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Table 1 Measurement items of variable
(HJ) HJ1 cHJ2 s HJ3 s Hj4A 13.16
(52) SZ1 0 SZ2 . SZ3 . S74 . SZ5 ; SZ6 19.20 ;
 SZ7 1 SZ8
(JS) JS1 ; JS2 ; JS3 ; JS4 ; JS5 ; JS6 1726
22.28 ;
(Jv) 1 ;2 ;JY3 ; JYA 3 JYS
ZD1 i ZD2  ZD3 i ZD4  ZD5 ; ZD6 23 ;
(ZD) L ZD7
YOY1 ; YOY2 ; YOY3 ; Yovy4 ; YOY5 14.18.27
(Y0Y)
(Yry) YIYl  YIV2 ; YIY3 ; YIY4 , YIYS 14.18.27
SS1 ;SS2 ; SS3 ; SS4 ; SS5 ; SS6 ;
(SS)
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2.2 SPSS17.0
KMO 0.916; Bartlett
X’ =5 112.475 p =0.000
T .
SPSS17.0
2
8
10 JY6.7D6 .
SZ5\JY5 YIYA.YIY5.YOY4.YOY5.5S5.SS6.
2.3
( : SZ4. JS2.ZD5. JY4 .
HJ4.SS3)
36 (2.
2
Table 2 Summary of exploratory factor analysis
F, F, F, F, Fs Fy F, Fy
$76(0. 701 ZD2(0.756) | YOY1(0.830) | JSI(0.765) SS1(0.852) | YIV1(0.731) | JY1(0.724) HJ1(0. 624)
S77(0. 695 ZD1(0.722) | YOY2(0.722) | JS3(0.717) $S4( 0. 776) YIV2(0.730) | JY3(0.587) HJ2(0.560)
SZ1( 0. 693 ZD3(0.705) | YOY3(0.539) | JS4(0.667) $S2(0.684) | YIV3(0.655) | J¥2(0.585) HJ3(0.526)
S78(0. 634 ZD7( 0. 699) JS5( 0. 576)
$72(0.579 ZD4( 0. 621)
SZ3(0.528
KMO =0. 895 . Bartlett Xz =5112.475 p =0.000
F, F, F, F, Fy Fy F, Fy
3.578 3. 460 2.433 2.432 2.294 2.116 1.823 1.512
(%) 11.927 11.534 8. 11 8. 106 7.646 7.052 6.105 4.941
11.927 23.462 31.571 39.678 47.323 54.376 60.481 65.422
2 a :0.589.0. 720
30 8 0.813.0. 732.0. 827.0. 838.0. 732.0. 779
8 0.916. @
. . 0.6
. . . . .
3.2
3 . 3
3.1 (CFA) 8
Likert ( 3. 4)
Cronbach’ s « SPSS17. 0

