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Coach Passengers’ Waiting Experience Model : Considering

Perceived Crowding and Public Self-consciousness Disposition

Student: Ni-Cheng Tsui Advisor: William Jen

Department of Transportation Technology and Management
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Scheduled coach service faces the stress of competition of enhancing service quality
continuously after the operation right of routes is obtained. Therefore it becomes a very
important issue to understand the factors affecting waiting experience, and try to improve
service. Previous research considered that waiting experience is composed of perceived
duration, affective response and service evaluation. The former two have influence on
each other and on the latter. To improve passengers’ waiting experience, it is necessary to
find out the antecedents affecting pérceived duration and affective response. Hence, after
reviewing previous research, this study :considered perceived crowding in addition to
waiting duration information and filled waiting time applied more frequently.

Previous research about waiting experience seldom considered the effect of personal
traits, and demographic statistics such as age and sex quantified more easily were
discussed at most. As a result, this research took account of a hardly quantified
psychology disposition-public self-consciousness disposition, in order to explain
passengers’ waiting experience more.

To certify the goodness of fit of the model established in this study, we used
“Structural Equation Modeling,” as analytical tool, and the path analysis is followed by
confirmatory factor analysis. The research targets are the passengers taking short-term
(Taipei-Hsinchu) scheduled coach and mid-term (Taipei-Taichung) scheduled bus. The
survey method consists of choosing coach in Taipei inter-city coach station, issuing
questionnaires to the passengers on the coach and receiving as they got off. Granting 600
questionnaires altogether in this research, the effective questionnaires are 424.

The results indicated that (1)the main factor which affect service evaluation is
passengers’ affective response. (2)All relationships between affective response and its
antecedent factors were tested to have significant effects except the relationship between
waiting duration information and affective response. (3)The main factor which affect

waiting duration is waiting duration information. (4)Filled waiting time has significant

il



influence on perceived crowding. (5)For high public self-consciousness disposition
subgroup, the relationship between waiting duration information and affective response is

significant.

In the managerial implication, several suggestions to the operation of coach station
and the operation of companies are provided respectively. For the current coach station
(D1 transfer station), the suggestions are that (1)improve passengers’ perceived crowding
by software inside the station, (2)make the style of waiting duration information the same,
(3)set up sufficient entertainment facilities and various commodities to fill passengers’
waiting time. For the future Chio Chiu transfer station, the suggestions are that (1)plan
and design the inside space when building the station, (2)set up multi-functional stores or
provid phone call service, (3)contol and manage the usage of the platform and coach
schedual integrately by the station. For coach companies, the suggestions are that
(1)employees in the station should behave well and keep the queue line in order, (2)pay
attention to and take care of passengers’ with high public self-conciousness desposition
specifically, (3)provid complete waitihg ‘information, which is able to inform the

passengers of the current situations.

Key words: Waiting Experience,s Perceived Crowding, Public Self-consciousness

Diposition, Structual: Equation Modeling, Scheduled Coach Service.
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g %ﬁi TAZFEE NP PRI (Vig) ~ " 2305 2 2 PR A4, (Vi)

E TS o P aPRGrEE ¥ e (Vig) o
7. 2 Fp ALBEH

AR AR ARBERTBAHN A AR AE R i AR AL S
% 2% 2R (Fenigsteim et al, 1975) =& = ¥ p 2 R 25038 P % * Marquis and
Filiatrault (2003)~ £ R (R T84 > 2 o427 T REFE ST A AL p 2
REDD (Vi TA LS G Ao ey e W ARp 2 (Vo) T AFILE
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e R (Vo) T AEFHERIP LR A - BEEE (V) P s
NERBEADRE | (V)T ARR Jkygkmp,zJ (Vag) 1 2 TR §:3 3 p
@ etk ) (Vas) ©

RG] RN Ao B 3.2 A o
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A AR 94 & 117 910 P (7R % 2 2% P> ZXPIpF 8 cnpd 4501 2
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1. z’?‘iﬁ";i&; V4R ag ¢ T N e B 2 I8 AT ) - AR ER IR fR > F]M AT Y

¥z igeel TAFEFHTR 2 € EF

2. VsEBAR R LS, £F3 5 E@EAGURBARFE A B en i

ﬁﬁ{%p$mﬁk’v%${ﬁu ﬁ%%zv%@ﬁﬁﬁ’{iigﬁ
% \'T"J/vb}%‘é’ j\ﬁﬂ';: ﬂLLﬁ:&‘rZ‘d‘I?J - 'P’I'Jé: °

3. VuRAY »ANREIGHFILTERI TBRL > PHRL FRED L3
gRA e AFE A PEIRL Fla 2 2 EE Ay

TER e

4.Wﬁﬁﬂﬁ”ﬁﬁj~?’§%%%%ﬁuﬁﬂiﬁ%%wi@’ﬂwip
Tz ey T hip dah M Ed s B A -

5\@Wﬁﬁw%?%%iﬁ»razﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁ%#ﬁ%%rgSJ—
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6. pﬁﬁ;*jVﬁﬁW%nudfﬁm&mﬁ VEF A IR P|HE T B S T
Lu.i%-é\z) r4 ,? /LLF\JVT’—%’-J{%°

B rris 2 L TR RBcArA 32977 0 RE 2 FEmp BTV S e o
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34 FHEL

341 DEAFR -y

L

AF Y AR R

z, =AMt L0 S By
PARRLAGEITA R o i

R
ot 1} PR RIS et E o

AL ARO4E LY 18P 2 127 31 PRI TEIRPRL )
AP AR IR RE S AR B A SRR RIS 2 F Bk R
¢ R LA DR L o

X
iR fx
T ¢

or

g

AHEFS AR IS BBREEE L B AF R L o AN B F A

POBREREHNYRE ERaNE —ﬁﬂlﬁq\m%""}’Kﬂ'l%*ﬁﬁw”%ﬁﬁm

Ao FRETAM LI AR RSB IR L - N A FDiEEE

%ﬂikﬁﬂﬁzéi%%%ﬁéw@%@%’iflg%&ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ%ﬂl
4

FRMELY EREF2LRA

L

’ﬁﬂ

T

f*i

342 iz

¥ % o2 4R A A h A W3R (exogenously sampling) 22 ) 4 H ok
(endogenously sampling) = f& o b4 Ghfr e 2 i HEi S RS L kRS 5 p 2
Fo 3 & E4niE 45 A #4  (choice-based sampling) » ff A4k A e o oF 2 R ¢
P EERR R G - RBAT LR R RS - B bR
FHRACEIPLIZHNAFTTAZTORTREFIHEF FRMLEEFIST A
P4 g e cHE A 2 BAT ¢

PRCELE RIS i FrNc Sl R B TR = T A T AR S I R
Ad ol g PR IFEF B KR D AR B K R BT B2
A BEREEH PRS2 RPBEEBRH RS NS IERE S A LR
N SUN IR R SIS P SEFURIRE Ly Ji - I SES SF

BAMER LSS MRBER S FA FASET ARG LY N
Bost b Gl o g R Ao L A F R i@&oﬂ“%?””ﬂ&
BTR2ERE A AT FE > ATFEPNRITL AT R

BARBEL - BRFER RS 2 F A H A0 |82 HEF LS S
SR R Ll PPI~K§£;L"7’99}§ Rifb o Flpt s R FHRARAY LFE

T
\m =\
DR
N

e

psast
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PR Bk ST Appe s 0 2 T RFIRER R A L RO R 1
Lo ANEARI LY AFIHEBAPE S Z OAAPFTELEEL T
TESEAFRE

B A E R S FE R AR A ¥R R R
TFH W02 ER LM ATARES B FELEY > KA d ey gk
MBS Y E o Fla E g ifﬁ&’ﬁ ;MF i g;g@; SEEFE P B T
=%

