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REET R WA K W R AR B A
15 9 B it LA [w] £ 5 W0 F 50

— 2 T W& A X B9 SEAE AT

L R ER

(A ] SFEAREERMF, o ATHAR SRS RANRATA , B oo fTI0 i K 5 3h 3
Ty G b i 5 7% 3 5 LAY B HEIA R, E XA RN E R ARG, AL HKRE R F
AR B Fo L RAT A ARG “ iR R IR X A R A RAT A SN B S M AL R BT A F R, SRR
T RR 8 e PRI Ty KT e AR 09 25+ AR A R L R Ui, SLIEAF R 2 RA W B St K
B AR, 3 A 4rif R K& B RIR R E AL R ARAT A5 A & AT A 4000, A R A RAT
AR IRMALE T AR R R 0 BMAR . G, AR T ARk TR F R TTok, MK T AT
RIFR, JF3 s T RRBIR BT

[XBA] EREMAR ;&m0 A € AT A AR A RAT A Sk F

JI VS R AP it A DX A U X 2R — i 114 52 TR T T 88 A 32 DXCIBIR ) 1) 6 T T 3k R 45 T
A 2R (Muniz & O'guinn, 2001 ) o B ANURT LA i oll 26 A7 08 AL 587 7 i B s Sz A5 A i
MG , M0 Hab BEMS S 020 AR AT PR AT A 2R B 25 32 {16 3% It ( Dholakia et al. ,2004; Nambisan &
Baron 2009 ) , MTT Ay B8R 22 14 272 AR BRI SE BRI N L T 5 TE o kR 3 2013 4F £ i 5 AT 100 5,
A 50% (1% RIS AT B il AL X5 75— B3 6 5K, (0 B ML &5, A RO 1 /D il
MEE AL DA 2 G R R . BN, /oK THLLE 2010 AR 7, ARG & (HHG S AT 2 O Ak

* DI, WHNE TR 5 R B R 54100029, EokiR, EEEE L, WHEFRH REEFRFARBIR .G
+THESIF,100029, AXEERMTRES T ATNE (12&ZD205 1 11&ZD004) ERTRIESESTE (10AGL009) .BXR A4
BSES(71072019) WHEFRHRAZALFFHERFITWAEFE LA MR I ETE (81100815) BRI R .
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ZA XA TN . #EE] 2012 426 A 25 H ,/NKFHLRE AR P2 300 1 85O a1l LU, /oK
B, B R AR SR AL IX ok 22 1 R

FUHT, 400 AL DX 9 220 Bt XSO & H.3) ( Nambisan & Baron,2009; £k 5t & &
X ,2013) Jifi % 2% 3] ( Dholakia et al. ,2009) AN ILEE (Hsu et al. ,2007 ) 25 3= 550, {H HE45 17 & H774E LA
AR :

B, HE AP R AL DX H 118 i R ST ) R R R T B ) R L R A DR 5 B B 11 4
Z 5 X K8 & BT T 7% ( Nambisan & Baron,2009; Nambisan & Baron,2010) , {H#1 Z 0% T
AR 3 o A X3 Bl AR HE Al 14 i LA ) [) 8 ( Mewilliam ,2000) o JEAF K, A — 222 5 45 A XA
[ g e DX A i 2 A1 i o 00 ST 25, 1) 5%, 17 7 ( Algesheimer et al. ,2005; Won-Moo et al. ,2011) , {HHBF5%
RARIN g S AN T4 DA i R 2% J#€ (Muniz & O’guinn, 2001 ) , 5 RARKRLE B AREAT T AN T4 X
AR, 7™ B i 2940 X 2Rk &, BB T 38 5 AS ) X3 S AR 4l i B 74 2 R AR 2R (Mewilli-
am,2000) o Xf 4t DX A Fi BT ANA T 1 S PRI S BELAS 17 4 DX R 8 2 Jo ARt LI 5T

