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B % i£98%2 % ° Apple Pay¥ 12 A dg % 48 & + X & + # * > 4ciPhone ~ iPad ~ Apple Watch f Mac% = f8 % % >
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Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)# ) 7 3L+ {7 % I (Theory of Reasoned Action » TRA) » & d iz pit ¢ < ILE ¢ g g
# 5% (Intention model) 2 B @ * > WM 7L EHAL & 5 4247175 ERHBME 5 85 o Fishbein&Ajzen(1975) 2
PEMEFLERZRY FORRELT D A ESRRL AR A RFRRES OFS LHA BA (Attitude)
% 1 pLARL# (Subject Norm) #7H =  Ajzen(1985)% Flshbem(1975)“r#:'i MBI H L AR AH S BB I
3+ 4 7 5 7% (Theory of Planned Behavior » TPB) © #3t 4& % #3](Technology Acceptance Model, TAM)£_d  Davis**
1989 1245 Ajzen & FishbeinI@ |4 {7 3 1 ih{rit 4 7 5 2% 5 zé?{’ A A g B I Ko o Davis(1989) 5 7 { 4e ]
fRE TR R LR NP FHREA{TE TR AH O BN HEELHT] - Davis(1989) BT =
tLiFd G ehm o 3 B NP HELHR Y AR FE R T T A ROREER L 5 FFIATEY
FHEELIEY BT AP H 2L EY EFFTEFE > Y HIER T ES S L 5 (Davis, 1989; Davis et al., 1989;
Mathieson, 1991; Adams et al., 1992; Taylor & Todd, 1995a; Igbaria et al., 1997; Karahanna,Straub, 1999; Lederer et al.,

2000; Lin & Lu, 2000; Moon & Kim, 2001; Chau ,Hu, 2002; Gentry ,Calantone, 2002; Heijden et al., 2003; Shih, 2004a;
Shih, 2004b) -

PHELEANL RO DA FREEIESAHE LG G O 03] > 0 LjEE R R AR
(75 4FE P IRE R AT R A 306 A (beliefs) ~ i & (attitudes) 2 & Wl (intentions) R 3 > it m F2EH

Foenig * Fa5(Davis, 1989; Davis et al., 1989) o #2335 3 hp hE_ 5 Fiafp M A H R L 25 Flfo B L R 714
R AR T RIS AHELET o E 2N FEip e B2 /i % (Davis, Bagozzi & Warshaw,
1989) o A f e HAlend & * ip AR 2 FERIFT N L S P B ¢ (7 5 (Davis et al.,, 1989) - Hu, Chau, Sheng &
Tam (1999)F 8.5 % % W » F R HAR 5 i3 940%:0 5 i * 7 5 0 B a7 5 A AR5
FH LA o Davisetal. (1989)30 5 ¥30 72 B A 4&<L aFT 7 » Bezdk D H © p b ok a ¥ 7 3 3 (GRaze »
2016) e P PTREK L - BAAIRY FTRAL > RBEI AT HEFEHTIFE TG FEANLEES
% E 353 5 22 (Chen et al.,2009;Lee,2012) - Adams et al. (1992)z% P ﬁi#i%'ru» Boshenig * LB 0 A ST A
fe 24 7 e fiii Ak Bua iy B4R enfEf# 4 o Venkatesh & Davis (2000)4% 41 7 12 & {5 el B4R R BN L 2%
ﬂg@‘ﬁﬁ%%@ﬁ(iﬁ%%‘é%ﬁuﬂﬁﬁ)ﬂim%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ(gﬁwwﬁ\imﬁﬁ\%%?ﬁm@
PR R RO IRAT) e