VoA ER LN

=
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A
9%
ol
Ne)
[\
w
B
T
=
v
She
_‘
BN
b3
3
2l
(™5
T
1‘3-,..
4

R L ek @ — 5P SR f“:#.sﬂﬂ?y LU L E E
o FPTEDFEF FLLE o SASATH RS G F 2 BdpAed 3.3 47

TF o

433 SHrRTRERAT HFEG FARA

TEXP 92 & B Lok p LKk BBk 5 (%)
Rz E 4,901 34.9

7 % 2,625 18.7

?q} 2,667 19.0

Ep 2,400 17.1

I o 1,442 10.3

FAL KR E L (2004)

3.5 &7

S REAY ”T’fﬁﬁ‘ F1 % B RRC > & E AN TG OB F] R BN A ehsit
AATARR B o 5 M5 A uﬁ,ﬁﬁm\ﬁ% i* ’éu Wy B AT A 45
= (pathanalysm)’ AR R S AR AT Y 0 B R AT A
FlE B g m pE o e o RS B REL Bl (FREE
1992)» #R @ pLfErust A 47en= 2 h * 1§ - a4 (3 R 1996) 0 it 4o

L
L BEA T BT R ERFL 5 b

2. %Y i EE % B b enth B % #ic (manifest variables ) » 3 %8 & % #c (latent
variable ) |7 ac i& {7 o
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3. HBEE LFH phF M % 2 Fziiviie (nonrecursive ) fPBE R F foo

4_

B A A 1%,4@;,.,!1‘;’;uzﬁxﬁr?%ﬂm“’i/\ﬁéﬁ' ’}*ﬁoﬁr+f«?;§,ﬁi§ﬁ’l

FrzltoEyahdEes i iFT CHEFL PR B f? : (construct) e 58
HEEE RIS, LRSS T we fR AR B B R AR PR AR Y A
T T g RGN —“‘Ff Tl AR (Structural equation modeling,

SEM ) &7 F% Fﬁéf,’ﬁﬁmﬁﬂi o

BB ARN Y 0@ 77 A K 4 LB % fic(observed variable; X,Y) £ &
# % #ic(latent variable; ¢, xi, 7, &) & * ﬁ?ﬁ%fﬁ&ﬂ%} 3.3 950 o

Exogenous Variables Endogenous Variables

S, - X

A
S, > X, 21

A5
&, — X,
S, —* X,

A
Ss — X; 51

A1
S > X

B33 B md s
SEM T 28 4 fhd & B30 A H g 0 % - AT RS S H

(structural equation model)friB] £ # ;' (measurement model) °
(-) = At

SRS RS L aar PR LR ) B

YA EFEREEF A F] 5 B e (R L 0 RO T3) 0 Bl
e TR g EA s T A p % fix(latent independent variables) | & T

% ¢t 4 % ¥(latent exogenous variables) | > At ® * F A S AL T %
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AN 4 % #c(latent

Al i T B ik % fix(latent dependent variables) | £
endogenous variables) ;» H P * p R o AL 0
T £+¢

(MxM) (mxty — (MXD) (1) (mx1)

B n\}ﬁﬁ* % B Bc¥t ;ﬁ‘ﬁ % %ﬁi;m? fgﬁ sc kB T n\,ﬁ',i_ ﬁ;ﬁf,ﬁ'ﬁtm%‘
Fo Fock el DA CRE - B AN R aEL o B o At B R IRIET
A s g & fo(deviation scores) & ot 2. 0 TP WL ISEL 05 2 (& EXG ARk

® B 3 254+ £ (non-singular)4E*L o

-

|

(=) RIE S
2 5% B R 5 Bic(observed variables) 2. FF cBg

-;EIJ—E‘ st*f:—t B oy ji«;ﬁpa 2t
o 7R W A P B égﬁﬁ:(mamfest variables) 2. B B % e 058 (it ol o
X T73) e BIEfE e

RGN A

Y= iy s B

(pxl) (pxm)(mxl) (px1)

X=Ay ¢+ 0

(ax1) (gxn) (nx1) (gx1)

X5 qFELFp REATHES Do £ 0 YA pBEFZERETHES v £ - 3 F
B HIOE R A He e AEXENEE D REE AET  AVEYEES
% PHcy N GEEE > ¥ oy *v':‘i&ﬁﬁ’:"éu\ 7@ m:&&r; “#Hc o 0 5 XUp| £
Ao e pYPRIEFL RIEFLE g~ ELTmIPM L iEp e T ApH -
v d Z'=(X"Y )’ R @ e T s % B &L (variance-covariance

matrix) ;| X & &
s Ay(B'TOr'B +B"WB' ')A, +©, A,BTDA
A OB AL A DA, +O,

(p+a)x(p+a)

A, (lumbda ) : Y £7 5 2. [ chrpxm Ff (2 #c4ErL o
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A, (lumbda X) : X &2 £ 2. FF ehqxm [4 T fciEL o

B(beta) : 7 p & ¥ p & I %k chmxm F¥ R -

[ (gumma) : £ ¥ p @ %k chmxn FF G #EL o

@ (phi) : EcnxnFFEE T ¥R B o

P (psi) P AL Chmxm AR T $REL o

O, (theta epsilon) : Y cip| £ 4 e chpxp IF ¥ B2 3 ¥R &L -
O, (thetadelta) : X chip| £ H AL S chqxq % 2 5 ¥ R &L -

PN B en gt N e 32 0 FH 4 #ic(fixed parameter) ~ U] # #c

(constrained parameter) ~ 14 % g d # #c(free parameter) °

(Z)HF 2 o & K

Bt FERLAL F] R A TR s e R R 7 3 F & 3 R eh(Hatcher,

1998) o g it if it K,% 7okt b mxal#nj tho w U T ORI TP st o ] H

it R E A% F(interval-level) & vt & (ratio-level) 4R B % #ic o

EE2 RBRRELF LAY IR G e BdE

4T R 2 M D S e ch(additive) o L 2L BRIT T A B
B dic o

ER S REFRELIE LAY
6 e grr £RNTFEM G-

70 03N 5B R FE i (over-identified) e o
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8 RAREBE - LA T o PAKKI S RG 200 B
EF R B B AR

imk-
_
-
=
()]
i

O RAARE- BRI G Z BRESE
P10 LR BAZE 30 B o
4' %3"} g—\'—'l\k

AAERE TR TE S RBEEHERETHE T NGHELY i g
ﬁiﬂ&’ﬂﬁ’i”fﬁﬁﬁémﬁﬁ %iﬁ#\mfw#%@ﬁ9ﬁ°
RELE RGN AAERR B F A R S E XA M R R B LR
CERG Z BRAERE RS S

e

(1) & J33rezi(just-identification) : gtk T > Sdliclicp 2 & & 5 ahF -
hiPoaiEE 2% g - - P Rk o FY o & R % B
R TS S e £ AR e S R

(2) i A& FEzu(over-identification) gtk BT > 3 AR O F AT AL
ﬁﬁ%%?i”ﬁﬁﬂ%“@%&?Hﬁﬁmmﬁﬁifﬁ&%wg%
gl o Flt g - g o PRI T R RL R R

2

(3) * &smzvu(under-identification) - fef sk 8T > 3 0 € 5 - B S8 Ak
o Bl 0 T3 O I G U R R R i e TR R 0 o S
Pl FfRESE - FI m TR S RPIE

W

~fi\

FERen™ 34 GBIV g R Gl R R BRI LR RE KB
$eAp 4e > &2 F 4L BE(data points) s BT o F B3N S EE TR B R E B
BRI F RSB E I T BB Pl S W RN P B B S
Blcx » TR BB P57 L e TABOBEE NS

Number of data pointsz( p(p+1))/2
B oop T LA T R
5. % £ £ s (multicollinearity) 2. g2

d 3% SEM AT 2 5 A fFa - RE G S E R RO o - B
G ANANS L - SREREFOLAM S T - LA RERF DL R
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BERENOE A E P EINBELLEDRGEE »c% > 7 SEM g #0508 30
Ao pb R R RIAR PR A o F] > Anderson and Gerbing (1988):2 &7 3 "ﬁ i
EERREFIE A RAELTFREBREAST LG R AL R &0 T

EHG IR o @ Bk ITREL R R T F TR amﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁt{@ HALH A
Bz B BB F O ERR e RS B B AR T R BT
VRS RS R R R R T G AU AT 2 R
BANTEAELREI L ERYT RETE &P ‘T‘ LR

!

