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W K SESRAEZNE TAMAEFHFFEIAXER. AXBHTET TAMBERFINN,
HMRAEH T BRI B RAAFRBEATTEXEN . ANEREH APPSO EAERD
HEFEWERSAANBRANEREEAS MTBANAAEANEEEEXEMArNERFETIE
RFEEREEW.

X BHAREZIMH . GEES.SHTERR

hESRE C931.6

ot

1 8l

BTHFRELARIBIHEEMFECOHWAER. Kb EXFRPHEEORBRE- L
NEBNER. FESTHEXRAAAPAPMERLGNEIRE. MO THSFERXH N FHE
XEH— PN EEFRRLIKIETRNEME ISR . FPo Xt ML 355 305 005 R £ 2 8 5 M b 1] %
EEAXGHEEEEENMRER. BREZHA (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM) £ BF 5 Mk
EXFERBRABRARMKNBAZ — ERBEZHHEXELMAR MO, M S L, A RAEAR
MEHT BARE. AXBREAREZIHYABTHFERGFE_ERXRRFHR.

2 BFEBAFPELEE

ENEERNHRT  ZENALSE OEE AT NS ERRANENAFEAHTHEE
X. Mayer %(1995) B XfGHER“XTFH I LRALMCHEENEETHHOTYME RS R
BE AL C R M H B {77, Rousseau %(1998) EXEFR“KEFiHbABE ST M
EEIBMAEN - HEEERTHEGENOCERES”, XXEXRMHUBEENHIEESRK: 8
—AREXLERNREGESENLELY: S FERAMKN BN BERNBEKBN, 1
BEARMTRIXRBRMNOME. HNRALURIEUBHN RBEENFHCEANEE.

BTRSELFERBATRFSEERMNERXLRMRERBE DRNEERFRTHERFH
— M AR TR, BB ACHARESITRNEARBRHRENEINFHERZ T, X—EFEKQE
THREXGEGHFRIY, had T HRNEERTDHNELIAFRR,

McKinght %(1998,2002) 7= B #: 17 2 3838 (Theory of Reasonable Action, TRA) {2 Rl t % &g F
HHEFEERTTHR A EEES.FEEENGETISTTRES. Ay, ERTHF LMW
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RT . FEMNGFEEEXHRENERNAASHFEHXSANESANE. NEKNRNEFE
RN ERBEEHETH ELRRERENNE BEXROFEF LB BN IAGR AR
), MAHRLIBRBERFERENZ6; FENEANEEHREEERBBITHRB —EFET
RERNEZENERE, REANFABERNRRNEE. FEFSNEEEENERMR . REFEN
PMABHER(N ERATRY).

Xt FIEERSHLEE  Mayer (1995 FRBH=NMEHEFESEE: A EHEMER. ALK
MEBREX-XBTANERE. EERBRMTSARERNBENGEESITARIRS, R4t
HLFR - TARAHBEN. BEUEAN T FEEENMAH, BB A SMEHER. #8TLUH
SAREEMB RIS EXTHE, AET LU ERENFEOCSHK.

3 BAPERERRR

Davis % % 1989 FAMUT H i TRAMEM L BRETHAREZBEY (Technology
Acceptance Model, TAM) , i 1 fi/m. TAMBRANAFFERAGRRENT A EMHERRERN
SEMBRAMGEERRAGARUYERAARE. FRHSERN T MM AENEFREE, CHRANE
Hi#E (Perceived Usefulness) #5185 A #E (Perceived Ease of Use) IR 5E .
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B1 HEREERET TAM
B¢k J ; Davis,et. 1989

BANARAERAFPAGEAZRARSERACH LANBKEE. BAKN S AL EA
PHECERAZREFRNINERSRE. Davis ERYXN TAM HERG R, BAKHHEMS A
EEEBIHERAGERERNTAER . BANE A ERELBANA AN EHEA>EER,

