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Abstract

This study is designed to assess Information T echnology (IT) acceptance
models among Theory of Planned Behavior(TPB), Technology A cceptance
Model(TAM) and the revised TAM using structural equation modeling.
Research results show that the revised TAM with perceived ease of use,
perceived usefulness and IT usage variables is slightly outperformed TPB and
TAM. From a managerial standpoint, the findings of this study reveal that in
order to foster IT usage, it is important to encourage a positive perceived
ease of use and usefulness.
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