AYHBEAP
1734 A1z
200749 338

2 A3 st g AgRle] A7) AE

A2 28] w]3le 9%
of ¥ ol 4 E" P F

Effects of the User’s Perceived Threat to Freedom and
Personalization on Intention to Use Recommendation Services

Gyu Dong Lee, Won Jun Lee, Jonguk Kim

There are ﬂourishihg studies in the acceptance or usage of information systems literature. Most of them
have taken the pro - acceptance view. Undesirably, information technologies often provoke users’ reactance
or resistance. This paper explores one of the negative reactions -psychological reactance.

The present paper studies the effects of the users’ perception of threatened freedom and personalization
degree on intention to use recommendation services. High personalization can be a major moftivation for
users to accept recommendation sysfems. However recommendation services are a fwo-edged sword, which
not only provides users the efficiency of decision making but dlso poses threafs to free choice.

When people consider that their freedom is reduced or threatened by others, they experience the motiva-
tional state to restore the freedom. This motivational state must be considered in understanding usage of
information systems, especially personalized services which are designed for persuasion or compliance.

This paper empirically investigates the effect of personalization and the psychological reactance on the
infention fo use information sysfems in the personalized recommendation context. Users” perception of person-
alization increoses the usefulness of recommendation service while their perception of threat o freedom
reduces the intention o use personalized recommendation service. Findings and implications are discussed.

Keywords : Threat to Freedom, Psychological Reactance, Personalized Services, Recommendation,
Technology Acceptance
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MRS} Mul22e A nAEE A
z 25 AFshe R FEL 48
= Wao] Atk o] F AMEALA FES FH3}
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AHE-E 3 o Murthi and Sarkar, 2003]. oS
E° Amazoncomo A= AHEAF AFEY 7]
g B3 WAl A JAPLS AN w3
HE vwE 58 N Ao Fuf o)ye s
02 3, g =ME Fujd e 1SS0
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2 FTHLTE YACIENHE B4 JHE 18
o 719E 5% Z29dysle 4E £3, RE
AF, SME A 5 2E39 YRE AT,
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pliance)& ol&o] Wiz sl 71959 BEY
gk =o] AMgAlY) WEE wgoz e
78%7F AA gtk Nunes and Kambil[2001]¢] <]
3 AdslE FHMEAE 21 Aty ug
& AMAE AEE 56%, T 69%, ¥ AH]
2 70%, 2X2 50% EHr 7|ge JR
7= 84S AT &L AFS MY
o2 4 738 Folux AU AEAS
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Ae 8AE e AAHA A3yt Hasid).
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2000; Payne et al.,, 1993]. 23} o|H AR &
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ALEAL A 2R AR HelEte B3 A
 EFHE LY o ok FH Aplae AL
A9 dEY A5 W fEsjHe 457 o
AkAB(persuasive communication) 2.2 & 4 §]
THTam and Ho, 2005; 2006]. o= AEe]
& Z2e A AREAA A9 gt
29F= 238 AT £ vk oy &4
PFE FEde AANA FHAA 458 &
ety gtk old & AfE st - Ay
& gl AN AR Adske At £
32 1Y, & A8 Az A% 4
F g g Akout W] Fxr} wAe
FEA e G

AR AR A2EE 83 J )]
FFE 71AE 85 HEiME 1 B B
77t olFolA KT o] Foke] tEAQ] o]BE
2t 8418k o]E(Innovation Diffusion Theory;
Rogers, 2003), 71&4~85.8(Technology Acceptance
Model; Davis, 1989) 5°] Itk &y ¢ Al
Eo] AT 7IEolt FRAAHS A& 3§
A Fert dg AAAR] dAFE B3
Rogers[2003]= A& dApelA 718 4743
AFoz ¥4 P (proinnovation bias)S-
FAAT JRAIEE F8o ojM= Al2H
AL FA} B X937 AFEL A~
9 ARgA] g ojslE JlEERE 40 Qlok gk
Ao g AEL A9 3F(loss aversion)?] Algk
< 7HA3L 3lem, o]5(gain) Kt} £2(loss)e] 7
Sl dol 1 7HAE ZA A2t} {Kahneman
and Tversky, 1979]. & AlZEL 0|5 & Ty
S7HET &4 g 99 Fte "is] kA Aol
g 3A AL o) FRALE ALY &9
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&4, &0l F o5 BHET ol ALE

o 1o o ki

124 ZIFESHT

H173 ®M1s



Rbg 9B THolsol ist ALRRRe] X|Zto]

