?q;

W40 % 455 ® K 2 i 2021 4F 05 J

=)

ERFNMEEFTRATEEETRBATON
AE KAH

(JERTHE T k2 LS 2 5524 B, L 3T 100081)

i EABEFUERIABRLFTHRRBREFOERE 2GR T AR T BRI kR, M ek i ETTH
B AR, ARFERHACNERLEA A ETNEFE AN ER T PBRL T EARE ERXRTHARE RO THA
HEINAZMETEREF R AMAEER FRET22IAFAHFTAIN., Z2REFW. OFRFTBAGH AR LR B
B AAAYw B LN Bl R B TARR AT RANY R EA G ETE I, QAL B Ak,
AR B AR BEAGER T AT ERAGY R QM EAREF GRS T R E AP ALY h e R
SNERFTOHRE KR,

KGR R PR kTR MR AT R R IR AR B ST RN AT A Yo B &R AR T AT

FEASES 17133 MR ERG:A X EHS:1002—980X(2021)05—0186—10

—.5l8

T RE N 38 W8 A ™ T 12 P s AT VO | R T B Rt L A S A 1 DR BR R, G L R R e 2 1 LA
ok, A BT DR 1 5 2 7 O A R AT R AR Ty TR AT L R A T T3 o R M AR BT T LA
P Ry SO S Tt M 55 AR A 0 SRR T, DA Sk B A TE Y M K AR BT AR R B — R EEITIR 5 . I AR
BEI7 IS/ TR KR B 2 B, TG TR I EEAR S (Charles, 2000) . 5830 BE97 T HE W 2=
7 SR AT R LY, 2 A B T N A5 U 38 A Bl I SRR T IR 55, s BRI AILAG £ G AR BT &R
BT LR 2L BR T RIS AL TN SRS S . I, AR 983 S ST LA &l A R
BURm BT RGP A IR YT BA AU A E R AEAL B AL TR AR R G B, A R T
it SR 5 AR 25 5 %) HE AR Ay 02t A B2 (0 P 532 o PR 3R A8 DR Oy 5 36 0 i B 7 Ml 57 S ARk o SRR Al L A7 B T —

C A A D2 F R 75 K 7 5 48 Ty i B BT SR 52 ) KR HEAT TR HA AR AE AN R Z AL o O R T
FEESTE AT, AR AR 2 A fr i 2 b . HETRY BRI h 2 2 0 T HOR 3% 2 B8 o Ho T e i 7l
(Mengesha #l Garfield, 2019; Adenuga et al, 2017) , DA R AH 56 BRIS 1 & B B 9% 4820, X6 AR 26 SCHk it 47 i B
AR TAE N A T A AR LAY AN B IR AFAE A RGN — BUWAE O, A 2 005 S IE A 5
T5 AT A BRI (Techatraiphum et al, 20165 Dino fil de Guzman, 2015) , {H X Fl 52 i 3 A 2 7E
JIr A SCHK L3445 B)5iE W] (Kohnke et al, 2014) o 55 =, HHTHF 5 A7 SCHR O AR 12 52 485 30 7 08 % 4 BB
TR AT BEME BB P S v Y 28 SRR AT X L o BE A BOR YA WY R RE B R 52 AR 1 N H B R B T
I\ B W) R B HL AT 2 BLAE (9 HL T 75 55 (Wang, 2008; Cao et al, 2005) \HL T % (Shareef et al, 2011; Lean
et al, 2009) . #£3 ZEJT7 (Sun et al, 2013; Dwivedi et al, 2016)Z# 40 4% , Sy i B 2= P A0l F A7 0 1 0 5% 24 58 1R
SRR o (ER B AR 8 B2 R DG SCHR X R 8 P A1 D S AN T BE M BT R SR AIX A3, HOR 2 G T R
BRI . TEIE R YT B 58T /5 oK 7 AL 45 O i G 7 2 0 AR G M AT 2R 43 ) e T R 5 vk 1) e SR AT
REPEQIRT R, P TEDRR L TR RS 5 AN DR ) K 3R 4 2 B I AP TR R 25 57

