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Abstract: Facing challenges brought by Industry 4.0, casino gaming operators must understand how
to promote employee adoption and active use of innovative technologies if they are to successfully
transform their service- oriented business models digitally. However, there is still a lack of empirical
research in this area. Therefore, this study aims to examine the key factors and interrelationships that
influence casino employees’ intentions toward using innovative technologies by combining
employees’ perceptions of system quality with the Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of
Technology ( UTAUT), using slot player tracking systems as an example. This study collected
sample data from the casino gaming operators in Macao and analyzed the data using partial least
squares structural equation modeling. The results indicate that performance expectancy, effort
expectancy, social influence, and system quality have significant positive impacts on intentions to use,
with social influence having the greatest impact. The analysis also reveals that employees consider
flexibility, response time, and compatibility as important attributes of system quality. The research
findings validate the applicability of UTAUT in the field of casino research. The conclusions provide
meaningful optimization recommendations for casino management and system developers.

Key words: Macao; gaming industry employees; digital transformation; casino; slot machine; player

tracking system; technology acceptance theory
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B R A 26 02 — 1R AR RS 7%
O EEZE W 25 BT AT 1 o R, n e ) A1
TR S TR M A B 2, oo 28 36 36 T+
71, C A TR A S A — I E S A I 5k
FEH ( Wong, et al., 2023) , ¥ T3 4.0 1945
TR, WA N Fahr \ Be A7 % TEL
Fethr s €A N T8 R 45, TR AR 220
A R T R SRS | AR 25 25 RO
BT 2 R A EH R AR R
AN 55 2 SR AR TR 1 e A 75 I % 8
1T 8 R W&, A Al R ek i 4 ¥ R B
( Chaudhuri, et al, 2023;
2021) o SR, 7 8 4 g 78 vp S IBUAS i
II= WS TE N OE AT DAY NI N (ER S
ST A B BRI B AR 2 [H] 0% B 2 Uk

Wannenburg,

FIAHBH DT IR B =, 253 TR T 58 Y
FRBA SRR, AWT5E B 12 LA TR BT GA BE &
SR 201, RS R S PR R e s B i A B
L3RRI BT AP ) () IR T A
H T3 A48 & (Wixom & Todd, 2005) K&
SRR 28 A0 SRR 28, R oA T Tt M i
TR HEA R B TR 2%
A ATE I A T di G b —H
1 EE R ( Garrett, et al., 2020 ) , [ 7E
R A EERZ T3, TR 256 = 4
TEIRH ARUOR A %58 3B A K4 (Gam-
ing Inspection and Coordination Bureau,
Macau SAR, 2024 ) . {H 75 It i 1 2t # 18 %
BT SR DS TH A S8 a8 1588 K A B
BN TRAR S T B RN 25 1 S A
Loy ih s 58, IAREF Do i BiLER , 2t =
A F #% 0% 18 1) 7% fir ( Wannenburg, 2021 ) .
177 HG A8 e B 2 L RS T IR A S
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SR E AR B S T E B 2 ff - Bu5<aa
BERF . FFE 1970 41X, Bally Gaming &
System T4 H 15 I8 1 1 B U088 32 %55 ( Slot
Data System, SDS) , il ffi 7] RIIRFC S 4
Tt 45 7 O8I o 8 AR g S (Z. Wang &
Aquino, 2001 ) , 1980 4%/, Electronic Data
Technologies 7~ F)#E H1 55— /i FH B KB
R A, e B R RTE B AR e Rl R R
gurh, AR AT DAMR 5 o o< i S o0 pr At A1 7Y
TN, AT R 15 i T ) A A
HEMET ) ( Norris, 2019) » V14, ffi T It
FIBWE RSB &GS T A A Bk,
RFID M4 ST AN n B ipy , HE 2 A
TARESE, RRPE M 7% PR Y; ik
B Bm (Liu, et al., 2021; Skerbinek & Vlaov-
ic, 2019) .

Wt = BT AT B, A A B 58 It
F A0 O e i ) fig o R Y — i RS
T, ZBua S st LU MY &R 5 516
NAE il li %5 , 32 T Be 2K 1 B 1 ik 75 19 5
( Skerbinek & Vlaovic, 2019) . X1, &R %
AN T R e B AR AROHT 19 SR e PR B
Wi = 1A XD RE A BT PR T A B T
1) 1 BE S AR i R I8 7 AN B C 5 1L
. Bl e & #5445 (Ticket - in,
Ticket- out) JRF5 1% , it 25 BEAR A 110 52 B
FEEL S84 (Liu, et al,, 2021) . ¥ T3
i 4.0 FPREK, 50 7048 A B BT 1) 5%
ORI A , S b WO B T3 AR BT 8
[ A, A LB T &L, A
[l B T pbG gl , #EH) B TR AH
FHAH 4245 (Molino, et al., 2020) . I, B#
fiff £l 52 288 B TR B A fe SR Y
2R BRAR e A S B TR R
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W, IR 1R RE 7 I A B e Y )
(i

