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Abstract

Advancements in wireless communications and the popularization of the
Smart Phone and Tablet our society has accelerated the growth of mobile
commerce (m-commerce). Whether the shopping web, Social Networking Sites,
Game, Tickets booking and so on you can use mobile devices to carry out these
activities anywhere and anytime. The mobile-shopping is the part of the mobile

commerce. It is one of the popular consumption patterns for people.

This study investigates how e-consumers feel when they shopping by
e-commerce. The work used the technology readiness, Perceived Usefulness,
Perceived Ease of Use, experiential value (Function Value, Social Value and
Emotional Value), and user satisfaction. The objects of study were the people
who have used mobile-shopping in Taiwan. An internet questionnaire survey
method was adopted in this study, there were 366 effective questionnaires
collect, achieving an effective questionnaires return rate at 85.71%.Structural
Equation Models were applied as the analyzing tool in hypotheses.

The results showed that :

(1) The Technology Readiness have positive effect on the PU and PE.
(2) The PE have positive effect on the PU.

(3) The PU have positive effect on the Function Value, Social Value and
Emotional Value.

(4) The Function Value and Emotional Value have positive effect on user

satisfaction.

Keyword: m-commerce, Technology Readiness, Function Value,Emotional
Value, Social Value, TAM, User satisfaction
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BEAREPTATREE G 02 oG Mg X 0 REPTR A R 3 R h
BRI A AR F i ¥4 2 & 4p F o Parasuraman £2 Rockbridge

Associatest e 3 B > SEFAE L REN R FHOHHERF R L 5
Bheg g X o BY e 70 g SR 4 L BE - AIRTEME T
ZEG RS AR A D L] e A G N A
BoeR R AR RGBT FE R AP ROLFE B LR - T
AAT o BB R e P R R tRehE & 0 k35280 PR b
247 s #BA & (Optimism) ~ A1ATHE (Innovativeness) ~ 7 if

J& (Discomfort) ~ 7 % > (lInsecurity ) @4g 6 » HApB N F 4o i

s

[ technology readiness

Bl 2-2 L EF AR
7L %R © Parasuraman (2000)

(Optimism) : ¥ FL L E e & 5 gt £ 0 1 F 4p 3 ZTenfl

=]
PV U/ EAGFLEL G AIeEF o 0 E L g el s 4 S

Ey s JERE
CEERAEABREL RS 0F FEHFEER AT LG X

P F R PR R LF A
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P neh1 iF{ B o

2. £1F7TIE( Innovativeness ) @ = & L R 3p K i E —‘F'f AR RS o

;‘;’1" o A engles > REF T U fRRTeNB fiﬁé_r‘?&'i\‘ FPRFr4oimid ¥ o

B AR A BARASNR g A A B B @

3. 7 i J& (Discomfort) : & Z 3> F iy dlg - {3 ATHP R £

3 },ﬂtl‘go

% 2-6 7 i ok TR Tk

ET

'ﬁ 2= %‘rmyfijijiﬂﬁrv ZIRT S D

=
N
bat)

F_k

N ERP AP AE SRR G ERE P HE

40 R i o
4

7% 2 (Insecurity) : > el 2 2 T ER > T P R Ha Rl

LR

BAREEG AR RHE ST A o

TRy BEA L RRABIT AR GAEAMTLTRLLE § 1D

Ew BAEG 0 H 0 AR LIRS PR R SRR 4 A
IR G E AP R R LA o
2 2-8PPMHE RAMATL Y R

¥ i B
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MEi 2 7T

K YRR AT Y R

PHEF R h TR

Fik B (2009) iR H R p B RIBIRIS

%%ﬁ%*%@i%@

W3 K PR R

R oo
Ll

hacy 2.4

John C. PR R L ¥ R Y

Mankins(2009)

HHPLEE § R AR R
T iR E = L E KB
PR RKE

MUEYS(2010)  fRES T ORAE

i (T 0 RS
LS SRR s A
B~ T, ~ Tai
By ME THEFR
TH, Fr BREIST H

s Y
12 A
Feolk e B e

#2(2011)  FH XL WD A
i et RARF 2

T

TERE TR A
FRLEAEL G F T
5 244k, 3% T2z

> REEFFEE

T KRR g T

PLEEGRF KN TR PR PR ITPPIR R LA

iml%

A iT B Mg /ﬂ

R L RS RUahE SRR S LI
PRLAESY
Fz & WHRYE
PR RS - TR AR R R AS
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CEH-TMASFSNAIRE TEL AN

BE o HRY By i R AR RIS > B RN RORE
748 ¢ 3| ehgt % (Mathwick, Malhotra, & Rigdon, 2001) o iz #f e & 35303
FHP EE el F (P8R @ ). (Babin & Darden, 1995; Batra &
Ahtola, 1991; Mano & Oliver, 1993) o p $R e | & 37 10 B 48 5 = 1 0% »

%o hIRedlE ¢ § 0 =1 (FiEAR P -#(Babin, Darden, & Griffin,

1994) o i § jpde A s wu 3§ ® 5 il & > Holbrook (1994)#-48 5% i &
RGN @A E D ) R g LA ds el R £ %k
RISl Eo S SRR R s K S Bk el
BEhp RGP FELEELF DL T RERBASSRBL) P F R

BT o Holbrook(1999):}!i Ny FHERALEG R E S MR ED
RAE kp R FRAESDITE o FE R FITRE DGR LA

g
RAEFZ ?%“‘F%iﬁ“ﬁﬂj—ajv TEF HER AL o

~mie

Bt o BRI R RSP E AME A SNSRI AR E G EpH
e p & EP] F - Woodall (2003):&5—:% EEE S B AN ERD S
B - Smith and Colgate (2007)4p 21 ¥ 5% § ik p >0 & 52 PRARA1e ) 5
R RF MR R mﬁﬁ’wndﬁﬁ A &S AR
R PREE A SAIRIF IR A% RESH P T L o 4 A
rjﬁf‘i&ﬁ’ FHEYHER R ORE 222 G A &0 LRI TR R
Foo oo MG ET R LRI A SR PRET P S aenfl F
(Babin & Darden, 1995; Batra & Ahtola, 1991;Crowley, Spangenberg &
Hughes, 1992; Mano & Oliver, 1993) - i % i E P IR B A E AR
TEEELE kAL A SRS Y Vo 3 E # 2% (Holbrook,

1994) -

Sheth , Newman & Gross(1991) iz 45 H © & # ( Maslow
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1943;Katonal953;Katz1960;Hanna 1980 ) =¥ 7 1) dh-= B o .F»L&P’f‘p\ﬁ B
£ TR §Ems% , (Consumption Value) » 35 i) ft & § &7
M LI fE L A€ W iE(Social Value) ~ # ¢ 4% iE (Function Value) ~ 3
#12# E (Epistemic Value) ~ 4141 & (Emotional Value) ~ if i+ 2§ &
(Conditional Value) » & ¥ 335 i § F il W17 5 § X lieT A £l jb

— M2 E_ 204 - AR R o Sheth , Newman & Gross(1991) 01 & &

Function
Value

. Conditional
Social Value Value
Consumption Value
Emotional Epistemic
Value Value

Bl 2-3 3 % & % @32 (Consumption Value)
TR kR Sheth , Newman & Gross(1991)

22-9 405 ) EADM T

e Mg
Mg Sheth 22 % Ak € B HEE £ 38 ng P Bl i) 3

Social Value REHEARAERGEHES > 320 L3 § ¥
- R G EHRG YR AR ASS RarE

oo r- R AP HRBE AT R LE R A

% R & o
7o E A SenFt e BN At LI @ R JF,’“? AR N

18



Function Value Grcdk o TR FH R AL P @
B A G~ R "%%é Amtr IR A
B %

TR A AJRIR R I N R R R kAT

Epistemic Value 2 0N IR IR JF,Y et B EahY > Aok R dﬂz
o

BRE TGRS LR R R E R g R A
B EJRIEIE Y AR RS o
Bapm e i el - BRE RN > §AST R LA
& F 3x & chpF

Emotional Value — #c#® ) § F fi L+ & ALt i 4
o B

iE o A F»?]Z')]'J‘ BRI if B e
iE YR - BRI T > A R R LR R
Conditional Value  {:ehs sg f2if B AL g 420 B4 2 iF 242

o B W RN R TR IR RS

AR a2 L

7ok kR : Sheth , Newman & Gross(1991)

aﬁ%%?uﬂzkmw%ﬁ& AR SRR A

CER S SRS E R B A Rl Y e
LRTR L 2 S AR e W B ] £ W A A 4 8

FIGRI L 0 SR T R RS i & A

WEd RSN Bkt - M RE S PR ELT R

FHER Mk j\#;] & e1(Berry, Carbone, & Haeckel, 2002; Schmitt,

1999)

% 2-10 @ * 7 5% x% RN fﬁ_fg;}ﬂv}ﬂlm)fgf’sgvjl;k%
G R

;'e; 'jF]z 'I%_iﬂ 'H’_ ¥4 );‘; ‘k’i

i
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B % e B % e % e

Sheth, Newman, & ° ° °
Gross (1991)

Burns (1993) °

Holbrook (1994) ° ° °
Lai (1995) ° ° °
Naylor (1996) ° °

Lapierre (2000) ° °
Overby (2000) ° °
Mathwick, Malhotra, & ° °

Rigdon (2001)

Sweeney & Soutar ° ° °

(2001)

Yi-Hua Yuan & Chih ° °

kang Wu(2008)

Hsi-Jui Wu & Rong-Da ° ° ° ° °
Liang(2009)

Nadia Zainuddin(2011) ° °

FfL kR Yi-Hua Yuan et. al(2008)” Relationships Among Experiential
Marketing, Experiential Value, and Customer Satisfaction.”

