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Loyalty in Electronic Service Encounters
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Department of Management Science
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ABSTRACT

The majoy purpose of this study is to explore the relationship of e-service
quality, e-trust, e-satisfaction and e-loyalty in electronic service encounters.
E-service quality dimensions which are proposed by Ribbink et al. (2004) are ease
of use, web site design, customization, responsiveness and assurance.
Questionnaire participants must'have shopping experience or use pure services

experience in the Internet.

This study uses Structural-Equation-Modeling to verify the hypotheses and

theoretical framework. The outcomes-are as follows

(1) Customization and assurance have significant positive effects on e-trust.

(2) Ease of use, web site design, responsiveness and assurance have significant
positive effects on e-satisfaction.

(3) E-satisfaction has significant positive effects on e-trust.

(4) E-trust and e-satisfaction have significant positive effects on e-loyalty.

(5) Five dimensions of e-service quality have mediated effects through e-trust

and e-satisfaction on e-loyalty.

Keywords : Electronic service encounters, e-service quality, e-trust, e-satisfaction,

e-loyalty.
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Ly g B LRl 1 R 75 ARR Wﬁ&@%ﬁ%it rk

g o
cEY 1 rr//"ﬂz},ﬁ K
P PRI B SE 2 5 T FrafE
EE AR ér?ﬁ’f/fﬁzéﬁ EiAE

A
— HELF

VoS RIRF N —— L MR —— A PRIFE 1R

I
‘&‘\
:ﬂ

‘#ﬁ/’qﬁ/f‘wﬂ g
A_yz ;fr
B JRTE 0 #
% *‘ﬁﬁ’ﬂ‘
£ TR
Fupss L rAg
5 FAl LR i
R T AT [T
A
i RTINS EEE S
PR F R T Rd iR

\/I

N

[N 7

wF R a

PRI% e K oy
B 75 - R
N~ A RIFEFE R
o g _[ o e e
[ 2 £ e
S Z i i A PR TR
' , Ak
EPH TR 34
z i34 TR HRA R K B R
R 11 p 0

Bl2-4 ERRIFEFIZ AR LS R
7R kR - Massad et al. (20006)
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? B3R 34 e B B4~ > Ribbink et al. (2004)F7 3 3 & cHpR A% 58
éﬁ)ﬁ:  RERE Sk § F et B2 CDE Y R S5

e 7
o BEMT R EEERPPLBRE S RBETOER F*%#m gd
AHLARPLBAE B v B SRR PRI RDY
R E B ﬁi¢%mﬂ$&ouimwﬂpiﬁ*”?*?ﬁ%ﬁ%
JRA®EFPRE 7 2 £ & 12 o
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2.2 FERIRIFET

B S PRIE S AR M 0 R AR E B e A P TR
PRAEE 5 2 iTE KRB ERAL R TG m%%iik%&’m@*ﬁ
*FR:TZ»%%*E’?”J«’W%T R Pt L AR R LTI EIRRES A

AFEL M G FIORIEST AIRIFE BT 0 L ER PR EL F o
Churchill and Suprenant (1982)#%& 1/ % i‘ R PRARS RRAR G RIS F > 2 B
AT PR IR A L R K HP Y PRFR 2 iaﬁl > Anderson, Fornell, and
Lehmann (1994)~ & ) PRAR & FE AL % & R 0715 B 020 SR 5 JRIESF &
BEERIARTMIERTF > FHIIRBERTIrTELIBEEART -

Juran and Gryna (1970) &€ @ $ehg 52 PG > & e B & iEe o
/> ul % i 4 (capability) ~ 7 7 f#(availability) ~ ¥ F{2 (reliability) 2 ¥ %3 |2
(maintainability) = ¥ ¢t - Lehtinen et al. (1991)4p 1 JRAx & F 7 & &
(1) @A2FF ¢ Ly GIRTHFHE (7 BAE o 2 HIRAE K 2] 85
Q) BE&F P Adp g RIS 18 0 R E L X RIR S & T o

Sasser, Olsen, and Wyckoff (1978l 4% ) * PRI+ ¥ 07 4 & 72

v

\i’/ﬂvﬂllp:

(1) % 2 (Security) : A & 3V JRF: h SuenfE AR R o

(2) - 3 (Consistency) : PRIFeNS % d - R 2 LJEL 5 7 £ FPRIE A
R FEap@a2 a4 8 o

(3) i A& (Attitude) : PRFF A B i R E AR -

(4) = E - (Completeness) : PRI & i’k > 22 @ 44 14 o

(5) # & 4 (Condition): JR7% 4 B at 49 (& 7 I AR £ ¥ PRIFNE Fom 33 KL Hp
PRAR e F o

(6) ¥ JE ¥ 4 (Availability) @ AE £ ¥ PRFFHT KT 13 m)j‘u (RN

(7) P (Timing): PR7% 4 ﬁ AR RN Y OEFERRN RS EATE & D
PRF% o

Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry (1985)#-PR3% & F AL 5 — f& ik &
B TEEAEHIRIGTP AT R TL R BERE KL RIFSEF o Y
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REF G20 FIGLEFLZAREB I e FRBEFDY T F 5 H
Foo BEFMTH O XD FRNL BB TG o 4 B 3RT 4 (access)
A i M (communication) ~ 25 i #4(competence) ~ ¥ 4 (courtesy) ~ 13 * [+
(credibility) ~ ¥ 34 (reliability) ~ % 2 {4 (security) ~ ¥ J& % (responsiveness)
B f# 1+ (understanding/ knowing the customer)4 % 3 24 (tangible) °

Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry (1988)#k * g & cdlp ¥ 22 g5 & 4 PR 7%
BERITEDLIEY RTBERBET > B H ST B o2 ﬁmz»gp;if;m_
2475 ¥ ¢t SERVQUAL » 3 M ' T Hfo ch{ K4cT !

(1) F 714 (tangibles) : & 37 WK % ~ 4% EIRFFHT B R F ~ & 44
VLR RAEA B i A o

(2) ¥ F(reliability) : ¥ & £/ ¥ 7 8 FIRIFKIEZ 0 4 o

(3) F R tE(responsiveness) : FR7x 4 B FT B4 AR £ @ B % ik 4% EPRIE o

(4) %% |+ (assurance) : PRABA B B @it s L B R 7S E
FREE AR i A o

(5) B R (empathy) @ 4% R & B 2 A (L GPRFE o

5Pa_MMﬁﬁﬁwmmwng$@£%ﬁm@ﬁﬁp;o&@’
37 "SERVQUAL £ # £ 40§ 5 e it > 7 MR L nfl e R £ %
il ”‘*a"“ﬂ—"%ﬁ}ﬂiﬁw%"fmﬁﬂ UREIEAR Tl A BE A A Oy i S S
?ﬁm,oa%m@w&az AR E L o KA RIS
Hd GIRIFFNE T FPF o g e [ PRI L0 L B
BFPIRARNE F 0§ WY BRI FIP (b RE2 - B BRRIR
I TR dp e 0 S R IRIRET o

1

<4

Hoffman and Novak (1996)# /| e & F 3% & PRF% > 4 8 § A B BT
3 s o LBEMARE T o AR Y R FRI A | IR A i
BF ooy BB AR SR ORI o 2R R R PR 0 SR
ﬁmﬁﬁ¢ﬁ4W%j@%ﬁi,’$wm} RS @?ﬁmﬁﬁ*i
FFene 453 & > F]M > PR OBHL > - E BN 44 /épfp/%,z,/im
PRk e o AR 1w o KA ~ e ® > RIEIEH - @2 R

5"}



Bk bR R ZER A o R b dPRIFEEAFL L R T BT RSN o

Jarvenpaa and Todd (1997)% R i J> PRI+ & & 4 hFl 5 - T 4 S
£~ b 5% ) 7 F b & {oBf TR o @ Loshe and Spiller (1998)% 5| 4
BPRAF G H e B SRS RRIRIF ST AR E S REE Y S Kk B
é; o

4.1—
~

Wolfinbarger and Gilly (2002) & * 2} fodg i e & gLtk > P48
BRBALOERST > L AL e SR AT B A H o BB
ERRIRASTEEIA(comQBA) & Fr BiEe 2 1w BHE
(1) &3 ¢ FREFRATA S ZAFHELIFT A PdEz L5
Eipenip A L A-R ~ F AR uEHE o
(2 PRI ZRREF TRA S RFE RITHAS ASEFEE -
En

