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THESIS ABSTRACT

An Empirical Study of Continuing Usage in Social Network Context:
An Integrated Model of ECT and Interactivity Factors
By Ling-You Syu
Master Degree of Business Administration
Department of Information Management
National Taiwan University
June 2010
Advisor : Dr. Chorng-Shyong Ong

Recently, social network sites have gained significant popularity. However, the full
values and potential of social network sites cannot be realized without users’ ongoing
participation. Thus, examining why users continue participating in social network sites
becomes important.

After briefly summarizing @xisting scholarships concerning social network sites, we
construct a research model by integratiqg‘;Expected-Confirmation Theory and interactivity
factors. Especially, we characterize intergoi;ir;/ity factors as perceived web sites interactivity
and perceived community interactivi_ty. 7

We use the SEM method to-analyze our research' model. The results reveal that user’s
continuance intention of participation in:social network sites is determined by satisfaction.
Satisfaction is influenced by user’s confirmation level and perceived web sites interactivity.
Perceived web sites interactivity and perceived community interactivity are influenced by
user’s confirmation level. The findings of this study contribute not only to theory building in

social network sites continuance but also inform social network sites’ moderators in their

effort to develop strategies for retaining their users.

Keywords: social network sites, interactivity, perceived web sites interactivity, perceived
community interactivity, Expected-Confirmation Theory



TRIE oottt et et r e i

BT IEE oo i

B F BT oo eeee e e et E oo SR e e et see e 1
B B T B B b 1
B T B T B b 1
R T e - T 3
- F é/ﬁ%#ﬁ‘f\ ......................................... s 4
EER A S R o £ - - . 4

2:1-1 BT ol TR SR e 4
2-1-2 AR v & o S N, 5
2-1-3  agge s LN L TR e 7

f-% el kL =0t 1 A . S 8
221 s B g Ll e 10
2-2-2 Bt R T B NN N e 13

8 Byt S e ML ST ! 15

EEE S R I S W A reea B A e, 19

IR ST Ea R o OO OO 19

P R = = 2 S ovreees---eerst NN 22
3-2-1 FEERARR R T B AR BB e, 23
3-2-2 FEZAR R H3 A3 3 ® M andp B IBGR e 24
3-2-3 FEIRAR R ¥Fié # A H B B BB BER s 24
3-2-4 AT AR T B R A EBR BRI B e, 25
3-2-5 ATALEE T e MR H ’ﬁ R B TR B I e 26
3-2-6 i '“ﬁ BRBEHEFERY LBAEE I e 26

R e 27

BB A BT BRI E e 28
KB R i+ 28
3-4-2 BRTTAL L T B e 29

3-4-3 FRATHE IR T B 30
3-4-4 T T B oottt ettt E bR R et bt Re et ne bt 31
3-4-5 FEHF B B ettt 32



}
§N
14

>
~

N
o~
Voo sl

>
~

=
el

g TH R E R LT3 35 33
& F" 7}—’-/»\’}‘?"’?‘2: e e e e e e e rr e 34
B B BT o T o 35

B A T L B A FT i e 35
4-1-1 # Haxwztkﬂvﬁia\ﬁ .................................................................. 35
412 RPFOAFREER T GRS 36
G BT B BB AT e 38
s N T A TR 38
L 3 B A TR 41
A B B BN A T ittt 44
I N T A R 44
T = - TR 44
4-3-3  FEAIIE B B A T et 48

BRI A AT e TS 50

S01 ped R RATEE
4-4-2 IE;’\;{ ,5@ P_E_-l‘. s

=




Sl B ERAEFE AR B F 5
2-2 A FE R Th IR TETD e oottt 6
2-3 AT EE T B R T IEF oot 11
B-L AT F A BB oo 22
I L OO 29
-3 RATAETE T B2 T B B T8 e 29
-4 AT rE T B2 T E BT T8 e 30
R A < L U 32
R A IR LR 32
A1 E P H 2B A AR T T oo 36
4-2 %3 'fﬁ EAEFE M 2k 8 B T i et 37
A3 5 - R AR A - 38
44 W% MMI 15 2GR AT ST Il i 39
4-5 1 B A 3785 240 s 00 ik PO N B 40
4-6 inarie sk 3 f g FIF AR IR L s 42
A7 Al 3T B o 5 4 % T A\""ﬁ,%?ae E N T - S 43
4-8 3 arik 3 T 6 Rz au—kr].%a\ﬁi%z\ ............................................................... 43
A9 R R F sz TR AR ALL. L BT Y S 44
4-10 & o 2 F1 & L & ~.§gg_fgfi;f?ifi%w@&% ............................................. 46
4-11 £ 456 2 T 3ofe AR B R e 48
CL2ARILIF AT TR AR 49
B-13 F = Z B 35 F e et 49
4-14 A AT 5 BRHER] 20 3 Fd oo 50
4-15 * 5= 3 Bk A 2 &Hf;ﬁ;é T ettt ettt 52
4-16 & FHR B EWCE FETD A oot 53

vi



I TR T e R 14
A e o i L 16
B 23 T30 5 SR 7 B oo 18
R I TR e v B 22
R R C I o = F 28
N i e (R T L X 8 52

vii



-3

Py
‘g*;

F-& Er TR

STE K0 esh )N R bR ALH PR A B > LR A FRBAP Y L A4
Mgz o 4935 2010 £ ch S H R < Rk B B (P ¥, 2010) AL E Rk G 25 R
o P EMLE P4 Az 1w ATRE S R E R T S Facebook c # BEF 4
AEE A wnd S Lo LTI B S06 F fent (4 RS e B O

E?P’ﬁ—fﬁ;{lzacebooké’ﬁf%?f—‘ﬁ)’%\1{-3‘7”‘713 ARe e Y T EaE Lo ko

%ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%i%a ﬁﬁﬂ@%rﬁ%yﬁwﬁm4%’iﬁ%7$%@

g

POV IR B AR F'a“flr»k?f 7&.%#,_»&,.}7\ . PE’PP ERTE SN ST SR N

FrEOERFRY A ,Juxe,&gui ﬁ,"%* 44 quHﬁ & * —g%? 2009 # ezt ie * B B
SR AT AT @%ﬁﬁt’ﬂ pEEE ﬁkﬁfﬁﬁ’»f{w’%"%%wkﬁ
Pl R 2 i F' e K\?ﬁﬁ&éxé'? "FLM:P)EE,& f‘- THRS R AR Y AR A BT
$%@*$ﬁ$ﬁﬁyﬁﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁ4ﬁgﬁﬁﬁ$$ﬁ?ﬂ¥@»§ﬁﬁ$$@u@

TR Beehfmal > msl B R E S g 0 ARF R (IR §, 2010)

B RALFE R R B RIRAUPT 0 3 AR RIFET ARG P4 Frossl K

AN

R T K o A AR R E RS G 21wk B R ORT ] B T AR

TR SRR SR B Pk ik e b—Facebook 1T A A B2 FHEAT H G o

S-% Py e

o+

Fasb g R e et A GAL? B & R PR R R RE S kD

RE RGBT B A H 7 R K W B2 A AR R

1



LRILF 4wt By €78 m 2 B (Ellison, Steinfield, & Lampe, 2007 ; Boyd &

Ellison, 2008) -

AR b A P FEY B H k1 Bt a3 1R §_Facebook B A A%
R ET o pd ERMAP 3 p B
R R LR RN E AT 1 LR FV S AR NP DB AT

b
=

i e S il ngiz;h;?ﬂl L9z

AR HS VEETT R T 0N vl AR H e e
Lﬁ@§@?ﬁ@u@%?ﬁﬁwmmw&Emwmm%%%&i“’ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁjﬁ
O oOPMAFLIER > A ERE L o @NIEROM G FEPR L T B RS
ok ol oB) ¢ —'*‘rm» » e §_Facebook =5 55 & FAPiE ¥ AR 4p 3 om0 = angTpl b

W B PR G 4R B AR ks Sk '§€¢ T}u,g\gt AR T B o L T4
EEFL AT Fo 4 RS E AR B S T B FE ML - T
AP ehe 1AL & 2010 0090 f;:\%,w;aga g,.%g% *rf;w;L v LR iﬂzx;rt TR

Facebook 325k 2 #t 5 f 7= 44, g%miﬁﬁ* fi*%:]%;v%ﬁﬂ xiEFIH @G ¥k 31.8%

fg-'-',r.
SRR b B &Lﬂékﬁﬁm# HOFod SR SRR SR

R £ ARALE S sk S T AR R AL vﬁmﬁw’&géﬁi%wﬁir‘*”
T $$#WWFMMMW&BdeM) Hapamsl]- g ¥~ ¢
Friamanp ko @ FEER Y FRERTERION 4 basdesl o P AP Y

A
A E TG X i a R AR Lhm,;f/,ﬁvrj% fﬁiya&«;m,gw GEVE- B3

miuEd HEM A FgR ap Ay > PR DY R
(Expected-Confirmation Theory) % 4 12 #£ 34 - Oliver (1980) A3 ) ¥ 3 Frzn i@ 4 pF >
RHE AR R RS2 LT L 2R R - Bhattacherjee (2001) R s& - ¥ -t
Bl PEL W8 DI S M2 R Y fF > FIS M2 TR R Faw R
Fola s e A Ap 0 dhe B 180 RIREN G FF M0 il A E T 07 2 g
B3 T o 4e Lin, Wu, and Tsai (2005)* » © fexhz 57 28 © ) F Frili@h2 24 0 T8

2



FATF LB IRATG ABE e~ TS R F R MU ek RRFR BT v bR
—"F’f:}?,éi i * 7 % 24731 ; Hong, Thong, and Tam (2006) f| >+ (7 &> » v fexh2 5 T 48 @ #)
FAERLIL > UGy P SRk R IR L R Y IR Y (T ¢ ek
Flh o R FHERY LRZAF o0 Pk TR ARV B4R A R AR 8 S
AR R R I A A Tt o AR UE Y WY AT 1T S

%&jﬁ -4f J',l ﬁf fﬂ o

%
SRy

e

i

(z

AR AR I Y FERILG (TS R A F e e ¥ T Bl T S A
Hiprbig b F RV ARk R o AR Y FEF R LR ZIFT
wﬁﬁvﬂ%%ﬁﬁ&%¢%$ﬁ“%@ﬁiﬁﬁ°&“’*Pfﬁﬁiﬁﬂpfﬁﬁ
B r FoF AR LW L SRBaaeR M?r&a# BT Hen R PRI B T
fRaLsE g g v K el s e g kTR 4 LR D
P AL e s Y K LPL Al At 7 ﬁ:rwkmﬁ’gxé’* 'ﬂzé’rﬁ* P A2 LR 0 FG B
(SRR T E pugﬁﬁ,g w:ﬁ j;mé;i 4 = & (Crego, 1995) ; @ #3> fiF * 44

