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Abstract

The media industry influenced by digital convergence is
developing in the direction which the media consumers
change their passive attitudes for positive participation on

the base of the interactivity of convergence media of

telecommunication and broadcasting. And content s
progressing toward on-demand service which s
customer-oriented and open. In light of these findings,
interactivity is the most important feature which is able to
shift the paradigm of the media industry and critical success
factors which should be considered in order to plan the
media strategy.

This study is aimed at shedding light on the effects of
interactivity factors, which are main factors of ubiquitous
environment, on consumer's acceptance intention and
describing the role of perceived interactivity and awareness
of media substitution in the process of formation of
acceptance intention..

Keywords: Digital Convergence; Convergence Media,
Interactivity, Ubiquitous Media

1. X &

i

41lE|H A DMB, IPTV, $lo|B. 2 HSDPA § A2 &
mtojEo] FAHIT Qith olE FAWNSE: §3¢¥
lrjolgd  dA oAy FHXE AL
7Vs3tE S S FHIFHEA 73S A Fqsn Yok

altio] AFEE7S) W2 o] a5 A

dAddmds @Al rldoe] EHEL
i

feo] Wsm Qom, BF $RY nltoly
N34 PIFYS HA £FHoIQP oo
£8AE  FARA  FA  2u|AQ

X 299 (prosumer)E BFFI QT o] ¢} o] ERlx
Mul 28] B2aE4 A 542 &Aue WA

Zdx  AIRE

ol ¥HE  ®HIAIIZ
g3 7= T ol HIL U

ole] B ATE EAWE % vudely +¢
2de A3z EA BN FIEL, F2FEAo)
sifole] ok olgdEe] mAE  JFL
g8l a4 sach FAZeERE AR AwEA
ol Ages  SuAHA  @FsA
NEAEYe AZss A% 2ATE EESHA,
£A AzZE Asagiel vdel FExe
AL d%e BASAT. g1 4EFEN
A7tz 2wz £8dEz BA M wlHe
A4 el mAE  9ge  wgsgod,
siAstoz FAYE §% vltold F495d)

fo% dge WAL RoE I FIIEA
2919 B4 BYstel vhAY BHAN =g
s A A AAY & =259 o

2. ful9E 2 849 4R AT

2.1. 25&A849 7

23 3R EH4LE Jd¥gR wiAs
uj A = % THEE = ;A A
AT 5 R tHCho & Leckenby, 1999; McMillan & Hwang,

AEAQ

=
EAOoR

2002; H3FRA, 1999). AzALAHe] A= FH
@4 9] Z74 4 w2} 77 (process) T4,
E-A (features) =, X Z}(perception) 3N, a8 3

tatdd ez UHE £ UHMcMillan & Hwang,

2002). HEAEY AHEE AFUANY AR
2@ ¥FIM  FIds  AAEES AzEd,
g3 ge WY 2FE Fu AEFEAN

ML A2 81 ArHAlba et al.,, 1997; Rafaeli, 1998).
A gAel B F4H AYe AR FAA,
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BYEAFTUA AT ZL EAlo xAHE w3y
N McMillan & Hwang, 2002), <&w37
FEBAZGE  SHAA HISohee,  2003).
B3 eAE AL FAHoE Aurd, ot
el oig AsF}E Az, FA4A, Q3L

el wg A, A AFUANM, ¥F,
ARz, AP RG] dig ARG F g
T8RS0 TRAUY. F5FEAHE B TR
ATE Welle MR s839 A9 Aol AP E
T AR, A FH #HCdAE 2L Az
stestE F8A7F =7le A3F84 FE
Aoj7t A USE BAE £ QUth(lee, 2003).

oEd  AE F8A 8 54 old§]
dAHE A2 FAY BPAN  FIHEA4L
ol s shok & cF.

Aoz YESE el BN ArEHL
A%  BATHE  FF  wAY 4T

AP QAT FES W o}t ti(Bezjian-Avery et al., 1998;
Deighton, 1996; Hoffman & Novak, 1996). Eu}< @}
THIFAH A UEYZ @FstoME AdA oMy
AlEe Aok Qo] 71T AExE, EHx AIZTAE
e sty A&FHQA F3FLo] ¢E ZHu=
RO E o4 #th(Kalakota & Robinson, 2002).

