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Abstract

This study proposes a conceptual model based on Commitment-Trust theory with extended
variables to examine the impact of commitment and trust on member behaviors in virtual
communities. The members of Programmer Club, a representative professional community
in Taiwan, were chosen to participate in the survey, and 386 usable responses were collected
in three months. Two groups were divided based on usage, namely, heavy user and light
user. Structural Equation Model(SEM) were used to test the model, the findings show that
relationship commitment is the strongest predictor of member various behaviors(acquiescence,

propensity to leave, discussion, and subscription). Implications are proposed in the final section.
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BEALEE TR A S E A E S A A4 % R TR 0935 P (Hagel &
Armstrong, 1997) * 3 % feilk TIEH B & TAESRAEF & % 86 R AR T ok R A
7k BE B A8 K BA (Chiu et al., 2006) © & 18 & $t AL B 47 o 2k ol A5 2 1 B 3% T A % A LK 0
7% A.(Koh & Kim,2004) * R 4EHFAE R BV SR ERLET TS - FHMEHLRE A3
FR AT RACHEE KRR RFAFFL SN F‘i LR B AT R B El A E A
B RAENARELRIGOAFFFEARRII TS RAENSE -2 4B HA A RIL
F— EH S T A X AFALB AL € & (Butler, 2001 p.348) © B &4k VB E K  MA MR

& 5 % (appropriability) 89 By B X ZAE A 0 S RALBE R R IR — AR A B SRR R B
(Gu et al.2007; Collis & Montgomery, 1995) » #L&f sk B AS € b sh dp is (BALAE - TR F %
JEBALEE B AT BB 0 R E R AR TR -

4B BABE R B R MM 0 B ERE B & 69 %38 % i # (Tourist) » 1A
AEBE R B A E 6 A 4 9 H (Mingler) © AR @%3%%L“%ﬁ%®wmm)
BHAERE £~ B F BALRE R B RN & AR & 8 A 41k (Insider) © M F 4
PALBF O RF P LAEH N e 0 S R SR FA B AT o) S35 A K Ak A B g R B AR
) B9 AL A %@ B A (Kozinets, 1999) o #-%F Bl 4% o4 55 & 75 48 5 38 AL BF 0l B 20 0 LA
M5 eLAEALBE AR B $HALBE AR B 09 B A% R BRALBE R B #4835 64 Bl 1% (Hagel & Armstrong,
1997) » ¥ K SRy A8 B 4% 09 AF 09 AR B o A28 38 AR B AR 2 A Blik o pl ik BF % B B8
AR SESEMAF A BAT A SR » FRAE R E N R 0 Tk —F ey AR R B RAAL
et 0 W T AR B 2L 3R (sense of community) A8 5 5B AL AR B S48 55 69 B4R 0 T Rk B
147K o

SR BALEE RABA B a7 0 BR RSN ek B A RS AL RR AR
W AR A G 0 6% B A T 4 48 A% B 14 89 52 i (Meyer & Allen, 1991 p.67) » Butler &
Murphy(2005) ZWang & Datta(2006) 7 5& 8 K 35 a8 59 38 i B T ey k4% 8 A AT
&y o 3B R BALFF B AR ARE OO AR 0 ELIEALBE R B HALEE 045 1R A RO A AL EE Ak B R
B AR RABLBERAFFOHGRE  NEAPELEHRBSBTLRERZYE K - B
B RA A Morgan&Hunt( 1994) P #& i 84 7K 38 -15 42 22 3 (Commitment-Trust Theory) & 32
wAEE B E 0 AR #1142 42 (Li et al., 2006; Mukherjee & Nath,2007) » 12 & J& #% 4
BEAR FIAE %F‘T%}’?*EJJYB BABTEHEIZTHTL > AT HFR RN ES E
FERAMAARZLRERIFH S MARG TR > B RARIE R S AR I 5%
TR AARBGASE T Z AN G B AR E R AL r?&ihum’rfﬂ*é“ﬁzifﬁ Z % B &t
RER 7555 MEABMSIE RFE BT BZIRAE - #—F 0y T A AR KRB
FE$A R BALBE R B ST B0y -

AXGeRFE  FEFEw - AT R SALRF Wﬁ%%ﬁ% LS AL 3048
B SRR AR R AR A RBA » FEFHRTF > RARSIRA AR ~ S8
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A\ > URKIRE
— - EBET BN S BN B RN 1R RS

