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Abstract
Despite e-learning’s rapid growth and significant benefits, especially during the CO-
VID-19 pandemic, retaining students in this educational environment is a critical 
challenge in the post-corona era. Therefore, our research was conducted to explore 
how we can promote the continuance use of e-learning (CUEL) platforms. More 
specifically, this study examines how identity, inertia, and computer self-efficacy af-
fect CUEL. Data were collected from 384 users and provided support for the model. 
The results indicated that social identity, relational identity, and inertia are critical 
determinants of CUEL. Furthermore, inertia mediates the relation between social 
identity and CUEL. In addition, we found that computer self-efficacy moderates the 
relation of inertia and relational identity with CUEL, but its moderating effect on 
the influence of social identity and CUEL is not supported. Finally, the theoretical 
and practical implications of this study are discussed.

Keywords E-learning · Continuance use · Social Identity · Relational identity · 
Inertia

1 Introduction

The COVID-19 pandemic caused a sudden shift to online learning in most universi-
ties (Shirish et al., 2021). The spread of the COVID-19 pandemic has led to deep 
changes in social interactions and organizations, and the education system has not 
been protected because it led to the closure of higher education systems around the 
world (Murphy, 2020). In contrast, e-learning was prior seen as an optional and non-
compulsory way to render lectures and provide skill training for educators. Neverthe-
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less, today, due to the COVID-19 pandemic, e-learning has become the salvation of 
higher education (Müller et al., 2021). One of the significant benefits of this approach 
is learning and training anywhere and anytime (Chang, 2016). It means technologies 
have transformed the customary way of education into the modern way of learning 
(Di Vaio et al., 2020). E-learning is roofed under a more extensive term of tech-
nology-based learning through learning portals, mobile apps, and thousand sorts of 
available websites for combined learning tools (Shahzad et al., 2021).

Continuance use of e-learning refers to the user’s subsequent use of e-learning 
after the first experience (Chen et al., 2021; Şahin et al., 2022; Tawafak et al., 2021). 
However, little is known regarding why numerous users discontinue their e-learning 
after a prior experience (Sun et al., 2008). With the advent of COVID-19, CUEL again 
came to the fore. With the disease outbreak, there has been a rapid move towards 
e-learning, commonly referred to as emergency e-learning. This type of training does 
not involve long-term structured planning other than the purposeful e-learning efforts 
developed (Müller et al., 2021). Therefore, emergency e-learning programs consider 
appropriate crisis response measures (short term) (Murphy, 2020) but not long term.

Despite conducting various research using different models (Akbari et al., 
2022; Bhattacherjee, 2001b; Cheng & Yuen, 2018; Lee, 2010; Mehta et al., 2019; 
Tha et al., 2009; Pereira et al., 2015; Roca et al., 2006), CUEL has always been a 
significant challenge in the education system. Because there is no special educational 
approach in the field of e-learning and most people have to learn by themselves. 
This type of learning mechanism limits learners’ exchanges and affects the quality of 
learning effects (Oo Tha et al., 2009). Therefore, it is necessary to make appropriate 
plans to promote CUEL. Based on this, it is important to know the factors affecting 
CUEL. In the literature of e-learning systems the identity theory (Brewer & Gard-
ner, 1996; Pan et al., 2017), inertia (Park et al., 2017; Amoroso et al., 2017; Wang 
et al. 2019b), and computer self-efficacy (Hayashi et al. 2004; Huang & Ren, 2020) 
regarding CUEL has been more or less paid attention to, but not in a coherent and 
integrated way. Therefore, considering the importance of these three elements, it is 
vital to focus, recognize and how they work on CUEL.

Information systems use (e.g., e-learning) is constantly associated with various 
social interactions and communication (Baber, 2021). Users’ decision to participate 
in this platform, in addition to individual factors (Ray et al., 2014), depends on their 
perception of themselves (Muthuprasad et al., 2020), which is due to interaction 
with educators and peers (Ray et al., 2014). According to the literature, Social Self-
Identity (SSI) is used to examine how users interact with others at two different lev-
els. Social Identity (SI) is shaped by a joint aim, theme, or fondness, and Relational 
Identity (RI) shaped by a sense socially or feeling dependent to specific members 
(Brewer & Gardner, 1996; Pan et al., 2017). Although the two identities differ in their 
centers and motivation roots (relationship versus group) (Brewer & Gardner, 1996), 
researchers suggested that they should be studied together in investigations of gen-
eral and differential individual behavior (Sluss & Ashforth, 2007).

Inertia is another variable that affects the acceptance and use of information sys-
tems (Park et al., 2017; Amoroso et al., 2017; Wang et al. 2019b). However, little 
is known regarding how inertia mediates the relationships between SSI and CUEL. 
Thus, in addition to considering the direct effect of the inertia on CUEL, we use 
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this variable as a mediator between SSI and CUEL. Finally, computer self-efficacy 
(CSE) is reflected as a moderating variable in the CUEL (Hayashi et al. 2004; Huang 
& Ren, 2020). Self-efficacy is considered one of the essential features to increase 
people’s participation in e-learning (Chen, 2017). A user with low self-efficacy sees 
work as stressful; while a user with high self-efficacy mainly considers pressure to 
be a challenge, so it brings the individual potential to overwhelm the barriers (Jex & 
Bliese, 1999). Therefore, students’ computer self-efficacy is a vital feature of CUEL 
(Hayashi et al. 2004). Consequently, the purpose of our paper is to assess how the 
influence of SSI by emphasizing the mediating role of inertia and the moderating role 
of CSE in the process leading to CUEL.

This work contributes to theory and practice in different veins. First, this study, 
unlike other studies in the field of CUEL, has developed a unique model of CUEL 
with a combination of the information system continuance model (Bhattacherjee, 
2001a) and SI (Tajfel, 1974), RI (Shapiro, 2002), inertia (Newton, 1819), and CSE 
(Bandura, 1999) variables, to examine students’ behavior in regards to CUEL, which 
has not been widely explored in the literature. Second, we use inertia as a mediating 
variable (Wang et al., 2019b; Polites et al., 2012) and CSE as a moderator (Compeau 
& Higgins, 1995; Hayashi et al., 2004; Peng et al., 2006; Chien, 2012; Liu & Hung, 
2016) to better comprehend CUEL. Finally, the results of the research have implica-
tions for students, e-learning infrastructure service providers, and educational man-
agers who seek to continue the use of e-learning.

The structure of this study is prepared as follows. The literature is reviewed in 
the second section in the form of a theoretical model and hypothesis development. 
Data and methods including data collection, method, item measurement, validity, 
reliability, and common method biases are found in Sect. 3. The findings are shown 
in Sect. 4, followed by discussion, implications, limitations, and future directions in 
Sect. 5. The conclusion is presented in Sect. 6.

2 Theoretical model and hypothesis development

2.1 Continuance use in e-learning

Many educational institutions and corporate organizations embrace e-learning to pro-
vide learning and increase training efficiency (Govindasamy, 2002; Lin, 2011; Sia-
gian et al., 2020; Nariman, 2021; Nácher et al., 2021). In the past decades, the focus 
of studies was on the acceptance of new technologies (Lai & Li, 2005; Lin, 2011). 
However, in the last decade, the focus on this subject has shifted from primary use to 
continuance usage decisions (Ambalov 2018; Furneaux et al., 2011) because real suc-
cess requires continuance usage (Lee, 2010). In information systems and e-learning 
context, initial use is only the first step towards success which ultimately depends on 
the continuance of use (Bhattacherjee, 2001; Ambalov, 2018). In unfortunate events 
(e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic), continuance use of the e-learning approach is vital 
for the educational systems because focusing only on the initial use may lead to high 
dropout rates (Panigrahi et al., 2018). CUEL mentions the sustained use of technol-
ogy by students over the long term after their first use (Yoon & Rolland, 2015).
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The information system continuance model draws from the marketing literature 
(Oliver, 1980). The model is the central theory explaining information technology 
continuance behavior, developed by Bhattacherjee (2001). The major theory of this 
model is the Expectation-Confirmation Theory, which has been applied using aux-
iliary theories and empirical findings in various fields including e-learning (Roca et 
al., 2006; Sørebø et al., 2009; Pereira et al., 2015; Yoon and Rolland, 2015; Daʇhan & 
Akkoyunlu, 2016e et al., 2020). Continuance use in an e-learning and online courses 
setting has been the subject of increasing interest in recent years (e.g., Ansong- 
Gyimah, 2020; Basnet et al., 2018; Gelderblom et al., 2019; Joo et al., 2017; 2018; 
Rekha et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2021; Wu & Chen, 2017). In this study, unlike other 
studies, a new model of continuous use of e-learning is presented in Fig. 1.

2.2 Social and Relational Identity

The notion of SSI is used to investigate how students realize to use e-learning at two 
distinct levels, including SI and RI. SI maintains that individuals sort their lives into 
social groups and then categorize themselves into these groupings. SI is “that part of 
an individual’s self-concept which derives from their knowledge of their member-
ship of a social group (or groups) together with the value and emotional significance 
attached to that membership” (Tajfel, 1978). In other words, it provides a framework 
for explaining intergroup behavior and intergroup communication based on the inher-
ent value humans place on social group memberships, and their desire to view their 
specific social groups in a positive light (Harwood, 2020). SI examines the process 
and influence of intergroup division, RI proposes a model to explain the degree and 
quality of intergroup association (Shapiro, 2010). RI go beyond neat social categori-
zations of ‘us’ and ‘them’ toward a dimensional, dynamic understanding of interper-
sonal and intergroup relations (Shapiro, 2010). This concept is based on the premise 
that individuals are interdependent (Zeng, 2020).

