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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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R 5 2 RN 58 T BV B A T

oA TBRA

(Lt TR BET 5 ZRE:Be , Jtat 100081)

B EARERBAIMEEFE X4 FHORBAARBT TR, EEARFTER
By RBRERIA P BRENY A, BENHABRIRA R AL 5, 35 B EH &Y
AP BRARBRZEARPEAEL —~ MR ERIT T, ERAAEH BEL"HEHET
L ERBIER LA RERNE LA BY R, B, BLRATRERE AT YRR P
BHBGA X ARG RERIAKGELE, ARLATESMARZRERIER 50 EMEA
TRANE TRERERNSPANLE, 2HIATHRER ERE —HEPALSBEOANREE, A5k
TANHREREEOESBEMFBEM(SEM), KET 358 A KR &, RARBIM T
BHATRIE, EREAN . THUETREARA Y aEMAEGREP AL, L P, THMNEFZZT
MBEREENER A, MTEEANIEE SRS AR, ML EEEAFRRE, MR
BFRTHERERFATEAMMENBEGRCER, A BL XL TAFREREHNE RS

HHRBRE ARG 28 AR T 2R RE,
KR FRBH M THRA; THEE
FE 4y %S B34S KRG A

1 5|7

P55 J% ( Perceived Control ) 238 ™ & 78 1] XF 3
BB BT e, MG B O BB e 3 R JE R DA SE
PHAEAZE B 4 3 (52 (Haggard & Chambon,2012;
T AT 9R 4F,2023) ARy —F G B0 A X B FY
OHRE, B R T MEX G ES AT A ER B
MBI EL NS (5E (Berberian,2019) . #F5E
o i, R RORKOT R R N R BRI A HH
3K (Shapiro et al. ,1998) , 1tAh, 42 Bt 2 2R 7€
PR RPMERATEARM TR, X—WAE
BoRE: Z K R P 83+ RI17 2 38 (Theory of
Planned Behavior, TPB) . fi# #4147 A 3 it ( Decon-
structing the Theory of Planned Behavior, DTPB) Lf ;%
FAEZ A 3 (Technology Acceptance Model 3,
TAM3) % 22 St 3R LR tp 3918 3 T 72 20 5 M
(Ajzen, 1991 ; Taylor & Todd, 1995 ; Venkatesh & Ba-
1a,2008) . AL, ZE45 8 B A 925 i B T DR Bt JH
FIOHETIEE RARH AR BEZ B REE,

TERESMERE T, SR ANMAERETRA
MEFE A G E SRR BN ARG W
“PEhEEE . XM RIS ENMATT S
HRGEGER Z IR P SR SCHR B A # , M 1. 3 1) 55

+ E{EEE . EBZ,E - mail: hildagxd @ bit. edu. cn,
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TEHBERESRIER(mE 55,2024) . Le Goff S5 A
(2018) 5 Hy , 45 il W& ¥ 1) 55 o 1 BB A5 IR PR BB
PRSI 4, XS O B R A B T P B3
BB C R 2 , AT, AR ZRIRT
MRGEHA IR G R AR AR 2,
2R ok SR AL I R R E
I, IRABIUR RS B IF 5L T R R B B R
THRT AP 2 RS EOR L E A B P s
PriE 5 EERE Lo
2 MHXERRFEEZARY
2.1 FHBARBARBLBAE SRR LRSS

i ARIEZ FE (Technology Acceptance ) 754
BB BT AR B2 CRAVRVE RS B 51T 0,
FMET R AR RN B IE (Davis, 1989) . i
THRERASFINR X R R 5178 8O PLH,
Ajzen(1991) $2 1 9 1HRIT 0 B (TPB) B EL AR
MRS . TR ERTIAT “HMaEts ix
1" ( Perceived Behavioral Control ,PBC) iX—#f2;, 3
e O S7 R T A4 T A TR e S SRR AT R 0%
B R INE 1 R,

1995 4F, Taylor #1 Todd ¥F TPB #& 7l i) ZLAE
$EH T DTPB BRSNS AT
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TASE

