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AT (Davis, 1989) A5 A KAt 250 Bl v 1 2
PEAT iz IRV BE B AR S0, Wl T e A F
RURE RIS | LAS RN T ] 7 65 8 AR 42 52 2
BE B BT K 4% 52 B AU ( Technology Acceptance
Model , faFK TAM) , BRI FP XA 1958 B
178 (actual behaviour, fij#% AB) 3247 N = R H R
e ( LT 1) A7 hy 2 52 Al P 25 8 R A I P 52
M) SRR S FH P 52 i et 285 B AU A T . MR
A AL AR RGURHIE 55 XE B RN S 475, A
M S R0 o FYVEAAE FE:  doe 25% T P A T A (e
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(R B, 2011) o A W 5% e BB 48 37 ( Davis,
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w2 R, WK AR ) T ¥ (Kember et al.
2004 ) , 1657 2 R ARAT Al ST T R O vk 5K
W, B2 2] i AR R 7 07k (st ,2013)
AR BT 2% > i F2 7] " ( Revised Two—
factor Version of the Learning Process Questionnaire,
fA]FK R-LPQ-2F ) ( Marton et al. ,1997 ; Biggs,1999)
I PR BARIEZ 57 TR R R, R-
LPQ-2F {5 R ZEHL ( Deep Motive, fij FK DM) I
JZH M (Deep Strategy , i FK DS) )2 8L ( Surface
Motive, fiiFR SM) Fl14¢ 2 5 W ( Surface Strategy , fii #¢
SS) o WRIZE 27 AR A T S HLFN 80 P 25
2R R R R AR A D IR T U SRR
AIITIEFRILISME H 6908 B BT~ — b
T H B8 B0 2 KA 27 AR 55, S — AL
Fo RFRR R ORI B E T ITEAMGE
Wi ) G528 LA B WO i BOE #Or R R R
Z— (BT 2013) , “cEA AR A T
AR R SIS R T A AR e S R Y
TSR A M B T AR 82 > 7 ik 22
SRS TAE,2013) ) T NS4 T B IR
FALHMKR

A T AL BRI th BEAL T (Bandura, 1977) $2 1}, 45
AMRTEPATHE AT R Z HiXF A O Re g LA Al Rk 758
BAZAE S5 BT BAT A5 8 I el 3200 A FRIZ, ok
AT Ik PRI XEERS) ST AN £ A 55 0 AR B R Y A AR
(Bandura, 1989 ; = H1 %, 1996 ; 11 £ 75,2003) . %2
FIFRACAERE, Ak~ lk A R AR RE IR (AR SCHE R o
A RLRBIR) |, Je F TR RE A 27 ) U 73 3, 45 %7
X A CREMRIE A 55 1 (RE I A IRUK P S8
IS BB P4, —AART A 2 RO
fRATESE ) T i B 2R B (2R 3, 1998 ), oA
TR B IR REFNAE 1 27 2T 47 by 9 — b 32000 7 ( 74
555 ,2005) o VFZ2H WG R B, % 21 SRR IR 3
M) 22 > B AE ) ER A ) 5 4% b o) T Bl AT 4 DD K
A, L E2EE S W AMEMR (Jinks & Morgan,
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1999) & BRI T8 44 Al X 2% ) pl 4t 4 B 2 5
W (TEHLREE,1999) KB, o > 7K P FIAE 4 22
Sl 2y I S A ) SCRE IR (AN o) R R
BHEAE) o AR F 4 50 FIBE AR (Jinks & Mor-
gan, 1999 ) 2 il () “ MISES 22 4= 24 3] sk fig i &7, A
KB5S Ty T B 2 A X2 2T 1 A

BRI Z FEAE R B AR B E SO A — & bt
FE R, H PR ) A RS FH e X 25
FAT R B A2 56 R € 28 A TR] £ B2 A5 BIHIE ST
WA HEE AR Z E 9T 24 ) B X e—Learning /22>
FEZFLE (Liu et al. ,2010) [ 422 5 (2010)
P O 5 32 I 25 1 R FNCE {7 R HR 1Y 52 ) [
RN KF AR FIRAR 2 AR
JE 552 2] 7 1 RN 2 o BRCRR IR T] Y 6 R AR ST AR
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WK AW E VW N £l T K e I B 7 e SR Y i e ]
MIOCFR I HT AR RN TESER ShAILAN A 15 SE IR
HEZERCR

