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Abstract

With the popularity of mobile devices and the development of mobile communication technology,
the penetration rate of mobile games in social life is getting higher and higher. How to further
stimulate user participation intentions has become the key to winning mobile game products.
Based on the perspective of user research, based on the integration of social capital theory and so-
cial cognitive theory, this study combines questionnaire surveys and data analysis to explore the
relevant influencing factors of mobile game users’ participation intentions. The study found that
social capital theory’s identity, shared vision, and self-efficacy in social cognition theory had a
positive and significant impact on mobile game user participation intentions; mobile game users’
trust significantly affected identity and self-efficacy significantly affected the outcome expecta-
tions of participating in the game.
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BRI, HEBAERTEIAR. FKRABRSHSANERT K E RN B S 5B F
FEIE ] B3 RN ; B3R A P MR R ERRIAFRR, B R EREEH NS 5 RS RINE.,
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1. 5|8

AR, RIS M B e (e MRS ZhIE IREOR I AR, B allie ki KRR e, F8 3hilie k4
B AR ETL 54.3%, 10X HHETHE 2021 A T 153 DA DA, EELRT 70% [1]. (HEE
BN FZBEHIR, —WAKEE SRR SR N I Be e g ot £330, Bahiie ke 2 14 (g
KZJETH a5 B B 2R A KRG, FRIRTHSOA B AT WA FT 7 A, W8T K i BT a6 AL 7 (B
AU E, WO PS5 BRSOl S -

H BT % TR shlie sk 0 7oK 2 MBORIE AR R ke, G5 PR MR IE L Ak 2\ 0 S B TT R SR
BT, Wbl M 25 R BT R I B g fw  E, RES BT T R ZETER AT B S AR
R RETT b, AR B T & BRI 200 T AT AR Z 500 . AT ORI 2RI A R R
X AT R A BN, (H RN QPR R) 2 A AL S A S R AT R R I IR, R 2R 5 9 75
BUBX R sl T 2 5 BRI BHAT IR, DR MOCEIE, 30 RB sl R AR <t 7 .

2. Bt EM SRR
2.1. T SHKXIER

A2 A (Social capital) (B i - AL 2 2 K B /R Al TR, BORAEAE T M skt 2R
J % BT AEAT [5G R R 48 o (R B B, T DAHES SR A AT D DT A543 57 SR A A FL A 2 14 25 b R 5 )
KF. JaZ K&, Nahapiet M Ghoshal $#&H1 T 45 AERT . 5 RYEE 5 INFNAEE =4 FE[ 20k £ BEAHEAT
TRy, BOAD N NS S5 HE SRR NA R . BEER SR AR R, o
PRI R H 2 K%, A2 F RIT T AR T R ™ 7 At A7 it ge, (Hit
RAEAA R Z RPN S 5247 AR B ir, EERADH AR A 2T A MR
W2 5 LT NNEER R, RS BAN R S 5RAA €8S
IRIER

211 HERAGHHEE HSEIHXR
M GG UE L RTE R 26 5 5 3 R P AE R 26 o BT A RO B, 2 l XG0 L) AN 22 30 H A B 4 55
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KM% LR, HA) G BEAR IR R SR . @it By, PRI 7 5k W R3], [
I, R EAk R AR IR AR T AR T S B R AR KA L DGE 1 AT T X3 b
SHBR AN RS, BT P2 58RI R 2R, AN A D0 30 ik 55 1 &)
I, B MER A AN RIRIL,  IFH A2 M AAT BT AT 9 BT [4] (Nysveen, 257).
DAL A SO 4R L A A e -

