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© 59| Bk vRIe BuHES ol DASRE Jhske WS dud sk Aulaw wsksha glek olef w1 A
o wHk] Ak A gl thEA S48 s Al 02h, AN, N2, £84 SR RRE s ol
ko) o] o] mutel a1 FAlAle] Fgole] ofmigt e MARAEE EAs, Vol mule) Pae] 5ol
wile) are] WEwe| ofue Y VIS wAT,

F|¥E: ZHIY QE Y (Mobile Internet), B HIY Z 1 (Mobile Advertisement), 7|4 &(Technology Acceptance)

LM 2 wnked Farh 2Rl FI ARG thie] AR dehA

Rk Faapdel ERlehs B g 22kl ZEAL T2l A
el gare) vl 27lels ojgAle] dlefedlol g ofgel ol Hl o] Al L el0 S10 Al o]
24 3R} SMS(Short Message Service) 2 MMS(Multimedi S A7) AR o] AP 8 71gele Bkl gl
oA g 21l ultimedia o _ . B
. N . Aolct. At FellA] mutd AREAREC] AEE Q= mat
Message Service) & FH5a= Aol 38 olfgich s, gy o C o T TSR A
A Fare] 54 BHske A et + Stk

=t 77 el wEh Bl Faw 7|Ee] FaL Felele
t27 ol 52l 9] To 72X Qe dr|E Bslo] ]
A URE ez, ik HEARE, 58795 AIZAIE 5] 7l
5 fsbr] S8l oAl WAR] BaL 2 S| Aot
uld, vjtle Fag B3 aAERRE JUElE S dax)
Sk AHl=E B QIPHKT E71&d 2010).

Tkl Fagh FARJIEY Mu|2g o83t olgxlollAl &t

He A eR AXEHA Falal S Aol

webd, 3 Qe thest 2o ATEAL skl 97

= =
o} el mgln Exh} &4 Zo] uhHo 2 B wAAE
I A R R U SA BHSS R IINE R e mole ae) 540l e s wil)
%3t0] olgAERRE lieks Wg-S Aun sk B9E o) _
o] Aol P WSS FRHoE 1AL o2 95
FCHA719, 2008). o]2fgh mutl B AgAIEe Bay] &
] TEe] AYATES vk w A Aug S
e wlEkoz SMSU MMS 9] tokgt wie Bal, mHil -
24, 2 a7 wild Fug olg o mulel Fus s
AhgAPEe] 1} 47 Teln dahe BnE we 5w A9
e Zeiol o] EAlE 2SS dpoR, mrRl Bae] gelwel mk4d of
Q= < =AW
o wgk ZrRl Paie] SAdo] FS mlErkE B

139



HRAFEYEs S

I
Il

ok

£0i3| =2% M21A M15 (2013, 1)

A, 2 o] BAARE vigo R je) Bl Bl

[¢]
e Sl 222 AEE T e v A E Alsditk

Il =i+

1. BHi Zmo| 7id

s4al(advertisement)i= “7]got 7IQl, TAZ} = viAIE B
all, ARale] AE, Aulx, A, A 55 gEl7] Sal sk
7 Argerolgta & £ ek 1990 3k o]F SlEYle]
Hio] ZbeA] QIETUl Fart A2 FaiA|EA] g
3L o, HIl= o584l Tiee] F4g Wl o5 s) 7t
PAe] F] F7tel Y] mubd Farehs A= FamiRzt
Tt e 7S v gk

2rld Fal(mobile advertisement)@ o554l Thly] &
FARIE S| o] 83te] AL AEANA 22t 2, &
g, A T tksE o R BamAIRE BEgto 24, 1
S 2RE ofze] ZIHIA S olFoll] S5 =S ofnsh
tHeldEy) u&d, 2005).