= FFREA L BX
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NP BAEIR 27 2] J5 i 2 D RUBR IR E W 5T A2
i, BEAE RS R AR ACREXS A ] i E A
TRV H - RAS B3R 5 2 ) D7 i AR TR 2 3
PLRZ MG 2 ShHLFI R JZ W ; 7 > SRR R A
TR NG ) =I5, A SCFEEARTY kAR
R SC AR (WK 2) . S 54 (2013) WF5E
W R RS A felf 39 0 1 27 25 1 P 7R %R A
P A TR SRR R T B T2
TIRAT AR, WA =E (JHES,2011) 4
th P8 IR v 2 2] SR R A8 AR 1R 77 ) BB IR
RO 2 ) SCRE A ) SCRR ] PR A
o o] SCHEIY Sy P P I B AR

130 S

B 5 B ( Perceived Ease of Use, fij B
PEOU) 8 4R RGEN | 1852 75 5 I FEJE ( Da-
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G R BRI B A W58 UE S B I 51T
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H2  H18 ;BT FHME B e 2, BRIV
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FEAFFEDI FIBHR 2% ( Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975 ) ¥
S SRS — A BAR AT 5005 1 1R I
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HEFT B, 2205 SUAE SR AH 6 G2OR— 26 20 2 0 F
BB R AR SRR (E ),

AR SF R 43 1) 22 A A B ge it
B ISR 52) BEORFEZ B 2 >0 T i A ) Bk e gk
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RiZEHS HE—RIENE TE T E#ES S Ak
HI B 5 PP o 0 P 25 B A T 16 11 BB ) PUL /1 e~ textbook , 34 g 5 5T 1R
- PU 1 58 AL HHET ( Davis,
H2 JERINAG PR A B A A ) TR ) PU2 i e—textbook #& T F 2% | 1993)
. R TP T T e 35k
H3 BN 2 XTI NG A 1E 7] B 452 ) PEOUL % TR ik e textbook I
Ha AT FPERY 30 B8 JEAT I 1) P43 ppou | FIRIE AL AT ( Davis,
— — PEOU2 FKAER A 5 M e—textbook | 1993)
H5 TRIZ BB 55 I VEAT TE 18] B2 52 PR AR AN TR
H6 TR S X S 5 PR M T ) B2 8 AATE ﬁjﬁ e—textbook 5 B |y g gy
i = .
7 FJEE WU 5 AT 1E 1] FLHE R ATE ATE2 i) e—textbook 2 3] J& — ;OOI}“;)‘)“&K‘“"
B S RIFL 1
H8 )2 R X B Iy AT I 1a] B2 52 BII &) T T 85 4K 5 Fi 7T] o —toxt
H9 )2 SHHL A AT 1E 18] B2 52 00 BI book #4742 B ( Liaw,
” - BI2 FRIT5 ] e—textbook HY¥EYETE | 2008)
H10 TR SR T AT FH VAT T 1] B R ok IR
HI1 2R BB AT FYEAT I 1] B2 50 257k %{:% HBAPF I MBSV |y
HI2 )% R W Xt R A A T 1) L 5 ijfm P P02 e im s Rl 5T 7R <l'i;§£ff et
Hi3 P S X R AT T 1) BRI . PR R B ALF R, 2000
- e 3R | MISESI 74, 855 155 Grvelr , BEAR
H14 1 TR 2k RE B BN 5 A 1E 1) B J&(fE FR | MISES2 NI AFHNS% S12%2 ), F | (Jinks&Morgan,
MJSES 2 BHE b ARG 1999
His 1 TR X R FIEAT 1 1) BERE J5ES) S Dt L IRE )
H16 11 3R 2k BB B3 FH 25 B2 1 1] LR R RS
= aEHRERY
H17 B S R 2S B AT A 1] LR .
HIS AT PRV X FH 25 A5 T [ FLRE R KMO Bartlett BRFSH 3 P—
= FE Y
H19 ST PR AT R B 1E ) BRI EE x> & DF Sig
H20 I T R BN A FH A L 1) B RN P .868 | 5794.674 10 |0.000 | 70.593
H21 oA BEXIAT 2 RS A TE 18] B BN 5 692 | 1654.281 3 0.000 | 69.305
y . i FHASEE 726 | 2587.507 3 |0.000 | 77.085
Pt s AR A1 o AR G (— AR SR AR 80 2k 1 R 724 | 2467.428 | 3 [0.000 | 76.268
i 2.8% HAEH ( ZAEGUAED) 242 (45, 1% | WRHL 1 513 | 237.562 3 |0.000]| 45.090
AR (ARG 224 52.1% , Bid2 WIZSHL2 | .729 | 1235.287 | 6 | 0.000 | 51.876
N N W WRIZ RS 1 .510 287.727 1 0.000 | 68.434
A — B ] o A (2 0 1 2 2 | A B 5E 185 Bl PRI
H12 it/ ] n/s/6buzia) & it BRSNS 2 509 | 679.960 1 0.000 | 77.016
5} . - n
! (http://www. wenjuan. com/s/6buliq) i FKZFHL1 .503 | 832.169 1 0.000 | 79.352
Elﬁlqﬁlﬂ%, i £ W) 4 2051 1,53\’ A A 1972 RIZEHL 2 .514 942. 050 1 0.000 | 80.829
By, IR 96. 15% ik Be 154k 4 JA] . FJEFMG 1 752 | 3060.812 | 6 | 0.000 | 63.042
N RIZHNME 2 717 | 1996. 589 3 0.000 | 72.818
=) \&}iff)%/fl 7})? Kt HICRL AR | 884 | 4488.934 21 0.000 | 50.954
N L [ TR BERE| . 885 | 6022.745 10 0.000 | 71.612
—_— pa
( )ﬁg” # %% )1 A IRELAERR| . 540 186. 098 3 0.000 | 44.767

