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Abstract

In recent years, because mobile communication is gradually popularity in
Taiwan mobile phone has became commonly to consumers acceptable
product and wusers’ age groups are decreasing, it has already been
indispensable essentials of everyone’s life and work. Recently, innovation
technology smart phone has created a trend, so this research is to the cellular
phone to consume the ethnicity and to explore cellular phone user to new
innovation technology smart phone acceptable view.

The major findings of this study are summarized as following: (1)
Perceived ease of use has a significant and positive effect on perceived
usefulness and consumer’s attitude respectively, (2) perceived usefulness has
a significant and positive effect on consumer’s attitude, (3) both of
consumer’s attitude and subjective norm have a significant and positive
effect on behavioral intention respectively, (4) perceived risk has a
significant effect on behavioral intention and perceived value has a
significant and positive effect on purchase intention, (5) perceived
usefulness has a partial meditating effect between perceived ease of use and
purchase intention; behavioral intention has a partial meditating effect
between subjective norm and purchase intention; both of behavioral

intention and perceived value have no meditating effect between perceived
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risk and purchase intention.
Keywords: Innovation Technology Smart phone, Theory of Reasoned

Action, Technology Acceptance Model, Purchase Intention

Behavior
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fpth T R AR o R P e BT S IpR L Bl T o
BEFRTIRFFE RIS R Y IR S TR 6
TSRS TR
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YL

gh’ﬁ

23 2=

%

IR B AE Y o BREAFOEF L 0 M E - B RY R
7%(Ajzen, 1988) - Fishbein and Ajzen(1975,1980)13 Jp4+ ¢ < I & i gk )
C ¥ FRRHe T R A PE S B 0 & NI S 2% (Theory of
Reasoned Action, TRA) ° F]}* > hek B R TR E A EF ¢ R FHBF 0 (7
Y ’)*]*ud» SRR R %I 7 5 R B g M3 B3 (Intention-base
model) ; @ &8 " X BIHCA] | » ARG RS Bray HFE BRI A Py g

i % & i (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975) -

2301 BHRGFIERLELHL

WM EFLEAENAANBRE - BAaiTa AP e &3 a9
ToHALTE LG Rt s fr}u{;yb y — B AE L B IEd HoargE e
FF I e KR TR (s TR B A B o 1945 TRA 2% 0 B

% Bl (Behavioral Intention, BI)#7 ;i

i

AR BTG AREd
T oM T A LB € FIB A $HE G 5 a0 & (Attitude toward behavior)
fo i B # (Subjective Norm, SN)@ < 7| §% 5 (Davis, 1989) -
BIEMELIEGY ) TELAAR, AL FER A AT F AR
irpmﬁ@i@ﬁ&;rﬁ&Ja@%&&’%%ﬁ%iF;m%m
FodTA 2 hl ~ frepg Xl oA AR Ldp Bt ARE R
BHEFTELE P EPE G AR FE A E)ESHI BT

‘hpizdTh e TAR £ TR & (Belief)r T % %37k (Outcome

-

Evaluation)sgk 4 « 2@ » TR & | E4p B A LB 307 R 27 597
RALEREE TREER LR B AN LT AL BN

i o H KR R E BT AT R E AL et i 2
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S EPRARA B PR E KA UEER 0 A D e AT R AR
L £ AsE o TR LT R R 4 (Normative Belie) sz T g
€ # # | (Motivation to Comply)r—’n:;f\;fi o TR A ) Adp B A REFH
BARERE O W EL R A Y TEEE s A B AEE s A
AR LS ALK o B H ipfu’l%’*—"zv cEXME SR F

PP 3R AT EFELNFPrr B ERBTHR - 2 e & f g
RER o A NP L P AFTRBFEYN L PG L2 TRA 4
LA ZERARAGIABRFERERAPOES LB Ea FREFER
R Tl R EFRPATPHEFEIN P E T AR RZ ALY

SRR DL gt e P AIRT TR A L T A
2P EIE S

FhAEYEITER > iR
Faim  F
B 1 & I A SIES ¥ 2

B 2.3 27 5 ZH(TRA)
F# kR © Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)

Harrison, Peter, Mykytyn and Riemenschneider (1997) # 3 © /| £ ¥
B FAPEDLL AP REE T FHIFLE S DT ARAE
oo RHEFYHAEFLIHTEZLR 5 § 43 ° RATZ oL RF(194)
WL SR G A KRR EFEL e AT ERB A
Lo EFIBAIEER - HEFHRRTRFLERAL » > B A

IS

7

£
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P 17 X gﬁ
THER GRS A

‘1/{?’ “Amrf”ﬁ,&é’J °

FPF My ARE FLRRFTASRY LR E > ST R
FISEL G- e Bt 0 R E AR HA mE iR T o F b Ik
GG ERAY AS o a2 R AR AR 386 6 TRT

[
B RALR AR G o FIO 0 SRS F - L e R G ieE 0 &
;

R A A E N B R4l LR -

241 F b % Tk
Bauerd. b Lo E 4 B Do b g s o B TR e L
«}LFJ /ﬂ P J“”ﬁ-&ﬁ’»mﬁi% [ ;; AR :F;rgg x‘% A

?
SR SOLTRAIAME T FREFETRG -

I

# | (risk taking) o

Coxut §Bauers#™ 3 > 8- H MR Fh "Gl M EMIL P o

B R eI K f LR iR o0 (goal-oriented) - T -
WP EFORE A ARE PR T F R F RPN
AR B R R AR PRk SR FERRARE ASD 0 BR

B
RiEE XY SPY P REKER S BTN AL R TSR 0 8 A
£ % o Cox(1967)#-404 b % A 5 3 38 F1% © ()i § % &pbR g 5
MR AZ AR AT A QFME SFAL AP PR FAR
PEAE Tl o R BT HARL AT - THAERR
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A R hRiER S R FRE o

Cunningham (1967 ) R|i&— # #-Cox (1967 ) #7 T & chF] & 4c 11 4L ¥
& © (D)7 F&£ L (uncertainty) ¥ % ' § FH R R AT H L 1 LT
it o (2)78 % (consequence)F| 2 | F R E 2 F A > rERE S B
G R AR FES AT FEE S TR A F PR R
fof b th= 7 FE T_F]E %18 % F]% (Cunningham, 1967) - F~5 B % &7
S A GG R AR 4 F R A R o b G 6k S )
ﬁﬁﬁ |z H v ﬁ%%ﬁ%;@#%ﬁ%%k%é&’ﬁ@%$éﬁ
bMEAR ] o éfr%‘f}k“ﬁ'a?%Jié‘fﬁ%ﬂ%'ﬁﬁ%ﬂ&ﬁ%@'b‘_,%l e
- )]* B R AR 4 g’ﬁ%}laﬁﬂﬁrrﬁiwﬁﬁft;é‘—*ﬁ
—WRFE - g R REE PR M ARLT e T 2 o
e RRE T %k&%mwﬁﬁ&#*éﬂOWiﬁiﬁ“mﬁ&%m