I

0>
HH
bl
r2
x
T
|>
>
oo
2
a
2
rir

2

ok

oA A e oful g
MIS oA 9
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A% 5 gt 49 BN QH ww
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AHEAE BhES Al EC] 5 AR AHfo
g A Aoz Qe AT YrA|AH
= AHEE) Q1o AlEEe] AR 98E AF
o ole Al2E AR 2P JFe 1)
A & Uk dibE o2 AIRFEL AANEY A‘Z}

ot AFol dia AdsHE et de o
e whihg dozith o]y whie oty
Pl Azt FEeli, F4 Ag AR
FAAA #g dovle Hujgt &k (boomer-
ang effect)y& #23t}{Brehm, 1966; Brehm and
Brehm, 1981; Wicklund, 1974].

G B A7E AF FH 7)) AR
A Agste AQstE Auls 2 2R skt
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5 = AidE Mz g YrE
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o]glt}. AH(freedom), X}" J(autonomy) = Y
o gt 2] AAA(self-determination)S Alg
A Aol 7S TEAHAME F8F 7]
% shjoltiDecy and Ryan, 1985; Sheldon et
al., 2001; Steiner, 1970]. Brehm[1966]2 A)g]Z
whdk o] &(Psychological Reactance Theory)S &
3 AAZTA UoA AR T8 AAIR
t}. Brehm[1966]o| A @8l AH-f(freedom)@ &
3 95E 49E & 9t 28 Jran Ags
Aage] Wrtolt 5ol ths) Aol
N A
4 ol o|n BEY A AFLAL 4
42 93 WA Af D=l U F7192)
’gel(motivational state)E Z3HHBrehm, 1966]. A}
fol hE AW ARD AREL oD 47
on} o) s} uek jHe Azs By
[Hammock and Brehm, 1966], Z17-& 3&3}y
= Q9e 2 B0 AR FAEAL | A7)
dho] Yolub: AR AHE FAR 5
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1980; Wicklund, 1974]. A2]4d whito]gt=
N4 e A 2A80) old e A%
e AES S48kl FFold A5l i
= mxle 9FE T AFde A9 g
[Brehm and Brehm 1981].

g3 whde Brehm[1966] ©]¥F 43545
A WFE AFHoY, 19803 o) Fo & whit
o] Ax7t /e A4 7] (personality trait)©
29 Bol ATHUT 5 YA wie) 5
L AR wie} d2A vebd 4 AriDowd
et al,, 1991; Dowd and Wallbrown, 1994; Hong,
1992]. 47 5A4ozA AeH g 2
AHEE HEZE Merze) A2l w2 % (the
Questionnaire for the Measurement of Psycho-

2 oft

)

i~

logical Reactance; Tucker and Byers, 1987), X|
§4& Wbt Ho(Therapeutic Reactance Scale; Dowd
et al, 1991), &9 4AgA ¥h? FHx(the Hong
Psychological Reactance Scale; Hong, 1992)7}
3.

Agd st d¥d A7E A4l e,
A4 A, ARUAA, LuA % 59
Fool| A o]FojA ). Edwards et al.[2002] <
AtelES] 9] #i(pop-up ads)dl WF ALE
A9 A7+E Zstch 25L YAE o) %
o QoM HH Bt AHEARY A H whig
23S A A} Fitzsimons and Lehmann
[2004]2 AF FHA A APH whig
alRe] ool Agsdnk sl A4l
A3 9 33 AEFS ddsiy 8x g%e
o, AR AN B3R Qi) Dillard
and Shen[2005]2 A5 9JAtiF AeolA A
Q1 whrg 4890tk 289 A7l s
ol g AL shanger)st FAAQ Q1A (ne-
gative cognition)& U3l B=9 yF g%
of 42 S vizlth Kivetz[2005]¢] #=
(promotion) 7= BFHo| TSt AR S} 4
22Q) vhde] oz Q3 #E B (reward)
Agd glo] B} 74371 W dijteg Addg

