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Abstract :

For companies nowadays to gain competitive advantages, they often search for
the most recent and novel information technology and techniques. Radio Frequency

Identification ( RFID )technology is one of the rising star in technological applications

that catches companies’ attention. Yet because RFID is a very new type of technology,
companies have to invest additional money in system integration and technical
training during the introductory stage of RFID..For RFID technology, as a result,
many companies are still kind of sitting on-the fence.

The questionnaire used in this study, and the main test object is the expatriate
managers in firms in Taiwan.a After 443 questionnaires sent, 140 were returned,
deduct 8 invalid questionnaires, there was 132 effective questionnaires. This study
used Technology-Organization-Environment framework, Innovation Diffusion Theory,
Social System Theory and Institutional Theory to find out the key factor of the RFID
technology adoption. The results show that the most critical factor is Compatibility,
Supplier’s usage and Rival’s Introductory level.lt shows that some of the firms in
Taiwan is not very The results of this study can provide the enterprise as a reference

for importing new technology may occur to those resistance.

Keyword: Radio Frequency ldentification, Technology-Organization-Environment,

Innovation Diffusion Theory, Social System Theory, Institutional Theory
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i 2 HRIRTE P ORI BB ALY P £ R TR T R A L B

MEM AR SV REKRMEE T R (Rogers, 2003) °

- ~ 4p%+ g% (Relative Advantage )

S

BIAT R B i LA & PR R R 4 ETRAIATE F K S A
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sy e - ok B 4 SR TIHIATARH BR G 4 0 RIEY BIRTEHT L4

i

~ 45 2 & (Complexity)
BIFTEY AR~ F Y B P nFEARR o § B A I LA R

=

CRIEE T BIATNT B S -

» ~ ¥ BN (Trability)
RIATES T &F NP RAHAL FE R WK RRRELFTTCE o F B A A
B 1S L AIATE R LR Y Kb e RIERE IRTT R LAR

I ~ v (Observability )

S
P
*
a\
|
®

BIATER * fo s R T AW A BB DIRR o F AT K FREgs I

¥ Ilra»,g' 3}%?' ﬂ’i ﬂL%\U = E]'JJEF?' ﬁ']%ﬁ‘rﬁ? it 'kt:@r—‘g i

FIFTIRACOL /i 2 g 3F 5 2 FEETHE A& ¥ L RFID $jisie * F BlAp
MFT T ble AR 2 — (Tsal, Lee & Wu, 2010; Algahtani & Wamba,
2012) > F pFs 78 7 7+ (Wu & Wang, 2004; Al-Jabri & Sohail, 2012 ) ~ 4 "% 4
Bap e g B T E g Y 558 3 % * eh323%(Nor, Pearson & Ahmad, 2010)
A3 TOE 4@ ot $4p e (Technological context) & A # » 5% 2 < [I;Jc
g o IDT 550 ¢ TR 37 8 7 o P A Rd 2 4R
Fobde A An e B G B EE F T RFID Hpsani ¥ F oo b T

% @ (Wu & Wang, 2004 ) -
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N

S i ALg AN

-gg

% WAt ¢ & ~ f7Parsons (1951) 325 » Eiw - fa e s o H ﬂ\ﬁ/ﬁ&;{— i A+
R SR £ el 3 e R B i ik T e
AT Rk E B 1 % 5 rf oAk g ks b oad ok
FiaoXr gd Ry FRARESH Ay kapp o

A€k SIS § d Getzels, Lipham & Campbell *+ 1968 # 7 Educational
Administration as a Social Process— & # & » 305 g A - BALE Ko ALE K
v & f a7 L Ed ﬁﬁfﬁri@; ARG I ER A RTAE TR FLF
FOpe AP Y hERT A 2 el R T v gt A A s

WP g i 4 g SRR T A R

>~
£

2l

k)
.‘_
:ﬁv
w
ok

RE AL E fdeP B A e § MOTALE KA frib g (TR
AR ek fA T F endE 3t o b e F AR e Getzelsea® 34 #1050 ¢ Getzelszn i 4 3
WAL € hiY ATRAE FE M A XIS 26 FFORE - SHIRK S T E
- 5B ARG TR o F AR Gk d o X AR A 5 (nomothetic
dimension ) ; 14 HFApBAPARPETEFEMe X LB AFLE s (idiographic

dimension) » A+ ¢ & 28 fﬁwﬁrl%‘]Z-S °

WAL &

a2 FIR K B Ly
N
N Mg A
V
A S BAEkG > FLMEw

BAFELAE
Bl 2-5 Ak g 5 SL7EHE
AL KR - ¢ Getzels & Guba (1957)
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Getzels (1957) & A & P 3R Ak € h S R FIRBE AL 7 B~ 12
iR A 2 b A AR TS AR R G ERATERED F o ffu{;m
TichE B s E AR g;i41}‘fvmn%xa§§ra-,mlgﬁhl%m%§rraw__+7f 2R
ApeF B A A REEfPiENLEI DY -

AL KM S X B R AL G BHEE BT S FAM > S EHAAE IR
SR UEIRT S s ARG IR PRTHI R AL E A RGP FRAPE A
2 B~ i ¥ (Takeuchi, Chen & Lepak, 2009 ) ~ % % ( Lee, Fadzil & Ali, 2011) -
FM":‘ (Vassell & Nguyen, 2012) # = < %8 % (Tosini, 2012) *Mjﬂ e Bl -
AF g 2 TOE 78457 chie si4i 6 (Organizational context) & A # > A A€ k5

ke e B A S B AL AL AP Rl e 2 R4
HE R BARRFI DI ARAGAE A REG  FHBEEEHN

RFID $jisenig * g oo b 4EF] % 5 1@ o
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http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E8%A1%8C%E6%94%BF%E5%AD%A6
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E7%A4%BE%E6%9C%83%E7%B5%90%E6%A7%8B
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E7%BB%84%E7%BB%87%E8%A1%8C%E4%B8%BA%E5%AD%A6

I IR E®

FIRRHE- BAPE R PERIG v R EFE T b B PR
Fenp S URE B - BUER RGBT CRA T
YO IR LG B ERE T S IR SR AR F - ALE A
SR b TARR Y S SRR T bk S R

FIR TS R LT R T A LS s A B S
AR S RRD Y B EEE JIEEREY S Y S R Y
2 B @ (5 F RIS 0 B2 i AR E RS A R R IR D
o APE BB DR PR QAT hhE R g T IR

4 A5 R B e B~ (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983 ) -

F_

BRAEZEFR ARG FEZ P A IR F RR T Wil %f}%ﬁ#ﬁ
X207 B AR E R {8 > DiMaggio & Powell (1983) # 141 & % 8

a8
£

ﬁﬂ‘u

L«

21
A=

%

hpas)

%= % ARag (regulative ) » B =0 5 243 (normative ) »

fu

5
- 3Pl 5 % it 3uAvsg (cultural-cognitive ) o @ & B #7 3 Bl »2 "What makes
organizations so similar? ” % Posr g o g AT m B Y e g d G i
kg Hr e B R H eh? S gAx kAR o S Temp Ay
(isomorphism ) » i = w3k fp A 1 b IR B RS ¥ 4 5 =450 A Y 5 SRS

(coercive pressure )~ *f 4= /& 4 (normative pressure ) * #i# /& 4 ( mimetic pressure )

(#2-6) -
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B 2-6 41 & L 7 B
7 kR Teo, Wei, & Benbasat (2003)

- ~ 54 ]/®& 4 (coercive pressure )
kp S T E R eSS D R R4 (Teo, Wei, &
Benbasat, 2003 ) » s+ /B4 g i it £ ¥ e p P HBEUBLE F FUL AL
EBRBIEY - tedanmprize )t R4 Tt kp ey
PEAL R T AR F RIS RS e BRI R 2R
= ~ 4B 4 (normative pressure )

E%‘« B3 doord) & iy ERE 7 5 R8 d *“E%‘« P& % 4p Fe crpLBE > Tt
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FER~ 7% iR A0 gt 7 (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983 ) -

= ~ #- &4 (mimetic pressure )
EHEP R PR HA BE LR R ULARIT > 51 KA g
k& @ el £425 & ¥ 982 (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983; Teo, Wei, &
Benbasat, 2003 ) B2 % & P! FE g 35 7 PP 2t fERGE A ooRd el B

Froothn HEAMAI AT FFERBEOFRT > Bl

-

<~ i HeBdE R

B o ﬁif@.ff%‘i:}a‘]éﬁwm foeing 0 E R B AL R R e o

FIRE@ S AT KB ZFeRA LA L2 B KT R A0 D F o p s sy
(Luna-Reyes & Gil-Garcia, 2011 )~ # # (Fang, Memili, Chrisman & Welsh, 2012 )
] B @48 (Kim & Stanton, 2012) > 357 % H @ S /7 7 BHA#H > A 57

T TOE 47 kit (Environment context) % s # > fie & 4B B =
R > ST ED 2 []{J% N R *i&‘i' (Teo, Wei & Benbasat, 2003 ) » 4533 8 8 &

¥ 4130 REID JAvenie * 3o cnbl4EF] 2 5 o o
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=% By

-8 PR

A7 #-1* Toratzky{eFleischer (1990) ## 41 7TOE% 4 5 fhedf > & &
Rogers (1995) g | #7# 4732 #4H > TOEZE o Pk 6o %% Getzels (1968)
Gk § IR TOEZE ¢ cne 80 & > £ % & DiMaggio & Powell (1983) #

