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An Exploratory Study on the Factors of Assimilation Gap in Information Technology at the
Individual Level

1. N8

2sY H2II&(Information Technology: IT)2 J|go M&E COF d2| AALED QU

CHFichman, 2004). Jd2iLt 12 22 olaln 5= SXAF0l g4 JUH=ade 482X
LIEHLHE 242 OHLICH M2 ZE 1TOF D1 A3t g4e=2 s43teD| foihs Al
EO0ILE XAZZ2XD A0 ITE gz &8ss AFX2H0| 2HXEOOF 8 22
S0 Xa22X2 &8s 2 H O

22 A AUCKHTanriverdi &
lacono, 1999: Fitzgerald, 2005). 0|2 22 A S A P8 Fichman & Kemerer(1999)= Ol
£ £8ZA X (Assimilation Gap)E HE36tD 48 CHHDF AaeE O LAdst= AIZE AR

2 HooL D2l =EAX &

O8RS0 Mz =fd ITE siEez #Zo=0 o

> =4
OIEHIOI2, CASE =+ SO Uigt S IH=E 245101 201 UL

0

X2 SO 8% AN 8 240 DESD QJACL' 1 0/RE 2 T 20| Jis3
SEA TS J1S0 HIYdEoz 3D N AL OI2AES 1128 JIs2 Mz 2AG
A 2L A20) BEsk=0 Hd=SS 247 MR0ICH Ol= OI8BXIL 28 ITE &4t
Ho=Z 0|88 |ol 2Rt A2 HE2 0[&O0l otLict KAL) at&olets 2= 2ADIStt
(Attewell, 1992), 8t IT TS {8t EX 720t AHXEAH 1O H1te E=AH0] SHE
2 OFLl2h 2 XL Zelel JI=2sol st Sd(option) 22 JHE = UL, IT FX
Z2FA OIEBIIL L2UM =S8WHS OHASES WL2EIE IJis80l Sotobol WE0ICH
(Fichman, 2004).

012 2001 o2 ol Z2EHE Jis40l 2 824X AU U g7 SUJAE SE0
042 DIESHC Fichman & Kemerer(1993, 1997 & 1999)JF Lglol ARE Sof Ol 4=
NEZetD O =UE ASHOZ BT UK =240 M 20010 1 F0 ot
e ==HZSH XNAZ0HcHE =2 X9 02N HHOE MAIGHD ACH AU O=2
A= MY = RAZ 2802 o HAIE HAP0IHA =82 849 JI2 =@Hel
Hel 1T Olg8XF B8dle +=8AXNE URX AUT| WSOILH Tt =82S Jl=

! Autodesk®] Wayne lHodgins®= AXEg o] o] 7% apake AFEA7 wrehe A Eshe A
of 2ZE9o] AL 1} 2 TA F sty AA s
(http://heidihewett.blogs.com/my_weblog/2005/10/index.htm})
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g2 2o 1 e 3 HEIS0 et 2" |24 (Perceived Usefulness: PU)
ClXE E0l4(Perceived Ease of Use: PEU)Ol Q&g =0t D2l Ol E= PUll &
HAME AE Fas L=l PUs "S& HEAAHE AIE8Is 20l iRl HRLNE o
DFLE SHAFAIZ 23QIDL0N CHEE Dl L E"(Davis, 1989, p. 320)2 0I5t PEUE "S3H
FEAAHES MEot=0 228 =29 HZ st JHelel LS"(Davis, 1989, p. 320)8
SIDIBtC 0] RES 2HotHME OI2H J|810] ADGIN HEJIs =88asS 4o
Fiet et REoR Yol & ACH Venkatesh, 1999).

TAME| Ol2& J|82 TRA(Theory of Reasoned Action)OICH. Fishbein & Ajzen(1975)0 <l
off MICtEl TRA= AtSIAI2IEe] Al AR & oLl EIZ 2 #IQ 2AHE HYdts=
OIZECZM EHES &R ALOIO) EHRIATE HIHEHCICZ AFst 240t CHANO CHEt EHE 2t
H2A0 CHEE EHEE P88 20| SHOICHLI2HE, 1994). TRAN D=2 o st ElE
o FHE Y0l HRALASN YES 01X O SRASTI) S0 LEES 0/ D2l
HRAZO FES DXz 1 22 RIES HZ2A F=2E REE IHE 5t RSO0
2t SEE 0RO &, AIRSASE sS4, oIy S4, a0l s 230 BHE, =2
£4d = 2 AT s FEE 0Xe ASZ 2480 Tetd TRA

L
o
I
0x
ne g

o s
g > BE -> #IANT -> B AANMAOIN TAMS 0 HHES
2

Aop JHel® @320] ol IS 0= HEL RUE HAIE

TAME OI2X J|EH0| TRAOIXICH TRAE lhz 488t 242 OLICH PUS 01890l T
gt XY dEg2 TRAZI= HIXIEl= HoZ JIU2&(Expectancy Theory)0l 218 240ICH
(Davis et al., 1989). &, TAMOIAE LES0! EHEZZS HHZ OIE2AZ 0 24& H&sS 018 =
OlLIcH HEE DIDHE AIE8HK @D JNE A

I 20l BHE2 M2 849X 28 22 L= FBIE 0120 I L2520] AN
LR g B S35 KEcCtD 8CHBajaj & Nidumolu, 1998: Barki & Hartwick,
1994). TAMSl =J1EQl Q|2 Jjgt2 Bandura(1977)2 SCT(Social Cognitive Theory)O0l
Ch. SCTS &4l JHEQl D& s2U(Seli-Efficacy: SE)2 OIEXF A&l s Uist 222
2018t=0l TAMOIA PEUZ AT 0 AUCHDavis, 1989). LAUdtH TAME TRAZRH
SEY =¢&® REXE JIHLL O 289 I8 SCT2 J1U0I&(Vroom, 1964)2 FIOHA
CF EESIALID 2 == AUCHPlouffe et al., 2001; Venkatesh et al., 2003).

BE DIACKL Ol NE ABES A2E A

OO

2o

2.2 Self-Efficacy Model (SEM)

Compeau & Higgins(1995)JF HiA
RUCH SCT= Mol M A&
22 20l S DIt Xraley

roll

SEME Bandura(1977)2 SCTOl OI2H JIgtE Sl
g 0iXle Relez = JHA XA JIE HAlst=0l 1
S0 st DIHESE)E LetCh SEMEZ 0 & DX DI
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HOBEAN TAMZ2 BEJ|=0 Oist JHoI® 220tz Br¥st PE0) SEME 018X+ AHalol
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2.3 Diffusion of Innovatio odel (DIM)
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o -
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2.4 Task-Technology Fit Model (TTM)
AR X HOI2(Work Adjustment Theory: Dawis, 1984)0l JIBtE = TIM2 &2 27,
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