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ABSTRACT

In the era of globalization with rapid economic development and fierce
environmental competition, new product development has become an issue that
all enterprises pay more attention to, and it also plays as one of the most
important roles in the company's long-term business development. In order to
effectively carry out new product development and achieve excellent results,
the cooperation and communication among cross-departmental team members
and the team's information processing capability have become the key factors
for the success of new product development. Therefore, this study develops a
research model centered on team information processing capability to explore
the impact of entrepreneurial orientation, team reflexivity and creative thinking
on team information processing capability. , and the impact of team information
processing capabilities on new product development performance.

This study takes current members or leaders of the new product
development team as the research object, collects 251 interviewees from the
online questionnaire platform, and uses SPSS and PLS-SEM for data analysis.
The research results show that entrepreneurial orientation has a significant

effect on team reflexivity and creative thinking These three have a significant
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impact on the team's information processing capability, and further affect the
performance of new product development. This study further proposes that
exploration capability and utilization capability will accelerate the impact of
team information processing capability on new product development
performance, but the empirical results are not supported. Since the previous
literature has not yet proposed the antecedent and outcome variables of the
team's information processing capability, and their impact on the performance
of new product development, the results of this study can be used as a basis for
further empirical evidence in the academic community, and can also be used as
a basis for professional to design the development structure new products in

the corporate world. Reference for product development strategy.

Keywords: Entrepreneurial Orientation, Team Reflexivity, Creative
Thinking, Team Information Processing Capability, New

Product Development Performance
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& Tushman, 2005) « 257 7 B-4F 335 & i 3 24 * 0 4 ${30 378 2B %

Br 2 AHF TR o

LHe 2 TG
221 41K Fre HEEF R~ AIATLEE MR G LRITR 4 2B

A m#ﬁﬁﬁsfr/}%x%“'b%ﬂ'%‘fiﬁ B PN g A R i iEH

BRSH S BX A FBRICHR SR E ot nd o kiR
BRI S PRARLBIE R AL £ P PER - FERF
LIPS - R S o e T YAk c YRR FRE R LY
FHEHEGEFF L A A2 NS -

AT iput LBk > Cope (2005)%-F 31~ fIE47E > f A1 E X 75 F
&yﬁﬁﬁoﬁl-ﬂéiﬂae1@imik’#ﬂwié@%;é
oG RARDPIEE LRBIFTEF L A PB AR R
T AR LRE TR Y (E e LGB SF - Y
AF LT RITH >R v AL FEREY P LiERT L LS Cope
(2011) » A MGk i 5 & ¥ i Hilden & Tikkamiki (2013) o © id i
ot fodeslths T Rqe 2 @Y i {off bl gre® o hipfiin
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T RIEE R A RGEE kY WK AR R f R E g

&]éé‘ﬁg‘zaég_gi_ ) ;‘i;" _@é mgwgy i ‘Ef“% %_z l.l'—:éfb ;‘mg‘l‘u A
AT HhiE > U AT BT RA T A S o £ 2 jﬂz - R

oo A F U FEAEUTE F LKRIREIFEEH Y e 3 f8 F B 'fr%
FEEN > WPREHEFALETY R A AIFE AT F LEATE
Trpl £ £ X2 M £ & (Fust, Jenert & Winkler, 2018) > # £ ¥ (7# & ¥
BE 4 o

P kA3 EEHE LR ERY DBHAIEHFI5 F L BB A
3 uEAfEY 4§ R & (Hilden & Tikkamaki, 2013) o & A2 58> 5 &
WERETOF AT IR EFE R o HTF S AR RS F L7 A
7[*&'1?ﬁéiﬁﬂ@ﬁ’?}%Q%?gﬁfﬂ\ggo%giz#*gﬂ.ﬁv 2]
GIE Lo BHEAD N R BRI ERY i rAe gy
FYERANTEFEOEE AR Y P REBAEES > % 109) -
FENM PRt AT H N T OB

H1 - B/R g # o $3BIRF & E T BFF T el 5o

Raymond, Charles & ALAN (1978)4p 41 £1 ¥ # o Jis @ 3£ 4137~ m pe 2

ARG REE S BAR  H AR TR BAR LR

£ % ¢h o Covin& Slevin (1991) 4K 7 iz /2L > 2 PIR5 Tz BAak
Bhied— BRAG S 8 5 - RN L 400U

v

Covin & Slevin (1989)zn % £I3TR ‘@ H £ ¥ £ ¥

# =
s

B A e o
E¥F3 i REFWEZ g
TNH I A RTRE kA STERRN TR B B E 0 2D B
1p4 73 4% »x (Zahra, Jennings & Kuratko, 1999) o & ¥ enf| 73 3§ 3 sxens

FRTHE S 373 0% ~ 2 3TA R 3 & £ 5 2% (Ahuja & Morris Lampert,
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2000) - AIEEESHET FHILIEF AR EES LAY o P 2FR
EFERNSNRH F AR E R TRARE R (TR R F
RlEEw 3 BROGHEE > H3 A E 4 ¢ 3% (Entreprencurial
Opportunity Recognition) { = 7 §1 (Wiklund, 1999) o F]pt 24 e 4% 2100 ™ e
FOEK
DEREIEE e AT B E T A F L o

b B AR § PR T A B L AR ATA S
B - 381 k€8 a5 o 1995 Akgiinetal,, (2012)2.3% 2 » BFf > R
HBERBETIELARFEBRIBET N & 3205 LEB LR R
f4$# (Akgiin, Lynn & Yilmaz, 2006 ; van Offenbeek, 2001) » ¥ i* % = i @
AR i T o i TRl MG L ASLN 4 T IR ATA S
B % end »c (Amayaetal., 2021)  4o% 374 5B 2 B} 54545 a0 q ) ¢ @)
e F LACEF G L B 4 o ,T&L? R BITA REF NEIE A HFR
FF oo Ft o AP FH T FHT Y K

H3 = B/if) % o $135°BIIF i & 2y # § A F L o Tl o

222 M F REEAIRTL B2 B2
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frgez (West, 1996) > Ir 5 ¥ R fEATA & B
West, 1998) o Blfjensk L7 LB BiF = | 22 7 F ol B EE (West,
1996) » & 1 i { 7 »xF (Pieterseetal., 2011 ; Baker & Sinkula, 1999) o %

P B fp e p % (Carter &

ReATASEERE Y o FRGEA R ABIR P RZLY OF LR
PR TR S A AKRERAITE B 1@%;_1‘%,’,}/;{1‘_,.7‘;%
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B pent £4cf b > 2 £ 3 4] (Akgiin, Lynn & Yilmaz, 2006 ;
Hoegl & Parboteeah, 2006) - % B[ & 7 & Loiv 4 pF > & Rt S92 B I3
ZEBARM L U N RATE 2 3 e RETK D LV B E
LESEIFAATL AL 3 FF P RS o FP A PRI UT T BRK

HA = BI/FF & 33 BIRLIFTE B E 7 B F T el o

34

223 pIATR RE B L AR B 5
TAciEd P Y B BREY AT AR RN i
(Baker & Sinkula, 1999) o i 2 s 7 R & P > £IATL A A Bff~ R
B s e P8y pm e RBIEG A B b dw 4 (Akgin,
Lynn & Yilmaz, 2006 ; Lee & Sukoco, 2011) o £]F7% iz A $g4FF -
AL AN E - IRTRIRTEE R AR 0 £ F B R AIRTL BB R
Ao oo $PRPEFL Jg Lo £1R3TITL > &F RPFALAF 302 2 2 KRB
PR ML BB B 2 R E AL CH LB .
FEESRBRLSBFEYR 8 PT g RN P f e
AR o TBRFHEE L P wm By L g b (Akglin, Lynn & Byrne,
2003 ; Moorman & Miner, 1997) » 11 3% & s % e o BIFTR MY 47 BiE
Bfp~f FRFF BRI p e A B a3 0Fh
b"fﬁﬂ;x? » LB AR Ry GBI FR R L RIT ey 4 0 4B B3R 2 g o
PR AT OBRRK
HS = £/#7.8. 845 4 43 B/ 5 & aZiy # £ 7 BHF L o il 5 o
224 MIIFF Rt 4 WY B R LAIER 4 ol P
BT BT AE (97) R REPBMIFF LR IR A

BEHEZ A A E G LG AEGE LY R E & - B P
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BpE LB L SRAD F B AR O T REFER  BIFE LS

A
?
oo dRAN P E CFEREEY C FARAFER B EoRd

BN e A1 FRAIER O UERF FALAS AN RL T @

T LEIEIOETRGE LT 4 A A E%m%égf @ B R E AR

PR BIRETOD AR R Gl ReE >  RE LB GG TR AL
A EBREY FRAR AWM AR AEDRGAY LT T B
R RERREE S BEF LA R LER R S e 0F
G- By ARBE LT LI F NP R 2 B iF
FTRAT Rk RRFE L BRI pmAE DA E
FreniT SAv % v ea T S e LAJE 0 d M and®kv oo B
LG SRS LASTN 4 3 HEORERL AR DT
N

H6 = BI/F 4 8 i 4 5 BRI ERTZF BF L Tl
225 M5 L a2 374 SR F § e P

A SRR BT URAR G - B L IR (Schippers et al.,
2014) - 2@ B> B d E0 L SO FRFA L XIS LE 0o
7 Rk BK I ATA S o 1345 Chiocchio, Rabbat & Lebel (2015)e732 >
P AHE IR TR BEHES AR BT il o
KBEHT L EEHATASREF R RREY LR 0 2T P
B3R LR ARTA SR AT A S E G B 4