Hl: #2H3RASHP S 5RAH LR,

2.1.2. HLEBARXRYGEE (FE. AFRSEE

RAYEEIRIEMEG ME . MASHZUEE B TERRIE R, X RO RN FAMAE 5 & A br
KER, WTHSHLN T RS RER, PAE—EHIET, B ERF AR R K IHEE 1K S bR
B, RIEPIHALZES) . NFSRIEEAE R . SEEN S EARX RGN O4EE, AMULEAME
Z A5G ZR FRAL) () A, AR DU AN 2 A A G R I DGR IR 32, 2 SRR 1 D] T B A P 35 B ANS AT
IRAEF=AE AR A R AMA R TR B, AMA R 52 [ 5 SR A B A AMA (AR S MR
F[5] (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998). Jifxk A X i sk E £ SRR AE, R KFREE Bz 7 P o0 T1%0iF
RPN RIR S IH R, M schgm A 2 58RI EER R, 0 SRR — BfE A R
PR Z ARy, MA@ TRk AT B R E SR T B BT, AR i R R &

H2a: EESH PS5 REAA ERFN,

H2b: (EAFES5IAEA E R,

H3: INFIS5H PS5 RA EREZE,

H4: HEREHFZ5ERA ERZE,

2.13. HLARANNLEE BRVESERPE

P B ANFNYEFE R B OGE R ZON L ANE 5 S FRIES . LENE S MR LES, R i
R MUMRI AR 15, RIR I 45 A 540 #5223 [F)1E 5 AN [F] 7 NA 52 (Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998).
A ARV 5 5 SR A 2 18], LRS54 B T3 i i 2 TR A8 K 243 (Chiu, 2005). £
liE ., FLENE S N 2 5l A EEE R, R P AES SR T T R
M, 2 5 i A 75 A8 HAh BT R FBRE AR IAE K RIE, B IARAEA R L e kg [6]. 3mSR
A] LR VR AE T AR A 2R s o (A B AR ) B B RS, e A R IO R 1 3L B B AR AT 9
B U R T ILE R DG I IR, AR S N 1 SE LR ) B AR T AR DTk
H ORI )& LR AT A B bR AN NS B 2 [ 0 SR % R, (8 3R 8] 1A FBAT ORI RE,
T I FIef 2 2335 2 () B ABSUR (Cohen & Prusak, 2001).  [RIHAS STHE H G R AL 5«

H5: XEEFS5HA 255 RA ER .

H6: LFEFS M2 58 mA E R m
2.2. ELINHER

2N EI# 18 (Social Cognitive Theory) /& K& TR MAR U IR A3 A 4ERF S 24T R I HIL . EAA,
TR IR S YRR T — M RS, Horp, MK, BRI N R E 3SR EAEH . AT
NAE—EFRFE 222 B 2 8 AN RN B s A il [ 7], BRI, #h2 AR F B M4E R A A
ERLCIES AT S G E

H IR AR TR E AR 2 ISR, AMAXTT B AT DLSLBIE — HAR I — s &, ARG A A
SEBUX A FF RN ST IR T, PO 7 AMRAEAT i A2 i FEAS A IR FEFR R o 4 0 50T Ui i i) ek
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WG e, HZ 5k i R S (Bunil Park ef al., 2014). 45 B REMS A FEESN A 1REUT 3,
U R R AE RN, AR T TR BT A L IRHT 30 R I 25 [8] (Bandura, 1986). WX P
AR HIREE, A2 A0 N R = oo 2 547 9 0 45 SR 22 (Lawler, 1996) [9]. £ER% 8l H - #E
b, 2 U B I O e 5 B I i xR AT B 2 (R R A R AR Bl N BRART I RO A BT K
FREE I RIE ) R E MR R, Do IEWER - BN B 5 3L 1 B 045 5015 RO AR 1) 46 AR Ve B it A7
TR RE MR KR[10]. Bk, ARSCHRH T =AM

H7a: HIMEEEH PS5 & A EREWN,

H7b: B AE S 4 RWEA E .

H8: SiRWEEH S 58 MA .