WP e 25 7 BF4E0 AL § 4§ E(Social Value) ~ # it 12§
& (Function Value) ~ % :# /2§ & (Epistemic Value) -~ 42§ & (Emotional
Value) ~ #% {21 e (Conditional Value) - »# 135 W & 2 ;gie B SIS
PHMs W EdwT g P 0 A€ T E(Social Value) ~ i 21 & (Function
Value) 4 2 442§ & (Emotional Value) &= 3 ¢ #3030 f H 2 * HH R
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LFHFORES AR 2 B G TR AR ED
ko REFFFHEFRYBLARDAPHATY -
Froi HHEIHEN
FEEZ GRS R p I F L 34 (Theory of Reasoned Action»
FTRA) £.5 7 B f2fE & & (7 5 2 B enBf % (Fishbein and Ajzen 1975) -

Beliefs

Evaluation
r—
Intention > Behavior

Normative

beliefs

Subjective
norm
Motivation to
comply

Bl 2-4 @407 53234
AL kR © Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)

P EL 50 Davis(1986) %74 £ o & #t ¥ & nAr s ¥ B (PEU)
A T PU) B RE R R e 2 B RAFTIS R Y e
Bt s PRk Keen e (Davis et al.,1989) o

FHBLZEN D LR - SR HEEL LR ORE S AR LR
F F MY B F2 75 PHEIFELEP PRNR
P FF ORI R EER RPN A BARNE LR FHER
et s - AV B &9 F & o <oHCF](Bruner and Kumar, 2005) - ¢ 53]

BB A PR AARE P LA S S PR PR - 6 R L R

3
ET

AR ET IR Y TR N e I E R SN IR B
0 2

Wi

Fh e HE R FIL P INE A LW 0 &Y FBRT P S S



B L s T T AR OERER T RE G AR o F R T
BAZRY LW PRBLIES L ERY AR Y G FE R
Bl fmigx ADTFFHRTDLAR A RT LR EEHSI

sesed * (EOU) ~ snie * 12(U)#r 55 (Davis,1989) -

Perceived
Usefulness

\ 4

Attitude Behavioral Actual
EXt.e?lal Toward Intention to System
Variables Using (A) Use(B) Use

Perceived
Ease of Use
(EOU)

Bl 2-5 F < i3l
FokL kR Davis ~ Bagozzi ¥2 Warshaw (1989)

PHBLIN RS B RE A 0 Al ¥ R(PEU)M & ke v
PPU) RS L B erip bl (75 135t B R HEEL I 2 8mp
LS R AR SRR R Y I RS N RIS S
4o

(=) iy » i (V)

A R H s & o Davis, 1989 £ v

o\

TR FEAG R B

[\

T Jﬂfug SpLELF R R OALE K S H A ke s e fp T H 1 0F
EFRRE O QLR R TR R TERE A R o 2 32 g Bt o Davis -
Bagozzi 2 Warshaw(1989):% % =% 3 * 41T iu*t Bandura #1977 & p
iyt TS REHESARSTAE S DY REAIRY FRYFELFTA
Gk LpE S KRR 1 (R AR R o

(=) i+ (EOU)
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T 5T F AR Y Bk seehg b Az & (Davis ~ Bagozzi &2
Warshaw » 1989) - i} % i‘:}p PP IAT U ZEEFHFIY S
f2 0 4t 5 % hT R L el FFEA TR APy 4 0 BT i3

B o

(z) ®#* Rk (A)
TEFBAFEE-BEVLEFLEF IR A f B2 @
# iﬁ%&%%é‘g‘z FE_ kG g e &3 3 p e e £ 334 (Taylor and
Todd,1995) -
() #% 75 LR(BI)
TERLBBAARNKBIRY - BT AN LR BB OLHR
442 & (Taylor and Todd,1995) » # 77 i 4 chd g2 ™ » 3 L& @& *

BT Rk ST

GIDIMELE S S
AMBEE R F LR B IR i 2 o
* f2(Davis ~ Bagozzi &2 Warshaw > 1989) - & %#cs 7 7 i * - ihgrft

CECS AR IR BNLE SNCACINED R A WEE
PP AR 0 PRSI ER AR £ Y A5 R
BB kAT 2 &3 pend i@ * 75 LRIBDWAR B L &R 12 3

F‘\}J‘r’g'ﬁr’} (EOU)}{PQIC’F’}F;T:J;(U)_;ELJ /QTS ‘/Fl aﬁgféf‘ —Fl/%\ﬁ'

-qa

BI=A+ U-

FLHEE AR SR Y RN R A AR B LB

AR AR R o g R
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A KRR PP AR R R g i (U)2 3 el d
tt (EOU) #r5F Huwjghl &7 147 5
A=U + EOU

BT FERT] GG AR o PP R O R ¢ LA
T m oo

iR (A) R @ * 75 LRI(BIZ B enhd 0 pdi g it ¢ o7
REeni - BEe 2 RO G Y FOLHEENFERELF LR
2o d Triandis (1997) f- Bagozzi(1981)#% 1 & * fe & (A) 112 i * {7 3
L BI(Bl)2 R Bl 1 b TRA ZApBE A2 + o s s * 2 (EOU)
2 BT LR (A) F L PHRER Boatdgd 5B A KIS
#)amard v i (EOU) BB * ik (A) M2 7% 75 L H(BI) -
PHRBELHEG D) F LB AT )
(-) g3 r B, ¢xp Tt * B, B Davis(1989):n i 4
Errp e v, 3 " &
A= - S 5%&}‘»1%?#&%&?’g?&géf%*—%"}*#m’ﬁéﬁ*‘ﬁ%s\lﬁ\?

f

3t

IR 1t A B eI - 2
(=) THELAE, ABELFIR Y GRNEE $2 . 27 T4

M EREPS PHEEIEVER TR RE T A @ —“Ffm M o

I/%?J{/Li%/\ l—f"r:";“%ﬁj ’if?&}fa rf,rgiE]J ;}z_{gﬁiqf@;&%%

W

o

W g T g e TagEs v, R
(z) T*RER |, ¢x5 Tofir b, & Ty v 3 BEAR
Hog T d v i RRAARFFE 278" FRIFHLINETIR

C B H ﬁ:#ﬁfﬁﬁi&iﬁ?@)ﬁ,ﬁ&gi\%?ﬂ@ ok TE G BARARE

v

E]JT\—T l% # F;:}h—i_ 4 L/J ,bfT?F #* %E_)igﬁﬁ% ) El—i—ll%ﬂ’ég’, %J}'«ﬂ;"i:ﬁ%‘uﬁj
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B s AR T w5 o
AR N o S AL RS o -4
i 1AL &k
Davis(1989) AT L PG o
R P EL R RERR O BR
RIRE T & LR #* LR R
# f—?:‘; o
Juan Carlos BEFVHEE RYPBLADIHNERTN R FR
Roca et al.(2006) i * X, M IR B
RIS A LR S ANE 1 R TN
R - AR - RIS
B
Feng-Cheng A NI E R ERC R A R AR M R
Tunga et Sk ZEEHNELARG e B
al.(2008)
th%(2009)  AEISR G e Y RO R A RS

* BN 4

AP A S EPRIE Y R cha &L

ERIb S

¥ i% 4 (2010) M2 R PR L T o Rk BE G
23 RIBPERF IR

Jose Manuel W3 EER R TR E I S A

Ortega RRAER BE4ERPE.

Egea(2011)

25



#< (2011) SE RS i PHEEIEN NG CER LR
FER T g AR Y F R R R
PRISFLH TR

Yung Kyun Choi 7% T AR4% % RiS PR & FRREReE 5+ s
et al.(2012) R EE IR R o
EERTEL Y EREREL -
AR L P BRI ER .

Alain Mobile TG R LR P E g
Yee-Loong commerce usage IEFEARR R E F B o REHITE R
Chong(2013) activities < gt 2 ;{%—"ﬁ BrAE Am ekt k

TALRR AT

B EAHESPE IR - BRY RIRETR 2 LR AN TR
PP T OEREER R T o 4 A R R U] o e AR R YR
PG e (Ao ) MR v A EE T (Ao R F ) s R
B AFEF R — HAFLEL R LA EREDE Y A B

kT g B4 3 -
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SR AL TAPETFRAARG w2t B Y 8PS T AP {4
%OJ’;'%?EL!am,ﬂ*”i"ifﬁlﬁiﬁ“,ﬂﬁil;&mxéwii F# 4L LR
#2 T m kg% (Scheieretal. 1992) o # g KA 7 & € B-F B i
B B PRABRLEAEET A T A LWRE 0 Tt P
AL g E AR B e 4 6 ST ATORL B VR B RS

(Scheier & Carver 1987) o F]pt B pienli- 4 ¢ R { it i & > &0
FiRehiE B2 o JHAH > Fl AP ERERL ) F § 8 TIPHED
’}5 P HOIE B F L B & m/}; 2 .«2+i—%’\$ﬁ—m7fi;‘[j;h¢}g A hg
k@b (Munger & Loyd1989) -

RIFTE_T - BARR ERFERIATHT AR o (Flynn& Goldsmith
1993) v AR 5 - AEd o B4 03 R g L g T E
L ERIBIBALIRTET > BEFR/D DHDATDRET €5 4D
o pIAHTRI T E R PR BRI ERE > LA €

|

<

MLP T T EHEE LA A 1‘%%%’*%*?%#3:5??%3 ZEN B e
FEGOE G W AR AR B OEATE G o BEE I RS

¥ AR € chE s 424 Kwon and Chidambaram (2000 ) 74 it e3> 3
%= %ﬁ,&t}%fﬁ PABTFAL R DA e AR R BT s Y AT
PR FFRADER o FI W L5 2 R BT R F PR
i 5 % fE € i< o Chen % 4 (2002) & 5| > >0 fLE R H R F ol
RA s HWH 7 TP R BB R TN ER R F AT

;}i,’;‘—pg‘»}; # .t}_;_a’qu i o ‘fﬁ/f,—-j‘b Vi LJfafA ’ ;k];ﬁ B3R

FES TP AR SRR ENE
H2 3t REPT L 7 B8 5 )



2

frRam R Er T i R T b
2 (Taylor & Todd 1995; Venkatesh & Davis2000; Tsikritis 2004) - Davis(1989)
e Tl H TR % S RFI 2o § i
PEREORPRSANG IR YRR FRRREY X pk e £
e feniEaa it M A A L ivga P TRy v R

