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> With the rapid development of digital technology, the

popularization of the Internet and the innovation of mobile
devices have changed the original intentions and behavioral
patterns of technological usages for many people.
Particularly, integrated with tools, services, and
applications, the social media, with the characteristics of
community, openness, participation, communication, and
connection, plays a very important role in everyday lives
for users to interact with others through the online
Internet to achieve the purpose of sharing and exchange. In
view of this social phenomenon, this research, based on the
technology acceptance model, uses Instagram users as the
research subjects to discusses the mutually influential
factors among external variables (personal factors,
stimulus factors, and situational factors), technology
perception (cognitive usefulness and cognitive ease of
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use), attitude of usage, intention of usage, and
experiential value.

This study puts forward hypotheses after reviewing relevant
literature, collecting data through questionnaire surveys,
and using structural equation model matching with relevant
statistical methods to do the work of verifying the
hypotheses. The research analyses show that, except that
the hypothesis - "technological readiness has a positive
and significant influence on cognitive usefulness" is not
supported, all other hypotheses have been "supported". This
result certainly confirms the framework feasibility of the
technology acceptance model. From a practical point of
view, the enhancement of visual appeal and convenience of
usage in the future development of social media
applications will become a worthy topic for related
researchers and developers to pay attention.

In terms of research limitations, this study is a one-time
cross-sectional survey, and its results are easily affected
by the environmental atmosphere and current situation. The
research scope 1s limited to southern Taiwan and does not
take the cultural differences of other countries into
account, so that its application has some limitations.
Follow-up studies should implement constant surveys
(longitudinal studies) and expand to more investigated
areas, so that a complete picture can be captured. In
addition, incorporating qualitative research into the
thinking process of analysis is also a research direction
that can be considered.

Information technology is changing with each passing day,
and mobile devices have gradually become an inseparable
part of people’ s everyday lives. In view of the fact that
the use of social media in the future is bound to be more
popular and widespread than at this stage, it will be an
obviously imperative task for researchers to continuously
integrate multiple theories into their studies, 1n order to
welcome the advent of the era of smart tourism. The
analytical results of this study will not only help
understand the relevant academic theories, but also
facilitate to improve the application of tourism industry
in product design planning and marketing strategy research.
Therefore, the findings of this study have their
theoretical and practical meanings.

Technological readiness, social media, attitude of usage,
intention of usage, experiential value, smart tourism
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'Mfﬁt%u- = TAE *HH-%J 1> Ji5fh 1998 & d Bruce & Abelson 73 1 - - & &

Bt * K il fiesk L EB MR P e Open Diary j f KA # R 74H(Kaplan &
Haenlein 2010) ; A1z ;fé#&t,u E I iT#E % ¥ My Space ¥7 Facebook % A+#35 fi e
RRORIFAPHED I T AT B LR AL P L B E (3 0E 2014) o
“r3f AL FE SRR > 1995 Kaplan & Haenlein (2010)2. = % » % T2& £ Web 2.0 gL &
BT N AP B e A A 0 RTFR Y FREAITEEE N 04 T
foo AP - MR Y o B Web 2.0 AR RS B K A
MEAE LIRS AR P PR R T L (8 9% 2014) -

L el 3 € 18 3 (Broadcasting) ~ % 4741 (Content control) 5 @ IR A AL
WA P4 & 1 £ 422 (Participation) ~ *x(Openness) ¥+3% (Conversation) ~ # 42
(Community) £ i %2 (Connectedness) (Mayfield, 2008) - ¥ F - A- 3 448 @4z >
EE ARG g R T L P B Bldep W ¥ R Facebook, Twitter,
Instagram :M HEM O VURE BASS S SFE MR ERAT S G o #
el 'E‘/‘I]'?“B’*\"%' x@ki’ﬁi—_gﬁ %«Jl‘ff’lb A A4 T i “""'*4]“‘1‘5‘-& * AL T4
e ¥ & ’b‘q_'fr'&xf‘“ H1d ERA o

f?,%rﬁ CAREEAREIR % 2 BORE T F BT A 2 VA RGN R AR 4
@; AL g FLEF L hE AR o bl4e > Beer & Burrows (2007) 3 s 0 Web 2.0 7 iz

TAEHEFET Tu T o TR AL 2 AEA
:". AN B B g i 5 @ Housley, Williams, Williams, & Edwards (2013) fzn 5
4ofe € T %] | (Real-time)st §_ T i7" F %] | (Near real-time) % i i3 [ 2 g |
20 FRARYFARAYULALNPE R TR BRI LALPEFY L
LRI 2w &2 =T ieiea ¢ 7 7 (Digital somal research) ; #* ¢t » Beer (2012)
Sdpd o AFESEAT TR AN FE SR D AT AL B TR TRIA
& (By-product) — A+ ¥ 4548 7 4L 4 47 48 5% (Social media data aggregators, SMDA) >
AFEE D 2 BIAS(SMDA)T BRTIR Y K 7 A ¢ RS 0 42 S
Fend &> 38 o JE P WP 7 oo AL E S e ,‘.;Zt_i TARE o m HAp R E
FRLREFTF AL

PR P RIA G BT F S A A e B R OR b %LL% g S 3 AN N Y
G2 b o bldr oy A PHAEATEML S SR R &EL B ¥oEe gw
SRR M E R X ﬂa TR LR R R H;NPE FEAA K IE S
(Conformity) I :& @ 4 » (Qin, Kim, Hsu, & Tan, 2011) - Ap o ARFLCE ;ﬁ

LSRR F AT %o 2 LaE B 52 (Ellison, Stelnfleld & Lampe, 2007) >
Bm A% e gk 0h IR (Economides, 1996) o Instagram F_iT & Poig YaA it FE LAY
T 5 AT HE Instagram @ * K S BT T RAEE L 0T o
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Davis £ *+ 32} {7 % 32 3 (Theory of reasoned action, TRA) » *+ 1989 # & 11
< #04] (Technology acceptance model, TAM) - 45 345 * 4% (Perceived
usefulness) % :u5 % * |4 (Perceived ease of use) ¥ % (7 5 e B A & T 4 > T &
2% iRl Kt A ¥ endk £ 42 & (Davis, 1989) ; 4£14 0 Venkatesh &
Davis (2000)# ! 7 TAMZ2 (Extension of the technology acceptance model) » 3% % 4+
¢ # g4z (Social influence processes)#: zn4r1 £ 4% 4% (Cognitive instrumental
processes) ¥ F1 % € ® Finirj * &1 2008 £ > Venkatesh & Bala (2008) { 4% %
s v ¥ 2 — { % (Anchor) & 4 & (Adjustment) & & < 5 & B (T4 Lo K
4137 TAMS3 (Technology acceptance model 3) - 4p 3t TAM » TAM2 22 TAM3 4 5|
FHR AT Al O BRI R AT S A A B TR T K T
fap w E P A Y gt TAM2 & TAM3 18 5 Bh Ad# > 2 F) 5 2 &
FHFEF R R LR AP ER M EGR IR ik g R
e (2 FAL - 0 BEY S Pl 50 2014)

#t ¢k > Venkatesh, Morris, Davis, & Davis (2003) & *+ 2003 & & & ~ B 124 -
27 B & A F H 8 £ #5538 (Unified theory of acceptance and use of technology,
UTAUT) > 5d F @i sdnd o 2 BMEE4 2 70% 1 « 51 9 > 7 4
AR WAl A S A @ AT YRR Instagram chit * ¥ LA T i
Foo FEEERARE A SRR E D PRPE O BAFFHELIPIEE
PRSP HEE R FHREINT TERE FEAPHER A
Tt ® ForgiE b Rl @ LR 0 44T T SRRAL

(1).7+ 382 & 2 7 ¢ ¥ Instagram & * i3 * (23 2 o

(2).7h ¥ £ LT ¢ #F Instagram & * s d * A 4 P -

(3).Instagram & * snnAe s * (A E £ HinAvg H A 4 B

a2

(4).Instagram & * griied F AT R Y BRAZ P -
R

(5).Instagram @& * ez * B EF EHEF B RA L B .

