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RS RE NRIEARR ERE 0 N RBRBETREYE  TESTRE R
VP E2REOTT A FETESERBEF LY P F TR Tl L L
WAL R g RN R TR T g AME A G R R
ERIESR S TS AL G AT TRerig o

tLFij,L@z umi@“ﬁzt‘ ) fg 1' 12 (convenience) i - £ &AL 0 d WALE S
TR B PR 2 i Y T S I o Fléﬂﬁzlﬂi'f g

$ogp ,Ei‘a W F}Jﬁ?‘.' ’éB?*‘Fé*L;’?ﬁ" (effort) en@ds— 2 X F|FHf chE
AR (Anderson, 1972 ; Nickols and Fox, 1983) o & if {47 & JRi% 38 B
feag PR G R EF R 5 R AR IS R AR 2 A
(Anderson and Shugan, 1991 ; Gross and Sheth, 1989) - &2 #% » > R I
gL B 2 (T4 ;lgle PR IR G R LR R FEFE (Etezadi-Amoli and
Farhoomand, 1996 ; Palvia, 1996) ~ ;% % & % /& (Meuter et al., 2000) £2 =i FR5%

2 #5 (Dabholkar, 1996)

EEA L FRTRHOERENE > kAT (1999) is 0 PR REF T A
FUOIE > e g A fkOP R SN AREARY L 2L - BT
¢h% h - Charlton and Bates (2000) U 75 5 2 P ip oG L83 10 - B i
WoWRGABTEREHT P EA T RE T G F Flt F 0 E ey
Hu%?i%%ﬁ&wsﬁé%miﬁﬁﬁ‘%méﬁ~1F%@Wﬁ%%o
‘ﬁ%lz\éll}*&’]’é ML BRERSE g &2t FRTHE{REF D ER
FMEPFE RN A B2 A M aE S o

FETEAE S H4 > ¥ 75 e A e fl e g A o Ra g
B AA OGS o TR TR g RS B L FRL DL E
LA FEHETHSZRS Tl Lo Bordhipand @ % F Fi7 6 L8473
KenTpEEE (BM ;L Jfﬁa‘ﬁ,fgiwggﬁ/ SEEPE SR i B H by ehig
FIFREN R FE 1 EARDOEFE? AP THRFAFHTE L RIRIT D
S flitadphd > a0 f‘;’f?‘afﬁ?;é LY LRV R e TR IR

Rk

ﬁ?ﬁd—ir;szz»ﬁ\—\mﬂ}‘?'% i'ﬁ“ﬁifﬁfi;"? hERPARRE A RREREE
ﬁ@i%i%ﬁwmﬁ’a@?;—i{ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%vipiﬂﬁ@

THMBTMEL AW AL P hT () 3k B3 A0 S SRR
PEQAMEEF LR2() RMBEPETIELTF M 2(2) THEH
PR AFLE R
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ﬁf;gm;m*+mﬁ’a*ﬁ@?ﬂﬁgﬂiﬁ@ﬂ%mﬁﬁ@4o
wa meﬂmm)haﬁ%mﬁ«’wﬁm% AR gE (ol
%i‘ﬂg)* h (R ETRE

211 F#F g

Ng-Kruelle et al. (2002) #% Farenigghe 3 1 (1) TER Y F DlAE &
(ubiquity) » & iz P R~ B E‘LI« FEFEROFAEEA (2 T ERITH
(reachability) » T3 & * & % % &2 s A mdg - (3) xd SIM (Subscriber Identity
Module) # { % 9% 2> J“i (securlty) o (4) T F14 (convenience) » it & % 1F
F 5 &30 o (5) » > i (localisation) > i ¥ J& (7 PRI > L G F DT o
(6) i ~ i+ (personalisation) 4% &g % it 22 45 2 g £ B % cit 4 o Frolick and

%m(mM)ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@%,imﬁ@¢§
Py BV U A SR EAE L AL R BV TR 1 B

