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Attitudes towards organic, genetically modified and
functional foods among Kaohsiung consumers

Student: Hsiu-Chin Peng Advisor: Dr. Ming-Tsung Lee

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

Abstract

Kaohsiung consumers filled out a questionnaire on attitudes towards genetically
modified, organic and functional food, plus the thinking predispositions, health
consciousness scale, value survey and the behavioural inhibition scale, in addition, they
reported their diet category. Structural equation modeling of these measures had
greater explanatory power for attitudes towards genetically modified (GM) foods than
for attitudes towards organic foods (OF) and functional foods (FF). GM attitudes were
best predicated by thinking predispositions, attitudes towards organic food and
functional food, on the other hand, were more directly related to thinking
predispositions and set of behavioural inhibition. The results of the study indicate that
OF attitudes are rooted in more fundamental personal attributes than GM attitudes,
which are embedded in a more complex but also in a more modifiable network of

characteristics.
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Skrzypiec, 1998)

WIFEEURIEIRLTA 400 EAVHEE RRRLIRE » LGB D 7
% - Santos A1 Booth(1996)3% 3 H 7 o & A HR B 7Y VR e A R Z A F
HEH > Hhi E R FERNERAER - BRE - BEEGEE > MIHERREN
BEPTEAR A -

2.9 B8% - HEEE KBV BN

B (attitude) ¥ A ~ ZB ~ IRV OIIRRE R EHE - EFEE A (conation) ~ fFEL
(affection) Jz 201 (cognition) 5 = (EE T < & IA] Fy) BB E B RE AR IR TENEG T By
e - R EAEEAVIEE > PTRE R E AR EHONEAT R SR - BB
RS BT v 1% P R B SR AE A RNZ ~ SRR ol B 2 2 i TR A B %0
B (E4 - HIE% % R f#(Engel, Blackwell, & Miniard, 1995)

BT RNZ R EMIPE » [EEEEE ALT R R AEE (Jennifer & Gareth,
1997) - EEE S EMRENES > TR - R 35 2 R[S (Zins,
1998) - A& P 4E FHEE TS > JRENESE B ARV E RS - fth A0y IRE - S48
A ESNBE MR AR - BRI T AIVAS » REFEME RTT Ry—TEH
o] o RIIE > BEREERE A HHEEE M » (B A ERERE BRI ANE > IR E
NHYERES - a1 AL T 4 8 (Hawkins, Best, & Coney, 2004) -

= -~ WIFEEERE
ARZELeRE 2 D), Saher S5(2006) EI A SN ER S » [EIBIE GGG > HEERNE



HYBISE Beasdtesf & Michaelidou #(1 Hassan(2008)fE&RF& HIHIPI R 5 > $TE S LER
HELTH AR E eI RE R B R ARV BT e 2R R (38 - B RE R AR
BB B AR RN - RNNUER MR R mIVRERR - WLEHDH
FEAEEHEAN - EEE - TRIIHIEFERNZER - oI HENEERENRAET] -

TER e -
ke oA E R AR IR
(Thinking (Socio-demographic (Atitudes toward

predispositions) characteristics)

organic foods)

ik HRERNSS RmHIREE
@ & # [RERR %

[ (Health (Att.itudes tOWZ.lI“.d
(Values) consciousness) genetically modified
# foods)
BT P SHET & RV
(Behavioural BAR TR ({%ttltydes t9ward
inhibition) (Diet category) functional foods)

1 BFeZe e

Figure 1 Proposed research model
3.1 ifF7EfREs
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=

HY: JHEEHVERR RS - WAMERE MG - ERNSUS R M EFE |G A AR

B4
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o
=
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3.2 WFge s

BELMERGUER S INEHE > FEABN - Fahs - Jehs - H#
PHEIRE - RS IS S > RIDGET - HEHERE - 2R R T - RIF%
DA i S SRS R T 0 16 B B2 TR A IATT S - ST BB
AR E S AR S B R R B VAR R -
3.3 k50

RIAFCER I EMFER A E TR G E » KBTI 65 {7 R4 1E DUE o HEiiE
Hoorthig - BUCNEE - sEEIEW -« 5IEEEE MRS R - #Rfsdt 330
fn » MGEBOEER ST & KES T - SRR 2T 60 (7% -
IS EHEETCRE | REERRNESTEE © SHE - REERKESGAIR
JE 5 EIRE  REERAEIGEE  AIEE - REEARESHIE  ZRE K
SRS RIS © R © REEE R E SIS & KEISN 16 B FOHEE R
A o HopaR A 304 47 o B EARERF 92.0 % ©

3.4 GG

3.4.1 HA MR E S/E RS &/ FE 8 MY RE FE (attitudes  toward organic,
genetically modified food and functional food)

AKiF5E£:% Kaplanidou A1 Vogt(2007)~Martin 1 Bosque(2008) 5z Saher Z£(2006)
btse s - SFEZIHEEHAWEE S/ ERNIUE B W/ @ FE e miyREE
(attitudes toward organic, genetically modified food and functional food)J5 H - &%
s T PR HIRE R 2= 2 B (Semantic differential scale) 737345 3 2£-3 Ky B {EERC -
LT3 ) BIEEREEREIERE a3 Rad AR AR - S b asE R
[EaFHE = RN AR A ERNIUE B i/ (R B G AL > AEDISTEH
BEHA R /BN IUE B o/ R R VR TR -



% 3-1 $PAMR A /BN UE & b/ R B A IR E &3k

Table 3-1 Questionnaires of attitudes toward organic, genetically modified food and

functional food

HH A A AR A 5 SRR
LEE R TG By LEREFEY R a.Saher et al, 2006
HAEWMERESD/ 0 7Z2HY
FR M & in/| a.good Bad
R & mNT 2B BA ey a.Kaplanidou &
do RIS Ry Aty Vogt, 2007
AT 2555 K| a.pleasant unpleasant b.l;/([)%rgm & Bosque,
g 1 #z|  b.pleasant unpleasant
Jﬂ% ,2; 5{%;% c.pleasant unpleasant c.Saher et al, 2006
iR 3 BEERY B EED a.Saher et al, 2006
= ANEEHY
a.enjoyable unenjoyable
ExHEEREY EEEaY a.Saher et al, 2006
HEBHHY EERHY
a.wise foolish
Z 2 YA a.Saher et al, 2006
L JEAL A
a.safe unsafe

3.4.2 HAEREE M - ARIUE R EFE R I S

AKifF5E£:3% Marks ~ Hine ~ Blore F1 Phillips(2008) ~ Pacini f{1 Epstein(1999) Kz
Saher % (2006)HYH7E e e » Hedzat 20 (EE H - et &2 HE & A R E
BENUUE RN ER IV ESHZTEE - BEsET A 5 B RE (Likert
scale) Fyffr & ZaiE MV LE - BIZEERS L TIFEEE,, THE, "TRER T
FE . "IFEAREREL ST R A4ET 5~ 432 1 p8UEREC - DL TIRE
[FE g REREED - BRSUEEm MEF B m P ERERERE SR  » TIFE
AEAE s HEHFEERERE  FEUSTEZEHAREER - BEREUEE WK
R Rl EHHEAARE -

KARFEMEE LA RS - B Ey By« BREREE - EREEE 2 (i - 5
DIsFeE HEa AR A  BNNUE Ban R & by B -

32 $PAEMEE A NS & A/ R A EF AR GG T



Table 3-2 Questionnaires of thinking predispositions toward organic, genetically
modified food and functional food

paE A H NEKZ 5 SRR
[E]

#H % B E LEFENASTER a.Pacini &
(rationa ey B = T A S iR i Epstein, 1999
1y a.I have a logical mind ) b.Saher et al, 200
thinkin | b.I have a logical mind
g) 2RSSR R a.Pacini &

WA ERFRE B e R IR A Epstein, 1999
MR ERFREE e R R N M

a.l usually have clear, explainable reasons
for my decisions

3 EHMARESHESHEE a.Pacini &
WEE R AR 5 T SRR b%ﬁ@ﬂ?9

a.l enjoy solving problems that require Marks et al,
harthh)i/nking N ) IR 2008

b.I enjoy solving hard problems that
require lots of thinking

4. EEREBEERES b a.Pacini &
SRR R R 7 EEHY R Epstein, 1999
BB B R R 7 LA P b.Shiloh et al,

a.] prefer complex problems to simple I 1 2002
problems

b.l would prefer complex to simple
problems

5.2 EFHEF ARG a.Pacini &

a.Learning new ways to think would be| ] Epstein, 1999
very appealing to me

6.3 o BB AR Al R BRI RRE a.Marks et al,
At o0 FE R A I BRI 2008
Pkt o0 T H R R B H A IE K5

al try to avoid situations that require
thinking in depth about something

TR EEY R BRIV ERL a.Marks et al,
BRI - e i 2008

T : 1

a.Reasoning things out carefully is not one
of my strong points

8. A Rt @i 117 a.Marks et al,
AR fig R T B o ATy R [z 1 2008

WA TE R T S AR

10




paE A H NIE Kz 5 SRR
[E]
a.] am not very good at solving problems
that require careful logical analysis
I FEEEH a.Marks et al,
PAZEE [z 1 2008
a.I do not enjoy having to think
10. 18 -E R R AR a.Marks et al,
PATE R BRI R Sae 2008
al am not that good at figuring out
complicated problems
H % & 3| 1L.EEECHHERE a.Pacini &
Gintwii | FA{E RO ey | Eosein 1999
on a.I believe in trusting my hunches ->aher et al,
thinkin | b.I believe in trusting my hunches
g) R.EFKEEEERNE a.Pacini &
KEBREE NS Epstein, 1999
al like to reply on my intuitive EE b.Saher et al, 2006
impressions ‘
bl like to reply on my intuitive
impressions
BAREBRERF HE a.Pacin@ &
a.Intuition can be a very useful way to| IH[=] Epstein, 1999
solve problems
14.fRE SRS B YRy Hieh a.Pacini &
a.I can usually feel when a person is right M) Epstein, 1999
or wrong, even if I can’t explain how I|
know
15.RBEHERE a.Pacini &
HEEHESE Epstein, 1999
a.I tend to use my heart as a guide for my B b.Marks et al,
actions ) 2008
b.I tend to use my feelings to guide my
actions
16 A EE{EEEE a.Marks et al,
AR EROEEE 2008
a.I do not like situations in which I have to| b.Pacini &
rely on my gut instincts Epstein, 1999
b.I do not like situations in which I have to
rely on my intuition
17 B E AR RBEEHRE San a.Marks et al,
2008

11



paE e H NIE Kz 5 SRR
[E]
P E A RAREMAE
a.] generally do not depend on my instincts
to help me make decisions
18,83 5 1R EBREN a.Marks et al,
ORI H S 2008
a.I do not have very strong gut instincts B 1] b.Pacm? &
b.I do not have a very good sense of Epstein, 1999
intuition
19 MR RVRE M HH R B R Y a.Marks et al,
oy IR R M E R E SE I 2008
iy [z 1
a.l think it is foolish to make important
decisions based on feelings
20.8EEECH ARNE—HZR a.Marks et al,
RAEEREANIE IR s | 2008
a.l do not trust my initial feelings about
people

3.4.3 HEREE L - ARCUE B i R ERE & i iY {E (2 #7H H (values toward organic,

genetically modified food and functional food)

KEFFE 2275 Dreezens ~ Martijn ~ Tenbiilt ~ Kok F1 Vries(2005) ~ Saher Z(2006)
K Verbeke(2005)HVRH e - $aeat 10 [HEH - MUt E B2 HEE WA
B ~ NSNS RmMEREmIEEHEE - MESETHRH 5 BiFrf E
(Likert scale) Fsffir & 23 H LR » BIEEES AT IEEERE»TEE,TRER .
"ARE  TIEE AR S RFahlsaT S 432 1 pEERERS - DL TIE
EEE . BEREES - ANSUE RS ER BRI EBN R SRR - "Ik
EARE . HEHEFEEEERE > BLETEZEEAMEELD - ZNSUER MG
KR e mrEEREE -

Jul-)

7 3-3 WAEKREE WERSUE & /@R & i E EEE B GGt
Table 3-3 Questionnaires of values toward organic, genetically modified food and
functional food

PAK: | i H (51552 5 SRR
i
B & 8 1A5EILEE - fIEREERNEES i[5 | a.Dreezens et al,

12




paE A H NE K2 5 SRR
[
(valu | FLAEBILES - AliE - TREAVAE 2005
e) | HABILOEE AL R TER b.Brunso et al
BEERES) 2004
a.Independent thought and action, choosing,
creating, exploring (freedom, creativity,
independent, choosing own goals, curious,
self-respect)
b.Creativity, independence, curiosity
2.EEHE ~ ¥ fIPkEREy A TE a.Dreezens et al,
FEFRORE - H2AIR S e | 2003
a.Excitement, novelty and challenge in life )
(an exciting life, a varied life, daring)
L EBRIHE HRIES a.Dreezens et al,
BERALHE HRTM04E 2005
a.Pleasure and sensuous gratification for & b.Brunsg et al,
oneself (pleasure, enjoying life) ) 2004
b.Pleasure, enjoyment of life,
self-indulgence
4.2FEME ~ BAEN - BEINA a.Dreezens et al,
REEER - HES - RIIA 2005
a.Personal success through demonstrating b.Saher et al, 2006
competence according to social standards | H[H]
(ambitious, influential, capable,successful,
intelligent, self-respect)
b.social power
5.4 H ORI e - AREREE a.Dreezens et al,
WE LS GHAL - A RIS 2005
ty b.Saher et al, 2006
HERETRAVHE E AT ~ AP R
B gL EHAL - AT SRR
= IEife
a.Social status and prestige, control and
dominance over people and resources
(social power, wealth, authority,
preserving my public image, social
recognition)
b.preservation of public image
6. EfRHC Rt &S - BEMAEE a.Dreezens et al,
EREREEN S - BEafg | A 2005

b.Brunsg et al,

13




|

HH

51~

5 [FH=ZRR

WEGAE R FHZ S - RBENNEE

a.Safety, harmony and stability of society, of
relationships and of self (national security,
reciprocation of favors, family security,
sense of belonging, social order, healthy,
clean)

b.Reciprocation of favors, family security,
cleanliness

2004

7.8 - 845 - TESFMANETRHE
WEEE - 185 - AEEMAI(Z TG

a.Restraint of actions, inclinations and
impulses likely to upset or harm others
and violate social expectations or norms
(obedient, self-discipline, politeness,
honoring of parents and elders)

b.Politeness, self-discepline, obedience

NI 155

a.Dreezens et al,
2005

b.Brunsg et al,
2004

8.5k ~ JRA ~ BEEGHULRER
Peatertz ~ RN BEEGUERE G

a.Respect, commitment and acceptance of
the customs and ideas that traditional
culture or religion provide the self (respect
for tradition, devout, accepting my portion
in life, humble, moderate)

b.Respect for tradition, humility, acceptance
of my portion in life

JIEd =

a.Dreezens et al,
2005

b.Brunsé et al,
2004

V.85 - HE HE - BFEAE
L)
HEH -
HE)
HEH -
fERE

a.Preservation and enhancement of the
welfare of people with whom one is in
frequent personal contact (helpful,
responsible, forgiving, honest, loyal,
mature love, true friendship)

b.Loyalty, honesty, helpfulness

2

LI~ DA EFEA

ol
o

2

R - AL AR

ol
o

NE 155

a.Dreezens et al,
2005

b.Brunsg et al,
2004

10.EEHAR - FRERIREGFEH Y
BEEEEHIR - (REREE - AR
TRRGER AR (LIRS » AW HERAIE

NI 155

a.Dreezens et al,
2005
b.Brunsg et al,

14




| HH =153 5 [FH=ZRR

a.Understanding, appreciation, tolerance 2004
and protection for all people and for
nature (equality, unity with nature,
wisdom, a world of beauty, social justice,
broad-minded, protecting the
environment, a world at peace)

b.Unity with nature, broad-mindedness,
protection of the environment

3.4.4 {#5E =375 H (health consciousness)
K BT 4% 2 & Michaelidou #1 Hassan(2008) - Lindeman - Keskivaara Fl

Roschier(2000) ~ Magnusson £{1 Hursti(2002) 5z Saher Z£(2006)fVHZEH 2 » 2%t 6
(EEH - EoRssFE 2T & B S (health consciousness) N ZEHYFREEH -
MEaeat PR 5 B3R 5e Ry KT (Likert scale) Ry EAz3EHY LB - [015 51573 & JF
BEE "B TEER L TAEE TIEFERERE . ST RFAl4%T 5
4~3-2-1 EER 0 DL TIREEE . REREEL - EREEm A EFEE
VBN EEERE RS » TIFEARER  REEREREERE - #IETE2E

