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Abstract

This research is mainly based on the rational behavior and puts it into three research areas of tech-
nological, personal and environmental theory in order to know about what kind of factors can in-
fluence the loyalty of users in Health Social Networking Sites (HSNS) and whether they can continue
to use it. This research is to hand out between the legal adults who use the HSNS in Facebook. We
have gathered 205 effective questionnaires and use the Statistics Software Smart PLS 3.2 & SPSS 22
to validate the assumption of relationship between each variable and explanation ability between
variables. According to the survey, we found that the factors influencing the loyalty of users in HSNS
and whether they can continue to use it are attitudes, subjective norm and satisfaction, etc., but atti-
tudes will be influenced by perceived ease of use, perceived playfulness, trust, privacy policy, and
then affect the continuous use intention. The domestic HSNS for the literature of the site is still to pay
for the rights, so the research topic of this research is highly innovative and has the research cate-
gory of further analysis, hoping to play one of important academic references.
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AR EZDEMAT AR NEM, WARB-DN-RRERZ =BT, T R E R SR
BRFTALBEM 0 5 B 2 R S R S8 I R B - AT S5 1 il Facebook BR T AL RE M 3 22 ¥k k8 BREE N
BATHB R FHRWER2050FHAE, HULRTHKASmart PLS 3.25SPSS 22 X KIE X ELZ [HK
BRKRRKZRFZERERRTT. IALRRI, HMETTAHRMNERE ZSHESFEEAREK
RRASE. EUHME. BRESZR, MEELRIAMELRAE. AXFEE. FE. BRBORFR
M, BETEEEREEARE. T EAXTETHRMEZ RO Z B, SATRZ I
BB EE R EAIH M R ERARINTZ BT i vEsE, HENER EINRERESERKEZ —.

K
BITALRERYE, EMATAE, RECAA-SREER, B

1. 5|8

FERIEIT IRGS T, THON H Z BRIT IR SS, FE M8 YT v JGE R L /R oK, i/ NI B BN M 2895 N,
IESRAE R TR EIT M BAE M 2% ESRB B, A ZHEAEN, R SRR E0S B & AT L5
PR U (Greene et al., 2011) [1]. 810, BISEAEREF, MRERBIDBMKETIRS, iLH, BT 2.0 i3
RS RPN BT R N LA AR BT ORAEF] 2 A S PR kS, H RS 5 Ry7 O/, 18
R Web 2.0 BH, Witk BER it(Gajanayake et al., 2011) [2].

FEFE IR 3 Ay 7 AT SR T — OB B e, [RIEE B I 2 BHRE R R e, ARACT DA, AFERIT N
WA AR G, HAEREER S, ER BN NI E R, DUAJR BB RREHE S H o E MK
&97 15 5 (Gajanayake et al., 2011) [2]. EELTIE 2 BT #1#E M55 (Health Social Networking Sites, HSNS){#
G 17T A o

FERRE,  BRI7 AR T 5 R R M AR S HARSCHT SN A 2, Z A ln. KBz s Ryr it
(2014 For). dLER “HBEL=E" BBET011 For), HFFREINIEER “RBiE R EEET
Z H3H” (Facebook use leads to health-care reform in Taiwan)— A% T- 95 [E (The Lancet) T, FE3kF)
&, R 51 RS N A8 e S E A, U 18 G 1 22 B RHE M AT R A Facebook Hf IR 51 4 & 7 LU
AN G S —ANFE i AR Wl e MELR T ) ) 0L, TR R IR E BLE AL 2 2 RS E B . S
[ AMAE b 2 ST 9 P M, B AR A I oA R ) 7 LA B T P B A A D s, AR A PR B R AR gk
RZs, BITERATEN TR SCEHOAWRE, XNETHSMEE B Z®IE, NEERTHE
R SR AL R 2 BRIT R BT RS %, AR T RE 99 A BIT MUK RR (G B B IR