55 R AL R D R I A R T2 R A D A, Ak DX DR B A R A
X —HE I fE (Muniz & O’guinn, 2001 ; Nambisan & Baron,2009 ) . {H IR 1% i3 A2 1 3l
%237 , 1 H A A4 £ 2RI (Kim et al. ,2011) o SR, BUAT W58 KABHE AL DX 8 53 00k 9 3l 1 T
ez AR ESIRECE o A 2FE R RO XA N R — iRl R Aol i e AL X 4
b AL LS A A0 o i R A DX 1 JB A BT 7 B R A DG A S, T 0 B AT B
( Dholakia et al. ,2009 ; Fournier & Lee,2009) , SR, 45 I 5E 2 BH , 5508 14 47 il 0 25 10 ) Ak DX 03 1) PN
FE 24 (Thompson ,2005 ) , T i1 29 1 HERIAL DX 1 &2 J o M, i) A 0 & #8403 1) 32 sl i O
R FLPIAE 48R J ARG X R A7 & 386 5 SE R 5 i V) T R U i F ) R

5 = WA B R AL XN RAT B B A KA B B rh 2 . H AT, AR s MR T SR E T AL
DX 5% 2 9 TE AL DTRRR A XA 0 & 11 B B2 /E T (Muniz & Oguinn ,2001) ,{H ZESLIEMF LI TE £
b OG TE AT A s 4 DR 5% 42 R DX BRI 47 2 ( Algesheimer et al. ,2005; Dholakia et al. ,2004) , i %5
S kA X R TCRAE AL AL X RN HE S AL X & T 19 M @ AMT R 7 AR AR WL, SEBR b i
13X A (0 AT Ry 5 LA T O 2 P R L2 BRAT Ry BTk — B30, 0 2 i i 2 0 D) 1 SR 2 B A 3
141 % J# (Vey & Campbell ,2004) ,

AL TR TR IAE LA LA 51 < 55— BF A R B A WF o8 B0 AL XN« TR B ™ % — B
B , AR SCF 2T R T DXL 5 AR IO 200 53 0 1 D Bt DX B3 47y S5 B e, 3T o 3 il
IR B A VT R HE 0 S RN TR AT A 5 56 % B8 R 9 56 T4 DX 6 34047 a3 R R EBORE A 114 A R
il , A% SO PE M AL DGO A R R FE SR, I8 i A DX e i R ROy U 54T T R4
HEMHET T Sh A EN RIS #528 ER IO =0T it RO [R] 1 52 e ALPE FEBLAR S 5 = P A 4R X
HF 78068 1 B3 TCFAZR BRA T R A BIR S 7, AR SR R B 21 BRAT A 5 | B i Rk X i 5 wpoke , 914
HIAE M XA RAT R o BRI U, 4 DX 2 BAT Sy 358 I e 18 4 U0 0 ) 2SR 1 A4 7R (Vey &
Campbell ,2004) o FATAERT T A HIRARBOT 20 (S 348 ) X XA AN AT (RE DX R
TR NAT R ) 10 25 51 5 i A RS TR A DR 53 47 2 % il RO TR A AN [ 5

O3z 38, /N KERD T 2" hitp://money. 163. com/12/0705/11/851.86 MFO00253 BOH. html ,
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1. REAPL ot AU DX b P D SRR RO 5

TRV R UL A DTG R Je , (HL 2 A DX P A T BR S DL DR W A R . A BER 8 M E AR Z AL X
o TE RS G Rk 90% M A TR T RE 23 e A o < B LR T CRIVE WA 152 5 T i AR X))
BOREAF TR IR K & i (Preece et al. ,2004) o [RH, 20 2R BE A 4 X 1 T BB 80 A 1 DA BB 72
X TR JEIC N,

SRR AL R S i 0L B AL IX B — 350 7 %2 ) i ( Dholakia et al. ,2009; Dixon,2010; Muniz &
Oguinn 2001 ) , 4 X ol 53 A fuf 388 3k AN [ 14 7 A E A X o S0 D9 5 22 19 AR PT RE 2 ik dn | S
HOB R RN BAORUE, fEIR AT, FIRAR IO 208 5 By, BV AR BT L2y PR« 3l 28 R
ARIBCRIR SR, o, S8 AR IOy 2R F a5 HAb A DO B3 2 ) AT — X — " TE
XLJa) | PV T T AR ORI R B9 77 30 (Kim et al. ,2011) o FEAL XA p, — 26 3058 T 2 B 45 & 1)
BRG In I S AR AR R L TR AU E . AR S, S R RO O R R HCE
A 22X T 2 A DX 3 v A 2 T A A5 S B o 5 25 3R BBURTR (Kim et al.
2011) o PR AR X5, S 7 2R IR AT e IR, [ S AT B X . X2 A 7R
S FNFARIC Ak D01 5 A 85 AT T IZ R AR B B8l 3R A R A DR 51 A L 25 0H i R
AR AR, 5 A H 2 5 i N AE Sl HL( Nambisan & Baron,2009) .

