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Sl e B 2IREHRF F Y éu;.s:._ - SR A qu,;fal AT B R
Havr o ﬂ@?”ﬁﬁmii+'ﬁﬁ@°§nﬁﬁK§ijf§ﬂﬁﬁ
ReMUAEBAERYETEYERNAS B ViE- HFE R ELF YR
TS Y § &V 5% i B(Dominger# Schrack, 2008) - ¥ ¥ frAz & J‘»H v i
Wmlﬁﬁjﬁifmﬁﬂm*’Tﬁ@ﬁﬂi_ﬁg@ e B LR B (e
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(Lopez-Fernandez £ Rodriguez-lllera, 2009) - LR OE Y AT > F
EEFFORLEY FADLEEERY %&_P 1 f%g, AR AR S R
Mol (s e K& 4p B on A2 e B (Smith 22 Tillema, 2003) - Zeichner 2
Wray(2001):2 5 2 5p 5 ¥ e » H 31 Rehi B A8 Y Fripap 23 5 -
Dorninger ¥ Schrack(2008):& — # 3Lp & ¥ frdzens A & 3 f 4 W] 5 (1)& %
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"k —%‘f i — 3= (Teaching— Learning—Assessment) | = = 12 g = & 4 = % B %
BB A E ;WJ‘Z(Lopez Fernandez ¥ Rodriguez-lllera, 2009) - #c > & 42 fF 427
@ﬁﬁb%”mﬂﬁ’x#®4_#ﬂﬁ FL R EBRESHEANTE
i+ ey 1t (Dorninger £2 Schrack, 2008) BR7ZREMAD PP ki * 52
AR A BV R o RIERF &I RER L HF Y &2 K (Zhang et al,
2007) » FIM 4B A g E A S o &:;%‘f A El fEng Y el
(Lopez-Fernandez ¥ Rodriguez-Illera, 2009) -

F G SR P E f TR * g g (Bhattacherjee 2001) > o **#c

AR L LY i\m sy sr AN E S R gy 4 A DR

oo REM GNP * 7525 > Doll &2 Torkzadeh(1991)#ﬁ dn i ’** HFOR L g
PEAEARE BELR T L5 2 # ¥ iz 477 % 7] F)(Causal attributions;
CA) e » 7)) L!}ﬂ}frﬁp: FlgFiE B A 3‘”@:3(3—75 BA3t 3 ﬁ;'}i”g;ﬂ,f% * "“fﬁ‘
B8 Y FrAgenig * o 5 B % RIgp|E ﬁ’*ﬁA’% GSFR R 75 Il st-}\ ER
Toaf W OPLELR* PFECIE BB 0 4e3t & 7 5 123 (Theory of Planned Behavior;
TPB) ~ 44 B 4% % #i-5" (Technology Acceptance Model; TAM) % > & Kim £ Malhotra
(2005)\:“:? B PR PFETERIE RTEREF R PR ML T A

PR PR G Aol sxdp B DGR A Bhattacherjee(2001)ﬂm
ﬂ’** TAM sy * r+(Perce|ved usefulness; PU)Z & k12 scdp ¥ % Fe:ni@h
(Expectation Disconfirmation Theory EDT) & #% 4 #p ¥ Fx 22 #- 5% (Expectation
Confirmation Model; ECM) » # % &34 s * B @G R RIFPFFR * F oD
o Loe o rEH R E N A fwm%.zar BHIFE S T ABBIIFEP AT LR
g «‘ﬁ 3 A BB drie i o Kim & Malhotra (2005) 17 TAM 7 L # & 5 P~
AIFE(F R —HFIR»BR)O N EFRE Y é%%ﬂf%ﬁ%?ﬁ
=nfEfE e S 0 S RO g EZ e H - ff ﬁ,\m’fs_;\ K F4F o gLt
Bhattacherjee(2001)3# & 7 ECM 2 & A ¢h Rad (B & R 230 s * ) k25
T hsengFE R Ze o vt A a2y ap 'E#H 48 (Hung et al., 2007;
Hung et al., 2011; Malhotra et al., 2008) -

p%*ﬁd%*ﬁmwa&maﬁﬁr SRR TR R PR e &
14 > Bhattacherjee et al. (2004)i% & = P& f i@ am fiost k7 fRie J‘Ff AT g
HIWE &% kg J“ & 8 ¢ (Cumputer-based tutorial 13" s 3 2 Rapid
application developmentm@ R p.\.xf‘—")i R AV d R IFEGE

IEFRY R R HET RS G F&g; PRI - R & o Kime
Malhotra (2005)F] “ TAM 5 &£ # > 2 /EH 2 %;,1;; sk M (Perceived ease of
use; PEOU) & znsws * My v ¥ IFEBEFFR * A Ra s LB

>

BFrERZ @Y R el g 2w ﬁ”’f% TR e B S ;g,r;a» 7 B o Hsu
et al.(2006)% &£ TPBEEDT:E {7 T3l 4 5uid * cisfi Bdf st » A 1 B % BT 3tk
AN R IR S SO R S N Sl T E N ﬁ%“f&ﬁ%
SRR IR R XA A RA BT GRT FF ORI i
EEYERIIEYFL Y e LA AR EY RFRAY LR L Ps
THEARY g Y Ao A e e ﬁﬁﬁ*qmmmﬂ%mﬁﬁﬂ
B Y RN LA En e HE g Y fiadE e XY
SIS C Ry 3 E 1 SR SRS LR R SIF RN ok 3
BALGHY BEERY 2B AR Y F R ESe g gL .
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§F F13L 3k (Attribution theory) * v j2 8 — @ FwlchF & R~ B % )
i (Weiner, 2000)? T & % §F FI3Zh Ak * 00 & B A 5T IR
o F M SRE KL T R HF R L e E B E 3 (Karsten, 2002) 0 A3 3
ﬁ&ﬁ%mﬁwpiﬁ?ﬁ@ﬁﬁa’ﬁﬂw%ﬁu fRm w2 A PTF FIH R Y
a‘ﬂz FrTht B EFESFR Gk Ay 4 e S 200 R {8 vz B2 88 (Rozell 22 Gardner,
2000) ° Fpt o b it M pPHBEL HERR Y L2 ARy AH D 5 A
T8 BRI GE T 0 R R Y g Y BT AL PR
gAY 0 HEEEF Y RO AR HEFEERY GREL DR E -

2. B3 B D
AFET U TAM 88 Y BFRABRSIFRDTABLER D 2 T
LN | B I’ETFer FRP = .a‘ﬂz, L8R BT i F]F > TR B «kﬁ N
AR R R R B ARG R G Y AROEY (FRAE LR
PR ey > NE X T A G P g
(Dic 2 P HBHF F(EX —F é? )PP R HOS e Rla 4o
(2)71 jaie * § NFF AP PR B FR*APFERLTE - Ko
@)t * § AP HBIGENT LR BERLT FIR Y F Tt 46 a g o
(A P HEBRIFE DG AR LR * PF R 2 1 F] 3 b oz o
3?%@%
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31 HF Y AL

