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Abstract

Against the backdrop of corporate digital transformation, value co-creation in corporate brand
communities has become a research hot spot. Based on the Task-Technology Fit theory, this study
analyzes how the degree of fit between technology and task requirements affects users’ value co-
creation behaviors in online communities, and explores the mediating role of community identity
in this process. By constructing a model of “Task-Technology Fit - Community Identity - Value Co-
creation”, this research probes into the key factors and action paths that influence users’ value co-
creation in corporate online communities. The study finds that task-technology fit can significantly
and positively impact users’ value co-creation behaviors, and community identity partially medi-
ates the relationship between task-technology fit and value co-creation. The research results have
certain guiding significance for promoting corporate digital transformation and enhancing value
co-creation.
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Figure 1. Research model of task-technology fit on value co-creation
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4.1. RSt

M 1 AR s e A, 5 oAl B AR REON 1:1; 19~24 B HIH P 70.6%, O 25~30 X1
41 B RULE, Sl E 12.9%H1 8.1%, [MZEH NN 18 % K UL F 50 v R AR 1E Tz A A 4y
NHEFHLH LR D RS E BE R DR RARS Y E, Sk 82.9%; eV ZET, %4
PGt %, &k 61.9%, HRe R T 5 12.9%.

4.2. (RRESH

AR v B L% 22 4 (Cronbach’s Alpha) 38 ik i &5 5, S8R 1) o REUE RN 0.931, iEH &5
FERAF, R A B B A — e iR

B Sy AT LR A U0 R B A Rt . BEAKUE KMO {2 0.922 > 0.9, Bartlett BRJE &350 1)
518 4461.503, 3 7KF p = 0.000 < 0.01, AFE /KT, A SCREAS B G BA 1 45 F %
&, A AT R Ar
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Table 1. Descriptive analysis of the survey samples

= 1 BRI AT

LT BT IR Bt

T 156 50.3

s
5 154 49.7
18 5 K LLF 5 1.6
19 ¥~24 % 219 70.6
IR 25 %~30 % 40 12.9
31 %-~35% 15 48
41 5 KUl 25 8.1
AN R~ VS 38 12.3
SNy KE R AE 257 82.9
WA LA L 15 4.8
=228 192 61.9
Al 52 T 40 12.9
p— A5 B AL 24 7.7
Al N (st im . Hm . A ) 20 6.5
H eIl 26 8.4
FiAth 8 2.6

4.3. BF7H

431 EESHARTEE T
AL UIVFFAEE > 1 A$REbRdE, JLIREL 2 NHE R, IR SRR BT R E 0 S E1# 2,

Table 2. Analysis of total variance in value co-creation
F=2. MEHABRFES

T SRR

N BIGRRFIEAR SR 7 A Jile e 38451 A

2t rEAgl BB Bt TEaat BRw Bt TEAS BR%
1 3912 48.896 48.896  3.912 48.896 48.896  2.677 33.461 33.461
2 1260 15.747 64.643  1.260 15.747 64.643  2.495 31.182 64.643
3 0673 8.411 73.054
4 0526 6.580 79.634
5 0471 5.890 85.524
6 0444 5.547 91.071
7 0369 4.608 95.679
8 0346 4.321 100.000

FWOTE: ER TS,
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KI5 ZBAT e, ITISRAS T B 3L QU e oy /6 RS, 1k 3.

Table 3. Rotated component matrix of value co-creation

= 3. MMEIL O mEsE AR AERE

0%
1 2
25. X T DRRR A T RT3 R PR IR 45 B i T, AT DARt A 0.856 0.134
24, XA BRI A, e ERh B 0.796 0.309
22. WAAEALIX A RAT = S A S L AT 0.794 0.140
23. W B EALAE T IZ 5 0.707 0.362
20. NS 524 I B B AL B RE I i 50 0.145 0.802
21, MBS 5 AV IT R A i (A 56 55 30 0.157 0.796
19. X bARRRITEE, BRI RN A RIS B DA 0.248 0.742
18. FAAEALIX b 5 2RI Y i o it A DA S 0.269 0.634

FWOTE: B I TE. TE T JURUESAEORTT 2% a eHAE 3 IIEAUE ek,

I e TR, RIS TEAR I R T RO AR OB AR b, S5 G REIUEAT V2K, R\ AR
AGNPRANYERE 73 3 N o RAT N KB 2 5178 .
4.32. #XIARETF 5

FE, 22 tr, MrELEIm ST ZMBEEE] 1 66.394% KT 50%. BFitt, A EA RAFHIMRE
BEJ7, MM IR BAT e, ITERAS T IME L BRI sl 4R, ik 4.

