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AH, stgB2| Al 2= (Learning Management System: LMS)olth. A gA2d e g3
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AR, w5 zael 2ol % Xl AQelth HF AR 2xA Zelsh o] S
Azro] Aol AH ZAE HHY £ QAT $YAZ o9 AEL 28 47 o)Fol
A 4ol GolA AFE upe Zo| SgBANAYAIAL By 2Es] ARUANME F
9 golatd ¥ 4 9A Adsn Y3 Vg ARSHolt A = PP PEe Avsx

1A @k 238l wwel @ sy Aol ohuy] WEo| AE FEsn 4znEE FE
g Qe SEade Boltu WS FL4W 847 ° £ UL W FATY AFVE

Mo FaE 9%2 718 4+ Atk
AR, St AHalel A Adelth AR okFe RFurlEe WMo st AHY s
Hulzeh GARE Aulzd Wgol & o4 Mu2E Welsoldt A 3, sH4o] o w
of SUWH JHHA A duol dvkE ERAA ol AFY & Uk Bl AdRHE
AFHE BT ol &aodot 87] Mol ArINE Agl tle A7 A seo) v Az
WE F2% as7t "

B ATAE o) 4% 2ol AFH 53 AL /o st A4ZA U AN 249
sgdeAad, 79 Ad2, dgo] U AF A= Ten 44 Ao 4P 4 5 2
A FRAA Ao G9F ARFH BE mYe AR 2 ZHET U BHIHe A5
£ @t ol§ s AR7)E AHE 39, ARELY 39, Auls Bed 59 293 A
4 Z9ol F4%F SHd BEL Tt 0|24 WS L FHETE ANGT A= o)
@ He4e 4zHos dEah

2. ]3] w7

21 BR7E AHE

0E EE QEHA 7 qul2 AFH AR MRS E geadgaadolss ARV
7IRto 8 AFEHE A{F Aulzoltt mEr SdEATt old ArU|e AMLAERA  AZse &
FaHA 2" g WS (Belief) = B7HEvaluation)® AA 713740 A =S A3
= 588 2471 2 &£ Ut

Aty oz AFrRV|Ed i Loy HIE FARE oEWMFE AANHE AL Davis7t A
3 A H7)&48 2 Y (Technology Acceptance Model: TAM)o|A A AE G HAB7]E
gt Alg-8olA(Ease of Use)® 84 (Usefulness)o)th(Davis, 1989; Davis et. al., 1989). A&
folgold AuEIVEE HGE x=FRUo]l ALY = e FEE LI} FEAHH HEIES
S8 Al ARG F AAAHAE 5 F de AEE £ Aoz o] F ¥ oy o
TE T3 RAE7|E9 AlE e FEAR JFE vRE T ¥MFLE dA % (Legrs,
et. al, 2003; Venkatesh and Davis, 2000) utetA stg@eA|2do] dist GFAE F, AHEAE
Brte AlgEolA T F84d o o]FojA 4 gt
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3} Q89 #AE DeLone®d McLeano] ABA 2" AFEFHA Al¢tstn e A2tz A
Bol data Falsith ARA2E JFRY osd HRE A Alxde FAH O N
gogRy ANHE AR FAL HHA2H T FEAS APsies dxe F83% Asy=
ZFEs T JH1992). MR R QAAME stg@eEAadd dEd FH BE HUbe sgugol
e Prie bz sidez Bse Aol &3 UL dhve ARFA BHoA o}
& Bt Aot (Lee et. al, 2002).

HARA 2 ForolAM ARFAE Yriste AL S 2ol ¥ /HAZ £FE F Ao

RA, WAH(Intrinsic) FAojct. WAA FHojd A&Ae FAHAA B o 2uiE HuRAAE
B7tsle AE2A Ao B3P T& & F Ao

E4, W& 3 (Contextual) FAolth AHEA7E & o] Al 3 dFd FEHEx 4R Ad
e Az 2A AR Fe ALde FE5x9 e REXA diFd FHrlojoh AR {44, B
AArel XA, NAHAY, ¢H Fol oo FE.

AR ¥ @A (Representational) E&olth A& A A AAIEHE BRI o] 71534 TIALY
EAE BE AEEA 94, 1384 & 53 FE & o

WA, 423 (Accessible) FAolth, FRoe] HIZo] Pl FHFE RIS HAEEAN B
oA ol oo s|Fer).