FREERFALE L RER BT KL S A R E P
PEST A o BB M ABRR AR 14 A4 TR AL AT RE T

G i @ gEmAwok% EERY FERG LS L 5L LA
2t jwi;‘%‘d PREREASEIRBLAEE 0 ket d Ag LR+ (Thayer, 2002) o
Jimenez (2002) 45 1 - ’ﬁ ehF b FarMat e s {1 LR PR LA #H
(7B BB A R R ?%@ Be SRR M 2 B T i
s

o

Tpo

—

BH
A 2
=

Hi g Aﬁna'gv A R0 TR Y BB Fn .
Blde s R ET o -‘j‘ﬁk‘aﬁf"ﬁ’ﬁ?f} podops ¢ ¥R 40 (Johnson,
2002) > f- e FmHBH o JIF TRF FPBTHRIF I UEFREL AR Y
(Smith, 2002) o e ¥ » 33U HGEEEES T R O§ B RF R L 0

J/ﬂ W"’i;'%ﬂé" °
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212 {78 FE BROPR

}§

FROAEFRET FE AL E T wDRT LT
T R AT PRAR T S R —‘Igj_"—é | enid g > @ BB A g f
it adF - Ng-Kruelle et al. (2002) # i i7 # 7 73 rm{*} [F %7 B A ER R
oo ,T#,KP;L, Wy Fltu/E”‘I:qJ BAOFH (ol ~FIRER) 1 &ES
B Al E (doddnh seeh 42) o § R B g iﬂ'%’f—‘ﬁﬁﬂfi‘* fEAF
AL A R EF SRR 0 o FH AR BT 2 LA R
FA oo
ﬁ%wmﬂmw)%NO%W%?ﬁﬂE%ﬁ’?&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@¥ﬁ%ﬁ
32 % 2 @2 P ) 2 FA4e2 & o Lametal. (2003) » #% 1 Fla R
HAWHERZF ~ FFXRG DT R UHE - 7% 2! E&ﬁhiﬁ. irr  FER D
i ﬂaﬁﬂ‘ﬂ?ﬁ*‘@ﬁf;\ﬁmm o BlERA LT o FM #\fﬂi;%m—k ES
R P FRF IO R
Fh Ry - PREFTHERFOL G BIL K F L FHF O 2T
FAEA TG R X ARG R A PR F R 2] (e
TS RS L g g 0 RIRETR M}tfﬁmﬁi o HTIL B B R R
LRRATIEE bR RGE T SN A m LT PRI K H 2 m;ﬁﬁfﬁj- 1 ¥
i o B F o TR R TR § B A TR
Nickolsand Fox (1983) # 3l A kit 2 ¢ 74 » a2 v g R hg ¥ »
B A - FHARANP TEC R EBEDTGE R g F o REE A
P EFAFLRBpC SRR EREFTL S L A EFL A TS QA
Eoten PR Rkl RO TR L AR E IR DL RIRBA R
) HREEE H BT ET b Feeni fl4 o o 3 A
Ik A KR %(%%f\i%ﬁ&%%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%#ﬁ%ﬂ
B3 BLeOR o B i’i—‘k:}‘%‘@!’—m}’l{z& FeIE PG A Pﬁm'ﬁ FE o PR R
HAEPABI R F e LR L fFF - W“’%Fﬁéwiﬂ T et
3 a3 iwémmP%ﬂﬁﬁﬂx@ﬂ%&"uf@wﬂﬁﬁﬁo
Carmon et al. (1995) 3% 5 PR s Sberk 3+ 3 4 £ 7 FHIRT Y L o AR
LA RRAE PR —g‘sp & B ¥ o m Bitneret al (2000) 4p 1 PRAE 5 S
ST LB A F AR L RIRBIE R L 5 R A S R B
FHIEETF A2 70 AR AP ER U & BRRACT
Hit 2 BESTAIERy 28

