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A study of the acceptance and cause towards RFID Roll Call System

- NTUA students as case study
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Abstract

Nowadays the use of Radio Frequency lIdentification (Radio
Frequency lIdentification; RFID)is wide, due to its low cost,
high precision and high efficiency. Our thesis is based on the
use of RFID roll call system. In the classroom, in order to
know the student’s attendance rate, teacher will roll or sign
name, and then enter the required information into the
computer,it is very time-consuming. Now, the traditional roll
call is replaced by RFID roll call system, to explore the
acceptance of use in RFID roll call system.

Thesis includes several steps, step one: Pre-build database
operations, step two: To explore the user's wishes through
technology acceptance model, step three: Design the
qguestionnaire from external influences, perceived usefulness,
perceived ease of use attitudes and behavioral intentions,
step four: Reliability and validity of the questionnaire
measured and statisticed.

Keywords:Radio Frequency ldentification, roll call system,
acceptance, university students
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