BT UL B3 AR SCHLR R AT 28 1 25 R I T 40 T B R, 7 4 1 8 T 75 SR 7 RVEE 25 T X LU AL A 1 e e =
I7 108 FH 52 0 R 3R AR A g Bt | 38 T 0 0 B O AR ) s G R B SR B S e PR B O DL P 2R AU Dy o AR
SRV R R 25 5 S B 5 e PR B s e R R 25 S . AR SO B TN SR 5 AL 45 T %k LU R AR o8 5 A AR

Y5 B H#3:2019—12—02

ELTMB:-BRXARMAFALE LT A A XA 3 ML X QKX B/THEZATAHE LR (71572012)

EERN: LR M AFE AP FRE2F P RAR HEMEAFH AT RREFF S LEZFF 0B K
T, ARG RAHS AR RIRFFTELSZFFRELMAE AL T @ HAZFETE AIHF 9,
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SRR 4 R 07 ik 45 05 LA T AR R R T

BEI7 R AT AR TE , I A6 5 1 B ke 5 5 T RE B 37 DR SR 2 o DR 3R 22 S M FEE A SE QBT R SR HIE , B T4
ARAEZ R RIS

—BEBigath

(—)EIFARRSEERZMEEZ S 2

. ZRRREFERAFMEEFTHAIIRF LR

AR BT A A AR R O RS P 2E . o SRR SR DT RN B R RS R 2 AN
e DR AR T IR B R BT Do o T G R B T IR 55 13k 4 i 1) G AR R T AR G A R BT A b i —
TEN . DRI LT oR 7 B 1 2% 3 5 O I 19 2 2% (Rogers et al, 2003) . 162 EEy7 B BELE I F8 BE A 30+ 45 i A
97 e 55 1) B 42 BRI A AT A ol P e 5 ST 2 o AR R b A A X A B 5 L T R G R DR T OB 2 B T
PSR e AT RS A AT RS OR R BT RE M S AN B QDR R . R, A
Yo, LR YT R AW B T AT e vE BRI 5K .

2. EREFXRARMEZR S %

AR SCH AR BT R G S A R 2 A i 3 2 (D SR U RVEE 25 O A 1 5 e DR 3R (R R 6 32 B L R A
B 5 @ R 5 AT (52 R 2 (fa B A A i 1 ) s QLA B B e i [ R (AU A i) o i 2B T LU
LR AT 38 R B 7l R AT Sk A O SR ) JE %

(1) D5 g PR 28 O Y8 1) BELOE A B, 75 R O 6 AN e 5 o) 2 8 B AR 52 32 (DB R 1 32 A5 10 T L e 5 1 oy
R ) B A 4 T (A B A7 A B RS AR 38 i Bk %5 0 . BT LA i A0, B 25 5 7 A0 SR R R T R GE
il PSR B, AS UK T e SR A A N AR 3 22 47y, 32 B A0 SR SC AR S 5% ) o X6 BE DA AR Sk & B,
SRR 25 5 S 6] 52 B H R B2 32 MG R Zsg ) o LA, 5 3R 7 30 32 S Mgt e 488 T2 B ) 52 i), (L4505 38 37 %)
ZH GV S AR B 5

(2) sty R 22 0 P RN 7, 7 R O a2 A B 7 o FH D3 I T e 8 v B D o IR 45 D7 i U S g 1 )
RETE BT TR 3R, LATE (9 SCHR v 75 5K 7 FVEE 25 J7 181 52 B H AR 422 52 A5 R L) JR AR AR AH G PR 2R (0 52 ), o 3ok 4 3
W] 50 7 2R 7 AL 25 5 0 PRV 28 A R — 28 A 7 55 DU 9 50 (R0 ) 1 R 9 1R R BT ke 5 28 80 v o R B A2 B R 1Y)
T AR o BT R SO B A Sk i OB AR