TEHHE 5 ARSI B A B
7R ( Venkatesh, et al., 2003) , ¥R &5f R 4%
AN B B T T D 5GE R A
(PR IR] s AR A G BB e A2 R RUAE TR o 26
(18308 T , 1 R A I TR B 5 (] R, S i o
Br B T8 R GUVE 5 A A AP BN R B, 2%
MAEHE BRSO E Rt RA R &
ML

1 HARBTEERKER

L1 EERKEZEZRE

1 25 7 22 P A R g 4 A i R
ANTEIE FH & S PR AN A0 BB Ay ) 1l
LA IR A B[] A7 7 25— 7 T AR AL o
Lofi o i Y B Venkatesh 28 A (2003 ) 1% 8
Tl g 2 S A T A R R 2 AR B S
A 1S B4 2 B (Unified Theo-
ry of Acceptance and Use of Technology,
UTAUT) , o fu 45 . BPETT B B ( Theory
of Reasoned Action, TRA) . & #1755 M 55
( Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB) )7 %
% F& %I ( Technology Acceptance Model,
TAM) \&55 T84T R 3G BB 7 1 52 15 A
( Combined model of TAM and TPB, C -
TAM- TPB) | % Jii§ il F # %4 ( Model of PC
Utilization, MPCU ) . Bl #% 4% %! ( Motivational
Model, MM ) . fL: & 52 %01 # 5 ( Social Cogni-
tive Theory, SCT) FI 57 % # By ( Innova-
tion Diffusion Theory, IDT )., UTAUT %% &
3t 25 B () B ] IRE I R E A, 7R
ANTEATSEFN SO T 5T 2 B A B o A T



71 (Williams, et al., 2015) .

HESR UTAUT — H #8 Z FHEF A
[F] SR 5, T35 A0 S B AR £ ) 25 ) 1 32 BEAE
Z( Ajayi, et al., 2022; Cheng, et al., 2011 ),
{H AR 2 81 B DR 26 0 G i PEAT e i — 20
TR, Blut 55 A (2022) 7R H A58 45
UTAUT 81 H % K 22 A BEARTEA [A] FH 5 28
BB T st P RBLH —Eny 2= 5
PR, BRTEAN [T 26 P BEEOCRER B8 B
AR R R JE T REAS [] , R UTAUT B
i TE BT 1) JRE P 3 55 vh i 7 B — 2P B R
WAL HEA R S AT A B e () 4T 6
VR S TAEBREE, 140 TAERE A 2 L =
JAE T3 1 1A B 15 R0 468 L R R ) 4 88
25 % (Wan & Chan, 2013 ) , 28 UTAUT
PG % 26 B T HF 5T 0 1k, 3 R
UTAUT 1 FH 55 5 e 2 1807 36 4% SEURH R F
ST R TR AR A S AE SR , A B 55 S5 7 UTA-
UT 8, PR B A B T8 TR
1B R A OB HT 2R 40 ) {87 FH 5 1) 1 )t
Rz, BT EEsEAe S TR
FHRE ] AT IR 5T, P e F 593 A5 AR e 220 i
UTAUT #8Y p ( BE B AT 2 MO AR IR &
AW FE H, f# B 2 7] ( Behavioral Intention,
BI) € # i 38 4 B TR A F IR
1B 9 R 40 50 B AR R s H At N A P i)
.

1.1.1 #xh%

Venkatesh 55 A (2003 ) 5§ Hi, &30 2
( Performance expectancy, PE ) J2& 51l A\ #H
MR SR Bk TAERBLME DL,
T (i O B, AT % 5 2R 9 1) A 1)
o AWFE REROWE A 5 T
TR BT S Wt R A B L TAF Ui i J2%

FIRERE . 3 AN [A] SRR 0 A 9 i B A UM
A AT FE B AR AT B = e B A
T % 2 36 ( Barchielli, et al., 2021; H. Wang,
et al., 2020; Zhang & Yu, 2022) , [fj Chatter-
jee(2023) TEHBIA N TR RE F R R
AT ST NS ATROH 202 B T3 Rl
HEMEEENEENRZ — EREZ
SRATHERBIR TAR SN R A 2655, 3
JOVER I S 2 A0 0% {8 P R A R R B
Rt , A BIFSE R 1 AT ik

HI 14 B T ATSUN RS R
I IEREE R

1.1.2 %A%

%% 1322 ( Effort Expectancy, EE ) #% fi#
R I ZR 50 T AR P 25 5 B (o 1 i
¥ P ( Thongsri, et al., 2018; Venkatesh, et al.,
2003) . fHiH L SHBAN R SIS TRypFoE R
B, B TR9%5 ) A B 3 (0 2 1) s
AN — 0 5 28, ) il Alrawashdeh 5 A
(2014) TEST3 A I s B THYESE h 3 31
%% 3 10 B S A e A B 2 2, T Ku-
ciapski(2017) 76 H EF B B R 17361 B
TAFGE A 5 BB g 3 R P A 1 i
BHIERE ., AT LUE 55 1 R JH B
ANESEE R B @SR AR T8
o AR e B e SR B v AR R &R
ot T LA LR 1] B 1) 45 B B IR 1 A D o
WA, B TR S m ez e
Rt , ASBIFSE R 1 AT ik

