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Abstract

Marketing academics and practitioners have acknowledged that consumers look for
brands that provide them with unique and memorable experiences. As a result, the concept
of brand experience has become of great interest to marketers. The present field study,
conducted with actual consumers, addresses the question whether different consumers
prefer different experiential appeals and whether experiential types create the relationships
between brand experiences, identification, satisfaction, trust and loyalty. Brand experience
is conceptualized as sensations, feelings, cognitions, and behavioral responses evoked by
brand-related stimuli that are part of a brand’s design and identity, packaging,
communications, and environments. The purpose of this research is to empirically
investigate the determinants and consequences of brands relationship with brands loyalty.
A total of 330 customer participated in this research. Wu Pao Chun bakery consumers for
the sample object, the sample data for convenience sampling. The most important
contribution of this study is the introduction of brand identification responses as an
intervening variable between brand experiences and brand loyalty with brands relationship.
This study posits the brand trust and satisfaction side of the consumption experience as a
fundamental determinant of brand loyalty. The study attempts to explore the relationships
among brand experiences, identification, trust, satisfaction, and loyalty. This study by the
descriptive statistics analysis, item analysis, reliability analysis, exploratory factor analysis,
confirmatory factory analysis, independent-samples t test, Pearson product-moment
correlation coefficient, multiple regression analysis and structural equation modeling (SEM)

analysis.

Brand experience affects satisfaction, trust and loyalty. Brand identification affects
satisfaction, trust and loyalty. From the customer viewpoint, brands are relationship
builders. In this present research, we propose the effects of brand experiences to build
long-lasting brand and customer relationship with brand identification, trust, satisfaction,



and loyalty. Results reveal that there exist four sources of brands relationship with brand
loyalty: brand experiences, identification, satisfaction and trust. Brand satisfaction has
more impact on brand loyalty than brand trust and experiences. Brand satisfaction and trust
mediate the impact of brand experiences on brand loyalty. Finally, brand identification has
a significant impact on brand satisfaction, trust and loyalty. As a result of this study, brand

experiences, identification, satisfaction, trust have positively effects brand loyalty.

Key words: Brand; Brand experience; Brand identification; Satisfaction; Brand trust;

Brand loyalty; Wu Pao Chun.
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Table 1 Taiwan food beverage industry's output
A el EET

R
— 2007 4E|2008 ££[2009 4(2010 ££|2010 4
FEsEZE 46,681| 56,102| 53,789 57,203 60,063
72 R ek AR S 21,230| 20,725| 20,559| 20,971| 21,390
Al B 2 4,202| 4,784 5,056 5,142| 5,245
2R A K EE RS 4,990, 5,238 5,488/ 6,712| 7,719
2R A ek R 1,819 1,786| 2,011 2,412 2774
B B B o 2,250 3,246 3,529 4,247| 5,011
BRHAEE RIS 22,267| 26,175 24,678 27,538 31,118
FimBdiEE 22,107| 22,384| 24,091| 26,239| 28,338
HEEE 34,646| 39,250| 36,566/ 31,004 31,469
Pty B B A 2 30,898| 40,290, 37,262 38,133 39,658
Y BsE 64,233| 79,771 73,587| 76,955 82,342
ORI B i S 2 23,093| 23,836 22,056| 23,573| 25,695
Rk ~ kAR SE 12,178| 14,223| 12,800/ 13,260, 13,923
BUEE 5,656/ 5,932| 6,875 9,421 12,247
i SR A 5,402| 5524\ 5,125 5,733| 6,478
BURE 4,682 4,593 4,273 4,681 5,149
AR B 14,401 15,847| 16,410| 18,055 19,499
HHPH Ay L Bl 21,741| 23,196| 23,910| 24,915 26,410
FOVIEE M R sbEZE| 56,073| 56,590, 55,968| 65,123| 76,845
MG P A 25,309| 24,089| 25,755/ 24,685 24,932
H A A0 LGS 9,775/ 9,463| 10,317| 10,352 10,456
| e 42,496 44,660 59,465| 65,266 68,529
= 476,130/525,667|529,470|561,620| 605,291

BRI © SOBED " AR AR S SR ) BT ITIS SHE I REE(2011/02) -
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Ry M B RIS 2T R H R AT B2 S S SR - Ry TSRS _EAY— K HkER(Brakus -
Schmitt & Zarantonello, 2009) » 7. DL HA{E B i 7@ty

ruhRAR X A FE TR L OB ARV i IR EAEE  HERG R AR
T BREERE R M B A R B R E (A R DL & PR SN #0915 E (Bergami &
Bagozzi, 2000) » =] FLAHAREEIEIE ShERA (2 #y A A 0 RIS BT -
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Figure 1 The research flowchart
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Table 1.1 The definition of critical structures in terms
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CpsIE ‘ i It

