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ABSTRACT

At the high widespread rate of the Internet era, the time spent on the
Internet among knowledge workers has gradually increased. Because of this
trend, these people have spent an alarming proportion of their work time on
message communications tools, such as emails. Problems arising from e-mail
management make users helpless particularly when they have to deal with
information overload. Problems caused by inefficient e-mail use would
directly/ indirectly affect the time resource, inevitably increasing time pressure
to the workers. Therefore, it is essential for knowledge workers to understand
how to use e-mail efficiently to heighten their productivity.

This study adopted Creswell’s three-phases mixed methods to investigate our
research issues. First, this study investigates the e-mail usage behavior of knowledge
workers through an in-depth literature review and a focus group discussion. Then, a
sample survey method, along with a social cognitive theory and a goal setting theory,
was adopted to investigate how personality affects perceived control of time in the
context of e-mail handling. The third phase includes a quasi-experimental field study
carried out in an organizational setting to examine the effects of an e-mail
management training program on e-mail self-efficacy, e-mail-specific time
management behavior, and time control over e-mail use.

The important findings in phase one include : 1) people are ruled by e-mail, but
they think otherwise; 2) in daily usage, many weaknesses of e-mail are turned into
strengths; 3) an information system background does not necessarily lead to
sophistication in using e-mail tools; 4) e-mail is regarded as a print medium rather
than an interactive medium; 5) e-mail to a large extent replaces face-to-face
communication in the workplace; 6) e-mail users use the carbon copy and forwarding
features habitually and not out of necessity; 7) users do not usually handle
work-related and personal e-mail messages separately; and 8) users seek opportunities
to learn about e-mail functionality out of convenience, but these are not attained with
ease. A contrast between these findings and conventional wisdom concludes this study.

In addition, we also conclude efficient e-mail usage approaches in this phase and



develop the questionnaire for the next stage.

Based on data collected from 251 knowledge workers in second phase, the
results show that personality predicts perceived control of time in e-mail handling and
work through both e-mail-specific time management behavior and e-mail self-efficacy.
In addition, higher e-mail self-efficacy leads to improved e-mail-specific time
management behavior.

The field experiment in third phase includes 280 subjects, with 175 subjects in
the experimental group, and 105 subjects in the control group, the ANCOVA results
show that, after the training, the subjects exhibited greater e-mail self-efficacy and
better time control over e-mail use but not paid more attention to e-mail-specific time
management behavior According to the study reported here, this employee training

program leads to a perceived time saving of about 17%.

Keywords: Knowledge worker ~ e-mail specific time management behavior ~
e-mail self-efficacy ~ perceived control of time ~ e-mail management

training ~ mixed approaches research design
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%‘J‘%T R RAJIAENE R T RASRE > A IR T R EER G B



' o xf v 2 ¢k > Burgess etal. (2005) » 47 817 AIEER i 90515 R 3E 0 Ao
BN TR LD TR HARER 1 0EY E A R
Ao L RFAEEINEER YR CHMERZ I BTy A piiE s &
BB g4 GALR Y E TR L (R o AL R F AR AR
FEG L FPER R E RG] o Flt o MEFER Y HEHHIERES B
B0 TS ENE R E ALY 7 e 9L L nR B o Frazee (1996) A 7
2 égé\%li.ﬁmv'ﬁm Thfed E o4 FPE AT IR éﬁ‘—”‘”l{'*’*‘i
e B L o PR RS R 4 BB g o A SR
SefE o A R PRACE L2 AN A g TG R L 4o e (Burgess
etal, 2005) - %ﬁ’ﬁ*37f%ﬁ?w4mﬁﬁﬁ;,xgﬁﬁﬂﬁ*g
iR e A R SEACE- e SR NS
Foe oy T3 EEER &%m%?ﬁMmm(WM)wﬁﬂmﬁﬁgg
2. FF (e ,3&?%‘2%:,,_15%{&) Jpi e Aipip s o T‘ T N s
RRD RS R ERE o 4 G R R S R 2 R

GENE G SRR EEL o SAE R LY - BEL AR BP PR
HWogd ~FFMETHRABLE HY Ee- gy A

p\i
PBLERY PR é‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁfﬁ@*ﬂ’*ﬁﬁﬂ%@ﬁi v B H '%fﬁ‘é &8 2F 5 A

S

& SR PR o Gl4e > Markus (1994) % 5dg R 1 F B R S EEF R
Hu N 1 8 NELAR )f%%ﬂ—*’ "*vfl‘f‘y? % o Valacich, Paranka,
Geogrge, & Nunamaker (1993) + 45 i1 3 F #Ri2 3§ & & * 3t 2 K iF ¥

F o ey pFiF ‘«‘34’7?\‘%4{*7}?5 i %BT"%B* RIS A I R U R
WO o e Moo FEPES ~ PYiE TRl g B4 gk o

I

> P:\.LIFFEF&@ 4

AR LA AR LAY o R AR dRbArs (%
AP S - X > Robinson ¥ Godbey (2005 ) 4p 11 igfE LA 1965

EF MBS AR F 0 3T & G B LR f E00 2003 &0
3 RATEF IRty ﬂ/};ﬂz’%%&ﬁfri@]/\g&ﬂp»}; 35 .| pE Ak P pE
B ek B TR LG S A iR o LT AR L ie-
R RS U S ety R R AN DRt S

PR HE T e s s £ A BT I A > - e S kL
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hz RBPEERD AR « TRZTOF BEEE EIBT 7 BiriB
dow L E Rk R - RO IRk g AL FEeng P ipd P R
AN A Phom BREHOES o F A THEFEE AR AL
PFEE2NAMY I BB SR e a Ti0Es 2 5 SRR B R DL
BoF o A B A BRL AL E o V- BRELET TR
TR REA PR FEFS R R G R o

FRT0E®S Y EC ERAEEPFE T L (time scarcity) K 4L
23 © 4k Godbey (2003) #7% - Linder (1970) #usrp i 7 &LjF ¥t
PR (time deepening) j o PERF R HE L o dp DR AR KA S ki
§ ok - PR R- E e B A F € RIS A AR A N4
B PR E A RAM - Fa TR § R AR RRT
PirgpMa1e@ - PFRET ML LV PO B f o FaF FE%
{5 enEd BRAE Al - BRFT RH > STILER P § e T P Y
. i“’T"’é c A FEHA D, BTV LR ERRS A S o9
¥ Godbey &7 7 d4p i » PERE R e L B2 1965 & et € & F_Erwin
Scheusch BLZ& 12 B R o T N2 R &M T F3pR - 9+ >
Scheusch £/:& 7 PFRF IR - 30 0 @ d PF i 2o 1 74T 0 20 "] s 7
BAt X3z o Linder w0 83588 T 4 7B 4 ¢ S4eig 1 (Godbey, 2003,
p.480)» @ ZLA it ch RS0 T o Fpt o R T L iR 2t
FERe T3 A APandie a1 &R FAFFFL o

FEE R T S HE 1R o B A RRERRL R o
RAEEE . @ H A LR R RO 2R LR
2FESFIESALANREF LA LEFF LD DI WA ke
¢ #(Interrupt)o§ 7 T F #WE -1 { E-:# e = - Weber(2004 )
A TLFR Rt Eh A AR e F R Ll 0 AR
EEAPCEIOXERS LTI ME RS g L& R
o o APAERS LFEaaemERA o8 bt EHA LT
Rt th- A o R DR G T A PG ERD > B

©amslde PFRFRS o

=
s
e

\
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T RFEERF ARPERTR A

d T FEE A E TR A S - BT o Bilde o APERATE
TS TR W R sl B 24 Balter (2000) 325 fje® ™ pk TR S T
FLWRE R fFRG T 3 0 T R AR P A o A RS AP
BRFAR NP B R 5 ONI0R O o $N T S BB L gL > R BT
B A S - BAFRRANRERGC 3C o

Mackay (1988) 4 &) 784t & Brbq + 2812 e B A = B 5|04 > £ 74
% FR gkb VAL e ?IE PP o Rm o s P2LY 3 T A R
PR Ry S B - £ RRA o Mackay i 0 3 2 AFETFEE LR
FE B AIEE R DR o 4 UG I K B2 A o
Mackay i& - ﬁ%ﬁ%%mﬁﬁi"'% v T U e R E IS FA L e
PP R R I Y R R AR A
( Time-ripping nature ) £7 pF ¥ sn v & £ - & 47 (Cottle, 1976

Lantz (2003) 45 it 7 4 p #12 w f ¥ v & P e > 0 = T dge |
gL -2  fAATE T3 Agl- o p8? chRF7 i 438
{5 P K B RTE enER i 5 F Qb > £t v 1 L 3apE oo Weber
(2004) g 1135 5 A LB Pend Ee GHRTFEME T[> @ igy @

AP T A A 2 E R MR o Weber g AT S f oAk

"B FET 100 A AP 3 OEEF 2 x 0 ‘{f?j‘\% e
B (poiv)e 3R F AR AERRY T I - BEE
AT P WA R G R AR g B S BERAE Mﬁ’“rﬁémmwﬁém
SREFRRA DR FIFT o MNE PR R RESAFTRS SRR o

Bratmee* TR LG AR - LR ENE A4 FEh R

?Z\;&tﬁgu’ ,_r ﬁmfﬁ-ﬁ&*’ ;}z‘ﬂba’}t%%%&ﬁ"é#ﬁ%%‘:m’l f/‘E‘,_-f‘E',,L,l %‘E&*%‘ﬁ
Hagordsd g4 o AN AR T

)

foenig R AT B B A KPR AR S BN T enfp i ek o

-13-



o8 BHAH
AR R BT AR M I 7Y R w0 N G AR L

A
o PR EILH R L ER R AN E o T SRR L AR A AT

"SW

2

- ~ AL g A (Social Cognitive Theory)
(=) At g AT

A ERTEARSARAL TALE Y 2% (social learning theory)
BHeAIADETLIEFTAF-RE > LERELDFREPE - B A g iRy
AR TR p PP RERd C TAFLIRFRRET S
s B4 - Rk (Andersen & Chen, 2002; Mischel & Shoda, 1995;
Mischel, 1999 ) - Bandura (1997,2001 ) 32 % A+ € 3o 4ri2ih i £ & cH L 8L 5
AR AGIE N A > AT AR oS S p e A F o od g
- BAL € SRATILIS B H 1L G OpELEE T A T Ut p Al bt )
FEBAAFE PEL ) - Ko

i

e
b

ol

¥ ¢t » Bandura (1986) ~ # %7 % 3 &2 (reciprocal determinism )
R P o Bandura 335 ¥ A1 g Rl F 5 MR AR 2 F] %R
A o %R AL (person) ~ 5 & (behavior) 14 2 Z 35 (environment )
ZHe KRR ANSEL L ZBFET SRR §EPFR RSB (4o
Bl 2-1)c 23 ahdafe i B4 W p ad B0 ad FREE Ly
o XN AR € X PIHBE R Pﬁ}:‘%’ R E R PR R
(F k4 > 2005) -

RS (self-efﬁcacy) AL AR g BT A ko o@m B
kg snirmh? £ & crfp A2 - (Bandura, 1977, 1982, 1986) » 12 F #-45

W AT AR TR FE BB M
1. pasaig ~ fFg 2 B g2 d R

PR A BAHENRFE - PRI ESEF-PE BAILTEER
H AR B oA 4 i P % (Bandura, 1986 ) ¢ p RN ki PR A ¥ p &
(self-esteem ) g &7+ F - p & g e Ep e ( self-confidence )

- it - fEp AR ehg B (Brett, 1984) ¢ Fit 0 p B RS < o R 0
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T_EF H_p Anaesa eh B & (Gist, Schwoerer, & Rosen, 1989 )- f§ 3 2. »

BESEFR EhREr a p Aorn Pl AR LR FRp Ad
ﬁmw*°Bﬂﬁﬁ?@%3*ﬁ¢%%%M§’QW%*¢
(magnitude ) ~ 3 B (strength) 22 #gd& s 4 (generalization) " % /] | &_
daB AR E R P T EEARR TR A ma‘ﬁ BAFHGFFZIE
PR AR R om Tagda 4 Edp B A P AT R R 3 R R AR -

PG M AL B AR FF Y fia‘ﬂ AR
BMEPER A 5 a4 R (Bandura & Locke, 2003; Stajkovic & Luthans,
1998) 0 7" A Apd 3t i p Asi cnip A > B R P Asma B A o HFE A
Fofi s #Ed o Cervone ¥ Peake (1986) thf= 3 » FHP 1AL € 3R i0

PosPrh o TR A A BT E BT F L s o
2. %% p A reiy (Computer Self-Efficacy; CSE ) £ 3 " x4 IR

BRSSP L BRB R Ao B B A B S 1 F fig 7

B RTI B e o x—_iiﬁfr*ﬁﬁl Pots VAR s B - iy ehfirE B 2
( Torkzadeh & Van Dyke, 2002 ) s>t p A2 (o h - 7 S B2 e *

FROLERE N b REG Ak HRA AL BARY TR E
At p A 4 aitde (Compeau & Higgins, 1995) i3 5 3% 7 77 1 j‘;‘i,i? ey
o p #vazic 3 M (Gist, Schwoerer, & Rosen, 1989; Burkhardt & Brass, 1990;
Martocchio & Webster, 1992 ) - Marakas, Yi, ¥? Johnson (1998) 3% 7 *&
BASTI T LS ES Be e T 0 AN S - R R A T
et KB pdFaiEark s >R p Aok ¢ R (4o Windows
95 & NT4.0) % &2 # Mk * (&4 @ word, spreadsheet, database ) o £

"

\2‘7—.12"]":}";’”

®

A # sy (general computer self—efﬁcacy, GCSE) #ip K 5
7R Rt AR o B A H p oG 4 gl BT T AT fe p ANt
it (task-specific computer self-efficacy, TSCSE ) %La‘;] - LR R

T T R 3 T B AEAIH p A sy g de (Marakas, Yi, &
Johnson, 1998) 2 F gkl p Aoseay (software self-efficacy, SSE ) (Gist et al.,
1989) > rd bigit L300 FRAGL G BT e p ATi G AR L o ¥
poAvatay L RT3 BT Yk W P (Torkzadeh & Koufteros, 1994;
Torkzadeh & Pflughoeft, 1996 )12 2 F #5i¢ * %= 3 (Oliver & Shapiro, 1993;

215 -



Igbaria & livari, 1995)c + 384 %7 3 ‘*%J’Ka‘ﬁ BENE -2 SR e
i MenA A iTiEfrani Y 5 %4 (Barling & Beattie, 1983; Taylor,
Locke, Lee, & Gist, 1984 ) -

3. @ F#iE g Aseiy (E-mail Self-Efficacy; ESE)

ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁipiﬁﬂﬁii%éﬂﬁﬁﬁ%g,&WMaU%@
1989) n4 p A okil cnfr o F 89 ] & § SABA L FEAL > A
PR - RehfrE 1 LA HTE v ért“ s o g B 4o T R TR o
R e e =t LI S S SLE LR A 3
SORAL 0 Fl S HAERILRL T 0 7 5 R R AR B e A 2
Pens B AB AR I MBI LR Y L4 2 mir— T I p Aok
e S RIME AN AP RLTAL B AR R0y