ElRFE R IARRER - BP0 BEEE R R (ordinal scale) -
R 3-4 (EFEETH H GG
Table 3-4 Questionnaires of health consciousness
PAK | i H MKz 5 SRR
[

B F B B LASKEECHRER aMichaelidou &
(health BRI IR g | Hassan, 2008
conscious| a [ reflect about my health a lot
ness) [ 2. -4YEE H CREBHRINEE a.Michaclidou &

oM gy | Hassan 2008

T TR S

a.I’m alert to changes in my health

3.JEE B H ORI a.Michaelidou &
FEEERE H CHV BRI Hassan, 2008
B E BRIV IR JEd =]

a.I’'m very self conscious about my
health

15



VA" e H NE Kz 5 SRR
[
4. EHE B ORI a.Michaelidou &
HIFE RIS NEd ] Hassan, 2008
a.I’m usually aware of my health
5. RECHREER a.Michaelidou &
o B E O % Hassan, 2008
HE A EIRVEEHY M
a.I take responsibility for the state of my
health
6.FERT 12 5 CHIREHR I a.Michaelidou &
FRBIF SR R g | 2008
a.I'm aware of the state of my health as I|
go through the day
pag | i =12 5 [FHTRR
i
Hevk ToBEEVIHIEEE a.Magnusson et al,
| RS R |
iy 78| al am very particular about the healthiness|
P of food I eat
e S 2 REEEN a.Magnusson et al,
aIt is important for me that my diet is low M) 2002
in fat A b.Lockie et al.,
b.Is low in fat 2004
ST EERE R R (R a.Magnusson et al,
e AT RIe Y |
a.l always follow a healthy and balanced|
diet
BB E a4 R NEY S 2 a.Magnusson et al,
a.lt is important for me that my daily diet| e 2002
contains a lot of vitamins and minerals N b.Lockie et al.,
b.Contains a lot of vitamins and minerals 2004
B R E RS T e a.Saher et al, 2006
B FH PARZE A (S0 A 7 R A b.Lindeman et al,
EANIEIN .1 2000
a.The consumption of meat makes people M =]

behave aggressively

b.Consumption of meat makes people

behave aggressively

16




A A H NS 5 SRR
[

R aRE R R R a.Saher et al, 2006
a.If we do not somehow clean our bodies,| INH[]

unhealthy toxins remain in them

(EELISTASYN- S - 1) a.Lindeman et al,

B R 7 5 B s e | 2000
a.An imbalance between energy currents|

lies behind many illnesses

BRI A S 2L B RE B REN ¥ {5 a.Lindeman et al,

EHR 2000
a.Colours change the organism’s energy| IIH[]

vibration in a direction that is beneficial

to health

TEYIRE ke B 45 A a.Lindeman et al,
aPlants are living beings whose energy| -, 2000

potentials can be transmitted to human|

beings

F2 R JEE T (5 S A 25 PR B a.Lindeman et al,
aBy massaging a diseased organ's I 2000

surrogate in the sole of the foot, the organ|

will be restored

KNIFHENE BHE E SR a.Lindeman et al,
a.An incorrect diet makes food rot in the| IE[] 2000

body

BT BB SRS E R A a.Lindeman et al,
alt is good to detoxify one's body every| ][] 2000

now and then with a fast

&L B AT {E M AL & 1 a.Lindeman et al,
a.The statement that red drinks improve| IE[] 2000

haemoglobin is probably valid

P9 HE 5% FH B L s 7 JR (DU B Y 2 a.Lindeman et al,

AR EE 2000
a.An illness should be treated with a| NE[A

medicine that has properties similar to

those of the illness

BiRETST 70 VK > EREES/KIEH a.Lindeman et al,

4570 2000
a.Since our bodies are 70 percent water, we| NH[=

should be eating a diet that has an
approximate water content of 70 percent

17




vap| EH NEIRZ 5 [FH=ZER

[

BEMESFEHN BV E IR RE a.Lindeman et al,
a.It would bother me if a restaurant served i 2000

me food that had come into contact with|

lard, even if it had been totally removed

Iz R B R AR AR a.Lindeman et al,
a.It would bother me to eat vegetarian food| [IH[] 2000

that had been in contact with a steak

MR T EY) I a.Lindeman et al,
a.Animal blood pollutes food ) 2000

Z B B A A L R a.Lindeman et al,

a.Vegetarian food is spoilt if it has been in| IH[A] 2000
contact with meat

Y EETAEY)

a.Animal bones pollute food

a.Lindeman et al,

M= | 5000

7 A e {0 JE 8 2 a.Lindeman et al,

a.Consumption of meat dulls thinking I 2000
BWLEEESS 5 A\ HEFE a.Lindeman et al,
BWIERERE S BE NV 2000

aIn comparison to vegetarian food, JNEd
consumption of meat arouses more
animal instincts in people

345 MBI ~ B NS B an KRR & Sa Y 1T R 1 5 H (behavioural

inhibition toward organic, genetically modified food and functional food)

A5 £% Carver A1 White(1994) - Magnusson F Hursti(2002) 57 Saher 5(2006)
K. Verbeke(2005)HViAZE ey » Heakat 4 EREE - MUl EEZIIHEEHAR
BEm - BERIvEEmRER e mEEHEE - MERETHRAH 5 BERwRHRE
(Likert scale) Sy & 52 5 &M T H » BIEBIH S K TIEEERE » TRE T2ER .
PAREE S TIEEARERE ST RFaAlET 5432 1 p8ERSL - DL TIR
HBEE . REREE L - BRSCE B ER e m BN EFR RS RS » TIk
BAER ., HEEESEERE  HUFEZHEHAREED - BRIUEES
KR e aI T RN o MBI BE B R IE 7 K (ordinal Scale)

% 3-5 BIEEE L - AU B bn S R B R anHITT Rl H GG T

Table 3-5 Questionnaires of behavioural inhibition toward organic, genetically modified

18



food and functional food

PAE; = NS =] 5 SRR
T B WAl LERECIEEE a.Carver & White,
(behav | a.I worry about making mistakes NI = 1994
ioural | b.I worry about making mistakes b.Saher et al, 2006
inhibiti EHEBREENENKNEER L/EEE a.Magnusson et al,
on) Tai &EXZ?UW&“ J”Eﬁ 2002
al would feel guilty if I consumed foods|
derived from GE
’%\Fﬁﬁffﬂz%%%/%&%é%/@ﬁ%é a.Magnusson et al,
T i%&ﬁ’\])ﬁﬁﬂ J”Eﬁ 2002
a.Consuming foods derived from GE goes|
against my principles
B AR E /AR SUE & /R & a.Magnusson et al,
R e | 2002
alt would be morally wrong for me to|
consume foods derived from GE
2.5 NA i tREVZE BRF S 4= (E R 10 BRE) a.Carver & White,
& ARRERE R A PR | gy | 199
alf I think something unpleasant is going to|
happen I usually get pretty "worked up"
3 EZHSREBMERERZE a.Carver & White,
HeFeE B R Z 5 g =] 1994
a.Criticism or scolding hurts me quite a bit
4. EFEAHRERERBE 050 R a.Carver & White,
B ANABARE I8 O ERE 1994
HARBAEREREESELRERE | THE
a.l feel pretty worried or upset when I think or
know somebody is angry at me
S5.EESA R/ ERRVESERE a.Carver & White,
a.Even if something bad is about to happen to| lH["] 1994
me, | rarely experience fear or nervousness
6. BB FERERE a.Carver & White,
al feel worried when I think I have done| IH[A] 1994
poorly at something
7.BiRH & HH EE B AR /D B E R a.Carver & White,
BRI A AR e A D R R R JIEd =g 1994
a.I have very few fears compared to my friends
3.4.6 Ex e fUrE(diet category)
K527 Saher F(2006) 2 Acevedo(2008)HYEH T i P & Z A HEHEN R
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RIRE (Diet category) N ZEHY A H - ME 2 Z BUE I A R I Fr> KU (ordinal

Scale) °
< 3-6 BB AIRRIA H M GaeaT
Table 3-6 Questionnaires of diet category
SIS BUERAY EEHAE 5 [ FSORR
155 i 131 &1 & 7Y |Ordinal L. EEY IS a.Saher et al, 2006
B Fy {7 (diet|Scale O&EayEns » [ElaZ4IpA | b-Acevedo, 2008
category) [z AR (e EIE
[1BeIZR
[ st

[ et - (HRRIZAL A

[nZfadHfER 2 EER

EEESr =y L IFEaM

(Rt AR RIZAL A

[z ER TRIZEE
a.[ |Omnivorour

[ JOmnivorour but avoid red meat

[ |Eats fish and vegetarian food

[_IStrictly vegetarian [ JVegan
b.[ JEat meat and vegetables

[ |Eat only vegetables

[_|Eats fish and vegetables

[_|Eat poultry and vegetables

[_|Eat all kind of foods

LIRERIER 3R javerd

W piifEa WES 5 Ui

%
[IBHEYEIZ

3.4.7 1148355 (socio-demographic characteristics)

AhH5E 2% Chen Z£(2007) ~ Gil Z(2000) ~ Lockie Z5£(2004) ~ Mucci ~ Hough #I
Ziliani(2004) ~ Saher 5£(2006)if55 # s » Hhagat 9 [EEHE - tHE GG HIE
PR ~ A AR ~ B ~ RS ¥ 2 2 AARPER S - RP R A A HEA2 B T) »
JEGEH - B PE 2 BUEREAYESE A K (nominal scale) ; F#e ~ ZUE 12 REFIEA
R MBI 2 BUEEARNEF K (ordinal scale) ©
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= 37 2 E s R HGRE
Table 3-7 Questionnaires of socio-demographic characteristics

BN |EEEE EEHENE 5 FHSURR
1R Nominal | 1[5 (1% a.Gil et al.,
a.(Gender) scale a.] Male [ JFemale 2000
2R ) 2L 20 A F [21~30 []31~40 )
a.(Age) Ordinal | Mar-s0 Ost-60 Oetggbl | “Doeectetel

al ]16~25 [ 26~40 [ |41~67
3HEEE 3.LNE CIEg LIk
a.(Educational . CI=FR LR CIeRFERT .
background) Nominal aPrimary a.Mucci et al.,
scale 2004
[_ISecondary
[ |Tertiary/University
& 1 G 7 i W= L&
H AR al JYes [ INo

5 Nominal a.Saher et al,
a.(Natural scale 2006

sciences

education)

4 JEZERL 4[JEAZE Ok O
a.(Occupation) OE®@Ex% O - - B
OE%x% ORE [RE
OfgEd  OERK CIHAf
) a.[ [Military [ ]Governmental officers
Nominal [ JTeachers [ |Self-employed a.Chang, 2006
scale ) -
[ JRetired [IService industry
employees| |Workers
[JAgriculture/fishing
[ IStudents [ |Business people
[ JHousewives [ |Others
Z?l%[f{tj;iﬁ Nominal S-D*ﬁﬁ DE@ a.Heartya et

status) scale a.[ JSingle [ Married al., 2007
6.1 A H 6.[ 120,000 ;TBATF []20,001-30,000

g A & []30,001-40,000 []40,001-50,000

LEIW) Ordinal [150,001-60,000 (160,001 jtBA & a.Mucci et al.,
a.(Average scale a.[ ]>$500 2004

income) [ ]Between $500 and $1,500

[ |Between $1,501 and $3,000
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BIRVR | BUEEA BEEHNE 5| SRR
[ ]>$3,000 [ ]Do not know/are not sure
TXHESH 700 [N 12 13 ]
SLEE (12 % , 4 AL E .
L) NOST;?:] a.[ Jone [ Jtwo [ Jmore than three aé}&)gt al,
a.(Children
under 12)
8EXHF =LA 8.2 L&
e i B al JYes [ No
=2 Nominal a.Dilley et al.,
a.(poor scale 2010
physical
health )
9. JEEH 9. = T
a.(Place  of [BRUE (TEEE (REE (1=RE
residence) [(ERE CFEE [(JpieE [(HEE
Ll LRisaE [1NEE
=R
CIRLLTE CIRsE CIEUsE CI5S788A
CIREAN CIREES (-4 CIREIT4R
CIRE4ER 1SS CIFEEAS LIMEEE4T
N CIAEss CIARHESE [ 4E a4y . Chen et al
minal | oy Cmpess PP Covess| S ot
[k 2248 CIRopeB CIHZ4E [P Lgs
CIPKTRAE (15l LR E AR (=R
45)
CIE A& T
[l s R =R
[ EHeE [ Pl [ Jpiels [JEREE
[l [ pnsals [ INVEE [9MNET
a.[ |North Taiwan [ ]Central Taiwan
[ |SouthTaiwan [ JEast Taiwan
3.5 G W
2 3-8 RS R Bl B 1% MG IR -
% 3-8 FHIR & Y2 S0 TE R A S 4R 9%
Table 3-8 The item and codes of pretest questionnaire
&5 5 % A FE R TH
HHRBELNEEEEOF)  OF 1 f&iFHy =Y
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& i % fig (8 5t [ B

OF2 faliaim R TR

OF3 e R

OF 4 fHEBHY B

OF 5 fides:1] iR

GM 1 FREFHY MR 7=

| ) GM2 Ay N
(GM) GM 4 fEHEE B
GM 5 fize 41 Bz

FF 1 fix&FHy MR 7=

FF2 fiffiiany BR iR

S5 B8 P ] (FF) FF3 S R A
FF4 fHEEA B

FE5 {5201 iR

THIT & A e P

THR (i A

THI S o 4% B

THI4 S I s

THIS SSEaEE L5085 5

THIG 36 3 T4 ey P

THI7 (7 ATHERE S8 R S (B

THIS 48 B E4TR R A

THIO R E#E

THIIO S8 B el P
B H (THD THIIL 4{= & OO,

THII2 B e e A

THIIS (REEE BT TE

THI4 X E S RE HIEr S S 5t
THILS /& RAIFEE

THII6 FEEEES

THIL7 ﬁﬁxfﬁzﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁﬁf

THII8 ;& H{RENEEFETT |
THI19 {R@%{éﬁltﬂégfﬂﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁ’f
THI20 N{E(EHCE AE—HIE

HEA1 757 [t E CAYEREHIR
HEA2 73&8 H ORI EE
HEA3 JEHEHEH BRI
HEA4 JEE ¥ EH CHIEEHIRN

R EiR(HEA)
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& i % fig (8 5t [ B

HEA5 BEHCHERAE
HEAG6 [ERFEHEH S AR

VALl FH1LE% -~ S IRENEE

VAL2 ZEURIE ~ FrafipkeEkny S

VAL3 E#0lmE 3R AE

VAL4 BHEE ~ BRES ~ iy A

VALS5 #E3EE A Ear ~ ARIPEefmEs
VAL6 ERBER G2 ~ B
VAL7 HfE -~ 85 - NMEFMAN(S TR
VALS it ~ SR~ EEEGSHERE R
VALY &FE - HA - E - L5 SFEAgH)
VAL10 BiEHA ~ (RER - AR

{E{EEI(VAL)

BEH! FIE U
BEH2 < ANFrRAVEEEIRSE A (EHR A7 1E)
BEH3 Bt siE B IR 5

17 RA#I(BEH) BEH4 ‘& H A4 REREEH 715 O SR E
BEHS HE# AR/ DHERAME TR
BEH6 =& HA T HEIREEHE L
BEH7 EilfH & A DR 2V

R
3.5.1 TG THR

AR AT FE S IR S B AT SEE - 2010 82 6 H 27 HAI1 2010 427 H 3 HE&
F 65 RS By T Rt FEas R & 2t - DN HEAT FEG 2R H oA B S R oA
Lingr B8R eEE - SfEEBRFTAE 8 Al E R EE - BIZE& R —{(7
MR B2 RE T BEA —EME - EREEENRERY— 2R et - NgEE
DIFHBA (REER > AWTFEERA] Cronbach’s o (REUE AR AIZEAT M Z & &
REGERN—BEENE - BREAS - rERNSARAHEREERS - BIE
PR — B MR AT — 20 - AT IE 2 (5 e A SR B2 (2009) B REFE BT Ry FE (S
HEEAEAE > DL Cronbach’s o i AsPE - HEH A EE SRS FELENFE 3-9 A

7N e

%39 [EHESHIEAE
Table 3-9 Reliability norm
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Cronbach’s o {4#{H <0.3 > K~ H[{Z
0.3 = Cronbach’s a (A2E{H <0.4 —fh5EF]{Z
0.4 = Cronbach’s o fAE{H <0.5 -H][(E
0.5 = Cronbach’s o fAEE <0.7 >R o5& 7))
0.7 = Cronbach’s o (A#{H <0.9 ->{Ra[{Z(ZFE 7)

