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A study of the antecedents of technology acceptance
from the perspective of the technology duality
theory: analysis of structural equation modeling
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Abstract

Davis (1989) proposed two concepts, perceived usefulness and perceived ease
of lese; as the index of technology acceptance in order to account for technological
usage. These two construc.ts'are high valid and possess explanatory power. However,
the antecedents of thém do not seem to be invéstigated thourghly: The purpose of this
study is to derive the antecedents of the concepts of perceived usefulness and
perceived ease from the view of technology duality tﬁ'eory (Orliké-wski, 1992}, which
asserts that technology used in organization is framed by physical factors of the
technology and also organizational factors. Structural equation modeling is employed
to test the theoretical model proposed in this study. The results of the empirical data
lead two important conclusions: (1) ti_ia’- -a‘ntec_edents of perceived usefulness and
perceived ease of use are rational factors.,.s';ocial_factors and user individual factors (2)
the effects of these three kinds of factors on perceivecj usefulness and perceived ease
of use are different. Social factors have greater effect on perceived usefulness than on
perceive ease of use. On the other hand, rational factors have greater influence on
perceived ease of use than on perceived usefulness. The individuel factors also have

different effects on these two perceptions.
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R RA A 7 NEWHHEAN - SEEAIEEL .?&%ﬁ:‘
RNEAFEES - EREEFLETIAFORE - SEEETR - sk
ARAEES] - ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂ%“tﬁ  FRARAHA 7 EASR ? —EERNEE

HREENHARE - %t'ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁmﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁzméﬁir H@Ex?ﬁ*ﬁz—
(Delone & McLean, 1992 ) o

Eﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ ':F' JLELA Davis (1989) HEHATRIE S 2 e a
(Technology Acceptance: Model, - FAHIE TAM =S E 1) BEFEN - I
E{f&}i@ Fishbein and. Ajzen (1975) BT TENEEY ( Theory of Reasoned
Action, fHf§ TRA) » TRITREEZIEE (intention ) HIEE TIZEAE]
ERIE-SREE (attitude ) ~ (£, (belief) - Iw%l] (perception ) HXE - I
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FELERSHEEEEY - 525  ERMNEE - RS A P LM
A5 R4 (Perceived Usefulness ) BB FHFEAN { Perceived Ease of Use ) » fiRi5
Davis IS » GARMSIETRIEREHNEHERTIEER - M5 ARMERE
18 A A A SO TR Se R LR - A B NSRRI E MIERR
pilpge gy SE R jEIL_ SE A HE BRI R ERERTTE - B
{7F Davis (1989) BRZEh - 4 FISRANEE B i AT B LR AR E A B IRC
HARRIRES FIEE 0.63 B 0.85 « M ARMEBIERTRERKERE
F82 FIAAR R R BR BIRESE 0.45 62 0.59 -

R
(PU)

. / T H 5 =R

— | e
FSE RE =R 175

5 M4
(PEOU)

1 RHHESEEY (Davis, 1989)

Davis (1989 ) BRI BZEEN L % - TRIS RS EERZNE
0 B A s H IS AR R A ATTR (Mathieson, 19915
Adams, Nelson &Todd, 1992; Segars & Grover, 1993; Subramanian, 1994; Szajna,
1994; Chin & Todd, 1995; Doll, Hendrickson & Deng, 1998; Karahanna and Straub,
1999: 557 » R 88) - TAM HIRHEIEE ML EEHARRRNER - 32
SRR R ¢ IR LR, 5 FH TR LA AT A LR R B A /AR
R EHERAREEATE - EENHERETMETEN LNEER - FRE
B HER - EHSEAEE A SE TR - AILUE A R AR
SREEAMAZERRNESZE - DFMEEAFARNERRSE - TRHER
FAS AR ARER -

SKTERI B S it » B FEFRON B B R R AR A AR At E
I TN S SRS RE MR T RN - SRR REE R R
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TTRERBHRKIRNRE - SFEISBEEEARSe (7 - B - Sk
FHEFR) RPBITRE (Solso, 1995 ) » FULIBRFIESES FERATE (S2REE) -
ZFTRERRM (PETER) S5TRMTBAREL - RERPEED T
BTTE - FLISERMTREAER: JlBs-> NS> T8 - 78 TAM 2
B HREA - ZAFE - EARENEESATSMISONER 8%
ERENABEETRAYEES - SCE—SFE TAM PEMTERERER -
I - |

A B TAM MEBERTS © Bors B SME 5 B sE
I RS AR R AR S E AR S AR LSS e TR
MEFITR « ZH LRATEES - APREE — SR NE HasNsis By
HIEA] -

B AR S ARANHIR » B RS e B R e
(Igbaria, Guimaraes & Davis, 1695; Venkatesh & Davis, 1996; ArgaWaI & Prasad,
1999; Dishaw & Strong, 1999 ) HEEIFAL AV - MEAEEEARG
&R (Information system use) EGRFFUIETUEAR I ZREIEAT - 3 HISSAE &
—HRTER: FSEFRMERVNE (PUIRRSME - TS - (SE2E
NEES) BiEEE AR e S ARk B E R B BB R BT
7% EEESXOWEESSHMENER  LEERER - TLMES (a
priori ) {BRE% -

B PHRERS RRE PSS Y EENAL  BRBASTESE
TR R BRI TR AN Z BRA - TAM S8 AJEAE RO srD - 18
ARFRIBIEE - EFRSTEER TN ES R A RAS  BTRRE
B RRE S ENR P - TEEER ST A RS
HEFRRNE R ? ERRETREMENEETA  EERRmas H
FESIHIRUR| - FERSE— (AR5 - R IR AR ARt -

FEot - % TAM FEFITAMEIRAYT IS 4 TAM SBFTE0HKER (Adams, Nelson and
Todd, 1992) - ASERZIEARIFEMMEN - AE TaeHEFERENIET
- ERENEERERRE VAR RN - FUEESERER T 8
EHYRFIEHE T B E T KR TR R IR V- AT B SIS TAM
HRERIEED - FJENBERTS  tR RSy H S R EEs
#EFE 7 (Admas, Nelsonl& Todd, 1992; Chin & Todd, 1995; Chau, 1996 ) - BER7E
HEETERET  BEEAEETHERTIFLNEETERRE - BN
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BRRAMEREFRETENERERERE - BTEE Pk TAM BgRH -
BAPWEIEAHTFEP AR TAM TEEERERRIE PR G IRV FIES] -

