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The influence of market heterogeneity on the relationship between
a destination’s image and tourists’ future behaviour

Student: Ya-Chi Yang Adyvisor: Dr. Ming-Tsung Lee

Institute of Tourism and Hospitality Management
National Kaohsiung University of Applied Sciences

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to segment the target markets using the need for variety
for the Kenting National Park. The study different tourist cluster destination’s image,
tourist’s satisfaction, service quality, and future behaviour is producing a difference after the
tour. This object of this study mainly tourist of the Kenting National Park. A total of 562
effective questionnaires are received. The analysis was conducted by SPSS 12.0 and
LISREL 8.80. According to the research purposes and in order to test and verify the
hypothesis, the descriptive statistic, reliability analysis, item analysis, ,one-way ANOVA, and
Path analysis. Using the need for variety as cluster variables, visitors to the Kenting
National Park were then categorized into three market segments: satisfaction of current
situation, attempt of change, pursuit of variety. The study described and the differences
among them were compared based on the tourist’s destination’s image, tourist’s satisfaction,
service quality, and future behaviour. = Based on the results of the study, suggestions

regarding marketing planning were proposed for the administration.

Keywords: Destination’s image; Market heterogeneity; Latent cluster segmentation; Need for
variety
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BT RS AR M 7T SE3R S0 — R E iR R R LIRS B R m i e Ry o E
e B E T RN > B RREIREE SR LURNEE R ER e B E
KEERER > BoREmEE S EEE R - FURERSmE G EHER
A o

2.6 M5 lEfF (Market heterogeneity)

Kotler(1997)3% & i [ (market segmentation) 245 B 74 ¥ sl THH4H &
FNAEIRE K - i T 5 70 B T DAMERD RS BB - S5 T 551 b S 25 & B
HONE B BB M E S S I DA AL - Pl E SIS B TR E ) -
DIFIEAETS - tiGEES 5 s BB REE A R EIRR ORI ~ BURE ROEENT
Ry 2 [FVE ERHRGHE T E B ERY B TIRAE -

A5 G E R D IAH Bk &R 2 [ (Gupta, Lehmann, & Stuart,
2004; Rust & Zahorik, 1993) - FE I - 5[ (% 7] DURRAE S A [F17 58 TP RV
DI(SAHBIRIMD - ficizsE A Fl/NBaker & Crompton, 2000) » ZXifi > ELEEIREERFHE
HEEHHRAE Y B AN E AR T Ry Z BRI (A(Meittal & Kamakura, 2001) - B2



ST EISE R - R LRI - B A R N - (R
T > Mittal il Kamakura(2001) 7 3857 R I [ A th B Eok AT B2

R AR S A LR R - WS B A F T M 45 T BT R
LA » A B R e TR SRR R 25 > P (Sun, Wilcox, &
Zhu, 2004) -

AR > TSERBZITHNEZEMS - THERRTE R FERE R
& AR SRR T CAERAH E 2 1Y 4F (Decrop & Snelders, 2005; Yuksel & Yuksel,
2002) - MR AT SRR A OGRS EUBNUHEIVRRL - R EUR
SHEEAEIN TR KAIEEF(Gonzilez & Santos, 2003) < BEFR » FF 25 SRR ACHEE 5
LAyl PSR 8 ] LU SRR i S E AR AT Ry(Senguder, 2003; Sun, Wilcox, & Zhu
2004) ©

ok 8 FLM:(Need for variety)

CERORHVERRME ) FETH R T R —THE SN LA S R BUA B BT R
HHEAEYSURR(Chen & Paliwoda, 2004) - 4556 A\ DL -FR S8 2 W RIDEORI 25 15 14 1
f g > B B H R AT T Fy(Wahlers & Etzel, 1985; Hanna & Wagle, 1988; Lebrun,
2002) -

{EBSAE Hik B BRI A AT 2 R A [F] Y B RE IR - BILIIERE W A] ~ e AR AE - 3t
EHEOIM S > 82— i 8 5 A2 EE AV RI5 " (Zuckerman, Kolin, Price, & Zoob,
1964) - BN/ DEIHIRAST » TR E T 4S5 08 [ E B (Homburg & Giering,
2001; Wahlers & Etzel, 1985) » {LIFARFEN LR - BIFE K RIEEFLL(EFEAVFT
JEFF1#(Parker & Tavassoli, 2000) » $HRHE & H PR RIT Ry LA BT 2 (Chen
& Paliwoda, 2004; Lebrun, 2002; Sivakumaran & Kannam, 2002)  "ZE 3K 8% 532 ([
SR T DA S B S IR R B R B ROV E R A —E T AR M T
ERE o ATDUHEE B E M SRR R S LB R IR R B SR - B B
e E YR (Vazquez Carrasco, 2003) o 41588 BV S R 28 R i



FEEEATRE IR 245 & 0 BESHEIE & O B e LI g 2By I B Bl (Riley et al.,
2001)

B I —(E oA s oK 2 B M i U752 (Niininen et al., 2004) » [N Ry iR &
— {8 5 BRHEE) - MREEERERAYBIT NS - ZE AR PR > FE B — S DL AR
[JZ5(Godbey & Graefe, 1991) - 53K S Al gE GBS L 2 B 18 5] — AU A
SHEA 2 [E—(E H #Uith(Bello & Etzel, 1985; Opperman, 1997) © 555 » 185z
LH R T RE & A Rl LR B 2 B AR B E — (R 2 Y H RIS AT AR 2 A REL - 28
> FE—AEEZ T AR AT RE ARl [E —(E H AR - = R Kt & s
(Bello & Etzel, 1985; Niininen et al., 2004) -

FREE] LAtHEREs o A I LOEAYATEE A [EE RAY R SK B/ 2k
{6 A B 28 B YRR FE YR M E AR Y Sl bg - -

= - PG

3.1 BFEsRiE

AW FEAMEIE L Castro S7(2007)8€5T P HE A me B0 i 25 A B e T SR B Ak 55
B~ EEARE R EHE - IET TSN o rpet FER R BET A ETS
65 R ERHE ST HO R AT R Z EIRR R EINT FE B M8 > AW 7 (ke am 1 B2 5%
s A ET SRR E S SR REE SR - IRBME - BEHURERE ZEFE - i
st e OGRS EL - DO GHEEM AR D - (RIS R A 74
& > AT E 3-1 For -



=R

Destination
A/Hl Image H2\
AR % 'S W e
SRR LML Service H4 P Tourist
Need for — P Quality H3 Satisfaction
variet
. H5 H6 H7

HEFE = FE
Intention to
recommend

T %@%ﬁﬁ

Intention to
revisit

[&] 3-1 e 20t

3.2 9%
R A ZE H BURIAERESOR 2 SRR - BEE AU aIHFRRE T
HI : RS E R - AR E s HE ks -
H2 i A A T G ] PN 7 20 2 i P e s
H3 © SRR Lt > i B R E R AR ks - HERE Lt sl R ik H A AT T RE
i o
H4 : {EHEFEBIE 8 AR S i m R S A IE RV 2 -
H5 & 32 A I bt 0 R R sz 1 o BB = » HE PR I bt e B R 20 H 1ty ] RE sy -
H6 © HF AT L 205 R P A A v P ) S L e Ry B 28 Y Y ] A Pk

J

—

u[lf

H7 ¢ AR I B R P IS AR R RS - AR FE B AR AT RE A S -
s

HB © 5 AE PEMth e R P R YA B BGS: - AR Y AT RE M RGS

3.3 Higeige
AT LR T EZAE B EEWRRE - DEE TEFAEZ BE R 2t
TS > NE B R VBT  MUSEEER 16 5Ll B2 8% R e



F o WRIACIE TRRAEEEE - HETHRNEE MES -

3.3.1 R FERH N

B THEABUINGEAS &Ml NELS - ZERE > REAFE > b

HE NG > R 0 o P EE B A SR AR B AL G E B
iy o P EEE R AT U BT MR - EE s Fin
PAERAESEK - JIEER{CIIE » 5 18083.50 LN H - ik EE E L in S R R
(A= EE ~ IR LI ER(CER] > R EMNEE > 51 15185.15 AH - I
PRI AL AT 33268.65 INIH o REERIRE ~ HIFE MBS B > KRlEig 11
IRERARY LA PR R ETRR M - IRBIZ AEDES + R BE > 7 R ZEREfR
gl - Rl REE - SRR AR - EEE - - REFHEEEEE S E - I
EAFEEZ RegatE > (AN Z RO LIFEE » A i EAE 3-2 For

oM=L 5
Hiifio N,

EX=e %

? \\ . 3 oEEEIL
- sz —

s EERS

P
) ”W‘P?ﬁ Eaiﬂ?ﬁ:
% b BTHHBERE
J mas|
-\' \. s
L v
RE e
= EEAE
b @==
W i
mEETT R

L
[=hn uic]

[ 3-2 2B T B 22 A\ E A E E
BRI © BT B A EEHEQ2011)

3.4 sl JTA
AbgeER TEAER DA ) BTG o FGRBONE B DUT S RV
B7E ~ WEFERUENBENL AT - 182E ~ 7-11 B ROfiaAar I
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ZIEHY) - HEEET o FZESRHEENE o kR R TEE R TE
FNEERRER 2 M TR G A o FIFERY 2010 527 H 31 HZE 201048 A 1
HATHEZ8N ~ H EFTEE AR ETEERE > ISR 100 (7HE &
TN F T ELIE H 1% - (B EE - B - SIEEESIEA
AR - Z4& ]~ 2010 ££ 8 F 7 HZE 2010 4F 8 H 28 H S BUEAFHEH 600 {7 -
HApEHEE 562 17 BUREEREREER R 92 % °

3.5 M&aks
3.5.1 ETERIG IR
3.5.1.1 1+4%%E5 5 (Socio-demographic Characteristics)

AL £ Martin F1 Bosque(2008)~Chen 1 Tsai(2007) - Chang(2006) - Denstadli
1 Hjorthol(2003)if 5 2 » Hakat 10 {EEE - HLEL Gt BIERIMER] ~ 2
BEE - HRTEER - B - SR  iRESSE T E - FfTRE - BENKE
» B Z BEFAAEIE A KU (Nominal Scale) 5 e ~ (B A HULA - HEZ
A BUEERZIE T K& (Ordinal Scale) -

%= 3-1 IRt e R H G
Table 3-1 Questionnaire of tourist’s demographic characteristics

R il Nominal | L[5  [% a.lgfloa;ru::e &
a.(Gender) scale a.[ Male [ |Female 200%1 ,
2.[J16~25 []26~35 []36~45
[146~55 [156~65 [165 pLA L aMartin &
2.4 Ordinal []16~24 [ 25~44 [ J45~64 ngSgue,
a.(Age) scale [ 165 years and older b.Chang,
al 116~25 [ ]26~35 [ |36~45 2006
[ 146~55 [ ]56~65 [ ]65 and above
3[VNE &P OEs+m, [(IR2 Vi &
CIeRZEFr a.Martin
SBERE o | Dh@ DEd Dad Ok Bosque,
a.fEdl;catlon scale O i é%(ﬁ
eved a.[ |Without studies [ |Primary .2006g’

[ ISecondary [ |University

11




BEATH

L SQIER A

EERENE

5 [FH=TRR

b.[ JPrimary school [ JJunior high school
[_ISenior high school [ JUniversity
[ ]Graduate school

4. JE{EH

a.(Place
residence)

of

Nominal
scale

4. FEEER/ICE/ S IE/FR)
Ol EWE /R E )
CIHER SRR/ & bR )
CIRER(E RACHE/E M)
(=i A O TS A S A A
a.[ North [ ]Central [ |South
[ |JEast [ ]JOff-shore
b.[ |National [ ]JInternational

a.Chang,
2006

b.Martin
Bosque,
2008

&

5.BESRAR T

a.(Occupation)

Nominal
scale

SOEBEAR OABAR [O24£
(1T CIRK LxE
CIrs ~ lRBss LI 8a% LigEP
IR ~ #k ~ - Bk CIEAth_
LEAN - OABELIEET 124
= s NS -8 I
[ERR  [E=ERE LIFET
LI~ #k i 2 URESEER
CIEAfr

a.[ [Military [ ]JGovernmental officers
[ |Teachers [ ]Students
[ |Retired [ ]Workers
[IService industry employees
[ ISelf-employed [ ]Agriculture/fishing
[ JHousewives [ |Business people
[ ]Others

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

a.Chang,
2006

b.Martin
Bosque,
2008

6B IRR
a.(Marital
status)

Nominal
scale

6. 1825 [IE8H @ #I%
(B8 @ B/
(A (53 S R A)

a.[ JSingle [ Married/living as a couple
[_ISeparated/divorce’/widow(er)

b.[ JSingle [ |Married

a.Martin
Bosque,
2008

b.Chang,
2006

&

748 A A
A (F &
% : D)

a.(Average

Ordinal
scale

7.0110,000 BAF [ 110,001-20,000
[ 120,001-30,000 [ ]30,001-40,000
[ 140,001-50,000 [ ]50,001-60,000

a.Chang,
2006

12




IRV | BdEEA HEEHANE 5 FHSORR
income) 160,001 2L _E
a.[ |Below 10,000 [ ]10,001-20,000
[ ]20,001-30,000 [ ]30,001-40,000
[ ]40,001-50,000 [ ]50,001-60,000
[_JAbove 60,001
BERTIXE SLRE [(MHE [IXEAHE
NRHETHE (R [ Rt [(1Hfr_
FERTHE (e [ [REAE -+ Denstadli
W sm Tl | s [ .
H. scale a.[ |Bicycle [ |Car, driver [ ]Car, passenger Hjorthol,
i 5 A% 3 T [ ]Public transport 2003
E
a.(Transport
mode)
SRZETEN | aOms OxA Ok Ok
B Nominal . X . a.Chen &
i a.[ ISingle [ JFamily[ |Friends :
TEITEIRE scale oot Tsai, 2007
a.(Travel party)
1038 & —F %5 9.0 1k (2 I3 4 5 06 XA E
SRERT [Jox [E1xX  [OFE2X
FRAFHIZRE (3R [(I5E4x - [IESK
Z5 32 T Jife % |Nominal L6 XAk a.Chen &
BB 4T B scale al [EXRFESS [ [FEEhE—X Tsai, 2007
RS (s =k CTERFS
a.(Past EERCES]
experience) b.[ JFrist-time visit [ |Repeated visit

3.5.1.2 Jik## = 52 (Destination’s Image)

Tl g e 2 BN AR T B VIR IE R SR > A28 2% Martin F1 Bosque(2008)
Chen [ Tsai(2007) ~ Beerli 1 Martin(2004a) ~ Baloglu A1 Mangaloglu(2001)Fi/F %2

A,
—=

Yl

Shagat 25 (B H - MBI EEFEREESZANEEEE - MEiEt R

FUREZR v RS (Likert scale) Ry & 2 ks g2 2 T.H - [BIEBEIH Y By TIREIE]
B TAE,"RER S "TAEE . "IEEARERE, U KFP o hlé T 543
2~ 1 pEUERERD - DA TIREERE . rIFE A iR 2R T & R = S0
PIFEARER s BRIFEARFTGE R HR T ERIEERIVRA - FFEHE
BRI RS 2 505

|

13




Martin 1 Bosque(2008)F PG - 2 ik 1% 72 52 o oy R i Seg it A1 14 7 4R BR 45
(infrastructures and socioeconomic environment) ~ $& 5 (atmosphere) ~ H A% (natural
environment) ~ 15 Jgi & 2 (affective image) ~ X {LERIE (cultural environment) 7 f&# - Chen
I Tsai(2007) % Fe & 72 BV i 22 58 52 73 Ky H #Y 1 5h % (destination brand) ~ 45 4%
(entertainment) ~ E ZRF1{E(nature and culture) ~ [5Y¢H170 7 (sun and sand)PU-K%EH o
Beerli {1 Martin(2004a) 5z Beerli fil Martin(2004b)i& 531 S Lanzarote B HYJikHE S 52
77 By B SR E JF (natural resources) ~ —f % it (general infrastructure) ~ ##& it
(tourist infrastructure) ~ #7225 (K] E 37 % (tourist leisure and recreation) ~ 37k ~ FESE
FIZEESf7(culture, history and art) ~ EELEFA 2 (political and economic factors) ~ H 2R
&% (natural environment) ~ 11 € ¥5 1% (social environment) » & #7257 (atmosphere of
the place)¥F/1JH - Baloglu 1 Mangaloglu(2001)i +H.H ~ 32 & ~ i1z KA
[5] 5¢ 1 it 3 B 52 4 R S8 1R S (perception/cognitive) A5 il (affective) Wi AKE o Ahf
FEMR IR B G SE I ARRAN - R S 5270 s T KM i (dimension) » 7351 5 H
A HP L FE (destination brand) ~ H ZA¥E 5T (natural environment) ~ |5 il & %2 (affective

image) ~ R %¥%(entertainment)Ei & 3 57 7 (atmosphere of the place) °

* 32 iRIE B R EEE
Table 3-2 Questionnaire of destination’s image

" 5| .
S i R s
L BAHFRRENEER : :
4 R4 B a.Beerli & Martin,
- ) 2004
a.A good name and reputation a
2LEERUAENEER - '
iy VPN a.Beerli & Martin,
e 2004a
FREMEENAR -
H it AR B R ] b.Chen & Tsai,
(Destination = 2007
brand) a.Hospitable, friendly people c.Baloglu &
b.Hospitable and friendly people Mangaloglu, 2001
c.Interesting and friendly people
3. THRBHE N\ S R a.Chen & Tsai
PLEHEA R4 W | o0 ’
a.Offers personal safety
4 BEHNAENE IE[E | aBeerli & Martin,

14



51~

PAK: | L H b 5 SRR
SFA K 2004a
a.A good quality of life
R IFIR I R
S OE=c a.Castro et al., 2007
LARE i | b.Beerli & Martin,
a.Cleanliness of destination 2004b
b.Clean
WBELS N\ BB Wi a.Beerli & Martin,
a.0Overcrowding of beaches 2004b
5. BA REFRYFREER 55 s
JREE AN B A S B e it b.Beerli & Martin,
. NI =
a.Good infrastructure of hotels and 2004a
apartments
6. RIEEA
HAHKER a.Castro et al., 2007
A .Beerh artin,
FRA b.Beerli & Marti
SR gz = 2004a
a.Pleasant weather c.Baloglu &
b.Good weather Mangaloglu, 2001
c.Good climate
TR R{ENEEY) a.Martin & Bosque
Y& A IE Y e 5008 qaue,
@J%E%%ﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬁj&%@ W= Beerli & Martin,
a.Variety of fauna and flora 20044
b.Great variety of fauna and flora
HARE | SREEEES:E
(Natural EREIEAAE a.Martin & Bosque,
environment) AP RS A E 7351 7] 2008
L 7 JEg | D-Baloghy &
a.Beautiful natural parks Mangaloglu, 2001
b.Beautiful scenery and natural c.Beerli & Martin,
attractions 2004a
c.Richness and beauty of landscape
0. D
igfgm/)% g a.Beerli & Martin,
o : 2004a
a.Good beaches
10. RARZTF AR RV R
RZF AR IBIHAVIRIR I a.Baloglu &
a.Unpolluted and unspoiled| Mangaloglu, 2001
environment

