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Abstract
This study aimed to explore the impact of smart aging product features on users’ intention to
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continue usage and to investigate the mediating role of user experience perception. Analysis of
questionnaire survey data revealed that product functionality, ease of use, and security significantly
influenced elderly users’ intention to continue usage, with user experience perception playing a
crucial intermediary role. The findings indicate that enhancing user experience perception can ef-
fectively increase elderly users’ willingness to continue using intelligent aging products, offering
theoretical support and practical guidance for related product design and enhancement.
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BN A IR, BRI, 5 A0 S A 7 R e R (. S AR,
EZALRE ST W BT, R G A R R B BRI A, AT, BRI RiE
o= B R BRI, S DA A SR TR . BURFRRR G AR GO, HEaiE i Sl
R R R IE, BEMEE BN RS AR, WELENTORNERIEEZEE TR, A UNEEE
SRR SR R, SR S R (790, R P R R AL, S SRR
1451 P 72 D = /4 3 R T 4 T T

2. SO
2.1. RIS EAE

2.1.1. SOR FEipHEAY

SOR (Stimulus-Organism-Response) #1151 4! £ 5. FH Mehrabian fi Russell (1974)#&H, S EMBEREE
RO A EFIAT AR [ 1] ARYE SOR LAY, A PRSP (Stimulus) 23 18 i AN 1) N ERES
(Organism) s i H i 2647 ) ¥ (Response) . 7E8 Gei& A BB CE 5T, 7= SRR v] DARLA SN R
BN, A ARSI — AR, T 2 m R Sl R

SOR R AZOAE T A ME N EARZS IR AR, BIAMERIBORA 2 B39 KAT AR B, 128
AR AN FIN T R E A (2], FER RRiE 2 A IS5 T, P2 i AT SE k. 2 2t . ke
BET AR s, I e 2 R N B AR, i — 28R AT Ho = i RR A A S R . R, SOR
BRI TR Be & 2 A= i R e 52 NSRS R R 2 (R O R4t 7R HESE, SR 1 P kg %
e AR

2.1.2. ERSHEEL

1 FH 53i# /& P8 (Uses and Gratifications Theory)H Katz 25 A (1973)# H, 3= B MALESE FH B
T b e 3R s R SRR R 25 [3]. ZBIREGE, MR EE BT, A ATTE R S04 B i
SN T RREE R R R 4], & mE =T, ZFE NG5, TReRNT
R HRE S AR TE TSR AN, MR S AR TR R B O e A B R 1 S
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i i 2 BRAR SRR 7 I SRR SR T, X EEREEZ ™ MBI S . B RiEE
AP I L R NIREE TR, S LA AR, BT s g . i, — AR
] {5 5 A1 S 1D 1) R RE 2 e 46 BE 6 0 22 SR T 2 AR NN P AR, i 8 X S B PE AT S A I oK, 3t
T B HLRF AR A % s 1 e

2.2. RigEE

PN BB R B R R GRTT R REE A iR e TP AR IR K HN 2 8 T P R A T R A
MR, BET YR GEIE A S AL BT R BEEIR RS .

22.1. BaeEZUTmF SRR RREROXR

FERREIEE ™ S B AUR, CART TR TS, Btk mRE RV DY A R R 2 B
R RBA T AXEEQ024) TR Y, AT FEVER (R EFE N SRR ke e, WML 4], 5
JTTH, BRI (2024) 55 fRT AL SR A S AR BERITRIR 5], [ E NS T HAR[5]. o Rkt v i N FEE A
PERCR, BRI K BEQ024)0 ILA AR IR (6] AR VEIE I I A Bk AS B, Jaisb PR iR 48 A
R, X — R AERI T (2023) TS BISCHF[ 7], FET UL, $RH DL R

