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(Mobile Multitasking)= & 7 7 i+ j&ﬁ'}'fr%‘f,{ﬁﬁ}»ﬁ_ﬁ
RAL AT AR %ﬂiilﬁ;:% » L (7R
PEAehEd 51 FARCCHE > 2N S ERY B o
%?Fﬁglﬁéﬁﬁ@ﬁ*¥§’ﬁ4ﬁ¢ S ERA BT
BriFLAFRR RS ARA AP ig;ﬁizg@a&
%??ﬁﬁ?lﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁyﬁg ﬁ@z%g
(Polychronicity Preference)? ¥ ¢ & &8 578 %
*fr'f‘?fr% 33175 2 fs e 78k g (State of Mind) » g
5 £ &4 £ 5 (Polychronicity Preference) & #& 8 57
17 52 f8 e 1Bk ik (State of Mind) 5 FPFH& B8 p
*iﬁé(mobile self—eff1cacy)¢?Efﬁi#*?*(anx1ous tralt)é%
o 51 F R APk 602 0 kK ¥ sk
TN AR ST q.ﬁ'—]'%/’v\’f’?~w’ VA e W E
(Entertalnment) 34 % yn(Communication)# B 4 3k #
24 (Data Assistance) = #f > P 2% F M £ RS HF ¢ 2
¥R %wlwﬁﬁilma’“%“ﬁ%élﬁéigmg
ARG EF B fe oI AR ER 1A
%%ﬁ@#%#@%~%7“

—u

’3ﬁﬁﬁizi%§?gﬁﬁ
MEd 1 Fh2 eIk FIEEBALEE D AR
’15 w“*“ AR p A g e RE AR I IEL @
ERFFEHEREHFI1IGFLEF (o P
SERABF A1 TR BARG AR A
BL A

With the proliferation of mobile services and mobile
devices, mobile multitasking has become a focal issue
in mobile commerce both for practitioners and the
academia. The extant studies has shown researchers’
interests in the preference and behavior of
multitasking, yet the issues of mobile multitasking
were rare, let alone the effect of polychronicity on
mobile multitasking behavior. In addition, vagueness
existed between multitasking preference and behavior.
Our study distinguished preference from behavior, and
suggested using the terms polychronicity preference
and the multitasking behavior to clearly set them
apart and drew the causal relationship. In the
research model, we posit that polychronicity
preference affects not only mobile multitasking
behavior, but also the post-behavior state of mind.



The model also considers the effect of mobile self-
efficacy and anxious trait on mobile multitasking
behavior.

602 valid questionnaires were collected to test the
research model. Factor analysis extracted three
dimensions of mobile multitasking: Entertainment,
Communication, and Data Assistance. Statistical tests
concluded that polychronicity preference and the
skillfulness linked to all three types of mobile
multitasking, while anxious trait only linked to the
entertainment type of mobile multitasking. All types
of mobile multitasking were negatively linked to
easiness state. Moreover, entertainment type of
mobile multitasking was negatively linked to anxiety
state, while data assistance type of mobile
multitasking was positively linked to anxiety state.
The direct effect of polychronicity on the mobile
multitasking post-behavior state of mind was not
confirmed, indicating that the mediating effect of
mobile multitasking was crucial.

#~ M4t Polychronicity, Mobile Multitasking, State of Mind,
Anxiety State, Mobile Self-Efficacy
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K 2R E&Pﬁiz&m:}?‘%%ﬂr Fo Ry 2 > 76 %1 (7 5 (Mobile
Multitasking) = % F& @ AF AR feEf R 2 £ LR - F 1 F AL ED
T - 2 ? Pt E AR R R @D R U E R IRIR G A hiEE S 1 (s
SOSHNIERI B AR ESFR I F LRI S FE A IS E
BRAFFEI1HE58 KR T —L/n\,,b,%od\p FARF LR B
1A FhFRN oG 5 £R 4 4T (Polychronicity Preference) 7 i ¢ &
#BREFE S 165578 73 1%53 s 32k f (State of Mind) >~ ¢ 5 d

\

L E=TEh S ] ]Fé“a‘%x'fﬁr‘"fﬁ?lFﬁi?;ﬁm“ﬂﬂ’“"bj‘pf}%%%
% p 2\ »zic (Mobile Self-Efficacy)£ & g 4 5 (Anxious Trait)z. #2358 - 77 7 ¢ »]4:%
1602 i3 A B kT P"%ﬂ-;\ el SR RN b A L SR KA 1Y
# (Entertainment) ~ 21 4 2 & (Communlcatlon) 7 i A %}"—W H’v(Data Asswtance);
AL S FRIERS FHORRELRY
F E 5

,gﬂ
E RIS e RN SR E T Y évﬁﬂ%f‘;’i"”’ PG
mEE 174 %ﬂ?ﬁf}i#,\g;ﬂ%p-gx'f?a”’:—.Z‘éﬁf’fﬂ’?lf’?}éﬁ‘?’\ﬁén’ﬂ
ST Y G R PR RS AR o B ST g
e HFCER I AEL a ERPFTEHEEFR 1 ELEG fe
BaEsr © S ERA BH S Fh 51~ IR BB~ TP Mo
ik

FERAELEEE S E B T BN T kzﬁr’%\q im0 @ TEA

%i/rh’m\ﬂ',w—wipml FEFREN o TE R ,Bam%télm %%‘%%§:~

&
HE B PRI R~ B ey (big data) 4 ﬁ:}iﬁvmxaf » RN R F T AP
FEORMAS T FRFELFOT AR FRFELFOTRFIE AR LE DY

» 1245 IDC g @] (IDC Worldwide Quarterly Mobile Phone Tracker - 2012) » 2012
ErrFEIPNPE2z SR FRL 305% Feaz a8 451%
Nielsen #5734 4 4f 4 (2011)~ P 2 £ 93 44%:i) ¢ K FEA L 4o
Pew Research Centre % 2011 # 5 % 42012 # 2 * &~ %J’* Bood+ %18 fo
T ERFEA S FRAEA D - EPF oG FEA S & A d 3505
23 46% c Lo FRERE S ALY P T REFTHE
FIND(Foreseelng Innovative New Digiservices, 2011):4 & 45 1! » 2011 # % = % =
WR A St Ko i 85.3% H ¢ A E Al S endF g S 7] 16.6%¢0 2t b
l%ﬁ el FALG (785 o R > eWeek(2012)3 i IDC 2 3R] > £ 2011 & %
2016 = "I’f};h?&auﬁ%‘b&piwm%\' #-iE 200% 0 2w R e 82011 #



6 F4FF oD 2 2016FP2RB3IF2FF o0 G Rom 2011 & FEA
i }n 5175 IDCAR 2016 #2522 5 THET NI Bo
Flet o rn g R o $ATE 3] B (smart phones) & 7 X R F R R
AT AR A KA EA L Sy T F gend 2 :%:ﬁzkglf-ﬂgg\ 5 e A R 5k | A
fenie % (Web) » 11 2 ;gsgﬁﬁafﬁwﬁgﬁéjgu# et i

ERI PP f‘ff".f"PEL.&ﬁ'ﬂ,\} 4&% EFLREM 7 DT IR F B IR
BAx 3 (7% 5 7(Mobile Commerce))2 g]:2 { S hp > Z ¥ A H L £ B A B0
B TEE Y bR B B #6425 (Mobile Applications >
HAPPS)NE B o X FEP R BT o P LRTRY 2 P 0 0 st
B b AcZ R 23k Apps B B¢ o R IT(F TR AR Y T B
fes 1 E KRR A2 PR A F ) E2RER G ENFH KA T
¥% Gartner ** 2012 A B Ao 0 2011 E 2R FEE T AR BT kG
249 B > H P T FAls LB e AppS Bl 220 0 HIERT 4 =% e 88% - Gartner
EiR) 2016 & #-¢ 5 3100 fa =< apps T = @ H ¢ T UL F oapps vt 5
ﬁzkii—l & 93% - Flpt ’éﬁ*’*}_ﬁi LR TR £iﬁm?¢ﬁz@” 2L I W

- HEE R FIL 8 S R e @A H R o IR B F fo Apps

T;\l‘;'#‘_—ﬁé_f‘?ﬁvg m)ﬁ,gr'rr'ﬂ ;k,j%*f—*ﬁ’jgﬁﬁ‘g‘_-’\ﬁﬂ%}ng #{%—g‘ﬁ:@]
PR R OBY 2§ F h & ¥ (Nohria & Leestma, 2001) c TR RS DE R
2K W r;z}mgsavéi’ T3 RPN AR AR 2 T Tt FEE N R
B e q/?‘hﬂ P rﬂrr REER Rk 2 gqs j‘%‘g T - R f‘fﬁ"r'?é xRy 7L g

Ra g G PEMKRF TP L FRFREFRFELFNA AR
AGd FEALTBE > 977 Al TP SRR EPEF AP A Fofiv e
ERRIEE D R CE TR R 3 3 S SRR (F S B
IR E ML AR FRFARAPZ 1 FL AT RAFELNIBY 2
2 %Rk LY BWEE o FMER PR R A DE S 1 hiE L o BRI A
Braf = gk ot 1 ¥ it Ak € (Post-Industrial Society)(Bell, 1974) » % 1 {7 % by
(Judd & Kennedy, 2011 ; Stephens, Cho, & Ballard, 2012 ; Nicholas, Rowlands, Clark,
& Williams, 2011 ; Janssen, Brumby, Dowell, Chater, & Howes, 2011 ; Haller, Langer,
& Courvoisier, 2012 ; Adler, & Benbunan-Fich, 2012 ; Bishop & Johnson, 2011) » i
FRELRE I IMF LA ATAG ALK o