(6).Instagram & * i * A LT gHART LHALBL -
(7).Instagram & * i f B LT gHAR T GRALPE -
(8).Instagram #& * F e H ELF HA R LRALBL -
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2.1 AAF AL Instagram

REBRERCRY R L A P S a e %ﬁunb MIApREo R E AR G I
FTERfg > 38 o M AR FE'«LL/T} i R Tt vy TAAEREN O I- R
A # (Virtual community) = 3¢ (Dwyer, Hiltz, & Passerini, 2007) ; m» Boyd &
Ellison (2007) f] #_ & At # e sk 5 T E AT g pRar - L35 B A 1 Ag "Len ke
FEE-BoRALOBRORBAHFE FEER Y 2 AR AELL A
LR Rfe P T LA FEEHA R A > 8 pE AT AT P
#b ;o Haythornthwaite (2005)i& - 451 » ¥ MR p 4 4 3 7 EALF kb
shis = o @ LT UER T F P e Pk R T SR SR B2

#H o ea TG 4k ;w&*aw&gﬁ BFEITH T E T
f 2 A5+ T 443 | (Hagel & Armstrong, 1997; Plant, 2004) -

g
34 —=\

FioAATREM A2 > TALPENH ) 2 RS 2 o T AAESE Tk
¥4 T&73 ko bl Mayfield (2008)3% 5 > ALFF SRS 5§ ALH ~ B2~ S v JF
€~ BN T AT AL S Boyd & Ellison (2007)4; ! ﬁi%x&q-o?ﬁ o
ETILCRRE o RR Y F T LB EAFH S L M T # ; Kaplan
& Haenlein (2010) f] #A+ 3 4548 € & 5 0 22 30 Web 2.0 L& &2 Fjiwra) =8 cgp
MR A# T o R- B FRELFEEF DT 55 3 Safko
(2012) %77 > E* kAL ~ AW 1 B ¥ T A2 ZAAFEM o B2 0 AF
PR TS F B P R - HRRR Y A é_“ ;J BRI AR 2
BATE R ARG YRR AlE s TR CBRALSE LR
SR LA o B oo B B AT ¢ 32 Facebook, Instagram, Linkedin, Twitter,
YouTube, Wikipedia, Second Life & % #& > & p %5 H p &7 F& i * &3 o

Cinstagram | = =+t 2010 # » § - 3B EAHERE & A * 4255 5 d 3
HE 4 pHEFhis TR N2 85 aupsir i BT HhBE"T (2 TAE
AR AN R IR A T RATERE i TN ITER R AR EE
oA L (g ﬁéwﬂ@mﬁﬁ&ﬁ.—%ﬁﬁx 2 - o A&+ > Instagram =i & iy @
1%

Lo THFR AR ERE T FEER Y SR L F R il 4

2. THRpERE, @ EEEPFEG R £ R 24 P2 B
Ao REATRETBEE o R EERME

3. THERBAOF | T U eR B MAET A LB bR ARE
RE S 4 T OHRE A S ERA AR B B AR TRAL -



4, THFELL —#faf#i%q*ﬂx—?—,; BEABpLY i TR FR L F
U RETRR

. TEBdh, —THEM A A RIS A r T T e
* 32 e Roank o

6. TIEEA F —RER T FE RAEOH L AR HO BT
W2 B PREE

7. TIGTV, —&_Instagram & d1 e’ & AR » b G v S 41 B0 p
S 4 TR F R AL PIREE T T A -

d P ¥ Av oo Instagram 3k e E R 4 L AR B 8 Lk R s
SHR O FI R L K R T M RATE R A 4

2.2 ## % % & (Technology readiness, TR)

PHERRES T A PREIITPHE R ARG YA EA TP
hife o 5 - AR Pl R P Bl AR 3 R TR e TR
(Parasuraman, 2000) - — 4k @ 3 > L3 & & 2 d & gLt (Optimism) ~ £] A7
(Innovativeness) ~ # if &4 (Discomfort) ~ % % 2 {#(Insecurity) e @ . #7ie = >
B SR U S v BUR (I 5 7 AR AL R e 2 8 enip g s
W) 5 AIATIAR R RF LR H ATR S (F 3 PR ASRE AL B EY
w) s AR R R A R EATHRE FAREF IR 0 3 & 2
WAB G FER o &R A E AR ¥ F (F(Parasuraman, 2000)

PR R o e iR dp i ¥ 0GR B A HP ORI ARG
7 H % i 4 (Erdogmus & Esen, 2011) o f§ 7 2 » #30i * A7 ehk » B 5 B
oo f o fii # 5 #7428 (Walczuch, Lemmink, & Streukens, 2007); & 4] 5704
¥ At 49 oP-if AT L (Karahanna, Straub, & Chervany, 1999) ; % 44 3 i >0 4
Fe o R 0 BRI R ¥ % i (Walczuch, Lemmink, & Streukens, 2007) ;
HATHFER FIF % 2 L A PR €2 %4 ¢ * (Kwon & Chidambaram, 2000) -

Liljander, Gillberg, Gummerus, & van Riel (2006)% 3R > 7 p 25 3% F L PRF%
(SSTS)> v » LK A § 1o BEW B —*‘mmn}i'fr‘?ﬂéﬁ ; Lin & Hsieh (2007) p
B PHEERH AP ERBOELATFLAREF I HFRE
Gelderman, Ghijsen, & van Diemen (2011)l3a = » 3 & F & ~ & ¢ Gron ik fodedh
BEFBRFIZHA N PPIRBNR Y 3 B Ra PLHEEFRPHLR* 2L
% 5 Walczuch, Lemmink, & Streukens (2007)4% 33 44 $ 2 # & 3t i g * 0@
fgg,ri.;p CEEFRLERM A X 2L WA P M rinie s P AL T LG
Friw R Eon AT 8% BF O RT  Efeinal r a '?—]‘LFE'F Ak
Rz el



7 # Instagram S F AL h§ F AIEF RS TSI L 0 AR F /T
- AL FSEN > PR REA TR EFMSETEETEY (Berger 2009) ;
T AL R AR PREE R E REFTHAR MR R -

2.3 3 #& = #3] (Technology acceptance model, TAM)

P fe A amg 2 kg *’”‘1"“ 7 % 1@ % (Theory of reasoned action,
TRA) % T4 7 5 T3 LA B 4 F 5 MBS LR
SR o T E KR PR RS KRR P 4P AT S

#2 & (Davis, 1989) -

gl nliJ % {4 P - FRFRGr FFRE AR A AR

M)TEREG > AN - RO EAAEFIHFTELEE LR

&ﬂ_%ﬁﬁ%ﬁé%f&“ﬁ PR e AR RN R FIF AT

BFFZFireba s BV R TR L B

mﬁﬁg%@eaﬁ@uﬁmwﬂéza@wqaﬁﬁﬁ
+i

¢ 1+ (Engel,

= »

A
WREFE P AL xe%ﬁﬁ%?ﬁyﬁ%ﬂ m#"weim +7féi FEa (7 5T
Blackwell, & Miniard, 1993; Schiffman & Kanuk, 2000) -

3 & > Davis #3 B& mr;fi:}iiru» feat g0 AR A5 0 B RINE G
B HR R A BAYE S ARCTAL B E BB L HT AR
LARBDATEFRE R B R G 2014) o FRF] s fE KRB BM T
IR AT AP AT AR (T SRR F R BT G
Bhe DA AR | o BEFE S 0] ‘F o [0 Bl o S F B
(Perceived usefulness of technology) U o ﬁi:}:t % % 4 (Perceived ease of
technological use)iz & %38 #25% &t T L4 % #3] | (Technology acceptance
model)sne & LA |2 —’”Lrpﬁ rp,gfr'% * M #F’ rﬂ{l% * 7 F\;fff'lﬁii}ig 5o
Sizhoo@ TRRATE Y RIRApR Y FARMRL R P - PEEE 1 FLAR
24 EsR et Z AR R o Davis (1989)3n 5 0 AR EA P AT B X AIRTR BT
FUoGRAwE M feiie PRGN PR REFRY SN PHAOEAR A LE
BA B EHRER Y DL BB o

e

P EELEA ML S SRR LE B a3F 5 RIATRE AT TR
W L ERBEEERIPHASY R F Y LR T S Pow (Bhattacherjee &
Barfar, 2011; Burton-Jones & Hubona, 2006; Teo, 2009) ° t_g# SR AERY o R
FXEA S ARGTR L RFD S VAR m%% FY WAL FNEG R PHER
R S - RO LE S A (I E It e A R b‘_ B ARG P
)i R g 2 el S % R ghdp B 7% (Burton-Jones &
Hubona, 2006; Lin & Hsieh, 2007; Oh, Yoon, & Chung, 2014; Teo, 2009) -
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Ft > AFF 3 0 Davis (1989)#r#k I enfl iR L A S oA o LA
PHEFRE -RES S o BRFIFE AL @;ﬁg ESEEL L S BN
Sl h r Pt E 4 SR g T

