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An Empirical Research on Important Factors of Mobile Internet Usage

Hoyoung Kim, Jinwoo Kim

As Mobile Interet users grow rapidly, Mobile Internet Companies will be in a fierce race fo catch a new
customer. In this situation, companies want to identify of what factors make peoples use Mobile Internet in
order to develop the effective Mobile Internet services and fo supply the higher service quality. However,
prior researches on Mobile Intemet focused on technical area such as higher data delivery, efficient
compression of images, so they do not have given companies beneficial materials for making fascinating
Mobile Infemnet service. To offer the service development matericls, this research investigated important factors
to use Mobile Internet from the viewpoint of customer. Moreover, the sfudy was progressed how much these
factors influenced Mobile Internet actual usage. After being surveyed service adopting model and significant
factors in Marketing and in MIS (Management Information Systemn), this sfudy was suggested Mobile Infernet
Adopting Model reflected in Mobile Interet characteristics. To collect the effective data, Infernet survey had
been done for two weeks. The respondents were identified if they were real Mobile Internet users and how
much they had used Mabile Intemet for a month. The results were that important factors of Mobile Internet
usage were Usefulness, Usability, System Quality and Instant Connectivity. Perceived Value of Mobile Infemet
influenced Mobille Infemet Behavioral Infention significantly and Behavioral Intenfion had a significant effect
on Mobile Infent usage by results, This paper concludes with discussion of these resulfs and their implications
for researcher and Moblle Intemet company managers.
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AAH 2 2okl JAEY AR A7 #
Ao 2 Z7leln Ytk A E Sof, 98 NIT
DoCoMo9} i-mode 7}gAk= 23 5009 HE
dojpon 4 el 2o vl ik o] &
1&g Holx ¢t} Economist, 2001]. =3 3
T 2 d o) AAA AT 489 19 Jrhe-
159 9 7lko] Eutd el AHEE Ao,
HA B2C A7) 3589 1 7hgFo] Hupd Q1M
< 53 At 24 RAolgn FHAAAIE,
2001a; Standardkorea, 2001]. &8 muid Q¥
Y FaFolgial B ¢ Qe oA 2aky
JEY Ao 7534 dis] FARAL H77}
WA ok dE E9, PlF9 HPolx B
Htd QIEfY ARgAbE wd 700%E £EE &
T2 G434 Z7bstn 9len, 20033449 =
6,1509H3 Hxr} 2utd QEEE AHEE Ao
2 A AEI JHAAE, 2001]. 2utd Q1E
U AT 43 S7HRT oflE 7 B
A 71z HER 8, FAAGL A K4/
=4 FAAA FAd/dolE HFof AFe R )
2t} (Paradigm)o] AHH L Y& F=714 4
Zo]tHNUA Internet Survey, 2001; Bi et al,
2001].

olglgh F3el A AgatEC] mutd AUl
& AHEste W 9%E VAE T8 84S
W& I3 WS Fastth 1 olfe AA 1
Aol F83HA Adshs AHE 898 Hetg
S2H Aul29] AHE TFXE ATV AT
719 ALE BEEHoz wjE T 4 7] W&o
t}Liang & Huang, 1998]. ¢]& &9 Uil A}
g P Txe) WA e VEES
Fole o Foddths A7 WRoz FYE
& AolEg o) F2E BaA D57 A
22 2YE FAEHHPark and Kim, 2000].
S WAz Bug QYT 2L A2e 1es
&3 AulzTt XA $85H7] e

AHE g g A7t FRsHA dAE S
tHFranklin et al, 2001]. <& E°}, R E0] A
AFY 2L Mulxg HAdsAY AT
H Zg37 Ase 89L Fo} TR W
BASAY e S gets AATLEA
NG AFY 4 2 T EEE =Y F AT
[Venkatesh, 1996]. 3t MA|F2] & 3o
A9 oFdx EUS HE Hods) g3 ol
AAsta e AFS ML) A HER
2L 5 7] BE A 8 gig a7
= 7199 g3l F83it

oy 71E 2akd el g d4te o
3 e EARE /AT vk AR 2upd
Qe g WEe dpe 14 FAHY
drrE 7le FAFA dd XeHA A
tHKristorffersen & Ljungberg, 1999]. wtAd,
nAe] Bt Y-S G oA AR
&9, 2utd AEUlE JEE 3 b oA
ollg 22le FE ndte X¢ #HUH AF
7} B&3 Aotk F AR, ol AT7E F
8 miote F8 a5l A4 7199 F7% o
H #AAE ZeAd g A77t REsh 1
olfr ATt AAl F8% A FHA, AE
o] Zuld QAU AHE HEsA" 7199
A3 dlolEl & A7) YEIL, FF AR REg
S nA e g gL 8UEHY] #AE 1
galop 3t7] wEolth mxHo g, 7)1 {4
Ao} g wWAEY FEHE Eutg <
Eule] 548 wdd A7 BE3v) A& &
o], ZrtY QYIS Ao Fokz] ¢k31 o=
Zo| M} AHale] Bag BEE HASAY A
H|2E o] &8 4 Qlrh ey o] Ayt
oflz}, BHF /&Y FA, ¥ My 45
Z Q% AT Aujx o] T @S 7RI
2t Bhagwat & Tripathi, 1994]. ©]$} o] 7]
Z vjd)9} o2 2l el 54og s
=2ukd Qe MHEIAE AMSSHE I EC] oy
3 898 F8sA AL Ao HHE" A
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Aol o] <ol ALa ol2He w73el s
499 Zolth ol wigow & £ 979 7

43} a7 w3yl ANE Aotk olojn, AT
o ALEE A7 W, AT AFE AX L, o}
Aoz A7 Azto] B AL L AL
s AEE Aol

I. o2 w7

muke QY Aulze) AHET BEg 7)E
ATE U9 BES Aot kA B dTE
REO|L} Au 29 ALE Q6] UI§ vHAE
AEA2E BEopolAe) /& ATE AT,
0|2 wlgom muty AEule] ARRd Fad
AeS M a5 2zt
2.1 AE 9 MHIA AKR0]| Ci3t 7|1= o7

