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Applications of Service Quality Scale and Perceived Value Model to Identify

Factors Affecting Consumers’ Repurchase Intentions: Case of Bus Carriers

Student: Kai-Chieh Hu Advisor: Dr. William Jen

Department of Transportation Technology and Management

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

The study of consumer behavior is a popular discipline in marketing research.
Issues in traveler’s rational decision-making, such as mode choice behavior, have been
widely discussed in public transportation. However, there were few studies exploring
factors affecting customers’ behavioral intentions from the viewpoint of experiential
perspective in bus carriers. With respect to marketing research, determining what and
how factors affect consumers’ behavioral intentions can explicate the rationality of a
purchase. This explication should alert both managers and researchers to a number of
additional strategic variables. Hence, exploring a causal model that elucidates the

relationship between perceived value and behavioral intentions is important.

Consumers’ repurchase intentions are mostly determined by perceived value.
Perceived value is based on consumers’ evaluation of a product or service, and can be
summarized as a trade-off between perceived benefits as well as perceived costs.
Perceived benefits typically include functions, quality, form and brand. Among which,
service quality is the most primarily considered. On the other hand, perceived costs are

largely influenced by perceived non-monetary price and perceived monetary price.

Although several scholars have devoted themselves to investigating the effects of
perceived value on consumers’ behavioral intentions, the relationship between
perceived value and repurchase intentions is still beyond comprehension and further

measurements must be made and refined according to the characteristics of specific
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industries. This study establishes and tests the perceived value model, which is applied
to identify the influence factors of the passengers’ repurchase intentions for bus
carriers. In particular, service quality was measured using a multiple-items scale.
Moreover, the research model in this study integrated perceived non-monetary price as
a part of perceived costs, and simultaneously incorporated the attractiveness of

alternative as an exogenous variable of repurchase intentions.

This study first discusses the concepts and definitions of the latent variables and
proposes a theoretical model. The data was collected via a questionnaire survey from
the aspects of city bus and intercity bus. Before applying path analysis to test these two
models, the service quality scale was developed according to a three-stage procedure
designed by the researcher. Then, the method of linear structural relations (LISREL)
was employed to confirm the fitness of the research model and the cause-effect

relationships among the variables.

The results indicate that all testable hypotheses are supported by statistical
significant. First, passenger perceived value was positively and directly related to
repurchase intentions. Meanwhile, choices on various modes also disturbed repurchase
intentions. Second, the effect of perceived value on passengers’ repurchase intentions
was higher than the attractiveness of alternative modes. Third, perceived benefits are
positively related to perceived value while perceived costs are negatively to that one.
Fourth, the effects of perceived benefits and perceived costs on perceived value were
quite the same in bus carriers. Fifth, service quality had positive effect on perceived
benefits. Finally, PNMP and PMP were positively related to perceived costs. Besides,
the model of city bus showed some different results from the model of intercity bus in

this research.

Finally, this study discussed managerial implications according to the research

results, and offered some suggestions for future studies.

Keywords: Service quality, Perceived value, Repurchase intentions,
Attractiveness of alternative, LISREL, Bus carriers
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s:‘éﬁx’ﬁ * g 5 o Juran (1989)i % & Jf ¥ g 3| iE * HF & o SRR D
5 5 H 3£ & chgF i o Crosby and LeMay (1998)R13n 5 &5 [ & 1 {18 -
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Ceh¥- 34 RS LA (Ao PZBZBP 0 REAH Y L FEEAG X)) -
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%_%]% (The Nature and Determinants of Customer Expectations of Service) | -

GHRFT AR Sk JR B T 413 7 F L % 7 (zone of tolerance) jPE & (4
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QEEELAS

B2 7% > PZB # B 1) SERVQUAL 14t ik & BPRIF¥ 75 RIFSFHFE 1
£ > X133 Babakus and Boller (1992) ~ Carman (1990) ~ Finn and Lamb (1991) ~
Triplett et al. (1994)% * & * SERVQUAL & 2 c7#7 7 B % 87 > ¥ 7 ¢ FF]- XK
tefp g o Fpt o Carman 3% a3 * PZB chid 2 F B AR R » [ R deeht B
RHAEFIREE ) E3TR PP LD > AR BEFREROFELS -

gt ¢k > Cronin and Taylor (1992)z% 5 SERVQUAL -5 R €45 % > 25 ¥ g
FIlAz > 2 X F v Y FINGF L B I0RRA o Fl o R I g e
EEFHY K LFEFE PRI 5 F & & —SERVPERF @ Fp 7 5 3F Rt
SERVQUAL # SERVPREF & 6% # 47 kA X2 A e 3 GRE - 3 1
ORABIREE AR BRF I AHNFLIRBETF AR o
T I AP ARG E A BRIt R S R RO
BTG LA P (R F 0 % 85) o

3.2 A AP bR %
321 & B EE A

B oE e AIF S ?—‘ﬁ’?ﬁ;; P FEHPELRE e RI(RET R8T Fli

EAEEREDRL ¢ i - AL R B 2 GRS B L & BT

% 2_ - (Treacy and Wiersema, 1993; Heskett et al., 1994; Ravald and Gronroos,
1996) -

- HIREBER ET A AR E AN H A R 2 B v 0 2 /B e
i R¥A &8 PRAR T 0 B4 i i3 2 % (Dodds and Monroe, 1985; Monroe and
Chapman, 1987; Rys et al., 1987; Zeithaml, 1988; Teas and Agarwal, 1997) o 7= T &
BEE Y B p o By A ¥ et e 2 & 7§ & (perceived
acquisition value) » » i*un—\/ﬁ B F $f 11 E (perceived benefit) & v & &
(perceived sacrifice)z. ¥ (B~ (GREE - > B L~ » X 84) - Thaler (1985)#% 1 T %

-34-



% 3T * 125 (transaction utility theory) | » 3P ¥ H — 2 Sl § d & ¥
* (acquisition utility) 2 2 % »c* (transaction utility) 2 = o B — &L F F “7iL
& A B EE A ] E (perceived benefits)£? 3 A4f & A (perceived costs) T

g enE % (Lovelock, 2001) ©

& A FER B8 &R 0T ] 0 Zeithaml (1988)4-4t7 & RGN R R
i F R TR FOF R ET BAL L () B ELKAY %é(Value is low price.)
(2) B & A NG A SR A B K 7 e(Value is whatever I want in a product.) ~ (3)
B AT A e g A B B2 B et #i(Value is quality T get for the
price I pay.) ~ (4) 1§ @ & 2\ #7 i} Iy 22 204048 17 et i (Value is what 1 get for what I
give)e BT BHmAp  BERSFTLEBAKG > m TR ELETLET BA

LTS RE R SR R

Monroe and Chapman (1987)45 21 i} 7 CH A Bty 22 aF b
B ™ o g T eI s e AR R ;ﬁ'ﬁ«dﬁ{gfﬂ
BET o FREFOET A E 0 B A S RIRTE i R
Tt G SR EEPPRAS W E 0 F]et Monroe and Chapman 3% 5 i} 7 *“z e T indr i
B AL F ik f8 5 3 B % o Anderson and Sullivan (1993);,1’;:; A
FHL R ELD R A S R o TR T T A B
JRAFZ A€ JIErledm 2 h R E ot B - Fd R u.—}i*g-—*‘ Sk ey
#, o

R E TR B A L E R & % 0 Fredericks and Salter (1995) i
WpEEREE R A% o FEiI B AT %’ BHFF - I%Jfé r-rr-r?’r
BIFT S JRAFEH ~ 2 AR L 2 P enAj g o d T BEF - E R
LEARRFER B Z(LH38) UMb ELBR -

o
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# 3.8 Fredericks and Salter (1995) 5 #84g % § & #5¢

Butz and Goodstein (1996):%. 5 PR+ B8 TAEE & * d W uf 72 A e &
A g RS 0 B IA ST it f B A & 2 g % & o Cronin et al.
(1997)#IR 74 & % 5 T IRIES & IRT R PT Y, > 2§ X HIRBH
HTEG G TR A AR A B AP R A G%RA Gk e TGS
'Ff;fsé ¥ TE{#B?%%?;ﬂ»?;ﬂkﬁfjé%ﬁii# C A Dk ko RpY - A A
FIiBE 2 B e e gL A o

ERA S-Lak i A R0 SARES SRV R ) i L G I R g
2(Dodds and Monroe, 1985; Monroe and Chapman, 1987; Dodds et al., 1991; Teas
and Agarwal, 1997) « ja* b e k5 > § 0 7 HaEd b At 2 {153
WH AT DR pE s BIRER # 5 #2 % (Dickson and Sawyer ,1990) - Zeithaml (1988)
FEI7mER - BEoRf EXX IRy E 22y 5 iy e
#h % o Lee and Cunningham (1996)7 304 fadnZt £33 & » sn7 2 7 $HA L 3% &
JRAF O B2 AR L AR G & e B M % o Swait and Sweeney (2000) { &

BHES A1 L ERE LY BRI P ERF S T BRERA b Y
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BEFEHeTRE HEREFTL 7 *TA R -m Salter (1997)12 2 Parasuraman (1997)

S GG BBMEE N T s MR Ebw o Rk R RS

322 8§ e

B EFHFE G DY ko 2 0 RS G MR E
JRAZEF S BEERLRE ~ L3P AR % 2 F b 2(Dodds and Monroe, 1985; Monroe
and Chapman, 1987; Dodds et al., 1991; Sweeney et al., 1997)c R} 7= 7 &3z 7 b A

FuleriawT g L 2 (R 8§ AT RIS TR R e (T

FHEAAT > BEFRA RIRAAEFEIRIEY EF 2 APM 0 A T PRAEE R
B{EE AR I M a2 (ANEFEH(RA )L NFEHAT 2P ENZ T
AR ZAIFRE ~AREDF L2 F | \j)mFRzz}ﬂ«’ﬁ'f\ RIS B AR R R
RA PN G B RIOR I v b o SEALE (N SARIF R SR R E B
HIREFT A %%15%%&@mﬂ%%ﬁofﬁpiﬁ¢%dﬁﬁw?

x% fﬁﬁ?—%if&r‘j » FAE D o oo e A A AaNE NS

Monroe and Krishnan (1985)#% ! 7 5 % &2 = #0358 (4-B] 3.9 #7717 )« 3%47 %
e ¥ %"ﬂLé_r‘%ﬁ”;ﬁ"%‘i BRAGE oS o RS- BpiR o A %ﬁé p
ﬁlﬁff%fr‘%?l;‘i’ ok T FR LR R p AR ST iR 0 R /ﬁ

éﬂ' A SR PRAEG I m;,?_;fm% AR P,\_;f\'."l% B g B- W2 éﬁ@*i’zﬂ

mEﬁ‘-‘E L -

—» fr%fr‘%%‘r
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\ 4

e — o E > HE LA

L » —%rﬁ%;ﬁ-_

® 3.9 Monroe and Krishnan (1985):%.4 i &2) = #i3"

Zeithaml (1988)12 = Dodds and Monroe (1985)=#C3" % 1) — 3§ 5 = B i)
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B 3.10 Zeithaml (1988)} ¥ # chff # ~ % F & § o idl

2. ™A = A (Perceptions of lower-level attributes) : ¢ 7 #=4f b % # ~ 4
N Rt E A N B g BB SR PRIRR E T R G
RERDP N ek kA T A L ESE) B jﬁ%ﬁ@m%ﬁ% B
z ftfm% *a ,% ¥ 5 a2t %, e ,% B q\jﬂ ,}J i?i% A v PRARAT
%@~ﬁgﬁﬁﬁ;mﬁi:awﬁ%ﬁﬂmﬁwfk%%ﬁ?%fﬁﬁﬁ
L e R

s e B A

5t (Higher-level attributes) : i & & 2
ey s 27 > wRETL R FHASFRI =R > 44 7t

e
PR =
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Bojanic (1996)/3f# 1 AF % H @2 e~ M2 B AR W enbf %> 233

B E R AT R R PSR ARG EHNARAT L e
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22,
LR °
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3.11) ¢

Goodness of fit measures:

Chi-Square 9.87
Degree of freedom 6
Probability 0.13

Goodness of fit index (GFI) 1.00
Adjusted root mean square
residual 0.04
Root mean square Error of
approximation (RMSEA)  0.03
Normed Fit Index (NFI) 0.99

i IR

0.15

P FIEPRAS &

Lee and Cunningham (1996)4-%t4nz = @ g 2 LB R FFA T > B % JR
BE RS NTREL T AT L AR SRR TR - ARG (AR
32 %75 ) e e T 5 ¥ - BV R EFREAT TR AT Ry H e £
ERET A
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# A A T
¥ 3.12 Lee and Cunningham (1996)FR 7% 2 35 B £ 4 H-3%
(mU%%m&%ﬁ%Wﬁ#@F?ﬁ FMIRIE T TR B R AR
%%&iﬁﬁ%%’vﬁﬁ wE ﬁ*%@3nw#°xé? A R S
KRN AT T Ek R B s PR &3 e f R RS

FRF
E

=

SRR TR N PV Jor

IVESNIE SR ST E = A i
(1) Redr s % mmﬁwiﬁé@rﬁgaﬁwmﬁﬁﬂké%@ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁi%
FREO Q) RUELETE ARG @) $oL s AR5 2 Y h 7 BT
Rivtari- LEFZ o
RN 037 ©.59)"
4% | R 25 (7.5%) 49%
-0.07 (-1.81y 051 (1323) TR E Y E S 0'022(;20) v 80%
2% | Fe PR e sy (B0 o pig | cmage
0511300 | 020 (5.20) MEBRLR S : 042 (1273) Pl
o 003 (066) 006 (199) 007 081,

Note a Word-of-mouth communication intention.

b Standardized regression coefficient with its t-value in parenthesis.
¢ The amount of variance explained (i.c., R?)
d Statistically insignificant (p>0.05); all the other parameters are significant (p< 0.05)

X2(12)=16.45 (p=0.17); GFI= 0.99; AGFI=0.97; CFI=1.00; TLI=0.99; RMSEA=0.028.

® 3.13 Oh (1999)#-5 %

AV RRIELS
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Cronin ef al. (2000)% %6 3 334 F M PRI 51 (SQ) ~ PR & E(SV) ~ %
LA (SAT) ~ JRAx i § (SAC)E 7 5 LAE(BD) ¥ R F1 % M ik chv pr(de 2 3.1 47
T ERAFSFY S LWL RS R s o BHEA REEET Y

o BIEER N BEATY TG IR B P2 A R R B & A

o

PREMADRT] B R LB M P AL F L BB LR DE
OB e R LR AR Y - ST B RIS

AEELEY A fhe

Croninetal & 7 FEz oL N ~ JRAFSF ~PRIFG E~BEZ B LR B W ¥ *"ﬂz
FriMs ol Rz B R g Hr AL P {45 B3 FAPRGEE EEFTD
AFE o Trw B EF RS RS R R RAAT 0 4B G TR EH
(Value Model) ~ T 7% & & -3¢ | (Satisfaction Model) ~ " & 3 45¢ | (Indirect Model)
2T 7 H05% (Research Model) > R - R S BT P B G F B F s A

Hodox g s sk i (4o @) 3.14 #1om) o

® 3.14 Cronin ef al. (2000)2_ 7= 7 $§-5¢
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231 RBET-GEZBIAHRBEFSF2L0M 2 R RE

* jEiTE i § R T
PZB (1988) SQ, BI SQ 7
PBZ (1991) SQ, BI SQ 3
Anderson and Sullivan (1993) SQ, SAT, BI SQ, SAT 7
Boulding et al. (1993) SQ, BI SQ 3
Taylor and Baker (1994) SQ, SAT, BI SQ 3
ZBP (1996) SQ, BI SQ 3
Taylor et al. (1997) SQ, SAT, BI SQ, SAT 7
Athanassopoulos (2000) SAC, SQ, SAT, BI SQ 3
Cronin and Taylor (1992) SQ, SAT. BI SAT 3
Anderson and Fornell (1994) SQ, SAT SAT E
Gotlieb et al. (1994) SQ, SAT, BI SAT 7
Ostrom and Iacobucci (1995) SAC, SQ, SAT, VAL, BI SAT 7
Fornell et al. (1996) SQ, SAT, SV, BI SAT 7
Patterson and Spreng (1997) SAT, SV, BI SAT 7
Hallowell (1996) SAT, BI SAT 7
Andreassen (1998) SQ, SAT, SV, BI SAT 7
Bolton (1998) SAT, BI SAT 7
Chenet et al. (1999) SQ, SV, SAT, BI SAT #
Oliver (1999) SAT, BI SAT £
Garbarino and Johnson (1999)  SAT, BI SAT 3
Bolton and Lemon (1999) SAT, BI SAT 3
Bernhardt ez al. (2000) SAT, BI SAT 3
Ennew and Binks (1999) SQ, SV, SAT, BI SAT 7
Zeithaml (1988) SAC, SQ, SV, BI SAT, SV £
Bolton and Drew (1991) SQ, SAT, SV, BI SV g
Gale (1994) SQ, SV, BI SV -
Chang and Wildt (1994) SAC, SQ, SV, BI SV 7
Hartline and Jones (1996) SQ, SV, BI SV 3
Wakefield and Barnes (1996) SQ, SV. BI SV 3
Cronin et al. (1997) SAC, SQ, VAL, BI SV 3
Sirhhi et al. (1998) SAC, SQ, SV, BI SV 3
Sweeney et al. (1999) SAC, SQ, SV, BI SV 3
*Oh (1999) SQ, VAL, SAT, RI SV 3
*Brady et al. (2001) SAC, SQ, SV, SAT, BI SV 3

