"HRA2dAT, #A12dE A3
G B A 215} 3]
20039 124, pp. 41~56

A7l esédat MdjA ZA0| e-st5 A|AEIS
Al2 20|M 1} S8AM0| O|x|s o

o157 - 0l37]"

<E A>
1. He 41 A8 £33 ¥R T4
2. o234 w73 42 ZAETF
21 AHggol s 84 43 W g B4
22 ABA 2" Ayl £2 44 24 Az
23 A71axy 45. AAHA
3 ATRYH 7He 5 A2
4. dolg B4 2 HuE
1.M B
Qeile) g HFor A8 YBUS vilZ 3 A e Aol FZetn Q. U
o=l oA A o 4¢Pzl I8 APEn YSL BEoln 43 &
Aol s Fejo] AP At £k 2 Sojukn it old wa} e =
e-Learning®] Zoists QS Aejo] B3 A7) v]S F2% AT FAZ e gt
ol M77) e-Learningoll 23 )R] ATE 2 Yubal Ans|ee] BHAA o|olx g
o} (Alavi and Leidner, 2001). 718 e-Learning Al2®o] A4S0 A S F= 40 B3
AF(Wang, 2003) £ e-Learning A28 586228 An7)254728 BAd 248 2y
(Selim, 2003) S HEH ojojtt o2 s AT 7]2AQ 71HL e-Learning A 2YS
7129 2HA ASEHE dNAQA ARIEE 25T o2 YRAANY BHAN BT

& Rolth
a2 e-Leaming® 7129 FRA29E #PAA F2eE 0e Jusled 2o ded
2e F8% 54¢ R Utk

« Oyt st
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AA), AHEAe] didF w54 e)gAQl H2o]l st dEEY AuUle #d dTE FHI)E
o] 457t 71 W BRAZH F88 58 gAEA A B 9F A9 5 2ol od 24
ojv} JF& TIP3t % of #4450 qlrd 23y} e-Learning® A$ AR7|EQ Algate
ZA 9] AR E Fyste AYo|u YAEA S dlof 3t Yol ofe} sh5& e Ao
o} meh @& et zwu Ag M) £40] e-Learning AHeol BE 9L "A F Uk
2B 5 g 7 e did Adzte] e AL a8A ¥e S B8] e-Learning
Aa" Abgo o gL BHES =2 5 9L Ho|h

EH, o2 ofd AR7)E A 2o} 913 QA (Human Factor) &, ARA| A8 &80 g
AHEE] M2 FHo] T3t FRALHAMY 17 84 F ARA2H AR QU9
Ml FAL AR BFoly Alge] F28 98S e Aoz deja grh(Kettinger and
Lee 1994; Pitt et. al,, 1995). e-Learning®] 7% 8§ w& 9] 4 Aul2e ZRI|EE T3 of
Fo7t} st x 4 P& A ste 2a oY AFEY Aujae FAEY B thE o
H AR7|E0E 2 JFS vk st Aoy AFHE Bge 7|E FRA| A
Ao} 2& 71$HQ BA o] & ARI|&o] AFeHE UL 2A =, sy Ul 8o d)dk A
271 £987) gFolt} watd t2 oW FurleRtE Mujx FZo] AR7|E Algd 1)
e 9Fe agu ¥ 5 9ok

we} A e-Learning AlZ® AMEALE 9 PHIE BN AN E ARVIeHY BHL B
olx, w&AES D Auj2 F4 T B HTE AR @ B dFAE ol 99
gt 2 A 7EA BA-A AT I AA, AMEARFEC] A 43E e-Leaningol] Wid
AR7EAA BHE B/ o & Y3 BRIV AAARE AdPste FAY HTFE T
Hiu de AHEzEo] A ZH8li= e-Learning Al2®9]l AL&-Ro|M(Ease of Use)d F8A
(Usefulness)& £ A7 F&HSFZE et €4, AHEAIE9]| e-Learning 2 J 8}¢] o 9
A7 391 A 271 &% 7 (Academic Self-Efficacy)3 Al&gloll Abgof thah Apal ‘
B A7) &% 72 (Self-Efficacy)o] ARB7| €249 e-Leaning AlA®d] bz g3
AR A2 Eo] A1ZHelE QlE e-Learning A" 90 BAHE aeyY 2REY A
Hl2 27 e-Learning Al 299 AHEEolFolg FE&A viXE 9T BAdth

