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Abstract:

Driven by the trend of sustainable transportation, the awareness of environmental protection in
various countries has risen. Governments of various countries are actively developing green energy and

encouraging people to use public transportation systems to increase energy efficiency. In 2012, the
Ministry of Transport of the People's Republic of my country proposed a benchmark plan for “building

a green transportation network”  based on the outline of the “National Energy Conservation and Carbon
Reduction Plan” approved by the Executive Yuan, and actively encouraged the public (city citizen) to
take public transportation and reduce the using of private transportation. In recent years, due to the impact
of the COVID-19 epidemic, the transportation patterns of people in many countries have changed,
especially in short-distance transportation. Short-distance transportation has become an alternative mode
on transportation. Public bicycles are become the first choice for people in short-distance transportation.
And the most representative public bicycle system in Taiwan is YouBike, which has greatly increased its
importance and utilization rate during the influence of the pandemic. However, once the pandemic
slowdowns in the future, it is still unknown that whether the transport volume of public bicycles will return
to the past flow. Therefore, this research will propose improvement strategies by exploring the service
quality of YouBike and strengthens the service quality of YouBike to increase its attractiveness, so as to
maintain stable usage in the future.

This study applies 3D-IPA combined with the three-factor theory, which is different from the
traditional IPA and modified IPA in the past. Both of them only use the traditional two-dimensional
quadrant diagram to determine the strategy. This study not only retains the Explicit importance and
performance, which obtained from questionnaire measurement, but also includes the implicit importance,
which derived by partial correlation coefficient, then the implicit importance is regarded as the third
dimension, analyzing the 14 service attributes of YouBike in a three-dimensional space. The grand means
of explicit importance, actual performance, and implicit importance were calculated for the cross-points
in the 3-D IPA cube, and understand the categories of the respective three factors of the service attributes



to determine which attributes are the excitement factor, basic factor or performance factor. Finally, the
scores measured by each service attribute are combined with the types of factors to formulate relevant
improvement strategies. It is hoped that YouBike will invest its limited resources in order to best meet the
needs of users.

The research results show that because of the three-dimensional space analysis, it decreased the
problem from the past research which the service attribute is located near the crosshair and difficult to
clearly provide strategy. In addition, 3D-IPA combined with the three-factor theory can solves the two
implicit assumptions of traditional IPA. 3D-IPA can also provide more suitable and accurate strategic
suggestions than traditional IPA in empirical research, which is more in line with national policies and
more logical. In order to improve the service quality of YouBike, this research suggests that the basic
factors whose satisfaction is lower than average should be prioritized to improve. The basic factors are
factors that lead to customer dissatisfaction. In order to avoid user dissatisfaction, managers need to
maintain these performance levels on average. Therefore, according to the analysis results of this research,
the service attributes that YouBike most need to improve at present are "Q3. Comfortable ride™ and "Q14.
Environmental safety . In addition, in order to improve user satisfaction, it is recommended that the
attributes of the excitement factor be more developed. Excitement factor is a very critical to the future
management of YouBike and the overall service quality, and can be used to distance itself from
competitors. Therefore, it is hoped that, with the permission of the resources, the transportation authorities
are advised to target the service attributes below, "Q2. YouBike appearance”, "Q7. Rental information ",
"Q8. Number of docks", "Q9. Number of YouBikes" and "Q10. Bike tracks".

According to “TKU Personal Information Management Policy Declaration®, the personal information

collected on this form is limited to this application only. This form will be destroyed directly over the
deadline of reservations.
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2.2 COVID-19 N Z3E T A%

2020 &4~ TCOVID-19 | (2019 4 #74] 5k s & Ao > T f LATS 9 L)

EHFAIBRBFFEL > 50D 5% Landig o L 5 IR FIDE L Rk dpr
B ARM PR ¢ GO R RIS UG o S R PALG ISR T
(Cartenietal., 2020) - 43 ®F »5 L4 4 {5 > & p %=t &> 1 80%(Hadjidemetriou
et al., 2020) ~ 7 % 3 4g,® (Santander, Spain) & p %=t T "% 76% - @ 7 | #
&R BT eiE ﬂia] Z Rt 7 — &+ (Bucsky, 2020) - Saha et al. (2020)** Er B e
AL NE B EfE S AR foF S SF A NE R B (P
PEFRF S VLR EREEAARAL B TR RO E RS {rL il iF
BRSO TR PR R EREY £ g R A RE

Ar BB AHER RS e 2 B EE T ol S Tt s At
mt RHR ,@4,’% E@RaoiiaETE o q iz ;‘p‘,;}f_:}]‘;‘;i T 5 @ 2 #(Connolly et
al.,2020b) o o **xrEE L E G B R BAM . 50 MERE A A% X B
LSRR MR AR R ES (od AT S LR BE)
B 2020 & 2 P Az A PGB R AR - B g T o ¢ 4 83 48 2020 £ 2 7
FERI ERHTEH203 30%> 396 A A m 442020 & 2 0 Eop e
A e £ 603 8075 ATHL50% 608 4 EAEFE2020E 2" w2 pT
IEE 5 150 2 250 g A& o2 PRl RS 150 3 200 Ak oo AR
COVID-19 Tiiﬁﬁ%}f‘? AP S o

Zhang et al. (2020) % L7 E 7 A E W HTTIo B W PTTM K P o 33
R R 4 A Hezl gkymfﬁgﬁﬁo @O A pE R A |§‘i‘gét 7T 5 & 2R A ih
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iﬁd/-,:.x FFLT GRR 0 R FFABRE
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Teixeira and Lopes (2020) &7 3 # » 17 COVID-19 3= % & éi%] & FLenl BpE
BRI E R T RLPFTD AT ERY T19% 0 @ 48 LR B E 90
YororpiFdaxad TR T 130484519 45 PEREFR
- B AR SRS X P T gy o Bucsky (2020)~ 4% 0 #E i aAs B
BAp AT ERITDDE D FRfop T2 L F G DF KR AW (485
23%fc 2%) > Az s E ok o Bk nE KU E A ?Y'\ﬁﬁ%]v’ £ 80% ° &P Faen
k51 2246 (non-motorized ) i& ﬁ%] AL R ET o H A A2 kA F
TG 22 Bflp A DB A 2 RT R ARIFNT 2 TR ER TR
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FIo vV R 2O R G 0 G Y FR R 72 AL IR D
e 5 2 A g 3] 2002-2004 & SARS e § @ 78 p (72 ¢ W4z T
%2 - odrpt - kX W»\%&é‘; RSk s R A ﬁﬁ%l ( Weinert et al., 2007; Simha,
2016)

Shang et al. (2021)¢ #* & &9#7 3 45 &1 & COVID-19 A jijs2 % » & & f {72
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% @ > Citi Bike # sp*fiTeno & AR OR & A o #7850 FIRI| AT O 8 B
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sharing.blogspot.tw/) iy » £ 1 2017 & & > >3k3 1525 ot p 78 k5L
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ARy PO p 78 224 2 pr (Shaheen, etal., 2010) -

AR LRI R - P ﬁ;‘éﬁ_f‘:ﬁ’n.fg”"{% S ol A - I
% & Fi L (Information and Communication Technology, ICT ) [k st i # it
FF R TR L R BRI L P T M8 R P B B DR g
A Hp 2 BN 5 1998 &2 W T (Rennes) s 4l A 72 24 (Smart Card and
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oo F1E VElO'V ik SLenzh BLiE (T8 2 f 14 0 VIR SEAEE 0 < A H e R ¥ JF—f
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#fiﬁ%éﬁﬁg@ s F] K PEE A p

.4

7
System,GPS) éh2> £ f {78 k5L, 7 b B gROTRET O BRE 78 R
T2 BRI AT LR HELEFF LA .4iljmx’e"*’f—‘§§"m’v " Bt
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(783X o bldoo D G 2008 £cd T 2 E P TR EF kA TR
AAE B TR 02011 EF A AN Biou sk B4EF 60,600 4w A (TE K 2416 B
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(user key) | HB# » 2% + KjR4d zbpchp (78 o LA Reng g% F i
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SBY LY BRFLLEP L0~ 4F]8 ] F20 > ZES ] FA -

P 4 4ts Rk 7 1 it 5 YouBike & City bike » 3 4 ¢ 3 ehiBike » £
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= Y RECh=4-0) T
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r M (Word of mouth ) ~ % ¢+ Z & (Personal needs ) ¥7 i 3 &5 ( Past experience ) °
BZRFNFRE DG EE > A 1990 E Ak N anfict Y F 0 - B FFE kI

External communications) o 1y T #-$HEE £ F pRIFZ B EFF AN pw IE
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R 4‘ FE AW A BT FE o F R RIFS AV E e T Bt B R
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(tangible) (tangible) PRFR A B ik 4 o
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dAEE s ¥ B RRGFE PRIFSF 0 Flet & SERVPERF - 8% = + - s AP AL

o

il
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4+4F Parasuraman et al. (1988)#1#& ) ¢7 SERVQUAL - 4¢ {# & -7 SERVQUAL~
SERVPERF £ 4 £ £ -7 SERVPERF > #-w & 7§ $53% ot fi T FEI2 o™ A75n o

1. SERVQUAL s TR+ 55 = Hrc—#H %

2. g SERVQUAL » TRt = £ &1 x (§%—¥ %)
3. SERVPERF» TjRir 5§ = 4%

4.  4cigeh SERVPERF > RS = £ &8 x i

Croninand Taylor (1992):%. 5 & 4r & &€ (7 SERVPERF & % #riF 2 2§+ & 3 >
i B % SERVQUAL - 4c 4 € SERVQUAL - 4¢ 4 € SERVPERF > Croninand Taylor
#w % SERVPERF mrﬁﬂé«f f2§f 4 g SERVQUAL &2 *b » By 3 s 5 R
Bl P (P FAFBEDL 2R ) > SRpEIRE TR TR » T RE
iR 0 FI %A 7 dp IR A 4o 48 ¢ SERVPERF x @5‘3._ PRA® S o

& ¢ ¢ Parasuraman et al. (1988)#7% & 7 ~ £ % SERVQUAL ¥ # < %4
BEPR I ERGESEBEF AN FEO SR LR AR B 7
B P~ h RS A IR BT PRI T A0 phgniR 2 Parasuraman etal. (1988)

AR NIRRT R ARG S AHMB DL R R o
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2.6 —(KFIEm

PRAR AR WA Y %waﬁzz&m%‘f%l“*m’”fm‘*”— A faprs s i
g;:r;z;gi gy;;&rﬁ}.%’ffﬁ B J]*gzﬁ.&véi? PRA% > F 2.5 H B PRGE

SRR ERRE AL 2 ML AR L 0 d Herzberg (1959)4#% 11 - &2 P4 o
AR EAHFHAIHIERA? BEAAR TR TR - RERFEHG

(motivation-hygiene theory ) 2 # %]+ 1% (two-factorstheory) - ]+ 134 i%
M ENPEEIBAE I RALFAREFA LA AFE P - S 5 T RER

+ (hygienefactors) , > %+ <« 5 E 21 FHhBE L1 FE LY OFF 0 F
Falde R a2 BA AL A EF R 11 Fhie A $ o WE L T R T
+ (motivationfactors) | > » F]F EH T S 1074 RBER > 272 EHPFS 7
YRR 2R TR AN AR AL 1 iR P
E&FE -

W4 30 & PRI T2 ARMA T & % 1245 Oliver (1980)##% & ¢ 3 7 4 5%
72 % | (Expectancy Disconfirmation Theory) » 2% tadp i & R 5B * F 4
o B PR AR ehRs Aok R R (perceived performance) 2 H P B w0 cndp B (7L R
Bl Tt o F R FEPIIRB ST BILAGR TR LR B I P 3
JRIZA 2 BRI > A R »’rr;'%,@/i MWHIFHRFE AL T BT - BRPH AHKTH

3

#E Fﬁgﬁﬂ 7= g Z'J’t}% /ia':j; * |E ]’?7 i “'K 17 % ﬂ Fl\éé‘ }‘@*7)[@ # Brandt (1988)% C” Z_
FlF AR LSRR TS 78 1 £ (Anderson and Mittal, 2000; Fller et al.,
2006, Oliver, 1997) -

Ji

= %]+ 2% (three-factor theory) £_Brandt »+ 1988 & 7 -Li% ) cPPRIF& %
AREIR 0 M E IR T 1t d Kano (1984) %74 2. Kano = & F et o 4 & %
FlE 2 P Ao Kano - SRS L ookd 0 A& F 3 Kano B ¥ 3
H1ET LV RAIRBET R - ﬁ&g}%‘f%ﬁ/} o Tt = TS A S B
g feen Kano = s & [ 4 24 502 (Deng, 2007) > 7 8 F 7 R @A g 2 5
* & #F = 73 1% (Johnston, 1995; Matzler et al., 1996; Oliver, 1997; Matzler and
Hinterhuber, 1998; Anderson and Mittal, 2000; Matzler and Sauerwein, 2002 )
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ZHFELE Kano - ARG A% A RIS E 4 JEFLE S

Kano = a5 fHs %8B 4 %A 5 1 74 FA&Y > % A B SRM 4o

1. %4 5% & % (attractive qualityelement) @ B & s & Zp% > BEZ € ¥
BE O APERFRES P EALTBALAR -

2. - A% F &% (one-dimensionqualityelement) : & &}t & Z pF > fE £ §
FEBL 2 LEPREEE 2RI -

3 % g‘;g;;frxg % (must-be quality element) : & & p & % pF - R € A2
T FRE A EHABAR A F A EAPELEI AL

£ &% & % (indifferent quality element) : & 2 3% 47 £ % >
WA ERFIIREDBAA

5. F w5 F &% (reversequalityelement) @ & & s & 2 P> B L ¢ ¥ 17 7
/%,&’7‘ ‘%Eﬂiﬁgéﬁmgﬁizﬁ,ﬁ,"

@ Brandt(1988)#& diz = F|F WA ZHA LB A AR SR L FTH > BRI E
%4 5 3mfAsE 0 (1) & M& f (minimumrequirement) ; (2) 4 % EH 1
(value-enhancing feature) ; (3) £ &% (hybridattribute) - 27 - 7%
HIRTAE 2 A UF L L8 £ B0 e A3 R R A% 240 F 0o 4 Johnston(1995)
T A PRI R S TR F5 (hygienefactor) | ¥+ 5 B E R THEME
5]+ (dual-threshold factor) | ¥t & % £ Bt F,;f@a 1+ (motivator) | ¥/

BH R

BRI TR R LY $ kA LA (AR ) o RS
M P PRIESF & F P 5 i * Matzlerand Sauerwein (2002) £ Matzler
etal. (2004a) #& 412 » 4 LAl HAT L WIRIAE F %4 5 Z MR T A#H TS
(basic factor) | ¥+ /& % & M & & - T # & #]5 (excitementfactor) | /& % 3 4 §
® e T3 (performance factor) | ¥ 5 B F HiE o

Matzler and Sauerwein (2002) &/ 7 4 1 32 4 | F & Al s & R0 R
LAEZTAZTEAT ZE BIRBABEMEEIZ FF P gt ign) s AR kI R
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ARRPEIES LT § A GRS LA ARG LH LTI T F

Matzler and Sauerwein (2002) 2777 ® HIIM'E 7 EERE M HEL R 2
ARG RIFRT
Bt ‘%2l & 2 g AL HERMOCUFEENEUEBAER Y TE
Fo Fl Rl MUY (T LARFS o B baka Bitiprt o TS H R T AL
CEIRROERT GEEARRRGIRG B £ R odrd (X 2T & T2 g4 R
TREINBEELRABLTERE > vV PHTRLASE LRI MG L L85 T
FALZIRE PR A S BERE SRR R 2T AT
EZEERAF o

o R E- nyﬂizz»r-p%‘rmﬂ: X EFELE B P TR IR

MR TS R EFA RN ZAR LA (T REEZ TS ) o

Ji

F]F b3 N dof] 24 1 0 = F]F 2 TR 40T 0
1 AR (3 KEFERR)

VAR G ERAEE A B R 2 F]F (dissatisfiers) o A#H F)F g AR
B 242 (1) 0T FFEAHTT G M Gle AR F 2R
FEPB{EE Y ERR S @O RLAE PR TR M
FEBRLREEF LTI RE oGP FFE RO E AR ST AR
FTAEAZBAR W FFEAPAEETREAL TR o FlF & Kano =

MEFHEN g A ST & % (must-be quality element) 4p # -
2 ®pFS (SOH - AEFERR)

ViR s ERAFE B A2 T3 (satisfiers) > BEFI g% L
2423 NTFFELEFTF Mo b4 HE S F RS jE BT S D
i~ % %% & 0 Matzler and Sauerwein (2002)3% 5 i3 BT AR L & %
Er M S FT LR S RAMESLA LS AF LR
RS 3 AL RE - 0 T8 Kano = M5 R ik 2R A

(attractive quality element) #p & o
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w
i
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i
A
4
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B
&
1=
e
TR
&'
A
B
\
e
*m
TN
'N
A
P
N

FFF A EARER - FERAGRFIHF I FEILE
Bo B g iR242+ 1 42 - > MERRFTF]F g M AT 1
EIELRCHENNTEIR242 2T £ (2 FF FR TR AR F
ERMEAIBAR F2 FREFPEMP  RPELAZ /L - &

Fl+ & Kano = A& F #03 - a5 & % (one-dimension quality element)

R

(2
High Implicit Importance/High
Explicit Importance =
Performance Factors
(Important)

(3)

High High Implicit Importance/Low
Explicit Importance =
Excitement Factors

Implicit Importance
(Derived Importance)

(2
Low Implicit Importance/Low

(1
Explicit Imporiance = Low Implicit Importance/High

Low Performance Factors Explicit Importance = Basic
P Factors
(Unimportant)
Low High

Explicit Importance
(Customers' self stated importance)

AL %R ¢ Matzler and Sauerwein (2002)
W 2.4 The importance grid
¥ ¢ » Matzler et al. (2004a)£r Ting and Chen (2002) 7 . % 4p 1 » 1995 =
F 3% d&&@ﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬂi’ﬁmﬂ@ﬁig%?@*&ﬁf%ﬁi&{
AR E AP D (IR 257 40) o@ FaaFF o HRFHE2 BT g
AR E BRI Hffome ot AHF]F ¢ RREFS L& FHRE X
R ) SRR ST

% 2 BEFRE T BEFS R
MEFELEE FHR SR AR M LR EEIRI LR FHRB L=
AP o
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Customer

delighted Excitement
+ factors
Performance
factors
Time
Expectations _ Expectations
not exceeded © exceeded

Basic factors

v

4L %k : Lai and Hitchcock (2016)

B 25=FF2EH T3 M AHE
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2.1 ERE mBRE DA BEAER

~# % # * Timportance performance analysis | = B 4£ 5 5 _ABI / INFORM /
EBSCO 1 database 7% 4p i < }J% V1977 & 1P 15,3 2020 & 7 F 10 HLehd
H&% A7 281,618 B+ w B4R chi % o 5 e 75 278,136 £ - feikd
1,255 % ~7 £ 87976 f ~ € 3R L MR L ekt 1,166 f -1 (v & 4M4R 285 4 -
He IPAC SR LEY 45 & £A85 > 403z s (Evans and Chon, 1989; Jin et al.,
2008 ) ~ #4< i 2 ¥ (Chuand Choi, 2000; Mueller and Kaufmann, 2001; Deng, 2008 ) ~
3@1] (Chouetal., 2011; Chou, Tserng, Linand Yeh,2012) ~ % % %% % (O'Neill
& Palmer, 2004; Alberty & Mihalik, 1989; Ortinau, Bush, Bush, & Twible, 1989 ) ¥
B ik ( Dolinsky, 1991; Dolinsky & Caputo, 1991; Hawes & Rao, 1985 )

p 1977 & Martillaand James 5 & 4% &1 IPA A (2 2 5 > 257 3

"

FE R
27 ELSEVIER - Sage ~ Routledge... ¥ 45 -8 jieg 7 ¥ 158 J < fix » £ 7 10
RARS A > BRI d Martilla and James (1977) #7#& 11 e figdy 0@
( Data-centered Quadrant Approach, DCQA ) z_ @& %L IPA ;2 i * - & F £ 59%
(33/58) it~ % #c> A ¢ /Tf‘u{."z TEM B L RANBTHETL L3R B

( crosshair) z z_i+ o

Vb - R g H R g 5w g = Y e (Scale-centered
Quadrant Approach, SCQA ) T 5 - F 4 ~ 1 R gh2_ 7 {1 > v (] %) 12% (7/58) -
¥4 5 IPA ;2 (Diagonal line) =t &)< 51k 3% (2/58) - i3 i+ IPA % IPA £
Three-Factor Theory & & &9 ;2 » @ Fuzzy IPA ~ BNN-IPA ~ FN-IPA ¥ &t i3
IPA> ik 12%(7/58 ) ¢ Burns( 1986 )i ! e1f # IPA( Simultaneous Importance-
Performance Analysis, SIPA ) =t &P & 7% (4/58) - 4c » 7 & ﬁ &1 |PA

( Competitive importance-performance analysis, CIPA) % ik 5% (3/58) o & #-%
8 IPA Ap BE = Jgkﬁgiﬁlﬁ?% 27T LSBT BT AT BN A
Bod MY SEARRIEIERE (2B FRELFE T AR
BEXRFEFLAE O NEFPIRFLBRLAEERAR -V A B2

