BT B F RS AL
ouyang@mail.nutn.edu.tw

# &

AL BT fRFED B TR
Poenid d R U HBRLEN A ELEAH B
PER BT RERE Y hi r LR g
PR BT R TEY oy R
2 A BEA .
EBgd L

~=h /ﬁ-

M2 Taed v
iﬁﬂ;‘:u% #2F B ) F
THE ZHITRIFLTerREY PR L
e - @’l‘?i?p%}ﬁl&ﬁ%g&ﬁr"ﬁ TR
N R O BEEEE S LI B e o SR -
SR ERAS SRR EFY 0 R R LT ok
REBS oA ETET Rt TH EFFHE
B L P APM R EN AR FRAY S ZE
(R
M4t (R H1 TR AEY g
PR R LR

Abstract

The purposes of this study were based on
theory of TAM to understand the current situation
about using computer and Internet in learning for
elementary school students in Kaohsiung City, and to
andyze the key factors that affect the current
situation of using computer and Internet in learning.
The difference of the “Intention”, “Perceived
Usefulness” and “Perceived Ease” of using computer
and Internet in learning between students was aso
investigated.

The subjects of this study were 595
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sixth-graders in Kaohsiung City. “The Intention of
Using Computer and Internet in Learning for
Elementary School Students Questionnaire”, “The
Perceived Usefulness of Using Computer and Internet
in Learning for Elementary School Students
Questionnaire” and “The Perceived Ease of using
Computer and Internet in Learning for Elementary
School Students Questionnaire” were developed and
administered as research instruments. The data were
andlyzed in various statistical methods including
mean, standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA,
Pearson’s correlation analysis and stepwise multiple
linear regression analysis.

Keywords : Elementary Students, Computer and

Internet in Learning, TAM, Intention.
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