AU, FEREEREE OO P 28], B P S BRI HEF &, & S gtk Rl 8]
(58 e A RN, 25 5 DR O R AU A XA N B S5 IR, B 7 s o {8 P 8 Ak B Pl P S O 2 o R, 1%
L] £ E A A A 2 T5 3R, LA A O X A A R 5 S B (Darley et al., 2010) [3], b H X 413 X sl
PR B, BJE b B R A, & — N EE IR .
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FERADRSCHRTR Y, BRI A 385 FH A 3 10X g A A AR B A R A5 B AR R < T R, B R G i J8 IR 5% I
B, REREWEE. BEREREFTRTEE, iIERTHRRARENZ8IE, FFaedr B A e
S AE R B TR B, B RIg S 203 &, SRt R Bk sgm R 2 H B
(Richter, Muhlestein, & Wilks, 2014) [4]. Gruman et al. (2010) [5]45 H! BE B 35 AL AT AR, 2 fift v il e 14F
FGR I 1SV, BFENHAREE 2 &5, Kk, BERERRS 588k, oI R A
UE RN O T R gk 2 A, R T B S T R IR %S T .

Lee (2012) [6]3\ Al H 9 2% 48 -y 15 BN E S FRYS, 7636 A 80% 2% FH 1 2> H M 45 35
FERI7(5 R, Gallant et al. (2011) [7]78E H R NFEE R IELIENHATE 2B =4, R TETFIB45H
Fo SR, HATFAERTA B B e H i R AR 2 i, T H AT R AT N4 2 1 F-(Ratzan, 2011) [8],
U S R BT B N A IR TR IE A BRIl 200 8 R TR 2 SEI, K45 5 A5 R A, R
i BT E R AN, O O 48 Y B 9 2 9T %0 SR R (Tusting, 2010) [9] .
Hernéndez-Ortega (2011) [10]38 7~ {2 {815 & Bl A A 2 RF 4248 F HSNS 2 HELR R R NG, BAEXERIT IR
P EPEM S, PR H TR AR 2 A v, I EEE Y EE L . A5 T
U, ASHE TR LS 1 A R 55, 40T Facebook 48 2 06 1 2 77 A JhE I i Rl B 5 3 44 ) e T
M, AR o OB R R SRR

2. MHEREGRIAR
2.1. EfritBEmh

KT BRIT ARG 2 58 S, RIBMAS BT 5 B AZ IR I M, D3 (4 FH 3 mT DATE s 198 5 34 [F) 2 IR
SRR, HIh T3tz AR 45 ¥ R mT LA 8 1) 52 8 22 I PRI B 5 56 15 1R (Nigro et al., 2015) [11].

7 AL 3l BT AP AE 2 BN AR, 2 L SR LR 2 A BRI B o AR B REIR . ¥RIT 1B B
271, RN ZAHREL, DA N e o By A1 3 Wt B W) 3 AR 2 BRI iR, (HIR
. PR HARE @B RN AT GES S5 H Al son 4 BB R K By 4L Ml RN
Patients Like Me (http://www.patientslikeme.com/all/patients), ‘& BlJ45 T 2004 4, ‘251G 4 35 i<,
2800 J3 1 K 19500 Z HH

BRITHERER S TAREITAT A ZIG AR E6 . 8. o GRS AR BT 2N, I
RE AR 00 A K BB BIAT A 005, AR I AE 2R AR 2 FE Al fifi(Greene et al., 2011) [1]. #Z 4t
BEW 5k A VPl 3 B SRR FA e, DL By AL B sl B2 it 4 B SRAR R T MRS B2 W, HoB
T H B A N5 B (Gajanayake et al., 2011) [2].