AR B S HEABRAFOHERERA(DHREE K 5K ERM X (Hagel &
Armstrong, 1997) 3% & 25 B & A ¢4 ~ #7649 F 3 (Chang et al., 1999; Jacobs, 2000; Bressler &
Grantham, 2000) ° i #@A-8F #7525 S 5 04 & # 15 #k (Hagel & Armstrong, 1997; Zingale
& Arndt, 2001; Huang et al., 2007) o 3k 3 A ¥ 4030 2% JF # 4L 8F % — A 1B 10 6l S 3k B 22 £
#:(Gongla & Rizzuto, 2001; Hsu et al., 2007) * ()4 € K : & o8 2 8E 5 AT 1%
% i (Robert, 1999; Lee, Vogel & Limayem, 2003; Li et al., 2006a; Kozinets, 1999) ° (3)-&
HEE R AR HAREE 89 5 B (Chiu et al., 2006; Hsu & Lin, 2008) * i#% & (Lin & Lee, 2006;
Kim et al. 2007; Chen, 2007) &1 (Gupta & Kim, 2007) °

2 FKozinets(1999)4% i JE B ALBL 0 Z AR A > SR ARG F 05 M 0 AR Z $h ey 38 m »
S A R AR A S L R A R B R Sk o e B R BRARAE 0 B AR AR
A BE By LB Ak R 89 % F 2 —(Hagel & Armstrong, 1997) o s> 5~ #1 ) #t 4L 87 & B AEA A
eyt o AR R B R K E R B HAEFAEE R B M A SRS AL A R
B TR 5T B VT A R A 4 4 SLALBE LB (Yen et al., 2007) + 304 R B0 ALEE H BLE R L — B
BEF 2 4% 0 AEBF R B AR 0 B © B AL EE F (Chen, 2007) @ [ 3bif i I #8 AR BF B 15 R 35 04 45
J& o A AL 5 K AR BE 5 T R 8 3R E (L et al., 2006a; Jang et al., 2008) ©

M4 K 35 R B #Morgan ZHunt(1994) Ff 3¢ th 2 AR E— S 4E 2 3% » LR 4652 K HME K
W

"R B —FAAGGHE S — NG T ERY Bl 9FRKAH N &
HAFBLBIAR 5 TRBP RS R — T ARIE MR R AL MG 0 EMRECRMBIHFET L - | GE
Bl Morgan & Hunt,1994,p:23)

AR R B éﬁfﬂf&%ﬁiﬁ}—ﬁ-ﬂ'ﬁ% Rsnk ey it 0 RLHFG T MG 0 § AR
¥ RALIF ) o TR AT A AR AL 09 A R R Sm 3k 0 SRR A M LA B B AR e R o
Morgan&Hunt(1994)“‘ AR SR U5 B BRI L R MR SE 00 S 0 3R A AR RS T
BATA OGRS A R R Ao ZASHTH s 6g /RS 38 5] A W05 09 Uk R &
RGN T AR E MR R TSR E A AR RITS BT A TR R
P 47 73 8 o

N R ARALBEAL L — AR SR K 0 R B 0h Bl R ARGEAF R Jﬁ'iff-fl’l Y S A
BRGAEAFNTE » Rk AXGASKBAA RS IEEE S A RIR KR H 0y 5 AL 5
BT B o R R L HF n'%iﬁ‘é}ﬁé@gﬁﬁ s A ﬁ’;\Morgan&Hunt(1994)é‘J HREY 0 3t
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qu’ » #E R F M sEMorgan A Hunt(1994) 84 /K1 4R 3L 3 » 4252 5 T 78 75 48 3k o4 B 40 1T
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FALBE O REZ5h » BRIERRFBEAEE BB A RE -

JEBEALBE I S Mk B 0 B AR T 5 & R AE b;f%ﬁ‘fc B 92 p% B M 69 Bl 1% (Member-
to-member relationships) & p& B ¥ 44 3k 44 B 1% (Member-to-host relationships)(Hagel &
Armstrong, 1997) » st A& B A% 694209 L AR ) » A2 & 5 AR B AR Z A Bk - ade 4
st B 50 B ALBE B4R 0 Pl AL B R B B 4 M R AR M SEZEM 0 HEA TRAE X R X FE
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B EEHREST 0 B AFER 8 FMeg B g B L8 (MsE) MRk (e
Ml PR sE ) ikt sl o Wh-F SR TRE SRR EREMFZ —  AMELFR
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WEEEHRET AN (Msh) SEBRAFGHAZ RS  KABEREHRZA L
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HABFREGDER £ZE AR E AERARGEF > BERHRBEORETRS - $ ]
Oy R EALBE R — B E RS A T R R 0 Bk B B B 4k 09 42 BF (member-
initiated communities) * A XFHZHF BRI LR B EE > ARBLERNE 24 &
B~ AR X ST SR AR %%mmgamamn&menamamam
%}*éﬂﬁcﬁi Sk M AREE—F o HAMERTARERENTE  ARBELER
YR £ £ % Mukherjee & Nath (2007)74 3% B 4 b K& 4935 & 7] - E 7 -EMorgan
&Hum(1994)éﬁ7¥<—“ﬂ£iﬁ CAHALET A %izTifa‘zM?v*Hﬂ;ﬂé@rﬁ%: CEAET
F]é’]*‘*;ii%% Bk » RXAEEBABFFIRT > A REEROBA > R A