B~ SCRRBR ol BRI 7E 15t %

Bt T ERRFKGESNER ) EEEE  FHERESEWMIKEEE S
BB R E S (technology imperative view ) FISRNEHR SR ( strategic choice
view JE—F 3 EORE - 5522 Orlikowski, 1992 ; Desantics & Poole, 1994 ) - 37
HEERERNBETERNESSE NBTH RSB I 88 (Foster &
Flynn, 1984; Hiltz & Johnson, 1990 ) » 85 & - BLEHIAF LR Z (G T FIZ0
AR - A - BTHITIFERE  TIEREE - BALEDF ZHI95
BEIFE - BHRIFMBE IS ETEIGEEEER - Flal  BHARNR
HEBER TEREEERR - EAREREER - HFRMA S AFEMER -
a0 T AMREIE - BIERHEIRERATBEEIL - Davis (1993) TRABMFT
e AR S AR RERERIBIRZERMFIT - Venkatesh & Davis

(1996 ) BYRAZEIREE R EARMAY A AT (usability) @R EFEREN S AR
&1 o 4 » Agarwal & Prasad (1998 ) FURSRiE RSN | EBEEIBIEE
HEREEEENE - EMPEELFERAREITE - IR NBEEESF
M, ZEEBEENWEESREE - EILEETEEESEANERR - fl20
s - EEE - HERZ  BEENRERRENERE - il TAM iyHER -
Agarwal & Prasad(1998)9WI /R HRBER S S BERRERE
BRRHIA R —H R HATR -

ATTRHEIRER I REF—BEBEROVSE - G120 - BFAREEYREES
TFEESE - BHRRETROEE - TREBBIMHRATRL T 2 - #140
EFEBEET PDIRRAE TIFEN LFHER (Attewell and Rule, 1984; Kraut,
Dumais and Kock, 1989 ) -

MRERNFLER LB T/EECEBEHy ( Task-technology fit theary ) »
MR ERE TR REERS T EHERELETLENE
( Jarvenpaa, 1989; Goodhue & Thompson, 1995; Zigures & Buckland, 1998 ) - i
{83 5 AT iR SRR B AR AL - RN E RS- TP E R E RO E
il b T T I{ERHE ) GEERT - BERA AR TP EE miR SR
RTEERIFFERERAS (weak version, Desanctis & Poole, 1994 ) » Dishaw & Strong
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(1999 ) HIEIRIERFHE- LIEACEME R B RRE T SRS SR » Dl
R H AR - EEIEFARAYE AR A0S AR AInsiEEs « Bli-T
TERCEE -

THHPARHERE R - RIS RIS LTS - R RSB i
R ARREZ A (Mumford, 1981; Kling, 1980; Zuboff, 1988; Fulk,
- 1993 7 Markus, 1983; Klein & Hirschheim 1983; Desanctis & Poole, 1994 ) - Bli%
TEARB P EFLE T EIRNPHEA S  MRZANTE  FUIRStE
BEMAE - RERFEANA - REREHTESMNERTHEANWER A4
HA BB R A REIAHT - MR E R BRI A S B T
9 NAHBIARHGRA FEIRGHEGT - ZFECIRTEE th AR R B SR
BB METONRERENELELSE - NEEER PR EE TS
FH RIS B » (AR AT A )\ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁéﬁ Iﬂiﬁé)\"”@@ﬂzﬂl(mtennon)
BTE -

BR  TANSZHRAEFEANLHEETRANEE - Orlikowski
(1992) BEARTHS=IEEHEN - S HE - BOSEHHE - o
BB AR R R A SRR R R R TS - FL SR SR
FRHAVEERR (Mumford, 1981; Zuboff, 1988 ) » u$?5ﬁﬁju§§ﬂ%ﬂsﬂﬁéiﬁﬁﬁé

Faﬂ’géﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁjgﬁiaﬁﬁ%ﬁl% ’ ﬂLlﬁtﬂﬁﬁf?éﬁﬁﬁ{Tgnﬁiﬁ
(Lucas, 1978 )«

N iR MZJZJJ_EJJ:E: ﬁuﬂﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ?’tﬁj jJ « BE I+ Zuboff (1988)
LB SRERNFERE AW SEEES - St E8gERE - e
BRI IR - EEMRIEERAAER TR EE  EXE
ﬂﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ’]ﬁglﬁ( Klein & Hirschheim, 1983; Newman, & Rosenberg 1985) -

FFETFLEER o B ER AR EE% %‘%&%M&H’J%E EIE
( Sambamurthy & Chin, 1994 ) - '

%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁéﬁiﬁﬁ ' R TERTEASE RS —
L RE SR - FﬁLLL%ﬁﬁ%qﬁ%*EjjH’Jf[ﬁlﬁgﬁ[l””‘f?é%u&?%?ﬁ%f%%?&%ﬂﬁ
HIA SRR LIRS R e %ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ % (Perrolle, 1986) -

RTTE R B 2 I ﬂﬁ?‘ﬁ%ﬂf] Fa=E] E4:3 I’EEJ—)\&I{’F %ﬂﬁ—#ﬁ HEE
(Wynne 1988; Jonsson & Gron[und 1988 )«

RS L f“ﬁ@%&é‘ Eﬂﬁﬂﬁéﬁfﬂ@g BEHEIIEE - HRT IR S S
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BLBHIHIE % - LIRFIEHEE » BB BRI I BRI - 7T
AR BT ERRAS (socially constructed ) THOZEY) - MIRHREHAITBEHE
L AT - RS (physically constructed ) THIEEY -

LT -l ERTYRE A R i T 8RB0 B - B ETRIANZ AR - BHEIR
LFERPRH I RITTES - MEERERR 2 AN RRE « B - EmER
MERMBRA RS - NEERHRRR - B RRFEYIE - M
B - BRSNS RERRYRRVEE - NEFRREH AN HE
EER R - I B AR RSN RRERESHENEE] - B
LRSS RSB G ST LIRS - MAIBORE IR R HLEE -
CAREA RS NETTRREE - IR AR FRERESRFETEREE)
Ho{ir = BRI R T BRIt SRR R, -