R L EOS SRR RN S Rk Lt s AR EE Ry
IS HEBERY R E AL TSR B A IR G o G RS ﬁﬁ;;kgﬁ@
511758 & 8% scenb Tk (Bluedorn, Kalliath, Strube, & Martin, 1999 ; Biihner,
Konig, Pick, & Krumm, 2006 ; Cotte, & Ratneshwar, 1999 ; Konig, Buhner, & Miirling,
2005 ; Lindbeck, & Snower, 2000 ; Madjar, & Oldham, 2006 ; Stephens, & Ballard,
2012 ; Adler, & Benbunan-Fich, 2012 ; Persing, 1999) o ie & 2k % cr4p B < ;Fﬁ% LA =
?ﬁ—*ﬁﬁéﬁ'b‘&@]éliﬁﬁﬁ’?114ﬁ§%?’ FlM LR R
(Polychronicity)¥ % 1 (Multitasking) ¥ itk & > #7020 $ £ R4 4§ (¥4 - ik
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BT 5 AR (75 - fEHFE o iT# > Poposki & Oswald (2010):% 5 - &
T AT F%\m’rﬂﬂpppi? f"?lfizl'\f‘fﬁﬂﬁﬂ—\;l’fﬂ {»ﬁga;ﬁ
7 A f%L 1 4Pz =AY 0 P Poposki & Oswald (2010)» #% it % € &
5’;7?;@_#3’%?’% 1E-faF s ia‘ﬂ»'.‘i SERA ORI EEF AL
A AR A 2w LR - adeiR o B A AT R
T E 0 2 AR AR s o gt b > Kaufman-Scarborough & Lindquist (1999)
& Lmdqmst & Kaufman-Scarborough (2007)~ 325 % £ /&4 AR X F4F 55
dh- fEHFE 0 3 £ B4 2 H - B4 (Monochronicity) £ — B & e = o AT
Fla -1 % o B s THERAFERS S - AEHOET A
- #8137 = » & ¥ Polychonicity(z Polychronicity Preference)f = % & /& 4 a‘%%ﬁf
Multitaking(z* Multitasking Behavior)f- = % 1 7 & o
d A EATE BREAE S AFEFT MR 1L EAR S
# % QJI%E’ WA R /&?ﬁt«ﬁ?x T Z AWML 2 R RET fﬁ@lf’%
Pt MR T RREE R S 1R %2 7 7 (Judd & Kenney, 2011
Haller, Langer, & Courvoisier, 2012) » % 7 & @i L2 F B E R & L Pehd 1 {3
» AAPK 0 B4 pd § 37 5 4dp € % 1 (computer multitasking) & 418 %
(media multitasking) > 2@ (T8 K E S E R GBEANAF 0 2 X Ep W ﬁz_:a‘_iﬂ e
s "‘%i%izi CREF R H B ER s Fa nEREERFHIIEL 0 &
74 A& (78 5 1 (mobile multitasking) » @ 78 5 1 K,% TRRG AREY 43
L3 E2hFHd SR R K -éPE? PARE (T FE o gt ek > (785 % 1 (mobile
multitasking) 4p B 8= 7 iT & B ﬁp ERR ;‘Jr ¥ (Lee, 2012 ; Stephens, 2012 ;
Bannister & Remenyi, 2009) » &2 7+ ﬁﬁv 1 mgiﬁ\/ﬁrx A A A EEN S
A fi 4 :}ér B S 1 {oiFd 1 18 2 5 (post-behavior state of mind) -
LEAPAEL S 1F L l*?ra»ﬂ‘f’ﬂ*ug SIFRERFEHE PARAKRARET
Gk fl“g*p PR R P A S TAS R $;v/§%:}ﬁ4' B3 S ER
4 4 F (Slocobme, 1999 ; Slocombe & Bluedorn, 1999 ; Lindquist & Kaufman-
Scarborough, 2007 ; Bluedor, Kalliath, Strube & Martin, 1999 ; Bluedorn, Kaufman,
& Lane, 1992 ; Poposki & Oswald > 2010)s74 &4 jE¢ B3 51 (7 5 entie > @
P17 5 9TA 2 hlF(stateof mind, mood) » ¥ F ERA FEF A A S AL G
ZELR T %\r& BRI X bldet - 884 B 4 &k & (happiness,
optimism, self-esteem, and life satisfaction) - » 2 » X3 ief@#F et » » if;q\;
- BA TR T E LR FL A InELT gzw & (stress) > i
v s fg2de s p 2 i (depression, regret, and self-blame) o f5d e b e i
VRS B RS ﬁ%%‘rﬁﬂ?f«ﬁv PAFEBE N A4t g B F 8
ORISR Gl B @ gt = i(polychronICIy preference, multitasking behavior, and
state-of mind) & e %] % B Thid g% %7 4L 5 PMS framework -
Bn hFEIEE SRE Y o (T R NME R g A R A T A s
B AL AR I AR ROREEFELT AT AL FERS FTL
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1R w»fﬁws«wﬂoﬂwﬂ;w_zm
R & R dod SR o A
Wl R TR AL EIRBE 2P T
#

-

5
b s
Cipens £ BTAE ¢
n‘wfé‘ﬁﬁﬁ?}ﬂ,i SN

S S
AP g b R ARERRBRE AR R EBE TR AP
£ & 4 # 7§ (Polychronicity Preference) & 7 & % 1 7 % (Mobile Multitasking
Behavior)z_ i % > 12 % {7 5 {$ e 72k 7§ (Post-Behavior State of Mind) » % 3% &) =
—gf FenF R Mo FERIBTEIRIDIIFLEFL BT RE
B IFIRRPEEFIEACER G AT R 2 'ﬁqf?“‘ 2 A dp b R
erﬁ Bt o f£ 5 PMS framework o g #F > %P"’é,l,a 78> p 2 2 (Mobile
Self-efficacy)£r & g # 12 (Anxious Trait)s £ FFFH 5 1 (7 5 b - Flot o »
=R S

-

1. PMS framework

P b ‘*’f»#ﬂf%m?lf’v" P FAFAF S AL IR FIA R ms Y o
IS RMEERS S REFAELEEESY TR I RGP RS mv‘/gkg-—}?\;m

$1 758 & 8% »xenif (h(Bluedorn, Kalliath, Strube, & Martin, 1999 ; Blihner,

Konig, Pick, &Krumm, 2006 ; Cotte, & Ratneshwar, 1999 ; Konig, Buhner, & Miirling,
2005 ; Lindbeck, & Snower, 2000 ; Madjar, & Oldham, 2006 ; Stephens, & Ballard,
2012 ; Adler, & Benbunan-Fich, 2012 ; Persing, 1999) o f izt < }I% R B
W 1207585 12 A RAFF F]L JL i K- Polychronicity &2 Multitasking %
Tl &3 > #72 Polychronicity 4 § €8 - fdle PFiE (7 § B £ 02 (7 5 - fAffr
£

i # o #% F (Poposki & Oswald, 2010)7% & » igthsa T A%y W AZS - 5
e prigis 5@ 3:22'\ 75 f 4_ Multitasking » F]M e fd T & &2 i FEi7 2
Multitasking A4p B 2. iZ @ F7 7 o ¥ 5 & 1> éﬁi(Kaufman-Scarborough & Lindquist,
1999; Lindquist & Kaufman-Scarborough, 2007)~ %5 Polychronicity & €_% * &
W AF T eh- 78 0 @ Polychronicity &2 Monochronicity £ e — i = & e =4
T BT X7 BREOFgE 1 & Polychronic-Monochronic Tendency Scale
(PMTS)(Lindquist& Kaufman-Scarborough, 2007) > & Polychronic ~ Monochronic
z_ ¥ o @ Poposki & Oswald (2010)s7#= 3 % iz % it 7 Polychronicity & - 784
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¥ ~ Multitasking £ - f&{7 & » { 45 &1 1% 5 Polychronicity chfF8 1 & F§F + £ &
g 75 0 2 AGEHFF - A 2 i Polychronicity — @k » A - &> it
BERSEFE > 2 A AR AR T DTFE o FPLET R FLNER
Polychronicity = i 4 k& =t ch— A Fengrd » f24E7 14 BRA L1 &
# % Multitasking Preference Inventory (MPI) - % & + MPI i 35 iF ¥ 3
Polychronicity 7 it » % % Polychronicity inventory + &  #§ % *» » ¥ ruf
# 3 AL{7 %k Polychronicity 7 & Multitasking Preference » & it 4 18 & &4
«hE % & fi=2 Preference (7 &_Behavior) » #7r jf #4 & # #-4p 1 &_Preference
AT e A5 1R A LIRS 0 £ F % A Polychronicity 5 -
8 E ¥ g B - Multitasking 5 - 27 5 o ZEAFFEF L SR
Polychonicity( ¢ Polychronicity Preference)fi- = % &€ & 4 # & - Multitaking(
Multitasking Behavior)f£ = % 1 {7 & - ¢ ¢t » Conte, Rizzuto, & Steiner (1999)~ 3
E1g i + & =x & Polychronicity € % » % Kaufman, Lane, & Lindquist (1991) % &
= #73% d) ehg 4 Polychronic Attitude Index (PAI) 5 = i ¥ 78 > Bluedorn, Kalliath,
Strube, & Martin (1999) - Inventory of Polychronic Values (IPV) % -+ fl% Fp“ B AR
iR frg oA HFARIPV BEASBGFEAFTLHEY » Flapr gL A2 L E
KNHEE 0 ERATEFE R R DE L o
rEF A1 R AR 5 ’@T_? 51 ;‘i_@;’%ﬂ AR R
wm P BAMATL ARG RET I Y Y R T RE
LA end 1% 287 7 (Judd & Kenney, 2011; Haller, Langer, & Courvoisier,
2012) » 2 m R RB UM FEEEL A PSS 175 E AP B S 1A
& iZ4p T %a 5 1 (Computer Multitasking) = 4% % 1 (Media Multitasking) » %€ ¥ #*
Femigh EEd o I 78§ 1 (Mobile Multitasking) - 78 % ¥ » &% HE
HNA &K AP A poE Lot FREAS NEBEEEFIIEE 0 AT
THe T8 510 78 "51",% TR ARAE L FERy TR
HoOGRRTF P eV FRE . FERFIFAY S ERAM 2 Mobile
Multitasking #7:% 4% (Lee, 2012; Stephens, 2012; Bannister, & Remenyi, 2009) - &7 -+
FH 51 aRAB AL Ry AR 1 g ap i jpavéi ¢