2. HXARITH

TEREADL it At DX ey, — SR RIS SR B AL DRI AR A B 221, 20 Dixon (2010) 45 Hi - AR Al
AL THX B AT AR SWEGIRZ AL XA 7 o 33 oW a5 22 AR Al X4 XA A 805 1 DA K
], SR R AUt B DX A B L [R] R ) HA [RAE A5 A I AE A ™, AT A STk A
WA HZA JEHE S KA & R 19 328 8) 7 (Muniz & O’guinn, 2001) o XA STEkE —FP E3hHY T
WM SR AT R, 5 HA A RAT N A E L—3, B, 73X B, AT BB/ Rt XA RAT
297 (Turnley et al. ,2003) , 7ERELL G AL X P FE XY RAT R BN BEE Bk A 41 RS e &
JE | [} gt 5C 2 36 it AL N7 AR R DG T Bl (ot AR B8 ots REDA [) R h ROLEA% ) SR T BT DG T axX A T
MRS A B o O AL DXAT A R AR SCHIF I B 22 1 G T 52 Ak XM U Bk E 2 TS 29 SR A AR OCA TR
WA XRESE 5 JE ) (normative community pressure ) | 4t X B ( community norms ) |\ #t 25 ML ( social
norm related behaviors ) FIEE/A L7 ( group norms ) % ( Algesheimer et al. ,2005; Dholakia et al. ,2004;
Nambisan & Baron,2009) . X647y 5T R A ENTT N —B BAENTT N RIEN TARZ
LS 2 BB SE AL KA T 55 (Morhart et al. ,2009) .

TEALIX R R RAT AN N ATy 2 W AR RS o BT3RS B 3R 02 AN [ 9, [ E A T
A RAIEA—FER . BAORYE, 41 X2 RAT a4 J2 th N TEShAILIK 3l , 308 02 7 A DXL 01 DR A5
Xof A XA O RN AP TR, 5 B A A5 A A g ot R ST T 05 T A LA T A A — B T
G M0 R BCE AN Z VTSR SME S HLER ) (197724 ( Turnley et al. ,2003) ,

3. A AL

o 28 AN BB SR ™ i R A A, Al AT TR B 22 3 R BE SR I8 A O B 03 197 i 580 R ( AL
gesheimer et al. ,2005) . it LU AT DA AR Pl kAR B (AN B4R ) FAL 23 W (anak s o) 35 Bl
o 2k A ISR A FFIE A ARTATFTHY A 3L (Zhou et al. ,2012) o QA BT %& F e B 13 4 fh 31 i
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Ji B 2 B AN A AR A OCTT (9 EE 5 ( Carlson et al. ,2008 5 Zhou et al. ,2012) , it A ] BV 3+ i it
BRI RSk, 45 TN E (Cognitive) 758 I (Affective) FIPEAT |- (Evaluative ) (1474 [A] ( Ba-
gozzi & Dholakia,2006; Wang et al. ,2012) , TAKIIAREF8 B2 A2 19> NIE G 8 By Fidd OB 4
LB G AR L, BRI A AL 2 A R R B SR MR T LA A2 U T 2 1) 3 A ( Algesheimer
et al. ,2005) , &N AR F8 B X Sh RO 3T @ 8% A IA TR 4 [F] b R G A A (BTN, A
A ROCEE AY B P25 H )% ( Bagozzi & Dholakia,2006)

KR AT DA Bk DX By B OBy Sl s 4k X S8 S8 2 5 3 i HLAL 2 %5 00 i N & A%
rir L AR, A A DX it LT A% 012 (Evangelists ) (Matzler et al. ,2011) o 4l AT LA F B 1
JER DA Ti) oA FH 2 ok R0 B A% RIS RN S A7 0, ek DX B ] L) D R A DA T A 4 sk [X ) R e %
J& (Carlson et al. ,2008 ; Matzler et al. ,2011; Zhou et al. ,2012) . Hy i, ZE4L X H Q] 1% F 4k X A 54 1
it LA [RS8 A5 0 A 38 VDRI o SRR WF 9806 T il A TR A 3R 3l R 3R A i ik = PR ABIFSE