IR ILH Y = R4 NTOEXE 7 kB A o > MIFFE * 3% ~ RFID 4
g *F Lo oo

FrEte ¢ Thggs Tt plger ek Tege s
TFAE A T ERFRE DAY TP RERY DY R T ERR

VR g pTRE s RR LR FEE BE B TR e

13 45 o F25 $HEs & PRAAIT

ip ¥ iE %" (Relative Advantage )
¥ ERFID A MAERHED P ek M PRI 275 i 4 g 8
ABR o
B 4p 7 (Compatibility)
G #3505 BARFIDF S R 2P RIE BB N2 TRk D
AR o
B iz R (Complexity)
& ¥ i O RFID & 527 i 38 g e B 3L en B PR A o
H = A& (Cost)
SERIZEORFIDAAT R AL chEafEA A s dok KX A~ * 2 A% f
TR A A R AR
‘e~ - (Organization Culture )
EE P e RS Y N HE N RFID & S PR o
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® Py 2 g L 4% (Top Management Support )
EFEMBIFLEDXFHENRFID AP EER -
B R n¥ ~ (Supplier’s usage )

LI

=

EXT#*RFID ks seeh b & o

==

i ¥ # 7% » (Consumer’s usage )
R X LR *RFID & sih i & o
B R en& F (Supplier’s request)
T % RFID & s fs chin L B4 o
Wy ﬁ & o (Consumer’s request)

% % R RFID & i g g -

B

5 ﬁ % »~ 42 & (Rival’s Introductory level )

FAHIEXT % *RFID ¢ e d & o
#d H wed B4 (Rival’s competitiveness advantage )
ﬁ 'i’ & ¥ RF'D,J< éf'u?b m%"- '&%ﬁ £ ﬁi 3 ZE.B- %if;{

¢ * &+ (Use Intention)

& %~ RFID % Sch i o
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o8 F3ER

1244 Tomnatzy f= Fleischer (1990) #74% 1 stk ' %7kt (TOE) % # »

—’wf#‘;, o

Jir

FPHE O AP T PMET R AR T U RA LA B RR
3~ PHHS

PR @ 5 0 Rogers (1995) Ao Adk AU enAIRTIRATIE A ¢ R A A h
AEFARE - BARTESF ISP F - WL & BB AT ¢ A0
BE AT AR - T RS2 T RANE O ROgErS (LA F SR RATAIATE T
ApihAsid > 4 P s - T AIRTE Fo ik E*.erti\rs ML M RIRTIHATL W & A
ARG A SRR A RAE S ke B G

~ SRR

103 B AGERIAIATE PR S By sadp iR - 0§ BB T Fur IR
PRIRTL G TR @ HERARS o HE LI ST iU 3eAEF (Rogers,
1995; Tsai & Wu, 2010) > ¢ * A7 L0 ¥ F i RO 0 F 5 240 0 4 % Al
¥ oie # kel F (Kuan & Wu,2001; Beaty, Shim & Jones, 2000 ) o F]pt &7
TERE S < st B - SRR
Hi-a: T4t 4 5 T £ % > RFIDHEpFecnit * A%, F HEF

W

k- g

CARE
BAGTRE LT FE DR Y DR A R GSApre £ P bR
RIFTE P 0w i 'Vifjﬁiﬁr? (Rogers, 1995; Beaty, Shim & Jones, 2000) » ¥ ¢} £] &7
FALCRALH T FIE @A S g § TR LT F 2 5
¢+ # % (HF Lin & S.M. Lin, 2008) - 1+ »# § 45383 < festip 7tk )

- TR
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Hib:TapZdt T £ ¥ %> REIDHwHie * Lo | FRFHLE -

AR

I

BORLERY FHEL L H-ARTEL G LR Y 2 R L TR R
PRIRTENT d AR L (Rogers, 1995) ; ¥ b F R B b dk * § & ¥ ;2 %ff 4137F
PREEREY T2 Mgie®p e By NiTE 30 N EFRAFY Arendoes i
Fr oo e BELIRTE S ondg X F (Beaty, Shim & Jones, 2000 ) o F]t A 57 7 ik
Tpif 3 ¥ pEHAE e R Fe N - TR
Hic:T4feR "2 ¥ %> RFIDHEIFHRT L, FREFEE-

T~ oA

AR SE o s I A W: MEL & s s E N S SRR G SR =3 S M S o £
EREa —%‘% K { ~oed > QARTRATEY F - L & ik (Kuan & Chau,
2000; Wu & Wang, 2004 ) o F] 3t & F7 3 & Jx i 2 v‘)ﬁ%ﬂ,«;’%éc 2 7 =S i

Hi-d:Ta4 #T¢¥%» REID#FHE? L, F BHEFRE -

£ s

Parsons (1951):n% > E i - fAle s A L3ev AL 5 - WAL § & ki Getzels
Lipham £z Campbell ] 7 1968 & & 1) it & % SR3Z3h e 5 5] > Ak €k Su 4
7 Ed T e TR A BRI IR A S L TR g R
mtEHS R EF S A REEER R R F R AT

A A RILH S AR MRS A S R CE R FAHS BT -

Emden - Yaprak £ Cavusgil (2005) *t#7 % @ 4t > 5 75 3= ¥ @3F e eh

28



A4 ’EQTL,f‘:_F_aF‘«‘% T AR FIRBEAEE R FE R R P L a4 o Fpt
FEA-BEEER RATRR DS o Pl AT RO RA R I R
PSR e Flt AT T R YpiE 2 Q‘Lfki%‘%,féﬁ_f%‘iéf“#t:".—ﬁfﬁé’{3
H2-a:Tege it , H TEE%r REIDHEIHE* L | FHEBLE -

EF T pIATHATZ T A K PR LB AL ST R bl
FAFT P OBRFAEAF S By 5 - BE R DRTH R #ﬁ%%(Teo&Too,
2000; Teo & Pian, 2003 ) o Fgt A7 7 &5 2 é}%%’%r‘s Fei g A FE - Ak
%

H2b:TRrsa g4 T 5% RFIDEHRE? L, § MERE -

FIR I 5 BREILRTH RO T F s SR Y BRI A BIEL T
50 é%ﬁlrizéﬁxﬁgfﬁ‘s (35 L —‘k{-.\ 1o R TR B R 4 (DiMaggio & Powell,
1983) - DiMaggio & Powell (1983) 737 ) et 40 e Sk B3t chie 3% ¢ 7] 5 ThR
il U B AT

BAPLIR DRI FEIVRS DGRBS RERS BRGRA o

2 ek B AR R kA i LR TR A .

—ax

R L
o e FIUR 4 KR R R T 2 E s ¥ Ly

'R AT s R4 (Teo, Wei, &

‘%‘”@*
‘av
\—E\'.

g RS ERFAT RS EREE o

Benbasat, 2003) > % 1 f/E ik p L hd R BA LR EEE 4 o Bl RG HEHD
B FURR G e p P pl & & (Soliman& Janz, 2003) o 7 F

PR E L v RRE R AR NS TR

H3-a:T#g@Fhd & H T ¥ %> RFIDHFnid * T, 3 EFRP -
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H3-b:Tiy g Fenk &, H T ¥ %> RFIDHpmeni * Lo | F BFLE -

=~ i{%[i%

EiEeni 2 B 0 R A REART ) IR G B AR R B
et 2 Bl 4 s S AR BRI B LTSS Fla phE S
fe A1 e 4 (DiMaggio & Powell,1983; Teo, Wei, & Benbasat, 2003 ) - % 3 i&
TpiBd 2 PR R S A TG
Hi-a: T k@i r 8 T %~ RFID $#iFehit # v TREERE
Ha-b:Tif § e T ¥ %> RFIDRpeehie * v, FHFRE -

RN ﬁ‘;,’j@ 4
R RG B EARA PR A RE S TRE A A ARRT R P R
EHE £ ¥ GRS R 4 e sl 3 (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983; Teo, Wei,

& Benbasat, 2003 ) » # g #H e S F ¢ ATHMATATF L S k7 F KR RCD
P v a8 ah %% (HE Lin & SIM. Lin, 2008) - » 47 7 & J5iE 2 é}?&ﬁ%
Boor R A R A S 38 K -

Ho-a:T8s& ¥~ 2R " &4 F > RFIDE e * L%, 7 HFRE -

Ho-b T ¥ b Bd T o ¥ ¥ » RFID vt * 4%, § HERF -
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FZ 8 PER

AETHET F 0 RS U E RSN S bl R 5 v prdp i
FIPFNEIRENAHRINEED - I P FEELFT ZE LN
Conbach’s o Hciz Fe %R X e B> AFF 7 Tt % e L B R L 2T F I

POMAREE Y R ETA S 2 RH AR R G ORR AR R A1 g Bk
P DF AL R LN A RRIRAR H R L T AT 2 AT
FRF LA HEAEIOLERA LT E > (LR LBl kR ¥
ROEpR 3P FRAEFEIE & hF AT ) 5k -

AR EFAREID st g X A BT M ET R T H
ARP AL EPE RO RGE AL 1044 RERP LS P FLFE
FooBE TR BRI EE S NP BT IR S e B LR 8
MW IR 2 R S FE D e AT U AAREN G NEFAT T RE

TATF R PR EHE B SN UG m e SR B i p B U e

_’% ~ 'éT'Ji‘E'JF\:H%P\ g
R FERN FE e 7 37TAERER 0 4EP F\’EZ{?[;JC»,)%@Q\?Z\ 3-1-
%31 mplRFERNE 2 ‘x"[ﬁ’%ilii);’l

i3 B g
'}*#‘m i} Q};JQ j\/)ﬁl

=1

FAPHER Y st RRID 6oaT e & % e |Lin & Lin (2008)
TR CEFEE AT . Kuan & Ghau (2000)
Nysveen, Pedersen &

Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
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2. A i RFID ki sav 4k # & ¥ { FpF|Lin & Lin (2008)
LRI s s e
3. i @ * RFID & 3v 132 ¥ 3 g Huang, Ku & Chang
B e o (2003)
4. F3nG %% RFID i Stag # 4 & ¥ 5% |Kuan & Ghau (2000 )
A Tsai, Lee & Wu (2010)
o e T RFID SRR ERE Lo Lee & Wu (2010)
m
PEE N Asmi RFID v @ms aig £ 458 Lin & Lin (2008)
Y i Tsai, Lee & Wu (2010)
2. A% RFID 4% 2 &% 5 4 % 71 & Wu & Wang (2005)
i S Teo & Pian (2003)
3. A A gY@ * RFID % ¥ Pudjianto, Zo, Ciganek,
2% ¢ Facd g4 ° & Rho (2011)
HRE ) Azni @ RFID kw4 £- @7 [Tsai, Lee & Wu (2010)
BN N oo Beatty, Shim & Jones
(2001)
2. it RFID & %7 ¢ 342 % [Teo, Wei &. Benbasat
PP F R TR o (2003)
3. A3 i RFID i sueni » & ¥ k3% Beatty, Shim & Jones
F A€ TR o (2001)
R sant RFID 4 et & & & 27 232 Wu & Wang ( 2005)

<)

X EJd o

Kuan & Ghau (2000 )
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Azn i RFID i sieni® * 2 A § ¥ 12 3 Huang, Ku & Chang
£ e (2003)

Kuan & Ghau (2000)

/‘FI\JE RFID ,,< ,bmﬁ 1 )"Hﬁé' ﬂ‘

PR

¥ Kuan & Ghau (2000)

\4-\

f‘!l\.k? ]é * RFID /j -/Laﬂb (}E\‘ 2 U. E‘E,\l j\

Teo & Pian (2003)

ek 4o Soliman & Janz (2003)
BEET I sen E e e R A e ® %24 3¢ [Emden, Yaprak &
# |
ML % o Cavusgil (2005)
ARG BRI TR 04 3%
HE R R o
Az i e * RFID, & % 3 & hPudjianto, Zo, Ciganek
N TR R B & Rho (2011)
# f;—;? EE B ria ¥ £4L%E ~ RFID 4 %:1Teo & Ranganathan
gk (2004)
& %% FF A 35 RFID k sten¥ ~ [Teo & Pian (2003)
o B P ehg TRk o Beatty, Shim & Jones
(2001)
Soliman & Janz (2003 )
EFEDBIFLFIRLGT UELE Soliman & Janz (2003)
RFID [k susrad K enh & o
BBl g & guenT 3 g5 & &% % RFID [Lin & Lin (2008)
BRA R
&g AL Nysveen, Pedersen, &

Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
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Kuan & Ghau (2000 )

2. fEIAKEEID £R TSP |Soliman & Janz (2003)
g o
3. £ ¥ & ERRF C 5Y HE ~ RFID [Teo, Wei, & Benbasat
ko (2003)
’ﬂ . Wy —*‘Ff ¥ im# ¥ £ *i 9%~ RFID s |Nysveen, Pedersen, &
mf e Thorbjarnsen (2005 )
2. EFELRDL 2§ H o ¥ RFID i Teo, Wei, & Benbasat
B (2003)
R\ g gy 445 9ot RFID 4 5% % = [Lin & Lin (2008)
B4R
TN R e e F
2. L EST A PEREMRET A
% o
3. BAER ¥ RFID k%e 5 =t 2eni fF - (Teo, Wei, & Benbasat
(2003)
’i ?E 1 % % ¥~ REID 57 12 42 p Nysveen, Pedersen, &
}g;z? FerL X o Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
2. % Fius ¥ RFID sty § 7 3
L3 Fosen
3. i} ‘ﬁ;&é RFID i ¥uenig * §_f§ % M. Ungan (2005 )
:E_’gﬁ o
ﬁ:fj iﬁi 1 =k £#5 5 P4@ * RFID % 4 - Nysveen, Pedersen, &
® iﬁ Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
R 4Efak$ie¥e oWt ®  Kuan & Ghau (2000)
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RFID ,4 %t » Teo, Wei, & Benbasat

(2003)

3. RFID x%tenig * Ak £ e & & 48 Soliman & Janz (2003)

%lb o
WA pen 2 # 0 RFID 4 & €% & ¥ 4k Lin & Lin (2008)
&
g e , . .
5 i U A A Pudjianto, Zo, Ciganek
&
i & Rho (2011)

2. pw e % RFID & suendis 42 ¥ Teo, Wei & Benbasat

T L (2003)

ﬁ\“ VR R R TR AT
AT 30 EEFERFEIIELI R BT AR BEN RN ELRZ
MBS PFTHPENEPN FEARRDEITRE T g p A Ak B g AR
AT L
- “FERR
& (Reliability) 4y 805 § i — R B R BRI F R R
= ;% % Cronbach's a % #c;2 > & Cronbach > 1951 & # 2! - Cronbach's o % #c £ »
03 1z R > Nunnally (1978) # f#ﬁa e Cronbach's o 7% #7832 0.7 F 2 5
¥ 4.1 & o Cuieford (1965) zu % Cronbach's a % #c~ >* 0.7 ¥ f & 7B ER, A
07 4= 035 2 F 5 & V4% > F M 035 R Z REMRT 5 F* o AFF 5 7 R|R

LA HG &R KRRk 32
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#3-2 WRIE LG R KP4

o P fE ¥ & 45 Cronbach's o &
ip ¥ g g 5 0.913
B FE L 3 0.752
i ReR 3 0.846
& A 3 0.906
R RN 3 0.847
BrELE A 3 0.747
T s R 4 3 0.784
WP IR 2 0.936
Y AR Y 3 0.822
Wy ERE R 3 0.866
A e XS 3 0.904
A F L g 2 0.759
FERER % 37 0.959

w ip| B £ 2. Cronbach's o i #ic (e = 0.959> 2 #13 + & < Cronbach's o % #ic

BoE 0700 F T e Y R AR R -

-~ X r

»c i (Validity ) dp e A D B F I BB R R o AR T R K JEIE
Ry LT RAP I EAPM 2 prBeea = o ¢ LAy Lo xR (Face
Validity )o & #7 3 ¥ b %38 1% & 472 RFz iRl % o & (Construct Validity ) -
REFFE AT 0 FARBFEBRZEZF AP AP TR

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO ) i& 22 Bartlett %254 w0 2| T 4p b G 8T T 6% »
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Hair( 2006 )4 1% KMO £ 0.5 f| 7 if £i& 7 FF A 45K % & 5 2 KMO
2 Bartlett 34 g %k 4r# 330 p FE T LG HKMO £354 35 05 4

7Tl &R T F R AT e

%33 ALK % L5 2 KMOE 2 Bartlettzk 7 & <k %

Bartlett k254 =_
o KMO &
i+ S A e e S
P 0.648 367.306 105 0.000
2 5 0.699 97.438 15 0.000
B 0.787 440.186 120 0.000

%Fﬂ% A7 £ % o Cuieford (1965) #% &' > f 7 & Aa+03 W FARLE T
st > 404 ARG EF 0 205 21 P AR5 4R % B F o Hair (2006) » # 4 0%
04 hFEfFRSAEF 06 2 EFAMF AP Lo hFE AT
B%hod 3-4 % 360 % 3-4 LB NTAA RS S 4 ¢ FARH B
WEE AFREZE SRS BIES d ARP FHT AMEG T F G DT

R A 050 BEA B RS ok AR E LN D A A A B A

El

|

RIEE

e

FRLAR SAR G RN T G sl o T Al
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£3-4 PG T A

39

&

P4 R g 1

0.794

ip 4 B4 2

0.873

i EE 3

0.932

A4t g 4

0.693

P4+ % 5

0.821

0.665

0.818

0.773

0.693

0.898

0.889

0.650

0.764

0.597

0.663

2035 5 mBHR T FAEE SR P F R L2 B F AR

B e o ARPFET A T G PFF A FE Y 205 o &

FEA SR R B PR A F L F AF ORI G LG &

A g .
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£35mHik F1E A4

~ 1%
97 ]
1 2

K R 0.958

B2 0.898
BRrL g AL 0.553
BRrLE A2 0.685
BrELE A 0.893

e 3 0.580

# 36 A TRAHES HFIFANTER B ER E S RRFEFRS i F
FURA P RERY R FRERS L A R RS R
FABFHEG o L RPN FETAEG TG SRR SFR fFE T < 050
TR RS R R R AR ERF AR F S 2R

SRR G R o AR
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£ 3-6% B 45 FF A4

e
B 7%
1 2 3 4 5 6

ERFEFIRY 1| 0845
ERFAFIRA 2| 0.864
BT APERS 3| 0672

LR 2R L 0.735
WA K AR 2 0.881
WK AR 3 0.611
R AR 1 0.642
W R EREES 0.906
V3 E RS 2 0.764
Wy ERFRS 3 0.582
W aaRS 1 0.883
WP ERIRS 2 0.839
GRS A L 0.713
A KL R 2 0.855
BT PR 2 0.662
EREEEIIRA 3 0.542

bR LR AT SR AP R M eREE < F R AR B A AL
d S EER AP E R “EJ—%W 7 k'i-f@z @;PY/WJ“LF;L’( s F A plE e AT
TR B BT ARM D AP AP RS P F TR > 700 0.5 175 F

RSt SVERN I TR UE AR LIS S
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\\?{r

‘f'},_ll%;FFB%F\?:
BARAPM RN LR P AR IR Kf Biris o PR EE G
20 AEALR 4ok 37

%3-7 @ leéF\'—“

T?‘ S ﬁ'{_a B® T8 = [ﬁ’% xR

Lin & Lin (2008 )
1. 22 % RFID v &4 ¥ 7 | Kuan & Ghau (2000)
pr e Bpweam g oo Nysveen, Pedersen, &

Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )

Lin & Lin (2008)
2. Ea ,1 RFID ,, Y Hﬁ—”—l ?;TLP]'(E;
ik Tsai, Lee & Wu
i3 4

¥ (2010)

Kuan & Ghau (2000 )
3. A5 @ * RFID & Stac 8 4e £ F 3%
A Tsai, Lee & Wu

£ Bg
# (2010)

4. MG i * RFID i %uiv s % p ¢ | Tsai, Lee, & Wu

m . (2010)

Lin & Lin (2008 )

<

1. #32% RFID kst 7 B3R5 g ¥ 3
Tsai, Lee, & Wu
iF ,;lf ,f‘fw]rp 75 o
(2010)

Pudjianto, Zo,
2. #A55 R F Y " RRID ;sten
Ciganek, & Rho

(2011)
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i

o

3 P:\.&A? lé * RFID J jbq‘ gi‘a‘éf '7':3 fﬂ

P F R TR .