“g’"
LRI FHDEE e 1;&} qi e E?&m? o 2 R SR Efog AT A

7

25l 4 P ko 0, E, |
Couy | 1

%

\u

@ P3P

PR R ER SRR RN E T SR Ry TR D

AR Y HIEFF R LR FEHG  Fl o AL R RS

VI BTLALH Rk B AERING LR T B2 B

= \LLQ}I?\‘%;FP‘J’ B s FREB R TR RS R A RA S
2 '&%3"\‘ ’.‘_ #4'—%@’:}'7ﬁa‘$k“&'m#§‘§]§%7&¥]gf ""111 °
ZCBEFEF] O REAFL RN SR NE L pHEDE L



o TREH

R L BBE P o AT R Reh 2 PP — TR P ¥R R Y AL
g PR > S EW ARG AT RER Y F2FHRY LR -
Fpt 0 AR E AR ZE 0 F - § AR AR ML S TR M E R 52 &R
RN AR R M — T B2 AP B v/,?c yBofs 0 % 2 @ PIERAEH F AILIT A 2 4P B

ik

B AL (Virtual community) - *ﬂ&;&d Rheigingold (1993) 74 ) » H dpm AL
THE ARG TR ISR ’ﬁl ﬁé’a:‘t‘“ lF“ Bl Fie TR B At TR R
A fgesh b A4 R %ym&»%% LR K SRR G
%_% - Fernback and Thompson'(1995):2 5 b St 3 8 M A 2 ng 3 2P - S8F &
S 3 64735 2 ek ¢ B % o Bagozzi and Dholakia (2002) B #-5 #8423 % & 5 2.7 ¥
FHRBE T ARG T HIEEME N AF AT AR A T A2 iF o Lee, Vogel, and
Limayem (2003) R il m At B R 2 > A BT B B4 » Hns TR B4
Tihs RADTAPHEATAE > AR RITPN SR 2T §EFHI FLET R4
FOLE AR o iEa 24 B AL o Plant (2004)#-E A v A L T B
BEZFEEAEL AhIT f o dHhE bl A I3 b BEIRIEE TR

TNEEWEE S SRR S5 LY Iy



TH & A
Rheigingold 1993 |AL ¢ hE SR 4 B3 KA P AR FEFLY
M ofderh b A5 A MERE (A e

o
Fernback & 1995 | AP TR 3 Z RPN EEF BRI #0732 ik
Thompson € B o
Carver 1999 }i%‘éﬁii’i%{f_§€~*—i’\’rﬁigz/\ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁ‘w7 ¥
FHRIFgaE AR ER o
Bagozzi & 2002 | mAEAEF G BB T i€ 7 H B2 F 0 s
Dholakia FAEE A T o

Ahuja & Galvin | 2003 | A3t & o e 4k > B et b 3 Hah- FA o
Lee, Vogel, & | 2003 | m#z B AT 5 AR DT AL TLF 1L L 530

Limayem XE R s qe A | e TR R
FERE e
Koh & Kim 2004 = R A KD Rt AR AR T Y T 4P
T V"’j & 12 xeifﬂrr'ikméq\fr °
Plant 2004, | TEARE 55 6 FEfis £ 43 &o3tms b
N e g 5!3_ }E»@ér\m’igﬁgxif% 23
‘}w iﬂ:?;_ eNEw 3.

1l M

Fe btk T f2 Bkt iaﬁ:ﬁv—&.@wﬁﬁﬁ WAL AL ES

AR PEL AR NS > BA4eF - APl R ERAAFE A A T 24
FAFUE R oAl L AR R B BT E AP QA AARE R A ALE R
shinbe < Fd RIS B2 Whgabar it e 3 e Ben fl4E 0 & A ¥R

BAFE DT FR T

-~



Boyd and Ellison (2008) #-At 3 e sk % & 5 [ - fE b PRAAE L3F i@ * & AAb 3 P

sl

PR ET I 2B E R (D)2 = B A K% (Self-descriptive profile) » (2)71] 41 &2 % 4p B crfé #
FrEmzpeRy —«‘Fﬁr s & * f <hag g (Connection) > (3)i& * 7 I p & i 4
g % o Huand Kettinger (2008) 7= 32 % A+ ¥ fe =k e pogir b B 5 B R B enslfd > & 17
O H R A AL e b 2 e {2t L 2 SqaM (ko @ Kettles and David

(2008) Rzt m AL T b 2L W 3 B R R L & L FT RIS 5 FPt H g -

HHRALF R ARG L TEER F W ARR I NS AERE X R F G

"_'5
7&5
F_L

AAF R P EFAFT LI I

=

E ot — #E 4 27 Rosen (2007) 57 4% I ek e 2k

?‘“

PEEAR P Hin i Pt 45 B (VT o £ 2-2 BEEIE L ,ﬁg_&zﬁ-fx

AR TE o

Fo 2-2 AR ek Y E R 2

g5 £ K
Slack 2007 & * AR R L E ML BALE TP 2 RN

Boyd & Ellison | 2008 | - #&. F&"‘é»EE.zz»f' RIFR Y AALFERRE T A2
F % (1:)-73’3“ 1B |~ 4% % (Sélf-descriptive profile) - (2)
gk *’h’"#ﬂh&mlﬁ?f‘ﬁ‘/’ﬁuﬂ T K 'fr'—T (It
e vl 18 ‘*(Connectlon) Q) * F+ %@ e R A
\ m@ % L

Kettles & David | 2008 | B & 1261 K oglié * 1 2 et b r1ad 2 {ola i Ai e

¥ =2 !
Jacks & Salam | 2009 | #-iE = s GERE A A 2 AL E Y
&

ZRg AL SRS E LR E T S R NV R S A

p)

Il erh B B sk P AR 2 AT T HR LR R R 'g FBIAE e
o 22 FRE o S P HFRALFE R R Y K § T AR RS PP

PR A ST L 0 T T R A G ALR e k2 i o

nNas o



2-1-3 AFERFE

S R AU - I KRR R A B e i
BAEFR PR AZ 2 F RSN ERERATHRE k2 F3p ¢ E 5 (Mislove,
Marcon, Gummadi, & Bhattacharjee, 2007) - % = B4+ > T 2@ 34 > @R B MR & @ *
H e 2 B F e 2R anff #R(Hu & Kettinger, 2008) » » 38 i % ¥ 17 10 3 B <
et (Ellison et al., 2007)< % = i 4% & B 5 A3 pAtFesh bR % W S 500 2AE
FREEL Sigailsd X300 S8 d i B2 TR L # 2 B2 (Kettles & David,

2008) - T @ K i 2 d Mislove etal. (2007) 7 ) 2 AR FF b & = &

A

- R

B FOAAE e R QT L e BP0 B AR AR

41

AL

pufy

g:;ranﬂkﬁV’%{,a~& FEABE S S R H

LT D fh 3% ﬁ‘»«ﬁ SRR et AR BT R
e 4 4oif (Boyd & Heer, 2006 ; LlureZBGS) of Flpth W ALFE R L G - B P RRE S
| | |1

B & JEd B —‘FI'Y;;';{E] ¥ f’r%:s!ggﬁq"f;;%if%‘:&(Chen,QOO? ; Boyd & Ellison, 2008) -

oo ki
F R R d F S ﬁiﬁﬁ{&ﬁ“j Bt b d Ko R o X g -
AP e FIEGEE @ BT 0 Y IE A R Y AR 2 v R I )
&I F ¥& 97 & (Donath & Boyd, 2004 ; Thelwall, 2008) » #H =t » 1 g & *
¥ % gt cnsedg(Ellisonetal., 2007) o Flpt o @ F 5 £ F LRE H @ @ %#EE
@5 %%EJ Bl R ‘ﬁ%g,l‘zﬁﬁ,?}ﬁ‘:éﬁﬂéﬁ’»ﬁﬂﬁa PEABRE R R H
LABRY FF AT U Y TERG R hshinT B4 4

YFegEh T d o B R ﬁ I Ay 59 pRel



Z N AFEDT B

AT Rk LZF (R O —"ﬁ—i 2o 3R Pl 2 5 848 it 3 (Ellison et al.,
2007) o & * F T EE SR FE R B 3 BB E G R R RAESA T 6 R
fdbv e T mﬂi%éiiﬁ@&@ﬁﬂ%ﬂéiﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬁéiﬁﬁﬂ
(Ellison et al., 2007 ; Boyd & Ellison, 2008) - @ #+3 3 # & 7 7 ¥ArF R pE 4
TR R EAST N F A RN NI F R FEE T

P A AEET R ERSEEHE > 0 AR R A R 2 R

I~

B FAB R RE 0 TERRE T LRSI L AHEE TP
SR H B ARG T T R E R ek i B0 R AR

AR AR S EA SRS & el S i e

fﬁTFAJ@$XE®%W¢WL:Eﬁk%i%@?éﬁﬁ@%fij’ﬁipfﬂl

3*“”

R

o
=

FEZMR LA @:}%&H};{(Computer-Mediqted Comrﬁunication, CMC)ens &
@éé?z#igﬁﬁfﬁwiﬁw{;fhﬁa%f@ﬁﬁﬁ%na%&m;_éﬁb&r~ﬁ
Pt B LR AR DA TR n*v:f{ IS 37”'51* FE 8 hg)rdEanm Lo L @
o Lo AT AR ABE N L2 FE G M, KR T AT FRE B DA
TR~ FE LR Stever (1992)R]E - Wi » #igf I B 4y T AT G
ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬂ’%?ﬁ?u$%$$@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ§%ﬁﬁﬂ&J’ﬁWﬁﬂ%?
—“’4 FE -~ F AN onE & o @ McMillan and Downes (2000) 7%= 3 R4 TE © P4 i
g r F TR RAOPFR LR (P SR ELARE) AR Y FER X HehT
M2 T $Z T %44 A 2 2 g (Rheingold, 1993 ; McMillan, 2000 ; McMillan &

Downes, 2000) -

FOETRILA S FHN T BT AT A - Ko T B B EHT s



4 3¢ o Hoffman and Novak (1996) 14 3 # ¥t % = R Mo a4/ 2 3 #FiEis o A &7 &

WA
% T 2 43 # | (Human-Machine Interaction)#? ' %« » 5 & |, (Human-Human Interaction) -

e

Y

Ho A3 e s T* i Ik > @ ¥ dpni it ¥ 57 2 T Wk
A2 R EFIHNREREDRRE | A ABIBIRITE S n%”*ﬁhf%”*ﬂﬁiﬁ?

