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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the factors that affect the
acceptance intention of service robots in the service counter situation, targeting
general consumers who have experience using robots. Based on the UTAUT2
model, we investigated the effects of robot—related characteristics (perceived
anthropomorphism, perceived interaction) and user characteristics (perceived risk,
self—efficacy) on acceptance intentions. We collected data from 308 individuals
and used factor analysis and structural equations for hypothesis testing. Analysis
showed that perceived anthropomorphism, self—efficacy, performance
expectations, effort expectations, and hedonic motivations influenced use
intentions. Furthermore, it was confirmed that perceived anthropomorphism
influences performance expectations and pleasure motivations, and that perceived
risk influences effort expectations. Perceived interaction and self—efficacy
affected both UTAUTZ2 variables. In order to provide a better customer—centric
service environment, we explored the factors that must be prepared before
considering technology. We hope that we can provide academic significance and

practical suggestions for future research.

Keywords . Service encounter, Service robot, UTAUT2, Technology
acceptance, Intention to use
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MHIA 222 AT =& 20 S 0IX= 2010 28t A3

Hl gkl Abglel A ole] RO Auls 2ol ALEHWA 20308744 Al A
A Qlgel of 25%% AAL aow}z Xd%é}‘ziﬂ} 9] won A@ A 4
O~

%Oi iEE‘ﬂﬁﬂ }«] *Wli =25 ﬂﬂﬂi(Pepper)t
AA 200070 o]de] 7oA AR Tl FAFE AtwE AMH|E= 2R og WHEAE
gedata kish, e (Nao)v= A AlIAIH &2 13,000t o]/4o] dujslo] A-gx i
91t} (Belanche et al., 2020).

AMu| 2 S MH 2 Al At o] 2R ow HSEHA AH2 4bgle] =R
LS 71ES Mul= dengd s gE g o® T4t (Ivanoy et al., 20
19; Osei et al., 2020). Au]2 ZXo| #3F M3 ALSLe e za=ol w3
A et 1A olrE vFal o (Kiesler & Hinds, 2004), ZH[xFe] <Q1x],
A A #AHo] AGE v Es AAo| G (YEE, 2021). Kim & Kang(2023)]A4 HRI
A =94, AR Al oAbl A o] asttial A5eksit.

Ivanov et al(2019)2] A5tol wpaw, AMu]xs 230 FQ A o F Q7 (a7
2ol tigh Q14 2 B /48, B AE, AR BT, 23 vl Ae A8, 2
Mgt sol dom, Aujs Bl 5&"41 okl A Amjatel Alde] 23 AREI
olrol] ¥ste] FE 22X AS g H Mg #we A7 ol EAg Y. Tung
Au(2018)¢] A+to wewd, Mux 2Re HiAste Ao e =59 AE

%9 HRI(Human robot interaction)®] F& el AT @& HRIC #3 A4%=
=407 Hstaldeh oE 5o 2R 9, owx] H 54 1A, bAoA
Eodor dAstE 2Ee] HAHAS Adxor 233 (Amelia & Patterson,
2022). T8k AH|A 2RI ddste] vkt anjap 8ol @k dgdTTE o] o
Ago ol AT HREL 7]|E58 23 (Technology Acceptance Model: TA
M)E SAHor Avxt =83 A48 &SR T (Kim et al.,, 2013; Wirtz et a
., 2018; Murphy et al., 2019). X5k, TAMES-S ICT 37 w3} 2 thefFst ¢4
ATE 0] WHISHA EEbAY WREzte] A Aol digh Aol A k(A
garwal et al., 2000). o2& F&ollM Mu]s 2ol Bt 7=, Mujs 8 B
H AF AFES o7 x27] @A ‘ﬂ 2 Q= Aow Hoxith

o]oﬂ H O:]:,LL §J—X]—_‘E] 551-7]% 3é

om Noox R it Mz owg

(Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use
of Technology 2)(Venkatesh et al., 2012)& #&3lo] 23} 7|29 EXo o3t
Aujz 2R e o9 gl wX= HEEY x4 4% dAE ASsked &
Aol 9low t}Sy o] FrhR AF EAES R}