PFEXT Taf v i) P ATy BK

H3: 4 3 2 gtaef ) » 8§ BEF i+ B -

FREFHEI AR AR R o L ER S ARAEH gy e
EARARG MeEa s B ¥ 3 ol 7 (Lapierre, 2000) - § A A A
I GO R E A R o R AR téﬁ'r’gﬁﬂ IR & &
BRp TR TR H TR B DR B % 2 & X (Rogers 1995) -
PRERALABCERRP L TP R Y EARAR : B H IS S K foi
£ * et A58 B 42 - (Venkatesh 1999) - i # i%“'%%‘rﬁi:}ifrﬁf
PR EREANT RS IFRER F BB AP LR 2SR
%% (Venkatesh & Morris & Davi & Davis 2003 ) o 3345 * 4p 0235 {7 4 %
g ARl Y FHRASLL kA EL RFRASLT LT
B4 (Zeithaml 1988) - 1345 Kim (2007) % + cmii - 5k § B 7 4k 5 iF
- Bd MERPEfrHRRED RS, - §HROREET F B
PESREPOMIBRE LT UARRT S dpF B o MR EAITFT B
e HARRERF R F AT R IE_;J‘—IM%Q i o A B
BEOPEE o Aok B L F RS R R AR S A W%
Tﬁﬁﬁgﬁ% P HAA B AERITS Nl 2 B R FER R ER
Flk o eApk b o FHRJIERLG R IUER Y R FE S T B
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e enak BRI S egE 0 RS T B ﬂ} € AP 4% 1< o Ritter f- Walter (2012)3% %

EE My P PTG E EE R e M WA F AR

LWL ARy P RF R S Bk T Y £ R RRE

AL 0 AP F o AR AR AR L R MPE A %LF&“W’JF&? B Es gL Ak

%sﬁ%%@QAgim@é@mﬁﬁoﬁ%iﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ’uﬁﬁﬁ
B 2 R ARG R B A KR

B emnd o Ser g GG R DA o S AT R DT IR
Hia: i) * B A BFE7 BFhr P -
Hab : jpdrs * HHFHEEFEF EFr PP

Hdc @ gasrd * Potit § 11§ B B Fehe » B3 o

C‘ﬂ\ﬂr
o

BEZPR Y (A R- ARG EFELZ 2B e ~ el

(Jap2001)- & L A& - E A& ¥ Ao mpie  FBd FEan LR L E
£ FRZA P RGER SR PRI 0 MR AR E TR X D ehi & (Zeithaml,
Parasuraman & Berry, 1990 ) o > 3)" # T;f BB Eees 0 ¢ F 1 A SR
PRARfIE ~ B I E B RV AR M T > R R

WG EPF ek IR EIERT i § L HB TR LR DR
% (Churchill & Surprenant, 1982; Woodruff, 1997; Woodruff & Gardial, 1996) -
Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry (1996):% % » £]id { ¥z § @+ 1 F
BFFEFAROBAR - FHEE AT HEOMR G EHELER
ME R E TS LG 1w ajp b (Spiteri & Dion, 2004) o 4e % B & £ kE
LR BAR P UBEE R AR AR CERCFLEREL A
FENREE > DRPLTHAEARNIRIEG PERENTE S TP REL 3
hip & (Hawkins et al. 2001 ) - Woodall (2003) & & 8% & 5 "B« & ix
TeH 2 B #ril Az it s i gy, - Smith and Colgate (2007)4p 11 #8.5% <0 & &
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BT A SR RIS EF ¥ doim flid a?] feenis s % g % o Leeand
Bang(2004)# 3 7 it (7 5 2 RS B EH R H R AR AL
I & # 3 - Martina & Gil Saura (2006)~ 4p 1485 i & 5 i 3 F ® * B LA
Boehvm B o e ARG F T OBRK G

Hoa: #ii BB e » ALR T HENE o BPo

HSb: HHR G EHe» AARTHF L+ HF -

HSh : A g BB EHR* BIARFRF I+ HE -

Y-8 FriEeeiE
N TR AT R P %ﬁi #2 #5-7 ( structural equation modeling,
SEM)MBZRA A2 BERHE DL R 2R -G fKEFI TSRS
FILm 2 e TRl R > PR f R PR £ 0 SEM G - iR
A dTEE o R AKE ST U0 o - S SEM & R 5 AR
& A 10~15 B2 B AR 5 200~400 2 7 2 s 3 en0Kline(2005)
om 100 Bk AT & SEM 4 47T E.% £ 5 PR 4 > Schumacker and
Lomax (2004) # &% H.ix %~ 3 & * 7 200~500 B #% » - Hair et al.(2006)
Pleoh o B @ % Bk PENE k2t 2B 0 A B4 100 2 s A
Aok > §ERIEF AT AL FTHAEZ T FEM P ERE
BeABcE < 30200 & 2 o] 3 500 B¢ Hd G &I adcE o
AT AITRAEIL Sl h o AR LR AR B AR
O e TR R N S ZERE N Y eh £ 34 (Purposive
Sample) > = &4 * F: A4t > B R RnFeLd 7y —*Ff e R
B REREFSLF SL OB AR BE > v RBIEL
EAEPTRREE R AL (3824 2 0 2012) 0 iR A G 2
CEFRRER T FEASIBS AT RE AR ER )R F
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Pl Am oA LG R A AP P FRAR RS 324
SRS BINA (- ) ATUHIFFHERY FREFOE%R (D) FAH
ﬁ%ﬁ:(ﬁ)%§¥?ﬁJ(w)%§é*ﬁd(z)ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ(%)%

PR DN EZ S I L BRI Y T EKERIE o

Yz & BEHRTIIEREFEIRA

ARG AT g B kR A R 0 K F 32 AR o
(-) PHEH R

Parasuraman 2000 % & I 4238 R 4p4k (TRI) - ¢ 7 &85
10 R AT ~ A137F 7 ~ A3 F 100 ~ 7 % 24 9B » £ 323617 K 4L -
Liljander ~ Gillberg ~ Gummerus £2Riel (2006) #-TRI Mg AR 12 7 4F
PEEE BT LA IR LR 752 8RN
Liana ~ Ekaterina £? Rohit (2009 ) #-TRI ‘fﬁ,}é“ FI0BREE Ry A E R
i F 2 L4 % & 27 3) 5 Nihat Erdogmus & Murat Esenb(2011) # * 5
AP PR AR PR R R He-HRM > 3 R TRIE R & 2142 -
WAL ARAFT LY R AP HFRAR AN H R BHE BT
Beip B 2R R KR eni R Bk o

A A TRIKRIR Fopb i § Fenpl g & > 52 %3
Liana ~ Ekaterina £ Rohit (2009) i¢ * 10421 3 =8 i) 3 § 2 PH G A
2 fedp o 2 1% 2 5457 & (Likertscale)s 1 - KEEF R & - F &
FHNFFR ¥ FRR o ABLI5 43218 0 A Ak 3
Foom AR L 3Z AR R o

L3 1A E R REE M

L4 Sl fe %
s
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FHEE FEEF R LAT UG BIT0R L HA SRS 3
AR BEFHE LR L Feo

X OB 24 AT F i Y R DA RE

eu,iﬂz CH 3AT S ET R EFP AR T A g =X IR
TR R R AL o

Fo Vg @ o 4% MK B ﬁiﬁﬁ e B PR R A # 1 ﬁi;}im,\ =

P A R AL - Bt AR LR A I

RSN IR R TSR TR

6.5 % i fEd THHER Y F T AL 2eno

SRR G Y S UES L

¥ - Aoy et o

B A At Jy b M hp S R T AR B

\-\-\
.
o

"ﬁfg:(} o

FEETE ENAEIR T

10.4 R TP Bt L g b pFo IR \j R A

FER LE T Al .

(2)H 8 *

Davis (1989) 2 7 i€ * # 14 f & chfLBh 4 i J 130 % ot g o &
ST o ey (TH I EEARRE o QIR R TR M TR R 4R
% % B ®rrit o Davis(1989)4-Venkatesh et al.(2003) % 5 =% % * 145 4L 5
BAARERIAARY P AFRIES L 5% 4 iR - A F ] HITE
PP AT A EER Y AR ST R ER O R -
*F 3 %% Tung{-Chang{-Chou(2008) Ajimon{rGireesh(2013) 2 #*Ht 4% %

Bl 2 B2 LR o g b % 2 g5 2 1% 3 54+ ¢ & (Likert scale)
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AR FECEFRR FRCTE IRV ARE 4B 5
432 ~1eni e A BARE & T AR L% B R

£3-2408 3 7 PR T LR WIE

L] T3 (A

- A &
o R EH LALEwe Ry R LG h I fEg e
H

2

PR N RYE 2AFRERY FHMSaRT NI TR RS

Ll

AP AT BARERY AR k2 A LR S b

F s AN @R (7 R A kR T e R

i o

(z) =35 * &

Davis(1989)f-Venkatesh et al.(2003)3% &z #-4v4f 5 * e & p i@
¥%i3ﬁ%gﬁﬂ%¥ﬁ%1ﬁﬁ$o#$P;%%§¢?ﬁiiﬁ
"R EARRECERF Y R EET RSB R ORR )
A 7 % Tung{-Chang{-Chou(2008) Ajimon{rGireesh(2013) 2. * H: 4& %
Bz 84 FL Ry » L &g 22 1% 2 54 2 & (Likert scale)
AR KEFYRRA CFRCEE AR REFARL ABEA5
432 1k B A BARE & T AR R IEG B R

333400 Y PR T A E BT

LA 15 W3

s

o R EEY LALEEER Y R ER §EA D

P R EERE AEAEL T

PR QAR WEER Y GRS EF T RS EA S
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s