4

tlo

2. O|E2H i

2.1 A2 E0jda 7EY

4

ALgEolAdE FEAS ANE 8 R E ZAsE FAHLAE Davise ABI|E
#(Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) (1989)o 4] A& A <t=gich Al&fo]ido] HTHE -
Hglo] AR7ES AT T v AEHE F842 A2l B A4l AT aE
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A7 EERH Aol EQo] e Axde] AEBo 4 F 840 BAE A

E F e AEEA F glo] B2 ARUe FE9RE Y3
(Legris et. al., 2003).

& Davis7t A¢Hs G E7)&58 2% (Davis, 1989; Davis et. al., 1989)ell o3} Ag8o]4
2 T84 EF ARV 89T G¥E nA I ARLo) L i 4 WA E RO
Z Hof Utk 2 o] F FEI|e5FEEYY #dE 4F5H A7 43}\_ Te&AE BH
NNeTfd FE AL AHEEol GA F8A0 FFE vA = B AT B AMEE
o] & FFE AR Kohe ALZ Uttt (Gefen and Straub, 2000). 18 = £33 ALE-
Fold T T84S e AN ARV FEARE A T HLE AFHE A
t} (Legris et. al, 2003). &, AF&-&o] 47 f-840] =otn Xztste FR7|Ed Y E ZA
A HEE 7 Aol 3 HEE AHEEY 4FE A £ A& Aot wbA 7Hd
18t} Zo] e-Learning A9l ok ARGl GA & AL&Ae] Agd o3 AFE F ¢l
Ao E At Eold T 8L ARI|ed dE HEE 58 F Sle o ¥R 58

0]
M

rir

Fow wez QA oy

o
O:

pet i

o

2.2 HAIAHR MH|A ZF

HRA AR Bofe|l = Qe ARE ABAAY Mujx £2 & ALY AEA FYE
o] Mula FAo| FRA LYY FEIYE FHGe 4T WFR TFHol FUATH(Kettinger
and Lee 1994; Pitt et. al,, 1995). 53] Pitt Toll &J31H(199%) R 7= st A28 FHo] 4

BE FE3}E A g FHolx AR FHo] FRAE] AHEA g FHolg AMujx
FAL o]} 22 Ao AFMu| 22 B 4 Q17| W&o DeLone and McLean©o] #|tgt HH
A" A %"U?ﬂ(l992)°ﬂ Ned E43 JR F4 o9 Mulx FAL 3718 Aoz Altal
A YE HF BRA LA Mulx FA F248 FxEa otk

Eii) Zoi*]i%’ Mol 2~Ed9l Z£AL Parasuraman 5 (1988)°] A|¢tdt AMu|~EA
(SERVQUAL) =H€1Ql 7AA, S84, A8, S, 3348 7I9te g gt o gt
e A9 A 7HA A S ZBRA L 836 @A #3389 Mgt 9l Kettinger
% Lee(1997)= ©l& 7FEH 7S ALd v 7k Aoz Akt vk 3 Kang#
Bradely (2000) Kettinger®} Lee?t A|¢t3h ] 714 &8 thA] F 714 2902 E43510 A
QbetaL St o] &2 711«] ATE AFHoZ AZ3 ZAn AR BERA HAPEo] ALEAEY
STAME oL Tl dhel T 9 d, S Ae 2 g5 FPAEE 22 M5 E Y Aus