AR, AU 23R A4 £E EE selsld AFd AT
7}

)
=

0,
rlo
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A7 BAS EHaor

A, AUl 230 A4 8 omd] G M AAFS FAUN
ARPAes FF AL R 9F 2908 E5e3 2o add o] I
A5t 53] 71E Ag Ald mie] Beld, $E4g4oR Q8 WS &
st HRIS 4] thste] we Aol 9Am A4 AT Fa A4z ¥ AF
23] BH(IAAAH 54 E4) 0

o HERE Aot mEbA
ZRE Ve 8 '2RE AT

Aulz 233 A 548 oldlet
7Fe/d& wolelal st 7]
Aot ALl ApEARe]
UTAUT29] W5 7]
S 1#g HRI #- =
AREAE 8ol ol of gl FES WA =A A RSk
& vk AR ARS A A= ?l
FelM ¥ 2 A A Ans 44E Al
A Thsd Ao o ettt

1. o]&4 A7

2.1 M| X (Service robot) ¥ A H] 2217 H (Service encounter)

ZHRE FslE duk fojolXt oY Jder BES HdT & v A =
T = 'icﬂ'% 9111]'8}% A 50] ZHEF(Robota & Capek, 1920)0 4 dA¥ =4
< 54 =94 < Fdstes 22 ady s 74 xS AWt International

Federation of Robot1cs(2016)°ﬂ/\1L el 2ES Y A3 of ZE Aol S Al
1%k ¢lzbolu} Ao F-83 AS S 2 ow AHosith w3 Wirtz et al
(2018)9] ATrollA ®=XE '2Ao uAN s A&stal FAlstH AMu|2E Alyst
= Az=d 7|k A8 Thsat AEAR1 IE o] AR g &gt

A2 Fofe A o] mAe thekel T (A Ao, 52 A, 73
g, = 9 OHH =S Y3 th(Hao, F., 2021).

H AH s 2R ALSE 37 vdd el AMuls wgo A A8 H T (Lu et al.,
2020). FEgh E1r g 7= (A A, & A, FH 5)S &t wig, FE 2
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ME[A 2RO AR £& 2/20 FEE OlAs 220

et
o
e
4

oty 58 F3TH(Hao, F., 2021). AH]x ZX3} 7Ho olga 7|4 EYoR
71 Aol o]Eetd MH| A AAYS AMH 2 AlEate] WsE e A S AR
of FA7} ALY uAo|M 2RI mAoR wp L JAtH(Hu et al., 2021). AH]x

A = 53] g Ao 52 A =E5 g gtk 22 okt Xdd FA F
A R wE wpxlo] 54 o] gt wjAo Aula BRE Algts A5 A S
UE HHY Jd¥o R FFEo] ddHI HYstH ZE&AH AH|AE AFsE L
A8 AFAZ Qe dTH(Choi et al., 2020; Kim & Kang,2023). T3} Belanch

e et al(2020)9] Aol W2 Au]2~ 2HE Ax] B AlEHo)dd 45 A3t 7]
e 7R Z1ed AARAM, Z1AG Aol | Mu|A SN 7= A

o 1
Ueh a7k 45 A8l @l 4 ot FEe s Ttw $gsgon ozl
Mze AT Bobd AAEI nAe) Fojg fEstul, Auag ATt AR

A eke] e A-gs or] gkt

A2 ARl e mRa ) AT AES
ofoln, Ao FF AR Au|Ea ZmA 2] ofT] T
u et al., 2021; Tung et al., 2017; Davenport et al., 2020). I ZFTolA % ‘AH]
17} E]'&, Davis & Heineke(2003)& "mA3} Au]2e] whyd &8 'xjuj 9] #
F'olgkal s3laL, Keaveney(1995)% "4} Xuj2 Fde] Q14 o a8 o
2 ol /\W]/\ ol dofA sk AR Al tiH (face—to—face) &
2lgo0 2 & 4 9o (Solomon et al.1985), =7ttjypd|o} & ALe] CEOS! Jan Car
zone ‘Z1A 9] ~v—7}(moment of truth: MOT)'olgk 7/l o= ‘uA3 7]e] AH]
27 whue Exbeletal A AT Al FE AT ARET A H| 2 FofdA]
Arl 2 QI7bH Ol S8 Hgk HAF AxEal o /‘131* A7FEE = ALk A