Hla: B REE ™ dh BT SEEXT P A9 DD REAR I8 BAT IE 17 2 o

= He
Hib: B HEEE A b BT SEPEXT P A A 38 B I [
H2a: FREEZAL™ dh 10 5 A X P B DD REAR B8 BAT IE [ 2 o
H2b: A 10 53 PR PP O R O 36 LG TE B
H3a: B REIEZ AL b i RO FH P A D e AR I8 BAT IE [ 82
H3b: B AEE A it ) e R L R B A B8 LA TE ) 2
Hda: B REEZH MBS H T D e AR 56 B A IE 1R 2
Hab: B HEdE ™ b A RTERT P I A 38 B I [

2.2.2. APEAEAERAEFEFERAREBNXA

THRE ARG RN 17 ARG 2 F P 0 A8 0 8 38 8 A0 77 ik Rt = A 1) B B JRRRT, Ik SRR A xof P (1 s
R B B A B . TR (2024) W 2 F5 SR AT f = s ik R, B T & ReAt . M. A f
EPIEMIE 2L, SRAE T IRF B AR F P DR AR B UG (1 BRI R S B AR T (8], MET(2023) B AL T
THRE G R A IR R B B IE A BT, M T Ak, MERI A TR R, RFHE R P ) Re AT
THEARIR[9]. Tk, $RH LU EE:

H5a: H 7 i D pAge 0t Hoap 2 Ad H s B B 1E [m) 52 i

HSb:  FH 7 118 B A 50 6} H R 84 FH e R LA T ) 520

223. BREEZUTREMENAFREERBRENXAR

B REIE AL W R BB R 7 B R, BT P R A R R AR R . XIS
(2023) (B Fefa7n 1 2 4E M (RS B 280 v w6 b2 5 AR S RS S AT W RRIEANZhBL,  siifliE 2 e i
SRS RESE = 2 4 F P B0 E BN RUBARNA S, A g s e Rp i -8 [10]. B HE023)MIfEH, AL
BREMEACHER AR T & RN, Sl R THERAT F MR A P R R, (HRIN B E
PRSP H R M AW 11]. BT, SR DU B
Héa: i AEIE 26 dh 1 AT SRS P R A A R B AT TR [l s

EIE AL i 10 2 S P B RR A S BAT IR RIS

A e R v R X P R R A R R R A

g

24

f
fE
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224. APFRBAERRNEERHXE

7 R L R A T RS A AN B, TSR I P A ) R AR B8 AR B A 6 R S
(17 2 (2023) AL 7T FL i T 5 AL ARS8 H P I E 3L B R RE IS, A T D RE AR S A s I A 36 72 T P
IESEEIF R A ERI[12]. T 2102023 KW FE R B, I Al i i A S ) D e S5 4 TR Bk B 0
TR, AT 5 i o B 7 AN 55 Bk IR IR1EAE ML S 3 1 FH P R IR R A B L, R b 7E
B AT A AR N R SRR T BB AR AR SR 13]. Tk, SR IR i

H7a: DIREVRIGAE R REE 20 dh B AT SEE AT P Rl TS IR 2 TR 2 h A1
H7b: DRERIGAE R REIE AL i i) 23 A VR AR P RR e e S Tl 2 i A
H7c: THREMAIAE R B Z AL ™ dh iR e AN T P R A S I 2 T 2 1
H7d: DHREMIGAE RETEE A ™ i R A AR A P 4 A T R B Tl B P AR
H8a: R MAIG AL REIE AL ™ b R T SE MR AN P P R s A R R 2 TRl B AR T
H8b: 5 BRI AL R BEIEZ A ™ i (K 5 2 A0 P 4 A ) s B T B e AR
EIEZ A ™ i R e RO AN T P R A P R B TRl B AR
G S AR P RS R T R R

=N

H8c: 1A IEE

H8d: 1 EARI67E R B
3. iR
3.1. HIBURESHEAS 54

AR BRET 2024 4 6 AE 7 AUrHAMR], w520 P Sk 7R 2 AT N SV, 5T IR AN 2t
THHE, T AESE B HE &G, IERHER RS, ARG a2 A AT RSGEIREE T 1218
i, S E 50.2%RN M, 49.8% N, H 60~70 # S5 K% . HPE%AE 1211 4,
B RN 99.4%.