AP ] RHEER TR TR | )EE.... 2003

- [%%?;F’Tﬁf%ﬁ—xﬂ@‘%l@%i—{unﬁﬁéﬁﬁmlﬁlﬁ%ﬁ Adoreon ot 1. 2001
R STV B ORI S o 2 S LR T HE - Morgan & Hunt, 1994
o i o e o — B RS 2 R Am 47 1T Fs S 2 158 # 5h Jacoby &  Chestnut,
FRITREasP Fs s B 1978

=~ SORRIEl R

SCRRIEIEE . H BT BT e NS 2 ARRESURRIEGER T > DLES [T 7 2 0 B
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S NSRS 2 AR M w5 - G ERET HE % - MBI R A 2%
ZAERATE AR - WAF R Se = SR B e L FERE
2.1 % (brand)

o R R BGE] - fERE - ERE » R S ERMIRHEE - e e
BAEN—E D SEE R R - R4 2 R EEHY(Brown, 2006) - SR
LR E F=A PR [E) > Kotler ~ Wong ~ Saunders F1 Armstrong(2005) 1E 35 i fy—FE 24 1%
flosh ~ 158 ~ 9% ~ aeat o EESGIRE I - IRESHYE T EAEE U7 A R A T
an e R DL AR Ry R (o Y SRl - Bl — (8 B 10 B s 1 5€ 75 (Solomon, Bamossy,
Askegaard, & Hogg, 2010) - Solomon SEF R E H & HYamEH LS - S (EE = AR
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fy > MAERC R T 51 (Davis & Chun, 2003) - 58 2208 248 S A dn Y AT SEATE
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TR EIEESS - R E RIESEE R - SR anhE SRR A 7 in(Davis &
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e AR —TRAERIEZ - TAMER AT RIE R UL FIMEREY) -

B EEIEAY LR > HESE NS O T EAGP R — (B T Anh R a0k 7H
BB ARG BRI B R AR S © FERF R E AN E BN B3 - A
BNEFEARS > S EE EEERHEEN LT o K T 4EEmERE - (SR
A EREE - IR REFEUR MR IR i > NERHSRONE & 2 X
5 SRR EBHEE LT MR - AETEE A o AR RSE 0 2
—EEFAERH B LT HYERE - mah ] DA S R E Y R EE - BEIERSERE
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2.2 FhpEHBER (Brand experience)
ARIGIVE RNV » PRl B R R () R IR AR AR R - 2
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B RUERY - Brakus 7 (2009) 8 hap%AG R e 26 Ry H B E 0 an AR BERBLAT 5 [ 380y — R £
B WIE(RVE ~ TBRG - sRRAITT R R SRE - s Se R m] Bt st ~ &l ~ |k
AEATEREE o ARRREEIH B I iR VR — B L - BE R E S ER R -
T abhRAE S S $ AR E anh R T - DR B P R R RS RISNE - [N EAGBR ] RE &I
SRR - AR R — AR - (EREMifeERalaty—&0 7y - 2RI AR
HRE R - JHEE SR S Sn ARG B - B HR TRy i AR I R S -

B SRR R B — ELE hnh i Em A ER L SR T RS SRR DN S & A
[EHIRA (% - BERE(RPRLAR anhRA AR ER - MR (AR R (RIS anh R e RIS B - (HERHYan R
T A B R LI IRE N S [ DI g E g - (B S P E ARG [y
A2 o Schmitt(1999)F R AEH B hnhi T T e (4 T e SRt THE (BR8] B C (dnhF) Hy
SR o JHE MR 2 IR R B IR e B R BB B RS B > WRTOR B an R Bl (e
HEERRE - AN S S FR VAR © abhS R E N H A iR (R E AU
DAL T sefE R > Manf SRS RO EERR TPy - & 21 HEchViER
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mmfE TR A Y 22 B LS > —(EAE A ~ 5% A FIRUH B HYER A I 1 AR
B TR — T8 - R A AR E an I DIRE(EE - TEDDREACE - —(EamhsHy
DM BG B O R R B RSB  (F Ry R M T R B B A YRR R > SR
(A 2 At G S & > A& B RS SR R e AR S an . -
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¢ - Holbrook #1 Hirschman Ze8A% EJgE ~ Z) RIS BT THIHY R E G5 - Holbrook
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(bdEA: drfy RS (Aaker, 1997) 1AM (EAY SLRg(Levy, 1985) » JE A EAERHAY(EM: » f5{b5
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(Levy, 1959; Thompson & Haytko, 1997; Wattanasuwan, 2005) i f8 B & (it —(EzZE0H » 38
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Belk(1988)3% Fs " FfMIEEE ~ EFIEME H C R IEaE ~ JeMIyHfr - M Z IS
EBCEITIEE ~ TR A B AV —E0 77 - Holt(2003) R st M iy 8 el a A
TRV IIRE ~ W B R A e BT (H YRR R SRR > HE B SN 15 5 Han iy -
Holt(1997)5 R B A2VE A 2 UAIEER S RS an s & A fmar Bl AR & - E5R
BRAAE HEATE T ~ 12 &S bRr RAUEE - Fournier(1998) R dnffir4a Hgt Hiy 2405
BE abiEHE AR S FR AR (R - EEI8m AR (L B LESEB AR
PR T B R A T A RS O B S SRR A -