R WA B R TR I BB A R
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F 2-TIPAAPM < pRFR (1977-2020)

oy . e y Bl £ =

i FiAR ®A ] P ) IPA &
James and Martilla(1977) B R 284 14 4 | DCQA
Crompton and Duray(1985) v 544 28 5 | SCQA
Burns (1986) - - - - | SIPA
Evans and Chon(1989) 25 FTR 400 11 7 | DCQA
Arthur L. Dolinsky(1991) B Gk 787 6 X | SIPA
Go and Zhang(1997) gk s 61 22 5 | DCQA
Mount(1997) kS *H 26 5 | DCQA
Novatorov(1997) HEP 56 16 5 | SCQA
Hudson and Shephard(1998) B ol 2 R 151 97 5 | DCOA
Choi and Boger(2000) A 252 45 5 | DCQA
Chu and Choi(2000) ¥ 343 26 7 | DCQA
Weber(2000) gk 167 28 5 | DCQA
Raymond K.S.Chu, TatChoi(2000) | #~ & ¥ 343 33 7 | DCQA
Hultsman(2001) B 41 27 4 | DCQA
Joppe, Martin, and Whalen(2001) ¢ 359 15 | 45 | DCQA
Mueller and Kaufmann(2001) SR FE 344 22 6 | DCQA
Yavas and Shemwell (2001) ¥z A # 15 7 | CIPA
Bruyere et al.(2002) > 1,157 6 5 | DCQA
Tarrant and Smith(2002) YEE SR % 15-24 5 | SCvsDC
Janes and Wisnom(2003) FRAF (E 2 2R 55 39 5 | DCOA
Wade and Eagles(2003) 2 [l AR R 13 5 | DCQA
O'Neill and Palmer(2004b) zf‘]ﬁ?”:ﬁ’r 353 22 5 | DCQA
Zhang and Chow(2004) ¥ 438 20 5 | DCQA
O'Leary and Deegan(2005) v 569 18 5 | DCQA
Bei and Shang (2006) a4 610 18 5 | SIPA
Aktas et al.(2007) s 645 14 | 4/5 | DCQA
Beldona and Cobanoglu(2007) igE 256 24 5 | DCQA
Ryan and Huimin(2007) vV 941 51 7 | DCQA
Tonge and Moore(2007) a2 ) 132 14 5 | SCQA
Deng (2007) B AT 371 21 5 | PCANLT
Deng (2008) B R AT 412 20 5 | Fuzzy IPA
Deng, Kuo, et al. (2008) B 412 20 5 | RIPAG
Deng, Chen, et al. (2008) A 412 20 5 | BNN-IPA
Jin, Qi, and Chiang(2008) mEE SR % 10-13 5 | DCQA
Rial et al.(2008) W 358 10 5 | DCQA
Deng and Pei (2009) iR AR 412 20 5 | EN-IPA
Lee and Lee(2009) 5 469 30 5 | DCQA
Smith and Costello(2009) ¥ afiayy 308 27 5 | DCQA
Vaske et al.(2009) 2R 368 17 5 | SCQA
Koh et al.(2010) A Ap B 214 21 5 | SCQA
Kuo et al.(2010) € R 246 27 5 | DCQA
Tafesse et al.(2010) B¢ 59 9 7 | DCQA
Frauman and Banks(2011) e R 263 34 5 | DCQA
Caber, Albayrak, and Matzier(2012) | * = 821 20 5 | RIPAG
Milman, Li, Wang, and Yu(2012) = [l 1,042 41 5 | DCQA
Murdy and Pike(2012) Yo 65 23 7 | DCQA
Obonyo, Ayieko & Kambona(2012) | % 4 PRi+ 157 13 5 | SCQA
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e 1 g . Bl £

e % PiA¥ LR Ly | PAR
Taplin (2012) B 4 7 322 17 7 | CIPA
Ziegler et al. (2012) 2<) 397 15 5| DLM

Lee, Choi, and Breiter(2013) v 696 7 5 | DCQA
Moyle, Weiler, and Croy(2013) v 518 48 5 | SCQA
Sorensson & von Friedrichs(2013) Yo 289 24 10 | DCQA
Chen (2014) A A 240 23 9 | czIPA
Hyung-Sook Lee(2015) o & B 4 ) 697 23 5 | DLM
Chen and Chen(2015) BB 656 18 7 | SIPA+TFT
Cheng et al. (2016) = F 352 30 5 | Fuzzy IPA
Lai and Hitchcock(2016) SR FE 299 62 7 | 3DIPA
Phadermrod et al.(2019) BERT B 155~ 43 9 5 | IPA+SWOT

4 %k © Lai and Hitchcock (2016) 2 457 7 32

A E e B34 5 %2 IPA (back-propagation neural network based IPA, BNN-IPA) ;& 5 4 4
e ZOT JRA% & F 2. IPA (competitive ZOT service quality based IPA, CZIPA) ;r #icdz & ¢ s e1% 1R
;% (data-centered quadrants approach, DCQA) ;%1 & 2 4-7| (diagonal line model, DLM) ;#icks IPA
(fuzzy IPA, FIPA) ; &t ik # i3 e IPA (fuzzy neural based IPA, FN-IPA) ;i 4p b 2 4540 f 2R $Hikc
f& 3 (partial correlation analysis and natural logarithmic transformation, PCANL) ;i3 i+ IPA %42
(revised IPA grid, RIPAG) ;2 & & 5 # % "% (scale-centered quadrants approach, SCQA) ;12
£ % 57w vs uEkdp i ?ow (Scale-centered vs Data-centered, SC vs DC) ;= #5123 (three-
factor theory, TFT) ;F # IPA (Simultaneous Importance-Performance Analysis, SIPA)
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2.7.1 84 IPA ( DCQA ) ISR AP/ VA ( SCOA)

~F 3 # Martilla and James *t 1977 # % D nE R R — R LR A T4 2
( Importance-Performance Analysis, IPA) 5 @5 IPA> - faf % 7% =i
G T REFREASSRBBREOTREREERLE HF LT EHFA]
o634 R E P 284 (> EfIw e (45%ehw e ) > R AP £ R B &R
LR L pFEL 14 BEHEP 2 four-pointscale  iEH 2R 0 F A B H#-284 (>R
2 Loy ivEhE p AR Y o IPA B A RE L A (Importance) ARG Y
#h o % & A& (Performance) % X i > Martilla and James 32 5 IPA R &k i¢ * %%
Tiak s 3~ 2R 2k (crosshair) g 2% 4 o @ ¥ ¢ - R &R IR
£ ¢ 5P ik (SCQA) § 1T+ F 4~ 2 < g > SCQA %7 3 # gt DCQA s

U BRY A - fRih E AL TR AR BER G TR o

EF e R RBLAPRAR " 2 5§72 (Direct Measures) = i » iz
TEERTT B ER ARG o F I LA Y B R AR R &
ﬁgf%fk7ﬁv*5ﬁ
IPAF§ (& fost 3 &5

E > B & enim g o 4o Rial et al. (2008)3# 3137 %
FEERRIARDHERE > € FER LSt o RE
vk TR BRI HFAARED FRIMOFT o ¥ ¢ Bacon (2003) ¢
Wy R IR

AR R Fl2 - o

-n\

CEHRREFTIRICGTARLLPALRER LAY S

Abalo, Varela, and Manzano (2007)# ! » € & 4 & & %% (Indirect Measures)
YRR G BT R TR K- TR AT I FRMEFEL N
¥] 5 Bacon (2003) tf™ 3 ¥ & Pl p A phiE (self-stated) e & (T a pEY £ E R
TR F - ROPF - FEJFRFELALIRFEA N kB E AR FF
PHEW TP BB ALTEAS T RS R T o ¢ "% M (Vaske, Beaman,
Stanley, & Grenier, 1996) - & % L 0 g = 2 L@ * 5 chiw §F (i
(Dolinsky and Caputo, 1991, Matzler and Sauerwein, 2002, Matzler et al., 2004) - ie
Ao AP E TR §HEEBEE 2 F e #E(Mittal et al., 1998, Sethna, 1982) >
TPV R ik SR AE(Bacon, 2003, Danaher, 1997) 0 ¥ - f& ¥ R R & 2
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i AR
i

K 4 4 37 (O'Leary and Adams, 1982, Deng et al., 2008a) - 3| p = 7
AELT R RES N A

=
—h
«)

IPAF S # 3

1.

F| DPRFE e I R 1B S 0550 i 4E £ 24 > Martillaand James (1977)

ki
ot

ZERABEARAABA A BT FE

BEE i AR BEANETE2R 2 TRAAR A BEREFTR - £
ERHEHASSIIRBEEOBEFEERMLE S BLRE A A S A
FF»ZZ-‘—;F’%T

#H BB PRAE L FUFIR o

i E AL & & (Importance) 4R % Y b & & & (Performance) % X
fho UFELEHE L P CELLIFAONRE R - AT LG B R

1 o

B B B PERRERIARTARL AR b A3 Y o 4Rl

2.6 #7% > TIRBE M LB JET R RE o

IPA % $ 727~ % #r % & chi, & °

3 1

FIRALE R R T A “'J@E%’l Sl PRI KB B st R I“} AR
e 3t

EE
I3 H Bigticd 2w (Concentrate here) -

L3 AR 2 PRI £ K RIS
BRES FE O E AL AP R E B X (Low Priority ) 0 ¥ -

. #}E}i'@ fifﬂﬁ:’ /%i}ir'g ’ ;}FI@;:T 7 ﬁﬂmﬂij}%r} )y fe PRjZ‘i ér’#ﬁ’ﬁ

Ji

W iE O RIEE LR et IR Bl BAR £ F (possible
overkill ) » & 28 B~ 1 BB PF > &7 0 R IIRIAE B R D AR



Jr CRERALALA SR ALY RSB B 2 R EY PP
&

T
SPRFE R R T & ik iE 0 B BT A R LB R M 4% (Keepup

the good work )
Importance
5
4.5+
QUADRANT 1 QUADRANT IV
'Concentrate "Keep up the
4] here' good work'
3.54
.
2.5
QUADRANT II QUADRANT I1I
‘Low 'Possible
2 Priority ' Overkill'
1.54
1 T ™ LELES BLELELELE B -
1 1.5 2 25 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
Performance

R k& - Martilla and James (1977)
W 2.6 Importance-performance grid
EEEF P BARPIPAEZEEZE®RLSE N F - UG blde S8 B
FRpme g TR e p oA BETREE TRLAE ) %
FUN s e 2t dRiT I‘.g;k,w:i G ER 0¥ R - BEHRAT & ¢ 237 975
Bl e B g BH k> A HY > FERRLBIAY LA 284
R ELSBE PR epr T r E Ak - F# P o Tarrant and Smith

~~
N
o
o
N
~
F_
‘ﬂn

éﬁ;l]? r«r-l—u»hmqt,vr,}F{E r—-]‘i_&r%.% g(,hmf’;) _“aift%'l)ii

N

35 % 3 s 351 R AR aH BB A ARG f FES
(7 app' i R 1) el B 2%

R B SRR B TR SRR S dep

BEARFER T AR - #Enl Pl R B

- KPR PR B HER R - B R
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Importance
5

4.5

3.5 { A

Performance

T % & : Tarrant and Smith (2002)

¥l 2.7 Revised Importance-Performance Grid
Tarrant and Smith (2002) %= [F‘Je PR Y - A7 5N 4R 22 X (standard error,
SE)~ 4 E P > pldrte AL/ 52 30~ THE % 34miE® s s 1550 SE®
50274 e FH AL 2 50-T3@E 2 34 78T L 1.0 0 SE &5 02120
g ToEgp o b R BN EIFDERE G TR

W EBRBHE > PUFEER BfoR L R B EEL > B SE e 7]
IPARI chpf > 64 - BRERRN > THEL? Priedtiud (£E28R) o
kT (BAR) I W BARNSERLERRANSET G TR o0 Ft R
RPN EF AL Vi E s M SEE R B RAMABR B
BN A EEE LN FIL v F PN P A o BRI R dok i
it 2R BhR R E - B R o BlheRl Y B A BT IR IPAE T R

PARZREAE G ek R hu U R BLR F e Rl Y B B Ao o

g AR R

N

BRI AR IR o
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e PUBCS BT 5 & AUHCN LR

Martillaand James (1977) # - B4o3 I IPA PG > R $hene 28 5 £
Bk FE 0 FlE IPAEEApHE 2 LG HhiEeF - AR e iz
7 P E gy 0@ (Data-centered Quadrant Approach, DCQA) » F]t 2 = BL ¢ 4%
KR THELRERTIEFI ROz E (Fordetal,1999) - & - 277 K*
PR gheniz ¥ L § 4 0@ .« (Scale-centered Quadrant Approach, SCQA ) » &4
Lowenstein (1995) ~ Ortinau et al. (1989)¥2 Go & Zhang (1997) » # &)k » EH_7
BERFEL RERRBBRARATIREIARE LB 4o i S %R
HosS - it ik b R LW hiEETIRA TR PG 2 R - LRI RS
B-rj EEpolaucg s SR EDRGRE BRI R T2 LG B E
b kg F 3 R3T 2R BRI B 0 3% I e 0g hdk g 2w f]fué_é‘_’a*
A FE T 0 F) AR AT R LRSS chAs #2072 i 2 > Bacon (2003) 3G aw
WERDFIMBEAXIRGRFTHE S N E- B sclden A7 AT

SRR AR ARt h A
2.7.2 51848 IPA )% (Diagonal line, gap analysis)

FF BADIPAL X FIRLDET L AR EE T R g o RET
JRAF i g - L E ) e ik w—qu}ugé»z F (Bacon,
2003) o ¥ 5 AT F R F A M IPA 2 kT A IPA B T RELEE > blde
Hawes & Rao (1985) ~ Levenburg & Magal (2005) ~ Sampson & Showalter (1999) ~ Slack
(1994) o 4B 2.8 #577 » p- = 2 L 0 AL w P nAB RH AR EA A F EAR
% 3 o Bacon (2003)#3% M &k 5 K BAF LM H P 40 BE G Ap e ait
EiRhs (I1=P) « BRE> 24 %8 (E2RFBLAR) LA S8 RiD
ARBM LR BEARERF L BB A T2 AURS(LRPEEBLR)
A SRR &R ¥b o £ & BRIRE R E L IEA 17(gap analysis)2. fF ih
A B F NI % 7 5 (Ford etal., 1999; Sethna, 1982) -
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i
ra
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_3: r
&
= #
o=+ I
jui |
=] i
€2 i
o Iy
i
&
Performance

4L %% o Lai and Hitchcock (2015)
W 2.8 ¥ & s IPA = (Diagonal line model)

AL T A THER RE TR R 2 FahZ £ - Taplin (2012a)3% 5 £ §E
AE Y U RARLFHLE T g TR BN B IPAGH D] i
RHEEABIAFTERADHESN S B IPA P e BRAFILLABZ &%
% o Saunders (2007)3& F| £ E4 477 12 iE @ * ¥ & RE- IPAR A 23 B RE
AIEA RFEF A AR R F AT FNHER T FRBBEE S R
LR L A BIRIF BT Bt AR pE s { T R AR oD
Bt i g ek AL pe (FI8 LAY {8 ) o Taplin (2012a)4% 3|82 25 3L £ jEA 47
RARFEFIRBPEEF R -FHERNTAOF IR SRR T E R S LTI
iR T AEA A BRREEFET P EA A RR B o A A 7
€T 4G % eh- T oo v g Sever (015)RFFE HIA L 0 RnEHERIPAZE
B IPA (DCQA) v g = 27 wix (SCQA) 4ptt » ¥4 5 IPA 2 i 3% e

1 .

?ﬂg&,%ﬁgﬂ%J

—=

2.7.3 Fri& R F & IPA(Competitive IPA, gap analysis)

% F @ IPA 2 SR TR LY > k- F 00 RIREL P A R A
o840 T gRE T F i L3S 0 4 F]¥t Yavasand Shemwell (2001)f= Taplin
(2012) 3% &F= § ¥ @%frﬁgma $HE DGR E QLIPA AT F ¢ Lok T X
chik e Taplin (2012) a7 ¢ %5 AR ~ €2 AL (BARBRHELLER)
BEL H R A E TS A F oY ¢ RINM A AT - B F Il eniE
PR RIR Y ik L e BB AR SRR ZRE R REH PR L
EREBRLAEARBREEDH RS HE iR AL G R PlEAR Y F A
MEF BT LG8 E AL % i (Deng, 2008) o ¥ ¢ > L ipl ehiFiE S
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AEEC R EIEHFEA RS S0 B AR B AR L

P BEERA o

Competitive IPA = 3 = &

o+

A% 2 Taplin (2012) 5 o1 aﬂzpﬁﬁﬁiig,az:ﬁig 7 IPA

FEGAPADETHI AT B b B BRERRG RE  Ra #
J%%QF%EEB%%@*ﬁ”iﬁmﬁaﬁﬁiﬁﬁ Feift B s Tl e
FRAZRFTASE R

QWWWWPA1$QE?~%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁw%ﬁ%{ﬁi%ﬁﬁ
LR -FTORLAPER WML FNTLRLAF 7RG REIRELR
BAR GRS F) o YA AME O AR v“%ﬁ%%? 2 g ko
PR e e ek B R rﬂvq LEEE K i HER
d 3 Ap e BT P T it L3 7 FenE & B o CIPA FRFEER AR rE
£ R B REF i el R TR

CIPA Y ¥ % = achBlk 7880 IPAis L A2 £ & B> % i Taplin
(012)Erm T AREEER2Z Bl o7 Xgha B RS % &8RS F T o0
TLRARR Y PR L P R R B RE A PER RBRAPF 7 3 LT ERLR
BIIHERRE -

2 Bl CIPA Bl A2Y > 4Bl 29 777 » 1R B¥ U3 F o Bhlk® o §
FoPRIARER LR G E P R AP ERHROBRLAR P RLF VLR RS
BoRAPHRHREL RAGERL FhE & A A k%2 ¢ 5 “concentrate here

7 ’rﬂLLI-§JuIPAm”TF‘EII}?\ /2‘!13’7}‘&‘1 l'liiq*ﬁ”"

BT REBEERRZ g jES ?."lifﬁ’éi’ﬁ‘fﬁifﬁf e s E R L
BEA 45 > 7Rub Bt IR b B 8 % hRAES € TR o ZaEnL B (P Y
@ﬁéﬁiﬁ)#?ﬂﬂﬁéﬁiﬁiﬂ(B%ﬁ@ﬁi&%éﬁii%i&)
FEARBAER R LR - F N KPP R R RS F L EEL L5
GO=G1—02=(P1—I1)—(P2—Iz)=(P1—P2)—(11—12)=P0—10
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TR PR RTIORLR S TH2 A AR ST LR T
HOSPHHFRBEREF LR BGo =6, — G R 7 a5 L3Eha
r77P0=P1—P2?,”ﬁz#’;F$?;~ 2 *%é‘]’@‘ﬁﬁi'ﬁm/%ifgéﬁﬁ’lozll_IZE'J’E"LE ?F‘

HeomL St & R Lo

CIPA £_ (P, —P,) tp%t* (I, — I, ) 8 » 4o B=r7 > Ft 3 - R
P22 g & SUEHERR S 0D RE G 2B K 0L B F RIS B L SRS T 0 D

(P—Py) — (Ii—1,) =07 i@ Bl bttt o

14
= -~
x4
17
21 / "
e 12
g ! 8
z [}
g o 3
s s
§ - - 16
gz :
2 15
o
=t
1
P 5
e 7
912 10
T T T T T T
0.1 o0 01 02 03 04 05
Performance difference

74 kiR : Taplin (2012)
% 2.9 Competitive IPA
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2.74 1E1F IPA (IPA + =EFIE:m)

Gp IPA BF 5 a0 b e SRR LR * > B ad =~ 2000 # 2 2
Ax kA% F Ay B IRT] IPA A X BEX B o 4o Deng (2008) &=y ® 3 3] 0 o
WA IPA LA BEIER F- BELABEENELRERIALS B2 ¥

B 5 BABEBLREFMBLRZ T OH GLRY fHfEa-

%07 ez i3 IPA g0Rf 48 0 Matzler and Sauerwein (2002)# H1 - IPA B & =
FlF s (LR TBEIPA, ) o BT EE S e A E

EEERA 4] S APAREEL > FREFHFLFLRAL R AP
Bk RERBRAREE LR EE R R 2 g B % (Lai and Hitchcock,

2016) - »* 2000 + = 2010 # ”ﬁgéf”é’i'}g%% TR S s Ep?ﬂ“\'fg’%gzi‘_ﬁ)i’\
i* 42 - Matzler, Fuchs and Schubert (2004)4p i & 8 % ~ae jF £ V8 7 £ & R pF>
JRAZEI BRI BE2 B e 24l EXAPFI T ¥ Hh2%A7 54

A

féﬁ#ﬁﬁ%’wwaééiﬂﬁﬂ - B EHEE -4 Hair,

Anderson, Tatham & Black (1995)er#= § & % » is Pk g 2 ¥70 7 ¥ 5 £
iﬁﬁ%’%ﬁﬂﬁﬁgﬁ’mﬁ&iib*iﬂk R LR DR -
Matzler et al. (2003) ip %ﬁﬂ AR B 2B fa Rl b A f‘f“ A7 ATiE A e AR

o

W%ﬁﬂﬁﬁpfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%zEEE@°%@#ﬁ???ﬁ%
HiE a7 a2 582 £ & & > 4 Fuzzy IPA(Cheng et al., 2013,
Deng, 2008), ~ Back-propagation neural network IPA (Deng, Chen and Pei,2008) -
natural logarithmic transformation IPA (Deng and Pei, 2009) - F i 2 812 & IPA
Fyivrz ag U e W% 0 w5 %)% Martillaand James (1977) s0i# st =
HEUBGHAER ARG EER R L EFTR G- LB ERA T -
BLBRAARNTHEER TRETSERE - TRLE  cTHEAELZR )