Tolman[1932]0] 017ke] o]2)#j¢) PE-& 4w

317 93] AAsE Y Mends-End Chain The-
oryE 7]z &, Dodds¢} Monroe[1985]+= A}8-A}
Heshe olgda mae AN
o Slshy, AERE0] HES
/;,% Ao &3 EA(Intrin-
te)$} AFE 21291 EAJ(Extrinsic At-
tribute)ol] 035[}% EL}—‘E £ ZAolth o|#H3 Do-
dds$t Monroe?] o]&# ¢l Rdl& Zeithamld]
&) Bl ZAgE Uk Zeithaml[1988]2 Do-
dds and Monroe8] =0 EHs}A AA8}1A]
% 99 27 $RANA 717, B2 180 A
o AEE AAGeH, o)F ugo g s 2dl
o AA Atk $#, Dodds and Monroe[1991]&
old AT ALY AXNESY RIS 2|
#Q & =Al(Stereo Headset)dt AAA 7] ¢
:rLUH AgS Fo) 4FHoE HAFHA ol
gl A7 E 7]2 2 Cronin et al[2000]2 7]& 2
Fo WHE dFste] Aula G M=
AZE 747} AHE oA Fag d%E v
A8z} npA|2he 2, Rogers[1995]
B AR 9l A2 Vot Aol /i
| 857 YeiMe A8 7HA 83 2910
Ao, ol#d 8RAES AHIA
olugl 71dollAe] BRAJ2E ¢
Fol JAME F YA AMEEHI Yt
[Moore & Benbasat, 1991]. g+, <19 1> A
BE AA Y, Theory of Planned Behavior(TPB)
o] 24| A, Ajzen[1991] ey 7 v 39
B4 59 Q0] AFolv AHlAE o] &3l
A} BH 91718 o)A (Intention)ol] S wIX|aL
o]¥ g oxjol| o3l AR AA FEoIY A
H| A& o]&(Behavior)3ttta 43T} Ajzeno]
Agte 2L oiA e Fopint o} FHA
28 Fop M ZyA AEHE Row YE
Wit
olate] wiAEl Hotof| Ao AFoly A=
o] AE 2dS A s, AHEATE AE ol A
HAE Jdegke o 9%S vAe 78 8

AES A BRER ok 94 5

o
e
A=
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_ | Behavioral

Attitude
Belief about outcomes x o
Evaluati ¢ out »| towards
valuation of outcomes behavior
Normative belifs x »| Subjective
Motivation to comply norm

Perceived likelihood of

facilitating/ inhibiting control

power

| Intention w| Behaviors

occurrence x perceived > Perceived | .

<% 1> Theory of Planned Behavior

A AL 3, o] F 7HA) EAo] AMEALY)
A2t FHA el 4FE T3 NG9 R AE
ojuf Mrj2o) A3 BHEE PFoR|o] P
& o= Aol

3, A RA A" ) ALET 8| Davis[1989a;
Davis et al, 1989]& AR A AH ] AL Q0&
AH37] 98] TAM(Technology Acceptance
Model)-2 #¢HlAT <28 2>9x Be A
3, TAM Zdof oj3ld, ALgaIEo] FRAIAH
& M8l T8 89103 Xzbg A4 (Per-
ceived Ease of Use)9} A|z}¥ §-&Ad(Perceiv-
ed Usefulness)& AJAI3t4tl. Davis[198%a]:=

e

Perceived
usefulness

AR 87 AZR AHEAdo] FRA2H Y
ALen #EY "X (Attitude Towards Use)ol
8% 9L vAga F4Yh o3 HE
= AA Al2gY AT 3EE PF A (Be-
havioral Intention)o] F&-& wix3, PF2A
7F AA AEALH O Ao R AAETE o]
£& AA3ATE Delone & McLean[1992]&
71E9] ABAI2=E ] o|2AQ] AT AFFH
AFE FHE AHALHY HFH =YL
93 =dg AA)sHy. DelLone & McLean
[1992]2 A" Ed7 FH FF& ¥¥S
o 7FA] Q40| Alade ARl AEA

Perceived /

ease of use

External Attitude Intention Actual
variables towards use to use System
use

<% 2> Technology Acceptance Model
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2ot OIELe ALSOl BEE olxlE B2 2olo| UEt A5 oF

I AR RER AP JFE v
I ST o o] AHAI2E Hole] =B
gl B, AHSAbe FEAI2E ) ALg 3
o AHEAT 84, Azde 3, aEa A
A Gl M F2 FFE wevhe
< €+ Stk

At 719 wiA" I ARALE @3
AR ZdS 2ukd U ALes #Eg
Aol HEstrlole 2 7hA] ofele Aol Ak
A AA= 71E viA R R MY A7e 2
v QHUe E4E dd S advt BES)
ot 2t AedY] 7bg 208 549
FA AEAYL 71 ofud Ajzgloly Ay
£ ZolE £ gle mukd o] Ad
LA Edolrt EE A Zrid JHYL Ala
Ho] Bgsta AuiHo R ERE ey os
ARE3E7) oA g AT QlojA] AR
AN B2oid Abgsted FAF Bl E B
o] S7Fshe Aotk whebA o) e A vy
AR A 28] st F wale FRAL
g Fokoll Ao} Ve AHERED L Ve R

A&FE ez & o] tiiie]r] g

ol L

Y,

=

zutdd e 22 H8317] Y 719Y
o] HEALEHS AT FHEE AFE 230
opd Aol 93] AHE-she A Fo AL o
FAHL AR Q7] WEo|tHVenkatesh &
Brown, 2001]. wh2}A, Butd AHHe] 8 AL
£ 71940) obd AfRIe] 7] e Bk <
Hulo] 2@s 2 2de] Hasith

SAHAME ol £ EAHE HEs)
93 mubd Ele] B4 e 2uky 9l
Hyl AME i3 A8 9S vXe HeE
A A8t A; gt

2.2 £ W9 FEgU A

.l

2y

B AP 7€ £ AFE vge R 2uky
AEIY AFE .9lel thdt ARFAE AAlsaL
A e AdFEAM, 2 A7 AHEE T8 g
o} At 2L <1y >3z}

2.2.1 734

&/ (Usefulness) o] & x| Fo] 1A 2

<ad 3> A7 29

H12d M3=



2ot eleulol Atgol Hag o

[ZE &8 0l it A4EH AF

g3 F= 77t 7189 AFRG Stk
QAHE A=F T3HRogers, 199%5). &, A4
Fo| 71& AFRT Aol 75 ALy
£ 7 4d A& A AFT § /-84
o] A S, AFolA waA gt

Parthasarathy & Bhattrcherjee[1998]= 7]1&
o AR AF $HEH 2 U3 A8 E AT
e 2! MuiAe 840 FEE ) 4
g g d7dnE Sy =3, 7Y
WE-9] A2 83 @#Hg Karahanna et al
[1999]9] Aol oJatd, =L Al2He] 7]&E9]
AlzE] B} Aoy 715 HolA Holjd o, A}
SAEO] AES AI2HE A 5390 A
ol AFHUE oje} Zo] AR 71&(Information
Technology) #oFoll 11 Azt #-&3(Per-
ceived Usefulness)& AM&A}Eo] 7|&9 AlA
& ASAY A o QoM F83F 2
A2 AZH3 9ohSzajna, 1996; Mathieson,
1991; Davis, 1989].

