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ABSTRACT

Along with the rapid development of the internet and social media in recent years, there
are more and more people prefer using social media to develop new interpersonal
relationships, The usage of social media has been a part of modern life. By using it, people can
quickly access the information worldwide even exchange and share the information. Among
all social media, Facebook is the most representative. Based on the interaction and the usage
of the platform, Facebook can establish connections, convey messages and search people who

have the same habits.

This research applies Facebook members in certain society to explore virtual social
consciousness between society members, consensus and the influence of continuously usage
behavioral intention. Besides, Facebook society users are our analytical targets. In this
research, we release 300 surveys and finally collect 283 effective ones to process AMOS,SPSS
and EXCEL in order to verify the research hypothesis. The findings show that users will possess
positive influences on the quality of society, information, network externality and fashion
involvement. Virtual society consciousness also has positive impact on consensus and will

further enhance it.

Keywords: virtual society consciousness, cohesion, continue use intention
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BIDAFATPREDLLRFALFIIATAE L TR S FAFLR &R
AR AT o AE L BERE 4 2 B mWalther and Burgoon(1992)3% % 3%
e S M EE s~ RREL 5 AP OB B o Pavitt(1998) % > £ 3
BRARAAFER L MARRFA AT IR FTE 67 PRELE %R Yoo and
Alavi(2001)3%5 » B3 3R oMM - ¢ @ = | 2B H DL RS -

b mBAE L MEHEES e BTk o

(=) RS g ARG

BURSE(2006)4p 4R 4 A f 50 B Y AFEH BIOTAEE A 2 LR E



TRZFF RO EE > UAFFEL G AR - A S R PR R iR E2

Fm I i bmBERERY [ AL R RFEAE - EEFLE 0 H

ARA EPRB LB g% Tp AN 75 o3 B @RS § T S

"~

g

EERE R R R RSN RN SR N EFE SRR S

X

o

HE @ s F 4 {85 gk * LW/ Lo Bk o
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>

Fo 8 BEEFITRAFE

AL RPN SN AR LR L F Al P B R S X

I

ERAELHOPFUE e o TR EERALEE X ALSET E

il BB L BB R 2 R 2 LS R

TRk o
- ~ A REPEZ LR

PR g S T T & R KR

AT ARFEILIE E G BAA i H Algesheimer(2005)

TER TV
dF AE s BB %
i '*‘ At iﬁ’fﬁi"
b3 o
BALFEY 2 SRR
ME e R o T ¥

o

vk

AT FF SR e

S e AT Y ALFE S F | Ahn(2007)
UERE B SR TR
FoBRE S AR
ﬁiﬁgi : ?K._, -2 3%344
BALEE A R B A hi,

R o
PR R IRE B R AR o geRaen | Wang(2012)
W E A FE AT
RASDSE -~ )’jﬂ*ﬁm
ok fAR S a,ﬂsﬁ;&:%
EAXE
R 2R ¥R R 7 4R Mot | Shang(2005)
717

'3'

fRAZR 2 $on (797
I K BB R o

T dRALE R A A L @ hdp ke | Koh and Kim(2003)
vz BEG RA R
EEAELE A6 i
€ R M

(Membership) ~ #2584

(Influence) % itz
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(Immersion) °

AR AE A a4+ B W | Doherty(2003)
i SR Sl B g‘_ﬁ»m
R~k P HENZ
g &R LB
L femEat

EFigr 3B 5B A T & | Bhattacherjee(2001)
e d B ALY
A2 > dpenq e i 5 it
i 'ﬁ F Wrenw iR

* o sl R R
FEF o TR
Fr oo

Sray PERediEni
(=) A RRE TR &

MEG PIE S BE &SRS AR e ik (Facebook) 1T 5 A KR T
R E PR A S SR E R LS 2T U PR v T R B

PALE s R RS R R T R R §F S R T A A

A i o

()  BExP

AFTREE LS F A RRRe o Su (DR REF AT (2) 8 TR
H ] RACRERE RS BRI R T REARELE
FEA A EF R AR TLFRNT A EARAFREER 2P
(Likert)ef= gh< &£ & » RfFE Liblf el LALR - EH 2 AR L3 F
L FHIFRRAL - FRFLFL ETRA T RALI LA TA-