Aol e ABHA £45S AQVAT o152 ATE Gilbert2000)7} AkE WA A

HMER TR NFLARE] 0 AFH Aush ol FAB Gibert7h Adsn Gt

Anls A9 4 F NS AuA AL AAH Aulmzg qus gglo] dEaA6lA
|

RolFE gy doly AT 22 iz B¢ ol F ‘:‘Wﬂ 7led AR eR A
2l
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3} 28 71%d 444e guhest

olrt
=2
rd
=
>
2
il

2.3 Xp71gsd

271 &% 7 (Self-Efficacy)ol &
A3l Z2ed PeHAHS e AYF F Ue Ay
(Bandura, 1997). 7t% & 2& #358g 710 3
a87 G& Agd B g &
e A g S A5

il
4y ox
30
rir
ofN
to
e
e
3
it
e
hn 3
2
¥
=
us]
5
5
8
-

231 AFH Arjasz

’J%EVPIE—”(Computer Self-Efficacy)= HAFE AFRd dig 27|25 g o2 Aol 7
FE 71 AHE & does Ao B3 233 AE[JJ(Compeau and Higgins, 1995), &-&
AR 2 B3 AFE 71eS AT § de A9 589 g ZrolFE 7 J(Venkatesh
and Davis, 1996)Z FH 1 Ut}

AFE Aasz2E AFHC #F¥E Q8 7HA vl U ArlEs 7ol ohdg od g
S FYPsted AFHE AHESEE ANY T8 o Ad9 A4S v i Compeau and
Higgins, 1995). &, AR7|gd4 F122Q 7led et RE, d& 5o JEZZAA A
A Hololx& AAste Woly A E A Flste W 2ol 7€ I AAd o)
3 Ay g5zl obye diolH FA4E% Y3 2ZY HE g AR ITHER] Ap4lo] Q3 o
Bl S #esly] 93 dole o] 2R 2 S AMSSlE A B 5 Y3 e-Learning A&
dg Agste R 5 2ol od do ey AFRH FP5HL g}

232 344 A7 e3

843 217] &5 7 {(Academic Self-Efficacy)2 &5 A7F Foi7 gt5Atsto dixsle A+
Q FAMHE 71AL 4 vt BE 2] AAAQ Dg 0 2 (Bandura, 1977, 1986), ol2{g &
£22 3 FEAe FoA f&fsﬂr%ﬂ—e £887] Astd HAE g3 Ao HE FEetn
A ke &7E 27 H1 3PS Fgl A L1 =49 AEE oY 7 o3 2
%, 52 £29 A7 %S 7}21.L Ae FEAte olel Yo REFAS o A

zui

42 HFHOZ nA7] Goto] Aol B F Qi BE =8L /S
5

&
A

1% o
ox o £

o

th= ZAolth(Bandura, 1982: Schmitt and Newby, 1986). 3+l 3 =17]
g Al FAste wE@e] 43 4, o g BANES 9 AA 7A@
2]

oy r Z)} A

Y
S
X odp
2

Al = 7( _-914240] gxqak/] _rsgoq_r = A-Lx_xJo] El—ﬁ AHFE Y3t t}or
Holl A4 P& vz 22lolv(Bandura and Schunk, 1981), Yob7l A7z 4 &<
e gease] 222 Ar|xd % £F da Yoz vele H7keltHBong,

l

Pl (b Ry o



AN TR Hujx FHo] e-8g A2 ARERo T F-8A vAE 9%

1998).

3. g2t 71

2 d7dAE [28-1]0M B vt 22 AT7EFES AN T

(28 1] A72E

AR7|eFREY Jatd FR7E9] AMEodS ARTIE] f8&A40 Ao BAV e
Aoz Ho| lt}h (Davis, 1989 Davis et. al, 1989). 5, AH&AE ZE71€9 ARl 4vx 4
4E+3F I R AdY AT Fgd 782 Ao 443 ojsh 22 AHE&ol 4
849 B BRIVET LRI BEE dFES] A7 on] AFHoz HFFo] o]F
o}A U (Legris, et. al, 2003). e-Learning Al&® = dhte] AR 7|E0]7] Wil 71& AR
71T &AM ANsE 7t v A2 e-Leaming Al2"d dig) AZdsta gle AME
ol &4 A9 BAE Zed wEN ge3 22 M-S AN