2.2, 33F8HY LA

REAGHE AN FEAS F3 SEHoE
Oo|FofA &= AoR, Felxof st A& =zt
ole] W& AIFEL gx, I AA AL
BE & EH3e thAdA JdolthH A, 1999;
e ", 2005). AZALEA AdY FAHLQU
dalMeE o8 Sdxgol JIEE  AANE §to
£k 2 L(Heeter, 1989; Anderson, 1996; Ha & James, 1998:
Dholakia et al., 2000), T2 3t A ZFA A1 =
BHFeE FFH Fo] Apaloelr, E3 sE9
=2l AZEAEAH dF HiddME fulFAHA
mo] A8 AzFEAHL oldEt=d AU}
ST mEA B dFAME J1&9 289
BEFAEE A7 FHELE Hd 2@ fuFAHA
HBO=E & FAA A HKW 12} Fe}

Kannan et al.(2001)2 Eu}ld 7oA AL 7153}
IR 22l 8 74 4 (ubiquity),
711212 A (personal identity), ] %] 4] (localization) S&
F7FR . EIF Lee(2005)= Eutd A3 AL
ATFE T FFLAL AAFL, E3] fuFHA

H %4 (ubiquitous connectivity) 3} Ak 3}l 7]nk
A| & 4d (contextual offer)S 2uly 37 5} 2
g ReR ) T EXOF A A 3H T
FHFE A }AANM = Fuid 71714
°] &/ (mobility) 7} ujto] & H A 4] (ubiquity)
E42E AA oYMy Azkzk,  QA7E7)A,

A-viA 2 o] FLs FEEEA0] vebd Zold,
o] & 3t BEAEEE iR E

/3% 284 (ubiquitous interactivity) 2 & EAA|&
A& A o] thKannan et al., 2 001).

ol e} 1 (2003) Eutd #AMY A8
Td89l0F AL-8-=} Z A A (user control),
Ht-3-/d (responsiveness), 71 21 3H(personalization),
A A A (connectedness), FHIAEA  HE A (ubiquitous
connectivity), “&3}7] 1A -E A (contextual offer)2] 6714

Q& AR B L™, BH =(2005)2
A HE BTV 43 24 TH4RJALS
% A A (control), 484 (responsiveness),
7§21 3} (personalization), &7 % (playfulness)e] 47}7

AR A 3ot |
o] A T(2006)= ATFEA A7 Qlog Tuidd

Zdlx9 FHAEA FA4A BA HEA(pervasive
connectivity), A% A& XJ(context  awareness),
= o] (playfulness)S AAISFF 0w, o] AF(2005)

71AA A3EE £ 0 FA  WHS-A(responsiveness),
W 2tak& A (context  customization), A| 5“3 (smartness),
AR 7= 733 HAAAT augmented reality), HA|
A Z A (pervasive connectedness), TFAH A (versatility)©]
B3 AL A7+ @ ol ¥l 3t

ATFolM e olEHlRI(2003)0]  A|AlF
224 FALJIFY o] T (2006)7}
A AulAY FHIFHHLE SH4E I
B3 53 vgojo] 3% Fu|FHEHA A Y
F2A FAQQE AFRAF FA A (user control),
= (responsiveness), il ﬂ(personalization),
= 0] A (playfulness), B A A Z 4 (ubiquity connectivity),
Ar3l Q1A M(context awareness)e] AR JEX|E

el R

2ug
AN &

}

N

(L o ofif | o rfx
J

o ok 2> Z o

>

HI - AHAHL G5 HEHEY FHL9

FALAE | e 8 eTA
2827 AIZE, ERlE,
| AFUAC|A A FE| Dholakiaet
AbEAE [AdEYEt] JdEHE FAEE|] al(2000),
A4 FATCEZN o] Y3h=| ol EiW(2003),
(user control) |{ZZe SHAl AH  FTF-E| ol 3 ©(2004),
At E ATEA, 4548 | da€2005)
#HE HA4 38 A
Alba et al.(1997),
Rafaeli(1988),
Al-&2}2] L FAFSo|LH  Dholakia et
2 ALglel disle A S53FIL al(2000),

Bl Ad
A Ns HEaA eud 2 waeooo,
(responsiveness) AT g A, v 7h5A, BHS| o BTl 2003),
&%, g HAALE Ynl. °] % 74(2004),
B} ©(2005),
o] ¥ #(2005)

AFS-AFe] Qo] bE3EtE
A, FE, AUAE A F3]| Dholakia et
7H o) §:]_ %“E‘ EEJ"] , ]:] X] E:'—_:]_ al.(2000),
ST JAlZ)so] diAle] AL EHHA | o] Bl (2003),
(personalization) ;yw =~ Alg xjol ) W&} | uHAS(2005),
AR, AR T AL ol €F005)
L 9],
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o] 3} 2} 9] ”b]' ‘—8— of] A1 Webster et
A2 A (cognitive|  al.(1992),
spontaneity) 2] ANEZEAM,| Dholakia et

0]4 o) A & Ab8-8t= 8% al(2000),

IE fuln AAE HAOSFE 7|+ ZA.| Venkateshet

(playfulness) |izo) g & ALgRE ) A Zbel|  al(2001),

u}e} = % (focus) 7} | ] € F $1(2004)
Aul(fun)®] F7FA KA SR |, vrdg(2005),
7EE T A 1ol ’é:&:(zo%)

