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An Investigation of Determinants of Hospital Staff's Continuous Adherence to
Privacy Policy of Electronic Medical Records: The Expectation Confirmation Theory
Perspective

Abstract

The primary purpose of this research project is, under the context of Electronic Medical Records
(EMRs), to investigate the factors that can motivate hospital staffs to continuous adherence to EMRs
privacy policy. The project used Expectation Confirmation Theory as the theoretical underpinning of
the proposed research model. Survey methodology was used to collect 298 responses from hospital
staff in a large Taiwanese medical center. The collected data was analyzed by leveraging factor
analysis and Structural Equation Modeling (SEM). The results revealed that expectation confirmation
significantly predicts perceived usefulness and satisfaction, respectively. However, only perceived
usefulness significantly predicts behavioral intentions to continuous adherence to privacy policy of
electronic medical records. Moreover, self-efficacy, habit, and facilitating condition significantly
predict behavioral intentions to continuous adherence to privacy policy of electronic medical records.

Keywords: Electronic Medical Records, Privacy Policy, Continued Adherence, Expectation
Confirmation Theory
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Perceived
expectations

Manipulated
expectations

Satisfaction

Disconfirmation

Manipulated
performance

Perceived
performance

B 3-2 7% & BB %% #5¢ (Churchill & Surprenant, 1982, p. 492)

{8 3% % 7 7 i{ 2 Oliver (1980) =2t s AA A YRR T % (do B 3-3 97 )
st e ﬂ PERRMY FAAMAL AAEIRHE DR AR HRAST o
SR E AN QM ERY ARG KT EHASE AL T R
P P F AR AR T A2 e FL (A & i*;;—< IR s FEI(A B g
UE DL “"’ﬁwo(ﬁwi‘ IR DEES TSR ES O S gl 2 H R N

'Ui'i PR RY R FHNASDEREEY AR ok F F A SR L plyY
gF o R F R EFAT AL G AWM P mRESH R Y
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ZORBRIFEALA A THY VALY FFEN MY AR A D B E«‘ru'\#g
(Bhattacherjee, 2001b) - @ 3%+ »x(Perceived performance) s 75 # i 404 ¥ ;Uj'—'_;ﬁ I A%
BARETHIFPE RUFHEYDEIAIEHATIRIDTE RN BIALRES B
4 Bhattacherjee (2001b)f1# #p ¥ FEiliLindFd @ * F3F R ¥ T L ROLH o TR NF
ok SRR T N 0 N P gnaed e (Perceived usefulness)B- (R Hp 0 F R % B R

xrﬁw.]i(‘—i'rvgp {FERRIE G ¢ ) ¥ )R gF%g 2“’3%?%&7;’%%&0

Expectations

()

Repurchase
Intention (t2)

Confirmation

()

Satisfaction (t2)

Perceived
performance (t2)

tlfxzﬂ B Hl’f%ﬁi, t2 =~ /}i i %&

@] 3-3 # ¥ /xini2 4 (Oliver, 1980)

Bhattacherjee (2001b)#73% &1 F 30 & sedF 18 * #5538 (4B 3-4 #751 ) &2 ok endlp 453‘?,\;“’
#7 A2 4 B (Thongetal., 2006, p. 801) : 1) ¥ Feinish b PFoe A BEE A F/PRI: N 30 3P
i;’i’?i A oranio L B oo Tk su3E @ % 058 (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) B 53 3 ¥ 14 ¢n
F* uAw 2 0 Bhattacherjee (2001b)3 5 @ % F A * TP 0 FERFE L 5% T#
P %Eﬁmﬁ > HArdp o Fp T T A B end 3 R aF x5 2) Bhattacherjee (2001b) 7 %
FREBRFnY Y > Foundes * [ (Perceived usefulness) it & - g ¥ (S8 % #c ; 3)
TRk ku4E % % 05 (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) & & & 4% 345 »x(Perceived performance) % #c
J %] 7.t Bhattacherjee (2001b):3 % e »eeng e & 3 Asrzn(Confirmation) ® o

Perceived
usefulness

IS Continuance
Intention

Satisfaction

Confirmation

Bl 3-4 F 3k sidF @ * #53¢ (Bhattacherjee, 2001b)

BRI ¢ 0 Frsh(Confirmation)se 28 3 & g A SRR /R * 1S el B AR ;’%
(Yi,1990):0 5 "rmsn v * = g 25V 112 E@,Q(Objectlve confirmation) ; 2)4& 4 Fx 3%
(Inferred confirmation) ; 3)zu+Fx 3% (Perceived confirmation) - Ll 4p % b Er A
A (Judge)ikdg— = 3 BR] > A S H E I - REF pﬁ i Taawmmss ) Rldp
BypN R EAHA SRR /R W E R Y anst s g T g TR AR B A
Wy —‘kﬂi%’ [ geniansme b= A2 2 ° > Tiniomen ) ¥R L RFER A & TRdkhm
oo F 533“(“ 1990) ™~ 48 & " inArREin ) s dE Trin RN e
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BRAEIEABAAMAL Y o D EEGED R TR kSRR S gL
# 2. — (Bhattacherjee, 2001a, 2001b; Bhattacherjee & Premkumar, 2004; Bhattacherjee et al., 2008)
Pan g dpg PR E L sdF ¢ * (Doong & Lai, 2008; Halilovic & Cicic, 2013; Hsu et
al., 2004; Hsu et al., 2014; Lai & Yang, 2014; Limayem et al., 2007; Limayem & Cheung, 2008;
Tang & Chiang, 2010) - —*‘Ff ﬁ:;m s XA M s & B (McKinney et al., 2002; Susarla et al., 2003) >
R A :iZ—ﬂP {FE IR 5 E 4 PE K A % (Lankton & Wilson, 2007a; Lankton & Wilson, 2007b) i»
2R

Bk FRERMAL A SR
=~ B FEIRIEEAR M HCSS

B FERRIam D RAE A FHARE > GAeIE R R % LR MRS SHeL BT
2§z 22 &) (Anderson & Sullivan, 1993; Dabholkar et al., 2000; Ollver, 1977, 1980; Spreng et al.,
1996) » 15 k¥ EBBF A AR 0 ¢ FFRFRAR > ML E B EHERP 0T o
(F)FR a3

GF TSR D RS Y SRR LR GRS 5 % b R
{7 /4 ¥i(Bhattacherjee, 2001b) ~ 4% 4 ¢ * T + 7§ 7+ PR7%(Bhattacherjee, 2001a) ~ 3 3 & siiF 4§ i@
* (Bhattacherjee & Premkumar, 2004; Bhattacherjee et al., 2008) ~ 2z 7 3t 4% § ¢ * (Hsuetal.,
2004) ~ 4 i gRix(Limayemetal., 2007) ~ i 8 ¥ % si(Limayem & Cheung,
2008) ~ # 4 & * T + 1t FPRF%(Thong et al., 2006)

1. Bhattacherjee (2001b) 3 3t & sudF & * 3¢

BEH) Y ARSI hAT A N Y RAAEE 0 R H AER 12 7 5 0 2% Bhattacherjee (2001b)
e FEFRAFLR T TR «w\,i—a‘;/ﬁﬁi‘*’# TRRR 2 ARAR L T 0 E AR
FRILG 5 AH D /DT L EF R % $05¢ (A Post-Acceptance Model of IS Continuance)(+4- &
3-5 #77m) - Bhattacherjee (2001b)7% 5 i * - S dodeff 3 * Fn, KECRIESES S - SRR M W
RYEF RG> D FEHRAESTRARY ’*ﬁ?ﬁﬁP LG TR L o R e H %“J‘*?’T”\‘%{L
ARIV AL R L VAR B % 27T ks - Bhattacherjee (2001b)£i§q‘.?-$:=ﬁ»’§,
AEFRY FEFED G BRFRARNDT L ERY o ARG Y ARUEHYR L
B~ iRAG P EHEHR LR A 'I“i%%?“‘;% GRPFERY LB MR BLAETTR
GAEFR Y AR E R R EAM o

Perceived
usefulness
Satisfaction

Confirmation
B 3-5 F & sidF ¢ * #55 (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 353)

IS Continuance
Intention
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2. Bhattacherjee (2001a) g % % & B /3F f & * T F 3 13RI

Bhattacherjee (2001a) iz 35 8 3 FaziZim#k 4o Bl 3-6 cF7 3 FHE > R4 B A TER R
PR T3 F R FHRG R —“Ff i@ * T 3 7 A pRak g zn(Confirmation) st 35 Bl H
@ * T AR ,g,)i(satISfaCtlon)ﬂff'F,\y’T' 7 * 4 (Perceived usefulness) > @ /& & & ~ 3o4r3 *
4o & 3 & # Fl(Loyalty incentives) B| ¥ &g “?E BRI IFFR TS 'ﬁﬁ FEPRIF2. R B
Bhattacherjee (2001a)4* 4 e fein £ #d 2 A L33 gt * X2 7A 4E > 2w ic 172 5 »&
KA A EEET ,f,\. PR T A A TE R A W'\J}’?f.sﬁ‘l% LA ] j}FRj&E}?]'P » HApe 35
B :H"v':‘ T FFARIRBAAEIRA WA BEFIFRBRLAERACF M AR RERT
*“ﬁ”&@¥%f«m%$@?i+@ﬁWﬁ&@

Satisfaction
w Continuance
Perceived Intention
usefulness
Loyalty
incentives

B 3-6 REEHAR/MAFF R T 3 F IR (Bhattacherjee, 20014, p. 203)
3. Bhattacherjee and Premkumar (2004) #5-5"

Bhattacherjee and Premkumar (2004)3% & & F st f14k @ * da bl v pre DR LR * F R &
(Belief) 2 ;@&“ﬁi%’ﬂ*ﬁ PR 0 FP U RIS S AAH D & S PRIV g
(hoB] 3-7 %777 ) 4R ¥ H BT ASR Y DT L8 R REAL I E AT kR
PRSI AERRETR Y LRI E Bhattacherjee and Premkumar (2004) 4%+ g 5 4
(% F pa& j M@ B ko B 1 Rk 750 3 (Longitudinal)sd & > & % & = i P A Bh(t, b,
t3) 0 3 é‘?ﬁ‘; gL B e B4 B TT TV A BEFIR AR ﬂ piE
B0 A A(t, )R (o, ta)d BFRIEE > AT 2 BEEIES 2 b kA B B g * 2
B0 Rle RRU)PFRF B a2 R RS R R 0 2 (W)F R B R R TRRI()FF

