Chiao Da Management Review
Vol. 25 No. 2, 2005
pp.171-210

RIZFTHERERRAXERAL
B ZAR---EoBRAZIRE

The Construction and Comparison of Use Intention Model in
Electronic Learning Market with the perspective of
Organization Learning

#%i#x%¥ Shu-Fei Yang
Dept. of the Information Management
National Sun-Yat-Sen University

#HXZE WenBaoLin
Dept. of the Business Administration,
National Formmosa University

HEMERASEREABRARRFREER UEBER S LT R
TREFHLEERABIT At THR{KLZTAEREGHENA  #H
BEREZETHELANLEAREREAEENLEHER - AARAUEL
HABTAHABRIXPESE XN AbB oAt RE#B T2 ABRKACEM)F
o RE3MIENR A ERBLEEAAHKLL2RERAEAE RN A
BMRALBITLLESN -  BEBRLEFTRIAEETE & *é/‘\*ﬁ AFREE L
Z2ETHEREME AN EEERME
Mest? R E2E -ERER - EBTRENX
Abstract: The rapid development of the Internet and its stability allows for the
popularity of e-learning. As such, a proper understanding on the user model
remains important as a reference for marketers and researchers. Based and
compared different consumer behavioral models and the integrated model, this
study adopts the structure equation model (SEM) for testing the models. A total of
343 entries of data were collected and used in this study to find out how they
affect online learning users. Under the user intent model a comparative analysis
was conducted. The SEM is used for verification. The result indicated that the
user intent model of the online learning market constructed under the integrated
model is most appropriate.
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Adn o B B R & B4 B % 38 (latent independent variable) » % B $7% ~ 47 A 4% 41
fo s W A~ BhkoF B Ao BB A B A K% 5B (latent dependent variable)
ERERRERYIE -

BA #HIXZREHEHMEREK
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) TERES % THES > TERSK, > "TReFR, ~ TiTAE
Flad, ~ THRE ELaf THERER HAGKE-

Q) T#E, 2 T/8is, ~ "TRAGHK, - "ReFH, > "REeHFA
¥Edf ToERKR, HEaRBE-

B) "RuFR 2 TAEES, TRAGHR > "R R E 2GR N e
TR WERBE -

4) "ReHR, 2 TAgES > THERBK EEaR TRERR HE
ABE -

) TirhiEHsE, % TiT8as, - TERGKR FEGN TRAR
HaaRE -

6) "HERHE % TiASES HERBE -

3. AR %
3.1 M &%

FARBESRERRG  F—HMAERGHR S FoHHeETAH
PR WoFgA - Refgh - oBREBE BRI ATHE
oA AS BR B -BRE -HE FuAEAES 0 FLIFN
HRIBBEARAREN - LERFAEHRALEHEANA > A Likert ZHE S
BEENRHHERORETREARESL -

MARRANRAMBARTEANE —RE > EEZ B ) ENMBRE
EBBKGFAE BRAFREAMANEAR - AR U@EBRPMELALE 21
rETRARR - BRBERNAETEES  HEBAGRAETRNT—RME
Pk — o

ARARAT R E R AR AT ISR — B M & R > B3 Cronbach o 443K
23 Gay (1992)Z#45 0.7 AL > BHERBRELEHRAMEMEMRL A
AEGEXEE
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k— EEHA/HK
BhAYE # & ¢ BB 3 |Cronbach o 14 #
rat S E 0.9374
RlEBEMAE |5 0.7508
Z KR |5 0.7736
ITBEH LR (4 0.6867
Nk f A 5 0.7908
WhoH B 5 0.8931
4o % B 5 0.8199
R 13 0.9276
;}; B 4 0.7442
B 4 0.9510
N 10 0.8329
“leErmg |4 0.9039
B 3 0.8892
#ERE" 5 0.8326
2R B BN R

MEBRAEYRAETHES  wRAR - RASHMH RefA R
S f A TAHERR BERMEREAFREBEREZ R R ZATT -
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BEEEA

