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Abstract

Mature in the Internet development in Taiwan, Facebook and Plurk with
amazing high popularity once again infuses the topic of virtual community in
Taiwan. Taiwan large virtual community of users, we can often learn through
the news or opinion surveys of users of several in the community are more
concerned about using the experience factor. For example: community, system
functions are easy to learn to use, and if they can help users to achieve the
desired purpose, and whether the user can trust the community, particularly the
confidentiality of personal information.

This study explores some of past.theories, like Expectation Confirmation
Theory (ECT), Technology Acceptance Model (TAM), and D&M IS Success
Model. Pass of these, we can build a model with Perceived Ease of Use,
Perceived Usefulness, Service Quality, Trust and User Satisfaction. Passing this
model, the study found that users of Perceived Ease of Use and Perceived
Usefulness will affect the User Satisfaction, also the user's Trust will be
affected by Service Quality, which in turn is reflected in its User Satisfaction

on.

Keyword : Virtual Community, Technology Acceptance Model, IS Success

Model, Trust, User Satisfaction.
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RO IR 28 S AR e o TRl 2-1 1o T) TR RS EYOER R
e o (R L e I D BTl i R iy R
Y - rg’%ﬁ[ PR RIE 3 R B PR CEA I T R TR
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ZEITTEE )
B B2
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Lt EE
mRERTRE
EIfE R
bt a8 =1:0
\ \ B
E i H. f |.1
g \ iy
\ =L T e e ,r”Ir IR Hl'ﬁ =
\ (RLEF)FEE / i
E__l_f%ﬁ,.ﬂ_ b K EE_.%.E".‘ '*'I'
\"\\ ik A T'F{ﬁi— ; iy ./
\ // Ll \ Hf] /
N o
\\\; / \/
[fil 2-1 Mole et al.(1999) it i+ £ ﬁﬁfj’?}%l%
=R YR - Mole et al.(1999)
=5 (PSR S oty = B
=1k ok

F:

|
L %Y J”Fk*éﬁ@| #43 (precisely tailored content)
EPCTHH | H
2. TR

FIR=A AL E RS /T
(i IR ™

it
?,E_J@ (identification with the brand) :
ESRRE

;
Canas

L =
=i az[ﬂaglﬁrir’g‘«ﬁp = RE s *55@2??# T Tﬁ(bqﬁif“ff’:"ﬁ[ SR
3. an%ﬂ S [il JF:F[ (0 [ pY?E% (awareness of other like-minded users) :
folm iy Fif= sk

S S | S AP F 1 B
i<ls g

FEEEE (17 )
WY EVE R AL

F“iﬁ'?ﬁif Nﬁfﬁﬁl AT
3557 P R A
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4 fiﬁ’a[ﬁif]!,‘_"?f"i * BV E7FE (ability to interact with others on the website)
TJ—E%E]E[ FI E er;(af:@]ﬁ[ n ?ﬁ I/ IEE U ;@i‘;&; J@ Jl:[ , ﬂﬂ%—l—ﬁj;xx‘%‘ig‘ﬁﬁ gyj\
s o

& Er

f%%ﬁqﬁﬁifﬁgﬁ %lflfﬂ[i'?ﬁ (opportunity to shape website development) :
[ o BSR4 SRR A TR AR Ot o RSy Er g S
FEELELRE > It Frepp ) infﬁ‘f’i“??ﬂ#ﬁﬁJl"EﬁUPJ?&,’ » A %ﬁE‘IJF, Flgﬁ
I S 1 P
6. LTV JIFS (Mutual benefits of participation) :

agﬂﬁim;&ﬁ “éeﬁiﬁyf 33 ﬁ*ﬁé_mfﬁ—;_gr = E N [H ﬂjﬁ o I FIV‘%‘\ ﬁfjt v (5] ﬁf}fﬁ_l—
ey AR TR (IO R B 53 IV R Rl AR
R s I 0 RIFE 3R 2RI 3 -

’%F I-HJFTEI?’ S Mp° écpﬁg ﬂpp;rﬁﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ«f}u f:, l[?},%[ﬂ
IS IR AORI SR e A0 s - ST I s JJ}

%37 & = /%‘ AL T PR
1994 & F,fﬁf*?“}{j ESIERAEPEAEES (internet ) VR0 BTS2 R 32 0 [RE 5 > BT
WA L SR T ISR ) T L % R R O 2 0
W%Esﬁ%Hﬁ%@w%%N@%%mwu’ﬁﬁﬁ%Wﬁﬁ%
FRLEV R F 1 (= F P = 3 R T u'%,; 4o 1998 &
" City Family ;| — 1ﬁf} [Ii[ij Tf’?‘/]" = ﬁfﬁﬁi_“ﬁz)f I e e 2 B
Tj{‘ﬁi?ﬁfﬁf [y City Famil frfliZpl (e drmt e il "‘i R e

R PRV M [ ISR S S L T e
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FPREH L~ WPV « NI P MR - DI
PACH L LR RLY R R BV S e o R - o
fre] F’}i%“ it EEPIpRY = R ﬁ@@f{JF‘fjgﬁfﬁij\%j' U HEHE
& ']ﬁ’ﬁgﬁ—'@i’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ'[ﬁ[ﬁﬁ' T3 ’J‘fﬁ? BUEZ=SIN EIW@I?TFEF%EU e ‘Pﬁﬁ%’\ 30 RS Y
i*JJQ%\‘E 'F,;t[ » Facebook #! Plurk > ’F",ﬁ@?}i{iﬁfﬁfﬁfjéﬁ@%Llfﬁﬂﬁﬁ[ﬁjﬁ‘}?fgﬁfl%‘:’
éﬁﬂ%ﬁfjﬁﬁ TN ’Fiﬁrg%@?—ﬁfm’?}§7%fqi_juiﬁiﬁfjﬂ[’(]‘ﬁ“ﬁfmﬁﬁﬂ T
A i ﬁ'ﬂﬂ'[ﬁ’ﬁsﬁﬁ? FHAVER > [RHH kR PR T SRR S o T B AR Y
UL 0557 Wy 5 ﬁ'lﬁﬁﬁ%@(i][l : BBS)E%@@?J‘J%I@ : E‘iﬁﬁ 73 PrEvRL
¢/ ifﬁ * Youtube) > iﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁai\ igri@ﬁj%?'f IR Y 2 P

—F’J‘:‘F.Jf [ 8 F pum e E T Haﬁlfjgﬁrﬁé 2T o
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$23 s it

