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Abstract

Objective: As Al screening for cervical cancer becomes increasingly prevalent, this study draws on
the Artificial Intelligence Device User Acceptance (AIDUA) model. From the perspective of cognitive-
emotional interaction, it explores the serial pathways linking social influence, hedonic motivation,
anthropomorphism, performance expectancy, effort expectancy, and negative emotions, as well as
their relationships with women’s intention to use Al-based cervical cancer screening services. Meth-
ods: Using convenience and snowball sampling, an online survey was conducted among women aged
18 and above. A total of 436 valid questionnaires were collected (valid response rate: 93.2%). The
measurement scales were adapted from established instruments and tailored to the specific context.
Path analysis and bootstrap serial mediation tests were performed using structural equation mod-
eling (SEM). Results: The reliability and validity of the scales, as well as the overall model fit, were
satisfactory, with no severe common method bias. Social influence, hedonic motivation, and anthro-
pomorphism were all significantly positively correlated with both performance and effort expec-
tancies. Both types of expectancies were significantly negatively correlated with negative emotions,
which in turn had a significant negative impact on the intention to use. All nine hypotheses were
supported. Conclusion: The AIDUA model demonstrates good applicability in the context of Al
screening for cervical cancer. Social approval, novel experiences, and humanized interaction design
are associated with enhanced performance and effort expectancies, as well as reduced anxiety and
distrust toward Al, thereby increasing the intention to use. These findings suggest that technology
promotion should not focus solely on algorithmic accuracy; it must also be accompanied by strength-
ened public awareness campaigns, optimized interaction design, and careful attention to users’
emotional experiences during their first use. Future research should expand the geographic and
educational coverage of the sample and conduct multi-group comparative analyses.
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1. 518

LRI AR AR R DY KR W RE, 2022 AR BB 12 66.1 3%, FET-%) 34.8 Jifsl,
[E B A B2 15,1 73, JET-4) 5.6 J3[1] [2]o wfE R N FL IR 35 I SRR AL HOR AR 1 A B 2R A [3],
XAE AT B B A AR BT 7 ) 2 A R 2 — o D0 7 BRI U O B AR 1 R e A R
NICTATEA]. SR, DAVRE T 2 200 0 2 G 0 g AR 10 37 5 28 77 9 7 v PR ARt B8R . A i N )8
[5], ANJumiAsss s RORAR. EREE, HEEYUE &= 5 R BTN 01, S0 & 7 o R R I B
PAHLGEH Y “T70%IEE L W2 R R TR &7 AR EAR[6] [7]. JRTFIR A AR 55 1O w] Rt 54T
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B, ORONBRR R R A S AR BGE[8].

N THERREAR R PUE R BN RIS AL 18 R R AT U AT R AURE T Al il a5 R S
15 R AR E ) —BOEISE, THEAUR S0 77 TR B 5 SR R DU 1k B I RF Ak . (BB R T AT
FEAER T AL, WidERAN “HAN TR E SRAETH AL R X — AR S5 TR S
R, H 2 B RS RS R 3R 5, A A T 2 ) /R [ B AN TR 4 [9] [10]. 5 H bR A3 E T
PR, ATATT AR S E TR A R SR A 3R P AR ES

TERAREZ ARk, SEZWMHESR Y B AREZHEE(TAM) 5B EH A2 544 H
HIB(UTAUT), ZHZ0EH 8 AN HER B B 5 25 G0 28 A4S ) BB i 2 50 VA
FHOR[11] [12] X —AREAE H P 2 B e s 3 R . 20, AN LR BREOR BN MR A Fi3s A
E5HARZEM KRR, Al AFZ2EMFAREERNEI TR, mARS TIHEMEENE M. I IM
WAL HRHAE, . 1 AMSESEHE S EER P RS B G4 B B [13] [14]. 1A
RTEfRRAL GG B R G ZAT AR R BAE TR Al X — 28 A AR R O % I H R 71 (1 45
FAVEAS 2 o