B EREATR R T

N‘ b o

%]
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Leung and Wei (1999) 1z & * &% & I8 445 3 (7 6 ?:;-é BB 5
BRA G = TP 22 1B R R b > B e PN A FE Gl
IR AT AE R i(mm)*Kfﬁuﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi%?ﬁﬁi
A RS EEPIE TP L AR R s 2 AT 1 B
WHEE P EI AR ARG T EA T B PR TR F
AR R R ) S g £ S % 4 - Rautiainen
(2001) R g B> F 0 EHF S AG AL TR R HRABES [
Frchmd KRB AT BARRABMEEHF S EG T LAER
cho X HE @G BN LSRR AR R ES D
wEE LRy "ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ PE R o F U E Y TR T AR
KA e AN R |72 FE o RN A1 TR o BER T 4 4e
A hERt FEREL Pﬁﬁf%ﬁv = -2 B mmrrmm dh AR
BEH LT AR RO R AU U R PRI o RAFRE o A b 4R
REARE L i i

23 @A)
i Fagd  Afed i :a‘_—%i PR g g TiIgql) -
B R TR e RIS R R 0T AR g R
zu,.az

ﬂmﬂ gr}\ o AR K S P 2 TR I ena g2 2 & > £ Berry et al.
(2002) TP TPRIE JIEEN 2 E G My R IB; HERSJRIATF)R SR
gLk 3E 2

231 WAMEHER A2 TR

e LET I e 1 P 0 Yale and VenKatseh (1986) #-if filfea 5 0T =
<% ¢ (1) pFRF 2t (time utilization) (2) 7 % JE ¥ (accessibility) (3) #7 = i
(portability) (4) i * % (appropriateness) (5) 74> & %= (handiness) (6) % % 7

% (avoidance of unpleasantness) - 7% @ > & i i (Brown, 1989 ; Gehrt and Yale,
1993 ; Berry et al., 2002) %% @ it 2. A 35> 3¢ # I F o TF R AN
P Ed P HHS T > 2 5 §E o Brwon (1989) n i HR4pE N F L HT
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- EE > TT NG R LTEEER ) BRI AR LT S
EHe 244 0 (1) FREHES (time dimension) @ & B if {10 B 44 &3 %
REE ©(2) + Bei e (place dimension) @ fit il e Bh-A 3% SRR z 0
(3) &P~ % (acquisition dimension) : & kfg E % 5 ~ MR H # 2 G il )
o (4) @& * 455 (use dimension) : ;RAEE >+t * - (5) R {FH® (execution
dimension) : 7 E 4k p 2 A Fd 6 4 B F 2L e AT TN P
# 3 * Brown (1989) g i -

232 i EnBULE

R B AT R Iy Bergada (1990) #= 7 &gor i # F %t
DAL ER A > FA T NP R EES LS F AT oo PRIFT IS
Pl i ~ RS PR BN%E ﬂ% CAR G R F AR 2
Bd s (1) PERF IS B AR M 2 A fe 5 F 5§ 997 o Lugmani etal.
(1994) =g - FRGP FEFHFRDRATRFEET 75 -7 Fﬂ:“a MAE S
g A R R e o AR R F BT 42 2 B (Gagliano
and Hathcote, 1994) - (2) PR/ 4 : Landyetal. (1991) # &) 4 ,;4 i A
ARASE SRR QERFAEE e S FRERFER - YR H R
PESIOMESIS G R RRERF o T FERS 515§ f 7 et
B FEE Zf G s A ERE G DT AR o () PR Rdp it g
A EBERWET > i A A 4 R £ (Aaker and Williams, 1998) - § i}
PEMIRGREF AL PR Bl PR ARG R
il § % o et B4 & A AR o (4) 5% ¢ Brucks (1985) # 2 %
¥ gk gc AR §RBH AL BRI - Solomon (1986) ## R > p 32
RO R R g A FRER ARG 6ot o F 0 R F A
PR A% 35 B ¥ '*’ HIRBBREFRER > VAR T f (Kumar et al,