2utd Y AMEH BEHONE F-84
Zdo] ZxHa It & Eof, Zuid ¥
U gAY A8 #EE Pedersen[2002] %
o] Aol o3d, 71&9] Ao Adstd 7}
219] g A7 2ukd e ARgo] JES
e AME AFEa ok &, 71E A
29 2pdstE JhA o] AlFGRIE 2uid 9F
8] Ao Fa3 89102 248 Aolt}. o
& HEE £ dA79ME g2 2e Hd e
AAst AL gt

H1 2utg AJeidl 9] H8 4 (Usefulness)e
EZnted QIEfule] 1 Zg 73] (Perceived
Value)ol] 93& w)@d Aot}

2.2.2 24 (Usability)

AHE- A (Usability)ol g AH&A17} AjAgle 9
A AHEE & e AR E TP rHVenkatesh,

1996]. 71& A7 93id, Abgo] Heldh JB
A2zEe 034 @ AZHRG ARRREY
o3 AHEHE vl g0 Erhe A7 A7}t Bol
AAHE 3 UcHDavis, 1989; Segars & Grover,
1993; Venkatesh, 2000]. Rogers[1995]= AF&-A}
7} AFY AHEHE §53%e ARt wESE
AAF] Aol $88E SE7b BEThe Al
4¢ AHSY. Nielsen[1993]& AE4E ¥
ot ol AR AT A2WE BRAL
Z AEIHES 3= Aolge FAReH, AHE
4] 8A4F A2FE Gy AHEEH] AR
(Ease of Use), AFE A4S Ao} w)$-7] 484
(Learnability)5-¢] 8 4& AA)8l1 Ut} Ajzen
AN= AL =rle AE AR ofEe
Ax7t AAZR of" Mu2g JHE A 23}
= e 48 WAV 9ee AHsk gk

2ud QElE 7]E9 & Alad Bl
& AHgAFE o] AHEslEHl B o 7HA
3 9ithBhagwat & Tripathi, 1994]. w}e}r] &
vt JEUS HeEsA AT 5 e A=A
it AREA7E Bakd el tis) =7 v}
29 Az zol7} Q& Aojth o] @ =&
vl o2 o e M-S AASt A §hk

H2: =utd QIElo] A}g-3}7] Hesta wy
7] 412 AM8-4(Usability)-2 2xld <1
Efulle] A2Hg 7R o] Fae W Roloh

2.2.3 MAH2] EE(System Quality)

Al&d FHolF AREATE Mol BE
Ao g N2dg A F e ARE Ba
[Delone & Mclean, 1992]. 7}&o] 33 2%
of et Al2Fe FHL ALEAR e AH|
2E AYEe 8% 942 AE5an it 9
Bl &3 &9 I8 tigh Aol oy,
N2 MEAZS SEoh R4 o) AR
o £ "o 9FE A AR vyt

94 ZAFHHAHT
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[Liao & Cheung, 2001; Molla & Licker, 2001].
=3 Chin[1988] 5& AHA| 2~ AJ&3}9] uL}
Exg 2Aske $2 8002 A2Hle ¥z
o) % au} e AR B8 258 A]
A ), AlzF e T S5
) 5o o}T 2498 ANsAk

wud QIEYL Aol QOINE AJ2H F30]
o8tk wold el AFEAl] s, A
2819) YEYA Sx9 b4 FA7E HA AL
EAEY 2T BAR R A0, w7
2ot QB AHgA] HERE BanT)E 8
olel Aoz wHATHHCI o174, 2001]. o)A
o) =og Fe) 2R, Zohd ABl Al2F o)
FAo] A= A8 F2F TS M &
QAehe Aotk mep 2 7oA e 2

E

< 7HEE AAstaA gk
H3: wutd e A28 EH(System
Quality)= 2uld dEjule}] A€ 7}

Ao e mA Aotk

2.2.4 N3|X Hek(Social Influence)

o)

>

A8 A 48K Social Influence)= A3 2 <)
A &N ARk P9l o3} IFE Fu
= AT o] tHRice et al, 1990]. o] 201& AE
o} Frofeh AR A 2Hef FEof glojM FaT
Q0o g 833 tHVenkatesh, 1996]. Ro-
, %5} *Hi'?‘ AFS wot
4~8-2KLate Adopters)
o%ké HrETheE

Q]

o

£ 3 gl= 01501]71] il /‘}
A}-Q- AYL Bo gkl pHYE
katesh & Brown, 2001]. =3},
AFE T dE, T4 AR 9FL ol
= 7/4\ © 2 v}ebyttHFisher & Price, 1992). 3t
H, 4 deulz 2atd AUl dgz Qs

W2 A8 2] o5 YEAS S Net
work Externality)& #&41713L, o2 1§ At
979 o) A2dn ARlag AdsE F
83 a9¢le] @ AoltHDownes & Mui, 1998].
wok JEHONE 2 AEY AR
b Z7hel e AL el Badol 27 o
3 o) & Q] =ukdd AHUS AREEA 2 7}
540] Eobd Aotk mebA, A3H JFS
A 2 71ed Mul2aE AFske Bt
A AE YA FAISHAl YR Zolth whebA,
B ApdAe g 22 /e AEit.