P& Aoz date| ) B
Ml AE X

(pervasive a2 AAlAel YEL x{.:g::g’@z],ﬁ
R
BAE BT olgs) T
q%‘gl‘i%ﬂulj— Nt ]
ArgAF Q74 W= (context) ]
REsE Auu AAE e,
B2 AAA (AgsE AERA, AR LHT
(comtext | AT AZF HAg Fe BEN Qo0 0
awareness) (43¢ FRHOZ o] oD

o] 9 3(2005),
RO W)

a3
25

2.3. 4324449 vdo] 54 &3}

71&S] A3 zEAe #d dFES dFEE A
713 4 AN FIZFEAS IdFAtRice,
1984, Rogers, 1986; Neuman, 1991; Steuer, 1992; Novak,
Hoffman and Yung, 2000; Lombard and Snyder-Dutch,
2002). I3t AA oMy AlrE T A
glo] 1A} AWtz AEFHQA  AFF Lo
e B TH]FE X A A = 17438
B3AEE BAE A9A  TEFEE 714
42 @A ®¥iger ZALstA HIJo uehA
BI3FAZAAL wiA SAAES dol AFY AUFH
BATHS A% AP AgFdoZ olg oo}
g3

OolE|¥1(2003)> Euld @AM AFTEREA
TAQQlo] Anixe] Al=el FAEYE W=
gt FujEo] vlX = FEo] it FHIE vt
At BHAE2005)> QUHBEIRTVE A3 L&A
TALRINLE AR} A2t Ele) ¢S njxH,
oy 3 AuAY EBEYL: AHiA FusL HES)
Fojej e 43S wATGy IF{Fh o)A F(2006)=
FHFHE A EAd g AZAd AL
A A 9 95, AFE o] FAFA J4Fe
L R A =

gHH Wu2000)= AHEAL mha&el A= A
T3 (perceived subjective) FZTALAAE AASn
AZtd AR EANE Qe AxARE AAE
TATTT =7 A, AFYANA FEYUIQ,
hsiA 37, AFEH v $3)Y AAF} FE,
AFUA IR ol ot wkg AL 37A
LAE olFA & MEe2A At xztd
&3 287 (perceived interactivity) AlE27} =7]=

352§l vlcjel SHo
Agate) Wee 28 & Avke el
ek BAT ute] GANE Ar8Ae g
Aoz AL FEAE4Y F57t O

A= AFol A F 23} tho]|Fd, FH A+, 2002; OV‘“E
2006). ©l¥F(005)3 o] 35 (006 FHIFHEZS
g749 EAo AZAE AzFEALE HiE

gAY B5ARY FEAE] T vAGD
st o,

o)k ol REBIFNES AV A} AR
ool g auAe  SHozA, HES
WEAel JFe slAE Apo] ARATA

55 211:}(Wu, 2000; Lee, 2003; ©] Y, 2005; °]4 3,
2006).

3. A72Y B 7HE

31. 4+ E¥

B A7E fuAHA @SN SANE §F
aejolel  ABASY  FHLAR Az
HsagAel 4R videl AX  HES
s H4  FFel mAE G s
AZae A BAez ¥k oF A%

APAT2ZHE FHIFAEL BF0A 9 ’b‘i’-‘—}%"é‘
TALRLE AR TAA, WA, A, Fol4

HAAZAA, 38443 9] 67| ey
TEen, Az A3FEAel AAA
A3 ag-g wisEtq AulA 8RR o] fHEC

9&S mFgE 71E9 AF I (Wu, 2005; °|dE,
2005; ©1A %, 200605 vIFOoE FIFLA e
Mul A FEo57ke] #dANA AZ4E A5 AEAe
Age  AZdgok EI gt  FAAolgt=
BAA XzZtgd A5 FLAAL v|ro] o]&F7]d
JeS nXE Q<le] Evty B, vlto] A4
g A "HErF vYo FLRgEY IFS
n| X =2 A F33 .

2] -9 7+ 2%

;-mqqmﬂ% D
L
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32. A7 A4

AFEHN. YEHE $40] H2HE $EHEY
CEERL

AREARRZE AFUAl el YoM FAY F2

K3
=
A AAGEFE A3 FEA 0] Z71E o (Downes &

McMillan, 2002), FAAL vuldo] Au)|Ae oist
A1 2] of) A3l B u] 2] = Rnow

LEFG ] 8 3, 2004; ©JElT, 2003; BFEY, 2005).
Teta 2 AFdME A8 SAAT Az
B3ZALAH T T AE o S o] 72 3 s

IHI>  AEHEAYES  AE  FEFEY
2B 9§ & 7 o)

Alba et al.(1997) HFEAI R IR A|ZFE wlL
AAMdoZ JdEsla=d, SuFAYA #79
AFE 7159 WAzt AL = 737
Rew, WMEA9 ALy} L8542 AzzL

%) z}o] ol ATko| Y2, 2005). BFeA] £ & o] A

Hrlfox kI 2 1o

AT AZE BszFgAdde BAAS ges
2ol 743 3 o).