PEo ¥R L B 2 A o AR B e T oA 4 oA Rk (TehfR R o

f
;Ei

BARP M S5 BB g R ERERp A £ & (Internet self-efficacy
scale) » EHUE & RS REREITE T I ME S B/fERIER > T AL
FRAEEI E AR E2 - A A T fw,;l\p?;y_._g__;g@;,

S EETH RSN Py S L e T
LA BERT AR ANRENEEL o APBRBT T
R

BOARE B A R R R A S B g 2 B e ik

\_1
Y

(-:) At p,\.‘.f‘f';m \zm"’ EI *\"% &

731 T A XA & (selfregulation) % 7% B A G av 4 318 p ¢ $r R 2
FOE A blheo RABA B R FHAPMET DR AL (B
5 2005)0 tp AP EHWTE P AL E AT H R A ML FE a4
AR T 4 kS % 2 F P &9 4 (Bandura, 1990) - Bandura -
WA ﬁmﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬂmﬁ#ﬂ%°4®4%*5ﬁ **ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
e > 6140 > Cervone ¥ Williams (1992) # 77 F & 4 € 3k 2 F|#enp & @

ﬁwAM£aifﬁﬁp%:¢ﬁAas%wﬁiw, v e g
3

Bl rg s Pihd o JEA RV EPEIDPE L B APEFLELY
P o BEARE B AP P AR AR LG F g 0 R ASrG - BRd g

oo I ERAEHRT RGP RN §ALFHRR ORI BT A
RFRAP RS GRS ARL AR e DAL B By
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v

iZ & p &2 ) o Pervin, Cervone % John (2005) 323 5852 F u 4z
FOUER o H P R o AR IR Rend A B3 g HIRB AT kan
Peghk o @2 F A H e K R4 o Bandura (1989, 1999 ) { 4p ﬂ:%gv} 2
pAGERaRIAEA] > BB AE: PRE Efrp A enfid o

() p Az ~ P2 p AR

F g Aoy~ PR E pAE LS AR A p AN & ITF Gk A

g AT e 53 ApM T 7 % % o bl4e > Bandura ¥ Cervone (1983) #

TF M RE A v A4 8 B 0% o Bandura 53 4c% K - vReuk
EEBLFE PR T R BALPRMEE R RGP v a4 0 P2

FAIERBALT e ad S o - M 3 o F B A AR TP RER R AR

e JEAR < P > RIAR G FoRe B X so gk $PTIRIRENA R 0 Bt 0 p Aakay ih

e g

TR HWBA P RERE S v > 3 - T§[ B o Bde Bandura ¥ F7 7 4

‘yﬁ& ﬁ7}

W owes PR IIEER AR R P Anay BT Ea T FS e 2 o
B3k g K- i = 0T e 50 (Pervin, Cervone, & John, 2005 )

PARCER D Aoni § B PR A HT D R R o blde f AR B
i A6 E BT S RGP o

2. i A ~®4FZ L7 Stajkovic ¥2 Luthans (1998):% 5 p S sit 8 ¢hA A2 ¥

F‘mlsb 4 ﬁv\‘lﬁ' ~ ﬁuﬁ Ej:%’éf% e p ’fﬂ v B i’% 3rend s %"5?" A Ao

B PR B QB BB B e

SR Ay Bo i Eo RO T H DG itk T oo B4 4P
?%’\ET':‘;:\,% rir;’f’j& ’_ﬁ_‘ 4m1b“§.g$7{r§o

= ~ P& 232% (Goal-Setting Theory)

(=) PR

P AR 4 £ & of ¥+ (Locke, 1978) © Locke FM::\ PR P e g
FEe> oo bldes G LR L RRE-E1 L o PR TILH T
0 3 LF Y hE B Mace (1935) £5% #5% 7 b fEsEanp 4040k
SR R R AL 5 g AR frtts ke Ryan § R iEE o
Drucker (1954) #&:1 T B %832 j ek - 305 P HRALGY Ak & 45753 R
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1Ed oY R e pREar s SRR B o i N2 T
AR E e d MR 2RI BAP e KRB 8T AT R
ﬁl Atg % 75w X o Ryan (1970) 305 4 #genf7 5 ‘{,;F-x’ﬁ 3, 8kenp
1 (conscious purposes) ~ 3+ % (plan) ~ & B] (intentions) ~ 7% (tasks) % #7
;"p‘?g i % 2 > Ryan 3% 7 L3P #% (conscious goal) g%.gﬁf‘,’ > Locke
¥ Latham 8 F £ Ryan er#7 3 > Sl £ e 5477 BB 0 M p
Tk T g o P IR W H e B R A ensi 2P 1R (conscious
performance goals ) £7 ix 734 »< & % (level of task performance ) 2 B % » @ 2td%
PR R P (et ¥ T o~ i85 - 4 32) (Locke & Latham,
2002 ) °

P R34 Y 3 S BERTRIEEMAL > blde: BB KIRgmk ~ A
PR et e s B Y A1 Y] pfRat i~ PR A S Eonk S P
%&ﬁiﬁgwﬁawwﬁoﬁ*@%x%ﬁﬁ%’%w%a%¢$%i
(assign) % p #3% % (selfsset) & & 7 I P 4Rk 70 P E04-P R4 S P A
(specificity ) £ Flf (difficulty ) ~ 4 124. (doone’sbest) E &+ @ Fw f& o
REFREER T PR .ﬂiﬁh PR 4 ot B T4 dl) PR
B 4F o @ 4-¥HEF T FEpP % > Locke (2002) -~ #;—] Mo ARETCABR
7o 100 1 0F 4 F B S iﬁm“‘*‘f@;‘_‘*’% BRRE A R B FIRG B A

WA TEEL ) 0P ARRE > R S Hoxe P Locke (6 YT R
$hc mm—g*ﬁ g ‘}S’mEE?F'“ F ARG LR o e V3R
A p AR o — d L§33’"']m5 R el el S o
B2 A H P el AR P HRE RITHh B 0P i TRIFH A R

B AEZK T HTF renl & (Locke & Latham, 1990 ) -

P &% (goal commitment) = & > 1 & FIFH P ERFEEE»cx p A
iv 70 % o Locke, Frederick, Lee, ¥2 Bobko (1984) # I & 4 A adT i1
RN ERE > FPIF L RCGERPE F 2 A G ahd Mg FRF o §
F2 brgRip TnieEpe p 2ok 8 PF 20 0 TP R KGR g5 e
BRI Y 4 PRI P ARREA R IR B o g
FERIDLAchp Aoxi 18 0 RIEPTP RIVGER S §5% (Wood & Bandura,
1989 )

-18-



AL g RIS P R R E L F

Locke £ Latham (1990) 335 P 53K 5 A € 340G - 3R> >
M AL gAY chp Aoka s B P IRR T EHmY EROMAZ - o G B
1 ITH AR IR INE F P Hae o R Arad Sl - BE L e T

Locke (1991) 3% &1 4% fr 47 2 1‘# | (motivation sequence model) » * 12 &
LR ReIRas o 2 B F RN F L EF L H 41w (motivation
core) » 3 b (motivationhub) » & {6 £ I 7% (action) #v% 2 >

A ¢ O REARRIAE S S AR o "8 > Locke ¥y T & B4R |
Bad M1 ed@ELHEN | > T LN N REFES o

() 3 '@ & 5% (An Integrated Model of Work Motivation)

EAE S AN 2 A# 0 Locke ¥ Latham (2004 ) :&—- # % B
1R A S (AR 2-1 ) AR E S A RBT LB TE
ERPEIRERZ p AL o BPFAREA B AP 2 F R F R
Sl A - HEFRIEOG E S AR AL B B B2 R
& # 5 d 817w (motivation core) ° & F > BB Fw § BEBI| B 4 P R
EH o T e BEEL R TP 4] (goal mechanisms) (v > ¥4
Bgdr) 2 p Aot o Locke I K- iR dfop Ao LG B phs o
P42 p Aol  E RPPBLI DG A LS c FHE xR
o RIARBRE A HNE R R R RN e B RBEAARRE
- HBEFE o R T AL ESFNE R WA Aot - BTk o
TiE- AP B P B R e S Bie e

|

The Motivation Core The Motivation Hub
PIEE B8] o mR/ 78
- FEg 1N - »HS“I% N ERC Y >
“F ¥ -
g

s
,;f}% />< Y A
_?E%; T

Bl 2-1 1 e85 & #5538 (F4 kR : Locke & Latham, 2004 )
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(2) B gt

w o @ 45 B A i B~ $ 4% (Locke, 1991) 2 A #2455 (Locke
& Latham, 2004 ) - ﬁ_ﬁéﬁﬁ/ﬁﬁi#’f?f‘ e s MR A RITS > Tk
i E# 12 (McClelland, 1953) ~ & ¢ #5235 (Miner, 1978) ~ #f
2% (Vroom, 1964) ~ =T 124 (Adams, 1965) % o izt 4 IL iR 4
Bk S AR AR o fLA B o BABEHE IR L I Ep 2 g
B TREF PR REERLFREDEE o B Rpded 7 5

&W‘%ff/uaﬁ 783 Flenth %1% (Locke & Latham, 2004) - Locke
Tg-High o BRPL U FAEEFLOFL SN ERET e
(direction) ~ % # eh3g & (intensity ) 2 ®3F epF F (duration) o F P >
T2 WA B ARSNGB LR ERAT R H Ll
TRy T

(=) B pphs

S LI -SR03 F LRIk SR S e g
ey (Mace, 1935)° H ¥ > Mace 7% 22 B en® 5 B % & shidiodp
T WG g LB AR NP R ES o bldrg A7 ABIR BT
e JF E AR AR E R s v A NP Bl b
j’rsg PREE T EPEERLE EramEm o A3 Mace ch12 % A # > Locke
(1991)#% 41— B ° A #5382 2T # % $h.< (motivation hub ) ;- ¥ ¥_Locke
THRNY - H TERSAARRS i R R NG RE R ER
MR R R RS E > Ft? B AR AR AR A B S e 0t
PR R - 3R 0 ARG R DD B (851 (TR AR o

5 4 gho B3N (4o 22)m|.%13\:/n\.§—$ B PR p Aoax

I ] f A B (s 7 b 4242 %)% (Bandura, 1986; Locke &
Latham, 1990) » @ ® i&5 ¥4 8 PEB??;}*;@?’ B g E e Aok o 8

vERflEF R e 0 FREHE (WA F 5 P INFFE ) R (405 ke
Flk o dpvr 58 281 (TR FEAAE)E A 45 H (Locke, 2001 ) o
‘ﬁ%?imﬁ%‘%Aﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁom%a% @§¢¢
TS > B E F T M D F S g R TRE PP
AP T A i#ﬁ»*fjﬁ»ﬁ”& v PP R E T B R GVKEER o 4 Fl LA
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PP OEFAARFT B PERTPALTLDP R LA FEIB AR

Ao p Arma TR e B2 o RGN 0 PR g X T E R

BARFTRE L LI BANEHFLERY > f AN AR PP

(Bandura, 1986) ¢ p #»xag B ¢ < 3| b3 F 4 £ 5 (Latham, Winters, &

Locke, 1994 )¢ & % » pt & —‘ﬂ“r; BB d AR EEHWP HK TES

TS FEARRCGS ~ 2 1 BB R £ 0N iRt Bk e B i phes B
Bo BE R s BG4 LAF] LR GG R

FhoE
R
Flige ~ fof

IR E Y /

B 2-2 & 08 (FF KR - Locke, 2001 )

P2 ARPBFTEBAGS

PR AR - A B AR A o BRI T
B AR BA- T EgF ARDREE  F 0 FRATY Eﬁﬁ*@# &
FA 0 F - BER PRI T LR B A RIRE 7 RN S A o
Bandura (1986, 1997) 5 B 4 &% € 7 4 b Far F - B %Y
ABE B0 B g A BR2 AliE ~ E 2 LR TH o Bandura E3R Y
BIBRPBELAEI FOERY > A RPFTREDER L F 5 L - 7
o RFETE LAY BAGRLFLENA A RET B Ty
WL R F MM TS 2 ARPFRE B A4 2P T
BRI AT B A S 2
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-~ ARFFIREAR
r&ﬁu"?’#@ﬂﬁﬁé’ﬁﬂ‘%@E%&1%%ﬁ§ﬁ%r‘
REFF MR- BAAERER IR AR HERL (R
2006) ° k¥ A FedF T2 < Allport (1961) 2. % & 5 B A v d
A k2 b e NAIHBRE R RZBE HW AR R
73 BRF (R 2006):
(=) *FIRIRE ?
B4R O A R FR AL AT B bl R
@'?~§?g$~¢ngm%$o

(-) BAFE2 N
Vér_ﬂ\?'&Furﬁ’fﬂ%;?’J pﬂ\ﬁ;’o”}&h?g E‘*’r‘/ﬁf@"m
Y, E'JJJ ‘/% i]@; A 'ﬁ?j\fi o

=
>~

3

k'

3%
oS
3
Iy
3

(Z) B AT 5284
ﬁ%%“%%*%%’iﬁi%@i%iﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ,iﬁiﬁ
B2 REd BT A APN AEFFIF R A BT BN ATFF o

IARRTEBAFAR

Locke (2002) 4 & A ¥ 8d 2 2 7 5 ArE > PIA BT
FE AT LMD A AT LB DE L RIFRIP DB AL
foqw,éﬁ\@Am&ﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬁfmuﬁﬁﬁwmﬁé°ﬁﬁ’
hod A REETF BB AR BN T B A N ER R E S X BB TR

7 f#f<hiv 4 (Locke, 2002) - $* B 2 (2006) 45 &1 B 4 2 5 »x 4 IFL"éf
TRERE R TR REN o e TRY LR 2 TRETE TS
PR BE AR AT T A A RET  ERAFHZ LR o bldhe Rl
AR E B B EFEAR O RS TVESE R TP R AT
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D AT B Bl o AR E R R E B AP s Rk
Bofdo 3R AP AR A Aesi p oo ahdogi a4 o iR p A2 Fak e B
AL FLZEEARFT2HF S P UEERATFMERY F5 AR

% %"?"‘éﬁi%%? E%\« vOR Rk seni * 5 F Fenflet (Compeau &
Higgins, 1995) < j& % # 7 B & 18 B (Fuerst & Cheney, 1982; Lucas, 1974;
Raymond, 1988 ) % % = ¢ * "F%‘ 7 % i* (Benson, 1983; Igbaria, Pavri, & Huff,
1989) &% 5 45 5 397 H I - é;;c*‘*v“ R KR F AR R DT &
L TR T R Ry R "Mﬂw WEVRE R R T
¢ % (Warner & Smith, 1990; Lew1s, 1990)° T o HEER DR IA S
BEBERF Y A nigte - o KB L LR HPRE 2 P
Hodk it (8 ¥ (Compeau & Higgins, 1995) § &4t o bi4e 1 T 3 #0i% 1
T PR R R AR R R TR AP 22 T s Y A