FFELRE R > HARBGR T & 2 o
Beliefs (t, t3)
i Attitude '
: t, t

] 3-7 Bhattacherjee and Premkumar(2004) ;¢

,:‘ /umlé *

Pre-Usage Stage

Usage Stage

Usefulness (t1, t2)

Disconfirmation
(o, t3)
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4. Bhattacherjee et al. (2008) -3¢
Bhattacherjee et al. (2008)i& — # 3 *v 7 30 % k4% 5 @ * 45 (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) - & *

FaisaEger e wpl e & e HF# * 7 5 & B (Continuance intention) -
Bhattacherjee et al. (2008) /] #-i7 5 R BI£ &7 {7 5 g;g AR 3-8 R B s
Bhattacherjeeetal. (2008) > T #5347 2 L BWE R 7 2 2 B EFF - A F a4 p Ao (IT
self-efficacy) & ¢ s ;¢ ;= (Facilitating conditions) - Bhattacherjee etal. (2008) ME ST OB 1
TRE Y B EIE AR TRE LA BL G R B A B T BRRE A 2 s ¥
%ﬁ%“ﬁéi@iﬁ%*@ﬂﬂ@wm&%ﬁﬂﬁwﬁiéﬂﬁ\m“maﬁ°

Post-Usage IT Self- Facilitating

Usefulness efficacy Conditions

. . Continuance Continuance
Satisfaction Intention Behavior

] 3-8 Bhattacherjee et al. (2008) -3¢

Disconfirmation

5. Hsu et al. (2004)fi=5¢

Hsu et al. (2004) £ & # 3 Feini@sh &4 € surI2 34 (Social cognitive theory) » #& 1 4] 3-9
SR R RS A R R 2o e (Worldwideweb) ik infT 5 LR & W R
235 > F sk A o B % IR 1)1 A7 FE i (Prior Perceived Disconfirmation) & ¥ B 8% %

3y 3 (Outcome expectations) ; 2) 74 a7 Fazulg ¥ B 58 @ * % £ & (Satisfaction with prior

use) s )L * SRR RBEFRLEED Y 4 e p Ao (Internet self-efficacy) &g ¥ 3
FEEHY 5T AHp A (ITself-efficacy) g F R R 2, FER* LW 6)F
MPEHED AN F TR ReRFERY FL LR AFTAPH A 27
R AR EF 2t HRBEIISE T v A EF AR o

Internet
self-efficacy
QOutcome
Expectation

B 3-9 Hsu et al. (2004)#= 3 #i-5¢

Prior Perceived
Disconfirmation

WwWWwW
Continuance
Intention

Satisfaction
with Prior Use

6. Limayem et al. (2007) -3¢

Limayemetal. (2007)i& - # ¥ o T3t s sidF @ * & B % 1 4o® 3-10 %= 7 % i
R A R R R RIS R AR o SR HE A & B 4o i IR (Habit) R 0 A IR R R
Il A B FEHRE R = fE 1 (Comprehensiveness of usage)£: 1 17 & 4 5 (Frequency
of past behavior) - Limayem et al. (2007)8? P HR-Y R RBAL: ERPET R R (IS
continuance usage) =% #*t > Limayem et al. (2007)7 #-% ff AR5 A F M A FF R * 75 L

Blfef s sndF g s SEF oD & g(Moderator) » ZZFA T4 HE 225D 4 UKREI
16



R RS EWE 227 ootk A o THEAEEFET RATR AIFFR Y 7L R
mﬁgg@i«;}? %ﬁ%‘;#gﬁ’g o %Tiﬁrﬂ Péﬁﬁt g #%—E/-gxgi#iﬁ‘l% * R" = R’-ﬁx mf’r T:" ;11-'-‘ I
PREFFTRAAFER Y FLABTR A NFFR 3 RHEF LA GEY > 7 &

ﬁ_rr_}'} B p-)iﬁﬁ~‘“"‘&p-§f' 2“'333 F.f%ﬂﬁ;to
IS continuance
usage
Frequency of
past behavior

di

Perceived
usefulness

IS continuance
Intention

By 3

Satisfaction

Comprehensiveness
of usage

@) 3-10 Limayem et al. (2007) 5%
7. Limayem and Cheung (2008) -3¢

Confirmation

Limayem and Cheung (2008) 2 Bhattacherjee (2001a)#74% ! 7 30 & SodF i@ * 5% 5 A&
# ARl 3-11 A BN 0 E S F 4 v 4R 3 Y I (Habit) £ 2 7 % (Prior behavior) $#3% F 3
GREEE R 2w —'la‘ﬂ?fﬂ‘éﬁ RPN A e ek 2 B Yk di(Internet-based learning
systems)#F i * BT E o £ W 505 7 2 F A A AT S S B MinF * 2 (Perceived

usefulness) ¥+t 7% & )i(Satisfactlon)rE’ ALk EAFEg @ 7 5 & BI(IS continuance intention)‘i
PLEFRE > mu(Confirmation)§t»tinsrg ¥ Mo s L RFA R * LRFEHFLE %

LEAHFIRY FLARMET RN LAFER Y S BEIRFRE A VR~ MARF ; ]
Frr 7FEABETR LRFERY 7L 7L BEFRE - Limayem and Cheung (2008) 7+
FYREANFTAIAPFERY FLARMETAAAFYRY FLA FROHMBEASEY -

Perceived
usefulness

8. Thong et al. (2006) fi= ;¢

IS continuance
intention

IS continued
use

Satisfaction

Prior behavior

# 3-11 Limayem and Cheung (2008) -3¢

Thong et al. (2006)#% - Bhattacherjee (2001b)#r4% d! e F 30 & SiaF i * 50 > 3 4o ino
% * 4 (Perceived ease of use) ¥ ;,’:wfr" e (Perceived enjoyment) & i % #ic(4o Bl 3-12 #777) » 4+
HABTF CRRFIRBEFEYL m&SHIVLmﬁﬁogﬁ&A%@T&wpﬁ@;,qfﬁ
B N EREIEN 2 0 IONATH S B AL Y MEF e PR YRR
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ReHEgRr 3 MR F S LR A R R L e MEFRERAO YR BLA
BREFRY LI FPRIE S LR A AR R R AR Y e s

Perceived ease
of use
Confirmation
Perceived
enjoyment

9. Hsu et al. (2014) -3¢

Perceived
usefulness

Satisfaction

Continued IT
usage intention

B 3-12 Thong et al. (2006)#= 3 #i-5¢

Hsu et al. (2014) #-#p ¥ /i@ & ¢ cfgiddr 3 > BAL L e b PRIZE % A4 5 # 174

=
(Utilitarian).%i"[fq 3] (Hedonic) s 47 » & & 11 4o @] 3-13 #7745 - &AL FE LR Jﬁ" W
$ 653 i 7 rxtk A 0 A 475 % B om suAr e JU»c F (Perceived utilitarian benefits) ~ 5 J1x & £zl
(Utilitarian benefits confirmation)## é,i&irr'rﬁ sz & (Perceived hedonic benefits) 4 =) &8 % 82 58% &,
Booodinars e E B E PSS i Mo é&irrlraﬁl s 7 B E f;,&réf] ez & Frz(Hedonic
benefits confirmation) » @ /& & B "~ B FRLHFFE 75 LW -

Perceived
utilitarian benefits

UB
Confirmation

Perceived
hedonic benefits
HB
confirmation

(= )d & RHES
FOFEHTRGABERY 4L R EE Y WL ARG RS LA
(McKinney et al., 2002) ~ & * x SLpRF%4% #4 % & A& (Susarla et al., 2003) -

1. McKinney et al. (2002) $i=5¢

_ _ Continuance
Satisfaction intention

B 3-13 Hsu et al. (2014)# 7 fi-5¢

McKinney etal. (2002) 2 8 3 Fe 2 5 A #H > 73 A I iv e b T AR L R & LA
BERFHNERRLNRLRDME > BB UL ERE ATAST 8 RS TR
& B el 2 (1Q expectation) frin e 34 & 1 5 »<(1Q-perceived performance) » @ i * % B 4- 4
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BLFREFERACFTRAST RS g o ien 22 735 JPAR(IQ disconfirmation) :

ARRTERE T e TR S PR R SRR TR TS AR R R B ER
PHET RIS LR B AE TS TR TR R B 30 ] £ v s 568 B kK K
EIEHS e
1Q
disconfirmation Web-1Q
satisfaction
1Q-perceived
performance
Web-SQ
i satisfaction
SQ-perceived
performance

Web-customer
satisfaction

© McKinney et al. (2002) i 4§+ 387 § % 459 ¢ § 16 & FABILTIE A4 0 X AR %,
'
disconfirmation

SQ expectation

] 3-14 McKinney et al. (2002)# 7 #i-5*
2. Susarla et al. (2003) # 5"

Susarlaetal. (2003) 72 #f % FEI2 4o B 3-15 77 1 05 > e £ EHTR Y A SR B
# (Application service provider, ASP)=i% & & ° 3% #5035 5 £ % 734w ASP 3 i enii ok
(Perceived provider performance) £ £+ ASP % R, & (Satisfaction with ASP) 4 | % 7] ASP #
it Mic 4 (Function capability of the ASP) ~ 3 itvPR 5% i%3% (Technical service guarantee) ~ 12 ji 4
e ¢+ ik Jw(Prior Internet usage) ~ 3R IT = 3 & (Maturity of internal 1T) ~ 121 % 5L &
k% (Prior systems integration) & S #csr 2 58 5 @ ¥ ASP ek £ A X £ Bl & % orinse ASP #
li’——?;]‘ e 2282 7 FEzn(Disconfirmation) sag2 58 o 3% A7 7 R W B 256 25 A K o & IﬁJ‘,f
VLR R Qe it H R R Ao 38T X ROR A R A B £ K AT ASP R e’ s fogtt
ASP siis L B A B F B 500 > H AR IES = o
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Technical service
guarantee

Functional
capability of the
ASP

Satisfaction with
ASP

A

Prior Internet
usage

. ‘ Perceived provider
Maturlty of performance
internal 1T

Prior systems

integration

By

) 3-15 Susarla et al. (2003) -3¢

AP RIEAE L TRAEE o F A AR IR Z RIS R A MY RS
DEFFRA I FFEFFRER R RO BE BRI 0 SR R R
BMAR P A SRR RR S YRR PROFT R e > R FER S
A BFSFEFERBRE O BB R R FRMEREP FLAE S
AFF o P F ok (Straub etal, 2004) o 3T R S PLE T A ERGE  BEHFF 4
BRAGHREERNAZFLALT T L EHEHRSFEFFN SR 28 a Ny FRY
Bl Py HAS % s RSl dFR 2238582 o

