HELHE2015% > 5435528 5 F 145-172
© fiEY 2 F 2015

AA IR A RBEERGFHT TFER
AT L ahikgmiE A IFEH

BES PkF - LR
Bz LA B 5T A e

T+ ¥ ¥ (interactive whiteboard » ™ £ TWB) 55 + @ % {1t 13 & iy A »
ff%f?lfﬁﬁ»* B EKT R AR DA T o P R S R A
T IWB # i chig * 2 IWB KERL R MG 27 FRENRE S
?ﬁv;éxbji,;’); »2IE Bl EF ¥ IWB RN - s o o N EARNL T},J_rr?ﬂﬂ;% IWB
HFenz ¥ B4 3 RGC ke R T AR I B AN AREIH CREE
LREFEIWB B ens & $30 Tfr — B —F 4 2 FigfE i s & %S
At iad 2 « AT RFEFATESEHGH > BAKTIBRE AT auzik o

MAE D D564 5 R0 R S8 PHREBEES S 36N RS

o)

L}
H Rk

— ER&S & B RS A 1 s 3 Y P2 ZUEE 7 . (interactive whiteboard » N7
IWB) JRIA 1991 5F > BT = iR > HE 20 e 90 FEHeHH » IWB 12305 I
HIFERVE A BRI/ NEAZ BB AR - HES) IWB Rl A B SR B AR MR B2 S B
Y (Higgins, Beauchamp, & Miller, 2007; Hockly, 2013; Shenton & Pagett, 2007; Wong,
Teo, & Goh, 2014) - 2002 FEILEBFHL A 990 EILEE » 73 Al [m EEFT/NER e HP R
—HBR=5 IWB 5% ; 2003 FFAM T2 EXE T O RiERTE] 2003-2004
( Schools Interactive Whiteboard Expansion Initiative 2003-2004 ) > 5 A 2,500 EE I
PSR IWB 255 » Wi " 2B E484% , (National Whiteboard Network ) ©
IS IWB —RE MR LB S HY R RS - [FRE R E RS BB E R ELE - D
2% TWB g AZVE2RVR (Beauchamp, 2004; Liang, Huang, & Tsai, 2012; Wood &
Ashfield, 2008 ) -

o

L
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BEZE R 2006 IR mESE IWB 252 - BERITE 2007 FF4EH) T @ e (L
BAEBRR T o DARHBNER AT EE IWB Bl AR ENERENRY e (LREiEA R
SEEEBEREE . B REREIEEE L CESAE - AR - SREEE - 20125
BREEHS » 2006) 2008 FEEEHHEAM (H/NEEEE H 2 2008-2011) - 71 "4
II—MBERTERIRGS ) B T HEEIZTI6E e (LERIEE | fTEITEF - HEER
PRGN IWB B8t e BRI THVERER R - IHIE e (LR
BETE 2008 FEAHY 35% FEFFZE 2011 FEHY 65% (U FEES » 2008) -

B IWB 2 LIS IR S MM EHRES  FERN AT HREME R
BB TR RE#E (Hora & Anderson, 2012; Kennewell, Tanner, Jones, & Beauchamp,
2008; Martin, Shaw, & Daughenbaugh, 2014) ; jfj IWB iSfE#8:8k DS E4% BAR ~ B
KBRS T H - W BRI B - 4850 B - B25E - i - 408%
FHE R - EEHRR - R R - EAEE S EAHTIAE (multi-modal functions ) #Y
£ (Glover & Miller, 2001) - EERAEER G BN ARV Ean MR R H 2 — -
Quashie (2009) #izZ 4 ZAENE 6 FIRE LA IWB BREETRISZ AT EER -
GEFLEHEE 6 PIERERY IWB m AZ S EiR o » B4 At g B AR E A S T am B O
HIREDE - ARMAEZEEZ S IWB 2FIRE - EEsamic EHEEN A E) - #i2AHH
DEEARKRERIG EEM IWB - (HE & R RN - G VAR
e FEBE A - 12K B A [ By BB DA R B AR ERV B IS B -
Hennessy (2011) 3l IWB Fl ABSE2 A HFHEERANEGEAL  ERARIE - 58 KT
EEERIVRE - (REAFREEESSE 2B B - Pt - #4E - Ehig -
¥ Eh B e B A (W AEVAHIE S - A BB BLEN A Ry B2 B Eh B B B S - Liang et al.

(2012) 7% IWB SREHFRIERZ A ENERY - %8 IWB Rl ABEE GBI ZENRE
S ENLERET BEGTWA S EEE T - MR E o AR B
B WA LR EEAERE  EFEEEEBNEE T 2AE N2 E E > G
FEISEEE - EEhiAn AR ey a8 -

ZAIf > Liang et al. (2012) HYWIFEIREEER - IWB 52BN EET B2 K+ - B4
BV EPHRE IWB (T8 - 5 7 B B E) T SRR EN I 5HS 22
STEMECEREE - T RAYEE T U msa b T B R OV BRI - BETINA 5
{HFH IWB LRGSR @ JER B2 AR B2 EAYEASE - Schmid (2008 ) AYRFZERIFEH -
IWB Z RS HRE B 2AT v] DR 5) 23 % T H REMBENE - B2R M NEN LTI
SEAR - ERFENRGESENR - Mg AZAENEEAE  ELAREER
5o HHIEATAD - 58K AR (LAY A BIDhReE IWB (E5E2 E 2 =AY H A > 280 IWB
il A ZER A D B A R (IRE AT o 22 Y A2 25 DRE - 4[] Armstrong et al. (2005 )
Freit - ZENEMECR IWB V) BB O B BRI RS % - BEAS
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B AR RIS S AT (R RHY > A2 e SR R B2 AR AR 2 AT D I R
( Dhindsa & Emran, 2006; Hockly, 2013 ) o & ARFS2 B AT B i oe i 52 - HEat2rm
Y IWB DigsryE RN » DU FEIThRERYE RIS 2l IWB §il A S BBz [ ny
7

Davis (1986) f&HAVRHE 215 (Technology Acceptance Model » & TAM )
& H Al A2 I S B BB R 2 AR AU SR 530 (Venkatesh & Davis,
1996) - AL » AHFFEHRF LA TAM Bl GR AARE - PRETZAENEY IWB B A2 1S
EEEZE HEH IWB DIgEZ A EIMA TR -

BB 8
fichs Fath e i S eEhi - AHgE Y TEEIATT

L THAZREREEA TWB fi AR E -
2. DL TAM BRagfiits IWB fl ARV REZIRE -
3. BRICEATHT IWB HYR22 L B IWB T BiThRE 4 FIRVRR (4 -

SRR
MEEZRX

Davis (1986) I/ Fishbein & Ajzen (1975) BVEMETTENIEE S (theory of reasoned

action ) Sy ELBEFTEEHIHY TAM - TR 0Z JE A TEOMI & SRR Y 192 52 B (S AR
( Venkatesh & Davis, 1996) -

