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CEEWEEA DS E FEHIREN) BR, #8
%2020 4, P 60 % J L E T Ry 26402 T5 N
18.70% ,5 2010 4FAHEL B FF 1.35 A~ F 40 i, Bk
R RESE— iR, R, 2 Gefhah 2 % AU ik,
2021 4E( A N B E E R &P At 2k RS 1
DU FLAFERLRI AT 2035 A8 5 H AR B ) $5 2
PR TF 4T BEAt o BRI, DT
RUBARIK Sy 1E 7=y 2 AR 0 O SRR By QAR
HORBREHAR)Z ARG H AR NF AR A2 R O
ANt HOEREE R AR T IR ZIR L 5 e H R
R R Z 18] BB IS (X B 46,2022 ) o ik
AR NS SRCF AT SRR LR, O e
PO 2 S S A H A — I T BN R ORE R
FIRHKE SR HAE BRI I A 2 X e %
IEAFEAREZAT HE R ME RS T EEN

1.1 BREBEZEAfELE RETHER

i AR 3% 52 i AU ( Technology Acceptance Model
TAM) ( Davis, 1989 ) Fl#% & $7 AR 2 32 #51 %1 ( Unified

.20 -

Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology , UTA-
UT) ( Venkatesh et al. ,2003) J& H 8y #i il 4% K %52
T R BARRR A ) BB AR F ( Ma et al. ,2021; Yu et
al. ,2022) . TAM R4 i & 7E R A RS2 ma 1AL
L2 MPE TR ZR . BE BE AW & e, TAM )
VI TIEE T BB 19 1 1154552 ( Nagle &
Schmidt, 2012 ; Zhao et al., 2018; Zhu & Cheng,
2022) , TAM A FHPEFIRRN Sy P 2 52 i 4
RAEEZAT R ZOH R, UTAUT 275 TAM 45
AL A i L E A2 Y RO R A Sk
B S5 ph 2 ma A B 257 ( Venkatesh et
al. ,2003), UTAUT 1 TAM A& B & (9 AH ol =2 4b
(Holden & Karsh,2010;Ma et al. ,2021) , Venkatesh
SN (2003) 48 HYBANAE TP NG00 B 5 SR,
SN T ANSS T B35 SCE AR, AH L TAM, UTA-
UT O R Z TS e AR ) 55 1, BFFE N B
R BT TAM FI UTAUT A9 4% 0 B 2 5T 3 1)
( behavioral intention, BI) B{J5Z

SR, TAM F1 UTAUT BA% 0 PR 3R 8 4F N 45
AREEZZAT R W ST AR E . — 5T, Teh 5%



N (2015) K BEAAG HIPEXAT A 5 m WA B E 5
Wi , T Hanif 1 Lallie (2021 ) FBFST 00 HAT B 25 1E
RSN, 5 — 5 T, AR B B M X AT o B ) S
FIRTFE R Bao 25 A (2021) & B XHAT R 2 10 i
FIRIEIA SN, {8 Li %8 A (2019) 78X} &4 A ffi
FRE BT A Y ATE 5T v LA T A
BEAN A S B R AT N R A5 8 T 1 2 S00F
WFFE BYIESE ( Lai, 2020 ; Venkatesh et al. ,2003 ; Zhou
et al. ,2019) , {HATSA FRAWFFERT BLF IR FLEE , I
HEA B 3% 52 ( Cimperman et al. ,2016; Veer et
al. ,2015;Yein & Pal,2021) ., &/, ] 510 ) 5
Wi A5, HiAE UTAUT WX 47k 2 1) YA 14
520 ( Venkatesh et al. ,2003) , Yang 55 A (2022) ti
TEXT AR NS A 68 F ML B 5% Hh & B0 H A i
MIRe (B4R 2058 & BT A B A B E
B2 ) ( Macedo, 2017 5 Sorwar et al. ,2022; Yein &
Pal,2021) , b T HERRIR AR N 2K A 30m
AR AR Z B, 255 3B TAM il UTA-
UT B A% 0 R 2 547 8 B Z 8] 1 6 R &
E,

AT T0 53 B % 42 AR 2 32 A G SCHRR A T
TR H A BAARMESRGIE 1 FTRER, T TAM
UTAUT MY#%0 &R 517 R =10 i 6 R BT

HI.1-H1.2

RRAEIAR T RERHE

TR |H2lH22
BRI B 3 133

ZEAARIE
H4.1-H4.4

[ AW RHS-HS: BREATRHA. . ERAHK |

TARR

EEH R
E1 #HRTEZmREZE

BN FHPEHE P DO — 18 R G el 4
AROTLIFAFAIZE AL . Venkatesh 55 A (2003 ) B9
KW GEONEZX T A B MR KRR,
FARWE L BN BT R AR NS
K4 AR (Chen & Chan,2014) , K, 142 1R
B 1.1 BAVE MR T = el 1A,

BN S5 P2 RO AR R &R
BRI TR TR BE (Davis, 1989) , &I HiL, % 7711
P SRR RGEMEE 5 FE (Venkatesh et
al. ,2003) , & 23 AW Al ] AR BRALC 3 2RO
R AR NAROK S OB AR, an 4o 58 7 R |
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CACF RN B R T35 P BEAR (Ma et al. ,2021) , #F
ZAHOLT BAE NI 4 AR I D48 A =, 7l RE 2
I B F AR K BE 784 % R B A AT IR R IR 5 R RN R
B, Al A Pl T %o 5 A B S i 5 R P I, e T 57
6 FH ( Zhou et al. ,2020) , P, FRATHEHUBREE 1.2,
BN 5y AT R B E ARG

TE S RRAE 5 1, 4125 Wi e X R SR RE A
174 B8 T [R] A XS ACR R R R, Ven-
katesh 28 A (2003 ) 7E UTAUT H & 3045 23 5 i 1L
BRI hER, EFEANAEREARH EEEZ
B 5 AT TAH AR Y 25 520 (Ma et al. ,2021)
R, A ST 3 0 R 2. 1 4k £ 52 AT Sy 2 1)
IEAHE,

I S A 248 BRAE 0 B R F il 152 it A 2R 85 op
SRR FH R S ) 25 14 ( Venkatesh et al.
2003), HFEAE AL BHLAE T R AR X 55
FHEITEAR R DL B At 2 X 4% A XT38/ (L et al.
2022 BB HAE 2011 ), ok F AT PR EE Sl N 9 4
SRS RN AR A BB AR B e A
JH(Chen & Chan,2014)

PRt AT 5 4 IR 2. 2 A8 ) SR R AT 2
] IEAH 2

1.2 #mEFARKETHECRE

TAM F1 UTAUT 5818 1AM 47 AR T B4R AE
B PR RN B FH A ) FERBE4FE (4 250
FVEF A% ) AT R B m Ve, (B2 P R 42
ZIAT R R ) 22 BN S MR BE =07 18 5 )
(Zhou et al. ,2020) , LA 15 71 B 2t 560 17 22 35 1
“CCANAHOL™ TR T3 (8 ,2022) , 4 AR
TN I AR AR Z 5T v, AR AR+ 21
LEVEPRRRIE , A T A BRRUA A T BE Y kg
RN B AR [RIA B, 38 SR 1 26 0 B R A 2 TaE ok
FHoAth H AR (Sims et al. ,2015) , 4 P RO
FEARANG BAFEALAS AT Z 00, AR, ol LUK 2 i
AR NFEAR 24T M = i B R A g0 B AR
TIREHRAE JERN B ARG AR AE PR 58 R AE A 4 A
A NEFIED A J L, AS/DHFSEAE TAM 5 UTAUT
AR E AN T X SRR | X S R A RO R RN T
TAM Fl UTAUT X & 4 N R $2 52 ff B 1R 2
(Chen & Chan, 2014 ; Giinthner, 2022 ; Soh et al. ,
2020) .

