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A Study of the Reading Flow Experiences on
Publishing Marketing Strategy

Hui-Cuien U™  Yen-Yi Chung™

Abstract
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auseful reference for publishers soadevel op m

well as their editing worKk.
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(Pine & Gil more, 1999)

(text)

(Gadamer, 1960)

Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

Csi kszentmi hal yi

(fl ow)

(Webster & Martocchio, 199
Webster, Trevino & Ryan, 1993; Csi kszent mi ha
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1998 2000 Chen et al ., 1999)
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Shannon & Weaver (1949)



Watson (1919) & Hull (1943)
(encode) (decode)
( Goodman, 1967 Hull, 1943 Rayner & P

1989 Reichle, 1998 Watson, 1919)

(performance)

Radway (1987)
Smithton

(Gadamer, 1960 | ser, 1978 J
1982)
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(Fish , 1980)

Jaugs982)

(FIl ow Experiance)
1975 Csi kszentmi halyi

(Csi kszentmi halyi, 1975) Csi kszent mi

(skill) (chall enge)

(Csi kszentmi hal yi

& Csi kszentmi halyi, 1988; Csi kszentmihalyi
(autotelic)
! Jauss  Gadamer |'ser (Constance School)
Gadamer
Gadamer hermeneutic

circle
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(Csi kszentmi hal yi

& Csi kszentmi halyi,
1

Csikszentmihalyi
(2975)

Privette &
Bundrick (1987)

Csikszentmihalyi
(1988)

Massmini & Carli
(1988)

Csikszentmihalyi
& LeFevre (1989)

Ryan (1993)

Ghani, Supnick & 1

Rooney (1991)

Trevino & Webster

(1992)

Webster, Trevino & 1 2. 3

Eillis, Voelkl &
Morris (1994)

1988)
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Novak & Hoffman 1.
(1997) 2.

Csikszentmi halyi (1975)
1 (A2)
(A3)
(A1) (A4)

A
A3
A
\ \ 4
AN P I———— >A2
1 Csikszentmi halyi, 1975

Csi kszentmi hal yi
(Csi kszenmi halyi, 1990,

Jackson & Csi kszentmihalyi, 1999; Jackson &
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uous feedback)
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(Chen, Wigand & Nilan, 1999; Csi kszer
Trevino & Webster, 1992)
Csikszentmihalyi (1990)

1. 2. 3.

4 . 5. 6 . 7.
8 . Novak, Hof f man &Yung (2000)

(anteccdent conditions) 1 2

(characteri st3i ds)h (consequences of
experiencef 7 8 Chen (1999)

1. (antecedent s)

2. (experience)

3. (effects)

Csi kszentmi hal yi Novak Chen

2
Novak, Hoffman &Yung | Chen, Wigand & Nilan

(Csikszentmihalyi, 1993) (2000) (1999)
1.
2.
3.
4 .
5.
6 .
7.
8.

2000 10
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Csikszentmi halyi & Moneta (1996)

Becker

(Becker, 1996)
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Novak Hoffman & Yung (2000) Chen,

(1999) ( )

1. ( )

Wi
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(1)

(Jauss, 1982)

( Goodman

1996)
( 1995)
(2) ( )
(Csikszentmihalyi, 1990)
2 ( )

( 2001)

(psychicentropy)

(l'ser, 1978)



92

(1)
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(1)

( )

( )

(1908)

Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

( 2001)

Rol and Barthes (1975)
(pl easuer)

Chen,

Wi gand & Nilan (1999)

l ngarden (1973)
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(2)

Csi kszentmi hal yi

( 3) Csi kszentmi halyi
Net and Book
20-28
89. 7%
19. 3%
and Book 2001 No.1 60)
20

Csi kszentmi hal yi

(1990)

(1990)

( Net

(1994)

(109
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Eri kson (1980)

(psychosoci al

Net

(1999)

mor ator i um)

(Csi kszentmihalyi, 1990)

and Book

20

62 %

4 . .5

Csikszentmi halyi (1993) C

Jackson (1996)

Hof f man & Novak (1999)
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Hof f man & Novak (1999)

2)

( 9292)
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Novak & Hof f man (1997) Chan, Wigand & N



Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

( 3) (H1 ~ H3)
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(Trevino &
Webster, 1992 Novak & Hoffman, 1997 Chan, Wi
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Webster, 1992) (Novak & Hof fman, 1996 Ch
1999) ( 2001 2002 2002)
(Jackson & Marsh, 1996)
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(1) ( )
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Jackson &
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(2002)
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[\NRY
~—

(2001)

B.
Hof f man & Novak (1996)
Webster, Trevino & Ryan (1993)
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(2002)
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Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

A.
Trevino &Webster (1992)

(2001)

(2001)
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(2002)

