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Abstract

Focusing upon the post-adoption stage of IS, this study reasoned that IS users’ personality is one of major
influencing factors of continuous IS usage intention and empirically examined how the degree of continuous IS
usage intention is variable according to the IS users’ personality types classified based on MBTI(Myers Briggs
Type Indicator). In order to validate the research model and hypotheses, this study made a field survey of 330
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IS users and statistically analysed response data. The results of empirical analyses showed that the intent of
continuous IS usage was affected by self-efficacy of IS; and self-efficacy by self-leadership of IS; and
self-leadership by IS user’ personality type and expectation confirmation. That is, it was found that IS users’
personality type and three intervening variables(expectation confirmation, self-leadership and self-efficacy) were

significant predictors of the intent of continuous IS usage. This study is thought to be contributive to providing

the theoretical basis of finding IS success factors in the post-adoption stage and the practical guideline for

effective personnel management relevant to IS implementation.

» Keyword : Post-adoption Stage, Continuous IS Usage Intention, Users’ Personality Type, Expectation Confirmation,

Self-leadership, Self-efficacy

.M B

7199] ARAIAE 53 wgo] Busigd] w23
TRLENAE GFET HRAET Aol dislsx
ATk oA 719 FFM FHALE LS BeErhEd aavt
H3leH, g AZFA ke T JRAIAE ] g
8E SE3] aejste] &9 A AN Wtk ok
7t} FHA LGS ARgShe ARSARY] 8 EAle Als
=4 Al 2 A7) B ol gtk ARAE ¢ 7]
S 83k, 2 P ofd 2lls AXEA tf F2
Zwlo] SeH7,14,31] e FEAIZE ] A7) 29 e
AR L Az ARET A& ARGl 22Tt
(1] Z2eiA o] RAISE] A7t Zofolld 58 F 9]
o thek AAH A7H218]0 Aol RokAlaL Slrk

B A7e BHASY 58 5 AR ARl JEALE
o] AEARI ARGl JES vIHE RIS F AR AAR
ol w2} A5 AR 0] drhg dold A A
Aoz qislaat .

> o

3

&R

AEAZE s ARG 7124 BT o}
AR AlEA als vERlle AR B4 SJaix=
g W= 30]. B2 Davis[14]ell 2J8l] 74858 Technology
Acceptance ModeDo] AAEAE We F-8447 &0
A9 A F7Ieh BHE WMFE0] 2 uHFHAUA|T,
Y AFAEL 7IETEEHo] A Al FHE
71eq-8-5 Arske Aol tisl widshax, AR, T
RS WAHQ a91s X3 FE V| REe e
A& Ajtete] STH717311. &, Davis®] 715828
B71% 489 g3 8¢l tigk Bt FAHolx HAAR

e 4o
ol ol kI =2 ol

P

AS St A, AEA aga B 8Q1ES Xt
TAM(EH), TAM2S] EHERZ X429 185 3] 21 3tk

1. 3527 &8 5 &&ol| et A7 E

AR 9 7ol 2Rt A st MMl 3B v

Fo W, 8 Fo ARALY ALS RIS AR
SigAIze] A4 ALS DS ol ARALe] B 7
2 Aze] BT, ol FP7 Azfe] A% HnA
29 AL o} ALgel G TE S 9, Al
HF2E F St D 5 ok olee BolN HuAl

(

9 A7) o] <E 1] ATES FA0E AT YuA
29 58 5 950 et Balo] TR ek

HE1 = o2 3 o] 2et M3
Table 1. The literature review about IS post-adoption usage context

AL I

e of B JlE HEiE B Sl Tk
Spil 5y | o it S IEVISCO Sk T
o2 2wl | FEA TSl 2Eeagol 45 Ciarkn £ JlE Al
il o | BN UEE RO ofsiAfol 2l vt A Al

=2 == A 2=l 2fshiMet 2

Jasperson S18] | ZXRERI0 =0t THRICKOIES TRISZ 5101 TP, &
FEARE | 2 SIs Sho| Ziis ol Ve 8 = delE &Y
T F Y | Sl BT Soff tpAES AEiEeR 1Rt oo

