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Knowledge Sharing Impact Factors in
e-Learning Spaces

ZHAO Chengling,LIU Lili,LIANG Yunzhen & ZHAO Gang

(School of information technology education, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China )

Abstract ; With the gradual popularization of the application of *“ Three Links Two Platforms” , e-Learning spaces have
become an important platform to change the way of learning and knowledge construction. An important part of knowl-
edge construction is communicating and collaborating with others, which is knowledge sharing. Knowledge sharing is
the key to knowledge management. In the information age, knowledge is widely present in various fields. Exploration
of the factors of knowledge sharing has been an important subject of research in the field of knowledge management. In
order to study the influencing factors of students”knowledge sharing in the e-Learning spaces, to provide some theoreti-
cal support and suggestions for the construction of students network learning knowledge and the construction of the e-
Learning spaces. Based on social cognitive theory and evaluation apprehension, the student knowledge sharing impact
Jactors model in e-Learning space is established , puiting forward the research hypothesis. We used the questionnaire
survey to collect data, using structural equation modelling ( SEM) and statistical product and service solutions
(SPSS) to analyze and verify the data and theoretical model. Data analysis mainly includes three aspects: the meas-
urement model test , the structural model test, the hypothesis test. The measurement model test is mainly to do the com-
posite reliability test and the constructive validity (including convergent validity and discriminant validity). The struc-
tural model test is mainly based on the fitting index and the hypothesis test is mainly based on path coefficient. The re-
sults shows that, 72. 4% of the students will share the knowledge in the use of e-Learning space, but sharing is limit-
ed to the uncomplicated learning materials. Outcome expectations of the e-Learning space of students” knowledge sha-
ring behavior have significant positive influence , which is contrary to evaluation apprehension. Knowledge sharing self-
efficacy has an indirect positive effect on the students”knowledge sharing behavior in the e-Learning spaces, and has a
significant positive influence on outcome expectations. Finally, it is recommended to improve the students” outcome ex-
pectations and knowledge sharing self-efficacy, and reduce evaluation apprehension to enhance the effectiveness of
student knowledge sharing in the e-Learning spaces.
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