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For many professionals, blockchain technology is important. 
However, the adoption of blockchain technology has not been 
effectively prepared for by auditors. Blockchain can disturb 
the accounting profession due to inappropriate integration, leading 
employees to encounter ―technostress‖ (Smith, 2018; Fischer & 
Riedl, 2017). This study aims to examine how technostress affects 
auditors’ plans to adopt blockchain technology. The technology 
acceptance model (TAM) and technostress are combined in 
a proposed model. Accordingly, the study developed hypotheses 
suggesting that: technostress negatively affects the ease of use and 
perceived utility of the blockchain; perceived ease of use and 
perceived usefulness have a positive effect on favorable attitudes 
towards the use of the blockchain; a favorable attitude towards 
technology adoption impacts positively on the behavioral intention 
to adopt blockchain. A group of auditors (142) from Big Four (Big 4) 
and non-Big 4 audit firms provided information via questionnaires 

that were already administrated and validated. The findings 
support the hypotheses that technostress affects the perceived 
usefulness and ease of use of blockchain technology. Attitude 
toward adoption decision is significantly predicted by perceived 
usefulness and ease of use, whereas attitude toward adoption 
decision significantly predicts the behavioral intention to adopt 
blockchain technology. Overall, the findings can benefit 
accountants, auditors, and managers of audit firms. 
 
Keywords: Blockchain Technology, Technostress, Auditors, Technology 
Acceptance Model, Jordan 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
The accounting profession, particularly the auditing 
field, appears strongly influenced by recent 
technological advancements. Factors including the 
pressure from stakeholders, big data and digital 
information, automation of entry-level procedures as 
well as technology integration into accounting 
processes have all influenced the accounting 
profession’s way of performing tasks (Smith, 2018). 
An additional factor that has emerged recently and 
has the potential to influence the auditing field is 
blockchain technology (Price, 2016; Smith, 2018). 
Blockchain technology assists in coordinating 
information and communication of information, and 
it facilitates the transformation of accounting 
information systems’ functions to a more proactive 
role (Smith, 2018). Uploading operational and 
financial information to a blockchain platform 
continuously helps accounting professionals analyze 
information in a real-time manner (Banham, 2017; 
Al Shbail, Alshurafat, et al., 2023; Al Shbail, Salleh, 
et al., 2023; Taha et al., 2023). This continuously 
uploaded information will also be verified by other 
members of a blockchain network, which increases 
the credibility of such information (Banham, 2017). 
Comprehensive integration of blockchain technology 
enables the development of the audit process and 
covers the current gaps in audit procedures (Dai & 
Vasarhelyi, 2017). 

However, according to studies, the accounting 
profession could be disrupted if technological tools 
like blockchain technology are not integrated 
properly. (Smith, 2018). In other words, adapting 
new technological tools in the work setting, such as 
blockchain technology, may cause employees to 
encounter what is so-called ―technostress‖ (D’Arcy 
et al., 2014; Fischer & Riedl, 2017). Studies on 
technostress have investigated the impact of five 
related dimensions (technostress creators), 
including: 1) techno-invasion, 2) techno-overload, 
3) techno-insecurity, 4) techno-complexity, and 
5) techno-uncertainty, on the job outcomes (Chandra 
et al., 2019; Srivastava et al., 2015; Tarafdar et al., 
2007). These studies have examined how 
technostress impacts employee productivity 
(Tarafdar et al., 2007) and end-user satisfaction 
(Tarafdar et al., 2010). They also investigated the 
impact of social overloads on individuals, which is 
resulted from the use of social networking services 
(Alshurafat, Al Shbail, et al., 2023; Jaradat et al., 
2022; Maier et al., 2015; Mansour, Alzyoud, et al., 
2023; Sbaih et al., 2022), and the impact of 
technology characteristics, technology dependence 
and cognitive elements (like self-efficacy) on workers 
who experience technostress (Ayyagari et al., 2011; 
Lee et al., 2014). Hwang and Cha (2018) have 
investigated the impact of technostress on 
organizational commitment.  

This paper notes that most studies on 
technostress focus on job outcomes, user 
satisfaction, social overloads, and organizational 
commitments. Factors that impact the user’s 
intention to adopt technology in the work setting 
have not been adequately investigated (Jaradat et al., 
2022). Few studies have investigated the effect of 
technostress on the user’s attitude and intention to 
adopt technology tools, particularly blockchain 
technology, in the audit field in a developing context 
such as Jordan. To adopt technology effectively in 
the work setting, organizations need to understand 

the factors that might impact employees’ attitudes 
and intentions to adopt technology systems (Jaradat 
et al., 2022). Users will have a better attitude and be 
more inclined to accept technology in the workplace 
if they believe doing so will improve their job 
performance or be effortless (Abu Suileek & 
Alshurafat, 2023; Al Shbeil et al., 2023; Alshurafat, 
Al-Msiedeen, et al., 2023; Chang et al., 2014; Jaradat 
et al., 2022). Different studies on understanding the 
user’s attitude and intention to adopt technology 
have employed the technology acceptance model 
(TAM) (Lai, 2017; Taherdoost, 2018). According to 
this model, two important factors might impact the 
user’s attention to adopting technology in the work 
setting: the perceived ease of use and the perceived 
usefulness of using such technology (Davis 
et al., 1989).  

In this regard, this study examines how 
technostress affects users’ (auditors’) desire to 
employ blockchain technology in the auditing 
industry. The TAM is also modified in this study, 
and the effect of auditors’ attitudes toward 
technology on their behavioral intentions to adopt 
blockchain technology at work is also examined. 
The paper adopts a quantitative methodological 
approach because it collects and analyzes numeric 
data to examine relationships among variables. 

The paper is structured as follows. 
The literature review and hypotheses development 
are discussed in Section 2. The research 
methodology that was used is covered in Section 3. 
The results of the paper are presented in Section 4 
and discussed in Section 5. Section 6 concludes 
the study and explains the limitations and related 
future research diections. 
 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW AND HYPOTHESES 
DEVELOPMENT 
 
The concept of blockchain is currently gaining more 
attention, which can be described as a database that 
is accessible to everyone but cannot be 
compromised by anyone. In contrast to centralized 
systems, where objects can be arbitrarily deleted by 
their owner, decentralization makes a blockchain 
immutable (Gonserkewitz et al., 2022). Each 
participant in the blockchain makes their computer 
available to ensure decentralization, and all 
nodes require a copy of the transaction list. 
The transaction list is stored on all nodes to ensure 
that it can be recovered in case of problems. Once 
a transaction is added to the blockchain, it becomes 
irreversible and cannot be deleted. A blockchain can 
be thought of as a series of linked blocks containing 
data, a hash, and a pointer to the previous block’s 
hash. The data contained in each block can vary 
depending on the blockchain’s purpose. The hash 
value is a unique identifier for each block, and 
the pointer links the blocks together to form a chain 
that cannot be altered without invalidating 
subsequent blocks (Gonserkewitz et al., 2022). 