- P ERRE

THFRREEP FERR LR hENEFEL I REN F0% 20 7 2 A XA P
AR o HREEA T o R R A LS AR RIITR > TR E R F IR g2
EARAREL B E HHFRATTAR AR ek FRAIIFEFD S REE
B TR ECRN FRA T EFEFERY 0 TR - BARLE R
ez SRR AR TR R E TR EED R D R Tl AR T
e R A 2 )E'E'E#—*‘i@} BRF pEEP FERLBFFFEAFH A RN I I AR
#: (Oliver, 1980) £ 7 3 s sud¥ i@ * ;¢ (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) ¥ a5 434 cra@zm A A 5 o
o R F RO A A * (Venkatesh et al., 2003; Venkatesh et al., 2012) £ 33 & 21 %
ifz‘a‘;%\:ﬁt #% (Herath & Rao, 2009; Ifinedo, 2012; Ng et al., 2009)4p B < )l% e S SN R B AR
(Self-efficacy) ~ & s}t ;= (Facilitating conditions) ~ £2 4 | (Habit) ¥ % #+¥ ic € 2 #&%‘,fg@%% % R
1 %3%1% BRLFRERPRERRL G5 LW o 237 FF 7 F A 40R 4-1 477 o

% Y5 3 7RI % (Oliver, 1980) 2 721 % xud 4 ¢ * ;% (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) » % fx B
1%*?4%@%\%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ%’a%&ﬁlﬁﬁalﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@aﬁ?%

[ad
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IWATFL R gt o AV RIEH T F .-;I%fﬁx;% RO e B e S ¢ W R TR
WL PR A Bt g A MOANIp At s ek R I TR R TR S flﬁaﬁ%% [0 A e
B TIEH ot > PR 1 F AR IR G ']it(Percelved usefulness)(Bhattacherjee,
2001b) > @ FRATFT i p P AT R F R 3 YL F R AR T ik & & (Satisfaction)
JEN 3067 48 (Internal marketing)@gLgbm = » B 1 ¥ 4R & {%ﬁ [ER= TR T %]’i‘bﬁ’g LY T4
mR T aEa Fheihp #%(Ahmed & Rafiq, 2003) — 7 T AR T F R RS 0 R PN
PES > ﬁl«kmh WAFCR G P AT RS ﬁlﬁ*“ﬁia\mﬁ LR -HIFA R Y
E‘f (P R s }ﬁafﬁ‘if @Eﬁia\ﬂ;EJﬁ FRIEF A AT AT 2 EF REAY
e 0 FPL R ,fx‘—ﬁ BB GoRep e B3 Bga 4 arih 4o b 5907 Sl
LIRS 3 #fié‘f i LRBRIRE A1 HTFRERT #;Eﬁza\rnﬁ Mgk~ P
Faied - LY RA T pRY Eésf.éfﬁé“i%‘}%/‘?,—?:fgﬁ)ﬁ‘,—% CEGEFTR o TRYR IR

EHE o A3 E R AT L %A ¢ 3 ria(Confirmation) ~ ja4rg * 2(Perceived usefulness) »
,%5 % /& (Satisfaction) ~ p 2% »ziy (Self-Efficacy) ~ § *& 4 /= (Facilitating condition) ~ ¥ ¢ (Habit)
¥ %‘ﬁ R+ yﬁa)ﬁ%f %&£ rz % (Continuance compliance intention) % = B % #c -

%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁéi@
(Continuance Compliance
Intention)

;,f_ﬁ‘r"ﬁ o
(Perceived usefulness)

Hi (+)

(Confirmation)

H
(Satisfaction) o () Hg (+)

BT
(Self-Efficacy)

TR
(Facilitating Condition

Bl 4-15 § % ff67

N E gt

fp AR TR AT A AN R e g

(- FERARTF * L2 Fehiid

TR A FIRR D HN R R AR R R T 2 7 IR GRAT Y B
I r’v’vﬁzfi(Bhattacherjee 2001b, p.359) ; @ Mansrs * 1, R l4p FIef 1 %E}:‘Fi\ﬁ{fﬁg’ —3-:}[";3
R B sT et o R Tk ALF ¢ % 05 (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) 0 FEin g iuAr *
ﬁﬁ%¢ AR R REERAT  FREIENT I RERS R Y R
Fom TR AHEE S Fﬁ)ﬁ%’f‘ Fﬁfiﬁ\k@ o iR %;}?ﬁ)ﬁmnggg 4 s BB
WA g m\%ffiﬁ\w'gﬁ’gfllfﬁ 'ﬁf%%ff’uﬁ——p‘\s’?ﬁ."‘f?ﬁ}ﬁ‘%f‘ éﬁﬁiﬁ\séﬁi‘i

L+ Ry "R R B F R I RASEY  RFRA AT AL
R RO ALY ki Fla BT R RS R Y M ibAv e Jivzgk’fpp_a FE
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PRPGRACY WS KA w4 B Blde Hsuetal. (2004)% & M 2 AERRIL G AR € SR ATIL
3t A BER @ v 25 73 % (World Wide Web) s * i 5o 1% » 4 S s or 3 (Prior
perceived confirmation) & & & ¥ 8 &£ % Rt * & sLenip #) 2 % (Outcome expectation) ;
Thong et al. (2006)# ¢4 #: F 2 Bfs i & * T3 1 FORRIF TR o B % 7 3 AERE e
7R T eAph 5 Liaoetal (2007)8 & P Fasiih 13- 7 5 AT LR * R
FEY AANPETE > REFRE A OB F R SE R VEY R
Limayem and Cheung (2008) » 17 % # 3 4§ & * #ic= 8 ¥ kAP PF 4> Srris @ T
Al TGnaeg v SHFRE - BRI EHR S AP ERNT SRR

Hit Frf 2 #0025 p B f o comse s £ 4000 T3 p R F s amese
AL S R N 2l
(C)VEREALRZF MG

BARY TFRR TS R R T ks L enis L 42 (Bhattacherjee, 2001D, p.
359) ) -+ AR TR 4 sdF AR H05¢ (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) » FERR B A RS F S v AP M
%?4%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ€’%&ﬁl%%?;%ﬁ%f%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬂ%’ﬁ@ﬁl?%
BFTFHREF ARG (7 g A oer p R AN B AL ek R R
et RIFRA LB HNBHET S REEP FEITALINAL o F 2 0 kPR
GO R LI Sk BIR 1T R AR R LR R o R S |1 B
FRERREES FEIRT TR TS RPR L MR R o CUL P LR S LA
B F WAL 4p M 0 bl4e Tang and Chiang (2010)#5 3 & B35 i * 3NERPFFF - B 55
FFEZRD v B F B A IR X 708 R & 5 Laiand Yang (2014) 4] * #p ¢ Frnd@ih ~ 17 58
B B AT AT A o B S AR A RGRAiR LA S F $ 1w 4a M 5 Halilovic
and Cicic (2013)p] 2~ 47 scFrE = f 1 # # * M350 8 St B % F WA 1 9
TR, B MEREE TRR R mA @G AP ER AT IR

Mot § el 2 #0025 S e K enmings 2 40 23 R Salse R e
Bz B = & e 4p B
(2 * A RARL F Mg

MimAeg vl B4 %s BB 1 ,@_gt L+ o AR Rk e K 18 2 3= (Bhattacherjee,
2001b, p. 359) ; - fegR T3 4 KidF A @ * 58 (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) » tow3 * LR R A S
FEESAM R IRERRA T 4ok FRALGRLINGHT T HEES R
Sk TR EZARAET AP LRI RERF AR RFRA LTV AHN TSR
EF R E R IR F 2 o ok FRAL S RBRARE FEh > AFRbr g
FHL T paant e PIFRE LT R EET S paEf Rk e g 5
M HTA2ABLARE VAP ERAREBARAFT ST ool blde
Halilovic and Cicic (2013)4f 33 rc/ir8 = f 1 #FF @ * MARIE E B B 5% > B 5 F R
Frf 1ersnsrdici s ¢ i w BEF R EH % L & 5 Tang and Chiang (2010)45 34 & B3 4 & »
TEREFFR  SEFR VRENME RGP L e EFRFNRAE X IR
% ; Doong and Lai (2008)4 7 i¢ * #4204 T34 T+ 2k seaF e v PEFF o BEH
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R ® FEWT UL amne r HABRER Y FLARMA TSI o HE M - &
5t sim A E T AR
st FRR TS op RS R an ey v e e T3 o iR IRt
a‘\\/ﬁ,&fﬁ ¥ oo &t e 4P B
(z)iRdrs * e #‘:.ﬁ‘ﬁ # 7 5 & W(Continuance compliance intention)2_ ¥ cH i i
"HAEEE R AR R FRE AL FEET SRR, RO L 75 A
(Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) o & 7 3 & Sud4F 5 & * ;% (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) > u4v3 * &
ﬁ%i&ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@wwoﬁiiﬁﬁ%ﬁaﬁ’%%§%ﬁwﬁ@£ﬂ§%?4@&%f
@%ﬁ§ﬁ$ﬁ’ﬁWﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?+%ﬁ@fﬁ P MFRELQF
LA HFB R - F 2 :%%§&ﬁ1um%%ggﬁwﬁm’ﬁ§MN%#%%
TERAAEAE R FRR L AT A S T R R R e B I
ARE G LT #ﬂ%‘ﬁf RS FRESTR o MUY R G R
A AL ek o b4 Halilovic and Cicic (2013)R] A 45 e il = R 1 #5541 * pd ik
BHEMAPEFR > AR L amied P e BFRPAMC ALY 751
Liao etal. (2007) 5 & h H Fazn i h B 4 T A RAHFEAE L FFr» 2 3 VB Y im
2 q].% P R RPN AL PRI e PEF RS EER Y T EY kK
75 LB Kim (2010)7 A5 & ) F Amea i@k 23t 4 (7 5 BHRFE A A RF R v 78 HdRpIR
r el %mﬂ%’bﬁ*%&T%mewmﬁ&%mﬁmﬁ?wﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁma@*
wAR B o IR W 0 A H AN T AR
o FRE IS LI REES R an o) P AR T op R R
FoR (75 LRI AT o 4p B
ujﬁhﬁﬂﬁiﬁf“iimiﬁﬁﬁﬁ
R TRk sudF g H05¢ (Bhattacherjee, 2001b) 0 i * S L A S HIFF R T 75 L H
AEFL AR o RIFENRS T o ek FRA LB ET S HREER R S
PR B :’Eﬁﬁﬁéiﬁ&ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%ﬁ%%ﬁW%K%ﬁwﬁ&ﬁ%iﬁﬁ
RHRREP R RFRIFIBEOCRFAFLEPABRTE PR IAT R AR
&%fﬁﬁwﬁm’ﬂﬁﬁ%TﬁﬁﬁﬁWﬁﬂ%iﬁmﬁ*°”ﬂ°$ﬂ%ﬁﬁ&§ﬁ%
FEREELSLWS F B> wdphl > b4 Tang and Chiang (2010)47 34 % R 4 i¢ * 30F R A
%W%’%%%m%m%*mzﬁ ﬁaﬁLa%%£Wﬁ#?%*4*ﬁ~ﬁwaﬁ
Doong and Lai (2008) »" 47 & * & $t>t e T30 £+ i gk 2] AP * P EFF > R F R
¥ ;!z:(ii-v’\‘ﬁ:,.‘:i SN &f}; HEFEFe* 75 283 izF'“:,k w & 4p B 5 Lin et al.
Qm@%%%wﬁ§%?#‘%¢ w@ﬁ’*%%mamﬁﬁu B R L RB A
B cniz 5 LW Chouetal (2010) P9 * ) 3 Fa st d@ s 4R 3ALFE & * F 4 0 4 4 o
PR FE AT SRR TR ii—]—*"a#:‘im,ﬁ LRI HFRTAFER Y AFE L o3
Emfﬁ&@°$%_ﬁﬁﬂm’A?EﬁTTﬂWML
st FRAIHN T I HHIF RN B L AL AFILRT S pREEL FERF
SRR PR