A

3 0 = % 11Cox% Cunningham=#* 3 % 5 % ik Jp o
R b %% ¥ 44 L HF b ' (inherent risk ) & ¥ ¥ b *& (handled risk)
% 3% > (Bettman, 1973) » F 7 b *%& @ Adp A S80S 7 B AR R A T Y
B PR R AR - BASNYY  ERE- SWASE A
o 5E B AT Ry 51i\m}h % o Baird and Thomas (1985) 352 v h 'k = - B
AHTRLE G TR 0 TP B ARER I RAPET B F s T
PlEAE R o R R G A) R F RRER A S RIS I AL
A1 5 e R f;?‘(Dowhng & Staelin, 1994 ; Assael,1998) > » & - f&
DA gsnE eI 4E 4 | (Peter & Ryan,1976; Mitchell & Greatorex,1993;

Stone & Gronhaug,1993 ; Forsythe & Shi,2003) -

2A2@§&%@iﬁa
%‘f,—z“ang /ﬂ aF'!’ R R %R R fﬁﬁ. S =RV,
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Jacoby and Kaplan(1972)c77 fk & Al B 5 % * > » W Mixh &
(Financial Risk) ~ & »zh *& (Performance Risk) ~ 4+ ¢ R *& (Social Risk) -
£ 18 b % (Physical Risk) ~ « 32 b * ( Psychological Risk)  (1)#47% 1 *& :
e R Rk B FR*¥ 2 IR N {HAESF TEIDERIF L 2(2)
Boxhtk A fEE THRRG )  BpASH R DR gE S bR
SR R R e o Q)R g bR AR R OF TRER A S AR AT
ol ke o () EP MR R ASR T LA G RRF RH AR A

§%,?ﬁg%£@%%1%%$ﬁ@%&%ﬁ(ﬂ»ﬂﬁ% R
EHOE SRR EIF YRR Tl gap LA p AEEL G D
I Y o

W "*‘ e F R e 5 - 5 e ® (Multifaceted) s £ © % Kaplan( 1974)
FETE Y 0 RIER T MAR s otk g P B IT G DR RT
RS AR b R 4 E 749% © @ Stone and Gronhaug (1993)#- Jacoby
and Kaplan (1972)#74% ! en7 F8 B *& 4 5 4c » P& A b "% (Time Risk) : pEF
AAcTEH FE 0 AP RASWHF OERF S A FRYL AR GT U

B R a4 B 888%cd FF A A EER R RH TR R R
PRSP FRRGTRA - BELELA 2T LG PR R
Boom AR H A E PRI Ak e 2 ¢ B SR & (Stone
& Gronhaug, 1993) - % 2.1 £ FH #wT b ‘e FEH 5 -

321 R R EFEHS

g+ e
Roselius(1971) PR A ~ SR A ~ p AT HAAREA
Jacoby and Kaplan(1972) AR & - ok g - 7}ig Boe o~ ouIRR e~ ERR
Kaplan(1974) PAFE ~ B~ AL E - N1}
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%21 &R G FEHH (K)

il

HE o

Murry and Schlacter (1990)

PATRR G~ Boch e g b e S IER G~ PRER
2 AR G

Srinivasan and  Ratchford

(1991)

PAER " ~ ok & ~ LRER o JIR &

Stone and Gronhaung(1993)

PATER "G~ Sokh A€ B TR e~ DRBR %
2 g bk

Tan(1999) PAAEh % ~ G2ch %~ PR 'k ~ STLR % AL E R
SRR R

Bansal and Voyer(2000) PAARR '& ~ Soxh '~ PRL 'R~ S TER G CALE R
o~ i IR &

Cases (2002) AEE R Y%~ PATER G >~ Forh ' PR R % EFR

o BB AR KRR G

FRIB(92): - F &R(295)

PATER & ~ Foxh ' ~ALE R 'R~ SR G~ PRRR R
R PER R R

BLF(9) AR "~ Fkh G AR G o~ ILR G AL g b
PR R EF DR G
ML (R 96) AR ' ~ Bk G~ STER G A E R~ TR

L bR

2 2T h'eE
Barach, 1969) -

» 5 LR E G TR R b R o T )

£
R E2LT 0 -

R
P
BrE SR i AT A S LR i

% % 1% (Risk Reduction Strategy, RRS )(Cox & Rich, 1964;
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B F R RIEH Y > Roselius (197D 1% i F F i Todl b
G KRR A MR e P A TR A R
BE MY AP akE N v o BT RGN ABE LR VYR
FPRLOEA LR MERT T BUBEIOIEL - R B
PR AR ERX AT VB A bk o

Roselius (1971):5 % i F oL Ik "G g &ps > g 5P 1148
R E MR b e L 4 B iR (Endorsements) ¢ PR L A BB RGNS D
AR s R A R (Brand Loyalty) @ PEE iE2 7 5 * 2 £ #F R D&
W F 4t & (Private Testing) © PER i f 4 & P fite s 1 2L v 5
W 9% i (Money-back Guarantee) - FEF 5 IR FE A S E
(Shopping) : % 3| B 3 BEM > TR B SR d [ PERT A S
(Expensive Model) : f£ B 3% 2 & ¢ ﬁxfnﬁ B R A & 54975 % (Major
Brand Image) : P | % & & T 2 4F 3% &40 082 5 [ 35 % (Store
Image) : LR B W 5 Z 2 B B4 & engif > @ MPEE N E R R R S L
7 38 * 5(Free Sample): B o L& * B L 7 & i enA 55 v M (Word
of Mouth) @ 3§ B M x {3t & g L chf.‘ﬁﬁ,%'é}(Govemment Testing) :
PEB i3 ﬁf{ﬁ-ﬁ“&?%ﬁ%? RF e d P B N ehE fA R e TE A
2o PRREERTALE o i*u—fr'\;h R MR R R 2P
FHRFARFEE LT > Tr G 22F o

43 F Y 97 5 > Sheth and Venkatesan (1968))4 T 3 0% ~ -
FaehE L2 SR L BRI FEME G REEFETT c BT T
PHEEHY AR DA EHEY TRIEF Y D OELA B0
Mo h G S ET R 20 R R R LR SR
Bt o fE R JREEEFR 2 Y NEHRE LS REfoiTR
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BT M- HBEHE T T P E S E - L
TR MY k2 e e b G ek o KB ¥
BiFs o BRI R HEFITe Heob GACEE Y 0 AR R -

25 ¥} B

s R TR A AR A S RS IR CS DR LR R NG
O NES RN R R - R e o R - A RS
¥ A G R P FR IR TR E ) g R e F o f
PAEMHEAASNIRDEPE > R ) g K e g iR
@RF R -