PHI-I(HL): AM§A7} 25 e-Leaning A2 69 A2HE AMg-§ol4e A28 #8440
H(+)o S vk

AR7IeT &Rl S AXHUE o AHE&oldH F84 L AE gRFE
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ARA 28 BEA9 woly 7]g} Mulx Fo] U (Davis, 1989; Davis et. al, 1989). A&
HRI|EFEEHAA AT FRA| 2 B4 JTL olF g A& T3 |EFHLR A
AP E oo digt AFAHL HFE HFERE wEFief o2 Jewt M
Venkatesh(2000)]l 913t AR71&S A8 o) B43lE o golu FHL TR $ Y5
APee AL QS 27 Yo EAst=rtdl B X2 =, 92 E | (External Control)E A}
EA7} Azbehe AR7|E9] AMgSolgd ¢S A ALZ vepta 9o Igbaria®h
Livari (1995) GAl FHA| 2R Ao PR h§ A z}o] &0l & vAE A&
e F3 9ok 7]€9 AFEC] AHA LY A9 A AF e EA o Fo] dig A3
Abg-goj ] AAE Mt ok vl WY FEA 2 AMRE AARZ F¥ste A9
W gEd Aoy &) AR i3 A4verE EFEE 7 UL A L] AFEE
Ay 29 F4 FFo 3 259 A LA FEF
Folt}, £3] e-Learning Al&®9] 73
o o]59 EAY A ¥l jg Az

&9 F3 o] Abggoldd FFE H Aer B

rr

P

ZFE-2(H2): A 8] 2F 2 Le-Learning Al = g9 2] ZHE ARg-go]Fo] F(+)e] §es nj

ARA 2 FA o] AR o] didt A4} HH7]E 8400 tg A 2he] BA HA] ALE
folA el Ao vl Z Ao FAI & Ao LA Uth(gbaria and livari, 1995). &,
AR 2" BAFRANA ALEAENA &EHQ EFS £02 A 2 HH7]|s0] A F
Foll f83iths A2 AES F UE Aolth e-Leaming Al2=¥9 24 tiF-29] AMEAH(EAY)
L A3 A ojYolz sFulgol & o Folut o Fel dHME ZFY i
A EES 23T F U3 o] § £ e-Leaning Al AEHANRALY T2 H & WAooz
Agss 2 Woz wrgS A gt wati AbgEol T vt R #84 HA =X

S g F Qs Zlolth uEhA thga e Jhde] Aid

I}-3(H3): ] 2 E 4 Le-Learning N 289 478 -840 B(+)o 9% vk

A71a5de BEIIeF LR Fad oA WAl Hu IS 2E 2T #AS UL

A1 th(Davis 1989; Davis et. al, 1989). WebA AFE A7l &5y AMEEolA 9] BAE
AR7\EF &R o234 Ediy Ha glg ¥ oie} 7|&E dFdAE 2 Bl g 18
S o]EHogE BEoln AFAozE Wil gt 714 Igbaria%t livari® @7(1995)M =
Uzl A7) F 57 AMEEolA Y BAE ¥ L AT Venkaesh® Davis®l 17(1996)
ME AbgolAn HAFE AVlasHde] #AE 183 Venkaesthe] 72000004+ WHF
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AN Ees Muls FHol e-8 A2ge ALggold R fF8A4d HXe 4%

Al(Internal Contro) 241 9] AFE-8-o]d 7 ZFH A7 &5779 ﬂﬂl‘é Yaa Qlek. ohA] 23
AEA2E FAe 2o} UFo] JRFAHYH AVlATHE AL B o U9
(Venkatesh, 2000). ith. w2t FE7]&9 4% e-Learning *l*"'“vl ol 71ete] Au
71ed b7t 2 HFE A7 ATHI AHEROIES A BAE #A €

