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Abstract

The consumer-brand relationship can not only occupy a critical position in the
mental stage of a brand, but also engender better loyalty and higher brand equity.
Although academicians recognized the importance of consumer-brand relationship,
empirical evidences did not actually address how to build a relationship with a brand.
The main aim of the present study isto' propese a concept framework for building a
consumer-brand relationship

This research aims to develop a framework of consumer-brand relationship by
taking an experiential view. Thé-authors report a cross-cultural comparative study that
was conducted on consumers at coffee chain stores in Shanghai and Taipei. The
findings reveal that individual as well as shared experiences work through brand
association, brand personality, brand attitude, and brand image to shape a
consumer-brand relationship. More, the result indicated that brand experiences
significantly impact on consumer-brand relationship across Shanghai and Taipei. As for
the experimental study, the study findings indicate that the impact of individual
experience, whether in Study | or Study Il, have shown that feel experience is found
most effective in enhancing consumer-brand relationship, think experience most
enhancing in improving brand loyalty, and the sense experience most prone to buoying
price premium.
Keywords: Brand Experience; Individual Experience; Shared Experience;

Customer-brand Relationship; Shanghai; Taipei



BASERHLE Lo B SRR ERIRELARNERT A RFEB LTS o

i BB LT AR BT A0 P T Y SATAR T X EE 5

\m&
F
3@‘
.;:‘\
o

o
.

WRM(IHR)EF RS F RPN RFRERF NS S5 R v £

FmAF T EE SRR AR ?tr%é?p:‘%‘l‘&‘s_l“’mzﬁﬁﬂ LEARTARBE LI AN B

Foo 7 N AT B R R SRR - BRI BB 2R B RFRELE
BRAETRAE LI o P LI R F L s A B R RREE £
R o d MR AR ARF A PFUERAT L BB RE TR AR A gy F s

T s AAFEFLgvE- P AT w BRI B BALAZ R ROIFFEHFL

FlREL L FY ARG THE R S AR T FRUEFLAEIRET R T
FL-Ef eI I REAEF IR EEY  F R

Rih ErOEfl A > F AR R SRR R R o o AP EE ] AR 0 X
FFASTR G b RAZGHELLHY raian,kﬁﬁE%ii%@ﬁgféﬁﬁlﬂ%

PR E R R o e S PE A L TR R Y o REFFE Y 2 e i
%&ﬁ%éﬁ@&ﬁ@%ﬁ’%@%@ﬁsuﬁigﬁéﬁéiéh,Km%% F ARSI
g k- A EE TR ED T TR R e PR TR AN L)
BRI GRFATRARZ A I ST R kE DR R S g L F AR ET C o d R
TR A RGP ATA R FERBERORH - FH L AGEFRIF
g e F RN LEREFLML S EAFNS BEOREL DT A FORR RSB -

0 3H BE TR R chln s Rt R RIRE S X ORI R I 0 DT KR e
REOETARLSA B AT ROAH D PRI LTRSS A R T ER
Wag i 22t e (LRI T XF AL LEFREE LA T o 2 ERE
B Frua g - T 583 P R ApFAARE PEE LR PR RE AT

BN o § BT - BB MR o d S0 KT D kg pRpE > A e 42

|

ek SE AR
AKAR- L2 BB ALER LRSS I 91 FL - EP AERRE AR > T
MR RAN FHNAL N AALFIY e BB Y AL TR R RA M T ALY R

P

AR R G VEEA R o @ E KR - EROEHNIES > ARG A - BA AR BRE A Ao

F_&



Feld- FRPAFr DFHRE bRt AALTE IS T ERLE FRRA
CEHATRB AR F RN o Ve p a2 BEEE  Bhed B X E 2 bz 3

TAREET ~ 2 SR EF L ER KT R € Ar 0 GRS T A g AR iRen T R KR P e

BAEROR > FELYFISE MEST BB - MBA - E4ZIFTRERT L EEL

SoREPWLIG IR 2 BT BHR 2R RAE - AR - At § Rk
7 F o RS MEERE 2 A TR e > L g e
BT AEARY 0 RF LB S A S SRR EREE RN AR ELRN X
BE ZPAVEAE S R E AR EERLT 2R BRRUASRIEREL TN &

B ¥R Eﬁl‘ﬁfjhgé—% KB &I+ 84 1512 JoscoBrakus # £z 54 5% &

25
s AR AET @ E R
BofS &R SR A A ek A B B s B BN S aY T ng@ge;f;%.zg
B REH S RFGAENE BN AP E RIS AT R NG L 24 X FRYE)

FRLE s FRELALY PB4 DR FAPE S o A R Y P FEONREY e

) um«g;’;\/\ N gar n—h.}mgy iﬁt)ﬁbk’i\‘ °

Q\';{i = =E

2006 # 6



Ju

4
9 O Ul W DD

S S Gy W 'Y
L Y

O CO O QO DD DD DD DD ki =

w

Ol = W DN —

L % 4
Lt 4
A9 M 1
LR ¥
A

FrKt
& ik
XPIAE
TR

...............................................................

...............................................................

gﬁ:p;z—rlz_ ................................................
}\:j_‘_f_ g;\ ...................................................
.jtu];\ig r‘%’#ﬂ?&é {fgﬁl‘i i,ggfgfi ...........................
ﬁ%%‘ﬂf&éfﬁifﬁé%ﬁ‘ﬁ’}éféi%%@ ..................
Li—_‘\‘ ‘)}’E__"T.}’\: ...................................................
A 5N & 5 R fﬁﬁa}»#ﬁj 2R
}f%”ﬂfﬁgﬁfﬁ;%’fﬂ%ii‘gg ..................
,%,&iﬁﬁ@;—i ..........................................
gj&‘flﬂxﬁ’”ﬁ% A T TITRTPRTRIEY

~NOoO WN P

O

11
16
19
21
23
27

42
42
42
43
43
45
45
o1
53
56
56
59
60



[SX)

O O OO i s s W
DO

Ll il e

QLW W W DN DN DN = = =

CO CO CO DD DD po DN = = =t

= o DN —

3-%

?

R

=

p\

|3

ﬂ%i L ke

'56;;}: *‘:z‘J- ...............................................................

,‘.%Elﬁ’{iﬁa 3‘5‘3{{—%& ................................................
nl,',z,,\ﬂﬁﬂ /;E@ﬁﬁgf ..........................................
SR aaE 2 %g‘\] ...................................................

B o

&W@%J**

?ﬁ’ -:1.?'& o3& o+
G
e
R

%ﬁ'{? ﬁ‘_g }’J— ...................................................

ﬂ%.

A5

FU ¥t g BE ,aﬁ_& g}g& ...........................

Jj_'; thll ;FE] F&‘g A ﬂH» .........................................................

ng é] 3& ﬁfg—g} ﬁ. .........................................................
R 2 S

PO L L L P L L R L R B

EE RSB ES
e R R e

=

o
gt

= ik

3

=

3 S

&

i S SIS

acfbedbe il S

I

i

A

v LA & — S IR /g‘
%Fﬁglﬁl}if R%aﬂﬁﬁi—g;g ..................

60

61
62
62
63
65
68
68
70
71

72
72
72
76
79
80
81
81
83
88
88
92

99

99

99
102
103
105
105
110
115
116
116
117



TR [I?J% ........................................................................... 119

“ﬁ'ﬁ’:"‘ ........................................................................... 137
"t e 141
K;TM;;‘,(,__:_ ........................................................................... 145

BRI e 149
I P PP PR PP 152



iy

o

Je

o

e

i

W

P

P

iy

o

|
o

W

H~ Ak.-l;.-l;.-lk.-l;.-lk%%%gg%#%wwwwwmmmmmmmmmm

o
|

o

e

W

WP R R Pk P Qe e R R P Qe Qe Qe

|
— = = = = = O 00 10 O WD~ O WD = = O 0010 O W DN

Ol == W DN — O

A

# 4-16

# 2=

r%’#ﬂﬂsftfk‘ﬁml Eﬂ; ZF‘ ...................................................
S ]w} mf} IV R S e eceetetititiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciieieans
rr,‘_;,uﬂ ll?‘ }/} EL g\ .........................................................
FE B GFE T B F e
,gg e th‘FT A ETF ‘zlj\ .........................................................

Rt Y] ,4’1’ =V SR WA f»ﬁﬁ- R T T TR E PP PR TREE
o uﬂ fﬁg % JE.‘JHI .........................................................
rr'@? [ ,ﬁéﬁ_ .........................................................
q;;& MR T I B T e

w [ ,af?_m 5 ?'3; ...................................................

#‘b ’}:i F/{ 2 ittt ittt ittt ettt te ettt ttsttetatscststsasstsnsonans

=z g:@;—_.g‘ ...............................................................
ﬁ_i @5“5&1_ eI JE M T v
BN 2T TE' .........................................................
—'—ﬁéﬁ_—\ e R R P TP T PP TP T PP PREPPPPPRTPRLY
.Lﬁéﬁ_ gf_’rgé‘r ,aﬁ;: ...................................................

ﬂgg‘gg; A fud 'ﬁﬁj#B Fﬁ?—?ﬁ'“ﬁ- .................................
R s B Y e e zg:;ﬁ] A RRCTTTTTRRPLTYTPPPY
B A Y R i ]%Q#z:f#@ ER Y ﬁf’rﬂ% ...............
B A _%"Eﬁ%%}fba}:#m\]! :“}ET? ...........................
BABE WY p N L. ‘Lﬁ_m 2 PE R E’ff ............
BAEEZE ,‘%Efj"i\?%,f#m7 e :1\3:&?; ........................
TBMI’_—*—'E- %xf'ﬁvﬁ-\iil‘?%ﬁﬁf? ........................
B Ag’_ﬁg ﬁﬂt%; ,,W%‘rﬁj, ;J‘Eb f eeeeeeenescccneesecannas
BALES MRS RM G ET2 ke f”tff ..................

TSN B LSRRI RES (T

THE G MRS G LS R
Tukey % & ﬁiﬁ’}‘r(«;ﬁ%pi C Yeeeeereneeretetiiiininaa,

14
17
19
21
27
29
35
36
37
39
60
61
62
63
63
72
72
75
77
80
81
82
84
84
85
85
86
86
87

91



%\4_17 = 2\, > Ry 32 o 3] Sk ) | g/ s A Y 94
o FHRER? FHSFIHSRME B FRALBFEN

s}%j}fiﬁJﬂﬁj‘Eﬁﬁfﬁ;}*ﬁ-(Jﬁ‘%}ﬂﬁ:) .................................

% 4-18 R TSR A o WA SN G m s g D
’Fé’/x_ﬁmg R Tukey )‘zﬁ: Lﬁ,&é\*ﬁ.(-ﬁ 56;]‘;1‘1 ............

-19 z}zgtév\%:r (#”"%J "{i’.?}l”— m.ﬁ—ﬁ—r) ........................... o7

1

2

1 B e 107
-9 56%& Ai.]trr‘;q i3 ]47 B AR e 108

3 S B3t e V”ﬂx]}}'}ﬁzhé%’#'@}i_ﬁ%%ﬂj@ ............ 109

4 SRR R H B AL R g 1Y L SR BE (e, 110



# 2-1
) 2-2
] 2-3
) 2-4
] 2-5
i) 2-6
B 2-7
i) 2-8
® 2-9
® 2-10
B 2-11
] 3-1
i) 3-2
i) 3-3
i 3-4
i) 4-1
B 4-2

3%7‘33’?"}%@
é@
()]
p—t
—
\rﬂ

-\]:.

“z %% & S%‘
%
:',g
ﬁ%
13
_H7.
&
ﬁ\;-

EBHREDTRI TR TEHE T DR

DR 14725 B PE B eenrerrnneennnneennnennnnns
3? Fﬁ:? l‘*éﬁf;}.g’g} B TS B B AR eeeeees
t\ 4} F :ké ..............................

uja:"]! .................................

4{3-;7\' (rr'é'ﬁlﬂ Ré ,a@: = Jfg_o\.) ............

B LU T TS S S
ﬁﬂﬁ&@%ﬂ*m;ww% e A
‘ﬁﬂ J.,},#,Fs_—\ 3 F' #J_,zﬁ\*fr ..................
4,}#%_%( I /4> ..............................
%f#ﬁ:;\ (G AL o rieaiai e

12
13
22
25
26
29
31
32
40
40
41
43
44
45
69
78
79



@ffbf‘?ﬁ’ﬁhj‘?ﬁ« 23 BRANFRNARaH R EnE o BE KA SFE

HAEmEIA R T H 7 Pk o @ Pine I & Gilmore (1999) #h @ S B % & # =+
- BRI A EARF LT FEAWKROHE L o T8 4748 3 53 3§ BIR

FReosl B o A AR EE SR O DRSO EY FRIFLHA S
A BEE T TELL ehw R o Prahalad and Ramaswamy (2004) 7 3u s # i EehgliE e d A
FERE AP e BT B Ay R f HESRELE - WA O R
ﬁ,g‘;&»ﬁﬂé‘?—ﬂ #_Alderson (1957) > s 32 & if' 3 % @ E R p >0 §F WEATHTA he 23 R
B> o k2 & a7 B Holbrook & Hirschman (1982)#73% ! g s giLgh > # i
Won i R OR TR T AR AP BT a0 % (fantasies) ~ S (feeling) £
* A rrm'fj fettm fs(fun) o @ T & RF H~ £ 8 W% EFF #E 7 (Richins1997;
Westbrook and Oliver 1991) » Ir s B i ol S doie fr @ S8 70 Ap M A 7
(Lacher and Mizerski 1994; Maneand Oliver 1993) » "$ B2t 8 - B R A
BN A0 7 20 4 5 > 38 (1e. Schmitt 1999; Padgett & Allen 1997) » 2 7X3i7# X 5
2 YA RE N TR A DS RS AR e AP

R i
B FR) oneF o i L

Franzen (1999):%5 %M F ¥ %~ 5 &M oA F BE W E L F > & o
FE idp e ez Tl 220 § F #em A 2 awdGuivsc sk )8 i A (PR 7c%)
PRk IR L BRI A S T R F R R 75 A 4 aok
o FRFALIETNY "zm‘"’#ﬂlﬁif“ﬁ Mo chie B > R W B pON R H R R 5 e
Motk Bli Y > BH BN RE RS TR SREA  SREE &
WMERERE A B AR R AT ST T S o PR
W ARE L IR B FEE ek B 42 2 % (Franzen 1999; Keller 2001) - 221 &40 B 7% &

SRS AR lE Y 0 R R At S A B T R

flm

ITERBEM Geangd B> 2 25 ?J" 1 & 1235 chs o & gkh(Franzen 1999) -
Fournier (1994; 1998)4% 3} 54 B 455 (5 » B 5142 X S5 M 547 1 e dE >
FiEHERM Gy A3 21 E M e e % (Kaltcheva & Weitz

1999) % Bf % £ #-(Relationship Schema)s#F 3 (Martin 1998; Duncan & Moriaty 1998) »



AT HRFE S A B %k (e.g. Fournier 1994; 1998) ~ -] #Z ey B T (e.g. Ji
2002) ~ * A e B T (e.g. Olsen 1999) ~ H & fo 4 & en g B % (e.g. Kates 2000) » e §_
FAHAoRE 2 A B M R T4 M end A7 (Park & Kim 2001; Park et al.

2002) - m Evard & Aurier (1996)#& J1 k8 % &2 - enff o2 & §_ K p 3 g £k e % f‘ ’
LRI R EFOEE M AR AR R L Rk 4 B

PR
S GG e B CEE  rd ) SR R R S M e 2 £ B

B AL -

12 Fiés

Pinell & Gilmore (1998) vt & § ¥:0% ¢ H I LA F P BERRKRSB ks » =
OB Y dee Rt~ 482 B E AR S o F ¥ Ellwood (2000)7 45 d p o R e A
oS FRELZFRP FERFAAEADRE > PEOG I PEHEPZ
Fogit Zetlgag T ko PR e BEDHMKT ROk BBk iTH e 25
PV RSO EEARY > BERAFY MG AF LY - B AR

FEEDSMBE PN i XA REA ZSINER RS F LS WEF 0 @ Aaker
(wm)ﬁKﬂM(w%)?Wgu%&mﬁiiﬁw%nm@ﬂﬁ%i hid bt o § 4
W R Y S P RNFIAT LW BAe R LR BHAE S SWER

N
B B e R S % s SRR L TR
lf,'ié‘f—'ﬁ”%ﬁv—r m*? 0 B F E""lﬁgﬁﬁ?}}\ R NN s REE Yot doie » T 8 R
Feh ki S st dofe 4 B ke B TR R % F R F B A 2 TR

e

BEfh > > @ mEaE CLFE R A AN - BE R

1245 Dyson et al. (1996) ~ Bronner (1993) £ Keller (2001)sgL8E > — KR35 & B
Geh SRS IR BN P BRGNS B > Bon M RS ohE & % o p j¢_ Blackston
(1992)#% &) 519 B Taepr & 18 » 51420 3% ﬁg'ﬁ SR PR A IRt 0 B B TR R

e B4 5 EDPY S M G A R L B R B ek iR 2oMe e 2 SR e
i E R P EAFET R BE R R
MEXRSHFOEELRTRI A BRRFT I EFEH S BT RS LB AR

PRI ekl LA NFURF MO R 0 s IR T S ARE S TG
FrREPFREA L SLR gy AL R LI RFI R e R

Gt R AR EEFEH R S A AE S B RS



dONFERL Y PR DR G IR LA N RREE S R SN
ARpWP PRI REFN U T A PRI ERY G BTEL TG R
F2ZLABR ML AET ORI BHFFHE

Schmitt (2003)2./ 2001 # /2002 & ADK # # 2 7 e 257 5 B 7 B b clf 2 A%
DT+ R MY A S BRI APM (I M i 84%) - AT AR T A )
W SN 7 5 E P RN BT G e T A R A SRR T
ﬁé”%lkﬂﬁ’j%ﬂW«ﬁ@,l** FUM (R AT )T AR R
zéﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁ»W—ﬁ%%%ﬁ%&#&%&ﬁ@ﬁ&@@%ﬁéﬁ
PR b4 UREF Y o Rl B RS B S ok
f‘&$M$Eﬁ@ﬁﬁw’&éi?{%%%%%ﬁ@%o

A~
a
m »m

AP EHTG SHPE T ARPTL A RET R TR #) 0 L LE X A

%%ﬁgﬁagﬁ PRRERT A NRL AR T AR FLRAHEY LR G
u%w%m&?&?ﬁ$?‘*iﬁﬁﬂ°ﬁ€i’?ﬁﬂ%%%;%#ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
%5 f A iﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁJ&i PO - S LE Y RHRFE Y o g

TPEET T E SR P S W&%&?%ﬁﬁw’éiﬁﬂﬂ@%%ﬂ

T 0 W L AT P S BARE

13 ARz ph

WU AR AR T R B 0 - HEFR AL ORAEE P

131 75 B4
. &M s B B cn T % M s

R SFIEE B RN T P AL 0 B3 8 R g
R N N N I R TR S Ly SoE AT INE

B A 0 @ R 2 WM B 0 B 2 ’?%%Eﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁ“
i Lﬂg F'&m f;?‘?ﬁ,p l“ ’ T' #\Eb '}ﬁ'&m/ﬁ'm ’f# = F’a&ﬁ”?‘]%rﬁg l/f‘- °

2 FETH- SMWKRT AN e BELE L MELE
AR R TR SRR TR B (R TR B B S

3



Fon SRRt R R SR ET - BB
oA R WM& A M o0 2 #(Schmitt1999; Lepla & Parker
B A FRREARL o TR 2 RS T R
BN S e DA FFEFTE - SRR SN R BRALE

EIHFLR -

3. B YAy WA M G

W OBE A RBAFUS IR 50 B E
eFEE A BE RAY B GARE R AR RER )T i#rzzu v A
2FFER e SRR EGE- LY 1T RERP TR DN
Bk HP gk k3% F TH I e0 o 1345 Samiee and Jeong (1994):% 5 B2 it

TLBE RS BE D N

FLop AR TaFEEr b taotam B LB 2 e AT A S BEER
FEZEE O BRI B R 12 LB 2 ko

4 B SRR SN BT SRRGAR R R P R ok

S AN SRR R LB R 2GRk A
PoARa P MHRANEATEFRFRTLR - V- 2 0 BEREF &S9O
FTRKARD G 7 RERFI- A0 G PSS H R g s
BERREMOEBEGPE -G P AHETHRIUNEL o g2 &L
Foav sl B chRER AN b e L T H M G R B PRSI vt- T G
SRRV SN G S AAREE BREMIRBEF L cFF - B
MR P ASk A IR & PF > F 02 Schmitt (1999) etk A gk 5 0§ Z BFE L
o RB S TE I oo B F WS i B E
(1) ERFED GO F UK R GFO) o g F % -

2) #RBEC AL 5 BUBMRASNFES LT MB)UFER RGO 0 BT
Rk -

B) #EARPSOEG £ ZHMHBAUN(FHAMBER)IURIR TN 0 LT
Rk o

AP G BR R Ac® i §oocde 2 RS R > i m M A B TR S
WLERE R .