TR, SRBASCWT A (), Wl 1 R

Figure 1. A model of influencing factors for target users ’intention to participate in mobile
game research (default)

E 1. %N A P2 SRR R ERERR)

3. IRFEENE
3.1. ARFERRE

AW FE LR WAL, O RO P ERAT IEREE AT, 1 PRE IR
A HEME S R, AR EISORE A S B T S, W Z0 S AT AR, ARAIE T R R AR T
[11]. IERERFT 2019 4£ 3 HREIF, ik Rk DA RS, SERINE T FEAR RS 451 fr. HTA
U FCE 0 S0e 2 5 B shiip R IR PR, Rk, KRS58 30k 0 iR 6400 T 240 45 AL 2,
[Fi B 355 45 AT % LSS N R 0 55 1) 25 T A JE AR ) 4, B 2443 210G 200 45 393 13, i SR 87.14%

3.2. TEAHIRL

AH T T EE T AT RAE AL 393 4y, FEARIAN DG REAE B ILE 1. BHFHIREARN 55
LRI 52 AN 41.2% 58.8%, PEAIHLBIBNISE . FEAX SR G AifE 26~30 %, RIEAH KT
TR ACHL P [ B LR ] SR AEAE 35 S VLR, BRI AR SR AN R EE BT E . IR, BN %
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W12 i R 2 BAEARI LU L, FRORFEAK RAOSCZ TR, X T8 2 10 26 v ) il U] AAR e B AR
MITERIE T BRI LA E P . SR, AR IRV Gt 45 R B R poM & & B — € RN, #E
S /2 A U FU R e

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the sample

= 1. HARMAQGIHHER

FEARGIHFE B S bES
5 162 41.2%

4 531
4 231 58.8%
18 Z LU 5 1.3%
1825 % 343 87.3%
WS 26-30 % 28 7.1%
31-40 % 12 3.1%
40 U - 5 1.3%
SR YN 11 2.8%
TF 18 4.6%

il
N 316 80.4%
it &Lk 48 12.2%
L 312 79.4%
Hm 8 2.0%
iR |4 kR T 43 10.9%
ITEAS AR 9 2.3%
HoAERN 21 5.3%
E|3e i3 69 17.6%
AT 110 28.0%

Z 5%
BRz5 214 54.5%
MABTE 0 0

33. ZEME

FEl G G ORI 90 32 AN SRS, ARSI FE S dE S AR (S AL o SQ RYESE . INRIZERE). Aol
(HRRAE 4588 LS 5 a7 B e OB &, R PR AERe 5 N I G it 22 A8 Som b
WM. & EGRIHERES% 7RI NRE A SCER . A OC eh & 3R Sl 7t 16 5%,  IF R 5-point Likert scale
PR A R AT T W R S, BRI CAEEARE £ CAEERET , 2aE 1 B 5
I1e

2B A I 32 F2 2 T Tsai and Ghoshal ., Granovetter. Wasko and Faraj 25225 [t &SR AR L,
RPN TR, RAEBANNRREAR=AYEL, AL T E 2 LA R I & 455
T4t 22 B3l 5C & (Social Interaction Ties, i IT)%A “IRaLH 5 —LH PRI T TR 5 4 S
Tji(Cronbach’s alpha = 0.888). KR BEAH [F(5/T(Trust, &K TR)YAH “FAR(EHANBERILEK 2 H 5018 i
EH 7 45 3 ASE(Cronbach’s alpha = 0.843), A [Fl(Identification, [&FK ID)i&A “HILDLIEXLITH — €K
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JHJE K" % 3 AN (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.795); H.H(Reciprocity, fiiFK RE)EA “FAHE WA UCEL A BT
FKEMEAIE” 2 3 MEIH(Cronbach’s alpha = 0.818). NAIBAH, F:[F]iE 7 (Shared language, f#iFK SL)
WA Uk H HABDT R AR AN 45 3 4N BT (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.725). 3% [A] & 5% (Shared Vision,
fEIFR SVYIA “FElfEskr, FrA It # eSS 3R] 55 3 /T (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.763).

KA 2N R, FEESE T Compeau. Compea. Higgins 252 (17T, b B AGE
(Self-Efficacy, fiifR SE)&A “IIEwk /KPS " & 4 AN (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.865). 455 HIH
(Outcome-expectations, fEjFR OE)%A “BHiiffskiiE TR BRI SR ” & 4 B Ii(Cronbach’s alpha =
0.854).