BMEAOL: - IR ERFHHAEE - B E=SENAT - R
HMBREREY RS ah e SRS HEENEE - {5 - TR
B - FRETMERIENENAEEmE - FRENERSITEDAR LR
EERIBIESTE - P, - Orlikowski (1992 ) 3RHHEHY —7T5 (technology duality )
AIRES: - JREDEHE A E R E R YIRS - MR BRI EM{E
REFE - BEEEBNEREDR - CRYSEBE THEY  TELEEET
HIEY - BIAERBEE D - EMERERANSEERENHEE EfgTe
ARG TRIEIE HEEEARI AR EIE?

| ERMATRD EERAEORHL T REOE (Barey, 1990; Saunder &
Jones, 1990; Desantics & Poole, 1994 }- =BE | (& T SIE s A EOUHEZ 4
TEAR BRI F AR T R 7 BB DR E s AN RS SR E e £ 3%: Bl
SINEE I (information richness theory ) FIit & 28 B85 (social influence
theory ) » TNEFEAYRIE » IESBREIECRE ZtintvEE: - RBEAE
BRI A S A RN R ERRERTEM S B E MM AR A Ry
TRz (Webster & Trevino, 1995)  EARAYEHRF Orlikowski (1992 ) BYFERA
I - |
TR Daft R ENE S - IERENEANEER - Kk
ML RAER (FELRAEENET) 10T - EAEEEETES EEHEHRY
BTSSR - EFTEEINETERE (ambiguity) & @ AERSERSEM
B BHEEHEE  MERYEERNES - BE5 2 - BEERT R
oddp: (WERD) RABEE (BHEHE) (iREENZE - SFHIHEREE
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feRtE T TR AR A ST RS SR E AT | SRRSO

M2 - ARSI S AR IR » RO AR R - e
HRIERETESD ZHEEAE AN SENEEFRL - fiinMEk « &35 -
BHEF - Fit - FROREIIRISEEN S - MERTHETEE -
TSR - EEABEREIEAEED BRI RSEEN T
fEERY - B 7R LB E R R AT RERA s » BRI TYE( T
ROAQHERED  SEEVHENENFRESRNEE - BEY - G
B (RS AR R R AR T e Eie B i B SRR R B T et
B B A RS T PR R R B M AT A0SR - EBE
ERNARES  BFAEEERW NGB REUBE (Webster & Trevino,
1995) » R IGH - BEFRFHERERAEN TESESEERE -

BT EERREN  BEENMERNSERNESHERS - BIlEAhE
EPHEATRER © Fulk S ARHLFL S EH# (social influence theory) » SREME
BERASZEMARENEE  SOANE SRR EaTmwER  ANE
R (RSB EREE RN TEEMEEAR - SR NERTSE
email BRG] B email BMRATETVEMEAEEDE - (MPRT 2 email
At - B A S B R e OB RS I AT S « SN E
HREE F SRS IR SR - A MBS B B R A BEER o

Webster & Trevino (1995) 383 - BEARE Y = RGRAT € B8 ERY
PIRIENERRR - FEETRINER - B EMEER R AL - ®
AE A G AR T B0 B TTR - MR T TTEAATEIZE + Webster &
Trevino tHERRER AT S E R MR SR RRAYEEE -

SESh AR T AR SR AT - BRI R — s
SIEAERY - FEBEEWS BRI H R R A RS -
BN EED  EMAE R BN AN T SsE
R R R TR F A1 5 PR AR © AR B iy E S
e | | -

FI BRI AT RS H A EMNARRS » FSSER S ERER
BRI ARERTS S HE T e E T AR A EES =
SXRE AIAMES SRR EEARE. Igbaria, Guimaracs & Davis({ 1995 )
R R I = A R R PR ANE 5 F TAR  E FRAT S - 7B
TAM SMEREBE CHFISIAE S FRANETR) A2 A5ER - REEEL
REAFER - Fi AR ERE AR R SEEE e 5 A ke
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EHFRITEEREESEN - (ERAMHFTH] Igbaria, Guimaraes & Davis (1995 )
FIRHTE R BB AT R LRSS SRR RS ER YA » KWEH
FAFRHNEE 5 FIRRAIAVATEA - LEAAIATTE Igbaria, et. al BUMFRFTHIR A BEEIT
BATAR - FIAIAH A S LIFRFEELLIE SRR - T Igbaria, ct. al AYAFZEIEA
BE - HEEME « AR LB a0 iEams - HHEE
FLAERTE » 63 R BARE AT R -

EATEAE RIS R S - RIS GLE RIS S ESAEY » B4
R BE BRI ATN ZEMEARREE - TAIZEE BEERE
EURRSIRTRT R R SR T i BRI IR E A B R i - fRIRRs e 0 B
R AR EE TR S R ERBEE - MATRE L FEOEERE
EREMITRAN—EEERE - MEFARKNERTENEZ BRMREPZ
— « FILBEIR G M TR R R B R RRYE R 5 ARRH - LR
2z Dishaw & Strong A (1998) BUFEMYIA - AL Davis W RSAR
RPN ERIE S AR E T FERMERS: - {RIE Davis 19783 - EHF
HEIET R A MR TR - MeARARIEEAE I &8 B
HIRESSE RS - FRRARMURR - BERMASEE IS IEEX - IF
BRERLIHEBER TERE - ARG RRMBE RS + R2ERR
AETIRETES DB ARG RTINS  AIB AR ZARA8 A TR -
FrLl A AR 5 R EE BN R RS E R T EREE - I
REZaWRE H1, Hla, H1b Rl -

Hi : BMERREEE B HET RGN R B AR -

Hla © EHRGR A T2 SR PR B85 5040 -

Hib &Y TR B M B SRR H A8 5 AR -

IEA - IRIRRIS IR E S - ANEINRRFREREERE PehEF - 711

TAME, FERHE  SRIE - HMEMAR  URERE - EhEkrEn
HARFERIA B RISy BRI S RUE - AAROSEER - ZEREARET
A T Bt & 1 SR B PIRERE RS B A R RIS EIREE (Hirschheim,
Klein & Newman, 1987; Newman & Rosenberg, 1985 ) - B R SIHEI SR
ERREE R EARMEE AR IO T EEZE (Lucas, 1978; Bhattacherjee, 1998 ) ¢
HREREEER P EtR EHEF R THNEE - 55 - AIEEREN

- ERIRRANELE FRRAIIEERERRENRES - BN BEMEEER T EARE



TERHE TR AR A A SRS AT SIS

HEF RIS EENEE - Bk - SIS EH S0 R RNES ARsEEH
EREEAYIEN - BRIEARRZEER © it SRS R T AN B RS
Fﬁmh %ﬂ 2

H2 | SRR %iﬁéﬂﬁ‘ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%m%ﬂéﬁigﬁﬁzﬁn