RO S I T H R 2 KRR b
T H = B B A, 4 — IOV T A S R A
PR ,2013) , A N A S % KUk, A L
AR AR H S, N A B0 N SR AR
J&i , FIH SPSS 18. 0 Hi A, i ik F AL R0 6 56 1] 4
DA e A Y E PR A 1 B UL 5, 1 SE i Bart-
lett BRAARK A KMO FEAEE (KMO>0. 5) , #f 5 7]
BRRAEGIER TN (WLE=) , KMO H¥ikH]
0.5 U b, L@ AEHE F o, S AREZE
27k 2R 2D RE AR I ) B BAE VEA T IR A, SR
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=), MBR PEOU I H PN 2k far £ /N T° 0. 5 % 8
T, e AR R 18 JE A, P4 22 A 32 i IR
(AR EE ;4 ) 5 Ik R B 22 38, T iPAl 2 A 4l
FHEL - ERAR B 2 2] SR W R 2k B AR AL AR 5 2 2T 3%
ABIERIR) 45 A PR 45 4 (R W8 85 ) BR ) (L3R
=)L PR 1S TEE, T PR A S A AR R A PR AS
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() IZ B4

15 B M e 45 R — B R 0y A i 5
FIESEAE S S A E N 1 o o 0 ol T R S X
JE 2R FH e e L s 2 0 1 A5 B R/ (L3RI ), —
AN TR LR R R T 0.5 & 2 Z u e, A
RO AL 0.5 DL, BHA T RERE,

=M ASEERE

RE CHEANIESLER TR

E (mean, SD) | Z(mean, SD) Sig.

PU 22.58(3.703) | 22.77(3.310) .001

PEOU 13.19(2.384) | 13.01(2.401) .931
ATE 13.57(2.249) | 13.53(2.174) .364
BI 13.50(2.332) | 13.49(2.187) 155

DM 29.15(4.770) | 28.26(4.633) . 020

DS 17.85(2.726) | 17.73(2.710) 417

SM 15.41(4.274) | 14.65(4.296) .575

ss 24.05(8.641) | 21.63(8.569) .615

PN 29.71(5.058) | 21.63(8.569) .244
7827 11.95(7.021) | 11.44(6.819) 130
L il 12.85(2.001) | 12.58(1.974) .994

EEEHRY e
BN FHTE .893 . 895 5
BN g ATk .771 778 3
A EE .849 .851 3
= E . 844 . 844 3
WIZ B .690 .729 7
TR AW . 760 772 4
RIZHL .767 .767 4
EET LS . 886 .882 7
PN G .835 .835 7
FREER AR IR .900 .900 5
%% )13 hel .587 .589 3
(Z2)BAERZERR

AHIE 5E Bl AL A0 AR A o 5 A 973 A
(52.2% ) , 12999 A\ (47.8% ) ; FRK N4 k242
AR LAY EL B A 82. 4% , AN K H L B M SR AN 1Y
LB A 0. 6% ; 819 RN T F IR A 22 A2 A
Hdi 54.8% AB/REHIRILLHEIHR 9. 4%

B AFRAER

(—)F I XK LAY

ARG ST A APE ] A0S AR EE A > R B
P H - BRAT A g s Tl A8 SR FH ST REAS T 46
IR 2 7 2243 BT (One—Way ANOVA) | FL# 2%
A FEARAT B SR A B (R

