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— A Tihfm 5 BALANEITE LK FITAZT Y 0B F AR

(FRTEARF HFELEEAFE R, £ 200062)

(RE] AAHAHTEEMAFTAR MO R T, RZ B H X EZT MR R G R HITE LML
BEAARWHHNAR, KAREM A G REEZOHFEEMHAFTHARRWEER, KA A AT
AT AR R EEGRANEFERRREGEARANFRAF R B NEEARFTARNAEEH
o, E R R T ERMBFAARARLE Y 0 A HRE T @, U SRHF BR o R e R AT
ASERERBUREEAZFCEEMAFTARRNAEEY Y, MA LG AENZTEEAKFAARRL
DEYH RETHENAHMEEMBAFAARAHTEZF AR E, XFETHRRINN o fo i K 7 a3t
WEARFFANFHMEEAKFAAER, RAKRE P DFREZRARERARE T EW,

[K@R] EEUAFTHERHARRKF DA
[FESES] 647 [ XHkFRIREG] A

=il 7

VB —RBF 2B, BONTEHE 2B (5 Bk
HP i AR (4 (Teo, 2011)  WFFEETEH, SOk
Z I LIRS 0270300 2R 77 A R 45 g P 7 ) T i
SRS B 52 BRI, AEDR B Hr b
FARAE (Jose, 2017 ; Legris et al. , 2003 ) , Z i fi
FHEARTT A5 A 92 3 1) 52 P B s (IR T U
(Fraillon et al. , 2014)

A5 R R8N AT R SR A0 B T A8 1, B e
PATHREAT A ], SR AT AT R A SR 2
HORTE A S0 AT 45 E AT 9 55 ) BE B ((Ajzen,

[ Y78 H #912020-01-19 [ &3 B #112020-04-23

[XEHS] 1007-2179(2020)04-0086-09

1991) o Ak, PR ITHME BALH A AT 0 B 1 1 82
Wi PR 220G EE B, B LA TR E U 9 15 B A B AT
o WITHINE AL BT N R R, AL
LB IRIN R, B H BN K (Joo et al.
2018) o EAWITE AT 52 8 BRI K -3 47
BB AR 8 5, AR &5 A8 7 TR FE R
OB AZ AR AT o 1 I R &R ok B 2
(Cheon et al. , 2010) WF5E 1 S0 AT B 7 P4
il Web2. 0 HoARMIFT A B ], {E5F (Wong et al. ,
2013,2016) BF 5T T 5 0 200 2R 4 4 52 7. R
AT R LI OB R TR A5 27 AT 45 32 L Y R I IR 3%
W /K2 (Hur et al., 2015 ) #5750 ARG SO0
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Balie s TR 20 A B . = 27 3 X1 G (2017)
DA A8 B v B 1 336 44 A W TS X 4, IR 54T
RASJE AT A A T SR S AR
AL BN AE BALZCAAT R R R R 52

AR BIE 5 AR At A, G T 80
YRS BRI A B A1 (Technological Peda-
gogical Content Knowledge, TPACK) X} 25 S AL #k
FAT R R, U HJE TPACK 498 1)L AR
KA HINAE A AT R B0, 48T,
ABIFTE TN A 2% B2 2 50 5 i 3 [ vh /N2 R R
A5 BAL B AT B R R AR ARy T LA
TPACK -2y BRAS AR HE , 2 7 IR 9 Al ik s 7
55 BT T, LA R T RIAT A B B A AR 5, i F
FEARBE , AR5 AT 15 e [ /N2 AR BRI A S
AT R B R R L

= BERAREE AR

(—)TPACK 223457

KAt FnRHE ( Mishra & Koehler, 2005 ) ZE£7 /R
2 (Shulman, 1986) [} #° ik-"7 FF N 25 FHH LA T
$& T TPACK HEZR , 5 JH AR TE BT FR S5 44 i)
HEHAL, AN BN BB 5 B PR AT AL
S F H L G R FR (TK) | 2% 25 1R
(PK) FRIAZSHIR(CK) =R BRI, S AL
SRR TE B 2= BB R (PCK) BEGS H R 12
FEFNAFIIR(TCK) B S BRI 271 iR (TPK)
FRE S BRI 2L 2027 AR (TPCK) T4 28 52 45 1
AR,

