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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine the relationships among
exotic restaurants image, satisfaction and loyalty as well as clarify the
moderating influences of familiarity in their relationships. A total of 296
valid questionnaires were collected from a sample of customers in Thai
Town Cuisine. Structural equation modeling was used to estimate a model
linking exotic restaurants image, satisfaction to loyalty.

As expected, the results show that customers having greater
restaurants image leads to a high level of satisfaction and loyalty;
satisfaction also positively and significantly influenced loyalty. The
findings further revealed that familiarity moderated the effect of the
relationships among exotic restaurants image, satisfaction and loyalty.
This indicates that the higher the level of familiarity, the larger is the
likelihood that satisfaction will lead to greater loyalty; the lower the level
of familiarity, the larger is the likelihood that exotic restaurants image
will lead to greater loyalty. The results are suggested to be useful
references for the exotic restaurants’ managers while improving
restaurants image(low familiarity) and satisfaction(high familiarity), in
order to increase the level of loyalty.

Keywords: exotic restaurants, restaurants image, satisfaction, loyalty,
familiarity



B oAS e iii
F. P & e Vv
Bl B A e Vi
¥-3 B 1
11 P HRPAEBE 1
1.2 e I R R RREE 4
1.3 PG R BRI 5
1.4 T g AR e 6
1.5 ’{r‘qéﬁgﬁ‘: ............................................. 8
¥-3 e)’%gqg ............................................. 9
21 BRR IR - 9
29 ?@#i;@ ............................................. 11
2.3 B, e vrr e 13
24 R B e 26
25 B g B e 34
26 BUE B 42
2.7 BB % ~ B A RS L BAEDR G 48
28 BEBB R BRI G 49
29 &lk*)i:ﬁ’l-l%i& .................................... 50
¥=F FEG oo 51
31 e R KEXARIRIRITRTRTRE 51



3
=
R

X
4
Sy

342t

'fff@’?“

oy BB R TR R e 53
8 IF HFR BT RY B 2 e 55
B D P 60
FORLA AT S JE 62
AR R F B 66
;ﬂ'%.ﬁ%i%,ﬁ;}*% .................................. 66
o B A T e 68
Bl BB A 2 2B 69
FERE BT 20 FI R B (A 4T oo 76
TR R F 84
J l:é-_ .................................................. 89
BB EIR 90
:‘_}'-_;[[‘n .................................................. 90
B 1 R R 92
FA G P 94
SEIT T BHIEIR 95
{3 96
3 08
e N A PR 115



2.1
2.2
2.3
2.4
2.5
2.6
2.7
2.8
2.9
2.10
2.11
3.1
3.2
3.3
3.4
3.5
3.6
4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4
4.5
4.6

# P &

Fisk (1961, 1962)7 &) S Hidh 27 FlF -ovoveveveeeene 15
Kunkel & Berry (1968) /& 2/ %t o &2 F]F -vooovvveee 16
Lindquist (1974) 7 /25 % o 22 F1F ooeveeeeenenne 16
Oxenfeldt (1974) % &35 G 45 22 Bl & - vevrereennns 17
Zimmer & Golden (1988)7 /&) % - &2 F] & oo+ 18
E AT (L99T)F B ) et B FF e 19
2 4 % (2000)7 }’},ﬂj@ﬁé‘i BEF]E e 20
/& T4 (2005) 7 55 G R B FI A e 20
BEE R AR TE L RA 27
;5%@%;%@1_*#@ 2B e 30
Baloglu # & /& 43 BT i & -ooveeee e 45
LSBT F B 54
FHH A FAL AP BRI I e 55
BRI B 2o AR B TE 56
BE R R B 2 AR B TE oo 57

BEE B TR R 2 AR BT oo 58
AR AR BRI IE 59
W HEARTARAATA(RAEI296) e 61
é%#lizﬁ_%\&l;)i/v\#‘r ............................... 68

Jf# BB S M AT R 71

RIRHEA e B AR P A 73

S| BLTE K B Fe o vev e 75
BB R R P A 78



% 4.7
% 4.8
% 4.9
# 4.10
% 4.11
% 4.12
% 4.13

o
B IR B A e oo 83
BRI B A A e 83
s A R R 85
HHANARERITZGHEL L(FFE ) 86
ARABREGEEEERRES AR D) 88
BUMBEIRERT 2 F RS GBS ATE 88

Vi



B 11
& 3.1
B 4.1

5T T &
Z ! ‘/”L E ...........................................

Jfajg ,€, .]iﬁ_‘il] ...........................................
& *#ﬁ;‘_’;n i) R R EEE LR

vii



X #m

|
St

11 =545l

MEEFEACE S SR LA EER I AL o HEF S
kTR S EFFELZ CPFABRIZFULER  TE LA
AFQEﬁﬂo&ﬂ’ﬁ@%@@ﬁmi%’m@Aﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FROREOFIWGFFFTRPIAIL T REG FL P~ F 2o H

—}'\/\#-ﬂr'pﬁm*jrg ‘%}gﬁ,f&/ﬂ ;‘R\gl‘apl{z}w?iiﬂp ;i;ii o

Pw

P
)

FIE AL T 0 2 AL TR ARG LR RE R
@Fﬁ’-} 55&’%!1% m%&ig lL bt’zg:”fi‘]v}j\ %]/ﬁ ;ﬁ F °

FEEBA AR B RFT AR BRARRL F 0 T E R
PRERDEF P FHIP R AT RREF F AL L LRE
BEmAEAFEE S wn kA PR L2 A& R
ogeb o d 2 ARERY BT F - &0 T REAMKEHD X
Ed e AN HER KRR L Y R RN A REE KRR
ZEd S EA B PRIRE A S G (B RIRR o F|P > B WA g g

CRAM BT EH T B - B REY %¥°ﬂ%“k“d?
¥ éf%&ﬁ%ﬂ%’vﬁwd?%'ﬁaﬁﬁﬁ’%“ 2
m’bﬁg éjl’—'ﬁ“rrﬁgﬁma:%

Rust & Zahorik(1993)3% & #73} A Z & 35 & (customer loyalty) ¥ £ 4f %
ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ\%&%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%%~%$@2?%§Aﬁﬁ%é
# i) § o Sheth, Mittal & Newman (1999)dp ) » A £ LR HE & |42 =

NS

SEFPREEFHRTHAS LG R - 29 McConnell(1968) ™ #
PELPAE > HAEWLXME N B PR RAMIFFHIRT B



/”\E\!:' )J'JE*P # %8 25%=% 85%"”’1‘? | T A ,/g;:;ll N %ﬁ’,ﬁ_r’g S EL
RFEFns o RG LE - RARF PP FAEGFF L L7

AT

”ﬁ*ﬁﬁ? Lend Rk o RS E T AR
ARt A Y R LB R ARG R AL e TRk
RONEATIEH R TTRLAER —,"‘i-ﬁ‘—:'ti)i'?fiﬁ‘&i?ﬁi%(Dickson &
Sawyer, 1990) o f.7 L 7] a7 » EE G I A R R TE B
Ao om i EL R ES BRSO FEFRL LRGBS S
LRI ET L S R AT R RIS PR LR - Ak
G A R RE A AIGEE T o VAR R R0 S fRE R

Y
fl
Y
f

B R R F 9% g # 4 (Kunkel & Berry, 1968) » Ip i #3250 1)

W R R S LR

Prendergast & Man(2002)F ¥ 4 iti# G 2 [ B & % > HFIRF B F MR
(R GPEE B EREfrEE) o EcRFZTEs BELART BFR
WMo B v 4R UL (2008)2 Koo(2003)59F § i LB » A G T
R ERRELAT FLERP IR IR EVRHEELFEA L D
PRI R A EBHALBELITEY AREA @ ¢ 5 Anderson &
Sullivan(1993)e#7  7dg MAF £ % L R $ L BH R 3 &L » F 5 - Fornell,
Johnson, Anderson, Jaesung & Bryant(1996) { g7 REZ & 2. ¥ HREE L
Pl Db R s HILHE BB G M ERLREEELHAR

B ¥ L FIRB TR o

REIRTEARFHZRIARAELARADR 52 - - 1345 Alba &
Hutchinson(1987)# & & Rdq 4 &7 342 R 2 $ 4 & 7} ff R R 5% o

[\



PO RHZASARE BEHASRERDE N RTHEEMY A
A RERE AW R AH T FAAPFLELE ST - W R FHE
ﬁ%&w%,aaﬁgﬁiﬁﬁﬂ%fiﬁoﬁﬁgwﬁﬁﬁpwmm&

& % Senik Ji(Han, 1989) o Fpb » 5t s

FRT R FY §URERRE T
FUEGHNRER LSRR PR FREDR R T R AR
i damnied ARE o Ha BEEERY R AREE LB -

T}—'}éﬁ@é‘?)ﬁl\_, /E @‘ &P\?/$r&}iﬂd-}§? plupﬁ§7,ﬁ’/f§fs)/{‘§¢ ’
SAPE PR AR R TRE Y VR A RO AR B o gt th g
L
v

/ﬂ &‘L;"Ei%ﬁF’&Faé%_’ Il’!jﬂ i'«u‘l gg.&ro _L}f\itlﬂlgﬁfff‘

R EL A R RFLERF A R ES g ks FEERE
BAnFF o R R o RRATARM Y prend K AR R
ERP > FE O NFEHIRORERHMELBRADEL REARSF R

B g~ B RERPRFDI &M G-



1.2 =38

L RAE @Az b ER R (A7 oz p Ad
Wi AR BP R FRELVERLR A FH
RIFHAHERELLFA RN - A FR -2 f2Fend 2 ~ A58
g LFX gFIRERDEES A

F o AT H %ﬁﬂl’p P AT VR R MBI R R
7% s BARELPBRAF MG Ti&m %iﬁ"% LR R enT 3
i %"—”fﬁ Mjﬁhﬁ*/ﬁ %ﬂ"ﬁ’ R R RIS % TR

SRRSO BB R ORR AL BR A0S AL

ek ifde™ o

L BB MA RS S E A LAE D L

;
%
o
\a;
g
=%

2. A E R AR ER PR DPE -

3LAHRARTERY R B LARELERT T Pk .