Blockchain technology has the potential to 
revolutionize the auditing profession. Auditing 
involves verifying the accuracy and validity of 
financial transactions and records. Blockchain’s 
decentralized, transparent, and immutable nature 
makes it an ideal tool for auditing purposes 
(Leusink, 2020). With blockchain, transactions are 
recorded in a tamper-evident manner, creating 
a permanent audit trail that cannot be altered. This 
enhances the reliability and accuracy of financial 
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information, making it easier for auditors to 
perform their duties (Liu et al., 2019). Additionally, 
blockchain allows for the creation of smart 
contracts, which can automate auditing procedures 
and reduce the need for manual intervention. 
Blockchain’s ability to create a secure and 
transparent system for tracking and verifying 
transactions can help auditors to perform their tasks 
with greater efficiency, accuracy, and trust 
(Lombardi et al., 2022). As a result, blockchain 
technology is increasingly being explored and 
adopted by auditors as a means of enhancing 
the effectiveness and efficiency of their work. 
However, the adoption of blockchain technology 
leads to technostress (Lombardi et al., 2022); 
an issue that is well explained by the technology 
acceptance model of Davis et al. (1989). 

The technology acceptance model was first 
presented by Davis et al. (1989), who asserted that 
the perceived ease of using the technology and 
the perceived usefulness of using the technology 
have a positive influence on attitudes toward 
intentions to adopt technology (Alshurafat, 
Al-Mawali, et al., 2023; Davis, 1989; Davis et al., 
1989; Jaradat et al., 2022; Marangunić & Granić, 
2015). TAM is considered the most widely 
acknowledged theoretical model to describe 
the factors that influence users’ acceptance of 
a certain technology (Al-Rahmi et al., 2021; Ashrafi 
et al., 2022; Daragmeh et al., 2021; Davis, 1989; 
Davis et al., 1989; Dumpit & Fernandez, 2017; Lai, 
2017; Lee et al., 2003; Liu et al., 2010; Munoz-Leiva 
et al., 2017; Park et al., 2017; Strohbach et al., 2015; 
Taherdoost, 2018). TAM has been used to study 
different technologies relevant to different fields of 
knowledge and professions (Lai, 2017; Lee et al., 
2003; Taherdoost, 2018). For example, TAM has been 
used in studies on educational and educational 
technologies (Al-Hazaima et al., 2022; Al-Rahmi et al., 
2021; Al Shbail, Alshurafat, Ananzeh, & Bani-Khalid, 
2022; Alshurafat, Al-Mawali, et al., 2023; Alshurafat, 
Al Shbail, Masadeh, et al., 2021; Ashrafi et al., 2022; 
Dumpit & Fernandez, 2017; Liu et al., 2010; Mailizar 
et al., 2021), big data analytics, artificial inelegance 

Business intelligence and internet of things (Liu 
et al., 2019; Mansour, Taha, et al., 2023; Park et al., 
2017; Sani et al., 2020; Strohbach et al., 2015), 
mobile banking and financial applications 
(Daragmeh et al., 2021; Munoz-Leiva et al., 2017; To 
& Trinh, 2021), clinical information systems and 
health technologies (Melas et al., 2011). This study 
extends the use of the TAM model on the blockchain 
technology topic.  

Additionally, it has been asserted that the TAM 
model’s primary two constructs are influenced by 
external variables (Davis et al., 1989). Prior 
researchers have borrowed different psychological 
(To & Trinh, 2021), sociological (Al Shbail, 2022; 
Alshurafat et al., in press; Alshurafat, Al Shbail, 
Masadeh, et al., 2021; Al Shbail, Alshurafat, et al., 
2023; To & Trinh, 2021), technological (Mailizar 
et al., 2021; Melas et al., 2011), personal (Mailizar 
et al., 2021; Melas et al., 2011), and organizational 
(Sani et al., 2020) factors to extend the TAM model. 
For example, Melas et al. (2011) reported that 
the information and communications technology 
(ICT) feature demand is an external factor that 
affects the perceived usefulness of using clinical 
information systems, and ICT knowledge is another 
external factor that examines its perceived 
usefulness. In the context of e-learning during 
the COVID-19 pandemic, Mailizar et al. (2021) found 
that the system quality and e-learning experience are 
external factors that affect TAM’s primary two 
components.  

External influences on the ease to use and 
perceived usefulness of mobile banking have also 
been looked at, including trust and enjoyment as 
psychological and sociological aspects (To & Trinh, 
2021). As a result, in order to extend the TAM model 
and better understand the factors that influence 
behavioral intention to adopt blockchain technology, 
this article looks at how technostress affects the 
perceived ease of using blockchain technology and 
the perceived usefulness of using blockchain 
technology. The study model and suggested 
hypotheses are depicted in Figure 1. 

 
Figure 1. Research model, an extension to Davis et al. (1989) TAM model 

 

 
 

Technostress is the tension and anxiety users 
feel while using technology. Technostress, according 
to Nisafani et al. (2020), is a modern disease that 
psychologically affects those who have trouble 
adjusting to technology. As a result, technostress 
has a negative impact on people’s opinions, 
attitudes, and usage of technology (Al Shbail, 2022; 
Gaudioso et al., 2017; Tu et al., 2005). According to 
Tarafdar et al. (2015), there is a link between 
technological stress and poor performance. 
In a similar vein, Harris et al. (2022) discovered that 
employees with technostress are more susceptible to 
burnout, work-family conflict, and turnover 
intentions. Additionally, Upadhyaya (2021) 
demonstrates that student academic production is 

negatively correlated with technostress. According 
to Boyer-Davis (2019), technostress has 
a detrimental effect on the work of accountants in 
the context of the accounting profession. Sumiyana 
and Sriwidharmanely (2020), who show a negative 
association between technostress and users of 
accounting information systems, have supported 
this claim. The following hypotheses are built upon 
these premises: 

H1: The ease of use of blockchain technology is 
negatively impacted by technostress among auditors. 

H2: The perceived usefulness of blockchain 
technology is negatively impacted by technostress 
among auditors. 

Technostress 

Perceived ease of 
use 

Perceived 
usefulness 

Attitude Behavioral intention 
to adopt technology 

H1 

H2 

H3 

H4 

H5 
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As previously noted, the TAM model 
encompasses the ease of use and perceived 
usefulness of using the technology, which is thought 
to be the primary influences on how people feel 
about using technology (Liu et al., 2010; Liu et al., 
2019; Mailizar et al., 2021; Munoz-Leiva et al., 2017; 
Sani et al., 2020; To & Trinh, 2021). According to 
Davis (1989), perceived usefulness is ―the degree to 
which a person believes that utilizing a particular 
system would increase his or her job performance‖, 
and perceived ease of use is ―the degree to which a 
person believes that using a particular system would 
be free of effort‖ (p. 320). Numerous studies have 
examined how these two elements affect how people 
feel about using technology (Liu et al., 2019; Mailizar 
et al., 2021; Sani et al., 2020; To & Trinh, 2021). 
Thus, the following hypotheses are created: 

H3: Perceived ease of use has a positive 
influence on a favourable attitude towards 
blockchain use among auditors. 

