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ABSTRACT
The advancement of the social network sites (SNSs) have enabled individual to share and exchange information through online platforms. This
relatively new form of information exchange, motivations of knowledge contribution only recently received have significant academic attention. Many
studies have focused at the usage intention of SNSs by examining the factors that affect individual’s engagement in such environment. Knowledge
contribution behavior can be explained from the social relational perspective that emphasizes the public goods. However, based on literature there is a
need for further investigation for determinants of knowledge sharing through SNSs. This paper focuses on the social relational factors as key motives
of individual’s engagement in online knowledge sharing behavior. The research model empirically tested with a sample of 426 members of Facebook
users. The results in this study confirm that reciprocity and sense of community are significantly related to users’ engagement in knowledge sharing
behavior, whereas trust had shown no relationship. The implications for both researchers and practitioners are discussed.
Keywords: Social Network Sites, Knowledge Contribution, Social Relations Factors
JEL Classifications: D85, L14

1. INTRODUCTION
Social network sites (SNSs) such as MySpace, Facebook,
and Twitter enable users to present themselves and establish
unlimited relationships with others. These sites have taken a
place in different contexts like work, romantic relationships, and
politics (Ellison et al., 2007). The higher level of social presence
and self-disclosure have made SNSs the most popular internet
activity (Kaplan and Haenlein, 2010). SNSs allow participants
to join virtual communities with common interests; share and
exchange information that may achieve desired or expected
benefits. This form of knowledge sharing has become a vital tool
for exchanging product-related information and consumptions
experiences.
Industrial statistics have provided evidence in supporting the
substantial effect of user’s online contributions. For example,
eMarketer revealed that the share of information about local
business doubled, from 9% in 2010 to 17% in 2015, these online
reviews enhance internet users to visit business websites rather
than business itself (eMarketer, 2015).
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Given the significance effects SNSs on individuals behavior (Goh
et al., 2013; Nadeem et al., 2015; Rapp et al., 2013), it becomes
vital for businesses to understand what makes consumers more
engaged in online activities such as product-related information
exchange.
User’s interactions have only recently received practitioners and
academic attention. Most of previous researches have focused
on intention of SNSs usage, examining the factors that influence
individual’s engagement. To date, the determinants of users
engagement in an online information exchange behavior has
received limited attention. We need more understanding why
individuals may contribute their knowledge in such environment.
Hence, it is necessary to examine this phenomenon from different
theoretical perspective, this study explained users engagement
from the social capital perspective, specifically the relational
dimension. In the second section this paper addresses the
theoretical background. Then present the research framework,
hypotheses, methodology and findings discussions. Finally, several
implications were provided, limitations of the study, and future
directions.
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2. THEORITCAL BACKGROUND
Prior researches provide a rich basis of theory on which to construct
a research model that explains why individuals are willing to share
their knowledge with others through social network. This section
describes user’s engagement in online contribution behavior and
the theoretical foundation of the research model.

2.1. Knowledge Contribution

With the rapid growth of SNSs virtual community members have
become more active to contribute their opinions. It is not surprising
since these platforms providing users a venue to voice their
recommendations and complaints, this form of communication has
become a vital marketing tool, therefore firms recognized recently
the important role of online contributions in the marketplace.
This form of communication has been known in the marketing
researches as electronic word of mouth “any positive or negative
statement made by potential, actual, or former customers about
a product or company, which is made available to a multitude
of people and institutions via the Internet” (Hennig - Thurau
et al., 2004). People share their consumption experience with a
specific product or service which is substantially influences other
consumers’ decisions.
The underlying support of SNSs in such communication form
is the availability for huge online virtual communities. Online
product or service related information exist in a various forms such
as text, photo, and video. The immense volume and diversity of
information available create a new challenge for manufacturers
and retailers to look behind those factors make SNSs users more
willing to engage in word-of mouth communication. Despite the
voluntary nature of word-of-mouth, the non- commercial focus
may be not certain (Chatterjee, 2001), individuals might be
engaged in knowledge sharing behavior for various reasons. Prior
researches (Chu and Kim, 2011; Hennig‐Thurau et al., 2004;
Tong et al., 2007; Wasko and Faraj, 2005) provided rich base of
the most influential motivations from different point of views.