=g T ERPRER N EEBERN IR EEREIEWEER
BB TR RNEERR - EAREhEER I REEEATSNER
AF o M AR RSN E AR ERRREE - §RRATELE
R/E (psychological climate ) - ${ZFFFL A M BRI F % 2 £ 8% ( Cheney, Mann &
Amoroso, 1986) - I ATHZLIFIRMBEBEE EREEMEM SRR E
Rx - HIJ%{‘ti%‘?ﬂﬁzmﬂimEﬁﬁpﬂ%ﬁu&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ 8 ﬁﬁf‘“ﬁ%ﬁi@%ﬁ%
@—Ex{ﬁﬁ%‘ﬁénﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ:ﬂﬁgfﬁ '

TEAHFAHRY. "Tiﬁ‘lil?m FEARERRUR TR (Orlikowski, 1992 ) AYERES -
ﬂﬁxg%%&%"ﬁﬁ@é% RS ER TIEY - R m YRR
E - BRI S R E R LIRS RS - B—AE © Bk
€% "HEREE, ¥E - Tt TeRREE  EEENE L RES AR
B BB EFREE - T ERR— R REST MR ENEE - ERE
& - PSR SR EE SRR T B RRRE - [EEE - ARTEERT
HERREHAENARTRERR - GEEEEENEMtES - teRET
REERNERI—/EED - ARERERELSESEREEMRE - AW
”“':'?%‘T "HEMRENER - WREREC RRWEMEK - FILIAHERS

Faiﬂi%ﬁﬁ%%ﬂzﬁﬁ@ﬁ%J RE TTHERR MAEERERE -

 ERERTERERR %J’EE’JﬁEfEF‘%‘ A %“ﬁf%’%ﬂ%ﬁé’ﬂ% H#R
‘ﬂléﬁi%}ﬂ oAl - "

H2b © LEREER @ﬁ%%%ﬁf:%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁ%mﬁﬂéﬁi%ﬂ%;’&?ﬂ

SEFREE S LR A AR + (ERPA R RAORS (constuct) - [T
AR R AEERER  THEME SRR R SRR -
A R KR R A S A R RS

FIFEHEL B P R840 - SATIERARE ﬁ‘%m%uéﬁi%)ﬂu,mﬁﬁustﬂﬁ'JifﬁiA » E ARt E
AHTRRE - Dishaw and Strong (1999) FYARFEIR T EIHERARILHETH S

ASEaREN  DERRAEENE) - BRERHNEREBERRELRE

ENFEEEERFEME - ALRgZARTEE TR ESETRREE -
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BEOANKE@ERRAEA—ENXECERZRAKIREESS -
HHRMETERERVAIBEZEERZRERA  MZMAKRRERE

FEUN -

EEAY it EREEAARINEZEBUFEANH AR NNEZ
Agarwal & Prasad (1998 ) IOWHSEiSREG NI CEREE (awareness, FETFEITEBZ4T
h{ELRE SR ARMAVEERRE ) HEMESTHA (relative advantage » FE 3
BHERE - FHEEREFRMAEINTR) BERRASEEEN - &
EEEHESRAHNIEE NN H B ARANEE S - IR LA RERE
B RARRAEE AR A R A B B AR A AR AREENW

FERE AR - SR RERAEM Y LR EE HRR A S AR~ —30

&R ° @Jﬁﬂﬁ%‘?ﬂ’fﬁaﬁ%)\’éﬂgﬁﬁ R ERBEHENER TIHEW (F
HFeATE ) - (BANREREEF N EHEEE (B HRBAHK) » EI7RTiREHE BRA
EA SRR fﬂEﬂi@TﬂE’JﬁA

fme Lattat A - HEETgeRRRR

H3 B RREETRRES AR EBRANEE N AR - HeR3E
HHERRARURE AN 2 RIS - AR - ENERHZARANE
- YNINCEIEET S

£ AN WEED - BT BRI RS E MR A LS EREE
NEREFEAZBTRNWEE DI EEEEE - FRFRMES FREAHEA
HEFLMVEBETERHE > MEAFAERESEALTSNERE e THE
lﬁ:D%EZTi@@?fEZ% » IR A ER G EENR A AR S

SO0 - Agarwal & Prasad (1999) BYRASEIRFELE A RS HEEANLRHKY
TE.IFHE UL B MFEAN - EAEZE O S EIEE (sclf-efficacy ) - B AL -
AR A CEERYE - S5 - Sl - OISR - EhARueenEgE
FAEERMRIA - SRR E B HENARMOERBHEE K92 E (Hil,
Smith & Mann, 1987; Igbaria, Guimaraes & Davis, 1995 ) « fE ¥ EAFEZE + &
e BT -

H4 - ERHENEARREEE LM EFRRIYE AR H XS HFEH -
Héa: FRFEFNEREREHER & SRR FB AR 2 R A -

Hab © A HNERRGN BB EERE LHATRANE HRAR
S HERA -
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R TR AERAHE AR RREE S E o §iN - SR RE O

Hde * BERIEEVIED] - S - BSOS HNETRRNE ARk 5

BES) - AT R A A R E S S B EE A S H R A
BRRFEERTE -

HS : BPEEE - fHEEE  DRAAERSHSERY - Sl maaes
5 AR AT B B A B T S -

HERE
- AR

o
. B

BARE

B2 EEREERERE (RAUZMEER)
(BERAREENTES  BRARKENEEN)

& DA R - RS FREEE 2 - - B ARSI T
B REEEREEESE A REE - R e E i
HEEEEE BB GRS - R S — - e S R Al SR
BRRIMNEE - MIEERTEAY - B LTSRN T  EH
EREAEAESETEY -  FTERREEE SR AL E R
(Adams, Nelson, & Todd, 1992; Szajna, 1996) > T§ H. Davis (1989 )+ Davis,
Bagozzi, & Warshaw (1989) HIEFFCHI(E AEEE LT 2 AR RS
1 RIS TR - A AR T R 7 FE R4S PR
TS PR » BRIl - AR B P S T AR SRR cERA I B ©
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PR