AR 7 PR A SRR RIS - D&M Eradtfakny o)
(NI R fﬁ = A0 T RS RT3 R =

Y- 8 PREREH

WL i FFi(Expectation-Confirmation Theory, ECT)RLT Oliver (198077
PRI e FE %Wﬁ(Expectatmn Disconfirmation Theory, EDT)"rel> 2L [fij5y < ']
S S - SN S IR A8 (R
PO ARSI (Attitude) . 8% [IRYA UM B PORE R AR R (Intention) - i3S E 40
BRERT s IR By = R (R T PO RIBE S P - o 2 PR
Y BRI T ) » A B R o R R B RS - e
M T iV R s pVRRTE R RY BRI I PO - SRR S

st
Expectation
TR . W
DisConfirmation Satisfaction
L
R

Perceived performance

[ 3-1 ] e

=R YR ¢ Oliver (1980)
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Spreng(1996) 7+ e 1 @7 FEF s F S 0 3% S FJ}L;]E[ J?‘fip Uﬁﬂ‘?ﬂ@ﬂj Ta[(fq_
PETRRY > T RS (Anderson 1993, Oliver 1980, Patterson 1997,
Tse 1988)5’??@%1{’@%&'% ﬁj’ HLE T Fel?’dii T AT e FE SR CEa N ’F“I?f’
(confirmation) > %ZFE 7l FEF% LA AR ’F’gr, B i (Expectation

Confirmation Theory, ECT) > i/[lq&ﬂ 3-2 i o

EiES

Expectation

FER 5 WEE EREE

Confirmation Satisfaction Repurchase intention

v

ACHEEA]

Perceived performance

i 32 MRS

R 3 © Spreng (1996)

Bhattacherjee (2001a)El|JF§:tgan e U N B U E U R TR AR
ARG > TR A {8 G I S A o= EOIfTI  ff 7 RR o y
= ?H\fﬁ vl Jﬁ/%ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁ?{zjﬁ'ﬁélﬁi@ﬁ;fﬁg, > Bhattacherjee (2001a)*$-
S ECT 2 T BT AR BRI 5 » 20 By = o
i (Congitive Processes) ° (2)H- iVt EVE A TR L Eg - (HRyHH
BORLE TP ST o Q)BTRS T - o F) S AR RO
W PSR P L RL T A [ 2.« [N Bhattacherjee §113 IS 53
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R A 1B (A Post-Acceptance Model of IS Continuance) ™ | I') 27 =
SRR RO RO 8 o H 2 SR 3-3 AT o SRR T
T?r‘ SE| R b’?:ip"ﬁj PITERGR 5 [ EUR S o SR B Y
Zo ’F:l?’ Jﬁ#fzgg HIE B

SRR At

Perceived usefulness

3

Hest > WEE IS #FAEE

Confirmation

Satisfaction IS continuance intention

[FiT3-3 IS f o B R 0 = 5L

¥ ¥Fi : Bhattacherjee (2001a)
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- & PR

P e AR g o 7 8 P[RR AR e s S o P PTRl E

J

[ N DR VE R Y R o T A jﬁ;{jﬁz%ﬁljﬁ;% TPEERRL > Pk

ol g R B2 Iﬁ% (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975) g g fi Jﬂf%,rft“%wu (Ajzen,

1985) > i /i ?F Bt “["&J*Eji‘ﬂwi/[llp iFﬁ@f VE[JL4E U E] (Davis et al., 1989)

\_
._10

KRR S s -
- ~ 1B {7 572 (Theory of Reasoned Action, TRA )

Fishbein 71 Ajzen 741975  Tfflilifi9 TRA = Ff8R4E . * HifLE s
WF‘I*?{"EJ TFARAVE | P RE R AR o T SN A @flf?g?\ Rl [”ﬂF'ﬁfUmtbmg*JFﬁ
IH 37 N |&Tfﬂx£5‘*fﬁ1?\ (Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980) < |15 J«ﬁé‘f@ﬁ%ﬂﬂ U i
RIPN=" 0 ST HIRL = ELEEE  (Attitude toward Behavior ) == #14{J#d (Subjective

Norms) (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975) - i/[l[rgﬂ[ 3-4 . o

e
LR

Attitude toward Behavior

=LA [ﬁ' n i

Behavior Intention Behavior

= i

Subjective Norm

A 3- 4TRA£I[fk|—rt'g%F5|ﬁ

=Y ¥ : Fishbein & Ajzen (1980)
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ll@
|

RV ARIRLE ~ S - T VAR Hdp P — TER
HIJT;’Tﬁ SR s PR SRR %ﬁ‘tf'%‘fﬂiﬁﬂ?ﬁ”' - IFﬁé*Jr’éiiﬁiﬁ‘l‘E”fl'ﬂEWﬁ
R BTUR) P i UK RRL 7 51 5 CRVEF QIR GRS S e p s
( Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980 ) © TRA *{L5! %ﬁﬁg@? SRR ;@@Iﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ;@;@ﬁ% ;

TR I;%f%z|&«]_[_—1|5 TUT [H F[ JTJ"ET‘T‘%FIJTF” }—:\;g_k ‘FF;I = E SEREH R FF”
] DAL R SR <

= ~3+# 7 5 2% (Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB)

[MECTRA ﬁ%'qw » YR A F%Jgé (il & F9 7S ELRLEE IS [ * FUE TR RS
FL TRASUEIFEY Rty SRR IRy SR A5 B2 1SR 9t
E'I_k F,@papagﬁrg{(yp DR e ﬁ:jj . 5%@2%%5‘_” o )ty s R AR
— o M= s Ajzen T+ 1985 ﬁpﬁﬂf ik TRA FLE[F1p 7  HIg }ZLTHJ ( Perceived
Behavioral Control ) Elfjﬁjféi » IJ#| 7 TRA SLE[AVEEREZ ] - 25 fﬁﬁ;{ij’alir%‘il i [IfEL

F'J £/ £, TPB o

A 4

Attitude toward Behavior

A

A 4
= Bpi i i

Subjective Norm Intention Behavior

A 4

A

4

Subjective Norm

A 4

q%ﬂ 3-5TPB & i tﬁir?ﬁ

erR e Ajzen (1991)
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~ L HE = $553] (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM )

Davis et al.(1989)& %fe s —,;—,JCF[J[?;W??L }[_J TRA | J%{P ST R
FE] > BTSRRI AR T I S AR 7 R D R R
Eﬂjlg[]l—:t EHH\H °

AT B

Perceived Usefulness
A

9 TR e E = SRR
External Attitude > Intention to g System Usage
Variables Use

\ ?,Jip PRE % /

Perceived Ease of Use

il 3-6 TAM R[4 5 0481
R F¥F © Davis et al. (1989)
F 5% Davis et al.(1989 0 = WA T S G P e 0 2

