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(WAEEFEEKXY A, LH 200433;2. 8 8 K% P F%, LiF 200032;
3HEEFEEKRSY ARMESFRSE N>~ KA 18 PA, L& 200433)

#% Sl fd B 1 FH 2 /% (mobile health apps, MHA)

J& BEIT BRI ST 5 I 55 vh b 32 71 A6 35 4 B 45 )R Y
fig F AT A H i N7 AR P . MHA T4 Ok & J#
T W EL AR T SR 12T R IR A 5 | A PR T R A
e 5 B ). ORI Z 0T 5 & K MHA R &
BRI A EE FBL PR T MHA B
FEREE 7 T S PP R RS P o I S A
R 5T MHA 75 8 72 5 B5 R0 SE 2 1 il )32 457 2 rp
8 D00 A 5 Y, Ay R R AL 5 T K A
LB R S 27 IS5 . A MHA By 5 & 2
ANJ7 T L AH B I TC R A B PE A AR S bR o AT Y
H AL B PEAN £ 3R 22 O JE BT (@ R ST APP 1Y 3T
Br THBPXF MHA B9PE TR = P, A 4F5E
H W7 F X0 HF MHA v FPEPE 0 A5 2 340 1
WU T HSEAT SR, 9 AH G 58 % % MHA ¥4
TR PP T BRI S Z R4
1 MHA TR FHTE
L1 &b A o i
1.1.1 A% 7 B ¥ % (system usability scale, SUS)

SUS Hi Brooke T 1986 4 4 il , £ 1% ] fifi H #£ F1
Dy 2 AR 3R 10 AR H AR AU B A (Cron-
bach’s « ZREL=0.91) . 7E/NFEA BF 58 v A] 56 P 382
gt e SUS, HAR #50#% B 4 (Cronbach’s «
FH= 0.8O, SUS FHEKD .5 FHH. & Hui
MHA o] I o ) i i R
1.1.2 34 57 A M 3R & & (software usability meas-
urement inventory, SUMI)  SUMI Hi Kirakowski
SES T 1993 AF G il £ 4 i RCHE L2 LA 2 VR H
AEVER G A 5 AN HERE L 3 50 M AAH . SUMIRY
FERAEA BB B E A =
SRS [R) N AR e (0 R VRS S s . 7Rl AR
A APPY K 13 g g i APP- nl HIPE T A o
SN . T SRR,
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B A AP R T AR B2 2R BT H (71904195) 5

1.1.3 AR FA4E & 47T A 19 K (post-study system
usability questionnaire, PSSUQ) PSSUQ Hi Lewis™”
12 1992 HETF & . B 46 R G Ve (5 5 5T & F 5T
i 3 AR L 19 A H L AR T 58 T A AT 5
B G 5 n) ¥, PSSUQ & 215 80 % B &, &
Cronbach’s a 2N 0.97, % 4EF Cronbach’s a &
B0 0.91,0.91, 0,965, & A BF 58 M8 1 b SO
PSSUQ I IFM /T HIPE L HoR I PSSUQ 19 ™
w6 B S AT R S 2 2R

1.1.4 T RAM % & Z A A K E & (uselulness. sat-
isfaction,and ease of use, USE Questionnaire) USE fH
Lund 58" F 2001 4R M g, AL 56 M 5 M 5
EVEFE R 4 D 4EREL L 30 N4 H . USE B3R
AT P e i ) T MHA 5 #4759 a] PR P
Wi, R A{E AE R 4F (Cronbach’s o R =
0.98)M) I SChR