= #p ¥ 4% & (Brown & Eisenhardt, 1995 ; Marsh & Stock, 2006) - Pentina
& Strutton (2007)% 3R 2 51%\4 L IEHATE SRR BERE -

Chamtitigul & Li Q02D)FEF 7 L/ ~ T AT 2 O B>t o
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ABRE o B is Amayaetal. 20217 7 e ol L ESRERTE SR F S

_ﬁ

Y2 B Rl e ORI

Chiocchio et al. (2015):% 5 A7 A S B 4 T3+ & 50 =0 75 > & Jf Wi =
B2 8rend fo0 UG Rl 2§ ooxeni; LA g RATA B B
- B A A A FIRATA SR B 2 & PR o Amaya et al. (2021)
s B iz 4 (Sense Making Capability) 2 £]#7 % %2 (Creative
Thinking)35 € ¥ B If 5 L AJ2 2 374 SR 3 4 2 BFORE - 1451
F3tEm o AR BB G E Ll e E F e LT F AR 02
Sk oo B o T BRR

H7 - B/f s & adZiv 4 $13 BIFATA S B FF A F L b i 5 e

226 MFFAIATR & 4 ®ATE S B F §rcehfs

BIFTR May 4 AR 5 ATA & B % (NPD) /B 5% 6 F]1 % (Camison
& Villar-Lopez, 2014) > T e FE B R & 4 ¥ 4 7 ok 8 ? 7 44
Behird Bk B2 % LR % h3 £ (Sok, O'Cass & Sok, 2013) -

F_L
a5

Colombo, Mohammadi & Rossi-Lamastra (2015)4p 1 » £]FTR Maw 4 7 14 3%
BRZ PR Rac Sy §ow Al forrd TR AR (B RE A
en% © 7 F o Holtzman (2014)% FLAIFTR it 4 2o P R INFTA B ¥
(NPD)si 427 & 4 & & eni® % o gt ¢k 5 Sulistyo & Siyamtinah (2016)%
FoLF RAFLER S DBFEL Vo bATASRE S AR
(Laforet, 2011 ; O'Cass & Sok, 2014) o At b 2 24%% > AT /RN UT
ER R
H8 = B/F£AT8 Jaiy # $3ATE GG o F B F el o
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227 M F Lt 4 HBHEATE 5B 3 3 sxends

Brpr it hitoran d 8 S86E ngk gy y 2t
fRi-F* 4g it 4 o Konradtetal. (2016)3% 5 B Fg A R ihars B350 % 2
FTA S-B 2 2t e Zhangetal. (2009)#% 1 FTA F R F 2 S M R E o 35}
B P (Timing) > 7 Bk 5 > 7 F040 i § FH2 R 2 M fliE
R AFEFE LA OB B AR LauERY o R HITE

R LEREEFF L BB 5B E B4 % 2 R
# d1ecie 2. > % (Akgln, Lynn & Byrne, 2006) © Liao & Tsai (2019):% 5 %
W FEe B LENMASR L EEF R ke &
FEFE (NI B F LIRERRAFTE B £ & FF o
B ERAIRTRR L B o HF RE LR A TR
D T 2 E IR ’”‘Fé?l?ﬁlﬁﬁmq*é“mfﬁ?ﬁzflﬁ% ATA B R B
FAAE R L 1 IFS N BRBEFOER L 0 &R i gk
NFREC S Ex S MEITASE S e R ik o

gt o $FEGF LML 2 H P jdendy if > 2 8B F L
KA R B R glig 4 o a4 }T*i;fvé B Ffs AXAe o PRIB B & iy
L RRFBREPIASRF S e B 00 F ¢ LB o Ppt A Y
FH AT iRk

HO © BI/R A 8 # $43 BIFATE ZRFF i FL o rif/ o

2284F & i 4 BT it 4 HITE KB P Y s

Jansen, Van Den Bosch & Volberda (2006) & & ¥ eng|#7ic 4 2 § x4
MEBE Y o A RIATI 4 A 5 8 0 4 6] 51 (18 £ 2 4147 (Exploratory

T fe LRTREEL 2 B HenF Foo ¥z

ETTRS

Learning) : £/ it 4 chp| 37 -

NAIRTZ G R R EATE S ATHRR WA FTehg B o (17 5
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£17#7 (Exploitation Learning) : & dp ¥t B %1 chfL il (722 2 > 4e 53 G ek
WA a4 o Bt 2 ey > R ARG A &R RIFL & o]
Calantone, Kim, Schmidt & Cavusgil (2006)4* %+ 111 ®F W= & &7

/EH;E ,*;;"% ‘EE?’TIJ ‘\é%ﬁ, é ﬁ—]}i;g;ﬁk‘zi;x Lrﬁgfﬁoﬁgiu%f‘—l—"
Bk B cnFRG FITEE R S AT A I R AIRTHA SR TE AP

%ﬁ@ﬁ’fvﬂuﬁma SPIERE-F BVIE Ry SRR e

-

Bed S HF % o Auh & Menguc (2005)2 57 % 3 % 45 01 B ermkil

AR RAFEENAIT A B H L oo Pl E &I AT N AIFT - March

(IR EZFEFZFNAIRTERE F45 ~ 1L~ KPER % ~F IR~ 0 F Kt
A

CARFCER R CRE o UFL

Auh & Menguc (2005):% % 35 & S AIRTA* AIRTAL M2 {3 76 >
fed £ FFY 4 2O > PRILG h| R M E E o JI % 3N AIRTeD
EELE Ao rcd R R ARG char 4 BB M5 .EP_,?%‘R g ¥ F
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UEVE R izt
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.3 7 3 o Benner & Tushman (2003)3% 5 47 & 3% £137
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FHOHER S AGTEANT QRTINS £ R R G BT
EEDE B RBNET > BRABRLE DT R TRF LSRR
Boole P g £ B AIRT VLB IRATEOD Ho 2 f E OB foieE o
Flab o e L oAt A S EREPGRE PR OLE LR (FRA A
96) ° Tushman & O'Reilly II1 (1996)47 1 > 47 % 3% A1FTe 1 * 55 A1AT40 2
PHFBEOEL LB RS PIATR A E EFAATOR B AR 8
mEEA “’frﬁﬂzimw?ﬁ om I N AIRTR
TR 33 8y S forndk o LRHFE R SARTIOA Y SN AIRTR A g i ’

Ro #9247 P AE A R AR > W { ks iR o Jansen et al. (2006) 577

EE‘I’%W’ -\ /u/a"f | f‘f’l

1 B > Bt (Centralization) 48 % s 1273 2 JIeh @ > & & X
(Formalization) i* R34 % X AIR75 BB - B3 REPTHEE P
& FRFEE RIFRAIRT W EATOLIR L Ep D LT
TR PR B L F ooy B {oR K Tidd, Bessant & Pavitt
(2000) 4p i RARAIRTAC 53 2

ERCT o JRAFAIFTR] Ak B Pid ~ B SRR > dF f E gL B o
WA ETAIATRARACIRE 0 X T NEEL St 2 o B3I ey §
H o R £ KRR

gt 50y > EHFFER SRR SRR 4 ShE f e

Bo T OUEEFRRACD F0g o NG G TR o SRDE F A
W) R R R o RS GCTEIRT FeraB g T R B Y o
EFRERLAFFF BHR O RFEROBELTE Vg g s
FEEFTROREIMMAS R E otk j‘q‘:#%« L e s A Feh
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’ 2

ERART TR L TRE ) R RE AIRTES S P en
4% g 4 (Exploﬂaﬂon)f kp 8 .t £ & - Rintala, Laari, Solakivi, Toyli,
Nikulainen, & Ojala, L. (2022)#%& & 2 @ 11 * &t 4 & #X i 43 ¢ & 2 i »c o
ISP ER U Sl U 0 ) R ak g SRR N & i S
(Exploitation)$t &1 £ 378 > AIFTH L 2 AIFTH T T X A E R K
B E g RIATe FIt A REIRTE ATA S B W gAY 0
B4 R L AFTHE R EPE o 2L BRI kehk d o
T2 i it M AIRTR K O P ARy o U G 4 BIF R a4 B
- & T A 4 | ok d > Carmeli & Halevi (2009)~ 325 4 * it
A BEE RN R e &P Fanani it R F R A 0 4 AR R
ARG MFHZ I ARFARF > AP FRALFEEFRFEARES
Fagd o Bl P 2 mEE ¢ L AR AT AR 4
o ARETEREN A EERAAREIBREHMMASE T B
R mAFETHRD T 2B
H10 - @B /i 45 7 £/#73 4 (Exploitation) < B /X & & ~ BIJX fIATE.
2 BRI E T iy ? BERTA G F A 4 2 AL B (4
#)2 2k o
H11 - @71 # g/#74 4 (Exploitation) #/ =@/ £ & ~ B/ {772 /4
2 BIFEL I 4 BRTR R A2 R ARG (%

#)2 2k o
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BRI FEE AL RSN BB o 4 B[R AT