ST \=‘
e /

(HRAE Ajzen(1991) KBTI HE 22 1))
1 i RITHEER

BAGAE w7040
oV
R4 B

N EHT
ramE
BER3MAE \
PRUE(E BRETAT N
Fgtr |kt
HARE
Fgtr

(#R% Taylor & Todd(1995) B FTHE FLx 1)
B2 f@aitrliTamEipEa

R R A T Sy T e RS AT O i SR B
i, B — X AT T 2 YRR I KA
H IS BEFN T IR F 4% R G 4L B2, AR AR B
B, E 2 Fis o

)5 , Venkatesh il Bala (2008 ) 7% AR 322 AE Al
FIZLRE ST TAM3 BEIBAIAL, 2 RDKE “ S5
PRI B ST A 5 T Jg% 0 B P R I S SR T A AR
o XEWE I HEGE R E R TR 5 i, %
FuE P R ERERE S KRR, IE 3 i,

g5 BT, AR R AR N BRHEZ FE M R T
REBARLZ S HEERE R P IE IR, B H
S PR N TPB 8 “ HIse 17 47 2
TAM3 )« SR R, X FAIC M R
FFRXTERIR” X SRR IR, 2
T BRI B B AT N BE 7 iR, B 1) X % W
FAE I —F0 B S IR WAL . X R 4R s
RIEAALASE A N BRI BE T, oS fk 52 HLRT AL B
B E MBS R, X AR RE B IR 3%

BB

L e
%% TR 2t

EHER w ERTH

HERE
WEL )
BB N

e
sepiman L

] AN
WEL
b5

(348 Venkatesh & Bala(2008) BBTaT R B2 )
B3 #SAREZFERS

R T 2 mARA

BREBHEARMZLEIKE T A LE R
7 R BRI F R MRS R R EOR, S
BAREZH ISR R B X M “F R EAR” {5,
HE O ESTEE RS R P AREN . B
I, 3R AR R

HI: ]I X8 AR5 38 2 e A SRR a4 ol v HLfe )
B BA RE R IE R
2.2 #HHBAAXEAELY

BSR4 AL AR A T SR
MEECH, REFROED T A4 B A8
( Comparator Model ) 2% .. 3 [N R 2¢ & B 16 ( Ap-
parent Mental Causation Theory) . % [ BeAEA ( Two —
Stage Model) . 2k &K 2% & F# it ( Cue Integration Theo-
ry ) AR B ¥ S48 ( Optimal Cue Integration) £
N B A T FL A AR B ( Frith et al. ,2000 ; Moore et
al. ,2009 ; Synofzik et al. ,2008 ; Synofzik et al. ,2013;
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Wegner & Wheatley, 1999 ) , {H 2\ W, ixX SLJH i, H A%
OB TR i (] )5 38 (] T P BRI 48 T - W] T
( Predictability) 5] IF [A ( Attributability ) , F.#, 7]
T A R TR G B AR B WO i TEA 1 AR T
( Lorenz, 1984 ; Krishnamurthy , 2019 ) ; 1 A] I3 & 14 0|
R T AR 31 55 R B B R W g AR (Malle,
2022),

TEARZ B, oA 1Y 5 7 [ Bt B f Oy
T T HbAE 7R Tk B A4k B AR TR B Y B [
PLH

HeA AR B L O AL R AR T B — 5 D
Boo RENTEBATSIERT 24 B shVE 45 R BT
4L FREE RS T i 25 R RS 2,
PR B AT B0 “ ANFR AT, A 7= A ) R B R SR A
5 (Frith et al. ,2000) , A, “FRARE” 5 M3t
SFRARAS” WG, AR5 TN aifEda R &
B EA G A ERIEE . AR A
HNTE R BN G R 1 SO A3 5 SV 1
SEREPSEIN g it e il € R el e 0 e S

PIBT BAR B N 78 LA e S B R |, B 3tb
K BR B TE AR A S 00 B B 5 U R B Bt ( Syn-
ofzik et al. ,2008 ) : TN B B2 46 5514 & AL BT A AT
H—ER B ERT , MR TR AR R E A H
B, X B & A AT Ry S LT BB 7™ AR B 5 R B A T TR
I, BT X A7 S — 45 R B T B PR AL . AR
B BOR IR R A Ja X 65 AT T R AW, B A A
REFRREHAZT R