Gt -+ VAR K, TPACK BLEE 12 ] TiF
W 200 B AR G 20 B JHR K E. B 2010 4R
TPACK #5 | AR DR (B A55,2010) , fF 584
DLHh #8458 5, JF 1 M OQ BIF Y, G sk 4 4§
(2015,2016,2017 ) 57 T 200 TPACK Z5# 4872
(B 4514 5 8B OC 2R, 52 W 00 TPACK & Jié 1Y
RLESCARHEUN TPACK BR . 9k ifESE (2015 ) £
F¢ 172U TPACK HIR45 . £ R (2014) HF5¢ 14
HHIWEY TPACK HIREEH K S HHAR B 5 207
M E FACRE &, = A H TR BA B O T U
TPACK FHTE X 200 15 5 A 047 o 2 1 1 52 Wi
EAMIFGEE 72 (Joo et al. , 2018) #£5% T TPACK
BN O A7 0L AT Ay 28 1) 4 5 i, & B

BX G E A B EEE W, RN, TPACK ¥ e+
DFHYERE X2 IR TPACK Ity -4 B 2
BAREAA BT E M E TR E LW, BT, A
4R LA AR

HI: ZOmE AR P (TK) X B 5 A B0 A7
N A B E

H2 - 20 25 F3R (CKO) X 200 45 B AL B AT
NI A B

H3 : #0023 AR (PKO) X 2045 B AL #er
11 B A B ;

H4 - 2R i (PCK) X 2005 B AL #
AT B AT W R

HS : ZRE 5 BRI 2 BN 28 R0 R (TCK) X 2
IS BB AT R 0 B 5

HO : iR 5 H R 1Y 4 B i F R (TPK) X
FUME BACBCHAT R0 A & 5

HT7 : 208 5 BRI 2 B0 ML (TPCK) X
FUME BACBCEHAT R0 B,

(=) Ao+ RIAT A AR A

HAE T 25 (Davis et al. , 1989) 4 th iy He R 4232
1571 ( Technology Acceptance Model, TAM ) jifi i {5 /&
- ANEE - W] - AT R Z IR U P X BRI
B2 B I A BOR R ATy ) 2 A 2
JE B A AR A 1 S0 Ty P 0 R A I %) 3
s, ELR S P SR T, AT 3
I PR F AR T2 B A L (Ajzen,
1991) £ H H9 31 R147 A BEE ( Theory of Planned Behav-
ior, TPB) Ay, BREAA FHAT RS BESL, G A
JEGIAT A A by ) ) T A