TR Bl w X Rk AT R IPA ST 2 BB £ 28
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3 28312 IPASMFE

(ka1 A % FRIZELRDZE | R
Matzler and Sauerwein | ¥ FeIT#8F | 5 ~ i b hEEE &R VS
(2002) EIELRR
Matzler et al. (2003) 8 E i AR B T2 3 )t WAV

EIELR
Matzler et al. (2004) T Y b st g S VS

EIELR
Deng (2007) BAAEE | mip b T MR R VS

B ECR EIELR

Deng, Chen, and Pei B A A<t % | back-propagation AR VS
(2008) neural network TI2ERR

TR KR AR EE
BEEE = FF LT F 2xfE B4 IPA i BREZAEFEER > A 2 TS
%me07ﬁﬁ’MWG%M#Wﬁ%ﬁkﬁﬁj%ﬁw’9W§%4%?
% (attractive quality element) ~ - & & & & % (one-dimension quality element )
% A& F & % (must-be quality element) ~ & £ B 55 & % (indifferent quality
element) £ & & 5 F & % (reverse quality element) - ¥ 3P 7 [ 8g S| $ 2 = 4
ARFARDRE FEFALBERE BRI RITIRBHE A RS 5 Z Al T
Z FF 2% o f e FF dn A#H F]+ (basicfactors) ~ ¥ »xF]+ (performance
factors) f-# & #]+ (excitement factors) - # # %)+ SErE L Foo bk A H A
PIRAAHE O R EEREEDI R Bk R AR T2 ERHNECRR
Beom %Pt § BRBALNIBRIL > LA B LR RE ok B L2 ET
RIFUERESRLE LA BEFL 5147 BLAR -
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B2 IPAFEE 4

d 3 p A i IPAGHTY 537 548 blde Fuzzy ~BPNN... % » 27 7
r2 Matzler et al. (2003)z_" Importance-performance analysis revisited: the role of the
factor structure of customer satisfaction" 3 & » %7 3 e * >0 4 £ - Zm g 2 ik

AR A ATE ) FEMRBEAEEZER R > P00 T2 7323 ) F & TKano =

BEFREAEE  REFRBESTHEFE2Z 28> 0T 231 IPA 2 3w
i

1. ﬁi%ﬂ&?ﬁ%&ﬁ%(ﬂﬂé@mﬁ&@%ﬁﬁt&~ﬁﬁ&)~ﬁw
EFBLERE BN EAGE O AINRIFNEF B R B S R K

=4 >Martillaand James (1977) 5 £ E R E R AR A B A R0 BAEE K E -
2. AFREREL  RENETERE  DETHEH  GRRSHE

3. MY PERELELERML MEEER > SBRY B ki A 4 (partial

correlation) F{EFEZ £ & B o

4, ¥~ = T3 123 0 1945 Vavra (1997)sndE & & 4t 0 7 U E R R B G
MHERRASBEEIEREABGEF VRO FRTRTHNL TR 0 K
AT ET T K A RA RHTF B E TS e F S o 4o Rl 2.10
“rom > Vavra (1997)4p 1 8 § 51+ &R 5 ¢ £ e il i E & R A il
TEFRBAEFERRABOREEFFHEMBLAZRARE (LT
PR BARRAARTF I T RFOVELER A MPES R B A

I AHTFFHERMBLRPE A T - ROIEETERRA

\
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B Performance
=  Excitement 2
£y Factors factors
e el LMD &
== iR {High
(Satisfiers) . =
p importance)
o
- 2
5 3
i -
ﬁ -
EE
- Performance i
: Basic
> tactors fact
g i actors
{Low fig
o { mssatishiers)
imporance)
Low High
Explicit
Importance

ALKk - Vavra (1997)
B 2.10Vavraz € & &
AEFE G RAEBB LI E LR REEI LR R R ToY FAE,
BRI TR o Mot R TR T > Bk 22T BB

2 F]F A -

st 2 4 -9 05 & & (Actual Performance ) 3 X #h- '8 7 £ & & (Implicit
Importance ) AR 5 Y b o BEES £ L BT a0 Bl B PR A DR

gz BaafEd > ol 211 fror e

0.75
EJI & Accuracy
; 0.65 ¢ Communic
8 Understand
£ * * ¢ Knowledge
a Selection
o o
< 055 ¢ Speed ‘Famll‘ry
2 )
s o ¢ Financjal
5] . Reputatio
g ¢ Politeness
= 0.45
jS + Canvenience
)
=]
g 035
5 * ATMAccess

0.25

3.85 3.9 3.95 4 4.05 4.1 415 4.2 425 4.3 4.35
Performance

Tk %R ¢ Matzler, K., Sauerwein, E., & Heischmidt, K. (2003)
W21 EZERRABRLAW
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2.7.5 G2 IPA(Simultaneous IPA, SIPA)

IPA % 1977 & Martilla and James #% 1 fs ¢ SR * 303F 5 A £ 4556 > 4

WERFEPEE RIS - BRAFRP AT B I HWR I F ERE Y >

PHAP P EFOMT a2 27 Y g H R RS AR D B
L Burns (1986)# 11— B &7 34 0 g3 WL H R R R Aot - ke

HlehF BBt Ho i @A IPAR S RE X PR RS B2 ako
~ ko fpEeY @ IPA dhr fE S w0 SIPA Bl EE B % i N fEeh i
T BRI GBI “‘f 1A g ehig Ao B o> SIPA

2 F g A 3 p Pl (2 (Bei and Shang, 2006; Burns, 1986; Dolinsky,

FA AR SIPAZE ) FRALEN - Bhif F S &Haiksd & kg
e g B0 ¢ FERROER RS M P RHROBLA 2 R
1% % & o Chenand Chen (2015) &= 5 © #% 3| i 5L IPA #3% = SIPA £2-% % 4
e & SIPAAYTY + ABELRFA S 7 & KT o B kPR R R
FRLAHFASPERELERBLAD WA W RGP EED L8RS

HABE R R A 8 T & R ek 2-9 97 o
PR AR AL A

<,

1. Head to head competition & $t& s | JRIFEPZEF £ B o %07 AR

BEBE PR AE B EI I PRI T P o LA PRI

’ﬁt“
=

2. Competitive advantage < g4t : JREF-BEEATEL o 2 7 AP RBHES

Bond LB LH L DA O P R FF L BE .

3. Competitive disadvantage %< 7 %t : JRIZ B 2EF £ 8 o & £ 207 ARG
BB AR Bl HE OB AR SR P RRIEE YR BB
L ¥ REGE;R o

58



Neglected opportunity 4% & 41 DRI

gl R “
LHLDLRT o FEBF P et 2R ES A RO P
?szﬁj‘gﬁﬂgﬁv‘ﬁ% WA b aigg oo
5. False competition 4 3#crse s @ JRIFBET 2 E & o FF 2 F AP IRBBIE
PEnA LA TP ARIH LAY EHE AT IEE > L G
gﬁ/ ?'?TS;%_% DR P A et PRAR A1 ¢ /Qﬁ%?}ﬁ °
6. False advantage 45 i 4t %;%i‘ P R RBHE Y AR B RS
Lo ERBBEIFIER o FaER o PV RRAEE T S TR
7. Falsealarm &5 3fcn¥ 2 ¢ i S H L AR R R > B
PrdEL X2 2 ERFEE DM EFNMET LR 77 Rt IR
i BRI g e
8. Nullopportunity s »ce ¢ g o7 2 Ha L At BHPHLART &
CHPTAEL B FRES B R L B 2P 2 RRRS IR
PRI ok o
% 2-9 SIPA 2. &
Attribute Company S CompetltOr S _ Service
Attribute Attribute Service Strategy of SIPA Strategy of
Importance
Performance | Performance IPA
Good Head to head competition (K) Keep Up the
Good —
Hiah Poor Competitive advantage Good Work
9 Good Competitive disadvantage (P) Concentrate
Poor Poor Neglected opportunity (P) Here
Good False competition Possible
Good .
Poor False advantage Overkill
Low
Poor Good False alarm Low
Poor Null opportunity Priority

7L k&R Burns (1986)
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2 8 /J\Il\l:l

RN

1.

L
P —

Fit s M AT AR 2 Q;EJTP\ ) BT E BEheT
AP R AR RIS RS R

oL E KRR L IR 40T < 2002 1 2004 £ S E &

4o
et 3 g 1 3 (SARS) « o B T B

—_
B

BEREFETLEREL
bR BEHE —’fﬁﬁ&i’ﬁﬁi@?] BR 2 B - AT i 54 (Weinertetal., 2007,
Simha, 2016) - @ 2020 4 #3754 & (COVID-19)ch 58T » 25 5 52§
B3z :@ﬁg@;ﬁg&] PEp TR S EFT 2 g A 25 (Teixeira &
Lopes, 2020; Shang et al., 2021) - f@&EL!ﬁs?]sh PrfEA-A K8 ST P
TREHE B R R H AR é-f—Iiéﬁi}i%J AR A Lew gk gofs 1w pe(first
and Iastmlle) 1w A R S R EHRAER A 25 723
EN WxﬁﬁfrﬁﬁELﬁlfﬁmp FoREABRFRE TR LR R YL

EE T o T AT RAEHARSE R A M X 78 L YouBike

l‘

ETIRAR SRR B A 47 0 T4k e d {eE o 4o 55 YouBike JRAR & BT o

EERBLEAITL Pit

Panfp he 3 ¥ 5 R RS a0 T8 B S JRIFE
Bost o HP 0 PZB VB G RAR Y > Rl R RS TR T A
2RI AR BRI R e hl ke Pl AFEIR
et 3 > o2 ¢ o § 2 Martillaand James & 1977

LS
E#H D onE & BB R A 72 (Importance Performance Analysis, IPA)

g0 IPA HE30 7 8Tk AR H IS L 2235 0 FIY AT Y R 1977

£ (FR#&N IPAREL) 2 2020 &2 IPAARM 27 £ 58 f 2 x>
He @A IPASTHRET > ?]J?clsL b8 i 59% S B WA o U
TR TR LR AL R E Y Rt B 12% 0 B IPA 2 i 6]

91k 12% o $f & SUIPA % e o0t 614 1k 3% o I IPA 7% ot bl
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7% o 4v » Fit

B K 1 IPA 5 et 615 5% < SR8 L iE3 R IPAS AR

Pk 0 IPA 2 At BRI T 4 2-10 o

% 2-10 ¥ * IPA Ba B R

L s 3% 2k
B st IPA © REABFRFIAE - | o FHEEIAR BT R
(DCQA) | = {3 > ~F 25 chip gﬁiﬁﬁﬁliﬁd%@éﬁwﬁo
€1 % e 3 fl%%’éii‘% 7 K
e RHETHRAEEPFF 2R
B o
o L2 T %a.—ﬂrn:r o
Mg R o REE**F 5 4% o }%r},vaf&}\g&']{%,m
= I RN I %@Rwamﬁw oF
(SCQA) £1E2 o o 4 BAEIEIE LB
S L E
o LHEFEAEAEEEG A
o
. EvE T A E R o
HAEMIPA | o ANERELAEAFLG | o A BHEETEX
g Y o MAEMS FafiEa i
SRR LR L B
. Lu%’;ﬁi—gﬁ?ﬁk,mo
%(Ti% A ;}qu . B IPA~ ¥ 42 | o B B 4s T 7 KR
IPA BL K2 ARG AL | o JoB gAY FIR TR
A RECSRIE R AL BRPIE BE-
e AHUWRALEREPFELT
TELR
2 i+ IPA e fRABAIPAGS BIE | o 31 IPAREEE AN
R - PRI
o HBIRESPREIE R | e Lvd L apkRe
ki e B -
I 45 IPA . TfRp L BRI I | e UERAER M e
AR ipitipy g o ¥ BIE @ Wﬂ;'fﬂ?/w\ﬂzm
B g g e e SR EER o REEd 4
o SIPA iEPREA LR £ s L AER”
BT OBfEF s o | o AHETREAMEPEG A Y
M OIPA 3T 44 - Mo
3. ZFFEHG2ER

it d Kano (1984)#7# ' 2. Kano = &

d
Fhestol & ()5 = F]5 imAp 0t Kano = & st {5 7S
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S g gy S kA = F15 3% (Johnston, 1995; Matzler
et al., 1996; Oliver, 1997; Matzler and Hinterhuber, 1998; Anderson and
Mittal, 2000; Matzler and Sauerwein, 2002 )

% iE = T I i 49 i34 Matzler, Bailometal. (2004) #s=
THZEDBNRIPAZ & E7 BR T ERBLADHEEFRELR
2 BB G EAEY e 0 NAHFSI @RS H R B
R B R AR ZERPEY F et AAH TG gIR R

PHEFLER CFHBAARLIHF IR ERRY AT AEL O FHB
TRAZFE- T BT ERRY FFLE R FHBLRZF P
EERRY HFSRIEL > FHBLAS M- FN B85 & = 7

W BT AT R gk any seld I f2- 3 50 IPA 245388 7 K

R*AFRFECZEFEIELR

EIEERRGRE Y NGB NEERALAS L BT
L R 2 e i 7% (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) - 5 & —‘ﬁ«é}:@ 5 ii&ﬁp‘%
At d4n g g 7 & &8 B (Dolinsky and Caputo, 1991; Matzler and
Sauerwein, 2002) - Matzler et al. (2003)%= Lai and Hitchcock (2016) % 45 ¢
¥ FAnFRETEIELR (RS A MBI EREX AL B
F) 5 PRI RIS A 5 A Feni R T AL § @ 70 BRI 1 B
oA RS BIE METERERR T e 2 iy
Z 5 ¥ i1 ¥ 127 4 $7(Lai and Hitchcock, 2015) - e £ £ & B & & &
ZRERFFEFLATFRE BEEY <00 5§ KBis o Fles ?
wEFFA- BREFERT LR R 21 L o ¥ ¢ Hair, Anderson,
Tatham, & Black (1998)74p &1 i 4p b & 47+ 5~ L g 30 R 1447
TRF o FL A AT TR AT EA T FE (Yule and
Kendall, 1950) - @ ® i ip M cnm 32§ A48 X 22 Y chjphpr > Js Z &2
X1z ZegyY dd n"*%ii}%”f v E T XBEYMGR2F R 2+ 3
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Hiss FEIE R AL FROFIEANS I REETER
B >4 Fuzzy IPA(Cheng et al., 2016, Deng, 2008), ~ Back-propagation neural
network IPA (Deng, Chen and Pei,2008) ~ natural logarithmic transformation

IPA (Deng and Pei, 2009) -

FE A IPAS 2 R N B B LR £ P AR &S K o ]
AT R ER L A S @S A IPAIRIE ST R o B &Y T 3D-
A
[d

IPA % FlF 2% 7470 T3D-IPA R & = 7]+ 2% o4 &4 Laiand

Ji
__l

Hitchcock (2016) % & #% #1 » 2™ L2 5 "3D-IPA, - 3D-IPA § %|*t @ 5% IPA 2
L IPA BHF - g 3D-IPA KR Bl F r ER B E AL L R AT R
AR CBERAAMAY RN ERRLEMBELAES THE BRI
B ENELFRR RN ELERE VRS T RRLIEALRITL Bl U=
MEREFEA B LS TS AR A B AT TS
2EETS o L RS B 7 R R SRR EARE LS L
Rl S

#7717 ¥ P Lai and Hitchcock »t 2016 & 2. 77 3 = 2 21 28 i€ (7 A 74734 >
370 3D-IPA 7 47 F pofg it i IPA 2 B L > RAT T ATdE 12 AT
i MJSDJW\%ﬂi%ﬁ—Tﬁ&&z‘ﬁ
CET R G AR Ll S - B A |
hco Bl A 4o IPA ihF sl £ 0 i 5
* - % *Y(Evansand Chon, 1989) - (2) #:iE = |+ 3T 2 # b 53 f24- 3 5 IPA
0 PHEEEZER  AARTFFIEEEFI/AIALRMEL R L Bl G2
PERP Y AHFEAHTF AR ANEFINEL P AR AAZFER L&
TARALARBR O BETS AMEE 7RI R MR B (Matzler et al., 20043;
Sampson and Showalter, 1999; Ting and Chen, 2002) - (3) d ** A= 3 & * » ¥y

%
.gﬁ,
]
R
4
e
1%
g
=
A
e
-
™
b2
fﬂ
>
o~
Ix}

P
&
3
i
I
R
T
[
14
Jm)
bt
™
£
\ -
aRf
B

i T e (TR g lﬁfgxz?lﬂ'ﬁu?’ B F RIS JRARIET T & Y &
L b k2 % AP G4y G sen) TR~ e g U= B (Lai and Hitchcock,
2015) - (4) GFATH'EZ ERAZAARAELEZFFERE > REEEHIE
H i R 450 4 38 3D-IPAHE 4o — BB {5 A F7 4k AR EOT B AL IPA e
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{5 ehied o B %P2 4 i B 12 4 18 (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) < (5) ~ 4=

b

N

G

M YouBike 5 3 H % 0 A AR ERERZ £ p i"‘ﬁ P23 o M 1
R Y BERL F h g -

AR L EHE ~ 3D-IPA LB IPAS B L% wiE s i IPAE
Bzt IPAZ-F xam/w\%frwﬁw;ﬁw%’ %7 IPA = {@gg_;um;gw%ﬁ
3 2 FP4E > ¥ 444 YouBike 5714 B PRARE S D B se L Wk ;.._L»F,Jﬁwﬁgv«ﬁ

“ YouBike PRAx 5 F 2o 4o 0 BT 0 § AR TR £ o

64



3.1 AR B

AETL GUARBE A2 2K f 72 YouBike 1F 4734 % b > 2 PZB
B g PRI RO TS AHGE TR it o F 195 YouBike PRAF S F AR BE AT
T2 v}f&?}éﬁ‘.‘%% FEZ R P TR RIS TR e 2 dpfRis o Xk
EZEERRBAAEAPFREE -

AP EAFRIPREF L EF DR TFEFELALALE R AR IR L &
7SR %42 o d 2t YouBike #EBEA R (A AT F 400 BbEE - FTA 5
487 ) » B R BB FR 3 b A REEEA A o F AT A 6
AN ERTA D B A ST L2 B g R RARL AR AT (IPA)
F% 3 A% %5 YouBike i * ¥ -

AAREABS AFLF AR EFAAIRS % FAA 0 34 YouBike
R KA o RFEY 3D-IPA B £ 2 FF b A RIS T d 3£ 5
AR LR B T2 R EIUH 0 P4 B B A IPA (DCQA) ~ B R LY
% (SCQA) ~ & & IPA i 2218 it IPAE (7 A 47 - 3 & IRFFB I I IPA
ST A TR R LE €3 A o B fs 1 i 3D-IPAS 2 1 IPA
BB IPA Rvk %2 £ B 595 2% YouBike 4p M ¥ ¥ 4% #1422 YouBike

JRA®F-F e 8 Rog 2 223k - g i ARREA R 31 -
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XS e

FEILFRF EARELE &)

4

R E B

!

