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Abstract

The subject of this essay is to study the relationship among visitor’s experience,
motivation, destination image, satisfaction and behavioral intentions for Heritage

Tourism and discuss if there would be variances of first model ~ repeat model and total

model among visitor’s experience, motivation, -destination image, satisfaction and
behavioral intentions. The objects of this study are mainly tourists of the Chihcan
Tower of Taiwan City. 514 issued questionnaires were effective in a total of 550
issued questionnaires; the survey was conducted from August 8 to August 31, 2010.
The data was run by SPSS 12.0 and LISREL 8.80 to analyse the descriptive statistic,
reliability analysis, item analysis, independent-samples T-test, and structural equation
modeling will be used to analyze the diversity of the data collected. The result of
research are as follows:

The object of this study is mainly the tourist of Chihcan Tower, we found most of
samples are single female; age 16 to 24; having undergraduate educational background;
traveling with their classmates; 2 or 3-person group; month salary under 10,000 NTD;
living in Taipei County; using cars or motorcycles for their transportation. In total
model, the knowledge of motivation affected affective image positively and the
atmosphere of “cognitive” had positive correlation with affective image and satisfaction;
satisfaction and behavioral intentions had positive correlation. In first model, the
atmosphere of cognitive image had positive correlation with affective image and
satisfaction; satisfaction and behavioral intentions had positive correlation. In repeat

model, the entertainment of motivation had positive correlation with affective image,

IT



the atmosphere of cognitive image and affective image had positive correlation, and
cultural resources and satisfaction had as well. ~ After comparing with those modes, we
found that no matter witch modes the atmosphere of cognitive image was the majesty of
reason of attraction. The knowledge of motivation was the considerable affection in
total model. In repeat model the affective image affected satisfaction and the
satisfaction affected behavioral intention positively more than they did in first model.

Keywords: Heritage tourism; Motivation; Destination image; Satisfaction; Behavioral

intentions
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AKRHIFEE ST EIRIARIE S A - G b HA GBI h E ~ EREE
BRTLT RIS MEORAEDS K - WFTCaE R Heam 2 HA Bt A A H IR

B A FEN AT IRFISEAS T S il s E 2 > AR EsREO L B 7= -

CAMHFTERE AR G TISE - THE B A s B B RIA A e (B A EEEE
/\EL§H@ HﬂEEEﬁ?& 5@\

1.4 5 E
AWRFE K ARRA aE E F o il T

)=

L4.1 IEEACER
AW E 2 A SR E EARRIR DT - AT e R A e oy R e IRy
F—HENFREAETT > 55 KL ERFREAE R DR fH e

1.4.2 R Fhik
Berkman #{1 Gilson(1978)f5 tHEMEE NIHIT RIVEF R I & - FREFENE Ry — b
B3> B A i e A R O EE AR K M@ B (e i TS By HL R [N (Iso-Ahola



& Allen, 1982) » ARSI = BT R BRI LR -

1.4.3 LIRS

Gartner(1993)5RHIZE 7Y EAZAY (S SFIRE AR > AR AN BIE > SRAIENSZ
B BEERACER B - Stabler(1995)1ERT A1 Rz H T E S - IR
RS ERBEEEG o ARFFTATIERR AR S R il F SBITR AR Y R B R R
LA INEF I

144 BEER
Gartner(1993)15 RLEN G2 A R iz H 0yt 5 RUAIHEEL AU ST aTiatE RENS:
FolE & SR AR R Z 1B -

1.4.5 TR RS

Beard 71 Ragheb(1980) %% % iais & o e B A B R ARG EIHV(E N B A BUZ R
2 RS S Y R PR IR A [E] H A MR B 1 H SRR 1T LR T £ (Kotler,
Haider, & Rein, 1994b) « REFEARMEE » B SRR RE L 2 (8N HES

1.4.6 17 Ry ElE
17 B EIE B HEE T HE & B E M EUE 3 FT B AL 2 17 By {H =) (Engel,
Blackwell, & Miniard, 1995) - Chi £ Qu(2008) =M & /& B =i RIg s HiE >

BT Ry R B Ry A Z PR > AW ZEFTE 21T REE - EF 2B SRR G IRR
2P B A B HE AR A AT Ry B

Z ~ JURRBREY
AE | ERERE RS Mk BN ~ By RS ~ IR E T Ry B AH BE SRR
Eel 8Bk Z i - HIVESR - EOmEENTT REE 2 AHBE Y -
2.1 Efji&HY € £ (Motivation)
Oliver(1997)5% Ay 75 K2 NBHENRAVEL /> ([ AN FERETSS DA 4R AR ER



SPERIREE - I OHERREE HedR (EFRE IR - RN e 2 A E A B i B RSt T
Hfj(Goossens, 2000)  Schiffman 1 Kanuk(1978):R BHEIE SNE & - TR AR
BV RHEEN(E AN S 87T Ry BtEAVER R (8 AT Rl e » BB E 7 AR 2
7oK - Silva fiI Weinberg(1984)f5 B & MM - f& 1T R58E (intensity) i
7Ry 75 Im) (direction) » 17 Ry 58 BE FREHG 52 AT R P tRAVES AR - 17 K7 1= A2
(BB R e R IR AT Ry

Berkman A1 Gilson(1978)Ei/E \NFT BB R I E - IHEETT /TR
(B AT RELIE - FUiREE HEYHE R R 3 ERIE - bTsTehika B
i i< 2 I1E 000 B 2R 52 (Moutinho, 1987 ; Schiffman & Kanuk, 1978) - Crompton I
McKay(1997)E % Fs P31 0 BRI 22 BRI R SRR S 3T {18 A 78 22 B R sl S IR R
Pk EIRFTRANSGE » FTORANIE R ERIRERATR K - AT RIERLEH
HAA AR > G Rl ek & - AR 7 2SI HARMm e
PIangs N TIERRES - Aig e fa B FORATHR A E > REAEA HAVEERET R
A > fRiEERZ % - Dann(198 1)aR BHEHHE (B RS S0 IS i 2 815
AEFENE G HEIRRE » SREENR IS E NS IIRESZIRIFR K - IRIEEHE S —
fEBEE /) - Be(E R M A EA OB K - B ER R ERIT/EHHAEIERRA
(Iso-Ahola & Allen, 1982) « ARBFFEE 1T Ry I ERBEE)JTHE LUR e 20 LEERE K -
WEIE R K2 BE SR EE RN -

2.1.1 Bt 2R

Crompton(1979b)Re R EF % 7T Ko TURE - ARMEEILAS ~ B2~ 52 ~ B~ [mlfE
MR R ~ (et g L EIRE R - ZUE AR o TR R B R HEBh ERF E
152 ((push and pull model) » FERREZRF(E 8815 H By By — 3477 - 55— RoHEH) push
NZE > IR OHEINER - HEEHE N EBER AT A S A H AT - AP el UE
B A B[ o172 F-#7(Kim & Lee, 2002) 55 — Bs411 7] pull [NZ - B AT E HAHEFT
i e oy FL RIS [T o RN RNHUEINE © Aig BNEFR K - A sk
H & ATE LU AT e AVIRAE © 1R AR (A B8 H BRI NE D& - B RERY



H Y3 A B JE M 2 2 (Klenosky, 2002) » [EREECERBH AP EL %L M3 A
H {E FH M B [ it 5 93 (Cha, McCleary, & Uysal, 1995) < Uysal F1 Jurowski(1994)
HRASNERHETRISMNER AL T2 HE DB 2B R ~ (RS TR - B~ f#
FERIES ~ PRRDUSAT G &) 5 SMETE S H etk s 17 - BEA &R A0 -
IRFEVES) ~ LRSS TRATEE AN - S S -

Loker A1 Perdue(1992) fik g8 sy Ry 7N © BLEE BB ~ A3 ERRERL
FRZEA - - RARATLE R USRS EAUET - Yoon AT Uysal(2005)F/5E 3%
FoHEBIN R BB 1B - akile ~ (RG] ~ LG L8 - RIERIRSE - B R BNk
H At R A O EED T - Jang AT Wu(2000) W28 Ry EEN A 2R R oK A ~ BURAEER A
MR > FIBINER R H AR SEHERREIN R ~ 165 ~ Sl a 4 -

2.1.2 Bhf%IIAE BRI ST
EEIT R E AN OB - (g BT Ry RIS 0 STEEIR M R
Hull(1943,1952)%& 77/ 5 (drive reduction theory) ~ Maslow (1943, 1954)25 3K &2k

I =@ (hierarchy of needs) > Lewin(1938) Hf & & {& (expectancy-value theories) F/I
Bettman(1979) H {225 [5](goal-directed behavior) > Pearce F1 Caltabiano(1983)Jf F &t
GBI 7R R R B - T A B IR R LL T T B IR T
/K PERORRZR 5 R EH -

Lundberg(197 D& FH5E ARSI - i 18 P BB ZE > 5
Fo(DAEF B (educational motives) = AIHFEFEAIEENI BRI L BT ¢ (Q)BRAAT
BRI i relaxation and pleasure seeking motives) : {1 RIS SR
B : (3B (ethnic motives) © AIFFFFIRILIR + (4)E B (sundry motives) :
AVEE ~ AFEATEE © Goeldner A1 Ritchie(2003)iF &t 7 75(1) 5 #5(physical) = 411
5% ()3 {E(cultural) = ANEESRHHIHIE RIS © (3) AP (interpersonal) = #1tL3H]
PASSEHT IR © (4)EE K (prestige) © BIAIH 2RI HFKEHL - Cha ~ McCleary fl
Uysal(1995)b158 H AR Mz Bhiite e SRR © BOZ ~ RIS - Slg -~ B -
FIEMIBEE 3L 6 75 - Pearce F1 Lee(2005)58 fs % LY CHE BTt & b ~ i RR LT
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HERES - B HRSEEATAEZ LB - Park F1 Yoon(2009)b 5T
AR e Bl AT > BT 18 BEDAE > 252 (AR A R P s R AR A T
ZHT ~ ANOVA ~ RUtaE - (5 REBRERIEI R R ~ 1181k ~ 825 -
SR BEREE ~ R AIELE - Oh ~ Uysal F1 Weaver(1995)F " # — Firf&={ | (push- pull
model)RHRZVEAE 1557 ol UfE - (DL EETEHRERE - ArEL EAHTIEFATRE
B L QUEERREE - SEEEHNEY) - RBRINEEAYH - JRITLUE S
BT Qe e - SEERAE T EESRR  OEERRE S8
JCSEHENTE U &) - Kam H1 James(201 Db FERMm EHAEN - iEkr B E S
FIttEratE ~ ARENIBGE - SFE B IR DU S - M Edat Al AMOS » 1R
AT B AT R 508 © Yooshik 1 Muzaffer(2005)fic iz B EAe o 1
sz e B SRR 148 (ARSI SR UARET K - IRk
HE i T PR E Y IS GRE R (% S& 3R i o Yy B DR 22 IH B 8 R 20 i o T LG
L - BRI R IR IR AR 2 H HIHEEHE

2.2 HHAHNE 52 (Destination image)
221 BRIES

Boulding(1956) & 5tz i B 52 (image) 1IHES: » NIEIT R HEEI R IMIER B IR E
BlEE AL EREEENSEE - AMUBHEEBEEMNR - 1F A E B
BRI B 2 TH - Reynolds(1965)f5H S5 TR IF (HERE VLS - EEIABEA
EEREGEIR AP VIS - B - HACMIGRERMEBRY VAT R - BR
AIRESABREIRS 70 F4X - Hunt(197 DES K (E A B02 AP EE AT E At AT A
FRIENS: © Markin(1974) 5 52 Ry {14 LR R AR 1% E & (L » Burgess(1978) & 5235 1
E AR Es > Hilzk B R RS s B MRV - Crompton(1979a)E 52 iE £
FyflEl A5 7 (beliefs) ~ EfE(ideas)HIE1 52 (impressions) AR ©

Dichter(1985)E 5 & —fEEEEEM S > FrsEEEZEZ T > AfHE g
HESHEM N ERY 2R - Embacher 1 Buttle(1989)E[152 K flE Al 52 55
B AEE B E P H] (cognitive) BLEF(E (evaluative) Wi H5{5) < Barich {1 Kotler(1991)



B RAERE TV ~ BB LB SERSE AT ~ Eon o~ fmhf ~ SEHA
VIHIEN S » E15 o] RS LB B B D) B8 2 HL 5[5 T Ry - Fakeye 1 Crompton(1991)
BS Ryl H A BAG EN G B8 5/ DB EN G2 Py B A 1Y B AE 00 B » Kotler ~ Haider Al
Rein(1994b)i )7 BRIV AR E( ~ BAEFIEISAV4ELS - Gartner(1993; 1996) H i,
B FyEd Ml(cognitive) ~ 15 Eli(affective) M= Bfj(conative) FTHH & BT 5 - Gallarza -
Saura 1 Garcfa(2002)7E 52 F 2R (0 HREEHIEAEN: - BN EREE HEMME - &
atE ~ M BRI -

2.2.2 HIM BRI ER

Bz H Ay S S5 o 6 A El1ZR (impression) ~ JEl A (perception) AT HH & {52
(mental representation) {2 b H YR SR - Crompton(1979a) H M R 52 FE & BT
AR BRE R » ME R R A (7 ~ AERBLEACEI S 7 S8 - Assael(1984) HHY
S Ry S A FIRE ARG E A H S E 0 MRS © Phelps(1986) H AV 52 Ky it
HhITHYIENAIEE IS © Gartner 1 Hunt(1987) H iy 2 5 A IFEREE R AVEIS -
Moutinho(1987)5tHH HHUII 52 Rl & TR ERVARE - SRR ST
TE A ZFT4H R » Echtner A1 Ritchie(1991) H (37252 Ky B Ay ({1851 5058 /25
PERIECBEEN 2T -

Dadgostar {1 Isotalo(1992) H #5252 Ry {8 A\ S5 HIFERIREEEMIEI SR - Milman
H1 Pizam(1995) H HY il 75 52 /2 ¥ #th U5 #Y 15 52 El S 5Ok H ET 5 - MacKay Al
Fesenmaier(1997)78 52 Fy ¥ 2 ah B BIHE S VEHVFERGEN S - Pritchard(1998) H HYHEE
GE B EH B RN SR SR THIE 52 - Baloglu A1 McCleary(1999a) H HYHITE 52 By
{8 A CBRFRABE RN, ~ 5RO FEAGENSR - Coshall(2000) H #YiE SZ (& A HAYH
HYRFIRE 2 - Tapachai f1 Waryszak(2000) F #3735 2 B 28 K2 S gL TR 7 BOH
FH{EE - Kim Al Klenosky(2003) H HyHE SR BEH THIREREIRE &EE - 1
% WIENE R EL S S IR R -

Lawson A1 Baud-Bovy(1977) HHYHIE G FflE] N BEERGH — (R ERV 5 B0
T FTARAIERREE ~ Bor ~ fm AR S - HAVHE RE BRI Ry



AFORIZ A RIFE{F A (Baloglu & McClearly, 1999a, b; Chen & Tsai, 2007; Chon
1991; Fakeye & Crompton, 1991; Gartner, 1993; Lee, Lee, & Lee, 2005) - 47& EafiA
WFEER 5 H B E R R B SEERG S T aE R ~ A - BIEMERAH A FH
&I PEEIFEE R -

2.2.3 HAUME SR Z AL

Gunn(1972)z5 0 H A E SRR 2 EIERIACRARIEE B2 8 H P RGRE AR
PIHER R - BRART SR AAEI S (organic image) B4 52 (induced image) » FiIE
RE PR BEPEARTT > & A BT B EARIT TS VS H) - Hunt(1975) 8 F.56
H HAER BN B A RE Y - HAYHERITT B s (HE %A
@ (DB HHERIARERE © QRRTR - BasHleRsdsn) - FHbEGRE
JEE) AR ARARA T oy T ] (BT e R AL IHE S D (Ashworth & Goodall, 1988; Bigne et al.,
2001; Cooper, Fletcher, Gilbert, & Wanhill, 1993; Lee et al., 2005; Mansfeld, 1992) -

Gunn(1988)75 t #i 5 FLJikalz HHURMENSRIP R - $EE Ry—ispilfe > ey vt
PEELE & (D RRMEESHY HEYHIE S - TERFIAE1S (organic image) ; (2)JE1EHE
(ES A BRIV E RS (induced image) + (3)AEFF H AV - ()FFF7 HEYH -
G)ZHLHAYH © (6)[HIF  (DIRIEAERIEIH BYHIEISR - Joiifl BN - ek
FEsEHE L IR S B A A IR AR EN &R - 2RI Se S R I & AR AT T2k
fiE T - A AR RAREN R SRR SR -

Echtner F{1 Ritchie(1991)#2 ik 5 5 52 1 =38 B ARG - (DIhEEM: — 3
(functional / psychological)DREM: Fy FIERZZ BN - B ME Rt G BLEE DI & ¢ (2)
— M — I (common / unique) Sk [E MEAVRHEEIE R E BRI 5 (3)
FEHG I — @M (holistic / attribute-based axes)E 52 H{E Bl B AR ~ st A &R
REE FERIFERGEN G2 G2 FT4H AL - Goossens(2000)35 B 25 2w HUEL ER R PR B (5 FH] —
fERE U E B > (D5 RS EEE - SMNEE M a0 i s -ty e | ROpR e s i

s QSRR - B EME E R R A

¢

Baloglu 1 McClearly(1999a) = [ AH 8 e o 73 Bl Ryl A E SR EA TR JRLEN 2R -

10



Gartner(1993)58 Ryt KIS ¥THY HARHI(E SRS AR > ZRE WNEl @ - sERIEIZRZ
FIEFERAREE  HREIRAE R IR H B IE AR - AMTRAERTT
RF & 2 PR BOE S E S RENE - 1FRAREIREERE -

Stabler(1995){E w0 K1/ RSk iz H (UM = 52 - 2% J8 R 40 Ji S s SRty
fiti » 5B 00 JH BE £ O 0 A (8 N\ 22 3/ Y B B 5[ 7T (Alhemoud &  Armstrong,
1996) - SERIEN R R IBRENSRATS - INI&E S R0 R BLE R BhEI S 2 B2 AG 14 (Anand,
Holbrook, & Stephens, 1988; Holbrook, 1978; Russel & Pratt, 1980; Stern & Krakover,
1993) - Baloglu #1 McCleary(1999a, b) ~ Stern F{1 Krakover(1993) &5 & ~E1&/Z3H]
LUK B R SHE B R BHREAGEN S - FIB AL IS RSP B HI S - HAVHthE
LA EPRHIEN S (cognitive image) ~ 5 ELEI S (affective image) L Kz ZEREE[152 (overall
image)(Baloglu & McClearly, 1999ab; Bigne, Sanchez, & Sanchez, 2001; Pike & Ryan,
2004) -

HAy B 1520 B S B AR - BRIPEUE N FE3nmiayiEs i oy
RZEER T B 5 Eefi(Font, 1997; Phelps, 1986) - 5F{# H YR AV R &
HENE A ZEZ(Chon, 1991; Echtner & Ritchie, 1991; Ross, 1993; Fakeye &
Crompton, 1991) -

2.2.4 Huusth B HIHRBRRTT

Baloglu {1 McClearly(1999a)fz i H A E SR AL B S BIRREARFAE - HEEAT »
EENLAR BRI > HAVHTE R 2 ARR ~ fISNEfEE - ARRE S
{EALEEE ~ % - MERFE R ADSETHEFE - BERE - BSE - HAA
2) » RN R R R E AR GRS BUEAY)  REZAEEREI TH S - WIfE 2-1
R T HE - R AN R VUE R R AV EN SR8 H [F (D G TR E
1996 4 4 FFHEILEYT 448 (75 - BIFEEERINZR T - EREUIT > 53R EH
BRI RSB DR A a4l BB S 12 FE M R BRI R 8 M E
SN2 ERANHEREN IR H R Z 2 8 H A eI 52 - BRI AR RN A HY A [E]
AR ERERE BRI AEHE - B O HA RIS BB ik P 21 &

11



TR o HAYME S AR BORE A DU i N gt 2 8 H Ay S S P A/

STAIETAE » MBI A OB B B 2 S R Ry B (s 5 -

{EPNESES HEH S %ﬂ@?

o EALHE o HIE/ZIHI M@ﬁ
EE o B 2 4
B o HapH %ﬁﬁﬂ
PN o JiRiFaKEs

o At . amm
FE
W
ok
oAl

2-1 HAYMESAH AL

Figure 2-1 Destination image composition
ERlEE © Baloglu #1 McClearly(1999)

Bigne Z£(2001)jA 1996 4 8 HHF5eigPt A FLfmPa oo /& 5. Peniscola #I
Torrevieja #2273 HIEEIX 251 {71 263 {34 - (EHESTEIHT ~ SRR R
Grat B K7 AR (r ERS  FREHIVHER HRELE - WEE - HEERES
e \BYE AT » HEtESEH T MEA R E B ESHEEER -
e M A BRI B AR 2 - RIS E A s B m B B 5 B - iR
FEEHERE M N ER 2 s T S A IE S22, Torrevieja BRI7 » {HiE
HA Peniscola A% 1T -

Gallarza %5(2002)FH 2 1971 & 1999 3 62 TEA REFA iz H 69N SAHRIRFZE » 41
2% 2-1 - JiiKiE H A ENSAHRE ST H b HHEEN SR EARIIL 25 /% HAVHIED
LIVEGEREARIL 137 © HAVEN e PEEUAIE 4 25 1 BRA2 S HAYMEN Sy
B 6 I HAM IR EI 8 R ¢ BRI EAMEIRAEEL 115
HAVEI AV E BRI 31 R