ey M 5 E o %2 Li, Browne, and Wetherbe (2006a) % Li, Browne, and Chau (2006b)#% 3
@%F‘]’a‘kéﬁﬁzﬁﬁa CEBRARELHFGEAREZNVER L EARBETTESA
SR MR ATE B T o £ FGupta & Kim (2004; 2007) VA % B < 3L & & F 74 75 48
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Bateman, Gray, | ¥ % K 3 | £H A %%‘i‘iE‘»’r(‘)adFor‘un} ﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁi A Zﬁ;%/&&ﬁ_% e
and Butler JiE it 4L 2E 4 | BroadForum [ﬂjﬂ%ﬁfﬁz‘l?z‘ﬁﬁ& ),%km gﬁ-zﬁ, A Hé?ﬁ‘é , Nihan
(2006) Kb AL | e E! LR A E B 'T%)F&’Tiﬁi?%iﬁ%%ﬁif%&&ﬁ%
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Z ~IEWMRE® : Commitment-Trust Theory

WEHHF S L H R RITB A ARG ILHBA M > Morgan ZHunt(1994) A 42
th 7R 35 —15 /£ 22 3 (Commitment-Trust Theory)Z KMV #2 %! (Key Mediating Variable Model)
(RB1) A&FZEgey > MorganZHunt (1994)35 th 18 X AHE /g BAz e 094845 B - SR
NG ETHERNESEI R B F AL T EE - BHROEGBME (P R g T
) R¥OA =2 — R BUR K 0 F A RARATA o LB R AR KKK H
W% o

PR % ey 3 A &+ » Morgan ZHunt (1994) % 3, B 4% /R 3% $L15 45 & A& ok & %5 Bl 17 B
eG4 RASHEMSTHEOE EH G SERERMGERE B oMmahir ik
mAARIBEBERG B CEITEBAREMREEVNAEALTIRE IR FRARS
0478 HAMERGBER RN - A RBERE T RRE—FHAEHRS —
FHMBGEFNGR TR Bk ERRROES > AR RBP R —F 48
R AT ERECRBIBBFR T X | GHERLLRL T X—EEREHEHZS
BHOTEEAREAWNAZE |  EE7SZHA SRR - 2 BB — 7 Hsh
AR GBHZEBARETLEAGBOR > SESGEEABEE S S - EBE
E MG B A0 A4 o B kMorgan ZHunt (1994)38 & 245 € % B R4 K - W
A8 I 4 (Social Exchange Theory)#8 @ Ml A 22 2 £ 2 & k- AR FMFEH
BB AE > 2 5 % © Blau(1964) 2 Emerson(1962)3% & & 5 12 45 & 4 & 2342 - F — @ 1
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SRR K o AR R B RN FIEZ MR E 7 e KEN T kT
H A — R R0 TR - B REEE RO E 5 H 3R MAR M ARZER Y » £
73 B 0 235 B A% 6 2 42 R4 H0 09 X % (McDonald, 1981) © Achrol(1991)35 {542 & k52
Aty ERHE % o Mayer et al. (1995) 3251515 % — 8 JA M RIE - M a2 RGEBAZPT & 4
IEIREER > A E T AR FRYE  SREER AR FEIEARLEZE A AN
17 R o