F- =G4 ,ijf#‘%s_}—\. AT b R D BT 2Bk R BT 2L £ -
Bod AT 5B gD RET ] RARAME L TR AL ARFAS

S EE AR A g ROAL B 2 N B A o d SRR R T BB
QK7 R N 5 B IR SRR A AL
k- #fs—‘\ ek 47384 > SEM dhip B iR ¢ BT DR p R B chdp B ik
B TR AP M A FAp R B 2R E o - A& * hj Lagrange multiplier test
¥ Wald test - Lagrange multiplier test 5 4% &5 3 7 5B 5 g F M o S
ezt P it Rk e Wald test RIRBRUT F G F TR 2 MR B SR
f& ¥ ' 14 chi-square & ™ & R4 f Hi-o

s

L1

7
= Z

ﬁ*ﬁ?:t’ﬁf

6. HOHEL™ 2 4p B LR

Hatcher (1998): 3% & 11* SAS $ida& i Hiiirst & g 50 ~ 47 -
BIIMT SRR o B & R H MR A s L A JRA PN F T bk”fﬂ—’”"\
PRI £ 2 M o R AT

Al -3 o R s REF LFT AR
HRI2: HAPEBPN D BRI AL o

P30 b BRI F AL -

BRI S5 AAMAFBRY RS FES S T $EEIOL FA R

HP 6 ffi H L (simple recursive) it ¢ 0 A A IE 2 X R R TG o
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S

HA 120

HR13

HA 14 -

A 1S -

AR 16 -

HR17

R 18 -

Byt e P BB BRI RE RS BFREF LB GE- b %Kk
LAk

Heh o BB R AP E B AN 2 Bfs- o

AUFA B S BREAPE LA AR L LR
AAERM TR A B R R T LS 1o

it FRT A 1T e L R A R AL R A 2
L3 LU

w

¢@FVﬁAﬁ%’%ﬁ®%a%&mﬁ%%%ﬂ%éﬁﬁ&%gﬁ
L NP REFTAGRAMRETELA T2 85%)

PEAREHC (TR Y PR B A R R B E (TR T]
3R BRI R R LR AR

()4 45 5 & cmT

SEM &p ’F@%—iﬁ{# 4 = - fﬁﬁi?']%‘ﬂzﬁﬂ# S$RELY B2 AL R
EES AT R E BT FRFEES RN H TR AR SR  SEM R

T ;@_i BFEGE K a2

I Rl fod e aiphl 8 % -

2. REDREWRP o AT BHD Ao BICE g ip M
Br A Gl

3. FERmpRIpE - bldc:
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(1) +*@e)~+ &)/ pd A 42
1
df =5 (Pra)(p+a+l)-t
pro i i G RAEREBE LS F RS S B
(2) i & & 4p 1&(goodness of fit index, GFI)

d Tanaka and Huba (1984)#74% 1 » 254 4

-1 2
GFl =M= 517
tr[(x7'S)*]
He s SEd i\ pitema $RELon upd RE-GFl(FAET 213

eif & & 4p #(adjusted-goodness of fit index, AGFI)

=

AGFI =1- PHDPHATD | pyy
2df

(3) ##EdE

¢ 3% v i e 4y 45 (comparative fit index, CFI) ~ 2 i} fie & 45 1%
(normed-fit index, NFI) ~/ 24k % if ek g 1% (non-normed-fit index,
NNFI) ~ 357 # £ 1-F. 2 13(root mean squared residual, RMR) & o

4, WAASK o RB|LELL s AL EL  BECAL CALRE
§-A 13 ;}Pg,:oxf 7oL b %;}@*},4 HEE R S % vh ,@?15;}%5: PR s g
B R NE Bl BOTRE G Y B %

T OFFELFIEF kS EAL EHE AP R TR
X EEIEEFE LR L% (Hoyle, 1995) 0 Fpt o+ 3 @ T4 7 R4 2§76
CAEFRER - ARG F S E/pd R - B 5(&@;5\
3)eniE ¥ o IT G A SR E_F ¥ & % 9944 (Joreskog and Sorbom, 1996) » F R4
FLE w12 0% G H| ¥ ehik g5 (Hatcher, 1998) o gt 7b » & 35 3f e & 3 ¢ ,ﬁ
o 4309 F iR c RMR ™ 4 2 iz ¥ $ B2 o #_gt%ﬂ;@_@
AR T chT o s FHE 3 0.08(HFH0.0)FLATHAE LR o puekT
BRI IR L G ARE Y PR > A T LT fe f enig * o Bagozzi and Yi
(1988)45 1 03¢ crnif & A e i el — RIS dp fhed X - 0 LALFHHS o
PlEEE 23 g 0
R F - g

F_&

A B LA SRR RIS R R L rm Fva
& IR F e TR 91 05N (data driven model) gt & o

mk»ﬁ
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BTG IR B R - T SR L R R
SRR R 0 T LR A A R R

1. -+ = (&% & ¥ (nonsignificant) » 7* T p-value + ** 0.05 § it -

2. F itk B OC/ df) ] 3 5(BAF 2_3) -

3. i pedniE g = 44 » 4o GFI~ AGFI~ NFI 2 NNFI % > % %2 0.9 { % & CFI
RIE_~ 32095

FEAITREFOERELCFZ L FEZ S HER X005

6. WHECAZEIRMES Y B2 $ME > 2 RMR &> 0.08(0.05 € i) -

ARz RF AP ATEY TR NS TR AL S B
* SAS 8.0 ® E4il2 CALIS 42A(SAS, 1989)it 7 #105° i fetk 2 B » 9T
A5 A M e o 2 47 iR B R4k Andersont and Gerbing (1988)#1#% ! i
Fe bty 3 0 L Rt F % 4~ 47(Confirmentory Factor Analysis, CFA) ¥t 7€ #-3¢
ST e (TR T MR RO i R B e R T AR o
FHEHEREEREAS1TE fde L ek L B AR BT RN RS
HME LR Gd AR AT PEEGRT ARt &L