132 =5 P &h
BB Y R ahit o AE T EEESNTEY P 0

L AE RS - BR2e SR F P Y SRUREE SR E
?ﬁ:uéa"'%«ﬂ;:églfi ’fﬁﬁgﬁ"o

2. S WA DT R A BR L R BHE N H WM T R B
L REF Y b S R 0 B iR A R B M KR

3HFd BERE(EEE )R RO B S R R S A L
Ja

PoREGHITIE- BT 2 AHEF I AR B 25

C

5
\\?{y

9

Wb gm kb

4. REBISFHFBSGUEROE - AN HERN G R LR 2 R RE
e P HRAN L F L HEFRLLE V- 26
?ﬁﬂ@ﬁ@wygiig%’awmﬁﬁw * o B RS G TR 4
AAREE T 2 AT R
FARA G R A EWEELITG AR FRI PR G IRT &Ly
%W@?%%éﬁa%m%’iﬁ%éE?ﬁﬁ&%%ﬂﬁﬁiiﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ
WK e b R S H R SR LE RS RER

»
She
|
&
2
et
Pt

e

¢
N 0

;é_’,‘
3
=
St
&

.

a

\m

Fare > B p Ry {ﬁpi;ﬁd‘ R L SRV ST E AR -
EEMNFRFTREKA EEE T ER B BFEfEOHA

Fans AFL@p - 26 R EE AR ) F e 2 B
Bz % B B ORF SRS hE - AN RN G BiEG 2 5
P# 7 5% (Brand Relationship Quality) i @2 52 F 7 g F £ & - B 3t &9 1
el - AN T s SRR R 2§ 05 P (price premium) g BT %
LIEFHFLE - 25 BREE SWOE THRARD B R
RPIPR- A G ARG SR R LR R BREP R B B B

o

o



14 FrERp

ANAFET T FHISE PRSP h 8- HEP AFTHER P

1.

WA 2977 > ERP T 2MAY
Pand 2 g HF RE TR MEREFH DS FhF eyl
AF PRIFMAF > 3 P H A F(Schmitt 1999; Carbone 2003) » 543 5 5
HAI MERBEEE AR A KR GRS R ERIFE RIS A | GPRGE
B S BT AR LERIE E Y R L o (R AN SRk BB 8 R
FAT Y RPN B

£ X EEATE SR M AR 4 5 SR RN N AlEs L o 8
M Gy R LY 2 TR e R 2 Fah & %58 (e, Hess
R TR R E R L 0 H e 2

o
NG)
(02e]
R
b2
o
B
J?_;g
e}
I
7
Slg]:_
=
N
oz
ﬂ

REE S M inr § Bl SRS AP F R SRR R F g hoimad
K

2R R B R E S T MR R A0 R ) ARBLEEE Y N R R
MR R 2 TR TR o
WA FHEROTEAY 0~ P LE R MR IR

WA PR OFTEAY S A EN R Bk E o A AP LR
AR R T BH - B AR PR RO R R IR
3 F R R R (store attitude) 2 &4 f& & (brand attitude) <8 55 (Yoo et al. 1998;
Daugherty 2001) » @ A= 3 B E_2 % 6 éiiﬂ’%’fﬁ’iﬁ%i‘l - BT

?

F AR S % 35 & (brand loyalty)r i 1%/ f¥(price premium):g?

TS

PAE RS BRI F TG S R R
SN AT VA EYRE A B AN SR R
WA X &3F 3 L hig$ > Ohmae (2002)32 % - B RGHF B TR - £ LER

FELMER AP AEBREE R A RPERFIR T A R



ZAFAINBFFIRNESYAALLE oBFH T ELBE RS HEh(dowr

e 3 ¥ ¢ o Starbucks ¥ Kohikan) o #7140 444+ % 27 S e T 7 25 A0 %

o & fehe e i G OB R WS TAT Y 0 2300 A F B % (Yooetal 1998)
AR AT S RIS MR R e TE AL REPRF
R S

5. FHEMEF K- WHRIS LRI EF BMEAeR fe g 5 AT R
"% R 5% 03] ;¢ (experiential type) ¥5-4% B R 2T S % PSR AR

BT R R PREATR Y R B SRS A A

A A FEERY ¢ R 2 R (bl B R R A EA KT R G
®oeEYy i*ﬁ“‘“ MR TR RbrAE F 0 TR REFR F W&
BECAEHBGRER A ZFEEF T ORERFRRE TR AALLCE §

&

BRA R R ERRARF R SWEY F LR PR LA
B AR Se v AT A eyl Do WER o AN 1 B R AL 0 s AUE

2RHEFAL I RCFEL N o

R 1 B FF L BR G e B i o A

151 =5 BE
1. A5 K2 )’%:};Egv} PO B8 5% (2 Schmitt (1999) 04 3 > % 4 5 B F % ~ i
RS LM% FRMRE MR LAY P MRS N F
1’3:,&% hFEFH T s N AP é}’%t‘ g G5 IA- e s VAR~ el
1"‘7:}7; Schmitt (1999)%2 Brakus (2003)f#t it iz fa A 45 ° #r3F B iz £ 402§ &
%m%&ﬁﬁ&’fﬁiﬁf%ﬂ’%*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁigé ERD LL
4 Schmitt (1999)% & 8 % » #7123 % Schmitt (1999)4 5% 4 % > 5% §_A 5=

TAF LR R R



2. AREFHEHWY R '?qz R T é’fﬂ*}ﬁ\i & * Fournier (1994, 1998)#73 ! é’ﬁ’f#ﬁa
» B 357 Hess (1998)chrb it 2 5 M 455 - & SAp M2 F @1 ¢ § -

& 4 P 4" Fournier (1994, 1998)¢h = B 7 & 7 (Brand Relationship
Quality; BRQ)%#& » @ AF5 %355 Fournier (1994, 1998) #Fi% 2! i1 & 67 o
BEMEgEs - L e Ry F &5 ’iﬂ’%‘f B M2 B end f o 9% JF MRHE
PR Pt B or RET S R A T AL P et i el a0 B 5 AR

oSN R GRR ) R R

3. APPSR 2 B 0 R DL s R

EPFFFWKRBE PR R A RERE ¢ FRRTE R AR
s ?’ﬁ'ﬁ’ F% G %ﬂ:% e 2 R ) 2 s 5% B %(e.g., Fournier,
1998) » @ A7 7 A & £ FRAIFL I F MARHSMM G222 > @ M by

Wz A BEORL L AR TR A B2 R BT .

152 75 # 1

FURT R KA S PR R L R RE P R e

L A& g g D@ g p oy F2 g RE R
LT SRR R AR AR LA LP 2T U T AR (7 0

o AR AR LY v - 2

2. AFTEASH BB A B A R R F TR F A FHY
A Y AR EFERRNKRE SR GOL AR ESRY A S T
B PRI R A R R BPRAE > @ PRAR DA ARG A R B 2 BT B AR
ORIEE Y A et 4R MR A T Bk B F F R S MRS S
BIENA R TR R A A E 0 EAFHMAR AN R i v A ¥

3. T}ﬂ'\/{ﬂ’“mﬁhﬁq; ) t] -r’\vll‘;\: ——@@;\I@B 5"?1”’/\%&5% ﬁm};ﬁﬁl?#\ g?}i%
R AR R b L LT TN B T A ) e
Ry e o



= TR

AR R LY SRR L e B R AR R O T

B 5203 &5 ERRY R BH > $o &8 K 5P ERE? 50 &
Bo%I @38 RSB EREER? 0% > 52 818 R STMIERERY O
oo %S SR M %o

21 EWEE S

211 W F s

TSRS L andih o B 1980 & KA B T P ERA L Kotk Liva

P rEenE & o Keller (1993)in 325 &M EZ b3 - @ - BEMite #4% > v 23
iip'é?féé*r‘%’fﬂf%i BEEZ TP EE CHEE AR T A LR T - B
G Fs 0 B0 WA R PR ?ﬁﬂ"}n"f FoarRg i g FHEE L A4 o d dph v Rt
hiEd Y o TR REMIELE DT AT ISR FHRIE FEA F 2 PLE T

E:N ’A}‘;—J]ngﬁv&r’f :

1. pAizpLgk

dMABREFROEMEE IRIR A2 TR Ry~ FAMRENE

FTHAEAE > L 4G B EM 2 F L B o Bonner and Nelson (1985) 4 3 & 8 £ 4
T S AL & o Shocker and Weitz (1988)#-- £ 5 T R A AR A &> F &
# > Louviere and Johnson (1988)#-&- 1 # 7 T & » &% ¢

WS R R TR eI £ U
g #Tf#ff 2 * o Simon and Sullivan (1993)R] 4335 = & A XM £ E 3730
VR E Rk LB S o Biel (1992)R]3 5 &M 7 A %

T B RIS B 1S
AL AT EINE o f 0 L Ak R et > W F

RS E TR 0 e Stobert (1989)#-Z MR XA : - BEE A4 > T KL
BFEEE &g BN~ o
2. FABEE



Tauber (1988)L 5k it 5 A d 2 igird 2 end B 0 R EAREFHE A
¥ ®ehgf b @ o Farquhar (1989): s & & LS MES FHA KP4 & o
Mullen and Mainz (1989)4p & &4 & S8 - s 4 v R9TA 2 onff g
Kamakura and Russell (1990)z% = &3 18 & 2.4 &9 TG & 22t > 2 2

Y by UR< gk
Doyle (1990)d & &-5c § OLBEIL 5 &4 i L B T30 2 ks F 4 4
2 AR EA gk o Kim (1990)385 m g s Ldp &M B @A L H LY

F Bk v A BPLLY AL L .

Aaker (1991)in: & Z & - @ B~ LM e BT R T AL |
=

FAOGE kTR AP BB R L TAS R A2 oA

%
¢
s
3
=
i
R
et
Slg,
&
I3
-
i
<k
EiL

BFEAfE RVFHS SRLBR SR
Ry 1 en g ?éo&M@m(Mmm§%%%§ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ;§#ﬁﬁﬁﬁijﬁ

*EDiE AR 0 @ B AR 5 SRR O aE e

Ranagaswamy (1993)1 R &M & ¥ f2 5 - fAfI0H E - F F e %o
6 B enii e 2 {3 G enif 43530 ¢ e Keller (1993) /Y & i 7 ‘*‘EL—‘L k T_&H Fm

A SRR E U PR R R L (70 flen £ b S dopieh

Y T

\'—'IQ l—'"

w

Park and Srinivasan (1994)%- %M T & 50 7 HE - &0 DFERREF S
Aqi b AR EBEGEE oL B o Leuthesser et al. (1995)\2,@:—,\ e s AN AR
LAEN A ‘_—‘;E’v’ﬂ?ﬁﬁ% % @ ; ¥ ‘b Lassar et al. (1995)%% Keller en® & » 305 &M i
FARA R F R FRE TR SN LAY AR o T e ok

AT R o

212 BEEAHSHEE 0=

Keller (1993)¢ i} ‘%”j + ELEE R T A SR 0 225 B £ AL #(Customer-based) e5-
&L § ﬂﬁ&wﬁﬁﬂﬁm,iﬁ%fwﬁ LR LAY Z BERME
£

L o e g R LRE SN % 0 B LB vk ""#p/ﬁ ’1‘:‘_‘51 ¥

10



W FHFEE o A A0 B R s e L B B AU R F H A

2
i
FrenF Ju o gy M A B A B AR AT AR 7 G o

FREHFEF EMSI) 1988 F I M F N R R FWIES L - A%
Bhké SR EZFAREERSPE RIS SRR FA > PRFEF LB R - AT
T EY ZMEF 7= BHH © - e F ol g o bldei L B A % g A B 8
Famad Glaed HL SR RDEH FRLFRESREF FEBEF 0 (8 LM
B Bldef r SRR R TR R AOIE R RS 0 48 itk B o 2 2
%ﬁaﬂﬁﬁ%mﬁ*é@ﬁWW%~’hwmw%)m%@*é@m§mﬁ,ﬂf§

v‘&?

—_

BT

e

Franzen (1999)= 2 MEHFEF € P x> BEREERA X g 4
AR ERHATREE > v A A B Py - g SREs
B W RE(EReE) AR s SR ER SRR A ELE D S

W%é’ﬁﬁmﬁ&w%;ﬂﬁgwﬁﬁﬁmﬁa»%w%&#&%«ﬁ\@ﬁémﬁ

G o @ B SR R B o T NSRS S ik
SCATEF et B OMF R SRR IR A o B EE k- B
PR 0 v A SR AR F T S R i A 0 ¥ ek
B g BRI B B F o BREPE IR AR AP T SRS iR

LAENHEAHANTRELE T g ORI E G L OERES
22, &HREE

2.2.1 &4 5 e e

P L o S E IR 1S 0 A BB o Aaker (1991)#-5
EoMHEREASTR Y E LA
CRFFERRE L - T HE o B AN

BABENE  ASKEZ 2R ARAR MBS B U 8RR EA &SNS

ﬁ‘fﬂ

gy



Adr/ LA * b/

W 2-1 S#eEesEaa)

T kim: Aaker, D. A. Managing Brand-Equity: Capitalizing on the Value of a Brand
Name, New York: The Free ‘Press, 1991.

Bridges (1992)#01 % # & waf Mo B I i At & > 270§
%&WWW@~%@%%@. if o Bridges #-H % & 5 A &40 B £2 35 % 4p B 0%
B AHPMOIEX ¥ RA S EMOEN 4 a8 B - Farquhar and Herr (1993):% 5 &
W R AT RS AS BRI S AR

Kwaawnm@%§w%@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ&%ﬁuaw’%iﬁiﬁﬁﬂmfzzm
WELOREAN > RAELEE - HFERARAZBAN -

12



LA So4p B
B
& &P B
¥ oAt
o B R A A kS %
e Hxlh
v ./
in |
W22 S=H%mEFIQR)
TR kR Keller, K. L., “ Conceptualizing, Measuring, and Managing

Customer-Based Brand Equity”, Journal.of Marketing, 57, pp.1-22, 1993.

% EA R M T Keller i s S E 9 - LA R AR M et
L AN EA T kR R E S B RS A S F R BT &

REAE DZFTIAFPRASRRIRR S 5 BT AR A ERY FARY R M -
)i* Keller ¥} 54 5 {8 #7327 cnA df 2 B enbf i k4 > B BRI £ mE2 B o
AFARMEERPEA R E 0 LA SAP M I R R I E 0 A I E
P50 f5 B o Aaker (1996b)#-5-19 55 18 40 12 &

xR EERER BEEET ¢

¥ TG A& EF B A PR R R L B A S
&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@igﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ,%%%ﬁﬁm@?@ggﬁﬁ
BB A S BR kR T A S MO P4 82D P AL F T 8 £ (Aaker 1996b;
Brown and Dacin 1997) » & &8 j8 chk hx 7 A 5§ B 7 i 1587 255 5 1 0w 2 (Keller
1993, Aaker 1996) -

She
—
B
1@‘3‘
=
kY
I
k'l
4&

Y

Low & Lamb (2000);% 5 & B A 7 &M w A > &R ERE TR % o 4 3

FHRoRNDTRBMEEILERT P T

-

- XKD R L FRER S A

TEELEF OSSN F e

13



% 2-1 &?ﬂmiﬁﬁﬁﬂliﬁ‘ﬁﬁ
i A LU Ll B R [ .
™ w55 18 A SR L5 i ? oo s
7 o e P i 4 ALg Fix (5% B AR
Biel
(1992) A TR A ST B B R iR i EEE
22,51
B - * /hE %
Asker %fﬁ% BERE | o 'i?iif
(1991) ﬁj,“ 0% - 4 el s
A&k 2 ¥ ikt CR/LEIE
Bridges LA S EUI 3 J-
7 &, Hi% B 7 &, B34 B | 2 B
(1992) A0 B 2 19 B 2 SRR SBRE IhmE
K Ry
Farguhar& g‘fg r}J 5
Herr (1993) };F;:ﬂ; FEAlF
LA B-4p R A
Keller A qAp M - - ]
_ %iﬂ a % o 4 ‘ R
(1993) #a Al E ) mA
ER LS fe 43 g
Aaker B A B4
(1996b) A TR A ST 2P 2P (S B 1)
Brown&
s ) 1 =5
Dacin (1997) i EETE
Low&
?’;\33“ L A\‘I g ,‘:}—\
Lamb(2000) s - 1 B
S F R |
FHKR AEy R
222 S E R

L

%ﬂﬂi%ﬁ?#mﬁ?é*mMWX

(1999)3% % &
WA R &

Tl w0

e

LR R LS
= v%\%i"t’

Fe b > & %] §_514% (elicitation) » % IR(representation)£

1. 5174 (elicitation)

Supphellen (2000)3#% '}

(1) #:iT(Access):d 3t = K
PAE T RAE L
- B7

fFent B

R T
'Eng?&o ]é’}f%ﬁﬂ&&ﬁ_ km#{ﬁ‘écl}%ﬁ%ﬂl

- 'E‘ﬁi/ &F’m1 Voo s ;,o.v‘%?]}?

D e T R A
BT R o B M 515 R A
3w R bl4e

§HE MR A T B

P RETG R
o e 8 e B A B B E A 04 & o Franzen
WE SR LR B R S

[
=4
a3l

B A 45 LT A

M= BRE A

WIS

SEERL PRI SRR S B N g F
SRR R - sy, HY
FLmE A ?

14



(2) v 3% i (verbalization): & & e B F H2Ev F ity 2 FE UARE R T &

B NER s S g L0 F LA ER S

- %‘—?;’f“rx—“o'—

(3) 1 % (censoring):r ¥ & 74 314 "L A LW AT o v §n 2
ELF I LA

Fm e 0 L R R RE SRR R BB

R R gl

R ETERI AT FRIREF A AL F FeREMALB AL D
JEEERAT e At A A4k p e R B0 > Krishnan (1996):% & sefg A d 3% § i
‘J'mfr'z.*\*f]&“rﬂ IR R \mﬁ’fﬁf&&n—\r?ﬁ—%(Node)J @ T ahe | Bk
AAERFTAPER VYR ATEN CASS - BRHE ERS BEREOGETS
ﬁguﬂﬁ%goﬁ&&@%ﬁﬁgmﬁﬁ»mé#vgﬁmmmmm%a’ﬁﬁ
er1(Zaltman 1997) > B F & % (Mark 1996) & g & % (Fiske & Taylor 1995) »
Supphellen (2000):% % * % @il SRR FR o 2 g A3k e v iPimeE
-w%m%tT&“%tﬁyﬂ°%7HFW%Tm¢Rﬁ*4’%%%ﬁmﬁ—
ﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwzmmmﬂwﬂm%%t CRER AT A AR B
Bz iy B oA R HE

A T 1 AR (e B A 17 B

R REE Y PR D S AR PRE g TR RS ]
4 e pd & i (Krishnan 1996; Boivin 1986; Olson & Muderrisoglu 1977) » @ %
WY AR R g PR R 2 fe2 19 172 (Reynolds & Gutman 1988) 27 = 44 i ]
%7(Hauser & Koppelman 1979) o

<

Aaker (199D #- M EfrE > A L P RZ2EERZ > B RIFRIR
SR FAEPEIMIRARNFT AL AR ABEEN LY 2R
R ERERNFRZES 7D BE - BER o ok SRR B A BRERARG B
BB ERIE R ER Y W% RS- EA TR ﬁ PR BEMEF LR
dAERERENE S B AR EES 8 BT £ 4 4 2GR o Keller (1998)
A FMGER N BT A LTI T B R T g g I e 45
d B 18 ~ 5~ ZMET (Zaltman metaphor elicitation technique) ~ &% B 2 % & >

AR AR o

G
WP

b

15



223 Eumgay i

EREIEED T BRSO e RERE LR N PRF e
P gl F flen& a9 5 > Krishnan (1996)# 215 2 énficp ~ BB a® i & ~ B ihjb 4
POBEORAIr B ¥ URLUFRE LS KES SR HLE o @ Keller (1998)713%
5 I A g B4 (desirability)£? @ i 4 (deliverability) s e s #73% & e g B>

g Maslow 03 F R B RORfE > @ B2 4 PIBAt T = BFE D ASH G D
EF AL AT ANAIG AR Y Faom B2 B vadF A o Keller

%ﬁﬁﬂuiﬁ%ﬂ’wﬁm;&%m%W%t{+¢iﬁm’ WML IER G P Jh
SR o LI i R TR A S ] P Aol YRR T et e g T A 0 G
BEFH RS BRA PP P L A% A LAY MO T HEE o

23 MR
2.3.1 54 B R

Abrams (1981)7% 5 54 L F il el 3 50 0 i o B R gh it — fs
L3 B @ A G S &I R Plummer (1985):0 5 &4 BILE§ BEG w0 ¢ 3
Amtgﬁ AR ER A AR S g A BT AR
S AL R P R B S RS R T
37 MR £ o S BB - BA R NRE IR T A AP LR
WARE B SR BAEG R A EH SRR o e e
S h R B LR B AR edE AR g o g B A R L
BONAERRAR  AhBEI &L BAEL RS BARE S AT B
R0A Ko @ S B X R S E RS BT A K o Farguhar (1990) Al
PEMBET Y IRUAR VRS - REEG BULEE 2 Lot Bt
FE B O BB - R

Ed
Vel

5
‘\E‘R
f*“

beicllie e S
R0
x\‘\

=k
Qfx *r_\lt

e
cd
i

B e i e B 2

S AR A T A B R p AR E e R AR E
= 8 ¢ T 8 47 7] (Belk 1988; Keller 1993)-Upshaw (1995)3; ) &4 i £ 2549 4 3>
heniE MR S B SM G 2 & Aaker (1996b)iR G S0 B E - e R
FoHTERRem i M v el B2 A4S0 2 AFaREFie
Keller (1998)7 32 & -4 8 B A5 B0 S e A BB B » 0 7 1R P 4 P 5
WEPR X R g E AR e

16



2.32 5 B ehas S

Plummer (2000):% 5 S 7 % =72 i kg A W EF A2 8 B #
RS R RN F e R 2 BB A BB T S Y jﬁ ¢ ey
E Rt BRI S )F 2 PF RS SRR s B SR
FEGE S 2P DR s 2P RPN R #A*A’hkﬁmmnﬂ%%wi%ﬂéﬁ