o

7t EAle] o] FolA = AH]29 E—M—% ZhA AL o, ue] e Ags Fas)
Al 7)== Auj2 Ao oA JidS oldlstE A 'é—}FZnO]‘:} Kim & Kang (2
023)9] AfoMm An]~ ﬂﬂ%ﬂ% AR 8-S AASE FAlel HAshE
o <l A A= A A5 Faste] A

2
H2 QIR EE mAS 2R el WASE EAge] gAletn gelsgon
H A2 QIZHEE SHY 23 #H AFEe] @33 ARHAJYTH(ENF 5, 2
020; Belanche et al., 2020; Pitardi et al., 2020; Stock & Merkle., 2017; Paluch e
t al., 2020; Wu et al., 2021)

2.2 3349 715229 (UTAUT2)

rlo

o

71 8 2okolM dE] 28 EPL TAMEF L Davis(1989)7F Aletstgion,
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tre] A7RES T8 Ve 78 A4 A vE F oAde S oF o
Z3kslo] 3w o] 9kt}(Venkatesh & Bala, 2008). 8 W42 A3 7)o,
I, AFsA G H3 235 AAEd 2719 7s F8& ol&L
oA A2 Alz=®le] figh AFExEe] 8 W A H AMES A
2 A8 AHde 5715 T8 odFH T Venkatesh et  al(2012)2 H=F4
(Hedonic motivation), 7+4 7Fx], F3& F7ste] & Ay 7MY SHHF A
Wi Ad, A9S 24 HFE AR 339 E53|E580lE (UTAUT2)S A8
Aok AgEe] & BMFE SEFoEN FE&A ogret T o Fo] Ho
t}(Taiwo & Downe, 2013). TAMEEH S t}ok3t JAHSFE
kA W Zgvke Aol EAlsk, 71Ee] Ve rE& o] 40~5
S ZA 0 UTAUTEE S 70%9] dW=S 2= Ao 5
o A 71 Falo] A&HA R AuAs AlE B AL
el 2 Aol BE oot ue Veag AHadds 3= o
&3 tH(Hao, F.,2021). AW i%ﬁr #EF 7E S8 AT R
102 ARt &3 AA QRS @A ATH(Wirtz et al.,, 2018). =
m et al., 2019), Folg]& EOl:oﬂAM AR 23 (Murphy et al., 2019), &&%
Mz Aol e Fmol= ZE(Kim et al., 2019) 5 F¢, ¥4, &5 5 oF
g Fofol Al am| A} g #et HdPAFrt EA s} AT 2

P

N

<o IR o

N,
OPH oX, F-E oo

A

Cxl
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fr
o,
N
N
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=
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011‘ =
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v

2R AYPAFE= AMujs BHo] ofd BE HA, Fx2 L A5 22 7 o
AZF5 ol glth(Ivanov et al., 2019; Tung & Law, 2017). 3 Au]2~ 2 ik o

Mol 7leEgg Rde A8 A8 ds wol REe Aot g, 2021).

gk oy Foke] 2E Ve £ AFelA UTAUTZ @& W57F AREAE G280
fongt Qs v AoZ AFEEA}H(Lorella et al.,, 2022; Guggemos et al.,
2020). <E1>2 AMu|= Fofol 7| w8 #g A AF-olt

<H1> Az Fop ] 1% 54 #d 48 A7

A A8 ot % [% 58 d9E
Li et al(2022) .
Stock & Merkle(2017) Service encounter TAM
Amelia & Patterson(2022) Retail banking Robot
Lorella et al(2022) Healthcare UTAUT
39 et al(2021) Self—service
; Hotel
Lee & Kim(2021) Robot UTAUT?
Hao(2021) Hospitality Self—service
Lin & Gursoy(2020) Robot AIDUA
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s 2] E AEA £E %