N LB BE W &% f F 22 1A (AIDUA) HH Gursoy Z5[15]%# T 2019 E8H, LI TH TR X Al
WEMESZAT N 5 TAM F1UTAUT AfF], 12887 O B8 G B EE AN 8% ) B EE Y 20\ R0 A B 1 2t L
FERABE EMARL, W T “ARTEN - B RPN - TR MEEk e, HFRE T AR
EIRSIWLA LA N, AL 3 2% 1 H 8 SR S5 AR 8 1 [16] [17] 2 AR AN AL 2 52 ma . SR shL. AL,
SURUEE . B, HE G S HEE L MO E.

JRE AIDUA BB CET G IR S ATLAS A 4 B RE i ) 55 s Ml IR 2515 53 FR AR B B0 E, (H AR BT (g J
A3, G I TR U A 1K — w12 W A B I B 1A TR T o AU 0K AIDUA BRG] N
B Al RS s, DFERACA AN SR, REMKZEA g RIS S E . PHomn
BN TEE I Al TRAETEEE T, AIDUA R A (1R PR AR B an el e i\ Jv A AR 5 5 15 25 20 i (1) A%
T, EAF A E R A B

BT BRI, AWM AL O SRR fEE IR Al TS T, AIDUA BB A 1R
(A8 & 5\ HIVPAN AR B 2 1 26 A8 = i B A% 3 2 TR S B ey i ol AR R . BRI S, ot
FEEWNAN T B, thoim. ZIRPL. A =N FT AR 50 SR 3 555 B 2
PEOY B SCIE T ) 5 a R el s 5, YRS 8 AE DBV AT e B R A R i SRR S n T . Syt
AHFFLLL AIDUA A3 R Bl TH] 70358 L PE R R ) 5 A, SR 454 7 PR B AT R s 56
[18] [19]

2. BRIERSMRR/R
21 RigESHEEIEE

AHEFTLL AIDUA BRI RER, R 0 5 it AL T 50 % 45 S R Rl 7 D = AR Ui it 1)
AT BT R AR B S ARV AS R ORI ARIPP A AR B S 1S 2R AT RN R L 1 B AR B AT O R KK
M. EARBIHLS I =ANHT R A B2 54 T SU0H S 555 1PN, STRONE S
55 IR TS AR 4, RS 4 A UE I R, TR “RTERL - BN - RS - R RS b E
%o

2.2. LTS RISHAE CEK
AR IS MRS A 152 A5 B AN KRR 8 1 SRR 2 B sk I /020 AEROAR
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R, AR E S I EIP A SRR B AT A [11] o B R SRAS MA B (B R 2
NRHERE BT, AMARTREBUA T U B AR R B TSR se B .. RS 308 Al fiE R
L, ERBEEESFIEE 1% Al RGHFIRER R Cld IGRIE” , BRI IR E A R SRR
Wr—F0” , XK ARG RUE ) 1L 5 AT RE S5 G 9 H P o AL T B BORPERERIS AR, [RII FRARO 44
RVER EARSA21]. FET 0k, 4RI IR

H1: #&Rm5S¥0HE R IEMK.

H2: &5 IMERIEMX.

2.3. EFRAHERAEHALEIXREK

EIRENLR AR AL A ATB BRI RE h T R 58 2 AR R R L By O N AE M D0 /2R [22] . AIDUA A7
FINZARRR M T Al W& AR AF BRI AT MRS R TE[17]. X HEOR R ar SIRZ S,
BRI O BN R 5 1248 XS BORBE T I, mTREMUR TAIME AL TR AR &0 RPERERDL: [N, =
— DS SR AR, MR H AR R I U & B FEAR[17]. Bk, SRR

H3: EARIHESRCHERIEMK,

H4: ZARHESHEHIHERIEMK,

24. MALEFRAHAEAIKE

NS Al RGUELE I EE B RIFEEETTHEIRNFFEOFEE23]. 2 Al %
R RNFHERS, B AT BT S R s A B 52 B FIHE S N, T AHLAZ AR BE [24] . AE SO B = i
RANHSIREAT ARG T “Ll” 5 “RE” 1E5; 55 R EME, RN X
N H HHE K B R, e & FRIR[16]. Hit, 3R RS

H5: ML ESBOHE B IEASK,

H6: MANLEH B R IEA.