PSR ARG B AE 7 1, Z2 00 58 & B A
TR I 1 T DA v B R A A R 1 e R R
(Ibili et al. ,2022;Phibbs,2021 ; Wong et al. ,2022) ,
LAE BB 32 A ) BOR B 2 A A R IR



S s I
/ﬁi??;m
ME, B BERAR 45 B AE R 1 Aan 150 AT LA 17
XF T B R Y 2 S 5 AR A A AT
TEXFAS AR B BRFARY FADE (B — N5 45 2023 ) |, & 4F
AT FH A AR B e 2 4 DRSS Tt R XL g 22 P
NI AT 2 5 1 5 BT (Fischl et al.
2017 ;Kong & Woods,2018 ; Zambianchi et al. ,2019),
JIT LAFRAT IR R A BRI Jy T2 A

B 3. 1 BN AR PR ANAT Ry 3 ] A O

IR 3. 2 ¢ JEHUE AR FIAT S Bl IEAH G 5

B 3. 3 BN IR A T Ay 2 1) B R G

TE A NAS NAFFAE 5 0, A BEIA RN & g (1)
25 AERMER A RBGRR AR E RSN
SIRCUAAT R B ), 2 IUAIE 9T 3 W AR SRR N g
(R 7AZ AL 23 52 2 AR 0B BE R AR SR FH ATy 2wl
XA Al A A SRR R (AL R T B ) ) U 558 i
2 B R 32 B AR ) BE A2 45 %5 (Fisher &
Easton,2019 ; Kebede et al. ,2022) ., 7ML 7A W5
TR (5 AR 23 52 W B BRH R 4532, B 4F H
FHIH R OB, 237 R BEBOR M (EURT A 4% 114 DT
R (Pal et al. ,2018; Zhou, Zhao, et al. ,2019)
R , AN 58 A 2R B 42 R [ FRAL BB K ( technologi-
cal self — efficacy, TSE ) F1H; AR £ & (technology anxi-
ety, TA) TER R H2 52 R B B4R, W e 5y
BRI BRARAE (A3 FH M ALZ) F ) 38 47 b T 2 4%
FeARME FHAY 4T 43518 (Chen & Chan, 2014 ; Song et
al. ,2022;Zhu & Cheng,2022) . & /5, & BEH K%
EAFE N R R Y [ i)t SR AT Ry AE 2 45
A2 AL 3X AT B 23 51 R 2 AR CHR I AR 1k B it e
FEMTXH AT R & ) 7= A N F 52 0 ( Talukder, Sorwar, et
al. ,2020) o PIEFRATAE AR ANAS NFFAETT T 42
IR

B 4. 1. 5K A FRARRIR 54T R E I EAH K

B 4. 2 BN 54T B ) TEAE DG

MR 4. 3 FORFEEAT Ry B ) SAH O

i 4. 4 ALK B 5170 B A

B2 DL EAR SR AR AE G, LA F oA 4
AR FRAKRE SN B AR £5 S8 8 3 SN A A Ak
Ty F I B b A R R AT SRy ) 7 A (] 4 B e
(Zhao et al. ,2021 ;Zhu & Cheng,2022) , H{-9E H5%
M) 5 JRS R I3 AR ) e A8 X A7 Sy B ) B L2
UM A FH ( Sorwar et al. ,2022; Talukder, Sorwar, et
al. ,2020) ,

1.3 FREFARREZGRATEE

AR N2 52w KR AT R 22 ] 56 R AF
TEA—Z R AT BE 5B BE B = i AN 2 AR |
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SCAEFIPERIA O, P84 o , faERR 45 L A IR
55 AR N BE R T 5K g5 38 U0 1 = K U
(XVE A ,2022) , T84 ARHR ™ ah 1Y 32 2
oK, VAR W R H ™ a9 D e ik A 2 A g
e TN 2 W8 R BE 7 1 4 26 (BB AR,
2019 ; 250055 2017 ) , AT BE ™ 43 LT fdt
B G SR AR A 7 Al AR T IR S5 7 = X
AN L B AR NS 1 A 36 SR 52 e 2 4R
MR R R AT Be <A Fr AR 3] G, fi B B
BRI MR AL 2RI R R® S
RPUETS 50 T, 84 A0 it B B 52 7 b 1) 75 5K —
B (Yu et al. ,2022) , [F) I &4 N BR 5 7E
SR HE A A S S TR (2 R, 2022) , X
PRIRAL A S R SR AR T — e, AR
N7 i 2% B v T SR B 7 0 B R T g RN AR
BEARFOEXTAT Ry 2 1) 52 e AT RE 23 U85 . BR R =
Fhb, 2% 18 B T 0L A T R R L D) A
B RAEE 2%, DLECOR DI 4EA BE T HLAE R 5T
X4 A TR TR il B Sy — AT IR
25 b FRATHR R 5. B REHAR P il A 28 98 5 2%
H R 5T A EM KR,

BEAE AR IR O I, 2 A AR BLO FRALAE Y F %
SRZMA R A, B an TAEICIZ 0 R B (15
BAE N2 ) 2R AR AR T LU TR ME s 90T 1 T B
A5 b BRI o 2 €447 B Y BB 7 7% 2% (Hauk et al. |
2018) , Rt AF R AR 0 B 2y T PR v R 2
X7 A SZ IS WA TR, I Ah S A RT3 R ok
Jr e T A B 55 28 5 28 1 5 A [ 3l 90 0 155 28 1R
5 ) B 1 25 IR 2 ( Carstensen , 1995 ) , 4F %
KR NPT Be 2 B d R B 2 AR e 4 DL K
BUDB RS, BT AR ST 46 R 6 AR i
P A B2 KR AT R IR

Hofstede (1983 ) tA R 78 A 32 LSk, 45 Fif
TEAFEEE 2B ST AL AR s A T A& R A O kR
LSRN =A% i SO Sl el N =Y NE S8V
P NG EARAF Y F B, B, AR
SRR 24 A A] g 51/ 32 B S BT s e, A
AR B AR 422 32 1) T0 8 7 23 LR AR AR = S
s, AR AR 3 SO Y N TEIE B AR ™
an B [ CRRT K, PR PR AT BEXT AT R
RIS R B ARE R B R 7. MR E
SCSCACFEEIA T 25 5 R 517 RO R .