1997) = @ 3 § % a‘;;“%ﬁ:" b PRI P DL R AT A SRR H T
FWIETDH O BRI EG R mBR N AT HEE R & BR AT
Hoa @ A 0 W3 FBHPRIZE P i1y £ 8
Sl ST v;’%wa‘% |h5 ¥ Bergada (1990) # % &g 71 » if § F 4 T ST RM
¥ lﬂ B2 ST RN “r%_ﬂ rzﬂ%ﬂ # 1 B e Lm)ﬂiﬁ. Bk 4™
Hop o 4 v Su3t R i f1122
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233 JRIF FIBHN

ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁuﬁﬁiemﬁéi’mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁnniipiﬁf%ﬁﬁ
gk o Berry etal. (2002) 4 & 11 v & S A1 PRAF T IR 5 P PR SPRAR I FI B
Lo i A 5T 2T fEAEA] o (1) A K I 4% (decision convenience) @ i F
H AT AR R B R PR TR R RS o () BRI
(access convenience) : i § F B e B2 PRIRE R PF o AT DIPFR BM  ahd

°(3) <A A (transactlon convenience) : &t {72 B R ”errﬁ k|
H%F'“v"fﬁu st 3y o (4) 1 F @ 4% (benefit convenience) © i} J“* Y 2% PR G
ESS SRR L - ”err'%j FIFER S S ant o (B) 15 T A l“* (postbenefit

convenience) PERRRIBLE P R F R E TR TR IR
B A L e B FERP I F o AR S e Bl A

Eﬂﬁ*»ﬂ;ﬁwﬁrmj&ﬂ%ﬁﬂ%mﬁo PPRIFF P AT EL
FA L BRT LT R F Rkt R LTI G N2
AR AT R R & BT

Hs @ JRA37E P 20 {125 4p M

234 JpRIFEM FE

D P AR S R IRIEN F o ) F F L PRI IR AL
Lo oo Pendp M Tl & ¢ 0 1 JRFATR B (Baker and Cameron, 1996 ; Bitner,
1992) ~ pERF 24 4 & A4pH F 30 (Whitt, 1999) « 2 7 5-4% (Berry, 2000) % JR
%k 2335 (Meuteretal., 2000) ¥ 5% > ) § FRar{ itz v § 22 R
SR ARBERE GG 0 SPFa G Ll TURMBARE > A ARIMEE
%%iﬂ#%fﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmwﬁ(mmmhm%%¥ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ£%
G e B (Bitner, 1992) 0 A A kRT s H 3w R}
206 hi7 5 F i (Baker et al, 1994) - 2§ F T2 6 o
Osuna (1985) WaFALTPRETRFREIFOPFE > g A H e
A FTHT 0 FAPRAZEITTTEFDOERT > L APH T fﬁ
4 Fm g2+ 2 (Leclerc etal., 1995) o F)pt > F iy ;‘zﬁ ALEREEEFRE £
gt X EAp R 2 TR MH & g ehg 2> % (Hui and Tse, 1996) - Carmon et
al. (1995) % o PRFE % BLZGRFIE O R A T @ A k] 2 vk e
P HRAR el Y o s T e s A A o B Bitner et al. (2000) 4p
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57 RCEPRAE R Sa el B o TR E P4l 2 i 144 - Brown (1989)

Gl

T AEHE D oA a AAHE R T ERBRFEY AR

Kb a flr vt PR ARS8 AR SR TR AR R
BAH B RE RS ERE AR E BT B o BT AREH 4
S EAES VRS S SRS SRS EEEE NS E
RO E b e R AR SRR R AT R L R
® 4o