1.2 # 3% MHA TR E#F6HF A

1.2.1 4 BRAZ &3 AT A 3F # & & (health infor-
mation technology usability evaluation scale, Health-
ITUES) #ZHt#% T 2018 4F i Schnall %09 FF & , I
PRAEHE Ay 4 A5 B BOR AT L I A A 5 Chealth
information technology usability evaluation model,
Health-ITUEM)"'" . Health-ITUES {4 4§ T. /£ /£ i
Jo it A T E R B A P 4 A 4R
20 AN H . AU S VRS T
SRGRE D A R o R RAT
55 SE WU BLVPAS , AR AR TG B R s R T T
PEAE S 1Y 52w, i 3R R Likert 5 ¥ 45, M
LARE AR ZED B 5 AR # R 2D 45 70 #8032 n m] H]
PEBLAF . Health-TTUES & %5 AR KL 4F , 4% 4k
Cronbach’s o Z2%(N 0.85~0.92, Health-ITUES
AR R W JE T SO

1.2.2  #zh4k & APP T A # 1#9 #& (mHealth app usa-
bility questionnaire, MAUQ) MAUQ J& Zhou %M
F 2019 4EHF & W EF ST MHA /9 0] F P PE# T2 4R
5 MHA 195026 (38 5B APP it~ 80 APP) i fili
HOEHE MR FE A E IET NG AR,
MAUQ $:4 4 ShA B T Wb L5 8 I & & 18
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M MAUQ ¥4l MHA 9] HifE. 285 APP Y
MAUQ = % 3 45 1 1 19 & F 2 F il 2 v (8 A 4%
FDRGMEBLH 6 M&E) A REGA%ED
SAYERE 3R 21 N H ., mRGERE R, & Cron-
bach’s « ZHH 0.90, % 4E/% Cronbach’s o %0435
0.895.0.829 F1 0.900, 2022 4F, Zhao ZE ¥y #t T 3¢
Ji2 MAUQ. {5 3% R 4f (Cronbach’s o« %(=0.912).

2 MHA REFHIH

2.1 ##EME MHA FEiEhE 4

2.1.1 # 3 m BB FE 5 F & (mobile app rating
scale, MARS) MARS H Stoyanov P29 T 2015 4F
TF VP MHA B iy decd 1 TR Z — Wl ik
BRI R RO MHA B2 % 500 H e,
MARS f4f 3 &R (S5 e 20
JEAUE B L F BRI A6 A4S R3S i HL AT LAk R
1) APP % P 45 B . TR APP X P R
B AT AW FAEN . MARS 215 30% K4
(Cronbach’s « 2%0=0.90)"""", MARS &#£H &k
FISCRR O H SCRRS R TR R ik R B A
FiRE R TR AR IR LA B RN {H G T SRR
2.1.2 B P A% 3h B R AR 45 & & (user version
of the mobile application rating scale, uMARS)
uMARS & Stoyanov ZE1 F 2016 4E fE MARS %
filt b A A Y £ 2 om P 6 A MHA JE 4 T R,
uMARS 45 2% W 5T & 3 23 30T 51T 4, )
A PR FH P B A MIEA X A B AT A 114 5 i A
A 0 S8R5 i - £ 6 RN 1 3E (L PE A0 & ik — 25 2
W B Tl R L B R R R, uMARS B R AF
B B I (Cronbach’s o« Z2E0=10.9", & R
uMARS % & 14 MEH AEFEL R 12
53 AT FERUE R4, SR Cronbach’s
o ZEH 0.890,3 M4EE Cronbach’s o 5 R
0.895.0.871#10.853,

2.2 H R MHA REEH3 A

2.2.1 BHEFEALFKEREITF S E R (quality
of experience qoe in mhealth applications, QoE MHA)
3T QoE Bz, Martinez-Perez 25 T 2013 4F
JFRT QoE MHA & %, 3P MHA 4 4 % it &
TAZBE ZE2QAFBE  HHAEG KB,
AARAFPE (1 AN HD VHERE (2 A2 HD VA2 A 4%
FD L5 % (1A 4 BD R s o (1 A& HD L 3t
21 N H . KU Likert 5 2343, M 1 CE % A ]
EOF 5 CAEF [F ), 45 70 8 s KOs BT s,
MHA 227 % 52 18, 7T L QoE MHA #E173¥
#r A MHA SELEFF &b, W AT AT N 425 Jo 4 24 2 vh
4 A HiEAT PP . o SO,

