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Abstract

This study examines the acceptance mechanism of Al-powered digital employees among corporate
staff through an extended Technology Acceptance Model (TAM). Incorporating dual anxiety con-
structs and socio-organizational variables, the research analyzes 400 valid questionnaires using
structural equation modeling. The results indicate that: (1) Perceived usefulness and perceived ease
of use exert significant positive effects on behavioral intention; (2) Technical capability anxiety nega-
tively influences perceived ease of use, yet demonstrates no statistically significant direct effect on
usage intention; (3) Subjective norms and organizational support substantially enhance behavioral
intention while effectively alleviating anxiety. The findings suggest that institutional mandates and
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normative pressures may counteract anxiety’s inhibitory effect, providing theoretical foundations
and managerial implications for Al adoption strategies in organizational contexts.
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AN TR BEBOR IERZN A IS S N 1450, AL Ber LT TS, CiBbBiE
FAP EHESENAT . R, BORVEME SRESUEAE A E T HORA L, MAET R TREZRERE . Bk
, Aiolk 53 Tl AR BORERIE . SREWTE S AN IME RSO B, S AL B SACH AR T B . R
BORIL AT (TAM) B AR T 7 R NAT 934t 7 B HEZE, (BILAE AL TS R R A L . 545
TAM T “RREHE FE” AR 5 AL POIA ISR, RAETE P AN 15 IR 54k S 2 LR 200
D THESZAT AMIEEM . JUHEAE AL TREB KR AR 5 R, R LI TR RIBERIE SHORGE R TRk
NASTT BRI OB A7 o [, SR SRV AT BEAE AL SRV RE sh P o A5 My . DUt
FRWEFEER O, ABERAE TAM JE6fE, QEFHPERISIN “ TARRIERER” 5 “HORBEEEIE” PIKIHK
A, JFRA CTUME 5 SRR PIRAMBIEIACE, Mg NE T AL BT 5 TR
CRE PRI, JE L 4 [ Y Y 10 KAk 400 17 B B SHIE AT, AT B RN R R 2 . IR
5 RIS 53 T2 Al FISEIRER AT, At Al FE 2 SR $2 AL F0 5 SRR R .

2. Bt EMSMHRERE
2.1 Al BIFR TR

Al 7 51 T.(Al Digital Employee) Q& 1 —Fhidt T N TR BEHOR MR R BB R S8, & BAERIUA
HEBE NI A TAEN I i TARRE . REE RGN BERAT R E LSS, BRGNS E MRS
FIRFE, BENSALFRAL Gt 1 iy ARS8 BRAOPRHEAL B S R AL AR [1]. 530 AN T8 s A A m i B g LA A
Tt HE L (RPA) TRAE, Al %7 63 TH sR il HAE A i tufl . BRITBIBIE UL S LA 1T 2251
RS RES) . EATEHE DUEIUE S Bl TuUs 6 RS RBERE A7, JrEd AP &, FiRK
AN AL 22 A BRHEZE SE L DA

2.2. BAREZER(TAM)

Davis T 1989 4% H T H AR #5245 (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM), %41 £ pl A% 4% 5
MBS . TAM G T AT N BRS (TRA), (B HAZ OAE TR H AN vk 2 P 3952 75 ) () o6
BEAHE & B0A F 1 (Perceived Usefulness, PU) AR % 5 F £ (Perceived Ease of Use, PEOU). TAM 1
W, RGMEASEH PU A PEOU JL[R e, Wil ARkl HEm, RAFEELMEMRTA
[2]-

B TAM HiST R, BiR T AR 516 B RS R R R0 oG, B T3
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KB G BV R T RSP A SR SR AT . B, $2H DU R
H1: B FEPUYXT ol 53 T8 AL 307 53 TR (B B 53 1 IE I 2m
H2: &40 5 P (PEOU) XS Al 63 TA% T Al ¥ 51 T 23 B (BI) B A 2 25 1 1E [ 5
H3: &A1 5 F 1% (PEOU)X BN FHPE(PU) BAT 2 2 1) 1E A 5

2.3. GINBRER

FREH TR Al SR S5 GHE BERIIAZ LX) 2 —, ££ T Hofl & 53 T BRMY 224 5 80 5 1
RAEA[3]. M, ARSI “ TARREER” 5 “BoRGEABE” , MR “OWEE " A DRI
HURE 10 B

Wit S5 T FOR AR ORI AR 8 e SO NAHO N TR RE T REBUIRN S . SR AR AR, IFEASRE
FRlktife. TAEREEAEER A THO N TERSBRAE LA, S LHme e RIE4]. it
SR P AEg AL A, BB 5 R S BB A2 BRI RFSHE L. 2 52 T8 Al AR BRI RERS, B
WHEARKRGZ XGRS M, HFTReMAGRERH, M. KA.