1:3_—\. °
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41 HABHEA
411 F 2R ¥ w ok
AT oA oRTHREF X300 A E ._{_;fr"fm L i A f R
FREEFRERES I8 H)EE 0~3 242 X5 @37 »h ¥ v fclici 196
D PR AR S w e F A 6533% B¢ > = £(FTH)EEF 100 >~ Bk
_}@@‘%aggﬁMv°méﬁﬁéﬂﬁ@ﬁ“&J%%ﬁym@W%’

i
alr'lllf‘lﬁ BEK s, ,E,'I,JJ PR B w el L 228 i o

LA R R w e S G
76.00% - d T £ AT FBIE L NP A

B H D FibG FEEL D FibG FE
ARD-oKo L ERT B AR BAMRE BT REL IR0 £ A
w2 G o Ew iR Y L& 4.1

%41 FaRE vy as kg g

o # R R

ZENF (R EF RGPS (G B (B G 5| S
s (A=A h)| 2&R)
FrH(Z £) 150 100 66.67% 51.02% 34.9%
B sk 70 49 67.14% 25.00% 18.7%
%%& 80 47 58.75% 23.97% 19.0%
K 300 196 65.33% 100% --

pit— o P M

TELP | WEF | FARE |FRBEw | F | HRT S
T
Ex 300 228 76.00%

L

(A= 4h)| 92#R)
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412 fRABH

AT G R B 0 S AT AT 196 (46.2%) s> 5 ¢ ARG 228
»(53.8%) » LR T LT HAH 5217 51.2%) 0 EdL P A 25 K 1T (53.3%)
B2 5 2635 f(33.3%) 0 BEIE A I L0 (195 0 46.0% 5 197 0 42.2%) -
KTARR A BB 5 (3860 91.0%) » SAZB 515 5 £ (165 0 38.9%) » im

2R GHRERLL 420

1042 HAZH

5 F PR 5 ERH
WAdc | A WAdc | B
oA FT 5 196 46.2% g 217 S1.2%
St ne 228 53.8% + 207 | 43.8%
7P Ed %P BE
HAH [P s WAdc | B
25 Fru T 226 53.3% & 4 195 46.0%
26~35 & 141 33% & L £ 18 4.2%
36~45 f 30 oo LEEE 179 | 422%
46~55 23 5.4% P 9 2.1%
56 f 14 b 4 0.9% # i 23 3.4%
BP AR P BP 2R
Hhl | FAW Hhl | FAW
B ARE D 35 8.3% e (5)uT™ 5 1.2%
e 36 8.5% B B%k 33 7.8%
i 5 165 38.9% |« Ltr(z )| 386 | 9LO%
FRAP L 101 23.8%
H 87 20.5%
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Freh o A Fhemann o a g o Tigpd s

EIFERF 2T E LA P TIH0 #1262 5K o
%43 FnPRLFR AP0 4
L S FEEFL TR Tiof HEE O PAE
“:f:‘é #&l“p%éillfgﬁ&7 A"%(-ﬁr?;:ﬁ
A% , _— 2.70 1.08 1
1 ﬁ~kﬁ%ﬁo-§ﬂwiﬂixéada%ﬁ
Vo i8R i TR F ’F 2.65 0.99 2
Vi g rhenZ iR T g T AT 2.62 0.97 3

aﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁsﬂ’ﬁwﬁm%mﬁ@%ib¢ﬁ3u1 BT B
SR g f ARl g B oA RL L APDE
@ AL 22

T %,
(4
G K 1 @#“%mﬁm’ﬁamﬁﬁmmww’mgé,uragﬁﬁﬁ

SR A ET R A RT3 5 At o

foy ¥
i

N

%44 HEAPERzZ AR L 454

5 ¥ At PR 2 i Tiog EEL PR

Vv, BREHIOHEF NG ETE A LRI 232 1.07 1
FREFIR REST ERENFLG IR

Vs ok ) 267 095 3
ZREIPE LB RERFESRA (4o

AR S GERrEl Y REIEAERNEE R A Al A
SBER RPF A SRR L S~0 AL 10 10~14 A L 2 15~19 A 8
Feh 302024 ARG 4025 A gL S R TN HE 303 4 £
FRE L bR £ FPET R 1519 A4 BT R0 R A B i g R an
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PN E Ry

%45 TwEEGEERF2Z AN L 454

R R R A T e Tk L #A
V; FRERITR I IOFEFASGED? 3.13 1.08 -

AR FEMIERY TEGHEFIRARIAF RE-F e 5 & 4
TREREIAF A F o R RS A e BT T b

ol mdTRERIIZEN L5 oa DI 2EF 7 ;F‘" LiE e T 35 3.25 A
Ty k32 + o kgt Lgykng},gmmi)@ R AR ﬂé&3f@}*§xﬁ?ﬁﬁ_

Lo k2 T o AT BRREAEL G DR F R ﬂ;éﬁ@%fgﬁﬁ‘%‘m}v\ °

% 4.6 FREF Bz A d R4

LS R F 2 Tiofg RB®ZI PR
Vs S AR HL F 3.25 1.31 1
Vo 5D g AR I 2l 2.75 1.10 3
Vio T @A R 2.75 1.16 3
Vi iEHEd AR TER 2.86 1.11 2

AR F RSB R Y 4 BRIESLRIDF I T ISLE ESE B oeh
B g§w¢@§%m%@ BEFE S D (00 )Rz BT B R Ak

4-‘\'“

AT TR AT AERG S P e KR ik LEE S0
BB R P ik e Ry o
% 47 wF Pz AR 4 4

LS o e i Tk &L BAE
Viz Bz B hpN EE AR AR 3.68 0.95 1
Vis F B (> v )2 Bz k) 3.12 0.92 3
Via fi B b0 AR A FERT 3.07 0.87 4
Vis [0 s R A 3.18 0.92 2
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BIRFRFEGPIE P ¢ > 1 TR L D P R R v e BPOE A RERE 0 B

FI¥ak® > & A TATEEEDFaPRE | 2 TARL D7 GPRBE 4 | 7

B @i Tionde FYt > w3 F 5 2 OREA LTI 0 SRR E L
AT ARG BRI 2 PR U R LT E 2 PR AL
A g 2 -

%48 JRINTR 2 gk A M 4T A

% PRASIE (2 2. S Tiofe HEE BB
Vie AE PR AE 2 P HPRTE 2.92 0.95 2
Vi, Az P GPR IR H AT eh 2.90 0.92 3
Vig Az 0P GPRIF I ¥ h 3.01 0.87 1
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42 REEREA

GRAHRPE Y F L FEHE - F R PSR 1P k- iR
15 REHRF AP TR IRk e R A% P EA
£ 4% % |4 (stability) *F - BdeF - K (consistency) g & 0 AT - RER|AL
hFE e - BREAZLAP Fhp F- RABR - FPt 33 VHELRDEFED

£ &% 3 % & /2l (accuracy) 2 # F214 (precision)

AFE 7 4% Cronbach’s o G#ic k2 F R L B R A 47 » £ H PN - K
BT B9 T ERER LT A CEABER o S GEF R
ﬁt’ﬁﬁﬁ?l’( 23 PF\%Z‘E“E‘%: —?f—'/_ l/ﬂ; tg‘:‘é_%g{’ R - A Tﬁé'*j—%ﬁ&_;\ W\E] _/;\ T‘é?ﬁ\';}»}?ﬁ— o

BEE 42 Rt & Glicke 439757 > B G DR Gllos B 5 B g
Y2 520 0.782 ~ HAF PR 0.807 ~ FR £ s 0.926 ~ 53 34 0.905 ~ PRI 3= 12
0928 ¥ £ GPFRAFFIN G - BHERAIT > FPLRF R GE L kG
Eothp ALBBFTORA > §R G8e 0867 L4Eg hip R T A3 0.60 BT
AREE S AF R FP o AR L LR L BT B4 A AR
Rerbrir e et > » i - R LI - RARR Y (F e

249 PERG A Ak

% ¥ Cronbach’s «
FhEPE2 TR 0.772
AT pER 0.807
FRF R 0.926
o e 0.905
PRA%3F 1 0.928
o Rop AR BB 0.876
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43 HWNERTEE A AT
431 FRMETFE A7

EHFERRCE TR AT AR LR T AL B
SHi 5 A G keniE R i Fﬂ 4 a0 I FE R LT fadi o R B 0 CFA A&
¥ AAERATH A DT R AT AR LR e Rk .