g 7 AF F3HL 93 71eY gEF
¢l Al#) &[Murthi and Sarkar, 2003], 4H]|z}<]
ME Uzg S2A4717] A8 FES FH8e
7413 A8l A[Mae et al, 19915 23aic} 7
3H(personalization) & 1743} A}35]% A5 zH&
W-&[Mittal and Lassar, 1996], 718 17{e] HH
€ g8alo] 2EsiE )24 S AlFshe ZPeppers
and Rodgers, 1997], 7id A}8-A}e] Y=ol ¥
He YALOlEE AlFdhs Z[Cingil ef al, 2000],
WE &Eike ARl HEY A3 HEE EY
Z AFold AF Tl BFE AT 1YY T
g[Chellappa and Sin, 2005)5 ©hadst oA
s ok AF FH HEeA AflEle &
Hizte] Asvp 875 A7 AEFS AEst
T Y9Z £ F o AFHSE ol AEEHD
l= 71k AiQlE e gE AE 379
&3 Jo ARE ez e UEHY W
(filtering base) W3} vz} A FAL 7)ure
Z /)3t MuIAE Yres 31E 79K rulesbased)
weio] QtHDatta et al., 2003]. 71213E 3
El#o]xe] ZHoME XML (Extensible Markup
Language), RDF(Resource Description Framework),
P3P(Platform for Privacy Preferences)s ] WHo] <
= AHCingil et al., 2000].

AHE2 AR S dEe AN FEE
sl JAAQ =¥(cognitive effort)S 7]-&
oA BrHShugan, 1980]. J AR E BgAe
AR oA Bt WA HEZ[Simon, 1955,
AAEA A daf wEeA] g s
o o] A% JAEA S AdsiFe JEALE
e Jhsd 499 gAS FAFH, AHEAY
B7re WEse Tlee ATHLEM(Alba et
al., 1977; Payne et al., 1993] A}-8-219] YALEA
< &%= F Aok § et AF FEL 2
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A% 918n AHelsol hat AHRRIS) X 2ol

A2 37 FE F-3Kinformation overload)
g 3ol A x¥g e B oohyg,
oaraRe] dg A € = ciHaubl and
Trifts, 2000]. 719& AAFAHY Tt 4
oM FH AMul2E o838 wlE&E Fo)1[Schafer
et al., 1999; Shaffer and Zhang, 2000], A}53}
" Z2a9S 53 4Ry 45 JRE 3
e 8-S £Y % gltHDewan et al., 2000].

FE FRE NASE Aulzgls SN AT
3 AF 295 S 2ok Greer and Murthaza
[2003]= fAXY G AASE AHlx 8o o]
Ae 9 220e Hal it o2 2 FrI|e
T8 2do AN g7k 152 AU
AMu|2:9] gt A o] H(relative advantage), AH&-
8ol X(ease of use), ¥ (compatibility), A1
7P A (mialability)o] AHE =l $olgk Jape
F< U39t Tam and Ho[2005]% oA
A8 Mulz 8-S ARAE B BHA
2. 259 AT o AMgal AE
g 9E AF AR A8 Mulx 84 F
AAQ AFE v B3 A3 JbsA 2l
(ELM; Elaboration Likelihood Model of per-
suasion) BHNA FH FFE AAshe wA(sorting
cue) FA| F=&(attention), HR]2}2] A 8Kelabo-
ration) ¥ 7§%18 8o ol Fge vzt
Komiack and Benbasat[2006]-& A}&-2}7} A2+
e sl FE, F3H dolHEd gF
A7 (familiarity) A17bo] A% (trusyS o)A} ako]
AHE Oxe fo3 JFS viXes FAE A
A g

2.3 Jle+E224

71e4-4 58 (TAM; Davis, 1989)2 AR 7%
of AHgA] o&f F8EHE AYE dYshs ol
27 olgo|t). 7lgsende o4 PFoe
(Theory of Reasoned Action; Ajzen and Fishbein,
1980; Fishbein and Ajzen, 1975)9) 7|%& F11

o Hg=lo} .