F
[e]

H4: A}3]# 8K Social Influence)™= EntY <l
el Aztd 7Ex o 9EE #A Aotk

2.2.5 H&tM(Compatibility)

A &4 (Compatibility)= AHEAF AHALS] 7L
2ol WA H AFHE MulLe 94 Frolr
[Rogers, 1995]. Rogers[1995]& 53] 4l7]&9
Z 8o Qo)A 2T (Compatibility) & 723}
ek 2o ostH, Hael o] &std AFH
FAR A4S wol AA5E, AEAE] AF
g Apgalr] 47) W AR A S
U= RoltHRogers, 1995]. mabA o] Al F}
B Az PHOR AFHAL A5UL 4

A 58 & gl AFY AF AZAA A
45 7] &t} Parthasarathy & Bhattrcher-
jee[1998]9] Ao ot OLE%A W TE

U A8 dpaje]
A A et

g2y) ZA e gEEol &
S8 ZHkd AHuS

=
=
e

}Q“L}T‘E
AE Bla HA °LE‘r[Bhagwat
994] 3 Bl AE, #A T
Aol A F2 o] & JHY, 2utd Y
Azroly g MR JFe WA &

o]

hl 2
e
_~| PR

\_

H12A M3z
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2t oleule] Ao Fekg njilE 2 Qolof gt 45 A7

1 olgdth F, 2ukd JEYL AT A
Bj227h 7)1&9 AMSALY QA w) Aol g}
A9} g o] wol A gk weld, 11& A
A9 74N} ZFgol A Zakd A My
2o ol A& wREY e Ao uit =ul
Y AN 74 =o)7t vEbE RAojt).

HS: (71 A8 w3 e]) 434 (Compatibili-
ty)e 2ot AU A7 X 9
£ "3 otk

2.2.6 SA| &EM(Instant Connectivity)

ZA] H&EA2(Instant Connectivity)e A7t
olu} Fad gaAgio]l AHU &) Bady
BEE AASAY o]8dte g DR Crea-
tivegood, 2000; Dey, 2001; Durlacher Research,
2000]. & =01 AFEATL olF Y Wy Ee
AFEE o184 F 2le FFolAMxT Aule] 3
22 ste AE7 & AT Zud dEls
B olg METL F 3ot olYF 54L& AL
AEAA GE A7t AFEA R3te A E
s Fo24, 2kl JEUE AMgshe A
< TRHLE F7Ista AHRe] BEAE AT
& & Zoln. 0|39 =& ngor gy
2L e AAstA o

Hé: 2utdd ejule] FA) {44 (Instant Con-
nectivity)> 2uld lEjule] Azhg 71X
o 9& v otk

2.2.7 X2 HI&(Perceived Sacrifice)

A ztg 8] & (Perceived Sacrifice)s A}-&-A}7}
AFE AHE) A8 A 13 HE
A v89 gto|rHZeithaml, 1988]. F, A}
A7} AFS FA 7HAE BV | A4
o] A|F-& TYs] A A& HE&-& 13

BHrHgithe Ao|t}{Zeithaml, 1988; Dodds &
Monroe, 1991; Teas and Agarwal, 2000]. Garba-
rino & Edelle] Q-7[1997]o] <3 4&E& 7
wahs o oA AZE Hlgo] AnEiA 87
=9, AZtE 7ER gk ok et 3] Agdl 3l
oA RAAQ 4FE vA F AT AR
Cronin[2000] 5-& 4] A& £AFE T8 34
Q) w0} AHgAre] AZtg THAj o) FFE v
Atk AHS FH8H

=utd dEdel As o R JPleRY
AHAR g o B Aztd WéE 27
o 3 ojfrE IA F AR Wil 8

= ga4 vgog, 39 B¢ A UH
Yot dyud Aujzg oj&she o wed
Aol & A AT 2okl JEUE ARS8}
X E ot AE e vgol a7d o
& e A Hgolth 2rtd JHYS
shao] A7) wEd RAE & e HRY &
o] Act. webx o P ARE B A
718 A AEdoN B o B2 3 g4
(Browsing)#-A o] 8+ tHKristorffersen & Lj-
ungberg, 1999]. ©]¢} #Hs) & AFgME o
S3 2 7S AAstaat o

H7: Azte u]-&(Perceived Sacrifice)s 2r}d ¢l
Eule] AZhE 7Rxe) F3FE WA Hejo.

2.2.8 XN2E kx| (Perceived Value)!

R ztE 71X (Perceived Value)= wj$ T &4

1) A48 MR Ady 23§oE s 34 4
2 GA dutHo g FHAHU Mg o]83 B
o] &A= o] ZtHDodds & Monroe, 1991]. ¥4,
2ol JEME AR ZFXE FHAA 1A
2 Z2A%= Aol A}t uksid 2upd <l
Elyle] ARgo glolal F4a3MA AZEe 89 F
o shis 7HE2o2 4¥A U7l WReitHHA <
514, 2000},

96 ZYYHIAHT
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2Hid elEjullol Ao

ocoa2

oae ol

rr

>

F2 20l 3t MK o7

Ml

oli FAA MELE ARRATE AFE 7
AU ABIEE o] &8 o & F ' EE
A7 Aol EtHZeithaml & Binter, 2000]. wh}
A, 2ukd QIEdlY] AztE 7HX = AR B
1Y QYIS AMREoER A HE wEo)
U BE T kg A3 Eetolgtal A9
2 7 Utk M E AFE o8 W AHEAL
L& F UE o|5dA AHEAE AEFE ARES)
7] 8l AL HEE AT AoE SHHEY
[Woodruff,1997]. 3H, A}&27F =7+ 714
Axe] A1 Zgdl wet TS AF tsiA
T Agstuz st vlgo] gt dE &
BAA AA AR MEAE AT AFEEA] &
T AlEolEE 48 92 S A FR Ay
2ol A & 7HAE =7 A Hi AF AL
&3 2 Zolth o9t o] AR}l A AZE
79 A7t AFE FujEAY ARIEE o
&3k AHEALY el AF A dFS A
= Zo]tHCronin et al, 2000].

A% AAE AL FASAY A
8% W BEAAl AAH FFE =
[Wakefield & Barnes, 1996; Cronin et al. 2000].
3 Haemoon[1999]9) A-Foll 3} 11780)
SE Mulzd g BRo & /M E =7)A
HA HAE $HE o A HESA =HA 2
g gt mekY Qe E Azt 74}
B 35 A9 vAE f40 AmTt ¥
A vepd Zlolth. AF7tA]¢] =& uEo R

% 2L M E AN A F.