Fo] mutY Fars AR HE 7§ Sl B33k A4
By Fart Azl we, 71Ee] 2Hld Batdkie & 5 gl
o Pulld] 3 el o GEjr|t]e] 7gke] muld Fant
DMB 7%& 7[Rk 2 3= DMB ¥aL 5<] e sk gl
o} o]eel, nAE HAol wet ez 7egar, Az 7Rk
oL, I AR BB dE AR A, f1A) 71
I T ofe] 7] FelE sk irk

2, Bl ol Ed

ke Favrf Zia gle A Al Sdo=s Adet Ak8#k DB
£ o83t EpAE Bt 7hssh BR9Ie el vehdicke
FHociMass & Targeting). T W] 5440 2= Tupd thi] A
A7} 24X7E B FhshE mtie] T ]d] Y8ks AR g
FE AL = = Ho|tlAnytime & Anywhere). A HA|
542 ke gars Q9 HHQ, HAE Fof 17ie) nhgde
g2 28 Y557t 7FEsscks HolckMulti Interactive). U]
WA 5292 the FaL ntielo] vlste] Aujzloz At vle-S
B3 HAvhe] Ba&I} 7Fsstrhs otk Cost Effective)(KT7
A2, 2011).

Tk gare] 5443 ddste] £3-5(2002)2 b Fae
71Ee] Famixlels 2l Alel vk xpEe Fart 71sshH,
AH ol ARE AT 71E Faehs g 28]

Ir
T

0

LN
o, ofssl7lEe] Wl wet 1o fAE THeE
& Aul= o Fars Aled 5 lkar Fgeeltk =3k, ot
B(2003)2 mmkd Fare] i 5448 -84, 7H, HeA,
78AVd T& AXskler, o2dt ofg] 7HA] EAJE0] mhkd 3
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9] e B RS wRAL vk FEskeick
ollells= Euld Fart AU k= tiEA B4 711, 914
714k, 4528 So] EA5hH(Carat Interactive, 2002; Kannan,
Chang & Whinston, 2001), o]2]gh Zuld Fa1o] B4 2 =
< 538 7IHELe A agHo) 7)Zste] madE]e] g
< Sskst 4= JtkNewell & Lemon, 2001). 531, 2rld vl
o} & ARuAleld aEAdS Siskelr] Hsl alo] WAE
A & JET s Ade el & F dvke 548E

AU ek

3. 7lzrERd

AEA|2E] Fofox] Pelelw Bl AAYLLE EslEal Alwg
th3E7] o]2o] Davis(1989)¢] 7|&4~&= < (Technology Acceptance
Model, TAM)o]H, o]zf3l 7|&=g79e TRA(Theory of
Reasoned Action)2] H¥ 0 24 ARA:E| o] ALEA} =8-8 HdTg5]
= ol &8¥ar 9k

A Davise FEA|ZE] ARgafe] Al~E 48890 J3FS
nxE FQ WA AdX)E f-8A(perceived usefulness)@} ¢l
2| ARg-gol4d(perceived ease of use)S FLlEh= FAlol o]5
WHrEo] FEA2E o] ARgole]| ol PR WA= 7S 2
Agro 24, 719Ul BEAAE] AMgALES] BEE dSsiE &
B3t} stk

2 el mukd Far a2t oust A Bl dar
E T8 Avelr] Slste] 71E ARAR] Vlsrgnd
(Technology Acceptance Model, TAM)S ¢37-2] 0|22 E8
ol-g3it}. el ol Ve R dS Ve muld Fare]
gl mutd Fare] ot S44E0] B = VA=)

e v Advgslet 283t

lll, A=t

1, g7 % oM

71 mujel el wabgel B s v i
A ololAla QIek §, 71 QFFEe] e 2 gkrole}
0ol mrll Pare] S5 A1) A, o2Hd, BA, A1
4, 589 SO B BRI 2l Fan g4 o)
3 HES FRH0R NG P g PEsich ek

ofol wel, 3 FPolAE <Y 153} o] mekl He| of
W 5ol mujel Yol BIY(BAFEIE, PIUAEE)|
W e VRS RSk s, ol lste] thet

oui g

e Wi +BIE o

ol g

e

(ag 1) 7Ry
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7P D) Bk gare] S mukdd 3L el 5