X% 5EF(Willings, A% WIL)RI&E, 456 HREZHEMM KM L EES% T Davis. Fishbein.
Hsu %25 Z WAL, WA “RIRES 5B 56 3 A 8I5(Cronbach’s alpha = 0.901).

4. BESITEER
4.1. TEMRTENHE RS

MRAEAT FCHEZAT TR DL, AW FOAE G RO B4 A AL S BT (G YERE . RARYERE . INRZESE).
Mo FI(E A RE SRR UL LS SREA T 9 MR 1 29 MURSRFR. EtaiA, Bt
ZiRAERII S, “CBONRIRZUREE” LU s, St W ERK BIEMRY & KRG
HATTE PR AR B 7 ER B Rk, B BT B R BT B, WS
VRS AR P Be s A A R AR RS R, SRS S N R A R B AT UL T @4
BRI B0y i, DL T SR E R BB AR kb, st A IRAEET S, “ BN HER
BARIERAL S ZOR” Byor i, BB 0 ALY A S 5 RE I vrAG, SRS, “Bulik
ERWGR TIRZ Rl By e, REAFEIES SERBURH EEH .

BT MU, A TR T Spearman A1 9% 5 H06H A (R AZ B[] ) 96 Z0 AR 362 o KR A8 (B e AN K8l s
WF TR B 3B AR B AN A A2 5 (AT Spearman AHOC R EUMEII KT 0.5 R R AR, X NERRR
ISR BE A BB S8, PRAEUE K 2.

Table 2. Matrix of correlation coefficient table between variables

F 2. BEEMEXFHRER

A T TR D RE SL SV SE OE WIL
IT 0.8569

TR 0.424%* 0.8728

D 0.546%* 0.519%* 0.8430

RE 0.199%* 0.529%* 0.539%* 0.8557

SL 0.282%* 0.426** 0.509%* 0.538%* 0.7321

SV 0.636** 0.639** 0.561** 0.479%* 0.501%* 0.8445

SE 0.528%* 0.178%* 0.537%* 0.567%* 0.335%* 0.490 0.8445

OE 0.642%* 0.522%* 0.708%* 0.396%* 0.537%* 0.512%* 0.613%* 0.8342
WIL 0.596%* 0.539%* 0.679%* 0.547%* 0.410%* 0.597%* 0.571%* 0.660%* 0.910

1T Spearman HHIG RHUNR TR AL RIAIMSE R R R HAE L A,  HIFRBEN R FIRK R, B
BB b A SEmA B AN LAVEAT T, DRI T AR AT FE A 388 o o 45K 7 RS R P AEL 5 0BT AL B AR 20 B m AR 3 o
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4.2. BESHEEENRE

£ 1725 il ARG 56 (LA, AT TUAE AMOS 24 5 Re i A T H, i il F e A7
fi%ﬂﬂé‘EFE’\Eﬂlﬁ?}\ﬁL*@ﬁ%E@ EARR o, JE T A F S A S HE
TiHE— BB IE, SR WK 2.

[ 38 3 20 M HH BB IR FR AR, XA A 34
@
€ ws
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@

1
€D
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@) L |
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V16
£18 SL1
151
T
D
\./’181
171 Sv1
€19 Sv2

Chi-square=\cmin

, B ab

MR AR R R R R,

DF=\df
chi/DF=\cimdf @ vio
GFI=\GFI o —0
AGFI=\AGFI 3 o [SE2 |t
RESMA=\RESMA  (mgpanas W1SE2 1 1
—»SE3 2),
)
w21 Z
vaghe?
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Figure 2. Theoretical model and parameter structure of mobile game user participation intention

E 2. Banpk A2 5B EERKRESSHEN

N T FV T T FUAE R 5 S s e 8] @ FE 1R B UL S RE L, AR T AR B2 (ROTME) df (H HE).

RMSEAGE MY J7 iR 7). CRI(ELEN A 4580 M NNFICH O U5 4580 54U & SR br k47 A 12].