AN B R LA S 4 00 R ot 2 A5 16U
SARFIE i T LA E AR S e XA A ] el
AR P XS AT Ay 25 ) A 00 6 T R T2



X A 3 T A e DA R A3 e PR ) A T B
JEOHR (Park et al. ,2019) . K, Wb {748 m) TR 8
R Ty I O = R L D i T AR 0
BT LR AR R 8 PR R AR R
FTHEIRR R,

BIRHATA TT T K T AR NSRS 3
YR RG LR AN ARELZ R, Zhou
AFN(2020) BYTCo3HT R T 25 TS, 58535
My PR 2R RO (AR T 5, AT REAFTE Hh Wufi 22 , 550
Bl Sy 45 3 i B 1 v BEAS 2 (Jackson & Turner,
2017 ), WARTR T H 5 B 9 SR, 5 o 2 ) 2
X —WFFEIE RN RN B IE HEAT % 28 Ma 55 A
(2021) BTE BTk T HOARFE Z A RIS {2 R
W R AR N PR (B0 R R 5 T A
FEE2N ) |, 58T AR AN NAFAE FETHA 5 I
FAEXIAR W S, ARBETEEET N 2 FIE4E N A B
TR SR B R 2 AR N EZ IR 0
JENER D BEAFAE 2R BOR A EARRAE R PR 45
FHIEFIEAE AN NFRFAE SR T A #h A7 BE 42 1T Y
BN, SR AR BEROR 19 R AR L B O i
SLHIHAE

2 7k

2.1 Xkiek L ik

5 2% SR A N (R A0 9 300 )RR e SC
BRI ) K R (BN B B B AR )
I BORHESZ" FETC A R A 2 v AT M2 O B a] 1) ST
ik, AR AN SCBUPE JZE (Web of Science #% 0> & 4 .
ElsevierSD ,PubMed , Wiley , PsycINFO . Psychology and
Behavior Science Collection , PsycArticles F1 ProQuest
Dissertations and Theses ) , ¥ S8 7] “ elder” or “ol-
der” or “aging” or “elderly” or “senile” Fll“ unified
theory of acceptance and use of technology” or “UTA-
UT” or “technology acceptance model” or “TAM” #&
PiE | A A 2 AL I SRR TR 1 SRR, g o
IIMTAE SR S AERN ] 225 1 | A BT TEH A6 2R 0k 1]
BristE o 2012 4F 1 A 2 2022 4F 12 H , [F]IRESC
TR ] T2 RIS R 25 A T i A 28 0 e b ke B A A 5 SC
BRI ABIESE , Ee AT SCHR 1646 J .

K EndNote X9 A FLSC R - 2 AR 40T i 1)
I 3 «

(1) EBHEBAFE NSAALZ LI

(2) BBSHEALR ] TAM (UTAUT A EZ5H 5

(3) 9 7E ta SEUEWT 5T, HEBR £ 3k B E 1 o070
Br ZERWESE

(4) TR B GE TR L FEAS 2R B A
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(5) SCHR I 48 500 SR B 4F N A fE
JIIEH

(6) EEFEAPAMG B — .
LI ASE 85 L, 440 B5 5 A 2012 4F -
2022 4 SRR AR WIE 2,

KRB R ISR -
H3Xn=104 FEn=1542

AR B
- JREE ST SCR=13
T T SCHRn=2
HobiE S RS 0302
S B REXRA SR
=308 T SCRRA=T1
FEEHREH R B A=121
BRK RS
%%MAﬁﬁﬁiﬁF%‘ TR HTSCHRn—24
HF3Cn=20 FEILn=65 ggﬁiggiiﬂnﬂ
n=1

B2 XEMANFRIEE

2.2 X#k%HpAL REFEN

XESCERDA TG BB T gt . 55 — VR & | AR
1y FHCZRE FEAS T SEIIREAAEWS 5 L] (&
PR/ B M) AR SCHRECRA REH R FR2IE . DUl ST,
FEAS Ay B B BRSO (1 I A, 7 [ — s SCRiR ] A
T ZAMSIAEAS W53 FE T G0, SF IR AR AR
ELH M FE R 4 SR 4, SR R 5T 1 40 )2
EIIIRAG T, AT AR IR S A R E (HRE T

Fou A1 2, T3k 47 KR 56 4k [ v = m =

t +
L-r= / X ;sT1=B+0.05(B=0);r=R(B
F+dfe’ X2+N9 . 5

<0)(Be(-0.5,0.5))] )5 74 (Card,
2012) . FHALE S AR 44 FR 5 O S R 2808
5 0w AR,

2wty R L FF 5T AR ST 5E B, G RS — B A
97% , ZtEA—E, 5 = F I AHE T UAE IE,
BZAREUT 11 AT RERE W B AN ARIEZ AT N E
] 14 R 28, AN ] s e R 2R 577 R 2 ) O 2R I 2500
AECH 8 ~81 4N, 3 334 ANl AN B, S IRIKTE
FIAE N (2019) Gt il (1) 4H G 25 50 53 A1 SCHR BT 2 174
RIS DO YN UL SN 2 O | <Kt
B BT LB A 2505 i o R o T LY
AR X g SRR AT T S PP AR AR SCHY A o
WMFE. () BIEABCRE 0.9 XL EiF2 4,4 F
0.8 ~0.9 ZJElF 1 43,0.8 LAF MRG0 735
(2) & THA PN FR— AR EAE 0.8 K LA Lt 2
5y, 1 0.7 ~0.8 Z M1 43,0.7 DU AR
BT 0 435 (3) T35 CSSCI( & ¥ /) K SS-

.23 .
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CIAT) JE KA O FIRHEAZ O 3 1) 3% 5 48 1) 43 531
T2 58 1 2300 23 5 I SCRIA 118 30 a3 5 1 2
31 55, BIRTRSIE N 0 ~ 6 41, s BUs s A 3R
SCHR BT AT

2.3 HIESHT

{#i[] CMA 3.3 ( Comprehensive Meta — Analysis
3.3) AT AL B B AT AN A S BT 1) D b A e
r [HFEW AR 1Y Fisher's Z 7050, /M58 BN L5 5 5%
I R AT A IXC () J5 P 4 R A OC R AR DL S LA SR
(Spruit et al. ,2020; 283, F6HH,2023) , % & 3|
PER A AR B REROR RS A5 I R AT RE S I
AENHOR 32, DRI 18 FH I AL 25007 A5 Y 45 5 A oG

RFMPHETE LR E G kF] AT S
B A G G I 1 Bk T 3 BT 0 AT 4 R 00 i AT
A5 38 1 T =F E (funnel plot) 2% 484 2250 ( fail -
safe number, Nfs) | Egger’s 22 ML 915 . Robust Bayes-
ian Meta — analysis F13CE & FARSIE BRI LE

G K F A K 56 ( Bartos et al. ,2022 ; Schep-
ers & Wetzels,2007 ; Viechtbauer,2007 ) .