2.5. BB SiHR BRI XER

TG S SR AR MAAE X AL SR AR A& 0. MBS AL [25]. /£ AIDUA X
R EE S, I FIVEN AR BE T 26 RN AT B R 2R [26]. 2 F 7 ARAS AL O 22 RE % 38 e G v
BAVES DD IR RSN, FEXT S IR AT SEVE AP AT RE R E BRI 5 T T ORI & R SU R AR AR T W 5
T, THIRE B BRI H AN 5E T 51 R K S 5K IR AT REAS BT 2R MR [27] . SURONER 555 TR WA R A 4,
[ 5 Y AR 1 48 B AR AT AE ORI . dR I, 3R B

H7: SROHEEHEREEE K,

H8: FHMBEEHERBEEE AR,

26. HIRFESERRERRXE

il PR FE AR E AR P SR VRO TE O0 T IR 220U P AL Sl B 3500 07 25 1) SR LA 71 [28] . AEAT ok
KB, 152 QGRS MA RIS AT N B A BB MBI ER], 2 A s D R DR T o 4
L FHAL[26]0 T — B GAE KU R SR 5 P N 8 Y —— 4 R A e )5 2 i e A I E K e R
TR MNAEAE L 2 WS 2 S BAT O 51 @ J0[27]. fEm RS R FNG B iRt o P35 ALK B B i
EAREENEE, R ER AT NSRRI, A SOy R XURSE PR Co 2R B A SRS o 2%
£, R
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Figure 1. Theoretical model

E 1 BEipRE

3. MEEIT SHEWE
3.1 &R

AR5 18 23 17) 2 P A% 00 A8 B B R 5 N I Gt 2405 BB o A il T A% 00728 8 1) 0 I )
St H O SR A I B0 TE I B3R, R 2R e s 5 0P k(1= “dERARE” 5= “EFHAR" ).
FE2 RN B R I H Venkatesh 25(2003) [111HF & #) UTAUT &3, 3t 3 MBI ZREIPLEF S% Gursoy
££(2019) [15] AIDUA 5 88 d ff 2 AR BIHLAE RS, 35 3 AT FU AL E A % AIDUA Y b (1A L4 FE
I 3ANERTR[16]. SRCHE 5% B RS % UTAUT BB N 4E 1 31454 AIDUA R 3T 15454k i
B, BE3IANEI, ML ERSH AIDUA BB S 46 4 FE I 7 20, 3% 3 AN, Fir i Il
PIHAT IS B g, BB ER BN S B R Al 17 B BAARIR . AR 58 i 11
3 WL AH AT 5 5 0] R I P 7 A P 5 I R i P AT VR R BT .

HEREBRE T NOG 580, HTWEZVIFHWER. ZBAERE. ARANKT. Bt
X DL I B U T e e IS ARG B, TENEE i hil AR & . 5658 ) 45 75 A8 i (1) LA R I Py 25
W& 1.

