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Abstract

Purpose — This study investigated the effects of social media celebrities’ thoughts
and shared content as well as responses from viewers on online users’ intention to
support these celebrities. This study also explored the process of users’ psychological
formation by considering social influence theory and the moderating role of users’
personalities in the constructed model.

Design/methodology/approach — Random online users were administered
questionnaires through an online survey platform. All analyses, namely confirmatory
factor analysis, structural model evaluation, and moderating effects evaluation, were
performed on LISREL 8.80.

Findings — All study hypotheses are were supported, except for the effect of
content innovativeness on users’ identity appraisal. Among the six antecedents
examined in this study, the celebrity’s credibility, content inspiration, and the valence of
other viewers’ positive responses had strong positive effects on identity appraisal and

information appraisal, which in turn positively affected users’ support intention.

*  Corresponding author. Email: s810231101@gm.ntpu.edu.tw
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Research limitations/implications —The findings enhance our understanding of
the impact of social media celebrities and highlight the social influence process in users’
intentions to support such celebrities. The findings raise issues that address the necessity
for attributes of sharing contents and further distinguish the norms from other viewers
into responses valence and volume to discuss external factors. The study survey adopted
single-period data collection from a single respondent, which makes it difficult to verify
causal relationships of the hypotheses while also increasing the common method bias.

Practical implications — This paper provides social media practitioners and
marketers with suggestions and guidelines to strengthen viewers’ positive perceptions
and their psychological evaluation of social media celebrities, thus indirectly increasing
the efficiency of celebrity endorsements.

Originality/values — By investigating concepts and relationships in a relevant
conceptual model, the study makes academic and practical contributions to the literature

on social media celebrities.

Keywords: social media, social influences, social media celebrities, openness to
experience, support intention, elaboration likelihood model (ELM)
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W E AR e R R R 0 A HEEE (social media) %% & A AR
VBT ER R R ey E R EE (Lamberton & Stephen 2016) » it H 7 £
FEME - S ST L RGBT IR Z M AEey A & (Park et al. 2018; Van den
Bulte & Lilien 2001) o #7MT458F RA M 5 » 2 8 RABAFE oy AL LA HHH # o4
g R 8 — A RAFERRIRTY » O EBRAFRERTTHRILETHE
71 (social influences ) » 483 % A8y 1 #4744 (word of mouth; WOM ) » {& i % &
A PR #3F3% (user-generated content; UGC) ~ vA B 3E oy 4975 5| A2 & IEHOR, £ 09
&A@ 42 (e.g., Berger and Schwartz 2011; Kumar and Rajan 2012; Moe and
Trusov 2011; Trusov et al. 2009) - f& &fEARIR T 64 B 542 % (eg, M ETHR
W HUE SR REREE) TEREBEALATFENBES 0 EHRAAE
& 7 %ﬁcﬁ%ﬁﬂ%&m H RGN EHRERAT LR % (Jin & Phua 2014;
Winterich et al. 2018 ) - AR 4% Statista 43 23K 4G5 AE F H 0941 AE - A BB AR
oY MR AE R AL AL SRR R B FE A RR S A 0 3B HA VT R OR6GE R F G AR IE R

B AT E R R B B R ey ik$E (Statista 2018) o

S JFBFﬁgPiéJ- d-.Pg_ﬁxFL;/ﬁ%‘j.dmﬂ 5 ;k; TehEs zég , ]ﬁ’_? 2 ,m o ‘}&FF %
ﬁ”‘ﬁ r&«s RELJF AR FAAH LR RN G B0 FREE AT Y
ol A m/Lﬁ» el SRk S (Dellarocas et al. 2007; Zhu & Zhang 2010) ; &|

Cu1 (2012) FRERTHEES D f vt § BPITASOH LS
s o gt vk s Jensen & (2013) F AR ‘*‘%ﬁd AN R R kTR '}@&é
FI‘F/HFJ—?‘]Z 7 i d 1 (credibility ) 7@ Mo iE @ BN RERL R ¥ 3%1’)3 SRR AT E PR
LR o R o A& IRIFNG I T F PR ﬂﬁ%?.fe&x PR R R LA
gl 4F 0 v F - R E T RFE ~ 531 (Knoll & Matthes 2017 ) - Forman %
(2008 ) uﬂé&* e Bl 4 2> (identity ) ehd & R A L AP T LD
s o OV BT AR TR RERITHOEE 2 AT AE-
R RS e El “ﬁ“v“}&&x;L;w’u?iﬁm}%' FE A, R iEAE o B - FJE_ o AR
S T g 2 4 2 | (online celebrity economy) f Flz_ — » % 2 R i@ * kil
epr LA z\lﬁﬂ,i moefE R A F a5 (Jin & Phua 2014) o F]pt » A 57 7 #-4F
G o RAEERP AT TG ﬁv%ﬁ

FAOBFLERRR LA AR R P E T - R
Fleck % (2012) #FH &+ 7 aned Fm > L4 &7 gl F 88 ‘Eﬁﬁ}"ﬂ'%?
B3R G nBR AR HSRBHEN D GRS LW - B4 g
BHeR L AT S O mE S (cWOM) ek PRk 32884 %0 350 i 3 %
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gk € A R KRR B BB EY ’}”"ﬁm % % B (Jin & Phua 2014) - #&
@ > Knoll £ Mmm%(2m7)rni€4ﬂ%ﬁﬂz S g it AN - P L ES AP
s ST TR siFd SN S %’jiﬁé’%f&’gé_%ﬁ?ip (awareness ) ~ & 3 F\ ng
@&~—i%&ﬂi L AMAT LR 0 AR RS i g BT p
ooy =F BEALAEE (Erdogan 1999); # 3 2. » 3§ % ‘rﬂﬁ‘
@J?EViF@uJﬂPﬁ?““ﬂWE 'éto@ﬁbﬁp wREE Y
ﬁ@%ﬁfﬁtvt&mx%&%’wﬁ%ﬁtv Bk b o
H=t > aFME L R x%’#ﬂaa%@ FpE ’*I»im;x’rﬂw
g%ﬁ“d # %% (peripheral cue) m?};ﬂ (vedo ! P s34 R

B RAHmEaikE £ E ) KIFSRREF LA dikdy (Angst & Agarwal
2009; Holzwarth et al. 2006) > £ H 4 B A AL FR B B 7end p > PR LAY
%ﬁd R RN NN NN RN N P ST SRt #&-’Ii‘kmﬁ o
Ag B 42 (Jin & Phua 2014; Lee & Watkins 2016 ) o #52 45 b #7737 3 JAL 2 4048 &
% —Jﬁ 7 G (credibility ) > & B2 83 ,é).:f:‘&-‘iiﬁﬁ v REE TR OE R TS
(Shen et al. 2010) 5 # % F122 2 4aq' (2012) *HFHRA L7 & TR 4 fat - M}
A @‘E?i}"iﬂ'%’fﬁﬁ”%ii& o Bt o A AR T AR gk o A L @
;}%—‘F‘ffﬁv}»%l" i Al i’p:}*"}‘r’”b;égégé"izibﬂiq-ﬂ(j‘msn)i 7 aemE & T3
( Ohanian 1990; Petty & Cacippo 1986 ) ° #* *t » Zhu 2 Zhang (2010) pdh o R
i# # "}“ff’“ PRGFHAGER KA SR BB R B RR R s o A
;HB F&é e B2 4 E 3 o ?i Xiao ¥ Benbasat (2007) %7 & 7 7% & &40 87

3¢ FElEp o ApRe 'I?H?*"T‘i‘ Lende G 7 0 SRR RS R ET B LADT
2 (;&Tg ERUDNE QLIS ,3_¢§qziz HRLAT 0 dpe B B R ﬂtaﬁ I e E
EOal R LU . ) ‘}‘%’* AL o B0 B2 REAESEMAT T
S TS e riﬁli BF 0 A R Y AST B LI TSR
eI _%’grﬁ P MR LR (Pavlou et al. 2007 ) - i&2k # Dholakia & (2004 ) = %t
E ,T*ub FIWo B op AR (self-discovery) & BEhF M avmfAz S | A
f4ﬁﬁ¢puw’w&n$ﬂﬁf$ﬁiéfﬁvz%%ﬁﬁ%;onnﬁ3pmm(2M4)gg@
—Hdp o R EAMIFEELR > AR FRERY %ﬂ?*%Aﬁﬁ&%*
R o Tl AT E- HUREI Y o Ao M RRL Aﬁémzmbﬂ(é
fopegit) 2R R F Ry (e v R A oEKE ) FHE ?*er;
B j*ﬁ"“riq—‘{( ML HREG bt"ﬁjz‘ 0

#%?’ﬁi% HEARTHPRFEREE S DRSS

(theory of planned behavior ) ﬁﬂﬁ,ﬁ%%ﬁ*% ; )4 > Siemens % (2008) 3
LA G £ ¢ *ﬁ d 7 ']%L (credibitlity) - L M f ¥ oem i B
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FR PARVEPTARLF LA L P 2R A RF T A R L
kRt E c BA ML Ap 0 BRI TITA S G g B o Y
PHATAS DR EHEY & B F ok (lyengar et al. 2011) - i3 A 3305 &
BAEREHRTRY > ERPRAFSA LR IHAERT S0P L L0 3 ¥ )
AL g B 3;?3 citd P RE R T ¥ anuied (7 L (Dholakia et al. 2004; Shen et al.