%%E’ ?,n&’}‘li;f—ﬁ ”T:E—f’fmi/n bta/%—‘a’ ] é”’fE&J °

Ko, Cho, and Roberts (2005) 7% r4 3 # 4 % i 5 2 8 > #-35 d e ql s & T A3
# | (Human-Message Interaction)rZ 2 T 4 % 5 # |, (Human-Human Interaction) #g » #
PARI R TR HEHAE R L] 0F S SRR L) F i e B
BRALA2IEM ) > FPLHARRADEETREA I RLEN FhI R
Hoffman and Novak (1996) =2 ¢ {385 ®LE& L AR i - 4 e Hié * & & 6 B =k 582 Wil
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁz’Lhipi%#&m?#ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁdm?’ﬁﬁﬁkﬂj@:

@ A ¥ 3 6 21 Hoffman and-Novak (1996)51& e x\% iffl e > 4 500% SR R R

ol B HCGRE R R A LRSS R LR T AP I RS L ER
= |
Lo Il m
| ! "-,:
F ”5W§j%+‘%ﬁ@¢ﬁ’9ﬁ”§ﬁ‘ AT RS S ANT
Pl 2 B ehI deri 2 A Bk éﬁ’”‘“ Ly 205 $9o0m Walther (1996):8 — # #-4 2 4 3%

BR RN IB PR RRRTRAS T I RA L BT o4 T2EA T

S

(Impersonal Interaction) ~ T % % = # | (Interpersonal Interaction) 2 ™4z + % 3 & |

(Hyperpersonal Interaction) » 4 %] /i 5 4o

AT BR TR TR EFHE R LN At
BAALZVEZAEN G A EEY ALRIEROA R FL Tkl o T A 8

A AL § T B o SR 2 T B



\

P2
>~
B
I
3

>~
B
)

PR R P TS LN G A L B

{

P B - HE A el o FI H R h A R H2 ik g3

g

Foom MR N2 A IR Ha 2 A FIHERS L0 % a2 A ES

14
-

o

f

BT hAE T AR s AR R LA A B R

RARIER A H 7 BWHWE AT 0 He 3B DA R G 2k
MREA I Sk d HaAFERaI & FPUE L8 agdd 2 a4
IR G 2 - Bl T O EgRAL
% _Walther (1996) #7 a4 ki’T X & ;v‘_"?j%' s HE}—[—M\ KL P > R T ILE 2
%ﬁéﬁiﬁ%&%%@%ﬁ*fﬁﬁ?;?%?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%fﬁﬁ@*éiﬁgif@,g
A B2 fh g 2 cnd (B A B 20AE @H e _',’_r%zA'l‘f% BMiad cn W Ee 24 ¢ 58 o

R T f%rﬁ' fﬁjéiﬁﬁﬁﬁibﬁqﬁw
F,‘\F,erﬁs—v“hﬁ Eia AP S A er’l T;\. ) PM-&-#%‘? P B HETIREN HE_E 0 A

BTG A R AR
22-1 jnirRsh T B

Newhagen, Cordes, and Levy (1995) % & & # 403 Mg B A a4 > H B3ua

IEME R E s Ty ,ﬁ%—%’f s J2 Nk _;;,_/ﬂ% $HE A T B R s s B
o FHE o a WU (1999)R]#-i25 B e £ATTHR 5 N I0P Aorkiy 1A HIMA Aok
PEER A rbFRT B o p A Ronitdpend Tk HALE A dmdlE e
BVRAZ L R i oRag s b B A S Ry Npsbg> e v @ % X Ak b b

\N -—mk-

VSR ELE S ELES SR TS TR P E RN

10



Boo A LSBT 0 R FhoP @ SMAd L R FRERLINL IR
Earf 2o T F L B —‘F*{ dv o~ A i {7 8 (McMillan, 2000 Shrum & Liu, 2002;
Liu, 2003 ; Song & Zinkhan, 2008) » # &k 5 @& * F & F i B esbfod @ & % FiE (s

HU T B0 4 2-3FME K LRI BB ATENE FEHEG

4 23wk R A REE

g% E > & FEa
Wu 1999 | Hinid A BRA e > Au LN | EHF/v R
A AT (%ﬁ)l) 3 eh3R A Aoy
(v Jtt) -
McMiillan 2000 |inu @ H —*Ff TR R FlenId d B Ok | R R4
POTEE dAla A R FEE | S o R
PR R CHPEATR AR o AR B
Coyle & 2001 | fexbE W S o frdEeniy gl R
Thorson (Mapping) ~ ii Ptk AL g # =% g i~ | B

T LR R (e ﬂgb F $@,¢3£19
4 ¥ TE feih eI B
Shrum & Liu | 2002 | & i# & 5 'E‘M—F ghEi SRR | Rl e
bt ﬂa:@fé i‘*‘&“' f’?«’f"”ﬂ*‘]ﬁ—’ﬁgi = X e
a%’*—‘k“?#gﬂiulz B R et g o

Liu 2003 | 3t oL @ b —rfnmtl TR
vi%?—‘ﬁﬂéa_*,@vkﬁﬁﬁﬁi #H
W TR o

Wu 2006 | bR fuiesh ERET T Bon B E | By el
E'Jmuﬁﬁ%ﬁg o S At

Song & 2008 | i * it ekl oo @ X Dl | dllw i

Zinkhan sfpdlae 4 s v R 4 BERE SR | R
7R e

‘f Kk *FF 7 EEE

2239 PR = B R RN aE S AR 0 A R R I E v
Moipd frE g iRt pesb By Rt TS v PR ER S BB A F g o B R
Erodid s gwpfridk ot o B FiIRliaE grbanr L2 o A v R e
7 T pFchw A foBew T ehpE F 0 Song and Zinkhan (2008) B st sh T 6 R G iE

= B > AF7F 45 Song and Zinkhan (2008) 4 # i - H & (7 4 AT
11



CEAI(R R A )
o8 Wu (1999) #74& % 4 §f f- Coyle and Thorson (2001) 4 3 7€ 1 % 4p

CRES XA S T L

\\\?{Ir

SEAT LG TR A
TR EE | c BOl kI - BI R RIZER Y %«}; R I
shbenF sy BRI R R L o A H FIR S enierbip i g Skt B
B FRGDEFIE RPN FR o § PP RGLE R R F AR

Mo Rl Y RS PRk T d AR o

= (IR A AT

v Ji 14 f- Coyle and Thorson (2001) 2:# & §9 4§ 2 2 Shrum and Liu (2002) £
Liu (2003) sk # 12 fir Bl & PRAAR 7 503 SRR b T B L @ i i R
R P ELR ﬁﬂs‘ifiv’%—géfgf o 2% ﬁ%’ﬂémm i & AF AR FHT

T E F pid o RF M&“'Jw* Fon L fre sk 3 B

5 “74p B (Wu, 1999) & F]pt o rav J@ F}a R ¥ dﬁ;@ i gerbdo w B4 P en
| | -1, '
VN | | .

=z ~Ad

Song and Zinkhan (2008)#-E 3 = & 5 T * 4 G ki@ B PEE S D
AR p A R g E R R A ST T ApkE A A w A ehic 4 (Liu, 2003
Rafaeli & Sudweeks, 1997) o & & i 4 2b chif i # d i R * 2 2B %> 2 7

SR PR ¢ e st 3 6 2 (McMillan & Hwang, 2002) -

AF % % Song and Zinkhan (2008) st =k 3 d i R HE G ATER T2 B G G
;’*—bfg L d\,{ﬂi;tz-s}ﬂ;b% Lv;gkﬂz_;,g;rakﬂgﬂﬂ;ﬁvr T & s T ;gw;ﬂ!zé_;gwg;&iﬁg s @

B R gshenpzdlic 4 ~ v i 4 B R STFRY PRAE -

12



Ppd ER AR E- BPAROBEIR RY FG VA AR IS LG HEE
Trbf B dvbF > 2 F A3 Pk e G - B R HIRE DRBRARR ¥ F 7
é%@%ﬂ%@’F—%M{ﬁpﬂﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ%i%ﬁ%¥ﬁ%F&&ﬁi@i
#7 % e #5(Blanchard & Markus, 2007) - Jones (1997)Fr:3 5 At 7 B 3 A E 4
BRI RRAEA NI B AR LD ~ER AR kD £ oA RRAENES &
FARHEBRIEYSERE AEP AR A P S REALH o Fl 0 4

S S NG S R AR LS S E L LR AN AL E

Chen 2007)#4r# 3 ¢ 2 & 5 L RHALES R AR E Y v RHE 8 @& 2 & il
#2 ,» @ Valck, Langerak, Verhoef, and Verlegh-,(?OO?)E'J - HRARABEIT LS > H
LEESEF %‘ﬁ # R 2 A TN Miﬁﬂm R EERTE
mo= f dp e e TR ?Iﬂ'—%} ,—,\ »g;ﬂ'erri;mA VR DA EALE A R T B eh
2R WMmmummmg_.§@$%a XIS ESEANEE N R
‘*‘%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘#’uli 1% %%@EHD REE G M T G A B
ﬂmwam(mmyﬂ&4%-%f@%#éﬁgm@aﬂ
-~ F AT
TR ELAFRPE N FAELT N OBAE TP TAoAE IFEFF A
hEBALHE Y o B R U T UER I OB A IR R SR ARtHT
VAT AAAFRSR g R TR AR FELI T A GRS

AR HA LG R R B AP LR B o f

TR R 2 vk @ F AT E RS e S Y AR S A R
BT A ki S N AR €8 g EAEF O TR i'ff.‘%(Algesheimer, Dholakia,

& Herrmann, 2005) -

13



SRS RN Rl
BIEfog R end Sl 4 § 15 6 PAREALR A A St M A R 8

fe eh3 §22) ;¢ (Balasubramanian & Mahajan, 2001) o ¢ 32 R $f = R 4= 403 #03 F 3
2R g R AT~ AH S Bel kR § R EFE RO BRATE S | o &
- A ER L KEATES | BARAETEE FREFAERLT IR @

$REF IR v 8RN K A AT I ATPRE i - R RS A AR I

)/

25 & ¢ R 48795 1 3L (Peltier, Drago, & Schibrowsky, 2003) « s+ ¢ » & R £2 4

73
=3

\

=

FenI s A B RN E FRARLF LR ¢

——— A FF el

B 2-1 43 5 6 B4R 43
744 ik Valck et al. (2007)

= EREEAHE ST B
FRAFREEAFLEFI & P JRARTF LR RFAFDES > 50

$o 3l BARALH R B o RN LK A IAEE - S F AR Rk LA
BALHSEE > B FIE LA F g (A AL & b R H )
TRALL] FRA Sk L

14



AORER EN Ebiy £ 3 L A S A SR S R L
RECEMBPE 0o 37 i iR By REETN2FAQE /1 58 mHALH

w0 Tl FILES A AL B FER RS .