PR FY g AHgAV s e FAold #HE 1T o UAY FAS FHrEwd 9
2o ki By YEI E YRR FS @A 2ddoed F2L& fojtdn E 5 U7
o] B @FoME o] 7lgd e EA ZEAH FAE 5 £AUL S YASES o,

23 0¥8 4 &9

s Aade] shiel AARA F, AcdelL Fuge] 2ol B ANE F, Fued 7
RBH BN EE 2TE AEBRANEY 2 Auol A ANAE FIHE AH Qo
4 9tk A Zaf FrA2dS FuAEY BARAY BAY SAST Pitt S olsd Au
Ard BYRAY 9% FRALYH FRALES $3 A4EY FRO U AF Huzg
g33te Aoz 5etdte] DeLonedt McLean©] A|¢Hd ARAIA"] JFRP AMuj= FHLE F
7t Atk (1995). 7H37dae ZFfdE A x2ue] J8e 7R g AR AMu =8 ¥
e Ao NFHY wiEd dAse] Yridte A L9 Hrie M EFY 0ES Friske
F8 827 94

ARHA FRALY RN npAiNE  Aujze] A2 wed fEBUAALL T A
Hl 2 o2l = ARkAQl HAALH EE AZ AAoe diE WA g AMHA AFTE LFHE
WA AHV)e F A sd Abgd di@ AulL oldddlx FgEused e Ao $HI 7
S AR dg AMula7tA] dEY. AT gudX e Z1€HA Aul2e ddu gl aiFd A
28 TFEI}E Aol FAY 28 ZY dRrEe FREL o F /A9 Fofd ¥ T
£ 34 & Q7] WE E WY FEE }A e A FAHY g@IAPN 2 S FA &
& Aoz BoY

ABRA 2 BA Au|29 F2 SAETE B©3AY #¢ B == E73II Parasuraman
So] A3 SERVQUAL (Parasuraman et. al., 1988; Parasuraman et. al., 1991; Parasuraman et. al.,
1993)0) 7I¥te g T3 Ql7] Wio] i oS3 L Al 7HA Adez 7= AkCarr,
2002; Kettinger and Lee, 1997;Pitt et. al., 1997, Van Dyke et al,1997; Watson and Kavan,
1998).
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® 7} A] A (Tangibles): B2 Au], Zu] EE AH|A FARRY] R

® 21 2] H(Reliability): 833 Au| 2o & 2S& FHA FFsA 3 + A

® 354 (Responsiveness): AH8AE E=4FAY A&ET MulAE AFTT IR

o A (Assurance): ABl 2 A FAES] AA T o g Az} UL F 5 2

® 3 7H3(Empathy): AH]|2=A A7 ALEALAA 7)€ olE HAHY BA
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24 A7 &3

7] &5 #(Self-Efficacy)ol@ ojd d& HeHo=2 3% 5 e AN s g 25
2 (Bandura, 1997) A28 EoldAE 80l uKF, ARIIE, A =3 ol& FoA w¢
T A2 AFHA Yo JMEEFHE #3357 A FAFE S A AH_H dFolg
© F 7HA 4& FAY 3ol 7] wWEo HAAE FASE FHES AFEHA AP
A71253A gl A AVReHE nAY W8It JUTh

241 AFH A&

AFH A7 257 (Computer Self-Efficacy)e Aol AFH 7€ A8 + vk A #
3 U 8-(Compeau and Higgins, 1995) =+ AR7|&S& AL & A AA9 FHd g o}
% 7HVenkatesh and Davis, 1996)¢]th. AFEHAZIRT AL ARV]|E LK HokolA B ol A
H7l1E Al QM E vl Fag HFR AFHY g4 53] FRI)EY AEEo8H K&
Aol 4% nxNE JPAsE ¢8A &b (gbaria et. al, 1996, Venkatesh and Davis, 1996;
Venkatesh 2000).

P F] BAeoE AFHE AFLSA ¥ Yol BIMsEr) Wi Apile) Awp =t
FEIE & & A7t w8 ArIE F FFaggALdY A8l 88 3%
A 5 s Hog B 5 Q)

g #
o.
=

o)

242 344 A7ETH

34 A 27] &% 7 (Academic Self-Efficacy)e= &A7F Fo2 &5A43d diAstey 434 8
AAHAE /1AL & Atk BE 27 AAA P& o 2(Bandura, 1997), TS stGof dig &
719} =8 AL E AAsle Fo3% 242 43A gt (Bandra, 1997, Schmitt and Newby,
1986). wetA A AZIEFHO 2 FAL Ao FFde FEA i3 =2 FF+E 7
g 5 UL ¥ FFE ZUste AL 184 G A4 niF AR g HFol &
Aoz B # quth

B A7aTHY FHES FAdolx, AV|ZATY, AT T A MR Aoz e FoF
gl A gl (o, Held, 2000) ¥ AT E /HEARY AAY FAdolx skt A
doz ZAHJ
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3dA+4Ry

o|M7tA gol sHEZAFHL Wl FHA] 24U FRIE AHE, AREFR, d¥eL: aYn AVES
Z 59 olgd wAL Jtew I¥Y-13 2L AFERFYS AU

