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— An Example of ASUS Notebook
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National Chiao Tung University
ABSTRACT

The development of the notebook computers are gradually diversified, artificial
intellectual and slight. NB manufacturers (e.g. this study, ASUS for example) must
possess strong design capabilities, and create new functionalities to meet user’s needs
immediately. In addition to that, they also provide high quality after-sales service and
brand attitude to establish reputation and customer loyalty, which are the competitive
advantages in the market place.

In the past, manufacturing.companies had little experience with, or few interests in
providing service; they tended to view the provision of services as merely an adjunct to
or extension of the industry. However, times have changed. The emergence of service
engineering has been accompanied by higher expectations on the part of consumers. For
the manufacturing companies, servitization is obviously the way to go be. Manufacturing
companies have to focus on innovation if they were to keep pace with the transformation
that is taking place in the manufacturing sector and succeed in creating value from

services.

In the view of that, this research takes the 251 ASUS portable users as the object, the
questionnaires are the tool carries on investigate. Specifically, the data was analyzed by
SPSS and AMOS, through descriptive analyses and structural equation modeling (SEM).

The results show after-sales service quality has a positive significant impact on
relationship quality. The effects of relationship quality which is constructed by trust,
satisfaction and commitment have a significant symbiotic relationship with customer
loyalty. Meanwhile, after-sales service quality contributes to improving customer loyalty
directly. Moreover, relationship quality plays a critical mediator role between after-sales
service quality and customer loyalty.

Key words: after-sales service, service quality, relationship quality, customer loyalty,
structural equation modeling, item parceling
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= ”ﬁ—“‘ FNTH I BT (gap) SR FFIRACLFE 0 NP PRI
W‘Ffr”/é‘ B AR 0 2 B)2-1 -
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FRAEPH S SEFRONT Bar NEFIRBETON AL Sear
o AIRFRFE £ Bl & w?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%?&lﬁm%ﬁ’ﬂbgmﬁi
LRB G IR A LR 2 YT R

I AT R RBP4

(1) #c- "FEFRBFLRPRLIEEN L Wﬁﬁ%@ro
FRzZ»*.q‘:mg,_ ﬁ‘#’ﬁ./sz Eif‘l'ﬁﬁlﬁ; ﬂ?’-ﬁ ?‘i"'ﬁ'ﬁfgvfﬁ

R IERRE S B3 LT g R L ,q‘\,ruz s e A0
Bpias i FH A 6 RIIRILR K Fpt phah o i S IR E
TR IR R S ) s W Jﬁﬁﬁmﬁm?mmwO
@) #v = FRFCRINPMED LR EE 2P T HIRBE TR
AR EREAIRBEFTLFenp v
35 IR £ e T B AR o df P R WA ot d 2N T R
“%*ﬁiq%’@ WOk 2 R P AR B R
PR & AL o
() #v= I RBEFTLFER EOARB2L Fenbr o
RirByEiEAe? o d AR 1 Fakend B LR BR
I s AT FF O R G end 2 B

o
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(@) #rw BEPPRIEE G BRI I (h%y BER L WPHE
PE) 2 Fehsko o

RA&H T e gl B PR LRI en o« o R L R
TEEE DR R 0§ PRAR N INE E E fodk PR - RPF a3 4
venAdd o FPL EE AHPREER L 2 T ENEA AR F K
WEER &R “’"«ﬂ s sl

5) #v I EEHRBAPE B TR AIRBEF L LIE -

Lok op YRR B ¥HPRARE Y B Av R AR B en A BB 7% L Parasuraman
Zeithaml 2 Berry (1985) 7 € & (HpRIF5H 0 4 B L3040 PRIAAZ 1B
WP g £ AR R U R LR URBRT G RS
TR MRy anier2 £ ki 292 PIRB R X AQBH P F ohfe

B o
v A7k R
i .
* A5 2B 7 PR s <
Fo==-=--=-== > <
' A 2
) —:}#‘\TI 1
! v
5 W ESa e R <
: » R
ECRu PRF% 18 vE € - - - P *L//T;K}?i'm
- (¢ 4285 18) , i f" ‘\
: A N A% T
! kv 0
PR ! 4
i | FRE Mo
* ! LN
% | . i
1 /J‘FE_ |
I " v
b o PEFHELY IR

B 2-1 PZB PRA* & 75 B

F AL %k © Parsuraman, Zeithaml and Berry (1985), ”A conceptual Model of Service Quality and
Its Implications for Future Research” , Journal of Marketing, 49(4), p.44.
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2.1.4 SERVQUAL & %
PZB= T:‘:?—}‘q" 1985# #% 1 et f[;p}iﬁg.}%ﬂ#a AP PGE T £ Fep
TEABE CREERRURENF CEISEHF AR BT E
PRAZ S > R IOTH AL > X d 2005 P P F B X BT AE FIRB R
R AHE o B AMEHEFIRIAES O YRR AR S SR
WL B AR ARG LA s F)Pt 0 ST1988E Bt B G e 1Y
B A% FlF A4 58 FRDE S AEE R R AR R GT
B 7% SHHES & - - - BAE% SERVQUALE 4 - H 4G & B 5§ )1
(tangibles )~ ¥ 34 (reliability )~ w /& 14( responsiveness )~ % #+ (assurance )
12 2 (empathy) > & 5 LS BER4eT £ 239055 5 g0 0 A 24T
HSERVQUAL £ # = - = B 4E3F
4 2-3 SREVQUAL # 42
Parasuraman et al. (1985,p48 ) Parasuraman et al. (1988,p23)
- B R I B
He o ok Ho &k
7 A LRI T A RN & ESE L
( Tangibles ) 3~ $ B JRAR e B2k ( Tangibles.) PRF*e1 B2 1A
Wi A RBRAE . LR eikEE
G %2 PRI K TOD AT T P IRAEE T L ALY
(Reliability) | & 3 w0 4 47 bRz (Reliability) | 7 44 # 7 JRALK 2%
Zoig t e g4
el PRFEA R R E4 R £ e v R PRFE A B RTE4RE £ e
(Responsiveness ) B R R PR PRI (Responsiveness ) | &, Ff % $% i -if PR
i 4 o iy 4
[ VR e LRELTEEEE -7 L
( Credibility ) B35 75 % o PRI A R SR chiie
"""" TN TR e T 8 R
(Courtesy) | »» ;o3 4 B o g (7% AR E
_______ giﬁﬂ’ﬁa‘%t—"—%iﬁgbf (assurance) Hign 4 e
(Competence ) SRk PR AR A 4 o
o a x| AMEAY AR R
(Security) B R
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% 2-3 SREVQUAL £ # 2 4.6 (§)