. =1

B
2
7]
AR

i3
#
g

ok

(\x,
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CLELTEEE ¢ V5 N BN T

Tp Aoz 4p Fref 1 #2080 %} %R AR ks ehp 42 & (Bhattacherjee
etal., 2008, p. 21) - i Jp4+ € 2u w32 % (Social cognitive theory) - T p #sciy | &t Sp i@ & B (7
B Fi o FIEEHEZE 5 £ p 7w (Bandura, 2009) ﬁ} THRENED T Aok Flr
ALlpEndigd s paEs s &Ma’ﬁ%ﬁlwhs°Bﬁﬁfﬂw%%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ’
E'J%F%ﬁlﬁ%%ﬁé ERITAAPRAT I RHEREF L 2R DY FM@FMEE@?%W ’
P oAV R AL AT R 0 Blde Hsu et al. (2004)3F T E e gL p oo (Internet self-
efficacy) & » Bg F R 8% R Ff e * 27k T oni7 5 L B > Bhattacherjee et al. (2008) -4+ 4+
FORPE R AR 2 R kR P s RIFIRT A A Ao (IT self-efficacy) i
eRHRFPFAFERY 2 EF R A ANEL LR d ﬂ\?% STEE 3 ERA 2Lk sLehdE
oA LFRAIFXLFETF pEEF FEARPBERNE > LR LT AL 2R
I [];JH‘ B p AT ERE 1 AT A ﬁ%}ﬁ?;ﬁ% DFER O ANMABEEF I HFR
()4 Herath & Rao, 2009; Ifinedo, 2012; Ng et al., 2009; Siponen et al., 2014) » ¥ &L p # st
R TR 1 5 fErc ik e & F] % 0 k5 Bhattacherjee (2001b)BLEL » 3 30k b *
& mr]',%ﬂ B FEFRY REFF Y ok EEH A HE DT IEGR

6:§%ﬁlﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁiiﬁﬁ%f R TS ABZF D w4p B
CIRSRRAFIIHEL AWML T oM

APER TR R TR Flefa 3%’%*7:“% R R R RERGUTR PINE R
¥ ¥5 42 & (Bhattacherjee et al., 2008, p. 21) o @& J5 & & £ 44 & fio 5t (Venkatesh et al., 2003;
Venkateshetal.,, 2012) > *5 ke in >t A A F A # * FARKPFT L AR L L v HFB L
1-*“'%“* RREFED T ok Freia u% e+ «ff’a/ﬁ%f Tk FT R PE R AR B ?."’MH.%E b
AECAFIPRRFER DA I ATERFFELE TR MNFRAIBTRELD T A
- HELFEFEFETFRFEF R F 2 0wk 1 R st kR T
%ﬁ%*ﬁﬁkﬁ%ﬁb’*{ﬁ%fww%%%ﬁﬁé%ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁa?ﬁZ@ﬁ%ié
PR FRESTR o TR R P T BRI o e PR R ORI A R
TRANGFHLFZEHFRE > bl4e Venkatesh et al. (2012)4F 3¢ 2 Foig * {7 # e B PRAF &,
B SR I R A Roenié BB E A ¥ #258 - Halilovic and Cicic (2013) 1] 4 47 5 /i
HxR14Fger iy oean@ 874 » #F Mzt L # )k /2 (Conditions of support) £ 5z
FRR 1R * 2 L A B+ »4p B Renaud and Goucher (2012)% IE,%E [E3 - 07
WE AT KRR }_;zg\mg} kg Rak L@ g R B gp ikt 0 ARG
i SR A Vi A N T B PR T ‘*K??Fmﬁ 1 E BRI ‘é“\f}m}’za\ v F] L
FoT AR

Hy o 3 B8 Flst KehR s Frel 1 B R 3 p i oo il 7 5
LR B e Ap Bl
(MY RRBFEEE S LWL MR

YRR ARGENEAP RS RE B EERIRGE B 2F BRI
g Y - k71 5 (Verplanken & Orbell, 2003) » & - #& % i {7 5 (Vanceetal., 2012) - 43+
YR RASFRE AR R EES e @ P ¥ (TR 2R - Vanceetal,
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(2012)w%- Ry R € H 7 5 3 F itk § (Conscious decision) i ¥ 4 7 0 Fl A R K
CEYRBEAL c NAFT ¥ f:?f.}fﬁg‘ﬁiﬁ FTERASZTR CDFAABEFEE LR
FTAGRECDEBRPEFTEEL CDERPEFLZ AR bl AFNR Lfiﬁxﬁ ety
g ® »Vanceetal (2012) % ¥ i Lo i 1 B pF % 2pc W FFIE 2 % & F% > Limayen
et al. (2007)¥2 Limayem and Cheung (2008)E'J FRYBEAAREFF» TR ARFIARETF
%ﬁ;%ﬁ@%ﬂ%%&’%Uﬁpfﬁﬁfﬁﬁ??ﬁ%*R&%E@?$%$&
(Limayemetal., 2007) & 4% %52 8 % x si(Limayem & Cheung, 2008) £ % ¥ 8- % - @ Trafimow
(2000)#F 3 2 RF 2 R * TG 2T 2 AW REFRYBHELTFLARMEL v Y
F55 5 Venkateshetal. (2012)45 3¢ & R ig * 7 & R RIRIFLE > B EFRY FH A Kenig #
TRERFVE - N AP R AFARTF R AT “"ﬁ‘dﬁﬁ 0 FPLRFEON 2
YRESFRAIBFIERTL I pE IS FEARDET LR - wxFRE 1B I HRE
%‘%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬂaﬁW$”f’M§%ﬁlﬁﬂ”3*§¢?4%ﬁ@f/’
FER O p R I FFERR S F RIS FEARLF LR I AP HRSVEH
PFRAIFFEFEL I HEES FERRL AL AR E L v FRT > DR DT ARG

o' FIRAL Y REAFFERT S pRAEF FEARL A LML TS L 5 4pH
ERERTUTANFINA

BRI AN 2 ko AP R BT GG A R R IFA A
2RI 4o
(- )FEss

PEFGRILH D TR dp i § ARSI AP ER T A RS KT - Ren
#2 % (Oliver, 1980) » A3+ AIH#- T /st ) &5 C FlRl 1 $20 R+ p '8 f Walbrc 2 1 9
Pk B Rl 2 suaeae® A B Ap @ ehiz A (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) i i IE(—*—' 3 37)
2 Bhattacherjee (2001b, p. 370)mg Fu A#E O DRI F Iﬁa)ﬁ BEFZIT ¢ Eolde )
3f?4@ﬁ%f#éﬁmm+$““ penkaE ;s 2)% *%ﬁ—~%éﬂ%mﬁwﬂaw

VIR eiBE S J)EM A T o < WA AN T F H RS R F iz B K

=

oo

(= )‘,.u-‘:’r"ﬁ *

PR E R SLAF R Y LS 0 A3 * 4 (Perceived usefulness)4p i * ﬁ e F
WG SR e o AP R TRAG P RS FRALFILRT F EE RS Rk
Keme® o §r8 Ko7 (&% 341) Limayem et al. (2007, p. 722)08 # 4 A > & 45T 5 p R
rg FEFY T,g;}fm-hr' 1)3111%-5-}?3{& i ;E;T/Iaiéfi\“g\# %]‘54;{1,2)%{}%‘?—?@}&:‘%
PR R BB B S S R T BT R R ERA R LG R R -
E)siAr

YR RIS TRAL AR T H A SRIEDL » 2§ i 5L (Oliver, 1980) -
ERFRFEERT O AFERBLAR LA Freia ‘ﬁ‘v:‘ﬁ% RS R AR O s
% #7 & (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) » =& F* 58 (¥ 4 4%)12 Bhattacherjee (20014, p. 213)e7% %
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BAREHD L RRTFFHEHRLEFL T s oo AR T I p R e i
AL QB BTF pEEF FER L BRP AL I)ARFELH AT ET R
FEP R B AT RERS RS RAAE TR L RN
(=) p 3zt

TpAoric A R RRBZ TR - 75 2k (Taylor & Todd, 1995) » 43+ % #-p
ATl &L %ﬂ;‘bﬁ I H g @; BT RAEET 2 T W ehp 13 42 & (Bhattacherjee et al.,
2008, p. 21) » =8 B 38 (% 4 42) 1/ Bhattacherjee et al. (2008, p. 26):h& % 5 A # > ¥ ZH T +
FRFREF ST ¢ fablhet TR g £ 6 A F > A4 KB ET T pAEF Rl
2)?_@ i iyap&ﬁ& » Ao %ﬁrﬁﬂﬁ?*%)ﬁ’%f‘ uﬂf%ﬁ“i ’3)»::,7,% ¢ 4 kd»'.a’.pl oo iE s iR
it ﬁ R Y Sl A 4)5“%*‘?%& BT RERT Pg%f«:a\ K ER g o
(T )R shm