SI has had a remarkable impact on interpersonal and intergroup research (Giles 
& Byrne, 1982; Harwood et al., 2005; Martiny & Nikitin, 2019), mass communica-

Fig. 1 Theoretical model
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tion context (Harwood 1999; Harwood, 2020), organizational and leadership stud-
ies (Reicher et al., 2005; Zhang et al., 2014; Loi et al., 2014; Steffens et al. 2021), 
social media (Jiang et al., 2016; Pan et al., 2017; Dutot 2020; Elsayed, 2021), and 
online games (Kaye et al., 2017; Liao et al. 2020). This is true in the research of RI, 
including organizational and leadership studies (Zhang et al., 2014; Niu et al. 2018), 
content and language integrated learning (Pappa et al., 2017), social media use (Pan 
et al., 2017), socio-political studies (Zeng, 2020), as well. Also, Ahmad and Khalid 
(2017), Ren et al. (2012), and Sassenberg (2002) showed that SSI influences people’s 
intentions. Considering the effects of SI and RI in different fields of social sciences 
and also the research of Tha et al. (2009) on the influence of social ties on CUEL, we 
proposed the following two hypotheses:

H1 SI has a significant impact on CUEL.

H2 RI has a significant influence on CUEL.

2.3 Inertia

In Merriam-Webster Dictionary, inertia is defined as “indisposition to motion, exer-
tion, or change.” In addition, inertia mediates the relationship between psychological 
characteristics such as attitude and continuance use (Polites & Karahanna, 2012; Park 
et al., 2017; Amoroso et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2019b). Inertia originated from New-
ton’s first law of motion in physics (Cui et al., 2021). The conceptualization of inertia 
originates in the Status Quo Bias perspective (Seth et al., 2020). The marketing litera-
ture mainly uses the term inertia as one of the aspects of the notion of brand loyalty 
(Jeuland, 1979; Bawa, 1990; Greenfield, 2005; McMullan, 2005; Seth et al., 2020; 
Cui et al., 2021). That means inertia can potentially lead to loyalty (Seth et al., 2020).

In the information system literature, individual inertia has received little attention 
(Polites & Karahanna, 2012). In general, products/services use increases the probabil-
ity of using them on the next occasion (Bawa, 1990). This tendency has been referred 
to as inertia (Jeuland, 1979; Bawa, 1990). This desire is the feedback of using the 
products/services or/and the users’ need for those products/services (Shugan, 1980; 
Bawa, 1990) because they probably have no other choice. In general, multiple factors 
can lead to inertia, such as uncertainty, convenience, habituated decision-making, 
and loss aversion (Lee & Joshi, 2017).

According to Polites & Karahanna (2012), in the information system context, indi-
vidual inertia is user attachment to, and persistence in, using a current system, even 
if there are better alternatives or incentives to change. Inertia exemplifies a rigid con-
tinuance of the current status (Polites & Karahanna, 2012). Pan et al. (2017) believed 
inertia can be divided into cognitive and effective concepts. The inertia of cognitive-
based refers to a person deliberately continuing to make the same decision, albeit he/
she is aware it may not necessarily be the most efficient or the most effective way of 
doing things. The inertia of affective-based refers to when a person steadily uses a 
system because he/she pleasures it, senses stress to shift, or is comfortable doing so.
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Due to the COVID-19 Pandemic and the compulsion to move from face-to-face 
training to e-learning as well as its continued use (Anuragini et al., 2021; Müller et 
al., 2021; Murphy, 2020) in this study, the inertia of the cognitive approach has been 
considered. Wang et al. (2019b) showed that inertia, in addition to having a direct 
effect on the intention to continue, plays a role as a mediating variable. Polites & 
Karahanna (2012) discussed that inertia plays a role and directly affects the accep-
tance of technology. In addition, their study showed that inertia mediates the relation-
ship between the motives to continue using the incumbent system and acceptance of 
the new system. The literature shows that the interaction quality (Wang et al., 2019b) 
and access convenience (Cheng et al., 2011) affect inertia. Also, Cui et al., (2021) 
showed that individual attributes affect inertia. Thus, the following five hypotheses 
were proposed:

H3 Inertia has a positive influence on CUEL.

H4 SI has a significant influence on inertia.

H5 RI has a significant influence on inertia.

H6, 7 Inertia mediates the relationships between SI and RI with CUEL.

2.4 Computer self-efficacy (CSE)

The conceptualization of self-efficacy was originally proposed by Bandura in his 
Social Cognitive Theory (Yokoyama, 2019). Self-efficacy refers to the public’s judg-
ments of their capabilities to benefit from a thing (Bandura, 1997). It is an influential 
factor that can reflect how users’ belief in their ability to use technology affects their 
acceptance of the learning environment (Al-Maroof et al., 2021). CSE is considered 
a detailed form of self-efficacy (Mensah & Mi, 2017), and in e-learning literature, it 
denotes the self-assessment of a person’s capability to apply computer skills to com-
plete the specified tasks (Compeau & Higgins, 1995; Chen 2017). The obtained expe-
riences through this approach are constructive and pleasurable. It is usually identified 
as the ability to use technology without facing any crucial problems (Al-Maroof et 
al., 2021). As Bandura (1999) stated, self-efficacy is ingrained in the core belief that 
one has the power to produce changes by one’s actions. To his belief, self-efficacy 
influences decision-making (Bandura, 1997).

Within the environment of e-learning, self-efficacy is highly connected to users’ 
own beliefs regarding technology (Al-Maroof et al., 2021). Some believe that using 
technology is greatly easy and attainable, while others may face problems in learn-
ing and using the appropriate way of applying technology (Bailey et al., 2017). As 
Hayashi et al., (2004), stated the success of an e-learning program in information 
technology requires users to be equipped with a certain degree of CSE and its effect 
on information systems. Due to the theory of self-efficacy, CSE was found to mean-
ingfully impact individuals’ expectations of the consequences of using computers, 
their emotional responses, and their actual behavior (Hayashi et al., 2004). Thus, 
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CSE represents a central individual attribute, which moderates social attributes on 
one’s decision to activity in the online environment, including e-learning (Compeau 
& Higgins, 1995; Hayashi et al., 2004; Peng et al., 2006; Chien, 2012; Liu & Hung, 
2016). Thus, we hypothesize that:

H 8, 9, 10 CSE moderates the relationships between SI, inertia, and RI with CUEL.

3 Method

3.1 Data Collection

The research hypotheses were tested utilizing a sample of students in three public 
universities who have been involved in e-learning activities in the capital of Iran, 
Tehran. This research was conducted through a relational survey model. As long as 
the interaction between multiple variables is important in social sience, the relational 
survey model was used (Özbey & Kayri, 2022). As mentioned in previous studies 
(Del Rincon et al., 2003; Lew et al., 2019; Sánchez & Karaksha, 2022), survey-based 
method are frequently used in the field of education perhaps owing to the evident 
ease and openness of this method. The participants of this study consist of university 
students receiving education through the e-learning systems. Using a simple random 
sampling method, we distributed 550 questionnaires among students from different 
faculties in these universities (the University of Tehran, Allameh Tabataba’i Uni-
versity, and Alzahra University). These universities are among the universities that 
had the virtual class before COVID-19 and held online courses before COVID-19 in 
2018.

The data collection process last for three months from May to July in 2020. The 
initial questionnaire was pilot tested for its validity and reliability, ease, appropriate-
ness, and grammatical and presentation errors and subsequently refined using the 
responses from the pilot study. Answering time for the survey was about 15 min. 
The answers were returned to the academics directly after completion without the 
use of intermediaries. In collecting the data, an online and face to face questionnaire 
was distributed to collect the responses from respondents. Finally, 384 usable data 
were selected following the formula set up by Krejcie and Morgan (1970) with 5% 
margin of error (response rate = 0.69%). Different methods have been used to govern 
the sample size. As Hair et al., (2017) recommends that the common used methods 
in PLS-SEM is the ‘10-time rules’, indicating that sample size should be equal to the 
larger values between the construct with the biggest number of formative indicator 
and the endogenous construct with the largest number of independent exogeneous 
construct predicting it the endogenous construct. Considering the sample size consid-
eration, 384 users of the survey are a sufficient number of sample size. According to 
Tables 1 and 52.6% of the students were male, and 47.4% were female. The majority 
of students, about 46.6%, are 26–30 years old. 29.8% are aged between 18 and 25, 
16.9% are aged between 31 and 35, and 6.7 are older than 36. In terms of education, 
11.5% of students were undergraduate, and 88.5% were postgraduate. Consent was 
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obtained from all participants included in the study. All respondents were given the 
right to refuse to participate and to refuse to answer any question they deemed to be 
too sensitive or that they felt uncomfortable about. All participation in the survey 
was anonymous and voluntary. Also,  The research ethics committee at a university 
approved the survey; the scholars certified that there would be no ethical objections 
to the study.

3.2 Measurement

We use validated measures from previous studies to test the model. Questionnaires 
were distributed among students according to a 7-point Likert-type scale from 1 
(strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly agree). It adopted three items to measure CUEL 
(Ahmad & Khalid, 2017; Bhattacherjee & Hikmet, 2007; Liao et al., 2007). The RI 
is measured by six items (Prentice et al., 1994; Ren et al., 2012; Sassenberg, 2002). 
In addition, SI has been measured by seven items (Prentice et al., 1994; Ren et al., 
2012; Sassenberg, 2002). Four items were adapted (Shih, 2008) to measure CSE, and 
inertia was measured using three items (Polites & Karahanna, 2012) (see Table 2 for 
full list of measures).

3.3 Data analysis

The partial least square (PLS) is applied for model validation (Ringle et al., 2012). 
Furthermore, PLS has at least a demand on the measurement scale that does not 
require a unique distribution for measured variables (Chin, 1998). So to analyze 
the data, the SmartPLS3 software was utilized (Ringle et al., 2015). So to test the 
measurement model, we examine (1) Cronbach alpha (Cα), Composite Reliability 
(CR), and Average Variance Extracted (AVE), and (2) Discriminant validity. (3) The 
research evaluated the structural model by examining collinearity [variance inflation 
factor (VIF)], coefficient of determination (R2), predictive relevance (Q2), the stan-
dardized root mean square residual (SRMR), and goodness of fit (GoF).