RO |RETREEL A
(Access) PR FE o

. e fe 3244 e ae o )
v BREEARR O X FEREEM 2 B A
AL i e | Cempathy)
(Communication) | £ #u & A E EE ~ I i epRGE o
BB fE o
TR 4 IR 3 AR
(Understanding / | o o %
ET)= o
Knowing the Fng
Customers )
% 2-4 SREVQUAL # % | £ 317%
o BIE£3E P (item)
e 1. R2 AR R
( Tangibles ) 2. BRESFT RO Ee 5 A
R O S
4535 7 A PR M R R 3
R S5 P P RNk ) g 2 RS
(Reliability ) 6+ § 18 I BRRRE b de Fy B Fgs e iRk
TR T B m -k R L PR AR
8. T Re 7 g E A R 3k BRI
9. it AR HREtT A
L/ Y e 10. 2R 77 € RPLAEE > PRIFP PR 4>
(Responsiveness ) Il 27 @i 1 @2 TG 5 FIRIE
12 @R PR 1 T3 SRS AEE
13. iz f @ 1§ Fli b d 23 RE R i § IR
14 GF2 Pl 1 e B E R =
i 15, BRF LR 7 8# % 2
(assurance ) 16. &7 @l T HE G AR
17. @ PRI BE ST § 2 ELRAFLIT
18. iz F A LGB KPR
e 12 4 19. 2 f @R 1 7 0 BB Bk R
(empathy ) 20. FF2 727 g e i
21, 2R P I A e BiE BB e s
2. R P IE ERFFALBERELT T R

F 4% % ik Parasuraman~Zeithaml& Berry, SERVQUAL: A Multiple-Item Scale for Measuring Consumer
Perceptions of Service Quality”, Journal of Retailing, 64 (1) , pp.12-40, 1988.
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2.1.5

SERVPERF £ 4 (E#$>2R#5°  RBEF= jnwifn)

SERVPERF £ # @ 3 £.d **PZB T8 ¥ JR7% | &2 TinswpRar | B en
ZEERGTE 822X PZB= 8 K p 1985~ 1988311996# # it 77 - % 7|
EHEEEIRBE TN Y 0 B0 A5 0 RRIRBETHEL B
PR HEIRRE > Lt R TR XIS F F DR
2 B A RIS A e R 0 514 300 & ¥ HSERVQUAL £ 4 <75
HlegiE o BERAT LS.

Carman (1990) % Fia 5 &% al2Hh P &9 43 150 L fd L ek
& PRAF & F e 34 e Carman & ¥ SERVQUAL:E 7§ T {8 I T
Jio* SERVQUAL *tH 4 JRix £ P> 2 LR N % 'rma_#g A= Lo
RIEFE D A= 28 7977 IRIFE TR R SIRIESF » ¥ 325 SERVQUAL

BLAOP BN T R BELTR (RLA WL ERTA ARG EY
$E AR IR B sENIBER e Y RARZ (5 AL 3 L Pk
Fag endlp ¥ o Flpt a2 ik SERVQUAL R P chf mv % 3 A7 P IRIZE @
B

Cronin and Taylor (1992) $RB<2 ) g amivRar iv 5 g PRAE
SR et 3N e Ak I eSERVPERF £ £ “T,Ea}_ 7 SEHEG o Lo
3 19 41392 SERVQUAL AT 1> S48 3% v/ .27 PZB & 1988 % 7 I crjRi% A
¥ 5 o u|§ 4247 (banking)» 5 Pt (pest control )~ §z 3% & (dry cleaning)

i# 8k (fastfood) {79 #F” % ° Teas (1993 ) 7~ 3u i SERVQUALE
E R AT R BRI ER 0 Fh r}ai@gﬁ:uﬁwgﬁfrm,w%ﬁg%m
AR o &t A7 7 #Cronin and Taylor (1992) > #t3#% I} enSERPERF#-
FUEREFRHREIERESL GuA) BAITL Bip 0 B THEEHRE &
PRAR SR b iR A

# 2-5 SERPERF & Non-Difference FRi% & 5 & #

g —‘ﬁ g [ S P

Cronin 1992 REE i * PRIFZ (S v A p Eehid st 3 ang)
&Taylor SRR

b

S TR R o mE EHEY o g
TSERPERF iz B 5 sz & g lﬁ”"? SERVQUAL -

Brown, 1993 1 £ B anerg 58 (Non- leference) v iERE
Churchill & #%‘rf}f )?;F‘ Zow PP IuATIR AR Y PR AR —i‘q" 2%
Peter BE kLR RIS ST R 4 1
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2.2
2.2.1

M %% % (Relationship Quality)
M %5 F ek

A Berry>t 1983 % #% 11 B % {7 4 (Relationship Marketing ) e 4 2 % »
BT AV IT20E RN N G FAF A Y TR RN F 0 F OB B
Fr{Ad5EBRE 752l -PEaLigsgx (Gruen,1995)°

Berry (1983) $#H 74 cha s 5 [ £ 95 CAE 2L 5 — B biren

i 4 iﬁ@ﬁ&%ﬁ@%@%??’ﬁ%@%%@“*ﬁ“fﬁﬁ’f
MEEQFEHOFEM G M7 TR ELBERELEARE o
PR R ER B MR S ﬁi&—m@%%%mm$ﬁ$
EoM R A VRO ER GBS

Fet o TR G R GEH F R ko s > %P8 B AR
Bz TEPT B2 MG 3 FANTEF R B ol k2
R q\d\ﬂfré\x b A A o

= “3)"}

B b ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁfé*ﬁﬁwﬁ@%%ﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁ’
i gmia°zﬁ*fiﬂﬂmﬁ*”% ?%“‘ﬁ%ﬁ‘&
A5 ¢

BREEEIFE SRR B RR IR GR X TR B FE T
E ,,'E'_ ’é]‘ 1o 1?’3\1\ éﬂ';@ ﬁg‘_ A ilt * 1z '% v\ﬂP |-§ ‘I mFRZ}Fg ’ le%éz EE?F;}' #E
He (B adAr Al TLRFIREL LE o é%éim?é‘bri

(Crosby, Evans, and Cowles, 1990) ;" 24+ cff % 55 # 12 %% i< 7 fg 2 2
¢ B EH A KI5 & Hipd (Anticipation of Future Interaction ) °

T Bé f,’fﬁr‘%ﬁ;fu_'rﬁ#i,é; % Crosby etal. 1990 # er:ig — #2287 @ b2 €48
HRGZE LA R AL 2RO BT A ARBE vl ¥
b- FHIREGRE NPT PR SRR A A RS EFH LA
B XIIM ST EER S o

Crosby * HM S F R MG TIdF Il B8 Tes
IR EHL 0 F R EMM o &uaﬁiﬁfﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬁ&»a