2.2. Prior Research on Knowledge Contribution

Researchers have adopted different approaches to investigate what
stimulate individuals to contribute in online environment. For
instance In terms of product-related information Hennig-Thurau
et al. (2004) identified eleven factors that enhance individuals
engagement regarding knowledge exchange behavior (concern for
other, help the company, social benefits, exerting power, adviceseeking, self-enhancement, economic rewards, convenience,
problem-solving, expressing positive emotions and venting
negative feelings). In the other hand, Tong et al. (2007) investigated
individuals motives to share their knowledge from the cost and
benefits perspective; cognitive and executional cost, enjoyment in
helping others, self-enhancement, and reward. Recently, Cheung
and Lee (2012) identified four perspectives to explain individuals
engagement in online consumer-opinion platforms: Egoism,
collectivism, altruism, and principlism.
However, these studies have been conducted in online consumeropinion platforms, nevertheless, the different nature of SNSs where
the participants can articulate themselves in various communities

and share mutual interests based on relational factors. Chu and
Kim (2011) posited that users may generate online content because
of the desire to maintain social relationships with their personal
networks. The study developed its model based on the social
relational factors; tie strength, homophile, trust, informational
influence, and normative influence. The findings reveal that trust,
normative and informational influences are positively associated
with engagement in online communication through SNSs.
The ubiquities and interactivity of SNSs have transformed the
communication process and allowed users to exchange information
in different contexts (French and Read, 2013).
Despite the relevant researches that examined key drivers of
information exchange behavior (Choi and Scott, 2013; Johnston
et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2016), users’ intention to share information
for social relational reasons still unclear. Individuals are absolutely
free whether to share their product-related information or not,
through online medium such as SNSs (Shin, 2013). Considering
this issue we need to understand the key motives of user’s
engagement in knowledge contribution behavior from the social
relational perspectives.

2.3. Social Capital

Social capital consists of three distinct dimensions: Structural,
relational, and cognitive (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998). This paper
examined the relational dimension role in enhancing individual’s
engagement in information exchange behavior through SNSs.
Social relational capital refer to “the kind of personal relationships
people have developed with each other through a history of
interactions” (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998). The relational
dimension includes trust, reciprocity, and sense of community.
2.3.1. Trust
Trust among SNSs users is a worth consideration in terms of users’
engagement in online knowledge contribution behavior through
SNSs. Many studies have indicated that trust plays a dynamic role
in the process of information and knowledge exchange in online
environment (Hsu et al., 2007; Sharratt and Usoro, 2003). Research
have demonstrated that trust is an essential prerequisite for
knowledge sharing behavior (Chang and Chuang, 2011; Lin et al.,
2012). Trust is much more important in voluntary activities, such
as knowledge exchange in virtual communities (Zolfaghar and
Aghaie, 2012). Therefore Individuals’ who perceived relationships
as trustworthy are more encouraged to cooperate with each other.
With regard of SNSs interactivity and mobility that allow
individuals to maintain various relationships and exchange
information with them, the established trust also extend to
the virtual communities improving overall activities in such
environment. As Chu and Kim (2011) suggested, the mutual
agreement to become friends in SNSs and the ability to go through
each other’s profiles would enhance levels of trust which increase
social interactions such as knowledge contribution. Along with,
Tamjidyamcholo et al. (2013) indicated that trust significantly
affect intention of knowledge sharing in virtual communities.
Accordingly, improving trust among SNSs contacts may strongly
affect users’ engagement in knowledge contribution behavior;
hence this study proposed the following hypothesis:
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H 1: Trust positively associated with users’ engagement in
knowledge contribution behavior through SNSs.
2.3.2. Reciprocity
Reciprocity or the mutual exchange behavior can also facilitate
knowledge sharing process. Individuals’ might be engaged in
reciprocal behavior because they expecting future returns (Ipe,
2003; Wiess, 1999). Reciprocal behavior appears among people
and even with strangers, simply because they all have common
goal orientation (Leana and Van Buren, 1999). This relational
source also can influence individuals’ interactions in online
environment. For instance, Bock et al. (2005) suggested that
members with strong norm of reciprocity are more willing to
contribute their information, since they feel that their efforts will
be reciprocated.
Prior studies indicated that knowledge sharing through electronic
networks is facilitated by strong sense of reciprocity (Kankanhalli
et al., 2005; Wasko and Faraj, 2000), these research found
reciprocal behavior positively associated with usage and intention
of knowledge contribution in electronic repositories. However, the
advanced features of SNSs enable users reciprocate to builds a
longer and bigger social network. These large networks of social
connection help people to obtain benefits and give it back to others
in different forms such as information exchange. As previous
research (Cheung and Lee, 2012; Liao et al., 2013), suggested
that knowledge contribution has relied on relational resources
and people with high norm of reciprocity more likely to engage
in information exchange behavior through online sittings.
With regards of SNSs affordances users can achieve several
interests through different online activities, one of these activity
is to contribute their knowledge which may help others in their
decisions like pre-purchase decision. Thus, the present paper
proposed the following hypothesis:
H2: Reciprocity positively associated with user’s engagement in
knowledge contribution behavior through SNSs.
2.3.3. Sense of community
The primary assumption of social identifications or sense of
community is that people are inspired to keep up and improve
their self-image as a part of the community (Ely, 1994). In other
word, sense of community refers to the emotional involvement
with social aggregate. When individuals’ set themselves as part of
community and align their objects with its members, they will treat
other as relatives and they are more interested and willing to do
something beneficial for them (Hars and Ou, 2001). In respect of
virtual communities individuals also brought together by common
goals and interests. Hence, their higher sense of community
increases the likelihood of engagement in online interactions such
as knowledge contribution.
Prior researches (Dholakia et al., 2004; Yoo et al., 2002) indicated
that members with high sense of community more inclined to
participate and contribute in virtual communities. Nahapiet and
Ghoshal (1998) argued that sense of community plays important
role to combine and exchange information. In contrast, less sense
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of community within groups could be a significant barrier to the
knowledge exchange and contribution. Similarly, Chiu et al. (2006)
examined the social capital resources as predictors for knowledge
contribution, pointed that people would not share knowledge to
another person unless they recognized them as a group-mate. This
is consistent with Cheung and Lee (2012) found sense of belonging
is the most influential factor on consumers’ intention to spread any
consumption experience or product-related information.
According to the literature above, the key question whether sense
of community is strong enough to enhance users’ engagement
in knowledge contribution behavior with the different nature of
SNSs still unclear. Hence the present study proposed the following
hypothesis:
H 3: Sense of community positively associated with users’
engagement in knowledge contribution through SNSs.