7HE-4(H4): HFFE] A7) &5 He-Learning Al =99 | 2FE AL§ &0l H(+)9 FEE

v 2l

AR+ $RYoIN AN LERE BRI1E 5, AFY ANL5EE dAvlsh] Ao o2
2ol 7]E ATANE AgSol Yt AT FHHIL YT F84Te BAS F3T AFE
a8l g4 9tk ASgeldel 9¥E F= 2L ARs1E A WANY 7] (ntinsic

A FE42 AR 57 (Extrinsic

l’ﬂi r& o
poh
L

»

Motivation) &, JR7|& 1 Z}Xﬂ% }%5P7] A3 2

Motivation) &, AB7]&& AM&stE HHo] A I ZA7}E ol o A& 3] A%
A3} Bo] Z27] fFolt} (Gefen and Straub, 2000). &, A7 &5 4 840 FHS 7
dade A& A dgd AN HFH A7Es@ T ApgLolde] AA vpavtA
2 ARrieS T3 stEe doll i AP dE Ar)aszhe] a3t e-Learning® 73
S HAR71EE 53 steie ol dFolr] " el dig AN d4H ArjEsde
T840 Ao 9FE vld F AS Fojnh Wt T 2L S AT

—_

Z}-5(Hb): 819 & 27| & 5 2Fe-Leaming Al 2 E1 9] X)ZFE -840 F(+)9 ¥ o]

4. HIolH 24 A J}4H

0l

4.1 X2 SEY EE2o TY

Zu) Aol o] e-Learning 292 o §3HE PSS FHOE ABE FYFULA
2 ad)e) Atelulthstel Stistast Heghaw 874 5 152090 ol Ue $3ste] 1 %
1467 02 E BAL Mol H5E 05%F RYor, o)F AZ AL AT 189 F A3t

B Aot AESEAY dule Fart 13H(57%), AAEE(43%) o1 on dytHl
AFBASGH BEE <EI1>H 2 e-Learning Al =99 H7HEA S A&sHA Z43517] 84
T B Azte] FArEojof stk ZHo A T igte] MEE £rud dEejdas & &
AA &} 2 A9 &

W ERFEA Qo A9, 93, WE5FEE DAE A 23a A
I, =] A

A3 SPSS 1007 LISREL 85% o|&3dte] 45 EA

=
N
X
i)
pr
2
X
A
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<E PRES ATSANN S4
gz 2 wEs ¥ 8(%)
Agqr | . 7NE 66 516
& 61 477
2oy 1 08
A 128 100
A7 254 ) 5k 16 125
% ~ 29 18 141
30 ~ 39 48 375
40~ 49 40 313
5041014 6 47
A 128 100
A 915 7}5} a1 20
AL3) 78 58 453
A+ = 5 4 31
2% 12 94
AA% 13 102
A 128 100
A AYFH 7 55
8219 49 383
3R 11 86
Ae3 19 1438
A 128 100
4.2 SHET
WEERAS FAEFAA} A nA st G40l AYE 2HE & AL Hof e
7t ke Fold, SAETI Aol D A T4 ST T ANE IEA
QA Egetn glod AF SHETE UEETge] i T8  glvle HrHE3e] =& d
}3& AHEoZH Bl E AT F °’E}(Straub 1989). MY)& FHE 11 HE9 §EA
2y ool BE Lokl 148 £ i U9 AT S0 G 0 53 A4
ofof oz 2 @7e HuAxu Hul2EY HEE Kettingersh Leert AL ol A=
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AN aeZ T Mulx E4o] e-Tg A2 AR GOl F8Ad vAe 4%

N

(1997) 7v&dl 3B4, A3, $44 2 3734 A T FE ¥ A4 2L 94 87
BaEg fod Mula A2 Ay AL 9k AFH AV E5AL Jason Pereewe (2002)
7} o] 4% EFE A AL on, $H ArasAe Potd uhdls (200D)0] A
TTE AR g8 U E JES xASA AT