Liang et al. (2012) [12]#&HH HSNS R AL HAME W@ &, ibWEEERARES T H=ZEST
SR, gz HIES, IHEHH R OB IRE HSNS 2 RyT(E B2 et SRR, i
HERUE R 2 TR, B4 KRS HT, nTCAFE B HSNS iR P L= By (5 BRIt Nilim 2
higs IR HSNS BME RS THEAZ 258, Bl R3] HSNS, % S n] TR B AR5 B Pk
HLAEf BT MR 55, TR e AR AT DA KB A A5 S 43t A ATT A6 58, ELE HSNS MR — M@ M ml 5 2 WLk,
fE HSNS 2 ffi I Z AT LA A A 6, i BEAE . B BRI A, 1 5 A2 7R JL
AL KT .

2.2. BiRE

R Z 7€ L K2 F WL AR B R AT P JT T A BEREE AR € 3L 4797 T » Bloemer
and Kasper (1995) [131IA N DMAT I Z Wi 5 M B s B e i Je 2 77 30, BIUORBE R R 2 5 e 1k

O



http://www.patientslikeme.com/all/patients

WHYUER %

FEAT AR 2 BT . Luis ef al. (2010) [14]0/55 5 T-75 % i % 5 5 WL 2 5% & . Smith (2001) [15]
i H 3 B (e-loyalty) 5 PAAE AT 8 K 2 J8 % (loyalty) T4 i _E 20 AR, A% O I R AE T RETS 72 /i
MEERE TR, AP 2R, S5 EHEE L RIFZ BAIRR. Kk, It a R 8E
5 SUTE M 25 it A AR SR &

23. FEFEREE

HTFERERGAZMEMAFFEMHEE, REAMEYETZ KR, FIS A NRRSEHEER
B MW R, AR R 2 2 T T R (Ortiz & Markus, 2009) [16]; BIAS BRHG 2 R84 1, Bl
NI AR Z AR TRIE TS

KTREA BB € S SR8 H TEHPTFH Oliver (1980) [17]2 HIEERRINEE & sl 9% 38 FEIAAT
4; Bhattacherjee (2001) [1I8[INARIEH VP RAGE R R )G, BESAS A ZE, HINAE
BRGSOk T Re kAT 2 ARk S F, i Tk 3 prag e sz A S AP REF(E
BRI, WO s RS 2 v s RN NRRSE R e IR B R G 2 P22

2.4. IEMITHIER

PEMEAT NS (Theory of Reasoned Action, TRA), HEISIHAMIEH T4 0H%, S AWhiAE S
fE1E, Ajzen and Fishbein £7E 1980 F42 H 56 B FEMEAT NEIR 2 B8R0 19]: HH IET 1S T~ A
170, Tz N TR RS B W 2 W AU TR, VF R AR AL X 2 S ATE AT
PR, AR AT G A8 R N T X R NAR BE . Bl WiE I RN KA R BE#H, A R U
#IX 2 Z JE (Cheung & Lee, 2009) [20]; LA FE 1 Facebook &7 B 5if 2 3% 45 3k iy # i3k g A 2 7B B R 45 % 2&
38 (Farrow & Yuan, 2011) [21].

TRA 2 #it, “4TNEE” (Behavioral Intention, BI) & $5 /N N #E RHUGEAT oz W AW, 75 S e
MNFE AT M BB AT ARE FEERZRNE BN N R SRR B AMER 2 2 F 06
A, TRA AT HEE RN ANRERBFEATAE S BB CHEIEE. “BE” (Attitude toward the
Behavior, AB) &8N AT REUIEAT Ay, Brude 2 IR T B0 T 1852 . “ EMENTE ” (Subjective Norm, SN)
RN NERBEEAT AN, 2B 2sRAE I m e fE . [ERAERNE, RTE-FEE, XS
FE(AB)EL =M INTE(SB) 2 5EM, 4 AZAG & T 1 .

