A Study of the Fiction Reading Fandom Behavior
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Abstract

Why can a book be on top bestseller list? What reading procedure
hypnotizes can a reader to get indulged in a pleasurable and fascinated
phenomenon? The present study, based on the flow theory, sets out to apply
phenomenology to construct a “Fiction Reading Fandom Modd.” Sampling
students from colleges in southern Taiwan, the purpose of this gudy is to
investigate how a reader interacts in the world of a text, stems one’s deep
feeling and emotion, and further, falls into the stage of fandom. The results
support “Fiction Reading Fandom Modd”. The node is a procedure of
transmission from input to output which is based on flow experience as a
mediator. Individual's cultural capital stocks are a preliminary stage before
entering flow experience which controls challenges of reading activities and
the feedback of capability interacting with text. Fandom is motivation of
reading which comes from enjoyment of flow experience. The results of
this study can serve as a useful reference for publishers to devel op marketing

strategies as well as their editing work.
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(predictive
validity) (concurrent validity) ( 2002)
6
1 6
6 5

Pearson Corrdation
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( 2000)
Pearson
Correlation ( 4.7 4.8 4.9
75 Churchill (1995)
r 0. 3
2 (r=0.227) 3 (r=0117)
1 (r =0.061)
4.2.2
1
Bourdieu (1983)
8 24 4.7
a 09043 0.9037 0.9603
0.9603



4.7

0.574
0.810
0.686
0.599
0.723 0.9043
0.764
0.851
0.826

0.653

0.682
0.762 0.9603

0.782 0.9037
0.632
0.853
0.802
0.802

0.638
0.647
0.431
0.791 0.8954
0.751
0.805
0.855
0.777

® NI |A|AWINIPIO N0 IWINIFPI0|INIO|0 WD

Csikszentmihalyi (1993)
Chen (1999)
36 4
4.8 a 0.8504 0.8784 0.4914
05668 0.8547 0.8683 0.8664 0.9098 0.6631 0.9628

A




4.8

0.723

0.826

0.715

0.684

0.8504

0.755

0.757

0.810

0.754

0.8784

0.741

-0.227

0.117

0.679

0.4914

0.061

0.809

0.552

0.768

0.5668

0.807

0.753

0.669

0.810

0.8547

0.767

0.686

0.737

0.725

0.8683

0.787

0.766

0.750

APIOINIPIMOINIPIAOINIEPIAWOIN PR WINIEPIRAWONIEA®OINE

0.845

0.8664

0.9628

0.825

NP

0.857




0.752

0.9098

0.823

0.749

0.398

30 1 2 0.511

0.6631

APlOINIPIAM®

0.521

Fiske (1989)

8 16 4.9
09136 0.9226 0.9512

4.9

0.809
0.748
0.658
0.682
0.821
0.799
0.752
0.720

0.9136

0.810
0.807
0.808
0.846
0.750
0.681

) | 0.708
XXX 0.770

O IN|O(OA W IN|IPO|NO|0MWIN|F

0.9226

0.9512




Young

4.10

0.9440

RP2

4.10

0.9184

0.814
0. 844
0. 857
0.880
0.815
0.849
0.822
0.808
0.808

0.9440

O N U~ WDNRPRIOONOOOMWDPRE

0.851
0.696
0.834
0.799
0.832
0.772
0.834
0.773

0.9184

4.3

97

(

2003)




2003)

431

0.10

(principa component analysis)

24

16

(loading)

24

Equamax

0.4

0.5



57.73% 0.8946
55.887% 0.8846 54.989
0.8700 0.9544
( 4.11)
411
Cronbach a
07 0.845
08 0.802
g gﬁg 461 57.73% 0.8946
02 0.774
05 0.756
o4 0673
01 0.593
KMO=090 Batlet = 169747 28 =000
07 0,624
06 0.807
08 0.791
05 0.750 4471 55.887% 0.8346
o4 0.732
02 0.730
03 0.728
01 0.595
KMO= 0908 Bartlett — 15271 28 —000
07 0.876
06 0.850
05 0.806
08 0.788 4.399 54,989 0.8700
04 0.774
02 0.712
01 0,601
03 0413
KMO= 0910 Bartlett = 15982 =28 =000
0.9544