Hl: B EEe B F LE G

H2: Bl EEe i pliti ety &

H3 : MAIE S MR L AL 4§ HF D v 8o

H4: B F L3 $RBFAIFTLARN A 2 EF L w5 o

H5 @ B AIFTL B 4 3 BFR L gl i 4

H6 @ BFfF Rt 4 $# BF L2 4 3 BF L <

H7 @ B G S adZi 4 S BIFATA S B # 7

H8 @ BFfAIFTL B 4 #0372 SR 3 §og BFaOPE -

HO : BIFpF Loiv ? $30 372 BB #F 2% BF 2

HI0 : BF54% % #c # (Exploration)¥t>t B Fy & & ~ BIFA|ATR B2 B3
MELRIEi A BATA SR F it Z M EA 2D E (i) ot
LI

H11 : ®Ff1* a0 4 (Exploitation) > B & L ~ B[R A£IRTL B2 B 5
AL RIEi A BATASRE N A AP RE LG (beid)2 ot

LI
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AFETHEY RSB ORYEEAHDD Rt A
FASEERD ARG EA BRI AR ED S @k%?
Fendfift  AFFTRIFPHEPTEASFF RGOS ARHEALT

MG MA SRR F R L TR PG ATAE SRR
(NPD)en5.5% ©
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3.3 #EEE T &

A3 41 Amazon M-Turk e % i
¥ Amazon M-Turk T & 2 {53k A8 7 & 423 -
BH%ETE405%4£&£2 5% > Conley & Tosti-Kharas (2014)4 21 * > 3% 2
BERIFAMMEOEE  REV

l‘“ '/‘\

$%ﬁ%1#%9ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%, &
L SRR AT F LS AN SR AT F AR B

S - r /2 A% ~
TEen? ko

LT

U)ﬁ%*@ﬁ%@&%%ﬁé?@%ﬁ%é

SN (e s A 2
L0 BB R A g vkt AR K B R E “ﬁézﬁ‘i‘"
§UTF PR AT RITE o B R G L T TG PR AL R
75 BeifE T P RO BE o Lr’ﬁ R AR FAHAEEw s pIFTL R B F
B L EIEN A 2 RTA SR E S EINA 2R (X 488 & E
PR T AAARATHEBIPHAATH
FE By e A en ¥ - A2 2 ERAE G M o Fl AT
%+ (Kerlinger, Lee & Bhanthumnavin, 2000)% (Marcoulides & Saunders,
2006) > M T2 NP EAFTTE LR S

PR ERATREY T EBERFEL TR AEE AT

LT
%
n=z2P"1 Zq
e
n: ¥ A#c

p: AT R E A
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et A & [F
VAR SRR S/ CELEC - MR S L
e =5%,Z,/, =1.96,p = 50%
Fpt 2FT 7 ¢ AR gt

0.5%0.5
(0.05)2

n = 1.642

LA EFE G AP ED Ok 260 L E 0 R BT %

3445 g8

AFTEANMRERLERETHE > IPHVLL L PR OF
FAIASEF 2 GH PP A OTHASE S BB SANE F A -

AEEET T BEL G e 48 AL R

*F 3 %% (Tjosvold, Tang & West, 2004)2_ % 5 > 14 4 J8F° 78 K {§7
B B2 L ED > 4ok 3 57

ERPIES SRR N
| N8R P

EOl [ ¥ AP FHFEF RGBT R
B oA 3 R R SRR Y § R BT

£l

g E 2 o

Al T CCTYE TS

" EO3 | en@ Iy fnif 3 S EP ¥ 3742 B % 2 TE K E o

TARE
EO4 |2 B Ff i3 5 E4@R 4| ¥ da 07 2 ‘5%%
342 4137 &

AT H* (Amayaetal,2021)2 F7 5 0 12 8 KER T K FR AT A &
FRFZAFTL AN S 0 BB L ASHE AFTLAS BFE KA A
4o 3.2 #1r7 l
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B\ CT5 [BfTA B8 e > MBI ERS E"‘ﬁi? S g g
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CT7 hETA S BT o A B R BN AL (1;1 oA S 3 s 2 A

A E)FED o
CT8 |Fven@rf A4 7 < £ & RS PRIE P dad ) 38 5| ehR' 42 o

M T HE* (Amayaetal ,2021)2 FF 0 2 O X E K rE B fr2 F
B ded 3.3 #1or

L33 WA LfEe 2 fTE R f

e |t g P

TRI A er@fp st FaHp AP ko

TR2 [ s 15 2 3436 B R L3 § 2kst & % o
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TR4 %m@mﬂa%Wﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬂj%,@&ﬁWﬁﬁ%°

TRS5 E\lf’eg SR AP 2 A o

TRO (A enB ¥ A E q\_lxvm—%;‘; °

TR7 | en@ = B FEzni P ived mnﬁ%‘b’fr”" BB TUES o
TR (A @ Ff = | 3k 4 0 e -
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= Mex®
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IP1 |3 o) Ff Ao SRR g 4 1

]
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345 % it 4
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B e
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o

ERI [ @] pfid BB 22”0 4 k F 3 frendism 4 -
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EM—ﬂm@%abﬁ M NRGR R P g R

LRV
uone.o|dx3

ERS [ B fff1RiE & 370 R [£5 & -

%
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ET1 |t cnBlffR 4 5= 2% % M A o
» M | ET2 |2 en@f 72 $rd = A SAvPRI 07 Gt -
VS BT R ermERE AR SR kR -
8 | ET4 AoMmp#FEREaRG 22 mnin
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1987) e B 4 o 12 6 BRIE X R 374 BB F Frkz a4 0 40 3.7 97
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5 | NPD4 | A hBpATA B g £ 4 E 0 A ARG TIREY -

$  [NPDS At S04k R 5l A 4 1 T v (ROD T -
< | NPD6 [ B AT A 5B ch A L P A AZE T W LY -
L LR BT P AR AR BN A B EINA o KIS 45

CQE® S QRTER S DBFELIF GRM -~ (6)BAT

“%@W&ﬁﬁimﬂw\(7&ﬁg§ﬂﬁ;mmnjz¢ﬁlrm;

%o QRTASBFEEEG U AR
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FoRLA AT

A7 J1* SPSS26 %% % SmartPLS3.29 K3t E ML 7T s
P AR AT s B R AT M AT s R R AT
SEM-PLS 4= A2 03] 447 3 0 TR A 472 2 3 de ™
3.5.1 &cit 4 53t A 45

A7 41% SPSS26 5K k3t B B u| Sz Tiodc ~RE L v F At

AL SFRL LA BRAL G LR o
352 B R A

AT HREL LS L FFAPTERFEFEERREL TR
o kdox %2 fic (Varimax)fdhiz k2] L ot h2 F1 % 2 B If o
#2 3 1% (Hair, Black, Babin & Anderson, 2010)2_ %™ %1% § =& < *°
0.7 Fric®E <20 1> 5o SRR E L <20 60%5 G & | Rd - 4
A E A A IEAp M A 47 (Item To Total Correlation Analysis) &
g & ﬁg’:‘i 2o FlF o A TE A IE 2 4p B % JF < 2% 0.5 (Hairetal., 2010)
B {s AF7 7 3+ % Cronbach's alpha & % fa 5 % AL p 30— R end)| w2
Pl > 22 3 & B (Guilford, Michael, B & Brown, 1965)2_3% 3% > Cronbach's
alpha <4 7 % %0 0.7 121 > 4 %7t T3 “rBAIT 2 p 30— RILIRF o
353 ¢ HELR A4

j‘ﬁﬁ;i”%fl}j‘ ‘}17 ,4,\%\;1}*\ =420 ’Jff)‘fiﬁﬁifﬁ.m 1._7PP\—:'
HAHZ LB thix® H 7H% B #4157 (Analysis of Variance, ANOVA)

%2 Duncan 5 £t a7 R e vt e s hlgy L 8 o
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354 £ 2T Bl T

AP REFHEG e BB T Y B T2 B AR
Al (SEM-PLS)~ 17 o 4= 23  HoA 7 P A et s S HEe 77 £ L
SMEE S ITE KR A R R R S R o 1T E k0 S
¥4 SEM-PLS & - B4 jouie €1 5> A2 2T 5L 53
* (Hair, Hult, Ringle, Sarstedt & Thiele, 2017 ; Hair, Sarstedt, Ringle &
Mena, 2012) % & #icdy A e 2 & ¥ &~ fie s
(1) #HFAH* 33 < > Hdei>t 200 ;
(2) HAIAFFRELR & 0 Dot g AZE 10 Bt
(3) p R B R DR RS
(4) Br@EREY > 8 ARAEETY
(5) s to BAUEAPBE el < 1 > @ LRI R| fe i R 2 B+ 10 o
e {7 SEM-PLS A 47 B » 87 3 #-f L 478 §07] 2 Sl e
Fef BB FHARGREPELE R2Z ] Bl LAY BK -
L §E Hdlpedg & g 2
AF2 % & J5 Hair et al. (2017)2-22 3% > 12 F 48 % 2] 2 {503 ez B
Z 3R .
(1) TH=5P%BE (Average Variance Extracted, AVE)=& 7f % 3+ 0.5 >
AVE z_ 33 o 38 40T
AVE = (32%)/n
A=FlE i FE
= 3 T B 4 1 B B
(2) % & % R (Composite Reliability, CR) 7f * 3+ 0.6 » CR £2. 3+ &
o N e
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cr=(30) /(22) + )0
A= FlE W E
6 = A4
Afr & 3oL R 2 {5k %