78 k& 1 Cronin et al. (2000) ; * T AF 34 % o
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323 wEJIF g+ 4

*EW%Q'/,?W*‘"’&E K37 5 Y RRSRE MR W enin A 2ot g e 5 & 23
Wﬂ*ﬁﬁ% R TR S RS # 1R S L SR
KA,\E] F fr%;}*} \ff”? Iju ]% \f["rﬁg\.ﬂ\:—i r'f‘?‘ r;& .";; @ %;;/‘\.;E;% o j\

FOREE -t N N ’l/%?—rr:b'&m‘]'}fléhl °

o E AR ReE R Eend 8 F] & 2 - (Lovelock, 2001) » Ao 153 § %
fARSR G BTN AR B FEE ARG LR FGEER Y F )
N8 RIS T AT IAL AT EE LR B0 3 A - £k P EREK
(Bolton and Drew, 1991; Lovelock, 2001) » & ¥ % iﬂ” (Y N L - T

(Cronin et al., 2000) -

B & Bsg 2 0 i K I R BT R S RS § R
E IR ¢ AF'V oo § & ehi™ % (Ahtola, 1984; Zeithaml, 1988; Bolton and Drew,
1991) - )‘J?"ﬁg%ﬁui'g“%rfﬂ!m%l%f’ﬁﬁ_ AR I Ae F

LR Wik B oz 22t b % ¥ (Murphy and Enis, 1986; Zeithaml,
1988) o off M W RApAEE F WA S RIE AT FAH TR ER G
AR R R F R R A b e A A (time costs) ~ 40F &
# (search costs) ~ ##4¢ = A& (psychic costs) (Zeithaml, 1988) o d *t 7 fr T ¥ iF JRI*
FER o e P AEDHPEF AR T EF R AL BT E A enii i
Ea PEINABIRE LY ARG éﬁ-fi\ % 88) o gt ¢t » Katz et al. (1991)14 %
Taylor (1994)% S/ 7 AR £ NE FH LB AR LG G T h FG THEEZHP

FRIIT RSP Tt LepFhEEd EXERA, o 2 d a2
Wt R 0 B2 ST L AR RS o Oh (1999)F 3k A kT § 4+ ¥4
“HE T A A H%?EE K 2R TR N R

33 TR &Frx5l4
T % 51 4 (attractiveness of alternatives) T 3p 7 & 7 chge BRI o 0§ F T
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PEI R E B A SR RAE(Jones ef al, 2001) ¢ F i F H T ER AT A %
PO FHERLIOBERES R SR AF PV RY DRSS RIAGT  hT
I - L £ 7 L € ¥~ (Rusbult, 1980; Farrell and Rusbult, 1981; Ping,
1993; Jones et al., 2001) - Sirohi et al. (1998)c7%= 7 % & 7~ &g » F it r‘;mlﬁi ¥
% 3% % B (loyalty intentions)F f » 08 588 % o Ping (1994):n 5 F & &k 5l 4

(alternative attractiveness)i > % % 7 & ARk ¢ H - & JRIET H-¢ Féi? waFd

-\

s TR N g PR B L AR Gl PRAXE 7 $4F PR A%

PF o 47 BN e 3l 4 4% % o Sharma and Patterson (2000) 23834 5 T 228 &, B 2

B enhd (P SIS SR H A F WM G MY OB s
AARAPE S BIEHRE R RS AR

A2 EEE S > FRASRp AT R R Y hFREE Ao TR

RF L L e 5l 4 Ak PR E R AE L

B LAEPRIEOH RN 3n i R R e

pELrT o a TR gy RINERELF LK

- P WG AR REDL YT A B X I TR RS
}g;ﬁ o lﬂtbil’*(‘flqr\f.‘;vxg] 4 Hd I 4 )»f{-‘%@fr%f l% BRI IT] R ﬁ’fm% 3t o

W FHFIFIFARRE S AT FOEEM G R L R T 7 X
- Ik o #3t Cronin et al. (2000)% 4 2 7 %% > 2 Ay GFEA =L L X

e L R LR A T = € 3

FAEARM ¢ BT Avo 3 5 H F AL R RS 0 07 RS B R
Fenid %0 Bor ~ 5 85 H f sl o 1 B SR ZRRp T R RELFAPIT R
e’ % (Zeithaml, 1988; Lee and Cunningham, 1996; Sweeney et al., 1997; Oh,
1999)> ¥ S IO F oG EeHFIRMT Lo BB LH RS § 375
FERDERA L BRERF LB L R D% B (Bitner, 1990; Reichheld and
Sasser, 1990; Oliver and Macmillan, 1992; Anderson and Sullivan, 1993) - % & » &
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A A SRR ERE G AR OE AR 2E Y o S
*ehffrg W % FERITL AT RESIRBETAN S ENAFE TR > 44
LY pE B IRIETA A riv—s/fgﬁ o TR B EEE PRI FM > AR R
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frd FrESEEy

TR AR ARM LG o B4R Y R A IR S B
A &&,Taiiéwﬁwf BATR ZBFRE BY 0 S HEEIRBET
TR 27 2 RAREHFN D RGP AL TR 2RS4 2 AR s

2Lk
4.1 73 FHEBEX
4.1.1 2

% %—*’P;Z BEBGRE 397 RIS BB BBl o Bt < &E

ﬂ B EPREE F Rk 2 PR T AT B EDE * (Lee and
Cunningham, 1996; Sweeney et al., 1997; Zeithaml, 1988; Oh, 1999; Swait and
Sweeney, 2000) > I ¥ S BIHEF TR R EEH T LA Lo BEOEH o
Thaler (1985)#% 4! " 2 % »z* 72 %5 (transaction utility theory) | » 325 PR AT 425
507 ‘i'Li<Lw=&§%iﬁ cm FIEE T B R 1 WH B AP
RS T - BB E R U RS EE DRkyy o d BT
AT HRLE R L EROPTIM G RER - F (R 8)F
FFEF A TR ST PR R S AR DI SRS HEN
(LISREL)$HIE it (7 3 fodp 2 15 © #3305 1 4 § F e S - w2
PR EgER o MECREFRE g HEy LB~ € 4% - Oh (1999)
FLF MBS  BEZRENEFERLRLIEF O G BT R TAEE
il i BT R  p A 450 R e @ Cronin et al. (2000)5% % 7 &2 3 4P
B che g SRR A Z S TR ER ri%:%fiﬁiﬂ TR
Bl S RNEBASD TR FIHR ST SSEFR AR 2

rpiﬁﬁJﬂ$ﬁ%&&oa&ﬁﬁﬂmﬁ@@ﬁ%ﬁ;i@ﬁjggig

1H

% od 12 b éjgk?i‘r"%k :"J’J—I‘r'%fx% ml‘ft’ﬁ.ﬂ,ﬂ N jgv_,f.q-i’ggxl?o
m @ET?K‘; l% ER=2)) &> SENRUE K = § T S o) rfr'%j‘f T 1 A
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- BEIRIED
R E S R IR DTEIE R A Ak R AT LR
PEBEL ARG EDFF o FRIES BIA o LT AR ERT O B
o LN I E R S A AR R R A R &R O h s &G TR

Bl x 308 & A R A

WASHLPEELFLHYE 2
e & R T AR R R R
R A FEHEFE RN FHASTIRBGERR > KRG FR
X AarE- BBREEROFF I ANEE hEX PRI N fEE A
FA o B AT IRG RER S HETE LRGN e R R
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by AP T A R EEIRBOF AL ORI RESDRL Y  AA ¢ Hd H -
FE L BT om Ty § X I B R S5R e Jones er al. (2000)3% & AR
LAl ARG X PN ER A hf w B o & Sirohi er al. (1998)5% 3 &
SRR T L EHRG IRI NGB § [ e DR o 0 E
@#ﬁ:’?%&%ﬁ%mﬁﬂ4ﬁ%’mﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁim%%f

R B
4.1.2 A #5538 EK

J v‘;gw;égmz—gam:w VilEd e G S MR e AR T
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Ao d g gL a0l E il Aot luinig & o IR g

“THE R P if %Wﬁ%%imi 2RI i kA H TR > TS
mETERE mVRENBERZ HERe

H, @ %% e 415 00 1 3 g RBPM 1 o
H, @ % & arirf o8 & §30 4 rﬁx} “‘" foeinE 2R ﬁﬂﬁu”‘&o

@—-F*f R EEF kg A&EoFa o FF Al a g 29 ?'ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ@
5 «hE_& B (Carter and Lomax, 1992; Lovelock, 2001; 32 £ P~ % F f » % 88) -
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W

Hs @ % % snio RIS TR TR 1I5 § 2 % i 20 FM % -

B fS o fz‘é'é‘ﬁ%ilv‘}?%? oo AR Ae ZO AR RRRUE L LR
’oﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ«@t%é%%%@%%%iﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ’a%ﬁ%g
R e FRE ST B R EFEAH N gk (T EFF S A (time costs) ~ HF & &
(search costs) ~ 12 % % i i 40 = & (psychic costs)  § 2 £ #7it NN E H 4% >

E

E]l] 7z

(A

%%§ﬁ$$4@$;“ﬁ% __mmwﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ\&ﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁ
AR B EpE R g A PR R iR A AL g B o FlB 0 A2 B

v

ABEIBEX - A
Hg: % Z e 2L R RFTE S 25 2 o hE BRPEM G -
H, : % & e ff F "‘!f‘f%: A F = A I PE BREEMR

L

4.2 ﬁb’e. ﬁr IE:i_

-3“31;

L
=

(-) £ ' % L (repurchase intentions, RI)

FREFE AT 2 RELARREL AT B A

CEHEFELAF AP R ARG R EL AP RO R E?ﬁ&r Cronin et al.

(2000)#74k * 2 H & % #c & 4 = [ behavioral intentions ; » fe #f3K 3+ R 7 5 1434
7

REpE TR 3 ehm s AR E L FIM 0T g 2 PR B Of 7 7 kA s

T‘_ﬁ
o
48
3

)

CRER AR A AR ERZEE S AR R T 6 BB LT

(=) F A &304 (attractiveness of alternative modes, AA)

Frgexsl 4 g L4t T3 37 B 7 B E @ hF SR g 2 A

& | (Brady efal.,2001) o & >x £ ¥+ H s 38 & PRIFenip 45 i > P e & M @ *

-50-



iﬁfﬁ PRI ARG > AR F RFEARE o AP st sl 2 TR R B sl
I AFFE R L AL TR X Planx gl § oo R g fic 2 44 Rusbult
(1980) ~Ping (1993)~Sirohi (1998)~Jones et al. (2000)¥# Sharma and Patterson (2000)
FATRY 2R LR RFEFRf R s EB FRAEES
BLVEER A PRE e FREZENRY B FE (5 HR REANFL VR

B o R GPRTE -

(=) =% § & (perceived value, PV)

%
SF ORGPV gEAaERER LE o it
F AR E R G AP LI RARY K ER B - R R e AT R
Dodds et al. (1991)% Brown et al. (1993) » X3+ 1
A PRI § B je fifa T 0 28 PR IRk T R

L ERGEE R B EE G
(z) &% = & (perceived costs, PC)

A AT &S DL EEIRBTE R kBT S 0 %Y 2 Hesketter
al. (1990)% Zeithaml (1988)*7#¢ M ehtr & @ & o JiU) § H LBk > 872
oAt Bk AR B IS ¢ BRI R g{afirr%j % i& 3= iz (Bolton and
Drew, 1991; Ahtola, 1984) = y* - ij’ ’}3’ FREA T AN B sl Bl - A
*o AFTF AR § %4 Brownetal (1993)enP 5 R LR Sl o it B3 77 X 7
{8 F = 3 #7151 % (4 ¢ Chapman and Wahlers, 1999; Oh, 1999; Sweeney et al., 1997,
Sweeney et al., 1999; Swait and Sweeney, 2000; Cronin et al., 2000; Brady et al.,
2001) > F]pt B - R GOTR o0t - G OEEREG T 2 B R R Do
AFEHH IR s FA A (FRREE CFF A ) 27 B H
AIEEE S S i)
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() XL % § # (perceived non-monetary price, PNMP)

G 2R R et i 4 WE ﬂ R R A AT e E & A (search
costs) ~ #F 4 & & (psychic costs) ~ FF B & & (time costs) o & * < /,?%?"}éﬁ 5t
(Zeithaml, 1988) » A= 5 2 Flit B sheh LR £ 4 7 H0F 2k ~ 11 % G PFD 4
SR AR B PR ERR AR R A ko R R A R R
%0 FRE M ELY BREHF T2 B RE e g R E e
B RTERL R

() & f %% # (perceived monetary price, PMP)

R PR R R I S EFAS AR e A O R ERG R
r

B FRRREE Ra Fi %gt—'*z}»"d»glnf% R £
SR P H R E IR R L B Tt A G i

e
CEES TR RREE RS S FE IS T ES LEER - REE

R IE AR FRE A R B EE 84 (Lovelock, 2001) - f £E %
FERE > R AE RN B FFE PRI AR B ERETRE DA P TR
Bt e AR LR Fanite o FHEWORE T AH ko Rl g R E
%#F@‘mﬁiﬂ°*p“ﬁ§““ﬁmmﬁk%&4uTiﬁ PR
2 FI PRI B AR a1 8 F s 0 FIEIRTS 38 4F ~ 9r3k IR AR VY I
Hp edF o
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(™) FRIF&F (service quality, SQ)

WA T A R EhirE 0 L H - RO R AL HIRA
FHaER %X > 721 Oh(1999):5 B 5 AR BHmE > 2 i 18 o Fpt > &
1 BRI ETHA &ﬁﬁ& o DR S ANBEL X e (TR R
Rl R RO o FEfL o

“‘G*«

3]

\“:“
e
i

R o W HWOREZERE FHIRME S e LI S kAR S EFY

F@R R Lir ) PHORTEERERFEIRBETE L] - 7

o AET SRR FRIREE SRR A B o - (R

43 &) BRFLEHEF IR AFBAA > R R RA SHT S REERY
i

FEARBSTRL  FHEAF B LR T § R Hm &

“/

-

43 FRIRIFEFT T K7 25 2 F3H

RIELEZFE- LRI 0 F RIFRRGRPEOER SN 5 g EG R
B iy ME RO FEEA B Y BRE A2 F T E A(scale) ;o F AR &
Ve kBT 5 175 - BRGR F dg hpF - f1* oo Z g 5 2e* hE £ KR &
B o G (S A gk & 88)

O

L Fgd 78 PRI & 0 PZB & % Churchill (1979)#74& 3% e 3% > JE AR
Zind BRI -

BRI A 0 i}u{ SERVQUAL - E # E &R ¢ 3
7 11?@&2?(%%\» 415w ) BP o ABMIS AT BEAFR DG - BE A
FRO9 R AZAFEDNT Z P o A BIFEATR ¥ chizt a7 2 ZAple cho g
fg o fxb ?*"‘éri WIS T E &8 B enfe i 20 BB 7385 - %‘K/»\%‘fiﬁb'ﬂﬁi‘
LB AR ARIES TGRS 2 VIR P adE(R L E R R %
86 ; McCormack, 1994; Bienstock et al., 1997; Mentzer et al., 1999; Shemwell and
Yavas, 1999) » e 2 & £ & ot B AR A 2 et v in* PZB e 5N e
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% 41 PZB(1988)% E R+ & £ # SERVQUAL 2 42 5

mF

S it R jﬁ HEIA LR BRI TE ol PHIRBD E R

2 R RESIRBET RS EEG 0 )3 SERVQUAL 1 & )

3 DN REA LB AIED o FBHEP A ARG - Y KR HIRGS
mﬁu v AT - A kR IR B e s £S5 L, - L g
B R 0 ¥ - L% g g 0 TR - B R AR o

4 &9 Lovelock & * GyRira 452 2 - EXAFOY P FENEH G T
A E%f"} [l SR = ) TL"J\‘rﬁfmp‘ 7}4 °

5 Kd TR ROBEEFE RAEHI -
A2 R 1 EE B cha Gl 2 & B P Sfpe H g p B afp i
2R 2 f’]‘?m PIE P FARRE GBI B oo (% {E shg:m AP B 14 Bk