Davis #5FHEIMEfTEIEERVERAD ~ B8 ~ (T HEESMS - #EH TAM /9 12
H > 53R By MERsEIE (external variables) ~ SRF1E FIM: (perceived usefulness) ~ 57
St (perceived ease of use ) ~ {SEFEEE (attitude ) ~ 752 FE (behavioral intention )
MIEEERTT A (actual systemuse ) HfE—R[%1 TAM HYEGRZEHE - TAM [REA]
HRMEMREA 5 At 2 B e N\ & AR (IR IR R &R - RS R B
(E T E R ER - TR E RO &SRR T R - Hp o RRTA MRS
8 A FEEE R FHEARRH RT DI I B B TAERCRSFEIRAVIEE » XA B REAIERS
A R ARSI 2LGRN o] (&R AVAZRE - HE SRR FEREME (perceived
complexity of use) E¥FAIHHEHE ARIFENVFZ2T] (Davis, 1986; Davis, Bagozzi, &
Warshaw, 1989; Venkatesh & Davis, 1996) o
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B— : Davis IR K BZELN

4
/ L \
A
e [P o w1
7 e | um | Hm
\ R /
St

ZRIAJE ¢ Davis etal. (1989, p. 985) -

TAM 55—l T 2RISR S M TR (B A FESR A ~ REfE B AR &
Davis et al. (1989) 5t - 8 LA ERPHSH G TR ME DU (3 A= B0 B R R S fR
AT S B/ NI I —F o {540 Chen & Chen (2011) DL TAM $&{ FH #
RIEE L S SEHII#AZE © Santouridis & Kyritsi (2014) DL TAM & (i A BAEEESRTT
MFEZIE - T4 IVE/VEERERIMAER TAM RYBIES B850 IWB (UHEZfE - Tiirel

(2011) DL TAM B TERE P22 IWB ZUEERAVRIELERSTS - S ERIFERN
WEDITEG =BT > 75 RAI5E IWB $ELERYHRRELENH - K15 IWB HYReR
K152 TWB BRI  MGERE ~ L0 (2010) DURGHHES ~ -5 2itad5 (2010)
RULLZREN Rt FE i 52 - PRETEGATETS IWB ZERAYRAA M ~ 32505 Rt ~ (E AR
BT Ry - I =AM R AEDRET R AE Y IWB R B BB 2 1 - SR
wEE (2013) AR IWB &5y Ry riiakat ~ TEhE ~ DIREME =M A4 L - WiiE
SRR FR O R NI - BRIEE IMBEEARERE Y IWB AUHEZ S &5
I VO{EMNT B TE B g B R B2 A% IWB 0UREAIA AN ~ SRR M Wi
SRR TWB HY(E FHRRE BB R+ sa bt geiE—2b 4oy IWB AsatRitt - A8
BRAEA [F] T (I HY IWB R B e A SRR 2 -

BEZRE AT TAM $RETEUATEER AR ST TWB BUEERZ ST~ % - HRZK
IWB HYZHRERL Ry BERGFFMET TERTT  (EIEJCATIIFEaE R mT Al > FETEERE R IWB
PR L SRR IR [RERAYEE AL - REEELERR - 28 > FMIAE IWB #8r
FrEVERS ST 2 BIZRAVE R R - BN E B HRA SRV EEIThEE - NILAYTE
PrFgrh TAM HERERSTBETERY IWB BERRREZE 251 > B0 0T R RIEERY
IWB H BITHRE B AT RE 2 LA 8 - LA eRbT Feay A Je -
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IWB &) Z 9 &

IWB & —REEFER BN ~ Fso BN S =TT V4GS © B ek
BB A B Bt 1 R 2 B ER AR A Y AR b - T AR e AR T R S B A
24 T8 (Hur & Suh, 2012; Martin et al., 2014; Ozerbas, 2012; Smith, Hardman, &
Higgins, 2006 ) -

Beauchamp & Parkinson (2005 ) :iHH IWB #B#k{E4E 2 HN - HEEL PowerPoint
R AVESAAER IWB BFFEREDNAE - MEAZ /AT A - EMIESH R ~ BZE -
GBS A RS H 1 Z ARS8 » DURATE St b B R R AR - A= - 5888
at - EEEEEENE  REEE) SRR E LSRRI - B - B8R - HSREECEH
Y s (BB IR ERGIER EANS L (EHEM EERA R ZESCCA FEE
B BRI B S HAt I~ R AR ALt 45 G Hth e i A T i I SR B
[E&SE » B IWB FYEEIHEEMNRF & (Beauchamp & Parkinson, 2005; Tiirel & Johnson,
2012; Wanigasekera, 2008 )

IR - IWB 158 ST RE Flr A B R B B2 B A2 B3 © Slay,
Siebérger, & Hodgkinson-Williams (2008 ) DL 3 fi7 & <74 IWB 553137 H &t IWB 2
HIZET R 5 - I TEIEE AR - DU T TWB Rl AZBCERRYEIERCGY - &R TWB

(LHZ IWB ZHERHIIRE) B E24A 2 HHKAYEMAZE - Hall & Higgins
(2005) Hifsi HAREEIREE » 5788 72 fi 10 2 11 R EA IWB B2EKERIVES: » 51
U IWB BV DiRE - ZIERGELskRl A B SR @ AN A S 5%H - Wall,
Higgins, & Smith (2005) &5k |~ 80 firB/ V24 - 45 5REFERELA 7Y TWB HYESEGEHE
IEIH - B4 A — DR TWB HYRREEAS S (2T B Bh M = B2 Bt » DL BErpEil
FHERFEEET]  fla g4 on 250 E R Sl G2 bohee - AR iz
BENE  ARELARTBEYIG - CREE TR MY AL
FoRE N ENIG RS IR A B M FAVEE S AE ) - Ozerbag (2012) DUKEE 44K
B B Bt — 2 B EA 4 4R 16 /NEFAYEREE o DL IWB BEE T H > {4
GE PR - B8~ &G - Pl - 9REE - BhEETIRE - BRITEAEEE R &R
BUR - BRI IRAEAVE A  RAFE S AR B S AR - (HERRAHE
HIT&AIFIE S RSB R 4R B B S R - BUR IWB BB A BB A E ) -

Fi BB AT AT - IWB Y2 IRE R A VR E A EEE - 281 > BAFIR
HIZENGIERTA TWB DHREERERHS RIS RANE A - (0 A0 il e &R pll (R o I et
ThRE © Tirel & Demirli (2010) HYRHFELL 80 ik B AGHE S B RUIT B2 2 GE
BRI IR =R G - BB B 28l IWB-M (IWB il AZEE
Bt SET S R RTE IS e B a TV B AR 37t TIWB R [EIDhRE B M58 5
RFp o GERHISEER LS T EER AN - FFE IWB DJREIRFE B ¢ V8 ERIIRE
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AR ~ 5ERE ~ FOLKE - [BIZEE ~ #EEE - Beauchamp (2004 ) AR AZAN(ER TWB
DhRE G REE ZETHRIE IWB IUAERRE M AR E - E2ATEE IWB &R
A% FIEA TWB BYE LR 2 WS & - FleE I IREL . $2 71 -