H| L
k9] QstpAE FHHom B4t
o

92 Agsac. w9, oled =

Q‘L
x2
)
Wy =
e
2o oo m oo o @ K

o1el AHa A G, FA

R

D g
e, =9 ol ¥ AT Aital
=
RN

3ted UTAUT2 29 F
Agetta dekegich 2 Aol AR A BEE <ad 1>3 drh

A
H

2 1> A4+ 23 (Research model)

QIx|E ofolst

dat 7|

H9

H14

B2t 57|

7| 25

H19

3.1.1 A3 7] (Performance expectancy)
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43 71vl= TA
049] eEAlol| T80 S
08)e] Aol m=Ew, =2 A 7|de  A&B[Rp9 7]%—?%01] ;ﬁ@‘d e
X, ARg2Ee] 8 ok E AWE ¢ Qe AEd dAWFEA dEixd 9
b (Agarwal & Prasad, 1998). vl AdgAFoA AMAY] AFoLo] F
AR g HA= FE& gddewE WP (Wu & Lee, 2017). Lee et
al(2021)9] ATl A A3 7= 7164 SHoRE Bis A&t AREAtel Al 1A
T, Wold B maAde Awsty s olie Suisted & vkl e Sl
Lorella et al(2022)¢] ¢lgtol A dlxAo] 3ol Ay A7l AL o ol

n xS 18k th. Guggemos et al(2020)9] W&E ZHR|MZ= Ay} 7|7
oo FAA d3kS vl AT Lin & Gursoy(2020)9] AFdAE =&
A= Al 23 A ARG dis] dAvAom 52 59 S22 3

“Z

olr L

N
=

H 10 A3 7t 8 ool Al+]19 d&Fs vd Aot

w
—
N}
fr
1

719 (Effort expectancy)
== e ARRAE Vles AREE o HERtY BRE ou|st, Zlsd o

3 s s T T8 Wgolth(Venkatesh et al., 2008; e 5, 2022).
AMzE 71 ARgel #3544 23E S3AAE F A WA 57

olo 2 MW ri(Karahanna et al., 1999). =3k =38 7|l&= 1Zio] QAX|sl=

As Aul 2~ A Ze 2RI Ao AEste d 2as AEA, AANA w=ge] <

) 71%=%H(Lin & Gursoy,2020). Av]= #d A3 A F 53

e A ARz Ve 8 = =" 7div A dFES

c}, z‘s} ARE Lin & Gursoy(2020)2] 7o wEm =& 5o w8 7= Al

5 G tiete] iAol Hrtel] RAARI FEgFS WA=

o

o2

I

Do

()

\o)

T
b3t rlo tlo o o

H 2 g 7 58 o gl+]9 932 vA Aoluh

3.1.3 AFH3 %=7] (Hedonic motivation)
%7] UTAUTE A4 5715 Hodd= 2400 3331y 75 7HHd 4S5 F
A}, AN, 75 7Fx9 Quirt As 7R 2 i}%}ﬂtﬂ Venkatesh et al(2012)&

A B1E Forsgeh AuA A A% £§ R AEES g A Alst
e A% A gl st wAe AH B ¥ L4% AgAe W% JEt %

104 MHE)| A7 Q83 A moa M1z 20239 39



ol FFHoE ALE AFS FIFS WA A ©rk Eg Lorella et al(2022)¢] AT+
oA EAxAo] 2R A F7|7F AE e FEFS HHS SRIsSIth
A

Tk Lee et al(2021)9] AF-olA AbgEo] Anj~ 233 Jsz-83 of 33t
= AV EAES AAA FodEdg S HEe s e etta sl

Lin & Gursoy(2020)+= #d] Aol A5 SAZ 7|odd d+= 49 534 2
< #H=FHA FEel dig ZdivE o won, 53] & £ #AFH w718 R 1
Mo Al A7 A= Aekek Ao~ d5e 7 Qo Abgeted v B

kel Ea
wlo] Bashx vk A4 glu.
H 3 923 $7]s 58 oo gl+]e 932 v seluh

3.1.4 AAE <93 (Perceived Anthropomorphism)

o Qlst= Qlzko] ofwd el 1zte] 5A4& Fofdt= Zol™, Yuan et al(2019)9]