Table 1. Measurement items and sources of each variable
#= 1 BTLENEFMSKIE

ER T SR RAK
si1 RINKA LRI ALY 2 S

R SI2 SRASALRIEE EHER Al G2 RO venkatesh o2l (2009
s13 PR ACATT Al TSR, 2L R 2
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HM1 S AT B B0 I A 2 L RIR BB A
ZERHHL HM2 {5 A G525 A B R A & — i e (1A 36 Gursoy et al. (2019) [15]
HM3 REEA T HRH AT Al B HUq i
AN1  RAEE Al JHE RGA HaL N BHA B NG5 51 5 KU 5Tm)
PN 4 AN2 WA Al TS RARMZET AN R—FES5REE, REFHO Gursoy et al. (2019) [15]
AN3 TN Al THE RGH & — ENRANHES LR EEEE
PE1 AN Al % B 07 2 e 0% 58 e B B0 e U 1 VR Aff 12
Venkatesh et al. (2003)
SO PE2 Al TREHA B P25 BRI ZE R, SREIf AR [11]; Gursoy et al. (2019)
15
PE3 RVRT S, Al G52 S0 26 5 B o]
EE1 ST AL B S0 I 2 R G B U 25 5 )
Venkatesh et al. (2003)
BIME EE2 Al T RGP ERAERARIE W 2 1 [11]; Gursoy et al. (2019)
15
EE3 BRI, H Al TERARRSRERRAREZNE o]
NE1 Foxt e AL SR I S O A 45 SRR AR
HIRTES  NE2 AR Al T R GAT REAFAE IR 12 BUR S I A Gursoy et al. (2019) [15]
NE3 AHEE AL REEATREAEM A, XAl F BB AR
BI1 WRFAEAVF, RIS Al B 5m i A
Venkatesh et al. (2003)
fFAZIE  BI2 W AE IR FIRt Al THE RS BT AL [11]; Gursoy et al. (2019)
15
BI3 SRR, BHE Al S S0 I & R RS (o]

e P EIIAR AR 5 0Pk, 1= “EWARE” , 5= “IFHFAR" .

3.2. BRWIER

AW SR B RS 5 7R T BRIFEA 45 & 1007 N 55 18 A % DL 5@ Lo R AR [29] o 1l 3l 1]
BETFEHEFRB, FEBESMESE SR RIEERE, SRER, radmlsEsng. R
WAFLE A T ARRRL BT bR e, ARBEFUSE 20 ANIIE I, 4% Bentler I Chou (1987) [19]14& i FIZER,
A I E SR 5 A, AT 200 4. AHFTHHRIEICE R0 & MK T 300 4. MK
JRCRTTR) )y 2026 4F 5 HE 6 H.o TG BRbsdE: Frf EOBUE SRR —2 2. (EER /DT 60 £, f71E
LETSC v RN LIE SR

3.3. BURAHA %

AHIF T K G54 5 FERE R B AT RS 56, 384 Anderson il Gerbing (1988) [18]4 Hifty il A7
fifi - SER R PRAL 7 WIS, {3 SPSS 26.0 A1 AMOS 26.0 AT 0. B TIR MG T SHE ok
PR T FLUGIEAT I AR A (1015 2R VA, {5 B8R Cronbach’s a RECFIZL A5 FE(CR), ER#ET 0.70
[30], RGVEEHETABUE hrdEL R T84T > 0.60 H AVE > 0.50)5 X 4» % E (AVE “F 5 > M5 2%0);
FRUGIEAT S5 AR TR (R B A2 AT 5 SR FH B KRR A 1125, BT UL B FESAN F A y2Mdf (<3 R 4F) CFI (>0.90
A[#E5Z) TLI(>0.90 AI425%). RMSEA (<0.08 F[#%5%). SRMR (<0.08 ] #%57) [31]. #ix5 K Bootstrap 2
(HFE 5000 )N EE R AL FEEARREATR K, 95% BLAS IX AL 2 0 T8 I RN 5 2%
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4. AR S WL 573Hh

mh g 17.4%, REERNE 25.7%, REAREE 42.2%, WFFA UL B 8 FEIE B2
AT, AHEFEAT 7N, DLVEAS i S M5 R . R B R A E R, o ISR A R A &
58 5 A BT SR ALK o
4.1. TR EEA SR EE

TR T 2026 4 5 H FAJREAT, il ) R G IR T R, s i S A A SR R
N RN 18 i % UL 838 Lo AR, JREIISR 35 240 4. BIRRFTAE BITE R ] — & R (EZ AT
60 Fb DL ATFAE I @ 07 & 1 )45 5, A3 B0 204 218 4y, A RLEIEE S 90.8%. TR A i 2
GER T R W) S A i K, BN/ T 200 4y (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) [18].