H8 AZ¥ 7}x](Perceived Value)v= ZrFY
Qlejdl 9] 35 <] A|(Behavioral Inten-
tion)o] g&-& v]A Ho|th

2.2.9 8= oJX|Qt AMH AFZ HIZ(Actual
Usage)

B% oA

AA AFS ol vk o]

e AR AlE] FEE AFY AA T
ol 2L 98-S n| It} Davis[1989; Davis et
al. 1989]9] o] ojatH Alzdlel] Wt AR
A7} AAHR] A2 Aol FFE PR
g ok 2ok AU M= AR &
T A 2ukd el A} ARl A
Q) g3g WA Aoz odrt &9, FF 9
Z)(Behavioral Intention)7} AA| 7]<] 4#H=
oA Ao g FL w-¢ H 1 °]
FE 7199 AA A5 doleE 47) IR
ofyal 1 gcie] 714 Aol FFE VA=
2 47) Y3l E F714Q0 WY FolE AA
2 Fa o] 9l7] wjiolct th #ofel A e} vt
Az, 2ok M E dA 719 A
g} o]24Ql e A% A g 7t
Ao AP A ke 2y & GFeME
FEAAY i Ao} A4 ot dEuYY
PFE o7t Butd A A ALgol] I
g e A EAFEH-

H9: =utd 2edl 3152 #|(Behavioral In-
tention)& A Erkd AEYl AR Wl
% (Actual Usage)oll J&S v 3ot

ol24e] =& AHYs EH, Hutd AU
Ao HES TXE F8 8AEE F-84(Use
fulness), A}-8-4(Usability), A]2=¥] &2 (System
Quality), AF3]% 48K Social Influence), 243
(Compatibility), &4 34;/d(Instant Connecti-
vity) 28] A Ztg H)§-(Perceived Sacrifice)©]
Atk oA AHE agle] AAHE 7hA|(Perce-
ived Value)o] 9&& v|Xx, NZtd 7HX e &
v Qg ulS AHE-st A} 3t 95 9 A|(Beha-
vioral Intention)E BAAIZITE o|2idt P52
Ae 199 A9 A 9 v AA
AH8-(Actual Usage)o. 2 AZHT

g, Rogers7} AAIRA Al=rbsds) B2
FsAe $& WeE AYeA gkt ghellA

Hi2d HM3z
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2dfel olejulel ALBol Yetg ol £2 20 e 455 o

AANE A BFHEA, AHA, )L e
o o d7olM AF AE | dEHA I
& uAe 2o e vy, e F W
T ZAHEE MElaY FR wet 988 2
A7} A Ea A # dcHParthasarathy & Bha-
ttrcherjée, 1998]. WA B AP o] = |
& Adsta d7& AYsigch

O doXe & A7 & A3 A8 a8
ol s =g Aotk

m. 97 4y

£ ddre 2ot I8y ARAES o
o 2 ARE AARY. 23 A
A}7] A8 F-A(Self-Selection Bias)7} A 7)% 11
AAT, whR o] Heldtd B8 5 WY (samp-
ling)e] S B3l A4 e A7 ez
QA grHKehoe & Pitkow, 199%6a; 1996b].
£ A7 A8 AR B3 2XE <E 1>
AAE O Aok AHE A JT FHEE EFE A
i B A7 AHEE 32 o)d ATl
BgAol A5E £9E F AAAL £ 45
aes AdeEoixth ApsA QL Sheth T
[1991b]e] AAG T8 HIES T4 B
A7AEe] AES AFsAnt =9 wgd 4
T 2¥E0] Butd dEUE yez Hed
HAE B3] olyr] Wi dA A8 &
ARE THALE A H2ES AASYT 2
vl Qe Az FFA, 2upd AdEd @
AR, 2ukd 1B S EA A AE slat
9 Zukd AHY Bddy] AZGAH Tl =%
FQ 9A FARSE 2upd dHU wiol?) 48
Fe e s WE JuRs 4F 234 g
AEE JIFAP). <® 1ol A" EFL

2) Eujd el AREA § 4 BT 2008 o4
ARgA}

3) B ATE B A WEslEe B A7
ANG adst o] tish A HoR FoF 3}

olgA AEZ v EFLEH o]F HgLE
2l AES AAEE

V. A% 43

B A7 Yg A8 FAL 20014 78 3
A4 ~2001d 7€ 169 714 ¢ 2537F www.mbiz.
orkr ALO|ES F3) AAHAUD EFHAR As
FRE 98 Ul o5 FA M} e £
g, PC 54 AgA), 54 e e 9g7)
AZGAES @4 =Zvid dEH ARG E
T8 olEBAl ALY d¥e HE
S A gHPT AL AIHE F1l3)
FE 9%E o, vnA Fd AL 2
ME Al EE FHESE 9E8E @38

B AFTE % B4 dojge &g ol
FHEJY. WA HEA §E37] H, & 4T
7t 2ot I AHEALE d LR Aoy,
234 Qe diojele] BRE 93 &R #<l
A AR HxFo] g AP 0] FA 3
Al os) A E AYL usich vk T I
W OAREA BQ 222 A A=E M E
dYsta A& S8 FAon, FA &
= AHAE A7 A & 3= F QT

S AR, AE A F BAYSA gag
dlolEl7} A A o & B AEE B 4
ol 9oz ey, Qo FRa 8
g Alete] HolHe Ao AHAT Al W
A BAR, olF 52 A =& do} HF
SR HEEdY H2 ¢ gte] 2uid <l

Qen, Butd JdEUle AR 7HAT Buid <
Bl Az Az FEe) dig F7h 230l
O A% a3y e ol dEd xd}E AF
g 7% AZ4d WEE B A eE 48
F Q71 i A= E, ddzd dg A=
de Adar) dehd Be g AE FAse
710l ot WA olgH oz AYol HA &
I OE 89EFHY gl BA &) Wil Al

2 Hi

98 ZYFYEHSEAHT

A 123 H3=



Bl A1/ =0 AA vk
o gy | TFE 7 ol83he 2nck mukel dEdlg o183k slo] 514 Parthasarathy &
e o o Aol Bhattrcherjee (1998)
o Fang 2 ey ol o] 4 dysted o B
HE 4g 4 A
=rpal QEule AREahE S g ol oy =ARI
Tuld QEIL AMREe WS 455k Ao] uf$- BAEA =AAh
apgg | SlEME A }— BEE GRS Aol oS A A | o
=rpl Bl ARSEHE A of$- ofyrh
wupel Qe B3ea, wgr] ojale Alageln.
=upel el Al AT SEE W =ARD
2uld QEul Myl A3 AR o] BAER gk
- qu; F QB ARl AFEEst AHEE B BREA gt Chin (1989
wo | FE | 2akdd ey Az o AgEn
wup el B Aawe gvtan.
o wupel Al AElest ARFENA fy3ky) HiEe AR
AL A . = - - N Based on Sheth
oqg | FEH QUE MuI2g 91 AlFEC) ASP] wed] AR et al (1991b)
=upl eyl Aulzd dig %7t £7] BEd AREth
454 v 2akd el Au 2o 25-817) 4k Parthasarathy &
| e Qe AHIAE AR e el 8% U S sy | Bhattrcherjee (1998)
2z | Zakd 98l MulaE AR ER] o148 4 Utk
AL b e A |24 o483 4 Yk Chae & Kim (2001
A5 | mukd oyl Mul2E ojgelA £ A o]§d & itk .
Azvg | 2O B AEIAE 088 winit Be Az AW, Cronin, Brady and
S| make QEY AElas AR8E writh Be HAA ko] Bashty | Hult(2000)
Azbg | ekl el Aulze) 7hA e el Aoln. Dodds &
za | 7P| malad By Auizg SlAe BEs. Monroe (1991)
W Bz | 2k QlEYl AEAE O] AHEE SEo] Erh Cronin, Brady and
A e el ey e A% A Fold Flult (2000)