2010); # # > Dholakia ¥ (2004) { i&- Hdp & &2 uT it ¢ N ERY “Ti
Wend 4 oo Harmehng F (2017) "RE BEERFE T O E LT B E T
SR A A ﬁr; 2 p AR E F (needs for self-categorization and self-distinct )
MR- Bl ap Aprs (Brewer 1991) By € X DA R 32 2% f
Hi A BB R F TR L amTE o AT BT AL § B IR %
Bho RTE S RRL R Y F R RS RO 2 A F LR L R e IR R
F1

i 2L RIRERREY FOBART - HEFEHLPFROTR

TR RRER CALIFLRE DTS c AT A RES H R
FEI e AL ORER O FRTRAEF ARPUEF LT 7 - Rk %
(Shen et al. 2010) » Sun (2013, p.1037) dp i A CERT R TR IR 0
MALMAFEEERRINIFAR Y NLE > FaERARFLFHEY
F%AW%JEﬁﬁ%%%Eﬁiéoﬁ?i’ﬁﬁkﬁﬂm%W%*$P?%
ﬁmm&**iﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ(“%’%w*éﬁPwv%ﬁiwﬁFmiﬂ%
SHRBERE R BHEF S DOHONATERBORILRZ 02 FXIB ALY
r;n g2 it b i 7 4] (McCrae & Costa 1997) o F]pt » 287§ 5cdR 34 3% 43 0 AT
BB FT AL TAORRTRY SR dot - HEREAE B TR LA
AELREOLEM - Ft s AFF P LI & B 7|50 40T

L KRB RARAAEZIERE b 04 X F TR LPF R A RAT WL ANFRE
W G R BN X MG R THEME T aFE 0T8T 0T
&ERE o FZARAANIRET 0 A BARR AR A A XA ARE T -

2. AXIRFA B LA ZHFEROWMERT - ARG " TARMEA
(elaboration likelihood model; ELM) By HEL 0 4 x\—i—frﬁ PIRIT O MR LA
AR E— " TREE L TR3 ) E—FESZS TR BME—
TRIFTME ST B u&i\t"‘i’}% %ﬁ”’“%‘ﬁ/ﬁkéﬁ%ﬂ% it H BRI RS
B A AN X FERYEE

3. A NAR B BRI b IR &J@ LR VN 58 LI
#] o Bk 0 A ¥k Harmeling % (2017 ) ey gy (& 4304 9L 5337
f&) E—FRFAFEBRME R F IHFERERGBE > BAHMABLIHRYE
AT RRAB RS Z A G ANBAZ Y R o
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4, KB "B Bt | (openness to experience) ¥ ¥ # & A BAZ P 4y
TR EHRE GO FERLE A IFETEOKIRER - LT E
RNBRBEARZAH R IIFEREBEZFOHE > TTRETHREITH
Fe o AT H R0 55 -

N> XELEA
— %¥HiTA

(—) HAL AW LI

BRYH LA A ZIFNMAT A 19 HRNLMTEBWEA » TRHULEALA
X, 5 (celebrity endorsements ) £ & 3% & & o 44 & 4 2k 89 47 4% & ( Erdogan
1999) - 3 Rwk — B4 B £ MR A SR AT4E - R R B A 1RiE AR
Wk % 97 8 ) A AR X PLARIR GG AT4EE @ 5 #lde : Knoll 2 Matthes (2017 ) 45
4 AJEBUE 4745 (political marketing ) ~ & fE % i@ (health communication ) ~ #2 3
B 414 (non-governement organizatins ) ZFARRE » W R T AT BB R -
B BWAETET RARFAET 0 BAKRTOITH LG FROGRZREZRRELLE
OY1ZHR - I H AR B ALK ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁéwéﬁ%%Kﬁ°

¥ Fleck ¥ (2012) & %4 oAl REREYF
PR AR AR (attitude) iﬁ ”w FHEA BN
Xoka PEIMNLEFEWIZR L DER &.gﬁ;ﬁ 58 R
(cognitions ) ¥ 58 &M F %‘,IE‘E ) —'&H)% LR RET ERPE
5’?°€55j’“~3$5=’5?ﬁ’?‘ BV B F]*a”ﬂ”% Fht e s R T - T A
i § PR %ﬁé_ifz«g—gmﬁ@x% °Fleck #8173 & f 4 %M & j5d
LA B A S & aip B 12 (relevance) &8 544 (expectancy ) #F > RIFR| & 4
R e § R« Wel 3 Lu (2013) 243 & 4R g B R 5
gk LB o FR LA R TR E - R 5 % ;13 % (attention ) ti’,&aj{
(desire) » i&@m & 4 F 243+ £ A 32 ¢0i7 L (action) » Jin & Phua (2014) %
BREAAFEFZTFEL P %%'EJ i€ F A% (social capital theory) 224+ ¢ 32
® 45 (social identity theory ) » #F 3t 7 H i i "{JF’{ bk d N T I M ﬁnd
(electronic word-of-mouth; eWOM ) ~ £ e j& & X 55 4] » $305) % Jﬁ" 3R R
Fork o AL ERERLT RGP FERRE LA ARM D G TG 5
5?)%‘%*‘ﬂﬁﬁf&ﬁ* LA G A B ;}a‘;z;gﬁﬁz L i g o

W BMAF LA R Ay ARG S 75 2% (theory of planned
behavior ) mﬁ.é‘%iﬁ#ﬁ Wy —‘ﬁmﬁ 50 FFEMY AFY 75 (Kamins 1989) ~ &
% T3 (Myrick & Evans 2014) -  Fleck ¥ (2012) 325 » i}’ % F‘H“? A
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2R M 3"35:3'})!' /A3 ° Roozen ¥2 Claeys (2010) 7r &3+
E éﬁ zﬂ%"’ﬂ MAER SR LER S ZMY LR
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ﬁi@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁim:ﬂ%’¢&@4i Rk . gl RE A R
FoRMIBPERL P A LEMAR TLLAF R M PRy - T2t > 4
B AR RTERL PR CATREDTAERER > PR AR RN
EFar e K )*%,]*{5'1“] e pr g Jﬂ"ml’ﬁ@ A EH @ L Fen> 38 (Erdogan 1999) o

&< 12 Youtube ¥ T SFH BRI RER LA L F IR NERE S T B A
RERL LA BT (S 0 R ;F!]z Fla R LA B H F&?‘}i’ﬁ ArAL R P A B
AL FAMI S AZ BT e o
(=) BT uaiT4l (eWOM)

E T v #2174 (electronic word-of-mouthe; eWOM ) /R A v #24745 (WOM )
WL BEAFTRIEE 0 OARATH A D FRMEY —AEATHRS > EAERHIH T
KAE ) H 1Rk LA B ek ey E R (You et al. 2015) - *%Dﬁéf_ﬂ-éﬁ]{%;}a BB

ﬁ&ﬁAﬂﬁE%%ﬁ%(Mmm)L%%kﬁé %k%ﬁ % ik iE— ik
ENERFEGER T4 » tbdo @ 495 %HI8 - R HEH (blog) ﬁﬂz& v AR R

é,ﬁ%%%ﬁi’%%Dﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁkaﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ %%@ 0T 2 8
¥ %4k (Brown & Reingen 1987 ) »

WA ORITHANAREZREATBRITHH AT LR BE T
RIEH B E oy @ 4945 (social network ) Pt pR 64 O #ft & R i 4T5f7]ipj' (Bearden
& Etzel 1982) o i@k AF 53k H AL @ 4048 5 47 69842 - AL F 2 2] BIAR A B X M
ey s (tes) r WM TEHRTREXAALDERPFIOREFLBER X
(Granovetter 1983 ) Bk & -F 1 #4745 6948 B #F % 9~ 4% | Granovetter &4 # %k »
FAIR AL 2 WA O ALATAE R AR B 3 B ey Sy 91 2 R 09 2 R (Brown & Reingen
1987; Brown et al. 2007; Smith et al. 2007 ) ; rt4e : Brown % (2007 ) #3324 @ B
LA AL EAE R AAMA ARG TR BVE B 5 0 T T B ARRY R AB Y
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Z Fey55:k sk (weak ties) A E4E MELM ARE Z » £ HREHMEYA
& o Smith % (2007) 745 H - P ERLITAE 09 IR 0 R R B2 F LA R A i
R R 2 BB A  Rfn % & B & e A 5 B4 e R 3R 30 8 04 1B 82 -
AEEETETORITHNSE TR > B RREERCAARBALTE
By~ RRAEIT AR Lo By~ A BhAAMRA B RABME (self-worth) e97B% > Rif7
E-F #4744 (Hennig-Thurau et al. 2004 ) - sb4h » FHAMMAIRISH » EF o
ITAE BB AR A ARABM ARG ER  EmALAFT ERERALR
B #8700 64 % B4k 4T & (Smith et al. 2007 ) -

You % (2015) 477 & FOUMATIN GO IR » BREEYAE (&
RS AE HERTFEONE) RERBETTosITHR L AP A
sk T 6 BRI 0GR o 0 25 B UH B H AL S IR R AL B M Sk BT IR A 00 H SR AR B 4T
LK ATE PR ERARRLAZ LA TEHEME (credibility ) » 3 H A&
B R P L B B R BB R sk ey & M (expertise ) ¥ T SE Mk

(trustworthiness ) € iE & 88 3 3 30 & 4 f & 09 0 AAT4Y

- HeBERN

(—) e PHe A
Deutsch ¥z Gerard (1955) 2 wmfEfal eyt a2 ) © FAM B E IR
ey B o 4% Kelman (1961) 32 a9k €F 80y = M3 Fd4e (BPd @ EHK
FE s L) e9#REL & & » Burnkrant #2 Cousineau (1975) 3% " T M ey4k
R AEE TR IREERE > T REME TR | £FE TAK
K TIRE L by EAR RARIE -
L ARG E - R BAR L - B8 L)ALk 5k B B o9 A M
B2 MARI R BB (Deutsch & Gerard 1955) - Baumeister i
Leary (1995) %% > A#aHk74 5 B R (belongingness) & Keygyk - H ik
PG L AR R R ASIES Z 8oy Bl17 - B L THRFHANIE
M E g A E IR (rewards) (tode @ 429 A X EFR 4 0930
) FREERKAFY "TAGRE ) —WAETETOBMAR A
WATEE o — B AR E TR MR IR B (de @ B
F3EF ) (Deutsch & Gerard 1955; Kruglanski & Webster 1991 ) ©
2. HMAHE  AAMGETHERE  AHELFARALLTHGE
o R ARSI RZ B eyi8A2 (Deutsch & Gerard 1955) 5 5% >
B BE T IR 09 3R R 4n B T B AR 69 B A2 BB 69 o 1888 &0 5E BT & #1630
BAAMARY BER YRR TR IFRBRILRSY CEBENEY
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( Burnkrant & Cousineau 1975) - &£ A& /% (information cascades) a4k
BT EREGERYTELRIRAENANR HARLYEERERA T
BLBF A SR 6 FRE G T AR o B F AR R AT AR K S
# RENEF > EE G E DAL fsé’aﬁﬁﬂé@i?ﬁ)ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁ AR (Aarts &
Dljksterhuls 1999; Tinson & Ensor 2001 ) - Price % (2006) i&—-F35 & » @