4 BF TAMNBEFTHHELREERE

BFHFXESIBRF AP NHEAMYER Web T, FENK AR BE ML REH B, BiE
Mg GHENEZTRN, BB EMEERERNEZNER. W, FRNEBHER, ELXFTR
G%, APMERNTRAEZEBESERAAMZREXRZOBHMGEE. B, WEHFE
LEMBREZHRBZHERFESIE. 0 Gefen M Straub(2003) BIFE TR A 5 FAEME 77§
$MAMEE. A F. Salum,Lakshmi lyer % (2005) ZE B # 4T 0 HE TRAHARERHE TAM %
MEBEMITRHTHTFHSXERRRBROERSRR,

EREHRNER L. 44 TAM BHig , AXRBWE 2 FIRAHET TAMBMELXKFEEREY, &
BRAR BRSNS AR EDRERKESRENEHERD (PO MELRFEEGFS
(Belief) ; Eﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁ@%“ﬁlfﬂ}:‘Mﬁﬁmﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ]ﬂﬁf]ﬁrﬂ(lntension); W 4 B9 A R o R
HEAEFT o R 18 7R,
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P 3% 5 P 1 H2 W 354 R

BAE BRPU \
H1 H3
ERIETE S EETNE

H4
{& 2 Belief [alintension

B2 BEFTAMBERMEMRD

41 M S BEEH(EV) EMELRE EE 2 (Belieh MAREBAPY

Web B KB HHARAE, MBHAGFEERAMW T ARMY S HEREEN XA, HlM BEER
MFBHEED HEWNEH REFENSMEAMNTHREANEL. XEREZEEEER
FHOCHRER. HtmE A #Y FF LBSE ALK EHEPRERIFRARGTES B
BABTEAMMYEGENRER. MERNTKBREREPBIVBFENEERNEZ —.
Gefen(2003) %@ LA R R W R ER AN S ANGREARNEGSEIEE WOERER
(Benevolence),

W MEHERACEROEERAZFNEEFS. BRACRHEGENS —RE,. TH
B I35 E T BUB LI MR & . 29 W03 A9 S0 LR /R RN 4T O A 15 L AR 3] &4 R4 ol 99 35 S 30 I,
WAL MARGH LR REBRRBR IS HEEBRAARR, MBI S AL ED. 4A0
WHERR AR EAMBRBFETRL S, NTA BY T AT e 7 Bt 348 58 F xt 7 M5 1
(McKnight,1998), B, M3l 5 AERAEHBAELGEES. YR . MENZAEROEL SR
HAZERGES, AP ERAERLSNREANFERZRE.

Davis B AREZRAG ERIEAFGRRAFHAFRANS AMBERBAMNA A, ELX
BN SR, M ENRM,. =R R, FAQFISREERT NN Bt EmAp,
RANAE R,

42 ELHEEME S (Belieh KA AR E RSB M(PU) T H ¥ (ntension)

B ERGTXBEERRESEN EERAMMEERAHOREAREER . XREANY —F &
ARBF 3 ARBLHMZE,MHCXEEMNEREERALEN . FEENRATPETREH
A ¥ (Fukuyama, 1995), .

MK EREERERNFE: —MPREGBHERAXNBRE MHEFRNRRILHSE: 5—
TREBEARMEMRE  MEHERE, XREHEAEREXN—FERE. XH—FMB—F
MEELE MBI M RANAH At EERRS AR, ZE N A SMITA RN T RAFN,
MAAXMNTFHHTNES  EAMBEENGEEES ANASMNXENE 4, RO, BB EM
SR, IR R E R MITHE%E., Ganesan(1994) AN, EHBYR T X R AERRIEFHTEE.
B fEEAE R R T — A EMARIE BPX FR e i I F BEMERES. X
WHZ G KEL Web RSB HLBBRBURN TR, AE. ERAEBEURENEREF
MART AR AEFEREN G ERS A BBRAERLEDHROBE. NX—AETE . E
ZNFEEGESHSERAPNMYA AR,

7E Davis(198) M B REZHMUP ANAPEREARERAUBACKERSRERERATHE
. 7 McKnight(2002)f#) Web FEBR G , RIETH FRHFHANEEESERNEREETIE
M, BEAXHEN B AXTMERETH L BIE,
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ZEFR.FZXREET TAM HEXFEEMFHNTRIE.