15




51~

5% H : EljiE
A] DA R
o] DL BB R aE I a.Beerli & Martin,
a.To seek diversion and| 2004a
entertainment
11. 9] DAF$R B R &4 i a.Beerli & Martin,
RS a.To seek adventure and pleasure ) 2004b
(Affective | 12.F] DMSABHIE M a.Beerli & Martin,
image) a.To do exciting things ) 2004b
13. 7] ASF R R AIBR ]
SR ABR T TFIEE 7R : .
SR F A A Mgy | Deert & Mardn
a.To alleviate stress and tension
b.To escape daily routine
14 RERFNRERE : :
SEHFHTRE Mg | *Doerlh & Martn,
a.Good night-life
15 RABREPIAIT T3 a.Chen & Tsai
— (B W | oo ’
a.A good shopping place
16. B BRH1EH i a.Beerli & Martin,
a.Exotic \ 2004a
17. B T i a.Beerli & Martin,
o 4
(Enter\t?;nme a.Fashionable s 2004a
o[ 18 R RS RER
FETIRME a.Castro et al., 2007
RIS ENEER IE= | b.Beerli & Martin,
a.Gastronomic offering 2004a
b.Varied gastronomy
19. A BV SR /K EiEE) : :
S g a.Beerli & Martin,
Pt 2004a
ERHTEMAIK L WETE |y Baloglu &
a.Opportunities of sports activities Mangaloglu, 2001
b.Great beaches and water sports ’
LTS I8 a.Martin & Bosque,
a.Peaceful place ) 2008
EHAG | 20 AR .
=S|
(Atmosphere | REHYIHTTT I [ a.g/(l)%rém & Bosque,
of the place) | a.Place to rest
BRI 5 g a.Martin & Bosque,

BT

2008

16




51~

ZE H : EljiE
a.Relaxing place b.Castro et al., 2007
b.Entertainment and leisure

opportunities
21.%
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm g a.Beerli & Martin,
A 2004b
a.Pleasant
R HEERHE . .
SHEISR A E Mg | ADoerl & Martin,

a.Family-oriented destination

23 /%5 | IEA BT

a.Attractive or interesting place
b.Family-oriented destination

a.Beerli & Martin,
et 2004b

24'7§2E§§ ) ) ) a.Beerli & Martin,
a.Traffic congestion Family-oriented | 7%[r]
L 2004b
destination

3.5.1.3 BEE MR E (Tourist’s Satisfaction)

AT = FE S IH2:% Bosque ~ Martin 1 Collado(2006) ~ Um ~ Chon #I
Ro(2006) ~ Bigne ~ Andreu F{1 Gnoth(2005) ~ Yoon F{1 Uysal(2005) ~ Sirakaya - Petrick
F0 Choi(2004) ~ Tian-Cole ~ Crompton F1 Willson(2002) ~ Rojas #{1 Camarero(2008)
HIWEEHITE - 3T 6 (B H - A R REER T EEERE S
REDRE - BGaeat PR R R S 2 vehs RUE (Likert scale) Ry & 2SS 2 T

[OIE RSy Ry TIREEE - TEE LT EE T AEE L R TIEEARERE
T RFRIET 54321 p8ERED > DL TIERERE ) HEERTER
NEWEREERS T IFEREE ) M EREREEER(E - U EZEH
B THERABEIHERLE -

Bosque F(2006) PR BASE {F FIE S B B ke &S AT BB RE  STRR P02 A g
B RE H B 38 MR R RS > iat = H IR - Um F5(2006)£%
S EIE AR E RS - SR AR R H SRR 3 HAE
TR BN RIEHETT - BRI LU EimEE R - Bighe 3
(2005) 73 #fr EREAARITREE ~ RSN RS E A& Es - ORI 2 A R =5 - H 50
B8 PR 2 v KU - Sa T 1P H M - Yoon FT Uysal(2005 ) FRESE1# ~

17



R H B ERESEE » SOR I 2 A R e R H OB 3 35 TR
FroRi NS - SGtVUEE HMIE - Sirakaya S5(2004) 734 R AHAE D PR AT 22
ARSI > SO A R R R H OB o R R R UK 3%
sTIHEHMIE - Tian-Cole FEQ002)HET2EHE A AEYIReEEBEEIREE » L
R el 2 AR R e R H R I TR 2 v US> St TUIERE H O E -
Rojas 71 Camarero(2008) i fif s 2 @5 f2 &  = 2B L AR ~ H&ENRE
J& o SRR 2 A i R H OB o3 351 TR A v KU » ST IR
HHIE - ZHFER L AU T ZE AR » R me SR B — 35

R 3-3 IR R G

Table 3-3 Questlonnalre of tourist’s satisfaction

PAK: | i NE &z 5 SRR
[
SN EIN TR e oo & Uveal
B LRI (4T 2005 o
a.How does Northern Cyprus, in general, EE b.Bosque et al.,
rate compared to what you expected. 2006
b.The service was better than I expected.
2HIFR T BER ARRERESH
BEREAR | RN E R IR a.Yoon & Uysal,
a.Was this visit worth your time and 2005
effort. EiE b.Bigne et al.,
b. was a good idea to visit this theme| 2005
park. c.Bosque et al.,
c.My choice of this travel agency was a 2006
TEE wise one.
(Satisfaction)| 3.FRZKZEIZE T BIZZ ABEREL
SR T A EERR = EIE a.Bigne et al,
al'm pleased to have visited this theme| 2005
park.
4 BRAKRIGEIR T IR ABERE
HARIGSER TR AE G a.Bighe et al,
a.l don’t regret having visited this theme| 2005
park.
5. R EXRIVIRTIRGER a.Yoon & Uysal,
P T AV AR B RS 2005
a.Overall,how satisfied were you with = | b.Bosque et al,
your holiday in Northern Cyprus. 2006
c.Bigne et al,

18



paE A H NE Kz 5 SRR
[
b.I am satisfied with the travel agency 2005
service.
c.I have really enjoyed myself at this
theme park.
6.38 T B A E AR E L H AT SEEY
W54
T BT A B 7
REKERCET A REERNS a.Bighe et al,
#H? 2001
SHE=z et b.Um et al., 2006
\/fﬁm /T\ﬁiu . WIEE | ¢ Tain-Cole et al.
B HEBImE 002 ’
a.How would you describe your stay? d.Sirakava et al
b.Based on the experiences you had in ’ 2004 y ”
Hong Kong, how satisfied was you with
this visit?
c.Satisfied-Dissatisfied
d.Satisfaction with service and activity

3.5.1.4 1% & (Service Quality)

R SENER T B I BN AR T B A e B HYEE A - A5t Akama
F0 Kieti(2003) ~ Khan(2003) ~ Tsaur {1 Lin(2004) ~ Chen F1 Tsai Z£(2007) %k 5% m8E
HYo3 3 > ket 16 B 3R T AR an B I - PEEMD I ERat PR R R
JEE R valis KUK (Likert scale) Ry &2 5EkBanE 2 TR - BIBEES R T IFER
S TEE T TAEE ) K TIEEAEE ) I R RGET 5403
2 ke | oy BERRRD - DURR RIER IR R T ek EIEE 5E » JEE A E
BN HHRS W EIFE A EE -

CI

Akama F1 Kieti(2003) 5 1E 25 i< 17 B 5 72 B 28 2~ B Y AR 5 i 8 7 B B TP HY
(tangibles) ~ A FE M (reliability) ~ & {T-li(responsibilities) ~ FEE 4 (assurance) ~ [E]HH
‘Lr(empathy) ~ {EF&(price) K2 K1Y (H {H (perceived value) - {lE#H] © Khan(2003)/4:
RENE N L2 MERRTT (AT iR B0 AR AR B Y e 5 B 0 Ry AR RE R TP B &
(ecotangibles) ~ FEE M4 (assurance) ~ A] 5 M (reliability) ~ {1 gk (responsibilities) ~ [5]
H0:(empathy) K /5 T (tangibles) /S {EREE > Tsaur 1 Lin(2004)i & & 1 iz i g
Y A &R JE B B IR 75 fn E 5 By 5 P HY (tangibles) ~ ] 5E 4 (reliability) ~ 243K

19



(responsiveness) ~ HEE 4:(assurance) ~ [F]F [ \(empathy) 7 {E %[ » Chen A1 Tsai(2007)
IR AR T S BT T A 70 Ry B ik SE (hospitality) ~ 5[ 77 (attractions) ~ 7
(transport) K (A5t (amenity) PU{EfE T AGHFEAR E GRS B BH ST LABR4R -
i iR 2 fin B 53 Ry PU K ## THI (dimension) 53 Hll By A JE B (tangibles) ~ A] & 4
(reliability) ~ i (transport) 5z 78 HIHJ{E{E (perceived value)

% 3-4 I i E GG

Table 3-4 Questionnaire of Service qualit

Pk EH NE S 17 5 [FH=TRR
L ZEERRRT R ARERESI
paj

R AR TS M | oxama & Kiet,

a.Visual attractive and appealing of
natural attractions
2RI &
HA & AR RS ES A 35
HAWS | AR BERSEs 55
HR R A s R
EPEZ% | NHYRBE S MR (4
Tt e A S a.Akama & Kieti,
R S — LT Rl ) 2003

a.Appealing and good condition b.Khan, 2003
physical facilities and equipment
HIPH b.Facilities appropriate to the

(Tangibles) environment

c.well-developed general
infrastructures

AIERA B IERAAKRH

ek N
i B S SR A BET e | EIE a.?(i%ma & Kieti,

a.Accessibility of physical facilities
and natural resources

3R R et
HAZEERERi liEifm | a.Khan, 2003
a.Facilities environmentally safe

AR HRZBIR R A E JE | AAkama & Kieti,

a.Uncrowded and unspoiled park 2003
BAEREARMERERARE i a.Akama & Kieti,
teft A N EHRE EEREVE R ) 2003
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VAR i H NE R ] 5 S8R
O
a.Information centre with relevant
information about the park
BRARHYE I
AT B RS ERIER AU LAY E aAkama & Kieti,
i 2003
a.Modern looking looking equipment M [ b.Tsaur & Lin
and Facilities ’2004 ’
b.They have the latest decoration and
the modernized equipment
5.8 THERABANER - f5fFE gy | *Chen & Tsai,
a.Signs and indicators i 2007
BTEHRABNERIMRER
B EORINR
AR \Akama & Kieti
/ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬂ:& 2003
o A AR A B i@ | b.Tsaur &  Lin,
a.Neat appearance of staff 2004
b.Their uniforms and looks of the ¢.Khan, 2003
employees are clean, tidy and
elegant
c.Employees in comfortable attire
6. M E SRt T e
S R BRR 1 A M | Akama & Kiet,
a.Giving prompt services to the ) 2003
tourists
TEME AR R HR B AR TS
T E A AR FE IR 6] T SE AR %5 a.Akama & Kieti,
a.Providing services at the promised | gz 2003 .
time ) b.Tsaur & Lin,
b.Be sure to complete the service in a 2004
A 5EHY promised time
(Reliability)| 7.RERRFERENIEREE R
it AT RE TE RT3 & B 2 (A 7 a.Akama & Kieti,
a.Listening and providing accurate EE 2003 .
and correct information ) b.Tsaur & Lin,
b.They can offer the service correctly 2004
and properly
SAEB T HRAENIERZ SN e & Kot
%4 B N AE W Y0
a.Safe and secure park
A0 5 2 A Y AT lIEE | aAkama & Kieti,
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VAR i H NE R ] 5 S8R
BT R A B BB T HE 2003
£ b.Tsaur & Lin,
R 2004
[ 5 205 2 T R R
a.Knowledge to answer tourists’
questions
b.The employees are adequately
equipped with the professional
information they need
HEZHRUAR
R THREAENEEHEEAS
SRR VIR
JE& B RS SN VI REE a.Akama & Kieti,
—E A SRR 2003 ,
a.Staff who are consistently courteous WEi= | b.Tsaur & - Lin,
of their tourists 2004
b.The employees have good manners c.Khan, 2003
and kind attitude
c.Consistently courteous with the
customers
REEEER TERR ARNER Javawardhena ot
EEEISEXYZ HIES M| 5007
a.You can trust employees of XYZ '
9. PR THI s It 4 B 47 -
RATESTINE M | gpeme & Kiet
a.Adequate safety facilities
10. RAERIHVA B E A4 -
23 (] a.?(igna & Kieti,
FEIT R 1= b.Chen & Tsai,
a.Adequate transport systems 2007
ey b.Internal transport
(Transport) | 11.BREERER i
2 S M | A0 & TS
a.Accessibility
12EBHZERE e a.Chen & Tsai,
a.Parking facilities and space A 2007
13 EEHREENEKRIBAT L
N Ak & Kieti,
SOHIFY(E |  a.Cheap accommodation and catering | NE[A] a 20(?;1 a et
= facilities
(Perceived | 14.(EEHIASRES I a.Akama & Kieti
value) a.Cheap entertainment/recreational NIE =] ' ’

facilities

2003
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PAL i H NE R ] 5 S8R
15 BRIt RaH
B TEZRABERSEMERES
bzl EiE a.Akama & Kieti,
BT Ex A EWEE T ER ) 2003
a.Reasonable prices charged by the
park

3.5.1.5 FEoK 8 M (Need for variety)

R LR 2R | e Z IR AR SR B AR Castro ££(2007)
AUBSE e - et 4 (B - BURsFEZIEERIT HERNEEEE - 1
o G a ok FH TR R 2 i RUE (Likert scale)fi /BT E T HERZTE
BB Ry P IREREE T EE T EE T AEE ) KT IFEAREE ) E
WP aliaT 5~ 432 1 pEERR - DZaiE Rz siEFE - Bois
BN A R FRARRE RS § L AR 5 R R R A

Castro 55 (2007) % 12 5 F 55 P HE 5 B B A 12 HY 7 2K 82 B (Need for
variety) 77 R EZEESTEY) - SERBEL - SEE2EAEREE) - EFE
PRI G IEERET - = OHYASER - DUER FHISEEE -

% 3-5 T RER TR GG

Table 3-5 Questionnaire of need for variety

78 H NIERZ 5| FCRR
1L REEESHTEY
REEEABHEY
Ao (E RS ST S A =] a.Castro et al., 2007

B2 ZZ WO BV
a.l am a person who enjoys to do new
things

2 REEHBREL =1 a.Castro et al., 2007

a.I like to experience changes

3. REFESEAHENER
KEENTH 2B E Ry ES)
REEE A= [EiE] a.Castro et al., 2007
KEEIGE BNy E)

a.I like to change activities frequently.

4 EEEFRBEMES > REF JIE =] a.Castro et al., 2007
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HEH NEISZ 5 [FH=TRR

HHIRR R
EEERGEEZRE - RE=i
HrHy G

a.When things start to be boring, I look
for new experiences

3.5.1.6 X317 Ey(Future Behaviour)

Ry 2 L ER2R | & 2 AT Ry A > ABFZEHE Castro Z5£(2007) »
Lee Z(2007) ~ Hui Z£(2007) ~ Lee Z£(2004) ~ Harris {1 Goode(2004) ~ Tian-Cole =
(2002) ~ Bighe Z£(2001)AVIHF R » Hawst 3 (ERH - MAsFE 2B ERIT R
BIAMEBEIEE - HE MG TR TR R 5o RUE (Likert scale)ff Fy &
WETRBERZTE  BIEERES L "IEEEE - TEE T EE T AEE
K PIREAFE ) T WP al&ET 5S4 321 pEUERED - DIZEhE R
ZFUERE » BolEa RN & HZ RN R SRS - K2 RIRRZ
2 e R TEER E R A

Castro %7 (2007) K5 1 25 FF 515 P8 L 5 e 200 3 Ak 1% 1Y R 2K 17 75 7 1) (future
behavioural intention)4y /B8 %7 = [iH (intention to revisit) A1 ¥ 7 = fH (intention to
recommend) i IH] © Lee $5(2007)f 15 2 sl iR f B HE RNV @IS T HE
557 Ryt (recommendation)—{[E &[] © Hui S£(2007) 7538 Rz AV a2 - HoR2K
1T R E 55y By W (revisiting) A1 HEFE (recommendation) (i i © Lee Z£(2005)4 55
REEL 2002 SR AV HARAAT Ry oy R EfE (willingness to recommend) (]
= (revisit intentions) fY & H] - Harris A1 Goode(2004)&&5 MU (& & 2R &Sk A
(EETTHSEERSIE N © IR BIREIRTS - RSS20 el FUEEk (cognitive
loyalty) ~ &R 3k (affective loyalty) ~ E 3K (conative loyalty) K21 THEf 56k (action
loyalty)VUfd  Tian-Cole <#(2002)/f 28RS L AL V) IR Ayl HORAA T Fo oy Fo it
7 (recommend) A1 EE 4 (return) i A] © Bighe Z(2001) DAZIRGPE L A R A S 2t -
Peniscola H1 Torrevieja HYZEZ Ry¥I5e - RFELIHRTT Ry T [0) 5 Ry B 25 (return) NIHERE
(recommend) i AFE ] © ABHFTUR_EACE IR ARAAT B FE NI DABRSN » BEARIKTT
Ry 3 Fo WA K 1 ] (dimension) » 73 j51] £ B 2% 5 (intention to  revisit) #1425 7= i
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(intention to recommend) °

% 3-6 R

TREEEE

Table 3-6 Questionnaire of future behaviour

HEH

IRz

5 | FSZRK

LICEHEE 2R | R A ESEHE
2
HERE, Bt A2 S H AR ey
FHE?
fﬂi THERE E4a A NE?
REEH MY SR R AR M
¥2
G HErRE DMZ 15 E4s HoAth A (BLE
R FERMIATR)?
s BRI A 25 B B A A Y e
EEHEE A R E SN
a.Will you recommend that others visit
this destination and its surroundings?
b.Would you recommend it to
someone?
c.The likelihood of recommending
Singapore to their family and friends?
d.Would you recommend the DMZ tour
to others (including your family and
friends)?
e.Encourage friends and relatives to go
to this refuge
f.Recommend to family or friends

Jgd =

Castro et al., 2007
a.Bigne et al., 2001
b.Hui et al., 2007
c.Lee et al., 2007
d.Tian-Cole et al., 2002
e.Lee et al., 2005

QLERGEHEERTRRAR?
ke 2EEH Eﬁiﬂz[{% ?
e X [a]PaHEA IS ?
FERFAAC o] BE R8T 04 2
RS LAY R
R H Fali

a.Will you return to visit this
destination again?