3. RESEARCH METHOD
The research model was examined using a sample of universities’
students in Jordan, in particular students who have Facebook
profile. Facebook one of the most popular SNSs, allow users to
articulate their social networks, and maintain different types of
connection with others.

3.1. Data Collection

A random sample was used by inviting universities students to
participate in this study. Self-administered questionnaires were
distributed on a number of students who have Facebook account.
Respondents were kindly asked to fill the questionnaire based
on their actual behavior on Facebook. A total of 426 usable
questionnaires were collected in this research. Through the 426
questionnaires, 62% of respondents were female, and 38% were
male. The majority of respondents (88%) were aged between 19
and 24.

3.2. Measurement

Variables of interest in this research consist of users’ engagement
in knowledge contribution through SNSs, trust, reciprocity, and
sense of community. The measurement build based on previous
literature take into account the validity and reliability. Likert scale,
ranging from strongly disagree (1) to strongly agree (5).

4. DATA ANALYSIS
This study used partial least squares (PLS) method for performing
the statistical analysis. According Hair et al. (2006) following PLS
analytical approach need two main steps; first the measurement
model to assess scales and model evaluation, second is the
structural model to examine the relationships and drawing the
final results.

4.1. Measurement Model

Both convergent validity and discriminant validity of the model
were examined. Convergent validity was tested using the criteria
proposed by Chin (1998) that composite reliability should be at
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least 0.70, and item loadings should be higher than 0.70. The
average variance extracted (AVE) should be at least 0.50 (Fornell
and Larcker, 1981). Based on result, researcher excluded RCE4,
SOC5 because their loadings were <0.70. All other items loadings
were higher than the required threshold. Convergent validity
conditions were also satisfied in the study model by having CRs
ranging from 0.85 to 0.89, and AVE from 0.58 to 0.69. Table 1
shows the results of analysis.

Figure 1: Result of the measurement model

Table 1: Measurement model result
Constructs
Users engagement

Reciprocity
Sense of community

Trust

Item
ENG1
ENG2
ENG3
ENG4
REC1
REC2
REC3
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
TRU1
TRU2
TRU3
TRU4
TRU5
TRU6

Loading
0.82
0.74
0.75
0.76
0.85
0.89
0.74
0.82
0.7
0.78
0.76
0.72
0.82
0.82
0.75
0.76
0.7

t‑value
15.69
11.8
13.6
12.95
16.24
20.86
10.63
10.48
6.62
8.26
5.58
3.35
6.82
6.07
5.88
3.96
4.53

