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Abstract

This study looked at the use of Net lingo, ‘Geupsikche' as the communication language of teenagers in
our society from the perspective of Rogers' innovation acceptance theory and looked at the structural
relationship between the relevant variables of food intake based on the technology acceptance model. The
study participants were distributed in groups that actively embrace innovation. There were differences

between the level of use and the level of knowledge of

‘Geupsikche' in accordance with the type of

innovation acceptance freedom, and the type of innovation, self-efficiency, perceived usability of new
technologies, and the trend of acceptance. Five research hypotheses were adopted in terms of the research
hypothesis of a research model established on the basis of a technology acceptance model. In addition, it
has been shown to have a significant effect on such pathways as innovation — ese of use —usefulness —

Joyful — Intention to use.
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<Table 1> Characteristics of the respondents
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Frequency Ratio Accumulate
(N) (%) ratio
Innovators 45 15.6 15.6
Early Adoptors 95 33.0 48.6
Early Majority 103 358 84.4
Late Majority 37 12.8 97.2
Laggards 8 2.8 100.0
Total 288 100.0 100.0
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<Table 3> Mean, standard deviation, skewness, kurtosis and correlation matrix of variables.

. Self- Perceived Perceived Perceived  Acceptance
Innovation . . .
efficacy ease of use  usefulness enjoyment intention
Innovation
Self-efficacy .399%*
Perceived ease of use 297%* 246%*
Perceived usefulness 255%* 137 .823%*
Perceived enjoyment .199%* A31%* .629%* T46%*
Acceptance intention 191%* 135% .667** .693%** 754%*
Mean 9.38 10.26 8.72 8.00 9.57 7.46
S. D. 2.325 2.79 2.845 2.925 3.594 2.659
skewness .140 .033 -.021 -.108 .056 .013
kurtosis 468 .007 -235 -353 -.546 - 111

* p < .05 ** p< .01
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<Table 4> Results of hypothesis verification

coei;g;em SE. CR. 0 Null/Ad.

1 Perceived ease of use—Acceptance intention .599 213 3.224 .001 Null

2 Perceived usefulness—Acceptance intention -.348 237 -1.502 133 Null

3 Perceived enjoyment—Acceptance intention .682%* 111 6.205 .000 Ad.

4 Innovation—Acceptance intention .014 .079 255 799 Null

5 Self-efficacy—Acceptance intention -.066 101 -.992 321 Null

6 Perceived ease of use—Perceived enjoyment -.248 211 -1.343 179 Null

7 Perceived usefulness—Perceived enjoyment 1.072* .190 5.728 .000 Ad.

8 Innovation—Perceived enjoyment -.042 .082 -T717 474 Null

9 Self-efficacy—Perceived enjoyment .085 .103 1.249 0212 Null

10 Innovation—Perceived ease of use .305% .100 3.696 .000 Ad.

11 Self-efficacy—Perceived ease of use .077 114 .891 373 Null

12 Perceived ease of use—Perceived usefulness .944%* 075 14.073 .000 Ad.

13 Innovation—Perceived usefulness 011 .064 235 814 Null

14 Self-efficacy—Perceived usefulness -.125 075 -2.476 .013 Null

15 Innovation—Self-efficacy S12% .038 4.986 .000 Ad.
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