Teo, Wei, & Benbasat

(2003)

A3us RFID i seendf o 3 & % ki

EER VL

Beatty, Shim & Jones

(2001)

Azl RFID ik sverik i & A ¥ 1Y

Bk eh o

Wu & Wang (2005)

Kuan & Ghau (2000 )

Azn % RFID s sienit # & AEF 12

Huang, Ku & Chang
(2003)

Kuan & Ghau (2000 )

i

—
P

A Y ATHITR P 4

MER % o

Emden, Yaprak &

Cavusgil (2005)

%

.

o

—=

p

i <k
‘:\G; =

Teo & Ranganathan
(2004)

Teo & Pian (2003)

Beatty, Shim & Jones
(2001)

Soliman & Janz

(2003)

Chatterjee, Grewal &

Sambamurthy (2002 )
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Teo & Ranganathan
(2004)
Wang, James & Jiang

(2006 )

&

Lin & Lin (2008 )

& EFEEENNFT L P T E LR Nysveen, Pedersen, &
s
& RFID 4 %t Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
2k Kuan & Ghau (2000)
4
LS g FDFAFELEEDEL DT S P L | Soliman & Janz
#1
& T (2003)
4 " W% EHbF 2 £ ¥ E ~ RFID | Nysveen, Pedersen, &
7 XY Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
&
f
i £ ¥ LR SE 2L % < %~ RFID-| Teo, Wei, & Benbasat
&£
PREE (2003)
Lin & Lin (2008) ,
ERERH A E o~ REID$ 2 7 g 2
Teo & Ranganathan
me’g i fi}i %J_gé -
" (2004 )
-
)i Kuan & Ghau (2000 )
o
# | B LA 0 RFID % 53 242t 3% | Teo & Ranganathan
Bla| =2¢r20yp40ms- (2004)
4 »
P e &% RFID & stenic g ¢ i | Teo, Wei, & Benbasat
Hrx s o (2003)
i W ¥ Hins %~ RFID k5w 1= | Nysveen, Pedersen, &
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vodE ook =

M g o

¥ H3ni %0 RFID s sy 3 @

Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )

\:

-

iy ,—?Iq: ,}Ff 205 RFID jkseeniéd + £ @ H

Ungan (2005)

2 E{rﬁ o
f‘% R ERREF R AT RFID 4 Nysveen, Pedersen, &
jﬁ o Thorbjgrnsen (2005 )
E
N RFID i siehig * ffe £ ¢ 5 H48 | Soliman & Janz
2 o (2003)
| A
i Lin & Lin (2008)
B | %
4 | g |1 4% 2 %~ RFID k&> &3 & ¥ & | Pudjianto, Zo,
7 FEFLP TR e Ciganek & Rho
i
5 (2011)
B p e &% RFID & suesis ¥+ & | Teo, Wei, & Benbasat
%’L

3 @;JL;% L A BdF o

(2003)
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Frg TR
ARTE % SPSS MM R ATHAITE NS FME R AT T
W A R A 5 o RFID fiw g $2 A %0 RFID ir k%13 i 7 2 47 4

BliE {7 R

$- & R TRA

I o S ES
AL AR ERIH S SRR IR FE Ry HF G N L F g

o EF N AR T 140 s PIEHE G 2 (25) 2 2EE AR

EE (605) 8 @relt % Wt w i 2l % £ 132 7 - fo it 20.8% -

8 K ik e & 41 0

241 R A jom
ErEE | oL | wicF (%)
8 132 29.8

#E ik | TPk
443 140
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R e

R 5

R

T,

%iﬁd"ﬁ NP AEE S F Aot 4-2>d £ T aoar ot B ECR ;Fli( L F AR
£ 350 b IS A 26.5% © 7 i A 0 FRURIEE S S AP P 4] RFID
ATHS S R P R AR -

42 2P h A ETHR

A% e | FA (%) | RRE A (%)
e b 10 7.6 7.6
T E 7 5.3 12.9
ERE 15 14.4
& 3.0 17.4
FORE 11 8.3 25.8
¥ o R E 6 4.5 30.3
BBE 13 9.8 40.2
EE" 4 3.0 43.2
v yo¥ 9 6.8 50.0
7R K 35 26.5 76.5
#i ¥ 9 6.8 83.3
Rt 22 16.7 100.0
3t 132 100.0
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ERF P A ERFTRIL LA AT L F AP I U AL
¢ BB 545% 0 BT AL s R R S L EFRGY P o

£4-3 2 F 2z pERE R

NP AR Z# | pA (%) EAHFE A (%)
5& T 12 9.1 9.1
6-10 & 15 11.4 20.5
11-20 # 33 25.0 455
21-30 & 33 25.0 70.5
31 & b 39 29.5 100.0
|3t 132 100.0

W

Rl 2P R AT AR 440 d AT A 500 A T g k¢ e

e

61.4% » Rpom < Rl¥H g 55 2o Aeng Ko

144 2P R AHFR

SP R 1A #k =i #kc BAY (%) EFFF A (%)
100 A 7w 40 30.3 30.3
101-500 + 41 30.1 61.4
501-1000 + 16 12.1 73.5
1001-2000 + 8 6.1 79.5
2001 A rzH 27 20.5 100.0
3t 132 100.0

= '}E'J—fg SFFHAELT LI PPk 450 AT EARK IR %A

B IO IR T ol e 2 g Flpt bR PR F

245 LF 510 IHEL P

2P 4 s | pA (%) | RfE A (%)
13 42 318 31.8
# 14 10.6 42.4

vy 76 57.6 100.0
s 132 100.0
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ZRE 2P T AFAA 4600 AV LR AP A5 LT AF20 RT P

TEF o R RN T3.5% -

%4-6 =7 F AE

SR F A = #K A (%) | RfE A (%)

5000 # 4 T 34 25.8 25.8
5001-9999 # 24 18.2 43.9
1-20 i3 39 29.5 73.5

21-40 i 6 4.5 78.0

41-60 & 6 4.5 82.6

61 e b 23 17.4 100.0

3t 132 100.0
ZRIF DT T E Y Rk AT R E S SR h R D

=

PToE Y £ 5 20 BT o 2} B #169.7% -

«

247 2P T 45
arTEE YRR g | ApAr (%) | AfE A (%)
1T 39 29.5 29.5
1-20% 53 40.2 69.7
21-407% 10 7.6 773
41-60k 5 38 81.1
61-80 7% 2 15 82.6
81-100 % 5 3.8 86.4
101712 ¢ 18 13.6 100.0
I 132 100.0

£plE 2P E LRl 2P i R ¥ RFID Bienps B T A4 48 2 4
4-9>d 27 o RFID Wt S A ¥ 2 > T2 e £54 ¥ %~ 36 RFID #

i
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#4-8 = 2 ¥ ~ RFIDenps

A = A (%) | AfE A (%)
4 # » RFID 69 52.3 52.3
1 4 3.0 55.3
12 17 12.9 68.2
345 13 9.8 78.0
IV 29 22.0 100.0
3t 132 100.0
%49 ERF &~ RFIDHpE
N e [ A (%) [ BgE A (%)
 # » RFID 65 49.2 49.2
1 10 7.6 56.8
1-24 20 15.2 72.0
345 13 9.8 81.8
N 24 18.2 100.0
3t 132 100.0

AR AT

LRIF N A F ek 4100 J AT R BIFA SRS EEF R
ARE T ML B B T3.5% -
#4-10 2w F

e = ¥ A (%) AFEE A (%)

- 35 26.5 26.5

7 97 73.5 100.0

ik 132 100.0

N

%iﬁlj—‘gﬁgﬁ/&#ar% 4-11 - d %?Jrriiﬁ']—%fﬁ@ig—k 535 &NT

Hce145.5% o
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2411 EeFH

P s A (%) | BpFE A (%)
30 AT 38 28.8 28.8
31-35 & 22 16.7 455
36-40 & 25 18.9 64.4
41-45 22 16.7 81.1
46-50 10 7.6 88.6
51 f s} 15 11.4 100.0
]t 132 100.0

SR B T AR 4120 0 AT S RIE 2 SRR E ) B 5

i #ce 95.5% o

34-12 B FFA

TR = He A (%) Agka A (%)

Be T .8 8
B 3.8 4.5
~ & 73 55.3 59.8
AL 47 35.6 95.5
7L 6 45 100.0
I3t 132 100.0
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2

R BT R AR 4130 AL ARG RIF R L FF R

#4-14 S T'FFEL? F
1 EpER = # A (%) AR A (%)
1#11°® 7 5.3 53
1-3 & 40 30.3 35.6
4-6 & 28 21.2 56.8
7-9 & 17 12.9 69.7
10 4 2 ¢ 40 30.3 100.0
]2t 132 100.0
% ipl% RFID i * (5% F 4o 4-150 72§ RFID i * gk bk 1% £ ¢

THE R RE G AT R BRI 356% 2 47 R T R 0 E
FARE FWER2Z Y NFIRMBEEEILTHAEARK o
#4-13 BALT AL
5 R % #K A (%) | AfFAY (%)
CEO 10 7.6 7.6
VP 2.3 9.8
CTO 4 3.0 12.9
sk 33 25.0 37.9
e 14 10.6 48.5
e 13 9.8 58.3
ERNE: 8 6.1 64.4
H i 47 35.6 100.0
|3+ 132 100.0
LR e P FER ek 4040 d AT L RF S AT IFL 6
E PN s E L 860 56.8% o