SHuE
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TS BEHBELE AR L LETHERTHIER UM
HEBEEREFRRAKLIEZ2ENS:E HOBEZ SR BES
(AFEALEE - HHANE  REHE - 200F5)  BEE
HLEEET SHEL-A4BRE - AEETERR) AR
HTHAREGHEREN AR EERTOE B
BATEE TR LB AR RS BB
o RS~ PEARE) - EHVEK(LHBL A~ 0a -
S BEM - TEN -

Likert 285 R K » HHEB LS
BEadadiaserie
BRI EEHTHEMLEELEME
HIEFRAP)EIEEES
)

fo BB

RAEBAHERERGIFHR > THBASFRTERLT R
HMEREHORE  FAARRRABEERALEMERA
REIZLEEERN > TRAVACTHBATRAKBENRE %
BOERMBIAE S RAGMEME - RESSE - REWH - £3
BREZ  REEBEGCRLNOEEAR -

Likert B BE R B » # B A
REZSFERAKLET B R
HMERREFIAGEFTARE
AMBEFTRESH) -

®A o

ERABBRGETLERALCERR LBV ETERNNINEL
BERF HRAHEIERABANARRL(AEASAER
B BERMGETLE - BRR ) e R(EHEAHH
FBREFHTRE - FRARNSE  ZERAIFER
BER -BRAFBMEERR S ERME) TRRE(LHEA

JEABEERARERE A BMA AERAMRBREMRMF 2

F R IRE) -

Likert BB R E » 2B LS
BB AK I LENEEN
BaFEERAMBEESG

)

o f A

RIEBEGREFIRVACAKLEIHN I ERARERR
HEBE - A ERTRELEHERRLETRE - £33 8S
HER - TREBEARFES - THELATERET LUK
ECHINRLVRFAASEAMEBACRAEERASLE
SV ZWpER -

LikertZ $ R B » # BB AR
REHNERKEEF R
WwERBRE HEEHGEY
AEEAT)EI LA ES

)

Wi hy A

REGLEGCAEZMBRBBRHERLETEFEANRE - &
MANBERLETLAAXE L0  BRBEAKRELETAE
REGH -ESVELEBAHR - RERAREY - PEHER
HTREIAHERLAGRLRFELET 205 -

Likert % 8 R & * 5 & B4
AEHNBELLELE o0
W RRE HERLREEY
AREAP)EEFRES

)

T RHEH o
®

TRHEMNEREREBOA LRI ZRE-TAZFABRNE
B RRABAMBEEGTRFMRE o K5 RRALREAIEH
W~ B REEE  FRMRE A ERANM T A
FHEAKLEF AT AHENLE -

LikertB 6 R & © B B AR
RAHMER G LBEEE
HiT RN R HEE D
R UPSEET I L
(59) -

EEREAY—FH - TAHALRHRE AMRERAEL
REEHPRLEEEEHEFTHEN > WEARLEEEY
ABBHTE - FHEBLY ARG L TR REER
ARAENEER -

LikertZ ¥ R - ¥ £4E
RERNERG L2 RN
B HmEEHEE TR EA
MEFFRAEEH)

"B ER

THEQABAEREBRMATRRRGEZTH R
BoAAARBABEEREHUNERLLELEHER &
AREAREFG LI RARGRLE LY - BERAL
LETRAEGESETE - BRE2VRR > RATEHERL
FE RANBEAER - ERHTARTEFERELEY

REFTHAERAANERAES -

LikertZ B5 R B » i E B4l
AEHNERKLLT e
RER HEEHGEFRR
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3.3 ik ik Rk ARE

KRIZFABEBRMGFERR TR T ZHARE - BEMERY
EATHRSIAKEFEHER TENHENQK 2T RMMAAEL - HA
L2BAMBHREAARESAHAEEZES c ANLERE » AHFERTH
Eahte ARANEBEERABATAEIRER FRRARASHIE
BRNEERBEARE BLHERE PLREEARHARERNEL