24 PHEF REPFHEIHI 2 MR

—deda > THEEEF R Rdp A P ARE AR AR F AR
PR 2R 0 A BRSNS § T BB AIFTE S 3 R 2
2w B FE A PR R O R TR R F PR £
LRSS LRITAL 2 BT R B A AT R AR - B
zumwﬁ?ﬁ?m3¥?ﬁﬁéﬁiﬂ%°

m:- H» 1_;

FRILE BRI kg PHREFRY L e B FE R f el FE o ¥
PR Y FHA Ay ¥ PR E B A - TR PP RITY Aok
DwBﬂ%&mP*%%ﬁm’%ﬁﬁﬁ*»%?%%%FE“ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
AF o RIBMOYFEEETRY SRPHAR S P ek i fe g
yﬂswﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁé DB R AT A SRR Y b g
A ER B R B PR A B B F R o @ Kleijnen,
Wetzels, & Ruyter (2004) %2 3 = I » FLEHEF R H S HEEL AL 5 + 3
Pt o gt eh s B AR A HONP R A R R BT RBELE IR 0 B ¥
*"f"-'f‘-"ﬁ FPERA Rt By 2 e B Al P R ARIAZHF

¥ 2 (Erdogmus & Esen, 2011 ) » # I »% ¢ # a2 f3an s sUple o R R R
Be- SRBAETRSE L7 KEHA Ko vdoP BB PIorTfR & F O
I8~ Egk % ¢ * 535(Godoe & Johansen, 2012) -

AET P R AT Instagram @ * 3R 5 RG] 2 @ % B
FERFEALPPHEFF L CAAMESFIZES SFEPHEEFF R P H

*’ﬁﬂ FARM R AR -

25 ¥ £ 3 # H & £ #7% (Unified theory of acceptance and use of
technology, UTAUT)

TEFFEATARREFZAROFIEFEEFE LA PAR TR R g
e gl ARRAR S > KRG H 6 TR LB PE %sr;\ IF]EL o
Venkatesh, Morris, Davis, & Davis (2003)LL N B AR iz <A 3% R
TR HENmERR > TR EE P HEL S (UTAUT) -

a1 & 32 5 »xdp i (Performance expectancy) ~ % 4 # 3 (Effort expectancy) ~ A+ %
¥ % (Social influence) 2 if ] i% ©* (Facilitating conditions) ¥ = i %] & ¢ B 1 *
Lo PRI B SS%op BB BFRER DL



He o Excip {jﬁ T i F o arig * %in ) 4 RO e B I N F il
g & 0 o & 5 * 1 (Perceived usefulness) ~ ¢ & ﬁvf#(Extrlnsm motivation) -
1 % 4p B (Job-fit) ~ 4p ¥F ik % (Relative advantage) ~ ¢ #f = % (Outcome expectation)
FIRAHE0 A HY Ay TR F AT E R TR A B
A BRI HERE T fohp ol o d F.QIV'% * 4 (Perceived ease of use) ~ % st4§
e (Complexity) ~ 4% i fj ¥ |2 (Easetouse) % = B+ o ‘o3 s AL R L4 0
PR AT AL T E R M A B PSR 0 J 1 A (Subjective
norm) ~ 7+ ¢ F]% (Social factors) ~ = #.2] % (Image) ¥ = B =+ H & = 5 if f]i &
g T * HAP GBI R AR A 4 R L AT kR mﬁi&iy d
w4 7 5 $r 4] (Subjective norm) ~ if f i i* (Facilitating conditions) ~ #p % 1%
(Compatibility) ¥ = &+t = -

b
S

PR A L AR RN | L AT R R
A5 KGR H AR EE Y 37 L3 0 Venkatesh, Thong, & Xu (2012) £ 4 » %
FEPESVYRIOERY EEEe > RS E S B A {2 TR
SHEW AL AP BERLH(UTAUT2)  FRR = B R % - > B3 e

lﬁ’%?’ﬁiﬂ’l BRF- PG B R R LS AP HELAG R
A2Fab % %= 0 A EATMA R %o BN FLA PR

(UTAUT2) o 4 £ 314525 5 (UTAUT) + 23450 05 15 335 » 202
AR s 0 B R HIMHL B A G ONRES P R PR A SR

* o

Ferito AFY iéixﬁi;}i}%fi PR A2 b PR~ LA
PRGN A R T ] R A o

26 ¥ f EEW% G E

"RE - g S BT A {54
LSSk TR % R TIA
i# 42 (Holbrook, 1994) - d >t i & & ¥ & E 5
e Jo Taomon® g ) # % » 9T s T
PEA G ¥ B GAE S RIZ g 1 B % (Sheth, Newman & Gross, 1991) o X Iy
?‘J’rf}a B - éi‘%\\mﬁji ’,.:},_”#7%‘5 ‘/)J %”—*‘"ﬂém mx% EA LA ~ Hf S tx‘?f;
Rk T A R AT F RN B Ak i s T
AR E S 3 S S % 1§ & (Babin, Darden & Griffin, 1994;
Parasuraman & Grewal, 2000; Sweeney & Soutar, 2001) -

LT BT A hify4E 4
SRS B E S AL Y
|—||;’,'¢;|;l‘ mJ\ ﬁ_{_g mJ\r,I%.

j'ijiﬁf.ﬁ\“gﬁf%gfﬂ; A _rﬁ/}j% = :; , \T:I_,ﬂ



I r:"‘“%ﬁf}i@_J {'fﬂ@ﬁ%/ A SEATA 4 - AR A F E”“%ﬁ%@ﬁ
Bendsie Bl 05> 52 0 VARZ L EHAE SR OFRTE % % (Soutar &
Sweeney, 2001; Zeithaml, 1988) - “wi{ i E AR F R * F 75 LA SR F]> § @& *
FORE AT ERE ARG AL g B A e PR
* % chi7 5 & W(Thaler, 1985) - Dodds & Monroe (1985)4 44 i & 5 1 & P24

e x% o~ frﬁir‘%’%‘r . fz‘r%%;ﬂ—_ s o 1} BArpE g ;‘g‘))ﬁﬁmfﬁ % ; Bolton &
Lemon (1999)#-25 f e ehsrdf R h4e » o h EenpEA P > I EFEA Y
AR RERFFESG BT R PR R4 > I i A e ‘gb.]'}-{—
m?éi_‘? 55?3;- 2k ‘r’vim%#a}_&[g{iﬁmr‘]%

" %85 , (Experience)- F 3R>t 4~7 < TExprientia > {43 & % i#5% 0 4
B A AL EE Y ERRY BEHF LR FROEREFRE A Ry
Bhod JF o RS A AT EE B AT TR v Ren BT 2 HiEfR S
7 B8 24 % eh A F(Schmitt, 2000) - Pine & Gilmore (1999)4; ) » #5% & - B * &
TIFH A A o AN R - kT B AL R
Eir- BRI ER B A AL SR A G BT R BRI E s T
T RS B rAple ik o D 2 MEHR AT ReTRB 2T MR
LIt ﬂLﬁﬁ<m:%mﬁ#’wuﬁm%»%$ﬁﬂmﬂﬁﬁgﬁ
B AP g R I 6 A 4 - 2R 9P 2 (Arnould, Price & Zinkhan,
2002) -

4o Abbott (1995)c#= 3 45 11> A P p o B I B & 7 EA K& B Bk
Foa A A EERY A RER 2 TS %ﬁm%wﬁwm%utiﬁ
He7i— RS X P E 0 A P [ IF“%’ ZAHNEW P F SRS
S I I e ) i B ESP i 4 e FoacH g 3R] ¥ oant _jf,!
64W1;w*1a*d\%ﬁﬁﬁf TR R TR W e L
%ﬁi’%uﬁiéﬁﬂ£%¥1%¢$g;am%¢?%ﬁwﬁ¢{4;
AR d MO BT E B R AR A A B
(Hirschman & Holbrook, 1986) -