BER G TR e A i g B R B R PENEg  e

"fTT TP RS 3Nk > Batraetal (1992)3% 5 @ R Jﬁ"k’?r‘;%@ BT EE
wm1;¢ A &P B A SRR S LA Bl

Z e gl B o Aaker (1996b) 7 3% A SoAp B A AR5 B 0 & 55
M e #ér%,&(product class)» ¢ .. % » P2 A SN BT EEETR B 2LE &
MR 3 DA AR KRR 2P R R R AR ) R E
ot s B E S B o AT gk R B 0 T o2 a5 E R
i 24 AP M/2RE SAp B end B g o e il 34 o

% 2-2 SRR EeAs S KR

A &40 b
S e D AAn W LA AR B A A
R/
o g # —iﬁzﬂ/
® 7 fH
i i R
® mikz 4
® i 5iu(&%) ® RBipt
® 25 o AR
® s AEF-H#T) & 74
® A nFasin o Fwmii
B
o ASHE ® S ds
® G kil
& LA
® edli g

FRAR =g R

17



233 54 B ergrg

et

ﬂ%uﬂﬁ&ﬁe-IBE%?WEWY“%ﬁﬂﬁi&ﬁ?ﬁ#?ﬁY“%ﬁﬂf*@ﬁ
R R A 2 SR LRy SNTE FURE R R Rt
B2t el Afrd @ p s i B R GEY S BEE G AL - Kn

=

FM R AL gy ea 2LE R e d

INERBEROFEFFI ARSI RGFEM L VARGV &
LEAWFFFIRMY AR R s NS T E R FACR F i <
T #7534 (Big Five MODEL) % 1735 #2451 A 87 B E e B4 » R0 o >0 744
o R AT & a o (e.g.Aaker 1997; Aaker & Fournier 1995; Siguaw et al. 1999)- @ Aaker
(1997)R]i& * — e A M 4FF 4 S &0 B4 0 fLz 5 50 B 12 ¢ & (Brand Personality
Scale, BPS) e 3 B 5B F ¥~ ke~ F v 4 ~ SR~ BHTT A BHEFT ER
TF M BEE 3% BT A BR{E-HTALA LI Baw  TRERET SHF
BERGEERE > T < BHEFT6E4 A LGS DR B RUEFELG L]
BofE R o BRI A T o B BT G R B 2 A E_E 3 on(Sincerity) 2 5 i 4
(competence) ° IDG 0 “% v jaR 4 74 7 B A 0w Yo g B 28 Aaker Prik 2 B

=

AFEHMAEYF o Bor BPSHE - BAY WG AFE L L -

18



%23 ZHBHEEABPS): I L& F

Fuen: Fiefe B Biiens FAIR AR s 2 EReD

BN L LR R o B

*® 6 0 o

L A s (et s 2B s R Pofisen

:g%,\_&grgﬁq\ RS A s :rhé,gq’q\%
£
F

T
%

Kﬁ\fr’f"l
A s e B e B AR

* 6 O o
¥ ¥

She
o
i
3\

s MR IRTE S fi D

2
«g_
s
'3‘
&
R
ok
=i
o)
{
3
~=i
K8
o
'
a\

> #
A AREETE AR I AR R st B SR

< ﬁ&ﬁqzé,ﬁ_ﬁq\;g_%ﬁq“ﬁ_}éﬁq\ %4@_;—,’—;

T kim: Aaker, J.,“ Dimensions of Brand Personality”, Journal of Marketing
Research, 34, pp. 347-356, 1997.

24 EHER

241 598 RhEK

R ERAE - BREOEL VIV EER R AME ) ERAETVRTE TR D

A7 % o Fazio (1986)%- 5 fi 2 Tk 5 &M S B &) § ¥ 3elhy 325 ol B

19



Wilkie (1990):% 5 &4 ik B 7 T & & AF £ ¥ 50 cnF 83 % > Farquhar (1990)3% % & &

Bdpehiign el Aoy FMA SRl g a BRDR AR AT (75 H1 & 5

v

ip ¥k Franzen (1999)+ 335 &M AT Tk » e LW HET SRR LG {187

=4

s
YRR R ES 3 EC C S §

SRR o Keller (1998)3% 5 &4

ERELtLramE g o

242 5 1R A5

Mittal et al. (1990)i%5 &4 fi & 607 & £) % & #9078 L7 b 52 S0 Bt
oA SRR s S H R R AR T SR ER kA P e AR
i ““Jﬂ% o Farquhar (1990)3% 5 &M e R e+ 2 HBE 07 5 C% %2 € hil i &

& 3. » Kirmani & Zeithaml (1993)45 & 549 f& & ¢ 35 HE Z30d £ % > v B3 - &
4§ & MenPE 4 - Spangenberg et al. (1997):% % &ML & & 2 Tf] e 22 7 7| fﬁﬁ\i » Keller
(1998):% 3 AE e fl R ¥ AP Al ERH U A Z T L - FEn § 4
BB SRR 07 S SR S R (A ) B R (R )RR I g i
fro#T 20 AR BEAE A ERERIAR SHMEERTEMER -

243 SR iR

S0 B8 R TR 2 5 3F 5 415 > Fishbein (1963)3n % i % é A ey R 2

e

?.&z

ot S B E A R BB R B E e 7T A SR §

"

f
g § @i & kiR o Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)#% &1 7 % BI85 » 500 & R ARAR

SA
—

S ERMEE ko FHEE N FHALE > BN E R PPt g e
BUREJIEamERRE TAD fie A3 BEINT R APRRETFRF A
FEAHI:ORERRGFE I AHF - BHESAJIE 7 TP FOT LR K

@f A3 gl | S4F - BREATIE T ER R TR AR AR ) o 5
MAERISRE - BHEGABRAREE R G JIH kM oo ¥ ?b Spangenberg et al.
(1997)4% 21 71 #= & i,}iﬁmrf.] g 5 J et el LR A o

20



%24 /gl GREFELRET £ 4

Wi {4z csg P # 4] ensg p
fo /8 B o P YR
SRl e g FEaR R
*E /% en & & y/2he & i
A ARG ARG P Y 2EF G i
7R E/R Em AR Y H AR 60
L3 & b dzy 7 Fles v/ m §es e
7 Bl ey B eh F PR & P
R § ¥ e/ e e
F 4 Fe b/ TR ch 1 EHG T
EF XY F R0 S HY R 3L e
Wy B i e BAAA G 2 AA D

kR - Er RS AL/ A R AR AL

L kim: Spangenberg, E. R., Voss, K E.; and Crowley, A. E., “Measuring the
Hedonic and Utilitarian Dimensions of Attitudes: A General Applicable Scale,”
Advances in Consumer Research, - 27, pp. 235241, 1997.

Dyson et al. (1996)4 1 &4 7 F-ena i » & 0Bt f Fonde @ f F &
TARFRER AR S R R BN R R T R RS L AR AL

LR

25 E#HA5%
251 K425 % chE &

Reynolds and Gutman (1984)$% * £ - B &u#i(means-end Chain)&h j2 4e 12 33
et BV I r;ﬁr;ﬁ{gc_gpfg,ﬁgzégﬂﬁg% B RRABEYF E RS g Y 2
A A SRR v e PR M R s AR kg A 250
LErR) ﬂ B* A SETERDIEZERE & g ABEREH L EOEE A KD
Benf KR AR T B R EE N A B A

FEA B S MEE el od REROEHIET B mE ah I d BB

21



EHMEAT R RA LA ﬁ ﬁcﬁﬂm§$%ﬁ%5@ﬂﬁ§w%§QMm&
3E

Katsanis (1995)3% 5 iX 7 2 = & e & Bh(node) » 7 ¥ s & 2 5497 % o
252 &A% é’f‘l’f#.\i 1

Roth (1992)3% % &7 % L 5B E P Ap g LR DT RFF > b SR 54
AHEE AEBER TR 0 B A g R AR %o Biel (1992)%-
WA ES LR F R R R RERF GO R T A AR R R

kIR Y
itr K4 &£

G e/ o] e

&9 % A e

R 2

e
4k

Ty

W 2-3 SWA5% 4%

4 kiR Biel A. L., “How Brand Image Drives Brand Equity”, Journal of
Advertising Research, 32, RC6-RC12, 1992a.

22



253 S5 % hie & B

Dobni & Zinkhan (1990)# 32 7 1957 & 3 1988 & cn¥t»t 54935 % 2 & = )l% v &
TRICXETE N e
A ALY R R SR mE
AR A e B R o -
AR A ST R 0 o AL AR R R o ) S

® SRR ER AL o

Kapferer (1993)4p & &% 2 9 2j aﬁ’ﬁﬁr B v EAEE BT 2 A
FRFOE > R T AU FRE RO RS o d WP B g g Y
B R g B ehd b s R IT S AT A 2 odp B 8 e i i e o Na et al.
(1999)% = 5492, % £ - B2EFAFRDBL > KW % Pird 3 0 5 & FHEGEE 4o
o FERS FAHRE Y B iR R T A 2 {1 E TR > o fie FIEAR L
T E FAg L A R iR E (Aaker 1991; Keller 1993; Kirmani and Zeithaml 1993) » i&
BHFFALLG I Bk o pi A s e B RS I R e AR %

,_,dP\—l;-,"—:%—lm]F;,j\l)g,bljé;_"l Q\'&fb/ﬁ im%ﬂqig\frﬁo

26 &M%k
2.6.1 SHW%AEET

:_J-‘&I,[gu ’ f’téﬂl{?éﬁ%f‘?ﬁ{ﬁi‘—:ﬁb FB&V?£¢&ﬁ$f§Pm§E‘$%ﬁgéﬁ*§% )
7 A

Lebergott (1993)4% 41 = - & % chZE B 5 & “TH L5 AER P 7 &

A SR
d R Rk A S RS B MR G DR R AR S REN R LAEHRERY o F
pF Pine I 2 Gilmore (1998)  »tv4 i £ 2230 ¢ hm MR SR Rk v ¢ #2
BB ANF I EE o & BARE E ARSI XA IR SRS o MRS
2 P el G AN 0 1T E 2 R 74P 5 48 4 (Marketing Science Institute) #-"By f#Af %
MW"y T8 BEFFNFPLIREL - WHRELHAFCDRE 3 HERS 6 O

N I L fp kL

23



2.6.2 W% DR &

o B8 2 R L (bl ] w2 TR ENFEHY 4 )T r iR o
TEve S ERA @ﬂx%‘r BT Ed Fi2ar BBy § 4897352 i1 o MaCann
Erickson Worldgroup 7 »¥ s F % % > PR G - Bk 7 FRM2 20 Wl 2
SR RE LA E KR PRAR S AiE F M s & o Holland (1998)3% 5 85 ¥ AL AR 5 48 2
PRBAEHE AFEL R RRDOGHEIRAADITHRE T TG A BHEKLR 2
¥k A Fﬁév’ﬂ?im;ﬁwb‘_gﬂjsuz erMsR AR o RAE A 3 o WK E P E el
# h#nfr%agg?mju,'g w&ﬂw& géﬁgﬁ;i,]-lgﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁdﬂﬁgéf;’;#k

%L B BB Ry

2.6.3 SRR &

SRS P A BT T R g S E S F R AT L
AA - BW B R E R e R R 2 5 R S B8 S
7
SRR T T P — I E L Y TN T

B0 AT B SR R AL ik A

I

L g ad x4 ,‘El’mﬂ-*:)téﬁf%;’i’r‘%’fﬂﬁ’ljﬁv? g — B Rl o T 2 5

2.6.4 Rg% 0730

REE 3 il - BRI B DGR S R
Foaw oo e A D R ARG FRo T L i L
DATEOMESR S LT P BB S EAIE P AR L L o R }

Jeeho B FAIE s IR R R A EFS R ET L AASW AR LI
Mo E S S B end E P ah- $R%1> o Holbrook & Hirschman (1982)3% 5 i

)3

7
A% 8~ R S # = R 0 Rooley (1990)3% & = 477 & Bk(sweet point) 3 & § = F¥
A R R R T CRR R A S ARG o B IR I Y S S B
- F?ﬁiﬁfbiﬁ?ﬁ g% 1 o @ Krishnan (1996)R)30 5 S H 7 4 5 B (b4 @ 32
o R)BE R ERR A - v M)t sk 0 Padgett & Allen (1997)R d PR3 R Sk cpLEE 0 -

PRAARESR T8 5 L - BHIURBEEn Rl s R EF 5 F B0 FIH AR L GPRFE

24



B2 e 458 2 ARG P EARDE L - L4 B IR o Pine I & Gilmore (1998)3% & 48 5% 2_
Tﬁ&ﬁ?’?rﬁﬁ}ﬁﬁ%ﬁ_}a']‘i ’?ﬁ\fr"w’\*ﬁz;fé"r‘J’JKl?'?FET‘jpr B0 s ag
Mo RRE L S8 ot/ r 2R A BiEe HHERA S r BB A B LEHE S KT

PRI EE EF S LT R 24407 o

F}LP]/(
ki 5 ¥ ih
s R 83 IRy
N
W24 HWHLNE

7o &R Pine 11, B. J. and GilmoredJsHs; The Experience Economy: Work is Theater

and Every Business a Stage. . ‘Harvardpbusiness school, pp.30, 1999.

Petromilli & Michalczyk (1999)4% ! &4 %85 5% > @ P R-HHF I FFFE A 5
BRS¢~ 182 B s o Ellwood (2000)R] AR E F Rk Kap gk > #
SIs izt » B HRAR L MR A 5 T A& e 0 Aor T fEP Weg A %\ffi‘*"m}é;' z
mE o AEER T2 Bl R E51 2848 o Of T (Identify) : ¢ 7 F S AL

s B A e @4 fr(Inform) @ ¢ 233 ~ V' REEF o OF tf(Imagine) : ¢ 7 &~
B gl a3t o @z »(Immerse) : ¢ 3 I AR F ~FR~ZFEEFH - Oil484

(Intrigue) : & % Bl o~ "R o

25



W 2-5 AF % #5 SI 50

T &k k: Ellwood, I. P. TheiEssential ‘Brand Book: Over 100 Techniques to

Increase Brand Value, UK:*Kogan Page, 2000.

Pinker (1997)F 3 % #f < a8 30i WA v fa A W2 7 i~ g8
RO LG RIS 2 AL ¢ B o0t w BEC T S ) Msk sE A -Dube & Le Bel (1999)
BHERBIGOFTEAT P RN e B R AR ER /R R G I
# A gk ¢ oo Schmitt (1999)7% #% Jg b i & 3 -5 3] 34 5 W Lentlise e » v
AT RSk A B AR PR TR LT FRMRE MRS T A
o B HTEF K DR WK A R RS L nE % A
ZARMERETR AR S0 BMERETE I WRFR - Y R T WK Y LS ER
EREY AL AT es A oo £ porlgd ol ki o
Wite 2~ FRLBE - FREMHRFHUFIFEp b 22 R FHHS
WA R R LY MW TR L e R R AR R AL

LYo R PHEHEREATTR o TR IR E LMy % 2R e
BUERBELFFENERREEOFLE AR BRE p ARE S B - B

TSR Y v MR A R R S R 2 AR g Y (YA BT STILAZAR TR A AR S 0
B BAMR  EBAZEEBAN 8 AR AN RGP E

26



;ﬁ@@,gﬁﬁﬁgg—@&%ﬁ&gﬁwoipzﬁiu&mma%%m e S BE
A58 4o R 0 R B 2 Schmitt (1999)e0A 877 58 > 7 -2 B A B gL {F 4T

525 WHRFIFH

f’Fﬁ Holbrook & Pine & Evard &
Padgett& Ellwood Rooley | Dube&Le Pinker
Hirschman Gilmore Aurier
Allen (1997) (2000) (1990) Bel (1999) (1997)
18 =% 5 ) (1982) (1999) (1996)
, 7 e Ap%
% \ LRk . , . . . ‘
BT % ! FEpM% | Lok | RTH% | RTH%R | RTH%R | RF W%
PR TR
N =~ Bk
&Y TR | R M | R Mk WhERE | R % | BE/E | R %
KT | B | oA | o TS/
ol rmm| opnsk | LYk _ Bl
W e | HeENEils | ok | A %
= ) 4 R % L i
TR | RS | FHH% N =~ Rk 2%
S K Wk gy W%
i
2 |MEE% o 5 R Bk §EM% | ALEM% | AEH G

FRMR AEiEm
2.7 HHMG

G B A L BT b o B BL > E AR L dE 4 chBl (G
€F REFF P 8 &£ > i AR 122 8 £ JI(Franzen 1999) o #7112 e ie %%FJ i
CREE: gt BRIy B AR B o 2 Y SR M AR v A

JE‘;
ey
=
=
I

271 5B AR A

Blackston (1992)# ! - b T eop &l » B2 i F F &2 &b o 4ol L B2 4

3
™

2 [P o S0 R B AL ﬂ%ﬁ% W2 B ennae s R S 7 i el
W T BB 4 @ o Blackston (1993)3 5 & B 3 5

"
PR E LIS EE O FAT A TR OERE TR c Q%R

\

3

=y

g

EREE L Berry(1995)dp 1 ¥ 5 7 F AL R EPEHLLE R

% o Mundkur (1997)iF » 3P 1 S 20 § 52 o M % 83 dok - L BB IES
A

WE G ARET vV RN G oA B2 B MG 4o B 26 967

27



e N
>
®EA ®* % B

W 2-6 SWEAET 2 E MG

FfL kR Mundkuri, Prabhakar,“ A Two Way Relationship”, Atticus File, 3.
pp. 1-pp3, 1997.

B EARSEY AR DR ARI R E Adein ?
X ASRESM Bl D S BRERY K Adrie ?
R X Bius &M AR D M ARLRY K Bhoi ?
% % BiuiSM Birie : &M BinE Y ¥ Birie ?
K ARG S B R BIE K Al ?

X ALY X B Ao e BB L X A o ?
f f f A

Fournier (1994)4 = B & & ¥igi+gn b & QI & 23 hizd 2 {15 -
QFFAPLHI > ¥ A PF LT g Bl ERFF - Q1 & & i g & o Franzen
(1999)i % S M G E e SH2 Fap I ik v 20 THAERS B3

I ENEEPF c QBAES P I B A SRl RS
FRERE SR e R B SN OGN F SR B RN g
i

o JT EARG BT A s R BT G a3

SREOEE LR W

272 BB thends

Berscheid (1994)# A % &4 cnb (2 £330 508D A od] £ 0 3 T franig iR
MG v ABEEEYAL ST LD E - Bagozzi (1995)£ Peterson (1995)# i
e o SR N GG A A - B Rl A V- R

# o m Fournier (1998):%: &Ml %3 = BE& hkih : OwiLiho

=
N > 7 ' 2 ° 'hi.ﬂ" ;‘:o N :'ﬂ"_’ ~‘ﬁ ° P
@ik g 2 it i @g%ﬂqul _upﬁﬂa @Jfﬂxg—gr&gpé%aﬁﬂ DR Ao BETAT

28



[

MR E A R A A AT B R B A o p A PRA R RPN 0 A B Gl W B
AEPEEEIE e 2N E Y P FEF T AW ER A A Pu s R

Rl R 2 (VR F)E 0 B F] R R (54 cnsg B~ AT R Y ahR REE ] S B AP

RAZDORAFTRE G5 MBI A~ B Ry B & REFARGEDRE - MG

TS IE AT RA b ¢ GG R EE 1L i A R ik

R LTI RS SRR ER R R S TN S P TR

Duncan and Moriarty (1997)i% 5 &8 M o &2 84e™ 1 QAL g2 % 1 2
EEFFEM AT L RS- 02 QuRER A F HE e KA SLF
Bl & ik &R 0 O v Kdp g MMIS 6 IR E B @R v Ay
TR DRI FAo TFFTAIB FEFRHEE UM i g 8 F R

FOT A S L) B g S A B T S K BB £ T & o

A=

£ 26 EMMGHSHBOERS

;4;‘;.&_25&@%% ES 2 ]"}’1 dvﬁva}j&
Berscheid e e e I
(1994) (GBI %)
Bagozzi B R S G FREREIE
(1995) (4 eds %) (s 1)
Peterson
F Ry P S A R JE
(1995)
Founier N1 )
i gl 5
(1998) A g 2 it en
Duncan & Moriarty P4 533 i A g il
(1997) = f?@ = R LT

FRR =g R

29



273 MM g B

Franzen (1999) %% Ehrenberg (1974, 1990) ATR ¥2 ATR&N $-5% 500 b % e
Bo Bl eI BIFE LT &Sk F* - I8 50 B EN PR o SV

2 100%E 5 7 5 -

30



¥ - PR | L F sk |

A LY M E R/ RS A T > g B4R/ e/ Lok
«— AR/ A l
RO g A
I Tlgpem 5
E g 4R B B Ak - XY M EAAEY
—>
LR i
?l%%i?'léfé — R/ A mA/ A
® et ERMivl o #3ih
TR o R TR Oy A l
B 4 T o df
® 17 K

¥R e | 5
55 f
“«—» iég'écp%h" s T /Y ,r*zl; F R/ R /S
R >
=Y
Bl 4 L RS A/ B i o /i 2

s 2 he -2, 4 . —
SRR R /5 T R F R/
o s e B

|

¥ PR R A |
BT I g %‘Mf'EéEvLE?—% MR/ T B A
1 'FFT
+—>

$o XRE /S LR/

F/EF O p:u/ﬁﬁ}‘ll 2!

TR F /50K
$TRRE RB(EWME) 100% 548 & 35 > LR

W 2-7 S GREERK

T AL kiR : Franzen, G., Brands & Advertising: How Advertising Effectiveness

Influences Brand Equity UK: Admap Publication, 1999.

