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A Study of Task-Media Fit and User Satisfaction on the
Customer Contact Center

II Ryu, Jae-Jon Kim, Seon-Jin Shin

This paper has two primary objectives: (1) to propose a comprehensive theoretical model that incorporates
valuable insights from two complementary streams of research, and (2) to empirically fest the model that
explain the task-media fit and satisfaction of customer contact center users. The comprehensive model
was tested using LISREL analysis on the sample of 232 users who have experience with the cusforer contact
center, The model was supported in customer contact center context, accounting for 29% of the varionce
in the task-media fif, 53% of the variance in the perceived ease of use, 61% of the variance in the perceived
usefulness, and 52% of the variance in the user satisfaction. The results showed that the task-media fit,
the perceived ease of use, and the perceived usefulness play a significant role in influencing the user
satisfaction of the cusfomer contact center. In addition, task analyzabiity, media richness, media interactivity,
and self-efficacy were found fo influence the task-media fit. The paper concludes with discussions and
implications for researchers and practitioners.

Keywords : Customer Contact Center, Task-Media Fit, User Satisfaction, TAM, TTF
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@ 738 Bgolt Wxe 92 Y=
#AE FA3) Q3 Azt A & gl o AFuACIA Fl
7] ) ARATL 7le AR media | - Daft and Lengel[1984]
sny | O AHeT AE A= A 13 - Dennis and Kinney
T @ Y WES B dgske A : [1998]
© ERI7 olRugte] 8ol8e AT AR
‘}}lﬂb‘gﬁﬂlf{% %;H% AAE =2 5 A a3, deshe el o
43 o oud N Y media | - Khan[1997]
il B3 ote] 2ttty [} -
484 | doms apes ﬁggb%ﬂl 4 E s s 6 | Y B0
©) 0}011401‘% AR g afA< AL A
I Ql]‘lﬁ”ii}i Ea A8 o gog B9 aF Ale WAl x4l Szt iy . ﬁoggg]hue and Thompson,
2| O BUAE 93 ATHE AR BE @ H2o] ol AE :
| @ BueE A9 ATHE dAg A9 A= 12| - Disew and Stong
@ #EHHE A3 ATHE FR9 3 F=
IAFEE o] &3} Jlo] 45 T 4= ke AIlY U A=
@ o]&ol & A A &= EW«] X*E .
Azt o] o e u + Davis[1989]
o @ o] &9 W& JJr%l 29| B A= p
Tr‘g"‘é @ J*]‘ﬁﬂaloﬂ 5};“ EHHE}% ;%E 14 + Adams et ﬂl[1992]
@ kARl ﬂrfé ﬂil«l T8 A=
TATTE A§FE Aol $AA/FU o] A4 & AT 28
4
A4E | O o]gie §5 8ol A= peou | - Davis[1989]
o] &84 | @ HzsfaA} vsl~— FH4l9] £4¢ Ag A= 15 - Adams et 4l[1992]
@ o] &o] Hgstn o33l 4 Ax
@ AR o8] HYF A=
AAHS 1802 AEAT} RTFAE HAFHE FEAA FE AR .
A | D ARG A A g R + Baiky and Pearson[158%]
BE | @ 344 ooz AF BYFY 4T e BE 4 13 e
® 274 59 49 9% 4= [1se8]

o) ol gl

AN3AT 4

of o]F 2405
343

E—\f ]t_‘

€ 3FiA, olF EE
SHeA s AUH= 8RE %

I duiel S Yo g B 2ALE
2004 10¢ 18QEH 10
4 30971#) ok 254 AA F 300%-E

g s
2o

=

93t} HEA o Z 232709 HEX7L B A9

2o AU 2AE YR,

24, ol

70 44

oy

e
-4
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FE9 4 2
52%, A0 1118 0.5 A ) 48% = V2 A B X
Horn, 29 20t 7} 62%, 30th 7}
23%,40] o)) 15% 9 BXE HYon, w5
FL2 UZE o] 4ol 85% = e

o0 =

TEAES Zqx3), vt 23], o o, )
$x3 T ANHA 2IHF212%)5 F8) o
HAEE 7178 Bol o] 838h9, -1 thg o2 u
e, F4 WA 5o WAAF(195%), 494
F(16%), Bk 4514%), A/SLH YT (13.3%),
AL A FY-(10%) o2 eyt SEAt

g9 F AR AlE Fsh2%) Bt 1(58%)<]
AHEEZE B A detged ole SRt
o] 20~30the] AL AR BY) gE
ol Ao FHHHT