H4: Perceived usefulness has a positive influence 
on a favourable attitude towards blockchain use 
among auditors. 

According to Davis (1989), the behavioral 
intention to adopt technology is influenced by 
the attitude toward adopting it. Numerous research 
on the adoption and usage of technology have 
repeatedly reported this influence (Liu et al., 2010; 
Liu et al., 2019; Mailizar et al., 2021; Munoz-Leiva 
et al., 2017; Sani et al., 2020; To & Trinh, 2021). 
Therefore, the following hypothesis is created: 

H5: A favourable attitude towards technology 
adoption has a positive influence on behavioral 
intention to adopt blockchain technology among 
auditors. 
 

3. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  
 

3.1. Research sample and data sources 
 
The audit firms in Jordan that are associated with 
the Big Four (Big 4) and other non-Big 4 audit firms 
are the main subject of the study. The participants 
are selected from the audit firms’ junior, senior, and 
managerial levels. Data were collected via online 

surveys (Google Forms) to test each element of this 
investigation. This method can provide rich 
quantitative data than alternative methods such as 
in-person interviews, focus groups, and mixed 
methods approaches. The used method gives a more 
comprehensive understanding of the audit practices 
in Jordan. Twenty two (22) of the 173 surveys that 
were gathered from March to April 2022 were not 
included in the analysis as they were incomplete. 
Due to the criteria given by Tabachnick and Fidell 
(2014) to eliminate outliers, nine of them were also 
excluded. 
 

3.2. Research tools 
 
Ten items adjusted from Chandra et al. (2019), 
La Torre et al. (2020), and Harris et al. (2022) studies 
were used to calculate the sum of the five techno 
stressors (techno-overload, techno-invasion, techno-
complexity, techno-insecurity, and techno-
uncertainty). Based on Davis (1989), Al Shbail, 
Alshurafat, Ananzeh, and Al-Msiedeen (2022) 
studies, the constructs of perceived usefulness, 
perceived ease of use, attitude, and behavioral 
intention to adopt technology were measured using 
a 7-point Likert scale ranging from ―strongly agree‖ 
to ―strongly disagree‖. The survey instrument for 
these constructs consists of four items for perceived 
ease of use, four items for perceived usefulness, 
four items for attitude toward adopting technology, 
and five items for intention to adopt technology. 
 

4. RESULTS 
 

4.1. Measurement model assessment 
 
To verify the applicability of the measurement 
model, the average variance extracted (AVE), 
composite reliability (CR), and discriminant validity 
of the constructs were computed. The conventional 
CR and AVE threshold values are displayed in 
Table 1 as CR > 0.70 and AVE > 0.50, respectively 
(Hair et al., 2017). 

 
Table 1. Factor loading, reliability, AVE, and variance inflation factor (VIF) 

 

Construct Code Loadings 
Cronbach’s 

alpha 
CR AVE VIF 

Techno-stress 

TS-1 0.909 

0.972 0.975 0.799 

2.262 
TS-2 0.865 2.476 
TS-3 0.877 2.086 
TS-4 0.907 1.835 
TS-5 0.890 2.483 
TS-6 0.889 1.140 
TS-7 0.909 2.041 
TS-8 0.895 2.413 
TS-9 0.882 2.849 
TS-10 0.915 2.476 

Perceived usefulness 

PUF-1 0.905 

0.924 0.946 0.815 

3.215 
PUF-2 0.892 3.155 
PUF-3 0.907 2.957 
PUF-4 0.906 1.604 

Perceived ease of use 

PEU-1 0.833 

0.885 0.921 0.744 

2.140 
PEU-2 0.848 2.328 
PEU-3 0.876 2.439 
PEU-4 0.893 2.692 

Attitude 

ATT-1 0.900 

0.903 0.932 0.774 

3.119 
ATT-2 0.843 2.244 
ATT-3 0.894 2.979 
ATT-4 0.882 2.477 

Behavioral intention to 
adopt blockchain 
technology 

IUB-1 0.879 

0.925 0.943 0.770 

3.045 
IUB-2 0.875 2.884 
IUB-3 0.896 2.569 
IUB-4 0.872 2.862 
IUB-5 0.865 2.558 
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Cross-loadings (Alshurafat, Al Shbail, Masadeh, 
et al., 2021; Hair et al., 2017), the Fornell-Larcker 
criteria (Fornell & Larcker, 1981), and the heterotrait-
montrait ratio (HTMT) were used to test discriminant 

validity (Al Shbail, Alshurafat, Ananzeh, & Al-
Msiedeen, 2022; Henseler et al., 2015; Obeid et al., 
2017). The findings show that discriminant validity is 
acceptable (Tables 2, 3, and 4). 

 
Table 2. Discriminant validity assessment using the cross-loadings criterion 

 
Construct 

Item Techno-stress 
Perceived 
usefulness 

Perceived ease 
of use 

Attitude 
Behavioral intention to adopt 

blockchain technology 

TS-1 0.909 0.267 0.011 0.391 0.206 

TS-2 0.865 0.266 -0.090 0.364 0.233 

TS-3 0.877 0.251 -0.052 0.316 0.224 

TS-4 0.907 0.247 -0.007 0.325 0.279 

TS-5 0.890 0.213 0.010 0.370 0.258 

TS-6 0.889 0.156 -0.111 0.287 0.270 

TS-7 0.909 0.183 -0.020 0.370 0.309 

TS-8 0.895 0.203 -0.068 0.254 0.221 

TS-9 0.882 0.267 0.011 0.391 0.206 

TS-10 0.915 0.266 -0.090 0.364 0.233 

PUF-1 0.250 0.905 0.365 0.276 0.391 

PUF-2 0.246 0.892 0.305 0.195 0.317 

PUF-3 0.278 0.907 0.412 0.187 0.429 

PUF-4 0.248 0.906 0.293 0.172 0.391 

PEU-1 0.346 0.349 0.833 0.384 0.339 

PEU-2 0.414 0.324 0.848 0.393 0.258 

PEU-3 0.423 0.296 0.876 0.312 0.352 

PEU-4 0.443 0.334 0.893 0.390 0.358 

ATT-1 0.441 0.324 0.225 0.900 0.296 

ATT-2 0.301 0.334 0.143 0.843 0.298 

ATT-3 0.420 0.366 0.178 0.894 0.315 

ATT-4 0.482 0.337 0.277 0.882 0.333 

IUB-1 0.304 0.298 -0.105 0.240 0.879 

IUB-2 0.371 0.202 -0.086 0.333 0.875 

IUB-3 0.262 0.154 -0.038 0.289 0.896 

IUB-4 0.353 0.216 0.033 0.329 0.872 

IUB-5 0.341 0.164 0.005 0.336 0.865 

 