(G) EFH/E 2P ¢ AR EAS TR %
2

(4) BERGE ¢ Z2PRABEEAF PR EG K L5 fRARERE
‘_?" >

Yang and Jun (2002)/& 4 i BB F o it 2AHE T F - BB R 0§ A
Fedf e B PR IE S kvﬁ%ﬁﬁpT%;& ﬁP&kP-«f%%
- ARG RRAET IS 2 EFG MA S RIEOTR 0
HFHP 35— EP LG R EY A S JRIE  BiE }E&mﬁ"}i@p'fr%}’
o i eR Y F R D BIRETHEG foRi ] o D
= BIRIEE TG o ek 23
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% 2-3 RIS

o

PELRET K
G2

" TH 7D RER

Fpp L EETES A LAERT > RATE
i . I L E LR A R FE
(reliability) A REGPER N W RAEE %,uﬁgﬁ_ﬁj? ;%;
el %\‘
= 0P Ak~ e-mail ~ T A
Bt [ B =22 E HRITIT G AL A D
(access) SRR R R fePrx z %
m X = N Iﬁ—é%ﬁg‘fr’ﬂ {8 /%_
€ i T W
= %32 fien URL fat 7 AR RRL P g N F
AR ca "R PET R LB e TR
(use ofuse) | = ff & o7 MREON G iF | = ar L AL DA FACIRIE IR
3 E iE ik p

u ]E E"IJ Lm/ &

-17-

NEE - 1 = X7 A ke B AR TREAAE
(personalization) 5 lg " I JER A GPRGE
e B P 0 F B
£y 4 = R A T e | 2 ey £ R
(security) Pooeng > SR enE R
PG EERE L
FER 1 R FEF LY R
(credibility) » R edrie e
* Rt BR LR RR
(responsiveness) TR AR M
WRE R
v EM A eI E
o R IRE R FE SoPRix
(availability) S BB BN TR
7k kiR ¢ Yang and Jun (2002)




Ribbink et al. (2004) 5 L6 4 F 5 13 I hfe BRI F o > 35 4
* 4 (easy of use) ~ 4 xk 3k 3+ (web site design) ~ % %] i* (customization) ~ * &
% (responsiveness) % i3E 14 (assurance) » #* T F G i ¥ AR PR IRIS A

%’T’—’Tsﬁﬁm’f#m °

Parasuraman et al. (2005)#% ) 4 B PRA% 5 8 BRI HE ) AL
PRI ST 0 PR IEE G © 1 F L4E e IRIE S T AE-S-QUAL R # -
v e 22740 0 H g 5 2 (efficiency) ~ i {7 42 & (fulfillment) ~
SL¥ * [ (system availability) ¥7 & - (privacy); % = FF B 2B (5 ']4
(nonroutine encounters)*3+ &+ 7 E TR E B 75 1178 R AL 0
E-RecS-QUAL - H = B & F % 5 7 W &2 (responsiveness) ~ 4 1§
(compensation) -8 & £t % (contact) o

Bauer et al. (2006):% 5 L s JRir € 2 1 8 £ 89 A p 3%
wENRRES L0 R BEEFE SR B G 0 B
PR B nRRIRBETE 20 FRGEIRIFFT O S ERL S
# (eTransQual) » T 1 & F ety 2240 /3K 3+ (functionality/design) 'rﬁ] I
(enjoyment) ~ 18 #Z(process) ¥ ;?p,']i(reliability)& ¥ & 14 (responsiveness) o #7
2“%&%Eﬁﬁm%g z%%ggﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%’ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁi

#2-48_ % Rowley (2000) fe e Ba JRAS 2 e 45— 2 4L 4 B JRAE 5
THem B By gt 29 ‘,.ps:LL#rJ FTREREE LT
BV MR R AR BT RE s Rk g B
DIE BN ﬁé‘frfz‘rﬁf °

-18-



# 2-4 BRI TS &L

H ®
. A3 , B % — . P
SN B PO E YA E S L T R Y 5 D S A R
Dabholkar(1996) £ S E S * *
Zeithaml et
al (2000) Kook * * * 8
Cox and Dale(2001)| * *
Jun and Cai(2001) | = X *
Loiacono et
al(2002) * *
Zeithaml et
al (2002) Kok K * *
Yang and Jun(2002)| X E S S * *
Wolfinbarger and
Gilly2002) | * | ¥ * o F
Madu and
Madu(2002) *opox | K i *
Janda et al.(2002) X X * * *
Surjadaja et
aL(2003) * % * * * * *
Santos(2003 ) £ X E S E S * *
Jayawardhena(2004)| X *
Fied et al.(2004) * * *
Yang and
Fang(2004) K|k * *
Yang et al.(2004) * * * *
Long and
McMellon(2004) opox X * *
Parasuraman et
al (2005) o * o
Lee and Lin(2005) | 3k 3 E S *
Kim et al.(2006) X 3 E S X E S * * *
Bauer et al. (2006) | 3k * X

T kR Rowley (2006)5° & 77 5 A1
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23 Rpiiz

FERE AR CIEE > A SRFEFEIE AR o SRE A
9:

§F AGURRE FHER AL EL- BAVFROIRME 0 P A
TG - RNTE P LBEPRCENTERGT FIRR L F ML
‘ PR ek AESE G MG AR K

113 3 FFa g o

BEE - FAAHM e 2 g aiEsd] > k4 Deutsch (1960)#7% 5 3
EE pApM et S E vy £0Ff ; et 35 AL # > Mayer et al. (1995)#% 7| 13 =
R p - 23 i 2 i 4 (ability) ~ &+ E (integrity)£2 3L %, (benevolence) 2.
e o ma g E PR AT ERZ NS L TR
= g@‘}?# B S ATIRT h{T LR L AR A AR RS T té%“@
ER VSRR 0 q%—hiﬁo#mf i
fefpdl ¥ - 2 o e PRy efds ﬁ#B%F"égéﬁff‘lpﬂﬁé’%
= 3 f10% i - McAllister-(1995)3%°% "?; TE G anEF - ey - 3 7
BHRENE 2 ARNFZ EF RS> =2 R R 3 g3 (7
LR AR

FHY - RN L0 R o B R B HEY Y G
¥ o m Mayer etal. (1995)» & 3|5 5 8 B &G @ P75 MAE G3 &FFoff 02
FE T4 o Wieselquist et al. (1999) R 4p 21§ §5 & P glpt B 4 5 2 pF > 7 ik ¢ &

S gl ¥ p&%’”ﬁﬁ% g e ﬁh,nigﬁﬁ o B MIRE
A PRI imﬁ%@' CREBERMOAR CFHITICA S
WAL FCACRE E D (Re1chheld and Schefter, 2000)  y* ¢t » 2¥ 5 & —‘F'f (Luhmann,

1988 ; McKnight and Chervany, 2002) ] 2 3& 13 i § By & A "5 {7 5 frigid
FeaI A o

AAER D RS 4L Flpend FF S B B ERIFFE
ELhdd cHRPREDREFTE P 7 F - TR GO L
Fl o RAFF B 07 5 R bt Ae MR R AL 0 ik (Gefen,
2mmaa¢gapﬁ%@mﬁﬁ%ﬁi%ﬁﬁ%awfk%#%ﬁaﬂm

)



= i (Gefen, 2000)

Hoffman et al. (1999)%;5’:?} doimiE 2 R E- 2 @ FIE
AREEFE R FLERBELIrX & FTmR* ] 0 ¢ 3
F f » &oF 3 B o Urban et al. (2000) fbeie 22 3 52 5 T4 4% 3
FoRTFRGE T TR SR ERREARL S
fe BanT i~ MIEFRKFENE BT Ly 7o 1L g G E o Lee and
Turban (2001)i}) § % g pde cnfS T Ak p T R FIEF G - g
EARAL L 2 B A4 é@fﬁ]&ﬂ% frgr 2 4 B rj—% e {7 15 i o Belanger et
al. 2002)#% 1 &2 Eedpih i ¢ LF = 3 P EFRERR, 2 MRS, 3.5 =
Gen% 2ER, 4% 2 FM THRERE OOB2QCEFF A KRR 0 P H
% 2 ctE iR R A 5o

McKnight and Chervany (2001) 7 183k &~ 458 B & T2 & Fit s +
B AR Jw’z B E R E DA R e PR T ALY LT g
A EHEABA PSS LAR 2 BRI A RAT IR
& T \zﬁ% F5EA

(1) & = ehtf e (disposition to trust)™ — i A f— e ¥ - A pF o
BILFE R, Rif - eni A gh- P2 M o

(2) #1& 4] eni; = (institution-based trust) : # A 11— FEF > F 0 AP
Em iR A 2R R AEFERSROE L ST BN ER L S

g qliEE

117\7

(3) % Ty & (trusting beliefs) @ B A - fa% 2§ o oz ¥ - > &
JI5e 1 e e T A 2 J%ﬁﬁ'??ﬁ»fg EH L EELI S Ldpe PR
AR REFONEA FF -

iZ e F, Bl(trusting intentions) : B A - A% >R F o BER RIE -
LR R Y - 2 o BARE L IR ek U E GEERT Vo AL

foG itk o

(::n\:\, i

o

4)

bo
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T

Kini & Choobineh (1998) 45 * 2248 B 2 2L g BB =  F onfy = - &

TFRBTERFEES RITFFRY REmlihe e ik

[
(1) 1 A 4 % (person) : & ,}J‘?’?—% A E e i P rd A o
(2) Jx Fu(system) @ & Z kALE DBV kA o
(3) iTir(task) : 4p 2 b AT L ERFOERE T ARL DS B G