TOHNE F BEARE FREGEFLFTA CHEAEE o f
PR h@}ﬁ b~ AR ARAR IR RN 0 SRR X R
e

IUERG 3 BB BE o CFA AR S L4 4100

?
3 F

£ 410 FHESERETE AR S
X2 df | X¥df | GFI | AGFI | RMR RMSEA| NFI | NNFI | CFI

252.929| 120 | 2.107 | 0.940 | 0.914 | 0.047 | 0.051 | 0.959 | 0.972 | 0.978

3L !tk A #c =424 - GFI = goodness ofifitindex; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of
freedom; RMR = root mean square residual;, RMSEA = root mean square error
of approximation; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI =
Bentler’s fit index °

1. x2¥# 2

d A4 5% T foo R 0N ary 2(df = 120 > N =424) = 252.929 » p<0.0001 >
P EBAE fUREFERN S EE G AP RE BT TR RN
G RAPLR oA ERIPREIBIFL G R AKE AP R L RE
AR 4 > FlA LR IES B A B 0 70 - 58 SEM A pF 0 § & R
Wikl x2/df chiE s FRE SRR TREIFER > A 3IER AT RES
A RGE e AR ER N ey 2 /df 5 2,107 0 R FERR -

2. i ER

BHESEMA 477 1R F 1] - & R H0N i fe Az R hdp 1R 0 4oGFI(goodness of
fit index) - AGFI(GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom) » NFI(normed-fit index) ~
NNFI(non-normed-fit index) ~ CFI(Bentler’s fit index) » iz 4 4p & /1 3702 1 » - 4%
£ Rip pede R AF PR ACFIF < 20095 @ H AR pihahd E £ 3709 - @ i
fie & 4p #-RMR(root mean square residual) » i % ¢ & RRMRIE 7 -] 70.05 = p* *
RMSEA (root mean square error of approximation ) » &7 & R Aip ¥ £ F| £ AR i

46



S Fe R AR ¥ RMSEA %30 &) 270,050 5 245 5 0.05~0.08 5 % 4 chif
fie -

B R gt E 2 7 b R LR R R R OB 0 7 B RY
o Pt - gl i R R B EATE L hR K ER T\¢¢L B =

ARG 2 §FR N e GFL & 5 0.940 ~ AGFI & % 0.914 ~ RMR & 5 0.047 ~
RMSEA i % 0.051 ~ NFI i 3 0.959 ~ NNFI i 5 0.972~ CFI & 5 0.978 » = 1 4

Hioe TR fenfh o B A e BN o I R L M R 2 B
BosS 0T 5 B AT i A

432 WHEHFZE SR AT

AETHEYEECFZE FE T ER s:)fs‘,(Vahdlty)rﬂ;fﬂJfﬂ » EXdrd 45
Tk ood &7 dhtvalue kg o T R RHRE T TG f R OE R F RE
AT O0FHEFLR AN R RERET NG B R FIMERECTE R
TR 1o dm Bapl grg FHcriR B L F R A fmd % < 0.6 0 Flet R
W2 A enfaflad oo

pebe 4D P R L RS R o D & (composite reliability). g % 0 R o

K ¢ Cronbach’s a iz & thdictn fp o PRI SR 247 2 46 ﬁ;’gm— A

%A\ﬁm*%ﬁﬁﬂ‘ CAT G R BB RO 080 A7 L e R ik

PR A e Rk ts - WRIEE WG %R F B3t £ (variance extracted

estimate) > i& i 4p 1% I kg 2 fﬁ RREAMGE RIEfEF IR > 1295 Fornell

2 Larcker(1981):2:2 % R X P B3 £ 45130050 A 277 77 B REN%
PEPRIET S ALE o

m o %?fz‘rﬁffﬁﬁifﬁﬁg‘*ﬁ" - PHEERE FINREMFZLRE CRICER

EREERGPREG L

FA NP RS VHGEALZHNE T ARE A2 R4 o
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40411 EFREALE R A

BAwhiE | BECFARGFE | tvalu

PR 2 F R

20.919
24230
242017

14.153™
21.670™"
21.2417

T R EER
V, 30.028""

R F &

19.388""
244947
25525 "
22.935""

17.880° "
21.683""
22.000""
19.110™"

22917
22.093""
22226
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433 BIEA T

ARG TR 2P IR S A A LI F)RR R B ERT S
B GI AL % P RN FET 2 stk ol 35 AN A Mg
B FEiu(over-identified) ; 4 &5 % fefd o & 4 B TR NE R A KRK o AFT Y AT
TR ERRES 18 B > w F F Bk(data points) i #c t = 18(18+1)/2 =171 -

S s N T R
Mot F Rt Sl A

[ el SRCRE & SUlZE STE SURCR S S Pl S SRR SR SC il N
5 1D)=6+(18-6)=18 -

2. BP AR %ﬁxml[ﬁ@:#—@i N4 BEcn Bl =18+4=22

3. X Bk A RET AT gk =Cl=1

#F 18+22+1=43 % < t=171> A& § H34 B0iE
BfRY T EFRRR AR

R R FRi L
- -\
EHF:\.} > 7R E:’P%S.—}\‘ F

SN \\\ﬁ:

BTG AR L B SRR A A I ORENAE (7 RS A 4T 0 dek 412 47

oo b5 ATy 2(df =124 » N=424) =295.480 7 p<0.0001 > ¥ x2/df 5 2.382 -

GFI % 0.928 ~ AGFI % 0.901 “RMR & 0.081~RMSEA 3 0.0572~NFI % 0.952 ~

NNFI 5 0.965~CFI 5 0.971 >3 af fehdpth < £ # 6 240§ 21T - ehg £
i R R S LY A SR S S

1412 BERSERAEEE

X? df | X*df | GFI | AGFI | RMR |RMSEA| NFI | NNFI | CFI

295.480| 124 | 2.382 | 0.928 | 0.901 | 0.081 | 0.0572| 0.952 | 0.965 | 0.971

3L ! $k A ¥t =424 - GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of
freedom; RMR = root mean square residual; RMSEA = root mean square error
of approximation ; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI =
Bentler’s fit index °

PR R BT A 47 0 S Ao & 413 9757 ~ SHEHCY A 147 8 5 40 B 4.1 96T
FOERGRERLFTAREEF L B itvalue BF o B ARer Rl B e
SMAGTHEEOG A BV BB R EaHRE)R: P EEHRL TR
(F1)» 2= 5 B PR (F) FBNEF BEHER L o 2igp(F) 8=
& TR IRES) S A BRI R (Fe) ox hA g F B(F4) > E= 5w 2 ix
P (F3)
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o i ehR-square 5 03550 T T S GRER L FALER BTV f2
BofEGPpRReaRd355%: n EGHFLFTACEAPERT - of & gps
Bof e BRERF BERMAE D 520% ; EA BT 7 28 08 ffih
72% ; S GEF ~ FRF RYE o BinT 2R IR TG SRR o 728
96 o — 4k & & R-square B i€ % 3+ 0.35 T » F| L » “,’TT 1A P R o e
iR AL > BRI R EL AR ET 2 FI R M G A B mg&—fﬁ" #2 5%

b4 .
=

F3=-0.455F; - 0.225 Fs+ 0.803 D;

F4=-0.594 F5- 0.222 Fs+ 0.134 F,+ 0.019 F; + 0.692 D,
Fs=0.072 F,+ 0.963 D3

Fe=0.558 F4-0.324 F5- 0.124 Fs+ 0.521 D3

%413 RN BT

R-square

TEEFEER (F) 0.355
Fippilz g (F)
EAER (Fy)

e~ & (Fa)

PR FR (F)

BAER (F)
wf BEERT (F)
w4 Pt (Fs)

Toff g (Fs)

At PERE (F))

