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Abstract

Green construction technology has become a key pathway for energy conservation and emission re-
duction, yet it faces the challenge of low motivation for widespread application. To uncover the in-
trinsic mechanisms of its adoption behavior, this study constructs a hypothesis model of influencing
factors based on the Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology (UTAUT) and conducts
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empirical analysis using structural equation modeling. The results indicate that effort expectation,
facilitating conditions, and social influence significantly and positively influence practitioners’ be-
havioral intention; behavioral intention plays a partial or complete mediating role among different
variables.

Keywords

Green Construction Technology (GCT), Adoption Behavior, UTAUT, Structural Equation Modeling

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

AT, EFOL AR IR RS DR R R T B SE IR T RV €t T e AR A D SIS ST
ROV G ER AT, HHEST R AR 1]. SO TR TR L2 FMRMRL T ARUE
N FE QIR R, W R F PRI AR AR ST BIRA R 2] [3]. AT, FERRIRHE HARIKE) T,
2RS0T S it TR BB A B AT B, (ESEBRR AR AR, ™ B H 2 T2 ke
Ao PRIk, TR AT G (it L AR RGNAT I SR S MR AL

SR A0t AR LB i ROH AR AR P A% 0 [4] [5], I KFRAEYGIR[6]« BIM. TR [7]55
RN, FERERERTE BRI b e A T LA 28 . SR, RUEABORE RE 3R, HEBAX
HIZMRIRAR[8], AF BT AL 40% NIE TR . IR, TERHIT ARG FRIE. HoRBAE
AREB N FENFI S LB Z[9], Iz PR 2 LA 1 P —— A% A T X Eh G587, (EAE R
AART SR LA N = AR 2N . AR 2 538 X G it THEARR I KR AT TS, EH T
T7F i Z A7 AL AR PR S SRl Ml 2 SR g ¢ € it B0 (R RN U 45 AT BR R AIAT N 2 IRV 22 B
N, AWFFIEET UTAUT B, BLESI MO E AT TN R, R SROHER . 55158 . k2 m J fE A
SEAEXT SR il THRARAT NE A S AT MBI RG], AR SORHE RS SR B8 S 4 .

2. HipIER SRR
2.1. IERIESS

TEPR IS SRt T AR B Fe 0, AR R, RENHT ZMER, SRR EA
(TAM). HiR - 21 - FEG(TOEWESL, SR, IXEECERIAAE R IR, ik MR AR 2 £
Tt . AR AR RN (UTAUTHERS T 2 R RL, St P AT N IRARRE 13k 70%, 0O Bai Ak
[10]e SEUERFFERM, UTAUT TEARSUSEMEA R h BA KR (1], GRS, Fia,
Cai %518 ) UTAUT #RFC Al i i AL AR AL [ 12]

2.2. ARERIE
2.2.1. UTAUT EER TR EEXNTABRRBMERIT AN I

SRONEE(PE)TE A NN FHEARE B TR T TAR SRR RE[13]. R OE TR ARG T, SEH
M AT BIM . 15 RE MR AR L SHARE N T 2535 R (IR 4 5 R IR TH 14]. LA FR R, &5
Al M 25K ) 253 €0 e T3 AR = IR S A 83 . SE AN SRR TR 2, 130, Nguyen &E[15]F0

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2026.168293 325 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.168293
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

SKREEE R

Zhao F[16] K I a5 A5 FH 14 35 92 i TR A AP REME . DRIBG, B HH DA R Bk

H1: SRR SR it T4 ARAT Jy i 1 72 A 1E 1] RE A

BT (EE) WL T8 0 AR “ 55 IV i, B2 ) SR BT A AR 547 0 1k
Ao TR, B JHAEE(BE) W s BORER A, BRI E CHAER[17]. Venkatesh 55104
UTAUT B8 B 205 BB, MiALAE T B AR m b e . 5 8ESTERT FE R i, 45774
B IR R e R BOR B S0 R B A i B R R = B 18] [19]. BRIk, #2H DL R ik

H2: %57 HEE N SR (it T4 ARAT i 117 A2 1 1] RE A

ERIZAFFOTESE i L AR, PR Stk B e 4P Bt e nl 151 SRR vk .
Weerasinghe 5520145 i, BEI6 5 AR A AT S M2 28 A AL AT NI B R4 . RV AMA R BB B
BZ B RSy, R ZDBEPERIEAE, RV B A2 230 H] . B2 Ol B (S A7 75 78 2 AN %
PESCHE AT SRS, SRR AT N TR AR, TR T R (1] Rk, FEH DL B