H2: A B TR %5 ) 1 2 3 R 44l ]
pNEENS B2

1.1.3 #gHE

Venkatesh % A (2003 ) fif Fo 1 €y % 2%
( Social Influence, SI) Zf N JBHIA 522 )
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9 N R At RE % A 1B R RR S . A
W e B OE 2R A B TH 55
HERN, 40 A [ R % R SR SR
M I B R SRR, @
FAS ) SR (A AUF 58 AN SR A T 25 S A SE G
WURFE & S8R — 5 B & ) ) 2
Al 2 (Alalwan, et al., 2017; L. Wai Keong &
A. Ayue Binti Abdul Rahman, 2021) . 1M 7E
i, B TR EIE L el E R, FRE %
R RG 28 7 [, SR A R A B TR
a2l RS AR B SRy, B TRl & ) g
. B, AR g i DU R

H3 - A B T a4k g s 28 R0
A IEBE R,

1.2 RGEE

TER T Z MBI P, RE =
(System Quality ) A3 %8¢ FH] 7 i B2 F 4
FHAHE T 2 FHA T 2 ) EE B SR 64 ( Wixom
& Todd, 2005) . it Bt ¥ A [m] 22 %8 S Al
FERIT TSN ELRE T RAVE & s Bl T
MERON B %5 07 3 B2 S fef T 1) 49 4
Alkhawaja & Halim (2022 ) 7€ B i 8¢ I 228
RS B, SR A w3 R A
R SRR I, A7 38 2R T A A P ) B
i % A 45, Pal & Arpnikanondt(2021)
i RSB S RS S e
BEATRUN R LA &) . Qin 45 (2023) 78
ST RIS R AT SE IR B R
ot BT P 1 SO B R S5 T B Y
A RS MAEADTIE R, HA A 71
B SiEN SR TATI SR TN =2 YN =P/ 3]
BT, RTS8, A T BEE
2 K YNIE-SUNSEJ= W UL
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BUIRRZ ), 6T 52 28 B TR A 5 B
PRI, A BT8R S AT ik

H4: R0 51 B THESUNESR
R ES- 2 F

HS: R E R B AA TS N EE
R ES- 2 F

H6 : R&VE BB A B TAH S 2h
IERE R

H7 : R0 s 81l 8 T E A
IR ES 2

Wixom & Todd (2005 ) 7 H: e AT R
PR T EERSE ER 5 HE
FURR AL, 45 1T 5 % (Reliability ) | %% 5
(Flexibility ) AT 31 ] ( Accessibility ) | S5
IRE [#] ( Response Time ) F %% & M ( Integra-
tion) o AJFEME TG ] 5 3B ZR 000 JE RN Al S
FREE, AT RRAR 25 1 P B R 0T IV (5 AR AR
JE 5 b PR e AR A RE S0 I 5 A ) 5 5K
(AL ;s w] 515 R 24 FH P 77 ) s 4 B
HHRE T A S IR S A 35 Ty kb
AT PP A e 5 PR IR ] 2 48 R A P 22
SR [ B T, S IR W] =, P 38 R st
BRI B S PR RSB A A
[Fi) AR ) R IR 1) 5 (R BE o {BLAS ) 4 35
RIS L B, 2R 0 B i v 25 R A i PR 4 1
TR R B R T BN — B s
FREE o A9 A0 e — 18 B 7 A b s 4y 48l 7 ot
e, Din 55 (2021) 45 H i E & R 3 0E
PFRCR AR IR , T SE PR B R 0 IO B
FHBAPE AE A Y R A 5,
2 IR I IRe W] SRR B AR A o
R BLTEE A B PE . A TR BB i R 4
(R P 98 35 S e B, A F 98 & 72 Wixom &
Todd(2005) £ 5 il F &0 & = FF A



FHANE (Compatibility ) , LA EE 4 [HIAg A 28 4%
BB R R AR, AT E R
PER U BE RSB B T HA BE B8
PR &8 B A1 77 5K 1) — E F2 B ( Chin & Lin,
2016) o 3 i AR AL 2R S B A R R
1, AT LA 2 A AE S A SCE it R AT IR B AL o
ZHMIER . &7 b AT DU R
HB : Al HE P R A IR B
HO : S 15 A RV B A R
HI10: A] 55 PR R A0R B IR Y

E-

HI11: [ fERR [ ¥ R AR A S
¥

HI12 .3 &M ¥ R = A IE 9 &5
¥

HI3 AR AR E &6 EH E Y
s

g bk AR B, AN 5T @ W AR
A HLBanE 1 fros

i UTAUT:
CIEAC i |
|
| SN |
HS ! |
[AnA i |
o : S |
| |
| Eal |
arEeE |10 | I: 2 !
|
>e JFF L > - !
- ES Ve 4 H7 ES i b
S IR ] ‘ i
| 13 |
fi12 ! |
B TE /s 3 Mgy |
|
| |

|

At |

B 1 W&

2 ®WERGE

2.1 HREE

AL K 11 RKE S, 50 I 255 )
WIEE AR A s (R R ) A
PE VRN TR M S BB R iR
BYEMARSUVE . PR Likert To 8 & K45
I M N | 07 N 1 = R B N |
)7 o W46 R T 308 22 25 A TR SRk, Hep
551 (4 I ST (4 i
T FLEr s (4 (R RE ) A fsE AT ml (4