n—\y‘i&-;lmlﬁa‘ﬁm‘ b iime  AFETAGEF A I IE 2 T AP 4
R U P R B AR e F( L) [Rak-Rrd=p) -5
Sd o fm FERSIFEFHNER I L FL AL DR Bk E

GRS A R -V R SOl R by Sl 5\» 7 f Pk 2
FERIFE LR DR Y DREFRS R eIk o Bt AR R AR

% M %A 5 PMS framework - 2 Eé»\;ﬁd # 4! PMS framework 2 ¥ E¥E 3t 4

& 4 4 5 (Polychronicity Preference) ¥+ i & % 1 {7 % (Multitasking BehaVIor)fr
ﬁfﬁ % 1 18 20w 78k fk (post-behavior state of mind)ene & BB F PR FiE
- W RIRIZ 2 B R T



5 & & 4 4 (Polychronicity Preference)

L3 FERABTOBHET I Mo RGPFEF I AERFS L T T 0N
Fgp-ig B 7 B de B 1 1v 2 27 3 (Slocombe & Bluedorn, 1999) » & 2. » £ 5 H
- BRABFFOBHARBERL F- FLERARA - BRI - 21T 4o
%%E—@J%gﬁﬁi@J%@ﬁﬁik—%@&&ﬁ%nﬁ%%@%éﬁﬁ

R4 a‘ﬁr%‘rf;fi RBRFPAZ B P AL 59 piz e B & I % (Conte & Jacobs,
2003)

T Ay R g b LR 4 B2 o (Performance) 2 B e 1%
R > RN EEIrAEHF NAFETHET S —*‘Ffi R¥ enfg % 5 & » (Arndtetal,
2006; Conte & Gintoft, 2005) > 4> 5 £ R4 F 5. € B2 w5 L & (Arndt et
al, 2006; Nonis, Teng, & Ford, 2005; Hecht & Allen, 2005) o % & 7 Rl 3 % H %
B enbd % 5 g » (Conte & Jacobs, 2003; Nonis, Teng, & Ford, 2005) - Konig and
Waller (2010)ie- #H B 5 € R FFE a2 BFH %7 - RePB % v 305 5 £
B4 EFFESF kD ré»mnl% A A FIZBADTERI FFORRATFE LR
Ba1i®ME oo @ER J 17 RF1iFE¢Fi-BLIERIBTPRL
RE > F1IZFRMPLITFdRGEE- B FFhL cgERBAERES
& (Person-environment Fit) g« B + £2 1 i¥22 & (Person-job Fit)s@ gt > » 3 A H
s #3727 (Jansen & Kristof-Brown, 2005; Bluedorn & Jaussi, 2007; Madjar &
Oldham, 2006; Slocombe & Bluedorn, 1999) -

EE AR AR Y 5 RAPEREES T SR BRATF R £ 2 T
e w@,%m’«w&wmﬁ%aﬂ@aﬁﬁkmmaw«@azﬁ’*
4% pRFEHEEEAS Ef}%fi 2 Benhd 2 HApg £ & 9RR A2 T

45 41 (Poposki& Oswald, 2010) » 5 % £/& 4 FH et » 3 51745 hMfe > @ 5
1 hiF A AT A 2 e B (state ofmlnd mood) » ¥t3 F ERA FEF A @ T AL G
10 bilde D BB #E s p B 4 & ek & (happiness, optimism, self-esteem, and
life satisfactlon) Aty H- R FFA a2 Ef G blde R s R
p 2§ & (depression, regret, and self-blame) o F ** F i B 4 22 3k 35 & & (Person-
enVIronmentFlt)mELE'l‘,h d 30 EFHBEEIE - BREFIPER AP ER
4 ;P‘r%‘r EREREMF [ afgils PF RS o DS e F kiR
1 g; =4 r‘!’hu,__;P‘HL s FI 0 AR S kBT 0§ R4 ,}3@5} B §Y
B7F % AL BRI o AN PRt AT RNUT EGR -

a4

Bl FERS Bt 1R EE LY -

3. 7% % 1 {7 % (Mobile Multitasking Behavior)

SERA B EA LG oM A FE A Ak F 275 - K
¥k irz BFris =895 1 iFa0i5 5 (Davis, Lee, & Yi,2009) - &£ #0773
CEBFRIERSPTHFF- BLER DL BB P RFRE L F
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Fh 2 }I% Pdpdo B3 5 £& 4 4 (Slocobme, 1999; Slocombe & Bluedorn, 1999;
Lindquist & Kaufman-Scarborough,2007; Bluedor, Kalliath, Strube & Martin, 1999;
Bluedorn, Kaufman,& Lane, 1992)s74 &2 ¥ 5 % 1 (7 5 ehife » F1 5 § 1 ehiF
TR Al %‘ﬁ*w,é R PR R o B PP E A B E R 2 B a7 3 (Activity
Switching) > I 2 &t #ow 4 P & 5 873 1 (52 ¢ (Persing, 1999) - & 2_ >
S iﬁ*‘*’?‘rm‘ i Tk~ FE - RS BFFHART e 510 # P ARAT
& 5175 kBT ER X IRA (Stress) o
Zhang and Zhang (2012) %4834 % 6Tk B T eh % 1 (7 5 fF o 3u 5 A 1 e 5

Al iTRA- AR HEFT NN - BI1IFLEE T P FEFFB IR S
1fFelgs g&zf Pl il T is PR AFHFRE Y RN

Mk FR PO APRFET R DER S 1 BN A ER 15
WAEY e BFR2 — gttt Ao PR F A TR B LER GERIFERSR
CRNLE F S Sy é;fé:L iFertr i (task switching)¥ % 1 7 2 7 » &
BF A BRI G P ARR DS 1 (7 5 g 2 5 (incident) 2 % A& (intensity) » 1] 4e
FABRNREE N1 FL IR I EFF LA 2 EREST 2 H(Judd &
Kennedy, 2011) » %]t » A Pl d 173 e 2 S €3 A L R 2
o LR R Y R - T S0 BRI i 51 i Y AR
WH B B R S o

EF R R R L PERER R RSB TE AR R e

2 E a1 ehfF 5 0 B A AbrAR S B eh (S 1 % it AL € (Post-Industrial
Society)(Bell, 1974) » % 1 7 5 3 (Judd & Kennedy, 2011; Stephens, Cho, &
Ballard, 2012; Nicholas, Rowlands, Clark, & Williams, 2011; Janssen, Brumby, Dowell,
Chater, &Howes, 2011; Haller, Langer, & Courvoisier, 2012; Adler, & Benbunan-
Fich,2012; Bishop &Johnson,2011) » fe {7 &+ :& 5 # 7 5 1 ehi7 5 @ 3|5 #7 A 3 0

Ao FN o FHREL- BRESIORE FEF FERS BT D A
WHEe 165 GBS aniFd S 175 0 Flt T R

B2 : JERABFLFH I FTH -

4, 7 % 1 18 e 32k fk (Post-behavior state of mind)
EEFREREROE Z A B A2 B GG I F 0 N S RS RR D
o WREATE- N > R BRI SRR TS AW 0 L EREBAP LR
AL 3 Beng F o B A id S T EE R b enR 48 (Shapira, Lessig, Goldsmith, Szabo,
Lazoritz, Gold, & Stein, 2003; Moody, 2001; Lee, Leung, Lo, Xiong, & Wu, 2011) -
fi%‘;lf«?ﬁéﬁ_‘;‘_;\l;—ﬁz ;@fgbmz‘;\%‘t’vng%i*; S R A
Vi Lhprs g di- B2 LR Mo ILiE R R AL oo blde > Becker,
Alzahabi, & Hopwood (2013)# 7 3 4% 7 1 7 5 ¢ % 3% PR o2 & g £
(depression)£2 4+ 2 & Jg (social anxiety) o b ¢k > S50 5 1 F & S A P A S s FEN
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A iE R dp B OF S ehac 4 0 @ Bar-Haim, Lamy, Pergamin, Bakermans-
Kranenburg, & van lJzendoorn (2007)F]i&— # 325 A Peniefa b a4 #5404 § &
%ﬁ%%%&ﬁﬁﬁﬂéi—oAWﬁilﬁéﬁﬁg%ﬁwW 2Rk
(anxiety)efiig - » F Foac § B RFA 2~ e~ p 3 F i (depression, regret,
andself-blame) & H v § & fF& o FIM > A T3R5 TR 5 1 R B T 0 A P b
1AL ERRERIEHEDAL > F TR -