(Z)ERAMELEAFEENZMESE

ES5EEREM IR b & 2 09 30 88 5K B2 52 B8 (TAM) FEE & 4 R 32 52 B i
(UTAUT) ., fEIEHEEESF R MG ST Al P 2 B 7 32 TF A R 9% 0 o fei i % R 48 6 0 ] G 2 B2 Y
RGWAT R R B B PR 2 A5 00 3 A B R AR BT, BV TCiR X T A5 K 75 (Tsai et al, 2019; Tsai,
2014b) it Z L4575 (Kifle et al, 2010; Rho et al, 2014; Zailani et al, 2014) , JBAUA FIE 8 5 1 A&
Y254 RO T PR A P 2 B (Davis, 1989), UTAUT 52w 4 FH 25 B A4 2 SO B8 %% e H &5 .
fEF] 2 F (Venkatesh et al, 2012) . 22 FH NN R FEEFE RS 916 = T, ToiE 275 R 7 (Techatraiphum et al,
2016; Kohnke et al, 2014; Rho et al, 2015)if 24t 25 75 (Adenuga et al, 2017) ,iZEIF RGN HEEH BT
AT TAEGU (SiRUN ) RS (5 ) B0 &2 AN Bzl iz R R (&
Wi ) A 2 U A JR il 18 it S R R 0 A A R B (3 ) S5 ) 23 38 iR 75 SR O VL 25 O %o e 2 B T ) i P
JE o X SR X R IR 45 D vT BE A FEAS R0 2 SO, 90, X 7 SR s R AR Y R 0 R R BT &R
G5 ] LAAEAS B A K OF VBRI 45 T Rt AR T SRR R (HOR R TR R YT R ML N L Bk
W R B ET A B TR & B 5 TAEE 27 SO IR %S KF o & Tk, 58 i ik 1~k
7(£ 1),

(Z)ERAFHFEHNTMEE

H 5 e A BT 5K 5 8 FHAT S A7 G B 52 e PR 3R Ok U5 T £ B {7 & 482 (Heealth Belief Model ,HBM) ., %A%
R 1958 4F £z 56 Hi Hochbaum 7E 5T 1 A B f FEAT 15 A B 5 & 2 A1 9 ¢ R 5 42 b (JE 95, 2007) . 7RI
FREEIT BN S T, A0 SRR SR 7 T i 2]k e 5 Jo B Tl R 2 A 5 1) XU, (U B0 ) | O X AT R SR A 19
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HAR 5 4085 S

A PP Ak L 5™ i CJR O™ F P ) L I A R T e i B 7 5 =X T 20 o 1) Jl e U 4 Ak ), T B8 7 A= 1 08 A L
A m A7 T 5 A A5/ ORI BB 5 ), A7 EAR T AT R A B ATy 4 30008 R 3R (A7 R ) (Tsai, 2014b) 234 38 55
SROT L AR B T R . R T PR ik 8~ 12( R 1)

(M) #eEFTHFEr = E R

54 ZUA S 1A QT AT R T A 5 W R A A 20 S R R B R L AT (Rogers et al, 2003) .
T 0 B A & T e BT B 45 D RH OC SCHR AT B A 5 A A BB B R RE O i AT BARE ) s SR A SRR A
3 %k e A 1= T 0 R S A S

1. SMERAE AV 7 BE

A BE 77 1k 1V R BE A8 4 Ik e A DG R SR HLJ5 18 5 HT 9 15 %% (Buchauer et al, 1999) 3 B A R 4F 1 14 i@ Py
JHBES) (Lu et al, 2005) , DA 5 ] P %0 G2 2 B2 7 9 5% D (o405 2 A B2 7 7 S8 R FRl N AR BT o DLk, AT
AR T 4 BE 7 2 Ak 45 T AR BT R AT M R B R . B T R R 13(5R 1),