TEEY )ﬁ'ﬁmﬁw’*i ’ VIJ:EL PTRE R A 2SN EZE D N4 2 B e A

kg EE Em SRV (T N (Dornlnger 22 Schrack, 2008) - & % Fr 4% e
/3% [EReRE S8 %E_ %‘f ¥ '**’Lﬂ 02— P A R hPURT o R R AT
FE i Ae - § 3 £ AR(Barrett, 2005) 0 Flpt & % F Az s g Y F nF Y
@ﬁ&i”?ﬁ“**ﬁigﬁﬁ?ﬁ{?éﬁﬁ?B%@‘px#ﬁﬁﬁﬁ”
SR RTELA ©

T RRSE S S BY FARSL LR I 0 2 G
HEY RO AL Ll s » ERERF B 2% L 2k o Smith &
Tillema(2003):2. 5 e B ¥ FF oA %‘rz WEEY FArafe > ¥ TG e
A #H > F]M Zubizareta(2004)in i - BE T E Y BARRS Z =2 BRAADHAE
Howlai(l)r 2—F2 - K3 5 B ahigp it se85(2)F & (Reflection)—~ L &
458y ;ﬁé?mp\ % :(3)#: I+ (Collaborationy—¢ z £ f# ~ 54 112 4 72 477
A0 kB Y AL¥ o Smith &7 T|IIema(2003)E WEEY EARDD he 31T E
(Formative assessment) 7 & 4%, ~ iF # (Selection) ~ ®_4 (Promotion) - = 7
(Appraisal)~ & & e85 % (Reflectlve learning) ~ & % =% E (Professional development)
07 HRFEL OPHTL A RN Z BREE Y Bk FEER:Q)
B 1(&"“ ,ﬁ-*{_ﬁ’ P oFr g Y R Azdp % ()4 L_I‘:»LI‘LF" D R pﬂ]fi&m

21?1

e {@i HE)Q) ) & oA 7 (B4 ‘j\m vk A 2557),3)%
% thv ff'l*}:(,v Ay prada i g o ”1(9‘ )

%mhﬁ1“@m@%ﬂﬁmﬁﬁ,£nwwiﬂ¥uﬁ#*ﬁﬂﬂ? A 424
ot BARA R (N)EYFAO) T ERNFHES FV AL EFE
B (2t cnF F—et g Lz w4 B A pAsIE - FaiR* -Smith
ﬁTMmdm%ﬁwiuﬁﬁﬁiﬁ B Ne B PE Y B E 2T
G4 PR 2 ERE Y R e KA URIE
DA E 3 g Y fﬁﬁ-g\‘]&m\acff‘ B EH DT TR T B el Gk
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rBRH R Fez 74P ek o AFRERAE Y e o B guE 2 Uz %
B 77 b d 277 FARK mm F*&qsa H_ & F ene T Smith £2 Tillema(2003)
it - "Biﬁ DA fh kAR Y }ﬁﬁ_" o ie iR 7 PR F#Fl A R
o A HE R R KBRS ¢ DR R B AR R g Y R AR -

(2" 33 lm%‘f ¥R ARI %é g Eﬁim— AL RERTAET ATV TG
@%EPF&"Tﬂ(%mQ\‘% Hiwd- '[%&'M/*/F[—ﬁ"ﬁm;f%?'“ Eaoks P a4
TR AR L B A Bl B oo SR B hE Y AT 1 E R R
Prh F RS YIRS R PR B F Y AR e ARE
W Smlth ¢ Tillema(2003)i& - # 4p &1 " A hF ¥ frARY 3 P FEcdn
B A H gt IR B ?IEM TR ELFEY )ﬁﬁmﬂi e &
"EE SRAR R T R "ﬁﬁ"ﬁ MRBRERY ’ﬁﬁm& (AaRNEL 1Y 2t A
B R ;xz_g & B R

@FLAPEYFAR B ZF P BALaERASEE NG k72
el fl A K 74 2B o P tE B & B R )R b g kR
Migbenfa > £ BRI EF Y AP AT E I RHFRZE Y S jRILfz
£ - &4+ - Smith & Tillema(2003):& - ﬂﬁﬂ ERERS DRl S ¥l
PEA — T FEG R B AR en™ > B F G B S Y AR IIER S
R AR R el sk R L I

(4) B A 4 B e Y REAR © B YRR - BB A AT E R Lol BT B
AR B RS R A R ek A LTI - iR f R R R
ﬁ%ﬁg4$ﬁ%%g’aﬁﬁﬁéiﬁﬁ*ﬂ“dﬁkﬁékiﬁw*“
BrenZh it Nt B s £ e p At B oo Smith #2 Tillema (2003) i -

CEEV RS SR IR EWERE P ANEDEY NG PR K

(¥ a1 p A3 e 5N j\ﬁhﬁ&%‘f VAR S A s v B ov A g

“Eﬁi PEEGIFEY (7 o

"EEF e LR OB R > BV AR EBire A FELZEREEY A B U
BBy )jﬁy_;fg e crjtrsE w 3 efolio, webfolio, web portfolio 14 % virtual
portfolio & % o # 1 & 32 HE R T B ¥ LA Web a8 ) e 5 4 5
ST E A (Artefacts ¢ Reflections) ! #& i ¥ (7 ~ o §F ~ B R ALE S f B
g 4 44 g oakAf 18 gl iy (Lopez-Fernandez ¥ Rodriguez-lllera, 2009) - Barrett
(2004)‘!,@;? B EY FAREFE AR R AE LR Bl by & L
g2 o084 TR e By fraad ¥ L4 RAg Y ARg S e
=gk sz 7 (Lopez- Fernandez 22 Rodriguez-lllera, 2009) -

Chen et al.(2001):% 5 #c =5 ¥ Friz 3 4o § ¥ ﬁﬁmﬂ B HEEE
FELT T FRELHARE D B Y AR A L g B e
{%ﬁﬂi)ﬁﬁiku{%ﬁ 4 TP R E e N, Hpz & aj.kg: 2
pm%ﬁmru%ﬂdﬁwwﬁ47p%ﬁﬁ~?’@~*m%aé EATA
32 GrEk s Bt s g r(Buzzetto More £ Alade, 2008) - Zhang et al. (2007) ¥ *
WEBEEY FAF BT A - BRI E 2 2 Y EEOTIRTE A
J; BB ERTR G FEEY T E S e A deoo @ W ORUEALEE T B2 ek

e AR AT B F Y AT BGEF L B A PRIl PR

ﬁ? mi‘fz 1 (Lopez-Fernandez ¥* Rodriguez-lllera, 2009) - Chen et al.(2001)%¥ s #c >~

FYFARo- BRALPEEPE AV REFE RGP FY 2 5% 5]