BEAN 2 R BRI ST 1 5 E ,  200 0 S 5 A A
BTSN AT, EEEE AR Q ML R
i E LR L (E PP HIMT, #5 Q K 2h R i
Eo LR T 75% , IR 55 0 M R I ( Hig-
gins et al. ,2003) ,

3 £R

3.1 XHEHAN FEFERPTZRK

EAYATCHR 85 T (7 86 ML FEAR 27414 44
B)  AERE SC 22 F WITIE S 63 e s 9N SCRRI
PR 3,872, B T RIS 43 (3 43) HA 154
RSP T RIS 43 , 2 0N 0 17. 6%
R Pon, RIS AR /DT 5 T
5%, JCA L B g5 SR ] G B f# B (Jackson &
Turner,2017) , It IS 1 5 T LB ) R & kA 7
AT, SR AR K SN 26 BT 2, B SY
ARG R EE WANFEATEL  https :// osf. i0/3jxTy/

*1 MAND T RIEHROEAR R
B—1EE kRFEF O OBERSEAE RARE AR 2/ HARFE HER/MX ASAEXL R
Nagle 2012 WIS S 52 70. 02 1.08 4 1 ] 67 3
Powell 2012 Whes 211 76.40 2.06 3 F 91 2
Chen 2014 WITRe 1012 75.00 2.95 4 b [ 25 2
Wong 2014 WFhe s 98 64.93 1.00 1 rh [ A 25 3
Difio 2015 LURL8'Y 82 NA 2.57 1 E|FEid 32 4
Hsiao 2015 WFhe s 338 64.85 1.08 1 hE G 17 5
Pheeraphutt 2015 S A1S'S 984 50. 60 0.91 4 /eS| 89 6
Rao 2015 E VA8 151 59.56 1.56 1 K 91 2
Cimperman 2016 TR 400 61.13 0.97 1 i SCE 27 4
Kim 2016 BIFE S 242 65.45 0.88 4 i [ 18 5
Hoque 2017 Whe 274 67.55 0.51 1 oy IETAES] 20 5
Macedo 2017 WITRe 278 67.00 0.76 4 T 27 4
Teh 2017 2N 60 66.33 1.00 4 P N2 26 3
Tsai 2017 BITle s 101 66.27 2.88 2 HEAE 17 6
Alsswey 2018 WFhes 134 62.34 0.19 1 [ ERRIE] 36 3
Chen 2018 LURL8'Y 39 79.50 1.60 2 HEAE 17 6
Pal 2018 WFhe s 239 66.22 0.52 3 NA NA 5
Quaosar 2018 LIRL708'E 245 NA NA 1 W IE DA 20 6
Suta 2018 LIRSS 30 71.85 3.29 2 Z | 20 1
Etemad 2019 WFhe 213 82.10 2.60 1 i+ 68 2
Lee 2019 BTl s 630 70. 80 0.91 4 i [ 18 4
Lin 2019 WIS S 160 NA NA 4 HEGE 17 4

.24 -
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BEE OREEMG O MREE FERE CPIER &/ HAME HF/MX AAEL U=
Zhou 2019 ATl S 436 69.62 0.55 1 PN 20 4
Alexandr 2020 WITE S 112 66.96 1.38 2 i 35 4
Alsswey 2020 LER8'S 81 62.65 0.35 1 IERR(E] 48 5
Guner 2020 BITe S 232 66. 60 0.72 4 T HI 37 2
Lai 2020 WIS S 238 60.19 2.78 4 HEGE 17 6
Liu 2020 BITIESC 401 62.49 1.14 2 PN 20 4
Pate 2020 2R 128 NA NA 1 EE 91 4
Peral 2020 WFhe s 474 64.00 1.67 3 PHET 51 5
Soh 2020 WFhe s 200 57.97 1.13 3 3k vEir 26 1
Talukder 2020 WIS SC 294 64.71 0.56 3 o L 20 5
Talukder 2020 BIFESC 325 67.42 0.56 1 PN 20 5
Tsai 2020 ATl S 81 60.57 0.89 1 HEAE 17 5
Tural 2020 WIFESC 89 70.09 2.14 3 B35 91 4
Beran 2021 EAD'E 57 74.00 1.11 3 S| 91 5
Kamide 2021 LR’ 150 73.55 1.00 3 HA 46 6
Li 2021 WITREC 353 69.68 1.37 1 LN 20 4
Mukherj 2021 EINAT'S 200 69.58 1.53 1 ESIE| 91 6
Phibbs 2021 2R 316 66.72 1.71 3 EH 91 4
Pywell 2021 LRSS 295 69.19 1.05 1 HE[H] 89 4
Wu 2021 LURE'S 366 60.00 1.82 3 B 91 3
Zhao 2021 ATl S 391 56.52 4.35 2 PN 20 4
Alam 2022 WIThesC 271 56.50 NA 1 i Sz 20 6
Bevilacqu 2022 LER9'S 21 69.20 0.62 2 BERA 76 4
Chang 2022 WPEC 600 NA NA 4 B 91 3
Hsu 2022 e 361 63.71 1.03 3 HEGE 17 6
Ibili 2022 BITeSC 210 66.95 2.09 3 +HFHE 37 5
Jokisch 2022 WIS S 1200 73.20 1.33 4 7 ] 67 3
Khan 2022 LERiIN9' 286 NA 0.73 1 E i r e 14 4
Kim 2022 Hirliesc 269 69.90 1.10 1 i [ 18 5
Ma 2022 WITle s 1318 63.98 0.40 1 PN 20 4
Man 2022 WIFhe s 416 66. 60 1.17 3 PN 20 4
Mariano 2022 WIS 137 70.53 1.45 4 NA NA 4
109 78.51 2.89 4 KR 27 4
Martin 2022 WIFRE S 1115 69.80 1.92 4 (LIS N 51 3
Roj 2022 LERI7S'E 400 65.00 1.73 1 W= 60 3
Sancho 2022 Whe 120 86.00 3.29 2 PUHE 2 51 3
Song 2022 WITEC 420 59.67 1.00 3 EHEEPN 20 2
Sorwar 2022 BITesC 60 80. 10 2.33 3 TRFH) 90 4