4.2. BEAFFE

TP AN DG SR AR W 2 iR S0 77T, 18~25 % 5 29.8%, 26~35 % /i 37.6%, 36~45
% i 20.6%, 46~55 % 5 8.3%, 56 % UL b 3.7%; ZHERE M, ¥IF KLU 6.0%; HIYRAK
P 5T , 3000 JGLA R & 20.6%, 3000~6000 JG i 34.4%, 6000~10,000 7t (5 29.4%, 10,000 JG LA | /& 15.6%;
FRAEH X 7T, A3 05 45.0%, 3 d7 33.0%, PHE AT 22.0%; A & 30 I &2 1 52 U4 i 40.4%.

Table 2. Demographic characteristics of pretest samples (N = 218)
= 2. TN AR A O S0 F4HIE(N = 218)

RER R %5 R "o
18~25 % 65 29.8%

26~35 % 82 37.6%

e 36~45 % 45 20.6%
46~55 % 18 8.3%

56 & KU1 8 3.7%

W AR 13 6.0%

EhhE 38 17.4%

THERE RELFR 56 25.7%
REAF 92 42.2%

WA LA L 19 8.7%

3000 JGLUA R 45 20.6%

3000~6000 7t 75 34.4%

ELCON/S 2 B

6000~10,000 G 64 29.4%

10,000 stbk | 34 15.6%

AR 98 45.0%

FifEsh X i 72 33.0%
[ 48 22.0%

v 88 40.4%

eI eyl

i 130 59.6%
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TR R 45 FE AR SR T AR T ER A SO TR 5, SR NEE SRS A B ]
K, RS RiF. ST Iates B, 1ExRAE R SR E AR, 52 I ) 15 & AT T4
WAt . 1B A R B AR I B KA E, Dt — DRI Rk f A g v SR AL Rg
1.

5. &R
5.1. BUBEYE SHAFFIE

PAET 2026 £ 5 AE)E 6 A LT, FLENE 468 1, IS ESERIE 0% 436
iy, BREIZE A 93.2%., HEA 18~25 & 5 27.5%, 26~35 % 5 35.3%, 36~45 % |5 21.6%, 46~55 % 5
10.3%, 56 % KDL L5 5.3%; ¥4 KLLLF (5 7.8%, EF/FE L 18.8%, KEL R G 24.8%, K2EARL &
39.0%, HFFTA K& LL b 9.6%; AU 3000 J6LL T i 19.0%, 3000~6000 JG i 33.9%, 6000~10,000 JC 5
30.3%, 10,000 yobA /5 16.7%; ZR34 43.8%, "l 34.2%, PHERL 22.0%; A F U TGS 1%
Vi 41.1% (35 3).

Table 3. Demographic characteristics of survey samples (N = 436)

Fz 3. FHEHARAOZIHEYHE(N = 436)

AR & ) BTk Bt
18~25 % 120 27.5%
26~35 % 154 35.3%
AR 36~45 % 94 21.6%
46~55 % 45 10.3%
56 % LA I 23 5.3%
I B LT 34 7.8%
m L 82 18.8%
ZHERE KELHFR 108 24.8%
REARF 170 39.0%
WA K& L b 42 9.6%
3000 LA T 83 19.0%
3000~6000 7T 148 33.9%

ELION S 2 B
6000~10,000 7© 132 30.3%
10,000 JtBA I 73 16.7%
KREB 191 43.8%
B AE X s 149 34.2%
i 96 22.0%
2 179 41.1%

eI eyl

1 257 58.9%
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W T AR R B PR R A (R — I IR R, TR AE SRR i 22 @ [32] . SR Harman #.
P AR IRVEBEAT VRO, 5B — AR ROTT ZEMRRERON 27.4%, (KT 40% 1 1Im S bR HE[29], RIIAAFAE - EI
LR TT AR 2 .