Schembri(2009)# R anhiAE H i JHE P HIME L RIRE Y > mffE — Ay R
1TSS BURZ R EORES - S SRR AT RE A —EHYIEREN: - Schembri &5 T #dh
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FREIME FHIEAR S - OB RE S BE AN E BB E S BLERS A RS
Il o IEERHE FAFI RS BRI T B T 2 EE A AR F- 6, - 1E Ry S L R B A
ber BF - BRI MR RE R - BB A s RS S AR (A Y ke
B J5IA o KRESTRGERAVIITE - 262 AT A S M DhRE M ARG Bl - A2 H A
FEHEAVASER - miRAG B LS LAVREE ~ BN ~ SRR A BAREA S8 091 T K SUE (R0
CLRRGTELET R  ALSE  EEAAIEEES)(Brakus, Schmitt, & Zarantonello, 2009) - fR#E
Alloza(2008) 7T i i G B ] LATE 3 Ry oM B AE (L (T 20 B8 n A&k - a2
TERE S PRI P 52 - Bl — R A RN E B A - SUEEE/KPIYREZ » b
WRAGEREE LN EH BB B ~ 38n ~ FoRmEER - R#IEE) - EF%F(Ambler,
Bhattacharya, Edell, Keller, Lemon, & Mittal, 2002) -

nnfAEBE T T8 S s B M B Y SR R4 - R B LRI RER - TR R
AR HEE O TP TR~ JBUE - 465~ Bl - B~ (BEomREEE (Ambler,
2000) - SHEH ARG AR E HEAVE BV - E SRS EYNOS R R - R
BRI SRR - AhnhEE 5 IBH 1 (Belizzi & Hite, 1992; Gorn, Chattopadhyay,
Tracey, & Dahl, 1997) ~ JZAK ~ 248 ~ FrEexstcZ (Mandel & Johnson, 2002) ~ 5% ~ &5
FEVIRIGGRE AT 5% (Keller, 1987; Brakus et al., 2009) © fifgAH BERIEUE s asa T A0S (0 Ay —
(At ~ BEEAAERE) - BACRIT TSR ERE (DI - EEMPISERE) - £ bR e EH
BB (T - BEE) > B (R EiRECR Y - M SR W ER
AT B A - RIS AR AL A TR RN e R B (B -
BB AT R A A BE R (SRR st ~ ek ~ BAe ~ ilEfNIERER)ah 82 21T Ry S IE -

nnh RS e — TR IE RUBR AR S - RSB R - B ~ sERIRISahe AR AR RS 5%
AT o S » BB B SmhREHE ~ SBEURIEIIEE - sohdRs et S [ e A
Kl - BRAZOREAN FEHE - el R 40N &R - FE A B s A
BRIy O B Sy AG R - Hon] DAIFHEAAISEFEIH(Brakus et al., 2009) - Keeney(1999)FH 4
A ALARAGER - TRERE AT » 5 [S RGBS R R R B B ASER 1T BTSSR E R
BRI INTT Ry B T ERAN T IS B 1T R E RS T HkEL -

BRI T RS R B » WA AR RE A i (B E B s
(Anderson & Sullivan, 1993) - Athanassopoulos - Gouiiaris A1 Stathakopoulos(2001)F 4%
ARSI HEE FOHE WS -



Ha A1 Perks(2005)F ~iigtlis ZRIEZNIEA - B S AR ERNERE » &
‘ESIFmE - HIEE RS SE ©)2P 1Y (& - Papadopoulou ~ Andreou ~ Kanellis
1 Martakos(2001) A1 Urban ~ Sultan A1 Quails(2000) & 2R smhiE (T Ed iy e S AT A AG B
S IEAHRE - OH B Sk B B R B R 1] (Alba & Hutchinson, 1987) » 245 HLR1E
FIAGE. » [F—(E i hR RS RS » A A Y DhRE A Y R 2 > AT DU AR — (R S RAY R
% O NETHY > BORALR AR % (598 (Weinberg, 2001; Murphy & Smith, 1982) -
Shankar ~ Smith F1 Rangaswamy(2000)F1 Kania(2001)Zs~4gnEHyRaEstE it 749481 1=
WK~ AEE R A EE) - SRR 2 A B RNV 0 T DR R ST