H4: TARORRBEEE BB R A B2 .

HS: A (s AR R8s P e B A (2 35 S i

BORRE RIS R 53 0 5 SRV PN B RE ™ A i AR 8 5 AR 4] B3R I8 51 THHYE B B RIR
Ja BAERAR SR FE (IR ZE . Bl it M- R R S Rk XA AR R “ A5
175 Rt Rt F RS A G O RAR . PRIt AR -

H6: HOARRE AR ERT B 2 R A 8.3 f s .

H7: BORRE RSN B S AT B2 T i .

“REEIE” RERIGIN, KOIFAAM CNED - BRI PRAGYORE CIER - XU R, WZHER
T ARG P AR O PR HTAR IR .

2.4. SINESEHEAIFETE

LR ALEUCT R TR AT NIRRT AL M2 S H G . CAZIE SN IR, ARTF SN “ M
MYE” 5 bR AR R

TSR R B ok B EE MBI T 7, RIS R 75 BRI AT 9 )39
B[5]. AT, B FHE AT SR AT AR TE RN K ik N ER T AR T
SR J B AR AR AE AL B 01 L, R ek oK A L B 3E g T, 2 RN ST SR
AT . R

H8: ULV il FH R A 3 IR [ 5

HO: T RUREVE XS RN F PR A 35 IR [ 520

Al STRHR PO et 57 TR SR Al 307 3 TR s A R GEERI L 5 B SCRR[6], B4 Bl
SCRFCHE . RGE SRALILECHIEEI); I RBE(NHHESTUEINE . N AR 2B AR AlTE
B R ) SUE IR AL BRI XG5 8085 % ) BORTRIE(RE WS BOR T & 518 4E50H) .

A I ANE SR AT G 1 I “XUEREE " « BRI SCHFBRAREOARRE I ERIE, 1l B AR Pl > A R fafl
J&, WU TR TR . R R

H10: Al SO RN 2 A R 35 I [

H11: Al SCRpR RGN A 235 IR [ .

H12: Ak SR AR ORER AR AT 2 2 SR 2

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2026.153300 506 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2026.153300

AN

H13: Al SERP AR RE ) R AT i 2 SR N

WHAUBR A ] 1 BT
EMHIESI BEARMeU
>-( IR SRR
il ZFFES RN 5 A PEOU
RARGENERETSA
TAEtRBEEEFRISA
Figure 1. Research model
1. AR EE
3. RFE
3.1 MEARER
AT LAY — 2 7 T R = 2 E B NN R, Pris iy e . A 8T e Al 87 R
TARSNENEE U R SRR A RE b (0 B PR 5 R T ERIFEARSS S 77 7%, S e IRE, m

SEVEE PN AR, HE. BN, B, IRSLEE 10 AR . SLECH %00 3% 400 4y, 4
7 FER AL A3 BT R BE AR REAC R EESR (N > 200), HAREALE M A — AR [7].
32. TESEFREIT

) BT PRGBGSR AR LR AR, DTSRRI E . MR R AN T
MRS w2 fm LAY B, AR ORI & T H e R e HE ek 5 15 B & A .

)3 A AT T A B (B Ik . G0 5 R PE . TR (RIS AERE . HoRAEDAE. WM. Al
SO R Al F R ) R O R AR . I R T AR R, RS S AL HE R T AN, K
P B AR N A B B AT T 1 2

A0 ERAF AR LA ERQ = FFARE, 5= LW FEE)IATIES]. 7E-BIYIHE 7
JG, WEFEHBVAL T L S/NAT 2R, AP A RE SRR TEW R, R b AT TN
et BRBGIN T AT BIER L “(R)” FaiE), 185 S0 /Wi K 47 50— Al 42
£ QUELIN

FAR B HARI B RIS IR R dn e 1R

Table 1. Evaluation indicators and their measurement items
= 1. TP IRER B XL B R IR

il s % 5 blh=RTed
PUL Al 7 53 T ReH: Bh3CE AR 72 il AR A5

A HIE(PU) PU2 Al Hr T IR GE B 2 RE AL R T AR sk &
PU3 A Al B 5 TR E b AR R R R iR R

&1 5 F 1 (PEOU) PEOUL Al BT 3 TR S s B0, ok SR B
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PEOU2 Al RGReE Re IR IRIE R R, 2 EERE B AR