AFEAS 93l 2 AFelME FHE AR
2 A3 738 B 9742 SPSS 10.05} LISREL

830& o]&ste] EAstAth xR, B4
SQEA % A B4 SPSS 10.0& o] &
SHAL, A 2FA 2 7 8l HE F
W T2 E A o) & LISREL 8.308 7}7} o] &3}

4.1.2 #39| 7|

Aol AAE 271 et T1e
AretATt & Aol aHE
o AHgd HAER 7 Hx9
3ol F 97f W W 7l
E <X 3> 2934t

=8

=13

Al

24

of
22

Lo
&ood ox o Mz

A7 &5 7 3 5.118 667
BEA 3 4178 696
BA71sA 3 4.662 624

o A 54 3 4371 546
A5 28 3 4.237 586
}o)-of A A & 12 4510 679
PApAR R 4 4.706 672
A Zrel o] 8-8-0]4 5 4734 685
AL} T 3 4.659 712

5 o # 111 47.8 REE 7 3
& A 121 22 | .. | #EU= 28 121

F A 8 98 422 T 0oz 181 78
AH&wl A ¢ 134 57.8 & 16 6.9
204wt 144 62.1 WA 45 194
K 307 % 228 o oo 24 103

400 o) 35 151 5

d o1 gy | EINE 49 211
Rl 74 319 242 Bl A/S 2% 31 134

2 F ¥ 19 82 a PRk 14 6
4 & A 134 57.8 EkA e g 33 142
7} # 5 22 AT 36 155
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42 SETT EIEY ¥ A

£ ddMe 344 MdE SA5] A8
oy 7k ZFAYES AMEsIHEH], 7HAA
@A Aol B vlidiy)sh 11513 eolibilty)
< ) ate] @A Q1R (exploratory
factor analysis)i} 82174 QQ14-4(confirmatory
factor analysis)-S ®33te] AAJEYT

A HA BAZ, AFEYY FAAEL
3l AREEE0] EAF oic %ELO 2% gi
wole AE &3] A3, &
of BAF QAQENg #—vﬁs}ﬁﬁ}.

T RA AR, I A adEde 2
HE EYE 2L 298 TAFE FEE 719
WA d#A(internal consistency)S B7}stE
A&upst g3 Cronbach’s o)AlFE o] &34
ST A4 s HrlstAth

J[N-

4.2.1 EMIN Q0ISAT} EIEHY - A2y 2E

UG VIS Aokl 229 F2
£ FAEEA(principal component analysis)S
ol g3tn, 219 B2 vie]e A(varimax)
g ol &3t o W WIPIES 2N IFA]
(eigenvalue)7} 1.0 o]4FQl 221E0] AAHEE
3l.om, 8 Q1A A A|(factor loading)7} 0.5 ©]4}
ol wj¢ foj3 Ao 7F8k¢tHjoseph et
al, 1979]. AFHZ BAd A8 ¥5S 7t
A3 RJBAL g ARE <F 4>, <F 59
2.

<¥E 4>} <F 5> B ng} o] AW
T WA T 8B4 S AAE A3,
3R NAM st E3 Y E(mediab)o] £
AHAA7} ol AAHRAY, WA 4%
55 2UHAAIL 07 o] o2 7 FANE

sgtes, dTREe FAAIE 2437 B YA A0 ue ol ¥4 9
AT SR 4Y BUF adeug A% A UAALE SRAE 309 EVR A
2ARYE ARs, 24 A7ASE W AdEe HEA FYskn g0l YFH| 7
39 8904 LA AA B AREES) FHURESL FREU
<E 4> MuSol e TME 20184 Zale} M|y HE