=, @SR MHR R

ARG _EAR RIS, TR BRI A [R) 75 2K (2 R AR BT ORI S AR 30) 23684 DXL B A
[FIFT A AR R RE o RIS, [ (AT AR L R X RAT S i N TE S LK S, B AT RE B 5 b fle i
A A I] o 3K — BRI AL AR SRR 3 — R TR 5 S of A [ A2 ke ) AR X S B P52 o 38 A
FECUE L F7R) .

e e e e n e« -
s SRR R N
i { o R g )
b H= J . T ! T -
................ _ ;
E FRARTR s ;
e T I TS O =
:_ ....................... I
H #amigin AT ;
R = R —— : i
........................... I »

E AL E LM E B R K AR TR AR R 6 AR

L RIS B In 5 AT

AU A DX AR AR B I 5, A B 2 4@ At 1 5 b B 23 SR IO 2219 13K ( Dholakia et al.
2009) o ANAEAL X H AN [ RRERAG AN [ 1 32 RN N 25 5 2E AL X 53 S N FE 0T b, At B3 AT LA
XoJ A i 5 L) 38 5 AN [R) B B 22 (B AT AT AN A B By o X ey i T L AR AR (9 AR R AR T LA 23k R
KA HS M HTER SR FH . B AR O L&A AT, /] DLgE 2 Jn i -5 3t
5 B AR B RN 0 I AR A 1A 1T AR R ( Gray & Meister,2004)

TEREAUL A AL X AR A T A (8 IR RIS R, B 3 1 38 30 e ] P i 4 e DX g 7 i AL i
558 FAS IR I A Bl (9, R B0A N5 A58 (Kim et al. ,2011) , FEFRSFITRE R,
FEDXRL G A — 5 2 B RN JE 245 (Gray & Meister,2004) o AHEZ , S)ZSHITFRIBGE A2 X [m] 3
o A XL AT LAZEAR [RI A3 sk 2 W 28 2K By, LAt i 53 3 3 1] 52 36 Bl L e [m) R, 4 DX B2
AT DA A sl A X" 5 At R D1 A E B o XA AR 2R 3 A ) R s
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BUAY, & AT AR B AP RICE 1l DA 2R I [ A A (Kim et al. ,2011) o F135, S ARRIBOT A £
XEFVE S, X PRl B3 M 2 31— P (B (Kim et al. ,2011) [R]85 HIR AR I 225 A8
I X AR A R R HR ) 5 A O 2GEBAR LA A, A B TARITIE MU R J& (Gray & Meister, 2004
Muniz & O’guinn,2001) , JE M5 AR HE AN RIFIERSN oThk . o, 32t a0 T R«

Hia: [F]#ARRARBUN HE, SR ARIBCE s s fle o 1 HEIX 2 IR AT

A APUZR T EA KA I AR (Kim et al. ,2011) o AL 5T R BRSPS 2 AL, #8451 45
HLEFRBUX LRI ( Gray & Meister,2004) o &4 il % 18 12 AL A B i 18 425 114 249 SRR 42 ) ke i 3
Z WA S 5 5.8, (BA I AR — L8 53 9 N AEBIL( Thompson ,2005) o UNFEIR A, A IX M 51 47
AL SR A LR TR BOR B A2 R AT R B, 0 A RRARBGE T, B2 I R IF AR IR B WAEShAL,
T2 0 1 AR BB AR, AR AN B A R BRI EGR . XA TIA ) B O ok 5 8T 8 1A ML
W AT A mT AR A i € AT O (Turnley et al. ,2003) o 7 A2 HFT 2R RIS T AT GE BT iR R

A B2 AR GRICE T 5, AT AT LLE 18 b v 25 Ml TR R Gty £ sk IR B3 32 0T 4
B A DR 5T AT VA, XA B T IR B SRR S B A, 9 A b AT T X8 A2 1 P A A9 JE A R (Kim
et al. ,2011; Wang et al. ,2012) o JEEAHBNTAEIE IS AP AT ozl T8 35 AL XA AT A L sRFI 2K
HIE, 32 40T R