= M DPIAIZ0| RESAIZ0] Schist Moo l= He U

2. MEA|ARALSALS| Mzpz|of ast 2610

7iR1] 2320 thelre 19218 Jung®] “Aehr 8= Psydhological
Types)olgke AAMelA AAHoZ AT Jung[20]S
Aokl Blm(egU e} 71eA /AR AmE 71E
°F 494 §3S TR OH, HEot /1Y e 23E
53 g7HA2x4)9] AARES e ¥ & ATk Jugd]
Aelfrolzel] A JARTETEAES MBII(Myers Briggs
Type Indicator)2)<= Jung®] &l 271419] o7 s
WIS FIE 1671K(24x2) AR B3Ik




AHEAF MBTI A AF 83 AHA 2R A&Agw3te] Ao g 454 A+ 15

3 Willcoxson et al.[32]& MBTI AAG-337 1T A
o] PH BT FAE dAFsideH, o4d S5l
MBTI AZA-3e] w2 ERPAIZHY] tigk AR 7|58 4
ZE 4% vk} Zo] MBTIE AEA|ZH A7l E8)sh=
ARIZE A3 3 itk

3. HEAAHALZA}S| 1A X[Zof| 2t MEiod7

A7+ AF-2 iR FHF AR, 2, i AlALE A
7] ARl gk i1 As) B AR side] ojs) AEnt

ol&A Izt WFS Ak T F#el tial WS}
© PHE Fols ofgA Foloz Berts I X7
(Subjective Perception)o]gt & 4= =], o]2g 83 A
e AYRlY 5848 AA s Hoh
o]gA R AR AFSARS Bl FAEE Eadl
#HA A48 AE, & 7[HYA, AIFER, AVEs3l
I FAATE S Ay <i 2>} o] Fed 4= ek

¢

2

H2 TEANE ARSKIC| TN X|Ziof 2fst Maioir
Table 2. The literature review about IS users’ subjective perception

TR 4 F W 8

Bhattach- | 7[CHIX[0 |20l Zislo] 22f0] Wz EAle| BES Sof
ejee | RESA ARBCl=0f| 7 opRf= MeReke DiEEo(nd AR
(1] 2 0f= AISRR| 7[cHR IRt OIRfEl REedol| 2feh ZEE

677H0| HIFAIZE DlEREAS 2o} &1z, STl Xjo}

O | 7 RpIeE =7 RS o sl chet x2S
22 Alsjilpiriol RIS0| Xp A} AlREbID| IS
McCoy | SHle] AP PReAlmt Hemigol et AP les, 1

(23] 21 g BT 210 ZRE AUS

Compeau & | ZFE] AP |&5ZComputer Seif-Efficacy) 7Hd &5 4
Hogns | 8 & AgbiM AP |22 Mis A8E Saf o
(18] ofFl ZpiZloz &2 = U2

Verkatesh | ZAIYO| BiiFlEl AEfoilM MUi=sS AEiGlRi= A

& Davis | &2 ZHEYRILA &eof 2HQi0] F2 el =1
(0] B2 S ol B2 OjAl

Thong & | 7[EHR|O|=0] 7 [&eTEREE BSSIEE, eXlE &
eta. | oldnt oIRIE EHZE VISl XISABOI=E £Y

(9] Sh= 2 oy

7|cHEX0 |20} Efzet SolE 0122 7[HIeZ of
A At Aploz FoEl FeidS &2 Vx| 8|
2 1 Aplas S2 FEA X2t Aol FEsiRion]

pAk=d
IS

oln

OIS T4 JHAD} e S RESAIROLE 20| ZHIE

n. 728 2 71

B ATIAE AHEA) A8 BAE MBI AEE
A AR AAREE RS 9 AU 1A 57

2) MBITE A7)me] o) /A91e] 434 S4ste) jgle] ojw
e 2 AHEER ofdl HES HEsieAE olsl Ho
24, Ao AARRT 1 B4E olsialw, Ae) Byt 4

42 ZAY olshell £5& e AAlek [3 AL

ey

T& T Jolxe] AEALE Al TAMS] o3 Hj
Q1 gelH elolg9]e] B — HE — F9ox — P
=YAAE HROE AR e 78 Fof AR AEF
do] WidEls FHA A7 WrES T3l AFstat 3
8- ARA BN Al (beliefs)? #HE 7R
, e BAE BN 8 (feelings) & B9 == 3
ol A 3K tendency)S <Jw]ith