3.4 Common method variance (CMV)

As recommended by Kock & Lynn (2012), a full collinearity test was performed to 
assure CMV. All VIF values in our research are less than 3.3, therfore, CMV does 

Attributes Categories Frequency Percent
Gender Female 202 52.6

Male 182 47.4
Age 18–25 114 29.8

26–30 179 46.6
31–35 65 16.9
36–40 12 2.9
41–45 7 1.9
46+ 7 1.9

Education Undergraduate 44 11.5
Postgraduate 340 88.5

Table 1 Sample demographics

Notes: N = 384
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Variables Factor 
loading

VIF AVE CR CA rho_A

Continuance Use of E-learning (CUEL)
Source: (Ahmad & Khalid, 2017; Bhattacherjee & 
Hikmet, 2007; Liao et al., 2007).

0.795 0.921 0.872 0.891

CU1: I Intend to use the e-learning system in the 
subsequent semesters.

0.904 2.310

CU2: I predict that I will continue to use e-
learning regularly.

0.871 2.351

CU3: I will use e-learning soon. 0.899 2.304
Relational Identity (RI)
Source: (Prentice et al., 1994; Ren et al., 2012; 
Sassenberg, 2002)

0.616 0.889 0.847 0.871

RI1: I frequently communicate with some mem-
bers of this community.

0.744 2.095

RI2: I feel some members of this community are 
critical to me.

0.850 2.603

RI3: Some members of this community are well 
acquainted personally with me.

Removed 
– Due to 
Low factor 
loading

RI4: I felt close to some members of this 
community.

0.798 3.147

RI5: Some members of this community have 
influenced my thoughts and behaviors (dropped).

0.782 3.157

RI6: I have many friends that come from this 
community (dropped).

0.746 1.429

Social Identity (SI)
Source: (Prentice et al., 1994; Ren et al., 2012; 
Sassenberg, 2002)

0.610 0.862 0.786 0.787

SI1: I feel connected to specific groups in this 
community (dropped).

0.741 1.659

SI2: I often acknowledge that I am a member of 
specific groups in this community (dropped).

0.836 2.282

SI3: I feel I am a typical member of specific 
groups in this community.

0.807 1.811

SI4: I identify with specific groups in this 
community.

Removed 
– Due to 
Low factor 
loading

SI5: I feel it is essential to belong to specific 
groups in this community.

0.736 1.328

SI6: I am attached too much to specific groups in 
this community.

Removed 
– Due to 
Low factor 
loading

Computer Self-efficacy (CSE)
Source: (Shih, 2008)

0.619 0.830 0.701 0.709

CSE1: I could complete the job using a new 
computer-based system if no one was around to 
tell me what to do as I go.

0.757 1.265

Table 2 Descriptive analysis, factor loading, and reliability
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not strongly influence the measurement model. Next, Harman’s one-factor test was 
adopted to evaluate if CMV was present and severe to influence our results. This 
test determines that CMV is a severe problem if one un-rotated factor appears from 
data analysis (Scott & Bruce, 1994). Moreover, no single factor in this research was 
considered for higher than 50% of the variance (Podsakoff et al., 2003). Harman’s 
single-factor test reveals that the single factor explained 38.4% of the variance. Con-
sequently, the paths and outcomes of current research are not critically influenced by 
CMV.

4 Results

4.1 Measurement model

Two methods have been applied to evaluate reliability: Cα and CR. Both approaches 
show the internal validity of the scale elements that measured a unique factor (For-
nell & Larcker, 1981). The significance of the validity of measurement scales was 
confirmed, with values of 0.872 for CUEL, 0.701 for CSE, 0.847 for RI, 0.786 for 
SI, and 0.830 for Inertia. As Hair et al., (2011) have pointed out, the actual CR value 
equals more significant than 0.7. Fit CR or internal consistency reliability measured 
in the current study changed between 0.830 and 0.922. Moreover, the AVE was 
employed to evaluate the convergent validity of the latent variables. According to 
Fornell & Larcker (1981), in this research, the measures of AVEs are over 0.50. Items 

Variables Factor 
loading

VIF AVE CR CA rho_A

CSE2: I could complete the job using a new 
computer-based system with only the software 
manuals for reference.

Removed 
– Due to 
Low factor 
loading

CSE3: I could complete the job using a new com-
puter-based system if I had much time to complete 
the job for which the software was provided.

0.774 1.377

CSE4: I could complete the job using a new 
computer-based system if I had just the built-in 
help facility for assistance.

0.828 1.518

Inertia
Source: (Polites & Karahanna, 2012)

0.854 0.922 0.830 0.830

Inertia1: I [will] continue using this community 
even though I know it is not the best way of doing 
things.

Removed 
– Due to 
Low factor 
loading

Inertia2: I [will] continue using this community 
even though I know it is not the most efficient way

0.924 2.011

Inertia3: I [will] continue using this community 
even though I know it is not the most effective 
way to do things.

0.925 2.011

Notes: N = 384, CU = Continuance use, RI = Relational Identity, SI = Social Identity, CSE = Computer 
Self-efficacy,

Table 2 (continued) 
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with a load less than 0.6 should be eliminated (Hulland, 1999). All items have factor 
loadings over 0.6 except CSE2, RI3, SI4, SI6, and Inertia1, which are less than 0.6 
and were removed (Table 2). The discriminant validity sequences are displayed in 
Table 3, VIF was applied to test the multicollinearity of the variables. Based on Hair 
et al., (2011), values below five are considered suitable for this criterion, and values 
close to 1 also show the acceptable limit for multi-collinearity. Our results confirm 
that all assessed VIFs for the variables were less than 3.157.

4.2 Assessment of Structural Model

Based on previous research, the predictive power of the model is measured with R2 
(Sarstedt et al., 2014). The three values of 0.75, 0.5, and 0.25 are significant, moder-
ate, and weak values, respectively (Henseler et al., 2009). According to the results, 
the suggested model (CSE, RI, SI, and inertia) can reveal 31.4% of CUEL variance 
with R2 = 0.314. Values of 0.02, 0.15, and 0.35 were received for small, medium, 
and considerable predictive relevance, respectively (Henseler et al., 2009). There-
fore, the predictive relevance of CUEL in the research has been assessed at 0.230. 
Thus, it can confirm that the suggested framework has a robust predictive relevance 
(Q2

medium = 0.230). Finally, this research estimates the standardized root mean square 
residual (SRMR) for the model. The rule of thumb is that if the value of SRMR is less 
than 0.1, this fact shows a good fit (Hu & Bentler, 1999). In this research, the model 
reaches an SRMR of 0.08, thus setting a confirmatory factor analysis and ordinarily 
indicating a good fit.

Based on Cohen (1977) and Wetzels et al., (2009), the minimum effect size, called 
goodness of fit (GoF), is 0.10, 0.25, and 0.30, respectively, for small, medium, and 
significant effects on endogenous variables, provided that minimum AVE is higher 
than 0.50 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981). The estimated result revealed that GoF is 0.395, 
with a minimum AVE of 0.610. Therefore, the effect size is large (> 0.30), and all the 
preconditions are met (Cohen, 1977; Tenenhaus et al., 2005).

4.3 Hypotheses testing

4.3.1 Direct Effects

According to Table 4, the results exhibit (H1) that SI had a meaningful influence on 
CUEL (β = -0.147, t = 2.098, p = 0.036). The influence of RI on CUEL (H2) were 
also significant (β = 0.280, t = 3.669, p = 0.000). The relationship between inertia and 

Table 3 Mean, standard deviation (SD), and discriminant validity
Mean SD CUEL RI SI CSE Inertia

CUEL 5.57 1.27 0.891
RI 4.51 1.54 0.399 0.785
SI 4.24 1.58 0.297 0.813 0.781
CSE 5.19 1.43 0.443 0.405 0.340 0.787
Inertia 4.71 1.42 0.263 0.304 0.365 0.218 0.924
Notes: N = 384, CUEL = Continuance use of E-learning, RI = Relational Identity, SI = Social Identity, 
CSE = Computer Self-efficacy,
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CUEL (H3) was supported (β = 0.172, t = 3.323, p = 0.001). Likewise, the direct influ-
ence of SI on inertia (H4) was significant (β = 0.347, t = 3.701, p = 0.000). However, 
estimates revealed that H5 (RI direct impact on inertia) is insignificant (β = 0.023, 
t = 0.248, p = 0.804). Therefore, these present findings confirm all the hypotheses 
relating to direct effects, and only H5 is not supported.

4.3.2 Testing Mediating Effects

We followed the stages described by Hair et al., (2017) in this study. Inertia as a 
mediator (H6) had a significant indirect influence on the relationship between SI and 
CUEL (β = 0.060, t = 2.342, p = 0.019). In addition, the findings show that inertia (H7) 
does not have a significant indirect influence on RI and CUEL (β = 0.004, t = 0.235, 
p = 0.814). Table 5 represents the results of mediation effects.