HER

WTFRIR. RGBS TEAREUE, AVFEEREE 7 8Bk, ERARAEEE 2

BRI, BAREEE WK 3.

Table 3. Test results of overall model fitness

F 3. BERABEEHREER

X¥df P GFI AGFI NFI RFI IFI TLI CFI RMSEA
S i b v 1~3 00.000 >00.8 >00.8 >00.8 >00.8 >00.9 >00.9 >00.9 <00.06
Folp kgt 10.535  00.000  00.919  00.890  00.915  00.893  00.969  00.960  00.968  00.040
BRI W W W% W% WEER WEER W Wi W W%
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I AMOS ACFRAF SRR, AHIE T BRI (R bR AR AL B A R A BR AT AR B0 25 TR LA AR B 45 2R L
% 4.

Table 4. Research hypothesis verification results

= 4. MRBRIIESER

W gefb B Esan@aig S

Hl: #2BHRAE5MNMS 5EAE ERPHE AL
H2a: FAESHZ5EEA ERZR AL
H2b: {HHESINEA IE AL

H3: RS P2 5EAA LR AL
H4: BES5HPS5ERAE ERPHE AL
Hs: XFES SHPS5EAA EREE AL
He: JLRER S5 25 B A EREH JRAL
H7a: HEBES S 5E1AA LR FRAL
H7b: [ 3AAHE S 45 R EA IE [ 5 ST

g LFR, AR P 25 = s R R AT TR RLIGE, BT SO TR
10 MR BEHEAT K06 o i 25 SR 0H , BUS O% R A A 5 NS 2B S2RE, ZAFAH (B = 10.039, p < 00.001),
SEJE (B = 00.172, p < 00.1), FFRALAEP = 00.187, p < 00.1)5H & 5& 10 2 B Z M IEMAHE X R, [H
i, F4E(B = 00.300, p < 00.001)%F N [FA & 520m, HIKALEEB = 00.710, p < 00.001)%f 45 R IHEFH W E 5
Wi, Witk HAIKAML BEH2a). HHEMEA). HELEIE S HS). ERPEHE)NIHP 5B RER
RGN, AT TR B B ¢ IR R A4 PR DS T B VM R R AR A A A AR, LI 3

! !

: " !

b aeEERE | |

: I -0.094

remee——

i HEBAXRBE 4 0.187 i HAAHEL i
; [ &E ] > o BmERE_| |
1 BE 1 1
i - p— ZHEM i 0710 E
i A , « i G L ;
i ) 0.498 0.126 i E
1 v I I
e //’ e :

__________________ 0.151

bia
|
54
ull3

Figure 3. Research model validation results

Bl 3. FRRAIEER

W E, 2 E 5% R (P =-00.094, p=00.265)% H ' 2 5 E R AFAELELW. BTk 5
FIA TR D REIE S 1E T H G SR ME RN SE ek, IR AE RS shiifexk T 2 HoAth e 13748, -2 H 3h 56 R 52
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AR, Liang M Yeh B TIERSE5BNIRMHEHRRY, HE2XRZPEMES SR INRT E
UM E . IR R XA P B RAE S A, #E 2 BB R R A ST T H P AT =
IRENE, JCHRAERIALIX, B E)K R B2 MRE w5 B8, BT EE 5178
HA[13]. FETHIFEMAL G, 7T LLE R dh A B B0 H 2,

[EH, IAE(B = 10.039, p < 00.001)%f 7 2 5 & A & B & FIERFHR KR, (A{EE(B =-00.060, p =
00.480) FH (B =-00.948, p=00.001) 5 " 2 5 B Z W AFLERE R, RIS 3E—B 3k A
R, KSR BWaEmaEmE. NFEHRH X TR A e, Ay CLERE - X 182 3l &
AR RS IE AR . — I H P 2 50 3R0% O R B A 8, AN s Ui xR R B IR B, o3 — 7
T 7 3 88 i xS v 3R A0 TARA TR AT 588 5, Sl B B Al - A TR TR o2 — A B 3R R iR,
AR RIS HABH 7 — S EM R — R, BT T2 500K, Tzt X EE S
PR RS R, XM O IR R RR AR P 2 5 RO A ST AR EI[14]. Bk, S PR
F Bl e A A SR A LRSI, A AT T X — AL Xl 2 S8 2 A RS AR, Rt 2 Ak
EAHEX I — 7, 25 A i 2 ol S s g .