Table 3. Fornell-Larcker criterion results 
 

Construct  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

(1) Attitude 0.880         

(2) Behavioral intention to adopt blockchain technology 0.353 0.877       

(3) Perceived ease of use 0.473 0.376 0.863     

(4) Perceived usefulness 0.386 0.231 0.427 0.903   

(5) Technostress 0.238 -0.039 0.380 0.285 0.894 

 
Table 4. HTMT criterion results 

 
Construct  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

(1) Attitude -         

(2) Behavioral intention to adopt blockchain technology 0.380         

(3) Perceived ease of use 0.521 0.412       

(4) Perceived usefulness 0.417 0.254 0.470     

(5) Technostress 0.250 0.078 0.404 0.297 - 

 

4.2. Structural model assessment 
 
The structural model was initially tested for 
multicollinearity, which is necessary to ensure that 
the path coefficients are not skewed in order to 
confirm the relevance of the predicted relationships 
(Hair et al., 2017). If the variance inflation factor 
(VIF) value is more than 3.3, then there are 
collinearity problems with the latent variables. Since 
none of the VIFs (see Table 1) were more than 3.3, 
the latent variables were not multicollinear. 

According to Hair et al. (2017), bootstrapping is 
a resampling strategy that uses confidence interval 
percentiles to estimate the standard error without 
relying on distributional assumptions, and it was 

used to evaluate the path coefficients. Table 5 shows 
that while perceived ease of use and perceived 
usefulness are negatively impacted by technostress 
(-0.380 and -0.285, respectively), attitude is 

positively impacted by both (0.377 and 0.226, 
respectively). Additionally, the attitude influences 
behavioral intention to adopt blockchain technology 
in a favourable way (0.353).  

According to the R2 values, perceived ease of 
use and perceived usefulness together account for 
14.5% of the variance in perceived ease of use, 8.1% 
of the variance in perceived usefulness, 26.5% of 
the variance in attitude, and 12.5% of the variance in 
behavioral intention to adopt blockchain technology.
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Table 5. Structural path outcomes 
 

Structural path  and t-values 
Confidence interval 

(percentile bootstrap) 
Conclusion 

H1: Techno-stress -> Perceived ease of use -0.380 (4.143)** [-0.084; -0.550] Supported 

H2: Techno-stress -> Perceived usefulness -0.285 (2.711)* [-0.045; -0.490] Supported 

H3: Perceived ease of use -> Attitude 0.377 (3.074)** [0.129; 0.592] Supported 

H4: Perceived usefulness -> Attitude 0.226 (2.003)* [0.003; 0.443] Supported 

H5: Attitude -> Behavioral intention to adopt blockchain 
technology 

0.353 (3.693)** [0.178; 0.549] Supported 

Note: ** p < 0.001, *p < 0.05. 

5. DISCUSSION  
 
For an auditing firm, blockchain technology is 
an essential solution because it enhances 
the accuracy and reliability of financial information, 
helping auditors to perform their tasks (Liu et al., 
2019). People who use technology frequently may 
have technostress, a modern disease that causes 
tension and anxiety. Technostress, which refers to 
the stress or discomfort experienced by individuals 
due to their use or interaction with technology, can 
indeed play a significant role in the adoption of 
blockchain technology among auditors. The study 
aimed to understand how technostress influences 
auditors’ willingness to adopt blockchain technology 
and how it may act as a barrier to its use. 
The findings of the study may have shed light on 
how technostress influences auditors’ decision-
making processes and behaviors related to 
the adoption of blockchain technology. For example, 
the research may have revealed that higher levels of 
technostress are associated with a lower willingness 
to adopt blockchain technology, as auditors may feel 
overwhelmed, anxious, or threatened by the 
perceived changes and challenges brought about by 
this emerging technology. Therefore, it is clear from 
a deeper look at the research findings that 
the auditors put in much effort to overcome 
the difficulties presented by the technostress. 
However, several factors influence how much 
blockchain technology is used (Alshurafat, 2022; 
Alshurafat et al., in press; Alshurafat, Al Shbail, & 
Mansour, 2021; Liu et al., 2010; Liu et al., 2019; 
Mailizar et al., 2021; Munoz-Leiva et al., 2017; Sani 
et al., 2020; To & Trinh, 2021). The TAM and 
technostress factors were included in the extended 
theoretical framework used in this study to evaluate 
the factors impacting the adoption of blockchain 
technology. These variables are used to explain why 
auditors at Jordanian Big 4 and non-Big 4 audit firms 
chose to implement blockchain technology. 

The links between the variables were 
empirically evaluated, and the findings indicated 
that technostress negatively affected the perceived 
usefulness and ease of use of blockchain technology. 
The findings of this investigation are in agreement 
with those of related investigations (Al Shbail, 
Alshurafat, Ananzeh, & Al-Msiedeen, 2022; Al Shbail 
et al., 2021; Alshurafat, Al-Mawali, et al., 2023; 
Alshurafat et al., 2020; Boyer-Davis, 2019; Chandra 
et al., 2019; Fischer & Riedl, 2017; Harris et al., 2022; 
Hwang & Cha, 2018; Marchiori et al., 2019; Nisafani 
et al., 2020; Sumiyana & Sriwidharmanely, 2020; 
Upadhyaya, 2021). According to this study, 
the dependent variable of attitude toward 
technology adoption is well predicted by the two key 
predictors of perceived ease of use and perceived 
usefulness.  

A significant predictor of behavioral intention 
to use technology is the attitude toward adopting 
technology. This is comparable to the results of 
(Alshurafat et al., 2019a; Alshurafat et al., 2019b; 
Alshurafat, 2019; Liu et al., 2010; Liu et al., 2019; 
Mailizar et al., 2021; Munoz-Leiva et al., 2017; Sani 
et al., 2020; To & Trinh, 2021). These results suggest 
that if technostress is properly managed, auditors 
will be more accepting of blockchain technology. 
This outcome supports the evidence of the extended 
TAM theoretical framework (Daragmeh et al., 2021; 
Davis, 1989; Davis et al., 1989; Lee et al., 2003). 
Thus, it can be said that these are key indicators that 
determine if the adoption of blockchain technology 
is successful. 
 

6. CONCLUSION  
 
This article adds to the body of knowledge on the 
adoption of blockchain technology in the auditing 
context by identifying the primary barrier to 
successful blockchain adoption — technostress. This 
study offers sound recommendations on how to 
manage the adoption of blockchain technology in 
developing nations like Jordan. As demonstrated by 
other studies (Janssen et al., 2020; Orji et al., 2020), 
factors that improve the use of technology go 
beyond the institutional, market, or technical 
considerations and include individual-related 
aspects. The study’s findings provide 
recommendations in order to help policymakers and 
researchers better understand the crucial 
components of the effective adoption of blockchain 
technology. 