PR (F)
woff 8 iR (F)
R 5 (Fy)
o ¥k (Fs)

T A orthe RAFF K Ep<0.001; T & 7t A F K EP<0.01; & 7t A
FoREP<O.1; KBFINF A HFLRI -
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V1

0.838

0.920

V3

0.919

V4

0.643

0.892

\A

0.879

V6

V7

1.000

V16

0.884

-0.267
0.761_ 866 0.874™0.797
Vi2 Vi3 V14 V15
BB R RS RS %
M omRET A EFZLRID)

V17

0.933

PRI

0.891

V18




434 KN Hoark

[Z]

AP F RN FHE B B s ok 414 977 0 0T B EHREN 2

PREFR R EFAITEEH -

£414 W2 EREFRERE

PRAREE G WEF & v AR R ERER
P . -0.324 | -0. 331 -0.594
4 frr%f X F p:% I i _
" -0655(w
# t-value 3.086" 33717
i
, .y 0.588 B B ~
P t-value 6.658
_ -0.124 | -0.123
ol Fed 10.222 - -
ﬂzmpup

t-value -3.3327 4,985
s} .
. |EmEFLFER 0.298 0.270 - -0.455
% t-value -6.592°"
#*
@ K 0.134 | 0.059
_ Bt 0.288 -0.267 -0.225
2 0.193(% &)
e t-value 1.933 -4.989 -3.276

il falkEoC SRR
2. BRI A T Pk > HAG B Bk
3. Bk h e B2 N 1 e S G HIR TR T RE Sk L
bt E T SRR S RS | 0 TR R RiRGE
T A $1(-0.593)%(0.558)=-0.331 » H ¥ ¥ | AT ;
4. T TR R F K EP<0.001 ;A Tt XA E K EP<0.01; Tt
T F k#p<0.1-
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(-) B &%
L BRI LR

d N HRENEET o ¥

‘_\..

JRIFATTR € X D AvF F @il ~
BFEEZEHRFDERPE TR F PP o BFaP B4 { »
10 R FE BRI G E e R g

= fﬁ§k4~ 15-0324\ 0.588 &
-0.124 0 57 B BRI R 2 A

2. HERF BZEF

d 2% o 5k
Fedp s FREEFLFT AN
PR 0594 22 8 B % 5L o

ERGPANE R LG L LR GEE S of
2HATPER T R £ RS e i

7

3. $iof fedi B

Bl ST o BEAEE ARy 24&0 f e
L n iy PR SRR A B g A ST R P

-
S
=y
=
Fh

4, HAF L izpFEz 2258

Gl

%%W7*%*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁivﬁﬁhﬁ§?m
W 5-0.455 810225 > £ Ao g R L& 22T

=g
o
R w
‘*/

(Z) Fgrck
1. JRIRERAPM

F 4.14 RN P

) J‘r"ﬁ"_:l; “ffﬁifm ~ Irﬁ;f?g_ﬁf» ~ _:I;_ “ffﬁi}?ﬁ7 —«—‘% l_}%i
BA PR PRI cn 450 B0 ] H.-0.331 ~ -0.123 ~ 0.298 £ 0.288 » ¥
BRBACE R FET TRk el

;Eﬁ%ﬁ%&%u%»w‘wﬁﬁP

@ B2 ok % (-0.324-0.311=-0.655) B H_+* R F & if
fogt Rl A R P PIRISGTE AL & TR 2 - o dRen

@ﬁ%@m aﬂu3wzﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%m0%7’*ﬁv%ﬂ~ﬁﬂu£
it

B KT F ‘FKLL MR F e

P L PRARIE G BF
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2. HRF M

=
&

W
W
T
S
n
2
.
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44 AR A HACN A 7

AP H TR ARB BT RE EFHRASFELSIT > A A HEHDD 2
Frf- AFm s 2 e < sl~4fﬁf’?5&#—,&§1~2ﬁ¢; 33
4ER2FT - FHEFE 19 FRERG ISP 7T R iEEE S Bk
5% 3'&#*“% » AR TR T O éﬁvﬂrﬁ A\Hmfiiﬁggﬂﬁ X gy %’Ef—?a\ﬁ .
V- A 2R E MR ARREY SRR P Rl A
(Marquis and Filiatrault, 2000 ~ 2003) » & & & 354 = FH (s » RBm = b2 - &
f6 = &2 - TA 47> m#“,‘f“‘ o s BAPITEN= 22— o B F 2 E g h
Pis > AL AP RS - AT > F AR IR AR LY 5 R 2 Rp
ARBE T2 EB T o] I MATRE A LT ELY RN A2 - A
o

EX2 ﬁ”ﬁ TEART B ARETAPELRE D S A7 0 3 Flpt BT g
BB AP0 PR ATFL R R RLBMPFTLF EMA D160 A A LR
SR ATBBTAFE S UL BRERBUE STl R e e 2

N PN ET 2ty e !
1. mEf 1 447

4 4 4.15 7 oo & H R Vg 2(df =120 N =160) = 188.759 > p<0.0001 -
Aox2/df 5 1573 BAAFERP o LifkdpiEc e o “#7 GFI & AGFI
vt - BE RhiE 0.9 - b Hadg ik ahd s 1) - K& Rk
B FREA o AR RS BT RL L ERIN o FI AR R R S
2R TE R B A T A

2415 32 ALBETLFHG LR AT %

X2 df | X¥df | GFI | AGFI | RMR [RMSEA| NFI | NNFI | CFI

188.759( 120 | 1.573 | 0.886 | 0.837 | 0.041 | 0.060 | 0.940 | 0.971 | 0.977

3L !tk A #c = 160 - GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of
freedom; RMR = root mean square residual; RMSEA = root mean square error
of approximation; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI =
Bentler’s fit index °
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2. HERNZE SR AT

AAT R Aed 416 #1757 o d £ ¥ ehitvalue kF 0 0 FE R BRI T
ZPREBEREFRE AT B0 FHFLR I N R EGERT NG - B
B FIPARECFFLFEL A BRLEFERETRECTFF AR Y S
3T 0.8 0 Flpt R R E 0 BN E G A AR a4 o

—

Bt 416 ¢ g &G R e R (composite reliability). g % iR {e
o &% Cronbach’s « f & fhlictp e » 8% kA 47 & Ho 78 Flcen- K2
RIS TGS HT > 1) e SRR AR FIEA 09 A7 LG FER
B R4 o b i - WRIAL s % R 5P 3+ £ (variance extracted
estimate) » & BAp ALY KGR Lo R ARG R ek o 1395 Fornell
2 Larcker(1981)Z R F R 5B E B4 <3 05 @ 2 7 975 B %
BEPRIEY CALE -

A AR R ERT R - B ERAK TR TR R el R
u}z?%_,ﬁj B,\I,J.:ﬂ‘»b"lo

S PR PHRANNES P A @EL 4

56



2416 BFARPALBHTAHEFERN L R A

BAhE | BECFARGFE | tvalu

FiEpR LT

13.959°
15.206"""
14.884"""

11.223™"
15.868""
15.778°"

T R EER
v, 17.327°"

R F &

13333
15.244"
15,233
14.680""

12,5717

13.7217°

13.777°"
13.307
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3. REATT

BT 47 e/ S Ao 417 #07 ~ BHERE A 4155 % 40 B 4.2 #77 0 d t-value
BV v, 7 BB FNTSEMGTEFOG A B RECE L )R
AR EAPERE) XL ERERL TAF) BEFR S BFLHE - i
LEEEEF;) 8=t 5 g2 EEES); @ FFIRIER (Fe) & R~ &

