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Examining individuals’ behavior intention of smart care

for the aged services: An empirical information privacy perspective
LIU Qing
( Shanghai University of Engineering Science, Shanghai 201620, China)

[ Abstract] Privacy and information protection are important issues in the era of big data. It is of great value to explore the elderly’s

willingness to use smart elderly care services from the perspective of privacy. In this paper, on the basis of collecting and sorting out

relevant data, SPSS is used for reliability and validity test,
willingness to use smart elderly care services.

and AMOS24.0 is used for the structural equation model of the
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Tab. 1 Research scale and measurement items
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Tab. 2 KMO and Bartlett tests
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Tab. 3 Reliability and validity table
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Fig. 1 Model verification results
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Tab. 4 Adaptive indexes of modified structural equation model
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Tab. 5 Modified model path coefficient and hypothesis test
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