Davis (1986)# ) et i < 03] 2 ¢ fﬁé 7w B A B i3 * 2 (perceived usefulness) ~ #f 5 * -
(perceived ease of use) ~ # * fi & (Attitude Toward Using) ~ ¢ * & Bl(Behavior Intention to Use) o 4% % #-3]1d F 4%
B S TR APARE P EERL G L G Rty ARF S P RE N R Y F PG e R
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HE BB HH T end: £ & (Adams, Nel- son & Todd,1992; Chin & Todd,1995; Venkatesh & Davis,2000; Ha- san &
Mesbsh ,2007) = Davis (1986)*¢ f#* $£ 3% < #3145 11 & (1) T v, B T vt Q) T s b, e
Moo 3 * 1 ERER %Zﬁvfé FRLR o E i H AF‘f;rhfé AL R AR RARD B o B 4 # Jﬁﬂ’”;u B H i’ﬁﬁg
4P %13 4c (Taylor & Todd, 1995) -
(- )~*%7F * (perceived usefulness) :
Davisetal. (1989) 1945l fa & A M- 5 * P2 2 £ 5 Tie ¥ FABDLRY TR SR RS A
(e Tl 271 % STRERAE 6 A B = Rl U RED - S S S R RS EOAE AR s S B
2 #2 & (Davis,1989)c fwdf 5 * LI * Fen ¥ LA R Y LHA-F F 75 2 £ & FlF (Davis, 1989; Mathieson,
1991; Taylor and Todd, 1995)
(= )~ % % * (perceived ease of use) :
Davis etal (1989) 54 i Al Mam 2 » LRAS TH @Y FLBamns L7 R FR A AME S Ry
SRR o A R g R Y FIRE TR A P AL R AT F 4 iz & (Davis, 1989) ©
(=)~ & * & & (Attitude Toward Using) :
®FGEBRIRPTAjZen(1988) A L BAHEF IR I A LR RER L BRLR Y BR VTR
AHRF SR L E m§4“\%Fﬁ°%Wmmmmﬂ@?ﬁ%*ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁrﬁf¥*HJﬁr%ﬁﬁ
R EE e RER Y FEN TR AR TRY R - §  (Taylor & Todd,1995)% 77 & * F chig * iRk 5§ @& *
FREPFRIRLE AL TG A f o PR HE X PRI Y aud ¥ R A g R R
iﬂﬁﬂfﬁ%$”mﬁfﬁ“ﬁi@ﬁ’ﬁ*ﬁ%*@&ﬁ%&*ﬁ@ﬁ@&o
(= )~ & * X W (Behavior Intention to Use) :
Davis et al (1989)45 1 17 5 LW § i * FH3 1 Lehig ® » Aol § » e * GAMLALE L LH D
€& 5% o ?} (Taylor & Todd, 1995)4p 41 i * L B & @& * *f;," ARERR Y ZFTALARLDTURERR 0 AR AR *?;,"
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22 RETH
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£ 4L B2 T # 2 R(Amdt 1967) 0 LM F MR AR S m@&rﬁiﬁmmMst)quw%mﬁr

A A AN AR LR R B2 (S ‘}".‘/ﬂ J"rﬂﬂi% LR Z 75 A2 3% (Brownand Reingen,
1987) % f § F#R ™ ATELES H X N URE A o fBlET] - RAPPLIPE K¢ A 2 SR>c%  (Brooker, 1981) - Bone
(1995) =3 M M7 8 ¢ e p 32 B AL 2 €885 Herretal (1991)3‘% £ i#&ﬂ’(f*] a4
ALE - LR PFEART AL @ ¥ s R PFE SRR TSR ER T T PR, B Ly
PR E T A ARIL G A E M BiEE G B4 kR - (Duanetal., 2008a, 2008b; Godes and Mayzlin, 2004)-
WL LA 0 FlL RERE DD B U s:é%‘u” S A SR M T AR R R A D e 2 PP (Ghose
& Ipeirotis, 2011) > Hennig-Thurau, Gwinner, Walsh, &Gremler (2004) Z_& % i v # (electronic word-of-mouth, eWOM)
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%é%%&&ﬁ;?ﬂ@%%%ﬁ%%ﬁ%#ﬁé%ﬁ&@ﬁﬁ&iii\ﬁ%o$%$&%%£ﬁ’ﬁ
FEBG e 0 NEMP AL YN R A% 0 5 @ e M (Sundaram, Mitra & Webster ,1998) - 4
‘T@mi‘%ﬁ" PR S HE AR S PRATE R BRERRA  TREER S PN R 2R R
FoasdE s e s TP P+ £ RO R S A S s (Chen, Fay, and Wang, 2011; Chevalier and Mayzlin, 2006;