31



Fournier (1998)#% &1 7 — 1 54 B %5 B i Azch B 2540 Bl#rr

BA- 452 638 WA= 2E-FT-TF Bz - o
WA o AR-EF WA ¢ =k WA= AR

W 2-8 SR R R iEAR

T &kim: Fournier, S. (1998), “Consumers and Their Brands: Developing
Relationship Theory in Consumer Research,” Journal of Consumer Research, Vol.
22(3), pp. 327-343

Cross & Smith (1995)RI3% % &M B &5 T K =xen(d Ma F ) ¢
REEER R &Y o U A RAEE AT
La

2 1B
W E RS B v AR S AL B s R

a2
22

1. g @ %9

o

ﬂﬁ-

2

3. Mkt pEa A > v A A AR HEE R
4. AF T EL ALBEN 0 A F B AL EAE -

5. Bl L HE B ARESN RS S SRPL o

32



M Ko BB R A e A Aok i F ePs VM TR R 0 e B

Taok B enk :'(fr‘u ¢ #& 8 o Levinger (1983)3i% 5 B frerid 38 B » % T AT e e
* R BAFZ BREECH 0 B Renfd B % 132 f247 0 Fajer & Schouten (1995)3% & BE 7%
T FIEE R R R o 315 R3¢ A 2 o Duck (1982)dp M X 3T = BELR
AGFRDFe RRAR GO FE M IR QRO pr 7 R

Forro QEMIFA P RMF R LG AR LT RFES AR EELF KR 7 i

Mg RAEE A c @R DAT S BT G BP TR T e MR

b

% #% - Rose (1984)7 45 4114 T cigfk il § 188 % 3% 1 D OP & enpndf S ik P g
QT 2PN EN X P FTERFAETM - QO B AFZ BN BT - B xeni7
B REE 0k o Duck (1982)3% 5 B 2 X R B AR A 40T (TS N eh Bk
—>i}é\:§§—>ﬁ’§t"‘$—>iﬁ§=’ CATIUREE ST 4 08Py 2 E M»”E’ v B PR B 4
LfE7 0 € Rk A R R & T E ok dor & A - féfrﬁpg»ga Bl REEF e
724 7% o Rusbultetal. (1982)3n 5 M e BRA T adlAr BF 90 52 - L3BA
% ~ &g o Fournier (1998)# ! Riffi@ss 507 & 45 B 4 03] 2 W3] - 2B 4 03
v B TR mﬁ"’“f A FL B A EN SRR ER G TER R “f E% R
Mo BRI g BRBRN A o BRI FAeT P

»

LR HEA M g 2 Rag LETEREE R 4 - S H S S T R ER
B 1 g ‘

R
&
b

2
B:
)

SRR F e N TR e ik Hp KGR eRE TR o
(1) BB+ d FHEE NS5 42T A H 0 TR FERDIRA S 0T

2) $EFORS TR GRS L AG Er i Aeane g RP R FEEY
L
v

(3) B R R SRR A 3 R R AR LA L

-
o

2. R MG AR LTS R AAEEE N T MR RE i Ul iR
WY A e Blde— AR BE h o d 0 P SR B R R st W R
(e B A~ EBFE DB AT 0 ST R (5 R4 L R M R
2o R AERFRLGSQERA MR a8 SR E R LR
fherigie? L REP T A SIA M gL R B

i
Moo e BB G BN R 2 5 B BT TR -

33



2.7.4 S B hensg )

Y

Clark & Mills (1989)#-k 1% erg 4] % %] 5 A% M %(Communal relationship)& < %
K % (Exchange relationship) > @ L% B 258 07 B i BB AR G Bde PP R s e B>

BB A M AEENEEY Y A Aggarwal & McGill (2001)7" e &, A E 22 500 B
%o J)J'* LM R LM 0 ¥ o Kotler (1992)4% 1 7 #& M (2 k2 > & W]

B r’ﬂ(barebones) p B e(relative) ~ 3 F iZ ef(accountable) ~ % 5 #*4&(continued interest)
2 3 3 ¥ ¥ (true partnership) - Fournier (1998)#7i& {7 % 3 » :L%—,ﬁ bkf S 2 ek
Fgs I MR A RTEA G B T SR T B TR %*E‘*'l“if‘&é %

e RS R M R P AT £ e

34



%27 5w i;,F«mJ

I, Ak
FIHB U] A 2 S A~ FARAGE 0 - AR R
T A et Mo RFZERTARF ARG TR T ApiRIE 0 $
RGN
3 3 9P 4 BRI BARRE MDA BERY > USRI FS
=0 FFEhT B SR

b o FE WA TR R Y ZENT A2 ED T

PP F SRR X AR o
AT RAMRA G L BB G ZERTEE HFA
PP % e el G AR o MR SRR AR BB EF R A
AH R §EP) % - Ko
EZ\.—‘%W?@ p/ﬁpﬂ’\m&gl““me‘%b?‘l F“ﬁ"’g/\
KPS ER R e ARl R KEM T TRIER IR §BYR
R A T o
Fl 5 ¥ = Kemimdd rag 18 cnZb f ORI RE TR o BE AR R SN D
T B ) ke e X w@r o
HR IR LA M BRI AR FEY - KE o
YA 4F FRB PR A GRS ERE TN o oa ERED S REM
?rﬂ lg‘f'J’fﬂ'_ﬁ"‘ké‘ﬁ]ﬂ 7] R E )W%V ﬁvr‘r El e v
% o
P % A B e b g R 1 o
- dON RS LA R @ AN s i A
& R .
F pemd FENMG EABEASL L
. FRRFLBAL G DR S F LR Tl LR
TR . ,
F ® L
M fa g EFBARATHE EREAM A FLABATRET LR
o B A Al b p Rt R B SRE G f 6 TR
=< . >
Ko eFRBE DT FELEFT MG
WEERARRY LN LA 0 2R < H o g
F S /ﬁ,ﬁﬂj,\, ELRR e iR Fler % e iR
Bilam xRy Ak oo
g B~ PR F kB R DR AR 0 Rk LK
— /Ql
g | CEE SR
FE Y o R 2 B TR % o

F# kiR © Fournier, S. (1998), “Consumers and Their Brands: Developing Relationship

Theory in Consumer Research,” Journal of Consumer Research, Vol. 22(3), pp. 327-343

Kaltcheva & Weitz (1999)12 4% Fiske (1991)#7% & et & #74 J1 02 @ 4 (Mediation)

35




£ % 3 M (reciprocity)® B o ki it w B 54 B O A

%28 EMMGBAK

3 e fieif /
& ~FEEH ® iSRS 4
=
® Atiid e Z TR Re w2 E L7 JIHE(FELH)
i
Afe s FE LA
. v
LF® LK 2
~ A
® J R FHMKEILS S HFE WEHLFH & 4
M E Mk dom BB ) ) o
a e mar R IR ) .
I E
i
® I HREHERE S FLE
MY T g &
£33 b 23 Meh
23

# # &k Jr . Kaltcheva,V. and Weitz, B.,“The Effects of Brand-Consumer
Relationships upon Consumers’ Attributions and Reactions”, Advances in
Consumer Research, 26, pp.455-462, 1999.

Rose & Serafica (1986)4p 11/} % & 5 7 I g d] > bldo— &P 5 > G x B H G %
% > Fajer & Schouten (1995)%f # Rose & Serafica(1986)ha_ & » 301 A F49 b (2 en g
R s B A Sl A BT I 4 Asde iRl 4 s B 0 4 4 e

BT8GR 0 ¢ LB R DT R -

36



FE M T B FEM
B & — AP A MBI & B AF cp) B LIP %
PR AR e
R g s 9 E % , LUP AR
:u?\‘:f\‘j'

T4k k:Fajer, M. T. and Schouten, J. W., “ Breakdown and Dissolution of
Person-Brand Relationships”, Advances in Consumer Research, 22, pp. 663-667, 1995.

LY AR I D B RSE R B A E B S A e feihT e ¥

’t > Aaker & Joachimsthaler (2000)#% ! &4 B % crasg 2] 5

1}—%"\45’.&\ E’L,%;\k'f]—? 0‘:‘;;‘;& ﬂrﬁg é‘mé’\‘k\‘?’ ’E?s,ﬁii;/gg_ﬁbﬁ_ﬁﬂzmé\ﬁill’
& GM G S S S (A A L) S L B R S

EHEN R FEFER LT R A O A ] o A — LA ﬁg‘ﬁ“’“ﬁ% * e %
BT TP A AREE AR e B TR B e h R kS P A S gl A 4 B

FE»FagEivgr o

2.7.5 549 g f‘:’:é‘f’lf#_ﬁ
B fdl MM o s s s FEEEAE RSB ERDER Ry & e
Pl ~ miFE g it R Ganikdg o QR RSMM s S *}#64 it » Blackston

U%Dﬁm$ﬂﬁaﬁ%wwﬁ¢64ﬁa’A%HP@z MO AEE SRS

Fournier (1994):&—- # #% 1 = B o 5 M 7 W;.*(BRQ)—E_ P i OF BN e
4’53¢. r‘-}“ﬂ?&? lam’ﬁ’“&é*“/‘“ﬁhg%ﬁi’éé éﬁ”’f’iw°®ﬁfki@f‘%iﬁbﬁaﬁﬁé")\_—EE«
MBEEE DA AR S ERAFEAER QR AKE RN ORET LI SR

pPABRGarEEm xﬁ\xﬁﬁﬁigf’}°@? i 7 T % :jﬁ'ﬁé”

3
FEEFEFEER RGBS H- TR E R R AH A ORF DT 4 NE

WAF A SO EaiE R SN AL B VRS SN FE 05 S (g
EMPELEFFI A e VB A & 4 B e 2)H S G (T
HhEIBEVIR VYRR 2 BT 3) 0 xﬂﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁi HE RN T 4) 500 €

37



=
4

35

BEAPREALT 2 SR EHE R F -  OrUIRERS) Sl
R A E2 E b ameg o

@ Duncan and Moriaty (1997)z2% 7T = BH ARV ARAY kLK% 4 DR H
oo Al E D RBEE s - RS T EREE R i RE S RITEE 4 o ¥ b Hess (1998)
f £ 18 Suehet i FF e Fournier (1994)c0 5 ~ 4o P24 (g £ 50 M D050 ¢ R TR

IR AL R wﬁa AR R BHREE G B R R B

Martin (1998)3% % * % #-3F » (involvement) ¥ _& 5 A £ &2 F-M b 12 > b PFis 305 50
;jﬂ_—*ﬁ? IVAs3 ,f@ &g:g ENPEE I I ) T s I s ol e SRS Bt E =T 'Tﬂ'»ZT%i

E*%ﬁ&%‘%ﬁ‘%?ﬁit’ﬂ?%ﬁ‘?@%E‘%Aﬂ\f@£&£°

Franzen (1999)R]7 4 1= B & B hete s o O B (Relevence) © * s 5 %
2T BRSO TR T EARSY S E R p AP a1 B oo @p LA i S (self-concept

connection) ! F-M BB LR L BF hp A3 % o QR MR (affective emotional
feeling): v ¢ 3 FR & &R PuefaR LA FRL oG 4ol o @7 2 (Intimacy)

AANRE T BERE R PEFERELY BT e VB EE P ORI
(Trust) : v F p& B & &2 50 chag & o BARE R K- © ik & (Attachment) © % 7 kg £ &7 &
MARpI R FEEF oo FRERIUEEDEZ FO- 300 JHETE MM G

PR A TR £ o @R (Commitment) | AR 8 1Y A k22 g2 fF epd % o
SR FEFATR NS T AT A ipkiEe P X AEREG HER LA
#5755 G Ak agiRlic 4 o Levy & Weitz (1995): % % I M it afia 1 &

g kL B > Morgan & Hunt (1997)#7:& {7 e 247 3 B o1 K Eie B A Rl

/HI'
g

SRR K %ﬁm”’+wz%»mﬁi”w£ MRS E e

@ Hess (1998)cr#7 3 ¢ 526 7 HfE8 4 » 0w B 2 7 1 E/ %% Morgan & Hunt
(199N g 4p % & > ¥ b E & Z g > P12 Fournier (1994)¢2 Franzen (1999):7p
MELRBIELAR R o AT AR BT ARG A R TG RafEe do R 0 2
AP AR E R T R KGR AMERREP L RTE S BB
PG g A AT AN A Ak g2 T S g g LA P L F R E
FRBEZ AR p AL '«L;fﬁ EMBERAEF AR AL R KE

HH AR FLAR e E LB REES LA L) AR E L ANRRER I PEET

38



+

Ho LA B A5 p o PRSP e ok T RRR AR TR P2 B g BT

(T S A LT LAY F

3

2210 SHM GBS R4

]
R . Duncan & .
o Fournier . Franzen Martin
y Moriaty
[ (1994) (1999) (1998)
_ (1997)
o
preE= R
%4 b b k ,
F -yl o3 N o >
e B e w4 g

Al A LS

GEN I

B AR
e

Bk

BHAIE 2

S/RMFNE | TEHF £ 4 i 4o
i . AT
e e . % IR . 3% e
GRS | A 5 4% e i o /i 1
#AT g, BEh @
P i g
K K K K
- KB | AAEE | BB E | P AmARE

b
P2
o

i

2.7.6 &M GaE 81

T R

39



Dyson et al. (1996)#7i& {7 &%= 3 &g o1 » 540 85 fk 9 $—}f(_z '8 71 BEMEE
H

% > @ Bonded Ei‘&{r‘%’#ﬁ AT Rl

B o
@5 Y TITAs I
BE 27 bl i A
s d FA I F QU I I s | I d S
e b . zﬁ’?ﬁi&iﬁ’% % foin i
[E T A LR

B 29 S iieng Fig
T kim: Dyson, P., Farr, A., &Hollis, N., “Understanding, Measuring, and Using
Brand Equity”, Journal of Advertising Research, 36, 9-21, 1996.

e p# > Bronner (1993)#% 4! &M e FFFF B 5 0T = BREE o

/ B \
/ TG \
/ W/ BTG \

B 2-10 549 < 4R B

T kiR Bronner, F., “Het double jeopardy effect en de merkenmonitor,” On

derzoek, April 1993.

40



M GREREE D A LR aguE 2 B0 RS0
Mo B n HEMITE 0 RS A G A A R

FEFRNERMERL & DEd -

2 b Keller Q001) L 45 1 & 22 2 S AAAEHEE > ¢ Fu BHT

O  Fz gy
@ ZEppECP ORI A
ONNRSE S RN HER S Lo % P
@ @it FERMEIBHEEE SRS A erfE
e b PE R (S TR
SEN-X ¥R (EF )
é:,\;: ﬁf ......................................... %i:)‘abﬁi(;%%'%i%)
;%;{_%1— .................. ,, _ FLE-E);(‘_—E:" "\‘F—J‘J)

B 2-11 FRERAHEMEL &3

Ak kR :Keller, K. L. “Building Customer-Based Brand Equity”,

Marketing
Management, 10, pp.14-19, 2001.
ﬁgUFﬁiﬁ%’wﬁﬁwﬁﬁi R R E A BE T B R B R AR
I BIF R BR MR o BE M AH BRI ORI -

41



3 mHEH
3L S M e 2 S

Franzen (1999):% % & B (2 8 540 S I F BenB B IEE > AW & 7 B (202
BEE- B BT MEBRETL > (&8 PBTNEE VK o d SR SRR NSk
T YTIRE R E R S AR B B E R B A R K A GRET S T AT Y
A BN Gar o N 2 R A @R A e AR A A5 7

TR S Rk s Lk
RS M EART BN A R REPY R FEHER MK LR R
22l G- RSV U o s

IR S S E N P G e RO W B et 2 42495 Blackston (1995)3% 5
PR S B RS BHES SE ke PF Gene (1995)77 30 5 & BE T B A
R, R S B R R T AR R o T R T S R
L RM e T k5 A F o Sfnmnniiens Ko AR SN G S0 %o R
WAL RS B )% hP e ¥ Blackston (1992)7 cn 5 540 B ‘f)]* At B X R gt A e N1

<)

[ ’%ﬁﬁr‘?”#ﬂl’ﬁéfﬁ‘ﬁ"$7i A A B FF PR 2 b X P g B R R o

~

B9 AT BRI R & SRk LRSI R B R4
SR P Gene (1995)505 &9, & LATE < P ¥ S B AL S0 B R g & o 7 %

% =

2 EY G LIRS SRS 2 o 2 e AR e Keller (1993,
1998)7% & &g B AL R I ¢ LA SAR MBSO o [ B AT Y TR T e g
LRSS Rt s S £¢ - m B MARZ RS G AE > A B AW B
mREE

SR T R R TGRS MR S B A
HEHLR R T AR BRI SR BERE RS RE R B - AP L &
WA hE B DE > A S M5 R 2 Schmitt (1999) BRI ZR A 5 1B 4 RSk £ 3 AE

%o R fEd SMHSSRE > RO FEREE SR B SR ER T 5
WP EEROEG IR Ea BEER % (Ea BTSSP G 277

4



FRACHELELEH AR 08 B3 Rl G ) SRR S WRES BE R

SRR IS R A

gHE

HI

At T 1%

3L2&%ﬁ%ﬂ$ﬁéﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg

LW g Y SRR TREEEC SRE R R R AR
%%Wﬁiéi°Fﬁiﬁiﬁﬂiﬁ#ﬁ—%#%%%%#Mﬁﬁ&ﬁ%@wﬁ%ﬁ
(S s e s ) e R AT A RFERT AL TR LR A4
FABE ARG B Rl 0 TR TR GRS B RPN LB
f e

=g

43



BT %
— \ S l/‘,ﬁr‘{«?'f
4 = pX
ga;’l;’gg% \: .]: ﬂbﬁ"] ‘i:fl-j%
> .%"@
| _JIES E
7 & 88 % @ =i
o
[ 23 e 4
Fof 735 %8 =

W3-2 SHWRI0 19N A PR SR H§

WN

313 BE- S HNA2 i o R PRI e MARE UMM R2 75 SR ES OB

i PR v prAF 8 %f%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂi’%%§@§?&
BB iR R KR o £ ASR ARA) B 3 TS $04 4732 (Holbrook and Hirschman 1982 ;
Pine II and Gilmore 1998 ; Ellwood 2000):+ '  Schmitt (1999)#-5-49 %8 5% 73] ;\ f 5% + R
TR GE TS TRME L Y% AWK EMIMEAT 4750 > d 2 Schmitt
(1999)c4 35> N B k4 ® & B MR > FIP A8 7 % Schmitt (1999)en4 5 = 3¢ o

B OREF LA AT YRR SR A AT BT A BE L A
RenE - A2 G R TR TR 6 WHRFYU L L AN M B FR
BREFRFPAEEEEL R o AFET LTRSS AR B2 F Y

F?‘uﬁ?i@ﬁ?:ﬁ? ’ J"CI’Z%EFF_E FF_.J—% °

g

a3

44



e
A fE 2% FHMRET(CAES)
O 7 = e
@i & i % o
@i
@i
@)L
*OERE T %
£ 3 0%
o @ (7 5 EE)
@ (7 B il %
@ i Rl %

W3-3 WREUHSNER 55 59 EE B PEH§

g #ﬁ AL AR Z B RAFHPRAL S A SR T

= é‘f— ]F E‘. ? Eﬁgﬁ 7 &-g e ]F« 25 b"'? ‘l-.i-}@_\ ;Up’; p"i #E.’/m;_ér.’r ”’T‘+

321 S GRENE 2 2T BR

Holbrook & Hirschman (1982)4; i} & # % & & ¢ 7 * & (fantasies) ~ &
(feeling) ~ e (fun) e * ER-FEBHFR U L =S 1Y S Ba R BB Bk -

RBHATE R M o Schmitt (1999):% 5 B 45 AT g £ 47 7 vk B B ficst > us
PR R R Aok > AR R B B ek 0 75 B2 3 4% - Holbrook
(2000);2 % = B e 7 973 W F o i 7 Wid F Schmitt (1999) 742 & F £ L 4 88
o R R PGy APk 2 R 0 v ¥ Schmitt (1999) 7L & Mk 4R fF o 1 3
TR E G R e 2 {7 50 v &2 Schmitt (1999)#7fL 017 & 4 5% 4p |6 o A3+ %0 i Schmitt

45



(1999)e4 55 » BRI MHKR(RF ~FRERELY)EE B EL 3 MKR(FH O MBME) Ft
AFE R R TR

Hl @ w5kt 5 Miskaud = 25 BFP sk o

Hertel (1982)3% 5 & el B ac £33 % 4 e @5 &  Tulving (1972, 1983)in 5 &
DEREE o SRR B A B R RSk B o Aaker (2000)3% 5 B F hRE sk G B4
WAl R 5 Y S IR o Fiske & Tailor (1995)4p &) &4 5 8 el i A g F 2w P8 4
4v 11 4 3 o Supphellen (2000)3% 5% &M EFT A G WRE FTE & > AW R F oD
Wik 2 LR o o S 3R s 8 ALk B A S MR B S ik e R e RO e R
LF A E G SR A A AT AT F TR E R T
FR WBF B £ &5 1Y 549 7% 1 (e.g., Aaker & Joachimsthaler, 2000; Brown & Dacin,
1997) - "f gzt R B e B d B #8525 = (e.g., Franzen, 1999) > #7171 & 513 5.
B 18 % R34 % B W) 88 % 1 8t (Supphellen, 2000) -

SRR i d B RASRAZR R £ 3 A5 o Keller (2001)4, ) 549
BEad BEE O AMEKRE RGOS RF(EH%)D 2 4% o Petromilli &
Michalczyk(1999):% 5 # - AR 2 gREd A Bl 586017 5 f&ff @ 2) =+ R % - F
R R PR R Berry(zooo):f;, DAL € M (BB RE SR )T BA T A3 0 B
Bood 200 P FEohg s Bt A ATRGR N LTRGK

H2a @ i S| 485 ¥ 5 o 8 e = 2

1 nggzﬁ;:% .
H2b @ £ 3 MB$ 50 g ot » L3 HFPS

’“‘ﬁ
)‘\
K™

B R E R AR SRR RS B R S (e.g, Aaker
1997; Keller, 1993; Plummer, 1985) - Berry (ZOOO)F,\J« AR Ed F S SRR S
Ko d B[RS TELEE KRR > A K g Bl 2 B R B R B S
f, BEMSGN% T - BOHES AR T OB e KL LB DHEE
A 2 {f % (£ % (e.g., Keller, 1993; Aaker, 1997; Ellwood, 2000) > r PF5 & 7335 &4 g 14
P 3w - B B enif 4 & (e.g., Keller, 1993, 1998; Aaker, 1997; Berry, 2000) °
Fd £ R ek B g% > Upshaw (1995):0 5% 7 & W2k ¥ 50 B a0 5 g 0%
Food v b B AR Bl AR T R T RS

H3a @ i G405 5 50 B {2 omE = 8 4 ¥ ol Pk o

46



H3b © % 5 A S0 B ALous = 8§ B ol Pk .