MEFR AT A EIR A SEAT B IR, JGHR N N2 BTk BRI Z AR R R g ma iy, i
WX TATAANRA RS WM, SRTAT RAEAEA RRETEES E0ME, TEERMNANTITAZ
BESESMISE, KR IGE I R, e T AT AT N ke

2.5. BE-MA-FEZER

BHE AN N-R855 2 2 i (Jiang, Chen, & Lai, 2010) [22]2 77 & &N TOE (Technology, Organization, En-
vironment)#i:, TOE #A) Zig H T Z I B2 B, TNE AT Wi, AdsRH.
M, WEE=KBEFUZ1H: SR TOE XA E /& N 1 b2 ik vt < BHGHEZ B8, K Jiang er al.
(2010) [22]4& HH BE4k 7K TOE 2 ATk, 78 & 1& A T~ N 21 2 TPE (Technological-Personal-Environmental)
Hig; T TPE Model X 148 /2 2 A BANTHF L ES, AR NZ 2 W8 E.

3. iR
3.1. Wf5REE
AT LA B Z7E Facebook i FH ST A BER 56 2 —FckE & K OCABF TR 5, DLERVEAT IR A, 45

O
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# TPE Model Z WFFIEM, JELL “HISEH HE” « “Ra@rE” o “fBIE” . “RARBGE” AESH
B2, “BE” WOHNE; UL HRERERAR” « R Wit im e 3§ 28,
PABIRE T MR N EN L B ISR T 2 ARAR R, R L “HF SRR AR ONAT v R T AR AR
Hrf TPE Model 5 1 BH . AL HRESE =AM seiym, BHERE DN ARV A S, EREmE 2
ZRIE TR T T F BT LA DOty 6Bl 2 5 e 8 A B

MRAE LIk, AR A ST AR B an ] 1 BT

3.2. MR

(1) 5o HE S &

TEAT A7 4540348, Sum Chau and Ngai (2010) [23]48 H 42 H P 5 T W 25847 B 4% 2 5 5 FH X T
HAEA M JAE RSk Q014) 24 R HUr 5 I A E 2o, RIS 5 FH X1
BEEZ AL R E M Mo AR ER H DL (R

[H1) : Facebook i FH # {f FHEIT+ELBEMISE 2 “RN0E 5 I S IEmm “&RE” .

(2) M HBESAE

Lee et al. (2012) [25]48 H 5050 0 PE 2 NFT, GFF P22 AR A IE R R, A5 A Bk
WA NAT AR ZE Z —. Hsu and Lin (2008) [26]7% 304158 4 Rt 0 3518 3 i M S A
IE [ MR . R4 DA R B

[H2) : Facebook i FH # 1 FHE ST+ ELBE S 2 “ RN ATk & IEmm “&E” .

Q) BIEEEE

%234 Shin (2010) [27]7ERPT & TALBEP S FH #5224 [SAEMBBAMEZ R, KU #E
AT RER, KRR &5 T Mk 2 S Shih er al. (2013) [28]7E VA A 7E LB 1= F & 2 WF
FRI, FHEHEZGEREEEMEMESE. RN LR RSz, BIEENTEER
IEAIEM o AR H DL AR

[H3] : Facebook fifl FH# i FHEIT +LEE M i . “ABAT” S IEMEEI “AFE” .

(4) BRFBUOE S

ZERIIL SAE03R(2011) [29] LAMT B0 Refa B BRI SS, R0 PO T R n) R L A
NH P TN NS BT B RO IE ], Pk 2 BB 4, F P AN NG BAS M 2 A
J& 2 Y /D T 1F 1) 52 B P A B . Stutzman er al. (2011) [3010CNBEFABUGE S B Z /b AE &,

RES ]

Figure 1. Research Architecture

1. WisRsesy
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W xet P A5 R 2 3 IR TRIRZ o A AR H DL AR

[H4) : Byl “BaFABER” 22 IE 5200 Facebook ff & 2 “&AE” .