)=

n

Dellarocas, Zhang, and Awad, 2007; Duan, Gu, and Whinston, 2008b; Hu, Tian, Liu, Liang, and Gao, 2012; Park, Gu, and
Lee, 2012; Tirunillai and Tellis, 2012) o 4§ /Fﬂfﬁfé Hauj gk W 13730 7% —*Ff frRy 3 #% ¢ (Duanetal,,
2008b; Pathak, Garfinkel, Gopal, Venkatesan, and Yin, 2010) o o ** et v @ en@de > 3 2 5 AR KAR § fu i B ik e
BT R RSSO F Jz 3 # (Duan, Gu, and Whinston, 2008a; Trusov, Bucklin, and Pauwels, 2009) -
ERT MR E BT F 02 (BE-Mail) ~ % B % 3% (Online Forums) ~ & % » v %34 % % (Industry Portal
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Community) 44 > 4 ¢ @ iE(Hanson,2000) » i § # 5 B 5 X 2 S0 & A ST R 2R FAT0- 0L
v A 17 ;4 (Gelb & Johnson, 1995) »
22 &HA5%
F4f (brand) g — B EAL~ A7GE ~ PELS HRie A R B P SRS G DA SR RS 2 H R RS g

#7 % 5| (American Marketing Association, AMA)° Aaker (2004) #5425 % & 5 &M %5 18 en % & (aset of associations)

TR A % e A ehz B ¥4 5 b 12 (Brand Attribute) ~ i # 11 & (Consumer Benefit) 2 -4 & 2 (Brand
Personality)* & &M % 5 & enl EF L0 R F F e B Yo B9 % e S iRy E # chr e (Bendapudi,
%@w@Bm@w@l%@ﬂ@%ﬂN@)@;wﬂq?kd“*ﬁ%4—@ EREE - Sl et B I s g Rt
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AT R R s RO MIE 6 SRR el 59 & 8k(brand node)
B F %.ﬁ,%b(mformatlonal node)pig a & HiF FERREF RFLEWAR - FWV R RIRLFFEHAR

&wﬂﬁﬂ(DMﬁ&ﬁMme%y?éﬁWﬁﬂﬂéﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ LA M o eh ek & (Padgett & Allen,
1997) -

1293 Park et al. (1986)552‘#;1 o S PR A ASRY SR P 3 BB £ A D ek
BAPFEEFFEA T SR AP REASARBORENE > A ARt aFE AR
sEBPERS & r»?ﬁu- s AEFTRHEE S &N B B B2 (E 5 E 0 2009 ?J%‘#”?ﬁ A5 2009; Chu et al.,
2012) Park, Jaworiski & MacInnis(1986)45 #1307 i & 49 7) % § & 8 ot Lim g3 @ 3§ F iR gyt

Bt 13957 Bl § 5115 5 A0 $ BN R WA % ¥ASTLEFHA P LS WW?®MWMD
% il 58 A5 % (symbolic) frie sk 14 548 ) % (experiential) » 1 & P} F 40T o

(=) # i £ 525 % (functional) : :}F]/ﬂ ?’ MR RS Fi SR AR R AE A LR -j;,‘ LiEEA S
Pty E 2 FF e

(=) % Bt 5192 % (symbolic) * i § # 3£ RenE &b PRI Sy dk ech— fp A g 2R bl B L) %
AT HMEFR P ARE A ERE 2 RS R R M-