JEIH) 2 7% T Venkatesh % (2003 ) Fl Abu
S5(2015) BYBFSE, AT EME (3 (HETT) (5T
PEC3 ST AT B (3 M I | S
RFIH] (3 RREIE) B G0 (3 ) F R &L
B (3 HEE) 2% T Nelson % (2005) i
WY, A (3 HEIH) 2% T Kuo & Lee
(2011) B9AIF9E. MR8 A% , Je ) 20
PrAS B AT IR, S A0CHE [m] ) ) 4 %
RETEEAT T B o, AR 9T B 1Y
B, EX MG RILE 37 M, 40
BN S HACPINZ 1 PR .
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*F1 HNEZ=S

i T e SHAH
PEI BB R AT T AP RA
gy POBBERIBICR SRS RIED; (B R ATR TR \oniesh of al.
PE3  HBEE B R AT LR A 2 7 ) al. (2015)
PEA A FHUBESEE B 3 T LR 4 i S T A e
BFL RS BT B 2400 B A FR T 48 FLE 5P
) EF2  JRAR% 5 AR B P BE 58 R Venkatesh, et al.
FOE pm mmmms RS f?ggf““
al.
BF4 SRR DA I R IR A 1
SIS BLAE HE R S A A A
2 SRR ISR T Venkatesh, et al.
HEER S5 e BRI R fﬁggf““
al.
SH KB AR B R
B JoA HIBLSE I RS R
N B AR MR R A Venkatesh, et al
e T e ffig?m“
al.
B MY BT O 0 B B R S 2 AT e T A
REI DOt &4 fits e
AT RE2 ﬁ%ﬁi&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂg%‘%ﬁﬂﬁ Abuet, et al.
" RE3  BUgiG i RS (0 (2015)
FLU  Bisi it 34T LUsME & Fid R
G L2 BLACHEIR AT L M th 0, DA R e Abuet, et al.
FL3  SURESHEI BRI R SR A e R (2015)
ACL  BUSGl B R A i B MO8 K,
AR ACY  BERISHRA A YO ﬁﬁzaﬂ
AC3 LU it R H 0 RS A7 EL
RTI BESCE B 28 40 PR I W o T ey o
EHerEl RT2 BOACEMR AR VR Abustet al.
RTS BRSO RAREI MR Fk (2015)
INL BEGOEE R GRS A [ 2 TR 2 S e
s g N2 BB HREAIE T AR RE VR ixz?“
N3 BESOEH RAATRES  T 8K A A R [ R4S et
SQI R RS TT , T O BHEE R B RS T A
Repi SQ2 AR, BUALM R SR BRI RS iﬁi?“
SQ3  MLFEACHY TR A BE A B R 0 EL i — S A
CPl  BEstiB R GHLIR T R4 )y TR &
S CP2 TR Al BLA A B 2 A4 B T 2R T4 754 Eﬁiue
CP3  BESCib I B R0 ARl A9k 9 T fF Ui
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2.2 KREHYER

AR AS S5 G 2 VR 1 1A 8 P A
THECZKIB MR B B T, I A8 a8
HERERAK (SnowballSampling ) ¥ 4T, FH
BRERBRIE FT A SOBASAF 5 058 B AR AR BH 1Y)
B GAETT D, BN BSR4
Sy I AR G TR B, T E A A

BIF ) 265 4 S 46 108 15 % I 0 1% JHL LA 1
FEHE LS A ZOEEAS 845 ( Dusek, et al.,
2015) o ASFHBRICEE TR 6 ] 2
D58 Wt R S A A Y A B
T8, FLCEREAR 201 103, P oA ROEEA
#5190 4y , AR 25 94.5% o N &iwT
RGN 2 FR .

®2 AAKEHER

SR B0 FRbRA Hork
T H 12 63
&V 69 36.3
- 3 A 45 237
R 5 -
g 31 163
HRAT 17 89
I 16 84
21 ~30 3% 19 100
31 ~40 3% 111 584
AE 41 ~50 % 45 237
51 ~60 3% 14 74
60 B LI 1 05
P 86 453
R ’
7 104 547
WP 33 174
s sl 89 468
KE: 61 32.1
TH - L 7 37
5 LI 42 221
6 ~10 4 70 368
TARAE %
11 ~154¢ 61 32.1
16 4E5X LA 1 17 89

2.3 HEFERE

MacKenzie & Podsakoff (2012) 5 Hi,
H A B — A Y 1) ) MR T BB A A 2L W]
W2 (Common Method Bias, CMB) [,
WERCHE W B RR 22, K, A WS ER
Kock (2015 ) A9 Full Collinearity Test # il
2, RBUH RS AT 5 e 2 W] A AR B A 5