b.Would you return to Spanish?

c.The likelihood of revisiting Singapore
in the future?

d.Visit the refuge again in the future

e.Revisit for pleasure trip (holiday)

NI 155

a.Castro et al., 2007
b.Bigne et al., 2001
c.Hui et al., 2007
d.Tian-Cole et al., 2002
e.Lee et al., 2005

3JikHERT > RERBLETREBTEK

JIEi =

a.Harris et al, 2004
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HEH NEISZ 5 [FH=RR

AE
a.l would always continue to choose

3.5.1.7 & ¥ITE
2 3-7 Ry SRR SR B B 1% ~ R IRR R TE - s ROk 8% — -

2 3-7 T AR 42 B0 E S S Rat

Table 3-7 The items and codes of pretest questionnaire

mw wE i
A

DEl BB NEE

DE2 EEHRUIRENEER
Heylth kg DE3 mlf2(HE A2 irE

DE4 B4 ENE

DE5 E A EAFHIIREE R FEEIsot

NA1 REEA
NA2 H R LiVEEY)
H AR NA3 REEEEEE
NA4 BV
NAS EA R FRMRI IR AVIRIR

Jiigi=e] AF1 A] DL =3 E e f12E
(Destination’s THEE SR AF2 B DUl By
Image) AF3 0] DL &P 48 IR AR /)

EN1 B EFNR 4TS

EN2 Z{E &Pt 5

EN3 EA ZE

EN4 B THE i

EN5 B &AEHENEER

ENG6 A B KA e S /K _F s E)

>3-
s
vt

AT1 S IREIHVHLTT

AT2 & A BVE ik

AT3 HEERR il

AT4 HR 5[ T8 I TT
ATS i ETE*

B
=
psll
3

NV HEEE S EY)

NV2 FEEia a2 b

NV3 B2 BN EE)

NV4 & HEFHIR S SR - G = Aa s

GEs Tt
(Need for
variety)
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{A¥

SEY T . T8
AT FB1 FREHEE 2R T R ABESH AT R
(Future FB2 HGgHEIE T BRAE
Behaviour) FB3 kiR » B ERE T R AE
SA1 2 TEZ A ABNFHER I FEEA—6
SA2 FHifEZE T HZE AREIREZES
TR SA3 FAREIZE T EZR A BERE O
(Satisfaction) SA4 BAENREFZR T B2 A EikiE
SAS5 FHEHERIIRITIRRE
SA6 2B T B 22 A\ B AG E EE E MU DI )7 47
TAl ZHEAFEH B AR5
TA2 N LR 4
HIPH) TA3 RIS B 2r e
TA4 s H AR 2RI E 20 A E
TAS 2B T IR ABNATER ~ F5iEE 5
RE1 k& RIEMHE e
HEHE ey RE2 SEFEFXEMERIEEES S
(Service RE3 7128 | [ BHZE A BN 222
Quality) RE4 (KR4S B IT
TR1 BB {EFAY 8 il £ 40
L TR2 PSRRI LE
TR3 (ZFEZEFEE
PV1 (EEHIVEE IR ST
THNVEE PV2 RIS
PV3 BESLEGHE
* T FIRE
3.5.2 #ELTRIGTHE

ARB A AR S ARIE SRR ATEscE T FARTEMI A FE & MR A B AT 5 it 2010
7 H 31 HE 2010 4 8 H 1 H3FH 100 (FEGHMFEE o F 1B 7eaa R E &
HEffE > NILHEETT G H oIS o > DM ERAIEE - (hia Pl
D AEEERER - IZaiE R L2 R BEE -8 - B
R ARG R A — 2SR - BR (S DR (R B RN - AW FE sk H
Cronbach’s o {AE{H LABRAE A ITAT(E I 2 2 B8R M EEFEN —2EEE - H8E
e FRBERNSUEAAERM S - BIE A2 — 2 - A2 (E
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[t e DL BHFE (2006) AR EA T Ryblt 72 (S R ATAE - LA Cronbach’s o fg 2
AE - HiER T EE S RSB IEAENR 3-8 > SEMOITEERLFR 3-10 3-11 3-12 »
3-13 ~ 3-14 BiZ% 3-15 Ffiows o

72 3-8 (FE A
Cronbach’s o A%{H < 0.3 = A E[{=
0.3 = Cronbach’s a {4E{H < 0.4 —>Gh550] (=
0.4 =< Cronbach’s a {4#{H <0.5 —=0]{=Z
0.5 = Cronbach’s o (5lf < 0.7 —{R AT E (R )
0.7 = Cronbach’s o fAE{H <0.9 - 1R A{Z(FHE 7))
0.9 = Cronbach’s o fAE{E —4y (=

% 39 gz E B BA R

Table 3-9 Demographic characteristics of respondents

TH H HBaolk% I5 H HBHitt%
3 il B e
I3 44.0 HEANE 6.1
27 56.0 NHNE 23.2
i |5 B 31.7
16~25 46.0 25T 11.1
26~35 13.0 BRI 0.0
36~45 29.0 RE 4.0
46~55 10.0 P~ AR5 16.2
56~65 1.0 HE¥ 4.0
66 LA _E 1.0 fFET 1.0
B M KR R B 0.0
HE 57.6 HAth 3.0
045 /N % 9.1 BAFEHHBRA
24 0 A/ 31.3 10,000 TCLAT 25.0
HAh 2.0 10,000~20,000 104
B g # B 20,001~30,000 27.6
FE 73.0 30,001~40,000 94
rh R 10.0 40,001~50,000 15.6
1E86 14.0 50,001~60,000 10.4
il 0.0 60,001 7TLL F 12.5
Ho A b1 3.0 FENXBEILR
B B B E HEEE 68.0
INE R DU 2.0 iR 15.0
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H H ®BZl% A H #&7tk%

B 4.0 HIENE 14.0
15 25.0 T 2.0
R} 29.0 etk 1.0
RE 34.0 HAth 0.0
W5EFT 6.0 i 3 5 1T Y B B
REHNBELER HE 5.0
B 21.0 CIN 53.0
— 33.0 MR 41.0
= 14.0 JEATIE 1.0
g 7.0
7L 4.0
s/ s 21.0

7% 3-10 FIHIHE 2 TS SR Y P (E B =

15 £ WIgE EAEE *Ei 50tk %
M SD 1 2 3 4 5
AN ENEE 400 070 0.0 3.0 27.0 53.0 17.0
BAERUEENERER 396 070 00 1.0 300 520 17.0
AR HEE A LA OrbE 352 065 00 40 525 384 5.1
HAFNAENE 372 064 00 1.0 380 530 8.0
HA BAPIRIER A 398 065 00 00 250 530 220
RIEEAN 408 -0.88 0.0 3.0 23.0 43.0 31.0
AR EIEY) 424 074 0.0 3.0 140 48.0 35.0
=S EEE 446 0.68 00 1.0 8.0 37.0 54.0
HAZERENDE 448 074 00 20 14.1 323 515
BARZTANAGRIRNRSE 348 095 3.0 172 364 333 10.1
A DL B fp 24 404 070 0.0 50 23.0 48.0 24.0
o] DU B =R 406 071 00 1.0 23.0 49.0 27.0
A DAEF R BRAIEE /) 442  0.64 0.0 00 13.0 38.0 49.0
BAEFNHRAEE 416 0.84 0.0 3.0 23.0 36.0 38.0
REMpEET 338 088 30 101 414 404 51
B R 378 089 00 9.0 250 470 19.0
ELA TR 1 338 075 0.0 11.0 480 340 7.0
HAEXASENER 388 0.80 1.0 6.0 21.0 49.0 23.0
A R R K EE) 444 061 0.0 3.0 12.0 37.0 48.0
MR 450 065 00 00 90 380 530
< NEE far iR 438 067 0.0 0.0 150 40.0 45.0
o danyi; 440 064 0.0 0.0 120 41.0 47.0
B | FITEHE BRI T 434 063 0.0 20 160 420 40.0
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% 5 POE mEE B & %

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
IHYETE 400 070 0.0 3.0 27.0 53.0 17.0

N 1= IFEAREE 2= FAEE 3= 4ER 4= EE 5= FEEE

2% 3-11 FirilE & i s SR (E B

E3

. . THEE BEE B 5 b %
) M SD 1 2 3 4 5

BT EFEAERHER I THE—% 356 076 0.0 3.0 320 46.0 19.0

AR T Bz A Bk EE 3.84 062 00 81 404 404 11.1
HARENZR T R ARG 394  0.62 0.0 3.0 330 47.0 17.0
WIERRIEEZR T B2 S B 400 064 00 40 384 465 11.1
BRI TR 396 060 1.0 8.1 424 434 5.1

BT RER A EEREHEL AT
370 0.65 1.0 4.1 299 495 155
st 7 4

N 1= IFEAREE 2= AEE 3= 4ER 4= EE 5= FEEE

2 3-12 FIAE 2 e S BT A (e
- z THEE BEE B 5 bk %

ES

M SD 1 2 3 4 5

SHEAEET BEARE NS 398 059 00 20 21.0 580 19.0

INHEE R 4 348 058 0.0 4.0 430 490 4.0
IR B Zr et 356 073 00 6.0 420 450 7.0
A B AR BRI E A E 342 093 3.0 150 380 37.0 7.0
B TEIRABENAET - 55%E 366 082 10 40 360 500 9.0
AR T 368 079 1.0 50 31.0 52.0 11.0
BETSRAEMENI AR 372 073 1.0 3.0 340 570 5.0
2R T R AENIR I 2220 386 0.76 0.0 6.0 300 50.0 14.0
IRt 4 R AT 364 080 1.0 80 380 460 7.0
AAEROBENES 360 090 30 121 323 434 91
A i A g T~ 358 097 20 9.0 31.0 500 8.0
{FEHZZR RS 3.16 089 5.1 214 408 29.6 3.1
EE MBI BT 306  1.04 80 240 350 270 6.0
(ESNEREN) e 53 310  1.05 9.0 21.0 380 28.0 4.0
B itEaH 3.16 098 00 20 21.0 580 19.0

EEoR 1= JFEAEE 2= AEE 3= 4ER 4= HE > 5= JFEEE

2% 3-13 FIHIAE R R LA [ B2

g PEE REE . BH o k%

A
) M SO 1 2 3 4 5

30



5 o VHE BEE B 5 b %

E3

M SD 1 2 3 4 5

KEEESHEY 390 0.89 0.0 6.1 192 475 273
K=EERe (b 402 082 00 40 17.0 47.0 32.0
WEEE S BR [EEE) 402 077 00 1.0 230 50.0 26.0
B FIERAEEEmE > REF

4.08 0.72 00 20 192 495 293
T RS B

N 1= IFEAREE 2= FAEE 3= 9ER 4= EE 5= FEEE

7% 3-14 FAIHE Z ARAAT Ry P (E B =

5 o VHE BEE_ B &5 b %

E3

M SD 1 2 3 4 5

REHER T RE A BESHT A 400 064 0.0 10 17.0 58.0 24.0

EgHERE THEFEAE 3.94 062 1.0 20 18.0 57.0 22.0
B E D‘H—'
TR /E.&E‘F{&%%%ET% 364 072 1.0 S0 380 490 7.0

AR 1= JFEAEE 2= AEE 3= #ER 4= A 5= FHEX

< 3-15 A E HEEE o th 285
Table 3-15 Item and reliability analysis of pretest questionnaire
o fERe s  WERe BEEFRGT MRz HE Tt
£
W RH g mmm o 2HMIE Apha R

DE1 89.58 115.26 0.583 0.919 0.000

DE2 89.55 116.33 0.537 0.920 0.000

HEyH k% DE3 89.97 116.83 0.545 0.920 0.000
DE4 89.75 117.73 0.508 0.921 0.000

DE5 89.45 115.75 0.591 0.919 0.000

NAI 89.35 115.01 0.549 0.920 0.000

NA2 89.27 115.06 0.564 0.920 0.000

HRIRIE NA3 88.98 114.44 0.685 0.918 0.000
NA4 89.08 113.99 0.610 0.919 0.000

NA5 90.09 114.25 0.472 0.922 0.000

AF1 89.49 112.97 0.659 0.918 0.000

IHRE S AF2 89.39 113.65 0.689 0.918 0.000
AF3 89.03 113.93 0.713 0.917 0.000

EN1 89.31 113.56 0.588 0.919 0.000

EN2 90.05 119.88 0.251 0.925 0.002

o e EN3 89.66 113.60 0.586 0.919 0.000
s EN4 90.04 117.11 0.442 0.922 0.000
EN5 89.56 112.16 0.655 0.918 0.000

EN6 89.09 113.18 0.674 0.918 0.000

[ERUAERA ATI1 88.97 114.18 0.739 0.917 0.000
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MRtz MERtEZ BLERES MRk HE D¢

R PR yme mam MBI Apha  REREE

AT2 89.10 113.19 0.733 0.917 0.000
AT3 89.04 113.47 0.765 0.917 0.000
AT4 89.18 112.67 0.747 0.917 0.000
AT5* 91.34 127.66 -0.161 0.935 0.134
=% Alpha = 0.923
NV1 12.14 4.27 0.815 0.880 0.000
ZiRfbEFEk NV2 12.03 432 0.844 0.868 0.000
Alpha=0911 NV3 12.08 4.72 0.816 0.880 0.000
NV4 12.05 4.87 0.726 0.909 0.000
- FB1 7.53 1.83 0.749 0.767 0.000
Alﬁﬁ%@ o FB2 7.61 1.63 0.738 0771  0.000
: FB3 8.02 1.76 0.676 0.831 0.000
SAl 19.16 8.46 0.738 0.902 0.000
SA2 18.92 8.78 0.861 0.885 0.000
WEERE SA3 18.79 8.96 0.788 0.895 0.000
Alpha=0914 SA4 18.76 8.59 0.770 0.896 0.000
SAS 18.81 9.21 0.639 0.915 0.000
SA6 18.96 8.75 0.778 0.895 0.000
TAl 47.57 66.02 0.473 0914 0.000
TA2 47.99 65.39 0.570 0.911 0.000
HiEw TA3 48.00 64.68 0.578 0.911 0.000
TA4 48.21 63.92 0.474 0.915 0.000
TA5 47.90 62.92 0.705 0.907 0.000
REI 47.85 63.02 0.651 0.909 0.000
. RE2 47.90 63.83 0.684 0.908 0.000
EEC RE3 47.80 62.64 0.696 0.907 0.000
RE4 48.01 61.43 0.784 0.904 0.000
TR1 48.08 61.21 0.665 0.908 0.000
et TR2 47.99 62.11 0.664 0.908 0.000
TR3 48.47 62.21 0.601 0.910 0.000
PV1 48.50 60.79 0.609 0.911 0.000
POAIVE[E PV2 48.51 61.82 0.572 0.912 0.000
PV3 48.37 61.33 0.656 0.908 0.000
JifcE A& Alpha =0.915
F N ERE

ACHFEL Cronbach’s o (58 ~ SR 22453 2 RIBIE RIE E 9T « W Bl
ISR e AR AI P - TR 2 © BRERYES 2 A BIE ()
B 02 % © STE2E B 2 (R PUBER B Cronbach's o © JHH 52T 1 16
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TERETRRTAN 0.05 F o ZEILHIER 1 BERTH - MFRAVRIIEE " DE24 ZOMZEZE | - 450
TEOHI 100 {3 LME BT EURE o irie - BIONEE - SEEHM - 5IEFEE
SRR RE% - RS 600 (75 » AR 562 75 0 [EUSRTEH R 92 % -

3.5.3 A MG ER
3.5.3.1 G RETE

SERET A BR1% - AT IEA R G EAUER - LGRS ER
AMREEER M 23 8~ ZELFHEREIHE 4 /B - RAAT R 3 /B~ B R
15 6 LR R A E T 15 3 - S EAVE S 7 2R LA vl Ay TR B A K
FE BT R - AUTFCRES GHY S SRR 3-16 (R G R ek
=)

7 3-16 &G EH
Table 3-16 The final questionnaire

f e

2 WE g

DEl BAHFHHENIEE

DE2 BV ZEER
HEyHmAE DE3 AIEefhE A\ 2 iRl

DE4 B AR AEME

DES B BAFHVREEAf5 Mt

NATSRIEEE A

NA2 HZ i CAVEIEY)
HZRIEE  NA3 SOYEEEE
i NA4 HAZERERDE
(Destination’s NAS5 B AR TR IR ARG
Image) AF1 o] DAFH E A1 2E R

BEESE AR T LUE Y E
AF3 A DLET4% B A1ER 7

EN1 B A EFHIR A4S

EN2 Z @it 7y

EN3 EH R EH

EN4 ERTTHF i

EN5 A& ASHENER

ENG6 A & RHTE B SR/K - iEE)
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{A¥

P g ] e
i
AT1 S IREIHYH TS
. AT2 é\)\ﬂz%lﬁ?r?
AT3 HE2R I
AT4 HU 5| JIE8CE BT 5
_ NVI REBERTEY
%ﬁ%ﬁ? NV2 R HAERE (1
ety NV3 REBH RS S EH)
NV4 & BIEFHRESMEET TR FHaREs
AT FB1 FEHEE 2R | B AESSHRAT &
(Future FB2 HRre HEIZR | HR A E
Behaviour) FB3 iR - & BB EE R TR AE
SA1 BT R A ENEHERIR AR —E
SA2 FifEZR | EZR A Eki S EE
TR SA3 FAREE THZE ABRBL
(Satisfaction) SA4 FAENRIEEIZE T Bz A EliciE
SAS I RIIKI TR =
SA6 2B T BZ N\ B R RS R E L A DA 5 4
TAl FFEARETEAR G TS
TA2 N\ HEEHERE 2
B TA3 IR B2

TA4 N AR ZBIRH 25 &
TAS B TEIFRABEWNAEDR ~ 515 %

BHEE e
(Service
Quality)

RE1 k&R T

RE2 REFEFEMERN EMEESR

RE3 1528 | HZE ABE NI 2220
RE4 (RIS B AT

i

TR1 EAEF]AYAZ 8 286 240
TR2 FEAEIERIETE

TR3 [FHZEE R E

ORI EE

PV1 EHIIREEMENEST
PV2 {HH IR EEE i
PV3 RS {LE S

3.6 Rt H BT

RIFERIS e 777 F 2R F SPSS(statistical package for the social science)
for Windows 12.0 fiE2E#4E Kz LISREL(linear structural relationships) for Windows
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8.80 KZSALHCHE - HAAMHTLL SPSS 12.0 B4 TEL: BB 5347 L LISREL 8.80
BT » BT T

3.6.1 FUIL ST 217

SO IR BB AR A R R TR (7 B e ~ ETOHE ~
S R 2 SRR SR AT » BB LAMAREE A & R BRI - SR
ZORIERE -

3.6.2 (SEEAT

Cronbach’s o {44 {E LAGERE A S AT (2 & B 2 P 25 JRA— RV RRE
Cronbach’s o {#BRLR) + AT PTE— B HERREE - & AIERIAHRIMERE S - 500
s
s P TS -