PEOU3 Al R G ReARIE IR AR AE >0 B SR A0 AT =)

PEOU4 AR FUIH 1R A TS F A i 182 B B TG S 38 I

PEOU5 Al 7 A LAl s — sl

JSAL ALV M AT O KA IR SIS TER K 2 A Al ERRE
T AR FE (JSA) JSA2 A TE] Al AR EAGE BE LB M LA AT 5 A i 7 g

JSA3 EWZABAHAE “AE A BERER” (R)

TCAl Al RGRRKGIENT, FH AR MR R T0 % R A2

TCA2 BAE Al RGN, B REAE 2 3 8UE P S it
HARBE 1= (TCA) ] o

TCA3 [ s 22 A AL U LR BB = M LR

TCA4 Al SR, 2 E) R BT SR PR AR F ST (R)

si1 B BEERSEEEETAERER A TR T

SI2 [ A ] Al 7 R TIANE, AR TR
FATE(SI) R .

SI3 ATMEARFF AR AL SEF G500 50 15 06 20 412 A O 1 A

Sl4 WA HEBFFHLT A LS TR TAER)

ES1 A E BRI E AL BRI ] 58 40 2 BRI RE oK

ES2 BN P 20T 1) B AR med (L 5 A B T AR A
Ak FF(ES) ES3 CALEETIPMLY) REA RORBE AR B RS 1 37 /K1

ES4 AN FIRBSTIEW R AL S THEAERRER)

ES5 KAl 528 1 AR 2008 1 S 4R I8 R T

BI1 IR HH TAEh 225U H Al 87 it T
EREEEN BI2 T o TAHEAR A Al B0 5 T AR

BI3 RIS A b oK, AT RIFE J5 S AR 3G AL AE RS

Bl4 URTRRCARI Al RGAEAE R, FRECEFHE EHR)

i IR ARG PR SRR, AT RIS EE RIS UL AR R B, A
Ja BRI SCUE AR U6 B 5 18 S A S i o

4. SENEST R
4.1. BYEKRIE

AR Cronbach’s o BRI ERIEE, SHEEN o EH/T 0.815 % 0.891 Z [H(H.% 2),
BT 0.7 (britk, REAERBABL 1A —EE9].

ST P REAT AU A, KMO B8 0.929, T 0.7 MIBIMEbRiE, 3R U9 & (8] 77 7E 35 (1) 2 [H)
R, FEAREME RS ST F 901 Bartlett BRI FERSIE (I U4 5 6154.975 (H H N 378),
XFRIF P {E N 0.000 HAE 1%/KF L2, HE—0ursedids A W3 1 A7 Mrid FHPE[10] . PR IR 56 25
RLEERW, AUTEEE A B T AT IR S, AR RAR OGP SR 5 S5 M 35 S IS B R T by
&, W7 3.
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Table 2. Reliability test results
2. FERER

A R Cronbach’s o
PU 3 0.815
PEOU 5 0.886
JSA 3 0.817
TCA 4 0.86
BI 4 0.879
Sl 4 0.867
ES 5 0.891

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett’s test
%% 3. KMO #3450 Bartlett #3&

KMO 1 0.929
EALRTT 6154.975
Bartlett £k & ka4 df 378
P 0

XA BEAT RO A B, A0 4 P, BT BN KMO 1T 0.7 fUm e brie, Hrhds
RZHHE LR T 0.8 AL/ “REF” KPR A2 5 0 BRI ER AL S PR 22/ 0.001. X
LERHE TR, AR R R B U A A AR 0 BB R G &, Bl AR Wl A AT K T
MITAT e T AR R BAT IR A SRR, 1) 25 U A AR A 1t S RS P

Table 4. Validity test results
T4 WEKER

A HE IRk KMO {8 P
PU 3 0.718 0
PEOU 5 0.883 0
JSA 3 0.822 0
TCA 4 0.86 0
BI 4 0.83 0
Sl 4 0.823 0
ES 5 0.886 0

SRR G 2k A8 SRR 14 PR 2 A S 1 0 1 36 (100 9 AR 300 R B 15 PR ASE 28 & g e 15 45 5
PRifvl—8, EEFWEIMPE LR LT EE, TR DO A TRHER. AT
UEVERR T ordir g AR, WIS A A HAT 0 5 1045 B SR8 . A UL DN A A HL o RV A & B AR R AL 3
i REIIRT 0.7, HAE 1%KF B8, IEH T RIFIIREGKE . SRR TR MIEAVE N T
0.595 % 0.646 2 [A], H&15E (CR)T 0.815 £ 0.891 2 [a], 4T 0.5 A1 0.7 (il Flbruk, 7820 Ui
ERSYEE ARG m SRR S R A, AVE E CR {H A AAE L% 5.
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Table 5. Results of confirmatory factor analysis (CFA)
5. WIEMREFoHR