B TR BT

Fleng * BALFZER T R PR FY FEBESANT

AR e PEEE s B TR o

4 FEBER Y T8RS RS RSN

wLF &R

(z) WG E

1245 Sheth , Newman & Gross(1991) #74% 412 T % ¥ EES
(Consumption Value) T & %5 I 38 38 B ezl > — kG » #ap (21
EET UG F ﬁ BiEHEF M ;’ﬁ%j\a‘g & e1(Berry, Carbone, &
Haeckel, 2002; Schmitt, 1999) - & # 3 %+ Lin {r Huang(2012)2_ #* 3 ¥ 3
Mo g2 7 kg £ 2 JI* £ 54x 2 & (Likert scale)s r #i78 » j4
A2EFL - FL - FE AR AEFIRFL O ANBS 55453201
i de o A AR B F o AR LT3 R
% 3-4MHRY ERTFILHE A

37 HiFi W
ks A

Mok P LT OGRS R GRS AR

BiE R FREE 2AREAFERS O RS URA BB

e A

FoWIIE 3 R BB F KT PR R g

REGND 43 G RN Al BT 549 0% Lo

R T , = £ pd A 2R g\ 5 . R
SRITDE s Fh bR RS L ESRIR A

WALEER o G n Gy T I F BRI B

T FEESRALEG LD G L &
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(e @ 2V 10 ﬁ;’;}ﬂ;}ii&%‘u)o

B¢ * FHMPEARTERT F -

0.7 ¥ 78 B T LA W I B2 T A RTHpkeR

LR

(F) & BLR
FREBAR T H4e & LRy BRI R A S 4T kiR 6

R % 2. 42 & (Rust & Oliver 1994) - /& & & £~ f&l+ % & (Hunt
1977) - 5 R HH?ASRINBLP > § B F T zA

SRR AE TR c FI AP Y HANR AL R OEE £% p F ¥ %(2002)~Ajimon
{rGireesh(2013) ~ Anderson (2003)% ~ Ap R A= 3 o T X 1% Z 5 8 R R
(Likertscale)s m =g » JE2F F L - F & ~FHE -2 R L~ ZE2F 2R R 0
LBEAENA43 2 108k A BARE LT AR IR R

% 3-5R*BRAFFIUIREINA

%0 e 177 f¢ 78

cE W

RY el LARGBLREY AR REFYPEE

BAR AR, 2ARBLRT AR kEFLE o

PReTl Rih A TGR R R Y FE g ke 7§ b s

IEREA

) AN PGR R R [FE S T ki i o

SRR K3 0 ¥ {78 PLA 630 RS L A iE

# o
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S & FTHASES
AP F R R B T k4 » SPSS20 583 B gt p o T * SPSS
2087 AMOS20 %3t & £t R HF A - AEIFT R 47
ATREFDTRAATG N SIFEA AT AR REEFE AT R
Bk M2 SEMEBHE S ARHCA A 47 0 A e T

— v R XA

P i R AT EFEL AR RFORELTFFA G AL
FAAIAREMR B ENREZYE > NBEREF Y AR T o B #F
LRI F P PR AR R 2010) e g2 oo Tk L £ R
P e K AR R R B a4t kT B AR R S AT B4k
Fw| 4 o AR TS 2 3 p A 47 (itemanalysis) > 3 P A TR FE G
RIFEN A A4 LB F A E R LB w4ai8 il drie (CRE ). 11
MR EREORF R PR e B2 T A RPPRICE § 0T L
PURR AP LR o f LREFNAIFRERE A DE S Jfod F 3K
B B R A RIE A I SR EAT27%E 5 R A e WA E2T%E 5
M RNFHA L RY AEEEAS THL B F L% o 4% CR
ELIBFRE (a<05) A FSBEP 7 LENT FOERFLF
R (ML >2000)c @ 2 Rforch EA BRI 0 E & B &0
FHEFGNSHEP SFhREy s T a4 hEFv LB ERP A~ 17 kit
B (37420 2012) ¢

=~ kit kit (Descripitive statistic)
Aot it WA TR A D F AR (AR 2007) 0 Ak s

P LA TR F R AT B 0 R PTRAS > AP
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=~ GBREE

PR AR - BRI RV TR RRIE T LARR 0 T
EEOTH A AP T AR AR R o — B RAT R R R o Bk 25 14
Pl o P R E TR NI RRE R R Y A RN o A2 0 2R
AApEh o s Iy SRl » et * TR ansl 3542 R o & BT
fAR -~ duh e 7 & oo #7212 (Johnson & Christensen,2008) - Bagozzi &
Yi(1990)%€§iﬂfé:€§ D BCERR T B 0 FREEA ML TIOREE
(average variance extracted, AVE ) < »20.5> if ¥ mfLet H o & 3 A3 e
BT ot FEHRARAR IR LI F L EAN05 P AT
¢ Elzapc R g Koo

RIEHA A 4T (CRA) S T E A5 e i3] P o Sk a > 24

ke 70 A BERMA Jearrt ik (convergent validity) 2 % W 3B

-

(discriminant validity) o 12 ™ & &P

(- )iz ar»x & (convergent validity)

Jeaerc R 240 - f[ﬂ;f]{r_\i VO AR M ARR P ] A R 0 X FEG
PR R AR A BiG OR TG R - B8
Cronbach’s ol fE i {7 e 38— e Hom4kg B4 7 5 BA%F o 1S
R e T RERE =07 223 R A06~07 2B E T ER o
e g ASEMA 477 » 5 X w22 & (composite reliability, CR) - Hairet

l. (2009) :}F] TP R ¢ 45T = BRRA

38



(1) 1% g =& (measurement weight) : %12 § jm £ i | | B e acre
NEE YT RFORIOCREFRETFTRFAFIFLFE - A2 PIER
P TR - BAARED o - Ak HRELAFELFED =
05> e XILByk ™ & 207 FE M cnF]F f 2 401012 F -
(2) &4-z & (Composite Reliability, CR) : @& % Cronbach’s a /& % % #
B e MARBERIFATY AR EZRELSITL R ASEM S KT 2 F
NGRS EEERR c AWNEAEREZRE =0T BEXG AR
06~0.7 2 F 27 &% -
)T =% L 5 >F (Average Variance Extracted, AVE) @ L35% 8 &%
PR RS T F IR R R T S BT 0 I AVEZ0.5
ARG E i F arftacrck 0 AVER B & I[H‘#m Hjpk#H i 515 AVER
B HPTRE G MG
(=) % %|»ci (discriminant validity)
WA R AT AKRES Featin GARM it P A Fp LR 2 F
Hm R B2 BFoApMLRZR Mo dok 5 F AAPM(0.8500 )& T gt AT
PALHFER- BT R 2FREiRF T =4822
(1) 4B Trdici2 © WA HTT G DE JRAPM 0 Aok g 2 BRI AR R
Bicx >t0.85 T4 e fﬁﬂ‘#ﬁz AR RN IR - RRER CU-RE N
Flpt ks A hiwh it o
(2) % #f % &' 2 (Bootstrap) : 2= = H 6 2 B ehfp B G deen T % B > o L
$& 51l T2 SHRA TG 2 FE G B[R - SEME 2
D GBI R E 0 2.95%c0 1 ok B2 T % Bootstrap iz -2 3b
ek G REI 2 2L T LIRS B R EX AL Lﬁfﬁ\iﬁ‘i”ﬁ EREEY
FZ P& e

(3) T 5% B #cE B2 (AVE) : # * AVE L il soeh™ 2 5 fp 4t £00 RUim
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s EFSEMY o BCW i gk S E o
-~ B M F% 4 7 (Confirmatory factory analysis, CFA)

P * a3 Fl& & 7 (Factor analysis) ¥ & 5 T #8 & %% 4 47
(EFA)# T3 12 %14 A 45 | (CFA) « CFAHIE (7% ff § $ 2ehim 2 gk &
T DX & "wé%ﬁf’ B AR R R FEST S AT B O % e
VERSAT @Y L
s HP R HAE 4 A%E > AL - BT PP A (Bt s > 2004)
M FIF AT B AR AR LT a B RERR R
A A TR EMFZ A NAE S Il - PRRREATE LR
R - B G AP A TR (R PR 2011) o SR FlE A Tk

Ba- e it s Rkl 1‘#%‘”*'}( Covariance structure model )z

e

\\3

T 0 T % CFA R B b o 47 2w 5

o

PR RBERE LR vir- pAlaER S R s BHE R
Fli A 1T T 0 REMFF A AT AR S AF R 0 B RS fAaA AP ik
AAp e FRA B R BRI g b 2 Lk R o R CRFARE R
B BB R I 2 B R A % 38 cnid Tk (Everitt & Dunn, 2001) - 2% 2%
Fl g AT Y k- WPl E R E - T R AR E R b
FHAT OB o CFART A & A 1R LA BRI E R E T A M &
2 Fenp grlt o CFAESEMB2EP ch— Bl kb > & 7 M RJEF R S
ZREAI(FIZHAF G M)E L LR R(FIZHA TG ApM) o2 7
ST R R A RS RIE AL C RO RE A RR S
(Spicer, 2005) -
CFAE* SEMsh—#8 =t #55% » 4 SEMA 45 eh— B #7A * - d +SEM