2 2-1 i<z H W ENSAH BRI 72

Table 2-1 Tourist destination image research
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TEEED

H Ay,
ENZHY
it

H Ay,
ENZHY
ApEis
=2

E LD
SRS
B

FRAE S
H HyH,
ENZHY

=V
A

HRy ] 3
H Ay,
EN5HY

B 48
A

JEERRY
H Ay,
EN5
&2}

H Ay,
EN5HY
BT
%

Hunt (1971 ; 1975)

\/

\/

Gunn (1972)

\/

Goodrich (1978)

Crompton (1979a)

\/

Sternquist Witter
(1985)

2l l=2l 2]

Gartner (1989)

Haahti (1986)

Gartner & Hunt
(1987)

Stabler (1988)

Calantone
Benedetto, Hakam,
& Bojanic,(1989)

R <] 2]

<] 2]

Embacher & Buttle
(1989)

Gartner (1989)

Min Han (1989)

<] 2]

2] 2]

Telisman-Kosuta
(1989)

Ashworth &
Voogd (1990)

Reilly (1990)

Ahmed (1991)

<] 2]

Ashworth (1991)

<] 2]

Chon (1991)

Echtner & Ritchie
(1991)

2Ll2l2l=2]<2] < <

2] <2

Fakeye &
Crompton (1991)

Guthrie & Gale
(1991)

Carmichael (1992)

Heath & Wall
(1992)

Valls (1992)

Crompton &
Ankomah (1993)
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TEEED

H Ay,
ENZHY
it

H Ay,
ENZHY
ApEis
=2

E L
SBHTRPAS
L

FRAE S
H HyH,
ENZHY

=V
s B

SISk
H Ay,
EN5HY

B 48
A

JEERRY
H Ay,
EN5
&2}

H Ay,
EN5HY
BT

Kotler et al(1994a)

\/

Bordas & Rubio
(1993)

Echtner & Ritchie
(1993)

Gartner(1993),
(1996)

\/
\/
\/

Prentice & Hudson
(1993)

Ritchie (1993)

2] <2 < < < <] 2]

Amor, Calabuig,
Abellan & Monfort
(1994)

Getz (1994)

King (1994)

Ryan &
Montgomery
(1994)

<] 2] 2]

<] 2] 2]

Dadgostar &
Isotalo(1995)

Ahmed(1996)

Bramwell &
Rawding (1996)

2] 2]

<] 2]

Dann (1996)

Eizaguirre & Laka
(1996)

Oppermann
(1996a)(1996b)

< <] 2] < | 2] <

Schroeder (1996)

Selby & Morgan
(1996)

2] 2= 2] =2

Baloglu (1997)

Borchgrvink &
Knutson (1997)

Lindberg &
Johnson (1997)

Lumsdon (1997)

Alford (1998)

Lawson, Williams,
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(G Hevstr  |(Hays |HAEVshED [pSF2¥ ISR EER |(HAv
EOSRHY  |ENZRAY | REVEHE |HEVHL |[HAYH (HAYH  \EDSREY
it |PRGE (EHE |HIREY (EIZRAY HIZAE BRI

= PE  FE |t R

Young, & Cossens

(1998)

Smith & Krannich N N

(1998)

Walmsley & N

Young (1998)

Baloglu & N N

McCleary (1999a)

2 I E RN R

LERIAGE ¢ Gallarza, Saura, & Garcia(2002)
Beeril 1 Martin(2004b)iH7CFEHL A I E 4R T 5 2B 2 8 616 (5[5  i7%

» SEETER ANOVA ~ BT ~ INZR A BLahie T2 -

HHHE S 2 FIE AR NN ZRATRE - EalACH > BRI B REAR &G

& FUsfE L) -

ANEggEaED) -

B

FEREAE & CE
Y& 2-2 °

éﬁﬂﬂiﬁ
KB

1R Em

i

v

* FEEREE) o (E AR ZR @

JF46
HE

o EEKIA
HEEA
FERN T8RS

Heysh g

{[EVNESES
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o fRIIAGER
o AD&Et

& 2-2 &

CE HIHERINR

Figure 2-2 Factors affecting destination image
ERIAIR © Beeril F1 Martin(2004b)

Chen FI Tsai(2007)&1 % E 57& 28 T 72 2004 4 12 AR 284G 393 {5 0 ot
FEHNEREFHEREZ(TIEE E -

IERRIE (BN R ) 4]
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et PN ST AT TS - 6 BT B M R S T s R e
A BT AR E SRS - F SR ST IRIR: F e
FETT RN B AR T R A EAWE -

Chi 1 Qu(2008)b/5¢ 3= ] 5 MY MU RE CEIR SR 38155 345 (7 1G5 P45
JtEFErT AUt E 5 - iR E SR H AV S IR 4 o pFRaE R R (D E
Wit ER ERP BRI EE - QB ERNmE LB S AR E LA
D BRI E B M B A H Y HUESE -

Martin 71 Bosque(2008a) 2004 =5+ 15 B E#E = HLHIS 807 (3345
{EH4EET R ANOVA F1 SPSS BRZRFAIELE EE 2 H5° H i HE SR (E B
Rk - BFFEEESR (D H B RS IV BB S A ERAERE SR © QRAESR
B A E R B ILERRER E MRS - QLERRZEIK - FRESR
R 22 BB AR o

B RSB - e A DU S S s R R H A EN B2 (Baloglu & McClearly,
1999ab; Beerli & Martin, 2004b) - 5 {5 H HY# E1 5 6 H] % 88 1 5F i 7%
(multiattribute approach)(Beerli & Martin; Bigne et al., 2001; Birgit, 2001; Castro,
Armario, & Ruiz, 2007; Chen & Tsai, 2007)7)H £ 3 {8 ] B 15 /£ (single-item
method)(Baloglu & McCleary, 1999a; Bigne et al.) °

2.3 WEE i fE (Satisfaction)
2.3.1 SN E 2

Kozak H1 Rimmington(2000)E{' 3 st FIVEE R Ty B L R HEE & 8
FHHAERE - HEBDLEMERE /TS EE BE - B BlE s E - Eimn
HE -~ ARG ERE - JwE AR BN S R OKAERE - SO A i E B
o B E HEDH A E RS ) - EmlElE - Eails - A0 &SR LIHE R
2 B (i PR B Ry & - Oliver(1999) & Bk B B I BUE SRS —2F - (B2 F
Bt HIFTRe - WRIBE L EE - (EART) - A RBARAIRERIE - e e
T L iESKTE - Baker 711 Crompton(2000)5% Fyiie & J& Fy e & &L R R BN HY L B HG
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B o REIRHY A B A B BT A 2 CEGIRRRER IR iR -

Tribe F1 Snaith(1998)iF 2 i & Bt 17 #5 B =2 FRL (EAHRH » T i e 1 Ry A PR PTG
T AL B B FE{d (Lee, 2007; Mannell & Iso-Ahola, 1987) #8517 Ry &k
R~ BGEEER  BRRIHELU TS T TR ZEIE I EFE - Beard A1 Ragheb(1980)
R RS B A TEENERAMESNEANEENEEZ > B wEEREH
YRR B AR T Ry -

BEREEWEHE HERENERE - K- EEBE IS A EY)
[#8%(Cronin & Taylor, 1992; Fornell, 1992; Halstead & Page, 1992) « i 2 /] A& & i
B R B e A DR OIS 8 - R 105 %K P & B2 75 (K ozak & Rimmington,
2000) = Oliver 1 Swan(1989)Z$ i AN » [IFE HE /R & 141 - Anderson(1998)
e S A R AR R AR PR LR ROm R R & P O ES) - IR N WE
& FLLARIE R MRS FE NS EOMESE) - R8O BRNESNWE B
s B AR TRAT Ky » R Y 2 2 PSR A [F] H AR o v B S RS T
1517 Ey(Kotler, Haider, & Rein, 1994a) - & &2 2@#hi#%s2 2 (Ross & Iso-Ahola,
1991) » [EIERAY #2252 Bl e TH ARV AL B 5 AT RE iR A SR EE IR (Ross, 1993) © Kozak
1 Rimmington(2000)h 5845 55 H7 15 2 152 MG By R Be w5 f 3 LBl R A 1R
s & - AR ATERERE - BESERERERTE S 2 [HAEESRT -

2.3.2 R FEHIMHRETSE

Anderson(1973) ~ Olshavsky F1 Miller(1972) A BAZ & ¢ HARF 7 {52 A TR 22
FIEAE R AR - 7R PREAEEL MR EREINER - BRI E
PSR ER FOTHIAAE S 72 S8 - TR FEREE Ry M8 O B B AR Y e 1 P B B A 45 485
R HEp AR LS HEFERRHEPE - BE &SI 7T U
R bh#s £ % 61 H| B A% o Spreng ~ Mankenzie F{1 Olshavsky(1996) - Tse I
Wilton(1988){ ] " Hif5f — R—% (expectation-disconfirmation)fH=X, » =Ty
R AR LS &, OB R A AR DR AR ZE
HISE AR © Churchill A1 Suprenant(1982)58 Ky IS5 T BARF — R —8, 15

17



AN E AR BREE -

Spreng Z(1996) A i B S & 47 AR i s EEUE OB RS e mEE R~ E
BECREE I — MR RS IEC S E R IR S EAE A
IR Y44 (Fornell, 1992; Gnoth, 1994) « MUEES « UESAIZIE411(2003)8
R RS E 2 ki B R B IEE T R EE 8 - DR RS R b/ 88 HH T
SR R o v RS i B RS A ST A T (5 FH 25 7H H (multi-item scales) WIAR S E ~ 5=
B RIS R ZE5EIR(2005) 7N FIAR [F] 7 7A T B 5 b i 4 o e 25 i R A
B 2~ 195 (Manning, 1986) » 55— 75 = Il (i FH B — & A0 i 5 S iy 2 1 [|) i 8 AG
(Bigh et al., 2001; Lee, 2007) -

Giese A1 Cote(2000)fRIHEEmis & » SCRRIEIRA R = (&L FE s © (1)HE
FimSE R TRIF SRR H B (B E RE(S B © QR IE AR e BRI 5
R B MR QN IER IR e 4] - IERT - FER - JHE& - Chen flI
Tsai(2007)$H ¥ 572 Tt 2004 4 12 HE S8 E4E 393 {7 > Wi HAVHhESR
HRFENR(TEER - BAEENRED O EEE T /ERE - FatEHRNER
IirEAsERE TR EEREFFIRE RS T HE A RE 2 - Hui » Wan fll
Ho(2007)#1%f 424 fir (el DR PR il S e 2 > B e EL e FE B s R B i
B e mEERR TR — A8 R GREBIUNER NSRS L R E R
fix W E{HT /Ry © Yiiksel Ml Yitksel007)PRESIEYE Ie e (52 £ 2 1544 ~ e
DU GRS EE 2 22 SRR e EHTHEEEREETE -

Parasuraman - Zeithaml F{1 Berry(1985)#2t SERVQUAL' g% it B iy &= |
IR E R ERRR R B H BB TR S RN Z A - I URDN
BEAE O HEERZERERENAEIMAE E 20— (E R aIZeHs
R R B ZEE BRI PZB s - SERVQUAL HymJSE 4 (reliability) ~ [=]fEM:
(responsiveness) ~ {z8 14 (assurance) ~ [E1EH ) (empathy) 17 T/ M (tangibility) 71 &
T o B R I Y SR R B S > 22 BRI A s T8 - P SRR T T R R IS E R I
YRR ST o [EIFEME R AR S HR A 2 BIE [ R T KRR /7 - PRaB IR ARSI At
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Y & BB AIER Rig 5 DU T T (S RE R - BRI R R IR TS EH TR
KEH - BERRBHEENEN » DA RS S B IR AT A E AR
AetsanE - AIPEEIESH - SUF » DUREA IR HTE #5555 - SERVQUAL 2 &

ro b 7R R R S A EE - MR ERZER ARG EE 2 AEmE
iE © 540 > Knutson ~ Stevens ~ Patton F1 Thompson(1992)§1 ¥ fift 852 2 AR 51T 3E5RF
T gETH LODGSERV I EAZ B Fo 7 & i EE SR AR A% dnin E Y & 3% - Steven ~ Knutson
F1 Patton(1995)#2 4 DINESERV &= Z & & B AR 7% 5/ - MacKay F{1 Crompton(1990)
sl RECQUAL » iy AN [E] 2 it B3 2 T2 B HY 2 IR 55 o O IR s BB AR L -

Tibe 1 Sanith(1998) L2 Varadero 5B fff] - 5%5T HOLSAT E3RAF & kit
SRR > BT B IHIH S (expectation) B4 (performance) Z [HI ZZ FEAR D © K
BRTAUHBA T 2 2 - St RSB EaG H N E 2 R E e 8%

2.4 17 By E & (Behavioral intentions)
241 T HEEIER
Fishbein 1 Ajzen(1975)58 Ry B8 Kot T Rk BUERE H AT RERATIIAE -

Engel F(1995)35 BT RS B Ao B 2 i DM BAR BN FE B 1 SR TR L AT
[5] = Brady Al Cronin(2001)7% & {H (ER BN & AR AAT A7EE - Chi Al Qu(2008)E;
T Ry T BH RS A8 HARMERE R 1T R BB A I TR - 17 R R B A R R
H— 15 R — ZEEAEZE(Lam, Shankar, Erramilli, & Murthy, 2004; Oliver, 1999) -
Bagozzi(1992) 5 MR A TR R (3 @M il N IF S S Z AT > B8 T Ry
= [E(Chiou & Droge, 2006) - Cole A1 Ilum(2006)775& & (15 Busi im) 52 B A E & 2
FDEUTT RIS EIGEED) © Chi Al Qu B3 EFADIE - ME BN BRmEE - i
BRI RS i By B A BRI » Brady ~ Knight ~ Cronin ~ Tomas ~ Hult F

Keillor(2005) ik E & ~ MEENREEEEETET hERE > BE TR E
P BT R BRI LA B FETT Fy(Quellette & Wood, 1998) -

S R Ry TR E R AT T Ry =51 (Patterson & Spreng 1997; Zeithaml,
1988) - S AR EA O R A Z UIRE (% TS AR AT R B By S Hil
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§#(Anderson & Sullivan, 1990; Cronin & Taylor, 1994; Patterson & Spreng1997) -
Zeithaml ~ Berry #/1 Parasuraman(1996){T /17 /2 S RE & B (R AUFEAT » &
R IEFETT R EE A T AEE - AN R T R ER > HEEED)
BftE AR E AL - QMEBGHARE - QOUVERHES - DR
%4% : (S)INEEE - Boulding ~ Kalra » Staelin 1 Zeithmal(1993)#$ 37 % F BUAIIRT »
P E R SR AL A [ ARRE - B 7 AR R RE > AR lEruikss - CIHE
e Ry SEELESEH -

RIFT A EERFREELHE - B LS HE g —HEEEE A
R FREII R ES R - LS NE Rt TRES > EEEFEA
SyHERE &G AR A » BB B (L VB AE 2 B 3 e B S I R B SR Y L
(Shoemaker & Lewis, 1999) - Brown F1 Reingen(1987) IR e % . 47 25 H N (£ AR Ea
& HASE B AT TEIRR A AT Ry FIRESE » Heskett ~ Sasser il Schelsinger(1997)iH5t#1
T 20 fimE A G ST 100 AN EE SR - IR T R LR AR B2 i
SEEEAELLE RA R 700 % - FBAE{E A FHE 400 DHEMEHE B LR - TEN
F PR TR EOMIT R ER - B E SRS A S0 TS HE
(Antanassopoulos, Gournaris, & Stathakopoulos, 2001) « Wangenheim 1 Bayon(2004)
5 H CRERAT Ry BERA R R FE RS (R ZRAT ) R R 2 A LI RB T e ARE AT
4 Ry R B EIE] -

Oliver(1999)Ek & E 22 Fya il 8 T REE BT Sy HYFE i - 220 R0 o s DU 1]
PESES © SRH1E K (cognitive loyalty) ~ 15 R E#H (affective loyalty) ~ ZE & E#H(conative
loyalty) FI{T Fy K (action loyalty) - BEEEHHYIT R LB DI & - ZEBRATREE
& ifFFE(Yang & Peterson, 2004) - H 3 EEHE HYRR S Al DA 25 B 45 H Ay A1 2
SEFAHEEE MR 2 ETE H (Chen & Tsai, 2007; Oppermann, 2000) - Mittal ~ Kumar £
Tsiros(199NIHFE S FR A i ~ AR B E BRI B B R AR R (% - 7 R E BT
1817 Fs(word-of-mouth behavior) i3 [b] Z [&](intention to return) [tk —#EH A 8 B
P R ARACH RN EZENE - SRBERH 05 - TR S B IR AT Ry R[] e R R
Lo HMH A2 AW IRER I S H AU - SRR EER A F Ry S E
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HH -

2.4.2 7 Ry R EHIMHRA 72

Zabkar ~ Brengi¢ 1 Dmitrovi¢(2010)12 2007 4£ 5 H & 7 H 4y BIRFSCHT &4 e on
ST~ JREIEIRS - ORISR R R (st S U pR B A - BEA Ry 1056 4%
WIZEHIE S - RN R BT BB E IR 4 - B AR R E R
WIE 0 seiH H A MR B AR S - IR AT Ry = Z IEAHRE o Chen HI
Chen(2010)iH7% &8 & g ri VU 3 S BB ES 447 12353 - B RS 2 Bss
pabenE - B - MEEHEERT A EEER G - SRBESERLE - A8

HEEMTESEAEREZE > WS IERPEERTT HEE -

Williams {1 Soutar(2009)$HEREAFGHEY 420 {i#i255 $ 70 B Ikl E % - HRET
Bl EE - mE AT AEE 2R - R EER S A EEmE AT R
EEFE#EZE  FREEAAEEEREENT REEI S E T E - Baker
1 Crompton(2000)FEE Z5i & 369 i #iFa i TE an'E ~ e B T R R B IR (4 -
' E B A EREE  mEEHNTAEEAEEZE - 7R EEETHER
SEHEE HEIERR2 -

Hutchinson ~ Lai f{1 Wang(2009)i#5¢ 35 5 = i KB 309 iz » R mE ~ #
B~ A mEENT R EE G SRS RS R - R
fites B A I T R o 2 B A PR EENWE A B2 B RO
SET Ry R BRI RS 5 ARG S LLEE SO E S S s EH18 A °F - Lam ~ Cathy
1 Hsu(006)ERaT 299 firzhffd & &M aElikes » THMEAT Ry B ik H Ay EE
% » 22 TPB 15iz{(planned behavior model){sf FHREE ~ FEARFIAIRI 21T Fo2eil F
DATECHIZEESE H A T R - &R T A2 UGS SRR ~ RS T Ry il
ABTEEC B T [ B R A EHHE E Hh B -

Petrick (2004a)5 35 & 20 S B0 ol 2 LR EEME A B BN R SO 2 ELE - K
HH R LD S O S A R S LR B e e s e S
R ELIIR T B TE T - L 455/ Petrick 1 Sirakaya(2004)5F9E B S 2 FL
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EE R R 2 DA ¥ s T v Y 2 2 R ) v SRR (B R E ARy IR T Ry B
FRACHIE T By » Petrick(2004b)3H & an'8E A 0 ~ (B {E AR S TR Eidmafe s R
KT REE > SREFHLE - HENGEEERZEHEER  HEHREER
#5774 - Duman Al Mattila(2005) &b/t 52 - 48 A TS EUAZE 2072 ~ raida i

4

gyt

7

SRR SSRBUNBRINR R EmE SR A EE R 8T hEHE -

=~ BRGE
ARESGy BN 0 $HE S BRE AR AR I Tt SR - raaEETTER
&~ WIFEEEs ~ WHFEE R ~ T4 ~ MGESatRIgsEToth 57k -

3.1 if7E 201

AEAFERRAE Chen 1 Chen(2010)AG 5 HE ~ R FEE - JWiE S BT T Fy ElE
BHIT > RS IE RS 2R T Ry R IRl - Alcafiz ~ Garefa A1 Blas(2005) & B E S
I ol S L B DA R B R A A A HE R (A BFE - ST SRR R
WEE -~ E - BRI EEMA S EA A R B R
HERE M AR IE A S22 o Lee(2009)ERaT Y H Y HLEN S ER R AR 75 o 1l S 205 2 e
FEELRIRAT o2 22 > SR &E T e U SR H R P 2R B S A R
RAAT Ry 3 RS EREIEAISZEARSRIT Ry © Cole Al Mum(2006)3 2 i 1 AE ¥ 48
BB RS DL R B AR T R R B G o PR E R SR R
TTRERE » B MBI N E R B KA T R EE -

|

ol
O
Pal

Beeril {1 Martin(2004b) 1 /8D iz ~ BUCEEIHE - BOLE NG
HIESR ~ BRES - BEWEE DIEIL MEER S HUITRET - B ETRE
NEIFREEZEFRESR  BOtERBHNRAERABFRERFEREEY
& - Lee ~ Scott 1 Kim(2008)# 5 & BUENSREAZZHIEN R 73 BIHEOET HEBRE
BRERERAER T HIEBDUT REEFZEIN L FFE - AUFLREsgR -
TSR RROT RE R ER) - EEE - BRESR - BAER - WE
JEBLTFR 1T Ry S B EAH AR (% - fHEsm i A FE AR A N IE] 3-1 -
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R -8 SEE S FH4
H5

_ H3
B3
& 3-1 W5 2ot E

Figure 3-1 Model testing the interrelationship between motivation, experience, affective
image, cognitive image, satisfaction and behavioral intentions