( ) B B

I
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BHRBAT TR

Y R 2P LE

PEE P BT E o 1R

%

ek

IR ST R R L R N Ny B i
R H AT R EAAFEEDESR T NFER Y AR Z0 &
FREDRD REELEHG LRt elT hF R LRI Y -

o2~ Beis L REE I E KR

MRk "3 A dOR

A FILF A i AN F_Facebook #-# 4 7 | Algesheimer(2005)

N SN
Ao b % Facebook et 3 R
#2\ % 227 Facebook H i A3
> B iEd (A E &
e A2 E Facebook £.7 2 3% #&2% | Ahn(2007)
BRI
#3205 Facebook it # 3% = AF
2l
# 2% % Facebook it # 2% & AT
EF e
P g b IRE AR G R A R e Wang(2012)
Facebook °
2 2% % Facebook it #%& 2% = &
mF! F o
AL 5 Facebook e 4% 3% B 37
SR
IR N A 2 Erf Facebook * #78 % ¢ | Shang(2005)
T m;: B
3 ¢ B 2 Facebook t e {7 4%
# o
ol NG e N g S
Facebook } e & o
o AT R Azn i A Facebook #7443 | Koh and Kim(2003)
# 4
A AF ¥ Facebook # it ¥ = R
BN G %A 4 o
A AF 17 v iF >t Facebook °
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4. 2% Facebook } Rk~ 5% 7

N
5, A ¥ v K p ¢ & Facebook
AL EpE > o
6. = %*fig [ A g iy
Facebook *
R A l. ek AFRERNELFY Doherty(2003)

Facebook # it ¥ = B 24 A

2. "ﬁ'f 3\ 38 18 £* 3% > Facebook #2.:5

HAR g4 AR o

3. % B2 Facebook #2 et 3 =
B (TAL R Ede o

4. 4% 3@ 5 Facebook > 3% §
BANTAEIT LR o

FHer L [l rs Facebook Bhattacherjee(2001)

&l 2. A48 AE F Facebook crE ¢
AZEH s AT ek o

3. ARAme mygR
Facebook °

()  DFRREEFRAR I
AL P AT AR A ERE SR AR &
LAEFTHER TS o B F e R FO PP A PR AT
B RPN RBEFLENIT T AL RE
RRE g 2017 32 10 pd=s 3 32 24 p 5K 28]

Google B ¥ % MLkt % > B x vy 300 » > %J“’f Hoe 17 i»m»hl ¥ (&)

o

et B EA R JERRBER) REEI G xR E L 283 0 F R T
5 94.3%c R AFHEINL Ao (£ 2 ) Ao 0 HP T 142 A 1k 50, 2% 0 o= 1 141
Ak 49. 8% RBIFRTARE A FRLEIE S gL K 18] 4 0 1 64% 0 H
AL ET(F ) G 56 4 o 4§ Facebook shps B > G o R 04 15 W 2 ra d

267 % ik~ % g ik 94.3% -
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FIE - TR
(=) SR

FUF Feid Bgtent ko M A T FAL(T At ]~ E A ] BEFHOT T
AR BRCE S T for ~ R Y AR EROE F AT 5 R AW ol

R o

(=) o R AT
TRAGERLFELZER > B PSS S I LG - R (consistency) %

BB RAMGEENREES S AH §RIEFLARSARE f‘&)f*fb“"“r” ’

BRV UGS SR PIREL B BB F LT AR P E S R
ARIT- RO PRFRET > PlRALAET - REGFEL - AFTHEY FF ]

jmg ~ 2 e Rf-Cronbach’ s o @ %l k7 2R L42Pp 7 2 5 »cRfriy
K ehdp ¥ 1395 Hair, Anderson, Blake and Tatham(1998)w&:x F1% f i7 &
B~ 0.5 %@ @ Fornell and Larker(1981)# % CR & /&3] 0.6 1+ >

pt ¢k Cronbach” s a T 0.7 423 - REBFHRE -

()  RAY

PR TRl 2 L AR g Rlae st B Rl E o SRl E AR o g
2 AR TR G R A BDE B R R APTRARR A TR E SRR R
HRENFOEFRC A TEY FR L FEF 7 £ HEROTHE L EEFtapk
BT BPTR R {(TAR (04 17k S (Fornell and Larcker , 1981 ; Bagozzi and