;;]-—711 sel 869
se3 132 -010 015
oA medial 129 .053 110
= g media? 052 168 276 -016 858
B media3 -.038 048 187 -152
task? 097 062 020 -.037
2354 task3 -.083 018 028 005 -.020 626
taskl 252 052
R fit2 101 -014
# %g A 189 136 718
fit3 -012 204
A5 mediad 104 232 860
e A mediab 134 261 )
e taské 022 148
T
Sy taskb 074 -153 756
taskd 075 -.057
T1E3 4.082 2431 1.919 1573 1.394 1.059 A E2H%)
A8 E2H%) 24.009 | 14300 | 11.287 9.253 8.200 6.228 73.278

) media6 8AAAX]7} o} A A
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b ALSAL BHEof| &Et i

<E 5 tfjdH=pof oHEt BMXH Qolf4M A3
o MEM A

910

AHEA}
nhz sat3 165
satl 385 299
A 7.047
MR %) | 58.721

1243 1.005] Tzqr';r&(%)
10362| 8.623| 77.706

<E 6> Y- Mt it EFA Qo]
s

(=]
T =g [ELR |

% of variance

48.89%

FIT6
FIT5
FiT4
ARES| m1Y7
9 724
oy | FIT3
FIT2
FITS
FIT1
) FIT12
B84 853
FIT11
FIT10
AT 887
FIT9 |
eigenvalue 5867 1.156 1044 T35 H%)

9.631| 8.699| 67.226

2 dFellMe AYg-A A 29le] R4

59 goli, A, NIAHLE 59 A A%
g xFsta 9o o)y SAFEES T F
LAENS B8 298 FEIHAL

<& 6> - A =T spe el dI B
M2 QRIEA ARE AE Hojth

a8y B AFo e #-ij A H S gn
g5 fol A, A9, A2 ?4 37}x1 OH

ZAstaont z

xﬂ Z 6‘]— 0 ;q xﬂx,—} [e) wl
Azt o] AT AP o R 248 943}&1 22 &
017 @ ¢1% A(second-order factor analysis)-& 4!
Alstaitt.

<19 4>9} Zo] 37FR) #d-vf A A A E 0
gk 7t S8 55 o] 131 A 2 72 0.56 o]
o2 FA YePF O H( A~ Ayyy =056 ~ 0.98; p
<.01), 4 7y - AR FE] 22 Q.91 A A 2
T07 0130 E FH L}E}L}‘:}MX} Ao g2l
Atk AFA o7 oAt 7 SBARES
A AFAEY A A G2 Tt e
o] 2] gt gho] B} F3 A0 HhHT

=

tlo
o
)
ot
rir
o
il
=
o

A(internal consistency)
&3HCronbach’'s a)AlGE o] &sly HATA
o] AE4-g Bk 23, <E 4>, <HE 5>9 <H
6>l ] YW= vle} Zo] Cronbach’s oAl 7F B
T 0.6 oo s Yeth AR AeTt o=
A% olgdolojol ke Aa)A F)E] dE A
& ORATWAAY, 1997], Duro R AEE
A2l grol 06 oldold fESA 18T
7] Mol L AT WgEe] £871FL
Zajel, 2t 2HN5ES A4 Husg
[Hair et al., 1998].
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2hA-0f A

3

Frs || Fime [ Fms [ ems [[ pme [ s | [ Fme | [ Fmro | [Cemn ] [emz ]

F) 7t 8QHAFE RESHE foln] 17 BT FAHY(P < .01).

<28 4> - A X ete] 2X12 2l 2 & (second-order factor analysis)

4.2.2 oI Q01EMT} EITHY - MM B FEol N #AF 22#4(confirmatory factor
4 3 dBEARY analysis) & A3 At <E 7>3} 2t o] 7
olEH FAHEYY HAFE A, WA drd Aol M ddAAEE Ak s SRS

