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Abstract

Now, the mobile device market of smartphones
and tablet Personal Computers are Extensive.
High-speed wireless communications networks and
services provided by the cloud industry. In this thesis,
the mobile cloud sevices is the main study. Using the
mobile and personal portable devices, cloud strorage
services and community features such as shared
services, mobile cloud services platform designed to
meet the needs of users. The action of objects to
Taiwan's cloud services through entities to
questionnaires in the form of cloud questionnaires.

The study explore Mobile Cloud Service user behavior.

Therefore, This research forwards a successful model
of cloud service, which is integration system of the
technology acceptance model and conversion behavior
pattern. Through empirical investigation and
discussion are on the cloud service conversion,
behavior model of a multidimensional relation. By
means of empirical test of the relationship between the
variables to successfully transform behavior patterns
of cloud services.

Keywords: Cloud service, Information Systems
Success Model, Technology Acceptance Model,
Switching costs, Switching Intention, Conversion
disorder.
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