Keller (1998):n % &M fi & 7 1o # i Bl £ 2245 i 115 (4 - A E) 5 2
= o d %[ 4% k§ - Fishhein & Ajzen (1975):u 5 B MR T w3 L 5 & f & O
A i&- HBEME A - Dick & Basu (1994)38 2 B M4 4 £ M i & 05 B 5% -
Yoo et al (1998):% 5 B H%HF T F FHP AAER - ¥ ohd KIMAHR Ly - F 4
chig * MR (FHR)FSN LR ST EL & (Franzen 1999; Aaker 1991) o
Ehrenberg (1997):% 5 &M% (17 5)BA N MR » m &5 SR BHRLEE LS
& o Franzen (1999)in 5 @ * HZRH TMAR DB FLt LA LR TEd > FEFTFFEED
RS i ) = Sl RenPeid R o d S0 AR EE s Bl AR R T R

Hba : 3wl Mok 4t 509 4 & e = B 4 B ¥ chi ok o
H4b : £ 3 RS H WA duE = B3 ¥ R Pk

Aaker (1991)3 5 & P R ac Al & & oh i & &2 R oKeller (1998)45 1 &4 i &
AR BEF e e ) F w8 eaSidice Franzen (1999)3% 5 AF 2 A0 W o e 0 8 B &

W i A& - Madrigal (2000)£2 Brown and Dacin (1997) 5% 2847 1 Bon sk m -1 6 325
WE ¥ HATA &= © Aaker and Jacobson (2001)4p41 & & chE SE B f 6 GhA S E

Be-BRds MR R 2% o Gill and Dube (1998)sr i 577 1 A2 o1 S B B 374 i s &

22 ¥ £ & e o Farquhar (1990):0 2 & fE A& 7 B30 st 2 rdl3h ot > f S 842 < )
Bt S T R 2 9033 o AT R B B A R A K2 g A A 4 d (e.g., Osselaer
& Janiszewski, 2001; Pullig, 2000) - Keller (2001)3% 5 &-4% 2 %7 8 B £ A3 65 P4 5 en
BRaEEER AL o m g B e F TR E #5080 & - Dillon et al. (2001)3% &
IR E T R UB RS TSN M R - Low & Lamb (2000)F7 7 iE R T -
FHERL Y SR IAIEE G R ER o d T B E G T AT R
TR

HS © 54018 $ 50 L R et = 2§ B ek o

Aaker (1991)3n 4 2 & B A S4f5? » ¥ 0 gd S22 Fajp 3 L ok §rg ¥ 2
TEADRRE > EWBEOREP S
FEFLHETE > PO BB LT 2§ F F R G R - Aaker (1997)385 &
MR R TR AR A R o Keller (1998)4n ! 54 i & Bt 0 s
BAIE B S B BT S IE - Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)3% 5 &4 & & A 2.2 )

4 At & 3 B o Supphellen and Gronhaug (2003):

47



Fehaf SMBELET FpEEE @ g A R 2uA o Pullig (2000)3% 5
AR B D REL > FPRESRER L APH SR BEES TATE o
d&«upg.ﬂz—/\ﬂh, ﬂl}Lj\Ez &"fi“‘"l—rlﬁiﬁ:

H

H6 : 54 1% 50 L R et = 8§ B 0l ek o

Biel (1991):% 5 &2 % 84 i § Firda g eh— @ ¢ @ & LT A 2 ahm 847
AT A, AL L S T R 2 B L‘(eg Biel, 1992a)2 i § # $+ &4 5 2% &)
7 18 e (Engel, Blackwell, & Miniard, 1993) - Na et al. (1999)% & ! &4 25 % 5%
(brand image power model)Af 7 S5 %2 w0 ¥ Fl+ A d EMEE T w2 JIFE Y E
T 0 SRS G A Te Bepdat I B R T IR T S B A8 4 1 aE 2 o Hisieh (2002) 50 # AT
THT MR Y e K f @ A f A % 03] 5 o Pitta and Katsanis (1995)3p 41 A3 &
BB ELE L R SRR AT o B A S A AR SRS
% 1 14 (e.g., Davis, Oliver; & Brodie, 2000; Batra et al. 1992; Biel, 1992b) > & & & ch&_%-¢
B R A B 5 A % enhd 4 = 4 (e.g,, Henderson et al.1998; Keller, 1993; Farquhar & Herr,
1993) o F]pt ez & S0 B 1 g By 5l w5 1t 54925 % (e.g., Keller, 1998; Na,
Marshall, & Keller, 1999) = & »>17 L8 f5meh » FIpt £ 77 3 #3020 B3k

H7 & g 55 J8 3 549 7)) Je s S CORTERIRE sl ok -

Keller (1993; 1998)3‘% B g A % A B 2 R 1 E 8RR AT 2 Gene (1995)
R g AR R S P BB S0 R 03 £ - Blackston (1995)4; 11 & R ip e
MG SR T m R o s R Ao it B oo Naetal (1999)%F B ) 51 35 % -3¢ (brand

image power model)&7 77 &4 % 2w B F]+ A4 BB I L fIF e B &
"

WA g A e Bt M AL B Y G HR Y S BE 48 40 1222 2 o Faircloth et al. (2001)% B 1 5
WA B R ERPESRREE S ST RS R A3 2
B s Rx RS R o T R Al e R R 2 5

A} % (e.g., Kirinami & Zeithaml, 1993; Na et al.1999; Simonin & Ruth, 1998) d *+ 12 + &
’/‘,.‘_L"'ﬂﬁ‘*ﬂ&]p'ﬂ’“i% u‘r,;;;;\;;:;

HS @ 2 Ak B4 & 75 % chud 2 B B F R ok

Biel(1992)45 4t =4t 425 B420 2 4175 % o Gene (1995)3% 5 540 ) % £F % v
¢ B 5 R S e o Plummer (1985, 2000)#% St KPR B oY A B
FHE 9 407 e s o Keller (1993, 1998)#% 4! 54935 % & d 549 B2 F 6425 5 o

48



P B R G Rl p A& A R o Davis et al. (2000)3 5 S48 % G A B S
HvY - BEALZHSWOIHE > ¥ - BETW B o O Cass and Lim (2001) 4+ 4 5% 2
FASIHBMEREL SR RE L PR REET R BEL S P BEFORES
R Y TS EAR LY Oy RS S F oLy
p & L i (e.g., Biel, 1992a; Davis, Oliver; & Brodie, 2000; Keller, 1993, 1998). Caprara
etal. (2001)3% & 549 B 45 Bo 3 8 0 ¢ FEA) hsAe e o s L B e B

REEE BT OB

<

HO @ & B &) doaud 2 & BF R ok o

BEE B S B Ed ) F %] i@ ) % (Evard & Aurier, 1996) ° Martin
(1999)F% 3 Bg ot & & R F 885 475 2 g e M -k % o Mitchell & Orwig (2002)#
1A RS e AL B s 1§ F 2 s 2 BE kg g o Fournier (1998)7%5 R M

B M T R - Gobe (2001)# M MS a4 F R Flet SR
&»%ii%y%ﬁw’hjyagiaw&wwﬁommmd@mm%mﬂﬁﬂ#i
@ﬁa—ﬁ&%@ﬁ,?%@ﬁ%iﬁ%@éi@%o&mu@mmuﬁgéﬂw*
ABREZHRDEG(L YR RS P Fa A gy Sy B S g TR o
RN S IR S IE;L?‘;Z{ :

H10a © i W] RSk 4 540 b (3ot = B 288 chifl Fock o

Fournier (1994)45 41 &-4% 7 &+ ¢ & B 15 £ § 7 I c9@, /% o Lau & Lee (1999)3% & &
W enia b &R T K & S ent M % o Park & Kim (200147 § 45 91 54 7 8
Ai&#%ﬁ%?o&mmﬂw%ﬁJ%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂ&ﬁwﬂﬁﬂw‘migéﬁ

B2 2 4RI R BE s R e d 3 ?*‘ﬁ;{‘aﬂ‘b’ Flpt AT

T OBRE
HI0b : & % R8sk ¥ - B Theraz = & 5 B o ok o

Martin (1998)3% 5 78§ & 2 3 % g o 2] = S b 0 % - 1395 Aaker
(1996b) Bl M B EA ¥ U R A L A SR e B 5 d & 58 kg Dysonetal
(1996, 1997)30 5 & % ch M ch W B % 20 A 50 2 b0 1 40 235 & o Wyner
(1999)zn 5 A & B )= M %o Ed E‘_i‘«%ﬁ,ﬁ * 5 5 o Aaker (1996)45 ! ,f‘,_ B3 A e
B x-—,ﬁ PEAALRAE > pAL WA 5 M T4 s - 3k » Brown & Dacin (1997)

@E%ﬂ RIS | A g Ok R o @ Pullig (2000)4p R F Y A S22

49



PET AR SR 5o d 0 EE R T AT R TR

HI1 : S st oz 2 &5 ¥ R Bk o

Blackston (1992, 2000):% 5 & 4% i M el B |+ o i} M i % o Fournier (1994)
WEEMBE ks %Egzr%é‘ﬂ B2 M e R RARLB MR 2R A 2o Gene (1995)
PO S D g R R S S BT o Aaker (1996b)4p 1 S B R I S M T en
R Fﬁfh%%’wﬁ%WQéégi WHGBF AR E o B - FRAE B

Upshaw (1995):% 5 &1 4% 4% 2 B4 » ?Kﬁ} REERE L BB H G PR BT
MG S feRE B LA o Lepla & Parker (1999)7% 5 &1 12 82 = S i %

# & 1 & o Aaker & Joachimsthaler (2000)3% & S48 B |25 B4 S0 224 2 M Th e B >
v R B e g S e B LR BRI LREEEE S

L2 R enRf koo d A b ?ﬁ;ﬁ‘%&- Flpt Ay TR

HI2 @ &9 B s b oz 2 25 ¥ R ok o

Blackston (1992)3% % & By f&8&-"M 22 fp T H0R (X P BB 475 2 X | L ¥
WPl R BT S 2 S EAE R o R B (7R o Blackston (1993)4; ) 54 1 R B2 S M
% o Blackston (1995):% 7 ¢ IZ&E M e R E & i n 4 hg M G A AL Lo

'=3

Gene (1995)3% 5 & B 1482 A B2 28 i % - Blackston (1995)3% 5 540 B 1%
AR B SRR T Bk FRERELL N F IS, % 8 A R B R
Tl FE AN TR FREE1 6 8 f 6 i B4R B2 TR E AR
LA G S B R e B S B o Franzen (1999)4p I 1 G R R R R
S e s B g &bk’,j* e 4 & F M e i3 o Keller (2001)4p 1) &4 16 & £ 1 62 in

EO B e d ST P B KR EE S B AT R AT R

o

HI3 5 i R $H 50 B cins = 2 4 B el ok

Farquhar (1990):% 5 # B - R &M 35 % ,T.*‘ué‘é fokE 2 i = ¢ @ B % o Blackston
(1995)3% 5 540 b 75 54977 % 22 S 5 & 5 6+ s % o Gene (1995)4 ) &4 B 1B ji-
IR ) % 22 B4 5 5% o Founier (1998)3% % 548 2 % #-i¢ 509 BE 0% 557 e 14 38 1 - Davis
et al. (2000)37 i § K& &2 THE WM L 8 W“?ﬁﬁm%”émﬁ*°
Aaker and Joachmsthaler (2000)% & 413 % H R e PR A R R A R
WFE 2 B iER M G o Keller 2001)32 2 A 2SR AL KR DF BRBSHM % » 5
W&%ﬁm?@ﬁiﬁ%WBﬁﬁﬁfoﬂ*wwigﬁﬁmé FI AFT T OBRR

50



HI4 502 o 4 S M therud = B B chB 80k %k o

322 8- BHM%KISHESEME GG PP BR

Martin (1998)%= % B 7 & o R F 5% -2 = g en- M B (% -k % - Mitchell &
Orwig (2002)F% . % T5- 4 LA % T #5514 % % 92 549 2 B ki 3 - Schmitt (1999)
WA R T MR MU A S A o £ Underwood (2003)4p 1 ¢ (R F M
)i B F i 4oe? i - Gobe (2001)3n 3 # B 3 ¥ S L B Ak LB R
932 2 il R g o Pullig (2000)4 213 &) X B T B e R A Tl A T
W3 EHR 7 o Haeckel (2003)37 M4 3% 5 B 8 £ 7 3§ (8 7 W)pld =m i ¢
H FE'." SR i % o Underwood (2003)3% 5 & (R F M%) LA & % k2 5 28I > i
IE T A R 'r%;g& GEPFMAE L ¢ < ¥ Underwood (2003)+ 4 1 & (g

)i * BN R 7 £ 3 u] - Mitchell and Orwig (2002)4; 1 &8 4R A & 3.5
/ﬁ PR R (SR fﬁ*"%?)nb ) 7 F e 2 -8 &K - Fournier (1994):}% 4
F A i AR R ﬂ & 4 g R R e Swientek (2001)3% 5 IR 2 & ER

EEREHEREPEET) - L0 3o MR FHE TR r SRy > 2
g5 10§ K ¢ R M (Martin 1998) o JK38 T2 18 Kb e o AR R R 00T RGE

WA R R SR AL RS BB RE P

F + &
R PR EER ok -

Fournier (1998)3% 5 R #85 4-8g F 22 8 5 B %% & - Gobe (2001)#% 1 I & #8 5%
T L) i 7 ] P i RE ARG e S AP0 U B 1S S WLy B AR SR S U LY
ﬁo@ﬁW1L?ﬂ*@ @wr R ﬁ%’d*ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&iﬁﬂmﬁﬁm
& 2 7 e » Schmitt (1999)3p & R M3 35 d & B Tk ) = 7 4 o
# 24 € % - Ball and Tasaki (1992):0 5 3R Ff & IR (4P » ZhiF s wp pr H p SNy 4 o
Klein and Baker (2004)3p 1 % & chi s & [T A5 - & 8 AL B HSR o chiB LIFER
R 4 R & o Chaudhuri and Holbrook (2001)33% % "K#EE_F B & |7 $85% Kk & - Dick
and Basu (1994)35 ! ,44,’ Lo R E R B RERR fﬁ % ° Chaudhuri and
Holbrook (2001)§ # % & 124 &4 » 4 it #% & /& 2 4 43 - Fournier (1094)% 2 g 42
AR FREMAP LT RTORBERRR Fr 2 o W PSR LT aomE i
33 R e B (Alreck and Settle 1999) o gLtz b ?Jﬁ;ﬁ«&» MEFE T ORK G

H16 R Mo 3 M b et i 4~ 8~ pAPAR R ~ R KGR P

51



<

LN ST ERE £ T

Ellwood (2000)# 7n % p % 2 /&7~ ¥ - AL ¥ M2 > v R 7 HFE SRR AL
% > Schau (2000):% & 8 it $& &) 7 g AL daug o n g B AL A Sl R 4 o Aaker
(1996b) 45 21 54 4] & LB & 4% 2 I;w ER I e BRI I SR
Kristensen (2004):% 5% £] %, F4F s e 420 b PFac 33 € &2 R - Cliffe and Motion (2005)
dr e g %%z@ﬁ@@’%ﬁw%iﬁ%%wf% NEp A p el
Schau (2000)3% 213} % F 2 p A2 E4d B A F & 2P RERBPUELY
% %] - LaTour and Roberts (1992)d4p 1} 7 F AR EF L IRIFAI LM% > & 1 g A
Pt H p ALY PRGEP o Waters et al. (1998)% I ik & &2 L % %85 I & 4p i - Mascitelli
(2000)4p i arsfl & 4 B0 * 0 & R 4L KGE o Milmo (1999)3% 5 & 173 7 FRHE
FOP LR F)A &P L) R 8% o Aaker (1996b)dy & A1 & it #& & ATA &8 B 77
EOE*UJ§ﬁ%%’$P{ﬁﬂUT&&.

H17: L3 MMM G ikt ~ €~ p A AR - g~ KE - p

ETHG TR HER Pk .

Fournier (1994)4p 1 5-4% 7 o3 &M BE T3 92 552 5 7 b c0, i& - Park & Kim (2001)
FY Ap S 7 E e g M T & AaKer and Joachimsthaler (2000)4p H1 F 24 (7 4
(17 6 882 )R B 510 2 7% a0 (2 4 o Schmitf (1999):% & (T W2 <~ 5 Rt g 7
—“Ff ZoRI® o a¥e 2 3% F RE 2 £ 8 2 ¥ o Aaker and Joachimsthaler (2000)
Y R T LI L R L I ey
2 },é > Chain store age (2001):}}5 MNP FEFaMEFESLER E ST B A g
WP 2 B AR il i o Aaker and Joachlmsthaler (2000)3% 5 i % #
PRI PFAOR X BT ESLH A B ER - s RS A A
&2 1 % o Schmitt (1999)4p Mij § & # * 76 M%K(2 FIE)RERE 7
71 2 o Jo pF Schmitt (1999)7* # ﬁﬁﬂ‘?f'ﬁﬁi’é— F 7 5 KFEE LA - Fournier (1994):%
PAGERY FPERARSEL R e R AR FRIGET RS TS e SRR
(e.g. Stanley and Marknon 1992). Van Bakel and Riksen-Walraven (2002):%= 5 &8 7+ & ¥+
z 3 bR A2 ER ’?i‘w%‘r 73 § B F A o Aaker and Joachimsthaler (2000)4p o1& & F i
Frrgeng it RRAE e FI R R BB EY CARE L BTG
(P # &) Lau& Lee (1999305 & cnizds R AR T F H & W enT b ko &
RERIEE B ol R SURR AL O
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HIS (7 #s Mok S0 M (errd S JE 4 ~ 8 - AR R 28 K P

Schmitt (1999):% % M AR S i ARAR & fo ciAd € Sl > 1012 2 3 X DAL ?f
% e B 7% - Underwood, Bond, and Bau (2001)7% 5 4k ¢ #5% 5 2420 500 3 L4 & 5
R IEA R J‘ > Paxton and Moody (2003)45 1 i 4 £ ¥E48 cRE 1% 56 & &7 = ﬁt ! B
Rt rﬂﬁ;_}ii # % ° Underwood, Bond, and Bau (2001) <15 347 7 &1 - Sik ¢ 5
BERR A p ALl g ’T %  Escalas and Bettman (2003)4p 1 § AL# & * &1
2 F MR & 57 g TERBLEH p A4 o Lawler and Yoon (1996)3% 5 4-
f:l*‘-‘-%m?ﬁﬁﬁ#‘?%—q}%“ AR M2 FHWAFMEKR EH A2 R EDRE oA EEL A2
7R T ¥ AT ¢ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁgwﬁokﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ LW EAF IR EE A
& ¥ 2 K3 o Buchan et al. (2002)5747 7 55 % B om § AL € FEYLH 4e > B RIgE £ iFE
ﬁ’lﬁﬁ;'QWWAHWWmﬁgﬂQmUME%°*L%W%@‘?%iﬁﬁg
SR B 2 0 e N 9 S (Schmitt 1999) « S0t # F e hE ]
F TR S

~

H19 : Muidis M -Gam v~ T~ p AMAR S s 8- RE P T
R LG REFR Sk

-

323 EMMHHEFESEH G SRRFR 2 FREMEFLEBEX

Martin (1998)F 1 377 & & P F 4% > #-3,  0F h i B i%-K 2 © Mitchell &
Orwig(2002)F7 7 4 T &1 SR AL & 3k -5 1 0 4 &2 51 2 B (23d 5 - Fournier (1998)
Wn R MR RSB 2 R - Gobe (2001)3‘% R AR A ) R
At 5 R *“z‘}i/\ FEAFAEE &g vz 2 £ M Tk - Ellwood (2000) £
TR FLETE - BLT MR R R e A2 g% - Schau (2000)3% 3
B s F A A 2Eadyg 7 20024 5 b % o Fournier (1994)4p 1 &%
FRHERME RS L G 2k aRid o Lau & Lee (1999):n 5 &M anitd & 3 #3585
ﬁgﬁrwm.@wﬁowmmu%%ﬁﬂw%%%%%*ﬁéi&#wﬁ°%ﬁ&
Kim (2001)# 3 4p & 51 (7 & M T B (R 5 o ATt FHpEE AFg RN
T3

H20 : 5 B (RF R R% 7 MM o 2 A
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Schmitt (1999)za % 7 I BB A » § B Bokib R e R - FIZ 55 2
mg&—*}?kﬁ’ HPD AT e BB AN F AT 7 I &g R AT i R 2 4395 Brakus (2001)
TR RO BANRET R LT TR MELEG R E R
B RETEFRMERRTHNEF RE > T8RS B RL Y EMIHE kP
IPPE Rl SRS S KL YRR F enPood N2 ROl AIN G H 2 Rk R R B AR