H3: (BRI S A5 4 it T4 ARAT A 1 72 A IR [ 52

7E UTAUT HEZE R, Fh22 52 M (SDFE AN N B AN 2 A N [F) 55y AT P ARAT Bk 2 B 6] & 75 R A
BRI FEAFREE . FFFR, e MR ARV N4 [21]. Liao FE[22) K, EH ML
M AR B2 8 52 B 2 H . [FAT Rt 2 R 3R 1 35 50 o BUR IBUR TR B 0K K 3 [ 23] AT 5T
5 TPB HEZE 9 () E M MG S A, B AR A M5 OB XS BEACR AN IV LR Rk, $2
T R B

H4: #Lox s Mot 48 6 it L4 ARAT J9 = 1) 7= A2 1E 1] 521 o

AT 97 1) (BI) e i A A2 TR S B fs P AT N(UB) R B3 % ORI B A4S 8 [12]. UTAUT B#f4E
H, ATHEERFNFITEINTR RSO e, RS S Se bRl AT N B S8 O B 41
[13]. 7£ Gao Z5[24] (SR AR AN 7, 2 BH BH A AR R 9N = B g (B 38 SR FHZBR R Bl it
BUASEBRR T fetE. PRIk, SR T LU R

HS: SR THARAT R 0 G (it T AR AT 7= 28 TE [ 52

2.2.2. fTAREBFER

SUNHHE (PE)

H1
%jj ﬁﬂ%(EE) Hla, H2a, HSH, H4a

™~
- AT NEI(BI) H5a AT A(UB)
EF&IEFC)

H4
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Figure 1. Hypothesis path diagram
1. RIZEEE

RYE UTAUT S4B, HARMHAT A AEmNT R R B e, Ml T & X — oA
FSCIAE F[13]. B GUROIEE  thRome RABRSR A SE AN DR 3, T A 0 SR 4 TR B
BISERRAT N[25]. AESH Al TRAR RN, X — & SEAAICAEE: JolkE xRS . AR,
P VG ) B BRIR SCRE RN RN S VP4l 2 oy e B B R T RO (R R 9 1), 120 1 4R T R A D E AR )
k. BIREE SN AT . i, Cai Z[12]55 Zhao ZE[16]MIRFFEHRES, MR EELAT A E
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BEEH TR RIBARNT . B, fEi 7 BN R
Hla: S0 THARIT N R IESTRONE 58 AT b2 i A1
H2a: SRt THOARAT MR IFES D 58T vz i 1
H3a: SRt THARAT B AR RIS AF 5 (6 AT T A 1R A
Héda: SRl THOARAT AR AR A 2500 5 AT 2 TR P A4
MR AT SC O TR, A TR BB AR B AN 1 PR

3. HIRBES Stk
3.1. BumlER

A SR 1) R AR R . 1 el i SE A SCERSE IR YIS M R, & K E BT, Y
R T IEENE, BE, IR AR AL 20 4 MOl BT I A, AR IR 0 SE R RS
HRABIE. T 2025 4£ 5 AT IEAEE, RALZL L(EE)& TOrR)Ma Aok, mmHEZ
AN TS MO R 2, A 380 4y, FEALER BT, KRB L A B A R % Bk Bk
ELE 10 MU R E— R R, 2K i A e AT, SBIRERI RIS ARG, FI5E
45 338 13, A REIE N 91.2%. FEARLEM R ERAEETH 7T, AW E bR ANBEA b B 25 a0l
— MO E KT H BN SRR B AL, BT AL, LA, S A R R B AT . Bl
HEMKFEH Ty B HAT W 22 22 R A2 sk RAE R T H N 2 4 B . SR Z e, SRR S KA 26
RUEARK . B il L R)BEATECAE ], AR REARR R . 2k b Bl i 2 TARREE ek,
LT VIRAET H I B0 . & RSP EARE S 2R ferh . RS T AR X, Hd,
31.7%H5 ik A EA L, REMIELBEIA 58.9%, A T 47 MM N A EZ5H . 5 2413 5 TH
68.3%HZ Vi BA KRR, 10.7%H1%2 05 #H BA W+ UL 207, BAIFHI2 208 K ARIE A Y 2 1)
BRI AT SR o I TR TAEE IR KA, Mok 1~5 2210 5 32.3%, 6~10 £E 15 31.3%, 11~15 4E & 18%,
16~20 15 9.5%, 21~25 415 5.9%, 25 FLLERE 3.3%.