ﬁ R R AR TS R EVRYRY - (NI T TAM 1

PR TRERAG - 2l M R = [ P L R 8L o A9t )
HIE|H][% (Perceived Usefulness, PU) %?l?%iﬂp phH[[% (Perceived Ease of Use,
PEOU) » IR il R R M [ O RUTTES 7 < Davis(1989VKf 724!
FPIEEAEL T AR R0 ST R R D SRR )
o P TR Mt ™ AR o o [ e A O BARL ™ DRV
"% > Davis et al.(1989)# L LEI[| 1 91 HIA@G¢ (External Variables ) » ¢l f
2 B PR RS L 2 A - DI9E - David et al.(1989) PRl 4 SR i

TR VIR BV b UE ) DERGIEOE TSR] PR i S
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P 917 TAM 5+ AF %'ﬁfmﬂw& I TAM ] - Venkatesh
A1 Davisy @ 2000  [{1'| TAM SLEISHUREHR L TAM2 » o1 = JIAT - 74
(Image) = ﬂ*rﬁ S A (Social Influence Processes ) gy I') + = /FI il
A ( Cognitive Instrumental Process ) @iy > 55 [l kL~ I'Eﬁ‘r‘—;f&‘[‘ik ( Job
Relevance ) ~ ! W,@T ( Output Quality ) i N 5= (Result Demonstrability ) »
PSS 2 AR BB I AR PO

A TE P R R e gt ASLETH R Ak (Experience ) ~ F R
(Voluntariness ) [l Fadbie™ I'| SR B dosee ge e 2 T A ﬁkﬁ%ﬂ‘F'E [y

TJ [ (Venkatesh & Davis, 2000) =~ TAM2 i J’FJTJ“ pkRLa=H TAM EJ ﬁ—II

l

7y§-'§c[| FRaNEE lﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ[/ﬁ% E:JI?;’&_LEHE{; y Ky EJ%F:LW%LW F[Jcliﬁ@ii[[[m
JJ/%EB I;{:ﬂ % jﬁﬁjlﬁ[ﬂ ?ﬁ%:ﬁ?o

e 3-1 TAM2 [0 9} Jiitleo s

B %
= WA H [%glglpijkzﬁlcl@qizgﬁﬁ EEE:
5 fE[BJ* s ﬁ]EIﬁEJIE[F! [Jﬂ—;FA Yyt @@Flp UL o

I l"BFE‘Ef%‘[‘it it L?&HIF:%B’ SRR R [T T (R R
] ,ﬁ['{ﬁ#l@? —{ I8 QJiD:j/;( ~ ﬁ‘—H:é_'j‘: ﬂl])‘{i#yﬁ&?[ﬁ]?_@@ o
EE/AR e NI P JF' A P -

AR S TR B
FIRETE i G YRR HRLE W VR, -

R YR ¢ Venkatesh & Davis (2000)
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) TAM2 ([ 3-7) > TSRS HRRHGATE P RN 0 2] = g4
FEHHIRBLT | A AP IR ORYR » RIETRlFVRL el TAM2 2R iRy

BN B R EIEIPNST o PIF= s TAM2 SR8 F R vey s S s A0 5 B fL
f fr

I

. TEt [A S i ’f [;ﬁ o
EIHE Fi.llf:@lp JiF i
R F Vg
Experience Voluntariness
. A A 4
= i
Subjective Norm
4 ?ﬁf 'JcLlfj e
A\ 4 q A
45 ») Perceived
Image Usefulness
A
., y
e -
i R s
Job Relevance H F# > E 0
Intention to Use Usage Behavior
Rl
Output Quality S0 515 ) E [ ek
g HIpL R 1%
Perceived Ease of
Use
A
Result Demonstrability
q%ﬂ[ 3-7 TAM2

e $¥Fl ¢ Venkatesh & Davis (2000)
T+ 2008 = E?j » Venkatesh 7! Bala j@ﬁ—‘, TAM2 =2 Venkatesh 7+ 2000 =& E?Jf SN
B RSB BT B G (R BT ) R F1 i 0 (Computer
Self-efficacy) ~ ?& 9% ﬁ[ﬁ}gk’ﬁj[](Perceptions of External Control) - %ﬁg} E e
(Computer Anxiety) %ﬁgﬁﬁﬁgﬁ?(Computer Playfulness) ?di[l"ﬁ | &% (Perceived
Enjoyment) - & @[y | FI 1% (Objective Usability)=9f ﬁ[ﬁ%‘%@" JD§F}%§F'EJF§7§5FD BLE %
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LY

(Venkatesh & Bala, 2008) « & LYIULA[ 2 H R 32 FoB[H D
TAM3(Technology Acceptance Model 3) « ¥ TAMS3 {1 S5 Sy A1 pA" |10 5t
i@z " | T ) R (anchoring & adjustment ) » FTH; ¢
(R A EORGER - HAEER — THEIRT S R TR Y
%_ﬁ@iw@gwl%ﬁ~wmmmﬂn&mﬁ%ﬁpﬂfJ‘ A
fill ~ IR ERRR ~ PP e AR P S R AL e P - e
BRI o] P O REEERT AIRLS - Jiffl = HATF TR0 ™ E R kg e
R ™ IR T 567 Py B AT RERR  Venkatesh 71 Bala 2 EB A = 15
RO R 7 RSP s s A R [ s diarps e g1
FHWPVE I SRR T A R L S R

¢ 3-2 TAM3 a9t ﬁ[ﬁ%@’zﬂfﬁg%

e L S =

ETTHE Y r[awf:t AP (o AP 48 i
T S R T ST ﬁﬁﬁ%iwﬁﬂ (i

F?;ﬁ;p%ﬁﬂ;gtfﬁu i ~ 3% F” @"E e A 4 e E[ﬁlfijr_y ok RIS e TR ﬂg_r
o

PR e % (3 (R TR Pﬁﬂlﬁ@*@g”ﬁé@ o

F_,Q“F;’,Fu*‘é@’* Iﬁk*&”ﬁ@’r Jol—~ kufﬁﬁjiﬁ? CAIE T SEF U*E@""qf—*jr%ro

HIFTIAEEE Lﬁ’%ﬁ“ﬁp YT ERAOE I - B - - R -

Eﬂiﬁp Jqﬂj@f‘ro
HEPIE I R RRL 1R R g

=R VR ¢ Venkatesh & Bala (2008)
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SEE Experience