0.9 =< Cronbach’s o {%E{H

—FAy g

£ 310 FIRIEH EHEATRIR

Table 3-10 Demographic characteristics of pretest respondents

TH H BHaotb% T8 H H®Hotk%
3 hill ¥ 5 A W A
B 43.5 20,000 JCLLF 17.7
2 56.5 20,001~30,000 16.1
i i 30,001~40,000 21.0
20 BELL R 6.5 40,001~50,000 21.0
21~30 % 17.7 50,001~60,000 16.1
31~40 % 24.2 60,001 L F 8.1
41~50 1% 35.5 FPEBAREN2RIT)
51~60 5% 16.1 0 A 71.0
61 BELLE 0.0 1 A 16.1
B B 8B E N 11.3
INER: 0.0 3N 0.0
Eilss 1.6 4 N 1.6
= 17.7 & fF 3
R} 8.1 a5 1L 8.1
B2 51.6 R 4.8
BHFERT 21.0 TRk 14.5
B E S =R& 8.1
HAR 452 I 16
FHSE 113 S B 1.6
T3 1.6 IR 8.1
ZE 0.0 EE I 1.6
B 12.9 R 0.0
BIR 1.6 RIS 3.2
HE%E 4.8 SN 48
JijSEEE 17.7 ANE T 43.5
S8 3.2 FHEEEREERRES
B~ bk - HEE 0.0 v 25.8
Hith 1.6 N 74.2
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H H B % H H #BZl%

B B R =
K 35.5
[ 64.5

2 3-11 gl ST B S B H ot

Table 3-11 Item and reliability analysis of pretest questionnaire for thinking

predispositions
il = 354 AN
. L MG RGO e
‘ PIgE BRH i Alpha o
B O SR R 50.15  57.90 0.471 0.816 0.004
MORSRIFH A EE B % 5023  60.11 0.269 0.824 0.078
SEAEFEES I EENMBE 5006  59.34 0.363 0.820 0.029
SEGRHE R RE R L 5021 6391 -0.075 0.837 0.847
B EE A +asF 5029 60.08 0.291 0.823 0.075
o0 B A R Y R 49.11  62.30 0.039 0.836 0.100
A =Y A B TR (B RS 49.65  53.38 0.635 0.804 0.000
A R T 49.55  52.35 0.696 0.800 0.000
ANEEE= 4976  53.86 0.680 0.803 0.000
AE REEHE A 4944  56.12 0.440 0.816 0.000
H(EE CCRTEE 50.00  59.08 0.313 0.822 0.041
S EE OB 50.06  61.05 0.148 0.830 0.185
REHBREETF A 4955  60.94 0.167 0.829 0.438
REBREHIET Y £ 49.58 = 60.44 0.204 0.827 0.411
" EHpEE 50.66  60.13 0.294 0.823 0.049
AEEMGEEE 49.16  58.30 0.367 0.820 0.006
R ANRARREMORE 4940 5592 0.552 0.811 0.000
R HIREIVEERES] 4950  53.07 0.730 0.800 0.000

REVEMHEE A C 2EEN 4945 56.42 0.466 0.815 0.000
RETEHCCE ANE—EHIZR 49.55 52.94 0.723 0.800 0.000
Alpha =0.826

7% 3-12 FrAHEERR (G R B H oA

Table 3-12 Item and reliability analysis of pretest questionnaire for values

fHERte MRz SdEFTRAA A HHH

H H g 28R oy 2 MHEE - /;l‘pha 1 K TE M
{1 % {1 =S
BRILEE - BIENPERRIVEE 1890 12.84  0.713 0.770  0.000
SZEORDH ~ ey FIpkER Ay 4205 18.58 13.03  0.481 0.798  0.000

26



MiFrtz PR ELERA HH

5 B s 2mR s D e
(=l % {1 =S
=R H ATy S 18.58 1340  0.399 0.809  0.000
E=HBE - AR - B A 18.53 12.68  0.545 0.789  0.000
e E ORI E AL C APPSR MEE 1874 13.64 0579  0.786  0.000
HHREAREAENZE - BEMAEE 19.11  13.41 0.667  0.778  0.000
HEE - 83 - NEEM AIL(E KRS 19.19  14.13  0.463 0.798  0.000
deds ~ RAl - BEEGSUERER 1898 1497 0256  0.818 0.122
BE - =WAWE - T3 EFEAHE 19.16 1456 0436 0.801  0.008
BEAN - (RERE - HE AN 1921  14.27 0482  0.796  0.005
Alpha =0.811

% 3-13 FIHIfE R RS R o M B rE H A
Table 3-13 Item and reliability analysis of pretest questionnaire for health consciousness

) ; EIERA o, TAEIIHTE
fERTRZ MERiZZ > e TFR{zZ e e

ya
" T i meee 7o Y apn
o E C R AR 10.10 7.43 0.700 0.867 0.000
TrEEHOERINTAE 1011 7.38 0.696 0.867 0.000
JEHE EREH CHEFRAR 10.10 6.84 0.752 0.858 0.000
JEHE R H ORI 10.13 7.49 0.641 0.876 0.000
RHECHIERAER 10.24 7.43 0.684 0.869 0.000
VEHS 48 5 C AV EERER T 10.13 6.90 0.731 0.861 0.000
Alpha =0.886

% 3-14 AT RIS BE A B H o3

Table 3-14 Item and reliability analysis of pretest questionnaire for behavioural

inhibition

bRz MiERg HBlE3R4E W% THH 3

5 H g 2R 37 MHEE - Al‘pha t K e
(A 4 {1 =S
I IO 14.65 741 0.545  0.585  0.000
S AN ey E RS A (E Ay i E) 1444 796 0520  0.601  0.000
BB B EREEZ 5 1461 788 0568  0.590  0.000
BB A REREE e LA 1444 730 0606 0.569  0.000
R AR/ DR R 13.63 853  0.163  0.714  0.000
EEHA IR EHE L 1466 823 0469  0.616  0.000
L I A A e D L 14.13 956  0.024  0.740  0.085

Alpha=0.671
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2% 3-15 FUAE R n AR TH H HY P (H B AR 75

Table 3-15 Descriptive statistics of pretest for attitudes toward organic foods

5 g g ffi—i‘% ] E] oo tb %

i M 7#=SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TS MEFERY 229 095 242 323 339 97 0.0 00 00
igRe B EIREY 266 097 113 323 387 145 32 00 0.0
M= A =ETY 260 1.03 161 323 274 242 00 00 0.0
oA Y MUEEN 271 115 161 210 468 129 00 16 1.6
k2 4= 1Y MEkry 2.60 1.05 17.7 242 419 145 00 1.6 0.0

EER  IREBRE R REGBEEAREZ RS  TRERSEE
7% 3-16 BB NS B in R T H B P (H SR =

Table 3-16 Descriptive statistics of pretest for attitudes toward genetically modified

foods

15 g 5 ffa‘jiﬁ i =] o tb %

) EM #=SD 17 = 2 3 4 5 6 7
TS HY =R 440 131 - 1.6 48 17.7 274 306 113 6.5
fEriRey R EREY 452 132 1.6 32 16.1 306 242 177 6.5
MY MR =Y 461 135 1.6 1.6 161 323 210 17.7 9.7
FRESEHAY  EREEEAY 435 152 1.6 9.7 194 258 16.1 194 8.1
M4y WEkEEy 477 148 1.6 48 11.3 258 258 14.5 16.1

YA T I RBREEZ L A BEBEAREZ AR  TRERZEE

7 3-17 gl R & s AR TE H By I (E B AR 22

Table 3-17 Descriptive statistics of pretest for attitudes toward functional foods

15 5 ] ffi—*i% i = oAl bk %

i fEM  #=SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
T Y MRy 271 0 1.06 11.3 323 37.1 145 32 16 00
EriRry R EREY 294 096 8.1 21.0 435 242 32 00 0.0
MR MR =Y 3.02  1.05 9.7 21.0 306 355 32 00 0.0
MREEEAEY  EEEAY 3.05 1.06 81 21.0 37.1 258 81 00 0.0
Mz ny  EEkEEy 3.05 098 6.5 21.0 387 290 48 00 0.0
ST IRBRTRE AL ERIBEARETAE  TRERTRE

72 3-18 g AIE = TE H 1Y I (E B AE =
Table 3-18 Descriptive statistics of pretest for thinking predispositions
5 5 NS 1@4@ i H oo b %
i M #=SD 1 2 3 4 5
S e L1 224 072 113 581 258 48 0.0
MR RIFE A SR R 2.16 071 161 532 290 1.6 00
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S|

TH H M
SEA RS EENRE 2.32
SEGHR AR 2.18
2 EE T+ olks[F 2.10
it o B R A R R 3.27
P YA B IRV E RS 2.74
N R T 2.84
AEEE 2.63
A R AR R R R 2.95
HH(E EH R TEEL 2.39
SR EE0IE R 2.32
REHBREETF A 2.84
W E R A HIET Y aY S 2.81
" EHBEE 1.73
ANEEMEEE 3.23
RO E 2.98
RHEREI EERET) 2.89

R DA E EEEEHY 2.94
MMEEHCH AN —HIR 2.84

A
7#=SD
0.67
0.69
0.67
0.85
0.99
1.01
0.89
0.98
0.80
0.81
0.77
0.79
0.66
0.82
0.84
0.91
0.90
0.93

B b2 L %
1 2 3 4 5
65 597 290 48 0.0
129 597 242 32 00
177 548 274 00 0.0
48 387 355 210 00
1.6 226 355 290 113
48 210 355 306 8.1
32 113 371 419 65
48 258 339 306 4.8
113 468 339 81 0.0
145 452 339 65 0.0
32 274 532 145 16
1.6 355 452 161 1.6
387 500 113 00 00
32 339 484 113 32
00 306 403 258 32
0.0 258 468 177 9.7
1.6 290 339 323 32
00 290 323 323 65

ST = JEEEE 2= FE 3= HiE 4= AEE 5= FEAEE

7 3-19 B EEAY P (E ETRAEE

Table 3-19 Descriptive statistics of pretest for values

T 5 iy ff?ﬁ i = ) btk %

) EM #=SD 1 2 3 4 5
BERILE® - BlENIEEERAVAE 2.10 0.65 16.1 581 258 00 0.0
SEORD  Frar FIpkEkEy 4205 242 082 129 403 387 81 00
SEOwE AT ETE 242 084 113 452 355 65 16
E=HEE - ARES -~ BIEIA 247 082 113 387 435 48 16
UeEE Y E A C AR SEMNEY 226 060 81 581 339 0.0 0.0
EREREEENZ S - BENEE 1.89 058 226 661 113 00 00
HiE - e ~ NEEMAMSFKEE 1.81 0.60 290 613 97 00 00
sitidh ~ R~ BEEGSUENER 202 0.61 129 758 97 00 1.6
EECEAHE - EH - EFEARHE] 184 052 226 710 65 00 0.0
BEE R (REEIBRE - Y FRIE 179 055 274 661 65 00 0.0

ST = JEEEE 2= AE 3= % 4= NEE

7 3-20 R FE R A PP (B B AR 22
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Table 3-20 Descriptive statistics of pretest for health consciousness

7 5 g R i H b2l tE %
; fEM #=SD 1 2 3 4 5
o R E CE R 334 083 161 613 226 00 00
s e YRR 296 067 177 597 226 00 0.0
JEHE EHEH O EFRARM 3.06 079 210 532 242 16 00
JEE R H O EFRARM 298 070 194 581 226 00 00
RHECHIEFRAER 377 077 242 597 161 00 00
WEHS S48 5 C AR 363 072 226 532 226 16 00
EET 1= JEEEE 2= EE 3= Wil 4= FEE > S= FEREE

T 3-21 FITT Rt~ (B BT AR 22

Table 3-21 Descriptive statistics of pretest for behavioural inhibition

A H 4 b %
= H BHM #=SD 1° 2 3 4 5
I IO 2.11 081 194 565194 32 16
S AR ER RS R 4reE - 232 070 8.1 56,5306 4.8 0.0
BB B REE 5 2.15 0.67 145 58.1 258 1.6 0.0
R AEREREEHSELERAE 232 078 129 484 323 65 0.0
FEHREF AR DR EECER 3.13 1.00 4.8 22.6 339 323 6.5
FHRBAFEIRIEETE O 2.10 0.67 16.1 59.7 226 1.6 0.0
B & AR e D R E L R 263 0.89 8.1 37.1 419 9.7 32
DEFOR 1= EEEE 2= [FE 3= HE 4= FEE 5= IFEREE

% 3-22 gRADH B e R BIRRH Y P (H B A 2
Table 3-22 Descriptive statistics of pretest for diet category

- . Tl BEE B 5 W %

) M SD 2 3 4 5
i MG ER B AU RR Ry T 2 1.23 0.53 823 129 48 00 0.0
ET | = SHAVEL 0 2= SHEVEE » DREZAH -

3 = IZFJEMIER R
3.6 GLat A

4= IR 5= 5

Pz ZE

RIFFERNEEET i 4 F 3R F SPSS(statistical package for the social science)
for Windows 13.0 fRE2E##E 2 LISREL(linear structural relationships) for Windows

He e =577 DL LISREL 8.80

8.80 fivE2E

Ryt LE > otz mdn s
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3.6.1 JULHESER 7
SIS oA R AR A 2R R e BT T ST ~ B30 ~
S L R e 3 S H ARG T BELAMERRRE A & BT RIS AR - IR
EoHEH -
3.6.2 (SHE5HHR
Cronbach’s o {4 (B LARERASITS2 Fi (6 2 - B 22 P25 2R — BB R
Cronbach’s (X BUHLES » AFRFEIINE—EUIEREE - SATEIIHRIMALR - A1)
AR £ FREA BT ST - 52 DeVellis(1991)30 5 o (RBLE LR 0.65 7 0.70 2 iy
NI o (BB SR 070 22 0.80 = R B2 47 o (4BL{EL S 0.80 % 0.90
> PR B IERAT -

3.6.3 I8 H 534

e T MG AR TP Rk AR =T E T E P B2 H AVt 5 S 1T
DI R A1 ) YA - G LI e HLR A3 B BB s 2 - ¢ (EERE K EE(p < 0.05)
BT LUCRE » REBZ VAR KEER » RIS 2 eiibraz 8 e -
3.6.4 I t i€

EL{H P R S T L PSS B > BBy 0 S - ((REE T i A B T I
TERRA P EZ RN TTE ©
3.6.5 &5t TR AT

&ites 72 3\(Structure Equation Modeling, SEM)] AR B AR e 2 52 BT IEEL
PREERTEBLAT - R Ry S T B Y 2 B B A T (multivariate  statistics)Hy—
BR(BREEEY > 2003) - — 7 2 3 2 EHIRRE (objective status of affairs){yEERHE » —Fd
SR RREEMSEISINEEEES - (CRETHVEE S AKER » 451712 =U(SEM) 2 12k
T 78 B i 6 22 55 7 (observed  variables) Bil B {F 85 7 (latent  variable) 7 [ 5% 6
% A& RZE M (factor analysis) K /KBS 7317 (path analysis) W fE4fE T HIL A (575 #4 -
2007) «
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3.6.5.1 &5t TR IR

SEM ARSI H PAFR SR (theory) R A6HE » SRERVEARBIRAVEE ~ SR
HBLHEREE (R A R SRV RS AL (BRI - 2003) - H IR GR R R KL 221
FERENTE - BT B Z BRI EEL A > R EFEETEEE
TE(RAARE - 2009) - ARECER] R FUE (model specification) - $f4J4ATH S =
AT /R E B TR - RS A E AL - AR EA - R R
PR EHE S B S T R HE » JUE B (model identification) « $23 75
PRI MBI 22800 foA L - ARG T2 S on it BRny BLel - % SEM ErTHE Xt at
(model estimation) » 415K 22 B0 & 51 8% (assessment of fit)iEF » HEHF RTS8
FEREEE - T EZIE(model modification) B (hEH5 = - HEHLE|—(Ei &
By 1L A AP R4S T4 SN LA f# R (interpretation) (7584 > 2009) -
3.6.5.2 g MR Z i

B 56 14 [N & 53 #f (confirmatory  factor analysis, CFA) 3R R BRZRVEIR ZR 534
(exploratory factor analysis, EFA).~ {% » B8 M4 PRIZE 50477 o] DASERFF 92 5 — AR A
[E13H H YR 2R BN [E] T AR R 2R A R4 B T VR BT AR R (B RS - 2003) « £
MR R ELEREE RN Z 7 M B R BN [ELRAE T R S AY B 5 2R A 0 M7 1B A2
Pt /s F E BELAR BRI A