BT E AT G RRANT L o B hRERE
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-
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Eﬁ?iiil—??°5ff'€§9lf'?—‘)§§i?”ﬁ?}§:$éﬁi§’#Qiéx’i,gjjﬂ; 4441
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S SR I EER R IR

FIAY TET R SIS P TR MR S o 4 ( Burgess,
Jackson, & Edwards, 2005; Frazee, 1996; Jackson, Dawson, & Willson, 2003 ).
57 A3 L 7 25 A1 > Burgess etal. (2005) £ Frazee (1996) %7 3
AHLTFEE BTV Feel WAL 5 3 4 - Jackson, Dawson,
22 Willson (2003) £ w|#-E 8 F 320 E 1o e FEME 4 5LK 7o
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TIEEDIRY F - BT AARLG T RIS P IEE R 2
PR E IR o dok BRI I § R TR AR RS RS
ERERAS Bo o FL gLl - T FIMELIEPRER V- 3
WA PER I Aed o 2 kY { Pmpe R LR  prende A A iF
%»c2 B 1 A& (Orpen, 1993; Macan, 1994, 1996) - F]p* » § B T =+ 20t
PR R L E A o

~ 38 (Training Transfer)

J—

(<) $1REH Tk

VIR FV RV FARNARFRER 2 A R
75 o RN AR P ‘i‘%)jfbn\'}t@ ‘X gk NV EBRNET L (o
1994 ) o 2" 5B 4 & B2 2 »renfs £ (Kirkpatrick, 1967) o ré)"éﬁﬁ
o Adn k- 75 pATEOE B ¢ R E R ehie A (Detterman, 1993 )0 fj 3 2
%xﬂﬁﬁ%Wﬁ%ﬁ 9B Tl e i R BB 0 4 ocr
e 3 i Ae e (Bt > 2004)

‘—\w

e E o B HS G ) e T ke B4 (positive transfer) - T 5 e3!
FoxEFEIVOEY > BEYERPE DR G o F 2 > T | 2B H
(negative transfer ) 45 ﬁ?{%ﬁﬁﬂ?"ﬁﬁ Pk [EER T RTPE Y (3R = R0 2005)
et AT SR R s o B RS TR & - B o Tt
1 \@f%““ﬁfi* R - ffié‘?a”’?ﬁ IRTVRpARFL A LG EHBI
Fuwrena v} » X H F 1Bk o 2§ 199% Baldwin 2 Ford (1988)
SET T EIR G F 1 ELVRE R F 40%m S R T LIEL > 2B 2
(8 F125% — B2 18 R F) 15% Flt o dem BB 1 R RF Bk

Lo R LR P -

\\

(2) P RBH TS
1. P

VRBHAIM IR H T TR & F123% ,  (theory of identical
elements) ~ ' §jgc— 4% 1* | (stimulus generalization approach)% " 18 # 224032

#  (cognitive theory of transfer) o © 1+ = F& 3" BB 1034 > ¥ 53K 3+
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(1B EFApF < PF 2 - AFTHY TR & F2%, BEYR
B TR o ngaymond(1998) 2B AP R F TS m‘é‘w#t:é?".%ﬁifiz
BAESLTHRE- K 2 3EAE Y T IH L N T L 0 blde
Feir1 Bl e AT 27 P %I TEZERLEEZ T RNKE
B R "'—‘ﬁ PRl 1 TR B I EAPIT > m F RF R LK TR B
( Microsoft Outlook, Outlook Express ) 7 2 :Z B B A 1 p % 1 (F#7@ *
IEHEHMF RV VREFIPALIFRE VRFEEY PR R F
AR AT T k2535 c NT AR E ZEHZ T4 -

2.tk & 21 A2 TEK

RGN XV F R EAEY o Bk
FRBATE & iy #BFFB* ’ EJ " ﬁ*‘?\ﬁ*’-g’ﬁ?i cFEEVREY L
EAE S FAL KK B H ﬂ’rspta EF ena iTRBAE 0L 0 P HGE
i B b A (B2 2002)0 Flpt o AR e & F IE 5 50 3 2 RS B 973
PR B d VoA BERE F o e (Bels 0 2004) ¢ p ke B E 3
Wt Tirped A ) (near transfer) g 2 #ulf B o ITREEH 42 304
R Bty T B @i > DR FEREY D F e vl P oo
Flov o BEAR R R FIEGT O AR AL D REH 2k o

P PR
) ‘éﬁaﬂq —\Jxl 4R =2 ﬁﬁ N )I' éﬁ J'_g—y L%’_ E] & ﬂ\}ﬂ e —\)l, iﬁ’J:g‘rﬁ}%@/ o
(-) P

D B NI e ’l*ﬁi#«féi PE 0 % R E Y RGTEE
it 9B f# o Goldstein (1993) 22 " 33 f;“(_ WO EIE A K TR
NATE AR 0 TR WA RAAR (T % Sy L‘*"r P RCE BT 3R SURAR
PR o Flp o IBGTFEhER Ko A &K FE TR e EF ok

(Fiss > 2005) »
(2) ' BGmEE R

o Leary(1972)# T GG ] (criteria ) 22 TR B B s BE o
R A AT LRl o IR YR FARLTG Fefpa o iRl
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Plv eplcE 7 %4 8- & 5 &£ 802 (multiple-criteria approach ) ( F#t

aals 0 2005) 0 H P oo fOF AR e T ER- N £ Kirkpatrick (1967) #

Menw K iRERER > ZRPERVIGTERD F BT 75 2 %

v kA RFEDRF o m S A AL S T A B HC3¢ (hierarchical

model ) ;o 147 A B3 am 2t 2 e )

1. ¥ & (reaction) K =x @ = "'JZ*H”" RAELME L R XA RELR
EAEHEE RPN B KM 22 wﬁ%maﬂ%mﬁ%°ﬁ%ﬁ
LA E At & 5 F o

2. 8% (learning) & = : TR AR BT A o R FS D

o AFENR TR PR FRALPEA AT

(@) TH* FHieBirdloss Vg 34pT LRl @

(b) @ EFH* L3 F R ARERI AP LD REDFY S %
Fozorrsg s I ginig
PR MR o SRR 2 3FET LR miiﬂﬂ
() BH* F B Flad™ 5y St it g
(b) T4 75 e BB L E

‘)xk

3. 7% (behavior) f = @ X3 ¥ 41 (Ff7

-

4. %% (result) & =t @ FFZIGGEFE A A2 chg ko bldes AEIF
HEE AN CBIIHEAR JRBGEARE 83 %y 1
7 NHFE o T o AR AR R FEE L TR R o MR EET
AR PEIF AT
(a) 7 o pedlE e NF S 4p T e #H
b) ZFm>%EBRTFFLEILE

AFT 7 % Kirkpatrick % d1ehe 5 R R %R T a0
o blde o BF A B o AT R MEE - AEP 7 DI SURS
2 3= R K o ARG T KMEF AR B ,.l‘ﬁiﬁﬁgﬂlfﬁi ’% EaoeR
B RBHEVRE R MG Y KX G 0 AR B R
BHlEes B DEHES R 2P FREIPTRR DRSS
ﬁ%—?—!?;éﬁ;? b%Eli;F””F‘s ;;{?’}sﬂg%ﬁﬁ”iﬂ‘:f’?ﬁﬁf—%@,
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¥ FEFAL-ERENPHEFAL R

{;\ 3}' ‘fq"’;‘@z&%?f’?;‘% ’7}‘\,6—’3 ,‘lj%’i’r ’F?}'}ma:g‘!—_'a_;,gg \'—'}\I;':ﬁ/j':’
iy BAT Y S 0% o 33 Hess (1968) cf 5 47 11 » B L3 AHZ 3 it #&
S RERIEs T L A

Il

w & (£ (synergism) : SiBEHI & > i F PR LATH o

Tlgci®* (stimulation) @ B8 FHa EaFrHE B LB ER -
242 (security) © BIAE#% - FEEPE Rt A | i g Beng 3

p#f2 (spontaneity) :d 582 pw 5 BRAL > &k i

BB R A E AT F TR RS N REF B

5. B Z3ki¥* (snowballing): IIF- B & )‘fg.mf it

F R

Ll A

EERFM A PR G RATR AL R EEF N A
4

AR NS BB S A EEBE et DIT B Ly A pF N F g AR
3t dh o BN E BRI 2 B Rk aE A A FREK AL L A P B
giEgpde o RUvrE - AR AL ERREIFRST Y 1R o RED G A
SABTIEMERH FYPMATT 0 KA 0 VT EFE N - R PER
FEFRH2FE ook iFd 2 JROTT R RS AR E Y H P e

f‘m

1 EFRE AR DRI PP EREFO- o L AT iE- BREHT S
B w7 LA R L AR e I R ] e AR R
LRNE A Pt B RREMT R REFF AT LY g 8
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A 4F > 0 B fﬂ%?"g‘%%‘?) W # eh& i (Tang & Davis, 1995) ©
A B e B L £ R e

#

FA ZEYRAEBAGR T B PR FARA - R AR
dE AL SRR Ra o B OEMAT A EE N FOLR .
Fla BAPaEML R A2 P FF 2 AR RS IR o 1FFEY
R TR R R B AR F s AP L R B
B charaha f’?—"F’,‘ o R o AR FMAEAT R ok ST RS S
Bl R AR et MY XL AR TR g | el

WA FEES n 24 R FRANTE TP AT b PR 5
fe— fmw] o g iy I&éiﬁ‘ui%iﬁléi’—‘ﬁi i

RS 0 F BRI R N S R - SRR

LN B‘w;ﬁ,%&,i{,ﬁ’}g B o

ERE¥Eta s 2 By ap and L4 (Morgan, 1998) - /| B4

WO Y BB gjiki’iﬁz;i—mmﬁ_,%?#i, ¥oob o g i R AL RE SR
£ YRR ) B B -0 i o pEeh o < B &R ﬁ ROs
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e ¥ H© 'Eﬂz‘;ﬂb}a%%ﬁ?ﬁﬂuééiﬁiﬁ}%%ﬁ/‘ 8~12 * z_ ¥ ( Merton,

Fiske, & Kendall, 1990) o ##7 3 2. %2 & £ & # ik (FREHFAR
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o s EERA GR20RIIA0 KT mFEEEG A ES
FICEFALER Vo CARLEF LI DRY SRS
IIS E o BREPRAARDER S SHET N - A RF KA
HE R KT TR AT - BPHATERRAFHF LR

%’Kfﬁiﬁifréfsfi}%@lgﬂ ¥ ' o

ERFMA- BF O XRRTY 58 F 5 - Bitwin
iem o R AT ARFARE ARG > FIZ AL > AR 5 R DR R AR -
Bl AR B ERZ B o PR AR T L ?‘/EJ%(Tang&DaVis 1995)
RN 152 P FReE o BRI G B AT S FE IR R
FRCRA R

~ AR

FRERFM LA 0 F AL D - 5 A5 (topic
approach) » ¥ — % B 483;% (question approach ) (Krueger, 1998) - F¥ 48 ;% %
Qiﬁﬁ?&%@%@?%%ﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁ“@ﬁﬁﬁ°§ﬁ’iﬁﬁ%

FHEERIEAS AT o F o AR R G 2 EEE > Fla g L
A H 5 a4 enikEl o

A7 B oo B ALk Jy Krueger’s (1998) 77 7 ¢ #dpeh™ £ kigf7 >
WA P aRE T o m ! R RPN AR o X A B g tma o
AR GFIERU Y T LT ﬁ*m’ RETETEIE Sl ST PO
AR SR o ph s AFT T B~ K ;Y (Funnel-based ) 3% 3 vk
(Morgan, 1999) - @ ® Krueger (1998) » ZZ Z 1330 T P HERE -

SRR SRR VLl

AEFERBRESY ERE I RFZEAERN IR I ELE
FVp R e BAEILR AL o AR AR IPT S MER P 75 4oF

1o IF;‘ZFE*‘:F'&#D#JK 2 A4 A phiF B oo MR RIRtsms Rk
f?é%ﬁﬁmﬂ#%ﬁ°y*’g&ﬁﬁﬂ%wiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁ@
THEART O FEBEEF ORI LA A LB AL R (Krueger,
1998) « AFTF 2 & BALS o § oad e AgR T+ 4002 @ % Xl

WAFEEI R Ao AR T AT A NEE v BB R AL (4



HidE A) 0 P ER A B AT ARG A6 (1) TFEE
AR (2) RF|MEPFFFIL; (3) £+ 2=+ (interruption )
(4) RHMELEFTHE L (5) HTFME1 LM R e (6)
TP B R 123 AR R REY D RS £ R
ME O EFRIREST ZFERTVHRARR LT o i BEN
BN Fe A A AR B mERY VL hER T e

Z - pnERE

Morgan (1998) #-E 83 fizr 3k ® 5 1275 P hm 42 & 4
TRt A o F3 AFL G B LR FXRI ML
y
F'

i

B
[

1 F
s E s PR AEE G R IR +5¢;mrr;§&
W Z fE N PE L (D)AUFE R 79
S 4R £ B)E BRI Hﬂii€’5F"’e'v’ﬂiﬁn:oPolit 2
Beck (2004) i gpet4n E 1 2 2 A £ 3 & eho F) 5 ’}5 G
PEB O B AR SIS o FI > AT R TR A
= B EE e o

BRI A AT TR BRI RE T T SEF N5
FFRE LT SRR R R T Rk - B RS
FA4o0mERES 2 #ip%fﬂ*’*Wﬁ&%i NS E o f-
BAnie » B P o B S FamiE e ) Al 2 B ke e

FHER

b EBEEMT g REAR D B A f-AdFA 2 IR R f
FAPMER I o AF A F FHRSIFEB A2 HFH T w0 PR A ﬁ‘
FAEBRE RS & EF (Morgan, 1998; Krueger, 1998) « R3-:
ﬁ-# ]%];\'lﬁ]ﬂ/m‘ﬂ YRt 7 ”ﬁﬁ}lv"’—‘g‘f;ﬂ J_ﬁi'JFI'E [: ’;’Fﬁ‘/i‘a*ﬁ ot e
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WA BRI e AT R RS
TR g RE S AN 300 {Hmy 55
g;{%ii\?\# rmﬁ‘z‘uyl,l}‘}‘ﬂlxkq%Fﬁl‘é’;‘“ﬁ‘ﬁiiﬁio

Fo28F EMAI-BAFIRFPIRY

i%uéﬁﬁ;%@iﬁ%@g@%ipﬁipiﬁﬁ’@E%WP
THEE AL ERED  REOTELHE L CRERP  FTHEEUEZF
Gl CRRE R S

- " PBEFIRER

1245 Davenport (2005) 233 & > @& * —‘F%J'i pIiot e RAziE =
o> BY U dB g+t PR AE BEA5% m 2 PR G AR RARE

2 ABF o BRARE F T FE O FARE > A0 0F "ﬁ LR k- A
o R R RFREESRETRA B4R o Flpt o RE I 53 RS SRR
/@;fim WoFLFEPBBEANE AL c AFET HF PR Y g4
dofP ErEa i’r;ﬂkj PREF P Al R R G B R Aop 1 T
oo Bt kT LR E T SRR IR 2 2 PR