251 =8 BT &
EERL PR OKR - TS E N ELI M

S S BEEHA SR i

= (Woodruff, 1997) « i § & wM-F A &2 RIEPT > g A0 H 977 3

%ﬂéﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁiiﬁu¢nwﬁvﬁﬂ SR PL R eh- 8375 (Dodds

B sadez £ R REE P D

& Monroe, 1985 ; Zeithaml, 1988) - i&f8 i Lard dn® i > iz 5 o §
() R TerE D, B Tt i g F A A R Tt Al
) /ﬁ B A & PRI R 1 (get) frdk £ (give) A B hiE iF
(Dodds & Monroe, 1985; Sawyer & Dickson, 1984) - #]}* > Monroe (1990)
A ERRBY R H LR E T AR R S A K
P T IR
REE WO AR S AR SE T B R DS * (Gale, 1994 ;

Johnson, Herrmann, & Huber, 2006) - Thaler (1985) %% ¥ JE 7 A
R TR PR TR U ST P ]
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2

TP g > P EEF Ldp A mar s B AN SR e
KRR L & SRR R EEE S IR S & L
@o%%%ﬁ@@%%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%@%%ﬂ—g@&ﬁﬁ%?

T ooom R gtk R T L e ® & o Slater and Narver (2000)3% &

FEEAE GG EE R WHEED LKA STET A EF R E LY
ﬁmaﬁiamwmm@mnmé%fﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂéﬁé%?%ﬁ

R T T R E e R A m;ﬁ&@ E%,g:rrﬁji%:@_
$@$o@a%;’d K ALY AR S RIREE o RE AR TR
SEE

Zeithaml (1988) A1 #-if (4 5w 47 (1) B e LS 12 83 § 4 5
TORERASFITRRYITREXPES > TRTEINEFERE - QF
ERAARRAA S BT PR F AR
AACY R AL AR E R o Bl F R R S e

o
AR ITE R EY P FEEORE S PR ETORNF HE
(3)f Ee LA AT AP b'm%?:ﬁﬁﬁU$ﬁéﬁ%%?’

MR R DG SR s ;ﬁ'%ﬁzdﬁﬁw'gzljr'g BEPREX o (D E
4

ST AN R iﬂ’fr Tl EAX® o ZeithamliB 2 F ?’Jﬁl 2t
R G AR ST FEFE A LA AR KA B ST AR
FE o Ao RN ST A &0 i g T i e o F o HR 51.;);»%,!3%-1%%

EREE PR IER f R

252 & § EFEEHES
Sheth, Newman, and Gross (1991)#-i} & & hij & - % 4~ 54k § 12
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(social) # & - i k& % (emotional) ¥ & » ¢ & |+ (functional) ¥ & - ;25 it

(epistemic) ¥ & % % i+ |+ (conditional) # & % #i=& & & & & - Holbrook
(1996) % ~ 5 t () EEp 2R EQp A Er P EEE A Ee i
B Q)id il Rk E § E o Woodruff (1997)7 M@l E | ~ T

HE B2 THRAE 2208 % i€ {7 2 - Babin, Darden and Griffin
(1994), Babin and Attaway (2000) #-p* foff i &4 = & B HEe $F34 0 T !
# 414 & (utilitarism)¥ ¥ % 3 % (hedonism)= 4 o

Sweeney, Soutar and Johnson (1998)#- ' 2 m-4vif % & | A = o 7
3 e RASUEHMOSTIE F R B L AFEF BTE - PR
A EE LG R FIFZEMY A 55 % ihik ¢ F]F o Sweeny and Soutar
(2001) 5 #=fE f EFFp DT e B %ﬁ\i () FRERE D kp WA S
TR AR S Q) ARG E kP A SHRE p ARTDEES ()
B A B E kpEPNEIPTIN £ A - (4) r%%f’ﬂé‘é']if%i
Bk p A S Sk o

Parasuraman and Grewal (2000)#% 4040 % E ez B § B4 5 4 W4

(1) &P E(acquisition value) * 4 & A ;gﬁ d p R A S
JRIEm EFA1E © (2) 2 % 1 iE(transaction value) : Fp i) 7 & F 3 - H 4
T k@A A il o (3) % i E(in-use value) ¢ dp i %’v" g A
BPRFEP AT F ATt o (4) A AR E (redemption value) ¢ F A &2 PRI
FHEPE Al F T BITE 8 % g e A2 i @ o

Petrick(2002) ] 5 & #1 % #-6 JR#+ 4 i & & 4 (SERV-PERVAL) -
SHRIBIEHES - (DF SRR PR H ¥ LA RPN (e
Bo¥4 8)naf -Qe881K I} 7 HH R A S/IRIEZ bR e
R QTR F R AR A S PRI TR - E RIS &
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ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%{ﬂﬁ@m |85 (5) 82 13 %
%ﬂ%dzééﬁ%%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁjo

[B AR

FHAS

%22 wEK EFE ’]fﬁ_m

i

[ e ﬁ o

Sheth et al. (1991)

AR MR A s

M E ;LI"J'I%IEI

Holbrook (1996) PEBEEPN AR E S p A Ee R EEs A
?%m‘iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ°
Woodruff (1997) EAIE el E e R A E

Babin et al. (1994) ; Babin and

Attaway (2000)

Sweeney, Soutar and Johnson | Rl 2 & ~ AL E P E - B RN EH E
(1998) Sweeny and Soutar o R RS i1

(2001)

Parasuraman and Grewal (2000)

S AR A A L I

Petrick (2002)

Pt ARG -HEF B &F - B%

Al-Sabbahy, Ekinci and Riley
(2004)

EEHEeEfE

TALRR AT Y I

253 &¥f  EH

Thaler (1985)3% % A& & qg T oo df '%-‘ B
ek =l @ E Ao L AR .

g s o) fEE

24
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21 (IESEE X T

Bl 2.4 &80 EHC
F 4L %R : Richard Thaler (1985)

Monroe and Krishnan (1985)13 45 44 # B cpr s - & I £ ~ il &
oy E 2 Y R FM G (e™ Bl9rr) - &
B LD e B R R R A R B R
BEg o é%ﬁ’%fﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁ@%ﬁ’&ﬁ%dwﬁ%
L2 wfffksbn Tl Es% &7 JHEF AR~ v P 8-

ol B \\\
W / o E MR R

SLEE

A 4

B 2.5 i‘rff%’ B35 = {57
F L kR - Monroe and Krishnan (1985)

Zeithaml (1988)#% 11— &M 2Z B R~ S FE Y oLt
_mJ pL *"—m] ¢ /}J —ﬁ L’J‘JJ‘\."’E BAR A = B é’l =X -

(1) & = féﬁa'ri(lower—level attributes) : & 7 P IREIEE IR o IR
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PAKEAEAFTIMARE A SR Frh o FE R AR
TR BB A SN LA S

(RTANEE NEL R A E S - CF E

#
FHOBLEYN > i &

(2) 1 A =t Jf 4254 (perception of lower level attributes) © & 7 4% b % i
oo R PR R R EE  a R RS o PR e g
AR e 8