432

1)
(
2003)
4.12
412
Cronbach a
04 857 2518 62.944 0.7944
02 .842
03 835
01 .614
KMO=0.774 Bartlett = 566.93 =6 =0.00
02 .835 2.736 68.402 0.8459
03 .833
04 831
01 .808
KMO=0.795 Bartlett =679.82 =6 =0.00
04 872 1.521 76.048 0.6846
01 872
KMO=0.500 Bartlett =131.88 =1 =0.00
02 .879 2.056 68.549 0.7662
03 814
04 .788
KMO=0.664 Bartlett =348.52 =3 =0.00
04 834 2.635 65.878 0.8261
02 817
01 .800
03 .795
KMO=0.809 Bartlett =584.93 =6 =0.00

100




0.6

101

03 .880 2.738 68.438 0.8456
01 .825
02 .813
04 .789
KMO=0.809 Bartlett = 686.89 =6 =0.00
04 .869 2.844 71.098 0.8636
03 .851
02 .851
01 .800
KMO=0.812 Bartlett =782.7 =6 =0.00
01 .879 2.986 74.643 0.8861
04 872
02 .864
03 841
KMO=0.838 Bartlett =907.84 =6 =0.00
03 .764 1.996 49.890 0.6595
01 .740
04 .716
02 594
KMO=0.688 Bartlett = 238.94 =6 =0.00
0.9699
(413
1
4
64.351%
09368 0.5091 Devalis (1991)




0.6

4.13
1 2
01 .854
04 831 194
04 797 .267
01 793 119
03 .788 .225
02 .783 216
01 764 223
02 729 .293
03 .708 .370
02 .846
03 .302 .697
04 414 469
58.11% 59.809%
0.9183 0.9252
0.9699 414
4,14
Cronbacha
04 0.822 5.811 58.11% 0.9183
( ) 01 0.811
01 0.779
02 0.776
04 0.768
02 0.766
03 0.759
02 0.746
03 0.717
01 0.667
KMO=0.907 Bartlett = 2563 =45 =0.00
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03 0.830 6.579 59.809 0.9252
( ) 01 0.801
03 0.799
01 0.793
03 0.791
02 0.783
04 0.766
02 0.765
04 0.743
02 0.722
01 0.705
KMO=0.943 Bartlett = 2896.5 =55 =0.00
01 0.854 5.797 64.351% 0.9368
( ) 04 0.831
04 0.797
01 0.793
03 0.788
02 0.783
01 0.764
02 0.729
03 0.708
02 0.846 1.925 0.5091
( ) 03 0.697
KMO=0.936 Bartlett =3057.4 =66 =0.00
0.9699
4.3.3
62.702 61.800
0.9139 0.9091 0.9419

4.15

103




4.15

Cronbacha

02 0.853 5.016 62.702 0.9139

01 0.824

05 0.818

08 0.816

03 0.798

07 0.765

06 0.747

04 0.704
KMO=0.892 Bartlett = 2096.3 =28 =0.00

12 0.878 4.944 61.800 0.9091

11 0.849

10 0.813

09 0.811

13 0.786

16 0.781

14 0.779

15 0.546
KMO=0.916 Bartlett =2027.1 =28 =0.00

0.9419
434
67.683% 0.9396
63.808% 09171 4.16

104




4.16

Cronbacha
01 811 6.091 67.683 0.9396
02 .849
03 .865
04 .860
05 797
06 812
07 .803
08 .810
09 794
KMO=0.933 Bartlett =2910.1 =36 =0.00
01 742 5.105 63.808 0.9171
02 .766
03 .828
04 792
05 .857
06 .818
07 .840
08 739
KMO=0.906 Bartlett =2193.9 =28 =0.00
435
4.17
24 24 24
36 33 02 03 30 02
01 03 04
9 9 9
16 16 16
8 8 8
93 90 3 87 3
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4.4