ZerERygdMe F 7HA] A (belief)Q] A
29 {84 (perceived usefulness)¥ A Ztd &
o]A (perceived ease of use)2 7§19 AR 7]
& T8 FTE 23 T8 74 Aol A
ZHE 8L AE" ARES FE Y F
FALE PN o Be FE'E A9
=, ol A%9 AR, A, T A7
FHE A2 AddA T4 53 3E Yok
A7k golde Adle] #usA eas 4
A2Ee AMFT T e AR E JHY 4
o goldH Zo] EuH, BAUA =HoF ¥
Ht}HDavis, 1989]. Davis et al.[1989]2 TAM3}
TRA®] HlEL AFE T3 "Bl= 74 £38
2719 TAMAN dixe] dgo) vlekshed, 22t
8§84 A28 fol43t A 0§ ool
43 9%e 20w A%A

Venkatesh et al[2003]& TAM, 83 =
o]&, A¥H 3%50]Z(Theory of Planned Be-
havior; TPB), ¥7] =3 (Motivational Model), PC
-8 79(Model of PC Utilization), 841 &2ko]
£, 4181 917 ol &(Social Cognitive Theory)
BR7)E 78 2 AT BEd ojESS I8
e 4yt 7le 78 B ARE o|&(Unified Theo-
1y of Acceptance and Use of Technology; UTAUT)
£ AAetdct UTAUTY 712 £2 1T 4§ 9
To 43 A3} 7]di(performance expectation),
E3} =8 7)u(effort expectancy), AF3H 8=
(social influence), 7 F(facilitating conditions)
o] FE At Aotk F8 AR Jide
AZE 84, 23 HEAH(extrinsic motivation),
25 A3 (jobAit), AthA o)d(relative advantage),
A3} 7]t)(outcome expectation)d] 7]|ZE FiL
M en, £t =8 e A4E §olX4,
E A (complexity), A8 8-©]4(ease of use)ol,
AbEH @¥e e F3A 1 (subjective norm),
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PIF 2 Jfolzlof chst ALBXlel X|Zto| Al

AFE 8Q)(social factors), ©]w]X|(image)oll, &3
Z71& Azt P9 EA|(perceived behavioral
control), &% Z7¥facilitating conditions), 33H3(com-
patibility)e]] 719+8}31 S)cHVenkatesh et al,, 2003].

TAMel M9 Azte #8442 UTAUTAA
T8 43 71del, AZe folye R} =8 7]
tholl E3kdvke £ 4= ok E3 £ 1T "1317\
T A& AMSdhE A3l doiq FaFHQ
o] FFHL AE 7N elxo) v o) @
oA [Karahanna et al. 199)], ¥zPEA 347 (men-
datory) oA Rt} A& [Miller and Hartwick,
2002] vepdt): £33 ollo|HE A3} BEF Gentry
and Calantone[2002]-&TRA, ¢} TAME Hlw o
THeH, 2 A3 TAMo] 713 dgo] 243
olgoz FAHAG webA el &3 oo
PE 483 fARE £ d7e 97 239 119
de FHa, FH F¥olM AFo] @ TAMS
ol TZE ANt At A E /18 Azt
o] ARAIAE 8o vX e TS FAF)

. 47 714 2 47 =8

AU} A7 A Muiaz) A 24
Z2F olgfdle A=2 B 4 HKomiak and
Benbasat, 2006]. o]¥ 7HA3h= AFEAA AR
TS So|HA T ARG FAFE &

< ATITh " RIS 55 Ae AR
Al&do] AFee A HAHextrinsic reward)
o2X F84 AZd 9FL £ F Yok AR
=S AAEY FHoY HBE FEATE AR

AEEETE T FRAI2Ho] f-gaictn o
‘;‘r‘é} Aotk web] thed} 28 /M-S AAdn

7H 10 Azt Qg FEL
T84 9FE F Ao

FH AEE ANEE 4 re ApEe
3E
=3

AHEF Aedolke gAY Aol YYo= A

249 & 9o olag 9B Aze AY WY
o] gk vk 71-E& 4 JtHBrehm, 1966;
Brehm and Brehm, 1981; Wicklund, 1974]. 4]
04 Wi A% AEATE AN 42
Aksiele dRl a9 YAolEel tlsl 37
49 WS WY Aol 4L 199 A
£2 AWLRS O S U] 2sE 4E
S AE3EA] kAU Fitzsimons and Lehmann,
2004; Kivetz, 2005], tiAtol disl] A
©& 37 PcHDillard and Shen, 2005]. wa}
A ABRAI2H & "o ME 21f AE A
—]r° A Mulz ALE Sxo® RAFH JF
2 JlHS 2 9ot

A 2 AZE A
5 9%e 2 aom.

o
do
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rlo

49F wE de A4E APk o
a3 gRseE AQH 4% 2E H)
H wg 7140l ¥ AYEL A4E A9

et al, 2007, Fitzsimons and Lehmann, 2004].
Held we 5714 e s 99 o
EoE 24 3L & & 9l o7 4d
Ve AWLE AT ESeE V120 &
2 ABUFE 27 ek Rolck 4F 3 A
M BYgIAE B Sdo] Ee AREE A
TS AAE @ oY ALY Al
3HQ BYL & Aol WA D e
e AR,