(3)® % =t f - (higher-level attributes) * & dp o & F ~ o § & ~ 2Ry
s gt a oL TAHASFREE - d Rl p
PR e PR A R g ER R F e E R o
ot X e g pt e Ft o R EFER LY E o A T H ER]
FE-HRFYRFREL S -

PRI
W E
PRI
BRI
S8 2t AR

O LY Y e g et sy

TS

W 2.6 §# > o STE L § Eme 2 ia)
FHL kiR Zeithaml (1988)
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2.6 A} REE
TP HHEF- ASOBERNYE Y o b P EFF DY o
PHOME LR A AT A HERF - AR2Z AN
VP FME 75 2 £ & M4etdp R (Fishbein &
Ajzen, 1975) - MR BV * KIFPIME F 5244 > FH A F LUK
- EPRAME AR SRR FLSEMHmELAE D Morwitz &

Schmittlein, 1992) -

2.6.1 F-§ LR TR

R AR AL PR FRLIE] Z4A 507 0
(Zeithaml, 1988;Dodds et al., 1991; Schiffman & Kanuk, 2000) » Schiffman
and Kanuk(2000)#- § & #1434 7% & 5 &5 B off Rl > B35 &
FERRIER 7 5 v 4SRRI R 7 5 R & % 4w o Spears and Singh (2004)
s PEE AW Gdp B A 3R Y X M A STRE - Y4 - &
PR AR 2R R F7TARLI Y FASSMY 75
MEXH . P R HFHFAEREEST D B0 S @G AP T
g >R LA

Engel, Blackwell and Miniard (1995) Plzn 5 PER 7 5 fow 2 + § -
AR B EET J%ﬁ’éﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@T’ﬁﬁﬁg&
oA A F § M T R TR Y A
oy R FRIBRL R E TR > K80 e YR R F AT

MER-F &0 ¢q}{,ﬂ%”-ﬁm I AR L E A

262 Y LHEFELHS
Zeithaml (1988)14 7 i M-F ~ B &R PER &2 3 g RLF £ | f suimehl
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B kHE H Y LA o Stum and Thiry (1991)3n 5 #& 1w A3 & K7€ >
S AR CBR 2 A6 A S 6 R E R B F
BARR o Bd ah T Fend g ek ) "G F 0T LT Ry By
97 A o Engel etal. (1995):3 5 MEE BT & 5 © A 414§ (unplanned

)

purchase) ~ $8 4 3+ 4|14 p ¥ (partially planned purchase)fe= 23+ 4|14 Pt B
(fully planned purchase) ° ()25 I1EMEF @ 3 f FHEF A & ofisg ~ &
WIRE G R AR AR - BARG RE LR 75 R AER
25 QR R AR Fs R AT AR I A
SR s M s AP ER T R ke Q)R 2RI
W J“ P RS AT RMY hF 5fo& 4 o Sirohi, Mclaughlin and

Wittink (1998)#% & B E B £ A R K g iy ‘E’ gl A - B T N
LR AKBEE { PP 2 v s A3 R o Kotler (2003)4% !
Ay R e IR R Fl R € B SR R

o ohE el Y A A (5 L )
RAOEECUE Y R TR 0 B R R ARE T e 0 2 R RIR TR
TR LA -

4

277 2y B2 Bl 2
27.1 P3EE WY BRI 5 EH 2 M

e -‘ﬁfrﬁfi'lﬁsﬁ%iﬁi M EAREVEITR P £ ER X
VIR ey A RS L S ena 1T g 3 iTang o Bt vy lEg
IR 5 o o B 58 (Davis, 1986 ; Davis, 1989 ; Davis et al., 1989 ; X
%%, % 89 ; Henderson & Divett, 2003 ; Hsiao & Hung > 2004) - & i *

9

HRL AR R4 ThSL o TR A (EanF A Y LAIRpPF H kR
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I ﬁ ¢ 73 1w O K& (Davis, 1986 ; Davis, 1989 ; Davis et al., 1989 ;
¥ &%, X 89; Henderson & Divett, 2003 ; Hsiao & Hung > 2004) - fi & =
S AT L R R VR E RS RS

B VR RREZ AR R G oK
s LR RFEWPRFER R ELI ARG B AFHPHNR

PRERE R R e BB R FEFIRY ER A B B
=

/\‘
>
23;
(64
PN
4%

P F 4% R (Davis, 1986 ; Davis, 1989 ; Davis
etal, 1989 ; X &, & 89 /5%, A 89 ; Hsiao & Hung > 2004) - & it
PR R ARG BR T HN R F P
AGe g B P A LENRE LT R FT AR R

Ti;f—?;f;\ﬁﬂ;‘é,‘ré»,é?}iré» » B @ %2@:&’*% % K (Harrison et al., 1997 ; &

gt

ATz~ R iRiF 0 A 945 ek 0 R 95)

272 wERGHFEL LS~ wLF B

Swaminathan, Vanitha, Elzbieta and Bharat (1999)F 3 "% & F o
5

(1999) 47311 * %45 ¥ B b7 o ﬁﬂﬁxﬂ’%ﬁ&iﬁﬁ*%*$
B AT el 2 o I—ﬂ;gé:-—‘iciﬂ drs X ;ﬂtm/ﬂ “,{,#ﬁeq* B 4L(T

&1@@@¢£ﬁﬁ%’ﬂwﬁﬁﬁ%§w&%4%’mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

R R K TRIFQ001)F L dp i § F e h k0 g B
PHEBEYRRAFOELIRL Y o F R HRELIIR Y pRAFS oy
ke @r—g Bl P R AT T FL R ,@ Koo FAIATAL L

3
Hom PRI e B - AR H iﬁ&iﬁ_%’ﬁ%."liﬂ'?f'ﬁ?ﬁga%

29



CHPBEEPWEFEASHRET X F RY TR d S eI}
WA AR o~ bt 54
o HAFTHRFEORLFIEFEFOL A RE Tt AE R TR
'  pryay g o

i e A4 W —"z ¥ A 52 PRI e (F f‘“%&#’iﬁ 2 g
e b e AR

AP RELFLOFE L 4l TR

(Dodds & Monroe, 1985; Sawyer & Dickson, 1984) kg %

REZ aoff B %)% 2 — o Thaler (1985):% & AE % & *?#F A e U
GOHIE R B T o RS P EEE A S
TR RIER A2 - o LG HA A A A - LR 'ktéﬂ%%i B
ot 5 £ v B 7h(Wood & Scheer, 1996) < 3% 5 £ & L 3 4-if b & ¥ '

R

M BE £ 4 B & (Sweeney, Soutar, & Johnson,1999; Agarwal & Teas,
2001;Chen & Dubinsky, 2003 ; # = /& ~ § 7 & ~ gk4275 > 196) o d 3T 4]
RTFLBL AT B o T G I - S kg R
PGP AT IR R ST PA BRE ST R
TERAFTPHEEAPAT G T DY