) gke nd Aol

71 1.1) wulel ae] felshs wujel Bm Srgelwo]

B4 e v Rolk
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7Ha 12) wnked gae] ) mukel Bal g2l &
A2 FFE A Aol

7P 1.3) Euled gate} eepge wukel Fal pgefwel 5
B FF= 1A Aot

7P 1.4) Fuid gare] AAgE wuked Far pgolwel 3

44 % 13 Rolrk

714 15) mik Y] Azlde mikel P gelwe] 3
4 e v Aol

714 16) mik gane] 8¢ mrhe) B fgolwe] 3
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2, ok gl et
B drdME dTrERE @Ade] dete] Sl el A
P gl Huld SIS o83l e ARES tie s
A5 ofzfehtt. ol5 B3, Eukd At AYL gl vhdst
o B3 g, i Bakdd Fa VST S o)

AA=E A 53], £ AdelME SRR AEde
Il @d71E T8 Bkl Farg pale
UE ARES tPez HEAE 2RItk

= Skl gare] B
|5, TER)S B AEA 35S 7Y HxE 7AdsleH,
AEA ] WiE Y BrE flste] 2diEsd oW dAls -89
Sk 2 A7) AEA] wiE B ST RES 2012 109 245
B 2012 12¢ 249l AA o]Foixom, F 60055 v 3}
48595 33l Ik (38 80.8%). ol9} o] Brd A F
ox] Bl FUS gk &3t SHE A 52 Avd
Eol| B35l SHI A 55 Alefste] HFH oz 4828
(80.3%)9] HEAE WFo R BARAE AR

£ AolME SAREAE 918te] SPSS Version 18& ]85}

o, o]F Fal it SARRAENA B AR =R, Rl
A, 3HEA)S ARSIk
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v, Azt
1. 7|1=8A=M
11 SERt 2PEAN Sy

MEA SHAEY ATEAH 54 BY, JEst At
2297(47.5%)°1m] ez} 2537(52.5%) o wfetEiolet. 13
o] - 20t 21315(44.2%) 0™ 30th= 1297H(26.8%) 0=
sfepsigie.

el Helo i Rl Aol 1987@L1%) 2 73 Bk

o BAlgo] 122W(25.3%) 02 VrERith SRtrte] AFAR=
A7VERA AFAPL 182%(37.8%)2 7 e BES e
ok w9k 4 W A5 A9 1009k mvto] 166
(34.4%) 02 7P¢ wokon] 100~1999H0] 1217(25.1%) 02
TR} ek
1.2 ZHIY CIE4l ol 54

AEA SHAES] Euld o] 24eE 2Y AcE
(2G/3G) o84} 13778(28.4%), ZmHEZ 1887(39.0%), ElE-2l
PC 3l EE 127%(26.3%) 08 Vet 5Ake] difgo] 2}
EZS ogate] muldd IElE ol8shs Zlo& vehitt
vkl QI o] & Fhee 7N AMShE SHAPE 1507
(BLI%) SR 7P =/ veRdon, 1 thgog ols% 1314
(27.2%), 23 100%8(20.7%) <] <o et

Tk QIEYl o] 83l5re] B9 A Mt 53] mlwk olgAp}
14174(29.3%) 1212 303] o) ol8sh= SHAte] 9= 121
8(25.1%) o2 set=Egict. ¥ Bt mukd Qe o gAj7ke] 7
4 divke] SHAE 402 o142, 29.5%)0190oH, 102
nei(155%, 23.9%)°] 1 th2-2 A8k UAck
2, Eltd 3 AE2|E A
21 B 2M

B Aol o83t gl muld Fare] 54 we} mukd
Fale] EIARS(GEeE, vER) i EEAE BAE)
OJste] Varimax W2 531 Q Q1A (factor analysis)S A8k

St

o5

22 A== 2

(E 1) A= 24 Aot

0l shE$ Cronbach-
JHolst 5 915
Held 5 929
QEMM 5 923
S
4HN 6 918
Al 4 928
a4 6 947
DHf! 2 OkEEL 5 945
E&H
DHlY BT 420|E 8 979