T~ AR e 2k

AP PRSI b g A B SR T B pILJ BRI gt 2
fm AT Db b oo Fp s R PR e AT I R A RERATF DR AT oa &
o FEALE P AL A mfik%i’g%"ﬁ ¥4 AL ?Kfr{ 78 E ~ eiE o~ BT P LN ?ﬂ'(Childers,
Carr, Peck, & Carson, 2001) o #exp2k 2- % B & fo vl 2t B 0 Flt > BRI enie bk e
FEA SR AT L P EEAE REDFRE L 94 4 (Novak, Hoffman, & Yung,
2000) o w51 4 chgesp B 2R ORI PR o EE T g e R Y G e X

ﬁ%&m%%ﬂﬂggﬁ &@&’méﬁﬁwﬁﬁwﬂﬁéﬂ@gmuﬁ

AR 7 s Valck et al. (2007)m4+ .ﬁ"ﬁv ﬁrﬂ T i E PR R T R
| I

¥
Valck et al. (2007) 0t m 1575 &.?z{ |vsr7r_. v&« ENHTE Tﬁ_m Pk 2 AT e o

)
'3
Tx
;:1_

&

ﬁ*%éw’ﬂﬁ*%FiﬂﬁMf# N%ﬁm’Tﬁ R AAL R T B R S
%*ﬁ*%*#%%é@’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ*pﬁﬁiéﬁ‘?ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%fﬁ 13§ A

}iJ"

W2 HFT M R Fger cppAy o F PR Y RIEH
(Expectation-Confirmation theory, ECT) % 4c 12 834> F]pb & & #5% » 35348 F rriniZih 2.
w%¢%°$ﬁﬁmﬂ%&iéOmmﬂ%mﬁﬁﬂ’&ﬂ%ﬁ%iﬁ@%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

AR lg»‘«kz}i B F"$ A /}J B 19?&-%’ f’r{tﬂi 3t o

W AR S T 6 AR B HNE AR SRR 2 A 0 i

15



EE S ETRE RS R Ll EAAE LR AR S £ Ry

Forgrafet ¥ B B FLI R H A FP SRR ) Fnk e plAL
B ARG F L RIAL | R - K FHHE SRR e £

FHAR BB RIBLOYFEEALLMORT A RFF BRDY T ER G

BERY 5 ARG LW 22

A ECTHAIA RS R I IR ERBLAEYTRT A BT ARRRD Y
feria TR A R L B o B RS RO ECT B * 7 BEE w

PR H(W 2 )RR 1 R EGR AT R AR R R @ 7 F KR T R -

ma - FHRTL

HE

/ :
RATH At 7..;- |~
- fi"—,ri

B 212 8 .ﬁﬁwi‘" 5
7l 1‘_L 9% Oliver (1980)

|
7 Bhattacherjee (2001)3&~ # #ECT 2 #84 &f L AF * ++ F k sk i » cF7 7 4%
XA RY FEFR Y TR a ekl § - e e e B G aE
BB AR A e (R R SR ) E AR P R TR s A LA %

T g BA ARG TR o

% ¥ 4o > Bhattacherjee (2001)z% % ECT i 380> 3 &£ 23k > 5 £ » ECT &t if
PR R R oS RGBT  l § feRR B
PG TR FLA N F R RACRIATRT R R Y € #F A F i g Ae(Bem,
1972) » Ft > BE R EEFRER A G 407 oo B0 LA L K0 ECT #0312 i
RAFEE LG % (Yi, 1990) > B4 35 S F X B A RERIGRE dAR 0 F1E i

w jig‘fr']\ik #BF&‘E ’ 'E /‘% ,&)i‘ff’ﬂl:\)i *qi‘lu.—" 7“’\1 H’:‘m’ /% '&}ikfp%ﬁ‘ N _y%?%rﬁ’

16



PR @ R AP A AgAR AT F L ehigk (Oliver, 1980 ; Oliver, 1981) - % = » ECT
P REAT T H  iofA . 9773 oo HE_Westbrook and Reilly (1983)#-8 3 & 3

7g 4 eng > 0 Oliver and Linda (1981) | #-Hp ¥ AR 5 B A e A N 23 4 o

0 3 rkenfE B E I k siendE i * {7 5 Bhattacherjee (2001) 12 & #p ¥ ArinI® g o

THRONFR GRFER YA ERF ARG (DFE R GNP Y B RR Y mn Y

-—\\

AR e b EF Gk TR o QBT WY A ISH v A

Beriinieg * BBRCECT 8 L&D H 5 BARASR &P RBEHTE IS
PR ARG PR S Y o FIS R ISERT he g o Snaeg - B
ARZ e IS @ * PR L - 7 R PR Y F LW £ (Davis, Bagozzi, & Warshaw,
1989 ; Karahanna, Straub, & Chervany, 1999) e (3);’ TeF AT LG A 7RISR i

y@’éiﬂrBﬁ%&*rwmémW%iﬁ%§ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁmﬂ%@o

MBS ISEHER MR A B AL T fEaEg R T ARE 2B AT

-—i-

saed v AR @ ,%&agmﬂxav' B B Mmoo o @ AR 6

.;-

e 7 i mmwﬁ (s z(wfw RS FR) kR T ¥ R

* chy, Bl B 2-3) -

d %t Bhattacherjee (2001) #-4* ‘*;" AN o rus Tt H B s ey M(F
BHE)RAAEFFR Y ABMANERTE > B o mms TRy F g 2 )
HRPAF ARDT 0P Efrf B2 Boh- RARR ) S RA0G FHRIG TR HE
RPJR AT 2§ ¥ A2R ) CRL ARG TRY F AR PR L £ T

G TE R AR ARALES TR FEFRY R RE AL AR, -

17



§f\?}«'1’r"}§ LR

v

LA - FEETL

FER Hl

A

Bl 2-3 Fo30 % SuaF @ *
7 4% & Jm: Bhattacherjee (2001)

@ > fBhattacherjee (2001)5%= 5 %% ¢ FIF N AMmB L AR AL & d /L
frinded *(FEP)RE iR r RORPRE LI F 0 T T g T
Winde H L R BEF TR TR R S T A R A AR T ] e
£ Hong et al. (2006)#-p* #4) 18,/ 38 % _4t= ﬁé’.éfw g@ﬁb? @ Lin et al. (2005)#-) 2
WAER b v fesh il R, SR H RS :r»,; » |v+ TARFRTRLA o AF
Tis PR LR 2R TR A g"{sﬁﬂkﬁﬁil éﬁ?at JAELm P oerie g hut i pam
AT BB L%ﬁzl' rﬁ? 2 ’fE,z T Westbrook and Reilly (1983)%+#p ¥

2. EZWT 0 BIE ﬁFf{'g‘/ﬁp '*‘Iﬁ'l‘ ‘]‘E LAl J?tjg»;}z‘r]vi- PrA A 2 FERIE o BT

g“xtf%‘r‘/*]’?"f‘ai‘ﬁ?‘,’ﬁ H%Ei%"ﬁﬂ\ﬁbi%”ﬂ};"«_ g'FN; ‘J] ;{Hﬁz‘g&, j”‘—?—’}ﬂii@% %
ARk 2 RO A LT R T A RERI TR i AL R R T K

FHR*2LFTY o

18



AREAITE R B RERP AF TN LT B BF R 81U
FoodrR 2 I E SR Y I AP ML R R Y B P LY
B2 Wk Ry B RHEAE ) FZ RSN AL 2 FHEC S Y SRR
AT BB LA FITC LRSS SEPETR LR FE BRSNS
FAEREHAET AT RS FTHAERBEERD S F S ERP AEL TR 2

FRATrEEL R -

$- % TRERE

S

ﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬂia—” %L;%*Hi@\$$@$ﬁui
AT Bl o JER Y E O B Bk g o R R A AR sk end b T

AR ER T ER AR = s BREE SN

% f
§ampieg 3 dpd £ 8 24 K TS '@rauﬂ S — g s i B R AR

3 B —F T B AL

ﬁ

é%*%miﬂﬂo

AAEd 3 Bl A REAR Y R AR ON Y PR Y Lk - SR FRE T
FRIMMILET ik Koetal (2005)#-3 dpiz T ¥ ® s i T AT d | uE T2
w3 fs o @ Walther (1996) B * 4-¥t A w3 fonipae Wi ) P2b a5 g T A2
B 2 ToR AT f o AP RE ETHRE AT R B AR T
FovaRibyipe AL B g2 g2 peabat iy (BALER ¥ F 7 LRI 95y Il
WLE D RGP EEE R AL FTRERR FF R 2L T H
22 Koetal (2005)5 13 & 2. A 3 & /AP 5 M ALFE b2 Frx 3 % BRI B3

* ﬁtﬁ A GE TR A 0 T iFaE 2 AR > gt E Koetal. (2005) 2 2 Walther

19



(1996) 4 %2 5 # X K AP F ; Bfd > AHRE TR ELBE L GE T 2H0 0 RE G AP
EAB R A B2 A P E R A Az 2 AR E R L A RS RIERT R
{73 50 - 27 Walther (1996) 4z A % 3 $52. & 7 3 £ BB it A7 R

DA b2 TP Z A AN ANEANI R A IR UR AT R A

JEEC VAR &) AN I

SR R ES RS TN S § T T E SRS E R

I N AEITE ; . 3

A ﬁ%#ﬁﬁﬂ{rlﬁi‘;’:?“"jz‘r-z'v'ifir{;lﬁé‘iilﬁ’&.’??%s‘?”i, EEE R
R E @R R -ﬁ@ﬂ?gji—{;g{; WL Mg s on £t
# F o

U BRIt N E %%@"4 Je Masspy and Levy (1999) | { P g en-A 2 5 &
iy R Wt v et T §

AZAEIERE TR AT BET RGNS AT G e I B R G
HE L T Al 2 B3R G > 8- HhE 2 MB e BEHM % I hi

AR AR AER A 0 AT B A B A AT L 2 T e 7ria;m3f§%

22 AL EAENR R F TR P P itz 3 B A KRR

PALFE e rbangF it s AP BRI B A FE I RRERFE > B R
20



e sk 3 Bl PR E A LT B0 EAMI SIS o FIS R WERY £V L

ek 3

Foml e B b B GRR Y A 0 TR R 0E § 3RS

SAALE T SRR A AR | PRF U EAE FhT E o FR T FRLAR

A h o Haa A B ERirE 2 2 AEOFR I T BFHEL AL - R

jﬁ%:r}; Flgfr'ﬁ}_%i’gﬁvr’}7 = %'1;5}'}'ﬁ0

-~ ;'gfqu& o3 H ]"J—
ATk T g e TR F R k(s o A g X Dkl v
R ie 4 ﬁiﬁ&?%zﬁﬁﬁJ’ﬁ%Eﬁﬂ%%ﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁ’ SRR A

WAl v e R > A R R Y AT R4 ek 2 Fauahig

:\‘“

F
A~
VR T Bi RN E RER AS AL R A NI BMANE A

AR Y F B v B i = ﬁ“"?ﬁvi?».ﬁﬁf? °

SRR T B

-
i ATAL F%ﬁﬁm{ﬁ* ﬁﬁ%w Fqe b tsom B R PR R SR

%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁi@ﬁfﬁﬁ#yﬁﬁﬁ#%fﬁﬁﬁkﬁﬂﬁwﬁm”mﬁ ’
L 1 ,
BT ffo — 2 fas iy 3o Aﬁﬁgw Z3f R FIRE M T

3

iﬁ%ﬁﬁ&%fﬁwu#aiﬁf@@F@~Wﬁwwo

Bt VEHFNR 3L KR 3L VHERAFLFR NI BEMEHES = 5

B AT B AT B 0E A A ET e @Ak T B gl g v b

¥ —_
AT B2 L B ARG RIS A RT B2 L AR T B AR F A 4
P2 PLA o

21



o 2
EC I

> s e

v
~
)
I
: e
L |

e |+
\ 4
~
R
]
e

B 3-1 7 & |+ 4 53 M 75 Rl
-8 Py B
Y A Ak ?#%’Pifi Tjﬁﬂi¢£?‘w¢éﬁ%%&¢—ﬁﬁﬁ&%

3Bl E T B R fira N R frﬁ%v&? PO BT E T B [ G A e
%%ﬁﬁ$%¥f€$ﬁ&ﬂ%044gﬁé#§%? S AR A e A A R
TRAH S T AL BT ﬁhwﬂﬂw&@;ﬁ&ﬁ’vﬁ” GRS AR S
a&a*ﬁﬁéwz@fﬁwoﬁ%ix, Pzﬁ&%ﬁm‘wﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘mﬁ
REITHPE BLANE HFTR? TWMR T URREF RS 431 BT 6 L RRR
PRERS R T Bl S SRR I B R R R PR Y LR Bl