5.2. fiktEGT SHEX I

FAR RIS FRifE 2 K Pearson #2C REUNE 4 fiin . +ESRAMAMESR 3.42 (SD =1.02), K3
HLEIEI1E A 3.18 (SD = 1.08), UAALHIFIME A 3.05 (SD = 0.98), LAk I{E A 3.68 (SD = 0.92), %%
FIHAE R 3.45 (SD = 0.96), TH MR 15 26 13418 4 3.27 (SD = 1.12), f# Fl = B A #4185 4 3.51 (SD = 1.05).
FAI o T 4 RO R AR THE 3R = AR RAR B SR B R EAE, PIHEE 5K
e 2R E G, WkESSEHEREREFMKEY p<0.01), JHEHEBTIH—.

Table 4. Means, standard deviations and correlation coefficients of all variables (N = 436)

F 4. BTEWE, REESHEXREH(N =436)

A M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1) &R 3.42 1.02 1
2) AR 3.18 1.08 0.35™ 1
3) WA 3.05 0.98 0.31" 0.38™ 1
4) GUERHHE 3.68 0.92 0.48™ 0.52" 0.46™ 1
5) % J1HHE 3.45 0.96 0.41 0.44™ 0.39" 0.54™ 1
6) THRIEZ 3.27 1.12 -0.29™  -0.33" -0.28" -043~ -0.38" 1
7 FHER 3.51 1.05 0.37 0.42" 0.36™ 0.49™ 0.44™  -051" 1

TE: MOHIMHE, SD ubrdER; "R p <0.01 (WRALL).

53 FESHEKRE

B M4 Rande 5 fron, &ASE [N Cronbach’s a 2T 0.82 £ 0.90 27, HAEEECRNT
0.83 2 0.91 Zu], @+ 0.70 (rl a2 RME, RFEREA RGN,

Table 5. Reliability and convergent validity test results (N = 436)
#=5 FEESRAMERELER(N = 436)

A Cronbach’s a CR AVE
e Al 0.84 0.85 0.61
EIRBHL 0.87 0.88 0.66

YN A 0.82 0.83 0.55
iU 0.88 0.89 0.67
Loyl i 0.85 0.86 0.62
TR 0.90 0.91 0.73
=V 0.86 0.87 0.64
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BT B R A RE S X 0 280% . TARUE B I & I X A & AR R 7 e f T
J5 ZERELE (AVE) AT FIWT[33] . BOIEMERR T4 R BoR, & BBk #4517 0.68 % 0.89
Z 8], 3T 0.60 MIFEbriE; HAZ R AVE [T 0.55 £ 0.73 Z 8], ¥t 0.50 I EI{E (Fornell &
Larcker, 1981), KRR AL RIF. X400 @ L SR & AVE (811 75 AR 5748 & 8] (1A 26 R 5500 LA
fitie #AZE AVE 7R T 0.74 £ 0.85 2 [0, 35K Ti%A8 & 5 HAh A8 5 ¥ FH 5C 2 e i (B R 26
FHCN 054), KYIX 73 E 58 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) [30] [34].

5.4. HEHSSREKE

AT 5K G546 T FEAR TS FEAS B BEAT A D AG G, AL A48 FR N4 6 s, ,%df = 1.58, CFI =
0.95, TLI=0.94, RMSEA =0.052, SRMR = 0.058, #%Iifabritiks|nleszhnie, R 5HIERE
[SR/a

Table 6. Model fit indices (N = 436)
F< 6. 1R EHEIR(N = 436)