TIHAAH RIS B AR TEME AR L&
AR (B X 42 ] R iy 7= A AR T R B 5 AT
H BB IFFE

FETX BB I, HFFOR X P~ 4R BEA ST
BB RSWIERE TP ERBROROBER.
2.3 BRI T TRAMNE T2 B 544 26
AL

TEAL S ST EE R B A, A A 1) T %
JEEHE R S R TR R IRSE IR R A B 5 R
R, LRF B G BB RALH] , AT SE BN BT A 2L
AR (XM ZE,1991) , Weiner (1985) 351, A P
RBR R G AT AR T B A R i, HX RS AR
SR R, TR A S, BAh, i ek
HMEILEHE— 2B R, MR B R BB AR I, 25
AR o AN R KRR RRE LHEBRT (B
&2 2017) .

XML EE KRS IU AR,
Grasihep  H 0 GUE B R T I R 1 L
XA ERIRIR T X B 547 0 B H 5 R A B 5
HEA ., AT, ERESHERT, SRANMAAH
BE7/ELE S o R IS A E A = B e U N
HERG R Z A H R R FERE, Pagliari 55
A (2022) WKy, X FPAEFEHISS T EXT REATHH
T BE ) 5 T T MR, 2 S B R IR A AR A
JRA

BT LAREIS R, A MATE R RS B rh AR
XFRGAT AT RI, F x5 55 R FH AT 5 H B
F5IAR K RETE A A 2 1AMz R Y R AL
MW BAT R - 5530 CHE, AT B E B 23— AH
R MibET

I, 38 B AT RUR i

H2 B BB 25 Bk R G4 T O 19 7T 30X S 7 4
REA B E IR

H3 B B0 RGEAT A G R BT T B X P 5
FEHEREA W E W 50
2.4 RASTATHRGYHEE

RGUAT N a] e 2 B LU LN R K
AR

—IBRGAT N IR (Regularity) , Bl R G247
HTER B ] E R E R A A B SE T
Rt , R I 42 i 7 AT BE (Seriven, 1962)
BB BB A (Agent) FFFE U, ALARPERAIE S REIA
HEEHEZEHPATES R, R ] g
e B 4T AL (Chakraborti et al. ,2019) , X #
T RAMIREE T T RERZEH TR, 5l
HAHENNERERTRE.

T RAGHIREM: (Stability ) , BVRGETES B EL
WAL T DR P AR S B S BN T4 T o )
BB (7 IR#,2008) o Fase PR 7 R Go IR 2l
BN T A TCRR KB, B AT 0000 44 1) 2 2 Al
(Bazzi et al. ,2018) , 2R G [ AE 14 8 1wy JEL M o0
WL (Sternad , 2017 ) , T 52 48 B9 A8 € 18 0 7
B SEORF B h Bk At S 5
HRARIE

= RRGHE W E (Transparency ) , I3 R4 A
BRGEH B TS M e SROZ R R P A e] LA 5 )
Vil (Kim & Hinds,2006) . 755 685 W15
BV EEE RS RN NERES 5BT2H 68
AN AR R A RIS . X AL
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B P B R GRS M AR R, DT 4 3 g o
XFRGEAT Sy B B T P B (Chen et al. ,2014;
Mercado et al. ,2016) ; HIFFE L , X Fh 1F 1] 520 2
BEE 15 B 25 B BE 09 32 71 T 3% 38, Naujoks %5 A
(2019)1E 13 & H Sh BB W50 sh ik — 2P IESE, R
SRR AL R YR E B AT, 3k 5 115 55 IR ( Situa-
tion Awareness ) 153 . ZE B , AMUAEEAFHEHL TR
RGATH B T MY R B EE R

VU 2 R GeAT 0 1 AT ff B (interpret — ability ) , B
RGBAIBAWESZ AR T Hs LRI R RE ), 18
TE R GE s R ) Y ARAL ] DR SR 2 B AIAT AR X RE
B W b 12 35 91 8 T IR B A (Hong et al. ,2020)
2 PR R GE R PSR A I, A 4] 6B B v
MARGAT . LI RSB AR M BRIz IR AL as
FGRT TRV BE SCR LA S BB IR AR 1 7
2 AN figt Bl 32t = LI BE 77 (Doshi — Velez &
Kim,2017) ., X3 R R KE BT R IFEE
IR , 1T LIMEIRXT RGEASRAT A I , 1R T 6k
A B TT T P , R e T ke AT R R
(Koo et al. ,2015)