RV TR TR 1 iR,

Table 1. Respondent descriptive statistics

* 1. ZinEmRMET

izt HFE MR %
5 612 50.2
P55
& 606 49.8
40~59 % 264 21.7
i 60~70 & 671 55.1
70 % LAk 283 23.2
B2 1211 99.4
T e IE AL
= 7 0.6
R, BEEMR, VISR A miEys B 324 26.8
FIS— FAAERE, AIERAPLIRERIR, (AR AR H B 424 35.0
i HE
’ HRATE BB ASHRAYLEEEGE, AFREM A EAR 318 26.3
FeE X PN la R 145 12.0
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K it 190 15.7
o I 449 37.1
ZHERE Yl 445 36.7
K& R E 127 10.5
st 385 31.8
51 49 410

X
JEAETE e 255 21.1
FEHLY B 62
BIRE 492 40.6
o w 315 26.0
2N S Tl 307 25.4
HoAh 97 8.0

WRPELE 1 o, IECRETHEER LE B 5 b 208 100, RSB A G HOL )\, B
HhZE N B REE A i HERRTIRERE, RIEE 1| AEATR, R BRI, AR,
ARYERRAMHLREGR , (H AN A B B AR A & LE iRm0 35.0%, 5 St A P B IR RE A Bl o5 b
RAKHN 12.0%, R, BCAETER, HLAERGIR AW LR B B AR ALEE 5 EEO 26.8%, A RMIA4 s H#
(e PR ML REIRIR , 75 At U B AL BRAE 5 I REAHE 5 Loy 26.3%; fERZREE ML SRR AL
FERIE =7 AR ARG AT 51, T, AU B GO i B4 -

3.2. HESHS AR

3.2.1. EEDH

E RIS 25 SR 0 — i RRE MR AT SR, — R DAP I — SOk DR IR aZ M 565 B ) i o
EE R m N Romizlee g B —3, B 5rEE. Wi BRSBTS E 0, KR
ERATER AT R

ARICRH T vabE EAREE BERIATEE M. BESIERRHNLE 2), ERP KN EREE
i ZEL Alpha 9 0.922, ARERILF ALY, vIEEME. G5, SatE. B Thaefkie . ik
6 DA K 7 R 5 FH 72 S A v o K AR 50 Allpha 43714 0.851+ 0.852. 0.808. 0.876+ 0.902. 0.848. 0.862.
0.922, VL EHIRRHAERELAG RIFNGEEME, #mER0EFEA T EES R TR

Table 2. Reliability analysis results
F2 EESWER

Y v FE L 2 4L Alpha T
AT AEME 0.851 4
VA 0.852 4
A 0.808 3
HRTE 0.876 5
hfe g 0.902 7
i AR O 0.848 4
R R SR 0.862 5
ik 0.922 32
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3.2.2. ESH

N T W ORESRE B0 R, AHIE O PR B A 1 32 ASEIEAT T RO Hr o R 7 Al A R
"B e I B T ORI B R A B A AT RS B . R TR A T AU i S
FE5 BT AN X 3 RO M1 75180 9 13— A A R R A 5, A SCE R Rl BRI e 7 KMO A5
Bartlett frfll i3 JRERUERLE . X AR .

(1) KMO #5:#1 Bartlett ER A 5%

Kaiser 5t} 1% F 1) KMO FERFrdE: 0.9 DU EFIRAERE A 0.8 o 0.7 £ M 0.6 ®on
AKREE; 0.5 L TFRRBAES .