Yi, 1988)iz:xH T8 R i@ /R 0.5 1+ o

(=) An g A 47
AR GEL - BEL A DB SRAE 2 Y B BEEAND

- 2 Fo A @ Pearson #f £ 40 B R BAEL T L A 4587 7 R B hip M AR
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BT HEHFRETLTIFLEAM RS2 pM Glicr A 8ci Tt M 5
A fBckor pAphE o 5 HAPM RBcE 2 0.30 FF > A M ARARM P REEAN
*0.30 2 0.60 2 &7 ¢ BRApBE ;A GlcEE /430 0.60 2 0990 2 &> RIFLE
BEAM FEN IR RATR>EM - K A GHEF < 0.80 ¢
HFREAMORE AT HAETAEE S R H P EanELY ¢ TR
T2 BBZFH R F R REAM R

BEN R REO RO R AN A 17 0 R AR e
- RfbfeiRlE R S i 7 R4 425" (structural equation model, SEM)
Ao B R R R AR R I VAR s R TR RE A rdp R
- o NUERRE AR R RSP RS B i o g R R B R 0T % M
AT LA EKE
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Frd -R@Ess
A2 U ED R E RREFRFA L DOEK > DA wjrag o HaE
Excel snF s > 12 % 4% SPSS ezt 4 47k 22 AMOS # 88 ki s 282 3 T AL en
A1 E AR RERAKHR AT LEHHR L iRk AEFATEY
B o b - SANFARAATH I EA T N BRTFREBEAFLE ¥ D&
PIE-5ER S i FrE N B EFRBEME DL AT I FARIRIE B % oh- Rizd

Ei_’:]‘i o

F-o% AAFHLH
(=) &~ TR A7
1. 425
ARG B R 300 R E 0w TR S R EORE S 215 S ok
WAL 28300 2P 9 142 A ik 50.2% 0 e |2 141 4 ik 49, 8% e
2. &
AR SRR EEE S G 21-30 el B > B3 132 4 ik 46.6% 0 < 3
= 41-50 kx5 55 A 1L 19.4% > B %W 5 50 ks b 39 A ik 130 8% 31-40 & 32
AfE11.3% 0 112 20 4T 24 4 ik 8. 4% e
3. K5 AR
AINELRIFRTRRE O N R L LA LG 18] 4 0 B 64% B
SATAT(F)M 56 4 0 ik 19.8% B 2 WY ABF 44 AR 24 Bl
Ao At 5 15, 5% % 0, 7% o
4. % JT ~
ASKEEXRF O e 2 e AR EY 10,000 2T k5 82 4 o ik 29%

# = plE_10,000-30,000 % 77 % 5 ik 27.2% > 2 t5 & A % & 30,001-50, 000

ETIAS

69 + »50,001-70,000 = 22 * > 70,000 »++ 5 33 4 > R ERF AV RE L

24.4% > 7.8%r+ % 11.6% -
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5. ¢ * Facebook - 354f &

AR %%iﬁ'l—‘ﬁi% * Facebook L 35 5 v & X ik & § @A £ 5 223 £
Wb T78.8% A REFHH6=£F 254> B8.8% His kA B EEFI-4K16
A iED T FHFT-2FK 124 0 i 4.2% MEEFSILRT A B2 5%
d BT 0 AR TP ¥4 A E X @ % Facebook ik i 5 BOEH o
6. #f§ Facebook pF &

£7¥ Facebook “pF /& = & » % :‘E'J—"F‘J‘! 15 i # a2 b 267 A ik % % #c ik 94, 3%
FRRAEG-12B Y 64 0 B2 1% 28 &AN5E 12-15® " 4% -0-3®"? 6