EPREE D DYUNE] F Wb SEH LR
Lldf 1.58 <3.00 R &
CFI 0.95 >0.90 Al %2, >0.95 R =
TLI 0.94 >0.90 Al #E%Z 2

RMSEA 0.052 <0.08 AI#:%Z, <0.06 RUF Z

SRMR 0.058 <0.08 A% &

B ERAR BB AT RN 7 AE 2 . HA 2 HE BIRIR 45 1 5 = /> wir P28 Bt B 2K A BE i) 1E 1)
SRR — 3. A 55U (B = 0.33, p < 0.001) }2 %% A (S = 0.29, p < 0.001)¥) & 535 A
Ky HLFH2 133150 3 F . RIS SONE (B = 0.40, p < 0.001) &2 %% /131 (8 = 0.34, p < 0.001)F%)
ERFIEMIE, H3 M HA 852150E X FF. MALSSRUHE B = 0.31, p < 0.001) X% (B =027, p <
0.01)# 2B FIEMI, H5 M H6 S I BHE S £ .

Table 7. Hypothesis test results (N = 436)
F 7. BRI EE R (N = 436)

% A hiEAL R E0(B) pfE g
H1 *a I —~ SO 0.33 <0.001 SCHF
H2 theFnn—~ 55 7 e 0.29 <0.001 T
H3 EIRENNL—~ GO 0.40 <0.001 SCHF
H4 IR~ 55 I 0.34 <0.001 SCHF
H5 PN~ G E 0.31 <0.001 T
H6 N~ 3518 0.27 <0.01 SCHF
H7 BSOS —~ 1 4 -0.35 <0.001 SCHF
H8 85 )1 —~ A -0.29 <0.001 TR
H9 TH AR 1 2 — {3 Y M -0.48 <0.001 SCHF
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Figure 2. Research model and standardized path coefficients
B 2. MRRBESRENEEREE

H7 F1 H8 M6 25 R, S 5IHME 24 2 53 AL (8 = —0.35, p < 0.001), B/ 5
Bt 2 52 30 35 A 9 (B=—0.29,p < 0.001), H7 Fil H8 15 2% S0 FF. HO MR IR 45 K MH, WHRES S48
M ERE R EEIAL(B=-0.48,p<0.001), HOMFEIHHE R, FIRNNALE RS #HIe T —8, NE
SRR IR IR T SCHF .

6. ¥t
6.1. HOMIRAMESERMNE

AW TR AIDUA BRG] N E 3 Al I 81X — m BURPE I ST 2 Wi B2, JE T 436 A 240m) & 1 5k
W, HdEs AT E - VRN - R - R e B s e S U — . LBl R®
SRR HEE S, K E AIDUA KR AT feid F T-4a BE 2 4 .

AT EZH TAM K UTAUT 53 10 22 58T R VB 5 W IS 5 0 v 517 v B 2 18]
(R R A BN A — 8. 7E UTAUT JRARHEZS b, AT AR R EMERUHE . &% R4 E 2 5 ) 2
T, A5 48 R 3 AR T ST FHAZ O P R B . SR, ASHIF 8 H I B 1 4 o1 R R I AR AL B 42 R
$1%-0.48 (p < 0.001), HAKHERRIL 7SS E S 77 W1 5 A1 46 (0 QI HETE . X — 2R3N, 1
JaERE O X A0, 1% KN T BB SR AR DA KN VEAN BRI B PR, T RT R B AR S S TR g 4 DK B AR 2 [35]
[36].

*S= R0 5 SO EE DSBS = 0.33)I% T UTAUT JR AR b 3 T B2 7 1% BE 8 A BEA At 1
X Af g 5 b E A S R & SO 5 [37] [38]. 5 B S 7 B 3% — 5 e B A5 3 K fal B XU f10 e 5
H, LHEFEBESEGNEENELENELE, KA. BERIECEENEIREELATFEAGEEER
YRTT

EIRBNHLS P TN 0L 5 1R DR IC R P8 7E — 2R B N R LA 35— (8=0.40, 0.34) o R TATIEIEHE7R :
ST EARMAIRENB L, BRSEG A TEERRNGES, HASEEROEEREED. 253
PLEERE TR ZN MAFR L BURAS, 1E N FREIRTE ZER AR R, R ERRIE A