P B F Y AT F A B G B Foni Rp IR P F Y REE o



Ty

R

RERER

NEEETIF A EY BRSOV RV KE 2 DR ERE
gy ;Viﬁ(Lopez-Fernandez £ Rodriguez-lllera, 2009) - #]y* > Buzzetto-More &
Alade(2008)#% & B> 8 ¥ AR KT = m o HF e T
(D)2 5 78 ¥ (Authentic learning) : $ & Y B EF cnd E8 A2 B Y
LG RED
(2) 55 %5 ¥ (Experiential learning) : £ 4 d T & | aztgd vz Y,
(3)ic # % A #H¥c v (Competencey-based education): %5 = & i i> 5§ ¥ friz 2
AR fhol F 3 d s e - 308 D REaERT L LR
S e
(4)# £ & ¥ (Lifelong learning) : i i 4 ch@dBdp 514 L&Y 2 o
(5)p & p 2 (Autodidactism) : &% §_p & p T RIS p A E
(6) i #4514 % ¥ (Self-directed learning) : 2 p e 5 8% iz o
32 TR ANFHRY 75 IFRHESN
S4B R Y i 2 f2 9 > Kim Malhotra (2005) 3% % F = 48 45 41
(Mechanisms) ¥ 1238 * » # 4o w] L 1 (1)32 44 % » 7§ (Reason oriented action; ROA)
— = & ¥ 7 5 M % (Evaluation—-behavior relationship);(2) ¥ %7 =3 & { 37
(Sequential updating of judgments) — = iz 2 = iz K % (Evaluation—evaluation
relationship);(3) = 4% (Feedback) — = % ¥ = iz M % (Behavior—evaluation
relationship);(4) ¥ f¢ (Habit)— = % 22 {7 5 B 7 (Behavior-behavior relationship) - #
FLARSH I e 75 oM GRFHFT A RER Y 75 IR EES
% > Hsu et al. (2004):% % TPB ~ TAME ¢ B0 1204 o c3® 25050 - 32ROAM
TOHBRFAFLAD PP RG> TRFFREY FLIRXF LR
foRE A A A R R g% o Kime2 Malhotra
(2005) B2 R A Hc} Rbooni L MR kEFF Y T3 g R H R
TAMT A P Eéi’a‘;q N RANHEE R L v ic P FE N ELE DR * 75 o
Bhattacherjee (2001)R|3e 5 Fit@ P Fm i@ 4 AR T A g » I
EURES Vi g F ek L A2 o v HU 3 B EY O A
§HFR T hiz L o ¥ u0liver(1980)HEDT & A A5 3 B Tt h sudr e ¥
SFERIHEN —ECM o 12T 84 w444 TPB ~ TAM ~ 12 2 ECMit (74834 o
3.2.1TPB
TPB i2:xp 347 2 1% | (Theory of Reasoned Action; TRA) - TRA ¢
Fishbein 22 Ajzen *t 1975 £ E 1k » H 3 B end BRA AR S ¢ (D)X 7+ 3N
PefF L A ETIEMEY Ehp e PR IFH T EARNLEQQA P LT HREFHA
7 % eni7 % % Bl(Behavior intention; Bl) £ 2% 7 5 % 2 & % ch Tl g %]+ - TRA
IR RIFRITBRRAGFDET L ESMAF T RIAFEDIFLIAPEFTL T
EAROB o F TRAF AR * 07 5 v fF 3t o R TRA A > - B A
FLFLFLAI FLIEAe AT a FaReXd BASLRERE
(Subjective norm; SN)£ i & (Attitude; A)#7 £ e i« § B TRAZ & 5 e &
4 (Fishbein £ Ajzen, 1975) :
(D &8kt BARRIT e JEEFAFILF TR AL NG (0)s F 25
(&) TiFR et gkl B B AR 7 5 PR H E A Zbiei °
Qb L BRI A B AR XD R DI BRI L (nb) 0 BB A
JEQL P H i 5 B 8(me) o



@F sk “dp- BAHZTESETS LG
W FLF L IR R S S T AR
koo Ft A= biei
ALILBARE BT 4AKET
BRABF T L ATF LS
AL f
SN=>nbimci -
(&Féiéiﬁ—®4t$%%+Wﬁmmﬁﬁw?’#%{@4m§$ﬁﬁ
ENS BNy R R Eb‘ﬁ’_°3fﬂ &R TR AR At ﬁlﬂa% %ﬁi}im
PSR fURREEE S FIR R RES
d 2> TRAGF* R ALIFH TahiEE > ?’ kIR edF S W%(érfﬂ*
F"* E8 T Joa ? F)EERER AR L dEAE > F TRAFHZ = 2
dREARE Lm#”“’# (T 5 o A& 1 E iR > Ajzen >t 1985 & #-
TRA # 4¢ 7 SACE S T{am m = TPB > LLE"’ AR E A PE LR E
sz T f%? ﬁ; ~UApR e b s TondriF L 4] (Perceived behavioral control;
= M‘U SRR o HAEH e AR AT (T ;fs";ﬁml Adp B L - B
) Trﬁ-‘ﬁmﬁzﬁl’ff'ﬁ‘g‘g—» ff’\(CB) TR AT b AR R ’*ff’?éhfé‘?’—,e’ﬁﬁv
W & TR 7 BARTINEERS- (75 F 5 & Aoz R(PR) o 7 5
FAlF Bl A B2 2 Gk fed ?ﬂP R G B ARG P L TR LT Jﬁﬁﬁ&%g
B 5 ST IR 0 0 B T S AR G ’7} T I SR st 1
PBC=) CBi*PFi -
AT S AL TPB B 2 36505 B R 5
(7 5 487 52 L § #4 + eh3 { (Motivational implication): i + %
Py BT R DFTR ﬁ&é*l‘ @?U EARR LA 0 4o (R A
E AN
ks

BES AR B B A LT B
BEE PP R - BAHE AL
& o ;g J—;L?q ﬁ-—,ﬁ‘g I’j L

WEpLHIFTREBE D RN EHTAAEFIe L
BB ERZ ST HE ﬁé'zf‘:%m’;\ ﬁ?%\m.aﬁl’fsm it
RBEAARRA2 T AR B RAE LRAIEE PR ER 2 A E
Fm&?W&W§T§°
(2);.1"_‘—"?’ =S #b# £ '? =
A E\mﬁ“/mi
(@) *FIERIPIT R0 P R 2 R BIA] -
(b) #rip| B anar (T 23 dI L i F R B AR aniT 284 e
Hsu et al.(2006) i & B4 &%= § % 7. » TPB LARFR B A S & B R
.a.?mp srefie T & K TPB 7 d 3B EHBL DT F A BpRY AFHR
FEE T g o rER SR iR R ,éﬁ» Xip k0 Lau et
al.(2009)Fdp i * F AP L §FIR T GHR DI A p LR 0 Fla Taylor
# Todd (1995)% xm * TPB %rw = B i A P 212 ,\,.pﬁékﬂiﬁm’ o
LA PP ER Y FENA F DR L BHEEFIF 4 (Hsu etal, 2006) -
3.2.2TAM
TPB 5 TRA G- B @M - BRI RANC AR IRLESTE -
Ajzen (1991)in % & § #0) iﬁ*&q‘%%"ﬂg&mt’ A rc g B_F|Epen o g oh > TPB e
AT A A L g ot B IR & 2 e * (Taylor & Todd, 1995) o F]gt »
Davis(1989) %% 73t 4 sui¢ * chlfs £ ff i TRA & TPB iz 4 %4fa o 1)