%

2R 31 &d F]% & F7(factor analysis) k & T %8 = gy A
R4 ii—‘ﬂ?q‘«)é\ 6 HE pE AT AR AT G o
AR50 wAERE Lo

6 HIEEITHR AR o

7 ’#ﬁ%6m§‘ri§ﬂ& PRACEATR R R F EH P ol Y oo
EAR S NEER B IER T AL F g o

8 RFAAHISARDF AR E- HFLATHE D R BRI

O g A ARR > BEITOEG  ATHUE D FIRBEFR A

10 B2 EFESHAEG A B 4 RyFA > LRiFAP A
170 MFEEE P IReh- R o

11 84 50ch =i o
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McCormack (1994):% 5 SERVQUAL #fRis & chifrd + » 1 & sﬂ—«‘w&% FR

IR R R R o B EaE 0 T Rty o TR AR A OF BEARY
do bRV RS R o Bl BEE %:ﬁ"ﬁi it 7 £ 2L f8(focus group)it# o £ B
SRR AR K ekt L L e A

LR BR 2R TR ARAREY  FHEF YRR A PRE T A

4

re ] A 2o PN 2 .
lg@g%ﬂﬁ’?tblTﬁlﬁvmﬁ B 3

PEL TR f3 3 N ek (1 vrak ~ v T E2F > % 88) -

& e [If’cﬁ‘“ REAr e i 3 MRS TE 28 B oask > 2 2R 2
Parasuraman, Zeithaml, Berry = i § E AR TR PEER TR A T R &
Moo Rm o Herg B2 SERVQUAL £ 4 4r* @i 2 2 * L BAE > FlaF
SARETEEHEL L & ¥ JRIr & B £ £ > 4o ¢ Bouman and Wiele (1992)

el

wE A
Mentzer et al. (1999)% & 4~ i ¥ en& % ~ Shemwell and Yavas (1999)% & =z 45 % e

PR 3% (car service):1i& % ~ Dabholkar et al. (1996)%% & % & F J& g % »

B o WAt GEATORRF RN BELECEFTMC ZIRBETE

> B ERRE o

K,f THLBFEFLAEE I ARGSTE AT BAEL S TE ~ RE %Jﬂfszll'rr'
FenF epgh > 4 & a3t H A PRGR Y H&iﬁa;{i&_g Pl =7 BB
SRR SR SER R N I S SN G S NI & L -
B &M 22 e E DR Iﬁ—ﬁ?fﬁ‘i P BER G B st kg E RS 0 e prak b

XPFHNF ORISR RO L A g LAY

Poo i AR ERFRY - Wﬁﬁm&iﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬁ

LS HGRAR G R ) 0 AE SRR R YR 0 A mE e

THEBLEAL 0 - TR b s TR AR R A AA 2 y

“*%EWﬁﬂaﬁﬁﬁﬁébyﬁﬁﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%mgﬁmﬁﬁ
%

FAo £ TRk E AR LR AT R
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4.4 H 1 4EM 3 (LISREL)

44.1 &* LISREL 2. 12 d

IR N gl S R L ) LV R U i RO AR L sy
FARR 302 o @ f M5B REH A 0k 0 R A TR A 4T
/% (path analysis) © Ba /=~ 47> 5 ~ ftff&\ fren- fak® o R &Lk MLF
MR- o RN R PR S B R Bl (P R E 0 A 8-
BEAFT U R G EF LGSR Rl B R 2 g P ARG
BRSSPl B 5 - BREM RS %%Fii%ﬁﬂ%rﬂ
SHS L LFEERROTHEEDE ARAW L8 AHFLF

~==

Mz

L 99323 7 a0 en T % 050 > 4 0 i /T Bl(path diagram) i 3P & R

¥ oA T % Mk o

~,»\

2. ﬁ&?f}i,iu]‘\ﬂ}ﬁ"f"a@:m—g ik R G o
3. BERLRK T UHREMROBAFS I IS AL AR L

Ra s AT Z R IE R G AR G F L R b - A A (B

o X735 3 %2 X 8S)
1. &5‘,3”{;7_47\#% Tﬁ?\?}'%ﬁ(ma Bl J\zﬁ‘?}c_ F
2. RES AT RN PRZFE IVHRLAREN I LB

3. REEE LFE e TR G 2 3F2EE (non-recursive) sk 3 B o

Lt ST B DAV ‘?ﬁﬁ: Gfchst s e X TRGRFL - A T73) £ H
&%éﬁ%mﬁ;%’%#zxﬁﬁ%@mﬂ’ﬁ&mﬁé?i—é VR AR
BRY RS BEhe gf#k mﬁ’.§3 e VAR S L ST RO SR eSE b (e gl

Mo FP o GRS g " a2 4R (linear structural relations, LISREL) |
BT F M Ty o Bk 5 F F MAEA S g R (neural network)ig (7 4 47 0 2
£
g

b A EEA SRR S g R 5\@{7? 23 R F R I
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dsg @ o4 RGN EEPEeTé ® 5 @ LISREL PG & % 302 (05 L3 T 3 1752
WA TG s el o A% ficz B (Davies et al., 1999) o Flpt 0 AFF Y
F# 12 LISREL f& T 974% 112 % E Ao i st o

442 £ ApEs

BAd o - BRGNS - R gy B o A 2
B enpd 7 % 2 &2 42358 X & 57 (Tabachnick and Fidell, 1996) o 7+ 214 B % el
K k& Tﬁ%ﬁii B eniE M 0% o 3 4 4258 550 (structural equation modeling,
SEM)° t 7@l i § £/ TAEE Y > B A P v A FRE S TR
eh1 L2 - (Davies ef al, 1999) > » ¥ {74 (7 3 F7 g B E b A {7 f LR

(Kuppam and Pendyala, 2001) -

BHAESMN - FSHS | ES # 4 17 (covariance structure

analysis) | ~ [ 7 % #c4 17 (latent variable analysis) | " Sk F|H A 45 | ~ 1 %

TGN et F o B ANMENEET S ARFREFF AT T R
AT - 3T G Rk 2 ik R OB Ch(Hair er al., 1992) » 8 4 BideT

2. AR RHC 2 TR B TR -

3. KELZEIEES - RREES S S ARt

4 ERpr EL (PN R S R K R F R ] R L
e RS RE

LISREL # = e af 3t 47 5t 5 % ficst 5 ez Fen%] % M % o & LISREL
ARG o AR FERELRZERAE G L BER AT R
Bl 0o F]pt o LISREL 2 e 7 T 44058 (structural model ; | & T 7
2 #i-5* (measurement model) ; 7 $%4 (Hatcher, 1998) o SFHificst % & fh <& A

B Bl ik Rl B SR T A R VR 0 R R R R R
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B ensU M %o =P g '*ﬂ‘ R AT R BB R fﬁ%gv} %= BHNahE SR

57 ~ 8L A s i {7 F B LISREL ’LJ\’I‘KT(H‘/F Lo X T73) e
443 TR R 2R

LISREL # &7 - 2T FRA IR L RAhDIEFRE i ¢ %“ﬁ#
P B ol TR IR L A F"“‘ ¥ e P ]m’*ﬂ}#“fi/}(f’w"]% AL ALt

%Qﬁwﬂ”QWQNlﬁﬁ?G°%9%$E%TZ

L st

AT PR ARG E K A S ERBRRT LR
s 3 B R R B 2B F % #c(unobserved variables) ~ 2L fF € % dic
(unmeasured variables) £ /B + %] 2 (latent factors) o A # 3 B350 b F#c & 7 2 ©
SEES S S S ERNE IR L Tk 88 3 SN LIRS R ]
Bt T ekl ¥ A B8 mAYT RIS R ARG v T ]
H et 2 % fic(exogenous variables) > T E e T & | RIAEE AP 2 R
(endogenous variables) - T 3% P £ LISREL i 453 ¢

n=Bn+I'é+J
A oS ()RR gl T (cta) LBEAP 2 Fdco T (camma) LB

4 BHEHEAN 4 F 8z Pk iR EEL 0 B (beta) TIBE AN 4 HBAE
G 2 Sl Bk hilicEd 0 ¢ (zeta) T TAREL v R o

PeRCy AR AMBRZ (1) &9 ¥ #3is L A #i(deviation scores) i &
AT Tafch 05 (2) CHCitApM S (3) BLHARL 00 @ [-B LS
(non-singular)4E "L o

2. #rE N

BEARG R e g R et 2 R R 2 R Bl T e R
ek FFAR4a R o el P4 7 A E



BRI RS S dptERdEm - ke T T+ KRR o

% ¥ (manifest variables) ~ € % #c(measured variables) & 35 1% % #c(indicator
variables) » AT F PSi- fl2 SBRARFH o A7 B T HFE 2 BB KERRE
Tk o HRE S T AP A RS LR R Bl T e

FrEH- d A B A e AR P A SRR o) 4 R
BBy 2T A R EE ot A TR Rl 2 BB T
FRRNT G A LR R TR > T - ko T2
LISREL =& #3% ehrd iE s % % ft 0Bt % e L ez [ el 1%

y=An+e

A9 oy RBEN 4 80 A, (lambday) L5 i y 2 12 B henthlicEns s €
(epsilon)&_y (g 4 -

x=A&+6

HY sx %4 88 A, (lambdax)Z g it x &2 E2 M reniaficoed > §
(delta) &_x cHffrE ¥4 c A 2 A 4P % I A 17 BF e W Tl o

P oA TR BN RE MY o AT i el I BB R Bk B R38R
Heggo A o F BAAMRL(D) FRFLET LA CmApH > T Sor
2BV G ARl Q) ALFLA(O)EFERL(E{rs)2 B2 4ph -

3. ¥R miz fu i

995 LISREL sk % %> A FA 2 ¥ AL BRT > Rkh 7 g b

FiBw £ 2=, x) 2 £ % B &L (convariance matrix) » iEfF4cF
A . r v 2ky ]7 s 22, 12 vy 2 2
vl gkt y 822 B thenpxm FE G BAEE

A gk x 1 £ 2 B % eh qxm B BB
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B:ifitnp e Hp e 8%k drmxm Ff ricerd
I h it Efn B %k chmxn F§ L

O g sehinxn By & R AL

VAL S shmxm BB

Oty ehirR s e chpup 1 5 % BBt

Os : x ehir R 384 0 ehiqeq 1 £ B BB

N A T

n=ré+Bn+g
y=An+e
x=AE+0

PIT BRSSPl 2 R BB S

2 =Cov(xx) = E(xx")
— E[(A, &+ 0)(A £ +5)]
= AE(EEN, + A E(£8)+ A E(8) + E(55")
=A DA +0+0+0;
=A DA +0;

AP fWREN L Rl LR L ELY S

Z, =Cov(yy)=E(»")
= E[(A,n+e)An+e)]
= A Emn N, + A E(ne)+ A E(en) + E(gg')
=AEmn)AN,+0+0+0,
=AZ, A +0,

AR FRAELY RS

F_L

He "}%'

-60-

(M

)



z,, =Emmn)
=E[(I-B)'Té+(I-B)' ¢l -B)'TE+(I-B)'¢T
=(I-B)'TE(EENT'(I-B)" +(I-B) " E(HI-B)™
=(I-B)'TOr'I-B)" " +(I-B)'¥Y(UI-B)"
=([-B)'[TOI'+¥](/-B)™"

#(3)1 ~(2) 0 BIF E E

2, =A[I-B) (IO +¥)I-B) "IN, +0,

Y.

DEURS X NN T 37 T INERT SIEE-S ETS
z,, =Cov(xy) = E(x)
= E[(A,$+6)(A,n+¢)]
= A EE)N + A E(&e)+ E(on)N, + E(de")
=N EEnHN, +0+0+0
=AX. A,

x=ntty

R IR TP SRR S L EE R

2, =E®S)
=E[(I-B)'T&' +(I-B)"¢&"
=(I-B)'TE(EN)+(I-B) " E(¢E)
=(I-B)'T®+0
=(I-B)'TD

Fokdlis » v@%, =0T(/-B)" » %2 & »(5)F #
2, =AOr(1-B)"A

mERgRELEY RS
Z:@y ij EONCNCESEE

Xy X.

5 AL [(I-B)(FOT" + W)/ '—B)"']A’y +0©, A,(1-B)'TOA,
A OT'(1-B)" A, A DA +0O;

PTG E TR Sl R R R B

3)

4

)

(6)

(7



444 B3 REE FEGT B

LISREL $75% 7 i# & Bl 2~ B 2BEL I A, ~A ~B T~ d ¥+ 0,

’ff’@al’é‘_ }f:%’}”pi: + ‘%"J llrﬂii\lel’* ,llléﬁbt’t!]‘brﬂlam#gj;a

=1

FIT2 7~ F R G Adlice Pt - {0 - B A E G Z AV i ehiEd] - R
TR EKEDSE QR - E 0 H A iR o R ik pod
B A e LA e O F ) T

\\\?{r

LISREL #8457 A f8p $3- 5 iAo @ an 2 o 5 /8 7 3 fdcendp i
ESENA E

Fe 17 % #2 (instrumental variables, V)

# FE B T 2 (two-stage least-squares, TSLS)

b4 end | T 2 2 (unweighted least-squares, ULS)

R # | L > /% (generalized least-squares, GLS)

B~ $L12 7% (maximum likelihood, ML)

- A4 | T 2 % (generally weighted least-squares, WLS)
¥ & 448 & -] T 2 2 (diagonally weighted least-squares, DWLS)

FrEFF P m A B A EGIE > 6T AA 2 o LISREL ehig it 2
fjfu%u‘%ﬂ\i HREES NG BHAY hpd SEcfeg kSl R R D
=% G B Pii# (maximum-likelihood, ML) » & & § 3 300 enk ¥ R 45
T £ R AR E EPRHRATHRE hhE RS - LISREL #7i¢ * i
% Fletcher and Powell (1963) s i% 73 % 77 ;8 enge ] &

F= log|2| +1r(ST ) - 10g|S| +(p+9q)

AR E P BLA A E o I i 2E Y B Tz ac(converge) & 1k 0 { T {7 F
B ¥

Fengo | g ot BRI 8722 Senif & R4 5% > T 372 113 £ & (goodness of fit
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indices)% % M%ﬁ%ﬂﬂ’“"*‘%ﬁmﬂ AR TEEAE ST -

4.4.5 H %kE2 K BK

(-) &g

AL R E AR G - Jr;,u“@ﬁji';{zﬁ’{ﬁs&ii%ﬁﬂ(Hatcher,

1998) o igalt i i 48 7 Segh b ALt o W LG ORI (TR skl o H 2

vhie BN 5 b0 B E R R E S 4

] R HEY A% (interval-level) & +¢ F (ratio-level)sHA2 B 5 #ic o

EE2 BRARARECF LB I CEG e BHE -

EE3L TR F S FEAR

4 RECR 2B L AP e en(additive) o B 5 ZESUMRE R Z T (7 BRK
ﬁig fﬁ"\ﬁlﬁ( °

ST REEEEL S L XA

6 IEE AT ERFEM G

EE 7 B0 EE R A (over-identified) £ o

8 BERREBR - LA o HRAKIVRF 2008 F£F o0 T LS
EF G S EBES B R AR

EEOl A BEERE- BTG = BRERREK

EE 10 AL ET EREI0R o

§i T T

AR A T PR, REEe S
e Gl Fl 0 AR EFES Rl
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S

LR RN AR A E A R S E L RM MR B BIEAS D
T EERG Z BRRSE ML A

1. & #3#ri(just-identification) : Atk 5T > S8l P & B R e F R - & 5
e B SE W - ErE- P bRk o T o SRS % AN 8RR

BAE R e £ 0 R FEHICR T & RRIR

2. i8R meiu(over-identification) © f gt R AE T 0 F AR TR T MALRIL 0 &
SHHD BT FI- B R CURAEL o ¢ R LT R R R B E
ST E G - B R o RSN T AR R

3. # &_zii(under-identification) : fpt k™ » 3 b g ’ﬁ - i AETH AL E
Fla 3%V 3 K BB R ST iy o SRR R R R R
BT *3—;?& _E ﬁi/?