ZREFFETE(Taylor & Todd,1995) Ay, HiAR %
AR AT AT R A BE LA PR AR T )
FIREN , S 1 AR T T RIAT O BRI ( Decomposed
Theory of Planned Behavior, DTPB) , iZ < KI {4 88 T
THOAT B RL ) = A0S, R e AT
TR AERE o HEAT AR O3 R RN A I
SN Ty FAPE S A MR 4E B 32 WIS 23 Ay ) A7
SN R AE BE K RN AT Dy 5 i R B R
ROREIRR IR TR S5 1 S BORIE IR SR AR AR . A
THRIAT B AR B AR 52 e (H AT DL ey B0 AR A T
SR AR RE T, 2% A DAL A TSRO R A R AT
I N SRR T RIAT Ry B A
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WS B TER T A > TR B A AP A T
THIE, Z8H(Teo, 2011) S HUSHIA FIVE B )
P EMURAE A 2R A5 T S AR B R
ZOME BRI BFFELUB g 31 /vy
592 LAEMAHIN N BT R, KL TA A B, B
FUA XS BOMEA R B, S5,
XI5 (2017) K30, R4 T Ry AR R ) DY A T30 A%
H, FOUR T B A BN E BB AT R b e
oM, S L4 (Ursavas et al. , 2015) LIfT &
] A TS R I LG I L S L A
FRARRIER A S A S5 A A AR LA+ HH 131
JFA I 1491 2 50 R F x4, e B FIvE
ST AT Ay 5 1) e S S B A% i, L
T FEA B TR AR , AL 2% 1 X 20T 4L
A AT S B T W R, TS (Wong et al.
2013) LUFA A FRARE K S 28 %% 1 1k &
SN DR K AT Ry 1) A e ST A R 7 RS
PIMRCFIE. 156 44 BRGNS A5x4, A A
FHAE A EARA TR R ) 1) S BT A% R SO
HURHAR A FRALRRIE S5 I AL 20 . /R
45 (Hur et al. , 2015) 1L 386 44 HHETHU M BFFE X 42,
BB Ty FAVERIEARZC 0 B BRI (U
TR P ) o BRI 280 el P sl e & A T 0 AT
HEA RELW, 255 (Li et al. ,2016) AR
B FRALRBIER B FHASRE BN 5 HIE BRI
BN A B A S A T 22 e Il VA 43 2 BR, BREBCAE
BEATID , HOAR B FALRE IR HARA FHAS B S ) H
P B AR 22 N AT D 3 ] Y 2 T 2 &
£S5 (Wong et al. ,2016) LUK PUNE. 98 44 Hii Ay Xf
G AHORME FHASBE GBI ] B FRALRR IR 7
R ANR 527 > 78 il 45 R 7 R AL o)A
B, FORM ISR S HENIACRIE T A AR IR A
E20 R PO ME A e N L U DN R SN R ALIES S A T S
B (Teo et al. , 2018) WF5Y A BUBFIA FAME AL
B FRABER S = LR SR B ARBE S
SPAT R A ) ) S R AR

SCHRZ3 IR K I, RIVEE R Z2 50 58 48 LA AL 313
17 R BB ATRL A Bl (2 A DRI R A AN ]
WGBSR o SR, TS 5 1) e 45 i
WAL 2 B, DA R BUMORS B 5, [R] i 3R]
REE O JC OGS i, LAV /D 158 22 , bk e i R R A 2% (TR

. 88 -

B ,2016) o A B 5C T ZOMASR JR 5 5 o
FOMAE SACBCAAT R 210 Y 52, PRI S A4 1
KT B B 2378 A S BN 5 BB A AT N E
] AN AZ B B 5, X I R AR B S e AT R R 1)
M =AOTTR AW TR B AT o A AT
P, R e EWEHLIE (2 9 > AR Oy
TR EZ B AL 25 1) o Rk, X TR =
ATFYERE , ARWFFEORE T Ty PR A E
RIEPEFEAME (TR B TAME) o X5 T IFNAT 4
) =ASFYERE  ABFIEEHF B FRAURB IR, AR LR DT IR
PR FR AT FIE AR HE A5 AT (3 R ) S S e 43l
HWE) . 75—, AR Z EPRpF R & B, &5 5
PE BN I AT A B EOR ] B FRARE I
ST 4 A R O AR AT A 25 1) ) i 2
TS, SR, FRE BRSOk BT E B
B K SAFAE 5 P4 J7 B 52 22 R, TR AT b A,
5 [ PR 57 35 28 0E B B X BOME AR 22z 0 A Toh
I AR LA A EH AR R S R
s e [ b/ N2 AR HR O F B AL AT e,
NI R rh N2 A MR OIS A A T e 4
e