1. PRI 22 5

RS REAS T K558 X 55 Lo A= b A5 07 2250 Mr
(WFH), 16 p=0.05 & E MK L, BHZ HIHE
(F=10.805,p=0.001<0.05) FIHEZshHL(F =
5.457,p=0.020<0. 05) XJ M4 5 A 2= 55, H
A= (SD=3.703) XL FIRAS A M B & 4o A=
(SD=3.310) , i &t (SD=4. 633 ) 2 > i N TE %
MBHLEE 257 T4 (SD=4.770) ,

2. AR R 2 S

ARTFFERAE WY AT 7 22 01 (WERIN) 1 p=
0. 05 EVEIK P b, BR %% 1 RLRE IR AL, 4F 0% Xt B4
AR B SS FLE o FH 5 43 HT (Scheffe 15,
RIXT 22 ¥ 8 B iy 20 G R A5 o 0 AT IR K
55 ) R RAEE (10-12 %) S AR AR I 2 M ek
HIA A R 2 ShHILAE Dy T - 2 50 & AR IS
(6-8 %) “F A Uil J2 U i AF 7 2B 6 e URAS 1Y)
PRAETERRAN 27 2 T B RIRRR , A 9T e R S 55
B URRPRE (2011 hR) B2 Bl 40 1-2 4E (6
-8 %) 3-4 4EH(8-10 %) 5-6 F(10-12 %),

RN FRBEFRFESW

REHBER IREE R BE Rk 52 130 BE B

( mean, SD) ( mean, SD) ( mean, SD)
6% 29.91 | 4.802 | 10.88 | 6.714 | 12.61 2.019
7% 29.34 | 5.029 | 11.67 | 6.769 | 12.69 1.979
8 % 29.27 | 4.901 11.42 | 6.743 | 12.64 | 2.010
9 % 33.83 | 2.858 | 19.67 | 7.448 | 14.33 1.633
10 % 31.87 | 5.691 | 17.40 | 7.635 | 13.51 | 2.212
11 % 29.61 | 4.948 | 11.05 | 6.653 | 12.76 | 1.971
12 % 29.11 | 5.020 | 11.94 | 7.159 | 12.72 | 1.963

F(ANOVA) 3.181 7.415 2.058

E B T AR ATIR A SRR N B T E LR,
3. SCREEE AR 2 B B R e 2
A FERSACRE HE AW A 2 B BE AT 5 25 43 B (AL
FL) 16 p=0.05 B FEHACT I, FAAR B 53 %
JBONA FME (F=33.171,P=0.000<0.05) J&H1 5
FHPE (F=25.150,P=0.000<0. 05) ffi JHASE (F=
29.909,P=0.000<0.05) JKZSIHL(F=16.070,P=
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0. 000 <0.05) JFZHME(F=38.413,P=0.000<
0.05) KR AEIE (F=20.365,P=0.000<0.05) .
B IIREER (F=6.215,P=0.000<0. 05) A & & ¥
25 i 355 90 M7 [ Scheffe ¥ /D i FH 2
( Least—Significance — Difference Method) ], 24 2% /4= J&%
BN AT A O 2] AR E AL %2 A 1 5 F K
A R SRR 27 2] Bl RN S AR R A
ST HA A A R AR 2 A 2 2]
AL, 2F A A R AR R R R 5, O HA B TR
Fh27 2T B N FE SIHLAN SE AT 55 1 A 5

=t XNBEMEEFESH

KA BERE
(mean, SD)

INERRE RE
(mean, SD)

52 NI%BE B
(mean, SD)

JEH EN 29.86 | 4.902 | 11.71 | 7.019 | 12.81 | 1.968

LA E A 27.49 | 4.682 | 10.97 | 6.270 | 12.22 | 2.065

— 26.66 | 5.612 [ 13.19 | 6.519 | 12.25 | 2.024

AR E A 28.38 | 4.406 | 13.75 | 8.207 | 13.25 | 1.389

PO 26.00 | 3.559 | 14.00 | 8.869 | 12.50 | 1.915

F(ANOVA) 20.365 2.007 6.215

E B TR BT IR ) AL B AR 3R 5

4. AT AR 485 ) 2 S

AW AR AT J7 22 3 (RN TR
p=0.05 WFPEAKF b, (i FHAR R ARG FHPE (F
=116. 190, p = 0. 000 <0.05) . J&%1 5 FH 1 (F =
108.344,p=0.000<0. 05) i I A (F=106. 249,
p=0.000<0.05) 7 HEE(F=101.461,P=0.000<
0.05) IRZFHL(F=51.618,p=0.000<0.05) %
JEHME(F =100. 549, p=0. 00<0. 05) . K ¥ %4 it &%
(F=68.759,p=0.00<0.05) A . &2 5 it &
J5 53 M7 (Scheffe 1), 455 BRAERAE T H - BRA (9 BE
9, 2E R TR RN IV B ) A 25 D7 AT AR
FEFt o