PR T A PR AI T R RE 2ok o

H20a: 7 P ens 8% (R F ~ R ~ L% ~ 7% ~ BBy Gau = 25

BEZ g ok o

Keller 200D)# &9 & BAlZ s L Aol Mg lReER TR0
@ o Oliver etal. (1997)3%5 i} § F &35 > RBHASTRER = A& o o df 30 REF B A2 08
% o Inman (2001)32 5 3 ¥ q\d R e F R 7 & % o Chaudhuri (1997)4p &)
foo bR S R S & 55 o Grossman (1994)2 387 S 748 5 e 1™ 8 4 2411
Ry okaE 2 B2 % o5 o Aaker & Joachimsthaler (2000):% 5 76 M5 v & - 23 ¥ Jﬁ"
o # ] EE AR A AT B A S 28 o Muniz & Quinn (2001)35 5 3 4 2 54
AL (B P AR S )47 & 2 L o5 e MeAlexander etal(2002)3 i) F AR E S S - &
WAL R F ARG o RO LR RRRL A BT T OBRRR

H21 : T 5B (E T ~ R L3 T s ISR SRS 55
B F e s

]

B o,

)‘\

Schmitt (1999)3% % # I érflis § H #okp L cnB 2 80 > 515 85 7 b i
ﬁ%m’%unk%@,J%ﬂxﬂ$2km%¥%%5éoﬁ%&wm@mnmpf
AW R I AAUSEE ~FE LT GRS ME)LE G 2 R OF A s
BT 2R W%mﬁ%W%F@V’ﬁ%W%F@A@H T M A kb e PR
PSRy WL HWHERE JBenl- o 4 02 BRI G E A RE RERE FH PR

UGN PR P RO LB RE D TR o

H2la: 7 b n Aok (R 7 ~ B ~ B4 ~ (78 M) S0 & 5 et = 8 4

BE2 g ok o

Compeau et al. (1998)£2 Rao and Bergen (1992):% % & F R EZ B F&F % 5 b 5
Faofx B R M ES - Wrench (2002)4; 41 50 ¥f 8 B
(2000) #5114 § 0o & 2 fFd SR it §REMILY - Ba&

W RER A 4 - Rosenspan
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Pavlou (2002)45 i &M &y ¥ 75 IAPGMR > RSP R F LRI T RRE
¥ o Rio et al (2001)#% f14k ¢ 2 w] (B B M) -0 0§ f L3 B E 8 G AT
I SASTILE S5 - R S Tl

H22: T A B (RF ~ R ~ LY ~ FF ~MIEEREM YT S5 ¥ DR
ok o

Schmitt (1999):% 5 7 I iP#F% 3 B BRI E Shigp 25 > F15 23 7 FihigiE
BRI R e B AN T R R BT (75 o 1395 Brakus (2001)59%7 7
B p WMk BANEE CFR LY 78 MENE LG Ak F Bk &
RETEFRMHRRTHMEF B FRMEF B )L 2B IM%R Kl bl
PSR RL T WS PR d WA BRI H I ROF REREFH P R

TR T PR ARG AR R R

H22a: 2 e @R (EF ~FR ~ L3 ~ 78 - MBI REME 7 ¥ 7
e ko

Burke & Scrull (1988):#% 3 Biom b = M & it 0 L7 ik § 3r410) § & #50
T3 L w4 0 AT A S 2 e RH- € E IR B L w4 e R DT R
oo b BLEL RG] ATH O 5 WAL AHT T T ROE T MR H)R-€ 5 rdlahi 4 o 3
PiE o TRl e RSV H oo g RS R Bk Y £ 5 & B 0 iy o Tybout
etal (1981) ™ 3 BgoF » ¥ A &7 G 4 (B F M%7 )ik 5 > %age g By ¢
ﬂﬁ%Wm¢$4%’%u ﬂ@a%f*%a&%ﬁﬁuﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ*ﬁ% E iy
S o Okada & Reibstein (1998) %7 7 7 B or » § & 2t & Joofn L g £ 7 i pF

#M?mﬂfa’ NALTRrRALFA g RECHEFBEEMYE AR AFE > 2 pM A
R fﬁ%&éﬁ%ﬁi% Hf Gtk o AT A B BHET e S Lo

S PR A S eh R B N E v A Lie il a1 A 6 en

WLl e R BH SRR R
H23 : § R FRES A v 5 ? penl o MRS FRB WM GoRE -

H23a: § g F M%7 &pF > e ko] o g ok a3 5y i

FALARRE -

H2: 487 MAT B0 3 bt o MRS ¢ MFRD S0 LBA -
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H24a: § B F M%7 EpF > e FeanflizZ A8 L AR K ENE R LS
M¥i3ipxo

H25 : % B 7 Sk BPF > B bl o A% S S EFRB R REME A o

H25a: & TRt FHsk 3 GPF > e Fertls i)t i RiEmat #8127 &

FLEPE

33 ELRi

G AR FEEY PR A TR IR ERLA DT REGHE S
o B wmp d&P;L“ PenX PIAEER S TRETEDD N FRE LR B
F-4F Rk FT G e A THERAL 0 A WP H TS R o

331 HA Sk TR AR R
33.1.1 SR AN guE

BT P SRS F R R SRS ) RS T TR R R T
4’5 F‘:BIE?’Kqu—FU(LIkert)ﬁjl 'i!;é:,frg_r{ & ol f)qz\, r?’i—’#% P\':'ESJ’ 5 l)«z‘\» rjb’#k&J’

AN P O A ] R R S

L &%= 6 @ WS Gdp @ A0 & B2 A R e L B
L] E (Schmitt 1999) = &7 % $ * Schmitt (1999)% & m*ﬁ%i% v £ 15 0B
R OdRT HR LY TR EMEBT e 5 Bet 2 BRETE
F o HPRE AR CLIHMRFEZBANMEK FHEMIENRAFE L

3% -

2. BHEMEZ G AT ARSWMES G F FREET BB R OE
S e 2 Pi 18 3T (e.g., Aaker, 1991; Keller, 1993; Krishnan, 1996) - & 2% 7 i
AT FAop A BRS  AFT F RGUFEA BB SR TR R
AP ERATERALM AR TR RE > T B AR 4
FAE o ul e RS 6 BB R %% Brown & Dacin (1997)# Chen (2001)2 R
FERE e BRI A S ER Aaker (1996a)2- & £ 7 B e BRIE o

3. EMBHES G AFTRERRBLIR S EF LSRG S L B R k(eg,
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Aaker, 1996b; Keller, 1998; Petromilli & Michalczyk, 1999)¢ # A 4 % (e.g.,
Upshaw, 1995; Keller, 1998) = ~#= 3 i& B8 Aaker (1996b)# ! §1#(excitement) -
A AT g N B4, Fp ik BPS - E A F E L 0 B ae BR

-

Jg o

4 ERERT G I AFTREPERTEAS T AHFLSR L FNIG A ) 5
2 3% (e.g., Farguhar, 1990; Franzen, 1999) - 1245 Dube et al. (1994)i& {7 7987 3
BTG Mok Ef g - BB ANE: 85 ~ §F 4 ~ B apRis ~ Rk
HPRA s FH L s FgPFRe - K Mma«’rﬂw}ﬁ Auty (1992)R]:n % &
FsE s B 25 5 L& > Lewis (198D)RI3nE B4 2 A £ T2 ARGV
Bi i SF ST FERE G F A Al FEUT o AETHS
PR F Rz AR B e RS A F 4 5 AL PRAES AT

£ 3+ 48R 38 > $% Fishbein & Ajzen (1975) 5 B4 3 L §E -

5. &M% 6 L AL RERA R T E T HRER Y - R AT
Fopheni e o IR %u(e.g., Debni& Zinkhan, 1990; Aaker, 1991; Keller, 1998;
Okada & Reibstein, 1998).o i B& Roth (1992) gL BLHR-25 % & 5 7 5 2 ~ AL € 2/
REMRA A T ARY REEES E & BRIE o

6. MM SR AT R GERL ERE R F LB RS T iR
i# % (e.g., Fournier, 1994; Blackston, 1992, 1995, 2000) - % * Hess (1998)&
Fournier (1994)*7# 4 cng- i M 2 - F(BRQ)Z £ 7 » F O # sl dk ~ € ~
fAPEAEE K RREPEETES BiEs 0 B F BiEs = BT
£ I8 BRIE o

3312 EWMAMRE SR G R

SR SR Tt ﬁ%”ﬁmwwﬁf’”iﬁﬁﬁﬁTﬁﬁﬂm&
o ArF AR F s (Likert)snT BEAFE S R o1 A T AR R SR A T2EY R

Lo T RIS R SR A SR T .

L Sl 6 @ LA RS 4yt o A2 L4 Schmitt (1999)% B il £ 4 > &3
ISBRAE - dRF HRE L4 FHEMMT e 5 B sz BRI
A HIRT CHFR CLTMKFE LB AMKR FHEMBMKRIFE SR
3 W% -
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2. FMM GG R T B P T o A % Hess (1998)2r Fournier (1994) %74
g BT (BRQ)E £ ¢ &Tjﬂ.'—_ PR S s pAARE K
12:@32%1,‘%??3;— f@;s}#ﬁ, » Ho & #‘m:_,[;;y‘: B 18 BRIE o

3313 H- SR USRS SRR L ERFHSRM G

AL AR B L TR R T vﬁ OO R E R IR R B RN R A R R

Zerd ok a,'/ﬂ]b *#-,{?;é:h‘q-l;um* fgvl:'fi—rjl_‘ o
1. p % #(independent variable):R i> :

PRBEIN T EER R A 7 it o AT % 3% Schmitt (1999)%
B 2 d B F ~FR LY~ FREMIET Ao o B gE s
Ti}g;‘fé, TREREE LB AWK RSB FE éé’—ﬁ—%%ﬁ%’-’ﬁ—ﬁ

AN Z S BRI AT R T AEH - BB s BRI R %
Mo kA ek o

2. J& % #c(dependent variable)$R-i>
(1) SRR 2 AT fp it o

AE T R TR 8 Ap B 4§49 9% Fournier (1994)% Hess (1998)
e R G e 10 FR 0 A B AL 2 $# (functional exchange) » € (Love)
Aopr & @ % (self-concept connection) » -X 3% (commitment) ° & &
(attachment) » 3} & & (partner quality) » ¢* - B 8 — o R F4c 382 S
% &% B % 5 (Brand relationship quality) i§ £ = BRQ ©

(2) &5 FEI

q*iti

Franzen (1999)4p 11 (7 5 fech &2 5 = BA L & chiga - &
WAEEMFE S FRLBRE B REMd A LR Y RS M (ABA)
SR GEREEGFEE > TUAFTY ‘“)J'* MEFRE BREM UGS o H
WEPLBRE IR AFETRYABRAE > LI LRI 2L v LT
B AF SR Ao R o I BREMAIE T R % S
?F'J @ ;L\ T" Ll ﬁv" 51 =% 4 "’k’}rwﬁ ‘B m/ﬂ .iz Hd ELFMJ—W;,EF/_,% 1‘;_3.

3. R REINR
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TR AR TR PSRRIy LI L R T p
1245 Kapferer & Laurent (1985)#7#& ) c7ij" § % 2 (Consumer Involvement
Profiles)sn3 i ﬁé\i CASE RN S A 6 i % 12 (hedonic value) ~ & & % #cE i
iZ (Symbolic value) ~ #=% & & |+ (Perceived importance) % :%FL+ it 1+ (Perceived
probability)4r 12 7€ o

3.3.2 Pl & ¥ ¢riF 3 (Selection of industry stimuli) 2 7 7 B~ %

gAY AR B SRR SR G T R RS R
B 7 A AL & G MASMALS v ¢ o Dea & Hemerling (1998)7% 5 48 5%
54 (Experiential branding)3s 3} Af % 22 & & A 5~ JRIFERE T & > 9700 T G F YR
BPRAE B PRERIMESRELLY STV VR RABREINF R Fu Ly o7
R FRERPENE I ER - REDI BESERG Y B Ay e P R ILR
it A ¥ L % o Ellwood (2000);um PRAMEG 2 £ ¢ R 1 L hm k> AF BAEE
TEFM SRR A LR D i BEME T k¥ Franzen (1999)3% 5 i ¥
IRIRE A EApot bt A MO AR 3 3 B R T R %o TG R
AXF R FcnA %I 6 o Randall (1997) 305 2 20 i £ cndd B (2 8975 & anp
o SREEA DHRIHEA TR ERIERTE G M RS SR e e
Eoot A ¥ MR A E o FIA R A EEEE L TG & AhI B W%

G A K B AUIR SR LRSI B8 A AR AR

m

ErEfs R A £5 5 & o £ 2 Zarem (2000)#-rrF FARL G RS (740 2§ o

F P& Schmitt (1999)+ Zu 3 & = suee i & FBEHH FH 2 B EB X TN AFT T H T o4

A R AFT Y CTE R S PR K o

ARG RGBS (s A )R o AT TER T L RRE S
2k Beh b el 4 0 bl4cF STARBUCKS(% = i)~ @ %2 Flvseeis IS vhevs B fhviort o
R RS R A e o F AR 5 (0 5e)d RE A LA ke
mmwmx&&mi%gﬁ\%%$®MMM‘%4@ﬁﬁLmri%%°E%ﬁﬁ
PRI SRR T A RE R FA AR e B R ASET R REF A

PR AR RREE S BEa e Tt h i B EH R R T 4T
:b%; CMDB (China Marketing Data Base)%g 7+ > + /% &_> ¢ FekveZdg ¥ 1L G g s 3 > @
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E-CIP 877 » o B 5 8er2dn % 1L GIBF s 3 5 9T AFE L 1ied B A b 3 F dwk
PEARH L BB R TS T o F R T Bl R oo
333 FHAE

AT OERE T THA G SIS 0 - R EIFE 3-1 w2 RO
Bl 3-2 FF 3t S AR A N S M e R SRR S A A e g
FiefR ko B3N R 33 MR AT S M R L SRR R R o
AE HFEPRERAFL ARG KRR T A BT
3331 SWM RSN e SRR HESEME B ol

. FT 2 S03 8157 mjﬁ#nc‘acv,f}.

2. EH PR H(sampling frame) & A4 &b AT g fleee gl )i f

3. EHPEDZ D BEREREE

(1) #oprd 2 tad REERELY A Ao F TR - Fa— ko

Q) FHEFETED AT PR ARG T B AR ST A E N E - kR
FUN IR - 8

SRR VRSP L TR YRR X

(4) Bt A w25 1 (9:00-12:00) ~ # /T = (12:00-6:00) ~ 8+ (6:00-9:00) 0 =
BPEEE BREE S BIE20 4480 - 2 R HR AL -

4. EEPRE 0 Gl gt ) F Bl f K

% 3-1 HEK

N .f"%* 4\?:—— N N N 2L Ay ; :‘i'w’; :
AR R (RS R RRPER Rl malp U2
B L= TN \:’f%",’jv_
bia 5 46 B R AR 2 F-2 R 9
'E‘H‘":-F/» r’gf%:ff’_
. L L
5 7 46 (T HALZ B K ¥-2%p| 10
2= ) R
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30 #-52.4%~31 & 40 #%-23.1%) ~
2Ap¥t R b A &

3332 R %®K

AT

65

T o2 )»/?J
PItk 5

PR RGER RS BT ERM G

¥

o SIS SR A B s RS S -
SONE R i")?']ﬂ P d B '}3':‘11

7?52"*%;

.ﬂz,»ﬁ

f

Bl NEFERHRT 0 AFY

g i~ (Pretest) »

j\ljm‘é;:)‘l,?'»]#

BT R

v

ER2ZEFRT e r I BPAAY LD S
;‘L»I)vﬁ*‘ﬁﬁkﬁz %m‘ x

—‘J-)’

‘IUF

R LA EE X
£ w611 £2 622 (> F 2k % o
iﬁ%a,ﬁﬂugﬁAIw@Akbﬂz%yﬁwaoiym»ﬁ3%31i
BRE(F 4-13.1% } FT%-68.1%)
I

Jfﬂ B
1440 (> B K (F - FER~l
»cf 8 5 362 iR 5 o

@OQW%’mﬁgﬁ
ORI OBk A B e e T AT

i EREE)

P E R LIIE Y SR
ARG RFFEAG 2o §
LR SR AR TR
AR A 40

GRS T F AP FEFREEAK

40 % -29.8%) ~
;%%a,ﬁﬁuyﬁam%\AﬁmL@@~&%Qo
£ (F 4 294% -} FLE-51.9%) - 0 1k SR

ﬁ%%xﬁ'ﬁjfﬁi’m SAtena 4

FAEAEIEZ A2

E Sl R L

R AR R AN BRI AR S

»ede BOR BeenpegteEet 2825 & (internal and external validity) @ #
P RER A R AT R Bk 2 P4 eenit 2 (Nachmias & Nachmias 1996) e

£32 AT - R LRk
B BT &k | AWK | LM% | Ghan | Mmas &3
L 40 40 40 40 40 200
¥R % 40 40 40 40 40 200
F e 8 7 9 7 7 38
4 2l % 32 33 31 33 33 162
4 ek 80% 82.5% 77.5% 82.5% 82.5% 81%
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£33 FBFEL - P Ew

7% P A B C D E rdle &3t
#F AR K 40 40 40 40 40 40 200
R F L 40 40 40 40 40 40 200
FR TS L 4 6 8 8 6 4 36
F ok % 36 34 32 32 34 36 164
F o 90% 85% 80% 80% 85% 90% 82%

ML AR BOR T WS B i
a@f%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&%@%;Déa@?@%%ﬁﬁa%@2% E:f & B F
ks e T o B IS o

3.34 RERF(FUNA L EEFITTIMEREFTE SHET)
3341 Pk

AP OR RS SRE G SR LARE R REM AR PN R
(within-subject design) % #x % P48 % ¥ 2% 3+ (between-subject design)® #f o F %4/~ 3 —
P AAUFEH SRS RS R G L BREEREPEE A R
MR R S M L AR SRR T E AR X R 3K 3 (within-subject design) > F &
Ff:ii?ﬁ{%iéd“*Mé\”W&*W%XI%’%ﬁﬁW—ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%?
WHL S HHEM G RRLBRRGREMDETERT TR 00 8L
PR B RIE O R AR < RIRE 3K 35 (between-subject design) ©

5;

v

5 o A é’wm;@%%&
Moo BoH P LB

-k ok
‘_‘_\i?:
A
%:_’,
=
\};ag ~
N
B
|
-‘:“_t'
&
Qﬂ

ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&%y%%%ﬁ%%ﬁ%%%aﬁql S Rt Y
o
S

LRHZ SR BERYE S HSRH G SR BREE R R TEF LT RR
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BHRFAT - ARG -kt R - ARy R AR REER
FPeA D DE WL R el 2 B R B Rt B R AR £ v’ﬂ«»l% Toeni
BATE o BRE A BRIELRIFT AT B O ABA(RBRS W) MR L T TP F 8
TRALpE > F - mRRE R RE - L R R4 ¥ F4ES (L0 ABA(R
B e e M T s SRR E A B R e R B RE ST
WS MM LB AEE f%’ REMIZETRFIRFEM G -T ¥ LiE- H%RFED
o e s 2 S SR - & ﬁ&%%%@wm CBEATFHEFALR o AP DR

Eﬁ IL)’L'&\'—"—L‘ Zﬂ"\' .