In terms of managerial implications, Jordanian 
auditors could improve the implementation of 
blockchain technology by taking into account 
the variables that have been discovered to have 
an effect. The first step in changing auditors’ 
attitudes toward adopting blockchain technology is 
to better manage their exposure to new technologies 
in general and blockchain technology in particular. 
This will improve auditors’ perceptions of the 
benefits and simplicity of using blockchain 
technology. In order to increase auditors’ approval 
of adopting blockchain technology, management and 
technology professionals in audit firms are urged to 
outline its benefits. To make the audit process 
easier, auditors must be taught about adopting 
blockchain technology.  

Technology specialists and designers should 
create systems that are simple to use and easy to be 
adopted since auditors can effectively switch to 
blockchain technology if they find it simple to be 
adopted. Fourth, new laws and regulations need to 
be passed by Jordanian audit firms to encourage 
the use of blockchain technology. Fifth, 
the management of audit firms must promote 
the adoption of blockchain technology by auditors 
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through training sessions that highlight the benefits 
of the technology and hone the auditors’ IT abilities. 
Sixth, the use of blockchain technology will be 
successful if auditors have the necessary 
technological know-how and a favorable opinion of 
engaging with it. Overall, the study’s findings offer 
perspectives for those who decide whether to 
successfully encourage the adoption of blockchain 
technology. 

This study has some limitations to overcome 
through future research. First, the study focuses 

only on audit firms located in Jordan. The findings 
of the study encourage other future researchers to 
investigate the impact of technostress on employees 
other than auditors because technology today is 
integrated in all fields of business. Second, this 
study is quantitative in nature. It is recommended 
that other future studies attempt to adopt a mixed 
method approach for investigation combining 
interviews with questionnaire surveys to enrich the 
literature with different types of findings, instead of 
only the quantitative findings.  

 

REFERENCES 
 
1. Abu Suileek, H., & Alshurafat, H. (2023). The determinants of environmental accounting disclosure: A review of 

the literature. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore business, technology opportunities and challenges after 

the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 463–477). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_42 
2. Al Shbail, M. O., Alshurafat, H., Ananzeh, H., Mansour, E., & Hamdan, A. (2023). Factors affecting the adoption 

of remote auditing during the times of COVID-19: An integrated perspective of diffusion of innovations model 
and the technology acceptance model. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore business, technology 
opportunities and challenges after the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 38–53). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-

3-031-08954-1_4 
3. Al Shbail, M. O., Salleh, Z., Mohd Nor, M. N., & Alshurafat, H. (2023). The impact of job stressors and burnout on 

internal auditors’ satisfaction. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore business, technology opportunities and 
challenges after the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 770–783). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_66  

4. Al Shbail, M. O., Alshurafat, H., Ananzeh, H., & Al-Msiedeen, J. M. (2022). Dataset of factors affecting online 
cheating by accounting students: The relevance of social factors and the fraud triangle model factors. Data in 
Brief, 40, Article 107732. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2021.107732 

5. Al Shbail, M. O., Esra’a, B., Alshurafat, H., Ananzeh, H., & Al Kurdi, B. H. (2021). Factors affecting online cheating 
by accounting students: The relevance of social factors and the fraud triangle model factors. Academy of 
Strategic Management Journal, 20(6, Special Issue), 1–16. https://www.abacademies.org/articles/factors-affecting-
online-cheating-by-accounting-students-the-relevance-of-social-factors-and-the-fraud-triangle-model-factors-
12857.html 

6. Al Shbail, M. O., Alshurafat, H., Ananzeh, H., & Bani-Khalid, T. O. (2022). The moderating effect of job 
satisfaction on the relationship between human capital dimensions and internal audit effectiveness. Cogent 
Business & Management, 9(1), Article 2115731. https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2022.2115731 

7. Al-Hazaima, H., Al Shbail, M. O., Alshurafat, H., Ananzeh, H., & Al Shbeil, S. O. (2022). Dataset for integration of 
sustainability education into the accounting curricula of tertiary education institutions in Jordan. Data in Brief, 
42, Article 108224, 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2022.108224 

8. Al-Rahmi, W. M., Yahaya, N., Alamri, M. M., Alyoussef, I. Y., Al-Rahmi, A. M., & Kamin, Y. B. (2021). Integrating 
innovation diffusion theory with technology acceptance model: Supporting students’ attitude towards using 
a massive open online courses (MOOCs) systems. Interactive Learning Environments, 29(8), 1–13. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/10494820.2019.1629599 

9. Alshurafat, H. A. (2019). Forensic accounting curricula and pedagogies in Australian universities: Analysis of 
academic and practitioner perspectives [PhD Thesis, The University of Southern Queensland]. 
https://doi.org/10.26192/5f7c0377ec180 

10. Alshurafat, H. A. (2022). Forensic accounting as a profession in Australia? A sociological perspective. Meditari 
Accountancy Research, 30(2), 395–423. https://doi.org/10.1108/MEDAR-04-2020-0865  

11. Alshurafat, H., Al Shbail, M. O., Mansour, E., Alzoubi, A. B., & Alrawabdeh, W. (2023). An instructional project: 
Compliance with IASB conceptual framework by the listed companies. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore 

business, technology opportunities and challenges after the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 806–815). Springer. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_69  
12. Alshurafat, H., Al Shbail, M. O., Masadeh, W. M., Dahmash, F., & Al-Msiedeen, J. M. (2021). Factors affecting 

online accounting education during the COVID-19 pandemic: An integrated perspective of social capital theory, 
the theory of reasoned action and the technology acceptance model. Education and Information Technologies, 
26, 6995–7013. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-021-10550-y  

13. Alshurafat, H., Al Shbail, M., & Almuiet, M. (in press). Factors affecting the intention to adopt IT forensic 
accounting tools to detect financial cybercrimes. International Journal of Business Excellence. 
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJBEX.2021.10039538  

14. Alshurafat, H., Al Shbail, M. O., & Mansour, E. (2021). Strengths and weaknesses of forensic accounting: 
An implication on the socio-economic development. Journal of Business and Socio-economic Development, 1(2), 
135–148. https://doi.org/10.1108/JBSED-03-2021-0026  

15. Alshurafat, H., Al-Mawali, H., & Al Shbail, M. O. (2023). The influence of technostress on the intention to use 
blockchain technology: The perspectives of Jordanian auditors. Development and Learning in Organizations, 
37(3), 24–27. https://doi.org/10.1108/DLO-06-2022-0103  

16. Alshurafat, H., Al-Msiedeen, J. M., Al Shbail, M. O., Ananzeh, H., Alshbiel, S., & Jaradat, Z. (2023). Forensic 
accounting education within the Australian Universities. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore business, 

technology opportunities and challenges after the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 679–690). Springer. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_58 