13 FiH*EFER

32012 # 18 FHEE Rl s # 28 REF A R(AAHE T IS Rot
RO T 0P 4 To B3R ABP FSHEE - SR
RRud T AL %ﬁ&{é‘z ES R S s L R
meaﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁziwﬁWﬁ\$%@%£ﬂﬂ&%?ﬁ%&ﬁ
ERBFAREERRRE o FI o AIRBET G 0 @A #£(2009 & 2010

BB S LSRN N B BRI 2R R G - ek

ﬁ“*%?WW”%&B*ﬂW%3EW?ﬁ&%’Eiﬂﬂ
NAM S o ENEARER LB IR feANERFEY %“’m
ipiﬁﬁiiﬁéﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁm LR R X F L ‘?W%

WRPNE DA BRFAR L v g o



14 Fjinde

J=q

AL AT AR R L AT e A PEA S ARG 0 A P

28 >

FRA

S WA

LA

IR A

LA

e R SHA R RLE  LER

RBEET AR A RAET A SRS FREH L -

e3P B 3T

\\3 ?—hﬂ‘«
% w

FE R R AR 6

FE AR Y R FOR TR 2 A g B R R AR ER

FREFER S LR CER B0 il S 2 REE  F i

7 S VAR LR L S WEICE T e A



b = g
v
L% 2 R
v
R
%R % B R LA
AR
( )
3R B
- J
y
4 )
| > RS K
- J

=

FFE ,é ’7}? 3 B bts W ,1{

/\ IA\*L} "’h’)f"*’fﬁ

<

|
L
-

‘3H—
\
%»
dT

|
|
-

@11 Eﬂi‘/nﬁiﬁ




L5 % % H

AP AEH TERE R CRLATLHAMR BT —AH

HERDFE S D REAELALZIBRE AL OP FEHELT

R S
AZEPFeFAIFIEER -FLP O -FLIHYEFERF &
T mARE Y EHE

£ é}gkﬁbéﬁ
ﬁﬂ@%&mm~%@\ﬁiﬁxﬁﬁa\%ﬁﬁﬁi%‘ﬁ&‘
R S g R

N G =R - R
ﬂwﬁw?é%m 2 AESEN TSR S SN e R RN
BHEEER LR PR -FTHRLAF2E

Fr R P RREL
O/ Sl EE -SRI R 2 AR - o SR SR S G L
W TR R R A TR RN -

ALI‘—%—‘ PF%E?LF%

ﬁm““ 2L = 2L = 5y = vy ooy AW
ERHFL R FRATE D ”’Tﬁéﬁﬁﬂ?ﬂ%w’u%%

F Ry TR AT AU S M E e T R

‘?'_")
W

* o



¥- % é}?’e‘?éﬁ

Rt 2Py ep P FREFLP D AR RS G ERA
Eﬁ.‘ﬁig‘i?ﬁ&ﬁ’?‘. B 2 ;}prﬁg,_m,v&?ﬁ/‘s» F"“" '[3 T 7R
R ARy KEEFE YRR AR A 2 A AH S B

21 AR R

2.1.1 £ W& Rk

T EF Q007 3 4p o BIFREEAERK E BE R EAT DE CH
FRAEEL RGP FADY AT REL G LA ARG FEE Y
TR FRRE R L AR R B2 (199955 TR ML G
W R R L T RS Q007 TR A E £ i
FRBERAES N FAHA G AR B RES RIS
B0 20 frd B 2 PRTIFILd AL R PHSY R
SrrHt AR o MRAQ00) L R K BiE R I T A

e

RN
v

-34%,

GO B Al L AR E R RBE T B RE 7 B R
BOARTLLLEES Y RBMEMRE N AR ALFFEE R
EE N TR TR

212 R R R A T

d 3 P SRS T IR A AR AR kAR b e

[ =
g/{

AH EANPEIHFIR IR, 2L FAhaFgE - F -

%o iz 2(007)145 (iR ) 52352007 & 6 7 (R o B AP R A
hE e g X o Tx xhaE | 3E 3307 0T EEEE K 170
By Bt RERGGE DI K TR REGRRE L GO
bR B dNLEH R S o



LSRN ﬁf%‘;%@ ST E(2010)dp B EdE A R Rt AT s Egm A
ﬁmﬁ’Aﬁwaﬁaéﬂi’ﬁﬂwéﬁﬁt%@@%ﬁ°
AT 3 AE R EE Rt B rA E 0 R RS

e s sl g E AR EF S AT E R e B A

&S|
T
<
B

(23
x

]

2
&
f
BRREISE SRS SRR NSRS ¥ ]
&
f

7
ij-—"s'\’# %J—J«Q&,? |% o~ a*ﬁ ‘Pl’ijz"ff';% LL;‘”KF;*'&‘:*'/‘ fé y @ ;ftf{«’?l’i’?
ECZ AT PRAERTE SN > F AR FE G kpw R Ly

N

=gy S LT
QI3 ERERERA L

HRE R T RQ005)I T S A A BRI R KA P RES &
G @bd MarF LA o AR MR TP ALY P FE S G
WE S APapRT o TER G T EEH A REGAEALEHFE
u/ﬁ; Bz S¥ P BE G B PRI RobbrE A b > 2F *F 5l
ek p R L EHREE > T E mﬁ%ﬁnﬁﬁ%«om%w«é
FACEREQOONF L i o R AR EAET 5 BRI 3T% 4
R B 34% ~ P VI (E25% s B v Tk 4% o

PSSR R AT LR B RR AR R B LA
ERFROEA O FEVLZERR O BREY R L

M-
[t
pat:
=
-
m
T  w
CH
|
T

B YA RN AR RSO E Sk R
oo a0 Bp oA FAEAT 2 A B AR Ry kfIE LG

el pARD B2 o e R RR Rz R
plid g @ity ’3@;\;3@@%&#%?4 g & 4o

10



2.2 ? 5L IZ

2.2.1 ?I}EEHJ;P:'_%J LR 4

-

R L Y PLL ST S S ]
%?#E}l g-r’ 1@’#‘[1*;\\?&‘\7*3;‘ % —%ﬂaﬁ?\:iﬂl]l%l%
YaeFisoF «kapéj @?]%m‘”g?f EiphEF o i Ids

2
- —

BaN

GEG e dMEFE AF L A ?L;\ CE AR RS
BEFPRFRE A R AEEfoY A LY G P AT R
(E SECEE S S S R R SAR-F A 2 & TESCE IS 52
F-BFrERSFRART FR LHREFRAEFHE > LPVER
FEEF o blhe 3l F 2 (BF) b s AR FRFE SR Y AR

L R A kA

%&E«]&mﬁ%ﬁl/ﬁﬁi;,‘ (F éﬂ?,"li%‘x;\:é%}f v VA REGN) T2
R L NP i R R L R N s A
?Fﬁ@i?m?atq‘g\‘f oﬁﬂ&%f%i%?@g_&,]")\i‘]g];":géjﬁi}

Pl A B A B RER O F L) RpES FRiE -
222 134 REZR R 4

"TTFB, $ @GR &AM > 230 1990 &> 2Efl2 T15 3 W
?Fiﬂj‘r?b'j ] SAEY B SFRL f‘"rfim«] Fl ST B
2006 £ 4 21 B BIE S T1010 AafORIE o G R L il B
Hiz—Rpmd o

A = ’TTFB%’{E’#‘ rw{}.*wgmngi,u IFUESY i N

Rl Y W
Gors R ERES T - o b2y 4 T TIFB % p (7

v
"

11



%%m%%f*ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ’aﬁTriﬁjaiéﬁéﬁﬁga
oo hAIFEES R B Y o TTFB 0 L |37~ {40
PRAE s (L hm 0 SRE 3 Gk o F R EARM K Kbk S % o

TNR2EISFRFRARESFBFIF S R(SHEF 15 Fof
FROFo AP ATe SRR3R ARPM FAHEZE - S

Zhwd il x%f{w’a TIBE B~ Bt mq& Rt | > @ 2y

AR R R EAEE DS PR R SR P Y BB g R

EFEFARERLAR o FI¥ o AIRBEF 5 0 @S £(2009 £ 2010
PRI E LIRS N B RN RATEE 2 RAH RS - LavRE o

12



23 & R ¥
230 & R % hk

M2 % | (image)- # %5 ¢ Boulding(1956)#73 41 » ¥ 3n 5 AL /AEH
FREARY N REEIAFAELAR PN A AR LA RY E2
f\-";*a*;f—x% o Crompton(1979) 1325 5 % A M I 4~ 7 5 8 F 29785

5 & (beliefs) ~ & % (impressions) ~ B4 (ideas)£? R % (perceptions) i, &
Dichter(1985)~ 335 2% & - B MR A w? - BB IME d &
87 e mﬁ‘i ArALR 0 ¢ 7 RBROT A ma 2 Aoyt auk 0 4
PHEFNRDA A AL Ak ik o

Martineau(1958)f % #-2) % Pt £ o * *+ % & A R o 305 B 7 ﬁ
ARERD 3 - EERY T ’E@”E“F‘i% gp AN g - ROFJE
BT B A B R % o 212 Lindquist(1974) %> Martineau (1958)
MR R G e giT N R ARl 2 e a2 1 (functional
Qualities)frw 32 4 J§ 14 (psychological attributes)£ #% ! 4 47 ° Lindquist(1974)
%5 Martineau(1958) & ® th# iv M ¢ 77 B S auEE ~ R AR

2

BRRR B AR LG RS RS F O RPP R E A S

e *WF&‘EWé%”ﬁéﬁ‘ﬁiﬁﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁ-moﬂw
Llndqulst(1974)ﬁp: PRERPREVRAN pF o R o e A

e BB g Gl o - £ LY ’Wyckham(l974)ﬂ WEBALE S uIT
B34 I@ 3 3 %F;r’%—r,,}i ﬂf@Aﬁqﬁrrgf\ﬁa%;g\Ax%;;)‘@%gﬁﬁ
AL EIIXFT A S HEBF R REOERLE > T ST R
ER G o PSP R b X PRE LR 75 o

Hirschman(1981)F =t # " v o | LA F » B R % crF7 g > A5k
B5% 2 R REHEE R RV RGOS > WAL EEE EHF N

13



Go2E Jfﬁ_(cognitive framework) > F]p 7 B A % L FIF Mo P 4 % cgp 3
-ﬁ d p e M AaivBie SRS BOEEFHEaRE o A

T btiﬁf ’ /ﬂ

2,
P
SO o R ﬂ_gﬁ,_ﬁ;;}%“d MGk ZRAL S AEELA TR

Berman & Evans(1992)R| 5% & i3 & & 4 617 I TE P
ﬁm.m@ﬂ%wﬁﬁ@wmﬁw@b’Egﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?