B

34

273 R EHMEE LR M
FHRAANRADER AT EERE ST OEAS R F A

.3;

TREREREELEF o AR TR ES §REYFFHASIR] L
BE (Bellizzi, 1981) < iff % ¥ $t & S JRAAF F F 0 & chin ol & MY &

FEs € N2 H 4 (Monroe & Krishnan, 1985) o Zeithaml(1988)# ! f1| # =4
BEkGREMEY LA UT AR C BRI R R 2R
KGR AR AR B REFER Y ALl B
B 0 RIPLR ZA SRS i}“,ﬁr'g o HE R W R FRER BROR M
Pt e @ o Grewal, Monroe and Krishnan (1998)F 7 & % &1 & i)

30



FHew R EARR o R e e BEAMY A Ry
=2 R iﬁ TRE DT EHEME AR ERFFORE
(Dodds & Monroe, 1985; Dodds et al., 1991; Teas & Agarwal, 2000; 3 -
£ > X95)o

31



iiiﬂﬁﬁﬁ—i%% ﬁ:ivﬁ%dm wAHE LAY

BRI ERL LR EF LS R BB FERN S &
FEAGIBE BEP AT D ER L RE  F ik (77

3.1 73 %
TGRS ARTR R R L2 Y 7L M i

D

FRE o &d %= iégka‘%ﬁiﬁﬁf’ r4 Davis etal. (1989) #7# &1 fL 5

# % #07] - Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)I2 42 (% & k2 & ¥ F5 3 #0017 5
AT G LR Bz A o AT L5 A1FTF 3 iPhone 3G AT E AL 15 2T

AT WP A S B ERFEALATHHAAE R S PR 75 RS
B4 @mﬁﬁ&%ﬁmvf@mpxgrf@nofaiwéﬁ e $HAT
4B AT iPhone 3G A E A £ 855 Eﬁ%m%ﬂ’*ﬁgﬁ 4 7 FE Tk R
w st R F AR AR o g g EERE S YHFELT A
PALHTE o P OTRIHEL > AR AT ER RAFT L L]
0 5B D4 3.1 6§ R R ¢
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IE\P&‘

PRy -3

4T

B HI ¢
B H2 ¢
B3 H3 -
B3 H4 -
B HS ¢
B H6 -
Bz HT -

B HS -

® 3.1 77 EHF

B HO

FREE Rl P R FF L e B
FEFH LT " EHERT T L B
W R FHE A R E R Y L e B
Wy EHTERHE L HF L e B
WP HFHTARAPHE LG HF L e B
WP EH R BHEL e HFOL B
FHFHNE L e HAE L HF L e B
FRFEHT R GHETL e HFD » B
VR FH R e R B BF ol v B

B HIO : 3 & 0 adl § EHMEY RAF M F el » B
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3.3 FIFI XA

AT R TR T B4k 3l AT RAAN LR L R
Likert = g2 R frg » F P24 R &, ~ TREL, ~ THEFL, ~ TR
LR, TH{EARR > TARE L, TEF AR, - BRR A

#5 FEA K (76543.21)

%31 Ay 8F 2T &

it
o+

S wweﬁ

Ak
[
|

R Ems e |l AR AATAHAELS B E | Davis(1986,1989) : Davis et al,
PR A ERNJR | B b EPRAE > T R A 4 E ok | (1989)
FRPE S VOGRS
fend IR |2 AR HAPHRTENL PR
, @REF R | e VEFRE Tl F
K3t
B4 o ?‘%
i | F
3. 0A L AIATRA ST EA L B
=

WEFARY VIR E A 0F
%

4o RGREAFPHTEN LS
FH MR o IR AL ERE

{*

5. 8% 4ok (FAIRTA AT E 4] £ 4% | Davis(1986,1989) ; Davis et al.

PO\ FE oa AR |6 FIATASETEAN L B E T i
M [ e A A AT e U I o S 2 R e

i o A S S HiEa B

w
mm

(1989)
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231 1872 FYNLEREH

iy
P iTA TR 1858 1P B
%%
W% HRea A |7 AIFTEEA E 3 S Perk e @ | Davis(1986,1989) ; Davis et al.
ol | RaRTEY QR | Ha oo HAa 2 R bk (Fen (1989)
B FE a2 |8 FEHAFOARTERAE R SN
Ir:j!" ?—L:?f’ ;:u’; ma[’;ggl't‘/}m ”H“\m'g ;rﬁ &%m
gy
i % ﬁ HATHL | 9. A F EAIATA AT E A £ 5 ahvh L | Ajzen(1985,1988,1991);
HihA AR |kt Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)
, | PEEELG 10 A EAA AT LA L PR
)
’ HRE o b e
. 1L A EARTPHEAE I S il
¥ A
12. 2 % BpI AT 37 & 3] & B engl 3T
B itho
A ¢ FlAL ¢ A g R R eAB g > @ PR AIRTA | Ajzen(1985,1988,1991);
B4 BR | HAFE L Fishbein & Ajzen (1980)
em RE 3 |14 A gL ITRA LR EEBNP
HEFAF | a i AT E A S
EID- N I A 15. 3% ¢ Flgtat g BBt & AT
R ﬂ%ﬂﬁ%%*i%’m%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ

R
16. 2 & FS e 4 & F (B 530
AT AT A S A R AT
P E A
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431 3 $F2F LA

Py L
g #iTA A L 1P M 2
BA¥A e |17 Mg R* AR FTEL S BB H | Ajzen(1985,1988,1991);
MEMHT LA Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)
LRBEF |18 A4 Y AR ST
T BB 2N
74 19. 4 ¢ B QAT EA 5%
B B/F R/BREST R RS
HiERL e
20. FEHm 2 o AR R AIRTR BT
EA 2o ket #oa fode EIR
ix
R E MR |21 g RET AIFTRBF & 2 £ 8 | Bauer(1960) 5 Cox(1967) ;
AR A |8 ARSI BijY o Cunningham(1967) ;
AE WA AT |22, A g ECHE AT B E Al £ ¥ | Ryan(1976);Mitchell
o BB ISR | B ARBRIT Bk g Greatorex(1993);  Stone &
B | F AT len |23 A GO AT S £ Gronhaug(1993) ; Dowling &
EN . B TR RS ke Staelin (1994) ; Assael(1998)
24, A B CRLT AIFTA AT £ A S S ; Peter & Forsythe & Shi(2003)
(80 G AFEE S PRIE
WO TR |25 ARG AT EAT K Al £ 73 % | Dodds and  Monroe(1985)
e A it A ek ASE o A Rl R A Zeithaml(1988)
S | o @ TR |26 ARG AR £ T L erk
iG] A AR | A S B Ak et A
AR en | 27, AGuE PR AR E A S

P TER o

.\ﬁ’}% = i m‘_—f.’}frl}i'—”“‘
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431 AT R IFITRETR