TR OEHT A TR SR T K 0 0 30 R 0¥ R 42 & (Taylor & Todd, 1995) » A3
L 7 LTI & S Freia *ﬁ*“é} B+ RERY R T R AR
(Bhattacherjee et al., 2008, p. 21) - #=& #° 58 (£ 3 %), Bhattacherjee et al. (2008, p. 26) & # =
AT lﬁ%'ﬁ,"" _jﬁ;fﬁﬁ-;lrﬁ@h 13370 @ FE B4 l)«*\"ﬁ X397 P (] 'QL"IF}%*E.‘% 7 Mgk kY
E‘ﬁ%’)?'{ﬁ@ﬁ?;"fﬁi/ﬁ% REFCR ) F el 1TRE 0 A G “ﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiiffﬁﬁfﬁ%f e
Erei G )Fa e X ATRFT T R E RS RSO R
()Y 17

ApgeRe TV RERFRA LS ET S A ER R B P ¥ v

> =8 B 5 (& 3 4%))% Limayem and Cheung (2008, p. 229)sh& % 5 A # > ¥ &yp T+ J

F?ﬁﬁ&f’gfmﬁﬂnﬂ“ A% BERFREES R SRS LA & 2)
ﬁ%m?’ﬁ '+@&%%#éﬁmanﬂ%ﬁﬂ$ﬁﬁﬁ‘%§ﬁ%#W%’£@m+@
FEf RE AR TR OERA -
()#$§¢?+$ﬁ%f%&ﬁ LW

Wiy LR %%%“Ei‘% AP ES TEYELLR,
i Aﬁ#ﬁﬁ{ﬁﬂ»; [ﬁ;fﬁ%ff\ FEFCR T A .a.%l &5 ?Hmﬁ lﬁﬁﬁifﬁg}yﬁﬁ;@fﬁ%
F wE oL 2 7 5 & Bl (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359)’1?1 Ff 78 (% 3 4%).2 Bhattacherjee (2001b,
p.370)c 8 % 5 AH > T iRipT F [}igfﬁ'rg R T IT £ S bde D )R g&%g‘@‘f@f{; [F;’fﬁl%
FRESCR I )AREFERT I A FEK 52 g6 S KARET S R )
%%lﬁjﬁﬁﬁ?éﬁﬁ’ﬂgwﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%f T FCR LR IE o

sh‘*

TR XS I

g AP E LR PRI I ARRERREFHF Rl L R AT R R
ﬁmiﬁﬁ&@’ﬂ&»ﬁﬁwéﬁk:wﬂ’ﬂéfﬁm#ﬁﬁﬂiiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁWW5
AR LTI HHELFRAT AL FTFR(FrirL 51135, 2016) > ¢ 3 FE Y o~ HEF
e B RFRAIZT §F FEY cd MATREFA S 6 ORFEFRRAE LT TR
FEFEEGIRS R AR RFREDOT I pELEEHARRNEG FRBFRRE
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Flut ke 0 - ??ﬁwﬁ%%iﬁﬁ%¥%ﬁiﬁlﬁﬁ§»1pio&ﬂ’ﬁ
FEFRAFLREFLGRE - AAFREF IR LS EFEY  AMRBRLR §F ALE(RI
10312-010) > Ad AR > 5 » 23 F p 2016 # 27 1 p R4 8RR S22 g %aA s #£3
3131 p ko R34 E 208 ¥R 8o d AR F L d FlRoe® v mihl S 2 2 F
! BEREEEFREL P HIRRTCRAR S WwBFRPE T AE I RE > F 5 Td @
. rg;—;z SEME R IAE M R R EFREE -

=

4
%,

)

TR

AP EOTREONTERT RA LT BRE O B ASHEEFASTHEE T B R
%i7Aréé#f+7ﬁm%ﬁ’&%ﬁﬁ%#ﬁﬂ*%iﬁf@?ﬂﬁﬁﬁg?%§9
& R s a ’l“?@'f& 1 EZ BERENE BRIENEFFT B & T o ‘Lﬁﬂf PASW® 18
B ATE E A AT AT BR R T A B RPRR A AT BRI S R B AT
#-3¢ (Structural Equation Model)xa 7 g2 12 R 5 (R Core Team, 2013) 2. plspm 2 i+ (Sanchez,
2013)i& {7 4 > AR A 47 o

B %2

- P11 ¥%

ﬂ\li

AP RS AR REFT BRGNP 0 7 ALY
AT 2ZGRERE ST RS SFY BRZ e T H

(CIAFTHELHF

giﬁ%%g%?a‘i‘% B R MECS o ATIE B R B4T7% 0 F AT B R 45.3% 0 A
EE G o B EH AR A0 30-30 2 B rib ot 516 5 45.0% 0 H xS 40-49 2 B
WKk 29.2% BRTARRE DR 0 URXESFERT 2V HEEB 0 95 695% HE ZEY AT
P K 252% 0 2R PrF ¢ BT B35 5 53% c IWHEEF LR G 0 B

ERE T ;gﬁm%zmw Hoh Facd B (60 27.20) » 32 A B 51k 7.7% » bt
EF 5 1k 104%\ FH&EFFEI ik 14.4% ~ ZpF G0k 101% 0 H wFﬁi‘ ARG E 27%; 2348
”dzt_%‘)%‘ﬁ; FEg T E T U>=10 # < S () i 56.4%) 0 Hx S 4-6 & 1 i SR(Y
i 18.8%) » 1-3 & (i § % ﬁw¢m4%’*gfwiméi Flde 5-1 #17 o
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e )| e ] T B A~ (%)
ERS g 135 45.3
& 163 54.7
E3 20 A& ~29 & 60 20.1
30 & ~39 & 134 45.0
40 % ~49 #& 87 29.2
50 f 12 17 5.7
Ky AR F¢ 4 13
g 12 4.0
48 207 69.5
FA g 75 25.2
LAPRT ¥ v 82 27.5
B 23 7.7
Y b 31 10.4
¥ ik br 43 14.4
v 30 10.1
B FT LR 8 2.7
Frch R 81 27.2
FhrA$1 13# 49 16.4
i F 4-6 56 18.8
7-9 & 25 8.4
>=10 & 168 56.4
*ﬁéﬁ+*?F RERREES FEITR S 6 ok 5-2477) 0 A7 TaviE o 4 T R
PE LS Sa(96L1%) Aom Tavy o w2 TR F ) F 2 E (N 36.9%) 0 2w A
"7 e B 815 2.0% -
252 BEFAT O BFRTF pEES Bl
] = A i B A (%)
£ 3w %5 Foig oo o» RN R 182 61.1
N R (1 110 36.9
R
% * Fip 6 2.0

(= )3 BRI T

AFRERA GRS AP EA AT RS R AN R EE AR
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~3+ % & 95 Ho (2013, p. 57)iE 2% » »~ W] ik 5 ik f& (Skewness) & %% R+ 8 H Z 5> /i Z &
AN L D7 san = %%@_/\/fﬂzgg;, /va\ﬁ"-*’—%“fléié&“ e E :%\Zhi&wrszf‘ 1.96 “ » H
el Zannndo 3041960 B AV E R B THES & F A RGrd 53 97) 0

%53 ¥ it

T 5A
R AR R R R R T 2

CFM1 2 7 485 093 -0.02 14 0.28 .28 -0.07 0.52
FEE CFM2 3 7 490 092 0.10 14 -0.11 .28 0.26 -0.20
CFM3 1 7 504 087 -0.23 14 1.22 .28 -0.61 2.31
it 2 PU1 2 7 527 090 -0.02 14 044 .28 -0.05 0.83
‘;L: f PU2 3 7 529 092 -0.02 14 -0.06 .28 -0.06 -0.11
PU3 3 7 539 083 027 14 -0.11 .28 0.73-0.22
SAT1 3 7 521 094 0.02 14 -0.03 .28 0.05-0.05
o SAT2 3 7 531 088 0.08 14 -0.07 .28 0.22-0.12
SAT3 2 7 525 089 -0.04 14 0.46 .28 -0.11 0.87
SAT4 2 7 515 096 0.02 14 0.05 .28 0.05 0.09
SE1l 3 7 521 093 0.01 14 0.16 .28 0.03 0.30
. SE2 2 7 531 089 -0.05 14 0.50 .28 -0.14 0.93
SE3 3 7 522 093 -0.07 14 0.23 .28 -0.19 0.43
SE4 3 7 516 094 o011 14 -0.09 .28 0.30-0.17
FC1 2 7 512 09 -0.04 14 0.10 .28 -0.10 0.19
F %k iw FC2 3 7 529 092 0.06 14 -0.12 .28 0.16 -0.23
FC3 1 7 506 111 -0.32 14 0.24 .28 -0.86 0.45
HAl 3 7 527 093 -0.06 14 -0.14 .28 -0.16 -0.26
iR HA2 3 7 533 089 -0.04 14 0.14 .28 -0.12 0.27
HA3 3 7 542 090 0.05 14 -0.24 .28 0.13-0.46
5 ﬁﬁﬁ 'fﬁ CONT1 3 7 553 086 014 14 -051 .28 0.39-0.96
_ . o . CONT2 2 7 525 101 -0.22 14 031 .28 -0.58 0.59
Ten CONT3 3 7 554 088 015 14 -0.45 .28 0.39-0.86

AEMPHRG R At E 2T Ho(2013)i sk Rk o £ BT X ¥ 4o L £ ] 3 0.0
M REA TG EARRI B EABFOALSE ) FD 0B 0 AP E TR Y B
TR BB AL BB O0L P EF EREL N R AP RRE S Aok 54 T o
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7 5-4 £ R P

H@ P2 %8 e

CFM1 0.22

#2335 (Confirmation, CFM) CFM2 0.20

CFM3 0.39

PUL 0.30

Ay * 4 (Perceived Usefulness, PU) PU2 0.20
PU3 0.19

SAT1 0.20

% % /& (Satisfaction, SAT) SAT2 015
SAT3 0.15

SAT4 0.18

SE1 0.24

B # 2%t (Self-Efficacy, SE) SE2 028
SE3 0.30

SE4 0.20

FC1 0.30

4 5 ;# ;= (Facilitating Condition, FC) FC2 0.23
FC3 0.63

HAl 0.20

¥ 17 (Habit, HA) HA2 0.16
HA3 0.29

L
E

3.ALF i

A~ 3+ 3% iz 5 Shiffler (1988):E % » #-& R 38 85 ARE L (5> X H¥TH G 9B L F <3 4
Yo A PTG HEE > AL FETARRAINSEE T2 GHEDS | 4 Fp A
FUTRNETHNBEL A RF AN -