4.3 Jid Etdd 24

MEEFAL ojd H&rt fRUTE AFeA A o
A}(Convergent Validity)7]'d o] AH&5&ut ol FYg A
7HA S8 eI old st doj FAHXET F
o] 3t}
Cﬂ‘?} ZAHAEY AT ¢g BN x| FHE
cl 152 & A Eedth <X 2>o4 BE uie} Zo] 7t o]
ol A= ghol HA 0674014 H 1 09289 W 2A v l'rf‘_
b & glom AZuls-gagt GA] BE gvte s Ho F
Bgo M] SAAALE HF 1>RR). 0R 2

fo riu off

: ) ey | =Zew
T4 351 vE A% | #-un
A-1 Al el Z2A 690
A-2 SEA 187
A-3 4 g0l 8l
A2t E A4 -804 (PEOU) 8524
A-4 frad 195
A-5 o 5}4 674
A-6 Aol e 821
B-1 olshel A&A 828
B-2 | e Ao A4 872
B-3 L 904
Azke %84 (PU) - 9249
B4 e 873
B-5 a1l A3 0] o] A .500
B-6 84 729
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C-1 of<; 0] 3 906
C-2 A A 7HeA 928
REIES: ) - 9234
' C-3 Aele A& 890
C-4 224 884
D-1 | s=dol oy 8%
) D-2 | azmEgol ojad 883
A EE A7) 25 7HCSE) 8669
D-3 R 858
D-4 | A1 44 EAgA5E 746
E-1 ol ¥ wy 3xA 841
9427 A5 H(ASE) | E-2 | 4eEA H3A 808 7599
E-3 HAemst A 820

<E P> 2 LAt g7 3 BEHA

PEOU PU SQ CSE ASE
PEOU 1.00
PU 0.74 1.00
SQ 0.60 0.66 1.00
CSE 0.36 0.28 027 1.00
ASE 0.06 0.02 0.09 0.08 1.00
B 3.86 350 3.89 3.17 2.9
FF83 0.75 0.76 0.81 0.77 0.82
4.4 2o A1}
2yo Avtd AP E AZHE T JE FUEFAFE B Fholas TAHXK?)=380.22,
NNZFAFGFD=079, 94 7 A5 FARMR=0046, A ¥4 HT A5 I3
(RMSEA)=00775 2.2 Yelyth 712 23 gt ZARYPe] AF=EE Yehle F& 77
AF2E 4 23 AF(AGFD=0.74, 2F ¥§ A+(NFD=0825 22 =AUt A 2197]
ZRFAFPCGFD=064, 7+ EFRERXF(PNFD=0.72 522 FAERATE olg} o] 725§
g

o Z
A5y £RGAS Sol vEH R % volw gt AL B AT gy KL 277
] o 3]

o
=2
12842 AdHez 27 qEQ Aoz BUgt Tey uE N)2REAFY 478
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ANEEZHE Mul 2 FHol e-ghg Alade) ALg-goldn FEAd nXlE 4%

o

g

sk

S 92 %E HAoy 1y REFIAS # Ao HI="AA 2 A7} 9
Aoz BdHKim, 2000).
8 4>o A B ups} Zo] B Aol ALe 59 7HE F W7 FoFd Aoz yg

H<E
SohE HIA HabA e M e AdEieon Hb 712 E s,

<E 4> Mtz E ol LISREL =¥ &1}

74 BE AS# | -3 [7HEAY A%

H1 A+ r-gEold A4 F84 053 | 448 A

H2 AFEA7| &5 Add AHg8olA 021 | 236 A=

H3 IS Mul= £3 149 #4844 035 | 384 A

H4 IS Al F42 278 AHg80]4 054 | 465 e

H5 FPHA E5Z AzE F84 006 |-065| 717
4.5. AlAMY

S AZ4E Aol AR F84HD, AFEHAN BT A4 Aol (H2)9
#AE 71€9 AFA o] YFHE Ao|A ¢ e-Learning A E AH8E + A& HY F1
011:].