2~ RG K
— A
FEIEE E T RMEA BB ESS - TEREET - #RER
BEREESEENNHREIENEAEMBWRENE BT WLB%E

(comparable ) (9 & » HILHFHRMLMEABHBHER SR - B_EEREA
ENE—EREANEHRR - I AR AT S - REAZEEII
HEST -

AR T SEAN SR ETENEE  ETRRRE/+AE
K& LI A A B IS B E AR - RERMAEIUEERE
T TiERAEE - TEREEZ (1) HREEAR (2) K5itE
BEEREEmREURITE -

AT IR0 3 77 = 7o R B R R - R BRI (probability
sampling ) B9—7& - 7EME 5 b B AGEMERER B E - ERERECHE
SRS (Kerlinger & Lee, 2000) « i » SRR EATSEIRY
B - AR IR - BAREARE

AT T S B T « WP EAS D EERERELAR
HOA EHERRI R BORF AT S e PR - P TRl 40 SRR - 7R3NN
B ET B ESE SR - LRI E BTN - B AIEE -
Y G ARER Y B F AR REAER - SRRARPIEGEAT -
SRR % » R T 29 SR - SR 10 798 » 290
RIS - I 29 FEBEERSETATE - GfEtass - IR7 - B
AT - TEEEAR - BHAT - BUFHPTE - Fradi s =20 s B
fk. » SfifE FE AR AR AR -

RIS T IR E A B BRI 5 FHEFEHRFEAEWR -5
s A TSRS ATIA BHITRERT CGEH TR BEENRIEER
HGRIAR RIS S AT - EBREEIRE 10 CEAEISERBIEMRE
AWE - S SHAEABERERSIIERE  MSREEERIIZ
gy EHREAEREBARE - FrEETNEEERAR - BEBRNE
HUASEE - AT S BT ERIES R EEREENE R 100 /M —
5 - MSREREYISHERS  SMTEETEE - ERENINE - RRHA
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TERHR —TCamr AR R A BT R E B 2 AR IR

B AEERT R, - FTUAEIACRRESE 95.9% - SE4LE 290 MRS48 » 278 1)
M - FIEEFE 2 GRISENTIEE TR SRS - S
B 276 17 - HHESEETRMSEREIEE 50%L kS S
(McBumney, 2001) » il A GILEBIE - A RTEEEEERENR
FIE - Tl RV E— S RTR R O IER RE S
= - BB

ARSI LE S R R I RN A S R R E - Ll
I B S E A B FREs B M St R AN E RS
B ICAETARTRL R LB (content validity ) - BIREI Y 65
EEERE (item reliabili_ty )~ BEBRE (convergent validity ) bl K & BI%%E
(discriminant validity) » ZRHF B4 FREENE - MERESEDE 2R
EAETHERKEZ AN - FISEEREIETTRE (Lickert scale) - RIGSHEE
HERITHIER  $rEMEELEE  FER B —ERE2 RS &
TR -

MIS SRS KRB 22 ERE S CARMIIRIT A - £ T H%E -
FEBNER - EEEBESTEN - QUSRS - TENERE S —EE
AREES - 54t FEBR SO HEEALTEES - AL
BEES - S

= BRI o
(RIS : AR (ERISEAEL) GBS « ERAns Emy -

LR | EE N TAE PSR AR R AT SR - BT
TS - A RS R R B S E R R
B FHEOFE ST E - e R I TR S
HEEESE AR TRy, REEEES S EEAE
NEI—REIS U IR B SR —R 2 A FEA B = — T
fF? MBI EREEST TIEEENTEE  REEANE D RARE
B TRE (R AN SRR - R PR R R R RN
EEIFNE S G0 Office HE—EUISERSRENE 7 MRS A ETE
RS - G Excel b Lotus » ME TEESNE? SEESHERETH
TERERETIRE - TR T A SR TIRE - e i R oy



BT

AR RIEERERLA -

2 F5FIERANEL 5 FRTRAN © ISR Davis S A (1989,1993) FiRERRHIIRAY
BEE - LIRS E ST A BT A ATESE -

(D)BEE  BRT ANBETEEZ S 0 6 @S S BIBE I RRAAL
B TR © Tt SR RERE RS OISR LR EARR .
R RS R EE B BUHE -
LA © RESIRORIRIEEE 5 8 - ARIR - BALREE - EE
%1 - BELS) - EIPTEREE -

2 TFEHE © T{eitaRIBsE R L, Hackman B Oldham(1975) T{FFF
BRI S EETETIRET - 2 7 & B BEL - TIEREN - B
Fik - TYEFFEERANEY: - TEEEN - TERMBETERIEL

3 JERGEERT | R A SRS - £ 8 B SRRV AR
AR B T AR AT FRVEERD - LI RARGE AR B B BB G
BYBERZRE -

4LERR ISR R ST RN R S AR A EEESIE
e HE 45 B2 EEEEE - 2 EEWEHES -

s.EEAEE  FEEREENECHEREABMEAONE ME T E R
Compean 1 Higgin(1995)FTH 2 FIBEIE » WIMEL  EEEESEA
BN HROTRIR -

6. ENGHRES | F5i B B AT TIE 2 RIATE BA0E AR - HRERER
SRS EER R REFSEEMESRE AR - BRI
FRAMEER » F2EHEA

B~ B0k o3y LT SE RS SR &
— ~ AR A EREARTE
BEAAAHTRAR A A USRS 2B - SETEA - ABERSr
AR RZE— - 1A - BIURIHAFB LR A DRI B
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feRtE TR B R A BRI S AT | SRR

( Adams, Nelson, and Todd , 1992; Igbaria, Guimaraes and Davis, 1995 ) {85 »
TR AT HAIA LSRR H AR AR E EE, - Faa RS e m i
S—I8 > RIRFEEREABLAIE RGN - S5 RS S Mm% A BA s
TREAEFTEL -

|1 WIRATARELUR MR Y2 A O RS 2 EE:

£ W os
i (FHEHE) 30.28 355 ' 281y
R e
Bt | L w8% C590% | siew
ik 572% 41.0% L 464%
HERRE | | |
SRS HLT 9.6% 14.4% 19.4%
HRZEAS 76.7% O 593% : 55.6%
e C13.7% 26.3% 23.9%
R f |
{EFE AR A, - 10.1% | . 492% ' 16.7%
RS A 12.6% 14.4% 25.2%
AR A . 07% . 14.4% 3.1%
HZAR , 24.8% . - 20.4% ‘ - 519%
s 45.7% 1.7% : NA~
HoAth | 6% 0% L 31%

