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BBS BBS

BBS

(self system)

(social dtratification)

( 1997)
(Webber) (hierarchy)

(Jordon, 1999
MUD(Multiple-User Dialogue)
MUD (Bruckman, 1992)

1 Argyle(1981)
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MUD (Curtis, 1997)

MUD
BBS ( 1997)
(Wadlace, 1999)
BBS BBS
BBS
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(1985)
1 (expressiveties) 2.
(instrumental ties) 3. (mixed ties)
(2000)
BBS
(2002) Sahay

(time-space analysis)
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1997)

BBS
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(on-line)

(2000)

Tdk

POST
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(on-line)

(1999)

)

CcMC

(1999)

BBS

BBS

(1998

Wdlman
Wdlman

(off-line)
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1996 2000
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(Kraut et al.,

1998)
MUD (
...... ) ( )
(Kipling et a, 2000)
BBS
(Cooley, 1992)
Steele(1988)
Turkle(1995) ( )

( )

(Argyle,Furnham,Graham, 1981) Turkle(1995)
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(1999)
2
Sede  Turkle

(Fernwirkung) 3

2000)
Steele(1988)
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2
( 1999)

3 (2000) Hans Jonas
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\
P

()

BBS config ( )
BBS 589
12 25 26 27 2
ID 1936 BBS
2000 12
IP

18.02%
()
D)
()
()
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2000

29
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2000
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2) -

3 -

()

()

SPSS for Windows3.0
LISREL 8.30 for Windows
SEM(Structural Equation Model)

(1)

25 90%
85.9% 82.8%

92.8%
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(N=348)

124

35.6

11.2%6

224

64.4

(N=349)

15

0.0

16-20

147

42.1

21-25

167

47.9

26

35

10.0

(N=347)

298

85.9

49

14.1

(N=349)

17

4.9

289

82.8

43

12.3

(N=349)

36

10.3

64

18.3

7]

20.3

N O g~ W

73
42
32

209
12.0
9.2

N | o hAfOWIN

31

8.9

323

92.8

25

7.2

37

135

155

54.3

42

16.1

16.1
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37/12.0

(N=343) 3 6 46/14.6

6 1 52/15.0

1 2 78/22.6

2 3 65/19.7

3 4 35/16.1

4 308.8

1 16146.3

(N=348) 2 89/25.6

3 4412.6

4 15/4.3
5 3911.2
@)
(
|

3.06 1.88 2.94 2.78
3.10 1.95 2.90 2.81
16-20 311 1.96 2.96 2.75
21-25 3.04 1.86 291 2.80
26 3.06 1.92 2.88 2.86
3.08 1.91 2.92 2.77
3.01 1.92 297 2.88
/ 3.18 1.83 2.94 2.77
/ 3.07 1.91 2.92 2.79
3.07 1.93 2.92 2.81
2 3.12 1.99 291 2.67
2 3 3.13 2.02 2.96 2.80
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3 4 3.04 1.95 295 2.76
4 5 3.13 1.88 295 2.80
5 6 3.00 1.90 2.89 2.72
6 7 3.00 1.73 284 2.89
7 3.03 1.74 2.86 2.94
)
Pearson Correlation
SEM
1.000
-0.063 1.000
0.384*** 0.188*** 1.000
-0.039 0.215*** -0.139+* 1.000

*P<0.05, **P<0.01, ***p<0.001

(4SEM

Pearson Correlation, Sig.(2-tailed)



128

(2)

T-values

il n j Basic Model j T-wvalues j
]
ul =10 5
12, 77% ul =
T -GGG
7,03 o 09/'
: \u an
10. USJ 3 =10, 19
5] és &0
£.03 w3 798 —4._8Z 9. 15—t yi h=10. 75
12 aae nd 5 45 95 308 Y5 -G 74
E. 22
1z.57%= 5 .{:5 1= b =975
il
10.21m R E s
&8
5'1\‘ Tt =1z 16
277 H7 \
ya =11 &0
10, g wi
gl 1191
Chi-3quare=303.78, df=131, P-value=0.00000, RMSEA=0.06Z |
LISREL T-vaues
N (Y1~y4) n
(Y5~y10) € 1 (x1~x5) & ,
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(x6~x8)
ni & 1
n: ¢ 2
Y1 X1
Y2 X2
Y3 X3
Y4 X 4
Y5 X5
Y6 X 6
Y7 X7 (
Y8 X8 post
Y9
Y10

T-values 2.00

4.82

3.96
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T-vdue 3.05(>2.00)
T-vaue
( 2000)

™f 5 2.32
GHl 0.9 0.91
AGF 0.8 0.88
NFI 0.9 0.82
NNFI 0.9 0.62
CFl 0.9 0.89
RMR 0.05 0.033
RMSEA 0.1 0.018
Critical N(CN) 200 207.44

Standar dized Solution

0.38

-0.58

2
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Wellman

2000

16.1%
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(1998) < BBS >

(2000)
John Hagel Arthur G. Armstong(1998)

(1999) < —
(1998) < VS. > 29(8):668-674
(20018) < > 2001

(2001b) <
(2000) < > 154:20- 35
(2000)
(1997) < TANET BBS

BBS>

(1997)
(2000)
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Goodness of Fit Statistics

Degrees of Freedom = 131

MinimumFit Function Chi-Square = 289.22 (P = 0.00)
Norma Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square = 303.78 (P = 0.00)
Estimated Non-centrality Parameter (NCP) = 172.78

90 Percent Confidence Interval for NCP = (125.81 ; 227.47)
Minimum Fit Function Vaue = 0.83

Population Discrepancy Function Vaue (FO) = 0.50

90 Percent Confidence Interval for FO = (0.36 ; 0.65)

Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.062
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = (0.053 ; 0.071)
P-Vauefor Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05) =0.018
Expected Cross-Validation Index (ECVI) = 1.10

90 Percent Confidence Interval for ECVI = (0.97 ; 1.26)
ECVI for Saturated Moddl = 0.98

ECVI for Independence Mode = 4.80

Chi- Square for Independence Model with 153 Degrees of Freedom =
1635.48

Independence AIC = 1671.48

Model AIC =383.78

Saturated AI1C = 342.00

Independence CAIC = 1758.87

Model CAIC =577.99

Saturated CAIC = 1172.22

Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) = 0.033
Standardized RMR = 0.073
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Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.91

Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.88
Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) = 0.70
Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.82

Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.88
Parssmony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) = 0.70
Comparative Fit Index (CFl) = 0.89

Incrementa Fit Index (IFI) = 0.89

Relative Fit Index (RFI) = 0.79

Critical N (CN) = 207.44
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The Balance Between Online-Salf and Offline-Salf;

The Study on Self-Affirmation of the Board
Managersin BBS.

Meng-Hao Li
Graduate School of Socia Informatics, Yuan Ze University,

ABSTRACT

The cyberspace is a new context for the theoretical thinking of self
and identity. Following the thinking of multiple identities suggested by
Turkle, this paper argues that the multiple identities, as different sets of a
role, may both provide self affirmation in our self system. This paper first
tries to examine the interaction between the online-saf and the
offline-salf. An online electrical survey for the board mangers in various
BBS was conducted. With 349 responded questionnaires, we found that
while the intensities of expressive ties and instrumental ties increase, the
sf-affirmation of the board managers is strengthened. Interestingly,
when the online-sdf affirmation is strengthened, the offline-self

affirmation is weakened.

Keywords: Bulletin Board System (BBS), Expressive Ties,

Instrumental Ties, Self-System, Self-Affirmation.