AT BERRAEEABEEMAE > PR —F 5 AR L LERA
i’(—ﬂaké‘] HARME -

Burnkrant #2 Cousineau (1975) #% Kelman #= Deutsch $2 Gerard &4 #7825 & 47
o T AP E e BAL R R AE R i%%ﬁ(@%l)Bmﬁmﬁ&
Cousineau (1975) 0% > AR SHET AR D EGR A AL ZAARLEHY -
Bt HAFARR AR T EER A  RAZ A AR IR ERAY LA
oy fe Bk P14 o F L 0 F A RARF IR THE Y j&%é’]éﬁﬂuﬁ’zfﬂﬁ@d&ﬁ R ERT] 0 EW
B e @A2 ¥ A AL - McGuire (1969) 7R45 & » 5 R ERE 250 B K AR IR AT
1S58 69 » WALRY 35 205 Wik W A B 52 P 1 4T - Burnkrant ¥2 Cousineau (1975) DN
¥ AR E A dEK (compliance ) #2325 (identification ) #4i@#
RIER o B LA L AT HEH R RS > SHRMARSIROTE - 5 —T
w o AL THRILART G ARBE AWM THETRAARY ES A5
A3 tHESHEM AT EHFegiRs - Bt 75}Tmr’h“ ERES2 il
& NACHY R AR o ) B ML AL RS A A R A SR R SR 6y 3 A AR

A #42 A%
AR E S 3k
(informational Pt (internalization ) ( kno;)vlu;d e)
influences ) 8
B RAEFIAET
3% (identification ) ('self maintanence or
V% E’ 2
MM enrichment )
(normative influences )
JAk ﬂ\ /E- 5% Eﬂ'
MR# (compliance ) (external reward )

F#F A& B : Burnkrant 2 Cousineau (1975)

(=) @BEAGHBEN Y MR
WA RAEBRGAESPIRAE EHEBBATAES S BEAERTHE
R GHLEMELENMENZIHE  CRMAETRRARGPITRAIPER
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¥ WTRAEABMGHEKFTITEFOELXRET R TTRRAANRT B LY
4B (Keaveney & Parthasarathy 2001) - £ & F 2 #4745 (eWOM) #4#F 5 F »
ABE AR B ORIESE LR e AR & (Plde : 3HBERE - BBEH - P H
TR EE) EARRERE E (Flde PR —BUEMIRE ) 0 KPP E & B #H305F
TS MM ey Fe o e R R B 42 AR T & (Cheung et al. 2009) -
Shen % (2010) #%é]‘)’g%a?i#iﬁﬁiﬁifaﬂé@%ﬂ%ﬁﬂé‘%% P R BZ MR I AAFE &
fril‘b%ﬂ%ﬁéﬁ%%—ﬁi ARG BE > EmRAHARRAFY IHFETBEAETSE (F

2R E ) o Sridhar ¥ Srnvasan (2012) 45 > HEHOBEERERGTE
ﬁ@%%ﬁ%%gﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁf K55 E s B X A
tﬁéﬁfi)ﬂ 5 %L/#] FRRBE - Lee M1 Ma (2012) #3+ 475 3L o BER

 HEIRIT I AR d IR A B A Sh SLAIRAS 69 H I 0 AF @A BhANE B R AT R IR

)ﬂﬂ‘f& ° ;7%,»“7]‘%*5,% HEHFZTHRBEGRIENFORELSS SO E
A5 #3F "é’Jﬂiﬁ% MR - BB EE AR ITS

Harmeling % (2017) %‘Eéni"fﬂ‘“’%ﬂé@é’mﬂ%#a o A RERGEENITS

(tbde : A FR ) BREVACHEE G LLAF B Z P oy L@
B RHAREBME A FH AT F R E M (Goldstein et al
2008) o Fadb= 4 » Cialdini $2 Goldstein (2004) 2.2 @ AT 23| QI B 0%
Z 45 BEERITAERRRERMAEZ AR AT R B MFRRE
RAMPIHA L RARESH Y — B A% (Lee & Ma 2012) - A & » Harmeling %
(2017) #&4% Deutsch #2 Gerard (1955) w9 g2t » AR 0917 & K € %2 5
" %3k 4& | (informational appraisal ) ¥ " & #53F4& | (identity appraisal ) &4 35

oo A H AT E AR MR BN B AT A ARAIRAA
KROOFE -

A#F R A Harmeling 5% (2017) WA HE N 9B » 1F 5 BEMEMN X
LA R A o BE AL ART RAERTFHOEBAR S
TATHIHIRTZ o EERRARTIER T - AR A H X R S OB AR SR A
KER AT miBiTas c ALREGERNZHEBLAEZLE ZFERE
M T R B AL A B R ke SRR A 0 T AR R & M AR R K H R T
A RBAN TR AR E TSGR E AT ERERBE
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AR S s A AR
-~ B RBH
(— ) A A
&4 #F1%4 (identity appraisal )

F g iysfid | 1235 @ B8 & L0 Bh7 A k3271 (self-reinforcing ) #9 B 44 »
WA KRG esAa 2 (Bolton & Reed 2004; Harmeling et al. 2017 ) - R ¥E 4L €
R L% (social identity theory) » {HAS £ k£ A RIFAEZGRAR Y BAN F
fy 0 E— AR R e E (Brewer 1991; Tajfel & Turner 1985) o Tajfel
#2 Turner (1985) 735 A4 € RR 69 B2 T » EEEE T AARY 0 A K
B RERNERKZHETRE  RBEFRBILATEGE A KL (self-
concept ) ° 5 X - {ARYEAT H I FRAEFE A SR R AR G 094 g% F (social
identity) Bolton $1 Reed (2004) 3% 2% {E%% &£ 4T H 371460 - € KAAMEGH &

oy 64 B8 3 & (salience ) ¥2 3% & ( strength ) 2R it 47 92 8 52 K % é}' é’] ¥ B
(ldentlt}’-based judgement ) » 3% H K 4y Zﬁ% W A W ARG AR X 52 P A
# o Ashforth % (2016) ¥ i — 324 - ‘%ﬁ‘?@'%’iiﬁifﬁﬁlﬁgﬁ@%%\%i%$
4 tHAEAARAFHMBA BRI BRBEKAL A A RTR (self-
definition) E &y ReEEM » A B R F 1 B & 521t (self-enhancement) #4E K o

WA ARG R B AR MO /G B 0 F AL ﬁj‘ﬁi—f&f@l%ﬁ% ’Kﬁ‘%ﬁ%”ié’]% %ﬁ’*ﬁ‘é,ﬁ*y

R ARERGER Mo A8 e n8s XA S5 R o T R

T R B E A B A B RE AR 01T 4 (Bhattacharya & Sen 2003; Ahearne et al
2005) - XM & E MR KRG H oy (Flde FﬁﬁﬁfA ) ¥ A AR
B RAERE AR AR — B RS R RAF GG EAE - Em A RmARREA
REREZM - KB FHFMAREE "*é’) 185k %475 (Algesheimer et al. 2005;
Bergami & Bagozzi 2000 ) - Ashforth % (2016) du3gih - H &K A K 5&ILegEEAE
ZF %ﬁ@léﬁil}i%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ E%E /”‘#EIMQ’JT&A T RRHR BN T I eRde LA B
BRI - FRREHFZAEGYEEIITE (tbde > REHBEZ R HGA
%) e ?ibi'\‘?ﬁm ¥ 5 o 4%4E A B A AT S AN G STAER 0 R e

AH BB LA T AR B A OHEREARRAKSN ZHEE - 546
L KBF RIS

Hl : R AAZEBREZ I NG/ 0 RSB EHEER LAY
EEEF
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F A 7% (information appraisal )

"EGHAE | AER A T PTEAT A A E R MR 0942 % (Harmeling et al.
2017 ) o F 3R 44 374 77 A A B B S 5 T B M0 K SRR AR AR 6 HL AR 59 AR R R
(Kaplan & Miller 1987) « ALa &2 » 3% BAAR B2 PTIEIT 00 F 3 0 2 A2 A
CERLZENRAA AR RPTEEE A > RAZE A ARS LHFRLIHE I
8 8% € b B € 48 7% #2 & R ( Burnkrant & Cousineau 1975; Cialdini & Trost
1998) - 35 AR AT E REAT R R0 BAR b 3k AR T AL A B 09
w2 (Shen et al. 2010) ;5 tede » K &£ £ AT 3C £ oy BB > 12043
WAL R Y BB o FRAELTH BN S -

WA ERARTER  CEURLRAYTHEFOTRALLZET B
B B s BB T AAORE (FBr > 4838 5 A) FIIEiFeshl & Em#Es
FOBRH AR EG G RHAEDRZ OHLE A EGHFE (Lee & Ma
2012) » 3 H i — W R HE ARG 24 (Shen et al. 2010) ° £ KR+ » 4
Fa A B A T S APTRRAL AT AR L AT AL LA TN
A FARAL - SR A ORI I L A LA - &6 il KT R
&