Hy o @ fUigtt e pbd LT 25
3 3%

31 RERFEEABHE

AR Y R B REIE R 6 0 2 $945 Brown (1989) #-if fIHEAR S B PERF
BB EP R CREESEHG L HHERTEL R F T
FHoAZ TR 2], (R*46) TEEFF ST, (FFHER)-
B ], (0 BiEe) THp L f ) (AR ) 2 AR et
A E e b Qe pRGE s Fpt 4o b TRRGRF eni A1) o @ b Qe pRIRIE P endEIE L -
SRR EATRETIRARE D F Ry TR EAAZHETHE p A
#2100 PIEHER L > BRATEEHT 0 (THTE RIRAE D e R
@ s BEF L @ G 2 B @ PG~ B T S -
PRF% b e ’f']*}#ﬁa » i3 B cronbach’s o & 4 %] 3 0.935~0.831 ~0.900 ~ 0.846 ~
0822-0893 % <307 27 TR EELA7 ARG 2N %R EHA L
SPHBABBRR FHELAE BT AE GBS REERS R 5
PR B R AT R B R o T N R A F R RN I L A 80 B eh o
Rt i s 60 67> £ 91400 R L > § 2k £ 370 3o R ARHL T
b 432% % 1} 56.8%;17-20 & & 48.1%21-25 #& & 41.6% H i } 10.2% -
i 12 SPSS M3t g ie (7 TR A 4 o

32 BAHERERR

BEANERS G > A 4 cronbach’s o 3R GEckEWP E LY TR Y B
3 & o Nunnally (1978) 2% cronbach’s o 4. 07 M 23 B RE > FEM
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%+ 0.35 > Mﬁiilﬂ&?oﬁp £ 4 thicronbach’s o & 0.8 2} » BT &
g oirR g £

1“‘121

1 i RBmaRsipm hiks LiEa B AR

AU A5 %3 P foih s 2 4p B iz & i cronbach’s o &

1 0.56
2 0.66

i b i ) 3 0.62 0.8058
4 0.66
5 0.48
6 0.82

P e )] 7 0.83 0.9023
8 0.77
9 0.70

Z B enig ) 0.8218
10 0.70
11 0.69

Pt b i ) 12 0.74 0.8347
13 0.68
14 0.74

PRA% b i 15 0.80 0.8805
16 0.76

g AR > 5 0 A7 Kerlinger (1986) 2 2% > 12 5|35 p foid,
A RN B G R AR o & Larerg P A 2 AR Gl R A M
ok AT 2R ARG VE LSRR

33 FH AT

AT Y BPRARIE P B IR A B Ak et S ) R R h T o R 8
i ﬁ*”ﬁ%ﬁpihdpﬁ%im9ﬁuﬂ%9ﬁ1%%Wﬁﬁﬂlﬁ?
RAGF S B BFR > TRPBIRGEA D FEF N EELAIT RS F o BFLLRT

BRBEAPTRBETI R EFE G R AT AP FEAIRE D B JIEELTE T
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AR 2L AP M A TR TR P 2 IS B R G i M o B (S e G A
P T AL FIZ AT BT PR ARY

4 HxpLH
41 FETHEIPRBAPLEERLREL

AEL AR S AEIRARFR A A LRI D AERE 2 HU 5 B
€$54’~¢f$w5°$2%ﬁ%?ﬁi%mﬁmﬁ FEALRE 2B -
BEARSH TS THEIRIE T TR e TR A TR
BORGE o BP0 Ty Rar 0 Do Ty S 4 a A4ER XS
Bl z«rﬁﬂ‘:(#?h}ﬁ?ﬁ?;Mz%é%*?gﬁtﬁ)iu_t DAV ERALAY G F D
TR G - R o

22 FRRERRBEPERAER

L5 b PRAEIE P Ty Ly 7 %
RALIRAE 4.25 0.92 1
i s 4.23 0.88 2
" 3.54 0.98 3
Fhai 3.47 1.00 4
% @ pRIE 3.45 1.07 5