(F4)» A= 5 0 3 i (Fs) ©

d % 4.17 chR-square EF #F IR FFFF2Z FTANEEHAPFRF FH0F S
GREEFRPARRD674% n B EFF2Z TN BT o e ol
BT BERFRF RREERRENT23%  BA R T 2 o #4549 5 @
R EGER R F R o T RRIRITE B RA 5180.9% o A K
oo AT TR RECHA LR R AR RN ARy P 4o

F3=-0.2559 F; +-0.6110 F, + 0.5707 D,

F4=-0.3829 F5 +-0.1298 F5s £0.1657 F| +0:2775 F, +0.5261 D,

Fs=-0.6750 F, + 0.7378 D3

F6=-0.3620 F3 + 0.5175 F4+ -0:0998 F5+ 0.4373 D,
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417 B oWp ALBET AP RL G

R-square | &2 it g2 3 % t-value
A5 /a‘ B.i: FE’F (F3) 0.674
SEER LT (F) 2543

FRET (F) -6.027""
ik~ & (Fa)
SiEpEm T (F) 1.668"
HEATPER (Fy) 1.640°
o SRR (F) -1.719°
o piR (Fy) 1818
ok e (Fs)
HEATPER (Fy) -9.219"
JRAREER (F)
KRR (F) -2.165"
MR F B (Fs 3.660
i g (Fs) -1.640°

A Tt A B KB <0001 57 £ Tt Rk ¥k Bp<0.01; & 7t A
¥FkEp<0.l-

F42 %200 A LBEFAFL SRS RE BT Gl
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S MR RRBETLAESE
FERRE TR A 47

4 418 7 avs A H R S ey 2(df = 120 0 N =160) = 196.091 » p<0.0001 -

Aox2/df BE 1.634 0 B A FEFEP - mi A dptR e 0 < IR A R

e L AR AED - SRR R R A T ot AR R BT R L
N P SR N SRR ta o SRR - SR VAR (R S i

%418 MR A LBMBETAERSERETE AT E

X2 df | X¥df | GFI | AGFI | RMR RMSEA| NFI | NNFI | CFI

196.091| 120 | 1.634 | 0.883 | 0.834 | 0.048 | 0.063 | 0.893 | 0.942 | 0.954

3L !k A% =160 - GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of
freedom; RMR = root mean square residual; RMSEA = root mean square error
of approximation; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI =
Bentler’s fit index

2. GFEH LG AR AN

AAT R ded 419 977 o AP htvalue Kg o o0 FE R Bl 1 7
2 A REOEEFRE A0 T EELR Y N R EGEF R - BEE
B TN EREMFZEFREL I RHR L FEREOERILCTE L FE Y
0.8 F AR R 0 BN E 4 A A enfaiRa 4 o

—

pheh o 2419 ¢ R LG GR o & (composite reliability)F % 0 R fr
iz &£ Cronbach’s a f & fhdfcdp e > FRA_* kAT E S R Rl R
A TS S BT 0 9 F Hm R e R AR S04 08 A7 £ G FE R
Poeh G Bl o Bh 8- FRIALE o g d % P~ iz 3+ £ (variance extracted
estimate) » & Bip A * RHTE & 4o ¥ R ARGE R #fEF 42 R 0 1995 Fornell
22 Larcker(1981)2 & % £ ¥ PR £ 545 30050 @ 2 1 Bl
BEPRIEY CALE o

md WA RERERG - BEERE FREMTZEFE CRCTA
ERREFPRFET L Lo

gEd PSR VRER LAY AL fERL S o
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%419 MORAAZBBTLEFER 2 G R A7

&2 RE BT R t-value

SRR FTR

13.2147
14.167°"
13.561°"

8.156
11.651°"
113147

T R EER
V; 17.914™

R F I

7.831°°
11,886
14,600
12368

11.155™
13.147°°
12.073""
10.599""

11.995™
15.248™"
12.483°"
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3. BLIEA T

PR EL IS A 47 0 & 4o & 4.20 #7157 ~ .~—T§ﬁ_‘\ AT S Ac B 4.3 Ao 0 R

ggz gj;,,fggﬁ&mg@g(ﬁ AR R F RS a BPHR F g i
o RGET LT NEERAETREREF REPAaRFORE L BT
o

;@¥mﬁ%m€ﬁﬁ4mﬁﬁﬁﬁ»7§ﬁﬁﬁlww¢@¥ 2 88 2 L
B F E(FAYE * cnh sl % ig P (Fs) 2 2 5 v 30(FS) ) @ 3 IRTR= 1 (Fo)
B AR F R(F4) > B G £ R(E)

d 4 420 ehR-square BV FI > S EFR L FALERPERT BRSO S
FERER SRR 1659 n X iFpEFR 2 ?‘F‘I{. R g N Ly e
PR T R R F R E AR 203% AR T AR i 0.19% 5 @
o R ERER fi‘ KRy o FedR ﬁ” $}5R7,g.'3;,a;%§ﬁﬁi}iﬁ,’58.3%o Efﬁj\
o R JRA%3=fp o R-square g 2 *F o H 42 % fceh Rsquare B30 % 1> &

TR ORR R R K B 5 EF) L 2F S Rl IR
??éﬁ'?“r%;ﬂ kg o

F3=-03512F; +-0.1189 E; +0.9136 D,
F4=-0.3909 F; + -0.2410 F5.+ 0:0834 F;+ 0.0513 F, + 0.8925 D,
Fs=-0.0.22 F, +0.9995 D;

F¢=-0.4314 F5+ 0.4862 F4 + -0.0154 Fs + 0.6460 D4
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%0420 BRSO BT A FHGN R ik

R-square | #%&&F it §2 45 72 t-value

TR EEEFRE (F) 0.165
SEEFLFA (F) -3.832"
Fat R (F) -1.266

FR £ & (F)
FipEE 2 T (F))
iR (F)
aREEET (F)
i Fdi (Fs)
woff e (Fs)
iR (F)
JR#%3% % (Fe)
wf £ iR (Fs)
R~ & (Fa)
o f Fed (Fs)
PR T R TATE KD < 00005 7 AT F K Ep <0015k T e T

P

FoRMP<0.1; BRI 5P MELR -

wfReEr N

Bl43 Maobhp ALBEFFLFZ SHEGVRE R GES %



= A EE E R 2 R

d b e L 421 FIR o B AR
LEPETLTALARPET G L R ERT NG HE RPN A0 A7

3
FARBAHEY  LUERET RS DEE AL A HER LN RET G

3]
%ﬁ’iﬁgiﬂiﬁﬁﬁ FEZ P a it R LREFHLD
TOHEMRAERFEREI I ERF L R EGREF B P IMLERMT TR
Sk i o

BHEF RS 6 FRES Y EGFRLTAMNE S RANFPE @
éﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁiﬁméﬁfﬁ%$%ﬁﬁi’¥:%*ﬁﬁ

E- AN

CERE IR TR R R LGl R R R R R
R M FORE G B AR R R R e o AR R AR 0 £
N SR LIRS E SRR T R A P X
9 DRERE o SRR PALE A o AR E TG PR

i%fﬁﬁﬁ%Q’i@“&é\i&&%ﬂ’ﬁﬁ%@%%fﬁﬁﬁ%%
FRE R IR E TG ket LR R R R R R R 0 T AL
FTEZEE “'1’%%—3?’%%’)3;5!*&’ B3 TR LR