TS [) 7595 A 22 B R T B s R o 4 RS
T VIF (HBARR 3.3 M RSFIRAE, AT LIS
HURE(E CMB AN BT 45 df 1 A AR
JRE KRB

2.4 HERSMAE

ASHIRFELR T f5 /> — TRk 4t i 7 e
Y ( Partial Least Square Structural Equation
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Modeling, PLS - SEM ) 3} fiff 58 #3595 & 17 43
Bro JL4F,PLS- SEM 7 il it AR 55 S AH B 45
5P FE T R SR T v B s b 52 1) B A ( Zhw,
et al., 2023 ), PLS- SEM H. K& M B 78
BEAURE T, [6]IRs , HH LG BE IR 1 7 22 45 A 7 i
Bi7 (CB- SEM) , PLS- SEM H 45 B &5 Jif J%
Jit PRIE /D AR AS B E 77 (Hair, et al., 2017) .
AL ST b, J7 R AR B UCHR o BR 9% Hair 55
(2017) B i i) — RS B o b ids A7 o —
e B S 0 A B v ) % 0 T ) R A
R B2, &M 115 JEE (Reliability ) OB
( Convergent Validity ) 1 [ 5% & ( Discrimi-
nant Validity ) ; 5 B B HI| 365 45 A Y s 47
TSI Bt A5 S TR ARG

A5 R BR RTL Ab, 25 8 ] B Y
[AF- 3§ fir ( Factor Loadings) & KA 0.7 , 22
IR WA 98 B 45 B2 (Hair, et al,
2017) , MRk RT1 4% n] 4 A3 I it A 700 51 7
15 3 MATAICA8 A L ) 204 P A

2.5 HEEEIEAER

T S R A I 45 SR B, R A R
Cronbach’ s alpha 12 ¥4 F1 4 1 5 B ( Com-
posite Reliability, CR) 52 0.7, & B £
SN BOE R A BRS04
4 5L 5 ( Average Variance Extracted, AVE) 3%
0.5, TSRS B AT e A2 o SR i il
ROBE DL = I Mk 45 SR AR Al 28 XA i
(Cross loadings ) , Fornell - Larcker Criterion
F1 Heterotrait- Monotrait( HTMT ) A 58 12 % .
Al R, 25 M T ) PR Ay R DR
0.7 , H18H At 58 344 iy 1 v 5 45 118 4 2 Y
AVE - J7 HRE & I HA HCA AR & 1Y A B AR
B AR A0 HTMT {5 % /0 2 1 (Henseler,
et al., 2016) . LA b =TIREEM T &5 R 3%
ANAWEFERE I HAT R [ 5 R o B A
Ty Hr At RN 3—3 6 P

R3 BFERBENE

Constructs Cronbach’ s a Composite Reliability Average Variance Extracted

AC 0.863 0916 0.785

BI 0.833 0.890 0.671

EE 0.901 0910 0.771

FL 0.850 0939 0.838

IN 0.903 0938 0.836

CP 0.901 0938 0.835

PE 0.909 0936 0.786

RE 0.891 0933 0.822

RT 0.840 0926 0.862

ST 0.885 0921 0.745

SQ 0927 0953 0.872

R4 XNETHE
AC CP EE FL IN PE RT SI SQ

ACI 0.848 0578 0.629 0619 0491 0534 0611 0.532 0.540
AC2 0928 0.709 0.601 0.718 0573 0.390 0.685 0516 0.693
AC3 0.881 0.681 0.559 0.645 0.675 0414 0.625 0458 0.647
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R4 XXawE