(4) ¥ 7 3 (information environment) : & 35 & 7+ T 5 ) Fw s ¥ o

®2-5 & A
F L kR © Kini and Choobineh (1998)

Sultan et al. (2002)#% ) &5 Feh= B G ¥ TH/F F - R &4
NP ET PR CEDFF oL BREFEERIAT L F o £F
fo 7~ ALFE S RF/E 2 RERT W ER) e B R FFIR( R
/R T fRa 4 s B2 TS RREP SHR RS
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24 PERBILAR

Cardozo (1965) & b+ # ML R L ARE DT F > Wi ERT §
B g E R BT hiF 5 0 LT 2 # chA & o Howard and Sheth (1969)
Rk > Y EREBRLDFE > BREBEERLALMMEHA
PLE 1 @ EE R Y AT GE § - fAiu ik i o Westbrook (1981):% 5 i
RAfrRE A A FYRFLRIETHE  RELBL TR T
F p L gsk SIS F s o Oliver (198114 215 4 ke enfLBE > 32 5 AT 2 %
RAKRp Y S TEFOEFE > LHTF - AFEL DF R

Fornell (1992) LALELVIREGAEHEE I F JFLJZ ¢ A
%%Wﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬁﬁw”@’wuhi¢ + T A SR R T
%%ﬁ“@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ié’?ﬂ*gwkﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁ{%im
Kotler (1999):% & AR £ % & & 25, ik 4, TR el e f2 R 8 1> Tl p B %
é&%fﬁﬁ#%A%E%ﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁwwﬁﬁﬁwﬁ&oA%{ﬁa@
E % AR S ¥ Sddic s Kotler (19914  F 54 v - 2 0l

pEi

RIS L R Fehg R RAMPERR W FEES > J 0 E R
LRF - EERAREOFEERAYTLE ;awémiﬁ’ﬂ%@ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ

REL/RLRE HEFEn 7 L LLRD

Boulding et al. (1993) 1 3 A Z i% &, 7 /45 6.7 | LB % 3E 2 5 — 46
BEE N TEE  RF 27 a L a*& % (transaction-specific) & # # 1%
(cumulative)@Lgk; % = fAELEER 0 TIEE | F 2> A 5 B R [(affective) £2 32
it (cognitive) BLEE ©

Anderson ~ Fornell and Lehman (1994)§F 3 184 & & chq & » 2R
PERAMOE A RRE BEEERLR B0 FAEERRH
ML REAAEHE - IS MY PO EL VR ERSE
TR ARG ZEFE A a A BRER A AR R R AR E
HE SR IRIE2 T MR SROEMETE T RIELEFELI P E AR
S¥ S £ R4tk

2axt
w3

-
+

~

fyde
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B E R A ehiFR M ELEE 0 F Oliver (1981):u 5 AR 24 R 2 - B4ps
t~ ek i - Wooddruff et al. (1983) 145 41 » i 7 ?‘f g @ o
HeotdEHATDRE WAL A2 L RILFTR K 4 - Baker &
Cromption (2000)# 17} % H Eenld .87 18k gy o dofF i s s LR
Qi’»é'%ﬁﬁgiaﬁm“¢°wﬁﬁﬁ+’ﬂ Churchill &
Surprenant (1982):% 5 AR Z % & 8- ALY frit 2 &g % > A4 ' ¥ H
BT A A SIS A A il Rk . T%U%&ﬁkﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁJ
S E R ERTE R LR BT F o Kolter» 325 AF £ 4 &

- AR Y T THA ST ORISR -

Lee (1997)#- it & R AL = FHPPLE - R NF LM R R ER
@ﬁﬁmﬁwﬁ’QWkiﬁz*ii‘ﬁgmﬁ‘ﬁwﬁﬁuﬂ4£$
A LT - TR B DRI B H R SRS T
% > Szymnski & Hise (2000) &, 38 yb 7 3% > #2m 5 AR £ AT30 e it
@Tﬁ‘ﬁé;\$$¥‘”h3Hﬁ&iﬁﬁH@%E?&wﬁmﬁﬁigo

? S SR Pi«f"’ i 97 @ BLEE AR 2?3k (focus-group interviews) » #% 1) B2
ﬁ?“wl*fvé?i# s R Jiﬁ?i JeBR6 e I EEF AN B S bt
YR AR 2R R TR T B e B

I

i‘?véh
T
B
o
o

PAIE 2

BI2-6 PFRMEFHRILAEBED
7ok kiR ¢ Szymanski & Hise (2000)



Evanschitzky et al. (2004);;- * Szymnski & Hise (2000)3% ! s 275 £,
Bticd] o o W AR R RS TR LR LR e & IR R LR S |
Booa 12 bR A AL R R RB LRSS

25 PREFR

Engel, Kollat, and Blackwell (1982) #_& &4 & 5 & 5 A & - Bp
MEE LA FAERE- B g BA m(preferentlal) SRR D
(attitudinal)fr 17 & c(behavioral) & Jis = Assael (1992)7a 5 &5 & ) 7 4 #

F-FMoE AR EREZSMEFFMY - Jones & Sasser (1995)0]
TEMELPRGALHFF IO ~ A RN IRBPPREEEFR - 32
%
s

AREERBRF AP AP b AR R L FI TR R
LR %éﬁﬁ’mr‘ﬂﬁpuvﬁ{#ﬂg ,—».4 iﬁ*mf{ﬁéé_&%ﬁfﬁ’ﬂﬂi
l‘t’l”%ﬁé o

SR LR R EY A AT (75 > Brown (1952)#-% B A
A AR THE - R PER NS REOL AR TR TOLBRE AL
PR TSR F MR 997558 o Lipstein (1959) and Kuehn (1962)%};— - o
Ren? i R R AR o - BFFRERMUET L AAITELPARAT
e F] 5 e 3% 73 a0 % W AR ht £ B 5% 0 @ Anderson and
Srinivasan (2003)#& 7} ¥ '?;,*” IV 5 = 'Lmreﬁ e LR
iﬁ’"zﬂpi?ﬁ‘bgqﬁf"i”f I LTV - RF RS AT &
KRR A mr‘?p Moo B g o 5*1»”* » Gremler (1995)i& % & ff
LR R W L N - & R

™

Oliver (1997)#- %3 A A 5 s R & {07 5 Lo BR G P | F v
LRI N R ek S R & A Y S
FEWHRE F- AR &8 % F- BRI TG - LR
2 FPEEEHTAE SARBARTER Y R R TS o
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125 MFELBA T
F %
Newman & | iy % X § 5 SpF > 4 §EF TR peidoic o a8
Werbel(1973) R
Bl Y 2B S5 o

ETIRS

Griffin(1997) | ¢ 5 =¥ P E4FE « B S PR B2 FAA & PRIE
ATl B2 T s L RS R RAER LG L
BEEFE

Oliver(1997) GENBRBREEH T AP CRHTE > L
S h ok ki g HFHT A SN # Y R -

oI G

Day(1969) Ve EA2EFERAEAABRE 75 0 2 L FP w57

Assael(1992) i

t‘?-_‘
St
|
ey
=
=
5
[
W
3t
bl
Ly

G e > o EREE I O G F ¥ R R R
3

B P H 8 380 Renpesh > SPILER D T8 hoie F AR L F -+ B3 o
M- ferbF ARG AEE R FRTIER G B KRRy ERA 0 L R
TRBIRART Flt o R GRS E LA TREE LR 0 T
EHEY -

Smith (2001)3% 5 R EFRE LFK > 7 LM (on-line) & £ 4 5%
(off-line)tk & & & F 1+ 388 Ap e 5> GEEPE DL n LER AT
SRR R OMAEL NN TR R 1 A F F S
% o Frederick (1996)3% % SR AEE LR AR I M - k2 2 &
FEH 4o 1 2§ RATR & "F X o Anderson and Srinivasan (2003) T_& e B &
RAZMEFPREFLEF ETCORA M3 LMY 75 o

Smith (2001) t 2 fE e LA R PF > DI F L PkpA e 5 P F g
PR LA ERANAERER T PR RRABR - LA I Lk
B LR TR £ AL b sk R R B BE R D

Smith # 117 BRI AFE L FR
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() BEE 7 A g =) Ringesh?

Q) BEETT 5 SRR AT s ?

(B) L=t rbeppE/y - KRR S F 0
4) BEF P REATEE?