LG Bk, RE R AR ST E M E R
BT IREEARNZRER HLZ T A LERARS
T A R AE B B R T AL A 5 O SO,
ETEXG TR A P X RGO, N TTA &2 ) 15 VAT 43
AHUE AR A 75 (Walmsley ,2021) o T, 37 2
TV EMA @ BT B3 T R 48 w] i
PEEAEE RIS 5EERE L. FHIL, B E R
BT &Y AR B X P A e AR 4E B, U8 R
TR :

H2a . & RE2 80 RGAT NI W] S BR 1E 1) B
WE) P X 2R GE 4T Dy ) B R T

H2a, B BB R G047 N B A R AR ) 1B 35
We) 3P %o 2R G 42 R o

H2b 55 (B9 0k 2 &2 1153 B 2 1R 1) S 3 5 v
R GeAT A AT O

H2b, . 5 RE 25 50 R 45 11 % B FE iE 1) 0 2 5 i
FF R G BE HRR
2.5 RHATALRNTERAYHEX

RGEAT R EER M IE E ] LS B AR W R 5
TARMANT R4 B FRERRIMNFHRIRE R, &
B B MART R GEAT RIEE B AR A, RGBT
IH IR AT LAGE A 2 5 MR B A A S BLARY) & 11
INHBE B AR A5 BRI LB

5 AR E SN — B IH R, 4k
WEXT RGEAT B R FTIHERN, @23 R A
CHEMEEME &I B N R E L, LHgHEE
JEHBER R R (Kelley, 1973 B IR A 45,2021) , B
I, AR R GeAT 5 RS BE MR,
KL 2 B2 2 FRAR AR RE R GE AT B H ™ A B i
JEE T RGN A HFE, b i —ZE RN FE
MEEEEHARGE LS CANERAAEAH
W& 5 A E AT B8, BiAT IR R P H
AR AT, B ARG P B AR HLIT R, R A &R
LI AT IH A 5 R P R R

RSB RGD, WTIH R E N — B
A LM@ERE P EVHARIER 5 L ds 2 B BT
XSS ARR T R 2 0 R A R U (A
B UE R 2 00, ) 2 ik e 45 i R B U L 5 (B AR B T8 8
P (Lee & See,2004)

RAE BT, REEF S RMEHNF B2
BRAENEHE SR R EE B REENER,
BHESZWA RS BB TR | 2 R B R R
4y JE N ( Nisbett & Ross, 1980) . Y4 {5 B 780,
AMRBRUETE 2T T S E R HRE R UK
RURSCHR , B vERR I IR . a5 B st
Ko SBUIEMmZ .

25 E TR, $R i LA B

H3a . BB B RET HEER G MEER A
RN —BHEEN B2ERWASETNERNA
HA

H3a, : BREB B RGEAT HER G MEZRIAF
SER BB IE 8] B2 R P X R G AR R

H3b: F BB R G IRME R WA IER B
ERMARGATHERATTIAR,

FT FRBRS R 5 52 B, 6 T Ak
BREE I R R BB ESRB 2T, A 4
iR o

B4 HRERBREHNBROESENER
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3 WMRAZE
3.1 R &t

&S 8 MR REM 24 AR, Al
BUMYRETOA UG R ERB AT IE Y
MR G, BT RAE 2 -4 N EER, P
BOERE M E B, R 1 iR EERKIT Y

I, RS R R TIE, BRETUMN 1
(FE2ARR) B S(SE2BERA) o

BEAN, A BRI AR A S R 4, 72 (7]
BILAREHT P E MR TR SR
SN R, B RO S LB B
S BRI R AT R S8 B ET B AR

x1 BETESHERETERETORE

WAt B P3:

L R RR A A B BR

BRI 2. RV PR S A Choi 4(2015)
3. BHHIE T AR B R B B SR
4. FEB RS Bt R AR BB T B
5. FEE AR B p T A AT Bl T o3 Lechman 2 1998)

BB 6 RIS R 4 Tapal 4 (2017)
7 AR R RBEIN B O E AR, AR EELN
IR
8. AL ROUEA AR, SR AR B T 4773

TE 9. B A H RSN AR BA 2 o Rodror(2003)
10. AL 5 Fy 2 B BN 4 A ey S L
11 TR A1 RE2S B0 RGP ek Westaby % (2005)

TEE 12 RASSIERE B R R A SR LT Fishbein( 1977)
13 59 RE B R ST A R A LU 4 R R Liao %(2023)
14. B RE S B0 R S L T RSO R B TR E O

AR 15, TRABGSTAR A B RGN LAk P 2005
16. 8T LA RS MRS 00 R e ST
17. 55 R B0 2 S R AR S R B A .