ol niEeE XA 4d TAA FAEE ARlY F
B2 A7+ 2918 71 YA (Expectation Confirmation) <} 2171
FE=A(self-leardership)o] ¥Welog 283k 4= 9J=H|, o]=
Bhattacherjee[1017} 7ItH¥A] — QA€ -84 — wFole}
© A% AR5 AAE 2% AFE w53 v A9
[1,12.2324]004 271554 — W39 =) ] F3F A
2 253 Aol 9 oleF oz SiEoe] A 4 itk 53
T F AFEAA AR FFE vAE 890 F
L&(Trust) S tikdke 7HEAE Fxska ok &3 4
AF HE dAA AiFolge R R8T F e
A7) &5 Self-efficacy)o] Hoz =225t
Melone[25] ©]&gt AXF Bl=E ARSAL 9] tiA] 71
o2 H1 93 78 F AFEINE HErt B AF
TE AZske 9 FAdte WE AFFHoE skl
Atk A AREARe] AE) A A e HRAZE ARE-S
ApHg g2l wet AR Al H o] 7 gAY A1)
FEAdel mAle gl 9 oz FHAT o) FE
5o} AH8-9] AP (Discretion) & ZAWEE A5t ol
el ol2A FES TR W A7EF(Continuous 1S
Usage Mode))& <18 1>3 7o) &3 4 Uk

M o on >

OHETEJ

12

(M8t 4ARE)

7/t x|

P25 ]—)[ TI‘—EA}%EIE]

7IFEY

A8
Aed

TR 1. HEAREIRE 3 XSAIBoE B
Fig. 1. Continuous 1S Usage Model in Post-adoption Stage



156 R B IR G cRi(2011. 1)

Jelm E ATRgel Q4% SYNRATR), i

FOTNLA, 271727, A71Ee5h

L=t}
Am)ERH AABA o B FMEET ZHUFAEY 2}
)0l &3 o AgH TSR <A 3>oA 9 o] B

ATEL vlkow AFSL,

3 o
Table 3.The research hypotheses

7Hd L

e
o7

=
>~
0

2
0z
N

70| 7 [cHex(ofl Felst SEkE O Zolct
|

T
T
o
o
k]
)
A4

0
J

| =255 7|tHedx| 70| =0l
=0

=
)
N
N
]

>

=
o
>
B
’
A |

| =275 7ItHR| 20| =0l A

0
| =245 7[cieA| $550| S0fE %o
0
0

o
A

El
fa
A

>

o
M |

0| =275 7|HUA| 70| =01

[4,10,
28]

=
H  |[ARSAL MZFEH0| AP IFza] Refst ¥sks niE Zolck

Qg $E0| =275 APIFZI0| =O0f Zojct

o
22 20| =275 AP IF=I0| =0F Ziojct
H2-3 | A 20| E275 AP IFEA0| =0 2o

He-4 | BIER $70| 584 AP FEA0] £OFE Z0Ict,

[1219]

02
00l

H3 | ARBAL 8ARE0| AP [eis2ol| Rolst &ke oA 2ot

i
1o
o
M

FEO| =255 AP |asHo| =0 Zo[Ck

2
o
3o
A

TEO| Z2F AP |5520| =0 Zolct

:
=
B

TEO| E2F AP |5520| =0k Zolct

HIT [ BT | H klg

¢
rEl
g

TEO| Z25F AP |5520| =0k Ziolct

[1,16]

2

J|cHe R FEO| AT|FZ=Y0|
oj& Ziolct.

[1027,
)

HEPERES
0ja Zdo|c}.

Ar|gsHol

o 24 fmio

[1325,
2]

EE

0f0 |09k 00|09k 00

>

T
2olct.

Az|gsdol F+el

Mo |02 |02 >

i=
b

1,23

™

At A7 sSHO| REHAEzof e o

22X
g o/ Zojct

213,
1728]

HEAIAR ALZo| At F=of| w2t ARSAH AARE0|
7 |cHIx| =Z0f O|Xl= F&o| CIE Zo[ck

TEAIAE ALZO| Kby FTof w2t ARRAL SARE0|

AP |FE=gol| 0l Yslo| BfE Ziolct

[830]