By g4535el B Hol8 g Husick A
& AFAE AEO) AAH] o7 & Y B4

3] o) Eutd AHUE AHEEE SHACIH, A
& T 2k JHYe 7HlE ] gl o

V.42 3

cCh
H

A 8T AL AT QAT AE ANE SRR AR

oA B T ek Axd el AS ALS )2 B AE A3 AR SHE AL B
o o} A B SHAlL 531979 Az ARG AA SHA B
H12# HM3E HANMKHSINT 99



2ot olE{lel AL AEE nlxle R 2ol HE H4EH AdF

A 5 ¥71AE 526%(9.9%)0190H, RS
ENA o A% /A F BAAEA $9E
AL 497(0.9%)%1 RoZ ey} 5759 L
A SEAE LR o]FFA Al o
Ha 4 FAF o]A g A2 26y AF
g & Holgx AMEE 7180 Al2®l A
wol e At 92 F 43] o) B
Hhd el AR AFRS 1,789(33.6%) ©]
Rem, o] 7hde o 3 HE ALE3)
A @& ALgL 1,77033.0%)F o)At E3 1~
33] o] AFEF AR L 1,066, SHA F 5
53R @& AN g37 347 1199
(22%) 0.2 vehgch.

Ao} A9 178979 Q17 5AEH %
& SHEY, SR YT A% 2234 o
o, AEe JdAo] 60.6%%2 394%% AR}
20%74F ¥ Ao E Yyt 38 82 By,
F¥L EYATE 185%, nFEHE EUAI}
48.0%, W8t &R} 285%, 123 et o
o] #3e /1A L8R} 5.0%9 Ao Y
woth =3 E40) AMSE -$EAY] Hi Zuky
A 7k 7172 88 HE olem, AlxE
Aol 7125 oA 4(001d 69)F<t 2oy <l
Bl B A4 F4E 20289 Ao Yet

BH34E S35 A8 A A

T <& 27 Zrh <E >4
s 6709 89102 17
3 FEUSE VY 8o FRIEUY. F

r
phA
2
i
ui
ity
E A

4) olFFAAIA Bt AEM AMgAlEt T Q5
T 71F0] 4 43 oot TAA WHAR). o
24 1~33 ARgAke 5 O§9 FU449 a%
22 Aolg B3 #4357 Si3 A=Ak

298 o/l9 S -89 (Usefulness), Al
-£4 (Usability), A|2=%] #3(System Quality), A
3)3 9 8KSocial Influence), FA] 344 (Instant
Connectivity) 283 X Z}t¥ 8] -&(Perceived Sa-
crifice)o)lon, F&5EFE N2d X9 3
FYRAG olE 2909 AYYHLE EYPWHFE
605%, TSHTE 831%%eH, F3E 229
oo A ¥ F(Eigenvalue) Fto] 10]4 0.2 5 €
I3 Aog JeE

E =Fdre Bupd A8 AH 9%
nXE 29 WFEE 71 208 A%
Y AHA 8% B4 F3 <F 2>ox B
AAY 678 8oz EHHAD <X 2>9
24 Ade 2 AFE 33 £ /849
AR BROE UNoA Bt RS £ F
AUk 2 olfE AMEAEC] ARAEY MEE A
g3 ojafstAl & s, FEAH AHEAEY A
AF 9 Uz ol e Ao =g
AA 2 gL Aol=E g AA )L wls F
7] g io] A ZAHo)A shie giez U
BuUA gE 297 dE £F e AR ¥
#HA JchKaraharna et al, 1999). A 5-& A%
Hog BA3 A3 4F ¢ C1(2ukd UH
Y ARR-S 3 4z e 2oty JIEHYE
i ASE AEZ g8 vAEg FoXe &
o] Hojuths AL e & UL22 44
A WFd 2gEY g Aoz AIHAT HE
8 Cutd JAEld H-g8] H8)E A
250 olg wEA AMEYHE WEte 9
U2 et AN Y AlAE T B B
Bo g8 Aoz #usia AMSA PR X

ke

FAA AEA] BAE G

5.2.2 ME|M B4

B ZAb AHEE AR QRS A5
A3 ol M AN 67]9] 8Ql5ef AENEY
Bk AE3Ah A HdEY AU EE 0723

100 BYFHSHT

123 3%



U2 0.813 -0.002 0.033 -0.076 0.061 0.011
U3 0.773 -0.024 -0.057 0.004 0.037 -0.028
U4 0.724 0.030 0.009 -0.190 0.124 0.131
C1 0.522 0.234 0.141 0.340 -0.098 0.131
UA1 0.047 0.772 0.247 0.048 0.102 0.011
UA2 -0.001 0.744 0.168 0.123 -0.050 -0.057
UA3 0.025 0.741 0.143 0.007 0.114 -0.041
UA4 0.032 0.680 0.196 0.114 0.110 -0.071
2 -0.146 0.567 0.095 -0.092 0.171 0.251
SQ1 0.015 0.182 0.802 0.042 0.079 -0.040
SQ2 -0.041 0.172 0.728 0.000 0.022 -0.010
SQ3 -0.057 0.233 0.620 0.238 0.080 0.009
SQ4 -0.032 0.195 0.615 0.087 0.126 -0.068
SI1 0.107 0.047 -0.013 0.781 -0.108 0.198
sI2 0.135 0.265 0.239 0.602 0.126 0210
SI3 0.138 0.292 0.353 0.540 0.071 -0.234
IS1 -0.154 0.064 0.104 0.016 0.834 0.053
Is2 -0.174 0.082 0.107 0.003 0.820 0.041
Ps1 -0.077 0.016 0.064 0.084 -0.105 0.784
PS2 0.402 -0.013 -0.203 -0.068 0.164 0.558
PS3 0.280 -0.036 -0.417 0.153 0.065 0.474
=27 A7) % 0.213 0.370 0.447 0.511 0.560 0.605
olo) Al & 3.10 2.87 2.54 1.81 1.43 1.32
A% 0.799 0.780 0.735 0.713 0.773 0.429
El s
PV1 0.931 0.071
PV2 0.929 0.081
BI1 0.055 0.890
BI2 0.091 0.885
= A A 2k 0.486 0.831
ofo) A & 1.74 1.59
AE = 0.742 0.738
2 = U=#84, UA= A4, SQ= A28 £4, SI=A84 4%, 1S= 34 HE4,
¥ Ps=A7g9 ulg, C=HF4, PV=AZ8 714, Bl=d59AE oE
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2ufel ol