O ot A IR o A I S FHFFREEFERE R HODY -

Food HF A AR e g ST EEEE WP R

st A 2 R I BEE oA NS B A TR A % o

L AR EVARLE LN FFHEARE BRI LD
## & %8 (Bloemer & Ruyter, 1998) - 3% 2. » £ J, % ¥ Ak dy it 5 £ Joen t f&
FARLGER R B AoPRIFE R s B R Bl s B # (Bloemer &
Ruyter, 1998) » H #£ 4 22 75 JE 35 % 28 17 o F]pt > b':"a‘f:%i'li?}g.l\l— Ay
CRRY R LG R FHE RS SRR Aok it
FRPER CRFASEFEF A FHET FHSRE  FRERE

232 R B % o

HEE R eSS > A2 Y VR EZ - T
SRERBP R TP PR R RS L RFHE B
Martineau(1958) % 45 M1 % B2 % chipe 3 H &~ F S AFE ST - ¥
BoMAEEA s B RHEFS CRE CH LRI MRS

14



Fisk(1961, 1962) A #-75 525 % 2 45 3 B fIf~ B~ 4 8 % 4 2R
B R FA R REEB AR E A G (Ao 2.1) - Kunkel & Berry(1968)R] r
PR BREE SR A2 R F S P ARA1050 ki p ¥ 0 HF G
9% G Fs F AT A HES > B g RERRE FEETF SRE
BB 8 AR BB R SR B RFA R
B2 BB QI F R EF(0R 2.2) 0

Lindquist(1974)4p 1 2 & ¥ P B2 % FEf v oo B E - L2 28
RABGRT Y o FHA RN RFEEZ R o FRNAE IR AT
FRAT (B FREF A ERFIEZBLARAEL BHG (Ink 23)0

# 2.1 Fisk (1961, 1962)F &2/ % #. 5 &2 F1 4

o L ﬁéﬂ%

B BE T BT s AR R - i%@~%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
e SHED TR SR R SR P A
e g S ;ﬁ? R Rt R R S

%ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ‘ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘%%%%ﬁ#%%\

e HRE R RS Tl

ey &R ‘ﬁﬁ@‘4ﬁ%¥%&‘ﬁAﬁﬁ* *FCR i

};1 PRI~ R4 ~ &R
R AR~ KFER &R T sl S Jpiapd] ~ 4
’ FAr R

R*ABIAE -ILEBHBLAE S FHBLAE B

P AR .
s S5 PR

15



# 2.2 Kunkel & Berry (1968)7 &2 %t & &2 ] %

i

L4

B T4

?ﬁr"}%ﬁ S Q\Eéﬁil%’fé.‘rg ikgné_l%’fé.\l%lﬁ
[ AT NP RT B0 LR

A BEER B ERE P &0E

B aEEE BoplR R S

e xR ﬁ&\ﬁ*”%ﬁ§~&&\ﬁﬁmﬁ

i BLiT ) @iﬂ% Pryeo 3 R~ BITH - B
26 g 415 BB Y EEEF wﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘*kﬁﬂﬁ
PR3 g \g%‘ B RGK A~ H B RGE

g 4 P IR FAAMH TR AE R ER
%—;l. %4qo\%%&‘|§?m19_&$‘,§fl\%%’ g R
BREF A BB~ X MEHA  BHFERE - Br B
P 201 2

TR g~ AT

# 2.3 Lindquist (19747 & 2) %t 5 &2 ¥ %
s TR

A & SR ERPEER RSB EE S R T
. —ﬁk'I“*PRz?lZ-‘4ﬁPJZﬁ-‘EE“'PP’»:?@*‘QQE‘%?*EQ:%L;\%E~
PR A%
EFPF‘?-'}L"’
RE % AL EFERFR S p A E - RS JRGFAR 3 #
R P R e Fﬁ;ll"f“’«‘— ~ BT Mo~ iE R
g A1 — B A > BE -3
s B R MR RS Ardcd - PRE I
BAFE | finban
,f.E'_.f‘T%‘i ¥ % FT AR A
R R RS/ A

16




Oxenfeldt(1974):2 5 T /b 25 % AR Z ¥ 0 chp i Sk A 2978
TR F R o R0 B R AR A 20 R
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A
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3¢ (structured) ¥2 22 45 3¢ (unstructured) & #F © ¢ 7 3F & A £ /2 (semantic

s

differential) ~ % = % A ;* (multidimensional scale) ~ % =~ & 1 = &

(multi-attribute model) % % 5. 4F & # (Likert scaling) °
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/% (Multidimensional Scale)
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B 7 2 ° Kotler(1973)f i&— 4 #%

Zimmer & Gloden(1988)F* 7 % R pL-4~ 4 4% & Sear , K-mart f- Wards ¢
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Howard & Sheth(1969):%5 i & & » fidpi)f § FHE F - F A S LR
T MR AR E S Gk > a TEF AEIA T AT - AR
FroHempel(1977) ¥ R R & S B ENH A K2 PRETEIRE  VE
BEfeq B85 - RehfER o Schreyer & Roggenbuck(1978)4% ! s 4 FEIZ 34
(discrepany theory) 2% 5 B L R hE MAT LW R FF R P FET LR R
i 2 B h L BB o Westbrook(1980)3% 5 i & & AL B i f F L5
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FIRSAZAR R R fL2 5 0% L& ° Spreng, ManKenzie & Olshavsky(1996)#
kR R 7?—\/# 41"1’)3 B PRI AT A rT‘J‘r ”'k FOREAR R o

AR 5 MAEE 206 R OERITE E 5 TGRS %5 0 Cardozo(1965)
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e Ap Rt c FF 7 Fidp > FESTHT AL ENEFEIRL
R % & (Mittal & Lassar, 1998) © 22 @ » & LR LR DA PR G

e
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Hempel(1977) %; SR B orien;
. AT TREE TR A S E 2 R IRARR 0 F
Oliver(1981) T T L R

Churchill & Surprenant
(1982)
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Day(1984) R ATRA A LIRS 5 F
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Solomon(1991) BAHAMRY A LR
FEE R S TR
Kotler(1994) A B o B _ﬂ O R rEr.
KT PRI & £
Parasuraman et al.(1996) gj] pe e nﬂ%ﬁr A& g
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Flanagan & Frederick(1993):% % AE Z % & B enimE iv @ & £ P rehp 3
B 3t ﬁj?ﬁ’%‘*if\%‘b e pEs REET B R OER R FP > T A
CEHNFLTRAARTHPBLL L LR Do BE PP LRLR D
EL
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FHEIARST R T R -
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2. R & ® K (mixed scale)

BT F R TRL L B TR TEY IR AR 2T
S BRERRAE Q- RREZ- BRAL AL SI LN

3. #p 3 = R (expectation scale)

m%%gWm$aauwwﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ{§@kwﬁ’&ﬁwﬁ
A j

CREG AR R AN R F R R G
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4. f& B % R (attitude scale)
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5. R * R (affection scale)

i 7 ﬁ*ﬂf?é_r‘%mﬁ"}a mER TR R RE TR ﬁ}"%é’r_
2 20 ML B = 21 o NP 31 I S ) Jﬁ‘ HASDOT BT ©
() HEBRLZAGTERAF
1. H - 58 p (single-item)

Czepiel & Rosenberg(1974):% BLARR T ARG - BEHMaRTR

FR > @ - FHEFRAE2TBEEHAS T FREGLRF B2 B0 -
¥z oz TEWMA RS LAAE | (overall satisfaction) 17 5 AR £ % & A&
GFRIT P - Day(1977)4 43 17 S GG ¥ - A S8 LAER &5 B2

BEE A S 7 Bk

% € 7 P (multiple-items)
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EREAY FR B S EDHG o TS EA P RFRBE LR

ERLPEFREFIAFESFIREAR A G ATLR oA g Y

B REFEEMBLAR B 2 o - LeRASBIEGAE

FEEPRLEAEE LA AR REEMARLR S V- 22

—

’

HHBLALS BRE ML ARBEORL AL ) RERE 20 FHD
VB fRL B A SRR CERB AR T R o

29



(Z) % & R 4R H o

DERE SN S EN-F 2 El}

W =
)
Bt
zrnh
W
-1\
\ﬁb
‘Ht
=g
&
)
Pt
l\)
p_-u
(-
T,
4
>

% 2.10 & & :
gEAEP g 'fq’ BERLRZFERS
Czepiel & Rosenberg (1974)
Day(1977)

Gronholdt, Martensen, &
Kristensen (2000)

w9

H-mp

o
&2
B
s
>

Wiley(1991)

00 LS UTNE P/ =
@Wn@%‘i\mm

ﬁfr"{a /% s }i

0. L =R PLE 49 02 & 5™ a0 1
10. & &% PRFE 1P i
1A & #

2 PRI T

3JRTFA B AL R

4.0 P EERE A R
SBHEEY 0 P T
R

Nicholls, Gilbert, & Roslow 1.4 B PRF*

(1998) 2 RAATR B

TAL kR AT AR

Ostrom & Iacobucci(1995)
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WAARE S LR AN 2t TR RS LR ORI L - R
Bens g Bv s BEE KGR FuEERR T T AL Hpey
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(Woodruff, Ernest, & Roger, 1993) -
()M gk TR E R R A
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B TP PR R e
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Fornell(1992)5% 5 "% & & - AF MR £, - Woodside, Frey, &
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FRER BRI B Eé%iémﬁﬁ’ﬂwﬁggiawﬁ
T - Sk R AR AR

COMBETRTAHZBRELR
L ARATELEL
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O SEIIRIEATF Rehl g g% i8R | o Nyer(1997)# AR £ % & &
Trf-#2 BEG 3 ARG TP FRSHRGIEERL AL
B R g R o

Hunt(1977)5 & 5 =8 ¥ st i ER L AL T F R, ~ T3
BOAFE T EYa s ) TR Y Skan®=i )~ T

32



R SN -3 F. B R NI ORI N L S Ch
L/ BRI, P H(197N R B2 S LA LT AR gk
CERTEEY o LARNHE AT P ORE LR AL R R
o dE 2 BAL W E L RARE > 4 ¢ P HERE AR

~ AL S TR o

N

B R eeh- AR am = o Oliver(1981)4s 1A & 5 A &Ik F & ) § 5%

33



25 PR

#34% Heskett, Jones, Loveman, Sasser & Schlesinger(1994):%= 3 » & 34
FREE N NR T DA BRI HONR M B g
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N
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7 #8 T & ¥ (unstable loyalty) * i f FI AR - 18 > X BT

e~ 3 L gE(no loyalty) i) f F SERFRIME 7 R g o

Jones ¥ Sasser(1995)#-L H R TE G EHPF T T4 ~ A FAIR
IR EEER > P PREETLFEF AR - RAEED LB LE
T

BEELB ) ¥ - Al edh i TEAEEFRG (HFDEREF > 2% §
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BO JEY TR ERAFEABA