S TR S RSB AR R e A B 3 RER AR T
AR AT FHE LRI R F AL SR gy iR R L
FRIRHS 0 FEd SEMenA AR » BT L EE B T 0 B R

[rn

X
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I ~SEM #:7 &3*
BAL P hE RO fingy i 0 B RS- BIEGE 0 A 2
PR ¢ R IE 2 B enB e R PE 0 B4R AR5 (SEM) Lk i Ap §
RIFRT LR IE o AP AAURAR N Y RIS 2 A S BT AR A
RIE g BUR R B WA RE T 30 S SEM FHA 4
g S AT * SEM 7 A 4T o
SEM A+t B - faskmit o 2 il F w3 B ?ﬁﬁéz IEE S
B kSIE ARG E TR T > 4T R R
SEM ] fe3h = i v Bk % e 2 BT g X i o % Bt P02 b
PRI BRAFTHRLFHE S REF ERR

oot A ES 2T
Lol A fRA S PR e R T 3 B g R enidl R AR Flpt ik 7 SEM
P i

\\\?{r

Bt ehifp 3P B A TN LR P AR R R i g o T L 2 b e R ehdp ke
LA EH(E & F > 2004) o
= o~ AR E
if fie & 45 1% (Goodness-of-fit indices) £ = # Bk B I A 17 H05% B2
WHENTH LTI e a2 A ARP SRS ITH R EER o - B
feR 2 2@ 6 FEREOEGIRI 2 - FREE G ORGY FRREFAY
HOBRR WG R &R T AR .
B e R 2R > B T SRR AT
1 ffkiptkBy ¥ @2 - BH L ¥ e e Ripikorie s
A LA AL o T AR R R 7 B g p R g iR A AR R
¥ 7 ¥ fe4z B (Byrne,1998) o
2. YRAIGREREZRA I B PR KT bR ARk
BB AT 7 W3] i fie & (Byrne,1998) -
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F MR g R 5 3 R L SE > 8 ¥ Bagozzi & Yi (1988)4
Fohg i B R L BRI RTALI R F R
FREY BRI TR :ﬁsﬂ\iﬁjﬁa&#% & (preliminary fit criteria ) ~ &
B9 05" fe A& 4p 15 (overall model fit) ~ #i05% N &5 448 A2 & 4p 1R(fit of
internal structural model) - i& = i i fie & 4p ¥ > Bagozzi & Yi (1988)* #-
Hws 5 T3 $aE fe & 4915 | (absolute fitindices) " 4p $+if fie & 45
(relative fit indices) ~ " f§ ¥ if fie & 45 %, (parsimonious fit indices) -
FRES A R e P NGR A AR T e o O i
fe i crf R R A BRI E PO hi R RV MBRERG P ST D
1% oHair & A (1998)» M-EHMA N e BTG A S 2 8 HEpa

R EE AR E > R RIE o Hair % £ (1998) 0 i R s
A ARAFRE  AET U REY 2T U = i i dpthv
A E T Z 8 R

(-) “¥HgpRRpE

1. 43 ECtest):+ & EA% ] £ 7 BN 0% % BABAed BahE
P > B FF - ReDFAAE] B XPHE L 0enpETE 0 A 5 Bk BESN BT
BEE AR - BEFNE LSRN B ELfom R
FRAEE A e w4 3 @8R RE AP 2L AR Aok
BAfAR > P By L EP BT -

2. F 3 pd B Cdf):F /A d B A B EE TR AR +
Gpd R AR Pl AT BERREN E e RARG o+ 2 pd RA LG RE
+ 3 (NC) » Pt dp iR ia At Remd i 5 i (g 2 &0
1.00FF » 4 7 Ho7% 48 B chgdfie» 2 30050 & 4 4 & b4 10 (2) Kline(2005)
#2%3.00 p £F 114 0 > Schumacker and Lomax(2004) 32 7t fi

BR 7 5.000 p T R o
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3. it fie & 3p #c( %3 23 e dp #R)(Goodness-of-fit index, GFI): 4 i v §F 4 17
PRI G s A AR AR R B X e E o R £ -Wf e
FERRETRL s RRET c GFHE= > &7 Bt fif e
R AT RO ELOHE AL 0 2 L RA%F o GFl# /1 370-1
B HARRITL > & 7 RN P le B A%SF 5 F 2 0 GFlE4%] » £ 7 #
FeE b RARL o

4. R E 18 i fe & 4p #<(Adjusted goodness-of-fit index, AGFI): § GFl g 4% < -
AGFlE~ ¢4%< > AGFl#ciE /1 »70-12 fF » g Axd53i71 » 4 7 550 0
WEe R ARYE K 2 PIA%T7 & o — AR R 5 AGFIiE 4o+ #70.90 >
2o BN BERE R R TG L4F ahig e B (Hu & Bentler, 1999) © 3 =
P i & if $]0.9¢71% % 5 2L FEE > MacCallum and Hong(1996):2 3% ¥ /) &
2% % 7]0.8

5. #& 4 3> frT = 3(root mean square residual, RMR):RMR?EJ*]-&:%& i fie
AARSPHE RN THOEZ T34 . d 2RMREF - B TR £

E QPO Es XK R E OB E G 23 -
ARG —BEEFAPERA T E K ER S S T RS e A
R AL AR K B R R A RMR R & A2 | A8

6. jprig s £ 357 {--L > 42 (root mean square error of approximation,
RMSEA): RMSEA 5% 4 22 NPC & (P2 8 ¢ i+ %8 » NCP & % *S0p -
7 WA HN Ao d B TR B i) 0 RMSEA<0.05 0 4 77 § 45 hi3] fe
if & (Schumacker & Lomax, 2004 ) - Steigr (1989):% 2 RMSEA i& |- 3+.05
P A7 A F 2 4F enfe i o Mac-Callum® < (1996) & — 4 3% )
RMSEA 14 2] 8> H 20 2 RMSEA & 4 »+.08-.102. & » -] B_3 i i fie >
e 4ok A2 10PF > L R IRA A ehfieif o

(= ) i e 2 4
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1. % if fiedp fc(normal fitindex, NFI)::NFI & &% vt e 5 i o7k 40
SR EBERZFoF S ELRE VARG E B EREIE AL
Al 2. B ez & i Schumacker & Lomax(2004):% = NFI & < >+ 0.95 >
0.9~0.95 5 ¥ e > 0.9 M T ¥ F R LATR THA LG F Y
Fd ool R A PEIE ARG > Flpt R T g 3] 0.8 ik
#& (Ullman et al. 2001) -

2. Vb G e dic(comparative fit index, CFI):CFl & #7 % & chg, & £_Aip
BB TR Bt fo o 0 2B Y St LA o CFl
A 0-1 A » Baxdgir 1> 27 5 i fle R A%4F 5 £ 2 > CFl &
Al o AN R S RARL o F CFl 2209 17+ L 2 dFpeig
(Bentler, 1995) -

3. 3 & i fiedp #c(incremental fit index, IF1): Bentler (1995):% 5 IFI & ~
A EN0.9 AFHAET UEL S IFI B Ay —FA52 T
FTAE A L R £ PR A B

4. #p ¥+ pe i 4p 1% (Relative fit index, RFI): Hu and Bentler (1999):% 3% RFI

BAT0-1 > HAREIT 1 & 57 B35 ana e B ARSF o

()M A &tk

1.

4 ¥ i e & 4p #c(parsimony goodness-of-fit index, PGFI):PGFI i 4 >+ 0-1
2o BiEAx L o & or WA ena e R AR E (BEV A% 8 9) - Mulaik (2009)
#}2, - B AHF ) > PGFI — 423k & A 052+ o

f ¥ 44 fe i 4p R (parsimony normed fit index, PNFI): #05¢ 4% 4% 17 4 {r
H-3] PNFI 4% ¢ 447 < - Hu & Bentler (1999)4p &1 — & 2 4+ h#i-3] - PNFI
B - R E A0L5 o

i ¥ ¢ i fie i 3p HR(parsimony comparative fit index, PCFI): 3% 4% 313
fefoicd] - PCFI A% ¢ 4% "% 14 - Mulaik (2009)45 ) » — B 2 4% ]
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PCFI f& - &z zx & 0511+ o

036 i B R B4

it # ¥l T IE { A
G e Rtk
X2 test - p>0.05 EAR SRS Sl
X2[df - X?/df<3 F % HCA AR R R A
GFI 0-1 >0.90 RN AT e ST
AGFI 0-1 >0.90 F % WoAA R R P
RMR - A% Ak 4F TR L
RMSEA 0-1 >0.08 7R AR B R R g
H i feif B 4
NFI 0-1 >0.90 PP A o & B e A2 R
CFl 0-1 >0.90 P B o B e L AR R
IFI 0-1 >0.90 RS RN ok
RFI 0-1 >0.90
NNFI/TLI 0-1 >0.90 7% A4 R R PR AR
i ped Rdp i
PGFI 0-1 >0.50 oM A ey H A2 R
PNFI 0-1 >0.50 WP A iy H AR
PCFI 0-1 >0.50 PP B ey H AR R

FH kBT PR (2011)
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Fr g FERFEA
AFAZHFHFIRE T RZIKALFFET AT -2 FEF 2L 5

RIS Ul e A N N

%P

T AW - SR E LIS RS

& BHSRSEASEM) A B e & Y Bk S&RE S o T WA

% — & ~ B X 7534 #7(Item Analysis)

BERFNLE P nE 0 L A ATk S B F 3 287 5
CRIEIENCT G ARV EE SER R N I L A E A
BLRLBEFETE K ERET - BLER P DI F FJpd iR
FEaatr 73RS T EFENA o FEIPREND ZH*IFP L4704
@ﬁﬁﬁ%% A - BAR TS P aOh T AP EY 2R

BArrc i LRI R ehd B £ & Pl -

AT EY PR E DD D180 3 stk A 1F L w Rl % o
Tofe h Kt 2 SPSS20 ki (TR X FEENA AT B A IS 21 B
BIE B oA (RETE N4 A7)0 A R PP P E A A IR S B w3 o
CRiE » 1= [{ #-AE KB Ep ti;wqr,% PR NI A 95 R N
BERAR LR c 2415 AP TR AP A4 RS d B AR ET
F 0 R B UG S 3248 il 7 e £.2.2831 15,0552 FF > 32 AT P $0id
Pl el F R E(P<O00) - b FRFES S AP SRR RiEs 052
561042 > H3gp 22 o cfphf ¥ 5 -.073~.297 1921925 % % &
300 0 B ORE A o Bl HZARRE o HARZBATIS S 1 iR
I - FEE T R BRI .