B ApellA o83t gl gl tigk 8RN Ans
EQE A7) 2w 555 vofsly] $18te] Cronbach-«
AL B <3 1>9] 2lEs $4ERE B & o), 2
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=2 o= ol
3. IS

B el AAst RS AEs] $lste] ool o)
o538 HE-A (multiple regression analysis)-2 AAISFICE

ol g £Eolxzto] 3lFEA 2ot
EF3t
HEES A | oo | B BB
saw == L | en E
B == e HE | SEE |
A A
(A=) 3.000 453 6.618 000
JHolst 210 091 149 | 2323 021 481 2078
2| 200 100 140 | 1992 047 403 | 2484
2t 251 068 195 | 3,665 000 699 | 1430
AXM 116 116 080 | 1.003 316 314 | 3187
A=y 222 124 155 | 1,789 074 266 | 3,760
724 265 122 189 | 2168 031 261 3.828
R
Solsts Az
F Solate RO RAE | T
3835 000@@) 247 261 045
(&% 3) ZHlY g1 $29|e}
2elgl 27 BEEZiel SRIEA 2
FE
HEES A | T | B SR
cotn A% Solet
SEHe = t
EER -
I e ZHiE | VIF
Xt
) 432 | 094 4608 | .000
20| | 872 | 022 | 871 [38833| 000 | 1,000 | 1.000
F S R RAg | o
e
1508.017 .000 871 759 758
(B 4) AW HEHe oo
ek Zaf
P 1) 2ol #ae| SN2 SuiY B3 +80ls0 el
S5 gse oig Zort B
71 1.1) DUl BT0) Jelsls BuiY 33 S8l N
S oistg 0ja Zolk H
e 12) @HiY BT BRINE Suiy 3D AEelse |
S5 oistg oja Zolck B
M 19 BuiY B30 22ye Buly B2 SElRd |
3EA 82 0@ ot -
e 14 DeiY BT FHEE BulY 3D AERlE0 |
S5 gistg ola Folck
71 15) el BI0| AElME PuiY B ROl N
S5 oistg 0ja Zolk H
71 16) el ao| s8Me DUl BT +Bol= o
25 gag o sort M
19 Suig B3 480ls) 524 BuiY 1 "
A=
BEEIl £2 ol

<E 2>oA HE v} o), mujd Far
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S} mmiel P

w9k <# 3>°ﬂ*1 = npe} o), wubd Far gofwmet
o Il WEgle] Aegs vlotel Hufolr o2
o ol Enkd Bar 8oyt mnkd Fal v

2 JFE naks Bz FetEdek

SlelA] s njel o], rmied Fare] 54wt mukl Fal
FIY(Eols, et ARAE SR 2 Ayl A
et AHEE ASE A v 2 &, < ol B
= Hfel o], & Aol AR TR 145 AR BE A
T7Pde] AHEIES & & U

V. 28
B QFpolifs A2 e Ze v Qe mlel Bag 5
o5 mr}el Pare] ofmst E4ol

el Yol gl o
1 W] JE AR FuskaA sk ol weh, =
o) ol ATt mHI B] AAREe] QNEE sjelst
7] $l3te] MEAE olgt BALNE sk

¥ oA7e Fa ¥t @ PIAS A0S ok thest
2ok

A, B Aol ATRIY S AFe) Skl 3
B2 AR ol Fall, ThR ekl Hx 54 Folk]
el B g elwo] BALR folgh o] gL ow
e w3 gle Be AHels) B, oBhd, Ael, 8
4 Bow sjetugl

S, mutel P sEelmsh w3 wEwiie) By
& Sl Splel SR dipislont ol2 o S

Ay, sk gane] SXdut mmpl Fal ET%“(—’F%?/]E =
EREe] ARdE TR B el & @U} 04—?7}* e

o) eleke] B Aoz, Tofel el
AAS) FA7) A 8 S £4e F 4 S Tl AR
2 TS Qlche SWe 1 ool A,
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