Hypothesis β Standard 
Deviation 
(STDEV)

T Statistics 
(|O/STDEV|)

P Values De-
ci-
sion

H6: Social 
identity → 
Inertia → 
CUEL

0.060 0.025 2.342 0.019 Sup-
port-
ed

H7: 
Relational 
identity → 
Inertia → 
CUEL

0.004 0.017 0.235 0.814 Not 
Sup-
port-
ed

Table 5 Testing Mediating 
effect

 

Hypothesis β Standard 
Deviation 
(STDEV)

T (|O/STDEV|) P De-
ci-
sion

H1: Social 
Identity → 
CUEL

-0.147 0.070 2.098 0.036 Sup-
port-
ed

H2: 
Relational 
Identity → 
CUEL

0.280 0.076 3.669 0.000 Sup-
port-
ed

H3: 
Inertia→ 
CUEL

0.172 0.052 3.323 0.001 Sup-
port-
ed

H4: Social 
Identity 
→Inertia

0.347 0.094 3.701 0.000 Sup-
port-
ed

H5: 
Relational 
Identity → 
Inertia

0.023 0.092 0.248 0.804 Not 
sup-
port-
ed

Table 4 Testing hypotheses with 
direct effects
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4.3.3 Testing moderating Effects

The test of the hypotheses of the moderating effects is presented in Table 6. In H8, 
the moderating influence of CSE on the influence of SI on CUEL is investigated. 
The result revealed that there is no significant moderating influence of CSE on the 
hypothesized influence(β = -0.064, t = 0.679, p = 0.498). Therefore, H8 is not sup-
ported. The result regarding H8 is shown in Fig. 2. Also, in hypothesis 9, CSE tests 
the influence of inertia on CUEL. The CSE interaction showed an important influ-
ence (β = -0.237, t = 4.275, p = 0.000). The result regarding H9 is shown in Fig. 3. 
When CSE was high, inertia was positively related to CUEL, whereas when CSE 
was low, inertia reduced CUEL. Accordingly, H9 is also supported. Finally, Fig. 4 
presents the moderating impact of CSE on the link between RI and CUEL. When 
CSE was high, RI positively affected CUEL, whereas when CSE was low, RI reduced 
CUEL. The interaction effect of CSE demonstrated significant influence (β = 0.202, 
t = 2.273, p = 0.023). Accordingly, H10 is also confirmed.

Fig. 2 Moderating effects of computer self-efficacy on the link between social identity and continuance 
use

 

Hypothesis β Standard 
Deviation 
(STDEV)

T Statistics 
(|O/STDEV|)

P Values De-
ci-
sion

H8: Social 
identity * 
CSE → 
CUEL

-0.064 0.095 0.679 0.498 Not 
Sup-
port-
ed

H9: Iner-
tia* CSE 
→ CUEL

-0.237 0.056 4.275 0.000 Sup-
port-
ed

H10: 
Relational 
identity* 
CSE → 
CUEL

0.202 0.089 2.273 0.023 Sup-
port-
ed

Table 6 Testing moderating 
effect
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5 Discussion

The shift to e-learning was a great challenge to most universities, albeit some univer-
sities have already been involved in programs before the beginning of the COVID-19 
pandemic. However, during the pandemic, all universities were required to imple-
ment e-learning (Yaseen & Salah, 2021). This research reveals important insights 
for CUEL by emphasizing the mediating role of inertia and the moderating role of 
CSE. Our results showed that RI and SI directly influence CUEL. Both identities 
positively influence CUEL (H1 and H2). These results are confirmed by Pan et al. 
(2017) and Tha et al. (2009). For instance, Pan et al. (2017) revealed that both RI 
and SI identities have similar effects on user behavior in social media usage. Turk et 
al. (2022) and Wang (2022) reported that social presence affects users’ continuance 
intention toward online learning platforms. Tha et al. (2009) showed that social ties 
positively and significantly affect CUEL. Also, Kaye et al. (2017), Jiang et al. (2016), 
and Mingfang & Qi (2018) confirmed positive relationships between SI and activ-
ity in an online environment. RI is associated with a narrower focus on relationship 
maintenance with individual members; people can significantly impact each other. 
Thus, enthusiastic people may encourage affected people to CUEL. In our study, the 
influence of inertia on CUEL (H3) is positive. This result is supported by Wang et al. 
(2019b), Amoroso et al. (2017), Shi et al. (2018), and Polites & Karahanna (2012), 

Fig. 4 Moderating effects of computer self-efficacy on the link between relational identity and continu-
ance use

 

Fig. 3 Moderating effects of computer self-efficacy on the link between inertia and continuance use
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who found that inertia happens due to the imposition of initial costs in the adoption 
of new technologies. Contrary to the early days and months of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, today, after solving numerous hardware and software challenges in higher 
education and the relative improvement of teachers’ and students’ insights, suitable 
e-learning platforms have been provided. Therefore, considering students’ satisfac-
tion and the relative reduction of costs compared to traditional training (in general 
impression) (Meinert et al., 2021), through the use of e-learning, it is necessary to 
improve the facilities and maintain the facilities attractiveness.

In this study, we found the mediation effects of inertia. In addition to being directly 
influenced by SI (H4), inertia mediates between this variable and CUEL (H6). The 
studies results of Polites & Karahanna (2012), Park et al. (2017), Amoroso et al. 
(2017) and Wang et al. (2019b) support this result. The reason might be found in the 
evidence that inertia or variety depends on time and the self-individual (Bawa, 1990). 
In other words, the individual prefers inertia or variety according to time situation 
and his/her mood. Prior research hints that inertia is an attitude to preserve the status 
quo and hence prevents the changing behaviors of consumers (Lee & Neale, 2012; 
Lin & Huang, 2014). Therefore, positive inertia refers to continuing to adhere to the 
status quo, such as using e-learning. Therefore, CUEL in critical situations such as 
the COVID-19 pandemic is the most effective method, in which inertia can play an 
essential role as a mediator in CUEL. Contrary to hypotheses 4 and 6, hypotheses 5 
and 7 are not supported. Because there is no direct relationship between RI and iner-
tia (H5), the mediating role of inertia (H7) is not significant. As mentioned earlier, 
RI is associated with a narrow focus on relationship maintenance with individual 
members. Hence, some may be encouraged to variety and some to inertia. Therefore, 
this issue can be one of the reasons for rejecting hypotheses 5 and 7.

Third, results revealed that CSE positively moderates the impacts of inertia and 
RI on CUEL (H9) (H10), but it does not change the impact of SI on CUEL (H8). Al-
Maroof et al. (2021) showed that teachers’ and students’ perceived technology self-
efficacy is one of the main factors affecting the continuance use of technology. Kurdi 
et al. (2020), Salloum et al. (2019) and Sabah (2020) reported that CSE indirectly 
has positive effect on intention to use e-learning. Wang et al. (2019a) showed that 
CSE positively related to continuance to use e-learning application. In general, the 
research literature emphasizes the positive role of CSE in CUEL (Hsia et al., 2014). 
According to the results, when CSE was high, inertia increased CUEL. Contrary to 
the results of this study, it may have been thought that the more CSE a person has, 
the more active (Vs. inertia) a person is. Nevertheless, the result of this study can 
be discussed from another angle. According to Bailey et al. (2017), when a person 
has high levels of CSE, it means that their ability to use the computer correctly and 
adequately is high. Therefore, it can be said that due to the students’ appropriate skills 
and understanding of the use of computers, due to the COVID-19 pandemic and their 
correct understanding of this crisis as well as existing platforms, they CUEL in an 
inertia state (even though e-learning may not be as effective as face-to-face training). 
According to the results, when CSE was high, RI increased CUEL. Therefore, it can 
be concluded that the more members in a group are linked to each other, the more 
CSE accelerates CUEL.
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5.1 Theoretical implications

This study has several theoretical implications for research on CUEL. First, the 
COVID-19 pandemic necessitated the use of e-learning, which had not been so famil-
iar and essential before. Given the e-learning contexts built into emergency manage-
ment, the post-corona era seems appropriate to expand this learning approach. As a 
result, it is vital to investigate how to promote the method even after this pandemic 
(Mo et al., 2021). Second, in this research, we also extend the validity of measures 
of continuous use from organizational and marketing contexts to e-learning systems 
along with other variables such as SI, RI, inertia, and computer self-efficacy (Ahuja 
& Thatcher, 2005; De Guinea & Markus, 2009). Third, this study effectively expands 
the perception of the relationship between SI-RI and the continuance use of informa-
tion systems in the post-acceptance phase. Also, the effects of SI and RI on behavior 
after initial acceptance of e-learning are identified. Therefore, by recognizing the 
minor impact of the individual level of identity in the later stages of acceptance in 
the field of e-learning, we contribute to information system research. Fourth, inertia 
is one of the critical variables of this study. Despite widespread interest in CUEL 
by academics and professionals, few studies examine students’ resilience and iner-
tia. Therefore, the present study bridges this fundamental gap by providing insights 
into this underdeveloped part of the literature on the factors that influence CUEL of 
student and emphasizes the potential for future research. So that inertia strengthens 
CUEL which in the COVID-19 pandemic is a privilege. In some cases, people con-
tinue to take the existing action even in the face of superior action if they are aware 
of the inefficiency of the existing action (Samuelson & Zeckhauser, 1988). Although 
inertia has been studied in the information system literature (Kim & Kang, 2016; 
Wang et al., 2019b), it has been very little explicitly studied in the e-learning context, 
especially along with the variables we have studied, which increases our understand-
ing of the impact of student inactivity on CUEL. As a result, the mediating role of 
inertia in this study is well explained. Fifth, the moderating effects of CSE indicate 
that when students’ self-efficacy in using e-learning is high, the effect of RI and iner-
tia on CUEL is more. Finally, this study provides a solid basis for the development of 
future research by helping to deepen the knowledge of students’ behavior in CUEL 
and the importance of e-learning to society, especially during and after the COVID-
19 pandemic.

5.2 Managerial implications

Our research findings also provide institutions of e-learning infrastructure service 
providers and educational managers with rich insights into CUEL. The results 
showed that each of the elements of SI and RI has different effects on CUEL due 
to how it relates to the mediating variables of inertia and the moderating variable of 
CSE. Since the RI is associated with a narrower focus on relationship maintenance 
with individual members, educational platform providers must upgrade e-learning 
services and use side options to create deeper connections between users so that users 
are in constant contact with them and can influence each other. One of the surprising 
results of this study is the effect of inertia on CUEL. This may be due to the desire of 
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students to use the e-learning system (Shugan, 1980; Bawa, 1990). Thus, in special 
situations such as the COVID-19 pandemic, the use of this context is very helpful. 
Therefore, these results are vital for organizers of educational programs and the pro-
viders of e-learning to provide an e-learning system with suitable infrastructure for 
users so that in today’s changing and complex world, they do not neglect progress 
and development, and make good use of the potential of this alternative context. 
Another significant result of this research is the essential role of students’ CSE and its 
influence on CUEL, which is crucial for the higher education system and the provid-
ers of e-learning. Therefore, the organizers of educational programs and the providers 
of e-learning platforms should understand that CSE can promote CUEL. In general, 
the organizers of educational programs can provide students with a general computer 
training program. Also, in particular, the providers of e-learning platforms can pro-
vide students with a guideline to use platforms or provide the necessary training at 
the beginning of the students’ work with the desired platform. In addition, e-learning 
platform developers need to make an easy-to-use and user-friendly e-learning plat-
form their top priority.