5 o T 2

FEsRen™ 38 GNP Sy R T Gl BB B R BEV L L R AR
BoAp 4 0 & R Bh(data points) e B BTV g o F ot Sl E T TR RO B B
P AR R SR TR AR RS ERRR R
Bl S FABL O BE B AR . TR BRI S L

Number of data points=(p(p +1))/2
BY oop o 7O AT PR AR B
(2) % £ £ s (multicollinearity)2. 52

d 22 LISREL i 47437 F & 5 Riw fjFadi— A F 5 £ & SN AL - 0 -
AL 2208 304 1 - SERBRER DR ML V- L) REF DR AL

BLEREOE R PRI AL R Bt 78 2% > T LISREL e 5830
aoo g R RIPRR L o Bl 0 Anderson and Gerbing (1988): 2k 3 F b

EERRETEA R A LIRS EASTE G B AL AL A MR
L

2
Foe
BHCR e o 0 G (TS 1 PR RAT ] K TR RO R LT W
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FRBRER PR B L) L SRR RIAT A
AR T U LD RS SERE CELE SN R
s
R

Y- 2o RREES AT o B RA LA RPERT AT IONE -
Bom AF LB g B REE G FRPHE 2 T g AL S A FA T
PRz 5 £ R AR AE(S 517 0 A 88) 0 p AL € A N BHEHG A o d
HEM ) RS EK L AR E A @ SR L p SRR L
LISREL %~ 7.3 % k] 2 o 7. ‘L’Eﬁ_’fﬁ—’\‘ 4 4538 4 > LISREL <4 B 4832 ¢ E 7
MR REF M e > TR AP M R B RS E o - A D
3 Lagrange multiplier test 22 Wald test - Lagrange multiplier test n 4%t &8 % 3 %
Bl el FM GRD SR ? g K A Wald test R & 8F 5 27 4 TR
B R iy “ﬁc‘ fs ¥ *% 1 chi-square B @ & J‘H”'J% e 0 AR B 20 53
L

% B Joreskog and Sorbom (1993)¥2 Hatcher (1998)z. ¥ i o
(=) BT 2 4p B RA

Hatcher (1998):& 3% tefl* SAS i 7 S & rE 5t A 47/

BRI T S IEARR o BEAR A & AR SraTiE > R S IRA R T REE A

YA B2 T M o W R AT
R - a3 o B ohd RET vF s ¥R ko

RPI20 NP AR B L R AL
RPI3: A RhL AL
#EJE]'J 4 & f[% K4 i %ﬁﬁ:f;:& ZE %ﬂ ﬁ';: ’ ;}'—é}i“ 7’;[;‘]@_ °

BRS: AAMASBEY > ERGS BEA A P PR PIOL GRG0 2
P

P 6 AffH L (simplerecursive)fi;b P o M A2 KRB HH TG o
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R 11

HRP12

HRP13

HP 14 :

HRP15

R 16 ¢

HR17

P18

P he arp %ﬁi~ r"?—‘l—'éf'ﬁi:’ & lj’:'\:'\: \ﬁ)\—s"?ﬁ—"% Y} <l %&
LA

B A RHZ AL LB AN 2 A (- T o

BA Ty FlR 2 FETL

FPOSEGC OTARE TR FHE R R
AR B S BREPE BT AR LA

AR FE AT 0 B AR BN FREFTS 1o

GRS B RENREHFA B G FAp 4
R

s * o

Ak

LIRS BRARERARETIE f FEA A E A
TE WP FEFTAGR AREFE AL ES) -

R RS (TR Y R R R RO (AL )
EANE S RRSHRERLFEEAEA GG

4.4.6 A58 % GuER

LISREL ¢hp %%ﬁﬁiﬁi S - BREASENEFRELY ) B2 ALK
F 7\

PEEL SV FPRIEF TR

¥ F AL g £ 42 & o LISREL = 2

# &7 faoe o %% LISREL 3 % a7 2 &

1. & fi}'f rhHciEtap i B % o
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2. BEDREWRP o ¢ FHAEW ~ B AN o E BICE g ip M
b AR M

3. ®& ﬁﬁa)ifjﬁ o e

(1)

(2) i & A 45 %(goodness of fit index, GFI)
d Tanaka and Huba (1984)#1# 1) » 234 &
GFl =1- (XS - 1)?]
tr[(E7'5)’]
He > SEd o gRedlompd BB GFI (FAFF 5 2
i g & & 4p t(adjusted-goodness of fit index, AGFI)
AGF =1- PP +a*D)  Gpp
2df
(3) H#gpdpik
¢ 4500 $ i fie dp 15 (comparative fit index, CFI) ~ % % if fie & 4 #
(normed-fit index, NFI) ~ 245 % i fie & 4p #(non-normed-fit index, NNFI)
3572 2 A &0 2 §3(root mean squared residual, RMR) % o
4. RALAT o ¢ REHEE ToRAELHRFIRL O RLIRE
5. A2 ¢ a‘ﬁ ﬁ? b B AEG anTs > 2 b LISREL & 5]:':.3‘;%% LS

+ ) A/ B R R
1
df=5(p+q)(p+q+1)—t

ptg 5 T BRRERE 1 5 FRYM 2 B

MENREREDE B B E G ko
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i b o A ERFARF o A2 EAL R AR RS AR

EF1 5k F LR k% (Hoyle, 1995) » Flpt 00+ = @ T8 7 &0 2| 9THC

RAEFRER - BEFDRRSF D E/P A R T - Bl S(ERA AL
¥

MIEL MR R RV RS T (Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993): 7 %4

¥
-

By oa 12 1% 5 2 %Tenik gy (Hatcher, 1998) o LR A EL R4 i+ A
%*<*09m@%m'ﬁﬂwmﬁ»ﬁ%%%iﬁ%ﬂ%@ﬁ?#%%%@@
LR T chT o s 2] 3 0.08(EB4F 0054 T H S E L R o BT
(R Rl S ””#Fz BEFAREY PR > A F LT Fe s hid * o Bagozzi and Yi
(1988)4p 113" cnifl & & it W - IR fRs B8 o L LA
PlREE > A3 ea

o T o

:\4\
F_w.

r’f”;ﬁ ﬁ ‘:, L 9. e 13 J}F] ’fg}‘/ﬂpé‘ =5 |&'f1+ » e ér’.ﬂi > KL

—m}*\-

&R AL ie A A5 JE 050 (data driven model)sgr £ o
4.4.7 g fedpifz R E

A AL A" SEM R4FT BT OF] S B GREE  H FRHGE S ¢ AR IR
T okt R B A F R BN T o BRI TR B ,Fiaq_} f‘f”lﬁg)ﬁi

(goodness of fit indices) » # £ #7 § # “F B3k 2 3 A & RI#r 8 2 BB TH
7'3}%“’ g F]'\»/F'PI)}" ¥ - fﬁ’}’ﬁ—‘\‘ ’ ﬁf‘ féﬁxbimﬁ:}\; B
EFRAG i fRe&R S e EA AT F IR RS o -t

T%—-&-ﬁé AE =¥ e SRRV E.p,u }\iﬁc" 'ﬁ»{ :
v+ 2 & 7% & ¥ (nonsignificant) » 7* T p-value * ** 0.05 #if

v +iﬁ%uﬁé&@hﬁ+*ﬂ&%{$°

v ﬁﬁa;}}aﬁ%@% é@}% » 4 GFI ~ AGFI ~ CFI ~ NFI 22 NNFI % » <3t 09 { 4 o

)

%

Vo R R AP REC TR R R E R 5 005

V O EBRELEEL R e
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AT E* SAS 8.0 E ZKfrtz CALIS 425 (SAS, 1989)# LISREL 8.0 & {7
P s e et 2o ﬁig?l T AL S AR B e licE o 2 47 4R A B % 3 Anderson and
Gerbing (1988)*7# 11 s FF b R 1 L SR F M F1 R A 47872 558 h TR fe
R B R LT A R AR BT B B SR
FEFRAAVFERREB T URKFEBRLREZT DT RN L THEF ot 8
WS Gl 21T RR R R BPEEGY Al P ARV R A -

45 Hu FTHRM 5 3

% FIR R REA T AE T ARAE T EARY T Y T AR
IR E TG o ELFHA T T SPSS8.0 87 SAS B0 ® ML (73

B 1iFoe
(=) éxif 3Lt (descriptive statistics)

A TR TR T A A 4T 0 U RT Rl T B 1

foo BHIREE LA A -
(=) = ¥4 &3 2 (paired-sample test)

FAEMOTREEROLSEIR o TS B TR AR RS B e R
CRERETAFRPHRON L ELT AR o AP HERBE TR AR AR A
W MB R R A S R R Y AR

(2) B4 %R i

- B AR L R E G RS A (reliability) o 3 AR AIRIEEHE A LF
i?%ﬁ&g@ﬁ%,gﬁipfﬁﬁﬁimﬁ%ﬁwgiiéﬁﬁa\ﬁﬁﬁ
5o AR ARG 0 AFFTH* Cronbach a GHGETA YT 5 ArcR > & 0 FlE A
WEBRERLTRERT Y 032 o 5d FlF A 79T A 2 g B R L ORISR TR R
A RIS R kA EA RGN £ TR AR R AT RI% G LE i
ErR(FRZE A85) AL NFAMAZ A RIHHAEFEN L E 4

-69-



LR AL AR E AR R S R
(=) %1% » 17 (factor analysis)

F1% & 1772 B4~ £_d Spearman (1904)#7% & &) keh— fa = & o #73) F1 & &~ 47
G-l 3 I F M IR R EL TR SFF A BAETFR L - Bt 2 - FlR
AP ERERH G QAN IR O FEREE S P RS BI R
R L RFEHR KDL A B TfEEN 4 o B AT RIS
B EMBOFRR B FEER o AR > APEF EEREERY P
N EREOELTFZ 0 A e FIF T2 R BRI AT
AT R fRARAL 0 Fe BN TFI R A FT I R RS TR TR AR S
P AR FR Rl F AN AR E L WL R B2 JRAE TG

() # £ — % »c4 7 (importance - performance analysis)

BIRAR - enfeR A 47 > Forderal (1999)i2 sk 740 L A7 ¢ % T E —
et ) B iE o TR R TR L o REEARDRERMRL THRE(TELE R >
REE T ki g Toedf ki | g S ehA e T n(TIRBSF), > T8
BB B(de Rl 42 477 )0 R ATE LR SRR o AFTE Y - 2

19315 o RN B e s R Ar A ARG TR P o

TRERF
*TA %"C
P g i B
g 2L B P
PRF% 4 3 E PRA® & pdF
% *4B %D
THRM L | T AR
£38 e3E P
TERABRE M

B 42 #ELFE»FRHE
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a2

$I% RBETREi28F B8RP

i
&
)
g
=g
&
N
-5
i
y
It
#)
£
%
Il
It
Pt
=
X

BRBR 375 F AR RS 0
SRR L o d S REE Y BRI A P O - AIRBES A % 24

S W&Bﬁﬁﬁmﬁ&?%ﬁ%?*%ﬁ*ﬁ@i%i“*ﬁﬁ%§¥°é‘
B 3

ES
B JRF: 5 & % TSERVQUAL | e B> s - 1B 4 St en= A 6T 8 % 8 RIS
EEFEAFRAR > HUARD TREofRRsmsd i NiFLiERw%

Lo IRisE 2 g4 18 o

AL 54 PZB B 1988 & ik * 2 & 44 B AR B & i McCormack (1994)
R R AP RARA D ber TG BB 0 X EATA [ E B I
E- ¢ F2RETIRBE TR A BRA R 51 4Tn)c BB E R AF
A TG NG RERIRSE TR A 0 0 U RS R R T

FOATEDIR AR BT 2 3 o ﬁi}ué PEECZ. 1 (FHP 4ots o

WHE 1L AR E R AR o A RIRIAEE R I 0 Ak F AR E B4R
BTGB - BT s E R EE L L e K6 0 % R
%:m/r' /HL%_I_E*‘}? /'?3; E}%?ﬁ;’—s’;

%
Fen®ld » § R F 2 pata

HAR2 KPR R T B3 o & PZB A EaE ] PR%%;‘%??%#\% £ %

a?ﬂiéﬁﬁ%?%%%mﬁ¢Wﬁ’jwaﬁgﬁ%ﬁﬁw%%ﬁor
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o L T

FATR R L3 UL e

54 PZB- B JRA% 5 &
ES Rl

B4 A YA

PR AR EE LD

Cronbach Alpha

Y

PV R SF 02 2
e R

© 0 FE AT RS ATH

v

RSN S Y R

YES

A E Ao R o % ?

(it astif g2 enien)

M52 227 E4iHims
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v

HH 3T EAE PR - IS NUAREEREA L - RFIRBE

Fenddk o WL 25 Y R o RIS 3 g

HI 4B ERITEME o FOTR R RDTAALE L R AT R
BREAKERATRLIEG - VAR - B {1 R B W TS
LIERE LRSI E TS Y PR R PR Rk e F R A
RS ARG PAER G S P L KA TR FIR 0 W
R RR R AR L SR A ATAES Ao f] 5.2 9T

(Z) BB D FrAH

HIE S EBEANH o BT IE N AL 2 BRRIEOHEE L E
WAL 0 &2 k%n.ﬁ WA STy =~ B rﬁg EEL@ s> NE R T AT

Krueger (1988) ~ Morgan (1988) ~ Stewart and Shamdasani (1990)% 4 #1% & % o

KOO AR EN FU o HERBMTAAR S LAFNRE S
m@@%f BN EEAFFARE > TAFER RN F AP A
s ERNE £V - PAKSHREEL o

(Z) BEz  E2BAHEHH

'}55«? T % -XFERE o ‘f 73"’"’*7'9»?”*?{?1;%?}%
N TR G

|k
P
~a
!
i
>
(%
o
=

8: % - FAALPTEMEY - EAFHIA 3 28 0F L AmRATE LT AL
FERRUSEET- AR 52 2B EAMEAS 0 NEBDNGEE 2 JRIFS

73



52 #7458 %3

-S‘ll?
-l

\_.
%
=3

EIE I . K5

~mi
Jin

7 %frﬂ&%%’;}ﬁﬁﬁ:' ~ =+ %gﬁ,‘ﬁz}_ﬁﬁ FERLE G F
F

& T -

p S
B 2D oA 0B B F P EAL
r“]_% - , j\lﬁﬁi EOSPENIF TR B

%%oﬂ&»&%ﬁpiﬁ%m*%ﬂﬁ”ﬁf
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REAAZE NS00 R E > FEwITE 326 6 o BFALE (T B R
M ERABERE > FEF R L L 244 B F oK S w e i 48.8%
(244/500) c w ozt A ¢ > EdL 16 T 35 A B 5 (57.0%) 0 P AR S
(74.6%) » BRE R 5 L8~ 45 F 315 (53.3%) 8 F 4 (25.0%) > KT AZR P LA B
2+ B 5 (85.7%) o

(2) £4 AR
1. £42BRAH

AT HY -G RLSITF ¥ o Cronbach a G#icki2i7A2 47 > A ATER
EE A LA GG DR R BB d 5397 od 29 Paro A RS TR S A 06
o e TRE S RRRK AR 0 A BRI FELIINA
g ¢ 1815 R X o 2 i > Cronbach (1955):n % % a H#c~ >t 0.7 P2 3 & & >
P 03SPHES H R R - Fl - e DARESE R - REA R R

0952 7k B2 GRS ETRE PR

253 F-MERBEFELHEGaR R GEK

o 3 & 1% %< Cronbach o
F 5 0.858
w3 0.756
F I 0.775
Hx 0.677
AR 0.763
iz = 0.395
S 0.796
T 0.680
A 0.848
Be f2RE % 0.667
R LR 0.952
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2. E&HHAR

’:F'-f Lo 247tk A B 38 4p M B o Bartlett 3% 254 2 E i 3587.636 0 4P ¥R
p-value % 0.000 > #&2| % 87 F]F 2475 7 KMO &5 0914 2L % 4&:7 1 -
REAFTHBEREE - BF > I R S2HHE2ZBAEFEEAHH - MFF A4
ZoA B A AT iR (T A 17 FF o TR Kaiser (1960):ruE 2% 0 45 s (eigenvalue) = 3% 1
e | F]% (common factor) &= 1 i o 4| * Kaiser e+ % R jZ (varimax
rotation)if {7 B % #& #h A 7 (orthogonal rotation) » ™ JE {8 # P & 0T F f AT A A o

Sd FROTRERSAITEFZ AT AT 7 30 IR STRIADE L o

FREAMPASRSE  PREFHS Fl R FuEP o d WU FHKE < 1 D
R EBEETRY R R EE R ARF LR EFET e L FiTHF scree test
eigenvalue plot /% (4B 5.5 %777 ) » F M A S S BFEZFMEEERE LR - R
S BHG AAHEREET A R 57210%40% 54) H 2 B AR o jwd 2 H R
BEAGEERLZEE A TERSBHAES c LR SBHI AL R

2 G E B R ok 5.5 9T o

Scree Plot
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Eigenvalue
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Component Number

W55 %- FFEIRISF Fl&% & 72 scree test eigenvalue plot
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254 ¥-MERBETFIRATZHEELAHEERET AV

7% FiiE Rt % AR R %
1 10.413 34.711 34.711
2 2.623 8.745 43.455
3 1.595 5.316 48.772
4 1.344 4.481 53.252
5 1.187 3.958 57.210
6 1.036 3.454 60.664
7 0.931 3.103 63.767
8 0.833 2.775 66.542
9 0.761 2.536 69.079
10 0.753 2.510 71.589
11 0.726 2.419 74.008
12 0.714 2.380 76.388
13 0.654 2.181 78.569
14 0.581 1.937 80.506
15 0.550 1.834 82.340
16 0.517 1.724 84.064
17 0.503 1.677 85.741
18 0.482 1.606 87.347
19 0.458 1.527 88.874