<IHE> HSYE AZEH F5IE&Ye] S9¢
¥ o/ F X o

MAsE AZFELEES dol 2wy Qo
AFUAIRE 7F5sA dtn AuRY ML

Adste] JHed thekE A ASHE Ao tH(Hanson,
2000). AH|Z} AL HoI FRHIXE FAo7
sitle]l  AMulAE AFAEE Aol ANdHA
onoige] A3 go] A" Aotk maly R
ATolM = 7MAEe AZe AsALATe) BAS
o3 Zol 7t 23 g}

<IFH3>  JQIFE x)2ZhE AFE AL o] S0l F
YL o)A A o]t}

AL EALLE QAlEY g gEY
YAtol E 9] o] L 9] T o F3Hq 33
o] I th(Heijden, 2003). Eo]A L YAlOJE A EZoA

T Sholm(Liu & Amett, 2000), ©]3(2006)=

sol4e Ay mead 2z Azd
Boagdel T 9Be nAdT Y
ey B AFNE wolds AW

SRR BAE G 2H go] M 3 Bt

<TtE4> Fo)¥L FZE HEHEY) 29E
FpL 03 2 o)

Liu et al.(1999) X 2t ZA)o] & 2kgl Foff 3 9] o
T3 FEFE vAGE AL AZsdg 2uld g
FHIFAEA FAME 454 YEHST 9 zwuy
71717 BEF AAE BAQAAAo] TR ZAHAS

ATSEE AFsAENE O F344
ROtk dFE, 2006, ©l4dZ, 2006). Wy B
AT BALZEH A8 FzgAFe

BAE IS 7 go) 7HA 3 B}

<7}E5> HAAGES AAH YEZFEY 79
¥ v/A X ol

FAE &% 12 (always context aware)s F- 8 F K
Mul2e) AlFE AR A5 F8-4d(contextual
interaction: Kenny and Marshall, 2000), 33
71 7H4d (contextual sensitivity: Mort and Drennan, 2002)
$3 fAbE AYY golzd  AgEE
ATHEIEE, 2006). AL AHEAY Hz2E

sebstn At A% @R 2H  AHAE
AZEOEA  AHERelA  Folge ARAYT
JEAg4de A4 FINL S Qe ol
et B ATdME  4BA44F  AzZE

A5 ALY B AE TS 2ol A4 3 B,

<I}d6> YFANYE AFE $EREY £
582 73 A o

APEA2 A2 E FEF Yo FHYEY A=
A

Cho & Leckenby(1999)8} Wu(1999)= A& F-E4 0]
A HEe]l FAZAQ FdFE mATn Rz,
Kennedy et al(2001) 22FQ1 AF§-2F9Le] 45 240
He % Fuigze IFE vt -
o]/d2(2000)= EHtY ZH=e] B3 FLA A7)
A& Aol ke FEFS Foha Rk wEA 2
Ao M = EAR? GRS SR } o]
T8 288 #A & ohS F Zo] 7Hdsk g o
<7}E7> AZ4E YZEYES TEYE Fo)F
S#E o/ Z ot |

<7}8>  AZFEH W HBIFEYE  YEFHLY
7R TEYED FHY] mAHFo FerL
g Zlolt.

A TEA3. ojdojgjAlYy ¢l4)o] +&9E mlA =
¥ 3 |

VY FQ05)e BA WASHY WaE
AAE 715A FAER wlde] dAel wg
Q4]  wye] Fgolme] IFHY  YFe

n[AttE dFEAE AAISIT Frigelrt 7&
p|tjo| &0 FHFAARY EFEF HT ay3oz
FEA7gn AAEHA, I Frigol:E  o-
BE7A 71ES uidoEE  Astoh(Cai, 2001;
22, 2000). 7]E mltjoje)] d]dte] FAIWE g3
r]ele] 7153d 53 AsFgAo]l 7w
FHpEE Au|A2] AlFo] rhsdttE Fo|ch ol# gt
FEARGAe] Z|Hrst AMulA &7 F£HL RS
mholE gty mtolE APHET sleAdS FolA

g = Aze videlel uE AzaA8H Az
AEE & fdolg dAsel Aze sltelE
Fgsted  gEe wA Ao wmepy &

