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Abstract

The proliferation of Internet has facilitated the rapid growth of virtual communities. Many
individuals participate in virtual communities for seeking knowledge to resolve problems at
work. However, without rich knowledge, virtual communities are of limited value. Motivated
by such concerns, this paper integrates the Social Capital Theory and the Social Exchange
Theory to construct a model for investigating the factor affecting people’s knowledge sharing
in virtual communities. This study is empirically validated through a survey with data from
members of one professional virtual community called Delphi K.Top. The results indicate that
Trust (Relational Dimension) » Knowledge Codification Efforts (Cost) * Enjoyment Helping
(Intrinsic Benefit) significantly impact intention to share both of explicit and implicit knowledge.
Identification (Relational Dimension) significantly impacts intention to share explicit knowledge
but insignificant effect on intention to share implicit knowledge. Finally, Social Interaction Ties (
Structural Dimension ) (Shared Vision) Cognitive Dimension (Reciprocity) Extrinsic Benefit »

insignificantly impact intention to share both of explicit and implicit knowledge.

Key words: Knowledge Sharing, Social Capital, Social Exchange Theory,Virtual
Communities
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R 443, (Internet) 49 PESHES R AT EBALBF R MRk - 24 WREB S A
SR BAREL T F R R o B R R AR S TAE Loy R o R BALRE S AR Y E ek
W& AR F B R T Rey > Bk o R BB R K BB A de fT (AL B Ak B 3 i g
oA Sk 5 & B (Chiu et al. 2006) © X #F22 + » Davenport and Prusak (1998) 3%
HBAM A BREEAS F L 5@ BFLRAEAGARNE B AR R BRELE
B & K2 oy SLAE /) AL B P R A B0 SR 2 & —BAFIRT0RA - £
BT o AT RE AL G IR H A BAE G E R H R MR BB T B E
P& B ik S B -

A€ X # 3% (Social Exchange Theory * SET) BAAFAAA G I T ah4iTS » &
AL Ry R KA F 8 K% (Blau 1964) - #e32 » BAITE (S *) 2 A8
KK HE (Benefits) AR IR A (Costs) #9—H 7% X (Molm 1997) - iBXFF %
5t o HFEIE e B AR EARR AR A By feidk oy F474 (Wasko & Faraj 2000; Markus
2001) -

R o AAGRIBEHTARBEALET BT EAITSE (8RR KRB E AR DR
R) ARG RALEACHEL T BEMBMANITEE R - SLERAF M S 0 EEAR
Af TR ER e BBAMAZIMMEIE kA S EAR Ly E
WemTZ o EBRAHL - ERAHEETEALH X > HIEBHEEEEHE L Py —F
TR — A EASER () - Bk RFRKALGE RIEHRAHLALE L
LR o

#& # K3 #% (Social Capital Theory » SCT) #3544 € & KB AN G & F 8
e gAY T mE LR THAE  THEBRL IR EREROTRRE
A (Adler & Kwon 2002) - #HiB % Fehsb& 28 0 3 m @5 M sk % KA
% % % (Lane & Lubatkin 1998 ) - %% Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) #§#& F K& &
L=AME > 5% (1) &HME (Strutureal dimension) (2) ¥4tk d (Cognitive
dimension) (3) R1%4# & (Relational dimension) ° AFF % 4% i Nahapiet and Ghoshal

(1998) #LE: » AFAL & A A =M i R F R AR Joihy T EM -

B @ KRB AF > M E 0 Lee (2001) ARAZFodhid 4% T 00 LB - 3T h o3l
Z 3 (representative) BER » Msed o s =4 (1) &K KT8 (Tacit) 32T &k
ATET  FIRARXF RAN K (2) Takweysh#a (Explicit) 4n3k ] & 7T A 2AZE
T ARAEXFRANEYFIR (3) FAAREZIMH » TRAZES » FRARXFER
A3t AR A RE S Fe 2k B % R (Implicit) %ok o #h R BB SRS E M5 - B R
BRIy FO L B LM ALTARRES » FIRAERAXFRILG I3
F o AH 23 ALee (2001) #9HREE - A4k R o & SN A%k (Explicit) vA BN [ 4m 3%
(Impicit) = H » € — PRI LHRAAR T A& @I MRS KA N RSk

HEEH

¢
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o bl 0 AT RESAG I HMAGE AES  BR EESMITRER
FEMEAEST X BITERAR > PEERAET UL AT TREBEETEELZRA
FHBhdk (MR- NIB) »Z 5 LA TGS FeyZ A RAES 20 L
MR SH -

A XBRIEE

— - MEBRHMEDZ

Davenport and Prusak (1998) #§4mik € £ 4 — A RAHL T 04268 Lo sH
4 AR LK 0 EHALER B ARFAYER - R REE 0 LR RK
M@ a3 B e & R aEP - SR R A AR AR T - LWABA B F T
I AEERAR - PUTHITEMR I P o Nonaka and Takeuchi (1995) %63 % ik ¥ 4e
WO EE > RARBL  RFLANE L EREA TR ;?T%Ftﬁ?iiﬂbrﬁﬁiéﬁéifﬁ“
77 < Joshi et al. (2007 ) %328k Xk » L0553k 7T >4 NS5k @8 Koz
Goah ok AR Sedk o~ A5 M Ae R AR M e 3R o Lee (2001) ARAE w3kl 4 %%%
2L R sedk 230 (representative ) HEA o AFsnik a4 =4 ¢ &k k76 (Tacit) Foik
ABIEAEET  FRARXF RN IR - TAR T4 (Explicit) ez Bl & 7T A
e HIRARX T RIAAEY Jodhm AN RHE N TRARES » FIRARX T R
e 3t AR R A6 &k B % W FE (Implicit) %ok o ABF IR 38R BALRE &0 3k o

TV ER LR PET P N mﬁa% Lo ARTAMES « i
VAR X F R I 53k o AREPolanyi (1966) - 1322 ik kT (Tacit) 89 iiFoE