Hi: AP X e 7% R 5 A RA(EU) 85, BB w AL E LS & (BelieD.,
H2: AP FR % M5 AERS(EU)8E, R KM A ATRmePU),
H3.: AP ELRE RS S (Belieh) B3R, MM A ARSI (PU R,

H4: AP ZEXRGEEE S (Belieh WAL E L4170 &M (Intension) F B EE W,

HS: AP X M3 E RERE(PU) % , 8 883 58 1 5 £ 47 2 & 19 (Intension) ,

5 RBUMIER D

51 BBWRK

LEF R AFEEERREREEPRT . AEKBIABE, LB TEA LM THERR
+. FABFRIBILR S 417 4, [l 342 3, EIWE K 8200, FMBHBRTAXAPHXNAFELLSE,
FATROMEYRA Likert LEBRR, B TX TAM B RHXM BB . BANLFHFHFEEHR
FRFEEFENUBELERN ERANEGER, B ER SR EERHITARHEXHER
MR P —RIVEIT Bk FENR 1R,

Hoext R BHTRENER. Cronbach'a RYR BB HHNEERE R, M SPSS BAKE
B RHER Cronbach'e RBBMABBEIREXE —BIIER 1+,

21 TRBEXRAZMENE

TRE GEEN D NEREER Cronbach’a % ¥
5 RERA EUGS) Gefen(2003) 0. 853
HAERA PUB) Gefen(2003) 0.811
{5 F 15 & Belief(5) Paul A. Pavlou(2002) 0.823
f84E 47 R & 14 Intension(3) McKnight(2002) 0. 869

B ERHM, k&2 RH Cronbach'e ZEHAT 0.8, HHAAMLERAABRTFNGEE. XEMA
FIMEARBLSART, B FHRFERE Y BR, BN B FE BT,

Xt F 848 4 B 0 A R B 16 §iE SR Bl 45 # J5 B BB (Structural Equation Model, SEM) B84 T. &
AMOS kit 17, ST BHARNAKUHTBRARIUNTERSE TR A LABERZEXRAK
—®MgitFEk. BT EHS CEERRPBRHER  BABER EEMR B, X Fh2r B4 #E
A5 & (Latent Variable) , M5 {EfE & %. FAMNE T AN T EBAAEZ R LB XLE TR, MEHY
2 BURY W 88 [ B Ak 18 ¥ B B L6 4R, BP A — 22 4 B B 8 85 (Observable Variable) B X% 81 45 & , J: 8]
BB XA R. HiI,SEM IHMNARAFCHIOBESH SN EEN P ZNAN -
ESFBRMBEAR, SEMPESRIEERGRGRMHESHENUSEE. ¥HOSASER

WAHTILE. £ SHAHERE Xz/df\Tﬂ%ﬁfﬁﬁ‘ﬁ(Goodness-of-ﬁt index, GFD) . 8% /5 #1
41 45 ¥ (Adjusted Goodness-of-fit index, AGFD) . #7 #E#1-5 B 1 #% (Normed Fit Index,NFI) [l 8
14 5 4% (Comparative Fit Index, CFI) )5 # 7% 2 (Standardized Root Mean Square Residual,
RMR) #1381 #1757 # 58 2= (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA) %,

AMOS 4 ZTHERGH T RHEBMUSERIR, MR 2 Fin. REEHRERIRETE L,
KB T RMR.RMSEA #17 & TR in B UE, R BRI/ ER, Bt B MAE K



52 MERGYE W2EE I REB2®)

BLF .