PR FREDYIVESE I AH Ao c FELAAH TP RPE
PR s o

Dwyer, Schurr and Oh (1987) # 1 > 24Fehbf 2 FEZ BL A B A&
BiE s 2P &S] Y a- f84 R Lagace ~ Dahlstrom & Gassenheimer
(1991) d At g g BT G FL)fp fHd s ot
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2% & 0 & 5 Hennig-Thuau and Klee (1997 ) 325 B % 5 F 2% A £ 5§
R B ek AR ST AL ST AHNE S TR LT L R
TEAEpRFER o™ 2

%2-6 :

% 2-6 Fﬁﬁ%?hi%ﬁ%

g% A M &1 ek

Crosby et. al 1990 B Agd 48X Behin 4 KRR AEE
ek e FEEt o AR E A L AR hi
RRIIGE a2 bERY RIBIL 0 Flit
2 EF g R TR N R A ken
LR TN SR

Lagace,Dahlstrom 1991 d A€ ST E gl f A MG TN E

& Gassenheimer ko - W ST e W A s £ KA

Hennig-Thuau & 1997 e ihE T EBRIAEG RO R Aok

Klee At i AR o

Smith 1998 M7 3Lt o M i 7 F o
LR 2 et T R R R
PO MRETEA- B AT MRS
% [+ #= (High-order construct ) ©

Garbarino & 1999 s BTG B T R R E 4y

Johnson

B PEEES SRS TR A A

My EE - Ko
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222 M f/‘«‘r%??rf’!?ﬁ‘i‘_’f#_\i
FErl L EEHMBETOTEAPT URERD M n"«r‘%%m £
LR FEM GEAERADE Rt Ra R 5 L2 Y Y
B AR R: 3778 AR 2 5% 2 R ’E,EL';iéL g =8
T ; ;1{_,_/\ iz: %& fhad g = '”Tﬁ -—h mfgj—ﬂ Fﬁ,‘? lé:" %ﬁ' *ﬁl\i :
1. Crosby ~ Evans % Cowles (1990) %5 M (& FF ¥ AL 5 - B F FFehz 4
I Ui e 7 5 iE (trust) #27% % (satisfaction) & BHH o
2. Lagace ~ Dahlstrom % Gassenheimer (1991) = ? Hie M ASFLNY
—‘ﬁ“ﬁ‘ﬁ?ﬁ AR EE R AARNES > H A &Efﬁé R A A R I VA
EfemR LS BiEe KEFEM RS -
3. Kumar ~ Scheer % Steenkamp (1995) 322 B & FTF pr 1 8 ~ K3
(commiment ) ~ # % (conflict) ~ 4 4§ ¥ ¥ (Expectation of continuity )
2 $ F e0E B (willingness to invest) 2 L4 °
4. Hennig-Thurau £ Klee (1997) &M % 5 H ke £ FH & T i
(Overall Quality Perception) ~ i #f 2 -K3E = B Jr#\i °
5. Smith (1998) sx &3 5 8 Feappiine M REFI ke 281~ G2
KB = BAP B et G o
6. Roberts ~ Varki %* Brodie (2003) P30 5 > PRIEHR ¥ 2245 £ 2. FF el 2 %
Foke 77 Eh8FR K-
F 2-7TO RS TR R R A
5 X S e w
Crosby, Evans & Cowles 1990 HiE~ER
Lagace, Dahlstrom & 1991 HiE~ER
Gassenheimer
Kumar, Scheer & 1995 BiE s RES R S FFHF
Steenkamp KELE
Hennig-Thurau &Klee 1997 BE s~ R FHET O
Smith 1998 TESNRR > KE
Keating, Rugimbana & 2003 BERM GRS RE %4 B E B
Quazi [N ETRNY
Lang & Colgate 2003 AEXERSRENRL S BEBER
Roberts, Varki 2003 WP L@ iz s P L R et
& Brodie R VR S R R iR
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FELEEF PN N S TR T @ e A
?%ﬁgéﬁ 1M GET e 20E BL2 REFEEZBELHER > 75
AEEOM GRS ARG 0 T R S T E R R G
(1) = (Trust)

BiEd YA G = # M ke &8 714 (Berry, 1995; Dwyer, Schur, and
Oh, 1987; Moorman, Deshpande and Zaltman, 1993; Morgan and Hunt, 1994 ) »
o+ % dcenhf % (relationship model) ® » i & - AA#RM GH VDR TE -

iy Crosbyetal. (1990) ¥t>* & izeha & T Ef- 4 - L%
@%*ﬁ%kﬁ?*?%Eﬁ%%’MEEHQAﬁ{?uﬁﬁgm’j
gu “"“Fﬂﬁm‘f 1PL-, J,:ffﬁ' DL B T?‘;T{ﬁ?i%é,ggég;fﬂfg
3P 5 2g gt iz el F SR T o
TR SR o —*ﬁ" R T a3 & aBieT

(D Moorman ~ Deshpande % Zaltman (1993 )
a5 T i AR O DI - L AL T
SRR Ig R S o
(2 Morgan £ Hunt (1994)
i T hE L e g 23 g i
(3 Garbarino ¥* Johnson (1999 )
e TR E A TP AR SRS T E T LR DT e
@ Berry (2000)
el EIR - HEBHAPLFREGe A HE REDOLRE -
- o TR IRIFTREE KW BEE
Bodm g 2T E R GoER B Y 3 L RBER @%%ﬁmﬁaf%%
¥ & (Crosbyetal., 1990 ) ?]:%;’”ﬁr} FixauEz » 7 R % PFE R
ﬁo%&,z&§giﬁaem%<%%ﬁ%§@,{Awmwﬂvi
(Lewicki, McAllister & Bies 1998 ) -
%1?uéigﬁ%ﬁgﬂ,%Eﬁ?uﬁﬁiégﬁﬁﬁ’%”'
B A s AR EEA A S A (TR i eh
v Js b - 48§ »di 5 7 it (Rousseau et al,, 1998 )« ff
WG REMTAL - FERDRE TS 0 AL A TR
Gk e (2R s F R EfoR R E 2007 0 pll )

19



@%*H%ﬂ B AT TR E ) e T g A R TR E A

MR ESF FHREI LD R R E #—g” FEAE S B
*%ﬁ’ﬁﬁwﬁ&#ﬁ%ﬁrmmﬁ/% fgte FEREAGF LA
'-,yF- Teng < kb G

PR, 2 T3 R, EikypDoney& Cannon (1997) fp iz ix e 3
B I EL FE T i,li (Credlblhty) LhHFLHSPE o FL L 3
P LG 3 AR o7 f42 5T L & (Benevolence) £4p & 553 32
2 AP AT EARARE 0 T “Eﬁ,ba% F R A I F o

(2) &R (Satisfaction )

Cardozo % ._+_19654ET MERBEERL AR > R AT DT
75 (- BP0y 2 # 7 & Howard & Sheth (1969) #-i% &, &
B il ¥ FEWm L 0 RGBT AR AR FFIEY - 8 A SO R HY
) endk e 8 oA T AR G B = 8 Westbrook & Oliver(1981)