3.2. WHRSHT

3.2.1. EASMRLE

AR EE T & G5 T FEAS T 0T BT 32, AW AR AE B AT X BEASHEAT T IES MRS . 58 SPSS
26.0 X5 WM AR B A TAR LR, 45 H RN BT I R S 0 LR E IR T 2, RUIFEAREE L IES
DAEGE, EEHHTIRE:M SEM 4H.

3.2.2. HEXMRE

Table 1. Correlation coefficient matrix of variables (N = 338)

F 1. BT ERMEXMREIEREN =338)

A EE FC BI UB PE SI
EE 1

FC 0.560™ 1

BI 0.598* 0.570™ 1

UB 0.557" 0.578" 0.637" 1

PE 0.503* 0.618™ 0.524* 0.458™* 1

SI 0.325™ 0.273* 0.406™ 0.293* 0.449* 1

H: "P<0.05; "P<0.01; "™P<0.001, “FRRIE 0.01 KT LB ZEH K.
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FIFH SPSS 26.0 X fr G A8 & BT A MEAS I8 . 45 B IR, INANYERE 2 [0 Y77 B3 IEAH 5P < 0.05),
HMRREIINT 0.7, KRB RERILLMEREEAETHZEEN, S4E B RGN oEOLE D.

N RAERR 2 B IR Z MR R AT

INN=%

RESZM, N REARE T VIF 2 EILAMRL. & 2 g /]

4, Tolerance {H /AR 1E 0.510~0.749 KT 0.2 fIbs#E, VIF F{ELE 1.336~2.010 Z [ KT 0.2 H/hTF 5,
B, B A AR R 2 (A NAF R 22 EE LR I )

Table 2. Multicollinearity test
2. ZEHEMRE

BI

Toleran
0.557
0.498

0.51
0.749
0.518

ce

VIF
1.796
2.010
1.962
1.336
1.929

KA &E: UB.

3.2.3. REMMERR

FESEATSRUE I AT A, 7500 B R BEAT B FEMIRLEE AL SG, ASHIT SR Cronbach’s alpha 28 HUR AR 16 ) 46 14
fERZ. MM SPSS 26.0 X} &K 6 NAEIATE LT WHTERFT R 3), 6 MHTFLAREXS N
o ZBILE 0.741~0.855 28], FrAEAAKT 0.7, HERAGEEGEE.

Table 3. Reliability analysis
F=3.EESH

A T Cronbach’s alpha
EE 5 0.843
FC 5 0.837
BI 4 0.849
UB 2 0.741
PE 5 0.852
SI 4 0.855
Table 4. KMO value and Bartlett’s test of the formal scale
= 4. EXNEFRAI KMO {EH Bartlett’s Bk 401
Bartlett’s ERFE AL
IrEER KMO 18 HH =M
EALRTT
I 0.852 618.797 10 0.000
R 2 A 0.851 592.620 10 0.000
G L AR 0.856 899.430 15 0.000
SOHE 0.848 709.744 10 0.000
anss- 2| 0.807 588.252 6 0.000
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BEJG, RGBT R 0T, LGN R A SR IE R A Rtk . ik 4 W, BEN KMO {H7E
0.807~0.856 Z [f], KT 0.5, Bartlett BRIEAER/NT 0.01, EWKEERIE GHME T 547,

AR, W ERIAT T ER 0T, ERa R ERIRICT 5 ANFET, BT R R
5 64.147%, KTHEER RIPERFRE 60%, FULAEREAKCE BT HRH 5 22 S KAk IR A8 e 124
AT, &FEFH#E 0.5, XEWEIZN G LA RGO E.

4. BER5VHE

2K 77 FE AR (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) & —F5s K2 BB 510 iR, FEH TR
Al B PR RFE R R TR A IES /0, Bk, AREFF0EH SEM RHF P il
g RILp IR ol i RIS

4.1. MERBLE

SR PP I A 2R (1 I S, AT AAMAC B3R AR ) R0 T 7 T AT AR 56 o U AMLOSS 26.0 4 BT i
A RIS AR, DR - 3 i 4= i BRME 0.6, BLA RAFIFaAR ] Sk Ak, 2 RS FE(CRYE IV [ 4331
N 0.741~0.858, mTEWMRE 0.7, WSS 2R FFE, FrEl& AVE E0MTE
0.508~0.599 Z [d], T2 WFIHIME 0.5, WSl 1 k.