.25 .
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BEE OREEMG O MREE FERE CPIER /B HAME HF/MX AAEL U=
Wong 2022 TR 419 65.91 1.45 3 PN 20 4
Yang 2022 LURL0'e 311 66.20 1.35 4 E G 17 6
Yang 2022 LER8'S 208 65.40 1.14 4 HEGE 17 5
Yap 2022 BITe S 302 64.50 1.19 3 =P JUN2 26 4
Zhu 2022 WITREC 1006 59.01 1.39 4 LN 20 2
Giinthner 2022 BITie S 181 65.03 0.26 3 T 67 4
KA 2013 2R 313 67.19 1.06 1 LN 20 1
XI5 2014 WTesC 212 67.70 1.18 3 LHEPN 20 0
ek 2016 EINA9'S 39 NA NA 3 LN 20 1
L 2018 TR 680 68.24 1.28 3 PN 20 3
Ali 2019 EXITA19'S 384 60.33 0.20 3 AR 14 6
B 2019 ELA1S'S 257 70.07 1.62 3 e [ Kb 20 4
BT 2020 WITResC 330 69.61 1.43 4 PN 20 3
T 2020 EAD'E 258 66.74 1.13 3 LN i 20 2
FERUT 2020 2N 209 61.06 0.92 2 PN T 20 2
i 2020 2B 202 56.28 0.80 1 LN 20 5
ik 2020 2N 310 69.61 1.26 3 PN 20 3
W 2021 ELA'S 354 68.44 1.46 3 PN 20 5
Lo 2021 EINA9'S 301 71.63 1.06 4 LHEPN i 20 4
ke 2021 2N 383 67.00 0.79 1 e [ Kb 20 5
Hak 2021 ELA'S 200 67.50 1.33 3 PN 20 4
MBS 2022 WTesC 210 67.76 0.89 3 LN 20 3
e 2022 2R S 479 66.10 1.44 1 EHEPN; 20 5
Ak 2022 EINAT'S 400 69.73 0.95 1 LN 20 5
ks R 2022 WTlesC 668 65.41 1.39 3 PN 20 2
B —FF 2022 HiTliesC 293 NA NA 3 PN 20 3

TR REHOR T i 1 = (@RI ™ 2 = BRAEZE 7 i, 3 = AR TR IR 55 7 il , 4 = S TREAR T il s AR 2 SRR BOR I Trhps . //
www. hofstede — insights. com/ ; NA F&/R TCIEHEHR

x2 WANSITNTE
AT BAE N BN REH AR 1946 HIAR B ( Davis, 1989)
AR DI RE T
RS AR N R e B AR 8 5 R JEE ( Davis, 1989)
TR B A NAE 252 8 PR R H A e JERSZ 3] (4 W 158 AN PSR R E ( Venkatesh et al. ,2012)
WA AR NABF A BE BN 33 i N5 Bt 88 BLRE ST AT 3 2 5 A 16 AR IR 5%
RN AN BT AT HYFEEE ( Bansal et al. ;2010 ;Khan et al. ,2022)
e BB IR RBP4 4 A 5L 0018
HEAPN W

F2JE (Peral — Peral et al. ,2020)
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Fanis ALl EAENAH A BE AR 52 30 8 B RER A5 0 2 BE ( Venkatesh et al. ,2012)
IBRISRSERHAE . SEAE NS HE R SRR SR HE 4 0] S 6 LA PR B R 0B FE (Ven-
R S
katesh et al. ,2012)
R EARE N R R 7= b BRI 2R A B R 35 /N5 AT AR 20 2 1A T A R BT
e T B X7 AT R A4 ( Venkatesh et al. 2012 ; Zeithaml, 1988 )
BN NFHIE AR AR BN A C RS T A BB AR 19158 (Chen & Chan,2014)
AR EE AR T EAR B9 0T 587~ A4E B9 & (Chen & Chan,2014)
HE A AR A NI B AR B FL AR 1 Oy 2 AR BT HE 1 4% (Hsu & Peng,2022)

3.2 FAkAe TR

S PR B0 FN ROV IR 25 R AN 3 iR, Q
R H 12 (HIRE T 75% nobri, &9k
BERLRL N A B 1A 2 1, — B, OB /N T
0. IMAREEA K, KT 0.1 /NF 0.4 I EERIE, K
F 0.4 M= A (Lipsey & Wilson,2001) ,

SRR 0 BT R B3RS T 3 24 (8 Y SR 9
ROV AT TR 4 Fos IR AR T BRE 408 1) SCiik
IVERS VAL Bi B N G DR R B S E i bivg
Pras R B B AR A

3.3 ARmELR

I =k B3R UL AN T2 A BE: https://osf. o/
3jx7y/) Egger’s &Mk [l F1 2K 28 42 R A (Nfs ) R W
WEFT LS 37 WU 22 152 I %5 /)N . Robust Bayesian
Meta — analysis {75, bR T A - 17 R & 1)
(BF,, =6.660) AT AEAFTE A% 5 BE TE I S0 F & 25 M

R, FLT A S A AE 0 WU 22 ) AT e PR /0N, %)
TRINE — A7 0 55 1) A 500 7 B VARG 5, TR LT
TUFR 5, i — X EFRE TR AR b B
AN EHIME — 17 03 ) A B B M P 2 ke
REFE AR LE R, W Tk 6, UL 4,
R AE RS2 R 25 O RE I AN

3.4 BT Fe T E A 5

WA AR I AIE . (1) 42 5k
WAHHRER:, A T IEA &M, B K T AL
NN AT 5 AN (Card ,2012) 5 (2) ESE AT
KATCEIR AT 5L, T iR S v DR Al kS
B, JCEA o8 2 /DT B 20 N800 B (7 R 3k, ik
H5% ,2020)

3.4.1 WM

BREH AP T B A T - 17 R m A
ERIZEAE - AT R IAA R R A=

*3 R A= B S
k ke AR 95% CI
Q p |5
. A IE - Fr 0B 81 26215 0.618° " [0.576,0.657] 2244.249  <0.001  96.435
BN AR DI REARAE -

B G I - AT 79 25584 0.547°°"  [0.506,0.586] 1606.262  <0.001 95. 144
JRIEAT - 7 031 17 5538 0.477°"  [0.337,0.591]  625.224  <0.001  97.441
BN ARG BAFAE BRI - 17 15 5243 -0.3547"" [ -0.498, -0.190] 575.807 <0.001  97.569
BB - AT 12 3745 0.472°°"  [0.330,0.593] 286.26 <0.001  96.157
o — 17 49 16830 0.490° " [0.431,0.545] 1133.577 <0.001  95.766

TSN BT FRAE ) .
fEF S - 47 R 1) 32 12036 0.526°""  [0.445,0.598] 1033.388  <0.00I 97.000
AR BB - 1T &R 15 7968 0.533°°°  [0.434,0.620] 471.624  <0.001  97.032
PREE -7 RHEM 25 10291 -0.125 [ -0.261,0.016] 1234.692 <0.001  98.056

BAE A NEFE .
TR - 47 M3 1 11 3798 —0.041 [0.290,0.581]  299.289  <0.001  96.659
A AE — 47 1 8 1954 [ -0.481,0.417] 785.724  <0.001  99.120