2. TiE HFBLgE

AR BT B H ZH R 51 i B AT BARE T3 AT SR B R [ RN B G R ) AR R A A L B I A A R T L AT 1Y
A 7 2% J B PR T AR D St 17 7 2 R (Judi et al, 2009) o 24300 H A1 BABE A% 245 T g B2 B 7 i F o 2 SRR B
55 N DU ) T R YT A . T SR R 14(FR 1)

3. BEEEXE

1o BN DL SR R R R R T DA AU AR Z N R T ARY iR A HEZEE L (Hu
et al, 2002;Shaqrah,2010) . 3 J2& Ky, 412U i e 245 B 200 1 1 55 AT 0 V5B G5 & P & A R 05 5 X g
GUPP RS o Zailani et al(2014) AT 5 45 R 32 W1 s J2 45 BEAY SCFRe i B9 , 1 45 O fdf s e 2 1) SRt
oA . BT R IR 150K 1) .

(R)APRBEMEATIER

D) 5 3R O 1 B, Ak 4 5l T 2 B 7 AR 9 1 TR SRS ASL B2 A TR 3R 1 52 e A 32 20 IR 3R 1 52 i Al
AR Y e SRR i 17 P 05 1) A B SR 5 ZH e S N SRAH B o 1l T i 25 5 i DR SR L LS 5 1
N TR SREAH B R 1) 45 2R, T ZH U1 1 7 o X BT AT O BT A 1 S e A A R e 2 PR A A R S L
(Rogers et al, 2003) , RIZH 24 2 ¥k 52w KL 3R 19 A7 78 23 W 554 N2 02 LR B9 PR T o I DA R 43 52 B A 2
XA NJZ R ALY, 75 A B b 25 J7 A7 S M SR 5 A7 D Ik 3 B 10 B A 22 S 1k 1) A B 10 B L DA A A R SR O
I, % 26 R R BAT AR AR RE ) o SR T R R 16(5R 1) 6

(73) BE SR B

A SRR At 14 G R 2 T SR S 0 PR 3R BIF SRR B A P 1 I, 6 I B ATE SR ARRE A TR 1

R RTT IR T 30 () 5 (R 3R

‘ A ‘ @ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ 53 P “ S “ 5 10 “ HAHW “ (R
bt | SR :
= . it
S| R : 5
e ; : B
it (o J- ‘ 4
i | o i e  mpama |

Bl ZBEFRAY0EEFAER
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SRR 4 R 07 ik 45 05 LA T AR R R T

k1 AT ERF AL il A 69842 E 57 £ A U5 MR

& 4 5 [E R K I ik
HI1 JEE T 1) 52 WA 28 2 I 97 9 oK O RV 2 D15 1) ) e (Kohnke et al (2014) ; Zailani et al (2014) ; Kowitlawakul (2011)
H2 E‘Z%ﬂﬁﬁl‘f’*ﬁﬂwﬂl‘]m&[fﬁa*}v FEE 25 ) i FH 2 Zailani et al (2014) ; Kowitlawakul (2011)
H3 TR oy A X 1o 522 Wi S 22 59 5 SR O RMEL 445 Dy v et T Rho et al (2014) ; Zailani et al (2014)
H4 LRI AE ] 52 M G i S T SR O REE 2 TH’JLL%J@'E Adenuga et al (2017) ; Techatraiphum et al (2016) ; Cimperman et al (2016)
H5 %7 B E [ 52 Je i 5 7 K O RV 25 T i)l A R Adenuga et al (2017) ; Techatraiphum et al (2016) ; Cimperman et al (2016)
H6 AL 50 1 5] 52 1A 30 A B 97 s oR O ML 25 T 1 4 FH A R Adenuga et al (2017) ; Techatraiphum et al (2016) ; Cimperman et al (2016)
H7 A1) 4% 421 T o) 52 i) 32 2 I 9 1 R O AL 5 1 0 S Adenuga et al (2017); Techatraiphum et al (2016) ; Cimperman et al (2016)
H8 TR R TF 1] 52 8 B R 9 8 R O 48 IR Tsai (2014h)
H9 R T T 1 5 0 AR R R SR Ol i il Tsai (2014b)
H10 TV % 1 1) 5 W) 8 R 2 7 9 SR O 11 £ B Tsai (2014b)
HI1 TR B 7 1) 5 e R R T 9 oK 1 e Tsai (2014b)
H12 AT R4 3R 0T 1) 5 S A B2 7 75 2R )y 1) 0 R A Tsai (2014b)
H13 AL IO 1 A 3 I 1o 5 0 32 R DR 9 AR 45 O 1 (TR R Zailani et al (2014)
H14 5 A BNy L 1) 5 W 36 722 7 Ak 4 75 ) 6l S Zailani et al (2014)
HI5 ol J2A A S O ) e 2 R R T L 2 T A T R R Zailani et al (2014)
Hi6 mFﬁEMFﬁ*ﬁﬁ%;ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ@&@ﬁﬁm Rogers et al (2003)