— 8 X Eﬁkﬁ&ﬁ(%&%\ﬁm%JNm&umﬂ%wmﬂw%)c%%%i
T (tacit) 8943 TMAG) LA 2 e fndk 0 Sl SR EH (I LR - KA RK
ALee (2001) a9 %L » AF sk & 5 & sh#a 03k (BExplicit) A& N IE%03% (Impicit) R
B HALBE R B Sk F TR R EATIR S

oo Fa TR —BEA  BERE R B S i R ARG R 5 —EEA - B R A
“kuy %%, (Lee 2001; Ryu et al. 2003) ° sk 2 A FHRA B AR R EHTE
P By BLIRIAT L M 3t 45 S0 B 48 B & (Nonaka & Takeuchi 1995; Davenport & Prusak
1998) - B bkt b A AR R s 3k E A SR F 35 Mk AT 503k 8 32 (Sherif et al.
2006) - HAA s A %5}2\ RAEARE S AR E R - 23 FREE RS (McDermott
1999: Cross & Baird 2000) - &% A éﬂi@* B % (social issues ) ¥ fnik o Fhy842
FAREZF % (Ruppel & Harrington 2001 ) © A 4870 3 » KRBT R4 AL O & BATIR TR
BEALBE AR B fo ik B o

— - it ERXWEEHR (Social Exchange Theory * SET)
R LA G LB AN TS (Blau 1964) - & e fLa i 50k

=




o EEFENERRIBHRTERMLHAE O ZETRE 79

(Economic Exchange) WX M £ & A7 » A @ e PHEFHZA F LG RHER
o RRTARH T €AXAEN X7 = (Blau 1964 ; Kankanhalli et al. 2005) * =R Bp
B T BN EERE o SNAEMRE BB EREARE > BERIEES 0 Lk
Fo T Aoy E 324 E (Blau 1964)  Bf AL #E @ 3k b BT BE 09 R R IAME - MIE— R
(one—off) RHuy 4% (Molm 1997) ° fndk 5 F T4 4 — A& ka9 X (Fulk et al.
1996) - BLAMI MBS ML b - @ T T ook R A & 20 Ak E A A R H = Moyt
I mHER A RRA 2 F A € T ol R b 0 SRR AR HO7 T AR e I HOT AR 0 BT
A Fo sk B R S PTRE 6y 2 —AE R B4 (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) -

Homans /& 1958 5% & “#& X #474" (Social Behavior as Exchange) - #%&#1%
R EAE IR (Emerson 1962) ° Homans (1958) &AM L 8iT 4
A — R BLABA T ReYBAZ - MAH (tangible) A & &K (intangible) # & R L4

GR— YR AT RBLBRTRETRG—FTREEL AT IBER > BT

AL R A (costs) MmAE4FE IR 6 — 77 RoT A A& B ol s & R BT AR & &3 &
(benefits) (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) * £ LB F » SEAF LML R KA HZE R
o AR RBA L E  EEH RN B EFE TR (Blau 1964) #3520 BAAT
&y R e R KRB A BT DR AN —HE 7 X (Molm 1997) - ABEHFR T > ffk
AR E L AL E o FEIIE Ik 3 A R EKR AR HA SR TR 5 A B 8B e
W F478 (Wasko & Faraj 2000; Markus 2001) » #5ME F E T4k k@ 3 98 L 4e ik
(Kankanhalli et al. 2005) -

& IR E

FAEE S AR IR - R A T T ARG RA (Molm 1997) ° & R ALE
WME—FEMRER —FETHRATE AR > BOIRR > HARBERE  HBERERR
EF ook Eob AT B % 0F ] (efforts) (Ba et al. 2001; Markus 2001) » q 33 4¢3 0¥
BT AL & — ARG R A - B &R R AR A £ MEIFR LS T 4% (codify) &l
7 — T A6 & A A8 ¥ R BN 09 T4 (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) » 44w : /Jui)iﬁﬁéié‘]iﬁ@ﬂ o
fe % H % 0 Orlikowski (1993) # 88T » B & %K ARk s L E R ek
R ABERA @m%%i%ﬁﬁ%ﬁm%ﬁ%ﬁaEWXTE%%iﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ
ARAE A TegEARFE - Goodman and Darr (1998 ) 45 i » ek ARk 1% > R T A6 LA 4T
B8 41 04 B P 3 S R A H AR — B R A L B -

AR HEEmT 0 ARAET EWEANMITL OB E T (Deci & Ryan
1980; Vallerand 1997 ) -~ 4 7T [& %% M £ 38z (extrinsic benefits) & W %4z (intrinsic
benefits ) ° YMERL 3 AR A AMAFTA T BT RIET T 09385 > Blde: B G oy 285 Wmm
FEEHGAMES BB ZREE NAKRZRARANMAIARSY NAFT AL > flde
B & W Bt APT A £ 3% R (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) ©

R¥EBlau (1964) t9F % » B 2 A XK B - Hendriks (1999 ) 3.2 sm k¥
HE»FRHwE  MEABALZRNEE  midrEHFR > F L% AARLE
FE4F 4 AW 8 (Connolly & Thorn 1900; Kollock 1997 ) ° Rheingold (2000) 3% /& &
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AR R BRI A FARAFHATEF T 0 PR F LA 0 A
WEFHRY 0 AMAER LR TRk A5 A Z 2% i (Wasko & Faraj 2000) © £
EHMETERPEGRANEEREMELRS E (Wasko & Faraj 2005) ° FA4#
Z R REEFEMAHAfE ) Fe9 L (Bock et al. 2005) ° ZEFAFF > ZERE
oGk F00RBA SEEFEM% (Chiu et al. 2006) ° 426 L B 2¥50M ek
IRERNE -5 —F > £MEBRALHEMANGERERLT > BT AT
P 7E by 4 (Krebs 1975; Smith 1981) » #5hBh AR R A AR 14T % 6094 (Wasko &
Faraj 2000) - Davenport and Prusak (1998 ) %2 #|#uiT 2 T H Bh7# sk »F » Wasko &
Faraj (2000) #F % 45t - @8 A5 Lo Fodkny > @GR TARS AT 8 MK
PFh R o B RYFE 1T e s by i R R A B AT A A 89 9 72 844 (Constant et al. 1994 ;
Constant et al. 1996 ; Ba et al. 2001 ) - &% #F %+ > Kankanhalli et al. (2005) #Ff %£4§
o AR B AT B AR R R B 3 A Rk 09 & o T Wasko and Faraj (2005) #9
BRI EABANER ARSI S FAMEMY (helpful) Foik - Bk > &
JEBAEBE R B AR R ARG PR b AT AR @A RS Ry F A -

F o &Rk RIFRSBIARA-J0RBIR S  SPERB-ZE - NAKRS-%
AN REITHAEG M E -

= it=E&F X (Social Capital Theory » SCT)