CR
0.85

AVE
0.59

0.87

0.69

0.85

0.59

0.89

0.58

CR: Composite reliability, AVE: Average variance extracted

Discriminant validity can be assessed by the square root of the
AVE for each construct. A reasonable level of discriminant validity
acquires if each construct correlations is greater than other. Table 2
present the correlations matrix and the square root of AVE for each
construct in the research model.
Table 2: Correlations matrix
Construct
Reciprocity
Sense of community
Trust
Users engagement

REC
0.83
0.33
0.4
0.5

SOC

TRU

0.77
0.36
0.36

0.76
0.26

ENG

0.77

Italic values are the root square of AVE, AVE: Average variance extracted

The square root of the AVE should be higher than the correlations for
all other constructs. As shown Table 2, data in present study provide
solid evidence of convergent validity and discriminant validity.

4.2. Structural Model

The second step was the assessment of the structural model;
the variance explained (R2), path coefficient, and t-values were
estimated based on hypothesis test in the research model. Figure 1
shows the results of the hypothesized structural model test.
The result of the research model examination demonstrates that the
R2 value explains 0.30% of the variance in users’ engagement in
knowledge contribution behavior through SNSs. Surprisingly trust
had no effect on users’ engagement to contribute their knowledge.
The result revealed significant effects for reciprocity and sense of
community with path coefficients at 0.43, and 0.22 respectively,
which is provides support for H2, H3.

5. DISCUSSION
The research model was based on social capital theory in
specifically the relational dimension. The analysis indicated
that users’ engagement in knowledge contribution behavior is
significantly associated with two relational factor; reciprocity and
sense of community.
Reciprocity was the most influential factor on users’ engagement
in knowledge contribution through SNSs. The result is consistent
with prior literature on online contribution, where the norm of
reciprocity plays important role of fostering cooperation between
electronic network members (Lin, 2007). In this research,
users with high reciprocal behavior on Facebook have greater
intentions to share their knowledge with others. A strong norm
of reciprocity would enhance Facebook users’ to contribute
their knowledge, because they believe that this effort could be
reciprocated.
This study also revealed that sense of community is decisive in
affecting users’ engagement in knowledge contribution behavior
through SNSs. This finding is consistent with previous studies in
online context (Cheung and Lee, 2012), providing supplementary
evidence that sense of community is a strong predictors of
individuals engagement in knowledge contribution behavior
through online environment. Willingness to contribute knowledge
or information in Facebook reflects their sense of community. In
other word, this act makes users feel that they are belonging to
a group like relatives. These results explain the importance role
of social relational factors through SNSs, unlike such as in the
current investigation.
Contrary to expectations and prior literature (Chu and Kim, 2011;
Zolfaghar and Aghaie, 2012), the result showed that high level of
trust does not enhance knowledge contribution behavior through
SNSs. The possible explanation is that the knowledge they might
contribute is not personal information, and they would not show
a big concern if their social networks are trusted members. Thus
trust among Facebook friends does not have a significant effect on
users’ engagement in knowledge contribution behavior.
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6. LIMITATIONAN AND FUTURE
RESEARCH
Although the usefulness of results in the current study, it has
several limitations. First, whether the results could be generalized
to other types of SNSs such as Twitter and LinkedIn are unclear.
Knowledge contribution in virtual communities might be different
since these sites have designed for diverse interests. Further
exploration is important to confirm the generalizability of present
findings. Second, the sample involves only universities students’,
who are active Facebook users. Other users who had participated
in SNSs might have different insights about the impact of social
capital. The results cannot be generalized to all participants, this
limitation urge the need for additional research. Third, this study
examined only the relational factors of social capital. This study
did not examine the structural and cognitive factors that can be
key motives for knowledge contribution through SNSs. Future
studies should investigate the remains dimensions of social capital
as motivations for knowledge contribution. Finally, SNSs is a
universal medium it would be fruitful to investigate knowledge
contribution motives in different cultural sitting, while this study
only focus on Jordanian Facebook users’.

7. IMPLICATIONS
This research contributes to present online knowledge contribution
research in a number of ways. First, most of existing studies
focus mainly on the factors affect individual intention to use
SNSs. There is a short understanding of why individuals’ would
share their knowledge or information with other participants in
online environment. This study enhances the current literature
by investigating the relational dimension of social capital that
explains users’ engagement in knowledge contribution behavior
through SNSs. Second, the research model provide an empirical
support that relational factors such as reciprocity and sense of
community shows significant impact on users engagement in
online contribution behavior.
Moreover this research also beneficial for practitioners by
providing more understanding of SNSs members’ behaviors. For
instance results of this study show that reciprocity and sense of
community are crucial factors that encourage users to share their
information with others in the context of SNSs. Thus, practitioners
should provide a vital mechanism through SNSs take into account
the reciprocal behavior among users and their sense of community.