\\

BIRFRIER S G o ¥R
P - X FPRIFNE N FANH IR R O L 5 3 2 Tp AR Wi
EAR Rkt AR L ERE P IIRBITNE 6 anERE > KA Mok

NP E X ELE ok F A LEBHTEF P o a fHIRIRER AL

SRR A REE M o Bop A LA

ptob o d & 421 WO IR BERMESG A g g AR BETAHE
ﬁﬁ:é’ﬁ R—square 3 PR e X i R g R-square B d 35.5%3 4 3] 67.4%>
fF AR F BRI FGERER L TR OR S Ft Rsquare d 52.0%3 4 I
72.3% o A FEFR i R-square Bd 7.2%* tg3f 4o T 45.6% > BEoT B S AR EA
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n 424.00  424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 42400 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00 424.00
std 1.08 0.99 0.97 1.05 0.95 1.06 1.09 1.31 1.11 1.17 1.11 0.95 0.92 0.88 0.93 1.01 1.07 1.01
corr vl 1.00 .

corr v2 0.77 1.00 .

corr v3 0.77 0.85 1.00 .

corr v4 0.36 0.38 0.39 1.00 .

corr v5 0.34 0.38 0.37 0.57 1.00 .

corr v 0.31 0.34 0.36 0.54 0.79 1.00 .

corr v7 -0.37 -0.40 -0.38 -0.27 -0.25 -0.27 1.00 .

corr v8 0.32 0.33 0.30 0.30 0.22 0.27 -0.53 1.00 .

corr v9 0.35 0.36 0.35 0.40 0.34 0.36 -0.49 0.72 1.00 .

corrvl0  0.33 0.38 0.36 0.39 0.32 0.35 -0.50 0.72 0.87 1.00

corr v11 0.35 0.36 0.34 0.39 0.29 0.34 -0.45 0.71 0.79 0.83 1.00 :

corrvi2  -0.23 -0.21 -0.23 -0.17 -0.23 -0.24 0.25 -0.30 -0.29 -0.32 -0.26 1.00 .

corrvli3  -0.20 -0.22 -0.19 -0.22 -0.17 -0.16 0.29 -0.34 -0.28 -0.33 -0.30 0.69 1.00 .

corrvli4  -0.25 -0.28 -0.26 -0.20 -0.15 -0.14 0.33 -0.39 -0.34 -0.38 -0.35 0.63 0.77 1.00 .

corrvls  -0.22 -0.23 -0.24 -0.22 -0.18 -0.16 0.27 -0.34 -0.30 -0.34 -0:29 0.63 0.66 0.71 1.00 .

corrvie  0.32 0.37 0.35 0.36 0.33 0.39 -0.53 0.68 0.69 0.69 0:73 -0.29 -0.36 -0.36 -0.32 1.00 .

corrvl7  0.36 0.38 0.37 0.36 0.30 0.37 -0.54 0.68 0.67 0.69 0.68 -0.33 -0.37 -0.39 -0.35 0.82 1.00 .
corrvl8  0.33 0.38 0.36 0.35 0.28 0.34 -0.51 0.63 0.62 0.66 0.66 -0.27 -0.35 -0.37 -0.32 0.78 0.85 1.00
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n 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00
std 1.17 1.13 1.11 1.08 1.13 1.13 1.03 1.13 1.09 1.08 1.15 1.06 1.05 1.08 1.06 1.04 1.05 1.05
corr vl 1.00

corr v2 0.81 1.00

corr v3 0.81 0.85 1.00

corr v4 0.61 0.63 0.62 1.00

corr v5 0.61 0.67 0.65 0.70 1.00

corr v6 0.58 0.62 0.64 0.71 0.90 1.00

corr v7 -0.59 -0.60 -0.57 -0.62 -0.66 -0.68 1.00

corr v8 0.55 0.62 0.57 0.63 0.62 0.60 -0.65 1.00

corr v9 0.57 0.64 0.58 0.64 0.70 0.68 -0.67 0.80 1.00

corrvi0  0.55 0.67 0.59 0.67 0.72 0.68 -0.67 0.75 0.85 1.00 .

corr v11 0.54 0.63 0.58 0.63 0.64 0.61 -0.62 0.77 0.83 0.86 1.00

corrvi2  -0.47 -0.47 -0.52 -0.45 -0.58 -0.62 0.47 -0.43 -0.47 -0.52 -0.46 1.00

corrvli3  -0.50 -0.56 -0.53 -0.45 -0.50 -0.51 0.49 -0.48 -0.49 -0.56 -0.51 0.76 1.00

corrvi4  -0.46 -0.51 -0.50 -0.45 -0.53 -0.50 0.53 -0.47 -0.50 -0.56 -0.53 0.68 0.78 1.00

corrvi5  -0.45 -0.49 -0.48 -0.46 -0.55 -0.53 0.49 -0.49 -0.49 -0.56 <0.52 0.72 0.72 0.78 1.00

corrvlie  0.57 0.62 0.62 0.59 0.67 0.68 -0.70 0.76 0.75 0.72 0:74 -0.49 -0.52 -0.52 -0.51 1.00

corrvl7  0.57 0.58 0.55 0.58 0.65 0.64 -0.69 0.74 0.73 0.70 0.67 -0.50 -0.49 -0.52 -0.55 0.82 1.00

corrvi8  0.55 0.57 0.57 0.60 0.61 0.62 -0.66 0.71 0.69 0.72 0.69 -0.47 -0.52 -0.51 -0.55 0.83 0.84 1.00
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n 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00 160.00

std 1.06 1.01 0.96 0.99 0.87 1.01 0.88 1.03 0.79 0.81 0.84 0.99 1.03 0.86 1.02 0.82 0.82 0.76

corr vl 1.00

corr v2 0.78 1.00

corr v3 0.75 0.79 1.00

corr v4 0.26 0.19 0.30 1.00

corr v5 0.27 0.24 0.28 0.53 1.00

corr v6 0.21 0.19 0.23 0.52 0.71 1.00

corr v7 -0.29 -0.34 -0.32 -0.16 -0.16 -0.18 1.00

corr v8 0.16 0.17 0.08 0.02 -0.03 0.05 -0.40 1.00

corr v9 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.19 0.07 0.13 -0.32 0.45 1.00

corrvi0  0.07 0.09 0.07 0.13 0.02 0.08 -0.32 0.50 0.77 1.00 .

corr v11 0.19 0.07 0.10 0.27 0.08 0.12 -0.32 0.51 0.63 0.76 1.00

corrvi2  -0.04 -0.10 -0.12 -0.06 -0.03 -0.01 0.16 -0.28 -0.28 -0.32 -0.17 1.00

corrvi3  -0.05 -0.05 -0.02 -0.11 -0.02 0.00 0.23 -0.28 -0.16 -0.25 -0.21 0.68 1.00

corrvi4  -0.10 -0.15 -0.16 -0.04 0.04 0.02 0.18 -0.24 -0.08 -0.23 -0.15 0.61 0.72 1.00

corrvl5s  0.01 -0.02 -0.06 -0.11 -0.03 -0.01 0.14 -0.19 -0.15 -0.23 =0.13 0:59 0.63 0.63 1.00

corrvle  0.12 0.07 0.09 0.23 0.13 0.14 -0.49 0.46 0.47 0.52 0:62 -0.17 -0.26 -0.14 -0.18 1.00

corrvl7  0.18 0.20 0.14 0.19 0.12 0.17 -0.54 0.56 0.45 0.53 0.54 -0.24 -0.24 -0.17 -0.13 0.75 1.00
corrvi8  0.20 0.23 0.18 0.13 0.05 0.10 -0.49 0.45 0.38 0.47 0.46 -0.15 -0.20 -0.11 -0.07 0.64 0.79 1.00

84



85




	3.4  資料蒐集
	3.5  分析方法
	4.1  樣本結構分析
	4.2  問卷信度分析
	4.3  模式驗證與適配分析
	人格特質分群模式分析
	5.1  結論
	5.2  建議

	參考文獻
	附錄三、整體模式相關係數矩陣
	附錄四、高公眾自我意識相關係數矩陣
	附錄五、低公眾自我意識相關係數矩陣