(2) 55542, % (experiential) : i} ¥ —*ﬁ%*?ww’ﬁ VLR R —f{f At AN PRIAE BT
LR L

3. @3

3. 3 ER
3001 RRCAAEYG G EFr 2R L T 2

Keller (1993)sh#= 3 $& 11 %02 % 800 § F &P~ 2 A G 5Lor 9 chlg % o & SO E R - hindp2
SRR ERES TR F HEEROEE o AR R R RARF AL RIRBE > R A
Fe B PRARZ GER GE Y 2l 3 en U Y R (Westbrook, 1987) v Ed Rk gER B ehEr feoq B R D4R B P
TR oOREAAER G F A2 N RN SR RG22 E B F T3 2 42 & (Duhan, Johnson, Wilcox,
and Harrell, 1997) o f30 it #rif » AAT 5 4% 4002 T K
Hla: ®BvMér v B ESHW % -
Hib: g cMmEr v B ErEF * -

CIRRTAMETTRPTLL T o
R ETE RS SRR 1

AR TE S PR L R B R B B LR BEE) F R e L R e S

A 9 47 & (Agarwal & Rao,1996; Keller,1993 ) » o f Prae st $038 # endeff 5 * fLirswff 3 % (L v i@ % 4 4
SR o A R B AL LR g TR o B0 5 BRI A L R e LR ) foage
FP o SR ol P BTG R BB A e AP R LT ORR
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H2: %35k g B P r -
33 w2 r o5 * 2 M %
Davisetal. (1989)i & {5 cnft e X 3] 1P 5 7§ L A2 o 4R 3 o0 3 (L dr o g v by ft el e
EAERIHGY o m TR v o Tl ¥, T U KR BAERTR T ALBOR T BAR 2§
Taef R v R AR g 0 RIB X fq‘*?%‘rﬁ*%%hﬁﬁﬁ? Taef G i R ATARR Y £ B o Igbaria ¥ 4
(1995)éF= 3 £ @ * it 4 Hoof b * PET e BE > g FRHECE, » LR P 3 9813 (nEEy
BEIgak 0 2012) 0 F aEerik > AT AN T BK
H3:&wf 37 g2 o mPafd o
34 &5+ Rt ragr GRLIMG
Davis(1989):u s« 2 * P é i o B EEF * PO PRI TEF * PR b * PEPERY LRSI E
1% o #cdpw R Davis(1989), Venkatesh , Dav1s(1996)i Venkatesh ,Bala(2008) %14 4| 1‘#» PHRBEIHEIAUFL P
AR et 2 o Davis(1989)F f HF R T K E B e PR LR - S
* H_“‘T’ THERYRRAZRE S BB TG Y EEY B R A2 B iR 4e5 ik (Davis, Bagozzi, Warshaw, 1989;
Venkatesh, 1999; Kulviwat et al., 2007) - Pavlou(2003) - Hsiao, Hung (2004) ~ Wu&Wang(2005) ,Thiesse (2007) % 353 F
ARG B T N R ARG R B e AN it AT RN T RR
H4: w5 g pFr A -
H5: & i*» g PR A -
315 #* R LW2AM G
Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)*# 1 chs@ {2 {7 L 5L 2 2 McMillan (1986) 74 1 ek 3 38 » R * LW %4
FRFER S ABRRFEAAFLE WQF*$%ﬁW’3%**Hﬁfﬂmhm%*@§{ B0 PN EE K A
i * 3 BlAxF  (Davis et al, 1989; Taylor & Todd, 1995) o 2 F it #rit » AFT 7 4% 000 T Bk ¢
6: " FRETHHIFERT LH -
316w rakr AWML MR
Dodds et al. (1991)4p DaE g oF ARE > R i?}%ﬁgiﬁ% »om B A R g %re - H % § Bl(Venkatesh,
Morris, Davis & Davis, 2003) - +=4f § * Rlic 1% R ie 5 Fg # * LW % > i Fh f‘?? R EAR Y
Bl oo A Pt > AF LRI BEK
H7: &5 g FR* LF -
AFIRyY B B P RERSEA S AHD N E SRR TR R RO T AT FHER
4ol 1 AT o
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S S \
H4
5 A wAER
Hla H1lb H6
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% %5 A
VEF 8y 2 Hlc
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oM AXRIE H ApplePay g Tl 5 * AR R o Fom 38 R 1488 R R A F 0 3 & X RIH # Apple
Pay R F|4-4f 5 % efeh o $TIMAE IS &R BRKY ¥ Feha B d 2 dfopeir M L3 B8
* % $f ApplePay é7ié * LA » ¥ 304 £ 84 B HE T AMAF § 0 P iR AR Ao LT
B AR ™ F 5 ApplePay chig % LBl o % - 3R 5 XRIF 2 A RTR 0 R TR @ FERIRIE 2 RN - E A SHFRR
N R AR B B I35 22 @ % o Apple Pay miip,-_,- °
ARG A ApplePay i A g 2 i e AT RFR T L2 BEFRF] Ko 7 BRE - AE R
LK ML SRS T REET BT S BRI RS S
3.2.1 &35 %409
Frar ek FAE B2 B (014)9 7% £ chRP IR 735 > B2 A 3 H R %~ fopld
A, R A BRI SRA, ReeR E c A B A 20 E 4 (LikertScale)- 2 B 01 3 TAEFARR 0T E T2
Fhoi, o 2ATBEs  Fofitit s N4cd 1