ﬂﬁo@iﬁéﬁﬁmﬁiﬁﬁdﬁmﬁA’gpﬁ%m%ﬁ;ﬂﬁéo
Lay £ Schouwenburg( 1993 )er#= 3 7 545 3 35 4f 4 $2( trait procrastination )
BRI EROM G BEFRE G H UMD > 5 RO
#1 © Williams, Verble, Price, £ Layne (1995)7 4 TP fF 5 15 738 A
FE®AF A o ¥ Kaufiman £ Lindquist (1999) ~ # A7 #3207 4
215 553 A 145 B (polychronic £ monochronic ) fF 2 B % o Polychronicity
P e - PPN 2 A 202+ e i (Bluedorn, Kaufman, & Lane,
1992; Kaufman, Lane, & Lindquist, 1991; Slocombe & Bluedorn, 1999 ) ;
monochronicity (54 4p 5 > # P EE - KPFRFPA R Buf- #F 0 107
€R TR F PR kd 1 iz (Kaufman & Lindquist, 1999 ) -
Kaufman 4 3.5 3 polychronic # & 74 » #ic i§ & polychronic e fF i
o~ #3317 ¢ ¥t (work interruptions ) % 5 5 B 2_ $#& 3 (activity switches )
S i i ¥ E e SRa > £ 5 polychronic Mt e 4 L g ¥ i 38 3] pE R eh
BA O FLE PR R - PR SRR A AR o T 2 v
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M3 A4 #4 (proactive personality ) £2 B 4 1 1% % »c ( Crant,
1995 ) BRE S ( Seibert, Crant, & Kraimer, 1999 ) 2 & 3 % >z (Kirkman &
Rosen, 1999) Ere N ICNP v/ﬁ&&p-r D AR B A S
T ERFM -

1295 Davenport (2005) 24 & » ¥ § F & 51%:adhd iF4 &
TS L S AT AR O3
F A B A PERE L g akiggim&‘ﬁgmﬁvaﬁuﬁ od MV Ao %’”ﬁéﬁ?zé
S L R LS -ELE T A Bt
34 gk ehfles o T s A Qéémfig%aaigg{;éa B A ;ﬁ—?é&fi g ES
17 Rl £ LB E 2 e A B4 A
BE@is s g es 2 B A BFRF 48 (Macan, 1994, Claessens et al.,
2004) 5 354 4R ARG «;J;%fviumad—}éfh*ﬁﬁ“g LR Sl
FdlR
TEER 2 sk o R B AR o SRS AT B DR AT o
P Bt R A EE ST (TR Y AFE T RFFEF A RIS
P B EE G RE ﬁﬂﬁ_l%]:ug“i‘r%%}& C BIR G T LR
Ep Ay o kA PEBABEFEHE T THEAR

LS TN

SN 4 a— £ 2 2k 3 p o A 3
7\"3‘“°5"P"F72F = R T E e RN ’K?-WFE’I"?)%@
7

SEE PR T AT S A p Aok um@pAﬁ'%wﬁ@&ﬁﬁ
FAIE 2 ¢ 4 %8k (mediator) o A7 3 2 Locke (2001) 2 # # fihew 50

WAH D ARG B AP RSP Aoni B Rl TR R, (4
BT~ FR) & T, 2 Feand A%k (0B 2-2) 5 B p sk
ﬁ#ﬁa%?%&ﬂﬁiaifipii%*ﬂkﬁ“‘%ﬁ“ U]
Locke 77 2. p #ociy » Fl 5 #r3Ften B A $30 1 B g ey 4 aRdave o
*ﬁvmda@m@¢;’—?@wﬁﬁ@4ﬂf@w%ﬁ TR T -k
E o1 PRI c AP HEY R ED LS S e v H G
FEEF W F LN ER R RE Y ’éﬁ#%ﬁ] 3-1-
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= 10

B3-1 a7 7 %4

(-) AHif e I MEpEFEEE L2 Y%

ARBFFTFRE BAPNSTHEE S B BER R (Locke, 2001) - & &
B‘.#ﬁz‘ﬁ‘&fﬁ& M K TRF NP EFH A A IS IR €
PR e 2 R AR kA REBFTE T € FIE P ROk
(commitment ) > & B gL B s o BA G EE P2 F bl 8- f
- 4+ (General ) ¥ 5]+ (Specific) 7% %) (Locke, 1991) c B &7 4%
s EFLEHRY G EDRT AT R A D) A E e I—‘EEEF’&?;WF"W
'Taib%“‘ U E - B EMEOE L 0 FRAEET 0P RR T AR K

gﬂmpmo*w’%ﬁgggmﬂﬁ%%?aam—ﬁ%?’#@
20 AEAREEY L F R I PG EATBOB A 0 & LA P IT4p
B P ARk Lo

4 3F 57 % (Knapp & Garbutt, 1958; Knapp, 1962; Wessman, 1973 )
NRAARPFFEFF R 2ZF oM G bl B FEME (Time
Management Tendency ) & PR 532 {7 5 2 B %> B ¢ ch B g 32 Mo 4L 5

“&%%Fﬁ—ﬁo—ﬁu?%%%@ﬁﬁpi’xb¢@m4ﬁ%?
BERFEREELZEF s e R LM G TR A RJILRE R
FARIN - I S m#‘r%‘r@ # ¥ & (Knapp, 1962; Knapp & Greene, 1959 ) -
Calabresi ¥2 Cohen (1968) 0% B A H{ " EFF i B » ¢ JEEFF & * 5%
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N e D R EETPETRCY

TR E AR e kR R R o PR E LA AR E LMD
wﬁ;ﬁ@@~%%&£$iméw%°ﬂ&’Aﬁ%@%%w%&¢%
F'E’F?/,"E"?’ ’15»7]’@1’9@ gf’ ?gﬁx[a;km1 (T8 o i3 g BTG A C
;gﬁm%m’Aﬁ'%H*M* KQEEWE%?Eﬁ%°ﬂWWﬁ
EFRAARAGEDR L > VR S REIPR O T X Z AR "
FHAR DD o bl f LBl TR LR q&’*Ff

ERCE

=3

Hit AfaBpe g s semrymE i mLsion -
() RFECEER AT A B B R R 2 M

WA B a4l e A Ed Macan (1994) § A{ N i@ o B3y
(Macan, 1994; Claessens et al., 2004 )3 I} F# B 5 I {7 & ¢ It o B2 B30 0pF
ﬁ&ﬂopw@&TﬁUWﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ%4DMmm(w%)m;ﬁdg
P RPN e R g IPEITR A FEFR > R g R R g L e
PP Fa BREFLOREE » A& F I REKDRS 4 aRAR
4R ’1*{ e 2D SRR R E R ik i (Schuler, 1979) ;
QR A g I i A 0 B A P A KB chi 4R R PR e s
FEp R Tkt P HRIER P nfE uxis\ﬁfﬂ o Tyt o B ARG B4
XPAA AP AN A NEAER AT SE e - BREPER N p A
# 32 (Pervin et al., 2005): (3)#&*t P 3% mﬁ@%’ Pi-¢ R
AFLZRE S Fge r\’rr']é‘_(Locke&Latharn,1990; Locke, 2002 ) - &
e g?/{?;?fééiﬁﬂ LA JPRITE A K DB A o W F 1 e
# % % = 1 iF (Bryan & Locke, 1967 ) - e b » % B A K 27 & it X L 47
ﬁ?‘l?ﬁp”*—*éﬁl PR PP fRPE > K NG & T AL BB o e

HBESP 5 (4) TIEMEPFFFILE L ¥R S Claessens et al.
(2004) #7352 "33 75 0 Favedd T FRERT R 2 25
R R R 3 T U LRt W
ME DR F BE S L FPEFETRAFLE A RE] R EME L BFRF
FREZERTFEMERF NP A2 Bl o T
s ERBRRENTIMEERE IR S > BR A AT S

-

=
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FIEPR L o Tt 0 R BT 2 BT
Hy ! Q5 8Sep g mir s 882 @ » BRHE R LD W -

Hy: $3MUBFERETEL A Bid e I8E Ry sl
B enbd (2 F ¢ Aok o

ﬁﬁs

(2) THEE T PEREFIE 2L PRI 2 M

44§
%
\\\

=5 T O BRBEIARLIBE ST I MR FILE L
%‘f%“%;iﬁ"fi ie EI%FW"FH&, o FT % o %t Locke (2001) s i i fi:
om0 A Pf%ﬁfigﬁ\i%’_gﬁ‘é Mo T T T BRI PR PR
ﬁ%*%‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂif TR 4R PIAp 5 3 B A & B ankioc

(- PR IR P TS > B K iEpE

Rob- A AT A FBRERTRL f%—ﬁ@?-@gﬁ&fi PR & feen
H%‘}\:; > Davenport (2005) 4p &} 4ogsa T’Fiﬂ'w’i L HER

(9 FTAASLEF 145% 0 & - X1 ERER 8 Y 120% ) o
“slf?él 4 R a0t PPEF  — X 1 IR R 2 F AR B eho 4

E T S N CE A LY S I DA TR ) R ] R

i\

N A g& P H T ER I T AR (TR &
2R H A ATEA T chd B4 o Bt AT T 2 BT
Hy: FF#8M2 @Bl dlp 21 v dlRr MR 4pH -

Hs: 3 #ER* FREFIR LTI MEBFFREL 2 6@

Bandura (1997 ) 33 5 v ~ HpF 0 4 = * A F e AL L g2 iF
VNG F R o e P SRk o P 4 s &

N

BHUPGHLAEBAFRLF 0P Aokl o B A RABBAF RS
FE BB 4 o §RA RS AR E 2 HEITE - J i
Bop Lirfey chir@a 4 2 AU EHBRE B €3 8- H 5
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Wo kR p Pt o B 2d 3 75 % (Theory of Planned
Behavior, TPB ) gL8L 21 % » Ajzen ¥2 Fishbein (1980 ) 45 ! #F 3% e i (i
ol ARPFF) ERELBARY TR ANGIOIRER o F BAET

ABLRE L G ERPE O R G RRE Y ApM e i B o iem A2
RRDES > Hp A g 20 5 3 2 enflet o - Ba 3 0 25 fide
WHEFRGERARBTOARTIBELITR AN SRR ARG

e R A ahp Axiy (Torkzadeh & Van Dyke, 2002 ) - fe fi3 - — B &
BB LRERI SRS S A7 gy
VEL B TR iEE a0 m sy B3R B AR T EE P Aok o Ft oo

,.\
I=q
N
=H
4y
I
=
I
QoS
At5

b2
Sk
ﬁ\
=
[’y
\\-&“
F%
FS'\

£R (% @ % pF R AR 2 B

etk B ARG e Foad RGEATE A RlER 0 Pl € TS R iy
ik 28 (Frese & Fay,2001) o tp¥»t F Eae 5 4 et > Hpow L 87
- R Eip g hankhyY 23§ (Seligman, 1975) o Flit o § B A 2 KB
shATEs s US4 o BIE P Aot s RERE 0 BRI IR iR
&4 Eﬁij}u{ %% % o F ¥ > Pervin, Cervone, ¥2 John (2005) ~ pdip R
P B DB A G RIER A 2 AR A ks B B AR RS B
Atk £ & %)% (Schwarzer, 1992) > @ p #oskax s £ T fagfddr
#1 g eh— ¥R i» (Pervin, Cervone, & John, 2005) - Bandura (1997) { *tH =
TP AT AR D PR A S aéhigf‘z Bk p
PR ARG RESH D R AT ROARERAPLoH T2 FREAFFEY
WRILE F IR 2 PR AL F A B R AT AN 18 R gk
o FU B Gy FIF A I r LT AR Se g AR o Aot o TRk
=g f@%%¥mgxwsﬁp”ﬁé$§ﬁ$ﬁ%%’4%{ﬁh%%
PR R A S PR RS .

Macan (1994) 325 B A 3udvp Aosaiy @ B ir |2 B2 5 4p B
'Vi”fdé I RLEL . p AT BT E Sy EmA 2 2 8
(Povey, Connor, Sparks, james, & Shepherd, 2000; Connor & Armitage,
1998) o p At HAp B AR PEFF 2 LFESSFRDT L 5 A
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THIAIR A A B AGRE A2 VU HIE S AT E S PIRK - Ajzen
(1989) ipuéll}’\éﬁsééaﬁﬁféiﬁ,%’iﬁéﬁﬁi“‘ R REEGE A

M TR, & TRE ) 45 RIRREZE S DIl g g% -
B22 5B A3 FEARORTRENELRGEFEFEF

WRETE S RAI g g% o HAER I TR Y > L g
40 e e % o Compeau ¥ Higgins (1991)8 I T M p S\ ota &2 7 it * %2

~

‘\3

% IR 2 Btk oM o Compeaudp 1 F R F F TP ATil g B
o i) (Blde s 2 24 hje ) S R LR 2 T
o s R AL G o P pEL §REMETRY T2 B RRE F?*ii" P FLR
o B # 2y (Specific computer self-efficacy ) » € B 554F 2 07 ol 2%
(Marakas, Yi, & Johnson, 1998) - & F+ #8 {2 gtk p w § 1 (TH-& 2 ¥ &34

SR R o Flgt o F OB AR BB AT I P Ao o BT R S 2R

BRTEFLAIE §F 0 Pl AR L BHRAT
Hy: R4 A B 5 200 @ % R L xApBE

Hy: RFEMEA A aARABPETIMER Y BFFIIR 2
B

Ho: RI3#ER* P IIR A% 320 Noanst 27 1 (v 241

FTITT T

LTS A SR L RS S 3 SEEE A
(-) RFTWEFFgEE L

FEIFALFEFE RS AFREPFR AN R % - Bond &
Feather (1988 ) 4% 1 7 p* @ %4 K ¥ (Time Structure Questionnaire, TSQ) »
PSR GHEN AR R 2 p et E TSQREAX AL EFEFR
FREL @ R AGFEREF oL (time urgency ) (Landy, Rastegary,
Thayer, & Colvin, 1991 ) iz %‘F’Z;“{E TR PFR R 12T 5 hE & F]F cMacan
et al. (1994) #& @ ¥ 12 # % (Time Management Behavior Scale,
TMBS)» * =8 I 4 & FL-’%’-J; R PR IR L AR R - SE1S 0 Adams

-38 -



27 Jex (1997) » ™ Macan *7#% 2 £ 24 2 (7% HE ML F)Z L7 B %2 HP
BEAGF - 2 &S Fl > AL HET Macan cppe P {5 L § 4 > ¥
Y E - PR LR R (blde R TR
BT S ) BAINARI o PEAZ PN FRHEBABEDFK T PR R

TEFI2 B R EFRF I AT AR
TS A AR R RO (TP T S MEEF PR o Ay
TR IR REIE 0 UGEAT S S G 2 Ko RS 2T LR
¥ % (5-pointlikertscale) ##8 » T H o md 2F¥ 2 F & (1) T 22¥ F &
(5)° A HAR B A7 LRIFARF @& % PR Lenpp A4 - 2T 5 Macan
(1994) = &P § 3207 5 cfp b F1 % T & -