% 3L YouBike R 5t H
e @ BB

v

1%

27 >

X @

|

1% %.2D-IPA
NEEELE - FRHEAR

3D-IPA
SMEERE - RRHBER

A 4
b #3D-1PA S48 44 1PA
ZHRRE

v

# % YouBike#y
BEER

v

i ik

W 3.1 &% Fia
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32 BERETHERES=

73 R E K % %o Churchill and lacobucci (2006) #7#% 4120 3K 37 42
PAH EF OBRRFHI S EHBEP 4T
(1) ﬁ%?ﬁiﬁ%?ﬂ:ipfﬁﬁjﬁgwpﬂﬁéﬁFﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁ%?
% £ YouBike #im % FofL o
(2) AR FHFEAEN AT PZB FHEFE SR X URS
B NRERERG

i

Q) AT HF BRIEIP FIRFRHELFL I BEFLLFT R D RERFA

LEFEE AP PT R
(4) AREFREY BN AEIR IR AT L FE L

(5) A REERMLFET F I NEME S A UFLFH 2R E G F AR
2 Jan B RIEE o

(6) ATWFXA G ANRERT ORI FHEMNEN FRET G LR

(8) AL G & BHII T X PRI M BE ATHRAL T B G A 0
SRR IR

(9) HRIR AT B AR E 2N B L PRI MAFTH G P TR
REEEEBA R EFL LI F AN EEF 82 - kB EN S
BEOCLXBAZ B EHED CFUEHRKEEIFE Y FE B R AR S

TR
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3.2.1 BE=REBKE

j‘l‘fﬂi FFH Ee \"/Q)‘L u}ij,izg.r.r.'%ffﬂr Ind ,_‘ E,E?R:’ T' 3‘9}:’}* SERVQUAL o %\ ’ ‘E‘-
* YouBike /RIS % L A2 =R BRI FAFMEAL L 72 RIS

F2myLerBEes Bk  LERRENEINER 3 AR EELR

Bdrd 3197 ¢

3 31 5 & E Rkt

@ %R
Al: p f??'ﬂé‘é
A AR % A2: pi7d b

A3: p (7B SR PFasrii B
Bl: d% >3t

B2: i sff (rehi 2 B
B3 :dch H#

B4 : 2 F 721 APP PRk
Cl:p 78 frehlks

N C2:pi7d i

C RAGS C3:2%p Aol
C4: 4o F 8L 2R
Dl:p 8 &3 2p

D % > D2: ¢ f 7 iFB % 22
D3: sk BBt 24

B 4 ? k&L

3.22 BERERABHR

ARTE L 44 YouBike @ * FAE R SN G 0 TEHE LMD BAT
AF R A ek B FA L (AR R R g RANRATY 4

E
HED Fofpsb ~PRET Db S TR A AT R G HETR R S FE LS
P
N

A
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3.2.3 BB ETAR

— LR EDNAE CBAANFE A EZBIE o LT
Fo3a  ARAER (£4 24 Ewp F4oT)

1. PBu s L9 ~2o

2. &1 A 5194 (F) 27T ~20~29 & ~ 30~39 & - 40~49 & ~ 50~59
}%{"60%&]‘1_}‘0

3. glﬁ:,l‘g‘@]é‘r—gé‘%‘;"gfﬁi"y‘g‘lggz’f%]‘/\jo

4, BEIEI CENK I [ RHRFRBE CFUE A K
FEIR S T B o

5 K AF %Ki YouBike : &~ F -

5 34 S YouBike PRAIZ P2 EER B AAD G

AR MM v ey PR ARG FE R LB DS K
RO R RN S RRAF LR ERP LN i Fa AR
Bof SRR S R TRE LR R T
SAPP HRGE ~ p B qreolicR s f 7B MR 2 p FE R A
BB ARR B 0 AP 2 6 R T ERAT 2 S @R
% 2 EMIRIEE TR AR -

AETLREREMERREBLANENEHE T 2 p2 B4 Ao
TAEFABA, > TAEA, >~ TAAEL, > T B, TwA, o~ T
(T A
%:3 {'KA;\ E /PIJ—‘FE’E%}% YOUB'ke éﬁﬂﬁs ‘FFT

1. s % YouBike shpF B (L~ P £ - A Sk 2 L) 5 00~06 B -

07~09 p¥ ~ 10~16 P& ~ 17~19 P& ~ 20~24 p¥ ~ 7 & o
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2. #*i¥%3k YouBike e 1 0~1 & ~1~2 & ~3~4 =% ~5~6 =x ~ 6 = ¥

F o

3. B3k YouBike ehp et o 5 FTIT (k) ~ERE R SR H R A K
5%]7 BB AED (R E P E) CHB

3.3HFEAIE

AR Y & ¥t YouBike PRIRS&FE BRI PR 2 MBS > HEWIRGEE

R R L 2 T3 % 3D-IPA - R L R B FRE A T8

] o

TR ERAERAER BL A BRAAIE  BRFERL = RS AN

BN Ui B R 7 RvE 4R 80 T E 34 YOUBIKe PRIR S P B Al AT

o+

PAIE A A FRA R N T AR L] S BRI TRP

A7 6 * |BMSPSS Statistics 20 szt & * HrdE T T AL 4T o AT R F @
FORERRA R ERAADRF L R BAAMA T EEIEE R
isi@* 3D-IPA~ @ % IPA (DCQA) ~ & & 27w (SCQA) -~ %t & IPA

g

2B r IPARFAY TEYUGR Al - a7 R -

3.3.1 B4% IPA

A7 3 # Martilla and James *t 1977 # 3% D hE R R — R LR A T4 2
( Importance-Performance Analysis, IPA) % @ 3L IPA > 8- ff % chf =5
FREOTRFEASERBEBEOEERERIR LKA GHFFT
Hé 634 PR EP A 284 > Eflw e (45%chw e ) o AP £ & R B4
LRL TS 14 BREEP 12 four-pointscale F £ 2 R A BB ERREERIAE
2 ToE et %R Y o IPA #558 E R R-£ & & (Importance) 4R 5 Y $h
s % B (Performance) % X #h > Martilla and James 23 5 IPA A& & * 2 T 15
(DCQA) ki L34 - 2= B (crosshair) $it 2|+ o

AR AR S REE LA R DREE R SN e

ERFE FPLANMAEFIEIZRERIADER > LT LB IPA 2
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IPAF %3 :

1. s pRFxehE BB > R K A58 B4 £ 34 > Martilla and James (1977)
SERREAMAABA NS RAE K AE -

2. MELLBRHEAGETERZR  HTRLR A BEFRLEFATR - £
&

BIUBMEHASS URBEEORFEERER S BRLAE  FAASS L
JRARH F & IR chd R
3. W ZEHEE LA (Importance) 4L 5 Y 4> 5 & & (Performance) % X

fho UFWMITHE - FY CEL L FHLRE R - R L i B %

KQO

4. B o REBEDEERERIATAMRG BRI R A AT R Y 5 4oRl

2.6 97 0 T RBE ARV EFRET LR o
IPA & % "2 § #r (% & eh g & °

Brl- R AERRREBAR K AT #émmmﬁ%ﬁ’amﬁ%ﬁﬂ
TR RS R R T A TRE L cdp ¥ PRFRK I pES LN AR E‘ﬁ%'f’ié
%8 (C

PRArF H it 2 oncentrate here )

$- D ATERAZBLAT Mo g E A ARSI 2RI E PRI
M REL FFE o E A RN H iR A g B e (Low Priority )

iE R AR, {4 P

34

23:53; 0

3Rz P EAFEMRARMABLRF A E R LARTIRIEE ) TE A %
Bt i R % (possible overkill) » & F B ~ L RBP4
T EFIRIF LRI ERLADRE S ’%‘ﬁ?”ﬁ)‘i@f? S

B T E K R LT R 0 R TR B A S TR

frln C AAERREBLAR LR BMLAY £4 ALFPRIR I P Pl’ijl'i_ﬂ
TEOPRARE AR T ARAR 0 R BT B VDR IL s e 4 (keep
up the good work )
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3.3.2 3D-IPA &5 =HFIB:m

3D-IPA 7 iBxi- & IPA 22 > 3D-IPA % & = F]3 BHh2 %4 =4 ¢
Lai and Hitchcock 7 2016 #4& > ¥ 7 R #- IPARHE <= A7 F » BB R
A XEh HEEERMRS Y EZEERG Zihe 135 26 & F vz F]F
# (three-factor theory ) E_Brandt >+ 1988 # 7 4% 11 cFpRIF & % 4 515 0 @ 3%
0§ 1 d Kano (1984)#7#k 412 Kano = & 5B izt > 4pdt Kano = &
B L F e S B X R EF Y S S kA= B 3% (Johnston, 1995;
Matzler et al., 1996; Oliver, 1997; Matzler and Hinterhuber, 1998; Anderson and Mittal,
2000; Matzler and Sauerwein, 2002) o = %3 2. T & FP 4o @

iR ERAEEEF AR 2 T+ (dissatisfiers) > 2 7 ®F L AR R 07 A

RERBp R AR ATk b o f %5 2§
PFoBEL AR SIATE R EFEAIBAA A E P LA LR
§

v i3 5 IR L% R 2 F]5 (satisfiers) » Matzler and Sauerwein (2002)

e B BT ARG EEREHE DR TR R
EHRAR RGP FF LA EEL FEAL TR -

FraFF L aafiiEm -  FERRFERFFHF MR -FRIER
Bz ,fﬁ_:@f;zﬁimﬂg@%ﬁ\W%g-é:&&: PFS R R
BEFFE ERPLALBAR F 2 FRETHAMP S §RET
A2 AR -

1245 B 2.10 2 Vavra (1997)¢he & g te > o 3t A#HF| 5 2@ g w5 > 2
M2 g X2 R e FHAELT R AR 2 a7 AHF]F R " F
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FRER FHBAAIAP LR FFIAER  FHBAALRM
PUHoRERFRIEERT FFLE R FHBRARGAF L ERER Y F355
WA EE > FHBLR G AP o Flt A5 7 #-3D-IPA % & = F1F 12,0 59 R
Matzler, Bailom et al.(2004) %47 % #& % ehid s IPA 2 378 7 Bk ¢ T BRIE R

B 8 FER R BB 2 B enB BT e

Fohod B IPA AREFEERBEBILAER Y ERGE (Direct
measurementmethods ) > # 8L &> * b oo B 2B 5 A4F g > L AR
PAARY FAPry B ER R AL AR SR G 0 TR Tl o B
Abaloetal. (2007)&z % ¥R A FwE B R (TFHHELERR) BELRE  ZER
£E L By E (Indirect measurement methods) kEF'E 2 £ & & > 7 F 243e g
I e R AL R

EIELRARLREY NP ML RENERSAL AL L BRI HER AL
g A % (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) = § L & ¥ 5iF 5 ~ir jFa7fa 0087 £
& & (Dolinsky and Caputo, 1991; Matzler and Sauerwein, 2002) - Matzler et al. (2003)

¢ Lai and Hitchcock (2016) & 45 1 & * 5 ~w ik ¥'87 £ & & g = E R
{,%ﬂi%éiﬁé’ﬂamﬁ XSRS S L R N A
PRIl o G FRE W RME A METERBRE - Vb S R F

4

2 #Ap % 5 ¥ A ¥ i {7 4 $7(Lai and Hitchcock, 2015) - e & & & B & & & 2
Femy gad X fmdsas MBET <0 5 (/RG> FIens ¥ ~uiFa 4
- BRLFEEZ LR A2 1 E o ¥ ¢k > Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black (1998)
A ARARM AT AR L TR R AL RN R R
¥ AL A T i 73 5 (Yule and Kendall, 1950) - @ = iAW ch R I E_ A5 X g
Y edphpr o fs Z82 X3 Ze2Y il i > #i%‘,lrf’%lfr XY gk izz >

* R Lo

s FEIEF R AR A ROFIERES I REETELR 0 W
Fuzzy IPA(Cheng et al., 2016, Deng, 2008), ~ Back-propagation neural network IPA

(Deng, Chen and Pei,2008) ~ natural logarithmic transformation IPA (Deng and Pei,
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2009) -

ARy 23 22 % Lai and Hitchcock #2016 £ 2 77 » £&F % 4

X iR)F 3 YouBike PRAF B R S BER R R A REFMIB LR > 4 KW

BEBELZBRIE (W - PF e gsk) anline B F S EHpM A~ 17 ¥

NEEEREFWMAEILRY TREOBLAE S EVEEF 22 £ & R (implicit

importance) - A - EEER VVEZERREFEELREITL Bk N2

BTN S %ﬁﬁ’“ Eia‘%f#éiir%f‘;ﬁ g%~ {LHBEamyi o u™ L Ay 2. 3D-IPA
g A T AR

1. &?Wﬁ%?%%&ﬁ%(ﬂé?gﬁﬁm?%r LR-BRLAEEEFHA
TE.E‘.) SRR B TR E SN LS D) i}ﬁ—,é;ﬁ%,ﬁ,u&a%ﬁj
NP RERRBBRL RSB ISR T KLY o

2. RRFLLARBHEEABETEL R 2 TRLAR A BEGLTE R

FEEA) CEEREEHASS LRBHEOREE AR

3. ARBEN RARETEAE DTS R MBS
b SHEA TR

4. #Pe Lai and Hitchcock (2016)2. 3D-IPA 7 3 78 # » #-F L RI1F 2 £ & R AR
M ERR CBERAM AT BRI RELEREFMAELARY TRIE A
LRV FNEIELER -

%2 32 £ERRB=2FIFEH2IZM G
tHERR | B2 ERR | Z TG
® i B ¥ &R 43 (performance)
B [ A F3+ (basic)
[ B & ? F]+ (excitement)
[ [ &€ & B %»cF3 (performance)

5. ¥AZFFRE - RARERALETERA  RTIEL AN R
BRLECE R AT R 5 TF 0 Kot T mRlaa T, o 4R R 210
Vavra 2 € & B # ¥R BT A 5 AH TS~ #FAS S H00RS o de
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22T ERRE=ZFFBH2H Gorr > BEFF 2 MatEE L RITF -
FOUEFER AN AATT E RN HERAR TG KB ER AT
FAFF L - RO ET LR R o

3D-IPA z N B MR B A AR E X R EEZAARL Y o
ERIZPOEEMZRB LT RRIA M EEER B ER L ESE
BREAWIIL A RTIaE L 2% 8 (Crosshair) » %A 5 8 & 4 o Bffs L
LRI P2 FERARE LR RS EIEL R EEL AR Az
ALY > 4o 3.2 T o

X #h

e
%
ke
T

%
H
A
/4& & Z
/ [%
J< £ #h
oy § %
T R oewzr | swas

5 f —
: _—

% 3.23D-IPA = HH

% P& Vavra (1997) 50 & /& e 42470 0 eh & IR 22 B fATES > %7
Fenifng od Wz T WREEE RA A ST A 2 E 0 TR A 332

p

3D-IPA 2. % 4 i (7 5 % P8
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% 3-33D-IPA 2. X% 4

H R 42 22 e e

s |lgan |cep | =FFEE | 3D-IPA

® ® B B rxFF Keep

% B [ AA#H TS Slightly reduce (to average )

[ % % B rF)F Improve

s % [ A AT Slightly Improve (to average) !
B [ % 2 e 73 Low priority

B [ [ FrF)F Reduce

[ [ B 2t 55 Keep/Improve (to average )

[ [ [ FreF S Low priority

*L Little improvement is sufficient to reach average performance level.
F 4 k& o Lai and Hitchcock (2016)£2 7= 7 2
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3.33 BWIUKRAtIEE

R F Rk F 0 F A BfoMA B8 kiR > A AT P RERE
P w5 F LOnTETRE L R AR (8 27T% 2 B A e s e
AT A IREREALE NS N2 FERBARAEBARARA NS LT 2
LR TN R B AR ETEFN A AR ML B EFL
B(d BkE A - 2015; 249K % 4 > 2018) -

BAEILE A R M T kR o FHY B R AR T B%RF A
e e p RARASRFE I RFNLE FERFLEL R P L uE (Critical
ratio,CR)% 31t » i s g A efeM s 2B 2 80 L P e F o 47 3%

A B0 LG 24 %3 Bl Bk Teho 38 (Levene, 1960) 4 #1707

(N=k) XN (2~ Z)?
(k_l) Zl 121 1(Zl] zi)*

Y, ¥ iemTiog, Y, ¥ i0kad ik

Yyt % iepehy j BRpSEE
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3.3.4 BERFHEBEH D TIRE

Lai&Lam (2010)**F2 % © $£ % > 12 IPA k3R> 2Bk A 5 & ZJRIEh L B

M BERBREILT Far B 43F 5 IPAFET Y FIR o d 3% § Hieenst

g H#72 FiEG ~ 3 RO AL S £ 45 ORI E ( Lai and Hitchcock, 2015) -
50 A Lai&lam ik 0 W € (7 H F]5 4p ik ¥ B #ics +7 (Repeated
measured ANOVA, RM-ANOVA) » 2 2 i 53R & BIRFAG e & B ie R
EEH R

B L #-¢ i85 Mauchly 325 < (Mauchly Spherical Test) t&2% * ** & % 4§
& ¥+ 414 (Compound symmetry) & & % £ #icfe 5 |2 (homogeneity of covariance) -
it ® YouBike E BIRBAFIELRFETELG LR - FIMFHRTEEAIESE
AT (FpiE >005) »RFENTEDELRELR G AR EagsE

P T oA AL RIE TR R BIL T BB - RanEL o g2 Wit

ReE B R B e k2 2% m & B (”l"pm <005) » & 3~ & B R
BenT gy L8 Flpt g7 5 £ g2 (Posthoc) > M- 9 7 R & B R en

FEATHENLIAMBI P o CRRP IR IEVRE AU EI TE LN
o T 308 % B3 o BlA 0 RIDRAABES S B RS KELTE T L
Foojpe 0 RALR RF S EHA
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FMNE ERoTEGR

AR R UIRIAE AT W 5 A# > ¥ 3% SERVQUAL # £ it
7 YouBike PRAF&FiH R AR c ENAP F AV HELSE P (7RIS
T2y @FEEs By ATEEITFRENE « A § F LF RN

FRFHR PHEFLALAGRANER T LRFL SN S Autd
AP BRI R AR PR LHBRFEAE ST GFESL AT
Ao

rAEF U ZREE RELR A 1T(BD-IPA)E 7 4~ 47:3D-IPA 5 @ 4i- & IPA
2 4t @ > 395 Lai and Hitchcock % 2016 2 77 7 » j&X :‘E'Jﬁ T EREEN L
% & (explicitimportance) £ % & & > 538 ik 49 B 4 45 (partial correlation) - #-
THEEREEMALAES TREBRLARS VR F0E7 £ £ A (implicit
importance) - £ £ & B 2 @ F A ARME L BEMELAES L AR EE
& Rz B eg w12 (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) » “sgfs #-“tlg € 2 B ~'£ 2 €& B
??%ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ%&’Uiﬁiﬁéﬁ&ﬁa%ﬁﬁﬁ%% FL 5 LA
IR RS E EF L IPACZ @A IPASSCQA - 4 & 5 IPA £ ~i2 1 IPA) >
Bt B 3 3D-IPA~ @z i3 1 IPAE%E2Z B o

4.1 BEERFET T
4.1.1 ARG E

AFEF Y2020 # 10 5 p Beag kit o £ 2020 & 20 20 p R A
FATd Fog A A BATH Y R FEEEEG T T L REF 2L YouBike *
CRERSE X309 PRS0 G ek 369 0 moek 5 300 o

I

B8 D BT aA&GE MR IR S MW s £ # §)ﬁ\ﬁfa‘«j‘;‘p ~ T B p B3k YouBike
P~ F kS B S5 YouBike ehp eh (R P h) o T AR AR AL
AT
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1 B spe:

PoAferd £ 419 7 UG AT A onk A B o Eu L B

S#co £3 197 =11 534% =+ o TG 172 = B 46.6% -

2 41 FEpuLSpi
pul | Zd | § oA
g | 172 46.6
L | 197 53.4
B3t 369 100.0

2. #E#LLp

d 4420 T F DAL AR AERLY 0 LB 20-20 K 5 5
i %) 30.9%% % 114 =519 & (F) 2T b 111%% 4 123 = ; 30~39 A& A&
b7 27.6%% % 307 = ; 40~49 & enip 16.8%% F 186 1= ;50 & (7 ) r1 b ik
15.9%% 4 178 =

3A2R B ERARA
+ 4y B 5 &

4 A | FAY | Al | B AV RS
19% (z) 0~ 123 11.1 40 10.8 | P>0.05
20~29 # 352 31.7 114 309 | &2 8% ’f# £
30~39 # 307 27.6 96 261 | ¥ AR
40~49 #& 186 16.8 61 16.5

50% (3 ) b 178 15.9 58 15.7

L XS 1,100 100.0 369 100.0 | -

S A kR s R0 7 104 &R RS T A% 0 YouBike § @ 7
AT E HFiRITL
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R RS RIECCEE I SR B PN VR P R

3 43R L FRA L

é? ﬁ =t ﬁi; —ﬁ AR

& 2 0.5
2 1 0.3
R 19 5.1
% 7 98 | 266
= 201 94.5
EERE 48 13
B 369 100

d A 44> T M AETREL Fonk AR A R A S Fa (k2R
352%% 3 130 = H=x 55 » b 230 29.3% > £ 3 108 i+ -

2 AL BEFRAE

% "}:.]1‘- = ﬁi; 'ﬁ AR

g4 130 35.2
Y 21 5.7
1 15 41
7 108 29.3
B Hhid de 1 0.3
PR 44 11.9
Fax 25 6.8
pd ¥ 12 3.3
EE NI 4 1.1
& 3 0.8
TE LR 6 16
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5. & * H 5k YouBike fps £x

rE G EPEE R A = 1 00~06 pF ~ 07~09 pF ~ 10~16 pF ~ 17~19 pF ~ 20~
2APELE A Y E R KT PP LPE- BERESFLMR & 45
AR TG —“Ff—"- p 53k YouBike z’ﬁ]:’%i;ii’ﬁ Lk if\fﬂ? ) gt % LR ES
2. B & > 1 07~09 pF ~ 10~16 P 7 B F SR PFE 0 I 5 66 =X 0 1 17.9% o

el

—mﬂﬂ

% 45 T p B3 YouBike 2 FFE A e

P B S | pAM
00~06 f& 12 3.3
07~09 p& 66 17.9
10~16 p* 66 17.9
17~19 p* 64 17.3
20~24 p& 58 15.7
7 ¥ 103 27.9
Bt 369 100

d & 4-60 7 g dihFT L R Y FIRP 5K YouBike B B2 § vk AR
2B I0~16PFF L BB 0 5 177 = > ik 48% -

3 4-6 B P B 3% YouBike 2 BREL A fe 4

2= = #c A

00~06 p 17 4.6
07~09 pF 18 4.9
10~16 177 48
17~19 p* 78 21.1
20~24 pF 45 12.2
7 ¥ 34 9.2
B3 369 100
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6. % = &5k YouBike ch=t #ic

d & 4T F g WA RY 45 EHL YouBike = #e2 § otk A B =

¥ 5%k YouBike =t #2 0~1 =k 5 1 > 5 186 =% > 50.4% -

# 4-7# % 5= x5 % YouBike 2 = A e &

E sk | Sk 7AW
0-1 = 186 50.4
1~2 =% 85 23
3~4 = 45 12.2
5~6 = 45 12.2
6 =t 8 2.2
B 369 100

7. % H 5k YouBike fp e

i 248 FpdiAEg iR ﬁ%%ﬁ YouBike B iz_ 3 »cfk A%

L
=

I

SPGB R A 0 b 144 50 ik 338% 5 B LR K < RER2

* o % 128 & 0 ik 30% -

% 4-8i¢ % F2 L YouBike 2 P e ek

5 3k YouBike p ¢ Z# | g
+o~ T (31) 92 21.6
2 ik 144 33.8
ke A RaEp2 128 30
RO i

ik 5~ g 2 62 14.6
Bt 426 100
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4.1.2 ERFHREEZR D TIRE DT