H2 : 43 4 A3 R LR & 00 AR5 @ R 3 B S 38 8 ARy 13 B

(=) W s A4 Y

715 #M (credibility )

DT ) 1235 AR AR AR LA REERETHATEY AT
oy~ LS FE o942 % (Nabi & Hendriks 2003; Tseng & Fogg 1999) - st R'H
T TIEHME S F L E M (expertness) #29 SEd4 (trustworthiness ) (Hovland et
al. 1953; McCracken 1989) - " &3 | BB Jo T 438 & A LA SRAL AT LA
ME AL A (ability) s " T3 | AEM T ER AL REALET HEEES
89 &k (willingness ) - Wathen 2 Burkell (2002) 35 :$ @ £ 48 F R8Ik 65 B 42
P AR EN TR AARBNTERELEEMERT - e TREHEA
MR T ABRE Fo B IR SR G005 3R -

T EE R M AR 22 2 (uncertainty reduction theory ) #9325 R B & AR 4 K
AT MR DU T B A g KT 5 A SRR BN Sk SR ey 12 (Jacoby et al.
1994 ) o gtoh » ARIFA G F % (social identity theory) > BEFL 4 2 € F KL K
TR AL @R Bl AR L6 AL B RS R AT B By 7 id - FE AR T P 2 R L3
ARy g B oy (Tajfel & Turner 1985) o [ % fe (B4 $1 48 3 4 A b4 & By i 42
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o F I R AR ISR AT AR SRR HABR B AR F Iy AR A MEREPTRR AR > RIS B
TEMEA RAMEET RO > RAEER AT O E AL ER L
(Sussman & Seigal 2003 ) - BL5¢5 > » AR T AR E R F 0y - seaieis
1A BL 230, K & vtk 4 A2 M B 2 & (Jensen et al. 2013) - 3t A#F %1535 M
TOWEMBLAALDAE PREREREANBREFHL TR EREBTERRS
R BHEBE HHNER LA A ETTAE o B AFFRIBEAT

(G
H3a : 4858 % AW T4 H & B e 5005 00 5 0 37 45

® 7] 77 (attractiveness )

"R E ) RS AR AR R A AL R AR (familiarity) #EFAE R
(likeability ) » 3t H 2 K & & 42 & £ A Aa4ute (similarity ) (McGuire 1985) -
T3 AR | LA EERL AN AR MR RZE T &4 | 5@ HE
BREANBAGEEER EOBERE T MMk ) MBS R Ry HER 5 AZ A
1A d s AL LR M (McCracken 1989 ) « ARG AR IEH 52 » 1Z09{AR 04 R
Bl a2 BH gttt &AM (distinctiveness ) ~ #2 A % ( prestige )
( Bhattacharya & Sen 2003 ) - McGuire (1985) 77324 @ S H % ARG MERE L X
BTk 2 NES - 3 BB 645 ] £ RAEAZE E L XORARML » X A SRR IR AE
WEBRARI N > LARES AL EEITHE -

FEARAZ G E B BT » REAREHRT] A H WAL IR ZIR
KRB G REHAT B 42 H &2 — (McCracken 1989; Ohanian 1990; Petty &
Cacippo 1986) © & & FH & & 1858 4o 5 24T 04 B RE LR 5] ) 05 - Bp @ $32 (AR 47
A& E & EBEE (Dutton et al. 1994) - B 2% » FEFE &0 K G JL438 & A M
AARpite  BERREAE SHEFAREALTW AR ERHLARFHANTLR
(need for self-continuity ) ( Bhattacharya & Sen 2003 ) - 3.k » AR 3] /1455 64949
B4 AR AR A BIAMEA B s E 0 AR A RE A6 E K (need
for distinctiveness ) » 3 1% » BLA HZ oMK 4 AREH BT AR B R IE ) )
B R #EL (self-views) » 32A R B A A & (self-esteem ) #9329t @ EMmiEF| A
#5816 E K (need for self-enhancement) #4952 - BB R IFISE - & BAZ
R BRI N HE A% HEAEEFTF ALY ZRHEEF ML ZBARME
5% (Bhattacharya & Sen 2003; Dutton et al. 1994) - 424V L34t » AFF R IT H A
TR

H3b : #1354 AROR 3] B B E e B A 00 ot A
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(Z) BB EATZHAR

A1 EM (innovativeness )
NRBIFTEAR S - BB LM LA 0 B S T MR 8 APTE RN E

Ao~ 3 diR iy KB A A # LG4 (Sethi et al. 2001 ) o 5k4m 3k &k 69
BT EEEAGEHRFEMINATAEERRA  LHEMMAEF S Tk
J £ B 48 % L o 3k A 3k 09 46 R (Wasko & Faraj 2005) A Lk - A3 A

T#rsaM | (novelty) #2 T i@ % M | (appropriateness ) #9458 (Amabile 1983) ;
WMTZ o FHEBIHETRERGEELE LA R AR THATR MBS
B4R R B AR B 64 F AR K 0 3 B A R o SRR Bh A AR R B AE (Sethi et
al. 2001) - LA MIBFE M T » WHRLEATGH LBIFTHYNRE L —F B eyl
& 16 ( purposive value ) ; 75 Bp » < 1% 42 44 18 4% & A M 69 4% 14 ( information
value ) » - F£ 1F B B M 69 /8 {4 (instrumental value ) ( 75 Bp A% & P #6918 14 )

( Dholakia et al. 2004 ) o

WL R RAFIT LT RIS E - ERE A K ARG EASS 0 &

BAE G MR B R R HALEE R B o9 A &R &3 (self-awareness ) » i R
B oy 6912 A Fe R 0 1AL BF A%, B A8 — B (Dholakia et al. 2004 ) < 341 » Ashforth
% (2016) Z3EHBEAZLE B (personal identification) #9#F 435 th » /BB & H
LRMARLT BRI L EAARAR  CGERRNLERALS Y
WG BRMANEGIF T RARI AT E (2R ERTUEA
3725 B (opportunity focused personal identification) ) % — % & * W &R FHEH 7
A —fg M e AR E R A A 0y (Agarwal & Prasad 1998; Lewis et al.
2003) > 3t HAE A AR BMGR B T EM A& o ARA R FE DT HEH
BHAE R BAIH AN AR L —4E B a5 /4 (purposive value) ; 7RBp » 1%
I E B E M 0915 45 (information value ) @ TR £ 45 B A M 6445 15 (instrumental
value ) (TR BP AR R4 64918 {4 ) (Dholakia et al. 2004 ) - Xiao ¥ Benbasat (2007 )
LR PR ESBOMAMAFRITEE @R THRNERXTGAINATY » T EGHT
0 A PR AN AR A 0938 e o KRBT RIFILF » WAL AR A A
BNE ARRENDFARXM TGRS TFARXE LT RAABRATAR
HH RGBSR IR 4 AT A A Ee o) G 53046 0 BB E & A3
MmAEE T EE B HAR A ZER LA REE - 50 AR EAT R

B’& :

Héa : g 5 A1#T 140 63 B 5 4 00 ¢ 03045
H5a : P A1 3T B 6 3 0K % 00 R0
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£ 5 (inspiration )

Simpson ¥1 Weiner (1989) % " W BELE L | £ /& © R L AFFHFZWUN
BT ERL BB P EAT — &A% (ideas) &L (puposes) + i
H v e g AR 0y % (feeling) ¥1#7%5 (impulse) ° Thrash gz Elliot (2003)

=] BR8240 B gk 45 & B il% T ##% (motivation ) » 4% (transcendence ) »
et (evocation) =ZAE4F'H o By A AR R E/T A LR - i HEE M 5] S A
BRIERATS  2AMGS B SETMEN - FFATHIEN SRR ML ER
SAEAF R B E SRR BBEMNT F R W7 A RABAN FI LR -
WA ARG BN AE AT~ RES > Flde t KA
RugEAEEN Y ~ R F8 > XX FFHAARR (McCutchan 1999) - fe %0 & 52
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%%&ﬁ% BOUR My R R ABAE AR AR AR AR B Y
LG5S A & ki (Dess & Picken 2000; Jung 1986) « ¥4 % B g %5 » 4%
o AN AT IR RRA S F OIS VT A/ BB AT I R AR RE R -

Thrash % (2010) 3&vy Baumeister (1991) &9 EL35 b - B & BUE AR 32 4L1E
BEAR AL B AR TR 2 F BB A B ARG G o (AR A 2 BB 275 A AR 1 SR
#4 F B oy (purpose in life) #93%4m o H b LB B A2 PR BEHG & R 2 B 55,
Wiz A Koy EEME L (meaningful necessity ) (Becker 1992) - b i a4 18 52 4%
CRE A TAABRMOGEA A B m T B8 A48 AR5 LI BUE H R4
# 3~ — £ (value congruence ) (Kahn 1990) - MAEE AR MK » £ B ALFF
a4y 48 BB 52 P TR R ﬁﬁ%&Ahaﬁ%ﬂ%Fﬁ o A BHAMERE £ 83
MR H AN LHF —FAA 0 M E ALK F B (Dholakia et al.
2004) o % — g > Thrash #2 Elliot (2003 ) #3188 & 5 153 85 5 B 09 40
T SR e MEEPTRT R EGBOR M A RS ERAARG AT o w®
e H 14 (social learning theory) #49#1%25 5 % (Bandura 1977) » {85232 3] 49
B4 A0 B A A SR T S AT B 0 TAL A R B B o AT LA T R AR ) 69385
R d 5840 T BB AT L LR AR B - SRR B AR AR A BB

FBARR (e ALASZHBRARGHNBRETE) ReeHAEBINALATPHELR &
HENRLEERE FO e R TE—FEGHARY FNEELE
WO B FIET 693 1E - 456 il » KRBT RIREBE VAT RmIERK -