(=) 7TiE

S SCR AR 5 28 BORVRE AR F 10E A7 0 70 A, X6 R FH s o AL ] 050 28 30l e A 2% K055 20 9 SR oK L 46
FHEFEL (Peterson 1 Brown, 2005) # 47 J5 22 1H 5 . A SR B HAT - CMA2.0 #f4

(=) Bk & S ik

Y UL ik 047 SCRk 48 R . OFF ] “telehealth” “telemedicine” “telecare” “accept*” “adopt*” “intention”
A5 S R AE [t Springer Link \Web of Science . Elsevier % B8 72 rh JE 47 K628 5 @ Hp SCSCRR 2R FH < i 2 By 7“1
SRR AN AR SC R I B T AE CNKI AR 77 S RO Y R MR C A SCHR AT T SCRR G £ Ak

X T AL AR B BRI ST, B DL AR AT 0 08 - QDS BR AR SEIEHT T s @WF 58 N 28 56 T i e 2 7 1 T 52 i ()
2 O REAR AR & R B (AR R BN REAEAE) o Fe AR SO BIAT 5 J0 70 Hr SR BB 52 21 30T, ke
Aty 5808,

(Z) X EBES R

K RF 5 ZOR SCHR Y 2E AR BB A7 2 i, 25 R L3R 2.

A2 TG B

WF5E PR (AEDy) SCHR R U A | e
1 Chau 1 Hu (2002) Information & Management 408 gy )y
2 Hu et al (1999) Journal of Management Information Systems 408 (3%

3 Kifle et al (2010) Telemedicine Journal and E-Health 144 i3y
4 Kowitlawakul (2011) Cin-Computers Informatics Nursing 117 g5 7
5 Liu (2011) Telemedicine and E-Health 70 45 )y
6 Mengesha 1 Garfield (2019) Information Technology for Development 205 ks )y
7 Adenuga et al (2017) International Journal of Medical Informatics 252 32y
8 Rho et al(2014) International Journal of Medical Informatics 183 oy

9 Zailani et al(2014) Journal of Medical Systems 117 g5 7
10 Tsai (2014b) Journal of Medical Imaging and Health Informatics 365 R J7
11 Techatraiphum et al(2016) 2Lt 45 TRy
12 NOH G Y etal (2014) The Journal of the Korea Contents Association 184 TR
13 Zhang 1 Zaman (2020) Health Informatics Journal 896 55y
14 Dino Fl1 de Guzman (2015) Educational Gerontology 82 TR I
15 Sung S K Fll Seewon R (2011) Asia Pacific Journal of Information Systems 608 Y]
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HAR 5 4085 S

