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AAFRFALREY Z2 0 R R HERE Lk > G ERARY I o
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% ¥ #4c(Ma, Chen et al. 2012) -
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1998) ; (Sarosa) i i enp| A9 40FT 5 it > A 5 &
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REEWEMASFE N URERZASL S - BAEE - AT I ERBERBASTRIBE HE AL
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Xk B foa qu%fn\llﬂﬁﬁ EhF R el (Tamaivt 973 b oo Fla B8 B LR - T
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H10: 58 6 3o $9 100 HERE {2549 5553 BEF A M
B HlO0a: LB~ 5 g ® % > # Nike Facebook 2. 25 % 4 87 g8 44 F0 R I

BB B T R ERL B enig t :ﬁ .
B HI0b: § % fiPw # »~ 5 hi¢ * ¥ > # Nike Facebook 2 ) % {282 {12 54 AGER 1

o MR TSP chig o
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H10c: 3 B

v R TP R i

n BB r 5 e r Ko 4
=
f

o

H11: i@ Pero 442 9 (4 204 ¢ PR S 1GET B F AP M
L Hilla: 3 ##4 P i » ;?ﬁn’%""‘ﬁ’
L B0 20 MORA Bem cni
B Hllb: F 518w i » 5 chig * o
B B (53 30 Mk Bem ennfd X f
B Hllc: & B Py » 5 it *
BN *“M‘Bﬂ—ﬁ’»vmné*ﬂ
(2) AFLE § 2 A A6 a8y Mk EP T
BT @R S RHERA L KERF B §

© 5 4p % ook T (Ashforth and Mael 1989) - &%
H 2 3 FiEEY 0§

O’guinn (2001)% 4 7+ > fdd
R EALHEP R

ﬁé&ﬁ*i&ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ"

Nike Facebook 2.4} % |+ &2 g 4 59 K% 1
Nike Facebook 2.4} % |+ 224+ & PRI 509 K 3
H Nike Facebook 2.4} 9 |+ &2 4+ & PRI 509 K
H Nike Facebook 2.} 9 |+ 2243 & PRI 509 K3

o

| w8 E P g R

RFEFLFE ﬁiL4rr11"rfrv » 3R

CYEE T TNy B

v

-

R Rerk ) £330

AAFE L EM A e 3 A5 8 0 Muniz Jr and
FERIApAZHERREE T E > A
o BEAZHET RO L g Rt PHEE

W ek % (Zhang et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2012) -
AWP AP TRABEF P HAE Y O FRGFEEREL G A Y > i BT

H12: & & Pe e A3 RKGE B AL € PRSI M K355 B F A M
B Hl2a: 33# LB b » 5 hifg # F » # Nike Facebook z_ - # - K587 R 1 50 R
b BB F T IRE B i ¥ K
B HI2b: 3 4|Bw i~ 5 g JF‘ » H Nike Facebook z_ A+ #2587 RS 14 500 R Y
R ¥ RAC SIS R
W H12c: % B #RBw iy~ g * o H Nike Facebook 2 L3 K& i 12 &M KR
LS EE AR St i
H13: & P AL 3R E AL € PRI M K355 ¥ 40 M
B Hl3a: 3L B b~ §chg # —’gf » # Nike Facebook 2z A+ K84+ ¢ PRIEIE 50 K
R e MR NRL B i Y
B HI3b: BB x5 eanig FI » # Nike Facebook 2. A+ -KE 244 € PRAE 540 K
SRR R SR R
B HI13c: 3 P #&Bw Hr J g ﬁ » # Nike Facebook 2_ A+ -KFE 244 € PRIEIE 54 K
LM ARETILE RBe it * o
SN S
AFIREXRFLELA S BING F-WP A AP EHRANEFE (REETE S TARE S R 2R
MAEF L2 58 SRS RE AR SR RFE - ETHEPe 82 TR RRAELR) § -0 5 B4
AR e Ay R Likert - BB LA R BRIEHLETRAS  ABLEFRL R T RPL T T
BARL ARE A IRL AT A TRE AR EHFFL TR
B R R o R AT
REch s A0S e RpABz S8Ry 0F AP @l R EH BT o TP AT L REA
HOX A2 FREABROEIEIFATH S Poap L5 2801280 > 52k % 585840 -
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~ - RS