so| Algo| FEE olxle B 2¢lof tfEh 4EH o7

o2 ¥EA Yeton, 7 94 Ase
<E 2>oM B AXY A48 v]E(Perceived
Sacrifice) & A Urx] Fgo] A 7
T A3 $E49 07 ooz Jegt. X7
-8 (Perceived Sacrifice)o] A o] Ax
£ FHaA Zala ot A9 gl B4
A B e 842 otE T, gl A A A
g AAF oA FAE] AMRAIEC] A9

ZHE gddhe W Fa% 2498 AFstn

<E 3 5 BT 24

Atk mebx ¥ 2l B4 LFFo| £49)

Z1e =) 9t
5.2.3 8 E}2tM(Convergent Validity)

3 5§34 1% od F4 NEdE& &

ol gt W AR} AHEHE 7
FAHE 297t F93HA ool dtthe
gt &, Y MNdE SAse

2.
=
L
h

g3}7)
_Cl>__

A%
L

094"
095"
103"

u1
u2
U3
U4
C1

&4
0.95"
0.77"

UA1l
UA2
UA3
UA4
C2

A& A

112”7
0.957
104~
0.98"
0.73"

SQ1
sQ2
SQ3
SQ4

Aed 24

0.98"
0.87"
0.82"
0.827

sn
512
SI3

A8H e

0.77"
0.90
0.98"

181
182

1.20
1197

P51
PS2
Ps3

0.25"
095"
0.64~

=84, UA=A24,

& — A7 W, C= HYA

1

FE, SI=A34 9% 8= 3 H&A,

) p<001

102 FYWLESHT
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& A 1

A& A -0.08 1

Az 23 0.59 013

AbE A ek 0.63 0.19 1

ZA A&A 0.22 -0.37 0.01 1

A2 H§ -0.12 0.54 0.02 -0.10 1
T 8ol 13 U8 MEENY Aol ¥ s E Aotk &, TUg W ARV H8EA
2 79 g ¥ Aoz Audit £3 gl Aold 74 Ad& A8kl AT ol
BRAde dubdor 7+ golo] #AMWRIY = Zke) dEAgol &A) Yotok gk 7F QISR
9 g ZAH, YR tvaluert folst #HEFES #5420 E4(Confirmatory
8 gd4e] e ez At Ande- Factor Analysis)& A3 § 7 0& 7H9 &
rson & Gerbing, 1988]. & ZAlo] AME® 49l # BAZE 08BET Aow BEEggel e
€ 79 8 B34S A s g5 Aoz 424 YcHKline, 1998]. <& 4> &%
22 E4(Confirmatory Factor Analysis)Z 4 2 QoBA I o2y Q9E 7He FABJAE
A8t 54 a9l EAd g 2y A el gtk ZF 2959 AaaA e A=t
% A9 GFl(Goodness of Fit Index) = 0.94, 0.85014r¢1 Ao e veldA] gkttt whet
AGFI(Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index) =0.92 M B zAb ARE AR FF Aboldle B

2R AR 7EAE BE 23510 ¢ oH[Ben-
tler, 1990; Browne & Cudeck, 1993], NFI(0.89)
¢} NNFI(0.89) #t= B3 Xl A2 41 A
2 vehgth 28y, Chisquire g2 %Eé}
B AoE YEHREHD). <& 3>dA BHe A
H 7t 805 #EAFEY tvaluegko]l BF {9
& 00194 Fo3k Ao Vehsth webA
£ AFdM AHE ST Y gd4o)
EAs= Ao E #Ag S

_a

o

_‘

P

5.2.4 TH ElM(Discriminant Validity)

W BPYL Pl TG TlE 39

Aste] goir B e w} viehutol gt

g

5) durx oz Chisquire g2 A £71 200 ol
IRl A v Ae R Fke AeE ¢EA
R, oA FasHA AZEA g1 Yok

Bgol EAshE A ¢ 4 Utk
AR & A ALE AT E

ook

rol A12)

w9} BgEe Aung Afse 33 A%
B ¥ 8 A UsA adF] BF 7)EH
g z7a90H, BEEd AR TX B
%, S RERA 283 B o] BF £
st Aoz vehhth dehd & 24l £

HE oz 7MY A2 9% 37 2

A
o o

hed Aoz Z9Hck

vi, 2 3

#3189 A58 wRo2 LISREL ¥4](version

& ANGAT <2 LM BE AAHY
P QB AR mEe) Al AR A
7

o]

5)
H
GFI =0.92, AGFI =0.90, RMSEA = 0.0572

15 %5 && 171 Bentler, 1990; Brow-

oo
X ir

H12d HM3=
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Zute ClBlel Ago| Fetg ol

8 ol gt

45y

o

ne & Cudeck, 1993]. o] wtefl CFI, NFI2} NNFI
#= AR 71Ed 24 Ao2 Ve g
Al 2ok Qe Ule] A AR QQ1E 1Y
BAE A9 2 A7 2d g9 2dolg}
I FET F Yok
2ok 2dEjdle] 84 Eald gl
Azte 7HA]e] JFE vAe ALZ YEgo
B(8 =029, t=998, p<001) BN ATAH
H1-& A=Ak 2upd Qe AHEAEL B
Hd QEle] T2 v o} AdHes 598 A
F& F7] i AMH-g dvhe Aot me
A, 2ok 8 AHE-S FUHA717) s e
71E AEG AEEE A F e 2k 9
Eule] -840 FAJNAE AHEA oAl F74A]
71e Aol 4stta & 4 Ut o) ¥