17. Alshurafat, H., Beattie, C., Jones, G., & Sands, J. (2019a). The domain of forensic accounting services: Evidence 
from Australia. In Proceedings of the 19th Asian Academic Accounting Association (FourA) Annual Conference, 
Korea. https://foura.org/download/foura_2019/proceedings/foura2019_167.pdf 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_42
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_66
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2021.107732
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/factors-affecting-online-cheating-by-accounting-students-the-relevance-of-social-factors-and-the-fraud-triangle-model-factors-12857.html
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/factors-affecting-online-cheating-by-accounting-students-the-relevance-of-social-factors-and-the-fraud-triangle-model-factors-12857.html
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/factors-affecting-online-cheating-by-accounting-students-the-relevance-of-social-factors-and-the-fraud-triangle-model-factors-12857.html
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2022.2115731
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2022.108224
https://doi.org/10.1080/10494820.2019.1629599
https://doi.org/10.26192/5f7c0377ec180
https://doi.org/10.1108/MEDAR-04-2020-0865
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_69
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-021-10550-y
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJBEX.2021.10039538
https://doi.org/10.1108/JBSED-03-2021-0026
https://doi.org/10.1108/DLO-06-2022-0103
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_58
https://foura.org/download/foura_2019/proceedings/foura2019_167.pdf


Journal of Governance and Regulation / Volume 12, Issue 3, Special Issue, 2023 

 
292 

18. AlShurafat, H., Beattie, C., Jones, G., & Sands, J. (2019b). Forensic accounting core and interdisciplinary curricula 
components in Australian universities: Analysis of websites. Journal of Forensic and Investigative Accounting, 
11(2), 353–365. http://s3.amazonaws.com/web.nacva.com/JFIA/Issues/JFIA-2019-No2-8.pdf 

19. Alshurafat, H., Beattie, C., Jones, G., & Sands, J. (2020). Perceptions of the usefulness of various teaching 
methods in forensic accounting education. Accounting Education, 29(2), 177–204. https://doi.org/10.1080
/09639284.2020.1719425  

20. Ashrafi, A., Zareravasan, A., Rabiee Savoji, S., & Amani, M. (2022). Exploring factors influencing students’ 
continuance intention to use the learning management system (LMS): A multi-perspective framework. 
Interactive Learning Environments, 30(8), 1–23. https://doi.org/10.1080/10494820.2020.1734028 

21. Ayyagari, R., Grover, V., & Purvis, R. (2011). Technostress: Technological antecedents and implications. MIS 
quarterly, 35(4), 831–858. https://doi.org/10.2307/41409963 

22. Banham, R. (2017, June 14). Furious rush of digital disruption creates opportunities for CPAs to help clients. 
Journal of Accountancy. https://www.journalofaccountancy.com/news/2017/jun/technology-related-
opportunities-for-cpa-firms-201716745.html  

23. Boyer-Davis, S. (2019). Technostress: An antecedent of job turnover intention in the accounting profession. 
Journal of Business and Accounting, 12(1), 49–63. http://asbbs.org/files/2019/JBA_Vol12.1_Fall_
2019.pdf#page=49 

24. Chandra, S., Shirish, A., & Srivastava, S. C. (2019). Does technostress inhibit employee innovation? Examining 
the linear and curvilinear influence of technostress creators. Communications of the Association for Information 
Systems, 44(1), 299–331. https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.04419 

25. Chang, Y. W., Hsu, P. Y., & Shiau, W.-L. (2014). An empirical study of managers’ usage intention in BI. Cognition, 
Technology & Work, 16(2), 247–258. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10111-013-0261-z 

26. D’Arcy, J., Gupta, A., Tarafdar, M., & Turel, O. (2014). Reflecting on the ―dark side‖ of information technology 
use. Communications of the Association for Information Systems, 35(1), 109–118. https://doi.org/10.17705

/1CAIS.03505 
27. Dai, J., & Vasarhelyi, M. A. (2017). Toward blockchain-based accounting and assurance. Journal of Information 

Systems, 31(3), 5–21. https://doi.org/10.2308/isys-51804 
28. Daragmeh, A., Sági, J., & Zéman, Z. (2021). Continuous intention to use e-wallet in the context of the COVID–19 

pandemic: Integrating the health belief model (HBM) and technology continuous theory (TCT). Journal of Open 
Innovation: Technology, Market, and Complexity, 7(2), Article 132. https://doi.org/10.3390/joitmc7020132 

29. Davis, F. D. (1989). Perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, and user acceptance of information technology. 
MIS Quarterly, 13(3), 319–340. https://doi.org/10.2307/249008 

30. Davis, F. D., Bagozzi, R. P., & Warshaw, P. R. (1989). User acceptance of computer technology: A comparison of 
two theoretical models. Management Science, 35(8), 982–1003. https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.35.8.982 

31. Dumpit, D. Z., & Fernandez, C. J. (2017). Analysis of the use of social media in higher education institutions 
(HEIs) using the technology acceptance model. International Journal of Educational Technology in Higher 
Education, 14(1), Article 5. https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-017-0045-2 

32. Fischer, T., & Riedl, R. (2017). Technostress research: a nurturing ground for measurement pluralism? 
Communications of the Association for Information Systems, 40(1), 375–401. https://doi.org/10.17705
/1CAIS.04017 

33. Fornell, C., & Larcker, D. F. (1981). Structural equation models with unobservable variables and measurement 
error: Algebra and statistics. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(3), 382–388. https://doi.org/10.2307/3150980 

34. Gaudioso, F., Turel, O., & Galimberti, C. (2017). The mediating roles of strain facets and coping strategies in 
translating techno-stressors into adverse job outcomes. Computers in Human Behavior, 69, 189–196. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.12.041 

35. Gonserkewitz, P., Karger, E., & Jagals, M. (2022). Non-fungible tokens: Use cases of NFTs and future research 
agenda. Risk Governance and Control: Financial Markets and Institutions, 12(3), 8–18. https://doi.org/10.22495
/rgcv12i3p1 

36. Hair, J. F., Hult, G. T. M., Ringle, C., & Sarstedt, M. (2017). A primer on partial least squares structural equation 

modeling (PLS-SEM) (2nd ed.). Sage Publishing. 
37. Harris, K. J., Harris, R. B., Valle, M., Carlson, J., Carlson, D. S., Zivnuska, S., & Wiley, B. (2022). Technostress and 

the entitled employee: Impacts on work and family. Information Technology & People, 35(3), 1073–1095. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/ITP-07-2019-0348 

38. Henseler, J., Ringle, C. M., & Sarstedt, M. (2015). A new criterion for assessing discriminant validity in variance-
based structural equation modeling. Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science, 43(1), 115–135. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11747-014-0403-8 

39. Hwang, I., & Cha, O. (2018). Examining technostress creators and role stress as potential threats to employees’ 
information security compliance. Computers in Human Behavior, 81, 282–293. https://doi.org/10.1016
/j.chb.2017.12.022 