ACB-9M T 24 HiERF B LHI G 1.4% 2. 1% 2% 0.7% -
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&5 = ¥ A
g 142 50. 2%
ERA & 141 49. 8%
B 283 100%
20 1 24 8. 4%
21-30 & 132 46. 6%
g 31-40 32 11. 3%
41-50 # 55 19. 4%
50 s 40 13. 8%
R 283 100%
e 2 0. %
- 44 15. 5%
AR T 181 64%
Oy AT 56 19. 8%
Bk 283 100%
10, 000 2 82 29
10, 000-30, 000 T 217. 2
LEFE DS 30, 001-50, 000 69 24. 4
50,001-70, 000 22 7.8
70, 000 »+ * 33 11.6
ki 283 100%
£ X 223 78. 8%
¥ 1-2 =% 12 4. 2%
¢ * Facebook ¥  # i 3-4 =t 16 5.7
odE #+ ¥ 5-6 =t 25 8.8
FF L] x 7 2.5
B 283 100%
# /¥ Facebook 1 (-3 i * 4 1. 4%
pF 3-6 B * 0 0%
6-9 B * 2 2.1%
9-12 B * 6 2.1%
12-15 & * 4 1. 4%
15 i % b 267 94. 3%
B 283 100%

FAKR : AL p (AR
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AT HT Likert £ % - 2% & 0 10 SPSS St o fr ity A2 0 £ T
IR E R 1R A G T R RO Gl B TR AR E T
BlLFERT OB ANE-TZROR AL 2RFE - S AFRLSLR LA

e

FARL2 2RI A LRI A S BRE2AEA

PEEHR O FTEEAN AT 2 RAKLRF T ERS A AR Lo

dOR T e SR T FERAE AT LT o F i 6T 2 R

SRFTEL S LG R
Fwo~ AR IE A
7 Rk % B9 3TN EE 2 B OR
AHFILR 1-1 24355 2% €_Facebook A+3# 42 er1—
>3 o
1-2 2\ 2 2 % Facebook siit3E= F A

Al

1-3 #42% k3522 Facebook # i A+ 3 =
Heximd R & ebo
o 2-1 2233 5 Facebook &7 1% -2\ 1

FEDF 3 o
2-2 235 Facebook it # &3 = FF e

ot
2-3 230 5 Facebook it #% B3¢ & Fren
ik

fedp b 3nL 3-1 24 3u % Facebook &7 14 3% -2\ &

FEENF 3 o
3-2 #3%% Facebook it # & 3% % FF e

i
3-3 32 % Facebook #: #% i3\ $ F7ih
Fi

i {7 A 4-1 A ¥ gr & Facebook * 488 & & i

]"r mp F o

4-2 3% ¢ B 72 Facebook } et (748

o

4-3 4o% 35 5 € 2 € 427 Facebook
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b s d o

I AL L -1 # 3 5 2 B> Facebook et 3 &
B o
5-2 # 4 ¥ Facebook #@ et 3 & F £_
AT A o
Hh-3 A4 17wk »t Facebook o
5-4 3% & Facebook } ehpk= &4 5 4
il
h-Hh A& ¥ ehw B p & & Facebook 72
HIEL > o
5-6 & X W & fogu b R A
Facebook } -