ARSI B AT (1 X 43 3R, A Uil LU S AR B AVE P 7 IR 5 FA OC REGHAT KT, KR 2
REIROLE 5), 4K ZEYEERFEhriE. HRYE Hair 5261000 &, 7 ZHHEAREFREDL T, ANBIE 7
WA i 2 A7) 8 T 2 52

Table 5. Discriminant validity indicators

=5 XOMAEER

LA EE FC PE UB Al SI
EE 0.720
FC 0.662 0.713
PE 0.573 0.727 0.741
UB 0.707 0.636 0.572 0.767
BI 0.705 0.662 0.598 0.756 0.767
SI 0.378 0314 0.514 0.365 0.478 0.774

4.2. ZRGERIRE

4.2.1. HBEMEES R
A AMOS 26.0 Bl it EARINL A RE . BRI A FEpR A R WA 6.

Table 6. Model fit indices
=z 6. HRBHGIEFR

izt 22df CFI IF1 TLI RSMEA RMR
S 2.146 0.930 0.931 0.919 0.058 0.031
ERCAE <3 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 <0.08 <0.05
&R ) R 4F R 4F R 4F R 4F R R
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4.2.2. BRI SHEENH
FH AMOS 26.0 fRASBEAT I, SRRAIE . MRS R B0 R AU B3 P8, W 7
K 2 s

Table 7. Hypothesis test and path analysis
F 7. RS REDTIER

A% S.E. AR AR 2R 5L Std p 583 oL
PE — BI 0.096 0.040 0.654 H1 E(zE0
EE — BI 0.090 0.403 H2 %
FC — BI 0.101 0.300 0.002 H3 =%
SI — BI 0.056 0.210 . H4 =%
BI — UB 0.095 0.483 “* H5 %

H: P<0.05 A—MEE, AR P<0.01 NHEREE, H™ER: P<0.001 HIEHERE, H™ER.

s N\

G (PE)
. /\
4 N\ 0070

LSy ﬁﬁ%(EE) ~~0 403

: Fokeosge _

\ J . T NE(BI) 0.483%%* ff 47 4(UB)
e N 5 .,500*

WR%HEC) T

\B

L J
r ) /

FE2r BAMA (ST)
\ J/

Figure 2. Model path diagram
2. HRARZE

2 P E/NT 0.05 I, BT AREAREIERE RE(Std) B AW AR B M FE . Std BOK, F2m
FREERRR . HRAE 2 6 35 2 ORI ] 2 SR Bk AR I T 431 H2. H3. H4 F1 HS 3oz, ik HI (P> 0.05)
AT

ARG RRW, FHEEAEE TH AR MR AAEREZR . Hh, ZE L FAT
R A RN AR B B K (B = 0.403, P < 0.001), RO F A AR S T #48 . GEITmR DA A,
HRNEIE & BT 27, AEFIZRAFFEREXAT NEIR(B = 0.300, P < 0.0 B E/EA, 24k 3 8 2
FEREARIE I, BE AN B & SCRFI, AR TR ), 1X 5 Liao Z8[22]/45 18— 5.

SR HAT N R A B B3 ERAEH(8=0.210,P <0.001), iX 5 Borragan 528 B e 4516 — 2L,
KRBT FATEJI[29] 54 ML 130 FE . SR, #Esgmant AT N BLHEAE O FA R, X —45it
5 F R EE 301 IR L — 50 RIATI Y HTAL T HARY HI, BORAS 3 EEAT B 70 1 AR T A 28Rk
BN7T, MOl RN 2 5T PPl i SRS AR

SUOHEXHAT N R AP = 0.654 > 0.05)FI{E FHAT N(P = 0.453 > 0.05)¥ LR FHm, X—4RE
UTAUT & MBS HUINAFAEZESR, (H5 Kim Z[17)/1 Saed Z5[111HIMF 4516 —5. HHTS 5 EF 5%
TP R G AR IR R M R A OG . R BRI AT REE T B0k, AREAh— 4t T s, St
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M2 LTI AT R AR, SR ORI SUSCTTHRAE ) A AR T A8 BN 53 0 SR80 B
SRR B, XM A S P R TS, SRR AN 5 R E” BIES T AN
SURIEA, BIRZ O QAR A PSR AR VS T E L, i B A O it T BN N R
AR AT BRI, SECNNRIR AR BERAL31]. Hk, 5 E @RS B Ry
YA I, EIDLSRIE SRS SRR REIEL, EARMREE L2 EMIE T BN S SRR3R
RS E IR BETER RIS, AR SR KIS, B0, £ Cai SEARIBTTF, 45 H @R Al
FREXS I ok = UK, XAV AT RE T A R A TN A, B ELSE R HPLT £oR, KDyt
145 BT 2 BUN SCHFE 18 4 P 6 B BT A 2 B2 ) AT ML ST A 12]