3.6.3 IEHH 7T

axa GBI T BB —IHE e fr - TR HEHHEIR TR
[l 2 3 5 BT T Ry PR At T S B R T T Y PR GBI DRV » RS LR
TEAEENERE - [HERRE/CEP < 0.05)F TLURE - REFEMAVZEEK
HEfy > RIEREE S T ae i o UsdPRaZIH -

LE

3.6.4 BRF BB

LR PR B S BB - B = 5D L - (T
B SRR IR RE) - 1S VB 2 S0 - HIEPY Scheffe (% % BLLEE -
T HEE 2 BRI BUID R, -

3.6.5 &5t TR E AR AT

4h 77 F2 2 (Structure Equation Modeling, SEM)FH DL B #2658 B 928
BRHERITELAT - HERE R m F T 2 B4t T (multivariate statistics)iy—
ER(BPREEL - 2003) » —ff 2 I & B IR RE (objective status of affairs) VEEH > —Ff&
EHRE R B SRESIEEEE S - ESETRE S G » &5 TR =U(SEM) 2 FIZK
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T 7 73 [ A ] 22 582 TH (observed  variables) B Y2 11 855 75 (latent  variable) . [H]{E7 5% &8
% > BE R ZR 57 HT(factor analysis) K B8 77 M (path analysis) W FE4 &1 HY =) (B 5 84
2007) ©

3.6.5.1 &t TR i =E e

SEM fHAIHTETT 0 H DA G (theory) Ry S8 » SRFH M ARELSHVEE ~ SUREE
B BRI A iR B R 5 Y (BRASEY - 2003) » H B 2 Ree iUk £ 2/
Rl - ATl iRa iR BB B R EEC A - TR UETEEE
IE(SBHRE - 2006) @ HEAHEER] R =U5TE (model specification) » #f#AGH AR
HETRE e - RS R AV ERC R - R ETER  RIR R R
PR R EHE S R R T R HE - e ] (model identification) 177575
PRI 228800 foa R - A& TR 2o Ry ARaE - ¥ SEM #Ef TR (haT
(model estimation) » Z[15RAFE TR 22 LS S (assessment of fit)iF - FEEFHIFERF 25
RERCEREE - TP ZE(model modification) B TR - HEHVE—(E& &
B Ry 11 f & A4 T4 L% R (interpretation) (B 7584 > 2007) -

3.6.5.2 Bag N Z ot

Bpaa N Z 5 f(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)R[ 2y I &AR 02 5747 > §RIH
Ve SETH B 2 T 2 il (% 0 JRBI SR VB AT S T B SR S T 2 [ VAR MR RA R o
SR PRERIENZR T (exploratory factor analysis, EFA) 2 1% » BRat RN ZR 547 ] A
W5 & 20 fe e N F IE H FY R RN [E] 7R IR 2R 4SRN BN R R A
B (BREEET - 2003) » PRERVENZR oM EdBasg N 2 AT i REY AN LR AR E AR
s PR TEAE S T ARAR P AT B Y A L B AR BT A -

MBS PRERMENZR T > CFA (i TR E HY B G R s & 2R s U R A
& HH B ER A P A % B A R T R AV T B R AR S & (EANT 7R —2F

FY M B TR BB A BRI B il (7 - RS T AU B BRI E 50y - MEZ
SRRy o B R AT H AU (5 R = e B B e S MR Y B
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2> LL SEM HfiTE KRG » TEAE SR ZR i RIRy CRA(BRRSEL - 2003) - A1 CFA
SREgEE I FT = rh 2 E B IR R S RE M & S VB R8T > s s NI
TEHERCE -

AW ARG PR 2R 0 M e UM B S B S L ey (R VB A E B BT L R (R - R
SFHVHIERR - R e e R S R B B R RS IE RN & L S VB AR R B
DIz [B] — W 22 S B RE S Y AN [ 1y VA 58 BT e 2B B 3 B (o] B (Bagozzi & Y,
1988) - #R1E _Eall SRR > ot m e DL ke - mT AR A RAIIUIA -
AR - BIRES B ERIERE - 2 BAvBEKE « R LEEE > 4
TIHLATT

AR ERUE R
I SRS HH TR ESHHVINZ &R © Bagozzi M1 Yi(1988)%#%
NER AW REEZEME 0.5 PLE -

BB H L M5

TR CFA FrstEHERISIEN R > SRR BN R A 2R
FEH FE LT ] BT AEstE > (HEET586(2004 © p.123)3sE - H%E ¢+ ([ REIHEE » R
FLAFERZ ©

C.{55T28nyBE K AE
I R SR B S HNR R a N B BRI EE /KA > H r [HrV4EEHE
Z2/DERIY 1.96 -

DR E
T3 H I ER R AR 8 2 e B G HE > AAGT RS HE A E Z M
MRS - HREAEEAREIS » FHEMFTEEEL » INE e R AR -
TABIRAE AR 3 R TE R M E RN e © BB/ L 3 I > AR
SEIRN IR R IR R > B G IE R A RAVEE SR - 35 E
A R ERCR - HAENE 23R R il H @ EHE/ NS 2.58 AWt 2 8E
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1F -

N

A #1258 HIEIT

3.6.5.3 &t iR AR a T

R P P R A P AR H B i 7 3 P R R Y B S i =02 S e S T B IR BRI PR (5
ERHG T ARV - SRR TEIE 0 = e e AR e A
FoAEf% ~ IV EEAG IO 2B (overall model fit) DL R A =AY A 1E A i fic 12 (fit of
internal) = FHAU A A EACE - BT ham B ER TR -

Ry 1IN ZE i H B B 45 #1580 (hypothesized  structural model) 7 Fit 7
J&(goodness of fit, GOF) Fyfi] o SR H g —(E2BHEF (a2 1% - 45187
2 I LR AT DU AT B RS R AU Y SR A - B B AN [F BV a2 Fr B3 & [ F5 AT
(goodness of fit index)fJE1H « AHFEEFRRE RS EAECEE I & - 737 R
FHHCFE R (absolute fit measures) ~ fH ¥ AL fE 1T (relative fit measures) 5z %5 L FE A
(parsimonious fit measures) =J7HIAVEF#: o #5UEHFAIEGELAE A BLE PRI R & B2
GBI - A G A A B B R E RN RSB - 2l — e ovEc#E
BT~ SRR ER B HERERE - B EiLIER 3-17 For -

% 3-17 BoiE B e e R

Sag! BC e iE A — MR E AR
FHlE REREREAE BRI e
A2 FELE -

RITEHEEE N3 K2 2
RAEBEELE 8

<
v o/df N s A
R -
‘@t I GFL s [ 2 e o] D R re B s &
e Lﬁﬂ(}%ﬁ BHOELG] > Forist A © B
fef O >09 HTEREA T LR GFI>09
(goodness of fit S e et il e 2o e
index) %E*‘W"j&iﬁié—ﬁ%&ﬁitb
i -
S T fey  AGFL Ry % 8 15 2 1 2 12 (% 1)
AGFI GFI » (HAGFINZ I AR 52 AGEI>0.9

(adjusted goodness 2 ; GFIBIAGFIA M EMIIEE -
of fit index) AGFLZLEHE H H %L > (ENE
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PAEE Ao iEE i A — R E AR
H R = By sE DAAE [FI R A
HEATERES - 55 >0.9 » HHEISEE
FH 4 A Z [ 1% Pt B H 2RI
UERCEEEL -
AR RMRZEGEARR - F—RZEAVE
RMR LZEIFEH - DB ERZEIVE RMR <0.05
(root mean HEEL4E ; 52<0.05 o B
residual)
fEs (L TR S RMREE A 17 (@ S AR 4
SRMR St E A AERC I - SR AR
(standardized root  BEAEFHEX AT > A AESRMRYE  SRMR=0.05
mean square L o §5=0.05 » A LREHi=
residual) PG
RMSEA 7 b i 34 F 15 X B 6 AL
ety sRE  EEEYERR - FRADNZERA RN
SaLic! Bl A E R 2 & &
RMSEA =0.05» H/NR0.05%RA " BA4FEL  RMSEA=
(root mean square 2 | ; J1A0.058]0.08 Z [H - ZT 5 0.05
error of CAREEREEC ;5 0.08%0.10 71 -
approximation) =Tk Mo ERD | 5 AHN0.16%
AR " RERL e
Friomfioissy  CRLRRGeiE Ay Eg T A AR IR
CFI ORMEES S /=09 BIABE o oo
(comparative fit  BRE fEEREAENATSEIEE » .
index) A G/ A -
NFSs b i ase i A B 5
e R ZRE > 7] HDAAR AR
TR SRR 209,
w: | (normed fit index) Eﬁﬁ1ﬁxﬁ§$%ﬁéﬁ%—éﬁ%?%§iﬁaﬁ
frigt A
A HE P R -
FatR NNFLE; % g o H R 1)
IEREERCTEE  NFI > (ENNFIRZ I e
NNEL s w00 spmmsgE sy NNFIZ09
(non normed fit ~
index) AF BRI RAY R
o
WEEACIS S T2 =0.9 $HINNFDR 8 [ R Bk
IFI K NETANFIFE S 2 2 - [F1=0.9

(incremental fit
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pags! R i A et — R EREAE

index)
H¥ERCTEE  RFLIEAEAKR - R FUEEC A
RFI Koo RFI=0.9

(relative fit index)
R EEACTE S PNFLENFIFYEIE © 5 =05 -
PNFI
(Parsimonious
normed fit index)

A LM D S PGFLE GFIZ DL &3 L E JE 151y

PGFI ?ET% » BUE AR T R A A
(Parsimonious e FT=05 0 FBEEAPAET2 PGF=0.50

R goodness of fit Y %77% ' SR FESEM{E R =

PNFI=0.50

o index) HIFEREIZESE -
FEt AEEEREE HERENAICTE A E A B A
AIC B ILE I 2 AICHE IR E 22
(Akaike N o AIC=1
information
criterion)
CN sRBHEE AV E DI - & CNE5

(Hoelters critical N) FURFY200FE R 1] DL U] K2

JEEAERY -
Z::t% S 2 ii HARRN & EFRERE K
ez g Zﬂ%ﬁ'@%ﬁ; EREE /KA - TR

BRI - %%E—?%H(ZOIO) * JETE(2006) Kz 52 HHF£(2006)

» GEREART W

4.1 BARF IS
AIFE A 600 (77 - HUFSA R 562 17 » BEITAERIEEER 92 % - Ky
BTSSRI o AR R RS 2R SR~ B
R~ JEERE - AEEE -~ REFE R - BEE - HEA P HWBA ~ 220
A8 T B R RAEEIT TR E T 920 2 Bot oot - SR aE R AR 4-1 A -

4.1.1 258 AR ARl
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AHFFE IS 562 (AR » SR 4-1 RURMESRET T4 RS (F 2 Rei
ERERIMER M b T B ZEhE LR 49.6 % o Ttk | B (GAERE
KR8 50.4 P o FFEL LTI 16~25 5% BVl AGAEEEAR S 51.3 % » X R" 26~35
7%y VAN 23.0 % » FEHEHICE T 36~45 5% ) AR 13.0 % o EASHRAR T 1A >

"EEE (5657 % TS > B/AINZ A5 17.8 DEL TS 0 /N A5 142 % o 7
JEAHIE T > B 2 R DL T B Al 47.7 % HAOR TR ) A 25.2 %
FHEHIR THpEl A5 159 % - HERHIEES 1.3 % - ERERE HE - DL TR
BRI E(CRSE  BRs 47.6 % R TEhR ) R 250 % 0
HAR "R} G 15.2 % - ARGE A > DL T B4 B2 50.0 % -
HAROR 78~ BRISZE A5 18.3 D) AN E b 11.5% - EAF5 B UL A H LA 10,000
TELLT | BB 344 % > HRE T 10,000~20,000 § {5 20.7% » FFE R B

20,001~30,000 JT ; {5 16.0 % ° jAuEE—F 2R T AVIKEEESED - ' 55—, Ryt
1526.6 % » HIk "B G 24.1 % o T FEAPBE T HAAILL T#E#H | B2
2817 48.9 % B A\ HIEEEAR - HiE R B E — 2 H R
F B Ry BRI T R 2 e R I A AT AR H R T (5242 o T
HENEE | {5 15.8 % 5 JREEEFTAVARE L TR ) R 57.6 % 0 HR TR
Ao A5 31.2 % BR#EE B B AR AT 3G NSRRI ek i -

HEEEAEL Chen F1 Tsai(2007)$1 5§28 T M@ BE & ik IEE 5 ~ AR EE ~ WS
AT Ry S B Z e R AR A GE R L - SRR i b 2 E i B B
[ERZE > WG EEGIE AR Flle USRS 16-25 5 LI ETR ~ [
E—FHERRES  SREATREREEES LB A E T EREE A © #A
P AU A NS REE R 10,000 TTUA N NS © B fE R I EfES
IR AT R AR 2 G 5 AR R AT S SR (A - DUT (R SRR Ry £
HEE L HAUH 2@ TREUVSIEE S » BUREE ZRUAE CHIZCE TR R EEE
Gy PIBURER T I B R -

T A ZEE e &
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Table 4-1 Demographic characteristics of respondents

TH H HBHoth%
3 il
B 49.6
2 50.4
i e
16~25 51.3
26~35 23.0
36~45 13.0
46~55 7.7
56~65 3.7
66 L. 1.2
B M AR R
HE 65.7
04 /N % 14.2
21 > B/ 17.8
HAth 2.3
B £ # E
FA 47.7
ekl 15.9
JEER 25.2
R 6.1
Hofth b 5.2
B B B E
INE R LU 1.4
Bl 4.7
e HR 25.0
Rt 15.2
RE 47.6
WHZERT 6.1
F—K 26.6
- 24.1
= 16.4
Y 7.1
Bl 3.6
ANEEL 22.1

4.1.2 2358 Z S RIS E T A
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TH H Hitt%
B 3
HEANE 3.5
NBNE 11.5
B 50.0
2T 7.2
FEIUN 1.6
K& 3.3
R EES 18.3
HEF 7.0
s 7.0
EARAPEE 0.0
HAth 1.4
BAFEHHBRA
10,000 TTLAT 34.4
10,000~20,000 20.7
20,001~30,000 16.0
30,001~40,000 10.6
40,001~50,000 6.8
50,001~60,000 7.5
60,001 JTLL 5.1
FENXBEILR
LESEEEN 48.9
e 24.2
2N 15.8
e 6.4
T 2.0
HAth 2.7
REETHIRE
HE 6.5
EIN 31.2
[iliysa 57.6
JERATIE 4.7




N 4-2 M1 4-3 0] B 23R T o BRI 2 15 2 iR TR P 0 B0s
IR R - EHRG > BRE R > B ARET > HAYmE > 5 - BURE BEER
TR G A A E MRS - £ HAV R T DL T BRI EE KT A
BRI EENVERER ) SPI9ERRS > 1 " AR EAZ2RE ) & T B
AyAEaE ) RS EE AR E T oL T RESEESE  PYEMES
" BARZIT AR GBAIRAVERET | RS ER - RS R T L T Al DIEF4R
TORMERT] | PHEE R o T T AT IS B A, AR SR
oL TR RS K B, PIEE RS 0 T B TR AT
AR ERRGAEE L TEERER T ) SPE A o T T ARG IIEHE
RREH T ) RIS -

R 4-2 PR BRI S SR M 4eE T
Table 4-2 Descriptive statistics of destination’s image with tourist

EAE 9k S 5ETE P R RENEES
DEl BEATrHABEE 3.93 0.77 1
DE2 EBFAEHUIAKESNEHER 3.93 0.80 1
HEVE  pEs  apmpe(E A (s 368 085 3
W DE4 BT EE 3.68 0.80 3
DE5 EA EIFHIMREE 15 e 3.87 0.78 2
H B LR T S 8 ¢ 3.82
NAl REEA 3.94 091 4
NA2 HEECEIEY) 4.00 0.83 3
H4RIEEE NA3 S0 EEE 422 0.77 1
NA4 EAHEREN/E 4.09 0.87 2
NAS EAERZTINABHHENIRE 332 1.06 5

B AR P % 3.91

AF1 DIz E B A gE 3.88 0.86 3
BEESZ AR Oty E 402 0.83 2
AF3 O] DUEFER BRAIER ) 420 0.82 1
5 EVE SR 98 - 4.03
EN1 EAHEFIREE 3.88 0.90 2
EN2  Z{ElEYIavist 5 3.40 0.95 5
s EN3 EAEEEEH 3.65 0.88 4
EN4  HR{THE i 3.34 0.89 6
EN5 BAE&EAZENER 3.82 0.86 3
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Y AN el IR AR R AP

EN6 {F &AM S /K_EiES) 4.18 0.82 1
IRLERE TR S 3.71
ATl EEIRHEATHTT 426 0.79 1
e AT2 < ANREE R 4.19 0.81 2
" AT3 FEEeRHbE 4.18 0.80 3
AT4  BW5| 7A@ T 4.08 0.83 4
B RFRE AR - 4.18
2 4-3 W R E S T (H B AR A
5 5 WIgHE AR i H 4 btk %
M SD 1 2 3 4 5
HAEFNAENEE 393 077 04 28 228 51.8 222
HAERVUILEZENEER 393 080 0.7 27 234 499 234
AR AL E AN e frfE 368 085 13 43 370 402 173
BAEFNAESE 368 080 0.7 3.6 38.0 424 153
HARFIIREREERE 387,078 09 16 277 495 204
RIEEA 394 091 12 44 235 409 299
BB EIEY) 400 083 04 39 203 460 294
HEEEEE 422 077 05 20 119 460 39.6
EAEREN D 409 087 1.1 3.0 188 405 36.6
BEARTTANAREISRAIREE 332 1.06 53 146 369 292 139
CIYE=Es A=l oyiEtei 388 086 09 3.7 270 429 254
A] DUEA ER = 402 0.83 09 25 203 459 304
A LAET 4R R ) 420 0.82 05 20 163 398 414
BHAEEFIIRAETE 388 090 1.1 43 276 397 274
TEMYIIS 340 095 32 100 439 294 135
A R E1EH 365 088 14 63 350 405 168
EL A TR 1 334 089 20 119 468 28.6 10.7
HAEXASENER 382  0.86 09 44 292 431 224
A R R /K EE) 418 082 0.7 27 139 43.1 397
WO 426 079 07 16 123 422 432
£ N i 419 081 0.7 14 165 409 404
o danyiid 418 080 0.5 20 158 422 395
AR5 | 18 BRI T 408 083 0.5 23 205 42.0 347