Aol wEw oRlstE vt AHES QlAske WAS WA Ittt Qs
23 AT A wlg- Fagh asolm, oRlistel ARgAF & Ato] ] A= HRI &3
oA FHAEA SFHATHQiu et al., 2022; Tung & Law, 2017; Xiao & Kumar,
2019; Lu & P.,Zhang, 2021). Murphy et al(2019)o A% A2H|A}e] AES FA 5=
o oJQlst g4+ Al s grh shARE AH| A~ Z3to] ik a7 &
3 o913t ke thA RESFoH(Li et al, 2022). oJ¢lst AAZ} Aed EA (7
4, 34, 54 ) vAgA S, =, F, v 5)& X, gFE AH
= & AZol7} EAH(Epley et al., 2008; Yam et al., 20
T ASA AolA s syt 7w FEed SAAR S A= slew
e A 9 (Fraune et al., 2020; Tussyadiah & Park, 2018), t}J& dAFoAE= A
Al ko7 YebgtHLin & Gursoy,2020). T3 Aol = 9|Qld) 5o wE
B4l gyl E3)3 F#47](Uncanny Valley)E ZZ3cH(Murphy et al., 2019;
Xiao & Kumar, 2019). 1x1# eJQlste] Aol wpz} AAfE2 23] 3% 59
of tigk A& AAst olggt 7|t o Axrt A S uf AAHES 2ol o
3} o]&& i (Paetzel—Pritsmann et al.,, 2021; Yam et al.,2020). Lu & P.,Zhan
g(2021)9] AT+ 9RlIste] Arrt &7t A a9E A, At Bol
Seh7bd FA4AQ anE Belvka a9tk Kim & Kang(2023)¢] ATolAe =2
o] oIt AM|ApY] AMuH]A BZR o & oLE HAuAEHoR AAsts Fag W
T2 s mebA Ax ¥ oQlste= AREALe] 146l B d3S mHtH(Pandey
& Gelin, 2018; Walters et al., 2008).
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H 4: A" olsl= 8 ool Al+]19 d3F= vE Aol
H 50 A1E o dsk= A3 7ol Al+]9] d&Fe vd Aot
H 6: dA1¥ odsk= =8 7ol Al+]9] d&Fe vd Aot
H 7: A" sk A s7lo Al+]e] dFe A Aol

3.1.5 Q1R A A5 28 (Perceived Interactivity)

AAE Fe ARG AR A} FEAES o A Aoy et
| g AN ER Ao & vk A" Ao dE AU HAHE <+
7Vskar Ytk (McMillan et al., 2002). 71& AFEo|A Aax8A4S 7|&H0] Aoz

—1 O ]
FFekel ARAQ AR o7 A3 del AAH ATAEHL oA FuhHo
2 sk Adelth(A71E B 2009 FH% 5, 2009). FAF AA A E 9l
A1 AEAGHE AL Sl W Aol EATHEITA &

N

£e5 ARG BFAE ARG ERelgn HYAASH, A Go et al(2020)9)
Aol WEw AR FEAEE Al 23] Ud Lulge] A4 S ° B4
oeba ¥rE ut gk,

H 8 dAd d=zhg2 g3t 7ol Al+]19] d&d= nZd Aol
H 9: A Fazhge 8 ko Al+]o] dFs A Zelvt
H 10: 1A1€ & ZIehell A+]19] 2

=)
|
ANt oo Al+]e] dFL vA Aolth

3.1.6 1XE $18 (Perceived risk)

1A H ol ALLAV) AFE e AMH2E el W, =3 A" diE ¢
e 7= 714E o n| st} (Bauer, 1960; Kapser & Abdelrahman,2020)2] <&d5-9j
A AE fde] wieg ii/l T8 93-S oM, Song et al.(2022)2] ATl
M A" 938 7w 7P AEE SHA I3 vA= el &
g QIAE S99 Xﬁ]%aol 25E F&st=d Aol =9 7idigt A 7
= ZAAste T8 FQlolArh. Anja 2RI 22 IS ARja 4 =ye A4
G- AR Ve 8 AAA AEA Fdo] EAE £ Joerr, R AFS
A= gl digk olai7F Basit) AT E2 il Vs 8% A~
22X oigh AT FES AR SHE v AxEal glorE FAFAR
Qlofl tigt A7F B Q3vh(Kirwan & Grainne, 2016).