H4b : mggigélfié}iﬁj%ﬁ?%ﬁgﬂrg%éﬁ%/{h\"ﬂz/{ﬁ
HSb KRB B R 3 R 00 S AR

(v9) #R-FE P R EH A R R
5T A5 0 RIS B AR ey BA2 P o B P R B AT B
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WA XS AR B W E @ LA AR (group norms ) (Kaplan & Miller
1987; Postmes et al. 2000) - ZFEER I A K % By P LR E H IR R LM
&ﬁxﬁ%(%%" BFEFTHR A ERRRAABEREB LG ZHETE &
REZFAHMER) EnCHEENM P EHAEARENLE - HLHERRE
}*‘# B K9 FZ (Dholakia et al. 2004; Postmes et al. 2000) - & X5 5238 .2
B BY HL S0 AR 59 1 4 R ALBE T PR AR BE A B AT L B B 0 R B AR HE > B Hhdk AL G
a2 B S uyF £ B2 — (Dholakia et al. 2004 ) - Sridhar ¥ Srinivasan (2012 )
TARAASH LGRS E BN AREREBTFE PR EESCE S AR —
% (group consensus) &9 3 At b o £ 5T O iT450948 B #F 5% F » Cheung %
(2009) it — S HREHEWRIE TR S > FHIERG 5K
(recommendation consistency ) #2378 ¢4 5% & (recommendation rating ) - 3 H %
BA WAL B T REA B ke T M Ak A B 03RS (RS R . -
"EGEE TR AR BlEF S HER L APTE RO RBEERTRT

# R 642 (Moe & Trusov 2011) © R SRS 4B R > &l HEHA A
e by o0 B SR % BB AR T A A BEH 0 R 0 SLREH B R SR R A RS
3% R FEAK ST A6 25 4 a9 A (Bearden & Shimp 1982) - st mdm 5 @ & # B H 55
A @ E BB S ESER > HAEEHAE RN ESEERAR (Luetal
2013) © Nam $2 Kannan (2014) 745 & » 35y 45 0 &% w0 78 6440 Bl P9 & AR 4 A0

JE ou AR B A H SLARAE o LA REIE 0 MER A A B R m T AR IR S APTR G
N RZEHE % BAIEG R0 - B GRS o & L b g4k A R BT A3
3rfE T EE AR E | A MESFSHEE R HBEERFATE
& = &0y & (Moe & Trusov 2011) « Jbif &7 & A 8 5 09 A Akt 4
AFT R RS b sEg A A AN A £ 5 e EFZE AN E (Dellarocas
et al. 2007; Forman et al. 2008) - g # R 4 (herding theory ) #9# 252 » & &
SRRSO HRERL  BRAACAHE R RARTH SRS AL eR
fe AR B & AT 4w (Godes & Mayzlin 2004 ) » VAME HA4TE Y S F HL304F © 3k
WA ANERM T ARG LEBERFL THEBRLARZIEHYEE W
B RAGITIT L RRGE R - BEFRITER - ARG RAER F FHR

BN B R B 3R AE BB (A 694542 (Vandenbosch & Higgins 1996 ) o AFF 52 1535
‘4’ A MERNEGYE T HEER §ﬁ§§ Bk HAPABEH TR
—REH AR LA A HREGIR R 0 ERmPBED R BT H AR EY
e oo FH 0 RFFRITE ¢

PBE A Ry O SR R @R AR R R R A 0 ARG A
Hob = il i 4 By w1 308 & B4 B0 7 K A o) HARGR A
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(&) BASE—&5 M (openness to experience )

@B AR | 1235 B A M REM B 0 € EENK T K
AR S Tey e o 3t HAF &AM AEITES (McCrae & Costa 1997) - K'H
Lt AR T RS F K (sensation seeking) ABFAML » AR F4 BE By 1E
B MR F RGN W fe ey 2R 0 B HRIF AR AENRT 0 T
FEH R BT H B E (Garcia et al. 2005) - 8w 5 » £ @m¥aapegshi
BBFZTF > AEGELHBREAZEMEGGMENEET SRR T Y Bk 12
BE o 3 HEEA AR Y S OIRF P BATAREGED - ARA E R BK B
B fR AT eg A (McCrae & Costa 1997) 5 A8 R 3 » FKAZ L %45 H 09 1852
PR AR T W VRMIN G B R iR BT S AR 6 Ak S R
W JE £ BT P 4 04 B4 (Baer & Oldham 2006)  {A/FE &892 » B LR AH L
BAEEITLRABRREBTEOERTY » FTREZEERAAEGERTTERY
8 % B FEME EITE 0 BmIIL T AT R R R (Baer 2010; Challagalla et al.
2009) -

Dragoni et al. (2011, p.836) 5 » #Hh % TALwm I A 85 F K a9 A L bk
BHZRHEHHRT]  EMPEABEAFTTRIFEFRAGAE TR BT
2 BREAAMEERSS  BARACEIIIAEEI EhERFIEFGHE
(@i £) (Choietal 2015) o &% 5 B 09 (BEL & F 3545 T BT &
Mg A e B B8 K ANFT - 3 ALK S ALy RORFEIR ALk i 2 (Baer & Oldham
2006) & M R HA LRI IR R R F R R (Frieder etal. 2018) ; %5 % -
BT S ER A ERE I R R R ek 4 - R AR AR
EHFFRFEAS 5 A E6947 4 (Fuller & Marler 2009 ) o a7 £ 81352 1 F)
Ry ARY o KAZ L B BAAPE 09 1EBE N % LB BAK A AR B 0 H b A
A EFAETEY E R T LBAK o ARSI GFERZT 0 &R HAE
HHEBRSUZBRBEETY  ERETHMTEE 0 §EBRILRLSHER L AN L
HEB T2 o HEHIHTETEGETAIERSN - R #0858
AT EEGBE LM S HAHAPEBUIREARBABRATH KT
MR JE > BE G R A R B R T AT RHANES LA I T RBRER
AR ARG R R -

F- GG o B RN AT ORNE T §RBFAFEFOER R
3 T Bend B3 A RFIHEFRIFADE R EA (McCrae 1987) 0 {
B F R EFEMA DB (consciousness ) (Baer & Oldham 2006 ) = ¢+ #F >
FlE Gk B RPARR RF BB F A SR N R EE T W BT
A 5 FREs s P A E e R enznAe (Choi et al. 2015) 5 ip i B HR-€ o BA AR
A BRAITEE Y B T 4 2 M2 s g (Baer 2010) 0 i@ &2 B AY
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2R B ot w = E (Wanberg & Banas 2000) © Ap & 3 > 2% FAZ A L id
R IE D - X2 DL 3 O T AR TR R e rﬂt“éﬁ*““

Bop A RETADE LARRRL . Ft o SRBREEFTRI OBV RY FY
—LREFTATR  EHFFEESIHRERIADIFLR BT 2 ﬁ B
G (T FUITFR AT R AAPHEREG o F 2 AW ERE RS TR
‘ﬁmﬁﬁ( F] TOFSHEHNMRAONRTAEERLIR 3 RXEF R TR
bl pERaY F~ MG F ORF R B SRR LA L IF L EART AP
FI i Bk 0 A i 0 AR T R T SRR

H7a @ 58 B ACH @ 3810 3 SRR L 3 4 B 2 ) 04 1 &) il 47
H7b : 450 B A 3R AL 5 40 38 A% S 300 BB = ) 0 5B ] 44
s SRR

A RARIFAL GBI s TRMAA ﬁ'ﬂ)‘&% TS ABA S F A A8 B X
BR o PR #ER L A LI TR ASHARY o RERF R R R E 1 AT e

AEE

09

H3b HEHTRY

“'H%%a'

b3

&

E

W

g

:
B\
=2 &l

M
EfEEERE

Wx
EfE T

G O At 0
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2R E
— R 2R EA2

A REFEZLIRADH BB EZHEARLAZIHFTRGH R > BIADRIESL
% bR AL RY o Bl iFdL A B AR S A E B8 R 09 F T & —Youtube 84 HLE F
KRB H LR FERLAZFETENH L - KAFEAG EH AT 605 X4
&Koo 3t HARE A AR O ik 0 AR BT A BN 3 AT A 0568

WARAEBAEKRA T XET B EREAHRSIRBERGBEERD
AR B REFRAF & FEAE BB ATEM EF % (back-translation process) o AFF
RIFEGATRAERFEAEN AN E N OERFAIEET 0 ARG AR
RAIFPE R REITET R -

AAE R 6RO F A H R A Youtube 4B E AR IMANR > HF
BBATR AL o b 0 FRPEGEMFeT 0 F— 0 #EFEFEA Youtuber 15 5 #
fZFHHERLERENE BRI - F = BUGRAER TS M0 ER LA
STRIBAESL > T M BRI B ATE £ - BB R R TR R @B EANTE 2
AHxFeRmidhiEIE - F= AFSGAHRER > RMPTIEAT A N EF A%
WM F  EANBEARLEFLANBE - Fv9 0 BH OB RRAA
B oS 45X Y 0 VA 3R A RF P A2 3 R E B 00 A8 o ARIE A B 6% AR IE AR
o RFFRAERE S B EATH » ABXHEE 1 L (FH)  FEAR |
X(BH) AFERIFE 2 X (—F—%) FAFR 1 & (k) 1 TH
ENEE I PE

BB F— 0 R RHABLERAHAEBEATAN (FERELEBELF
MR ) MEEZR E IR A TORATERATE R AR GERE > 3 AREZIEA
WERITHHOBRE (RAZAZFEN— B EHEFE) - F = 57 BRETHKE
WBALPT A A by £ (data-collection errors) * A RLATH BB AR TIA L FILE
B ARBE  TAGEIM A TS ALBRTBMEBH EM (4% 300 #)- #
ZCAAREATVRAG TR EAV A M ELEHERLEATHARZTT  BYE 5
ABBIMEIER IR THAHMEZMATHEBLEAG S EAMETFE L 7%
A (#9820 ) ZRZRAXFMEAZELBREITHEMES - ZHR>FCLE
NXFPHEE - BREHEE -

= HmRNEE

RUF RO ALEBIEOAMELEA 11 B 238 " 23FEHE
CHOIAE T HARE T A TR T NERAIETE T R R
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Mo TEaEERE T EaEENRE > 1 TREERE - o HBAH
®HRRE L4F (Likert) L2 RJE IU"‘"IQ LR ERERESS NS TR 7{'
A& "TFRE CTHERERE @ THERE CTRE T
DS
K2 MG ERCAMIEERER
A L s
EERE - &E
IR L N TN Sk 0.82
C;lfbi%ﬁi% 2. MM A AR R ke 0 T FRRGEIAIT A 0.91
AVEC=0.71 3 ERBR THNERG TR » "4 TREREATB MR 0.80
= A%
Source: Ajzen (1991 )

e | RS mus b A TEMARMEIE S ERAMI 0.81
?;’L‘ifé 2. WIS L ARE TR RO AAT £ 0.78
AVE = 0.66 3. RBE T AR LA AEREE T FlAe R ey R 0.85

Source: Harmeling et al. (2017 )

" L R$EF S T ASFEME, AE 0.87
MR o s Tk, et 0.86
AVE =073 3 3355 T BJosliB1E ) W0AG 0.83

Source: Harmeling et al. (2017 )
ERAZBIE  REFRLEBLEA...