L A1ELAD A RS
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R

e LA AP ey xgp 2 RO KR

FOAETIE w4 B G {5 eh
(C.R) B AARM o ik

R1 5.684 4017 405 706

R2 -1.453 -.073 195 739

R3 6.888 385" 527 685

R4 5.611 4127 499 690

PHEF R R5 3.932 297" 342 716
R6 2.283 1927 310 723

R7 7.805 498" 257 729

R8 5.969 528" 467 697

R9 5.316 425" 451 700

R10 1.329 192" 468 696

El 8.612 625" 744 880

o L B2 11.654 649" 724 889
E3 14.019 738" 837 844

E4 11.536 664" .800 .858

U1 13.396 685" 732 794

wif g v U2 11.180 7207 749 780
U3 12.099 696" 748 786

U4 14.333 755" 587 874

EXF1 11.272 7447 662 905

EXF2 8.912 657" 629 907

EXF3 11.610 .699 .662 905
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EXM4 14.137 184 172 .897 i

WM & EXM5  14.444 755 803 894 iR
EXM6  10.341 701" 745 899 T

EXS7 9.704 663" 695 903 T

EXS8 7.936 594" 653 907 T

EXS9 8.750 633" 691 903 T

s1 14.690 7727 825 879 T

S2 15.055 754" 825 879 T

B AR S3 11.550 708" 713 909 T
S4 10.826 706" 750 896 w7

S5 12.775 756" 785 .888 T

T 1p<00l: B E % kdic =0.824

AR LR R S N FEAARE > B R w e E 427 >
PR EOCH S 6L 5 o T § kR L 366 > 0§ 2eK Ew ey 5 85.71%
Bt AR AR E RS R Pl AT R E RS
BEPFEBLRA S LA AF L LG BT R
-

5366 (> A E P oo L Gl 214 A A 5 o i 58.47% > F
MRl A 151 & > i 41.26% o
-~ E#

RPFihadbiofy < P #n21-30 2 o3 2eik A G 166 1 45.36% ;
20 & (7)1 T F otk A 146 > 0 ik 39.89% ; 31-40 & 2 F e itk A}
39 i» » 1 10.65% ; 41 gk b 3 szt A3 15 > 0 ik 4.10% o
= BE
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hrd FonfhAY o B2 Gk S8 § 84 4 0 1k 25.68% ; F F 1
Blik= 50§ 66 4 ik 18.03%; 5% 5 B E Y/ 204 42 40k 11.48% ;
¥ 394 0 k10.66% pd £F 28 4 0 ik T7.65%; RIFEF 18 4
ik 4.92%; K/ 5 ¥ F 15 4 o 1k 410%; PR ik 12 4 5 ik 3.28%
FRF R 25 9 4 0 ik 2.46% ; FTaAHG 84 0 (:219% ; 1 £4 7 4 o

'

i 1.91% ; A2 R £ F 54 0 b 137%; ¥ AF 44 ik 1.09%
NAEARF 34 0 082%; kv F 24 ;5 (k055%; EEARM G 1 4 o
0.27%; Mz His 5 84 » ik 217% -
= FF

Brd FooE AR P A F R KA S04 253 4 o ik 71.86% ;
R A3 f7(F) 0§ 52 4 > b 14.21% 5 & s 5 % 7 BR(Z)LT > F
51 4 » ik 13.93% o
Y L e o SO

B.366 G kAT o R EFR P FEAIPS LR R F 2
BT e 2R 12 R S 05 168 4 0 24590 H = G X
JREIIT 0§ 118 4 5 b 3224%; £ 5 341 PFoF 60 4 o ik 16.39% ;
Bofs i 4 FELY 0 4 20 4 0 iE 5.46% o
T ¥R FR RS EF R A

BTG FortR AR Y X E R R S R B S dioo § 146 4
i 39.89% ; H =t 5 % ¥5aFn] 0§ 75 4 o 1k 20.49% ; £ K 5 2 G4 0§
36 4 5 1 0.84% ; FEF L AR SHEH 0 F 39 4 0 1k 10.66% 5 Bt A A

B2 & THR)F 54 1 137%

7

Fo4-2 45 A BHEA RS
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Av st S LA A #ic A
1w g 151 41.26%
+ 214 58.47%

e 20 &(3) 146 39.89%
21-30 166 45.36%

31-40 # 39 10.65%

41 f 11 b 15 4.10%

B 5 4 84 25.68%
RN 15 4.10%

PRI ¥ 18 4.92%

2 A 5 1.37%

BE 66 18.03%

(X 5 1.37%

R 28 7.65%

2ir4 R 3 0.82%

%5 2 0.55%

1% 7 1.91%

i 0 B 1 0.27%

T H 8 2.19%

PR i 12 3.28%

#E 2 42 11.48%

i) 39 10.66%

S A 4 1.09%

o jhe b5 % 9 2.46%

H i 8 2.19%
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e ¥ia ®PE(F)T 51 13.93%

L H R 253 71.86%

=g er(g ) 52 14.21%

=ik Lo pErT 118 32.24%
AR e E 1-2 /| p* 168 45.90%
2 PERY 3-4 | pF 60 16.39%
4] pErst 20 5.46%

AF R T ey 36 9.84%
PR P R PRAT & ¥k 146 39.89%
A1 7 S 65 17.76%
K3<; 75 20.49%

BRI & 39 10.66%

Hu 5 1.37%

¥z & B2 ESEINCEM)A 1
- ~ %M F% & 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)
ST FE AT SEM A & 0 b AN KR E TR AT R = H R
BHA > B2 L RtEe S 2 BB KRB E T AT Ly F
SEM s 2 058 » % KB BIE 1 & e 2kl o

‘3;

Wd R e L ey e ¢ LA ALL &S e UBEA
Bood WBRLRITAZERPIE O FIMFEREERR/ Y 0PI RR
Fode R dRRIE
1343008 & R

FROER RS £F 63 R FCFAZ (5 B RITIE f iR 5 041

A

D A-TARR e 2 b o

M3 05 BT R R B R E e A «"H”'J“,f o
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1295 Hair et al.(1992) » #1% § el s 05~0.95 2 8 RdcE A
TAOPHEFRZAFG RBRT O T BERE2RE FIE f F L9428 05
YF R e A R L 0.9230 4245 0.7 iR T 1o B e B 5 0.705
A 0.5 et » F T T ALIT S S F AT o
F A-3FLFEEF R TR L RAREE

1o 9 78
RLAT 12 et fRATENH L4 A FACIRIED 7 F & 1518
5] A ﬁj’gé °

RIAZFHEBTORLEAPHER TS 7 § LI REDD

FEPE R AT o

P RAG AE A SRR K 8PP g S

BRR RAEAR- B AP

R7.—d deit > FATHBNMPr > A g ) L EF P §- B

R8.% ¢ v 5§ 1 Menye 2 @ FRpFE 5> AR TG Low e
ROFLBEA 21 17  § 255 o

Critical Mass CFA

+7518=10.051 (P{E=.074) HiE=5 +7BHEEE=2.010
GFI=.989 AGFI=.968 NFI=.993 CFl1=.996
RMR=.009 RMSEA=.053
T4

B 4- 1 F P E R RFEFIE A 7
.40 5 ¢

o R el £ 48 F CRFAZ (2 4R EZ F R R E
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wALE 05 w4 RY o

1295 Hairetal.(1992) » 1% f 7 £ # F  0.5~0.95 ¥ {52 dcid 7 iy
AR BafEe kG RT O e BERSHE FE f e 4% 05
R e S R G 089704248 0.7 iR i T 305 B #icE B 5 0.686
421 05 iR > FPL BT T RIFL B E AT o
% 4-45F 5 (0 NS R AR

f# ] e

ElLAF Ficmi ¥ Fd Pt 5 5B fEHo

E2AE @@ * FRpd it I3 FTRTE &

o 50804 o

PR E3AR @R Fhpb kA A R E S ho

E4.3\ 19 1 * (7 & e B R PRI 4 A R g £L

ﬁ‘) o
Critical Mass CFA
+£518=303  (Pf&=.860) EhE=2 A EHE T E=.151
GFI=1.000 AGFI|=.998 NFI1=1.000 CFI=1.000

RMR=.002 RMSEA=.000
7

MEZAM

Bl 4-2 5% 5 % PBRBEEFIE A 17HE
3aefd v

i ehlG £ 5 43 RIFCFAZ (S AR M2 FE L
By ALE 05 &y T Ry o
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1395 Hairetal.(1992) » F1 % f /= € # F 5 0.5~0.95 ¥ % 8 8cid 7 i
SAoa G G RS RY T e BERERE FIE L FEHOE 05
g, LR S 089104218 0.7 ek, T35 R #ic X B 4 0.673
4246 0.5 chiEIE > FIp RF T AT 5 1 A 4T o
%45 ¢ D SR S R AT

o R IR
ULAFEFEER* FHEr2E 7 56 ¢ RN

it FA L A

U2 @R » Fdpdr e 7)) § Edmatad
S A B

PRI OUAEESER AR e AR RN

SR

h

RS R

U4AFFEER Y AR EEN 7 A READ

IR S

Critical Mass CFA

£5E=303  (PfE=860) ErE=2 EF5 R H =
GFI1=1.000 AGFI=.998 NFI=1.000 CFI=1.000
RMR=.002 RMSEA=.000

B 4-3 5 * HRELFE 4 17 H
4.7 i B B
ﬁi‘b‘f'}l% ELJF?)%E *{fTCFA719’3%\Fv1§7 'ﬂ%éﬁf& bi’éiﬁ

05> % 4 FY °
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1395 Hairetal.(1992) » F1 % f /= € # F 5 0.5~0.95 ¥ % 8 8cid 7 i
AP R MR EOEG RS RT O = BERE2¥E FE fF L9488 05
W beiEEsm AR R G 08070428 0.7 ek, T35 R i B~ L 0.586 o
AZi® 0.5 iR o — BigEm 3 = BRI LA LA fofitst o G- R 0 97
miEfpe g Rdpth o FIERT AL R HA 4T -

A 4-6 7 M B SRS R AR
‘]‘#\i RS I8
EXFL#® 1 Agpeigs 8 * (Thphtr & 4 A pFERF o

Faclt EXF2REE 7h s chf A ST R A LR
BE  FZEOH &
EXF3.i# % (7H MR AR FPE LF iy {

Boig o
Critical Mass CFA
+£/51E=.000 (PE=\P)EHE=0 +75 B IR {E=\CMINDF
GFI=1.000 AGFI=\AGFI NFI=\NFI CFI=\CFI