(C)FE S A

RN LT w0 AP RIS )];Jcﬁ: 2% (Henseler et al., 2009, p. 300; Hulland,
1999, p. 198) » A L4412 B B AL R 2 (7 A T o

1.6 B A 4

TR TR R G TR R TR L e R N LA R & R ek g 4 (Kline, 2005) 0 A R
LA G AT A W] 454 (Henseler etal., 2009; Hulland, 1999) : (1) i# W ¥ 78 g j= £ (Individual
item rellablllty) (2)p 8- 3% tt(Internal consistency):e {7 4 45 o 7 L&A 3 E TR ¥ 2 T
B H® &7 %R F 7] F 4 47(Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) » x;#‘;u A= I‘Jc(HenseIer etal.,
2009; Hulland, 1999)1* RBUREIE A FEZPHBIEE 07 CFA ST R BT L HEm I it
2R p g s 076 (FC3 R g » Hf »skin) > ¢ 348 0.7 e R iE (4% 55 #77%) »
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B ApR- RPFRE> 6 0 AL N ?'L,?Jé“‘ A2 PNREFRF FEERA
(Composite Reliability, CR)(Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Werts et al., 1974) 2 Cronbach’s a (Hair et
al., 2010) ; 2 /4= 3 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981):% % CR #& Cronbach’s a it { #r/rffiv® 2 & > ﬁ*u

3 CRmA% »¥ixhCRIE R 0.7 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) » ##7 3 7 B4 d @ » i<
ICR B 5 0.83(F *%,kin) 7~ E L—E 'if;'a 15 & 5 @ Cronbach’sa ¥ £ % ¢hig 5 0.7 (Hairetal.,

2010) » 4% E4z1E 0.9 %\» TR uﬁfg (Excellent) » 4z% 0.8 ] £ 2% 4 (Very good) (Kline,
2005) = & Cronbach’s o > & » A## 3 7 B4 & ¢ - & 10 Cronbach’s o & & .83(F %k i)
B i &4t B (dok 5-5 9757 ) o gt ¢b o AFT 7 A7 * F|pt 7 %8 _CR ~ Cronbach’s a 2% i+

F“IE? FlR LR E k4 AT 2RI R BN MR A e KRS K2
P
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% 55 %ELFIZ L ITEE

o I8 T 3ok A A= CR? Cronbach’s o AVEP
. CFM1 4.85 0.93 0.93
e CFM2 490 0.92 0.94 0.94 0.90 0.84
(Confirmation, CFM)
CFM3 5.04 0.87 0.87
e PU1 5.27 0.90 0.91
ES L B =
: PU2 5.29 0.92 0.94 0.95 0.92 0.87
(Perceived Usefulness, PU)
PU3 5.39 0.84 0.94
SAl 5.21 0.94 0.92
B R SA2 531 0.88 0.94
: . 0.97 0.95 0.88
(Satisfaction, SA) SA3 5.25 0.89 0.95
SA4 5.15 0.96 0.94
SE1 5.21 0.93 0.92
FREAE SE2 5.31 0.89 0.91
. 0.95 0.93 0.82
(Self-Efficacy, SE) SE3 5.22 0.93 0.89
SE4 5.16 0.94 0.91
FC1 5.12 0.95 0.90
R spn
N . FC2 5.29 0.92 0.92 0.90 0.83 0.75
(Facilitating Condition, FC)
FC3 5.06 1.11 0.76
gy HA1 5.27 0.93 0.93
ﬁ_ F HA2 5.33 0.90 0.96 0.95 0.92 0.87
(Habit, HA)
HA3 5.42 0.90 0.91

311 CR 4 % & 7 & (Composite Reliability) » 3+ & = ;¢ 5 4R 4 T > @/ F L BT > BEHEE 5 £); AVE £ T35% 8 55§ (Average
Variance Extracted) » 3+ & = ;% 5 4R 8 i BT 2 o2 Ti5E
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# 55 H#IFIE A 178 % (H)
o ¥ I T tafk L2 g CR? Cronbach’s o AVEP
= éﬂ\% i e AW CONT1 5.53 0.86 0.95
(Continuance Compliance CONT?2 5.25 1.01 0.82 0.94 0.89 0.83
Intention, CONT) CONT3 5.54 0.88 0.95
iz & (Composite Reliability) » 2+ & = ;4 5 &8 i BT & B/ B T > EHER L3 1) AVE £ T35% 8 55§ (Average

T:CR 4 24
Variance Extracted) » 3+ & = ;% SR8 e T 2 o2 Ti5E
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255 R A 17

T eh Tonk | dp R B iRl R TR g R hpt 4 (Hairetal,, 2010) 0 - ¥ FiE p
% »z & (Content validity) ~ 4z ac»z & (Convergent validity)£2 % | 22 & (Discriminant validity) % =
# (Hair et al., 2010; Trochim, 2001) -

(L)p % ek

TN 22 | AR or® 2Rl E A R 38 .3 R 78 %1% 4 (Hair et al., 2010) » 7=
# % % o >k (Face validity)(Hair et aI 2010; Trochim, 2001) > 2 & ;ﬁd Eopkndr, A3 F L
& ;{ﬁgév’w‘)ﬁ%ﬁﬁ ’ %“ﬁ“."lﬁ e A E A > P NET EREELFTERIE 0 251
Ed ERERGTEFENA > FPEBRAZ CFAERIEFE  mEA L FENRT LA
K3g2.p FACRE o

(2)z g B

"Mootk R REEERE LG E- e R TR KTt B - 5 (Hair et
al., 2010) » 2|8 F* 78 £ F 2 & i;a learre B2 B e 3 )FFRE R BB FF f FE
@~ *t.5 ¥ &7 ¥ (Bagozzietal., 1991, p. 434; Bagozzi & Yi, 1988, p. 82) ; 2)CR i& + **.6 (Bagozzi
& Vi, 1988, p. 82) ; 2 3)-T 5% B % P& (Average variance extracted, AVE) < »*.5 (Bagozzi & Vi,
1988, p. 82; Fornell & Larcker, 1981) » #4713 7 B 2 frE K H 2 RF - FlZ f T2 & M5
0.76(F *s st =, FC3) s # = » #F 5 5 * k42 CR 3 090( k) B3 0.6 2 %R E
(40 55 4777) 5 % = » AT 4G B2 AVE & 0.75(F %6,k imfim ) » 7= § 3% 0.5 duE koK
B(hr# 5-5%977)cd PSS BT AT 7Y 278 1 B L K52 JRar R o

(3)% 2R

"RewpiR ) AR URRF UG EAARFLEG Y 28 e £ 49 ch(Hulland,
1999) » »#= 3 2 Fornell and Larcker (1981)-T 32% R % B~ % (AVE)iZ X # %% %|»c& - Fornell
and Larcker (1981):%. 7 & & fﬁﬁ AVE BT 2 R < 3t H @ fﬁﬁa Berip bl e BN £ 82
1 HG & AR o k3t F 245 Fornell and Larcker (1981) 7 % i& (7 % M 2c & 2
¥ T 24,—% gﬁg:r t"l-i"ﬁ f%ij, 7. AVE L = 3@ a= A H i 1]:%';5, ¥ 2_4p i ,”agt(ﬁrg\, 5-6 r_fLi——-‘[:) , ;gg
AR R BEF LR R B RNRR T A FF A 152 ) fJF £ (Cross
loadings) % =] %7(Chin, 1998, p.321; Chin, 2010, p.671) » #3+% & §7& K 5 2 & #7145 b % dc2
IR IFEBR A (ck 57517 ) B & ﬁ_m BHEERIELRLE LSR5 i
AP FEZRFEE BRFLE ROt RE R HRR > TRET - RS HES RT
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% 56 ff5 TApM ¥k

F e A B C D E F G
FE3R(A) 0.92
p 2z (B) 0.68 0.91
7 %5k =(C) 0.70 0.78 0.86
¥ 17 (D) 0.65 0.79 0.83 0.93
WA # 1(E) 0.68 0.74 0.69 0.73 0.93
% T A& (F) 0.72 0.81 0.78 0.78 0.84 0.94
FHERTELROG) 0.65 0.79 0.78 0.85 0.73 0.77 0.91

=T

e

D4 EM L AVE TS fa

35



# 5-7 2 & f j= & (Cross Loadings)

1‘]‘&& 58 CFM SE FC HA PU SAT CONT
e CFM1 0.93 0.63 0.62 0.59 0.63 0.67 0.58
e : . CFM2 0.94 0.65 0.66 0.61 0.64 0.68 0.60
(Confirmation, CFM)
CFM3 0.87 0.59 0.64 0.59 0.60 0.61 0.61
SE1 0.59 0.92 0.69 0.72 0.64 0.70 0.68
AR SE2 0.61 0.91 0.70 0.72 0.68 0.73 0.77
(Self-Efficacy, SE) SE3 0.57 0.89 0.66 0.69 0.63 0.69 0.67
SE4 0.70 0.91 0.75 0.74 0.74 0.82 0.73
9w FC1 0.68 0.69 0.90 0.76 0.66 0.73 0.69
o y FC2 067 076 092 08 065 074 077
(Facilitating Condition, FC)
FC3 0.44 0.53 0.76 0.54 0.46 0.51 0.53
o i HA1l 0.63 0.74 0.79 0.93 0.66 0.72 0.77
. HA2 063 076 080 096 070 074 081
(Habit, HA)
HA3 0.55 0.71 0.71 0.91 0.69 0.71 0.79
- PU1 0.64 0.67 0.64 0.66 0.91 0.77 0.65
AT F R
F_ PU2 0.62 0.69 0.63 0.69 0.94 0.79 0.67
(Perceived Usefulness, PU)
PU3 0.63 0.72 0.66 0.69 0.94 0.79 0.72
SAT1 0.67 0.74 0.71 0.71 0.79 0.92 0.70
mER SAT?2 0.68 0.76 0.72 0.73 0.79 0.94 0.72
(Satisfaction, SA) SAT3 0.66 0.75 0.72 0.74 0.79 0.95 0.73
SAT4 0.67 0.78 0.75 0.73 0.78 0.94 0.74
e CONT1 0.62 0.78 0.75 0.85 0.74 0.75 0.95
FAEHES LW
. . . CONT2 0.53 0.62 0.66 0.60 0.52 0.61 0.82
(Continuance Compliance Intention, CONT)
CONT3 0.61 0.74 0.72 0.83 0.72 0.74 0.95
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(= )3 A0 A 44