(5) SESFEEHER

JeT R TR AW, Ul BIES B RS i R 2 & B (Karaali et al., 2011) [31]. fEBRTTH T2
SUERASEZ TR, RIS B R = G B R 8 B fr . B, 2014) [24]; KGR BLF
it

[H5] : Facebook fi i & FHE 7 AL BEMIS 2 “ A7 S IEMEEM “Rrafii R ©

(6) FMHTEEFrEfE =K

Baker and White (2010) [32|7EER T 5 A AF A8 F 413 9 0t 22 B 9 v, 3 5 IR HE S XS T 75 /D A R 24
B 2 B EE LA IE 5200, Ku, Chen and Zhang (2013) [33]48 H =5 WM VE & 41 3 WX 0450 F 35 7 4
2z BERNE, HENMETRHEEAEREIEREmN, EHPEZERRGEZMIMIAT, Bn
T HTE AR I ) 50 5 4248 ) 7% &l (Lankton er al., 2012) [34]14K B4R H LA R Bt -

[H6] : Facebook f# F # 1 F B 7 4L BEMIS 2 “ ENMVE” S IE[RS M “REeLfEHERE" .

(7) SRR = E

£ Cheung and Lee(2009) [20]/IRF 7T H, B0AIE 1 A4HF s 03 ()R U8 1E [F) g2 i e+ BE I RF S B . AT
Kb A" MRS, MIRDAARRRTEZ “ iR 8. REAREE N (2012) [3517E K Ik & ik 22 5 1 2
Mo, RIVBWEN TR S 5B A Em . K E H oL B

[H7) : Facebook il FH # 1 FH B I7 +E RISt 2« BEIRAE " 2x IEFsEmd “ kRS |7 .

®) WEESEME., FREHER

Bhattacherjee (2001) [ 18142 Hi {87 A 2 i B B2 N 4ERFHE WU ) 3. Ryu ef al. (2014) [36]1ER M T
NP6 Rk # B R R 2 WF 70, I H 0 B 1 ) T R 8U o P ES 2 N (2011 [37) I N ERvE & X T
SRR S B R, S RIARVE R RR A VR A B, HHW A R ORI R X TR =
B B IE .

MR UL F tH DL R AR

[H8) : Facebook fifi FH # { FHEIT +E B S 2 “Tm " 2 IEMemT “ ke &K .

[H9) : Facebook il FH # {F FHEIT+ELBE S 2 “THm 7 S IEMEm “ BukE” .

(9) HHBERG A AR S R R

Lam et al. (2004) [38]LHHF 5T 45 b vl & H % 4 sl A T U IR 52 RIS B SEIE. BTS2,
VoA v R L B A P I O i i A, BOR A SE AT B A, AR A BT
R 2 3T

A T SL(2011) [391EELIEYT- & KB Z W FC R, TRFE 46 A X T 4ERF 5 R v
IETAN RIS o SR FARCEE N (2012) [35] 3 5 4% e oA mT 1 S S M AL 3 B 03 5 41 5 5 e s AL BE Sl R 3R v 2
HEM A, RO BT E SR 2 BRI, HA N EEE AR IE [ B A U . KR
DA R

[H10) : Facebook 1 FH 35 ffi FH BEy7 #EFE M vl 2 “AEBEREHpRAS " 2 IE MR “ UL o
3.3. [@EFEWRT

AT AW, BAh, ARBEFIRSHBA IR G, K F TSSOV & AT L 2 T2
e N TAE SN ERKEE S, RGBT EMZ)E, SRR, FREE. HFE
LIRS TATHL G N, FIRBEMI B RIE R R TR D28 30, R 1808 i AN SR 2 IRVE 28

)
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ATREIE, WAL RN G & UIME. e R RS
AN ) A AE BB SR T 2 S R T RO PR > Z b o 171 2 U 1 T o

3.4. BEARIREIMETTE

) B UK IS E] A 2016 4 2 HJRZE 3 AR, A58 LA H Facebook P&J7 #1322 125 € FUAE NN
W2kt . AN FE N B B AR 36 2% 51 2= (Institutional Review Board)IfFRIRIGEHF 7T iHR1, 11RI%5 N
[10412-L021 o A Fuit i BARE R DXARACH R B 2 B N, BEFER R LA ] Facebook 2 PR 41 HF
WA R B P 5% T R — Mt KA, DA R 0T e 112 PG B 2 i BEl K8, LARFE N &K
BN HERR AT L E RAEN .