R3] A ALK "R B EAN 0.90
CR=092 2. REAH "# , WEB LA 0.91
AVE=0.79"13 2 T4 A &% | syt 4 A 0.86

Source: McGuire (1985 ) ; Ohanian (1990 )
EBARZTRE  RERSEHEBEAL ...

Tizagm |1 THEREE ) mB LA 0.88
CR=0.88 [2. T fik, w4 4 A 0.84
AVE=0.71"13 TN E g | w985 6 A 0.81

Source: Ohanian (1990 )
BlFTME |EBARBRE  KREFEILEABRLA...




= &AM AE

A#t 952 VA LISREL 8.80 % & »#1 T B

46 BNEEER F_t+1E F—H
CR=0.89 |I. "oy AL "RBEF, 0 0.88
AVE=0.73 o gz T RRIA LA | 095 % 0.86

3. ARy LA TR TR E 0.82

Source: Agarwal and Prasad (1998 )

EBETHRE  REF

poashr |l BEHMWMBAEATH " MARHEZEMAN IS 0.92
CR =0.90 25@%%2Ar@@ﬁ%3% ik 0.89

AVE=076 13 weprms k237 THE 0.80

Source: Thrash and Elliot (2003 )

BIREMEANYEEHE  KREA..
@&%ig]dFkgﬁ%mﬁ%Jﬁﬁmiﬁﬁ%%ZA%ﬁ% 0.81
E‘?:I‘;Eiﬁffgf 2. TR EBOGMIEH | HAMEI L AT IE | Y 0.83
AVE=0.65 |3 " REBOMEE | — SO EZEBEA 0.78

Source: Cheung et al. (2009 )

REAZEEB LA
MEHEG || e n] Tk Edmey i 0.88
@£%ﬁ£2:ﬁ%7r&7@%#@J 0.87
CR=0.89
AVE=0.73 |3- 3 HEH "BARE 0.82

Source: Cheung et al. (2009 )

FTRT
‘CRZ 0.79 1. @& M A EE A 0.85
AVE = 065 |2 BB EHFAZHA 0.76

Source: Goldberg et al. (2006 )

P AR E A e R 0.00] 9B k®E P CR R EMAIERE ; CAVE R AT LR

v 3k A & KA AE 3 E (maximum

likelihood estimation; MLE ) & i /78R3 B & 547 (conﬁrmatory factor analysis;
CFA) #2444 A 547 (structural equation models; SEMs ) o #2711 fz.i# & ( model
fit) vA " F# 2 | (chi-square test) -~ #ritEz 23 7 4R | (root mean square error
of approximation; RMSEA ) ~ I JE Jk # fg. i /& 45 4% | (non-normed fit index; NNFI )

Crb$k Bo i £ 3542 | (comparative fit index; CFI) » ¥ " 32 & & 3532 | (goodness of
fit index; GFI) 4 & $|ETi54% -



BARIRE T B RRREY 47

1B~ BESH

R IAFFE o LT 54 RSP E A AR LA o 335 0 AR4E Anderson #2
Gerbing (1988 ) sk ey & AR R Wy PFBLBR 38 7 ik - ROT RAF BATHT 2R R S 4E
( measurement model evaluation ) ¥ %4542 A13%4& (structrual model evaluation) °
BRI EE G MR E o4 (CFA) @ S irEr 2cay B Al oy feid & (model
fit) s A EMAAAMBAR G OB EMRME  HAX MR B 2% (discriminant
validity ) o &5 ARBEA 3745 & 4+ 3 Ko ﬂﬂfﬂi/\ MR P AR EATERGE o R 0 AW

RAE—F IR P AEH e TR R R P EHR -

« Kot M B A 45

AHF R B AR ﬁﬂf’ﬁ B 2018 F5S A3 ZEZRFS A28 AWEEMEFES

KB A 1059 4y 0 Feih i A 613 R (&3 i AXH AR - &Ik

FAF) %ﬁ@t%‘ﬂr 446 4;} MR T EARAER AL S £ 0 R 250
fi 0 A ABEER R 56.05% > A 196 15 0 4B RBEER AR 43.95% o F iRl
& 0 A 30 & (r/\) ~34 R EZ RGP 0 B 15.92% ; HkB 34 K
(4 ) ~38 R 26 )R (&) ~30 3R EEHF AT R EHL » 57
B 66 P 65 45 0 bl 14.80%8E 14.57% ; 3% > 38 & (14) ~42 K4k
12.78% » 34 5745 22 3k (4 ~26 kit HF 44 45 > thfo]Z 9.87% o 23X EH
FRETE  TRELLLLBROERRSH > A 254 45 (56.95) - Lk At
RETRA LB » 2 78 {2467 17.49% - A F R S fm s (B) £
oA 58 42 (13.00%) $ 51 45 (11.44%) o Bl B F A F 89 %2 ) 54k i AK
8 545 (1.12%) »

ARFFE 58 R A 2 T A A) VA MG R R T 6 A 0 L B g IR E B R A — Ak
MRFFFEAERR S8 A 11445 ABARRLEEN 25.56% © ok - SEEFIRE &1%
Gl A 81 450 4B T 18.16% o z/ﬂd%éﬁﬂﬂk%éﬁl\%ﬂbT 9.42% » A
42 45 o FFH B R ELET 9.19% » 2R ER T RAIRASE L LML T 4.04%Hm
5.16% » &4 18 fis1 23 45 o Eiﬁa%&)ﬂﬁmﬁgé@ BRI o LR H AL A AR
SERE PR EOR 1N aE~3 B (KR8 ) R S 800 A 179 42 (40.13%) - #
Ko AR 3 BE~5 B (RE) £A 101 45 (22.65%) « B BRI R 4E 1 e
AT HEAR 92 45 (20.63%) o 2R H T34 B AA B ARE 5 A B
A T4 4L BT 16.59% o KRBT RIFETF TG AR ~ FE > RFALE  RE
Bl fAE R AR IRAE O F R BT TR P R A IR T -
g AR e FZ M RER p < 0.05 o988 F AR o ZE R E T M A IA AT
Mk N it KA BAF Y £ R TRBP R A RO AR E R -
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— - BREMERESN

(—) #rEHEA oY Bl 5 7

A Fd LISREL 6934k @ ATRREMFE £ 57 » Biste R A HH i A AE A
Z e REAZE o RILHSH LR BB AR AT R IR L S
776.01 » #£#1 f g & (degree of freedom) % 342 F g dE (1 /df) 4
227 Ai@E SR H AR BN 5 9ARAE o gbol o Wik £33 5 R (RMSEA)
% 0.054 ~ i Fri@ E4542 (CF1) 2 098 » JF R & Fi@542 (NNFI) 2 0.98 » 14
R REEIEFE (GFL) & 0.90 » JR& 0% 28K Hpris b ey k4% % (Bagozzi &
Yi 1988) -

(=) BAREETH

HHELBEHELEBSHEMARLSAAGE ARG ERAHABAES
#9 A % & 712 (factor loading) FHA k2 - RES I ERBE T - KR E&EEE
MR HIEBRABAYBA EAMBENA 076 £ 093 3 H%EF p<0.001ay88 %
KA o RRIE B KR HPTEROAREACE £ A BAEE 05 Ak BPTHMAL
# A5 % (Hairetal. 1992) - H b » REIF R E BB DO AR R