FOERE LA G R TV RF R B & 2 &35 Henseler etal. (2009,
P.298)iE ik > BN A B £ 4 R B AR & BT 4R 3 (Estimate) i 74k 25 2
o AP HISHEENAL FHLARREETR o

1425\ i fie & (Goodness-of-Fit, GoF)

PO G e R 2 78 0 Tenenhaus et al. (2005)#% 1 GoF 45 &+ * »t =& PLS i3
WAL R » B3R E OV SN 4 iz ToL kb (Average communality) s T 35 R? 2 B IEL {E o
A PLS 2. & o 27 T 305 & 558 4n e (Wetzels et al., 2009, p. 187) » 23+ H /7 5 82 p 4
FH(RF Bt~ RS FE R~ R R 3RAIE B I SRR E M A LARE - At
R BIER S RERR AR S AR T8 F L L 074 k¥ (Wetzels etal., 2009, p.
187):& 3 : GOF & i+ 0.02 MR i fie » 413+ 0.02~0.13 >+ ¢ £ e & > 0.26 14 1 R+t
BRAR BT AP RN ARAE BT R AR -

2.0 4 R B ERRRR)

g PLS #i3t X 2 RAGiFufeer@ sl R[22 N A0k > 3 7 % 203 p b 2 Sl
BB iz i 4 (Henseler et al., 2009) » fph 4 S Hcfaffa 4 42R = 5 0 ARG ¥ 4
fRE R 5 46% 0 A RGRERLATG  EPYR R R ER R AR5 7% 0 A SRR
B pdoki ~ RO R RA Y BHYEFFE AT R ERS RSN S LR ORRRRA T
AV RS T77% 0 Chin (1998, p.323):n i R % 0.67 p¥ £ 4 T 4p % (Substantial)fzf# 4+ > R? %
3033 pFR)E T¥ 547 & (Moderate)f2 4 | A3 32 3 A REARE AN 4 o

R ST

APFELA B PG 3B bR A e S il le th e & R PRELIS Gl w s AR Y
2RFMORGTR o AR Y RS B F A B Tk K2 (Bootstrapping)it & 0 % % AR AR
iiard P LT EFRS(B8 =068,p<0.001) ERH &2 mRmHTELASLE D
v B ERB(B =027,p<0.001) B Ho # = sinsrd * a1 ER BB L R(B =066,
P<0.001) - i Hy & = o a4 F & e il 17 5 L BIFRIRES 6 > 24vf * L0 & B F R
FHEFEaL 5 AM(B =01, p<0l) B Ha % 2 o LR R &2 F R FE o
K75 LB(B =0.08,p=0.202) > g Hs % = = > @ f #»eiv (A =0.19,p<0.001) ~ 7 * k&
(B =012, p <005 ¥ f (S =046, p<0.001)R]» =4 ¥ R4+ FE sl 75 LW
B He ~ H7 ~ Hg 35 = o
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%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁ

B =0.68*** B =0.66***

B = 0.27***

Tp<0.1, *p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001

Rl 5-1 St S5 (md 2 )

% 5-8 B L %

= P 7 tig LFAE?
Hi oA A L 15.90%** g

H. FERDH LR 6.66%** g

Hs WA P EDRLR 16.50%** L

Ha WA PO F BG5S L F 1.91% i

Hs BLRIFFEEE L LR 1.28 2

He IR 2 £ R I N 3.51%** L

Hz TR OFFLRE L L F 2.18* 2

He VR>FIRRESTW 8.05%** 2

p < 0.1, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001
Y S

(- FERE R * 2 Fehh g

AFEEEHI T FRE TS R R R BN R R
Err o PR B A e Apb o TR dp F IR 2 H S R e 2R
Hprgh 13 “fr—’w\f} a2 suATrh A B 4p ¢ oz & (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) Tanse
RlAp F IR 2 R IR L 5 p R e adme® o B i > AR 2 475 % (B = 0.68,
hﬂ&%m<0mn’ﬁimﬁi’&%#ﬁﬁ%%ﬁl%*?iﬁﬁ%f%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm
ﬁ&ﬁ%’mﬂ%ﬁﬂiiﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%;ﬁﬁi’d%§%ﬁlm
TR FRERP RS OT R E RN R E o - HERARG @} LT RERY *
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi#ﬁ%;Fi’%%%%ﬁlﬁ%?i@ﬁ%f%%ﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁ@%
Py o BERATG ﬁ AR TR ED RO g s AR o A B Rl B en
TGRSR E AR DY EREGRZFAT SRR BEFT ST RAARBZRY > B
dol 2IRF MR IR Y 7 (Hsuetal, 2004) ~ § 5 1 PRAREE S @ % A7 7 (Thong etal.,
2006) ~ #c i~ & ¥ ¥ 4§ @ * 7 7 (Liao et al., 2007; Limayem & Cheung, 2008) % - j\gig%?gﬁ:}%:
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AFEFRE TRERFSE -

R RS R p KA RBERF R LIy AR DL wM¢P%%WM$%¢~
FEz B AFRELE ) FERATFRBEEFREF AR L AER A RET AL 2
hEIS o HFRG T SEIELEABFTRE 200 o FIRTEED F O F05
Plackep 2 2 SRT VSO B RRFRE I DO RERP REORE P o i
Fleflra s B pRRf Fdsiame? > gxad 7= g3 4 B ksl o
ot oA FRf L bp ¥ RER A FRY AR T B HEES R T F R
Aaad fapfaf mmla Rt »B22pH S BRFREIAFLIECDFHF
ﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁi’ﬁ*%hmﬁWﬁ*ﬁ+$ﬁ@%%éﬁﬁmﬁmﬁ*@éﬁ*
pach o kg %—F‘%;ﬁzmm EP R R Y BMeaTas i 485 (LA AT 2 FR
TR 222FFR) BT %ﬂ%ﬁ a *’d-%’-‘:}?ﬁ)ﬁ“é‘% R T 2 TRt B2 mﬁ {/iig,g;frﬁ;:? 5
ﬂxF'&m" RAAERRE> KR lﬁ%ﬂp_c. TinIL s o ?Efmﬁ 1 3 e + Iﬁi)ﬁ'@‘f‘ W2 FT
FERSAR R AR 0 RIR 7RG BIAR R R AR I R E AR R > FlA BO HiR W
Lok RS i%iﬁﬁg%@gﬁﬁlgigﬁﬂaéﬁﬁ%f%iﬁﬁﬁpg,
FrGER g2 - BRABERP Rt AR E 0 2 BFRTEFERIFFEE
FREFTR A R L D e R et VEF R IR ET SRR ST R R
BApY ot B FE LR o B FRE IR pEES R aRL

(C)ERE R R 2 Fenbl i

APEBERH AT FREIENE I pEEP AR R A H L R R
ERRAB LR 2B w b o AR I F R DL RS R L o
* R R 2 Ao A K I Ap & iz & (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) ; "THRAER T FR
A1 éﬂ“‘;ﬁ} RS o RE T ks K % {42 % (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) - ik 3 i
A A 175 % (B=0.27,1=6.66,p <0.001) » B 7 i Ho % = o b B 87 FILR 1 #2001
FRRERY RO ORI R AR F o R H R S ORI RO R R AR AR
ﬁ?i’ﬂ*%%ﬁﬁwﬁm+@ﬁ%f&iﬂmmﬁmk$£¢mﬂIn’ﬁ W ERH
AT 3 }a‘r-,/ﬁ—‘%f WEFTH s AR R S F 2 Ak ?”’D N o }?ﬁ}ﬁﬁzf [ S W E -
B I E BRI RIEE RS R BL  20 BREL T DL
MRS S @ AR PRI R AL REAR G 2 AL @ » Bde
i FeRrE 1 %fiéﬂﬁhﬁﬁ;ﬁWnﬂ‘“ﬂ%&ﬁMwm&meZM@ zof 8 BogE
i€ * 0% R F F % (Tang & Chiang, 2010) ~ i * - $30 4 38 % 5 i k=) «u:}f g gy
%)% (Doong & Lai, 2008) -

BT PR AR o 0 R F R b R AR T p R AR
ETFOREPFARRT B RERP R > 8 L FRATRE R FERT VR
H% o Frlef 1y #H0p P st A2 W 2k E o e P2 R VR A D
miﬂ%“m%@ﬁ ‘mﬁﬁﬁﬁi’%‘ééif%@ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁmy%%
Floi 18203 pHRF Rl R R g 30 g > MFRAIT AL
Lo Rl s R RERP R g 2ok o Fla {03 pERP R
BLARRAL R G DRE L F 2L ek L HERF RS PR Rk g MOt F ke 2 AR
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PeoveE o MFRAIHTT I REEF FERK B LRY BE 7 80 AP BRH Rl
R BB HiAp e » R L B % j\ngzééizpﬁffbf@;gggﬁl {ArB T+ R
PR 3o BGER 12 - BT REER RO AR E LB F
v "E‘_i«%‘r"ﬁ%’\?:"ffﬁfﬁ’%f“fﬁféﬁﬁi%%ﬁﬁ%fi I m kG| doy ‘*"";E-{f}‘mﬁ 1By f% 3T R
T IR R R Bt A AR LR A RS FREIHNT I HERS L
FERELR -

(= 3‘&4—74}; T HRREEZ R

AP FEBRHI R T Frlei 1 #3023 mERF Flstianyaeg * o d oo d 5 5
ﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁﬁi%i&i@*i%ﬁﬁyrm%F¥ﬁJ%?hﬁlﬁwﬁﬁ?4%@%
fpimEr g oA TR A A4 T Fref 1 é%*“lﬁ B+ pERY A
% (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) ; » & ¥5 % 4 > 4285 4 47.% % (3=0.66,t=16.50, p<0.001)
%m&wkhﬁio“¢%%%fhﬁlﬁ”§f?4%ﬁ@~’%ﬁ%*ﬁ$ﬁﬁﬁ&%
FoRAHNT I RERF FESIROBRLALR AR T2 FRf —&éﬁﬁiiﬁ
ﬁ%'%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%m%ﬁiﬁm’Jﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁ%% FEFTRS AR F 2
ek FRR IR BRET I RERSS énmm:glxﬁaﬁp%ﬂ§%*+@@@f@
HF AT B oS BRBEZ T e M AR SO AR PR AZ AT S5k
Ry < I A P @w,w% ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁaﬁ;ﬁﬁ%%%&ﬁ%@%mﬁ?ﬂ%
(HaI|IOV|c&C|C|c 2013) ot A RIF G R o IR LB B8 %) £ (Tang & Chiang, 2010) ~ & * HH