PIRns TR A - ARSIk o F NS Bk anT e o [ H Rk
M2 AR e e E S L B SRR T M AL AR
A SR RIFAE BT 0 HATEE S1p B 2R AT 82 W
FJg o

dRFAR L L@ R e RO EEL  F RN R A

A AR sk EAF T e ek A 3V i s 3% F|Parasuraman et.al (1985)
G RPRIECEARY BEE AL E FIURAA A Loeh- B F]F > de D JRIEGE )
Mo am iRl Py AR A H FIRBFEBEOERFRE 2 T i
fefpten? - R { ERAEITEAHRE T BT ALV E ALK

TP KRB L RAH S TR DA k- AR V- 2 g
FEEH GHIRIEA R A2 P2 hE M AHEH A R ehd R R R
WIRIEA R A EEAB RS RS LM RehPie 0 B SRR
FRIAABEL )’j‘ﬁl AR BRI R A g AR

Crosby et al. (1990) 45 » FAEEZHE 2 TG Ok EFYL AL
PFo Hst a8 A R env AR R R A R > 2 HA B AR A ks
PR o MER FAELTRLIGOEMNNEE ALY I F PR E
o ERCIFH MDA SRR A AFFEE F A R
PenfF LB e
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P2 o AP LE TRL ) PR L RAT TR AR A
TV R I R SIRGE A N s e %’gé TR FE R - R
CRAE AT A BnE DT e aRLA o

(3) &# (Commitment)

Moorman, Zaltman, and Deshpande (1992) 45 11k 7 218 & 3% 4§ i
7 E R ren— Y by o KFEAR I P L2 FHEHY G f 5
7 & o e ) (Dwyer, Schur, and Oh, 1987) - # Hennig-Thurau and Klee
(1997) % TREEME UM AED Bl » 3 2 T4 Aol
Bl SEAANFEFHAR AL RFPNEPRT T E o B 7w K
FEAFAFEI LM L R A 2 A - BHELTURFRAEELDHF
FaFM ol R e

Wong & Sohal (2002) %00 K2 2 T eh i B v { 563 (747 B 4
SR XY A - BIRRA IR L (WP R ) D oiipe o A
DR IS i‘M\%—“ﬁ‘# TAR b RE R in T g KR end - fAE R
A2 & chBf 7% (Relational Bonding ) » & ~ Ja 35 » T (- > Hi2
ShfE R M e BIF SR R T B AGER TR AT e AT
e FE ok £ 2B (Wray et. al 1994); KF Lt & ¢ ¥
B BN aBM G DA RN SRR (PR R FE
5 2001 ) ©

=

=

i

S =Rt

CORZEVAHARG L EDPM G & L F o KEEF AN &R
£,

G eI g T 0 P R RKEORT > §FSES BRIk
SRS LS EEL T HF LY Ga o
b2 FFE o AP TAGE ) iR TR AR e TR A

e VL’FRZ&#——“‘ BIFUFDH B> TP FRAEARFL L o

&

‘gl
L

- T

o
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223 R l”‘«“;‘?é-?'rﬁfif;_‘]

Crosby etal. (1990) #& &1 ¢nff % & F 38 4o™ B2-2 > 1 & F 4k § 4
%%?‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂy§mﬁ%ﬂ%’JUW§%—mﬁ? X R4 8 B AR

ﬁ%kﬁﬁ@?ﬁWﬁ%ﬁi?auﬂw&&@mﬁﬁﬁiijﬁﬁ
e Y MRS TALEd Ha g 4R i iE (Trust)
S sl g 4 B e & (Satisfaction) = B “re s @ BPM B 5w
BEFAF T4 8RB, ¢ 3T A0 (similarity) 2RAEE £
(service domain expertise) ™% TRl 48 & (75 | & $£3 46 E (mutual
disclosure ) ~ & ¥ & k¢ (cooperative intentions ) 12 % ¥ 52 & ( contact
intensity )> B xS F AT ERNEER G TH Bk BT A KT BT o
HPE gy s FEms T et

I MGHEFSHEE Rl BT 2 6%k FIo8 e iy
BEE RO R o & B RVRE o

2. MARTERPHIRARI RO D o L bk g BFRE -
REE A B A AR e FER A Bk ra EFRE o

4. sARpiniied FIERE G SRR FRE Lirn § B EM &5 B

REFEFLNH
%/‘

AL ea
( Similarity)

PRF%E ¥ aoih
(service domain
exnertise)

ML S
(Realtional Selling
Behavior)

BE %

( Relationship Quality)

A KT B enIp P
( Anticipation of
Future Interaction)

Mk

( Sales Effectives)

B 2-2 B EE SR

F AL %k © Crosby, L. A., K. R. Evans and D. Cowles , “Relationship Quality in Services Selling : An
Interpersonal Influence Perspective”, Journal of Marketing, Vol.54, pp.69, July 1990.
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23 A E LR (Customer Loyalty)
231 AFE A PBRNTE
om it ¥ A PSR Crosby et al. (1990) 35 B2 & ¥R+ 4 B R
BEEERE o REEDEFEr e 27 5 M % o Reichheld & Sasser
(1990) { 1 3 & % hoak i % MAT £ 4 5% B T+ 11 3 25% ~85%
d s VERMBIRIGEA BRI DHEEHEFLSARF €& DR EE
Fla L NG PHARDEAFR] S LT F LD KDL &R
Moo
FEFHHLBAA X AR
1. W FLBREEH T CRAME il TRIME ST RERE SR e kR o
2. Mg REER T RN REEHE T G SRR AR -
Flm > Selnes (1993 ) ;e & st 2 ¥ *;"i‘f?'r B PR IRT A M
v U B A —‘E?’“’Sﬁi% = 5 Lm?f-@ %)% ,Jones and Sasser (1995) 4n
MAEELBEEHE A TR A RE Y R o T BEE A
ﬁ:’ﬁ & :ﬁ'.:gifa‘r@ SR RIES gAY PR P B R et A
12 J; /ﬂ P M-S 7\ CE N i
T A 8:3—:—;1.%}"? ?—*‘ lfaiwféﬁr.,ugﬁmx\,ﬁ bt"?j,i: :
% 2-8 )?:?r-.\,p)#li TERREA
g—%{ ‘E 'Jq » ptuﬁk}i 'L%
Dick and Basu 1994 RELLBAEEBALER vk’# e —‘5 B % R chsg
Boooa BRBERG A R oHRIEZ g 0 ¥ 0
7:.*_% Lﬁ_ﬁwk‘&?k g PR Theip R o
Jonnes & Sasser 1995 MEEZEBEAEH L E AR D A S 46
FERRE S bR (RBEER) » R X #E &
PEIBEEFL Bl e g R EEH L LA
R
LA B R R L
B - LEE G {BEEE £ A e d
Griffin 1996 WML LB BT Y 75§ - BAE
EE LB Hord Rapdy 752 £ 5B R AL
W~ F Pendapdy o P 83 ol Fa 2k
B R R A SR PRIR o Ap¥ten o TREER R R | 4T
Ay - fBlERDERH © o
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TR AR M ey T SRR (¢ FIATE R Y P AR
P RY o P F K g A g R TR W R (R IR
o Witk £ 5k B Lieh T B o LA R 3

w
e
’%‘FRZZ* R R QBT F K RDF B R R IR R o
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L4878 BT ok B 5 V32(3.57 )& 2 V33(3.27);
?’-ﬁﬁ'* H i %i—%"mxa‘.f—r LS g 3 2. |J~
AR A E M ER G g E R 2R F"#{—