1% 3 ] HIARHIE 78 Hh 25 4t AR i D SRR B3R (1) KMO B3 KT 0.6, HEEMUIR, UL AH &
B R T TR BEAT I T -
Table 3. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin test and bartlett’s test of sphericity
2 3. KMO #&I6F0 Bartlett Bk 4230

B KMO #36 \ : Bartlett BRI 46 - |
EAR T B HE(df) B E M (sig)

AT EEME 0.801 2139.037 6 0.000
V= 0.812 2115.446 6 0.000
sk 0.672 1317.126 3 <0.001
BT 0.873 2940.757 10 0.000
DiRe ks 0.928 4555.893 21 0.000
TR EN: A 0.811 2048.824 6 0.000
ESEod FzEb=v/5 0.851 2739.667 10 0.000
EZIS 0.919 20328.873 496 0.000

() BEMERLR

N TR IR A R, A S AMOS 28.0 Gt 83T B /0T, WAF R AR A S
ZEE(CR). P77 Z I BUEAVE)FIARELL 5 R T8t 254, —MiAA, 2 CR>0.6, AVE>0.5, 1>
0.5 N, RHERREESVUERLF, EH#HE—PW . hE 4 Wk, FraZEmbsELR 80 2 BrT
0.687~0.898 2 [&], KT 0.5; CR T 0.821~0.904 2 8], HIKT 0.6; AVE {HIINT 0.568~0.607
218, HRTF 0.5, FZEREREEBUERL.

Table 4. Convergent validity test
4. REYERS

iy I yl S.E. p CR AVE
Al 0.881
. A2 0.741 0.024 ook
EIERS 0.857 0.601
A3 0.74 0.024 ok
A4 0.729 0.024 ko
Bl 0.858
B2 0.751 0.026 skt
ek 0.857 0.600
B3 0.753 0.025 ok
B4 0.732 0.025 ekok
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Cl 0.879
e AR C2 0.744 0.027 ok 0.821 0.607
C3 0.703 0.025 ok
DI 0.869
D2 0.746 0.024 ok
AT D3 0.757 0.024 ok 0.879 0.593
D4 0.751 0.024 ok
D5 0.719 0.024 ok
El 0.898
E2 0.719 0.022 ok
E3 0.724 0.023 ok
Difetsss E4 0.736 0.022 ok 0.904 0.575
E5 0.759 0.022 ok
E6 0.727 0.021 ok
E7 0.729 0.021 ok
F1 0.849
fi kiR % 2 078 0.026 - 0.853 0.592
F3 0.742 0.026 ok
F4 0.739 0.026 ok
I 0.892
2 0.687 0.022 ok
R R 13 0.74 0.023 ok 0.867 0.568
J4 0.718 0.022 ok
15 0.715 0.023 ok

() X

DX 73 203 B LR A TR R 0 5 ZE F3RAE (B X A 2R KIMED), 357 AVE [P 5 iR iz A 1 5 HAl R 51
R AT, RYPZERIIX 0 RUE R RbEARSE LA 5. XA EREIESR T 75 AR K
THMRAL, WIZERX D BUL R

Table 5. Discriminant validity test

®=5. XOMERE

Bl 15 BRI DiRe s A e R Sk AR R AR
1 kA B 0.769
Thae e 0.322%* 0.758
At 0.343%* 0.319%* 0.770
A 0.328%* 0.312%* 0.273%* 0.779
Viais 0.282%* 0.329%* 0.338** 0.265%* 0.775
AR 0.325%* 0.303%* 0.306%* 0.343%* 0.278** 0.775
P HER 0476%* 0.452%* 0.476%* 0.421%* 0.406%* 0.402%* 0.754
AVE 0.592 0.575 0.593 0.607 0.6 0.601 0.568

T *RIR<0.05, **FRIR<0.01; RO AINIEARE AVE BRI, 72 F AW FRARE Dy #7842 B2 [R] A AR 58 2R 4
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(4) S5 % 7 Hr

ASHIEFER A ) 24 UL 1) 26 R TR SR BURE AR B, 000 WSO8 ) 6 B AS SR AE TR AE A FE R DT IR ZE A
o N T EE— PR, A SPSS27.0 ) Harman HA SR AR REABEAT TARSS, ARIGZ o A%, #I4h
FHEEORT 1 BMEA 74 T EMREE 2 LR IE LN 30.074%, 8T 40%. B, KETFEA LA
7 E LR T T R 2