Mathwick, Malhotra, & Rigdon (2001)f]:% % » %“’56%7%’ ERZEEIZ SN A I
KPR LS A SR AR BN RIEDT PR T AT I kA 1A T B
AR E At 3 BB TA L DA SR B iR AR BT R
Holbrook (1994) #7# el § & 7% 4 » #-MZ G B4 5 T f FRFTHp TR
FRigARt ST ER > s TaseRi ) He BT o

FEM 2 )gkmf% Pl AT R 4R Sweeney & Soutar (2001) ## R E
i & (Emotional value) ~ 4+ ¢ i & (Social value) ~ 1§ # % & (Price value) ~ # 5t i &
(Functional value) = 7€ 5 A # » 7 5 RAAF A NAH LK L & 44 B hik
% o



2.7 #* LW

Fishbein & Ajzen (1975):u 5 > — B A enfi7 S 38 § A& o710 T 0 SiEL 4
RF 2 g T g R > FIERIERIGF S "4‘3?5” AR TES AR @
A TR R B AR A AR ETE A KT A P2 7 5 Me (Folkes, 1988) 0 @ A
FLHETASY ARBEF T A e Kb 2 35 T F 5 (Chen, Gillenson, & Sherrell,
2002; El-Gohary, 2012) AEFAR T LR ST A AR Ao

- *B%ﬁﬁu@i ot TArEyal B TR AR élg’%i I
PR SN o TR RELHA] ) 7L 7 2 % H(El-Gohary, 2012; Wang, Lin,
& Luarn 2006) o )4 > Chen (2008)* FRREATEL Y o BRFAEE PR
L UPER St N L LR R Rt SRR R u%‘
kigr JIEp o B & F‘i‘? LR §NE2 3B (Khallfa & Shen, 2008) ;
Cotte & Wood (2004)z%5 » i 7t # ¥ 3% %‘r'ﬁé e B ARR 0 Bt %PR%&E%E%
CROEEERERS F R il BT BRR A TR R R
e A A AR S L R ek
4r (Hurley, 1998) ; Berry, Selders & Grewal (2002)~ 45 &) » i & Jﬁ F A 8%
FETH P S JRAE 0 VR H RS P R PR T R R I PR R
S HPEY Z B o

—da g o B B MRIRDER Y o 5 ¥ FIE 1 IRGRG A St
o AL T BRSO R Y T BRIk 2 B R R
B - LR ki & RsEH @ % (7 5 (Featherman, Miyazaki, & Sprott, 2010) -
porh o R E YRR s R B AR j\@f& ¥ A 5 PRFE(Kim
& Choi, 2012)’ FIY R AL E T S R AT TR B » e

é:«L ]’F" o

STk s ﬂ\ﬁj F]m J}E‘_Fm ’ Tﬁ% it ’g fig é‘rpi ?‘L;}i 3] en
;‘?»rr%%']“}pt:ﬂrrﬁ%]”}Q R RERY LR T iEM "’q‘f’:lﬁq*’é.ﬂ rI*‘
o R A S 5&1& L K& In stagram R < S VR sl 1Y

ERe@* LRF AT



31 F % HH

R 2 Bl P U2 R AP e g R R R A RO
FEHAT R o H 2 o AL B A FIF (P HERR) S PEFIFAERL R )
W FIF (R F )5 v > PR R RN PmE > Fd v
2 Instagram & * chfli g Ar s @ R AR E Y AR E e g
P TSP EAT ] B oS o

B4 5% Tl %4 8 713

10



32 P31 B&

Lin, Shih, & Sher (2007) & f# i} § + % ﬁ}:;‘f’f—/\ ®F PR RO FEH
FREFREFHESHET > & —@i%a S B I A
(Technology readiness and acceptance model, TRAM) » & #-2_ % r2 48343 % A X $HAT
FE R IR TS o RS o - WA AR LR R RARE o bl4e Lin &
Chang (2011)% 3R » fdx * p B4 pR7%F* $ (Self-service technologies, SSTs)™ » 4
R R g %{v;;“’? frg h M gEiRAe s % 4 Oh, Yoon, & Chung (2014) 8 3 3 IR »

B ALY RN R TR R R K ﬁi:}i-ﬁvﬁﬂ;u_ fop X EERAg F R SR
frh * 3 %s;{—gga_g o F oo j\lﬂ;j;’;;; i@ * X% iF Instagram g * 5 g JE

H 3‘13;‘_—-»}; oA d v s Fpt g T i;}—l;‘a/{ :
Hla. #3% &R #3 Instagram @ * efigniry * 3 2w BFHE -
Hilb. # 3% & B $3¢ Instagram i # ehgaird * {43 L o BEERE o

7 3 4L £ (Information technology, IT) e & Fpez - > %*u{ eALE A
514 @A AR %% 3 X H Y (Parboteeah, Valacich, & Wells, 2009) - #p
MAT LA o TR Al AR R4 o R RF R H oAy v L
A% % 4 (van der Heijden, 2003; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011; Wells, Parboteeah,
& Valacich, 2011) ; ¢t b > ¥ 3 A g dg MR ks g b R Y FHRFH T oy
ERIE I IR - (o o B e i) ?;,iairr% * 4 (Chou & ChanLin, 2012; Olsson,
Lagerstam, Karkkainen, & Vaananen-Vainio-Mattila, 2013; Yovcheva, Buhalis, &
Gatzidis, 2013) o s& F #73f > AT FH DT BEK

H2a. 3= 314 $3¢ Instagram # * x4y ? EREERS
H2b. A4 w51 4 #3% Instagram i # ehgnsed * 3 L o BEEF R o

- AR HILT EETR if Fpko T ETFE AR (RABEE) AR
M%) % 2. — - @ Venkatesh (ZOOO)E| RGEEE A TBARIIRG 25
B e A AR R AR A AR Y R R o d AN IRARIER T G e R Al
S EIROLEE 0 FI 3 LR 0 v BT L~ B Y AT F g
i (Chen & Chan, 2014; Teo, 2009) ; ' s 2 *h » AR iF #4455 &b ynqpdlix & o

¥ oag it —‘kiﬁiii e v o 3 (Wu, L, & Fu, 2011) o F)pt 0 AFF 7 % 00
|E;~vj{ .

e BERY-
rTeBEERE-

H3a. #3& % it 43t Instagram i # oy *

\an

H3b. &g if i+ 443 Instagram & #* g7 i #

‘n‘\-

11



APRERIEGPEGERY TR v, RS TAPARR R BT
A lliggf_' BA1iTFreenfe Planard v TR L T AP4pR Tk
AT FLRA Y g oA TEA ) R THE R R -
FEAR FHLAF A P (0 = H B R F AR S enR M Tk (Davis, Bagozzi, & Warshaw,
1989) = Gl4eF Ay dpd o @ * —"‘i&ﬁﬁjf RTEP B PRAEPE > 3uAvy r fod R
JRireniE * ji &R 2 5zt 5 & = B (%(Childers, Carr, Peck & Carson, 2001) ; & #&
TR A KL P éfr%i’ﬁ R LR 3 4P e 5 (Brunerll & Kumar,
2005) - Bj‘ﬁaf'éi’ﬁ‘t”’ﬁ - g A M APEY 7 ARy A MERH
£ HF LR A SEoAe ehd X 1 (Lin, Shih & Sher, 2007) ; #+ #F > 3o5w % # " g
Wi AR A2 ERPEN G L £ BERAG Y ‘I“i*ﬁn% # sn)ifi 4R
»%z % (Kulviwat, BrunerII, Kumar, Nasco, & Clark, 2007) o &= F #7if » 2877 3

7ONTF g
H4. Instagram # # efndrd * i r B3 2o BEFRE -
H5. Instagram # * éigpies * BHWR * FRF I BEFHE -
H6. Instagram # # efaird * R * GRF Lo BFHE -