4.18

4.18

1.00

0.911**

1.00

0.826**

0.809**

1.00

0.351**

0.401**

0.331**

1.00

0.321**

0.367**

0.225**

0.779**

1.00

0.294**

0.358**

0.244**

0.734**

0.810**

1.00

0.327**

0.381**

0.303**

0.648**

0.737**

0.703**

1.00

0.341**

0.416**

0.294**

0.655**

0.762**

0.682**

0.817**

1.00

0.337**

0.397**

0.330**

0.564**

0.654**

0.577**

0.834**

0.825**

1.00

0.393**

0.467**

0.363**

0.687**

0.732**

0.671**

0.815**

0.804**

0.804**

1.00

0.364**

0.417**

0.293**

0.741**

0.813**

0.727**

0.790**

0.790**

0.734**

0.855**

1.00

0.357**

0.412**

0.324**

0.526**

0.579**

0.522**

0.599**

0.660**

0.615**

0.680**

0.666**

1.00

0.412**

0.458**

0.438**

0.610**

0.618**

0.584**

0.682+*

0.657**

0.643**

0.750**

0.725**

0.560**

1.00

0.430**

0.455**

0.507**

0.421**

0.383**

0.378**

0.451**

0.472**

0.514**

0.546**

0.481**

0.474**

0.718**

1.00

0.314**

0.340**

0.302**

0.532**

0.531**

0.482**

0.573**

0.555**

0.510**

0.599**

0.633**

0.423**

0.669**

0.504**

1.00

0.374**

0.407**

0.457**

0.388**

0.353**

0.351**

0.465**

0.423**

0.539**

0.527**

0.423**

0.440**

0.692**

0.742**

0.436**

1.00

4.5
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45.1

419 ~ 4.22 4.19
4.19
t-value

116 | 29.526 | 7.1681 1.7730
303 | 28.172 | 6.9270
116 | 29.534 | 7.2381 1.1900
303 | 28.587 | 7.3099
116 | 25.983 | 7.7605 | 0.087*
303 | 23.581 | 6.9558 | p=0.002

P<0.05

4.20

107




4.20

t-vaule
116 16.724 3.9045 -2.0290
303 17.551 3.6652 p=0.043
116 17.017 3.9209 -2.4820
303 18.003 3.5262 | p=0.013
116 8.3793 1.9810 -1.7210
303 8.7426 1.9154
116 11.802 2.9347 -.6230
303 12.003 2.9762
116 15.966 3.9781 -1.8470
303 16.779 4.0543
116 15.345 41872 -.3350
303 15.505 44401
116 16.466 3.7450 - 7040
303 16.779 4.1933
116 17.069 4.0037 -1.4590
303 17.710 4.0299
116 17.026 3.8323 .8370
303 16.710 3,3088
P<0.05
421
4.21 t
01 t-vaule
116 | 42.121 | 9.0891 -2.3110
303 | 44.297 | 8.4417 | p=0.021
116 | 43.112 | 10.500 -1.0060
303 | 44.287 | 10.776
116 | 33.534 | 7.5463 -1.1200
303 | 34.488 | 7.8975
P<0.05
(422
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4.22

t-vaule

116
303

27.190
26.937

7.8118
8.5984

.2760

116
303

26.552
23.208

8.3295
8.7443

3.5480
p=0.000

P<0.05

452

4.23

4.23

t-vaule

251
168

27.004
30.851

6.5766

7.0291 | p=0.000

-5.7080

251
168

27.143
31.399

6.9945

7.0005 | p=0.000

-6.1010

251
168

22.187
27.321

6.4244

7.3618 | p=0.000

-7.5570

P<0.05
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4.24

4.24

251
168

41.737 | 8.7847 | -5.8710
46.619 | 7.6321 | p=0.000

251
168

41.713 | 10.690 | -5.4340
47.321 | 9.8262 | p=0.000

251
168

32.462 | 7.8185 | -5.8710
36.857 | 7.0220 | p=0.000

P<0.05

4.25

4.25

Becker (1996)