40. Janssen, M., Weerakkody, V., Ismagilova, E., Sivarajah, U., & Irani, Z. (2020). A framework for analysing 
blockchain technology adoption: Integrating institutional, market and technical factors. International Journal of 
Information Management, 50, 302–309. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2019.08.012 

41. Jaradat, Z., Al-Dmour, A., Alshurafat, H., Al-Hazaima, H., & Al Shbail, M. O. (2022). Factors influencing business 
intelligence adoption: Evidence from Jordan. Journal of Decision Systems, 1–21. https://doi.org/10.1080
/12460125.2022.2094531 

42. La Torre, G., De Leonardis, V., & Chiappetta, M. (2020). Technostress: How does it affect the productivity and 
life of an individual? Results of an observational study. Public Health, 189, 60–65. https://doi.org/10.1016
/j.puhe.2020.09.013 

43. Lai, P. C. (2017). The literature review of technology adoption models and theories for the novelty technology. 
Journal of Information Systems and Technology Management, 14(1), 21–38. https://doi.org/10.4301/S1807-
17752017000100002 

44. Lee, Y., Kozar, K. A., & Larsen, K. R. (2003). The technology acceptance model: Past, present, and future. 
Communications of the Association for Information Systems, 12(1), 752–780. https://doi.org/10.17705
/1CAIS.01250 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09639284.2020.1719425
https://doi.org/10.1080/09639284.2020.1719425
https://doi.org/10.1080/10494820.2020.1734028
https://doi.org/10.2307/41409963
https://www.journalofaccountancy.com/news/2017/jun/technology-related-opportunities-for-cpa-firms-201716745.html
https://www.journalofaccountancy.com/news/2017/jun/technology-related-opportunities-for-cpa-firms-201716745.html
http://asbbs.org/files/2019/JBA_Vol12.1_Fall_2019.pdf#page=49
http://asbbs.org/files/2019/JBA_Vol12.1_Fall_2019.pdf#page=49
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.04419
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10111-013-0261-z
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.03505
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.03505
https://doi.org/10.2308/isys-51804
https://doi.org/10.3390/joitmc7020132
https://doi.org/10.2307/249008
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.35.8.982
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-017-0045-2
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.04017
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.04017
https://doi.org/10.2307/3150980
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.12.041
https://doi.org/10.22495/rgcv12i3p1
https://doi.org/10.22495/rgcv12i3p1
https://doi.org/10.1108/ITP-07-2019-0348
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11747-014-0403-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2019.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/12460125.2022.2094531
https://doi.org/10.1080/12460125.2022.2094531
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2020.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2020.09.013
https://doi.org/10.4301/S1807-17752017000100002
https://doi.org/10.4301/S1807-17752017000100002
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.01250
https://doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.01250


Journal of Governance and Regulation / Volume 12, Issue 3, Special Issue, 2023 

 
293 

45. Lee, Y.-K., Chang, C.-T., Lin, Y., & Cheng, Z.-H. (2014). The dark side of smartphone usage: Psychological traits, 
compulsive behavior and technostress. Computers in Human Behavior, 31, 373–383. https://doi.org/10.1016
/j.chb.2013.10.047 

46. Leusink, J. (2020). Blockchain technology and the audit profession. ―Disruptive technology?‖ [Master’s thesis, 
Radboud University]. https://theses.ubn.ru.nl/items/002b5bc2-5b94-41b9-ac73-6e8dd99f6c4a  

47. Liu, I.-F., Chen, M. C., Sun, Y. S., Wible, D., & Kuo, C.-H. (2010). Extending the TAM model to explore the factors 
that affect intention to use an online learning community. Computers & Education, 54(2), 600–610. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2009.09.009 

48. Liu, J., Wang, J., Zhou, G., Zhang, G., Pan, Y., Sa, X., & Liu, T. (2019). Scientific data sharing platform using 
behavior study based on extended TAM model. In S. Long & B. Dhillon (Eds.), Man–machine–environment system 
engineering (pp. 21–30). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-8779-1_3 

49. Liu, M., Wu, K., & Xu, J. J. (2019). How will blockchain technology impact auditing and accounting: 
Permissionless versus permissioned blockchain. Current Issues in Auditing, 13(2), 19–29. 
https://doi.org/10.2308/ciia-52540 

50. Lombardi, R., De Villiers, C., Moscariello, N., & Pizzo, M. (2022). The disruption of blockchain in auditing — 
A systematic literature review and an agenda for future research. Accounting, Auditing & Accountability 
Journal, 35(7), 1534–1565. https://doi.org/10.1108/AAAJ-10-2020-4992 

51. Maier, C., Laumer, S., Eckhardt, A., & Weitzel, T. (2015). Giving too much social support: Social overload on 
social networking sites. European Journal of Information Systems, 24(5), 447–464. 
https://doi.org/10.1057/ejis.2014.3 

52. Mailizar, M., Burg, D., & Maulina, S. (2021). Examining university students’ behavioral intention to use e-learning 
during the COVID-19 pandemic: An extended TAM model. Education and Information Technologies, 26(6), 7057–7077. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-021-10557-5 

53. Mansour, E., Alzyoud, S., Abuzaid, R., & Alshurafat, H. (2023). Accounting students perspectives of peer 
tutoring. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore business, technology opportunities and challenges after 

the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 308–317). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_28 

54. Mansour, E., Taha, R., & Taha, N. (2023). The impact of Internet of things on the quality of financial reporting. 
In A. M. A. Musleh Al-Sartawi, A. Razzaque, & M. M. Kamal (Eds.), From the Internet of things to the Internet of 
ideas: The role of Artificial intelligence (pp. 367–374). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-17746-0_30 

55. Marangunić, N., & Granić, A. (2015). Technology acceptance model: A literature review from 1986 to 2013. 
Universal Access in the Information Society, 14(1), 81–95. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10209-014-0348-1 

56. Marchiori, D. M., Mainardes, E. W., & Rodrigues, R. G. (2019). Do individual characteristics influence the types of 
technostress reported by workers? International Journal of Human–Computer Interaction, 35(3), 218–230. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2018.1449713 

57. Melas, C. D., Zampetakis, L. A., Dimopoulou, A., & Moustakis, V. (2011). Modeling the acceptance of clinical 
information systems among hospital medical staff: An extended TAM model. Journal of Biomedical Informatics, 
44(4), 553–564. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2011.01.009 

58. Munoz-Leiva, F., Climent-Climent, S., & Liébana-Cabanillas, F. (2017). Determinants of intention to use 
the mobile banking apps: An extension of the classic TAM model. Spanish Journal of Marketing — ESIC, 21(1), 
25–38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjme.2016.12.001 

59. Nisafani, A. S., Kiely, G., & Mahony, C. (2020). Workers’ technostress: A review of its causes, strains, inhibitors, 
and impacts. Journal of Decision Systems, 29(sup 1), 243–258. https://doi.org/10.1080/12460125.2020.1796286 