EROYE LY
REF R FHEMEL AT N PP FRPR TG L 2 o
F04-2 BN R 2 45 iR
& A Be | Tk [HREL
l. ZmMe pde#3n (i) #5 jOATA ARE | 895 3. 97 . 194
h KPRIEEE E
$o2 FHE AR (k) MK AR (931 3,71 . 829
2, sl A e
M3, ERERAEZIRRIFEZ G R K [ 932 3. 71 . 768
Wo PESL P REAREFEE S L
PRF% e
PR 4, # P,ua EZRAPRIE A R€ e SRR E T | 875 3.49 . 882
7% T eniz e K%
e | 7| 5. i\;&éﬂﬁzzﬂ RoBbf 258 R B¢ A 905 3. 61 .934
Fl& L T AT e
% 16 FR%Z»Aﬁéi—:’”ﬁﬁﬁ‘ba‘%ﬁ'—f\?JgfﬁéE 870 3. 47 . 922
S e i3 JRAx
T. /9 7f NG T s 2L 925 3. 69 . 904
e R R AN (2 asE sk
i) EPRFX
8. Arraip PranE A S v Hyp Lo 1011 |4.03 . 695
9. JRi*A R mfumiig 2 @ik 934 |3.72 . 859
CES = 2
w10, PRAFA B € L T A enfe 150 B4 A | 871 3. 47 . 931
& T At iy
[ T1. 24 & 32 pRG% 2 }%@;i R 2 ¢35 x| 845 3. 37 .934
12, PRF%A R 7 € Fla x> @ LR i3 2% | 864 3.44 . 876
Py
13. AREPRIFA B ~ 1 ARFF & ’ﬁ%ﬂ‘c’»’fr’?a%i? 927 3. 69 . 879
i f R T FARDG HAB L S
R 42
iw | 14. i\;&éﬂﬁﬁkﬁ ~ 1 AREF R AR o | 891 3.95 917
# gﬁﬂﬁ‘
115, ARG B PRAEA B anis B~ AR A | 971 3. 87 . 821
4
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16, 2435 5 Z40 B L2 PRI 5 728 % 848 .38 . 994
EFRendt 50 3 € F15 1 ARFF A B 4
FEREE Exka /z‘:]a'il——fa I chiig RIS
17. 3% F soenf (73 BeF] A 97i% 3 ¥ 224] | 853 .40 . 930
Mo R )
18.: 21 > JRIFA R € AT F2MiE & T | 921 .67 . 954
R 2N T AR EEE C MR
i E g o gE
T2 O[19. ARG ET e S PRIA Y AR 869 .46 . 886
| Rk
20, 3G B RS RAF A R g A hz g v | 821 27 . 954
A F % FRz}z»mxg;t—“.j {é}_
21 R A 5 o BEAR R 1SR~ Mg g AT | 889 .54 . 917
AL E LT F ’fg‘f_'rﬁ??fL
22. % ABI|FEED K DR F R B 18R | 953 . 80 .700
AR EBF L ALTET R
%23, 235 EA Y S PRIFA B AT 0L U 917 .65 . 7166
iz $F G oA R AR A
24. LG B B SMRGHAR Rt iR L [ 848 .38 . 856
B T A f,ﬂc‘éri“.‘é%”
% 25, A B X Pl EAA B (S PRI AR Al 856 .41 . 836
e | & o B E AR
TR |26 ¢5m b e S asrRiet RIS | 909 .62 .919
i
2. :\;;;—; ERR AT AN (S S RS 912 .63 . 926
AL ART Ifﬁ e e
28. Al HAAHAIRIMBE R NG Y R A & 939 .74 . 154
| lE1
A |29, f\ EMAEEMAaF LY DT Bl B2 895 Y . 889
E2 B s b 2 P e i
30, E p ¢ EERT wITEZ B R F| 915 .65 . 907
Ak g Ly §
SLLEME AT FMLAT iR E | 850 .39 1.072
Ay g
REE | 32. i\gﬁg,&?i% R P AR O &R R 895 Y . 824
33. 4r%k H s }f—“ﬁ@ﬁ Bl EE > iy g E | 822 27 1.051
FARA S PR £33 Ty &
4.8 g is A g BEL R EIFAE KRB 873 .48 . 944
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4.2

4.2.1

B4 AER (SEM)

AETE T B A2H0:C (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) % 4 iR
WHEF AR ET AT oy fede R SEME £ 1 14 4 17 (factor analysis )
i RF A AT (regression analysis ) rB /=4 45 (path analysis ) HiEBEiE @ I
P LT BT i M

SN A A AR N R AR I R VIR & 2
¥ iRl (measurement model ) » 1% FE M F1E 47 (CFA) &7 2R TR »
Wigis > &0 % 2 BRSNS (structural model) - F E e & & B it
il Bl L Ao = S g s s B
Bl £ B3 (Measurement model )

RIE 11'“‘ ’?J 'r*ﬂ%/w\#fr AEAAE R H - Ferg T
VY - I T E;l Feng & H - I EREL S {Z BV fa
FHROERE FRTREORE (Halretal 1998 ) > fa§# F1/T BBy F i »
— HLtiE A p-value & ki (7 AF B E 2 BT AT R TS A F 2
6 W& RipHAe R BN a0 AAE £ & (Hair et al, 1998) - & 7
BHNEP rd flk REREGRRE]  HAT T RIE RN A 40T

P ER

Bandalos & Finney (2001) % # SEM Jg* } enf BT ¢ R > 38

p ¢ % (item parcel) 17 /& I A 2R 8 (SEM) e 3 @ A3 b engx
ooy ¢ BTG 1989 & 1 2001 E R o g e
Journal of Educational Measurement, Journal of Educational Psychology,
Applied Psychological Measurement, American Educational Research Journal,
Educational and Psychological Measurement, Structural Equation Modeling, and
Journal of Marketing Research % ¥ % e 7| ¢ » %3+3 317 & 4 4t SEM