6 Conclusion

Our study theorizes CUEL to build a theoretical framework to ascertain how SI and 
RI affect CUEL through the mediation effects of inertia and moderation effects of 
CSE. The outcomes of our analysis disclose that RI and SI have significant joint and 
different effects on CUEL. High CSE suppresses the positive effects of SI on CUEL. 
On the contrary, it facilitates the effects of inertia and RI on CUEL. In addition, iner-
tia mediates SI about CUEL. Meanwhile, it does not do this work for RI with CUEL. 
This research demonstrates notable progress in our theoretical comprehension of the 
effects of SSI on CUEL. Such clarification provides higher education administrators 
and platform designers with helpful insights to adopt appropriate strategies regarding 
students’ CUEL.

Our research has three specific limitations as well as three related research sug-
gestions for future work. First, our research did not distinguish between students’ 
fields of study. However, theoretical and practical courses can affect the CUEL. 
Hence, future work could continue our study by focusing on students’ educational 
field. Second, although respondents of this survey were students from the same back-
ground and culture who studied in Iranian universities, the validity and reliability 
of the model will improve if they study at different universities in other countries. 
Infrastructure was not considered in this study. However, it can influence the results 
(Keramati et al., 2011). Therefore, this leads to limitations in examining the moderat-
ing effect of the infrastructure. Third, our study participants are students. However, 
future studies could focus on examining CUEL by teachers as one of the main play-
ers in the e-learning process (Elumalai et al., 2020). Such examination will help to 
achieve comprehensiveness in CUEL.

Data availability The datasets generated during and/or analysed during the current study are available 
from the corresponding author on reasonable request.

1 3

6337



Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Declarations

Conflict of interest The author(s) declare(s) that there is no conflict of interest regarding the publication 
of this article.

Statement regarding ethical approval The submitted work is original and have not been published else-
where or submitted to more than one journal for simultaneous consideration.

References

Ahmad, S. Z., & Khalid, K. (2017). The adoption of M-government services from the user’s perspectives: 
Empirical evidence from the United Arab Emirates. International Journal of Information Manage-
ment, 37(5), 367–379. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2017.03.008.

Ahuja, M. K., & Thatcher, J. B. (2005). Moving beyond intentions and toward the theory of trying: Effects 
of work environment and gender on post-adoption information technology use. MIS Quarterly: Man-
agement Information Systems, 29(3), 427–459. https://doi.org/10.2307/25148691.

Akbari, M., Danesh, M. Rezvani, A. Javadi, N. Banihashem, K. Noroozi, O. (2022). The role of students' 
relational identity andautotelic experience for their innovative and continuous use of e-learning. Edu-
cation and Information Technologies. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11272-5

Al-Maroof, R. S., Alhumaid, K., & Salloum, S. (2021). The continuous intention to use e-learning, from two 
different perspectives. Education Sciences, 11(1), 1–20. https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci11010006.

Ambalov, I. A. (2018). A meta-analysis of IT continuance: An evaluation of the expectation-confirmation 
model. Telematics and Informatics, 35(6), 1561–1571. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tele.2018.03.016.

Amoroso, D. L., Ackaradejruangsri, P., & Lim, R. A. (2017). The Impact of Inertia as Mediator and Ante-
cedent on Consumer Loyalty and Continuance Intention. International Journal of Customer Rela-
tionship Marketing and Management, 8(2), 1–20. https://doi.org/10.4018/ijcrmm.2017040101.

Ansong-Gyimah, K. (2020). Students’ perceptions and continuous intention to use elearning systems: 
The case of google classroom. International Journal of Emerging Technologies in Learning, 15(11), 
236–244. https://doi.org/10.3991/IJET.V15I11.12683.

Baber, H. (2021). Social interaction and effectiveness of the online learning – A moderating role of main-
taining social distance during the pandemic COVID-19. Asian Education and Development Studies. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/AEDS-09-2020-0209.

Bailey, A. A., Pentina, I., Mishra, A. S., & Ben Mimoun, M. S. (2017). Mobile payments adoption by US 
consumers: an extended TAM. International Journal of Retail and Distribution Management, 45(6), 
626–640. https://doi.org/10.1108/IJRDM-08-2016-0144.

Bandura, A. (1997). Self-efficacy: The Exercise of Control. Freeman.
Bandura, A. (1999). Social Cognitive Theory: An Agentic Perspective. Asian Journal of Social Psychol-

ogy, 2(1), 21–41. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-839X.00024.
Basnet, R. B., Doleck, T., Lemay, D. J., & Bazelais, P. (2018). Exploring computer science students’ con-

tinuance intentions to use Kattis. Education and Information Technologies, 23, 1145–1158. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10639-017-9658-2.

Bawa, K. (1990). Modeling Inertia and Variety Seeking Tendencies in Brand Choice Behavior. Marketing 
Science, 9(3), 263–278. https://doi.org/10.1287/mksc.9.3.263.

Bhattacherjee, A. (2001a). Understanding Information Systems Continuance: An Expectation-Confirma-
tion Model. MIS Quarterly, 25(3), 351–370.

Bhattacherjee, A. (2001b). Uuderstanding information systems and Internal Control, Information Systems, 
and the Audit Plan. Auditing: An International Approach, 32(2), 201–214.

Bhattacherjee, A., & Hikmet, N. (2007). Physicians’ resistance toward healthcare information technology: 
A theoretical model and empirical test. European Journal of Information Systems, 16(16), 725–737. 
https://doi.org/10.1057/palgrave.ejis.3000717.

Bøe, T., Sandvik, K., & Gulbrandsen, B. (2020). Continued use of e-learning technology in higher educa-
tion: a managerial perspective. Studies in Higher Education, 0(0), 1–16. https://doi.org/10.1080/03
075079.2020.1754781.

1 3

6338

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2017.03.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/25148691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11272-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/educsci11010006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tele.2018.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.4018/ijcrmm.2017040101
http://dx.doi.org/10.3991/IJET.V15I11.12683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/AEDS-09-2020-0209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/IJRDM-08-2016-0144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-839X.00024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-017-9658-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-017-9658-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mksc.9.3.263
http://dx.doi.org/10.1057/palgrave.ejis.3000717
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2020.1754781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2020.1754781


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Brewer, M. B., & Gardner, W. (1996). Who Is This “We”? Levels of Collective Identity and Self 
Representations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 71(1), 83–93. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-3514.71.1.83.

Chang, V. (2016). Review and discussion: E-learning for academia and industry. International Journal of 
Information Management, 36(3), 476–485. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2015.12.007.

Chen, I. S. (2017). Computer self-efficacy, learning performance, and the mediating role of learning engage-
ment. Computers in Human Behavior, 72, 362–370. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.02.059.

Chen, M., Wang, X., Wang, J., Zuo, C., Tian, J., & Cui, Y. (2021). Factors Affecting College Students’ 
Continuous Intention to Use Online Course Platform. SN Computer Science, 2(2), 1–11. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s42979-021-00498-8.

Cheng, C. C., Chiu, S., Hu, H., & Chang, Y. (2011). A study on exploring the relationship between cus-
tomer satisfaction and loyalty in the fast food industry: With relationship inertia as a mediator. Afri-
can Journal of Business Management, 5(13), 5118–5126. https://doi.org/10.5897/AJBM10.870.

Cheng, M., & Yuen, A. H. K. (2018). Student continuance of learning management system use: A 
longitudinal exploration. Computers and Education, 120, 241–253. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
compedu.2018.02.004.

Chien, T. (2012). Computer self-efficacy and factors influencing e‐learning effectiveness. European Jour-
nal of Training and Development, 36(7), 670–686. https://doi.org/10.1108/03090591211255539.

Chin, W. W. (1998). Commentary Issues and Opinion on Structural Equation Modeling. MIS Quarterly, 
22(1), 7–16.

Cohen, J. (1977). Statistical power: analysis for the behavioural sciences. New York: Academic Press. In 
Statistical Power Anaylsis for the Behavioural Science.

Compeau, D. R., & Higgins, C. A. (1995). Computer self-efficacy: Development of a measure and initial test. 
MIS Quarterly: Management Information Systems, 19(2), 189–210. https://doi.org/10.2307/249688.

Cui, R., Xin, S., & Li, Z. (2021). Interrogating and redefining the concept of consumer inertia. Journal of 
Consumer Behaviour, 20(1), 21–31. https://doi.org/10.1002/cb.1849.

Daʇhan, G., & Akkoyunlu, B. (2016). Modeling the continuance usage intention of online learning envi-
ronments. Computers in Human Behavior, 60, 198–211. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.02.066.

De Guinea, A. O., & Markus, L. (2009). Why break the habit of a lifetime? Rethinking the roles of inten-
tion, habit, and emotion in continuing information technology use. MIS Quarterly: Management 
Information Systems, 433–444. https://doi.org/10.2307/20650303.

Del Rincon, D., Arnal, J., Latorre, A., & Sans, A. (2003). Técnicas de investigación en ciencias sociales. 
Madrid: Dykinson.

Di Vaio, A., Boccia, F., Landriani, L., & Palladino, R. (2020). Artificial intelligence in the agri-food sys-
tem: Rethinking sustainable business models in the COVID-19 scenario. Sustainability (Switzer-
land), 12(12), https://doi.org/10.3390/SU12124851.

Dutot, V. (2020). A social identity perspective of social media’s impact on satisfaction with life. Psychol-
ogy and Marketing, 37(6), 759–772. https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.21333.

Elsayed, W. (2021). The negative effects of social media on the social identity of adolescents from the 
perspective of social work. Heliyon, 7(2), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06327.