Csi kszentmi halyi (1990)
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(I ngarden, 1973)
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2002
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(Csi kszentmihalyi, 1990)
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Jackson & Ekl und
(2002)
Jackson & Ekl und
(2002)
Csi kszent mi hal yi
1990
Novak et|al .,
(2000)
C.
Csikszentmi halyi (1990)
11 —
(2001)
Novak|et
al ., (R000)
30 Novak|et
2 al ., (R00O)
Novak|et
al ., (R00O)
( 3 11) 36
Likert 6 6
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50

SPSS 10.
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2 040
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L 1

4

(Structure Equati on Mo

SEM) ( 3) AMOS (Analysis of |
Structure) ( 2003)

(confirmatory factor anal

(I'ndex of Goodness of Fit) (Modi fied I

12
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12 SEM
SEM (fit indice
X 2 (chi-squarje) Bagozzi & Yi
(1988)
X 2/ df ( )< 5 Bagozzi & Yi
(1988)
( GF1) > 0 Bagozzi & i
' (1988)
(AGFI1 ), 0 Bagozzi & Yi
(1988)
O Bentler & Bonett
' (1980)
(CFI) 1 L o 4 Bentler & Bonett
" (1980)
( RMR) Bagozzi & Yi
< 0. (1988)
< 0. Browne & Cudeck
( RMSEA) ' (1993)
2040 4 20
650 47 4
4109 64. 4%
(1) (2)

(3)

55



107

13
(41D) %
116 27. 7%
303 72.3%
19 44 10.5%
20-24 291 69.5%
25-29 67 16.0%
30 17 4.1%
13 3.1%
165 39.4%
119 28.4%
88 21.0%
34 8.1%
96 22.9%
211 50.4%
112 26.7%
(1)
4109 116 (27.7%)
(72. 3%) 1 3
2001
(Nat & Book 2001)
19. 1% 12. 5%)
2002 10 ( 2003)
( 17. 8% 11. 4%)
(2)
419 20-24
30
( 2001 Net and Book

303
(
25-29

2001)
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(3)
3.1%
(4)
14
52 12 27 4 96
41 105 35 25 211
7 72 2 26 5 112
13 165 119 88 34 419
15
15
26 91 117
%| 6.2% 21.7% 27.9%
27 61 88
% | 6.4% 14.6% 21.0%
18 95 113
%| 4.3% 22.7% 27.0%
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19 18 37
% 4.5% 4.3% 8.8%
19 23 42
% 4.5% 5.5% 10.0%
2 6 8
% 5% 1.4% 1.9%
5 9 14
% 1.2% 2.1% 3.3%
116 303 419
% | 27.7% 72.3% 100.0%
16 2- 3
(F=1.05®,5 p=00..05)
(F=6.95, p=0.009 < 0.05)
16
1.9 14 21 35
% 3.3% 5.0% 8.4%
3.5 5 20 25
% 1.2% 4.8% 6.0%
10 43 53
% 2.4% 10.3% 12.6%
2 22 33 55
% 5.3% 7.9% 13.1%
1 17 51 68
% 4.1% 12.2% 16.2%
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7 %

5 13 17 30
% 3.1% 4.1% 7.2%
5. 3 35 118 153
% 8.4% 28.2% 36.5%
116 303 419
% | 27.7% 72.3% | 100.0%
17
F
116 3.03 1.68 6.953 0.009
303 2.59 1.50
419 271 1.56
116 4.74 2.04 1.056 0.305
303 4.97 2.00
419 4.90 2.01
P<0. 05
k
18
18
66 51 117
% 26.3% 30.4% 27.9%
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46 42 88
% 18.3% 25.0% 21.0%
71 42 113
% 28.3% 25.0% 27.0%
19 18 37
% 7.6% 10.7% 8.8%
34 8 42
% 13.5% 4.8% 10.0%
3 5 8
% 1.2% 3.0% 1.9%
12 2 14
% 4.8% 1.2% 3.3%
251 168 419
% 100% 100% 100.0%
=17.560 =6 p=0.007
(content validity)

(Cooper & Emory, 1995)
(1)
(2)
23

(3)
50

125



112

2 (criterion-relatedvalidity)

4
Pearson Correl ati on

3
( 2000)
Pearson Correlation
( 19) 75
Churchill (1995) r 0.3
2 (r =-0.227) 3 (r
= 0.117) 1 (r = 0.061)
Csikszentmi halyi (1993)
Chen (1999)
4 36 18
a 0.85 0.88 0.485005B700. ®L 66
0. 96 2 3 1
0.7

19

1. 0.723
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0.723

0.826

0.684

0.85

0.755

0.757

0.810

0.754

0.88

0.741

-0.227

0.117

0.679

0.49

0.061

0.809

0.552

0.768

0.57

0.807

0.753

0.669

0.810

0.86

0.767

0.686

0.737

0.725

0.87

0.787

0.766

0.750

0.845

0.87

0.825

0.857

0.752

0.823

0.91

0.9628

0.749

0.398

30

0.511

AIWINRFP|IRWINEFPIRWONERPRWONRERPRPRWONREPRWOINREP[RARWOINIRP[RARWOIN|RPPMDO(PF

0.521
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(principal
rotation)