BOE 18 R LB IR AR R Ao
19. 5 RE B0 R S AR R TE ARG , 15 B R 5 R

g 20 ERESBRAMENA A RIEHIN Wilson( 1989)
21 B BB R RS AT A S RIWI—5 Yampolskiy(2013)
22, J T LAGTR A 1 £ SR A 24 3

Foort 23, Al UBREURSEY T B PR e RRRATHON
24. RYHLHO 5 TS ATF 55 BT B AR

3.2 BMRME =24,

A RR G R A E 0 IE SR P By
Bto HAwiiullg Bk HBEHLEUE: 8 15 2 BAE
Bemmgal (B9 A, LtE6 sl M=
32.4 % ,SD =8.7, i AR R L) ¥R 5
RN RSN A AT BT, T BUE 5
W . EAHEEBER RS R MEF 6 54T
R 4 AR IR 1A%, LA T URE O7 AR IR A 4
bR LR 374 4y ARYR VR 1R BLAM BR ICR% 1A
B 16 4y, A RARRIE 358 47, A 2% Ry
95.72% , H:A B 214 A (59.18% ), 4tk 144 A
(40.22%) ,18 ~30 % 204 A(56.98% ),31 ~50 % 104
A(29.05%),51 ~60 2 K LA L 50 A(13.96% ) , %5
BT UL, BRSNS E B R0 (SEhr 3 4

3.3 “%itaHr

R SPSS 27. 0 #AT(5 /IR R E R F 7
Br, R F Amos 26. 0 58 B 46T 1 [ R 70 M DA B 454
TR AT o
4 AREGR
4.1 FELH
4.1.1 fFEST

R Cronbach’ s o ZRECK 0] (5 B H#HFTHK
R, B EFN Cronbach’s 2404 0. 854, &4k
BEH) Cronbach’ s « REBTE L ZWE M. A&
T = A i e (0. 766 ) | 325 B BE (0. 785 ) \ —E( i
(0.691) \Fe43: (0. 761) (AT T4 (0. 830) 7] )9
PRI (0. 831) (F& /2 (0. 914) K AE A&7 (0. 801) ,
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ARG

B2 I B T BRI ELE R N — B
HRMEER T

PR AT IR R PN R 43 # (EFA ) , KMO =
0. 827, Bartlett 3R ¥ B 45 R F£ 81, * (276) =

4.1.2

3578.677,p <0. 001, KMIBHE W AT N 7o #re R
#2 RRUEFRSWEREEFAEER

PTG 7R LA B T 250 R IE ST e s v , 3R B
8 AT, Rt RRN 74.071% . #HFHKEH
TRBERE 0.726 ~ 0. 860, ELfA 67 771 L 0 3% 2
Bi7m

RC1 RC2 RC8 RC6 RC4 RC3 RC5 RC7 Communality
EX1 0.726 0.738
EX2 0. 818 0.735
EX3 0. 811 0.712
TR1 0. 804 0. 681
TR2 0.786 0.705
TR3 0.810 0.739
FE1 0. 860 0.771
FE2 0. 840 0.751
co1 0.799 0.674
co2 0.820 0.724
co3 0.801 0. 665
PD1 0. 828 0.748
PD2 0. 848 0.778
PD3 0.827 0.736
ABI 0.824 0.732
AB2 0. 828 0.749
AB3 0. 836 0.769
PC1 0.796 0.778
PC2 0.815 0.810
PC3 0.841 0. 826
PC4 0. 805 0.794
BI1 0. 828 0.723
BI2 0. 826 0.711
BI3 0.831 0.728
4.1.3 IuEMEREFo8 FHEH 2= B E ( Average Variance Extrac-