)
:uolé
Ach
N
ud
~J
i)
N
i
2
lo,
=01=<"
8

N
2y

[o

[
o2
ol
8
£

H 4 giHo| AN HO|
Table 4. The operational definition of research variables

ottt TR Ho| Mo
o P2 LRI SRR AR 2
288 5o |n gssiol g3t
THS | g 201 R Ol TABIO] ZEof 4
=% |z51m ofstet cizoll Zatie A
oZi0] o501 el Zaie ZABRI A
20| 2 el xxe wET MeL S| UK
onl| e s aa
w2 sl (22 Nl %ol oEsil DRI o/
Re | kst obig SRRl 4% womoz| |
(1574 AxfeiE Bl At '
BTIS| [, IAIEF ATl SIS 2 =il
et 2 gm0y 2tz EEBl= A8
e W T P TP
S8 e syt mpig s A3
o EEE AT 0| gion] J[ElE 2l
ol | 1 mixis) AlRHEISED POl A8
TNS| g B B8 S5t S0 e} 2
298 o) cpprind aigx0lm SEMO| Sl A3t
TR [o BeAds Bl o8 2aie
Boecation [l 2101 0lo] TheF 7IcHel 1K AlBAITH ZH [211]
Confimmetion) || x| tE= Eeix(of chet AIRKIS] X[zt
RO S HAeol el Sl Melzt 2]
(seiHeadershipl |42 7PAIT SHBIZE Siple B (2]
ADIE=UN e AR B0l HEARES of2si] ORE
(o oficay) | ATxom skt 4 qrinole g | 2
FEMBAZIN |oixy o100) rigz0l MmApslg Rmioz | 227,
(Conlrvious Us202 |\ gspnt s ol 2
AR |SA 250 AT B0l HEALES AR
Discetion) |22 AIB5kD Ickn olsle R (630

#l 12ke] S Y SHAE g

2 XESE I Eaju

2 7o) ARe Fajolx) P02 Tste] 20084 99
of 9 HEe NStk 9 BBPAE B A7} Lo] ¥
Hu9lE Flalaz st Aol B4 B4E & gt
oES] 7Y 05 ¥ BEAS A48 T 5 Y AR
A5} % 007l TR BESHS Fu 5 gdglon, o] F
2D SHE 00002 AT AF AT A

321730] AHE-H A

3) ¥ AFeE MBIIS) A4 3 999 Myars7h 7168 4 4
#38 QAjele] BEHS) BT ATEYDS Bol 9247
2954 Sk A3t g 2go] WA Wl £ F 31
W7 Eglew, of 3 gl il A@dAle
A7t e BAF A7), 157 AEes £330 Ul
B AT of 15 HES VAR sl 2= 74
=2 Z439

o X o Y rfe
oft

B



A2 MBTI 42583 JEA 2" AEALE- =7k Bl e 453 AT 157
B Ao Aol SR8 ARAE AMAES] dnky I 6. ool Cifst SE S
EXC < 559 2T} 3009 ol AT, 645%)9 & Table 6. The measurement properties of research variables
3 ALgAReL ALY/ (166, 51.7%) AFEAP ) Eo HIES =HRE a7t | ARt | @ | EEER
u sk A)2H o 277 11' _8_ 1 olAto 0 FOIXMT IS 260 700 54386 88119
e gk JRA2H Llo | 1d o] 4 ] 88.?/0(284 SIAD = 500 =% 5 _
ol 37heE vink A= 135400l BT A4 & EEDlS 100 700 | 37975 | 12848
A} ARER Qi AEAAE 80 HE HA(ZE 5 EdS 167 700 | 50114 | 906®
7 [CHR| 1.00 700 48858 12911
Q) A O tlzlo ™ ZA) 29 =2 A
) ET’]', o }ﬂx}'v’] 86/) 6 )7]' _,LHO]] :L ’r‘“o} ]’Q‘ PNAES=IN] 167 700 53084 1.11900
Sithal S93819.9 M, ERP 67.9%, KMS 58.3%, CRM 26.5%, PNEENE] 1.00 700 53416 1.25460
BPM 31.2%, BSC 27.7%% Uehgt). plesy 200 700 52508 114777
AESABe= 100 700 56199 1,16050
H 5 FEO| QITEH E4nt FEAAE 018 SiEt
Table 5. Analyses or Respondents’ Background 3. Aol EtEA 2 MEIM HE
= Bl=(E) HEE(% 2 AelMe] Bl tisk BAH HeS 244 89l
Lt
it ; 26583 ;?'g X (confirmatory factor analsys, CFA)S E3 /JJel3A o
ST 21 100 2 AF3E g3 8RR WY FelMe AR &4
gE: 5326 162 S HUISk Sl FELS HSES 7ee L 49 29l
L} 1 424
oiz 20 o %8 o2 Zoled o] = FA® B4 (principal component
50cH ojat 50 156 analysis) & AA81L, 891 FE9] 71Ee Hojx 89le] W
= Z It F 170 oPge) $abe M8 S 9l HAleeigen value)o]
— o ).
=5 5001-3002] 4 P4 1 ool A3t 82145 AR3IoH, QA o] 04
= 0091 Of ar 645 olde) 295S freAol e 0T ARHAT T &
Sl &4 10 570 FEo] Zi © 2 Aulsly] o8 ur
! 5 517 Q19 3|AL gEef FA4e) 7+ 9218 A Aysh] g W
=2 RS 108 36 Holw, 215 71| 5 HPAS A8 sk Ui
=1 =
XP‘E’EJT’E ;271 11‘&? < A43d WA T Wl 34 (varimax rotation)$:
e ot E 2 AF8stel EAET:
PSENESE Y1 21 75 MBTI 44738 22184 23 MBTIY 4714 AEA%
R = o5 £ 02 W4T 1A A8A AAFE WsE0) B 2
aw 76 860 AAAF 045 d3Jete] 1 B1AS SRS IIsIHth
Agzol ERP 218 679 TSk A7 By F uiEget FE5Hgl digh 8Q1E A
ST o - - 3ol QoI AT RN PSP W] B 29l
1o y
=18 BPM 100 312 o] 045 33jate] efdAdo] FrEc
BSC 89 217 Ao O3 AlFA BAS 93 Z=2ulE gy
(Cmnbach’s a)ﬁ]—’ﬁ B4 53 YUY §(mtemal consistency)
2 ?i:rq AT o] §H FARAYHE SHEAEY gut 0 FF T AARE HAFEy Ay 237150l