35. BIESWHAE

AH AR B2 AT R, ] SPSS 22 et E Xt 320 2 A TR DABUA P e it 5 AseAT
M, AEEERUZN LA Smart PLS 3.2 BAFREITHEAZ M, HEET N T IRPITHLEERIFEA 2 & HEE,
AR R AT FLZ et pr 4 R B A 3

4. ERTSER
4.1. FESHESH

4.1.1. FESH

AW IS AHIT ) Cronbach’s o fH, B T “HINCH R 4 0.689, @ik T, HRENT 0.755
% 0.9 Z[A], I8 Cronbach’s a fH 0.7 LA 2 brif, Won & 10K 2 BA =S FE, M4 745 2 Cronbach’s
o fHINIE 0917, MK S, AREZERE B SRENER. W& 2 s,

4.1.2. MESH

TESAT IR AT 20, 2503 i BUREIE V)14 & 3 (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy,
KMO) 5 Bartlett ERIEAL T KA A& 15 Ae 85 I 5 H AR 5 (R 2 AH G . KMO (@ RN R BIE S HTH R
30T, MAHF T KMO fE:R Hair et al. (1998) [48]:2 @ WAE A2 KHE, & KMO A KT 0.6, Wi&E& AT
K= 17 o

IEF G SPSS 22 % 205 43 Bl #3347 KMO 5 Bartlett BRIEA 72 . 2045 0% 3 fios, &
AL Z KMO {4 0.895 > 0.6+ Bartlett 3RJERIES 1T & p fHK4 0.000 <a = 0.01 L BHKF, RNk
HHATR R T .

4.2. GHINEEI SR

4.2.1. FREABERE

AHEF LG B/F SmartPLS 3.2 NEH) BootStrap ¥EXF 205 134 2R BT B8 42 20 # R £ (Path
Coefficient) Z K7€, WFEAKUEZ AT 1000 JAliefE, tHEHEBEREPB K t-value fH, HEEEHHTA]
PRI T AL B (8] G R J7 M 5588, 5 RECNIEE, KL EZ REIIEFAHES: &R FENA R A
x, KEgERmE 2 o, HA L RR p-value ANEE, KLNER p-value NEH. . SBaA
AW FERAT BB E LS R, AR AR X BT ARE, HREEANEELR.

4.2.2. REFM A Z VT
AHFFLLAGETH A SmartPLS 3.2 £15%F 205 474 2R B REAT B 0 0 bt o 28 e sl 465 2R w] R AT
FUAREEZ BARE I R 2 30.9%, Sibos i 1 T R A2, LA R AL AR e Pl A 0SB VAL E 2 AR 0 P R i,

Q
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Table 1. Variable items content

#=1. TE|

S RAR

1.2 2 1E Facebook {5 FH BT A eIt 1 fif 4R
2.5 Facebook Z BESTHAEMIE HAZ AL, HATIERKZIFM,

T 5 PR ¢

3. KI5 T Facebook Z BESTALEEM ul 2 SR HARERIE B .

1.f# i Facebook 2 BEJ7 # L7 M sl L1 FRAE RS
2. B A# i Facebook 2 BT 48 Wl 2 K R L A 25 51 R R AP 77

3 A IS Facebook 2 BT #HAHE Il 24T A 18] F fg R 75 e

1.3RAR{E 1L Facebook Z BT ALAE Ml HEAT (5 B AT FTEE I o

2. BAFHT Facebook Z =JT AL HE M B 15 B A IR AH RS

3T 1L Facebook BT AN 2 2846, FABE RSN E.