7HE 3 4EE W A1del e Heelq A
F Aol AHg o ML FFol
27 vehg Relo.
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(M2de 3 719l AFE FH dfelA AA
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23Y 24 Panct 48 o) growy
o] 7hsdithe Agte] Y wolsdA|m 9]
[Chin, 1998]. APl 2AT HR ERIFE
3 0 gANTE SR A 29 g2
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1988], 0.7 o}’4-& YEeRNEZ[Barclay ef al., 1995],
SN Aol FREQIGT B 5 JuiRE
B2). <E 29 944 2AEY ZRNE
SR 20078 7IEC R S v 89 04
9] 29g-& %3312 E[Hair ef al., 1998],743 7
QEol B FEES HAT & Ak

74 Ade FReRAs BugRde B}
3171 Y3l 53412 = (composite reliability)$} 3

A8 whd 7)1dS AT RE A )
] 0.881~0951 MYoA Jelom, BHF
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0.855 0.297 0.121

0.819 0.333 0.100 0.197 -0.051
0.179 0.860 0.037 0.279 -0.046
0.342 0.810 0.111 0.158 -0.066
0.301 0.782 0.018 0.154 -0.005
-0.034 0.107 0.878 0.145 -0.005
0.126 -0.052 0.869 0.012 0.087
0.161 0.091 0.823 0.114 -0.069
0.267 0.255 0.212 0.854 0.020
0.267 0.303 0.094 0.849 -0.111
-0.072 -0.063 -0.041 -0.091 0.885
-0.109 -0.013 0.056 0.023 0.880

c20l%E e FHE 24, d2lYx s

AFEEE 07490903 FAM JEPRTH<E 4.4 PLS 2o}
3> Zx). Aed v 71 Hes € A/

39 < 722 Fitzsimons and Lehmann [2004], A A dhd 7)dd o JAeE FES A
Shen and Dillard[2005] 2 Silvia[2005]o]| 4] 2-& g% 718 g 4 dige vF <a¥ 2>
g WS Witk Fornell and Larker[1981]9] #7% o} 2ok A" 847 AHE x9 E%Y
7IEe g 4 NG BEer} 078 & 77} 37.0%, 339%°ltk. EAE ARATE
A3, AVE7} 055 233lmz 34 /ide & AT FYo EAFH god, 2F Qe
HelZ ol dvka B4 & gtk <q 48 B g@ahe t-gte] UEh Sioh t-3e FEAEF
U= W 74 NS FEAVEZe] tE 74 ) (bootstrap)& 53 WHEFE AEHAEY Yd&
HEHY] J@ASHT 322 Fornell and Larker E3 AAE golth. MBAEY = 2003 o]
[1981] 2 Chin[1998]¢] 71&o] olaf THEFA [Efron and Tibshirani, 1993] 2 1,0003] o]
T gRdgcn & 4 ok [Hair et al, 1998]¢] AF 71&E& A7)

i

DN ox ox 0

<E 3> 74 A4 58 B4

AHE-9 = 3 2.380 0.986 0.951 0.867 0.921
&4 2 2.792 0.940 0.949 0.903 0.892
&ol4 3 3.530 0.991 0.899 0.749 0.833
M 3 2.537 0.886 0.918 0.789 0.866

A A 2 3.141 0.982 0.881 0.789 0.737
Agduhd 714 11(Score) 2.902 1.008 1.000 1.000 0.851
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A @ Jhelslo) cist ALBXLS X|Zbo| A

el

[=J

<E 4> T4 el By eigy

£ 0.557 0.950
%01 A4 0.237 0.296 0.864
k! 0.620 0.570 0.166 0.888
A 99 0.214 0123 -0.002 0124 0.889
A Fuhd 712 0.129 0.092 0.057 0.082 0.203 1.000
« THZF A REAVE, H|CHZF 9jod: Aty 4
0.5411
(7.6960% %)
At was 0.5141
R437.0% \7-.6621%x1)
-0.1581
- (~1.6496+%)
XHPF '?"ltsj 0.2018 Al"g' 9‘|_r1:_
(2.4200*%) Z=133.9%
20|A 0.0962
(0.8210)