Table 4. Rotated component matrix of community identity

% 4. HXIAENERE RADFERE

(0%
1 2
29. WAV KRALRE R R 28T — G, S 0.838 0.049
28. WINAH Oz AL h— A H B A 0.820 0.195
26. WM H CIHE T/ KRAX 0.778 0.241
27. FCAb AR R 5 R SE R H bR 0.774 0.256
33, Juf HAt AR ANKFHL IR I VEAR IO -0.081 0.797
30. FAN[F/NKFHL AR B0 (E 0.226 0.751
32, FRANFEINK il T ARR R A5 77 2K 0.396 0.723
31, AR SRR BERIRAEAR 22 07 THI SR8 0.401 0.687

FWOTE: B WL, TERT5iE: JURUESAEORTT 2%, a eHAE 3 IS sk,
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4.4. XS

NT RIS BARICES . 4+ XAAFE . M EILE =N 82 A M, ARRFFCR A T MR E R
KBIFBL, DURNE AL R Z AN EMREE . £ BAEIE L, RATIEH T Pearson < R%L.

M5 BT EE R TR, &AL AN YEE T R p AN T 0.05, HAREEEN, HAE
Z AP PE EAA M, AT S EORIGES 5 M E L8010 [B1H B AL XA 1) Process HE A2 e i ml g . I
S H AR I 5 0% 2 51T AR REON 0.429, 5% A RAT A< RECN 0.395, S E LA
MIAH R RECH 0.471, BEHESBORITEC 5 M E L6 J L 4EE 2 ILIEAH R R s AT S H AL S+ XA
FIFASE RECN 0.471, SEAGAFRFIFHSC R ECN 0.482, 5 EHAFRIMIAHSCRECH 0.421, BLHIES AT
Bie 5 41 DA R B FCAERE S IEAHOCOR &R s MBI AN 54 XN R AR OC RECH 0.644, S5 RFAAIAE BIAH G R
#9 0.659, 5 RN FBIAH S RECH 0.437, ULEAMMEILE) 54 XA R R H 4R R IEAH SRR

Table 5. Correlation analysis among variables

F#5 BELXEZENEXTH

45 H AR TTAD BEARIN IR Y NG FEX AR

55 HRILAD 1 0.482™ 0.421™ 0.526™
BEEUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
% 25174 0.429™ 0.581™ 0.370™ 0.560™
REEGUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
i A RAT A 0.395™ 0.571™ 0.393™ 0.566™
BEMEUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

HrE 3L 0.471™ 0.659™ 0.437™ 0.644™
BEEUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

D <0.01.

45. BXENEAZENE)FRE

MM AN, AR B 2 (A A7 E R AR oe e, RSSO i 4 AdisE: 5520, @
b = AN EE TR A 36 AR e F AR R B R AL, BIMES H R VSR A ) i A RAT A B
Z 54T N . 55 20, @it SPSS ) PROCESS i3k LAAE DX A R B[R] A RN A A AR
&, (ESHEARITERANME L5 e (R A= 7 T .

AW FERHT 55 H AR VL EE 54 E SR BE 54T, 403 6 Fis. WEmiAl 1 fARECH 0.220, HiAME
OIS 22.0% 2 HAT S H AR TTEC s Rk 11 78 2 1 RECH 0.181, UL 2 517 NS4 18.1%
FE AT SR VLEC T R s #5578 3 1 R %0 0.153, WA A BAT NIAER A 15.3%2 AT %5 BOAR ILED
v Ko ARAESTHRA I, AL FHF AR X 56TV 23 AR DGR RT B0 I, |R 198 23 AT 3 R
WEAR, SECTRAG L EARN AR, AR EAE S WS E L MAE— B iR 2 . BAR R2EKEUATE 0.15 2|
0.60 XX A, FEATr AR, (HEERTUWREKFI, ZBIETTRE A X5 E AT D2 .

ZAG AT 55 H AR TCEC S I E L QI 2 54T AR A RAT NEAFE B I IEEm, AL F 2008
87.919. 69.354 f156.846, i3 /KF11<0.05, PiHIAESHARITH 5 HAFAE LM< R,

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.143722 400 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.143722

T4 &

Table 6. Table of regression coefficients and significance tests
6. EARH R BEHEIR

REREA R EL PrRELL 2R HL

it t WEM
B PR R Beta
() 1.577 0.225 7.015 0.000
1 (RS HARIGHE 5 1B L 61)

F5HRITEL 0537 0.057 0.471 9.377 0.000
(F &) 1.438 0.262 5.498 0.000

2 (RS HAR VLA 5 % 2 51TR)
R4 FAULE  0.555 0.067 0.429 8.328 0.000
(F ) 1.717 0.27 6.349 0.000

3 (RS HARILE 5 B 2 AT A)
EEHARILE  0.519 0.069 0.395 7.54 0.000

B2 6 Al A, B 1 rhe R B PEREEE D 0.000 /T 0.05, ESSHIRILACH p { < 0.05, JEid T
F RS, BEEE . HirE3te) = 1.577 + 0.537 * (RS HRILAL.