H 120 JIAE 982 A3 7ol F-[-19 93s # A Aotk
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ote - YeH - AGE

AT HAS GAs7] st FHA 13 o] AMul 2R o] gk 7ol
EAsHE AtEo R dAstglon, AEA dEEd AMua QA7FEEH Sk Aquja
25 gk 7242 7T F AMEE AwWele] TE8] old & A FofstEH
eHyslgit}. B AFE Qg AE FAE 2T glA A FAR dEFS EF 20
2339 1€ 9UFH 1€ 1349714 A& ZAIE JYS it & 78679 Iy & =5
Aol §lE 17482 Ao, 38 A8 T @W 75 dAAH 5 5 F
Hol BAAstta s dolHE Al9ste] HE:Ho= 30879 SHS s
S JAgsint. HAFHow FHE AFHEA] EAS <E 2>9F Pt

Ao AAE FAs 7] st Abs| e FAIEA 23l SPSS 233 FERW
A RPFEA T2l AMOS 238 AFEEglth AR SEAEY AFEAH &
A& gbelslarab SPSS 23S AFESle] Wik BAS AASta, AlEA 2 ElgA 24
S Algedn AFEE AS5S siAE AT E d3d SAHo| ®o] 2ol A
2nrlE &3 (Cronbach’s alpha) AlFE ©]&3}3H.

AMOS 23& &8st Zgel tigk Aot BdEs ATerion, 214 89l
X (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)S &3] 239 7y A= 2 #d g
T2 A=slg. AxHorm FxUAA BIPo A W AFgLZ Fold T A=
TS S8 AU Ui 2SS AYskieh 28 A=A CFI9F TLI= .90
ol AF £ APLE, RMSEA+« .05 o|stolH £ AL, .08 o]stol™ A jtsh
nygog woditt
<i 2> mEe ety 54 (n=308)

T W (N) T8 (%)
i 153 49.7%
] 14 155 50.3%
A 308 100%
1) 920—294) 74 24.0%
2) w30—394) 88 28.6%
o] 3) TH0—494) 92 29.9%
4) B50-594) 54 17.5%
FHA 308 100%
2) 13 90 29.2%
SLIE= 3) 23 76 24.7%
21 A | 4) 33 o4 142 46.1%
A 308 100%
1) A 30 7.8%
2] 2) AHA/#E A 143 43.2%
3) 715/ 13 3.9%
4) AqR]A/Ad94 18 5.8%
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5) A&A4 38 11.7%
6) A9< 19 6.2%
7) FEY 12 3.9%
8) 5 44 14.0%
9) 7€} 11 3.6%
A 308 100%

1) 28344 10 3.2%
2) AEFA G AdedA 27 8.8%
3) F714 15 4.9%
4) AxGOALEEL e 9]) 67 21.8%
N i 5) BAl#AHY 16 5.2%
6) ICT AH]~ 12 3.9%
7) 7€ 94 30.5%
8) Ak Sl 67 21.8%
A 308 100%

1) 1A /)t 5 1.6%
2) 1~2A ¢ 42 13.6%
3) 2~3A 7t 81 26.3%
4) 3~4A 7k 69 22.4%
5) 4413t 27 111 36%
A 308 100%

ai
D)
52
30
o
(d
it
ol
=l
e
Fel
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)
2
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38
O

AFHEF = 4t x5 A=} = A=
Q1A ¥ 2] Q1 5}1 2.09 0.947 0.813 0.369

1A= Q1A 2] 21 3}2 2.25 0.987 0.551 —0.429

o]l 3} Q1A #9911 3}3 2.03 0.972 0.935 0.362
Q1A o) Q1 5} 2.09 1.001 0.719 —-0.252