BTG, AR B LU BFSEAR L -

H8 : F AR A W HVN A T X 05 S A 2L
AT R ) B W

HO : H AR A I RN Sy FH X 805 S AL 2L
AT R ) B W

H10: Ho AR 7 I HIAT S 285 B 05 B Ak 2L
AT R ) B W

HIT : AR HC 7 I BN AT Ay 42 1 %) 200015 5
AT o B ) AT 35 500

H12: HAR oz 1T B FARR RO 200 (5 24k
FUAAT O I B B

Z BRI

(—)&BEKE

LB TR

WEFE 1 IO N A 0F 58 4 R TR Tt 2 R 5
( Schmidt et al. , 2009 ) %l Y TPACK 1 35 i 2
Uil TPACK 7K X6 5 A 0 I TR P g
o FIVE R I , 3 S SR AE T ( Davis, 1989) 1)
WF9E, et 038 D R, =3 1] 0 R A
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PR, PITE 00 0 Sy Ve . X T BR 205 1
TR B IRAARE I S BN AT A i i i, 2%
TEAEZE W AFEAE (1995 ) OB, AR HAARBIF 52 14 15
FEAEAE e, Tt it 3 I 1 A, W9 3 0 1 7o
AEE, ZTE T B PSRRI, P T A
TR o X BTG BAL AT B I, 3
WS PN A (Ajzen & Fishbein, 1975) K17
Shy T e T T B I
2. Fm sk
F EBIREA AR NE , AT 5T e U FR [ VY AR 2L
HREA RIS G T E R X AR B A R
AR5 3 T i s X I A A T X 4 o SR 0
TR n G, B RNEREY-5, #0F800 A ES
HINGIES , o dtEi a4 321 4y, g am G
314 iy, ARG, BEIG 109 A, 5 34.7% ;%
205 A, 5 65.3% , & 2ERHEON 53 A7 LK —,
FOMAEWS B0 SRR oA W3R =
(Z)mETHEH
TPACK - 4~ F 4k jiF TK, CK ., PK, TPK, TCK .
PCK . TPCK f#J Cranach’s o {H43 512 0. 861 .0. 889 ,
0. 925 .0. 909 .0. 854 .0. 918 .0. 892 , -4k i ) (%
JERBOEYRTF 0.7, U B TPACK 2 2 15 B85,

]

PE A IRABRIER AT RS SRR S AE B
2EfT M B 0 B4 Cranach” s o 43 51 4 0. 842 0. 854
0.833.0. 767 .0. 840 0. 876, ¥ K F 0.7, i B & %
{FEER M FE bR N A TS . ABFR R
ABEAE A SR AR 2] T IRk, B, A5
For g RO

(=) #HE MG o H7

AT SPSS21. 0 B A% 3 B A A B 4 1 AH
Kotk G5 EIR, TPACK JBF1A FE B 2 M
B FRALRR L AT AR BN T R il B AT R 7 1
PR R 3 A G . o TPACK 8T I PE L8
Gy FAYE L B IR AT A A ST AR 51T
SRy ) 2Z 6] 8 AH D& A4 43 il 2 0. 580 ,0. 690 ,0. 598
0.694 .0.720.0.555( W3 =) .

ERCE &)
(—) 3% TPACK o2 xF 3 45 B AL R F 4T A

RO RER AL

G, WL TPACK 1B THEE o B 28 &,
LA A5 B A o A7 D 8w O NS B i
SPSS21. 0 R PFEEFERE AL T Z2 o0 1 H 7 M A B -
TK Fil TPK X 0l f5 S AL 047 o A 2, 36

MR NG JOAh, B e B S D R (R B AL s AT D B B R R
Fx— BERBIFHE
F#7 N B (%) F7 AE B (%)
HESC 63 20. 1 5 s 9 2.9
e 72 22.9 b 8 2.5
YT 49 15.6 e 16 5.1
7L 21 6.7 EA 9 2.9
fe2# 20 6.4 o 3 1
£ 12 3.8 fa BA 22 7.0
BUA 10 3.2
R BINER BRERIRRSTE
FR(F) N -4 B(%) i (F) AN BaE(%) BAFR N Bt (%)
21 =30 122 38.9 1-5 121 38.5 T 73 23.2
31 -40 95 30.3 5-10 43 13.7 =t/ 95 30.3
41 -50 76 24.2 11-15 41 13.1 — 2% 92 29.3
51 -60 21 6.7 16 - 20 39 12.4 [=2% 54 17.2
21 -25 33 10.5
26 -30 37 11.8
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39. 6% , TPCK Xf HUi{ S AL #2747 Ay 3 1o 1Y 52 Wil
P2 B 2K OF 1 CK L (PK PCK &% TCK Xt i {5
SBALEAAT R R TG R R (MR o

45 W9E LA TK TPK 1 TPCK g [ 725 4, DL
e B 2= AT ) oy R AR o, i Y SPSS21. 0 3%
PRI A3 T Z ot a3 2 B & 8. TK ' TPK 2 TPCK
PR 200 S A TR R A R 3 ) A R
G RLHEEA T R S A 1) 39. 6% (W) .