G ERR T HAGTEEBourdieu (1977) #4 > AR5 H A RZMEAMN G L1
PERY MR PT R RAF BN R B AR R B S B H RE L0 Z 05 BORE B AR PT A&
ayiE T 44 A & L - Bourdieu (1985) #—H#H @ H A MAES HREELAZ T —
LA AY » R RREATREFMGRE 5 — BE TG ETREFE
ROHMFE - T2 TEALFRYTEZSEFE (closure) HAE » AT AL -
Coleman (1990) MA® A A RERE K HETEAECLS T RELF ML - Bk
TREBBRARBOFCITE  ARLETAARAL —RGELAARTERPHA R FBA
MAZ M 28 BITHTRETMG G AR RL R B RERINZ A
#2 o Putnam (1993) 247 € & K LA @ R0 > plie 8% - Mo AL G/
TR A B A 3 6 #p AL A1 o Adler and Kwon (2002) - RiFi@ L ZHHAEGTE AR
oM EREMSE=AER R 0 (1) 34 F A (External Social Capital ) © A& VA
A2 B2 IR EREH NPT R e B2 494 - (2) N3R489 F A (Internal Social
Capital ) @ A IAMER ~ L5 ~ FRREOOME R & B - IRATAFRE Rk B Moy B2 &4k -

(3) P/4MEr4e&E A (Internal/External Social Capital ) @ & AMEASLALRE & h 32 o 7
BEIR ST E RS # S8 AT 0 Ak AR 4848 > DA RBERE R B M ey R 4% - A REBIRIHE R
BWALBF AR B S0k o FERE » RARRE S BT - KSR B B BGPTSR e Z E a4 - A
BAABAGG IR Sk F R 0 Ak RIFRATIRT 02 W/ MR T AR R -

TEEAER
Ak & & AHTE 0 B AT &€ % 0 Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) #9it&F A =&




o EEFENERRIBHRTERMLHAE O ZETRE 81

BAMKRTENE X AERBLHRNECERACRSL  —RHGER i
A BERE AR T - B ®E (Strutureal dimension) ~ #@4e#kd (Cognitive
dimension) -~ K124 ®&@ (Relational dimension) = B @ kg E4ba & A @ LA %HE
B4 [E1] Aw -

HEEA MO TATEwEKY - LosEE  HAEMTAN  HERAE SR
71 MR BIRER B M akse o EmARAFOFETAR  AFET ARG
Bl S0 G AR GIIF (Access) ~ &6/ K EEARBMMZ (Anticipation
of Value) ~ & &/ #%% B X KoyE# (Motivation) & &894 (Combination
Capability ) ° #&4%Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) #& & Rey=1(At & (1) LHEG :
AR A A AT B RE ol B ARk KR Roig s ik 4E BT 3R B Y Rk 0l BB 4 3 L RR
(configuration) ° i 3boT 5 R =B R4y © 438k 45 (network ties) ~ 4938 #1 78 (network
configuration) ~ ¥ #% A #413% (appropriable organization) (2) R4eiidy @ Rietk @A
BAPT A AT R — B AMARAAHFHNEARRE  BEREX -
PP AR NPT A BASS Fp R A A O -3 AR RE - SR R
EABRSOAETER - M E T ok @3y 0 R FEE S #4598 (Shared Lanageage
and Codes) ¥4k ¥ (Shared Narratives) (3) Fia#h&E @ 52 WAM KM Z & ™4
B ROGABRG » BE AN 2 Eag AR 0 Flde @ TRBME - MG 24
1% o BB M E B REL > ERETPELITE - DEE Ty REERG 4
(Trust) ~ #3% (Norms) ~ #&# B (Obligations) ~ 3%F]B (Identification) -°

HEER ———— FRERESETHR AlEFHIEREA
e - SRS
R A RN
ERse ST MRS
B T /
agmam A
/ o G REEEA
o S :
Yy BB
SHEEERTR BillEa s
S WY OREREREE /
LK o
i
Hi Y
I A

E1: tEEFEEEREFENX

A#HR © Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998 )

HEEAH R E AN RAADE BT ERAL - LA RBEH BT E R
W) A RIR A B R BALBE R B 00 seik o TR 0 B R RIS A K&
B A EE F L FRA -
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(1)

(2)

(3)

—

o %

Ak HNEERALRET S 0 R B MR by R R AL T ke R R A 0 Bl R
Bogady  BATEA > foRB@BRey R BEAFRIEE > REWMEZHZEL LM
##% (Langerak et al. 2004 )  Tsai and Ghoshal (1998 ) %4 &84t € Z B fefk L P
W —FHER R —FER > B RO EREE S Ty % (Chiu et
al.2006) ° E > AFFRHKMN "e LBk | REER—HEE -

M54k & : Blau (1964) 241 1E 249 469X % » Nahapiet and Ghoshal
(1998) AL EEEMHMGARERS  AMBBEEMR T me s - B LR
¥ AR AR A AL R B 403k £474 (Ridings et al. 2002; Chiu et al. 2006) ©
oAb 0 SRR HAA S SLAL R 09 FBR BA 3 Bl 1% (Bergami & Bagozzi 2000; Dholakia et
al. 2004)  RFIAZE B4R Sk 1724 (Chiu et al. 2006) © H b @ KFFRFE
A TEE ) TRE ) EREREE R o

%M ¢ Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) 3.4 & 44k B M#EA L B 69 B 0¥ - 12 T
PR IT L o B BAR P B T AL O IRAE 0 I I H R ARG HAN R B ALEE
e RBMSFERRGBEAR  BEAERE TR ZoENEE 0 WAL SR
2 %474 (Chiu et al. 2006) * Hit - AFFRIHA " RBEEF ) B EREEIL—H
W AEAA L RBFR AL Z ek 0 BIEE-5E  SREA AR
w-EF R REITHAGE RGEE -

2~ RFE
REiEE
AR B SRR SR S 1 0 AP A SRR T AR R S RSN
R BANMAPERBRAF B> T EHE > AATTRREAT IO R EHILE

B E T AR #F AR A e B 257 7 ¢

EETEITE 58] (AR T FRAE

B2 : EiEE (Research Model)
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Z-MHARER RELEREGE

A REAOLIEAET LG R 545 RF -~ AREF oGBS LR 4
ABA - S KER S T EBAR R E Sk F LR o $OARTE & B A8 B SURk e &
oA RREATZHRMEAR - AR LT @ ERHKM Likert LEERZ TR - #7
*TIHFRE, ANRK TEFTTIRE ) AT > SUANT AR FilldeTF -
(—) & EF:EA (Social Interaction Ties )