ARREERBEATRAAFREBHEXME R B E G B BATH
A9 E > RIE Tanaka(1987)9 R H » BARUNR I Z XA ER R EAHS
BRl» AAARMAEZBESE S 66 BEAE > HH 423 4y > =L 356 4o
B E 84%  HAREUFTHRBB—FHARAZRABSIHA  BHibE
i I3 HERREL A ARAKR 3B L BRELEHME - AR
AEHERWEEZ - :

R=E HRAEREH

AR B BB A# B AR BB A# EHHk
B 176  51.3% e 37 10.8%
ey * 160  46.6% % 34 9.9%
HRA 7 2.1% FEaN% 100 29.2%
20% AT 10 2.9% O 3 26 7.6%
21-25% 130 37.9% o SEE 12 3.5%
26-30%, 103 30.0% " BWME 27 7.9%
EXN 31-35% 47 13.7% ' A ¥ 39 11.4%
36-40%% 27 7.9% B 48 14.0%
408 % k 22 6.4% 2 16 4.7%
B R1E 4 1.2% g A 4 1%
HE(2)RT 2 0.6% RBEH 12 3.5%
; & P () 60  17.5% EEE 34 99%
HATHEE A& 231 67.3% 1~2% 84 24.5%
B % P 38 11.1% ) 2~3% 62  18.1%
¢ ®]
R 12 359 |BBER 3EnE 146 426%
. ) F3 123 35.9% HBE 5 1.4%
b ]
N ﬁg;igﬁ‘t 5 209 60.9%
WRRHE 11 3.2%
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3.4 FORHH 5

ERITRABAEIMHEATEBES SEMRE - UBHFH AR
(Regression-based technique)#y % % Z # 47 - L& SBH LW > CHNREN.
FERARGERIOWE  RRABRES QY AMYNG RN ERTEHR
B &y B R B 14 S Bk 3% 32 3 (MacCallum, Rozmowski, Mar and Reith,1994 ;
Igbaria, Guimaraes and Davis, 1995) - B 3t » 4% FIBREBMHT K F L6 » A
HFHRGARERXLEEAERER > HERRINE > FALHEANER R
B3 THIWHEXRE —RE] 0 e ARETUATRERREHAS
EBLEGRATRE - FEBAGAZHMABME -

MEERARERFEERHSBAEBALMHBERMAE  KERA LB
#7 (path analysis)ay F X 4T > B R UBLB S REFTHRBEEARRE R WA
W FARE A BBIM G —LEARBE (DEREAEER (D)
faAE QFAEEA@EEEN) - @ SEM HKirAHRMESNE - (DT
Bt S MaBMR ARG QP EAREEERBGTRREOR
& LB A LT B2 P % &% £ (Hair,Anderson, Tatham and Black,1998) »
B ok » SEM T S0 ARAR B 047 4 FR A

BERR > SEM RESG R F oM A GBI FTBEX - LT UF R
— R BARBIRGZBEGAZMGHG  BASETUA —BARSERE
$oE > BLBPHETULNSERINEEH BHBTERRY - —LBHBRENRE
MR EAERARELREUA—EEG MIeEAL - BRBEABFLEH >
FE R F A MA S RBEERIBHAE > SLEBASEIMEFAELE
H R4 > SEM Bp 2 MMM A R AT LA - SR EFNMS - BB
BEGANUANE RN G EE  ZaxrEadi > BHNALBREEE R
it X ey Eadde » SRR R B R 44 > Bp SEM 89 B #4(Reisinger and Turner,
1999) «
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4. R REH

AAREAER S REFS A OR B AN EHHIEERB 1048 BEX
BT et Rt RBREA LG R TRERK WA » A5
R E A SPSS 4t & > 2 A RMER RN THEeSHERE  EBRE
SO ERE IV R AREEHRA YA ERE 3 BEASHAYTFE
Fh SETH ALY TFREZRELEG - EASHAN TR RGO RLR
B~ TERPEIHBERE THASEHNEEER S BHR - B% -~ EE
EX 2% W