W5t 7 Z AR,

RIN ERMEFESW

KB R
(mean, SD)

IREE A Rk
(mean, SD)

BhEe R
(mean, SD)

BT IR 30.56 | 4.852 [ 11.79 | 7.371 | 12.91 | 2.059

JUiR—K | 27.94 | 4.578 | 11.61 | 6.312 | 12.48 | 1.848

— IR | 28.23 | 5.640 | 11.42 | 6.450 | 12.47 | 2.000

F(ANOVA) 68.759 0.309 11.848

(=) ZZlegMmEX % (Pearson #8X)
Pearson fH ¢ R EL WL FR Pearson FH 22 4H ¢ R &L,
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ARERFE T REAEE (9 Ze M AH S B AR Ak 1 (28 38
A,2012) , Fon AR 2 A OC R B RES, H vy FoR.
AW SPSS 443 H PEOU ,PU (ATT Bl 5%
[] Pearson &L, Z5REY], HARYESZE /Y U~
AR 55 ) vk ) SRR IR I R IR AR G
1) S8 Ty F A 5 2 2T AU AR B AR G R 2R 0.336 (p
=0.000) ;2) BHIA FH M5 27 ) S0 iy AH 5C R 2
0.277(p=0.000) ;3) fiff TS B 5 2% > R eI )
FXRFRECH 0.232(p=0.000) ;4) F7 B 5%
SEBERR A AH & R B 0. 228 (p=0.000) , i 24/
TR Z R 5 2 2 AR IR [R] 7 A B AR S )
b S R0 e R TR S P AP ) 2 A 1 D B
v ZE0H0.336,

(Z)BARRE T 55 ELRHH

S0 RS RY R A 1 22 LI A5 S (] ) AH G
F AR LA AR EE . A IS 0 LI AR A
PEOU .PU ,ATT .BI .DM DS .SM . SS Fl2# ) U RE %,
L0 7 R RR ) B KA AT T i3 v TR
gE L JL, A A —. CMIN/DF = 2. 191, CFI =
0.999,RMSEA = 0. 025 ; B % —.. CMIN/DF = 0. 005,
CFI=1.000,RMSEA = 0. 000, 2 i B #5455 154 41,
A RAF B a] LIgk Az

RA WESHISH

CMIN

AR P Jpp | GFT [AGFI| NFL | CFI |RMSEA
PEMARIUE | P>0.05 | <3 [>0.9(>0.9[>0.9(>0.9| <0.1

A —FEHR | 0.052 |2.191].999 |.990 |.999 |.999 | .025

B —HE8HR | 0.943 | 0.005 [1.000|1.000|1.000|1.000| 0.000

1. S5k )7 RERERL— 20 BF

SERE J7 AR — BRI T AR 37 FE AR
RUE 1,2,3 04 o7, a5k 1R 5,6,9 il
10( VLKL 3) , BIGRJZ SRS B FHPE (B =0. 281t
=8.447>1.96,p<0. 001 ) I4 )2 5 b X 1 5 Ik
(B=0.403,t=15.630>1.96,p<0.001) . ZRJZSIHLX}
JRAA M (B=0.072,1=2.444>1.96,p=0.015<
0.05) FITR JZ 5w X BN A HPE (B =0.221,1=9.
292>1.96,p<0. 001 ) 75 1E ] {2 PE R ), st 2
Ui, 2 AR I INTESER TR JZE YR TRl URT iR e U
3 T - PRAS (VR AR B, O 8 X H R
ARG RAERTIAEN,

Sk TR b N R AROC R A R Z B L



X, R TR LT RATRT FARKELEE FI 5k FIARALLZAL

OER.2015,21(1)