3.2 tHFE ek
AT HHVEE 508K > et ARG

RS | H6 | 17 Ry Rl |

H1 : el E ot - (HRER - SUHESR - B EENTT AEE A
R E

H2 © R S S B A -
H3 : A S S A EE e

H4 i RERE R RE SRS E -
HS : MR R RS R AL E -

H6 : B RS T R EE R ARETE -

I

3.3 Higeige
AT LG R AR B TRt EE - DL B B F e B % (K%
EZHETIEE GRS - SCERELEmOELL 2 HE B E s -

3.4 HhETA

AEFELUER IR A E T EHE - SFRutE e rm miRAEL O - FEH
G Ry o MR BB BE AR A B - 2010 42 6 H 27 HA12010 427 H 3 HEKL
65 (DTEE G T > WLMSRE AT EE H o BN e - sEEE - 5128
FEFHIARER - B EE5EUE SR - 1L 2010 42 8 H 8 H 2 2010 4= 8
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H 31 HIHEFHET S 550 £ > JOFRRE ~ IHENETE - EEEE SR E
HIHE# 36 (ni Gk - AUSAREE 514 07 > [BUREEERER R 93.0 % -

3.5 filGaaEt
3.5.1 FHETH RS
3.5.1.1 #EZE Ehi%(Motivation)

A5 £ Beeril £ Martin(2004b)~Hanqin 1 Lam(1999)~Park 1 Yoon(2009)-
Baloglu #1 Mccleary(19992)s5%at/EH » sFEZ % B - REERETHE 17 & - i
Gasa T PR TR SR KU (Likert scale) fyffir & <23 lir & W @ht% > T H. » [0 5800
ok TIREERE. ~ TEE. - TEE, ~ TARERE. 1 TIEEAER . A
RFA&ET 5432 1 SEUERLSD > DL TIFEERE,, AEEEERS > TIF
EARFER . FEEERR  SFE255E LBk 2 i -

Beeril fll Martin(2004b)#1 586 &8O H AR I BLRITE SR AP I > Rl
REAERTE R B KB RyNTsk(knowledge) ~ iUk (relaxation) ~ #:(entertainment)
IR S (prestige)VUSH © Hangin Al Lam(1999) 73 M APl & 2 & A TRIEEH 1T -
i LB o Fy ATk (knowledge) ~ iR (relaxation) ~ B S (prestige) ~ ##E A FZERH (%
(enhancement of human relationship)Eid 27 2% (novelty) 7155  Park F1 Yoon(2009)
RS i e Eh i LAR R R (9] - B o R iURA (relaxation) ~ &7 4] (novelty) ~ £2H
(learning) ~ ft & b (socialization) ~ < A H# Z (excitement) f1 57 Ji£ F1 [ (family
togetherness) 7% - Baloglu 1 Mccleary(1999a) it H AN S B AR T iRF B o>
iU (relaxation) ~ B EE /' [ (excitement / adventure) ~ F15%(knowledge) ~ 1 FF(social)

B (prestige) HL 751 » (K L 41KF Hangin A1 Lam B a1 5V 0F ALRSE  Park
1 Yoon Bt E2 8 0F AKX > < NBLE O ALRLE > SERERIEE(F ASE HE AR (4 -
Baloglu Al Mccleary Bfifrf B/ B I f A2 - 1 LEROF AT HE A PERA (7 - BUARHT
FeEr B4R 77 By Hl ik (knowledge) ~ JUFZ (relaxation) ~ #524%(entertainment) ~ £ ¥ (prestige)
FOHE 3 A f& {4 (enhancement of human relationship) A& » 1F= 3-1 -

% 3-1 EIKE GG
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Table 3-1 Questionnaire design of motivation

paE ! = H NETSZ [ 5 [FHTRR
1L.EBEAREE a.Beeril & Martin,
Al A [E S B eI E T = 2004b
a.To know different cultures/ways of life b.Hanqin & Lam,
b.Experiencing a different lifestyle i 1999
c.Experience new and different lifestyles ) c.Park & Yoon,
d.Experience different cultures and ways of 2009
life d.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
W E a.Beeril & Martin,
a.Intellectual improvement IIE 2004b
b.Increasing knowledge about a foreign A b.Hanqgin & Lam,
. destination 1999
155 2. IR UK ISR a.Beeril & Martin,
knowledge a.To know new, different place 2004b
b.Seeing something different b.Hanqgin & Lam,
c.Learn new things, increase knowledge IH 1999
d.Learning new things, increasing my new| c.Park & Yoon,
knowledge 2009
d.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
SIS ETEE) jg | @Beeril & Martin,
a.To attend cultural events i 2004b
RE S b dnn a.Hanqin & Lam,
a..Visiting cultural and historical attractions 1999
b.Travel to historical heritage sites b.Park & Yoon,
2009
LEEEINSE e a.Beeril & Martin,
a.Rest and relaxation 2004b
b.Escaping from daily routine b.Hangin & Lam,
c.Not have to rush IE 1999
d.Relaxing physically and mentally ’ c.Park & Yoon,
2009
d.Baloglu &
e Mccleary, 1999a
relaiation 5. 585 R 1 g R a.Beeril & Martin,
a.To alleviate stress and tension 2004
b.Releasing work pressure b.Hanqin & Lam,
c.Relax daily tension IIE 1999
d.Relieving stress and tension N c.Park & Yoon,
2009
d.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
6. k% H ¥ TIE JIE a.Beeril & Martin,
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PaE i H NERZ ] 5 S8R
a.To escape daily routine 2004b
b.Escaping from daily routine b.Hanqgin & Lam,
c.Escape from a busy job 1999
d.Getting away from demands of everyday life c.Park & Yoon,
2009
d.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
(x|l ) a.Hangin & Lam,
a.Getting some exercise IIE 1999
b.Be physically active ) b.Park & Yoon,
2009
7. 8K Ek a.Beeril & Martin,
R W g | 2004
a.To seek adventure and pleasure ) b.Baloglu &
b.Being adventurous Mccleary, 1999a
8. F R EEHEK a.Beeril & Martin,
SR 2004b
a.To seek diversion and entertainment [ b.Park & Yoon,
5 e b.Have fun, be entertained 2009
e c.Having fun, being entertained c.Baloglu &
entertainment Mccleary, 1999a
9. EFHIE a.Beeril & Martin,
B 2004b
a.To do exciting things b.Hangin & Lam,
b.Finding thrills or excitement ] 1999
c.Do exciting things c.Park & Yoon,
d.Finding thrills and excitement 2009
d.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
10. 2] HH A & R = BAVHE TS a.Beeril & Martin,
a.Go to places that friends have not visited IIE 2004b
b.Going places my friends have not been ) b.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
11 Aty ran A SRR a.Beeril & Martin
AR A B S o0db ’
B a.To tfll friends about the experiences on| [IH b.Baloglu &
restice vacation
presie b.Telling my friends about the trip Mecleary, 1999a
12.5R5h 2 8 th vt 7 I a.Hangin & Lam,
a.Fulfilling my dream of visiting a place N 1999
13&%;)5% ﬁkﬁkéﬂ’\] = E’ilﬂi’. a.Hanqin & Lam,
c.Visiting a destination which most people I 1999

value and/or appreciate
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PaE i H NERZ ] 5 S8R
14 BRI AR i 5 Hondin & L
SRR AR A7 L
d.Going to places my friends want to go
15 {8 ESH T A RBi{A a.Hanqin & Lam,
e.Facilitating family and kinship ties 1999
b.Experience traditional culture for their kids IIE b.Park & Yoon,
c.Developing close friendships ) 2009
c.Baloglu &
Mccleary, 1999a
Wi NPERER | 16888 R AEE .
enhancement B NEGAR A HE 2 a.Il-I;;é] in & Lam,
of human E}/;’i\i%/@ Ef'i( camil I b.Park & Yoon,
. . a.being with my fami
relationship b.Be toggether alsy a fami){y 2009
17888 R 5 i i R B
REBLIR AR E R 5 .
IR I | heen & Lam:
a.Being able to share my travel experiences
after returning home

3.5.1.2 5 ELE S (Affective image)

AW7E 2% Beeril 1 Martin(2004a) ~ Kaplanidou F1 Vogt(2007) ~ Lee Z(2008) ~
Martin A1 Bosque(2008b)ift 5t 52 E 5T 4 (M E - BFEZFHHEIFEEISL - i

Bt

mh AR BRI [ 3 B3, ZEEE SR RS RESR

ZREFE - DL T3 RIEHASEREEREE RS 0 | -3 MEEEER R ERE R

HLLT RS

A TR IERE SR » W 3-2 -

o,

R 32 EIFRER M ERET

Table 3-2 Questionnaire of affective image

", Pu

8 H R AEE | AR 5| FHSCRR
o SRR P B AR ERAR 20 175 | e ey S NEER) | aBeeril & Martin, 2004a
St FIAH A AR B 455 K fa. boring a. exciting b.Martin & Bosque,
FE /g 8e L Y RV A2E - |b. gloomy  |b. exciting 2008b
Nlar Tar i a.Beeril & Martin, 2004a
a. unpleasant |a. pleasant b.Kaplanidou & Vogt,
b. unpleasant |b. pleasant 2007
c. pleasant |c. pleasant c.Martin & Bosque,
2008b
YETSHY JiiE = a.Kaplanidou & Vogt,
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A H A | AR 5 SRR
a. distressing |a. relaxing 2007
b. distressing |b. relaxing b.Lee et al., 2008
c. distressing |c. relaxing c.Martin & Bosque,
2008b
RNiHY) HY) a.Kaplanidou & Vogt,
a. unfriendly |a. friendly 2007
b. unfriendly |b. friendly b.Lee et al., 2008

Beeril 1 Martin(2004b)$+ 585 281 H Ay s 4 B RU ANl S AP D 27
BEERRT B R B - BB RVEN G 7 By bR/ i P (pleasant / unpleasant) ~ <> A B2 (/4
il (exciting / boring) —TE - Kaplanidou F1 Vogt(2007)kH ¢ 2E 55 (4= H Ay E[1 52
DA R BN 3 2 [ERE R - IR B RREN 5200 s LB /2 (exciting / gloomy) ~ “Rgi Y/
Miif(unpleasant / pleasant) ~ ;¥ 2%/< A\ Byfigi(arousing / sleep) ~ JE & A/ 5 (distressing
/ relaxing) FIR & )/ ] (unfriendly / friendly) 7178 © Beeril F1 Martin(2004a)g2 %%
I EN SN ZR A 52 T RH B IRUEN 52 73 Ryt bR/ A bR (pleasant / unpleasant) 815> A B EE
(/4RI (exciting / boring) —TE o Martin 1 Bosque(2008b)4H15 Fl & 2243 Wb/ R 1
TH(pleasant / unpleasant) ~ < A SHEEHY/HEHIEY (exciting / boring) ~ /< A Bl
(arousing / sleep) I/~ it (pleasant / unpleasant)VUTE - Lee % (2008)1E5TH 455
B Hysth B A ZE R RHB RS 5270 Ry B /2 (exciting / gloomy) ~ YET&HY/IRZ
(distressing / relaxing) ~ fgyER/ i i (pleasant / unpleasant) B8 5%/ A B/ (arousing /
sleep) © &EE Tt » AHFSE S RUED S o3 G AN LARR 4R - o3 By N BLEE HY/4 e
(exciting / boring) ~ i/ (pleasant / unpleasant) ~ {52/ JE &Y (relaxing /
distressing) i1 7]/ # J] (friendly / unfriendly) £ PUTE -

3.5.1.3 FEHIE S (Cognitive image)

KiF5E£:% Beeril i1 Martin(2004b) ~ Baloglu F1 Mccleary(1999a) ~ Lee Z£(2008)
oGS E5aEEH PRI IAES  EEHET L 14 3 - Gtk
FTLE 2 5y KU (Likert scale) Ry 825 SR AIER Z TH > [BIBEIE

TIREEE. ~ TEHE, ~ TEEy > TAEE, M TIEEAEE . H IR
TR 54321 pEUERES > M TIFEFEE . BEEESE RS © TIEE
AEE . FIERERE  SFEZBEEHNERZREE -
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Beeril A1 Martin(2004b)$+ S &8O H AV ER 1 BURISE B 52 LTS HE A 1
WEEETT B M - RERFIESR I Ry H AL E TR (natural / cultural resources) ~ B

Jfi(infrastructures) ~ 5@ 5 (atmosphere) ~ &R (social setting / environment) ~ [55¢
811/ $i(sun and beach) 145 - Baloglu 1 Mecleary(1999a)5% H O3 EN et

FRHIEI SR 47 Byli'E fa ki (quality of experience)
environment) £ = - Lee 52008442 01 H HUMEENFE 11 - HIspAIEN 25
Fs(community amenities) H 785 BEEL S (L& Bli(natural / cultural Attractions) - 4%
G Rt o KW e e F B 2 9 B B & J5 (cultural resources) ~ Kk B 5% Jifh

(infrastructures) ~ $A 5\ (atmosphere) A1t & 51 (social setting / environment)OFEH],
Wz 33 -

=Bh(attractions) ~ {E{H/FREE (value /

R 33 WEH R ER E GG

Table 3-3 Questionnaire of cognitive image

pAE. i H M ] 5 S8R
LEENHEYREE
FEFRE L IITEY) a.Beeril & Martin,
TR EE YY) IIE3 2004b
a.Great variety of fauna and flora b.Lee, 2009
b.diverse environment
2B ENREEE : .
s RSSO A Been & Marin
T 7 I i | biee 2009
a.Place of historical or cultural interest ) C:B al(; olu &
b.cultural landscape Mccleary, 1999a
XALER c.Interesting cultural attractions '
Cultural JL.EEEERER . )
resources BETERERNE a.nggztl) & Martin,
%Hﬁﬁ%}‘*%é I b.Kaplanidou &
= SRR A Vogt, 2007
a.Richness and beauty of landscape c.Baloglu &
b.beautiful scenery Meccleary, 1999a
c.Beautiful scenery / Natural attractions
4. EREE . .
BB AT g | ADsen) & Martn.
a.Unusual ways of life and customs
BB S ALEE) a.Beeril & Martin,
: L i
a.Interesting cultural activities 2004b
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PaE i H NERZ ] 5 S8R
b.Interesting historical attractions b.Kaplanidou &
Vogt, 2007
5.8 ER B E AT
BN E E R T 2R a.Beeril & Martin,
ReF i yERss JIE: 2004b
a.Shopping facilities b.Chi & Qu, 2008
b.Wide variety of shop facilities
CAIYFREIE SR SR aBeeril & Martin
HEBRER EcT e ’
HFIZER -
LRB 5] b.Kaplanidou &
la)t.Varlcclad gals.tronomy Vogt, 2007
N .good quality restaurant c.Lee, 2009
fiﬁ%:ﬁ ftures c.local cuisine
TEERTETE :
RS A aBeer & Martn,
e S p L fE =)
ﬁ@%%;fﬁlﬂﬁn 5 IIE b.Kaplanidou &
ELAF AT Rt ~ Vogt, 2007
a.Well-developed general infrastructures c.Baloglu &
b.Suitable accommodations Mccleary, 1999a
c.Quality of Infrastructure
8. IRt e B B RS
H g BT s I | aLee, 2009
a.interpretation service
=7 SR I a.Beeril & Martin,
a.To seek adventure and pleasure ) 2004b
9.4 A& rrtrayit 5 I a.Beeril & Martin,
a.Pleasant place ) 2004b
R 10. 532 RF&7ERE I a.Beeril & Martin,
atmosphere a.To seek diversion and entertainment ) 2004b
11. B 5| JEYHE TS i a.Baloglu &
a.Appealing local ) Mccleary, 1999a
12. B RS i b.Beeril & Martin,
a.Place with a good reputation N 2004b
13. R a.Beeril & Martin,
a.Offers personal safety g 2004b
* & ¥® 1| Db.Personal Safety ) b.Baloglu &

1 ) Mccleary, 1999a
s0c1‘a setting 14. BBIRERIEE S a.Beeril & Martin,
environment IBESESF > YHIFT I 2004b

a.Clean i b.Baloglu &

b.Standard Hygiene and Cleanliness

Mccleary, 1999a
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15. 55 HE+IRE
TR ZNIEE
;;gﬁggz a.Beeril & Martin,
e 2004
Ty e YN L 51 b Baloglu &

FRELR = Mccleary, 1999a
a.Hospitable friendly people
b.Interesting and Friendly People

3.5.1.4 =& (Satisfaction)

AKAFFE£3% Chi #1 Qu(2008) -~ Lee F1 Chen(2005) ~ Lee(2009) ~ Kong #1
Jogaratnam(2007) ~ Kaufman A Scantlebury(2007) ~ Kyle -~ Graefe ~ Manning #1
Bacon(2004) ~ Ryu ~ Han 1 Kim(Q008)iH5t #5255zt H » sV & 2aiiE % i
J& B HEETE 10 3 - G5 R A T2 vy RS (Likert scale) Fy i 8 A7/
HmEETH BEEES L TIEERRE, - TEE. ~ TEHE, - TREE,
M PIREARFERE, A KPR T 5~ 4-3- 21 oBERE - DL TIEEE
Ba BAEREEERS > "TIFEAEE, AEEERK  SFEZEHREE N

=~z
/%\

K

Chi 1 Qu(2008)%H F#& &M T7 AT H By EI 5 ~ R & AT H Bk T
Il % KRS 7y F i) (shopping) ~ JEEf(activities and events) ~ {3:75(lodging) ~
fAE[E HE(accessibility) ~ St Bfi(attractions) ~ #3i% (environment) f1& EX (dining) 2 H5H] -
Lee 1 Chen(2005)t ¥ A& FaT B 2 A [ i Eh i B i B FERH ST TR B 70 B
= B AR #5 (facilities and services) ~ 2% it 7 {5 14k B & ¥5 5% (accommodation and
dining) ~ R fEEAZE [ (climate and space)Ei-S#H EiER 15 (landscape and environment)Z
VUtFIHE - Kong 1 Jogaratnam(2007)52 SZALERRE B TR 1T RHAVBTZERFE A
{E{E 225 (price perception) - Kaufman F{1 Scantlebury(2007) 5 3 {L#R G R E A2 S o
R SRt o i S A an B S Y 5 (PR B AT I - Ryu Z2(2008) BT 2 g e
o5 ~ IR (E AR 2 e L P B (% > Kyle Z2(2004) i iz i & 5 S Bl A Bt 5
B B2 s AL BRI A - 45y bl - AWSEEEREE S = KR - BBk
BMEE ~ IRBEdtmEE - BRI EREE - A% 34 -
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Table 3-4 Questionnaire of tourist’s satisfaction

L 7H E NIz 1= 5[ FHSURR
LB BRI S E Lo & Chen
a.Reasonable price for accommodation and I '2005 ’

dining
2.8 mERE L S ERSE
IR B i i E A e T a.Kaufman &
e oty e a.I am likely to include a visit to antique shop Scantlebury,
TR 22 B during a vacation to or Orlando if the shops 2007
=43 were convenient and easily accessible 5 b.Kong &
b.Price perception ) Jogaratnam,
Inexpensive 2007
Moderately priced ¢.Chi & Qu,
Expensive 2008
c.Reasonable price of merchandise
3B g R R ER S IIE EifEE
4. R EE Rt AR
TRE N B B TR AL
RIS S it R E D S a.Lee & Chen,
a. In national parks, the satisfaction of the IH 2005
reserved personal guided trail tour which b.Lee, 2009
excludes information
b. Interpretation services
S.EBAXVIEBERESR o Lee & Chen
RGN B E EE 5005 ’
H&?}%gﬁ)\jﬁiﬁ %ﬁj’ﬁiﬁfﬁﬁmj{/’.{:@@?”;ﬁ%%\ ‘ J”E b.Lee, 2009
o a. The plentiful extent of cultural heritage ¢.Chi & Qu
F=yi3 b. Cultural landscape
) ) 2008
c. Variety of cultural options
62 P PN T R
A S T AT R ) e
7 BB R E R B R i a.Beerli &
a.Ease of access to destination A Martin, 2004
R P 5 7 [ M i | @lee & Chen
a. Adequate amount of public facilities A 2005
R T e 5 | alee & Chen,
a. Facility guidance service ) 2005
S EMESIHERP a.Lee & Chen
P gpr o IR RS IRIR A B R % 5005 ’
= TR LR IR B H2 3 JIE: :
F=yi3 . b.Chi & Qu,
a. Comfortable accommodation 2008
b. Cleanliness

32



PAL ! H NEEZIE | 5IFHSCRR
9. 5B E REIE TR JIEd SRS
R I M55\ R s
a. Crowding of tourists [z b.Kyle et al
b. How crowding did you feel on the '200 4 K
Appalachian Trail on that day
LR R R | orye Han &
a.The overall feeling I got from the restaurant Kim 2008,
was satisfied ’
12 R SR S BT | Ry Han &
FLHEMENE | a.The overall feeling I got from the restaurant Tl ’
i Kim, 2008
put me in a good mood
13. 8RB A BRGREEEHERN I} a.Hutchinson,
AR R M E Y Lai, & Wang,
a.Employees were friendly and courteous 2008

3.5.1.5 17 A& [&E (Behavioral intentions)

KIFFE£7 Lee (2008)~ Cole F1 Ilum(2006)~ Alcafiiz(2005)= ~ Castro Z(2007)
e 2E et - SIEZIEETAEE - EEHEE 3 3 - BEREHR
P TG 2R 5e s KU (Likert scale) Ryfér & 375/l % BT Ry ElE < TH - [AIZEEHT Ry