(3) Cronbach's alpha ¢ /g < ** 0.7 » alpha B2 35 2 38407

Alpha(@) = —F Zsi
phala) = k—llzsiz +2225ij]

a= i RFaE R k= FErpdeg st = FEARELE s
= P LY - P2k ¥
(4) R 7 H v (Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio, HTMT) i& & f -] * 0.85 >
HTMT 2 ;84077

1 K; Kj
g=1h=
K;_1 Kjq
K, (K—l) Z Z Vigin X (K 1)2 Z Vig jn
g9=1h=g+1 g=1 h=g+1

Tigjh = # FHEGLJF T B2 jp B 78
Tigin = * FilEG 2L 4ol FH
Tigjn = % FjIEF I I B2 10 B

2 BHACUEE AR
(1) A% iadk (R

Hair et al. (2012)2& 3% 4 * & % % % (Coefficient of Determination, R?)
Kfafl L p A s 2B %R > (Chin, 1998)2 3% R2=0.672 & 4 253
BMEF SR EEM019P4ARE 2 BF o
(2) FRpei B (Goodness-of-Fit, GoF)
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Latan & Ghozali (2015):% % GoF=0.36 4L 5 ficif & 4% % > GoF /i »%
0.25 7] 0.36 4 % fieif & %0 » GoF=<0.1 4L 5 feif B ¥ 1% » GoF 2.3+ 2
;\A N L

(0; — E))?
E;

GoF =2
O= FRR=2L &
E= ®#2 2 %
(3) % B %#k (Variance Inflation Factor » VIF)
VIF % ket p S8z Fenjphd |2 ApR i~ 3 A& & p ¥z
fEfR € 80 3 “TikIE > (Joe F. Hairetal, 2012):2 3% VIF &% ff /| *+ 3
AR L P BT AP IS 58 0 VIF 238 258 4o

VIF = ——

Ri= =/ #£
3. BHHCT K e
FAAEFENAZ GoaRILG M F SHNIERg ALY B0

FERT T R G E R p RN S BRI -
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Yrf F3o%
4.1 it BA 5

2 Al Ba Ay 251 PR PEAA AP THR IR OBE
B (DIEs QE® QRTEE > D2 (51 g%
fo (6)1 iF 7 ulofy 2 A T2 5 BT 0165 %374 5 942 (68.2%)
86 L AN (343%) 0 <A K P F a4 33 1 39 A&
(41.4%)2. B » B 1329 & (394%) - B> 6 »T1.3% 1 L+ 88
FEef o PR X F S BRS A HiE 63.3% BIRE 4 iE36.7% -
pLeb s &g xi’*’é*ﬁé.{if}??’b')*“SEmlnr‘,‘%; KF R EAT

P irdaie, ¢ 2R E (42.6%) ~ Wit ¥ (55.4%)
BHeiddcE (04%) - 2 2w (1.6%)

41 X HF R 2ot 247

o oot L# (n=251) F AN (%)
14
g2 165 65.7
L3 86 343
E#
1: 42 29 99 39.4
2: 30-39 104 414
3: 40-49 36 14.3
4 % 50 12 48
KT RAE
1 /e 9 3.6
2: % ¢ 7 2.8
3+ g 179 71.3
4: FRL 11 56 223
BE
1: JRArE 107 42.6
2: W% 139 55.4
3: His 5 2.0
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% 4.1 % )’?—"“Eb ¥ 2

f i s A 4 ()

R A Cf (n=251) FAM (%)
1 fEwpe
1: 5 p §m3n 83 33.1
2: * kR 17 6.8
G b BLEL 73 29.1
4: M3 30 12.0
SN A 20 8.0
6: 2 A% 12 4.8
7 R 3R 13 5.2
8: His 13 52
BATE & H BT R
1: B~ R 159 63.3
2: B EF A 92 36.7
brATASBFE (NPD)F % > &1 fegs%
I: “*3 7 & 119 47 .4
2:6-10 # 97 38.6
3:11 & 2} 35 13.9
FMAEREMET 5 2R
I: 5319 4 55 21.9
2:20-39 4 72 28.7
3:40-59 4 85 339
4:60-79 4 18 7.2
5:80 A 1k 21 8.4

e

1
% 423 465 LT RE

TALKR . AR

F?i‘g:éx@g‘;% 3.%’%}_3;\—5&
A

Z‘\ 42 ?é q;%-r\?’*#m )\,E'
”Jf‘g:"ﬁxl“(« (5 16), o EO4 X ia

A% 1.150 87 1.352 2 @&

Bapdr»r oEs

e

——

TS A Y g R R o dopl E S AL A

s

HERE T R E R BB ALY

R R E A4 o BEET 0 % §

Box )«g—“z%j-i\ Py 21 ‘J'Jfﬁ-mﬁ:a LI P "‘"35}% B0 R R

‘;I\_‘)J:F'},E; O'/E'T’Egji

S5 AP HE SR IR

ML Fe X o

F¥e2 THoEaEEL > HY 0 EOl 2 &
EhF (5.49) w2 BB X 2 RS
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242812 % (EO) v et AcnT oL 1

I i5
#5 M LT . | ¥
[EO1] i@ ¥ A ehBI { B 52 B bR 5.16 | 1.352
[EO2]% & 3 7 mr e fberid- L mpd » A enn g F ¢ 533 | 1284
PEER BB AR eBchE M MBS IR E PR
(EO) [EO3];§;L‘OKF’° wifd S EPHATESFF BREET £ 535 | 1916
[EO4]# v engnf® 4 S ERRP| TN 1753748 5 5.49 | 1.150

%43?ﬁmﬁ“3ﬁ@§%ﬁ’lﬁﬁ*%$£’ﬂﬂ“CWi-
TiaEh il (5.34) 1 CT2 T2 g (5.53) s o 2 HEL2 FRF G
A2 1.082 &7 1.287 2. fF o

434 Le (CTHvrjcfhrnT i EE R T
T35
5 T T | EF
=N #.
[CT1] A e Hirs L8 7 0 S s MHE 45l o 537 | 1.224
[CT2] A Bt Lvg R &GS N EHE - 5.53 | 1.082
[CT3] AemBHs F i L Ax03 N F K- 5.40 | 1.220
X [CT4] A @ iz & (Gl4oiR3R 8 % )58 % fo s
:g MR,
ﬂi;M ST AR B R B SR - 548 | 1.247
et };,' v ],_,,‘. 7:; ,g\,‘:, ""’i ‘NT’:"'_','::F';I
(CT) [Cm]j;i%i?GUHi DRIEHEfEE 2 R 550 | 1.201
[CT6] LERgy HiFd= ko i APMEETRFTIH | (o0 ||,
K2 &g gk o ' '
[CT7] 37 5B 8 e o Al o3 AR 42 s34 | 1287
(G4 & i 2 B~ 3 hdgd $)2b§ 454 - : .
%o LA 4 7 A B & kR 4 % Hp
[CT8] # nj?]%é__ AR RS KA REDE | oo
ﬁf‘]mﬁf%f’

2044 SEEF LS L R ToEa R L > B¢y TR 2 T
IBiE ™ (5.61) 2 TR1 T ﬁ%ﬁ.(ﬂ%y&ﬁ&iﬁﬁii%@éﬁ
5> 1,181 22 1.288 2 Y -
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3 44 8HF L (TR)P 2 AchT o 1

Iz
o T4 T Y B R
=N %
[TR1] *crBBpEt 260 AP 533 | 1.258
[TR2] @ Ff 2 dp3dem BIFE 23 5 2 £ 1F o 5.41 | 1.288
[TR3] A hBBFE ¥ 3T M1 (Fen™ 2 o 539 | 1.206
[TR4] “\enBFEe » 3V ¢ 445 2 U7 1L i g sV i
e 545 | 1.233
MEF R . ,
(TR) [TRS] 2V ¢ s¥ demAp b 2 i 2 4 - 537 | 1.181
[TR6] A erBFEF FhH w1 (Feh3 2 o 551 | 1.253
[TR7] imfﬁl%%‘ﬁ FERLE P00 SRR e R LA | oo | e
E o
[TR8] A ehBF = B 3k 4 3045 i o 561 | 1.210
[TRO] # en@ff= B $ecigena (72 NEFE LR o 5.46 | 1.237
245 ZERE LA & Rl TIHEgREL Y 2 TR 2
T3aE g (5.19)0 1 IP5 Tk g (548) S e 2 REL2 FRG
it 1154 & 1321 2. [ -
245 @3 LT (JPA)F fath A chT o s 8
4 24 'l‘iij m
#5713 e = EF
=N i
[IPA1] @y e RBEF A o RE2EF s o 5.19 | 1.321
[IPA2] 2\ e Ff: % T A S chdiead ™ & i@ 2b I d o 5.43 | 1.176
M L | [[PASJA OB % %A Snimdliad1a™ o iEzby id o 5.40 | 1.265
RdZ [[PA4]AA B Jf = A BR S TSRS E ¥ &F2
(1P) . 533 | 1.252
Bl P U
[IPAS]A B fj 3tk P FFR ¥ 222 K o adnie' g o 5.48 | 1.154
IPAG] A B F: F % 11 # [emrg 22 % 2
[ ]i BE AT ko M= BR300 1071
‘-
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s 13 #iven reiy
UPMWPL ;Z# ;\;rﬁ]r; EESFBLDESEES | 0| ooy
UPAS]@ fﬁ; 3 4# rﬁ] _ RESFBLDESRLT | (0| g
[EAﬂ:fi;?fﬁ*ﬁ*%gwﬁﬁfwmﬁp” A& 535 1273