F EE%: Voluntariness

= #IHIH Subjective Norm

A 4

7444 Image

AT B

Perceived Usefulness

i ]'EFE[FTEJ'@ Job Relevance

ﬁf[ 'rlﬁp@.f Output Quality

FHE BT Result Demonstrability

ﬂ\‘iﬁ? (Anchor)

?LTJ}FL, j{lf‘SﬂC ]+ Computer Self-efficacy

?“J«”‘U{/WL ﬁ[\’ﬂmu Perceptions of External Control

fil

Intent:

e =17

ion to Use Usage Behavior

?ﬂﬁ%'}i{’ﬂ? Computer Anxiety

%ﬁ?}li;Eﬁ’i Computer Playfulness

I

Perceived Ease of Use

A

F%i& (adjustment)

?.d HIE [i1% Perceived Enjoyment

HHH[IE P 1% Objective Usability

Q%ﬂ 3-8 TAM3

e § ¥ © Venkatesh & Bala (2008)
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FZ8 D&M T AN HFALE* BZALA

s R DA RGP R O 9 o T PO E AR
Fpu ° BN ST 2 RI0) T LL%FFU(Use & Gratification
Theory ) | “FF#FIBIAR ~ IR0 (7780 /7 FUTRF ™ 8 o Ffopl i feplsie * pur)e
I %ﬁi&ﬂ‘—i‘% ARG T TP SR AR R B o [T B YRR R AR | 2 2R

SB[ % H DeLone & McLean T 1992 5 I') {1 223 kR SR L REHRLT
R IR TR P BRI P B R AT R R

fEE = EE - DeLone & McLean 75 s BB — 7653 42 & g

EEL Y E AR RS T (IS “success) s [ Bﬁéf‘e_l—ﬁfﬂi,ﬁ?f'ﬁ(DeLone & McLean,

FAEET i)

ffid * A
[Eg=S [EaES

By [

”—i
m&

[fil 3-9 D&M ¥R gL

e F ¥ : DeLone & McLean (1992)
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I%IF'EJFH BT e Y Ak ] %a”ﬁ%#,@?(system quality)g?re‘}’?*ﬁﬁ@?(information
quality)ﬁ’%ﬁ*ﬁn ARV [ (use) == ffl - | ?ﬁ?’ﬁl@(user satlsfactlon)lﬁ’?*/ R
U ES R 1 Tfflﬁ’?/ i * EE(individual impact) - s * @@E[Jﬁ%%/%f g
- 7 ETHR (organizational impact) o T [P [1 %ﬁ%ﬁ#,@?ﬂ@%%ﬂfﬁfﬁfﬁ‘}ﬁ
(technical success)[" ?ﬁ?@ » Y ﬁ#,@?ﬂﬂ E'Jﬂéf“l%%?ﬁ%fﬂ?\,’?}ﬁ(semantic
success) > ek B 0|~ PR AR AU ~ S ERER S o AR TR R P

= 3’5{_ ¥ T (effectiveness success) o IR R PUFRERTR > B 25Y
¥ Jt[li[ls[u« TRETRUA [ s TS D RIS 7 e R A E
Eﬁ“ﬁ F 3 L1 Y K}?%W [Wj*=> DeLone & McLean (2003)1?‘F ILF[, ﬁ?}l
SEHAVE Fedr L AP R RS TS . El?ﬁlﬁ?{ﬁfﬁ}{ﬁﬁ#,@ﬁ[ﬁ?%ﬁﬁ B =
I'[E'*ﬁ@ » T HIES, ?*?*Fﬁﬁ’ﬁ ‘ —Fﬁ'ﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬁ . 73"5]55"%#@?’ IF== PR 5T IR E D

B[S O - ST i YR 3-10 -

FRRHET —
R i
) \
T e
A 4
Iﬁlr' Fjé
T i

[B 3-10 [ST-HPY D&M E¥A 2y T

=R YR - DeLone & McLean (2003)
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PSS I R R (intention to use)” S FEREE M aiE
FRUBLC FLIFO R0 7 8 - AR ™ WAV e e R o I 3-10 OIS i
T TP 7 AR i O RO - TR - R
Sy - P RV RVR SRR - R o iy T R
(P R SR PSRV - B [y 2 o 25 P Lt
PR B SO R R F (R oY Rl SRR AR R Ry S 2

& +F§F” CE YT ?ﬁﬁ'ﬁnﬁr" (DeLone & McLean, 2003) -
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Fr i i

J‘?[;& Fo f lljfi_ (HESNER rf’} = F[]EU[I:IUI:EI_*MEQ,ELJ[,FI &.(Luhmann 1979) -
Davis & Schoorman (1995) }Iﬁ]’ ['*I BYRLLEAR: ’1;['#, [~ “# (trustor)=* I?{(trustee)[?xj
W Ry 7““ 7 §“ A [’*Iﬁﬁl i ['j [ (trustworthiness) I & jﬁl’f‘«lﬂjf’#
F'if= 7 (ability) ~ f' i Hi(benevolence) A1l (integrity)=5 = [l#[NZA= A5 - LI > Kini
= Choobineh(1998)[H & S5 7 Fuﬁ Fﬁ HIEJ[ﬁ TEEEL TR Fﬂaﬂj[?
T AN RURORE T o S 2 0 - Gefen & Straub(2003) [ EE =
S AP SR AL 12 R
F[I‘ PEL IF'EJ—QFE'PL#U py R SRS T e T EI*JF”T“A%{TF‘?L > TS lld
FLEIRIFY o 27 AHEEACRR It - Katz & Rice(2002)h) 7}?‘5J'5&|F’Eﬁﬁ rin I 2=
FO 1 PR R P PR 2 R D o S IRRLLN I~ S
iﬁf{fjj ZH Pt :a;r\fﬁ u[#[ﬁ ,ﬂﬂﬁrﬁltﬁu[ﬂjwﬁ ;a;r\rﬁ, u;fﬁmf‘,fﬁf—*

l% E?fﬁ'ﬁl@ﬂg%m @lfc_Qﬁ'TJ”‘A [ 55 F'@”FIIFJT:‘F[F ke © Mohr &
Spekman(1994 TEPERETRERY FINEHUL S S SRR I“ = S