4.3. PN
FIH AMOS 26.0 B AFH 1] Bootstrap A AT H /RN 40 B,  HARGE SR L 8.

Table 8. Mediation effect test table of behavioral intention
= 8. ITABRBEMPN YRR

Bias-corrected 95% CI

MR AR RO Effect P MR R R
LLCT ULCT

SR 0.518 0.203 0.835 0.002

H3a: FC-BI-UB BHEHMN 0.367 0.085 0.675 0.008 70.85%  #BAHA
LA 0.151 0.023 0.405 0.021 29.15%
S8 -0.055 -0.379 0.183 0.682

Hla: PE-BI-UB =K -0.075 -0.353 0.14 0.458 - AN SCHF
AR 0.021 -0.134 0.157 0.749
SRR 0.086 -0.042 0.24 0.193

H4a: SI-BI-UB HAEN -0.006 -0.135 0.116 0.875 0.07%  FEAEFN
AR 0.093 0.027 0.220 0.002 100%
PRSI 0.423 0.128 0.774 0.007

H2a: EE-BI-UB HAERN 0.201 -0.099 0.504 0.193 47.52%  #RAHA
AR 0.223 0.077 0.474 0.001 52.72%

M 8 K6 45 R mT A, HEFRISEEFC) A2 FEM(ST). 5% SR (BE) XN 95% B 15 [X [8] Fh (Al 30
[0.023,0.405]. [0.027,0.220]. [0.077, 047435 0, BEEHH A RiAEAE, K, % H2a. H3a. H4a
BIRRAL, R 5% D WER (BE) G FHAT S B R 42 30080 e 9 35 (0.223), REITERIARHME 1, 5 R AT
HEAL I B R 2

5. B 5B
5.1. &g

AT TN T S T AR R GNAT NSRS NI AR AL, FRIE 5 0 AR AL Hk AT T SR 36 5
BARIIHT, LIRSS 8

(1) 5F T UTAUT IR SRR B T B A 4641 . &8 UTAUT 55 8 G300 B 24T N 7 1A (1) ok
TR 7, EAR LSO THAREESAEE. X248 BT UTAUT WEHILR, £W
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BRI Z B (ISR L FUARHE . BRHEICE 1) 1 S, SUNOW R A TIN R) 2 1 95 -

(2) #ER TAT MR Z BB ABTFORIL, (RIS 550 Bl AT R i s AR H
TAEMAT N, AL NE AT R R e e X EWE ARSI EAT S . BORE SR AR
FAC NN W AE I, RMEERIENSEPRAT . X — R4 T UTAUT HEgh bl DB “Il
R - B AT AR SR B TR .

(3) W T ER it T B AR RN IR BK BN 77 o AT TE R BIUAE S (0t T AU, 3% F7 328 5 AR 2R AR A
Wi R 5 e T ST B o X SRR SR T EOR BHE) RS T M R R AR
MAETER “RBER” B “R—REANSFE” o #52, WARIBITEIR AT 2R T HRE TS
SRR IR ORGR, AR E A FIAAL .

5.2. LEBR

FEBCRAEWTT I, AHE TR T/ AGRIBR 5 Itk B A SRR R s et BRI L&
et “RIE - AT N7 AR Z HYEENT, GG M5 A Re i .

(1) FRACAERARAE o Al BB S5 (it T U, SR (i s AL BT AN BB iR A TE T ATl b ]
FRIPR “o Ot T TRA” , BREORETRA; AIHZEME, Ko OBoRBIEREIRA HF L
A, BN AR .

(2) FRIRSS /TSI THR AT 70 B BRI AR 1 e B AU I R, BRARSE ST A s (2 Tt
P E R OEARIRTEA 7 ML ST AR S 5 HIAR R s sl A oK 4 it T B 7
TABEAI S EE SRS AR

(3) MM 56 4 h A 42 . BUR BAT L P2 rIJTE “ Sl TARFFIUH 7 ik, @B AR
WML E B Kokt TRIASE L. e E R R, BRIERESE ) A
BOL “EREOEEWA 7 BN HRTERE, AL RN iR 2 A O R R A T AR B A A A SR T

(4) EMESTN LR R PRSI TR A - a5 R, AR SERE 21T R
TR R BT M BIR AR AT ROV N ST 7, W e iR, (AN Rk A A AL

=
TR K25 L m ik 70 AR BUE Q1 2 42 (CX2025367)
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