% 4.6 Z4F % av # LRz ToEgiRR L o 3¢ 0 BRI 2 F
g i (5.15)0 11 ER4 T30 B F (5.52) e 2 B L2 BG4
4+ 1.136 #7 1.333 2 [F o

%4632 N4 (BR)® fcff & chT 10 L8 5

y B
5 713 T Sl R
=N #.
_}\‘—/ »‘%E‘ “—'l"ﬂzﬁ—]?—” E-:Jy‘,—z— /e. ;&E_—;
[ER1] A\m[ﬁ”i\i@ B d =4 ¥k F I FTend 515 | 1.333
[ER2] 2t e Ff = 7 chfh 3k 47 & ATLiimenic 4 o 545 | 1.227
. [ER3] A en@ gl 7 o 2 A3 A B2 PRF% o 543 [ 1.271
:}eﬁ? AL
Gm L W~ IV, Y
[ER4] Aen@ g FHAIE e VIR EE # hg fo 5.52 | 1.136
[ER5] 2 @ 1 ff i B ATen® IR 3 o 543 | 1.219
[ER6] 2\ chB Ffff tl T i AT E = 3 o 544 | 1.213

24T A1 et e LR THoEaREL Y 0 ET1 2 135
Ed i (5.39)) 1 ET4 L30E B F (5.57) v 4o 2 R L 2 #F 5 43
1.190 &7 1.261 z F¥ o
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2 A47F% i 4 ED)w et A hT o SRR 1

, EXZAE
5 713 e ol R
=N Z
[ET1] S chBFf5 4 302 S F 2 M A o 5.39 | 1.261
[ET2] & chB [} 7 4742 2 & SfcpRikehe 4 o 551 | 1.224
1 g 4 [ET3] # e py % = e L ¥ i & 552 | 1.125
AL
(ET) e
[ET4] Aen@BpFEA AR EZ B LR © 5.57 | 1.152
5\.“,, »»‘: L /:l'/, é , ,‘1/ P
[ET5] : T@]%.+#ﬁﬁ' A R TN 0 R IR R 546 | 1.190
mR o
[ET6] s en@ff {7 » B 3B TG hd =3 5 & AL o 543 | 1.222

v

% 48 ZATASEF o ociEe L Rk ToE SRR P
NPDI 2. F32fE g4 (5.33) > ™/ NPD4 T35E &% (548) > o o 2 R4
2 §eR 5 4 1.099 & 1.310 2 fF -

% 48 37A SB % Frc (NPD)W Jctt A ehT o e L £

) EFCRER
W5 514 o . | %
[NPDI1] ABEFRFTA B R A B T g’ 5.33 | 1.099
* % %7 L3l s R - B ] gL
[NPD2]4§§E]J‘§WT;§WF’ FEFE P ANAZET B B I‘Mé] 533 | 1310
MARR D WA SRS i EF ARG LA A
’5}3‘% 3T o B 3 5.35 | 1.162
(NPD) =
[NPD4] + Bl F 37 4 5B % % 5 5| S A B TR o 548 | 1.150
[NPDS] 4 B 574 G- f 4 chd L2 Bl S A0 T M R E8 « | 535 | 1.221

L FIRAFEGRIE

421 pl¥ ¥

%049 i plEEe (B0 2 1 A2 G AR s 2 Bk
B i 2470 RAFRRE EE 61.750% > 8L IEH T AP M Gl
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<305 12+ (0.559~0.643) » ¥ b+ F]2 2_ Cronbach’s o 2 #c 5 0.793 =
w07 mEBREEE S PREZTFIZ L FEERN 06 22K EE
mﬁkﬂmQ’ﬂ&ﬁﬁ@ﬂ%i%&ﬁ$*&@%ﬁ’iﬁ@ii%%
EHApE B PN - Ko

Z2A9 £ EFre DT R A TER R T

Cron
w4 ) 2
Flic ?; ik ;’g Itfom bach'
PR L ‘ N ' :
£ £ Total alpha
4t %% (EO) 2470 | 61.750 0.793
AT APEIE] A e
[EO1]:d ¥ A en@pp { T 5L B b '%& 3 3Ff o 0.643
7P
[EO2]1% & ¥ 2 # Fr T e R mpE » A e
PP g EBA e e Beng 0 gk | 0.789 0.608
ETTE YT IT YD
N >R =4 A5 25 4
[EO4]4 Dif [ a5 #RABILHNTH 5 ) o0n 0.605
34 5
N el A 3 e
[EO3]7t if ™ ol 5 & f HATA SRFLF | o) 0.559
R . &

42243400

ﬁmﬁ“¢+&ﬂé@%&a%ﬁiﬁ%,ﬁiﬁ%ﬂ%wmoé@

BLEREHLFZAECRR T AF R FcE 3 1.882 0 R fiahid
%¥EiEd &Mﬂ%’%&@ﬁﬁﬂ%%w%ﬁ&%Cﬂiﬂ?**QS’
d 3 CTL Bt e & 2 il g FF 04850 > ¥ bt FlF 2
Cronbach’sa f2#c s 0.702 > 0.7 @ E BB EE » L P#2 FlE f 7 E
BF 0.6 2P ARE (0.752~0.817),F1 A6 FlE 2 5 R 5F W H K
T AEm 2 L REE AP BN R
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2410 ML &S HOFRAITHE AR T
Cron
F1 % , 3
FlE ??;. ik ;i: Itfom bach’
BT RE L ‘ & ‘ s
£ £ Total alpha
MR &REH (CT) 1.882 | 62.727 0.702
L Bz 404 R & N
[CT31* PRI 5 L15 & & ¥ los17 0.552
#i o
[CT4] chB e f chis & (BdeR]e 55 % ) 58
P T T e 0.806 0.535
L T 8 BT O H
[mﬂfm@%ﬁﬁﬁwuéf S L I 0471

AR o

[CT2]F1% § in & A if 0.6 %43

2411 G RFTLRZ FIZAFTER AR T MEn 2 FFAE S 24660 F i ¥ i 22

61.656% > % #c > 38 ¥ F1 4 BAp B iy

o falic: 0793 53 07 @ EEBHLERE S L

(0.765~0.801), FI* & 4o Fl & 2§ R I9F B MR > A EG 2 L ¥ G 4P

I)’( lri o

2 FE pmEHEB 06 2

4 3%0.517 2+ (0.578~0.622)> ¥ ¢ty F]% 2_ Cronbach’s

L

B %P -

L4101 pla L AT AT 2 R T
Cron
Fl & , %
Tl ?;ﬁi i ;g Itfom bach'
T RE LI ' =8 ) s
£ £ Total alpha
gl (CT) 2.466 | 61.656 0.793
[CT7] 372 B 3 cuff2r > A B P43
SATRAE (blded S i 7 Bs & Azt 0.801 0.622
[CT6] gﬁi&lﬁ mf’l‘?‘h $7 rgﬂ y 3N mlﬁ]}‘ig
YRS EN S R hiEa R . 0.796 0.615
[CTS] AT A & B 4 Az o 2 B 1§87 %
£ s RS o 0.778 0.594
ANBR AL A BB % kLR
[CT8I: PRI AL 5 £ EPEFRD R RS (265 0.578

pofads Hp Y38 1) Rt AR o
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423 MEF &

20412 ZRGE LG 2RSSR AT AHEG 2 HHE S
3026 BAEcn B R B 62.516% 0 Bdcs T BAPM e < 0
0.5 12+ (0.621~0.725)> ¥ *} g #]% 2 Cronbach’s o % #c 5 0.850 % >+ 0.7
AEPREE LRk AR EEE 06 2 RS
(0.760~0.840) » Flot At Fl & 2 2 RIDF A MR > A g 2 & ik
K AR B AP RIE

412 BipF LT Z LA PTEE R T

A4 DL e | Rt ach
BERELH -E = i Total aISha
MHE & (TR) 3.126 | 62.516 0.850
[TR3]A hB PR ¥ sttht B2 1 feen= 2 o | 0.840 0.725
[TR7]¢; n:irfn Z_ i Fiié;um PaiEY chipied R 0.667
[TR9];‘ iﬁ[ﬁlr% * R 0 SRR | 0.649
[TRIJAchBfFSFFAE p AP AR 0.771 0.634
[TR8]A e Ff = 3k 4 3045 feci o 0.760 0.621
[TR2]F1 % f i & A iF 0.6 #=ch |35
[TR4]F1 % f i & A E 0.6 #=ch |35
[TR5]F1% f i & A E 0.6 #=ch |35
[TR6]F1 % f i7 & % i 0.6 ## 4L
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4.2.4 WF§ 3 5 md2

2413 S BFG LRI G L FEAE LRI MG 2 Fk
B 3118 RATEHER EE 62.369% 0 REcs BT E LAp M ik
w305+ (0.613~0.705) » ¥ bt F]& 2. Cronbach’s a 7 #c &
0914 <3207 @ EBHEE > L Pl F|E § 798 0.6 254
2 (0.752~0.826) » Flpt A EG FlE 2 5 R F A KRS A ER 2
LREE AP B OP IO KR
413 MGG LRdLhF R A AR R T