Beauchamp (2004 ) $+3%IZ0ET{EH IWB HYSEIEFE » HEH 70 By ryiE L 20k
FPEES TR B PEEE ) (black/whiteboard substitute ) - 778 E WIFEEL -
ZETR: IWB E{FESAHVE ARER - TZEAKRES - @8 LA IWB R
WS R o EEENZEMGE IWB HYHE(E - (B s —FEEE T EfE[H]+# , (apprentice
user ) HEE § (P B AT B R B> (o B A AU BB A AE - M B3 s A B 2R A AR -
(LR > A F B2 BTG 2 - I HRE 25 & F— TR L RSt R e nyst -
PEE - e A AFTEERY TG , (initiate user ) FEES > BAAE Az @ 2 0D
HR - BIAEAEREE ~ SRS T RAVERE | BRI o SR EL ARy RS E I

(advanced user) [&E% - ZENFHAAPRRWHECHVHTDIAE - B EEE - Br 7 DlEE=x
FAE(EHRAS SN - 2B/ NG BRI EI A IWB FIEA &R B RS A AE
mgINER e T EFEME ) (synergistic user) EEL » AT EAESHE IWB
R EIThAE G EHHRAa e - AL UE AR (e A AT A= SL[EIEH TWB KEREATHT
EEHE -

FHELS Beauchamp (2004 ) DL KPS EBEAEACEENAE &S B FAY TWB DhgE
Beauchamp & Parkinson (2005 ) FE#E— R4 ELAGERIHZEN TWB #/FREEE AR
FIEAERT AT RE S AR ETTEREME IWB W3 - (£75 IWB _EEF ST - IWB iRy
FECEAE, ARBET B EHAHGE IWB (IES AR - AT NPT
FAE R AT B R - fFORRE - DM BB 5 (A
PowerPoint » /& IWB {ER+=Z=1H 5 (£ IWB ks » fER B A% PowerPoint f¥{ H
(E R IR @ AR R BB SCARIEZE © 2R EEEERRE - AR AREE
Feoll s BB B {5 B A 5 (o R &S A A B R T U0 5 (o &S 1
NIEHE A VR 5 2§ TWB &R AT -

% Beauchamp HYEHBET] A » ZETEA IWB THAEHI(HE F & — W 2sEBaais » lEE
ERE LR - AP RO DEE - MR DREER R A S8 2+ 5 H
FEETRERRTT - AN A LAskat E S A N S BB ES) - DA A B B2
‘B (Beauchamp, 2004; Beauchamp & Parkinson, 2005 ) -

R T i
MRERMERZR

RS STRREEST AT A » TWB AT 28 (LA B el A SR A (B 8% T
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HEFAIHEERIENA - 280 IWB A5 BESEH R L EIThRell A R EAE S —E
RESTA (B LETIRE - (NIL - A2 HEVTERG TN IWB R EIZIRERTHEI -
2L Davis (1986 ) iy TAM 5 Ry 2848 > STy IWB ThsEsyfEE L7 IWB
REABERAIRE A o BEAh - IRIE TAM By ESR - SR AR B G 2 B E IR
AT By o DAL - AHTFEIMEECEET(E A IWB BE2AY R o] IR P EE A IWB
PUBN R SIEE S BETE IWB BERNERAS - FEENEMEA IWB
BEAERE SRR - B _BURAITEAIARE -

B : s

FOR

Hlb I \
H3a H3b
A

IWB HTHhiE
- wE | B4 | mm | B | emmem
R e s " mm "
2. B H) - T
Hla H2b

Itk

WIEADTFERRE - SRt MY EL -

Hla : ZEHGEH IWB D80 (AL E) - IS E)) $HY IWB BERHTEEHI %A
HIEHITER -

HIb : ZEGEEM IWB GEThRE (AL E) - MRS E)) $° IWB BERRAIA A
HYEHER -

H2a @ ZEHE IWB BERRYEEA1 2 FME AT IE [ TN IWB ZE2REERA it -

H2b : ZiAl IWB ZUEERTRER1 2 ML AT E [ TR T IWB B AR -

H3a @ ZyAlE IWB ZUERREERIA AL AT E R TR P IWB By RS -

H3b : ZyElE IWB ZUERAEEAIA AL AT IE A A FTE TWB HyfE R -

H4 ©  ZEl IWB By FRERE o] IR [ ORIt (P  TWB HfsE AR -

HS © ZETE IWB HY(E A R A 1 TR Bl B (E F TWB S ERHYERE B -

HRER

AT A AT MG R R R R AT - AR B TR RN &R
I B TR AR T 0 AT
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A

TSRS IWB (AL R ERR - NG HIAT - S lEEHE
M BT BRI AE HAY ~ USSR (/A IWB BEEEETD) BB
BeRBBEERE - WA HAREEMER S - 8t 229 s - BIR
[E1d 222 {7 > FREE 211 17 FERERERE 92%

A

TEStHEA IR BEER TWB HYATIER: - ALAE SRR SR TWB 2084y
BET RS - SEEHEEH 790 (3% - BN 707 ) » ARAEE 703 1 » BIBARCR
By 89% © AR ARPE AT —FT - RISRE S (2014) T 1Lt
FEm SRR, BT 0 2013 AR MR NI A AR 10,031 A o B B
552,936 A~ LB B 7,095 A - HEEE R R ARG 5 4 ST A
EHER SR oy = 130, p > 05 » TR AT B FIS B
5 BRI L R 2 5 -

HRLA
AWFEREERE SN - ENEL =8 - FEEHAT -

IWB #x & £

— ~ BREMRES

KEFRLA Davis f) TAM REHGRZE - WSS RS0 (BHESSE > 2010 ;5 Davis,
1986; Davis et al., 1989; Tiirel, 2011) 4RIEEFREIE - EFRMZHEE "IWB ghA
BEEWEL 2R ERBEE RIS SHE CBEAER  HETEe A e (1)
ARFFE (277) ~#AFRFE (377) ~ REFFE (493) ~ B2frE (5 97) FEIH -
FEHRAERE - RARRERZR I E R 7347 (principal components analysis )
TFE o DA EcREE SR (varimax ) #E{THEEY - I {c#E Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, &
Tatham (2006) RZEEGEAVAEEE - ZRMPRAZAGERE 40 - DR =EF
—(ERZE - UREERZER (RIHEEERESRE L ERZENRZAGEEE 40 LLE)
HyEH -

EF KMO & = .93 > Bartlett R EBEE/KE (f = 2442.57, df = 171,
p<.001) - ZEFRAZE 4 (HHRZE - AfERBEEEEF 69.27%  RE a4k 54
BARM ., - BAEZETEERE IWB nfg M2 TIERENIEE (63) - IR _a