- AT R pAAE BT Muustm (7 & & B Jo b4c Ayeh, Au,
& Law (2013):F7 5 45 21 > f B fe e B3Ik Y B F R Y p A B AL WA &
3 e R A % Ahn, Ryu, & Han (2007) 4 4. .*%&«ﬁ—‘p CREE TS B AR
PR E L @&;}3“ g # e xking, w5 Hu, Chau, Sheng, & Tam (1999) &%=
14 s R Fgd TRPHE LT i pBﬂf —,ﬁﬁ ARG BTG
e xR H @ ”“Hi#imv fofta BT R EEFT ARG Y BR
HIimidrm, 7288 Liu&Amett (2000)#1 CERY AR IR RS
R !‘g BRI E RIS DY EARY A FRA G
B % 0F ~ %75 (2010)% & Blog i * %m"‘*’ #A 7 R Blog i€ % K (Rl g i
%t "Blog & * 7 ERER  FEeRFORE A Fory(2013)F5 B 76 B Kl
LR ekt gl 4ol EHRY FRAF IeRFRFF L
AEF DT DEK

H7.Instagram i€ * k¥ chigd * GREWH R * AWMF L HFLP -
H8. Instagram & * f char B F EHTH R * GRF L+ HFLP -
H9. Instagram & # JF,*' i EHTER* AWM RFLE -

AT Rt AR R B AP R S ey F
FriEAEY o PRI B A BB (1w] ~ E8)11 2 Instagram & * k(i * &
FoRRi o pRE)E N INRAEO LAY R T ok o

12



33 F¥&*

AFTHEFREDLE S N ETR TR SR e P EHER R AT
M%\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ~ﬁﬁ@%‘%?@&~%¥@@‘ﬁf%@5@‘éiﬁ#‘
Instagram & * e AR IRi o WP 4o T ol

A PG R

ﬁiiﬁ:L@ffE BREA2FIEEP A& 44 Chung & Koo (2015)2.# 7 @ & = >

AL BAEde g R BARRTRH o B X 78 2 7 4% Likert scale <7
AR ORI AN AR AR RN A AR 2 TEYRR
BIEA L LP]T o

& wb “”

hp%

B. AR =514

AR5 :'-é_% 2 FPIEAEP 1 & %% Chung & Koo (2015)2 77 § #htllm & »
£ 4 = 40> b|4L4e A Instagram 5 3£ % 25 4p M mF‘@ Yo BRI T ankald .
¥ € & > 7 Likert scale .m? BE AR B AR R AR KM
T2 R 2 T2F R 0 ARSI 1R T A

LSCENE

RagiE it 42 FPIE4E P 2 & 4% Chung & Koo (2015)2. 7= 5 St = » £
7 AR B D AT o AL T T g+ Instagram o B ¥ R
= ;N3 Likert scale e 7 g8h8 2 kR c £ A A F R EAE GRS T2
IRR LI TAEFRL 0 ANET LT A

D. 3t o

PR L2 FIEEP 1 & 24 Chung & Koo (2015)2 77 § sl A = > &
SEATE TR AT F S ﬂ}]&m o H ¥ '—”’fr'}a o Jf#” A bR A
i# * Instagram ¥ 1 ZE S35 1) B "‘mém SRR F;Mfr; + F" ﬁ]&m A A
B4E4e @ * Instagram pF o AFEF e B H L E - P X8 2 5V 4k Likert scale
17 BEE RS ﬁg’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬂk@ﬂ&&@mrﬁﬁnkﬁjir%#k
L ABES LT A

E. &% L&

R EL2ZFBAD A8 %% Chung & Koo (2015)2. 72 3 sl @ = >
7 I 3E 0 B8R4 @ A i Instagram E_fxfp e B oo B R HFE 2 34 Likert scale
PTEER RFR B A AR A ERAARSTAYIRL 2 TAYR
o AEES L RT A

13



F & 48

HAFTHERET LHWEL 2 NAILP » £47 Chung & Koo (2015)2 7 1 4
P A 0 Instagram o B % R % 5V Likert
E¥ 2R 5 M2t

Y4 TR blATde
Rt N R AR B M 2

%’l\lﬁr’ ERE
scale N7 BLE R ORHFE 0 B %3
FRA P ARLI LR T A

G. i i &

R B ER AR LR S Zalchkowsky (1994)z_ 7= 3 Ml A = > &
SN E vr*s'% CAN S A 1 '@f#m A TS
A% * |nstagram BF .o 'ri RoTALERE 25 T3 4

RN e g S R I‘f ,'— ERYE G2 {E’ ] 38 4
7 %8> B|&E4c & * Instagram

- ] L

B I AR B AR

4ol @ * Instagram ¥

EAR Instagram AT TR R T
Az P EERY - B % ir% = ;9 4% Likert scale <97 g-&

L R R

<

1451—.55" At 1‘*
K > B P AN AR A ARABMRNT AT 2RI ) 2
BI 1T A
BAAATHR
BE -~ BOFERED -

EAAb R S EE S RTIER © HAFRET -

I. Instagram & * k%
PFRER ~@* P~ Fr A E3Ep o

A FPLHIAFW

AELRTLAS ERRLIR IR OB E IR SETHHN R
3}%’9 Jaq)’?"‘;;ﬁ: ’51E‘.f—r£§l €'ﬂs \;1(9: ,}‘o

TR A 2

% 1% SPSS 22.0 ki3 i 2 Smart PLS F4 = A2 03] #r il
B2 B

sy T

P‘—- iy

LA ”J‘f‘u?”v\*‘r” EOoSHET P DRETE 1% ;fu

2L T
A Foit 4 st A e
TGOS P 2 A TR Instagram @ R & BT 7 K A e s

AV Bt 3 A b3t 4 47 (Descriptive statistic analysis) > @ ¥ % 58 g #icz A F G

ﬁ’i/jﬁ._ n—\m 7 )lf* °

14



B.G RE TR & 47

% B (Reliability)» 47 1 & £ % I % P 20— 5244 (Consistency) &2 £& % 1+
(Stability) ; »< /& (Validity) » 47 B 2.4y e 2P 02 LEFRT - BHRMAL TR
AR TED M EEIRL

%M F & A AT

% 75 |+ %1% 4~ 47 (Confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) i & 2_ {7 % % AJ% gLip| %
ﬁ?r%p%ﬁ@m%%%ﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬁmmﬂééﬁ‘ﬁmﬁi
(Convergent validity) ¥ % %] 2 & (Discrimination validity) -

TearreRdp ® RRIE AR HE A 2 BRI W BB 5 B R AR M 1LY
FLEIEFE L FE S 045 2 &p ¥ om 5 4B L > (Squared multiple
correlation, SMC)i& + *+ 0.20 1+ > B & £ Ej& Yz &rre & (Bentler & Wu, 1993;
Joreskog & Sorbom, 1996) ; ¢+ ¢t » Bagozzi & Yi (1988)2 47 3 &3k » & Hm 2 &
iz & (Composite reliability, CR)£2 - 355 & % B~ & (Average variance extracted, AVE)
Z_ g3 %> 0602 050 -

Mm% BPTR A4S B2 RELEFRE AL EAR E&é Atrts 0 &
AR XM TEA T E B R ;:f,i:(Anderson & Gerbmg, 1988)- % BIPE

SO L TE - e AVE T334 g AR RE Chlic2 Bl 30 R B
£8 4 5 0B B 75% 2+ (Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998) -

D.g 4> A2t

S 4255 #558 (Structure equation modeling, SEM)&_p w4k ¢ § % L&
SR RF DT E B P DA E R BN o AT PR
(BFI) 8 7 7 BURl R MR )2 T2 F1% B i (7t o o S 1= ALHERS bk R
Ao 45 BILwm st ~ SRS G R R il E R E B
B #0532 e

E.7 5% A 47

B AP PR ML R R AL BB A
FAITe A AR 5 skl B8 05 B Rl LT g MR
R~ R LR LR EEFA R @RS o
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4. BEBETH
41 £33 —*’E“ﬁ’i’-,h‘gi’ Instagram i * {354 45

AEEE2019# 90 1P 1107 20 B o R d s K FEB AR
Bz kB st s ﬂ%&(i;a B a? i Instagram) BT RS