54 ) 2 Cron
st : Elwe | 5N oy
FITRE oy 8 ’ B S
£ £ Total alpha
B Ff 2 4L a2 (IPA) 3.118 | 62.369 0914
IPA1]# 3] : i Sl
[ ]5 :fﬂﬁ]]‘} E0 I BT P R 0.826 0.705
[[PA9] & dt 1 AT A 5w ek 3R A X% Jrp! SRAL 41
rE A Ed s 0.811 0.685
[PA7]E A 2 » MA@ AT R 2 3 /Lo
A rwsag% a g T d o 0.782 0.649
EN e enB R B B fiE
[IPAz]:& O] Py e I A S i T B R 0.774 0.639
¥ oo
[IPA3]i“§ﬂ§IF% A ST AE IR B 075 0.613
L SN
[IPA4]F]% f i & &£ 0.6 #ch |42
[IPAS]F1% f iw & AL 0.6 & |4
[IPA6]F1 % f 77 & % i 0.6 &b 38
[IPA8]F1 % f im & i 0.6 w38
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4254 % it 4

2414 58w ERHG 2 FF A2 R T AEs 2 4
A 5 3.005 0 A AE R B 60.093% 0 R B FIE LA M %
By £ 305 12 (0.593~0.684) » ¥ ¢kt ]2 2. Cronbach’s a % #c %
0.851 3+ 0.7 @ EB3EE > 2 P2 FlF fiF£193 0.6 2%
% (0.740~0.815) » Flot A Flg 2 G RIDF 3 EERE - AEd 2
EREE ARG B PN R

2 A144F R 4 TR A NTE G R T

BreEH i B i Vol aISha
#Ei 4 (ER) 3.005 | 60.093 0.851
[ER3]5 ml;ﬁ];} Alit 7 2P AIATH A TR R 08T 0.670
(R mlﬁ]ﬂ};ﬁfﬁ;” i -y 0.804 0.593
[ERS]A chB) F ff HRie B 3T R IR D 5 o 0.760 0.684
[ERO]#" i@ Fj: ff tle €= AT E & 3 0.754 0.615
[ER2]5¢ m@j I‘Zi* AR IR R ATHOE 0.740 0.607
[ER4]F1% f w2 A iE 0.6 i |48

426 1% i 4

2 415 5 1 5 4 (ET)’}]{:W FlZ LT8G R T ﬂkfﬁ‘m Z_¥F
HeEm 5 3107 RANBRREEE 62.142% > L FBHT)Z B4 &
WA 0501 F (0.632~0.848) 0 ¥ ¢F gt F]# 2. Cronbach’s o T #c &
0.865 <307 @ EZBHEE > £ Bz FlE f imEHE 0.6 2378
B (0.771~0.806) » F12 A6 Fl& 2 2 B9 W h R ke 2




LREE AR AP - R

2 A1 i 4 hF R AR E B R E
i ?]‘i s | jame | Mtem | Cronb
Py b - 2§ to ach’s
s £ = = | Total | alpha
fi= a4 (ET) 3.107 | 62.142 0.865
[ETO]\ e Ff § iF » = BB D|IG nE 2 3P
0.806 0.677
D EE R
[ETS]3¢ e P i F ¥4k i ch g &R (7 1icsh 0
0.803 0.674
l% ;ﬁ.‘ﬂﬁ '%: = /% X °
[ET2]5¢ @ Ff % $7d = & FfoPRixen® G4 o 0.785 0.654
[ET1]3 en@ Ff 5k 4 304 2 ,_%%‘ri A A o 0.776 0.848
[ET4] B4 FR ARG £ 2 kL Ak o 0.771 0.632

[ET3]%1% § im £ E 0.6 &= 3L

427 353 B ¥ Fx
% 4.16 L 374 &
##m 7 FrpciE 5 3.213 ﬁ.‘m

AAPB Gl 2t 0.5 12 (0.630~0.717) »

5 & 0.860 =32 0.7> @ EBHLAERE

¥R (0.762~0.832) > Flt A *

B o (NPD)T#E: 2 Flgrira g R

T iF 64.254% > s BT &

: %
F1 % 2

¥ *b gt F1% 2. Cronbach’s a %

2 FlR p R EI9F 06
BRISE B ML A

R T SRR )
% 416 3TA HFRFF T2 LT EE REE T
Fl# AR | 1em | CTON
FlEc 3 Fik £ - bach'
FiERBELH ' & ' S
£ £ Total alpha
A& &8 g ¥ (NPD) 3.213 | 64.254 0.860
* ¥ %7 TS D N AR
S n g s T o
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Cron
4 &
Fgesr ve || BT e
PR LI ‘ € ' °
£ £ Total alpha
B IRATA SRR ek T T AR T
[NPDS]® B3 772 s B 3 chd RE TS ALE T | o5 0.715
o8I -
ﬂk Ny );f Aﬁi1 HIIEYE <At
[NPD2] @Hﬁf,é ¥k H I A 0811 0.691
B sp LR IR
NI P A RE T i
[NPDIJA BIff A7 5B 5 cha RESI S ALET o0 0.640
e IEd o
~ B 5 B B AZE B
EI:IPD4] W 5 FodrisAEfe | oo 0.630
Fpdp o
[NPD6] %1% f 7 & A 0.6 7 ¥ [3L
4.3 B &%

431 REHF| 2L TR T
,{ﬂv'*{ugg]31 P,{H ﬁ_ml,e’w’& %ﬁ,\,]l% z:;_ﬂ}?_—a %g_;tﬁ:@]jé%g
A2 B RAERRE T BRRLIEFE AT R LGRS R0 A

H;i‘ «)}ll’i'l’ 1V e 5\.@%—? /Pljgé , ‘&-FL:%_&L,,—[ :

SRR G R T A 7 3 * Nunnally & Bernstein (1994)2_ 2 3% > 114§
£ 1z & (Composite Reliability, CR &) /f % 3+ & %3t 0.6 5 B354R8

L ¢} i Hair, Ringle & Sarstedt (2011)2_ 2% 3% > 14 Cronbach's alpha & & /f
AR EA 0.7 5 BHAER > i kdp Hair et al,, (2012)2. 2% > ™1 & ]

2

ﬁg‘:ﬁa 4 & 5 R A 0.866 & 0.946 2. F » #2+ 3t 0.6 » Cronbach's alpha

RE A& E3 033 S8 BE - 2 417 r Ay 76

=1
(w

~0.866 2 0946 z_ & » 3% 3 0.7 A p iﬁ&ﬁ» z. R?2 @ 4% 0.567
ﬁaw2iﬂ’éHjﬁﬁ?uﬁﬂipfﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁé%@%ﬁ’@

THEEHAL G AR OT R o
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2.8 Z_zagr B T AFFF E* (Henseler, Ringle & Sarstedt, 2015)2
22k 0 ML I5% R 3 P~F (Average Variance Extracted, AVE &) Jf <

BE0S5 ZEHEE D L A41TF AT LG 2 AVE & 43 0.725
#0897 2 > 58F 2 0.5 d T A LG & IXE Aok

7:!:\’ 4.17 j\p'i’ fgj"g_ ﬁ;\:i‘]_& IF’ |7"—3 ;,I{ J/I}i

ave | Gt | et | Rsauar
1% &4 (ET) 0.788 0.899 0.865
g3 & (CT) 0.897 0.946 0.885 0.768
1% %Ew (EO) 0.867 0.866 0.793
B2 L A2 4 (IPA) 0.853 0.945 0.914 0.785
W £ L (TR) 0.725 0.893 0.850 0.567
# 2+ (ER) 0.774 0.890 0.851
37 A 5B % %5 (NPD) 0.743 0.900 0.860 0.792

3FEWAlZ ® w2 R A £ (Fornell & Larcker, 1981)2 £ 3% > 14 47
FHHR AVE 2 T3 R A3k T8 k733 Bie 2 ph hlics 2
TR AR d & 418 Favs AFF AHEG 2 AVE T 424
0.851 ¥ 0947 2. fF > @ = 1}#64 Gz B HE 003122 0.880 2 FF 0 &
AVE 2 T2 339130 (T [ 7] 5 3 fEo 2 PR Tidfce d p0F A AT T
Hm & 3 PR BP0k o g E G 2 % B2 R © Henseler et al.
(2015)# 2172 AVE i R B beR 2 P BB 7 i £ § 304 BU S X
R R R B 2 G R F-H s (HTMTratio) X i i 77 3
W h% B2k 2 4 T 72 > Henseler et al. (2015)2 3% HTMT &2 Jf -]
%2 0.85 > % HTMT % 0.85 + 4 7 32 end 5 2 % Bk 7 2o
PR R T gAY oL 418K AT LG B2 HIMT &
323085 Ak Ay é‘«“f?‘ﬁa FETFHFLFRBMR -