Elumalai, K. V., Sankar, J. P., John, R. K., Menon, J. A., Alqahtani, N., M. S. M., & Abumelha, M. A. 
(2020). Factors affecting the quality of e-learning during the covid-19 pandemic from the perspective 
of higher education students. Journal of Information Technology Education: Research, 19, 731–753.

Fornell, C., & Larcker, D. F. (1981). Evaluating Structural Equation Models with Unobservable 
Variables and Measurement Error. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(1), 39–50. https://doi.
org/10.2307/3151312.

Furneaux, B., Wade, M. R., & Furneaux, B. (2011). Linked references are available on JSTOR for this 
article: An Exploration of Organizational Level Information Systems Discontinuance Intentions1. 
35(3),573–598.

Gelderblom, H., Matthee, M., Hattingh, M., & Weilbach, L. (2019). High school learners’ continuance 
intention to use electronic textbooks: A usability study. Education and Information Technologies, 
24(2), 1753–1776i>https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-018-9850-z

Giles, H., & Byrne, J. L. (1982). Journal of Multilingual and Multicultural Development An intergroup 
approach to second language acquisition. Journal of Multilingual and Multicultural Development, 
3(1), 17–40.

Govindasamy, T. (2002). Successful implementation of e-Learning Pedagogical considerations. Internet 
and Higher Education, 4(3–4), 287–299. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1096-7516(01)00071-9.

1 3

6339

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.71.1.83
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.71.1.83
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2015.12.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.02.059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s42979-021-00498-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s42979-021-00498-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.5897/AJBM10.870
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2018.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2018.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/03090591211255539
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/249688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cb.1849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.02.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/20650303
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/SU12124851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mar.21333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06327
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3151312
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3151312
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-018-9850-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1096-7516(01)00071-9


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Greenfield, H. I. (2005). Consumer inertia. The American Journal of Economics and Sociology, 64(4), 
162–194. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107707139.012.

Hair, J. F., Hult, G. T. M., Ringle, C. M., & Sarstedt, M. (2017). A Primer on Partial Least Squares Struc-
tural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM). Second Edition. In Sage publications.

Hair, J. F., Ringle, C. M., & Sarstedt, M. (2011). PLS-SEM: Indeed a Silver Bullet. Journal of Marketing 
Theory and Practice, 19(2), 139–152. https://doi.org/10.2753/MTP1069-6679190202.

Harwood, J., Giles, H., & Palomares, N. A. (2005). Intergroup Theory and Communication Processes. In 
J. Harwood, & H. Giles (Eds.), Intergroup communication: Multiple perspectives (pp. 1–17). Peter 
Lang Publishing.

Harwood, J. (1999). Age identity and television viewing preferences. International Journal of Phytoreme-
diation, 21(1), 85–90. https://doi.org/10.1080/08934219909367713.

Harwood, J. (2020). Social Identity Theory. In The International Encyclopedia of Media Psychology 
(pp. 1–7). Wiley. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.iemp0153

Hayashi, A., Chen, C., Ryan, T., & Wu, J. (2004). The Role of Social Presence and Moderating Role of 
Computer Self Efficacy in Predicting the Continuance Usage of E-Learning Systems. Journal of 
Information Systems Education, 15(2), 5.

Henseler, J., Ringle, C. M., & Sinkovics, R. R. (2009). The use of partial least squares path modeling in 
international marketing. New Challenges to International Marketing. In Advances in International 
Marketing(Emerald Group Publishing Limited).

Hsia, J. W., Chang, C. C., & Tseng, A. H. (2014). Effects of individuals’ locus of control and computer self-
efficacy on their e-learning acceptance in high-tech companies. Behaviour and Information Technol-
ogy, 33(1), 51–64. https://doi.org/10.1080/0144929X.2012.702284.

Hu, L. T., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis: Con-
ventional criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling, 6(1), 1–55. https://doi.
org/10.1080/10705519909540118.

Huang, G., & Ren, Y. (2020). Linking technological functions of fitness mobile apps with continuance 
usage among Chinese users: Moderating role of exercise self-efficacy. Computers in Human Behav-
ior, 103(September 2019), 151–160. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2019.09.013

Hulland, J. (1999). Use of partial least squares (PLS) in strategic management research: A review of 
four recent studies. Strategic Management Journal, 20(2), 195–204. https://doi.org/10.1002/
(sici)1097-0266(199902)20:2<195::aid-smj13>3.0.co;2-7.

Jeuland, A. P. (1979). Brand Choice Inertia As One Aspect of the Notion of Brand Loyalty. Management 
Science, 25(7), 671–682.

Jex, S. M., & Bliese, P. D. (1999). Efficacy Beliefs as a Moderator of the Impact of Work-Related Stress-
ors: A Multilevel Study. 84(3), 349–361.

Jiang, C., Zhao, W., Sun, X., Zhang, K., Zheng, R., & Qu, W. (2016). The effects of the self and social 
identity on the intention to microblog: An extension of the theory of planned behavior. Computers in 
Human Behavior, 64, 754–759. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.07.046.

Joo, Y. J., Park, S., & Shin, E. K. (2017). Students’ expectation, satisfaction, and continuance inten-
tion to use digital textbooks. Computers in Human Behavior, 69, 83–90. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chb.2016.12.025.

Joo, Y. J., So, H. J., & Kim, N. H. (2018). Examination of relationships among students’ self-determina-
tion, technology acceptance, satisfaction, and continuance intention to use K-MOOCs. Computers 
and Education, 122, 260–272. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2018.01.003.

Kaye, L. K., Kowert, R., & Quinn, S. (2017). The role of social identity and online social capital on 
psychosocial outcomes in MMO players. Computers in Human Behavior, 74, 215–223. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.04.030.

Keramati, A., Afshari-Mofrad, M., Amir-Ashayeri, D., & Nili, A. (2011). The intervening role of infra-
structures in e-learning performance. Communications in Computer and Information Science, 194 
CCIS, 646–652. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-22603-8_56.

Kock, N., & Lynn, G. S. (2012). Lateral collinearity and misleading results in variance-based SEM: An 
illustration and recommendations. Journal of the Association for Information Systems, 13(7), https://
doi.org/10.17705/1jais.00302.

Krejcie, R. V., & Morgan, D. W. (1970). Determining sample size for research activities. Educational and 
Psychological Measurement, 30(3), 607–610.

Kurdi, B., Al, Alshurideh, M., & Salloum, S. A. (2020). Investigating a theoretical framework for e-learn-
ing technology acceptance. International Journal of Electrical and Computer Engineering, 10(6), 
6484–6496. https://doi.org/10.11591/IJECE.V10I6.PP6484-6496.

1 3

6340

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107707139.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.2753/MTP1069-6679190202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08934219909367713
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.iemp0153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0144929X.2012.702284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2019.09.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1097-0266(199902)20:2<195::aid-smj13>3.0.co;2-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1097-0266(199902)20:2<195::aid-smj13>3.0.co;2-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.07.046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.12.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.12.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2018.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.04.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.04.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-22603-8_56
http://dx.doi.org/10.17705/1jais.00302
http://dx.doi.org/10.17705/1jais.00302
http://dx.doi.org/10.11591/IJECE.V10I6.PP6484-6496


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Lai, V. S., & Li, H. (2005). Technology acceptance model for internet banking: an invariance analysis. 
Information & Management, 42(2), 373–386. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IM.2004.01.007.

Lee, K., & Joshi, K. (2017). Examining the use of status quo bias perspective in IS research: need for re-
conceptualizing and incorporating biases. Information Systems Journal, 27(6), 733–752. https://doi.
org/10.1111/isj.12118.

Lee, M. C. (2010). Explaining and predicting users’ continuance intention toward e-learning: An exten-
sion of the expectation–confirmation model. Computers & Education, 54(2), 506–516. https://doi.
org/10.1016/J.COMPEDU.2009.09.002.

Lee, R., & Neale, L. (2012). Interactions and consequences of inertia and switching costs. Journal of Ser-
vices Marketing, 26(5), 365–374. https://doi.org/10.1108/08876041211245281.

Lew, S. L., Lau, S. H., & Leow, M. C. (2019). Usability factors predicting continuance of intention to use 
cloud e-learning application.Heliyon, 5(6), e01788.

Liao, C., Chen, J. L., & Yen, D. C. (2007). Theory of planning behavior (TPB) and customer satisfac-
tion in the continued use of e-service: An integrated model. Computers in Human Behavior, 23(6), 
2804–2822. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2006.05.006.

Liao, G. Y., Pham, T. T. L., Cheng, T. C. E., & Teng, C. I. (2020). How online gamers’ participation fosters 
their team commitment: Perspective of social identity theory. International Journal of Information 
Management, 52(February), 102095. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2020.102095.

Lin, K. M. (2011). E-Learning continuance intention: Moderating effects of user e-learning experience. 
Computers and Education, 56(2), 515–526. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2010.09.017.

Lin, T. C., & Huang, S. L. (2014). Understanding the Determinants of Consumers’ Switching Intentions 
in a Standards War. International Journal of Electronic Commerce, 19(1), 163–189. https://doi.
org/10.2753/JEC1086-4415190105.

Liu, Y. C., & Hung, Y. Y. (2016). Self-efficacy as the moderator: Exploring driving factors of perceived 
social support for mainland Chinese students in Taiwan. Computers in Human Behavior, 64, 455–
462. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.07.018.

Loi, R., Chan, K. W., & Lam, L. W. (2014). Leader-member exchange, organizational identification, and 
job satisfaction: A social identity perspective. Journal of Occupational and Organizational Psychol-
ogy, 87(1), 42–61. https://doi.org/10.1111/joop.12028.

Martiny, S. E., & Nikitin, J. (2019). Social identity threat in interpersonal relationships: Activating nega-
tive stereotypes decreases social approach motivation. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Applied, 
25(1), 117–128. https://doi.org/10.1037/xap0000198.