gohir] S8l 71eH BARAT By 2

THA%
0& AHgsle] 2% ES w35 Wk

H AR o3t &

< 6>9 2tk

S 9 AARNS AAsgor,
[e]

_/':

631, A5 605, U}z]‘Ang o]
2uls} QA7) 06 oo e}
= *@E% %&*lﬂ% Aoz Uehdth oz i

21 7INA), A7NFe, AV|Esie 42 a&nks) gt

]T7]' 937, 761, 915, 283 ZAWMG AR ApdkA
743, FEWATQ) ASAMEOET 928302 A HE W
o] Azl QAT 062 A3lsle] AT 2FA)7)
Ao el

Y ok
i r\o

J

rr



158 WA FENRE S HOGE0LL 1)
F7) B AoE N & Uk
4 JHEZE o BMET} AR A7\ ESRO] B4 FRAZHY ALALE
MBTI 4 2#80) AtdA), A7|Fe, Arlasge] o el PIAE 9ol a8 TR T T ARl 3
S ATk PEEe) tE BE 1 9P Qo (e SFE FIE oy = & dwHen i“”ﬂ‘%q-

JEA 2] ARE-0] Aol 2HFY S fstde U
AL S, ARAIZR Y A Ao w o) g X}ﬂihﬂgl
A AFL G| ARAES AAEIEeH, A7 7HdE o
o ASEA ARE AR o 2
A EHugT 9% vAe adl 7}*—%
AR Aol ZIdgAe] frojsk 33
oy e <M D> AR 7P <Hl-1> 9]&%4
<HI-2> 22VA(S) 5, <HI-3> AL A(T) $50] 2
S5 7IYA & Ao2 Yo, <Hl-4>
9H(]) FE2 fro wA] gke Aoz YRt
I 2> AR} FARE ] A7 TRl frelg o
s WA Bty ge A2 AN M <H2-1> YA
E) 0] 2555 AHAIZHE 089 A7FE o] FopA|
Ao UER: \Jr UHA] <H2-2> ZAA(S) T
<H2-3> AAA(T) 5, <H2-4> 3H(]) $£5& A)1F
ZAol gt 9 Ul AA] g Z0=E VT
aga <UPd 3> AR ARl AR #o
& TS WA Zlolthy ke THE AR 7R <H3-1> 9

i

=31
= J

o

AvHE,

re Wl o

_’.3_—7

rﬁmH

ol

R
44

ZK

A

L

AREA} A
AE
<7PH o=l

T'T‘"]

Amte Au A A A s

34538 viARSsE
ZZ(moderating)3h= ;q_‘Jr7]. Q=AE B
AE3 Adp AR} ApAdo] =
Z71%5 QoA JFHLTE AF
i Alg-e] ApkAdo] uk
I A7IFEAC]