ErRE R SR S BRI LRI R TR S SRS S 2 B iR
AP RCE IERECA [AHT - AR B EHAFF A8 - Zarantenello A1 Schmitt(2000)f1 Ha F1
Perks(2005) & 2 71 it 1o A B 3 81 B = i A 2 A PR 1 SER GBS B R Y (S5 (B IE [ HY 52
2 mhRERSEE R EAt - LU RSO ARES SR AR R B kR 28
FUHEENIELR - Ha F1 Perks FRoRan i #G Bl anhi(E (1A B 1R (% - 2508w B Bhmhi
B R O A T RERR 4 -

ZRAlERERHE T A Howard Schultz o~ " —ZCR PRV ERhERGES - HFE (R
KA EHEE - 4 (Schultz & Yang, 1997) » =] RE4FHIMmEREGERGEE TEA - 5L
T M M S KBRSy B L i R R R an I DRE M A 2 » AHEEEE At
T RS ek SR PR A B 221 » R R TI E AR R - AU E 1 2 -

e b B AR R R R i R B B S - B - BRI - BAE - B H S
BAIAE - a2 TRy - Schmitt(1998)5% RuAa gl /M EL i - (R BLEE =%
A~ EmEHR TR mhRsE S - ZEHEERE - fuh - EFERLRA - Bl ez
360 [T RHETHEE VAR - WA ERIR AL IS DN ERGE - BB/ - —fOME
onf TEAER T At ISR T E UM ERGS  mESm TR AR G - SRR TEH
Fikraa b TR EL S E A B > A E ML - AERTTEE TR - e > % T
Aa B A S, o LRGBS R B R < [N LB T ReiaAe - Bamidm o NHH—
FTH L A ~ SRR SRR M~ S A R AR T g I B R B A R R R G
B o PSR A IRV (R - RS EHYmAEER - G EREE B RSt
JERAG B AR AR T VR SR - R RS I i P S A 2 B B BRI - 2 anhi R
FHEIRZLAH BT ©

e hR A B R (G o PRy R LR A PR (B AR A B AR R R R B AR T DU R i e
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http://wiki.mbalib.com/zh-tw/%E5%93%81%E7%89%8C

rm SR A5 MR B AR P IT TR 35 D) 2R [ FERY(E A BIRZ © AnhfRs Be e iR 2 S an FER A
FAGKRENIRZ - 0BG SaAy P i i HH an R e T Y AR RS - B TR Aln
FRECBLIERS < TRV — R A8 - e vIRyadas - mmEEss - E -~ (0F] > PSS EE
=g

AR ERUAHTFE Al T

H1 : SehSES SR R B S A B [ 2

H2 © anffieSa s anhfi (S (LR R IR &2 -

H3 : BB S L A S F R -

2.3 fmk#EREE (Brand identification)
HEEE T - —(E AR EH FERE TR AEKE » 2R AZHEE DUFH

SHFIRIBEETH 5 (Mael & Ashforth, 1992) - FIREHT - ST B EEN T IR E R LG 5
{33715 0T 82 4 —##E(Del Rio, Vazquez, & Iglesias, 2001) o 3752 ffi o 10 B T
TPy EE B e S B EL T Y LA B#R (Long & Shiffman, 2000) - PRI w8 [E {55
H N B & B B RS AT AT (3Rl (Kim, Han, & Park, 2001) - A% i 17 H5R KA ah
FoR S [ TR % - oo R [ R 3 2 4 2 R B AT CHY v B (2 =) 45 %G (Balmer, 2001,
Bhattacharya & Sen, 2003) - fsafffEAE 58 AR5 [ JI R RY - 50 5] R#se HlE 4
(Bhattacharya & Sen; Dutton, Dukerich, & Harquail, 1994) - SLRREH[EIREE B HE w2 H
E IR E B 4 FE 5k (Berger & Heath, 2007; Ruvio, 2008; Tian, Bearden, & Hunter,
2001) » A[EHYNA HABF BN [E g R E R 2 (Tian et al.) - [Nt anhR a0 A HAwhr
PolE BRI M B A HIRR NI TR SR Z (B3 -

DR R [F YR 2 B A A S F B e 2t O B (Kim, Hang & Park,
2001) - 1+ &EREEE B HR A RAVZZAGIRES - Efs—E ARV EEEHEE 5 C Rt gk A
Z—(Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000) - $H&#EEF (L GRERIVEES - sefE T E R H O
A {1 (B A% = 4H 4% (Bergami & Bagozzi; Bhattacharya, Rao, & Glynn, 1995; Mael &
Ashforth, 1992; Ashforth & Mael, 1989)F1{[E A & FAF — (s & HY4H 48 > ok 2 (Mael &
Ashforth) - 7 (EREHED » SREBLEEHR (KM et al) - SHHTHE2 R
B2 BRGNS IR L - (Brewer, 1991; Ashforth & Mael, 1989) & 51| Hg R » &
I NECHEAAEHAR > IR T —(E A KB {7569 (Bhattacharya etal., 1995) -