PR HEGR » m 2 TG P 2 B AP LT 6 & E

431 A TR

RELH F TR T K F4FTH
FER R AR A g X TIH | Bhattacherjee
A g sh e B 2R Y o2 B en | (2001)
- RMEAR
RATALFE T B | @ H JFT ffé * AEFE LS @ J@: J%*il Valck et al. (2007)

BFens 42 %

AT I fedt | P H B R ALFE RS A | X T4 | Song & Zinkhan
Jerbengpdla 4~ fga 4 BEWE K F R | (2008)
22




5 AR R
s AR % F AR ALFE R £ 350 | Bhattacherjee
< Iﬁe_;l% & (2001)
FHrr 18 B EAAREESFFR* ZALF gL | Bhattacherjee
2 3 %] (2001)

3-2-1 FERRARR e 3 $lihdp B

Vroom (1964) #7# 1 2_ #F ¢ 72 % (Expectancy Theory):a = & * ﬂf HARAMTREB PR
AT EALF RATERE TP EHRDOEF L FITP L arck » P Z SRR
F' HEF il gy ﬁ&é’ﬁ;ﬂﬂ‘:{ua sld g G R -*Ffa?iéﬁ’»f—r L2 6o M fiert
LRI AL X ! EEd ek g A S T*’]:%ﬁ. é%.:ra_m R b B SR T4 B (Morris &
Ogan, 1996 ; Rafaeli & Sudweek, 1997) » 7]}t W< S T 3R ATk 3w AR S AR

HR %v&»mﬁvﬁﬁ(Kaye&Johnson 2004) ¥ LAY, &4«? Bo s 5 hde 8P
R g R b auBArE FE awkii%?é F1E B TR (Fesk g 17) > TaE- A
B Ar s 137 A A T ﬁmmwwﬁn%n WWﬁwﬁgéwﬁmm%ﬁﬂiﬁ
PTRAR O R H g FISEAR }i’ﬂ e iaE F’%,p:i'»l‘“ FeaR4 > @2 A s p Lol
HﬁmwﬁuﬁmﬁB?—ﬂﬁ’ﬁmm$WW%ﬁmm@ ¥ 2 (2007)7 P @

FEHIE RGO R SRR T B Y T AR Y IVER - KR

PBEEAPEINE RIS B o

%ipzipi%ﬁ%ﬁ’ma%¢ﬁﬂmﬁﬁ% st R HF LS
Wil o A BT I B T B A o e (Hu & Kettinger, 2008 ; Ellison et al., 2007) > ]
B EPNARRE R Y H R R T BB EABELEL DR Y BTG A bk A
FIRits @ F ARt SRPAIPY > X7 A ALHE R LFRE > $#
Hompiviniesb T bt 2 FREB T 0 FRY F IR RARS o Rl T 6

B s B2 g LB > F2rmsRe Bt > AT G N T 2 K

23



HL FifZ ik ¢ & v R sb 3 o ft
3-2-2 FERRATR FRAALFE T B eiip M IBGR

Rheingold (1993):% 5 3 & 0 "ok /i ¥ g & 41 > g > McMillan and Downes
(2000) % 3 » R WA DR FOEA AL T A f BRR Y F A 4 2R iEa RRALH
73 # o @ Walther (1992) #74% 11 ei4d € F 32 72 % (Social Information Processing
Theory) |z A A ERT P 1 BFF F B IR M %2 L P g H3r b M P re
S AL TFH AR BT e F R AT B T PR 2R
AmBAEH IR > L0 L A2 RO E I Fengr it { R 0E R * 44
ek b b FHI B dF F Y - Chen (2007) 1 B R M g AEF LA R

A ERE > PP PIRES NG FPEFAF T MG HER R 4
fi h r bl - KPR g H M T ondp .?r)i 4 RERL 0 T AE - AR IFR Y F

AFEITE GO F

v

3 ke e o L %%ﬂiﬁgi%ﬂ

¥ Gt gl AR W ) )

lr

CAFTERG &Y K gwiLmakﬁjé: SR T B G K0 A ALy

Jerb- &ﬁﬁw’gﬁﬁwmﬁmﬁﬁ Tl WRRGBD 0 F R K RERAT R AR

N,

B RHEHRAAFEIREOE DT E LB ZFE 5 AR o T AT HH

H2: residz i ¢ & » B 5GRmAb 3 S # |2
3-2-3 FER AR R YT —‘F%’ AR i M OER

ECTHRR* FALARA BEFTLL A BAF DY LR RZRY ) ¥ r
R FEGRARR P R p R Y frindrgonipt A R o A B R AR PR p RIRAER
(Oliver, 1993) » i&38 B % 2 {6 2 ECT 3 A# G T 8% 7 » X DHEF - i
Bhattacherjee (2001) #-p* 38 B %38 * F| 5 41(7 chf-3 T ; Linetal. (2005)0] & » v %k

24



SPIFBL T A 7% 5 Hong et al. (2006) 77 Mgt 3 B {7 E ek o Tl NP FEIE P FE LA
BRED+BBBRAR %230 (2010)0] #t B BHIE * AT R DR T > S HF E
FHRIERAFGMARRF o MBRLRAEF  FIS AR A FRY F AT DR

W i SRR o

AT ARTIRLF R F LR Y AR R FEALHE o TR IR ¥

SR A TR P R TR L] B RRARR 0 B RITT 0 R Y F AR Rk
BELEMERT o AR FLEEG B MR Bl AT T LB

H3: fEnfe § 2 o B BB LA
3-2-4 W$$‘ﬁﬁﬁ&**£iﬁmww&i

w o e ‘?}H‘.}»ﬁ’ifﬁﬁéi 2403 F T RS ﬁvri s RAEE Web2.0 e » ek

m
fx‘ \
- \@
b
D e
o
beics
3
o

o e B PR B A 3 2 Al { ¥ 0 e 2k PR A
F TR B &) k35 Song and kahan-.f!ﬁ%)'! THF AL AL B F R

BHBEOREORLAEE T F}oehlgr{ZOOG)li1 *Fl” IR A R B REE S B ATid i any
ORISR SELy Tl X E “%5 o R gi%_s_Barua, Chellappa, and Whinston (1995)
Tl E T LR K PR a}'ﬁj? merﬁ# %mw Boo g TR B R K d gy e
shenf BT e F i o 0t o > WU (1999)Fe McMillan (2000)+ 4-$3nfrge = 3§ f482 &
PER R RO GEEFY O DEF G R F RS RS Bl
Al % FA b D S0 friF S A RIBATNE J R DA R SR PR
ine I BRERPRLAE  FILALR L B PEAE - F ¥ (2007)5% §

PR T K LR N B L Pl kT ARG o S LR -

v

Flt o ARG hARE R o R F TR L S Anire sk T B¢ 1 e B

+

BLAERTERY L LG R ORLAORET BRI RIRY AR ARERF T

V. ﬁuﬁ:l:_&r'r 7\{5\;;‘_‘ o

25



Ha: soniefests fol g 1w BB R A
3-2-5 FACALET BB T F % LA ip M BR

AR - B HP Tl R LGS TSR RE R0 Y ek U
ARG T B P A g JF‘f - 427254 (Dholakia, Richatd P. Bagozzi,
& Pearo, 2004) - & }t # ¥ Z AL ¢ * FHBRY b7 B 0 TG bt i 2ok
E7E o Bioar#EiE 2 B ke £ - & F)(Koh & Kim, 2003) - & Jin, Lee, and Cheung
(2009) F fo fi AL FE R 2L DR T HEF # ¥ K § F 5 Rrbnd SE (G LS LA
RerbfeH B PP A 0)A R FIRR 0 E AT (2000) R 2 2w Bl R R R OR hw B TS

@GR 0 AN G A M en- B A AHE S | dunie s AN G

WA HAFRFOL B AT LR AT B LRETHFLRE  Va
(007)R1ie - 325 4 S kel f 4R B F] 2 T BB T # 0 @ Chen
(2007) 14 % ?#'ttﬁﬂzi#ﬁai%ii'r%b%(éi aCE Al B EES BT PIRE AN E T %)
B ALET B o Bl i 8l E%z@ %ﬁ%’M%%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁgﬁao
¥ pls (2008) 7] & Web 2,0 a4t 11' J:své«’g-’ il I ETR LR R SR ET
BT HLG RS 5 b ’Iﬂlﬁ'ﬂ}@ él'ﬁ:jﬁ TR LR A
Ry ARG 0§ R RS Rk i A Y 0 R TR A
HIGH PG HARHER LA BB LA T L 0 AR o R XHBI G

FRLATAE I R e PR R o FIt 0 A TGN T 2B -

HS: ;i HF I et o BB LA
3-2-6 i * —ﬁ’i%i,)iﬁ:}#.&i‘fé * 3 W ep BB

FEF M A an- BRARGE IR E TN AR ARG T ks
gtk m R L ARAFE TR LAss sl & % o 4245 Oliver (1980): ECT
WAl R FnISEFRY AMILT R FLDRY FBRLR - A LBEY G

26



FEFL AL REES R LR M B BEF o 2 Bhattacherjee (2001) i 2 42
FEER*ELY TR RIAELFER Y AR EF e 2 f2F 4 3 o Linetal
(2005)12 2 Hong et al. (2006)#& 4 -yt 78 BE FE * 57 o 2 T8 T (& WA~ v b2
Fhpdat 7)) LLBEMEPBRLA G L R BEL R LB oo sttt o Jinetal
(2009) | H-pt 57 B FHE * fomERARFERIE > TG BT RETRLR K TR

Fehi o g R H R AT LG AR FI o MR Y LRI kR &L

B & HIERIE A > @ Chen (2007)~ etk tom AL T & 00 BB 1I3ER o

R AR R T S R S LR AR Mg A R
BT AW RURBLALFAR T LML RS RLRLEE " LW

FE3 2 wqphl o F > 23 #a‘.'l“"u’fvx;:"o

HE: S22 § 2> B L L W

Yz % EyED iﬁ
% Bl | ==s
i | |1
A KE A l 2 B *# JR v F sk v K

Frr 2 7LAE o F oy Bhattacherjee (2001‘)!1’»& B ore i e Tk
P IR =TT e SRRt S R W SR PR,
TEEZ H 2 AR (A rARE R B BT Bl T 5 B PR ek g R
P AR FE RS- B R R R LA R A

Hasbz 75 0

MAFTARBI ML SN TREETBHERITAE I RS B

4

RA o ] 5 ALF
b W ek RH AR R R F T E e T LA A LR T
LR Y FF Gabdest b A2 AP T ad 2 T?'Fﬁél‘*wiﬁ'”#"élfm e i Az 4
A o TP AT E R N ATk P oA B I BT L AR R SEF T

RieEE

27



ﬁ%ﬁ%é%#% REEFT ERBHE > AT RN 2T A Ao B 3-2 #5T e
B o FFR Y ARAFETA ARSI PN A BLALFEF R f BRI LR
HAEF FBLAREHETFRY FEARY DR B > 78 LR § AR Z BTt
IR RACAE T B TR B iy € B AR T B R R
IdM s FlE R —“Ff AP AR k2 TR ATk T B LR ST T B