EEA 61 4ok N F R ZRAEL FH

Facebook #ZeiAe ¥ = B 34 B o

6-2 % 2%:8:8 k" 3L » Facebook #Z 4+
R g RENL

6-3 ' & 22 Facebook # et 3 =
EEALL E o

6-4 4% A G 7 Facebook > ' ¢ 1
ARG LR -

R

T kR

FFHer LR

kL

28

T-1 2 & % i * Facebook °

T-2 2“4 17 A 5 Facebook e &4
WEH B AR o

7-3 2 k#0» & @5 # * Facebook °



I~ Faf st

P B B e o T g Wik R R
L S [
=8 =8 *x
1-1 283 5} 2 7T 1.24 5.35 1.54 -1.13 0.84 4.03
1-2 283 5 2 7 1.24 5.03 1.53 -0.5 -0.31 4.03
1-3 283 5 2 7 1.27 5.15 1.6 -0.61 0.11 3.93
2-1 283 5} 2 7 1.2 5.12 1.44 -0.59 -0.05 4.16
2-2 283 5} 2 7 1.26 -5.08 1.59 -0.63 -0.17 3.97
2-3 283 5 2 7 .05 5.48 1.11 -0.91 1.35 4.76
3-1 283 5 s 7T 1.25+5.68 1.57 =1.22 1.07 4
3-2 283 5 2 7.0.95 6.11 0.91  -1.52 3.14 5.26
3-3 283 65} 2 7 1.3 7552 1.69 -1.16 0.93 3.85
4-1 283 5 2 7 1.15 5.43 1.32 -1.04 0.93 4.35
4-2 283 5 2 7 1.12 5.49 1.24  -0.97  1.02 4.46
4-3 283 5} 2 7 1.36 4.94 1.84 -0.54 -0.28 3.68
5-1 283 5} 2 7T  1.13 5,17 1.28 -0.54 -0.18 4.42
-2 283 5 2 7T 1.32 4.87 1.73 -0.48 -0.44 3.79
5-3 283 5 2 7T 1.43 4.78 2.06 -0.42 -0.63 3.50
5-4 283 6} 2 T 1.26 5.08 1.59 -0.56 -0.14 3.97
5-5 283 5 2 7T 1.32 4.96 1.75 -0.58 -0.14 3.79
5-6 283 5 2 7T 1.39 4.81 1.94 -0.51 -0.45 3.60
6-1 283 5 2 7 1.42 4.82 2.0  -0.52 -0.55 3.52
6-2 283 5 2 7T 1.35 4.94 1.81 -~ -0.6 -0.3  3.70
6-3 283 65} 2 7 1.3 4.85°1.69 -0.46 -0.41 3.85
6-4 283 5 2 7T 1.36 4.71 1.8 -0.3 -0.71 3.68
-1 283 5 2 7T 1.137°5.7 1.28 -1.26 1.67 4.42
-2 283 5 2 7T 1.34 5.5 1.79 -1.01 0.39 3.73
-3 283 5 2 7 1.03 5.77 1.06 -0.95 1.02 4.85

TR KRR AR

(CH)EREI VLA
Atk b HREF LA (Univariate Normality) P i & 38 A1 % & 1
s A B 2o B P i & (Skew) £dp RBFH ¥ L4 f OB 7102 T 308h7 4
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Fo F T ol ot X A chEcT 5 & (Positive Skew) s F/LNRIE L
(Negative Skew) - @ % & (Kurtosis)R| &ip ##&F A T F Mo e & - -
Bm T B LIRS F o A RIS B RE > FE-3 A5

M om & BREOT B TR At/-1 2] 2 Kline(2005)F %% & £
TR BB /-2 N M ER R 3 R o A R RER
EHREY L FRIEE MRS E(Outliers) » & F A REBITH & R
FougEr 2 (Likert)T 2o B & o 23 5 * 2 5o (Likert)7 2-% B - i@
LB BERAY/ 2P > A AR ﬂ,% 3-2 Az A1t 2F ek > HARRIIEE A 3 1Y

RoERFEEFENE -

Fo8 . GRERRAN

75 Q000)&F N infg Rl 2 7 0w R REF RRIEL E iptk o
R F B LT L G T s - REGVRE 2 X RREA SRR R 0 E R
EFAAR ) > RIF S s AP 0 GRS AREART 0 R TEP LG A i
B isd §ZaE KRB Bl R Ar i 5] o Bk ke RERERNM S Bl R
FANFEF RN E R EEARR - gt FEA A SR A RALR s B4R
H-Rm ed PapEFEET »PlkAED - REEF R M eon TR, A
o %- AN AR F ORI AN AETR AT R AT PR EET PR
ToRAhgR LG - REDEREEP K, 207) N w AR AL Lo
WA ZFop - RE> R g 2T RSP INTRBEATHI P E Ak F R D
#w €2 2 P& Cronbach a iz B A 47 o #F 3 & * F1% f 7 £ (Factor
loading) ~ & 4 % hie & T & (Composite Reliability, CR)r4 % Cronbach «a
e B A 17 0 T 1339 Bagozzi and Yi(1988)#7#% & enfim g #58 Arad ke Uk
WA 2 A FEF R UE GRGOEE AT B A S LG N
E2Z R R4S F LD R E R o