A% X LISREL A & Z & K #% 4 4 3 7% Maximum Likelihood
Estimation, MLEM &3 2% - B3R X — 2 BB L2 R EHBAH 298 »
BAGIESRBES-6-7-8-8> 48367 717778 81 B ki BEH%
ATAE B AR A2 M A E R BB W& E 4L % (over identified) » R
& 5] A 2 HAEE PR B8 ) 4% B Aol X (Davis, 1993 ; Reilly, 1995 ; Rigdon,
1995) « 3 K% MLE ZH A FEBERRYHEAMYER » KAAFEHHEAR
RIPRE BB AE A 343 BEB KX —EMX TR ER L4 Q-plot 57 4
ELFBREEBR AR AGLEER - bt BAYANREYER R
FANEREHTGOBER  HRAFERADNAITHREE -

MEFRALGBERER  BLEBXEETHIE BHTEE TR
R, >~ TREeER ) S EREYEAAERSAHS TRE, WA E
HE G TwBERR P TITARNSRE ) —EBARANRERZOHE
P BB SR EHAE  BAESS T ERE, f T/AAERHLE ) &R
EHRRAN AR ThHBRKR, o TTAEHAE | R BRSNS —B
RAARM TIT BN R HEEHERNESH S EH%B{ecode) B R 3t
o BE-FEITAH -
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41 BN AREE

BANARBEEWTEBLYERTREABENEEARE » A
BRERFTEE - A LR Bagozzi and Yi(1988) ey &% » B =EE ¥
RERRFENEES » OHRBENBRENEE - BASENEAREE - BA
BEGTHERBRE > X kD o

k™ m%ﬁﬂzm&m@&#&ﬁ

SRR - 1K = B
A ﬁmé%%%%Jﬁ%ﬁ% 8T kit | BAE
I FRBK g |HEERBR Vg anx’| EeRL
SR (0758=066) | (0.39~0.73) | (0.39~0.73) | (0.58=0.74) | (0.57<0.73)
) (0.657 (0soh (0703 (0.698 0.689
0.436 0.429 0.443 0.437 0.427
% B R (02%7;2775) (0.2%8;‘?7.74) ©89-0.75)
no=3 - - : '
» 0.496 0.496 0.507
- (0.73~0.78) | (0.73~0.79) | (0.73-0.77
BRI R - - 20.844 go 841 g
{0.63<0.75) 0.373 025%975) ( 2'575 )
30, = 0.64-0.75
framdleR) (0747 - go 1 §0.747g
. 0497 : 0493 0.497
no= no= no= no=
©043-077) | (049-074) | (0.80-0.84) | (0.75-084) | (0.80-0.84
Ly 4 0.894 0.568 O8%o3Y | OTaid® | Of%3
o ;)94%286) . %4%287) . 0.66784) 0.657 0.667
= 2790, 80-0. 0.78~0.87) | (0.79-0.87
® A% f1) V0800 0.891 0.891] ( (0887 7] (0891 :
(. g96%075) © &%375) {© g{;%lm) (0 g '66373) g =
- = 690, 680, 680, 069-0.76
ir o e = go ssog §o.sso§ 0550) (0839 ( )
0.531 0.531 0.531 0.499 0533
0.15°086) | (0.750.85) ©01086) | 075085) | (075084
o (0749 Eo.sss’g %0.74?3 wssey) | Cises?
0.353 0.597 0.354 (0538 (058

BEAWTh THRAE | OENEREENR 0.57~0.87 2/ > B0k
HBE0S5 ABAMHER - ANEBLESEERGMR - R A - BieF A -
FhEslcd - EE-ERER Ao ERB O EREERSES
0.689 ~ 0.755 ~ 0.844 ~ 0.747 ~ 0.857 ~ 0.891 ~ 0.851 ~ 0.856 > > *f Rk 0.6
UESFHERE mBLESENPHEBERREKRFS 0427~ 0.507 ~
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0.575 ~ 0.497 ~ 0.667 ~ 0.671 ~ 0.533 ~ 0.598 » > T & A Sy FufT BIEHl 4o
EHME BN EARLAE RN PHEEIHREFEINOS AL -

b ERBLAYEYERBENRE > REBEAHK -2 EEER
ERPHEN0S AapEREABRASARE  ZERANY ZAEE
A ARMER - Bt BWM T FARMBHEBEE - BLERAE
BREERPFHEERREMNT  BAZANEARGEIERGBLE S AR
RBEZREBVBEEENEX -2 KW -