ARBTTREERED » ERNSERMBIES SRS . [ EkEs
E 95.9%- LS AR — BRI A A DS L A Tt R AT B -
BRI RS AL IENIERTIS - ITEAEREN « JFENAEos BREEAn
ERREIIHERIRE (external validity) - {8 lE SEERL BI04 -
FEREERIHARTRNRN - BEERE—SIANSNETS S ol
HETETR, « - |

= WEEEE
FIHFEHELL Joreskog & Sorbom (1993) ZFEHAKAY LISRELS TS
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o L E T

FHBEN - TS BIESE MBI « BT
RER(ZNE - WAL B « RINGLA = B ifiR il B 1R E R
B HAIEE{EE (item reliability 55 B8 2) HEEH(ER (composite reliability
SHEE3) REIESWE - HEEE (lem reliability) BEHESRIETHE factor
joading BOZEH{E » EEv/IMEREAR 05 TRIRTHEESWRIEEFEEAS -
78 T AR -

BREENFEAIUNT
( ¥ factor loading)® / [( T (factor loading))’ + X (error variance)]

AT ARETEAR 0.8 « TS EY (average variance
extracted 35 R32 3) EIBERBIAE (discriminant validity ) AYFEERE - e N
FFBRAIREL (intercorrelation ) /NFAELFEHME 2 Ri{ERE S TSIV RS - R
FTEARIE R (BRE L) - FoidEBEERETRAIUT ¢

[ T (factor loading)*] / [ & (factor loading)* + X (error variance)]

(SEES S HEUEB R EE Y 0.5 - MBETERE DiEEHRE T
MRS -+ LUE(S RO SRR « F T 2Ru07E B BERUL T s r vl E R -

£2 BEEIZIABREE item reliability

ETHIE THEEE WAz EHEER

BRZEHM (PU) SRR (PEOU)

PUI 71 PEOUL 92
PU2 83 PEOU2 .56
PU3 92 PEQU3 81
PU4 98 PEOU4 .74
PUS 66 FrpierE (C8)

HATTE (USE) cs1 86
USEI 81 Cs2 96
USE2 55 CS3 69

HEZEE (CSE) TERHE (JC)

CSEI 35 iCl .66
CSE2 62 jc2 81
CSE3 55 1C3 52
CSE4 74 fEMRERE(OA)

CSES 92 0Al 72
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TERHE — TTARET AR B A BRI R B 2LV RIE © SRSy

ENE#EER (CE) 0A2 .58
CEl 64 0A3 6
CE2 . .98 LHEEEMRE (PC)

CE3 66 PC1 59
PC2 98
PC3 64
PC4 77
=3 HEERTHE (SREERTIYHMEERE)

B R Composite reliability Average Variance extracted
R 94 o83
TiEfeE 86 66
L TS 87 67
LHERR 92 .75
SESS5CT 81 68
R 90" 76
BT 96 .83
5 % 76
TERTR 81 .68

]4 FIOMHEVERE (average variance éxtracted)
#® g i 2 | 3| 4 5 6 7 8 9
E ik 83 ' ' '
TIEk 18 | 66
RUBEEE | 26 | a7 | 67 )
fL\}_H;‘ﬁf% 24 | 26 | 59 | 75
- BEERHEE .33 a1 .06 .01 .68
EEEEs -.28 34 | -06 | 07| 07 | 76
HRFRH A48 | 32123 19 | 47 | 19 | 83
BHEZm | 41 | a4 | oas | 26| 37| 2| s |
R 20| 34 | a3 | 09 | 33 | 51| 49 | 427 | 68

* B AR PSRRI RE ( Average variance extracted ) »
HARU T HRES MR RE (intercorrelation ) «




BRI

LR AL o (AR - AIE S BENOIR M RO R M SR TR
T R TR SRR LI RIR - DUREAREFRY B ket - SIS - =2
A s BN BRERALEFERTE - byt a#EmaE s - IF
RSB AT o KIE = E(E A RR A IR BB (latent variable ) » BARH AR
Bl -

& IF e hg B BB RO Sy fE TR e AR YE(E » B E TEIRIERY item
reliability EAFY 05 (FR*E 2) > AR BSRIESRHUEINEREE - composite
reliability A4 0.8 » BSOS AR 0.5 (BR= 3) - BrLHEHE
B A= S EIREOWRE « IR EARNAERMGREE NSRS
HUZSIHREUE RS (FFRFE 4) - SESHISRETE SRR B RO
EAREREER - ARR/EINPEEET LTRSS BRI - AIITHE
BEBEEARANERRE - # T - B PR UEBRILITERESHE
B9 BRRER - EEETMEEEE (FRE 2) EBEN CMECEREE

( goodness-of-fit ) » iff B fEEAI G » WY 8 » LIEHARREFRAY
TR -

=~ TR (R R E

FeHHE Henry and Stone (1994) FRI7AYZIEEE SRS BT FTERYAIRY
BER G ECEE « LPEmEERS T A/ (EFCHETEME Chi-square/df - GFI -
AGFI » NFI ~ NNFI - CFI » [FI £\ F; RMSR « H.r Chi-square/df Jl/[\f4 3 » RMSR
FE/NFY 1+ GF1~ NFI » NNFI ~ CFI BAR IF1 JEAHY 0.9 - AGFI JEAJR 0.8 »

LTI R GRS R E AN - SRR 5 ZIRIAIRE— - [Rjafdl
FE A LB IEACEAR I » FPUHRIR LISREL 59 « (EIEIRIARTRAE
1 (FERE 2) FIAMFRANEE 2 S FraEIROF e IR B R a3 -
HohfEgs IDE SR TR - BINIGE - B(IESEREBIE S KAER
i T LA - SEEEL % FrANESEEEREZENRRE - AGFI B
0.78 BET RAZHERH 0.8 - EACHEEST (FERE S ETRE—H) -

xRS EERYRECHEE

TRt = HERRIE [Fipt®ER {EIEER
Chi-square/df (129) <3.0 4.10 2.09
Goodness of Fit (GFT) >.90 87 92
Adjusted Goaodness of Fit (AGF]) >80 A48 .78
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TR — TR B EREHEA SRR E SR - &R

Normed Fit index (NFI) =90 .86 .93
Naon-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) >.90 .51 .89
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) =90 87 96
Incremental Fit Index (IFD) ' - =90 .89 .96
Root Mean Square Residual (RMSR) - <10 065 _.063

