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Structural Relationships among Factors on Intention to Use
Mobile Learning of High School Students: Using ETAM
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ABSTRACT

This study investigated the structural relationships among factors on intention to use mobile learning and sug-—
gests practical strategies to enhance learners’ behavior intention in secondary school. In this study, we hypothe-
sized that mobile computing self-efficacy, personal innovativeness, and social influence had positive effects on
perceived usefulness and perceived ease of use, which ultimately had positive effects on intention to use mobile
learning. In order to examine structural relationship among variables, we surveyed 289 high school students in
spring semester of 2014. After collecting data, we examined causal relationship among variables using Structural
Equation Modeling. The results of this study are as follows: First, mobile computing self-efficacy and personal
innovativeness significantly affected perceived ease of use. Second, mobile computing self-efficacy, social influ-
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ence, and perceived ease of use significantly affected perceived usefulness. Lastly, perceived usefulness and per—

ceived ease of use significantly affected intention to use mobile learning of high school students.
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<Table 2> Confirmatory factor analysis of the measurement model
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<Table 5> Confirmatory factor analysis of the revised model
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