Table 6. Common method bias analysis

* 6. LRFEMED

MR SRR A
F 53 Ril% 2it%
Bt TEF A Bt T EE
1 9.624 30.074 30.074 9.624 30.074 30.074
2 2.750 8.594 38.668 2.750 8.594 38.668
3 2.221 6.941 45.609 2.221 6.941 45.609
4 2.022 6.319 51.928 2.022 6.319 51.928
5 1.915 5.986 57.914 1.915 5.986 57.914
6 1.641 5.127 63.041 1.641 5.127 63.041
7 1.471 4.598 67.638 1.471 4.598 67.638
3.3. RN

TEHAR T (AL 7), FTA RS0 R AR A 2 22 M KF(p < 0.001), XERHISALE 2 [AMF/E B35
MIIEFIR AR . BARRYL, ATFEEXH S ARG AR HEL RO 0.175, XFThREAR IFRHEAL R ECY 0.146;
Ty S A AR B0 R Ty e A6 (R AR HEAL R EA T 0.13 F0.194; & U0 17 IR AR B8 A0 Dy B AR B PR s v
WERELI 5179 0.196 H10.176;  ZREEE XK AR GS AN D) BE AR I8 FIARHEAL R 707309 0.217 A110.174; A,
T T AR 06 AT T B A 560 ot 455 845 P T R A AL R B3 30U 0.396 A 0,344 IXEESE R, AP xR EE
ZAL P i AR BN T BE ARG 8 25 R LR A T R

Table 7. Path analysis
=7 BESH

BEAZ E| 7RG PR R EL S.E. CR. P
EIE S s e N 0.163 0.175 0.032 5.146 ok
o F 1 AR S 0.126 0.13 0.032 3.889 ok
I RE G BRR LS 0.181 0.196 0.032 5.732 ok
B IRAR TS 0.206 0.217 0.032 6.452 ok
A EEVE— D RE RS 0.145 0.146 0.033 4.428 ok
G2 TR ARG 0.201 0.194 0.034 5.937 ok
U — D ReAR SR 0.173 0.176 0.033 5.301 ok
BAEEVE S DRI 0.177 0.174 0.033 5.373 ok
T RA T > FF S B R 0.414 0.396 0.032 13.11 ok
T REARES — RS R R 0.336 0.344 0.028 11.994 ok
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AR FHAEPRHEAL ] Bootstrap J7 12558 A SN AT R A6 . AR %2 8 SR BoR, BT /B2 1L
B 2 (p < 0.001), F HAWZER LA /008 95% B A5 XA LT, BRI S, Al fEtmid i
A6 I T R AR 56 T 5 25 P A T R A RS2 40 A 0.067 AT 0.0495 S 2 ki ot 175 B A 36 A T s Ak 56 ) o
ARSLAY AR 0.052 F1 0.068; o R I o 17 JER AR B8 A0 T BB A 36 P w4 28082 43731 R 0.075 A1 0,058 2% 1t
I T A7 SRR I 0 Th BEAAR IR (6 T A 28R 23 1) 0.085 FlT 0059, I bk Bt — B IGAIE 1155 B4 36 M1 Th R A4 I
TES A AT R RE P AER, UL E AT RE AL 2 s R e R B EE p AR &

Table 8. Non-standardized Bootstrap-based mediation effect test
= 8. FEARELAY Bootstrap /TN I

Bias-corrected 95% CI Percentile 95% CI
A2 BUNAA SE
Lower Upper P Lower Upper p
ind AT EEME 1 0.067 0.015 0.039 0.098 0.000 0.039 0.099 0.000
ind AT EEME 2 0.049 0.012 0.026 0.075 0.000 0.025 0.074 0.000
ind 7% 1 0.052 0.015 0.024 0.083 0.000 0.023 0.083 0.000
ind 5544 2 0.068 0.015 0.040 0.097 0.000 0.040 0.097 0.000
ind fRIALME 1 0.075 0.016 0.046 0.110 0.000 0.045 0.108 0.000
ind f=APE 2 0.058 0.014 0.034 0.087 0.000 0.033 0.086 0.000
ind & 1 0.085 0.016 0.054 0.119 0.000 0.054 0.118 0.000
ind &5 1E 2 0.059 0.014 0.035 0.088 0.000 0.035 0.087 0.000