HJ\JY\SZ.]JS\ZD.YOY.YIY.SS 8
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Table 3 Fit effect statistics of factors’ CFA model
X/dF RMSEA AGFI GFI IFI NFI RMR CFI TLI
HJ — — — 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 — 1. 000 —
JY — — — 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 — 1. 000 —
SZ 0.722 0. 000 0.993 0. 998 1.003 0.993 0.010 1. 000 1. 006
JS 1.833 0.034 0.988 0. 999 0.997 0.994 0. 007 0.997 0.982
ZD 1.273 0.019 0. 990 0.997 0. 999 0. 995 0.013 0. 999 0.997
YOY — — — 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 — 1. 000 —
YIy — — — 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 — 1. 000 —
SS — — — 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 — 1. 000 —
4
Table 4 Analysis of factors” discriminant validity
X CMIN P X CMIN P
SZ a SZ a
138. 51 168. 430
38.513 313.963 0. 000 1 304. 943 . 000
JY 452.476 7D 473.373"
Sz 142.572° Sz 86. 763"
. 325.352 0. 000 . 360. 569 . 000
JS 467.924 SS 447.333
SZ 157. 540* SZ 183. 754"
. 302. 562 0. 000 . 296. 954 . 000
YIY 460. 102 HJ 480. 708
Sz 149. 834° ZD 161. 990*
. 254. 165 0. 000 . 317. 692 . 000
YOY 403. 999 YOY 479. 682
ZD 102. 715* ZD 73. 022"
. 226. 883 0. 000 . 249.125 . 000
1y 329.597 JY 322. 146
ZD 47. 749" ZD 82.908"
. 236. 430 0. 000 . 274.874 . 000
YIy 284.179 SS 357.783
ZD 89. 523° JS 59.905°
281.927 0. 000 373.477 . 000
JS 371. 450" SS 433. 382"
JS 73.736" JS 112. 550"
. 459. 588 0. 000 . 294. 048 . 000
Yiy 533.324 JY 406. 598
JS 150. 208* JS 135. 396°
. 261.712 0. 000 . 247.517 . 000
HJ 411. 920 YOY 382.914
S8 42.519* S8 51.248°
. 367. 445 0. 000 . 357.366 . 000
YIY 409. 964 Jy 408. 614
JY 94.618" JY 129.951°
. 395. 645 0. 000 . 333. 866 . 000
HJ 490. 263 YOY 463. 817
Yoy 171. 623* Yoy 138. 896°
. 276. 460 0. 000 1 287. 559 . 000
Hy 448. 082" JY 426. 455"
Yoy 80. 653" Yry 98.912*
. 387.192 0. 000 . 475. 473 . 000
Yiy 467. 845 JY 574.385
Yy 73.076* HJ 94.392°
. 437.924 0. 000 . 287. 146 . 000
in 511. 000 JY 381.538
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3 CFA GFI
( ) ~IFI( )
WNFI( ) CFI(
0.9. .
CFA X 1dF( 3.3
) 3.0 RMR( ) ( 2)
0.05 RMSEA( )
0.05 AGFI( ) TLI( ( SEM)
) 0.9.
CFA
2 3“ LISREL. AMOS
AMOS17.0
( CFA)
0.05 2 4
0.05
(5.
5
Table 5 Results of coefficient estimation and fit index
t P
SZ< - --JY 1. 024 0. 181 5. 665 * % %
SZ< - --HJ 0.395 0.115 3.421 * % %
YIY< - - -SZ 0.338 0. 069 4.919 * * %
Yiy< - - -Jy 0. 525 0. 130 4.031 * * %
YIY< - - —-HJ 0. 140 0.077 1. 826 0. 068
YOY< - - =YIY 0.239 0. 090 2. 661 0. 008
YOY< - - - ]S 0.811 0. 125 6. 487 * Kk %
YOY< - - -HJ 1.342 0.291 4.611 * % %
SS< - - =YIY 0. 288 0.076 3.787 * % %
SS< - - =Yooy 0.349 0. 089 3.914 * K K
SS< - --7ZD 0.127 0. 024 5.339 * % %
SS< - - -HJ 0.074 0. 152 0.484 0. 628
X2 /dF GFI AGFI IFI CFI RMSEA
7.147 0.773 0.732 0. 631 0. 629 0. 091
o p <0.001.
5 3 Hatcher *
(p <0.05) :
X /dF 7.147 SEM ?
3.0; GFI.AGFI.IFI ~ CFI <0.9 AMOS
: RMSEA 0.091 =0.08 ( 6).



4 TAM — 53 —
6
Table 6 Results of coefficient estimation and fit index from adjustment model
T R?
SZ< -~ -JY 0. 608 *** 0. 064 7.474
Sz 0. 452
SZ< - - -HJ 0. 288 *** 0.031 5.358
YIY< - - =SZ 0. 494 *** 0. 128 5.416
YIY< - - - JY 0.303 *** 0. 080 4. 147 Yiy 0.571
YIV< - - -H]J 0.128" 0. 041 2.514
YOY< - - - ]S 0. 422 %+ 0.220 6.738
YOY < - - —HJ 0. 399 *** 0.123 9.473 YOy 0.374
YOY < — — —YIY 0.110** 0. 148 2. 689
SS< - - —YOY 0.280 7 0.010 5.493
SS< - - -7ZD 0. 466 *** 0. 035 5.901 SS 0. 549
SS< - - =YIV 0.187" 0. 052 2.593
X 1dF GFI AGFI IFI CFI RMSEA
3.392 0.927 0.903 0. 906 0. 905 0. 057
p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p <0.001.
6 Xz/dF =3.392 0. 399 0. 128
3.0 =0.9
i RMSEA 0. 057 <0.08 LC
36
LC
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Empirical research on intention of lean construction implementation based on
TAM theory

LI Shu-quan'  WANG Changiang WU Xiu<u' ZHENG Yuan-ming'
ZHU Kong-guo®

1. Business School Tianjin University of Finance & Economics Tianjin 300222 China;
2. Human Resources Department Bank of Hebei Corporation Limited Shijiazhuang 050011 China;
3. Library Shandong Youth University of Political Science Jinan 250103 China

Abstract: Based on the analysis of literatures interview practices and the theory of technology acceptance
model the paper shows the main factors and channels affecting the intention of lean construction implementa—
tion and further constructs a conceptual mode. We identify the measurement items of the formal survey ques—
tionnaire through project preparation project analysis and exploratory factor analysis and then test the con-
ceptual mode by the empirical method. We arrive at the following conclusions: all factors affecting the inten—
tion of lean construction implementation reach the significance levels except the environmental factor which
certifies that the conceptual mode we propose can better explain the regular pattern in the staff implementation
process of lean construction. Some recommendations facilitating the implementation of lean construction in Chi-
na’ s enterprises are brought forward.

Key words: lean construction; influence factors; implementation intention; technology acceptance model;

structural equation modeling