AC BI CP EE FL IN PE RE RT SI SQ
BII 0441 0.791 0480 0429 0292 0337 0471 0366 0471 0.626 0.351
B2 0517 0825 0523 0589 0463 0401 0.585 0420 0452 0613 0510
BI3 0.503 0925 0.531 0.635 0425 0.326 0.646 0452 0469 0.704 0445
BM4 0519 0724 0402 0566 0402 0301 0.588 038 0449 0523 0431
CP1 0.644 0.548 0901 0.523 0.589 0610 0.360 0.652 0.733 0.500 0.697
CP2 0701 0522 0932 0556 0639 0674 0383 0.595 0696 0470 0741
CP3 0695 0556 0908 0564 0689 0667 0432 0.565 0702 0475 0.744
EEl 0679 0528 0573 0868 0671 0495 0.555 0527 0560 0511 0.623
EE2 0591 0628 0556 0934 0599 0462 0594 0540 0574 0577 0543
EE4 0487 0642 0446 0830 0436 0275 0574 0472 0438 0634 0442
FL1 0673 0460 0647 0602 0910 0609 0430 0686 0648 0381 0.702
FL2 0684 0401 0619 0590 0928 0649 0323 0618 0597 0359 0705
FL3 0696 0475 0657 0592 0907 0541 0430 0623 0622 0462 0697
IN1 0570 0396 0653 0410 0586 0893 0344 0438 0523 0407 0593
N2 0.649 0373 0.693 0418 0617 0938 0224 0471 0638 0322 0631
N3 0584 0374 0608 0461 0594 0911 0273 0461 0.643 0374 0629
PEl 0448 0684 0357 0618 0371 0253 0886 0343 0311 0.603 0357
PE2 0493 0.591 0369 0580 0395 0272 0891 0382 0297 0600 0312
PE3 0443 0608 0449 0533 0396 0319 0864 0376 0331 0569 0312
PE4 0369 0600 0346 0583 0366 0241 0905 0360 0303 0606 0289
REl 0485 0390 0526 0461 0613 0432 0306 0893 0.603 0339 0599
RE2 0603 0466 0645 0542 0677 0509 0401 0940 0723 0428 0633
RE3 0618 0499 0622 0591 0617 0414 0411 0886 0674 0458 0577
RT2 0682 0513 0720 0580 0638 0592 0325 0688 0928 0444 0725
RT3 0661 0527 0722 0531 0624 0633 0325 0679 0928 0446 0725
Sl 0454 0679 0431 0575 0350 0324 0577 0391 0399 0893 0422
SR 0579 0.565 0592 0605 0539 0422 0530 0491 0504 0797 0557
SI3 0421 0642 0409 0506 0328 0345 0584 0332 0367 0.893 0374
SH 0487 0715 0386 0560 0292 0296 0623 0335 0382 0867 0347
SQ1 0660 0497 0715 0562 0712 0602 0367 0585 0.687 0456 0927
SQ2 0639 0500 0747 0536 0687 0643 0307 0631 0.739 0441 0932
SQ3 0695 0495 0768 0612 0747 0648 0333 0648 0760 0484 0942

% 5 Fornell- Larcker Criterion

AC BI EE FL IN CP PE RE RT SI SQ
AC 0.886
BI 0.604 0.819
EE 0.669 0.682 0.878
FL 0.748 0487 0.65 0915
IN 0.658 0416 047 0655 0914
CP 0.745 0.593 0600 0700 0712 0914
PE 0495 0.703 0654 0431 0305 0429 0887
RE 0627 0497 0.585 0702 0500 0659 0411 0907
RT 0.724 0560 0598 0.68 0659 0776 0350 0736 0928
SI 0563 0755 0652 0438 0402 0527 0671 0450 0479 0863
SQ 0712 0533 0612 0766 0676 0796 0360 0666  0.781 0493 0934

AT A B LB BT A M S AVE 89T Ak, H g & R A B 6 AR B A5
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& 6 Heterotrait- Monotrait( HTMT ) 1H B8R &

AC BI EE FL IN CP PE RE RT ST SQ
AC
BI 0.721
EE 0.784 0.809
FL 0.844 0559 0.740
IN 0.741 0483 0.534 0.726
Cp 0.839 0.684 0.683 0.775 0.790
PE 0.567 0.803 0.743 0476 0339 0473
RE 0.715 0578 0.673 0.782 0.556 0.737 0458
RT 0.849 0674 0.707 0.781 0.756 0.893 0401 0850

SI 0.647 0878 0.753 0489 0451
SQ 0.790 0.606 0.687 0837 0.739

0.590 0.747 0.506 0.555
0.870 0390 0.732 0.885 0.544

2.6 HFEEERIAIER

HH A 2 4% ( Collinearity ) [ 28 A fig 52
S A AT I ST A 09 B 1, R U 7 A
I, WA RA 45 58 1 (W] 1 T 2 IR IR 7 ( V-
riance Inflation Factor, VIF) , &% 5 %/, 4%
VIF {E3/NiA BB 5, 2678 B R AS 77 7 fige 7
A4 (Hair, et al., 2017) , A] 4T 45
MRS AR A . A BF 5 BR 1T 4K it 75 ( Boot-
strapping) , LA 5, 000 ¥ HE % fif1 A 3 A5 7Y of
TR, PR 2R B R 1) 55 SR P 400 A 7 S
MR R R B, 55 L b SR 1 [ 53 3 2%
0.25.0. 5 #10. 75 ( Hair, et al., 2017) , 45%
HWUR , &5 AR AT DL A R (ot P 5 1) 88 1 1)
67.8% (R*=0. 678 ) , & W B 5 465 8 36 £ ]
A B R RRERE ) . RN, REUEL =
[ R* %5 0. 753 , & AT ST L) ZR 0BT
FRECE R GUVE B B AR .