(=) BARNI— B
A RIE—FRFBLSGBMBL » L EAREEEE (CR) #-FH 4% RHER
% (AVE) Wm{E#EHAZRTEHESO NI — 3 - RESHERE L B
By A 0.79 82 0.92 B » P34 R EREAE A 0.65 2 0.83 2 R © 3%
WA G ARG 7S Fornell $i2 Larcker (1981) PrigzfegiR2#E{L (CR /A 57t
0.6 » AVE /837 0.5) » BB = AF ROBLEMS LA SA RS- (K
HREELSBSNIT —RMEIEAEAKR2) -
(w) BRI 5H
AXIFRAIZHEE MRk » HRIE AVE 1B b SR A Xk s fLif 5 £
F AR R ik R EAT B R UL AR T
LIZREME T, ZFiEgEdk 3 ARAGEERRBETHN - G4 K
B 58 R BESRPT A A TE AR S 094 AR B BERR AN 1 o 3% KPR
BT R EAR S 0948 B AR B > 5] e L Lo iR Ry 45 6942 43R (standard
error) P b E MY k&4 1 (4F two standard errors) (Bagozzi &
Yi 1988) o sbBp &k BA &R 2R -
2. 3% AVE #1787 A% A e B4 Bk 80k © AR4E Fornell #2 Larcker (1981) #%
B 2 R BVEER  EHART ORI AVEL » SRS
S EagraARME (BPaod) AIRTZBORAT EER Foy Lo s
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AABRME - KR 3 RE  MEGEER T HARRETORE &4
B AT % BERBTURIBM (B B VAVE ) » &A1 T A3 BUAEAT —
1M A NAVE % KA F = 45 e AP 1 4 e it (Bp & R HH A 2 B
B9 BAR B ) 0 BP R T AT R oo AL IER B B R -

k3 AMARERR

BAMES 1. 2. 3. 4, 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10. | 11. | 12.
1. ¥ &M 0.84°
0.63°
2 AXiima 0.81
PEE (0.05)
0.59 | 0.63
3. AT 0.85
AT E (0.05) | (0.05)
0.60 | 0.54 | 0.48
4. % 5] A 0.89
(0.05) | (0.05)|(0.05)
0.58 | 0.61 | 0.68 | 0.66
5. T 1E M 0.84
(0.05) | (0.05) | (0.05) | (0.05)
, 0.61 | 0.50 | 0.51 | 0.65 | 0.59
6. £ FE 0.85
(0.05) | (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.05) | (0.05)
0.59 | 0.58 | 0.53 | 047 | 0.54 | 0.53
7. BB 0.87
(0.05) | (0.05){(0.05) | (0.05) [ (0.05) | (0.05)
0.42 | 050 | 0.52 | 043 | 0.56 | 0.37 | 0.32
8. EwE oy & 0.81
SR S (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05) [ (0.04) | (0.04)
. 0.39 | 0.42 | 0.57 | 0.39 | 0.56 | 0.43 | 0.31 | 0.66
9. By B Y5k 0.86
(0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.05) | (0.04) | (0.05)
022 | 0.14 | 0.12 | 0.11 | 0.11 | 0.09 | 0.11 | 0.05 | 0.04
10. 4% F 3 18 -
(0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.04) | (0.04)
. -0.34|-0.17 | -0.16 | -0.37 | -0.19 | -0.28 | -0.20 | -0.16 | -0.11 | -0.15
11. L HEHEBR LA -
(0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.05) [ (0.05) | (0.05) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05)
-0.10 | -0.07 | -0.06 | -0.19 | -0.07 | -0.27 | -0.11 | -0.16 | -0.08 | -0.03 | 0.17
12. 4438 % ANFA
(0.04) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05) [ (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.05) | (0.04) | (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.05)
T 5.10 | 5.48 | 5.66 | 5.02 | 5.17 | 4.69 | 470 | 5.44 | 531 | 2.50 | 1.62 | 3.25
AR E 11| 118 | 117 | 122 [ 1.03 | 118 | 1.22 | 1.04 | 1.05 | 1.31 | 0.49 | 1.69

SRR E AVAVE 0 BT e BAR RS B A 1 HEH] 0.05 9 FRE ACE | ¢ FEIEM

A AR AR o
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3. Fh £ R A T RIE O KRBT FH £ AT H NIRRT
ARMOERNAE - ZFXBEABAZI MR e 7 KRBk d4 0 &
TRMEHAMZ 8L | (SLBRHFBER ) - HKR » AKRABEAR 65 X,
A wE B AR AR A (RBP R ERA ) BE - R ERR
0t ERAE (Ay®) o 5 R EREA A B8 35 MR 09 TR BV BE A 0y ° 1E - B
R TIRAIBEA A £ oA @i (0 > 3.84 with Adf=1,p <0.05)"
KA AR S H A BRI L+ 98B sb AR & 69 58 & 1N B by 3 4 -
WM FF 2R ERT > AAREFTHEA T LEHELEESHRFIL
B ERRBIBEA R AR (7 [342] = 776.01) 445 £ RAL AT
(%A C) =36 ERME) BT AWM FH£EM%EH 005 s98aEK
#o - SEAABBAZM LA RS

(£) £RFik%RERR

A RITH GO EARALTHE -5 HE A ARG T X (self-report) 47
A FH A T F % 2 %% (common method variance; CMV ) 3, % a4 %
A o Bk 0 KHF %A Harman 3 A -F# 5% (Harman’s one-factor test) ( Podsakoff
& Organ 1986) RIXKFA LB ZTHFREREGHERFARUINER - G KR
AR 27 BAACRERATR A 54 0 ARSEGEILT @ 40l 7 E4BRMAX
TR E EEMOMEERS L T7621% b B —BERrLiER$ANR
REANGEERAT > AMBEERZTSL 1381% HERER EAARKAE—F
HRRARXF AR EFTDZHHURREN > LA THLR F k%L

o,

7 o

= BHREA

FIABRRE @ KRR RS AR A S EEREEZN (df
=901.85/359 =2.51 » p~0.00 » RMSEA = 0.059 » NNFI = 0.98 » CFI =0.98 » GFI =
0.88) » SR M 5 + AL 1 T T M 2 ML AR TS AR IR AL o oS o A AT
v S o BAR GRS RRE B X oy AR RE 4 2% (explained variance) H5l& ¢ I
T (R =054) F4affs (R =052) Faapt (R =053) sHH &AM R
BRZIBEGESETEAMA SR T & RSP > L EAMEARAwE 2 o1k
4 B F o

G A5 0 BB M AR AL TR AR B AL 0.44 0 ¢ (i 8.47
J p<0.001 KT » Mr TR LIEE > Hb Hl R o sbhk TERHERG L0
FECEGREVELAREB LA XFTRE -  REEEHIMER AR
P X H BRI M IR RALREFERGMEES 031 ¢ A5 640 0 £ p<0.001K
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AT H2 AR SRR TR RS 0 SRR G B A LA
CEE R

AKAEE

09

TEAE

& ifE
R%Z=052

0.15*
\ ES L bE 10
0.07

/////////

0.33%*%

0.0

FeHEERE y/

i 0.16%%
EGEERE

FMITAE
R%?=0.53

MEE
EaEisE

p<0.05 "p <0.01 "p<0.001
2 MAMBR S AR

AR E B FRES S M A AN H— PRI DTSR Jt
W34S 2 B AR AL A R B & & 0.15 (¢ 1% 228, p<0.05) s 032 (¢
1h2 4.75; p<0.001) A& T&ER L3 - Fb H3a 92 H3b 447 24 - AW 4
AN FEN RGBS T AR | PG O3 kA B AR AE 2 M 09 A% AL RS A 4R
g ETE - 2%l % 007 (¢t 1E& 1.16; p>0.05) # 0.18 (¢ {4 & 3.42;
p<0.001) - Bt Héa KA 34 » Hoa 543 304F - RO ) L 3 3f o TR
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PAEZ ] AR AL IR AR AR B 4ESHE 0 L 033 (r fEB 5.98; p<0.001) s
0.30 (t &% 6.12; p<0.001)- F k> H4b $2 H5b % - 4% » T4 H1h
EHPHRAEN D ES s T B ERE 1T EawERE | HE AT
Z M AR ALIEAS R B 3] & 5 031 (1155 5.01;p<0.001) #20.16 (1184 2.62;
p<001)- &R &3 Ak Hoa ¥ HOb f£ 15 X 4 -

R4 REGARFLE R B d LR A

% 542 B 1% A2 AR B “R
HI F 0yt — I ER 0.44™" EZE
H2 H A - Z#HER 0317 ¥ B

H3a R3] H — KO 0.15" EE};

H3b ERES:UEd —  H Ot 032" &

H4a BT —  FerE 0.07 T X

H4b B FT M — I 0.187 ¥

H5a BB P —  FirtE 033" &L

H5b BB M — KA 0.30"" EE;

H6a IE. 16 = 7 58 —  HHIE 033" I

Hé6b e e R HE —  HMGRE 0.16" ¥

¥’ (df=359, N=446) =901.85, RMSEA = 0.059, NNFI = 0.98, CFI = 0.98, GFI = 0.88
p<0.05 "p<0.01 Tp<0.001

v TR

AFFRIZA % B 45 (multiple-group analysis) &9 3eF &k /78 T &8
BACME ) TR E R > 2R H T H et BT TR e T ERE
T TR ZHYTHAR KB EFTRX T L AP 2B
(median split) At R E 2 & HEEAKEE o LR AF Z MK TR A F 09 B
TR EATE 0 BRFR SRR BERE (BT R A ) Rk
R KRB )T HME o 3 0 2R b e N — 1505 & B AR B R R 15
JRLMEFHRFX (S =4") FARRAEFEIFI LRI 0 F HIE - Kk
A PRh A L R 2 IR A ey F H AT E—FRIFAHRESL 1 9FF
EZR2ME ([]) FH£2BMEAMN3.84 (y[1] > 3.84, p < 0.05) Bp kT 5%

SLKBFZ P02 R - et LiEE] 0.05 a9 KA -
AT 55 04 42 B B AOME 4% ] 154%  Goldberg % (2006) #5478 » 4 : (1) &
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HREA LT RAREIA 5 Q) " REFRE L ERREFTAFOA -
BRBEER IS REAT  LBACERNT - ERME - FEABEX
RRPTIE RO I - TR R C@BAEWT G2  KAARAE 1 BAEL KR
B - R RE & SFE (N = 223) fifi#f (N = 223) WEFTIA
#FE DRR R FEEETET 0 FRRBBEE F 5 E L 20071 (df=85)° K
HRBEZREE B &EF  THAERA mA—ERHX (BY=87") Lot
4ERIFR| RAIBEA F AL % 207.43 (df=86) o BLIRHIHER fo K RAIBEAI 2 F o5 £
BB 672 (Adf = 1) 43 E0.01 ehBa 5k 5 sor BT - {85 4 5k B
HE SRR M A ENE RN o KUTRE— 5 L MR AR A A (R
ETFHH LI EEIE NP ERR - B RET  ARL TR LA SR B
HH o PR RE (B 0.42) 85 S 7MERRas 78 (Br 0.15) (Jmk
5P ) Bk H7a 43 %45 -