AFETETH T3 4p ik % B #ics 17 % < (One-Way Repeated Measurement
ANOVA) Sk drd 4-9 917 o d A F &0 p & =0.001<0.05> * % &3

A T FIPHFH i’%;‘é_ﬁ%] 41 ip)32 (Tests of Within-Subject Effects) o 4r% 3 &

ek kg ¥ (pie <0.05) » ¥ M * PostHoc ¥ 2k G2 BEenz B -
% 4-9 Mauchly 3255 # % 2
Within- , Epsilon®
Subject \I)/Ivauchlys Qﬁ?sm:ére df Sig. | Greenhouse- | Huynh- | T~ *2
Effects a Geisser Feldt
EER 0.037 | 1193.937 90 | 0.000 0.650 0.667 | 0.077
Note : # %2 % i* RHchbt 2 ik RheamfL £ REE L B RK - Lo i

@ : Design :

b . a

% 4-10 B o7 7
TR R PER (p e
(e=0.650) - H % £
TEMRRE G LEFLE

% 4-10 Tests of Within-Subject Effects

Intercept Within-Subject Effects :
AR F T R A 4 R

ERR

Rz E SR AP

<0.001) % p d & & * Greenhouse-Geisser 3 7 & = ¥ &

Mauchly zk 2% & 2% 0% % > Mauchly &2 e % 4 P g &

7L

iR kY o R

L (F=95541p & <0.001) -

Al I T35 " Al I
MEASURE_1 Tage |OF 2540 |F ¥l zag
R
TER B3k 5 kA5 | 719.282 13 55.329 | 95.941 0 0.207
Greenhouse- | 719.282 8.45 85.122 | 95.941 0 0.207
Geisser
Huynh-Feldt | 719.282 8.667 82.995 | 95.941 0 0.207
g 719.282 1 719.282 | 95.941 0 0.207
FA B3k & kA5 | 2758.932 | 4784 0.577
(£ & &) | Greenhouse- | 2758.932 | 3109.599 0.887
Geisser
Huynh-Feldt | 2758.932 | 3189.281 0.865
Ty 2758.932 | 368 7.497
#¥ : MEASURE_1
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FOE-H T REEp Bl FLBM B 15 £t 2 (Post

hoc) » & fsddd F 8 5 v iz hE & R 2 T304 Bt eyl o Bliv 7 23] LR
EEER%HASKEFREFLRE > B 4L T o

MEASURE_1 &9 511863 %

5.0
557
i
E-I_
fY
i 507
o ra
i
ur
4.5
4.0
I T T I T T I T T I T T I T
1 2 3 4 5 G 7 g 9 10 11 12 13 14
R

W 4lERR TS G &G W
413 IBB D

ﬂwﬂ”‘—gi:@-%g PR L RFED AT REHR S B RELT A
B w2t e IPA ST P g% { sy phiTIR o 1345 DeVellis (1998) 4
EOIEP AR ZE IR A (B S P B RAPM) LI
B 3 REIE T 3ofcE o @ Ratpc (2000) RIER D T SR 2 f A
BlcA T~ AL TR - AR R A M AT R e (X fEP IR R
PRI ) R AR LS E o AT HEY A R Bk TR AP M A4 R

% 4g 78 2_ ;4-%7ie (Critical Ratio, CR) 2 #p B i8> 11 1% 5 B g ehvikdy o
4.1.3.1 WBiim B E

foep et s B A A B AR A F A LB A E(H 2T%)8E KA B (1
27%) > Ris A BiaEE S p I > LB B A G ERREERFH K

TR LT EY S IR b0 BREREOES LT HETLE  AFLR
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TEEFKE L 0=005> 2 CREA>3 17} o

d % 411 7o BEa 14 BIRBBHETT THRLPENRF P anlgF L8
(p<0.05) » Tyt B & o BIE ¢ B F 2 engn 4 o

4.1.3.2 HHEA D

PRSP ERAMEZE RS - BRAE LK B4 (F 7 PA
#c) ¢ Pearson & [ &4t £ 4p M (xdc (DeVellis, 1998) - 1343 % 4-11 ¢ &7 14
R T8 g 3 o engp BE T dlic /it 0541 1 0.7850 2 i IR Jﬁ;i&é P AP RE T B
P Flo R AR R e 7N M z“ﬁmj*ﬁ Lg o aEE o R TRe
I P B AR G TEERE R4y P E RS 7 O 2T 0 B
Yot B R LR e e Ap > A E* 2% 4B a3 1
Mo RREA 1A BRTEBA NI APH Gl d > 0462 1 0.744 -

d % 4117 @avs B 14 BIRaBIES o CR 2 ApH fhiiog 1

W FEA 030 FlP AT A RFPREEIE o KL 14 BIRFRIE P OB (T I8 4w

R
% 4-11 P EFp A4
HIEEE:

o weaetke | Fpm | 00T | ®

EIN ©R &) |~mu |50 7
QLp 72 5 & 13.176*** | 0716 | 0.665 | ©
Q2.p 78 “p 8.788*** | 0541 | 0462| ©
Q3.5 72 Bk et B 13.416*** | 0704 | 0643 | ©
Q4.H %= 13.074*** | 0692 | 0636 | ©
Q5. s sufE (Feh b R 11543** | 0589 | 0514 | ©
Q6.1 % 13.468*** | 0674 | 0616 | ©
Q7.4 F 7 20 APP &R ir 13.960*** | 0705 | 0.647 | ©
Q8.5 78 {1l ® 16.900*** | 0747 | 0701 | ©
Q9.p 72 criicE 19.042*** | 0785 | 0.744 | ©
Q10.2 £ p 78 if ehak & 13.340%** | 0650 | 0569 | ©
QLLAE F ¥ BLin™ { 2R 15.413** | 0750 | 0.695 | ©
Q2. 78 A b it 16.302*** | 0762 | 0717 | ©
QI3.¢ B FH mdeh® 2 1 13.903*** | 0722 | 0670 | ©
QL4.5 F P& % QIR & s > 1 14.944** | 0697 | 0629 | ©
*p<.05**p<.01;***p<.001;N=369 ©:ixg A:pl%
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A1AEEDHT

AFF R L e 5 YouBike MRir S T hE B R BB LALN L o A
Cronbach’s o 4 #c3+ & » MFEFIRAHF 20 3798 B 2 — 42 = % Cronbach’s a
}i 1 Q, :‘; & f@‘ ‘/E‘.)i l}":i_/;_’?"\ x> 0.7 EIJ ‘J 4}5 - j’t_,k}‘(Nunna”y1 1978) o Cronbach’s a ff‘

HB A2 0702 098 2 FF > FRE A FRAE > FHW 0352 P > TR ILESR o

4 % 4-12 ¥ ¥4 YouBike R+ S FhE R RE KA R LN L A

Cronbach’s o ##iciE % <+ 070> 27t B E 2P L 2§ - RpPefER M o

3 412 s REBT

5 p TERDL mELREDE
‘ Cronbach’sa & | Cronbach’s o i&

QLp 78 5t

(i ~ 5P 5 B ) 0.861 0.909
Q2.p 78 0.835 0.916
Q3.p {72 SERPFenstif B 0.823 0.910
Q4.4 %= & 0.824 0.910
Q5. ) sl (eng b R 0.837 0.914
Q6.4 % i 0.836 0.911
Q7.4 F F 31 APP R4 0.833 0.910
Q8.p (78 e ¥ 0.829 0.908
Q9.p 78 cificE 0.846 0.906
Q0.2 x p 7o g ek § 0.830 0.913
Qll.ie ¥ ghen™ A2 R 0.833 0.908
Ql2.p 78 AL > [ 0.836 0.907
Q3.¢ f T4 mehs 24 0.861 0.909
Qla.sh pr % MR B chd 2 1 0.835 0.911
R BT 5 0.847 0.916
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42 EREBGERE mEE DT

AEGEH L 72 YouBike 2 i % F iRt E o AP F A2

7N

L3RA AW AR Y K H YouBike BRAAZ ER A ALA B FHALAE 2

1 %

N\
& e

.

b
¥
i
Iy

o

wk

REwgis AeFAPAHERNETEERE | ~ TEAR & TEMSL

B BiLABBS - 320

e FTERAE-CGAITAEFELERL AL 64 TRERE R4 546TE
B REAAT2ER  REA3N - TRAER | RE 240 T2F
FEER | NE LA

e BAMA TG AR TEFERIL  AE6L - TiEL  AELEAL TR
2R EAL S T2 B AA3A TR B RE 24 Ty
PR RE LA

e HHEABASCAXITAF R AE64-TEL A454-T3
By R24r s T2RR A 2348 TR @L " 2a s M2ty

/%E,J KA 1 e o3 ,gFFﬂé‘fb;J_E S b

% 4-13 é T X3 —‘g ¥ YouBike & B PRAFEME (K7 )2 34 & % >
KPP 2 TR A REB LV AL P hAh A, T ;;z,.,;l’—gf-_gﬁi}ijﬁr A

LARR | T4 TR AT -

88



d 4413 v uEwE &R > 5 0 %’%—‘g{w:a‘_#?ui YouBike JRF+/§ 14w =

BB AWETQI2p 78 A% 2~ TQILAE e ghen™ i A2R & T Q13

FRTHEGOE X, X FRITpFEALT 2P  ERPLIEG 01

At s B RBEL L A7 ER LR AR - R-EL PG £
Fogeens QAR > AHERHA A BREL LAl AABRELPF L L
F-ReamERIEIEEZBIEE TQp FE b, > AL N

YouBike # % id #+ i ]~ o & @ﬁs?li * o %;‘%‘-‘,!—T i * YouBike % 1= &=k poen

FURTIEIE = S - B }ﬁﬁxgllﬁﬁém 2 BRA g; A T A (78 7
CINERE

B2 oo £33 5 YouBike FRAFBIEY A G AR
= TQ4 g 25, TQ5 ki

Eieeny bR, TQI3.6 f TR GR T 2

R

W= LIER

Y EAT

BB 5 QIO AR p FaEamrE , TQ2p 78 L, MQ3p 7

$ SRR R -

d % 414 e s B BT ok REL BEEEE B BEEY
<0 2 fimis > Apd? ATt » 3AEORFHEKRS -
% 413 P EH YouBike RS TP L AR ER A1

WA 1 TER (=P ¥ ARk (FERX)
Mean Rank S.D. | Level | Mean Rank S.D. | Level
Ql.p 78 7 i¢ 5.4592 51| 0.994 H | 4.7609 5] 0.951 H
Q2.p (=8 ¢t 4.1250 14 | 1.141 L | 4.1766 13 | 1.042 L
Q3.p (7B HfPFesri R 5.3886 7 | 0.859 H | 4.3723 12 | 1.099 L
Q4.7 7 = 5t 5.2147 9| 0.904 L | 49321 1| 0.988 H
Q5. Ak iTeng 5 B 5.4266 6 | 0.818 H | 4.8587 2 | 1.062 H
Q6.4 7 1= 5.3397 8| 0.894 H | 4.7826 4 | 0.992 H
Q7.4E  F 2 APP PR 5% 5.0734 11 | 0.915 L | 4.6902 7 | 1.051 H
Q8.p 72 L& 4.9946 13 | 1.045 L | 4.4538 10 | 0.963 L
Q9.5 72 i ¥ 5.1250 10 | 0.931 L | 4.4565 9 | 0.989 L
Q0.2+ p A g ek B 5.0027 12 | 1.093 L | 4.1495 14 | 1.253 L
Q11. ﬁﬁ_%f"#l BLe (] AR R 5.5652 2| 0712 H | 46196 8 | 1.117 H
Ql2.p 72 A2 % >4 5.6440 1| 0.785 H | 4.6902 6 | 0.987 H
QL3¢ R FHA ERen% 2 5.5489 3| 0.872 H | 4.8152 3 | 0.998 H
Qla.Z f pF% @ ki % >+ | 55299 4| 0.994 H | 4.4402 11 | 1.181 L
=] 5.2455 4.5856
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3 4-14 & PRI 0T 0%k ﬁ%ﬁ;‘i S ERER o

R ¢t kg £ & B (Explicit Importance) # % 2. & (Actual Performance)

Bl N Mean S.D. | Skewness | Kurtosis | Mean S.D. | Skewness | Kurtosis
Q1 369 | 5.4592 | 0.994 -2.143 4.652 | 4.7609 | 0.951 -0.859 1.161
Q2 369 | 4.1250 | 1.141 -0.517 0.388 | 4.1766 | 1.042 -0.561 0.733
Q3 369 | 5.3886 | 0.859 -1.619 2.738 | 4.3723 | 1.099 -0.51 0.397
Q4 369 | 5.2147 | 0.904 -1.085 0.43 | 4.9321 | 0.988 -1.07 1.625
Q5 369 | 5.4266 | 0.818 -1.436 1.462 | 4.8587 | 1.062 -1.091 1.684
Q6 369 | 5.3397 | 0.894 -1.356 1.881 | 4.7826 | 0.992 -0.517 -0.045
Q7 369 | 5.0734 | 0.915 -0.718 -0.246 | 4.6902 | 1.051 -0.597 0.04
Q8 369 | 4.9946 | 1.045 -1.152 1.187 | 4.4538 | 0.963 -0.12 -0.135
Q9 369 | 5.1250 | 0.931 -0.967 0.575 | 4.4565 | 0.989 -0.002 -0.337
Q10 369 | 5.0027 | 1.093 -1.492 2.949 | 4.1495 | 1.253 -0.498 -0.154
Q11 369 | 5.5652 | 0.712 -1.779 3.511 | 4.6196 | 1.117 -0.694 0.164
Q12 369 | 5.6440 | 0.785 -2.712 8.024 | 4.6902 | 0.987 -0.805 0.881
Q13 369 | 5.5489 | 0.872 -2.169 4,711 | 4.8152 | 0.998 -1.029 1.705
Q14 369 | 5.5299 | 0.994 -2.066 5.142 | 4.4402 | 1.181 -0.725 0.218

421 BEEMEE DT
p 1977 & Martillaand James 7 & 4% 41 IPAPEL (st i 3 2

s RGO
77 ELSEVIER - Sage - Routledge:- ¥ 47 155 i 3 ¢ 5163 f; < & » .2 1 2
RSP 4 > )4 Martillaand James (1977)#74& o1 e fiedp che oo (7 5
Q1 B B IPA b4 Sl 2 r{u—gﬂﬁ Mo R R h T E T
- /‘\% A iy
P s TR R R R R B 5ERE
Fod R F T 3B @ % 0t 5K 12% & SIPA Gt B+

AR Bz T @G BE L% ¥ b TR OBLE T
,_é“‘%:ri

IPA

R SVE AR A G Bt
ik 3%
% IPA 2 Three-Factor Theory & & == ;% » @ Fuzzy IPA ~ BNN-IPA ~ FN-IPA ¥
iz IPAS ¥ ik 12% - d Burns (1986)F A 4% 1 ek 3 IPA et ] E_ 7%

e~ 7

B K 1 IPA K ik 5% -

g P AR SR B W2 RHCTH) R IPA 2 3TR

#-i% iF E ~ 3D-IPA #2181

“""Flk PA

ER2EFTHDE o AFY LIPA~ g R 5¢

E HESIPAZEBR T IPAZ - BiREF AT T 23 B IPA 2 ikak
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2L ¥ 44%F YouBike (14 PRI G IE4R d e d K vg ~ 4o i YouBike JRAF B2

i\‘ﬂﬁﬁ‘%\ﬂ’; v rLHp ﬁ‘wﬁg AFRTORT E o

4.2.1.1 &4 IPA ( DCQA )

* 7 3 #- Martilla and James *t 1977 # % D anE B B — R LR A 1742
( Importance-Performance Analysis, IPA) % @ 3L IPA > 8- faf % 0% =i
CROERREBLAELAITLE LY FRERAEBRLAN L DY
YouBike i * & {7 YouBike FRi% & 3t Ao Mo M B LRI b £ R R
TR R RTHE S BELERAR: Y BLARL X#h BRIPARKERR
BRIDEEIRBTIIRLIIRE T H AN X {22 U/ > £ 415 5 @

S IPA 2o vt & o

Matzler, Bailometal. (2004) /75 #% % 0 B B4 IPA 2 %2 7 Bk ¢ (1)
B LR OB L R SR ¥l (2) BRB LR DR EEH
R R 2R A e dod 4-15 Y7 0 BEA S REc L G B L
o g Tioiph i 01070 5 MARK o B LR ERP S LR DHIEICE &
e L 2bh s i e
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% 4-15 B3 IPA 2 Rot B %

—— tEERR AEELR A 5 ¥ @ 5 IPA ft
Mean |Level | Mean | Level | 17 B 1
Ql.p 78 i 54592 | H 4.7609 H 0.306 keep up the good work
Q2.p 78 *ﬁ 4.1250 L 4.1766 L 0.097 Low Priority
Q3.p {78 Bhk prendtif B 5.3886 H 4.3723 L 0.257 Concentrate here
Q4.4 % = 5% 5.2147 L 4.9321 H 0.057 possible overkill
Q5. sk iTenE 4 B 54266 | H 4.8587 H 0.027 keep up the good work
Q6.4 % 1 53397 | H 4.7826 H 0.015 keep up the good work
Q7.48 i 3 2 APP PR j3 50734 | L 4.6902 H 0.129 possible overkill
Q8.p 78 freriic® 49946 | L 4.4538 L -0.012 Low Priority
Q9.p 78 il 5.1250 L 4.4565 L 0.103 Low Priority
Q0.2 p Fa gk 50027 | L 4.1495 L 0.088 Low Priority
Qll4e 4 2hen™ [ 47 B 55652 | H 4.6196 H 0.114 keep up the good work
Ql2.p 78 ~ L% > 56440 | H 4.6902 H 0.047 keep up the good work
Q3.& F FlRiEHmhE 24 55489 | H 4.8152 H 0.235 keep up the good work
Qla.sh k% W B % >4 5.5299 H 4.4402 L 0.033 Concentrate here
BT 5.2455 4.5856 0.107
d Bl 4.2 7 7 a0 @A IPA 2 3T 48 YouBike Pl’iiﬁ»rﬂ?%’f‘ﬁt AL g o
B 5-9 (2t d) HERRFRBLAM  FEAY LARFIRIBHM - 12

PRArE X P mrRIAA R RS AZ DA E ¢

)

PRBEERBELCL L TR

( Concentrate here ) z_
¥l RE E 2

AR PR TR R T Plijz»j‘q‘:'g JRIZB R B> F i

PRI M A

0

- N

% (Concentrate here)

- A
£

Mo

%

"Q3.p (AR P eE R
(2T E)RERAEALAY

%A L
It

PRES-K I B gt g Ap e
R IS A
¢ T Q14.54 5 p*
o A E R E
RS NERl ST R PR R ]

B :xd (LowPriority) » 7 #-ig i PRAFEMATPES & sc L > @ Z3 R B R L

% (Low Priority ) 2.
"Q9.p 78 g
FEAMABAAES LA LRSI B R E oz
MmER At RN EME L ER EARTE (possible overkill) o F R BT

» g P

TR Tt R B AT R S 2 T B @

% 'L B £ AL FE (possible overkill) z pRFxE 5 TQ4.%

Fo o1 Bt T PR R I OB

e TQI.axp FEFakE | B2

,._\-.‘» _1_\ ’ 2 ;z‘ ) )
LR ARDRED <>

Mg = TR
7

= 3\

PRI S TQ2.p 78 «hp ~ TQB.A (78 fnenidcd | ~
% (+7T &) 4y

Firged mie

FAPP RdE | 5 Fe U (vt A) ERARSBLATH AR H
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CARGIRIS I DRI EE B R APRIRR LR A RRE 0 R B AU
MR % 8 i%-4F (keep up the good work) » @ %>+ % #2240 (4% (keep up the good
work) 2 PRix Bt s TQLp F2 #ar | ~ TQ5. kg ivehE 3 &, ~ TQ6z ¥
W, TQILAR Fa e {ARAR | ~ TQI2. p 78 A& % 22 | 27 TQI3. ¢

RFH Egas 2t o AT ¥ R RIL 0k B % LS £ 4415

s | Concentrate here Keep
- Improve
Q12
Q14 Qi = Q13
5.50 o o le Q5
o Q% °
(]
04
9,‘ Q9 o
Rﬁ Q10 > 00'7
.
¥ 500 o 5
%
& (4.586, 5.245)
4.50
02 Possible overkill
1004 | Low priority - Reduce
T T T T T T
4.00 420 440 460 480 5.00

W 4.2 @ 3% IPA (DCQA)2Z % % ¢ 1 I

GBI IPA  H TR LT AR 3 5 R X F RIS B §
- BLo FIRARHIE TR BT B € IR AT endk v 5 % - B> Matzler,
Bailom et al. (2004) &e/™ 7 ¢ 3P B AL IPA 5 & B4 ea'E 3 Bk ¢ (1) BX
ARAEHICE B ARSI $8Kk; (2) BRALADELEERELA
2 B G R R AL G R LR R AT IR RRA 2
BELR A FRLRMPE PIRERERR R ¥ = 8 1345 Bacon (2003)
S Y P ORI AHETELER PG 2R FI R R - L IRk
e RGBT R R e B PIELG T R R o eyt
- kA AN R T A EREFAER AL 0 422 ] SRR e B

f\i:_
&5
oy
(s
\
N3
(i
0

/4.‘1—'2"5'4’\’%'"
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4.2.1.2 IER & IE (SCQA)

