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O ABSTRACT 0O

The "Technology Acceptance Model" (TAM), introduced in 1986, continues to be
the most widely applied theoretical model in the information system's field. It is originally
proposed by Davis (1986), and assumes that an individual's information systems,
acceptance is determined by two major variables: perceived usefulness and perceived ease
of use, while these two variables are influenced by external factors.

This research extends the TAM model by introducing some external variables that
probably influence the perceived usefulness and the perceived ease of use. The extended
model is used to test the users' usage of accounting information systems on a sample of
users within Syrian textile companies.

The research results indicate that the "perceived ease of use" has a stronger
association with the actual use than the "perceived usefulness”. It can be included that the
"ease of use" has not precedence over the "perceived usefulness” on the contrary with
previous studies. Furthermore, the influence of the proposed independent variables (except
for the "age" variable™) is stronger on the "ease of use" than the "perceived usefulness”.
Finally, both of "ease of use" and "perceived usefulness"” influence each other; that is why
the arrow should be depicted to have both sides in the model.

Key words: technology acceptance model, accounting information systems usage,
perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, individual's characteristics.
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(o) BLEN) Jalaa Julas

s Ll Jeles dad) Cisn e 4S50l Aadially jend) o BLENI oF (2-1) OVaad) o (1
Ao LY Jelee daf) Gy uSe A0 aladiu) Wseas seadl G LAY o G 4 (0.145
.(0.149

0=0.01 N3 Gsime de Jpe Al Aaiidly guindl o Bla¥) o (4-3) Vsl o (2
Gsia die Liad Jpie 45000 23N Algeus aind) o LS oy ¢(0.341 als BlayY) dalas dad)
(0-358 s L)V Jalas 4ad) 0=0.01 4V

iad i Cun gy sk A5 Axiially el (sgiae o BN O (6-5) Vsl o (3
A0 a3 Asgans aleill (ggie cpn Taliy¥) S5 c0=0.01 AN (g5ise 2ie 0.757 Laliy¥) Jelas
=0.01 A2 s5ise xic 0.850 gl o o8

Al dxdially 3yal)l G hlsy) dla 0=0.01 WVa suwe xe 4l (8-7) Nsaall cuw (4
(r=0.688) A )2al) 25| Wggass 3l oy Blivls «(r=0.559)

dadially il Aaglie Gn f Bl @l 0=0.01 AN 5w 2e 4l (10-9) Nsaall cn (5
(r=0.906) S )2l A3tV A ggss il daslia (pn lan (558 Loyl (r=0.774) 48,04l

A Aaiiall G of blgyl s @=0.01 AV ssise 2ie 4l (12-11) Npaall cn (6
Ay A50al laailN) e G s g Baly) dla of s ¢(r=0.780) alaill adll olasiuNly
(r=0.945) Jlaill _Lail

Al AlaaiN) Asen Gp o b)) dlia 0=0.01 Yo ssise vie ail (13) Jeaall (7
0.776 iy 38,04l daiially

A nal) Aaially jand) ¢y Bl ¥) £(1) Jsaad)

Correlations
PU AGE
-.145 1 Pearson AGE
Correlation
.236 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 -.145 Pearson PU
Correlation
. .236 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
e BLEY) 1(2) dsxd
NEE Correlations U gguuy panl)
PEOU AGE .
-.149 1 Pearson AGE 45 aall
Correlation
222 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 -.149 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
. .222 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
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Correlations
PU GENDER
341 1 Pearson GENDER
Correlation
.004 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 9 N
1 341 Pearson PU
Correlation
. .004 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
A aal) e\.sﬁu\z\ Mw@ oudad) s Jalis ) :(4) Jeaadl
Correlations
PEOU GENDER
.358 1 Pearson GENDER
Correlation
.003 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 9 N
1 .358 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
. .003 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
KSJAA.“ 3;.6.'..41\3 H&.‘d\ e LYY :(5) Jgaall
Correlations
PU EDU
757 1 Pearson EDU
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 757 Pearson PU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
Z\SJM\ (‘.\\Aﬁu‘i\ 3\.[94....43 Hus S LYy :(6) Jsaadl
Correlations
PEOU EDU
.850 1 Pearson EDU
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 9 N
1 .850 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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45,00)) dadially §uad) (s oL 2(7) Jgsadl