RMR=\RMR RMSEA=\RMSEA

IhREIHEE

Bl 4-4 74 3 B ESREE TR A 7 F

5 i i
Bl m2 4 34 HIFCFAL B > 3N Fl R f FE S &R

05 &y WY o
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1395 Hairetal.(1992) » F1 % f /= € # F 5 0.5~0.95 ¥ % 8 8cid 7 i
TAOREHER EEG RS RT O = BERE2¥E F1E f F L9488 05
bR £ R S 0.887 421 0.7 iR T o R ik B4 0.723
AZi® 0.5 iR o — BigEm 3 = BRI LA LA fofitst o G- R 0 97
EEmgpgdpth FILET 2T LA -

F AT HHEREDE R E RAEE

o i
EXML. i % 78 pide 20 G pdr e A2 ® a0 57 % 5

]d_i;lz Iv} I%)\io
e EXM2. &% Fdspiir A 2 20 Sekeng

\4-\

ERCE T

EXM3. & * Féptrv 0 F &

Critical Mass CFA

FA5E=000  (PE=\P)EIHE=0 75 B B LE E=\CMINDF
GFI1=1.000 AGFI=\AGFI NFI=\NFI CFI=\CFI
RMR=\RMR RMSEA=\RMSEA

EEEEE

Bl 4-5 gL AR F1 R 2 47 B

6.AL ¢ 121§
AEEHELG 3 O HMFCFAZ 3N ALFF L FETARE
05> g%+ &g o

1945 Hair etal.(1992) #14 § /£ 8 5 0.5~0.95 ¢ R 3 dcid 4 it *
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ARG EOHEG B RY T BRERE PR F 254805
2b iR e £ R 5 08014246 0.7 hfR > T 0% B ¥ P 4 0.577
AZE 05 el o — B 3 = BRIEARE LA {ofcst > S R T
EEm R TR 2 AT A

£4-8AL gL B D SR R AT

A R 3T

EXSL. # % AH iy RAL T4 5121 G hh el

ALg i & (de 0 AR R AR )

B E  EXS2 #% FHHFRAREE AR o

EXS3. it % 76 pidr 7 RS Bk B B A AT

Herg Lo
Critical Mass CFA
+~7518=.000 (P1E=\P)BHIE=0 A BEHEL{E=\CMINDF
GFI=1.000 AGFI=\AGFI NFI=\NFI CFI=\CFI

RMR=\RMR RMSEA=\RMSEA

Bl 4- 642 ¢ M0 B FIF A 47 F

7.8 % BEAR

P BLEETF S HFCFAZ » FMS3feS4enFE f in &
w5 0342 040 M3 050 BB L G R 0 B RBECADH B Ay
AR
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1395 Hairetal.(1992)> ¥1% f /7w £ # & = 0.5~0.95 » L &5 dcid 7 it +
SO RFBALRBRLEET T Z BREZRE FE L FLOLE 0S5 UL o
R m &R ARG 0816 A2 0.7 ikl » T0% R iP5 0599 5 42
0.5 iR o~ BHEG = BRIZAL L AR 0 SrE- R ATILR
Eirig e Rdpth o Flet RF LTS BT -
2 4-9% * BILRLENE L RAAEIE

I8 e T8

O OSIAPGRAR Y AR KT RS PR

BLRE SANPGERR Y AR TF kT I o

SSEERE KR > @ FHHELS IR meiE R o

Critical Mass CFA

+73718=.000 (P1E=\P)BHE=0 +77BHEIEE=\CMINDF
GFI=1.000 AGFI=\AGFI NFI=\NFI CFI=\CFI
RMR=\RMR RMSEA=\RMSEA

TEFmEE

Bl4-7 1 * BE RRAELF]Z A 17 B
R FE AN TR R D L 4108 AT RERY
725 BAER o PHFR RS RS LA i LA

R B3R ML E 3 AL G E 3K R AR 34 -
. 4-10 2 VR L 450 4

A o e P F
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PHER R

R1 AT L [2ATOE A H A SoIRIE S 3 F RS A FT e
R2 AETFBETRREFFAEHTF L X IR EDL FRER AT
'
R3 AR PHAE SN R R WP R A RN
A— Bt S A
R4 —HRF F AT DR E F P A BlF P % - BAvig ek oo
R5 FAANI L ROE S REAFRERE AL TG G o
i B o
El AEEho  FEES LF B Ea
E2 AFER FREPOEFSETIFZRITER RS S do
E3 AFERY oS RTINS L F S o
E4 AR THRES DI KR Ao
G
U1 AEFEERY FHPEFEE] R RN DL FE LT
U2 AEEEERY FRRPer) s EA L B g o
U3 AREZERY FERPEF] R RERNNEEER BT
;}% °
U4 AFEHEERT FRPEFEF)FEBRADLELF ST -
o ki E
EXFL 7 MSEPFSE @ % AR HF & 4 APFR o
EXF2 ARFEERPOFSAET ENTED T LR & o
EXF3 3. * (@B ekt § Ao padg { i o
e et S
EXML ¢ % {78 pim iR G g chil A2 ¢ ac 59 (7 0% & o
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EXM2 & * @ pidr A 52 4 s Sekenp A
EXM3 @& % Fdpider 7 0 d B4 E s o

AT B

EXS1 #* FMyrBAFTEF FEF e DRl & (4o 27 2
HoARE) o

EXS2 #* Gl RARTERT R -

EXS3 #* Fdpid v URAR SR F F A HoE Lo

B RELR
S1 AR L R FRES KRBT R EE
S2 AR R TR REFRE o
S3 FH AR > R FH B Sl R g o

o~ BT R AT
RIE A 4 47 (CFA) & B AR v e A ¢ 2 & ok @ i - 2 fion
B 703 ARe 5 2Rl FHBIR R JTatk o
1. % %|#z& (Discriminant validity)
FouPR OPLE EAHA B e DG 8 TRIE RIS T i iR
AP EAE T RHEESIMIE TR A TS SR 2T R
BT e MY AR BPITR S B 0 FIUTE - BiEs HAVE T2 T4
% ﬁé&. g B 2. BHO D 0 & B R B B 75% (Hairs et al.1998) -

d & 411 BEom > MY A FRA DG SR AT HRE - B R R o
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7 4-11 % WP R e T4

AT Ao B
# R E U EXF EXM EXS S
R 5 0713
E 4 0609~ 0.819
U 4 0460~ 0.535~ 0.688
EXF 3 0509+ 0615+ 0.458~ 0.608
EXM 3 0541 0.627~ 0.488* 0.650** 0.621
EXS 3 0.439* 0404+ 0.343= 0.335* 0.345*  0.469
S 3 0.432» 0479~ 0.396* 0.463* 0.463* 0.463* 0.649

2. Yz ac»x & (Converge validity)
Hairetal (2009) » 4p &1 - BHm & £ 0T = BIRFA S fE5 70t
g (1)F1 & fode % < 3t &

0.7; (3) L%

2 E2075 (2 . RN

e R R AR
FEHEEFL L <050 277 = B o A ulE
FPHEFRE -TEF TR HR M E sr.uz]@,% & Ak
EHBEME R BEARod AT o wa TR A S L 0.92340.897 -
0.891-0.807-0.887~0.801-0.816> L 2% & % B~ ¥ & %] 5 0.705-0.686 -
0.5 eif & »

2% & Formell and Lacker (1981) ~ Hair et al. (1992) ¢32 % 4% 2 o gt ¢t

0.673~0.586~0.723~0.577 0599 #] & § =&~ ¥ =
Cronbach’s a 4 %] 5 0.923~0.895~0.895~0.800 -~ 0.800 ~ 0.794 ~ 0.814 >
T A 0T R AT R AP IR R A R 2 AT A

Sl S A R EEE Y

% 4-12 (b e R W T3
5 P 3F EAZ R To:%E Cronbach’s
i b (N o
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R1 0.86
R3 0.88

FHER R R4 0.83 0.923 0.705 0.923
R7 0.88
R8 0.74
El 0.88

Sk AR B el E2 0.87 0.897 0.686 0.895
E3 0.70
E4 0.85
Ul 0.88

Rl i B e U2 0.87 0.891 0.673 0.895
U3 0.70
U4 0.82
EXF1 0.76

#akip e EXF2 0.87 0.807 0.586 0.800
EXF3 0.65
EXM1 0.89

s E EXM2 0.82 0.887 0.723 0.800
EXM3 0.84
EXS1 0.86

A g i e EXS2 0.63 0.801 0.577 0.794
EXS3 0.77
S1 0.73

FBRILA S2 0.88 0.816 0.599 0.814
S3 0.70
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= ~Bollen = ¢ 46 2
Bollen = F Bt ® 0 & .8 7 f3:2 (7 SEM & 47607 7 > F % IRAe
SRR M Al K TR GBS EABENY LR EER Y
FORA, o MY B ﬁi?%«“i'lﬁﬂ* * @5 757890 pd B 5 239> +
/pd B 5 3171 GFIl 5 0.859 > AGFI % 0.808  RMSEA % 0.077 > + &%}
£ iRt o Rt iR ek g o T AR B hd A Ap i
f% 0.475~0.823 2 [ » A 84 FABH P RAPM 0 2 ¢ S35 B3 h

a5 4 (>0.85) »fe? 50 47 $Ba MLt LABPESG A 4 2
2 SEM A

T AR PR B SEM T g 2 ¢ o ip- BH I AR AT
FTET I F RIS AR S M T oA R AR A 4 A R R BT
MESS  TREATEALG 2EaRER > ALY 22T §i

N AL TR
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% 4-13Bollen = P& 7

# ¥

A FeAr M

FHEF RS> S T 2
PHEE R<-->0F G *
FHEFR<->H LY E
PHEF R<->FHEYE
PG R<-->AEEHE
PHEEEFR<->R* BAAR
S IR e A 1ol i T ¢
o R P <> H
o B <>
S B <AL
S B> BRI R
G P <> H R
T PSR E
G <> g
oG B> R R
A <>
PR E<->AHE MY E
PR E<>R Y B AR
Bl E<->ik ¢ 1 &
By B<--> * B A

