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V. dlo]g] ¥4 9 Az} ] (Exploratory factor analysis, EFA) 2 2212 @9l
- (Confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)S &3 =
5.1 SMET A5 Ame) N34, SRR, BRI 35
55 Ao
B AP A= SPSS % PLS(Partial Least Square, WA SPSS 23S £3] EFAS 43391, 34
HAa AsH)E AR5 Z’HE"TLQ] H3AaE i AT 2] 2 (Varimax) B ol ©E 23]
AT SRS AS5S A8l g4 F 2R A WA A3 EFA 573 Adol A, 3
(% 3) THELM A A=Y Z4 A0t
AFHS A3 Std. Loading AVE CR Alpha
SAN1 0.723
PNE RPN SAN2 0.791
0.653 0.882 0.830
(SAN) SAN3 0.837
SAN4 0.873
71e3 A TAN1 0.866
0.747 0.855 0.661
(TAN) TAN2 0.862
GRI1 0.834
A AAA At GRI2 0.919
0.757 0.926 0.892
(GRD) GRI3 0.875
GRI4 0.849
PUS1 0.825
PUS2 0.874
T2 Aole]A
PUS3 0.878 0.724 0.929 0.905
(PUS)
PUS4 0.827
PUSS 0.849
PRS1 0.778
PRS2 0.815
XA Zpofol 2l PRS3 0.817
.64 91 .
(PRS) PRS4 0.701 0.646 0.916 0.889
PRS5 0.868
PRS6 0.834
GNC1 0.861
A 79 =5 GNC2 0.890
0.731 0.916 0.877
(GNO) GNC3 0.819
GNC4 0.849
IPM1 0.867
2 7@’— =R
W el 71w IPM2 0.675 0.623 0.831 0.707
(IPM)
IPM3 0.814
DCQ1 0.871
Egg 4 DCQ2 0.903
. .94 91
(DCQ) DCQ3 0918 0.797 0.940 0915
DCQ4 0.879

% CR: Composite Reliability; Alpha: Cronbach’s alpha
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|IEI§€III_|. 7Ho| al Xl }ng;dl)\-{ E—%°| bS] 7po| % .j

Wl gk 29l Hx Hi](Factor loading)”7} 0.5 ©]
3 SAETS A3, B A the
HAAHE 54 FES2 xﬂﬂo}f}ic}(ﬂm et al,

Ao F U}%:&l{‘j AJ(Multicollinearity) ©]<F S H-&
S &f E-AHl 2X|9=(Variance inflation fac-

tor, VIF) 4] 23}, 2 & ¥49] VIF 3to] 1.28~

1998). EFA ©]%, 543159 ’\]Q’H 9 FHE 1483 Ato] 2 10 9 A 5ol wet dz3d4
4 BAES 918 CFAE F313t%1al, SmartPLS FA7F glg-ol #21E AtKChin et al,, 2003). ©]Z
3285 F3l o] AF3IATE PLS= L-’F-"J B} A E AT FAH =79 HAAGol AFHA
AE S5 SHARD Y A B2 ¢ Ay
S Uil FEEES sl 24 A, 5.2 7d #Z &A1}
T4 PR 2 HolE #49 o] AR 7t
)3 Y THChin et al., 2003). CFA AZH<IE 3> 3 2 dFdAe A7 M H2SE Sa, 2
%), 2+ AFH] Y R E gL S EF 2] 2 d(Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) 7%
A Fko] 71212 0.6(Hess et al., 2009)= 43 < AHEEI o, PLSE o]-&3te] EA8 At T
S19aL, BE W] HFE 52k (Average var- AN RG S HEE 1Y 722 JAJAAE
iance extracted, AVE)©| 0.5 o]fo|H, & W9 EX8}= 7] o] BH(Gefen et al., 2000; Hair et al.,
7Hd A1 2] & (Composite reliability) 7t¢] 0.7 ©]2. 1998; Lehto and Oinas-Kukkonen, 2015). 7}4 7%
2 Yehg FHERA 2 A4 7ol ek Ade <3 5>9 2o
thGefen et al, 2000). T3 Aol RE WY 22kl Az A 7+ BA A A3 AL
Cronbach’s alpha Zt% 0.7 ][40 2 YERGTHH, 3|7 ool JEEd Ve e JEY
713 AHA e 4% 0661013 0.79] 77t o] b= yebdtth AREA 2 A HA
T Aol BE & A7 HA &), wEiA B Agtol FgHmarginally) 8(+)9] FFS F= AL
AT SAETY A4 7 FHEFGA ] FRly 2 U Hla A=), 7R AA (A Aot

Atk A3} A Apore] A RpFols FAHC R Fofd

WY 07 AT & B, AwSe] FFeo] ERA Qkehi, Ha 712, W,
AVES] AlFT Fho] o2 AFHFETe] A3 712 AL AR AA A Aoty A
T s Hop 25 & o2 g1y o] IhHEd 2 Apotefa] Bl gk S F=H M
Q. 70] 225 HFornell and Larcker, 1981). 57} I 2] JHY JFE Fv AoZ Yy
(F 4) H 7+ At 24 2ot

e PUS GNC GRI TAN PM PRS SAN DCQ

PUS 0.851

GNC 0.545 0.855

GRI 0.566 0.680 0.870

TAN 0.347 0.249 0.267 0.864

IPM 0.559 0.469 0.515 0.262 0.790

PRS 0.571 0.566 0.483 0.235 0.471 0.804

SAN 0.204 0.203 0.216 0.467 0.204 0.171 0.808

DCQ 0.485 0.666 0.659 0.174 0.546 0.541 0.129 0.893
* i Zbd & ZF Wl ik AVE AlF2 g JER.
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Abstract

As the use of ICT became a part of daily social life, online community has emerged as a new type
of social organization. Online community is a virtual space which enables many people to participate
and contribute together to collective knowledge. Anonymity in online communities can encourage ac-
tive social participation by people with various social constraints, however, anonymity can also lead
to serious social pathology. As a result, it is necessary to study on what is fundamentally influencing
human behavior and how people’s behavior is controlled in anonymous online community. This study
focuses on human identity and investigate the factors affecting human behavior control in anonymous
online environment by examining various aspects of identity in online discussion community. This
study empirically verifies the causal relationship between factors, including social & technical anonym-
ities, various identity dimensions, intrinsic motivation to participate in the community, group norm
conformity, and quality of discussion. It also analyzes the difference between groups by the level of
anonymity, gender, age, community usage period, and discussion topic. Based on the findings, this re-
search provides theoretical and practical implications for online community management strategies and
a better culture on Internet discussion.

Keywords: Online Anonymity, Group Identity, Personal Identity, Public Self-Awareness, Private
Self-Awareness, Group Norm, Intrinsic Motivation to Participate in Community, Discussion
Quality, Online Discussion Community
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