B9 Urix) e A

<M =

(LA, 2715

s 2
7) 9134 o

TAJ0)

e 9 9PHASE Iy

L3 o

[
44

SR
83} ) W

Aoz et 5t
S5 719 B

Aol QoIME A Apide] A ETL olahA YehiA)
Spjsi.
olgel 71 A% ARE RO RS B, AR

A-"E £ &
MBTI®] 47}7] Az A%H

LEREE

Q7o) /H9AZF) g 2ok Fels) A7nY

=1 1}711 =X

7-(] T="0
[

AoIA) AHEA A9 HelH 54

RN A A A5 Fo) AL

=

Tl FFES VAL ARA

T AEARE o] AfjHoR HF(+)9] YIS

A=

B
UERE vee] <Oy 2>3 2o

=
L3 A7IFEAE ST vIAA AEE
1

el

7|t X|
57.5%

080+

-.0581

A7zsd

63.5%

L P EYT T
47.9%

FAE) T <H-4> BDH() FE] F25E FRAS

g ool tEk A7 ETF o] =o}

s RAew  EAEAo (MERHHRE)

<H3-2>  FHAO) T ETES I

<H3-3> AJRA(T) 328 A7E oy - Uusd i\.oaw

ok o3 FIEE |

Aol frofdt 9 XA Fa) s I 1;;_;3:; Y

= Ao Bt B
AoE Uit =
o= SRt v NTE - zEs [T

L 9T B3 /PSS A TS Lo

B MRgR SR 50 TERE - oldd

AR B 98w LowEE ~(Fei2) : - a27ens| | -gagens

Aolth; ghe M e e 4 A2 xpuy

gegoz uo] Fgon, TA} | 57.1% I

 HighZEh (Fel=H)
: LowEEt +(Fel=a)

2 A71FEEAol A|EST
A+ dag vA Aoty g
<M 6> 9A] A=Ak 1
v <IMd 5>9] TAREA} 7Y gEo] Ap)ESAtel B
(+)9] FES mF Aot} & 717o] HAA=, ol 7Y
Aol A7|ES AHH R JIS 7] Hoke A7)
FEA 555 R st A7|asel (AR J3ks

.

A

2

2 7ds Znt

Fig. 2. The results of hypotheses test

¥ ATE PRA2He) 220 539 T
LS DEERESE

A 44

V.

I

=
—

&AL ol T %]

rr

ol &gt A

%



A8} MBTI 424 8

I JHA2H

A &AL 7] BAo] B3 A AF 159

0;?{1

8+ A58 (Continuous IS Usage Intention Model)&
slal HEelaat stk A7 Ad, FRALE 78 &
oA AR&A}e) Naﬂ E4 Z MBTI 471A] AzA %W
cA%oﬂ oﬂtsk— u] ]_]_7
‘:“"ﬂ‘: FE= A A}

ox Hi
QY o e

o,

ArgA1e] 71EH°‘7<1L e xm

5 2 A0S 5o RALH A18Ae) A%
AIEE AHshE AHgA B4 29102 AN Es
o= Zlﬂrd 71tH LA, ZM E‘é, 1}71 %u o] AHEA
E‘:] _I.B_ ]

o] me gt
el et *1-9%} 339 J% 2oz
B7h] ARAZE ofe T ANEE
o S e Lok Asl7 18 Y s

qm

B AEAS il 30T S8 B A5 A
Ve AN k.
$4, o[ 8H ARLOR A Al 54 2910] 4
53] Agelwel] GBS PR FEIORA 712 e
$232 B Folth ol BuAsY £Y 271 T
FgRl ASad TAMS 1 3 ReSde 2
AR Ao e 8 59l ASAGel Bl e
2o} ol AFgA B4 2910 WE QT BRoR 7
sk

cheog, AE) AFEEAS Folo] Fa ojed ¥
Q7o) HEFORA HUAZY AgAe] YAH 55 22
2 71 AR A5 E MBI AE B4 4u
Aol A%l ES ArEst

AR AP0, JRAZHo] 2H0 587 olFol
291 A28 2L 9lal AgA HES) 14 1
Aee A FRslol §2 ANk Uk &
Te 5§ F AU ASAE 33t 2900 B
o QoI AHEA FA0R T BHE WSAIY Badol
e et ook