E PR Y — (I [ A B 4y B Pl BRI A AIE — it & S oMk % - BC
TEFRFHE T (Tajfel, 1978) - & S FIE A S (e ILHTE FMEe - 55— (ERHe T &
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http://wiki.mbalib.com/zh-tw/%E4%BE%9B%E5%BA%94%E5%95%86

r—{EE A > AR EHRRE - AIRETD ~ B IEAN(E AR 1 ERRERIEA
CURSVESYIESYAH ~ VI ~ SR TP IR S~ (SR - 5230 SO B (L% (Bhattacharya et
al., 1995; Mael & Ashforth, 1992, Brewer, 1991) - & (&3 2E & A\ E 1 B Yt & RS -

FEHEREE T R E O E] (B E (Mael & Ashforth) - 41_Ealtit & 5g[R BLpk & 1Y 5 HH
@ ERGEAHSIT AV IR 2R EE - NILRS [ DEUAREEG L > WEAHEAE
EVERIRE (EI—2E HHRS) - BERAVERE: - BEd2TH(Dutton, Dukerich, & Harquail,
1994; Bhattacharya et al.) » [N E2[E R E FEME A B Pt & ££1#Y 5 $4(Dutton,
Dukerich, & Harquail) -

anhREE eSS A B —{E R A E (Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000)  JH#EEREFIEA —E
R S E CATINGE H 5 5 (7 (Bhattacharya & Sen, 2003) » 48 308 278 A B E i
s 3 36 T P R i 1] (Bhattacharya & Sen; Brewer, 1991) o SLEERERIEIAYE LK - 2B
onfEAE (TR ERESR EH B RIS () - Aaker(1999)5% Ryan 3 AR E - 12t BT
RIFNBEOHE BN G > WIFERI » B E A S B Rl s BN
FHYm i f1i8EEE(Belk, 1988; Aaker) o [N » —{E b AVR G 1 TE ERIE R - (HHEH
REFER[H] -

Sirgy A1 Su(2000)j F 2 DU 5 T AR iR B M S AP & = 1T R+ EIRAYE
Hip4 - B RIPS - g E PRt EEENE PSR - BERNERNHEEE
WEE  (OHEEETIEC » B REENREL - WOHEERZEETEHC £ gthaT
HIRPRIER - HEBHEMMER R AREETET G BRP R © Rre HE B TR
NEFHIARVEREH & 2 BHIP5(Sirgy & Su)

Brewer(1991)F5 t LAt & 5[5 B s 2 /2 G Bh ek — (6 4H 45y I =0RH (5 2 mTREN: -
B2 Ry HIEER EL S v] DUE R 22 PO ERYEL Y © FE1TSHERs T B P —EEaIii
T RS BB B R UCACRGS R g SR E 2 b ] A PERURUR
(Sirgy & Su, 2000) - HEHYH I RECHE A Y i ETEIRESAARE - HEERESIE
HECHEEREG > BHEE LS > f25 H H 5 (Magin, Algesheimer, Huber, &
Herrmann,2003) » 120K » oo M & & RS B 4r > sEfesH H f 5(Bhattacharya &
Sen, 2003) -

nnfERER T EE SRS o DURH & AT & — ERYIRBKAES » F1— L0 Fy A\ BRI ISR
AN nhREE EI RV S R R A JH R O ES ) 2 e o ke [E 2 an R A B 2
F0 H PSSR ER S SR RIRH — B A RS o R ez SRR T
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HER G, IR HER - HEORG- RN, - BREERE R HE KR B im
FREEERL - DU PRFEH EESA SIS R - BB A 2 EIENEE - i
MENRDAEEREEEAERE M o S anRayFR RN 17 ¢ (U2 antH R a1 (BIkT
IIEE ~ HARSHEEE) ~ QFTE RN SUE ~ EEAVZEE ~ (3)s% 2 anf U H o E 4
FIERIE ~ (HFRZ AR AV TR (B Logo HYREIE]) © anhiElIEE shiYRERAE A nlfw)RE - UM
BEATRA IREERAE R TE) o mhaSHE N EE VBN EF PR E TR K » I
(R IEEERIE] o BEAG MR 50 P 4K Bl ml 5 3% an A 2 P L R L B E SRS REATL -