(=) TR A T
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1. Zatp & e & & (Composite Reliability, CR)

Fafe e d R CRELE LY FEFEONARRTES - BARR 5
RIBFT R AT RAF L EG 3RO TARIRRES X R L FLY
Pefzk o (R BARF RS 2P PERFLT 2 B DR B hife &
RIER B2 B ERg » 2 RLZRF BT UAARE NZHEL -
Bagozzi and Yi(1998)#7 3 & 3kdp B At che SRR B A3 (0.7 4
TRE - KEAFLAFE ERKEFERE  CA AR ELRFA Y LG T
FEIE - KM Aok o

t%aﬁ_f#,ﬁ E M RZ TR SN AT

(R = (Z loading)2 / [(z loading)2 + z error]

2.Cronbach’ s «a

A= 1% SPSS19 Azt #MEF B L e L &R A 15 Cronbach’ s «
BEPNI- REGLFTRERBE LD Fildr - a3 0 FAr L FBx3 0.7 12
Foika AR ARBRBE oA R RESTE? ¥ FCronbach’ s a %3 0.7

VR R A A B ERET L G DD I RERR Ao 2 e

(=)  ERAT

s ARl e FEAE 0 EPSEELRIE R P O PR T % b R

’ %J% PLEFR - BRI G A F B Jeaorn &k (convergent validity)#r ® %
st (average variance extracted)fr%Z f =& (factor loading)t#& % 2 &
Tj?iﬁ' 2 B ARl SR 0 ALE B G Jeaonk e

Bip & T 0% R 5 P2 (Average Vairance Extracted AVE)

AVE B4 7% &R & K3 et g T o R 4 o 5 AVE EAxF o
PRI L2B L 7 A% i R & jcaorc & - 1995 Formell and Larcker(1981)
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s AVE £4 ERA 0.5 01 a AEY A BELEA T IEYE K

T
FERARE0O MY A AFTEARELE T B O R TaoTk -

AVE = Z loading? + [Z loading? + Z error]
2. % HPTR
FUARAIERF RIS BEE PR ¥ - R RENBRILIE ¥R
A uaEnBu LR WEMEM GERRET > A7 Fariht > HApl ik
< 7“3 F > {3 Fornell and Larker(1981)F" 7 &&:& ¥ #& 1) L 4 hT o
RPBEPR AL LT i b G BT 3 o A BB PRI 2
FenipARR SRV ROBSFR ST S L3 55 & p H- D% upR

'&f’%‘k = o
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N O S Y E]

¥+ %#c  Factor @3 P4 Cronbach  CR AVE
Loading A0 B a

AFE LR 1-1 0.758 0.677 0. 836 0.836  0.630
1-2 0. 826 0.714
1-3 0.796 0.701

i 2-1 0.886 0.790 0. 851 0.862 0.679
2-2 0.905 0.790
2-3 0.658 0.604

e ohIRE 3-1 0.876 0.708 0.818 0.823 0.610
3-2 0.706 0.658
3-3 0. 751 0. 681

o T~ 4-1 0.82 0. 669 0.805 0.829 0.620
4-2 0. 864 0. 748
4-3 0.663 0.564

EEAELE 0 51 0. 729 0. 644 0.877  0.879 0.549
5-2 0. 731 0. 661
5-3 0. 639 0.619
54 0.774 0.710
5-5 0. 749 0.719
5-6 0. 780 0.751

FR A 6-1 0. 858 0.796 0.916 0.918 ~0.737
6-2 0. 898 0. 851
6-3 0.874 0. 839
6-4 0.791 0. 749

FEer w11 0.820 0.699 0. 786 0.799 0.572
-2 0.739 0.603
-3 0. 699 0.602

A
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AT OFASE R O REN REAE REER4 FHR
fe (4 PR » HFL® * X B

AFEIL 0.630

e

s 0,312 0.679

B

ek 0,188 0.284 0.610

R

a7 0,355 0.326 0.278 0. 620

0.507 0.353  0.220  0.393 . 0.549

wOEv| ¥
Eﬂl\:\, e

&

[

Ty
oy

o

FER 0.436  0.334 0.206 0.358  0.537 . 0.737
#Fge 0.281 0 0.198 - 0.151  0.358  0.320  0.307 - 0.572
* X

.