(5) ©# 4 o0 A& LA iR g sheg ?

gt eb s smith (2001)+ 3% EHERE L B R S B I

(1) Prge iz penfop
(2) FFHRm i l% B %

() Wt Feh R EARE AT st
4) #E A1 FEHEH N

(5) TAMPBLHFR LS

(6) EiE BT H &2 ekt 2 B R

(7) "WE -~ 78 % i

Srinivasan et al. (2002)iZ @R E G ks 2 I ¥ a0 € BT RRELBRE D
NIRRT R F1E 0 A B 5 % Bl iE(customization) ~ ¥ T # |+ (Contact
Interactivity) ~ #2 % (Cultivation)». ks (Care) ~ 4+ % (Community) ~ iF #
(Choice) ~ if 4+ (Convenience) ~ 4 3t 4% ¢ (Character) o 2= 7 ™ R > §
PR AEHNERRFEAIRFL B PEAI I G AT AR L
BB PR LR -
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26 BRET2ZHM %

Lee, Kim, & Moon (2000)#4% 1! & B JE 7 $niF AR £ B35 R Db 4 F)
FORLRERFREOPERNLBEL L E

%, s&d LISREL e 34 &
1@ F 4o 27 2003 P R F e B R R BAR T B e B F M
|

)e

(o)

XN

R\
2
=
=

\
ol

%‘:\»

R R

*FEE

WA FRE R E A

RI2-7 ReRifpt &SR MR
7 kiR Lee, Kim, & Moon (2000)

202 R BAARLPRLPR

Heskett et al. (1994)#% &1 " JR7%—F /B 4& | (service-profit chain)® % 7

EEAIRLHELELEMEDLPR IS ILPRILS
BMLREIREOPEE S j%

e %
T B AREE SRR AR X PR ELEE
31

TV%

‘
mFRjZ»x% BB o 3 "FR?Z-“% Behglid o B 7\5 ZRP AL

3]
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1 FRREER IV K

TH PR 1 ehd A oA & EF L EE DR
TIERF L ERAE S S enfe s o G B g > T URER
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1 2.869 | 0.008** 1| 9.086 | 0.000%**
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e b Wi
s [ 3213 fodost Ll [ 3 [ 4278 | 0.000%
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15 | 3333 | 0.002%* 5 | 4391 | 0.000%%
- 16 | 2741 | 0.01%* 6 | 6283 | 0.000%%
17 | 2720 | o.011%
18 | 3214 | 0.003**
19 | 4670 | 0.000%%*
oy |20 | 3432 [ 0000w
21 | 4197 | 0.000%%*
2 | 3573 | 0.001%*

3L RREA P<0.05 0 *¥**F £ P<0.01

41-




342 FE A 47

el B3 2 5o ¥ & 74F % )% » $7(Exploratory Factor Analysis,
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% 3-8 ERIRIAEF 2 FlE ¥
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1 0.757 2.956 14.095 29.459
4 0.754

7 0.798

6 0.790

9 0.745 2.731 13.005 42.464
8 0.607

5 0.492

14 0.838

10 0.690

2 0.652 2.629 12.521 54.985
13 0.598

18 0.805

15 0.687 2.557 12.176 67.161
16 0.657

4D



W | FIREFE | il | BRREEEO) | AHREE()
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05 11t » o fekioe R B P AfFHRE B B2 70539% 0 7 F M5 11
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'E— N _* 1 Frﬂ -3— = ! =

B i 88 | FIRf AR | Bk %) %) e
20 0.921
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1 0.816
2 0.749
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5 0.521
11 0.504
7 0.816
6 0.749

fe 2h 20 2t 5 0730 2.717 13.585 44.758 0.83
8 0.521
18 0.813

R 16 0.709 2.602 13.010 57.768 0.804
15 0.680
14 0.873
10 0.678

w 3 o5 2.554 12.771 70.539 0.751
12 0.620
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T G | S || e | e ton| ab
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R 0.817
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2 0835

.gifii i 0.779 152.239 0 g:g; 3.701 61.682 0.8674
5 0.734
6 0.629
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and Yi, 1988) o ¢t “t » Hair et al. (1988)#& F| 14 & * $EIL 7 35 7E 18 (7 S8 iz 3+
o ASTI PR A2 1000 Flah A D7 BRI i jear £ 8T
2 oS $E A A 4000 BB PRI R & BT AR R
Lk 3 ﬁi”a)ia‘;q 4{%‘%’3%%5' fd o FIP > AT el A <3 100 0 B 7 A2 iE
400 = RB| > BEHRALE o

FEX B URERPL aME T RR KRG AR A AL R 4
FrIHEY ERESEFEAABR I FIN A FHEFT S ARL L2 &
DL P IAREA ARSI AL b R SR G RS 6]
o RAR L 180 i 0 H 3hw e BATY R 2R K 5 150 B 0 Kok
SR L 152 5 0 B3t R EESB00 s o EoK 5 L A Y REIRT

"

A A EFEE B E RHF T @ % E-mail & A% o (et gFenie iR
BAGET G Ew FR EAA - FUHFE L B S o
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36 &5+

NG AT Y 27 7 B3R B fren Rtz SPSS 12.0 i {7 ATt (A
Pt RBEAHT M RS ITE R AT 0 £ 11 AMOS 5.0 i S
AL TR A 10T SR B A 4 -

3.6.1 ik szt
EHEEFFLAATH O RE -,—«kﬁi/w\ﬁ%~’ﬁ/w\khi%€ffu§i§ VS
f}??é_é%éﬁx‘ TR AL A > KRB L I cnT b
% 7 Hrg gem REL g RETHEY ﬁ‘%t LT F

>
:'m
*mkf

3.6.2 ti %

t%iﬁﬁﬁ&%i%i@%iﬂﬁdi v = R Ak B IE R
oz T FApE s BARE EIJ %ﬂﬁ el Pafc e i Pl st
toendg R BE(E P, 2000) o FlAEE T :l-%—irﬁfg & TR e
JRARARE > AW LR TR LT HEFLE o

3.63 %8 #A45

hE g @ H F)5 % B s 17 (one-way ANOVA)RI £ 3 § e e
2 AT SRR L S SE S S HE DL R
B pTiodind B4 PR F R > P& - 9 1 Scheffe ¥ 1400 gz o v
wHELREBR

3.6.4 AR il A7
ﬁ?hpﬂ EHEY & ORI Bl AT A 0 11 Pearson ff £4p B A 47 K T
TH BB LT EF o pHEL Y HEREEDE 1 S e &
bmw%ﬂ&’ﬂfiﬁmm%~%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmwwﬁ&’ﬂﬁﬁmq*
21 = 3 v ) Y xﬁi@ BEr oo
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3.65 R A+

% R dp A - RS TR 2 BT GRS AR 0 :I‘—«U’E
RIF le - RIS RIS § =t chA Bk § - X2 #4732 Cronbach (1951)
di e Cronbach’s o Trlicie a7 38— 2> Dlcf 27 £ & P {0- K
1 4 48 Lo & d5 DeVellis (1991)% Nunnally (1978)305 ¥ 48X éhd | £ A &
H.0.70 12+ o

#.3-12 Cronbach’s ¢ &7 &

Cronbach’s a & 3 &
a =0.30 A
0.30<a =040 Joam ¥ 2
0.40<a =0.50 v
0.50<a =0.70 GAH
0.70<a =090 2w 2
a >0.90 Lo

F# % R :-Cuicford (1965)

3.6.6 TR & 5

TR 5—'\#]}1 frE 1 Eent FEfd o TE LT OUPT R T2 AR o PR
WE LGP EIR S MR R g:f#».;;)i AT T LN E AR E ;3:1!#
R RPIER B2 2Rk o
| NN

PR AApRIR SR AP F 2 %\B 2l e eR NS AR S E N
Foae kTR PR o B E o i FEDIRE FIATR RIS P 0 7S
& (P, 2006) « AFT G RS TR Y Yang and Jun (2002) - Ribbink et al.
(2004)#2 Srinivasan et al. (2002)5 Jﬁ AR B S T A TR IE P o
FEAFPTHFELEL > FIF AT R FEN FrR N fo

2. R
eS8 S ¥ PR B

g
2
i
Kvd)
RiEN
b
&
A
i
K
(=
=
&
\
w5
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Mk - 32 e A#H o NEZ ok - A2 a4 o A RURE
4 %1% 4 47 (Confirmatory Factor Analy51s, CFA) > kplErE 1 224
7‘,‘/{)—\; o

G TFE AT R E > LB LY RIBEAYTL L AL
ﬁ’#ﬂﬁiﬁaﬂ%ﬁﬁfirﬁ’%?*%Fim%ﬁiﬁﬂ%é
BT 2 A F Y £ A F B A ¥ P B (Byrne, 2001) -

3.6.7 > 23" i3 4 47 (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM)

FHESARENE T AR EFF A ITEREA 17 T SEM St st
frlg w\ﬁ*ﬁW*’M BRSNS R BT 2 Mw;ﬁﬁ
B R YRR 2 r]% LSRRIz o ATy k2 * AMOS(Analysis of
Moment Structure) 4 471 E 5 LiEfFEkea (£ 7% & 1710 4 %P 3% gt
B XaE 2G4 RS e REAY F R R B RR L R
M MREINTY ;P;,j i o AP 4o o