HIb: [F) 325 FRRBCH L, S S AR AR BOE s s e 1k 1 AT

2. XA NS S

AT T LR BRAT DA A DG SRR [ JBT e B, i v DX 2 A DAyl AR A DAy o 2 41 B R T2 UK R 7R
AN LR, [F] s AR A 2 R 5 1) 25 b % Bl M1 5134 ( Podsakoff et al. ,2000;5 Turnley et al. ,2003) . [A)Ff
o AEALIX AR SRR A UR A SRR R 2 T I IHGE , AT 2 i TR JCRA M 72 iR, I HfE S8 kA
MRMA PGS o T35k, AL X2 BAT O 3l 2l N AESIALIE A, AT X 98 3 2 3 B0 H B 58 119
KA R] o B A BB IR N R A T i R A DXL 5% 4 (B0 5 18 S M (B DR 455 — B0, R T X
WKIAME B TR (Won-Moo et al. ,2011) , %4k g %of 18 3 it i) 17 SRSl ) ( Zhou et al. ,2012) , 5 A 5
TERIR T R I A A ENATH AT H A ORI N, XS IR R Bl 8 AT R o X Fh s A IFE
TESIHLIRS] o X L8R UK BT ST BB A 3K B O/ ZEAR A I, AT T REAE Mg I8 h A2
SRS, WO T & 517 (Preece et al. ,2004) o Htt, $2 40 R B :

H2 - [G) £ @ AT AR BE A 28 BRAT o S s st (e 2 1 i A )

m., R TRRES E

1. FEA

FAT 308 3 19X 2% i) 2 F L P 19 BE T ML R DL IXC [ B % 38 3% (http - //bbs. meizu. com/ ) FlI3E5E
1847 (http ://iphonebbs. cnmo. com/) JHEAT I BeiX PIAHEIX BB AE T2 56— B RE T UL S| 1B
KB 2 A DR B A ST, (A LA IXBON IR BR . X P4 XA 2012 4RI 70531 45 249 300 7 F1 400
T1 LB 55— A AE KRR A 22 o T R 7 S MR EORIR, An ol N AF 8 38 BRI AR 5T 25, AT
DAL XS S T RS S A B R AR & A ASSCR BT RRAE T Ol A BB R

FeAl TR — > H B a] i AR DR B — FE A% T 2000 BF#iis (i, B MEIX A 1000 1y, fEBAHTE
Tl T TS AN TR 9 I BB, ) A DX B, A SR A [l 5 [, 2 1) AR A 10 SCRLIE 984
. AERE IR EORI A S A TR IZ Y 1D 5, I RIS A RS . o AR
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T 199 (. F:bR 20 GYEEAT ID SRR 12 A A ZLBUS 10 JRAAT 167 GMATRIIE Il Ny 8.7% ,
SRR AR5 9 B Nambisan & Baron 20005 Zhou et al. 2012) , FUATH 25, BiA-IAERE A
P PER AT 143 (534, 5 H 85.63% S 4FI [,142 £330 % LI T H40 L, o H 85.03% ,

S R XA T SR A TBRIR T B B VA 5 R X o s 3 RO A S M i %
L 5 e [ 5 5 T BB 2 KB 17 L, 92 DR A 7 (ol S (2 e, X S
B 6 LU B, 07 A | BA TR 2 SRR B A BRI R X 28 BT K A
PO AT BRI TR, A 0 IR TR T AR I 22 00 40% . BT ABFFEIA R — A A
TR 255 40% Je A7, R 9206 AP T A9 A Lau et al. ,2011) ,

2. FelE R

A BRI e R DR BT L T 2 3 B3 3807 0 AT X 3 (70 2 BB 45 45
FE 2 0 30 ( Nambisan & Baron 20003 Wang et al. 2012) A< SCHFE Ty Bl 25 ke A Ho Rt 25
BT, Bk UG, Nambisan and Baron (2009 ) ¥4 72 i ¥ A B ( Product Involvement ) & Sy Jiil 25 Ja& 1
007 IR 1HO TR DB L BRI . o A KT RS , AT X oo 3 B 8 L T i
G BB ALK AR P15 15 71 34 42 % ( Nambisan & Baron,2000) , P L AE 5 L4 7 5
BERE RIS R o RIS, A SCEA I 5 15 Rk B0 (00 2 5 IR 41 5 25 B, 4 3 7/
F LT AR IX B DA TR, 0 T 5041 X 6 5058 5 A0 6 50 Wang et al.,2012) ,