FI AR ST 3 A B AR AR M R S PR A
Btz AR RR T H8 (H10 Al HI12 4b, Hifik
BIRST . BUOWEE (B=0. 291, t=3. 290, p<
0.01) B ST E(B=0.148, t=1.827, p<
0.05) Fatfrsz(B=0.392, t=4.318, p<
0. 001 ) P43 Z i i FH 2 1m) A JEE RS2
I HI H2 \H3 BA7 5 T AR 08 & 3 4800

32

H(B=0.360, t=4.483, p<0.001) . %% J13H
H(B=0.612, t=8.862, p<0.001) L€ 5
2 (B=0. 493, t=8.314, p<0.001) K f¥i &
1] (B=0. 144, t=2.262, p<0.05) 4 #H# 1F
S8 NI H4 (H5 \H6 \H7 87 ; M8 &%
FRECH RGUVE WS, G5 R BUR , G
(B=0.318, t=3.938, p<0.001) . J5Z I ]
(B=0.288, t=3. 189, p<0.05) M 371 (B
=0. 313, t=3. 143, p<0. 05 ) ¥ R F/E A
FIEREE, I H9 (H11 1 H13 BT ; 1 Al
FE (B =-0. 003, t=0. 043, p=0. 483 ) . #&
A1 (B=0. 058, t=0. 904, p=0. 183 ) }z Al %&
P (B=-0.003, t=0.033, p=0.487) ¥ &R
B R IA WA, LI H8 VH10 i HI2
AT o B REAREE R AR 7 Fs .

3 EIeRARTRE IR

3.1 #REW

AW AR 52 #5w (UTAUT)
BUA S DU T BT 5B B R S A0+
SR T RGUVE R AU B ke
B A B T IR By 2 1) A S 2
[A]IRF7E Wixom & Todd (2005 ) 2 i 1y A4



RBURRR S AR EEE IR A T AR
PR, L B A A A R AR R I T

B A RER P BT ST 45 R A A
B TR R BAMT R 5

R MRBERIWHER

% BEA% B t- values p- values FhgL
H1 PE - > BI 0291 3290 0.001 JRAT
H2 EE - > BI 0.148 1.827 0.034 JRAT
H3 SI -> BI 0392 4318 0.000 JRAT
H4 SQ ->PE 0360 4483 0.000 JRST
H5 SQ -> EE 0.612 8.862 0.000 JRAT
Ho6 SQ ->SI 0493 8314 0.000 JT
H7 SQ -> BI 0.144 2262 0.012 JRAT
H8 RE -> SQ -0.003 0.033 0487 A
H9 FL -> SQ 0318 3938 0.000 JRAT
H10 AC ->SQ -0.003 0.043 0483 ANHAT
HI11 RT -> SQ 0.288 3.189 0.001 JRST
Hi12 IN - > SQ 0.058 0.904 0.183 AT
H13 CP ->SQ 0313 3.143 0.001 JRAT

ok E £ p <0001;*% * p<001;* p<005

IR ST RBUR , B G PR S T B 7

i B 008 R T L BE R ) (R? =0,
678) , R 5 BH L e 52 Jly 0 5 S FH 2 1
R FT . T AR B v £ [t PR 3R 2N 3
WIER 55 B Kk g R B A B T ]
RGBT 1) = 1) HLOE ] B 58 AR
GRRNSS 3 A BR ) T [i] 52 %8 ] B e 2o 2R o 2
B T E S AR R 4%, TEREOR R AL 0] 65
HITAESU IR | RS2 L1 2 # S ikt
LA TARRAR S R EER R, mH A
A R I R B dsm . AR
AR T R 2 H IR A 1R BT K B R S 1 B A
BB AR SARRBG TS | 2, B — i i) B —
R PR SEAR], A T I B R B R R
RREFFAS I R R B — e e AT
1117 2 7] 1R 25 ELAN ) 4 P 5 3R K fulf TR LAY
FEAL SR HE AR TS , T A HEAH M) BYRe 00 & I el
R AEAT B R, ) U0 A L 2
1 ARSI AN T AR A T 07
VAT 5E 55 108 A0 R S ) 5 20 N Erid i R AT BT

TeBERITIRE , WRE 73 oI S T T s S5 15
AN il B AR5 5 A T AT A B e A
FRI A I DU I TR S, ASEEA 3 A R 0
5 , [ e 3t 35 A1 2R A UL, R P R
AR N R IRBS 2R, PROFEHEA T 25 Bl H
TAEMIRA sl R % 5 45 HH T
B S0 3t AR AL BAL B s i 2 b ] 5
BN T LB S AL Ty g, 14 B PR
SPELEFIE PSR R A0TSR, R IR AL 69
R RATEN G BROY B R B T RN
(EENSIE e
FANEAE AT 10, AT IEAE UTA-
UT Ay Hl B b, I T R E 2 AF A i
BLNER, i i T w A A AR A0 B 1 A5 AL
SR, AR vl M 268 R 2 B it el SR B
BT 2 H e bR, OHI0 45 BN R &L
B UTAUT 45 B S R 3K 4 HLAH 5 50 288
AT A U L5 TSR E AT E A A TR A
THBAMA, B ETRREENE
Tho TIAE 6 IR Z 508 AU, A S
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PR S REIRE ] St v B TR0 2R 40 8 %
ySIESE B DN P2 NI E A d N i S R E P
eSS R AR R R R O
2 B St I = W PR RV STy
[l R LT SR R R4 SR R B wZ &5 R AT
RE BRI L 38 1) AR R 2Kk S IR B
A, B T 85 A A B EORAE 5
PRAY 1 RE | BESR 4l R AR 2B NI A8 2 1Y
(ARt NZOR YIS L B —fH e A
B G- B 1 I 5 7 0 % N S 57 1Y) ( Pren-
tice, et al., 2017 ) . HIP, WA EB R E &
ABEE R BN R B B THARER
AU T 8 Bl S R e 3 AR AR e A R
5, 18 — & AL B At S B B 90 45 R A A
( Chatterjee, 2023 ) , R RFA T LB TAH R
B R REBE T, 19 E F R e 1 BRHT RE
J155 , AT RE B R A" (o FH B AR A TR 1]
( Chaudhuri, et al., 2023 )