FE
- MR
BRI

B
RE
| TR

EAER
- EEHE

%
- 5

- THERERE
- BT

B TR EER S HRE 3 M S ERBRAEED - RITEE—E
& E BB KB (RAR - EARA - BETS) FIEENEE S
EZTERRMEYE  URRATSURC S ERRETEREE TS - 25

HEEAEEME %DB’J%*%#?W‘?% ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ’]#ﬁﬂcﬂﬁjﬁ"i’% 7

(—)SEEm

=B ﬁ*ﬁTi‘%Eﬂ% ﬂilﬁlﬂiiﬁ@)\l?ﬁwﬁlﬁcﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm%[]E’J
H1, H2, H4 - BHFBHNESSEEAE -

& - RIBSTATHRR

B3 fcEmmmseen

Y

EINCEINN




sl ———

o BT

R EERLE - WA RERWERMET | RARILR TR EER
5 ARMAEENEEYE - AHRIH 032 (p<0.01) H 045 (p<0.05)
it & R TR IR L BRGNS RRME S EEEREN (8
=0.02, n.s.; £=0.01,ns.352HE K6 ) EEFERER SIFAFSERELH, Hla,
H1b AR5 FIRRAOIIES » IBRAHIZREE H2, Hoa, H2b T 5 AREAIN
HAEBESTR - BRI - I R R T B A RS
i EE T B ERANEEA - FLUERTHHAER 1 ERBMR
KIRTESY -

EESME A AT #1542 AR e R T R E B « B B BEkRER:
BRAZRZE AR 031 (p<0.01) - BIAEEF-0.17 (p<0.05) - £5!-
0.45 (p<0.01) - TEFLEFR-0.30 (p<0.01) - BRI AEL 5 AN ESE
£771 - EEARFEF BT ERMRENEZENRERZIN  HERE
M - MERERRRINE - SEChEEEE  WERAEETAE
FRREM - IR 2 RRAEEE AN E  NRERGERTRSR -
Kt HERERO TR B FE—D 0T - KRFS - BRI LR
FHE Biig A 33 6 2 e TR A R R R S AERAGR B 0.32 - JRENEEA
FHFEECOERE - AMIERD - O - TFAEEMES » BETERRE
a1 - EE A E TR AR ETRITIRE SR FRART - B EEMRREHN
e - 7EGE - LFEIUASRERESN - AILEAZAREEHEEE -
SEREAETHEENR A T TREEE R EIERYE 2 B R R ERRAYIR
A -

TEMERI A EEMLL | AT - LA 0 ERBEM - ARV B RFEA
E4 MR B RRRHE BT - JEESREMAMF TS
B —% (Agarwal & Prasad, 1999; Igbaria, livari, & Maragahh, 1995) =

RRE/NRTFHIAEEHSAROTIREREE  ARLEFFEY
AE SRR - F£EEZARMESERREEENIRE - Agarwal &
Prasad (1999) F ARJRRIE/REIRARIFER - ULS - Igbaria, livari, &
Maragahh (1995) ASWHSEIRREIR iR 2 R AL 2 ERAERIIR S - ;&
THEERBAESTFIOMROEEEE » SGETRERETRERNERF -
BRI SRS T A TR BT HUNRS « EILAES SRS M 2 SAE6
HOIETES « ILAESRSZRS He, Hda, H4b FRAG ARKIATENG - T Hac BB A
ARV AR EI BRI T -

~35~



ERE T AR RS AA TR EZE AR © AR O

6 SERHSARMLREARNIEIERRETY

' . ¥ A = 4@
a2 B F R : _ : '
_ [ 2 s we e
AR (3C) 32+ 0.34%+ 0.07% 0.41+*
TFERE (JC) S S 0.10% 0.10%
MR (03) 0.02 011* 0.00 0.11+
LERE (PC) 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
EFMEE (CSE) 031+ | 025 0.07 0324+
EHGIEER (EXP) 0.07¢ | 023 -0.04 0.19*
FEB (Gender) adse | 0.10* 0.10%
TRFR (Tenure) -0.30%* - -0.07* -0.07+
v ( Position ) 0.04 - 0.01 - oql
£ M (PEOU) -- 0.22%+ 0.22%*
R 046 0.48

¥* p<0.01 *P<0.05

(=Y HRBH

gk 6 FOR - EEETEHEARAEHENEE - RS TIES
TS FF SR & T 58S 041 (p<0.01) B2 0.10 (p<0.05) - K
TR FRANE AR 034 (p<0.01) - EE S HF AT sRERE
TR 0.07 (p<0.05) - EEPENMEREENENS 041 - (ETIESH
HERRANEEEFE  REERE RIS EEATM - 8510
(p<0.05) - PLASERIFAHZEER Hi, Hla, H1b ERIE HRAEIET
57  TREIBAZLRERR H1. Hia, H1b EREG R -

EHRBENAREEE T (RSN S ER ’x‘[!ﬁ BRI EE - ﬁﬁﬁ
HEBEERFHRRSEFESE AR %[Pﬁ E%E“/% TSR
EREEEZE - THEEETFHEARNSEEANEERE %DE’J%%“-
Dishaw and Strong (1999 ) H"Jﬁﬁ’ffﬂfﬁ%’éﬁl{’ﬁﬂiﬁéﬁi%%ﬁﬁaﬁfﬁ%%ﬁﬁam
HBERAEST < IhSE RS R 13 B ARsnits -

N TR T A SR RRIsE R AR - EXEARAE
FENEERE  HOASSERESERTIANEZES 0.11 (p<005)
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| LR AT

BOBREHE BRI EEERE - BRI H2, H2a BRFRR
W9ERSY - H2b AREH FRARER IS ARSI - JREMEE H2, H2a m%
BEAFEEE LR (BRE H2b TR FERXR -

PR R AR I B B B FH ER AN ERE AR RR AN R ] - SE TR R AR
B R T MRS B A EISROREE - (L EEREWEEEE e e
8 PO — AR S S A MR EA SR B - BATERRY LSRR - BRI
LHEMMASESE 059 (FBR% % 4) ULMERIEE » WEILE LERIEN
T RTE— RS LR R AR B I TR R AR SRR T -

TR B AT RRE & B Y AR -
EEER » T EEEYE BRANEE AN E S AFANEES - Lﬂ?ﬂ
R RHEEE HI - TS - EBEEEN AR E AT HRRA
it & E Y R AR & A B AREAN - JREMEER H3 ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ggﬁ
35 o sE{EAE5EYE Karahanna & Straub (1999 ) BYFFERR—E MR
THE B2 (social influence ) Bt &8 & ( social presence ) REEH AFLAN
B2 5 R -