B ETREEEFIFE

TAM {7 2 F0RIHES > % 2R B F i L PER Y B L0 R ER Y
F\ £ /’:‘_:u Y fl@fil Tg.};’;'_

TAM# TRAX TPB - % » %35 2 4 gf" F- BAiE ko BREFE
BAOEFLZE® > TiE-HEFEIBADE L EIR o Davis L H 45X TEE
FABAE DR ATFF S (DA s * PEinseg * 1 (Davis, 1989 ) - &
TRA~TPB 4ptt » TAM = zg#@‘;? :

(1) TAM & R #-3 BARE 3 » F1 7 fi50 7 o
(2) TAM 3 41 32 8B 4 hfrﬁiiiané RS BAER TR LArh v
RATF P BT LR A 0 R F] b 3R (ExternalVariables) ¢ e
(3) TAM #3u4v i 5 il » suird % fdrgnirg * 9 » U h 2 kidm B e
/FJ
L2 TAM #r)g S C-0 S bb””fr')g * [’:L 21 oh IR e endy 4T
(1);‘,1fr% * 14 0 Davis(1989) = & zuAr s * L 1T i HRATTIE Y Bk b
FARARR o ) RAPR T FIuwD] JAF F R Y GER o AT E H X X
*h 30 % g (External variables) =2 5 > h IR gCE i ¥ f B kM
T L e TR ¢ L TRAwE ki o
(s * DWMN&DgﬁMmWQWié:HLQ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ’.éﬁif%
RrEFEAET AR ERBHIIFERAFY AR PP Y I EP
Fo, RApit Jf JOERE LG R P M AT FAILE A ket ¥ oo
TAM B3k § i@ * "“»-%f,ﬁ SF R Y g iR R "z AR ey
4z a{ i’vg e pFecd 1 i 20 H¥ owﬁf.ﬁ’ﬁ mqlig g1
B b PEIRATE PSR AT F P2 o 2N g R o
@)t g B v F R BT AR Y Fud n—h"’r\_«ﬂ * M - R oh 2R
Fl& o @ gt v *rzf,\ggp,' e A s Ry kB4R
AR RREGA (Venkatesh £ Davis, 1996 ) -
TAM R iZ A% * 335 B Equrﬁi};im.ﬁ:’i’r T dEEERE > A D 2 1]?%" )
TAM $ TPB ehip ¥ B & 7 — R 7 % % (Lin, 2007)o TE k TAM 7Rk 3%
3 7}—1#:#.3?.3@:% 75 0 Her EDT q‘#?:.ﬁ%i:é TR fER N A b RoOT X IL
7‘@?,. » Premkumar £ Bhattacherjee(2008) 3 I A dFF @ * FEE > HEFEF R * L »
mﬁ%%a1AMwEDTE¢M@%%ﬁ§ﬁ4owatﬁ R E b 2Raren
o AR pFECEE 05 R R T 5% (Bhattacherjee, 2001) - F]ut > Kim
22 Malhotra (2005) 72 = F§ £~ e sN 444 q‘TAM BALHER T PR R PR
Ry HRRmd TAMantird » Bdsnied * [0 4 P Aot f s
PR E @ ¢ P FX > ¢ Bhattacherjee #2 Premkumar(2004) 2 % Kim(2009)#]
A P RARM e T HAN AR RO AP E IR Y IR a2
PR B o
3.2.3 ECM
Bhattacherjee(2001) £_% - = * TAM sgasrs * (28-EDT(4o® 3.1 #777)
;ECM@r@SZHTT)’Tw‘uﬁqﬁgﬁ3%®4#$%é3+A’,JuwmgWr
FECM @ 5 v & % F g Al bR % @ h R FIEF AR TR ke
R TR RSN F R S B PR aniaey s s @
Bl WW*@%%ﬂ%ué*ﬂﬁi&kﬁ:&%%ﬁiﬁ?ﬁiﬁ&?ﬁ&
T "l‘ M AR ZF W h A
Be FR ECM K _EDT 2z 1’x&&-ﬁﬁ;&%%l%ﬁwJ%(HmmﬂﬂetaL

\@»

o

ﬁri?ﬂk- e
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l

2004) : (DEDT &b &) f % #23) t 53 p LU ECM IR A L 5 0> Sk
i g SEMREALR KRR (QEDT EREFH e Fa At
G F > Aa ECM RIHk & % (5 chi # 5 (ECM 2 % 14 ehlhp F i usnswd * |2
K% oT oo

/ﬂ.ﬁ«’r-’f

(tl)

A o iy A
(12

B 3.1 ¥ #F 7 mini®ih

IS #FF &R A £

B 3.2 1S =4 @ * FERIHN
:ﬁ(lfi % /& Bhattacherjee(2001)

& ¢ EDT FM:? Hp F o g oaea X 6 [l o /EE.’F,\_;(DISCOﬂfII’matIOH) (Oliver, 1977,
1980; 1981) - & s:vk? ,& BRI T G A mak L TELEMF | £ 5 »eehig
G oo B rnert :LMQ = ¥ (Oliver 2 Desarbo, 1988) » st #t 3% § %‘f* e R 2
e Rt ﬁﬁfv’ﬂié AW ED I L ARDP EE PR A T# ERE A
(Ollver 1980) o e s iieni® * @ 3 > HE(RA KT LR * i)V 518

AT KGR (Seddon 1997, Bhattacherjee, 2001) Bhattacherjee (2001) 14 3.5
TR R F T % R R O o 8278 Bhattacherjee ¢ ECM £ Davis
(1989)m TAM z_3n4vs * Mfpin > & Davis egasrg * 8 A Ko 0% &
PR ATE A k Suengk* > @ Bhattacherjee ciiAry * A d R N F vl
21 {5 enk2c o Liao et al.(2009):x 3 TAM ¥ ECM 5 A= B2 %+ v
B (D)TAM st k2@ ppas g r > & TAM 3% 4 5 Pf s
g #ic > ECM Elxﬁ@#é%‘giiﬂzé Haret > dofF R E L BEE A 2tEhdon
F1QQTAM n: 727 d WRAT P ECM PliniafFEgFr* iz 2 8d B R
J—L’ TR ERLREEAS B FﬁmT#,\,,(S)TAM warp LSRR
A KB *"‘Kng}f;r}if o rE S BT AR B S gl g 3" BEAME P FEF
FEH - TR E RTFREBRREL LD AR ECM R EIH R E 5 AAH
MO A FEIROR ARty o rE A AR H "‘F{ﬁP Fer i reiras 2 i i £ R

ekt > ) FE A kRt mom FoarH_ A ks * 18 o Premkumar ¥
Bhattacherjee(2008)ﬂ i TAM & ECM a2 3 A -EDT & f30 7 fe otk §o o
TAM £ §>t 3 & — i & — {7 5 (Beliefs-Attitudes—Behavior) & # » EDT R| £+
B F—7 mi— /?fa . (Expectation-Disconfirmation-Satisfaction) £. 4 » ¥ TAM £_
## jt $5-7% (Static model)m EDT &= 42 #-7% (Process model) -