TIREEE. ~ TEHEy - TEE, ~ TAEE M TIEEAERE . H IR
Al 5432 1 pEERRS c DL PIREEE . AEEEERS 0 TIEE
AEE . FIERERE  SEZTAEATREE -

Lee % (2008)PRa s 2B HAY B A - 1T EE(E 7 B EFEL B —
F&TH (intention to revisit) » Cole F1 Ium(2006) 2 73 57 B 1 22 B AR 755 i /e B T 5y = E]
YA B LR (R 1T By = a4y By EE 7 (visit the festival again in the future)
FOHEREE (say positive things about the festival to other people) i AIH  Alcafiz(2005)%
S A b B o B B A0 1T R Bl A - 17 R0 Ry EE i (would you return to) FIHEE
(would you recommend it to someone) 35 - Castro (200727 52 28 745 B 4 7
AL H B EN SRR R T R R B » R AR T 77 Ry B A (will you return to)
FIHEE (will you recommend) IH o ARHFER L AICH 00725 17 o B B b FE 0 DAER:
G T Ry R o Ry WO R RETET - o3 Bl Ry B 7 B (intention to revisit) FIHE RS E A
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(intention to recommend) > ¥1F% 3-5 °

7 3-5 WEAT REE MGG
Table 3-5 Questionnaire of future behaviour

HH NERZ ] 5 S8R
1. G E B EE R ? a.Lee et al., 2008
a.intention to revisit b.Cole & Illum,
b.visit the festival again in the future NIE 1= 2006
c.would you return to ’ c.Alcaiiiz et
d.Will you return to visit this destination again? al.,2005
d.Castro et al.,2007

T e e - cole & Tl

RE R A R T 2 Sone
a.say positive things about the festival to other people [EE b.Alcaiiiz et
b.would you recommend it to someone ) al. 2005
c.Will you recommend that others visit this ¢.Castro et al.. 2007

destination and its surroundings?
3REBFHH KB RRAEH DT ? i =] EfTaxs

3.5.1.6 1147 E 5 (Socio-demographic)

BEEB O3 Ry iz #1148 77 S (socio-demographic) » fE1 &8 SV GEET 750
FIPERT ~ BE - IRAEEEE « R ERAEBEEAETTRE - R T ERKE
FERGETH - ME P a2 RS (nominal scale) ; it - HEEE
 JEIEAN ~ A AUA ~ B R TENEIREARIE TR - IR R IR i
GLNETT A MR B E R R lIE 7 K& (ordinal scale) » #1172 3-6 -

36 IR RS RERET
Table 3-6 Questionnaire of tourist’s demographic characteristics

" " EgIER . e 51 SRR
sEgm | DO x o= om N PR
a.Martin &
Bosque
1. que,
1.0 51 Nominal 0% [ 2008
a.[ Male [ JFemale )
gender scale b Male [ JFemal b.Beeril &
[ Male emale Martin,
2004b
2. ]16~24 [ 125-34 [ ]35~44 a.Kaufman &
2. g Ordinal [45~64 [165 2L Scantlebury,
ages scale |, MUnder20 [120~29 [ ]30~39 2007
b.Martin &
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5 [FH=ZER

IR - &= = H A =
[ ]40~49 [ ]50~59 [ ]60~69 Bosque,
[ ]70 and over 2008
b[]16~24 [125~34 []35~44 c.Beeril &
[ ]45~64 [ ]65 over 12\/(1;(1)21;1’
c.l 116~24 [ 25~34 [ |35~44
[ ]45~64 [ 65 over
3.2 LS LI5ER
LIR2 [Isf%ERT
LI LAT Ds i LR
CIRE R LIW9ERT
a.[_]Junior high school or below
[ JHigh school a.Lee, 2009
[ JUniversity or college b.Lehto ~ .Kim
3B Ordinal [_IGraduate school & Morrison,
education scale | b.[ JLess than high school . lz\fl)gr?in &
[Jhigh school graduate Bos que,
[ Jsome college 2008
[ Icollege graduate
[ |master
[ Jdoctorate
c.[ J[Without studies [ |Primary
[_ISecondary [ |University
485
(B8 » E/0\% a.Hwang, Lee
4 SEHHR L Ordinal LIE& > 771 gc()OS Chen
marital LAt (57 S/ R R) :
scale i : b.Martin &
status a.[ Married [ ]Not married Bosque,
b.[ ]Single [ |Married/living as a couple 2008
[ ISeparated / divorce’/ widow(er)
S5.O0T% i 184
LR (I&RFE LIEAR
L&zt [18EE [+
LEH LIERK LIBMRABGE aLee, 2009
5.0 Nominal | [JFRE [JHA, b.Martin &
occupation scale | a.[ |Office worker or teacher Bosque,
2008

[ [Manual worker [ |Storekeeper
[ |Professional[_|Farm or fishing
[IService industry employee

[ |Housekeeper [_|Student
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5 [FH=ZER

[ JRetired or none

b.[ JEmployed [ |Student
[ |Housewife [ JUnemployed
[ |Retired

6. B
resident
area

Nominal
scale

6.fEH(E R T)
OB (TRE (& [(1Z25FE
O vEE CIZFEE
HAthRa
O&dtrs O&dtkk OERET
CIBkER: (I CeeiTis
&R et OeHkk
CR{eR% (it (1EMRE
E&ET (JEZR% 158k
L= =iEn LR
(TERM [LEER [183R%
CI#diis (P95 CIETR
VST
CI&E# CIARE [IHA:
[db& [ IRE&
LI 12 E
LIFPEE [
[ JECAR,
LHER(ERET)
et GER/ e m/ S /5 H)
L EEREALFER &)
CIAEES G S= A Tk El & JE R )
[ IRER(E /AL B R)
[ BB it F/E1E)
14

a.[ |Taipei Metropolitan area
[ |Taoyuan, Hsinchu, Miaoli
[ |Taichung, Changhua, Nantou
[ Yunlin, Chiayi, Tainan
[ |Kaohsiung, Pingtung
[ |Yilan, Hualien, Taitung

a.Lee, 2009

TN A
A G &
% :J0)

average

Ordinal
scale

7..110,000 jtPAF [110,001-20,000
[]120,001-30,000[_]30,001-40,000
[140,001-50,000[_]50,001-60,000
[ 160,001-70,000[_]70,001 PA_E

a.Lee, 2009
b.Lehto et al.,
2006
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wmem [P0 05 % m om % oI
salary per a.[ |Less than 20,000[ ]20,001-40,000
month(NT) [140,001-60,000 []60,001-80,000
[ 180,001-100,000 [ JOver 100,001
b.[ Below10,000 [ ]10,000-20,000
[ 20,000-30,000[ ]30,000-40,000
[ ]40,000-50,000[ ]50,000-60,000
[ 160,000-70,000[ ]70,000-80,000
[ JAbove80,000
[ 160 738 L~ [J61-90
[ ]91-120 [ J121-150
[]151-180 [ 180 4yE LA |
[]0-1 7NBF [ 11.1-1.5 /]NBF
TEEAETREY Ordinal | [11.6-2 /NIF[12.1-2.5 /NG agf;fii‘;f‘
MR | scale | [12.6-3 /NFFI3 /NFEBLE 007
TN NS NEA 2 7NN
(125 /NN I3 /NBR PN 13 /NS DL E
a.[ ]1-2nights[ ]3-4 nights [ ]5-6 nights
[_17-8nights[ |More than nights
S =X [12 [I3 a.Kong &
8k AT L4 [I5 [J6 kML Jogaratnam,
RETTN a.[ ]J< a week prior[_]|1-2 week ago 2007
zg;gﬁﬁ Ordinal [_ITwo weeks to a month ago b'g“?%‘% 56 t
= scale []1-2 months ago
E [ >two months ago
b.[ |Below 1 time [ |1 time
[ ]2 times [ |3 times| |Above 4 times
9.1 LEE X a.Chet,n&
oI ERS ORA OffTEOEM Tsai, 2007
S Nominal D%Eﬂ DHE?X:
FRE scale DZ&A Lt T .
a.[ ]Single [ |Family [ |Friends
[_|Tour group
10.C 88 [12-3 A [4-5 A HiTa%s
~ s [J6-7 A [18-9 A []10-11 A
lo'g‘égﬁfg Ordinal | [12-13 A [J14-15 A
= B scale 116 ALLE

[E (24 A [5-8 A
[19-12 A [J13-16 A []17-20 A
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I , ¥ x H W &
Al

[120 NBAE
L AL2-4 A LI5-8 A
[19-12 A [J13-16 A [J17-20 A

[ 120 APLE
1R HE 11.[J%&=E (%= (g{TH a.Denstadli &
TREARE LR EAE [(J#EE [ DKE Hjorthol,
FERET (BT CHEA 2003
B Nominal | a.[ |Bicycle []Car, driver
[ EEVIN scale [Car, passenger_|Public transport
S VIS
TR
TH
3.5.2 TG THR

AR AT FE S A 2 a] SR - 2010 42 6 H 27 HAI99 4 7 A 3 HE#K
65 (TG - & 3-8 FUAIZ A EAERIER o f BT FTAE R E Rt - NI
T HEHEH o E R o - DL SR A(EE - Ais RTS8 m(E
FESIRERE > BIZEHEAE [ — (B B2 REV D BEH —2E » SSRGS
R — ARt - MR EE DR REURR R > AL Cronbach’s o {4
BELIREATZE AT Z S ERHEGE RN —8EEE - E8EAS > FrE
RANSLIERHBEEATS - BIHAE 20— - AT (E e E LR
[2£(2006)$5 RGBT Ry FE A (S AR AE » DA Cronbach’s o fiZiARFiE - HUEE
AEESESHIEAENTF 3-7  sE4l o iras RA07% 3-9 3-10 ~ 3-11 B3R 3-12 fipn -

%37 52 HIEAE
Table 3-7 Reliability referen
Cronbach’s 0f2E{H <0.3 =~ A]{Z

0.3 = Cronbach’s 0f2E{H <0.4 —f5E A5

0.4 = Cronbach’s af4##{H <0.5 —1]{Z

0.5 = Cronbach’s af42#{H <0.7 =B A[{E(E&EE 7)
0.7 = Cronbach’s (f2E({H <0.9 = {ER[{E(XHE R)
0.9 = Cronbach’s ifBE({H —+7H](E
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Table 3-8 Pre-test respondents basic table

TH H BHaotb% T8 H Btk
3 Al B W R N
B 49.2 HE 87.7
2 50.8 [y AN 3.1
i e A /N 7.7
20 FELAT 53.8 HAhr 1.5
20~29 % 36.9 8 ANEHA KA
30~39 5% 9.2 10,000 JTLA 52.3
40~49 5% 0.0 10,001-20,000 7.7
50~59 5% 0.0 20,001-30,000 18.5
60~69 5% 0.0 30,001-40,000 4.6
70 BE LA 0.0 40,001-50,000 7.7
B B B E 50,000-60,000 6.2
EisIVN 0.0 60,001-70,000 1.5
5 HR 13.8 70,000 B | 15
HE 4.6 B £ & I
REE 70.8 EH(E )
W7 FT 10.8 1t& 6.2
B ES3 & 6.2
T3 4.6 A i 1.5
PEZE 6.2 I 1.5
B4 50.8 i Slris] A 4.6
JiSEEES 9.2 H AR
Al 1.5 =l 13.8
HAR 6.2 =alnii 9.2
BRRE 3.1 FePET 0.0
UGS 13.8 PERA 7.7
P 3.1 S IKN] 0.0
ElE=ES 0.0 BrTiA 0.0
2RI 0.0 eSS 3.1
B bk - e 0.0 =Lahif] 3.1
RE 0.0 ket 3.1
Hith 1.5 LA 6.2
ZRRBEETAR e 0.0
T 1.5 EEG YN 0.0
[E] 22 26.2 7 ik 6.2
JilEDa 53.8 FTe 1.5

EIN 16.9 B 7.7
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TH H BHaotb% T8 H Btk
TERATE 1.5 =R 6.2
Hith 0.0 ST 12.3

ZRRBEIET AR AR % 0.0
T 1.5 H A 0.0
2-4 N 69.2 {E3E A 0.0
5-8 A 12.3 =LA 0.0
9-12 A 3.1 R 0.0
13-16 A 7.7 wF% 0.0
17-20 A 0.0 ZIRR DR
20 \DL k= 6.2 BHX 44.6

FEXETE 2 23.1
& 23.1 3 9.2
TEH 50.8 4 6.2
HiTH 1.5 5 1.5
BENH 0.0 6 XL E 15.4
sy =R 13.8
Hith 10.8

% 3-9 FHIE & iR ARSI (S FE S A BRI H S

Table 3-9 Visitors tour the pre-test item and reliability analysis of cognitive image

variable

5 g ilERE> ﬂﬂ{ﬁé%?fzz BLERGTT Mibriz> HE Tt

) FIgE SR ZMEEE Alpha  fREHKR
Aaba A [ESb 56.55 63.35 0.686 0.848 0.000
IR? ISR Tk 56.65 66.20 0.486 0.856 0.001

SBELTR 5626 6470 0553 0853 0009
FEIIR 2 ELRER 56.38 64.65 0.541 0.853 0.000
FEIUEE ) BB R 56.43 64.28 0.518 0.854 0.000

MARIE 5728 6524 0321 0865 0005
HEKE b 57.74 65.60 0.358 0.861 0.001
FOREEER 57.06 65.53 0.381 0.860 0.001

BRI 5786 6506 041l 0.859 0000
SRR MmN 5714 66.81 0.299 0864  0.029
BESIE ST R BV RSER  56.63 60.92 0.740 0.843 0.000
PRen 2 E R 57.31 66.69 0.279 0.865 0.011
BB ER HIHL  56.78 63.80 0.519 0.854 0.000

T 56.94 6537 0478 085 0000
(e A T B0 & Bl A 56.71 61.80 0.613 0.849 0.000
B AR 56.78 63.23 0.524 0.853 0.000



bRz MRt EEFRET Mk HEHIH:

J N —
* 1 e mEm HME Ak RERE
EAER T IR T4 56.63 62.24 0.655 0.848 0.000
Alpha = 0.863

7 3-10 R SR A BE E  Hr B H 7oA
Table 3-10 Visitors tour the pre-test item and reliability analysis of cognitive image
variable

PRz Mbrks HEEFRET Mbrikz HEDM

= B peE wmEem RRE Apha REEE
EEEY R 47.49 34.91 0.609 0.798 0.000
S E YT Sk 47.00 35.16 0.567 0.801 0.000
AT EEERE 46.80 35.54 0.614 0.799 0.001
FkEESCUE 4709 3527 0.589 0800 0.000
B BB E A 2 47.97 37.94 0.401 0.813 0.000
T B i (A ol B 48.15 40.13 0.096 0.832 0.063
{FEHEETEHE 47.85 37.16 0.304 0.822 0.001
RULRUMUERERTS 4777 3684 0383 0815 0000
a7 B[R 48.03 38.59 0.192 0.830 0.066
Bz R4 EmE 47.75 34.81 0.619 0.797 0.000
HEs00eysy 4743 371.37 0397 0813 | 0.000
TR 2 47.29 37.93 0.409 0.813 0.000
P e e T e 47.32 34.79 0.592 0.799 0.000
oy RENIHEE 4745 34.06 0.578 0.799 0.000
Alpha = 0.821

% 3-11 Rl e B A BE H oA
Table 3-11 Visitors tour the pre-test item and reliability analysis of satisfaction variable

PRz Mbrks BEERGET MRk HEDM

= 5 peE mEm CHEBE Aphe BEieE
WP EIEREEHE 40.68 21.32 0.386 0.750 0.004
BN E O S ER ST 41.03 23.00 0.237 0.764 0.018
L NSRS
ﬂm”ﬁfﬁgﬁa* PR 400 2070 0.426 0750  0.000
AR BT A R 40.63 20.61 0.527 0.735 0.000
TR EREER 40.09 20.93 0.469 0.741 0.000
IR 2% O] &7 7 R A B 41.08 25.07 -0.090 0.798 0.315
IREFBIRER OV EIIME 40.57  21.16 0411 0.747 0003
BRSIRIR M E T 40.15 19.73 0.623 0.722 0.000
S S5 2 L D 41.00 23.63 0.129 0.774 0.033
S 25 2% R 2 P 41.03 23.25 0.158 0.773 0.027



PRz Mbrks BEERGET MRk HEDM

I = —

R H Pl SEE MBI Alpha Rt
BRI RE RS ERmERT 40.28 20.23 0.637 0.724 0.000
SORRMEEBHIRZERGH 4025 19.88 0.662 0.720 0.000
W A = A HE FEE LS %z
%ﬁﬁﬁ%)&ﬁﬁﬁfﬁw i 40.38 20.68 0.579 0.731 0.000

Alpha = 0.765

< 3-12 FEEEA T AR E (S R o i B H ot
Table 3-12 Visitors tour the pre-test item and reliability analysis of behavioral
intentions variable

- g PRz Z - PRk 252 BERES Mk HESM

HE = ZAERME Alpha  fEEMESE
G S R i 7.58 2.12 0.676 0.895 0.000
&f&%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ”‘@ 7.25 2.16 0.838 0.743 0.000
I
Re S ERREE 135 2.23 0.755 0.814 0.000
T
Alpha =0.869

7 3-13 AR Z BT P (H B AR 22

Table 3-12 Visitors pre-test mean and standard deviation of motivation

s g | PeEmEm_ B _H WK%
: M SD 1 2 3 4 5
L N EE 3.89  0.75 1.5 1.5 200 600 169
UK SR Rk 378 069 00 00 354 492 154
SEEL S 418 097 15 15 77 554 338
FER B ELRER 406  0.79 1.5 1.5 138 554 2717
TIPSR TR 402  0.86 1.5 1.5 215 446 308
ARHELE 3.7 110 46 215 431 138 169
JERE]iT 2.71 096 92 323 415 123 46
FOREEER 338 093 3.1 108 415 338 108
BRI 258 093 123 323 431 92 3.1

& M AR LB T 3.31 0.92 3.1 138  40.0 354 7.7
FEf TR A EAEAESE  3.82  0.90 1.5 46 277 431 23.1

EESIE Sl Eb: U] 314 098 62 138 492 215 95
B2 EUOER BN 366 091 3.1 31 354 415 169
BRI T 351 079 15 46 446 400 92
e B A Bl % 374 097 3.1 46 308 385 23.1
B AR 3.66  0.96 1.5 108 262 43.1 185
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TiglE gz B oy B %

J]
A H M SD 1 2 3 4 5

BRI SN IL IR T4 3.82 0.88 1.5 46 262 462 215
TEEFOR  I=EEAEE  2=AEE > 324 B R 4=FE > S=IFEEE

2 3-14 FIAE Z R IS R P [ B =

Table 3-14 Visitors pre-test mean and standard deviation of cognitive image

5 5 FHIE REE H o7 B %o

) M SD 1 2 3 4 5
EEEY R 369 085 15 62 277 508 13.8
=TT Sk 418 086 15 15 154 400 415
Hir RSN E 438 076 15 1.5 3.1 446 492
FREmECdE 409 082 15 15 154 492 323
S BN E E A 2 322 067 00 123 554 308 1.5
IR EE P (it ok EdaR & 303 079 46 138 569 231 15
{FHETEE 334 097 3.1 154 369 338 10.8
et R BT rs 342 088 00 123 477 262 138
7 B[R E 315 094 46 185 385 338 4.6
Bz R4 il 343 085 3.1 62 431 400 7.7
BWsoeysts 375077 00 31 354 446 169
JiliFiiiseasi ey 3.80  0.66 0.0 0.0 277 554 169
e TR TR IR R 386 088 15 3.1 279 431 246
T RENEE 374 099 - 3.1 46 323 354 246

SNEET L I=IEEREE  2=AEE » 3288 R  4=FE > S=IFEEE

% 3-15 FIHIE R B S P (E B AR 2

Table 3-15 Visitors pre-test mean and standard deviation of satisfaction

T REEE  H O 9 W %

H H M SD 1 2 3 4 5
Fapinz¢: IRES e E it 334 083 1.5 123 43.1 369 368
[ EIRE A 2 mES S 296 067 15 169 646 154 15
UHFEEAE OOR S B S S 3.00 050 0.0 123 754 123 00
R BB E e 338 078 1.5 92 431 415 46
XY EHEER 392 080 0.0 3.1 262 462 246
R 2% O] &7 7 PR R R 306 079 15 185 569 185 4.6
TREBIGENHEERE 345 083 15 92 400 415 7.7
G IRIE M E RS 386 083 15 1.5 277 477 215
SR 25 i R RN D 298 070 0.0 231 569 185 15
S5 25 0 R RN R 22 F H AR 302 076 0.0 246 523 200 3.1
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. T H 5 b %

15 *

M SD 12 3 4 S
R R i a i 374 073 15 15 292 569 108
R ERGEI R R 377 077 15 0.0 338 492 154

IR AN BRSREE R 3.63 072 15 0.0 415 477 92

SNEET L I=EEREE  2=AEE » 3248 R, 4=FE > S=IFEEE

% 3-16 gRAIEE AT R R A P (B =
Table 3-16 Visitors pre-test mean and standard deviation of behavioral intentions

T mRE B 5 %

7 H BwM SO 10 2 3 4 5
TS S iR 351 087 15 62 462 323 138
WEHEER KB RERAE DT 385 075 0.0 3.1 27.7 50.8 185
e BRI B R AR DT 374 075 00 3.1 27.7 50.8 18.5