7k & {7 5 (primary behavior) : & EEE &2 P 2 4 5'1”1;\“3% KPIEREE R

=4 i}@—f’?ln\*ﬁ‘ i é’}jé,?f‘_% EEFE'F‘—;’E"EE“} .
FRAE SN g A

= ~ 74 {7 5 (secondary behavior) : TREE A FHER SBRBE S LA S
%

# PR FE(intent to repurchase) : AR Z A K Z £ BMY -~ * HF 2 i &
_\‘
E

Pﬂzl'm,g_})’?'ﬁ'

Raphel & Raphel (1995) & e & 3542 & 072 o > Bpp £ 4 51 BIEE 0

Pip R R RS AW RO B LSRTLENHE

— ~ BB E (prospect) ¢ G BABPLE [ S A o

Iy

* P47 (shopper) @ PEF - s 4 Pk oo

= ~ % (customer) : v F L EHE F R Sk o
¥ E(client) ! R AT L LR AR L o
T~ % X (advocate) : NP B BEA T L L FHE 7 5 A o

Shoemaker & Lewis(1999)#% J1 AR = & 24 » 5 d IRIME/AZ(RE £ &2
PRAR4 - A2 S8 E )~ REAIB (R B2 e )2 TR EF R
irﬁ'(iﬂ”}' REEFTHEMRE L EF)E 2 B3R 2 LB o
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2.5.3 &R SR

BAEELRRE R A el K A

LAE ) TEEREE
REE LR 0 F X S

& 4 PR (repeat purchase)# £ P&, Ff (repurchase
intentions) 4p t(Heskett et al., 1994) > 4r Enis & Paul(1970)* 7 4 +* 35 B
W FRP L HER o HELR Jh EDIE B et F O A s
[

Bl HBRFRLBRNE AU T L F AP Rk BT

A EE RFELBR
A%kd BEE LR Ao RFE AR
TRPR > ANF T SMm2 B = #i(Brody &
v 5 (Farley, 1964) k fi7&

P Al KEL- (R AR
Lipstein(1959)f- Kuehn(1962) %

Cunningham, 1968)% pE§

; Fornell (1992)3% 5 ¥ 14 %%é TAFPRLY hR RS

RO EHBROFILAE 2 FEREDLPBR -

RN R A RBRRERE B RFELBER
TR FFAVERE T EEOER FR LG A

\tt

o~

Qf‘_%
FEoavF A AA H -

prEBE el Bdad B o Fpn

T
£3 R FE A

BT AT 0
7

i
1978) » %@ ¥ & é%%\’uj;ﬂ’ﬁiﬁ r
AEERG ERagE S A F

ELEPRE- At )
T B b -2

=g BAERWHNEEE R SIFEMFEH
PoEEieHLPR DL

Jacoby & Chestnut(1978)3 & &, 35 A 4 i H 12 T g

e dptR ks o
ARG E - T /ﬂ t«}iJ 2

% \'F’ﬁf)‘j"ff\;f’ ‘Ja’\;lziﬁ"/# F;‘zmﬂ'fwﬂlu‘?
&g%m%%§ﬁ3%£:

- ~ 13 4 (Belief) : )i ﬁﬁfﬁb%ﬁ'ﬁﬁé']&%*"'

2GR RE WL S

=~ i B (Attitude) b FR IS L B



= 73 &% (Conation) : Ap#e © S > i F K TS SWT & E R

PR RBE

Oliver(1997)7% 3 % L e § 5 3 - LA PBAE » # 1345 Jacoby &
Chestnut(1978)#73 &l enfic A 4o 0 FF v > 5 1% (FH A 3P G AR =
Al entz A -1 B - R B3] (belief-attitude-conation, ABC model)$£4 » & 4c »
75 % 2 F]& > F]M Oliver(1997)#-5g £ L R nE & 5 )
-~ HE SR R - B TIRBFDBRKE T AR
Fo ASIER R ER L 0 LBEARE LA SN

i 7
MR S 0 TRG TR R e R AURE F R 7 g R
B

’ﬁ’é—?ﬁ?i“% 7

-

b

5

£
FA

PRIF A REFFHRE Y O e 75 o

Oliver(1997)#-2 3 B A & = T ¢ ¥ (short-run)2? £ ¥ ¢ 35 (long-term) »
TAEPFEFT U O CREFSERLEREE  EDPLBRNT RL I
B

- AT A (cognitive loyalty) @ i f F Bt FE B2 R A AL ST R R0
»

=~ R & A (affective loyalty) @ fptFpEc? o R iﬂ’ d 3t ha AR
51
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P L R HARR RGLL IR

Z ~ 7% & Bl & A (conative loyalty) © 7 5 & Bl & 20 7 ;F}f Sk HyE e

s & 5 (action loyalty) * if 3 # m FF B2 (75 & Bt TFE € @3
RRELMY A XA RT G g

LY FLame PR gFEFEALR
ORI S AaE R LR &0 EAN X e
(action inertia)’ 7 % % FJH s & 5 72 5

BT R L R EN AR E L £ £ R - T R R

/y/ v

W s g ik i (Zeithaml, Berry, & Patasurman, 1996) o 4 Gronholdt, et
al.2000):0 2 AE L L BART A L DL AR v 6 AHE P & B
FE~BRFLAE A DUREHRE F- 2P B8 A RhLFE)e By

TwREGEE -

Peltier & Westfall (2000):32 2 B Z B 3BAF MUARLLZ kP LA~ 5 ~ 7
B AFLEE FIMZE S E L

ke LR AP Y XPERY

HE ARV G IR L AR B Ié.iﬂ o

Bowen & Chen(2001)4p !t L crf E ¢ fitere 6 A LB H & ¥ hA 5
RPRIE R FEEEFR L T LA

—\

FH R R PR R L

RS ESEIES SRS S 3L



Il

-~ FRFE CHFREEAHME S -

S CRAFE CREAFBVREFEGRSCIE PN AR
O REFE CRBEFEELRRELPE  GHCBEEHA SDRE ~ BRE
Fey S BRI E 2INHE Bl o
254 LA RAPMAT
BEE LBH EF L ?"éﬂ'ﬁ”fﬁ??t’ﬁ‘{é#?ﬁ%ﬁifﬁﬁiﬁ
> Kotler, Ang, Leong, & Tan (1996)35 11 @ T3 BrBF Fee - fEE © & 5

CEBEENREPET R fEFFHDERRI FL LS L LR
B ¥4 T2 haiF{op i ok PR % o (Webster, 1994)

ﬁﬁ»mﬁmiﬁag’ﬁgﬁﬁiﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ»~%@ﬁ%@$
oAk P RS R EE XY ST S ) SRS
(Reichheld & Sasser, 1990) - Chaudhuri & Holbrook (2001) % 32 1§ 4 ¢ /F?J% ’
PRABNELEMLBERE T S KA A B 3T E ~&B L HHE
VAFehT B LR A R g R ehds i S48 e Cram(2001) 7 4 o
LB TREE A 2 S0 F RE A E SR A~ s R rd s RSB R

LTRSS}

Griffin (1997)3p iV AZBR LB L R AR E L AR L iv J 2o g £ v

R EER TS 0 FIA B RALBTREE > 7

HEmg FH AL ARt o L pFE2 T FLAEART L o

Fredericks(2001)RI30 5 & ¥ A1 1B 27 2 5 A fio— 5 8 4 37 E Y

FED FEG S '-?i%%'(\%,‘i;%ﬁ)i’i‘?ﬁf%t}ﬁfzéﬁ%?ﬁﬁiﬁiﬁﬂf—?ﬁ
e LA

o KA B B
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RIRFED 0 F RO AR
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2,6 RER
2.6.1 R ERDIE

ELHFdpd o RERAL- BRASME - T RTINS

c* s

(Spotts & Stynes, 1985) o & {74 4p B = }’% ¥ > Baker & Preadeux(1986)#-3 %
Ei%é‘ﬂﬁ%ié%ﬁ%iﬂi’%ﬁ?ﬁ%@iﬁg’iméﬁw
ML d Jp & @ad ZD om Crodell(1997)R)e s REART
AL S R ﬂﬁfa’ SRR 0 P BT ST R A 55 7 M (Alba
& Hutchinson, 1987) « ¢+ “t » Sheth, et al.(1999) | #-34 & & 2 & = i} ¥ ﬂﬁﬁ
Be o PRIR R BT i M S o 3Tk William, Perreault, &
McCarthy(2002) ] #-3 & & & 5 § f $#4% LA S 9RLwk iz >
FRG EFREXFNESSFEFFEL RIS DRAFEER S T H AR H

- b Park & Lessig(1981)RA1i& - #H 35 » AR S 7 H HA &v@
i PEL - m F o7 A AT A BB E R  (subject familiarity) 22 T %
BLEGE R (objective familiarity) T A BB E R Ridp i F FHA ST B
ek A TERBRER ) ML T HEL HF LA SRR 5% -

R FHYEF LA AR OLRARR P PR R A A SR
Fro gt A ArREASZ M E R A A2 KRB DY LR
(Goodrich, 1978 ; Maenpaa, Kale, Kuusela, & Mesiranta, 2008) - 4p & 7> % if’
PEHNRE AL DR ERKIE PR FTRTE AR § 75
FEIHGEFTASTPH AL A2 REOTERGE IR > Flm 'k
P ¥ R FR (Alba, Hutchinson, & Lynch, 1991; Bettman & Park, 1980; Herzog,
1967; Oliver, 1980) > £ p* ¥ 4v> G B A H#FH LA F o@D BE R IR
Z AR RERFWN P AHBTARDEE I BY LR



262 RER LN
Biswas(1992):3 s B E A F A A% b bt &3 54 (1) A4 SR
Wi Q) - A SR gt o A v ReD P DR E AT a R B AT i
E M N FR IR — .];,1,# ’"Lrﬁln'}',ifﬁ— BEr2RE-EBLTHFETP
S AAEAREFIFEFLDNB C MBAERL > R EFF T (Herr, 1989 ;
Biswas, 1992 ; Simonin & Ruth, 1998 ; Briesch, Krishna & Lehmann, 2002 ;
Desai & Ratneshwar, 2003)

Alba & Hutchinson(1987)#-34 & & % 4~ % i} aF,!:
HE - HPIPF S22 EFOREEHEFIF S22 ATOREE = B0
i o William, et al.2002)#-F- M B E R %A 527 2 REFHREET B A = >