$L- R

R

WELER I

AN P ER AFRR Y 7L antdkh o TAM i liche i d B FE R
B Fg o ppE vy Fig- %% (Liao etal, 2009) > 7 H fhi¢ * ECM 1E‘-f1#3?
i 75 g Rl oA PI(LvE 'R # 8)(Hung et al., 2007 ; 2011) > *®
Oliver (1980) =% f\—‘fﬁw\ P HARBRR AR FEARDT R AT REK P RLAY %
REPFEFRY L8 HE L e o Flet > Premkumar £ Bhattacherjee(2008) 5
bl%#%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ%*?&mmﬂw4ﬁﬁ%%’“ﬁ*%%m§€ﬁ
(TAM+EDT)#% i %] 7 TAM & EDT £ # #ad3 chfa @i 4 o

3 fif«'ﬂi"’;‘éﬁ

w75 BB and 2325 (Meece et al., 2006) » H 1z T &z | &
A, (e AR 7 R) KRR L R ko JF LR 7
(Oliver £ Desarbo, 1988; Meece et al., 2006) o d ** X jL i ¢ #-H2 7 % & j& fiﬁﬁ“%
¥t 4 % (Object) ~ # i p = (Person) ~ % % (Circumstances) & + it & 38 ¢h ¥ &
(Johnson et al., 2006) > F] ¢t ﬁﬂ: FlIE AT RBEPUL B R - BARRE - EF oy
2 3R EA 7 5 g 87 (Karsten, 2002) - §F FI3Z 4 chfe £ &4 Heider »+ 1958
FEE N AR g > H 544 g ,c.;;ﬁl_{%ﬁ Fo DAu T E R Rk
RE Fo %7 § feh@ds(Weiner, 2000) > f ¢t §F F1 & 5 SR ATHRRAL Y AL G %
& e g %5 (Oliver, 1993) -

ﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬂ%VZ%i’Fa{@&?ﬁmwﬁmmaﬁ
Desarbo, 1988) - §F 13234 GRENIERL PR - BHNSEE S RE S AREE
FA TGP EENTEIFLRY (Welner 2000) - 1T & K fF FIILm A * KIF »
Fit- B A G PAES TR AR v (Karsten, 2002) » i3 4p B 3T = 5
SRF FIAR L 5 AN *Km SRR T A @ 8 R Rl G BT 7 4P Fe
(Russell, 1982) » bi4etif § FMEF A& d B EEFE BB 2 15 & f 6 Gk
%@’&Wﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬁﬁwﬁéﬂ%ﬁﬁ%{fﬁjﬁF@Jmﬁﬂﬁ%’j
Flpt @ R s i ey i % (Weiner, 2000) o &4 22§ *gen3 #  5& > Johnson
et al.(2006)7% & FHH b g it ¢ BB 4 SfF F] > Serenko (2007)R13% 5 & &
RFFULABGL G EAPI B2 DRFD A |6 PFFIRAAERAPT fh
% Pz o

b RFEBASMB SR L GRG0 LRFH A A S E R
(Weiner, 2000) » 4 %] £_F] & &2 ﬁp 2 - RIS T g F] > i g
F AR AN e FF] 0 A 3 R DTR B Rl U8 niF 7] (Oliver,
1993) » szt § BB 8 kg 2 G ANRF FIH e B T AR AR 0 Blde t B
dom B R (RF R G 6 )REF R LA FI(S L S - K
Fﬂ,wﬁwkmu%%ﬂ_%xwﬁﬂ’f—%m?ww*%#aﬁ@ﬂmw
Flo P RABRNEET L EE2 2 ko T N5 87 Pl A kg
Hp B2 g chif 2 B?F'W‘_Lz 4p = (Weiner, 2000) - Tsiros et al.(2004):% 5 7+ F r’v":ﬁﬁ?
FIW g Fenig * R E R o HA SR B “KF‘P’mﬁTﬁqﬁ%—%ﬂé &
BB L A& E e 38§ R (Oliver, 1993) o ji s @ ink a5 0 A AT A 5 A&
B # ehifyE(Self-serving bias) » H /LA #-* # AR5 B A nFlF ATk o @ ¥ B4
;';cﬁﬂ:i i A TR & (Serenko, 2007) 0 A H A A S EF AR A F R
¥Wpoe F i ehgF ¥](Sebald, 2010) -