S EHBRBFMHFE LT (Conﬁrmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) > & » k@ H
P h 62 B teiBARY § i@ * 35 P ¢ R (item parcel) £ E o Ap g v 2
Fe119.6% (8 & 02009) -
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(1) 58 p ¢ RenigpeL

2)

P e RiTBE RS NI A Cattell (1956) #ehv T 7 - JLisst
Bt AF 5A4E% 0 blde ¢ %7 (Cook, Dorans, & Eignor, 1988 ) ~
= 72 (Russell, Kahn, Spoth, & Altmaier, 1998 ; Schau, Stevens, Dauphinee,
& Del Vecchio, 1995) ~ {744 (Singh & Rhoads, 1991) 2 2 e 3

(Bagozzi & Edwards, 1998 ; Bagozzi & Heatherton, 1994 ) - — 4k k3%
—‘]5 I imis@®*p e R (item parcel)) e jEfpft @ * 3w B R
(single item) 77 2 {8 > R F & & 11T B B4 e (Bandalos &
Finney %32 ):

O ®KFER
Little etal. (1999) % 34k * 38 p ¢ & (item parcel) 97 ;2 § 43¢
P84 & (construct) & R € 35 1% (indicator) @ " F h-L ff ;’%’ 2

iR R A R TRy K R F A -

@ BN R ¥ el
HOSS A R enAl B AR AR MRS gE ) o B 0SS i R R L
# = (Marshetal, 1998) -

©® #& ¥ IR
& SEM A 479915 % chj 4 jEvk 34 2 ( Maximum Likelihood
Estimation, MLE )© /& Jf i &3 f& M- i3k - West et al. (1995) ¢
FrEm BRBYIEE R L ¥ A ERpF E ¢ R (parcel)
BT LR TR s fe (AR A 0 4 S F D UM iR A
(standard error ) e

R L

P FeE R A5 BRIE N (item) Fd T30 v
FU#-H & B & R (parcel) (Kishton & Widaman, 1994 ) ¥ ¢t »
Littleetal. (2002) #3p & R %A 50T B4 ¢
@ %g4%4 fz  (Random Assignment )

#38 p (item) g s e £ ¢ R (parcel) ARG HE > 1 3

AT e Redgp o

@ A p —H & B T = (Item-to-Construct Balance )
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ANE eef{E2 F o e P HEEFSF > RIEFE B R (parcel) i

2““75«” SEB G

@ *ypiEd B gud kA fe ( A Priori Questionnaire Construction)
3f B (item) ¥ & % (parcel) shfie ¥ b > 134562 = }*Jc {F\c
STE P K T L ARy P YA LR ARk oA B
R R T R o

@ % @mr =2 (Approaches to Multidimensionality )
i BAROTHAILIF B K (parcel) P 0 B4 Al ~ Bl -~
Cl e 21°-A2-B2~C2 ¢ 2 ik 448 o

AT Rl f 3 F’w/]v}\pjuv}\,g_ Mo w
B s ZE kR~ REE %&?K{Sﬁ@ P BRIESTRELE AT S AR
(multi-item scale) k=& > ¥ %73 §FE I8 P " 15 E 4 Ap B éﬁkiﬁgﬁ
ko Fpo Ay R D iR %mﬁ’ﬁl/’a\ﬁ”mw p & % (item parcel )
S iE R E R E TR AR A AT R

xﬁ;"] L1+Qf%ﬁ§;m§ﬁn7ﬁ4|m,§$7 o AT EAN T SEa
GRS TN ST e ZRER Y P ¢ Ren 2o (1) % 5%
Poe Rt g E IR G o e B A nap M I £ BT A g PR
A5 ¢~ L% i (Littleet al.,, 2002 ) 5 (20 % B8 8= 7 #58 cip| £ 98 P
e d pF o 38 P e Rt FARRERR T FIR 1T MR s oA
<o) amt ok BV R ffieenis 3t {5 48 © (Bagozzi & Heatherton, 1994 )
(3) AL i & P nh 3 B AR R Bl tha LB u e 2 7
B R FILRH R P ¢ R SN L AL AP e

oy flr TIegs | o N REEFgp ¢ B 8BRS
WEL 33 TM"IE..%_EL@ - B ROFVRABSBRAL- B R
TR A BRIE L - B R REMSBRAL- B R PEEL B
Baeba- Be R A éfrr'c;";fr’f#—.\.._ PR E SRR S RFBEEANMIBRIE
Aullpsa-Be o BPIEFAE e BHRBTI 40T £ 43 997 o
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43

78 P & F(item parcel) ¥ & %

¢ % (parcel)

Bl E B I8 B P (items)

7 A 3
X 5
L/ Y e 4
P2 E 4
[t 3
i 3
K% 3
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2.

o R AT

AFFF 3G R A 4714 Cronbach’™s o & BIF % cph 38— R > FEI0 4o
4-4 #t75 102§ 4 Nunnally (1978) 23k %22 0.70 5 7 #&< - 4 -

- P& & fI* ¢ &2 2 T 2 Cronbach’s o & & 0.89:%»LL )
A g RIS L T3 e o 55 073 T AL, 6 o B
% 0.83~ FW")'%F}J%#WGI§QO79‘ o4 F}J%#malﬁé()ﬁg()‘rllﬁ LN
W o B5 083 FHMIRIESF T GG ¥ i 8 Cronbach’s a > 0.7 2 £ &
%ﬁ/?'} o

T Bé nﬁr';ﬁjf#ﬁﬁ & %> ;272 Cronbach’sa & 5 0.89> 1 ¥ &l %
=0 Jr#\i a @i 0765 %R Jaimi 088 ;K  afmsi 0.84; AR %

R TR BT R R
"AEE L3R L A Cronbach’s o 2 & fhdicid 5 0.88
FERE T R A 478 AT 7 i P $8 =3¢ Cronbach’s o 7 & # B ©

H A4 R R %

H o 357% o B
LIRIEET (¢ ) V1~V21 0.89
7 A VIi~V3 0.73

G X V4~V8 0.83
T VI9~V12 0.79

A e V13~V17 0.80
LR V18~V21 0.83
Mias®m (¢ &) V22~V30 0.89
2 iz V22~V24 0.76
N V25~V27 0.88
i, V28~V30 0.84
REE L BR V31~V34 0.88
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AR T b SEM Skt T4 A 45 ¢ 88 TIRG S T H A& AR
ELPR, TR L R%RE L H jTartk o Hair et al. (1998) 23k it
PR AATEREPER L LR BRI FI R FECREE C RE QR
(Composite Reliability ) & 0.7 ~ L3553 2% 2 § AVE 0.5 -