=

’
pan

1=

I
She

=F

1. P &2 k4= B K 2 (Goal Setting and Prioritizing )
TECPBREATAFTHBARBLENTE R RS & T i
ERRE FUNIN S p A

2. P g 4] (Mechanics of Time Management )
TE AR EARPEERF G BT i 0 Bdet 714 (making list) ~ 2R
#1778 (scheduling) % 3+% (planning) e

3. # I 2_ i 4+ (Preference for Organization )
T - A frehie S 3t (organized approach ) ™M 2 1 ¥ 3 ch IR

BadE o

(1989) 3% & ¥k 7 it

domain-linked measure ) » H $iv 4 GIg Rl - Mg p Aoana £ &

;F
e
é’r
]
it
(F«}
3

)
5
(w
ot
AU
o3
|
o
e
v;\u-

#=& (specific
(general measures) % i o H=t » — 4Ll p Ny § 4 RN F L0
¢z % (behavior change) f & B4 > @ * AR5 fEff ¢ 4 24 g e
o AT R L RE T Np i (Compeau & Higgins, 1995a) £ 7
#02 ¢ 1 537 (Hurst, 2003; Dabbish & Kraut, 2006) 2. < }I% PR TEA
2o TR EF - R EEFEEIHES  FRNG MR F I
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FART Mgk 410 Fd B o2 2 PE SRR LRI o
A F7 % & §5 Marakas, Yi, 2 Johnson (1998) #& d12_ i Bl %4 R % o f}’l]'lir'
&@?zﬁ%gﬁ*%nﬂﬁ SR REH T TR LR RS

Wi R WA E R T Ay z-‘i:{gié’i‘i o AR K REIH Y L A4
3%?§§%@&’ L ERAY AR (1) 222F R (5) & fcd
%%ﬁﬁm%éﬂﬁuieo

(= p,\.xff'ﬂé*: ¥ #’;ﬁ;'

Macan (1994) # 1) 7 e B 324 a8 4 (perceived control of time
scale) » * 1 HFE B A 4o P RIS v E 42 B o Alreck ¥2 Robert
(1991) g & I TiEd £ 4 | (activity scale) » 312 F-A-S-T (FFfF g )
BOERGE ZE A KRB BAFAPFRRS L SFAAMF 5 O
EoORFRFe ZEG 2 L6 (T2 o Bl AP RFORY FR
THEIMEL > A FEEFRERS &3 22 Ll o £ & 297838
PepFFRATIAIJEE B RRA L cho FJP > A7 % Macan @ 25
Alreck eh& % » =8 & * '*‘)f@“’”’—:“éfiz I P A o= A T
FHANCHEEAAPEFRS SREE AN BEA R TR REE
2R A Gd A AR (1) 222F R R (5) » #dkg &7 %

;‘E'J"ﬂ*“%ﬁé‘é AR o 12T 5 Macan (1994) ¥t inwFr 42 2.5 ¢

HIFEBARNERPEE AFF4o T 28 3Lt o

G
(2) A BT

FHARBFTHEIN 5 -BARER TR £ DA 5 Type A-B 7
% #3] (Jenkins, Zyzanskl & Rosenman, 1979) © &l4e > #5 Type A 4
A EERPED B AR R e 8P Y DA P A TR B
ﬁW%ﬁfggrﬁﬁmyi%ﬁ%@&%%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁwﬁhﬁjTwe
BEHOARELE 23 c Type AB 7 5 {587 d =2 B2 o fh g
RE-Ew s BEaERFEE M ¥4 a0 g® = % (Glass, 1977) -
e g _Type A-B {7 5 ~ #f e (T *“F??}AP BoRARBLiEai R
*OAT R R B e (Type A T i e iR B ) o U A RBFT

- AR BERLEEN A ML BB ARa T2ba A ﬁ%g—;a;g

¥
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;‘—*{n‘w,ﬁa’%ﬁﬂ‘&/ﬂ\:&ﬁﬁﬁ».’;ujﬁr’ﬁ,lg‘:AJ—'#f’ e ¥ LB &4 B3
+
™~

o R EH P e B g Bl o Tt st E

-

A T SRR
AT RGFEARFFT o Foh o po b ARPFF > v EHTH AR
Al M EE o RN AR R AR AR AL R T FT R e

éﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁpiﬂ CEEPF LR LT AR
Fend 3 25827 B84t B A BE LY £ & ch%) 4 (Bowers, 1973;
Schneider, 1983) o FIpt s MR NTBEBEF A LE_#« e R -

103 B8 (Bandura, 1986) © i&» H AL 3RArIL o #rag 3 DL A o BEARIE
P ML FENB A B2 FE S OB % D B g RPE Tk
TR B 0 L _Buss (1987) 3 s B A T 20 AR d cnfe X R B A1 kR
AL ERBE T R R o X LB B 0 R
2B RPRB DA AEE BB ERERT S (Bandura, 1986 )
p

F]0t o Buss “7as 3 0B A G A m P 40 e

—_—

=

2tAat 2 Fin A (Buss, 1987) o @ sefddF fs & £.31 % {7 5 (proactive
) R
Bateman ¥ Crant (1993) #rd& d1z [ L 3 # ¢ § & | (Proactive
Personality Scale, PPS) 7 & % #4255 o A #a & 2 8 4p B < 7 € 4 Th st 4
A 0 KA EERD R T AR 0 CEE G A RLIBMEDR A
PRI R AP E B AR  HIEFE - DRI G LA DRET
iﬁioipzﬁﬁﬁ& FEE PR T IERB Y 0 B AR ARET
A AT EREBBE TR 0 ERT IR A R RS o

[
i
=

A AR MR A G B RALF MRE R R SRR R TR
PR ENRE NG A ORES S 4 ke 23 3 4 9% - Bateman
%ﬁﬁﬁ%fwﬁiﬂ%&ﬁﬁg R EE M E -

(unidimensional ) 7= ;N R I o B X RIS 2T B BB AR >

TR GA Y AIRA (1) Z22F PR (5) » HARF A 7 LRI A&
oA P B o

() #+#]% % (Control Variable)



By e T FHEHR ;Y - H¢ > pF1IE? FRIFEV T

NR 1IN PR FEMEDREE ) Bl FHE ohT 3 i (Mackay,
1988; Davenport, 2005) o hrpt Meig A A H HON T F I T 2 1 FEE Y
e b o B2 G oo § ot BRI o F BBy § A 5] e blde

Aﬂ#%ﬁmﬁmmﬁﬁ’w s m26s 4 R g TRV
TEREEE B AR ERRRT B g 6] L F % %
HEFBRAA" M B e PELTRAT S b L3
( Davenport, 2005) - ## > & > {34xDavenport (2005) 23 &3 R > 35
AL A s AL TR FRAIE Rt b > L H 8 B
N14% e ¥ T IR L AL AR KR T IR L &
% ¥ (Mackay, 1988)

T~ TR

AELRE LS A PR 0 BRI RIDE IR £ E 2 6 AR
WL IEE o B o PR hi A (- EHEA) 0 AR AFEZEIE
/47 (exploratory factor analysis; EFA) » @ &% = =t jc b2 & (%= &
HA) R 3N E g skE LT E A 15 (confirmation factor analysis; CFA )
oA ARE RA S FEIRITE g‘%i,fﬁ«;&_\,l ,g-}i;]z s 4
%‘ﬁﬁ%‘ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬂ* E K o 5 - PREE R X % R L R R <)
fﬁ?‘?@\?i\ﬁgxﬂl‘%ﬁ\
%ﬁ- 5 % 7

P
fie

o

THEFAE fkwﬁﬁrwgaﬁﬂ% R A E SR Ep
F oo T o F ’9"1‘%%‘?“7*%]“*5& od FTH Z FFE AT T'FAF'Z

;/FE ¥ ,F(ﬂ\'gﬁiipﬁpx&@ ?ﬂﬁr’*"%]ﬁ] -/‘q‘—_ 2 Re
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IR E 4 (B4 Bateman 2. T A 3 &8 4 | 27 Macan 2. " 3L
2= 3 ) P BB A FERE R Ny 2 T I E%F'%g,,hp,
ﬁiﬁﬁﬁf%ﬁiiﬁﬂﬁ%%oipiﬁﬁHmmKW%)%@ﬁm
AEPHI O EFATEAFE - A2 %%w{@%ﬁiﬁéﬁﬁ%é
;’jfé@%—ﬁaﬂ+%ﬁ*”ﬁp\ﬁ%,%ﬁ@ééﬁé%ﬁ@
FOpFoSd PEREOHREKR 0 M E RLAEY R BREFT AT
Va2 B4 o FHwh B AP EAR R AT E HEAFRER Y
LB FEAI KR TABBE o A HIA AT

HF- AT B

Fo 2 pwuﬁ; CRC . S Q;ﬂ(a JEP-REIE ¢h > T B BREARY
FA—»F"I"”ETF oA, AR o ?‘i’m@f”—‘}\ﬁ-@ﬁjfﬁié”}lﬁ’
FHE NG TRABEEREIRL, 2 TR EE G Ao AT
TR T A TR EE A e R TR R SR AR R
r% B8R Rl (PR S AN B FRE GRSy K

BESr FR FERAP AT 0 PR B o

p
dpfﬁuﬁ%% RETRHPA G EEEHHY .

14
N
g
peics
”

Yo EREBEMPEZE B ERLETRE RESHEFIRHN R
STEPIAR L SN - 3 N L‘dé‘f’ﬁ ﬁ‘r{?}gk/?ﬁ”ﬁ 4
Bfs B B RS 2 T ATH DT LT 4
@ﬁwﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁo

”55}?: DRIEH BN R

R o S LRl R
i”"&m@¢afﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂw%°§§%?ﬁﬁﬁ$#35%’“
WL R > X100 =+ 2 p2es o R T FMEWHFFRE L HT
IMELERY T2 LHREFEN EMMA2ZGF4 - M FoeR 276 > il
# < j% (Anderson & Gerbing, 1991) # 45 d1i¢ * 4 R AL &3 0> F 3
%ﬁﬁEm%””ﬁ%m“ﬁ’ﬂwﬁiiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂpﬁﬂﬁﬁi
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FRE A AT A R A éfﬁm R, ok o ﬁlz 5 27 %t £ 4
A F‘J%% i 7 878 AL H# o 9 Anderson £ Gerbing (1991) 22 & & > p
PR 2T Ti\':}fiﬁ - WAL Fidp LI A 2w B F b A
P P FERFREZF A vt B T0% 2 80%,"1,?&1:’5{3@5?’:_%&‘]021&15’“1&
ﬁﬁﬁ‘i\ﬁ LB 5 86%0'7*]“‘ s AR E 2 BEIE A U f AR S o
AFERTFMEPFRARELPRL 16 35> TF|ME1L LR FLPIED

K= CEFERETE AT
MBI B - BFREEFEA R UMD 2 5R
B I R TIA A

ARFEAIY 52 B EHEERELTF AT UREF R TG AT

BT R ER G

MR AGEFAIMESNE Y AR EPAELET FE AL D
Lk hetpdE e 2 £ 4 % (Hair et al,, 1998) o APFELHE B F 5
sz & (discriminant validity ) £ 4c a&c#c & (convergent validity ) 2_ 4p B F 3 ©
FRA 45 32
3 & * SPSS15.0 =2 AMOS #c %8 2 {7 4p B ?#"mfﬁ AT 0 A
P20 e 3R R A AR AT~ F1F AT B RGN AT
22 Sobel test » 14 A it E A E enié * PR o
(- ) #xit %3t (Descriptive Statistics)
1, W f]’ I"} qu
BeAR A FOR R LA 2N B oI FH D 2 F R U
AT
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(=) fa# 53t (Inferential Analysis)

1.

1p B ~ 47 (Pearson Correlation Analysis)
AFT 3 & % Pearson 4p B M BAE I R ET 2 AR AR o LT F A
SERRIPEIEAE S e

%)% & 7 (Factor Analysis)
AFTL R FIR TR G 0 R NP SRR R SR
B3 0% ‘}—'.‘L’f# =R = s Ny S ‘f#.""‘f‘ift@':—é‘f’l"t FRAF I o

B2 AR50 4 45 (Structure Equation Model, SEM)

O EHA TN ORERFEAY LR AT HRT S 2
AATAR M R BT AR AR E R A TR LS A 473 B3
B 0 v @ 2R E Y (measurement model 0 ¥ OBLIR| % Ho LR
B2 BE %) 22 B esS (structure model » i B 2 B %) (M
W, 2007 )0 RAT Y & F BAES ARHER A 4TET T A2 i R -
B AR R AR R Y EREY Ty R TR EA
FORUERE R Rk 2 e R - AT R
AMOS #c#g # fe & & & # i % 3472 | ( maximum likelihood
estimation ) & &7 7 3 1‘?" BHc2 MR o

Sobel Test
*FT 3 % Baron £2 Kenny (1986 ) #73 ! 2. Sobel test 1% & 5x & -
Fép’“ 2 Y IR Rt LR E o B 3297 0 P A
2 RIRETT e B Hp: ab=0 vs. Hy: ab#0 2. &% (a ¥ b 5 &8 (L g
) o FHHFZEFaB b3 2300 W abt0 B M ¥ 4

BHER b
/\

X Y

32 ¢ 4R LW
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R
S5~ P FENE A Aoy ﬁg,afrﬂ‘%F'“#’“%H STIIR
Fi S B e F R RRT VI @ﬁJEW?”ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
SRNS BT F FRAL B D FRE D

x~
GRS AR £ A PR T AR R é%o

PRk T8 p Aa g EF M a2 S .%z FERER A e
#2217 5 (Bandura, 1977; Locke & Latham, 1990 )- k@ » P & z
£ o AT THRZAPM 4 A5 MR IR B o m
FEEREZFTIMEIEDRERT M c AT T D
Bt hdas @i (THMEBPFFFRE L2 T3 Ao ) o
THEERPPEFLFIE o - L FIRMGT2 5% e 24k
FERT 0 iE— E’“ﬁ'*zzﬁm*é" BIRRT R G F e R RET
Z MG R E - B ARTERAL c V- S 0 B - PR ERREMPZR
m%}i’—‘ﬁb 200 0 A G T FESER S IR IR - 7]
FEERTIRET R I DE R o

(\x

AL FRE T E Y AR IRAERE S FIF

SET R i A %+ (Olfman & Pitsatorn, 2000 ) - Bostrom,
Olfman # Sein (1990)% G # §1— B g s shie * ¥ T P RPA %
o RERRES RECEERRY FRFE T 5T c BE RN R
% %o (target system ) ~ 2" 3> j* (training method) % # %] £ £ (individual
difference ) ¢ B W& B R BT R s st > &0 BEP RS2 (¢ 45
BRZEY S ) s BU LB VEHFFHENERPTL0E o F) o
’r’ﬁ’f#“ Bw 2INHPHEIDT F RIF VIR Ao BP0 PRk SR gk
AR T H F‘ Z2_ & ¥ B4e @ Microsoft office #ic%8 ~ ERP #ic#8 & o 213 >
g # e 7 @ R dﬂ“ g— > 3% o Blde D 7 5 %32 (behavior