31 ZRA=ET

Z2AETE AHEEodT 849 3% Davis 5(1989)¢] At A 7R FES ALEIAR
AREAY Z$E Lee(2003)7t AGF EF 7HA &5, Auj2 FHL Kettinger®t Lee(1997)7}
Atd A% 7Hx FE, AFE A7) S5 7L Thatcher 5(2002)0) At o4l 71X FE, U
AN ELeRE Zory, AP (2001)0] AL E F /MR FF 2 d4-8sE AU 9%
Aot g FEd vad Fdd A3 AR ez Jp3ER BHELE o=l Ao
2 Add 953 HdgF 9% 5 F MAE AT

32 ZHETY B34 AZ

D st AGRRALY Alolsl 574 108E PSR 7] Fol 2ALE UAS S
ME 79 & BPo2 ZHETO U 8ARNF FB BAS BAAAL.

aARANe A% £3 AAL AN AS Lol AL AN A FE AL A A, F8He) AL
A5 A E57 dks AREFAS 45 ) shed 9F AN AFEAT. Aux B, AR
A7 252 27 g A% oA A 25 A3 e v gdy Avlasay 3%
FA A2d gl AFAAL. 2 FEo| e LAAAN Y} VHASE E-15 @)
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E-1 24959 294N 2 AYE

e 248 E “_4 A=
A2
Al [T PN LY zapue wey] do 902 [.8818
POl Ssgstn M2t e g&sA7) 4o 911
¢ [oasta 7ML AR3717t 4t 887
Sgstu A 2E e gE odEg o maA AEt (731 894
S8 RN AEE & AE AAANA Fo 846
o g [TERL ARFANLRS RIS hoq 880
e [eglsta AN Ad e ARAAd d&E A g 875
Saletn P A2EL 5 HAE v g4 olsEE 3} 785
S 8ta MR 2d e §83t 726
7oy gol thgsttt. 700 |.8546
7o go] ol B dXsT Yot 727
5 2L SgSEAY FHE AT T3 A 813
AREA | ZuUgo]l EngA A H3 g 753
Zoy Lol TR3A AZHn U 733
ZUEe st doz AFHT Yot 704
Zu4e s AgsEY 699
&S A X 736 [.8971
el A8d g $9g Adz fxg 842
o] Ao disf AzsA SHEEd 827
AMelZ (g7 kR EAE A 2 58] A 736
zx (U9 AR @i £ vd AEAo] A 758
}e] 24 Aol dsl A BALS FA @k 801
o] #AL ol A o} W] i 713
sl ojamgto] AE o]Folx 1 gtk 700
Ut st=dolsl #dd £o4F olddd 4+ U 885 1.8819
AFEA | JEe AFH 22Egols Bdd £48 osd 5 Ut [870
Nasa | UE ZAEHY =49 71%5L 448 + g 843
JE AFEH AR 34 %A@a} EAE 28 & A 757
JE R e #alzel gtk 762
] UJe 32 4E2rde oge FE28 Fohdt 725
SHA U oA FEEE ol afHd wHAAE F k. 761 6200
a5z | dE A AR gt Folad HAE F vid £ Ao 661
JE 33 AU 579

H 2 Ao A dadds 5-29 2o
-2 2a8A

E ATAAE Hgase e HAEY BEL 24Y 5 UAE ATRYLS AN 4 W
W BFHE AFAAL 53 & AT AN gIRdL S8 FEII&t BT
e GUY FEEoE obd RurlE, HAS, FBEL, Au2FISH ol FHHEAA P2
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H = 1 2 3 4 5 6
1. AHE-8o)4 1
2. &4 .380%x 1
3. AR EA .306 380+ |1
48| ~F 4 Al1** 301+  |.152 1
5 AFEAZIEST | 474%* A69xx | 245 A4] % 1
6. YA A7) &5 7255+ .188 -.053 110 263 1

* FAFE 001, **+: FAFE 0.05

FHE HAGE HAA 97t gt & AFAN AME AFEYH SHETEL FF EFHA
A 7HEAH DEEYP g 4FH ATl FLE J1xAsE E8E 5 U AoE AuHA
ol FEAQ WolHE 80l MIHEAE ATste Fuy 7|dAdE Fo¥¢ =72 A
& Aog o4gd.

FFe dAFAAZE OS5 22 AL & F Ik

AA, B Ad7AN AN ATFEYA dg AFH AFold & TN AAE ATERH =
AETE ol &3t A3 JHEa HEEYE AFE davt Qo

A, T93 A7 4% 8§34 Aaoin. AL 89 & AEY AMulxe g8 dF
Az o3 Mulart Agdd. 2¥7] "WEd F o B§Ed ZES A7 HMAME AT Al g
T 39 4771 98s

A, e B2 o A7E 8 o &5 JH3dEH dutdstel g AT R
# Ee JIdold AHH mE7BANA AT HFRAE FFAY FFol BoldA Ae)rt @
T A3 oo w AFAFAE BE Fol7t Q& Aoz e
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