[FIH, A2 AR B2 51T = 1.438 + 0.555 * AES5HARILHL.

B 3 R R B A RATON = 1.717 + 0.519 * (RS HORILHEL.

LR PR, RS BORITECR HHE L6 & PN ERE YA B35 IR, i3 H1. Hla 1 H1b 37,

4.6. RAZEREITHEIE

4.6.1. HXINERRT{ERARLE

¥ E Bootstrap ¥4 5000, #H Process 1%/ Modle 4 BEATH AN 4T . A5 AT 45 Ak 2k Bk X
1E 5 BOAR VLR 24 X A R A % 42 2 %M 0.5588 (p < 0.05), HIE BT 25 AR VT RL IE A S Mk XA ) 4k XA
[ S SE A1 1 842 2 BN 0.5877 (p < 0.05), IE B X A [F IE A 2 ma e St )

il 2 bk DX AT 55 H AR VT BC 3@ i 4k XA [F R L 0= A= g2 i, B A5 X IR o () 422 240 [0.2448,
0.4168] 1 [H) A E 0, Ui WAL XA [FIEAT 55 BORVLEC X A B S 61 B fE e b A % v /e /E - 95% B 45 IX 8] 1 B
FZ2U8[0.0958, 0.321] A5 0, 15 B AL X WA [RIFEAT 55 A DT e 0T (8 L B st min o R 45358 7 i AR

4.6.2. BHOARRNP N EARLE
Aol 28 B DXAT 4% 4 AR DU FC B BEAON R % 42 R 40CH 0.6396 (p < 0.05), 145+ AR UCHEL &3 1F [7152 1
FEARINED; BN R E LB 1 #1223 0.4838 (p < 0.05), FEMRIA A 25 1 A S i 1 4L ).
Al 2 bk PR AE 55 12 AR DG T 388 3o B A DA (5] o A L B 7= AR 52 ey, A X J) ) 482 2% R [0.2279,
0.3923] A E 0, 1 BB [RIFEAT 55 152 AR UL ECRHANME LA 2 i b R 3 R AR - 95% A X [ 1 B
FZ34R[0.1206, 0.3342) 4N 0, Ut FABFAA A [F)FE AT 55 B A DT C o (B 35 A1) (0 52 i) o R 350 23 A

4.6.3. MEIARRPTERRLE
Al 2 b XA 45 H R VU RL ) 5 Rk R i B 42 A% 0.4780 (p < 0.05), AF 45 HAR UL L 52 1T il S
RN RO DR A B L B (1 PR 4% 2% 0.2908 (p < 0.05), il A 7] 2 3 1F i) s i i L 61
Al 2 b4k DX IR AT 55 B2 A VT BC 3@ 3o & A [F R L B 7= A= 52w, B A5 X IR o [A) 422 2% 9 [0.0815,
0.2080] 1 [BIASE 0, 1 B i RELIA TR ZEAT 25 2 AR VT BC XA B S iy s b R #E vh /e /R - 95% 245 X [A] 1 B
FLRR[0.2791, 0.5166] A E 0, B bt LA R AEAE 55 H R DT ECAHN B SL B g2 ma oo SE5 r h E R,
WUz 7 fion. i BRI AN, RIS
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Table 7. Output results of each variable in the bootstrap mediation test
%< 7. Bootstrap PN I KT EMEER

FEX AR Coeff se t p LLCI ULCI
X—M 0.5588 0.0515 10.8475 0.000 0.4574 0.6601
X—Y(c") 0.5368 0.0573 9.3765 0.000 0.4242 0.6495
M—Y 0.5877 0.0538 10.9153 0.000 0.4817 0.6936
TN A Coeff se t P LLCI uLCl
X—MlI 0.6396 0.0662 9.6672 0.000 0.5094 0.7698
X—Y(c") 0.2274 0.0543 4.1888 0.000 0.1206 0.3342
M1—Y 0.4838 0.0409 11.8162 0.000 0.4033 0.5644
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