¥ 3
[ED Ve (40 SCHROA IR FEAE | PR
16 Tsai (2014a) International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 365 TR
17 Kohnke et al(2014) Journal of Technology Management & Innovation 126 TR
18 Rho et al(2015) Cluster Computing-the Journal of Networks Software Tools and Applications 116 TR
19 Zhou et al(2019) International Journal of Medical Informatics 436 R IT
20 Cimperman et al(2016) International Journal of Medical Informatics 400 T 2RI
21 Tsai et al(2019) International Journal of Information Management 281 TR 7

M. #FRER
(— )kt
AR i 5 DY AR o 2 ) 5C R A A Ge i H A R AR 3. Horh, SR T HOR 3 32 R Y B A T 5
Sy P 55 G A I o R 2 ) A O R A B B 22 2 3 50, 20 o LR M 9 0 A LE 2 T, IR SR O F it 4
T3 AT JEE A B SRR AR XD

(3 MErMLiTER

A R g FEA B
freit st T I B R T R fop
iE il
B 7 -0.180 0.660 6 0 1 117 896 2353
A M 11 0.139 0.799 9 0 2 117 896 3959
TR 5y 9 0.008 0.656 7 0 2 117 608 2683
B 7 0.139 0.829 7 0 0 45 400 1226
Eipal U] 7 0.124 0.802 5 0 2 45 400 1226
(A0 8 -0.135 0.809 6 1 1 45 608 1773
{5 ) S0 7 -0.320 0.749 5 1 1 45 400 1288
TR AR 1 -0.095 -0.095 0 0 1 365 365 365
JE ) T M 1 -0.102 -0.102 0 0 1 365 365 365
RN 36 1 0.241 0.241 1 0 0 365 365 365
TR 1 -0.172 -0.172 0 1 0 365 365 365
1T RER 1 0.464 0.464 1 0 0 365 365 365
SR AL 1V T fE ) 2 -0.344 0.156 0 1 1 70 117 187
It H A g 2 -0.384 0.218 0 1 1 70 117 187
2P Sy 2 0.086 0.226 1 0 1 70 117 187
(D) BRRMERE
P A% S 4 7 ek L R (B 1~ 7 PRt B4 RARABER
ﬁ74\1ﬁ&ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ‘ri$ﬁgﬁo M%‘lﬁj‘%ﬂ 94%%%&&@ ﬂgx'lﬁ 0 df(()) P 12 Tau?

AL B 4 22 5 5 R QA8 6 I Y p 1 13 p < HI | 101432 6 0000 | 94085 | 0053
0.001, 18 2 5 Jo M 30 40 70 280 107 15k 100 25 S5 v 5 144 1L Ha 47267 | 190 0000 | 97884 | 0.139

: H3 167.377 8 0000 | 95220 | 0.070
(), HAG W KT 90% ., 1 Tau® 18 6 ELRL N 2 1Y H4 155.907 6 0.000 96.152 0.156
Ji 2 E AT BT T AL R A — 15 143.527 6 0000 | 95820 | 0.143

) H6 321.976 7 0000 | 97.826 | 0228

A W/ — 873 2 WS IS A BE AL IR 22

(Z)ZFREEWRR

XIFFEROR T35 T 3 MWT S R R AT R R 25 K9 . AR SCI R R 2285 R WK 5. Wl 3} EORE W &
GUROW B 55 1 3 B o R A I SCRROR 3 53 230 A0 T RSO B P o 3K — o0 A e R T X 8RR 110 S
TR FT BEAF A A M 22 o BT B, oAb R 9 1 2 AR TG <) 18T . R RECR 258 SO B0 T A B Y
5k+10Ck N HF5EE0 IEUE R /N T2 KB . I Egger’ s Ki 50 OS5 R , A 7R 19 Egger K6 56 % 1 Y p {6
YR T 0.05, BIAFFTE KR it 2