3. filE

B, A SR EQS 6. 1 HPEAS 167 G647 T Kb FE I T 4B BUBIL A 8O & = 390.
516,d.f. =174 ,NFI =0.910,CFI =0. 948 ,NNFI =0.937 ,RMSEA =0. 087,350 B H {1t iy B A 44t
LA o DA S AR 95 45 3515 78 ( Composite reliability ) 1457 2% 0 ( Average Vari-
ance Extracted) . W16 1 %, ARIE LI 400 545K 1 THA( 0.7 (1A — AP T4 4 0. 69,
EAR BT 0.7) T FLA% S 4507 2R T G 0. 5, R 5 4 28 R bk 1 TR (8 0. 7,
i3 F 1A ST F A AR 1 35

4. M

R T HCAEHI B T T4 PRI % 5 % R BOPJ5 94T HAS (Fomell & Larcker, 1981) ( Hi25
BP0 2 SR RSN | R BRI 2% K T4 R BOT 7 , B 68 ik 22 7 7 My
i (A A TG RIARC R B 2 R )

. REGR

ARSCIE N T IR B AR AR SR B 20 RS 1] A 8 R B34 7 R (RE XA BRAT R LA € 9 AT R )
DA R A DX A5 Sk %ok i R DA ) ) R K S T A T A 5 o FRATT BT S A7 32828 [l VA 49 A, 42 4 X [l
I Z BT H#% (Lee & Zhou ,2012)

WFFEAE NG 3 iR o ASERY 1 s il A8 B oAk X 28 AT A S I B 2 i AT B 3550 A i A
Y3 RIS 4 J& %5 A AT IR 50 B 5 RIS 6 J&Xof S LA [R) A A 36, AR 2 2 I R
PRI 2O X2 BRAT 5, 25 5 R BBl A HIR AR (B = 0.423,p < 0.01) FIFHAHITR
B(B =0.237,p < 0.01) X4k A RAT Jyst mafE T 3 B8 4 2 B PR A AR IO 2% £ £
PIAT N 1 5 A, 25 5 D B0 V9 e AR B 5XO) €8 9 A7 o 1 s e A B 2 O OE (B = 0..230,
p <0.01;8 = 0.303,p < 0.01) MR 6 =BG I A X803 1 WA T A 00 T RO TR] s e, 4 DX R
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T NI B 0 T (B = 0.310,p < 0.01) I A €8P 47 4y 4 A 5045 £ 1 (8 =
-0.058,p >0.1),
£1 WERETH: HETRERANEEES5EE

BT | GAfE | P

R mf | RN | 2R
PP A E (PR H Nambisan & Baron,2009) 0.939 0.838
7 AR R R UK E 0.942
PR B B AR 0.949
72O A B E L 0.852
S BN ] (U Lam et al. ,2010) @ 0.917 0.650
BN EMS A —E R ES 0. 844
REERNARELINNAE —EREES 0.900
B4 NEX AR R, Bl fs R EE R 0.793
WRRA XA, ISR BN —E LB R 0.795
WA HNARE E IR, & O IRAN A SR E R 0.720
LA A XA A M EN—EB 5 0.774
EANARE(JE A Kim et al. ,2011) 0.882 0.789
s, Tk B e s b B A BRHIIBUIR 0.883
FARME AR TR s A B A M SCRY S AHA 2 5 AR AR IR 75 B A L, AR 0.893
LKA SRR PR :
FAALRAE (B H Kim et al. ,2011) 0.809 0.586
FoF AR AV 2 38 AR A B A AT — R — M 7438 0.752
TSR FAR B AR R IR 0.739
FeF G BRI R Crb il ) 15 3 E R A 0.803
XN RAT R (BT Hughes & Ahearne ,2010) ? 0. 825 0.543
[ AR AR 0.750
AR LS IR A A A 0.690
A S IR A LR 85 R ik s Kk 0.812
T w BRI — SRS IR R N B TR 0.687
fAENITH 0.855 0.663
ERIEF , N THAREEER, RAEBREEACHESR 0.797
BRI SF R IA N 0.848
[T BN R (1T A0 L, SRS IR T NI BRER 0.797
®2 RS UREXRY
YA | bRz 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
3N 5.147 | 1.315 1
X ARTTH | 5.542 | 1.049 |0.465* 1
fata ATl | 5.842 | 0.986 [0.431* |0.723* 1
EASHRNARE | 5.970 | 1.004 [0.392* |0.453* |[0.510* 1
ARG | 5.371 | 1.178 |0.468 " [0.608 ™ |0.493* |0.388 ** 1
PEERBPAE | 5.683 | 1.321 |0.694™ |0.386™ |0.447* |0.362™ |0.405* 1
PE5 1.144 | 0.352 | -0.013| 0.020 | —0.004| -0.056| 0.098 | —-0.096| 1
Hiu o7 3.629 | 2.090 | 0.100 | 0.061 | 0.142 | -0.041| 0.014 | —0.053| —0.034 1
A BHA] | 14.527 | 13.651 | —0.073| =0.136| —0.168 | —=0.243 | —=0.057 | =0.156* | —0.040 | 0. 266 **