<ag 2> PLS &3
= p-value < 0.1, = p-value < 0.05, *=p-value < 0.01

2,000 71 A&k

AZd e Axe FE&A4 A F3F
2l FEKt="7.6960, p<0.01)< —’,-‘—9\11:} AztE =}
AP AN o] BHHQ FFHt =-1.649%,
p<0.05) "zt webr 7Hd 170R18 — f-6-4)
2 7H 23 AFARE QE)7E A A=
TAM A& e ohen 2o A5
o AZE F8482 AME 9mo) P 9%
(t=7.6621, p<0.01)& FUt} g LojAe
Add F84 THAA dFE FARo
24200, p<001), AHE =xolle frofd 9%
FA ZYoHt=0.8210). waty 74 6(&o)4

ook

to

oL

— AR 9E)E A3,

TAM AdEE¢ @7

(M4 45} 744 5ol AAEU. A7) PLSEA 2.
Y2 Higos @ M B9 WL <E 59 20
A 4 el BE A6 Aol A ol

£ 7Md 3¢ B3]

Qiagcs 495 o4 1

o vAE G Aol
3 A vine
1 929 $% YAE 3

239

e 2000709 HEAE

A=98)7 9] P

Q
2=

YHB)E 7=
Hn=94)< ‘/}‘r‘ﬂ’ﬂ
53 BARE S

sk 424 v 713 A9, a9 Feel 3
2 24 23E <39 3 2 <39 49 2o,

A2 HJ2ASF 2o vl

¥ [Chin, 1996]
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At B2 JHolstof ChSt ALBRISl X(Zto| ME FH Mu|A 80 olXles ¥

8¢
=1

<E 5> 714 1~2, 4~6 dH A1

A3 — F84 0.5411 7 6960%+* 2 A=
ZHr A — AHE 9= -0.1581 -1.6496** 2 A g
848 — AHE e 0.5141 7.6621%** 22 g
o) - 84 0.2018 2.4200% 2 A g
8ol - AHE 9= 0.0962 0.8210 AA e
= p—value < 0.1, == p-value < 0.05, *=*p-value < 0.01
0.5499
(8.1773%x)
Aelst 782 0.5140
F143.0% \8.1368++4)
~0.1978
- (-1.8000%+)
M HE 0.26% Mg 2l
(3.5294%x+) Z=307%
20| 0.0715
erle (0.4137)

<38 3> Aejy did 7[E A FEct
* p-value < 0.1, » p-value < 0.05, »+ p-value < 0.01

0.5302
(7.0898++%)
R 78 0.4860
#q32.1% \7.0269+++)
-0.1807
- (-2.3936%++)
A% 94 — TEE
(1.5746+) #=36.7 %
0.1668
20o|M
B0 [ g202es)

<3Y 4> dely gtdt 713 sk FE
« p-value < 0.1, » p-value < 0.05, »+ p-value < 0.01

of ANE B FAL ALFATY. oE

IS ®okol Al Ahuja and Thatcher[2005] 2
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A A THelstof 3t ALBXIS| X|Zto| Ab

okl
bl
g
x
=
[>
4>
oo
=2
B
BN
rir
2
91

<# 6> Hchd ZE A=+ vln

A% I8 - As9E : ' ' 4 3 A

Ag2e) gk -1.3041 *
* p-value < 0.1, » p-value < 0.05, = p-value < 0.01

Keil et al.[2000] & AToA 282 wWaolc} . #AelY A3 E wigsjof dde A& T

A Al Ui A4 JEALH ALE 9

<A 1> AZAS v To] B3 M & Sdl:} = A=

‘= PP, FH Mul27t AR AR AF A

’ n -1 ,. ny-1 (11 A5 Agstod, §F il fﬂﬁl ]% a3
\/mna—zxsa +m+n2—2XSEZ\/Z+Z g #UY & 98 AT,

piitls) Az A4 Ag® dh 71del anE veotes] s

nid A 2 =27 E dqe vbd 713 Aold wE A 98 A

SE; : i¥lA ABASY FZ0X Zro] BHA|2E AME x| WXE FTF Ao

TyQ Z-4-%: nl+n2-2 £ ARt vhd 7)ol & DA A

Aol AME o=l mX & F&Fo] A e

A7) 2e 0|23 73;74],/1:31 v B o)g} TH7HE 3). ole wh#t 7]jde] & AEdSE

A8 71 A4 oo 0o <¥ ed pg. 99 AFE ABLRE 0 AL FueE
94 W A1 g9/ Aude g 9 9T BV1E 24 32 o,

