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2.2. I-voting and Trust 

2.3. To I-vote or not to I-vote  
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3. The Slovenian Case 
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4. Research Framework and Hypotheses Development 

 

4.1. The Conceptual Model 
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4.2. Research Hypotheses 
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Facilitating 
Conditions, 
Use Behavior, 
Experience 

This study involves only BI and i-voting as an e-government service is 
not yet available in Slovenia, so use behavior cannot be measured. 

Age The use of age is not sensible given the peer sample of respondents 
(minimal age difference). 

Gender Similar extant research does not support an impact on BI (Alshehri et al., 
2012; Powell et al., 2012). 

Voluntariness 
of Use 

Election participation is voluntary in Slovenia, and i-voting is only offered 
as an additional experimental voting option. 

 
 
5. Methodology and Data Reliability 

 

5.1. Respondents Profile 
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5.2. Data Collection 

6. Results 

 

6.1. Measurement Model 
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    Local level  State level 

Construct  No. of 
variables 

 Cronbach 
α 

Loadings CR  Cronbach 
α 

Loadings CR 

PE  3  0.845 

PE1 .81 

PE2 .91 

PE3 .72 

0.913  0.845 

PE1 .81 

PE2 .91 

PE3 .72 

0.913 

EE  3  0.826 
EE2 .87 

EE3 .89 
0.931  0.826 

EE2 .86 

EE3 .90 
0.931 

PI  2  0.843 
PI1 .59 

PI2 1.24 
0.951  0.843 

PI1 .86 

PI2 .85 
0.909 

TP  3  0.814 

TP1 .90 

TP3 .75 

TP5 .67 

0.886  0.789 

TP2 .74 

TP4 .78 

TP6 .73 

0.871 

TEC  3  0.889 

TEC1 .86 

TEC3 .84 

TEC5 .86 

0.937  0.929 

TEC2 .92 

TEC4 .83 

TEC6 .92 

0.962 

BI  3  0.893 

BI1 .84 

BI3 .89 

BI5 .85 

0.941  0.907 

BI2 .88 

BI4 .92 

BI6 .92 

0.948 
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Construct AVE PE EE PI TP TEC BI w  Construct AVE PE EE PI TP TEC BI 

PE 0.67 0.82            PE 0.67 0.82           

EE 0.78 0.36 0.88          EE 0.78 0.36 0.88         

PI 0.94 0.03 0.01 0.97        PI 0.73 0.06 0.02 0.85       

TP 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.78      TP 0.56 0.00 0.01 0.03 0.75     

TEC 0.73 0.02 0.06 0.00 0.27 0.85    TEC 0.82 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.18 0.91   

BI 0.74 0.49 0.19 0.09 0.01 0.03 0.86  BI 0.77 0.41 0.19 0.09 0.02 0.06 0.88 

 

6.2. Structural Model Verification 

Indicators  Acceptable values  Local level  State level 

χ2  
 

 130.84  187.87 

Df  
 

 89  90 

p  < 0.05  0.003  0.000 

Normalized χ2 (χ2/df)  ≤ 3.00  1.47  2.09 

GFI  ≥ 0.90  0.93  0.90 

RMSEA  ≤ 0.05 or 0.08  0.05  0.08 

NFI  ≥ 0.90  0.93  0.91 

CFI  ≥ 0.90  0.98  0.95 

TLI  ≥ 0.90  0.97  0.93 

PNFI  ≥ 0.60  0.69  0.68 
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7. Discussion 

 

   Local  State    

Hypot
hesis  

Path  β  
T-

value  
Sig.  Β  

T-
value  

Sig.  Supported  

H1.  PE→BI  .66  .913  0.000** .5 .913  
0.000

**  
Supported  

H2.  EE→BI  -.003 .913  .975  .09 .913  .284  
Not 

supported  

H3.  PI→BI  .18  .915  0.021*  .11 .909  .112  
Supported 
only at the 
local level  

H4.  TP→BI  -.04  .886  .622  .09  .871  .223  
Not 

supported  

H5.  TEC→B .11  .038  .179  .13  .962  .076  
Not 

supported 

 

7.1. Hypotheses Verification 
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7.2. Study Limitations 

7.3. Recommendations for Further Research 
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8. Conclusion 
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9. Implications for Theory and Practice 
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