FHRFHE PR F LR RRT BRG - HPFE P DT LY

L
k) jﬁn_‘
H1 il H4
" e Fg
e N AR -
H2 H5
AL
) j%A]‘_’}_

&l 3- 27r_f"$ R‘—,&:}é’r ﬁg‘ Tk p;a il
‘}""j\/)%l ﬂ\P;L f_fﬂ;’_

“w‘?‘%'

Yr & AT ReEE

AT R F ZAR S RTAE I B ARSI R R RN FY R

P RBlZ T ENE RN

3-4-1 FERR

A1 % 44 Bhattacherjee (2001)$Fxiafe B hE Kie- H B 1 ¥ 372K 5 Mg
it ARHEER AR K A SR AT DY 2P R e B i R
By oo b Ay 7731 % Bhattacherjee (2001) ¥ rxiacnfr g A3 o X AR R

28



B8 ML R BT 3 1 b 23-2 -

4 32 R R

“kﬁ-fi FERE
CF1. | i#* Facebook eigss b 2\ i L #r3p Hp e & 47

FEin | CF2. | Facebook #7#% terpRisit 2N L #r3p dp ernB & 43
CF3. | B#f ki - 2 4t Facebook ehfp i + 5 385 & 34734 o
7 L kR Bhattacherjee (2001) ; ## % 2 &t

ATAELE T f B AL

-N

IR E B RFHAL A BT # o 2] 2 Valck et

al. (2007)# 74 1) ek 35 3 #5. :;-ﬁﬁ:g'].rpggg:, TP AFEIT BT 2 BHG o @

FFERfrr 2RI s AR Rl BT W B e HRE T & o AP R

AT T Fotehd & §FE M g% Valck etal. (2007) 533 g2 B

T RALFE b2 TR R FE T P2 BB Aok 330

7 3-3FRATALF T Bt 2 fFE KR

o FERA
RIELN-: B O N Ko s TS 2 43
I MMI 1. | # Facebook App st Tt e 44 e
SR
A | 2 E FPra. I
B >R ¥R s T TR
PP MMI2. |62 R ¥ b5t T i
g | mry | MMIS ﬂwﬁi%ﬂ&%ﬁ F g A p g € ert3®
(LY R A




MMI 4, | 2 A 5% F P G suidfranf) %
MMIS. | #gopibyd i i anfehd 36
FHE |OMIL | A&k s TRy F'&p*—‘i»%_ﬁ.afrv
¥R | OMI2 ﬁ”iﬁm?@ﬂﬁ+ BE AR R O
3 # i L 7R
(OMI) |OMI3. | # 58 F L4 2 P suchi gl chg
OCI 1. %$~ﬁ§ﬂﬁ&%~%5wﬁgm?4mﬁﬁﬁ
OCl2. | #HEFFRFRLLNFRPUET - FLR &
¥ LR BHET P TR P
ZAE3 |OCI3. | BB F =K LB UE Tl Ly o
3 |OClA., | BHBFFRYIRESFHPUET P86
(OCI) vaadl
OClI 5. %ﬁg*ﬁﬂ%%%%%?*ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂ
OCI6. |#Hi5EF FHEAIH LA ke | ohdd

T % iR Valck et aI. (2007) RN =N

3-4-3 @it 3 B d

Yo
BRCIk U ¥ e - B 2&;&%‘:&»5%9:%;;53;5 Gk B REEF A BT AT B A

;2 & %+ Song and Zinkhan (2008) m?.lfrﬁk IR R BRI Bt

=

A ey
)

oy

i

=

|~ w i foiEesiad 0 B Pl e TR A 2R Aok o 4 A
o i f

R F R LG A A TR 0w e R R f nth g i £

@ F R AR gk ol v ke P e B RIELT R Y F BT R oy o

2 '“ﬁ EF b eied v @ F’ EEEwEd I ® o AFFF 4% Songand

Zinkhan (2008)sn & #in v s T R EATR A S TR T F AR P AL 0 A R X

FIAAF Rl 4 s w e 4 BEELEFTRY SRR -

AFT 7 #-31 % Song and Zinkhan (2008) st e 2k 3 & HFE B9 0 T iR AR FE R 2L 2
P i3 22 B B0 4ok 34
% 34 R_AviEsbI 2 §TE PR

ﬁ_ﬁ ﬁ}‘E' i ¥

WA | #dl | WCIL | A Facebook # » 2 i f # A AR

=

30



ek (WCI) | WCI2. | & Facebook » » i & 2 w8 B F o
3% WCI 3. | = Facebook ¥ » s\ i € b cnF|iE A & 3 (0 m
(E2 WCI 4. | t Facebook ¥ - #\ivif o priz ghig vnip g &
(WI) WCI 5. | # Facebook # » A F {Biesbafk it 5 ¥t p e
L ¢
WCI 6. | t Facebook » » A EF 5 g12pA ¢ i 4 %k
WCI7. | 7 Facebook ¢ » v p d e 785 3]l &
WCI 8. | % # &i§l f¢ Facebook P* » 3\ ¥} Facebook = 227
= s*@)
WCI9. | 2 &if| 5 Facebook p¥> 2\ c@hF #if DA 47 & o

WRI 1. | Facebook it 2-iF 3+ 2 34 hw%l » EDE
WRI 2. | j&_Facebook P~ % F 3 & _P-if e
WRI 3. | & Facebook » » #%ig X § af s BB A AT & e

L e e
:
(WRD) WRI 4. | Facebook # 5 @hi% it & i T pF ei(f 3] F 2
WRIS, | 2§48 Facehook 2= 38 i ¥ v fu 2 ch3 £(R)
WRI 6. /| 24F 17 Facebook. it = T ew it eng f
WML 48 Facebook erw g f B4 »v e = |/ e i
@]~ S
WMI 2, | 4% & ;Fﬂtfebook E AR Y B A ehE
it | M

@ WM | A Facebook ey e
(WMI) | WM. |4 Fhcehobk A AR R R s g
WMI'5,..| 5 18 Facebook cr# it ic 7 »cg 3= BAEEH 8 =
R s
WMI 6. | 3% ¥ ¥ Facebook 74 it 7 ;iﬁmk Ev i L(R)
7o %k Song and Zinkhan (2008) ; ~# 3 i &

344 BRAR

* 77 7 4% Bhattacherjee (2001) % 2, A e &k > 8- H BB X EATLHRL T ¥

\@

F A R AL R X T e TR R o b b AT % Bhattacherjee (2001)

WHELAENEFERR » @ ¥z Bic i £350

31



2355 A B2 HrE R
o FTERE
SALl | n¥HR Y AR DOEMERE T AT 2 BA/ AT AR
wA | SA2. | ER Y ARFERESEREHE PI2EF 2 W R2EE 6
K (SA) | SA3. | In¥tit * A F R b hfF g, +56E}E¢\, S /;%flzfﬂ? R
SA4 | n¥i  AFERLOERERE PV R 5 8
7 FL kiR Bhattacherjee (2001) ; A% % 2 &t

345 FEFRT LW

A% 4% Bhattacherjee (2001)%+#F ¢ * LB hT & » 8- H B0 ¥ £I7THK 5
Mg —'gf AARNBEFFR Y ZAAFE R LB o et A5 % 773 % Bhattacherjee

(001) 44 & * B rHrR R IE - @ %2 e s 4360

236 B RW L RES
#5 FERA
EF O|CTL | ARE fA A& gt * Ahat ok
g% |CT2 |2EE XK M‘@ W M AL R SE(R)

LB [CTa | &% dgel f o en s A5 B A 5 02 g GRAF
(CT) & #f wﬁ» Is& .ﬂ» ERPIE =3 A

74 deum Bhattacherjee (2001) £ 72 5 i3 &

AFETHERZE? 33 AMSGELHE- ) $-MPEREFTING - 523N
SBARATH F-MPAFEIAAL g2 FEFE A A HE ¥ 2303
£ 3 * % A< R (Interval Scale) =€ = 5% » T Likert = B¢ R £ & 78 > & g HES
(Structured) i & = sV K3 R X RIF M- BRI AER Y FHRP EnE o E MG
PRI R oom § o MAHTEA S NG AMBEE B A 0 1E T2EF R B
B3 LA BRI JE TRAYRLFRES TA ST b Mg
Boahifre ™ o Tpdl 257 Tw ) 2 %7802 Tkl | 25240

BF THEFRY AWM, 25 AT HETF RN NELPEF L RARE

32



4
R}
(w,
‘ElH-
ﬂ“’
‘P‘}
- \:p

B LR RS E AR 1 SRR AN ek L A

o
=
S

BR B X EMRY 0 AT AEEE LA e R e T 31 RiR
LA R F AR ADERES AP LR AN R A - T
FEH R AR B LR BENER SR TR EES IR S AE R
EAarfae g R ENZFUE > F BT A4 LG R ET R ET F 2 AR
BT RB PN FOR D RARAT LR BT A AL Bk 2 R 0 BT UK
2GR QB EAF KRR F ok G iuEie AP RS

eI U KBS E B R A BN FRRE A G KR G Dl o

<

PR & AIHLARLERS &

AR PR iiﬁﬁr?ﬁa%¢éw kfﬁﬁﬁﬁf’ﬁiﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ

r 'h

v

b ¥ ’?‘lzfi I'% A e B e ) F- ,.]';'ﬂ‘ rf"m WRAEEE X AR L PE G R RS

%Eiﬁiﬁﬁﬁ‘?@?é‘g# q ﬁ# G #ﬁ%*m@*ﬁ NN
i

SR LG Y %‘“\“' - Lk : I/P‘Jﬂ (TSRS T

POE 2 HE S S AR B R AR 'l-ﬂ—k,‘%{' {@Pﬂkﬁﬂ"‘fﬁﬂi—}f@\

FrHErERFPEFR N Ra L 23 FT G T T 4% Google
& MySurvey #rk e R S kAL Bkt A 2 B R Nl ek > TG AT
THREZHF T E AL AT AP IR AMFHET EPF P L0 g
MFFEF EPVRIEYL R AL PR T S A (elnet ptt.ec) - R R A #]Ke R
BLFA O RPFLZ TRBFAIHAEINEZ AR MLy REREEUSIIF T H %
BEE oA 52011 #3% 11p 32011 # 3% 31p > 2P FFEFE P
455 sz\’#r“ﬁctib, bt * FOR LA EAFFEE U B PRERE 5P
R F e i REITR B 80 > FEF LR B L 366 (> 0 ok Bt k) 5 80.44% -

e R Lt T L T

33



$o 6 TR S

ATy 45 * SPSS 13.0 &2 LISREL 8.72 & 17 4~ 47 © SPSS * & jed¥ 4t ~ AP RBE A
5~ R ATE FE A 4F o @ LISREL * kit (7 48 42555 (SEM) » SEM ik § #28
AR R PIR Lt > B kb e e &4 o 257§ 4B Anderson and Gerbing
(1988) iz i 7 Py E A e @ % - PAEEFRIB RN A4 Y BRBEWFZE A4 F
L2 4p B 4B 7 J'\‘ﬁqa] » (Doll, Xia & Torkzadeh, 1994) » T3 p? 6 & & ~ deaerck ~
FER BRI RS S LB RIGE o A B D RPERPIR T BN A AR T B0

feif B > X3P b RS HTE -

'3'-{___'_ ‘:5-_
3 \ B
=l 5
okl ""t""" -4
) 0o, J%
= o
5 O &

1 L ST

Y

34



Fry RERSFEL

AR ATARATIOR T FRR L AR H P B - B4 T A R i
MPAFA o 5 FRHEREFH2 88 S8R EHFEIRER A0 %

PERIERCRS S s PR
B & 4T s des i

A S Rl iy § K f’ff-_k*?‘f”- ST FRR R R R R LB
BAFTHEE Y el A A0 JERE LB AARTRE F1Y i
# s JTARR 3 I RR I i&’aft,ﬂ 2 b PR %—'ﬁrmr* Pk Gple 3

A
7_¥ sziﬁﬁu%‘" ': 'Tﬁ.