20 0.424 1.413 90.287
21 0.389 1.297 91.584
22 0.373 1.244 92.827
23 0.345 1.151 93.978
24 0.320 1.067 95.045
25 0.292 0.974 96.019
26 0.269 0.896 96.915
27 0.249 0.830 97.745
28 0.241 0.802 98.547
29 0.222 0.740 99.287
30 0.214 0.713 100.000
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%55 ¥-RERAEFHEELHES RALFARLFE
Ho 1 8agsd
PR &R TR Riths FlE- FlE- FlE= FEe FEI 2
I ERARGfRE=LAN 3 0.670  0.141  0.134 0.118 0.053 0.425
2. EmEAfFern 3 0.715  0.083  0.072 0297 0.004 0.545
3. KBRS L LM 5 0.781 0216 0.134 0.089 0.000 0.521
4. B G EEEEEL 5 0.681 0.179 0.137 0.148 -0.177 0.484
5. BBEREEALCHE 6 0.642 0215 0.162 0353 -0.082 0.461
6. EBEERDHTEL 7 0516 0.248 0.039 0347 0.185 0.612
7. 2B 2P EEAEAE AT 3 0.730  0.072 0.004 0.086 0262 0.517
8. 2B APHLH LEEFRANAE 2 0.630 0.237 0.142 0.31 0220 0.401
# e
9. 2B APHELE LG R LESE 9 0.668 0.086 0.104 -0.048 0302 0.421
1
10, 23 2 P4t R L0 F sl 9 0.734  0.132  0.150 0.086 0.182 0.716
2
11, 28 2 7Y 753 > 9 0.678 0.179 0.002 0.109 0242 0.785
12. 28 2P FARABER & 9 0.770  0.085 0.111 0.062 0214 0.586
w20 F AIRIRK A
PR &R I RicHe FlE- FE- TRz FEe FEI L
13. 28 271 fT‘rJTE'—"ﬁﬁ IRk PRI 1 0.065 0709 0.184 0.010 0.066 0.540
14, B R 2E - BETF ST 1 0285 0.607 0.072 0234 0.086 0.708
15. 2 4w p 30 F iz M 1 0393  0.589 0.091 0.097 0.048 0.641
16. 2 ks £ 1 0.074 0.644 0.105 0.182 0.141 0.611
17. 2 p ok 1 0.161  0.615 -0.011 0235 0.047 0.614
18. & PR AR g T 1 0275 0.682 0247 -0.025 0.097 0.683
19. 3 p A& 1 0.081 0490 0252 0208 0260 0.567
SRR E N EEE
PR &R TR Ridps Fli- FlE- TRz FEe FEI
20. #8 priEiLG I 2 0.076 0.123  0.826 0.084 0.081 0.515
21, %8 PR 2 0.098 0230 0.823 0163 0.136 0.617
22 28 2P REULFD A RIT 2 0.192 0224 0.650 0.119 0251 0.484
23. P Y EEPERRLEREG 10 0280 0.117 0.600 0.256 0.109 0.630
o 40 JRIHE BT
PRI KR RicdEs FE- FlR- FAZ FlEr FAI LA
24. iF P REHLREF R 1 0.I51 0305 0206 0485 -0.090 0.645
25. s ERF AR F L VR 2 1 0.104 0242 0.156 0.536 0209 0.558
26. 8 f«;w » ,g w2 8 0.166  0.078 0.172 0741 0.132  0.619
27. B gmEPlk iy 2 T 8 0245 0.150 0.069 0.728 0.165 0.563
B 5 R EDRIRBTR
PR &R T Ridhs Fli- FE- FlE= FEe FEI X
28, B MLAFI ghopE o 2B 2P d D 3 0286 0237 0207 0.064 0.723 0.662
g
20, B AR FI gHpE o 2B 2P g2 3 0277 0233 0.145 0.163 0.680 0.530
A E,
30. =4 7D AL E R 6 0.137 0.044 0270 0.325 0.561 0.504
i

Rbetp s 2 BicF hdp & 5.1 ¢ afgEs o
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By TREEI ARG R A AT A FRP o2 LR A
BN T R ASIR G I LG S5k B TTE o 33NN RED e TR T
FooR2 R B S UAERB D

HA Pl E 2 Z EARPRFZIE P 30 otk 7 d 32 % 4
S S HHEIR ~ 2 ) A A WNBEEEX LA AP FAL £HAD
SORERIE » Hi- TR F P Z2F LR FIEP 47V, X B AFIRBIAD 37 A
BISREFI TR ¢ o P ERTIEEGIEP 47 X Rt E o A
bt B2 TE VL3R AL2A X 1A PR THE L

[ isier 2 ,‘f@mfgxi:ﬁ(gﬁ—g&—g

B GE ok 56

£56 A1HHREBERALARTHEER

IR (C REEMBEER) T VA X
I =M R R T AT ,Fi*{ﬂ BB E 933 18 1 0
2. PR B PEZE S BETF & 933 18 1 0
3. BRARAFIIFRE o 28 2P @ N EEg TR 933 18 1 0
4. KB R E B HEHTHH LR 933 18 1 0
5. 2B 2 PgMLEDd > 7 R R 917 17 2 0
6. =R & HAGTR 917 17 2 0
7. 3B ek N P 917 17 2 0
8. BLMAITH HhpE > 28 2PN L L 767 14 2 0
0. M HEALSEE FALER TR 900 16 3 0
10. & gmp 30 F %50 900 16 3 0
11 = T FE iR 9.00 16 3 0
12. B® A Eo 2 fmT 8L 9.00 16 3 0
13. 2 4R 2RAAB 2T § 2% 9.00 16 3 0
14, 2 p 23 403 883 15 4 0
15. & f@Flebiefimg > QT3 883 15 4 0
l6. & p FERFFLRPERL TR 883 16 2 1
17. & fmk £ =% i 4 867 15 3 1
18. Bm R et 42 B R 867 14 5 0
19. 22 b= % > 3 {4 867 14 5 0
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456 H1FHEIRBERARR FTHREEZN)

RIE (P RELZ/EEER) Tag VA X
20 FAITAM I P LR E TR 867 14 5 0
21, 2@ 2P 2L £ E L > 8.67 15 3 1
22, 28 2 PHIEE L AR F el 8.67 14 5 0
23. 3 p G R EERARR 8.50 13 6 0
24 22 pF7 LG FLE 8.50 13 6 0
25, F B R 5 A 8.50 13 6 0
26. L3 B B A 4 8.50 15 2 2
27. BE® B 1 % R EcE s 850 13 6 0
28. R PET €0 BRIl F 850 14 4 1
290, B AR F S i AE (2 0 8.50 13 6 0
30 28 2P BB LTI 850 13 6 0
3. @ 2 Ly A FERTER 8.50 13 6 0
2. 2B 2P BRI LR BED b 850 13 6 0
33. B AL R 2y 833 12 7 0
34, 2B 2 PN F Rk 51 8.33 12 7 0
35. KB &7 Qv; Y (Aodh B S B R S TR 8.17 13 4 2
36. K % 4= A7 5 AR 8.17 11 8 0
37. 23 2P Y HE S 817 12 6 1
38. 22 B iR 800 10 9 0
39. B Ak A& 8.00 10 9 0
40. B R B PRERF AT E 7.83 10 8 1
41. BB E F a4 % RocL i p 7.83 10 0
42. B® B B3t oA 7.83 10 0
43, 2B X PR fEEFAR L 1 E R(Irk B A RE F) 783 10 8 1
44, B R AP LEE R R 750 7 12 0
45. B P B BB AR T 733 6 13 0
46. ER B A Fleti & 7.33 8 9 2
47. B N 4 R R IR T R 717 9 4
48. & kA L ZE 700 4 15 0
49. =B = @ AT 8wk PRI 6.83 5 12 2
50. BB LB E 6.83 4 14 1

-84-



d A TR AR KRR A AR E RE & e 357G
ARERAY B AL FRF IO AP RE L G0E LRE
BN KA AT 48) 0 g At ] G g A0

Wi & ersE p ,g??u,%gc} Bt g AP M B2 F R EHEEP o
(=) BERFREP X

RIEEH L it h A L A D AT EF N30 4R 5 B4 @p 34 bz
ERRIVEE S EC G RS SR S R S 1
FEMRET RS FAZ0ENELE L2 P PRI o

4 M%ﬁﬁgg e RFE TP LR HEEPRRE L FIZRAESR
A AR M- 2 R R &4 uwjf Al d 0P BAAFTHNPFLARABAES &
R d W R EERLEL S L ARRE 0 Ak E ] ML RR Y R
SAEA R RUAFPRANTHET T FRE3N kA apl S AF Y IR
B fam e aniid » B4 P HB P 208 27 HATEZALL

B B RJE ) T AR A PR 0 AT R

RN R L VAN ﬁ*’é@?%ﬁ%r‘r i%*{’ FOrER MR 2 TR T AL AR
2 ﬁmziﬁ%ﬁﬁWﬁﬁaJ;
i\%ﬂﬁ;’g}\‘.ﬁqgahﬂJ N F*H;’g',éﬁ AT 4§_J A rafﬁﬁé?-ﬁ’v?—"’i’i\‘

A ¢
B £ R THESE B AT PR
A

N LS ) o . T A

‘—‘.H\\‘

rhA, s TERBAENEA CHE ) &
ﬁ&ﬁﬁiﬁgﬁng g@ﬁgﬁgﬁi%‘ﬁWQ% PN
2 r

il
N3 0P gR g 5] R AL

OB LR S G 0 AR TR R AR H B EABAIR R ARG B A
WA AR R LR U0 RIRALE ¢ F Bl o B

200 r G TRARSEECS T TERABARRGTR  EET B
T bR SATPOE RIS TN > U RATR B RS R A g

-85-



ﬁ%iﬁ“ ﬁgﬂﬂ%a%%%@ﬁgoa#@ﬁ% 36303 X F

=
=
T
Jj\
\-\-H

|23 %\F\: BRI W0 "‘:I?‘%L?E'_% B 38 4o 5.7 9151 o

%57 F-_RBRERBEFIRETLIBI RS

i &R g E B osv
e P BREIH
LERR AR CEL T B @DE > v F B
2 W B R PRy A EE~2FBT
3EBE KB IR AL fE s &
AXHREPRAGTHRD D §EFET FYISN
508 2P RN E AT T #
6.208 2 PN KA R Ry LiE § gL FH TR
o P AIRIERA
7B 2@ & > ehd Rk KPR 5B
B.AgmA ¢ BT~ BFTF&F #
0.8 §wp I8 FicE Ed
10.8 prfed 7 ¢ 4w F
ILBEREFRY ST » BEADNT R v Figr
12.8 p 3 B 605 &
e FEFREALE
1328 p57 g4 wilj i F1
145382 ¢ 5 4 F:
15,208 & FfHpgd > 7T #
16.# p FEREFE R ENDF R #

#a R ME

17.1% & 3% % 4] 24 S
18.2 8 shf= A i » & {2 o
HAIS B 0 N

SN TS &

=%
ﬁi:%%ﬁf?a

21.':&43?#% [T e L CIGIN N
221 SNk 3 SN B SE Sr eSS S A S S ] 2 F
231 ﬁzﬂx%@% B 2P AT >3




Pt s A R AP A A RN GRS B R LR (T

Foeo Al GEEEREARER RS MR RREFRF AR - T
B E AL BEE R R E Y TR L P RGP o %

J\«

it
PTG - R ARG A S
54 B2 EAA AL MR

-) ¥5=-xFEB2

JI* AEFESTHGEL P REF - R PMER LN A BMH PGS o AR
B - 5nt AR I RA2RER L - AA SN A AAR R By
WHGIAT A2 L o d HEFFHEBEUBE SN Fr c AINER R RS
800 PR E  FERLS 379 0 FisF FEBIBERIY 0 FEF R B
292 & 0 F 2%k E e L 36.5% (292/800)

AT B EE L 16-25 KB § (49%) 0 26-35 F = 2. (25.7%) 5 ¢ T
Gl WL A6 BMENFI A VIIRE S 0 43% ¢ 5 TR
LB B 5(T1.6%)c BA B AR B (R 83) RS2 E (R 89)L &

PoMELIABE AR FRITR R SE R ER BN BE  F RS
BERAPITZ AR O BT AR AL B ARERAF PP BRG R E O

C) FoZREoEHD
1. E45R4¥

AX it ARLPREAGRRZ D Z P EENELA S LIRBS TS B 5
2. Cronbach o Z B h#c> B %40k 5877 od 279 Vs A A ALEE L
LRRENF oG EREI S G 2 A GEISE 08 FHE LY § 0958
&%g&«ﬁo@ﬁk@’&&%mﬁuﬁﬁﬂEW%ﬁ1$¢¢§¢$o

-87-



158 FIRERBETEAESORR GK

FEHIE P z B % # Cronbach a
Ho P EREI 0917
Wi 1 IR 0.862
o FEFRLE 0.891
e PR I 0.836
Hh o REIRETR 0.889
AR ARBET A 0.958

2. EAMNAEA
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5 770 3.851 74.784
6 618 3.088 77.871
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10 424 2.122 87.621
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13 308 1.541 92.802
14 282 1.409 94211
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Q.M A I ghpE2d 2Kk 435 + D5 0321 0217 0809  0.009
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2511 $F=PRERBEFEAGRLSIT
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o ff PRI% 0.945 0.918
PRFE 5 BT

Wi - s TR 0917 *

Hd = 1 F IRIERA 0869 e

Hd = ORI B 0890

Har D FEREE 0905
BERE PR 5 1 R 0.953 0.951

AR RAIRS 0 A AT E R AT -
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3%ﬂﬁﬁ%ii%{?§*ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%éwiM£2% PR L %
A i o H L § UE i £ 2R (PZB, 1988) « HE AR Thdp B 4 B 4B
- BELLEWHEC SHIZH M % (Cronbach, 1955) « 27 7 %3 H#HA (X
BO)eruE ik 4k ¥ P IMAERMHRH N AV RAAAREE AR A A%
B B%dedk 512 #5F o
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o (3971 (FE RIS — (B M ¥ L X PRIR)
& Ql 0.838  (0.00)
?;Tf Q2 0.813 (0.00)
f‘: Q3 0.840 (0.00)
# Q4 0.838 (0.00)
Q5 0.815 (0.00)
Qo6 0.864 (0.00)
¥ Q7 0.738  (0.00)
% Q8 0.823  (0.00)
:z: Q9 0.801 (0.00)
® Q10 0.769  (0.00)
g Qll 0.754 (0.00)
Q12 0.717 (0.00)
R QI3 0.758 (0.00)
i 1l Q14 0.812 (0.00)
ﬁ = Q15 0.837 (0.00)
Q16 0.852  (0.00)
Q17 0.869 (0.00)
¥R Q18 0.883  (0.00)
@ i Q19 0.935 (0.00)
P Q20 0.913  (0.00)
3= 0.823

I FEELPN A p-value °
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%513 %EFRBEPLIRBLIER T
HpH PRAR o df PR A% PRI 5
Hem BRI Desired Service Perceived Service PS-DS Sig.

Tiofc Y Tiof E£E L A #c tvalue (a=0.05)
Ep A
Ql 9.62 0.76  6.60  1.78 -3.02 -27.55 0
Q2 9.13 1.09 616  1.65 -2.97 -2834 0
Q3 945 093 628 1.75 -3.18 -29.19 0
Q4 946 1.02 677 179 -2.70 -24.04 0
Qs 936 097 628 1.62 -3.08 -28.51 0
Q6 923 1.10 578 1.78 -3.44 -29.41 0
T ASPRIEE K
Q7 9.73  0.63 690 141 -2.83 -34.65 0
Q8 931 092 6.67 153 -2.64 -27.26 0
Q9 9.01 1.10 620 1.50 -2.81 -29.25 0
Q10 887 1.19 648 151 -239 -24.85 0
Qll 936 094 673 1.60 -2.63 -27.14 0
Q12 9.00 1.19 625 161 -2.74 -25.62 0
FRAR 2 1T 4
Q13 930 094 678 138 -2.53 -30.10 0
Ql4 922 1.08 681 146 -2.40 -27.36 0
Q15 947 0.87 697 1.58 -2.50 -25.41 0
Q16 938 096 666 1.79 -2.73 -25.73 0
Q17 946 091 648  1.83 -2.98 -26.63 0
jEims
Q18 9.50 0.86 678  1.65 -2.72 -26.60 0
Q19 9.50 0.84 651 1.74 -2.99 -27.83 0
Q20 947 0.88 647 1.72 -3.00 -28.01 0
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20,2 B }ﬂﬁ%%_’nmﬂ;
ﬁ?r’%j;»‘&.%f H#*f%iﬁf» VI8 |[#x = & jﬂ%%i B kiR 3
PNMP VIO (4 A 18t % igd fmD| b pF A
V20 %@éi.ﬁﬁmﬁ%@ma
S V21 [p PRI TR T a3 i ®
PMP V22 |t PRAR T3k R fe 3 AT
V23 “gffﬁﬁ77l%'ﬁ§1h_l VO
Tk g5l 4 V24 |4 H s hEREEATE T B R
AA V25 ke > KRR 2B AR Y Hp gy
V26 |3 His RFNEFE TR iE{ A TR
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g%ﬁ%gna@umm%»ﬁ%%ﬁi%wqwﬁaivﬂ&

pos)
(14
e
-
X
)
@
?