AMOS ¢ § * % 4 fe & 4p 1(index of goodness of fit)sH T & &7 i 1§
47T L

i e R A IR AT HE B IR A T B E TR AT AR
fic o 1L TF jj‘}._,li )‘ﬁa)";jrﬁ EiT— P
1. & % pe :}% 1% (Absolute fit measres)

(1) + = i&(chi-square ; Xz)';fi? NCI(Normed chi-square index)
+ R NS 2 T LR R R TR e R T
F O EAR S R AEBESN R RT ARG AL > A F B
BABIR LR F AR A A AR L
SR E > A I EIIES AR BRI D FHR AL ]
FEFIAHFRFIEFIRLARBR A F 2 EE A
BOER R o A FERUNCIX /df > + 3 @ R)

F A e A enH ¥ iR 0 FNCIS3 PF > 2 F WS e R T AR o
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(2) iff fit & 4 #(goodness of fit index ; GFI) :
GFI;‘éFTfu%?igﬁﬁ?z}ﬁ PRI H @ A0 B AR AT S

FeA% & 0 i $GFI>0.9 -

(3) # £ 357 v = §3(Root Mean Square Residual, RMR)
RMR A e 7% £ % R Hc'p 11 5 R enT35E 2 L2 43 - RMREAR]
Zorn Wamb G REPI TR R AR HEao7 EXRE 50.05

'l‘/( T o

(4) briesy £ 327 oL 2 {2(root mean square error of approximation;
RMSEA)
L o POLH IR 2 2 £ 5 £ b oS A IR A 0 2 dp i |
o BCAlE fe R AR E > F RMSEAE § *70.1007 F pF > RIHCES ehaf fe &
T HiE 00820102 BRI W T 0 20.05%0.082 B R0 2
Woom BeiE ] 30055 R e R R B o

2. WEksg s E{iﬁ % (Incremental.Fit Measures)

(1) # B8 ehi & & 4p #(Adjusted goodness=of- fit index, AGFI)
AGFL 4 2% 77 o 3235 H5" “Fau e 7 RBLR TR h % R fedr 1 % & o
® 0 F]¥t > AGFL ARJET] 4 m ph i e o 4 A2 » e RAsE o
BF 2B pd ROOBGVEF VR - a5 0 AGFL g 1 % i~
0.8 ptisVenifie 4 VAR -

(2) &% i+ fe i 3 #(normed fit index; NFI)
ARTRIEREN A E F B 20960TE T RREA BT R 2ERE
Bt @ RO T AR RN S R 2 e L F R G092 i
3§43 7] (Bentler &Bonett, 1980; Doll, Xia, & Torkzadeh, 1994) -

(3) 22z H g e & 4p 1R(TLD) ¢
TLIE Y gth &« o] hfe ™ » B 2 @i ordor kandpih » Hagpe
R X309 B fIRTIRlE Rk g o

(4) CFldp #(comparative-fit index) *
CFLp i rF &7 B A S R Em 2 M bz B3 L B hizk - 2
BAREITIARTE 8 > L@ B 4F F A 3009 0 — 4000955 1 ihf



(Bentler, 1995) -
3. M EiE fﬁ"o#% 1% (Parsimonious Fit Measures)

(1) Akaikezt i »z#%(Akaike information criteria, AIC)
AICE f | #m s i fek &2 g4 H -
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T~ %

A SR

j\f_ a1 R {&L.}_J. B x rﬁ‘:‘,};--‘ic T N»J. s *,ﬁ. y & /5\ ffé‘cifﬁ ’H gfbg.l- N t*ﬁ Tj:;\
R HAT L AP B AT S R AT IR B AR R A 4T

[P R =

41 &+

dod 4-1 97 B EE LS

e §s

Sl b oehB R T 77.80% >

SITECE

FRA 47

i bF 68.90% > £V
ﬁﬁ’%?7“%’§ﬁa<§mﬁgﬂ%k@ﬂﬁ,w
%0 U E A RREE S | 34.80%

@ 21-30
2y
HAE

=X
HERFFTAED1890%Z2 FRIFE7117.90% o ~ § HIE gHm? o G

24 F P H148.00% 0 @ FIE A L ARG P goA S A 0

)»237"71

RORLREF 34.10% o

F 4-1 + © REcLE L

¥ | Ad F A (%)

Mo 7 94 31.10
R 208 68.90
15-20 12 4.00
21-25 120 39.70

P 25-30 115 38.10
31-35 & 39 12.90
36-40 % 9 3.00
41 #kore 7 2.30
& ¢ 1 0.30
B v 11 3.30

TR L 51 16.90
<~ g 171 56.60
FAR oAb 69 22.80
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%K g % A p A (%)
IEER 21 7.00
TFFER 57 18.90
& % 11 3.60

wox FRI% ¥ 54 17.90
g2 105 34.80
o 23 7.60
pd ¥ 6 2.00
Hv 25 8.30
2F AT 103 34.10
2-4 § ~p 145 48.00

T~ 46 F AP 47 15.60
6-8 & ~ P 5 1.70

8F ~ 11t 2 0.70

A K 302 100.00

hok 42 477 0 i FJRIFFIE G G RS B
HETH - WEAT R R R EERORD R 1k 47.40% 0 HLE K @ R i
mfﬁ?&iaﬁ £ P EE 9040% AR i H R R E K EF 86.10%
LA e g P Ra g o Y Ry R TER Y l% * PR A i
KG o FHi® r P RERLIRIEG 2 E 1 P PERF 1k 40.73% & 1B 2 & * HHE
Flz g s o G 66.20% 0 @ 60.60%0H F K hboit- B ARG
®* LI ERIRIE 0 - D=2 B A G 23.50% '.’ﬂﬁbi%” FHTE g R
he B PRI A B % R % e

52.60% > d it

-

42 ERLPRIEAP M BB s
f i 5] L A (%)
PR PR 159 52.60
b pRESTH 9 3.00
B 41T 51 16.90
PRIt 83 27.50
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¥k Gl L F A (%)

L E 11 3.60

Lo FaEagEap 2 0.70
%;gﬁ 14%@ 9 3.00
2.3 & p 7 2.30

3 & 0t 273 90.40

B 260 86.10

o R 13X 27 8.90
Hp 5 4-6 = 11 3.60
7% 00t 4 1.30

L p 36 11.92

er gy RS e
e 54 17.88
2-3 & p 61 20.20

3 E 4k 123 40.73

0 =x 30 9.90

€ gl e R -3 =X 200 66.20
IRHEF S 46 % 32 10.60
D s 40 13.20

NS 183 60.60

Bif- S iE* 136 R 71 23.50
PR ELIRTE 4-6 B Y P 25 8.30
6" 1t 23 7.60

¥ A i 302 100.00

4.2 Kok Bt

BARIRISEF T BHEG AL R B TI0EF L 4040 £
"Rl TEEF AT BHEeAARKEARS P B Tiigm i e
B BB T 388 Mo el BiTR R OuER A TF
P h o s Pt T 417 RE BT LA AR TR Hébe
B g T o8] Ed B 1352 3 v itk F 693.660 B4 TR
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LR,1 TR, 2Fdhay -

# R R LA N B e R AP HRG AL ek
G R E B B R R4 o w S g oo 1 Tl ek g o R 1Y
FERR BN g R T st b chAgT ARG aF | REEM o A
B LARDAILFASSTAFELT G 2 Wi R G o
Pl FEHR L R EABANET RESLER ARSI ERSDE LT
WP RRIA A B R A SR RIAGP M TR FEM T 6 0 ek
EECHED TR LER A RA ERDL LR LT F FARG -

%43 REIRIEE TR L2 OB L

o AL IE Tioge REA BT ik
1. 7§ 5 ci » gt e b 417  0.69
2. Pk dEanit r A P B ITHE 412  0.57
PR 30 ApRERP F R R L2 400 058 4.04
4, T ELFREE hile 405  0.69
5. 3 dE b B e b e S B i R 388 0.74
6. bk b e 0 FLE RGiEHrnT s B 3.63 0.75
Perh 7. PR OUEG R A LB ildh 3.53  0.70 362
E i FE N S 376  0.75 '
9. A (B R e OhHP R 3.54 0.69
10. & 4 S8 FAPF > 7 €5 ¢ ¥ 350  0.83
-~ 11, ptfesba L@ e U s N3 3.79 0.68 366
12, pb e b3t 2 b R @ AR (37 2 379 0.67
13, priexba i cow H ik D ank R 357 0.72
a jffi;i PHAXBEHAIL GRS 382 0.57
Z 3.57
15, Pt shin B A B A hEF AR ET oA & 358  0.64
16. ¥ 12 T EEET IR R A B 3539 A 52 PRI 04 BT A 3.31 0.57
17. pexb2 €5 AR 'R 3.34 0.75
18. 244 *péwﬁ& Bend 3 Ak Motz r + 346 07
ravy s R ATME 3% > 3.5
19. e xk 8 B (8 H 375  0.64
20, FCEPHR A TGN b B R PR v eh 3.51 0.75
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PRLEE N RRALAEZ R LBAE 2 Tl A wE 3.613.67 2
3820 A TRAAL 2 TRE 2Bl > PRI LA BRI
y HY T plmeabig( b > AL AL &R nT 08k 341 B0
i R R . B R E e g PR A A D= i
» A5 1E L“%':émﬁlijz»a\fﬁiﬂ’ e X TR RRRBALE S B
—‘ﬁ;’&; Tt e 2k ende 22 AR KIJ;"?%EW“'J‘F:‘E’:&'K{;&EP;J
T%*?*t“\%}%‘:&ﬂgérﬁv#.:f&J bgi‘g4c HBA R ¥ RRLFR B
A E T g F g Lt > SR RRLAER A THAGZ
L sk B B AF R S R m%\IE—T-i’J%::% 63 B o F|pt e b F & o i)