APRE TR L s fed RS ﬂ;””)é' 61420 Instagram @& * 25 > H
BR et 1A 20 2 12 BdhBEr o HuBES G o L (67.3%) 5 B T L
(327%) PEMIRD LR ERE AR 530 AT F ik 05.29) 0 B 51k 1
P E® 2 B Instagram SefALF L R IhTE L EEA LD K
TRAESG R T H09% F ¢ Bk 145% % £ (% £)5 FRl S 80.0% -
M AT P RIL 46% 0 HE T AR AR E A B IR BFERR Y
KGR 5 (ik O7.0%) S RE LT E S A EEATH 2R Bl‘«é,‘:"v G oo E
4 B 5 (ik 68.4%) 0 B = B G PRFEE (1 20.7%) 2 T K (1k 3.7%) B B G 4
BB A e 38(68.2%) 5 A 0 B2 FIF A BEATRR o

21 £ E TR BT

57y $m3g i AN Y g E  FAV
By ] 142 32.7 EE 297 68.4
- L 292 67.3 1 E 16 3.7
20 & 1T 105 24.2 PRI 90 20.7
20~25 275 634 mE B ¥ 13 3.0
) 26~30 & 33 7.6 %l pd ¥ 5 1.2
&4 :
31~40 #& 15 3.5 @ ¥ 5 1.2
41~50 # 4 0.9 9k 7 1 0.2
51~60 2 0.5 H 16
B¢ T 4 0.9 Al 3R 78 18.0
T B0 () 63 14.5 # 3 44 10.1
2R LB (L gi) 347 800 , . . % 30 296 68.2
FAg b 20 461 T L 4 0.9
5 4] A4 421 97.0 5 5 1.2
Ei ° ¥ 13 3.0 B o 7 16
R 75 13 3.0
| 7% F: 421 97.0

L2 L BERE A R EF G 0 2 T3~5 & | B 5(38.0%) 01 & T
B (74%); e ¥4+ > T &0 & 1 (kX #1(85.3%); & = i¢ ¥ pER IR o
T30 AT | B 5 (AL9%) 0 fe Tl PR | 4 23.5%; 1t * B ehs
B (FAFE) Tl THeFEsz FapM TR T HEEFCE N TARER
Sum B E LA K BT AAE) R EALTAERE ST B
P A TR R AR Y B EAAE R L o
16



%2 % %—]’5 Instagram & * 35 %3t &

Y JmIg [ 3 AW ¥4 SmIg #& pA
leanT 32 7.4 Arax 370 85.3
e 1~3 & 158 36.4 & i 3~5=% 27 6.2
N 3~5 & 165 38.0 e ¥ i 1~2= 14 3.2
5 &t 79 18.2 #p &9 2~3=% 6 14
& = Lo T 182 419 &1 1= 2 0.5
¢ ¥ 05~1 ] p* 144 33.2 A Al = 15 3.5
P R 1/ pFret 108 23.5 Eix 150 34.6
FTE R 387 89.2 A ] 101 23.3
Fg o 216 49.8 UEEDS i 366 85.3
ik 122 28.1 I & 108 24.9
SN = 39 9.0 ¥ Al 214 49.3
i% B3 15 3.5 bl FAR T A 157 36.2
p e AR 204 47.0 i Bt A 196 45.2
= 'E’t)% 222 51.2 ERE TRl 15 3.5
I A 12 2.8 Ry 52 12.0
EF %”ﬁ'ft‘ 128 29.5 P 7 i 15 35

H 12 2.8 ---

42 R4 B AH

AL R REHR PR S R b R SRR G
6%5@’@ﬂﬁgﬁﬁi*rﬁﬂ%°ﬁﬁﬂ%@%ﬁﬁwﬁ@,@ﬁﬁﬁa
+ﬁ- kﬁlj;{\’%t&ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁ—ﬁimg\ LL‘FIé?h F"%F\ *;;:&

BRIV (4 3) > FLEEH R 2 Cronbach’s o f#ics 0845 5 4R %314
2_ Cronbach’s a #:#c 5 0.849 ; @i if * 2 Cronbach’s a % #c s 0.815; 324j *
4 2_ Cronbach’s o % #c s 0.878; 330 % * 42 Cronbach’sa a#c s 0.926; i *
it & 2. Cronbach’s o 2 #ic s 0.941; i@ * &, %]L Cronbach’s o % # 5 0.938 ; =%
# &2 Cronbach’s a f#ic 3 0.916 ; F 4 & # 2 Cronbach’s a fi#ic s 0.978 - o **
FTHIARE2ZFFEG GRHAN 08 EVERLFR A RELZ BRI
# 0.9 &7 & % % B ¥ #£% (Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, & Tatham, 2006) -

Z 14 %1% & +7(Confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) i & 2_ iT % % e J2 BLIP| %

Bed ﬂ%ﬁ* ¢ I8 [Tk R %’%H fee &G DF R BH TRt R B R Bk
Feof ¥ drapn R Edp RRIEAP L BRI RSB L K B RAPM L
WRIPE > E AL TR TR A 045 2 E a5 A4pm T > (Squared
multiple correlation, SMC) & « *+ 0.20 ™ F p#> B] % & & 5 jcag»c & (Bentler & Wu,
1993; Joreskog & Sorbom, 1996) o &7 3 A 473 % B 7 (z\ 3)» #rF BRI ik
_gwﬂ%gﬁﬁrwfwm5 S| FER] > P FEEERE(>1.96 0 p<0.05);

H SMC 2 535+ 020 2 2] % 5 > & A7 2B EHARL 7 jcaoch -

17



% 3 RIEHA Sl A

o 3] & ki FE pREMEL Cronbach’s o CR & AVE &
] PHER A L 0.679/0.184
L L PHEER2 0.689/0.154
) FHEHFRE 3 0.795/0.215
;% E PHOER R 4 0.741/0.286 08435 0883 0.9
i FHEE RS 0.805/0.252
PHER R 6 0.768/0.239
T 0.603/0.159
i R 2 0.686/0.183
£ F  Agmild3 0.757/0.211
S Y LI 0.786/0.224 0.849 0.886 0.529
5 B gl s 0.783/0.217
. WA 6 0.648/0.167
W54 T 0.801/0.206
e A1 0.673/0.202
W e 2 0.747/0.236
e e i i 3 0.776/0.223
i% ﬁ“‘ RaEiE it 4 0.822/0.292 0815 0866 0522
i = w5 0.581/0.168
e i 6 0.711/0.248
et vl 0.814/0.224
;: o R T2 0.841/0.209
y B IR 0.88210.221 0.878 0.910 0.634
N 0.813/0.232 ' | '
s wmeires 0.872/0.229
el 7 6 0.482/0.113
= P RN 0.878/0.233
o F AR T2 0.913/0.223
P B w3 0.854/0.230 0.926 0.944 0.773
B a4 0.841/0.216
1 w3 S 0.908/0.235
, v AL 0.904/0.227
5 wrgr2 0.925/0.229
OB RTERD 0.912/0.225 0.941 0.955 0.809
s B wrERd 0.912/0.223
YGRS 0.841/0.207
. v LWL 0.920/0.230
! oo LW 2 0.899/0.220
TR #*imM3 0.835/0.220 0.938 0.953 0.803
;j] B o AF4 0.884/0.212
@AW 5 0.939/0.233
N 0.921/0.283
TS 0.917/0.284 Jote o out 500
§oo  EiE 0.875/0.298 ‘ ' ‘
£ T aewe 0.864/0.253
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gt *h - Bagozzi & Yi (1988)2 #7 3 £ 3% > & m e £ A& (Composite reliability,
CR)z. & Z 5> 0.60 > @ T i5% 8 % B¢ (Average variance extracted, AVE)L e
%3050 gatris B (£ 3) 232 CRE/A> 0861 095> A AVE &R
132052 % 080 B A7 HAlap - RPEAR7T /L o

TR R R A B R HACERE FL S HAGAAM AL
HApBEAER M > T &5 H E 5 % w2k (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) o F % # i
b BRI TE - ARG AVE T RS0 LG cfp M e B 3
JF. 1k BERY e 5 B 75% 2+ (Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, & Tatham, 2006) -
BEAL TR ET UER(E 4) ¢ f#aa AVE = §1354 35 & 4.5 I sfp
Cedfc » Bpom L HEw Wb RHSTEER] > FlP AT R ARG R RITR -