11 EBRiEe

Rk R IE
ol E g A) g 1. #4325 Apple Pay 3% & crpRas &5 1 19 2 4f -
2. 3G ApplePay - ® 5 a k2 IR SF o
% i 5 A 1. #23n% ApplePay 5 ¥ % g 509 o
2. A% Apple Pay ##3 43 en & & o
Koy et Il 2 1. A3 i &g * ApplePay i #terifz @ RAR F]F o
2. NG ai* ApplePay wdl & B fAcpF 4 AR TP AR

322 v AT
3 4 * Goyette,l., Ricard,L, Bergeron,J, & Marticotte. (2010)#7% % chieg v M Fe {713 A E 25 * 3
g % (LikertScale)= B2 & 15 2242 P& 075 T2A¥ R AL 0 24T B3 o lmfk il 2 504 d 2
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TRk fe 38

T M I Agken Apple Pay 4 0t i # s (7 L o 50 % o
2. 2345k Apple Pay o v th iz im B W ag Al cht 2 SRR R o
3. AR AF I Apple Pay ©
4. & E Apple Pay °
5. 23| Apple Pay enig gk
6. AR e e AP AF A A E_ Apple Pay 0 E 2 o
7. R FlER A ApplePay 2 LR A &5
8. AN FHUARE G RS o
9. AgFHL FHAGIRER AR -
10. 2 F 72 %4+ #H A HiE Apple Pay °
11, 2% ¢ 4o PP 4% % 3k Apple Pay 9% = 43 |4 o
12. g fopp 45 sh @ * ApplePay % % ch% 2% o
13, 2% ¢ fopl 4% % 343 Apple Pay “73% & % $ | o
14, 3% ¢ fo PP 45 % 3430 Apple Pay #74% i crfRi- B £ o
15, 2 ¢ fompp4s x4k @ * Apple Pay crup b 42 & o

323 i‘rf’ﬁ * 3

7 # * Davis, f.d. (1989)#73 £ i 3 * P Fideco A L 4% 25458 £ (Likert Scale)~ -7 &>