I8 p -‘%JE A #ic B A
45] Ul e 43 51.2%
e 41 48.8%
# & 18 kv ™ 0 0%
19-30 % 29 34.5%
31-40 % 36 42.9%
41-50 # 16 19%
51 gt b 3 3.6%
B ) S B L 0 0%
FEoRAR 5 6%
Fax 3 3.6%
RS 8 9.5%
b ¥ 2 2.4%
PRA% % 49 58.3%
Ad#E 5 6%
g4 8 9.5%
H 4 4.8%
T AR BG#)¥Y (7 47T) 3 3.6%
B7/E l%k 11 13.1%
L/~ 5 57 67.9%
e D I 13 15.5%
Hu 0 0%
& 0 AriE 20,000 ~ (7)™ 8 9.5%
20,001~30,000 =~ 23 27.4%
30,001~40,000 ~ 26 31%
40,001~50,000 ~ 14 16.7%
50,001 =~ (%) 13 15.5%
o R R RP A
PLS #alehafr&afly - BAHI > 5 - BAHFLRHRRZ A DGR - F = B IR RIS DR
R F AR A (PR~ B5 & 0 2009) - ARl R BRI G 0 AL R PLS 2 WS PIE BRI AT
Hap o B de™ (1) &% (items) F1F f fm & (loading) 2 f <3+ 055 (2) =& i & (composite reliability )

g Cronbach’s alpha & /f + % 0.7 A ik p 38— Rz ;5 (3) T ia% R ¥ 5§ (average variance extracted, AVE )
A3 055 (4) #iRiEs AVE 3 2T i i o cotp bl il (5) 5 F1R f R R A B R
fae g >+ 34 own-loadings = *cross-loadings - & R R| £ £ 4 enfearrck (convergent validity) £ %
»c A (discriminant validity ) -

21 "2 f g

253



F1% f i7 £ (factor loading) 2 & F_p| & B % ficyy Tﬁﬁz 2 B edp B 1+ > 1995 Hair et al.(1992) i 3k o LR ik
Sak g AR F O ARR L FA2005 FFF LA EAE05 Pl T RRRES LS A 1 BT U]
B RCRET BT - RALE BEG ORRR B HE RIS SRR R R TR L R TR LR A 42

HEA-2 T @A AR G ORRRE AR ARG EI ek R P T R
¥ B ILAL ¥ K (p<.001) -

242 R FEZ TERT

o R 38 Fkf AR F1EpAETER T
RD 1 0.917 46.716***
Ly R 5 RD 2 0.923 37.846***
RD 3 0.893 24.463***
RD 4 0.885 24 471%**
Vi1 0.795 10.620***
L VI 2 0.896 16.578***
VI3 0.884 15.998***
V14 0.837 32.031***
IM 1 0.887 26.669***
IM 2 0.928 46.185***
A5 et IM 3 0.861 16.499***
IM 4 0.920 39.784***
IM5 0.917 35.162***
CC1 0.929 46.768***
CC2 0.935 41.322*%**
Ak F K EE CC3 0.908 35.034***
CC4 0.926 36.545%**
CC5 0.934 63.270***
PHB 1 0.945 43.557***
G L 7 S ks PHB 2 0.946 73.509%**
PHB 3 0.969 84.304***
PHB 4 0.908 15.210***
ACC1 0.908 26.806***
R 1 ACC 2 0.965 122.565***
ACC 3 0.943 50.979***
ACC 14 0.937 47.797***
SBC1 0.952 57.934***
A PR S SBC 2 0.947 42.714%**
SBC3 0.943 47.781*%**
SBC 4 0.918 38.058***
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242 FlRiFEZ2 TR

o RS 3E FEf g Fl R ETEWKR T
CoM1 0.808 16.633***
COM 2 0.880 26.025***
AP COM 3 0.821 16.975%**
COM 4 0.855 23.240%**
COM 5 0.842 20.007***
WO 1 0.837 19.898***
WO 2 0.792 13.407***
B 4 B WO 3 0.681 7.107%**
WO 4 0.770 14.594%**
WO 5 0.717 7.455%**
GO1 0.777 15.486***
- GO 2 0.729 10.815%***
GO3 0.728 11.181%**
GO 4 0.712 10.333***
RPI 1 0.553 4.481%**
) RPI 2 0.907 29.699***
FoREABAR
RPI 3 0.943 46.160%**
RPI 4 0.918 36.069***