(H) Fzirigxl

LR TR f R 2 PiEET o

TR o

BERRFEFER LIRS - R (internal consistency) » 4%

B AR B D e REARG o 3 E A ST
BEER= (T HELFE)YS LA HELFE) 2+E e

He Y 8 R e ’f# PETp P ERELFE DR Y oe
= [P = Jf# P TR 2 FERR T L B fred £ 49 TR AT

2 bR GRS HA S 09 B %S A S 089 AFE LBAEA
 0.89 % iE & 3 0.7 8k B0 MA LR 45 S RO R

)‘r

(3) F»%2iZ (AVE)

AL RRY BT o% R 3P~ § (average variance extracted,
AVE) s R R 0T - R AVE 5 BB AR 2 &b T H
Bt BA RS BN EFPF RFLZ AR FREEE
fARFTRE > - AT B LR RAOTR AR AY RF 0 d £ 497 UE
o A2 THBEBRREREFEF 05 kR o Hb B oo

TRERSRE= (X2 FEY) / [(SREFFE?) +3 e
d“rz\49—’u,§fmd\£ﬂm7;L;k—:*gxz}@_;!l{@l_* z»g;;fmf £ % 0.65~
Fsén,,.rr‘;f”f & % 074 ~ pp ‘%.‘3,-&)#1}3##,&:%0.67 s HE % A3 05 &p—r—p

8 P RO R
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% 45 Joao R el 4n 2

MLE hi 3+ % #ic ] j
® 3 B
e B% = -
ggi i WERE | R $12
% A5 *kk
F A 0.52 0.73
(V1~3)
; > N 0.88"" 0.23
A (V4-~8) 0.90 0.65
¥ (V9~12) 083 0.31 (3 07) (%*05)
(P &) 2 0.88" 0.23
(V13~17) ' :
ieals 0.87" 0.24
(V18~21)
. o= 0,83 0:31
B 4 (V22~24)
ey i % 0.91 0:17
<V25~_27) (%+0.7)] (£30.5)
Gipex) | XE 083" 031
(V28~30)
V3l 09" 0.19
fﬁj " V32 0.72"" 0.48
S V33 0.89 0.67
0.86"" 0.26 .
(5+07)| (%205)
Va4 078" 0.39

ETF ”
i piE

<0.001 & %
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4, F %R

TR UAEH A Y REF LR AE LY B
Fornell 2 Larcker (1981) #&:&k2 #r@ 2 » MR LB A A v > 34 kg T
A2 RUR AL TR URE P ek 46 R 0 20 P4
LHEMIKES EHALFRREE (FF 4 45) HENA L LA
Beniah Gl RS S AL FIREE R AR 0T g
SHELAPM R P ERERER LT - 7
UV ERTIRE TS SR RS 3
7R Bk

(ﬁ.

(ad

FUPRR o AFT ] B R
3%

ZApM o AR EEFT

446 F 2R R

o PR A% & B BE R BEE B
PR & 0.81
[ 0.791 0.86
BEE L PR 0.645 0.765 0.82

5. IR Rl A 4 1R

BIE R Ao B A Aok 47 drw oo d 0T oA fT 3 R 5 e GFL
AGFI~ NFI ~ CFI %35: 7] & foR 8% > B pl W e & & 247 -

%47 BIEHEAZGER

A : i GFI AGFI NFI CFI
PRS- 5 0.993 0.980 0.995 1.00
TR 3 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

EELHEA NA 0.992 0.961 0.993 0.996

N/A 27 MELBRDA S 6 B FEALFE R
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4.2.2 ...%’ff_ﬁi“ ( Structural model )
IR e

TP IL e 4 1 AT 24 f1% AMOS 817 & & SR S e
3o BB opeig B¢ (44 4-14) > Chi-square/df=2.47 42 5] 3
2 B # @ peif B 45 e CFI=0.969  GFI=0.921 » AGFI=0.879 - NFI=0.949 -
RMSEA=0.077 » 1345 fic if 45 Becndf dh 28718 % 5 - 7 o2 2] 475 W B3 fe i
BV o

% 4-8 M Ei R RRE

FE R R RE | BB
i A2 DECA|fiE B L 4F
22 /df 2.47 VR
feip Rl £ AW R R X
GFI GFI>0.9> il i fe & 2 4+ 0921 Cp
@ % AGEI>0.92 -2 fie sf B A4+
" AGFI 0.879 VR
e i ] 0.8<AGEI<0.9> 7 &% ¢ [fl

RMR<0.5>H-4] if fie B 24

RMSEA 0.077 VR
05<RMSEA<.08> 7 # %
o NFI NFI>0.92> #-A] fe if B 24 0.949 2 47
B
i B B
Feid M2 CFI CFI>0.9> #- 4 fie if & 247 0.969 2 47
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R R 41 2 FRESEENREA 1T % R T S

5o gewuargjéﬁ“rw AR BT o BRI R G
0.95"" (p-value<0.001) > &7 IRFASF , H THEASF 3 &
@%%% »mﬁﬁix&»l¢*°

B2 TH RS S R AER L REL SRR
" (p-value<0.001) > &7+ "B 5 4 TAEE L

1.59"
CE S N S F R ST

—

S

\:a

SREE SN

I

Syt

HES P Kt

V3l
1 .59%**

CFI=0.969 ; NFI=0.921; GFI=0.879;
NFI1=0.949 ; RMSEA=0.077

BlA-1 B0 2 Bs A 17 5 %
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P2 oRFEHETLCEBST L THEELARE ) AHAMNG
EFHAREIE ARG AL » e F e (BRK 2)> 2 THGEF, 2
Pk 3 a2 B ERE(ER 4 AT 2 o AFT 4 Singh,
Goolsby % Rhoads (1994) #rig i ke 2 » FiFE 25 B2 Fep
Ve R BB Y Aok o

A1 (ERS) BRBLGIRBETERLLBAELT T 2 RH
G s 050 2 (0 Aok ) PR Aieskdn b cnbf P B RRFTES Y
e T fiffmas 2 LA FRBETLLLRBETEHLTL
PR Y o B4 fank

o

(1) BN 2H M AET L BR MR 4 SRS 1

U'

Q) BEEBRSTEMGETLMASE G A
() MUGSRFTUREELHERLMBGLA G A
(4) WS O RBETEEELAFRE SRS AN 27 g4
fi vk A1) 55 o
FA AR CCRBETH N EELFR LB R 420850 1)
B 43 (BN 2) o 0 H ST
(1) $82¢ PR AR SR RL S (R v HA 13
(0.66 ¥ 0.41);

2) &t FR?Z‘W??&'*& [ rr‘;fr ERCLE fg-'g
(B i g T 285 0.95 0 p-value<0.001 » ***&g % ) ;

Q) MGEF "HWHEEZLFRTFLELZE
(PR pe s e s 1.59 0 p-value<0.001 » ***Bg % )» 7n & & kgt
T BER 25

b

(4) RS 1Y > RALUERBETHREILART RFLEE

(H28 U s i 5 0.64 > p-value <0.001 » ***5g % ) ;