RE RBEBRBRMEES

_t‘*%ﬁ BX— B ik = BX .
* %m%%%%#%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ&&égiﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ ggﬁﬁ
4 R AKX # X B
1% A B 0.53 0.54 0.52 0.70 0.54
W40 B A - - 0.67 - 0.74
Rho kA - - 0.81 - 0.81
g B 4 Hl b 0.74 - 0.69 0.77
LB 0.88 0.90 0.68 0.67 0.68
R ER 0.64 0.64 0.67 0.65 0.65
G P &L A SR
4.2 HE & X E

ERERAMELALT > TEARBEREREIHRENHEE » UK
BEHAEMMRBARBER BN BUBX B EERE CEMKBEEE
B RE B W5 AR -

BEANTHR B ARA ALY P ARSI IARGELER B
RS B4 G A B o M LRI 32 B p<O.01 HEEERE > BT AR RATEHZE
AEZHENAERE LB LR RAFEHNEEM® -
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N HAERARBRENKE

HEEREINHE e Ay df Adf p<0.01
B —(Heayl 8247 48) 192319 860.87 368 14 2
BX-GHETHER) 1395.39 333.07 364 10 Z
BRAEZ(HEESHR) 1596.62 534.3 358 4 £
ﬁﬁm(é&%ﬁg#@ﬁ%ﬂ 1210.24 147.92 357 3 b
BAL(EARRK) 1062.32 354 -
43 FRBM A mEE

ERBARAELSBHRAK HERAR  HBERBEZF B
O RHREEANFEERBATURAREOLZ HER 8 HE
R HERBEREREAPEAERAULRER  HHEBE AT
FEBEANHEEE - SR AERRYEER R LT -

BAGEHPLRANTH p)REAEZALI LI » RAEK GFI-
AGFI ~ NFI » NNFI + CFI v RMSEA #) i oA tb#k - & BT XA
fe o fE B A b B4 X/ > B GFI~ AGFI - NFI ~ NNFI » CFI #= RMSEA
BEBERE O BREAEREEERME - FEXZFOHERBANER
B A EXEASGELZM > EHRHERYELE 08 XL BIHEAZE
TuE2e Bib ¥8mT XL TUAAABTERYBREETN A
EEEREEEEZHAHEME L BB -
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2t MEBRAZEWEEHELRL

BEEA R, z° (df z%/df | GFI | AGFI| RMSEA | NFI | NNFI | CFI
(5 4b§§§f;%‘ﬁ%) 1923.19(368) {5.226 [0.72 ]0.69 |0.111 0.72 10.74 ]0.76
(ﬁﬁﬁ?%iﬁ%ﬁ) 1395.39(364) (3.833 {0.78 1{0.74 {0.091 0.79 10.82 10.84
(ﬂ&%&i’;ﬁiﬁ) 1596.62(358) {4.460 |0.76 ]0.70 |0.101 0.76 |0.78 10.80
(#%%iéﬁz%rgz%iiéﬁ) 1210.24(357) |3.390 {0.80 |0.76 0.084 0.81 0.84 10.86
(&tﬁ;};;—{) 1062.32(354) {3.000 [0.82 10.78 |0.076 0.83 0.86 [0.88
ZHa AR <3 >0.9 | >0.9 | <0.08 | >0.9 | >0.9 | >0.9