%34 R%HFY-

£ % 55 A B F W% R 8% R 8% (ki Pl 55 18 %

P e A — B = P = Bk w e T

BRKFL CY hirdle S BB Y R R Ot B E T sk

P AR AT ot A E T30 R S
GOERE TR B RS R et g R %ﬁ o7
FE RS AT TS o ST AR SN R BB R R
RS ARG R KRR *E’;i’lﬁ?i— Wk REFY - Rl i s i*'“v‘rla
RNt TR 28

%35 %Ay =
2 4F
BEFWM%E | HRMWER | LYH% | FRHs% | MBS | Sile
*FE
RETHE | 9% | 9%k~ | 9%~ | el | %L | -

3.3.4.2 #& 5 ¥ % (Manipulation check)

AR AR * P %K 3 (Experiment design) ™ ;ViE 7 0 3T A RS AE A 2 7
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BN P ARSR o FNEET Y FHER R T ARES Y BRT 0 LR ST R
B a0 MR R LR R FRR A S B i -

FERAL - RPN ER TS BERRRY 2 BREICREE TR
LA )ABR S B IE > R R o % Likert - B2 A TAF R L L (B 4)
T TAF AR, (B- A)KHFE o A1 ANOVA kK% = wfimald a2 gk i
BEDIRE Ao RN ESR LT A o INEFTHEHRDI BAN(FE M)
ARG Aok BRMKATEREY 3 N o kR R ERT o AP EHT PR
#A] » & % B w8 5% (individual experience)®? £ % %8 % (shared experience)= #f o i %48
o ¥ FRET R LT AN XZME% R Z AREMES A% 13T
Ao ey Y HHTIEWMEK LF T BRI PHREN KT R MHFR T

P EFBEFRNETORIE P EATHRS I o BPRMAKRIET REET 0§ T %RRK

U\

fr

B=0
R R MERUL P AT S RS s T A TRA TR R S T et
EFH ARG R F L R BRI Y 0 BRI ean B R IE ST ISE S B L
58855@’?%*%@@%E—Qﬁﬁﬁ4%fﬂm95&§%%§—ﬁﬁﬁ%4w
fo 494 o F F %K% TR WS L PF R A S 0k IE ¢ et teer g e (T 46 A TR0 B
LR E BrE e L T AT BER R T 5 A W 5.88 &7 588 B
TR BFE 5008 488 L LT Wk ie- B IE497 82432 F R kK
Lo RS L PE o L M e I P G ABA el (T A A EF AR E AR LY
BICABA ek cniT 4 & T4 R E ?i: PL3DE A B E_ 593 fr 584 ¥ B AR F H%
T- BRE 459481 EER KT BRFE 4702 467 2R F KOS
Kam T FRHREFEWHRALFE > FHEMKRORIE Y Gt DEFH ARG R
REEZLY P 7 UEFORPERE L FH AR ERLL p 2 ik 2
WL e e W E 5338 527 YR CTHMIMHEAE- B IE 4330439 §F Kk
MBS R A PF > MBS Rt 38 ¢ ey %ﬁd ABA wwei Hi e p o2 odid € B (202
“ABA vhrZ i it BAEE BT E 6 A e 27T 30 A w512 40 5.03 > ¥ B A
FRES B B ROT 41445 3 4455 2 wig 0P @ EE 0.001 B EKE > TN A T A
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3.3.5

3.3.5.1

B f—rE'-'

FL AR TR LR LA R Y 0 ABA vt free
FORFTF A R RADEGR Y 2R BT DR P A
Boover2@ 0 1o FPRRBEBASSFETIBEL » - 3O B LR AT

504 & > @ ABA ewedph 3SE R - R4 0 ARG 1208 o
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TR F2EFHR

50 B tasE 2 RSN

F 7 1% Anderson & Gerbing (1988)#72& ;& b B A & RIS A 47 2 2 &

R

1. FEftes

AT R Z B REEEG R KT RR R R AT A

(1) % &% # Cronbach’sjorfi#icE ¥ v i3 #ic(item to total) k3 & & -
H# & ¢PK 58 - Nunally and Berstein (1994)32 % 71 0.7 3 152 > K i {52 c0pf

A IR 0 e RN S 0 RS E R TR T e

=k

FPRE S MR TREREF S T

(2) #FE T F ~47(EFA) @ 20 2 45 8% RiARFIE R 2 i 3 12 o e -

& TR A FTEERR o

(3) HFEMFIF ~ A7(CFA) @ 2 47 AR & B enfp B AEL kg - H3= R g
AT R EE-fEE 0 HNARNA BRALIAD I URIE -

BN

PR SRS R e B A A PR K R R 1 ik
Fpo- PR EFAMABRRBA V- 20 7 NRRES > KRS R

ML R B RRERDEE B KX AP BTSN BN
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AT x% 78 B3K ¥ 5" (Hypothesized Model)z. #F » i *n%\g KRS g R
7 (Equivalent Model) » £ 87 B3k 058 1 g i T A AT 20 BB N o

3352 SRS HSYM RS SR P

1395 Hair et al. (1998)gL2:L > & 7 7 1F e By R R fffﬁ“’rﬁfr’ﬁ WEE > R
YA RAIE A F AR £ A M A LA B S HOb S R 02
MAE RRFAM  RieE Bt RHGEF L"?’ﬁﬁ”‘/}’}‘r(i.e. Hult, Ferrell, and Schul 1998;
Lucas and Ferrell 2000) - & 2% & Jﬁ" A MR TR d 5 R85k 4 12 A5 & (Franzen 1999,
Keller 2001) » i K?'*‘ T ARBHEL W P MERE &M hE 2 2 B (Park & Kim
2001; Park et al 2002) - #7r4 & 47 3 $ * Hair et al. (1998)BLELHE 11 2. 7 Iy B dh Bkt 2
¥ o S A P N E AT Y AT A PR FTH AT 0 g ARE S AL MR s o
BT s AR A T S R T R A T

B SR R de R FR Y B2 G AR iE A T2 AR - b R A 2 H -
WRFS AR e @ [ F ook 2 AT A REEd - TR AT BT v A - A
R FE2 S E o ek 2350 R BRI AN R > A F - =R

%%%%?EﬂAﬁo%i%&iiﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%mﬁ—N MRC & {7 é7de = » 7~
FAEOL b — BFSE 54~ — B AV .f‘:i%ﬁx(Cohen and Cohen 1983 ) 4 = 1" Bz eRi
AT ﬁ,ﬂ?uﬁﬁﬁik AT R BPURRET CFEELIE X INR(FHEN
Tz R MM GG 2 B ok oR2 1Z B E(AR) BT K3ER %
oo FFRRRAFTTHET LT 2RS4 .

L ApM ATl AR S % B e A3 5l ~ X o

2. I ®4p k¢ & 47 (Canonical Correlation):3% 1 549 %8 2% &2 519 i l’,’fﬁﬁ’_‘i g 1E 4
A SH ME T SRS n‘“}ﬁm B FET L EEAAM o G

&7 1077 PR e §F 2 47 (Hierarchical Regression)

T

3. FEA e EF AT (Hierarchical Regression) @ AF7 7 #-4 v LU0 F Ay - FRE
Hp Sl B FFEE A BRRGE TR FRMARE LY MR) B
R4 E 3 MR(FHH%E MBR) S BELRITE p SIS G
B G B Phoie o L S M GG A S AT S M % 5 1 (Brand
Relationship Quality; BRQ)» B {6 & % 1 #7if = Fffodi » # B4 R FE T 518
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3353 E- SHHHRL LR FTHERE  WHFURSHMN GE 7L 2 0EF B E

MEFT I T B R ?f}:ig,\ﬁ

1.

THe: ATEp RPPERE SWM Gk - SMLBAZ B EMLE ]
*:"-f-j\‘a'éto

FRMBER T RRL EHMBR AR ATRIZIL G ¥R
FRH- KUK RARLEMBE AR AT R SR KL I HE o

(1) # i 1% 1 4% Hmax Test (g % 3 ol e | h% B fp 14 4o v 1)

= o

(2) ¥ it A% & # Brown-Forsythe Test -

ANOVA # % (MANOVA) : #& 24 Itz X RS o 59 L 32 §
EETEF AR

(1) # &M% %8 %P = RPES FF Welch’s Method -
(2) ¥R B REET - RPF-HE* B2 (Nonparametric Method) ©

e 3 Tukey 24193 bR B EASMM B S LSRG
MEEFHFLS

ANCOVA(% f8cA 17) @ wdrdlif 7 % ST RS LR %N
3

PR SRt R S )

B FERERF) AL TR e~ R EWH ARG LBR 2 ]
B P
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Pe 4l
> p;b \sﬁ‘%
4.1 EFH M hE 2 B0

ﬂ\lﬂi}j 31 & P I R R SRS E S %"?%ﬁx."léii SR T AR
F 3 B oehs A3 % Anderson & Gerbing (1988) e FFfu = 2 » J 2 2 % - [RE g g
TSR RS o B PR Y - BB S AE R RS BT R M o

411 §E R

AHEFERG Y AR B2 AERETREEES  REFE R B D

B

I BROGEE KR EHF - BHEA? DRI E Cronbach’s a 7 #c> Nunnally &
Bernstein (1994)3% 5 0.7 L #78h - 5 (MR 0.7 F RI#37 1 T H1% 2 % 3
AR oA o - B LA BT 43 2 49 BRE o AfTE ALY
AFETHEP B EER AT KA TR TR R ”{%ﬁ{fﬁfé_ LB
WA ELT L5 Nt Ifho 129% Nunnally & Bernstein (1994)3% % & f
Gl 0.7 F 0 5 1M I el ek P LR 07 $ i lic(item to total) 4R BE 7%
B FAR M ORI HOURTT I (1600 0.5) 0 S 8T F ki A
Cronbach’s o % #c ] 4 14 1“,% e R4l B L A2 S uFRB BB LR A
71 R §E 2 7 7 # & Cronbach’s o % £ ¥ 77 %t i fic(item to total)ciip B 1%
B3 0.5 enfP 3B o

% 41 GZREgE

¥ % Cronbach’s a % #k

Bl A o
i w18 2% 0.85 0.92
=% % 0.84 0.87
et B h 0.78 0.79
Rt X el 0.76 0.86
AR R R 0.71 0.72
A % 0.70 0.79
Rt L B 091 0.94
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20 FWEBLEFFAAT D FE R F AT KRR B SR T > T Aoip
F Y o A IHEAER BEEAT - B EE AHETEHEL
PR R OFIR AT 040 PRI Ak Bt R bk
EoLopreE A o Su[RT T 35% 38 BRIE o

3. BRFANFIZ AT AN R RREL S B Y RFHTFE LT KITRAY
WA I o

(1) peif dp e 2~
Garver & Mentzer (1999)# 11 3 f = 5 BB feif eniod @ 1)EE
A PR el 1 2) R R R R
A e i 4n % o &Qﬁﬁ@)ﬁ%c‘ FEIREERETEY L EAFLHEY § S
&K 1§ -Marsh etal. (1988)3% 5 LB eifie i dp At 1) 7 R & < | B 5

2) et AER - RF TR RHGY S DENRE AFE T HRASREY Y
T fEfe i dp i e

- 597 % = fEpead 4p B (TLD S (RNT) : TLI 2 RNI % %326
il chdp ik o S0 A i Adp R P R AR T &3 ¥ e FEHR KT S A
Fat 27 e e PR R A& S oh 2 S (Bentler 19905 Hu and, Bentler 1998;
Marsh et al 1996) - "f gtz ¢h > TLI 22 RNI enZ 8 & > TLI #if * >0 [
7o e E_RNI PISHAF e s ey ) o § e 4 0.9 P E 240008
g ¥ 3R 9(Gerbing & Anderson 1992) o

¥ = #84p % ACFD : CFI &7 < f& & < -] F2 5 (Marsh et al 1996) >
% 2 fidp A (RMSEA) : RMSEA & 8 v 4pih? bl a3 A7 7 &
Null Model (Browne & Cudeck 1993 ; Toreskog & Sorbom 1996) » 32 & + >
RMSEA & &5 i %+ 0.05 %_feif 245 515 0.08 2.5 Wehfeif o o g @ 5 7
WRREDP o P F s F 2 B/ A R SR ApERAA A Y Y

ﬁ;’}f 1o

Frdskr 3 E/pd BANE 2532 285 "}'5'35%:*7? 2352
B #7073 X 5 (Marsh & Hovecar 1985) » @ TLI » RNI 2 CFI R
A 091 2 092 2 F > i 24d ehfeip R > @ 5 B3 % 0 RMSEA R
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2)

#_0.051~0.055 > % 4%17 0.05 % # o

G S i

d3d B R FHARELHIESE VE o T AT R HER
FER SRS AR FE R ST AT RAREE -
% 0t & 7 & (Composite Reliability) ; % 8 #ic% P~ iz 3+ (Variance Extraction
Estimate) > fcacsc & 2 % H30k o A7 7 SR A 0 ER i L E - 4
% ke ¥ (Steenkamp & Van trijp 1991) » 2+ € 5 £ F 5 F 2 H T & -
Pl s R RGEA06% 0.82 F %R 5 P53t JF 4218 0.5 (Bagozzi
& Yi 1988; Fornell & Larcker 1981) » % 4-3 871 > “717 &8T5 4 24
BR o AR RS FRARTFIFE L TR TR AT s B2 5
etk Aa? o FlRf gt BE A 1477 2 2481 % 13.76 1 2475 &
FETF et EERE £ R FORE(P<0.05) > I AT K TRk o
A 51 G R BBRR D $E .G B 425 (Hatcher 1998) 0 5 i 7+ 3 £
P BEAbEBE SR AY s nEEETF LR f_ﬁ_{ 48.6 %
521> R AR EFP<000l) 2 APk R EFE LT B
FlZ % Wae R o bR ETAVER A P cn HE R A 2 B A 0.64-0.79 2
0.65-0.75 % % & 5 10 G111 A BARA > M7 a% 25 E SRR
Arrid i OHEE BN i B R BT R A R o AR F AP

J-shg»_%s_—\. HIEEG o

343 FEES R

& PEGR REAEFE

s o s o
B W) 1 % 0.79 0.90 0.52 0.56
£ 3 W% 0.83 0.86 0.55 0.52
o B 0.79 0.78 0.52 0.51
A 0.77 0.74 0.57 0.60
Rt N1 0.73 0.74 0.53 0.60
ot B 0.70 0.70 0.51 0.54
gt e 0.90 0.91 0.57 0.59
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412 BHH aR

BRERGIE (SR 4 44 A BE AR AY - B REABET T 34
5 35 @ RIE > ERp St E %F:r.ﬁé.;f?_’fﬁ-ik A7 EXL T RNI~TLI 2 CFI &+ /5 % 5
A E_091 2 092 % RMSEA BI& B %% 5 005 + 3t Bl 4p R A Hl§_2.53
2 2827 uﬁ; Pz b s XN R SRR I T iy E R FH(P<0.05) 0 B B E
R RS GRS LE - 2Bl 0 BRRTHAPEAF Y REE t R kD
BE o AT EP
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244 BRI R

BRK B BAD Bt [ L%
d x apE oA LapE oAt gt oAt
HL:B %% =3 H% 0.679 0.758 10.04** 16.14%* B B
H2a: B w885 &Moe 0.403 0.318 6.22%* 5.60%* % 4 e X
H2b:x 3 #% WMo 0.142 0.202 3.14%* 3.79%* B EX
H3a: B wf% &S8R 0.758 0.820 8.29** 11.22%%* B B
H3b:x 3 #% &M B 0.226 0.059 0.37 0.93 3 3
Héa: B wlf8% SHMER 0.464 0.398 6.90%* 4.46%* B B
Hab:x 3 % &SHWMER 0.142 0.027 3.73%* 0.46 B 3
HS: &@me &% A 0.148 0.121 3.13%* 1.99%* % 4 % 4
H6: S4Bl S8R 0.101 0.201 2.91** 2.99** B B
H7: 54 584 % 0.187 0.415 2.779%* 6.77%* B =
HS: &Mk &8935 % 0.359 0.173 4.20%* 2.67%* B B
HO: &4 B 549454 0.183 0.347 3.82%* 6.49%* B B
Hl0a: Bufidh S4B 7% 0.006 0.508 0.08 5.26%* E4% B
HIOb: £ 3%8% S4B % 0.093 0.013 2.19%* 0.22 B 3
HIL: 95 e Sk 0.263 0.288 4.71%* 3.75%* B B
HI12:4 il 54 h ik 0.231 0.057 5.39%* 0.07 B 3
HI3: &%k &9k 0.244 0.137 2.54%* 1.98** % 4 B
Hl4: 54825 % S % 0.550 0.291 7.24%% 3.19%* EX B
B fieif 2

th ot

Chi-square/d.f 2.53 2.82

TLI 0.91 0.92

RNI 091 0.92

CFI 0.91 0.92

RMSEA 0.051 0.054

77




MBS B F AR E SRR B G A B RFE G EFN
PR L HS H6-H7~H8 2 HO ot gtz b > d BwlRlshi £ 3 405% ~ S9meE
SMBEE SRR 2 A BE B EREF LR TR F RS L HL > H2a
H3a 2 Hda o % 4-4 7B 7 BH RenSWHME RHERZ W40 6 * BEH B
MR A FIL R R A HILCHI3 HI4- Ap¥ta 2 > &t %2 St A

=3 %T*LmW?’ RSB ST PIES H3bo %1 A R R - Ren

. CBEPERITA BE R RSP Fu LRSI LW
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EREA A

4.1.3 & F#50 # (Equivalent Models)

%Jﬁ";i’;; My Jﬁ" i R AR N RSN ok R R B 05N £ B (Bagozzi
& Yi 1988; Lin & Hau 1995; MaCllum et al 1993; William et al 1996) » %3 3 ¢ > &
"ﬁ Fdl- A5 T W52 2 (Stelzl 1986; Lee & Hershberger 1990) 0 & A7 3 # 24 i
FHFRZR R A E Y o ik R Lee & Hershberger (1990)57%7 3 » 4% 7  p 4 %

Bp AR b d Rldp e v o AT LR 4 PR BRI E AR A 2
i A d LERAFET A AR SAKRAPEN e BERESN(SRERPESY
BMESSWMERESRBEEM 2 SN BPEREESRER SR BREER AR A
B ) » % B Morgan and Hunt (1994)5%7 3 > B2k #o78 B ¥ 5 F Ho7% 12 204 fe i 3p 2 B

IS SRR E R A v e R AR R e B e S ahfe il 4 #(TLL = 0.904 ~

1~ %

0.905; RNI = 0.904 ~ 0.905; CFI = 0.903 ~ 0.904) % &5 % §& j= #c P v* &|(+ /% : 83 ~86%; %
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A T2 ~T76%) 0w AT & Y 2 fe i 4 HR(TLI= 0.91 ~ 0.92; RNI = 0.91 ~ 0.92; CFI
=0.91 ~ 0.92)& §& 5 S ficensiz B ¥ | 4 ¢ (Shanghai: 88%; Taipei: 78%) » #714 & 7 TE3K
%3“):;\4 E’f‘]i é :I‘i o

4.1.4 TEp) RN E B 4

BRES R T SRS S G B RE R B d Sk SR
F T A AR HRE S SRR PR G S ESREE
Bt~ R RS R TR e FIM BRI S 3 MRS R
FFEELREFRETE LT REF > FR A 387 E RE R otk icd

4-5 7% o kPR A 4-5 BEon P A B DA R B MES Y RE R MR S B o R Bock

~

=

o RERET A A DTREEE SR Y RSB ERETRERLR
Baron and Kenny(1986)3 3 fp % #ics FIS# M 57 &? /4 8o & s L= BiE
&

(D f Rl A REE R FALM Q)7 M R BEE FIREI R FAY (34
ﬁ%&a’é%&ﬁﬂ%&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%@ﬁ%@@ﬁﬁwﬂﬁﬁ%&wé
REE IR E R R IR FNE PP Ak Bt ¢ 4 (Partial
Mediation) » # 7 4p B P 5 % ¥ /i sz4"e Baron and Kenny (1986)iF - # 45 &} < 384 41

g TLEFT > BHIR Y éﬁfii‘?"ﬁﬁf’ WP Ao s IR A Ft ATy 2o
Aok Baeghiz e A LR MWD WM G %0 ZRmE S 2R B Y
BREERT G2 FRPFELd DR onklgd AR 4 REFRPFS

R e

245 BHEEFLFHERIFR)REK

FuE X3HWER O SBEME S8BE OSREA SRR

A A L o “ gL o “ gL A “ L
b + s # + s . + s . bR .

7}L

T
T

IR 466 552 176 249

=g i 533 726 .021 055

AR R 631 504 224 073 161 .114 148 251

A% 278 0 238 115 127 237 203 294 450 326 .164

R TR 413 .625 255 104 347 310 412 187 327 143 449 235
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42 SRS HE SR GG 2 B

*F7 % = P Hair et al(1998)5uE ik » Bk L1 3
FAEFL AR AT B KR FIE AT b
Eﬁ;l“*.%z*__ 9%@'{7 B erfd | 4"”‘l""‘f'}i FLpE PIRHER* & 1

SRR S SRR A R RS FO I

4.2.1 FHRHKE WM o A4 A 7

42.1.1 % AERPEFE

LA AT hp chE BEIE DB A MRS > A L APk AT 2

ﬁaJi%@ﬁa%ﬁ%ﬁ%’
DA B Y TR
%o%%%@%ﬁ%%ﬁ

A

2“ ) *"-rlj ﬂ&ﬁﬂ

a‘%’}f

d

7 o
“~

A 4p B

il & - A e & 92 2 dpfk(redundancy index)*Ti- %o AiE (7L A48 M A 4T 2
Ao AT AR T RS SRM R RS TN AT A
4-6 77/ LA 17T 0 B ER B BAPM B3 AALEF 0.7(F & 1 0.21-0.67; S
0.36-0.69) > F]* kg & ez B &, 8 = & (Multicollinearity) 2.

d 3 B2 T2 5 A

M2 AR AT ET KPR

# 4-6 &SRS M adp BB

¥ 42 (Nunnally 1978) o
A4 B A 47 o

% 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

BT 1.00 0.61 048 035 025 038 032 028 037 029 032
N 0.67 1.00 042 048 031 041 043 040 041 041 0.39
4 0.65 0.63 100 028 021 026 029 027 031 024 033
7 & 0.54 0.65 054 1.00 048 036 035 041 036 032 038
[ 047 054 044 053 1.00 034 030 038 033 022 032
Ptk 045 049 045 042 041 1.00 036 038 041 035 035
& 049 052 049 048 042 058 1.00 049 0.67 0.67 049
pAprsidd 053 058 053 056 051 054 061 1.00 046 051 049
A2 043 043 043 036 037 056 069 052 1.00 0.59 057
% & 048 050 049 048 042 055 0.68 0.64 068 1.00 048
VAR 041 046 041 044 040 046 055 0.63 049 057 1.00

MR L L A R AR A 2. 2T & B SR o 3.0 AR il

B8 Fcop ey >0.001 -
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4212 ERL AM AL

R AR 2 47T A A S B R F L S B(F R & 4-7) 0 % - L A Sl
AARREE 0 A St A R E 0.5 £ 065 d &N B k03 R 4 R (redundancy index) ¢
BT B e R D SRS fR o A E SN E 0228 0350 £ F 0 ¥
B rend Al Slie s AR EE SR AR ES 053 2 0630 d 3% - B
LAl X AREE B LR DL TR A S o Tl L AR M A 73R 5
Mk s M GEy P AMGoy 4 AF L FT BERUKE S0 g e 3
§ J i@ (canonical loading) (& » K77 * B &M WHR )N R BB RS &G

ki A 4 o

% 47 EWEEZ: SR hend R AT

e 1
2 i A B B Rk
KA - At ta o A
o 8
BT % 0.68 0:81 0.16 0.19
R 0.82 0:87 0.40 0.26
RS 12 061 0.80 0.18 0.26
7 & 18 % 0.76 0.82 0.29 0.27
P 55 00 % 0.69 0.75 0.35 0.26
L 0.50 0.65
TR #F, #%(Redundancy index) 0.22 0.35
oA R 0.75 0.75 0.41 0.24
oA R 0.73 0.81 0.23 0.20
g 0.76 0.92 0.32 0.54
pAPLRE 0.75 0.68 0.18 0.01
K 0.63 0.81 0.07 0.11
% & 0.74 0.72 0.26 0.10
35 E R 0.53 0.63
L 0.23 0.33
2 2 4 th(Redundancy index)
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4.2.2 fp k& r;fcw\ i