i oind FIEEME 1. ATREPESIE AR SRR R, ind FIEETE 2. WTEREMESDIRAR SRREE A B ind 5%
Y1 GRS B ind 52580 2. Bt D RIS E R ind SE 1. @
SRR R R ind MAUE 2: MAMESIREMRIE RSB IS ind BESIE 1 ARHVETE AL —
FREEE R ind BAETE 2. A TIREA R Frat R .

3.4. XM

HASRAE AT R RS A B 2 (B A LA SR AR 7 1%, e A aE TSR 5¢ R B LU AT A O R U (2
F AT DAECH LR RE B TSI BRI A R R K e i, DA R TR BT AR A R R B e K, R
PRI Z R SRR ROR , ASHE T T RE I &AL 7 AR5 A0 P Rp A P R 2 TR R AR SR MRS 0L, P
AR BT R O

Table 9. Correlation analysis results

®9. EXRMDINER

EE S e R it DiRefRIE BRI BRI

CIE2ES 1
VESis 0.267%* 1
g 0.319%* 0.249%* 1
N 0.299%%* 0.325%* 0.263*%* 1

DREMRIE 0.311%* 0.324%* 0.305%* 0.320%* 1

5 AR G 0.310%* 0.266%* 0.300%* 0.322%* 0.313%* 1

o HERE  0.390%* 0.382%* 0.393** 0.457** 0.441%* 0.437%* 1

e FFRIRAE 0.01 KPR _E S 2 AH 5%
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WRAEFTAAEE S, T Wr=ShRetE . P RIS A Rr o = R = AN IS 2 B TR m K, s
R/ NEZEEKT p EH/NT 001, BHREMRLERAEGEEZM, S R0TEME. G2 &30
M FREVES B P RIS RS . 1 A L6 AN R s fd A 2 e 2 B P 6 B2 A 2R RS KT 0, R/IFH 77
SAE M. RIS MRS B B AN 2 AR E R E R R R,

3.5. &S RRIES 4T

3.5.1. REHE
ASCAE T AMOS27.0 B, TR IR B RASR Al 126 B is AT 15 i 3R AT 404, VEAITE 2 LA 1,

KK1

®O®
%é

X
Py

3 I
KK4

®O® ®
%u%g
®

&

g
OO

GX1 0
B3 W S
GX3 CU5 €32

p.74

DhREAT

FUNS[YFUNB[NFUN7

o 6 O

RC3 0.76
0.75

RC4 |8
RC5

POPR®RO ®

Figure 1. SEM structural model construction diagram

& 1. SEM L8R E E

P A0 E ARG, BB TR bR . ARYE 10 MR & BE AT A1, CMIN/DF = 3.166, 1E 3~5 [f]
JEFEI N, RMSEA = 0.042, 7ERJH25236F N, 5340 IFI. TLI BAK CFI (A6 45 B35k %) 0.9 BL LR T5
K, LREVLESER, A SEM B EA RIFIIERCE, ArAfatntR A EHE SR RE RAF, hkn]
W, AUV A AR R Ve A B

Table 10. Model fitting results
= 10. HEEIESEER

izt St SRIEES
CMIN/DF 1~3 HEF5, 3~5 MR 3.166
RMSEA <0.05 N5, <0.08 NRUF, <0.1 ATHZ 0.042
IFI >0.9 T, >0.8 NRLF 0.952
TLI >0.9 LT, >0.8 HRLF 0.946
CFI >0.9 NLFE, >0.8 HRLT 0.952
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3.5.2. BRERW
B 11 B A IR 2 S R I nT St 2 35 1R 1) s A B0 (p < 0.001, B& AR &3 =0.175)F1 D) RE
(p<0.001, BEIEFRE =0.146); 5 FPEXERALR(p<0.001, FEEFRE =0.13)MIEEALK (p<0.001,
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