Azto] ALE %o HE G Hoj= of Chartrand et al[2007]9) 7= 83 BA
ST FAT sL0% el 1300, p< (significant others)o] ©h ¥19429) A 3Hnon-
01). Webx) ofel <& 6>3 ol 7py 3(gepg  consciows prime) 2UL T HAASS) A

o o
o]

[o]

- 9% Be + 92e ANR. A
AR AR A Be ¥rE 949 A7 BRY %29 o
ge HgqHeE wEAY ZAANY Y
V. B 9 A AEL, B3] Adkes AHREY olEE =241
249 HPAE Ms) Re B 4oE »
5.1 £2 Sick o)A vl WA W Eohe el

vhdk 7)do] B ARG 22 AlRdAN 2

AAg 3 "]"%4 Sl AAX AgA Al YERgt Staub[1978; 198019} /i) && &
7t A% AR13 AxE ARAIAEHY §84 (Personal Goal Theory)ell 3}, AlHEL /)
Ao 3RHA 4 % FAGCH 1). ol& A9 ExE A8y A F78HA, 1 F
719904 AHEE Sle A 710) AR 71E 527171 A8 A5 ol AL
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A7 82 Jhelstol chst ALEXIR| X|Zto|] AE FH Mulx £8of 0|x|e Yt

0.526
(9.9066+**) S
212 » A
e i 0.510
R137.3% N10.8710%x+)
-0.130
(-1.5422+)
1)01-4-7/' ALE 9z
;: 3.4734*++) o
A7 8
20|AM 0.089
1T ° (1.1959)

<38 5 oot 2y
* p-value < 0.1, » p-value < 0.05, *++ p-value < 0.01

2 FA oA kAL A 4 glon,
W2 v 2 (dominant) 237} A3t
ghA ApEH R Po FJEFS vjE & o
[Ford, 1987; Staub, 1978]. 18lx o]igt &7 =
L gAY F Jon, HgAdd = Q)
ot webA o] BHE T3 M 29 39 BA
AHE Bod, A3 yhdo] ot A {E
IE3EE &7 FF9 E4S /AT S
A 5 Uk

FH Al 8 #Hgo glojA TAM 23
4 M AR dde e 29 A4d &
o]do] AME o= "X FA(PHE 6)F A
&1, A2tE golo] AZtd f8A4el mlA=
FHHE 97 AZE F840] AHE 9=of w
Ae Y7 5o AAHAY. o)d A= F
A ARlE GG ARYE58 Edg 243
Weiquan and Benbasat[2005]$}< -f-AFslc} =a}
AN Aul2=e] 83} F&3 Gefen and Straub
2000} golgol FuAlzel AHge WEd 5
A(intrinsic characteristic)o]l T3+ H7tel BHB A
olmz 4Ade) B9 ZH T o
FEge WA S AAEAT AAGAY
fiRloIE Q] AE 2= ApjAE UE B Od—‘ﬁ-cq]
ME golido] FEAHY FHIE BREIe &
X9 Hrlo]lBng AL oo fojgh JEe Ul

ER:2
(Nl

A7 2@ Ao dopd ek

N 248 BAL A AU F842
W7se AHg gmol GRS WAE AAHQ
Aol BY PEA Af ARl B/ 2
2200] A x0] HH FFE BlAE PO
2 7450 gtk oo F $ES AANYIE o

<t mHle) sheAdo] A71E & ok ¢A S
718 A7 E2Fo si1st Aol K AR
e 9 2 A A 84 A7 n)A
T 9%S O <09 59 o] #AN
3} AjZto] AR AP mIRE FF2 0130
(t=-15422)% o1}, o] L7%= wleksiA v
et E=g A Aol f-84 A7 mXe
o 8re -0.058(t=-09245)2 o8t &A ek
ok A AFd dd A4 T3 SH

g fusAR, AAHA 37k sk 44 o
2 Ft BAS ok oele Ao B
eIk

5.2 &7 AIAHY

AT AFE ted 22 oA o84 A
A Aed

AR, 1S EokdllA AHGAN] F9 A= of
g AR R o2 % 9FE =PI FET)
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AL 183 et i3t ALBRIS KiZfo| AE FH Mu|A $