44 BBR SR8 M BB 41

AAEUEXEIEALERNEREHEBE Y2 TR EAANPEF
FAEMEBNEBHEEEFTENN 056~089 4L 0.5 2R L > HoH
Hairetal ,(1998)#9 2234 - £¥ M T » RERWER - B4 BEGEY
CR(composite reliability){E Z /A F Bl EH AR AN AR A TFTHAERAN
W—BME EERADE T EIAZ e — BN LS -Fornell and Larcker(1981)
RHMAEE 0.6 A EREAANIF4o o EX LS80y CREMAE 0.6 R ERE >
B A H 0.684~0.882 > REAFFFTAE X P30 —BME R4F o
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AN BABAZBHZEEIHMEX

ax |puy |PHRERER @R
L G I M RERlra eas|®
i
BAGEBLL(Y]) 0.68 |11.01 |0.54
g:& ?(')1785) BRI R(Y2) , 077 |11.56 [0.41  [0.744
' £ ERAKBE(3) 0.65 [10.55 [0.57
EREBHBTHE LSRR LT HENS (075 (983 [0.44
Wi [3.51 18 B LS BB 2 T (YS) 0.79 (993 {037 0.845
£8 1(0.79) 1% A B EERGEANKSFHRE(YE) 072 953 048 |
15 @ BT e T R B M AE(NT) 0.77 |9.86 [0.40
ko LUREEBRHELARAE S H(YS) 0.56 |7.11  10.68
‘gm 3.35(0.81) |#éhik B EB# B hELE G 0(Y9) 0.57 |7.06 [0.68 |0.684
EREEHELEED LR AEFIE(YL0) 080 {743 (036
T3 333 EREBREERNEAEN NI 0.82 19.65 0.33
5 (6.85) B HEWRERTERESLE(YI2) 0.60 |10.99 [0.64 [0.790
o WA R R T e A E A B RI(Y13) 0.81 [9.56 [0.35
1B R R R RIS T iE(Y14) 0.89 112.22 (0.2t
B 36234) B AR RIS B (Y15) 075 1232 |043  [0.865
3 R B2 R 28 B (Y16) 0.83 {10.61 [0.31
EAREH EBFEBHLLB(YL) 0.86 (12.74 10.26
#8331 FEEREBHERR LWL T EHE(YIB) 0.77 [12.50 |0.41
g6 (087 |[RBBEIAR RATERMAHERL(VI) 074 (1226 046 |00
ERmT o TREERHEET(Y20) 0.86 [13.14 |0.25
BB E SITHED 0.77 |15.05 [0.40
. w2k R EHXK) 073 |14.63 {0.47
i ey |[ABEERELHCD) 069 [13.74 [052 |0.858
- ' GEEE TS 2. 10C)) 0.73 [15.11 l0.46
BHEPEEHR LX) 0.77 {1583 [0.41
R B AR R R E SRR HXE) 0.73  |14.69 [0.47
%% (230 CRECES b £ R R S L1 0] 0.78 [16.20 [0.39 0.856
R |(0.91) R B R AR E S 8X8) 0.73 [14.87 l046 |
ERERHETERREHR(X9) 0.85 118.18 0.28

i AVE R ABASEZI LB EYAHUBLEG A THY EHE
A% AVER S EARBEFRA QS5 E KM E » Fornell and
Larcker(198 DB EZEBEAN 05 A A FHET AXEXLSHF
TR 894%(0.493) ~ 34 5 B (0.426) R 2 ERARE S - A% e AVE
A 0S5 ZEMUE - HAABMNR 0.547~0.683 -

ARAEBZEFNKLENRE RN BHAEZH R GRE—1E
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BRZPHEERREFANSRE S AN MAE SR LBREH
SO%Lx_l:E'H%z(Fdrnell and Larcker, 1981 ; Hair et al., 1998) - su R 5 4 ¥
HERZRAERNZEAFE—SHEIPHERMRE FERTASH
$EAPY > E—YBEZRENEATRLAS —EEEZRTNE - BREX
ABT FASAZTHRERRESANSAMZMAME Bk R E
$HAAH RAHWE I LK -

2 AERAMBDENERS

AT B3 :
% % BE EREa|ffaad TRk

RefA

AT AT o

&R : 0.543  }0.665
wRE®  |0519  0.569
Téas 0.501 0.578
o0 % R _jo.141 -0.107
it BERE  (0.493 0.576