1224 2Ra 075 T2 R 0 £4THBE% o FHmff vt N4k 3

13 wfF e

Pl 3 S g
i 1. i % ApplePay ¥ r i@ 2 L 433 #r41p & ehid FindR o
2. i * Apple Pay ¥ 4% B A i HonAeaa ko
3. ApplePay & %o¥ 1% X 3N i HoAp b g R oo
4. @& % ApplePay ¥ 12 & 4 PR o
5.  ApplePay i# 27 2§ Py xR EIRAR o
6.  Apple Pay ¥ 12t it 2B 4EpF %] §Tes 2 o
7. @ % ApplePay ¥ r1 g Az L F e iAo
8. &% ApplePay ¥ Mt b AT A zbd B P EH P OpER o
9. @& * ApplePay ¥ 113k B ARy o
10. & * ApplePay ¥ r14% § £ chif 5 2 o
11. @& % ApplePay £ 8 7 S end g4 o
12. @& * ApplePay ¥ 1 { dEfd = & e 2RI AR ©
13. @#fm 5 > 2 I8 Apple Pay $2% ennid 2nin AR {25 * o

324 o 3 WA

AFT 3 3% Davis, f.d. (1989)#7% £ ehiedf 3 * FafE7idec o 2B 4 4% 2 £ % (Likert Scale)~ % %
Bol: T2k & 075 T2 R 0 £ TS5 FHaE vt N4k 4
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14 TR e

S R 3%
Godf Lo 1. &% ApplePay p¥ » 2 5% & 9| A& o
2. @& * ApplePay pF » g A4y o
3. @ % ApplePay p¥ - i § 4 A g Flin g o
4. @& * ApplePay pF > A F RS F AR ¥ WP o
5. % ApplePay B » A Z B H ~ X R w il o
6. A FIEIE* Apple Pay W8 T &5 IPF 0 (XF B T UK KRR o
7. ApplePay & & e % iy FieEY o
8. AF IR Apple Pay ¥ M gE Rl w2 A & 01 07 o
9. ApplePay ¥ ¢ &7 Tl o
10. £ EF @ * Apple Pay (% -
11.  Apple Pay ¥4 Rz i g % 1Lfz
12, i x b isddoi i@ * Apple Pay % i 2 o
13. ApplePay 5 i ic# 7 5 Fen 50 o
14, %487 7 > 3R Apple Pay » 3t ig * o

325 #* R RAEA

AFTF 4% * Venkatesh, Morris, Davis & Davis, (2003)#7% 4 chig * iR R B e FBic 2 E 4 5* 2884

(Likert Scale)~ g-= & > 1 &

Mg

PERE TR TEERR P24 THBE % Fwif (Tt N 4cd 5

5 @ A

3R g
®r R 1. A EpErié* Apple Pay o
2. i#* ApplePay ¥ - B4R -
3. &% Apple Pay ¥ - B @A g iE o
4. @ * ApplePay £ * g 3 i e o
5. &% ApplePay & SR FI L F o
6. ApplePay #% i3 w514 chid 427 5% -
7. IR * Apple Pay {% 3 4% o
8. i * Apple Pay e % iF %E_f%fﬁl e o
9. A @& * Apple Pay (B < o
10. Apple Pay & i #cin 42 g 4v 7 4% o
11. ApplePay ¥ Mz Rt 1 i w2 §ABE 71 F o
12 A EFFdiZmY Z& 7% Apple Pay eh7Rit pFiz o
13. i@ * Apple Pay £ AR 3| /B & o
14, — = B4 % Apple Pay » 2 {xiis b o
15. @& * ApplePay pF » % {2 - € & 3] P o

3.2.6 & 4 WA
~FT 3 % Venkatesh, V., M.G. Morris, G..B. Davis & F.D.Davis, (2003)#7% 4 ¢ni¢ * B2 7i3 it o A€ 4

#* 2484 (Likert Scale)- ®< & 14 T22% 2 k2 0752 T22¥ k2

i 6
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%6 ®* LR

IRk ki3
LI ) 1. A48 % 2245 ApplePay & (718 * o
2. AT E Ak 4o Apple Pay ehig * o
3. A_EAEEP T Apple Pay o
4. A% ApplePay ¢ H 5 G J3t BRI AR RS o
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