Zlwte g 3 A3
7Vs A A cHMaes et al.,1999)].
FHEE 22 AdFEL MR UZRE FE4]
7171 A 7lEoly AMulx AA| #HAL F
At FH Ve ARAES AAsY ALEA)
A 44@78‘01]/‘14 =¥ FgG0e) A

AL slashe 7% F AcHHzubl ef dl,
2003]. 2V F d 71eo] AMEALS QJ7gel A
P& A9 g AdsAY A¥T 4 U
T S9N °E‘:vl7} &Yk E d7e A

71go] AREALS YGAAAR S AYEE 5 AT,
e An 2wt gAE JIAE & AeE
AEAk old AT HIe ‘Y HEALH A}
&34 =7t Fe f.‘tﬂ"ﬂ"i Aed whdolgle
FA7} 1S9 g7 FA7L 2 F USS A

A, A H4¥e= '?l?} 37142 AEQ)
A8 A whil(state reactance)®} A} whik 714
(trait reactance)®] F&-§ A3t} Brehm[1966]
o) 42A el day Be d7EC] o
FoiAth 7 5o AelA v el dsiie
AFo] Bol o]FojHAR, A F wbi 7)F
H& A% d7e TEHA &L HolAUHSilvia,
2006]. & dAvolM = dEje 71He] FHE B
5 FR‘%?_ A7 AAE T8 AeH vk &
#E oyt
AR, AQ1sE A Zto] 1 Aul 2 $28of WX
FEFS AP AAs AE FHG F-
AT ZlEolv Auls FAT g ZH
A o] AFHAY AF FHT FES 28R
ZHAAN BT A7t BES M B A
T RAENE5EY BHAA AUt 12}01
U]i]“ IS ASA

2 A7 27t AXste A

U'Tq- é“q‘.

AR, 719L& AFE FH3e =
Aol A AMRA7E el ARE "9.3 FATE
AZ+g 34 HEE sfof gt JAT-AFH A
%28 (Human-Computer Interaction) 7 of| A

—_—

o.?_’. r]

)

i rr

229 AN

S/Wojlo]dE #™A o7& ThE Schiaffino and
Amandi[2004]9)) oJ3}H, AMEARE o3 §le S/W
do]HES 7], BHEHA Fe F&elMY of
JHE Y B& WolaH, lolEY B %
718 9o gAAY oF T 8ddtAl &
£ A% B Ueb 92 9 A8 33
S AFdhe YL F3AEY A UAoiA
AL AR o2 MulaE ek A%, 5
AE Bz o A% T g WY HES
$9) 323 Hao) 445 nAso} Bk 53
2l Hzuzs ARAAE A Z2d 2
A2 AEAA 719 S5l HFE F JoBE
HTE QS AHEAR) A Aol Bjg et
Fasith

A, NHe A5 AT SHAA A
Ae) A 9B AZe paAAC Bk ARE
& ANER FARIGL =7E AFEE e
[Bryne, 1971}, &= olulelol] tisfi[van Vugt et
al 2006] FoHo =z WHEth g il

S B 2N, A% dBel A7t
7}/\/\]7 tHSilvia, 2005]. &3+ 34 oo ]x%EOH
b AT A1E] GA AR re] B
ud 4 ¢lt}[Komiack and Benbasat [2006].
el 7 ATE 5o EAATE E83H7
1, 23 oo A= 5/Wel ohuletst e TR
A ]°ﬂ A 2 ALE wrgsier @k 1
23 AR} AAAQ) A7) 750 e2islor Fic

*iﬂﬁ, 7198 MAEY A FEE FooF
3ok B A9 A3 2 Komiack and Benbasat
006} RS F=e] Azko] AFgRES] Aml
80 9IS F13E FAATh TP Tam and
Ho[2005]= Angl 74 2de] BN F
A7 2 (central route)] FH AFY 713 ¢
ZW 7 2 (peripheral route)2A AF @7} Jj
A AUz Fiol IRH 4% 7P
Fasdc gebd se ek B4 wEe
53 AHEAte] BAelY A58 gofsfol s,
a2 ARE AN SAY e doME
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6.1 917 29

17 FRE e g 3 AiQE 7o &
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9e QAR B 9% 1 FPaBIToINCH,
24 AE A ALE 2042 He kg Bol
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D8 Af 98-AE dxe) Aoy AR 2
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FRO 52, AF AN 249 WA 2L B
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