2.3 R A

LR R3NP 2 Cranach’s o f¥lcd 5 B L@ % ehff#=f£ 1 £ > % Cranach’sa E %30 0.7 » & L p|E %
$EFBERCEAN 07 L 035 24 nY BAEM 035 BIAA KA S M4ES (Guieford, 1965) ;
Fobo Apmyon@ oL 4R g2 e i & (composite reliability, CR) k § ¥ - f?‘fitéu\ﬁ*‘ri#;.%%% » % CR &% 3> s
#1723k @ 0.6(Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Hair et al.,2006) » ¥+ &x A § 2L 57 & T & 5 €& 43 207 1
@ hAFy & @S 9 Cranach’s o #ikc2 CR 4> 0.870 1 0.969 2 fF » % & |2 b #7if2 3 > Bgow
PR RME2F P EFRERR -

% 4-3 ﬁ.m CRANACH’S ##2 CR &

o Cranach’s o % # CR i&
BB 0.926 0.947
AL 0.891 0.924

A A 0.943 0.957
AR 0.959 0.968

R LR T L R 0.958 0.969
R 1 B 0.955 0.967
AL g PR 5K 0.956 0.968
8 B B 0.951 0.957
TR R R 0.870 0.912
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2.4 JTaoe R

Te @ R T N & ihdp R T} L g T o5k B 5P~ § (Average Variance Extracted AVE) » & i ¥ 4% AVE @3- 35 & ip
EREHBELRIF T IOR R 2R E 0 A8 P Fornell and Larcker (1981)2. 2 3% > AVE @/ 305 4 £ 7
feaereh o 2T 2RI E RN 0% L P B LRM R E S R L BiEe AVE BAeF R ek 44

W A4 T i AP R RS HAVE B4 0615 3 0.888 2 FF 0§ & T ik 430 0.5 2
Bl BF AT 2L BEG & - WAoo

244 8452 AVE &

& AVE
BT 0.818
AR 0.754

A e 0.815

AT ARG 0.859

B RAE (T 5 g 0.888
TR M KGR 0.880
AL g PRI SR 0.884
E BB 0.615

= BRE R 0.728

25 % uR

w2 & (discriminant validity) &ip # 6 #7 % & BB T E H B G TR A LB T T LR 10
47 5 #% Fornell & Larcker(1981)2. £ » 4 4-5 AF7 % & B hAVE T 2% <308 31 6 A %37 chip B 1
oo A AFL2Z L BHES B - THE B[R -
# 45 L3 2 AVE T3 el

FREME | A ¥ | VRl R A | REE | TR R | A g R | F B | TAR
e R | R LN ke BAE R VL A

13

[ RUE AR

i § RIS R

i P

AR

F Rl i AVE B985 HAeRBcE ) 5 & 2 Taph ko
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AR TR A BT AR M P AT

1.

10.

11.

12.

TREETH  H TR Fidhds 5 remBd 273 ¥ # it * Nike+ Running Appp+ » 355 48
e S Bk PR AR Y Feni B UL 1o PR AR FE R PR ER S e P pE
Nike+ Running & * g o

?#ﬁ.‘riJ é’i’ ’—T}i:E‘ f&@f’—r f’i .ri”%:ﬁl:’? 1 s ra' ';’f”%”»_?z ’ \' 7T /ﬂ Fl F] F,g,a \’ﬁjﬁ, l l% #* lee+ Runnlngﬂé’:

PJ_
Bocie * F AR RGEDT e o XD AR Y AT AR P RLER -
gl m sy  H TP > FRAMEAR ) 2w B &7 75 # % Nike+ Running ¥t p # i B Eie
EFHFFL B O RFPRFLIENF RDRELR > 2 R F FRLAG & %Nike+ Running $
E’lf};{”‘ B E B®R /ﬂ?’ 4)3 dIFTo AR A D RS LR o
P2l H TR LE, e
5

L S LI B AL Fﬁé.ﬁ 'ﬁ‘iifﬁr—‘ﬁ # %?&qgﬁ,ﬁ)é‘ﬁ% % j\‘géc 3 ,g;%m;:}:po

#

»