=9, guAd AR WA SHE stelstel 43
Q915 4B ASASAFY BTN =29
e Flolck HRAZH AHgA S mhE ol§ M
D 4

E WEE, B8E A 5 TAE 4%

>

o

¢

S nlEe g HHAAE Y A ZEA|2A A AR AL A
59 4 Ar)1eS A 4§ sl
B ATE JEAZE 58 Fo A3olA] ARk R4

A Y=o mXE G 2908 AR AN R
B2 Azt 2918 nigo g *E‘%—?‘& Arehs S0
Fog 4= vk ey &
o] FRALE ASAE R 330“ “ﬂ%& A
M ASAR] =5 A% 4ol Qs &% 7 d7E
Hlgoz (FREHARAIZE AR} EFHE(Information
System User Type Indicator, ISuTI) 7§2e] @27} a1, ‘2]
&7Fs ARA|2H) (Sustainable Information System, SIS) 9
T =98 g EHAE F WS 7Idg

U
Lo,
=)

J
o
)
o
E%E
S
:?l_'.‘

rot

=]

ikl

[1] SH Kim, and J.S. Hahn, "Relations Among Learner’s
Personality Types, Self-Direction, Attitudes and
Self-Efficacy toward Technology, and Achievement in
Cyber University”, The Journal of Educational
Information and Media, Vol. 13(2), pp. 79-106, 2007.

[2] Y.Y. Kim, S.J. Oh, J.H. Ahn, J.J. Jahng, "What Happens
After IT Adoption? : Role of Habits, Confirmation, and
Computer Self-efficacy Formed by the Experiences of
Use”, MIS Quarterly, Vol. 18, No. 1, pp. 26-51, 2008.

(3] J.T. KIM, HS. SIM, M.J. KIM, M.B. SIM, "A Study of
MBTI Form K Standardization in Korean”, The Journal
of the Korea Academy of Psychological Type, Vol. 10,
No. 1, pp. 53-70, 2003.

[4] HS. KIM, "The Influences of Individual Personality
Types on ERP System's Acceptance : a Preliminary
Test” Doctoral thesis, Daegu University, Dec. 2005.

[5] JH LEE, and HS. KIM, "The Influences of Individual
Personality Types on ERP System’s Acceptance : a
Preliminary Test”, Proceedings of the Korea Society for
Industrial Systems Conference, pp. 319-334, 2006

[6] W.J. Jang, and T.K. KIM, "A Study on the Adoption of
Information Systems in Mandatory Environments”,
Proceedings of the Korea Society of Management
Information Systems Spring Semi-Annual Conferences,
pp. 1193-1199, 2003.

[7] Agarwal, R., and Karahanna, E. "Time flies when you're
having fun:  Cognitive and  beliefs
about  information  technology usage,” MIS
Quarterly, Vol.24, No.4, pp.665-694, 2000.

[8] Agarwal, R, and Prasad, J. "The role of innovation

absorption



160 R B IR G cRi(2011. 1)

characteristics and  perceived  Voluntariness in
the  acceptance of  information  technologies,”
Decision Sciences, Vol.28 pp.557-582, 1997.

[9] Ajzen, I, and Fishbein, M. " Understanding attitudes and
predicting social behavior”, Prentice-Hall, Englewood
Cliffs, NJ. 1980.

[10] Bhattacherjee, A, ”"An Empirical Analysis of the
Antecedents  of Service
Continuance,” Decision Support Systems, Vol.32
No..2, pp.201-214, 2001a.

[11] Bhattacherjee,
Systems Expectation—
Confirmation Model,” MIS Quarterly, Vol.25 No.3,
pp.351-370, 2001b.

(121 Brockett, R G, and

Electronic ~ Commerce

A., "Understanding Information

Continuance: An

Hiemstra, R

"y

"Self-direction in adult learning: Perspectives on
Theory,”  Research, and  Practice, London:
Routledge. 1991.

[13] Compeau, DR. and Higgins, C.A., "Computer Self-efficacy:
Development of a Measure and Initial Test,” MIS
Quarterly, Vol.19 No.2, pp.189-221, 19%.

(14 Davis, F. D,
ease of use, and user acceptance of information
technology,” MIS Quarterly, Vol.13 No.3,
Pp.319-340, 1989.