EHARZBBEVEMRRFHERBREFAVEWA TR U ARGBAEHERB R 690 M H 3 -

4.5 s M X 24

EHBARAFTHEABET M RE » SEM & 43 & 4*(Chi-square)fE
AREHBBZ— BT LS AREEAE SEM RE T Z 6948 M 3t
 ##2(Joreskog and Sorbom,1996) - B X M A EFARTBR AW EEE
4 #7 (model fitness)(dm & + A 57 ) B BB 5 R AE X 64 A28 ) (Jo B ALFF ) -
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2+ AMARK SRR H

#2, 3% 35 42 (Fit Indices) RRERBE pry
z (Chi-square) ghEH 730.36(p=0.000)
X g3t 8 & & (degrees of freedom)a b <3 ' 2.22(df=329)

e 3% & 35 4 (goodness of fit index, GFI) >0.9 0.87

3 A 14 ) 8238 B 35 42 (adjusted goodness of fit index, AGFI) [>0.9 0.83

RMSEA (root mean square error of approximation) <0.08 0.06

MR ERFTR _ ;

A 2w i & 35 1% (normed fit index, NFI) >0.9 0.88

3k & % #e i & 45 42 (non-normed fit index, NNFI) >0.9 0.92

bh 8% B¢ i K 45 4% (comparative fit index, CFI) >0.9 0.93

R+ PEBEAF LS P-value 7 001 BAAEEXABRRETH
ZHAFRFHEREE  AEELHIBR EERFEIREL— HZHEK
BANBEHEE > Bk Bagozzi and Yi(1988) AW H A A ey A
MRAEE RFFREAALAGERBR G ERAREE LA RE
BB BERENHRERURZR 2 & 3 A4 £ (Carmines and Mclver,
1981 ; Chin and Todd, 1995 ; Hair et al,1998) « f& KB % F b {E 7
32 BMTEHFRBARNINBE AAREAR AT RELTHHKX -
ERN A eR#BNE M H5 424 GFL~ AGFI fu NFI /A3 348 » 12 Hair et al.(1998)
WHGFI-AGFI-NFI A QB 1 &4 B8 -@HERERAZRE
Hobb g X M ay &Ll B » ® Baumgartner & Homburg(1996)## %, 1977-1994 4
FIAT4H 4 3 & 437 X SEM #4727 84 184 B ik » GFI~ AGFI f&an
WAL XBREE S5 5 24%~48% I ETHZMHEEB N Bk B R
mm*ﬁﬂiﬁﬁigéﬂﬁx WEE o

A5 BB 5 K R R B Journal of Marketing, Journal of Marketing Research, International Journal of Research in
Marketing, Journal of Consumer Research ¥ &g #] B2z X & -
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& p<0.1» **% p<0.05 ***& p<0.01

BA BAEEALXHKLIZFEHAEARNEHE

BATHESEEGEACRE LAY @h&BTREABHYEHE
RoETUREHBKXE 22 HEEMG > £4 11 SHGEsBREKREQ
=0.0175 He Bt | B 2 K& 0 =005 1 &ML L B B8 2K E ¢=0.1" Bk -
ERBERERLEOL BXETH 1T HRBEMGEESKE - 55 7
ERAPERPAR LB WERZHIR)IN AL £ A HR049) - R
%0 5 F(0.73) ~ 34 B(0.77) ~ 47 B3 40 8(0.58) ~ BE0.67) A ER
(0.68) » ZFATHEAAKATUATRRER GHRAEN B 49% FT4asd 28
Rtk AR BBE8 $ATUAEHRARNRLH A - FHEH B0
hE&H 13%58% B gRmE » WAT4846(y3=046)8 % Fak Rk
BA - RRAEBHH(B21=041) > 2o BRBR(7 =020 L& | » #4754
EH 5o E T MER S R(B0=0.65)BERRRKR 4 BRAR(7 2=-0.24)
RZ AT AL S RRE - ERB MR ) AW EELE AT AR
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