0.530%%%

B At

0.223%** ves
-0.150%** 0504

- REHE

-0.094% %

( *p<0.05, * *p<0.01 ,* * *p<0.001)
E3 R RERNE

— NS AP (B =-0.067<0.05,t=-2.553,p=
0.011) FKJZRME—IRHA S FIPE (B =-0.002<0. 05,
t=-0.070,p=0.944>0.05) . &2 I HL— A4 H
P (B=-0.001<0.05,t=-0.037,p=0.971>0.05) .
FZR M — A HE(B=-0.032<0.05,t=
-1.190,p=0.234>0.05) , M1 7 .8 .11 F112 AKL
S, W R B Al L URAS S, R 2 B HLA SR
HBASBEFE M) FLXT L —F PRASA I AR R AN R B 1Y
NI

FRRFIFH AMOS 34 XHE IE J5 BB 54T 2
BAGTHRPEY A& IEBIRY R hin B A% . R 2 SR s —fiff
FHZASE (B=0.150,1=6.977 ,p<0.001) , FZH g —
T RNEE(B=0.133,1=7.438,p<0.001) , £ /)= KM%
A (B=-0.094,t=-4.75,p<0.001) ¥k
F) R ACE G E 3 i AR B mp T, 2R A
XoF TR A IR J2 R B A s A X ) SEU 5 e G v
DRAS ) w0 R B el R, SR TE B T 19 2 > SR
bt T AR IR R A S A

AR, B T SEU T RIbRMERE R 45 R T b A
WFFEIRF AT AMOS i 5 2% A 00 000 A2 55 [R] ) 15 42 2%
RO LSRR (R 1) R)Z R A
FHAH 5% M 2 A 157 B S W

2. GEH T RS — 4By

AR [ IE T A AR RS 2 AR BV
17 .18 .19 20 F121 Bo7 , I HAl i B8 A42 580 p (6 A1
tE(C.R.) He# B 14 K115 T, B2 2 3G Ak
SR 5 I (B =0.336,1=15.813>1.96,p<
0.001) 2% > &5 g BT I A A (B =0.053,t=
3.055>1.96,p=0.02<0.05) A & &M ( LK

4)  MRUR LA AR X S T T B A (SRR o
2155 T3 KPR X L IR SR RE AR i o ) S
AL,

R+ HRGEIT(FRELSER)

HEHR EEe3ve ERR

PEOU->ATE 0.223 0.267 0.490
PU->ATE 0.504 N/A 0.504
PEOU->PU 0.530 N/A 0.530
PU->BI 0.280 0.193 0.474
DM->PEOU 0.281 0.228 0.508
DS->PEOU 0.403 N/A 0.403
SM->PEOU -0.067 -0.080 -0. 146
DM->PU 0.072 0.393 0. 465
DS->PU 0.221 0.214 0.434
ATE->BI 0.384 N/A 0.384
DS—->ATE 0.150 0.308 0.458
DS—->BI 0.133 0.340 0.473
SS—>ATE -0.09% -0.189 -0.282

E.N/A Rk (B<0.05)
0.669%**

I s st 0.053%* l
I BB H#ﬂa&ms |_—-| WA |

( * % p<0.01 , * % *p<0.001)
4 HEITEEZZRHE
B8y AR b N R AR R AR A 2 > AL I —
AR (B=-0.018,t=-1.170,p=0.242) , K1t
B 16 ASBLST , B4 %F [ B 2% 2T g ) fd T R i 7
W AR BERZ AT L FIRAS 1 35 2 17 IR

~ MREBERE

AHFFE3E 1L Pearson AHIC R 2 4544 7 P A58 AU
SRR A BORIEZ I 557 ) Ok I AR
I OCER . SERRY], IR ENHL TR )2 SR 52 0 A
Sy RN F A, B2 2 N A 1Y 27 2] BB e
R, VPR FH P PRAS (10 25 1) R ] 4 5 T2 SR [ 1sf
SN (A FERIAT Ry B, B2 2B X R B TR 2 IR
S 55 PR 25 5 ) X F, - PR 1 33 R BE A
FH 3 2 2T SRR IERGE ) 2 A Xof T IR AR 9 B A

« 111 -



X, R TR LT RATRT FARKELEE FI 5k FIARALLZAL

OER.2015,21(1)