PP R B L F T

=+ v

&— : ERBANEEER

R O A i

153

BRI 4R AE H57EE (%)
R B 192 27.3%
ZE 511 72.7%
2R R (ElE) 6 0.9%
|- 332 47.2%
=E 351 49.9%
L 14 2.0%
i 305% (&) AN 26 3.7%
31-35 3% 113 16.1%
36-40 3% 171 24.3%
41-45 5% 210 29.9%
46-50 % 141 20.1%
515% (&) Dbk 42 6.0%
EEFE 54 (&) DT 39 5.5%
6-10 4E 94 13.4%
11-15 4 225 32.0%
16-20 4 146 20.8%
214 (&) PR 199 28.3%
FRAEHES BEHFEATIEL 172 24.5%
e 458 65.1%
BB 73 10.4%
EHE 2495 (&) DT 223 31.7%
25-48 PE 231 32.9%
498 (&) DAk 249 35.4%
(EERE () BB 529 75.2%
B2 491 69.8%
e 137 19.5%
HZRBIETERMS 117 16.6%
=] 347 49.4%
ety 166 23.6%
ERAlTEILA S 163 23.2%
FHEEH IWB ETHEN 126 142 20.2%
SEHIEE 34 #f 123 17.5%
5-6 i 102 14.5%
7-8 £ 65 9.2%
910 &fi 96 13.7%
11-12 & 84 11.9%
13-14 &i 42 6.0%
1567 (&) bk 49 7.0%
A TWB BABEZEM  BETER 488 69.4%
TEAOR (FFEEE) ErGEEat 690 98.2%
R 487 69.3%
HoAthr 219 31.2%
IWB fifi & Ha Board 33 4.7%
VOSA iBoard 51 7.3%
Trace Board 11 1.6%
Smart Board 373 53.1%
E YN 77 11.0%
FHN 25 3.6%
Wiimote 29 4.1%
HoAth R 104 14.8%
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B DRGSR, o SRR FERE IWB SN - [EHERERERE (48D
WE=drtaly " (EHRE ) - 2IEHETHET IWB BEABEANSHFERE (S8 - /R

Veapsa ks "EFHERE , ETE?&E@@EM@EFH IWB HETHERIERE (4 ) - &gl
Cronbach o {Z/E43 R .90 ~ .90 ~ .84 -  EEREE 93 -

~ BEES R ZE T

SERTHEAPS BRI ER 1R - AR DUEABEARETRESERE T - AEFREED
fREES T .72 2 -.09 » IEEAAIE -28 & 1.22 » FFEERRRGEEEE/ NS 3 -
S FIEBEHE/ N 7 BRI ECERE - FTERH AMOS INE By i AP EETA

( maximum likelihood, ML ) #RAaER B FHY R Z=4E5HS -

EEREIEERITH - REREHENRZRARMENT 61 2 91 5 RAEEREY
PR IEAE > B EE 001 KR S (TS EUEERR Y .03 2 .07 5 B ST 2 AR L
EEHEMERIGECZ AR 1 - BEME - AWfesi={E 74 Bogozzi & Yi (1998)
Fr EIRAVSTH S Bl it » BURE BB R -

s SRS T > AR /df - RMSEA ~ GFI ~ AGFI ~ NFI ~ RFI ~ IFI
CFI ~ SRMR %5 9 TEfS {8 B HIBTEE « —RE DL ¥ */df /N7 5 (Bollen, 1989; Joreskog &
Sorbom, 2004 ) ~ RMSEA fE/]NiY .08 ( Browne & Cudeck, 1993; Jarvenpaa, Tractinsky, &
Vitale, 2000) Fs RS2 S #2092  GFI Bl AGFI {EJ71H » —MERE AR DL
KA 90 AFIErELCE BE4FRYfE%E (Hu & Bentler, 1999) » {H Baumgartner & Homburg

(1996) T T 1977 % 1994 FATHHBLHEZ AT - PREGSETTHEREE S (structural
equation modeling, SEM) #E{TERISIHTHY 184 BREIFFE TR > 4537 GFI ~ AGFI (KA sk
{EHTSRREER 53 Bl By 24% Bl 48% » #158 Fy GFI B AGFI R[S 5 % .80 » [fij Gefen,
Straub, & Boudreau (2000) k Hair et al. (2006) Az GFI A .90 ~ AGFI AJA .80
Ry HIERT(HE - WiEEE NFI - RFI ~ TFI ~ CFI JEXJA .90 ; SRMR HI[PL .08 Fofbi= A Er
@ (Hu & Bentler, 1999 ) -

RIS e ARTSe R FFE R BT B © o7/df (/Y 5) - RMSEA
SRMR (/[N .08) 5 GFI ~ AGFI (AJA .80) ; NFI ~ RFI ~ IFI ~ CFI (KA .90) -

AIRICHRIHETER, «*/df = 6.21 ~ RMSEA = .086~ GFI = .88 - AGFI = .84~ NFI = .89 -
RFI = .87 ~ IFI = 91 ~ CFI = .91 Jz SRMR = .055 » #J#afsi= > ¥*/df - RMSEA ~ NFI « RFI
EIEES AR - M N (9 TEIEEA 4 ToREEAE) o HURBEIE
S SRR 2 SIS IR B TERE T - BIER AV /df = 3.67- RMSEA
=.062 ~ GFI=.93 - AGFI = .90 ~ NFI=.94 - RFI=.93 - IFI=.95 - TLI=.94 « CFI = .95
2 SRMR = .047 - B E » RFUEEENEEZEREA RIFN—20E - #icE
HIAE o A AR LB R =P -
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B=: IWB B#REREENRELRH

usel

use2 79

use3 12
e ORI RN
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T
T

I A EE - ARV SRS S EAAE RN, 89 TER
FIZ R 90~ T{EASERE | 81 TR | .80 Y=} Fornell & Larcker (1981)
FiridsRay .60 » BURERAE TR A NS S E BHAHEAEE - [ERSCSUE JTH
SRR R R T RAE RN 58 TERAIS A, 70~ TR, 47

TREFEERE L .50 o BEZR T RERIRRE ) AT REHHELE (K, Fornell & Larcker fff
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FERRAY .50 FEAE(E - (B TR ) BERBERVARAEHESHESN 50 HIRER
e R AEATRRE ST 001 BRE/KCE > BURBIZE B IRIRE A SO B EETHY
e

IWB = # & &8 4

— ~ TRRMERZE T

ARERGHEZEDEEA TWB G EITHRERVHA - DL Beauchamp FRfEHAYELNT TWB
Rl 3% e L2 R BRR » S8 ERE SRR LT e (SR B ~ RS - 2009 5 MRERLE -
BEHF » 2013 ; Beauchamp, 2004; Kennewell & Beauchamp, 2007; Sad & Ozhan, 2012;
Tiirel & Demirli, 2010) - EFRIEMZEE " fEEE IWB BABERAYRE S - £/ IWB
HEIHREAIER | - ZEIRBEAREN IWB B EhhE » 574k B O S rhEE AR s
1EFTE TWB @i AZERERERLLS » BEREE - {EREH (177) ~ ZpBUNEREM