3.2 IBEsREE

AT it A B T8 IR
1B ¥t AR B R 1] R B S R RS R T
UTAUT Hf i (1) 8 1 355 5%, 5 o OB 26
T B0 P , 2% 1R S A A AR B AT S E S 1
TAE T T AESE . RHECER BT IE — B2 Bk
SRR rp I B R, TR S R 4 A2 B
(UTAUT) 1 2 BRLARAIR A\ fel 2 1m0 118 3= A
AR B S P S A 15 P 2 o
FEZP ARLEA AT S IR T, A —3H
WS 45 RAMORAFAE , HoAT S50 PR A0 v I B
J1 A5 1H 15 i — 25 WF 58 B w8 ( Chatterjee,
2023) . #ilin Zhang & Yu (2022 ) i# i KB
PR 43 F G TR A g B85 B St &
9B L O L R e 1 o
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Y Sz ) 5228 . 1 Barchielli 45 A (2021 ) Hij %%
BUERHEC AR 1) TARBRES N Ao o B
TR AR B A R, H
IR 6L, UTAUT 48 AT 5 TR AR 5 AR
FEEAT TN AR IR B8 Y vl T4 B 7 ]
J& (Blut, et al., 2022)

EAFE R, AR AR T BT
B RGYE mAE G ESK . RS R A
AENED R T b 4 A L i A TR U A A
SRR, B HA AR 35w ) R AR
I ) S5 0 R AT 2, T B e 2L < ol 25 451
BRI AN R L TR 9T 5 R o
PN, A58 5E B, IR — M s 26 i 9 A 2R
ANF), R G AT SRR AT R R A RO Ak
BT RS0 B8 A B 2 T &R
SR IS I R EIRE [A] SR A A R B L
I BRE Y 2R S0 B B R, TR 4 R — 2D 7
i T UTAUT 7ERRAISE (148 1

3.3 EEET

ASBIFTE R 1A A8 B AR A P R A
ST EIROE TR AR, R B T Bl IR
AP B TR B RN R,
A7 B A5 455 00 5 A DR A R A
S TE BRI, A7 00K 525 ol (T 50 4 R ]
SERCEE N R, RISl B T A 36 A R

ABIFTE 1 53 B &5 R B L 55 1 B B A
ROV R ] IRy 3ok A ) R I ) 2 %88, 3R &R
BB T - Y BE BB 70K, ME Al
PRALSEE T RE R RN , £ 2 BBt S TARA
FEARAN O] 20 o 1A LR ] IR AR A
o R 0L , 30 o B R LR B AR A, Ikl
BT i FH AR 0 & 78 SRS Y AR B3 m



BN JIR B IE 7 B T A0 R B R 4R R
PR TAE R IE [0 8632 o AT 5 B B
VERT, R WIAE Bt S8 B IR, R BT 0 A
B B MR SRR 2R, 2 B Ta]
LR BT R0 R AT B REAN BAR, B & T
Z (W AR A0 0 s [R) R M AH B3R
QPR B TSR AR | G 5 B R
ot P RA REBR Y B L, {2 B R HoAth
[Fi) = () S i, BY B4R T B LA B R AR
Rk P R e LS5 B

[F]IRe , WF 98 &5 R4 B T8 R s
Pk SOREIRE [H] S e 7k R 08 1) 1 224 F
o FEH B T T AR A ) S R R e Bl
A TAEmMBERN RS, FITE RS
Jiti T, TR A R S A 00 2 S A R A

¥, LARREOR 28 0 S Dy , [ IRp (e st B
ﬁ%&MAITW@ﬁMKﬁwbumA
ANTe) B T R AL, 18 T ) 2 4
I FERS PN S ff

3.4 THRER

HUPA AR FE A% LR M A B AT R
FEBIGE, AN TR i A 8 PR SOl s B 2 55
AN [, 3 I3 2 52 0 % ] St DR 38 26 A AN
(7] P RS, S bR A T [, % SCA 4
BRASEAR A SR BT, DAIROR DT TS A R U150
W2 I oh A e T A
T3 SR B FR T BB ET T, RACHFFE
Al R AR SRR 5 A R ik
B PRI A R AR AT, RIS A
REUERNE . fefg  WFTE R BIRAIACE £
AR 2, B e A I B 5
DA e TAT i 8 ik H A A [] DR 338 B A
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