H T p<0.001,
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B M - 47 R m (r=0.679,95% CI1[0.613, WA FATE - 47 B (r = 0. 544,95% CI[0. 479,

0.736]) FER 25 — 47 M & W (r =0.633,95% CI 0.603 ] ) FEF| &1 - 17 A7 (r =0.338,95% CI
[0.540,0. 711 1) AR SCE B otk ; fi B 3 &2 7= i ) Ja [0.166,0.490 1) A B 55, TEWLE 7,

=<4 BRSO ERE FIESHEENRNE
) U ARG T IS Y B A A5 0 e
UM BT -
BRI p
_— SR T — A7 R (0.612,0.624) 0.591 <0.001
B AR DI REREIE 3
NG it - 17 3 (0.541,0.555) 0.512 <0.001
JEAEE - F7 R E (0.451,0.499) 0.453 <0.001
TN B ARG BARFE BT — 17 21 (-0.311, -0.407) -0.231 0.020
MR B — A7 (0.432,0.500) 0.472 <0.001
. FLEREMW - £7 0 10 (0.480,0.499) 0. 449 <0.001
JRANFR BT N
RPN S p A ] (0.510,0.538) 0.500 <0.001
AR HIRRER - TR (0.509,0.553) 0.492 <0.001
HARMBIE -1 hEm (-0.162, -0.097) -0.113 0.190
BN NFHE N
BINNE - 1T 81 (0.389,0.478) 0.405 <0.001
R - F7 R (-0.152,0.077) -0.041 0.869
x5 ERIREWI
R . Egger 21 [FI1H
LEPSLES Nfs( Alpha =0.05) BF,
[l )= A 95% CI
RO Rt - A7 251643 >415(5k +10) —2.041 [ -5.185,1.103] 1.230
BALG FE - 17 & 173059 >405(5k +10) -1.397 [ -4.201,1.408] 0.673
BAMET -1 Em 6012 >95(5k +10) -6.175 [ -16.291,3.941] 1.870
NS =N ] 1952 >85(5k +10) -8.826 [ -21.986,4.333] 0.465
AR B - 1T R 2729 >70(5k +10) -2.124 [ -12.669,8.421] 2.380
At Al Yoy ] 51182 >245(5k +10) 1.584 [ -2.420,5.588] 1.320
fEFI A - 1T H BN 32135 > 170(5k +10) -5.786 [ -11.453,0.120] 1.480
AR AR - 17 B 9866 >85(5k +10) —2.643 [ -13.335,8.049] 1.400
HARMEIE -8 — -0.76 [ -9.486,7.966 ] 0.352
BN E - 17N 1642 >65(5k +10) 8.103 [ -1.793,18.000] 6. 660
R - TR A — 1.626 [ -35.386,38.638 ] 0.636
T —"HRERARRE, ETE R LR,
=6 £ RREHIE T AL
o S A 95% CI
AHFRZE KIRA k P
Q, df p TR BR
I 2.653 1 0.103 1 63 0.635 0.588 0.677
B HPE - 17 &
2 18 0.556 0.462 0.637
N 0.649 1 0.420 1 59 0.559 0.515 0.600
JRENZ I - 1T A B
2 20 0.516 0.412 0.606
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&Zke
o S A A X 95% CI
AHRFRZE KIARA k A
Q, df p TR LR
) 0.307 1 0.579 1 35 0.500 0.429 0.565
AR A I Fw b= L]
2 14 0.465 0.352 0.564
N 0.118 1 0.731 1 23 0.535 0. 440 0.617
fEFI 55 - 17 R n)
2 9 0.502 0.321 0.648
o 0.010 1 0.920 1 12 0.473 0.297 0.617
BAUGAE - TR
2 5 0.487 0.231 0.680
3 0.028 1 0.867 1 6 -0.371 -0.559 -0.148
RIS, - 17 R = h]
2 9 -0.344 -0.558 -0.088
» 2.118 1 0.139 1 6 0.330 0.148 0.491
B - 17 R Em)
2 5 0.581 0.278 0.779

T - BATTRR 2 - MARNTT LR, b AT RFRIE SCARR I TG SC, R R 318 SO 2 g 30, WAL it

KT RO AR T 5 AT

x7 HEAR=RBT RS
e A 16 550 4 s A 95% CI
N T IDUTE 0L REFE AR .
AN e k iBS
Q. df p S am TR [ B
10. 705 3 0.013 1 25 0.544 0.479 0.603
B 2 11 0.589 0.417 0.721
B FAE - A7 R
3 27 0.662 0.580 0.731
4 16 0.679 0.613 0.736
7.709 3 0.052 1 26 0.481 0.404 0.551
3 ) 2 8 0.522 0.402 0.624
JREN 5 A - 7R E
3 27 0.591 0.510 0.662
4 16 0.599 0.541 0.651
1.434 2 0.488 1 15 0.443 0.346 0.531
, L 2 4 — _ _
FELREm - 15 )
3 20 0.508 0.387 0.612
4 9 0.519 0.415 0.609
12.046 2 0.002 1 9 0.338 0.166 0.490
o 2 2 _ _ _
fERI At - £7 MR
3 11 0.606 0.488 0.703
4 9 0.633 0.540 0.711
1.306 2 0.520 1 7 0.083 -0.373 0.506
o 2 2 — — —
FAAEE - 17 R
3 10 -0.209 -0.401 ~0.000
4 5 -0.135 -0.200 -0.070
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SRR B A 95% CI
iESIES e k %
Q, dr p 77 il T I
2.426 1 0.119 1 7 0.377 0.181 0.547
S P — 2 1 7 7 7
JBEAVEAT - 17 B
3 8 0.550 0.418 0.659
4 1 — — —
2.370 1 0.124 1 5 -0.114  -0.456 0.258
B 2 1 — — —
TR - 17 R Im)
3 9 -0.419  -0.562 -0.252
4 0 — — —

TE R REBOR™ i .1 = R ™ |2 = BRARAESS™ M |3 = AR TR AR S5 7 i 4 = Sl IRE AR ™ i —" FOR IR B /N T 5 Rk

T53HT,

3.4.2  JCIAST

SEETAR RS I AR AS N SRR TR
FAPE - A m, B G M - A7 ) 4 a5
i) — A7 Ay o) AV R 25 4 — A7 o0 2 m) 959V 24
A, KRS,

4 it

4.1 RBInBERARIFIEET AT @ X R

TR R RN Sy IV 547 R 38 1) v B AH
K BRI TG L1 1.2, HE N AR
R [ A0 TR R X B R 2 57 i A B4R
W, —HI ZHTEENFARIEZ IR ZE (Eravee &
Manfreda,2022; Jeng et al. ,2022) . ASHfF 57 o B
AP AR 2 A Nl A A R R B A 0 i T