57

o2 B in432% - d A7 A RFID A SHF AL 2 > 77 3F 5 A A

’L‘LB%U%T% * i RFID i o
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#4-15RFID# * 5%

RFID i * % = ¥ A (%) | RAfap A (%)

F - 57 43.2 43.2

1em— 19 14.4 57.6

1-2 & 16 12.1 69.7

34 & 17 12.9 82.6

5 & b 23 17.4 100.0
|3t 132 100.0
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MG G B AT %404 4-16 0 B ¥ 2. Cronbach's o %#ci@ 5 0.954 » ¢
“73 <+ # % hHCronbach's o % #c 8 #5 %.0.7 12 + ( Cuieford, 1965; Nunnally, 1978 ) -
Flt ot g v R KAt & e

#.4-16 = B ¥Rl %

AT S % %48 ¥ Cronbach's o &
R S 4 0.867
RS 2 0.742
RN 2 0.736
& A 2 0.880
e i 2 0.901
BRFAE L AF 3 0.866
T R 4 2 0.854
R R L 2 0.849
HR T R 3 0.891
W R 3 0.855
A AR 2 0.904
wA ¥ R R 2 0.888
R % 29 0.954
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AL R AR 2 KMO @2 Bartlett 57 2% % 4ok 4172 d 47

ooty g (S KMO @39+ 30 0.5 K77 i £ &7 7% » 47 (Hair, 2006 ) -

24-17 B % L 455 2 KMOE 2 Bartletts 2 & <

Bartlett k254 2_

# 5 KMO i&

N fd i A
FH 0.864 707.838 45 0.000
Eﬁ%‘« 0.661 366.586 10 0.000
5 0.878 1475.929 91 0.000

2418 L PR PF R AR 0 SRR ¢ ZAPHBE P F I AR

BRESAZe BIAa o AR FET AR ) FHEROFIF AT Y A

0.4 B % 5 X 39 eiud ok (‘Cuieford, 1965; Hair, 2006 ) -
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%4-18 P EAE e FlE 4 17

e
i g
1 2 3 &
RS 1 0.816
s iEg 2 0.854
i Eg 3 0.733
RS 4 0.770
FE 0.750
P2 0.418
Exen 1 0.801
i e 2 0.773
&A1 0.853
LA D 0.903

20419 ZEBER DT FATEE G ¢ ZpHERY L2 BrFAE
LA BIAEG o RPN FRA MG TG TR PEE L FR Y A 04

Ror 53 gy pec ik (Cuieford, 1965; Hair, 2006) -

#4-19 e SdE e F1F A4

~ i#
v IR
1 2
E’.%‘«? vl 0.945
2 0.926
BPEA ? 31 0.873
BRELH 4452 0.884
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%420 L AR DTF AATE R 0 LG 2 T ERFRAIRS R A
BHVRA CRRFRERS R ERFERS RS RRZ RS FRL B
BE2BIES o RPN FHT MEG T G DTIRLFE Y <04

Bor &3 e ipsck (Cuieford, 1965; Hair, 2006 ) -

%4-20 R G F1F A7

Ee:

39

AT EIURY 1| 0844

WP 4IRS 2| 0839

FE KRS 1 0.798

Wy ERAIRA 2 0.614

R PR L 0.748

BT AR 2 0.725

ERTAFERS 3 0.734

/ﬂ?”%%%@’! 1 0.881

(ﬂ?%%#[ﬁJ 2 0.871

FEE PR3 0.444

W or R 1 0.902

¥
p

ﬁi,ﬁ%)\ N ) 0.768
Y
p
¥
p

g 2 0.745
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¥z & ey

© ¥~ RFID #jtv2. g £ * g v

- AR SR

AFT " Pearson Ap M AL ig R 2 121 AL - Hair (2006) 458 > FiE A
FREFAPY G308 RIA T A F 2 B b fd dif & SR AL 404 4-21
o AFFE P e For REID $sE R 0K S ity da b s 2 080 =7

I{L;f’ﬁ —i—'l ;‘ﬂ‘]i FFB 'EE °

#.4-21 Pearson#p B 45t

1 2 3 4. 1°57 16 7 8 9 10 |11 |12 |13
111
2 629 1
3 460 .730 1
4 |.468 .616 564 1
5 |447 441 329 585 1
6 |.521 .592 571 .440 .347 1
7 |.342 351 462 .287 .063 .610 1
8 |.373 .338 .325 .319 .008 .417 .723 1
9 |.536 .554 433 .528 347 .602 652 651 1
10 [.320 .359 .359 .413 .264 413 503 524 618 1
11 (472 441 453 441 334 616 .452 491 706 530 1
12 |.530 .483 .409 .490 .334 512 .382 470 .764 .426 629 1
13 |.064 -102 -.016 .101 .143 .085 -.060 -.018 .065 -.026 .173 .201 1
1: st ipd 2:4p %t 31 AR
4: &K 5t it 6:BRFA P AIF
7 R RAUR A 81§ F iR 9: BRF RHFRA
0: i} #HRpRA 11 @& F o~ A 12 ¢ s s g g

13: @ % 3w
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S
P{ﬁﬁ%aﬂﬁ(Mmmmmemm)&ﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁi%&i

el 5o % AT AP B TR S G T ST 5 50 & £ 428 RFID

BT * R hl B o A5k dod 422« £ 423~ & 4-24 -

24-22 PEAEG 2 EF AT R
il S S
[Z& T t B
e Laoka Beta 4 fic R
Hl-a | g g% 0.182 1.033 0.306
Hi-b | 40 % & -0.425 -1.771 0.083*
Hl-c | AR 0.078 0.380 0.705
Hl-d | = & 0.238 1.316 0.194
%£4-23 & 57%‘« ’f#m ff? 1758 %
il RS S
[Z& TR t o e
1P pho T#—U* r”ﬁ“— Beta 4 e e
H2-a _EL.?%‘E < it 0.129 0.874 0.386
H2-b | 3f¢ 2 ? PaF= 0.038 0.256 0.799
1424 BAAH @ AT F
¥
Bk 5 v A t 2 e
e ﬁmrﬁ Beta » fie PEL
H3-a | &/ 5 #1& 4 -0.116 -0.560 0.578
H3-b ﬂ 53# Ui -0.119 -0.539 0.592
H4-a | &&7 r&* %#@ 4 -0.250 -0.798 0.429
H4-b zﬂ T %#fi 4 -0.057 -0.307 0.760
H5-a | &% '*‘ %@ > 2R 0.318 1.423 0.161
H5-b ﬁ%i AR 0.333 1.463 0.150

SN R

FEERA

BEFOFE G T A TR
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e
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TR TRERS NTHORS HEAEFRF E AR TSR0 4250

%4-25 © # ~ RFID# 2 A % iis .58 %

[ m % LE LA
Hi-a | "4 @%  # T4 £ %~ RFID it * Lo | FHEFPE - %
Hi-b | T4 de, T £ %~ RFID#ehe * Lo, § HERE - £
Hic | TiFei ¢ T e £%» RFD jieng » 4w | 3 HEFRE - %
Hi-d | T34 4 TE$%» RAD fpsenig * Lo | § HFRL 3
H2-a | M~ %t T %8 RFID Hjiechiz * L w | JHFRE - %
H2-b | Tdrsa g A8 H T £4% RFD e * Lo, HFLE - 3
H3-a | T &, # 7T &£ X% RRID fjiseanid * Lo F HEHF S
H3-b | "l g fenk &, T £ ¥ %> RFAD R * L v, FHFHE - z
Hi-a | TRpFEaoE >  H T X3 E - RFIDHIRT Lo | FHEFREL - 3
Ha-b | T g Fendr 3 TE£ % REDIIHRY L | JHERE - 3
HS-a | T8 @~ AR T EF %> RED AR Y Lo | §HFRF - 3
H5-b | s Fad g  # T e ¥ %A REID IR L | § HEFLE - 3

N~ A~ RFID $tjiv2. f $ehig * L
- AR SRR

RFTE T Pearson 4p b 4B iR = RS AT © Hair (2006) 45 &) > % i
FRETAPM AT 08 R TS 2 By G B E O & SR Mo do 4-26
PR 0 AFEL P S Hr RFID $EE Eenf L) G Aph hlict 2 080 A 5

fAf & AR AT ¢
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4. 4-26 Pearson#p B &'

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 | 11 | 12 (13
1 1
2 | 486 1
3582 65 1
4 | 435 471 511 1
5| 495 447 497 233 1
6 | 491 380 .378 513 367 1
7 | 482 493 531 462 402 490 1
8 | 462 563 534 .671 312 .591 .646 1
9 | 464 559 645 536 .508 .513 .590 .699 1
10 | 474 .618. 563 .567 .337 .541 511 .701 693 1
11| 287 361 .463 .359 239 410 510 .547 541 411 1
12| 406 518 .641 .648 .332 .503 513 .618 .619 575 .710 1
13| -.027 -208 .033 -101 -.088 .017 .074 -.066 -095 .014 .209 .033 1
1:pstip% 2 ApF L 3 AFRA
4: A 5:,3,9_37%‘;@‘@ 6: BFFip e
70 ERE RTIR A 8t R awAgRA 9! HRF AR
10: ) f FRPRS 11 s F ¥ 2 12 1 s F s g%

13: #* 3w

NELE R
RFTE4RP- 5 A fF (Multiple Regression) A 47 % 5%k R A 47 & % 2
B enBg 0 % AT B TR 2 X 5 T SRS fE6 $19T £ % 800 RFID