2 2ol Al Ag AEE A7l T
A vehda itk & E°] Mohamed|[2002]
o o =utd Il FAH FE HE
AT ofstd, AHgAEC] BHY AdEUl A

E 83k dl SlojA fr84o] $2F 9F
& utE AHE AXNGZ Aok

zrkad Qe AR Butd QEHe
AHET BEF AZE M TR 9T
olXEe A2 U A=009, t=-379, p<
001). W2t AF7HE H2e Ad Ak & @
T Ade 2ug AdHYe] 429 ZX £H
I g AHgEASE g AHYE ekl
JEHY AHEY FLF 942 AHF V& AT
AHET 99GF don £ F ok

A A 299 F4L 2oty Al Az

x1
x2

%3 1.03
x4 |4 0.97

xSI‘

<6 111
X7 04.95

1.03
x8

0.98
x9 y

x10

0.93
0.95

]

0.81

x11

[« ¥

x14
x15

x16 |‘/
L7

x18
x19
x20

086

o 95
0.53
Instant
1 25 Connectivity
1. 15

e 0.24
— 0.95

T e

Perceived
Sacrifice

0.09"

c.11

-0.75
System
1.00 4 Quality
089 - -0.02
[ x12_J oe1_
Social
Influence

0.2

N y

0.12 %

s <

2058.62

A

- 299 0.00 0.92 0.90

0.88 0.86 0.86 0.72 0.057

<% 4>

=4 2

104 ZLFBAHT
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7HAo FEFS v A= Aog YEhdtH A=
0.11, t=332, p<001). A4 Zud Ay
£L 9 gFL F4 JEUS vws) =8 A
oty wetA Bk QlEuly &9} e #7)
AT #A v AMEC] AMEAIEA A}
F ARH L ITHAAE, 2001). ¥ =79 A3}
= olgfst 2utd ey AJxaE FA 3kato)
2atd A A Fdlo] FA A 3k
1Rte M-S dAEa Sl
vl WA 29191 A8l E gk wutd Qe
ARl Fa3tA] e Aog YEuTHA=
0.02t=-081). Wty AT 7 HAE feER]
Z At Al A FEge Aj2E A 2Elol}
Mu|20] ALgel 9lojx] F23t g9log A
Hil YA B dAFeME $23 248 g
WA 2T o] #gk ol fris ARYY BAE <)
& JHIEo| AFHY] Yot = A4 =
v QIE Y AMSA7E 9ol BA] 27) w &)
20k QI 7 #¥d PRl 5o Ags
olZ I3} Eupd QAE e} ALl & I
A 2 AR F2E 5 Uk ARY
o] Ajgto] AF AMgolLt Fufol S o
U= 719 AF 297t o8 58 Hnt
St} Venkatesh & Brown[2001]¢] @A
o o3t 718 el A AME-E AFE S Foj o}
#ds T AEEA ARE el w3 F
W AREES FFo) T g @fz}v%
T A S dEs . gk 2ehy 1
&3 FRANME o]HT ARE 7 3 A}
o B2 7] Wi, AHgA 2xg o mgg
W 271l el mutdd Qe AM-S A}
A gk 2Rz oo} 2o Ayl 229 A
o2 F2¢ 4 9ok
Euid Il FA] F&Ae Zutd 2H
L AR FEAQ] FEE mjH= Ao e
WYTHB=014, t=550, p<001). wehy 7}
& AT QA AL 2kl QEY

& B3 Ade] Bam e 4T BuE A

tlo

o

n& ot o [11

2
=4
[e]

—

=]
”r&
= LA

9% & 9t Ao ZHY ARYY Faw 5
Aoz AzrEA $ttiBhagwat & Tripathi,

1994]. o]& ¥t FHo] B A1 E B AAE &
BEAG webA SEY F1 Ee Ogst AR
o] wuld el APFL Fa) =ald A

SEEEFEREE
= R0 UEgek(s g
7?@ H7& A& = 3] %E}E‘r. %, ¥utd 2l
2 ARGl lolA e o Ao R sl A4
A go] 2o 9P WA Ao 453
ou B dAgdMe IA S vAA g
Aoz et 012 Ae WAl 2udl Q)
Eulel AFE BEs BEo) i Aos 2y
o mulel Qe BEE de 24 A%ES
B &) wute olEyle) AFE S B Ay
2, 4 & Fol day thE2E, EE i
£ 59 Al ol g0 AFHE Ao 24l
AHARFNGH, 2001 B4 °1F FAAE
£ o]Hg AHIEE o] 3ty 7HE Hejdh o
AAE AA 7] Qi AHEAE] o] kst
Bo|H A7HE vlgolt HYe] B@go] 2
A 87 HA &7] wiEd o] e AAs} o
B Aoz dxe 5 gl

& W 9 #AE F¥RY, A48
7FA7F PF A G VA= A2 U
YT B=153, t=1221 p<0.01). wtA 714
H82 A7) At w3k 527t 4A) 2up
d AU AR E TAHAR)] S A
Ao F Vet =012, t=3.05 p<0.01). u}
e b H9S AXE 9T BFeAvt 4
Huize) Apgol} AE Fo2 olojd A2 A
o BAY AL wupel E Fopel o
2} e Foky dgelr ®eo] HPE it
[Pedersen, 2002]. & Ao oJshd 527}

l‘
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2utel olEdlol ALB HEE nixlE 2 20l Yt A5 o7

A Zapd AdEdl Y AHE A B 43S T
£ AR Yeth

VI. 2 &

B =i 2k QEle] AL B A
L2}E0] FE oJHF 229 o FFS v
A, 281 2ok A A7tE A9} $F
27k AA 2ukd eyl Ago] S |
Ae Aet s o]EXQ Rd-g AASL o
& AR RAE B A4 25 9. 25
g Ao o8t 2t QIeulle] AA) Algo)
FEE e 8L Bupd Qe f84,
AR, A 2R B4 a8 FA4] HEA] &
o Ao Uegton, 33 933 xztg
Hl8-2 folg a91o® JEhA] Yotk Az
Al<+(Path coefficient)®] k& vlw3] BH &
8959 va 2oty dHLY FEA437 2n)
U QEUe] SA] HEA o] Bukd QU9 A}
&9 2 J&S nAE Ao Jedth §-84
o] Fa3lths A& Eupd Al Mujxe} 7)
&9 O vjA oA ATt Mulzete] 2
o] mutd Qe MuAE AMESe 383
2998 A g HAZ A 2ol d8
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