WA HE A 7 > Johnson et al.(2006):2 & MW E R L R S TR

Ak %W~®4f#ﬁ7#§&5ﬁw4mﬂﬁﬁwﬂp?5m%@ d gt v
oo PR ARY TAPHLDFITRHE B A FF PEAD B



$L- R

R

WFLER A ¢

AT LR Y DR TR B E T R T RS Y S 26 S
ﬁ?%fﬁ&wﬁﬂﬁﬁ SH kD AL E e G FER R e
B RAL 7 F T i FE %ijzﬂ%zzﬁu%ﬁwﬁﬁééﬁﬂ’@ﬁ%ﬁ
Hip b o8y Frapaig >4 ¥ % oo 5 Y fripas 4 dx_E/,i} %A T A
RLNFF e a PEARFFR T Lo o
4. 3 3
41 I R L BR
AT UTAMGA G S8 Y R GBRLI BRI GAE LR AT » &
i Tl EFZ R, & rﬁy‘ﬁ“.r*h e PRt H “54&#&» FAEIHFR Y IR
A8 RO FF o TAMF AL KIFR % - L 3 HI3gpla 4 &k
FX Sy R o aFF R - Kime Malhotra (2005)#ﬂ Mg PR
B g R AR AT L T AP R D R AR R A e R E
FI4F @ v kB o Bhattacherjee? Premkumar(2004) Tk T2 i Bk
E /;;,%me, ¥ “‘*F‘ FF g eh S % ¥ % ‘Nfr), B LA AR R PR
%F“%%%%rﬁxww‘1$mﬁ%%?1’ﬁl%@%wa%Mﬁm$z
H—p.\.&mﬁ*lg %> w72 - 3R o Hsu et al.(2006) '] 12 Bhattacherjee 22 Premkumar (2004)
TP AH O FATPB2 A R~ 0GB 2 ip L aniie(s 5 ipd| L TF
g%gd T ER R Y Akt A d PEBIFEBEIEER Y R 2
TR%ET THEARR, G A At o A wER T THE R guE
TR R - SRR DE SRR DR Y g RS
Bhattacherjee 2 Premkumar(2004) & Hsu et al.(2006) 7%= 7 8& I P2k 28 7 384
ﬁiﬁ'fﬁ-/\f «E\m" Z’\ﬁ? #&%Fﬂ'ﬁ;‘%“é?f «f}»’ﬂ-mﬁr\ﬁﬁ#’# Klm"'bi
Malhotra (2005)s7 5% » #& 5 4 * RR[E G & % ¥ 7 4p - - Bhattacherjee £
Premkumar(2004)# * 7 TAM® svgasrs * (&> @ Hsu et al.(2006) Bl 4% * 7 TPBeh
ARARFEF D B AT T AR 2 Y R B
Bl BRI BBEIFER Y K ’varp.ufrff oAl 2 LAY 2 AR
FhHsu et al.(2006)s 7= 7 Bl AEFHEF > B p kg T F 7 i, R
; A a EFIPEE ek od 3 F I B 5 o038 35105 (TPB, TAM) % ik%? A BE
FIRMH LA P R A G B2 Tk BREE R
Zf (Igbaria et al.,, 1995) » j3AR 7 A e a7 > AR F LM > Fpt %F?;j;.’&:;’ﬁ
B A PR RN S e W OH R 4 T B R ahag # #@
MR A ":E%Ir'"f #1it:(1) Bhattacherjee2 Premkumar (2004)&e 1z F\_;f\—")i *
F*féik FYBERAFERYBEOL L BE TR AR FEY T H T FR ¢
BERAG i (p.234) c rEHE X A - MARERE S AT EJMTAMﬁﬂ
F,ufr% kAT E 2 &5(2) KimeZ Malhotra (2005) % 3 ¢ 0 H &E* 115 &
ﬁ*%f;i}r?‘-z@'é P IEER R TRET BB ek o e FIH A R R
%ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%*iéﬁmﬁ%@@mﬁa'?mﬂm%ﬂ%“h&*@“%??
Higent ® 75 223538 58((p752) P R L {HE R DI 7] L2 WP
FrPIREROCAVERBEIFE Y AR RH T vk L SR eahF S ,%L
T AAPIHE Z FFE > N ivak LR 4 (Kim, 2009; p.514) 5 pt #h 5 fedr* pE
m;,ﬂfr% M T AR Y PPERETE S B (7] "F—f p SR P
C R A AR R PR A 5‘3«"2 18" ¢ (Bhattacherjee, 2001);(3)Hsu et al.(2006) %~
ETPBEEDT:E 747 % » ’F'/Fﬂ”"‘ R REET T A NP S IR R S R g
Rl e PR 2 FHRY PRy 5 & %ﬁ@jﬂ%m%§?ﬁﬁ¥wf



B ARFRFRER DA G

s@% EIHFERY IR ABORE RAeE 5 P R4 L @4 £ 45 (p.900) -
RS 80 F 3 e TR - LA AR Y B R E R W E T AR
A A B R enEs s (e A 0T 5 F PR FIP CE 2 0 B s 5 e0 S8 (Malhotra et
al., 2008) - Hsuetal.(2006)8e14 2 & ~ % & & &2 & & RIFRIR ¥ Ko » (7
éié’ﬁﬁmm_&»F&iﬁﬁéyfaﬁmﬂ%qw7ﬁgﬁ%m£%’
Fotfz A e R MR 43 LA > BHAeKim(2009)#73 0 BRI HESS AR
PR R FETE L - L AR R T (p515) 0 AT H 4
B FIEG Lrcganings (v #2 &5 £ Malhotra et al.(2008) £ Kim(2009) <1
B PR R UGEAT AT A B2 e AN i 0 AT H E 4cBl4.15%
TR R ApH R %éﬂ :

ao Ay AL

dfa B RE A2
SRR £

|
B4l =3 —H{&

TAM B fl L PR nigpla 4 « B Sy a@Eg > » Kf TOH R ORI
REAOF R 7 b RIFEIRLTT ¥ L A HIFFR Y Aoy i
BAT ELHEamct mL I ;];J: et 3% (Bhattacherjee ¥2 Premkumar, 2004 ; Kim £2
Malhotra, 2005) » F]p* =8 ¥ AN Y 0 AT DR 0T
Hmaﬁ%wa,ﬁi%&&ﬁﬂﬁﬁmm%%*wgﬁ“ﬂ”*r*”°
Hupi fedi B8 6o 4 $tdeie 1§ frizeimnie # L g P e v A
Hoa! 5 2 32 % iz F § Frazeiuiog ¥ g R R % andiey ¥ (43 &

WEM %
Hop: ek * Fe B > B2 = F ¥ fAedniay * g P TE R * Lk -

Eﬁ?r] EA T RIERINE S FFEE T P 4 (Mediator) % #ic ~ + # (Moderator)
Rl S FERPPRT FB LR L F D@ (Fincham £ Bradbury, 1987,
Tsiros et aI 2004) A& TENGF FIT R UARRIY F oo g a PR L
(Folkes, 1984) - Neapolitan (1989) R4 {5 nff F1 € "L 3k s * H3n
Fre o h X ﬁi—ik%‘ﬁar]h’ﬂ‘ o WAL H IR TR a2 f2 38 (Ferrin & Dirks,
2003) Woodroof v% Burg (2003) 3% 5 @@ * F H TR kMG F LN
(Predisposition) » # ¢ #* — e &F S AR TNGFF] > H R IER Y F PR
SRR o FM 0 AT HR DT ARG
Heal 5 2 =5 ¥ Eﬁix AT R R PERE IR L TR

_I’{]E—ﬁl ;JEE °
Hop:§ 2 5 * =& ¥ FARNFFI LR FR* jF FlF L 2end o -




Ty

R

WEER A

Haclf $Lar % P BLanp PR T 4 e § 1 AR 2 ) % 7 Rl emidie o
Hoa fH 4k * B cnfF IR P E 2 8 % e Y rieanin LA -

# %t Oliver(1980) <7 7 - Bhattacherjee £2 Premkumar(2004)3% & gt 4 #
FRELENRE R E-E B R éé’mre* * f& & > Hsu et al.(2006) &% + p4e chfF 5 ¢
TEFS - FET A F AR Y FARDER Y 0 AP EK
mﬁ4ﬁ*&ﬁ§“@ﬁm@&gﬁﬁ¢§m@%xg¢aﬁmgu@mo

TAM sinsed * ME A BAER LFEFR Y BERMPARG L_(Bhattacherjee
2001 ; Bhattacherjee ¥7 Premkumar, 2004 ; Kim £ Malhotra, 2005) » & #-¥+ 3 4§ 2
* {7 5 R o g = % (Bhattacherjee, 2001 ; Bhattacherjee £2 Premkumar, 2004) -