A5 A B aE M R 22 3 A R S B B L 1 VR T S Y L B B (% - R
FFHVHIERE R » DR e I FE iR i S R S S B R RE TE MR 2 H 5 VB S 8
DA e 5] — 1 22 85 SN R S A VAR ] 9 VRS A S8 R0 2 4 BB A T i (Bagozzi & Y,
1988) - fR{E Rl B  IHFEENE0m B DA AR s EHE AR A T3 PuE
WEWETE - BB EREE - ST 2BEECE - B L%
BRSNS
A BB

ZIEELE S B R B R SN Z AT &) - Bagozzi 1 Yi(1988)/#:#

NZE Al B EZ AR E 0.5 PAE -

W
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BB HZ (M5
AEIEE CFA st EHIERIEIEN R SRILE » ERAE AT BRI
ERDFR (AT BTt > {H 25862004 % - N ¢ [ RBIREE - R phol

8
Y7,

= .
C.fEst 28 EEE KA
M ER R B B SN Z A &R BT EE/KE » Hr HIVEEHE
Z/DERFA 1.96 -
D A LR
FARETE A HE B AME 2 RV E - JHMEEA RIS E  HEEER
BEE S HABEHE /N 2.58(J6reskog & S6rbom, 1989)

EFAR I A Ay B AG e A T B AR A
SRR 2 R TR R G/AR/ N 3 0 L HE1E(Goodness of fit index,
GFI) VA 0.9 Ry - EERUEACTEIR  Ehii & fEf51%(Comparative fit index,
CFD) » WHEHS 0.9 fy'H. - MEEACTER « PR (L8 S EFEFE(Normed fit index,
NFDICEE DA 0.9 'H - HU5HREERR - 572 5 P4 F- J5fR(Root mean
square residual, RMR) » /A 0.5 o fEAE(L15 FfR5E 7= (Standardized root mean
square residual, SRMR) » EEBELLZH/INIY 0.05 Ry E (5REGE) - 2001) -

3.6.5. 3¢5 T AR LAV THE

R TR AR A HIE T 7e 8 P iy B e iR U S RE S B I P 15
ERRG T oAV - BB ETETR o =0 B HYRHE B IR P e A A
FCFE e ~ AV SR A HC 8 (overall model fit) DL A ZUHY AT AE R A O (fit of
internal) = FAUACGFE AV ERCTE » BT 7SR ELam R ERHE AR -

Fo 7 s AR FE e A B s 5 R (hypothesized  structural model) 2 FC#E
F;(goodness of fit, GOF) [y fa] - st Y& — {2 A A {fiat 2 7% > SEM Bl
A DU TR RS IHSHS  IB N [E RIS T2 P 23l & FEFE R (goodness of fit index)
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HUETE o AR BRI R - R REEEIC TS 1% (absolute fit
measures) ~ f ¥ 2 L 515 (relative fit measures) & i %5 7 BiC 5 2 (parsimonious  fit
measures) = 5 [ (YR o FELLHT I BEH A B IRBZ BRI SEE - &8t—
feE HEECE AT - STREIRZESR  fWEAUERRRE - BRI 3-23 fr

4
7
o

7% 3-23 Bt i FI eSS

Table 3-23 The overall model fit and standard requirements of structural equation model

! [eyEE =y i AR — MR e AR
~JT1E WNAREERRE /KA > T N
o B -
RITEHHBEEEENA3 R 2
%7352 HEEE 7@ , o \ <3
xdf X HEBV B Bl iE
JE RS
\ [: GFLEy st o] DA fi 22 5
BRI L) RRR A B
A dfeils g 09 SBALLERLELAET LI GFI>0.9
index) Bl ZZ &Ry 8 R g Bl R S B T
Bl -
AGFI 5 =% 8 f&1 =0 1] 5 12 1Y
Yt GFI > [HAGFINNZ B EHEE5
wile | R E S & CFEAAGFISHRFRYIEE -
jefm AGFI AGFLZE &% H FHE 5 (HANE] AGFI> 0.9
(adjusted goodness  F FH EEAYREZ B BE DAAH [E] YA '
of fit index) HETTEERES - & >0.9 0 FTRIFRIH
FHIE 49 A B 1% Frat B H 2R AV
HEACE S -
AT IR RMRZEFEARS - —RNZEIVE
RMR ZEIREH - DURBERZREAVR RMR <0.05
(root mean HEyes4E ; 52<0.05 - B
residual)
fEste (L AR FH A RMREE A 37 48 WY IR 4
SRMR St e = EECHE: o SR
(standardized root  BEFEFEEI AL » BASRMRYE  SRMR =0.05
mean square BE o T =0.05 fERE{LEEHER
residual) FLEHEE S
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VAL AC i fEHE fhr AR — R HEARAE
RMSEA Fy L i 28 Gy 55 =X B 6 1
ety RE ARV | TR Z AR/
s BB E B
RMSEA =0.05 - H/NR0.05% T REFEC
(root mean square 28 ; > JMR0.05%0.08 7 i - BT Ky RMSEA=0.05
error of FREEREEC | 5 0.08%10.10 2[4 »
approximation) — ETfy T EERERC ,  KHR0.1EF -
AR TN Bl -
Friomiiiissy  CRUR G iE A B 7 AT Y E
CFI ORS00 R o g
(comparative fit — BRE fEEREAENAILSEIEE » .
index) A & /IR -
NFILRy EER B e A A B fg v A5 A
i re HIRT 22 7] DARR B
PRIICIER . meiunsosie s =090 o
(ommed fit indey  LMEELRRISE A 103 g =
BA A
Fey S B B A R -
R o NNFLE =5 @ i S A 12 Y
i | PP IR NET . (ENNFUR R R
=09 SPEREEEEY NNFI=09
(non normed fit o e [ A .
indexy AR R R
g o
WEBEREE & =09 > ST EINNFDR; )i 3 i
IFI BRA R/ NEFANFIFS 8 52 2 - IFI=0.9
(incremental fit B
index)
HEEACTES  RFLE{EAR - R U AT
RFI K o RFI=0.9
(relative fit index)
iR EERCTE R PNFIENFIFYEIE  F5=0.5 -
PNFL PNFI=0.50
(Parsimonious
R normed fit index)
MG | SR EECIERE  PGFLUEGFIZR AL E 51
fate PGFI ot BEA KRB RE A
(Parsimonious % =05 » BgfEAfhats  POF=0.50
@ﬁﬁifm BUN% > A MESEMIE
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Py ki et — R FERRAE
RS RTEIE -
AEEEEIEIE BRI AICTE R E XA BRI

AIC S T A 2 AIC S 4 (E I
(Akaike I\ o AIC=1
information
criterion)
CN st AV U4 > & CNT5

R B 2005 s = T LU VIR

(Hoelters critical N)

JERRAER -
BN R

g% S ii E PRIZR 1Y & ] B 7R B E K

520 e SRR R K > T ETE

}E@B éﬂ*%fiﬂ %?EEE o

BRI - B EHFIHIR(2010) » EF-4(2006) K =2 HHF£(2009)
IO~ &SRR G
4.1 BEARFIE ST

AHFE LA Cronbach’s o (58 ~ BLEEZR4E 5T~ MHBRME R IE B 5307 ¢ BiE Foficis: -
MBS BN e S 5 A1) P 2 T o MBRARicte By ¢ BSR4 I 2 MHRRME R BV
0.2 %  BEZEHMIERE 2 E S 2B IE 2% Cronbach’s o {5 ; JHH 5347 t 182
TEMER AN 0.05 & - LGATEMN 65 (73 RT3 LUMSE ST H 53z (BN s
i B S SR Y R R SRR 330 {7 AR E G 304 13 B RS A R s 92 %o
4.1.1 ZEHE 2 AR

TEAHCHA BN G BB LR EE T 0 A5 662 % » JHEET
LA 31~40 Jz 41~50 BRATHRIER % » &5 29.7 % 5 21~30 BRAFHE NBR T » Fy
19.2 % < JHBEEHERE MR RIEZ RS » 2 404 % > =R > £ 29.9
% o HEEWSEIIRIE RS » 5 34.9 %o » HICRBENEURESE » &5 17.6 154
% o SHBEEISWIRI » KIGE B 40.7 % - EMEEF 59.3 %  JHEHE AP H UL
AS L 20,001~30,000 T e 34.1 % » HZUE 30,001~40,000 7T > £ 21.0 % -
HEERP 12 AT REAR - LLO AERE  #63.2% 1 AEFERZ » Fy21.2%
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° JHEE HAIYE(ER LS e e R % > 22 20.6 % > HXRysilER% - (5 19.6
% o HEBZRPAGMERES - (5332 % MEPRAEEMRES > Ak 668 %
S HBEBHEELRE  FTARYEIZEEE 73.6 % BOBRMHNE » 4z E
HeAh 22.8 %7 3.6 % -

WAMIUNEE H AR EE LR > BURMITGT - LRSI EEES
METHEIABUR S - P HRERH 3 A& 3 NP EEERIENL 5.5 % > BRg)
SERI R A EEERRE - HIEAE R4 5 B AR R R ZARRERTFEH T -

% 4-1 EARGEZIHERATRR

Table 4-1 Demographic characteristics of respondents

TH H HBHal% T8 H HBHIHE%
3 bill ¥ B3 A WA
B 33.8 20,000 JtEA ™ 16.2
S 66.2 20,001~30,000 34.1
i 5 30,001~40,000 21.0
20 LA T 7.1 40,001~50,000 11.8
21~30 j5% 19.2 50,001~60,000 8.8
31~40 5% 29.7 60,001 D/ I 9.9
41~50 3% 29.7 FHPREBAREA2RLUT)
51~60 7% 14.3 0A 63.2
61 KLl I 7.1 1A 21.2
B B B E N 11.3
INER 0.5 3 A 3.6
Eils 3.0 4 N 1.9
= 29.9 FTPEEERBEERES
Ly 19.0 = 33.2
KEE 40.4 % 66.8
WH5EFT 7.1 = ¥ 3
Tk * ST
HAH 17.6 gLl 9.9
PEHZE 15.4 Vank—{ 9.1
T3 9.1 T 20.6
RE 0.8 “R&E 13.2
B4 9.3 Ll 6.3
RIR 1.9 L 2.7
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H H B % H H #BZl%

HEZE 2.5 Hi<E & 3.0
i[SE 34.9 LR 2.2
fFEH 1.4 JiiR= AN 1.6
= e 0.0 Hi$A S 6.6
Hith 7.1 /N 3.3
B M KR K SR 19.6

R 40.7 H Atz 2.5
[y 59.3

4.2 el S M2 oA

42.1 THE SR

H H i Resseat MG AR PR ARy — Tt e TR - THH et B
HETTE UG R AR - R S B EERVERE - ¢+ [HEEEK
H(p < 0.05)FTLIRE » REFEVENYZFUKAERs - AIFHRSC T3 7 A S bR
ZIHH e

KAFELIE B ot pgE Y T AR ERVERE | - T BEARENUS R
AVRERE |~ T ER B amAVRRE T EETEE - TSR T EEE L K TTh
HH L SFERUH H AT E U@ R EDAVEHE - k% 4243444546 4-7
Ko 4-8 GEERRET > S BER M PR (Sig )R (Sig B E/ VI 0.05) - A REIA
(item) Mg EAHHIE -

422 (FEST
Cronbach’s o {RE{EAREEAGTFE AT H 2 & ERMEGE R —2UEEE

Cronbach’s o {58tk » (AR FBRAAT —EMEE - SHEVHBMERS - A8
AR A& RTERAY AT SEME © DeVellis(1991)52 5y Cronbach o A#{E/ N 0.65 FyfE(E
» Cronbach o REE R 0.65 & 0.70 2 it Fyfz/ NI #252{H > Cronbach a {4E{H
112 0.70 % 0.80 2 fif] Ry AHE 4F > Cronbach o {RELE 5L 0.80 2 0.90 2 RAHI K 4F
o AWFTLL Cronbach o (h#lgE G B &Y T EEIHE T EFEEH T E
EE K& "7 R FEBURE B - SHER G BRI FEEE > W5
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(S IRV -
R 42~ 4-3~ 44~ 4-5 - 4-6 ~ 47 Jr A-8 45 REUR - T AR ELAVREE
fJ Cronbach a {H =0.922 ~ " ¥ RAUUE B anfYRERE | #Y Cronbach a {§ =0.952 -1
YRR A mYEEEE Y Cronbach o fH = 0.935-" 215 H 19 Cronbach a {H = 0.729
~ M {@FE =% ) Cronbach o {H =0.933 ~ " {EH{E#] , Cronbach o {H =0.881 ~ " 17 fflll
il ; Cronbach a {H =0.748 » f{ZFRATA 737 IH HHAY Cronbach o {HELE =S -

% 4-2 LA AR E (S T EIE H o

Table 4-2 Item and reliability analysis of organic food

bRtz MR HBHEFTRA W% HE
TH H 3 Z8E 5y 2 1R > All\pha t T e
(E1 2 (1 =
TS MZERY 1028 14.18 . 0.796 0.905  0.000

IR TRA] AR 10.02 - 1427 0.855 0.894  0.000
T Y MAZER 1006 14.14 - 0.833 0.898  0.000

TaRHEHA Y MEEETY - 9.91 1438  0.795 0.905  0.000
FR 224 BEkeey  10.00 1440  0.721 0.921  0.000
Alpha =0.922

% 4-3 IEARGEENIUE RS FETEIE H o1

Table 4-3 Item and reliability analysis of genetically modified foods

bRz -~ fHbRie  ELEFRLE e HE M
H H g 28R 5y 2 MHEE > Al\pha t i e
(EN 2 2 =
TS MR 18.30 34.20 0.884 0.937  0.000

IR TRA] BAERE 18.17  34.89 0.922 0.932  0.000
T Y MAZET  18.04 3424 0.882 0.937 0.000

TR HEEH 1Y MUEREN  18.34  34.26 0.797 0.953 0.000
iR Z 2= Y WGy 17.93  34.26 0.855 0.942  0.000
Alpha =0.952

* 4-4 EAMGRERWER T EIEE T

Table 4-4 Item and reliability analysis of functional foods

fiERte  fMlERe HHEFTRA P HHEH T
H H 2 28R oy 2 1R - All\pha t T e
{1 44 [E1 =S
TS HY =R 1138 19.68 0.795 0.926  0.000
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bRtz flERe HBAEFTRA P HE T
H H 2 28R 5y 2 1R - All\pha t T e

H 44 B =S

MriRey MR RIREY 1117 1943 0.882 0911  0.000
MEEE EBAEERY 1114 19.14 0.844 0.917  0.000
TixHE A Y MREEERY  11.03  19.38 0.836 0.919  0.000
T2 2 1Y MREkEHY 1096 19.61 0.783 0.929  0.000

Alpha =0.935

% 4-5 ARG EFHEE R EEH T

Table 4-5 Item and reliability analysis of thinking predispositions

fbre  MiFRk EAEFRAE Wi HHEH T
H H 2y &R 57 MHEE - [;l‘pha t h e
B # (N R
BETAG VR 52.53 4045 0.322 0.718  0.000
MORRIFE A EE R 52.60 4041 0.301 0.719  0.000
SR FEES IEERE - 5237 40.14 0.302 0.718  0.000
S R RE RS 52.53 41.59 0.141 0.731  0.000
BEENEE S E [ F 52,57 39.55 0.342 0.715  0.000
o B A R Y R RE 5174  41.02 0.184 0.728  0.000
A Y R 2 FRHIERE 51.87  38.23 0.428 0.707  0.000
NE R FAEE T 5191  37.44 0.528 0.698  0.000
ANEEES 52.15  37.49 0.500 0.700  0.000
A R RR R A 51.89  38.01 0.427 0.706  0.000
HIEE B TEE 5234  40.57 0.286 0.720  0.000
SEREE 0B R 5223  41.79 0.114 0.734  0.000
REEREEH 1A 5178  42.24 0.067 0.738  0.020
REEREHETE Y B 51.83  41.34 0.149 0.732  0.000
B EABEE 52778  41.39 0.185 0.727  0.000
NEEEEE 51.62  41.37 0.193 0.727  0.000
B ARARREMOR E 51.82  39.77 0.331 0.716  0.000
RHEIREIEERE N 51.86  38.90 0.432 0.708  0.000
REVEMEPEE I EEEE  51.81  39.35 0.276 0.721  0.000
NMeEEHCH AE—HI%R 5192  38.92 0.365 0.713  0.000
Alpha =0.729
2 4-6 IER G IR EMR(EE o EIE H o

Table 4-6 Item and reliability analysis of health consciousness
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PRz MPre HEERE HH