satl 0.82 0.34 -
g sat2 095 012 1793 0.905 0.760
o sat3 0.88 0.28 16.47
pul 0.78 0.54 -
229 pu2 0.80 048 12.89
&4 pu3 0.87 0.30 14.17 0851 0.588
pud 0.77 050 12.33
peoul 0.80 042 -
A2+ peou2 0.85 0.36 14.89
o)gs OL] A peou3 0.83 0.42 14.35 0.896 0.634
peoud 0.82 0.37 14.19
peou’ 0.84 041 1450
i fitl 0.80 0.28 -
#* %g A fit2 0.62 0.85 8.21 0.754 0.509
fit3 0.63 0.24 8.26
taskl 0.64 0.47 -
234 task2 0.59 0.32 5.32 0.781 0.543
task3 0.57 0.12 5.29
o A taskd 0.58 0.80 -
7}1*}@ taskd 0.90 0.29 7.21 0.770 0.536
°© taské 0.66 0.28 7.67
e medial 0.77 0.51 -
= g media?2 0.94 0.16 13.40 0.821 0.607
sTe media3 0.73 0.63 11.47
ALE mediad 0.84 0.40 -
2§ media5 0.90 027 1161 0819 0603
471 sel 0.79 0.69 -
Faieh se2 0.9 0.14 15.12 0.791 0.561
s se3 0.75 0.82 12.40
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DAEf 2| h-o) =

15t0} AFR X} DHEo| B

(media6)s A Ad3L =3 T (measurement
model)& 37 3H5ich

ZARYY HP=E Hisy] Yste] n=
AHelgEd A AFste AYE 712 A4/ A
£(200]8} $-49)=1.65, RMR(0.070]3} 92
0.05, RMSEA(0.08¢] 3} -4)=0.053, GF1(0.90]4}
$.2%)=0,87, AGFI(0.80)4F $-%%)=0.83, NFI(0.9¢]
A $4)=094, NNFI(0.90]% ©%%)=097, CFI
(09018 4)=097 522 Ueh} GFIvt 37
A A)(marginal support)¥ i )1, ThE A e
AFe BF A% 4¢7)15s vEste B 23
2ol sl & 4= gk

<E 7> UEhd Hie} Zo) o] HIEE
I} 74 NEES ddshe A FAAE
o] RF FAHLE {F5t4(t>529, p<0.0
Z FANEY] FHEEEY GAxgA o)
FREAT T3 <F 7> YEhd nke} 2o,
Zb A7l YelA 7134l E] = (construct re-
liability)®] 749 4uta] FH 71&x¢ 078
= Uekon, A5 & =49 3

it

~

~

[Hair et al., 1995].

<& 8> HiEEE

FHEAG & dEeteA A5E JE
tHFornell and Lacker, 1981]. -=A37)
FRBAE BT ¢AFY 95% NFTF

I
2
3
I
N
el
ot
:
3

o]

o

nt
~
L RS

(&, $2xFZF9ahol| 1.00] XA Wk
[Anderson and Gerbing, 1988, ¥ #& 4327}
(AVE)9] AlFZ(VAVE)ol Z8AFED & A

© 2 Yeh}{Fornell and Larcker, 1981] 437}
JE7re el (discriminant  validity)©)

g= At

B =54 074 |

0 E7158 | 073 o) Com) o7 (08)]09)
© aAzRy | 078

(08) (0 (| o | o9l (o7

M 28364 | 08

O A7ESE | 075

2 M "EEY f7130 dHd
AE AHBEY 5 MY 7MEES 48 AAS)
= UAle] HAAH FERERE V|We R FE
Z

s AHEE, 2/df=1700.8 7]22)9] 20
o]to]™, GFI=0.85 AGFI=0.81, RMR = 0.06,
NFI=093, NNFI=097, CFI=097 2 uth}
GHFle $AARAE 3 a1, e AFE H7HA
THEERAL QUTh mebA AhE 2

J@ ki —%;
Ol _QL I‘
TN
B o

bl

e
)

i
e o
ol Ry
ol

jeil)

N
tle
4
l_.

U
oo
U
o,

¢

Y

fr po 2
A
=

S o sl
s
A

o

fru

5

rir 2 __EZ
e
w8

2
rir
g ne

T-ol A A3 ATl LISREL #4
Ehd AZ =3 (path diagram)& <I1¥
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taskt

i)
il
Am
0

task2
task3

7
L OB
oo
22
-~

pu1 | pu2 ]erS ” pud I

task4
=
task5 71‘% )y

task6

oA S

-

media
o |

ZH M

media.