B GRED FO2BOREFEL AR AP TRUARFEZ ZERM
- ERE ’N%'ltﬂ‘_iﬁ%ﬁﬂf'?é
F AR E

BIER BN BPBEF R 20U AL AR R AN B
AR R F R o A R OB IAL > Rd AR A RO B 4
Ty B P EFETIS PREE S R FT0 PR E c BEFREF LA
Z BP0 7:00-9:00 ~ T = gpaE 2:00-4:00 ~ iF g s 4E 5:00-7:00 0 A
BB G 0 AT D RN E R AT B ERE L 0TI @R
FRARTY T REFEHF ZIS0FREE > B F TS0 E o SARTH S
BRI L - Ll PR A S AEP (- 2w )E R (FI pm
500 T3 p Fap)e He »d sv2biEp o X 458 A foib o Fpt g R R
pm 4:00 = pm 9:00 > &P P& pm 11:00 = pm 9:00 -
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6.3 TR A & 47
6.3.1 & BHA ¥

AR EB AN HOBREF RT0 PR L > F G sxw fe s 235 6 0 ¢
RS et 5 313% ARG 0 A HABEAERLI 16T 35 ke
AR5 (63.4%) 3 H B0 BA 5 (61.3%) 5 BRE R E 4 B S (45.1%) 0 - 5T
2 (374%) R TARA R E A Bl b B (T14%) 0 imidkded 62~% 6.5

P:'J—i——/-F o
262 W ESDEAZERLLG
= #c T A (%)

15 k™ 9 3.8
16~25 # 116 49.4
26~35 33 14.0
36~45 34 14.5
46~55 23 9.8
56 f 1t 20 8.5
Bt 235 100.0

263 FPERODHRAZEHALG
E3

g 90 383
L 144 61.3
PR 1 0.4
B3t 235 100.0
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164 PHODERALBMELG
= D

g4 106 45.1
eiedd 7 3.0
HEAR 1 0.4
— AL b TT% 88 37.2
pe ¥ 7 3.0
%%#(M}_;Lﬁ%Wﬁ’ﬁk) 18 7.7
H 1 6 2.6
T 2 0.9
B3 235 100.0

%65 PHRODERAZKITARAG
T AN

R (47)¢ 1 10 4.3

¢ (B 56 23.8
R 165 70.2
AEE 4 1.7
B3t 235 100.0

NREERF D TS0 PR L FEr s 412 5 o BT HEETRBEER
AR LR E ALY PGl L 53870 R EwdeF L 51.7% e
A ERI 16 3 35 Renk ikt g0t F(68.5%) 0 N L S (54.0%)
BRER] 5L E - i ITR(A29%) R F 4 (284%) 0 KT AR R E < B AS

(80.4%) o FmE % 4ok 6.6~% 6.9 #77 o
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466 2BEERALELLG
#e 7 A (%)
0

",
)

15 e 14~ 0.0
16~25 # 128 33.1
26~35 A 137 35.4
36~45 68 17.6
46~55 # 40 10.3
56 & 14 b 14 3.6
Bt 387 100.0

267 2RELEHRALAZPULG
N T A (%)

F 178 46.0
e 209 54.0
Bt 387 100.0

%68 DEEEHRALBMESG

= A (%)
g4 110 28.4
KEF 30 7.8
FE AR 6 1.6
- A1 F1% 166 42.9
peRBE 25 6.5
Ak (e 4~ 2 1) 34 8.8
H @ 16 4.1

B 387 100.0
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%69 2BRITERILKTRALG
= #c T A (%)

R )" 11 14 3.6
30 (M) 62 16.0
S N 311 80.4
3t 387 100.0

6.3.2 R A ¥

EREECRAIT G 0 A3 Y Cronbach a dkckigim a7 > #1iF R ¥
B2 A BB R Bliked 610557 o d A9 T a2 H LS HAD A LD
BREE - HLBHEIGRIA06MY BT EAL G AHDTR LR EE

TR AR B T el S A ]S 0.584 82 0565 0 F i

VRS s o EE

%610 B X E 4246 % A& fdk Cronbach o

#A FROD OB EE
£y LB RI 0.858 0.873
o ff & PV 0.684 0.795
w41 F PB 0.800 0.708
o = & PC 0.842 0.821
PRA% & SQ 0.784 0.780
Fodf 2L H 4 PNMP 0.605 0.584
Foff bW PMP 0.928 0.939
TR Esil 4 AA 0.629 0.565
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64 % F B REE G ER A

4o 4.4 G orit o AFF 7 T SAS 8.0 & K #d8 2 CALIS PRC £ LISREL 8.0
TR i et e ﬁ?] rEE A S AP M R (L & 6.11) o 4 AT AR A P iR
¥ Anderson and Gerbing (1988)*7#& ! e Fif B B 1 L v Sz 2 7] % A 45 4178
AT EREFe T B P HEHEE EERESITEERE L ¥
B REE TR TR AR RO E R 5 B EREN
st g 2 18 0 TR A T AT PR AT R R el T T i o

6.4.1 HE #5" [ HRBEELFIF L7

FrER N AT T AT AT R AT R RR AR R 7R
ko RFTL IR A RRE M B L AW R E S Rl
Gl A A S JRARE T e R s o R A B R R o
WE T AT B BRI V0 2 BRARET BFE

() FhgE st

A F 2 A4 TR BN Ae B 6.1 Aror 0 VR R BELRF gL H Y > VI 3
V4 %y R AB VS I VT e o 0 VB B VIO % i
g1 E o VIL I VI3 3% nfrg moff & A V14 3] VIT 3% Mg IR
VI8 3] V20 % * 1 g vdf 2L b B V21 3] V23 B frE i b I%\ ¥
V24 3| V26 % M EFR A TRl 4 o gtk s AHFR N X2 AR
TS5 MG 337 BRASEZLF T AL SEM R -

POHFR RS R B REOLE R 7 AR B R Aok 6.12 0 o S A 45

s % # & o A 4 & #7422 chi-square & & F s B F ok B
x*(271,N =235)=584.236 > p< 0.0001 - 334 + > §& i< c7 chi-square B AF 7 #5382 3
AL $id i fe(James, 1982; Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993) > chi-square & & ¥ B

A RHFEEGZF G AL R R 3 R R i e 0 Bt A i
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B 6.1 Ao 5
(8 v LR R AL 50

AA

%612 3 H oA FRES g hREE

Fit Function

Goodness of Fit Index (GFI)

GFI Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom (AGFI)
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR)
Parsimonious GFI (Mulaik, 1989)
Chi-Square

Chi-Square DF

Pr > Chi-Square

RMSEA Estimate

RMSEA 90% Lower Confidence Limit
RMSEA 90% Upper Confidence Limit

ECVI Estimate

ECVI 90% Lower Confidence Limit

ECVI 90% Upper Confidence Limit
Probability of Close Fit

Bentler's Comparative Fit Index

Normal Theory Reweighted LS Chi-Square
Akaike's Information Criterion

Bozdogan's (1987) CAIC

Schwarz's Bayesian Criterion

McDonald's (1989) Centrality

Bentler & Bonett's (1980) Non-normed Index
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) NFI

James, Mulaik, & Brett (1982) Parsimonious NFI
Z-Test of Wilson & Hilferty (1931)

Bollen (1986) Normed Index Rhol

Bollen (1988) Non-normed Index Delta2
Hoelter's (1983) Critical N
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2.4967
0.8408
0.7938
0.0674
0.7011
584.2357
271
<.0001
0.0703
0.0625
0.0781
3.2697
2.9781
3.5991
0.0000
0.9016
576.1614
42.2357
-1166.3120
-895.3120
0.5135
0.8820
0.8335
0.6950
10.2198
0.8003
0.9033
126
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&d & % 4 (8 6.2)~ 2% Lagrange multiplier test(# 6.13)8 3 > V24 T
Pu R R ERE LT SEE | WG A AA STIRE > R Ard G A R
B RAPK M BT H LA e % Bc(complex variable) 0 b § F 18 F BT A 470
% > Hatcher (1998)z%. 2 ¥ # ra KRBTSR o

Range Freq Percent

-4.50000 -4.25000 2 0.57

-4.25000 -4.00000 2 0.57

-4.00000 -3.75000 1 0.28

-3.75000 -3.50000 0 0.00

-3.50000 -3.25000 5 1.42 *k

-3.25000 -3.00000 4 1.14 ok

-3.00000 -2.75000 6 1.71 ok

-2.75000 -2.50000 2 0.57 *

-2.50000 -2.25000 8 2.28 Rk

-2.25000 -2.00000 11 3.13 kokokok

-2.00000 -1.75000 5 1.42 ok

-1.75000 -1.50000 12 3.42 ok ok

-1.50000 -1.25000 22 6.27 ool

-1.25000 -1.00000 14 3.99 ook

-1.00000 -0.75000 18 5.13 ook

-0.75000 -0.50000 18 5.13 ook

-0.50000 -0.25000 20 5.70 ook

-0.25000 0 11 3.13 ook

0.25000 0.50000 22 6.27 Aokl otk

0.50000 0.75000 17 4.84 kool

0.75000 1.00000 18 5.13 laloiaiolool

1.00000 1.25000 11 3.13 o

1.25000 1.50000 15 4.27 ko

1.50000 1.75000 12 3.42 kR

1.75000 2.00000 8 2.28 okokok

2.00000 2.25000 12 3.42 ok dokok

2.25000 2.50000 10 2.85 ook kK

2.50000 2.75000 7 1.99 HAK

2.75000 3.00000 3 0.85

3.00000 3.25000 2 0.57

3.25000 3.50000 3 0.85

3.50000 3.75000 1 0.28

3.75000 4.00000 1 0.28

4.00000 4.25000 0 0.00

4.25000 4.50000 0 0.00

4.50000 4.75000 0 0.00

4.75000 5.00000 1 0.28

Rank Order for the 5 Largest Asymptotically Standardized Residuals
Row Column Residual
v19 v17 -7.16524
v7 v2 4.88912
v24 v21 -4.32189
v25 v7 -4.29871
v24 v23 -4.09379
W62 + %22 ikl ¥ BALA G H
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% 613 7 % o2 4~ 4nH7E 7% Lagrange multipliers test

Row Column Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq
v17 6 30.70659 <.0001
v7 8 23.96565 <.0001
v8 f6 22.71825 <.0001
v20 4 17.42226 <.0001
v24 7 17.05981 <.0001
v24 4 15.92755 <.0001
v24 f6 15.67766 <.0001

.‘]“\’lyll—hriﬁ_'r‘*?rprjé\ P A E R AR S AT 8 E S S RE
G oA AT AR

H ¢

HE 28 AFEVHRELRLIIRIE ) > GAN 3 AE s FREZENEFLT

PEARTERTORFERLE (A F o TR LFHABFALELNEL >

- 7 ft?«“%:*iﬁq*/fﬁ.a—i o RAR L g 4 R e F) V24
* 2

VUL R B RE R o Pig V24 $te sl iR A € ﬁ%nggfso
TR ARG RT o AR E R V24 SRR 2

2
(=) BEFTHES

B i%—v‘"'l“,ﬁ‘? V24 tmig & S g BN B TR TFI R A4 0 B R Aacd 6.14
#r 57 o chi-square & 1 §_&F ¥ &1 > x7(247,N =235)=487.731 » p<0.0001 > i d
chi-square difference test & % 3 . > ¢ 3 Ag F g o
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2614 Pk V242 B2 B FRESERG RS

Fit Function 2.0843
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) 0.8540
GFI Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom (AGFI) 0.8079
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) 0.0540
Parsimonious GFI (Mulaik, 1989) 0.7031
Chi-Square 487.7312
Chi-Square DF 247
Pr > Chi-Square <.0001
RMSEA Estimate 0.0645
RMSEA 90% Lower Confidence Limit 0.0561
RMSEA 90% Upper Confidence Limit 0.0729
ECVI Estimate 2.8343
ECVI 90% Lower Confidence Limit 2.5746
ECVI 90% Upper Confidence Limit 3.1319
Probability of Close Fit 0.0028
Bentler's Comparative Fit Index 0.9218
Normal Theory Reweighted LS Chi-Square 500.1626
Akaike's Information Criterion -6.2688
Bozdogan's (1987) CAIC -1107.7864
Schwarz's Bayesian Criterion -860.7864
McDonald's (1989) Centrality 0.5992
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) Non-normed Index 0.9050
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) NFI 0.8556
James, Mulaik, & Brett (1982) Parsimonious NFI 0.7044
Z-Test of Wilson & Hilferty (1931) 8.5171
Bollen (1986) Normed Index Rhol 0.8246
Bollen (1988) Non-normed Index Delta2 0.9231
Hoelter's (1983) Critical N 138

d 2% £ & (B 6.3)2 % Lagrange multiplier(% 6.15)% 3 > V17 & £ 24t SQ
AR fre B VIO V23 - V2l cna R 25 A2 4 R~ £ > FM V1T &
MY T2 AR REFTERER R LR "%W'J“,f VI7 riig Vg e b3 ® > %
3P AT ‘T o R RCH B R R R > w4 T4 $ 9 (data drivern) iR 3 o
LR AR F R VIT AT R P A R o

EWRABFR VT L TFEFRIE | > AEAFH P EFRPFEEFD A
I':E

VIO £ M2 28 pFREE, > & 4 bF it A J APM L - O K3 > %
MR P R LR EIR R & 2 - 0 FNEL Y o JRAE
EHRARIEY o RAFTT WA GHCORE B A e E > HRE a3
FEEFA-AED S B EERAP R RS R - T TAAE T VIT S8
PR SR 2 R TR oy a2 Y (R VI9) B3 g Ft A AT -

EL AP EIF o AL ATl R B 0 AT BRI O R SRR

1<
|
e
D7
—
N
o
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Range Freq Percent

-4.75000 -4.50000 0 0.00

-4.50000 -4.25000 0 0.00

-4.25000 -4.00000 0 0.00

-4.00000 -3.75000 2 0.62 *

-3.75000 -3.50000 0 0.00

-3.50000 -3.25000 1 0.31

-3.25000 -3.00000 3 0.92 *

-3.00000 -2.75000 6 1.85 *rx

-2.75000 -2.50000 2 0.62 *

-2.50000 -2.25000 6 1.85 *rx

-2.25000 -2.00000 7 2.15 *kx

-2.00000 -1.75000 8 2.46 HrxE

-1.75000 -1.50000 14 4.31 il

-1.50000 -1.25000 15 4.62 ool

-1.25000 -1.00000 17 5.23 Ak

-1.00000 -0.75000 15 4.62 HE Ak

-0.75000 -0.50000 16 4.92 A AR

-0.50000 -0.25000 20 6.15 A AR

-0.25000 0 13 4.00 oA K

0.25000 0.50000 26 8.00 ki

0.50000 0.75000 18 5.54 Ak

0.75000 1.00000 17 5.23 kA K

1.00000 1.25000 9 2.77 oAk

1.25000 1.50000 15 4.62 oo

1.50000 1.75000 11 3.38 HHEAE

1.75000 2.00000 9 2.77 Ak

2.00000 2.25000 11 3.38 oAk

2.25000 2.50000 7 2.15 HHE

2.50000 2.75000 5 1.54 *x

2.75000 3.00000 1 0.31

3.00000 3.25000 1 0.31

3.25000 3.50000 1 0.31

3.50000 3.75000 0 0.00

3.75000 4.00000 2 0.62 *

4.00000 4.25000 0 0.00

4.25000 4.50000 0 0.00

4.50000 4.75000 0 0.00

4.75000 5.00000 1 0.31

Rank Order for the 5 Largest Asymptotically Standardized Residuals

Row Column Residual
v19 v17 -7.17585
v7 v2 4.93033
v23 vl5 3.94955
v19 v8 -3.82236
v25 v7 -3.76514

® 6.3 1‘"']',% V24323 R 2 B FEHNATEALL FH

% 6.15 # 'J‘,f V24 {32 7 % 2B i3 ¢ 7€ #;' Lagrange multipliers test

Row Column Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq
vl7 f6 29.21907 <.0001
v7 8 23.61881 <.0001
v8 6 22.44446 <.0001
v20 4 15.39488 <.0001
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B2 #X F‘ﬂ“f V24 & V17 {enig & {8 §7 8 fic3% chi-square & ™ F_& ¥ e >
x*(224,N =235)=409.017 > p< 0.0001 » i chi-square & ¥t & #~ /| & 5 5 »
EAEEDEREF LR DK (Hoyle, 1995) F]pt %12 chi-square & # T % & 12 2|