g5 AR 1.6.7 158 T RAE, B 5 Rk 2
-5 RIGHNEHIE, 56, 78 TPACK [y = IRl LSRN
P P2 HIR R 3 R U5 B AR B 1T
SRR TG AR, X T R A PR Ry e A R T
T, WA FIH Ak FR O A 8 HaxX ik
IR FL SRR , T H AR R W 2 e, ZER B AR
Wit 2% 2] R AR AR OB HE AR, RIH AR AR A 38K

Mshtk. Hk, 76 TPACK [ U252 A,
BEBARMBEAE NN G B EEORI RN
Xt B BAL B AT 9 B A R T R
FAHAEE 5-BOR 1A BN BRI S0 5 B A2
FATRE M F R, B, H R R Y
B 3R] RE S H X B0 A5 B A AT o T 1w e
WEFMA N . HIR, B S BRI BN A AR
XS BALH A AT o J0 2 WA Y LN W] REAE
TE FEAR BN A 1 THAR U R AL R —F5E
FRHNERAR B R 2OE S B R HEDE,
Ui AT AR A BT IR B, 4 AR R
NI 5 B R BT A B e BT, 20 R
SEFRMHL AR A O BRI AR N AR
PRI, 02 705 B 8 B B 2 B 2 RO
B AT BB AR

K= TEEHEXSWHER
HE TPACK PU PE SE BA PBC BI
TPACK _
B T (PU) 0.740 * * -
B R (PE) 0.666* * 0.630* * -
H FeALHE Rk (SE) 0.646 " * 0.654 * * 0.793* * -
1T RASEE (BA) 0.658 % * 0.699 * * 0.683* * 0.773 % * -
JBRAAT A (PBC) 0.641** 0.567 * * 0.743* * 0.809 * * 0.722%* -
A1 R 1 (BT 0.580* * 0.690 * * 0.598 * * 0.694 * * 0.720* * 0.555** -
M+ = FIR p<0.05,
FM #HUE TPACK AR EE B AU ZITAEONEZREMBEM A EST(—)
- RERELRE R R EL . b R?

B REIRE Beta
TK - > 17 Rl 0. 100 0.037 0.172 2.709 0.007 0.396
CK - > 17 R 3%1h -0.066 0.056 -0.083 -1.174 0.241
PK — > 474 7% ] 0.011 0.049 0.021 0.231 0.817
PCK — > 17 K7 [h] 0.097 0.062 0. 144 1.571 0.117
TCK — > 47 K& 1] -0.028 0.073 -0.034 -0.379 0.705
TPK — > 17 R 1h) 0.220 0.064 0.333 3.435 0.001
TPCK — > §7 i [A] 0.123 0.068 0.157 1. 800 0.073

FH #HUT TPACK A EEBRAUHEITHAEONETREMBEMFEST(Z)
RARELRE IR R
A t P R2

B FREIRE Beta
TK - > 17 R 0.090 0.035 0.156 2.590 0.010 0.396
TPK — > 17 R 1h) 0.210 0.055 0.319 3.837 0. 000
TPCK - > 47 & Jh] 0.174 0.061 0.222 2.858 0.005
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(D) HIPE AT B R & S & A HIF
15 BHFAT A Z R H e

G, WEFE LUBCR 2 AR B IR AT A
JEE | FRAKRE RS BNA T P A O AR
AW £ B AL 20 A7 o 5w R A
SPSS21. 0 HAFREFRHE AL AT Z2 o0 a1 H 53 #r , 45
R A TR AT A EE K B AR IR U
SACECAAT T A B R, =22 L R A R
FOME BAREAT N 0] AL 5B 61. 2% , T Rk
5 IR OIS BT N B I R E T . 55
SN ST PR B 5 BARAT A 3 R
SN (LX)

FLU WIS LRI I AT o 25 B e A FRAKRE
ARy B AR, LS BAL A AT R m)
PR 6] SPSS21. 0 Weff ik Akt AT 22 o0 nl I
IrHT B BB FATE A7 R 2 S 1 S RE A
BOBE BACBEAAT IR0 A BF R, =R
[e] fige T 25000 A5 B AL B A7 O T ) B SR Y
60.8% (WKL) .