1]
@

] gy s

Lpeou1 ” peou2 H peou3 ” peoud I | peou5 |

HelS
1
x}7|
se2 &Lzt

se3

BEAF(tRE)
*1p<005 *:p<001

<3 5> ATF2Yoll i LISREL =AZ 1t

4.4 A771dol A ¥ 2y

B ATFEFAA 2Ag 7Me uig HA 2
HE Qok3¥ < 9>¢ gt} o] ARE RE
HE AHRY o&9 2o

HAEA ] AYG- A dFE wF A
o7 AT 7Hd F M 1L t3ho] 0088 F
AHLRE FoatA] go} AR A ggrAe, 7}
A 2& tgho] 211(p<0.05)2 FAHCE {9
A el AR At s A EAJ o] Thd-vh A
g A+ 93-S vd Aoz A3 MM
3% 7Hd 4= BT BAACE 8 vey
AAH A7 3 :t=256, p<0.01; 7} 4:
t=2.65, p<0.01). A}71 &5l HA-wi 2§l
B TS v Aoz 4 7 5et
kel 198(p<0.052 EAHeE {93ty A
A= Jh A7|EF570] AZE o] &0l

H
5

A L A Rog AT M 62 t
gol 715(p <002 FAHLE Feofdty A
A= At

HA-j A Fo] AzE {8497 o]&-&o)
3, AHEAL Dol A+ JEE wH Ao
A% 7HE 7, 74 8, A 95 EA4AT BF
TAZLE FosiA vEht AAHJTHIHA
7:t=279, p<0.01; 7} 8 : t=6.04, p<0.01; 7}
A 9:t=391, p<0.01).

02 AR o]ffo|He A4E &
A(7Hd 10 : t=7.82, p<0.01)7} A=} w7}
A 12:t=210, p<0.05)9] EAHoE Ho3
FEFS vAE Ao g veh} BF AAHY o
aza AZE iAol AREA TEA mAE
A3t=284, p<00)E EAZHCE H28}A
vehd 7 11 A AR EH A

A WSS tig B5d 8| (Squared
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OHME 2] Rd-ofH 2 gtat ALBR} CHRof THEF I
Multiple Correlations: SMC, 3]#¥-49] R’9} 2 AR g Folaler), oW BEAHE © wol
FADE AWEY, AHeAL B, A4E f84, ZHA DL ke Hlaste #dd ¢ Es
Aze olggold, Al uAAT e AW AFgAe] Azl mE DAME Bol A
Ho| 52%, 61%, 53%, 29% = LFE}tT). WA e AT 2AEAT <T 1058 3
£ AP E F7HHe R ol wR g & dol & ket 49 AFA=E Yehd A
Bog WEe} oA FolA o= BEg o ol

Do =

<E 9> TIiMe AN Za}

H1 5 - -0.01 -0.08 7)z¢
H2 47— AY-A A + 0.16* 211 A€
H3 WAFEAE — -G + 0.24** 2.56 P
H4 4584 — Y- - + 0.26% 2.65 R
H5 AN &5 — HG-AAE + 0.47* 1.98 R
Hé6 AZN1E5H — AZE o884 + 0.15* 7.15 el
H7 HG- A - 4" 44 + 0.21* 2.79 e
H8 HY-j A5 —> AAH o] &Eo)A4 + 0.44** 6.04 B
H9 HY-AH A - AR BE + 0.34** 391 Bl
H10 AZE o] §-gold — Azdd f8A4 + 0.64** 7.82 2} e
H11 AZHE F8A4 - AR B + 0.29%* 2.84 e
H12 AZE o] §-gold — AMEA 9 + 0.20* 210 el
AR W) R = 052 A2bE 8479 R = 061 ‘AR 0§80 R = 053 Sg-oj A A
o] R* =029

F) ip<05 7 p<OL

© HAPFHLRE, F4, ID, FE FHHEAY, A5
’ : . 432 | 0568 | 0408 | 0.592
A7 WA =) 0419 | 0581 | 0
Ok B (&} 3L 5 i}.:_, R A}IE
@ j;{ﬁ;)("" I A B2 R A, ABF ) a0 | oeos | 0372 | 0628 | 0418 | 0ss2
-1 [}
ZIAF(BA 23], vt Ax3), oFxs, ez
9 5 ST( A28, TR, deres), w3 0296 | 0704 | 0318 | 0.682 | 0277 | 0.723
AT, A, AR, ag@E, FohAHI:
@ Tjgl( }‘f A, AR, fFdE, RIPIE os | 0505 | 0574 | 0426 | 0405 | 059
AR Fo] 5)
® A/S83 4F 0.780 | 0220 | 0.761 | 0239 | 0.795 | 0.205
® AL AFGIERL, AFA, AETY, AS5E) | 0302 | 0698 | 0279 | 0721 | 0324 | 0.676
@ EUAHGF@EEA, vEA, a8, 2404 ) | 0726 | 0274 | 0728 | 0272 | 0723 | 0277
® FFEFET, T8 AEFE B) 0433 | 0567 | 0403 | 0597 | 0.460 | 0.540
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DHME O DIU-of | BT} ALBAF THEO| BB AT