ST I=IEEAREE  2=AHE > 3248 R =% S=FEEE

AHFELL Cronbach’s o (48 ~ BLEFRAE I Z AHRBE{E K IH H o0t ¢ fe e Rl -
TS B R RS S Al R 2 A2 - MHIERATE - B SRR Z AR RRHEL (R BN
2 0.2 % 0 ZEEEHIMPRR 2 (EEFRZBEZ L Cronbach’s o {H © THH /717 1
TEMEERATR 0.05 2« &R TEMN 65 (7 & LUEE oA BIE H 0 A& - (BN s
sh R SR R > RSB ILMELE » 4158 3-17 Fiok -

% 3-17 MR HIEEL

Table 3-17 The questionnaire revise

B [R5

fEE |THREE TEEETE

15 MY 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 & AEE EUN 3 -2-10 1 2 3 S AEHED

= Atk 12 3 45 6 7 fath A -3 -2 10 1 2 3 bt
Y 1 2 3 4 6 7 ESHy -3 2 10 1 2 3 Uk
U1 3 45 6 78 Y - 210 1 2 3 EY)

e (E=EEREE WEINE ) ir S0

120 BELAT [120~29 5% [130~39 5% | 116~24 B& [ 125~34 p& [ 135~44 %
[140~49 5% [ 150~59 j% [ 160~69 5% [ 145~64 5% [ 165 bk

[ 70 BELAE

BE |E(ERET) fE(E ™)

Wi |dEE (EE (e (2FEE . (deE L EE EE 25
[ IFhpgl&E CrhpglE %2R
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fE  |THEEHE 1EEAIH
HArRA HArRA

&b Dadtks LIERER
[ IBkRERR (BT LheriTiA
LEFR% Uadm etk
[IEAERR [rafehs [EMA
[FEEm sk ek
L=k Dskgm LR
LB (e ek
[itiis eI [T

&b Dadtks LIERER
[ IBkRERR (BT LheriTis
LEFR% Uadm etk
[IEAERR [rfehs [EMA
[FEzEm sk ek
L=k Dskm LR
LB (e ek
[Titiis e [Tk
=20

L& [DRkE [1HAM

W 2 B BRI WETEF I RRIEFITREL
I x 2 mE (24 A [I5-8 A [ E [(12-3 N [4-5 A
5% P AE19-12 A [13-16 A []17-20 A [16-7 A [18-9 A [ ]10-11 A
% Br B\ 120 ALLE []12-13 A [ ]14-15 A
EEEIPN 116 ADLE
4
7 % | JeEE *A%E [IEfTH [ &R [ i%H D@ {TH
2 R | ENE [ S [ JHA [ NE [ R [ DKE
B E = (T (P
i T
3.5.2.1 IER[T%E

AT IEAMGHSEE - BEEALRIE 9 & - BEESRME 4 & - &

KRS 15 7

IS SE R 13 AT AR 3 8 - RESEREEEE T

A AILA Likert B [m R ERFARMHETE > AHT7ERE GRS MIANFE 3-18 Fr
ORGSR ) -

7 3-18 IERHEHE

BRI R S SR 5

Table 3-18 The final questionnaire

] GERE AT Rk 7
KN1  #5rEsE
gtk Gk KN2 O U a8
(Motivation) KN3  SEFE iR
JiNe REl &E[REEER
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it Sttt (A% [H]2H

RE2  FEjjEE AR
RE3 #t#EEHE TIE

EN1 EXERE
EN2  EoR4EHER
EN3 EEFH

NS
N
Vit

PRI  E[JAR A BEAHTT

PR2  REHEERPA AR IFOTES B
By PR3 B fEH YT

PR4  BEEHZEAER HEYi

PRS  FEEE AT T

1

. RP1 {EEEH TR A
RN
AP RP2  HLEAAEE
RP3 B oy SR 4 B

I

5
Pe

U NG RN E
RS AF2 g
_ AF3  JEISHY G
image) AF4  REEIERY)

(Affective

CUl EErHEYI=E
CU2 ¥EErEsib
CU3 EHTEEERE
CU4 FeprEmscdb

ALE IR

INl g EREES S
IN2  REEER AEER S &

il
&=
gﬂ%
=

HIES IN3 (FHEG%EETE

(Cognitive IN4 PR A E ARG

image) AT < ANREE TRy JT
o AT2 Rz BEFAESE

AT3  HIE5[ 8Ty
AT4  BHIRZENHTT

SOl ¥R 24
IR SO2 EREENRIFIRIERS T
S03  EBEEE+IRE

TS1 BRI R &3

ﬁmi;’fﬁ TS2 B EREE S T
T B Ts3 ppmec s e (A A
(Satisfaction) s SS1 ERREER AR

Hﬁﬁjﬁmﬁ $S2  EBRCYEHEER

B

SS3 AT A& IR THES
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T LEREATE % RTE
SS4  JRIFENAIEIREYE RE BRRE
ES1 BRI E T

L 1 e
RN ks shEsmmmsm
SR By s s EERs
T SRR E hE
BEHEE  TT2  ERSHEEISR R
TT3 B A SRR R
TR EE BEl PR EHRIKE
(Behavioral BE2 HEiEER KRR
intentions) BE3 S Bl

3.6 et ot 5%

KW FHISRET i 704 F 38 A SPSS(Statistical package for the social science)
for Windows 12.0 frE2E# A8 & LISREL(Linear structural relationships) for Windows
8.80 W EZEHIAS - EA ST LA SPSS 12.0 Ky /3 M T EL 5 BEHS5E=7347 LA LISREL 8.80
Ryoitr TR - Hooth izlopaian T

3.6.1 RT3 AT

RO ESRET e R ERH R B BV A AR b ST T X
#orlc ~ Borte ~ PHEBELURARREEF ARG AT o RE DA R A S T ]
TR - SRR RS -

3.6.2 (FEHT

{5 B (Reliability $5HYE— (0 M & B R EGRTAG 7 8y — 2 Az e v (3
FERBAEIE H ATt fF R E R R 2 — - (GRS PR O R R &
RASFE(GETZ PRI MIZ NS (Cronbach’s o) SifR e & N Z & B BN E — 2k
BE > EEER o SR REEEMNS - MEZZEBN > A2t o AR
PEAT 1 - AL GRS R B M E (] > B2EREEAS —2 - Gay(1992) 1 &
EREEE 0.9 DLEEREME © Nunnally(1978)RZE MW FEELERES M E I FE SUE
PERTSE - (EREHEE A AR - —FOPRRMENTE  (FEGEUE 0.5 BLE - 0.6
DL ERE - Basg Vb se B F MW 525 S (R B 47 0.8 0.9 DLE B 2 DeVellis(1991)
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AR R 0.7 Bl 52 i/ IMBIE - RO SR - BERE & EH
B - toe et EREE AR » EZRE IS B EREGRE - NED
—ENMEEE AR R RN BMEGRELE 0.5 DLk - RiFE 0.6 - BE
TR — B HREAE 0.7 DL L St 0.8 -

3.6.3 IEHH 7T

SLHARE(2007) 1% H #utgix BRSO E A EE@E UM - JHE ot s R
Y2 B RS PR IHAY 72 R LR G TR R E MRt - MR IH H A& SR
ForBABTBE SRR - AWTFEsHREIL IR LR & B EEREAE - REEEEN
KRS > RIEREE S T ae i 5 (PR aZH e -

3.6.4 TR thE
HEE RN B SR R HET R 8 - BRI - (R TH Ry e S T T M
TERE AR RN ITE -

3.6.5 &EfE TR AT

it TR E U E(Structure equation modeling, fEff SEM)E—TH&RETHY /AL
(Statistical methodology) » F DARERAEFEN 22 B mIRFTEE - IVEEER A T /BE
I | (Latent variable models, fijfi LVM) « SUSEHITT (2R 2y T GRIE4H
B {&f5E 2 | (Linear structural relationship model) ~ " H:E 8 4ERE 5747 | (Covariance
structure analysis) ~ " JEFEEEE 34T | (Latent variable analysis) ~ " BEs&TERZE M7
(Confirmatory factor analysis)fll " 558 LISREL 7347 | - 45 2R RN = 4%
STEE S EN S E 4 E T (Multivariate statistics)iY—38 » Bl &R 2 531 (factor analysis)
AL 73 M (path analysis) iSRS 774 @ e AU S B0 ~ TBES0H ~ THE
s B R (% - S ERERCR - MRESCR IR (S HAE - 2006)

i 45(2006) 1+ & 22 ~ LI ECE 1T R R R E AV B HICE R G
(hypothetical construct) » 4B ~ FERE - SEMREIDRE LS - HIEBEHOE EREE
FEGEMNE > B TENE S R/ (R 8 (latent variables) sl J i 22 2 i (unobserved
variables) » &5H 7 A2 0 R BR B8 m] DUA I — (8 20— ([ DA b o] DUE RE 22 8O0 &
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RN TR IR R - dERE T IE T E TR RS U0 A - TR IRE BRI LI %
EWETREE VBRI BIAR - BEEm AR &S E(structural equation model)
R E A (measurement modeD)ZH Y, - FT-& RV E S B 2 R BR (% - BUE
R BT Ry BN B S BELSMITEE > MBI BUE MR T R B RS BEA AT
B RS R (SRR > TRRIRGIUE R S IH B 2R T 2 Rl (%
Y% 3-19 -

% 3-19 BoBE R AR S A E AR

Table 3-19 The overall model fit and standard requirements of structural equation model

PAE ! i b A —FHEREAE
TRl SRRSO R
A2 JEE -
RITEHHEE
otdf y/df =3
HERCE TR 5 >0.9 SRR R ] DA
GFI RN B R Gpra oo
(goodness of fit &l
index)
PRI EILE TR R > 0.9 STERE B HEAAE
AGFI BRFT T A RIS AGR> 09
(adjusted goodness g o
— of fit index)
EX e AR #=0.05
AR RMR
& fag RMR =0.05
Gt (root mean
residual)
TEAEALY IR 35 =0.05 » P LB = i gl
SRMR FEIE o
(standardized root SRMR =0.05
mean square
residual)
MR TR 75 =0.05 HU/NR0.05F " B4F
iR FC#E 5 /r120.05%00.08 2 i » 5T
RMSEA T RSEERC | 0.08%0.1027f >  RMSEA=
(root mean square =Tk [ e | AHA0. 18 0.05
error AR TN RERD -
of approximation)
g | LCEOHECIE®  H=09 SUUBABIE SRR
i CFl RSB FFRIEE M CFI>09
(comparative fit
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L Ao iEE i A — R HEARAE
fets index) NG
Hmiiiey F=09 0 NIERSHRESE 5
NFI 2;3’ SR E S EEEI. NFI=0.9
(normed fit index) FEXEFELE -
JEHUEEACS S =09 HEISEE HEMAE
NNFI RILFTET B R AZREE - NNFI=>0.9
(non normed fit B
index)
WEERCEEL 5 =0.9 $HEINNFDR B B
IF1 AARINEFANFIE 22 - IFI=0.9
(incremental fit o
index)
HHEPERCfEE. 7£=0.9
RFI RFI=0.9
(relative fit index)
R EEACTERE =05
PNFI f PNFI=0.50
(Parsimonious
normed fit index)
R RMEERCTEE & =05 B it 28
PGFI %5 K ESEMEGELEFHIIE
(Parsimonious BEFRRE o PGF=0.50
R goodness of fit
i index)
fopm | GMEEDEISIE  BsmBLCAICHSFE(E O A R AR
AIC LA AICTE R {H 22
(Akaike N o AlC=1
information
criterion)
N Wk
.. 200F ER|
(Hoelters critical N) WEREA LR -
WNAE A E R THHRZEN AT EFREREKE
Gt SR B AR RS KR - JTA
= SETIE I
A

AREIST RIUR - S SRR BT S

BRI © FT4(2006)

» SRS RE T
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seENZRE T ~ BReE AR ELHEASS R A Bk -

4.1 ARSI

ARG 550 (7 RUSHRRE 514 17 BUCHRRIEE 93.0 % -
BT ETAGH REE VLM » AT KT BRG] 4 - FOETTRE
IR~ Wit ~ BRAEFB A ~ (AT A M0 4 28 RO 2
BERE AR TR ~ BB AHESTAIR T A ~ f5h AR
EFICE T AT 2 AU » SR HTAER AR 4-1 i -

4.1.1 ZEEREAR M
AIHTE 514 (ARG EAL T SRS MERDTH > "B R
H 239 {171k 46.5 % > T 2k BEAR 275 34k 53.5 % 5 (EFER T 0 DL T 16~24 5%
FY 246 (3 (52RGHY 47.9 D Ryi 28 » HIUR [ 25~34 L, HY 209 (AL 2 /SHY
40.7 % ; FEREIIE - DL TRER | BBIRRAY 340 fir2iid bR 28 » [E2A8HY 66.1
% » HR Ry TW5ERT ) IREEH 65 4 0 5 12.6 % ; TEEWHRNTH » "HEE ) B
K 424 5315 82.5 DB T EUEA/INZ ) BEA 5445 10.5 % » jREESETTH » DA T B4R
Y 226 17825 » i ReY 44.0 % » HUR T ARTSZE 3 #Y 70 {31d 13.6 %t " BT
9 47 {7345 9.1 % 5 BIAEREEER% - DL " &dtik 25 71 (515 13.8 % » HA K
"B By 50 4915 9.7 % EAEIIHUCAFLL 710,000 TTLAR 4 HY 233 (5 5
245 45.3 % » HJUE 720,001-30,000 | (#9107 (3EEAAL 20.8 % 5 ik EE
TREAEIEHTREL , DL T ER 89 272 158215 52.9 % » HAUR "2 R, #Y 132 315
257 % ; "R EREMEBECET AR ) 7 0 PL T #9267 4345 51.9 % 0 H
TRANEy " [EEE 5 B 123 ()& 4G 23.9 % 5 4F " HREFREARHE DT ET A8 LT 2-3
A 1Y 248 (s 48.2 % » HANEs "4-5 N 89 135 45345 26.3 % ; T {2 R
PR FEASCA T H | DL TESE ) Ak 37.2 % 0 HIUR T 45 27.0 % -

IR AR L5 T8 ~ R R FR A (2009) S 1 22ty R @ AR S i ~ 75000
BT AER ZFE LR Chen fil Chen(2010)H/F5E & FE i IU A ol B 15 25 B B it
E -~ AIREEREENT MR EFT R ARSI - AR 255
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LM HESEERSE O WS GEERIEAR  Fl IFESEREE 19-30 L - 1L
BRELH A ~ RIS —[EH AR E S © SRR % ISR E E BT
=AR  EAP HARSZ AR RET 10,000 7TLU T ABuR S @ E
LUEEE © SOB TRLUSHERES - BURER ZEAE CHSOBE TR R EEE
Sty EAUEUR B R R L -

R 4-1 BRI A

Table 4-1 Demographic characteristics of respondents

TH H HBolkk% T8 H HBHIHE
3 Al B W R R
B 46.5 HE 82.5
2 53.5 [y AN 6.2
i e EEE /N 10.5
16~24 5% 47.9 H A 0.8
25~34 % 40.7 8 A¥HA KA
35~44 5% 8.9 10,000 JTLL 45.3
45~64 5% 2.5 10,001-20,000 8.4
65 L E 0.0 20,001-30,000 20.8
B B B E 30,001-40,000 13.0
EisIYN 1.4 40,001-50,000 8.6
5 HR 10.9 50,000-60,000 2.1
Rt 8.9 60,001-70,000 0.6
RE 66.1 70,000 DL _F 12
Wr5EAT 12.6 HEREGFER
Tk * e (G R ™)
T3 3.9 (ot 2.3
PE3E 5.8 & 3.5
B4 44.0 FA 43
AR5 2 13.6 21 1.6
EillsE 4.7 HhPg & 4.5
HAR 6.4 2 3.7
EEhE 3.7 H AT
BESE 9.1 =l 13.8
P 3.1 =ulnail 7.8
HEZE 1.0 FFET 2.9
2R 0.2 PERA 5.8
B bk s e 0.0 wrh 3.1
RE 1.4 WA 2.3
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H H HBIH% H H Bl %

R 1.8 A 2.7
B 1.0 =aehif) 4.9
28 0.3 Bk 6.0
R BRFBESHIET AR AL 25
T 0.4 FE 1A 0.4
[E]E2 23.9 EEGY N 1.8
JilEDa 51.9 7 Bih 1.4
EIN 20.4 X - 2.9
JRATE 1.0 BRI 9.7
HA 2.0 o R 53
EE: 0.3 ST 3.3
R B FRFAEWEIETT AR B 14
T H 0.4 B % 0.8
2-3 A 48.2 (B % 0.2
4-5 N 26.3 B 0.0
6-7 A 12.8 B 0.0
8-9 A 5.4 &5 0.2
10-11 A 0.6 T R4 0.0
12-13 A 2.5 NEZAN
14-15 A %) g 0.2
16 ALLE 2.5 NS 0.8
RERFBEERETE HAh 0.0
05 37.2 R AR EITRE
THE 27.0 BHR 52.9
HiTH 2.1 7 25.7
E-S1 YN 8.2 3 8.6
5 B 6.6 4 7.4
KEE 15.2 5 1.9
T 0.8 6 LAk 3.5
=158 2.9

4.1.2 Z5f# Z S HRBOESE A

W% 4-2 MR 4-3 A] BRiGBfcle i s et fud i P o Bis (IR Ry © I
(3.96) > B HE NFRRA{#(3.79) > JIFA(3.78) > BEEE(3.55) > {i%4(2.93) - BUNH 5% E)
P ESRAER RO - AR oL T 2EE S E P E RS o T RUCH
Rk ) A  FE3 A A PRRA GRS DL T By S IR T 488 , P8
ERis - 1 T BT ) A e E T oL T S IR E R
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PIE Rt o 10 T AR R IR ) AR B E L TR iR
ERAryASER , “POE RikE - T " B EARSBEIITT | ARSI LReh
Ll T EOREERR | P E i o 10 T AESKE R~ T IESRIE AT

R 4-2 WE IR AR

Table 4-2 Descriptive statistics of motivation with tourist

e I E B IE SITEL TR FAPEH
HIFk (R 3.96 1
KNI  fEEaAESUE 3.88 0.65 2
KN2  WRUCHT AT 3.80 0.67 3
KN3  2EIES B 4.21 0.65 1
JFA(FS 1) 3.78 3
RE1  SEIKEERER 4.11 0.72 1
RE2 R JELESR 4.02 0.79 2
RE3  #kidtHE TIE 3.22 1.06 3
(RS D) 2.93 5
EN1  BKEk 2.70 0.85 3
EN2  ZOREEE 3.40 0.87 1
EN3  EBmfHT 2.71 0.95 2
S (F5H) 3.55 4
PR1  EFIAREARE BT 3.54 0.85 5
PR2  Fefads AR BN AS B 3.84 0.76 1
PR3  HREhEE ARy 3.19 0.86 4
PR4  BREHZELAKERN HAYHL 3.68 0.81 2
PR5 BRI AHEREER UM 3.51 0.85 3
e N PEREA (RS D) 3.79 2
EN1 (B TEH AR % 3.79 0.85 2
EN2  EUAAEE 3.72 0.89 3
EN3 BRI Z IR T4 3.88 0.84 1
2 4-3 PEE NI I (E Bl 7=
Table 4-3 Means of motivation variable
I8 £ SIE fEAEE i H 7r kb %o
: M SD 1 2 3 4 5
KN1 g&ha A6k 388 065 02 0.8 245 597 1438
KIN2 07 WS Rk 380 067 02 1.0 307 551 13.0
KN3 SRS EET 421 065 02 14 72 593 319
RE1 &£[{K S ELFR 411 072 02 14 161 521 302
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NIA i S = 4 %
. L veEmeE__B 5 G

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
RE2 &R /7 AR 402 079 08 12 220 479 282
RE3RBEHELTME 322 106 45 202 379 237 138
EN1 23R 5 270  0.85 62 346 444 125 23
EN2 K45k 340 0.87 1.8 123 383 393 84
EN3 iE=HI 271 095 86 333 412 125 45

PR1 F|AF & &AL EmAgH 5 354 085 12 103 354 434 97
PR2 gE#E3 A AN RSES:  3.84 076 04 27 27.8 508 183

PR3 $R5 £ 8 FRHIHL Ty 319 086 1.6 175 486 251 72
PR4 5528 AFRERIHAY 368 081 1.0 53 317 486 134
PRS BReHLAHERIVITT 351 085 12 91 379 412 105
EN1 (@i T A R4 379 085 0.8 58 265 479 19.1
EN2 Bl 7 fHE 372 089 10 7.8 278 449 185

EN3 B S S0 iR T45Es 388 084 06 53 228 486 228
ST I=IEEAREE  2=AHE > 3248 R =FE  S=FEEE

BOIEET 2R E L © PHEEL R FAER - B LR AR
AEHE I IEDL - AR 4-4 1% 4-5 ] Rl i = (B RS 5 P Bs (R
Fo * AlatriantR(5.66) > TRTEHI/HURA(S.64) > HERIEY/ < NELE (5.48) > AR UIAHRY)
(5.47) -

% 4-4 BREESRM ST

Table 4-4 Descriptive statistics of affective image with tourist

jren pilREREE iﬁg-ﬁ%& IS FMAPES
AF1 A/ S N\ BT 5.48 1.08 3
AF2 A 5.66 1.25 1
AF3  JEIESH/IRZ 5.64 1.40 2
AF4  REVIERY) 5.47 1.36 4

= 4-5 R BRI (E B
Table 4-5 Means of affective image variable
15 g PHE AR H ) th %
) M SD  1(-3) 2(-2) 3(-1) 40) 5(1) 612) 703)
AF1 EIIE/< NEE 548  1.08 04 08 27 1.7 329 344 171