8. CONCLUSION
In conclusion, SNSs represent vital communication medium. This
phenomenon could be exploited in different contexts of business.
However, it seems that individuals’ contribute their knowledge
in such environment if they perceive their supportive actions for
others will be reciprocated, and returned back in future benefits.
They also engage in such behavior when they identify themselves
as part of group, they will exchange information with others
conceive them as relatives to fulfill their sense of community.
Unexpectedly, this research find that individuals engagement in
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knowledge contribution behavior through SNSs do not impacted
by trust in other users on social networks.

REFERENCES
Bock, G.W., Zmud, R.W., Kim, Y.G., Lee, J.N. (2005), Behavioral
intention formation in knowledge sharing: Examining the roles of
extrinsic motivators, social-psychological forces, and organizational
climate. MIS Quarterl , 29(1), 87-111.
Chang, H.H., Chuang, S.S. (2011), Social capital and individual
motivations on knowledge sharing: Participant involvement as a
moderator. Information Management, 48(1), 9-18.
Chatterjee, P. (2001), Online reviews: Do consumers use them? Advances
in Consumer Research, 28(1), 129-133.
Cheung, C., Lee, M. (2012), What drives consumers to spread electronic
word of mouth in online consumer-opinion platforms. Decision
Support Systems, 53(1), 218-225.
Chin, W.W. (1998), The partial least squares approach to structural
equation modeling. Modern Methods for Business Research, 295(2),
295-336.
Chiu, C., Hsu, M., Wang, E. (2006), Understanding knowledge sharing
in virtual communities: An integration of social capital and social
cognitive theories. Decision Support Systems, 42(3), 1872-1888.
Choi, J.H., Scott, J.E. (2013), Electronic word of mouth and knowledge
sharing on social network sites: A social capital perspective. Journal
of Theoretical and Applied Electronic Commerce Research, 8(1),
69-82.
Chu, S.C., Kim, Y.J. (2011), Determinants of consumer engagement
in electronic word-of-mouth (eWOM) in social networking sites.
International Journal of Advertising, 30(1), 47-75.
Dholakia, U.M., Bagozzi, R.P., Pearo, L.K. (2004), A social influence
model of consumer participation in network-and small-group-based
virtual communities. International Journal of Research in Marketing,
21(3), 241-263.
Ellison, N.B., Steinfield, C., Lampe, C. (2007), The benefits of facebook
friends: Social capital and college students’ use of online social
network sites. Journal of Computer-Mediated Communication,
12(4), 1143-1168.
Ely, R.J. (1994), The effects of organizational demographics and social
identity on relationships among professional women. Administrative
Science Quarterly, 39(2), 203-238.
eMarketer. (2015), Web Users Put More Stock in Consumer Reviews.
Available from: http://www.emarketer.com/Article/Web-UsersPut-More-Stock-Consumer-Reviews/1012929. [Last retrieved on
2016 Apr 03].
Fornell, C., Larcker, D.F. (1981), Evaluating structural equation models
with unobservable variables and measurement error. Journal of
Marketing Research, 18(1), 39-50.
French, A.M., Read, A. (2013), My mom's on Facebook: An evaluation
of information sharing depth in social networking. Behaviour
Information Technology, 32(10), 1049-1059.
Goh, K.Y., Heng, C.S., Lin, Z. (2013), Social media brand community
and consumer behavior: Quantifying the relative impact of user-and
marketer-generated content. Information Systems Research, 24(1),
88-107.
Hair, J.F., Black, W.C., Babin, B.J., Anderson, R.E., Tatham, R.L. (2006),
Multivariate Data Analysis. Vol. 6. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson
Prentice Hall.
Hars, A., Ou, S. (2001), Working for free? Motivations of participating in
open source projects. Paper Presented at the System Sciences, 2001.
Proceedings of the 34th Annual Hawaii International Conference On.
Hennig - Thurau, T., Gwinner, K.P., Walsh, G., Gremler, D.D. (2004),
Electronic word-of-mouth via consumer-opinion platforms: What