I & FVBYET o [ e B E 2 ZH(2000)9 [7'] Mohr & Spekman(1994)35f7# £
TR IR EUE A& R AR [% (= SR US| IR PRS- PO
[ Dutton(2004)ElfJ7F'II?JtHI > Dutton I'J5ff{F (5 F = (Net-confidence)!'| 15 i i
(Net-risk)JH] £ ?ﬁf}'ﬂf FI| lﬁﬂ[—i =4 o Dutton Fﬁitvﬂ@[ =it &Hﬁ rrﬁj\%fb\ i~
PR R I = EI l':[':“Fﬁ R
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FIH BTRLA
R SR Y OB F PR T Y BIEOlsen & Johnson
2003) » £~ AL ﬁJ,%i[f’lj%E'%ﬂﬂtransaction-speciﬁc)Elfi@T”ﬁﬂfxﬂ]ﬁl@ F@&F’ Ey
A LR S Lk 5T PSRRI VR b LB B
(cumulative)[/#i % i HU% > Anderson, Fornell & Lehmann (1994) i % LL&H
BT RO 5T R - PRI A BRI ORI 1 - 9 /et AIRL
S P AR i TR Langerak et al. (2003) ¥5 R~ 4BE"
[ 56 R B ] o R REAN 0 P O o SRR A R O
(VC-satisfaction) » i ik FEik ey 1IDMBRATAL %
Lo Ay FL Py 2y 8 (meber-member interactions) ©
2. AEgH SRR T B (organizer-community interactions) #’ T%‘Fﬁ?{%#
FEV IR -
3. U HES EI ) (organizer-member interactions)-fifi | ¥ RYRFE VI
R R
4, Tk ,_jﬁ%ﬁcommumty site) f\_y"gﬁr mﬁ*ﬁﬁl“ HOEEE .
A PR R o G PTH A AER A E ERER R -
McMillan & Chavis(1986) 1 LR AL VL ETA P it o -
A T"J f @ (feelings of membership) * i i o w RERL Y -
2. BYFEExO(feelings of influence) © BXZTSITHIET | B3 I Pl ERTRYZE -
3. %’?[@B%TTFE{EJ@(integration & fulfillment of needs) : @FF pLakfREtl fany
FI BRI - L ARH 955 £ -
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4. 53 @I tadi(shared emotional connection) * @%E * f‘?ﬁéﬁ (75~ 55 PrekFEkE A o
Kim,Lee & Hiemstra(2004) |17 #[]"' | McMillan & Chavis(1986)wHfi iP5

T Eﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁf}fﬁfm L Sy L e fﬁf@%&ﬁ?&%ﬁ fpl ™ ) 35p et IQQTFﬁfFﬁTEA'ﬁ
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B SATERPT R PAIRG  w AE T AR TR

SFFTEEE ST S
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kit = oy i AR (1 el (i et = oie o YR R T A B = 2R
@ FUGE o R R AR A S W SR 2 - 1 Mole et al
(1999) FFR iRk ot ity fol k1 =5 FTf#p1 TAM ARV RECEL -
I LR E e U 20 (] L 2 SR e Gl AL S e I
PITEEE R B P TET 2 5 SRR M AUR FORRY - AP AR
YT 4-1 T (R E R (RPN IR R ey
(e P iR Bl ™ [ H AR RV R )~ - et Ot e
USRI L DR s

ARG R T 7 R B - AR
FRERL A =49 LU H AR SO BT > R TR TR R (5T
Ry RS E IR RS o PIPSEL RGOS, » AR
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RATR Ak

HI Perceived Usefulness
FEHIS R H2
Perceived Ease of Use
H3
¥
(R

User Satisfaction

eEsamR

H5
Service Quality H4

Trust

[ 4-1 A FRAE R

-8 P3G
() PR
Davis et al. (1989)ffi1\R[Fedg w8 E] - §“3—1I phH [fkﬁ‘?ﬁ rﬁ;i/ig“t §’Jipg B
(EREEN TR o fiﬁ&?@'ﬁfli’b[?{ﬁfﬁlp' S B OABE T |35 I U1 55 (Venkatesh
et al. 2002; Gefen 2003; Legris et al. 2003; Lee et al. 2005) © i ECT fiv ¥ gyl

S R B PSR OB A AL YR HL

Hl1: ]'E[[ E'Jiﬁf’é}j‘g%j?ifﬂiﬂ J§Ji]:l ,J,F' fka:frﬂﬂ%&#ﬁip J§Jiﬂ E “ FI 4%/.%@3
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(T B
i@'ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ%[ '§’Jiﬂ £ 1% (Perceived Usefulness) ~ JﬁFD pb 5| 1% (Perceived Ease
of Use) » [P Il &2 & f ﬁujﬁ; [ TR U g O I E R
}?ﬁ ° 3EA. ECT Fuﬁlﬁw B =1 SR méf“ipg 2 [fka:ﬁfxi‘ﬁL@ -
EJTJ[ “(Albert Hayashi 2004; Bhattacherjee 2001a; Bhattacherjee 2001b; Cathy

S Lin 2005; Hong et al. 2006; Liao et al. 2007;Roca et al. 2006; Thong et al.

2006) © [~ EPEE- o0 TAM [IEJ S48 0 & BCT v
IFHLRE IR 7 5 HH EF g B I R P AR > fECT f
Y I 1 :::p L5 | [fkpjpgtﬂfiff VE ZUF REEE YRGS, (Hong et al. 2006;
Liao et al. 2007; Roca et-al. 2006; Thong et al. 2006) - #F FAAF N F, - Hi
™ 17 5l ™ | e e e e 2 PR (R e I s @R P & - R

% & S PORUL o P PR SR H2 = H3

2 ¢ (1S B B Sl e 7 R ) TR
I3 ¢ (1S E BP  Seff Et E 7  F TgE

=) %ﬂnﬁmﬂ'ﬁ =
{1 DeLone & McLean (2003)fe Y Eakny TPtz by i Ao pl IR SR Y
ﬁ@? ﬁ—w"ﬁﬁ @Fﬂy%mﬁ WT?%T LRYEEYFN SR PY I P [ Mckinney et al.2002;
Saced, Hwang & Yi 2003) » 5 [iyipi” fF 7 (2005)ﬁP eI LA S & S e
FIe A L PR EJ T?*@ " J?ﬁﬂl[ﬂ[—r—‘% > Gronroos et al. (2000)
WIS RS A O] (2T SR R R R i 3555 - TR B e B
TR SO PSR T RO S 2 5
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e RS P (Netoffer) 54 - =9 = f2 [JEJFymﬁ ﬁﬁ&}i A AT
%ﬁf}fﬁﬁg [ﬁ [ © Chiou et al. (2002) P27 H Flfiiﬂ%ﬁif 1 O By L %i;@ 99,
R éﬁzﬁiﬁr‘?ﬁ%mﬁ fi @mﬂﬂﬂ[* TRIfVEYAY © Gounaris & Venetis (2002)
Wﬁfiﬁsﬁﬁﬁf’%ﬁfﬁ I'%FHIEWEEE‘”J SR T 2T @Frfﬂg = TIAVRYE o