RYBHEMELIRS T ES > B M A ARG R REREE®AK
(Larson 1992; Ring & Van De Ven 1994 ) ° Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) # 3 4-€ Z $pik &
I3 s R R R e AR L - HANERAERE T T 0 R B M4 o R AR AE 5 Rk
PoHEk L > B R B A  BATE R SR EERY A o A EH Ry TR
o e T Bk 4 0 G 5 sk B 6 sn ik a9 BF (Yli-Renko et al. 2001 ) VA B Gk =
(Tsai 2002) * Wasko and Faraj (2005) #BEEHHEETEB PG L REES
A MR 3 B R A A SR RR 69 F (volume ) Z A AM% » Chiu et al. (2006) # B4t
& I By ik K ER3 OE ) ) AR BEALER R B se i 9B E (quantity) o Bk o KA ESIH
o AR E B A TR
Hla: s Bt " A& A&k sd | ARG @ BEN T ks TEM ) RAMAS -
Hib: R Bk T @ z sl | REMG > D T NS FER ) BEMAS -

e EERLE 0 KB (network ) TARY M ZiBAG 28 Z 4 & EILELE (Burt
1992 ; Putnam 1995 ; Wasko & Faraj 2005) - Granovetter (1973 ) 3% .& B8 M a4 ik &
B TR ZEEFM (amount of time) -~ 1R % & (emotional intensity ) ~ #FA2HE
(intimacy ) "A & Z 2 Ak#5 (reciprocal services) S vaB4F# A £ & o H > RIFNA
LI AR A AT LIHRE | AEFRB BN A EAEE c HEMES
#Tsai & Ghoshal (1998) - Chiu et al. (2006) Ff4 /& a8 » #AE1L L - Rl 09 AAT
H4 A e

(Z) 1E1F (Trust)

FEHMATAERIE P AMKREREET HECA > A2 ERIKNIRE > AN
% F 385 (Blau 1964; Luhmann 1979) » G EBHER » AMKRAE TREE 401

3 F %% (Gambetta 1988; Fukuyama 1995; Nahapiet & Ghoshal 1998) - i# %3 % #F %
# (Gambetta 1988 ; Ring & Van De Ven 1992 ; Putnam 1993 ; Ring & Van De Ven 1994 ;
Fukuyama 1995 ; Putnam 1995 ; Kramer & Tyler 1996 ) %3 B4z 4£ BlAZ A2 4k & » A AAM
ARG ERKFART L FHAEGEREZY L B4 FHEEGDEHARLTR
Rk Sy AL R o M ARIF L EE S A1 FTAE 1 (Tsai & Ghoshal 1998)  © /e 4w 3k #F 73k
A L+ Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) 2.5 & 5 /E0 BAA R & 5 © AP EK FHok
R#f 4 Kankanhalli et al. (2005) 3 4eika FAE T ook ¥ —MIEF1EH
Fo Bk B RRH A BAEF B M A% - Huang et al. (2005) #9#F 88  Hh B R RS Hd ik
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FAT AR BFEFE - Chowdhury (2005) e9#F REAT @ Rse A AR B R AR
WS IERHMR B Br TEAREAOBE - Bl - KA EIRE > AP RIEZHAT
1R -

H2a: s Bkt T1542 ) MG > BIH Toh sk 5, A5 -

H2b @ sk Bk T34 ) AREAG > BIHN TSRy 28R &5 -

Mayer et al. (1995) RAFGBERFEA S Ha » £&4 S (ability) - RE
(integrity ) #2-%%& (benevolence) ° Mishra (1996) A& E/EZL K G TR T 3|
#% % (vulnerable) 8y THEM » ME4ERR B ES 1 (1) 48155 (belief) #75 A4Fas&E
(good intend ) A KR ¥ AR (concern) (2) ¥ %45 (competence and
capability ) (3) #8125 LT3t (reliability ) #9 (4) 4812 # 7 L3 3%, (openness) °
B AFFRE R T4 HALBER B M A ZAE 02 o 7 F B % F Tsai and
Ghoshal (1998) * McKnight et al. (2002) - Ridings et al. (2002) - Chiu et al. (2006 )
Pat e v A28 > BAEAL b > RIB ey AZEZTAS A -

(=) &8R (ldentification )

Kramer et al. (1996) #fR4GH > AR HFR 2 ARF N O O BERY
W o i i e S T o Lewicki and Bunker (1996) 3% .2 %8 2% 6938 F) 1A% T YA o
RAReh e TR SR o Bk » Nahapiet & Ghoshal (1998) 3.2 3% F] R
B BAR G ERE S iR R L S F K > ARG R LRE RIS H e fie
Sy TARASHE - MAHABENREARE » FE K B 548 (Bagozzi & Dholakia 2002;
Dholakia et al. 2004 ) ~ «LEA 33 B ALAE R A #9403 F (Chiu et al. 2006) ° b o Kb
EAEE A RIEFHATRR
H3a: R B "32F ) FEAS > BIHN T EmEs TE5m, MG o
H3b @ mk Bk T32 R G » BAIHA T NEARs TEm, A -

ARG RERAS A SR LA — B > IFRP B8 (Dholakia et al. 2004) -
Ashforth and Mael (1989) A &AFRAAR B I T LA R —FEHRE » X2 —
AL B AR 0 %0 - Ellemers et al. (1999) #RRA > A=k R £ (1) A4
%% (cognitive component) : R4 {EAZL L EATHL YR E — 8 &KEFHE (self-
categorization) ° (2) & %% (emotional component) : 1AM REAZNZALCELRY P
— MR R3# (affective commitment) ° (3) 3#E &% (evaluative component) @ 34L&
REREPT B % B 09 I Sk A @ a9 MR — FFBE X A F (group-based self-esteem) © H L
At R & "RE ) HEAAABFOEE - B o FHE AT o % B A 4 # Bagozzi
and Dholakia (2002) - Dholakia et al. (2004) - Chiu et al. (2006) ik 4278 » 321
bk - R EHYRAT A4 A -