(243) ~WUEANHGEREFER (347) ~ CENRGREER (4493) -~ {FEREERH
(593) -

BRIOFRMEREDHEER - KMO 8 = .87 » Bartlett ERIE M E B (f =
622.20, df=28,p<.001) - FZEFRAZEHAL 2 [MAZE - ATRRRAEERE L 62.79% » NE
—antaky P EAREE), (3 E) - BEARFEEIRESIRE R EDBET R TE - R
HET—IWB HYE BG4k » RNE stk TS T E), (5 ) - HEEEBRIE D ZEA
IWB IhiE - SR2AHESIREG S EEEREH) - (RAZET—IWB— 240 H HifZ4k -
& J@E Cronbach o {SFE4THIE .68 ~ 84 » 2 BFR(SEH 85 -

= EgERZE ST

ARWFEIRAE AR AT IWB G EjfEak & RAVERS ERZE T - EFREHAVRRE
IOl —.88 2 .06 - IE[ESAAAE —1.16 & 45 » FFEFEREMESBCERE @ BERH ML A5
HERIVAZREE -

ERARMEIEERTH - AEREHEE " HEGHERSEI/INTERETHE ) NRE
B R Ry 38 REE 50 AUIEEE - RZIIREEE IWB IEZAVIIRE Y — » BB
PR - HERETEN RN R AR 64 £ 87 frASIHAVERZ S REIT &
TEME - BEE 001 BHE/KAE ; fhEH28UTER Y 04 2 .09 5 VB RS THM 2 A b AhET
ERVERBA GRS 1 - BRI S » AU U A A e A -

T Fesie B B P A O IC S 5 T » o /df = 6.04 ~ RMSEA =085 ~ GFI = .96 ~
AGFI =92  NFI=.95 « RFI=.93 ~ IFI=.96 ~ CFI=.96 Jz SRMR = .045 o & x*/df Fl
RMSEA f5f257 HIARZE /N 5 UGS .08 FYREEAE » {HEAth 7 TEHS I B B A X 2 28T
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&R BRI E - A E R0 EC SR » R EE= - H=0
S L ABEITUFTR

EXErE 7w > AEFUBEEIE " EAAE) , f1 TR AT, HAER R
By .89 F1 .90 ; S8 EgHEUE I &y .51 574 Fornell & Larcker (1981) Frisiy
Tt BURAS W E RS EAE -

1 IWB OB RER N IREICIRE

78

ArFR

FEARER G BWE sy - — R EIH—AEAE R BEMR] - R E - i
EBFE ~ FUERRS - (R - R (R & 0 —REEEH IWB
BENEAEN - GEEAFER IWB BTN I8 - EAH IWB FAZEN
B EEAE (1R5ERE )~ TWB (i %S -

HRER

HEnik A IWB & shieuyda s

ROSHHENER IWB SEIDIREAVHER  FEAAR G BITIRE T - &90U5r— KAl
KTVEEE IWB BAZERET A G EHE R LREREENE (25.60%) » XEH
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&/ FEIRZMER IWB OB REETHB it REHER (N=703)

SR IWB ZgER
EE TR ZRCAT WUENE R #PER % s
% % % % %

EY A 3.50 89

L FAAREE GRS S L 2.42 10.24 23.47 38.26 25.60 3.74 1.03
HEURBEENE

2. F A S S R T BB T 7.54 23.76 32.15 24.47 12.09 3.10 1.12
ﬁgme

3. FIFEERE - R AT RS 4.13 12.52 22.48 35.70 25.18 3.65 1.11
TRHH T HZe Ry R E

R A 3.16 91

4, EFYREEERLL A DS EIEE 14.08 24.47 26.60 25.46 9.39 2.92 1.20

FIl ~ SHEBSY SN BB

5. EMGREEESET LS 1522 22.62 26.88 24.04 11.24 293 123

yﬂjﬂ}}i}‘gja

6. M IWB AERAAY G B TR 8 8.96 18.07 2831 29.59 15.08 3.24 1.18
B (AR LRSS BEES )

7. 1f IWB R B SNBSS 20.20 21.91 2233 23.61 11.95 2.85 1.31
HoAth & B

8. HLEUE S N R TR 3.56 6.26 19.91 41.54 28.73 3.86 1.02

s TR ISR RS (25.18%)  MiEfMREREHEERELH < EHEH E@JIJJ
JiH - T=RREETFROR PR IWB Rl ABERN SR & A M F N
HEE (28.73%) - B NEFTA CLENDIRE PG R i =

AW FEHE— 0 SRR AR A ¢ 50 M BBl E (8 AR G B D RE R E PR A B)
Thee ERAOABEER - SERBUR - AETERE _EE AR L BIThREAVHRR (M =3.16,
SD=091) BFERPNFEARGETIEE (M =350, SD=.89) (f70=11.58,p<.001) -3
{15t Beauchamp (2004 ) Eili IWB Fflys@ i b2Lf - iE— DGR HBEGHE - £7
IWB FilfREZ 30 - ZRIOAIERBEARETT T - TSt idE RERSRE ) > IR
PRIIH 285 R R 5 P R P 1 BT RER IR &/ DI AR B B ThRE

R HH IWB 20 B

R=ETBETET IWB AR - SR - (AR A EREE  BonEEh
Y IWB BELREHERF IERRMRR RS - THRAE TSR e ) i L ey
4.03 » FORKENETE H CERE IWB IVEGTIEE A S0 0 HIOE TRRAERE, -
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K= HEIHR IWB HBEZEBUIERESHAE
e KN g KEL ERES
EH TFE &E (Gisy e e e e
n n n n n
Rseh A 3.94 56
1 AR EEIR 1 3 108 431 160 4.06 64
2. IREEfEE SR 1 9 139 453 101 3.92 63
3. WEhNENAE T E) 4 19 167 388 125 3.87 75
4. [EIRAVBERTRES [FEE A A RE 1 8 111 417 166 4.05 67
5. IERABELE 2 15 184 389 113 3.85 72
6. FRFFRAVBERAE 3 18 154 391 137 3.91 74
i P A 4.03 .66
7. FR{E IWB iR 3 12 92 392 204 4.11 72
8. FREHE IWB RS HEH 4 18 125 368 188 4.02 77
9. FETLIEC S ER] IWB P2 T 4 10 137 375 177 4.01 75
10. FRALEAGER IWB Fil A 22 3 13 126 410 151 3.99 71
%M REE 353 .66
11. P ZETE e F TWB il A %02 22 108 308 206 59 3.24 92
12, {E%E o i Fl IWB 200 EE 19 113 294 226 51 3.25 91
13. FrA24E I IR IWB 235 8 68 256 305 66 3.50 .84
14. FRAVEBFRIHEST IWB RAZ 5 27 175 377 119 3.82 78
=
15. FREE(E IWB Fi A% 2 32 185 353 131 3.82 79
1% M &8 3.66 .64
16. FLEEE EBAHEN » TIRECHH 20 131 294 212 46 3.19 91
IWB Fil A5
17. FFEZSHEBEG » IEE T 9 33 204 357 100 3.72 81
IWB Fil A 22
18. FREEE IS HEEgNS - DL IWB 3 28 204 377 91 3.75 74
AP
19. {EHBEIRIREEEA A o DI EIF - Pt 3 13 142 388 157 3.97 73

