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Abstract

Objective: To study the influence of community factors on the use of online learning platform and provide corresponding
countermeasures. Methods: Based on the UTAUT model and the UTAUT2 model, the community impact questionnaire of medical
students’ online learning platform was formulated, and 809 questionnaires were distributed and 789 valid questionnaires were
collected. Results: 94.31% medical students try online learning platform under community recommendation; 96.42% medical
students tend to trust close people to choose online learning platform; 96.42% students are willing to use an online learning platform
recommended by their classmates or friends; 96.79% medical students are obviously willing to choose online learning platform
with more mainstream media reports; 89% medical students often post the online learning platform for learning and upload learning
information to interact with others; 96.29% of medical students are willing to spread learning resources. Conclusion: Community
influence has significant positive relationship with the use of online learning platform; students show willingness to participate in the
construction of community resources and promote knowledge sharing.
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