Corbitt et al. (2003)7133I LA I J[*I [~ ?in‘FT fi JEJT‘ fig > rf’j EEfik
@’{’&%fﬁfﬁfﬁ%% Iy Yﬁﬁ'@fﬁ%?ﬂﬂJ?Fﬁfﬁﬁ%%ﬁ#,@f@ﬂ 4 Tﬂ RS ?ﬁf}fﬁ
iS! ['ﬁ [ H) - Ribbink et al.(2004) P FT " FHHVRE & Ll 3%?@ Hi e 5

77]#:# Yljxﬂ]:f ﬁt’rg?[F [:FIJF > 5% 75l 1%%’:%57’4& . J_‘ fl 5{4/2,:55 |[‘ .
W R B P e

H4 @ - F J%Mﬁ @T}.ﬂ“jj"lﬁ[ﬁl %I*[I"E j—fﬂ EJ/%@

(1) TFE AR

ARV P o Morgan & Hunt(1994)i I TH4RY
[ [ﬁ =7 gl tTF.I‘Efja [ i %E{Eﬂm@#ﬁﬁ V%1l > Gefen(2000)
e VRS (VIR T RS H R R R R PSR - BT
Gefen(2004)5f ERP Ry B % ] 5 (= Pk - 517 5 7 640 ERP W& 2
ippjjﬁm A > 5 | I VRYS o AR R BV Gefen & Straub
(2003)%f B2C P 3551 2 |k | 22 Geflen, Karahanna & Straub(2003)
SRy B OSSR T TP IPVEYET © Saeed, Hwang &
V(2003145 (= @RS R 1L o T AR ey YR H S
FEARITE R0 » FIIS F @ R R 1 - = @150 R o ey
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Wh o PP PRI HS

P R = S R R M R R IR

Y8 EyiEaxdt

H OIS 41 PRI S TR A U

R ORIIE:
T A5 71 T PR A W 1 5 5 1 A el
(Davis, 1989;Venkatesh & Davis, 2000) Pk "’é‘”iDE R B Ay EY R
R Y K R T T S S R

SR
fio ™l ?{é”f (0 B P g FL bh A  (Davis,1989;Venkatesh& Davis, 2000;
Venkatesh, 2000) o 7 A g HIE | B EAEL S FAf kRt AT R TR

R H AL -

e
PR I ~ PTEORE RS O ~ kLA s 8 i R 1 s
ﬁ TR Y 5 U I E'J?{fq{?‘, ATV "] - (DeLone &
McLean ,2003) o R FET R | IOy R AT U RS R pUIS IS [y
'F]Z‘J 7o f' '™ ] SERVQUAL (Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry 1988,1991) % fii
B I A e AR UL T ) F»%?‘ﬁﬁ ] Kou(2003) %f
PZB(1988){F 5 FFHI Pt » i s il
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(GO i e
R [ H SR R [ A = e (07 T IR TR
ﬁ“’f > S [ﬁJﬁ?ﬁ?F)\[ EEIF—EI?C; @'[ﬁkﬁﬂ FF]'(DeLone & McLean, 2003) o * 1" i £
R Ry E (07 kR R e P o = ’T%E’if, » % Day(1977)]
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PR I H B R s
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FHJA[ JT_[_ﬁ ]%H[ﬂﬂdﬂ@“ Fllg‘ﬁdﬁﬁi(hkert Scale) b8 Fpli
”Hﬂi B i Sap sk oS - B > H D s oI

—[EiE! %’é E&H,Fl ¢F}ﬂ%§ﬁ‘§§gu@ R 1~7 ;}F[gr%[;}ﬂtj;c .
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8 & RLAI XOOPS SIRARIE At R R # jf 4F tiaf 1
FORIE o BPURATEEIG LR E R R RO £ o 5 iR R E
TS ARV e I P BESHS S e d [P IR RIS - g

T

BRI (=50 [0 S0 (3% « 2 Cronbach’s alpha 477 0.7 1) 1~ » pg=
B T RA ] o VS P PR REIT B 99 #F 6 F] 14 FIE[N[E 99 F 7 7] 5
EUo HER= T B Brp o e AR 230 3 BRI SIS 75 i
AR 155 - T PIEHIRL 67% o IS SRR (E TR ¥

» TR SRR SR ARSI )] e R i e Ve
SFSRET IS R TIPS AT -

(Z) EPRIFTLE
i?ﬂ'ﬁé{%’ SPSS 18 ~ Lisrel 8.70 A1 SmartPLS 2.0 {E£Le ¥R 55477 2! > ijpjr
FESTTH RGN
L. [f"'] SPSS 18325 pHIPUATLAT 317 BPRA FhAEE 5 FH it «
2. ffi"] Lisrel 8.70 #[1 SmartPLS 2.0 i‘éf—_fﬁ’zﬂ'ﬁﬂﬁféﬁ?“ AL ﬁkﬁ]‘iﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁ
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S

5

40



¥IF FRAH

R RURf TS AR AR AR BT RGES TR -
PALRFE R AT IR R I - B SEEAE AREE ATS E
,J'Ejé?f'ﬁ?[&ﬂﬁfjl'@%}‘ﬂ?\l;_—I&;,—_\f, 0

Fi i%éﬁfﬁf’ﬁﬁﬂ%{ i E@&ﬁ%—‘ﬂjl}}[ » FFHFRA | Cronbach’s alpha fi 1% [%’1"2
FOUFEEI 28 S RIS GRAE B PR B | - AR TARE AT -
r [%E o LR R A% | 5T Cronbach’s alpha » A Y[R 5-1 Fr
. - Nunnally (1978) 5 Cronbach’s alpha 7% 0.7 I'| 151 # S0l » 3k 5-1
fi'IJ it} Cronbach’s alpha fli 7 0.8 I 1= [NIRURIE RLE F ) | '#I@F” °

#* 5-1 rﬁLi[ﬁFﬁJ%} V" Cronbach’s alpha fii

BEEITRIE! Cronbach’s alpha
e P 0.866
FaHIpL P 1% 0.824
T 0.845
G 0.845
(™ g 0.917

PRI AR
T PURIHIS O35 [P SR PR SRAE U ZOT LR

HJﬁ @'Tf[lﬁ = F’?]%}‘#E VELA > JLEN Davis(1989) Bt B R[Fe g =N plipye 21

ﬁu

phE IR S ARV EI R > TR Kou(2003)’§F7mﬁ TRl #H Gefen, Karahanna &

—T—
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Straub (2003)(5 (= £ >[It DeLone & McLean(2003)fv i i % f HFEI el