Tk, FEREF B = 00.151, p = 00.343)5H P & 5 &R ZRIAFE R Z R, (AILFEESRE =
00.171, p < 00.1) 5 H "2 5 Ea L IAfFAE B 50, UAZE 2 I shiskizs N, HPiFAsBEN
TFE X U) P DL B A 5 908 R 5 IR A T PR S 5l & ), IXAE— @R PR T HarH AR K e
15145 K 22 5085 503t 0 FA) i AR KU 51 S o 6, D R AR SE N 5, ATV T AR 2 N2 5k 10 B R
MOBA J# 3k T IR F =5 (EZ M) M R, Wk KEE 0720, 2Rk s nss kAN F
WER IR Z MM A, A P 2 i 3L E S0 T S E 15y EE

PRt oh, SRIE@PB = 00.126, p = 00.318) 5 " S HE M L&A REFTE, HRAEEEP =
00.187, p < 00.1)5H " & 5 &I 2 [AAFAE R E R,  HIREEXTS5 R BIEE (B = 00.710, p < 00.001) A &
BEMIEFFENT . Davis #& B 5 HTE, RN NRE S B RA RN A S RERR N ANS5E
I, [ Py 27 2 B AR LA 7T Hh & BRGNS MMIORPG [ 4437 3k A i L LA IE [l B . ik (b
JEIET:) JFK# Keith Shepherd Hif8H, “IEARINGRRIERGUL, LTS 518 5 #AE, HSCHE LORS 8 2
WSS [15], sl T AR i RNZ “ A Bmitan” , ] ReHb s 3k DUBE AR 0 S e s N, FH o 4
VE 5y 1T (R = it ek FH P 1 o BB 75

5. it5R=

AHTRT T H2REA . SN ES5ER =ZF AKX R PRI, BRI TINFES
RS AR A RABE SRR S SR HZRAEREMRRKR, LR
MZ5ER, MARSRA - EHRE X SIHEME. HIRE O, A REREat ARG 5t
SNHIER, R TR S SRR R . 50N TRl ki 2 R R e B gk
fifl BB ML R SRR B — BRI XA, AT BB RN, IR sl S
ST A8 T B s A . RN, BSOS SR A - AT I E R T 1, R
PV A R REAS B Y — e S PR ) R e L«

1) WA RIS, FRUETIT I8 AL SR i A

PR RRIT AT AR AR BT A0 75 AT 355 i A 1 S A A JR B o (IR 5 B T k™ il S it s 22
A ECWBK T EN, THRECKERZN, RIS S A R, R thaghy s
FHIMESRE, IEBEAAAES SRR S B S B EREATHRIT AR S HE IS E I, R
7l AR A 78 735 RGP G (4 2R Dl 5 k1 4
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2) EAAROR, TR AR R SEBURS R

R Bl RIT A P AE AT W e e vh I RN AZ e 7 S /oK, T HAR A SR SR 5 MR, 45

o BARH P A4S SR B IR SR BAESBUE, SR MR VIR SN R B sl s R AT A
IBE R, AL LR G H A AR I RE BT T S E R A AR AR R 5 H bR S A AE RS B
FITF 2 N SER U e 1 52 (OB 50 img » AR S (R A ) 08 1 DA I A2 AR e 1 e 52 A P {68 P v 75 72 0 5
FEIE 2 B AT I R 5 shisE

3) W v, BRI REI 2

PSR IT A R N1 “ A BT, AT RE M I X DUBRAR P BB RN, T4 R4 5 B0

PR AR Y RO BRFRERG o T XRORAT R AEREAT HE T B A I AT DS 20 3 R ) B S P, b
P ERERS, R RS H O R BT, BREA

SE

(1]
(2]
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[10]
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