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dh- it ek {r R L (Kozinets et al., 2010; Moran & Muzellec, 2014) o F]p* > fAd F4ERE + et o M F 0 4 i*wi*
FERFAOIMFER Y 2] F N R AR R Y G s RS (Erkan & Evans, 2016) o o AR AT -
W R R BIRG EREPp F A

~

422



231N F FH g L AT R
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(Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975; Madden et al., 1992; Zhang et al., 2014) -
2.3.1.24 F ¥ = #-3] (Technology Acceptance Model)
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2.3.1.4 ¥ #4% % #3) (Information acceptance model)
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2.3.2.1F e F (Information quality)

W‘M

MeFE R F' My B E "“IL,'rf?‘ﬁ A S RPN R TR
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2.3.2.3F # e1F £(Needs of information)
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323 FRNF REFTAehG * 12 M
Fng B3 ST T BAR S T M (T4 e nT]F 2 - (Sundaram et al., 1998) o i ki B EA A2 (S ST
1 * & 2k (Hennig-Thurau et al., 2004; Wolny & Mueller, 2013) 2 & 2 #z & (Chu & Kim, 2011) /& #* %7 F e%= 3 1
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K@ TG ¥ 0o @ {395 Erkan and Evans(2016a)# ¢ &2 - % 3§ F TR DT Rom iz o § L A B R
*

PG nE T AR s FE o AF RGBT NG R BETRT Y i B3
H3: Fahg KB FT Rt FECHFRP
324 FRNBREFT R ¥ 2 B
F 2 enfE & £ f +* Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)#7# 1 chs® {4 (7 % 2% (TRA) « TRA L %42 & 7 T ik {7 5 fi

B E 4 A T S AP > 4T A 3 - 3= 2 B % Erkan and Evans(2016a)R]# v # * ] IACM
R FEFR Y FETIAER B TG F AR ALY A PRRS R Y PATHT G HE PR R %G Fe
(Bailey & Pearson, 1983; Cheung etal., 2008) » @ % i * ¥ $ FALFFL v hfi R I5E > § L 7 ids o T
$ie Py §leseho 4945 Erkan and Evans(2016a)<# f » FROEAH TR ST P B2 e HFEFL R A2
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HA: FReABREFTRST ¥ 23 2w HEFRF
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ERHEFLABORE . S AF I BAAAET  4r@ 7 S BHE(TRA)R: EAIREF L LR
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PEEH S AT i FRE T RO TG oni A TR R S X PR N R R
hiER 4okt 0 v Ak s 24 R & eh(e.g., Goodman & Darr, 1998) - @ ALF R F LB RS 7L AR IEA B

ﬁ_ff.}&_ﬁa\_s,ﬁ A RBALTE R F NS ETE T eSS TEH R TR D LK kR * (Gillespie et al. |
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1345 Cheung et al. (2008) > i } F 355 Tl &7 f chenpiz i gL BFMAG * 0o Sussman and
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WAG * e A T m AT HRNBR O
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TR AR ﬁ’ﬁ FRag ]‘\mﬁ"f CF TR F T AR P i E RN RS g arRlet g ‘Tugﬁj
(LN @ 1395 Erkan and Evans(2016a)F 7 &% > % i § F F T 7 KpFiz o § LT R P
L v g2 X HY a0 AP RNRR 10

REEBETRD] » LTRBFR § 74 g
3211 FRAGR ~ FRef * BB P 3 T4 gk 2495 W
F 2 B BB p ¢t Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)7#% & ch3@ 4 (7 5 7235 (TRA) - TRA 3hin s T eni & 49
L AMATIE L~ - TRA G s 2 kenis 5 BR Lak 4 P AACE B LF 3 AR 542 e e
FroR g e A TR AL A L PRG R Y ATOT G HE P UrR R kg% 5§12 (Bailey & Pearson,
1983; Cheung et al., 2008) » & % i€ * H H T 347 4 FL » P R e § LF 7 s e 1l e
G P ERETRAG T PG LT ek v (Nabi & Hendriks, 2008) - Flut o F i@ 7 K HF R
BED e BASEG LK RE L FRES P o ieh (B T AT R B 1L
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