ATNE A2te BEHEHH ool AN 1A
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U ST 9o @A & b go] 7} Aey

9> HFE YEHEYE BTy Y]
R 9GS v F Ho] of

<7}E10> PlOjojdj Ay Q142 &Ko) 29§
¥atL o/ F X o)t

<7}¥11> PlHo] Y Q14 AZE YFIHEYH
F RO TIL B of i) Aol I L g H o)

4. A5 4

4.1. 959 234 399 F3AA

AL & A} EA ¥ user control)

£ AFdX = AR B A A (user control) 2 7l¢lo]
TdH e ARE FAF:, Aol Yt zA4
A AR BES AUse= AxEAM 2FAFow
AYdty. EZAFYEL Wu(2000),  ©)EI T (2003),
o] A T (2004), ¥E(2005)° HAFE wgoz
O3 #ZE 3 ¥ELE YHE 537 HE=
SA%IY. OAFEAYE ®BI] dEE use
AFEA A998 + A AT QAHEA Y3=
ZRZS A SEPYE AFEFA AEE = Qe

AEQ R A7t A Y EF A AR
BF-£ 4(responsiveness)

= FFdAME AR QFAE diEky
A& AAeA BT A 2N 2FAFHoR
ARt ESAFTEL Wu2000), ©EJR1(2003),
vA22005), ©]€9F(005¢ ATE ugog
o3 2L 3 ¥EL FYHE 53 Hx=
£33t QAR @ F o A%EA SHHSE=
AE QAHEAFS] 9T AASA) SHIAFE AE
@AY @ Tl & A FH|7FH A EF3E

7} ¢1 3H(personalization)

B ATNE AbgAtY 2T
AR, AMBAE AFHPFE=
Ao, ZAFPEL
ol %1(2003), ©]¥F(2005)Y
93y #Ze vl EE5E YAE 53 Yr=
339 OUY L7 w3y AHAS
MU A7E 7Rt AR QU 7o 2Esld Fy
R ZERAY AT Ax QUr W3 uAoz
g% =285 =3

& 9] %(playfulness)
B AFA=

tEsd AE,
A 2N ZZAFoZ
Srinivasan et  al.(2002),
ATE HIB2E

=9} (playfulness) =

AHg-2}7}

gltje] AMulAE AlRElE FAAA An =
EATS e AR EAN ZFAHo=E A3}

Venkatesh(2000), Webster and et al.(1992), B+ 2(2005),
°]43(2006)2] ATE HlGoR L} L 47

25 JAE 57 F=2 AU ORI

HElAE olgaima FAIL AMtn m7e
A= QAR AuAE ERgA e AR
gAY E7140] ARFE AR OAERY

AZS FIANIERAE
H A dEd-Y(pervasive connectivity)

2 dpME HA dZA(pervasive connectivity)=
ARERE AAl YA E HEYZA  HSEHY
AAZFO R A3t Mul| A& AT A
AFYAAHE T B3 LE F v AR EA
ZzAoz A3t} FAFELS  o]HT(2003)2
A A d(connectivity) ¥ FRIAE A A (ubiquitous
connectivity) = g3 =s3hsl1 o] 4 F(2005),
o] 5(2006)2] ATE FFI TSH T2 47
gES FHAHAE s5sF FHETE FASIY. OUAY
mtjo] MU AE o]l&T £ e AT @A
o] MulAE ol§¥ £ UE AE QuUYY
MU AE A3 93] AA AdAy YEH A
HA&ol 7bed AE @AA gAY oE
MNEAEHR GAS 3 §FFATAFE

4+ 21 4] &(context awareness)

2 dFeMe A% A2 A(context awareness)=
‘AR&ZL FR7RQlel A g A1z, f4A|, ARE @BV T
22 RE A%RE FEIHeE 1HEHY R
273 HHS HE MulAE AFAFE
Az A FHog A g%d. S IES Mort and
Drennan(2002), Kenny and Marshall(2000), Figge(2002),
olH]%1(2003)¢] JATE HMIFOoE USH F2Z 37

FES YAHE 53 FHERE FHAY. Ov9
AXNE 7Rt A AR MulAE AFHFE
AE @Qui7E ol&37] AGIE AlZke] A AHJ
AU A8 AFAFE A=OUHA HLd ARE
A ZAAE It A3 %A AFHF=
Ax

X2l E 45 2-E 4 (perceived interactivity)
2 dAFdME XZgd A3HEHES Jidel oA

Al AZFHLn JPdxr = 5 UEF
AHg-Akel wiAIZE AFYACIHOl JHEIES
e A=A 0 xFFHoR At
ZQFEL  Lee(2003), McMillan and Hwang(2002),