£ =

=1
N _q..\,

B

Wh T W
lmk Wy

o

‘?"’Fﬁ‘ Bfe h QerbpF oo FRR B L b i oo
44 BRCEISNRERBELEZRRLARE L T30 ERL
e A28 Tofe L T 0%k
INEY 7 NS L R SR R 3.68  0.70
2 AR e p#ﬂ 355  0.65
fi"" 3. g7t i 7 By ARER AR AT 341 067 3.6l
4. AAp ek € AR EPLERL BA L E 3.71 0.63
5. A 2 o A b SRR BT R 3.72 0.68
1 2Vt e sk cnfe WRIE > AR IR T 376 0.61
el 20 AR PRI EE LD 349  0.63 3.67
BALR 3 Adpir gy z@{m e B 374 060
4. pteEE B LAl Y 370 0.63
1o feid # ek pd > A7 ¢ N R D) W e sk 375 0.62
2. e ppst 399  0.61
iy 3 FAFTREFIIPF R EEFRER 394 068 o
CHRE 4 N E i e 385 064
5. %A A 2 sk B B4R b R 3.63  0.73
6. M g M L H B A 374 0.67
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4.3 tig =
4.3.1 1%

drd 45077 > FHELB AN KRt EY AEREFE AT
: L XA RRALRTEREE R o

% 45 7 FFF“%'J Pé&"ﬂllz}rr%‘r PRGESRRSLAEEZ FPRLAR
7t fu"‘"‘*’%%/v\’]“r%ﬂ 7

e 7 12(94) - 14(208) ¢
%I M SD M SD
5o 404 048 4.04 051 -0.03
Perbm 3t 3.61 052 3.62 058 -0.18
)/ Y e 372 062 3.64 055 1.06
L 3.60 047 3.56 048  0.70
i A e 349  0.60 3.52 0.57 -0.52

R E 359 045 3.62 050 -0.54
PRABLE 368 055..366 047 030
ERLFE 376 050 385 053  -1.40
** 4 P<0.05,*%**2 p<0:01

4.3.2 PRF%T iy

* 57 3 12 Massad et al. (2006)#74% | PR AT 5 &~ 5 A &40 B PRIR 22
PRI > B pb e ETF AR MIRI: > M @t RRIFL T H - RERLALT
MR QBT R RIRE G BORRAY BTt AR PRI A e
H 7% B fe e o

WdF MetiE 5390 0=0.000<0.01 » E A E KB > T D ol
HPRIs b e R g EF AR > KTk g o RS T )

* 1 (M=4.18)88 ¥ % ** A IR T+(M=3.89) - 7°=0.088 > a2+ ¥ %4 % 1 %
TR RRPRIRA| AR T R Y R 8 8% R R E BRI
BREE LY MRETEY AM G RGN A IS L 100% -
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B rbk st atie 4155 0=0.00<0.01 > 5 F K& > 457 RR S o
AR ??£¢m¢€a¢%§“ﬂ’“i%&%i’%vaﬁ%f
e b2k 3 (M=3.74) 48 % B ** IR (M=3.48) - 7 7=0.054 > i3+ + 2% 4 %
0.985 > % 7 @& * -Mé%ﬁlm% BV R LR R 54%NHE R
PRIRAFA R RE L R R R T R G S ERBR AT S S
98.5% o

B R atE 2.64 0 0=0.009<0.01 > E A FKE > f o7 R o
BRI ew e T A5 F LR T ik g » REY o P
T M (M=3.75)88 5 3 ** % me«(M:&sno 7 2=0.023 %3+ % 4 5 0865 »
% o7 8 F PR PRI Ay B ~I§? MR R R 23% D% R E 0 RIS
ANERTE T R RET R G AR AT T49% -

:%\:

IMERMRRT T RRBREE 2 FPRLBREDLEY AERF K
B AT e R R ANE TR R D R M R T RERE AR

ERBRLPREMEIIRS

% 4-6 7P RRIRZAG AFERIKIESET - 2RI CPREAIAZ R
VALY AR I I g PR L E 1 g S

PEARA A RS BRIRT -t

(159) (143) t & n’ A;;;;
%78 M SD M SD
e 4.18 049 3.89 046  5.39%** (0088 1
Jerbikt 3.74  0.56 3.48 0.53  4.15%** (0.054 0.985
i Y 3.75  0.55 3.57 058  2.64%%% (.023 0.749
R 3.61 049 3.53 047 1.36
e 351 058 3.51 0.8 0.01
R IE 361 046 362 051  -0.19

RREBRLR 3.69 051 3.65 048 0.67
RGP RE 3.87 049 377 0.54 1.70
** % P<0.05,*%** % p<0.01

44 %3 LA
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44.1 B

pAEEFerRBLAL AL AT g HFPLR w e AFE
% 3.57> 0=0.014<0.05 > £ & F -k & o F|pL 12— & {7 Scheffe ¥ {4 +¢ 22 >
MR- e R X THEFLARE SRRV RERFTY
**?ﬁﬂwaiﬂwwu@fwwiﬁynﬂﬁé09mpZQM%mo$’
BBL R A BRF ORI R B AR < L & o L
B 75 5 A dp (@ )ii—p‘ BB 50025 A7 EFRAET UEERERELA
BWHEREP25% > T BB IBABM G a kit R4
0.786 > TriErd F ensiitdu b > A0 A F B E 78.6% o

Fr ko) b

T T
ko1l '—I\j"ﬁim]l_—.

247 P RERFLRRIERST  RREE
B A 1 4F & 4

SRR ELRZ Y

E/H WE Y1) BHGD A EATD) A (69) L X , st
. F i .
] M SD M SD M “SDb M SD Al 3 & A
x4 393 044 4.03 0.600 401.090149 416 042 1.75
£ =S
f& 3.61 0.62 351 055 "3.62 058 367 0.53 0.83
F
v 359 048 3.68 0.64 3657053 370  0.63 0.19
ZHC 339 044 3.58 0.51 9358 0.50.73.57 041 0.53
WM 332 0.68 3.34 0.60 3.55°000155  3.57 059 241
R 335 047 356 054 359 049 3.75 0.39 3.48%x
=i ' ' ' : ' ' ' ' ' 0.024 0.775
e i
‘.g 7 N 370 052 3.64 049 3.61 050 3.84 046 3.57*D>C 0.025 0.786
/{ &
P
. 3.61 044 383 051 378 054 3.93 047 1.99
AN

ok %, P<0.05,%** % p<0.01

442 &4 B

I E#H
ST RRAL RN L HELE M
0.023 » % 7 & fr %
RS B 2 0 @ didh

7

£2 9 4o

LR D Y SRR AN o ok 480 BT b E &

T R B

2Lz

4% —‘J—;-‘"

qu Z_ Slg
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PATFRFFET5T% o m F e e r 3R e R EF LR
M A () kg > HE S 00220 A7 FHRET RS L

BRBRRELD22% > = BRI LIHMB M o dlumitit st %4
# 0739 PA-TFEF FE 73.9% 400 3 AR E TR X Mﬂ$&ﬂiﬁ-
ORI RRBABRTAEE IR o8 A AN ts A
70 BRI AFRG HEFOT R o

%48 EdBEZ T o 2 R R AT

LR & & BE A
i Fie Sig.z. F#  Sigz Fi Sig.
B 1467 0200 0984 0.443  2.665  0.033**
b2kt 1116 0352 0.598 0757 0333 0.856
v et 1.051 0388 0500 0.834 1.280  0.278
A 0.685  0.635 1227 0288 0707  0.587
e 1.125  0.347,,...0,782  0.603  0.086  0.987
®EZE 1540 0177 _ 1459 0.181 0700  0.593

FRALRE 2386  0.038*%% 1.671 - 0.116 0.774 0.543
RGP R 2011 0.077 1.837 = 0.080 1.044 0.385
** % P<0.05,*%** % p<0.01

4.5 1pBE TRdA 47

A (A L SR 1ok =S FRjZ‘n”?ﬁm% s RER TR
Mo 22 RN BRREE S RRBLAENE RRLBAES S S
B ertp BARR o i ie— AT E TR B o