2.2.2 {1 HEBYP APP #4& L B (health care apps
Jin ZE9H F 2015 AR A4 T £l Y
'+ APP WAL TR JH T IFAN (@ i APP WA OF
B RE AT BR A O R (— B L
PGB TS CBOR Gk = A 4E i, 3R 23 A
ZH. KHETE R 4 HIFsr, — S A 5 H
— (L4 M ZH2 ) KE 3 ). Mo i
69 43,0~23 /3 N A K E, 24 ~46 43—,
AT~69 J & 1540 B HE R APP i BGE, &
FAERE B AT (Cronbach”s o 2% =0.905), =/ 4k JiF
Cronbach’s o« Z2HH 0.840,0.891.,0.870, 1 JGH ST .
223 RBELZRENMFHREEZELEFIHNFEL
(Royal College of Physicians Health Informatics Unit
checklist)  Wyatt 255 F 2015 4EHF & B F{ 2K
[ Ui 2= B i R A7 L 27 8 T 9 PR L o — Kt i R A
HXF MHA 47 5T 5 W 0 19 0 54 X 0] 4 3k 4 46
3R, B APP B JF & & FIN 216 0 (9 A 5%
H),APP iz 171 & (4 45 H) - APP A 2L 19 i 4%
GAMFE I8 ADFH L FHIEIHE. &AM
T/ ANHE G/ AR AE e [ S ORI 2 B fil R 1 2
HITE B BUN 2 1)t B2l A SRR X MHA
TR B FEPEN T B, MIJorh SO,

evaluation tool)

2.2.4 1% APP i # (app chronic disease checklist,
ACDC) Anderson % PUTE 2016 4E 2T 24 89 IF

fhiiE SR BTV BESE 45 A 7 ACDC, HI T 17 12
R APP (S 5 DIRetE . 5 M MR S
AT 24 DM RH. FHEDCR 3 R, FEE
N R N R (O QO DI S (o< A o (B
(0.5 43) VRHIE WA W SR VR T (1.0 43 8408 m R
APP it # gy, wJCrh SO .

2.2.5 APPLICATIONS & &  Chyjek %2 F
2015 4F #4 g 9 MHA 38 97 37 1y & 38 APPLICA-
TIONS, X} APP W25 &1 A% AT 3R 3T I L 2 2% 5C
Bk CAPP NS 2% SRR T AR R E R &N
A LA AR AR Cln B R 5 BRI AED) R ALY
FEEEM: 30 AR AT, 38 10 ASF WA 2 A
T, 2 A 3 H G 0 B R 30 R
K Likert 5 % 3F4r ik, 1CAER 2O 8] s AR &) . H:
fb WA B W 0 F1 1 FRoR“ T MH ", B4
Fn APP I 0 & B . T8 SO

2.2.6 B RAMEEL MR RAT A KL 48 d (Na-
tional Institute for Health and Care Excellence behavior
change guidance, NICE BCG) & &  McMillan %5
2016 SR ZAT kAR APP RPN TR
NICE BCG 3 . 46 H i oHJl f & R vl Pk 00
VAL FNE B AT N AR AT MRS & kT
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Bij AR LR TN B LR 9 A F A, k62 A Ok
Ho A HEIUR 2787, 7m0 Hdm , vl
o TR e o T