(w

2

modeling method ) ~ & %|4p ¥ (tutorial method) & H v 72 o B %] £
PR AES IR G o Glde o ARFFSB ARG F -
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Lb,é#’\’*"}!b‘ﬁk‘z}%ﬁﬁﬂm:/ ,_L_gt AET T %‘E&'L"Ié_)ifﬁ'gf{'*ég

KT VI E c FIEEPRRE Pk AT FIEDHE 07 o
(ESEENGE N R W%%% wém@i’*“’aﬁ LR R
RAOF 2Py R £ 2 BHe fred > 4of] 33 4 o X RETE R

ﬁéiﬁ%?i@@n? TBRE A IR o FHp R LR
T # 45T FERE I B 2R T S AR B%Fé“?ﬁ—l?".éﬁ BB
m%‘ﬂ;: RRR FVIRA AT F AR F I Aok I IE P
WiTLETIEEG FEFE %% o @ + 3 % #ic (moderator)

BwZE AT fﬁj{‘ﬁ‘u—, fho AFERGF BA GBS
BXLFMBERT R AR S g G4 0 FIS LG A RRAE S
BA oG EREY ARG K FURRE DR o 2 Fldegt 0 B g
Wi o ¥ b 0 AFT T T Microsoft Outlook % P # % 5L T3 * (3

3
h
w

*H‘} 1’3\*
\\\

<!
i

F_\p

v s\l v .
B FAE RV o

A&7 10 Kirkpatrick (1967) #7# che F B 78 HEH7E 307 2 2% o
Fe - (F k) BER e AF g o8l > 26 il ip b enbui te sk 1
e B v BERLAH - BEF B LRBRERIEE MG RTVRES
%Eﬁ%’%éﬁiﬁﬁﬂ*ﬁ??ﬁﬂ%@a AORREF T oA A p
FRR GFE 8 o S TFIEEE N E SR ERBL L E T iAo T
Pk — enficdps R ESFDREEF IR GE - Vo AL FHA
BERER 1L AREITGneg > bde s T FEE P A2k o P RS ApF
Kirkpatrick w k& =t z=g#p)e T& Y R | enp > " TRER P A
W L2 RFE S RFILKTVRIE L F R
BERERARELFFE L o bldey TIMBERFPFFFRE L o gL 4
% 4p % *t Kirkpatrick = & :=g#p)? T7i k= Pk BREER &
1 EfE G b 7Ry plReerid = 9 YR (training transfer ) ik
% o B s > R E 5% Kirkpatrick w & 3 =g®p) ¢ T2 % k= ) 2 %%
blde > F R 2 R FEERT PFRIHE o BRF A (HE-) w25
%ﬁ¥’iﬁfﬂi?4@ﬁ?ﬂNﬁ%ﬁ4*4ﬂﬁg%:M(H@
SONRIMEPFFEAREL (PP ) R0 R g P
—)5?+ﬂké*%ﬁiﬁﬁ(%%w%
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BuLR
® i s

DEEE ED-EE 1

(<) BRI FEPRS I A i 2 W

B4 F - e R D R R PR AP IURK § Y
enp Ay 2 B Y 4 2% (Nelson & Cheney, 1987; Webster & Martocchio,
1993, 1995; Gist et al., 1989; Compeau & Higgins, 1995; Simon & Werner,
1996) o tl4e > Gist et al. (1989) &%= 3 4% {7 & # 2% (behavior modeling
training ) &2 i kR ¥ (tutorial training ) & 7 F e > 5% > FEFEITT NP

Bgi _—Fllz

TR~ TrERE pRABELTLE o '*%%«P-r 7R HD A g
WO R O SRR R T e p AT~ DRSS f AR

Compeau £ Higgins (1995) R &2 WordPerfect £ Lotus 1-2-3 $r#847 34 (7 5
g B S NEPT TP Aokat ~ %% 07 # (outcome expectation )
2R HREFIGF L PR E a0 7 el
3058 % 2 A 4r3 £ 2% & o Simon 2 Werner (1996) IZ B e e R
750k B AFY 2 BARPIRHI D Ao~ FY Hoer B
Bengi e BEE T AR 157 > T 5 Bt E Y §3 B
B e d 1t i@}}%'a oo AR PRI RAE R :? TR Y A
Ak ek g Bk oe®es s T i}ﬂiiﬁiiﬁfilﬁffi?
—HOCHWRFSEFYVFLAPIORY By R e
ARG E RO R Y F U LR
N 5
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$EA A AR I P Ak o TP 0 AR 2 AT
Hy @ 7302 § 0220 ude = B A T 38002 f Aoy o
(C) RA|MEFEIRET I ML PR FILGT L2 BRI M 4

TR B PRAOBA 3 BIETEEDRDT R ¢ BIRRE
S Ay o B R AR A4 2 4 1 (King, Winett, & Lovett, 1986) - i
FERARFALIALGFET IR REFT GG IF LM% 12 HD
HHI T ERBREL T sfoBRA o %% frd 4 e (Claessens,
Van Eerde, Rutte, & Roe, 2007) - F 3¥ $ &= 3 %?’Iﬁfé,? FRBEIFR gL
g > B g AT R Mo F gL 5 (Green & Skinner, 2005;
King et al., 1986; Macan, 1994; Slaven & Totterdell, 1993; Van Eerde,
2003 ); e §_Macan( 1996 )%= 7 2 % £r 7 &A% % o ¥ ¢F>Hall & Hursch
(1982) % Orpen (1994)2_#= 3 Aiom > PR 81207 5 &2 52k (Bl4e @ F5 5 20
BORAEL TR ) FFEIE G cfp B fL > 2 Macan (1996)1;"2’ Slaven ¥2
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Ho AR 40 s &8 5 B SUm gl o anjt §
I Fgd o o & 2 5R/AH S R
4. ’g‘lq‘iﬁ??ﬂ’
A _é_EI’T:’ﬁ g,u?‘fitﬁxﬁ SRR ,ﬂz.ﬁw m?#it@gglyujuﬁ;
B FTHAMFREK? T LAQES K
C FHAv7& FEMEF S BAIRENFAERPE
D R A el ® B4 B B R RE F G g in
5. @ MbgE L
A RBRERE AR T DlAc)) ii.m B e o
B ki RAE S g MBI e 0§ B P20% T m G B F B REB e
C NEAFHER X5 T F F g Ly
e R e e
A %?%ﬂﬁﬂé4§fﬂﬁ
B T AAKAITE E2 XA BEHER 0 A4S ARG T
C &iﬁ@ﬁL@EaFﬁﬁia‘%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@¢#3f’Hﬁ% B
D fEi- 2P AUBGREY o PR FEt o - X R AR By
E 7 3R Ea? » 4opt ¥ & 74 25%FF R & & ch1 (7}
F I 3% Siph Framdnit
G FrERiEd f2F ki~ 2 BRELEEA M~ L EEHE PR L
H % 4+ 3 cnpe FF £F 72 g it @ 21 2
I 280R202p» F XA #HEBZEP I hEI? UG EEFRF
J A p AR E gt AR
K #E5HxP- - g kidm L 2 0T awE P o 4oyt ¥ g e + 3
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B3R B (T
A 1aWTHIZ ALPA
B HEfadFgFInemi
C - ##iE- BiiE- PR EEFYR
D T3 BRFESLL > BEL AR A Lk
E @azaﬁﬂsz&%wé%f—ﬁ4ﬁ’@ﬁ@ﬁaw1
F ®a*FEMIZAPE
G BiFpRFEAP w22

2 & BAFLETEAN
E RE IR U Ml o S ?I/FHQ,/Z{ E%Tﬂiﬁj'l%qiﬁfj;z%IﬁFé&?ﬁi/}
173EAR ) THAAT B E A UEP R S o

-~ REw @A LT
P R R e T s B LR A A TR T o
() K% v

PRAEFF 20075 LN K w172 B Stk E

F’“P 3R AR R LT £ 165 F B E 0§k
83%-° % = .ﬁiﬁﬂ‘# ¥ 4z 260 > F* & ’::;‘_alr% &R E 9 o
F ok F R S % L 96% -

o
P

YT
\H%

i3

TR

¥ -
2
v
S

Eis
i

@F

—_—
“

X4 251 1

—

(=) £F ik A8 TR

AT S OBRMBETARERELET MR EF BB AL (nonresponse
bias) - & ¥5 Armstrong £ Overton (1977) Z% o B EES B AT
RGO S E LA w ez BB Y Yo RS vicz BB X i Ryt
FE2 FREZ I AEFSALAR - A7 ;ﬁd + = ¥ ¥_ (chi-square ) & %
ﬁ@ﬁiiéiﬁﬁ’%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁnﬁéﬁﬂ_ﬁw(w{ﬂ,
p>.05) ~ %7 AR (=25 p>.05) ~ #48 (=3.75, p>.05) ~ T It
R (2=3.39,p>.05) PEEELE - F 0 AFTAMERALE
F e A3 2 BF -

ISR AT T AL SR R A Rk
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WRLT AT RE S FWMA TS 2 hio4 42 5 56 AMOS 4 4718
2k o FRLFTRERPEFEAR MNHLEZERES B ERZFITNO0E
SRR TR B Y 1.96 0 B AL Rtk Y 30 uE B ik 3 8o
Rlg iR ¥ iz e > £ H g% & %3020 P LR (Kline, 1998)

AP BRBELBEEER BEKEY AT VFEREN O FRG EF VL

Mz B3R o b IR R G TRh B 20 FI R4 F AT R
HiE B g o

242 F MY R iR AR

%78 BB A E O RKE fRAE O EER O RRE
S X e 32 63 215 1.368 .043 138
T ERE R ’g LU 22 53 .030 193 .039 125
T FERE g Ay 15 47 - 111 -.708 -.258 -.821
T ER A pEE ] 10 30 162 1.033 -.285 -.906
3 TEpE R i 12 30 161 1.024 -.101 -.322
% %1% (Multivariate ) 3.112 1.535
(2) A*FTHAIT

AT EHE - 2 165 B ok AEFETARA T B T ik 53% > Lo

EH 35 1 FREA e FEFRCE I 15% ~ PAARE T 18% ~ AT E I 5% ~ it

FIDA9% (T E I 9% B % A A% T A E ¢ FE i £ 24% £ ¥ 31%
PRI E 10% ~ FAE26% ~ 25 9%E -

=251 6% xmﬁw L EFRT A R R 64% 5 T
61%% ¥ » TiaEds s 35 & o ' 5 35%miﬂt§ FIpER AR o Tio1
P T 5 1115 # » 7 F 20 .w&% % 6-10 # o @Jﬂ“ 1 TRl e AR
(40%) ~ BAARSE (7%) ~ 743 (21%) ~ Tausg (25%) ~ £45338 (%) - ?5
o AP R AR E DRI A (Fad By % 7 g€ 5B

W E AR g (F o
P RARE TR
(-) FERLFF A 47
AF g i * SPSS 150 {7 R 5% A 147 (EFA) » 2B &k A 2a 4
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i {7 0 f A r A ghF+ 2 (principal axis factoring) e & 4L 2 f 4k (oblique
rotation ) &7 FI% B BRI T F I T FRIER 16407 F 114057
AT L 0 AR f RIS 040 00§ 5L (#42 TMS
TM7 ~ TM8 ~ TM9 ~ TM16) 2 %= f jF (cross—loading) AL e TR

Argic G oo 1348¢ F 10 4TS TR b > LADE 2 RS
A3 04000k 5 548 (3 EM2-EM3~EM4) #4322 fjm o Flit > &

#7 7 ix9k Conway ¥ Huffeutt (2003) 2223k #4F £ 22 f fF2 48904 1% -

B ARy A R0 (T 5 S0 PR E LG 1148 5 2820
Bt 75 104)EFH - AFEALFF AP FlIE AL SRS ATEHR IR
G R ES BaEACE S Y 1 20 ¥ & o Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) & % 0.78 »
Barlett 3k 254 %+ 2 0.01 2. &g % R > U B AT AFBNS BFEE B

B AT HARAFRPFZL T2 85 g ehe T2 32012 g Aog
e m R ES BREAKE <1 2 F]F o KMO &5 0.79 > Barlett £35#& 2
4001 2B EKE o RmA e R R Aok 43 0

] PREFEREL S a o ML RBEFIFZ PN E 0 ABE LG

T3 E

%1% (& 4% OP10 ~ OP11 ~ OP12 ~OP13 ~OP14~OP15: ¥ 6%8) % ¥ 17
'ﬂ’% (E«‘ﬁ MPO1 ~ MP02 » MP03 ~ MP04 ~ MP06 » £ 5%8) - 4k 4-3 #7157 o
e = 1148 R R L2 647% - KA & & F]F Cronbach’s alpha &
AW E D HEEFR 079 - AR F1E 076 0 SRR AT L ATE BT S AR pE
FERFZLAFF 3957 AHL P I0-REFR -

THEE AN GG o MEFRBREFR P SRS LS T ARE
it (# 35 BSO1 ~ BSO5 ~ BS06 ~ BSO7 ~ BS08 ~ BS09 ~ BS10 » £ 7 &) % i&f#
$av (¢35 AS11~ASI12~AS13 > £ 3%8) » 4ok 44 9757 o ﬁf?\i + 10 38 >
AR EEE639%- 3R> % & %% Cronbach’salpha & 4 %] 5 @ AL A it
0.83 ~ i&fF i 0.78 » w*%@fﬁpzw$%@+ﬂpgﬂnmiﬁﬂ%ﬁ

B RdF2 PN RPEER o
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LA3EIMUBR I L L HE R LT RS E LRSS E

AL P Hgr YR
FlE  FlE
OP12 R FEEWF &% 357 2 F ~ BHM P F & fEmam g 731 016
OP13 G¢RRF ez F#ERAVREET 2 ZL* T FEMEgH 726 055
OP14 #r&FenT F & ¥ R - 2% 631 042
OP11 a3 o o & T AL AE X Y > 2 LT FiEF 0 508 (28
OP15 *THaT +|MEBAF¥ &5 fE 553 .002
OP10 W R 7 +#itpF gzir%/m;zaméf AF S EE 545 042
MP04 ¥4 BiEr {32 en 2 Rl + it .100 .785
MPO1 452 £ & 2k B A =X 2 .097 .689
MP03 #A7 F 2 Rge 41 (5 fed E 2 5 m?%?/gw B 043 .649
MP02 &2 Ip AT 25w f g 0 R"ﬁfry 137 640
MP06 FI* B A (FE fFiedrd ARJL R = el 0 1 1% 165 547
Cronbach’s alpha 0.79  0.76
AHREER A 64.7%
%447 FEMPE g AKZFEEIRFZLAFTELDRLATRES
P P G
i Hoa
BS06 % ¥ AR e 81 .096
BS07 @iT#Rit & &A% 759 113
BS09 7§ e b i {7 E0E GEA, 743 111
BSOS i 457 ATH{/R /0 semp g 697 .039
BSI0 i * {% % 'J iiﬁm%J HoF T F i amey 607 372
BS08 & #nit PRI B AT TR 591 298
BSO1 1 * r,g.,,—w B #ag4rixnit £ & 4 419 197
AS11 1% (R ERA P 1?%@?‘:%" C AT e & ) 092 .787.
ASI12 #”éﬁ*+éfﬁ—ﬂ b(%bﬁ TP IFRA R FERE) 193 766
AS13 Pl B e g mﬁ@%r Ha A g2 HgFE - (ATH 150 703
EARP] s pE AR g )
Cronbach’s alpha 81 78
ARREEE A 63.9%
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(=) FFELF]F A A7

PO RATHRAR Y NHRFLFIEZ AT MY Ry Anderson ¥
Gerbing (1988 ) cruE ik * & FFEE T F A A 47 0 & FFE A B 5B E 50
( measurement model ) 7 % ##5¢ (structure model) - # @ | & #5% 3 &
LA LS N RECREERFL T #2170l % » S R4
HEME N EARERKRSE - 277 L AMOS & (FHRBEMFE A 47 o

L. R 5% 4 47

AR A (N=251) & FS%FELFIF AT k%D o
EFA #7182 L FlR i L3 8T o 1T A BRdim G R 2R A 47

(1) & &~ 37

R PR LR A B AT B R S R E -
RMEAER P CRBBPREF 2 - REARG c AFFT2ZRREATLE I e
&= R (composite reliability; CR) ¥ L 32% B 45 3§ > (average variance
extracted; AVE) = #E dp ¥ o He s @ B RSEF060 7 TIHPREH
B~ & 7f % 0.5 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Bagozzi & Yi, 1988 ) - d #£4-5+
b AT A LS 0L R EA10.83~09] » TEHRHIE @ 40
0.51~072 > + B 2 kie » A AEL R EL EREF - ekl .