TP eRETEPERAER TR P/ R ERDTT 25 T
LY M TiEEEed) - ~ﬁ-mu‘¥£%ﬁ"‘*yr7 £y B T pET R en
PRAE: 0 @ Hli’g/;ﬁ%%J"’L’ MEEE) A P REL S A 2P B
TR B RARERTE L R BN IR AERRRE Y > P LN R
BRARPC, » R -R ABTHETIELRAPELRR T A LR
W dom E R R F LA F R o Aok 34T o
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23 FHTELPHTLALLRR
AR TR . L L=
Y 4.07 0.89 1
1 EEde]) 4.06 0.87 2
HEE L PR 3.94 0.99 3
LR L 3.92 0.93 4
SEPET (7 RS 3.92 0.89 5

43 FHTHIPRBAPLFEZLIFEEE
431 FHFTHEIRRMBIEP 2 FE L

AT RTE R A RIRARIE P G oho - 2 BREKY BRI R AT A
FREAT2Z A  FALEFLRERBEL MR T TR EGE
FRAOEFE AR IATFTEEFFZA - LERBERZEAMER T 5 > £
F 5 f1% Bartlett Sk % 4o 1 %o 4B T ek 2 5 4075.727 0 Ap$H b2
PiEi 0000> 273 "3 LR B3 BFomBE . AR EEyLEe
& F® KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) t#ciz 2 0.906 » @8- Hi2 7 FZ A

1o AT EHEY LE XA (principal components) 7 F % F B EB
rBEFEETEREOSEE L 58358%- 5 R EBNNF AL EEA S
z

Lo REDNEAIREED BBERINEFLME R E ## #h;2  (orthogonal
rotation) * z & < B2 (varimax) A AKLFE L FE 0 M FEKR
FlE & Lo PR iRA 3$§$¢wm?]%éﬁ%4?"in e e BEEANE L
BUABTER ST T EA N STRAABN ) BFF A T A
2 E B b B %3 2 & 4 47 0 cronbachs o rg,ért TAAF G TR Hpen
a @+ 0.7 2+ o Nunnally (1978) gk 2 & %07 1+ TE 4 7 H4s
Cuieford (1965) &5 0.7 5 8 G &,/ 07 v 035 2 F 5 & 7

0354 5 M & g3 MES - FlP T ARH R | BROS M 47 &L 0 de
#4957 o

ERA

) /J‘ EN

432 FETFIRRBAP 2 FFHLIT

@ R PRARIE P e B F R AR FEA T R Y RFIHT A FE TR e s
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ZkE R R

Torsst i 22 THAHG | FARMADREF [ 3 2BHIA L T4
+

WY BEIA LS TR F A AT% LIEER L 5% A2

5o
24 FHTRIERBALLZTEAFL ()
- Fkf AR &R ik
* 1 2 3 4 cronbach’s o« &
R JRAE 0.774 0.136 -0.007 0.108
Fhaa 0.741 0.138 0.138 0.063
4 T PRAE 0.677 0.106 0.183 0.166
59 PRFE 0.647 0.434 -0.003 -0.051
. % B JRIF 0.639 0.032 0.080 0.218
N Je $ IRAE 0.634 0.147 0.309 -0.130 0.8946
_ 7 6 4217 0.621 0.161 0.176 -0.095
' T 0.618 0158  0.86 0.137
. i TR 0.614 0.243 0.250 0.056
" Foig IRIE 0.613 -0.145 -0.004 0.303
AT 0.567 0.352 0.127 -0.168
o dn it 0.480 0.175 0.368 0.276
" gt 0.034 0.834 0.299 0.107
. TR 0.057 0.830 0.283 0.102
. I F 0.443 0.627 0.145 -0.006 0.8357
i b epge 0.493 0.598 0.105 0.103
B35 IR 0.328 0.492 0.265 -0.259
M RIR 0.058 0.067 0.852 0.115
% EEFR 0.239 0.200 0.752 0.010 0.8019
P Wir % 0.122 0.332 0.646 -0.111
T332 0.315 0.336 0.642 -0.009
RN T RESS 0.196 -0.085 -0.010 0.799
0.5338
i g R 0.101 0.413 0.177 0.636
P 8.337 2.410 1.433 1.242
RREEE% 36.246 10.480 6.230 5.401 R R 0.9162