Morgan & Hunt (1994) &9 32 3 & ok Bl 45 4T 44 F 49 Bl 4 F /> 4 #(Key Mediating Variables,
KMV) » X EFHAAEALRG S TR B GBI AR RS EIE o B LR AE R
AR BAA B S (MR R A~ AR S BB - FE - BHRITE)
(RE1FT BYxAife)S5E) AHEREH (KF BELETHE 61 Ttk
BR S RRETELN) (RBI1F T BY&A#H695%8) X MOMG PSR - BEL
Wb RA IR E R R R OERAAR o TR AR OR AR - B GRS E
CEFRTANMR S BB R &R - e EEKXRKFE © Morgan A Hunt(1994)
RLRREBRZANENBHELZEFTLEY  RREFTEFHBREL N RGEEEE TR
1% - AFZBEERAISEUBFERRNGEL > HAREITE  BEXBFIRAETE (1 &
Z) ~dle (RF#ES) ~H (&) AEARNAR - BBIRBHMEXXALT LS F
HABHSEPBFOIRE » RV RGEENEER FX—  c BRITERAARIGRAER &
£ LI F 6 B #1474 > Morgan ZHunt (1994)3% 2 32 #4 3t Ik — M B 84T & > 73 & —FEA 48
R B F BT T £1T4 > RAMBRITHNE IS IR GBI REEGRE - §6
By —FRE D — FHBRITEN SRR REH TS ERE - A ERA
R E AR ARBIIZAE AT E 48 -

REGEHRA A RALEREE > 555 KA BHBFEETIRBRES TR
B RRBURNARE TR MG AREODE - L T BT/ LERR MR I 5T
A& RAFOYBAMR AREATIEARARE X B - SF AR A — A TAE A ER L B4R - Morgan
ZHunt(1994)78 5 %X 5 MG X TR E&E RGBT SE » RFBRCERGT LBV ESHEE
o SRR RO AT BB M AREERECSOTHRA GETEAE
Ao EEMMRE AT AR KA RIHAG LR o X RESE o T EBEMGS
A R A A BRAF 0 Morgan A Hunt(1994)32 & 5 S B R L A RO BHREHA R
My RBBAEETRIEGE  HROBREA AR - Plle R R
FAEZMHE MIEHL c RRAELRET AR EW TN AR ERNE
RABAAETRPTER SR T B RAIE IS S BARR R TR -

Morgan & Hunt(1994)#% &£ Bl 7 17480948 Z Bl 1% > TR A AR EE GG 3
FEZHOOREHE  BREFNEBHGEOENTWEBHG  HE2aREk - F 5
AS PR BALEE > 4R R L EAEE - B T Bk TAE E 69 B (Chiu et al., 2006) » 4
AR IT S TR SABF G B ARG B M ey S 1EBM7 > ARBISEIR T AR B 69 5
MiTs -
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B1 : AFE(EEIEHR (Morgan & Hunt, 1994, p:22)

SRR RR

RIFATFFRZ B GERAFRER (LB T) @ GEBARBLEERZLL
RZEHE - S E9A8 B SRR IR A MR ARGE SIS0 S R S0 8 0 a4 @ AR AR AR (LI et al.
2006a) * B 1% #] % (Lin & Lee, 2006; Kulkarni et al., 2006; Lin 2007) ~ % F4F /4 #.(Tsai &
Ghoshal, 1998; Chiu et al., 2006) ~ #% i@ (Chiu et al., 2006; Li et al., 2006) 2 4% # 4T % (Morgan
& Hunt, 1994) » SEARIF B HEABG I SCREREALEFITE  BEXTHE  HFHIT
K BETHATS AT

Ly N
EIES

M4l E

B2 : AIRIED

(—) EAfR#& LA (Relationship Termination Costs)
R TR RSVEARRE - T AL 45 A kR K 0y B # © Morgan & Hunt(1994)3%
BT ey R A G B o oA RS R e B4R o RO AEBE R B TA R R
A AR R AR S B FHE LMy iT 530S (Lietal 2006a) o B sbi T 7] % ¢
HI : f R HARE S+ R 400 KRR B S Aat A B IR RS -
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(=) REfRFIZE(Relationship Benefits)
WEAETEFRTAUMR S A Z OB FRZ LR G4 HEKXKFE - Morgan
ZHunt(1994)38 & it h I S A R B LIEFH T BREFT AR IS R4
B FEE O B o B OLARH 485E 0 45548 R B #4542 (Lin & Lee 2006; Kulkarni et al.
2006; Lin 2007) = Mukherjee & Nath(2007) % 345 th 4935 T 32 4L 0 B AMG € BT E
(Personalization of service) @ # g3 1 L B4R R - HILRFFRILH T 2MER -
H2 : 2R #ARBE Y o B4R A 3 18 & 55 BALBE Ak B Bl A% R3S o

(=) HZ={E{E#E(Shared Values)