#4-5 Bt R AT

B i % BERR THRIHFE
TAMEBEFEIREL FEY G 83 51
B A .89 .56
T I ERGE A Aok A A Ha .86 .56
LA .84 .54
AL A P 91 72
T IR R AR .87 .52
3 e IR .86 .59
Vet :(z+ﬂ$nt FlEf e/ [(SHREMFE R &R 8 R E384)]
PR R E=N(FE L FED/Z(FF AR OHS LR R R E L))
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(2) »eh A 45

MR AGEFEIL AT N L FR AL F R R AL - AT
VT RO RS H WK - AR TR o T RORR L R M R R
k- BEALRE  RF- BRELSALFIHIELFOpHERL
B TERARR LT LR RE T R R L BELRA TR f A
TEIEFREG S 2 U o SiERpIEFAe AP AT RIE R
Fl & b B hBc A 3053~0892 F 5 @ ¥ o P A E ok (235,
p<.01) o Fpt > AF 7 2 BlE BV E 5 Jekirek o

m

E¥ A REREIERY 2T BFR AR LHEL AETEAR

Rk z)i%ﬁﬁ@o FECRZAE S AR OB RRIART > 2wt AP 0
PR A e gk o HApB AR £ K o AFT 7 & J5 Anderson & Gerbing
(1988) Pz (72 By Fipd 27 BREAEAE > kRS A F2A4pH
BEAETH] (XU ) B AFAPM Gl (22U ) o Al
FHFE AT BT RO LRI EFNEFFT LR R ARRIAK
TEAL B H TR TS 10 S H T 10T T2+ > LB (f
(1,N=251) d 15.93 ] 69.98) & + ** y*100s=3.84}25% B ¥ > 4r# 4-6 - i%
oA ER - HERARERL RS RS WL R E G RRRR o

#4-6 T WP R M T

< ZER PN Ay
R X pd R pd R
SRCES AFEANN A 100.51 44 57.02 43 43.49
B A 76.29 14 6.30 13 69.98
PR o428 66.00 20 20.26 19 45.74
PR Eed-1 4652 14 22.10 13 24.42
PERY 8 3L B A 102.08 35 52.86 34 49.21
PR g2t 10174 44 59.79 43 41.94
PR -1 78.82 35 53.96 34 24.86
A Ao P Es -8 62.19 14 18.18 13 62.19
PR Ee4]-1 93.75 15 45.85 14 47.90
PR -2 PR -1 41.70 14 25.76 13 15.93
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2 ;4'\7 *3— J(\‘ :Eé; FE-

AETEBERELFIZAVTRF LR LA L PN RE2 FARF
2R BERAGFDEE  THT LR T REL T Y ESTRE R
Beoo #TT Ok AR L B 0 R Y B REN R E IS i
FEEE R EA S AEFRAEFLAPM AT BE L RAF AP
T 41:]&%3_—\4,\ 170 AP EAT

(1) 4p i et

FoAl s (g ~ 1 T TR N s B8 ) ~TERIRE (AR
PRRVE IR f Aokin s PR SR $E (1 @R ) 2 B
toh Gliched 47 MEE T EL FF o EHE T I Ay P EIR
B oD dphE o B AR R s W) 5 (1=24,p<01) ~ (r=12,P<.05) %2 (r=21,
p<O1) » AE7F 1 1 FRARSF ~ £ d0A& A 2 32002 f Soonic A& g L 202 e
ARG o ¥ BB BT IMAEPHAILE L2 1 CEFSIR R Y
S M (118, p<01) ~ (r=-.14, p<05) » BF7m % I “THfcedt i ik
BAXS DR HT I MEEFE LT L8 FRER L AL o

% 47 4p B fadicaErE (N=251)

P Al A2 A3 A4 Bl B2 B3 B4
Et I e
AlZR i i § -
A21 (FF R 24%% -
A3 01 27 -
AdE & 2% 48%%  gexx -
TR T8
Bl 4 $3 # {4 09 -13*% - 15%  15% -
B2ps 3 12 S18%% .01 -05 .07 @ .28** -
B3p 2 szit 21%% 01 04 -12 30%x  21%* -
B4#r 2 pE o] -.06 .10 07  -11  25%x  25%x Q0%
R 2]

Cla e ¥4 -14% -.02 13 02 30%* .04  27*F*  48**

#p<.05, **p<.01
PRI RMLFOM 55 T 0 AR ABEE TS MEERPILE S
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TIEE g Aoy 2 B edp b Glics 28 2 300 A FKE (p<O01) - A
TEFARRAIBRORRY AT IEMEERFRET LR T FMEp Ao
o AR o bl ATRIRT A BRRAM GA T o ARIFE T I
p i 2 QIR PRSI S TRERSHE AP Y 2
BMERE S w530 (p<01) ~.27 (p<.01) % 48 (p<01) -

~

) BARHER A 4

PR gam2mity s xa>? i (fully mediated) $rz 384
(partially mediated ) » /i » *#F 7 & X 3 3352 }]}F%v TR e Hro Ft o
MY PR A s 050w 5 (competing models comparsion ) 4 #7
—mE T AN (BN — o o) 41 P L g MmA) ¥ - w
PIRA P ARG (B S o AeBl 41 P2 g A AR ) H Y
et - BRSNS 2 £ 85 0 THG S A FERBAAARAIFME Y
IRFMERHFEPFARIEE L FEILFIRE 5 7 - FERROKT
ﬂﬁéf“mﬁ@%ia+éhﬂ¢@ﬁﬂﬁsot“*www5ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ
KR A MEWFFIRE L2 g2 g Aonigalpgr 1 (v g -
SRR TR S (o (4, N=251) =12. 93;GFI =.976; CFI =.962; IFI
=.965; RMSEA =.077 )+ T34 - (3 (9, N=251) = 60.795; GFI =.935; CFI
=823; IF1 =.84; RMSEA =.10) srfeig B L & (Ay (4)=47.86,p<.01)¢ ¥
o AT TR - 5 RA RS (preferable model ) o fit = P AR

AFPIRIMERFALPREUE R I MEETFRE L L 10T

Fipdlg 2 ERBE > T AER N2 ¥ (B=.02,p>1)~(B=.09,p
>.05) 0 FI#t o E BN D E RN = (W'“f aARidpr g+t
RYPMEFEIEE DT I MR LT LI 1 TR F IR 2 BT
R 42) BEEASHAL AT HEL LB B (AF(Q)=4.05p>.05)
Flgt o AR Y TR G M H (parsimonious) fHCFY = 5 A M feif A
TIHURKRFT B N 2 B4 2T REEE (fF (6, N=251)
=16.98; GFI1 =.985; CFI1 =.964; IFI =.967; RMSEA=.068 ) o 7% & it §2 <
flic (4o 4-2) 4R FIAP B F R (p<0l & p<.05)c F# - H, -~ Hy
Hy~He® H, 35 EF L $F o
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M4l 2d G (- ) #3000 A (B2 ) 7 AW

(300 3N 52 ARIA > BN S LR - et BRIA)

PR R
(T F#8i)

AFTE - A - B E U AR Y (B D et s ) 2
ﬁfi#};l*%‘fﬁﬁgﬂ‘kr% 4-80 .;F—' ¢ ﬁi“\_ ,‘%},‘%Z‘Q TF)‘\V{*E‘}\‘ R *3‘_\‘ _ é;‘?&&\

PARGY O AN S S B R RN BRI 2 B R
SPfei R o FIRH 2 R AP BB



% 4-8 A3 2 BB E LG e i

feifdp i ZRIRE OB - (BRESY) st = it = (B2 H5Y)
y*/d.f. <3 6.75 3.232 2.663

GFI >0.9 0.935 0.976 0.985

CFI >0.9 0.823 0.96 0.964

IFI >0.9 0.84 0.965 0.967
RMSEA <0.08 0.10 0.077 0.068

(B)F 42k Sk

HRESH> fsta g o O FEALFHEY RIE A SRR
SAHE T 0 { TRBRH SR Rk 0 U E Jh2 RESEY 1 R ER
xRk o FRB IR FE ALY ARKEF P4
Pk e ATV ARIBPEIT IR FRSHRE 2 Bk o
BB B A (PIMEERIRE LA R IR Ak ) A

B AFT i i Sobel Testie (7 ¥ 4 2% 24k % (Baron & Kenny, 1986) -
Ak A Hy (2=2.14, p<.05) #2Hs (2=2.61,p<.01) 2% = o ¥ ¢ » &
RABPZFL I A g FRPIBL IR BFEFLAE
Ptz BE»E (z=2.01,p<05); & F &R p Argi FHiE T F 0L B*F'&#"’
TINRE nf%ﬁf#]}éiﬁ#&éi%ﬁi’ﬁ Btz &H B (7 =229, p
<05)> 7 THg Ho3os = o AP T BAT 7 B2 FH LS IR 40449 -

249 77 EE2L RS

Bh B % LR = 2

RS R - E T PR x

7 ﬁ;égfifgw%mﬁ?ﬁma-éﬂx——l%?F‘Q’:Fm#ﬂﬂ[&\‘: A

3O ARABPOSRIMEPERERFIOTIMER L
AR (Y %)

4 TIEER O EFELR oL TR £

5 0 RAMEBPEFEIRGEL T IEMER T BEF IR x
—1 TR (7 12%%k)

6 AH T T R g Aok 2

7 éﬁ_‘_:j.éf_lg’_‘-f]*\. ;;gb—>ﬂ_'—+éﬁfif§q+ﬂ$'m 'FH& —5!\

8 AfiBE R IEE Ah SR IEE R E L
Radle (¢ 47%c%)

9 THEE D A>T FEE R EFFGIR £

R R R (4 k)
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i@igﬂéﬁo
(—) AFHA T

I I pl%wélﬁé KPR G 173 xS
RIS XRIFRT AR R ?\ﬁmiéﬁoﬂﬂ$6M%
59 65%¢ %’JB&&GS% FoM%nR Rl R A s ¥
w%%%%kﬁoibﬁ?élﬂji’m+ﬂP£¥&QP6ME01
RIS FRIER AL EIRT T T s F TR Eend Ao gy
Flies g 105 Eply > HP F 9B R ARRIKE « BT kAT EY
ARAAFTHEFF R BRI 2 FF A xT A4 (=205,
p>.05)~ 1 iF5m () =3.65,p>.05) T+ & % G5k ( x=3.87,p>.05)

31 ez (x’=441,p>.05) T REFPRZ LE

BRI Ewzis » FHE IS IR P 2wz 132 i>F % » vk 4
T5%° 32412 105 = B ¢ 2wz 77 3R % > v T F L 73% o Fp ’#”f
T T >3 e 2 pEsal ¥ Fkeairdlesny 1252 75
3 %R 5 o

(Z) 2EHEIAE A H AT LR 247

THT ttest RLRIF & TR IMEPFHFFRLEL ) 2 T AR
iﬁﬁja%&\?@,wuﬁ*%%$9ﬂ~m«ﬁ%’ﬁb*¢ww
Bl 2 ERAZFIFTLIHFLALR - R EE ttest s % kT > &
Bl FEmEmFEeEs ) ¥ %2 (1=.081, p>.05)l:>i’#”°%'l
=-604,p>05) AREHR AL L A2 Wvﬁ@ﬁiﬂ e P
Al AR dME Bl FHe(1=684,p>.05)m 4 2 (t=731, p>05)
FERAS L E A2 va%giﬂoﬂﬁ’%P ke irdle

i'f.
é\} ok~ ok
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7

-~

=3
T

ERASSA AL T L AMTL it
SRR R P FIR L RSP

AEERRR BRSO RGN Aok R L A Eo TSR

EEEDEPIETREA R T A it4eT o

l.