S REAS FEAT 86 1 [H 7~ 43 47 ( Confirmatory Fac-
tor Analysis, CFA ), 45 58 g 75 CFI = 0.981, TLI =
0.978 ,SRMR =0. 044 , RMSEA = 0. 028 , 44 & %51}

4.1.4 XA EHT

ted, AVE) {1 75 #R 4 36 7] 45 1) X 40 343 . Fornell

Fii Larcker(1981) 45 H

R AVE B9 RFE 2R

TEHHEAMB AL REKAARE, 4R E5R AVE
I HRAEII R T [F]— 5 i AR B B AH 5 R 5, R A
BAREA R AR, BRER K 3 PR

R3 EoHESTR

% TR EHE O —BE maoi WE O wEE EHR FAER
AR
B 0.401
o 0.121  -0.031
FehM 0.332 0.217  -0.020
AT 0.349 0.372  0.020  0.139
A 0.152 0.057  0.380  0.310  0.052
e il J2% 0.448 0.479 0.296  0.259 0.439 0.454
RSN 0.182 0.195  0.120  0.105  0.179  0.185  0.406
AVE iy 0.723 0.744  0.730  0.730  0.789  0.788  0.854  0.757

FITAR
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4.1.5 RYEE

VA TR B R SCHUE , R Y O 2R E
(Average Variance Extracted, AVE) i 4 & 15 &
( Composite Reliability, CR ) K {iF [a] 4 B 38 S0380% o
LR WoR, SYEE M AVE 2R T 0.5, B — B

YEREHARYEREN) CR {HI R T 0.7, 4 T HAEIKF-,
i —Z k" 4E B8 CR HTE 0.6 ~0.7 AR KF
X [8), R WA A & B A B R EGUE, Bk R
R4 Pmo

R4 BYEMESTER

TH R ERE Bk ot Bl WAR . #EHR EHER
CR 14 0.766 0.787 0. 694 0.770 0.831 0.831 0.915 0.801
AVE f§ 0.523 0.553 0.533 0.533 0.622 0.622 0.729 0.573

4.2 My RARR S
K F Amos 26. 0 B EAT G50 7 BB R 4047 o
TEE ELAE & 48 3 ( Comparative Fit Index, CFI) | 3
Fr#% 72 (Root Mean Square Residual, RMSR) ¥ 5
AR 3 2L ( Root Mean Square Error of Approxima-
tion , RMSEA ) &% (1) #1411 FE 45 %0 ( Adjusted Good-
ness of Fit Index , AGFI) .7 — X 5 Hi$8 %% ( Tucker
— Lewis Tndex, TLI) &8 -& FEARHEAT 7347, BEBIHY

LRI 4E R B 7R GFI(0. 936 ) i1 AGFL(0.919) ¥y
KT 0.9 B0 BB {8, RMR (0.044) F1 RMSEA
(0. 028) HBEAL T 0. 05 Fy ™ A hm it ; 7RG EHIUE
Fe B, NFI(0. 918) (IFI(0. 981) .CFI(0. 981) FI
TLI(0.978) ¥j/8 1t 0.9 MIEHEH. LA KE, &W
BTN EE MRV P BB A A 3, PR AT
LERUFE S5 Fim,

RS HERHEE

g EER HEEE b : p BEXE B
R AR iz TR ER
H2a 0.239% 0.264 (0.081) 3.258 0. 001 0.105 0.423
H2b 0.276 0.306 (0.081) 3.765 0. 001 0.147 0.465
H3a 0.386 0.445 (0.084) 5.271 0. 001 0.27% 0.610
H3b 0.318 0.366 (0.077) 4.749 0.001 0.215 0.517
H2a, 0.170 0.248 (0.087) 2.849 0.004 0.077 0.418
H2b, 0.305 0.444 (0.091) 4.892 0.001 0.266 0.622
H3a, 0.150 0.219 (0.087) 2.523 0.012 0.049 0.389
H2 0.246 0.324 (0.075) 4.320 0. 001 0.177 0.471
H3 0.341 0.432 (0.075) 5.779 0.001 0.285 0.579
H1 0.406 0.305 (0.050) 6.152 0. 001 0.208 0.402

