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Abstract

This paper proposes perceived ease of
use and perceived usefulness mediate this
relationship.

The results can be summarized as follows.
First, the greater the property management
system’s information quality, the greater the
perceived ease of use. Second, the greater
the perceived ease of use, the greater the
perceived usefulness. Third, the greater the
perceived ease of use, the greater the using
intention of system. Forth, the greater the
perceived usefulness, the greater the using
intention of system. Finally, the greater the
using intention of system, the greater the
usage of system.
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