49 B RRIGEST T BHs HRRCEZ -RREBLAME B
LRBR T R F LM > REIRIEST L M T S w B
PR RENET BHS ARSI EREF AN R E
B % &}i‘/; PRLFBRS D PET S, TIREFIPM - 2P RIS
R ¥t -ﬁ&mw%%&san’%*ﬁﬁLw%’KWF%&E&%
ﬁ~ﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ’?{ﬁw%ﬁ&&04iQ71@{%ﬂ§w

J;T
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B> &2 04 RIE_ MR ApRE o

INA S RPETAPM BT R R Rl AT AT Rl TR
NERY - RAOFREEF A R RBIRAHERLFROERE
BE L 518%. Siab GlA TR & ﬁg@%é@#ﬁw@’ﬂﬁi

et T R JI%K,}J 7 fr%‘jm}% e PRS- 7 8 e e g
[ER /%.&}i"l;‘ e B2 'u\:ﬁ}im}ih’o

# 4-9 Aph¢ Tidic A A5

R , 53 R - B
M 28 228 M
PR g TREORED S ORER Lo sk ama
o |
Rk ATgeN)
w3 (0.228)
A36(FFF)  443(¥F)
l}
R 0190)  (0.196) !
s 30T(TR)S27() s28(eek) 1
0.158)  (0.278)  (0.279)
g S28CFF) AA9(RR) 525(eR) LSS Ry |
(0.108)  (0202)  (0.276)- (0.304)
R 373(Y)  A2(FF)  AAA(REE) S5Q(RFE)  557(*EE) |

[EES (0.139) (0.195) (0.197) (0.305) (0.310)

el 379(EE)  509(FEE)  520(FE)  530(FEE)  S60(**E) 550(k**)
#iA A (0.144)  (0259)  (0.270)  (0.281)  (0.314)  (0.312)

BB A46(FFX)  53O(RER)  ASB(REF)  A9R(FFE)  5D6(*FE) 604(FFF) T20(***)
LR (01200 (0291)  (0210)  (0.248)  (0.277)  (0.365)  (0.518)

4 p<0.05,%**p<0.01 55 5 & %1% #c(R%)

1
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46 R A

~# 7 A1 Cronbach's a E3:%% 3 & > 40k 4-10 #751 » 35 B 3278 g
mﬁ%*%**Qm’ﬁﬁP%—ﬁﬁ%°&&Pmﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁwﬁ
M A G 0811 2 0.821 b v B E LH g E S 0.7840.79

072’"1#""13‘ %‘ﬁ"?ﬁzi‘w’%ﬁmﬂ\am 0901 > 27 3Lz B AL &
CHERL T T RPLARLAENME R LBR L HE 0.770~0.825 2 0.877
Et% ZaEs 0935 FEATE . FR T EmAE YR L RAT

'F‘\?f ﬂ:n\t

i«*

4410 RAH

i} it 17 P Cronbach's

[ E T o i
lig ~ % & 0.533
2.4k T [ 0.673
P 3B FERE 0.633 0.811
A RAE 0.619
5. B A 0.570
6.7 M Lersl 4 0.527
gy RREY 0.629 0.780
8. 7 Mokt 0.557
B R 0.634
1035 ¥ ¥ 0.582
-~ 1w h 0.608 0.790
12.%2 & 2k 0.638
13.% B & & 0.580
4.8 67 & 0.567
THEHI 15E8ETR 0.564 0.720
16. 7 P 3534 0.497
17.8 b *& 0.522
— 18.% > & 0.690 0801
19.7 #f 0.717
20.3 B 4 T 0.667
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i} it 17 P Cronbach's

5 7 A b a i@
LELLT AT 0528
2EER B+ 0.605

FEEE 3FLAL AT 0.639 0.770
4R E A E 0.478
5.8 9 12 9f 0.460
1.3 B JdZis & 0.669

wpgs g 2R 0.597 0,595
3.0 B 0.687
AP 0.646
1.7 4% 0.596
24E 0.696

ppe g pp o TER 0.724 0.877
AL prie 0.749
5. Bdr % e 5k 0.701
6.4 & 1[4 0.638
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ARG Mr B wﬂékﬁ§ﬁﬁvmﬁw? PR E S RRAL
BE e g R R 0 B P O RR PRZ&W?@\% i Tﬁ_m v N Z PR R
Fl & A FT RV R T o At 3’3 > € iz 5 ~4p B 0T 2 & (Squared Multiple
Correlation, SMC) 7 & BLZ % 78 e AL B e R I8 2§ e & 0 -2 4538 cp |
“’f 'SMCiEg > 02 12F > HEgEéMsFEl L  AZER

Pl fc SMC B+ 22 0.5 @ 2 5 & B 5193 i 82§57 chif e B &
f? Agde > m BEH] fiﬁ

. R pRIE 0

ded 4-11 9777 o R PRIEE TG G A9 2 CRE § 7 1.96 TR0
B AT AP R 2 TR Rl 005 2 g EF R E E”ﬁ”;’,‘i b o d
TEECFAFAFEET 7 S0 AR S LS o b L
B W R E R e AL z}ajqj;sxrﬁgﬁ AR
B Eord @B e g kU Bt W2 BPE S @ b M2 % 1
53 SMCE 5 0.302 2 03413382520 % 6 48SMCiE 5 0.378 A4
b 3 ,u,mwf o ERLIR R H 2 pe AT A 4-12 97w o "f 7oyt PE 0]
005> AfF&mEEi®E,  H4NCI- GFI - AGFI - RMR ~ RMSEA ~ NFI ~
TLIM % CFI¢ (4 £ H 12 8 Gz 4238 » § A 243 ek > Fpb > R PRI
S ek L A Aok -

Fo4-11 BRIRE T2 %L TR A7 £

[

o 5 na g p HEAE CRE

Lg% 4 0.549 0.818  8.43**+

2.4 e ¥ 0.807 0.992  11.63%**

P 3P R 0.797 1003 11.54%%
4HEMA T 0.676 1.000

Lk 0.584 0.931  8.91%
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1 o 5 p 4 g g FEGE CRE
6. M E gl 4 0.612 0.897 9.08%**
s g TR G % 3 0.701 0.955  10.17%**
8. Hpt 0.685 1.000
9.7% & Hnit 0.757 1.024  10.74%**
10.30% @ %7 0.686 1.204  10.11%**
-~ 1.3 w % 0.692 1.000
12.% % »x % 0.736 1.050  10.68%***
13.v B & & 0.691 1.063  10.17%**
4.4 &£ 7 & 0.761 1.000
LE 1S EEFR 0.652 0.960  10.11%**x*
16. 9 BF 3534 0.627 0.824 9.75%**
17.42 b *% 0.573 0.786 0.47%**
np 18.% > & i 0.758 1.000
19.1 43 0.819 0.964  13.62%%*
20.4% B F A FhgL 0.801 1.106  13.37%%%*

% 3, P<0.05,%*%* 4 p<0.01

F 4-12 RRIRIFEF2ZEFRAE A

ip ELUS TS Ky R | EELE
" P>0.05 P=0 _—
NCI <3 1.762 2 43
GFI >0.9 0.927 2 43
AGFI >(0.8 0.902 2 4
RMR <0.05 0.024 2 43
RMSEA | 0.05~0.08 0.050 % 43
NFI >0.9 0.907 2 47
TLI >0.9 0.949 2 43
CFI >0.9 0.957 A 4
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2. PR E

dod 4-13 #5F o R E v IR 2 CRIE Y X3 1.96 foft &> & 7
0 BE 3% 78 20 TR l‘*gmi 0.05 2 BF -k » % 24 5 achif @ o d BT
3P RREET AN ARREEHG AL L LY HAT L AL BES
B E R 5£mSMCnE; 0212 AZARIES HPE o PRT Z2 4
fie B 4c# 4-14 #75% » x>~ NCI ~ GFI ~ AGFI ~ RMR ~ RMSEA -~ NFI ~ TLI
& CFI > % f_sbtl;a?t,g.?ﬁl_g _4\ *"ﬁéﬁm]\}a F F—‘&"' T th
e R A kR o

~m1

% 4-13 R EZHRBHFE AL

T 75 P T B fic CR.E
FEf e T
LR &4 4 5300, 0559 1
2R R e —P 0.762 1.265  8.76%**
PERGE 3FLEL A 0814 1.383  8.89%*x
4R T 5 0:551 0.882  7.25%*
5.8 18 12 if 0.461 0.799  6.36%**

** 4 P<0.05,*%** % p<0.01

£ 04-14 R I fRR A

#FI i B GO AFET RS | TERS
" P>0.05 P=0.239 2 47
NCI <3 1.432 2 47
GFI >0.9 0.995 2 43
AGFI >(0.8 0.977 2 47
RMR <0.05 0.007 2 43
RMSEA | 0.05~0.08 0.038 % 43
NFI >0.9 0.991 2 43
TLI >0.9 0.992 2 43
CFI >0.9 0.997 2 4
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dode 4-15 977 0 RRB R R TH A 2 CRE ¥ <3 1.96 2k & 0 £
T AR B TR 20 [T R f’ﬁ«.@:xi 0052 Bg % K& ¥ B 53 i @ o d R
FlE2 R EEV F‘" P*Fﬁ*‘z%,&)iif#m/‘ff“’ ’ 'lﬂ"*?‘a"'a‘*i&ﬁg LERA o e R
R R 2 e R 4o 4-16 #7577 > x° ~ NCI ~ GFI ~ AGFI ~ RMR ~ RMSEA -
NFI~TLI 2 CFL> %7 4o 2 & H g 2 4R 38 » £ a4 ek
B R T ehyf R AU vk .