°]’d3(2006)¢] VTE vlFoE S L 57
Z2S ZFAE 53H HER 233U QAR
alt]o] AUl A7 AAIZPO R P AFUANHE
8t1 ot =7 AR @QAFEAFE] Qe mlrd]
Mu|A7 FZHRFSE $FEITL =7E AR
@AHEA7E vitie] AMulAe] TS v AR
@ridje]  AMulxrt geksidn =7l AR
®ultie] MujAo] HAM 9 2d Azlo] wECy

e ARAE
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ojt]o] gj A4 (media substitution)

2 AFedAE mldo] dAAdL AR AT mlg o
MUlAE o] &3t=dl o] J1E wmdo] oAl
TALE T vYoz diAste] o) L3}uA F=
BAEE ZAFOE Ao}, SAHFEL Lin(2004),
old¢ F(2005)9 ATE uwlgtow e e 3
FEL YAHE 53 FxrgE AL D71E9
gltjo] ERlZ MulAE ANEE §83 udgoz
hAst ol &3z F= AE QR §3E
m|tjo] 9] o]§o] 7|E wlrolg o]g A|zte} = A
FFY Ax QFFE rvitely ofjRo] &
njt)ol ] & S A &R o 3k A A5

T8 2/ X(behavioral intention)

= 47N E FEgEE FAYS §F vgo
MBIAE o] &3AY EROA FHEnA =
=g Ay, EFFELS Compeau et al.(1995),
Venkatesh et al.(2003), YA %(2005), ©]€3(2005)2]
ATE WF2: o453 22 37 5L YAE
50 AR SA% It @ FF FAYE: T

utojE o83ty AL AR OFAwNE: §3
el MulAE Y= J171el: DMBE,
HAETV 5)EF FYstz 4L Ax Q%4

T PIHo] A HAE E QYA det 1 & AE

4.2, A5 2 FETA

= 479N E FAEE §F vidoly WHF=z
Qe k45 (WM H), DMB, ol o] B 45,
IPTV(TVE HE), FUiAE (o]l B 7)< %

Hul2g Bestm, 27 £EAE gAor bl
Hulze) A3AE4 Aol wHel fgelxe
oM YL ux A AFHAG. 53] 7 Aul2s)
M4 g8 27 WAYL Al 27)
F4AE 27 87 WAL A FE412 BI

¥de  {ulFAEHA  FU2)7 AMgR TFS
FTHEE ZAFE AASY F 288We o9z

itk o] AA® Aul 2] thet AYPo] BT 5o
$RAAE AT 4+ gon weEE 498
AN Uelx 24199 Rwe A Bl
AH-8H 9 o,

AA 2 SEHA 71ed S48 71.8%1739),
AL 282%(68F)E  FAHYCH, dAPdz:
304 TmIgko] 59.7%, 3041 oA SR} 4020
A2 Pk, Age] JolME Aol 29%7 AR
BRI, A DA 23.7%, QATRA(AER) 1549
LHEFS T

SHAY viA ol&£MHE AWRYE, UEY o)L
92.1%, A’¢34% 80.9%, AolEu4: 7392, QE Y
o}-go] W mYjojo] thF JELE YME= Ho7
vebgth dd HF wiA] o]&x7 ESHME
SEAY  72.1%7F dY 217 olyE  TVE
AT e vhd, 523%2 97 4 443

ol JEUE ol&3tty @3l AEHY umdo 9
ojgo] AYH HFoT AHYPL ULFE ¢ F
AT} ol ZLE vASSE T FE o &I
ZRx2E 938, Egnl & JdHEHQJUE Zdx9
HlFo] 66%= 7FF =%od, HAdid, A F9
AFYUA A AMHE A7 50.6%, FX, XN F9
AEA R A v A7} 45.6%2 =2 2 Ve Wt

4.3. AHA 3 #3FE 4

2 dAFdAMeE FHLY BHEAdE FFEHI
A3t A EE4(PCA, Principal Component Analysis)
Ao 672 9de AASeE #$UAF 2JAEHS
AR 13  eRIEAL FA4 HYERe
ATE AT ditHA HHeE FAMG st

dole e AFAHS FX3tE HAFo]th(Kerlinger &
Pedhazur, 1968; Peter, 1979; <¥¥3l,  2006).
QAAAFEE B 7]EQ] 05 oS VIELR

&gl o, Varimax 3 A2 & -2t o},
S S ot QeqENH AF H28 ol
LAAAAZFLE BFE 05 oJASE B ZF W
QA7 A#AAI FELE ALE UEINHOT
AAIR 291 o) F BAAH WHLE 76.84%F LERSL) .