INPEEN 5.66 125 1.6 14 25 91 214 374 267
AF3 JEISHI/MCER 5.64 140 27 19 3.1 89 165 379 288
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T e m 4 b %

& M SD  1(-3) 2(-2) 3(-1) 40) 5(@1) 6(2) 73)
AF4 RV 5.47 136 23 1.8 4.1 103 249 329 237

EER  IREBRE R EGBEEAREZ RS  TRERSEE

% 4-6 MIF% 4-7 w] B B0 10 2 50 M S VU I P49 0 B (AR PP A+ X
{EER(4.04) > FEEERIE(3.91) > SA5(3.82) > BLbEi(3.28) - BURNH &R AIER
FEEREFESUEER - AU ERERE T " B ERRRE ) PEE MRS

"EEEYFE ) AR FEi e DL T R KRR, PO E
Fotis o M0 T oy RERVIER ) AR RS E L T BRI R T ) S
HE RS - " ESZ BFAEEE ) AR AR T DL e e B

SR | PHEE s 0 T T IREE R AR AR B R AR (R -

2 4-6 M BRI E SR S T

Table 4-6 Descriptive statistics of cognitive image with tourist

e I E S IE IR fEAEE BAPEH
" SAEEE(RE ) 4.04 1
CUl EErIHEYsE 3.56 0.76 4
CU2 EEnyi sk 4.17 0.70 2
CU3 HEESFET 438 0.67 1
CU4 FREMmEsUL 4.05 0.74 3
FERRE S it (R 1A 3.28 4
IN1 5 EiREE RS & 3.07 0.67 3
IN2  EEER LA L A 2.98 0.69 4
IN3 {EHEEETE 3.32 0.87 2
IN4 Rt E R B E R 3.75 0.87 1
RA(EH) 3.82 3
AT1 < NEE st 3.75 0.69 2
AT2 iz BiF4EmE 3.56 0.73 4
AT3  Hs[ a5 3.74 0.74 3
AT4 BHHIZERHTT 4.24 0.66 1
T EIRIE (R H) 3.91 2
SOl ﬁﬁ%ﬁjf?@fﬁ%é 3.97 0.65 2
SO2 ‘%ﬁmiﬁjfafﬁéz;% 3.98 0.70 1
SO3 o KENE 3.78 0.81 3
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Table 4-7 Means of cognitive image variable

IE o BoE R B A W %
) M SD 1 2 3 4 5
CUI E'ZHEysiE 356 076 02 57 396 460 8.6
CU2 E'Z 1yl 5 3k 417 070 02 1.6 119 543 32.1
CUI3 H i @arstm 438 0.67 02 16 51 465 46.7
CU4 FppkE ek 405 074 02 12 202 500 284

IN1 B ERREEALE S 307 067 10 148 621 206 1.6
IN2 i BB AR EAER A& 298 069 2.1 179 605 189 06
IN3 (EE I 5E = 5 {H 332 087 35 128 473 309 54
IN4 ffit e B HE RS 375  0.87 1.8 123 47.1 298 9.1

ATI1 £ ARERERH T 3.75 0.69 0.0 29 309 547 115

AT2 fixz B4 E S 356 073 04 53 393 465 8.0
AT3 B 5 [IHyH S 374 074 06 1.8 348 484 144
AT4 BRIZERVTT 424 066 0 02 04 104 531 356
SOl iR iR Zr 4 397 065 00 02 220 588 19.1
SO2 #&BE G TE i i 398 070 02 12 202 568 216
SO3 +73 REHVIEE 378 081 0.8 27 331 447 187

SR 1=EEAEE  2=AEE 0 3=4ER ) 4=FE  S=IFEEE

R 4-8 M3 4-9 B R iR 15 2 im S LS TR P o s (R & - B he
9 T (3.85) > PR 5 i H R JEE (3.63) > MRS e i T (3.48) > Ji A B T W S
(3.05) - BEURHIEF MBS E R BATHEE - ARENEERE T Ll T BRE
MRRBGEI SR RAFHY ) P E RS © T " WS A BIRBRREEmEH ) Al
& R E R I T DL T R R ) P E A o 1 T A
L EE TR ) ATR(R RS S A T L R BB EE
% CPEERRS > T RS A EFEARERIRES ) AR RSB
LA DRI R E S B SPEE R o 1T T IR BOR B
BEREE ) AR -

% 4-8 R B RS ST
Table 4-8 Descriptive statistics of satisfaction with tourist

jron el IR AR RENTEA
" Bt DR B e P (s ) 3.05 4
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(A% el IR AR RENTEA

TS1 EREAEFTEUCE BE & 332 097 1
TS2 EFJEIRE L S EE S 295  0.71 2
TS3  WEEERR = AORH LS S (E S S 288  0.61 3

FR S a5 it s e FEE (RS T ) 3.48 3
SS1  fHERBER T3 5% 344 072 2
SS2  EBARYEREER 391 0.72 1
SS3 K2 ] &7 4 PR R LR, 3.15  0.89 4
SS4 R IEFENARIE RN E RE B 349  0.80 3

IR E N E S () 3.63 2
ES1 ZERSIREMHESF 393  0.69 1
ES2 ¥ 25 il N E R DR 3.05 074 3
ES3 ¥ 55 il o B I 22 R R S 3.11  0.80 2

R =S (R TH) 3.85 1
TT1 ¥RKEEREZE RN 388  0.64 2
TT2 $PRKEBEBEISRE BTFD 395  0.63 1
TT3 HHis N ERBEE EmER 373 0.76 3

49 EEA RS P [ BEAEE
Table 4-9 Means of affective image variable

N = Eﬁji == ya %
- L VeEmwE__B_ 7 L&

M SD 1" 2 3 4 5
TS1 E R AEF I EE g 2 B E & T 332 097 33 148 40.1 307 11.7
TS2 # S ERE A S ESS 295 071 29 171 634 152 14
TS3 mYEEERN & ek AR BB G

288 061

- S, e T 23 179 700 91 0.6
SS1 R B+ E 5 344 072 0.8 66 446 43.8 43
SS2 R MEHEERE 391 072 06 1.0 241 554 189
SS3 A T EF 4 (R R A B 315 0.89 21 19.8 449 267 64
SS4 JREFBIRIR IR EIINE 349 080 14 74 397 436 80
ES1 FRBIRISH SR F 393 069 02 12 228 576 183
ES2 8 25 il 25 [ B D e 305 074 0.8 204 543 220 25
ES3 46825 il 25 R E1) 22 [l s 311 080 1.0 189 539 210 53

TT1 B RIS R B =i 388 064 02 14 218 634 132
TT2 BRI RS2 F R 395 063 02 00 216 615 16.7
TT3 HIRE A SRKBEEEWENN 373 076 14 16 33.1 506 134

EER  1=EEAEE  2=AFEE 0 3=9ER ) 4=FE  S=IFEEE

Hi% 4-10 o] Ry BRI 1T R R E T 0 Bis ER T fy © G
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FIPREAR B BT (3.85) > & B A B RAEIE D (3.77) > PoRe 5 & EH /R i
(3.67) - BURHBEFT R L E M e R 2R g b

R 4-10 B FAT Ry R Ay P (H B =

Table 4-10 Means of behavioral intentions variable

- . VI e B » b %

BmmM SO 10 2 3 4 5
BE1 G e SRt 3.67 076 0.8 3.3 362 475 123
BE2 S B A B Rzt 3.85 0.67 0.6 0.6 255 59.5 13.8
BE3 &gk A g RpeiEs: 377 072 1.0 08 319 53.1 132
DEER  ISEREARER  2=AEE 0 3=24ER  4=[E - S=IEEEE

4.1.3 Z5hE Z SRS A IR H oo

AW FEst ERIIR IS F A E - BRAIE R ~ mEEET RERETE
FETTAT B H AT - FFR 4-11 > 4-12 ~ 4-13 F1 4-14 > AKAH5E Alpha 7172 0.7 £ 0.8
CUEE A A7 G0l -

% 4-11 B RIFBI(S R AT I H o34

Table 4-11 Item and reliability analysis of motivation with tourist

PR Mbrks BERET MRk HEM

T N —

A H Pl CERE CARE  Alpha  HoERR
KN1 #2555k 57.32 49.33 0.481 0.823 0.000
KIN2 0k U ek 57.40 49.55 0.442 0.825 0.000
KN3 2o 56.96 5055 0347 0.829  0.000
RE1 55K E B 52 57.05 49.26 0.444 0.824 0.000
RE2 F&/7 R 7 BB R 57.17 49.00 0.425 0.825 0.000
RE3BBEHHTE 5801 51.00 0.141 0.845  0.000
EN1 E°K 5 b 58.48 48.29 0.448 0.824 0.000
EN2 SR 448K 57.79 47.84 0.453 0.824 0.000
EN3B=Rs 5849 4741 | 0470 0.823  0.000
PR1 AR AL\ 57.65 48.94 0.363 0.829 0.000

Gl g A 2 oyl
PR2 %‘:y@ e R A 57.35 47.63 0.548 0.819 0.000
PR3 #RahH2 A1y 58.00 47.96 0.457 0.823 0.000

Je &7 o
PR4 EE‘”E E2 SNLC LRISEY 57.50 48.61 0.444 0.824 0.000
PRS BReER A HEE T H T 57.68 47.79 0.502 0.821 0.000



PRz Mbrks BEERGET MRk HEDM

I = —
s B T mmm MEE Apha BoEis
ENI (BB TR RE 5738 47.90 0.490 0821 0.000
EN2 Bl A7 FHE 5744 4792 0.451 0.824  0.000
EN3 B3 /7 53 S (e 4
%‘ﬁﬁﬁ SRILIETEE o000 4660 0.603 0815  0.000
Alpha = 0.833

% 4-12 PR RAERE L ErE H o

able 4-12 Item and reliability analysis of cognitive image with tourist

PRtz MPres SHERET MLz HEDWT

5 5 Tim mmE B Ak e
CUl EEmtEY=E 52.35 30.95 0.483 0.819 0.000
CU2 E'Z1/ysth 7374k 51.70 30.81 0.590 0.813 0.000
CU3 B EEERE 51.47 31.77 0.492 0.819 0.000
CU4 Fppifmsodt 5182 3155 0443 0821 0000
IN1 5 EREE RS &S 5283 32.36 0.382 0.825 0.000
IN2 EEE R R EoR BlES | 52,93 32.64 0.324 0.829 0.000
IN3 (252 = 5 {# 52.68 32.17 0.287 0.834 0.000
IN4 fE R s Bk 52.61 3120 0398 0.825 0000
AT1 < N EVEar Ryt 7 52.15 31.01 0.547 0.815 0.000
AT2 sz R4 /ENE 52.32 31.02 0.500 0.818 0.000
AT3 Hg 5 [ et J7 52.15 32.07 0.385 0.825 0.000
AT4 Bty Sl.e4 3149 - 0525 0.817 0000
SOI iR R4 4 51.94 31.89 0.467 0.820 0.000
SO2 % ‘%@mﬁ:fafﬁéma 51.89 31.05 0.551 0.815 0.000
SO3 43 I =1y 52.09 30.96 0.477 0.819 0.000

Alpha =0.831

R A4-13 MR (B AT B H oA
able 4-13 Item and reliability analysis of satisfaction with tourist

PRz Mk BEERGET MRk HEDM

T . .
5 T pyE mmm CABME Abha e
TS1 EEsl
> i?"ﬁﬁ%q&gmﬁ 40.83  17.40 0.431 0.690  0.000
Tsz %;{il:l :.:Z 0N
f%r AIREECRAREE ) 1 o0 0.364 0.700  0.000
TS3 IR R B A0S
4127 1935 0.390 0.699  0.000
BN =
SS1 s i Ho1Es 4075 19.21 0.332 0.704  0.000
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PRz Mbrks BEERGET MRk HEDM

T] . .
A H I BRE CHRE  Alpha MR

SS2 BRI EHEER 40.24 18.77 0.411 0.695 0.000
SS3 4t 2T Eﬁ

égjw’ PTEPEREETE 4 a 5088 0.011 0751  0.000

4 *El

554 H%E‘L@j RENHURER 067 1899 0.304 0708  0.000
ES1 BcBEpEpr i g 4021 1811 0540 0679  0.000

% \n&\}j—k/—*—' E‘\‘ [[EE =21y
ES2 %ﬁﬂu%mﬁ% 54118 19.94 0.189 0722 0.000

7f<
ES3 2 [ 2

éﬁ PEEREERE s 1980 0.185 0724 0.000
““““ R O T
Tl gj;?*@mﬁgmxmﬁ 4027 1842 0.519 0.683  0.000
TT ki £

?g”‘@mﬁg IRER 4010 1841 0.533 0.682  0.000
TT3 %R\ SIRREEER 4041 1849 0.427 0.692  0.000

TR

Alpha =0.719

R 4-14 P AT Ry R RS RE AT EIE H o3

able 4-14 Item and reliability analysis of behavioral intentions with tourist

PRz PRk 252 BERES Mk HESM

T
A H i s MBS Alpha | i
BEI gﬂﬂﬁﬁ% HEFRER 7.55 1.91 0.718 0.893 0.000
¢ HE T I
BE2 %E?&}%%ﬁﬁ?”iﬁ: 7.34 1.89 0.839 0.785 0.000
RIEEDT
BE3 ¥ gzEi A 89k 7.42 1.89 0.781 0.835 0.000
Y e
Alpha = 0.885
42 B AR

B LSRRG R R 2R 0 M o B R B B VR A SR B ] ) (e < TR S BR % » ASBIT ZE B8
Ry VBN TRBAHIESR ) R TR | o AR B A oy = PR B T B
selENZR T B8 T e BE A TERAER S B=EE0E T
B -
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4.2.1. 5Bt
4.2.1.1 MEHENXSH LT

RAFHIMER  DURR RS © — Rt e RS2 S B0 R R TR I
G VEE B S » DU R — BB BN RE B N [EI R VB R B G i A I &
faf S (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) « fi{E LiltEEZATHER » U ZME DL LS > 15
A THIUIE « AR - BEEBHEHREE - (f52BavEEKE - 1%
RALFEET > 2Lyl

ASEEETE

U S BB OB E BB Z A RO » Bagozzi FI Yi(1988)H
RE AR RIEZAVE 05 DL » Subalsesss . (5 0.5 L LAvHEDE
AR e I SR I R AR ST TSI - IR -

BB H (M5
TR CFA PR HYERISIEN R > SRR > BN R AT 2R
TEHNFR (T IS - (HETT84(2004) B2 » HBL 1 (EASIREE - R gkl Pez

C.flizt 2 WHIRE K
W B R S B B N R A T R RIS K I @
F/DBEARRFY 1.96 ForiEE] 0.05 TS /K8 1 [EIVAREHE T/ DTAT 2.58 F
ZF] 0.01 AYRIZ/KAE -

D BRI
RIERET R HE A E Z MRV - A HEREE REFECE » HEEZH
HRESMAG HABBHE /N 2.58(Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989) 5 AT S TE i 4E (|- 5
FEEAAREHE /N 2.58 -

4.2.1.2 Ehtseaa I E A B ST
F—Ebty B R A 7 B R RIER(KN) ~ JEFARE) ~ SREE(EN) ~ B E (PR)
HISEHE NPERAREN) - FrA B2 S Im 1 VB £ S E N R A 'EOHIE T
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0.28~0.89 » H iz 8 KN2 ~ KN3 ~ RE3 ~ PR1 f1 PR2 oK% 0.5 DL EAYREEAE » &
stelilbr - BRAEALEE A > BRI &/ Y 2.58 S5 —[REFH A BB IEM 1
EHE AR 1.96 HEF] p < 0.05 (YEE/KAE > MEHRIS S RENTR 4-15 f
4-1 fiR -

& 4-15 O Al E A 2 8 hEt

Table 4-15 The initial measurement model estimates of motive variables

TEESEH ey RIEEEEO0) EEEEE R’
KN1 0.51 0.17 1746  0.61
yalke KN2 0.49 0.21 16207 0.53
KN3 0.31 0.32 10217 023
RE1 0.59 0.18 17.817  0.66
ez RE2 0.66 0.19 18.19°"  0.70
RE3 0.28 1.05 55377 0.07
EN1 0.72 0.20 2145 0.72
i EN2 0.47 0.54 125177 0.29
EN3 0.89 0.11 24297 (.88
PR1 0.37 0.58 9237 0.19
PR2 0.48 0.35 14257 040
L PR3 0.57 0.42 1499 043
PR4 0.51 0.39 14.447 041
PR5 0.57 0.39 15447 045
EN1 0.56 0.41 15447 043
i A FREE & EN2 0.67 0.34 18.38°"  0.57
EN3 0.72 0.18 21557 0.74
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R e IN
RP3

&l 4-1 B0 iakgsE N R RS E

Figure 4-1 The initial confirmatory factory analysis dlagram of motive
4.2.1.3 BRI NTE S I BRI BT

AT LAVEAE S TE Y A E B (CRBAT IR A ARSI FC B A B - AR A Il =X
HINAEGH'E - BT o B R RIE, ~ TR ~ R4 - NG A PERA(G 2 VB 1E
S B E R HEE G R 0.5 - BURH RSS2 BR(EE BT - PR
E(AVE:THEER - & FEHE R ST ERE AR 0.5 AIE AT (S B
SIS - AT R R SR A\ PERR (AR AT - AR 4-16 -

& 4-16 B YIIn 2 (S B AR R B e E R
Table 4-16 The initial composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
motive

BEER BaEl R REEE TR
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TR BEEH R’ EEEE HEERERES

KN1 0.61

RIS KN2 0.53 0.71 0.46
KN3 0.23
REI1 0.66

e RE2 0.70 0.62 0.37
RE3 0.07
EN1 0.72

e EN2 0.29 0.84 0.64
EN3 0.88
PRI 0.19
PR2 0.40

i34 PR3 0.43 0.75 0.37
PR4 0.41
PR5 0.45
EN1 0.43

e A PR RE (% EN2 0.57 0.83 0.58
EN3 0.74

4.2.1.4 It aaE U 2 57

EEARRCHHERE R RE 3\ > T Z AERE R B 1.96 (EAEAEZ - 41
REHERETREE 1.00 (E - AIFoRBESEM A R - £—H70 " 8
1% ) FUE TR 51 Rl ~ BORZ ~ REE ~ SR HE NBRRH (R > Bl U (5T
W 4-17 For - B AHRESHEERE /& 0.152 £ 0.678 3% (FHEEH S R E & 1.00
HYEUE - NIEEERA(EEE ST E AR -

417 B In 2 @RISR e 2R

Table 4-17 The initial discriminate validitychart of motive

B AT B2 - _ e T IN
15 Rz LErs BE pepge
FHRAREL 1.00
MRk AR -
AR -
GElEARER 0.46 1.00
% FRAEFE 0.06
R EFEER  [0.342,0.577]
GElEARER 0.21 0.27 1.00
e AR 0.05 0.05

FHRE(EHEERT  [0.112,0.308] [0.172,0.368]
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SFE 434 N ~ o j &
w e R T -
EEARER: 0.60 0.35 0.40 1.00
By AR 0.04 0.05 0.05
HEREHEER] [0.521,0.678] [0.252, 0.448] [0.303, 0.498]
W A*EE%{%E-’;& 0.49 0.45 0.25 0.57 1.00
R (% A 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04

FERE(SHEIERT  [0.392,0.588] [0.352,0.548] [0.152,0.348] [0.472,0.668]

4.2.1.5 Bt AIEL & R o i

SEEFT 2 &R - THARZEE R 2 BT ERR - iELS2E YRS
SRR RS TR A B & RIS - B RS IEEC EFR AR B4R 4-18 AR - 5D
Sy¥fEE x2/df ~ AGFI ~ RMR ~ SRMR - RMSEA i CN S Effafests » Rt 4

— BRI IR 7R A T AL (2 -

%% 4-18 B winERsE M i  Fe R E T eE R

Table 4-18 The initial confirmatory factory analysis of motive

feEte HEIEE EAME LR
W 1E 418.08  AUNAIYF  fEARREME(RER
v2/df 3.84 =3 L RKFFE
GFI 0.91 =09 e
AGFI 0.87 =09 KEE
CFI 0.95 =09 &o
NFI 0.92 =09 5o
NNFI 0.92 =09 5o

IFI 0.94 =09 5o
RFI 0.90 =09 5o
RMR 0.045 <0.05 &&
SRMR 0.066 <0.05 KEFE
RMSEA 0.070 <0.05 KEFE
PNFI 0.74 =050 e

CN 180.46 =200 RGFE

4.2.1.6 B AL ZER(HER PR2 71 PR4)

TRIBEREVEN R IR ILIARR E TR - RER AR 2 R BN S VB 2R
B DA - $Ee e Ay (S B - MFREVEIRA « BE T PR2 RESETTINA
ZRHAHYESER , M1 T PRA P B ENH AV | o BIERAGE RSB HEL
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< 4-19 HIE 4-2 For > S EEHH VB EEHHINZ AR MFE 0.29~0.88 [H
T LIS EAVAEEHERT/ IR 2.58 » t-value FYABEHE B A 1.96 -

EERMEERI NS RECE RS - RREREEEE AN 0.5 - PR
B EpEEIE A PERAERIBCEE - 4158 4-20 AR - EIEERBIT Z AHR SR
[l 0.152 £ 0.678 > i EHEEH EREEA 1.00 HVE{H - NILRFEERHEAES
BRI - A% 4-21 R - BEESEACREIRENR 4-22 - iR —ErBikiE
f={E{£ SRMR ~ RMSEA F1 PNFI REEFRFSHEAE