EEoR 1= JFEAEE 2= AEE 3= 4ER 4= HE 5= JFEEE

R 4-4 MI3R 4-5 i R 2 3R TSN I 2 25 2 B e R i IE 1 7 Bs
&ARFP By T BARFIR T IR AERED L ) PHE RS - 1 "2 T B B
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[EERBTA 1% ) PE Rl -

% 4-4 P LR R AR T
Table 4-4 Descriptive statistics of satisfaction with tourist

R ST a8 AR R APEH
SA1 B TEZ A\ENSHERFR FERI—5 3.66 0.85 6
SA2 FHifEZE T EZ AEIREZES 371 0.82 4
SA3 FAREIZR T B2 AETRE L 3.86 0.87 1
RS SA4 BIERRIGEIZR T B A=K 3.74 0.89 3
SA5 FEETNIRITIRME 3.79 0.82 2
BT Z N E R A R E L E At
SA6 T 3.69 0.82 5

H Bt SR e P EY - 3.74

R 4-5 B RS Y P (E BT =

. . THE BEE. B 5 b %

E3

M SD 1 2 3 4 5

BT EFEAERHE R TEE—% 370 087 1.1 6.0 326 427 17.6

AR T Bz A Bk EE 349 083 1.1 68 462 339 12.1
HARENZR T B ARG 368 0.85 1.1 53 349 418 169
WIERREEIZR T B S EKE 363 085 05 68 383 384 16.0
BRI TR 349 086 14 64 472 315 135
BT B F A E RS HE L AL,

365 083 07 52 379 405 157
M54

SN 1= IFEAREE 2= FAEE 3= 4ER 4= EE 5= FEEE

W% 4-6 A% 4-7 0] HL 23R T B o BB 2 2 A s o B VU P 0 B80S
MR R RISERY > FIEHY > 8 > sERIEEIE - B B ER ARG i 'E 2
SRR - AR PHIRET L T RHE AR B AR RRS 1T, SHIER
AeiE o M T AR R Z BRI R A E ) ARESER  FER SRRV E Ll T A
B TERABENREZZEN ) PEE RS - 1 " IRHEEGEE B AEE
ol RS T DL SRR TROE R ) PO E RS 0 T TFHEZERTTRE ) QY
Ul SRAIHEEME T T RERESHE ) PEELRS 0 M T RIS
it s RIAHSSER -
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% 4-6 MR B B A s T
Table 4-6 Descriptive statistics of service quality with tourist

fmmsatE (R HIEEIH IE S N
TAl HHEAREHEARORKS(] 3.88 0.76 1
TA2 AFEEE 4 3.49 0.83 4

Ay TA3 RERMEZ M 3.61 191 2
TA4 R B AR Z SR A E] 3.38 1.00 5
TAS5 2B TEZABENVETR - 505 3.60 0.86 3

AICHIIEFIE © 3.59

REl JikiF &t 7e e 3.70 0.88 2
e RE2 BEFEFREREN FEES 3.67 0.86 3
RE3 1E2R | R AENREEZ 20 371 0.84 1
RE4 (RIEIFEH4ERE BRIF 3.54 0.87 4
a] FENTREH T EYL : 3.66
TR1 E BB 247 3.46 0.96 2
i gy TR2 PEAEAIERE 3.57 0.88 1
TR3 (FHZERIFEE 321 1.04 3
RIS T EL - 3.41
PVl (EEMIEEMECESHT 331 0.99 2
WHIEE PV2 [EEAVGEE 3.28 1.02 3
PV3 EESIiEE G 3.33 095 1

werl HYEE AP E ¢ 3.31

47 AR B YA S
- 5 PHE MEE B 5 %

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
BB AR ARSI S T 388 076 05 25 254 520 196

NGRS 4 349 083 1.6 7.7 406 406 94
BRI E e M 3.61 191 1.6 75 379 416 114
AT EARZBHREAE 2R A E 338  1.00 3.7 13.0 384 31.3 13.5
BTERABENAIES - 55%E  3.60 086 12 7.1 365 406 144
fEE R AL TR 370 088 09 6.8 329 40.7 18.7
el s R E R 367 086 1.1 6.0 340 429 158
B3R T EZ AENRE 220 371 084 1.1 48 332 440 168
IREIR it 4 R AT 354 087 14 9.1 358 413 125
HAGENNOREmaS 346 096 32 107 360 373 12.8
A g T 7 357 0.88 20 6.6 377 39.7 14.1
{FEZER T 3.21 1.04 6.6 157 37.5 302 10.0
HEHVRETE A B ST 331 099 39 152 374 326 109
{6 B AR SEEE I 328 1.02 52 14.1 409 274 125
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. T mEE B\ o b %

E3

T
A M SD 1 2 3 4 5
LN -gyail 3.33 095 36 126 41.8 31.0 11.0

N 1= IFEAREE 2= FAEE 3= 9ER 4= EE 5= FEEE

R 4-8 M13% 4-9 W] R 23R T IS¢ NIz 2 5 R Je oK 8 AR R 9 77
sy R T REEESNEY) ) & T REEEEE( L PIERRS - T T

SECESBEA RN EE) | SPEE R o
7% 4-8 i 2 AR SR S B R R 4 E T
Table 4-8 Descriptive statistics of need for variety with tourist
ARy v HI887H SEgE R MENEERS
NV REEESNHEY 4.08 0.78 1
NV2 REEEeEE(b 4.08 0.80 1
EoREEM NV3 REEESBNEEE) 4.01 0.82 3
=R IEFGE SRR > =
Nv4 F=05 T 4.06 0.80 2
TR e b
H MR A8 ¢ 4.06
7% 4-9 FRIEE K S EL RN S (E B A 2
7 5 SHEE AR ) H 44 b %

) M SD I 2 3 4 5
REHESTEY 4.08 078 02 3.0 16.8 485 31.6
REFREEEE 4.08 080 04 3.6 155 488 319
REH S S B A E RS 4.01 082 04 3.0 22.1 447 299
= HIEHEEESEEREE > Ka=
== B Xo ST AR N = =7

] N 406 080 02 23 21.0 439 326
T HI RS b

EEoR 1= JFEAEE 2= AEE 3= 4ER 4= HE 5= JFEEE

~

F# 4-10 1% 4-11 7] R 23R T R N B 2 B 5 AR T R T 57
BeRF 5 " REHER TR ABEGEET L PEE RS - 1 ikERE] -
WEREFHREE TR AE ) PIERRE -

T 4-10 B E PR T Ryttt et

Table 4-10 Descriptive statistics of future behaviour with tourist

Y N i A& EIH P RS REAPE
ARAAT R FB1 REHEESR TR ABEGHE L 382 0.90 1
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s (G5t A= EIH PR REE REATR

FB2 B EHERE TR AE 3.75 0.90 2
,_.\TJ‘,_‘M ’ \‘@'E I/E:' EE% E\l_\_'
FB3 ﬁ&uﬁuiﬁgaﬂ&ﬁ‘ﬁ%rﬁET% 347 0.88 3
NE

H B R AR T P55 EY - 3.68

7% 4-11 g2 R AR T By S (B B e 2
5 5 WIgE EAEE i H 4 t %

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
R TR A ABAHEATAE 382 090 1.8 43 274 432 233
W HEER T EEAE 375 090 1.8 4.8 31.1 409 214
Eﬁ%/ﬁi;ﬁ%@%%’%%T% 347 0.88 2.1 75 434 349 12.1

N
T 1= JFEAREE 2= AEE 3= 4ER 4= [FE 5= FEEE

4.13 Z35% £ P38 38 F 47 (Item Analysis)

SE S Bt IS AR R ARG TR E T, - T E s e
SEE TRV GRRID HIsTAS - BEILIR I 2 S AR EIERY ¢ EEEK
H(p < 0.05)%FLMRE » FEREIEATER KT » NI F T R
2EH -

AWFELUE H oAt BHE R TIRERS T BEEFER T ARKIT R
THEFIWEE ) Rk E ) FEEOE HETEUIMEGE R EDRIRE kT 47
4-8~4-9~ 4-10  4-11 SEREUR > BB e R (Sig )RR (Sig B{E/

1% 0.05) > FrAREHEGtem) EAHERIE -

4.1.4 (EE53HT1(Reliability Analysis)

Cronbach’s o {RE{E AR ARIFEFT(EH 2 S BEREEE RN —BMEL
Cronbach’s o fA#ilkE » (AR EFRAE MG - SEIVHBITEREGS - BB
PR RS R TEAY AT SR - ABFZE 2L Cronbach o 4 EEaE G TINEEY T iRES
G T BBERRK - TRAAT R, T IEROWEE ) e T REEGE | FEEIEED
—EE > BHEROERFERE - THIREREEEAEH -
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Fe 4-12~ 4-13 ~ 4-14 ~ 4-15 J% 4-16 &EREUR > TRIEES | 1Y Cronbach a
{H =0.926~" {53k Cronbach a {5 =0.911-" K3 {7 Cronbach a {H =0.896
BoESE | Cronbach o fH =0.915 & " ik 5/E | Cronbach a {H =0.942 > X,

F2FE 531738 E 9 Cronbach o {HE BN S (S -

% 4-12 IR RIEE R B RE I EE H T

MPrR 2 MbRigRs EAEFRE T Mibrks HE T

= 5 pmE mEw CHME Aphe  BEieE
AN ENEE 85.88  133.95 0.56 0.92 0.000
HAERVUILKEZENEER 85.89  133.47 0.56 0.92 0.000
AR AL E N e friE 86.13  133.96 0.49 0.93 0.000
BAEFNAESE 86.13  133.12 0.58 0.92 0.000
EE BT RURRIE 8594 13449 052 092 0000
RIEEA 85.86  133.46 0.49 0.93 0.000
BB EIEY) 85.82  132.33 0.60 0.92 0.000
=S EEE 85.59 - 133.40 0.60 0.92 0.000
EAERER) /[v;‘é& 85.72  132.66 0.55 0.92 0.000
BARZFAAR RIS 8650 13225 046 093  0.000
EIpYE=sd=1y ik i 85.93  131.87 0.59 0.92 0.000
EIPYR eSS 85.79  132.09 0.61 0.92 0.000
] LAET 4R R A1EE ) 85.62.  132.48 0.60 0.92 0.000
BHAEEFIIRETE 85.94 131.18 0.61 0.92 0.000
REMETT 8641 13296 043 093 0000
A REH1EH 86.17  132.10 0.57 0.92 0.000
ELAT TR e 86.48  132.48 0.54 0.92 0.000
HAEXASENER 86.01  131.46 0.62 0.92 0.000
SN NNy A=Y i | 85.63  132.41 0.61 0.92 0.000
AWM 8556 13241 063 092 0000
< NI 85.63  131.16 0.68 0.92 0.000
e danpiid 85.63  131.92 0.64 0.92 0.000
AR5 | 18 BRI T 85.73  131.03 0.68 0.92 0.000
Alpha =0.926

% 4-13 IEHFRRE R EREE I H ot

—
R

5 H . SZMRE 0 theTik
¥HE 0 " Alpha =
KEHESTEY 12.15 477 0.79 0.88  0.000
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Miprte HERE MRk HE M

I \’ N s
5 g MRS Tmmonomm > et
-4 (= Alpha =
KEEEEmEb 12.15 4.61 0.83 0.87  0.000
KEFE SR ERYES) 12.23 4.62 0.80 0.88  0.000
w R SRS SR T E
”n 12.17 4.81 0.76 0.89  0.000
YRS b
Alpha=0.911
2 4-14 TEIIRRIT BERETE i EiE B 5t
HilERES , il PR 4H , HE 5
[ R [ 7N o e d
7 A omy R pomm IO e
H s " e
R T MEmMEEAA TRV A 7.23 2.74 0.80 0.84 0.000
BESE AR E R TS 7.29 2.65 0.84 0.81 0.000
e, oy EE = SR 5 =54
TR RERRTTRAETER o o, g 0.74 089  0.000
NE
Alpha = 0.896
2 4-15 WEAVMEE 28RS EIE B 5t
W% kRt EIERIE WkxE HESNT
TH H $ té . Z8E SR 0 teEE
% (=R Alpha =
3R El '_H/\:’i- S %‘\/ v {H—
iT%‘Am PRI 18.80 12.83 0.73 0.90  0.000
K
HIESR T Bz A ERE EE 18.75 12.64 0.81 0.89  0.000
PARFZR T B A BRI 18.60 12.37 0.80 0.89  0.000
IR 12IEEI2E T B AERE 18.72 12.46 0.76 0.89  0.000
B ETIIRITIE MR 18.67 13.20 0.69 0.90  0.000
BT R A E R E L H A E
18.77 12.99 0.73 0.90  0.000
LAt 5 4
Alpha=0.915
F 4-16 HE IR WE BFRAGEE HELIE H 4T
fkxe MRz HEFR W4 HE 7
TH H g e a5y - Afpha Mt t 8
" % FHEEME e
RIEEH AR EEES SRS 48.74  94.05 0.56 0.94 0.000
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fHERie MEREk HEHEFR A HH 5y
H H g 2R W2 - Alipha MT ¢ M5
(=l % HHEIE =S
/\ﬁzﬁﬁmﬁé 49.14 91.44 0.68 0.93 0.000
AR e e 49.09  90.59 0.72 0.93 0.000
s H A2 BB 52 A\ E 4924  89.93 0.63 0.94 0.000
BTERA BN - fERUEE 4902 9025 072 093 0.000
B&L‘”Zﬂj‘fmf S 48.93  90.28 0.71 0.93 0.000
FEFRE MR I & 48.95  90.44 0.71 0.93 0.000
XZETI% NEIN IR &2 4891  90.36 0.73 0.93 0.000
IRTEIRE 4 RE R4 49.08 89.50 0.76 0.93 0.000
HAAEEFFSORER AR 49.17 8921 070 093  0.000
PR RIE 49.05 90.19 0.71 0.93 0.000
(FEHZR R 4941 88.65 0.67 0.93 0.000
EEIEETIERE ST 4930  89.08 0.69 0.93 0.000
{6 B AV RSB it 4934  88.27 0.71 0.93 0.000
Bt E oM 4929  88.63 0.74 0.93 0.000
Alpha = 0.942
4.2 B R ZE i

ARBFEAE LEER o LASESEE NI 2 73 #r (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) R UM &
SRR H R VB E B BRI ER (& - AV RAEE R SRS R - BATTA
MRS MR/ TREE - IRl RIREER T ZIREESR « FTRERME » R

1Th » R REEMRBE - R 2R T R A BEREER 5 BT
FOETIRAAAVERRE RN R TRRE » ol B TR S: )~ T IERMEE ) IR

m B T RROREBERME ) K TARKRITR -
4.2.1 ki ESR
4.2.1.1 fRIEE S & B IE P E U

HmhRE 5 (@R > P8 e 3.68 £ 3.93 2/ s#imeE &R T H
HIFAEREE | KT BERUKSIEER M =3.93) SHREER " 1]
RIEAZ2RIE ) & T EATFNAEENE ) (M =3.68) - HAAREA 5 (EMHE -
SETEOARIE 3.32 B 422 2 nEEEE R T ROEEEE ) M=4.22) 78
RARE Ry T AR FAANRIEIREE | (M = 3.32) - (BRUESA 3 (EfMHE -
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SHEOTARAE 3.88 £ 4.20 2D r#umEm & Ry A LUETRBRAIEE T (M = 4.20) >
DEEREER T A SR E RN, (M = 3.88) - IREES 6 (ERTIH - PR
f£3.34 £4.18 2] > S E R " BEARERHEEEH K LES) ) (M =4.18)
HARR " BAFFIR AT ) (M =3.88) 78 RE F T BORITHF N, (M =3.34) «
EHRESA 4 (EMTE > SPHEARIE 4.08 £ 4.26 2 HEREER T EERH
AT ) (M =4.26) > PBuR(EE R T ARG [JIsEEETHTT , (M =4.08)  JREEE
REBIFVIE ML 4-17 Bk

R 417 iR G S T P [ A
Table 4-17 Means of destination’s image variable

BAEEE BEEE PHEEM) BEEE BEEE THAM

DE1 3.93 EN1 3.88
DE2 3.93 EN2 3.40

Ej@iﬁz DE3 3.68 s EN3 3.65

Sl DE4 3.68 PR EN4 3.34
DE5 3.87 EN5 3.82
NAI 3.94 ENG6 4.18
NA2 4.00 ATI 4.26

HZAEREE  NA3 4.22 eyt AW AT2 4.19
NA4 4.09 EHRE a1 4.18
NAS 3.32 AT4 4.08
AF1 3.88

BEESR AR 4.02
AF3 4.20

4.2.1.2 iRl R M EFE A 2 b

RAFRMERR > DHRE TS © — Rt 7tz S 2 S B R RE A
AEHSTBESE > LUK E—BREEH A EH N AN EAE S B E BRI A
fif & (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988)  #Ri EHLEREHYER - BIFetH\Eme L ERIfFE > 15
A TAIMUIH © REE et - RSB (EHER - T2 8BS KE - £
REALTERES > Tl

AR GRUE R

B SRR B B E B HHV N R AR ()  Bagozzi H1 Yi(1988)#:#
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NE S EEZAE 0.5 DLE - P af{nBi &S 8, EREE 0.5 DLEAYIERE - BUR
B ES R TAAN JE DAL Pt B E I - PR -

BB HRI(EE
AR CFA Arat B ERISIEY R SRR BRI R E s R iRy
FEHbER T ISt » (B35 862004 8% - HB 1 {E AFIBEE - RO RRETHES -

C T2 By EIE KeE
fr e BB H B B BN R AT B D E R/ H o HVEEHE
ZE/PER 2.00 -

D AL hE

FZRET B A HE B A FiRYaR 2 » EA R RIFEECE - REER
R RRITHiE HABEHE/ VY 2.58(Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989) - Ffr S IH P AR (LA
2 EIVAEEHMEIT/INA 2.58 -

UhREEES R U EE A Ty AR H BV ERE(DE) ~ B ZABRIR(NA) ~ IBRIER
(AF) ~ EEEN)RIE SRR (AT) » B 2 S 5 HE R VB E B AR N R B R (L)
HITHY 0.45~0.71 > HepE{ERZREEE A (EoREE 0.5 DIEAVERSE - BURE S
HAN e U ML i AR R VEE SR TH > ER IR 2 - (B B IHAY (E TR
0.23~0.75 » &EREUR > BB EIAG R - B —IEErh S22 HE  HE X
7y 1.96 - HEEF] p < 0.05 HyEE7/KAE - BURat 81T RHEEm AR B A =S EH

A - FrA S IH P ERE(LRE EAVE R ES/ N 2.58 > BB EETEK -
HEFRI SO TEERELNF 4-18 ~ [8 4-1 o

* 4-18 ks SR A E A 2 Bkt

Table 4-18 The measurement model estimates of destination’s image variables

VRIS BImEY REREREON)  fEEERREE t{8 ] R’
DEI 0.53 0.32 17.04 0.46

o DE2 0.57 0.31 18.14° 0.51
H Y Stn i DE3 0.58 0.39 17.117 0.47

DE4 0.61 0.27 19.75° 0.58
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B Bl NERAME0l ER(LEE 118 R’
DE5 0.45 0.42 13.727 0.33