E: #xp<0.05,

o T B E AR R B AR, A SCHEAT T B4 A TR T RSt (85 2 BT A% ( Lee
& Zhou,2012) , 53 K BAEh AR 20 (B = 0.423) HF AR (B = 0. 237) Hsife
PR AT R (p < 0.05) B Hla 1533748 3245 , %7 Hlb #E4 78 56 JHLb R E S HR BT =
(B =0.303) LLEIAAIRFRHT R (B = 0.230) WM A ok f (6 947 0, SR TS iH b 9F R B3
(p > 0.1) B0 HIb B33 He Fo) il TR, A SCR BUAL K A RATH (B = 0.310) Hoff €5 Py
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19 (B = - 0.058) Ha et ik [E (p < 0.05) , R H2 £33 5745

#3 MEELER
s b HXARITH FENTTH LN
) PR 1 AR 2 A 3 PR 4 PR 5 1%l 6
WA 3.547 " 1.346 3.668 " 1.606 0.570 -0.316
il AR
FEmP AR 0.302 " 0.086 0.327 " 0.164 0.705 " 0.630 "
5] 0.168 -0.010 0.109 0.029 0.221 0.176
Hi1 37 0.055 0.043 0.098 ™ 0.089 ™ 0.087 " 0.076
25 B H ] -0.008 -0.005 -0.011* -0.007 0. 000 0.002
BRI
S AR RE 0.227 " 0.303
SR FIHFRE 0.423 ™ 0.230
XA RATH 0.310 ™
fAENITH -0.058
R’ 0.169 0.443 0.251 0.433 0.504 0.545

s p <0.01, %5 p<0.05, % p<0.1,

1. 45

6, M F SRR RO 2OM L, sh A RR R B U s e i 1Ak XA RAT . X 581 A
G2, 1 Kim 55 (2011) 45 H shAFR RO 200 525 N\ 54 83 1 R R X A7 B 150
P E il 5 [ s B v 38 A1 32 18 53 8 VA TR SRk ( Wang et al. ,2012) 31717 5 i bl A i 4k DX RAT o

5 = B AR IO 20M B, SRR IOy SO T A A M AT o o k2 i,
B AR BT A E S RO ARG T A A B AT R AT A AT S i
Ze5t . AIRERYJE R Ny 1 SR A th AT BB A A A 4T 2 (A 538 IR AN AR OG5 R ESORH L& 25 ) X i
IR0 BN eI A DR B A R M AR o BT AN R S N R IO s 2 B S RO
(NEEE St INTos W 8

5= AN AL AR XA RAT AR AR T S 5, Wt & U, 4 XA RIT N & |
AT PR AE 4R HE S 1, 3 Lb A1 78 58 1) B 58 b A i AT TR 4 AR 5T R ( Muniz & O’guinn, 2001 ; Ryan
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Effects of Knowledge Acquisition Strategies on Community
Citizenship Behaviors and Brand Identification. An Empirical Study

Based on Virtual Brand Communities
MA Shuang, WANG Yong-gui

Abstract; It has been increasingly important for managers and scholars to strengthen members’ commu-
nity citizenship behaviors and to make use of virtual brand communities to build a strong brand. This pa-
per introduces the concepts of “knowledge acquisition” and “organizational citizenship behaviors” from
the fields concerning the studies on organizational behaviors and knowledge management to the research
context of virtual brand communities, and explores how to enhance brand identification through various
ways of knowledge acquisition in virtual communities. The empirical results show that dynamic knowl-
edge acquisition is more strongly associated with members’ community citizenship behaviors compared
with static knowledge acquisition, and members’ community citizenship behaviors have stronger effects
on brand identification than in-role behaviors. At last, this paper concludes with the theoretical and
practical implication, explicates the limitation and points out the directions for future studies.

Key words: virtual brand communities; knowledge acquisition; commitment behaviors; brand identi-

fication
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