H2 - SEHEY T H2009 2 IR F H

.3} Q911|292 24913| 294! 295| 296
0|43 861 234 .124! 069 .085/ .027
=01434 J67, 2200 199 .111| .248] .086
=olA41 6741 .092| .161] .235| .069/ .372
E0]42 615 .085] .204| .151] .i66] .462
5%% | 251 799 .171| 256 .131] .018
ﬁ“%ﬂgz 279! 767, 1721 2890 099 .121
%%"%3 085 685 375\ .132 .143] 350
%%ﬂl, . 134 .559_ 413]  .030| .127| .365

&3 | -

912 43 196/ 228 .780| 224) .186| .166

33} R
AN 240| 206 756/ .280| .159| .112

3% 187 2970 35| 167 a72| 243
9141493 . : . .
A1 1370 291 241 .7921 117 018
A3 185 .051| .089| .774] .188) 275
A2 086 .260| .265| .725| .218{ .089
RE-3-7d3 147, .073| .083| .093| .890 .118
HEE-4d1 140{ .107{ .190| .224| .831] .194
Rb-e-7d2 171 .233] .252] 258 .662] .280
2Rk 279] 078 .092| 065 .159] .832
132 042 299 256| .172| 261 .670
HAsH 213|  .226] .305| .358| .306] .561

Eigen Value | 2.714{ 2.684| 2.654| 2.458| 2.458| 2.399
AdEu]-8 | 13.571] 13.421] 13.269] 12.292] 12.292} 11.995
g%;ﬂ] g |13.571)26.992) 40261 52.553| 64.845) 76.840
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W49l e A5 g4, vite] thA|A A4,
Fgoxe wI Q¥4 A H3IFH o
vebgth 384 E SAsE 35 F Auli9
A Az O3t F3 FES W5 8ol
BAHA g Aoz vely FqEAM A L3t
ol AA ¥3F HHELZ 66.14%%E
AAs}7] AR A JeERG T3 AAZ AA
AP S FAANYD R OZE A4 4= Ut

o Fr.o.
‘{I.‘ag'a

Z3 - FLPETY R JEY HH

_ ®g [ @en | s [ a3
A MR 1 825 071 056
R EC RS 36 160 249
ZRIA AA)2 14 183 121
o o) A A2 725 204 239
A2 A1 6. 108 290
A A A2 s 182 067
A48 A5 842 1721 813 101
2A4d AF LA 151 854 109
AAZrE A5 ALAS 221
2zt A5 2843 132 |
F&o 5l .189
F8o 52 195
F4AE3 226
Eigen Value | 3.555
a3 & 27.347

T3 A& 27.347

tgeg FAFEESY Wd dHdes Brhel
21341  Cronbach’s Alpha AFE AF&3F3 o
Cronbach’s Alpha Al U¥EF o= 07 o]4fe|d
SRATEY AHAPol BAHE ALE En AIx
AL adEAe o8 gHFAdel HFE FEUNS
e r SAHPoH AHE FA dAus ¥4
Zol BE FATFAM 08 ol =2 AlF

ArE HAdoE2d SAYEY AP FES
SR mFO] 2L B FEO
E4- SEYFIY

Y AT

----- FE | 49 |55 [ Cronbach's Alpha
A2} F A4 3 0.825
L 3 0.864
PR B ek 3 0.817
pat: AL Eo]4 4 0.848
HAAAA 4 0.858
A8 A A 3 0.881
,Koégg,g 4 0.833
TEHE oo gAd | 6 0.868
& g5 3 0.810

4.4.7'4 HF

* . p<0.05
*¥* 1 p<0.01
*x% . p<0.001

AN Azt e7bA AZFEAM FAHALY FolA
EALES A WA, A3, EolAd, AAAEA,
Aol Ao 571A 7 feF 0050132 Az dE
AERLAo  FYF AFE vAE LR
FAHA o] Zof| A HA A A A (B=0.241)7
AL 810) A A (B=0.206,)2) EF3AlF WENB)Rte]l B
QEe wE A JER o F 9<%l
A2 Azt b & 4TS wA ReR
el & $8lFAEA UEYIY 7|dle] HE
2utd "ol Aol HAFHWEA o] §A=0]
ol EA T HANA, JU2EA FE Futd wtjog
ERNA QA5 AZFLEHY 4 2de=
AASA B Rez ;AT £ YW ol HA
Fixed ultlo] @A e A324A Azta £
Aols s RHoZ ARz AAFH ¥
Eolx] &3 A7}  AEFHSE WA
Argztel A HA AZALEE AEI}E FEIIHE
AoA BAQAAR T Aol 7]EY F5EE
QR MBog AAHE Zoz FojldEh.
oleof uls] FTAANLE AL AZe] KAt

gL nxx YE RoF Yehged, ol
2Rl o A3FEA Ao dH& AREAS
olx] x¥3} o] b o] FAF £FA4JolY]