2.2.7 Enlight ¥4 Baumel 207 F 2017 4F#y g
TH TP MHA U Tl BT T P45 4 i i il
IBIT I I Enlight £ 28 , 4345 B & VAl #0175 B8
F 4 Bt i PP AL LG T M L s U P S R
WA JRIT UL 1 VR 53R 97 A — i PN 5 W
RALHE TG BE B AL R BE AR 22 42 M M TR 908 7Y
BFHEA . Ui AL SR A Likert 5 2037401, 1 43 (R
WEOH 5 o AERLR) T & Y B 80 06 R
SRR E SR TTEAT, Enlight 8 R EE R
¥f-(Cronbach’s o ZHUN 0.83~0.90) , ¥ JoH S,
2.2.8 f& % APP 4 L E (fitness app scoring instru-
il B APP 4> T H i1 Guo %1% f8 2017 4
MR 26 [ 12 2 B 2 23 i 5 1Y 98 1 T & T 4% T4
5 APP WA BRI, B R WA Fizs 3h (10 5%
FO I ESHE IS A2 D& H) REMHEG 5%
D =A4e e gEAT PP S 4 27 N4 H . KB R
M Likert 5 PPy, =G 4% 3 2 3+ 1 (ALE T
BARAY H BAR A R T0, 15 M R APP i
M, % T B AR AL R4 (Cronbach”s o« R =
0.59~0.99) . {Hfiff HI A< 5 K PP FE 9% I [ 8 AL DFAY
— 3K APP — 75 % 30~40 min, # IR,
2.2.9 &7 APP Ji ¥+ 4% ¥ & (nutrition app quality
evaluation,AQEL)  DiFilippo £ T 2017 4F #4 %
T AQEL &, T PP 5 T % 5 SCRF 9 g Bl T
APP it . AQEL L 4G4T 28 ol RE1E A5 B 3L
Feakf3 . APP JJRE . BL e & JE L APP H I 5 4
i, 3t 25 N AH LS 5 AN A H T IRAE APP X4
AW LI PR 4 A2 BT WA APP X E A
FF 0 T P nT 3 5 R S A I AR R R AT A
AQEL i F {5 3 B & (Cronbach’s o 2%0=0.8~
0.9, M IcH ML,

2.2.10 Hyptt M X ESF APP R # M L A

(quality assessment tool for evaluating medical apps tar-

ment)

geting medication-related problems) Loy ZFH F

2016 4FEA T 259 A OC B2 7 APP it PP Al T
Ho AL A5 B AT AR BT P BRORA P O S A
VRO AL 5 35 B PR BRI . 3 TR Y
£ 45 W A% T RE L 24 W) RH ELAE TR A L 25 W) 0] 0 5
WG B A5k 5 I REVE M . B T R
WA 53 S0 TAE BE L AT P 0 B A P = A 4 B A5 O3
Z ML s PR APP UL A . R G RUE R
2 5o i T SCRR

2.2.11  JR iR E APP A =+ 4# T & (medication

adherence app quality assessment tool, MedAd-AppQ)
Al % UMY 2018 A H T MedAd-AppQ., H T 1F
W25 M E APP, MedAd-AppQ 4% M %5 7] 42
PRI R AR = AL I 24 AN H L s 1S
g3 A3 g3 N T EEYE 11 4 A FEME 29 4 8
FEME 3 . ARIE IS HIEM G LR B 18
R R APP B L, MedAd-AppQ 1554 B
#f(Cronbach’s a &2%0=0.801), M JCH i,
2.2.12 BRI 5 & APP M8 424 R
(organization for the review of care and health applica-
tions-24 question assessment, ORCHA-24)
LI 2017 4EM T ORCHA-24 36, 78 18 1 4%
RS A APP Y 5T it PP G 8 . A0 466 $iHs 4 2 L i
IRIFRCARAE PR 5 2 5 5 = AERE 3k 24 5%
H. SHEWEN 2 G35, 405 & (1 40 A2
(0 43« MR &5 00 2% H IF A 1 00 1 55 4% 4 B A5 o I
BY AR AR R APP FRESLE . S SO
3 MHAWMAYRREFENIAENEZRSNABIR
H AT 8538 MHA ] R T B, B 4
fdi % £ 19 J& SUSP); SUMI Ak i v 4R ), 78
MHA W] FHPEEA th %5 # HT s USE £ 3R 7 5 Sk
WA —E W .5 SUMI #1 USE % [ i JC Hh SChR
FE 1 AN TJE A s PSSUQ A v 3C R 7E 6
Health-ITUES fl MAUQ & MR £ B4 % MHA
Al P B 3 M T B, Health-ITUES 76 3C i,
MAUQ 1 3R 2022 AEWIRI & 26 A R e (4 .
MHA 35 T 2, MARS #1 uMARS J2& [ 4h
% 2 PG T H . uMARS & % 8B OR 24 x)
MHA 4+ g2 5, (B H T 3940 P 20 3]
APP X HAgE AT SRy 1) 52 ) FVE FH B4 8 RT3 i) F
R7E TP MHA, AN AR 12 A5 7T
MHA 1 #1745 % . A ] i 47 — e MHA 34
B 2 % A BT T o A B AT A AR R RO
f B FRU LR 2 RO RO 0 o G AR
i MHA [ PE T 5 AR Y T8 SO, i A& 7E [ N
MHA J5t & P i
4 MHAAAEERREENMIAENRKEESRE
4.1 MHA TRAR®RA R E#FRMNMIT LA T2
MHA TR kAR R/ MHA BN T ENZ A
4 B2 1P MHA PR PRI i . fE MHA (AN [
FE R B BeAd FH W] PR O i R R, AT LR B
MHA 17 7€ (9 0] I PE (] 85, DT Ko of 3647 Bl itk , 42
MHA A 4 RS2 ANl 2 . B X MHA
1Y 5T PEAN BN A 22 R B2 IE M BT L BF 9 A
AP T B (i MARSSY | 9 [ 5L 5% 15 Il 2% B {g