t-value

251
168

24.279 | 7.5346 | -8.8710
31.083 | 7.9289 | p=0.000

251
168

21.761 | 7.9033 | -7.1830
27.679 | 8.7783 | p=0.000

P<0.05

453

4.26
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4.26

F
96 | 29.677 | 7.1488
211 | 28.081 | 6.6331 | 1.7290 .18
112 | 28.455 | 7.5276
419 | 28.547 | 7.0123
96 | 29.552 | 7.6156
211 | 28.682 | 6.9075 .5860 .56
112 | 28.563 | 7.7376
419 | 28.850 | 7.2938
96 | 24.833 | 7.5932
211 | 23.995 | 6.9669 4400 .64
112 | 24.214 | 7.5366
419 | 24.246 | 7.2583
P<0.05
4.27

(F=2.927, P=0.055 > 0.05)
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4.27

F
96 | 44.542 |8.7478 .8928 [1.1690 31
211 | 43.066 | 8.2083 .5651
112 | 44.152 | 9.4079 .8890
419 | 43.695 | 8.6698 .4235
96 | 46.021 |10.123 |1.0332 |2.9270 .055
211 | 42.877 |9.8248 .6764
112 | 44.241 | 12.444 |1.1758
419 [43.962 | 10.700 .5227
96 | 35.427 | 7.3781 .7530 |1.4960 .23
211 | 33.815 | 7.4245 5111
112 | 33.964 | 8.7672 .8284
419 | 34.224 | 7.8046 .3813
P<0.05
4.28

(F=3.6260, p=0.027)
scheffe

(F=6.4640, p=0.027)

112




4.28

F scheffe
96 | 28.104 | 8.3420 .8514 | 3.6260 | 0.027*
211 | 25.919 | 8.1823 5633
112 | 28.116 | 8.5832 .8110
419 | 27.007 | 8.3796 .4094
96 | 26.073 | 9.1136 .9302 | 6.4640 | 0.002*
211 | 22.654 | 8.2600 .5686 >
112 | 25.259 | 8.9168 .8426
419 | 24134 | 87507 4275
P<0.05 F
45.4
4.29
4.29
F
117 50.8547 14.1685 8531 0.000
88 56.7045 17.3994
113 52.6726 14.5562
37 52.6216 14.9469
42 40.5476 15.1548
8 50.6250 9.6056
14 34.3571 15.2598
419 51.1408 15.9415
P <0.05
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4.30

1-2 35
Hatter (1994)
4.30
F
1-2 35 54.4571 18.9478 18.488 0.000
35 25 62.0800 15.5266
53 57.5660 14.2458
55 61.1455 13.1465
68 52.2941 12.8215
30 49.7000 13.5116
2-3 153 42.5425 13.9326
419 51.1408 15.9415
P<0.05
4.6
( )

AMOS 4.0

114




4.6.1

431

() 9 @
(2 [ k2
.86 15
o ' oo ]
.45 73
@ - X 72 -
85
® [ e
.98
4.1
4.31
t
<-- 0511 0.054 9.415* 0.449
<-- 0.733 0.037 19.552* 0.723
<-- 0.169 0.042 4.051* 0.147
<-- 1.000 0.858
<-- 1.109 0.039 28.793* 0.951
<-- 1116 0.038 29.048* 0.957
<-- 1.000 0.976
<-- 0914 0.027 33.744* 0.893
<-- 0.875 0.03 29.455* 0.8%4
<-- 1.000 0.989
<-- 0.734 0044  16.774* 0.726
*p<0.05
46.2
AMOS 4.0
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N 92.644 (p<0.001)
Baogozz & Yi (1988)

