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{Abstract>

Factors Related to the Intent to Use the Medical
Application(M-APP) of Smart Phone of Hospital Nurses

Yunbok Sim, Youngjoon Seo’ ", Jangmook Kim®, Sungho Kim®,
Donghyo Sung™
The Graduate School of Health and Environment Yonser University

Dept. of Health Administration, Yonsei University’
Catholic University St. Paul Hospital®

The purpose of this study is to investigate the determinants of intent to use
the medical—application(M—APP) of smart phone of nurses working at the
nursing department of two university hospitals in Korea. The independent
variables used in the study are performance expectancy, effort expectancy,
social influence, facilitating condition, attitude toward using technology, self
efficacy, anxiety, ability to use a smart phone easily and socio—demographic
characteristics. The sample used in the study consisted of 378 nurses

selected from two university hospitals located in Seoul and Wonju, Korea. Data
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were collected with self—administered questionnaires and analyzed using

multiple regression analysis.

The results of this study revealed 5 independent variables of attitude toward
using technology, self efficacy, anxiety, ability of using APP and interest in
smart phone have the significant effect on the intent to use the M—APP. The
results imply that the hospital administrators and nursing managers should try
to give more chances to learn the skills of using M—APP, provide sufficient
resources and establish the stable hospital information system in order for

their employees to use the M—APP more easily at their working places.

Key words ° Medical Application Smart FPhone, Intent to Use, Hospital
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