Leigh



e 90 .

ZEFAPH 2023 4F 2 F,40(2)

FRAE B 2= 80 113 1) /B M T & e
MHA B 2 % 5 H i 5, 8 % MHA JF & ; QoE
MHA 0] X% & FF & 5¢ B MHA #4774, th a7 {2
PN BT e B iy 4 A4 B X F & iy MHA i
FTVPHr A2 MHA 19 N 25 1353 BE 78 JT & B Be 143 3
e,

4.2 MHA ##Hh T L6 L3, P UmRMERL
WA A miE ARBFFEAN AR MHA ] F P R0 s
# T H AU Health- ITUES $# 22 42 M2 HBF & & 1K
P Health-ITUEM #AIN ,QoE MHA & #4) &
K4 QoE A%, HoA B g B filh, H R4 SUS,
MAUQ. uMARS # £ A & ™ I & 5 1 &
I v | A ES A R 0 e A e S i VR
J o s ol A = - T i A S B G A I = R Y <]
MHA PF4 T B, DL T it 3% 09 Rk 2 MRl 4 .
4.3 At MHA 69T R WA R 394 T LA 43
;28T (i SUS, SUMI, PSSUQ, USE
RO RIS X MHA #3Hf3F M T 5, JL3E
RS T O R 7 I H R 2w 8 TR R A
AT A4 0 R P PE A B X MHA B2 97 A 56
FROE V7 M. MHA /9 P 3k 3k T 0 4 5 1
MHA P4 T B 8575 5K, 22 E AIF KR 5 4 MHA
g S i IO F TN SN /2.8 = N s s N | 2]
MO PR S 40k ) MHA #4704 . {H H Al A ax 2
ek MHA B0 T B B8R 3 A £ L
# APPLICATIONS #& &8 H T A 1k —53 MHA 1
TEM . A0E S APPYY (T B AY APPYY (R 2
APPY AR 45 B APPY PEMy, I, MHA 45
Sk T RN TE A R

4.4 BEZSE A F A8 MHA R340 T LA &
R KRES MHA & WAL T H 2L & A R 8
B A Bl Nl T, A &l ff BE X MHA 347 3F
#r. A uMARS it & 2 {15 2 0 FH P (g 2 ok 1 st
FOMA M MHA JGYT PE T 5, IR0 PF A 25 RAE
Mk MHA B9 A 7 MHA 551 Hb 3 2 235 ] P
TR P AT R R ATt MHA 283t HI P il
FA) I S PPN T AR B PP 45 SR B BT 18 MHAL K
FEE T R B A B 5 1) B B I A R AR 55
[E883R) R ahfe B B AR Y s 374 1.2
d0i:10.3969/].issn.2097-1826.2023.02.021
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