3 B 2wy 2R s D e
B # (=l =

Feo7 R Y FREE AR 1031 11.80 0.721 0.930  0.000
oS E RS 1035 11.36 0.813 0919  0.000
JEE E EH ORI 1042 11.10 0.839 0.915  0.000
JEE EE EH ORI 1040  11.17 0.829 0.917  0.000
RECHEFEER 1048  11.62 0.781 0.923  0.000
FERF 12 H CAY BRI 1041 11.18 0.826 0917  0.000

Alpha =0.933

% 47 ARG EEREE T EE H o

Table 4-7 Item and reliability analysis of values

MPRTR MHERE BLERE Mk HEH M

H H g ZSE MR 2 e
(N 4 (EN Alpha bE5Y
BRILEE - BIENPERAVEE 2034  23.01 0.626  0.868  0.000
SEORDH ~ T FIpk Ry A0S 20.11 © 23:15 0488  0.880  0.000
=EECIDmE HRiay A rE 2021 2339 0470 0.881  0.000
=HBE -~ BRI~ B 20.08 23.01 0.593  0.871  0.000
MO g - ARIPRAEE 2023 2266 0.680  0.864  0.000
HEER A S ~ 1B E IS 20.62 2270 0.721  0.862  0.000
HiE - 2 - NMEEMALS KR 20.74  23.06 0.659  0.866  0.000
stk ~ R - BEESTEER 2054 23.17 0.624  0.869  0.000
EE - EE e T SHEAHES 2062 0 2295 0687 0864  0.000
BEER 4R (R - FHEHEALE 2069 23.17 0.614  0.869  0.000
Alpha =0.881

% 4-8 IEA M7 RAIHI(E R oA EArE H o0

Table 4-8 Item and reliability analysis of behavioural inhibition

PRIz MHER{e BLERI Mk HE O

TH E| WYy R SR 2 Tk
(=N g [N Alpha B

IE LIRS 15.03 9.58  0.557 0.698  0.000
S N TR EE BT 28 AR 3R - o7 i) 14.94 937  0.570 0.693  0.000
BB B EREEZ 5 15.05 941  0.623 0.684  0.000
R REREE A OELERAE 14980 939 0580 0.692  0.000
FEHEF AR DR ECER 1421 1088  0.190 0.783  0.000
FHREAFEIRIEETE O 15.01 9.63  0.536 0.702  0.000
B A A AR e D R LR 1472 10.65  0.277 0.759  0.000
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Alpha = 0.748

4.3 ottt

RO PESEET AT PR AT A B, Rt Fefd
DL APV R e B NSy W I AN 9 T 2N AT P T =

BRGERE -

4t

17K

#gorke ~ 3otk - P
GAELEZIN

AWFESH B2 AT R - AREELIRRE - BRSE R IR -
fEFRLAVRRRE ~ BHEIHE -~ AR - EEE T RIH - JHEEEaiRE
FIHH - DI SET 2R E 0L SFHBCUREEFENER > B LEHAVE

FEME > SRIHH D -

% 4-9 LG AR AR TH H Y P (E Bl

Table 4-9 Descriptive statistics of attitudes toward organic foods

15 5 eSS ?AE i =] oo L %

) M #=SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TS MR 229 1.09 266 34.6 250 11.8 08 0.8 0.3
iRy ECRERRY 255 1.02 154 343 335 146 1.6 03 0.3
MR MR =Y 251 1.06 179 346 283 176 1.1 03 03
TixHE B Y MEEN 2.66 1.06 143 308 335 192 1.1 08 03
T2 1Y MEkry 256 113 192 302 31.0 157 25 1.1 03

YA T VRBEGZRLE - G BEEAREZAE  TRERZEE

% 4-10 A\ FGRENBUE BoamRRREIH H Y P [E A=

Table 4-10 Descriptive statistics of attitudes toward genetically modified foods

15 g i 3@4@ i =] o L %

A fEM #=SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TS HY =R 437 1.60 52 6.6 195 195 23.6 154 102
iRy R ERRy 447 150 3.0 6.0 168 264 214 159 104
MY MR =Y 460 159 3.8 52 154 23.6 21.7 151 15.1
TixHE BH Y MEEN 434 1.67 47 11.8 132 247 179 159 11.8
T2 1Y MEkery 468 1.64 3.6 60 154 198 209 17.6 168

YEEON L IRREGERE - AR BEER AR TRERZRE

% 4-11 IEZ\G R R AR IH H B P B AE 22

Table 4-11 Descriptive statistics of attitudes toward functional foods

H H ¥y 5
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*

BM #=SD 1° 2 3 4 5 6 17

TS MRZERY  2.54 123 209 327 272 129 38 16 08
iRy EoRERRy 275 117 143 294 313 20.1 27 14 0.8
MR ER =Y 278 125 16.8 264 294 206 47 1.1 1.1
TixHE A Y MEEN 289 123 126 266 313 220 4.1 25 08
T2 1Y MEkr 296 126 12.6 242 308 239 55 16 14

YA T VRBRGZRLE - A BRI AR AE  TRERZRE

% 4-12 IEAE A HH AP [ U=
Table 4-12 Descriptive statistics of thinking predispositions
Py ARt H 7 k. %

= H BM #=SD 1 2 3 4 5
BET AL TR 232 068 88 536 343 33 00
ORI E R EE 225 072 129 527 316 22 05
EHMARELTESHIME 249 077 82 431 412 66 08
SR RE R 232 080 146 456 332 66 0.0
B HE R RS (F 228 081 173 426 357 38 0.5
MEREAMEEAEE 289 084 3.6 280 464 198 22
(U EY R ESRAES, - 3.02 088 27 247 459 214 52
N RarA R i 306 086 25 220 464 250 4.1
FEBES 330 089 25 137 423 341 74
AE R R E IR E 3.04 092 49 209 437 261 44
H(EE CCHTEE 251 072 66 426 442 66 00
SERE OB R 262 083 7.1 379 412 129 0.8
WHBREETITE 307 085 25 217 459 264 36
RKERAEFIESEY)ESE  3.02 085 33 220 478 234 36
B RS 207 074 217 519 245 16 03
A EEREEE 277 073 41 277 560 115 05
R AR E 297 079 25 231 514 209 22
RHEIREIVEERES] 301 078 14 223 536 195 33

REVE M EE A EEEEN 296 098 58 266 396 220 6.0
RETEHCCE ANE—HIZR 3.07 088 33 209 464 247 47

g 1= JREEE 0 2= FE 3= il 4= AEE 5= FEAER
% 4-13 ER PSRRI Ty e
Table 4-13 Descriptive statistics of health consciousness

- . T OEE_ B 5 b %

57 R E R 2.17 076 20.1 451 330 19 0.0

M #=SD 1 2 3 4 5
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7 g g fEAE i El oo tE %

) HEM #SD 1 2 3 4 5
oS T ORI A 213 077 212 478 283 27 0.0
JEHE EHEH CHEFRARM 205 079 269 429 283 19 0.0
JEHE R H IR 207 079 250 451 275 25 00
RECHRERER 1.99 075 269 484 234 14 0.0
WERF S 4E 5 CHYEEEE IR 206 0.79 258 442 277 22 00

YR 1= JFEEE 2= HE 3= Hil - 4= AEE 5= FEAEE
% 4-14 IR BEERN P E B

Table 4-14 Descriptive statistics of values

Iy PR H 7 k%

s H BM #SD 1 2 3 4 5
BHRILE ~ BIEARRAVEE 235 075 104 497 343 52 03
SEORH - T FIpkER A2 2.57 088 102 365 409 104 19
=R H ATy AR S 248 086 129 374 401 85 1.1
EHEBERE -~ ARl - BRI A 260 078 85 310 533 58 14

EREH IV L - AR EAIE
4

HHEER RSN - BEMMAEE 206 071 198 560 225 14 03

EE - B - REZEMAESRSE 195 071 258 549 179 1.1 03

F.*?‘iﬁ‘i___%fﬂ.-%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%&?f? _______ 215 073 (173 330 280 1.1 05

BE - EwE - HE - T SHEA
)

BEEE AR - (LEEE  FYHEACE 199 073 253 516 217 1.1 03

EEoR 1= JEEEE > 2= FE 3= %l 4= FEE 5= FEAEE
2 4-15 UG RAHHY P (H B AE =

Table 4-15 Descriptive statistics of behavioural inhibition

g H 49 b %
= H M #=SD 1° 2 3 4 5
IIE LIETE 229 0.78 124 525 299 41 1.1
S AN RIERES A ER e 238 081 11.5 473 33.0 7.7 0.5
I B R R & 227 0.75 135 505 316 4.1 0.3
IR A R R EE e LIRS 235 0.80 132 456 352 55 05
AR DR ECER 3.12 091 3.6 22.0 37.6 33.0 3.8
FBEAFEIRIEETE O 231 079 11.5 53.6 275 69 05
B A A7 AR P D 2 LR 260 0.84 8.5 354 451 93 1.6
EET 1= JEEEE 2= EE 3= Wil 4= FEE > S= FEREE
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7 4-16 [E M HEE AR AYRRHY I {H B 7=
Table 4-16 Descriptive statistics of diet category
. - VT OEE  H 5 %
) BM %=SD 1 2 3 4 5
s M R R B A RE Sy el 2 142 085 736 162 6.6 14 2.2
EER 1= SEEYEL 2= SEEYEL - ERRIZAIN
3= IR » 4= IZEYER » 5= EalsER

4.4 Brsa N = ot

Bge kN 2 7T (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) B] DR FE 23— 0 imba A
[E) R H YN Z AN E AR N Z G Bl YA BT A A B (B A% B - 2003) - &
SV HIERR - DR e e U S R R B B A e IR & L S VAR R B
LIK? [5] — 68 22 58 B0 BE 36 70 /1 (] WO VB8 2 528 AT A B R 17 8 (Bagozzi & Y,
1988) » ABFEAE LLE 1 PABgRG TN 22 7747 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)E ]

B R RTE L B A TR -

4.4.1 BEFETEH A E
4.4.1.1 M= et
HIFe 4-17 i » TEHE SR e i T AV REFE I H TRl E e IE RN A & b
(B33 0.5 DI -AYREE » SEESIEIERE (i 25 EI/ VR 2.58 » B r-value 4R
{EIRESKIA 1.96 » SIS B Rt -
%417 FARIGREIEE — AEE SRR 285t

Table 4-17 The measurement model estimates of attitudes toward organic foods

R 2 e 4 j_\‘,\ \—‘S‘EA 3 S 2
ey ey DR e peee g2

()
w4 e OF 1 0.91 0.35 19.337  0.70
= ﬁg‘ ’?D OF 2 0.93 0.18 22.24:: 0.83
i fE OF 3 0.93 0.25 2093 0.77
S OF4 0.88 0.34 19.22 0.69
3 OF 5 0.84 0.59 16.08""  0.54

Fkk

% p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05
4.4.1.2 WA RIS G AT

Y 2GR > T ARZEE 2B ER 0 MiEL 28 vEss
RS 7 e S TR A B 5 PR AT AR T A  BERS AL PR E AR 4-18 s » 4B
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FCfERRZ RUTE R 3117 (BZRABANZE - BTl RE# AR S M R A (L
BEERHER - SUURREAC R E STERE TR - SRS BEUR A H]
PEZIEREROE A

®4-18 EAMGEEHE - AREEmBEE T Z IR E TSR

Table 4-18 The confirmatory factory analysis of attitudes toward organic foods

it fEEE HARE GEER
¥ E 31.17 RUNATEF fEARRE R
v2/df 6.234 =3  RKFE
GFI 0.97 =09 &
AGFI 0.91 =09 &
CFI 0.99 =09 &
NFI 0.98 =09 &
NNFI 0.97 =09 &

IFI 0.99 =09 5&
RFI 0.97 =09 &
RMR 0.026 <0.05 54
SRMR 0.022 <0.05 5&
RMSEA 0.11 <0.05 £G&
PNFI 0.49 =0.50 H[HEEZ
CN 176.69 =200 @ K5E

4.4.1.3 NIE&E AR a1

B 1 IR 2R 0 i 2 VA 52 B 7 {5 JE (comstruct reliability, CR) ~ 4H &5
(composite reliability, CR) ~ /2#E(SE (squared multiple correlations, SMC) ; SMC /&
HEREGENVITE - (ARG ESE RS ENILLS) - SMC 1Y FEER
B 05 » R RSIHRRLS - TATHIBRE « PR EIE - TR

Q[ AR

(average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE) AVE E:tEFE&
ZABIZBIH(MEER)HZE WIS EREE T > S PS8 EMNERS
(AVE = 0.5) » AR SH S 0E ERUERUE -

WF 4-19 FrRATA BB IE Z HEERE SMC IEEFE AR 092 - B 240
fRFES] > SIS EMNERS(AVE = 0.5) > HEREN 0.70 > HIFRRZEEES
SEHIE FEFIULRRUE -
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% 4-19 BRBIER T 2 B SR S U R R R R
Table 4-19The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of attitudes
toward organic foods

BEEY BREW R EEEE PERNERE

OF 1 0.70
HEHEEE OF2 0.83
HEJEE OF 3 0.77 0.92 0.70
i3 OF 4 0.69
OF 5 0.54
OF 1
OF 2
0.93
OF 4

2REEIHE ~ AREERBEEIERR SRR

Figure 2 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of attitudes toward organic foods
4.4.2 RefETE H - BN BUS B an
4.4.2.1 Qg 28t
W% 4-20 For o TBESEEERNIUS RV > BIZBIHN RS E L
EHIFEE 0.5 DL ERIIEAE » B ESIRMEEE (LR EIT/NRY 2.58 » H t-value HJLE¥S
EHIRE AL 1.96 - S IEAEHIE SRR -
%420 EXRIBRIAE — HRBUS &R AR SR

Table 4-20 The measurement model estimates of attitudes toward genetically modified

foods

EESE  EmsE REARE0 EEEEE 3 R’
GM 1 1.00 0.27 2145 0.79
w \ GM 2 0.96 0.16 22,947 0.85

N %7_\‘ T/-:il: =9 ok
& Eézgﬁ GM 3 0.98 0.22 21.97 0.81
HHEVEIX GM 4 0.91 0.43 18.56 " 0.66
GM 5 0.98 0.28 21.087 0.77

kK

Fp<0.001 ~ "FE p<0.01 - FE p<0.05
4.4.2.2 FIEETIBLE o3 AT
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ST Z &R - AR E 2 BIGETEE - MEE2BEETHEE
SRS IR & BRSBTS IR EAIRR 4-21 for > EHTE
FCfERRZ RUTE R 12.62 (B ABAVNTE - FrLI N RE# 2R S R R A (2
BEERHER - SUURSEAC SR E STERE TR - SRS BEUR A H]
PEZIEREROE A -

% 4-21 IEXEEREHE - ARSE R mgsa ot ZEtRE s R

Table 4-21 The confirmatory factory analysis of attitudes toward genetically modified

foods
i fERE HAR(E GhA

1B 12,62 AuhNAFE  FEARRE e
v2/df 2.52 <3 &

GFI 0.99 =09 F&E
AGFI 0.96 =09 /&

CF1 1.00 =09 £&

NFI 0.99 =09 FHF&E
NNFI 0.99 =09 HFE

IFI 1.00 =09 /&

RFI 0.99 =09 F&
RMR 0.013 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.011 =005 &
RMSEA 0.063 <0.05 RFFE
PNFI 0.50 =050 &

CN 435.15 =200 sy

4.4.2.3 NIESEREERCTEIE < 5T

Bpes MR & 70t < VB AE SRR 2 (Z JE (construct reliability, CR) ~ #H&E[E
(composite reliability, CR) ~ Zf#{Z & (squared multiple correlations, SMC) ; SMC &
NZEERERVITE - AR ESE A S I - SMC RYEEFYEEX
B 0.5 - THERAHIRREES - PHIFMBRE - VIR R - TR

=R

(average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE); AVE Es B
ZEBEBHMWEERHZ B SN P RMEET] - HVEEREMNERS
(AVE = 0.5) » ARzt eA s i E AU ssss -

W% 4-22 FrRpTABAESTH B[S SMC IYEEFYE KRR 0.94 > Hle sy
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fikE s > PR EHERSAVE = 0.5) - HETRER 0.77 > QIR ZEHER
JEHINE FEARUE -

< 4-22 BEmg N R i Z T S RO IR (B[S BV R B i ek
Table 4-22 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of attitudes
toward genetically modified foods

B BREN R BEHEEE VYRIEEE

GM1 079
” o GM2 085
R R 7S B
%i!%%f GM3 081 094 077
HARTERS T GM4 0.66
GM5 077
1.00
GM 2
¥ 096
B R
0.9 BEREEEE) ) 40
0.91
GM 4 |4

3REEIHE - ARuE R ERR TR EE
Figure 3 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of attitudes toward genetically
modified foods