% 4-15 RRBIABZZHBEMNTIE A4

. L ki o "
o 7P SE s 48k  CR.&
1.42 22 @i & 0.762 1
e 2JRIRR A 0.670 0.902 10.65%**
g SV ) ;
3.0 0.780 1.007 12.10%**
4.% & 9 0.733 0.99 11.57%%%*

%4, P<0.05,%** % p<0.01

% 4-16 FBEHILABZFRAEE

ip 1 ZEE AP RE | mERE
v P>0.05 P=0.232 2 47
NCI <3 1.463 2 4
GFI >0.9 0.995 2 45
AGFI >0.8 0.975 2 43
RMR <0.05 0.005 2 43
RMSEA | 0.05~0.08 0.01 2 43
NFI >0.9 0.993 2 43
TLI >0.9 0.993 2 43
CFI >0.9 0.998 2 43
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4. PR PR

dod 4-17 #7m > PR EFR T A ZCREY ~ 3 1.96 &k & > £

AR I 2 TR G lE 005 2B F K > F B G hni B o d BB
FZLFEET N ARBRLPRER AL R R ERZ H R
FAon RRELFRLF THASMCE 5 039 AFHRES Uk o ik

AR 2GR fe R Ar & 4-18 #7on "‘,’TT 7?2 P& 5 0.028 /] 3 0.055 H 4NCI-
GFI ~ AGFI ~ RMR ~ RMSEA ~ NFI ~TLIZ 2 CFI¥ # £ E 2 g iE2 % »
A N S S L L I S AT NS

# 4-17 LB R BRES TR AT A
4 L .
1%5Uﬂ 3B M4 R Bz ik CR.OE
1.7 8 4% 0,767 1
24590 0.800 1.164  14.03%**
e 3 EES 0.816 1.126  14.32%**
TR VU
4.% pfe ™ 0.740 1.152  12.87%**
5.54F LA 00.677 0.976  11.66%**
6.30 & 4 A 0.628 0.837  10.75%**
%0418 BB LBRZEMRAE L
ik ERE | AL REY | TERS
v P>0.05 P=0.028 * %
NCI <3 2.724 2 43
GFI >0.9 0.985 2 4
AGFI >0.8 0.945 2 4
RMR <0.05 0.01 2 4
RMSEA | 0.05~0.08 0.036 2 4
NFI >0.9 0.985 2 43
TLI >0.9 0.976 2 43
CFI >0.9 0.99 2 4
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s éﬁ&t’%ﬁw FOLAL 0 Bt el PRAR S AR 0 o 20 485D 17 4L -
AORRLT A RRGAR GNP 1A I E A LA R 270EF -
BRI O RERG I RERABDAMNE PRLFRZERE > TR
A 43 R o
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48 B RS A

POBREILAEETRD B LB MG AF - T
B 4~ 47 (path analysis)# 5% & & 8 71 % B T2 BERE A o

d % 4197 "> y?2.PE % 0.00 -]+ 0.05 > RMRi#E 0.066 421 H 12
B B3 Gk GFINFIIT > 2 12 8 mz 508 § g3 v -k
@ NCIZ 1.868 2* RMSEA & 0.054 -] >>H 1@ 2 4L % 5 » § *>AGFI ~ TLI 2
CFIR| S < A iR g - ¥ Up 242 k> 823X 5 - T4 AR 3
o BRI B A L LR B AT g Al
feRBt A LB FRE - B BT B kR

# 4-19 FHEAIZ g RA

ip ZEE RFErg % | &%
r P>0.05 P=0 L
NCI <3 1.868 2 4
GFI >0.9 0.864 Gl
AGFI >0.8 0.834 4
RMR <0.05 0.066 7 i
RMSEA | 0.05~0.08 0.054 2 4
NFI >0.9 0.844 Gl
TLI >0.9 0.909 243
CFI >0.9 0.92 2 43

ooV aE- o e PT R BalAE 0 FHEAR PR M ks i
¥ Ao 4-1 SRR B S BT o
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X13

X14

X15

X16

X17

0.132%*

0.285%**

/\
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0.332%*

0.356%**

Y1

Y2 Y3

Y4
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0.001

-0.076

0.241**

0.164
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0.219%**

0.668%**
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ok 4-20 5 0 ARG ED G 0 BRI EBEEE RREALRFRER
@E?ﬁﬁ@%@i%ﬁ’%i%ﬁk@A%ﬁﬁ&%wgzgﬁﬁﬁﬂ
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P R T o T R T RRIAL R HRER
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CHRERBLAT IR T AEFRLEF

% 4-20 7 Bk E S

=) By % GlcE tiE =R S
HI | »* etz te P8k 0.070 1.148 o
H2 ké&”&ﬂwmpaﬁa@%$1%ﬁ 0.001 0.016 FoA
H3 | WMt izs o » B8 jlik -0.076 | -0.752 3 A
H4 ?ﬁﬁfoﬁgﬁﬁjlé%éﬁjﬁﬁ 0.332 2.520% S
H5 | @Rtz ow B840k 0.241 2.100%* S
H6 ¥“T*f#V$%&jjbé%§L%fi 0.132 2.366%* S
H7 | b e m i A 2w B 82 B & 0.285 4.493%%*x | & =
HS | w B HeraI AT Lo B2 M & 0.230 2.547%* &
HO | P b R & » R0 BT 0.164 1.422 oA
HIO | R eRBL AT L v BB MG 0.356 3.700%** | & =
HIl | #RGLAFHPERELTEZF 2o P B2 MG 0.249 2.284%* S
HI2 | el B PR L AR 2w BT M % 0.219 3.056%** | & =
HI3 | R L AHERLPRT 22 B2 M % | 0.668 7.552% %k | &=

Baf s A 5 B BTk o~ AV ERELT S R Btk 0 BB Tk £
B RS R  RRRER s BB AR AT R 2L g X7
PARIE 2 o dok 421 Ao 0 AFEF P R M R s w R
ER M FREREHPESRLAT ] ERBERS > A HRRLBEATT
R Eocs o TRBIRBSFTT B SBRRG EHRRELA T
¢h S REEE A RRIRBSTT B HRERTERPF T &



EROFERELSRS, TRFF EREFREPS I REL THERL
PRICERESLBRERREL T P42 BEEwE > A RRABLRFRE
LARNEG BRI RSk o

30421 BfEck

NEN S TR | Bk | ook
PR S A At 0.07 0.03 0.10
I M RERRAE 0.13 0.00 0.13
LI e B Y 0.00 0.11 0.11
RrhE oG T 0.00 0.07 0.07
PRI SRRBLR 0.29 0.00 0.29
AT oRRLBR 0.00 0.21 0.21
v R -0.08 0.06 -0.02
v REMESER KRR 0.23 0.00 0.23
L N A LI N 0.00 0.15 0.15
LR >R EE 0.33 0.04 0.37
LR RIS AR 0.16 0.00 0.16
LR >R LBR 0.00 0.19 0.19
@;@iﬁe PR E 0.24 0.09 0.33

REM SRR AR 0.36 0.00 0.36
RHEM SRR LBR 0.00 0.31 0.31
PR ESRERL ?ﬁwi: 0.22 0.00 0.22
FRABILRRIRGE 0.25 0.00 0.25
FRSBLESRERLFERE | 0.67 0.05 0.72
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492 FRIFA|I G A EHEMEN LR 247

LIRFEA|AEZ tH T BT b erpRIFA T Pl d o s kR
R w R 3 REFESD o Ft o AP ORERIEE 7 A FHEN
B AR oAt - HEEF RIRARAI G E A F 2 TR M G ks
BEME L3739k o

d TR 42 A SR PRI R 2 BRI N B) 7
AP ER Z EREN I A HE o ARRIRGETHEREZH G
G o At P R E RN LEEL G CREERT I
ITHE > TAABITBER . ARRIRB S THERBLAMG S 6 0
B R BRI EFLI MG A ) 4
oo Bl GER . ARRCEHEPRBLAHERLPR B GKY LN
o WAL o MGER RREBARMRRG TS GG

+
Foo4 A MR LA D

0.223**

-0.024
0.276**

0.413%**

0.366%** 0.032

e

0.348%**

0.453%%*
0.494**

0.283#**

Bl4-2 4B pide 2 HOAR fost
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G SIREE R L ) S

0.123

0.367**

0.779%**

Bl4-3 W RIRTH2 AR HES
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