N
N

14 Boch A

E) A B C D E F G H
AFHEEFR | 0748
BALf w34 | 0482 0727
C. it i i* 0504 0683  0.724
Diwnérd * 1 | 0465 0717 0668  0.796
Eiuird * 42 | 0469 0.634 0724 0691  0.879

Fig* i 0.526 0.664 0.681 0.687 0.760 0.899
Gig* LW 0.433 0.652 0.681 0.701 0.711 0.824 0.896
Hf i & 0.453 0.620 0.610 0.686 0.681 0.765 0.778 0.894

43 FRIARERBR

%% Smart PLS }1‘%3“: | if fe & (Model fit)=rzp? » SRMR(Standardized root

mean square residual) 5 & ¥ i fedg 0 A & * M HEE Bk A F & F
(Misspecification) » # & % -] >+ 0.08 B % 7 fie if & 2 4+ (Henseler et al., 2014) -
154 e g fia‘*ﬂ 1 (Normed-fit index, NFI)z_ #ic & /1 % 0~1 2 ¥ » i@ F 3 * <> 0.9
% 1% 2 (Bentler & Bonett, 1980) ; % i » 7 5 & 1 #ﬁ B0 NFI etk & o] cpF i €
AR > TR R A 5T > WAt P02 0.8 % 128 (Ullman, 2001) - % *t RMS
theta ¥ ig * *t % & pr 1B & #-3] (purely reflective models) - ;ﬁu i b IRHA| IR
# 78 2_4p B 42 & (Lohnoller, 1989) ; i@ % RMStheta E4%3%:1T 0> % 7 ¢F IRHA) %
AFE 2 ApB 24 ) (5 A3l pe k) Far et o B i) 2 012 &
o+ WA peif & 2 4F (Henseler et al., 2014) -

*# 7 2 SRMR=0.065 > NFI=0.773 » RMS theta=0.133 > ~ %8 {* & (2% 4&1T)
WAl feif & F o £F + > Marsh, Parada, & Ayotte (2004)¢ lacobucci (2010)14‘:j T
E=) -1 %Pﬁf‘"‘] crfie i B P ETHR W% Ao r i BB S A RTIRE E 4 BIHE
FEUEVESER P AP FREAIfRERARBELT RIS
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44 B BERHRRE

BT BB N I B TR A AT & S B RS R F e R R
fafd o Bk R bR 5o

45 BABIALE

Bk B Bk M BE tiE EEERE
Hla 38§ Aot * {4 h 0.056 1.479 7oA
Hib Ay & —oard * s s 0.096" 2.189 e
H2a A3l 4 —inirg * 1 s 0.394™ 7.503 e
H2b AR w 3l 4 —inied * 4 s 0.236" 4.472 L x
H3a  ugif it —>zard * 2 s 0.147" 2.674 =
H3b  isgigit—>inard * |4 s 0.515" 11.109 *
H4  indrd # Boinied * ha 0.308™ 5.475 L
H5  zaied * i * iR g 0.143™ 3.025 e
HE  znoch * B> * i B s 0.386" 7.500 s
H7 R * R i 0.550" 11.658 *
H8 o E—>’* A s 0.404™ 8.833 ®
HY > 2 F hat 0.357" 7.538 =

FT—*p<0.05**: p<0.01

A\ﬁ‘*%’?ﬁl PHER R €T = FRERAG ¥ (8= 0056 p >
0.05) > fe ¢ & w AT ¥ B Fsascd * 1(B = 0.096, p < 0.05) > Flp THla : fi#
B H R Instagram @ * guned PG P e BEEFRE 4 22> e THlb.
FLEOFE R Instagram @ # el P H G e BEEHE S 2 ALY
PELFPTEERET O PHEFREDI R ERTF &S * 2 (Chung,
Han, & Joun, 2015; Roy, Balaji, Quazi, & Quaddus, 2018) ; % &~ 7 # 3 4 41 »
HEH R EHRAGF P ERa s F B kxR (Kamble, Gunasekaran,
& Arha, 2019; Pattansheti, Kamble, Dhume, & Raut, 2016) o # #> #1 $L 8 & B £ *
K3 B A H R - B R 24 (Erdogmus & Esen, 2011) » @ 3245 * &~ 32

ok R R R AR A EE RS R - PRI TR A Fn g g
P ehfe R R AR L AR A T Instagram ;) GRREEg ) enié o B r
FREERE(FE LD AR Y P i ERE(R ) mAFETRABEREARE

Instagram EAEALFELAE R f250 > Ay PR o PETA B FOFO T
Flpk o R HH1 ¥z 2 Eadm F a4 > B T4 % e Bl A7 Hla
A2 sHb+ = RHEE -
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Aotk RS G R e DAL 14 o e A TP H A SARE G AR
TR Bl —"ﬂ‘ ) %kéﬁ; % w5l A4 & % (Tractinsky, Katz, & Ikar, 2000) - 4 #=
TR EEFERRERIA e EFRERAF ¥ (B =0.39%, p<0.01)
Bz d v (B =0.236,p<0.01) > F]p TH2a. AR =314 #** Instagram i#
FHaRRT PG e BEEFERETH2b, ARF =514 H3 Instagram @ * dRR
wh P PRI e BEFRE S oD RN R F enirde pER K
7 — TARR PF B (Parboteeah, Valacich & Wells, 2009) ; m Campbell-Grossman,
Hudson, Hanna, Ramamurthy, & Sivadasan (2018)12 # s&* S5 17 ¥ % > & H
¥ ENMN (Enhanced new mothers network) A £ 4] + % & * APP e % 35 » %
SR LA ML AN PR RS 2 F R - T AR R4 -
BE R PP EFF 5 32 He, Wu, & Li (2018)R 0% » MR8 & 2 B %R B 5 it
FEART L OB E S ol B R B - 9 EaE ’}ﬁ‘ﬁ ®F TR A DR
FE o S booril > AFT R 3G Instagram R o Ak o U B R P~ BF AR
B FARE L Do SR R A HFEST A SR A
Feren, FIpr A7y H2a~H2b = = & 32 -

IovigseiE o plEAp DA PR PHA TR L DR 43 L) e
XA Fee § o (Venkatesh, 2000; Wu, Li, & Fu, 2011) o & 57§ 4~ 47887 >
REEiEE € e FRERAG Y (B = 0147, p < 0.01)&E A s (B =
0515, p <0.01) » F]* "H3a. @&k & 3T Instagram # * eindrs * 437 & %
BEFRP PTH3b. @agiF i H#3 Instagram & * gunird 5 1 o BEEFRE
=2 o % F o Chen & Chan (2014)3 & 4 i & & f 20t & FHF R IALR w7
1 4p d R R € B 5P E K PH L 05 (Senior technology acceptance model,
STAM) ; @ Lu, Yu, Liu, & Yao (2003) 4+ ¥+ & & 3 gt (Wireless Internet) s 3 = 2%
Mo MARTE R P ARAG  dnar s e oh s Teo (2010)4H ¥k EF Ak
THREY TR AW LS R R ol B § BT
HELH(TAM) « A5G 0 - B " KB @R H3C KA (24
Tgr T HGE) @ % Instagram RS F B E HE {20~ oS 0 F)p H3a -
H3b = = & o

dA52 257 v suird ¥ g 1 e EFR R (8 =0.308,p<
0.01) > #= "H4. Instagram ¢ * gsnted * P Rwd * B3 2+ BBFRP
TG RAF P FRER Y LAR(S = 0143, p < 0.01) - & "HS,
Instagram & * et ¥ PR R T ERFEPHFEFXF ) 22 R r L
gL FR BT EA (L =0.386,p<0.01) > #% "H6. Instagram # # 324
PR HHNRTERAI I BEFRE 22 o
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Taherdoost (2018)% A § B 4 $L4% % HEA] e ik o 4 MIRFEEL S § 37 F
frt=2¢ (Models and frameworks) * % iz §# i¢ * HE %fr;fijijiﬁ:rv - E'Jrrl
%1% o 4 > Childers, Carr, Peck & Carson (2001)%“ HRRMESFS o E
i ) e it b TR gg FAFEe o BAROH ARG Y el
FeERMTRY LR A i ﬁﬁvfa’ P LA R RER Y LR F AR
Z(Brunerll & Kumar, 2005) ; ¢t ¢ » A FdFpMET Y > FFE T 2 #F
WACE P MR Y AR Z R LB E G 8 % (Castaeda, Muoz-Leiva, & Luque,
2007; Kulviwat, Bruner I, Kumar, Nasco, & Clark, 2007; Lai & Li, 2005; Nysveen,
Pedersen, & Thorbjrnsen, 2005) ; Pradhan, Oh, & Lee (2018)#% 3+ i %?‘f ERCE G i
FYEFE R B PRGRFLH(SSTS)in i, Bl » Fe thdp I K & dnldrg * 4
Exaer LW BFRE; o Pascoal, de Almeida, & Sofia (2019) e 3 “$ 1R