SR FH B ORG 125 6 A7 3k — 20 23 B, 45 SR DA B3k S Al 5 1) UL 0 (L R 8] 8 {1 22 S O AR, ELAG B 295 R AR 1 35
PRI g T8 73 BT B 45 R A R0 o
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SRR 4 R 07 ik 45 05 LA T AR R R T

K5 R EARBRER

Bt g R A : S Egger A FI N0
W P TR I b
H1 429 0.221 4.742 -11.967 12.410 0.965
H2 2763 -0.786 7.528 -17.815 16.243 0.919
H3 870 -7.501 5.767 -21.137 6.135 0.235
H4 560 0.689 6.584 -16.237 17.614 0.921
HS5 523 -1.085 6.306 -17.295 15.124 0.870
H6 929 -5.527 6.374 -21.122 10.069 0.419
H7 182 0.294 7.319 -18.519 19.107 0.970
(M) 3 2 M 46 36

T A TC AT 5 B B REAR 4% 5, I A5 381 B4 3580 07 (AN B AN BR - 2 — N5 8 B RE AR A4 . TR G o 3 5
FH B HLRL N A 32 F2 BT AT S 2 ma 3R A o0 o A 25 2R DL 38 6. AR (5 5 55 H T U] (Cohen et al,
1988) , 15 4N F 4516 : OBUN (- =0.504,p < 0.001) 5 8 72 B 7 2 I X AN B AR 1 6 R 5 JE 1928 A8l
e o B, HL L 95% EAF X IR R B KT 0, 4% 50 38 2k s @28 51y b 45 5 B H 95% B A X BN L5 0 1) B A2 A
A (r=0.321,p<0.001) JEXA FHIE(r=0.463,p < 0.001) JEKN 5 FHE (r =0.346,p < 0.001) 5% ST E (r =
0.480,p < 0.001) ft 25 W (r =0.478,p=0.002) i F] 7% 14 (r =0.306,p=0.038) 5 i 2 B J7 (i B IR 6 1~ ;B
25 A (r=0.175,p=0.017 ) 5 12 72 B2 7 (0 FH 8 B X A B A2 14 O 28 0 J3E A R0 M IG5, HLHE 959% (5 IX.
[ R RR KT 0. ZiE R 2MESAHTHE SR A5 81E 1IE 5 A2 5 BT R 9052 i [ Z W58 80, dn e 2 i

k6 HraBEFLMNER

95% B (71X 1] AU A 5
i R s
§ TR L z p

H1 7 0.321 0.153 0.471 3.655 0.000

H2 11 0.463 0.274 0.618 4.462 0.000

H3 9 0.346 0.181 0.492 3.973 0.000

H4 7 0.504 0.248 0.694 3.611 0.000

H5 7 0.480 0.230 0.671 3.544 0.000

H6 8 0.478 0.182 0.695 3.029 0.002

H7 7 0.306 0.018 0.547 2.079 0.038

HI13 2 -0.106 -0.546 0.379 -0.413 0.679

H14 2 -0.096 -0.611 0.476 -0.308 0.758

HI15 2 0.175 0.031 0.312 2.378 0.017

TR 7 R %
e | mwtrt || mnmte || soonm || osomm || wawe | | wRse |

AUSHE | SHHB R )
% T g
sk . N 7%
£ mam e | : & .
¢7§ D : g :
01w [ . [ :
i - - AN
E'é . . /‘?ﬁ/ .
e N . 175

JERAN PR .
eSS : .
s |- ) il e | R

T A B R 1R 5K 2 8 B E 9
B2 5 EG0HERESRAYH B LN
(F) AR EBEWET KL
A6 96 Y P 28 07 G R B 9 SR AT S A A v 8 98 5 80, B L6 ARG 36, 45 3R L3R 75 (D 24 ] P 2R AR TR
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R Ha0E HE5M