McMullan, R. (2005). A multiple-item scale for measuring customer loyalty development. Journal of 
Services Marketing, 19(7), 470–481. https://doi.org/10.1108/08876040510625972.

Mehta, A., Morris, N. P., Swinnerton, B., & Homer, M. (2019). Computers & Education The In fl uence of 
Values on E-learning Adoption. Computers & Education, 141(June), 103617.

Meinert, E., Eerens, J., Banks, C., Maloney, S., Rivers, G., Ilic, D., Walsh, K., Majeed, A., & Car, J. (2021). 
Exploring the cost of elearning in health professions education: Scoping review. JMIR Medical Edu-
cation, 7(1), 1–16. https://doi.org/10.2196/13681.

Mensah, I. K., & Mi, J. (2017). Computer Self-Efficacy and e-Government Service Adoption: The Mod-
erating Role of Age as a Demographic Factor. International Journal of Public Administration, 42(2), 
158–167. https://doi.org/10.1080/01900692.2017.1405980.

Mingfang, Z., & Qi, W. (2018). Empirical Research on Relationship between College Students’ Social 
Identity and Online learning Performance: A case Study of Guangdong Province. Higher Education 
Studies, 8(2), 97. https://doi.org/10.5539/hes.v8n2p97.

Mo, C. Y., Hsieh, T. H., Lin, C. L., Jin, Y. Q., & Su, Y. S. (2021). Exploring the critical factors, the online 
learning continuance usage during covid-19 pandemic. Sustainability (Switzerland), 13(10), 5471. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13105471.

Müller, A. M., Goh, C., Lim, L. Z., & Gao, X. (2021). COVID-19 Emergency eLearning and Beyond: 
Experiences and Perspectives of University Educators. Education Sciences, 11(1), 19. https://doi.
org/10.3390/educsci11010019.

Murphy, M. P. A. (2020). COVID-19 and emergency eLearning: Consequences of the securitization of 
higher education for post-pandemic pedagogy. Contemporary Security Policy, 41(3), 492–505. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13523260.2020.1761749.

Muthuprasad, T., Aiswarya, S., Aditya, K. S., & Jha, G. K. (2020). Students’ Perception and Preference for 
Online Education in India During COVID – 19 Pandemic. SSRN Electronic Journal, 3(April 2020). 
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3596056

1 3

6341

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.IM.2004.01.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/isj.12118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/isj.12118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.COMPEDU.2009.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.COMPEDU.2009.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/08876041211245281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2006.05.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2020.102095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2010.09.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.2753/JEC1086-4415190105
http://dx.doi.org/10.2753/JEC1086-4415190105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.07.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/joop.12028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/xap0000198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/08876040510625972
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/13681
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01900692.2017.1405980
http://dx.doi.org/10.5539/hes.v8n2p97
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su13105471
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/educsci11010019
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/educsci11010019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13523260.2020.1761749
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3596056


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Nácher, M. J., Badenes-Ribera, L., Torrijos, C., Ballesteros, M. A., & Cebadera, E. (2021). The effective-
ness of the GoKoan e-learning platform in improving university students’ academic performance. 
Studies in Educational Evaluation, 70. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stueduc.2021.101026

Nariman, D. (2021). Impact of the interactive e-learning instructions on effectiveness of a programming 
course. Advances in Intelligent Systems and Computing: Vol. 1194 AISC. Springer International Pub-
lishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-50454-0_61.

Newton, I. (1819). Philosophiae naturalis principia mathematica. university of wisconsin.
Oliver, R. L. (1980). A Cognitive Model of the Antecedents and Consequences of Satisfaction Decisions. 

Journal of Marketing Research, 17(4), 460. https://doi.org/10.2307/3150499.
Oo Tha, K. K., Poo, C. C. D., & Yu, X. (2009). Understanding continuance intention in e-learning com-

munity. 15th Americas Conference on Information Systems 2009, AMCIS 2009, 9, 5843–5857.
Özbey, M., & Kayri, M. (2022). Investigation of factors affecting transactional distance in E-learning 

environment with artificial neural networks. Education and Information Technologies. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10639-022-11346-4.

Pan, Z., Lu, Y., Wang, B., & Chau, P. Y. K. (2017). Who Do You Think You Are? Common and Differential 
Effects of Social Self-Identity on Social Media Usage. Journal of Management Information Systems, 
34(1), 71–101. https://doi.org/10.1080/07421222.2017.1296747.

Panigrahi, R., Srivastava, P. R., & Sharma, D. (2018). Online learning: Adoption, continuance, and learn-
ing outcome—A review of literature. International Journal of Information Management, 43(July 
2016), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2018.05.005

Pappa, S., Moate, J., Ruohotie-Lyhty, M., & Eteläpelto, A. (2017). Teachers’ pedagogical and relational 
identity negotiation in the Finnish CLIL context. Teaching and Teacher Education, 65, 61–70. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.03.008.

Park, M., Jun, J., & Park, H. (2017). Understanding mobile payment service continuous use intention: An 
expectation - Confirmation model and inertia. Quality Innovation Prosperity, 21(3), 78–94. https://
doi.org/10.12776/QIP.V21I3.983.

Peng, H., Wang, Y., & Huang, R. (2006). Moderating role of online self-efficacy in relation between learn-
ing strategy and online performance. Learning by Effective Utilization of Technologies: Facilitating 
Intercultural Understanding, Proceeding of the 14th International Conference on Computers in Edu-
cation, ICCE 2006, March 2014, 2–6.

Pereira, F. A. D. M., Ramos, A. S. M., Gouvêa, M. A., & Da Costa, M. F. (2015). Satisfaction and con-
tinuous use intention of e-learning service in Brazilian public organizations. Computers in Human 
Behavior, 46, 139–148. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.01.016.

Podsakoff, P. M., MacKenzie, S. B., & Podsakoff, N. P. (2003). Common method biases in behavioral 
research: A critical review of the literature and recommended remedies. Journal of Applied Psychol-
ogy (Vol, 88(5), 879–903. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.88.5.879.

Polites, G. L., & Karahanna, E. (2012). Shackled to the Status Quo: The Inhibiting Effects of Incum-
bent System Habit, Switching Costs, and Inertia on New System Acceptance. MIS Quarterly, 36(1), 
21–42. https://doi.org/10.2307/41410404.

Prentice, D. A., Miller, D. T., & Lightdale, J. R. (1994). Asymmetries in Attachments to Groups and to their 
Members: Distinguishing between Common-Identity and Common-Bond Groups. Personality and 
Social Psychology Bulletin, 20(5), 484–493. https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167294205005.

Ray, S., Kim, S. S., & Morris, J. G. (2014). The Central Role of Engagement in Online Communities. 
Information Systems Research, 25(3), 528–546. https://doi.org/10.1287/isre.2014.0525.

Rekha, I. S., Shetty, J., & Basri, S. (2022). Students’ continuance intention to use MOOCs: empiri-
cal evidence from India. Education and Information Technologies. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10639-022-11308-w.

Reicher, S., Haslam, S. A., & Hopkins, N. (2005). Social identity and the dynamics of leadership: Leaders 
and followers as collaborative agents in the transformation of social reality. Leadership Quarterly, 
16(4), 547–568. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2005.06.007.

Ren, Y., Harper, F. M., Drenner, S., Terveen, L., Kiesler, S., Riedl, J., & Kraut, R. E. (2012). Building 
Member Attachment in Online Communities: Applying Theories of Group Identity and Interpersonal 
Bonds. MIS Quarterly, 36(3), 841–864. https://doi.org/10.2307/41703483.

Ringle, C. M., Wende, S., & Becker, J. M. (2015). “SmartPLS 3.” Boenningstedt. SmartPLS GmbH.
Ringle, C. M., Sarstedt, M., & Straub, D. W. (Eds.). (2012). Editor’s comments: A critical look at the use 

of PLS-SEM in “MIS Quarterly.” Journal of Education for Business.

1 3

6342

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stueduc.2021.101026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-50454-0_61
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3150499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11346-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11346-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07421222.2017.1296747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2018.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.03.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.03.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.12776/QIP.V21I3.983
http://dx.doi.org/10.12776/QIP.V21I3.983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.01.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.88.5.879
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/41410404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167294205005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/isre.2014.0525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11308-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11308-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2005.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/41703483


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Roca, J. C., Chiu, C. M., & Martínez, F. J. (2006). Understanding e-learning continuance intention: An 
extension of the Technology Acceptance Model. International Journal of Human Computer Studies, 
64(8), 683–696. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhcs.2006.01.003.

Sabah, N. M. (2020). Motivation factors and barriers to the continuous use of blended learning approach 
using Moodle: students’ perceptions and individual differences. Behaviour and Information Technol-
ogy, 39(8), 875–898. https://doi.org/10.1080/0144929X.2019.1623323.

Şahin, F., Doğan, E., Okur, M. R., & Şahin, Y. L. (2022). Emotional outcomes of e-learning adoption 
during compulsory online education. Education and Information Technologies, 27(February), 7827–
7849. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-10930-y.

Sánchez, A. M. M., & Karaksha, A. (2022). Nursing student´s attitudes toward e-learning: a quantitative 
approach. Education and Information Technologies. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11226-x.

Salloum, S. A., Mohammad Alhamad, Q., Al-Emran, A., Monem, M. A., A., & Shaalan, K. (2019). Explor-
ing students’ acceptance of e-learning through the development of a comprehensive technology 
acceptance model. Ieee Access : Practical Innovations, Open Solutions, 7, 128445–128462. https://
doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2939467.

Sarstedt, M., Ringle, C. M., Henseler, J., & Hair, J. F. (2014). On the Emancipation of PLS-SEM: A 
Commentary on Rigdon (2012). Long Range Planning, 47(3), 154–160. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
lrp.2014.02.007

Sassenberg, K. (2002). Common bond and common identity groups on the Internet: Attachment and nor-
mative behavior in on-topic and off-topic chats. Group Dynamics: Theory Research and Practice, 
6(1), 27–37. https://doi.org/10.1037/1089-2699.6.1.27.