60. Obeid, M., Salleh, Z., & Mohd Nor, M. N. (2017). The mediating effect of job satisfaction on the relationship 
between personality traits and premature sign-off. Academy of Accounting and Financial Studies Journal, 21(2), 1–17. 
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/the-mediating-effect-of-job-satisfaction-on-the-relationship-between-
personality-traits-and-premature-signoff-6637.html 

61. Orji, I. J., Kusi-Sarpong, S., Huang, S., & Vazquez-Brust, D. (2020). Evaluating the factors that influence 
blockchain adoption in the freight logistics industry. Transportation Research Part E: Logistics and 
Transportation Review, 141, Article 102025. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2020.102025 

62. Park, E., Cho, Y., Han, J., & Kwon, S. J. (2017). Comprehensive approaches to user acceptance of Internet of 
things in a smart home environment. IEEE Internet of Things Journal, 4(6), 2342–2350. https://doi.org/10.1109
/JIOT.2017.2750765 

63. Price, E. (2016). Fed: Blockchain is transformative. International Financial Law Review, 35(44). 
http://surl.li/iemjm 

64. Sani, A., Nur Nawaninatyas, P., Rizal, Khristiana, Y., Zailani, A. U., & Husain, T. (2020). E-business adoption 
models in organizational contexts on the TAM extended model: A preliminary assessment. In Proceedings of 
the 2020 8th International Conference on Cyber and IT Service Management (CITSM). IEEE. 
https://doi.org/10.1109/CITSM50537.2020.9268869 

65. Sbaih, Y. S. A., Alshurafat, H., Al-Hazaima, H., & Alhusban, A. A. A. (2023). The impact of IFRS 16 ―Leases‖ on 
the financial performance on Jordanian industrial companies. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore 

business, technology opportunities and challenges after the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 736–745). Springer. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_63 
66. Smith, S. (2018). Blockchain augmented audit–benefits and challenges for accounting professionals. The Journal 

of Theoretical Accounting Research, 14(1), 117–137. http://surl.li/iemkp 
67. Srivastava, S. C., Chandra, S., & Shirish, A. (2015). Technostress creators and job outcomes: Theorising 

the moderating influence of personality traits. Information Systems Journal, 25(4), 355–401. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/isj.12067 

68. Strohbach, M., Ziekow, H., Gazis, V., & Akiva, N. (2015). Towards a big data analytics framework for IoT and 
smart city applications. In F. Xhafa, L. Barolli, A. Barolli, & P. Papajorgji (Eds.), Modeling and processing for next-
generation big-data technologies: With applications and case studies (pp. 257–282). Springer. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-09177-8_11 

69. Sumiyana, S., & Sriwidharmanely, S. (2020). Mitigating the harmful effects of technostress: inducing chaos 
theory in an experimental setting. Behaviour & Information Technology, 39(10), 1079–1093. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/0144929X.2019.1641229 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.10.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.10.047
https://theses.ubn.ru.nl/items/002b5bc2-5b94-41b9-ac73-6e8dd99f6c4a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2009.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-8779-1_3
https://doi.org/10.2308/ciia-52540
https://doi.org/10.1108/AAAJ-10-2020-4992
https://doi.org/10.1057/ejis.2014.3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-021-10557-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_28
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-17746-0_30
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10209-014-0348-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2018.1449713
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2011.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjme.2016.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/12460125.2020.1796286
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/the-mediating-effect-of-job-satisfaction-on-the-relationship-between-personality-traits-and-premature-signoff-6637.html
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/the-mediating-effect-of-job-satisfaction-on-the-relationship-between-personality-traits-and-premature-signoff-6637.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2020.102025
https://doi.org/10.1109/JIOT.2017.2750765
https://doi.org/10.1109/JIOT.2017.2750765
http://surl.li/iemjm
https://doi.org/10.1109/CITSM50537.2020.9268869
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_63
http://surl.li/iemkp
https://doi.org/10.1111/isj.12067
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-09177-8_11
https://doi.org/10.1080/0144929X.2019.1641229


Journal of Governance and Regulation / Volume 12, Issue 3, Special Issue, 2023 

 
294 

70. Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. (2014). Using multivariate statistics (6th ed.). Pearson.  
71. Taha, N., Alshurafat, H., & Al Shbail, M. O. (2023). The impact of different intellectual capital dimensions on 

banks operational and financial performance. In B. Alareeni & A. Hamdan (Eds.), Explore business, technology 

opportunities and challenges after the COVID-19 pandemic (pp. 946–956). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007

/978-3-031-08954-1_79 
72. Taherdoost, H. (2018). A review of technology acceptance and adoption models and theories. Procedia 

Manufacturing, 22, 960–967. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2018.03.137 
73. Tarafdar, M., Pullins, E. B., & Ragu‐Nathan, T. (2015). Technostress: Negative effect on performance and possible 

mitigations. Information Systems Journal, 25(2), 103–132. https://doi.org/10.1111/isj.12042 
74. Tarafdar, M., Tu, Q., Ragu-Nathan, B. S., & Ragu-Nathan, T. S. (2007). The impact of technostress on role stress 

and productivity. Journal of Management Information Systems, 24(1), 301–328. https://doi.org/10.2753
/MIS0742-1222240109 

75. Tarafdar, M., Tu, Q., & Ragu-Nathan, T. S. (2010). Impact of technostress on end-user satisfaction and 
performance. Journal of Management Information Systems, 27(3), 303–334. https://doi.org/10.2753/MIS0742-
1222270311 

76. To, A. T., & Trinh, T. H. M. (2021). Understanding behavioral intention to use mobile wallets in Vietnam: 
Extending the tam model with trust and enjoyment. Cogent Business & Management, 8(1), Article 1891661. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2021.1891661 

77. Tu, Q., Wang, K., & Shu, Q. (2005). Computer-related technostress in China. Communications of the ACM, 48(4), 
77–81. https://doi.org/10.1145/1053291.1053323 

78. Upadhyaya, P. (2021). Impact of technostress on academic productivity of university students. Education and 
Information Technologies, 26(2), 1647–1664. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-020-10319-9 

 
 

 
 
 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_79
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-08954-1_79
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2018.03.137
https://doi.org/10.1111/isj.12042
https://doi.org/10.2753/MIS0742-1222240109
https://doi.org/10.2753/MIS0742-1222240109
https://doi.org/10.2753/MIS0742-1222270311
https://doi.org/10.2753/MIS0742-1222270311
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2021.1891661
https://doi.org/10.1145/1053291.1053323
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10639-020-10319-9

	REFERENCES
	TECHNOSTRESS IMPACT ON THE INTENTION TO ADOPT BLOCKCHAIN TECHNOLOGY IN AUDITING COMPANIES
	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. LITERATURE REVIEW AND HYPOTHESES DEVELOPMENT
	3. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
	3.1. Research sample and data sources
	3.2. Research tools

	4. RESULTS
	4.1. Measurement model assessment
	4.2. Structural model assessment

	5. DISCUSSION
	6. CONCLUSION
	REFERENCES