K, BRI UE T 84E NTE 52 HOR I 7 & &)™
m S, L ANE K BUER N 5 A A7 2 )
FsZ A R F A R, A I A B &
P R S R R X AT R B R AR (L et
al. ,2019) ,{HZAE N B RHLEE FIIAHIGE 1 T [ A0
TG AL B — RN A 47 5 S o R R R R R 1 &2
ZR PR E A 8 (Yap et al. ,2022) , JF LU 52
PEXAT B A B RS,

4.2 HRBHFELATAZTON L Z

Fh S R T Ry 7 ) R BEAH O IR A SR S RE T
iz 2.1, AR EAH P Tk A & X
PTG B bR, W 2 & R T B R UL &
AE N RE SR E RN, AN RS 1) S22 A DR B[R] i N

*=8 EETERETRESH
. s 95% CI
RIS AR FHIEFN Q P B
TR R
TR FYE - 1A 0.10 0.746 —-0.002 -0.014 0.001
TS AYE - 17 1.17 0.280 -0.006 -0.016 0.005
SEE AT ) .
e - 17 R 0.07 0.787 -0.002 -0.018 0.013
fER A - 170 1.74 0.187 -0.013 -0.033 0.007
JRAAE HPE - 11 R 0.16 0.693 0.019 -0.070 0.106
BN S FYE - A7 A 0.05 0.818 0.009 -0.067 0.085
PER HA) /M B
tHERm - 17 B 0.28 0.595 0.027 -0.073 0.127
fEREAF - 1730 0.00 0.969 0.003 -0.125 0.120
BN FYE - 7 & 0.40 0.529 0.001 -0.002 0.003
A5 M - 41 AR 1.43 0.232 -0.001 -0.004 0.001
INES'S ‘ .
Fos R - 15 R 1.16 0.282 -0.002 -0.005 0.001
P L s A ] 0.06 0.812 0.001 -0.004 0.005
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7 R NABERR AR IS, , 3 £ 23 ok 55 R B 300 11 2 A
HYIE 2 ( Cimperman et al. ,2016) , {H Y% —J7 M, &
AEREARREE A0 M A8 AL 42 0 0 Kk AR U FE4
KZR HERAR /N | SR8 [F) R 10 SRR A NG5 0
SEARIEORT A T W B A ZAEH (Weber et al.
2020) , B REFE A (14 K R A A5 4% 28 7 ot IR e A
BEEAER &4 AR R REHOAR 1Y 1 il R BE AN TR, G
300 A SR 2 4525 7 i 4 e FH 25 A R XU K A
SR AT S M X AT A ) 2 A B

R S AT RIAT g 22 o iy PE ARG IR G R CHF T
ik 2.2, BF9E K B4R N IR FINRE ) K-l
VA 48 5 Bt S5 1 A, A R B i R W g
FB 17T ] R B 458 AN R B A2 A2 8 %) 46 ) Bsf (L s
AR ) AT RESE ] (Liu et al. ,2022)

4.3 RBIPFAWRFESITATOHX R

SRR I P FNAT Sy ] v BE A DG, SRR TR
3.1, Hassenzahl (2005 ) T\ Ky 7= ffy B2 5] i) 2% & 52
MBI SR AN E, A BETE 4 A AR B 7™ i A5 4 ( good-
ness) [HREPE, WIHTITIAR , & AFHFUATE 4545 LAY SR g
Sy [ T AR AT 2 RS 1) B 1 26 IR S ( Carstens-
en,1992) FEREAERS Y HEIN, R B B CfEE 2 1
T T 5 5K J2 A W3S 4K B, Schlomann 55 A
(2021) th & PR 43 AF Nl R e S A i < e
MR AR, W R H O RN TR AR A
S ELRYA LU G (F9,2019) % T A BEAE
BRI AR Z P AT 55 F b A7 1 B AR, B IR
HHAFIRGT K I DL A B 2 — A ] Z 0
IR

TR AT AR T KU 23 391 X A Sy 28 1) A AR
TR AR, SCRF TR 3.2 13,3, X MIER
PRI S 1 28 4 AR 22 4 Bkl IF 55 46 XURS: 1Y
o AR TT 00T 5 AR AL B AR &
Ji& P R B — B AT TP ) B 22 2k H
UK HCIn PSS B e A v R KRR
(R K5 FH P S BT i AT 1
KO HR,2017) o 402 70 5 T R 2% 1 B H R
rh X R 28 VR SR I RME O BB S 5 IR
BifiF (Kebede et al. ,2022) , TAM fll & Fiig R
YRR (R HIPE R ) R ) %o R FH Y 52
e, AELA T AP 1) 2 X6 WA 4 TR RSCAR 1 25 6 PRA I 45
R (Kahneman & Tversky,1979) , F /' 1432 B &
AMUUEBAE “ W25 b, 032 B8 A« B2k (Bilan
AU FAE 2Pk ) B s2 i, BeAk, BN AR R N
2 1 9 B 1 DRI R 3l A 1] (M 5 45, 20195 5K )
JG,2015) , i ATE AR N 552 8 BRH AR I 1) 22 42 Al
B A ) (A 5 | S E R,

2026.4 IEFE S g -
PSYCHOLOGY

7 PEARX¥ O
AT s
& 1958 B

4.4 EFANAFIEETAZTEGHX R

HAR A TGN T A ) A OGS RF TR
B4, X5 H AR Z A B BT &, TAM
WA A FRARE A R S8 5y P A T IR, ot
TR B4 520 ( Venkatesh & Bala,2008) .
{H TAM DU BEARAE AR Jokisch 55 A (2022)
ICH AR AHIEL, B8 AR AR [ R *
AR BERE IR, & ARG A B T
HENHTRE , AR R BB IE BR AR A, & B i 3
fii &1, Bandura 55 A (1997 ) W\ H AL HE AT
VLB AT Ry, AR AT R (T R & 45
NBREF A A2 2% [ 2 A B EK 3l
RALARIBIE R A NF AR Z 0 — M EHS % 8
N,

BN E AT M M IEADE , R T 4. 2,
BREH AT S S ) AR R BT B A B
aENE, BAEAKRZ S FRIRA T AR IEAE T
AR, 2 P PE 5 B (Liu et al. ,2020; Pal et al. |
2018) , #5 N KR REHE A 19 15 FHZE A5 Hh 1) A%
KFH KBRS, T RE AR SR B, FEEE
Y2 , Robust Bayesian Meta — analysis %% 5 i 75 JEA]
W EFNAT N 3 10 T REAFAE & R AW AT, R 2Lt —
B BT