(P0) #£FEEEE (Shared Vision)
Tsai and Ghoshal (1998 ) 324 3t B KA & & 404k % B ML Rl ey B AR M0 & » & 8k
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B R #EA LR AR AR T AR SL YT S 0 R BAR P HE T AR YRR 0 G e Rk
AReGM e o ARRBARZRFENF > ATARLTRIGRESGBLEEME B
b A TREHAAE A - E I 33k o H 4500k 0 Cohen and Prusak (2001) i —F32
&y 0 R BRI AR AL TR B LR B &S IIEE - B ey &
YERE - REAFR B> ARG BIE A& BRFERE THR>F &
i 3G e sk F 09 R F M B (Chiu et al. 2006) ° FH b o B E i - AT RIES
HIA TR

Hda : A8Fp Bkt T RRIEF ) RAMAS > B HN T EeRs ZEMm, MG -
Hab : #A8F % B4tk TR @m ) AN AHA TNEeEs T8/, A5

RIEA LHE - RoFR R T ARBET ) S5 EAHEFNERBFTLE —BEHE
oY bo ik o 78 B 4 % #Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) ~ Chiu et al. (2006) P4k 6y R878 » 32
YEALE - RlE ey AR A3 A o

(&) FH#mE DN (Knowledge Codification Effort )

Cowan and Foray (1997) & &% % 1% (Knowledge Codification) & %wiki% 5
T XF Rk Bk —EBEE AR TR EAL SEAARKARG T K
(Hall 2006) ° %2z %3%.w /1 (Knowledge Codification Effort ) 45 649 & 18 A 4 5% %o 3%
Z Sodk B P AT B ey B F ¥L4% 7 (Kankanhalli et al. 2005 ) < Orlikowski (1993) #F % #8
T o BAFE R A AR A 0 £ RRA TR ML B R AR 0 B 5 E R S PT AT
By BF R LR A AR T LI 8 0 W HRL AR B T MEARF R © Goodman and Darr
(1998) 5 » fedk BREAZ A% » BT AL L 2B AT th B 1 04 0 Rl $ Jo 3kl B 1E i — F 3 WA
4% 8 - Kankanhalli et al. (2005) #F 728877 2 F 43l e B T3l R b - b ok Bl

T A BEMEERKEIRT 0 %R EATAT R R0 o Bk o KA B
Wit o AHF R T RATIRR ¢

HSa : & B #H# Taeidlimiz o ) BAAG > BHN T ERRS> ZEE ) MK -
H5b @ R B #7r Thedlipie ) ) REMG > BHA T NEE > ZER ) AL -

RAFEA EHHE o KRFARER "B BpBECH ) BEARHIE R EATE > P H0
N R g AR 7 6 ST o 7 P & S # Orlikowski (1993) - Goodman and Darr (1998) -
Kankanhalli et al. (2005) Fi# /& eyA878 » 3pAE4L L - Rl B ey A8 A5 A4 -

(7<) HEE=E (Reciprocity )

Blau (1964) 45 it @i P H LR AF R A RHAL 0 RRAHH T T
XA ETER - AT > MATL LT AR KR KX E (Benefits) AR
B A (Costs) B9 —A% X (Molm 1997) ° KB TE > IMEMN Ak G AL LA
feskia b — M KX (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) ° 4ok BB H & F e ey sk > TREFEST
7 % (Reciprocity ) #k# > BPowsk Bk H A AR H B A 5 KiF » L@ HF LAWY
(Connolly & Thorn 1900; Kollock 1997 ) ° Rheingold (2000 ) 322 7 & #t 4L #F ok B & 3
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HOeA » EAFHNE BT o TR RS A8 o B o K EF)%
o RHF RIS R A TR
Hé6a: e BH#» T2 &  REMG > BIHA T4 By E£Em, 45 -
H6b : R E#HW "TZ & | AZEHS AN "TNSRy TE5HE /G -

RIFA LR AR E R TR | BEAEEBEY > Fhedlth  MHREGHEST
By ag1E & o #7% P& 4% Wasko and Faraj (2000) - Kankanhalli et al. (2005) Ff#/& )
RE o BeAEAL L o Al e ES A4 A -

(t) #5485 (Enjoyment Helping )

Blau (1964) & b @ kb % 7 A F R LR RN - AR T e
XAEHW XB/TEIR - AT RIBLY  BATLRELEE KR RKHE (Bm&m)u&ﬁ$%
A (Costs) 89—#H X (Molm 1997) ° K ZTEMIAEEN AKX S Bh TN Bh A
Mk s —F8H X, (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) ° 4 %MA%WE& Eﬁé%ﬂ%
BOREA  MmAINAT AR A A G BB AR AEMARGERERT 0 FHRAREE N
Fe oy 544 (Krebs 1975; Smith 1981) ° Wasko and Faraj (2000) #F % 45 & - {H8% £ 4854
P Frde o SRR TARALAMATE MEFHT - BT Ao b oh % 2R AR %*ﬂﬁ
AT & b N 844 (Constant et al. 1994 ; Constant et al. 1996 ; Ba et al. 2001 )

B oo A EFIE 0 RS R E AT RR
H7a : B B T 4ABA | REMEG » B T s n 53 @Jﬁﬁo
H7b : A% B T @0 Bh A | AREMG > Bl T N eEs £5m ) A5 -

&m

ﬁf&i%ﬂ’$ﬂ%i%rm%%AJ@AEﬁﬁ¢IA’%ﬁ%?%%A%ﬁ
iR~ WrbLey e o & B & 4 Wasko and Faraj (2000) - Kankanhalli et al. (2005)
%%@%é% BAEILE - B E R RAIA A4 -

5 FH

KA R Gt 7 ik £ B Ay & F 7 % (Partial Least Squares, PLS ) ¥ & #F %
B ) A # 5 A7 © PLSZ — A& 7 A28 X, (Structural Equation Modeling * SEM ) 4~
Vit TR HRBRFELALZABREAY  ARFRHEATARZ EHBEA - PLS
Aadg A A AR 7 A2 X i i 5 0 PLSAE®E: (1) PLSA 2 A 1 5 Ao fi 3% oy IR 4
(Wold 1982) - (2) PLSEH VE ek R PP T i 4742 X 89 547 (Anderson & Gerbing
1988 ; Chin 1998 ; Bock et al. 2005) * Mk A# 520%F (3% ABootstrap %) * Rtk A
#AF150%F 200% 2 M (Chin & Newsted 1999) © 3b4h » £ Bock et al. (2005) #F %
oo EISMERL AR T EATPLS &M AT - LA RAFOITARIL R (3) PLST R R kit
(reflective ) ¥ i (formative ) &M R, (Bock et al.,2005) % o b £ FHR - 1
B SR ZE R (Bollen & Stine 1992 ; Johansson & Yip 1994 ; Bontis 1998 ; Wixom &
Watson 2001 )
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WA R RIAFO A L145 > AR BBEROX TR EELZTFTRIE » Z A
LISREL (Linear Structural Relations * 42 ME&EMHEM AR ) A AT - HABLIAH K » B &
SRLAFSREFTRERAGELR > MPLS BT 8 A B RAR R B R4 - H AR
IF ey FaR AR FERE /1 (Wold 1982; Anderson & Gerbing 1988 ) °