SRR TF Ak L.#ffﬁ ¢ * 2. %]% (Doong & Lai, 2008) -

;T“,LQE] HEPRT I REEY AT R é%%(i}u}&r%ﬂ%% > %ﬁéfﬁ‘éﬁ:f@; AT R 3 )T
PE LFRIDFRUIMT T REEF Rl > P SRR P ami R L FRAT
AT I HEEF FERPAS L WP P AT E T L FR R F R 1 aiied
: Eg ERPEFET I REEP L B 5K - TR I (B 5 ML 5%k =5.27)

RFRAFT LI HFL S L AFLEREDRHFT AT o FFR 1 H
**4@& "%ﬁﬁﬁ@§54—iﬁ&*%%&@ﬁ&%iﬁ&=5w%?M$?
%%@HM%MJ%$%FI£%%&iﬁﬁfhvvﬁ#L% R RREE R
L iEre i Freak bl RFRA LB fES +%&%f,éﬁmmﬁ*’@aﬁﬂ§&
Hﬁl%*?4%ﬁ%f%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%&°

mh

(z)iney * 28 #ﬂi’ﬂ_ﬁ} # #7 & & W(Continuance compliance intention)2_ ¥ c i id

AR ERH G T FRR AR L p RS AR AR LR AR AT
FRERP FESRE S AR el AP FehTnawy M g F el
AR+ RERY s aner o @ THEESLW ) PR AR o kst 7 5
LR HEERS CFRAIELFAGRT T BRI FEsL 2 7 5 L Fl(Bhattacherjee,
2001b, p. 359) » i Fp 4 AR A 47 % (B = 0.1, t=1.91, p<0.1) » Aim B Ha & 2 o gt
SRS PR LR BT R RS R R O AR o R ARG T A
ﬁﬁﬁﬁééﬁﬁ%f R 2 ﬁp;’%%%&ﬁlﬁéﬁﬁ?@%@%f%%ﬁﬁ%
RA ke E LR g P TARLHFET T REER O MBS R FRE AT pEEF
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%%ﬁ%:ﬁi’%*%%ﬁlﬁéﬁﬁ?;%ﬁ%f%iﬁ%ﬁﬁéil%’jﬁgﬁﬁ

’ﬁ;%ﬁ’ﬂ&mw%%ﬁﬂﬁ§§¢ﬁ4%ﬁgf’ﬁﬁﬁ*iﬁﬁzg°ﬁﬁ%%
Bz Bt o Ml GRR S8 AR P MREhz AT 25k 0 SR § 37 FAR 2
B o blde 3 FORE R 1R p A5 8 508 B 8 %) 2 (Halilovic & Cicic, 2013)
FAg+#EFer §3 2 8Y L eng 874 (Liaoetal, 2007) ~ #5342 RgF 2 * 76 #cdp
PRA% 8% 58 7] % (Kim, 2010)

H@FRE1AS > FEBABELBPEFERER A DLIERERLE > A FE
FAe FED SRR R LR i %%Q;@g@f@iﬁi*
S EETFIFFIF DR ARG Ao RIFRE LS R AL 5
TIRERP FEAL S F 2 o R FRA LRSI REEST éﬁmvméﬁm%;%
R BRSO RIFRR QTG AT ARSI L A R A
PRI FRE LT a2 §FFEFTFpEEF Rl A3 F B He Fla R i 2 45
EIpF L ek 0 AP FERF R 1R FFET I REEP OB 2 @ F
HRG RFRA LRGBS AR, R T > A RS FRRf1IFFLRED
F R RIS AR

(Z)RLRAFXE G 5 LWL W n g

AR H L T FR IR REES R AL AR AR AL TS pEE
FRELLFLIABZEF S 248 ﬂK;Lgmr,g,&fiJ;}ﬁ?ﬁrmﬁ 1 3&_«% "T ,]%;ﬁ%
(S I,Friﬁ:aim;%rz,%ifi(BhattacherJee, 2001b,p.359) > @ "¥EH = 2 LB arjjﬁﬁ TR
EFEEARF AR AXAL  FREIHAIFFGAT S pEEr AR 75 ]
il (Bhattacherjee, 2001b, p. 359) PRI AR A 4T B % (B=0.08,t=1.28) » &7 B Hs
7**°“*%%%%%fh THRLTFREES R BREF ERFFRE LY
%Viv TR AL BT 2 ok iff}‘%ﬁ I T REER RERKT R F
oA T RAR gt ARBE TR S TRREAR 5 R A BEER #ﬂ.%.&%ﬂ;&ﬁ 1
%gﬁﬁ?;%ﬁ%\%éﬂiTlgﬁ LI F”%%fhﬁW%”%éﬁﬁ@f
FERAVREEARL > LRBGOCHRET SRR Pl A g RN A @@&#ﬁ
ﬁfﬁéﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁio&ﬁ%%&iwmﬁ@w%&%wugﬁww ¢ RS 2 R
TEELAAPR > Blde D IR R RIF R F 201 F F1 % (Tang & Chiang, 2010) ~ # * 4t
*%E*%+W&:Jm%%%?%WW%QWW&LmZN& LRAFF R AR &ﬁ@m
etal, 2014) ~ #F3tALt i@ * F 45 & 2 4ot cnR B F) 4 (Chou et al, 2010) % -

i F 0 R T LR FIRP AT 0 SRR F IR mx:;gq/ﬁfmx RN S E TR S
Eﬂfﬁfﬁ?%‘%”i@ﬁﬂi‘%’?ﬁ“’E"Jr*?fl%‘;%%l‘%ﬁlﬁ? SR Y SCE TS G
MUEF AP #?%ﬁﬁéﬁf%?‘ésﬁﬁi“ Wi Nk R G ﬁ_‘—ﬂ-,]}%{ﬁ’ ; lg%%ﬂ%ﬁ 1 s B
WAEE AP X xa g d %.&fﬂ;;]}%}ﬁ‘if‘f,ﬁ;%ﬁﬂ%g?;; RV R "T“'r*ﬁuﬁ;t—’r
}}%{ﬁ"% CERE R A lﬁ;i‘?ﬂmﬁ I ¥ gy & R ﬁ_%gl‘?u I aiise s F b7 ??ﬂ’%&%;ﬁfﬁfﬁ%
FRERRALT BRI f*“ﬁxiﬁﬁfﬁdiﬁi BREEF R T R RE Fla g
B Hs 7 &g 3 enngi % o
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(F)p AR AEFFRRHEL LWL T MR

i%%ﬁimﬁrg%ﬁlﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@?4%&%f%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%@i
ﬁ&ﬂ@waﬁgﬁﬁﬁJﬁ%%ﬁl%*ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%4&&%f%%ﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁ&
(Bhattacherjee et al., 2008, p. 21) » ¥ FH > #2850 » 455 % (3 =0.19,t=3.51, p<0.001) -
Bm Bah He & 2 o gt g Bor F I fl 1 9indrp AR BT op R R AR
PRI QARG PR FBAT I pEEF AR B2 wrxFrRiIRip PR dnR
THRFEP FRESOATR i B R R BAeR R AT R R HEE
PR AL E > A e FAF AT TR RS R F 2o R FRE LR
AEPPET LFRET T RS R R RS R MR R
BED RS FEICRPLART B o 5 BBl o M AR H LY B Y
FERIEH2Z AL Bk > BEFT AR By TALF 25K mﬁ # (4= Herath & Rao, 2009;
Ifinedo, 2012; Ng et al., 2009; Siponen et al., 2014) -

RF e 3 o d TR RERR DEREL TN RO ok FRA L RS L TIR
B o f AR A A S 1 RS i S - AR PR #HFRA T %
TR TG L E M R 2 FIRFESELY - BE T LEE FRIT§HPD
e S s E B o Blhes T R R Rend 2 E A e R R R
EtrLE o pBEFRA T BEFRGHARL TR L AN 2B S F
PELF R ERF FERDRT IO P BRFROFIETE G U > n B R
FRERP IR Fla g X AT F R HeF 2 o R B R AP FERF IR IH
PTFREEFORT VB B FRAIHY R REER BREL 2 FRATVRE
BRI R R A R BRI R R et FIRA 0 i R
FREEF DR L RFREET I RHES NS o e RS FRrRRIES
BRLFFERP FEAROEL LR -

IR SREAFFERHE S LWL Fenblg

APERRH AT RERP RRAR T SR REFRE I F AL AT R
FER AR S edptl o TR 5RT, fpFRef 1B BT T pE RS R
K o0 g b 3vF R enE 4742 & (Bhattacherjee et al., 2008, p. 21) » &4 S H AR A 4T % (B =
0.12,t=2.18,p <0.05) > & B Hy = = o t%.‘s—;%%ﬁﬁwr%%rfbﬁ a1 v’%ﬁ@;;“z;:f};ﬁfﬁ%f i
HFCR TG T (bl (7 £ A TR S AR ) AR TN AR S B Bl AR T
FRETFpEEF FEAR  HT 2  wk ] UHT AP FRAIERT S R
%%ﬁﬁ’m24ﬁﬁéﬁgﬁﬁ§;%ﬁ%f@§ﬁ§;;i,%%ﬁlmég%ﬁj%
RELLHTRER T BRFETFHAEEF il RIS R ERA ST RIS HER
FREFRRPLFART R o 173 BRBZ NI o B AR SR UAF T 250k > BEFT
FAEFRARR T o blde D EERE A R % {7 6 gk RGE E AR (Venkatesh etal., 2012) ~ Fo i H
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An Examination of Social Capital Theory Applied to Health Information Sharing on
Facebook
Kuang-Ming Kuo®", Hsin-Yuan Lin?
4Department of Healthcare Administration, I1-Shou University,
No. 8, Yida Rd., Kaohsiung City, Taiwan (R.O.C.)
*Corresponding Author: kuangmingkuo@gmail.com

Abstract

This study examines the determinants that influence the sharing of health information among users of social
network sites. Further, criteria for assessing the quality of health information are also explored. Based on social
capital theory, a parsimonious model including social interaction ties, trust in the community of Facebook users,
and shared vision is developed and validated via survey methodology. A total of 204 valid questionnaires with
near equal number of health information sharers and non-sharers from three communities in southern Taiwan
are collected. Discriminant analysis is used to determine the impact of each variable on health information
sharing behavior. The results demonstrate that all three factors are imperative to discriminate sharers from non-
sharers of health information on Facebook. The study also found that criteria for assessing health information
quality including timeliness, relevance, and usefulness reveal significant difference between sharers and non-

sharers.

Keywords: Health information sharing, information quality, shared vision, social capital theory, trust
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