> 4omi¢ * NikeF = Facebookit # 3 &7 113 % if §t § it * 3

P g TAAEIREESMRE ) AF e RE 277 ﬂp,\m #NikeF * Facebook A+ } 3% i3 A
FFreta @RF WG L o jl"‘il*p FRZ SR F TR ERA

rji%ii'\g%ﬁ # Flr S K, }, 6:;, E ,ﬂ 7 ﬂ RS L_zi%s:rp A BB R E ]‘\ﬁTE Iuj,ﬁ‘)@}

B AEE O ELFL RS R IR R M B 2 KE o

TAREAGE )W ARG A S RGE R e B AT R F RS AR EAEF GG Y R
SR Rk Y T FR A TS A HD R | HARN YRR ST L6 PR
Eﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁgﬁméﬁﬁi*ﬁ“ﬁ’%uﬁ$ﬂ FHT b A 3 RGE

o R

THRMSMAE M PP R RERA T & ,2_233’%\»74 FHWG AR AHF R SHREART

ié

~

NE S BN BV ESENESERE LY
TA g PRI S0 K %rp”“ﬁ-ﬁ@

FrigAR T o AR R S P HONAAE T RO N SR Y %’&H‘éﬂ’t@ v Fld ARFETE AR b AT S e A 3

LoRPFEHITMFRDRELIR R EYF ﬂigﬁcﬁ ﬁm&%«@ml ERE SRR HE

Berb A 4 ORFE D Rk BR U E SR 2 FOI BRYMUME DL FlaAAFEFRREETE Y4 3 Bl
¥R IR R LB e

%éﬁﬁfiﬁJ’ﬁié%:"z\W«ﬁ%—ﬁ?&a B

HHRUEROTEE B DR LA
TREEFM  H TiEEREFL e | 2ol k> % rﬁffﬁ"@J s TR B s TP RBw |
FrxkBE Aoy T;f;tga & * Nike+ Running App & #7 & uenficdp & % 304vdd 3 > $30 i B e s
FRRS GRELBRE 0 R FFILAPD A L ForF i R BEER Y F L EHIe T BR SR
Fomag2 2 pHEhilsemimi danat mL R o
FAM ) R TRERGEE L g 2 Bl o X TEL B ) T AIBw )~ TR B | 3 Fox
FF 479§ K5 i ™ Nike+ Running App {335 @A # £ i * 5% o Rtk R vz R
AL G AR R EFFLU AR R [ FRFOEIRERR Y F AL FEI 57 R SR
AL RHEERENTLAART DL RRN
¥ r'%&’ﬁé‘r#’? J2BR o R THRL B |~ TH{Be | ~ T 5% | B &k f
—'ﬁ R ARB 0 EARD B ARF B HOT AL E R ARk
%ﬁ%’&mﬁﬂ%zﬁ»iﬁﬁﬂﬁyaéw@%é; @i K S ﬁﬁéﬁﬂkﬂ$ﬁ?’£%%%
=l

e hA YRR s R R A ek
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Y ek o
13. 74 Wmf”r*sﬂw* ERCNESE L R PR r%ﬂﬁxm © TP REeR R Eox

ERE A AP F R AR AHEF A 2 ) g A s e LB ARG AR
BRSY ;ﬁzmmﬁvegg LR A R* FFLEHPD DT B ASEY > A E RO EE L 3 F
EE‘?ISQ

14, TA#LE  $# THRBESRRE 2 Fhi ikt £ THLs | - r%ﬂ%m TP RBes ) a Hok
E% > Lm R ERA AR PAEPIRF R DY 2 B R BN o M AL
@@‘i’:ém“ﬁ = SN B R g AR FZEF @R A4 A BRI > AR A R AR
ToFFEENIERNIRAST ALY o d T RN SR 2T HIR0 A G A RREDRKENGA
4 o

15, ALK ) 3 TAL G R EMRE | 2 B i £ TigE P |~ T3 {IBs |~ TE B | 0 &
P TR LT R FRS R ORFEFTRFLSARAE SR 0T S F F R A GO
HHIRFAFETL LB EIFOERER AL A RO S E S R EAES R e 2R A TR o de
A AE L @ AR KA TR o

i~ BhaE Rk
-~ FiEw

FEwm g LR EATE > AP AL BN E P L 2 PR g2 4R WIE D AR 2 R BT
sk e AR B2 Bt PR ARRE AT 0 AT AR AT Y P e T

1. #F7iNike+ Running 7 §* X ¥ - # * FEEH# 0 2 Fit > 22 07 5 LRI - & @M RHR Y F AL
FERMAAEYELE RSP Y