% 4-19 BEERE R NEHE 28 b

Table 4-19 The measurement model estimates of motivation variables after modification

TEEEE ey RIEEEEO) EEEEE f R’
KN1 0.51 0.17 17.187  0.60
yslkse KN2 0.50 0.21 1642 0.5
KN3 0.30 0.33 995" 022
REI 0.59 0.18 17737 0.66
ez RE2 0.66 0.18 18.35  0.70
RE3 0.29 1.04 5687 0.07
EN1 0.73 0.19 217377 0.73
R EN2 0.50 0.54 12537 0.29
EN3 0.88 0.12 24217 0.87
PR1 0.36 0.59 8427 0.18
By PR3 0.56 0.43 13.647 043
PR5 0.57 0.39 14.05"  0.46
EN1 0.56 0.40 15527 0.44
i A FREE & EN2 0.68 0.33 18.56  0.58
EN3 0.71 0.19 212677 0.73

420 IEFEIRIE LR 2 A (S BN R AR R e e R
Table 4-20 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of motivation
after modification

VBT LTESS = Iy R? RGN PIERERER
KN1 0.60
1% KN2 0.55 0.70 0.46
KN3 0.22
REI 0.66
5% RE2 0.70 0.63 0.38
RE3 0.07
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TR BEEH R? EEEE HEERERES

EN1 0.73

e EN2 0.29 0.84 0.64
EN3 0.87
PR1 0.18

i34 PR3 0.43 0.62 0.35
PR5 0.46
EN1 0.44

A N\ PERE A EN2 0.58 0.80 0.58
EN3 0.73

421 TEENMRE R Z & RIS R ER

Table 4-21 The discriminate validitychart of motivation after modification

B T & - _ s, e fdafE A
# G JiE e L2 Y R 12
FHREAZEL 1.00
8 (= Rl ] -
FH B % EL 0.46 1.00
i AR 0.05
FHEA(SHEIERE]  [0.362,0.558]
FHREAZEL 0.21 0.27 1.00
CE AR 0.05 0.05
R EHEER] [0.112,0.308] [0.172,0.368]
EEARER: 0.58 0.27 0.045 1.00
By AR 0.05 0.06 0.05
FERESTEIER] [0.482,0.678] [0.152,0.387] [0.352,0.548]
o A*EE%%%& 0.49 0.45 0.25 0.57 1.00
e AR 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05

FERBE(SHEIERT  [0.392,0.588] [0.352,0.548] [0.152,0.348] [0.472,0.668]

% 4-22 IE RIS IR ERRE VT ZFE IR E A aE R

Table 4-22 The confirmatory factory analysis of motivation after modification

IIEAH  fRMRE A G
1B 262.53  AINEEF  IEEERER
x/df 3.00 <3 o
GFI 0.93 =09 &

AGFI 0.90 =09 &
CFI 0.95 =09 FE&
NFI 0.93 =09 &
NNFI 0.95 =09 &
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fatetts  fEfHE HIfEE SR

IFI 0.96 =09 [E
RFI 0.92 =09 [E
RMR 0.043 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.061 =0.05 K&
RMSEA 0.058 =0.05 K&
PNFI 0.62 =0.50 RG5E
CN 220.51 =200 &

0.49

PRl |y %
PR |4

RPly .
RP2 st

0.71

RP3 4
4-2 WEERE ER B EN R R EE

Figure 4-2 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of motive variables after
modification

b \PERE (%

422 FE RIS SR

4.2.2.1 BHER VG EFEASE (ST

FED T BRAIE S ) Ry A o3 B RSB EIR(CU) ~ FRRER it (IN) ~ SR 5UAT)
It GEREE(SO) - AR EEHN H MR EEHNANREHEOHETT?
0.36~0.56 » E.rriieg&s8 CUL ~ CU4 ~ INT ~ IN2 ~ IN3 ~ IN4 ~ AT1 ~ AT2 ~ AT3 ~
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AT4 - SOI1 f1 SO3 K ZE 0.5 DL AR o (5%

— PR EAR P R AR ¢ [HE AN 1.96 HEE

HOITEER(EANTE 4-23 ~ [8 4-3 Fon

Table 4-23 The initial measurement model estimates of cognitive image variables

BB

G/INFY 2.58 ©

£l p < 0.05 HFYREAE/KAE » HIEHEA

% 4-23 SRAIE RGN R A 2 B 55T

T BBl HEEwm=0 EEEE ([E R’
CUI 0.37 0.44 1097 0.24
CuU2 0.60 0.14 21.82" 0.73
SUEHER CU3 0.52 0.19 1893 0.59
CU4 0.44 0.37 13.127 033
IN1 0.40 0.29 11.587 035
N IN2 0.41 0.31 11.62™" 035
Rt IN3 0.44 0.56 9.79""  0.25
IN4 0.47 0.53 10.65°  0.30
AT1 0.40 0.32 12.65° 0.33
s AT2 0.36 0.41 10.5177  0.24
AR AT3 0.36 0.42 10277 023
AT4 0.44 0.25 14.877"  0.44
SOl 0.43 0.23 14927 045
s SO2 0.56 0.17 18217 0.65
SO3 0.43 0.46 11.697°  0.29

% p<0.001 T FEp<00l- FEp<0.05
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R

0.56

AT4

SOl
(502 &

5034

4-3 SRABE RGN R TR EE

Figure 4-3 The initial confirmatory factory analysis diagram of cognitive image

4.2.2.2 SRR RGN ESS BRI S

FHEL TR E R AR TR S TR R S R A N E S RO B el > 2K
TR IELLE - 415% 4-24 B > SBATE SRS S E 0.5 0 PR
REMSmETRCE -

R 424 RAIERANG 2 S H B R AR R B iR E R
Table 4-24 The initial composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
cognitive image

BEEE BIEREH R’ EREE PR

CU1 0.24

- cu2 0.73
i{tﬁ?}g CU3 0.59 0.76 0.46

CU4 0.33

N IN1 0.35
LRt 0.63 0.30

R IN2 0.35
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RIS BB R? HEREERE  PHEEHEREE
IN3 0.25
IN4 0.30
ATI1 0.33
g AT2 0.24
AR AT3 0.3 0.63 0.30
AT4 0.44
SOl 0.45
IR SO2 0.65 0.70 0.44
SO3 0.29

42.2.3 TAELIEERSIE > S

BoE TRAES , BERERSEEE AR - RS
B35 - BRI R - 4026 4-25 BT = GEaHELf » 305 FkI 2 AR (SR 2 0.242
= 0868 P (SHBMS RO AT 1.00 (TRE » FiREREEEELAE R -

R 4-25 WEZPHER G Z BB IBIERE SR

Table 4-25 The initial discriminate validitychart of cognitive image

BB XALER Bt RA T EIRIR
THEAHEL 1.00
ALER AR -
HHEAE 8 ] -
THEAHREL 0.39 1.00
FEREE AR 0.05
FHEMEHEEL]  [0.292,0.488]
THRAHREL 0.79 0.54 1.00
RA R 0.04 0.06
FEREEER] [0.711,0.868] [0.422,0.657]
THEAHEL 0.56 0.39 0.72 1.00
HHERE FEE 0.04 0.06 0.04
FHRESHEIER]  [0.481,0.638] [0.242,0.507] [0.641,0.798]

4.22.4 SERIERINEHARIEL & 53T

SEEET 2 &R > TG E R 2 BVRETE R - MEE2 8RR
SURIE RS TAARIEL & R AGRHS - BRI R TR E Q13 4-26 A -

53¥618 18 v2/df ~ GFI ~ AGFI ~ NFI ~ NNFI ~ RFI ~ SRMR ~ RMSEA B CN 5

AN — v

H—m
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aiRdE > WL > B E AR AR T R (EE -

R 4-26 TERHIERYIEEEE o Z AR E TSR

Table 4-18 The initial confirmatory factory analysis of cognitive image

iR fEfRE HARE GEER
¥ E 461.56 RUNATEF fE4RRE R
Y2/df 5.49 =3 KA
GFI 0.89 =09 KL
AGFI 0.84 =09 KL
CFI 0.91 =09 &4
NFI 0.89 =09 KL
NNFI 0.88 =09 KL
IFI 0.91 =09 &4
RFI 0.86 =09 KL
RMR 0.040 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.073 <0.05 REFE
RMSEA 0.096 =0.05 K&
PNFI 0.71 >0.50 54
CN 131.11 =200  FGES

4.2.2.5 FHIBESEAIEZERWWER CUL ~ IN2 ~ AT4)

MHERAVEIEA « SUEEJR T CUL BEAVEY)=E |~ BB " IN2 njiykEEz
HEEURRIES & FIRA AT BRIV TT o (B IEF S R 2 8 ks EAF:R 4-27
HlE 4-4 Fs > BB EEHVBE B HIR R A =0T 0.24~0.65 [ - 4L
FEFEAE AR EHEID/ NP 2.58 » t-value AYLBIEHE B A 1.96 -

EIERNEFER N FASEI E R - BEEEEEESAR 0.5 PR
BE LB ERCEE - W1F% 4-28 Fr - (BIERSR AT R ZAHR{EHEE M £y 0.192
2 0.668 » ZEHEMSREEH 1.00 (VEIE - RFBESEHAEFEHIRUE - 1%
4-29 FrT - BEBS AL FE AR B L0173 4-30 » (S8R 55 M5 SR R P 1M B 2 ¥ 2/df »
RFI » SRMR ~ RMSEA 1 CN SR ZERFA1EAE -

F 4-27 LB R E IR BN E B 2 85T
Table 4-27 The measurement model estimates of cognitive image variables after
modification

RS BREH NEREME0) FEELEE  E R’
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B HREH NEAWEOM) FEELEE | R’

Ccu2 0.60 0.14 20447 0.72
AEER CuU3 0.54 0.17 19.02""  0.63
CU4 0.42 0.38 127277 032
IN1 0.24 0.39 6.89° 0.13
FRER it IN3 0.44 0.56 9.65 " 0.25
IN4 0.65 0.34 12797 055
ATl 0.52 0.21 15627 0.56
== AT2 0.41 0.37 11.607"°  0.31
AT3 0.36 0.42 10.047"  0.24
SOl 0.43 0.24 14.53  0.44
s SO2 0.57 0.16 18207  0.67
SO3 0.44 0.46 11.677  0.29

R 428 WAIBRE LR 2 BRE(EE B R AE A e ER
Table 4-28 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of cognitive
image after modification

TBERE BIESY R’ EEEE PR

cu2 0.72

AEER Cu3 0.63 0.78 0.55
Cu4 0.32
IN1 0.13

FopEl b IN3 0.25 0.70 0.34
IN4 0.55
ATI 0.56

R AT2 0.31 0.62 0.36
AT3 0.24
SO1 0.44

s SO2 0.67 0.70 0.45
SO3 0.29

% 429 BRIBRE E1% 2 B RIS R E 2R

Table 4-29 The discriminate validitychart of cognitive image after modification

BT ALER BB AR T EIRIE
FHREE (5L 1.00

AEER O EEE -
FH RS B ] -
THEAHEL 0.31 1.00

s
&
éﬁ
&

AR 0.06
THEE(EHEEE [0.192,0.427]
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TEIEERE ALER FERREE AR T EIRIE
THREAREL 0.55 0.65 1.00
RA A= 0.05 0.06
FHRA(SHEIER]  [0.452,0.648] [0.532,0.767]
FHEAHEL 0.53 0.47 0.57 1.00
HHERE FEE 0.04 0.06 0.05
FERSIEER] [0.451,0.608] [0.352,0.587] [0.472,0.668]

430 AR RE LRSIt TR E TSR

Table 4-30 The confirmatory factory analysis of cognitive image after modification

farEte HEIEE HAME LR
W 1E 19849  AvhATEF  fEAEREIE(RER
y/df 4.13 =3 KA
GFI 0.94 =09 5o
AGFI 0.90 =09 &o

CFI 0.94 =09 &Fo

NFI 0.92 =09 &o
NNFI 0.92 =09 5o

IFI 0.94 =09  &a

RFI 0.89 =09 £EE
RMR 0.029 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.053 <0.05 £EFE
RMSEA 0.079 <0.05 £FE
PNFI 0.67 >0.50 e

CN 191.44 =200 KRGS
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Figure 4-4 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of cognitive image variables after
modification

[R=gices

423 FE=EMERE
4.2.3.1 EEVEHEEAS 8 G5

F=E TR ) JRVURSTH A SRR T - R RS (TD AR RS
s it S (SS)FIER I B R S5 (ES) 2 T« P i 42 ST ¥ H{E i VB B TH A
ZETEMNEAEA-0.13~0.70 » ELrh#zzgaEr SS1 ~ SS2 - SS3 ~ SS4 + ES2 i1 ES3
R 0.5 DL EAYIEAE o FEAR(LEEE - BIEB I B/ N 2.58 PR EuiE &8
TERSAY ¢ {8 0 B ES2 Al ES3 HAREY A 1.96 HEEF p < 0.05 AYBIZ /KA » IS
RIS s RE A 4-31 ~ [# 4-5 o -

7 431 SRS IE I E SR 2 e
Table 4-31 The initial measurement model estimates of satisfaction variables

VR S sty HEEm=0 R EE 1| R’
TSI 0.68 0.99 11.87 032

i = o =N TS2 0.67 0.27 1635 0.63
TS3 0.50 0.30 14.097 045
SS1 0.29 0.77 6.61  0.095

5

AL /—-\\A iEE ek
BBENUREE o) 0.45 0.66 10857 0.4
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TR Bz=Ey WNERAWEN FEEEE | R’

SS3 -0.13 1.06 2597 0.015
SS4 0.43 0.85 9.30"" 0.18
TT1 0.69 0.24 14697 045
ESI 0.53 0.54 13.5277  0.34
ES2 0.01 0.94 0.18 0.00
ISR L ES3 0.03 1.08 0.57 0.00072
TT2 0.70 0.24 216177 0.72
TT3 0.62 0.54 15407 042

EEES

Fp<0.001 ~ Fp<0.01l- F p<0.05

i) =F o

0.45

TT1 '/ 0.98

4-5 iR IR SRR N 2R AR R E

Figure 4-5 The initial confirmatory factory analysis diagram of satisfaction variables

4.2.3 2w E IR ARSI P

=B8Ry R R TVEA E B TH A R (B PR SN ESS T RO i he e - 2Khw
AEZHANTE B EE - PREARBs RS AR 2 B i e HA B E B A
0.5 FHZEAE B (AVE)FTRBHA S A 2 YR R B ER] 0.5
W% 4-32 R e

Il

432 iR S (S R B N R B e E R
Table 4-32 The initial composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
satisfaction
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B BIEER R? EREE CHIFEIEREE

vwmee TSI 0.32
WEARE 152 063 069 0.43
B TS3 0.45
ssl 0.095
$82 0.24
PETIRToN
EgiimZEﬁﬂ% SS3 0.015 0.45 0.21
St S84 0.18
TTI 0.45
ESI 0.34
. ES2 0.00
I ger RS
g;;iuuﬁa”% ES3 0.0072 0.53 0.24
S T2 072
TT3 0.42

4.2.3.3 R EHIARE AU 2 S

FH= B R T A R Bk B S L~ ARt nn S A R B i
J& - HERIUEGET > 4155 4-33 o » T RIRHESHEE R & 0.302 £ 1.038 -
i (ERE R A W R > HErEREEA 1.00 HYEE -

433 R R & HIRUE R E
Table 4-33 The initial discriminate validitychart of satisfaction
femE R BRssaitm  ERERALE

TEIT S i o i
FHREAREL 1.00
IREDHE RS i
8 5 R ] -
FHRAREL 0.40 1.00
AR . A A 0.05
FERA{EFEIER]  [0.302,0.498]
FERAREL 0.45 0.98 1.00
REMEWEE = 0.05 0.03

FHRA(SHEER  [0.352,0.548] [0.921,1.038]
4.2.3.4 B EYHAEAIEL G i
ST 2 4R TR ETE R 2 BRVAET RS - e 2 BTV EERS
RS B S VAR T B & FEFE AT AR AL - BEASRC PR A E AR 4-34 AR < 55 =0

TrEHME IR SRR - ML > BB = R AR A TR 2 A -
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& 4-34 TR E YRR T Z e PR E TR

Table 4-34 The initial confirmatory factory analysis of satisfaction

fafEafl fefE HEE GER
1E 679.09  AUNEYF  TELBREE(EGER
v2/df 10.95 =3  KFE
GFI 0.85 =09 RiFE
AGFI 0.78 =09 RiFE
CFI 0.77 =09 RiFE
NFI 0.75 =09 RiEFE
NNFI 0.71 =09 RiFE
IFI 0.77 =09 RiFE
RFI 0.69 =09 RiFE
RMR 0.10 <005 REF&E
SRMR 0.068 <0.05 REFE
RMSEA 0.13 <005 REFE
PNFI 0.60 >0.50 RiFE
CN 69.59 =200 RiFE

4.2.3.5 B E AT S —RAZIE AT (MHER SS1 ~ SS3 .~ ES2 Bl ES3)

F-TEEMBRAVETRA © BIRME TES2 BB AR RFIEZVE , A
"ES3 382 il RN 2SR ) ARasasit T SS3 M 5 R LAREERYERL | A1 SS1
s B ST E R | o (BIERGE RS BUhEHELIZR 4-35 FE 4-6 Fis - &8
B B B AR & T EMLE 0.42~0.70 [ » FEE(LEZEIVEEHES/)N
Ji* 2.58 > t-value HYZE¥HE B KA 1.96 -

HXEIE RN ST TE SRR i - RS SRR 0.5 - SHgZEHE R
BAMEICER - HEWR 4-36 AR - BIEESRAER ZHEEEBER R 0.272
£ 1.028 » RIS GEINE SN EREHEEM B AREEA 1.00 BYEIE » 41%% 4-37
P - BB R HE IR A0 4-38 » B RIEEH1E S =M eIy E x2/df »
RMR -~ SRMR - RMSEA i CN FEERF &M o

2 435 RS — B IR M SR S 8T
Table 4-35 The measurement model estimates of satisfaction variables after first

modification
VT SEEE Himely RHEAEm=EO) EEEEZE fE R’
byt i TS1 0.67 0.99 1176~ 0.31
~ \)\ = M kkk
TR TS2 0.68 0.26 16.40 0.64
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TR Bz=Ey WNERAWEN FEEEE | R’

TS3 0.50 0.30 14.02""  0.45
SS2 0.44 0.68 104277 022
Rk 755 5 i L P SS4 0.42 0.86 9.00°"  0.17
TT1 0.70 0.22 19.297  0.69
ESI 0.52 0.55 13297 033
ISR L TT1 0.72 0.18 19.297  0.69
TT2 0.62 0.54 22,147 0.74

£ p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01 - FEp<0.05

R 4-36 TR E R RIB IR Z IR (5 [ B R e ek
Table 4-36 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of satisfaction
after first modification

BT s R? ERERE  CPEEIEE

A 2 i a2 0.69 0.43
B TS3 0.45
BRI ey oo
Hiz SS4 0.17 0.58 0.39
s TT1 0.69
et i1, 06 0.73 0.48
JSYi-3 TT2 0.74

% 4-37 WEE R REIER Z @RISR E
Table 4-37 The discriminate Validitychart of satisfaction after first modification

fi&: i’f&? i’f&?