H:*p<0.05,""p<0.01,"" " p<0.001

BETRS BRABERNG ISR, AR
PR T S BB O 2R 45 v > g o) R ) 45 48 i R A
R 5 fis . SREIGIHE T 5 AN BE Y,
PRI ES BE R, RABEXRER
gittrE o

LIRS F 2540 7 AR BR8N (SEM) 434 T 24~
ANEAR B (R B I B L — B0 A ) XA
AN NIV ES DSV 3:05- A i MY &2
B AR AER . BERRPERI] T AR
B PR R R HAR XS R M SR
5 g

PR RIER e B W g, P sl gIf
AR 2A— AL B 3R &, T2 AT LA i BT R 5
A A X B A BRAA A R 30 SCE RN B AR SR 22

Bs5 HRERERERRNEEER
Foep A7 U PR A o R v e B B R T AT B
X—SREARZ ML E L, MEERERT,
B AR R B R BT %
FABHAS ST B AP SR AR, 2R RE R 4L
BHET RGN WEE", RN B #
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PR B AT 5 85 R Y R | 4 DX R O AR B
o BB, PN ARG & AT e (B
AR L “H TR RE LM A" BB O ¢
o IZGRA TSR T — A AR R R
BRI, B T AT I PR s iR R IR T B
Bt i

T E T B2, DFIE 4 SR R AR 2 AT Ul B
B, mREA T AEHPGEEX —R e it b, ol
IFIEAAXE BT X SRRES BRI
REGHEINEEHE ARG, ARLR K EE
WECRESRMISHE, THESHNEE
F7RACE  HINS R A E BE

T X —BUESAEHLH, B gt — 2 48m T AR
LEBRTERN AR,

BT, SRR B T IR A, B 5 T
R AR T R AT BAE A . B D BRI A ST 45
A RGIRS T, ELEFEAR T 3R5E BB 2 5 T
AR b — 20l R R MR R 2 S
N, AT T P B R GEAT N RIBE ST, o
BRAT RN BEE TRl . S PR RGER
B SRAE” R, BRI T T AT S B A VR

HUGHXZ LW AN g2, — Bk 515
Bt se R e HE e I e g . —2
PEBOR RGBT NG H P 2T AR B O HUY
Bt S, W WA — SRR BT E
TEHEEH , AT FERPR M5B T8 3
BT R AT IR R ESIESE . 7E R BRI BIfE B
SCREHI P OB A R AR, e R A A X
T HIA N3, X SNBSS R THER TS
g e I R R P R e B — B

oK B A B A T 1) 45 BB 45 B AR 4 (s il S B 4
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Research on the Influencing Factors of Interaction
Design for Perceived Control in Intelligent Driving

Ji Yue
(School of Design and Arts, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081 )

Gong Xiaodong

Abstract ; Intelligent driving technology provides the possibility for building a smarter, safer, and more efficient transportation system,
but whether the technology can benefit a wider group is still influenced by user acceptance. Through an analysis of the Technology Ac-
ceptance Model and related theories, it is pointed out that Perceived Control is one of the key factors affecting user technology accept-
ance,while in the intelligent driving scenario, the driver’ s role transforms from “operator” to “supervisor,” and the transfer of control
authority will inevitably have a negative impact on individual Perceived Control. Therefore ,this study aims to enhance the acceptance of
intelligent driving technology by exploring the factors affecting user Perceived Control in the intelligent driving context. The study in-
tegrates relevant classic theoretical {frameworks , deconstructs Perceived Control into two mediating variables—Predictability and Attribut-
ability—and introduces four exogenous variables—Explainability , Transparency , Consistency , and Sufficiency—to construct a Structural
Equation Model (SEM ) of Perceived Control tailored to intelligent driving scenarios. A total of 358 valid questionnaires were collected,
and path analysis was adopted to validate the model. The results indicate that ; Predictability and Attributability are indeed key mediating
variables affecting Perceived Control ; specifically , Predictability is significantly influenced by Explainability and Transparency , while At-
tributability is significantly influenced by Consistency and Sufficiency,and the research hypotheses are basically verified. This study re-
veals the core factors affecting individual Perceived Control in the intelligent driving context, providing a theoretical basis for intervening
in intelligent driving Perceived Control through interaction design and promoting the widespread application of intelligent driving tech-
nology.

Key words :intelligent driving; perceived control ; predictability ; attributability