$THON A E G &R o — ¥ * enp| 5 chi-square B/p d BN F L - o]0
S5(4F H_3)hiE v W iT 5 X% £ F v & X %4 (Joreskog and Sorbom,

1993) » 5 IR F 4 102 TF L H %”rz’v’vfﬁzb‘;(Hatcher, 1998) o @ gt i3 it 1S HrE st
2 chi-square &/p d & vt F ° 53 2(409.017/224=1.823) » = B¥ EHX FH -

1‘”']",% ?éifi—“‘;&ﬁ:i‘iﬁﬁaiﬁf}i}v/’v\’f’?ﬁé%-&r% 6.16 #751 od £ ¥ ¥ v B It {5 D
e s Bt Iﬁﬁﬁa#ﬁ # » GFI = 0.871 ~ AGFI = 0.895 ~ NFI = 0.871 ~ NNFI =
0.921 ~ CFI = 0.936 5% £ $21% 0.9 » RMR 5 0.05 > 87 & frR H0 £ 4 7 4 ¢
W AeL % o @ d chi-square difference test & % 3 R > L Ho5% 2 3 enfFR 5 5
By e FURF- 0 Br o2 st RP AL FRoRLA G B 64

2616 FIF VMR VITE2LS %22 35 FRESBRGHSE

Chi-square df GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI CFI

409.017 224 0.871 0.827 0.05 0.871 0.921 0.936
3Ttk & #=235 - GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR = root mean square
residual; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI = Bentler's comparative fit index

Fit Function 1.7479
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) 0.8709
GFI Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom (AGFI) 0.8271
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) 0.0475
Parsimonious GFI (Mulaik, 1989) 0.7068
Chi-Square 409.0173
Chi-Square DF 224
Pr > Chi-Square <.0001
RMSEA Estimate 0.0594
RMSEA 90% Lower Confidence Limit 0.0502
RMSEA 90% Upper Confidence Limit 0.0685
ECVI Estimate 2.4752
ECVI 90% Lower Confidence Limit 2.2434
ECVI 90% Upper Confidence Limit 2.7448
Probability of Close Fit 0.0462
Bentler's Comparative Fit Index 0.9362
Normal Theory Reweighted LS Chi-Square 416.3437
Akaike's Information Criterion -38.9827
Bozdogan's (1987) CAIC -1037.9299
Schwarz's Bayesian Criterion -813.9299
McDonald's (1989) Centrality 0.6746
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) Non-normed Index 0.9213
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) NFI 0.8711
James, Mulaik, & Brett (1982) Parsimonious NFI 0.7070
Z-Test of Wilson & Hilferty (1931) 7.0881
Bollen (1986) Normed Index Rhol 0.8412
Bollen (1988) Non-normed Index Delta2 0.9373
Hoelter's (1983) Critical N 150
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Range Freq Percent
-3.25000 -3.00000 3 1.00 *
-3.00000 -2.75000 5 1.67 woE
-2.75000 -2.50000 3 1.00 *
-2.50000 -2.25000 4 1.33 *x
-2.25000 -2.00000 5 1.67 wox
-2.00000 -1.75000 4 1.33 Hx
-1.75000 -1.50000 13 4.33 HHAAAE
-1.50000 -1.25000 14 4.67 HAAAK
-1.25000 -1.00000 19 6.33 AR
-1.00000 -0.75000 14 4.67 HHEAEAE
-0.75000 -0.50000 18 6.00 FAAAk
-0.50000 -0.25000 22 7.33 FAAAAAA AR
-0.25000 0 13 433 Rl
0.25000 0.50000 24 8.00 Ak
0.50000 0.75000 17 5.67 Rl
0.75000 1.00000 16 5.33 Rl
1.00000 1.25000 12 4.00 oA
1.25000 1.50000 15 5.00 Rkl
1.50000 1.75000 9 3.00 HrEE
1.75000 2.00000 9 3.00 oAk
2.00000 2.25000 8 2.67 kK
2.25000 2.50000 8 2.67 HrEE
2.50000 2.75000 1 0.33

¥ 6.4 1‘"']’,% V242 V17123 %23 B FEEH Y ERLALAGE

(B) FRER2E %R A

é%%ii’ﬁﬁé%%ﬁﬁ&{ﬁ%%&ﬁs&%%%ﬁé%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ
&7 7% & (convergent validity) (Anderson and Gerbing, 1988) = @ & 38 4p -2 &% i §
FR A 0.6 V8IS 0393 FA kR 2B S EEHSAPES
& a4 oo

L 617 P R R ARSI G a0 WA LA Z R & & A (composite
reliability) 5 % © & & 7 R4cf alpha 3 & (hficih ~ 47 4p & ) 80— 5 14 (Fornell
and Larcker, 1981) » #7 3 cff £35F 24 R % (23 0.7) W § B84
F 2 MR W5 0.688 22 0.61 A 1> v A F X B RIP
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% 6.17 i3 ¢

39 B2 R

Ci B s R A

Heidhits HECLFE t-value Mictz B REFPGIE

Ly LR 0.899* 0.690
vl 0.732 12.458* 0.536°
v2 0.732 12.451%* 0.535
v3 0.835 15.077* 0.698
v4 0.819 14.622* 0.670

B 0.688 0.424
v5 0.627 9.986* 0.393
v6 0.666 10.729* 0.443
v7 0.661 10.638* 0.437

TR AIE 0.815 0.599
v8 0.620 9.924%* 0.384
v9 0.852 15.203* 0.726
v10 0.828 14.613* 0.686

St A 0.853 0.664
vll 0.620 10.165* 0.384
v12 0.899 17.129%* 0.807
v13 0.895 17.026* 0.801

PRS- T 0.799 0.570
v14 0.747 12.043* 0.558
v15 0.762 12.350%* 0.581
v16 0.757 12.244* 0.573

Sl I Mol I 0.609 0.353
v18 0.393 5.436* 0.154
v19 0.690 10.078* 0.476
v20 0.656 9.581% 0.430

A8 B 0.929 0.813
v21 0.906 17.622* 0.821
v22 0.930 18.384* 0.864
v23 0.868 16.465* 0.754

ElRE L 0.701 0.540
v25 0.738 9.487* 0.545
v26 0.731 9.414* 0.534

ok ATtk TR F K E p<0.001 ;
a i & & & (composite reliability) ;
b ZFZFiFEZTS o

-121-



617 B fs - R 5 &4 2 % & 5P 53+ & (variance extracted estimate)
R L TR R % £ £ (Fornell and Larcker, 1981) » + 384 4 & % #ic2. %
B EPRE35430 05 2 & Fornell and Larcker (1981)#7:£ 3% ik & o f& 4
PEg A RHERM 05 AEZRAREFERE Y B2 6 3
ﬁ%g’%#gfwﬂ% AP R RAY A RESPFEEA
B G 0 TR s X A B £ wﬁ’wﬁ»E—P“ﬁﬁ
SIS SR I0 F SUENGE Si3-3 SONVECS: Jorillhe i I RS
G B RS ERE TR AT RS L SR E I R B 0.5 F
Hatcher (1998);%% it 5 — & B & FHcM> 0.5 & 7 R FUFM & R K &F
AR e PR E MR T IR 0N mi&ﬁaiﬁ'l’é‘ o SFE R B I HTE Y

N RER AT BHETRLFERZP -
6.4.2 BRI RE

A& & A% LISREL k2473 % 2B 322 g ‘,b/i’?f‘ﬁff'ff%:fﬁ‘ﬁff
BAIE S A RBE T AR R o R R 2 R S
514 N I B S B B (7 IR H ~Hg)dr i@ o

(<) B R =R

Ry e 3 2 HN R F R A 4T 0 AT 4T % B LISREL B/
B %4oB 6.5 917 o B9 > 2 A R AR gl FO R LB S S
A 61 ¢ Ee REEAT o @ 1P A 617 VM BEASBRIRE ST

fAmEdt X AL Lo gp g B eho 283 1% LISREL #5 k&AM EF R
Bt R BT R MG PISHR T A n 40T

RI = :BRI,PVPV + :BRI,AAM AA + 981
PV = ﬂPV,PBPB + ﬂPV,PCPC+ ‘52

PB =[SO+ ¢,
PC = /BPC,PNMPPNMP + :BPC,PMPPMP"' ‘54
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O

V14,5Q
6 15 VIS 1

A |1
lvm,st) ;

816 Vig \Q‘
9 18 A VI8,PNM é’ 3
6 19 Vl‘) 1

V20,PNM

\Q‘MI ¢

i

9 21 & V21,PMP
1

o

9 23 A V23.PMP

W 6.5
(gt

N T T 2 B R
(R T Y P IRV S e
" i & Fri2(over-identified) | 4
3T OBRERES 24 B

M oAT F I Sl 2 A

R AR

® Lgidc: vt BRI

2z PR L
F’I“Ex\"“ fj" =3

}iﬁpt\} » 7R 57[7%3__\‘4

4 ﬁ

@d LISREL A 47 > T

L& Sph b N
£ R

2 % #kF 23+28+6=57T % < t=300> ;A 73

H

Zh AAM

° )'\’LRI B

B PV.PB

7 Ri,AA
V2.RI -—
(T
'B PV,PC V4, RI € 3
&
—-

#473 LISREL #5583 3mis 2

R 2 L %2 MR

WEAH AER EATEH B
BN sk o d 445 §9rk o BN

m Y
NS ,E‘ S

275 2, 7=
EORRL

”»

i’ﬁ SEfro s AR EAHNERERS o A

.J\“

& 3v L Bk(data points) & # ¢ = 24(24+1)/2 =300-

UK B R B(FR 5 1)=7+24-8=3
B8 =24 +4=28

_ G g

Bt H g
i e

feis % 4ok 6.18 77 o d & ¢ ¥ & chi-square
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B/p o R F 5 2.036 (486.78/239)4%35 2o @ £ fedp R % 0 & 3 GFI =
0.85~ AGFI = 0.82 ~NFI = 0.85~ NNFI = 0.905 + CF1 = 0.91 #5+ ** £ 331 0.9 » RMR
% 0.08 > BT 2 B i pe R ¢ DR iR i o

%618 7 B2 I BHHSERGESS
Chi-square df

GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI CFI
486.78 239 0.85 0.82 0.08 0.85 0.90 0.91
# * #1=235 - GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR = root mean
square residual; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI = Bentler's comparative fit
index °

Degrees of Freedom = 239
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 486.78 (P = 0.0)
Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square = 481.64 (P = 0.0)
Estimated Non-centrality Parameter (NCP) = 242.64
90 Percent Confidence Interval for NCP = (183.89 ; 309.17)
Minimum Fit Function Value = 2.08
Population Discrepancy Function Value (F0) = 1.04
90 Percent Confidence Interval for FO = (0.79 ; 1.32)
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.066
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = (0.057 ; 0.074)
P-Value for Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05)=0.0014
Expected Cross-Validation Index (ECVI) = 2.58
ECVI for Saturated Model = 2.56
ECVI for Independence Model = 13.77
Chi-Square for Independence Model with 276 Degrees of Freedom = 3173.51
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) = 0.083
Standardized RMR = 0.084
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.85
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.82
Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) = 0.68
Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.85
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.90
Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) = 0.73
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.91
Incremental Fit Index (IFI) = 0.92
Relative Fit Index (RFI) = 0.82
Critical N (CN) = 141.74

LA B R RRET L A
Pi‘iﬁﬂ{fﬁ»&(HpHﬂ’/}%‘r SR ok 6.19 T o BTk R % B 4oB 6.6
T ol &P SRV Ao Ay BT e 1 s ﬁ% k#F(P < 0.001) > &
FEATRNG BEX AT B2 2 LR R f 5L B E
AP G BRI G PR EV RE PR (R2 > 0.35) & AFT 7 A
Mz R R A R B e B

P
(v

P Jﬁ&ﬁ‘* 4
RI =0.69PV —0.254A, errorvar.=0.18

PV =0.58PB - 0.54PC, errorvar.=0.06
PB =0.625Q, errorvar.=0.33

PC =0.71PNMP + 0.23PMP, errorvar.=0.24
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4619 3 %22 BHHSREG

R/ p R R’ B iC BT 8k t-value
L% L RI 0.64
S @ PV (H)) 0.69 7.92%
srEasld AA () 2025 335
S B PV 0.80
w415 PB (Hs) 0.58 7.55%
o & A PC (Ha) -0.54 7.55%
w415 PB 0.38
RIS T SQ (Hs) 0.62 7.55%
o & A PC 0.69
S 2L R 2 PNMP (H) 0.71 6.93*
S R PMP (Hy) 0.23 3.7

ik Aok S2h B E H p<0.001 o

V14 V15 V16

0.73 075 0.76
PR & \E vo | |vio
SQ I
0.59 .86 0.83
0.02 Vs V6 V7
Hy w4 i
V18 V19 V20 PB 061N\ 0k6 062
3
0.36 ofe4 ~0.64 058 i f%i i
(Hy) PV
G df 2R i)
PNMP (H,) 4
0.71 -0.54 0.72 /0.7 Q.82\0.81
Vi V2 V3 V4
V21 V22 v23 [ (H.) Rl A
7 PC
A 0.23
0.91 0]93 0.87
0.61 0.90 \\0.90
g N \
Ir-% % nlrzrx I%‘ ’hs' i
PMP Vil V12 V13

Bl 6.6 + %22 BRHIMFEECREGESS
GL @ A7 R BT T s B B K p<0.001)
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65 AHFERE LK EIER A

ks o AR PR AR L TRE SR 62000 0 e 8

T IISTIT Y *~%§ﬂﬁ~%§ﬂé‘%§$$\Wﬁ%?‘
fr%iik%w'r ‘Ir.g%rki'%'fx SR RS FEE A o MR A R RE T S

PE B B 7 fe e R0

6.5.1 HE #5" BB FIF A7

(-) FEHS@EpRAITEGE

Bt A5 4 2B 4k o 4ol 6.1 %67 o 3 LISREL 4 474 % @ (4
6.21) > 4= 4§78 $-5% 2 chi-square & F it B % -k %> x*(271,N =387) = 583.027
p<0.0001 > F= ! FFE sV R P F B L o 5d AL L W (B 6.7)~ 2% Lagrange
multiplier test(% 6.22)3#F M > V24 T H @ chF N LFNFE v B E | W% AR
AA fridf o nfr B R S iy 8 RAPM L 0 BT B 5 47 f2 % #ic(complex

variable) » 3723 H 22 WA AR I 3 RIR SRR FE B DGR HS A -

1621 YREEFLFEHSERAELE

Fit Function 1.5104
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) 0.8961
GFI Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom (AGFI) 0.8654
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) 0.0428
Parsimonious GFI (Mulaik, 1989) 0.7472
Chi-Square 583.0270
Chi-Square DF 271
Pr > Chi-Square <.0001
RMSEA Estimate 0.0546
RMSEA 90% Lower Confidence Limit 0.0485
RMSEA 90% Upper Confidence Limit 0.0607
ECVI Estimate 1.9561
ECVI 90% Lower Confidence Limit 1.7821
ECVI 90% Upper Confidence Limit 2.1519
Probability of Close Fit 0.1047
Bentler's Comparative Fit Index 0.9392
Normal Theory Reweighted LS Chi-Square 581.8311
Akaike's Information Criterion 41.0270
Bozdogan's (1987) CAIC -1302.7061
Schwarz's Bayesian Criterion -1031.7061
McDonald's (1989) Centrality 0.6682
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) Non-normed Index 0.9271
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) NFI 0.8931
James, Mulaik, & Brett (1982) Parsimonious NFI 0.7447
Z-Test of Wilson & Hilferty (1931) 10.1887
Bollen (1986) Normed Index Rhol 0.8718
Bollen (1988) Non-normed Index Delta2 0.9398
Hoelter's (1983) Critical N 207
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Range Freq Percent
-4.86903 -4.59853 1 0.28
-4.59853 -4.32803 0 0.00
-4.32803 -4.05752 2 0.57 *
-4.05752 -3.78702 2 0.57 *
-3.78702 -3.51652 3 0.85 *
-3.51652 -3.24602 4 1.14 *k
-3.24602 -2.97552 6 1.71 wHE
-2.97552 -2.70502 4 1.14 **
-2.70502 -2.43451 9 2.56 Hkkx
-2.43451 -2.16401 6 1.71 HEE
-2.16401 -1.89351 7 1.99 *EE
-1.89351 -1.62301 18 5.13 Fdd Ak
-1.62301 -1.35251 16 4.56 kil
-1.35251 -1.08201 12 3.42 HrAAAE
-1.08201 -0.81150 10 2.85 Hkkk
-0.81150 -0.54100 23 6.55 HHEAAEAEEEE
-0.54100 -0.27050 20 5.70 FHAAAAAAAE
-0.27050 0 18 5.13 Ak ok
0.27050 0.54100 10 2.85 HkEEH
0.54100 0.81150 25 7.12 Ak Rk
0.81150 1.08201 18 5.13 HRHAEAAEE
1.08201 1.35251 10 2.85 HHEEK
1.35251 1.62301 23 6.55 il
1.62301 1.89351 13 3.70 HREEEE
1.89351 2.16401 10 2.85 HkEEH
2.16401 2.43451 6 1.71 oAk
2.43451 2.70502 7 1.99 Hxx
2.70502 2.97552 5 1.42 *
2.97552 3.24602 5 1.42 *E
3.24602 3.51652 2 0.57 *
3.51652 3.78702 1 0.28
3.78702 4.05752 1 0.28
4.05752 4.32803 1 0.28
4.32803 4.59853 1 0.28
4.59853 4.86903 1 0.28
Rank Order for the 5 Largest Asymptotically Standardized Residuals
Row Column Residual
v19 v17 -8.68462
v4 vl 4.84046
v1g8 v8 -4.74519
v24 v5 4.59426
v4 v2 -4.28701
) > b PAp— CONIRY PR A S, 7 PN
W67 “REFEFWFEFESFLALLAGH
% 622 2R EEA4H7E #57" Lagrange multipliers test
Row Column Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq
v1l7 fo 37.25258 <.0001
v24 f6 20.79339 <.0001
v2 2 20.64701 <.0001
v24 2 20.59366 <.0001
v24 3 20.19418 <.0001
v24 7 18.32308 <.0001
v24 f1 17.44098 <.0001
v7 8 16.94232 <.0001
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(=) B g