Hansen ~ Samuelsen #(1 Silseth(2008) 5434 1545 2 1E [ &2 22 S EAIAL B (B H - dnhft
[F] B W R EIEAHRE - Rk SR —E RV E B NIE R4 - (i 8 R A e 14
FIE FFETHHYFE K » Chun H1 Davies(2006)2¢ Fi im0 5] B 2 i s = IEFHRR (A © dufisd
[ER1 AR5 J7 U — 20V - SR TR IR 2 B H E 2 1Yny = (Nam, Ekinci, & Whyatt,
2011)

nehREE E] (EH 2 Z A E T - snhR el F A Wi (E 3 R (S AIRR REAE - HA R b
mo A B (L2 5288 (Doney & Cannon, 1997) - S5 —2HEt & AR > — A H{E
B AR A RCA Bl 52 - JHEE AT LR S — (B kR a2 —(E5R M A =8 [ (R
S{EE TS BRE) - (EMMRaEIEE - AERS A I E ERA R R 1 T
Bk - B ERIEEIVERE - B R E—(E i HRE I LU T KRS - B stis
RETT » MR YRR E RBkGE - DN AR E ZARNA R E (L ORI R
S SRR N B R M B (S 1 (Sichtmann, 2007; Walsh, Mitchell, Jackson, & Beatty,
2009) - Hofstede(2001) 2 ! SCALHYFZEE » W H R an I 1 A o R[] s B R 3 =4 R
HEhEENER » MR EIRY LS - WEE B CRY B S EE T R EFEEE
TEAHRA R - Gil K1 Hellgren(2001)£R5 i [E M ¥ i hsR E V0 2 - anhst E BUHE Y
ARG S Z B (% > SR o 8 [ B e A5 A 22 TEAHRA -

R _EACAR e RGN

H4 © R R B A B R H 2 -
H5 : R [EH i E A S a2 -
2.4 SRR E (Brand satisfaction)

Rodriguez del Bosque F1 San Martin(2008)3sBH 4 & & i &= 8 N g Bl a &5
4 - mBEEEEREXSGIERMENE  FFE S 21 B E 1% s E e
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It o BTG RS E B A (Oliver, 1993) » iR JE &8 AR A M B2 12 [ P (Jones & Suh,
2000) - HEHGinE LR R 1R — KB E Z R B2 0t p YR (E A Er (Bitner & Hubbert,
1994) - (Rt > 48RS e TS e — (B R AT A Ak 52 fiE (Veloutsou, Gilbert, Moutinho, & Goode,
2005) BT E R ZyitiiE © FERX BN imEE E A A EREGE: - M mE 2B E
FRHIEERGREE (Auh, Salisbury, & Johnson, 2003)  SRHAG TR BB AR ARHESRE NS = 4R
= FE iFav+51E (Fornell, Johnson, Anderson, Cha, & Bryant, 1996; Johnson, Gustafsson,
Andreassen, Lervik, & Cha, 2001)  [RIIEIF B ke el B e i 1 — SO R R (I an iR AS iR &
SHE B EERCIE 4B SE -

Parasuraman ~ Zeithaml F1 Berry(1991) - Zeithaml ~ Berry 1 Parasuraman(1996) -
Athanassopoulos ~ Gounaris 1 Stathakopoulos(2001) ~ Yu #{1 Dean(2001)Ed Bigne”(2005)
R S AR L E B S R U B E R S R BN B HAT R E
B (RAA AR ) ~ BEEUE BR A ER R R A e -

Stevens ~ Knutson F1 Patton(1995)#3H 4 44 %iE—NE 7 REE 22 5] BLATHY RS
FHEMATRONE - HPA 10 %A HE A SN DT Z BBEHE B K AFEFEIRIIH
o R RZREAEEA 90 EREEHR B NG HIONE - HA 8~10 AgK
JE H ik 75 b 8 B R EY B 4 46 )5 2¢ A1 78 - Parasuraman %% (1991) - Oh(1999) Al
Athanassopoulos < (2001) b5 2 P i i Bl i 6 2 T RC IEAHIRA)

Oh(1999) - Athanassopoulos Z£(2001) * Yu £i1 Dean(2001) - Bigne ™ (2005)i/f 525535
e FERUE S W & 2 [E A EEAERE - B e e = B E R RE e —(E Ry
TER B R - MBI R 2 AR B LI R R - TR —(EfEER A -
HBHRBECEERING SRR - #lER MHER LEREEE - G —ERER %
R B S (S A AU B B B REAG TS - ST SR E LR HRE (5 - R anh,
EFKERVRT - AR RN - SRS RN - R A Ry an DR A e 12
A TR RS SE R E R R L — o

Lee ~ Huang F1 Hsu(2007) &R EE R LFERE - mhfmEE ~ b E K
5 ETE > RR{E L E R - Fullerton(2005) 7 I Ay Ak 5 FH A ER ~ SahEak
FEENT e e fE Z AT HAERE M - Nam ~ Ekinci AT Whyatt(2011) IR & E AR E E o7
s A A ) Y PSR