Ed U FPERNTROTRE RRIR LB ITESET AT 2R
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AR E-BER
ET CT EO IPA TR ER NPD
ET 0.888
CT 0.858 0.947
EO 0.808 0.826 0.931
IPA 0.850 0.874 0.794 0.924
TR 0.786 0.817 0.754 0.778 0.851
ER 0.880 0.868 0.866 0.844 0.798 0.880
NPD 0.848 0.823 0.751 0.856 0.768 0.829 0.862
HTMT (Heterotrait- Monotrait Ratio Criterion).
ET CT EO IPA TR ER NPD
ET
CT 0.780
EO 0.776 0.785
IPA 0.754 0.771 0.731
TR 0.715 0.740 0.717 0.781
ER 0.832 0.798 0.751 0.756 0.733
NPD 0.781 0.743 0.710 0.764 0.798 0.769
432 BHEIG L BRFE
% 4.19 B kR G - 1
B3k B B f2 HEL | t33E | PE | BEES
H1 EO > TR 0.754 | 1.318 0.034 22.475 | 0.000 EaE=
H2 EO > CT 0.488 | 0.446 0.029 28.266 | 0.000 x
H3 EO ->IPA 0.189 | 0.050 0.028 28.871 | 0.000 x
H4 TR > CT 0.449 | 0.377 0.045 9.958 0.000 x
H5 CT ->IPA 0.597 | 0.386 0.083 7.150 0.000 x
H6 TR -> IPA 0.149 | 0.033 0.054 7.719 0.000 x
H7 IPA > NPD 0.384 | 0.138 0.099 3.873 0.000 X 3F
HS CT-> NPD 0.026 | 0.000 0.100 0.294 0.769 L
H9 TR -> NPD 0.100 | 0.014 0.068 1.451 0.148 L
H10 ER*IPA ->NPD -0.109 | 0.010 0.090 1.212 0.227 =
H11 ET*IPA -> NPD 0.124 | 0.012 0.096 1.286 0.200 I

t-value>1.96 sig. p<0.05 *, t-value >2.576 sig. p<0.01**, t-value>3.291 sig. p<0.001***

EO=£1 ¥ %% > CT=4lig 120 8 TR=B 5 F L - IPA=BIF; 5 4 aJ2 » ER=#F % it

ET=4]% it 4 > NPD=374 5B % % »c
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#4109 5 AFE 11 B BRI < JRR HL A E L s M s
L2 Mam D o AT EREERET A ERESHITASEFEFZF L
WA B AF R E LR (B=0.754, t=22.275,P<0.001) o d }: ¥ fFT A

CRFELREERG AL e o PIEBFZF LA R ARRE o FY
Bk Hl £ & %#E -

FER H2 RIE E o 2RI AL M A T A 2 BT A
PRGN SEE SR 2 AIATEL L 2 F B F en (P=0.488,
=28.266, p<0.00)F > d o7 LEIF R AL w2 £ &[22 2 $14)

AT BRH A EE e B BIFG LA ad@ic 4 2K a3 AT
SETAMASBEEG S R ZAFECHNEGL LTt 22t
¥R E 2 B8 (B=0.189,t=28.871,p=0.001)c d }* ¥ | X F 5 2 £ &
2HARTA SRR B LRI P e R

T

i
She

FrBERHAFE Lo BRFTLEZ M Gn 3 > 27 58T
ASEEBIRELF L4 5 ARTL .fs’a—,'i’ﬁ R (B =0.449,
t=9.958,p=0.001) o & y+ ¥ vk Lo 4 enE R4 5 Lo 4 ARG BfR2 £

R 4 4 AR 7T ABGEF Lt 22 &M FPRK H4 EEF R

Fer T iR HS AIATL gt B LRILi 4 2B A T AT 2
SEETAMLEETEEA LN 4 B EFORE (B =0.597,
t=7.150,p=<0.001) « 3% @ = 2. £|FT R is 45 185¢ BFpre 4 il - & KL 3
L4 enf@d iR AE2 > 2 o Flm WEE B2 3 4 da 4 B sk F]PL ¥ A
FLad anE B2 B0 AR e B P

'T}/Fﬂ’“nis}s K HO6 B F LERMGG L adic? 228 %m 3 277 2
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13\\—

RROTORTASBEREALBEZF LA TR LRI Y £

7~

=

T R (B=0.149, =7.719,p=0.001) * # % 2 > 4374 5B 5 i AT

T

FHR2ZF LA XA SER R A B MEE ST ES

SEEAR IR IE S EIE s R L T e N

FEE BB L BRI L AT 4 o FIpt iR HO EE L #F
ARG HT U LASLE 4 A SRR R A S R

T2REHTEEALEEN S @A SRFE T BEEFORE B
=0.384, t=3.873, p<0.001) o d ** 373 5B 3 - B2F oy Hy
BARZH B LT B AIL Y R R E N L F R

ARFOIFIZEARFIEZEE A WL IR 4 OFE RIRTA

;IHEH T BX HE M= R 2 13T RERTA BB F e M hm 3 o
AT 2B % B AIAT
i

TI&P?L‘ B HIBIGpE Lac 4 E3TA SR BE 2 Mk 3 o 27

B E T EpE Lt HNATAE B L

2 RSZITHATA SR F H 2 AL RFOPES o T 2 BR R L I



ﬁp’{&“ﬁ]ﬁﬂ%lj’{fﬁ%{ H10 ~ HI11 ;,fsf‘:r @F}L%—g%;; 4

3

(Exploration) # 4| * iz # (Exploitation) ¥t 372 & B % S sx L 3 3 &«
oW EBMBFZ AN A EA w4 oA B BB L AT 4
HYATASR R R BT Il AP L SRR

H dgE a4 223 (5% (ER¥IPA) - 43¢
A B A il B F R 8 (ER*IPA=-0.109, t=1.212, p >0.05) » &
NEERRAHMAERFE L ASEY > L AA

FLAn R P REPEFLIFFEEL 5 hmE- e HIL @
B L B 4 ) it 4 223 8% (ET*IPA)H#7A 5B % §c
23 BF R (ETHIPA =0.124, t =1.286, p >0.05) « 8 2R i 4 < iy o

?J’}[—é’é:{iﬁ-% r%ﬂ]?zi—\;_}s’%q—.)?? a] &iﬁﬂz%;;zg%ﬂi#ﬂfo
PLRAL Y F S ‘%b?ﬁiﬂ" W AEt o AT A1 K2 (Bootstrapping) 14

n=2500 4 % T AT 11 BEKz fE 1@ HE%icH 4l (BiE)2
Bl 42 (t &)#r7 o
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eod
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II j
=3 =2

eod

D 794

28184
32704
16,602
26.688

EIEEREO)

EIEEEEO)

am1 am2 | | am3 ams

‘ am6

tr 0788 0735 0911 0729 0724 0745

0.754 0.149 0.100 0121

0.026 0.330

=22 K

EEGEEE
EEZES

-0.109

”

0765 0303 0?33 0752 0762 0751 ﬂg‘aéggﬁﬁ
| amio | amit | ‘ am12 | | am"' | [ ams || ams |
W A41F 1 SHH%E (BHRK)
| amil am2 ‘ am3 | ‘ arﬂ4 | ‘ am3 ‘ amé |
29. 25022 598 35 234 19654 20. 931 23916
- 19,501
_
“ 25,014
= 22 71(EXPT) EEGIERE
W shzen
22475 2372 1451 1.465 1212

9.958

EFTE(CT) x

23765 30 T8 25 619 24, 597 2. 149 24308

21.499

R ERE
=g

B 4273 SHhaesm (tHR%)
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FAR R LS BT R SRR LR T G S o HI0 R A
2R A G e ML AT 4 JATA S B i AR
TR ki A B (B=-0.109,t=1.212, p<0.227) o &R AAT 5 L iRkt
H2 AR CEPFERN I HNMMARBE RS L £ R LAY
o2 HAFERN A 2DE T TAHEE > N &P RIETARL R
(L 5eErmy ottt A HILENBFES R 2417 4 ¢4t @
Bl LT i 4 HN A SRS i B AT AT B R AN L
otk (B=0.124,t=1.286,p <0.200) « X7 A AF 7 ¢ B F 2 | *
fe P HMATA SR Eondiry By R £ E (B =0.330, t=3.489, p
<0.001) o % £ 1% i 4 H03TA LB F F e ERPLS Va0 n g
T4 2 B4 P REL JEB L - BT HE

AELCAEEe G F LA LFELEL R FH A S ER
BAEIT A 20 A4 HNATA RSB E 2 B B R Rard 420
o A0 T AR e BB B LA 4 HATA 5B ok
4 E R (B =0.189%0.384=0.073, t=2.352, p <0.019)  £]F7 L 4% i
LN SR NS LA T SRR @%‘m$ﬁ¥i%$(ﬁ
=0.587%0.384=0.229, t=3.211, p <0.001) « B F5 & 356 B 1} 2 & AL

@,E

H2ATA SR 5 BFx R (B =0.149*%0.384=0.057, t=1.960, p
<0.050) o o 3t iFd T T I BIF G L adBa A PIE R A2 A AR

Z’K/UAV\)‘J-’/\ N j\ﬁﬂi" P ,_L«/\‘__. ]F"L?' 19 g‘g/ﬁq—‘lﬂ’" ? 22‘7 Q;hj o
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4 420 Bk sk Al -

B3R fit e

+4E
FlE e (BEO)-> B L AIEw 4 (IPA) > 374 & B % 4% s (NPD) p=0.073,
0.189*0.384=0.072 t=2.352,
p=0.019

+4E
s & (TR)-> B G L@ 4 (IPA) > A7A & B 4 5 »c (NPD) p=0.057,
0.149%0.384=0.057 t=1.960,
p=0.051