By b 0 AFF % ASmartPLS 2.0 (Ringle et al. 2005) #E & £ &4 T B - % —
PEPLEATAl A (Measurement Model ) % #7 > # 2 A#F % L A15 £ (Reliability ) #2
O (Validity )  #F A% k0 B AB T X » 1RBollen and Stine (1992) # 3%
% A BootStrap R & Ak » A7 7 % » R E I (resamples) 500184k & (Bollen & Stine
1992) - HILAAA SO FA M o SEAFLE RBATIF NI A -

— EBHEREZREAN

At % & vADelphi K. Top & 4t n 3k ALBF A%, B & 5F 4% 64 © Delphi K. Top& & % 40 & &
¥R BALFE AL 0 £ P33 #Delphi/BCB (Borland C++ Builder ) #2 X, 2% 334 - 20024
3A108 &L » 2008412 &1k » A G HHXA6EIT 24 RETRAFFHKE
Rk F4 > BESER MBI RARFEARE GARFERNEBZNEYT
Z & Borland Taiwan ‘B 7 49 B 3 5 64 F L 4guk =2 — o

AFFRAF R EREBE AFAE S X FAEIM A2007F12 A 188 £20084F2 A 18
Hab - AR AR EAZEL G ARRLEEN RO E BARLEERRIIAFRELE
P& o B &P R4k FIPHPSurveyor » BRI H3A G M A% > BRI IFHRAZIAT E
FZ B ERE 0 LR T FAIHERZIR - A RARETHELEL
% ik 8 (missing data) ° f&#ETabachnick and Fidell (2000) #2 /44L& #F > Mk i
AR EE 1812 0 48ST A B & 145 1y o RFFRARIEA sLoh e M & AT 4T A A
SN ERL (1) MR AT B 488.97% © B LT 4n 0 KBFR YRR B
BHAEES o (2) & AT R L20~298 % % » F1246.90% (3) % FARE :
SR HEFRELERSE (£) K5 W %62.76% (4) NGB @ HAR P G
BERFMI3SFA LA R % 0 e 540.69% (5) Prad : AP A LEEE RS @ Lhls
91.72% °

—EE®BE

A B A & 5 #7% (Confirmatory Factor Analysis * CFA) - £ 12 E AR5 %
a4e 2t (1) &8 H % & 45 (factor loading) >0.5 (Fornell & Larcker 1981)
(2) m412 414 (Composite Reliability * CR) (Werts et al. 1973) % X30.7 (Fornell
& Larcker 1981 ; Chin 1998) - #a&12/Z 1 (CR) #a#LCronbach's affi# (Bock et al.
2005) - ARAEER RIS AL o AT F IR A 414615 L L Cronbach's a R A] © &2 A4
#r#AEE R - COD1 ~ COD2 ~ COD4 B LAZAE F & 458 R K05 #F ARk - EH7
a¥rtgde [ K1) Prw o RoFebmed &5 (CR) # K809 @ & 615 & X70.7
B R 0 A — @ PR A% Cronbach's afi i 0.7 A L &6 L KR E
AR LA — RAZL 09 3 — Bk -
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= WEER

& e iTdk s E (Convergent Validity ) #8] » e E A in &K & T34 R3¢
I % (Average Variance Extracted * AVE) 1878 X5*0.5 (Fornell & Larcker 1981; Wasko
& Faraj 2005) oo BFELER > AR FHYEEERE (AVE) FHGERME
i RTREEB RSB H ARG  BREATFREE LA — LA RS -
ST 8 REAT A R 1PTF o Mm% 2% (Discriminant Validity ) #&4%Fornell and Larcker
(1981) #ERA MGGy FH 8 REFERE (AVE) 69-F F4& (square root) W& FH#h
v LA AR a6 AR B AR o o R2BER AT R AT AR AR SR - Hab R AR e AR
RAFHYE R -

=1 MRBEIE

g HEAAE | B EameE |abs1EE (CR) | Cronbach'sa |F3 4 3% RE (AVE)
SILI 0.756
Bk 4k SIL2 0.8449
0.9058 0.8692 0.7077
(SIL) SIL3 0.8945 2 0
SIL4 0.8268
TRUI1 0.8928
. TRU2 0.904
- TRU3 0.7145 0.9176 0.8872 0.6914
(TRU)
TRU4 0.8386
TRU5 0.8542
IDEI 0.9127
A IDE2 0.9138
94 0.92 8192
(IDE) IDE3 0.8907 0.9477 9267 0-819
IDE4 0.8988
VISI 0.9118
2 5] BE
VIS2 0.941 0.9298 0.8868 0.8154
(VIS)
VIS3 0.9293
ik 3G A COD3 0.8584
92 8804 .
(coD) COD5 0.7316 0.9266 0.880 0.8638
RECI 0.7548
5% REC2 0.8853
0.9018 0.8555 0.6972
(REC) REC3 0.8506

REC4 0.7966
HELLI 0.8722
HEL2 0.8486
“#aNph A . . .

gehgh A (HEL) HELS 08773 0.9442 0.9211 0.8088

HEL4 0.8862

ESAIl 0.9336
shEEFn ik - F & BA | ESA2 0.7895
} 904 7802
(ESA) ToA3 09037 0.9339 0.9046 0.780
ESA4 0.9128
ISA1 0.8791
NEsesha 5 | ISA2 0.846
0.9336 0.9051 0.7785
(ISA) ISA3 0.8388 ? ?