()

# g .
o #FE3 TR 228 1P B
BORCREAYA |28 ARG HR AFTHHAE L A | Dodds and Monroe(1985)
e et | R BEw LR Zeithaml(1988)
o | e ® o5 B
W | kA HAE &
BT EHMED
T T
FREHRLL 29 bk T o A EERLY BT | Zeithaml(1988) 5 Dodds et al.
MR ZA &S| ARATEIATE 3 S B (1991)
Foae T s e 30 FAEE LI BT - Mg
R MER AIRTR R E A S
TR 3L TERE MR BAT R £
AP A A S
32 FREBREY S AIFTEBETE
A IPE AN - ER
T kR AT ER

34 FLR
341 5 %
AFTAED DL AFAEIPRY S

¥ g AT

xirrh)imp,z EVE LS A N L S E A ,};

LR AW REE A T RN RN L
R EST
B e R LHHD &

FORPFRTL D LR R
e iﬁﬁm,ﬂ YEIFR T
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3.4.2 = Rl& 7

AP AT SR EE R D AR FHRAE TR S %
FEROMLEATRY G YRR PR LA B A
BESRE o AT 2ZWRIFE L %407 FEEFETLAE RS
EEAEE A G s e ,ﬂ?:ﬁ@g NED - AN
e~ b 'e s R EE BE LA F 45 2 Cronbach’s o fi#fcs
B 5 0.7079 ~ 0.9033 ~ 0.7300 ~ 0.8205 ~ 0.8753 ~ 0.8129 ~ 0.7877 ~ 0.7744 >
% T#\i 2_ Cronbach’s o f:#cy 7 F 32k 2 %% & 0.6 (Guielford, 1965;
FHF, %89) FU AR E

343 BB EE
Bend B aEs FlE o ﬁﬁ%wiwéﬁvfkkmp&
BRI 2T E R AA I PR AIATH B iPhone 3G AT E Al £ ik

Lot EPRAEF A 5 LAEIEZ KPPk oo MY [ A N -1 S T N
( ! ¥

ﬂ‘k—ﬂ Yy AR

R E @%ﬁﬁwmm3G%%ﬂi%i%%Féﬁéi

R L

344 # *#cE

AFTHEPAIRERS E AR PR FLARHEE o IS
RE2 A ®98£2 7 18p 1 983 11p > £ A8 =3k #F%k %o
SRENEER SV FFF C3C A d )R B R AT gk
320 R E Aotk o S 38 60 TG kR S 5 282 6 0 f el ¥ St

=

88.125% -
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FoRA AT 2

AFTREwICE s AGd A1k E o BTRES LB EE B
et B KM SPSS 10.0 ki {F R B TRk A a4 0 £ LSS ABH
B AMOS 7.0 47 3 #0555 ¢ 2 4c B RE TR EA - W T LA

ot Ao

3.5.1 4k 33t (Descriptive Statistics )
B a3 E o T REER LT IORIRE A TR G
AEA 0 @ T AR F 2 fn s Ed S BE ROV ARR  RAFR R

T g o

3.5.2 %#MF% £+ (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA )
FRHEMFIF AT E ORGP HBE AL TS A
# fs £ £ ﬁd BB AR KA o i W h BB T 0 ket 2 B0 AL

TR AT F G CFA R B hadr w0 23

3]

- \Q\

24 As%M o BAN - BTV OEA(Flakic s A 94) o [HH kI M
FlER AT A RREFZ S HEEF L FOTRERFEHAT PR
REAHNERAR Y FRENSALTEF B3 EF
LA A7 L Hes P St o DR R N T R Rl A &k R
3 M T ZfFA)(Hairetal, 1998) ¢ &7 NI f onF L ¥R o HE Rk
FEREAATRT I (EF7ERLPEFPEES 095) 2737 F i
BERE

3.5.3 B4 42H 3" (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM)
BHOAES e A B RIS AT RRR RSBk



B ekl T2) 2 S (R B iz B enfd ) o AP 3 050 B < 1Ry
fz 3% (Maximum Likelihood, ML) % ¥t+75 S#cfz 3t £ i e R4 1%
K3z Pl P ST 7 BN R e R o

Hair etal. (1998) #B S e R4 BA 5 2 /6 ¢ 28 g
fie & | £ (Absolute Fit Measures ) ~ 3 {8 if fie & | £ (Incremental Fit
Measures ) % f§ X if fie & /P| £ (Parsimonious Fit Measures) ° /27 #-4 5
S B CR Aeif B R ER L T 1

B ERARE

BHPRERME > AF RERZREEHDFU ETED PR AT
ﬁiﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%°ﬂ$iﬁ%wﬁEmyé#ﬁ%ZZKMﬁmmyﬁ
PR RpF S e R 451 (Goodness-of-Fit Index, GFI) ~ i3 i {5 e
i e & 45 ¥ (Adjusted Goodness-of-Fit Index, AGFI) -~ 353 {37 £
(Root-Mean-Square Residual, RMR ) -~ 357 317 i1 3% (Root-Mean-Square
Error of Approximation, RMSEA )

% 32 B HERRPR EhtE
= dp ptRE

X n’ﬁgﬁ*] fﬁii P-value >0.05 > 4 %

n ﬁ“ﬁ%ﬁi;"ﬁ AR o X

A Aen EREFF T A

s
.ﬂﬁ‘w
>Q..

£ mgl CRLE L DE ) JC2) S

T iz e G A S AU iRk

: <3 R AR e R T R
#LEF;—%—» (Z / df)
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%32 SHEFEABEHFEE)

FE4p ip e
GFIiE /1 370-12. ’F 4#&-!"’!‘1%’ % T
i fe & 4p & (GFI) Host i e g 4% o GFIE > 0.9 0 A% 4R 3

i?rQ%ﬁﬁEJ°
HGFIp d A wih B o 51t > § AGFI
A200-12 > G33T1p > &7 5 4
ek g4 - AGFIE>0.9 » ik 5 & 7
Cadrgmp | o

WAL R ey R TioE 2 T
=+ 13 o RMR &R 38 5 B i 4 30-12
7> RMRE § -] » % 72w & 7
MELRRATHEZF LG LA
A5 0 ZRMRE <0.05 > 42 4R % 245 i fie
B o

% RMSEA <0.05 PF > 4 77 I 5" e

131 16 ehif e R 4p 1% (AGFI)

¥ 494 £ (RMR)

52§37 123 (RMSEA) i e B 24 5 FRMSEA <0.080% > B

LR BN iR T .