AE MY E<->R Y R LA

.823
815
.803
.803
597
819
.833
.800
935
577
.850
.858
.828
499
767
871
515
815
475
.809
.700
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~71{8=757.890 HHE=239 F5BEHEE=3.171

GFI1=0.859 AGFI=0.808 RMSEA=0.077

AR R

my (rmy |rm
| IR =] || M) =l k3] |—

mj (m
= I [ —

M

—
-

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
L ERRERE
1

)

o))
a

B] 4- 8 Bollen = F+ 1 < )
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P R ER T

$ P SEM B3P g - 2
MfEi Ti e st o Hairetal (2009)# Mg je B3t e T e (1) f o
FLRIE(Q) FLREEIHF Q) REF T RERSHE L RIS

B 1(4) B R e UE P R ARG R M o rF R L

\\\?{Zr

BB s F AT R 2 R

DA R ETIEY A ARERRLAREEG A VIR TR
LB 1o 4 G B PR Bl ARG R R e
/:J, °

%414 e T d

wEF  CR. o

(S.E.) (t-value) (P-value)

R 480 .049 9.837 ikl
U 463 .049 9.492 folalel
E 521 .049 10.706 faleka
EXF .398 047 8.371 faleka
EXM 321 044 7.347 falokal
EXS 480 .048 9.961 folalel
S 484 051 9.564 faleka
€5 180 019 9.699 falela
e6 181 016 11.053 falakal
e’ 184 019 9.544 faleka
e8 .188 .020 9.600 falela
e9 .264 .023 11.612 falela
ell .200 021 9.555 faleka
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EFE  CR e
FEARRAELE RIE
(S.E.) (t-value) (P-value)
el2 254 025 10.184 kel
el3 307 .028 10.801 kk
el4 383 .033 11.610 kk
el5 142 013 10.550 kel
el6 162 015 11.052 faleled
el7 371 029 12.798 falaled
el8 184 .016 11.366 kk
el9 .285 024 11.694 faleled
e20 448 .036 12.488 faleled
e21 126 019 6.711 falaled
e22 338 .028 12.128 kel
e23 .256 024 10.839 faleled
e24 395 .032 12.437 faleled
e25 183 017 10.682 Fxk
e26 .064 012 5.198 falaled
e27 161 015 10.632 falahed
e28 194 022 8.890 faleled
e29 297 027 10.870 Frx
e30 373 .032 11.847 Frx
e3l 228 031 7.340 faleled

FL***p<0.001 » **p<0.01 > *p<0.05 -
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I ~F ez e
KRBT e T4
AAZIE G 41 85 Flpt o 1945 Kline(2005) g3 -

WEHE 2 ER

Jp

4-15 7 rudg5 > AR

T R B BT

A2

FRBE NP EEREA G P K B TLES 183162 )
675( R Hcehficd ) o Flet 0 1395 Bollen (1989) e » A=y LA
IR N YA
2 4-15 % e g £

LS S bolE B*E ®BE CR ER CR
S5 1.000 4.000 .094 734 -1.381 -5.394
sS4 1.000 3.000 .050 .394 -1.509 -5.892
S2 1.000 4.000 .106 .832 -1.335 -5.213
S1 1.000 4.000 .089 .692 -1.390 -5.426

EXS3 1.000  4.000 .063 .49 -1.388 -5.419

EXS2 1.000 4.000 .061 478 -1337 -5.223

EXS1 1.000 4.000 .040 316 -1.412 -5.513

EXM3 1.000 4.000 .030 .232 -1.440 -5.622
EXM2 1.000 3.000 .020 .156  -1.487 -5.807
EXM1 1.000 4.000 .020 154 -1440 -5.624

EXF3 1.000 3.000 .070 .547 -1.481 -5.784

EXF2 1.000 5.000 .145 1136 -1.122 -4.382

EXF1 1.000 4.000 .088 .687 -1403 -5.481
E4 1.000 3.000 .020 .158 -1.524 -5.950
E3 1.000 4000 .014 .106 -1473 -5.752
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% #c B E BAE miEk CR W R CR

E2 1.000 3.000 .005 .039 -1.481 -5.785
El 1.000 3.000 .015 .117 -1.494 -5.832
U4 1.000 3.000 .040 312 -1.485 -5.801
U3 1.000 4.000 .039 .304 -1.478 -5.770
U2 1.000 3.000 .035 .276 -1.517 -5.922
Ul 1.000 3.000 .005 .039 -1.518 -5.929
R8 1.000 3.000 .025 .197 -1.517 -5.926
R7 1.000 3.000 .050 .394 -1.509 -5.892
R4 1.000 4.000 .090 .704 -1.443 -5.635
R3 1.000 3.000 .044 347 -1453 -5.674
R1 1.000 3.000 .045 351 -1479 -5.774
Multivariate 183.162 45.916

I ~HASARAESFES

war - [ Bollen = FR Bt 216 ApRE i p i~ B Ao i
AR B S G EF B OFE L ?’fifjf‘uz\' AT T
SEM pFx 700 s = o 4eR*-* 5 A 577 SEM endii 3B - & % * SEM
F 5 B B PR R 0 3 & o BCR G e R A4 45 e & iF 2 (Byrne,
2010) > if fie B A%HF % oA B R A ARSRRT o

Al e R LA T B ERAT S S LA A
o AR 2 ARBERAPELT F B R TR 2 Y
%% Schreiber( 2008 )~ McDonaldand Ho( 2002 )~ Boomsma( 2000 )~ Jackson,
Gillaspy, andPurc-Stephenson (2009 ) ~ Hoyleand Panter (1995 ) - Schreiber,

Stage, King, Nora,and Barlow (2006) % & & # 312 fR2 » 34387 B B £ &
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fdp it (7B PR e RGRE R R R R R
Ao B 30 H(GFI) ~ 33 5 16 chif fe B 3 -(AGFI) ~ T 3935 1038 4 5 {9
(RMSEA) ~ ~ 2i4f 3 e s 4 4 (NNFI) ~ 705 5% fe s 4 3 (IF1) ~ 2t e
fAn % (CFI)~ o ff peif 4p 4% (PGFL) ~ o ff 245 Fe if 45 1% (PNFI) ~ 4 ff
- i fie i 45 4% (PCFI) o

dod 4-16 #77  F ¥ Adp i ¢ test (p=0.000) - & £ d v+ > 4
T 3 2 L P AP B 0 d 2 B4R 200 B AR &
TikEH B TRy (5RiFR 20125 % 2 F02002) 2 pd R
1L % 3.619 (1-5 &) ~ GFI & 5 0.845(i# [ 0-1,0.90) ~ AGFI i 5 0.887 (4
fl 0-1,>0.90) ~ RMR & % 0.07(<0.08) ~ RMSEA & % 0.08 (<0.08) ; #i ¥ fie
F 445> 6 NFI & 5 0.941 (>0.90) ~ CFI & % 0.956(#  0-1,>0.90) ~ RFI
& 5 0.925 (# # 0-1,>0.90) ~ IFI i& 5 0.956 (# # 0-1,>0.90) ; #F fj e if 45

# & :PNFI @ % 0.743(>0.50) ~ PGFI i % 0.616 (>0.50) « st 7 & » £

Fyoars pep R E SEM #.3] 4 41 R 0 oAl Bk A pesg B 24T o
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% 4-16 e By ik TR K2

ey # [l H| T e RS
i fe B 4n
v test - - P=0.000
x* Idf - 1-5 3.619
GFI 0-1 >0.9 0.845
AGFI 0-1 >0.9 0.887
RMR - A% A% 4F 0.07
RMSEA 0-1 <0.08 0.08
H e ped A4
NFI 0-1 >0.9 0.941
CFI 0-1 >0.9 0.956
IFI 0-1 >0.9 0.956
RFI 0-1 >0.9 0.925
NNFI/TLI 0-1 >0.9 0.944
e A dp i
PGFI 0-1 >0.5 0.616
PNFI 0-1 >0.5 0.743
PCFI 0-1 >0.5 0.755
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p——y
[ =]

B8R q

1 1 .4 4

Ef | B2 || B3 || E4
100 j% & @ EXF1| [EXF2| |EXF3

R1

10 TESA o
il VR V o
05 \G 05
74 ' ‘

?ﬁs ?_: ?z?a?

R (aliieE) |
102

RT | A .
HN ERREE
RS MEEmE Y
- 5 W00 B
0 o
o \EEEE) -
ut || w2 || v
1

e
ot

EXS EXS3
T

28 47 16
) €

+h{E=857787 BME=237 FHEMELE=3619
GFI=0.845 NFI=0.941 CFI=0.956
RMR=0.07 RMSEA=0.08

l 4-9 A7 § 51507 )
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B B BN ) AT p R ECH R K
ZRFAL > RAAER AV g AL R FIL B RS
H - o o Fp oo ot fdF hfR g ks

T Bonk KRBT o RARP R R L] o
AT OSHRAY 4 2 4LT ST R ET v 0 AT D
SBHACA Y o 7 K HEe vt H A T ey AR E 0 B B ok

B - R R
A

WIHE TS R 2 FSOE R F L e P T A Y

NBBEZR S 0 - BIEKF =2 o 4@ 4-10 f1o7 o

2 4- 17 A B S R B 4

ke Bork @ HEL HEFE CR P
Bt iE

PEEEFRED>TE L * 2 950 .959 048  19.975 ***
PHEHFRITL ¥ L 918 225 024 9286 ***
i B P>y i 153 153 020  7.461 ***
T >R E 738 738 .056 13.200 ***
oG P >R E 515 515  .051 10.050 ***
o rEOAELEE 794 794 050 18.210 ***
HatBE>RYBALAE 168 168  .044 3787 *x*
FEEgE>* 3Lk 956 956  .070 13.661 ***
e MHEEDR Y EAAE 017 017 022 -668 .504

F 1 ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05
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~ l CRLRES I L3

o
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