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Scaling of Users' Intentions on the Official Website of National

Disabled Games

Mu-Cheng Wu / National Chin-Yi University of Technology
Tung-Hsing Lin / National Taichung University of Science and Technology
Wan-Chu Hsiung / National Chin-Yi University of Technology

Abstract

The Intention in the Use of Athletes for the Official Website of 2014 National Disabled
Games in Tainan.This research aimed to explore the correlations among perceived ease of use,
perceived usefulness, attitude toward use, and behavioral intention, with the athletes of the
2014 National Disabled Games in Tainan as the research subjects. The questionnaire method
was used and 230 questionnaires were issued, among which 200 valid copies were retrieved,
while 30 were invalid, reaching a valid survey return rate of 87%. Descriptive statistics and
structural equation analysis were conducted by SPSS20.0 and AMOS20.0. The results showed
that: 1. the path coefficient of perceived ease of use to perceived usefulness was 0.72, a
significantly positive result indicating the higher the perceived ease of use, the higher the
perceived usefulness; 2. the path coefficient of perceived usefulness to attitude toward use
was 0.64, a significantly positive result indicating the higher the perceived usefulness, the
more positive the attitude toward use; 3. the path coefficient of perceived ease of use to
attitude toward use was 0.29, a significantly positive result indicating the higher the perceived
ease of use, the more positive the attitude toward use; 4. the path coefficient of perceived
usefulness to behavioral intention was 0.22, a significantly positive result indicating the
higher the perceived usefulness, the higher the intention of use; 5. the path coefficient of
attitude toward use to behavioral intention use was 0.67, a significantly positive result
indicating the more positive the attitude toward use, the higher the intention of use. In the
conclusion section, the research results are offered as reference for future research and
management work.

Keywords : Technology Acceptance Model, National Disabled Games, Official Website of
National Disabled Games