AR P AT FE e an o

i={11g

ZE
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H6 © Shfme s S iy Sak A B IR 2 -
2.5 fuhEfE (Brand trust)

S (1 BEE 38 Ry i O B W R RE IRV IRGERR R - DAgT EER EHYThRE
(Chaudhuri & Holbrook, 2001; Moorman, Zaltman, & Deshpande, 1992; Morgan & Hunt,
1994) - Gurviez F1 Korchia(2003)Z ~ME(F AT LABFIERAVIRAE » R A BB B ENE
B ABEEAEARIEIIT Ry o (B EAE ARG AREHY Rl i 2 75 B — (B2 e Ay B A HRE (4 -

Moormann Z£(1992)#1 Doney F1 Cannon(1997):% (S (RIS LA HEE PR Rz
AR T EAHRRRY > RIS SRR EE HYATEE 22 (Doney & Cannon, 1997) - i5 15k
HE BB B RA T - BERHIESZEGE - KGR ES SRR A T
FEVERE R HAEE - FEE OEIENEGE T - BEEE/2H L EHI(Hofstede, 2001) -

[EE4h Doney A1 Cannon(1997)58 (S 4 KETREAVAERE - RBL 7 —{ESmkRAYEE ST - B
BE R THRBNET BRSO BERRARRIER » S —(EESEAINREAHMTEEL - EE
TERETOH B HI R (2R O AR i (A 2 2 17 /5 AU HEET (Doney & Cannon) -

e N B2 (EEERERENE - HrlFEENES s 8% AlE0 &'
T~ 284 ~ @B A~ AR5 8 (Chaudhurri & Holbrook, 2001; Coulter & Coulter, 2002;
Doney & Canon, 1997; Morgan & Hunt, 1994) - Chaudhuri 1 Holbrook #7t:7 @ S E
B2 ERER Al AR - FAOTFEs R mniRey EakE - TR SRRy AT SEM: 1
HERIEE -

Morgan A1 Hunt(1994)f5HE1TEE 5t N —(BH A SER /3 WEE SR (S (E R (s
B mRn B BORE - R EEE R AFDHE Z B SREG 2 HNEENS
FEER - AL AEET S EEEEOI R - W E R R BN 2 [ R b -

Filo 71 Funk(2008)/%E% » S (£ /& b AT LSS 2 RS ~ B BN K R
it SRFVEERBE - REMENDREENES - HEERIEE CHIEERE
FIE ML AR SV ET - AR S TIE e A A St & B - R EE
n S (AR AR E B 45 TIHE S hn i A E A

Chaudhuri A1 Holbrook(2002)&2 Fy £ — Il i iR A5 (EHEAE 8 A2 5 25 W3 & AHE 2 11
REVEF AT E AR - A RS R E S B ERItER (EEEMNNE S
EESHE ) - B R AN E A A E Vi Z 72 52 - (e BN B B Y ah i
B

Gurviez F1 Korchia(2003)f FHHZILAGHIRES: - 1EHBEARTAREAKE - (F R0
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BN WORBE B - S ERETHEEH KA EYE ~ sERALE © iETHEE
EAHEEMILRHTRE ST » DUR R BB HIHIEY o SZ 40 S T ORFF an i AT (R HH YK
st~ SCE TIREE RUE - FOEZ e RG-S O E B RIA R - B TE —(ERITN
HEHE - A TE=EAFERRN  EEresy B IR E L RAEita R S EAiE -
AGE A 8 AR e S B R B P FETHY BR % (Guviez & Korchia)

Bainbridge(1997)F ~—{E{HAEHEHVMME - ERYT O EE S EEHGE AT
HEFRR > WETTEE R E R MBI 2 - b E B0 & & e o S B BT
RERIRAVIMEE (Aaker, 1996) o dnfRAV(E T AE Fe Ry & Bz BLEAE A 1F A anhiey
2 a R o AN DU Ry AR 0 O R S R 5E TN B Y A 25 B AE A B Y 2
(Delgado-Ballester, 2001) -

nnfE AT A P E R4S B Z (SRS - BER D AT - B LU —(E=ar
EENE BN RERIRE - (B (ERVEE MR E & 0EE I E 41 B 5 E 5 HIR %
(Amine, 1998; Morgan & Hunt, 1994: Agustin & Singh, 2005) - {Z{T-#% & 35 By S & E I E 0
S THEE A LURSEE e BURGERIIRES - MBHAEE AT DA ER RH BN B
7% AEHERE —(EFRF BRSO B AT E A= - FEIE S SnhRa (S m] AR R Al
MEAEE - BRI ge Gy M & B EEEETT R (Amine) -