4.5 SMAT0| L5 =0 4vuw, A28 o484 7)ol A2
d A8 IS 484 A 47AY

2 AT Fo BAAR B =B A 9FL WAL 42D S840 AR B
s the 2t 598 FgL Yl BAHAG. A48 o]%
A, Ao ALTO) Y FEAH AR folHL T X U AR 5, BE U 4

—
L

9 o] 8800 o7 FF& mAE Ao] 2
FH oz AZHUL. & P G oA
Ade ALAEANA A2 FYL sk
Qo1 Axlo] delat w47} fgtcka Az}
s Bk £ ALAEE ALY $Y8) 9
& Adelg mjA 7L AH-sEY) Helsitka =74,
AfUACIE miA g} 2ol HzstuA she
Fejol g olsie] & yaizhel wet 1 v

= =2 <©H

Aol e AP 2 A40) ZH5 o] AzHH of
§8018 S22 AAHAT. A
Hge g WEo] AR FFE v Aol
ek JHE AQEUt o AHE}
7100l AZsHE AT AHlze) W AR
i, #ASE, BE4 B A2 53} B

A 149 @79} BAS HAFE AA
¥ HPolnE IATY LPAES ARYA o]
A A7 e @ Ae] FEte qy
Az s DY BT Yee Al
itk =3 -4 A Htol A28 5843
A2 o) ggol AN A BEo| TBE 7
B8 49 9P WAL Aow Yrhg. o
At ol AP AFUA A vy} &
Asthe A At E T AAE J—‘ralx}‘:
< WA 7158E Azl sl s
d ddA02 od Jl5Ee] o AY
getsted Agslador L AA}ElaL Q)
AohA A st ALY BAE 79
ATAHE 7)Ee] AT AT YA se
2]Goodhue, 1995, Goodhue and Thompson,
1995] TAME FANME TIF Z8o] X|A|5)

A

-

l..

KN
=

ﬁ

Jml

rSL
lo

}L

>

e ok
£4, A4 A2E {847 o8-8
43k A9l W AGH RIS BAS

HEFH} AZE 84S T8 HHEAE §
ato] T dEs nA 4 o & A7EHR
T 71&0 A 3ARe} AX|sle AL Z][Davis et
al., 1989; Mathieson, 1991] =Ujo} 14 AE &
AAXE TAM 23 o] AA = YIS v]g
o =@ AAAG, AlEsd 5o 944
150} A8A BEe) AT foR 4T
= "AE 3R et £, 2A4AH o
& A4 ol &RolH AAE FEHLS AR
AL & QlojA Fa 3 WiAHES Sl S
& HAY % 9T o) e AU A
7 olg80l4T A7E #4848 vAsel
A7) G Pt TAMS] 7R =
AR drAeln B¢ A4 F840]
Aztd o] &80l g Tt AHEA} W] Y%
49 A9 4L MATE ¥ A7AIE A
So] A7)0 A 7154 HEe] A7)&E &
£35S dA)FaL Yotk Keil ${1995]2 AzH4
o] &&olHS P TILA e =gl W3
"ol o] §-&olHE %% AdkA xgo
g F849 F8
X = AzHE %%
AE 8102 Yeh o]
3 Qo 2R E 317
Ao 7153E 7z o} 3
AHo g oW 7)5E0]
st Aol B AA
44 113 74 129) B4 A A
43} A2 ool AeA T
she F8 WeEA B EHo 1A AEd o)
B 84 BEY 3t FFHOE YA
s Aol 8 4 slox2 849
A TATE NYT F432 B A 27
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