WAL FERE S SROHE . 85 /8 B IEM S8 = 0.31, 0.27), iESE ANPEALAS HHEREST Al 775
B R ITE NS . 0 & R G2 By RIWIE HE N BRisim, PSP ES N RS G
BB R Al HiAR E. (HFE%19 Gray Al Wegner (2012) [39]35 Y “ iy ” BN, FEEIT Al 1)
PN Hp 7R SRR & R
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6.2. SEERHEI B

B, SRR (8 = 0.33, p < 0.001), EWRE T HUE Al 7 AL AN H O L A
e, BB X EA . FKIEX IR WA MNBIREEAR . BEEITHA T HSRE X AR EATT
LT, LEEEAELE HE RS R A 3 B & S Lot HERE AL A [21].

B, FEIRBSIPLISCEL(B = 0.40, p < 0.001)$¢ 7~ B AL S 2% v] DUIE 4%, ek oo B v G f8 s XU 7 K
FRGUR, 2R AR QU IARKE, KA AR aema” <Al FHBhPE A" X KIE
A RIR .

H=, WAMIORERSE H (8= 0.31, p < 0.001) °] Jyiifi A5 FH I A A IR HE S % . MAAGIE 5 51 5 B AR,
ERAE S B M S 2R 7, FAECRT AL B SRR BB A AR AR, S5 A VKA MM LU [40]. {H
ARV Al EEEBANL . BHRIEBANDIER, BibE ™l BT s 5 R 2 Ao 2R

VU, WG RS L M T B R PR DI MO R 2 (B = —0.48, p < 0.001), HZELER
TR TRAHT M PSRN R RAR S B R R D S s o A i A v DR BN T R S e h
WG, XA AN E AR SRR, AT LAl S S R AL ATIAERR, SRS S O R FE R K9]
Bracic 5(2026) [411&ILIG IR = A I TE S e AR B 1k £ Al A B2 T I 4E = 18.4%, A “ A1
1R BT AR AR 2 A ER, R EERFET. SRS R OSSR .

6.3. IRTESREMEKSE

AU FAELELL N LT RIBR, 5 SR 7 v £ P 56 3
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F(25~35 % i 35.3%, AF}KLL LY 48.6%). FEMEZAMAETCIETRIEREARMRR M, H A2 BEAH 55 T et B2
RS BRI RN ERN A, TR AG I 515 26 76— M NBE R I P o R 4510 Rl 4R
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TEAME . S5 S8 43 2 BEA LR S AR RE, 55 53000 H b AN BEQU PG 3 AT otk REAS, AR IR iR 7
AR AR AR

b4, R Harman SR 7R 56 iR AN AE ™ 5 1) L R 7 VR 22 (G — AN R T RRE 2 27.4%), {H i
THTEAR )@ B MR ERER — A s E— 2y & EE, LR 24 v] RE B IK AR & R 1 O ks
o AN T RN SO A R, S HT R AR R AT AR S B 3L R 71577 ZE I AR G R R I A A
AT L AE B T B B R BRI 42 o) 8 i (I TR 5 ¥ BINBMAT e 3. RN ST 140 f
TR), FFEGE T2 TR PB4 7 1 R T R (ULMC) B bR 10 AR BB AR 34T B ™ K% (G 36 5 A IE .

B, BRI BT o v AR R R ) R E ), AN BE R R B A R SR AR DR R, SRR HERR S m] R
RS =TI E BRI, X Al TR R E RS R U, RS S T AR R KSR
B SRR, SRR, Fik, Surd R AT e RIMAEE R X R, BFEEA RN
I 3B R T B e B RSB IR R R R mT REME

= ARUALIN IR 26 P — Y, (B Aot Refh AL TR A IR 7= Ak et . SRR SRS 26, ik
T IF AR AT 3, TSR BTG AN I AT B, X LR E 4 HE R TT R KB S, SRS
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