2 b WA 8 .10 A 12 153 1 BHE, HFFUAR
B9 AL RAFRIGAIE . SRR HITE AT RS A
FRALRE O A5 EAC B AT N A BF R,
1113 RN B PR o 2800 B A A 0 5 1) TG . 5 i
FLRAT P i e B B At T R i A B3
Wil o X — K BAE— E R L b5 AT N PF ST 45 R —
o EAF(Teo & Lee, 2010) % BLAT Hy 45 8
AL B A feiE AT Dby TR 1 A A 5 N AR

RN BIIESESERRMEGERULHE

i, MBFIAT NP RIA o BNAT il = 2481
A R MBI MPL 2 AT R EAT A, UK
AT AT AR T B 288 BE I (Ajzen, 1991)
b R [ 2 F 15 2 A B HE | HEml it B e U i
R K, ZUTHA MR IR B 2, 5o A7k
R AEAE D APATERAT 0 EAER . MAMAT
Shy ] R, FRUI ) B RS AR )N, S B A T R
RO FEADT A, [R] At 3 YRR B (0 A7 Sy 42 ) B
ok (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975), K, BNFT R 5 i
FIRESEAT N B Il 45 RS s A T A i . N )
FHAAEFE S0 X AR PR AL 07 oL HIME 2 R B 0 J8 A
BRI K JEAEAT H OB T A o R, B ¢
ARAHE AT AR, 2800 %68 A 1 R A7 o ke
Yo PR, SN 2 PR AT e © A PR ZE IR0 A5 5
A AT Ry I R T A% £

—E—\Xd-%'l‘a ‘c\E‘J"

(—) B HITEEE AN F A iR

AHIFE K B, TPACK B 2R A A B FIR
BEA PRI B LR SR G BOR B 2 BHA A
RO A B AL A7 o B A R (L3R
=)o B, AT R B, BRI ZU 5 B AL
AT R A R, XU T UM L 1 BOR A
PO IR A BACHC A AT N R A B2 . PR
AR A B AT 2 B Z R R AT RE, N
REITAERFUNATERAE LR A 2 i FHAR (Hew
& Brush, 2007) o HOARFIPUEBINIF (S B AL Hy:

FITARRNERERBEMATZSH(—)

e ﬂiﬁ'/ﬁl’,“—?ﬁ_ﬁ R RE ¢ P R
B tREIRE Beta
TR FE - > AT 0.309 0.053 0.304 5.858 0.000 0.612
JEFN S FATE - > AT R R 0.020 0.085 0.014 0.231 0.818
TTRABE — > 47 REIA] 0.508 0.092 0.344 5.498 0.000
FIRRLREE — > AT 0.352 0.077 0.343 4.587 0.000
JRAT R — > AT R -0.219 0.092 -0.154 -2.396 0.017

=t BIESESERRMEGERKL

HFTABRRNERERBEMAZSW(Z)

REL R

o B HRRE Beta t P o
TR FTE - > 45 0w 0.314 0.052 0.306 6.043 0.000 0.608
AT RHBSE - >IT RN 0.261 0.059 0.344 40.410 0.000
FIRZLREEK — > 1T m 0.454 0.090 0.349 5.037 0. 000
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LA, AN B A AT R FR B 0, A5 B A
TEICMRAS . Rt , AR F 5 S D0 T FE 0 U B AR
TIPSR 4 B M SR I A BOR B (8 Rl
ST A HOMRE 2 B BRI S B Rk iz A 2
PRAEHE