FEARETE  BRMGLEEKERNEHBNEEEEER

{025, p<0.05, 0.23, P<0.05) » EfvEARFEBIEMER] - TIEFELIERA
EuE AR T EESE  BRERSARMEAE ST EEEEE -
H9EE5Y Ha, Haa, H4b SERBTIHE LT » MR Had RUE7E5S AIREARY
RS EIERSI ST -

(EHERTA

e 7 fT 0 BT BRSBREEMATATEREE IS (39, p<01);
i = F O 2 BHE A B T S A S R ESERE AR 5 HF
& - TRENE A REEERE ARAESARMENTRR - HERE
AT S - ELAERSCRTIRRE HS -

R AT BNEEREBES 065 (p<0.01) - HFARMHHEBT
SIREEEEE  MEREEREPRAGEERTR XK 014

(p<0.05) = BALTHIEAMETELIE 4 FI7R < JERBEAEERE - IR
DAFERR 0.66 (R?) [EATTRAERY - BEIHEENE -
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R AR AR R EA BT RS B A - SRR

®7 ERHEHERTRNEEREERE

ERR
EEA R e
FRIERHE (SC) _ Cooare [ gare
TiEFrE (JC) _ - 0.06* 0.06*
IR (03) | 0.07* 0.07*
LERE (PC) o 0.00 0.00
B 303AE (CSE) | ' 021 0.21%*
HAGKSER (EXP) | 0304 L 012r 0513
5] ( Gender) ' . 0.06% -0.06*
T{E8FA ( Tenure) ' -- . -0.04% -0.04*
Bé{7 ( Position ) ' ' 0.01 0.01
ERFE (PU) 0.65%%% -- 0.65%*
B RIgE% (PEOU) - 0.14% 0.14%
R2 0.66

#4 pe0.01. *P<0.05

HBERE
’ \ = R

=emx (/| \ iz

4 {EIEERIFERE
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o L ETE R

R IEREAE R » TS T YRR -

| EERA P ER AN B AR ANRATIA - WIS B=A - & AT - HiE
T EREART -

2 BB PR F RIS R T 1 R AR B A R AR B R B T
HeEERE  ARNRARNPERA - MitEETREEARNEE
&5 FRERNFRHEETHERZNEE - HIL T RARRMNES A
PRENTH S TR AR -

3 A ER YA ARANEARMNEERTRE - BRAGEHEEMICES
WEEEEEEEN - RMER - TEFEEBUAEZRRAITER

B
=

4 L= REE T S B RAORIE AR - R 046 TIALEX
ST L 5 FISRAILTE FIRRAINOAERE hIREE - RO T 048 - JRELES
= RAEEZR AT TR AT — PR R -

SBRTEKERS S FREAERENERTRINEZEENEEERH
A5 B FRREA ©

6 EICHHTETENEZETUREWESE | ERFEICERH R
4 - BISIEBRE R EPBE P - ME—ATREER MRS AR
HERTREEERPENER -

7 SRS A —RESE TAM AREIARIE ST - AERIEE D TAM HUMTSERS
BIEAME FEAERHAUEESE 6»ERETENEER
(R%=0.66) - B2 788~ TAM HEAEURYHERSE (external validity ) 244
N Ao A s A A AR BT R RVARTE ] -

ERMAEA - AFTES F ENERTEMN SR & MRS 2 ikl
HETRE EBANASIVE TRNES - tERTFEEFARMEIRES
FAsRa - B TH S ARANEEANYERRANEE - mEARTF
IR TSR RN AR REERE A EEEREM -
R A S R A RR - HIREERFEMARTPHE
[EASER B IR BAAL - ISR TE—SRERARARNELRRNES
EEAEBANOIE S, - (RSB T MRIES O EERL - BEEENET
PRRTRB — LR 2F RN ELEERNE X LR MR AT HEE -
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TR ety R A ABFR IR S B ATA © EHRITREER A

ERNERERN NS SE T EEENER -

B9t AHRERCEHEEENERE S  §—  RiEAWSEERE
¢ ATRUEE ISR B IS VAR - IR IT (EF RS AR IS A
ng‘JEIII WETEF IT (2F - = BETREVSEEE - R ET RN

TRAN - BHEE T EEE M E T R AR F RS S AR B R
%iﬁﬁ:@lﬂ?ﬁﬁkﬂ'ﬁ% e ©

{6 ~ W7 56 R L 2

AT E SRE LR — eaRaoiEe: - BRI R R A IR
L2 FHSIATETRTE - ﬁﬁ%n#ﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁm  (HE AR SRy R ks
ELN TR -

—- Zﬁﬁnﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬂiﬁ_ﬁmﬁﬁ?n vl ﬁﬁ@sﬁﬂ’]@g?’j‘_’cﬁ?{%ﬂ’fé
FHERERME ? EGAAREHEE R ? BO0—005E - BRTGE—
TR IEAERIER - RT3 %ﬂi‘ﬁfﬁ;&ﬁ’]ﬂf@ﬂmﬁ‘lﬁ 718
B i — SRS BT & % - '

= - TR R BB AR A PR TR - DR T LI
B AT A S S VB e FT R Jttﬁ?n%*%ﬁﬂﬁ?m{nn% °

* BRI AR SIS R RO EAEE - H% F%EETUME#E#S:H:

HEE AR - &JﬁﬂﬂF’ﬁﬁEJZEEJ-‘f@LM?E’Ji&E ' RS R RE R E
BRER - R ﬂf‘f‘i’%ﬁukiﬁﬁ A TAM HYZCR - jﬁzﬁ‘ﬁfiﬁﬁ
MR RE RN EE -

o~ TR EAMEAE “‘f’ﬁﬁﬁ;‘%nﬁﬁﬁ% ’ Wﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬂnilﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ,ﬁfﬁ HHA
o BRIk E‘Tmﬂ’]n‘%‘iﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ"@)&ﬁ éi’fﬁ%ﬁﬂ’]ﬁﬁﬁ

PSS ERIRRES | SRR AR T S DA R
#aT - RMTAEF SENRERTE—S05 - QNETEEERED SN
B B M E R E AT R RNTA . BT E RS
FIFEAN 2 SE R A B EATE (A SIS -
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