\.“\

B3 Fh F 1587580718 TE gl il -

5. K g 4+ F (Anxious Trait)

LY SRS i TARREE LELRE SRR YRS R
& J&(Spielberger, 1972) » + i® g;fﬁ kgt p E R 4 :’v’ﬂf R B g AT Ravg 2
P EE Bﬁa&ﬁkfbm;ﬁ B o T e A 83 1?55%@4 R RN Y T E
%?%*@4mﬁ +—®ﬁﬁ.yﬂaf@ FRSEREFT LS L ¢
ke % I & g (Fluck, Harrigan, & Brindley, 2001) -

EAROF e KRR RE- WA S LT (Trait)& & gk i (State)
(Cattell & Scheier, 1961; Spielberger, 1966, 1975) - Spielberger, Gorsuch, and Lushene
(1970)% & 1 STAI (State-Trait Anxiety Inventory) & # > it 33— = m %}?‘E X R e
E}ﬁ%—*r%‘r - P he RlEFER ;EJJ‘HZ e & g ik ik (Spielberger, 1983) - %J‘MK
R AT R A XD % STAI R £ 24 i fi—%i’t;cfi(Conway,
and Rubin, 1991; Witt & Behnke, 2006; McCullough, Russell, Behnke, Sawyer, and
Witt, 2006) -

Igbaria & livari (1995)4; ) & faﬁﬁ; AR OBHTBERDGANNES
ERE € HBHATAFB R g2 f 5 % (Compeauetal., 1999; Fagan et
al., 2003; Lu & Su, 2009) 4ok BREHTE ARG RIKAE R 0 B P RT R
FER Y FERP B Y §FRBORELLET > - HERT A
M FALARCEFAL LRE DT LR EG B P ARY T kG R
32 pF (Campeau & Higgins, 1995) o gt b » A e g 5 5 € B2 800 P8 Bag e
fenig * o 4o > Conway, and Rubln(1991)’§~ EFL L3 ERFF AL N}z BR R
FHEEFRIAR Y- 36 @2 e B AR 2 SHlFRY > @R
#* RN G e Mg A AR F-@«r\i SR T SR B A E
FHe A TGP AR S S bl A PET TR RE § e T A
PeitRrGens 1 (7 58 % § % B P (Davis, Lee, & Yi,2009) » # @ » ipAL#1dy ch
517 R - f&r* FoanigdF (utilization preference) - H 4 1T ] =& 4P 1T A
Frepdios 1 mhiofgs  PEDERE AT REF S PR A A
TREFE aFHEFREE DI LT o

W‘“’%F‘"“‘f" FEBHAGFH S 125 Bk 4 BIE B
NERPFFATEREL PER 1 Fa Tdahg PUEAFR S 175 R I

8
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ERF 7HEPEER LR B GIINA SR ERGY ) 6 HH g
B BRGNS 1T 5 R AT BRGR

RA D ERRTE AR PR R

6. 78 p # 3% (Mobile Self-Efficacy)
p 3\ 2%y (Self-Efficacy) it € v ? AR Z AR EF L HE & Fl i
(Bandura, 1997)2_ - - p #ray dp BN S A S9dndl 2 ﬂf# e lgri# mf&t
AiEgr, A BRARG A Faud A REFEE T NEDE A H %
#r(Bandura, 2002) - @ BRI AT ARGR * 4 ehp A ETR f{u“ T M p A
it (Computer Self-Efficacy) (Compeau & Higgins, 1995; Murphy et al., 1989) - &_i
WEE A LT i 4 2 =2 F A Eiran’ < 42 & - Torkzadeh & Koufteros (1994)
;f;] MR AR A E N E B A ATFE LA R e T M s Y i aen
g; 4 o
Ry T8 7 ¢ SHEP > BHDOT N oon §RBARDT Hi* 75
Tl T e Hp l‘bﬁxﬁx % P &g (Compeau & Higgins, 1995; Bedard et al.
2003; Barbeite & Weiss 2004; Wu et al. 2007) - £ w /2 7 % % dptho T p Mora
By OB E AL IFEFSA R S % (Torkzadeh & Koufteros, 1994,
Torkzadeh & Pflughoeft, 1999) o @ 4§ ¥ "2 e 7 Y73 B » 2R p At
(Internet self-efficacy) i & + 4E2 4% 4% 11 (Eastin & LaRose, 2000) - & 45 # * 3%
BpEE A e d H T8 (752 % 4 o Hsu and Chiu (2004):& - #
B VR el op R B A 5 - B REL p A ooz (General Internet self-efficacy)
E g sk p 2 ooay (Web-specific self-efficacy) o — e w2 e f 2% 2 i Ad4p B 4
HEMBT b enPe B Rl bt 2 vci U7 A e sh g Aok Bl B A - &
v %Pé&ﬁii% BY o R Rt AR R DS T E v o o
AiTdREaoE RS FREE p At andE BB AT KE (Mobile
Learning) ~ {7 # Tf K % ¥u(Mobile Healthcare Systems) ~ if 3 4 PR7% & * (Location
Based Application) ~ 7 # & % (Mobile Advertising) ~ {7 # 7 7% PR 7% (Mobile
Commerce Service) % Ap 4 R 128 #% ) & (Lee & Hsieh, 2009; Islam et al., 2011;
Keith et al., 2011; Irby & Strong, 2013) - #* ¢t » Luand Su (2009)z% 5 1 %8 4+ 17 & %
B A AR TR ER OB I RIFEF AR EE p Ao pro
% G RORR (Skillfulness) e 58 > AR EXERFABR I T BRI 7H %R
7@% FHE T Eidn 4 oy f EEF MEHNEFEEDRRART LA @i
HfFE AR P PR o
d AL TE X MR R AR - R R F AL R DGR Y 'FFT ’
AT E AR NP R - R iR SRR s g R Y
o Pt 2T HY R FETE R R ) At TR A E R AL HH
B (R ) FBEE P AR PR K L LS ERY B H
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éoﬂ&’ip*
FR*FenfFd F1 7520 gH T

g
)3 .

A
o
Il
b
LN
[
J
5
3
SR =
e
Fﬁ
¥
N
:ﬁ
il
E=f
hY
s
N
?F
3
44
3
LXS
[
o

|'F)~€L5?'F)‘§YL‘6°

BAS [ [TH A F 17 R
B 6 (7 [ A oti $pE S LA B E 312 Rl A
et

AT UREER e
RIE Rcchy B A&y 47
EJ)@’I.&Z FEORIE o ¥

TR R L R AP M 2 A S e &
Bif Kehe g £ 40 £ 2@ R Rtk R R T
PP RS TR B R A B

1 FiEiEamikRR:t
1 g e - £ 9 5 £ (Slocobme, 1999; Slocombe &

Bluedorn, 1999; Lindquist & Kaufman-Scarborough, 2007; Bluedor, Kalliath, Strube
& Martin, 1999; Bluedorn, Kaufman, & Lane, 1992):4 &4 i#¢ g 3 7 1 {7 &
ﬁ@@’ﬂ§§16§%%W§i$#@’jfﬁﬂﬁﬁoﬁf’ﬂ4§ﬁﬁf
m&,;#agﬁﬁ—ﬁyu%?wAmn@@gloﬁﬂ,&_;
SIRH Y R FhiTEEE p AT AR FRARFEE S 1[5 T
%’If‘ﬁm%ﬁ%@ﬂﬁ\%ﬁﬁ;lmpmq%omgAwﬁﬁﬁﬁ;l
FAP TG HEASLL SR A PR g e E R
B epEk o RIS S EE T hen R R A AR AR Y K

FERABFFHERF I A FLORE RREAPER S 1 TR LTk o
AELUERRGGRY F LA H R RER Y Fe R ER S Y Y
A 1 9 o

Mobile H5(H)
HI1() Self-Efficacy
Polychronicity H2(+) H6 Mobile
Preference Multitasking H3(+) Post-Behavior
State of Mind

* On-task
* Off-task * Anxiety State
* Assistance

Anxious Trait

H4(-)
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Ml =i %

2. REHFEBR LR
s ERA %ﬂi&‘i ¥R > » 12 Bluedorn, Kalliath, Strube, & Martin (1999):>
Inventory of Polychronic Values (IPV) 5 78 tfm & 78 & & 45 > & 7 10 B AL

s— v

A E 5 AT AN PE-FE R E  aPRi4 5 oon-task, off-task, 22 assistance

SH ) SRR S R FF O hE BRI 27 BADT 7
§ 1R G s s TR B LB R m;w R BB ER 0 £ 6 BAL

oo FEEE P At R Pl 23 Lu and Su (2009)hE £ o d 3t AR T K
PR p AT L R B U KR ¥ Fe s 4 £ o Flpt 2 ou skillfulness €
% —*‘Ffjstﬁfg{g oA e R 5 6B B gAFF %7 p Spielberger, Gorsuch,
and Lushene (1970)b’“r’ﬁ‘ & 11 STAI (State-Trait Anxiety Inventory)# % > 1 & 78
RF LB BT > X G 6 BT o AP Y LB DFEARF Lo 14T
T P Ry T 3 ;wfﬁ‘f gt B % (Likert five-scales) » 1 A i £ 24 7 b &,
SIRARNIE AT S

fon

21 RE g bR R R

Constructs/Measurements | References
# & B 4 # F(Inventory of Polychronic Values, IPV)