T

TRE] o PR s e P s -
B S A AT A [ GREHR A7 S 9 A
R P | EEA 2R -
%o 52 B F A

B i FIovE
TR bl 99 63.9
£Z 56 36.1
S 15 3wl 2 1.3
16-20 52 33.5
21-25 76 49.0
26-30 22 14.2
31-35 2 1.3
36-40 0 0
41 w4 1 0.6
L BRI 2 1.3
/2 8 5.2
AH 106 68.4
TR - 39 25.2
¥ b 7 4.5
i 6 3.9
2 115 74.2
%‘\ Fh 7 4.5
FIF 3 1.9
R 17 11.0

TR VR AR
wta EHIENI 0 A 522 prl BT PETEE 63.9%E36.1% » & Fir

[Pt > P Ee$ 1 - w;a B ) ) o ) SfIURL 21-25 BR
[N = PR FIE BT ) 8 T 25 BRD )N B L ]

( pﬁﬂj T o %{prﬁﬁ %E@;Jw ‘ —KEJJ 68.4% L % frjl*z,l Bl v oo R
55 SR - 'FF 74.2%Eh % ik ,—1@*&”@“ » 20 Rl
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B RS PTSRR  TORLR P P R 7 i -
%o 53 Bk R

R VEY Fisik=
=T JVFF 40 25.8
Facebook 62 40.0
Windows Life 4 2.6
e lpﬁﬁ%’:[f\—ﬁ 6 3.9
= 5 32
I th,:[ﬁ Xuite FEIET 2 1.3
Mobeil 01 4 2.6
AERLT IR 2 1.3
i*’ﬂu%ﬁ‘E 'F,;t' 1 0.6
Plurk 26 16.8
PPT 3 1.9

PR A PR

Fliske 5,3 T f4]1 > Facebook FLI % * ffli P [fUfQt i » 2 £ Bl > By
= L Phurk » S ~ T Facebook 22 Plurk = fi* R4z S 80
oo N S-4 B R PERATER PR S 2 T VR AR
ARPH RIS o [T RO S 2 B v f W R TR

e
Ao 5o R |
e Er FIE
A EEERET 1 3 ) 16 10.3
g I 3% 6 (] 17 11.0
6 ffdh % 1 = 41 26.5
1 =2F 36 23.2
2=3F 15 9.7
3FI) 30 19.4

R AR
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Fe 5-4 EARRHRE R 11 G
@E?‘ jﬁ?‘ _F 153 ’u

DO A TEEE 13 % 30 19.4
Hifta g 46 5 36 232
7~9 % 24 15.5
10~12 % 12 7.7
13 1) - 53 34.2
EEBREE ATEE 0.5 [T 25 16.1

i 0.5 /[ fi~1 7] B 37 23.9
1o Bf~1.5 ] B 50 32.3

1.5 /| p~2 /] p 18 11.6

2 [ 25 16.1

PRI P

M3 5-5 TR [y S IR SRR e o A A P P
R T R B PR R P R R O o P RS TR (S
LS o RS SRR €T P Facebook S LT g Ry~ R
R TS £ IR ¢

* 55 H IR g

T [ TR EEE
F.?dipﬁ)ﬁlj’[‘gt o A [_,%rﬁir%ﬂwwo 5.66 1.00

ECEEHEIR] A I_’;{ﬁﬁrfﬁ?{ =S AR P 5.48 1.05
AL b

25T ARG BT PURLAE L R 5.40 1.07

N E’J%E[U °

?ﬁiﬂ"ﬁ [P R A [—',%Tﬁiffﬁﬁiﬁ]?’b?"F’f‘éﬁ'i%_’?‘}éf%?ﬁ 5.23 1.05
BES PR TR g
00 A TSGR R PSR R 5.05 1.00
R

R ARSI AR S0 LI

F{fj o

TRV PR

44



F 5.5 SIHFRRYT SRR o)

B i TERr R

s e IAT+rq@¢¢~Pﬂ%T4LE}*HU§$* an -
"771[1?T1H=)J ﬂj[é‘rt;r,ﬁ@ﬁﬂ 3& -

A it [_?ﬁfrf ;ﬁfﬁﬁg\g - Hj’J'EJ%E‘}E"I 2.55 0.93
f J—g»‘:‘j‘d:m[ %ﬁ@

A Hrﬁ‘ij o TS RIS - 277 1.08
(Eﬂg?[ Fi F‘-I *BI%F

A it ;—1ﬁfﬁ'}k¢ ?EAIH’?&/F'I* e - %ﬂj 2.66 1.32
(o = it~ AEIE ~ Sl E 2T e Im]:%

B -

[’%l’f IWI‘E'[F, Arﬂt ,_{ﬁﬁh e I H—FJ mrﬂi% 2.87 1.54
R DAL I eV (R @

SARIEWR & LA 3.15 1.18
FSUES T A RS S AL 3.03 1.46
S B i

5.25 1.00

ERpRE BRI E, - SRS A TR O

BRI BT ATREGA e 542 109

_1,
f A A ,ﬂ[ﬁ*ﬁ 5.69 0.97
;»9?7 ;vﬁﬂ [ * == A ,_’,%ﬁrjifﬁo 5.39 1.09

At H{ﬁ A Fﬁ[,ﬁ&%m . I&rﬁ 4.85 1.18
Wuﬁar TS ™ ]

ORI A PR
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$o 8 BHECIA

F TP RRE S BRI > 2 ol R BRI T AT ) 2
BRI TR e - 5 SRR L] (measurement model)fig 1915
" %557, (Hair et al. 1998) AERLL A #] £ Il <3 1 HE S B @ (complex
measurement item) - <4 JiERL A EAEL IR E ol VA B 1 e iy
(convergent validity) % B {1 #57% (discriminant validity) - S3EHIEHSEIFF {f 2hi

R RS T AR AT PR RO RN R AR T

- ~%# P F% &3 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis,
CFA)

A R P FOSEIER » AP0 7| LISRELS.70 - AR FORp] )
oo BFERAERSN A ERR e (RT/ET R ] - GFI (G
PR i)~ NFL (R (BIRiRD " ~ NNFL (i (i) - CFIL (1™
ERIER) AT RMSEA (U212 $5 AGEEE ) » e iR B LB sy -
Ty AR LT ) BT L e
(1) LI P
Hair et al. (1998) @R [/ FIF IR o = (R R Fis » I
BRSO R B R R ROR 1 R L BT
[ 3 ERfEYE (Carmines & Maclver, 1981) -