GRS B IWB AT

1997 3.94 > TR Ry B3 3E TWB SRR B - Rl R e M BRI R Btk
5 [FEER A AV ERE BER 5 TH] -
ZER TR BT AR AR R T EMRRE Ui
SRR Ry 3.53 - HCHIEREE ARE - SE 2R AENE T RS IWB RBiAZE
Fe PIREVESRFRI B EAER IWB BIARE ) 5080 » BIE T FTA EATEIEZ A
TN E =

IWB B AR ) J T AERER P A IWB 2 2HY | (508 > &
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IWB Z52 » JRa8 s B CHUEER} B S A IWB - BN R iE S B et fs Fra 2
HOMEZ(EFH TWB B2l Ry IWB HUER RN - itk - 12 T (EFIERA, J7m - 26
BB RAHRAZE - DR E O TWB fl A ERN BRI B -

FoR T A e 2B E ErS o E a A #E AR - At P RAER
= # (repeated measurement ANOVA ) #EfTEEs o 45RER > multi. F5 700 = 229.23,
p <.001 - partial n° = .50 » FRIEVUERSE S EEEER - BRERAE RS -
HETETY IWB 52505 8 & s oAt =(Ef& i » 227178 R MERIEEE S A s A
(EFHRENE ; (H B X EE SRR - ERmEETETY IWB ZEER IWB
HEVBEHTE ERRE S IWB g AZERH SRR A IWB 28RS -

HEpie M IWB Z & shae it IWB 2832 B X M4

ABHFEERA SEM BBtz o mo o MBS - o /df = 3.57
RMSEA =.061 -~ GFI=.89 ~ AGFI =.86 ~ NFI=.90 ~ RFI=.88 ~ I[F1=.92 ~ CFI =.92 }
SRMR =.077 » BEAGIM = » AT S 2 R A o 2 -

B it B e S R RS A BT e e G R vl A > Sl TWB B
THREHY(SE A w] B8 IE [ FEUHIZAT S TWB S ERHYRR R0 2 A VERIER AR A 1 © (B HERE TR
A F A 2 BB IE M FUARSOCR, - & 2 BB & M FORIBR (A - ZRemi IWB 2522
YR80 2 P MR BRI I I < AR B Y R R FEORISECR. - HLZETE TWB 2 E2HYEE R0
Z RV EARE A I PR ST (E ] IWB RTINS - G IWB AYREE
HR A IWB R BTN R AR © 2N st IWB A S A IWB
R EREASCOR AR RS, - iR1% - IEAIBSEIRGE » ZUEmEEA TWB BRI 2T
A IWB _EERE B BUE R IR R TSR - DT IRV KR R Bt 2R
WIRPUFR ©

PRIBEZTH 2 ISR ERE RIS > IRAILAERE SEM Sy H AR 2 FE0HI
RCR o Horfr > 6l IWB ECATHRERI(ER] » 248 IWB 5215 It R 71 - 3 TWB 5251
AHTEREEEERE (B = .25, Z=4.84, p < .001) AJ* IWB ELATRERT[E A IWB
SoAIA FTEVEREAE (B = .20, p = .02) < FAl IWB EATHRERV(LA - LLIWB
SRR L R/t - $ IWB IR RIRIHESCR (B = .19, Z = 4.63, p < .001) EEL
IWB s2RIA FPE R h I BESCER (B=.11,Z2=2.28,p=.02) BRIGK - HEI - bl
SOl IWB A RIVEREZR S TWB (E HI R E RSO R 2 (B=.11,p=.06) -
B35 DAEIREE Ry rf /- BN IWB ARITEY IWB (i FI BRI B A AT
TEMIZR (B=43,Z=687,p<.001) (AEFH) -
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&0 : ARREREERZBR

EGid PRI R AR R ER HE BESRRAT.
Hla  EAEE-2515 R 49 07 5.45%%% 2
HEPE AR — 58 A1 5 F I —12 .05 ~1.48 &
Hlb BEARIRE—s050A FtE 20 .06 2.32% =
HEFSTIRE— 20 A A -.08 .04 ~1.11 N
H2a RS -2 A 50 .04 10.46%%* =
H2b SRS MR 39 .04 8.74% %% =2
H3a A - HEE 55 .05 10.28%%%* =
H3b  FRIA R R 11 .06 190 A3
H4 {5 FRE R — o F 2R 79 .09 9.06%** =
H5 {5 FH B iE R P R B 35 18 8.04%x =

* p <05, %% p < 001

IWB IS IIRERFIE 2 BE BRI ER - BETEREEH IWB SRRV G EIIEE -
A BI RTHERSE > INILSEIEEN ) IWB R ER Rt 2 5 E R (15
Z— o AWIFAE T IREV NS A TWB DHRERVEISIRILAN » JREL Davis (1986)
Y TAM G B8 - PRETHETETY IWB BERAI R I5TY - HEME " 26l IWB ThRE
[EFAREZE , BB - MER &SR TR AN DABREE - RIBITFEEER - AT 7EEH
YIRS -

HEpie M IWB o Z 8 3h e 1 R A5 A AF 4R I

TR Beauchamp (2004 ) K Beauchamp & Parkinson (2005 ) FYEHEE » ZRETE IWB
DIRERE B — i SS RVatE - TERIR I » FETBEN GBI K2 E IR ZA
IWB T HHENGE) » BEERETRRERES - nTLUER] IWB 32515 A BN e 4 S B2
HYEE) - ZETIZED - B4 - IWB =FRIAVEE) o Kt - IWB 8052 FiE T e 24
SRS (FR IWB BUERIERLLHDY » AR 224 0 S BRIET A 8 -

BN FTAE RSN - ZENEEH AR S MR TR ) BT ERS TR
HIRER - IEFTADIRE (BEEANIERS) PREmnY - IRRIEEE RS & 2 %
#y IWB IhRE - (B{EFFEENE » WS ELE IS TIRE - 107 S RS AR R S A (34
BT TRV T o AWFRIREEER - FETETY IWB BIER 2 =R 2L IWB
IRV E ) - ZEmsE2ARESE A EE e sk = E RS T - AERAAVEFELTE - M
S AEpE HAE F TR S S BUEERR B Z » 215 e Dyge 8 AR 170 M Ry Ly
st T2 o T EEERYERS ~ SRE SR B R EEA N S BEE - HIE
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REEEZIEN ~ B4 ~ IWB =5 B EIHVLIRE > ZETAIRY VLA - E8UR > ZENEFT IWB
HERERVEEE > (VRS HIZERM] -

HERHE B TWB e A sz
1B H3 B 4 2o o B B A AT B B

EETFEIIFTERE > BETA SR SR B AR T BN & ARy
WERZ— (GREERE ~ TAKEE > 2008 @ 5RAERS ~ ERHTHR > 2000 @ FREH > 2003) - {H
ATFEEER SRR > BENETH CHEE IWB BHiTHI(E OEE - BEEERERERy IWB %
HEVED > DU IWB BRABERHSCRAZ E BRI - BiAWTIE S - A
55 IWB #2(EFEST - RILEEA IWB #YSEJ I EH BB A IWB fl ABER
BEFRE MR A EERER -