X3 ¥ = % Facebook = F eiapF B K i:hﬂ-:a ¢\ Facebook i& #% cpF P~ 1 & i * Facebook

411 mpE 9’&£$*¥bﬁ

Focth A2 B A AATHRE ;i:w;,rg{ 4-leid % 4-1 ¥ ey 4 F L1 53.01% >
414 46.99% > phu s F T @ ESR R 4 16~25 2 B 0 ¥ ) 74.50% > B E 0 F
4 (68.31%)% I 1% (25.14%) & 5 T F A MR 4+ & u b 2 #Er(95.36%) o @ 7
33.33%: A ¥ K F¥o& p it * 35 ] prent gepFR 0 22.95% 5 1-3 ] pF 0 21.04%:E 3
H R BTN B R G R R R 5 TR TT.32% £ R RS Y F RS I 21.59%

TIoF P RERPEFT AT P ELL o

35



2ALEPE LB AR RTRA

A gt B P A #% A
5 Z 194 53.01%
172 46.99%

16~20 % 85 23.22%

P 21~25% 188 51.37%
26~30 % 70 19.13%

31~35% 23 6.28%

IR 1 0.27%

o ® 7 R 16 4.37%
Fo AR <% 256 69.95%
FAF AL 93 25.41%

g2 250 68.31%

1 e FriE 92 25.14%
HE 23 6.28%

FheA g % 1 0.27%

%595 Q] R 4 1.09%

3. 84 22.95%

TimE p b g 5 pF 122 33.33%
7= | Eéf 77 21.04%

z 9 37 10.11%

O rls Bﬂw ; 42 11.48%

PO KA *Fifﬁrfm
412 RPFOUFRBRE G% LS

etk A 2 ARHERR Y DR TR AR 420 KR 42T ] BLL LK

7 1+#3 3 & hFacebook i * 5% (65.57%) 3 B * I — P ik 24.86% ¥ 7 dit =

RS

P G A4FR ¥ Facebook 2 i * ;@ gt Lok X @ % Facebook 2 pER S
2 3 )N (76.23%) 0 T3aF X 4 p & aFacebook P A BN K v BT T EREA
3 A gepen=t o BT A 15 (& ik 64.76%) 0 @ T 355 X Facebook % T b A i p
FowRT T A S Ao BT A 15 (% 1k 62.75%) 0 d p T AR

Rt F2ZF LS EETAE - I ORTS RN ERERY AT F P A

p)

HRAPEARTISAAEI B RS LGP F o B AL P ]

36



HE W @ * 2 Facebook # i > ¥ OH IS RAE T $(89.07%) 5 A~ % 0 H o P B/EY
105 (66.39%) 0 = 4P| 5 R 5 (5027%) c Z AF AR T BRI B A

b LRSS 2 0 (-3852% L& G & "F'i‘—%f?ﬁi%iif Bt o

A2 R AVERE LR Y G KT

AT st 5P A gk A
1@ p 2 0.55%
15 -3%” 10 2.73%
2 % Facebook = B «pF ¥ Iipr-1e 91 24.86%
1#-3%# 240 65.57%
3# 1} 23 6.28%
*i% 1) pF 70 19.13%
1-3 /) P 209 57.10%
T ias % 4 FacebookiE # crpF 3-5 /] p# 58 15.85%
e 5-7 P 17 4.64%
7-9%u 7 1.91%
9 L)' - 5 1.37%
AR L - 36 9.84%
Tiak X 4 p o oFacebdok k ’l > 160 43.72%
HLENG T RT T "135'f , o 2o
R 8 7 & 35 9.56%
7-9 % 21 5.74%
9=y 37 10.11%
X% 1= 75 20.49%
. . 1-3'= 152 41.53%
T 3ok X Facebook:® F b
LR AT - HEA 3-5 =% 77 21.04%
3 s 4 5-7 =% 20 5.46%
7-9 =% 15 4.10%
9 =t 14 27 7.38%
e 326 89.07%
F@Ey i 243 66.39%
3 & i * Facebook:rie f 7 Ay T O5RN 184 50.27%
(GiF %) R T 141 38.52%
pé 138 3k 63 17.21%
% AT N 2Rk 56 15.30%

3 o kR MY EFR

37



AT 2R E e FRR S RTRET B RTAEI R RARNE F R

LR ZIEBREIFEG NAMZFIE S ASRUTRIREAITEFEE G -

REHGy- % FEAL L BRI 2+ ¥ item-to-total correlation & - item-to-total
correlation & 4p3% 35 &2 H @ B35 S W18 3 0 chdp B Tl o 95— &g ¥ SR
item-to-total correlation |- »+ 0.4 e3¢ » R A BB F LG 2 B2 &M %o B%d U]
K,éf (Edvardsson ~ Larsson & Setterlind,1997) - # 4-3 3 k4R & 45 i ¥ 38 2_ item-to-total
correlation & £ Cronbach’s alpha > d :;rtﬁ G ’;’?Iﬁfﬁ% 7. MMI4(item-to-total correlation & %
0.352)2_ ¢k » >Rl I8 60 item-to-total correlation#=+ *+ 0.4 » @ Cronbach’s alpha 338
5 RIBF7 13 2 & % # Cronbachsalpha % #3% 0.7 W K]k R4= § % MM AT 41 - &

SArk 4-4 9T R TR SRATAL R T B OIRUR T o 2 8 B B G 0 2 FEREE R PR AL

i TR
1A 3w B At A
H & K I8 % Item-to-total Cronbach’s alpha
MMI1 0.709
< R MMI2 0.461
& B eh MMI3 0.664 0.765
I # MMI14 0352
MMI5 0.557
&R g OMI1 0.640
GRATALET | F Ik OMI2 0.674 0.818 0.801
LR Es th OMI3 0.718
ocCl1 0.775
OCI2 0.795
i% f , OCI3 0.789
;7:; oCl4 0.765 0899
OCI5 0.703
OCl6 0.576

38



WCI1 0.672
WCI2 0.704
WCI3 0.782
WCl4 0.765
ey WCIS 0.785 0.904
WCI6 0.624
WCI7 0.603
WCI8 0.506
WCI9 0.761
st s WRI1 0.756
5 WRI2 0.773 0.938
WRI3 0.805
g Fea 0.925
WRI4 0.756
WRIS5 0.768
WRI6 0.814
WML 0.796
WMI2 _0:808
w WMI3 0.788
il = : 0.892
WMI4 /1 0.804"
WMIs= t5 0678
WMIG - 0.476
SREYIR B
wE R 2 12 L2 0.911
7SA3 70813
SA4 0.793
CF1 0.722
iR CF2 0.740 0.861
CF3 0.750
CT1 0.763
CETENN ) CT2 0.736 0.826
CT3 0.574
TR kR AR ER
2 4-4#1% MMI4 (52 5 B A 45 %
H & KI5 a5l Item-to-total Cronbach’s alpha
iy | PR MMI1 0.726
bt &R e MMI2 0.470 0.783 0.898
3 MMI3 0.671




MMI5 0.558
= R & OoMI1 0.640
B IP’:'}E‘ OMI2 0.674 0.818
en3 e OMI3 0.718
OoCl1 0.775
. OClI2 0.795
i
. OCI3 0.789
LS4 0.899
y OCl4 0.765
eI
OCI5 0.703
OCl6 0.576

FAL kR AT A

#F > A 1 134pParasuraman, Berry and Zeithaml (1988)F # cn#F R £ & 7 - < I
EHH o HiiE ak BiEG T 0§ 08 2 item-to-total correlationtp f & iy - PIF
@M% ) fz/Eﬂ” T{giﬁ%}@_ ,&Cronbachsalphazk'{t 7 TR S oAk > B
% B s R F 35T - |

4 4-310 3 £ 4-4% > ”’?IKMMIZ OCI6 WCI8~ WMI5 ~ WMI6 2 2 CT3:h

ir?'

item-to-total correlationdp % #i< > f & gﬂ#ﬁ: e S R A 718 B> MMI2~0CI6~WCI8 ~
| |

WMI5 - WMI6iz T #3 F l__-}H L2 .él" ﬁ;'w’f#m Cronbach’s alpha > ® 7 € %% 13§ §

1% $8 Cronbach’s alpha /& » rﬂﬁ'“ ﬂvﬁﬂ kgt {15 7 'H*J ﬁ? » m CT3%e 4 ,ﬁ? SRR 1

®* R E]f#m Cronbach’s alpham e ffy’f%gCronbach’s alphaie 7 $+ 2 B2 58 Fpt &

%u%?’%E¢ﬁ1&§%42%¢&ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁiéﬁaizﬁuﬁﬁ%'

B dp# % % **Nunnally(1978)#73% % ¢hCronbach’s alpha ™ #80.7 » F]pt » &K £ 2 5 L

Beniz A -

145 R AR

&% % A2 # | Cronbach’s alpha
FRELE 3 0.784
AT T F L | S B IE—'_'J’F‘]’ eI 3 0.818 0.887
R asaI s | 5 | 0909
£ 8 0.907
ATk 3 6 M I Y e 6 0.925 0.936
i S 4 0.922

40



BALR 0.911
e 0.861
FHRr LE 0.826
ERE 39 0.949
TR kR AR AT
4-2-2  FR A
PR R S o R AR R R AR A A AR AR AT
-k 2k B B4R i 22 2§ #i(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin coefficient, KMO) % 2| %7 §_F if & i& {7 7]

% 447 KMO Blicds % R A ARif S (712 A 47 o FIE A 47 &

EZ I H el

FATE A AR LRI ROV s 2T 0 AR RRT SPSS Y

Ao A AT 0 e £ Varimax i dhiz kie fﬂ%/}ﬁn’ﬂ 5 F b5 7 BT ROCR B

T PR 0 - ] F ;q = q;fg;x ﬂaﬁ f]% A\ﬁ(Halretal ,2006):

~

— i ff—r—%m%ﬁzm(mgwaefm‘lo

Iy

P 'J“,ff 1% § 7 £ (factor IoHlng), B O'q
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'
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F 4-63nirishT B2 FIEF A S A

