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(HEHH B )

A Comparison Study of TAM and Its Theory Basis

Abstract :In the research on the acceptance of information technology, there are many research models. Every

model has different determinant factors of acceptance. In this article, we have introduced three important mod-

el of acceptance:Theory of Reasoned Action,Theory of Planned Behavior and Technology Acceptance Model.

In the last part of the paper, we have made comparative analysis to their main factors.

Key words:theory of reasoned action;theory of planned behavior;technology acceptance mode
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