬁﬁifig“&“ﬁwi&ﬂ,—g o
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P28 PEIRP oKt s

ﬂ\lﬂ;:fé?rrﬁ@fﬁl—,ﬂ ’ 5@%3?’3?%3]?&%—;&@7 :"i__%\ TR fﬁ?fg’_\i -

A g EfE R E S FAL IR RGHY CEF FRE XA

ZABMEBAFTHEE THLENAKFFLTREFE N

L EF? ME 22 L E

1295 Davis(1989) #74& 41 chft Hdx & #°41 ¢ 5 5 & (beliefs) ¢ B2 5 it &

B =

(attitude) > f& & £ - % B2 5 & Bl(intention)» 7 5 & B 4+F = i * (actual system

E‘ifﬁ%i}fi’T%”ﬁiﬁ?%miﬁf?éiﬁﬁﬁ“ ot ’?'P";g,‘ff%’**—‘ﬂk

B R L S R R

—E\?L:Q ﬁg&f\i"@l—’;ﬁ fﬂ% Eﬁ;?;’égﬁ—r ’ Té * ‘%Q‘!’» éK 1= F\ mj »L[ﬁi);é-_,ﬁ g 2.

£31@F FAN NE LB T

5 P E W
[N = > - B - - — l
257 th o K BLE R AgrE BT A g o
:; JE f'? ﬁ oL e 2 o
Y SRR g BT IRV i
2. wf b &
3‘?%& Kﬁ {iﬁ * T}I ‘li"}‘] BL'\‘L]"} rrhr—*— R lﬁ‘z'ufril ek uﬁ o ﬁp;ﬂ J'lﬁ“r’%
. Fﬁﬁ’l’“;& f?rﬁ;r%f& Fﬁm’]‘%‘lm o ]__{t‘}efy?ﬁl'i Ahiiﬁ:ﬂ y L%ﬁip,s ]% ¥ & i

f
N RN Dt ] BT IS Y il B B %
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# 32 b e ITC TR
o PR kS B 3%
B FRSSRRS | ARELRTINEIHAT PP I L
) G R s K €7 o
Rk ®or EKnn - #R {4
The |1 poes “L ! AP B EET LR (E P i s AT A B A
éﬁ"@.sﬁyﬁj’#ﬁv% o .
TR m e A H & o
P E 2

AR 0 R AT R eI 5 L E R -

R FIEE S e g

TEE TS

HiER L & g * K 1 E e

=0 f

B v EE R

W R R R

b F 5 S

R L T

wax

5063

I
Pe’
X
X
%,

ng:rwg-n.r B Uz

T o

i # :F!f:rr-ﬁffuj [ERNEN N
A A B o
w4 E Fe € 7 A SEE R
WWHE TR

ISR T

ARRERE FOF L5 -
ARFERR SEALFLEF S
AR RERHE ST RRADES KK o
AFETBE ST F R

FE 2ind

FA€ 2 Lqp R * FHTRN% 23w B P hE ERT R

% >V 5 ¥ end gk(Spurling, 1995) »
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%34 Tk Rk v 2R

1 o i F 38
ﬁﬁ_ﬁ:g‘g K AT ﬁqsz‘); A WE (T 5 ip B
REPET fa Rk
TRERY FHT AL | HELOTRL 2R AL Ui
D EHRLATIE R s
Sz A fREFAZ 2P RIS EF T A
Sy A ) N
oA AREH AP Y T
g a P i B R 'R RGOS char
TR A A2 Aj ! #B P
B =
) TOfRE) B AR g i o
TR &) & 2R cdp B GRAR
=i

AFT G A EIRA > F i E e (R e K12 A L H A D Ea R
e i o ARerhR EINE > AFEL UL XXX e ht T LB E R R R
HHL FARRRL LR —“Ffé"%ﬁ%‘:&ﬁ?% Fedk (TR AP R EINA > EITRE

ABREHE A AN EF AP R FFSP S LR i A it 2

# 3-5 fiEfkiri

ik R o
AR B Apd B A EE R E A
37 o
b Jzaih,f:g T %fiﬁjlg:” AAERERE A HS R
P& iE j\mP}? SRR b N
Yo% £ TRPP AN Rt 0 AR g
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B xe E 2R M R oo
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6. Rh'gMw

F b e i LA s iR L v enlg % 0 Fla 3 51 Rl S - o R
PRl % § @ hip £ I b G E MF 2 ABER K T v B R B
Ik Faks B Al h g o wim g 2 Keil et al,(2000)2 Sitkin and
Weingart(1995)F= 3, # $th " fie hfir@ b 4 00 f2ie * F L h ' E 4 B L0 ek
#F > &% Kogan and Wallach(1964)#74 & 7 CDQ £ % > 1 F B AL 337k 5 i
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b 123 43.6% *1+ 159  56.4%
# 4 13 4.6%
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Fo8 BRANRA

-~ RBRETR AT

“r3) % A& (reliability) % ;] £ =¥ J {2 (trustworthiness) » % 45 Bl £ 5 % - R {2
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F ph i 4 ik(reflective indicator) & 5 46 *h B ehd AW ¥ F - K P iE
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# 4-13 15 Kk st Fif‘/w\ kil

351 y512 B33 w4 B35
big b & b & biE (VIF) biE (VIF)

P
o b & -0.346 -0.207 -0.1817" 017777 (<2.0) 0.080 (<2.0)
s i LS 0507 05127 0.4207"  (2.016) 0.116' (2.628)
Fag pinsw -0.088" -0.097"  (<2.0) -0.084" (< 2.0)
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