GFI AGH NFI CFl RMR

RMSEA
4.32
SEM
x° (chi-square) 92.644
Sl ( ) <5 5.450
(GFI) >0.90 0.948
(N |:|) >0.90 0971
(CFI) >0.95 0.976
(RMR) <005 0.050
(RM SEA) <0.05 0.100
4.6.3
( 4.33)

(3=0.449 t-value=9.415, p<0.001) H1
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H2

(3=0.723, t-value=19.552, p<0.001) H2

E \

( 2003) 4.33
(=0.374, p<0.001 )
(3=0.147, p<0.001)

H3
4.33
<- 0.449 0.000
<- 0.723 0.000
<- 0.147 0.374

4.7
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(Chen, Wigand & Nilan, 1999;
Novak & Hoffman & Yung, 1998; 2001)

K (K-means) ( 4.34)
3 > 2 >1
4.34
1 147 .]0C
2 221 .)0C
3 51 0
419 .]0¢C 1 2 3
00O 6 0 8 8 . 116)]18
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1 77 . 0
2 212.|0C
3 130.]0C
419 .]0C 1 2 3
. 000 2 2 34 4 6 2
4.35
1] F
127210.178P 8 15901.272 36.564 .000
2924451.961 1 2924451.961 6724.690 .000
5143.594 2 2571.797 5.914 .003
54509.635 2 27254.818 62.672 .000
* 5585.428 4 1396.357 3.211 .013
178301.951 410 434.883
7836582.000 419
305512.129 418
a. alpha = .05
b.R = .416 ( R = .405)
4.36
Scheffe
95%
() Q) ()
1 2 -17.0049* | 2.2195 .000 | -22.46 | -11.55
3 -35.0064* | 3.3890 .000 | -43.33 | -26.68
2 1 17.0049* | 2.2195 .000 | 11.552 | 22.458
3 -18.0015* | 3.2396 .000 | -25.96 | -10.04
3 1 35.0064* | 3.3890 .000 | 26.681 | 43.332
2 18.0015* | 3.2396 .000 | 10.043 [ 25.960
*, .05
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Scheffe

95%
() () (-9
1 2 -17.1503* | 2.7747 .000 -23.97 -10.33
3 -44.5363* | 2.9988 .000 -51.90 -37.17
2 1 17.1503* | 2.7747 .000 | 10.334 | 23.967
3 -27.3860* | 2.3231 .000 -33.09 -21.68
3 1 44.5363* | 2.9988 .000 | 37.169 | 51.904
2 27.3860* | 2.3231 .000 | 21.679 | 33.093
*, .05
18
1 &.\E/
1 4 /
12 B _
/ [m]
10 o
8 a
4.2
F 435
F =5914 p=0.003)
(F =62.672 p<0.(1)1) (F
=3211 p=0.003)
(436

H4
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4.2

4.8

(Csikszentmihalyi, 1990)

121

2.1)

Bourdieu



HS

4.37)

4.37

9 2.

162.

126.

0 N
o O
— -

69.
419.

35.

25 .

13.

4.38
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Il
F
17641 8 2205.2 77.211 .000
16291° 8 2036.3 53.118 .000
45838 1 45838 1605.0 .000
42415 1 42415 1106.4 .000
4078.0 2 2039.0 71.393 .000
984.94 2 492.47 12.846 .000
1870.2 2 935.12 32.742 .000
5147.2 2 2573.6 67.132 .000
* 272.69 4 68.171 2.387 .051
77.066 4 19.266 .503 734
11710 410 28.560
15718 410 38.336
*kkkk 419
*kkkk 419
29351 418
32009 418
a. alpha = .05
b. R =.601 ( R = .593)
c. R =.509 ( R = .499)
4.39
Scheffe
95 %
(1) (J) (1
1 2 -7.5 .74 .0(q -9.4 -5
3 -15.* .77 .0q-17.]-13
2 1 7 . 5* . 74 .0(q 5. 9.
3 -8. 2% .57 .0q -9.7 -686.
3 1 15. 8 .77 .0q 13.9 17.
2 8 . 2% . 57 .00 6.8¢ 9
1 2 -5. 9 . 86 .0(¢ -8.0 -3.
3 -12.* . 89 .0q-14.{-10.
2 1 5. 9% . 86 .00 3. 8.
3 -6.8 . 66 .04 -7.9 -4.
3 1 12. 2 . 89 .0(q 10. 14.
2 6 . 3* . 66 . 0q¢ 4. 7.
* .05
4.40
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Scheffe