AN, R Zhou %5 A (2020) TG0 Hr i R f
JEXFAT R R I AFAE SR 56, H AL AN A 5 R Sk,
BEARCRMETTREAR . ARFFFTA T 15 s SCHk &
BUH AR A 8 51T A B A G, R SR 4.3,
BEAR A0S B 2 A 3 i s, A~ %
it 4 5 PR s P A SRR it 2 R AT, A T 2 i 77
N W] ( Gelbrich & Sattler,2014 ; Talukder, Sorwar, et
al. ,2020) , AT UL, B AR £ RO 2248 AAT 0 B Il A 5%
M ] B A 2 14, IR 5T 0 2 BRI ik 22 547 o
IAARSG , R SRR 4. 4, A BFEA R 24 GE
HAFEM AT LART 976 2h A4T A (Kim & Kankan-
halli,2009) , 458 4 A R XA 1 1 88 R M
S AES IR 55 A O B A B E PEER B b 2
FBPELEREBUR , R BUAE, AR — AR
FE RN A T 1 A A RO B 3 4 A X B
KA B , Wl eSS —H AR m
A LG P 5 o T e % o8 T, ST DA 1K o el 72 e
PR R A HAE,

FAR A B R e A8 S e T 4R A Ak T
R B A B AN DA 0 T BB 9 T e 1T I B B A i+ i)
THACOHL B2 T Z44 AN EREsh e, IE WA
W E WAL I8 5 09 B4 NREW 784y K15 A B 1k
J1 K50 KAt 2T RE R IR A O B9 oR R B AR
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7 PEARX¥ O
AR A0
v 1958 B

N EZ 5 es DS AR T it = 0 32 T+ (222000,
2022) , B4R N F I I R AR AN B G 237 4E
THE I, g B A2 B 2 2 538 W 4 2%
MAEW SN 422, AW EOR &2k
AR TN 55 55 B 18 27 > $E 52 BT BOR (Peral -
Peral et al. ,2020)

4.5 R AA LA TER

BIREHA 7 i Pl ST BN A T A5 A 2% A
TR R RGP . IR R TR S,
O R B 52 i B A TP R R 25 A S AT
ORI AR DG AR B R i, 3X 5 5 4R AN i e B A
P e R A O, AR N H TR T R %R
RPRIRIG 22 L e L AT B 100 2% R, AR B 97 ik
S5 FEXT AN XoF fit R B 52 7 i 1) e SRS TS (v
VKT 5K 77,2020 ), T R B J 0 ) — SRR A2
7 A PR RN B PR BE SRR 2 32 124
A BARAT A i N R A NG B
UNHT AR | 22 4F A Bl & AR W8 1 35, 15 A5 oK H £
WK IR 5 A S Rl R PR B2 18, A AT AT RE
S E R BIRAAS ) i, e DUIR SR AL 28 7 i 114 2%
A FHAERIAT Ry 1] S A 555

J& A G 27 i A] DA e 2 AR N AR T T
T R A B Ul AR BE A B AR B B A
i &I R, M H B N R 22 Rk,
JEHIZ AR AN B AR DAL 2505 Bl 8 Ty 9, XF
J& AT 7 T R AN I8 BT (e 45, 2022)
KFEEEAR, AW D LTI G5 Pl
i, B AR IS R R A M B v A AR — R Y
AL, e R ORI R RE B T
S5 I R AFTEARAE BB D RE A 44 B 1R 55 )
(Z5056,2021) , AR N AR ARX T3l 15 FoR 12 ik
b TR AR RS 8 A% 0 AR 1 ) fig
B H— (FF,2022) , B E Al TR AR A
PR PITLAX T J3 8 A 1 28 D KGR AR 7 i 1 2
32, i B SR E L Ak DA K S R A 1 S

4.6 F¥r MR FeSALAGA T AER

AR ) ) 3 9 VR A 3, R SRR 6
8, KMLUENITAFAEZ S . (HLEBFAR AR
WA A A F I R 2 R AR 38 R 28 R N AT R
(Zhao et al. ,2018;Zhong et al. ,2022) | AHF 55 A
TR 7 AR 1% (%) 3115 50 AT BB 52 B 1 2B A% 1Y
SN, AR NAE A il R ik = B REROR 1Y AH O
200, X R T f## A PR Z (Charness & Boot,
2022) , fd H Hr £ A B i I XE ( Elburg et al. |
2022) . VAR B B BIF 5 A 2 78 AR 8 B AR AT
(Nguyen et al. ,2018 ; Park et al. ,2019) , Lian I Yen

.32

(2014) A F B4 IOk U 3 22 e H R 3232
HSZIR AR, AT BB B R 40 M 3 A e fnat 2
IR 54 N T AN ], 408 v SR P T
AEtE, ILE5 RN Ma 55 A (2021) X B 4F N HoAR$2
Z I TCI T AR —3

MR E I ERIFA R E, Ma A
(2021) BYICo 22 PS5 W90 A &4 AR LE , 95 [ AN
RN 11 A1 A A 2 52 W 647 R 2 ] 119 52 A1, A
LN AP SN P 334 G DN TP S
T . AR ZE SR AR SR B — R &
B S, R Fh 22 S T RE AR b X N i =
23 B, B a4 28 % S K M (8 A& AL
SR LS Jan 25N (2022) 35 T EA AR BN A
F STETAE R, &AM 32 SO B I
BN Ty AT R W G &R 1 A L B SR 45
TR 25 59T B8 2 TR N S AR B A0 BN AR BT BB Y
S RS S R R AR AR A AR H R
LA N REHE A N SRAAR LS, AR = etk
B AE B NP RE AR N £ |

25 b IR E AR Tl BE4 AE TN IR BE R AE A 56 AE o
B NFE AR Z A HE B E N, B
ARG BAFAE LA B A NS N RRAE X 2 AR #2357 [ A
BAREREZ L, BT EFENEIFCHE S E,
LR NI NRFE R BEXT 12232 £ AR A4 T R 8 ) Jor 7=
R I £ T £2 %€ (Chen & Chan, 2014 ; Touchaei &
Hashim ,2023 ; Werner et al. ,2022) , [5] i & 45 N B9 1%
ST SRR ARG K 1 (B 5 ,2011) B E AT T9A
AFIZAE B AR opm DU N4 i b T 2 4F
FUNEAREZ i 2™ AR R

5 A&

ARBFFELL TAM H1 UTAUT R BE Rl 47502007
AR SRy 4 A e 32 U 52 ) ) e R ISR 40 A 1) B
P REZ YT AT e SKE SUNE S 7 N s 18 W (BRI PN
A DI TT A R O B AE B HEA TR, 491 an 3
A7 R PEAE AT HE ] PRIE (Liu et al. ,2022; Soh et
al. ,2020) , BLANE R ETCA T 9 GE T T &M Ak i
K RE, T A AR X AR I A E R E AN A S
FRIESE TR, PTREZ L T — e AL A s Bl A
AREEXTEFAFEAREZOAHEEEWAEER,
MR EAFENRNFITIRE . A i SCE R
JEE SR FE T e T 30 ) S T SCRUHE I, B )
AT RE AT Hh SCSCRRIEA T 3 55, (AT BE st T /D 4o S
SCHR, 53 AN — 053 B SCSCHERIRAT T R AR B O AR 15
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