Martilla and James (1977) .- B 43 0 IPA {2 > % gﬁiﬁ”?—ﬁﬁ&{ﬂii@fﬁ
(DCQA): g R - 7 %4 & 3 - Evans & Chon (1989) - Hawes & Rao (1985)
g Chonetal (1991)p]F & * £ 2 enTofE 5 2 R By Bk » 2 H 783 5
FRELOREZREBLRDIABURE A5 40 3 E7 L IRT SCQA &
FLiaE (DCQA) 2 2% L B 4p§ ~ » B k> Chonetal. (1991)s7%7 3 ¢ >
FRYFEIIHDEL AR BE G A0%PRIEHIETE ~ o 30 (- 2 %0
Z) 02 FHE A0%AIRAEHBEE  f R 2 (e ) o e B AR
R LTI 0 AT PRI R - R L HET 5 TR R R

B AR EEETER > A BT E AR R AR R

#33% Lowenstein (1995) ~ Ortinau et al. (1989)¥* Go & Zhang (1997)z # 7 %

ErR g Lxmen ¥ 5 8 &P o (Scale-centered Quadrant Approach,

SCQA) ¢ 1 T3ofcl R B~ L ML & 254 -

6.00
Q14 Q2 o3
Q3 (@] OO Q5
89 Q“QlOOOQ4
Q7
Q10 3
5,00 (o} 8Q Oqs
g
BA (3.5,3.5) 2
F 400+
%
B
3.00
2,00
1 1] 1 1
2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

&
W 43 2F ¢ 59 ik (SCOA)Z & & 31

¥
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MR S OBERHFEAOMERARABBRL AU B AR € A B &350

R 43 T e g g Oh »v 2001 &7 3 2 iz > Hin FANE L hd

( Scale-centered Quadrant Approach, SCQA )=z > ¢ 3 = =45 sz Jis( Ceiling Effect )
AR iF!'J"F'T i W?’éﬂ‘—f%i g s o BRIRBHIE Z E30 L & g (Y R,
keep up the good work ) # > 4o 4-16 #777 » I G F A IR T P 0 dopt -

Ko R FERR LSS 5 FP A A3 E T O BE M R

% 416 1 %% ik (SCQA)Z Rt 2%

PR 1 THERR | REALR |y pa g
Mean | Level | Mean | Level

Ql.p 78 # it 5.4592 H 4.7609 H keep up the good work
Q2.p 78 ¢t 4.1250 H 4.1766 H keep up the good work
Q3.p (7B HfPFEE R 5.3886 H 4.3723 H keep up the good work
Q4.7 7 = 5t 5.2147 H 4.9321 H keep up the good work
Q5. ¢ Sk Ty b B 5.4266 H 4.8587 H keep up the good work
Q6. 7 1t 5.3397 H 4.7826 H keep up the good work
Q7.8 F T APP R 5% 5.0734 H 4.6902 H keep up the good work
Q8.p (78 1§ 4,9946 H 4.4538 H keep up the good work
Q9.p 72 v ¥ 5.1250 H 4.4565 H keep up the good work
Q0.2 p F& i ek § 5.0027 H 4.1495 H keep up the good work
Qll.fe 3+ Bhen™ i 2R 5.5652 H 4.6196 H keep up the good work
Ql2.p 78 ~ ¥ & 2| 5.6440 H 4.6902 H keep up the good work
Ql3.¢ R FH FR % 24 5.5489 H 4.8152 H keep up the good work
QUE Y BB % 2% | 55299 H | 44402 | H keep up the good work
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4.2.1.3 ¥1E4R IPA % ( Diagonal line, gap analysis )

Bacon (2003) #-3Z4 % % 5 & B4 & s (Diagonal line) » % fH17% ¥t &
Moo BRE G AR i Bhs (1=P) - BHRF A2 A% (L2212
BRRARE) AASRIRANI L LBRLERR o F L BUEE T2
%R (ZEEMWERIR) LA KSR ERFP - AARARI AL &% H
& IPA 2 k%A IPA BP cvFhigEA A > b4 ¢ Hawes & Rao (1985) -
Levenburg & Magal (2005) ~ Sampson & Showalter (1999) ~ Slack (1994) - ¥ ¢t » &
ERBLAGAELSATZFaL B4 * ey 75 (Ford et al., 1999;
Sethna, 1982) -

ﬂiﬂ“
N
(\x

1.

FRAZ e L R d L a8 4eT ATt

KRRV RN Z L TR o ok 417 o m X p (R R

e

0

"Ql4FE g W RB % 2 D TQ3p FEAKPFEE R D TQL2
piFerimai ) S TQILAFE Ben A | > TQL0.2 % j 728 if ik
B> TQIe R FEEment 2 >MTQLaFa i, > Q9. p (72 chii
2> Q5 sk iveng 2 &, > TQ64cy h#, > Q74 F F 3 APP iR
i, > TQAHF 2, > TQ2p i7a b o

2 AT HARIPAZE PSS (ERR-BALR)

Ty L IET Y TN

QL4.5 o o % il Thag eht 2 {4 1 1.0897
Q3.7 78 53 P hgrii A 2 1.0163
Q2.f 78 A5 % 2 3 0.9538
Qllfe F ¥ BLch™ /24 4 0.9456
QIO.2 5 f A& 5 0.8532
Q13.¢ B m A mht 2 1t 6 0.7337
QLp 72 # i 7 0.6983
Q9.f 72 il d 8 0.6685
Q5. & df (Feng b R 9 0.5679
Q6.1c % - 10 0.5571
Q8.7 78 terlic® 11 0.5408
Q7.4 F 7 31 APP IRix 12 0.3832
Q4.4 % = 3 13 0.2826
Q2.p 78 i 14 -0.0516

96



Bl 4.4 5 %t 4& 5 IPA 2 (Diagonal line)z. % % 4cfw B » ¢ 2B +¥ @+ FQl4
ShE PR T 2 S F R 2 R T WTQLp R
FrHEML T (ERPMTRAR) LA KA RFDLE B S AR
TR oA E B IPA 2 Regpr X ARG F Rt B R R BB

(Low Priority ) -

6.00
TRESHEER
oQ12
Q14 Q13
5.50- o Q“O Qloooos
s Cos Q4
Q9 o)
Q7
Qo S
I 500+ o) oQS o
#n
£
£
B 450
5
o)
4.00
350 TRE<KHEE

h &
W 4.4 % 4 s IPA 2 (Diagonal line)2. % % #¢ % @
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4.2.1.4 iZ1E IPA (IPA+Three factor Theory)

G IPA BRFF g ImAK P e SR Lapig* > e f ad ~ 2000 £ 2 {8
AX kA% 5 7 F ] IPA B A B B o 4o Deng (2008) A/ 7 ¢ 45 ) 0 o
B IPA P ABETER F- BARBRNEERERLAELS B R
B ¥ - BABEBRIARASEMEL AT M GILAM HfEag.

%7tz @5 IPA #hE° 38 » Matzler and Sauerwein (2002)# o) #- IPA & &

Jir

FlF AL (J‘l"fﬁiié Tz IPA, ) » FLEE s ~afFsirie i
RFERA > €7 FRPEORFAAS

-

HRE% BHFE - F {5 Matzler et al. (2003)
IR Fadp B Ch R Sy RS e ﬁ? FTETIE = iR SR AL Bl AT 15
WhAPM GEAENEILERRE - A EFER RS R AP RO R
mLRE LB T R R 2 F g R A %k (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) -

3 2 Matzler et al. (2003) 2 "Importance-performance analysis revisited: the
role of the factor structure of customer satisfaction” = & » 3% 1 3¢ 28 #{%—"" =
& % & (Actual Performance) = X #h» £ 2 £ £ & (Implicit Importance ) 4% 3
B MEEL LRIl AR TR AR AT AR > 4o

45 7 o

d R 457 @it 1 IPA 2 >N 4 YouBike FRIx & chs BABL @Y o
7Tt g Lig L e £ % (Concentratehere) 2 PRAxH1EE TQ2.p 72 «hg  ~ T Q8.
pEddrodc® | - TQOp 72 chiic® ¥ TQLO.O X p (FB ek k| 5 T
9 P i LB A gt (Low Priority ) 2 JRA® LG TQB3.A (7.2 26 3k P engrif &
2 TQUABf Y kB % 2, 1 E > % 'UER L4 F (possible overkill)
2 PRAEHIEL TQAd T 23, ~ TQE sk iveng 5 A ~ TQBITH B, »
TQLlAe Fy ghen= [ ARA | & TQL2.p 78 A& 2 | ;50 Ui inds
(keepupthegoodwork) 2z  JR#xE1E% TQL A 72 # i, ~ TQ74F 7 APP
PR 2 TQI3. ¢ A FHFRahg 242 ) o 2T #B 1 IPAZ 2 JRIFHIERK

Wk % AT A 4 4-18

98



Q7
30 Concentrate here o Keep
Q2
o —>Improve o1s
Q10 (o]
Q9 (o)}
20 Cos °
o]
s N
) 06 04
Fo10- 0@14 © as ©
% (4.586,0.1507) | °
04
Q11 Q12
O (o]
.00
Q3
(o]
Possible overkill
-10- | Low priority —>Reduce
4‘60 4.’I_70 4.:10 41'30 4A'80 SJIJO
wh
W 4521 IPA 2 % %4 W
% 4181 IPAZ §ut &%
‘% A =] Fﬁ_% - ;?‘ s
YA LFEER FEALAE 31 IPA ik
Coefficient | Level | Mean Level
Qlp =@ # it 0.212 H 4.7609 | H keep up the good work
Q2.p (=8 ¢t 0.268 H 4.1766 | L Concentrate here
Q3.p AR NEER -0.025 L 43723 | L Low Priority
Q4.1+ 7 = 5\ 0.105 L 49321 | H Possible overkill
Q5. k M iveny b R 0.085 L 48587 | H Possible overkill
Q6.4x ¥ & 0.108 L 4.7826 | H Possible overkill
Q7.4E  F 2 APP PR i% 0.300 H 46902 | H keep up the good work
Q8.p 72 frdic g 0.185 H 44538 | L Concentrate here
Q9.p 72 ¥ 0.205 H 44565 | L Concentrate here
Q0.2 p FH g ek § 0.254 H 41495 | L Concentrate here
QLlAE F3 Bhen™ W[ A2 R 0.036 L 46196 | H Possible overkill
Ql2.p & A L& >4 0.034 L 46902 | H Possible overkill
Ql3.¢ A FA ERo% 2 0.247 H 48152 | H keep up the good work
QU4.H @ Hk B % 2 | 0.096 L 44402 | L Low Priority
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d B IPAgig o

A B Kk 2

;iz%;fsﬂi? Wk F P D

IPA %

% 4-10 #-4-4f B 5 IPA 2213 1

#_2 Martilla and James (1977)#7# d12_ = &%

IPA 2§ vg e 7

IPA 22 3D-IPA % % Wvi i 5 4piT » e £.d 302 & IPA

lZ: "ﬁ—}’\‘ E.J_F'&\'} 9Eﬁ_|1&"§tl———g4 ‘H:_%\ m&mﬁ\uxg?/—:ﬂlé%&_ﬂ; °

J

% 4-1913 & IPA & B 5t IPA 2 Rkt i

PRF% 1 & IPA % IPA
Qlp =@ # it keep up the good work keep up the good work
Q2.p 7@ *t Concentrate here Low Priority

Q3.5 {7 8 %%Eﬂfm&:’ié

Low Priority

Concentrate here

Q4.4 §

Possible overkill

Possible overkill

Q5. 4 .?fu#;ig o G bR

Possible overkill

keep up the good work

Q6.x§ §

Possible overkill

keep up the good work

Q7.42 {F % 2L APP cHJRir

keep up the good work

Possible overkill

Q8.p 72 frm#ic & Concentrate here Low Priority
Q9.5 78 i F Concentrate here Low Priority
Q0.2 p &g ek & Concentrate here Low Priority

QLL4e F ¥ Bheh™ [ 2R

Possible overkill

keep up the good work

QI2.p (72 A5 % 2%

Possible overkill

keep up the good work

Q3.  FH R ehs 21

keep up the good work

keep up the good work

QlAZ R AR F % 2 |4

Low Priority

Concentrate here
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422 —#BEZEmERE D H(3D-IPA)

i

dofe 4.2.1.1 & 973 % 2. @ 5L IPA # Ao %ﬁﬂ F]F IR 2 dE A g R AT

B IPA S ERE 5 B L BRA LR R RS R R 2 B N s
HHEP IR I RABE AFF I E RS2 BAALRMELALT
SRR AR B S AR AR AR MBI INEE 0 ARLA S
BRI ER - FRARBME BETS LM 4 LR KEN £E (Matzler

et al., 2004a; Sampson and Showalter, 1999; Ting and Chen, 2002 )

Foob o AL IPAR BRBHE BT LI b > 2B g kR 0 B
PAEBRETZ 222 FF L EF 7 AR DM A B0 IPA K
e W R TR RIS RURD A RS - BT E R R R
dE R R ML R AEA L B L S IPA B AT 2 4 iR AL

Fpt AR 7 0z e B BB LA A $7(BD-IPA)E 7 A 45 > 3D-IPA F_if st -
M IPA 2 £ # > 1345 Lai and Hitchcock #2016 277 3 > & X iRl v B K S # 4
MTHELRREBALRE CGERMAT  BITRELZROSEFWNEIARG TRE
BAREVRE FNEFERR B ERA G SRR fRE
MmARE L pME LR R 2T arE R % (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) - #-¢F & &
BRE CESETERUIERIRTLRE N ATFEEFAP ;‘gtb Ao F ik
R L5~ LR DG AR 4T -

1L #5354

C‘Hk*

FEERR

AR B wcis ol E R )i%[%] /i 54,1250 % 5.6440° T 357 5 5.2455-
;‘%‘ai}i%ﬁﬂﬁ*? 41495 % 49321 > T i5iE 5 45856 - AL R 5 = BRI G
T2 B 5 46812 - 4 >t Matzleretal. (2003)# Lai and Hitchcock (2016) & 45 ! #
i ETRIELR gé SR SRR F AL E RS S e
R AT A T R 2 R SUPLR AL 0 - 14 BRAE B £ R RALG P R
FRBLR S R%E - 53 Fa (2012) 4541 dst fF A~ 478 SEM #2479 > %
Mo & ehypsk &0 0E 2354 (condition index, Clie) (CliE >30) ~ % %

75 2. % B &Y% )+ (Variance Inflation Factor, VIF) %% (VIF>10: 7~ v &
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7 Tolerance &) -

d %4208 %7 o0 FEhE (CliE) >300 Cl i 5 51947 » % % 37
- TR SUARR o ¥ b0 & 4-20 EpoR AR TR 2 GERCAIY LB %
Bz VIFE £ VIFE >105 Plins p %P 55 2 MBI a 275 VIF
By <30 FR EPRLIREFA . wd 0 Cl EER 76 &R 58
FI AT TG P RERE G £ A2 P 2B % R%E Matzler et al. (2003)
¥ Lai and Hitchcock (2016)#74p d17¢ * 5 ~xr fF 7 872 £ & & § & & X LN
B ERSEALBEo T d WA I AP EFEAL T AT S5 RE Lai
and Hitchcock (2015) 74 % 2 #cdp % 5 ¥ B Vi (7§ ~ 73t 8 o Fp a4
TEERAPMATEEEZ LR R > @ Hair et al. (1998)7" &7 3 45 & AP B A
P AR FLEENE AR I BAPM AT FRATELS G TRAFY
(Yule and Kendall, 1950) -

2 4-20 % zﬁzwﬂ%

PRt (£2RBR) 3 TR R
T 0.602 | 1.660 |  0.066 14.941
rEE 0.847 | 1180 | 0.054 16.526
REE TS e 0568 | 1.760 |  0.037 19.840
R 0401 | 2491 | 0025 24.202
P Ly 0433 | 2311 0.019 27.542
fo % e 0588 | 1.700 | 0.018 28.685
2 F 73U APP SR ix 0659 | 1518 | 0.015 31.112
f 72 i 0432 | 2317 | 0014 | 32337
A 72 il 0414 | 2416 | 0.010 37.844
N p AR R 0690 | 1450 | 0009 | 40.152
2 F 8 B (AR 0510 | 1.961 | 0008 | 43714
Bt kb 2t 0377 | 2654 | 0007 | 45779
R TR EG T M 0391 | 2556 | 0.006 50.939
55 P % TR P 24 0.409 | 2.445| 0.005 51.947

AP EERAPM A P ER RS FMS LR TRE SR S Y
Bhoo BAIE- BUAPLETERR > dodk 421 a0 AP AEFERR
%":’Lﬁﬁ%? -0.025 3 0.300 » ¥ 3-8 &y T35 4 0.1507 - A5 L 4p B & ficehid % s
RAETWAET 2B AP R EE I E R R A R F R At f ik
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2.7 7 % > l4e o Lai and Hitchcock (2016) %= 3 & 4 *+ 0.004 = 0.220
@m L35 % 0.118 - ¥ ¢t » Deng (2007) ~ Deng et al. (2008a)£2 Alegre and Garau (2011)
shificle » B 25 0 Flpt g% AU 3 B AE40 0 Lai and Hitchcock (2016)4, ! i& i
T h T oAy FOAKAPH BT Y IPA P - BEM TR AR AL H

P A S

% 4-213D-IPAZ'E 5 €& R

Bt BEEER
Qlp 78 5 0.212
Q2.p 78 hEg 0.268
Q3.5 78 B3k P endrif & -0.025
Q4.1 % =+ 5 0.105
Q5. s gk (v el b B 0.085
Q6.1 % % % 0.108
Q7.42 fF % 31 APP PR 5% 0.300
Q8.p 72 fredicE 0.185
Q9.5 {78 s 0.205
Q0.2 x p 78 g ek & 0.254
QLIAE F 4 Bhen™ [ 2B 0.036
Ql2.p 78 A& % 24 0.034
QI3.¢ AFH EBmez 2 B 0.247
QA kY B % 2 0.096
= 0.1507

2. Hrz7F3

HARERREET LR AR RTIOY (FAR S FURA RIEE R )
Tyopl s TR ) Mot TR T, o SRR 1R 32 2 R R A A

F3F ~ 2R TS A e F]F o
7] B FF oo E]
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4 4-22 = F|3 LA & B H v

hEEEER EZERR
= ¥+ 2%
Mean Level | Coefficient | Level

QL p =8 # it 5.4592 H 0.212 H B F) S
Q2.p (78 *hp 4.1250 L 0.268 H 2 E T3
Q3.p (7B B PR 5.3886 H -0.025 L » AT
Q4.1 F > ;¢ 5.2147 L 0.105 L B L F)F
Q5. 4k sk ivenE b B 5.4266 H 0.085 L » AT
Q6.1 7 i 5.3397 H 0.108 L A AT
Q7.42 §F 731 APP PR % 5.0734 L 0.300 H 2 E 73
Q8.p 78 el & 4.9946 L 0.185 H & e FS
Q9.p (78 chiic§ 5.1250 L 0.205 H 2 E 73
QL0.2 £ p 78 i ek § 5.0027 L 0.254 H & e FS
QLl.4e F 3 e i 42 B 5.5652 H 0.036 L 25 A TS
Ql2.p 78 A L% > |+ 5.6440 H 0.034 L AT
Q13.¢ f FHl iR ehg > 5.5489 H 0.247 H B F]F
Q. p @ ki % >4 | 5.5299 H 0.096 L 25 A TS
& T s 5.2455 0.1507

b4 4-22 25 RLAEMZ I HERER CEZERBRE - FI N TR

Ak EE)E B R RS AHES i e T R

1) A#F+

AT GRS B M M ER R o X T RS ER
REE H % & 2 F1F (dissatisfiers) - 2 7 TQ3.p (72 Bk pFrensrif B | ~
rQ5ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ§%&J~FQ&k§¢w§J\FQﬂﬁg%%y¢w%@ﬁ
By ~TQl2.pmd A8 % > &2 TQUABRPEY B % 21 3
RAFF TR E LG L FF B PR s ATy
j%g%ﬁmﬁﬁ%&&’iif%*ﬂégﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ’%“ AR s
PARLEDEL > FIRL R RBHET FRL R K T iapE s g
TQ‘%FwF% Lt e R D3 R B 5 TGRS

sl 1 THEFT ,‘aiﬁfé’u%’*ﬁmz mE AL e

(2 ®§ms

BEFF SRR MO FREIELR X TR ER
BEE a2 1+ (satisfiers) - #¢ TQ2.p 78 ¢t ~ TQTAFFR
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APP cpRi% | ~ TQ8.p 78 freriic® | ~ Q9.5 78 chiic® | ¥ MQI10.
NSEPEFREORE | GEEFF o QLT F LGRS g4 R AR
Boole g B2 LM RY K4 2 422 3BT 0 4ok Matzler and
Sauerwein (2002) % 2 BT VAL L £ E T H hRl 4 o Fp F
BERBHEFERIARE T oEE > X2 % U g EAEE S el &
REK fﬂ:%i%”ﬁiﬁ% g e IRE IR AT Rih s 2 - L FIRGT
A FILFTE ¢ﬁ%ﬂfi;ﬂ SRR SEEEL 8 R S X P

(3) oA

TS A R AT - RERARACTIHB I B ES
ELR D MELRGRFFHEAG HEIERR - BERRY
eFlF 5 TQLA FE iy 2 TQI G R TR FE R 2, 1 KE

i3
BT 5 TQAFF > 58 ) o )t 73 FR 2320 438 ,gafdﬂzg,_g_
iﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁi’%&ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%’%*%géiﬁﬁ&°

w
Ji

a¥ B R& LA A7 (BD-IPA)