95%
0] Q) (-9)
1 2 -7.2191* | .5736 .000 |-8.6283 |-5.8099
3 -14.2702* | .7644 .000 | -16.15 | -12.39
2 1 7.2191*| .5736 .000 | 5.8099 | 8.6283
3 -7.0511* | .7488 .000 [-8.8907 |-5.2115
3 1 14.2702* | .7644 .000 | 12.392 | 16.148
2 7.0511*| .7488 .000 | 5.2115 | 8.8907
1 2 -9.0265* | .6646 .000 | -10.66 |-7.3939
3 -15.7042* | .8856 .000 | -17.88 | -13.53
2 1 9.0265* | .6646 .000 | 7.3939 | 10.659
3 -6.6777*| .8676 .000 |-8.8091 |-4.5463
3 1 15.7042* [ .8856 .000 | 13.529 | 17.880
2 6.6777*| .8676 .000 | 4.5463 | 8.8091
*, .05

40

301

20

10

4.3

40

30

20

10

4.4

o

\\
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( 437~ 4.40)

H5

4.3

4.4
D)

2
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4.9

( )
AMOS 4.0
49.1
Chen (1999) Novak & Hoffman & Yung (2000)
4.5 441

@ N, !

@2 ()

@ | 3

o2 " ]
.84 - .3.5 -
R

O® @

4.5

441

t

<-- 0.808 0.039 20.973* 0.842

126

OO




<-- 0.680 0.055 12.485* 0.659

<-- 0.332 0.050 6.634* 0.336
<-- 1.000 0.896
<-- 1.017 0.035 29.107* 0.911
<-- 1.023 0.035 29.467* 0.916
<-- 1.000 0.925
<-- 1.001 0.030 33.270* 0.926
<-- 0.608 0.047 13.028* 0.563
<-- 1.000 0.933
<-- 0.902 0.035 25.428* 0.842
<-- 0.926 0.034 27.048* 0.864
*P<0.05
4.9.2
4.42 v 149.427 (p<0.001)

Gl AGKF NF CFI RMR RMSEA

4.42
SEM
x* (chi-square) 149.427
Sl ( ) <5 6.226
(GFI) >0.90 0.926
(AGFI) >0.80 0.861
(NFI) >0.90 0.961
(CFI) >0.95 0.967
(RMR) <005 0.030
(RMSEA) | <005 0112

4.9.3
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H6
H7
H8
443
(3%=0.555, p<0.001) (3=0.336, p<0.001)
443
0.842 0.000
0.659 0.000
0.336 0.555
443
(3=0.842, p<0.001) H6 Chen (1999) Novak &

Hoffman & Yung (1998)

(R=0.659, p<0.001) H7

(Csikszentmihalyi, 1990) Chen (1999) Novak & Hoffman & Yung
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(1998)

4.43
(3=0.336, t-vaule=6.634)
H8 Csikszentmihalyi (1990)
H6  H7

H8
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5.1

«y
)
3) (HL H2 H3) @@
(H4) (5 (HS) (6)
(H6 H7 H8)
5.1.1
1 1 3
20-25
2
3.
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5.1.2
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5.1.3

( HI
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Cskszentmihalyi
1990

(  HY
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