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A Study on Behavioral Intention and Application of Information Systems
Audit technology Using the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM)
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[Abstraci]

Information system audit, by checking overall matters about constructing and managing information system, has to contribute
to improvement of information system’s quality and improving performance of projects. For this, an auditor has to present
objective corroborative facts which back up result of audit and ways of improvement, but in reality, general(especially
businessmen’s) cognition is that audit is biased by way too subjective opinions. Local experience and theoretical research until
now propose that tools of automating audit will be an active means of systematically collecting and proposing these objective
evidences of audit. This research not only verified that in the field of audit, phenomenon of technology application can be
explained and predicted by applying TAM, but it also contributed in extending theoretical base on information technology and

audit by distinguishing several characteristics which appear in the process of the model’s application and analysis.
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Table 2. Organize research and measurement parameters.
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Fig. 1. Research model.
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Table 4. Questionnaire items measuring variables.
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Table 6. Reliability analysis.
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Table 10. Research model fit.
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Table 11. The correlation coefficient between the variable-2.
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Fig. 2. Structural equation path analysis - complete.
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Fig. 3. Structural equation path analysis - Supervision of activities influence the degree of use.
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Table 12. Hypothesis testing - the path coefficients.
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Table 13. Full hypotheses.
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