AFPIHRFTERLAE MR ERRAETER AN a2 - FEF A
T#-14 BIRIFEEE AT b & B2 3D-IPA = HECGF Rl d BF 2 1RE el
Ho A d R TRy S B S ARCHE 2D (LB 46 B 47 &
Bl 48) » 2= @z BRI P B3 A FHE » 2 28 o F]p A 7 #1REH
B2 @r o R TmL AR, g g T R TR o Mot R TR TN

FHBEI A 3-32 3D-IPAzZ §vk 4@ 14 BIRIFE M2 SR B B2 Tk dok
4-22 #7510 WP o E o
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R R R L T T PR Ty R RS
W 463D-IPA 2 = BEcH M & A |

BRIy R RS LRy S B =R R
W 4.73D-IPA z_ = #itim W& & 1
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6.004

5.50

5.00

#
w4 b 8

4.50+

4.00

m
\
Q12
Q1 00 0Q5 . Q13

3 0
S qu Yo
20"

Q9 Q7 T 5.2455

Q8

Q10

Bosg,y
Z'w

CREA St R A i AR TV TR LEY SRS
W 4.83D-1PA 2 > RiciH W& & 11

4 4232 B RRALAAITED-IPA)Z B % Hek
PR 1 =z 751234 | 3D-IPA {
Ql.p 72 # it F e F)F Keep
Q2.p (78 ¢t 275 Keep/Improve (to average )
Q3.5 (78 Bk pFensrif B A #H T+ Slightly Improve( to average )
Q4.7 7 > 5t & F]F Reduce
Q5. ks kel iFvenE & B A #H T+ Slightly reduce (to average)
Q6.4 7 i AT+ Slightly reduce (to average)
Q7.4e F T3 APP PR 7% 2 g5 Low priority
Q8.p 72 {redicE B2 E TS Keep/Improve (to average )
Q9.5 72 i ¥ e TS Keep/Improve (to average )
Q0.2 p F& ek § B2 E TS Keep/Improve (to average )
Qll.fe 3+ Bhen™ i 2R A~ H#F) S Slightly reduce (to average)
Ql2.p 78 ~ & & >4 LA T F Slightly reduce (to average)
Ql3.¢ A FA FHa% 2 A F) S Keep
Qlas sk BB h% 2 7 # F]+ Slightly Improve( to average )
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d A 423 BEEALBBEZ A HNBY FEBEABAE  HHER

BB FRRITAKRET B i 1T BB U RIBHEEFTAIT WP 40T 0

1. |—Q].El FaHn  2ZBARAR NMEEERZEEIERAER 0 = FF Y
25 (BERR) $5cFF > 3D-IPA 2 & 4 44 3 (Keep) -
2. TQpF2ME | ZHERANR I HEELRMRBEESELRE > = F]F 2

5 E7+ > 3D-IPA 2 { v 5 Keep/Improve (to average) »> % =7 &3
R £ ;’4?5)@%&% ZhE > FTRABRIREI THENL >
WA ERL R -FEF 27 &F hG " Lehfie T ’ﬁ%‘u."l AR TR
Flia - L 4T REZLFRL R THE LY E%LETI*U‘—” ARy
XPFRAC  FLEEEF MANTIOE > 22 R AMETELA o

3. TQ3p 2Bt 2 AAARK - HHERRFHESLL R M
T+ ) T E AA#F)F > 3D-IPA 2§ % % Slightly Improve (to average)

Ji

T i S 2 R IEHT R LW EH AT RLATIHETT o d

LAHTS > FEANTIHE REEAL A B -

40 TQAHESS, LALAR PHERARHEILRR N 2 FS AT
5 (KERR) $5m3 » 3D-IPA 2 3% 5 Reduce » & 45 » F iR IR
R -

5, TQS5. iiaffivenE b R 2B AAF® - IHERAFEEI LR =
Fl+ 2] % G A # ]S > 3D-IPA 2 {v% % Slightly reduce (toaverage) - 4
PR SRR TR TR IRARATEEYT o d W BEE A#H

FlF o FEANTIERBELTAL FBE -

6. TQ6H Ht  2BAAR MHELLAFEEILRAMK » = FF H T
4 R # T3 > 3D-IPA 2z % % Slightly reduce (toaverage) - £ T Q5. % sifk
TenE 5 R | IR o

7. TQIAFFMAPP JRfE: | 2 5L A% I HEZAKEEZELAF >
ZFSF AL @ EFS > 3D-IPA 2 {5 & ¥ % (Low priority) > 45

108



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

FEFRGUF WL ZRERIN G R BERR

"Q8.p R ik E | ZBARM M EERMBEESEERE > = 7
+ X % # 73 > 3D-IPA 2 ¥+ 5 Keep/Improve (toaverage) - £ Q2.

pofFa bR iRl o

"Q9.p AR iR | ZBAAMN M ERAMEELEERF > = FF

¥ g L # %]+ 5 3D-IPA z ¥ % 5 Keep/Improve (toaverage) -+ ¥ TQ2.p

Fa kg~ TQ8.A (78 et | ehfiiniple o

QU022 p TR F Ry  ZARAAN I HEERAMBEIEERF
= ¥ K g L # B 7S > 3D-IPA 2 ¥ ¢ 5 Keep/lmprove (to average) - ¥
"Q2.pFd g, ~ TQ8.A (TR Ll E |~ TQ9.4 78 g | R

i

"QIlAE Fr Bhen ™ Q2R |2 BAARAB VM HEIERAFLEIELR M
= TS H g i A A TS 3D-IPA 2 ¢ 5 Slightly reduce (to average )
"Q5. i sk iy bR~ TQ6c R Bt fiRip R o

"Ql2.p 72 AL % 2 (2 BAAR IHEERFEEILL AN =
1+ 2 2 5 A # F)F o 3D-IPA z # 2 4 Slightly reduce (to average ) » ¥ I Q5.
gk iEDF AR )~ TQETE B 2 TQLLAE T Bheh™ [ ARR | o0l
,E#g]l;, o

w

"QIB.E R FHBERNT 2 2 BARF MHLRRAFEEIELAE
ZFFHELETF (BEERRE) »3D-IPA 2§k 5 44 53 (Keep) »

2 TQLp Fa s | 2 F ik o

"QIABF R AHBE DT 2 ZRAAK I HEERFEEILLR
<, = F)3 A g i A#H F)3F > 3D-IPA 2z & 5 Slightly Improve( to average ) »
LT e AT R DRI RARTIHETE o d R
SAHT G FUNTEHERPLEAL BRI & TQ3p (78 L pFaé
R DERAPR o
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4.3 fRF B 1t 2 RESAE RECER

AL A 58 o ¢ REIL T K R0 IPA S R AET R RSP G
RHo WAt e fARt L2 IPA(BIIPASNE RGP wiE 1 EMIPA
2 g IPA) o FIRrAFEy um e 8 IPAEFRY 82447 -

W rm gy 587 > £ v w2 (SCQA) o »0 X o4 »afly » & (FIRFE
B E et 42 9% > BREEEP FEchX| 84 5 & % & Oh (2001) %=
T &% - 3k o @ 4 &R IPAE > 4ol Bacon (2003) %73 2 0 B G % g itz
B R FBIRA BT L RS E R o Ft ok 44 3D-IPA A w2
B IPA 2 B IPA 20 v 8 70 R i o

4.3.1 3D-IPA BiE 4% IPA RESELER

AFEEAES 2 E (B IPA2 3D-IPA) Hvi 42 £ 8 14 BIRAHE
2235 LR T FHERREE G - FEFC RS RARS A2 H
YouBike ¥ i@z FER RS e L F L5 - REE EEH > T8 4 YouBike

AR EE gk - BB e g e

FRARSNEER AT L B B IPARE 0k 1 s R (keep

W

upthe goodwork>Keep) - %gfé3- 5 N8 2 £ & & 3 > = F]F AR 3725
FrxF+ (BELER) > 3D-IPA 2 L BB signk > ¥ 5 B s (Keep)
Foeh o B ER R MNP = T3 AR €5 A#H TS 0 3D-IPA 2 g sk

B erigs > }g_,]k'}m? BT HHEIRILARATIIEETT "";Zﬁfj']ﬁ'_é %@Eﬂ:" ’

EMNTIERELAL D HL

PAAATEL TROEAHERRL TR, AR R IPAREZRE
2. vk % i g % (Concentrate here>Improve ) s is - 5 gz £ &8 B 5T
PEo = T SR €3S BT (BEE AR ) > 3D-IPA 2 Rei R siple o
vkl ®% (Improve) ; ¥ b aE R AL T, B = B MR 63T
%5 A5+ 3D-IPA 2 §wt 3 Slightly Improve (to average) - 4t fcchsif e

GRBEOT R SP L H AT BRRTHETT .
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FRAARTEL TR At ER RS T o B IPAREZRR
2§k % i B € AL % (Possible Overkill>Reduce ) “gs -5 g 7 €2 B 47 8 |
P = T3 ABAER 6 =25 ® F F15 0 3D-IPA 2 ik L = & st d R (Low priority )
Bl IPA RS FRG BER PR e o 8 NP E N BE S E R AL
Wi, EEMRMELERIE TRV ORI ERR G TR, B 2T
+AEAER € G HaT S (MERR) > @ B IPA &2 3D-IPA 20 vt % 5
Reduce » > # » 2 BT R o

PALREAFLERRGFLL TR, BRIPARE G SRR Ew
(Lowpriority) » s B 82 €2 & 5 3 P> = 73 iRl g2 5 &
71+ > 3D-IPA 2. ¥4 % Keep/Improve (to average) - ot {vk Himi i £k o
FAPRETRALLT R UBRFTRE R IR AR AL THEN
PO ERLAE FAFAEEERS vy LRI U 7 PR LR
- AR H e 2P RS 2 Y 2P BTG UDERT o e
WMEFTRTTFE - LT RAEAENNAFRLAN L THE B
ERPAEAF AP FRAE O FSEEFS 0T R 27 GRS
ARV EZERR L TiIA, o Z 7|3 fAMER] €352 5 %3 (KER
B) o @ B3 IPA 22 3D-IPA 2 {vg ¢ 5 ik AL gL 8 A& (Lowpriority) o &

F g #-id 5L IPA vk 22 3D-IPA {vi £ B BTG £ 4-24 -

% 4-24 @36 IPA 22 3D-IPA Hv& v i

- ok Ag s . 3 C m s is “
3 sap | WEIPARY i; p | 2138 | 3D-IPA v
; ; S : e ;?Sﬁtly reduce
% E: k h k>K (s 2 A ¥ 3
% % (keep up the good wor eep) 58 A AT F (to average )
Ve - - ;“i 7“;/ -
159 B uﬁ.;’:ﬁ{%’_ 4 B BT+ ISTp:]Ot;/e I
[ B ( Concentrate here=> Improve ) 4 A H T+ (It% a\yerag:ep)rove
B ! WRERF % 2 E 53 Low priority
% [ ( Possible Overkill>Reduce ) [ B3 F)F Reduce
*
i« i LB i 2 PR Keep/Improve
(Low F‘;riorit ) (1o average)
" " y i FEAGE Low priority
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AR fa 2 (A IPA &2 3D-IPA) 3 YouBike ¢ 82 F IR B st o £ F
B - Rpg £ X7 4 YouBike Ap b Y S H gk - B el |

z
LE

QLA Fd i | 4ol KB~ wGE s BHE B A IPA L
g G M RdE (Keep) o ¥ %h > &z F]F AP 2 3w 5 ¥ FF o g 3D-
IPA 22 @ 5 IPA thileg 4p e+ % 5 S5 4540~ AR § P TR PORIEZ P o F 4
WAkt YouBike pF > F 2 S ¢ W o p (7B hF] R YouBike 3k
P e RLRTUMEFR W Y BEKRE LD Al 2
W24 e 15 26+ AR 0 4 A e Bl e S AN 3 B B TR A7) 4k
FOCERPMRFIAAHELE P FRARDIPET LA FEFT BRI EEEF R T
BoEPY R FAS G A R FEIP AP FR OB RY P SRE o F
&k Ak YouBike Ap R A M T A OT RETHR > > THFE { %

Lehri o AFER T ERLREF Ko

"Q2.p 78 “h | A @A IPA ek 2 =t &z (LowPriority) » A=z ]
+ I8¢ 2 5w 5B FS i 3D-IPA % Keep/Improve (to average ) °
AR T3R5 4 3 YouBike A BA I ]~ ¥ @ﬁ%ﬁ’ DTS SRS S A
YouBike % 14z sict P A o HAWH P RARI T HE PR R4 R E
2 a0 p R s LR A REG HEHRLE o 4o MOOVO » 35 B ek §F
TEHep DL 4 o T d g FRARIBETS L KR EIRR G
RO FARLEBPHM AT RLLT »ERV BT AL ZHE TR AEBE
BITIEM o MHABEERIARFTEE 2D TR LR T TU@%
PR FRIT o Flpt o AP (B BN, > Bk A KA M T s R
10 ke ‘,)gym;}’)\)» ) P*‘),%z,‘u#m:r N~ F —%H’JP,}EI#L,E\%,&&—I&’HH Vi

s J-]‘f‘gécfé'}l’—%j%i}i o

"Q3.p (T B P R B IPA g 5 R4 L % (Concentrate
here>Improve) - #= %]+ 32 2 555 2 A# F]F > i=pF 3D-IPA 2 X &
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Slightly Improve (toaverage) - dp4t freisf 4z B iEenfim » X F R4 2R E
RIE o d wP R AR FRNTIERMEAL DAL R H G
FHOWR S g FRSREOGEER D BL O H P FI R DE R
ERA KL FPWMT UG EFTIRE O L R HHERp FEPEDT R

"Q4. % 2N @A IPA G LR £ F (Possible Overkill
>Reduce) » &= F]F Eim Y 2 875 5 A#HTF]F (MER R ) @ @5 IPA & 3D-
IPA 2 K%t % 5 Reduce » >4 »3tp (72 i 5 > A enF ik o P YouBike eh
HE 3R A RS - R sy g TRy o 21 2018 £ 12 7
B [ T AR 8700 ok BARY AT T REFF FPT R
ARAEF YR SR AN H PRy PN SREIF BRI R &
BFFIAEFERIG O TRIT IR CEFIREZHY TEAE BRI

Ir:}_o

o
I
F
oy

o

Q5. kMERTENT AR, R FRIBAALTHLLAR
IPA enifing 5 s RdF (Keep) » R Z £ R A M Gz FF kY 2474 5 &
HFF o d TR AHT)F > F AT R

2R GERORCZHEEOT RO I L EI BRI A TIZETT o Fpt o i ¥

"3*}
\ X
N
i
o
i
prs
w
¢
o
>

33 P # YouBike shKiosk f # IRTHS ok Sk (TR ILIE S F A @ ¥ o

==

PR TR S BN R TR AR R

TQET R R, R HWABLARAENMEERR TR 0 B IPA DY
AR (Keep) » Az F]Fih? 2 5w 5 A# 715 > i&pF 3D-IPA 2 &
R LHEE R BT RA AR P E IR RTHETT o &% K
Pz e GREZAE BR A 205 WAH P R o Flt AT BAT
A 4w 2015 # 87 2021 & 0 B 30 A AR R PR 0 G % LE R

ET

ET

B KRR R AT A R F M ARy E R T g

ET‘JFI //Eli)s)"}/\é%’%wrp.\\k &rﬁ; —\j_-:‘ Rﬁg‘}i’yz‘ﬁl"

"Q7AEF T APP ihpRFE: | B id it IPA hie: 5 AR €4 % (Possible
Overkill>Reduce) » &= F]3+ B #% ¢ 2 %% 5 2 E 73 > izpF 3D-IPA 2. ¢ &
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&g % (Low Priority) o Az fLi¢ * ¥ #5042 iF 730 APP pias £ g 5108 &
1> B % YOUBIKeAPP © § j# ¥.chvw B8 4~ f14 28 L2 FRMEI R K4 &
A F Y RE A S B OE R 2T RIE ~ % YouBike A KRGS w1 jaMiE R E
FML AR S APP 0 i AR KR

"Q8.p 7@ feh#cE | BB IPA e e: 5=t &L (LowPriority) » A&

Z F]F %Y 2 4 5 ® B %5 > 3D-IPA 2 {v% 5 Keep/Improve (to average ) °
R 4t p PRl RA[ DR R P BT A R F hgFR
PR R GBI FEE B T L E R e 4 g YouBike i Bkt
e Y gt - R FAFREF  mP o Y 7 D34k p BRI Bl
TE e G, o RT R PPELR R PR R FT A - RPN DT - bR

EN)
oA hgRiprng RS o ldept - K2 R ﬁﬁxé%ﬁﬁﬁfmﬁw‘

—.E\

_é.‘rgtfw PR T A RS HREZE R AN B - B R R o F] L
AR EPM AT
b E A FL el S RIB I T RAABI AL TIBEN L > UH A E

BERFEY AP LFTRGIUOERT R R T RTE

B BT R R R R B 1 R B E 2

Q9.5 72 vl ® | BB IPA eek 2 st & 2z (LowPriority) » A=

FlF 2P 28w 5 2B %3 o 3D-IPA 2z K v: 5 Keep/Improve (to average) -

(™

BT X h AR iR RS RGBT S RS R K A

}

R R I H A S T AR DR A o 2 i [ F YouBike § i efk
FOPEHE R PERE AR s R RS RER
BoAT AR ORESIARY B I/éirjév BB R Tias
% - & YouBike JRi%+ 12 A =t > H R @ X £ e f3c{r” Heh2 31 38 - ¥ >
YouBike s % A4 i chif ik ¥R G 0 4~ YouBike R * ¥R AR NF AL T
0 258 ¥ YouBike i A 4 A H B fplc FOUOA D T H2 )0 M2 7 B g
o 3T & YouBike i & A e EF] 8 sk oo Fpt o A kA FH AT IR L
TOoERT UERFTRE R kS FRE BT 2k A F L ind 2R
Wibep T  FTHRABBIARITHEN L > LB ERLARATEF 2
PEFRG UDERT o i FRTT
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"Q10.2x p {78 iﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁJi@ffblPA s L=t & 2z X (Low Priority )»

Z 3R 2w 5 @ 75 3D-IPA 2- { v L Keep/Improve( to average )e
AR FHY 2L FREIRBERILAFREIFABL LA RY F &
BEROEp FAERE 8PP AR FEIRERGHRLE Y 27 TS
PEHBZET O FERRE 2GR TN R TR EATRRE Y
HEX RS (8 %?J,ﬁ:a\n AE2020) o Flt o AR F M AT IR L
- ’@:g‘%'a?,rz:ték?;@obt%g‘z%ﬁ’ MREBAEN TP TEE LN <

PR AE 1E kB ALY .