NA1 0.53 0.52 14397 0.35

NA2 0.61 0.31 18.937 0.54

I SRES 1 NA3 0.57 0.29 18.71°7° 0.53
NA4 0.59 0.43 16.747 0.45

NA5 0.50 0.86 11.097 0.23

AF1 0.65 0.33 19.20 0.56

EEEs AF2 0.67 0.25 21.057° 0.64
AF3 0.53 0.39 16.02° 0.42

EN1 0.61 0.44 17.23 0.46

EN2 0.65 0.48 17.417 0.47

e EN3 0.66 0.35 19.62°7  0.56
e EN4 0.66 0.37 19.21°7 0.54
EN5 0.67 0.31 20347 0.59

ENG6 0.46 0.46 13.53° 0.31

AT1 0.64 0.21 22.827" 0.67

e AT2 0.71 0.17 24977 0.75
SHORA a3 0.65 0.24 2220 0.64
AT4 0.65 0.26 21.60°7° 0.62

&F 1 *p < 0.001
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“DE3 Jeg 0
s G

| ATl Ny
. i =
==}

4-1 ik B S R iR E
Figure 4-1 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of destination’s image

4.2.1.3 fREFE R NAESS R ERC a2 PP

B R RS A E R RS - AT DUB B IHAY A (E E (CRETT
BEANEE R E S - R NIESE © SRR R 5 T A [ 50 5 R
HEith i f2(DE) ~ HZEREE(NA) ~ FBEVER(AF) ~ BEE(EN) K EHIES(AT) > A
TR TEE SRR (S HEI AR 0.5 BUREBERE A4S~ 3%
(SR RAF - -PHZEHEE R B (AVE)S T Rif I 2 S8 R BT 2 A i P2 52 R
1 B EIEE AR 0.5 > IR RZEEA S ERNSEEE - mHEY
Hughi® - BZRERET ~ IREEHE PP B R E E S RE 0.5 > R 4-19 -

T 419 kSR 2R G R ENE R B RER

Table 4-19 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
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destination’s image

VEIESEE BRaLs sy R’ HEEEE XSRS
DEl 0.46
DE2 0.51
H B H i hE DE3 0.47 0.81 0.47
DE4 0.58
DE5 0.33
NA1 0.35
NA2 0.54
HINERIR NA3 0.53 0.76 0.40
NA4 0.45
NAS5 0.23
AF1 0.56
EEEs AR2 0.64 0.78 0.54
AF3 0.42
EN1 0.46
EN2 0.47
; EN3 0.56
R ENA 0.54 0.85 0.49
EN5 0.59
EN6 0.31
ATI 0.67
EHRA 2% 8:23 0.83 0.51
AT4 0.62

4.2.1.4 it s B S R > B

EEIERC AR SRS e T ARy - IR 2 FHRE (R EUIEL 1.96 (EAEAE
7= MR EEEMEAREE 1.00 WE - IR RBEESEEEA&EHIE - ki
B4 TEmE AR HEth i ~ HZAEREE - BB - MEEEERA - H
EHIRG LT 203 4-20 Ais - &EHER © IREES ZHEBIEHEER Sy 0482 =
0.819 ZEHEEME & REEH 1.00 (YEIE » WL AER AL EVEEEHE A& R -

420 RIEE R Z EHIUE R E SR

Table 4-20 The discriminate validitychart of destination’s image

e TN cgvms pEES A WEER
sy o 100
R emems -
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H 3t i

TEERER b HAARE BERExR % EHERSA
HH B FE 0.76 1.00
HIRIRIR k= 0.03 -
THEAEFEERE]  0.819,0.701 -
THEAHEL 0.61 0.75 1.00
BRESR = 0.04 0.03 -
FERSIEERT  0.688,0.531 0.809,0.691 -
THEAAHEL 0.56 0.59 0.61 1.00
RAE AR 0.04 0.04 0.04 .
FHRE(STEIER]  0.638,0.482 0.668,0.512 0.688,0.532 -
THEAHEL 0.53 0.67 0.77 0.66 1.00
EIHRS EEE 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 .

FHESHEERT  0.608,0.452 0.729,0.611 0.829,0.711 0.719,0.601 -

4.2.1.5 FREFE RIS TE 3T

SEEET 2 &R - G 2 BT E R - eS8 hET VRS
SCRIE RS TAARIEL & FEHEP AR - B BRI EMEAIRR 4-21 AR > BB
BetEfE > R I7E Ry 1099.72 » {Bx* SZHEAREA/NEEE » BT LANRE S0 R ERT o 50 2 £
BEEHIREE - SRR FE S TR TR S - MRS RIETE
{E SRMR Ei CN REFFGIEAE » (NIt - fiE R AT T HA S -

% 4-21 fkils B R R Mo ZFE IR E A aE R

Table 4-21 The confirmatory factory analysis of destination’s image

et fEEE HARE GEER
YHME 1099.72  AUNEEF B4R SRR
x*/df 4.544 <3  k%E
GFI 0.84 =09 A[EZ
AGFI 0.80 =09 "z
CFI 0.96 =09 &
NFI 0.95 =09 &
NNFI 0.95 =09 &

IFI 0.96 =09 &
RFI 0.94 =09 &
RMR 0.054 <0.05 HFEZ
SRMR 0.073 <0.05 £EHFE
RMSEA 0.00 <0.05 &&
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EfEetE  feiEE  HEE SR
PNFI 0.83 =0.50 &
CN 152.05 =200 RS

4.2.1.6 fik = BRAE T (E

({5 Byrne(1998)/ A5 MU AU ZE > FRSE 22 0 B E (51 (Modification indices)
Rt - 35 MIEECRR S I > Fora B EBA > AOEETHAEZIE 524
{b5E7= (standardized residuals)# AR 3 B UR(GESERBEIBRG N e >
RS /INR-3 R (R S iy LT R 10 B B R E IR (DR S
2004) - BIEFERRZ HEY - Fy 7 BRaGH Em B e BRHE 2 BE (% > AL B
FAURRAE » 41157 4-22 ~ 4-23 ~ HfE 4-2 AR - BEFEREL T ATIL -

LE SeMibR s MI{E= 159.62 2 #EH EN6 " #iA B AAVESIEEK HES) | - &
3H DE5

RZ &R EO) =045 7£ NA 8L AF {y MI{E 57505 16.55 F112.07 » [REL#EITE

E °

2.MMERREE DES " BA BAFAVIREERIFHIE o » 4531 EN1 #f DE ~ NA - AF fl
AT () MI{E 53Rk 7.13 ~ 18.01 ~ 40.61 f142.15 » % AF2 1 AF3 (] RS {& 5 3.12
1 8.43 » [RELHETIEIE -

3MERREE EN1 T EAEGFRAE | - #5 ENS #f NA « AF fl AT #y MI {557
Bl 20.66 ~ 23.48 F132.69 > ¥ AF2 1Y RS {E 55 4.98 » KL TIEIE -

4. MR H ENS T A& EEEHIEE L - 4530 DE3 ¥ NA - AF fil AT #y MI {§
B 11.44 ~ 9.54 F118.88 » AILMEITIEIE -

5.MHEREH DE3 " nl2(E A2 friE o #FL NAS ¥ DE f1 EN #y MI{H/% 5.6
H136.09 » ¥f NA3 Y RS {E £5-5.92 » RIHEITIEIE -

6.fHERE H DES " BA A2 FAFIRGEHARVERES | - 83 NAL ¥ DE 19 MI{H
18.40 - ¥} DE1 #Y RS (€5 3.60 » [NILHEITELE -

THEREE NAL TRIEEA o SR B Rt -

* 4-22 fRilE BB IR A E A 2 B st
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Table 4-22 The measurement model estimates of destination’s image variables after

modification
AR BIZEEY NRERE0N) EE(LEE RN R’
DEl 0.53 0.31 16.64 0.48
HAg# S DE2 0.58 0.30 17.62° 0.52
DE4 0.58 0.31 17.57° 0.52
NA2 0.60 0.32 1830 0.53
NA3 0.61 0.23 20.107° 0.62
NA4 0.59 0.42 16.56 0.45
AF1 0.66 0.31 19.70° 0.58
AF2 0.67 0.24 21127 0.65
AF3 0.52 0.42 15.18" 0.39
EN2 0.72 0.39 19.07 0.57
EN3 0.66 0.35 18.72° 0.55
EN4 0.74 0.27 20.947 0.66
AT1 0.64 0.21 22737 0.66
AT2 0.71 0.16 2523 0.76
AT3 0.65 0.23 22277 0.64
AT4 0.65 0.25 21717 0.62

&F 1 *p < 0.001

% 4-23 fkiliE BB IR e i Z fe R E A éE R

Table 4-23 The confirmatory factory analysis of destination’s image after modification

e FEIEE HARE GER
YHE 379.23  AUNAF  fE4AEE HEE
x/df 4.034 =3 Oz
GFI 0.92 =09 &&
AGFI 0.88 =09 "[EEZ
CFI 0.97 =09 &&
NFI 0.96 =09 &&
NNFI 0.97 =09 &&

IFI 0.97 =09 &&
RFI 0.95 =09 &5&
RMR 0.038 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.054 =0.05 =7
RMSEA 0.077 <0.05 KHE
PNFI 0.76 =050 G&
CN 191.55 =200 H[HEZ
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o220
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4-2 fRE R R IE RS R R TR E
Figure 4-2 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of destination’s image variables
after
modification

4.2.1.7 RHEERE 1 NAESS I ERCTE IR < s HE
EHREERFEABLRE > BESHENVERESECR) L PHENELRER
(AVE) » SEIEAEREN - BUrZigm A RIFHEERET] - Q1R 4-24 FR -

424 TRIFERE 18 Z IR (5 [ B RN e ek
Table 4-24 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
destination’s image after modification

TEIEEE sy R’ HEEEE PRI RS
DEl 0.48

ELEip ! DE2 0.52 0.76 0.51
DE4 0.52
NA2 0.53

H SRIE S NA3 0.62 0.77 0.53
NA4 0.45
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RZ

el

TR

E

e B FE
AF1 0.58
1% AF2 0.65 0.78 0.54
AF3 0.39
EN2 0.57
EN3 0.55 0.80 0.58
EN4 0.66
AT1 0.66
” AT2 0.76
E AT3 064 0.92 0.75
AT4 0.62

4.2.1.8 [RIEE LB IERE FIRE > S

fkliEERE R RE IR 4-25 Frr - &ETRER > BIER ZAER EHEER
K5 0.518 £ 0.691 » Z EHEEM & AREEAH 1.00 WEE - FoRBIEEHE EA &R
U

2 4-25 ikl RSB (R 1% 2 & AU i e

Table 4-25 The discriminate validitychart of destination’s image after modification

e SR g wEES  BE SRR
Sl Iﬁﬁi{;ﬁi 1.?0
R ememmnm -
THEAHEL 0.69 1.00
HINIRIR k= 0.04 :
FHEEHEERE  0.768,0.612 .
THRAREL 0.61 0.71 1.00
HEER fEEE 0.04 0.03 -
FHRE(SHEERT  0.688,0.532 0.769,0.651 -
THEAHEL 0.47 0.42 0.45 1.00
g fEAEE 0.04 0.05 0.04 §
FEREEER]  0.548,0.392 0.518,0.322 0.528,0.372 -
THEAHEL 0.56 0.66 0.75 0.49 1.00
EHRS EEE 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 -
FERSIEIERT  0.638,0.482 0.719,0.601 0.809,0.691 0.568,0.412 -

% 4-26 R ER G B IR

Table 4-26 Compare with goodness-of-fit results for measurement model of
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destination’s image variables of the original and after modification

felEtE fERE EIEENE fEiE4afE  felfE
Y8 1099.72 EN6 ¥ 379.23
x/df 4.544 DE5  yXdf 4.034
GFI 0.84 ENl  GFI 0.92
¥ AGFI 080 f{& EN5  AGFI 0.88
&  CFI 096  1F DE3  CFI 0.97
fi  NFI 095  f& NAS  NFI 0.96
#  NNFI 095 = NAl  NNFI 0.97
IFI 0.96 IFI 0.97
RFI 0.94 RFI 0.95
RMR 0.054 RMR 0.038
SRMR 0.073 SRMR 0.054
RMSEA 0.00 RMSEA 0.077
PNFI 0.83 PNFI 0.76
CN 152.05 CN 191.55
DEI

_DEl N

[_DE2 |w03

| DE4 -t 06 T DE4 a0 E

[ NA2 |4 e *0,6 -

“NAS -4 nas 1w B )

NAG |4

[ AFT |~ - [ AFT

a3 iEe(mase ) a3 e s

v

| ENI |
EN2
EN3 08 EN2 .

[ EN4 |« 06 Rt | EN3 9% s
— 0.65 4~0.7w
ATI

(AT | oW T AT oy s

[ AT4 A0 AT |- 3¢V BT

| ATS | AT4

4-3 ki B R B RS R R R EE
Figure 4-3 The overall diagram of confirmatory factory analysis of destination’s image
variables
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4.2.2 RS
4.2.2.1 I m R S B IR P E R

HEEEEA 6 [ETE » EITESHTE 3.66 £ 3.86 2 EuREE R T
HEIR TR BRI (M =3.86) » TEEREER "8 TERABENEHER
THIA—HK (M =3.66) - ZEIFVIGEHIMUNFE 4-27 For -

72 4-27 W e N S S S E R
Table 4-27 Means of tourist’s satisfaction variable

BEETH BIESIH CPEEM)

SA1 3.66
SA2 371

S SA3 3.86
BEWERE Ay 374
SAS 3.79

SA6 3.69

4222 IEEimEE AEEA S bt

BE MBI B2 EEHE - W15k 4-28 - [B 4-4 fios - TBAESIH T %0
BE ) PSBREENZAREF 0.59 £ 0.76 2R > H A EHEE 0.5 DAY
feetE o LRI/ N 2.58 0 t-value FYABHHE B AT 1.96 » BAEEHIE &
TRt -

% 4-28 IR R = SR 2 B e T
Table 4-28 The measurement model estimates of tourist’s satisfaction variables

RIS Bl NERAaRE0) EE(LEE t{H R’
SAl 0.67 0.28 21.85 0.62
SA2 0.72 0.14 26177 0.78
NV SA3 0.76 0.18 25.69"" 0.76
e s SA4 0.70 0.30 21.807° 0.62
SAS 0.59 0.33 18.99° 0.51
SA6 0.62 0.30 2037 0.56

=F 1 *¥p < 0.001
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Figure 4-4 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of tourist’s satisfaction variables
4.2.2.3 IR R FEPNAESS ERCTE IR < s HE

e TS S [F R AT R E B AR R R (B S N N E AT I A fa g > A RS
AHINFESHE > W13 4-29 For - ArA B ESIH 2 I EREE SMC AR FYE SRR
0.5 FREHHIEERET] - B EMAUEAE(AVE = 0.5 HEINER 0.5 > RIFRZ
o BA R A E AL -

% 4-29 IR mE L B (S B R AR R B iR E R

Table 4-29 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of of tourist’s

satisfaction
VAR I RS R’ EE(ETE POz HEE
SA1 0.62
SA2 0.78
o o SA3 0.76
W = SA4 0.62 0.92 0.64
SA5 0.51
SA6 0.56

4.2.2.4 I im B FE G IR B S T

SEEET 2 &R > ARG (E R 2 BT E R - EE2BhETHEE
BRI B S IABRIEL & RIS - BB EAC TR E N 4-30 Fion > @HE
Foret s RIG{E R 126.94 ﬁxzﬁffﬁiiﬁﬁd\%% » BT LA RE S S e B i 2 L
HEMAVERE - VRS EEC SRR GBI E A AYETE - R R R AR
{Ex’/df - RMSEA £ CN SREEFF &AM » AL » M MR R AR e T LA s -
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% 4-30 T s RS o i ZAE IR E A R

Table 4-30 The confirmatory factory analysis of tourist’s satisfaction

fefEA fERE HARE LR
YHME 126.94  AUNATSF  fEAEREME(REY
x/df 14.10 =3 KFE
GFI 0.92 =09 &
AGFI 0.82 =09 AT
CFI 0.97 =09 &
NFI 0.96 =09 &
NNFI 0.94 =09 &

IFI 0.97 =09 &
RFI 0.94 =09 &b
RMR 0.030 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.043 <0.05 &
RMSEA 0.16 <0.05 RFE
PNFI 0.58 =0.50 &
CN 96.75 =200 KGE

4.2.2.5 5 jm s FEIE A i

WEFREEE S A RS KiR3 » GispiE i REVEL SR > FHEMFBE EEL -
B MIIEEEH 5 > FoREEEBEA > ALEETHAEE > BLEERIER
4-31 ~ 4-32 JofiEl 4-5 AR o (EEfAEFELN AL -

LEEMEREH SA6 " 2B T B A\ EEASFHEIL LA 54, > H¥ SA2
SA3 ~ SA4 1 SAS ) RS {& B4l F5-4.05 ~ -3.36 ~ 3.83 il 7.04 » E5{BiEfEH »
[EIF S0 SAS #f SA4 Y RS {H Ry 7.20 EHSIEAE > NILHEITIEIE -

2MEREE SAS " EENERAVIRITIRE ) - 3R MIEE/R 5 MRS EAEESE
3 2] REHERIERE -

% 4-31 IE R IR RS TR 2 8 55T

Table 4-31 The measurement model estimates of tourist’s satisfaction variables after

modification
VLTS Hizery HEAMEO) EEREE t{H R’
SAI 0.68 0.27 22.027 0.63
N SA2 0.74 0.12 27.08" 0.83
\)\ = H kkk
MR SA3 0.77 0.16 25.97 0.78
SA4 0.66 0.35 20.07° 0.55
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&F 1 **¥p < 0.001

% 4-32 IE R B IR R M Z SR E TR

Table 4-32 The confirmatory factory analysis of tourist’s satisfaction after modification

EiEviE f5RE HARE RS
YHE 717 RUNEEF TEARRE SRR
x>/df 3.58 =3 AT
GFI 0.99 =09 &4
AGFI 0.97 >09 &4
CFI 1.00 =09 &4
NFI 1.00 =09 &4
NNFI 0.99 =09 &4
IFI 1.00 =09 &4
RFI 0.99 =09 &4
RMR 0.0084 <005 &
SRMR 0.011 <005 &
RMSEA 0.066 =0.05 A%
PNFI 0.33 >0.50 KFE
CN 721.72 =200 5E

SAl

e

0.66
SA4 4

4-5 WS L B IER SRg N R R S E

Figure 4-5 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of tourist’s satisfaction variables