B ¥ 2o (history effects) @ 5 1 ik Pk 78 > éﬁﬁ’i“/ﬁi'l

HERRERMEFLFE AFLREIAE N L2 AP 2 RH AT
BRAAMER L ERIETE AL R T o blde o AP R TR
BIRE L9 4o 9 4 M4 5&1-«%-3’54;‘:—3-62!3&&3 YA TER FEARRERETE > 8P
LEEFHREAPM B TR P2 L ERPR R DL
Too A 4T % BT F 82%% 80%n s Fini B F &R geR 11 (v R
SNHRE SR FL R ER o PR T AT AR R
2 BRERRR 0 AT A A 0 ok 4 §RPETES B
Gl o Tl s TRl - F RTS8 M T F T gl o

= #»¢l (maturation effects)) @ F] & 2V HkARd ¥ FFERS ke

A F S R DB EREEL I A T 0 A RO F pr K,ért (Sackett&
Mullen, 1993) ° AFT % 2. 7 2V RGALFE = | P> ez FF PR
FEE oA R e arid s o Tt f,%? BRSO -

Bl € 1 E 2k (instrument effects) @ § "S5 2 frg 3ok iR &
BB TEE Mﬂifmﬁfngmfwm.waxéa(&&m&
Mullen, 1993 ) ° *FF 3 2. F Sk > B REF %7 4425 -
BRIF B IRRAT o gttt AT F B e ] e R 18 R
KR IDWIE - 3R o FIPt > BT "5 PR L EOTRTE K2 P o

PS>l (testing effects) : Willson ¥ Putnam (1982) %% Pl »c )i
Pk o o F B o FP o dok Rt Rl B RRRE R
iP5 i vt # ™ (Shadish, Cook, & Campbell, 2002 ) o & #= 3 2_ 0 jp|-
@m%@mes%H’afgwwggﬁw%ww%ﬁ g B E AT
St FEF FHOADN g5 AR R o gt b A T
ﬁﬁﬁw@a%L’ﬂ&’z@szwéaﬁéﬂﬁﬁwz@o



5. % ;é EFH A sl (selection bias effects) @ F Bk ‘2 22 324 2 e B
SRR R S RIE R BN P R S o i ¥ eniTi LRSS B A
éﬂﬂi?*%%'ﬁﬁmmmMal2%D’ﬂ&’iP§%¥
ANCOVA 4 7 #-a Pl o iy & £ ¥ NEEHEF e 4] e isp
*ﬁiii°ﬂﬁ’%?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%iﬁ@°

6. A% (sample attrition) @ 4 ¥ F & (T ¢ R AT A DR 4R
Shadish etal. (2002) 305 ¥ F B S 473 (28 (7 R > B4
ST R LT VRAL FRENA R A 1
A g A A dpt o BLES F LTET
BEL R FRE- R M H AL DR %\ﬂ}n fRnl 8- 3" 58
Bk oo ikypttest i LE R AT BT AT ARG RIS T
AEEF2Z LR o FP o XREX R R £l ML I

4

Z ot R R R B R BRI RS
TRE Bk S e T A e R e

G

‘>‘-
Wi

ﬁélﬁ’ﬁﬁ%f

1.  F % »tl (Hawthorne Effects) : 5 B v 2" EAEY » T 7 &g p

E)’f@ %Em‘l’%b ’W]-J‘[”E] < ﬁ;?ﬁé}ﬁi*o ITF]LL 7*1’%"?5"";
WP R R EFEIREEFRE>FL B PR R AR R F
R

2. 7 F# ik (demand characteristics) @ % X i#H 58§ &P Y
* 4Bk 5l E 2 f«s"*‘ W R AR 0 AL F R (Schweigert,
2006) cARHELEFP N - BRIV 2Rd £ R T
AL P EERL A SRFEBED TR P bfl s &
g ik ﬁ%%-??)ﬁé%mwﬁi@ Fom s LG BT X ,Pj.aﬂu ek
BIRE L4 Frenimgd B F P AF %D F M (realism) > 7~

THELPFREGELE DA EFRT VR AT LA % - 7
B i F *’#Hfz Fo M o

3. w4»u)ls (carryover effects) ¥ S ehil {7 » XEF ¢ F A H 4

gt BPREEF b P PR EE ERIZFHRIRE

B

)

-76 -



%k%ﬁﬁ&?ﬁ*z%iog%&1§@?@UTiﬁ%huﬁ
xf o F ko X hE Rt R 42 g,ugﬁﬁ)iﬂ’rs%a o L ¥ 5
*pwwdfﬁgﬁgﬂ it Ao F RS AR AR -
Tr WHEMAREY A ER Y s

T KT VRGFAAZBAR TR

Kirkpatrick #74% d1 2w K " Remg®ale > 5 - k=5 TF K
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(a)® 281 p Aoy )T+ EEERFIRET S
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4.0 4.0
3.5 - 3.5 1
sl Rt
M 3.0 A 3.0
25 25 A
2.0 T T 20 i '
WE G R B
B BB FERIFE
(OF  #1 8 % B E IR (TR R P SFHFRER
4.0 4.0
3.5 3.5
1z iz
3.0 1 3.0 -
il il
2.5 - 2.5 1
20 : . 2.0 T T
i ip] 18 il ) R
ST 9 by B o Edle

Bl 4-3 F 2 /P 2w ip]- 18 R T 04 K

(=) ¥ %%~ 47 (Analysis of Covariance, ANCOVA)

AR T - HFHE* ANCOVA %z A9 %2 77 3 B o Arvey £ Cole
(1989) 2% #-wpl = 4 % = £ ¥ (covariance) 2 ANCOVA 4~ 15 » H_
Bl PO E BAF 2 2473 2 0 F] L T A ook A Rk w4 (power)
2 Har & BN E v it 2 2 o blde 0 ANCOVA it ® %ﬁd T AR PR
ANOVA 4 45 & & nﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁf o o W RE R X R
T;‘f » 7]t > ANCOVA i ¥ ”K’* BB R Bk 22 ?ﬁ"/’a\ +5 o Anderson, Tatham,
#2 Black (1998) ip 7t ANCOVA + ZFAF % p e ANCOVA it /ﬂ N
R RERFET P KR ﬁwwﬂ%;f—ﬁ%@ﬁiﬁ&%&%i
MEREEFTe+2 48 - Ft > ST RBRTFEE VP B
Bl BT %p;@wAmmwxgﬁ%%éﬁ%ﬁ’iuﬁW$%$
R REo R e S R (FRE0, Hdle=) ALY S
+ 3 % #c (Moderator) (& » &£=0, M E=])-

A3

o

F e F FRA 55 ANCOVA § S0 A+ BR 25 & BuliLi o
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1 fewz BFFE 3 50,

2. X BB F R AT BRI

30 X RS R REL R ALE RAULE T o MR B SRR BT DR

4 2 EASARE o L F SR AL e kg & R R IR] 1k R TR e
iR RFA SRR > WL R FRE T AT 7

5. BB EFRFIE-

AFF2ZFT R GEEF T P RN BN @ T 2 4

4-11 24 4-12° 2 g AE S FN > L B & b2 3452 BREo

F4-11 e porfF il Y SRAE R £

SS DF MS F Sig.
3% Eﬁ" ke 'Fv‘r'f',}_ 5.83 3 1.94 1.05 371
B 360.85 199 2.19
(# 8 %,p>.05), 7+ 2 E’%Fﬁ?/__f‘fa
ﬂﬁﬁ Tdcle B 7.38 3 2.46 1.05 373
A 468.15 199 2.84
(* ¥, p>.05), =+ 2t p Ay
il fiﬁ? Vil B 2.68 3 0.89 1.08 357
=3 164 199 0.99

(B ¥, p>05), TFEE @Y P HIR

3 4-12 X % B #cdp £ 2 Levene ip|iE

F g pd R pd A2 ME
TAEEPEREIRE L (R)

971 3 197 .846
T FEE A A g (180R)

.590 3 197 .623
T T EHIE (5 R)

1.575 3 197 197

ATy 8 ANCOVA ~ 478 i jplat 3§ = = S #caJ? » k=X g
2T VRS = IET&%‘&(?,—*% Bp Ak s RS EMEPER
ARSI BEFAIE) 2 o gt ¢k F1 i ANCOVA % 7
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2 H - 3 78 (single-item measure) @ AFT 7 3k #-= B ik % Boik = 4o 12
ﬁ@»vmwwi:rm¢ﬁ M o T A NS E T L RS
25 Rk LA PRI TE A RE Tk A E R T E

ook e T3t o

£ % % (Covariate Effects)

6”34

MR AR Ak RS EEEFAIRE LR IR P
FIRE=ZBEREEDP ST > E P2 Ak o 0 2 ¥ Pl
TR FE ?'PJ:@«P = 4 (F=33.05, p<.01; F=30.46, p<.01; F=32.01,
p<.01) (drd 4-13~ £ 4-14 ~ % 4-15)« Tt » & RS fc2 wp| 2 % 5 2
R SRR DT A -

2. T F #0532 % (E-mail Management Training Effects )

R R AT o TR Ve W e T S0de y 2L R B e 2 ] e ehis R
S om PR BB o B e T S T g o T 3
FHDRSFEEE %A T3 Ny ) 2 T 3402
PR Sl | B % 8 Bl BL(S T iofkE T fu’i&;’rﬁfﬂ (F=23.56, p<.01;
F=23.85,p<.01)> 4c# 4-13 8 £ 4-14 %777 o & | R FEMETFF F 10 {7 5
(F=7.82,p>.05) & AZ I3 B F 1 4ok 4-13 #777 o @ F {5+ i (Post
Hoc Analysis) 2. %% k7 > Fokeh TR 3202 p Nagiy | 2 T F 328
RIS ) B R R T iags Rl e o Bl H
POH, WF A Hy ABE A A WD I I F IR TS
it g Ay 2 7 FEMERF PRI 2 50% o

=

F4-13 T FMEPFF FF LR REAITHEEL 2

22 Lk SS DF MS F fa v i

Y HpleE 7868 1 78.68  33.05%*
;_w:%l Digen 1719 1 17.19 7.82
Q% t ARERT 0106 1 0106 0.02
] R AR 1.76 1 176 0.37

L FHp<01, RgHe TIEEEFF A EE G
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F 4-14 T3 R0 Aoki B RS TR A

28 Kk SS DF MS F EERLS o3
3 (T R 53.84 1 53.84  30.46**
d2e%k L PR EE] 4165 1 41.65 23.56%*  F sk >ped) e
Arcdk t ARET 0719 1 0.719 0.20
R e - ol 15.82 1 15.82 4.47* B> e

L RRp< 01, R He w S ERIR p ANy

30415 T 3R B THIR L HRA L 2
%“i‘ Mﬁz SS DF  MS F R
Y gE . w2580 1 2580  32.01%*
ﬁ::% Sl ﬁi w2013 1 1513 23.85%* @5 wm>prdl
Aokt AREHF 953 1 053  10.70%* B A E>MA X
P AR 1.80 1 1.80 1.11

1 oerp< 0], i

S TR BRI

3. A R4 # A 2% (Personality Effects)

L RBA TR R R s T g b g T AR A B
P ARG iR o A RS R
Mo OGS T iodic o TP 0 AR A B 2K G 0 A dl TR F P
FARABEE TR I IMER Y R GIR | 0 (S T 5k
F P E M (F=10.70, p<05) @ 2 v 3 ik $#k
PR~ R MEERF EILE L) G F R T Ege R T A

B A
Fis 0 £

i URE - I

@ F {é v # (Post Hoc Analysis ) 2_

G R T A

K M %Fj”‘k*él Lisl edts g - VAN €S
T IO s A R AR e o ey

o ARABPFA RSN AT IBE R EREHE4F -
4. A FHH T 1T* 2% (Moderating Effects )

AR BT FEE NLiyh T T sk B F B RS
BA Gt THEEF BT PRI T T I A P ek f
ﬁ,»oum},aﬁg gh]v;::rg:;ga pfm?,,fqﬁai%émi;gwﬁg&&ﬂ

KL“”%‘ T* 2% 28 F > "B AILIFEE > T 7
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2416 F%Ri2FmT BRI FHELS
o BE 4 [EEN
1 TAEEF LR E AT F IR AT 2
2 RIAMEFEIRIPRATIMEPFFFLF S &
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A ék*zﬁ‘éi%fgzgﬁé
50 Afeadefign o DIEEERIRERTIMEE 3
FEmiEi 2 B g%
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e Ve X Wk
(z) 232023 % 2 BFF & 4 (Time saving in E-mail Use )

KT R R R I MEERE AT A B o mE - 58 f e
BRER T - A RPHES U BRI TP PR
% 4-17 BV ARM AR E SR > FHREINL > LUK T 1T%E 15%:5

PR HY B E L 2% - EEAFL LT AR o g
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Fo 417 9 S w2 PER TS Y B R A

BB oifle
%K T 5 taml &g wp ispl
PFERTERER () 64 53 (17%) 57 56 (2%)
PR Al (2 B 1~5) 3.44 3.94  (15%) 3.53 348  (-1%)
FERE I g A S A

-84 -



¥

By
S+
i
o+
<
-g{\?.'
12
I
w

h— 5 7
§~ E-T’ Pin‘ppﬁ

AEF 2 BREHA S (1) i 7%
IEPERF A IR(T L2 T F N p Aoy &
A FFH o A AT

S NI X IMERE 7L

pr-=
Bk E BT B AFE TR R e g Y A
B2 NBERBERE A HG

(1) @ * 7@* FERE AL A B PAAE &R
) PFLIERT » TFEEIRF S BB S H 50 F
() BF FREAFBhRT £ 53 wke

(4) 2 FMEHRL LT 6 HEH @ 2L pE 5 B Ry
(5) Bl LY » THEEC LA AFRE IR G o

(6)

@=h
4y
e
P
™
.
“
(1S
TE
il
i
o
e
?\_
o
brs
=
St
%_\
|
14
W
\ ™
ey
T
&N
(\

(7) & » 57 ¥ ¥ vy

IF

PP T A A B AT
(B) @ % FAKLUE Y TF AN s § o i 4h g 3 TR TR -

M ipEERRELE T BT FEER*ALE (social) F o

(functional) @ & » Hi7F 538> B2 2 (D)~B)~O)~(DE >4 g m » >
A(2)~ (@)~ (6) ~ Q) AR B>+ i g v o 4oB] 5-1

BRSPS GALE R MG S 0 TR T AN F o i

M oo A o AR BREM OBARY o T S gy T TR
LS



bl

W

NS

N

ﬂJ 6534
4

1k

=
W
PN

s
ETIRS

F_*'

N

R
IR

1%
)
I
A
® &
= I
& E
wR
o
K
:‘ﬁ
w

9
> —ml¢
=

ey
=

o
N
v""'
=
c‘q—@uj

F 252 7

i g i g
AT AL L e R E 33 BEE A 58 IR
g
AT AT R X R R
1 * PUAF REeTIF 5 s
S PER B G e R ® % g~ F e a2t
W ApAE g R
1 iFARRE 2 5 A ERIZIR £ Hamh 28y F2 biERl
Jed2 EF

B 5-1 T%—%"éﬁ—lf_l&’i i ﬁg#ﬁ‘t

T L A B B X E T L E R e E

Iﬂf@ﬁﬂf’?h’%%/}ﬁﬁ*g;@_é“i °/&'J£r’féy?,;§g/;fﬁ¥f€§_;}7§ﬁ‘£z



PERAE R R LRI L Rt R 4T 7

o TR TEDMIADLEREBAPFRFRY 07 5 o blde o Rt

1FEF R - Lok 2 AR R T F I L fenY I B Y ATt

REGPER > 2 @ fE 2 ApM 2 203y - 29 o Rk hiEant

AR E T A A 0 TR RS R R TR R Ry g 0 TR R
k ‘ * AR T FERE g o H oy e

AR CHBENF BT RREA RS TR BERFT SR (TS
$EE 1) B AR A BY 4 RE(RFMEFRFLE L2 T
IWE R Aei)2 ¥ ok o BRI LG ARLEEAR DB NS E
PENT M PEFF IR L BMRE DT I Ao BERART
FIRE ot o AT HFRTIMEFEF P RFTL EEBT MR+ R
AR AEP S TR o PRSI MR PR HE L

N
A
s
A
N\
o
=
=
o
o)
a
o
o)
=
=
—
o
A
vl
=
hrl
=
—=$e
.

L enoe (blde: 2 TR ) 75 0 L - 58
5P AR 0 TFE 2 BE B b 2 ol 2 F]Z (Locke, 1991) -

7
TEEHEF O p A B2 FE G ¥ L ek} % (Bandura
& Locke, 2003; Locke, 2001; Stajkovic & Luthans, 1998 ) &4 & 5 % & B

N3z A o w4 E T E a7 R F  (Oliver & Shapiro, 1993 ) »

-87-
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