o

Mu) 2 F23 F84 9 AHE8o)49 A (H3 HY) GA] AgE 3 Jled ol 2wy &
s55] 220kl o) AV B0l e-Leaming A2we] EAel 90] = AFE HAE 2
& ®ol 33 gtk 929 e-Leaming AAYE FRIE FuU BEL ARase] B
2% glo] Aagely mg Adz Ade] FHek: Ao] oy AAHOE QML F A
o) sl e A&AQ BYsh AElz AT QolE HTHY Aoln W] 020 ¢

o

npAgte 2 i E A Ee A F849 BAHOE 714E A2E ygth HE A&
Sha € A FE&A AP FHETE HHHY

th= e-Learning Al &8 0] 2§ &S olfsh=dl g A =50 Hu slertel
Zzglo] g F-&Aol gaulgS dixsrlde HEA
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5.8 E

SELRES e-Leéming Azdol el Stase AR A a5 G948 A a5z
@9 @5E) oxehe) Aulx Fdo] sEe] A4 ALS§ol 4T f849) 1)
& 2Aa A A7 a5 A f849 BAS A RE sHe] AYH,

et gl 2Ho] HE Aoln] Felo] df# APH FEAS FRIAAE 2
% (Surrogate Variable)24 A4-80143 84 AAFZA Apow7telo]
Aol ol2d FAE Aok

Apole] Lol QlojH ZIU HEF] LT Fol A ATHE vl FA9 T4 %
zozd ATHA AN AT

T} £ dPE Bed 2 Ao @AY 9ee A4 %e 4 gtk

AR, ZANARS) Aol s B4 A9 qul2S Be Bl Ut AEAE Uy
o2 ZAstoiol AW A/ BT Bal AYH A EERE
A SR elet JEdE EFok 33 G Ael} EBMXI it

=

o] B340
Z5E FAstn AT 43 24‘” S 5]7101]‘_ A7t 3 ‘:} gtstd Aloly Zrae
T U Al2"o] ofyy] dige ARARAE HEEY AMHE T AAE 18
238 Zlo] ofth 23] 71&¢ Abgoly ALE wHEo] ojzt 22 H(Flow)st 22 T E
oR gty E2%E ofd Yol EFF2EAN oE dod i JAAFE 23 Faes AHE
(Csikszentmihalyi, 1990) T E°] B2 e A9 583 TSHFTE dIFHI QU Alo)
B 23 A E295 s FEUFE NS A o L d7AEHE BY Ae2 .
AR, & Y& g 52 FHo] ALk 8| E &40 ) u & & FHE A
13}5'-— }X]“} @?LH%QW R he} o] 7|ztks| 1 Qo). whebA T"r%"éﬁr 2ol 2+ 3
HeEs

# 927} 9ok
WA, BRel TAlolth B2 277k eo2H ARue] BAS o} ln ERe) BE
HUR bgusos AFHDE A4 HEAY BA BFY 4ol Ytk

Ik
rak

kS

Aoty wrels “sild r|&sd AT/S 2 eldst A+ The Journal of Educational
Research, 2001, Vol. 39, No. 1, pp. 95-123.
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<Abstract>

The Effect of Self-Efficacy and Service Quality on
Ease of Use and Usefulness of an e-Learning System

The objective of this study is to explore the effects of e-learning users’ self-efficacy and
perceived service quality for e-learning staffs such as instructors or teaching assistants on
two main perceptions for e-learning systems in a view of information technology - perceived
ease of use and perceived usefulness which have been considered as important antecedents
for acceptance of information technology so called in Technology Acceptance Model. For this
purpose, we suggest a research model and test it empirically by sampling in students of
virtual universities. In result, all hypotheses except the relationship between academic
self-efficacy and perceived usefulness are accepted. This result implies that self-efficacy for
computers and service quality for staffs such as instructors or teaching assistants should be
considered as important ones for success of e-learning systems in addition to those related
with information technology.

Keywords : e-Leaming, Self-Efficacy, Service Quality, Perceived Ease of Use, Perceived
Usefulness