4.4.3 REFETH H (2R i
4.4.3.1 M eS8 5
W= 4-23 Fios > BEEEEHEFE e LVERET - BIRSHENZERE L EY
2 0.5 DL EAVIEERE » TBE SIERIE R LIS EI/NA 2.58 > H r-value HY4BEHETT
BRI 1.96 » SIS B R -
* 423 ERXMGREHE - @R emll S50 2855

Table 4-23 The measurement model estimates of attitudes toward functional foods

BERY BIEEH NEEMEM) FEELEE E R’

FF 1 0.69 0.22 19.04  0.69

HER&EM  FF2 0.71 0.13 213177 0.79
fJEEFE  FF3 0.76 0.15 214277 0.80

FF 4 0.71 0.25 18.59°  0.67
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BIEEE Emsy REAME0) EEEEE E R?
FF 5 0.69 0.32 17.06  0.59
Ep<0.001 - FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05

4.4.3.2 YAt RIBL S Sy
SYMEETZ &R - AR E 2 BIVGETEE - eSS B EETHEE
SR RS IR & BRSBTS IREAIRR 4-24 For > EHHE
FCHERRZ RITE R 81.90  (HZRABANTZE - FrLINREH 2R S M R A (2L
BEERHER - SUURBSEAC SR E SRR - SRS BEUR A H]
PEZIEREROE A -
* 424 FAMGEEHEE ~ @ERmEE T Z i E TSR

Table 4-24 The confirmatory factory analysis of attitudes toward functional foods

el fEEE HARE GE
¥ E 81.90  FUINAIAF - TE4BRE SR
v2/df 16.38 =3 K&
GFI 0.92 =09 &
AGFI 0.75 =09 X£EGE
CFI 0.96 =09 &5&
NEFI 0.96 =09 &
NNFI 0.92 =09 &

IFI 0.96 =09 &
RFI 0.91 =09 &5&
RMR 0.026 <0.05 5&
SRMR 0.036 <0.05 5&
RMSEA 0.21 <0.05 £5&
PNFI 0.48 =0.50 H[HEEZ
CN 67.88 =200 @ KGE

4.4.3.3 NIE&E BRI Z a1

B 5 VRN 28 o0 At 2 VA 2 B 7% (5 & (construct reliability, CR) ~ ¢HE&(E[E
(composite reliability, CR) ~ Zf#{Z & (squared multiple correlations, SMC) ; SMC &
NE &RV ITE - (R ESH AT R B8 ELp] - SMC AYEE S EREX
B 05+ AREEMIRRRES - TITHEBRE « FHSAMIE - TR R

(average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE); AVE Ei B
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ZEBRBHMEREERWZE S B RERT - S5 PYEEMNERS
(AVE = 0.5) » RIFoR#Z & em e E AR EUE -

WF 4-25 FRFTEVBESIE Y EEEE SMC EEFUE AR 0.92 » B2
FRFET) > SIS EMINEREAVE = 0.5) » E{EIRER 0.70 > RIFRRZE8ER
JEHIE FEFIUR R

F 4-25 BEss IR R i 2 B SRR (S R B R e e E F

Table 4-25 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of attitudes
toward functional foods

BUEEY BREW R OEBEN VHRHERE

FF1  0.69
- FF2 079
%ﬂiigféﬁﬂf FF3  0.80 0.92 0.70
TOR) X FF 4 0.67
FF5  0.59
FF 1

AREEIHE — EFE RN RZ iR

Figure 4 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of attitudes toward functional foods
4.4 48 EI5H
4.4.4.1 Qg2 st
W% 4-26 FiR > TEAE SR RUE S TH H BB E SRR LR = EE/ it 2.58 » H
BIZZBINR A& A EARE 05 DLEAYEERE - H r-value FYSEEHEER THII »
THI2 ~ THI3 ~ THIS KJi* 1.96 - [N > FLEi (AR FR AET TR (26 -
7 4-26 1IEF([HEEHH H M EHEI 2855

Table 4-26 The measurement model estimates of thinking predispositions

RS BIEEY NEAEMEM FEELEE E R’
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TR BEEY RNEAWEM R LEE E R

THII 0.13 0.45 3.5477 0.04
THI2 0.13 0.51 3177 0.03
THI3 0.10 0.59 2427 0.02
THI4 0.01 0.64 0.01  0.00
THI5 0.17 0.63 3.7277 0.04
THI6 -0.46 0.49 -10.85  0.30
THI7 -0.63 0.38 -15.12 051
THIS -0.73 0.20 -19.55  0.73
THI9 -0.74 0.25 -18.68  0.69
THI10 -0.69 0.36 1626  0.57
SEHH THI11 -0.01 0.52 -0.35  0.01
THI12 -0.22 0.64 498  0.07
THI13 -0.23 0.67 5.04  0.08
THI14 0.16 0.71 3.37  0.03
THI15 0.01 0.55 0.01  0.00
THI16 -0.16 0.50 403 0.05
THI17 -0.25 0.56 596  0.10
THI18 -0.31 0.52 739 0.15
THI19 -0.21 0.92 3.82  0.04
THI20 -0.35 0.66 740  0.15

Fkk

% p<0.001~ FEp<0.01l- FEp<0.05
4.4.4.2 WA RIS E FE S AT

SEGET 2 5R T FRKZEE 28NS B 0 e 28R
RIS TR R B G B RS, » RS RL E HREE AR 4-27 Fiw - 4E%E
BofeiZ ROTELR 1517.56 @ {EZARAREOR/NGZE: » At AN RES FH 2K 2 e B st =X
BURZZERHVIR R - BV RS I B T S T T » SRSk
B AR AR -
7 4-27 IE G B TH B s o i 2 S IR E 4R

Table 4-27 The confirmatory factory analysis of thinking predispositions

et fefE HAAE G
P 1E 1517.56  R/NARdr  JEARRE MG
y2/df 8.926 =3  KFE
GFI 0.63 =09 FEE
AGFI 0.54 =09 K54G
CFI 0.64 =09 K54G
NFI 0.61 =09 KiFE
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fatetts  fEfHE HIfEE SR

NNFI 0.60 =09 KG&
IFI 0.64 =09 K&
RFI 0.57 =09 ERG&E
RMR 0.099 <0.05 RG5E
SRMR 0.15 <0.05 RG5E
RMSEA 0.18 =0.05 RG5E
PNFI 0.55 =0.50 &

CN 52.62 =200 P N a=1

4.4.4.3 NIE&ERE AR < AP

Sae N R o 2 TEAE B RS 1 B & (B 18 - (S 5 (construct reliability,
CR) ~ 4H&{Z % (composite reliability, CR) » %= (squared multiple correlations,
SMC) ; SMC 2N ZE & BRI IE > R BB s S HHIELH] - SMC
IVERSERERTL 0.5 - A Re e SHVfRRET] » PHGACHERE - I AIMEE - #f
YA -t %8 B (average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE) ;
AVE Bit A s SERESHEER N B o P2 R 5 P8R
FHE RS (AVE = 0.5) » ARz eA fs (S AU -

W 4-28 FORATAVEESEIH 2 EEERE SMC 1YEEFYE R 0.67 - A5
i) BB RMIERS(AVE)  BEEE 0.2 0 AIFORZEECRE 25y
(SRR -

% 428 BRBIEIRZ T B BR IE RE  T RE U R R

Table 4-28 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of thinking

predispositions
B B R EREE PIRHERESE
THI1 0.038
THI2 0.030
THI3 0.018
THI4 0.00
- THI5 0.042
HEIEH THIG 0.30 0.67 0.20
THI7 0.51
THI8 0.73
THIO 0.69
THI10 0.57
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TEESE WIS R EWEE WIREEERE
THII1  0.00037
THII2  0.073

THI13 0.075
THI14 0.034
THI1S 0.00
THI16 0.049
THI17 0.10
THI18 0.15
THI19 0.044
THI20 0.15

COTI T
LI 2 |~ 5
(T3 J-—- (10
<-‘\0_00
(Il S5 |~a——0.17
[Tl 6 s -0.46
(It 7 |—-=——-0.63
[T 8 |~=-——-0.73
[ITIIf 5 |~=—-0.74
[LHI 10 |~a——-0.6¢

[IIiL 11 == ——-0.01
(LTIl 135 |~a————-0.22
[T 13 |- 0.23
CIIIf 14 J—a—— —©C-1¢

TIIL 15 |—-——©0-©
_0.16

[TI11 16 |- 1%
S e e i S
—
[TI11 1o |- _5.35s
111 20 |-

5 85I H BN R TRE

Figure 5 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of thinking predispositions
4.4.4.4 HETH H A {4

(i Byme(1998) @SRRI (EE > FREZ T ELZ IR 517 (Modification indices)
TR o EMIBHE RIS » TR A EBA - AU ETIFEELE © L
57 (standardized residuals)E K30 (URGFREREEILEREATE - ERS/N
J2-30F » (RAREESB LS A I AR B - W B TR 2B IR (BRRSIE - 2004) -
EIEIEZ HAY > Ry 1 Sana B am B SR BRI ] 2 o8 (4 - SRt A SO P AR E

EICMHPRB R EE S IH H SN R & o7& MERE 0.5 LLE H t-value
IISEEHE/ N 1.96 B H DUEFTIZIE - B IESERAER 4-29 ~ 4-30 ~ 4-31 K[E] 6 Ay

7N e

* 4-29 EAHEEHIHEE B LERAEREN 25
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Table 4-29 The measurement model estimates of thinking predispositions after

modification
RS ElEEY REAmEM EELEE  tHE I'e
THII 0.45 0.26 12.25’:: 0.44
gymn TH2 07 O mEl oo
THI5 0.48 0.43 10.68  0.34

F p<0.001 ~ TFE p<0.01 - FEp<0.05
72 4-30 145 B ETH B B IR R i 2 S5 E o hds R

Table 4-30 The confirmatory factory analysis of thinking predispositions after

modification
el fEiE HARE G

18 3147  AuINEE  TELEREEERG
x¥/df 15.735 =3 K&
GFI 0.96 =09 [&
AGFI 0.79 =09 KFE
CFI 0.93 =09 &

NFI 0.92 =09 H&E
NNFI 0.79 =09 K&
IFI 0.93 =09 ®&E

RFI 0.77 =09 KEE
RMR 0.035 =005 &
SRMR 0.058 =0.05 H[PE
RMSEA 0.20 <0.05 K&
PNFI 0.31 =0.50 RS
CN 107.24 =200 REFE

4.4.4.58FTH HIB LR N RS ERCTE T 2 s
EEIEHEHEBIER - TBESIEAVEREES R (CRYAR 0.75 HPHZCHE
REAVE)E 043 BURZEHER RraviEs) - R 4-31 For -
431 B IEREEIENR T 2B ES R (E R PR R B ER

Table 4-31 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of thinking
predispositions after modification

RN BREY R ESMEE SRR E

THI1 0.44
THI2 0.63

FH =227]

EEIEH THI3 0.33 0.75 0.43
THI5 0.34
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0.45

().57 B 1.00
THI 3 0.45 ID‘\E%JEE .

0.48

THI 5

6 EHEHH B ERBSEERESITRE
Figure 6 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of thinking predispositions after
modification

4.4.5{F E
4.4.5.1 Mgt 2 b5t
Wz 4-32 Fior » TBE BB ESAVBI S SN R A & L (E592E 05 DLk
AR » VEAE SETE IS R 2 (E YT /NS 2.58 > H. r-value V4R EHETR B AT 1.96 -
BN B R
% 4-32 [IE G EFE BN SR 2 B fhET

Table 4-32 The measurement model estimates of health consciousness

TBEER BIEEY NEAmE0) EELEE E R’

HEA1 0.57 0.26 16.16  0.55

HEA2 0.64 0.18 19377 0.70

sy HEA3 0.69 0.15 20.63°"  0.76
R HEA4 0.69 0.15 20.807° 0.76
HEA5 0.62 0.18 18.80°" 0.67

HEAG6 0.68 0.16 20.377° 0.75

Ep<0.001 - FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05

4.4.5.2 YIHERRIBLE oM

SEGET 2 R 0 T RRKZEEF 2 BNGE RS - ek 28 EE iR
R MR S TE IR & B AR AL » BERS I E F R R E A1 4-33 FiR - 4R %E
FUfERE 2 RITMERy 109.43 » (HZEEARBER/NEZEE - P DU RES A 2k S e 2 a0
ELIER S RIHVIRRE - M DU I 0 ST T ET: - SRS Ry
AR AR AR -

7 4-33 IEA R G RS o i 2 F5EE 4 R

Table 4-33 The confirmatory factory analysis of health consciousness

et f5EE HAE SR
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fatetts  fEfHE HIfEE SR

1B 10943 AUNEAF  EEEIEE
w/df 12.158 <3 KL
GFI 0.90 =09 &
AGF 0.77 =09  RFFE
CFI 0.96 =09 Fra
NFI 0.96 =09 &
NNFI 0.94 =09 FrE&
IFI 0.96 =09 &
RFI 0.93 =09 Fra
RMR 0.023 <0.05 FF&
SRMR 0.039 <0.05 &
RMSEA 0.19 <0.05 KHFa
PNFI 0.58 =0.50 Fr&
CN 72.87 =200 KA

4.4.5.3 WAESEREERCTEIR 2 ST

B 148 22 4 07 2 B 52 B2 (5 2 (consiruct. reliability, CR) ~ 41 2[5
(composite reliability, CR) ~ 7&#&{Z[E (squared multiple correlations, SMC) ; SMC /&
NEBEENFITE  (FEEEEH R SERHILLE] - SMC /U EEX
72 0.5 AR e SHIRE ST - SPHEEEHGE R E - VIS RELE - MY TR
(average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE); AVE Es B
Z BB ERBIFH(MERR)EZB O PSRBT » 5 P2 RN ERS
(AVE = 0.5) » RIFoRZ A amIE ENREiUs -

0142 4-34 R A EHESIR RS SMC BRI AT, 0.93 A
fErES] o PHEREAEAS(AVE = 0.5) - HEJRER 0.70 - AIFZ S8 A
JEFN (B FEAN BB -

% 4-34 B EINZR i LB E S EE R (B E B PR R B e e &

Table 4-34 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of health

consciousness
VEITEE s RS ERBEE PHUXIEERE
HEA1 0.5
EEEES:  HEA2  0.70 0.93 0.70
HEA3  0.76
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B EREY R EEEE XNERE

HEA4 0.76
HEAS5 0.67
HEA®6 0.75
HEA 1 \
0.57
0.64
HEA 3
HEA 4/ -0
0.62
HEA 5 0.68
HEA 6

[ 7 (R B VR S

Figure 7 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of health consciousness

4.4.6{EEE]
4.4.6.1 M E=E 25
WIZR 4-35 AR » TEAE BB EBAVIELE LRI/ N R 2.58 0 H. t-value HY4E
HHEINE RN 1.96 - (HEIZSETHNZ AR & L {BFk VALL ~ VAL2 ~ VAL3 ~ VALA4
REE 0.5 DL EAVIEAE - [RIBE » PLEMO YRR A TR AL A -
72 4-35 IER MSEEBI S BRI 28 55T

Table 4-35 The measurement model estimates of values

BEEY BEEN NEZARRE0) BELEE (3 R

VALL 0.44 0.36 11.907 035

VAL2 0.40 0.61 8.73° 0.1

VAL3 0.40 0.59 8.89°" 0.21

VALA4 0.42 0.43 1066 0.29

. VALS5 0.50 0.31 13.93""  0.45
e VALG6 0.57 0.17 18.12°"  0.66
VAL7 0.55 0.20 17.107"  0.61

VALS 0.52 0.26 1512 051

VAL9 0.55 0.19 17217 0.61

VALI10 0.53 0.26 15257 052

T p<0.001 - TFEp<0.01-FEp<0.05
4.4.6.2 YGRS RIBLE oM
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ST Z &R - AR E 2 BIGETEE - MEE2BEETHEE
RIS IR & R RARETAS - BB AC IS IRE AR 4-36 AR > (EHHE
ForEtEZ RTERy 383.90 > {HZAHA/NTZEE - Fr ANRES F 2 S e At =
B ERIHRR - S DURRSERC R STE R TR UE T - T EEl e E
{€7 CFI » NFI ~ NNFI ~ IFI + RFI 8 PNFI & 1848 » I HEER (A0 FR T

R {EEf -

% 4-36 IEA G EEB BRI T Z eI E I raE R

Table 4-36 The confirmatory factory analysis of values

fefEt i fEfEE HAEE e
R[] 383.90  AUNAREF  TEABREmERER
x2/df 10.968 =3  KfFE
GFI 0.79 =09 REFE
AGFI 0.66 =09 REFE
CFI 0.90 =09 5o
NFI 0.89 =09  HEEZ
NNFI 0.87 =09 O[T
IFI 0.90 =09 &
RFI 0.85 =09 o
RMR 0.061 =0.05 KFE
SRMR 0.098 <005 RiFE
RMSEA 0.19 <005 RFE
PNFI 0.69 =050 e
CN 55.22 =200 @ FEEL

