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% 2. £ 4 A+ FHA 19(n=355)

% %8 =% #& T A (%)
50~54 & 194 54.6
55~59 & 43 12.1
&8 60~64 & 39 11.1
65~69 & 38 10.7
70 A 11 41 115
w 7 236 66.5
A 119 33.5
AElE 14 39
- 1~-3& (2 7 3#) 17 4.8
EEIRE 3~5& (% § 5#) 11 3.1
5E& (7)™t 313 88.2
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EA - B o R A o 5 R
Zz.’, f; ’,1#1%5?‘;. R Y . 0.66
3w 3ggy B3AKE § BB - R h % o 0.75 | *** 0.56
B4.5\ 4 1815 d B - %3 b o 0.82 | *** 0.67
B5.2 777 & P HH g - 044 | *** 0.19
B6. 4 17 4 P ™ iy 2 - 0.48 | *** 0.23
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C5. 05 B3 8 1 £AL ¢ winni7 5 o 0.75 | *** 0.56
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%6 e AVE IR’ LR ' %

LRI |G p | 5 Y (AERE( A 2N | FEL
B rIp Hp 0.6 0.336 0.28 0.002 0.476
5% 3pdp| 0.58*** 0.59 0.16 0.062 0.313
ARFE R 0.53*** | 0.40%** 0.52 0 0.28
4 72 % 5 | -0.05%** | -0.25*** | -0.01*** 0.69 0.04
7 5 & | 0.69%** | 0.56%** | 0.53*** | -0.20*** 0.6
PHAERATTORB R FE E(AVE) ) TZ 40 Fl A e B endp b iy 1 2 95

_rﬂ—,%ﬁéﬁa 7 4p B 4 #csh T = (R%) » *P<0.05 » **P<0.01 » ***P<0.00] -

2 AR A H

(1) FERE S i e i o7
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i & B A 1 (GFI) ~ 3 554 & & 47 1R (AGFI) ~ B3 fle & 43 4 (NFI) ~ o+ fifie & 47 - (CFI) % © 4= %>
HHER e RS AT 0 085 AMOS # i 1 R e @ AL BN RS

£% 5 {I(RMR) ~ i
§ AR

BBk ERAcA T 4w o HY F S A d Rt moAdf) T e 4
& R g (GFN) A e £ dg (NFI) ~ v e £ iR (CRN) S isad m e > @ 3

(AGFI)% 088 se 2 322 09 2+ AT AL FH Bl 2 2P TN L 2E R
)—‘i o
27 BI8SHEESERERRSRF
@R A B 2R | WrdpER | drAR
IR <3 1.80 38
RMR <0.05 0.04 4
GFI >0.90 0.91 ¥
AGFI >0.90 0.88 g
NFI >0.90 0.92 e
RFI >0.90 0.90 #
CFi >0.95 0.96 4

(2) B A 49

AT RN G A TR RRE R 5 58% (40 3 41 ) 2 %
HizRBL G 2 e B P T g BB B 7 5 R e L T3k 0.39 (P=0.000%**) ;

Bt AP
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x 1 *P<0.05, **P<0.01, ***P<0.001
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OO R ARPP B FECHRI AL 2 PP TRAR R
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% 0. 5]+ REEIEA T
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%85 BB A t i 5
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Using Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology to Explore the
Behavioral Intension of Senior Drivers

C-S. Lin, S-J. Lin
Abstract

Driving a car for seniors is not only an independent performance but also an important indicator of
continuing participation in social events. This study, based on Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of
Technology, aims to explore the behavioral intension of senior drivers. The purpose is to find the
influencing factors. The results can be given to the related transportation units in the government and
well-being car manufacturers as references when planning and designing in the future. Objects in this
study are those whose age are over 50, with driving licenses, and live in central Taiwan. The
questionnaire survey was used to carry out descriptive statistics analysis, to measure overall reliability
and validity, and to testify the study model as well. The results show that Performance Expectancy, Social
Influence have significant positive effect on behavior intention of senior drivers, of which the
Performance Expectancy has the highest effect. The Physiological Function has significant negative
impact; Effort Expectancy has no significant impact. In addition, the analysis result on moderating
variables indicates that in Physiological function, gender has significant interferences with the behavioral
intention of senior drivers. Male drivers are more easily influenced to change their driving intension. Age
in Effort Expectancy has significant interferences. Older senior drivers pay more attention on the ease of
use. The car manufacturers should meet the needs of the growing population of older drivers.

Keywords: Performance Expectancy, Behavioral Intention, UTAUT
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