RS PR HA L ARRES B0 45 104 S8
FHBEE A SCRFAE R Hr S w7 ik m i . B
TR AR AN 2 LR G B E RUR-E R
AR AL, R M HOR 5 R B 5 Ok
(Niess, 2005) o HE45 BLA 1 207 12 R AUESR
B E B A —E B BOR AR, 7 HLd 25 48 i fa s
FORS BN ZC S sl v, BRIV 5 2 030 158 ] o 42
AT LA 5 445 o] b e 07 9k ORI i, DL %
He—HFRE AR AR, AR EEEOR 5 3 SR
MZE 5 IG5 AP LE P 78, LR IR Py 253 5 VIR
FHEAR S MRLE T 15 s B 5 1) T ORI SF . A
PSR B, B A B Y Sk R X O 5 S 2
AT R T AT S L T A 2 T R U
FHOR AL AR . SR IE 2T DU AT
e TAEDR  EEEEHUN S . AP
REC R 5E ™ WSl 5 ISR e, Bl — 2B A 2,
Ul AR T BRI HJr ik SR A T R 4
HOME AL 15 % BN R TR AR B B S
ORI B35 2y, 5 D 20000 5 4 o P8 ol BAR 19
&0, DL AN AR SRR P BRI e i 2
U5 BB AT BT

B G BB AR AR R 2O B A A KAl
PGB REEAR 0 5 3k BRI A 2 A A A
SE SN A ) AR o AR 3% H
PN R ZR B, RV TR a0 £ 1 4
At A i 27, X2 AT O B OB AR
FLU (Kim, 2016 ) 4 B RIE 2000 A 6B 1 1R
AIERE , (EAE S22k TG A B IR 2 T Tm) Y
P EILRC . AP R, A TR B AR Eer A
PO EUNE S BCATT N B A B E W I,
AHFFEEUL, NLTE SR HONEE S HOR A2 RN,
TE W EHI 2 AR G IISE 3 B B35
G ¥ NI E E VAN i 2 €l [ e N e
et e AT XM I Wla . J350, ERN AR
AL sl (=2 B Bt 2 il & B TR =
), LR HON ey A7 A TR R R R

.92 .

THIFRHFHATRAMDL, BSOS — 22 R 3
AR, #UAE S EOR M A RO RS, LA
RIEFHERAZ DR S B 5 4R

(D) AT ERABARAKFOEELSE

6, AT ST K BRI 2 20 5 Ak
AT Ry ] Y 2 TR A R 33X i BH 2R R 2L
I AT R A8 SRR B0 B B AT e A
WEFW o a8 FATT, B O XS AR 22 0 H
MO oy B2 PR, W9 A AR 2O A5 S
AR b, WD BB I 38 o SR 5
WLl — 2 NS T 5, k280 fel ] A {1
BEARTFRBEE W AT X L AT, e iR HAR 2L
PRI RTLE . 20 AR EOR A S PR AR
A BE A AT RE R AR 1 25 B2 1 R, i 2 fif
FHZHEA 19 7] REPE L 25 35 /0 ( Davis et al. , 1989;
Taylor & Todd, 1995) ,

FOR ARG R I AT S B BN 5 B
A3 5 1m0 35 T A2 6 X B U AR I 1Y
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Fo AR BIBLZS , 3 R IR TE R 2 1 SR g e 25
LIRS 515 BB 200,
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What Makes Technology Hard to be Effective in Primary and
Secondary School Classrooms?
Influencing Factors of Teachers’ Behavioral Intention of
Informationized Teaching from Cognitive and Emotional Perspectives

BAI Xuemei & GU Xiaoqing

( Department of Educational Information Technology, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: This paper analyzes the factors that affect teachers’ behavioral intention of informationized teaching
from both the perspectives of cognition , belief, and emotion. Through regression analysis, it is found that in terms of
cognition , technological knowledge, technological pedagogical knowledge, and technological pedagogical content
knowledge have a significant impact on teachers’ behavioral intention of informationized teaching, while other four
types of knowledge have no impact on teachers’ behavioral intention of informationized teaching. In terms of beliefs
and emotions , perceived usefulness, attitude toward behavior and self-efficacy have a significant impact on teachers’
behavioral intention of informationized teaching , while perceived ease of use has no significant impact on teachers’ be-
havioral intention of informationized teaching, and perceived behavior control has a significant negative impact on
teachers’ behavioral intention of informationized teaching. According to research findings, this paper propose sugges-
tions on how to improve teachers’ behavioral intention of informationized teaching from both the cognitive and emo-
tional aspects, in order to promote the use of classroom technology in primary and secondary schools in China.

Key words: ieachers’ behavioral intention of informationized teaching ; integrating technology in teaching
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