T RGERRF S AT F RO E
V24 83 V1T Ap kg 5

&
g ATt o
L

—

s 2 B
x*(224,N =387)=385.066 > p< 0.0001 »

st

i

LR AR A

B & 40 & 623 #7571 o chi-square 1B

(385.066/224 = 1.719)

chi-square &/p d R F

TR ARk A2 el

AFER Y o AT R H oD AR O (R 6.4.1
DREEFEZ G HE \;‘mﬂd“,ft“: S#co P fV24 2 V17 {4 ehig

B v BB ¥ o
2

%623 PI'E VU4 R VIT 2 2REIEF RFI RS ERpFS S
Chi-square df GFI AGFI  RMR NFI NNFI CFI
385.066 224 0.922 0.895  0.028  0.924 0.959 0.967

31 4% A # =387 - GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR = root mean
square residual; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI = Bentler's comparative fit

index °

prebod 20623 W 4ro 31 {8 PHTE B0 A&

Fit Function

Goodness of Fit Index (GFI)

GFI Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom (AGFI)
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR)
Parsimonious GFI (Mulaik, 1989)
Chi-Square

Chi-Square DF

Pr > Chi-Square

RMSEA Estimate

RMSEA 90% Lower Confidence Limit
RMSEA 90% Upper Confidence Limit

ECVI Estimate

ECVI 90% Lower Confidence Limit

ECVI 90% Upper Confidence Limit
Probability of Close Fit

Bentler's Comparative Fit Index

Normal Theory Reweighted LS Chi-Square
Akaike's Information Criterion

Bozdogan's (1987) CAIC

Schwarz's Bayesian Criterion

McDonald's (1989) Centrality

Bentler & Bonett's (1980) Non-normed Index
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) NFI

James, Mulaik, & Brett (1982) Parsimonious NFI
Z-Test of Wilson & Hilferty (1931)

Bollen (1986) Normed Index Rhol

Bollen (1988) Non-normed Index Delta2
Hoelter's (1983) Critical N

-1

0.9976
0.9219
0.8954
0.0277
0.7482
385.0662
224
<.0001
0.0432
0.0358
0.0504
1.4186
1.2860
1.5733
0.9402
0.9665
392.6102
-62.9338
173.6209

-949.6209

=0.895~-NFI=0.924~NNFI = 0.959~CFI = 0.967 > 32417 &«
4005 BAR KR S BT B R RN DA E R B ALA G

4] 6.8 #75T
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0.8121
0.9588
0.9243
0.7502
6.3154
0.9068
0.9669

262

4 35 if fe 4 #% GF1 = 0.922 ~ AGFI

%+ 0.9°RMR =0.028



Range Freq Percent
-3.50000 -3.25000 3 1.00 *
-3.25000 -3.00000 1 0.33
-3.00000 -2.75000 3 1.00 *
-2.75000 -2.50000 8 2.67 oAk
-2.50000 -2.25000 5 1.67 *E
-2.25000 -2.00000 2 0.67 *
-2.00000 -1.75000 10 333 Ak
-1.75000 -1.50000 13 4.33 AR
-1.50000 -1.25000 15 5.00 kool
-1.25000 -1.00000 12 4.00 oA K
-1.00000 -0.75000 18 6.00 Rllaaiolaia
-0.75000 -0.50000 13 4.33 oA K
-0.50000 -0.25000 21 7.00 il
-0.25000 0 16 533 Rl
0.25000 0.50000 13 4.33 kR
0.50000 0.75000 23 7.67 AR,
0.75000 1.00000 12 4.00 Rl
1.00000 1.25000 12 4.00 oAk
1.25000 1.50000 16 533 ARk
1.50000 1.75000 10 3.33 Ak
1.75000 2.00000 7 2.33 ok
2.00000 2.25000 9 3.00 okkx
2.25000 2.50000 4 1.33 *k
2.50000 2.75000 5 1.67 *k
2.75000 3.00000 2 0.67 *
3.00000 3.25000 2 0.67

B 68 1'% V248 VI7 12 2R EEFR N ¥ A LA G F

() FEW2ZR ~%RAH

BT R B hAcd 624 977 o ¥7) Ipih2 Fl 7 f mEHEH FLE > T

07 B¥FAL HT7oLREGERINY D B EJaR - LRIk ik
0 %

Bt fEE BT 0.6 B VS VIS HSA B 5 0.581 £7 0.452  FHl ko
PR SEERG M E G 2 iRl 4 o

BRRANME EHAEZRETRD GG AT VEDEREE(S
30.7) 0 WAl ﬂ;’,f*i%i%%,é 0.61 > &7 A+ gi#@ o R
RS R E A R BT 05 R eES 2 %
33+ 0.5 % & Fornell and Larcker (1981)#7i£ :x el o 5748 Rk » pL 2 ¢ {8

R B i R kR AT > RV AL BRI -
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%624 B oBREEFEFERNSE R A
HABhiE TR FE t-value RAcz B $REBZ2E
F A EN 0.872° 0.630
vl 0.798 18.270%* 0.590°
v2 0.808 18.639* 0.654
v3 0.727 16.004* 0.529
v4 0.866 20.709* 0.750
e 0.802 0.576
v5 0.726 15.748%* 0.527
v6 0.844 19.443% 0.713
v7 0.699 14.959%* 0.488
B U 0.723 0.468
v8 0.581 11.342% 0.338
v9 0.750 15.474% 0.562
v10 0.711 14.500%* 0.505
A A 0.830 0.624
vil 0.621 12.884* 0.386
v12 0.840 19.342% 0.705
v13 0.884 20.860% 0.782
PRI 5B 0.816 0.597
v14 0.809 17.524% 0.655
v15 0.790 16.993* 0.624
v16 0.716 14.982 * 0.513
o df 2R 0.610 0.348
v18 0.452 7.753* 0.204
v19 0.662 11.473* 0.438
v20 0.635 11.036* 0.403
ol O 0.940 0.839
v21 0.897 22.439% 0.805
v22 0.941 24.325% 0.886
v23 0.909 22.935% 0.827
Sk e sl 4 0.705 0.545
v25 0.783 13.176* 0.614
v26 0.691 11.979* 0.477

R AT tie WEKF K p<0.001 ;
a 34p iR & 1 K (composite reliability) ;
b ZFFfFELTS o
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6.5.2 BN %
(-) R R =R

d A 2T fﬁsﬁi;“ BHED F DR (LE65) & %*&ﬁ;\@ﬁzﬁ
m#@oa%%~ I 12 BV RN A 4T & 6.25 T 5 A AR IR S
Atk % o d # AT fedp R % kF  GFI=0.90 ~ NFI=0.90 ~ NNFI = 0.94 ~
CFI=0.95 32+ %09 AGFI ¥ % 0.88+ @ RMR 3 0.05 » chi-square i&/p o &
% % 2.091 (499.85/239)4% 17> 2 » BE T s B DA 4 e fr b %

4625 2BEESEHS FRnELE

Chi-square df GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI CFI
499.85 239 0.90 0.88 0.05 0.90 0.94 0.95

3L 4 A #=387 ° GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI = GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR = root mean

square residual; NFI = normed-fit index; NNFI = non-normed-fit index; CFI = Bentler's comparative fit
index °

The LISREL Procedure Results
Degrees of Freedom =239
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 498.51 (P = 0.0)
Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square = 499.85 (P = 0.0)
Estimated Non-centrality Parameter (NCP) = 260.85
90 Percent Confidence Interval for NCP = (200.54 ; 328.93)
Minimum Fit Function Value = 1.29
Population Discrepancy Function Value (F0) = 0.68
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.053
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = (0.047 ; 0.060)
P-Value for Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05) =0.21
Expected Cross-Validation Index (ECVI) = 1.61
ECVI for Saturated Model = 1.55
ECVI for Independence Model = 13.31
Chi-Square for Independence Model with 276 Degrees of Freedom = 5090.38
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) = 0.052
Standardized RMR = 0.077
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.90
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.88
Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) =0.72
Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.90
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.94
Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) = 0.78
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.95
Incremental Fit Index (IFI) = 0.95
Relative Fit Index (RFI) = 0.89
Critical N (CN) =227.70
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(=) B®E

MR B RIS F R E(R A 6.26) f‘:é.—'#ﬁﬁ_‘;t AR
4o 6.9 P70 d 1 F % l—é VAT R L TR BT T 2 BE-LE,
BRRE2 AR ETRIFPFLPR > 035 EmAm g Nz wt o} E
st e FolRE o BBt s e

RI =0.72PV —0.314A4, errorvar.=0.14

PV =0.59PB—-0.50PC, errorvar.=0.09

PB =0.695Q, errorvar.=0.17
PC =0.31PNMP + 0.54PMP, errorvar.=0.23

S Edp W R’ BT R tvalue

£ % LB RI 0.70

o i PV (H)) 0.72 13.58*

Hgasld AA (H,) -0.31 -5.39%
o i PV 0.75

w91 ¥ PB (H3) 0.59 10.44%*

o &k PC (Ha) -0.50 -10.58*
w91 ¥ PB 0.47

JRAE&F SQ (Hs) 0.69 10.53*
woff & & PC 0.52

G4 25 7% $¢ PNMP (Hy) 0.31 4.81%

o B PMP (Hy) 0.54 10.41%*

T 4o b B3t B 1 p<0.001 o
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V14 V15 V16

o 170 V25 V26
PR A% & B V8 V9 V10
SQ )
0.69 0.53 .79 0.68
(Hy) Vs V6 V7
Esad %glj F "
V18 V19 V20 071N\, 03 0.66
1 0.59 !
0.43 ofe7 _~0.63 (H : o riyrRAm
3
G 2L R PV 0.72 RI
PNMP (Hy) H) ,
031 -0.50 0.78 0.7 Q.7 1\0.86
) i,
P . Vi V2 V3 V4
V21 V22 V23 [ (g Rl A
PC
A 0.54
0.90 0]94 091
0.62 .84 0.88
o PR R y
PMP Vi1 V12 V13

(-) wEF EEERER 4 HE Y E LB

PR RESEFR > R FARALARI AR B e B &
BRI 0.05 ¢ g AR AR T A T 5 v prerig hen T R e sl n 4 0
FIHET N F LR, 9 F % % (Cronin et al., 2000 )
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2627 B RO UOBREENNLIROFRLEFAN

RO DR EE
RI PV PB PC RI PV PB PC
PV 0.69 - - - 0.72 - - -
P (0.11) (0.06)
2 7.11% 13.58*
"
PB 040 | 0.58 - - 0.43 0.59 - -
Zf (0.05) | (0.06) (0.05) | (0.06)
7‘ 6.80% | 7.21% 9.27* | 10.44*
; PC | 037 | -0.54 - - 0.36 | -0.50 - -
= (0.04) | (0.05) (0.04) | (0.04)
-6.64% | -7.22% -9.45% | -10.58*
SQ 025 | 036 | 0.62 - 0.30 0.41 0.69 -
* (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.09) (0.04) | (0.05) | (0.06)
2 537% | 557 | 7.60% 790* | 8.59* | 10.37*
% pnmp | 2026 | 038 - 071 | k0.1 | -0.16 - 0.31
?‘ (0.06) | (0.07) (0.14) | (0.03) | (0.03) (0.07)
f -4.94% | -5.15% 6.91% | -436* | -4.46* 4.81%
.| PMP | H0.08 | 0.12 - 023 | 020 | 027 - 0.54
% (0.02) | (0.03) (0.07) | (0.02) | (0.03) (0.04)
e 2.98% | -3.02% 3.28% | -7.38% | -7.88* 10.41*
5| AA | -025 - - - -0.31 - - -
L (0.07) (0.05)
3.31% -5.39%
O R L F&“‘BJ (i
e L Fieocsk » B0 8 ok » 5 REBL 2 #KiE
* N fat é‘«ﬁ%woos
AAEEZ TR E Y o BARAR AT R PR Y BTG
PR L Pl B (R AL 2P g5 ) g%&éﬁd’ﬂ TaR o

"D HEE L SHE
FhL s FEFOL PR éé“m*%ﬂ —":3 pk MR R BB EA G RS D
%-025> SR EFEL-031) feir4d e 0 g I% B E R eI o TPt > jEIE
HOER RG> BEAL P AMORET R A RFY Rl s g s

w5l 4 rﬁ'gé’f’!f’?? 3k omd AT HE j\—é ) i—rﬁfi%: Tl Rt S S -2



-) wREHEE LS AR R EORF

dRESFT O RLTTEH LR E Lo B G A3 R
AR L 0.58 0 S EAEMA L 059 ¢ .a‘ﬂzf,;:geigégg%r,}\, 0.05 -
A ARG L EFOL e B A R XA L Frk 20540 2

2 G U ﬁ

BRI 5050 0 B kAT - R F Fjn ﬁ%ﬁﬁfu@%f%fﬂiﬁ
Ao & & 20 B ends 3 (trade-off) | (Lovelock, 2001) o d >

:;4
‘Z"_“)
o
W
9
=
N
i
=
my =k

TR IE R e TR Y gL RR i
THeAd ASFTEE R AP %ﬁ?ﬁ*’ﬁ%ﬁﬁf’%ﬂ'u'é%fr%jf' & B zgu i
%%%%f*i%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%@40mﬁﬁ$

PEA R SRR S VREANT A S

it

Fooo FE REFEER

$%z 0 AR EEERETERBETHE RS B R Bk
5 o (H5 @ 5] £ 4%)

(2) TEARFHRRCL LG RIS A ORF
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d A%V RE e A AGRL DA BFRR DL e PP R
BRE R PR R RCIERE Y R 0.05) 2 B Rk A F G e
Eaxdge %L G REird 2L Bopr Rl $0F 244 & & Zeithaml,
1988) , » » B i B REF AR W B RAEFTTHFE LY o mE v EpE
F(e i pRFafd pbf--8)a 0o %%?irﬁfébgfﬁiigﬁﬁv%ﬁ;@ﬁébpg
o R T R RE L TR RE IR & e o S A

3

Bhuw o FRRELERLOLSAEREE IR R Ry L
A % kb B o (H6 & HT 93] £ #)

& .
(HRLEER Tof 5 # m%@ﬁﬁ%g
P4 > 7T 058 x 069 H s
TR AAHEL P AROT RS LR I EF A A R 2B INA 52037 A
SREEME036 NS R HT AT R a8 H AR EER > gl Rl

A A 4343 /)j "EZ B 3B Bk FApigene

BELSTREL T AN L R RTE IS AP RT LR IR S
BRRZFHE ROk S o d £ 628
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FAro AT R oD INA e B ok BB 5 A 2R He ke B (-0.26) 5
PR 2 LI % (0.25) ) S R AR LIRS (0.08) A 2R E
FEAF A LBFRR BA LRSS TR FEE(030) 0 L fR

Fe 2 (-0.20) > AL 2L BN R A I(-0.11) o AP B S SRR m RSN 5 - F TR

6.7 3L i B R IEH

6.7.1 LH & &

AE TR EE MR - %2
SREBEEER VRE . RHREET o AN Ay R GEISE N AL
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Bt d Bk o ARG 0 RREL B ROCEE S - L ]
P - E AR S B e Rl A AR R 2 ARG iEE Y R
HRA T S A R R S e R Bk %o B S R RENEE T HF R
SR FREY ARG AR T e § E5? 4 e V- 2 6 0 BB S
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