ISA4 0.887




by
H-
+>}

it BIRIE SRR E R B A D ERRR 89

&2 BEZHERBO TR

SIL TRU IDE VIS COD REC HEL ESA ISA
SIL 0.84 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRU 0.16 0.83 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
IDE 0.37 0.53 0.90 0 0 0 0 0 0
VIS 0.14 0.46 0.59 0.90 0 0 0 0 0
COD 0.02 -0.13 -0.04 -0.14 0.92 0 0 0 0
REC 0.05 0.29 0.4 0.53 0.02 0.83 0 0 0
HEL 0.20 0.44 0.53 0.61 -0.03 0.66 0.89 0 0
ESA 0.05 0.40 0.43 0.39 0.10 0.39 0.59 0.88 0
ISA 0.12 0.55 0.51 0.46 0.07 0.47 0.70 0.73 0.88
A
1. A& gkt (SIL) ~ 124 (TRU) -~ &F (IDE) ~ #£RBAE® (VIS) -~ &l
(coDp) » Z % (REC) - %5 hA (HEL) -~ 4Ma%e3 77\?% (ESA) ~ WEEm#Ea %%
# (ISA)
2. HARMLTHELIMRE (AVE) Z-FFARM -
3. JFH A A K S H R ey AR B AR B
4 FR B R 0 L AL EZ KA H A4

- R R A S

AHF R A A SmartPLS #4745 44 (Structural Model) %47 » 4H 3 R&F AL A 2
BRBAITRIE - BN BERWEZHT - k¥R m s HELHELE 4 2R
B R GBIESH R EAPAHNEE S T TR EES (RY) &
42.34% » N IE Sy FEBGAES (R?) 460.00% ° *%%—Jr AATEER SR
BB IFRLME » BN RS -

&3 AR R AR

BBAZ B3R AR B t4h3H % R
A AR RSN E 5B Hla -0.1421 1.6260 TR L
G BB RG> NIRRT TR Hib -0.0893 1.5967 TR
fEE— I RSk £ E A H2a 0.1471 1.9112%* S
fEHE— NS5k £ LM H2b 0.2949 4,429 S
AR sME Sk S F TR H3a 0.1890 1.4977 R
AR WAy £ T H3b 0.1450 2.0223% AR
3 5] B s — S B S vakéa\%‘iﬁﬁﬁ H4a -0.0323 0.3868 R
AR 7 NSy £ 5 H4b -0.0707 1.0742 T AR
%usé’zéﬁ%#;%m T — 9N B Fn ﬂ\i ] H5a -0.1531 2.1836% G, S
Fod iR S S — NS0 £ T H5b -0.1313 1.7019% S
B R sk £ EHE H6a -0.0531 0.6053 TR
R oNEmEs £E5E H6b -0.0173 0.2563 AR
BhFh B A IR Sk oy B R H7a 0.5154 506307 5
BN NS SR F E A H7b 0.5723 6.8437+%% % S




90 ENEERR F+/\B F=H
HEER
Ti7777777777777777777777777777777
L emmE BRHFRSE mawm |

|

|
| [eemme ] [ @mE || mm [ [ sewa |

S~ C S PRI P

TS S e, S P st
r— _7“1_‘31_ omai_ o _-;5;1?\_ _,’-0.0173 B 5 Sy - _i
| (2.183 (1.7019) ©0.605%) /(02563 Hizgy |
|

|
} |
| e SHEERR PITERE :
b |

it A

B3 : MEEX RIS R

1B~ B HER
— RRERT®

AR R 2B RITALBER B AL AR A @ SR D B AL - HAALEE N S kS
FEBHE - AREREAT  4EERRY > ALEBRRARL » A BERATRL © 2%k
SHEMER Y B & RIBATIR - AR R I T
(1) fsthdm » b @ Lo A2 HA MR NS4k Y T HAA EQ M BE 278

% © Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) #F %45 » A @ Z Bk e A2 Z @RI B ER 4

BB BB E L R N0y R R E S 6 A1F7 5 Chiu et al. (2006) #F %45

B0 A Bk HA B R B > F el T (quality) ERBAFE > BMAEEZH

WMEEE—F 2 RERET ROLAHRERAAEPEEHE it eE

WARECEBEERES FaE0 T o Bk RAOFRMH B R A G AL

LA SMAR ARy T ERAAFERE > TRAAAGLZH L GEIEER

RSN AR oy FEH
(2) £ E  SEREZIA NSRS FERAREVE SRR ERY> TE

A BRPIBAEDE - T oo AFFR B ML EREMG  HARS FTER

Mo BEFRIGE  ABFNRBHEEEHA RS FIT LA ALY BE

(Ridings et al. 2002 ; Hsu et al. 2007 ) ; {248 feidk o F69H (quality) A

FA% %% (Chiuetal 2006) ° FoASBRIF A AT Z OB RER -
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(3) % — &R E R > BRI G MR ER> EERTES > Hb N
o3k FEBA BAEDE - Chiuetal. (2006) #F7RA5 & » BE A& 8 o F 403k
098 (quality) 3 FRHE > FMHRBRBIIEE—F oM L& RET » RRAZER
DEEPEEHE BREARALEZCEHEERPES> T - Bk AR

HH o BERBREHNMES ZEEREERE > TRAZRRECEHEESY
By BR sk E KA o

(4) epsod » LFBEZHAINBEHENE RS> £E % LH8EF - Tsai and Ghoshal
(1998) #FRAGH - RFREFNRE GRIGBEEIE  FEABEEREELARK
P36 E R AL & S 69 £]F7 5 Chiuetal. (2006) #F 5245 & » & BB % #AM4E 85 % B
o> F ke (quantity) E AR > EMAERBERMGEEE— S b > L& RA
T ARBEEAERABEFZECE  BHEARNBETRECLUEESES>
HFHes g o Mok o REF R o AL R B L BB RARE HA MR N SRk £ B
FERFRR > THRALNBTTEOEEMGEIBAINEORS FETH -

(5) ERAm RGBT AREHMI BERNERBEr TERAREIDE - T
Fo oo S BIRC NAREMG 0 HA M EBE NS SRS S REAMAK o @& RS
o HA R ERRE N T 0 SRRk A S 0FE (efforts) (Ba et al. 2001;
Markus 2001 ) ; Goodman and Darr (1998) # % » Bk Feikx 1% » R 7T AL 84T
B0 oy B B SRR VR — SR AL B o B b 0 SR AR AR TS JA G RE R
W HedmaEas  A—EWHET o ARG SZ TR LN RER -