EEARER: 1.00

FE 8 5 R ] -

FHREAZEL 0.37 1.00
AR RERE A 0.05

FERE(STEIERT  [0.272,0.468]

FERAREL 0.44 0.97 1.00
RIRTWEmWEE fEEE 0.05 0.03

FHEESHEERT  [0.342,0.538] [0.911,1.028]

% 4-38 R KBRS T Z IR E &R

Table 4-38 The confirmatory factory analysis of satisfaction after first modification
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fEteatl  fERE HIfEE SR

Y2 {E 118.16 AUty IE4RE MR
y2/df 4.93 =3 KFE
GFI 0.95 =09 &5&
AGFI 0.91 =09 &5&
CFI 0.95 =09 &5&
NFI 0.94 =09 &5&
NNFI 0.93 =09 5&
IFI 0.95 =09 e
RFI 0.91 =09 &&
RMR 0.063 =0.05 KiF&E
SRMR 0.064 =0.05 KiF&E
RMSEA 0.088 =0.05 K&
PNFI 0.63 >0.50 &
CN 168.89 =200 KREFE

0.37

iSgeERdiin 0.44

4-6 J s T S — B LR Basg N 2R i B
Figure 4-6 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of satisfaction variables after first
modification

4.2.3.6 S EFHARISE BRI

e SR -~ RE IR EREIC R ENE - SR o T =UE TS
T o BB R IEAEAGE RS EUEEHEAIZR 4-39 ME 4-7 Fror > JEESHEHE
FESHAINZE AR EMFE-0.12~0.68 [ - FEALIEEAVEEERT/ MR 2.58
t-value FY4EEHE R ES2 A1 ES3 EHarE AR 1.96 -

81



B —— —f

FN
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fE1E

RN E AR eSS A RS

B {EEEEAR 0.5

PR

SR B AEACET - 155 4-40 For © EIER BB 5 EA1FR 4-41 (2618
Ty imE EFE AR E (8 PNFI Z 1T SR

/’-‘/—‘—-ﬁ

% 4-39 WEE R R EIERNEFE A 2 55T

Table 4-39 The second measurement model estimates of satisfaction variables

TEESRE sty HEEm=0 R EE 1| R’
TS1 0.55 1.14 10277 0.21
TS2 0.30 0.63 7607 0.12
TS3 0.25 0.49 7.197  0.11
SS1 0.31 0.76 7377 0.12
SS2 0.46 0.66 11.107°  0.24
SS3 0.12 1.07 2417 0.013

V)=V SS4 0.42 0.85 921" 0.17
ESI1 0.54 0.53 13.927  0.36
ES2 0.01 0.94 0.31 0.0002
ES3 0.03 1.08 0.66 0.001
TT1 0.67 0.27 200777 0.62
TT2 0.68 0.23 21.057°  0.67
TT3 0.62 0.54 15277 041

FE p<0.001 ~  FE p<0.01l - FE p<0.05
F 440 HEEE TSR EREE E ISR E R ain €=

Table 4-40 The second composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
satisfaction

BEEE BEEY R’ BEEE CPIREHERE
TSI 0.21
TS2 0.12
TS3 0.11
SS1 0.12
SS2 0.24
SS3 0.013
T SS4 0.17 0.70 0.22
ES1 0.36
ES2 0.0002
ES3 0.001
TTI1 0.62
TT2 0.67
TT3 0.41
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Table 4-41 The second confirmatory factory analysis of satisfaction

fafEafl fefE HEE R
1E 87043  AUINATYF TEABREME(EGEX
v2/df 13.39 =3  KFE
GFI 0.81 =09 RiFE
AGFI 0.73 =09 RiFE
CFI 0.70 =09 RiFE
NFI 0.68 =09 RiEFE
NNFI 0.64 =09 RiFE
IFI 0.70 =09 RiFE
RFI 0.62 =09 RiFE
RMR 0.11 <005 REF&E
SRMR 0.11 <0.05 REFE
RMSEA 0.15 <005 REFE
PNFI 0.57 =050 e
CN 56.65 =200 RiFE

4-7 MRS S KB IEE SRR TR EE
Figure 4-7 The second confirmatory factory analysis diagram of satisfaction variables

4.2.3.7 S ERBEES = B IE TR TS2 TS3 SS1 SS3 ES2 ES3)
SRS = B IEMIERSEIEA | TS2 4B e S ER & T TS3
I P B EOR ELEE EEAS S R | T SS1 ffER BB it 554 | ~ T ES2 $ia Sy
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W REIEZ VR ) R T ES3 B RV R 22 IR | o S =R IEFHAGER
SEEETHEAIFR 4-42 WIE 4-8 Frr - SEESHHHEESHHINRAHEME
0.34~0.53 ] - FRE L2 (H AR BHME R/ NR 2.58 > t-value HYSEEHE B AHY 1.96 -

FEREIERAEFHMANESEICERE - BECENFEEIEREHE
EORIR 0.5 W15 4-43 AR - (EIRREERG R EFa IR E AR 4-44 > (BEfitRE =815y

T FERSEAE v 2/df B1 RMSEA &Rt -

442 TR RS =B IR RN EFH R 2 8 55T

Table 4-42 The third measurement model estimates of satisfaction variables

TEESRE sty HEEm=0 R EE 1| R’
TSI 0.49 1.20 9.04° 0.17
SS2 0.44 0.68 10.56 " 0.22
SS4 0.42 0.86 92.04"  0.17
hEE ES1 0.52 0.55 13257 033
TT1 0.69 0.24 20.947°  0.66
TT2 0.71 0.19 223177 0.73
TT3 0.61 0.55 14.98™  0.40

T p<0.001 - FE p<0.0l - FEp<0.05

R 4-43 R ER =Rk 2 RE R PR E R E e R

Table 4-40 The third composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of

satisfaction
NETES O RS R? EREE CPERIERER
TS1 0.17
SS2 0.22
SS4 0.17
=N ES1 0.33 0.77 0.78
TT1 0.66
TT2 0.73
TT3 0.40

T 444 EE R =R IR T Z IR E &SR

Table 4-44 The third confirmatory factory analysis of satisfaction

et feE HAEE R
x1E 67.11 AUVNEY TEAREE IR
xz/df 4.67 =3  KFE
GFI 0.96 =09 &
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fatettE  fEtRE AR SR

AGFI 0.93 =09 &
CFI 0.97 =09 &
NFI 0.96 =09 &
NNFI 0.95 =09 &
IFI 0.97 =09 &
RFI 0.94 =09 &
RMR 0.043 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.045 <0.05 &
RMSEA 0.086 <0.05 KEFE
PNFI 0.64 =050 &
CN 223.79 =200 &

SS2

SS4i 0#

TT1 & o7

TT2) ?0'61

4-8 i[5 56 = B IER S MEN R iR Sl
Figure 4-8 The third confirmatory factory analysis diagram of satisfaction variables

4.3 BERBLE LR ST
4.3.1 G5BT

F—TBTIRE » B SR HEANE 445 Fir - eI & B2
SUENF AR 028 2 0.87 21 » A (LA AP 2.58 0 1 (EIVBEE
B BEI= 0.18 EAHFZ2EIE AR 1.96 - EZZB(ERIEHE R B T PRI= 0.15 -
CUI=0.14 ~ IN3= 0.15 I AT2= 0.17 HERE AT 0.3 » S5 S EHIE -

445 EXEASZBE

Table 4-45 first-time tourist of full structural model

BEETH  BREE RNEAMEO0) RS t{E R’
LI, KNI 0.47 0.18 7.23" 0.55
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BrEE BlEE HRAMEO) EEE(bEE t{H R
KN2 0.53 0.21 939" 0.57
iz REI 0.60 0.17 3.347 0.68
. RE2 0.68 0.17 6.99"" 0.73
o EN2 0.63 0.34 4.18:: 0.54
EN3 0.56 0.54 4.94 0.36
PR1 0.37 0.73 10.98 0.15
By PR3 0.72 0.31 5.49" 0.63
PR4 0.51 0.36 537 0.42
, RP2 0.71 0.33 5.447 0.60
SR R RP3 0.82 0.07 8.48""" 0.90
. AF1 0.87 0.22 440 0.77
FRER AF2 0.84 0.44 12417 0.62
o ES3 0.65 0.17 5627 0.72
AR TT1 0.66 0.20 12.54 0.69
J— BE1 0.62 0.01 0.18 0.97
TR R BE2 0.44 0.19 635" 0.0
CUl 0.31 0.57 11.02°7° 0.14
Ccu2 0.54 0.16 5247 0.65
A& CU4 0.45 0.29 5197 0.42
IN3 0.36 0.73 10.56 0.15
IN4 0.66 0.23 4157 0.66
AT1 0.50 0.19 7.127 0.56
e AT2 0.28 0.38 6.17"" 0.17
I SO2 0.44 0.21 7.147 0.48
SO3 0.43 0.31 737 0.37
E£p<0.001~ FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05
=B EFE X L EREASEEEHENFR 4-46 FR o TBESHEP DY

BHREEIHNR AR

72 0.07 2 0.81 ZfE >

SEEEERRY 1.96 - HEEHERIEE

0.18 ~ AT2=0.25 HERE AR 0.3 - ZAEEENE SZFIEAE -

ERE(LEEE/ N 2.58 > 1 {HIY
4@%HERR KNI = 0.60 ~ RE1 = 1.04 ~ PR3 = 1.23 ~ PR4 = 1.23 I BE1 = 0.96 Ha3¥

R T PRI = 0.0091 ~ AF = 0.21 ~ IN3 =

= 4-46 HIFEASEE

Table 4-46 repeat tourist of full structural model

}%Z‘—‘Z‘Z E

BREIH NRAWE

) REEGE

t{H

Gk

KNI

0.64

86

0.02

0.60

0.95



BEEHE BIESHE NERAWE0 EUEE (E R

KN2 0.44 0.21 8.84"" 0.49
.- RE1 0.71 0.04 1.04 0.92
R RE2 0.51 0.22 9.70™" 0.55
o EN2 0.66 0.18 2.66:** 0.71
EN3 0.56 0.66 5.85 0.32

PRI 0.07 0.58 10.937 0.0091
By PR3 0.46 0.34 1.23 0.38
PR4 0.57 0.26 1.23 0.56
" y RP2 0.49 0.31 8.50" 0.44
SE IS RP3 0.64 0.12 8.59" 0.77
. AF1 0.75 0.45 5717 0.56
FHRIESR AF2 0.61 1.44 5977 0.21
s ES3 0.81 0.16 473 0.80
A TTI 0.71 0.22 14.66™ 0.70
P — BE1 0.70 0.02 0.96 0.96
BES BE2 0.64 0.12 1694 076
CUl 0.53 0.29 7.56 0.49
Ccu2 0.49 0.34 7.85"" 0.41
AEER CU4 0.44 0.36 7.40°" 0.35
IN3 0.34 0.52 9.00 0.18
IN4 0.72 0.38 3397 0.57
AT1 0.57 0.19 3.56 0.63
e AT2 0.38 0.44 5.66 0.25
I SO2 0.49 0.23 5347 0.51
SO3 0.49 0.53 593 0.31

Fkk

% p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.0l- FEp<0.05

BRI 2B HE AR 4-47 Fow » TEESIE T RIS IE N E G R
4 0.24 2 0.90 7] - FEAE(RREEI/ NG 2.58 > ¢ [HAVAEEHERR REL = 1.74 R
BEI = 1.92 HERE S5 ES AR 1.96 BB HUH BI{S M R FR T PRI = 0.078~IN3
=0.16 M1 AT2 = 0.21 HEFE A 0.3 > ZHSHEHIE W F g -

7 4-47 BEFA28E
Table 4-47 Total tourist of full structural model

VEAESRTEH BiEIE REARE0M ERE(EE t{E R’
P KN1 0.54 0.12 6.00" 0.70
" KN2 0.49 0.21 12.88" 0.53
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BEEHE BIESHE NERAWE0 EUEE (E R

- RE1 0.68 0.07 1.74 0.87
. RE2 0.57 0.24 10.637 0.57
o EN2 0.65 0.26 4.77:: 0.62
EN3 0.55 0.60 7.40 0.34

PRI 0.24 0.68 15.49™ 0.078

By PR3 0.60 0.33 5227 0.52
PR5 0.53 0.32 5217 0.47

, RP2 0.62 0.33 9.58"" 0.54

AFRBH 3 RP3 0.75 0.09 12.00° 0.87

e AF1 0.81 0.30 7317 0.69
RIS AF2 0.90 0.43 14.96 " 0.66
s ES3 0.71 0.17 7.59"" 0.75
S TT1 0.71 0.17 19.56 " 0.74
J—— BE1 0.64 0.04 1.92 0.91
(Ea2 BE2 0.58 0.12 17.847 0.74
CU1 0.43 0.35 12927 0.35

Ccu2 0.50 0.25 10.137 0.50

TALEJE Cu4 0.44 0.32 9.60"" 0.38
IN3 0.34 0.64 14.02° 0.16

IN4 0.70 0.28 497 0.64

AT1 0.50 0.22 7.88"" 0.53

s AT2 0.33 0.41 8.69"" 0.21
R SO2 0.46 0.22 846" 049
SO3 0.46 0.40 8.82°" 0.34

EEES

Fp<0.001 ~ Fp<0.01- F p<0.05

432 BBBUS A ST
RS AR V2 B (A AU B R B R ECAR - 405% 4-48 P » D5 H
EEHEHYF2 51 » Hair ~ Anderson ~ Tatham f{1 Black (1998){& 43 Fy = FfE%H
I oo 98 & B &= (Absolute Fit Measures) ~ & 7 &5 5 %7 &= (Incremental Fit
Measures) f7 fi 5248 & & 87 & (Parsimonious Fit Measures)Z5 o 2% [H = fEFAEA S5 4t 401
T

ERE O TR M DAk BRG] DA L S S AR B FE PR AV R -
SRR SEHE - EEETERAGED ~ 57 T IR(RMSR) ~ ST {IERR
7 THR(RMSEA)S © HFE 4-48 B » ARBHST B IS 2R A N YR RS Gm 5
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AR T RIS ¢ = 931.43 (df = 274) ~ GFI = 0.81 ~ SRMR = 0.083
J RMSEA = 0.087 - A A T B an A @ i & i B IS A By« o
=954.98 (df = 274) ~ GFI = 0.79 ~ SRMR = 0.085 5 RMSEA = 0.093  #2fi2 fE A
R R AR S T BRI A By < o = 946.14 (df = 274) ~ GF1 = 0.89
SRMR = 0.063 J RMSEA = 0.067 -

WEEGEEE L AEhEPTE R iR U E i o ey
5 L FEIE(AGFD) ~ FeBEAYEC SR EE(NFD ~ FILEEEC S5 HE(CFDEE » 3R 4-48
U ARWISEIE B ST i a RA T E Ae B e A Y 2 & P i 24515 5 : AGFI
= 0.87 ~ NFI = 0.80 I CFI = 0.85 B R Z A7 #E - ElEEA N EEEE
T &SRy 1 AGFI = 0.73 ~ NFI = 0.83 1 CFI = 0.87 855 A 0.9 (Y o] B2 #iE -
BRI A N Bl & TS5 - AGFI = 0.85 NFI = 0.90 {1 CFI=0.93 »
HoH AGFI SRZEAREAE T NFI A CFI 2 A2 #iE -

e G e  GREREES TS - FeEttR A N EfE ARSI E Y
B DURET—(HEH AP ERNEGIEE - e AR G5
T(PNFDEL RG34 FE PR AR(PGFD) - fFR 4-48 BUR » AU E RIEH I E A
PRI B & SRR  PNFL=0.68 F1 PGFI = 0.63 B iir & A ALY
SR A T B AE1E S ARy ¢ PNFI=0.70 fl PGFI = 0.61 - B (A #iE E A 1048
& T S FI B ¢ PNFI = 0.76 fil PGFI = 0.69 » fii75 PNFI f{1 PGFI &% 0]
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Table 4-48 Compare with goodness-of-fit results for measurement model of the
first-time, repeat and total tourists

fateatl B EEXN EHi EARME
v1E 946.14 931.43 954.98 A/ NAT AT
x¥df 3.45 3.39 3.48 =3
GFI 0.89 0.81 0.79 =0.9
AGFI 0.85 0.87 0.73 =0.9
CFHFI 0.93 0.85 0.87 =0.9

NFI 0.90 0.80 0.83 =0.9

89



fatetts e HX i HIfA(E

NNFI 0.92 0.82 0.85 =0.9
IFI 0.93 0.85 0.87 =0.9
RFI 0.89 0.76 0.780 =0.9
RMR 0.040 0.053 0.057 =0.05
SRMR 0.063 0.083 0.085 =0.05
RMSEA 0.067 0.087 0.093 =0.05
PNFI 0.76 0.68 0.70 =0.5
PGFI 0.69 0.63 0.61 =0.5
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BB A R SUAEETR(0.09) ~ BBERME(-0.50) ~ SRR(1.03) ~ 1L EHEE(-0.45) © T5F
FIES ) HREE T HISUEETR0.06) ~ EBERE(-0.40) ~ 5R5(0.88) ~ 11 &I
(0.23) - T Eht% ) FHEEVESR DARIGRAIGASE R IEAHRE - BN E Tl B 2 DA
s JE ARy EH S =ORER  BOA AR SRR B s DUE R
WA R RSB B DRI B JRIEGR - S8R LAFRVB IR E A e Bt
B itz Wk A LL 45 SR [E] Beeril F1 Martin(2004a) R3] H iy 52 22K 2 15 214 [H 45
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Table 4-49 For the first time tourists motivation, affective image, cognitive image,
satisfaction and behavioral intentions analytical model

BEE FHEE %L 11 et FHEE %L 11
AFF—MOT1 0.46 431"  AFF—COG4 -0.45 -1.79
AFF—MOT2 -0.22 -3.55  SAT—AFI -0.10 3.98"
AFF—MOT3 0.18 223" SAT—COGI -0.06 -0.48
AFF—MOT4 -0.10 -1.00 SAT—COG2 -0.40 235"
AFF—MOT5 0.04 0.71 SAT<—COG3 0.88 2.29"
AFF—COG1 0.09 0.73 SAT—COG4 0.23 1.05
AFF—COG2 -0.50 341"  BEH<SAT 0.43 6.56
AFF—COG3 1.03 2.97"

EEES

' p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05

ffgeE : MOT:E)f% > AFFIEEIE S » COGRAIESR » SATUHEE » BEH:AT A EE
MOTI1=H15% > MOT2=i{%% » MOT3={R%% » MOT4=E2% » MOT5=1%1f A f&REH
4 1 COG1 » T/EEE » COG2 =H L » COG3=5K.5, » COG4 =ttt
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C Fp<000l - Fp<00l- Fp<0.05; FLF EREE
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Figure 4-9 first structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained
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B A S BN e e 5 [ B LR RN - B RE R e R (R & 0.44
R EETT R EMEEARE R 0.69 - EREEEREREMEE L E XE
FH BRI R B S KT A EE -

% 4-50 B E I HEGESR

variances after modification

"Eht ) BB RGE SR 0 HIRIEK(0.25)

B (-0.12) ~ g3k \PRREEA(0.10) - " EAIES: ) BI1HE
55 (-0.18) ~ EBEELN(-0.20) ~ FAR(0.51) ~ 11 EEIE(0.03) ¢ T K]
Z5(0.32) ~ ZEBER(0.03) ~ R 51(0.03) ~ 1 & ERET(0.00) -

IIU [ %I] %

H R IEAHRE - Hrp st Rl (5

S BT Ry R B A

Table 4-50 For the repeat tourists motivation, affective image, cognitive image,

satisfaction and behavioral intentions analytical model
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B GEIERER tH BE GEIERER tH
AFF—MOT1 0.25 277"  AFF—COG4 -0.02 -0.10
AFF—MOT2 0.21 2.36" SAT—AFF 0.44 6.63""
AFF—MOT3 0.36 3.127  SAT«COGI 0.32 2.25"
AFF—MOT4  -0.12 -0.86 SAT«—COG2 0.03 0.34
AFF—MOT5 0.10 0.88 SAT«—COG3 0.03 0.23
AFF—COGl1 -0.08 -0.51 SAT«—COG4 0.00 -0.03
AFF—COG2 -0.20 -1.74 BEH«—SAT 0.69 11.42°
AFF—COG3 0.51 2.94"

sksk

' p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05

ffist - MOT: @t > AFF:{ERES - COGREAIES: > SATWESE » BEHATHEIE
MOT =41 » MOTZ_EI{i ' MOT3=J4% » MOT4=42E¢ » MOTS=Hgite \Ff]

{4 1 COG1 » AEEE » COG2=E:HfE%ri » COG3=
FIEMOT
KNI | [KN2 |[REL ][ RE2 |[EN2 | EN3 |[ PRI | PR3 | [PR4 |[ RP2 | [RP3 |

0.64 0.44 0.71 051 0.66 0.56 0.070.46 0.57 0.49 0.54
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& 4-10 =8 HHfE = ES L E

Figure 4-10 Repeat structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained

variances after modification
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B FISCERERT(Ajzen & Driver, 1992; Hrubes, Ajzen, & Daigle, 2001; Lam, Cathy &
Hsu, 2006) - 175 iS5 ¥ 1 2w = 8 B8 - Hpd > SIS RS S R (R
H iyt Z R R (&2 Eg fys# 55 (Baloglu & Mccleary, 1999a; Beeril & Martin, 2004a;
Martin & Bosque, 2008b) » Lam 3 FREE ~ T EIREIAIFIE 17 Ryf2eiill FH DATEUHI 2
FHAM T AEE - HRR RS T A EEmEE TR - FAEEHERESR
RREFEHCRN B E - ANBH7E & (B B S B N AR - B i 2 L A
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R HREE T RIS EEIR0.14) ~ EBES(-0.21) ~ SR5(0.51) ~ 11 & HREE(0.16) -
AWFE "I ) EIERE SR DURIERARSE 2 IEAHRR - EL P RIS AR (8 0.36 fiRfE
MK B AL SR BOANE A\ PRRE (RIS & ) H2 (e ib o pk
17 ; Beeril A1 Martin(2004a)5] H AV BN R 3R Bk B8 BUS R E B 7Rk
ILREAARBFEAHE o BRAIE SR ) BHERVE R IURGIREE 0.68 e K - BBERiE
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HHAHA HEIELE - APIAHEEE S A A ERHE - BRIFRVEEHS
5 o PIFREERN BRI TMEREREE R ERRE - NI FEE H4 ARk
37 > Sparks(2007)F 2 1294 LM & B iR & BRI U T R lE] - Hoesa RAlEE
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eSS REEET HEEZ MR TR EREREERE RS
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Table 4-51 For the total tourists motivation, affective image, cognitive image,
satisfaction and behavioral intentions analytical model

B GEIERER t{H R GEIERER R
AFF—MOT1 0.36 5.03""  AFF—COG4 -0.17 -1.36
AFF—MOT?2 0.00 -0.047 SAT<AFF 0.09 0.99
AFF—MOT3 0.26 37777 SAT«—COGI 0.14 1.50
AFF—MOT4 -0.18 229" SAT—COG2 -0.21 232"
AFF—MOT5 0.01 0.21 SAT«—COG3 0.51 2.39"
AFF—COGl1 0.00 -0.027  SAT«COG4 0.16 1.47
AFF—COG2 -0.25 29" BEH«—SAT 0.56 12.22°
AFF—COG3 0.68 3157

Fp<0.001~ TFE p<0.0l - FEp<0.05

izt - MOT:#jji% » AFFI5EIESR » COGRHRAESR » SATWEE » BEHAT A EHE
MOTI1=H15% > MOT2=}i{%% » MOT3={R%% » MOT4=E2% » MOT5=1%1f A f&REH
& 1 COG1 » SUEEF - COG2=HE Rzt - COG3=4R5 » COG4 =11 FIRE -
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Figure 4-11 Total structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained
variances after modification
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