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Exploring the Mediating Role of Absorptive Capacity Between Social Capital and
Technology Adoption
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F1. 0.901 0.930

F2. 0.836 0.942
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BS5 0.424 0.919
B 4E % Cl 0.824 0.869
C2 0.695 0.898
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D4 | 0.643 0.945
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o~ Al 2.02 0.674
A2 2.00 0.949
A3 2.03 0.895
A4 2.06 0.885
A5 2.13 0.927
Bl 2.07 0.856
B2 2.03 0.855
B3 1.91 0.806
B4 1.92 0.825
B5 2.02 0.625
M A3 % Cl 1.91 0.812
c2 1.94 0.845
C3 1.91 0.753
C4 2.10 0.856
Cs 1.91 0.735
Sfcic @t | DI 2,04 0.924
D2 2.29 0.894
D3 2.01 0.856
D4 2.00 0.704
D5 2.02 0.786
D6 2.09 0.846
D7 2.14 0.839
D8 2.06 0.815
g4~ 12 | El 2.08 0.852
E2 2.27 0.927
E3 1.90 0.713
E4 226 0.968
ES 2.14 0.890
F1 2.33 0.961
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Outcome: ¥ T sy i

Model Summary

R R-sq MSE F Df1 Df2 P
0.827 0.684 0.159 143.448 | 3.000 199.000 0.000
Model

coeff Se t p LLCI ULCI
Constant 0.227 0.146 1.560 0.120 -0.060 0.514
f oA~
" 0.763 0.037 20.353 0.000 0.689 0.836
A ¥u -0.04 0.008 -0.492 0.623 -0.019 0.011
S 0.47 0.024 1.942 0.054 -0.001 0.95
Outcome: B jiF i ~
Model Summary
R R-sq MSE F Df1 Df2 P
0.794 0.630 0.171 84.242 4.000 198.000 0.000
Model

Coeff se t p LLCI ULCI
Constant 0.505 0.152 3.326 0.001 0.205 0.804
g
" 0.288 0.068 4.231 0.000 0.154 0.423
BT it 0.485 0.073 6.606 0.000 0.340 0.630
A ¥u -0.008 0.008 -1.014 0.312 -0.024 0.008
S -0.016 0.025 -0.619 0.537 -0.066 0.034
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F T mi e R BABURE 2P 4 A4

¢k Effect LLCI/BootLLCI ULCI/BootLLCI
Total effect of X on' Y 0.658 0.574 0.742
Direct effect of X on' Y 0.288 0.154 0.423
Indirect effect of X on Y 0.370 0.179 0.547
8 A4 R HEE N 2 P Aok AT
X:BE t%4F %
Outcome: ¥ < st it
Model Summary
R R-sq MSE F Df1 Df2 P
0.721 0.520 0.242 71.984 3.000 199.000 0.000
Model
coeff Se t p LLCI ULCI
Constant 0.582 0.174 3.343 0.001 0.239 0.925
B IRIF % 0.720 0.050 14.330 0.000 0.621 0.819
A ¥u -0.002 0.009 -0.257 0.797 -0.021 0.016
& E 0.026 0.030 0.876 0.382 -0.033 0.086
Outcome: H s ~
Model Summary
R R-sq MSE F Df1 Df2 P
0.797 0.635 0.169 86.147 4.000 198.000 0.000
Model
Coeff Se t P LLCI ULCI
Constant 0.530 0.149 3.548 0.000 0.235 0.825
IS
" 0.247 0.060 4.580 0.000 0.156 0.392
W A i 0.547 0.059 9.243 0.000 0.430 0.664
A ¥4 -0.007 0.008 -0.923 0.357 -0.023 0.008
& E -0.030 0.025 -1.175 0.247 -0.080 0.020
F 9Ty A R R S HRE 2.0 4 2
¢ gk Effect LLCI/BootLLCI ULCI/BootLLCI
Total effect of X on'Y 0.668 0.569 0.766
Direct effect of X on' Y 0.274 0.156 0.392
Indirect effect of X on'Y 0.394 0.203 0.606
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