4.2.2.6 W WEEE LR NIESS R ERCIE IR 2 RF

after modification

i3
I R A B IR - B ESHEEREE(CR P ERERR
(AVE) » S{EIEAEHEN - BUrZidm A RIFHEERET] - 413 4-33 Fr -

* 433 BERIEEBIER 2R E R PR R EBRER
Table 4-33 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of tourist’s
satisfaction after modification

VEIESEE BB R’ HEEEE PEERERES
WE =S SAl 0.63 0.90 0.69
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By EREY R BEEE PR RES

SA2 0.83
SA3 0.78
SA4 0.55

T 4-34 R RS G R BB AL
Table 4-34 Compare with goodness-of-fit results for measurement model of tourist’s
satisfaction variables of the original and after modification

el feRE EIEBNE iR f5EE
ya:! 126.94 SA6 7.17
x/df 14.10 SAS  yXdf 3.58
GFI 0.92 GFI 0.99
¥ AGFI 082 f{& AGFI 0.97
4 CHI 097 IF CFI 1.00
fi NFI 096  fi NFI 1.00
=  NNFI 094 =t NNFI 0.99
IFI 0.97 IFI 1.00
RFI 0.94 RFI 0.99
RMR 0.030 RMR 0.0084
SRMR 0.043 SRMR 0.011
RMSEA 0.16 RMSEA 0.066
PNFI 0.58 PNFI 0.33
CN 96.75 CN 721.72
SAl M|
SA2 S 0
SA3
SA4 SA3
SAS
SA6

4-6 TE R S R e R R TR ELE
Figure 4-6 The overall diagram of confirmatory factory analysis of tourist’s satisfaction
variables

423 fesinE
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4.2.3.1 BT E S SIE P (E A

HIHIAE S ERTE » SPEEEAE 3.38 £ 3.88 2l » =R T &8 E
AR B AR E RG]y (M = 3.88) » 3 HuR(RE Fy T AR B R B E
FAE (M =3.38) « FIFEINA 5 [ERIE - SPYEOHATE 3.54 2 3.71 2/ 538
=Ry TR T ERABENIRIEZEZE R, (M =3.71) » 5S8R E R KR
HERE BT ) (M =3.54) - Al 3 (ERIE > SEIYEOMATE 3.21 2 3.57 2/ S8
EE R T ERAERDTOERE L (M =3.57) 0 ERRE R TEHEEMAE , M=321) -
SN ENEAS 3 (ERIE > SEHBATE 3.28 & 3.33 2 EEEE N Tt
O (M =3.33) STEURRE R T{EEVIRGENE (M =3.28) - SEIEFIE
SR 4-35 FIs o

% 4-35 IR0 E S M A E R

Table 4-35 Means of service quality variable

BAEEIH WIERESH PEO0)  TBESH O BESHE CPIEM)

TAIl 3.88 TR1 3.46

TA2 3.49 =L TR2 3.57

HIEH TA3 3.61 TR3 3.21

TA4 3.38 PV1 3.31

TA5 3.60 SOHIANEE PV2 3.28

RE1 3.70 PV3 3.33
e RE2 3.67
THEY S RE3 3.71
RE4 3.54

4.2.3.2 i E B 2 B bt

" IRESAE ) RV R 52 B A TZEHI(TA) ~ BISERI(RE) ~ 2R (TR)RIZZRIHY
[E{EPV) - FrA B ESHEHE B EEIHA N R A EME T 0.47~093 - H
FE RSB (R EE 0.5 DL EAVERE > BURE B S SIAAN E PUS L pr A
AYVEESEIE - IR - (A2 EAYE R T 0.11~0.84 » $5IRETR - Hify
BIZ B IAE (R - S EIEERY EE RN 1.96 - HZEEE p < 0.05 HYEIE/KAE » B
et BT AR B S AV ECRE - frA SE TR LA ERE
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BHES/NGY 2.58 > EAEZUBRCRERRREEOK o HIEHER 2B TERENZR 4-36
4-7T B

7 4-36 s an B AR A 2 8 {55t
Table 4-36 The measurement model estimates of service quality variables

RIS B REAM=ENM) EE(LEE XN R’
TAl 0.47 0.37 15247 0.37

TA2 0.65 3.23 7.86 0.11

BH TA3 0.66 0.29 20.86"" 0.60

TA4 0.69 0.51 18.10° 0.48

TA5 0.69 0.27 22.007° 0.64

RE1 0.71 0.27 22717 0.66

BT RE2 0.71 0.23 23.41:: 0.68

RE3 0.68 0.25 22.67 0.66

RE4 0.67 0.32 20.93 0.59

TR1 0.75 0.34 2136 0.62

et TR2 0.71 0.28 21.83 0.64

TR3 0.78 0.48 19.80" 0.56

PV1 0.87 0.22 2579 0.77

PRFIMEE PV2 0.93 0.17 276177 0.84
PV3 0.80 0.27 24127 0.71

=F 1 R < 0.001
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Figure 4-7 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of service quality

4.2.3.3 IR B NESE AT 2 S

EEAE A A U ACER R BR (L - AT LB E S IHAY R (E [ (CR)ETT
AN RS E RS - A IEHENEINAER'E - 1SRIARES fnE R VO i (1 7 Al
RATZHITA) ~ A]SEHY(RE) ~ i TRMEZRIFVEEPY) - BraB S H 2 2is(E
J& SMC HIEEFHYE B RIR 0.5 e ST - P Fh AR (AVE)st R 2
HHERBIHEZ A PSR - H B REIE AN 0.5 > AR E
A RS A E FERIeSU © 1A T A P 8 S BV (AVE) [E (£ %€ 0.30 -
W= 4-37 -

% 4-37 PR 2 SRR S LT R R R

Table 4-37 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of service

quality
VA SR LEEEST g R’ G PR E
Hiw) EQ; g'ﬂ 0.68 0.30
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B BEREY R® EEERE PERHERE
TA3 0.60
TA4 0.48
TA5 0.64
REI 0.66
e RE2 0.68
EE-D) RE3 0.6 0.88 0.64
RE4 0.59
TR1 0.62
JE i TR2 0.64 0.82 0.60
TR3 0.56
PV1 0.77
PRHIREE PV2 0.84 0.91 0.77
PV3 0.71

4.2.3.4 i E & BIRUE 2 ST
JEAEEIERC A R (S RS AR e T A Ry - R ] ZAH R (R EOIRL 1.96 {EftE

7= MR EEEEETARES

gy
nTm =

1.00 §9{E - AIFoRBHE S THE B A & RS - | RiE

VO{I8 T [ 73 il Ry A TERY ~ W SERY ~ AR AR E E - HERRrE st

W% 4-38 Fors » &GETHRR - IREE SR ZHEERER S 0.719 £ 0.601 > 2 {EHE
HEREEHE 1.00 (VEIE - NIIARLEEEZHEA &R -

7 4-38 f e 2 & B3 AR E
Table 4-38 The discriminate validitychart of service quality

BB B BEC:D] iy SRAIMEE
THRAHREL 1.00
HIPHy k= -
B8 (5 FE I [ -
HH B A EY 0.93 1.00
AEERY fRAEE 0.02
B EHEER 0.969,0.891
THEAHEL 0.83 0.85 1.00
iy AR 0.02 0.02
FHEA(SHEIER]  0.869,0.791 0.889,0.811
FEREE (%5 0.68 0.66 0.79 1.00
TOHINVEE AR 0.03 0.03 0.02 -
FEREIEER 0.739,0.621  0.719,0.601  0.829,0.751 -
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4.2.3.5 M o B AT RIEA S T S A

SEEET 2 &R ARG E R 2 BVaETE R - EE28EET RS
SCRIE RS IR & FETEREAETAL BRI R S AR AR 4-39 AR > 8%
Botats s ROTME Ry 417.92 > HY® ZHEARBA/NEE > FTLURES R e sttt
BEERAER - SRS EAC R E SRR (AR - RS E 1S
{Ex’/df - RMSEA i CN SEEFF &S » DRI » i SHET 76 e TR AU -

B

H

i

\|
/

7

il
=

A

7 4-39 Jiciz an B Bne e AT Z FERE o P éE SR
Table 4-39 The confirmatory factory analysis of service quality

farEdte HEIEE HAME LR
YHE 417.92  AuNAIAE  fEARE R
x/df 4.96 =3 Oz
GFI 0.91 =09 e
AGFI 0.87 =09 #[EZ
CFI 0.98 =09 e
NFI 0.97 =09 e
NNFI 0.97 =09 e

IFI 0.98 =09 e
RFI 0.96 =09 &o
RMR 0.041 <0.05 &&
SRMR 0.046 <0.05 &&
RMSEA 0.086 <0.05 KEFE
PNFI 0.78 =050 e
CN 158.14 =200 REFE

4.2.3.6 B % e E AU E A

{5 Byrne(1998)/ s AL E A FH 772 70 BHE IEF5 A7 (Modification indices)
TR« 25 MIBUERRY S I » FORZEAEEA  AOBETIEEIE §
{B58 2 (standardized residuals)#5 KA 3 BF » (AFRGEESEEEILERYNE > &
RS /NR-3 B - AFREI R BB B RS - Wi S TR Z IR (RS -
2004) » (EIEAEIEZ HEY » By 7 igse B am SR ERIE 2 Bl (4 - SR I fo s
FUREAE o U052 4-40 ~ 4-41 ~ FfE 4-8 Fiw o (EEEEL T AT -

LE MRz E MI{E= 69.90 2 H RE4 " (RIEEMEE B4r - 3530 TAL AR
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ST M) = 0.46 > #£ RE 1y MI{H57 7 Ry 12.05 » (NLHEITZIE -

2R E TAL " 2B EAREMEA RO RRS77, - %5 TA3 ¥ RE Y MI{H
Ry 6.2 NILHEITEIE -

3MPRREE TA3 MBI R 22t o SIEENE B EREE -

2 4-40 s B B IR N E B 2 8 dE T
Table 4-40 The measurement model estimates of service quality variables after
modification

VB BmEl HNEAWmEO) EEREE RN R’
TA2 0.59 0.35 18.34 0.50

ERIALD| TA4 0.69 0.52 17.79° 0.48

TA5 0.69 0.27 21527 0.64

REI 0.74 0.22 23.937 0.71

EED] RE2 0.74 0.19 2483 0.75

RE3 0.67 0.27 21797 0.63

TR1 0.74 0.35 21.047 0.61

L TR2 0.70 0.28 21737 0.64

TR3 0.79 0.47 20.117° 0.57

PV1 0.87 0.23 2576 0.77

PRFIMVEE PV2 0.93 0.17 27.62° 0.84
PV3 0.81 0.26 24207 0.71

5F 1 *¥p < 0.001

% 4-41 s an BB IR RS ME T Zfe iR E A aE R

Table 4-41 The confirmatory factory analysis of service quality after modification

it fEIEE HARE GEER
Y HE 234.51 RUNETSF  fRABRE R
x/df 4.89 =3 Oz
GFI 0.93 =09 &4&
AGFI 0.89 =09 "[EEZ
CFI 0.98 =09 &
NFI 0.98 =09 &5&
NNFI 0.98 =09 &5&

IFI 0.98 =09 &5&
RFI 0.97 =09 &5&
RMR 0.036 <0.05 F&
SRMR 0.041 <0.05 F&
RMSEA 0.084 <0.05 FHEFE
PNFI 0.71 =>0.50 &
CN 177.27 =200 FGE
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Figure 4-8 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of service quality variables after
modification

4.2.3.7 R BB & ARG TR ERCTE IR < S HE
EHRBLEHABLRE  BESHENVERESECR L PHENEREE
(AVE) » SEIEAEHEN > BUrZigm B A RIFHEERET] - Q1R 4-42 Fr -

% 4-402 R B B IR Z iR (5 B A S e i ek
Table 4-42 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of service
quality after modification

B BREH R’ EREERE PIZEEEE
TA2 0.50

B TA4 0.48 0.77 0.53
TAS 0.64
RE1 0.71

EIE=ED) RE2 0.75 0.87 0.69
RE3 0.63
TR1 0.61

T TR2 0.64 0.82 0.60
TR3 0.57
PV1 0.77

PRHIEEE PV2 0.84 0.91 0.78
PV3 0.71

4.2.3.8 i BB IR & UL 2 R
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BB B ERE RN 4-43 For - &ETRER > BIER AR EHEER
F50.659 £ 0.861 - Z 5HEEM EAREEAH 1.00 WEE - FoRBEEHEE B A ER

% 4-43 IR BB 1% 2 & RIRUE R E 2R

Table 4-43 The discriminate validitychart of service quality after modification

BB HIH A FELY L SRR EE
THREAHEL 1.00

HIPHy = -
R -
HH B (A EY 0.90 1.00

AEERY  fRAEE 0.02 -
B EHEERE 0.939,0.861 .
THEAHEL 0.84 0.79 1.00

iy AR 0.03 0.02 -
THEA(EHEIERE  0.899,0.781 - 0.829,0.751 -
FEREE (%50 0.70 0.60 0.79 1.00

TOHINVEE A 0.03 0.03 0.02 -
MEREIEER 0.759,0.641  0.659,0.541 0.829,0.751 -

1]
2y
0

o
+

R 4-44 s i B AT U EBUE TERE UL
Table 4-44 Compare with goodness-of-fit results for measurement model of service

quality variables of the original and after modification

fefEats fefE BIEENE et f5fEE
v {E 417.92 RE4 M 234.51
x/df 4.96 TAl  y%df 4.89
GFI 0.91 TA3  GFI 0.93
AGFI 087 (& AGFI 0.89
CFI 098 IF CFI 0.98
NFI 097 & NFI 0.98
NNFI 097 = NNFI 0.98
IFI 0.98 IFI 0.98
RFI 0.96 RFI 0.97
RMR 0.041 RMR 0.036
SRMR 0.046 SRMR 0.041
RMSEA 0.086 RMSEA 0.084
PNFI 0.78 PNFI 0.71
CN 158.14 CN 177.27
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Figure 4-9 The overall diagram of confirmatory factory analys1s of service quality
variables

4.2.4 TR E M
4.24.1 RS EM S EIRHYERT

FORBEMA 4 [HETH - “FEEMfE 4.01 £ 4.08 21 - pEuREE R T3
SHEHNEY ) & T REERRE(1L, M=408) DBREER " REEE
SHULAEIRYESE ; (M =4.01)  ZFBIRPIEIIMTR 4-45 Fro -

Hlﬂﬂ

\

T 4-45 FORE RSB P ERGTL
Table 4-45 Means of need for variety variable

VEEEIE  BIZEEIE SEIEEWM)

NV1 4.08
e NV2 4.08

SEgyvksJ==N
RRoREERE NV3 4.01
NV4 4.06

4.2.42 FREBEMEH A2 H L
FoRE RN EHA 2 EEHE - W05R 446 For - TEESIE T ROREERE
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R 2R TEN Z AR EOAVENTTY 0.60~0.73 » B 0.5 DL EAYIZERE o [R5
BN 2.58 » r-value (AR EHE SR 1.96 » EHZLEE > ([ER] > (=7 R? B4F 0.30
DU BN & B SR - i (E B AR R |t A - NIEREK
SRR TS RS TN B B A -

& 4-46 FTORE RN ERI 28 (55T

Table 4-46 The measurement model estimates of need for variety variables

ISR Bl NEAREN) fEE(REE t{H R?

NV1 0.69 0.14 25917 0.78

- NV2 0.73 0.097 27.74"" 0.85
'fi?’; SE8 B ok

RS =i NV3 0.65 0.24 22.34 0.64

NV4 0.60 0.27 20.47°" 0.57

=F 1 *p < 0.001

4243 FRE AN EGREICEIR L S HE

oK BRI T E S A IR (S eSS EC B R 5 - At N
AHINAERE > W3R 4-47 R > BT TBESIH ZERE(EE SMC AYERSYE B AR
0.5 A eHHfEEET)  PHEEFEMAERS(AVE = 0.5)HEIRER 0.5 > AR
o HA e A E AT -

R 4-47 FORE RV 2 Bin S EE YRR R BB ER

Table 4-47 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of of need for

variety
Wi EEsy; R BIEEE PIELERER
NV1 0.78
\ NV2 0.85
RAREREE \vs 0.64 09! o
NV4 0.57

4.2.5 RAAT Ry
4.2.5.1 RARAT By & SEIE I E HuI

KRAIT R 3 (ERITE > SEIHOMGIE 3.47 £ 3.82 2 =& R T RE
HERESR T B A BB ) (M = 3.82) » 7y 8UARE Fy T e’ - RERIES
FREETERAE ) (M=347) - EEPIIEIMUIZ 4-48 R -
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T 4-48 RARAT Ry S P {E R

Table 4-48 Means of future behaviour variable

B BEEE PHEM)

FB1 3.82
RARAT By FB2 3.75
FB3 3.47

4.2.5.2 RAAT Ry MEHA S HdlEt

AT Ry A S B EHE - 405k 4-49 K&l 4-10 o » JBESIE T oR2KAT
Ry PV B IHN R A A EOIVETF 0.57~0.75  HAHEE 0.5 DL BRI -
AR EFE /NS 2.58 » r-value YABHA B AR 1.96 - BIZZEE 2 (EH] - (ZFE R
L 0.30 DL ER{EIENE BRI - EEE R PR R B P
RBEARARAT Ry N A TR I E I S PEN & E Z RIARE

R 449 KA T Ry AEFHEI 28 kst

Table 4-49 The measurement model estimates of future behaviour variables

s Bsy REARENM) EEEEE ME% R’
FB1 0.57 0.28 19.24° 0.54
FHRIT B FB2 0.75 0.10 27.95: 0.85
FB3 0.67 0.19 22.81" 0.70

=F 1 FREp <0.001

FB1
\0.57

FB2 |la— U
%7657§ RALT By
FB3 |la—

[ 4-10 AT T RoSiag N 2R ot s el

Figure 4-10 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of future behaviour

4.2.5.3 RAAT yNAESS S ERCTE AR 2 FF i

RARAT Ry [RIR HEA T VAL BIRAY S (S FOE U eSS e it - St IR
ATESLE » 4155 4-50 For > FrATBAESTH Z B EE SMC /HYERSYE S KR 0.5
HIeHNEEET] - SPYERMIEAS(AVE = 0.5 EETRE 0.5 RIFoRZiE
BA RSB -
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R 4-50 RAAT Iy LB (B EE PR R fn e R

Table 4-50 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of of future

behaviour
VBT S Bl R? EREERE PERIEEE
FB1 0.54
KAATE  FB2 0.85 0.87 0.70
FB3 0.70

4.3 BRI A GS

s R S (L HE AN 4-51 BT JBAESE Ty R B s TE N E A B
712 0.39 2 0.85 7 [ » (LIS A{E T/ NR 2.58 > r-value [EHTAREHME B AT 1.96
BN S T RO -