BT ¥ 3 B o A58k dod 427« £ 428~ & 4-29
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2427 P @ Ak

i o
B e L Beta 4 fic Myl
Hi-a | 40 ¥4 0.014 0.086 0.932
Hil-b | 4p % £ -0.341 -2.122 0.038**
Hl-c | AFse k& 0.274 1.560 0.124
Hi1-d | = & -0.085 -0.576 0.567

24-28 B G @ FA TR E

I R TEY Y
B e L Beta 4 fic ME
H2-a | &~ i -0.108 -0.803 0.425
H2-b | BFrsa g 44+ 0.056 0.414 0.680

£4-20 BT IFA T %

o s S
B o LA Beta 4 fie ¥
H3-a | i-&F % #1/& 4 | 0.155 0.964 0.339
H3-b | ' % —‘ﬁ 5 4B 4 | -0.239 -1.210 0.231
H4-a | &fp K4 | -0.353 -1.816 0.075*
H4-b | i % —‘ﬁ R4 10232 1.282 0.205
H5-a | & —‘ﬁ o~ f2& |0.499 2.671 0.010***
H5-b | s —‘ﬁ L g4 | -0.183 -0.936 0.353
Z - BRRTE %

FEER e o RFID #ivend £¢ » $34a %8 RFID 3% » 29

BATF PTIA S

B 2k #mt‘ ,rp?“Q;LJZ{ rrgf

AR F

v T AR R -

%')‘ﬁE.EJ——

=F
R Y
HoHbptp T % %40k 4-30-
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£4-30 & % ~ RFIDHF2. A ¥ ihfh 2.8 %

=53 rE 234
Hl-a | "4%t@% st T2 £ %~ RRID $ppecnig * &% | 1 HEHE - %
Hi-b | "Ap3te, $ T o £% ~ RFID $men * v | FHERP - £
Hic | T ¢ T a£%» RFD jieng » v | 3 HEFRE - %
Hid | T4 8 T $£¥ > RED #peehit * v | J HERE - S
H2-a | Mgzt 8 T $£% RFD gehig * Lo, § HEFRE 3
H2b | TR di4 M oE£%  RADBMNRY Lw | FHFEE - z
H3-a | "T#RFE & 4 T4 E» RADHEsen® * Lo | 3 BFHE - S
H3-b | T Fenk &, #H T L 4% RAD SR Lo ) JHERE - %
Hi-a | Misfp cndr | # TE $% ) RFID fjseni» Lo 5 HEHE - 2
Ha-b | T fgendir 1 T4 £ % 2 RFID R * Lo | FHEFLE - z
Ho-a | T#L ¥ rak, 4 "&£ ¥% > RED HiFenid * o |, F HEFHE - £
H5-b | "8y B 3T 3% RED R * Loy 3 FHF - %
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A5 T 2L =
% 1 S5

Ld:

%%

\

-nn\
P28

___\%v:

AR RGO AR BRI T R RN Ay g I 45 A

TV RAI Y U2 ARFEy ez R e o U R AFETHEERZ R

i P

R AET eSS NPT UFRETeH 2 A8 » RFID #HFing ¥ @
TR Y TRRID f R g ERA Fap T, Y HFPREEEE
RFID #jised- i » @ T % » RFID #4057 it # Kenp st B4 - TRFID Hjivie *

dugie 8 THE O RFID HiFe i o f ot & | Pl ¥ 8 o

~ ¥~ RFID BV K e ¥ kg

AT PSR FRPFHRELHREDFE LI R EEE 7 L5 ¥ P
Fop gy > ML EN T RIPFRES - w s £28F £ & ik
B FF oAk LE RS A E P L LT e AT e
B O RB RO ERAILBF EY EREAF L& ¥ 1 (Gibbs
& Kraemer, 2004; Y. Lee, K. Lee & Kenneth, 2008 ) 4= 3 # & #Frigfheaniiiz > 7
e RFIAI S AL E T LE3p e RAm A2 TERE ¥ 25 R AT

LR ARy S

~RFID #tjtrgr f £ R L # % & sierfp 3 14
AT S EFRRFIDHEAE fERAR Y iehp F B L F4A L ¥

SHENEGHFORE A A Y F R R 12 (TERE i F

]

63



FrpL A 2 g * ohE & %] (Fullerton & McWetters, 2000) » & ¥ 5 7 i ¥l &
fehd AV Rlgdl o 1 (P AARF ARG AR K R E PRk % (Davis &

Kochhar, 2000 ) -

= - RFID $tjieit * g fe Bt
ART L i R L RFID SR € 7 1 i SR LF R L E 4 P

EFEFORP AR g |3 AT R A R AT

o

FARE A EEY 23 hE & 71 (Lin & Lee, 2005) A5 F F L 4F
THRARRZE VA RFI AN S F 0 Bl RFIDHEEAR Y 1 £ 7 €5 4

FRI @S gy R

~ ¥~ REIDHE T 4 1= 3 0 &

AT SR FIRES RFIDHEITT it T F ch AT A F R E 27
PEFHEFORE AT T P B R ATAEE TR R AR T R
g A3 G BEE . 2 #2 E ohdE & 5] 2 (Baldwin & Lin, 2002; Faria, Fenn &

Bruce, 2002 ) - ¥+t 5 & e g ¥ k3 o RFID #pr v PRTEOFLE > ¥ i E T

-

b

AR R FI TS ATH R E O B L AT RBRE YT -

TARR PR FlA 3 g B AL E N A hE B P o

o ERYES
R{FAFL OGS > APTUFREEEER Y Tk 2 T

Bend 5 $0  $ ¥ REID sk L53 £ F -

64



g 4
Eﬂ,‘g,.grs

o

B P E IR B g e i F AR 1 (FS ki

~—i

3«\
mh}s*
\r:s

f ST AT PR * chig 3 2 3¢ (Davis & Kochhar, 2000 ) » 2 e g% it e

FERLAFLY DAREF NS S EE RS N fE o R

AFY SR FIE A R ORI A R $F 2 T H0 RFID e
AIREEIHEN T EFREFORP LAy P dg s f D F AT
HFn g PEaxF afi R AR BARET L FHATH AR Y AR
(Jaidee & Beaumont, 2003) - iz kg7 & o Aind ¥ 4138 RFID B » a2 g

T O e S

ﬁ%ipfﬁﬁ%’ﬂw?ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ A 3~ RFID $ie 8 3 e
TERE RS 2 TROSE R BERSEEE O RRID fjait

“,ar%@ﬁm@w@%Jﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂ&J NS e ¥ oY S
N

VTR R R R SRR
e AR RIEHESHEE N T P EEERFCETEP LR YR
FHeFE ST RGBS CTRERS G HEFORTPHET LGSR
( Simatupang, Wright & Sridharan, 2002; Teo, Wei & Benbasat, 2003 ) o #& & #7 3 ¢
BEY O REFORERA S TREFORFERS B EPEEE > RFID
BAeh T2 L5 0 FUE L EP C i R & o b FE R B ApF p

HTHEI ¢

65



:‘}F' é—}‘j‘—im%—lfiﬂi

%

B RGN EE s S i FERLH IR ER S

MARA | EHEEDIPAHEREY ARG S FREE (Mole, Ghobadian,
O’Regan & Liu, 2004; Zhu, Kraemer & Xu, 2003 ) 4% 7 * &7 A % » RFID
P g F oL B kpor TRLF B 2R 0 B SIS § FETATH
W B s ffide 0 5 AR FRA R 0 A e

ﬁ%ipfﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%%’FW%# BEELF LA RENEEE
RFID HeenF) 2 G 0T A Bhp W ik e f s 57 o
® AR A £ F E~ RFID #jisanhd 4 5%

L2 L AIRTIRACL T 5 AR E  FlF oty 2 Ram (1989) 4%
SRATISFLG P R AP HEE S DL e BN R Y F Y R B T
ik 20 ;T*u AATHATAF R A i S R TR H O AR B AT A 2

Bt B Y bRo TP o e {_#\P,L ¢ AF e R il %41"7 deip B *k ey o

MA@ EF L 3T A PG - ARL O A ot AT freni
ERR B PR A REARITETETE A S "4 %‘—’ % KPR o

\

BT f E AR - R
1295 %~ RFID $hiimen g $48 & 2455 % 87 » & % RFID 3 v

RS RN EETE A RS E o R R R TR E O] R

—\\

M7 SR & RFID Sl DR F R kS 0 i

REID &3t b+ 5 » 3 Bd A3 BR¥ 5 LEAMFAE R T
,;

GRERE

F>

HE PR R RNE SR RSLATIR FRS Y IR

ﬁm

P

¥
Rl 4R Y RE > ST ATH -

66



o
o
2
N
8
A
o+
'
T
N
X
A
by
&)
o+
Exy
—
Fr

A RS TR BT S e

B s FRhZ R AL FFPRET 0 ARG AT A

R EEN L F RO R E T AR A RS

N

i %
AL EEENE TS RE S S LR ULt Y R
i

sk ARE

E_k<“ﬁ3iﬁ7p°{ 4 & FR L R %'FK E%%&f'lﬁ#?é? At jr“‘;ﬂ’tﬁ :'\'iii;\i‘;

HohBE F Ao o

N

\\\?{r

NEaE-RA S 1
AT EVE R R WU SRR R A E L T A R 2 2

St

G714 ot -

St A%

5 = & FF 7 aER

Ry AR T SE 0 BT T PR E] LR A K R R

4T 51]@535@ :

67



% ~ 2R 5N

TR0 R R TR R AL B e B TR T

— }f— ’\A ‘(E‘-f’l‘ ’ I,Z

FALA R e

g\pgﬁﬁ&ﬁau

TRAFEL ’}'—’r%%« E‘f”’ﬁ Tt ;\*

B B iRl A E B

\\\?{r

N

R TR

SeeinE f 0K G A

)‘F;Z y g

FE R Fo en

ﬁ%ﬁ&a

R Rk AL

Ei.‘til ?Dﬁ_é‘—‘fi’: B—_LFFJSF\*;‘?Y #:‘L

™ %4)3 WA v i ﬁi °

xflﬁ

RH 4 1S ke BB R R

C B A AP Ao

ZH4t £ X% REID $pwenié » LW T3 &

ERAR 2l A NN IR R R GRS

LHF L EH R FE D e E EHARER -

68



o

3

Al-Jabri 1. M. & Sohail, M. S. (2012). Mobile Banking adoption application of
diffusion of innovation theory, Journal of Electronic Commerce
Research, 13(4), 379-391.