MBS BT 5 A F R AR 0 & — 8 & 4% 4 & (Nahapiet & Ghoshal 1998) * &
AR MGERLEN  ARAZBILRE S #i70#0 F > AEBFEARIER BT
77 o Nahapiet & Ghoshal (1998)#F 72 754 AL & F A 9 % B0 ok B So 3K 45 &5 54k Tsai
& Ghoshal(1998)8r 25 i A ¥ A [ 69 4L € Z By 34 R 6 23 A B 0 B4 © 1o f Ak st
83+ Gupta & Kim (2004)72 & Fo 55 AR Bl ARG & 3 1 S A BE 0 /RE © [F 2 PF R84
¥k BAY L F BRI M € 3 18 AR B 0 /K3 #4545 (Mukherjee & Nath 2007 ;
MacMillan et al. 2005) * B . A5F 238 F 7B ¢
H3a © fe B #RALRE P » 3k AR AR AT B 60 3 AL BE A B B4R RS -

H3b @ 2 R #AFE T » 2k TR B E AR R B 5 1E -
(PO) ;&iB(Communication)

Doney ZCannon (1997)7:2 &4t & Hm R Safo AE o FHRMALE G E R HTHRS
BEE H 145 o Li et al. (2006) 7545 7% i@ &t ' (FAQ, Help files, & Eay = JEHE & ) A5&
PR - HILAFF R H T 2R -

H4 @ 2 RHALRE Y o S lAF IE & 3 BALRE A B A5 4E -
(F) #1175 (Opportunistic Behavior)

Morgan Z Hunt(1994)3% % 3% #% 3t JF —FEHk BRAT & » 75 % —FE A% ) 2k & ) BT 09 7
$17h 0 RMBHRITENE I ERZ G BEZREENRE - SOBN—FREH —
TR AT & BF ARS8 RIS H O 0915 4EAZ L < Li et al. (2006a) A & T 7 #5449
sb 4] 0 BHEZMATSEE AP E{5/E - Mukherjee & Nath (2003) /A 4874 4R 4T £ A B 2
Mley B2 &) B IE4E BT A R EEE o HILRBFRITHE FIRR ¢
H5 : e E#ALBEF - BARAT B0 & @B EAR R B S4E -

(7%) 1E1E(Trust)

@ X ¥ ¥ (Social Exchange Theory)45 i € B M2 24 2 A 2 & At L -
Blau(1964) 2 Emerson(1962)3% & & S 2 4E AL € A2 f P — @R s B £ - 81~
EHEe) B R G 7 H B MR RBIR Y TR0 S B R € s R ey L
% (McDonald, 1981) ° Achrol(1991)45 & 1345 & ik 2 /K35 69 & % A % ° Mukherjee & Nath
(2007) AR B4 EREE AP - EHEEMBATH T 09 AR AR - A5 1209
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AT E BTG SR 2 M > SRIAMSAE Y IG 38 m B AR AR5 Z - H 3k - REF R
’E TR
H6 : £ #ALBE T » [S1E45 B3 B BE 5% B B2 K3 -

(L) BAfR*&EE(Relationship Commitment) ~ 2k5F(Acquiescence)El & 1F

(Cooperation)
R R e R R AR ZOR 3869 B T Morgan & Hunt(1994)32 & 7K 35 A& 4 4 348 it

Hor @M 0 RPTH I AF e P oo o MR ARG € IR IK AR & BB A SR o RAT
% o Li et al. (2006a) #F 235 th 4835 RE R AME T H B L0 5 M B 8 JFERHE
m%*%&mﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ°
M@%&HWM%@%%#?%%'r%ﬁ%%i@%%“ﬁ%%i%iiﬁ%%
A o RABESE T RFMMAEKRER KRB AT EHEC ARG - 2
2 SE 0 B IR R B IR £ 09BN o RUT RIEHALRE R B A M AL BE 0 B 47 - 7’l¢
ERETRMETHRM - BT E T AR :
H7 : AR o HAAREANS EQ R B R BZIRFITS -
AR RELBHET L THEBOLHAAPT AL —EFAMY TR BHEEFT R
BT AR MAZ > B 5 & RBETL THESVERE - 4R & A0 A
Z%%#%%*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’&%%%Lﬁ%@kmoﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ¢’&a%mﬁ

N SE QAR - G — AR BB R AT R RS 0 BIAR RS AR K TR
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KA BB BF o FH AT #kEE T A4# MIPLS Graph 3.004&(Chin 2001) © PLS T A ¥T % AR # F&
OO SR ATAR S R M ey BIAZE K& AT A & 0 LM B K & £ R 4T
3848 27 (path analysis) A%t — XY oY B @EF AR M A - PLST AU R LR &
AR P AR T ) 2 K 5T %3 T B(Chin, 1996; Wasko & Faraj, 2005)
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=T K47 & (LUR) 0.72 0.66 | 0.51 [ 0.73 | 0.74 |-0.40| 0.74 | 0.69 | 0.73 |-0.11| 0.70 | 0.85
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