P e

<

2. &4k £ 3uAr(brand non-recognition) * 4p ALY § - $ A RS- E T
-

e FEILE O B Al * o
3. &4 su4r(brand recognition) : dp (AR E HT L F G s R

4. &M % 4% (brand insistence) © dp ALY f F BH FR PR > 2 2L R

15
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5. &% 4+ (brand preference) : 3p H ALY F F £ %A K- S ER Y -
B R IR EEY N B2 sk i
& o

263 HEREFE

Dodds et al.(199)# MF &2 +HFAEEFFF FH3p &4
B 2R HERRE DR
HYRERDEFE SN W F 7 r%;fén e g 4R o — ﬁwgw ,,g %%.g e
—H .
7

B 244§ M EWE L YR S SRR AR - K

XERURAEEHAIRERBATY A F AR S

= o
5

TR ERE e5- g 7 3% (Bearden, Lichtstein & Teel, 1984; Briesch, et
al, 2002) ¥ F X AL ABEEN S REART LS 117 ok
ML BE R M2 59 (Desai & Ratneshwar, 2003) o B B % 31 % =t & 5%
PERRG S o blde TERF R SR, & T e REER ) R
ARERBZEM o AAHMEE FRE S PRERES RO TR

ER M2 ER(E FR 0 2004) -

W FFHBRERDEFE - ¥ P = (selfrated)ih™ FUiE 7 > I B

FRAER T A Y o B 2EY 3 E (extremely) I 22F 7 B E (not at all
unfamiliarity) * & 2 =€ ' f & <o Z 42 & (Fridgen, 1987; MacKay &
e A AR AR R A E e R XA
FEFARIPEFR AT BRI FIRERDORER 7 T TR
BLORE A @ 2 p R SN WS ) 0 RaiEAR A 7 LA

i W& T R M % (Park, Mothersbaugh, & Feick, 1994; Spotts &

a

Fesenmaier, 1997) - 28 @ §



Stynes, 1985) « F|pt » F S B E NI R EBRBERF 0 By B EFTADR
B d W ot A M ESE B R FORER

Ak A  Baloglu(2001)* 32 #5% $4 2 B # chft % 42
}ifﬁ'? ) ‘?IJ?' 3

& @ <G o & 8] 5 T3 kR (information) &2 i 2 #8 % (experiential) o & 3 3

2R AR

T e T BE R4pdic, (index number) k fiFE > @ K-RE R A

(

kRS > Baloglu(2001)/5d 84 e ¢ A A4 R AEw] 0 A B 5k
SRR D B
ERwmE L ER L Y #c 4 L AR
BT R g BT G
RERGERATEL 20 SRS TR 7 - 25 > 6E3 Whika 7l
AR ,-L»,,x,?lz
o Bt 0 MFER RIREEL WHRDOELYWITIR AP LA LR
ARl o2 oA - Gl F AR E @R ERHEFAL 11 4
%&%lﬁ%@ﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ&é2#3%§aﬁé%i§£,%&

VEH W
LISRIAS SN
RMRG TR E A F AL

SRR CE N RN
FARERL A

%%

)
-
4
A&

)
AN
ke

1;0\%%7——- E 2 X ,i{;

N T A L

S22 A

RAERRREGRER L dod 201 97T o o

# 2.11 Baloglu 3 ¥ & 45 87 & 4

L= 33, I 2

e 2 R EETR

(1) % (2
A8 27 H (0) O0+1=1) (0+2=2)
- x#rE (D (1+1=2) (1+2=3)
EFTEN 2+1=3) 2+2=4)
7ok kR - Baloglu(2001)

= >

E oAl Sk hA FEE K R T

X PG AR

B R oes S F 2 HRE
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Prentice(2004)4- ¥ Baloglu *r#e 2 & R &€ 5 » £ 373 7 ok

(educational)#? p if 3= 15 (self-rated) K& Bl R E B > & B 4cit 40T
(- ) F 3 X /&(information)

FAKRIERFTALE@E G i » G FrH - & 5 R L
TR KM GEE P R AR LA &r;ﬁ‘d Fesh s B SR A AR T
A~ RGdp e MR R ATR X o
(=) i3 %8% (experiential)

W2 RS G B ERETERGD T ARG R A - AT

BE o XTANE F - OB S LA R REZHD R PRER

(=) p it3=7% (self-Rated)

PR SR E R AR EEP O R RR S ER R g
REAREFALLBARER AT R EREFED SRR H D
FHMORIR T ird - AV QY agipl> 3 0 v FFF
ph )k Z g R e 0 Y g i3 (Spotts & Stynes, 1985) -

(2 ) % 7% “i(educational)
T AR E B A Sd RT3 VB A WA P e 0 fRARR > A
PEE G ORERLELBF I NF Y AT DR Y o deBERH )

BRI KPETERF LAY -

@P#?%%ﬁ HAREG) TR - B2 kg - p &
IR E T R E a2 Ay R F i Re LR o b b

o

TY OHTWERERIREAGFE ¥
BRI SHREE -

% Maenpaa, et al.(2008)2 3 & &
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264 RERTHMAT

REIRFPPFAEFFLENSEASL 2 BEFREN SRR
(Alba & Hutchinson, 1987; Kent & Allen, 1994) o #73} 4% ff 5 %
(product-related experience)# 3= 7 B 2 B ~ TR E ~H LA F 3% - &
AN B2 TaME A K2 A 5% S 5% (Alba & Hutchinson, 1987) < § ij’

PEART RIS LT e gV BRFIF R AR B RS
WA SR A R R R e IHPR RS AR
2 % § & (Keller, Heckler, & Houston, 1998) » @ wffifi4 < i+ » § FHER

BEFp AR BRNUE [V NELR RAA R -

B 5 o Campbell & Keller(2003)3% 5 i) 7 4 HGe R 7 wrde ~ 112
B e RV AT ﬁii%ﬁzwﬁ‘a@ RERARR R FaiGeRe
WmEE R FUS w%mihﬁﬂ,ﬁf’mﬁ»dmw&uMumm)
B OPEOTRER M CHAERBDASRNFFF I BRI &

mmigrﬁg/\)ﬂ.’—/\) r% o

H

BEEAG  HERBPI I FHPLENSASOLRE R - &
Heath (1990)s75% % % * - 1945 % & 7 % (exposure effect)f2f - % % £+ &
B RGBS P BHHESFART S A4 15 &R (Zajone & Markus,
l%m’ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ?ﬁgﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%%°Ffﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁ

$EOSHRER G HUSMERAL D6 BE
LiFES 5 o FLEMCRART TS LR R B ¥

B PHRRARTPAS R EFEREFRS ot 2 ASLEMR

& B A &F(Alba & Hutchinson, 1987; Haider & Frensch, 1999) - ",f g2
o RERR ML R T "'zﬁllf AR PE S £ FIH s & R R AR R
A 4 % B (Kim, Park, & Ryu, 2006) °
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27 R % S RARE LR DM G

FER AIH T L IRFT LR

(Balmer & Greyser, 2006) - Worcester (1972):% &

o
S
i
NN
T pe
#o *;mﬂ‘; =
~ml :
bes
&
)
o
i

- g R W B2 e S B
LeBlanc(2001)™ 3u 2 M E £, nF A 7 it k f 0 § FHE £ 07 8
R R R SERFEFIR FE R 5D B ROHET S 0 $HAE
AR A2 B EA4 (Oliver, 1981; Bolton & Drew, 1991; Fornell,1992; [# 4L
1 2002) -

frivi A2 T EFRAEZ A SIRIBFDIHRILE o %Ké\%‘f'ﬁ

v

# #t > Loudon & Bitta(1988)3% 5 &4 75 % ¥ % 2] en i % & #32 &

\

Mgz o THEHAGRAE DR E T AR ERG PR G é»‘t%%k
Ve E R ERE A zé%giﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁ_’riﬂg EEGIR > Flm BT RER S
4 8 © Fredericks & Slater(1998)7#% 3 ¥ 45 ) » ) % £ - T 2 o §f @0
FlEdz - > P viEa PSR E LB A o Abdullah, Nasser, & Husain(2000)0
Fredpd &R0 ¢ WM ERLREMELBR -t > Romaniuk &
Sharp(2003) & - o cFF7 L ¥ 35 T e A R B G R ﬁ €7
#oB REY LR o

IR RAAEE » AR R FI R R 2 E R H kg o
VaEEYRURERF LR if%%.ﬁ’"ﬁf"&iﬁ'%"f&“ﬁ’%ﬁ"!a‘&

GEiEs o Flet o RPN RN AP BER - IBEXS
Bk - (H):RE £ #ripied B o) % € & » B 4280 F O B £ H 2 TR

FHBRLRE o

Bk = (H2) A & o B o) % 6 0 v B BB F OB P HE Rt

o

S0
K
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28 BALARELHR DM G

HeEEn T  HELFRALATHEL S HE L FlF 2 - (Gremler &
Brown, 1996)  i% 44 Gronholdt et al. (2000)2.F7 3 * AEZ LF AR T 4 v By
Tt - e RBEDLRELR v B ARE ST A RMADLE S BHF L
BRI R pL¥ R FE o Lam, Shankar, Erramilli, & Murthy(2004)f= Fullerton
(2005)7 #& i #F 232 H ¢ Lametal. (Q004)¥AE L BB AR B A 2L BEY L
& Ag 0 & B 5 Fullerton (2005)R] 2 £ R B L HF R 78 7 H TR 5

% AR R 3R M 2 > Reichheld & Sasser(1990):% % AF % & 3% A&
AERPEEACHNRBBELAFENL S B RNEER LR GRS
&ﬁiiﬂ’%*@%**gﬁﬁ?*?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%m@&

PR TEI A A o @ Lovelock(1996)# MAEE R R A E LR
EEHA S FERP RO B o TR T RAER DA S PRI
DESE Ve S TS NI T = F ER- T
EARALARAHLPREFERORE P HEZALARAAMELFRADLER
2% #(Anderson & Sullivan, 1993; Oliver, 1999; Reynolds & Arnold, 2000;
Zins, 2001; Panayides & So, 2005; Davis & Mentzer, 2006) °

%iééoﬁﬁ’ﬁim*¢? KRB R BRI LK o B i A
" !