Scott, S. G., & Bruce, R. A. (1994). Determinants of innovative behavior: a path model of individual 
innovation in the workplace. Academy of Management Journal, 37(3), 580–607. https://doi.
org/10.2307/256701.

Seth, H., Talwar, S., Bhatia, A., Saxena, A., & Dhir, A. (2020). Consumer resistance and inertia of retail 
investors: Development of the resistance adoption inertia continuance (RAIC) framework. Journal 
of Retailing and Consumer Services, 55(January), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jretconser.2020.102071.

Shahzad, A., Hassan, R., Aremu, A. Y., Hussain, A., & Lodhi, R. N. (2021). Effects of COVID-19 in 
E-learning on higher education institution students: the group comparison between male and female. 
Quality and Quantity, 55(3), 805–826. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-020-01028-z.

Shapiro, D. L. (2002). Negotiating emotions. Conflict Resolution Quarterly, 20(1), 67–82. https://doi.
org/10.1002/crq.3890200106.

Shapiro, D. L. (2010). Relational Identity Theory: A Systematic Approach for Transforming the Emotional 
Dimension of Conflict. American Psychologist, 65(7), 634–645. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0020004.

Shi, X., Lin, Z., Liu, J., & Hui, Y. K. (2018). Consumer loyalty toward smartphone brands: The determin-
ing roles of deliberate inertia and cognitive lock-in. Information and Management, 55(7), 866–876. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2018.03.013.

Shih, H. P. (2008). Using a cognition-motivation-control view to assess the adoption intention for 
Web-based learning. Computers and Education, 50(1), 327–337. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
compedu.2006.06.001.

Shirish, A., Chandra, S., & Srivastava, S. C. (2021). Switching to online learning during COVID-19: 
Theorizing the role of IT mindfulness and techno eustress for facilitating productivity and creativity 
in student learning. International Journal of Information Management, 61, 102394.

Shugan, S. M. (1980). The Cost of Thinking. Journal of Consumer Research, 7(2), 99. https://doi.
org/10.1086/208799.

Siagian, S., Sinambela, P. N. J. M., & Wau, Y. (2020). Effectiveness and efficiency of e-learning in Instruc-
tional Design. World Transactions on Engineering and Technology Education, 18(1), 73–77.

Sluss, D. M., & Ashforth, B. E. (2007). Relational identity and identification: Defining ourselves 
through work relationships. Academy of Management Review, 32(1), 9–32. https://doi.org/10.5465/
AMR.2007.23463672.

Sørebø, Ø., Halvari, H., Gulli, V. F., & Kristiansen, R. (2009). The role of self-determination theory in 
explaining teachers’ motivation to continue to use e-learning technology. Computers and Education, 
53(4), 1177–1187. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2009.06.001.

Steffens, N. K., Munt, K. A., van Knippenberg, D., Platow, M. J., & Haslam, S. A. (2021). Advancing the 
social identity theory of leadership: A meta-analytic review of leader group prototypicality. Organi-
zational Psychology Review, 11(1), 35–72. https://doi.org/10.1177/2041386620962569.

1 3

6343

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhcs.2006.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0144929X.2019.1623323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-10930-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-022-11226-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2939467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2939467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lrp.2014.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lrp.2014.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1089-2699.6.1.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/256701
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/256701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jretconser.2020.102071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11135-020-01028-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/crq.3890200106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/crq.3890200106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0020004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2018.03.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2006.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2006.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/208799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/208799
http://dx.doi.org/10.5465/AMR.2007.23463672
http://dx.doi.org/10.5465/AMR.2007.23463672
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2009.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2041386620962569


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Sun, P. C., Tsai, R. J., Finger, G., Chen, Y. Y., & Yeh, D. (2008). What drives a successful e-Learning? An 
empirical investigation of the critical factors influencing learner satisfaction. Computers and Educa-
tion, 50(4), 1183–1202. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2006.11.007.

Tajfel, H. (1974). Social identity and intergroup behaviour. Social Science Information, 13(2), 65–93. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/053901847401300204.

Tajfel, H. (1978). Social categorization, social identity, and social comparison. In H. Tajfel (Ed.), Differ-
entiation between social groups: Studies in the social psychology of intergroup relations (pp. 61–76). 
Academic Press.

Tawafak, R. M., Malik, S. I., Mathew, R., Ashfaque, M. W., Jabbar, J., AlNuaimi, M. N., ElDow, A., & 
Alfarsi, G. (2021). A Combined Model for Continuous Intention to Use E-Learning System. Inter-
national Journal of Interactive Mobile Technologies, 15, 113–129. https://doi.org/10.3991/ijim.
v15i03.18953.

Tenenhaus, M., Vinzi, V. E., Chatelin, Y. M., & Lauro, C. (2005). PLS path modeling. Computational 
Statistics and Data Analysis, 48(1), 159–205. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csda.2004.03.005.

Turk, M., Heddy, B. C., & Danielson, R. W. (2022). Teaching and social presences supporting basic needs 
satisfaction in online learning environments: How can presences and basic needs happily meet 
online? Computers & Education, 180, 104432. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2022.104432.

Wang, L. Y. K., Lew, S. L., Lau, S. H., & Leow, M. C. (2019a). Usability factors predicting continuance 
of intention to use cloud e-learning application. Heliyon, 5(6), e01788. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heli-
yon.2019.e01788.

Wang, T., Lin, C. L., & Su, Y. S. (2021). Continuance intention of university students and online learning 
during the covid-19 pandemic: A modified expectation confirmation model perspective. Sustainabil-
ity (Switzerland), 13(8), https://doi.org/10.3390/su13084586.

Wang, W. T., Ou, W. M., & Chen, W. Y. (2019b). The impact of inertia and user satisfaction on the con-
tinuance intentions to use mobile communication applications: A mobile service quality perspec-
tive. International Journal of Information Management, 44, 178–193. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
IJINFOMGT.2018.10.011.

Wang, Z. (2022). Media Richness and Continuance Intention to Online Learning Platforms: The Mediating 
Role of Social Presence and the Moderating Role of Need for Cognition. Frontiers in Psychology, 13, 
950501. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.950501.

Wetzels, M., Odekerken-Schröder, G., & Van Oppen, C. (2009). Using PLS path modeling for assessing 
hierarchical construct models: Guidelines and empirical illustration. MIS Quarterly: Management 
Information Systems, 177–195. https://doi.org/10.2307/20650284.

Wu, B., & Chen, X. (2017). Continuance intention to use MOOCs: Integrating the technology acceptance 
model (TAM) and task technology fit (TTF) model. Computers in Human Behavior, 67, 221–232. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.10.028.

Yaseen, Q. B., & Salah, H. (2021). The impact of e – learning during COVID – 19 pandemic on students ’ 
body aches in Palestine. Scientific Reports, 11, 22379. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-01967-z.

Yokoyama, S. (2019). Academic self-efficacy and academic performance in Online Learning: A mini 
review. Frontiers in Psychology, 9(JAN), 1–4. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02794.

Yoon, C., & Rolland, E. (2015). Understanding continuance use in social networking services. Journal of 
Computer Information Systems, 55(2), 1–8. https://doi.org/10.1080/08874417.2015.11645751.

Zeng, C. (2020). Group identity versus Relational Identity: The influence of Identity Primes on Socio-
political Attitudes (Issue December) [Temple University]. https://doi.org/10.34944/dspace/4758

Zhang, S., Chen, G., Chen, X. P., Liu, D., & Johnson, M. D. (2014). Relational Versus Collective Identifica-
tion Within Workgroups: Conceptualization, Measurement Development, and Nomological Network 
Building. Journal of Management, 40(6), 1700–1731. https://doi.org/10.1177/0149206312439421.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps 
and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) holds exclusive rights to this article under 
a publishing agreement with the author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted 
manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement and appli-
cable law.

1 3

6344

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2006.11.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/053901847401300204
http://dx.doi.org/10.3991/ijim.v15i03.18953
http://dx.doi.org/10.3991/ijim.v15i03.18953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.csda.2004.03.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2022.104432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e01788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e01788
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su13084586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.IJINFOMGT.2018.10.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.IJINFOMGT.2018.10.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.950501
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/20650284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.10.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-01967-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08874417.2015.11645751
http://dx.doi.org/10.34944/dspace/4758
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0149206312439421


Education and Information Technologies (2023) 28:6321–6345

Authors and Affiliations

Morteza  Akbari1 · Mozhgan  Danesh1 · Hadi  Moumenihelali2 · 
Azadeh  Rezvani3

  Morteza Akbari
mortezaakbari@ut.ac.ir

  Mozhgan Danesh
mozhgan.danesh@ut.ac.ir

  Hadi Moumenihelali
hadi_moumeni@modares.ac.ir

  Azadeh Rezvani
azadeh.rezvani@connect.qut.edu.au

1 Faculty of Entrepreneurship, University of Tehran, Farshi Moghadam St. (16th St), North 
Kargar Ave, 1439813141 Tehran, Iran

2 Department of Agricultural Extension and Education, Faculty of Agriculture, Tarbiat 
Modares University, Tehran, Iran

3 Faculty of Business, The Queensland University of Technology, Brisbane, Australia

1 3

6345


	How does Identity Theory contribute to the Continuance Use of E-learning: The mediating role of Inertia and moderating role of computer Self-efficacy
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Theoretical model and hypothesis development
	2.1 Continuance use in e-learning
	2.2 Social and Relational Identity
	2.3 Inertia
	2.4 Computer self-efficacy (CSE)

	3 Method
	3.1 Data Collection
	3.2 Measurement
	3.3 Data analysis
	3.4 Common method variance (CMV)

	4 Results
	4.1 Measurement model
	4.2 Assessment of Structural Model
	4.3 Hypotheses testing
	4.3.1 Direct Effects
	4.3.2 Testing Mediating Effects
	4.3.3 Testing moderating Effects


	5 Discussion
	5.1 Theoretical implications
	5.2 Managerial implications

	6 Conclusion
	References


