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4) ¥4l g4ko] & (Innovation Diffusion Theory : IDT)
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JAolge AR7V|E &4 RS AWster o dE HEHAG
(Davis, 1989;Brancheau and Wetherbe,1990). & 41341 0] & (Innovation Diffusion
Theory : IDT)olA = A& “FAA FRIGANA MEL FHO=E JAAHE ofo]
toj, AHE, /MY T2 A3t JtH(Rogers, 1983). ©] B3PS YAilo 83
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£ 93ty A3} AAA(result demonstrability)S AL o] &3 AR7} FIFA
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5) AR 7)E A& F8&9 F ol E(Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of
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@© 24 3% ]2 (Theory of Reasoned Action : TRA)
@ AKR7]E5 8 E 3 (Technology Acceptance Model : TAM)
@ &71°] & (Motivation Model, MM)
@ AYHE PF o] & (Theory of Planned Behavior : TPB )
® TAM ¥ TPB¢] &4 X ¥( Combined TAM and TPB, C-TAM-TPB)
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ABSTRACT

Determinants of Intent to Use Wireless Information

Technology at a University Hospital Nurses

LEE, EUN JU

Dept. of Health Administration
The Graduate School of
Health and Environment

Yonsei University

The purpose of this study is to investigate determinants of intent to use a
wireless information technology(WIT) in the nursing department of a university
hospital in Korea. The independent variables used in the study are technical
readiness, perceived readiness, organizational readiness, clinical practice
applicability, social environment, compatibility, and socio-demographic
characteristics, and the dependent variable is the intent to use a wireless
information technology. The sample used in this study consisted of 297 nurses
selected from a university hospital located in eastern part of South Korea.

Data were collected with self-administered questionnaires and analyzed using

multiple regression analysis. The result of this study is as follows.

First, there was a significant difference in the intent to use WIT in terms of
the present proficiency of using WIT. No significant difference was found in
the intent to use WIT in terms of the age, education, and Ilength of
employment.

Second, all of correlations between independent variables and the dependent
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variable were significant and the directions were also consistent with those
hypothesized in the model.

Third, 5 independent variables of compatibility, organizational readiness,
technical readiness, clinical practice applicability, and perceived readiness were
found to have significant effect on the intent to use of WIT of hospital nurses.

As a conclusion, it is necessary to make organizational, clinical, and
technical environment favorable to nurses prior to applying WIT to hospital
nurses. To provide an education and training for improving the skill of using
WIT and to make the new WIT compatible with the existing nursing
information system are also important for hospital nurses to use WIT more

easily and conveniently.

Key words : Wireless Information Technology, Intent to Use, Hospital Nurses
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