BEE B 5~ 7ok B En 4 (Fornell, 1992) o T3 » REZ 3 %18 oz B8 IR
RINABLEEFERTRETIRZ D6 Py > LI XEFLERY

g

1> R
R SE Wy

Lr
EE IR ERZ R R ER PE 2Ll o 5 ¢
2,

S
. '*FT o FJp > AN AR/ AT Y K E H3

B 2 (H3) A 5 $HR AT £ PR LR § 0 o LRIl PIEHE B
LR o
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29 RERNTE LS

1345 Alba & Hutchinson(1987)z%5 > R E R & ff &ij § Frelh? &
FLEWS A SRR D= d BERR 0 H AR T
FHRRRE AR AEE TSN R F N E &

Et
(H}
A1
_\75

e
AR §RFRRAGER Y B g e 4 R A T s
ERARZ T ﬂaéﬂnwvwiﬁ%’?wwvﬁfﬁ%ﬁwiwﬁaw
LR RARE S Pl
W%ﬂii“’ﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁhﬁﬁuﬁﬁwﬁﬁaW%ﬂﬁﬁﬂ%

(Park & Lessig, 1981; Rao & Monroe, 1989) -

\T:t

RIS L

P p AN RERMPEER R TR DI F P 4
NEFFFHENFF OB OE Y AL [ SR (Urbany,
Dickson, & Wilkie, 1989) ; ¥ - 2 & » ¥} § AL RER F A& &
SRR Rl ek S LR AR R e AR AU -

(Srinivasan & Till, 2002) °

e

AP ERE R EREER DR ) HE s

= 7 4
%ﬁ&%&&ﬂir’é%ﬁﬁi&%f\?‘ﬂ%éﬁ%&% EEFHE A e LR EFT R

BARKGOR R WRCFRENERA T R FREA
mmﬁﬁﬁms’wa%§%%§@¢‘ S RALR LR o s

ERE(HY) R HERIRER § T RRREHBLA PP F -
BRI (HS)  MEHERARER § T 5 R A HLBRAPFS -

Bk (HO) A EHERPRARETEALAHLBAR PP LS -
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¥ Fipxkitg-sid

AR E - 2R R R P e s 2 fee E#%é%

CEE NS RS S SR I YGRS

TEEOE T R R ER SR LR PR TR S
P T ] ek R Y R ERGERE

3. F 3 ¥

¥ 7
FR &S RFTRERYE RY LARBIE LSRR A
%

o AR M G KA SN AT 2 A B 4o 3-1

Bl 3.1 P25 1l
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32 Ay RR

PG REIL s A% AFTROTAFLER K LEEN S
ABATHPOTA  E G S REAFLLBERLT S 2
MERFERERYE CBLASLBALT AN G FE- HHEARLR
it sk o A Y BEE A AT

ﬂﬁb%my@%“mmﬁ%@%@gﬂéﬁﬁﬁ¥ﬁ%§@§%%&%%

RO LR o

Bk = (H2) AE £ Prin iR R, % € & v & 8 F O 0 L 94 Rk
B

W n*r}

BRZ(M) BEHERTELIBAREE L v L REFOREELHE R
SRR

Bk e (H4) :

“9"}

HERDRIR ¢ T HERYFIHBLRDBFS -
BT (HS) AR HE R AR § 2 R BB PR AT

B (HE) : HEHARARER E T ERLAHLBR NP TS
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3.3 A1 R F T LA

LAk € FEFTAER Y > BHcdo P § 20T E (measurement) £ & A 12k
W Ee- EMAOE R N oA AR R R BRR LB
B2 3 E R AR A ¥ % Bc(latent variable) » i) ¢ B R iRl N2
PR K o A EEREERZEN EE S FYF &SR % #ic(manifest
variable) k 4¢ 113 &2 & o Fl 0 AT G ¢ AT e oA TR H Ik 0T

Ak o A AT
3.3.1 & R %

Martineau(1958):% & tif § F & (FRLR &K ehiAz? »F - f&4 £ &8
o RPFEETREE AL - ROP R o B R fE BHLAF R
“%oﬂ”%&”%m@m—ﬁ’ﬂw’%P“%gﬁﬂ%{é -
FHABET o2 BE2 LDPEHROER > AT SaFsen LE
L VAN R F e HEROEWR R > BES A B R R RETA
4o eni e o N LB AR T R e § o

ETTNY

332 BRAAR

EAMK S 3 MAEE 2R RREDE EHHKREL S o 4o Bultena &
Klessing(1969)4p 1% & & AP~ Lo ) ¥ 2 9 H M (20— RABR o
Peter & Olson(1990):% 5 BE £ b § A & cndlp 272 (5407 T AZAR iR
BRAEzZ 3w R A adFI Y BEERALRATRSI P EIER

SRR G IR RO St 6 g £ AR -
3 LHER

Oliver(1997)% #AFE L AR A SV P X WM F P S8R * 3 4

YRIFNGRRFAZ2 NP FEFERE G &0 AR MR F 3
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kR
HERE AP L AN B KF ZRNFLALLAS 26 0 5 AR
334 #ER
Alba & Hutchinson(1987)4; 1 3 & & £ % 4 &iff

G EN SR Gsk BE Sk o AN AR
* B

& R endfe (T3] LA M- % Madenpaa, et al.(2008)5# 3 @ T &k 5 i) § F 1

)

FEITRHE LEHN AR E BT E - LFRL

€] T > BT o dod 31 HF

\“:5"
?—\jﬂ_’k
W
4
Ak
5
-

—fhe FHAMEET G B R SRDER
& 8 AL AAgse s L pendEl o v B R v ? JHR
o A% BB H 6 ERVRETAL ool BRE
& TR AHR BT e % oo

LR FREIRERERY L R AT ST G R
e & ,E_)i

57 AR R SRR AR E AN ALK AR A S LR
BRER B ,Rﬂn%ﬁ_&,\ ?x-ﬂﬁi—o
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FA TR AT BEX CFERFETEA T 2y TREAE | &
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FALGE 1 0F o @ B BRI R A R R LS e
SRR R i R A X?ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ;ﬁiow%mﬁ#ﬁﬁ%
FRAATHT BRI ERERY G BRE)AFEBRLAGC BRA) -
FEERBRECBAEB)E RERQBRE)ET BINA o M A 4T
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B A L et Rl ARG B AT T L R
£ BRE(Erd 32) # RN FERRIT s 8 BE S KT AT

| B BRI

232 B EASTR2 ARM A
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L VARNE Y S

FoMALRRT R AT P 4 4 Ryu, et al.(2008)5%Tf o
R RERILFF ZRG PR TS ERPIBERE > e
BERME S BRIEF P NOETEF S BB £ % TR
AR B RNEEZ ST E A BHMEFRE AEFE R RNE R % (et
33)c R R B RA R FFHE R R L P AR 0 2 Likert
=B RS AR R A NETHBARRL NIRRT ARE T

&

A TRR TR R E TERAFR A RAS S BRI BT 12,
3‘4\5\6\75‘,?‘)/;:&7,@\&\};3 ‘E“@q%}?ﬁ,ﬁ é%%&ﬂj?(ﬁj}éil
FRARRGR

3.3 BB %2 A0 BE R IR
o e P
L ARTABRROFAETIE B -
ARELBRRATREDFEPNF APy SR -
AFEISERDT BRE - F 0 o
AW ABERN R A
AL SR RN VR E R AR Rl
AFEIASERDAL  EFARF BB R
AFELSERE o LT FIE b 0 o
AFEIBRERIPRIBFZEFEE > pg 612 o
TR KR AP R

N
SN

S
90.\‘.0\9‘:“@!\)
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FZIMALEERARE AAFEYT Y B4 Ryu, et al.(2008)5%7 0 £ ik
PREARILSBERGAG EPR s Y ERABIRE > 2 TALTET R
BERYS - TAHIBSERAEHUEL AEAEL - TAIB AR
PE K EARICN e B TRIASRRY R S ARIIRE K -
Fw BROT KGR A HERERE L SRR 34) FR R
FRW R HECERE R R TR X R AR 0 10 Likert e gE R

FRARFERE LN E AR CTRARFE CTARE CTHE VTR
2 NTERER  ETRLIEFDL  ARASS BER LT 152345
6 Tehndfe PEAFEATH R FHERERITE L TR ARRESF -

%34 BEERE B2 APM R IE
W #EHE
CEEIASERY R
2. AHAB R ROFUE L P F BT -
3. BABRRY R > WL AR I W
4. AP ERY % 0 L AR IR £ o

[
At

B

R e T I

B
FH KR AP R

Fr e LB R

Bw A L LR AT R B TK(Q2006) i * 2 BT (L R
iy o £ 2R RERILTT BB CEPIR > X LERRBIFS > £
SR AEETARADEIIBERY E T AECREIBSERLAN
Wa 2 TAGAE LIV ERY £, (0 35 fﬁiﬁfﬂé’%ﬂ‘—féiﬁ’%’f
FHT R RE Rk R 0 Y Likert eh- B2 RS AR GEE 0 A BE Te

PREL TERARELTARE THE S TRE CTRER S TRG

57



PRy A®RSS - BEE TS 12354567 chirdic »¥kf
BAANFEHERERAEHRLS -

# 35 REE LR Z APM R IE
g p
L ARA eI BE R R o
2. NEHE LB BRGNP A  o
3. A AE L AIABERY £ -
TALRR D A IR

Fr
=K

B e

I HRER 0 AMEY B4 Maenpad, et al.(2008)5wT g o £ &
FPHIERERY R T E G RER

IHERY ROES AP0, & TR ER

Bo- L ABERYE > S FEIADPFT 2, (ot 3.6) FrE P
FREP R AHNERERDOBER > S TR ES AR RY K
Ferm? AREFR Y FIASGAMZE RORS AT T BEA
AL TET 1A L0 TET 2~3=% TE1 4~8= ~TH 1 9~16
sy TR 17 0t o 5 THRIEREY - <2 ABERY &
SRS AR 2 A RER T H DA RPRE g 4

THZBER A TTENT NTI~3E 2 TiiE3 E
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3.5 @K
351 =1 %

AR R ST 3 BRI R Y R R R
AR CLBAEMGLET > CRBRAR AL EHAY 2 Tk o TP

CAIB R RMEE AR F Y L AT RER AL
3.5.2 2

AL ERISF ARERREYRE R RRAE S
é%’iifg%ﬁii%i’u28ﬁgg9@&éw%@ﬁy%,i%
BRUAFRES S WP RFEARERL S HALRE AR
ﬁ°ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ’%?wAﬁ*ﬁ?%*%a&ﬁﬁﬁaﬁ@’@@w?