Tog Eoldo. olAd HAFH{E EUE
AEALA FALQe FEARY [T FF=
ojd ZAolgt: JHd F IS J1HEHULH,
<7FA2s, <7 A3s, <IH4s, <7HAES>, <76
2 & =] gt

w3 AzZg AzFgAdel oidodiAAd A4
Fgolxo] 3k YT 2F p<0.001Z FO3% FHo=w

-214-



el on, ulto{diAlyd AAe FEYg5e] @
a3 9A Y ez =X JTHB=0.472,
p<0.001). o] 2 X ujtjojo] gt ALEAe] AR B g}
e R S I s RS <7]—f’~47> <7Hd9>, <71d10>9]

E5F AEH .

oz AZd AT vldelgAy Q4o
il EZE ¥3]7] Y siA Baron & Kenny(1986)2]
3dA AAEAES AAENT. 91A AzFEA
FHRAT 4% Afolold MY AEHEA)

AERE A A, BE FAHALASA oA
AzZtd  A3FAEHol FEgxe] o aFHE
A 8= R 22 &l HAo

AzZtgd AFZRLAY  oAEI BA  ZAIS

ulgoz 484 FHLASY WA AZAAE

e Es3 mW, SAN, 9g4, A9,
FFAYHE Foose] HPHY FFL FAA
gt AT ¢ & At W, wolds Ajadye
Azte RAede  AAEIBR okl
Sgasd He 4g4q FYYE @ AoE

ettt § AdEHQJAHES 43 AA oAy
AF4E e BE&IsAHE FulFAEHA
B3ANXY mdo] A Ao g Fad 1
QA7FEER 22 A & F ok

<>

HS5 - é‘igf@_’” -7 2 O’Jvl T &Y EF Z’EE#

o o ZEES L
. EHENES (AR ll}% "‘Jza}%’“ «1 - %ﬁ-ﬁ’r
' Ly ciMash
A}%Z}%zﬂ *é X 0.231 0.231
-3 X 0.256 0.256
A1 3} X 0.308 0.308
Eol4 0.230 0.186 0.416
AAQAEA 0.194 0.214 0.408
A A A X 0.261 0.261
22 WHeE mgogAlyg Adel  AZH
BEAEGAHY £ELAETe] BAE s Aor
#AH% oy, AZE AiaAde lqoitﬂﬂl*é
AL T8 HaFAY FHFAHN} BEF FI%

A2 UEWThE6). olv AH|AIE AZdE
3G e wdolsty AR oi g
@t}g)\o] _j_ ;z]-z.]]y]. HH]A }45_1}_4 ;d;a;e oo]o]
=5 £ e it} & EA vk 51, 0] ] o] =
7)& UlfJOH EHxﬂRﬂEH iakls OME} Het T
TEY P EAsY, oz £ 9
A4 oM AZE AzAFEHEe ABFHQ
FES UR = Aoz 8 A% g Y

Z6- A7E 4EEYH 78 EL Y ZEH

| - HHay SN
sgws | A¥ET | @Ay | Fas
B | 1942 mAad|
,\}gf{gﬂ 0.309 0.146 0.455
ol4el Ang HMBoE AZE AIZHIYH
mdojdiAlg e wiEFd o JMd AF

AT «7HA8s, <7Ha1>S B A o & AEE g
5. 2& 4 AAHA
2 d3E FuHlAHEA @94 FANEs s

sltiele) HEAgAe videl Add HolL
s F44 Edoz AL, vide] gl

QAN ablAte  AWE  AERE e
syoz Fued 25 ANSGT 181
ucjole] ol¥® AEAE B4l Az
AAHEY £4E FH AP vlAE IFL
weln,  489E ¥4 BN AZd
Nsgds el dA4 49 e
FRsted B dENZ AN AETHEA
£312 A% shnzt 3 Rk

A7 Agel o&w, FTANL AT WA,
AQE,  Eold, BAARN,  ABAHol

A58y A7 f9F P v
Gebsch B8l AbgAte] 9AH mol

A% 49 ABA IS eundE o
Wx Astee ARstn FEss AAADY,
Ay e mud 839 54| 7)o

Hag Qe gME ED 2AYOl
gAHgen, AgHELS AYAHE 75 A
oA mltlo] AMulse] HEZE F Y AF

g 7 vield g Z1RAg
5oz QAsE Aoz wEFt EF iAo
1A AsRLAL Av|rte] Xzt AE Aold
FFE A AR VERon,
] _g__;lt:oﬂ ;d;ez-l Og‘%l:_%
ldﬂmlﬁﬂ da A2
Aoz & HYH.

ATe dEAT AEAsd g8 B Ao

Aul2g BA

@70] FEH st Q= 27 AFAANY
NEReA G AFold, FF ogHoz Hrh
AusEy god 874 WMese g4 2w
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