[15] Deng, X, Dol W.J. and Truong, D, "Computer
Self-Efficacy in an Ongoing Use Context,” Behaviour
and Information Technology, Vol.23, No.6, pp.395-412,
2004.

[16] DeTure, M. "Investigating the predictive value of
cognitive style and online technology self-efficacy in

"Perceived usefulness, perceived

predicting  student success in  online distance
education course,” University of Florida, Florida.
2003.

[17] Igharia, M., Tivari, J., Maragahh, H. "Why do individuals
use computer technology? A finnish case study”,
Information and Management, Vol29 No.5, 19%,
Pp.227-238.

[18] Jasperson, J., Carter, PE, and Zmud, R. W, "A
Comprehensive  Conceptualization of Post-Adoptive
Behaviors  Associated with Information Technology

Enabled Work Systems,” MIS Quarterly, Vol.29 No3,

Pp.525-557, 2005.

[19] Johnson, H Predicting self-directed learmning from
personality type, Florida Atlantic University. 2001.
[20] Jung, C.G., A psychological theory of types. In collected
works, Princeton : Princeton University Press. 1921.
[21] Karahanna, E., Straub, D.W., and Chervany, ML.,
"Information Technology Adoption across Time: A
Cross—Sectional Comparison of Pre-Adoption And

Post-Adoption ~ Beliefs,” Mis Quarterly, Vol.23
No.2, pp.183-213, 199.
[22] Kim, S.S. "Development of Computer literacy

test and attitude scale for teacher education,”
University of the Philippines. 1995.
[23] McCoy, C. W, "The relationship of self-directed
technological
satisfaction of adult learners in a digital learning

learning, self-efficacy, and
environment,” The University of Alabama. 2001

[24] McCune, S. K "A meta—analysis Study of Adult
Self-Direction Review of the Research from 1977
to 1987 Dissertation — Abstracts  International,
Vol.49, 1989.

[25] Melone, NP, "A Theoretical Assessment of the
User-Satisfaction Construct in
Systems Research,”
Vol.36 No.1, pp.76-91, 1990.

[26] Myers, L B., and McCaully, M. H. “Manual - A Guide
to Development and Use of the Myers-Briggs Tipe
Indicator’, Palo Alto, CA: Consulting Psychologists
press. 1985.

[27] Roca, JC, Chiuy, CM and Martinez, FJ.,
"Understanding e-Learmning Continuance Intention: An
Extension of the Technology Acceptance Model,”
International  Journal of Human-Computer —Studies,
Vol.64 No.8, August pp. 683-696, 2006.

[28] Szajna, B., Scamell, RW., "The Effects of Information
System User Expectations on Their Performance

MIS  Quarterly, Vol17 No4,

Information

Management Science,

and Perceptions,”
pp.493-516, 1993.
[29] Thong, J.Y.L, Hong, S.J., and Tam, KY., "The Effects
of Post-Adoption Beliefs on the Expectation-Confirmation
Model
International ~ Journal

for Information Technology Continuance,”
of Human-Computer Studies,



AHEA MBTI A 733 ARA2H

A&}

&

q

7l

)

161

Vol.64 No.8, pp.799-810, 2006.

[30] Venkatesh, V., and Davis, F.D. "A theoretical extension
of the technology acceptance model: Four
longitudinal field studies,”
Vol.46 No.2, pp.186-204, 2000.

[31] Venkatesh, V.,

Management — Science,

“Creation of favorable user

perceptions:  exploring the role of intrinsic
motivation,” MIS  Quarterly, Vol.23, pp.239-260,
1999.

[32] Willcoxson, L., Chatham, R., “Testing the accuracy of

the IT  stereotype: Profiing IT  managers
personality and behavioural characteristics,”
Information &  Management, Vol43, pp.697 - 705,
2006.

S IPN |

o2

2000 : Feoskn HggRe} v}

1993-8A) fﬂ%"ﬁﬂﬁ%’?ﬂ

Fhliol + AR, BHEAZL 7
BE3SL AHsY

Email : ngw21@nia.or kr

1991 © =771 EAKAIST)
749G 8}t v}

1068- 87 : BeheiaL B 1

FUFARCECY x%yg} Aak ziy_/\]g;@]
Wl SWZAERR]

Email : shkim@kw.ac.kr

287

2010 : BeNElL PR e

207G+ Berhek ARV

TAEF : 7PIFARUE|, HRAILH
%7}, ERPAIZ=H#]

Email : brainy78@kw.ac.kr