HPEEERE CHEEREPRN B LR RER -

RS fR B R g o LR 60 ) FFE AR B 1
hé¢%1?U@p¢#wxfngwnmxg,rmﬁéwﬁ§i£}mﬁ%§v
ERE R F R RS R AR A MR A
ﬂﬁ}a*Wﬁ%M%E@Wﬁ’Eﬁ@ﬁ%@’&ifgﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’
e A AT NP BN R OJI;“FFH%L’%%’{’%?E%%I;E]ﬁiiﬁ%&
28 FEH A REFEREEE - 3244 T EZEFSUT R Y
FapEFLAR 101 £ 6% 2T AF 101 & 7 7 > FIL 55 % BT LR

EFBPAPARS O SEATPEBEDY R F TS HEIAL ST R

Fowmbufthr Fe 7 BEp EEED o
353 k&= |

FEREBEA )T EPARTF o A R ZRERR

Ferleiiabi ~* 2 %

b ]

CEERERAH A B A Y B
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FlEF - AEFAFIF AR EFLFOWE A4 2SR D F R

S ARHCR] A T 2tk A B & Rig £ 1L F %34 0 Anderson & Gerbing(1988)
WA F Ak PR i 32 (maximum likelihood estimation, MLE)i& (7 % #c iz

PE A Y 150 H A M a® o A Bentler & Chou(1987)R3% & 1k &

B i pd SBkc¥cp 2T Bk ;e Kerlinger & Lee (2000)%  Nunnally
& Berstein (1994)35:2 X 08 (7 F 2 A7 7 2 A BT > 5 PS5
310 %

S

|

Fp o ARG ROEAEHCS 17380 R 170 2 u otk A o ¥

EX o HT420 0 AFFIFITHF X3S0 FENEE o
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FALS S 2
*F1 5 1 SPSS 12.0 %=+ £ AMOS 6.0 %=+ 5 T A 471 & ’%%“E' S

FRIFMEFFTBRRZ&HE > @ * > 231 85

B dt s R AT B RS ] g e T
3.6.1 # it {4 3uit(Descriptive Analysis)

* 2 BARITR TR A g A 4T I S d A e R

vk

A ORI L R B RS LA

3.6.2 3 & 4 #7(Reliability Analysis)

fz‘,}iﬂvb’%gﬁ F fp o AR RESEA 2 B RARF 0 B
FAXE TP P - PRA (BRaEFT > 2004) o B H AR KRR R 1R

E:|
E % Cronbach # ! 79 o 7% #c(Cronbach, 1990) » F]pt

Rl E LB

Cronbach’so % #ci& B & % ﬁiﬁa SEIE
3.6.3 »x & & #7(Validity Analysis)

B A A RIS R e kAR R 0 7 T Rl R B A LR RIIE D R

LRIhE S B R RARG 0 LT RE
T A e MR RS AR Y R TR A KA AT

&5 AR Z A H A an Pl ¥ %

2_3% f#z@: B o
3.6.4 %> #2#3] (Structural Equation Modeling - SEM)
AR T v #2103 (Structural Equation Modeling » SEM) & i& {7
AT R T Sl T % B o SEM §- £8 % LT BLR A il 0T -
ARPAETRBFLRAEIERAT O % - v 80 FlIFAERE
PR G AT 0 7 W SEM S 0E1 ¢ 3 IR BT R SR - B AL
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YRS Seen s % B AT T A P T 28 4 AP
7 % £ Y3t (Multivariate Statistics)sh— H o SEM 03] e = & Jf IR 5 A
P FEERA DR REE SRR D e R T (R
BAp ~ 21 &5 2011) 0 B ARHAIE G A 2K

5
51: <
m
i
ik

\_.
4%
e

A

)

1. & 3] (Measurement Model) @ * ki 284 %78 2k %38 2 F s
MR > W e AR R
JEP| BRI o

S #1453 (Structural Model) : * & J 3B 4 p %30 &2 B A ik I 2 ha
MR T W R R Ae R B R KRR
W ORBLE
s E AR R R AR S E UM R
o ATALE KRR B RO A 4
FOEAS ~ 30 E 0 2011) ¢

(w.

bk RO > SR K iR AT

Ehi
y

ﬂﬂW§fﬂ&*$iW§%% gt SRS I SR
AR ASEEHKFFF AT ERIEEA R IR HERAINA
BELYHRFLRAT 2 FIRREMN G LB AHELREEFREAS T
1 R SR ofe i i o F > SEM T e BEAIE - k7T 4p B B2 4p %
B %0 B AA0 5 BAMHA R RAPTIESET B G2 R0 .

AT SEMiE 7 FR AT L REF 2 TR MG 7R 34
78 A Feif R B P EES WP 4o T
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. fg_r R AR

T 11 3E 7 B EE 1 F1 % & 7 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis ; CFA) k By &=
- UL GRERR VAT Kit- HERFLREIELRR S RE
{ B 3 k=2 H - 456 (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) - 1 & » & 5 38
VA TR RE B B2t R o Fornell & Larcker (1981):% & 3% 15 YT &g & i
oF £ 2

(1) #r el - F & f FEE 220050 SHFRE -
(2) & & B & (Composite Reliability) < *+ 0.7 o
(3) T % B % R ¥ (Average Variance Extracted)+ »* 0.5 o

BPTRAAHA B RO ARTRIE B BIRASAAM AT
o BAARMARA K B AT A BH LR G F %2R (Churchill, 1979;
Anderson & Gerbing, 1988)° F]t AF7 5 Btk B & B sa & pF - H H|$7 8] %
F - BAEG W AVE T R4t A6 cofp M 2 B 30 kR
vb g B B 75% 4 ¢ (Hair, Anderson, Tatham & Black, 1998) o

2. 3 fedd A B
7 MR AR R 9T 0 Bagozzi & Yi (1988)3h 5 & RSO3 N R

ﬁasﬁ}i‘g’g_&’}‘i ]ﬁolﬁ)ii éj\mﬁox *ﬂl_gf—;_':‘ j\‘{’tll:r— Of‘;ﬁ_,pgﬁr'

- o

(1) B3P g tppeg &

MR AR AN B S BPEF AR ~ R AR
BE T KBLRAPAEAREETE A0S S EARSEKNELELREIETE A

0.7 14 b e Bt R0 K e 1R o
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(2) FHEdlpg i

it % AMOS 6.0 i {7554 422 A 15160 & ik r JGER BB
BA BRI TR PRE R - 2 6 i REFE G 3F 7 4p ik 0 Hair, et
al.(1998)#-2 & 5 = 3] S HR IR -HERFRIZIHHREHh T

AL

F oo L itdeT

(a) Pt T mTEMEAT VIR RSP EL SRR 7R
tatkdeF 2R~ F 2 A d R (}2/dD) - feiE R
#(GFI)~# £ 35> $3(RMR) 2 iF 354 T = $2(RMSEA)

A5
= o

(b) # £ feif ¥ 20 ot gArE B A HCY & & A 2 R A e
W Fe ik 4p P (AGFI)~ 2 3 eiie if 4p R (NFI) 2 v+ i fie i 4
#(CFD* -

(c) Mt EAFMRFEHRILIRET PG D SR
A kA TF - R gt R RO EARR R
thdeff §f DA I fe s 4p tR(PNFD) 22 ff s0fe i 4p 17
(PCFI) -

(3) # +ehif peth ot

“%%{E%Wﬁﬂfmﬂ#}*ﬁ&ﬁ%§ﬁ”?ﬁi’%$iﬁ
FA RN T ELARE T L TR AR MY 0.5 S
0952 Fl 2 f & AElgF-LE -

peeh s AT RS B kR R 2 ERESEIEE 1Y
2R OF R M o T E T AMOS 6.0 St88 1F L AT en1 oo B AR HC
koA nH Y WA S RS E RF LW ATIE M G o BB A
e hIWh Y BRI AR BT R TR B D R
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41 F 3 H AR B

SEERTE SRS TR Y B REAG 0 gF e
22350 PR L Few e 313 PR E #r"fiﬁfg 2 PR

i AFTE 2 F kB % L 296 i 0 G oW e L 8457 % o

AL R H AR TR T T TR T
BRECTHRTRR 2 T o 2 AR R BEA TR
drd Al A o X R F R A o AR 51% 0 F Rk 49% 0 T At
AE S A 46.6% 0 TR 534 % B R ER s Y 0L 31~40 &
(29.7%) 1 % dc - H = & 21~30 K (274%) 5 P HBEEFRBEF R S
(27.4%) » B EF 4 (182%) s KT AR & P0G ¥ BRE L0 5 e ¥
F 33.8%; T for 3G 15,001~30,000 ~ ik 5 #(27.4%) 0 H =
30,001~45,000 ~(24.0%) °

¥ HRAATEAE IS EEZRERLGFH Y 0 30
40 feche gpA R F ik S 2 5 o 15,001~30,000 PR AR

2
EXRE S RTARS SR B o

e \—ﬁ
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241§ E AR FALL A (1 4 B 2 296)

BERATA || 61% BE RS TA 2 51%
{2 = 151 51.0 B (3)7T 0 0
& g 145]  49.0] 4 B¢ 100 3.4
¥ A 45 138] 46.6] = % ¢ () 100 338
il S 44 158]  53.4] #2 2 AL 100] 33.8
20 &L a4 149 R < 68| 23.0
21~30 % 81 274 g (g )0 18 6.1
P 31~40 #& 88| 29.7 15,000 =~ 14T 68 23.0
% | 41~50 % s6] 189 « [15,001~30,000 =~ 81l 27.4
51~60 % 21 7.1] *# [30,001~45,000 ~ 71| 24.0
61 # e of 20 o [45.001~60,000 = 47 159
R 7 43 145 » 160,001~75,000 = 19 6.4
PRI ¥ 81l 274 75,001 = 14+ 10 3.4
Wi ¥ 32 108
A Fe¥ 11 24
* pd o 45 152
F el 24 8.1
g2 54/ 182
H 10 3.4
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4.2 R A4

B 14 Cronbach’s o Ti#ics 47 & & & i0ip B MR * 2 B 8 v
FR - BA22ZBERATRS L2427 T £4Y L3 EL 8RR~
BLRE >~ LBEAR 2R ERZ Cronbach’s o “#cs & 5 0.969 ~ 0.940 ~ 0.919
2 0.625 > @ BEHE % 1 Cronbach’s a 5 0.931 o “,/"lié%ﬁi?ﬁi}i’\
Cronbach’s o affcff ek » H3t 2 3 § A M FHE & aniZ B }\—E‘”H{ﬁ Hair
et al.(1998): iz £ e 0.7 KM » d o A 4e7 40 AT 4|2 B4 A7