BESN - FEMEE RS Y 5 CHRE IWB BSIEE A S0 - EUTFeEER > #Er a7y
ZE BTG (S PR (AR B - RATTCREET g B R E - T E A
£ T SRR > SHRECHEM IWB BEARE ) AVERERE > TE L T E AR
B R T BN MERIE ~ SR SRS ) HIHR R -

GEENE—ERELK - ZHTE WA AR IR 22 ENR - 38 RBETL/ARE
BB E TR VAR > iR RS S R M LR AR R E - ZRTT > ARHTSE
4 - FENEEINE Ry H B R AR I EA IWB B AEER (B (L RN -
FEHRIFA - ATRER N Ry B R E A R I ER R RS ] o SR T BN S T R
BOHIRET] RS2 0 HENkR T BRI R B BRI - B R AR ER
KERERPEFRIRE » IL - BRIFBFISHERAEY) > BENaE ~ ISR AR
2ot CIEERE - 2010) - DEHRFEDRY > GEEMEEERE A2
UL ~ SRR TSRS G T ERE - (HERRHIERR (A e DU B SR 2
st BRI EIVRE ST ¢ PR T AERTE R BIE BRI B B s RIS > TRA LUE
FEREE T30 SRR R

H6R4s R IWB o 1 5 o B S 7k A 2 TR 8
IWB #4845 B Mo 1

AT FEEER AN IWB EATIRERY(E A mI A A A AI5E IWB 226 5 A 1
AR 52  BETREEA IWB BAThRE - @525 IWB 2825 5 HAN
FUERHY - 28I > BT IWB HEFSTHRERY (5 A RIEETAZE B4 PR Y IE R TSR, -
&2 S A E TR G - JTHIER - TR N R ETE AR TIRERT - 50
B DR e R A S - AN Bl o S MR e 1 s R R B I S S e A T T B B B
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I - FTREFREACELL P B Ay LRGSR - T H 2 E M A e SR 2 — EA= A
A > RGN OERIRE S FIRIGR - B BEERLE - 41F Hall &
Higgins (2005) DA Sad & Ozhan (2012) Fiafl - FHEARGAVERIASEE » DURHER
Y IWB ZEERinn A 2 - #ase s B E L AR E -

Ak ABEREA] IWB SRS T AR S ER BT AR - [ IWB 400
Rty - ZhEmE] DARS 2 R AE At ~ B~ A - XA EFRE L TTH KBRS EN
MR - B4R DR R R RIS SR B YA - ZAMAEAIRAVSERI AT T - B2
HYERE AR B Tl Ry B2 AR B E Y B4 (Schmid, 2008) - Fi AR AE/Z A K HEFE THAE Y
MABEFEHNZHATER - MIENERE TR RARIERL T » AR
SEEERE > USRS > HEERHEAEEELAHFE (Moreno, 2006; Plass, Chun,
Mayer, & Leutner, 2003; Sakar & Ercetin, 2005; Schmid, 2008; Tang & Austin, 2009 ) - ¥%f
2 GRS B EAR - Mayer (2001) 5875 » 00 2BBURSR B - (52820
fEEFAI N AE G T B e AR YRR IR - TS YMESRAI A (extraneous
cognitive load ) ¥ (5FHEEEHAELRES (meaning-making ) BFFTERHVREHIENR > HE(T
FEERERE R » R R HIARHIAE 2R A R A RS TR B -

IWB H[EDIRE A ARUE TR IWB AR S— A - mTesRRRER A S
BRI EENR - HEEAEE T Ryi#) - 41 Schmid (2008) FrE » IWB gERIEF ~ (4]
USSR RS - TR TEEN ] DI KRz H S SR EE R - m2 R4t
RSTREMIFEFRAARRE - BENF - IRl REfE R & T 2A2EMEN: - R4 AL
WU VHVES ISR - MESBIE R - KmEEhREE -

e IWB R Rhaeuyis xR A B L& TAM i

#t IWB HUELATHRERE - AFEEE R AR BTG Davis (1986) HY TAM i
AT IWB 22 HUR2 A - AT IE m FEOH IWB B9 R e EoRTFF & TAM
HiZw - Davis etal. (1989) ZFrLURILERAIA M E R EREA ERFEHRCR - 2
N Rwb RSB T I AR A BN S IR BT & EIMESRE > LA
HPRH I EE TR S R A FIEE SR o] DO ANt ey TAFRIE R BiEE
FHSE RV IERER S HEEZ - 52 (SRR AR EROL IR 22 2E A
BRI S RIS SMEFRITR G 226 A (L 2 H RS RS -

BE NI BRI BET & LR ZRENEETAE - HERRIEII A ER—#&
EFEFAMERTHESIE - 5 2 - IIFET 8 MESE RN A 2R T i E %
ek o DAL > FEMAISE IWB HEINHERIR - WEAAR BRI EM IWB
AR - LHGEHHENEREE THEDAVEE  5RRRETN R 2 B CHYESERIRE
TR ESEAVEER HIBT SR TE - A ZINJBIR e BT © ST AR E 2 5]
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ZEME Y EE B2 2 - R - BT IWB ZERAYA AN - R DAZAT
IWB HY(E FIRERE Ry rhot - TR S YRR 2 AL B AR RETEDISCR, - B30 » 3
R Ry IWB BEEAED - MEEARG EHRETEA IWB FYERINITT R - BOH
[EZEME IWB Bl ABERHIRT SRR > JTREA AN [REAEMEE A IWB HYLR[E -

H#E o gt IWB EAThRE FNIGE FIREE T 1H - IWB 215 I MERY 1 RCR E R
IWB ST FTERTEARRGA » 1540 > LLIWB SRR M Ry /1 » IWB ZEATIRE S IWB
SRR PRI E R B R - HHIb AT HESR - ZETAISE IWB #Y 5 ITEEE
ARMEAEZEIEM IWB B BRI - RHFEA > RN BEE SR HES
THEEURABENE « MAEREREER TR RBENE - DU 58 T 2288
PURERES IWB IJAE - A IWB BUERAVRR T BELEEE - (B2 R R R B R
WEBGEZEEH R ERZ HHY - WIEHAERISE IWB A R T - AmE th EaaIis -
PPT i » —fREEISEIS SR REEEIMHREBER HAY » FrLlH B RS SIS L ThRERY
BIEES > A RETR{LEENE A IWB HYREE BRI -

e # IWB ey 4k A E BT & TR AT 4

W1E Davis (1986) TAM HEmeYEGES © (B H &P EHER > G2
{8 A B IR A EENRHAIIT Ry » ARFFRaEFIREEIR - BETEY IWB i YRR
1E [ PRI A (5 FH TWB SRR R B 6 8 (o F R R = R B AV RBOR S -
DRIEE - S REFR = AT ] IWB YRR - RIREHET IWB R EEEFGHT B IR -