Algahtani, S. & Wamba, S. F. (2012). Determinants of RFID Technology
Adoption Intention in the Saudi Retail Industry: an Empirical Study.

Paper presented at the 45th Hawaii International Conference on

System Sciences, Maui, Hawaii, January 4-7.

Baldwin, J. & Lin, Z. (2002). Impediments to advanced technology adoption for
Canadian manufacturers, Research Policy, 31(1), 1-18.

Beatty, R. C., Shim, J. P. & Jones, M. C. (2000). Factors influencing corporate
web site adoption a time-based - assessment, Information &
Management, 38(6), 337-354.

Bose, R. & Luo, X. (2011). Integrative framework for assessing firms’ potential
to undertake Green IT initiatives via virtualization — A theoretical

perspective, Journal of Strategic Information Systems, 20(1), 38-54.

Chattter, O. D., Grewal, R. & Sambamurthy, V. (2002). Shaping up for
e-commerce: institutional enablers of the organizational assimilation
of web technologies, MIS Quarterly, 26(2), 65-89.

Chen, L. D., Gillenson, M. L. & Sherrell, D. L. (2002). “Enticing online
consumers: an extended technology acceptance perspective”,
Information & Management. 39(8), 705-719.

Cuieford, J. P. (1965). Fundamental Statistics in Psychology and Education (4 th
ed.), N.'Y. McGraw-Hill.

Davis, A. J. & Kochhar, A. K. (2000). A Framework for the selection of best
practices, International Journal of Operations & Production
Management, 20(10), 1203-1217.

69


http://www.journals.elsevier.com/research-policy/

DiMaggio, P. & Powell, W. W. (1983). The Iron Cage Reuvisited: Institutional
Isomorphism and Collective Rationality in Organization Fields,
American Sociological Review, 48(2), 147-160.

Emden, Z., Yaprak, A. & Cavusgil, S. T. (2005). Learning from experience in
international  alliances: antecedents and firm performance
implications, Journal of Business Research, 58(7), 883-892.

Fang, H., Memili, E., Chrisman, J. J. & Welsh, D. H. B. (2012), Family Firms'
Professionalization: Institutional Theory and Resource-Based View
Perspectives, Small Business Institute Journal, 8(2), 12-34.

Faria, A., Fenn, P. & Bruce, A. (2002). Determinants of adoption of flexible
production technologies: evidence from Portuguese manufacturing
industry, Economics of Innovation and New Technology, 11(6),
569-580.

Fullerton, R. R. & McWetters, C.-S. (2000). The production performance
benefits - from JIT implementation, Journal of Operations
Management, 19(1), 81-96.

Gagnon, Y., Sicotte, H. & Posada, E. (2000). Impact of SME manager’s behavior
on the adoption of technology, Entrepreneurship: Theory and
Practice, 25(2), 88-102.

Getzels, J. W., Campbell, R. F, & Lipham, J. M. (1968). Educational
administration as a social process: theory, research, practice, New
York, Harper & Row.

Gibbs, J. L. & Kraemer, K. L. (2004). Cross-country investigation of the
determinants of scope of e-commerce use: an institutional approach,
Electronic Markets, 14(2), 124-137.

Grandon, E. & Pearson, J. M. (2003). Strategic value and adoption of
electroniccommerce: An empirical study of chilean small and
medium businesses, Journal of Global Information Technology
Management, 6(3), 22-43

Hair, J. F., Anderson, R. E., Tatham, R. L., & Black, W. C. (2006), Multivariate
data analysis (6th ed.).

70



Hung, S. Y., Ku, C. Y. & Chang, C. M. (2003). Critical factors of WAP services
adoption: an empirical study, Electronic Commerce Research and
Applications, 2(1), 42-60.

Jaidee, S. & Beaumont, N. (2003). Factors affecting SMESs' owners/managers in
adoption of business-to-business techniques: a research framework.
Department of Management, Monash University Faculty of Business
and Economics, July.

Ketokivi, M. A. & Ketokivi, R. G. (2003). Strategic, structural-contingency and
institutional  explanations in the diffusion of innovative
manufacturing practices, Journal of operations management, 22(1),
63-89.

Kim, Y. & Stanton, J. M. (2012). Institutional and Individual Influences on
Scientists’ Data Sharing Practices, Journal of Computational
Science Education, 3(1), 47-56

Kinnear, T. C., & Bernhardt, K. L. (1990). Principles of Marketing (3rd
ed.),Illinois:Scott, Foresman / Little, Brown Higher Education.

Kolter, P. (1999). Marketing Management: Analysis, Planning, Implementation
and Control (10th ed.), New Jersey: Prentice-Hall.

Kuan, K. K. Y. & Chau, P. Y. K. (2001). A perception-based model for EDI
adoption in small business using a
technology-organization-environment framework, Information &
Management, 38(8), 507-521.

Lee, Y., Lee, K. & Kenneth, A. (2008). An empirical investigation of
anti-spyware software adoption: a multitheoritical perspective,
Information & Management, 45(2), 109-1109.

Lin, H. F. & Lee, G. G. (2005). Impact of organizational learning and knowledge
management factors on e-business adoption, Management Decision,
43(2), 171-188.

Lin, H. F. & Lin, S. M. (2008). Determinants of e-business diffusion: A test of
the technology diffusion perspective, Technovation, 28(3), 135-145.

71



Lin, N., Fadzil, M. & Ali, A. (2011). Does teachers' morale affect their job
performance? Proceedings of Global Learn Asia Pacific, 1(1),
460-4609.

Luna-Reyes, L. F. & Gil-Garcia, J. R. (2011). Using institutional theory and
dynamic simulation to understand complex e-Government
phenomena, Government Information Quarterly, 28(3), 329-345

Mole, K. F., Ghobadian, A., O’Regan, N. & Liu, J. (2004). The use and
development of soft process technologies within UK manufacturing
SMEs: an empirical assessment using logit models, Journal of Small
Business Management, 42(3), 303-324.

Mulhern, F. J., & Leone, R. P. (1991). Implicit price bundling of retail products:
A multiproduct approach to maximizing store profitability, Journal
of Marketing, 55(4), 63-77.

Nor, K. M., Pearson, J. M. & Ahmad, A. (2010). Adoption of internet banking,
International Journal of Molecular Sciences, 17(1), 69-85.

Nunnally, J. (1978). Psychometric theory. New York: McGraw-Hill.

Nysveen, H., Pedersen, P. E. & Thorbjgrnsen, H. (2005). Intentions to use mobile
services: Antecedents and cross-service comparisons, Journal of the
Academy of marketing Science, 33(3), 330-346.

O'Connor, M. C. (2007). Falabella Plans Second Item-Level RFID Pilot, RFID
Journal, Aug, 29.

Oliveira, T. & Martins, M. F. (2011). Literature Review of Information
Technology Adoption Models at Firm Level, The Electronic Journal
Information Systems Evaluation, 14(1), 110- 121

Parsons, T. (1951). The Social System. New York: Free Press.

Pudjianto, B., Zo, H., Ciganek, P. A. & Rho, J. J. (2011). Determinants of
E-Government assimilation in Indonesia: An empirical investigation
using a TOE framework, Asia Pacific Journal of Information
Systems, 21(1), 49-80.

Ram, S. (1989). Successful Innovation Using Strategies to Reduce Consumer
Resistance: An Empirical Test, Journal of Product Innovation
Management, 6(1), 20-34.

72



Rogers, E. M. (1983). Diffusion of Innovations (3rd ed.), New York: FreePress.

Rogers, E. M. (1995). Diffusion of Innovations (4th ed.), New York: Free Press.

Rogers, E. M. (2003). Diffusion of Innovations (5th ed.), New York: Free Press.

Ryan, Sherry D. & Prybutok, Victor R. (2001). Factors affecting the adoption of
knowledge management technologies: A discriminative approach,
Journal of computer information systems, 41(4), 31-37.

Simatupang, T. M., Wright, A. C. & Sridharan, R. (2002). The knowledge of
coordination for supply chain integration, Business Process
Management Journal, 8(3), 289-308.

Soliman, K. S. & Janz, B. D. (2003). An exploratory study to identify the critical
factors affecting the decision to establish Internet-based
interorganizational  information  systems,  Information &
Management, 41(6), 697-7086.

Stiffler, D. & Romanow, K. (2004). RFIDin Consumer Products: Which Service
Providers Have the Goods? AMR Research Report, May.

Swedberg, C. (2011). Active E-Seals Expedite Cargo Shipments in Taiwan,
RFID Journal, http://mwww.rfidjournal.com/article/view/8907, Oct.
27.

Takeuchi, R., Chen, G. & Lepak, D. P. (2009). Through the looking glass of a
social system: Cross-level effects of high-performance work systems
on employees’ attitudes, Personnel Psychology. 62(1), 1-29.

Teo, H. H., Wei, K. K. & Benbasat |. (2003). Predicting intention to adopt
interorganizational linkages - An institutional perspective, MIS
Quarterly, 27(1), 19-49.

Teo T. S. H. & Pian, Y. (2003). A contingency perspective on internet adoption
and competitive advantage, European Journal of Information System,
12(2), 78-92.

Teo T. S. H. & Rananathan, C. (2004). Adopter and non-adopters of
business-to-business electronic commerce in Singapore, Information
& Management, 42(1), 89-102.