@) R

H e 4fi# (goodness-of- fit index ; GFI) .V ffi /157 0.80~0.89 I [l
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’E’;}‘FI%E Vil o T 0.90 I R 2 e pusR e (Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1988) -

A3) AR [ I AR 2 R [l e AR
HipfE v ]'“‘i%@?[?ﬁ@ (normed fit index ; NFI ) =2 ZEfErve f“‘i%p?[jfﬁ@

(non-normed fit index ; NNFI) [f JF;' » 7+ 0.9 J‘}_FEIfJ"Fi(?:Bj/ﬁZETile fY

12| (Bentler & Bonett,1980 ; Hair et al., 1998) -

ORI 5 T
Bentler (1988 ) ! %F{JﬁE'JFﬁﬁEHﬁ% ( Comparative Fit Index ; CFI )

(BRI - [1.CFL P 0.9 S50 F ot -

5) R s
TP S A (RMSEA) )5 > = R4 0.08(Hair et
al.,1998) > Browne & Cudeck(1993)}]] ngf, RMSEA @%T*ﬁ?‘ 0.1 H[=!
i U o, -
%o 5.6 AEHEELHTY
S FfR BRI ERME FH
JF%/E'IE [ (Xz/df) 2.86 <3.00 Carmines & Maclver(1981)
el }‘Fﬂ?{‘? (GFI) 0.82 >0.80  Joreskog & Sorbom (1988)
ey ]%ﬁﬁ[}‘ﬁ@ (NFI) 0.92 >0.90 Hair et al. (1998)
JHEvE ]%ﬁﬁ[}‘ﬁ@ (NNFI) 0.93 >0.90 Hair et al. (1998)
Fﬂﬁ@?ﬁ?@ (CFI) 0.94 >0.90 Bentler (1988)

P T SRS (RMSEA ) 0.099 <0.10  Browne & Cudeck(1993)

ORI ¢ h P
ke 56 T BRATTELS ST PPIELLY IR T (1% o B RIS

F AR s -
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?_F, 'FL‘ R Bl i EJ F‘iﬁf}@gw SEE F/\' [’Flﬁg'; BhIEE ~ 1%
G o SRS (R GO JIRPER R S T A IR A
Tvigh gl E1 (Hair et al. 1998) -

iﬁfﬁr ARG TA F", ['F, 4 (composite reliability)

if’g%r@;w R FA' fﬁ@r‘ =T 070 Fo & f, fﬁ@ [ E'Jﬁsf@%wﬁﬁfg@g@p Jiﬁ[ﬁ——-

F=[%*:(internal consistency) » i F’—‘, fﬁ@,@ﬁq%% iﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁk ﬁir[gk@ﬁ,lj

prAs g

if’gu-[‘ 1@5}@[ SES F/\I IF (;Fﬂ{jﬁl [ E J{F’lﬂ[)/[({tﬂ{fﬁl [ﬂ F[ J-TE'[

A 2 AT -

2. if’gﬁ‘jﬁ@@ﬁ@ﬁi HJyAghfl Bl (variance extracted)
if’ﬁ"'ﬁ‘irﬁ@@?ﬂﬁi Jviggl ElES 051 F > ?f?ﬁ‘i%@ﬁmﬁi Jvighdl B ’C'W’EF‘ B RS
FEJ%%%)F%@}‘E@ 2o ppurg gl Bl FJ ;a';far cH g Fuﬁiifg:ﬁr# Eﬂjlﬁlﬁ ﬁ Y
FIVRBEIR! » FIAT W R 0 s HF S
FIVARE B =(RRYE (M PNk g1 BT T S PUREA/(RRYE [ PRk iR BT Y
AN/ [P 3R g BT T POaAN AR B VAR -
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e 5-7 REEIERZER AN
%F‘l Wi B REREE EAFET FVEEE

FEIEl

?j’; 1 ) PEUI 0.85 0.28 0.88 0.70
Hif: PEU2 0.89 0.21

PEU3 0.77 0.41
l?,; H1E PUI 0.80 0.36 0.91 0.76
HigE PU2 0.95 0.09

PU3 0.86 0.26
35 il sQl 0.90 0.18 0.90 0.70
L4 SQ2 0.96 0.09

SQ3 0.76 0.42

SQ4 0.69 0.53
]F“;I[—: TR1 0.93 0.13 0.87 0.70

TR2 0.73 0.47

TR3 0.83 0.31
FUR! Yrﬁj SF1 0.90 0.19 0.94 0.77
y- () SF2 0.83 0.32

SF3 0.94 0.12

SF4 0.95 0.09

SF5 0.75 0.44

SRR S e
ke 5-7 | 1 » i’Tr’J Fﬁ?f’f‘nﬂ%@w IR F"[ EBL ’ﬁé 0.7 I'] &> FIviggl §

—v‘v

%Tﬁt(lSIJ b o R h RIS E g B o
R RTBR IF ofe LRI A 5-8 T > SRR IR SVRBEI B
AL TSR, A G R ORRE (  POATR R RE — g a3 v
BRI AR O R B G '/ﬁ‘ﬁrﬂﬁlﬂﬁ Hy o S E B S (Fornell &

Larcker 1981) -
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e 5-8 b ]I At

R0 RAEED OWERT R RS R/E
IEE e ¢
ZABAEE 084
Eﬁiﬁﬁpﬁﬁ‘ 0.46 0.87
i[ls | 0.66 0.14 0.84
El” {%ﬁu@ 0.83 0.04 0.67 0.84
]’ﬁ[’—" -0.03 0.51 -0.08 0.11 0.88
ERIRR P
SO S A SR R VU o A A R P

LIS 5 £ Y » e A S e PR A A S S
- TR
it 1?%@%@ UL @) £ ?f’?;ﬁr R TR B AT o ?f”?ﬁi@f@ (latent
variable ) [ ELPYN le' S e S RN r{T?f’?L‘Jr i 1 ( exogenous latent
variable ) » I') & &= 5 By T UK | FEELP 'ri??f”?fl& fih“Fi (endogenous  latent
variable) > I') n & o T @lEAHFI (measurement variable)f| 1 - i EIEERY9Y 4 A
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fvE (g (NFI 0.92 >0.90  Hair et al. (1998)

I (e s (NNFID 0.93 >0.90  Hair et al. (1998)
Fﬂﬁ@ﬁ?@ (CFI) 0.94 >0.90  Bentler (1988)

PRI T A AEESE (RMSEA)  0.097 <0.10  Browne & Cudeck(1993)
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