4.4.6.3 WAESEREERCTEIE < 5T

B Ve N 32 97 At 2 TBAE 2 B i S [ (construct. reliability, CR) ~ &HE5 {55
(composite reliability, CR) ~ Zf#{Z & (squared multiple correlations, SMC) ; SMC &
NZEERERVITE - AR ESH S S I - SMC RYEEFYEEXR
B 05+ AREEMIRRRES - TITHEBRE « PSR - I TRE

==

(average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE); AVE Es B
7 EBESHMWEERHZ B SN P RMERET] SIS REHNERS
(AVE = 0.5) » ARzt eA s i E AU sssE -
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W% 4-37 FrmpTAE EAE S TH Z (S SMC IEEFHE KL 0.88 » A e 4y
k)] o (BB REEAVE) - H{EEE 042 QIFRRZBECR A A e WH(E
FER BB -

% 4-37 BEsg VN R i Z B E B B R (S B PR R B ER

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

TS BREW R EEEE IRHERE

VALI1 0.35

VAL2 0.21

VAL3 0.21

VAL4 0.29

5 VALS 0.45
EIEE vaLe SR 0.88 0.42

VAL7 0.61

VALS 0.51

VAL9 0.61

VALI10 0.52
VAL 2 0.44
VAL 3] 0.40

VAL 4lw o
<\O'50 E=HEE 1.00
[VAL 6 |=-0.57 -
VAL7|4

[VLA 8|4 (55

A 053

8 EEEBEEN R IR EE

Figure 8 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of values
4.4.6.4 (E{EHBHRLEHT
{5 Byrne(1998)/ AR MU AV (EE > FRSE 22 0 B E [R5 (Modification indices)
s« 25 MIBUERRY S I > FonZ A EBR  AUNEETFEELE © 2
{b¥%7= (standardized residuals)5 KBy 3 By - (RFR(GEEREEILERE AR - &
RS /INR-3 I (AR S i LTS R IR0 W& B R E B IR
2004) > ZIEFEERZ HEY > By 1 Saea B Em B SR B R Z Bl - SRR A RO



YRR -

BB B ESBEERHEE PREBENEREAE L ERE 05 DEH
t-value FYSESBI{E/NGY 1.96 BYRE H LUEFTIZIE - BIEEERAFE 4-38 ~ 4-39 ~ 4-40 K
9 B

% 4-38 I G EEB B RN EH 2 E bR

Table 4-38 The measurement model estimates of values after modification

BEEH EEEYH NEAWE0 EEEE  E R

VALS5 0.44 0.37 11.65 034
VAL6 0.57 0.17 18.097"  0.66
_ VAL7 0.58 0.16 18.42°°  0.67
(L VALS 0.53 0.25 1542 053
VALY 0.56 0.17 17.90""  0.65
VALI10 0.55 0.24 16.117° 056

kK

Fp<0.001 ~ Fp<00l- Fp<0.05
% 4-39 IEARGEEBE IR R Z FE R E I r4s R

Table 4-39 The confirmatory factory analysis of values after modification

fafEaiE e HEE S
P 1E 2128  ApDNAEY  TEABRE G
y2/df 2.364 =3 &

GFI 0.98 =09 e
AGFI 0.96 =09 Hé
CFI 0.99 =09 &
NFI 0.99 =09 e
NNFI 0.99 =09 &

IFI 0.99 =09 &
RFI 0.98 =09 &
RMR 0.012 <005 H&
SRMR 0.024 <005 H&
RMSEA 0.059 <0.05 T[T
PNFI 0.59 =>0.50 Ha

CN 370.58 =200 [FE

4.4.6.5EERIE ER S RIS T P
A B4R RS TE G TBHESIEATE (S IECR) AN, 0.88 VA9
5 RRAVE)INE 0.56 » AIRRR S AH R AT (S RERIRRGUE » 11 4-40

7N °
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< 4-40 ZIE RSN R i L B E S BEE B EE B PRI R BinE R
Table 4-40 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of values
after modification
TS BEEEY R EMEE PEHIBEE
VALS 0.34
VAL6 0.66

VAL7 0.67

(553 A
E(EE VALS 0.53 0.88 0.56

VAL9 0.65
VALIO  0.56

VAL 5
VAL 6 g 0.44
0.57
VAL 7 822 100
VLA 8 -0
[ VLA 8 |- 02
VAL 9 & (55

TALTo& T
9 [EEEBEFEEZHREZ ST~ EE

Figure 9 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of values after modification
4.4.717 Fofl]
4.4.7.1 WEFEA ST

Wk 4-41 FoR > TBIES BT RIRIR B SRR B A E /it 2.58 » H
t-value A4EEHE KR BEHS B 1.76 4h # K 1.96 - (H#E 225415 BEHS - BEH6 ~ BEH7
NEE AR A ERE 0.5 DLERERAE » [NIE > HEER R A TR AT IR AL 6 -

= 4-41 RS T RAIRTR E A 2 8 (5T
Table 4-41 The measurement model estimates of the first part variables

TBEEY BEEy NREHEN EEEE ff R

BEHI 0.51 0.35 13.127° 043
BEH2 0.58 0.33 14.56""  0.50
BEH3 0.62 0.18 17907 0.68
74011  BEH4 0.62 0.25 16.507"  0.61
BEHS5 0.09 0.83 1.76  0.01
BEH6 0.44 0.42 10.92°" 0.32
BEH7 0.16 0.67 33377 0.04

ks

% p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05
4.4.71.2 YIEIERIZLE FE 5y AT
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ST Z &R - AR E 2 BIGETEE - MEE2BEETHEE
SR RS IR RIEL & B RARETS - BASEAC ISR E AR 4-42 Fior > EHTHE
ForEteZ RGER 111.33 > HZAHAR/NZEE - Fr ANRES F 2 S e At =
PR ZERIHR R - S DU IEEC AR S e AR T IR0 - BN eI E
A x¥df ~ RMR - SRMR ~ RMSEA £ CN REFEIEAE - [NIE > BEEb AR HEST
TR {EE -

% 4-42 IEAET R lIfEREE e ot Z IR E I T aE R

Table 4-42 The confirmatory factory analysis of behavioural inhibition

s EIEE HAEE GER
gt 1133 A/NBE  EEEEER
v2/df 7.952 <3 kHFa
GFI 0.92 =09 &o
AGFI 0.84 =09 Bz
CFI 0.91 =09 &F&
NFI 0.89 =09 A2
NNFI 0.86 =09 OEZ
IFI 091 =09 &&
RFI 0.84 =09 OfEg
RMR 0.062 <005 £HFE
SRMR 0.084 <0.05 KFE
RMSEA 0.14 <0.05 KFE
PNFI 0.60 =050 &
CN 96.02 =200 KRS

4.4.7.3 WAESEREERCTEIE < 5T

B 5 VIR 22 5707 27 7 B 2 (5% (construct reliabiliy, CR) ~ 43 (3%
(composite reliability, CR) ~ Zf#{Z & (squared multiple correlations, SMC) ; SMC &
NZEERERVITE - AREESH RS S EHIELE] - SMC RYEEFYEEXR
505+ HERSIRRES - TATHNBRE - PR R - TR
(average extracted variance, AEV; average variance extracted, AVE); AVE Ei B
7 SEIEEH(EEER) HZE S B RERET) B PEERNERS
(AVE =0.5) » AR oA s E R RssE -
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W 4-43 FrmpTAEEAEETH Z (S SMC IEEFYE KR 0.75 > H e sy
fErE ] > (BB RMEARE(AVE)  H{EEE 034 AIFRRZEBRAER e
B EA R -

% 443 BEsg VN R i Z B E B B A (S L B PR R B ER

Table 4-43 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
behavioural inhibition

RN BREY R EHMEN WRHERE

BEH1 043
BEH2 0.50
BEH3  0.68
{TH#I%]  BEH4  0.61 0.75 0.34
BEHS  0.0099
BEH6  0.32
BEH7  0.035
BEH 1
BEM2ly 051
0.58
[BEH 3|~ o>
|BEH 4 |-¢—0.62 1.00
BE 5%

BEH 7

10 17 RGBS MEN R R R E]

Figure 10 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of behavioural inhibition
4.4.7.4 17 R AL (2

({2 Byrne(1998) 85 AUAI Sl > FB5E 2 0 B E IEF5 - (Modification indices)
Rt - o5 MIBUECRRR S I > ForsZ A EBA > AOEETHAEIE 524
{b5E7= (standardized residuals)& AR 3 B UR(GESERBEEIBRE A > &
RS /INR-3 I (R S i LT S R IR0 W B R E B IR
2004) > ZIEFEEEZ HEY > By 1 Saea B Em B SR B R Z Bl (5 - SRR A RIAC
YRR -

BCMBREEE R T HIHIRE PERESHENR AR A ERE 05 DLEH
t-value FYSEEHE/ N 1.96 B H I TZIE - (BIRGERAIR 4-44 ~ 4-45 ~ 4-46 K
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% 4-44 EXPIET HITHRIEERBRERS 8 3

Table 4-44 The measurement model estimates of behavioural inhibition after

modification
BIEEE EREl REAME0) EEREE E R’
BEH1 0.49 0.37 12387 0.40
L BEH2 0.58 0.33 14.447°  0.50
v [ seksk
17 R U] BEH3 0.62 0.18 17.63 0.68
BEH4 0.64 0.22 1696  0.65

Fksk

% p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01- #Ep<0.05
F 4-45 [FA RGBT RGNS [E1RBREE o7 2 Tt E s iras 5

Table 4-45 The confirmatory factory analysis of behavioural inhibition after

modification
et fEEE HARE GhH
> 1E 1582 AUhALYF  TE4BRE fE it
x2/df 791 =3 A RE
GFI 0.98 =09 &
AGFI 0.90 =09 5o
CFI 0.98 =09 &4&
NFI 0.98 =09 &5&
NNFI 0.94 =09 &
IFI 0.98 =09 &
RFI 0.93 =09 &
RMR 0.019 <0.05 5&
SRMR 0.031 <0.05 5&
RMSEA 0.13 =0.05 FFF&
PNFI 0.33 =0.50 FFEFE
CN 212.37 =200 5L

4.4.7.577 ReilIIE & ARG R TE IR 2 sl
1T RoflIITH H B IR R  TBESTEATERE (S (CRYA 0.83 HAP9EE
HEEFB(AVERE 0.55 » AIFRaz BB AR e S EERUTEEEUE » 4175 4-46
AR
% 4-46 B IEREEEIEN R T B E SRR (S PR R B ER

Table 4-46 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of
behavioural inhibition after modification

RN BREY R EHMEN WRIERE
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B2l BEER

R2

(ER il

BEH1
BEH2
BEH3
BEH4

0.34
0.66
0.67
0.53

0.83

0.55

0.49
BEH 3}« 002
BEH 44

11 17 R flIfIE IR 1R B

27K

FISA

8
T4 | 1.00

ERRESTRE

Figure 11 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of behavioural inhibition after
modification

4.5 Bt A G

Rt A S BULEHELFR 447 For > TBESHTHSHESEHNNE A

St =

(CIp=Et

& DIE1 £ 0.21 4k » /A 0.39 & 1.00 2 [ > AEE(ETE A EES/ N 2.58 > 1 {HAY
SEEHE B R 1.96 > BIZZEHERI(SE R’ bR VAL3 ~ VAL4 ~ THIS J DIEI /)it 0.3
Ah o BERTIIRIR 0.3 » RIEEOAE 2 FIEEELE -

x 4-47 B A 2 H hEHE

Table 4-47 Model estimates of overall structural model

BESETE BREIE HRars0) EE RS i R
OF 1 0.91 0.35 0.70

OF 2 0.93 0.18 224177 0.82

EHEREE OF 3 0.93 0.25 21337 0.77
OF 4 0.88 0.34 19.5177°  0.69

OF 5 0.84 0.58 1636 0.55

GM 1 1.00 0.27 0.79

GM 2 0.96 0.16 273577 0.85

HEAMUSE RS GM3 0.98 0.22 257777 0.81
GM 4 0.91 0.43 20.657°  0.66

GM 5 0.98 0.28 243477 0.77

FF 1 0.69 0.20 0.71

FF 2 0.73 0.11 227777 0.82

(& m FF 3 0.75 0.15 22.047°  0.79
FF 4 0.72 0.21 20.007°  0.71

FF 5 0.70 0.27 18.547"  0.64
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BESETH  BIEIE WREmE0) A E 'S
THI 1 0.45 0.26 12637 045

SESEE| THI 2 0.61 0.15 16207 0.71
THI 5 0.43 0.47 9.817"  0.29

HEA 1 0.61 0.21 - 0.64

rn HEA 2 0.67 0.14 16307 0.76
R R HEA 3 0.70 0.14 17.05° 077
HEA 5 0.56 0.25 15.18°  0.56

VAL 3 0.40 0.59 8.85 021

VAL 4 0.39 0.46 9.62°"  0.25

VAL 5 0.48 0.32 132177 042

E{EE VAL 6 0.57 0.17 17.86°"  0.65
VAL 7 0.57 0.17 17.92°"  0.65

VAL 8 0.52 0.26 1503 0.51

VAL 9 0.55 0.19 17.197°  0.62

BEH 1 0.50 0.36 12.69i** 0.41

P BEH 2 0.57 0.33 14417 0.50
Epaii BEH 3 0.62 0.18 17797 0.69
BEH 4 0.63 0.23 16.82°"  0.63

EREfifs DIE 1 0.21 0.69 0.06

Hkk

4.5.1 BeRatHRIZL & 1

S G Z SR LU (5 2 BIVGETEE  MEL2HEETHERE
SR ] A S IR AU B G B FE ARG A - FERG A SR E I 4-48 Fir - &
HERCIEIR . ROG(E R 1116.82  (HZHATA
FE ! G A B R BOR AVAR > IR DS RG T e FE Y 1R S e AR A 1T A LAY SR8 -
CFI ~ NFI ~ NNFI ~ IFI » RFI  RMR - SRMR + RMSEA ~ PNFI ~ CF ~ x/df $33£F
HRCTE TR AR EEOROKHE -

2 4-48 B UEICEE

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

=2

e

Table 4-48 Goodness-of-fit of overall structural model

fefEvE f5RE HAEE GER
1E 1116.82  AUNArdr fEAEREREERET
v2/df 2.22 =3 &

GFI 0.84 =09 KGE

AGFI 0.81 =09 FEE

CFI 0.95 =09 5o
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fatetts  fEfHE HIfEE SR

Fpe
NFI 0.92 =09 &
Vs
NNFI 0.95 =09 ©&F&
Viawl
IFI 0.95 =09 &
oA
RFI 0.91 =09 &
oA
RMR 0.037 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.049 =005 &
RMSEA 0.060 =0.05 oz
oA
PNFI 0.82 =050 &F&
CN 188.56 =200 o[z
0.0 % OF 1]
:327 8'3%’
Crrms % e [Oor 3]
08 Ao a ]
e
[(VALA Iy 40 2008 e
[VALS g 0.39 . S REPRI S _—0.96
[VALG | 048 Ee iyl Qo m(GMs ]
o0y < i 008 A G4 ]
=033 1T (84 1051 1170 .2 o
(VAo | 034 S
6 ey 0.73w FE 2 |
; i 073 TT 3 |
070N FF4 ]
[BEMHI |~ 50 061 HIEAT]
[(BEMZ |0 57— 77 2dmif g e7—w-IIEAZ]
[Brrs a7 O 70w [FEAS ]
[Bor A T [HEEAS)

12 RGP KR ]

Figure 12 Structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained variances
4.5.2 BEpGlE RIUE Z 51

HIF Maximum Likelihood(ML)#EfT 2 EfERAVEER 5 t [EHVEEHE AN 1.96
I > FORILAEET2EIEET] 0.05 HYBAE/KAE - TBEINASEE & Z IR AH R (O JH
b)) > MHEE (SRR - EERKAE 95 %l > STHEITER r£1.96 FEAE(RZ (standard
deviation, SD)(FEAEZE ~ BEAERR) - ‘EFATAM(ERNZR ZAHRIEHER2AEE 1
REBERHE AR -

W% 4-49 FrRTBAEINAIZEEL & 2 FRIAAHRBEAEFEE (D HEFE) - HHRR (S 48 A 2R
AR SRR EPRRIEAR R BRSNS  thER AR | REREEEE A AR
BIUE
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7 4-49 BEG I RIRUE Im E 2R