BREERARFEA LD AP AL EE B R A E R 1
Berenson et al. (1983)h4 4= » F L -k #(tolerance level) 3% < *% 0.1 » % R %9 7]+
(variance inflation factor; VIF)< Jf |- *% 10 » i% i 35 ¥&(conditioning index; CD)J&3% ] >+
300 B3R AT b S en VIF & B8 1.31-1.86 &7 1.56-2.76 » @ 1} & &2 L g
ook 4wl g 0.54-0.75 &2 0.36-0.54 0 ¥ b b s Span CL A w4 1.00-19.12 &
1.00-17.63 > d 10 b Szt S BT i F R AR AL > TR AP T R FILT Ol e
AT 2RI B %%ﬂﬁéﬁﬂ%&’ﬁﬁ%%#ﬁﬁﬁaﬁéw%&’w
B fFadt®ha» s 2B F Ad A 0 Sy Rl (75 - FRE R B %R
FONE LY HER)E - RE AR d X3 HR(FH-MMNR)E 515K -
%481 % 4-14 7 F b ¥ = pFE e RGN S % (beta EoR7B 1 2 RP2 ARSI BE¥ K
)

FREATT S VHFBD G GBI E 3 g MiES f3csk » 7y ¢ u$»,
o~ BRI RE > Bl BRYMHRRT R LY
FRHR(FHEMB) NI G REEA R EE A RS BT AR
WaMET ARAY P AFREFLRI o B AR R S AR H G
B2EEE S gAY R CRUMRIN LB D AP AR R T 2L B
Bt E 3 RIS T doo gk o 10T URBER N 2 A a R AL A 2 B R A P 2 o

\L
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3048 BUHSREE T UMRES SR EES SRERFAH

e A st 2 st 3

i tia o tia i tia e
FERT 0.010 0.003 0.048 0.049 0.017 0.035
E37 0.047 0.041 0.039 0.041 0.033 0.045
B -0.081 0.105* -0.026 -0.006 -0.015 0.007
BT Ak 0.197*%* 0.125* 0.173%** 0.099*
R 1% 0.267%** 0.290%** 0.180%** 0.197%**
R 0.050 0.192%%* 0.031 0.159%*
7 B 4 % 0.117%* 0.076
AR N 0.172%*x 0.146%**
R’ 0.0128 0.0078 0.2056 0.2827 0.2538 0.3036
Adjusted R? 0.0080 0.0030 0.1977 0.2757 0.2438 0.2945
/AR? 0.1849 0.2749 0.0382 0.0209
F for /\R’ 2.63% 1:61 26.05%+* 40.4]1%%* 2559k 33.40%%*

T LA S BRI R AR 2. ¥p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001

34-9 B UM E LIRS o sk A

e & Bt 2 B3

®ik Fia . e o 1A .
FERT -0.003 -0.043 0.032 0.005 0.007 -0.016
X7 0.017 0.084 0.004 0.082 -0.001 0.085*
B -0.066 0.135%*  -0.011 0.012 -0.003 0.025
BT Ak 0.060 0.167%** 0.041 0.138**
W 4% 0.344%* 0.262%%* 0.267%** 0.140%*
RS S 0.116%* 0.226%** 0.100* 0.180%*
7 s 1 % 0.117%* 0.161***0.1
B T3 48 % 0.126%* 13%*
R’ 0.0055 0.0132 0.2024 0.3291 0.2359 0.3568
1t R 0.0006 0.0085 0.1945 0.3226 0.2257 0.3484
/AR? 0.1969 0.3159 0.0335 0.0277
F for AR® 1.11 2.76% 25.55%%% 50.28%** 23.23%%* 42.51%%%

D1 B R R R L A i 2. *p<0.05 *¥p<0.01 ***p<0.001
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% 4-10 BRWERLIWFHI ALRBHS DIFKRFL T
e A | i) 53
®ik +is o e . 1A .

FERT 0.026 -0.024 0.058 0.031 0.019 0.004
3T 0.114%* 0.066 0.102* 0.065 0.093* 0.071
B -0.016 0.088 0.035 -0.045 0.047 -0.025
BT Ak 0.022 0.162%** -0.009 0.121%*
W 4% 0.346%** 0.345%** 0.225%** 0.196%**
R R 0.106* 0.221 %% 0.080* 0.159*
7 s 1 % 0.185%+* 0.195%**
B T3 48 % 0.198%** 0.193%**

0.0176 0.0056 0.1874 0.4013 0.2698 0.4574
21t R 0.0128 0.0008 0.1793 0.3955 0.2601 0.4504
/AR? 0:1617 0.3957 0.0824 0.0561
F for /\R’ 3.63% 1.16 23,01 %% 68.70%** 27.81 %k 64.61%%*

ML T 1t bR e ERE 1 A 204p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001

% 4-11 B SARSRE SRR HAGE R G OfF K e A AT
FE R jiAa| o5t 2 #5343
% 1ia o LS o tia oA
R 0.010 -0.059 0.053 -0.019 0.025 -0.029
E3 7 0.075 0.152%* 0.064 0.150%** 0.058 0.155%**
BE -0.058 0.154%* -0.004 0.047 0.005 0.059
BT % 0.152%* 0.172%* 0.130%* 0.150%*
IR Y % 0.267%** 0.188%** 0.183%** 0.118*
RS S 0.118%* 0.203** 0.100* 0.179%**
7 s 4 % 0.120%* 0.024
AR N 0.153%* 0.153%*x
R’ 0.0144 0.0213 0.2121 0.2548 0.2544 0.2720
Adjusted R? 0.0095 0.0166 0.2043 0.2476 0.2445 0.2625
/AR? 0.1977 0.2335 0.0423 0.0172
F for AR? 2.96% 4.49%* 27.10%** 35.05%%* 25.67%%* 28.64%**

it 12 b R e B AR OE 1w fF i 2. *p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001
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# 4-12 BHRHRERE X

Y EEEE TR EY PR

FE R jiAa| o5t 2 #5343
% 1ia o S o tia oA
FERT 0.043 -0.035 0.078* 0.012 0.065 -0.010
3T 0.014 0.096 0.003 0.093* 0.001 0.097*
¥ -0.017 0.171%* 0.036 0.051 0.040 0.066
BTk 0.053 0.162%* 0.041 0.131%*
R 1% 0.356%** 0.241%** 0.303%+* 0.110*
LSS S 0.067 0.233%** 0.056 0.184%**
7 B 4 % 0.099* 0.162%%**
B T3 48 5% 0.095%* 0.138%**
R’ 0.0032 0.0200 0.1798 0.3188 0.1931 0.3521
s R? -0.0018 0.0153 0.1716 0.3122 0.1824 0.3437
/A\R? 0.1766 0.2988 0.0133 0.0333
F for AR? 0.64 4.21%* 22.06%** 47.97%*x 18.01 %% 41.64%**
SERE 10 B SRR e R i 2.p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001
% 4-13 BURE L IWRRP @ BT b A fFeiT
FE R jiaa| o5t 2 54 3
% 1ia o e o 1ia oA
R 0.006 0.045 0.036 0.089* 0.006 0.069
E3 7 0.068 0.023 0.055 0.023 0.048 0.027
B -0.049 0.068 0.001 -0.036 0.009 -0.021
Bk 0.068 0.109* 0.044 0.078
R 1% 0.274%** 0.282%** 0.175%%* 0.157%*
LSS S 0.176%** 0.183%** 0.155%** 0.137**
7 s 4 % 0.161%** 0.137**
B T3 48 5% 0.145%%* 0.152%*
R’ 0.0105 0.0056 0.1922 0.2519 0.2444 0.2835
1t R 0.0056 0.0008 0.1842 0.2446 0.2344 0.2742
/AR? 0.1817 0.2463 0.0522 0.0316
F for AR? 2.14 1.16%* 23.96%** 34.50%%* 24 34%%% 30.42%%*

HEEL

12 B ch AR e
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i 7 4 2. #p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001



% 4-14 BEEHRS L3 WHRETS & F(BRQ):IE & it fF A 45

FE R jiAa| o5t 2 #5343
% 1ia o S o tia oA
FERT 0.022 0.025 0.067 0.033 0.031 0.035
3T 0.072 0.095 0.057 0.094* 0.049 0.045
B -0.062 0.149%* 0.007 0.007 0.019 0.007
BT A% 0.117%* 0.184%x* 0.089* 0.147%**
R 1% 0.408*** 0.326%** 0.295%+* 0.204%%*
LSS S 0.140%** 0.258%** 0.116%* 0.181%**
7 B 4 % 0.174%%* 0.156%**
B T3 48 5% 0.183 %+ 0.181%**
R’ 0.0149 0.015 0.3298 0.4517 0.4015 0.3036
s R 0.01 0.010 0.3232 0.4463 0.3935 0.2945
/A\R? 0.3149 0.4367 0.0717 0.0209
F for AR? 3.06* 3.14% 49 544 84.43%%* 50.48%** 33.40%**

ML L4 O e i i 20%p<0.05 **p<0.01 *¥*p<0.001

FEbi- > o fRaY R REHA NN A3 - KRG REEFEG R R
FRE PP BURGET RRF R AN A B e ALY
DR REARE - HB o B BRI R FFH o A BE NP g ]

WHRIHE ~ A prLd s

if
PR GRG0 2T AR AT 0 R LY R

Ho BEREHERES BEW
fﬁ’”}#\i mg’,f&‘}ﬁl] g ”l’};,\,fi""’f#“i .

BIREY 0 L HE MR RGBS B NN RS SR L B
iR RS AR REARGAMER RS L SRR L 824%
561% > Bt b id B P R HH522% s inj‘{&é?}ﬁ& H13.33% o 4 u LpER
SHEBHEHS B R PRFIES BERM B o VORI BARA FEHR TN



PERALF TS e Bfl AR H B GG DF A L SN G
(brand relationship quality;BRQ) > 2% {8 &7 3 e % & fe 3 3t ) F > 38 17 = PR B 2 F &
e PR R BRI ASNHEN A BE R AZ SA)THEIMN ST
(BRQ)A 2 B F PP 5 > Flpt A P3R4 45X HIS-HI9 697 3 K o

43 FEHWRLZ P EHPRFAHSIMBETIEREE L BE
431 RHmFY -

AEE DO BEERY T FETATHARE XMWY 62 B
SN R BRE PREMORE A d RN G R BRZ BRE
Y8 3k %P8k - (within-subject design) > #7174 Ft i F4 fr ABA(R B85 v
R AURRE LR od A 415 BT BE - e WAL HERM %S (Brand
relationship quality) ~ S L H R 2 B REP Y 7 BFLOREL -

REEAFPTHHBYUMEEY BF ~FRE LI MK S L3 %Y 62 BN
L3I AE - WM& o et R B AS H S M %5 B (Brand relationship
quality) ~ &1 & 55 & 2§ FE pU gl 8ok £ B o §995; Berenson et al. (1983)4p ! & (7 %
B P o R B B R % Bl R(Homogeneity of variance) 2 3k > 9714
AT AR A TR AR G & 58 Shapiro-Wilk Test % A m 5 b 4 51
(Brand relationship quality) ~ S & AR 2 BREM T 2 P EF > AL RIEE M
Brown-Forsythe Test & {7 % % #ic— R 2> S %81 7 AWK N D& % ‘_—‘;%‘r
(Brand relationship quality) ~ & & A& % § RIEP P B4 5 %_0.46,0.26 2 045> =
-%z ® L0050 BT S %R #ik- R %o ik R Berensonetal. (1983)#% 11 % ¥ &t
FhE 0 e %R He- REPFRF R & * #uE (Non-parameter method) » #7100 A2 5 18 #
& it 2 7 4 45 > Kruskal-Wallis Test 3% % 87 (2 4 4-16) 5 B % 557 2 508 4
BE2BREMTEIHRFLE R AEg L% Tukey % £ ¥ (54" #4 7 (Posteriori
analysis of multiple comparison) > ¢ % 4-16 % % &5 > &M G &5F > 6 & F ~ TR -
RYZ Sk F ¢ 7B ASk ch Tukey £ B 1 %52 0.001 B KIE o S L BR S 5 o
B LTS ARy B iTh %k Tukey £ & & Tif 0.001 2 3 F K B SRR R
EP e o RT LY S A% Y S %2 Tukey £ B # 23 0.001 2 kg F -k o
FETHMAFEEa T > T MR ERH S SRLARE G REM R ERA
TEGREFRExE > AL iR H20, H21 22 H22 - EFEP hd > d 7 A%
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ﬁﬂ%&wwﬁ~&?&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ«ﬁﬁﬂi*%% =R
kAR T R ELE)EE I WR(FR R M%) LB
AR AMRGE T RS RLY)E ST (ﬁwi? B ZE A )2 P RE B T 5 4 5 W
BN MR BB ,% REP R ERT 2l F L BTk o AP L 4F H20a,
H2la £ H22a -

&9



06

2415 I EWHFHSYRE > SPRF2 FREPEFLLATF%RFE-)

, T yogk T & P i
SR GG 2T Rk \ ‘ ‘ \ \ \

BE R &Y AE O OM®m BT HE &Y AR M® BT R Y AR M
S B &5 (BRQ) 1172 1236 11.06 472 727 803 688 640 637 649  0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0009 0.0001
et B 225 245 254 106 185 647 781 640 323 671  0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0029 0.0001
R 4425 2712 4419 1272 29.54 6.59 998 1051 3.8 561  0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0033 0.0001

L L R B S T (BRQ)LS B S M G A Bcinbe e 2,

(n=31), {7 & 4% (n=33), % M I (N=33) -

s N Y

PR ALl R T S 0=32), R HM%0=33), 1L W%



]
o
=
3
beiid
et
%
=
N

%416 7 4 o B LR R P Tukey $EVRAF( FHAL )

Tukey % & ‘&

S R 2T S Rk F & P& oo
(B ¥ AR 2 ped)
M & F(BRQ) 4.89 0.0010 BF/ES L HE/R LY/
e 3.32 0.0121 HR/FE Ry /A
e 7.69 0.0001 BE/Ad LY/

16

MR E B S T (BRQ)E S B B G A Bt g o



43.1.1 * B2¥&L +7(ANCOVA)

B AR A A R A R A P hIE o e B 5l Bl F
%%i’J%{%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ%%%ﬁ%?’%%, 5 R R P A

TEXINF H FABRPE AP AL P YR # B 5 & B #i(Covariate)
7

R BN aE e IR I

\lv

RSB REL o BE L W%

B LR R BRI A BT R o PR A 419 BT g
TR R SERRERREL D APTR KR NS
4.3.2 R %=

AR R L B SRR T HRE S BF S B SR EERS - AL

BB A g HERM e o MM RET  SRABRE RREMRT T
)gk AL RSB T SR R R RE R R e B X R R S 3K 3 (Between-subject
design) o 7 A7 Y ST e R RIF G B RE T A% Eaom L o Hp e
FAOFEFHES HEFE SRR B R A RAR ik o B R
kR RIF R RO %%mi’#%mﬁw%u&®?~%ﬂ~&%~
FE 2 MR L > LN FREEANR T AL RS > UG ER TR R

2E D 5 BB o

WAL - AT R ARG SRL SR GREMES T LR T
(Chech For Normality Test) » ¢ % & 7r &8 F K8 0.05 7 » S B RS 5 # 6 % Gk T
(Shapiro-Wilk Test) » tedr4] /e 2 7 39 5% & Pr<W /i 3 0.10 £2 0.52 2 [ % 4 * 0.05 »
Ao LR G 2 2 0E B Shapiro-Wilk Test i0% % Bom 287 3 cnfrdl e 2 F %
BRI BLEFER T RS AT E B e AT Y E k- R % (Check
For Homogeneity Of Variance) > 5 % &7 &% B T &5 P ©4_0.6190 » 529 &R
P EH_0.0734 » § fiuireh P EE 0.0707 0 1y hftE Ry <3 0.05 0 T ER
%3 fic- RePBSE o 710 1995 Berenson et al. (1983)h % » S B (R B enZ B4 T
& MANOVA » @ 509 o & 2 R0 Y $% £ * B2 (Non-Parameter Method) -

dorriit ek A R LR 2 RER T I MANOVA St g 5 2 m 2 di
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ZHTEE- R F A A ERE S 4 £ 8 #c(Covariate) 0 T L gt 1Y
MANOVA eng &t fiez o £ 4-17T S5 -0 o %N T BF k3 B0 25
FomMmbdRz PREP -BrI Ao M%RAUN AR AEFRI T ER F A
TSR ST R (WML BRE B REP) TR E > A L R H23 -

H24 g H25 -

B 0 EREPAERLNET R TR SRM RSN LSRR
g bt HE o AE TR e R T BRAEERT B0 6 oMK A - Ak
MANOVA A 45> d % 4-18 ¢ W7 e B RSB T R L T k) £ 3 5%
B MENH SR H AT ERB L EER Sk o R L BYM%Y N F Bl
Bl TERAMBNRRSR LR RFEFREFRE IR RERS 6 Aok &M

e PABUHEBERT R - LTREIMRER (F&2 MBI HREME

FRHFOREARE o ARRE O FFNFHRAY - FhI AL B MR HESRY
LA RE PR ERAL T M F AR T oxk c AR AR kgAY
HRF CTRELYGEIMER(FHAM B2 Tl B RE » B W%
(BRF~FRELY)E LS Wo(F B h)2 P s3] s

PR RE P AR E R S RATEAL BB oRES @ A PN £ 45 Bk H23a, H24a &

ﬁhﬁ

H25a -

Fd ToE kg o d & 418 ¢ o iR WRRE v %A SR G
SRR ERAPEE L > B L LT 2R THER > S EAMME FHHR - 120 H
e R A kg AL THEPTEH . > BAFE 2 BT H%R > 8 LH
B~ TR AR REMEE S o MIERRE T WA DRI RS S  H AN
TR P EI AR MR RS M o T 2 MR T MR G
feli REBk b i 2 B B R > PRALTHEBEENRBSBL AR FREG D
N ?%ﬁﬁ%&ﬁéﬁﬂ%ﬁ;;‘éﬁ” » TR SRR R T &R G e i o
GRB MM GOKE S SR BRE B REM o & AR B gk 5P AT KON T B Y

R F ~ TR Z LT W) sk o

éum

93



2417 FERTHRERIBIFLG WRFEUHSNN G  SRLBE GFREPARFA @ HRFL =

LN Nk AR Tk T i& P&

#* A B C D E F A¥B A¥#C A%HD AHE A®#F A#B AHC A¥D A¥HE A¥F
&4 B % 5 7 (BRQ) 38.94 53.15 5538 5338 4453 4694 5429 8695 5773 644  17.00 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0135 0.0001
Rt B 633 9.2 978 1050 881 8.82 7543 101.10 95.16 30.03 4821 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
R 59.31 115.88 104.81 109.69 82.81 77.21 77.31  66.65 69.39 17.68  12.20 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0008

76

~

Note:1. &4 i

G5 F (BRQ) 2~ B 549 B kg A Boeie

2. AA o fo PR TG e, n=36); B & perg T MBA DT G chR TR (F e 1n=34); C A7 fom R P AR
BAvtom TR (T &RE 20=32); D % f hop RSl 5 LSRR (FS%RE 30=32); E &7 f o Al
et G TR (F S E 4n=32); F & nf @ DR F ke I GocrBE TR S (F % 5n=34) -



S6

% 4-18: (R FHRERI AL WEHSTEMN G SHLEZ FREPELL Tukey 3 £V RAFRHRFL

e ) R SR S F &

8 P e Tukey % £+ f&
(¥ L322
&9 B % &% B (BRQ) 19.75 <0.0001 A/B;A/C; A/D;A/F B/E;B/F; C/E;C/F;D/E;D/F
2 25.09 <0.0001 A/B;A/C; A/D;A/E;A/F;D/E;D/F
e E 18.88 <0.0001 A/B;A/C; A/D;A/E B/E;B/F; C/E;C/F;D/E;D/F
TR Pt 4= ’F."F (BRQ) F B R fé"f#_m A B B o
2A 27w FRS% BER7 o o T &AL G R EA% CATf

IR RS D G PR % DA R
—
R A

+ = -
# 7T F o
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43.2.1 * ®2#4L 1 (ANCOVA ANALYSIS)
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% 4-19 £ BT

F & P &
o =i o= By - Fyo-
1.51 16.51 0.2204 0.0001
5.03 21.50 0.0008 0.0001
0.53 20.07 0.4696 0.0001
3.35 28.69 0.0115 0.0001
0.60 0.69 0.4394 0.4082
7.62 18.98 0.0001 0.0001
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%420 FRAET 2 G RER

A R e - R -
e 0. 70 0.73
& 0.77 0.76
P AL 0.72 0.73
e 0. 69 0.72
i & 0. 73 0.77
¥R 0.75 0.81
B E A% 0.85 0.88
HR 5% 0.77 0.79
LA 0.84 0. 86
7 65 4 % 0.79 0. 82
B 55 A8 2 0.76 0.74

9 2R 0.71 0.77
/ﬂ % g 0,79 0. 82
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