"Qll.4E 4 BEen™ [ ARR | o F]Fl\.kﬁ BLREMRHELRYE > AW
SLIPA ek 5 s in4F(Keep )» @ 3D-IPA 2 v % Slightly reduce( to average )
RO pAr Fr BhenpiE b S RARMEEAE S Az FIF WA 2 4y
RAHFG FA RSP R FEAL AR LR R 2T
BERERE L FMRY F e BB L ALF A T ERA LA FRMT
AR OT RE N AT B RORCZEEOT R I EIRIARTHE

L EFFF R M B ORLAEL THENT

"QI2.p FAAEE M, RY FRIBAAREIHLIRRY R BN
IPA e vk 2 #5435 (Keep) > 3D-IPA z %% % Slightly reduce (to average )

YouBike % » & - jmd B BEH IR/ E- o Fd A AT R 4R
M- P enE D g K T FREA R KRS T2 o B L YouBike ¥3% p

P
Fo2Abg g A SRR FIRS PR Ay E 2o B2 BT EH
ﬂiﬁ%ﬁé@ﬁi’%%%iﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁgéi%%iamﬁﬁ%ﬁ’
piEdiig 2t FRRY e RS L ALR T FI o ERAKRL P
¥ B TR o N A e S TR S I RART

$oif o i R RS LR L T 0T

"QI3.¢ R FH e 2 v & ﬁm,‘aa&)ﬁﬁ* TEHEELZRYE O A
@ IPA end 5 R (Keep) » Bz T3 BHY 2 8w 2 %%+ (8 £
+

M) > @ B IPA & 3D-IPA 2 {vi 4p e o d 3t YouBike & F & i1 p T35+ &
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*inifiﬁ?uf%’#”g—iﬂ SR H DL TRAPP R M A R A
EERAFHF 2 2 FECBAFTAZE REFFTHE APP B pE 22 0 o
AR ERRELR Y FEN BT OEEARRART AL B A KA F M Lt

FRE F o ZRARLFPHT LA PE DT IRE > o

TQIA.BEF P W BB T 2 ABHA IPA i 2 Bhicd ®
(Concentrate here>Improve ) » &= %]+ 24 ¢ 2 % 4] 5 A # 715 - & 3D-IPA

2 kv % Slightly Improve (toaverage) - dp 4 feefasif 4o t% i cnT iR X 8 3

LHIBAATEHEETT o d WEBELLAFFF O 2K ’\J.i’:g BEEL A H %

Loodpn #2255 (2010) e T dp o p 7223 RREDFX 24 HRT 4905
AE/ gl U r o *gﬁi@%J‘rﬁﬁiféﬁﬁﬁﬂin&%xjﬁ

-2

SR (4o B hapfod ) > RETE | > TRe 2 T (ot ~ Wi -
KEEFATER)FRALTE, TR A LEF ERASE LA
YrsE 5 A gt 2017 endR 2 o R BB RN 2R AP R
T AR hERBEE > AR AR A LR ER A R A
ﬁ4m~ﬁﬁ4m~é¢WﬁJoﬂw$ i 1%k YouBike 2 it & BT R

=
Lﬁ};/‘\ﬁ a 13115%%\ R hE 3&}4 ﬁ-’ﬁ ‘b s ﬁ:\:ij}/(f\‘j‘ﬁ A H# &%’ﬁh':g i# *1

i

GBI R T S DR LA R R B 2RE P
Bk o AR Bt @i IPA 2 3D-IPA 2. vt % £ B 12 3 4 4-
25 °
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% 425 £ Bl ®5 IPA2 3D-IPAZ R 2% £ 8

PRIE

@ 55 IPA Lﬁ’i“%

3D-IPA

Ql.p 72 # i
(bt Ko w2 H%)

keep up the good work
- Keep

Keep

Q2.p =2 ¢t

Low Priority

Keep/Improve
(to average )

Q3.5 78 Bhgk pFendhif &

Concentrate here

Slightly Improve

->Improve (to average )
Q4.1 5 = 5 possible overkill Reduce
->Reduce

Q5. s sl (Teng b R

keep up the good work
- Keep

Slightly reduce
(to average )

Q6.1 it

keep up the good work
- Keep

Slightly reduce
(to average )

Q7.4e F T 3 APP PR 7% possible overkill Low priority
—>Reduce
Q8.p 78 frerfic g Low Priority Keep/Improve
(to average )
Q9.p 72 v ¥ Low Priority Keep/Improve
(to average )
Q0.2 p & ik § Low Priority Keep/Improve

(to average )

QLLAE fF + Bhen { /2R

keep up the good work
- Keep

Slightly reduce
(to average )

Q2.p (78 A% 2 b

keep up the good work
- Keep

Slightly reduce
(to average )

keep up the good work

Keep

- Keep
Qla.s % Wk s sh<¥ >4 | Concentrate here Slightly Improve
- Improve (to average )
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4.3.2 3D-IPA BUEIE IPA HIELEE

% 4-26 5 2 IPA &2 3D-IPA gt fi - i3 & IPA R U id s
TR ER R R RE LSS F e 427 5 LR 81 IPA 2 3D-IPA 2
Rt 2% 28 gl IPAZ 25 P 2 3D-IPA #5317 2 £ 8 1 IPA A&
R Fe g BB A P2 g o A T AR 3 G 3D-IPAZ Xk B s P
FEOBAEBE > 1T B4 4h 3D-IPA Rk 2 i3 1 IPA B it 7t o

% 4-26 3 i+ IPA £ 3D-IPA R &b

R b3 i2 & IPA R g L = 7]+ f84F | 3D-IPA ek
N j‘_i_ -Q }:i Z P ji_ -Q ‘]\:1"_ _ =5 P
® % £ X R % FAF) S Keep
% % (keep up the good work->Keep ) 5 ks Low priority
i B - CoF
s B el % rx 5 Improve
6N ( Concentrate here>Improve ) (&S B E 73 Keep/Improve
- . TR (to average )
. i " . Slightly reduce
% [ WRERF B A TS gntly
( Possible Overkill>Reduce ) (1o average)
B o Y & » F] 3 Reduce
i« i S BT 2 FESE Slightly Improve
(Low Priority ) (o average )
i, i, £ & »L F)+ Low priority

A2 14 BIRAHIEY 2 E R AIPAS B L IPAASYE > 2 2 Ak D
Rt %o up Faai - HE 2 NE R FRERNT 2 pFa
Bop FRfrehlicl ~ p A B R p FAF R ENB L IPA Kok i

Improve » @ 3D-IPA 3% % Keep/Improve (toaverage) > fits 2 2 £ 7+ » &

HEVE LSV RS ETS RE RS L EE @ XX fR T

A TR SRR E BB LR AT apE s ¥ 2 % g RAEE 4 ik
LAE2% 0 T 3DIPA R ERET - B { AP AT B R hpUE c 2R R
FFELEP g 2 THETT FLFT R o F b FAPFITHE SR
Yo MR AR F R B {ARR S ) 73 AP % 21 1 IPA K% 5 Reduce>

v

@ 3D-IPA ¥ % % Slightly reduce (to average) » %% &7 12 1 IPA fik &Kk
PEf s = o @ 3D-IPA Kk E‘J@éiﬁ%ﬂ"k%—iﬁtiﬁ" CEF A o L H s

ng}fgr}’lj&ﬁlbléq" F,,&},&)iomﬁf’r 5\%%\% i)ib%%%\piPFﬁI%\
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v

g% > 2 1 IPA {v: 5 LowPriority - @ 3D-IPA % % Slightly Improve (to

average ) - &7t 3D-IPA e vk 3% B { PP Ax ~ B R enilE o Fﬁrgg—g EREEE =

= o
SR EA TR d B IPA RS A BERA R L84 4 (e
AR §86@a5a 3D-IPA - P Zv g m IPAL 228+
o 4 RFE AL FARFLEFAL DT LAARETEE - Bhal Pl
LB P RETA D EH N o

% 427 L BB R 31 IPAZ 3D-IPAZ e 2% 1 8

PRI i 1 IPA 3D-IPA
Ql.p 72 # it keep up the good work | Keep
—->Keep
Q2.5 {72 *hj Concentrate here Keep/Improve
- Improve (to average )
Q3.p {78 Bk prengrif B Low Priority Slightly Improve

(to average )

Q4.7 7 = 5 possible overkill Reduce
->Reduce

Q5. x sLfk ivenE 42 B possible overkill Slightly reduce
- Reduce (to average )

Q6.4 7 possible overkill Slightly reduce
- Reduce (to average )

Q7.4e F T3 APP PR 7% keep up the good work | Low priority
—->Keep

Q8.p 72 {rendc ¥ Concentrate here Keep/Improve
->Improve (to average )

Q9.p 72 v ¥ Concentrate here Keep/Improve
->Improve (to average )

QIo.2x p & K § Concentrate here Keep/Improve
->Improve (to average )

Qll.fe Fi BLih™ A2 R possible overkill Slightly reduce
->Reduce (to average )

Ql2.p 78 A L% 4 possible overkill Slightly reduce
->Reduce (to average )

QI3 ¢ fi FH ot 21t

keep up the good work
—>Keep

Keep

Qla.sEk P H kB % 2

Low Priority

Slightly Improve
(to average )
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oL EREP AR IREFREE 4od & 2002 3 2004 & kT E e e

JEEF(SARS) o d KT H A T E P (T F UERFL DM RS EEE

&

ﬁ%]y%’* = A - fAATen i 2 54 (Weinert et al., 2007; Simha, 2016) - @ 2020 & %
#7150 K (COVID-19) @ ™ > # 5 £ AR 2 ‘REE@H Y f 78 S
T2 F R i B 5V (Teixeira & Lopes, 2020; Shang et al., 2021) - 57 7 7% 4434
ML S &P s p 78 43 YouBike JRIF&SFFE AW 2L LREFITFHEYD
%> & * 3D-IPA~ @ IPA (DCQA) ~ M # = 3¢ v |PAE (SCQA) ~ %
R IPA 2 310 IPAzZ 2527 > & ¥ 44 YouBike % PRF%38 P ehILR
Fodieed Kok B A F M T 5Y 0 45 YouBike PRI ST X B S Her sl 4 o

l/ﬁﬂé\j\ﬁgg‘. g * g o

AR LSRN P SR AT R TR R R R R

]
(S
&
i
w
I
B
4

)¢
$
|a;
w
%
o
>
!
\ &
o
~\
o
r—
k™
&
%
>
¥
e

Y
5
g

FEET A BRI B2 § 00 H 4o IPA 5 ol o

A5 * 3D-IPA &% YouBike 2. 14 PR B i (7 A 45243 > § bl
iEd B ek > 3D-IPA FFREREZAEERER S FHEELAE T
B RAPH GEREIPEEL RS FEMALRY TRE SRIARAKEVIRE F
EIERRCAEZERBIR T MMM LT BEMBIEAS LR EE
& Rz B eag w12 (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016)  #% 4 iz_%z_%@ E f‘»i&&ﬁf/n\ 54 i

dieg 2 & & & (Dolinsky and Caputo, 1991; Matzler and Sauerwein, 2002) - Matzler et
al. (2003) # Lai and Hitchcock (2016) %4 i@ * 5 ~u fFE B ez £ & & § 2

(‘3\

§ AR R F L ORAE RS @ b

“3\5—

5' V06 BRI
GRHGE - A ERAG BT M EZEEHRRE ERESA L BT o
s E2 ddp R 5 ¥ Mo ¥ a7 4 41 (Lai and Hitchcock, 2015) - e £ & & &
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BERZFEFF EFAATEE BEEY <0 2 BE 2V ELG
F1#¢ Lai and Hitchcock (2015):% 5 % ~r jf7 - B £ FE R ER R2 1 &
¥ ¢k > Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black (1998) 7 45 1 i 4p B & 471+ % ~aw jF i
ESEAELRY PG AAPM AT R AF A B R T EFEE (Yule and

Kendall, 1950) -

RENEIEERLE TR EIELRARIF AR - FEFAT L
B TR L L BHETE AL R AT AT RS2 LR R A BT IHE
5245 '8 7 £ & R4 F 4> -0.025 2 0300 (*#=iE 7 0.1507) - & Lai and
Hitchcock (2016) %= 7 % % 4 >+ 0.004 = 0.220 (L3=2E 5 0.118) - F)pt ¥ (B4
AFTEZERRRIE B ARG 2@ KA Lai and Hitchcock (2016)4, & *&
FERBRBCER MY o LAPM GBRY Y IPA FFy ¢ - B IHE AL

TR

Matzler, Bailometal. (2004) ##" 7 #% % @5 IPA 7 & B 45388 7 B3R ¢
(L) BRBLARADHRIrE R PRI ¥ (2) BRBLRDHEEF
WEARZFT O RIMPY S AT 25 H1 s SELL G M2
Gp TIoMp bk B 01070 S MApR > R L RERP R IR DHEICE L 0

B EE I Rl n AT EERE 2 FIF IR 0 SRS E T BRR TB

WBRLARDHEEFRBL R Pl G a5 73 2T a0
ARFFAREF > A2 B A R LR AR 3 e
A AT R FELELE  FHBLAS M R gERY F25 7
EL FHBAAGIM T BREFFERERT FELER L FHBLAS
r“s}:‘%;a’g_géif’é’# FIRAEL D FHBRIRE M ¥V - B F LA IPA
FOAE > FPRAH I BT 0 B € RERP AR endk i K% > 7 i Evans and
Chon (1989) &f=% ¥ 452 » £ IPA & H i % 2 2 A X F 4ol U= AL

1\\

@17 47 0 B g B e IPA g sfd s Bt 8

)3 12 3% ¢ 3D-IPA it 49 §

Mefpi s X QW PE A LBREE R R T AR - %0

2\»1:

AL R E N B IPAST R E T 28 p A F i P
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x\"l
“_C'

it 5 % & :xd (LowPriority) » 12 3D-IPA A 505 » 32 it 5 2 B )

4o

P H R SRRy (ZRARRTHND ) LR FHET X
SRERH LG REFBL BRI LR ARFNHD
—?‘fé:xeib%zsti unb)"@i‘aﬂ/%,&fi s m:}j%\ZOZO_& ﬁ%]]f{a‘\r, 1)\%—

,—
=

TN
[t
‘5" i

N

pois
o p f%ﬁiif%a‘tra&ﬁwﬁ PR A AR g T
B FEEH 2l o B 3D-IPA 2 Xt 2R RICE 5 RGP HE
g A RRITR KRR @ Lai and Hitchcock (2016) %= 3 % % 7 7% 3D-
IPA Zpcfirpe K { 4v- R2ZmB -

= ~ 3D-IPA~ @ IPAE BT IPARGER2Z LR 04

B IPA KR B BB K LRI R M E R RSB AR #
BLRE R PHELRARL G A BT IPAKY R R BIRE
4

FLEERRC-CESEBRAB YAV PHMMER T BEMEBIARAZ LRI LR

i
s‘-

B 2. B e'g & B % (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) - ;ﬁd Z FF G > B IPA
f# /- Matzler, Bailom etal. (2004) /= 1 4% % B 40 IPA 2 45388 7 3K T B ABR
BB S RS R R b GRS Hfin e d @A IPA i1 IPA
EERUEBRS Bz B Wik BREES kg ELA M 2 E R
Fo 45 % (Keepupthegoodwork) ~ ig:xiL % (Concentrate here)

# ¥ % (Low priority) -~ i/ £ 4% (Possible overkill) » B & 2474 § Lo o

A 2 14 BRI 25 3D-IPA~ @ IPA g3 1 IPA A 45150 %
AR ARERESNED TR HE SRR ER TR RGO 2o A
BB p A i d s p TR B O P gk BB IPA
W % Low Priority » i2 = IPA % Improve » @ 3D-IPA i % Keep/Improve (to
average) - Bit% 5 ®E TS > @ IPA 2 3D-IPA % b E EaT i e
BRI A #ERSALAM @Y FIA GRIBL T F LR
PR R R M Top, %2 % g ELEA S pucd & 2% > v £ 3D-IPA
RS - B PR MR EREEE T AL UM st E 2 TS

BTT LT R o ¥ b LSRR B R o e AR F R B
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TARRSE P 78 A% 24 @5 IPA §% 5 Keep: 2 IPA 5 Reduce: @ 3D-
IPA ¥ % % Slightly reduce (to average) - % % &1 @ % IPA A dk & W vk pFi 2
B2 it IPA BB % "85 @ 3D-IPA RURES=Ne:] Iﬁ‘«li{%iﬁti}é" U &
e B R R R MBS MR FRE R o pTERLP DRSS
R PR @RS T 2 @A IPA {92 5 Improve - 2 i+ IPA % Low Priority »

@ 3D-IPA ¥ % Slightly Improve (to average )

FERIEFAT SR GE R IPAEB T IPA £ D ey PR

Brd 3 BB IPA ARG R A ER5 > A i3 IPA ARG ED R
WA e AN N F AP 2 5 3D-IPA 2 Kk F B L P AR o F A
Fiini SDPA Al R R{ 5 EH - s (RFEE S RFRE (G2

PELEFRL T R z’”aa‘%f#—?lﬂ’-_?‘f— BEf NS X BT T RITABHEI O o
2y NEHEMIPAZEFT AR FREALGUL RN EF S R

Martillaand James (1977)# 1 IPA (&>~ % ¥ & T " ey 038, T 32( Data-
centered Quadrant Approach, DCQA) 5 & &% » 145 257 7 & :E 12 FJ% R
i 59% > & & DCQA & &I 5 IPA 2 5Hlg$ - IPA RS Fdlr e 452, §
Rle AR R PR (e Fs - Rheel xR Fm-ERALAR)

PR - E e ] e o ik fr—::rﬁa‘;uﬁ;fj.%g N
£ 3 i § |+ (Bacon, 2003) o ¥ b > 5 H s ?iﬁ Pl E g % 8 2 hd o (Scale-
centered Quadrant Approach, SCQA ) % 2 = gk |4 Evans & Chon (1989) ~ Hawes
& Rao (1985)¢2 Chonetal. (1991) » @ *# 7 #-F 4 % » SCQA» 7 &% Bl &
FREE L& %00 (RS 45 %, keep up the good work) > Iiﬁ&rﬂ‘v Oh
(2001)F= % #& % > d 305 I Hhe =W #F Ao F 4 % T8y (Ceiling
Effect) > » ER#G m7¥%i * o G ¢ 3D-IPA LR S5k dt ik 56 8 3] 7
BMEPPEE 2 BAATHEILERLARL RS
Hte— BRAE SN ERT)F LR EPRI B IPA T w { § Py R
B 7 %2 20 7 g 4§44 gk 1% (Lai and Hitchcock, 2016) °

= FF @A 0 d 3t 3D-IPA

oo F i E R IPAZEFT A TR B R AT i %02

N
F_L
\ e
L
-
L
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AR A ED ERRSERLARL CRARA S L EL @ Ry
2 %j{,lrlé‘}?‘f’ - (PE S 7";— 712 IPA R 2 Wx o

AT RRET > F3D-IPARF ALY B EIIARE TR d R
g% 2 & 5] > 3D-IPA e % Slightly Improve (to average) » % Jf gL ie
Fg 2P RBAAFF 2 AE MO THEEERRT FALAERLR -
ATE R @ RA T 2 R LMRIPA R P L R 2 R RI B

EAE TN GESBEA RO 2 ARGERF FRAEFLE > L LAWY

Ja

e fpITo fKed 0E - B R G R bR Btk - B
e 4% (Feng et al., 2014) - F]pt A #7720 5 7 4 3D-IPA 22 %t & 5 IPA 2 0

FET o Ashor S BS o RTN BGE R e
T PAREASRPSER YRR T 2R A RA R L 2P

PRIz FlF2H A#HTF)F G EREBEE I RLZTF)F o5 ezt 2P o
He A#F T 5 ThpFasqmasrg ) ~ Dz b 2, ~ Teh i
oo TRFE GG TR, ~ TpFEI A% 20 & THiFYERE D
Rty B R RS FELFF LG A GG AT R X7 £
ﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁa’ﬁig%bjégmﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁf%‘Ygﬁlﬁﬁ E 4

S LRI RS R PONTIOR PR 2 Ty iy o = A3

REREIFTREF GG T F I TIETTOSHARY FHABLAL

*EF A7 % B o YouBike B o AR¥HR B R OB MO IR T 352 L HF)
FifFied o PEFERaOPRBBRLI TSRS R 2 THLEE Y
BEDL 2 cp FERHRPFNEFRAF AP PRE AL 2P 2 BLAE L
14 BIRFFEEY o w2 125311 R €2 B A B2 T4, v AR —‘gjﬁ*“

TR HRIEEARE AR LT ERIFEINTEL  AAFLREIFEFT
Hsu et al. (2018)2 Szt » sk pcn &R R | SR FR A AL L& F1% -
Fobo TREBEE I, a0 UAMAD L6 PR R 2 3864025
TH g 28469 22 A B Rap R B3H Rp (TR REIL 3233302 5 ¥
PAPFIEEGIIL 22 > 2 p FAREREL 43433 22 - AEAFR
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R Y hp R RS LA E A TR R TR R K
FASERLpaz? o F A g ﬁ%iiaﬁéﬁ“u‘aﬁ¢aﬁw’&
AAFEAAFETA2AF O AFEIREFIRIFLFTRETLE 300

Bikpd @ "F'ftfi’ﬁ A - BE > BRIRB

T »

TRl ~ pITERKER DR FREOREE ) FERE
AREMGTRASNERARL XL R BIE -

o

e

1= FIF 2% 2B T3 2 73 5 w53 Rk L 2 75 (satisfiers) o
2o Tp@Eaap, ~ TARFFAAPPayRG: , ~ Tp w2 frodk® | ~ Tp
ﬁ?ﬁxf&_J*’r\*Ef‘fﬁﬁ_mp{ﬁJal’@?q”“’#péq”' B g R
FRLR - RFEFAFFEEP R FT3ERIF BT TG BL R
BHPRERELBRETTIORE T2 U RAERE S et L M E g > FL R
F
A

%
FhOE AT — FIn L RIS AT R

A At %R 0 YouBike P o ER R R MOTR T2 BEFS G
"Q2.p FE b, ~ TQ8p A2 frendic® | ~ TQ9.A 72 chic® | & TQL0.2
pEBgaRy o~ He pFEIfrantcd R PIEE AL P TR
BRAHBOGHG > BRATIEL 44198 TP FE G T K SES
g1 2o R KR A R T A B 5 44366 4.8159 57 46485 AT A i % K 0
RATOSHR FBRAR S B R AR KT T2 ®E T3 2 3D-IPA R

S+

= Keep/Improve (toaverage) » Flpt ik A K L 4 ¢8R > AF RS L TR
# Keep {wg > F15 - LR eehTREZ )Jl'jhffi‘/%.ﬁ.)ii‘aﬁ;l BEr ks
B L RN € X LT EDARAY c F R S EFT AN EFEY BF o A1

Improve 2. {v¢ » FEHBLREITIHHENL - H R FBAR 0 AT 2

Kok 25 ¢ 4717 1 Alvarez-Valdes et al. (2016)%2 Hsu et al. (2018)2. %z - 17 4vi

WA S4ep FE i P P2 B S X p A F kg A F Py
AKRFY S eFR@hE R 459 et 2 RA Y 2 gL F AL P %5

{ 7 2 Xig * YouBike fRi% -
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5.2 Ei&
- CREBEAF M R
(=) YouBike 2. 48§ % S5 Ap M Rt 2R F 23

ARG HB L R R R ERT SR (7D

B Rk AP TR RT AR S FRBL L
EF i ae ot B2 R fadkThT A RE R REEFTR
APP (pRF3 iB R B A W 2 12 48 THE L& * iﬁéé‘q‘%?ﬂ 70 YouBike
mﬁ}'\%ﬁ {#B’g/% :E.»mo

P YouBike e § % 3 A ExsF g - Ha IR A 4 i T
LA o ST T AE: SAQE8700F % AR KR

+ EEF

7

#Eérﬁ 3\.“?\&#-33,45%@){{#1—\ ,:H-—g p HHL’I‘JI‘]‘

%
FIApE R R A B S R G H R TS L o 4o Apple Pay~ LINE
Pay &1 v L > ARpcf g 2025 £ F 2 S 92 0 A flp s F
€ BATI R o AR L ik A e SRAL000 F < BE O T
AETEHRAR LA FBHAABAR A dRr fo R ER R S
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