Sz Apht il T
(=) ApMIE

N2 3 12 Pearson Ap B 7 iR (T 4 w0 ;%’u PO RELRET PR &
BF Frenge vk b § Pearson 4p B thdlicE < 0.8 b WA T RET 7 AP B 1L
% > % Pearson 4p M Ti#ic ] 3t 0.2 T R R A REEF L TR ME o AT
FI* LB LM BT T A Ao d B A Tl BIEAH L L APH
Gl d TR E I ER LR > 2 LA LR ip b fhdicy >0 0.8 7 H
BORER AT T R AR R T AE Y B G A A i

HE A A
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2 - Al i

AR OFAE R AR REALE ORR4 FHR
i ( S les » HILW * &R

AFIL ]

i

Fas 0.559% |

(

g et (. 434%% (. 533%% 1

L

a7 0.596%% 0,571k (. 527k% ]

~
B AR 0. T12%% 0, 594%% (0, 469%% 0. 627%% 1
L

FE A 0.660%k 0.578%k 0. 454%% 0. 598%k 0. 733%k 1
#Fg R 0.530%0%  0.445%x 0. 388%* 0.598%k 0.566%* 0.554%k 1

S ITEY

AR AU RS A b Ot (SEM) & (7 H 17 B e it & e & 0 31 Fe i
B thdn BRR A B M A TR LB b RILDAER o SEM 3 537 § R 4 1%
R - dp Rt R E i LESKHECRAE AT E 7 T IR T peal A dp

A E Rt e
Hair et al. (1998):%5 & % #cfeif RApikiod R0 - o av ¥ 03]
feif A2 B end|re+ 342 5 - BF P XA ] B8 T & »Bagozzi and
Yi(1998)&Z k7 A H#t A < | AR EHp r» T2 -+ et pd B @k
Bt TR R 0 B AR AR R ET TEF ARE 3 LR
(Chin and Todd, 1995) ° Browne and Cudeck(1993):%% GFI E &+t 0.8 &
T AP E PFAE R o @ RS L peif 4pik(adjusted goodness of fit index,
AGFD & 2 e gL 5 PR IEF - ¥ 7 g X P A < B 1% pd R &
HAPBE O FECFI AR - FTEEFI R pd RS2 RO BEF 43
0 12 R > 13% Browne and Cudeck(1993)4p 1 % AGFI &+ 0.8 * % 5 4p§
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e R oo BARG N F FRE - ERHFH 0.9 A Browne and
Cudeck(1993)3% % 2t -k B 2t gk 2 Bl 3™ 5 o

d A4 T WAR R AL SRS A2/ d R(xP/df ) b1 E
3.028 - #g 7Rl 3 & e & GFI @ 5 0.815 #id ~ v 0.8 5 AGFI i 3
0.772 > #& @435 0.8 ; RMSEA 5 0.085 - & | >+ 7/ & 0. 10 - @ 4p $fe i & 4p
2 NFI &5 0.842;CFI i& % 0.887; IFI i& 0.888; RFI & 0.819 ¥ 437 0.9°
f tefeif 3 ¥ PNFI £ PGIF &2 % 5 0.738 £ 0.778 » % ~ ¢ & 0.50 -
FeE P aREE o AP ORI R G FRRTS ERGRE LT AP
SRR S A T F - R R AR A RASE L B

- xR .

36



4~ FHpgA

R R ks FREE
fe i & 4p

Chi-square(df) AR | AR T 796. 253
Chi-square/df <3 3.028
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