MB| 227 G 83| 4] m24@ m1S 2023 3 109



FE g1 2.72 0.945 0.126 —-0.692
1A= AR N ) 2.68 0.99 0.166 | —0.772
A5 A8 d 32843 3.31 0.976 -0.539 -0.121
FE g4 3.05 0.974 —-0.304 —-0.315
AA 9131 3.56 0.831 —0.609 —-0.039
NEE! AA A2 2.98 0.938 —-0.08| —0.795
9] %) A H 9193 2.87 1.044 0.124 -0.772
AAE 24 3.3 0.953 -0.341 -0.194
A7) 7% 7 3.6 0.744 -0.349 -0.138
N A7) BTS2 3.55 0.787 —0.314 —-0.131

A7 &3 —
A7 &2 573 3.49 0.78 —0.154 —-0.403
A7) &S 74 3.14 0.835 —0.059 -0.018
43 7)1 3.09 0.889 0.023 -0.2
e Eﬂ 71 )2 3.14 0.935 —0.034 —0.695
d7 7113 3.09 0.903 0 —-0.092
¥ 71di4 3.36 0.814 —-0.356 0.293
=4 7|91 3.67 0.741 —-0.68 0.51
p— =9 7|2 3.66 0.781 —0.477 0.345
=4 7|3 3.55 0.766 -0.613 0.73
=9 7|4 3.19 1.035 —-0.029 -0.91
A 5711 3.33 0.816 0.038 -0.025
Aea %) et 5712 3.07 0.818 0.149 0.007
NeA 5713 3.63 0.794 —0.464 0.424
# et F714 3.64 0.852 -0.537 0.28
T8 9=l 3.56 0.782 —0.206 0.08
- 8 9gr2 3.24 0.876 —0.276 —0.334
& &3 3.17 0.878 —-0.096 -0.327
T8 94 3.56 0.902 —0.638 0.37