2. #3718 # 54 Nike Facebook # 5t % T i@ * & 75 LW 2 LR LML RInL P

3 MELM#E# ¥ st N 2h 5 A# 37 FZ ¢ PR PP LRI LY »E“ﬁ{fﬁ (ke b S
FToRAIMER Y BRI MEHRT LB EINRTH S AT o

ARG ARBT A B0 5 2B ELM (Elaboration Likelihood Model )& # > i i 47 34 784 F1 4 ¢ B8 1+ #
SER LR AR A LR ALY > 2 dE . Niket Running # % 7 5 L RIS 0 02 B B iR
Nike Facebook # s:@li¢ * 4 @& * mer ¥ J > iea FrFd R * FALMF 75 2 LA - F P ¥ 35 & 5 Nike+
Running & * & ¥ > & A3 L > k2 @ * ¥ & $£dicdf o ¥ b - = 5 Nike Facebook #5 5t Bl * e
WA EEH A N2 [FHE > R KA TR A W ik e o AFT R 1%;)'}/); F] ERTIE A &
FAR RRALERE 20 HER Hagnd §F)F 0 TREFA DEIREE > G @R E A FH G

el S
= s Pi‘?%&:
T g

%‘rﬁi:}iﬁ?ﬁ*l%‘r%%i{%% ABAZ AR 0 AET S Mg F AR R Sk Vo AT R F
FOEAE G A ATAHE Y AR H i A ERE R E o Glde R SRR hAIAT 0 AT kT (S
HF e A K IMA Y R ;;% P WL E AT EcIZ %  (Diffusion of Innovation) ® e 41 £ (relative
advantage) -~ 4f f2f% (complexity) ~ 4% & (compatibility) ~ ¥ & * {& (trial ability) ez fAL|FTHF > 17 B
%14 (observability) @ p M F= 3 < )gkﬂ SN %iahfg M- BHEVEREHEREY AT A FRE
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( Varaprasad, 2013 and Black, 2001) o #A @ » A&7 3 d g3k v AAIRTAE Y OV BB H T RV KR 2 FHa
iR 2 PEFE o TN A B AR T
RIT R

S RBATREE ST RBEI RN ULOT R R BT R R 2 A S

dREE T R AT R R SR o R R FE AR O S R i fRR ST RE
Ik Ea 4 pEo éﬁ** S et i it FRE O~ g L ’%ﬁfﬂi&uﬁ » 4eNike+ Runningzig #* & #
P T RN PR G AR ERAR W~ B i QAT ERY TR KR TR
FEAA 2 TN, PRELD D@6 ) DR E ) § B ENike+ Running APPhié * o JE 940 B AT A 5
AL R ATAS AL AR LA TR B o B E ) R FHARTA R RL T § R B FAIRTE
FRERR > B LARELT VAR O5d > APPR Y FRHEYE DL LR

S BEAAERM A FH PR FRRERG v R R E G on Y AR R B AT

dREE T FP R FEERRY P SRR R E 3 R § XD LR P RR
Wik h 1 RS L Ft o 4eif g Facebookds S B FE A gl L o ) § F AT R R EeY 0 ¥
-~ M LR EL R ERRERAEY TR PEXT TER
HR P& Smand sy » i § & b5 A ARG 8§ ok P § b %
WALY 0 R EASAIRIDEM SR R Ly b ARR S § it %;ﬂ’;’::ﬁy

2o R F AP AR LR R EH S e

d R EE A F AT B iR X AR Y 0 FY AT ] grFacebook G G| o AME I AL IR K (7 4 e
BT ORI RE S b D F IR o AR ek o B3R Y A R 248 MR § 4 $Facebook i * 5
SREREAF O LEX SR FRF AR ERFF TR 2P S8 Wmewkiwﬁ 74 &
TRl L S FEMAERE REM P DT LS . Fe p% % 5 % 55 Nike+ Running & * R ST
WA E KRS Jz% ¥ 4cd; o ¥ b = G Nike Facebook #5 5% @ * ;ﬁm‘}i“k‘ LE P H N k2 FHRE
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