F
glFTR i (CT) > B L& 4 (IPA) > 372 & B % 4 »c (NPD) p=0.229,
0.587*0.384=0.229 t=23.211,
p=0.001
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IE BHicEs
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# 5.1

Bk R

B g

HI

BIFplEE e B F LE GBS

Fp
B=0.754,t=22.475, p= 0.000

BiFpIEE- W LIATLRE 7 &

A3
B=0.488,t=9.645, p= 0.000

MEFAI L S 4 MR LATRR 4 | MFL w8 | 24

gQ‘[SO
El

B=0.189,t=28.871, p= 0.007

H4

BEF L4 $#3EBRAATL AR B EFE v | X 3

B4R
w3 °

B=0.449, t=9.958, p=0.000

B AIATR S 4 HY B

-
m,ﬁz/_g- o

g JedZ iy 4

~=$
e
=kt
)
4

e
B=0.597, t=7.150, p= 0.000

Hé6

B A Lo 3 HAOTEFATE SR
L

BHFBEFL e | A3

B=0.149, t=2.372, p= 0.018

H7

B LAJEE 4 S RATA SRS HFL e | 4

ﬁ,g"‘lo
il

B=0.384, t= 3.873, p= 0.000

H8

B RIATR M 4§ AT S
}g’g o

Bt HE R 7t
B=0.026, t=0.294 p= 0.769

B F Loac 3 R SR F G BEFORL

A I
=0.100, t=1.451, p=0.148

l?ﬁ]l‘%'«’f'lq* it 4 (exploitation) ¥ B P & A ~ BFf AT

L

HIO | a2 BB L AJE S 4 2ATA BB 4 2 4p b
g ] %z}‘i; )w:; FAFREL S L7 W B=-0.109, t=1.212, p= 0.227
S r 7 o
Tﬁ]%ﬂ’} w4 (exploitation)¥>* B[} & & ~ Bl Ff A 37 3 i
HIl | L&z UL EIE A P B ATA B E N 4 2 AP -
o z}xi; )2 :; ] SRR AEE 0 124, 21,286, p= 0,200
A X )=z
AP T2 P Ak AFEHAIEE S~ BIFF LZRIRTL BT R R
BARILR A R e AT T BIE L TR 4 HIATA SRS
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5E o

FrZ B D HIFAHBGEA LIL A 4 HATE S e ¢
A2edk 245 R 4 A% 4 A SRR F N4 2B 82k o AFY

EHRDNNN BFTEXR FTESREL ST 977 o

AL 25T BRAIEE T EEE L2 AIFTL A5 B
2o L BEp 0 BT AR nE B Mo RIS FREE R RBP4
YESERTASBFEBSE et LEDITASBR S 2

1 TAEREF Rl 2 K762 % (Pieterse et al., 2011) » &
B R L i ?Mﬁ%[ﬁlfﬁ RN TETIECE RS ey
Fr RREFAIRTA Y o T RITahE BT ~RB %47 o Johnson &
Schaltegger (2020)3% % £ ¥ Fw 2z 2 @ W H FRAIZTE b "G REZT I
R H U FARY 4 R F KT SR g 2 LBy R Flet o § Mo
HPREEZRFE AL E o #0BRR L a2 88 5 M4t (Akgin
etal., 2012)

B AT 8- BT O BIRF LELARTL AT BG4 e
T * B3 HFORE BGENLQEHATE SRS E 0l 3 BF R

o

o KA BIFF LE AR AKNITE S B

ER R

i
)‘m
1%
%1
N
kit

T2 % %% A 3k4p P o Konradt et al. (2016)#ﬁ VB PR F R

FHBFE T ERE SRR DR 0 BRI B G iR
BHEEES P ERY RPN IR DG LE R L E
TG ek hfl et Akgin et al. (2007) o BIFR A1 RTR M 4 T
EEROG BB E? B LRPRAREY - AFLFTEELFTY
B FIMBIEE LR AIFTL AN o BB BIRE H L e E

S
»
She

ciem F D B G L AIE2 i 4 (Leicher & Mulder, 2016) o A& 4813 4
FJLRTA SR E B o S |G LR B o R LS
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dvag o )@ BAERTA &2 iAo 4 2 3TA 5B B 4 2 (Gilson, Mathieu,
Shalley & Ruddy, 2005) -

ARG LAIEN A 2 A A BT BRFLEE
BRI w E BHITASE S A EEFAEE > a Z 5 ERGG

A AR 2 4o i KB ATA S

B
it
o+

B 5 @ik g ocit 2 MG AR 4 AR EMARBEELY

e H#-BE ¥ '8 M (Amaya et al., 2021) -

£F AT RAFRNBREZIF F a4 2 I a0 4 i o e
ek d o R4 RFFE L AIER P HATA SR EE 2 B L AT HET

e oA BERIBANEEFLF T L RET AT FLEF AT b
it

SWAR & . R

AEFLARFRAFEEL 2 AL - BATASR R BER
LRIEBEA SR R R R WA R A A EE e B F L
ZAIGTRALTE S8 NEES LA A 20 iR o s ER .
i v[ﬁké FoaE 2 R IR AR o LIRS EA T LR Ao L KR E
{7 %8 RIRR22FL 5Ra-

Ha AL RBR A EES BIRF L2 BRAIATLR2 5 8B

7 > Y
BoMT 2 SR mL b EES

fim
E;‘
i
¢
W
P
She
—5‘\
Em
\ﬁ:
(w‘
<|
]
A
N
K=
o



2 MRS G hpIAT A A ATE S

TEFRABE A pii* EEFHA EBRIAUFEZLEFSEE 0
P27 { HmaIZHiFit (Prieto, 2012) o

PP RTA SRR BT LRI 4 R P S AR S ESIAR
21 %, 0 Amaya et al. 2021)F § i @R G 4 AL B 0 B R
SIS € - TR R Bt Sk H @ F Y Ll AT
3% Chung & Choi (2016)3#% 1! B Ff3t 4 BB i 425 Fp 0 303 » F R &

18 ¢ o Cooper & Sommer (2016):& 3% & 41 B[} 3 L @ eriwh i & &
BRI FREFFTOREF RN LT R ATY  SHRHERREFER
wod B a4 e BFE L R Y JATAE SR F ok 8 R
o d A Ty P AREREFLAF ARERLEF L EIERA
2 95

[

ZE

AL B RHA SR A S EAR o SHRPATAE SR E B S R {
EALB LA 2 AR T HATE B BRI A R S S
BB ez F Lt

JFrae 3 T REFEMT T2 7S o UBRER
% k4% (Diamantopoulos & Siguaw, 2000) - H =x » &5 A1 ¥ F o > B
FOLE BIRTR BT DI A B A R £ B i
EAA SR PR FHELT TR EEE T Lo R FRE
Fo G AREFLATASE S B AEA 8 4 po @ M5 g
BY o BaEm@Ls iz dadt By Nt @ g4 o

20 FIRBT Fiea 0 fF R RE Y LIRTL A HIRAIRTEH o 42 0 4]
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AT RAEEF S ER AT A % R F — B B T
PR a3l AR L m o B A AT I MR FIERE LA 4
#1 » E_j&_Amazon Mechanical Turk (MTurk)# + i % T % ¢ - 35 & d JLBR
AR FEIF S AR AR 251 AEBRE > MTurk 8228 % - 3
NRAER LR ET L L HRARAPRG A ART UL RH R
Flo 3 bd B HAREERA I AABLEA

TETEY PR B R G EA R G E L T
LR R RR R A o d RRY PFEE TR TSR
AHRORRAEFFEAE 2 OARTERIF L2 FRPL A UL

60



PH]—?@]F;\V fit@_..sb“ I/F?;,./Eﬁi‘g“

_:\_'

A

ey

W0

=

; =
-.rk- ‘I\k'
-

it

o+

flm

-\41'

T

X

Qfx

@%—k%[jﬁ],y}\_ﬂ FAZE IR ATk B > % ,{;ﬁxdﬁ.g‘,l
FERGBEATEG rBEAIEA  BIELA S BRI EE

) REHFUS] > B R EHBERRORES S E L E T R
EUR R MBI & G r i o B S S S SRR

61



54
@—;—:;ﬁk

CRES I TR
ik $60% 0 528 097-12 F o

Sl s B sARAE S (X 109) c A F BERERRA S BIEF L&A
R e AEFTS S 38 % 0 % 8 0 1526-1536 F -

ZAAT (X 102) cAIATR B AT F 22 FH o F

e

DR BT AE (R97) - BEE LB ks S BB TS A

B/ ez g7 5 30 % » % 44 o
LRIV EFHR(R107) cBAAMARE P2 A EES ~ TH 4
|$ 2% B2 G cBALRFFIZY 75 6% % 18 99-

TF
i
3t

108 F -

CFFIEE PP A EP R ER N (R100) o A1 R AT R A0S
FHERS R T4 2 PR UEARL b FFETHKTEHR T 6
% 182943 F o

PR EERAE(RI07) cF REFZFREE BB o HEFT)
$54% 5 %28 52636 F -

L ES (X96) cHEE B 2 BT R g P ESErEt o 5 F
PHRAFEEGEE FRFEEF

CRIRTR M o E A g AL
https://www.itsfun.com.tw/%ES5%89%B5%E6%96%B0%E6%80%9D%
E7%B6%AD/wiki-5329365-5951045 -
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