% 4-51 BRI Z B fEEHE

Table 4-51 Model estimates of overall structural model

P T By WEGHEQM EELFEE 1 R
DEI 0.53 031 16.64 048

EHAi L DE2 0.58 030 17.627°  0.52

DE4 0.58 031 175777 0.52

NA2 0.60 032 1830  0.53

I SRIE S NA3 0.61 023 201077 0.62

NA4 0.59 042 1656 045

a— AF1 0.66 0.31 19.701:: 0.58
(mmﬁkm;%@%% AF2 0.67 024 21.12"" 0.65
Tmage) AF3 0.52 042 1518 " 0.39
EN2 0.72 0.39  19.07 0.57

A a EN3 0.66 035 187277 055

EN4 0.74 027 20947 0.66

AT1 0.64 021 22737 0.66

e e AT2 0.71 0.16 25237 0.76

SHORA a3 0.65 023 2227 0.64

AT4 0.65 025 217177 0.62

SAl 0.68 027 22027 0.63

SR SA2 0.74 0.12  27.08" 0.83
(Satisfaction) SA3 0.77 0.16 259777 0.78
SA4 0.66 035 200777 055

TA2 0.59 035 1834 0.50

IS et BHH TA4 0.69 052 17797 0.48
(Service TAS 0.69 027 215277 0.64
Quality) ey RE1 0.74 0.22 23.93:: 0.71
RE2 0.74 0.19 2483 0.75
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2 Wi BREl RRANR(G) BEEE B R

EEE3

RE3 0.67 027 21797 063
TR1 0.74 035 21.047 061

et TR2 0.70 028 21.737° 0.64

TR3 0.79 047 201177 0.57

PV1 0.87 023 2576 0.77

SOHINIEME S PV2 0.93 0.17 27.62°° 0.84

PV3 0.81 026 242077 0.71

e NVI1 0.69 0.14 2591 0.78
HoREERE NV2 0.73 0.09 27747 085
(Need for NV3 0.65 024 22347 0.64
variety) NV4 0.60 027 20477 057
FAT By FB1 0.57 0.28 19.24:: 0.54
(Future FB2 0.75 0.10 2795 085
Behaviour) FB3 0.67 0.19 22817 0.70

=F 1 R < 0.001

4.3.1 BERGIEAIBL ST M

S hET 2 SR T DL HRZEE R 2 BS T B E » MiEt S 8Ty
SR A2 A S IR B & SRR A SRRSO R B (E IR 4-52 o > 48
HEACER ROTER 749 - (HZEAREONZE » il RITENRES R TE
F E it o B L AR > S D BB T A8 S S AR 1T AR - wvdf
GFI ~ AGFI ~ CFI ~ NFI ~ NNFI - IFI ~ RFI ~ RMR * SRMR - PNFI J CN 45
FCHEEEs AR (A TR KHE » —f2kER » RMSEA #5 =0.05 FonfERIRLEEE 5 1R
0.05~0.08 [ » FRBAI A (584 0 [ 91) - ESEEIEILI 2 1% AR
HRCIE N RAT -

% 4-52 BRSO T Z AR E TR
Table 4-52 The confirmatory factory analysis of whole path diagram

felEtg FEEE HAEE GER
X 1E 749  AUNAF G
x/df 3.75 =3  H#E¥Z
GFI 0.99 =09 &G4
AGFI 0.96 =09 &&
CFI 1.00 =09 &&
NFI 0.99 =09 &G4
NNFI 0.98 =09 &e
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fatetts  fEfHE A SR

IFI 1.00 =09 &
RFI 0.97 =09 &
RMR 0.0091 <0.05 &4
SRMR 0.023 <0.05 &&
RMSEA 0.070 =0.05 H\fFEZ
PNFI 0.20 =0.50 T4
CN 690.91 =200 TF&

4.3.2 BT HY N BRI aS TRy A

AWTFELABIE AT HE TS - IRIEWT 2R e Fe Bl (2 SPSS 12.0 K
LISREL 8.80 #EfT/3#f7 - DUIREER SR ~ BiciitanE ~ HREEREE ~ B2 S HERE T
T EEEHEITERAS AT - EAFE TS EEHIE L N TR » 18K 4-52
HfE 4-11 AJ1GH1 > GFL{ERy 0.99 » BTt Fesivs 2 HHARE -

iU
Destination’s
0.76(12.61)%%% Image 0.46(10.41)%*
o A =
e W IETE
S f\%&g%}it ~0.42(15.44y—— = Tourist’s
ervice Quality 0.47(9.11 )% Satisfaction
0.39(8.7)+ 0.07(1.74)*
109(2.57)%*

| 4
T \ i

Intention to Intention to
recommend revisit

5% p<005; TFEp<0.01: THE p<0.001
4-11 BEEGER LIy Ml

4321 fREFERHRGME - g imSEEAEEER 28

FHfE 4-11 7K1 > FIZRHETE TR S, ~ TIRBaE, - TERWEE L M
Fe THEREERR , AVREET R EREIER o JRRN  EREIENEEAT > BTHER
BN EAFHIRBENEE - FOSEES - LETR RN BRI
B R K DEFNE S RE A - E25E AR T HESHE AFEAE
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AR E RS~ EB TRRAENREZEZ 0 - BRIEEREE R REICE S
BAFoRHE AR T e BA B HIIRSanE e ik R M E VI
Fet e Ry E RG> 1B RUE SR > B AT > HIYHmhR > g - B2 Bl R
BEAGER BB RV E DU ETWE - RIS E S - B a SR T
SRR > AIA]EE B2l BRI RITT Ry ElE -

FEEBH L MRREEART - REERERSwE - BRREEDURER
SERAAT Iy ZHEE EFRAV R (RSB TE I (p < 0.05) » (RBUERIE > FoRAWFRZ
g% H1 ~ H2 DL H3 pR17Ed Bighe Z£(2001) ; Andreassen F1 Lindestad(1998) ;
ZinsQO0DAYBTFEaE SRAHIL - REIE % B HAVHAY RAFESRET > — 5B
e B H AV s BB Y an B RS 0 T E A DR S R R R
R IFRR A HEFE AR L A BTy B -

4322 e BEH B WEE » ESH A EEER I E

FE RS it B B B R RR B (A > AW Fead B s i B e 2 T T
KEIERNRHREEENI(p < 0.05) - HAEJTAE EINRBIER - AW 2 ek
H4 DUk H8 BT - BRIk E A B G Bl B i 2 mEE - thg @8Rk
1T R Z BRI - LA REE Bighe F(2001)1 Lee Z(2005)b5EAH{EL > W72t ERE -
oo B B 1 Y R 2 P A B 7 e O S A AR AR Y T R T © Peter ~ Mark 71
Brock(2000)52 #in'E B B B B R B E 1SR - HARE ek AT
ek B R - RN KR TE (T R

SIIME RS B SRR T B Z HERE R FRAVRR A A EE Y (p > 0.1) > SUARSE
ZIRE HS AL > R an B RS IR E R AR AT B 2 HEE R - (BERS
ERHE MRS B A E BRI R AT R Z R - AR RN ik EE
on B R AT B B RRUSE R AT E Tkl E o] DR
ST o TR AR S O] DA i R AT R LA B AR A2 T4
ERER o BRAE B BT ] DAIE M A e T R S R R T R AR AT Ry R

82



¢

B > A R P I R B R T/ R
4323 WRIMEEHARAKT HZHEEH N EE TR 8

FEHE 2 s B S B PRI R BRI (A op > 4001 4-11 B > B simis R
AT R Z B ERA(p < 0.05) AR F MR E AT B Z EEEE(Q < 0.DAYRH
REREN » BAETT R BIRRIER > R AT Bk H6 e HT BT -

AR T T P R T R [ B Y S B i A R AT T Ry Z HE P TR S EE i T
HEEEAEREE AR » B R AR T Ry Z e R AR s B AT Ry 2
B FRACHI A > BB L 0 25 HE PR A W [ Rt & 5 R R 2 SR A Y TR - B
Bighe £ (2001) AT Z A7 SRARRT

4.3.3 B T HE TR 2 H5GEREER

H ATHIRZE A - BRSOy oT DU R e 2 (8 s (eI B E M= S (Homburg. &
Giering, 2001) - 41_EFfalt » —(EEAERYEERE DT - M #)) > SRARE R BREVEFASAI -
AT ERRE " FRREEN: | RE BN E LERE -

{3 Mittal F1 Kamakura(2001)H5745 HH T 5 RS2 5B T (ANOVA) A] A
VB E IR S B B I B S B B S A EE 2R - EAEEE
fix H BB o JEEERE T 8 E— (4 5T AR 22 AV # F B2 (Gonzdlez & Santos,
2003) o H o —{E L E AHAVIEEZ H L& A4 HI (Bayesian Information Criteria,
BIC) » 4155 4-53 Fiivr » (R (E TSRS M MY 35 KA = (VB Ery i & Pe g -
2 4-54 BORNEHEER A NBEEE - 3= 4-55 HIEE R S S AR B (I S5 S Ay
E o

& 4-53 HIREEHAEA]

Table 4-53 Bayesian information criteria

Model BIC

1 segment 1498.14
2 segment 991.12
3 segment 776.91
4 segment 744.63
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Model BIC

5 segment 713.41
6 segment 707.25
7 segment 705.37

454 RN BURR

H 7 Wb %
ENETIN Eals JEREML
Size 18.3 45.7 35.6
CEEETEIEY

1 2.1 0.0 0.0

2 18.8 0.0 0.0

3 75.0 2.9 0.0

4 4.2 94.2 14.4

5 0.0 2.9 85.6

Mean 3.0 3.9 4.8

HEEREEEL

1 2.1 0.0 0.0

2 15.6 0.4 0.0

3 65.6 18.3 2.1

4 15.6 77.9 18.2

5 1.0 33 79.7

Mean 2.8 4.0 4.8

HEE B S BR EHYES)

1 1.0 0.0 0.0

2 12.5 0.0 0.0

3 594 19.2 3.7

4 26.0 73.8 14.4

5 1.0 7.1 81.8

Mean 2.9 3.8 4.7

B HIEGEE SR RS HEHRE R

1 5.2 0.8 1.1

2 8.3 4.2 2.1

3 43.8 26.7 18.7

4 344 53.8 36.4

5 8.3 14.6 41.7

Mean 3.1 3.8 4.7

%455 TR RIENHERES
Table 4-55 Need for variety latent clusters
H H ZRBUR R BXKEL

KREEESHEY) 3.02 3.94 4.83
= E s 2.81 4.00 4.86
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HEECE 2B [FHYEE) 2.98 3.84 4.78
EEEF RS EERE - RGN 3.14 3.88 4.78

FRIZ HATAVEER - TR A MY TR RIS AT RE 0 Ry = (BB E 3 3 - S5 —4ll

i/ NUREE - S EVERRRERAVEEZ L A(18.3 %) » 55 A R E M1
457 %) H=H/INREELHEGS.6 %) 0 RFEEABE(LNG AV > W%k
4-54 Fr7s -

—HEREWE - ZHESTHHAEFRN T EOABEEER A5 IH
S ERRRIRES - (R A SRR 2 R - SRAJSERE T K-mean HUSEET 704
R R R R T R NEIRT R BN SR B - S8 AT dE RN & 2 BRI
FOR SRR T BN T B BT RFPR AT S R R SRR o e ks - T
PREGIR, ~ TEREE ) R TSRS ) o A0R 4-55 ~ (8] 4-12 - [ 4-13 FfE 4-14 -

SRR R G E AR 18.3 % o ILEEREIERACEHZR T M S 6 5
PERRRENE > anfaly T 22BN TR - fEE 4-12 BUR B B R WA
DIR Jite iz S A R AHERE Lt B Z B EHI(p < 0.05) » Fon b5 2 sk HI A
K H3 gL EEVE R BA B AIREER R > — 7 o] DEe s & B0 H Ay
BB e EHYETAL - So— D5 I B DASE Sl B AR [a i A e 2 e st A B TR
i SR B R R LR 2 R BE I (p > 0.1) » SUARNTFEZ Ba H2 AL -
kBRI SOA BT MR - (HEBEERE - AR S 5
EHPHET R R - AR R EE R e R AR K
WIoEREE Tkl RS o] DI kB anE - MR an 8 Sa] DA R S A AR I
YR8 - AR EAER - R ST o] DUE B A o E R R s 2O -
DRI > FRS a8 A2 R P R o B SRRy T SR B o s B S A T R B (R

ERENI(p < 0.05) - FoRAWIFEZ (B HA BRIL » AR o B SR T Ry Z HETE B
KEIFERANR R E A BED (p > 0.1) FORAWIFEZ % HS K H8 ARKIL > FoR
I e BRI A S BE S AR AT By - B e R R AV R (S
(p < 0.05) » FRAIHTE 2 BLa% HO R » 15 %08 S 1 B FRRA (e A
@ > 0.1) » AT Z K% HT AL - BmE S e e S A [
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3 e TR
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T 4-56 F— RIS ZFEIE o r4E R
Table 4-56 The confirmatory factory analysis of the first cluster path diagram

EiEvE  f5RE AR RS
YHME 128.51 RUNETSF e
x*/df 64.255 <3 kB&
GFI 0.77 =09 KEFE
AGFI 0.72 =09 FKGF&
CFI 0.35 =09 REFE
NFI 0.38 =09 KEFE
NNFI 2.23 =09 FFE
IFI 0.38 =09 KEFE
RFI -2.12 =09 K&
RMR 0.34 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.21 <0.05 &
RMSEA 0.60 =0.05 F&
PNFI 0.075 =0.50 H[EZ
CN 7.81 =200 FRFES

=
&
gl
A

0.13(2.52)**

ki 1 e ‘ Kok 3 '_\_"\,\ =
0.59(4.98 )+
HERE B EEgiig =Vl

5T p <0055 "Ep<0.01; TE p<0.001
4-12 SRR ST ]
RO R M EAEERUE RS 45.7 % o ILEREIEARENR T NSRS (R

—RRHIE - stk T BRI ) R 0 fEIE 4-13 BURHE R R RS E
PR E LU R IE B R ARAHE B S BRI B (p < 0.05) - FoRAHigE
ZAEg HE ~ H2 DUR H3 BT EEIE IR BA B AR S 50T - — 71 il DA
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o A P DA RS B Bt AR S S RS 0 55— D7 It T DUSR S A R 2R 1]
i, N PR 2 I S A B A AR o R 20 e S A 2 e P R HE P R R (A R R E Y (p
<0.05) » FRAMFE 2 85 Ha ~ H5 BT Jifkils /S 0T i 2w S A R =
SR BRI M A B B Y B RR e R o iR L S A AR (5
EAREEN(p > 0.1) » FIRAMIE AR5 H8 RRIL - H2RE S A HERE R B il
EFARR AR ZRE T (p < 0.05) » AT 2 Bk H6 K HT FOT - S iz
ThEESABEETE - L7245 581 Boulding ~ Kalra ~ Staelin £l Zeithaml(1993) ;

[

Lee ~ Lee F{1 Lee(2000) 5z Shu ~ Crompton F1 Willson(2002)A 15 /& ~ TR [ ST
BRI G ENGERMEE - SRR SE - REE T REREEAIERR
R -

R 45T BRI I IR E T &SR

Table 4-57 The confirmatory factory analysis of the second cluster path diagram

el fEEE HARE GEER
Ve 345 AU A
x*/df 1.725 <3 &
GFI 0.99 =09 F&E
AGFI 0.96 =09 &
CFI 1.00 =09 &
NFI 0.99 =09 &4
NNFI 0.99 =09 &4
IFI 1.00 =09 &
RFI 0.97 =09 &
RMR 0.0046 <0.05 F&
SRMR 0.021 <0.05 T&
RMSEA 0.055 <0.05 F&
PNFI 0.2 =0.50 FF&
CN 638.33 =200 &

87



=

0.85(9.58)x 0.50(9.40)x
Y
BBRE o 080470 EEHREE
0.21(3.29)***/ 0.27(2.97)*#* 0.26(3.39)%:
Y e | 4
i 9= | EEgiig=\:

5T p<005; "FEp<0.01; THE p<0.001
4-13 55 EERERRIS oy

BRI E GRS 35.6 % o ILEREEAGHE T HEBFEELR
BT LAETHIRRER > an By DB ) HREE - fEE 4-14 BURHRE B R BIRS
onE R AR RIE B R AR I E SRR (p < 0.05) » R
AT B HI ~ H2 DU H3 pRaT - BRIE HEs BA RFaikiEE S - —Jim
A DA B i i FEE ARSI H B R 5 a8 RS > S5— 5t AT DUe s 2 25
A A HERE A L A B e B - B A B A R YRR (AR R I (p <
0.05) » FoRAITE Z (B HA BT - ez on'E B ¥ i S A R HY 2 -
RS i B AR ARA T B 2 HE T R R B A B RRERR RS A B (p > 0.1) > FoRAHT
FeZME HS j H8 AL » Fom RSB R T A S B AR T Ry
TR B HERE S B R R (R B Y (p < 0.05) » FoRAHTE Z Rk H6 K
H7 (07 RS RITRERARETE -

R 4-58 F =R T ZFEIE o réE R
Table 4-58 The confirmatory factory analysis of the third cluster path diagram

el feEE HAEE AR
X E 050  AUNEEE A
x/df 0.25 =3 &
GFI 1.00 =09 &FE
AGFI 0.99 =09 &FE
CFI 1.00 =09 &FE
NFI 1.00 =09 &FE
NNFI 1.02 =09 &FE
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fatetts  fEfHE A SR

IFI 1.00 =09 &
RFI 0.99 =09 &b
RMR 0.0019 <0.05 &4
SRMR 0.010 <005 &4
RMSEA 0.0 <0.05 &&
PNFI 0.20 =050 &
CN 3418.44 =200 &
KRS
0.75(6.05)%%* 0.34(4.26)%*
y - A
BT 0SIQLT2 e AR
0.67(6.57 )%
/ 0.25(2.82)*x 0.16(2.31)%x
adigd | 4
=V EEiiy=\E

5T p <0055 "Ep<001; THE p<0.001
4-14 55 = SERFREIR ST

4

GEEREUR - FE = EPS A P ERE AR o A HEUR T AEERTTRA
28 RSB NMEE SR ELEENRAI TR - #IE R EREE
SLUREE Ry T ER G BHEE RN > 55 B R 5 AR e B R R
ERhrERr g EBER EERR > B MEE S B ER SRR

=

T

f - EEmEER
AEESRS A ERERETES BN EEHR ST - 5
R S DT B VTS SR 70 L0k - AR s
e S -
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.11 s Ak
APIFRIESE SFUNTEE T B AR » M ARSI DA
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ESSEILF A  SPEE RS
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B ELHTHif 57T B5(0’ Leary & Deegan, 2005; Petrick, 2004a; Reid & Reid, 1994) - i
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