IPV1I | A%l pAJR 5 2 E i o Bluedorn,
IPV2 | AvgmE - RPN 2 GVif’f'*fi v@ A A F 5 % - A o | Kalliath,
IPVZ | Azns A PRI EEFrs AT - Strube, &

IPVA | £ A jbp 1 ivenpiig » SN F f- ;hfg—rm\ F - 2 E - Martin (1999)

IPV5 APF R E - B - ke

IPV6 | Azni d X PALR H2r 5 TP # i 2 @ {4 -

IPV7 AL REIEFILARA-BEFJ2FT- %o

IPV8 AWIFPFEIRSEZEHNFAEF - TR E4F o

IPVO | A F 74 % & ik Piga— 200+ eng ff o

IPVIO | A EERMFXFSEF - a2 § 28 - cnfFi2 g

A% % 1 /3 (Mobile Multitasking Behavior)

MM1 | 5% Bl * GPS AEG P (T
MM2 | SR RS A FFahphiz > &7 40F s Finfain # B

MM3 | &F RSB OG> FEP P F A

MM4 | F45 ~ 7§~ &g g pFEer R o APPs

MM5 | faT 7 n

MM6 | B 4t

MM7 | a2 &%

MM8 %

MM9 BT PR

MM10 | = -;i{;;g

MM11 | i&(73F 3 @ 3= (640 * skype ~ line ~ weChat ~ what’s app #7:% 3 #4 i)
MM12 | yz % e-mail

MM13 | 87 &

MM14 | ptt-

MM15 | z=e%k

11



MM16 | g3 %
MM17 | b AL 5 sk
MM18 | %12 {7 % &
MM19 | &= 5
MM20 | g2 £ &
MM21 | froe &y 55
MM22 | #572:d 20 4%
MM23 | ==tk

MM24 | 488 &
MM25 | zeddeba-k ik i
MM26 | ze 4538 6 4k i
MM27 | ze45+ B2 2 &5 1

& &4 4 (Anxious State)

PBA1l BrREFHERSAR DT Spielberger,
PBA2 | i#* xiad B s AR Pl R4 Gorsuch, and
PBA3 | R " %0 B (AR TR - Lushene
PBA4 | #* mizd R {8 é\}g\; Flie e o (1970)

PBAS f%“%f‘ﬁ’%:ﬁlbf\\t'J%?E"

PBAG6 f’éq"%f?ﬁv%ﬁilbi\u%ﬁpﬁﬁt,%iﬁ”}é’§°

FB &£ E § A eziy (Mobile Self-Efficacy)

MES1 | i R i 3 2 Fao Lu and Su
MES2 | A @+ 7 - 6558 hE o (2009)

MES3 | A @ * Fdperi - L EHREL -
MES4 | A4 pizifg® Th %l kP f el 23 A BL Qg o
MES5 | 4r% 8- L2k HT AV UAEHEFPR Y FHEE kxRN

BEOE o
MES6 | {3454 p ¢ &% Fd ki enigs% > TR % - AR APP&1 & »

H i % e APP E\‘.’Lfl)v' ‘ggi £ o
& & # F(Anxious Trait)
ATl AETFBEE ~F A AIA Do Spielberger,
AT?2 AF B o Gorsuch, and
AT3 A A4 R TR R Lushene
ATd | *F L@ h e B¥eids Limn - (1970)
NEEETENEE
AT6 AFH P T pRER a,\j\ -8 oo
3. @R

N f@é’uﬁiﬁ'ljﬁ FIREE R L 7 ?" SHEEFFETE s AEY REFL S

SRR ERREFF Rk A F‘:Iﬁm%mz\xi,ﬁ F@g o wan
2014 # 8% 1032 8" 20 p i&{7 5 H 5 10%maw?1 £ 8106 >R % - 2 ,f;’i
PR 6 0 (7100 5 AR E 0@ wm Pl A 70 & P mé_*v?i:&—?,;%rg).?» e R

FEpriw IR FRDL 0 XD ARG PR RKRK L Y P R
F,(|nternal consistency reliability)i& = 4 47 > ¥ ® 12 Cronbach’s o #& % > & a & *
w07 4275387 AR aE®03~07 FREF TR 03T z\»TF’Ef.U!
RN )i:(NunnaIIy and Bernstein, 1994) o i pl et B A 758 % 0 dod 2 47
7 PP B g 4 (Anxious Trait) o £ ¢ & & ﬁfﬁ]&ﬁu FEFBRGR A

PR T e R BT RIS e ¢ o W Rl A 1 R R

LN

—n
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HERBETHAEZLALFAFHEIFRAFZAL X5 OBEHAEF | gD
FABD A FH 515G 6 BAMEELSD FALSTREASN > 3 0
oo B M EFREFE SRS Aok 39T o
* R R AT
1o 3218 # | Cronbach’s Alpha
5 £ & 4 # 7 (Inventory of Polychronic Values, IPV) 10 .829
£ J& & i (Anxious State, PBA) 6 748
7# % 1 7 5 (Mobile Multitasking Behavior, MM) 27 .908
7 % E p A 2% (Mobile Self-Efficacy, MES) 6 .883
& J& 4% B (Anxious Trait, AT) 6 .667
% 3 W plig et 2 FE ik
Constructs/Measurements | References
# & B 4 # F(Inventory of Polychronic Values, IPV)
IPV1 EAE3 N R AT e A Bluedorn,
IPV2 AR EFA- BFEFPN R g\lﬁ/r”’i '@ A B x AF 5 E - 24 o | Kalliath,
Strube, &

IPV3 A i A PRGRERPFREAF S EE o

IPV4 é Ajphp 1 feenpriz » A3 € F _“E)‘I:ﬁ—FWF\ - #EE oo

Martin (1999)

IPV5 ARF R EE -2 - 2k

IPV6 A F APARR HF SRR B A A RE 4o

IPV7 AL REIEBFILARA-BEFJ2FT- %o

IPV8 ARIFPFEIRSEFTEHNFOERF - A 4o

IPV9 RAFA 2 EERER- 2o

IPVIO | A%7 - RERR 233 5 THHL00 > 83 Lad AL 2
X o

# # 1 /5 7 (Mobile Multitasking Behavior, MM)

1
MM1 pagx * GPS

rELPIT

MM2 [ b fmrdms FE o - €A 4@ s FRg i Lin

o

MM3 | A RARSEARH TR  BF& P F LR

MM4 | &4 ~ 7§~ SR * § P70 APPs

MM5 [ Ff 47 7o

MM6 | ¥ 4w p %

MM7 | 45 6 & 3%

MM8 | i f 3t

MMO | &= T pbd 2

MM10 | %7 2=

MM11 14:’;} e-mail

MM12 | &8 7% &

MM13 | z= 2%k

MM14 | Fo3 &

MM15 | b A3 e 2k

MM16 | %1 = % /i

MM17 | &34 = 7

MM18 | s 7 s %% ik &

MM19 | #32 F %% 58

MM20 | # 720 i &

MM21 | zetE

& & £ (Anxious State)
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PBAL |d ¥ @% FdEE AR IFITHE- Spielberger,

PBA2 | ¥ " b i s AR \ z‘J % Gorrs;uch, and
T — Lushene
PBA3 | ¥ @ * 2i7d i AR I gL B
¥ f ﬁfe ,g,iHT%E:B £ (1970)

PBA4 | §m™ ("d kg (SARF & o
PBAS | §ie* ("X B 6 AR PIF® -
PBA6 | ¥ (7d 3B (50 iy Ak g -

~8 £ E § A sciy (Mobile Self-Efficacy)

MES1 | i R 8% 2 BF@ao Lu and Su
MES2 | A% @76+ 47 £ 6 5% hE o (2009)

MES3 | A EFR*» TR F- LTHFRFE o

MES4 | 205 pimacdgid ® (d AR KPid 3 oa 2 A B E hE o

MESS5 | 4r& A - B2 kA7 A7 UAEEFP R FHEE kxd A

B& wen¥ o

MES6 +ﬂ¢;§;\gmw; %ﬁm ‘B R YE- fAREt APP &
E'

H 1 %5 e APP gt s REEIE
& & # F(Anxious Trait)
AT1 AEwF L ~F pFIA Do Spielberger,
AT?2 ] %';a e o Gorsuch, and
AT3 P T Lushene

AT4 f\#ﬁm p t AT B R (1970)