FHLKR AR R

2. HERFRRE
HOE g R R ER ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%&?ﬂﬁ%miﬁﬁﬁ‘“
Foo L H RIS £ BT o B R g iR (dr A 3.3) AT R R

4n £ (Normed fit index, NFI) ~ 2b- it 41 fie if & 1 & ( Non-Normed Fit Index,
TWH)‘”@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂwmmmeUMWiﬂ)~%§ﬁﬁ&ﬁ
& (Incremental Fit Index, IF1) ~ 4p ¥ fie & ip 1% (Relative Fit Index, RFI) o
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£33 HiegmrarEhik

GE i iﬁ B
NFL/ »20(4 7 % 27 i fe)-1(2 7 =
BRI Feif B 4 (NFD) D) B GRATIFF S AR
Fef 2 & B g4 > NFIE & 3009

* L TLI(Tacker-Lewis index) +  NNFI
BB 09 -

CFIiE ~ »30.9 » & & pL 558 7 1k fa

gt e & 4p iR (CFD) e °CFII/E'J;,@,J‘ ’ %«frﬁ?i“i&ﬁa/iﬁ 4
4 o

AT Feif & 454 (NNFI)

- BB ENFEptR» 0% k&1 % Fha
PRt m EBN G FyEpea oo
# & e B 4p i (IFD) IFI@& 4 *20-12 ¥ » IFT#E 4% ~ % 7 fo3
i feAR i o IFIE >0.9 0 &4 507
AR o

RFIE 4 #:0-12 % » RFIE § = pF > #

i

YA

FHAER g F>095 T RLHE
BRH =095 Bl 7 B g e B
HExE e

AP e R 4 B (RFD)

TR KR AT R

i e R P
HEogpRRrEldgd s R F R fpfERT » VT REF
Ritinde s $lBici P o BB h(rd 34) s RRFHUE R G R
4 & ( parsimonious normed fit index, PNFI ) ~ f§ % fiz if & ip ik ( parsimonious
goodness-of fit index, PGFI)
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% 3.4

5 i pe R R EhtE

FEE

;fp ’]‘%‘:‘f [z

i E oA fei &R dp i (PNFD

i ENFpthm k- 2 & A= B
LG AR R P RE MY
BB EgF 4 - &a 5 o PNFI
BEenZ B 20.06%0.092 FF » 7 ARAR 5
B FEF 2R AR5 e ? i
SOt P BRI LR B TR
- S PNFIE>0.51F 5 05" 4_F 3 iF
PFpe R ARE o

i 9 pei R 4518 (PGFI)

GFIgk v - i f§ %0t 8 ehdp i > PGFI
BATO-12Z B > HEAR S A om R
PR g ES g H9) o —4PGFI
E>0.5 AL 5 VL HEFR -

FA KR AT ORI
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Fry REASN
AR EALA B E B - F LA AT AT B FLRIE
I E L BRSNS S S LRAEBERKES  FTE

ES
AREBEIE AT s B S F AT Nk A {5 o

4.1 sit i suito 47

AEGRRFRAA AL T 0 A T RIS da i n] s BB
KTALR ~ BWFHRIR T e r B2 8 HA N AT o AT
@i LS 158 A 0 FHRIG 124 4 5 AEREBAG T 520
AT 4 83 452130 & F 105 4 23140 i 62 4 > 41-50 26 4 o
S1-60 i 6 4% 6L ALt $ 04 BESG > F4 4 150 4 > Faed
WEF 6L RE
BiEEH G 04 0 pd £ I8 4 > JRIBEF 3T A S KTAEE B 0 A
BARE Y () 127 4 o A B(H) I8 A o By ()M 3T A Sk
G H (5 ARy AR BE . E)F 206 4 0 2 4RRIG 76 4 ;T
2i 2@ 220,000 ~ 5 173 4 - 20,000~30,000 ~F 21 A o

3 18 4 > F ¥rF 42 4 ,ﬁﬁfng%ﬂﬁ 11 £ >

R

30,000~40,000 ~ 3 40 * »40,000~50,000 ~% 27 * »50,000 ~ 2+ 3 21

A o

241 AR ES xR ARTHE (0=282)

L) 5 wop | PO
g bl A (%)
R ’ (%)
g 124 44%
e
- 158 56%
# ¥ 20 et 83 29.4%
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41 ¢ 7otk A A AT (n=282) (%)

rpspy 5B gy | PEY
(%)
21-30 & 105 37.2%

31-40 % 62 22%

## 41-50 % 26 9.2%
51-60 # 6 2.1%

61 fhors 0 0%

g4 150 53.2%

e b 18 6.4%

ok 42 14.9%

B iRk ¥ 11 3.9%
TaE 6 2.1%

pdE 18 6.4%

PRFE ¥ 37 13.1%

RERESD 127 45%

T AER *H (L) 118 41.8%
(g )t 37 13.1%
Ef/(ﬁﬂ?r;%ﬁé?r‘ﬁﬁ?%-" 206 735

3 A )

e 4 76 27%

20,000 = 11 173 61.3%

20,000~30,000 =~ 21 7.4%

EFCLEESS 30,000~40,000 =~ 40 14.2%
40,000~50,000 =~ 27 9.6%

50,000 = 4+ 21 7.4%

FHLKR D AFEY R

4.2 RIE B AT
AEFMEAEN DT ET O PR A RENERYAGHE RS
e BB Bl o AR R BN EGEREM GETE 22w i
FEOREHN LT A HEDERETR(EF > R 96) °
£

B3 =@ > 4 & =45 Fornell and Larcker (1981)74% 4} e 78
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e :}ﬂ W kPR E G RERRNET P B4 G A& (construct reliability, CR)
27 X P 5 B #c(variance extracted, VE) o % s R(CR)E A ¥y RIE R
T RER > LT ﬁ‘;ﬁiﬂ e $8— 3R+ o Fornell and Larcker (1981)i 3%
CRIER 06111 > B RAREF > R4 7 R Lphap 8- RE4EF - CR
& % #icdp % #:17 Cronbach’s a & > 2 ﬂﬁl AR 0 F WA @/]?e,u o im &k
PR CRE 3T HH AT ERIRIRA > FI S B aEp >3 &
ERADEPFEENVE): T3 RIERAHFLRATERERLE E S
%] o Fornell and Larcker (1981)i= 3% VE &% & 5 :£ 0.5 2 + » = VE ﬁ B
|27 BERA G 47 40T R EJTapck o

EELEBEHCRCR % » AT P hEp TR CR E4
3 0.79~0.81 0 ¥ F > #7iE 3k 0.6 2 R F £ ? Cronbach’s a &+ % F 3 0.7
."zj’fia%i’ﬁ%%if‘; LR NS E¥R 8 (VE)? 5 0 2R
b I VE & > # i FIEEE 0.5 12 ¢ (dok 42)

Fl & BB (TS ﬁ]ﬁ“}i'w\z Zm o FRBRHESATEF B3 KA
427 nBs AN SRR i L R R EY S L Een P RETFZ L g
ErAREA 2R T I (@F7ELEFPHEES 095 (Hair et al.,

2

f—'— 2l 5 lr%‘zlj o X % F\ ~ (’I‘ ;ﬁj“
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342 PR R TIRA