%2 ETTAMPEXKMEND A ERIF
 §-F-% ' i  Luf GFI AGFI NFI CFI RMR RMSEA
Hiring BABEF — <3 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 <0.05  <0.05

&R 176.758 84 2.104 0. 931 0. 902 0. 930 0. 962 0. 062 0.058

AMOS MHIMEFTHRBIMNBRRBME 3 Fin. HOWAEXRAEER, ERERR AN
TR W EER, TEEURAEELTRINNTBNRE. RANLRAERAERXR, LF
RHEBRRY. dAPERKBERARMBER KPR MAPREK S MEEELTEX
BRI,

B3 EFTAMPMERMERNBRITHR
(FE . » FR p<<0.05, »» FIR p<<0.01, »»» FiR p<C0.001)

52 GRAMSitie

(1) % P35 R 5 FItE (7=0.61,p<<0. 0D REWA S EEELNEERE. HPEGAWN
W ARR AR EANBERE, AN EEREENEEESLRRE.

(2) F P PO B A P 08 0 32 B U 3 10 59 PRI MBS0 (= 0. 26, p<<0. O FRFE AR AR & (r =
0.26,p<<0.0DMBEEW. BAKBRAAGEES N MEEAEBRANBREREZEHRA,
RPCNMAFAH RO EE RN, 55 Pk P 6 R R 28, 7 i 8, X 4R
BT A IR AR R A R B, W T A AR B—H i, i FRAXRSNEE, A4
11t S O T 099 2 R0 5 48 5k 40 7% o 0 R 45 B OB B L 5 800 58 R » M T 412 T 1) 0 T 4t 3 R 0 S A G
B,

(3) AP AN A AERA(y=0.17, p<<0. 05) MUAH F A5 E15 & (r=0. 34, p<<0. 001) &
BEYMAPOEETRER. P APHEEGEEMEETIBANERESBE HBELEK
$90.3¢, EFMBEG K., XBEH PR TERXBEEESE ANMBAETRXSMEN.
HFETNEERASEF AP NESER, HPLEERLR RABNERRUY RN SEETH
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B, WA SAPBRAMNEZRITHRARKN, BREBE, 4 S EERR LREXGETHER,
B, RAIWATNHBE —BFR. MY EHENZELMNYAZFEIMAEEHE N TR RNR
R ESHP S REMEAERANNE, RREAFERXBNGEE. —HHE, MR Web M5
R EN . Web REMETHH,ETRHP ML MMDT HOHEXEE, MAFP SR, =R 0L E
L. L BRH S BEREA A M AERA AT ER P ORDERAERGEERES. 5—F
T » Pt 7 42 R N X St A P, R AP T 4% 3645 7 R IR 95 ) R R AR E L T R B, LR RS A
BB R, ATUR R P o EET B . B0, Rat X e R, XA RN ERESHEIL
APRBEZXSRETHR, X—-BAH AN RSERERFFETIBRNE.

6 &SRB

AXGIABABEZBREN B FHFEREERTHR . EEFZEMNWAAHARRR RETET
TAM MR FRFEXREEHBAFRBRFRBTER T EBER kX BE#TTRIE. LiES
WERZW, AP NEXRGFEFSRBEMY NS AERANE X W, X & XF %P3
WA AR, APRGEERSARNSAAERAXEERAEGETYERN. X—HRER
M FREEXFENHXBRFRAMSH LN ARA —EHFEXL.
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Modeling and Empirical Research of online Trust
Based on TAM

LI Qinfang & LIU Zhongying
(School of Economics and Management, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092)

Abstract According to Technology Acceptance Model and related E-Commerce trust theories, model of online trust
based on TAM is proposed. Furthermore, the theoretical model and relative hypotheses are verified by the empirical
researéh by means of Structural Equation Model. The result shows that, user’s Perceived Ease of Use positively
influences Perceived Use and Trust Belief of online transaction. What’s more, both Perceived Use and Trust Belief of
online transaction increase user’s Trust Intension of online transaction.

Key Words Technology Acceptance Model, Trust Brief, Structural Equation