International Review of Management and Marketing | Vol 6 • Issue 3 • 2016

Majali and Bohari: Knowledge Contribution Determinants through Social Network Sites: Social Relational Perspective

motivates consumers to articulate themselves on the Internet? Journal
of Interactive Marketing, 18(1), 38-52.
Hsu, M.H., Ju, T.L., Yen, C.H., Chang, C.M. (2007), Knowledge sharing
behavior in virtual communities: The relationship between trust,
self-efficacy, and outcome expectations. International Journal of
Human-Computer Studies, 65(2), 153-169.
Ipe, M. (2003), Knowledge sharing in organizations: A conceptual
framework. Human Resource Development Review, 2(4), 337-359.
Johnston, K., Tanner, M., Lalla, N., Kawalski, D. (2013), Social capital:
The benefit of Facebook friends. Behaviour Information Technology,
32(1), 24-36.
Kankanhalli, A., Tan, B.C., Wei, K.K. (2005), Contributing knowledge
to electronic knowledge repositories: An empirical investigation.
MIS Quarterly, 29, 113-143.
Kaplan, A.M., Haenlein, M. (2010), Users of the world, unite! The
challenges and opportunities of Social Media. Business Horizons,
53(1), 59-68.
Leana, C.R., Van Buren, H.J. (1999), Organizational social capital and
employment practices. Academy of Management Review, 24(3),
538-555.
Liao, C., Hsu, F.C., To, P.L. (2013), Exploring knowledge sharing in
virtual communities. Online Information Review, 37(6), 891-909.
Lin, H. (2007), Effects of extrinsic and intrinsic motivation on employee
knowledge sharing intentions. Journal of Information Science, 33(2),
135-149.
Lin, T.C., Wu, S., Lu, C.T. (2012), Exploring the affect factors of
knowledge sharing behavior: The relations model theory perspective.
Expert Systems with Applications, 39(1), 751-764.
Nadeem, W., Andreini, D., Salo, J., Laukkanen, T. (2015), Engaging
consumers online through websites and social media: A gender study
of Italian Generation Y clothing consumers. International Journal of
Information Management, 35(4), 432-442.
Nahapiet, J., Ghoshal, S. (1998), Social capital, intellectual capital, and
the organizational advantage. Academy of Management Review,
23(2), 242-266.
Rapp, A., Beitelspacher, L.S., Grewal, D., Hughes, D.E. (2013),

Understanding social media effects across seller, retailer, and
consumer interactions. Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science,
41(5), 547-566.
Sharratt, M., Usoro, A. (2003), Understanding knowledge-sharing in
online communities of practice. Electronic Journal on Knowledge
Management, 1(2), 187-196.
Shin, D.H. (2013), User experience in social commerce: In friends we
trust. Behaviour Information Technology, 32(1), 52-67.
Tamjidyamcholo, A., Baba, M.S.B., Tamjid, H., Gholipour, R. (2013),
Information security–Professional perceptions of knowledge-sharing
intention under self-efficacy, trust, reciprocity, and shared-language.
Computers Education, 68, 223-232.
Tong, Y., Wang, X., Teo, H.H. (2007), Understanding the intention of
information contribution to online feedback systems from social
exchange and motivation crowding perspectives. Paper Presented
at the System Sciences, 2007. HICSS 2007. 40th Annual Hawaii
International Conference On.
Wang, T., Yeh, R.K.J., Chen, C., Tsydypov, Z. (2016), What drives
electronic word-of-mouth on social networking sites? Perspectives
of social capital and self-determination. Telematics and Informatics,
33(4), 1034-1047.
Wasko, M.M., Faraj, S. (2000), It is what one does: Why people participate
and help others in electronic communities of practice. The Journal
of Strategic Information Systems, 9(2), 155-173.
Wasko, M.M., Faraj, S. (2005), Why should I share? Examining social
capital and knowledge contribution in electronic networks of practice.
MIS Quarterly, 29(1), 35-57.
Wiess, L.M. (1999), Collection and Connection: The Anatomy of
Knowledge Sharing in Professional Service Firms. Paper Presented
at the Academy of Management Proceedings.
Yoo, W.S., Suh, K.S., Lee, M.B. (2002), Exploring the factors enhancing
member participation in virtual communities. Journal of Global
Information Management (JGIM), 10(3), 55-71.
Zolfaghar, K., Aghaie, A. (2012), A syntactical approach for interpersonal
trust prediction in social web applications: Combining contextual and
structural data. Knowledge-Based Systems, 26, 93-102.

International Review of Management and Marketing | Vol 6 • Issue 3 • 2016

459