Correlations
PU EXP
.559 1 Pearson EXP
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 .559 Pearson PU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
:\SJM\ aladiuy) 3\.‘3@.«3 By o LYY :(8) Jgad
Correlations
PEOU EXP
.688 1 Pearson EXP
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 .688 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
KSJAAI dadially il daglia (s Jalsi ) :(9) Jeaadl
Correlations
PU CR
774 1 Pearson CR
Correlation
.000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 9 N
1 774 Pearson PU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
ZSJ.\.A! aladiuy) Z\J,g.uj i) LJLL G Bl Y :(10) Jeaadl
Correlations
PEOU CR
.906 Pearson CR
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 .906 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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Correlations
USE PU
.780 1 Pearson PU
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 .780 Pearson USE
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
.é.uam g.hil\ ehﬁu\lb KSJAA\ e\dﬁu\“ ?U“.u O Bl ) :(12) Jeaall
Correlations
USE PEOU
.945 1 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 .945 Pearson USE
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
Ag)aal) aladiny) Agguus AS)aal) dadiall G BLEN) 1(13) Joaad)
Correlations
PEOU PU
776 1 Pearson PU
Correlation
.000 . Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
1 776 Pearson PEOU
Correlation
. .000 Sig. (2-tailed)
69 69 N
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
Jlaasy) Jadas

Daially (L) daglie ade (yall cadetl) (puinll ¢ yeall) Albid) iyl Gp Jlasiy) Jiad xe (1
Op L ADle et a5 0.824 saxidl LoV dales dad o (14) Jsaad) G (AS)2) driiall) ail
DL Jis diledl o x5 a5 0.679 als paatll Jelee dad o LS ciliiud) crially ol il
P=0.015< 0 = 0.05 4usiea Jlia) dady by=4.062 il dad of (15) &) Jsaall ans
o =0.05 augma Jlial day by= = 5,541 " jaall' yuaie Jie dady )28 ANV (glia die D)t 4l
Jldia) dasis cby= — 0.604 "Luindl e Jue dady 138 AN (sgise die dypine e 4iesid (P=0.697>
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b3= 0.976 "adeil' e Jie Aads .13 AN (sgie dic dygine 4%l (P=0.026 >a = 0.05 <iigine
Al aie Jie dady e ANVAN gglae die dgima alasid oo = 0.05 1 Asliae algima Jlaia) dads
AVl gsie die Aygima pe aia@d (P=0.402 > o = 0.05  4aysiee Jlaal dad oSy by = 0.133
dia@i P=0.069 > o = 0.05 4isine Jlain) dad Ll bg= 0.369 " il daglia e Jie day )22
dadidll & el i ol adailly Guind) el o) D) Sy LA L 138 AV (sgie e Aygine g
g aiills 4S50l
) il (o) Aaglia chydll caneill i) ¢ yanll) Al ria) (a1 Jad vie (2
O A Ao (o e s «0.949 LN dalae dad o) (16) dsaad) Coy (ASaa)l aladin) Alsen)
N i Al i Alaleall o x5 85 ¢0.902 aall Jalas dad (fs caliisall <l piially il yuiciall
P=0.000 < & = 0.05 ausine Jlis) dady bg= — 4.687 culill dad of (17) Jsand) Cams
P=0.440 > o 4 sine Jlaial Gads (0;=5.691 " peall’ e Jso Gasis 138 AN (ggine Y Ay sine Aiaiid
Jcia) dady 0y=0.496 "(uiall i Jie dads )3 AVA gsiee dic dygine e 4l = 0.05
03=0.909 "adeill' juxie Jie das 138 AN (g5iue N dysine diait (P=0.001< @ = 0.05 <iysins
Al juxie Jae dady L1328 AV gsiie dic Aygies 4l (P=0.001< o = 0.05 4isine Jlaial dads
Jae day e AVAN (g5iue die dgima atatd (P=0.002 < o = 0.05 4hsima Jlaial dady by=0.271
ANV g5ine die dygins 4iasid (P=0.000< 0=0.05 wiusina Jlinl dads D5=0.406 'l dalis e