TR BUIEP R
; o @ on o CR | VE | ai&
dprgprg | FIERE | REFR TE g4 (e)
feg (L)
P5 0.85%** g N.A. 0.72
wF L P6 0.83**x* 17.25*** 0.68 0.80 | 0.50 | 0.9091
P7 0.85%** 17.93*** 0.72
P8 0.87%** 18.59*** 0.75
P13 0.72%%%*9 N.A. 0.52
gy P14 0.76%** 13.37%** 0.57 020 | 050 | 0.8792
ENy K . ) )
il P15 0.78%%** 10.61*** 0.61
P16 0.86%** 12.20%%** 0.73
P21 0.88**%*g N.A. 0.77
i P22 0.95%%** 22.83*** 0.90
wf b % 0.79 | 0.50 | 0.8565
P23 0.77%%* 16.52%%* 0.59
P24 0.5 *** 0.4(Q%*** 0.26
N AR IE BT R | HRETFZ T i e FEL () CR | VE o iE
famg (L)
P1 0.77%%%*3 N.A. 0.59
) P2 0.86%** 14.68%** 0.74
«Fr'%f”ﬁ * 4 0.79 | 0.50 | 0.8264
P3 0.67%** 11.53%*** 0.45
P4 0.60%** 0 .8Q%*** 0.41
P9 0.63*** g N.A. 0.40
; P10 0.77%%* 0 83 *** 0.59
¥ ?’ “‘F‘T LY 0.81 | 0.53 | 0.7985
P11 0.73%%* 10.14%%* 0.53
P12 0.87%%** 10.35%** 0.54
P17 0.83%%*%*g N.A. 0.69
o P18 0.77%%* 13.09%** 0.59
75 Me 0.80 | 0.50 | 0.8392
P19 0.86%** 12.40%** 0.73
P20 0.70%** 11.00*** 0.51
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% 42 RIERA2L GR LK)
L %A BEAEP GR
- CR | VE | aiE
poargy | HIER it T & gL (e) =
g (L)
P25 0.86***a N.A. 0.74
R E P26 (0.88%** 16.01°%*** 0.78 0.79 | 0.50 | 0.8491
P27 0.64*** 11.46%** 0.41
P28 0.60*** 10.97%** 0.36
P29 0.59%**q N.A. 0.37
Y LB P30 0.67%** 12.14%** 0.46 0.79 | 0.50 | 0.8702
P31 0.91%** 11.66%*** 0.82
P32 087*** 11.50%** 0.75

e G AR R AR 3

g N N B -4 ﬂéﬁ%ﬁ\&&w»

o

FH AR AL ETE

n]»c & (Discriminant Validity ) #-7% 3 fEA & (FRIE » &H @ *
EPREFZ B EEEEAM AT P ARR & K o $295 Joreskog and
Sorbom(1993) & 1 * LB F K AL B FAPM AT HF RE 0 G HK
BL95% 3 E NS vl 96xIERE R RFES A S

z 1
P % 96) 0 d £ 43 Fhro LS

’ i~ T\
ERAFL G FuR 4%

REY ez 1 84 EHEa FE G & BPTR -
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# 43 M GHEFRT R %R B T

=y
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
]
o
1

’ﬁ # :r':’—
S 0376 1
3w 4 | (0.55:0.20)
o &
V¥ F 0.441 0336 1
R | (0.60:028) | (0.50:0.18)
ER - 0.289 0.174 0371 1
g | 049010) | 037:002) | (0550.19)
(s 0.459 0279 0.601 0.580 1
o | (0.64:028) | (0.46:0.10) | (0.80:0.42) | (0.82:0.34)
S 0273 0.055 0.195 0.006 0.308 1
Ba | (043:012) | (0.71:039) | (0.33:0.06) | (0.18;-0.17) | (0.46,0.15)
S 0.190 0235 0314 0.443 0347 0.021 1
B | (033:005) | (039:008) | (045:0.18) | (0.64:025) | (0.50:0.19) | (0.16:0.12)
MR 0212 0.258 0.408 0.604 0.518 -0.012 0491
LA | (037:006) | (041:0.10) | (056:025) | (0.86:0.35) | (0.71:0.32) | (0.13::0.15) | (0.67:031)
oy AdpAp b Rl (7 +1.96xHR Ry -1.96x R 2 3R -
S kR kg AT

SEM m%%ﬁ*{? VU PER S B OCFA BE5S o 2R1E 1Mt S 2 E B

B R0 - 407 3 CPA IR 03] ATt A5 R £ 01 2 5 951
2 B o BEA TR 2 B DT Fedp M R b PERE TS

AATY O RBRRASRIERET A § X ERELRADORE 0 A BL R
BRAFFT LT FLREIPER L
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o S A ] & 4 47 (FRad A 94) -
w1 %1% 4 17 (CFA)¥ # % - 1§ CFA 2 - 1¥ CFA - #73) — 1% CFA
EEFIZ 2R FApM G FISRM % TR B g e S T
@ = Fy CFA £4p B B FZ R L 5 - B AR xR BE > - 1F CFA 17
Fily Eraidds > bs - B-FFRE-HFIRSG LREHE 2R L
AR AR BHE G CHN ] FE- R R BRELEFIRE
N2 A -oMamHRBELEFR(RARART 2 T A B3 5
- AR RFEEFIR(FARRE MBS 5 4 5 RE
e SRR U L
LD H - TR - IR TR S o VMY AR 32
BRI 2 RB(rB AL 977 ) o 3V 20 - PSRBT E (BFARART 7 3
BARBOBCG o i fiste BTy i, o TR, TR HE
By~ TaApgRg  ~TiEsie ) ~ THERey rirr%if% B o~ TRE
BRRE, EABEALSA -3 BRESE FLRET L 2404 (R
4.1 #rm) o BN 3 - FARRE RN R R (BRI T  A) BESS o
RN 7 riff’“?’ﬁ gy Mg s s riﬁ’?fgﬁ,@)iJ REY )
Bfp o~ TEEHR )~ Tk~ ToffE, ~ Ty im, %
N BERARA 32 BRI REC D FARAT R AP (B 41 1T )e
i 2ot 3 A B AR BN R ARIER G c EApM 0 AT €
WA F 2 B ehfef R - 078 40 2 PSRELFIF 5 o s it d -
Fpentaeffy v b, ~ D v b, ~ TR g AR, ~ TARRF, -
"Ei e s T he ) ~ T RE,, fo- B2 TAE L
fries o 3ad 28 R R R E (Ao 4.1 1T ) e
%

AT IR 32 BRIE RIS BIFLRA REF TR L6
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HE A BRSBTSl R A 44 AT 0 b i 7
WE NG R ammg ¢ 20 G G4 X B8 pd R BCLE
5 )] 3 30 fie 4 HR(GFD) 3 0.9~ 18 I 15 ehif fie &t 43 HR(AGFID) % ¢ 0.9~
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