4.2 A% D BRAY £
A EE B3 7he] A3 o7 E #dst= 7ldelt). Cronbach's alphas o]
A}, dHbA o7 Cronbach’s alpha’} 0.7 o]dd A$- A=

110

(Hair et al., 2006). & A9 SAHAWHFE 3] ANF=E

oo

LR

o] Cronbach's alpha Al$=7F 0.7 o|Aolmg RE =

2 o 5 gtk AFE BA Ade <m4>sh gk
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x%(p) 1191.584(.000)
x?/df 1.814
A A A 05~.08 MAZL> A,
RMSEA .051(.047~.056)
<.10 & 7I'5
i TLI .907 >=0.9
SR CFI 917 >=0.9
<x%6> JiId A= 2 HF 5§ H2S
H o QA AA | SE. C.R. P AVE CR
QA o] el sH4 1.000
A== RREBRER 0.962 0.052 | 18403 [ wes | | o
o] 91 3} 17 ¥ 2] ]15}2 0.922 0.055 | 16.922 | == ‘ ‘
A g ol elstl 0.812 0.054 | 14.902 | w#xx
A4 1.000
AA PR 0.974 0.085 | 11.412 | #x=
5 7L A] Fe 82 1.206 0.089 | 13.577 | = | 0081 | 0840
RSN 1.029 0.083 | 12.387 | k=
e A H 934 1.000
o1 A H9HA3 1.376 0.149 9.22 wx | 0.524 | 0.853
4 AR 2 1.025 0.111 9.232 otk
7] A7) & %573 0.856 0.072 | 11.813 | #*x
L 27 & 572 1.000 0.526 | 0.858
asH A7) &5 7 0.704 0.069 | 10.228 | wxx
47 714 1.000
i FEEIEE 1.322 0118 [ 11201 [ wer |
71 A3 7)Y2 1.454 0.124 | 11.696 | wxx : :
A= 711 1.248 0.115 | 10.852 | ==
vy w2 7|3 1.006 0.068 | 14.718 | w#xx
== 71g2 1.034 0.07 14.856 | s 0.637 0.896
714 wel 7)1 1.000
A=A 5714 1.000
A= HS4 E703 1.042 0.093 | 11.208 | w#x
=7 #H 5712 1.100 0.096 | 11.434 | wer | 0043 | 0:826
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T8 &1 1.000
& BT 1.048 0.071 | 14.704 | wex | 000 | oo
9% 8 &3 1.112 0.07 | 15.895 | wxx : :
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3ol A AFEA, 18a 5 f314 84 A4 IFS vHS gl
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<X 9> AF B MF A}
A= HEF38 | ®EF3 A=
. . S.E. t P
from to AAT | EAAT 5
SRk 43 7 0.179 0.300 | 0.045 | 3.992 | sx A=
) w2 7Y 0.026 0.037 0.045 | 0.567 | 0.57 7]z}
ol<lst A4 571 0.219 0.339 0.050 | 4.349 ok EE
017 % w2 7)Y 0.138 0.166 0.063 | 2.214 | 0.027 ) el
N et E71 | 0133 0.170 | 0.066 | 2.031 | 0.042 | A=
oS BENEY 0.195 0.269 | 0.061 | 3.226 | 0.001 | A=
43 714 0.020 0.025 0.049 0.421 | 0.674 712k
olxE 9 = 7)o -0.102 | —0.108 | 0.052 | —1.968 | 0.049 ) e
A4 7] | —0.053 | —0.060 | 0.054 | —0.986 | 0.324 712+
A we | =3 7™ 0.757 0.776 | 0.076 | 10.003 | sxx A=
HH F7] 0.384 0.419 0.067 5.737 otk A =
A3 71 0.301 0.354 0.059 5.113 ko A=
Q1 x]=
-0.100 | —0.145 | 0.047 | —2.114 | 0.034 A el
]2l 3}
o1 =)=
0.050 | 0.060 | 0.059 | 0.846 0'839 7]zt
A5 A .
= F& o=
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A3 71 0.555 0.482 0.088 6.3 otk A=
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HF4 57 0.603 0.564 0.086 7.026 sk ) e
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2 OiFE Tl A-HAA HAIe AL &vjxte] AA] W AlE #AH] AFTF &
S = & #He 2A7] Ed2 TAME TAoRE AH|A =83}
AA QS 1ZSHTH(Kim et al.,, 2019 ; Murphy et al., 2019; Park et al., 2013;
al.,, 2018). ¥ AFddA = 71& 789 Aol 2 UTAUTZ RES F

©oegreletan st A QbR gl 2Re A,
Az W AR e Bogle]l 2R wbNE Ag AW £kl AFse] 4

& 7Fede A

A, el Ak el Feivg] WstE AR 17keE $hgo] vhke Auja 23
Eo] TAstagitk(Ivanov et al., 2019 ; Osei et al,, 2020). o]32 719 74
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MHIA 2RO ALEXA 8 X0 S DIR= olo e AT

FIFE A= Ao=Z YR
AR, AREAE 54 W T Arlasiade EE Wy #9
2 UetRt #HS Az MHls B 253 22 stolH A
7o) e & g et dtEe] YERY Mﬂr(Yeoh et al., 2022 ; Balakrishna
n et al., 2022; Han et al., 2020). © &= F&stede] 24
S

222 A FY 8 AT FES A5 F dsel = 11 42 ARg o= o]o]A]7]
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of Fa wWelolgta & & Slvh Q1AF el E =9 7ol JhEdR AqEE
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o] FoArgel Badh HeA, A wme] &S ouste =HIItrt A4 9
Aol Aol wel GFS vATI, a1l AFS =7A FEF A= o] F

astths AS EAselTh

AT s AAR S ek 2 A, Muls 23] AT ES diyE
71 B S AT iR Aula dfugle] wEr 2 owid e d
4o dTshE stolste] I or HFE Al 23 Akjle] Hd S tivlsh] e
& AR FWe A 54 2ddES Fofeditke Aot ols =EdE ZES
ol 2R dd a5 2nATE g4 Vles sEeks glo] agord Wes
ol =& 7Fed Ae AAMRT EF, 8 okdd B3 dAve Ve 78 BEe 7
gto 2oty AEI} AulA7E AREE = g B JRAle] SAE 9 arefE o] ATt

T [} =
Akl /\WV\ ii/] = 1—3— 2RI} A AUl vt S AlAR T
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