AWTFEARIRIT TS RS TR > ST B EHEARANT T - fRH PN R > B
TEAMTEHISS R

T F 0L

IWB 58 KV ENTHRERL R —RBER T HATHEE L - ZR1M & BUF RS A
RELEEHE IWB BRI HE - EE 5 8% IWB 5 RHY G ETIRE R A HIEE
FUEE FEHE T U3 7 IWB (E8(E ERISCA REERIZEE IWB BERGHYEE AL -
e BB AR e E A TWB /TR - JTReie B O B i s e -

THZE AT R IWB B0 - A i BhEanssth IWB (e E2Ah — tas
—BARNWHRETE) - BRI G BB 47E IWB BARENEEHD - &
FEMEAEEM IWB IS L - HATRHE B OBHERREENE - FRBERNE ~ 288
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WEEER, > SRS E M BE T A e ERHE BN AR L BEEAM/INAE

BEAh - M IWB INRE(E#E A 82 E 2 HE RIS IWB HEEAVEAE - AR E
HETEE L EH TWB - {HE7 B 8RR LSRR B CfE A IWB Bl AR R - DL
KBS HER RS ST A B AVE - S IR T BRI = BRE
B (R T AR ERRFTE - B R BlaE BRI 5 S B S
R ST B RBOMIIEE ) » R S AR E B ORI T 8=
B 2 BRI T Ry o R DR EIEED -

4% Davis et al. (1989) WYETR @ SllSREBR0AI S HMERIMTEIH Y — - #15
2 S - TR R RIS > nT LA E RS IWB 5 R MERIeRA - £t
RIAFEEIAL > FEME IWB AYZRA1S A ELLERATA A 1 S RE A RO I =) TRy
{FFRRERIERE - RIL - AEREIVEIERIZRR T2 AE IWB A9 e A B
NP R BN » HESHEMAEREIIREERE & ILOh  Afer i Bh AT Bt IWB
PRSI | SRR A2 Y B TR -

{f<H& Beauchamp (2004 ) HYEZ » BANE IWB HYAE S 2187 #EHY - Beauchamp
ARFRE T 138 AR B R R oy By FLEIPS Y, - flRe s — P EEEEm#R IE TWB YRLAE
DURAEAZ AR ROV © feERENEA IWB 1VEE 3R 2 i S s
HETNERESTERAE TWB R[5 DAL G EIHIRTSE A » INATZE Qe i DA FH A e Bk —
s — A = MBE T EIER - NIt BREET IWB BVFISERIZ > Iho &%
Beauchamp [ ELATER LRS- (REA[EI 38 s B T B 22 R VI 3| SRERAR -

TE E3ETE BT > U EENTEE IWB BB BRI A (]
NG ARG ERETER IWB ERH - A0S 3ET AR R ~ FARAIEE S HE40
IWB > ¥ IWB Rl AZCEEHIFF RIS » B A R R EHETA BREA TWB 2221
RASE - TNEARZKIEE) IWB HEEn B 2R -

R RBT R MIER

FRIE AT ST - BETERAE DA &R T B &R e
B HYENZR © 28000 AWTFesE s B EnE i (E A IWB (VRGP EE A (E L o (E2ET
IWB ZE2HREE AR RRRIR RS o (it - RAWHE Al — SRR E B SRE I0y
ZETETS IWB B R i Bl = e A RE A R 2 SR PR By ]

BESE > IWB Y ELBIDIRE — B 0L R PR T A SR B R Bl S 226 - ZRTT A
WtgealsssR - AR LRI DIRE A A RTHHIEETA Y IWB BYERRIA R -
e PR AT ST E 8 SRR T AT E TR EUYERERART R R E R - 553K

#2E70 BIUERUIHRRNETERRA -
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%4 Rk

TR~ UGS TR  MORUE ~ BREEE - BRIEEEE - SZNERE - BRRER (2010) o (GWiE
HUNEEFAR EEE — BOREEHIEE) - (BREMR) - F£3 &% 18
H 135-155 »

SREQNE ~ PRI (2009) - ( BEIEETAIREBVNEE ZBET) - (CREEREZEEHT) -
FREFEOH > H 14-25-

PRERE ~ Bt (2010) o (FEER e (bonEuBhER e iE H o 8h=0E T SR 2 Al
RRCERNEEZE) - (BERHEEEEE) - £ 93 H77-% -

PRI ~ BEZAT (2013) - (EIPEEREMAZHNETakzitz) o (CERE
BEET]) - FH6H > H67-77 -

LRI ~ B AN - SREEE (2012010 H) o (RHRAREZ HEBEE — DET
EIREE R B) - SCEHRR B/ EENEEEE S, - 5l 58 -
FRELRK - BRKER (2008) - (EILHEBEETENRERABZZZEBRNE) - (HF

HERBEIE) - B2 &S 1/ H97-132 -

TRAERS ~ fR¥TiR (2000) - (e HAEVNBATZETERZBEZHE) - (BAEERHEEE
BEER) - SB38 B 2 1] H 203-228 ¢

FEHEL (2008) - (FUNEERREE HEZE 2008-2011) - &b & AHEFH -

FEESEtER (2014) » (MERISEHE R ER — 2B ) - #HUE http://www.edu.tw/
pages/detail.aspx?Node=3973&Page=27880& WID=31d75a44-efff-4c44-a075-15a%¢eb7aecdf

P (2003) o (BRTERREAZEEHERR AR R RESRNS ) - (BRATEY) - 55 28 H
H 86-95 -

BRI (2006 - 10 H) - (GEIOREABEZERNBEES) - CEHERPD " 25K
#ANENBEERE, 5l &8 -

HWERE  wHEM (2013) o (IR HEAR BE T R ASE 2B -
(EHENE) B 265 11 H262-271

HER ~ 75 - JiaFH (201004 F) o (CIRH 2R BT B R/ NN (E
HEIREFARZBEZERHERT) - SCEER T CNTE 2010 Ei§BUERFEIEHE
EREREE , BT B8 -
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Using the Technology Acceptance Model to Examine Teachers’ Acceptance and
Use of Interactive Whiteboards for Instruction

Yi-Fang LUO, Shu-Ching YANG, & Mei-Rong WU

Abstract

The strong and diverse interactive functions of interactive whiteboards (IWB) are the main
Jactors for the education sector in accepting, adopting and promoting IWB for instruction. This
study, using the technology acceptance model as the theoretical basis, explored the relation
between teachers’ use of IWB functions and their acceptance of IWB for instruction. The high
interactivity of IWB has been regarded as a key factor to enhance the effectiveness of teaching
and learning. Nevertheless, this study found that although the advanced functions of IWB have
higher interactive features, they cannot effectively predict “the perceived usefulness” of IWB for
instruction. Furthermore, although teachers have confidence in the use of IWB, they still tend to
use the basic functions even more than the advanced functions. As for the interaction during
instruction, teachers also tend to interact between themselves and the IWB instead of among
themselves, the machine and students. However, it is the latter kind of interaction that can really
help students participate in the classroom. Finally, based on the findings and discussions of this

study, recommendations are suggested for educational practice and future research.

Keywords: interactive whiteboard; IWB for instruction, technology acceptance model, teaching

interaction