Teo T. S. H. & Too B. L. (2000). Information systems orientation and nosiness
use of the Internet: an empirical study, International Journal of
Electronic Commerce, 4(4), 105-130.

73



Tsai, M. C. & Lee, W., Wu, H. C. (2010). Determinants of RFID adoption
intention: Evidence from Taiwanese retail chains, Information &
Management, 47(5), 255-261.

Tornatzky, L. G. & Fleischer, M. (1990). The Process of Technological
Innovation. Lexington, MA: Lexington Books.

Tosini, D. (2012). The autonomy of law in the war on terror: A contribution from
social systems theory, International Journal of Law, Crime and
Justice, 40(2), 115-131.

Ungan, M. (2005). Management support for the adoption of manufacturing best
practices: key factors, International Journal of Production Research,
43(18), 3803-3820.

Vassell, A. & Nguyen, T. D. (2012). Theories of Social Systems: Implications for
Health Care System, International Journal of Psychological Studies,
4(2), 273-277.

Violino, B. (2003). Get Ready for Reality Online, RFID Journal,
http://www.rfidjournal.com/article/purchase/1794, Sep. 1.

Wal-Mart  (2007). Wal-Mart 2007 annual report, Annual Report,
http://media.corporate-ir.net/media_files/irol/11/112761/ARs/2007_a
nnual_report.pdf

Wang, E. T. G., Klein, G. & Jiang, J. J. (2006). ERP Misfit: Country of Origin
and Organizational Factors, Journal of Management Information
Systems, 23(1), 263-292.

Wasserman, E. (2009). Zipping Up Benefits. RFID Journal, June, 1.

Wu, J. H. & Wang, S. C. (2004). What drives mobile commerce? An empirical
evaluation of the revised technology acceptance model, Information
& Management, 42(5), 719-729.

Zhu, K., Kraemer K. & Xu, S. (2003). Electronic Business Adoption by
European Firms: A Cross country Assessment of the Facilitators and
Inhibitors, European Journal of Information Systems, 12(4),
251-268.

74


http://media.corporate-ir.net/media_files/irol/11/112761/ARs/2007_annual_report.pdf
http://media.corporate-ir.net/media_files/irol/11/112761/ARs/2007_annual_report.pdf

s RS N A

NN
o

_‘E,{__ l)v ?}/{{u—,{ﬂi F\: %3
M SN R < 2 B

27~ RFID (& R EHIF ] ) 3
ﬁ&—ué e IFE Jr%“f' "’Kﬁf_i‘%}% RFID

g
3%

o
I e

(&)
'T vy
o

-
N
—
&

%”Kfffi
Raigers ME',—?'J

B 2 I P A D"%‘«#— D@ﬁs?];%i shig/sel S
Pg}%‘ JRI-% 0F &% 08 5% o KE OFAIREE
H

2. FoPs R

05 & 17 06-10 & 011-20% ©21~30 % o310
3 F PR Ak

0100 % 127 5101-500 4 £501~1000 4 51001~2000 + ©2001 4 1
4 FAPEFLEIATIEA

05000 g ™2 05001 ~9999 3 0l~20 & 021~40 & 041~60 &
061 &

6. F oo TmEYEHE (Ao ):
ol 7™ ol~20 i/ 021~40 B 041~60 i 061~80 & O81~100 &
ol0l &+

7. § 22 % > RFID chp ¥ -
D#\%}% RFID ol & 1T gl~2 & 03~4 & o5 & 11}

8. % 27 LT ¥~ RFID T opk
oA ¥~ RFIDol # 2 F ol~2 & o3~4 & o5 &1}

SO BRAEAATH

1. fHw)
o* o%
2. #E#

030 A& 2T 031~35 & 036~40 & 041~45 A& 046~50 051 L b

75



3. FF:

oF Y 2T oY o4 offd of L
4, Eﬁk;ﬁa_

oCEO oVPoCTO 053 ot:i® i @
5, @1 (TR .

ol #2T gl~3 # o4~6 # 07~9 & OlQ & 11+

6. RFID i * 5% :

o/ @t 5% ol E#0 T ol~2# o3~4#F o5&

F23%4 0 BFEEESHE O RFID e 457

N L) 2 ‘2 ” ;”b F\—:’ * ,i';
SR Ty Sty A ]
¥
7€7§£m ?’/4\7‘%%)‘ RFID #= ' %—Jmma. 43'27‘41: = !
£ FE " RFID e 55 - e .
KGRI G R AR - b gt T R R R R
1. 5‘;,13:1 RFID a7 N E ¥ FpEEr#Ergch|n (o | o 0 o
2. 5“;,3:; i % RFID j 57 &2 e f gz O A O O O
% o
3. 35 6 * REID & Siic 4 £ ¥ i BH - | O 0 - O O
A3ni @ REID i siac 3 it 75 g 3@ o 0 ! O 0 0
- R R T R R
S~ R E R Jé .
¥ (]
AfEG # 102FFRFID £ 4 # P 7 B NE st Fo| o3
L R ELZELH* RFID mi;.ﬁi;@o i .
KRG IE SR T EAER 0 B T BT T e = 3| 3, 3
1.| #2305 RFID (5™ &3 thg £33 5 suqp 0 lo |lo 0 g
7}6)? o
2. | Ami Bl gY@ RFID faciEfR* €% (o |o |o |o |o
RAAES T
‘o 2t > O I S
=~ fHGERRR R ol :
¥ L3
Zﬁf;ﬁﬁf A VA 7{?%} RFID ?ﬁ‘};/@iizf/ﬂ%#///ﬁ:ﬂgﬁ‘ff . -
£ EEFH? RFID 77 o e e
KRS EALR B F T R T LR E R R
L|#A@R5i@* RFID 457 ¢4 F A PLFHE |0 O O O 0

76




W hFELR o

2.| %5 RFID st r g F Rt 3 ¢35 o |o (o |o (O
B
I e R E ] ik’
¥ W
ApG # 02 fFEARFID T 24 ek AL E ol o7
£ 7 # 7 RFID g/ 45 - " "
KRG IEFAR TN AR 0 B F T Rt T e & Lo P i
1. | 4% RFID % 5._,;'17‘7{ RN Vs sl O o o i
2.| #3555 RFID s sichig % & 2 § 7 g he o o o |o
I~ BE i ES R jb
¥ (]
Zﬁéimﬁf//g,\ﬁij’: Rl By R L I
% # # RFID rioffi 45 o i i
KRR IR LR AR g Ty o R R ]
1.|# s g a’ AT AP eSS GaMEgRF o 0 (o |0 (o |o
2. | ARk BEEAHEOE Y AR A EEE o (o | o O
i 4 mF&M}éE %
TR L EE R "
TR RN O Y Y ; o7
RFID 7@/ 5 - " "
KGRI EAEE 0 b T Bt T e CA N A AR S
L &*n8 i xEREXRFID k5ichEé£ 1o o |o |0 O
,E—_ °
2. | EFOBIFLEWE RRID fsteh ~aoifie> \o o (o |o 0O
P g ki e
3| £FPFIFAL RS ¥ RFID st flf &7 o |0 |0 |o |O
5P o
S v RRB R g N A B ,::
AR AT ERF IR EFLTHF? k feo| 2
RFID a2 4% - " -
KRR BRI LR e A T, - | R R

77




P EEFROFIPER LT RAD s |0 (o |o |o |o
CERAOIRFELEID ER AT IP L Le s |0 (o |o |o |o
N SpoA oz Py EEN N S O A S
NS /ﬁ F’ 3 W R 4 mﬁ&%‘*’ B ¥
AEG PP E YR X AERI L FALE L k S
# RFID rr7g; 4% F f&
* iR f*‘ﬂ@m/b&ﬁfﬁ’ﬁi@‘mqn Bt T O I A I G I A
LW FFE6FEExEaEr RFID e o |o |o m
2.| EE£E R PE v’/;)i rxc g% RFD s o |o o |o |o
1 BRFRERS R IER LY
A AT BES L F LTI ! P
RFID s77g 45 - = i
*%j‘@ﬁ@%‘*-‘ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁéﬁé R e VY A A A I A
1| R E>RFID f g2 d @tz B0y (o |o |o |o |o
EonAeg Jes e
2. | BB EXRFID fRg A HgANd g o (o |o |O
/}5 —*‘W’JFRZ} 1
.| Pwme* RFID ySenib R ¥ EH %24 |o |o |o |o |o
L R HRPRS AP ?E' A ’;:’
Rffs # WL FTE S P AR BRI L FEEHF K w7
# REID c7oft/ 4% - i Pﬁ
KGRI SRR LA bl s A T LR |HE | R|R
Lg% F' WEERFID fv uEpA My o o o |o |o |o
2. R Fs o RRID sty 7 7 5 &3 %TE‘* o |o |o |o |o
o
3| pHens RFID i stehig v £ g5 5 4 jgeh o |o |o |o |o
L ﬁi_ﬁgg:»ﬁ)gﬁquzgu ?E S S ,;i,
AHfG # AT L E AR I FELT ! Pl
RFID 7ot/ 45 « F ke
K ik A EH AL R AR B E A T r A A A I A &
1] ®F FR&#EFF i * RFID k5t - o |o |o |o |o

78




2. | RFID i ke * A £/ e FABF o o o O o
Lo RS RS R P R ’;f’
RET T ARSI T AL F LA ! |
RFID 7§ 3 - " F
KRR G N LR pg g o | R R R R
1|4% 2%~ RFID k3% ¢ BE ¥R ERLY | O O O O O
/g-@%:«'gzg% o
2.| Pave @@ % REID & stipie s 4 =% - 4 | o O O 0 0
24 o
TR REHME PR S ERE c FEFR AT DS

4
g—r’é;ﬁgm?jﬁi’}xfagxm A& F e

S R KT R A

o% + % E-mail:
DA NIERE B 1
4t

79