FRH 5 I

1E e—Learning I8 3h2% 2 ML vh | i FIRACA
P i MENTIE S € =R NS4 RO S S L)
BRGNP  , Wl 2 Hbs 527 > HFR 5
SRR, SR, BRI TR R A 2
HL T URAS Y SRR 22—, 222 A X L T ERAS A 0
PATRFE A RCPE AT IAREE | BV H 7 BRAS B 1503 B A7
B R AR R (R 25 5 W6 AN TR 2 A B
K IHRIEA R~ BRI WA S, g ] A K
TR HEA TR 27 2T B 55 ARAE LU R IR Z S LA
TR)Z SR 2 2 Xk v, 5 URAS 1) TR 5 PR AT A
AR, RIVR FURAS A BT 0 B R AR L M ik
2 INTEXGER IS ZAR R AL 3 R KR T 5 3h
(Bta59,2012) , N2 THERZ & . AOFRER Y
FEZ 55 (2013) 5C T HL IR RE 1Y 9 2 2F 2 2] %
BRI — B, IFIEFE T AT T IR AR X 2 AR Y
AIRARRIRR S A RIS ISR G &R . B9, T ERA SR
TE TR R 2 28R UK T A A 0 FER ST R R
B 5 FRUC, AN 27 A 1 2 ) B AR P S Ml 2 il
FH A7 URAS B R BRI 58 10 T AT 55 AR O, 3 3R W
R IR 19 B B A SR 00 5 2 2 G AR B A
o, WHEF KA ECS 585, 8 i T ERAS g
Az BTN A HE L A= 25 7 SR F i 3h — 1)
BRI g ) RIS B, il A B3 AR AR E B A
PLE Bl e, 2 A 12 2 {5 SR S e 5 i S
RIGHERZ L IX RIS 16 s A2y > B IR 5 ik
PR IR A AN R K- 3 B B e B AN TR) 1) 2
FARS A YN AL E S A E A A R SR AL
i, — 5 e e 2R A 3 T RE T BN AT R, 5
—J7 T TR F - URAS A9 FH 1), e R B A
B RN 2 T ROR

ABFFER T T T IRA R FOR 2
2I7 EARBE R R C R I AFTELL T AN 2
DN N AN S S R Bunt S UE -3 b
WRIRTE M 2 AR T FERA B A 5 2) B TAEAS
SRR, R XA MRt 3 (3Tl | & B AR ) 73
AT L BT, 3O R A PR 5 BIFE 1Y R

[ 5% 30k ]
[1]Bandura,A. (1989). Regulation of cognitive processes through

perceived self—efficacy[ J]. Developmental psychology, 25(5) : 729.

<112 -

[2] Bandura,A. (1977). Self-efficacy: Toward a unifying theory
of behavioral change[ J]. Psychological review, 84(2): 191.

[3] Biggs,J. (1999). What the student does: Teaching for en-
hanced learning [ J]. Higher Education Research & Development, 18
(1):57-75.

[4] L £5(2003). %3] ARABAFTRGBH S ZA[D].
HFIIE KR, 2003.

[5] KRk, B0, KR (2012). &FHM A FakS X
S ARRA[]]. FHKABHR,18(2) :28-332.

[6] Davis,F.D. ,Bagozzi,R. P. , & Warshaw,P. R. (1989). User
acceptance of computer technology: A comparison of two theoretical mod-
els. Management science, 35(8) :982-1003.

[7] Davis,F.D. (1989) . Perceived usefulness, perceived ease of
use, and user acceptance of information technology [ J]. MIS quarterly,
(13) :319-340.

[8] Davis,F.D. (1993). User acceptance of information technolo-
gy: System characteristics, user perceptions and behavioral impacts [ J].
International journal of man—machine studies, 38(3) . 475-48.

[9] B4 H(2012). e-Learning 2R3% T AL IR B 5 5] 48 SR vk AF
F[J]. PERAKT, 304(5): 38-43.

[10] Fishbein,M. ,& Ajzen,I. (1975). Belief, attitude, intention
and behavior: An introduction to theory and research [M]. U.S. A, Ad-
dison—Wesley:46-53.

[11] %% (2010). #HPEZAEHFTHAG Y0 B EHR
[J]. T3 F A5, 16(005) ; 94-98.

[12] &PA&(1998). & A RAREL ZHRERMH[I]. 5B
HHHA, 6(2):1-5.

[13] Jinks, J., & Morgan, V. (1999). Children’s perceived aca-
demic self—efficacy: An inventory scale. The Clearing House, 72(4) .
224-230.

[14] £45(2013). A TH AR LALA 6 P L& 0 ik & Y0
BEAA[D]. £AEIKE.10.

[15] Kember, D., Biggs, J. , & Leung, D. Y. (2004). Exami-
ning the multi-dimensionality of approaches to learning through the devel-
opment of a revised version of the Learning Process Questionnaire. British
Journal of Educational Psychology, 74(2) :261-279.