AT5 | 24 p &
AT6 | A% pevmridAehpdnt - R

4. TR H R A RS

AEEA 2014 2 8% 31 p 19 19 piEiTAE 20 X ik VR TR
* mySurvey =T 5 (http://www.mysurvey.tw/) 3 i 45 T E R R hig * i T F
HAE A S P ENEFSF ALY T REREMIEAFNBE Al
Tz 610 PR E e EFEAFHEEBEEEF - R g E8 RS £ F
3R G 602 o F oL L 98.69%ozﬂ"’ﬁj\ftkj\ﬁﬁ:i/;ﬁ;ﬁ’wrz\ 4
BP0 A ¢ R E 4G 323 4 0 53.7% 0 F 20§ 2279 4 (46.3%) ¢ £ #
g %?23~28;¥ep 167 ~ » § 27.7% > H =t 5 19~22 #k 163 + > ¢ 27.1% > = &%

i

5 330 4 > 541% ; A& AR fgr A #5336 4 0 f 55.8% ; A A
EH LA R 399 4 o 66.3%; A UIREIIIE R GG 492 4 o}
8L7%; fFd K E chit * R ATEA S s § 351 4 0 f 583% 0 4 - ¥ ¥
, #

RN
B

$e4F 237 4 0 30.4%; BEMPRIEL S h 5 F 273 4 | 45.3% > #
¥

%A F IR LS 2 %A G 63 4 (10.5%)82 60 £ (10%) «

24 AR AT L

5 P |4 [ b1(%) |51 [ d [ b1(%) [0 i d |V 5](%)
B B s 5 8
y 2719 | 463 | A 3(A - A~ Y e E 3 5
- 323 | 537 | ) 399 663 ey 14 2.3
E TR TR T 2 3
15 & 1= 1 2 | #) ) Mgy 2 3
16~18 & 46 18] s(E 88| | 0K 60| 100
19~22 % 163 271 | &) ks 1 2
23~28 k& 167 27.7 | A3%(F ~ £~ K) 10 1.7 | &% 2 3

14




IR T |+ 5(%) |7 P #c |+ 5(%) |58 7 8 v 5](%)
29-35 A& o1 151 |#t§ + % 3 5| faied = 3 5
36~40 A& 61| 101 15 25| /g ¥ 19 3.2
41~45 f& 25 42 B ams T 9 15
46~50 A& 12 20| ¢ 492] 817 3ik 14 2.3
51-55 A& 10 17| =4 9| 159 @# %+ 18 3.0
56~60 A& 18 30| mitk % 14 23|52 273| 453
61~65 A& 7 123 arEAEi ATy gl ¥ 17 2.8
65 A 11 1 1 AEEEE 237 394 | dpHEEE 26 43
%7 e 14 23| FaRaE 63| 105
X 32 53| 7 LA 361 583|rwidnpiE | 29 438
/<% | 336 558 |mE * 3 5
AL 200 332 RkintcE 2 REELEE 5 8
g1 34 56| H# BT 3 HIEETEE: 17 2.8

e 12 2.0

(FH & © w5 L)

A
P EFHEE 1 % {8 ’&# BEALFERE LG AR TR & B
AT R AR TR A TR R BT ARG iR B Rk
LEHEES RE AL EESITE RS -

1. 71 & 47
EFE AN AT EE SRR SR T 7 KMO B¢ Bartlett

IR AF LT AHEREM L5 0 KMO &% <% 0.7 & Bartlett &
FEIEEFRF OV UEEFFAITOR T oA 697F c BRRP AL FHET
I BiEe EF AR IS AR BFRE ALY RAL S BFE D
F - BRZ o EE S A 1 A 78 5 1 Ak 7R A ) MM1, MMS &2
MM11 & = B R Z2EFRA > Fa P*'J“f °

EAFE Y5l ) £ 4 (Bluedornetal., 1999)‘ ERMil -~ EREFF
S A "+iau?}]§kt’ TAEAME - FFREEFEFEE L AMNTLRETDRL T
BIRSZ BiEe CEFFFAFE P T UERA G BFR T AR Lk
FRABEE-HEFI FIRA OB R ETEZT LB 7L A5
ZBEFRE AT AR E R BT EIRE S '[%Tﬁ* v Ad = ]S A5
B ehe FIp A TR AT 1S e R AR R & FlE R s R AT il
% 4o 5 ATT o

SERA FTHS - BEEALAHEY LG Y RAAM G P R - TR
#.% ¥ - B4 5 (Monochronicity Preference) » d - A5 F€ f 5 R4 HF
R FI R E - RS BE TS 0 2 R T - i A e

RIS IS USRI RS R0 S BII A 0ia IR LS
BARM > Zom % F AR 7L Bk AR i MY R S FF A

v

f b s BB e p fh(easiness)ik il 0 TG A TR EIREE I AT - %
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S A AT e

ERFFHe AR ELEFZLITE  FA G- BFF ARG ERFT

¥ f % (Confident Trait) » d *t p R F ¥ 2L AT 7 B FFehF]F > Fla 3 1

%ﬁﬁl N /AL S

d b ﬁ%\ﬁ..‘sé%?:rmiﬁ;mﬁagé%%% Pz BHee X AKE G 2 F]F
B RATE-BFEREE BEG o BFF T AGE R Fﬁmt&w et E
BABFFEERETS Bipa 27 A3 L pPE D - BFF G HFEMT
FEFS AR S U R R RS A B RREHES AR A F B R
IR R TS 0 A B R BB R EE A AR BRR AR BT AT %
B RRAFENT - AEE e IT R FP AT R T - R
i IR

peoh s Ffﬁ"él FREEFEAITE  PRAGZBFE > AWML EE
(Entertainment) ~ 3t 4 <% it (Communication)£2 i + F 42 #f 24 (Data Assistance) % =
B E o

16



5 TR A 74

Items

Polychronicit

Preference

Anxious Trait

Mobile Self-Efficacy

Mobile Multitasking

Anxious State

Mono
chronicity

Poly
chronicity

Confident Anxious
Trait Trait

Skillfulness

Entertainment

Data
Assistance

Communication

Anxious | Easiness
State State

IPV5

.83

A3

IPV9

.80

.28

IPV7

79

14

IPV4

75

.09

IPV2

74

14

IPV3

.16

73

IPV10

.34

.69

IPV8

.23

.68

IPV6

-.30

.64

IPV1

.39

.58

ATl

75 -.13

AT3

73 22

AT2

.70 .29

AT6

-.18 .82

AT5

43 .70

AT4

41 57

MES5

81

MES3

.80

MES4

.80

MES2

.76

MES6

12

MES1

.69

MM5

.76

.04

.23

MM15

12

14

.05

MM6

.68

A5

.38

MM9

.67

22

-.03

MM7

.64

.28

-.06

MM4

.61

A3

.38

MM14

54

22

24

MM12

48

.36

.38
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Polychronicity Preference Anxious Trait Mobile Self-Efficacy Mobile Multitasking Anxious State
Items Mono Poly Confident Anxious Skillfulness Entertainment Data Communication Anxious | Easiness
chronicity chronicity Trait Trait Assistance State State
MM10 45 .37 .01
MM13 42 .08 .38
MM19 19 .83 10
MM16 18 .78 10
MM20 15 .78 21
MM21 13 .64 11
MM18 .26 .63 .33
MM17 22 .57 .38
MM3 .08 .23 .82
MM?2 14 24 .75
PBAS 91 .06
PBA4 .89 .02
PBA2 .83 .03
PBA3 .23 81
PBA1 -.04 81
PBAG6 -.05 81
eigenvalue 4.20 1.65 2.47 1.13 3.51 6.80 1.82 1.22 2.45 1.89
KMO .87 71 .825 .92 70
Bartlett 2177.17 686.55 1614.517 4348.87 1287.87
Significant .00 .00 .00 .00 .00
Variance 58.44% 59.96% 58.42% 54.65% 72.21%

Accumulated
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B AR
gd FE AL ZHmA T EHE(R DA & 5 H | R R (Parsimony
PrlnC|pIe) (7 tp ™ A2 fiest ﬁ;—r’p T 'Y’ﬁ"j‘p EF e 4 iRg e
FatT a2t fEe RIFIA DAL S AR e ik gd AR FE
FE YRR AT R A ARG 20k o &5 £UR 4 # 7 (Bluedom et al.,
1999) 5 ¢ » W04 5 R BFHHG N5 BRIFEFAF 0 G851 F LG
AT 5 L 2 (Communication) 2 1 B 58 - 45 % (Entertainment) 10 & £° 58 -
A FopLafe4(Data Assistance) 6 I8 % = B 4G o 75 ek iz &
Bk G4 e R4 5 L% i (Anxiety State) 3 1 B 5% & f #(Easiness State) 3  i*
WEZ BHG 0o g # T (Anxious Trait)tee Bl EET L g 3 BRE (7
# %% p 2 ocii (Mobile Self-Efficacy) 2% i Bl sd% 3 % » 50t 3 18 cns 5 42
OS82 § e ] 2 940 0 X0 SR - R - BT BGR BEA  RRaR (R
B 1AL - B3 B

B 1-1 . S ERA BFLEEFFF I TG gHREL I -
B 12 S ERRAS BFLEEFFEFZ1ETp bk “ﬁfﬁéf"

BB 2AFESZ B+ B
Bin2-1: J ERA B Foes 71 75 ¢
Bii22  JERABFLEALRTFIFEEIHH -
K#2-3 : ;zﬁ/f;#;m,w TR ST f

IﬁrlF;»Fru3P%f'f’%\“~ B+ B

B 3L EHE I FIEFH 51 il Pl e

B 3-2 458 71 /7 5 —,E'—.k’//';ﬁé FaABg ppg T e

B33 AL FIFEEFH L gl F Il e
B 3-4 DM EREZIFZLFD FI1 g piFr R o
B35 BAFHFr F 1 FELEFFIIETERHREET R -
B 36 1 B A T S TS g ARG T