Flt o B Y FAROER Y 0 AT RK
Hs;%‘f 2 Y FRamie) P R R EL R L

AR B HFHPPY F O AR EHILG F La R

Hab L AR d Bhattacherjee(2001) Gy P EEHEY > P HS Py

5 4 4F - i (Hung et al.,, 2007) - 7 ﬁ;ﬁ?ﬁﬁ FFERL g R W) vt B gF
175 ik (Girodo et al., 1981; Hung et al., 2011) » H #-:&- # gz%gﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁvi#ﬁ(House,
1976) » F)M B ¥ BRSO R T 0 AF TR DT AR
Heal & 24 8= 8 ¥ iz cndp & 7 miub e 4 fé Femuarg e
Hop: & 2 $Hlic 8 3 FrAzentl 57 Fcu- B B H 2 i * chfg 7]
Hec: & 2 f&ﬁéf;ﬁﬁﬂﬁPilﬁ%&Wxq”“‘%ﬁyfﬁ§i§°

R LREARMIFERY Lo e d R § A 9 (Bhattacherjee,
2001 ; Hsu et al., 2006 ; HungetaL,2007,HungetaL,ZOll)’f Hp R R
PGP RE L e T EER 1]?& et 4F (Bhattacherjee £2 Premkumar, 2004; Liao
et al., 2009; Oliver, 1980) » F]}* A i F ¥ FAzOi B T » A 7 H 117 7GR ¢
Hra B4 R * e B Y FRDOBIARAMEXNTI ST ETR Y L o
Hip B2 @+ et B Y FARDORIARERTL TR * Lk -

FRar FRERt sat@fmid » 27 3 RP PR «‘ﬁﬁvé?.&@f@*
* & w (Fincham £ Bradbury 1987' Tsiros et al., 2004) = d **§F Wp BAAE A @
# ﬁﬁp F NP 1E I(F,\;f\_”ﬂ )R I 2 ”“‘IL S kvena 7 4& pL
(Rozell £ Gardner, 2000) > ]t *#7 7 K
Hw%i%&&%?@ﬁim%ﬁﬁwfﬁﬁéﬁa' e 2 X S e

i -

Hw§4@¥&%§”@ﬁmWW€§§ﬁ%%%*€’
b TAM s A 7 ¢ > R R 07 5 &

FHer e a’.éﬁiﬁfigf’gﬁf‘%%:é?i@

Bhattacherjee &2 Premkumar(2004) Liao et al.( 2009) & +

EYFARFET > A7 BEK:

Ho:§ 2 i * e B Y FAADER ¢ R FTH ST gFr» L o

42 & % K3

b G wOFE R chiR 4o 3235 > Malhotra et al.(2008) -1 A WA D
(Perceived Locus of Causality; PLOC)ﬁé B A 5 P 8 agF Fl(Internal PLOC) > 74 $/ e
ET-?Fﬂ(External PLOC) ~ 1 2 3 r’ﬂ,& F](Introjected PLOC) » ® p R mﬁp: r?* fm
£ R i r1(Ident|f|ed PLOC) A A %‘rm,&;ﬁ F](Intrinsic PLOC) He A
’Frﬁﬂﬁﬁr]f%%" B 4 N Ade s @ vk Kmﬁﬂ;r] 5 mﬁﬁ;q NEVE - H_;j,; mﬁﬁ
FIR 2 B 4 choh b gl o 5 F ook AT G I *F‘?Kmﬁﬁqa Ay 1

=d
B

=il
B

SEIER o0 PR
JE 1@ Oliver(1980) -
%EVP_ o LL ) L—& [hadt

) n@o



$L- R

R

WELER I

Malhotra et al.(2008)# ! crw #jF F] kK 3+ > H v r.ﬁém oA h s A
PR BRE D FARAIRBLRAEFFE Y A EE AR Bhattacherjee 2001;

Bhattacherjee ¥2 Premkumar, 2004; Davis, 1989 %= 7 # 11 % %@‘r I EFE AT
FFB ‘Jé "\—:,L: %‘L °

4.3 3B
R L o ?%%&w%”@ﬁJw’”’ﬁﬂﬁ“ﬁiﬁﬁéﬁ
o AHEAALS FZBIEER D F - REETRFERTY) ¥ 2R

PREE(T,~To) B HER(TY: fAEr T RS KT VRE- PR £
BrHEM)ezrs- IRz AERF > FER Y RET):z2r %
CEPhRGE B APER R - XA ENKT VRIS R AT L R HY
ZEF N ?zﬂiﬁ REAEFES - R Ea 4 5844 pd "iﬁ&*ﬁx
TR ZECFYRRI A EFRY DF L AP AP FHEORE
A kR -
5.%% &3t

LFREA 35

AT EEFZ PR EARL > F-BEEYHET)OA AR S 2
TYREE S LT FER SR RDF L L 450 i T IR S
B Zpe Az 78 & EY R FTAZB? BT
SRR ET)IA L L REBR LTI EE 2E R - EA LY
4o %84 A 130 o Foskenii Ad s 122 5 R Z FFER(EES R Y T
DHFABER LS - SBARAEE 4B BT FIAERRT AT EFYS
BN ZRRAEALSE AR T S BEARN122 2 H 2 g
serfeenit ki 17 R ¥ HET G BRI HE R R T
FAEFFRY LADETH LT T1%NF 2 2R FER* k8 Y Bk
Som pFFRYETrT)P R > T4 kaF R » 75 L5 (9
96%) « A A7 § kA ek A TR AT Ao d B ST 0 B < N4 R LA fk
ﬁgﬁ’t'ﬂ%‘z ,:L LwL»°

ERS
d

W

£ 51k PR

LR A LB R
b b
A~ AN~} T1-To T,-Ts A :JFTA‘ AR~ T1-To T,-Ts
[
A g 4 82 77 BB Y 1gT 98 93
L4 40 40 R R 12 & 2 24
i ;,_565
E# 20 knT 52 B0 gt LanT 70 66
21~22 % 36 34 ramk 12 & 28 27
2324 & 28 27 3-4 i 19 19
24 1t b 6 6 4 &} 5 5

*E Y M Bz F1 £ & 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis; CFA):& (747 1 £ %
tﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%’¢+$%%ar%52”%%’ﬁﬂ“f—fﬁ““%ﬁﬂ&”ﬁ@PLOCQﬁfj
i 2(0.326) e dF g P E(To-Ta) ™30 05 @ ¥ £ 7 kA ens 470 iR
BPEFRIE - KA A NEF S B R F R R E Y <305 duEiRiE