(cross validation)

component

(419

)

anal ysi s)

33
( 2003)
1.
2. (Il oadi ng) 0. 4
3.
0.10
4 . 0.5
( 2003)
0.7
0. 97
20)
20
Cronba
04 .857 2518 62.944 0.79
02 .842
03 .835
01 .614
KMO= 0.774 Bartlett 566. 93 =6
02 .835 2.736 68.402 0.85
03 .833
.831

ch
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04 .808
01
KMO= 0. 795 Bartlett = 679.82 =
04 872 1521 76.048 0.68
01 872
KMO=0.500 Bartlett =131. 88 =1
02 .879 2.056 68.549 0.77
03 814
.788
KMO= 0.664 Bartlett =348.52 =
.834 2.635 65.878 0.83
02 817
01 .800
03 .795
KMO=0.809 Bartlett = 584. 93 =
03 .880 2.738 68.438 0.85
01 .825
02 813
.789
KMO= 0.809 Bartlett = 686. 89 =
.869 2.844 71.098 0.86
03 .851
02 .851
o1 .800
KMO= 0.812 Bartlett = 782.7 = 6
01 .879 2.986 74.643 0.89
04 872
02 .864
03 841
KMO= 0. 838 Bartlett = 907. 84 =
03 764 1.996 49,890 0.66
o1 .740
04 716
02 594
KMO=0.688 Bartlett = 238.94 =

.97
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21

21

1.00

0.779** 1.00

0.734** 0.810** 1.00

0.648** 0.737** 0.703** 1.00

0.655** 0.762** 0.682** 0.817** 1.00

0.564** 0.654** 0.577** 0.834** 0.825** 1.00

0.687** 0.732** 0.671** 0.815** 0.804** 0.804** 1.00

0.741** 0.813** 0.727** 0.790** 0.790** 0.734** 0.855** 1.00
0.526** 0.579** 0.522** 0.599** 0.660** 0.615** 0.680** 0.666** 1.00

( 22)
22 t
t
116 42121 9.0891 | -2.3110*
303 44.297 8.4417
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
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23

2 3 t
t
251 | 41.737 8.7847 | -5.8710*
168 | 46.619 7.6321
251 | 41.713 10.690 | -5.4340*
168 | 47.321 9.8262
251 | 32.462 7.8185 |-5.8710*
168 | 36.857 7.0220
* P<0O0. 05
24
(F=2.927, P=0.055
05)
24
F P
96 44542 | 8.7478 | 7.1690 | 0.31
211 | 43.066 | 8.2083
112 | 44.152 | 9.4078
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419 | 43.695 | 8.6698
9% | 46.021 | 10.123 | 2.9270 | 0.055
211 | 42.877 | 9.8248
112 | 44.241 | 12.444
419 | 43.962 | 10.700
96 | 35427 | 7.3781 | 14960 | 0.23
211 | 33.815 | 7.4245
112 | 33.964 | 8.7672
419 | 34.224 | 7.8046
p<0.05

AMOS 4.0

Chen (1999) Novak & Hof fman & Yung ( 2
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25

t A
<- - 0.039 20.973* 0.842
<- - 0.055 12.485* 0.659
<- - 0.050 6.634* 0.336
<- - 0.896
<. - 0.035 29.107* 0.911
<- - 0.035 29.467* 0.916
<- - 0.925
<. - 0.030 33.270* 0.926
<. - 0.047 13.028* 0.563
<- - 0.933
<- - 0.035 25.428* 0.842
<- - 0.034 27.048* 0.864
*P<0.001
2 6 X 2 149.427 (p<0.001)

Gl AGFI NFI CFI RMR RMSEA

26
SEM

X 2 (chi-square) 149.427
X 2/df ( ) <5 6.226
(GF1l) > 0.90 0.926
(AGFI1|) >080 0.861

(NF1) >0.90 0.961

(CF1) >0.95 0.967

( RMR) <0.05 0.030

( RMSEHA)0.05 0.112
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25
(p<0.001)

A (0.93)

(0.92) (0.91) (0.90)
(0.92) (0.93)
H1
H2
H3
27 (B

=0.555, p<0.001) (B=0.336, p<0.001)
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27

<- - 0.842 0.000
<- - 0.659 0.000
<- - 0.336 0.555

27
=0. 842,
=0. 659,
1990)

H3

p<0.001)

p<0.001)

Chen (1999)

27

(Bp=0.336,

H1

H1

H2

(B
Chen (1999))Novak &H

(B

(Csi kszentmi hal yi,

Novak & Hof f man & Yung (

t-vaul e=6.634)
Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

H2

H8
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(1) (2)

(3)

(4) (H1 H2 H3)

1. 1 3
20-25
2.
3.
4
4 36
33 a 0.7

(419 )
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Csikszentmi halyi (1990)

( H3)

2004)
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Csi kszentmi hal yi 1990

Csikszentmi halyi 1990

Csikszentmi halyi 1990

1993
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