/ﬁfﬁﬁ4é$ﬁ’f’3\ = B+ BR
BHALl: BERPFLERII T PR PH
BAA2 ERPFLEMER LTI EREPH
Bikd-3 ' BB A L RATHEH I 172 Rl
BB OBE S Z B+ B
B 5-1 T g Fostyy BUER 1 75 F BRI il
Bpih-2 . 7o g A 2eqy 20 8 R, 5 175 PR IIH
B 5-3 0 78 f Nty £ 4 5L F1FE R
BB OB B+ B
B 6-1 0 Ao pg Festi, #1535 FERA B LR T 1 F 22 Frff GEF 3
3L H
B 62 0 o pg A2ty $f3° FERA BFLEAEREF I A2 Bl FE G
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2 ek
B 63 1 7 f Aot $30 S LA B FE B A FR F 3 752 e
IS EEE

H1-1(-)

H3-1(+)

Polychrm H2-1~H2-3(+)
Preference \
H1-2(-) H6-1~
11(»-
% Commnm X

Skillfulness

T"ii_‘// H4-1~H4-3(-) H3-6(+)

Anxiety
State

i)

R

Easiness
State

AT 4 TR0 A & L g 4258 (Structural Equation Model - SEM)%
CE RS SR 2 SR L R i SR TR 2 s
Mo % FRL &) T > 2 (Partial Least Squares - PLS):& {7 #1273 4 47 (Henseler, Ringle,
and Sinkovics, 2009) » #: 48 5% & 5= Smart PLS 2.0.M3 (Ringle, Wende, and Will, 2005) »
P PR % & AMOS $d8 8 (7R & B30 crpeif R ok o

PLS & - fa4F Pl & 2 g RIERCR] endizt 2 2 > 30 0 7 U e PR R 4F i )
RUGEAr- eF BB BB AR B AT R M G EA > E TS 548 R
TR chig gt o 27 7 ¢ &5 Anderson and Gerbing (1988) i o S A2 HC
FALRE RN R RGN A R AT F A R RRAT Y Y R R
B FEAATRINELER G ERARYAEE LA DL R AR E RIS
BB RS 2 TR A BRT G H L& A SR ek A
THNZBERAT DT R AL BB EEES ST L EFIRS O
WACFF f TR Glicht @ (t-valug) 0 £ -t E(t-value)isd 3 E BT p B
(p-value) » o P 2| ETBEL RITF T R B FM - b AF RIS A7
i * ¥ ik 7 & 47 (Bootstrapping Resampling Technique)(Efron, 1979) » #- & 4
# 4~ 602 i» 12 Bootstrapping & % 4¢ #4¢ B~ 1000 B tk & 7 S BG83k o

3. BlIE AT
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BRI ERCA e T R E - g I R T ROTR B R WP GRS
3@ 2 Cronbach’s o E22 2 & 7 R (CR)M 2 T355 %8 £ (AVE) %713
K 8222 K et R (Hair et al., 1992) - Nunnally(1979)45 ! Cronbach’s a & 5 0.7 14
WL LG B G R Jtaer R = B ik Fornell and Larcker(1981) ch | > &
Wit FEfFR A 07 CRA* 06112 AVE + 2t 05 4 5. % k= %t&
% 71 Cronbach’s a0 %  ** 24 4237 0.7 » v& 5 & Jo 45 5 A 0.61 f ficim i » o gL
AT A BHG B AET - REMER o & CRASIING » A5 e W 3
* 07> AVE » B 33317 050 rE 3 Polychronlcny Preference &_0.47 £
Entertainment 5_0.44 f i if i< 3 2 A IR F IR HF R f L W W 4RT 0.7
:ﬁ"* b R o Bt 0.7 rﬂﬂ]‘ﬂ} 9‘3«;‘—1' ﬂ\ﬁg’" % ’]‘%m BiITPH BN PN £
TR B LG TRtk 0 Aok 6 47F e

% Hl ’x)ii s |0 > 7+ A_ik 5 Fornell and Larcker(1981)=r:& 3% » 14 AVE
AT BELFIEDAVE 2 T3 130z - ’f]g;m RF 2 Ap B adic > 3%
Hd L5 LEFnHLeR 0 A TRPHEMRD 07 Bipg HAVE B2 T3 1Y
ANHTAgE o RA B L RUR R Ay P R o R 38 e Cross
loading > 4o 8 #f7m » = WP LHG ZFF A FE Y AN AE TG Pf FE -
TR G BE G W RGTR FA T TS S AR
PR

-

# 6 RIE L B R

Factor Composite  |Cronbach’s R
Mean b Loading AVE ReIiabiIFi)ty (CR)| Alpha Square
Polychronicity Preference 0.47 0.81 0.72
IPV1 2.48 0.98 0.70
IPV3 2.61 0.84 0.80
IPV6 2.87 0.91 0.49
IPV8 2.72 1.02 0.66
IPV10 2.83 0.96 0.76
Anxious Trait 0.54 0.78 0.61
AT4 3.04 1.04 0.62
AT5 3.15 1.02 0.77
AT6 3.86 0.86 0.81
Anxiety State 0.77 0.91 0.85 0.05
PBA2 3.66 0.86 0.82
PBA4 3.97 0.77 0.88
PBA5 3.90 0.84 0.93
Easiness State 0.66 0.85 0.74 0.22
PBA1 3.10 0.75 0.78
PBA3 3.38 0.81 0.85
PBA6 3.18 0.79 0.81
Skillfulness 0.58 0.89 0.86
MES1 2.03 0.80 0.66
MES?2 1.92 0.79 0.72
MES3 1.78 0.66 0.79
MES4 211 0.78 0.84
MES5 1.97 0.73 0.85
MES6 1.93 0.70 0.70
Communication 0.80 0.89 0.75 0.09
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MM?2 3.36 1.10 0.90
MM3 341 1.09 0.89
Entertainment 0.44 0.89 0.86 0.15
MM4 2.44 0.94 0.73
MM5 1.96 0.86 0.78
MM6 242 1.05 0.78
MM7 212 0.93 0.62
MM9 211 1.05 0.65
MM10 2.43 1.02 0.50
MM12 2.87 1.13 0.67
MM13 2.84 1.22 0.53
MM14 2.49 1.17 0.62
MM15 1.91 0.98 0.70
Data Assistance 0.59 0.89 0.86 0.09
MM16 2.96 1.13 0.78
MM17 2.97 1.08 0.75
MM18 3.12 1.08 0.77
MM19 3.08 1.11 0.83
MM20 3.30 1.04 0.80
MM21 3.42 1.27 0.65
# 7 Discriminate validity & Latent Variable Correlations
POF!?/ng rrc;r;féty Entertainment|Communication Assl?;?nce Agi(;;)eus Easst;ntzss A[]I_)E;?tu 3| Skillfulness
Polychronicity
Preference 0.69
Entertainment 0.23 0.66
Communication 0.23 0.44 0.89
Data Assistance 0.19 0.56 0.48 0.77
Anxious State 0.08 -0.08 0.07 0.11 0.88
Easiness State -0.22 -0.42 -0.33 -0.35 0.11 0.81
Anxious Trait -0.16 -0.15 -0.01 -0.05 -0.11 0.11 0.74
Skillfulness 0.26 0.31 0.19 0.19 -0.30 | -0.33 | -0.04 0.76
% 8 Cross loading
POF!?/ng rrc;r;féty Entertainment|Communication Assl,:i)si?nce Agig?eus Ez;stlarliss A[]I_)E;?tu S Skillfulness
AT4 -0.07 -0.06 -0.01 -0.05 -0.18 0.06 0.62 0.05
AT5 -0.04 -0.10 0.03 -0.03 -0.15 0.02 0.77 0.07
AT6 -0.21 -0.15 -0.02 -0.04 0.00 0.13 0.81 -0.14
IPV1 0.70 0.20 0.19 0.07 0.00 -0.13 -0.08 0.22
IPV3 0.80 0.18 0.23 0.18 0.06 -0.21 -0.17 0.27
IPV6 0.49 0.14 0.11 0.11 0.12 -0.09 -0.13 0.07
IPV8 0.66 0.12 0.07 0.12 0.06 -0.12 -0.06 0.11
IPV10 0.76 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.06 -0.16 -0.10 0.16
MES1 0.13 0.16 0.10 0.14 -0.21 | -0.18 0.03 0.66
MES?2 0.20 0.18 0.12 0.11 -0.26 | -0.16 0.01 0.72
MES3 0.23 0.26 0.13 0.10 -0.28 | -0.27 -0.08 0.79
MES4 0.21 0.26 0.24 0.20 -0.23 | -0.29 -0.04 0.84
MES5 0.21 0.30 0.17 0.18 -0.21 | -0.31 -0.07 0.85
MES6 0.19 0.18 0.06 0.10 -0.24 | -0.26 -0.03 0.70
MM?2 0.19 0.41 0.90 0.43 0.02 -0.31 0.03 0.20
MM3 0.22 0.38 0.89 0.43 0.10 -0.28 -0.04 0.15
MM4 0.15 0.73 0.37 0.39 -0.14 | -0.31 -0.11 0.29
MM5 0.22 0.78 0.28 0.32 -0.10 | -0.35 -0.12 0.29
MM6 0.19 0.78 0.41 0.43 -0.01 | -0.37 -0.09 0.17
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MM7 0.12 0.62 0.23 0.36 -0.04 -0.23 -0.05 0.17
MM9 0.15 0.65 0.20 0.35 -0.12 -0.26 -0.07 0.26
MM10 0.10 0.50 0.23 0.40 0.11 -0.15 -0.08 0.07
MM12 0.20 0.67 0.40 0.53 0.10 -0.25 -0.10 0.13
MM13 0.10 0.53 0.28 0.30 0.00 -0.27 -0.18 0.13
MM14 0.09 0.62 0.29 0.40 -0.06 -0.20 -0.07 0.16
MM15 0.19 0.70 0.22 0.34 -0.13 -0.33 -0.12 0.24
MM16 0.14 0.41 0.34 0.78 0.02 -0.25 0.03 0.17
MM17 0.14 0.46 0.43 0.75 0.07 -0.33 0.02 0.19
MM18 0.17 0.49 0.40 0.77 0.14 -0.27 -0.18 0.11
MM19 0.15 0.43 0.34 0.83 0.00 -0.29 0.00 0.16
MM20 0.12 0.42 0.38 0.80 0.12 -0.24 -0.08 0.11
MM21 0.15 0.34 0.29 0.65 0.14 -0.20 -0.03 0.12
PBA1 -0.17 -0.26 -0.28 -0.28 0.01 0.78 0.09 -0.23
PBA3 -0.16 -0.39 -0.31 -0.29 0.23 0.85 0.05 -0.34
PBA6 -0.20 -0.36 -0.23 -0.28 0.00 0.81 0.13 -0.23
PBA2 0.07 -0.05 0.05 0.09 0.82 0.08 -0.11 -0.22
PBA4 0.03 -0.08 0.05 0.08 0.88 0.08 -0.11 -0.29
PBAS5 0.11 -0.08 0.07 0.11 0.93 0.11 -0.09 -0.29