B EFRARER B¢

MmTE R BT R A 0.7 ERE SRR S 05 ke B
TR AR ARG AR TR o
% 5.2 SgEitFE A4S
Time (t;-t,) Time (t-t3)
Scale Item Item Item Scale Item Item Item
Items Loading Mean S.D. tValue CR AVE Items Loading Mean S.D. tValue CR AVE
EOU11 0846 4754 1215 20.482 EOU21 0913 4881 1176 37.105 0949 0.825
EOU12 0896 4820 1060 32632 oo o0 EOU22 0925 4915 1134 59.724
EOU13 0892 4877 1095 35177 : EOU23 0907 4838 1203 37.515
EOU14 0800 4754 0982  20.202 EOU24 0887 4709 1182  44.690
PU11 0895 5000 1052 36.663 0886 0795  PU21 0923 4804 1169 70707 0900 0.824
PU12 0888 4852 0959  34.395 PU22 0892 4966 0991 34972
ATT11 0790 4836 1031 17.207 0901 0696  ATT21 0906 4701 1116 51791 0939 0794
ATT12 0877 4746 0992 39.519 ATT22 0912 4632 1072 37.199
ATT13 0862 4664 1041 31671 ATT23 0915 4530 1047 54.895
ATT14 0804 4582 1059 18.722 ATT24 0829 4493 1030 19.768
CA11 0718 4411 0762 5768 0916 0733  CA2l 0769 4576 0848 16.964 0921 0744
CA12 0900 4513 0819 30.448 CA22 0916 4434 1013 60.035
CA13 0894 4299 0966 38.804 CA23 0859 4291 1097  23.308
CAl4 0897 4248 0778 35436 CA24 0899 4154 0946 43.254
PU21 0912 4795 1149 55891 0902 0822  PU3l 0915 4624 1112 61708 0888 0798
PU22 0900 4943 0990 44.976 PU32 0871 4786 0927 27.224
CON21 0877 4426 0944 34045 0897 0744  CONB3L 0892 4504 0979 52526 0905 0.760
CON22 0890 4369 0955 34.453 CON32 0874 4419 0985 30.060
CON23 0819 4557 0945 27.583 CON33 0850 458 0947 22322
SAT21 0843 4467 1022 23169 0944 0737  SAT3L 0841 4462 1005 30590 0931 0694
SAT22 0793 4467 1030 18.630 SAT32 0757 4368 1072 15997
SAT23 0889 4574 0995 35692 SAT33 0850 4607 0956 27.671
SAT24 0878 4590 0985 33.314 SAT34 0856 4582 0893 23561
SAT25 0883 4672 0940 38.202 SAT35 0843 4632 0934 30.858
SAT26 0862 4484 1046 32643 SAT36 0847 4543 0923 29.482
ATT21 0902 4689 1100 54408 0940 0795  ATT3l 0822 4821 0916 22496 0928 0764
ATT22 0912 4623 1055 44.202 ATT32 0889 4761 0944 38395
ATT23 0916 4533 1030 50.424 ATT33 0906 4634 1077  49.392
ATT24 0833 4484 1022 21963 ATT34 0877 4586 1067  43.494
CA21 0734 4582 0846 13710 0920 0744  CA31 0326* 4495 0760 2042 0865 0.640
CA22 0918 4426 0995 69.192 CA32 0930 4316 0892 61888
CA23 0890 4291 1082 41609 CA33 0898 4231 1107 36.641
CA24 0896 4159 0934 38.381 CA34 0885 4161 0819 24348
CcBI21 0908 4451 1037 41211 0941 0800  CBI3L 0826 4564 0977 13030 0924 0754
CBI22 0885 4508 1014  31.406 CBI32 0888 4517 1133 28.846
CBI23 0898  4.443 1061 41214 CBI33 0907 4457 1199 55965
CBI24 0887 4434 1106  34.289 CBI34 0850 4427 1093 33.853
A8 E 122 A8 E 117

#1: CAf #](Causal attribution); EOU:ze 4w % * 4 (Perceived ease of use); PU:zu w3 * {2 (Perceived
usefulness); ATT: & & (Attitude); SAT: ik A& (Satisfaction); CON:Fx ¥ # £z z2(Disconfirmation); CBI:3F 4 12
* {7 % & v (Continued benhavior intention)

*PLOC3L Fficst At fash- RS E @ 4 MY

M RS A 4T TR R S e R ﬂkﬁh bend § T PLS 27 A FEER
WA A5 2% 4B 5.1 2B 5.2 %7 > 2 AN % FE B (To-Ts) A B 4
PR R L L3 793%2 70.3%:hiEfic 4 HE RS WG T15%2
61.4%:Hfa fE it 4 ¥ FIA N F 48.7%2 49.5%:HiRfRi 4 $in kR A NG
66.4%% 66.1%:fE a4 e ¥ s b5 10%2 6.9% T fE A 4 $HEp
# 3 FEiuA W F 515%Z 503%:hiEfat 4 o R ARY —F R R
(Ti-To) » Ha A ‘%'J’ﬁ 55.1%% 60.3%:f%§ i 4 ; ﬂp.uf‘—"p * ey 44.8%
% 55.0% 2§ i 4 %E'r MGV P R AR 4 AR IR
BB %?:}.f.éﬁ @ FEE 0 gt n L 4F Seddon(1997):n 5 F i@ H J“ Bk iy K&
R o ,bm;,ﬂrr)g AT A R U5l 'ﬁ K W ’i+ }g;’); kKo

B 5.1 MmhFpFler® FHR L FY k LT L #FF# * B B (t) due
AR et s B Y P’?: 1% "‘Ff ¥k :xb‘:,,‘uf\_")i e SRF @ ﬁ_#?
G Ry (T T’?‘ eI IE ol B R & FRr e Et P2k
FooLth o A AR éaﬂﬁaam¢ﬁ$%ﬂﬂ§*é%ﬁmwa

T o



B BTN EEER S 4

P2 ABRL AGBFORFR " i %%?%v’ﬁa{i%“%‘ﬁﬁr?ﬂa
AR ORI ARAE TFER 2

Tz-T3 HEF l%’i’rimﬁﬁr‘]}fl%’i’rv‘ﬁ ,\)mz%vm%@—gm‘,aaﬂﬁw T K
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A Longitudinal Study on the Learners’ Continued Use of an

Electronic Portfolio System

Abstract

Although the results of past researches supported that e-Portfolio benefits for the
depth learning of learners, but the e-Portfolio is learner-center and its performance
depends on the continued usage of learners. Therefore, the research based on the
learners’ perspective is more consistency with e-Portfolio’s nature than teachers’
perspective. To our knowledge, most post researches of e-Portfolio usage adopted
cross sectional approach. However, this approach is limited to have an insight into the
causalities affect the change of learners’ belief and attitude that make learners
discontinue their usage of e-Portfolio. Based on our development of longitudinal
model, this study uses a composite approach to explore the students’ continued use of
e-Portfolio. The results of this study showed that perceived ease of use still influenced
the perceived usefulness and attitude of users’ continuing intention to use the
e-Portfolio at continuance (t,) stage. Causal attribution could moderate the change of
perceived usefulness between adaptation and continuance stages (t; -t;). But the
moderator role of causal attribution was insignificant in continuance stages (t; —ts).
The beliefs of perceived usefulness, satisfaction, attitude, and causal attribution were
stable in continuance stages (t; —t3). But the disconfirmation could change causal
attribution which integrated with satisfaction to influence users’ continued intention in
using e-Portfolio.
Keywords: Continuance, Causal Attribution, Electronic Portfolio, Satisfaction