I, S0 B (0=13.387,p < 0.001) %% S I EE (Q =7.363,p=0.007) FEL 50 (Q =16.532,p < 0.001) fF ] 5
1 (Q =4.983,p=0.026) 5 {iff H] Z BE A9 5C R 27 W i 22 S5 5 >4 I P 28 80 g 75 5K Oy e, 30 6 7208 i %) 300 8 ) 0 3
5 P A R I 25 T sk s @ P 2R RS BE B3 T A (Q =0.699, p=0.403) B A M (Q =0.691, p=
0.406) JBH 5 % (Q =0.768,p=0.381) 5 ffi F & S () ¢ R, B2k, 24 FH P 2R [a] i, 3¢ 26 748 o [B] 19 56 3R
R KRB @R LS 7T S B S I (r.=0.236,p=0.152) 4235200 (r=—0.024, p=0.841) f8 F1] £ 1+
(r=0.007,p=0.972) %} i F B = A VE AN 3% o 5B R 2 MR 6 9T 45 5, 43 A5 2 75 oK O i A B2 )7 R 932
M) PR 28 AR S A A 3t 2 Ty e A S T SR AN 2 ) DR R AR ST A AL G R 3 RN 4 TR

A7 R FEBRGIAY R

95% {7 X [i] XA 5 2 [i] S 5
SRS J59) LVdTEid AT
- TR EBR A P 0 P

5 KT 3 0.411 0.065 0.669 2.303 0.021

Foyi s il f 0.699 0.403
45T 4 0.247 0.031 0.442 2.235 0.025
T R JT 6 0.523 0.220 0.734 3.191 0.001

A 0.691 0.406
25 77 5 0.387 0.209 0.540 4.080 0.000
Tk 6 0.395 0.198 0.561 3.772 0.000

A5 P L 0.768 0381
25 77 3 0.236 -0.088 0.516 1.433 0.152
) TR 5 0.618 0.407 0.767 4.872 0.000

A 13.387 0.000
m HE 25 T 2 0.152 0.061 0.241 3.254 0.001
K 5 0.580 0.335 0.752 4.130 0.000

Eopap il 7.363 0.007
HE45 77 2 0.191 0.066 0.310 2.982 0.003
TR 6 0.608 0.415 0.748 5.240 0.000

s A0 mjiﬁ 16.532 0.000
ey 2 -0.024 -0.250 0.205 -0.200 0.841
T R IT 4 0.504 0.249 0.694 3.617 0.000

TR Z 1 - 4.983 0.026
{25 T 3 0.007 -0.353 0.365 0.035 0.972

B T HE T 5 T SR IR fanas Al R AT

AR
R 7 B
RIS
a1
FREZ = TGPy
SR SN AT BB E AR 15 5 B 2k 3 A A 1) 56 E 11 {5 15
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A Meta-analysis of Telemedicine Adoption
from the Perspective of the Demand-side and the Supply-side

Xia Enjun, Zhang Zhenming
(School of Management and Economics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Both the demand side and the supply side are users of telemedicine, but the adoption of the demand side belongs to optional
innovation-decisions, while the adoption of the supply side belongs to contingent innovation-decisions. In order to explore the
differences in the influencing factors of these two kinds of innovative decisions, the meta-analysis constructs a conceptual model from
three perspectives: factors shared by the demand-side and the supply-side, factors shared by demand-side, and factors shared by
demand-side with 21 studies on telemedicine acceptance. The results show as follows. The unique factors of the demand side are
perceived ease of use, social influence, facilitating conditions, perceived benefits, perceived barriers and cues to action. The unique
factor of the supply side is top management support. The factors shared by the demand side and the supply side are attitude, perceived
usefulness, performance expectancy, effort expectancy. Compared with the supply side of telemedicine, performance expectation,
effort expectation, social influence and facilitating conditions have a greater impact on the demand side.

Keywords : optional innovation-decisions; contingent innovation-decisions; telemedicine; user adoption behavior; moderating effects;

meta-analysis
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