}am

COTE =

X

s 2y s 4

WERATE F e Ay P 2 v, k- ﬂﬁ#ﬂ“"ﬁ—*‘?é‘bgﬁhwﬁ@ﬁa
LRFgAPE d1ea sl ﬁ&aﬁrﬂﬁmi EAER - ﬁwr’mfﬂ%

7 Instagram el T2 T TS X SPER oM 2 BV B fR(R L £) s
= & * Instagram $&% 2 25 F m{— B *ent N oA L HERP > AT HA -
HS5-H6 = > R &2 -

Bt AT RRET (A5 R GREE P HEFEER LH(S =0.550,p
<0.01)> % H7. Instagram # * ¥ chi¢ * GREHH & * AWF 2+ HFHE,
AR ELI S MFRFRT EAR(S = 0404, p < 001) - & THS.
Instagram ¢ # % e F EHN LR BRF I HFRP, 22 oL f &
g FRER Y LH(F =0.357,p<001) - & "HI. Instagram i¢ * ¥ chse
ETHREHTER* AWMF Lo BFRE, 2 -

AHe 3 P2 ei7F B LR (Attitude) ~ 7 5 # » (Behavioral intention)
g o qf i E (Perceived value) & % 78 ¥ B % c04£ 34 (e.9., Hultman, Kazeminia, &
Ghasemi, 2015; Jin, Lee, & Lee, 2015; Ozturk, Nusair, Okumus, & Hua, 2016; Yeo,
Goh, & Rezaei, 2017) - Kulviwat, Bruner I, Kumar, Nasco, & Clark (2007)+ PDA
SRFTASZRDEEFTY SRR GRE T e B EME LB A Oh,
Kim, Lee, Shim, Park & Jung (2009):& (7 & B L P> mF IR * LR ¢ B ¥
PRELAR AL APy HI S 2 Bhemo

R A o R ES) R HER ez TEFHE 25 &
£ & 52 - (Voss, Parasuraman, & Grewal,1998) - # 3 45 1 > i jt H £ 1§
RE®* S ARERE MY LR E P RS M(Teng, Lu, & Yu, 2009) ; @ Chung,
Lee, Kim, & Koo (2018) 1z #: 32 m(MotlvatlonaI theory)#F 3¢ 4v4f % & & o if ABrk
(Perceived enjoyment) ¥+t & 22 7 5 L B2 B HER2Z 25 & 277 i85
Flpt HB~HO = = R £ 72 o
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A5 MES AP HRIN LT FRAEFRILH

xz::biﬁfb 4] fiji#q-;\’fﬁ-i\(UTAUT)me‘u,ﬁ VIR PR s E R T
pEEEE e B 3 %58 B 55 (Venkatesh, Morris, Davis, & Davis, 2003) - £+ » 4
I edr FEAPFEIEOML AL RG> 2 BB A & GF A 17
B FAIE S N R B EF(RLAE TER ) Fa
Fﬂ%fﬁéré@wn’{@g%@%@a~@wi@~%§$@ipzﬁa

A FEE (AT EHHI-HE - HI g = F 3% ) H 2%k T404 60

d & 62 At k%kET 0 % & F(55%)¢E % TH7. Instagram @& * Jﬁ,é_hfé
TRAHWHAR?Y %MJI’ T BEFRE @F 3 F g E aE xR mE (R
)R € 1 TH9. Instagram & # Few L fEHT LR AWF 2P HFEE,
ATk INH RGP STk o FESF B LA PR
LR (UTAUT)EPE A 7 & & 0 4 fof A7 ~ 3 43(2014) 11 42 P ds £ O3V 45
AL ezl Facebook hig * R RIZ A7 8% F AR S RERFTARE R
T ESEPTE- AR

26 F kTS

B3k B s Hw|(Z ) Ed(CE) R*EF(EE) FLRFPEEE)
H7 &% iR —@* 3B 0.310 1.323 -2.561" -1.216
H8 i E—i ¥ ik -0.370 0.112 1.319 -0.311
HO i @i * & 0.840 0.993 -1.913 -2.560"
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ABEREEFTHFRE > BRC S L 2 AR % k2 - (Boyd & Ellison,
2007) - F 7 F o RS AR OR TS AR AR F pARE S T
GRS AAEHEFAL - TRRDPE G Y F FHAS  RINL 6
A HIHE CHE O REHEFESESSRIEA D 2 £ (Lee, Xiong, & Hu,
2012) » F]P T AAF S R 'ﬁmlé PREE AR EERY ARA-BAER
TR -

B AR PR G AR A & L Instagram @ T ¥ 3 8% 475
SACRNIP RP b B Al DR 9 0 G SR et S SR EAR
B~ * g Bl B3 4pe B P R - J2napgky o &
SR BRHEFT LG T AN RS A F 5] % % (Al-Debei,
Al-Lozi, Papazafeiropoulou, 2012; Chung, Han, & Joun, 2015; Pradhan, Oh, & Lee,
2018) » Bl < RS T PR A IR R R AT EBINEE
= ?J#i;ll- RN 2 IR ROE R TR R T E A ffr TR NG LA P HER
¥ ;8 (UTAUT) (ke & 7 7 (Menkatesh, Morris, Davis, & Davis, 2003) » 7= fe i 4 5=
iiﬁﬂa$%¢rwg£(£ﬁmp 2ikdy > 2014) > BV B FFATE- B
VLR e

“h
i

)y

2R
‘:
*

- zmw ,qg; Wy

K arehk R > EAF A L)~ SET AT ARy PR
% A BE R FRATE G Wl = 2 £ B (Taherdoost, 2018) » @ A7 T 2 A7 %%
Bpom o RRRenfl g TR B UGB TE P ¢ P HE G F S AR )
Ea PR GR - RY LR L Tt A RARFSEY 2N R
WA Arm i CARE SR A - AL RN 2R A PR ER T R A AR I
BE P sl i].%z * % A2 % % Bl(Tractinsky, Katz, & lkar, 2000; van der
Heijden, 2003) ; ¢ ¢t T £ F % 5 & % | & XA AT FERFGR
Instagram =€ & 5 € F]F o p gL @ H @ FT 7 2% 4p 3 e i5(Chang, Yan, &
Tseng, 2012; Liu, Li, & Carlsson, 2010; Park, Nam, & Cha, 2011) » » &_& {#F# 3 £
A RER= = T

ﬁpiﬁﬂa;’ﬁpﬂ%*% THhoe- XMHEAF O HBREF S

Bl THRSEE AP PRE *i?iﬁﬁﬁ’iifiﬂ%W?ﬁé
CEZRMREART e R b dpM A

M BArR ey o e B g;ﬁlri(Kimbrough, Guadagno, Muuscanell & Dill,
2013) » @ Bhattacherjee & Premkumar (2004)~ 2% » & * T & sS4 iz £ %
R frk H*F"*%iv‘%‘x% PR AZ BRREG R SF At AT BB
FRFEB LGRS L) THE ST RS Jgrws;—ai\ﬂoxfm
O RFRE TR L ALY %y A K- BE &Y S » (Chau &
Hu, 2002; Kim, Malek, & Kim, 2018) -
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T Apig s Fiedgo 2014 r R E 4R R 05N R IF 3 AL e 2k Facebook i * R R
Rz 2 BPEHLAE L 24 € 548 0 10(1) » 29-44

Y5 0> 2014 > ALFE4LRE — @ —‘ﬁlzﬂjj ZPEE SNBSS A BT E
R B 0 4(2) 0 207-227 -
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