AR et 2 R BgE T (BB RS REG 0 -087 )0

FEM e BV MAFPROF R ALEIRBETERELBR LM
G DM GBETRRFRR? i d > TR AT 2 BR4 FNE
M o Bl 42 ~ 43w o
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y/d.f=1.26
GFI=0.972
AGFI=0.952
NFI=0.979
CFI=0.996
RMSEA=0.032
| R=041

———— ——— ———

W42 (B0

| 2idf=2.47

| GFI=0.921

| AGFI=0.879

| NFI=0.949

| CFI=0.969

| RMSEA=0.077
| R™=0.66

—> LREMGETF
———p FEBCM G EF

B 4-3 . (#3¢ 2)

BISPRAFSE M A S E R LR 2 M %
2l

%49 Btk TR EA

2 1
B B . RES*
BT thik
CIAET> Mias§ H1 095 WE
GIRIEEFD ML LBEAR | H2 0.64™" M¥
MGsT > WELBA H3 1597 BE
G EIRIEETD> MGET H4 1517 HY
DT LBA (0.95*%1.59)
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b i

“L%’;"ﬁ'i‘l’%}ﬁﬂﬁéi ’%Iﬁ\.i i-ﬁzmﬁ"i

AT
Ll BEAKFTL > % Er L IR0 HHh4oT o

TR AR AT R R MM Sl

. B ﬁ‘r%‘;fr{#;/ﬁ%féFRiZ‘&?E'J@??&Q&&LFé&é—_Q G A hd B

TR EEEIME PRI B § I BIRIBE TR S A2
FROMGRTLS AR BAEMELPARL G LR AG L -

RFT Rt 08 PRAEE Pl 51 % PZB (1988) #14k 2 jaEko ¢ § %
A TR v R R B R T RS s R R AR 2
AACET R Bl ek > B A WE A R AR R S S T
BBAT 0 i R RAR B2 A BRE 5 A BT Y A SRS M8 e
BEEG EE LS IR AR AF M A ST R L PR
SARR 2 AR R A

e

P ARG TR 0 BT § BRI SR
TEMLEUTE, P BRIV EEHNN AL TR AP P
m%mﬁ?*i%wmﬁémﬂ%fWWiﬁwﬁi@%%%»m%ﬁﬁ
A BPMELBR X P LG R A
; BEom g A PG (S PRAS PBRLBEIE 7

B R CEGERAELHFR 0 AL A LE RS

PRAF - ananl 0 { feit— A A

SRk RR C REIIRER - A GRS TR d RIS v d R

FIE~d @RI EDM GER > AFHEETEERLOT L3 HSHE
L R SRR R B F PR R TR - MARE B B

z
BEE S VUEEE A hA R £ AR E NG E 8 KE r i}



5.2
5.2.1

5.2.2

PV MAE R PR d M o AR RS F X T BB R DM Gl B 4&%‘
i*wﬁ%?mt%wﬁﬁw“fzmﬁamWKo

%r
¥

&?Wﬁa’ipfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ;mﬁ&?\wnW?L
ERmEHS o TS - BT BRI R R
LR WO G —d BRI AR, DR B8
ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%’&$%vwwﬁwwﬁi@ﬁ%5°

fm Ii“ 4‘73'%
-

TE R
?%@
RAT Y

\8-

Bob s BT RS R (SEM) sA 4TI AR 0 AR 4R 0
B eaudiko &% 1P ¢ R (itemparceling) 073 j& 15 MR A 47 1
WA ORFAFRE{RFPNFEER LR AT iR
RS F L R R IS S R

HEFS T REREFUTRFTEAG ~ pII7 2T 2 F
Gl LT RENL L ‘mﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬁ%itﬁ;gj,@%%%
Hmr}ed\vti;‘/fflmﬂfﬂ* Rt Jll},%’}a%’;, - BEG LBA
R EALEHEFI AL AR SR Y O AR AR
a%¢%%’\1q\«wm—<§;4 3¢ o

"}F‘?

W e RIS A EFE R ARG A g IR RS (B
BiRi) #FiHEd *RAH R DGEwE -

TR G% ek v HY - A H ] B

FEEFRFARY 3 ¥ N d - IR o

-

ERAREFER LA L WP

Philip Kotler(2000)#-4f % B 15 & (B enip EAL2 2 THAEE ® & > 70
BOARRAR 7 deif 2 W@?¢#@Wx~°%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ*?%
A RIS A B R E AR E o RMAEE S AR A ER S A
PER S A A S A e B AT o JEE M R p L R SRR
BB MG Y TR DA SRR DR

A 2 JRFE 1 P VOC (Voice of Customer) §vDFS (design for service )
FEVOCT g d gk %o cnfp 512 & ¥ WHCE ¥ 83 5 7 DFSEGRAR 2
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5.3

§
o PR AR
j\ J

BRIl BRad R

A
FHEDFRPEREIRG L
=3

R - R S e B
¢ RREME CRBERT P T <'+ B¢ eh Tpmy | g%
¥ RE T4 PRE - BN X B EEER o PR RN
Wﬁﬂﬂﬁi%i@%miﬁma’ﬁliﬂii RIS R R R S
B FRIIRAER o e &Kﬁ#%%4ﬁiﬁi@ﬁ’£%w&$%ﬁ
CE BRI ARAC B¢ N - SURSEA R SNV fRF 0 3D FEANIR
FEARE Y FIFEER 1A B PRI T & Frdf PRAR fi (service mindset )
mzﬂa N BEEEEY 2 FFME 0 R 1k P T A
REEATE Ao A AW A RIRBETAS (v A g AT

By

;—.

¥ n*}
‘SH
w

%‘L\'

v-m#-
R R4 O R ARG L E A P F SRR

2P| SR e R

= é@al,ﬁa%ﬁml4$€mﬁﬁaﬁ’m{§fpmé
ST AR (SEM) $0Ah M R A cenie st RA] 0 B (AR S 2 gt
REEFRIL R Y 2 2k £ Ra i R A2 &ﬂiﬁw

i;?%ﬁé%ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%@*i@—ﬁﬁmmﬁhﬁmﬁﬁ
AR G ABE L

g '

AT RBHESAESY  4 RE g R HRE B AORE > L J R

fieif & 45 % (goodness-of-fit indices ) F E3FF B hks 2 A 47 05" Bl & 7

%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁfﬁm»ﬁ@%ﬁ»{ﬁ€ﬁ£ﬂ%ﬁ**ﬁ“?y

- KPR o w A FARPREATRIGER S 43 - BREAZIE
Lﬁﬂ}mﬁﬂ@%—g% FAGF P REGY  RA P AT L BRK P ic

Bl s & F % TR IR
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