AT B’ Estimate  STD z S.E. P AVEf CRfE
PU1 1 0.778 - - -
RAE R PU2 1.012 0.777 14.269 0.071 0.000" 0.595 0.815
PU3 1.026 0.761 14.07 0.073  0.000""
PEOU1 1 0.782 - - -
PEOU2 0.971 0.766 15.878 0.061  0.000™"
RGN G PEOU3 1.022 0.784 16.332 0.063 0.000 0.608 0.886
PEOU4 0.98 0.776 16.121 0.061  0.000""
PEOUS 1.047 0.79 16.476 0.064  0.000""
JSA1L 1 0.719 - - -
AR b £ JSA2 1.087 0.804 13.865 0.078  0.000™ 0.602 0.819
JSA3 1.151 0.801 13.832 0.083  0.000™"
TCAl 1 0.788 - - -
SRR TCA2 0.97 0.763 15.476 0.063  0.000™" 0,608 0861
TCA3 1.057 0.815 16.6 0.064  0.000""

TCA4 0.979 0.751 15.219 0.064 0.000™"

SI1 1 0.81 - - -
SI2 0.886 0.752 15.859 0.056 0.000™"

T 0.622 0.868
SI3 0.955 0.788 16.798 0.057 0.000™"
Sl4 0.938 0.8 17.092 0.055 0.000™"
ES1 1 0.787 - - -
ES2 0.985 0.791 16.69 0.059 0.000™**

Ak ES3 0.972 0.776 16.332 0.06 0.000"* 0.62 0.891
ES4 0.981 0.798 16.87 0.058 0.000™"
ES5 0.975 0.785 16.553 0.059 0.000™"
BI1 1 0.813 - - -
BI2 0.957 0.799 17.339 0.055 0.000™**

=S 0.646 0.88
BI3 0.991 0.813 17.725 0.056 0.000™**
Bl4 0.928 0.79 17.117 0.054 0.000™**

VLT IR 1%, 5%, 10%1 B EKFE. E.

4.2. GRFEER S

NIGUEDN S AR B A ARG BT G5 R 7 R R R Y BEAT A 56 M PPAS[11], fEH] AMOS24 #ift:
X S B3 50 i b 57 T8 Hy 5 TA R R ) 2% DR SR AT R B B, MR R S5 A DT R, A 2 P

XA R TR AT e T 2 6 R, BRI SIUR RiF: RO7H BEEE(GAdR) oy 1.421, fRT
2 [l F b, SR BARREAL S SRSl 2 1A B B VLG RE , mT AHEAT 5 SR R AR e i S IR A 06
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Figure 2. Structural equation modeling (SEM) diagram
[E 2. S EiEEEE
Table 6. Model fit indices
6. EMERER
Model NPAR CMIN DF P CMIN/DF
Default model 71 475.993 335 0.000 1.421
Saturated model 406 0.000 0
Independence model 28 6315.906 378 0.000 16.709

43. RERESEESH

SRR A RS B ERIR SRR 7), AT IR 13 &0t st it 1T 1%

~3M1E0

Table 7. Path coefficients of the structural equation model

T GHERARERNR

Bz Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
a5 H — TG 0.280 0.050 5.663
&N g — Ak 0.379 0.052 7.259
AN H - &5 5 H 0.232 0.063 3.678
HORBE I £EIE - &N 5 -0.236 0.061 -3.887
HARRE IR - TG -0.321 0.052 —6.165
BAE - TG 0.307 0.053 5.743
B — Ak 0.190 0.055 3.464
TAERRE AR - TG —0.444 0.056 -7.861
HORBE I £EIE — Ak -0.174 0.053 -3.312
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TAECRRE AR — S ES -0.251 0.053 —4.729
R - S NGAY SIS -0.094 0.069 -1.363 0.173
SR — TAECRBRER S -0.088 0.063 -1.386 0.166
i =R — J& %N 5 0.290 0.068 4.269
(EEh=v — A 0.241 0.073 3.316
Eb=Y — F AT 0.250 0.067 3.733

431 BARESZEEZORERE

H1 (B - =R 812 2508 0.241, PHE3E (P <0.001), fR&EMAL;

H2 (B0 5 F 1t — i =) % 4% R 20Ch 0.290, P {E 23 (P < 0.001), fRiE%AT;

