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Effect of perceptions of attributes of Cyber Education on the

adoption decision
Soon-shik Suh™

ABSTRACT

By entering the information society, the trend of increasing use of the cyber education to
deliver high-quality educational programs is likely to continue. For instance, supported by the
government agencies, central officials training institute is expending vast amounts of money for the
installation of cyber education programs. However, much of the research that has been done
concerns the discrepancy between the potential and the actual use of technology in the field of
education and training. The intent of this study was to identify the decision of the adoption of
cyber education among national officials who had just peceived the existence the cyber education
programs which would be used for their professional training and development, and to investigate
the relationships between the Rogers’ five attributes of innovation (relative advantage, compatibility,
easy of use, observability, trialiability) and their decision of adoption.

The results of the study generally concurred with Rogers diffusion of innovation theory
revealing that perceived compatibility, easy of use, and observability of cyber education are
significant predictors of decision to participate in cyber education.
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A9 -10.32
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Note. * Significant at the 0.05 level.
= Significant at the 0.01 level.
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A #AMEAY &AL AlolHug AHE
e s Eojor & Yaxdolrt

3], #avtsAe 4 B8589 SFP9st
GGAqAAd L vAdE Reg I F
Z o)A F2% e} E(significant others)s] A}
oML F&o U Q4L HFHo2 Atoy
ol i AdYol g F 5 AU Lo,

A9 gz AlelH g gl Wis] AF Kol
H)d EGAFAY Bl A& U5
Hel dAAE Adst, AHA Aoyt F
oo 2Ftd, AFHQ Aleindse) g
Z1&718& g A o2, 2437 3
At5o] AlojWatgol g ZHet ASH x4
o] ¢EE o, AllHEFE B HE PR
SAe 2xX8 Aeg Jludr).

E4, Rogers(1995)°l] ol&%, #8252
A9g oy A4F BeHUd HANEE sy
£ &(technology cluster) 2 Q&3 7 go)
At F2AL Ay, AAAE TS E FEF 9
= AnE A =Y AlolHnSe] YA
A%d HAEE AN H$ YL 2 84
BE AEE + g

ZFFHo2 Alo¥ggS EYsta gadde
AL 43 7NE A{FEATY AukEe W3l
% Bl 2EEHQ] n&FHE oig Ad - B
AAY L old) }E #H ¥ - AE F Yo
K7€, Branson(1988)°] Upper  limit
Hypothesisoll A 38 A A3 Asles a2
SFEEAY AAF Wy gasgeE AL
AlolH g ¢ Ao oz Heddn A
=3
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