EFAREKE R R L 0E

1240 LHGRELERA N

i it i IF B RGPS e Cronbach's a

i 78 B & Cronbach’s v
18 B o g
£ R3S % 0.969
L ARFASRRDFASZTINGF ° 0.877 0.964
2. AR EABERATRENEFENF APF FHR1C . 0.879 0.964
3. AR IS E Rt BRE > A IoE o 0.883 0.964
4. AP AB B RN P oAPE Lo 0.881 0.964
5. AFREASERAPIVEFER T E R A 0897 0.963
6. AFEALBRRDAL P L5 F FhBEE- 0.890 0.963
7. AEEIB R B A2 BB 0.854 0.965
8. AR WL BERIILIFEFET » g 12 o 0.843 0.966
R 0.940
. AL EIABRRY 2 - 0.876 0.915
2. AHIBERAEHEL pERL - 0.869 0.918
3. BABERY R > WL AR D - 0.862 0.920
4, LI BRERT B L AR FRE L o 0.822 0.932
LB R 0.919
I Ak ERIBERY R - 0.836 0.883
LA ERELIBERERIE L o 0.838 0.882
DR ELFFIABERY E o 0.835 0.884
RER 0.625
. ?—F‘: EL B R R RS LR ? 0.510 —

FRIERES - 2 ABERYE S LT A 0510 —

TEERTAR 0931

TR kR Ay R
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4.3 PIE 3 2

)
Y
>

\

B AR AL P m&*“%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁt‘ff BF B M T R
BEREEOFIEMN G v 80 FlFAIMEERA T TS 2
e 7 1 RIEEAI(RELFE A dTHAD S ‘*1‘?% RSB - 29 R
o) e = :‘E'J;'Eia‘;% bRt SRS 3 QRN R R SRy S A I AN

2R FESEEHREFE AT ERE D E'ﬁ”ﬁ Pt e IO HRAIR A &
LSRR ET 2 FIRREMN G AR HAAREEFTRIEA T 0
oo e Al e g o

(Fld\

PAAAAR B EAE o FREPFRFrFTIE 0 A
HE LSRR ARTELR DT Y e HE R TEF Y 2 2 LR
AYT o KA ETIRHRE R LT N R EEH S TR R R BT o 19

sl

¥ Anderson & Gerbing(1988)% Williams & Hazer(1986) % § ik » & 7

v

BHGBEASTPERAS ZAE S §- HRASH LIRS 2 g
875 i 7 Cronbach’s o %#kA 152 BB M FZ2 A 47 0 UH R L ’f#m i
B~ ek 2 RBDIR R IIERE RS BEERAA GRS O kL
e REBEY RESHEM BF R B 1237 MR L Y DL IR

B

0
3
ki
=
e
Y
F;
=8
F}.

FRE TR AT T 0 L E AR
RREPOR IR RIS L~ FORAERBIER > TR ARD
2K B sk @ T A7 i ARt AT

Toae R RO A RIE N Reh- B 0E o ARIE R AT (TR
Fl &k A7) ¢ M THCA Y A AL & otk ¢ j st & (convergent

validity) 2 % %|#% & (discriminant validity) °
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PEf— Wi e it
-F);__ . *ﬁ‘%ﬁ‘:ilj ﬁg‘lﬁ}i
FEE = B AR A

43.1 ¥k j° w3t

“73} i& J° &% 3+ (offending estimate) & 45 &R £ H3] & «Lﬁ-_ﬁ‘:ml g, Hﬂiﬂ
MR F AN T R el R T RRE 7§ fR(R 40 2004) -

FHEAEP GV A A BHANE A DA T
¥ T IR

TREIT o - AL B4 duE e G U2 AR %

PEFARLE TR
2. AR T3 b e T AT 4 2 S 43T 1(5 30 0.95)
3.7 S (R » 2004) o

BLFZ A3 Lo R RF b s oy M R R TR f R E
(SFL) /i %+ 0.641~0.916 2. F » ¥ 32 5 A & * 3237 | P % ; 1% :%(SE)
SRIELE B E AL % R (EV)#EK A
3t 0.358~0.705 2. > 2JHE o d pF A PIREEAN TG &S B
Re3E o

PN

i3t 0.296~0.817 2 B » » X3 =
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3043 LG BB REIA 17 A

P2 % i SFL* SE* EV® SMC® o CR*> AVE’
R % 0.969 0.969 0.795
E 0.895***' 0315 0.480 0.801
FHER R 0.899%** 0299 0.420 0.808
5o E 0.900%** 0.307 0.438 0.811
% 0.899%** (0322 0.484 0.809
pOIR R 0.915*** (0.296 0.358 0.837
B3y 0.906*** 0304 0.407 0.822
% R B 0.864*** (0323 0.616 0.746
PRI E FPER 0.852%** 0322 0.647 0.726
AR R 0.940 0.940 0.798
EEd s 0.916*** 0.321 0.705 0.839
FHETAER 0.910%** 0.331 0453 0.829
BB i 0.896*** (0310 0.460 0.802
BFixE % 0.849%** (0337 0.408 0.721
i 0.919 0.919 0.792
Ak B 0.900*** 0306 0.416 0.809
K B 0.890*** 0315 0.478 0.792
mis g L ¥F2 X 0879%F* 0302 0471 0.773
RER 0.625 0.684 0.522
#HE 0.796*** 0.817 0.611 0.634
Kl 0.641** 0422 0370 0.411

ST 1% 5 AR EKE a=005 P - & FKE -
6% 4R OKE =0.01 FF o AT E KR o
Rk L BEEOROE 0=0.001 BF o R AEFROE o

332 SFLAEE 2 %) & f FE S SEL 7 & f FEejREx

SMC3 % AApM T = chlicd

EViit i %88, aiCronbach's ¢ @ ; CR: 2 &R J AVE: T10% B 53§
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432 H%PEEARER

@ HELF]R AT RFRR BN L FERF > J L HRAA
FaBLREEA TR E R £ BRH) s - BE A R Sced
Bl FHOLFELPE c KA EF YRR B A BRR SRS
“ﬂ"fﬂf‘ﬁ BBERBTF AL NES mE BE o m B BR H g
AIZ#E}FE-O

f I R E A TR RE TR 0 REMLTFIE LSRR
R EABRFR L. e P ERT ERERA RS L LR
A0 B $i3* 4p R (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1996) » S 14 %% 4 17 ¢ ¥ F feig B
ip %73 %2~ Normed Chi-Square * RMR ~ RMSEA ~ GFI ~ AGFI~NFI~ CFI % >
BAPFTFRTAL 2 LR REEACR 44 9T o & 44 P 42 E2
p-value B2 |- >+ 0.05> e F]+ > & 2 A L 5 Xk Adkx ) B2 5 F) Bagozzi

&Yi(1988)E kY Bl Aeha ks PR 3 B Eegd B2

(% Normed Chi-Square) k B~ + = & U ¥ T HA|feif B > b PR H v

=

® o3 30 gt b GFL B =+ 37 0.9 AGFI & < % 0.8(Henry & Stone, 1994)
Hairs, et al.(1998) 3% 5 GFI £ % g4 > @ AGFI~NFI &% ** 0.9; SRMR
(standardized RMR) 5 &% it 5% X 352 2 » H @ % - 3% 0.08(Hu & Bentler,
1999) ; RMSEA #-+* 32 35803 & = £ &2 & chée {ofic ] en X pE42 & (FRad
¥z > 2004) > Hu & Bentler (1999)i& 3% 12 143 0.06 5 — 24373 enf >
McDonald & Ho(2002) R 12 0.08 5 ¥ £ cficd| & & P -

B
s

BEE 44 PIERAIREALEREAT R RIEHAEFREL
FlE o1 @nlent > @Epd Ry 5 1699 |3 30 LAY F ATk e
FIEHAr? SR OREEVEE « LA MR RPERS - RIEH
Az @i ptk o HEfRGR LpRE HPrge piRs T B &
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U e R I FI 0 RS PR A R e A S < B R

- AL By & o
44 PIEHEAIRG R Ee 4
itk TE i B BT E BoR] fe g 2 %

¥’ A% ] 4847 (P=0.05) | 188.555(p=0.000) T
;'; X ’/df 1~5 2 [ 1.669 £
fe GFI =% 0.9 0.931 A_
# RMR )3+ 0.08 0.061 2
i& SRMR ]+ 0.08 0.027 2_
RMSEA /] %+ 0.08 0.048 2
AGFI <3 0.9 0.907 A_
*_g NFI %3509 0.962 £
fie NNFI <3 0.9 0.981 2
i CFI %35 0.9 0.984 2
iﬂ RFI <3 0.9 0.954 H_
IFI <3 0.9 0.984 H_
@ # | PNFI <3 0.5 0.799 2
ﬁ ﬁ% PGFI <3 0.5 0.688 H_
- N + 3+ 200 218 2

LR g IR E
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433 £ &R A HT

BB FIE AATT U SRR R R S H B A R s M

- II“L»—«‘?\;& KR APEER  RFERFZANTY URREFALTE
SRR PTG P A TSl e F 0 AFT ] M o JTehlt B

TR I * BN FF A 47 5B E 3] 2 JT a3t R (convergent validity) ¥
% W] 2% & (discrimination validity) » & 6 % FELFIF A 415 % > 4ok 43

7T o
(=) feidoek

foRoeR dn SR BAR b A SRR R » RS2 WL KB A D
MM mEp A2 2% E 2 & 0 Bentler & Wu (1993)3% Joreskog &
Sorbom(1996)iZ :x tE & it {6 L B R & FlF f &~ MendEAR B E P
%’%@%ﬁﬂ@ﬂ%éﬁiﬁwmsui’é%ﬁﬁiiw%i%@
(squared multiple correlation, SMC)> &% > # & 0.20(F% 2,» 2004 ; Joreskog
& Sorbom, 1996; Bentler & Wu, 1993)& 0.50 2 }+ (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) -

BT AR YRR EF FERE AL R HRIE D2
FHAFIZE R E I T L EAUNKRP O FFIZE A ERE 045 0
SMC E# & 020 F > 2 & B2 St @43 1.96 Pl & pLip| £ 4578 iF
BMERE-d £ 4387 17 BRESADEECF 2 FEOHFEY
FRE KB > 1.96 0 p<0.05)» & iR FlE f EE Y B 04

2 X g R AR 2R RHEA L jtaoR R B HEERR

(V)]

(composite reliability, CR)£2 T 5% £ % B~ § (average variance extracted, AVE)
SRR 0 & E et R R Bagozzi & Yi (1988) 3k 0 CR E R 8 *°
0.60~m AVE R|’E B 050 L2 % 43> A7 7 2 2 & 5 R(CR)/ * 0.684
~0.969 ¥ %>+ 0.60> T 2% B Z 2§ (AVE) 4 3t 0.522~0.798 & + >t 0.50 >
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