gLk j\,gzrv“ fe s AMOS 278 & Jfg_‘;\: ﬁrgéﬁﬁa;j’}gﬁqu% s 1 1 - H

/n\*.?ﬁrgﬁﬁf}\ mn,.f?ﬁ‘ SV, 11};jﬂﬂ]ﬁ§,'—_xa‘.rr ERCRT

(CMIN/DF) -~

AITEEFRAFY FHEAL T AR R R ¥ R
R E R PR BT AP
A ;L‘ m‘é‘ﬁ"ﬁ—J

goodness-of-fit(GFI) -~
comparative fit index(CFI) ~and root mean square error of approximation(RMSEA) % -

2
Z,

€8

A

:XZ'%"?E' ‘-:-] }:;E'-ijL:?«
adjusted goodness-of-fit index(AGFI)

4

R ABIT &

P TR il B R4 o Aok 90T o d At A

5o BBRERA > £ Er AMOS &R 0 Flp > A

t6 sz Smart PLS 2.0.M3 (Ringle, Wende, and Will, 2005):& 7 s #0358 ch4 47 <

% 9 Recommended Fit Indices for Measurement Model

5t e y2df GFlI AGFI CFlI RMSEA
PR 1762.489 2.754 0.857 0.835 0.870 0.054
ZHR MR - <3 >0.9 >0.8 >0.9 <0.08
4. 2 ﬁﬁfs_ AR

3¢t PLS {7

S e E R R

Vit SRS AR

# 4 (R? i&)(Fornell and Larcker, 1981) c ¥y B2 R T E Tk Bc(Path
Coefficients) ~t & ~ p B4 2 & T F 4o i 10 #77 » A7 7 F A e T % 4o @)
3 #75 o Bl 3P E‘Fﬁ#.@ﬁiﬁ* 5 5% #ERLp Ak ,gmg*ﬁ% ,; 22% > 21
AR L% R4 L 15% > B A TG iEE4 L 9% ;
Mo LIEFT BERORTY A EBRREREF R Rt AR R R E
o

d 410 AR AR BTRBEING > S ERS HIH L AR
f& (B=0.09, t-value=1.91, p=0.056)% £ F B ¥ f » 5 1 BR HI-1 2 & = >
e ¥ p Ak A (B=-0.10, t-value=2.38, p=0.018) - 4 % % 1 {7 % (P=0.15, t-
value=3.24, p=0.001) ~ 3t 4 % /& % 1 7 % (B=0.18, t-value=4.17, p=0.000)& & * F
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FLgfes 17 5 (B=0.15, t-value=3.44, p=0.001) f| » %] & 5 B¢ F f » & & » 5>
Py EE HI2 H2-1 v H2-2 88 H2-3 & = 5 A (7 d 5 1 {7 5 b 53R > 45 8 5
17 5§ E g K & (B=-0.24, t-value=4.51, p=0.000) ¢ A % f (B=-0.27, t-
value=6.11, p=0. OOO) v A R 5 17 S ¥ P AR AL (B=-0.14, t-value=3.26,
p=0.001) > i * Fldfe» 5 1 7 5 #30 p &k i (B=-0.11, t-value=2.47, p=0.014) >
BeF B G BE ra»ﬁ W Ry B H3-1 H3-2 H3-4 2 H3-6 % % = > @ {4
TAEE S TSR 1%5,;]% it (=0.20, t-value=3.52, p=0.000) & F % ¥ &
Fomy B H3-5 = 2o e 2w f 1§75 3 K g & (B=0.06, t-value—1.09,
p—0276)51 LG ¥ ra'%fg?’lﬁi"ffif\;i;H&BZaVi °

bR BT OREING > LR TS S 17 5 (B=-0.10, t-value=2.24,
p:0.025)§' THFIEE AT ER HAL =2 > e i d 175
(B=0.04, t-value=0.80, p=0.426)& & ~ F4L# #+ 7 1 {7 5 (B=0.00, t-value=0.01,
P=0.991)R| % & 4 B EHF » 5 B HA2 2 HA-3 2 & = ; A i p Aok 0
IR :}iﬁm 4 ¥t 1 7 5 (B=0.25, t-value=6.58, p=0.000) ~ 2t 4, % i
1 7 % (B=0.14, t-value=3.59, p=0.000) £ i * F 4 e+ 5 1 {7 % (B=0.14, t-
value=3.53, p=0.000) & & 7 %2 ¥ B 5> 7/ 7 B3R H5-1-H5-2 &8 H5-3 = 2 o gt ¢
R AN LIRS FHFEER S I F LA EE IR R
1 {7 5 e 8 (B=-0.14, t-value=0.81, p=0.417) ~ 3L & 2 35 % 1 (7 & =2 & (P=-0.14,
t-value=0.78, p=0.437)& i * FH @ e+ 5 1 7 3 03 & (B=-0.18, t-value=0.88,
p=0.380)% 7 & 3 B EFRE > T R H6-1~H6-2 % H6-3 7 = =

7 10 Btk sk % *

Path Hypothesis coeigg}ent tvalue | pvalue Result
Polychronicity Preference > Anxious State H1-1 0.09 1.91 | 0.056 Not supported
Polychronicity Preference = Easiness State H1-2 -0.10 2.38 | 0.018* Supported
Polychronicity Preference = Entertainment H2-1 0.15 3.24 | 0.001** Supported
Polychronicity Preference > Communication H2-2 0.18 4.17 | 0.000*** | Supported
Polychronicity Preference = Data Assistance H2-3 0.15 3.44 | 0.001** Supported
Entertainment - Anxious State H3-1 -0.24 4,51 | 0.000*** | Not supported
Entertainment - Easiness State H3-2 -0.27 6.11 | 0.000*** | Not supported
Communication - Anxious State H3-3 0.06 1.09 | 0.276 Not supported
Communication - Easiness State H3-4 -0.14 3.26 | 0.001** |Not supported
Data Assistance = Anxious State H3-5 0.20 3.52 | 0.000*** | Supported
Data Assistance - Easiness State H3-6 -0.11 247 | 0.014* Not supported
Anxious Trait 2 Entertainment H4-1 -0.10 2.24 | 0.025* Supported
Anxious Trait > Communication H4-2 0.04 0.80 | 0.426 Not supported
Anxious Trait > Data Assistance H4-3 0.00 0.01 | 0.991 Not supported
Skillfulness = Entertainment H5-1 0.25 6.58 | 0.000*** | Supported
Skillfulness = Communication H5-2 0.14 3.59 | 0.000*** | Supported
Skillfulness = Data Assistance H5-3 0.14 3.53 | 0.000*** | Supported
Polychronicity Preference * Skillfulness - Entertainment H6-1 -0.14 0.81 | 0.417 Not supported
Polychronicity Preference * Skillfulness > Communication H6-2 -0.14 0.78 | 0.437 Not supported
Polychronicity Preference * Skillfulness > Data Assistance H6-3 -0.18 0.88 | 0.380 Not supported
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-.10*

R?=(.15

Polychronicity
Preference

Entertainment R2=0.22

Easiness
State

Communication

Anxiety
State

Anxious
Trait

Data Assistance D**

Note: **#p<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05
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U Sl R _Llﬁaéré",%%fg-’%\*;f%?;ﬁ;j—_iE-f‘?ﬁ—gll}AJ_f/F"ﬁ'éj’.g;fpﬁ,gf‘f’l?ifiﬁ
BELE ERETG L S (FREFORS S FA ERE PR EREL R
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