AR E%

58.358
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425 BHEAIRBAD FlRehToEchi B

JRIEIE B Fl & B¥1 E¥I tiE B¥eE
AEFR 3.018 3.735 -11.568 0.000**
ERTEE 2.166 3.210 -16.316 0.000"*
W # 2.198 3.338 16.597 0.000**
A A 3.500 4.110 -8.507 0.000"*

* P<0.05 ** P<0.01
44 FE T R T TR A

BEFERRES LT AT m o MR RERE B B M
¥ ¥_> Bartlett 3 #84 7% #7118 3¢+ > (& 5 3850.510 4p ¥t/ 2 P & % 0.000 »
AFIO0G LB TG A E M AR EEEEEE S G 0 £E KMO
(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) ##cig 5 0940 BFE- HEFFE AT L & 8 A
FiEFFEER > FI - BFE > 2V RBO¥REE L 60935% ¢ B 2
EP 2B ARBERAEMN AEFFERFE 0 Z FlF ik E 6HEMiE N F
fERAEET Ub it - BFEAUA LL TREEER TR 5 AR
e | BT @ FEAITTEB D s B FE £ R A $5ehcronbach’s o &
A 08 11 o drdk 6 575F o

45 AR BHE A AU AP REAIRBIED B FIPL LR A

CBHARBE P H A IBAed 5 A TR 0 FMFLRE T RERT
AR FR e TR T AAAG 2 T R )
Tiagadit » 5

~pRAr ) 8 TEEe ] ) i IR G AL A B T
MEARARR L o
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% 6:

kA%

° %

FHETHEIETHELFRAE (Ehi)

AEpFE

F& % # ) ) % B %4 cronbach’s o i
LT D fatotE 0.821 0.110
. LERBAHEH 0.802 | 0141
p LpyHEs At | 0722 | 0182
f PR T PR | 0649 | 0442
% P % h A RIE | 0611 | 0521 0.9069
Z 24 1Bt b3 0596 | 0540
;Eﬁ TP B AR AR 0.588 0.316
PR B S L) 0568 | 0528
HEBFER 0547 | 0541
S 0.009 | 0.830
Wi E ] 0166 | 0.792
i vl E 0400 | 0.647
< 0.8789
ey HEBFER 0567 | 0593
i JeE g £94) | 0563 | 0.580
MERE R TR 0437 | 0544
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An Empirical Study of the Convenience of
Mobile Phones

Su-Fang Lee
Department of Business Administration, Overseas Chinese Institute of Technology,
Taiwan

Wen-Jang Kenny Jih
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Wireless communications technology has rapidly made its way into most people’s
daily life in Taiwan. This study surveyed 400 college students in the Taichung region
to investigate the relationship between Internet services and convenience features of
mobile phones. The results showed that there were two distinct segments among
cellular phone consumers—the pragmatic and the hedonic. The hedonic consumers
preferred the availability of general information and entertainment services, valuing
in particular the ability to access a wide variety of services with small and
light-weight wireless devices. In contrast, the pragmatic consumers were
function-minded; they valued basic and value-added functions of the cellular phones.
Significant differences in demographic data were also found with regard to service
and convenience features. Willingness to shop with cellular phones was positively
associated with easy access to a wide variety of services anytime and anywhere and
the cellular phone’s small size and light weight.

Keywords: e-commerce, internet, convenience, mobile commerce