H3 (%1 55 F 1 — B A PR % 12 2408 0.232, P {H (P <0.001), RO,

SEREBW, TAM ZOBEATEARRE TGS T RATRE, J8EnAa F -5 80 5 Rl 2 T Al B0
RTHEEEA BEE R, B S I8 i 52 A R e s =

43.2. BRRERBERE

Ha (TAFPREE £ 8 — B B 1) B8 12 R %Ch-0.088, P =0.166, A3, BIAMKL;

H5 (T AEfREE £ R — 1 F R UR) #5482 R ¥CN-0.088, P=0.166, AR, REAKT;

H6 (FARAE 1182 B — B0 5 F 1) 648 R B0CN—-0.236, P <0.001, fRBEALAL;

H7 (FiAR e 18 E 1 R ) i 12 R ECR-0.094, P=0.173, NEE, BRI,

L, RUEHARRE R B RR T 01 T R 5 TR PP, A SR RE o At e JR ) B 4 A T
UM, ULEAER RS 4 T8 2 R R AT N R

43.3. R E5HEARERERE

H8 (=M TE—1F & ) %12 R %0°h 0.250, P <0.001, fBIZAKL;

HO (F WA — 1A FH V) 842 24008 0.307, P <0.001, fBIMAL;

H10 (i b SCRe— I 5 F %) 42 R %0k 0.379, P <0.001, fBRIXALs

H11 (il S FfF— B AA ) %12 R 508 0.190, P <0.001, fBisthkir;

H12 (il S fF— TAE ORI AR E) B8 42 R %0-0.251, P <0.001, {BIXMAL;

H13 (M2 R —F R RE )1 £ 58 42 R %008 -0.174, P <0.001, BT,

SERRM, EAVES AL SCREE R T8 A B 3 Tl R R T OB E . M BTEAMY g
AR R, R iR E F S 5 v e sm s A SR AT AR T T 5 TR
WIEEAED, IR EME T HEEES.

5. ZRERR
5.1. WARLER

A FEET R HEARIEZ R, 456 “ TAERBER” 5 “HORaeIEER” W RESLE,
PAK “EMMNE” 5 “ VSR BFRIMTHRAS &, W 7 —/MEAYER Al 307 R THZHLHAY,
FFERE 400 13 2R B S SR T PR AL AT T ILIEAR S . R B IR

R 5 B0 B P PR 53 AR AL B0 8 T SRR W38 IE m e, HUEAn 5 F ki@ 3 7t
TR FH = AR TR B R R F
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AR AE 7 Ha 8 0 2 0 ) SN SO 5 P, (B I R ok P R B 1 B S T S AN R 2, R
JEE LT 2 Rl IR PN B A B AR (AR T AT R

FMAEAN At B fedt R, R eI 2T EA RS 5 P AR T i s Ak S
BAIEW] R AT A AL 5, BEAE LR 0 03 W BORI IR MR, SR Rt “XUER”

52. RREW

BT BIR S5, AW GV B SR A S DL

vt Al RGN, SRETHEIE RV EE 5 BB R, PR T T IR Rl i ad 47 5
WEFN S ROIRR, R ALESRTE TAERE . AR SESE J7 1 1 L PRt 8

EEEORAE S EE, MR R 2 BUSRERT IS SC iR ds, AL “AL M7 8 ANLEME
BTG 7 5 B0 TARORBEARRE, AL NUIR A AT “ ANHLIE " g, & “ AR AL ERE R, IFE
ST AL 5 5 I LA .

W NI E AL BRI BIBNr =TT, BiE “ALKEE” TAE <A AR BHZUIEE; s
JREHE SRR TSI AL TR, R AT

AV RCR Al BB RGE TR, BEEARTG . BIERRAITUES E . BUbLH) 5 s,
TR FIHERER “ PSR AR, WRA _E3TH 5 T2 5 5 B

ERERRZ, RFFURIL “ TARREEIE” 5 “BoRAEIEIE” Ml RIS B A 5 2,
XATREVR T AHE T I A FEAR Z AL T Al RGEREIE B R TAEA LR P RERIL T “ A
PR EIE ", AITHISS 1A BRI B AR 0 . tAh, 9B R ERATE S Al SRR & AT REEC 2]
TG 5T 95 SRR, A8 0 DR Tl SR T HIE N e 7 T AR GUE A R R fR . AR R T AT ik
—AGIN CHBGRHIFEE " “AMRROSEE” SEAE, DUEABUhIETR Al Sl e i R OB L] .
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