TS BR AAEH G L F B E X B0 T RS 0 FARRRBR &5k
PGS P - 0 M B BE T AR A (BB A 223 KB AR AR 223 (1) £ H K
AEREAIANE B R FRFIBELARL o 335 AR 09 B Z &R EATET > FRRFIBAR F 7
{2 213.78 (df=92) o REFRBMZMEL L BAAF » TAF R ERA o N — 15 TR
K (BY=P") > Fp st RAFERARAE F H 144 21981 (df = 93) « SLFRHIKE
Ao R IRAEA 2 F 5 2 B4 2% 603 (Adf=1) ##3E 0.0 sofg%5K%E -
o MBI M AARZNERME AILERWMEEARE G S A H I
TR B AR R RAH SRR 0985 > BALEES) B 3R R AR
FHEmBE (LY = 051); MM SR H 0 BRI BE - £ 57T
A Z TR RAEERS (LY =027) (k5 FF) - Bk HTb 43
EZE

kS5 FHRBRMELER—

. FRAVAEAL | K FRAIBER | FH A
A 434 3 . . .,
S S (R S i i
£ B B AU
(&7 N =223 {&# N=223)
H:
H7a | ##E — ZHEM /;12_8-;‘52 207.43 200.71 6.72*
13~ V-
B =051
H7b | F430 —  XHFEME 51@27 219.81 213.78 | 6.03*
13~ V-

"p<0.01
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— \ BRBHH

@ﬂrﬁ@%%%ﬁJﬁ%%%ZAri%L%J%wa
WEFRIGH  SARTHARAKABETE M > AF - AHEE

Mg EHBEEEARTHEEEN S THRERBREHEEILIHMEZLAND
& mIEEATR T R A SR F s (Knoll & Matthes 2017 ) 5 7R BP - % M 14
Z FMEAF EAT IR e BB B R T - RFRALPB LA R > KT
HAHABRBEH IIF TR ESRR - ﬁiﬂ}#ﬂﬁﬁuéﬁﬁéﬁm HERRGLT
ML ANETme - THEME O TaE R T8 T RETHE - WK
HATT 0 AR E TR Hzé’#amﬁzkﬁ%/HA%% F &R E
Bl EARRH R BB E F IR E  THAMARE DA
BOEER] R o Jbsh o FEMABRE PV HE RGPS FTH A 09 LA BT
K RAFBIER AT ik RIMAEAREITHE - st b R T 0 4
P8 A RIE B A S L35 R AR AT A 2 0 & BB 0 SRR S AR AL AR
ﬁﬁ&kﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@uﬂw%ﬁu

PR REEREB T FaerAE ) T AIAGSHE | B BAE R A AR HHEZ»Z
/\é@ r i%?@ﬁﬁj o B EIRFALAKRT R RGBHAR > F 1T ETEHEH XA
HETHEAGBRBIRALHAAEEHOBE A 0 Fi74 (Roozen &
Claeys 2010; Siemens et al. 2008; ZZRI% 2014) - &KX » &£ Knoll #2 Matthes
(2017) 9% » BARTHRRAES I3 L HERKRRFRTRAN
FEAE Py MEE - A RERFALBEMMATRE AT RE GG EE S
iR =1 18 B £M%2Ai%i%%ﬁ%mﬁ%%%% 75 Bp A& 4% Harmeling %
(2017) 8438 » AHEBRLBEAABEET - »ENEBME - S LB = Z P Ry
MBI ZFTEZM - AT T F0mE ) 81T AL ) AR LIFER L
A&y A (proximal factors) o {H4F i F 092 - A% BB ¥ 3 &AM RN
o HiRAE (B 1A 044 0 p < 0.001) A ME (BRIEMHEE L 03] p <
0001) #HEHEMUPESHAHRRE - LRUZFETRGMEN (RERADR =
0.54) RE » Sty EHAZHFTEBEGMBEN L 048 F7A A AP0 £15
fFESH (R = 039)  sL#E R &R AR MMmE L ALBEREYHURESER
20 PRAA KRS B H AR L AW ZHFER -
(=) W LEAZHFEREOTERT

AR FE WIS T A MR AE B AR B AT %% TR LA ZF TN ITE
BT o AT RERER  WRLANABEET 2> EZNEGBME - AREWHE
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HW RO AR RRIHMEARABRE R BHZER LA X TR -8
KR BALBE AR AT RAEIR T AR B EF TR B R M - RAM
SLARPAME » AR F B ) 5 A Ak B AL B0y X AR E #1474 (Shen et al. 2010) - b
4h > Cheung % (2009) & FuMiTsiey st R4sH > HRYERZHE T
(informational determinants) ¥131 54492 A -F (normative determinants) * 4% %9
BE B K A R e L LR E — b SHHTR N REATIRE o AT
RARIE IS T AR 0 LB > IR T RR TR BM MR I 2 4b » SHEey g
BT IR L AR ETEEEPEG T RE L -

FE IR AN ANEAFE &y 0 K MR 00 AR BT R AR ST A H 095
BERF 0 AT Z M RIS SR H 09 85 R (Cheung et al. 2009; Jensen et al.
2013) > 2 R A KA EOBABRLATAB TN X ZR 8 TR ERE
WORTHRELBEENTERAENR T  REYWRF] N IR EERGEAL
B % — (Jin & Phua 2014) - RHF R EHEIHTEI > #R 4 AAMEH PR3] A
MITEAECH GEE e E— P BB I AR LANTE L
B TP H AR G A B AR S S 032 (p<0.001) > HARS]HH G
e B EGE (B =015 p<0.05); it RIE4 @ AiETL NGB T
REARE TR T ) 0 BARHME R BB I S AR I LT
M — B o

WA A FRENBETE 2 FERNEN TN TRAZB Y NI
HF ARG 09 @A 0 i IR @) SRALIR K s S AR XA TR o AR LRk
AANBBAEMRNEMRZIAETNTART RN EnRA R HER LA
% 433746 (Thrash et al. 2010) ; #ABAZRE R e R A - ZBALN G (LD EL A
LK ARG G iy it ey # & (Ashforth et al. 2016) « %5 —Jr iy » {BAE 4L B & Bk
BN BRI ARG HE RS S > B MIE S SRILH A R S AT F 3 6Y
HAE o Lk AFTRTER 0 NEAIFMES BRAEM L ERE 0 LARES
B EARE H I L AT RO TE o B REFF 0 NAERIFT AL T AER A TN
IR o RS o e RRBIFTHERBEDE S 51 c ZERIF X
T BRI A AR RERFET AN B R  REATFE —F 0 2L L RS
RRRIERE X AS  FEF M AMEA TGO B ER T+ sk
Xiao ¥1 Benbasat (2007) #4448 -

Bois v BB RILE PR RPN AP E R BILE TS R
ATt e R B Mier hodcd > FLBETAERE AP EBHY
PROADAFLR - EIFATFR FHAF R AP BT TR 0 B A
B 2 B el (i 33 (Harmeling etal. 2017) « #7737 4t Wi A7 3 > Ak 24k
Wl ? SR AE T T HA L E o s RO IE 8- HIFEHHETIER 5

T
e
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aunly

Pk e RS gl HRE e T R ML F D 0§ T PR (A

BT AR o

(Z) BEAGHDERFE FTRM G THEZR

AR TR TRAR (PEBRMME) MER - RALBLETHEN AN
FE ORI — BRI Lo BRAE o WA HF R R B H AR - R B
FE B R B T RO K AR B KA 2B By 48 &4k R 2 HHE AL AR 04 B
& ¥ #F#aé (Shen et al. 2010) o &£ F 3R (information cascade) #4 i #% 48 741t
R o OS5 B BT AR AR 0 124 A BT AB R 4 2 SN A R
RGBT S ERER ARG H T TR REH A RYAE - @ X
AP AAMAT R BRI MEEFFRANER G RLGNHT 0 A
TR & T BT A 09384 fE % (Flynn 2005) -

H it AR EEIE R F RR AT - Heaik b6 A L TR RILRK
5512 o Sun (2013) #5b > S ERAGH MR ZLANDE T LG E 4
KHWITE  BAFTERRG XHFTHE  SRLERNH T ERRA FRARLEL L
92 R o Bugh 0 Shen ¥ (2010) £ JLoF & R P I AR B4 B B 094
EHEN > HMARIES F TR R KB ERR - Bk KX @%kE
A 3 04 48 5 B At e MA@ PR ST XA B e TR R - BRI A AR o K
FHERPERAFOIHEOHELR  BRMAMLESUBRET S > REETA
S 11 60 3 A 5 40 7 0 TR 2 A0S S AR A+ o B SRAG B 403 A5 5 T B B
HBE 5 R 0 R AR E SR S AR IR - AN R A e R R R
1% 0 B LA A FIAL L 0 3T 45+ B 4 A S BB E R RBA R - 5
Sh o e EARGEAE R R AOR T & 0 AR R AT S e R LA RS AR 4T
AP AG S - BT Y E KSR BT AR TR ERE] » RA S HE% L
ARAE R SE#R S - BRI IR G AN ZIFTH -

Ny X

= TEFHER

Bh AR ELSTEERBAEFEEHO TR E—RBAETH RN
R MR T REHELANGBEAFH o AT RTBERER - WMREANBRI N
MITIRBETEL BRI E XS W ENRE  ERPEHERLANIEE
FA o SLAERIEA M 4 ARET RMAFNFE N ARG RBT 4 0%
J& 31160 B 5 0 0L L B R L M I B AT AT K R F ek AR R 0 AR R SR e
| 4EEE 4 A R EmITIZ e (Cheung et al. 2009; Jin & Phua 2014 ) - A .
AU RARA IR EH AT G235 @M E SRt o T 3% F FAE AR a5k
AR T KB EAT 5 Blde o IR AL AR 58 4 AW iR ED) -
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ETHREHEZRORBBRTHAES XBF > RAHE G FERFFREA R
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