[16] Liaw,S. S. (2008). Investigating students’ perceived satis-
faction, behavioral intention, and effectiveness of e —learning: A case
study of the Blackboard system [ J]. Computers & Education, 51(2):
864-873.

[17] Liu, I. F., Chen, M. C., Sun, Y. S., Wible, D., &
Kuo, C. H. (2010). Extending the TAM model to explore the factors
that affect Intention to Use an Online Learning Community. Computers &
Education, 54(2) : 600-610.

(18] i, xIWe, 3554 (1998). 34 5 b B &K AL B
#3 IR E R EHZRATTIRE(T]. AR P DFHKF,(2):31-35.

[19] Marton,M. J. , De Aldana,C.R. V., Qiu H, et al. (1997).
Evidence that GCN1 and GCN20, translational regulators of GCN4, func-



X, R TR LT RATRT FARKELEE FI 5k FIARALLZAL

OER.2015,21(1)

tion on elongating ribosomes in activation of elF2alpha kinase GCN2[ J].
Molecular and cellular biology, 17(8) ; 4474-4489.

[20] Moon, J. W., & Kim, Y. G. (2001). Extending the TAM
for a World — Wide — Web context [ J]. Information & Management, 38
(4) :217-230.

[21] RA&A(2012).SPSS 5AF5 7 k[ M]. Kif. RIAMEX
5 i g4 1 38-40.

[22] &4# 1 235 (2005). M3 Py g RmA[T].
MRZIEHHKF, (3):25-27.

[23] Eok, ¥4, £35(1999). FPF A ARAME, FRAS
FI MG ERGTR[]]. CEEKESHT,(4):22-25.

78-81.

[25] 24T, @Ak, F44(2009). FIERATEFIFX
FFMT]. HAMNZ LR, Bk, (12): 4-7.

[26] #4&, #IH#(2011). M FIRBELSXFAFT AR
AR K AW RARE[]]. B FAR, 220 (8): 46-52.

[27] RL4(2013). BT AR EAFIIRAEAR T LM
WE[]]. FHIFERFFHR. ASHLSHFIR, 41(4) : 402-408.

(28] R F, B, MEA(2013). AT FHd ks & FiRA
EHEBEBRERFERANETR[]]. AREZEREFTHR,122
(2): 92-99.

(% RV )

[24] 24180, RE #HAHAH(2011). £F TAM 5 TTF 22 #
EHRBITZ A RAT A RER[]]. WIRELL R&K, 34(5):

Analysis of the Relationship among Students’
Acceptance to E-textbook Technology, Learning
Strategies and Self-efficacy

LIU Yan, WU Minhua & SUN Zhong

( Information Engineering College ,Capital Normal University , Beijing100048 , China )

Abstract. With the 12th National Educational Development Five—year Plan, many digital initiatives are under im-
plementation. Among these initiatives, e—textbook applications have a significant impact on the education system be-
cause it accelerates the integration between educational theory and information technology. e—Textbook refers to the
kind of electronic materials which presented in a book style. e—Textbook is gradually becoming a new type of learning
tool in the classroom. In the e—Learning and m—Learning environment , e—textbook includes not only the traditional
printed materials, but also richer media resources and activities aligned with learning objectives. Therefore, it is bene-
ficial to study the factors influencing the use of e—textbook in the classroom and its effects.

This study is designed to explore the relationship between learning strategies, self—efficacy and technology accept-
ance. The data was collected through questionnaires froml ,972 students in 25 schools. Descriptive analysis, structural
equation modeling (SEM) and One—Way ANOVA were used to analyze the key factors. The results show that learning
strategies have direct positive effect on perceived ease of use and perceived usefulness; self—efficacy has an impact on
technology acceptance. Higher levels of motivation and strategy possessed by students indicated that they would study
more actively with e—textbooks. Self—efficacy affects students” perceived usefulness and perceived ease of use. In addi-
tion, different ages and genders make a significant difference among technology acceptance, learning sirategies and
self—efficacy. Finally, the design of e—textbooks should meet each student’s individual needs, increase learning sup-
port, and promote communication among students, teachers, and parents.

The application of e—textbook will not only change the relationship of teachers and students, but also impact pa-
rental involvement in student learning. This study has constructed a technology acceptance model for e—textbook. This
study also provides several recommendations for the design of e—textbook content, the implementation of e—textbook , as
well as ecosystem for parental involvement.

Key words . e—textbook ; technology acceptance ;learning process; self—efficacy; SEM
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