1. 7E4# ] Facebook < BRITHEFEMISG 2 J5, FRIBREIH AL .
2 1EAJi ] Facebook Z IRyT#E#F MG 5, BELLFRHLAT &%

Au et al. (2008) [43]

3RS, 7RI Facebook 2 ERIT#EREMNLZ J5, FRIKEIHE .
LIRS ) B, 545 e i o I W 1) S AR T P s (R AR AR

2.0 /3 b RIS b 0 L 4 BT AL Il AN R 7o
3AENGIE b, RIS b F 0 L A0 B T AL Il AN R 7o
4N e et b W WS BT AR s R R R B 2

1. Facebook 2 BT #L A W ili £ S I B ARS L A AfE R

2. Facebook Z BEJT#-BEMIUGEE RN NS BB E =7 200, SERMERFEREHEZ R,
3. Facebook & =37 #1 3 WX sy 14 375 i3 4 Xt ik Sse B RA 7 B 38 SRV E AT 31
i F Facebook Z J7 #HAHEMI sl & ANITF F = o

2 RNl Facebook 2 PRI #EFE Ml 2 M R4 56
3. K HE1FHIH Facebook Z &7 #EAEM & — A~ B &R LR .

LR

Schierz et al. (2010) [46]

1 FRAR B B0 N IR % 4k Y Facebook 2 P77 LA Bk o

2IET R T, ALK Facebook 2 )T AR It f A 2k .«

3N R A 4B ] Facebook 2 BEYTALTEMuE, BT LATK th B kLA e .
LIRST IR T Facebook PEyFALRE Wl 2 i AIMIAS, 1 HA I E.

2 IRMGERVART—H#F, — ARS8 A Facebook Z RI7 ML .
3R FKs 4k 815 A Facebook 2 BT 4T i o

LRI HoAth BT AL B RNk 2 e, FRIE 2 R4 ] Facebook 2 £ 57 #LHE M i o

2. SR HoAth N\ ¥ FH Facebook 2 B2 JT #H R i o

Deng et al. (2010) [47]

3. RIVEEFR LT ACHERE 53— N ERITAERE R 3G, BRI E 2 R ] Facebook 2 ST AR .

Table 2. Study variable reliability
F2 MREVEE

i) Cronbach’s Alpha ¥ B4y 7% Cronbach’s Alpha {&
S5 5 i 0.755
Pl ) i 0.689
=lan 0.804
WRE 0.9

LB A 0.893 0917

RARABUE 0.794
sE 0.78
ERHMTE 0.774
R RE 0.87
BIRE 0.839

Davis (1989) [40]

Gao et al. (2009) [41]

Gefen et al. (2003) [42]

Bansal et al. (2004) [44]

Culnan, Carlin,

and Logan (2006) [45]

Schierz et al. (2010) [46]

Bhattacherjee (2001) [18]
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HLARRE SRR R B HA PR R AR s RSB L SR I B R 2 845, RPE N 43.5%- 65.1%,
SR T HWAE TR RS, # R RMEWE 4 FiR.

43. MRBRBEER
BT SE 4 A S Fim.
5. &L 5EW

ABE T T RAEBNEAT PR D5 10T, UEWIAE 35 £ /8 F Facebook 2 ByT AHREMI Bt (SR L R
FE o BB I ) T A s e B, 5 TR R HR] AR A B X T 2 T Facebook
A5 P 7 A TR I 3 2 P i P R s i de i, AR 5 AL B 4588 ] Facebook 2 BRITAETE R b,
HAG IR 2, B R o X LR T, 17 WG 5 25 BN L AT AR 2 SR

[ERMARR ST R B IR 7y, IR RECE R, B, B, FUME=128E, BEXi
A P R A I 1 A RN, BF T 4 R Sl IR R R 1 P TR P AR O SR (Lankton e al., 2012) [34] 345
WA

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett test
%2 3. KMO 5 Bartlett Bk 16 E
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Table 5. The hypothesis test results
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