Mg saslly 48,0

A 2al) Aniially Alkesal) Cifpiial (o ABMall yaail) Jalaag BTN Jalaa dagd :(14) Jgaad

Model Summary

Std. Error of  Adjusted R R Square R Model
the Estimate Square
.745 .654 .679 .824 1

a Predictors: (Constant), CR, GENDER, AGE, EXP, EDU

45,00 dndial) aglil) aiall jasay) Aalaa B Bl ) clales :(15) Jsaad
& ¢

Coefficients
Sig. t Standardized Unstandardiz
Coefficients ed
Coefficients
Beta Std. Error B Model
.015 -2.495 1.628 -4.062  (Constant) 1
.697 -.391 -.037 140 -5.451E-02 AGE
.026 2.275 .188 .266 .604 GENDER
.055 1.958 .328 .498 .976 EDU
402 .844 116 157 133 EXP
.069 1.847 .383 .200 .369 CR
a Dependent Variable: PU

68



Tishreen University Journal Eco. & Leg. Sciences Series 2011 (1) 2=l (33) alaall 45316l palaBY) oglall @ (4380 dnals Alaa

A0 a5 Alggan i) psiially Alieaal) cipiiall 080 Jalrag BLSY) Jalas Lo :(16) Jsaad

Model Summary

Std. Error of  Adjusted R R Square R Model
the Estimate Square
.391 .894 .902 .949 1

a Predictors: (Constant), CR, GENDER, AGE, EXP, EDU

AS 00l Aa5Y) Alggan gl ptiall jlasi¥) Alslea b L ¥ cdlalaa :(17) Jgaadl

Coefficients
Sig. t Standardized Unstandardiz
Coefficients ed
Coefficients
Beta Std. Error B Model
.000 -5.488 .854 -4.687  (Constant) 1
440 777 .041 .073 5.691E-02 AGE
.001 3.556 .163 .139 .496 GENDER
.001 3.477 .323 .261 .909 EDU
.002 3.287 .251 .083 271 EXP
.000 3.873 444 .105 .406 CR
a Dependent Variable: PEOU

:Gluagilly claliiiuy)
slaliiiay)
Al 223N Al ggs 48500l dmiial) (e JS5 pend) (pn Asine AN I3 ADe aag Y (1
Al 2123 A gy 48500l dndial) (e S Guinll Ay gine AV D ADle 2a g (2
AS el ) A ggs AS )00l dniial) (e S addaill (ssise (o Aysine AV I3 AL 2a 5 (3
A2l 235N A g s AS )2l Andiall (ge S5 Byad) (s A sina AN D ADle aa s (
(
(
(

~

ASH2al 2230 A e s 48500l Aninal) (e JS5 i) daglia (pn dysine AND G ADe 225 (5

il Ladl) Ao 1g AS50d) dxdiall G Ay sine AN I3 ADLe 2a 43 (6

el adll 2231 3500l alain) Aggu o dysine AN ) ADle 2a g (7

AS 2l dmiially ASpaall aladin] Al geas (g dysina AN ) ADe 2a g (8

e A nal) aaAnN) W jurie Jadiy (Lilis (zdsall e " pendl’ i dlefin) Cagay Vsl i 134
site o) o dly Lee el a3t e "ASad) dedidl' e Bl e ol IS edl) Glasauy)
oai o el alaail) e ol o)l Gy CASadl Aadiall e Gaw VRS ad) lasiul) Al
0o il Al Alaiu) e’ e o Alid) cpsndl il o Bl LAsL Gl 8 5y L
=i Lae ol iy A aal) i) Aggs 3500l Andiall S clalys S0l Ariiall' e o laydls
olail zasall (A agdl pag
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Al A Al pariall a8y ) Al lriall daeiall JlaadV) ddat e 0 (10
D e 508 " el o Uiinly o il Aasliag spally addailly Guiall) Al clysia) g of 4S5
A2l alasia) A g al) riall
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@ il Al e A0l dediad) 0 G aled) g callaill el aladiu¥) e "AS 50 dediall' i
L

tlua gill
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AL gigay ABaay Ay yail) 4558 s Ll il
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sall Jelilly aladiu) Jeas aleay plaill adlia Shy e 350 alail) ascae Gl o3 4a5 (5
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