Table 4-49 The discriminate validitychart of overall structural model

VBT B E{EER 17 Rt
FHRAREL 1.00
B AR
B8 (= R ]
FERAREL 0.56 1.00
EEE = 0.05
FHRAEEER]  [0.462,0.658]
FERAREL 0.13 0.37 1.00
17 Rt 1t 0.06 0.05

MR SRR [0.0124,0.2476]  [0.272,0.468]

4.6 BESIEASEI{E R4S R

FER &R TR UEASEMETHRANZ IER A T BUEVEH A& HE
ETAEW AR TR EIPESE | (model specification search) o [H—HER{E B fE
TERFESE BN Al iRD o RIAIEANUE IR Bl i /GBI R BRl: - HRsEHE
BARBPERIECR o EWHEHEIN R &8UAE BRI - JRENE A B R TR AE
EE RS i M A AR RS AT A~ MR TERAY DU RAFHYEEC R - SAIKHEIETIR
At 22 3] FAT A IR » a] DA ELHE 54 (measurement model) ~ H ATy 452
#f(structural parameters) > B 5% E L ELER5ETH (measurement errors or structural errors)
FHEE > BCEPRHILE4ERE - SEM RE4TFR it — L EIEFE B (modification indices) » ¥}
PREFEEFHAARRE(MRES » 2006) -

({2 Byrne(1998) 285 AUAI Sl > FB5E 22 /0 B E IEF5 £ (Modification indices)
Rt - 25 MIBUECRR S 0 > ForZ A EBA > AOEETHAEIE 524
{b5E7= (standardized residuals)& AR 3 B (UR(GESERBEEIERE A E > &
RS /INR-3 I (AR S i LT B E R I W B R E B IR
2004) > (BIEFEEEZ HEY > B 1 Bang B Em B SR BRI Z Bl (7 - B e MIRTEE 2B
TEZEIHANR AR A EARE 0.5 DLEH r-value FYEEHME/NTY 1.96 By H DUE
{TELE - B RRC R HIIRAE -

69



7% 4-50 Bpg R 2B HEGE—XEIER)
Table 4-50 Model estimates of overall structural model after 1°* modification

JEESEIE  EIRSIH REAMRE0) EELEE i R
OF 1 0.91 0.35 0.70

OF 2 0.93 0.18 224277 0.82

B E OF 3 0.93 0.25 21.34™  0.77
OF 4 0.88 0.34 19517 0.69

OF 5 0.84 0.58 16.36  0.55

GM 1 1.00 0.27 0.79

GM 2 0.96 0.16 273477 0.85

EAMUERS GM3 0.98 0.22 257777 0.81
GM 4 0.91 0.43 20.657°  0.66

GM 5 0.98 0.28 243577 0.77

FF 1 0.69 0.20 0.71

FF 2 0.73 0.11 227877 0.82

(& m FF 3 0.75 0.15 22.047°  0.79
FF 4 0.72 0.21 19.997"  0.71

FF 5 0.70 0.27 18.537"  0.64

THI 1 0.45 0.26 12.63 045

BEIFH THI 2 0.61 0.15 16207 0.71
THI 5 0.43 0.47 9.81°"  0.29

HEA 1 0.57 0.26 0.55

HEA 2 0.64 0.18 16.31i** 0.70

rn HEA 3 0.69 0.15 17.06°  0.76
R HEA 4 0.69 0.15 17.12"° 0.76
HEA 5 0.62 0.18 16.007°  0.67

HEA 6 0.68 0.16 1698 0.75

VAL 5 0.44 0.37 1176 0.35

VAL 6 0.58 0.17 18.30i** 0.67

g VAL 7 0.59 0.16 18.66°  0.68
LiEL VAL 8 0.52 0.26 1526 0.52
VAL 9 0.56 0.18 17.747  0.64

VAL 10 0.55 0.24 16.077°  0.56

BEH 1 0.50 0.36 12.70j** 0.41

- BEH 2 0.57 0.33 14437 0.50
et BEH 3 0.62 0.18 17777 0.69
BEH 4 0.63 0.23 16.83°"  0.63

ERERIRE DIE 1 0.22 0.79 0.06

kK

'Fp<0.001 ~ FE p<0.01 - FE p<0.05

72 4-51 ERFEEIEEG—REBER)
Table 4-51 Goodness-of-fit of overall structural model after 1" modification

et f5EE HAE SR
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feiEtE HEEE AR GEER
2 E 113480  AUNATd;  TE4ERE (R
v2/df 2.12 <3 &
GFI 0.85 =09 F£GE
AGFI 0.82 =09 F£GE
CFI 0.96 =09 &&
NFI 0.93 =09 &&
NNFI 0.96 =09 &&

IFI 0.96 =09 &5&
RFI 0.92 =09 &&
RMR 0.032 <0.05 5&
SRMR 0.043 <0.05 &
RMSEA 0.056 <0.05 naEEZ
PNFI 0.84 >0.50 54

CN 196.88 =200 5&

% 4-52 BRE RIS e (R REILR)

Table 4-52 The discriminate validitychart of overall structural model after 1°*

modification
BB BEHEA [ELEL 17 Rt
FEREAZREL 1.00
BEHEA EEE
HH B8 (S R ]
FHEAHEL 0.54 1.00
EEE = 0.05
FHEETEER]  [0.442,0.638]
FHREAZEL 0.13 0.38 1.00
1T Rt AR 0.06 0.05
FEREEHEERT [0.0124,0.2476]  [0.282,0.478]

72 4-53 ERHFEIEEG KB IER)
Table 4-53 Goodness-of-fit of overall structural model after 2" modification

et feiE HAAE G
x*ME 824.40  A/NATYF  TEAEREMEEGL
y2/df 2.02 =3 fa

GFI 0.87 =09 KEa

AGFI 0.84 =09 KEE

CFI 0.96 =09 o

NFI 0.93 =09 o

NNFI 0.96 =09 Ha
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fatetts  fEfHE HIfEE SR

IFI 0.97 =09 G4
RFI 0.92 =09 G4
RMR 0.031 <005 T4
SRMR 0.040 <005 T4
RMSEA 0.053 <005 AT
PNFI 0.82 >0.50 F&
CN 211.10 >200 &

7 4-54 BEGE BIRUE R E R (B _KEIER)
Table 4-54 The discriminate validitychart of overall structural model after nd

modification
TEAESEE BERH E R 17 Bt
FERAREL 1.00
BEEA EEE
FH B85 R
FHRAREL 0.54 1.00
EEE s 0.05
FHEAEREER]  [0.442,0.638]
FERAAREL 0.13 0.37 1.00
17 Rt REE= 0.06 0.05

fHEMEHEE] [0.0124,0.2476]  [0.272,0.468]

% 4-55 BERE B EE
Table 4-55 Procedure of full structural model after modification

= BIFENIE {5l fEEE HHAE(E 4GER
Vv 1E 1116.82 RUNALEY  TRAERE HEREY

2/df 2.22 <3 TN

GFI 0.84 =09 KL

AGFI 0.81 =09 K GL
CFI 0.95 =09 Ho
> Pl
o wmmo o
AR HEA4 - 6F o 0.95 09 PN
VALI0 ' =" e
RFI 0.91 =09 L

RMR 0.037 <005 A

SRMR 0.049 <005 A

RMSEA 0.060 <005 AT
PNFI 0.82 =050 &
CN 188.56 =200 R
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L E-ghfE et $EiRE HAE SR

W 1E 1134.80 AUNEISF  TEARRE R

v2/df 2.12 <3 e

GFI 0.85 =09 F5E

AGFI 0.82 =09 FE5E
CFI 0.96 =09 GE
#EFHHEA4 ~ NFI 0.93 =09 HE
.. . 6 ~VALIO NNFI 0.96 =09 GE
BIER REL IFI 0.96 =09 &
VAL3 4 RFI 0.92 =09 GE

RMR 0.032 <0.05 H[FZ
SRMR 0.043 <005 &&

RMSEA 0.056 <0.05 HEFEZ
PNFI 0.84 =050 HE

CN 196.88 =200 AR

E 824.40 RUNALET B4R fE RS

/df 2.02 <3 e

GFI 0.87 =09 F=5e

AGFI 0.84 =09 F=EE
3 CFI 0.96 =09 &&
; E*fgﬁ{ N 0.93 =09 Ha
e NNFI 0.96 =09 ©/E
BIER VA]fH} 51 OR 1y 0.97 =09 o
- RFI 0.92 =09 GE
SUEIRTHD bR 0.031 <005 L
SRMR 0.040 <005 &

RMSEA 0.053 <0.05 HFZ
PNFI 0.82 =050 HE
CN 211.10 =200 e

4.6.1 (ZIER RS BEE
(BIE 1% 8 pE i =0 H & F5FE GFI ~ AGFI ~ CFI ~ NFI ~ NNFI -~ IFI ~ RFI ~ RMR -
RMSEA S TR BN 207 4-55 Frn  [BIERBERSIEAVE RIF A4S REHEET -
MRS EEETE > 4157 4-56 Fs (& 13 B IR E KRS E -
F 4-56 FESFRIZ B L HEEE —XIIBER)

Table 4-56 Model estimates of overall structural model after 2" modification
BIESEIH  EREIE RNEA&wm=E0) EEEE E 'S

73



JEESEIE  BIREIH RERARE0) EELEE fE 'S
OF 1 0.91 0.35 0.70

OF 2 0.93 0.18 22437 0.82

AR E OF 3 0.93 0.25 21337 0.77
OF 4 0.88 0.34 195177 0.69

OF 5 0.84 0.58 1636 0.55

GM 1 1.00 0.27 0.79

GM 2 0.96 0.16 273577 0.85

HEAMUSERS GM3 0.98 0.22 257677 0.81
GM 4 0.91 0.43 20.657°  0.66

GM 5 0.98 0.28 243577 0.77

FF 1 0.69 0.20 0.71

FF 2 0.73 0.11 22757 0.82

(& FF 3 0.75 0.15 22.037°  0.79
FF 4 0.72 0.21 19.997  0.71

FF 5 0.70 0.27 18.547"  0.64

THI 1 0.47 0.24 13.087 0.48

HEEIEH THI 2 0.60 0.17 15.807"  0.68
THI 3 0.40 0.44 926" 0.26

HEA 1 0.61 0.21 0.64

. HEA 2 0.67 0.14 18.42°°  0.76
R HEA 3 0.70 0.14 18.65"  0.77
HEA 5 0.56 0.25 15177 0.55

VAL 6 0.57 0.18 17.60°  0.64

- VAL 7 0.60 0.14 19.147  0.72
LiEL VAL 8 0.52 0.26 14.85°"  0.51
VAL 9 0.55 0.19 17.147  0.62

BEH 1 0.50 0.36 12.65i** 0.41

P BEH 2 0.57 0.33 14417 0.50
17 R BEH 3 0.63 0.18 17.83°  0.69
BEH 4 0.63 0.23 16.82°"  0.63

EREfifE DIE 1 0.21 0.69 0.06

EEES
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% p<0.001 ~ FEp<0.01- FEp<0.05



OF 1

i

THIT1 0.47.

0.91

[ THI2 |-=0.60 FE AT 68" — T J"r%‘&ld%;‘fm'ﬁ'.l’l’\/ fe 0-93
[T _|-a0-40 - :gﬁ*
:

658

[VALS ., - 5?—
[VAL7 |~%-0.60 .
[VALS |32
[VALO - 7~ T
0.73

75mm TF 3 |

07O FEa ]

(BEM J-
():57
[BEMS |03 0.0 y—w-HEAZ |
[BELA |- 0:2&™{TEAS ]

13 FEESH AR PR IE] (55 —EIER)
Figure 13 Structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained variances
after 2"® modification

4.6.2 WFES AL ek

BEE £ A LESREL 8.80 &eatrffriias » Hakpeie ft— 2 8H - AWT5e(d
FIREE(LTE7E - INRATR - ({8 R S8 HE DU R SRR (o Ho (8
AYSESEHE R RS 1.96 B > BIAGERIAI T 2 (e lear - E 13 RSB Ae A B 1E®R
IVTEREE - DU RHATFE 2 W e Bt DO LA B 3

A7 USSR ~ EEE 7R R ESEE AR R - AR
SR X R R SRR Ry £V AAEHET SEM 04T - Bt W AHR I E
ltthgaa MR 2R oA - ARG S BIHAVARIERE T - TBE BRIV G (EE T k3R 4-56
BURFT ARSI ¢ [ERVEEHE AR 1.96 - BB AT S EEmA T -

EEHABRFEE - WAEREEMIVRE - WENKUS R mHYRRE K
R mAVREE - HAORE (B  0.35~ 0.68 ~ 0.32 k2 0.93 » B 2AIE IEAHBA<HI K
H5 [RIr> o {7 RS R - BAMEEMIVREE - WARIUS R LHIRRE
KRR B anVRE R - HAHRE (R EE /5-0.16 ~ 0.17 ~ 0.16 &2 0.32 » 77 R HIHE H R
HEFEEHE AHESN - HerE E8E IEAHRI<HT plI7> - Saher Z£(2006) £ H A
PRI ah KBS IS B YRR E Z B h - 15t R0 R AT RIS IE H
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PR EmMIVREE - 2R DM - BN SRS RAVERE T & -

EEES RN - SAREE LR - WERIUE &R K (R
BamfVREE » HARRRAEE & 0.19 ~ -0.06 ~ -0.20 }2-0.33 - HUREEHETH H ¥HEE
EETH B R IEMHRA<H2 B> AR E LAY - HEARIUS B mAVRRE K&
YRR A AYEE S S 2 EFHRATRN o Saher S5(2006)7F LA M e L BRIR e
BanVREE 2 it - fE N EEEE B ERIUE e miIaRE - EEEE A HR
B S e 45 SR AR AS T & <H6 B> ©

(R R L A PR A AV RE S ~ BTERNUE B AR YRR ~ B & nHVRE
F& e ER B R RRATAH R (375 F5-0.60 ~ -0.39 ~ -0.81 F%-0.78 - B RN Rk TE 2 ¥H
PR mIVRETE ~ BIENSUS B fUREE M AR R oV RE[E - & 2= S HE -
Michelidou Z#(2010)f£ EUHE i BT A an R s 2 BN R Z W5
5 (R R AoH H S A TR FE MLV RE . > 3RS SR - BRI AE RAY A Rt
MFFE - Michelidou S5 (2008)FE HAEFERK « BanZ 2L - EREEE AR L
RRE R EE R ZBgE - e R EOH H AR AR - 2L
BUEE 2 )<H8 BlT>

iy

ERETIRE A IR VAR - HERLUE B YRS R B YRR
MHEAREES F5-0.71 ~ -0.51 ~ -0.88 - BUREKEAIRETH H ¥ At R A mREE ~ ¥HA
RIS B i HIRE S R B R B VAR - B2 A HRE - Saher Z5(2006)1E H A1
F SR RS B YRR 2 b ZE - FE N ER B BURETH H R RS B A RE
& EREEEMEE - BEATTAS R AVERB TG <HI B> -

& DU ERFREE R SR e e 1 - BRI S E L SRR A R
& - PIRGERBURONE AR S G IR B H R - HEEGES 035
FERAE KN BERZ BE AL - Bk 2 - OHEEREER > SEREEEE LR E -
PR BN B AN EER R ESA IEmEE - HEGER 0.19 - 25
E/KHE > NIERZBGERRROT 5 3 THE BT R flli] > EHEFEESR LR E -
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s RBUROHE BT RIFH EEFEERARARAEEZE > HEGER
-0.16 > NFLRZ G A BT

% 4 HEENEREN - HElaARE CaHRNE) A IERFZE - A5
TSI - RSB EY T ECRIURE ) R TITREYIEIS ) K T
SRR K PIERBUNHE SRR > HIRAERE S ' AN
BOAREABETE - HEGEURS-0.88 - IR KT - MEAABRESREIL - (2
ROTFE4ER - R EEGRI EE R T RFEES % - H TateiiRe ) @3
ERSHEVEZ - AR Y R H S8 - Acevedo(2008)1E
HEENSSE R 25T - IMEGHERVEGER - BUANT SRS R G AT & -
[z fEE R ) BIENRR RN R (A ¢ SRS () SR s e B
— IR B R Y AL G e B AR -

ez 5 JHEBHESHR BEREREW - ARYUSE R R R miYRRE
HIEAEFE - IREREBINHEBNESHAN > WEKEELR - ARUUGE &G
{ R B imiREE > AHRR(R B Fs 0.68 ~ 0.32 K 0.93 BimH&EENEFHATHE
HWEMEREL  ARIUE & L EFE RIS S BIEREE > NI BEKAIL -
ik 6 HEENEER > HAEWMEELL - BRSNS R R Rl RA R
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