(6) shedk s ZRmAREHANEINIELBH > FTERPETBFE - Wasko and
Faraj (2000) #7248t » A R4RALBEF - ik B E R EZRIEF T By EA S L1 3]
Z % o Wasko and Faraj (2005) # %45 BEH T THER Y > ZRHMHFHRAM
(helpfulness) 420:%3&7{: ﬁ:ﬁi% ° Chiu et al. (2006) 5&%4’5‘:’:& ’ [»\éuﬁi?fif¥'47 ’ ﬁ,iiiiﬁd'ﬁ/‘
SEEHROE LS LB SR RS BEEEE - Blau (1964) 24
I B BMRIE AT o JRIARFF RAEH o AR AR B I B A SAZE HAA SRS P9 R S 2
Y>ETBRIABEERE > THAZEGHEERSEIARNER> ZTH -

(7) WG G AREHAIMAR NG IRy T EREA B LRNREDE -
Wasko and Faraj (2000) #F %246 1 » 15 £ 43 £ oy F 503k B Am JE 4750 2 -
Kankanhalli et al. (2005) #F %45 th » 408k 8 4§ s AR E B E 53 TR E 0
A o fWasko and Faraj (2005) #95F RALE I, » LA B A B €A 83500 8 #
S5 FH A (helpful) 4eik o Bk RFRFEZ ML LM RER -

—_HENEEEE R

HPHES  AFRES S I HEATE REH AR BR—MEESM
HRAEEA - EABE )RR R B Ry FEE o A RBRIEL R 0 G R H LA
CHERELHRE T —EARIFH AR - R EBRAT R B IR EEB > BE
TTRAERRAREMIE—FOIRFT - HEHEEM S > REAFRE L RARE
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AR B SRR H R AR S B R A L ERE e T

(1) EHA B, TEENE—BAETERNALE  LAHANERES> TR B
Moo RBEEERELEIRER BN EERGRETREER - B LT RE
o FAAAEEE AR B B L EA R KT A - A B R B S 4 B 4% (Ridings et al.
2002) - Bk ABERETAEEAARE TR B2 &k > MSN» &7
B e FFEARRE N Ao E S AEIEHAG s R AR EE
#£#1% (Tsai & Ghoshal 1998) [k » & Bt AL 8 22 2 7T VA 52 0 5908 i 3 o #F
a0 Fhmk B AR A B4R K AT AR e S AR AR o

(2) RFAAFIHANER > FTERAREDE - AREHFERRBRTEN T » ¥4
HIEER T E > F e £ —MEEZeHE E (Wasko & Faraj 2005) - FH b
BRSO TR0 R B e L ¥ AL AR R R shAEI ARG R o B EFRE
o AHERERHA B TIRF O ATEL M AR T 0 BA B R B R
AL BR AR R R MR T B % R B 4 F K403k (Chiuetal. 2006) ©

(3) Hoik&mig .o NI IMER N E IR T ERABREDE - Rk BHEE AT
H o T EARAL B R B B 448 503 P AT R e BRI LM kB iR Ae s £ % - B A RE
o A EZHEX (TAM) EHAE > AR LBEWHARET 77 A HFRRE
5 M s 703 B R 518 A E R (Gefen et al. 2003 ) ° F b o FRBF S 32 5 4H 4L RE
Mook B BE e F AT S TR 0 AR A IR E A (generator) Bl4EF
RABRFFT X 0 ABFRER S BRRBBRAHIEOSH  HA D FNEL
o AT RATHA LT ~ A MR B AN B E S o BERTRAKE
Z BHA ETRFE (video) FK o B4 BARBEMEER LT HEALE
Fo g Jo 3k 4 42 P74t 0 /1 (Kankanhalli et al. 2005) ©

(4) R RER » LAPAHD M ERNIEH s TTRA RNEZHE (p<0.01) -
Bk AR B A RE R E AR IR AR A B o T3 A A LT N AR
A — MBI T ERGRA - BEFRER AR B H IR B > BT
Bk s BF - AKREY B AR VB AR S NAHE (Wasko
& Faraj 2000) ° Kankanhalli et al. (2005) & 3% Bk % 9138 % 4 & 5 R M4
— Jo kB R R R R R o Bk AR T S s — A 0 2 Sk
BRI AP ARETER ERPEF —EAREMRTEETEE
B BN AR ER  RARARE R SR A TR mEFRSE
G -

=~ HRIRH

AHF BRI B A B0 2 7 X 0 #F % ¥ % 4 B WDelphi K. Top i # 4-2F  [RA K
Ml AR ARBEFEEATELEIR  AEEFERA LT+ (1) A5
7tk AT A B M Delphi K.Top i #t #-%f » AR 4% Hagel Il and Armstrong (1997 ) #} i #t 4+
ey RRBEFERTHLHMAR  #BA  HRDER HAwERR - Ry
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(2) ARFFRATFAE BAZALF B A BMA » L oF 76 R T ab ik AL L 28 A R Bt 4
B o ARSI RTH AR REANHH L AR ) B > E—FRIERFRERZ
AL o (3) [ AF 78 B M 64 PR 4 ﬁy:’&iﬂ‘?ﬁ\ﬁﬁ%ﬁiakﬁfﬂﬂﬂaﬁ ey frE o BATHEE X
(Longitudinal ) #F % o KRB R TH ARG RAEER » LEMBEHAH » L S ILALBERF
M HBREAHECTAEIREHE> FTERZEL -

C RIRWTAFEEE

AR AR RZIEREEL T ¢ (1) HEEAERESGERTRIAPE - &
R RIGE > AR AL H R LR EF B LA X P EE4E (Tsai & Ghoshal 1998) -
W BB BB B AL R B 403 £ (Chiu et al. 2006) © K R#FRIE R
TAN—HHRE o (2) AFFRERER > FEHM oy TERE—EEF é%%ﬁ
& o RIFEWE KA 0 ZE SR TFI A (Huang et al. 2005; Hsu et al. 2007 )
Fa o fF AR % P (mutli-staged) (Panteli & Sockalingam 2005) * &% ° 1?’!3’:
FiRE % HE— e (ability) ~ A (integrity) % & (benevolence) (Mayer et al.
1995; Ridings et al. 2002) * kK RFF RERTMN—HFET o (3) RFFRERBEHR - Jo3k
Bl A I SR Se Sk F O 0 RARFERAE R T AR 2K (Technology
acceptance model * TAM ) #MANIRF » 7 — F ®AEF-FH 4L @ Be#E X (Task-technology fit
model ) T i — 4 B AR T ) 04 S s A R AN e S B IR R 00 B AR -

%4 Rk
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