R F1 & - Fl &= F% =
WCI1 0.695 0.073 0.374
WCI2 0.748 0.178 0.203
WCI3 0.814 0.261 0.130
WCl4 0.794 0.231 0.187
WCI5 0.807 0.237 0.167
WCI6 0.653 0.240 0.090
WCI7 0.611 0.259 0.078
WCI9 0.758 0.313 0.146
WRI1 0.338 0.737 0.184
WRI2 0.224 0.750 0.319
WRI3 0.216 0.822 0.215
WRI4 0.284 0.759 0.281
WRI5 0.236 0.805 0.121
WRI6 0.280 0.829 0.129
WMI1 0.211 0.226 0.838
WMI2 0.216 0.257 0.835
WMI3 0.180 0.198 0.866
WMI4 0.181 0.202 0.851
Pl 4.944 4.329 3.461

ERELE 27.465% 24.052% 19.228%
ENeS N ) 70.7459%

TR R AFT KA

—: N F:\Vr‘:ﬂﬁ* j é’_"ri
TAE IO KMO B 5 0892 A7 EEFFZ LT A K Ark
47 777 0 K 4T 0F1F 2477 L OMIL & 2 f f3 Rihfig 2 1 > il d §

FEVHFRILT A BFE L FE2 Z95  (EL 0.254) K87 7 R 7 3R

TABAEEE A AEhI f ) B S E F SR 0 F]5 Facebook 2 AL
AT LR AEE T2 AL AR TAEI BN R SA S LA IR
P g E K 2 T B F AR OMILALE & RS W 2 % Ak 48
TR ARKEY AL DB ERF A FE A0S 28R F BREIL A
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LAT AT BRL § o TR AR A

AR Fl& - F] & = Flk =
ocil 0.884 0.07 0.139
OCI2 0.87 0.202 0.135
OCI3 0.841 0.21 0.136
OCl4 0.775 0.276 0.183
oCI5 0.764 -0.053 0.28
MMI1 0.075 0.791 0.326
MMI3 0.152 0.729 0.208
MMI5 0.089 0.882 -0.003
OMI1 0.251 0.731 0.367
OMI2 0.353 0.255 0.803
OMI3 -0.053 0.280 0.764
e 3.709 2.884 1.665
AR%EE 33.722% 26.222% 15.140%
ENEE- 75.084%
LR FeN s
# 485w BT bk M S F RN B 5 4
A F& - Fl & = Fl& =
ocil 0.884 0.048 0.146
OCI2 0.872 0.180 0.148
OCI3 0.843 0.197 0.150
OCl4 0.777 0.262 0.198
oCI5 0.762 -0.072 0.278
MMI1 0.083 0.790 0.362
MMI3 0.156 0.760 0.242
MMI5 0.104 0.862 0.036
OMI2 0.354 0.213 0.816
OMI3 0.238 0.393 0.774
e 3.661 2.292 1.638
AEgsE 36.611 22.921 16.384
ENES:E B 75.917%
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BAARARSKE S 6 0 AN EH e 7038 kR I 2 item-to-total correlation ¥
AN F HerE ke 04(5 ) B 5 0.574) 0 b AR E 2 T @G o0 Cronbach’s alpha

12 % #E4f ¢ Cronbach’s alpha » 48+t & & #7122 3% 1 0.7(d | g 5 0.826) H &~ 47 % %

drd 4-9 #rom o JE P WA P E AT o SRl SR YT R AR -

3 AR E 1 A BR A 15 A

£ % & 423 | Cronbach’s alpha
wHISE | BRAE g || 3) |, 04
A = EenT B | 2 | 0798 | 0.868
FTE g sEes & | 5 ' 0,909
U ST R £ 8] g 0.907
S g 6| 0925 | 0936
A 4 0.922
AR 4 0.911
FE3R 3 0.861
BEer LR 3 0.826
EERY 38 0.949

FH kR A R

4-3-2 TR AT

IMARRKE TG 0 AFLHB M S LR BRE TP F R LRORRE MR R
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L A A% A 45(EFA) 5 1S 7 e £ M i st k- B 2 R T3

TR AT R R ED é}g%b"f’%sli% NeE e AR AR AT
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2. o hE L R Fornbllaﬁd‘t.arpker(l%l)z R s RUEE>06 -

3. Ho hEBEERE (A\l/E) gornell and Larcker (1981):2.% T ia% & fo 3~ £ 2

I|
305> z\ﬂ‘ﬁ:m fﬂ‘i(m‘sa ﬁ

HA O FE AT R T 4-2-2 ) SRR T9TF ORI F AR LR E

Be® A 0.611 5] 0.884 2 FF » fo st b % £ A5 ¥ (p<0.05) » % & Hair et al.(1992) %

()
e
paF- Bie AT AL FIE Y ;e &R E L (Fornell & Larcker, 1981)
>
> AVE=—12

iﬂf >a

paF- BHe AT AL FE LY ;e s R EFL (Fornell & Larcker, 1981)
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BE > AP LERMNE THEBESNEE T LA 4100 KL 4-10° 7 HF IR

- FFAAF 2% T o CRIEA 0.667-0.887 2 fF » 3 a5 062+ -

{

AVE Ei% % 0.711-0901 2 B>~ ¢ & Fik2 OS5 FPEE £ 77 £ 3 2492 Jeaooak o

oK

RS TR TRAAAEI B 2 TR eI R A A
3 %8 P (% 3c(Target Coefficient; Marsh and Hocevar, 1985) 7= 7 5% - H
LIRS SRR Ol R A R R Feficst 2+ 2 & 0§ GBcEARERT 1o ﬁ}
REACHFAFAF AP PRI EINFESE PR RAFEIT B EOREKEY
% 0.999(132.31/132.32) » @ o ivie st 3 M LA EH T B PR E S S
1(490.55/490.55) » BEE R s [P FlR A 17T 2 CRE AVE B 77

B &k 0.6 052 P gl A 7 IHIY LR Jari R o

% 4-10 & o2 P& g RS L CRETEEE N

3 51k

Ha P FE #EA L T-value CR AVE
- FrFR | ,
MMIL " 0:87 0.25 18.51
FREAEHI3H MMI3 T 0.3 0.47 14.83 0.748 0.711
MMI5  0.68 0.53 13.70
STILTIoT OMI2  0.80 0.36 16.77 0.667 0705
OMI3 083 0.31 17.52
OCIl  0.86 0.25 20.31
OCI2  0.89 0.21 21.25
FE eI H OCI3  0.84 0.29 19.42 0.833 0.875
OoCl4  0.79 0.38 17.54
ocCl5  0.71 0.49 15.34
WCI1  0.71 0.50 16.12
‘ WCI2  0.76 0.42 17.85
sl
WCI3  0.85 0.28 21.10 0.887 0.863
WCI4 084 0.30 20.64
WCI5  0.84 0.30 20.53

46



WCI6 0.64 0.59 14.09

WCI7  0.60 0.65  12.92
WCI9  0.80 036 1933
WRIL  0.79 037  19.04
WRI2 0.8l 034 1973
WRI3  0.84 029 2079
Rt 0.857 0.893
WRI4  0.84 030 2059
WRI5  0.80 036  19.23
WRI6  0.84 029  20.90
WMIL 087 0.25 2167
| WMI2 088 023 2214
i 0.800 0.901
WMI3 087 024 2190
WMI4 085 028  20.94
R CFL  0.80 036  17.11
CF2 083 032 1789  0.750 0.810
CE3'~ 084 15029 » 1832
%A SALY - _0:86 0,26 20.06
SA2 4083 038, _ 1893
sAd (087 [ 925\ % 0883
SA4  |084= = 1029 | 19.37
BERT LF CThy, (091 iz 1972
CT2. |087.=> D024 "1861  0.745 0.786
CT3 .1 0.61 063" 1229
ik
MMI 0,57 068 9.78
wAALEI B OMI 0.98 004 1436  0.736 0.645
OCl 056 069 962
WCl 074 045 138
A3 WRL 081 035 1498 0748 0.652
WMI 064 059 1195

FTA KR ATy ER

RN i
FIPARARHRED PG 2N AT R KAPMIME RE S BE Y TR
BHBE NI #i!_éi’ﬁ\i R AP B 2 Bcik 735 o Fornell and Larcker(1981):% 5 4%
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T 3adk AL Cl Wi SA CF CT
Cl 4.827 0.905 0.803
Wi 5.296 0.832 0.418 0.807
SA 5.130 0.924 0.320 0.665 0.940
CF 5.069 1.010 0.333 0.653 0.730 0.900
CT 5.583 0.931 0.280 ‘| 0.590 0.605 0.604 0.887

# 3L
1Ol A emit 3 o fh | WIS Rac sl T 04 3 SA 28 AR wCF Gain 1 CT A4 LW
2445 5 AVE 2 T 3 {2
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d- btk 2RI BB EARERIFE  AFL BT AR ROERERE
Peildp 0T B eid gk ¢ Hayduk (1987)3% 5 x2/df 30 30 ARG dEpeig 0 H o F
WEHE A5 E X (Hair et al.1998) - Gefen et al. (2000) %2 Hair et al. (1998) £ 3%

% GFI, NFI, IFI, CFl 45 #~ ** 0.90 » AGFI 45 1%+ % 0.8 PI3L 3 #& -7 2% cHCAI4g £

B e ¢t ¢b > Bagozziand Yi (1988)#% 1 RMSEA p 32 8 5[ %+ 0.05 L7 & <X > @
Browne and Cudek (1993)R]4p &t RMSEA JZ 88 {5 & -] ** 0.08 ¥ &< » Ap M dp 4% ~ 4p ik

BHEAKFEFIEFA17E55E30 412 BT AP T 283125 LH 28R -
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% 412 B F1 R A AT 2 g el £

T i ¥ ®EKE Ay EkiE | peig ey
Bas '4 > - 260.43 -
pd R -- 94 --
+/pd R 3 E A 2.77 4
GFI % +0.9 0.92 2 b3
o AGFI % +0.8 0.88 2% 43
§ ¥ R T RMR 0.1 0.062 243
SRMR /|- %:0.08 0.056 2 43
RMSEA /|- :0.08 0.070 2% 43
NFI 4 3:0.9 0.97 2
CFI % +:0.9 0.98 2% 47
HE iR T IFI = 0.9 0.98 AL
NNFI % ++0.9 0.98 2% 47
RFI S 0.9 0.96 2 47
1 et PNF = 2205 0.76 2 47
PGFI 13805 0.63 2 47
W Rk fhrm g e
i
#4135 418 2 gha
REL H 2 H) + i@ pd R +* 1
R 41 126043 94 --
Cl+WI 375.03+ 95 114.60
CI+SA 448.13 95 187.70
CI+CF 444.06 95 183.63
CI+CT 451.52 95 191.09
WI+SA 330.92 95 70.49
WI+CF 319.35 95 58.92
WI+CT 364.03 95 103.60
SA+CF 399.23 95 138.80
SA+CT 510.98 95 250.55
CF+CT 516.30 95 255.87

i Cl Aneibdis foft i WI 5 jnirish3 #0045 SA 54L& 5 CF A Ae CT A 5@ * LW

FH KR AT ER

BR¥ A+ LRREE MY A A e 2 £ R GER TE - 0 0 R
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