mE EERCE R R FEE R (RSEMmRRYRE JJE IR HIEAHYIIAE (Chaudhuri
& Holbrook, 2001) - suf(SEAMME T - %R RV EE - "5EM: - Bifrskae
Ry ESWEIIEE » P8 KR JTRIBE RS STKEE - e HE BT K - £ B REEHL4K
Eanhf > BEREDHE AR NENHERES - ESERAmE ST HEEREH
BEIARGE  IGRRFE MBS ~ £E - HE - IR S EEAEEE  EREYE
A HH PR A 5L 5 15 1% (Delgado-Ballester, Jose, & Maria, 2003; Doney & Cannon, 1997;
Morgan & Hunt, 1994) « (S{E/ZEEIL5RMA SIHIAF M EE R (% » By Sk E A
B - HE A AV SR I IE R E S REEZ anh > BT RIZE mEPERE (R (Ashley
& Leonard, 2009) - /= RS E an i TP E LR 1E BRI 2 EHH(Chiou & Shen, 2006) - 1£
AR TP RS R AR H R RG K e B (B A e R s R (L JE RS TR ) - BT ERE
JEMERYRR S T

R E R SaRRAY R B R BN o A REUR S i B 7 B B (A B B i ARG
(Fournier 1998; Gundlach, Achrol, & Mentzer 1995; Moorman, Zaltman, & Deshpande 1992;
Morgan & Hunt 1994; Webster 1992) o [t {5 (LA k%52 R 1F By 35 iR Tl B
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ARGHERASR N - B TEHRA ARSI — Y - SRS A S R A Ay e
s » N R EEREIAORBERAYEEZE S (Morgan & Hunt) » EEKEUKEERTEGE » 7
EAEH AR IGER—(EA EEN AR EENRG - SERMASIREZR T - I
IR RS B FE(EE {4 - Moorman ~ Zaltman F{1 Deshpande Ei Morgan A1 Hunt 2535 (=
ER A EH SRR ARV - Rt EEA R e R SRR ERYT
S MERE S (B EREH A IR ES - S [ S S AR R HVRE R G -

Z NN G SN E

H7 : SRS S R S A E IE s -
2.6 fmpERE SR E (Brand loyalty)

B S SR B AR RO E N F— R HIFR AR B E s A
] B A ] A B (A R R B 0 — (i A R AR 3G 101 76~81 % (Stevens
et al., 1995) - Zeithaml - Berry il Parasuraman(1996) ~ Yu 71 Dean(2001) & #5105 | #7H%E
EEhirA FFEEZ BEENRACEE S - BRI S NIE E AR AR -
Oliver(1997)F 7 T i MR IAE 5 [l B K B AL B8 AER B o 28R 2 o/ IR 5 B4 B — i o
B 2R ESHEREE AT T AR 8 Al RE 5 32 s IEAYEHETT Ry(Chaudhuri &
Holbrook, 2001) - &HESAEITIHERCEH AR R HEE B (IR )V E S © S EEE
B~ frdr ~ ARGENUEEK DM SRR (e LA AV E S (Chiou & Shen, 2006) -
kRIS ERAE T [557HE - kR RE S TR i S an e = %Ay &2 AlE S (Morrison
& Crane, 2007) - dnfFHIRGERAE (R HEESE - BlE—H5 [ AARs ~ & AESIRA—2HER
THIIE RS -

B E TR R A — BRI AN B 7 R & B R L P e 2 AT ) T el
HEENTT Ry S e Al s S A A EE A 2 (Reynolds, 1974) - (AR Z B AL B
BB HITT Rl > SZRCRA R BPERE AT Ry 2 RN 2R (Selnes, 1993) - A G (E A
RETE (AR L A A (IR SR W & Bl Z [RS8 - T BREEA S0 ~ (BRVIDUE 3 4
T > SRR F LRt & B [ RE (AR - R E S m] 1 R (B A\ REFERT
RETT Ry e Z [RS8 5 (Dick & Basu, 1994) - R K 1R BE BIR R R M
SRS Z ARACH TR > B CE A W B 2 RIS S > — EA Y
BRI RSSO 2 G Bl 2 o TS S RN LR BRI HIBR Bl 5
B AL H SRR ~ = B AR B e 1 B < A Z2 (Jones & Sasser, 1995) » gHE 5K
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e TaRA R A A oL ~ IR R B S R G - e 2 E IR AT T
BB S(Oliver, Rust, & Varki, 1997) « BREESREEAE FHIHRI ¢4 - BAETE
P ASEIHATRE ARSI - AR 35t F 3 AN - 1T B S e S R R A
fig - BERRBHEREZICH CHYZ—1E(Smith, 1998) -

Shoemaker F1 Lewis(1999)+% 44 & 5k § = 4 (Royalty triangle) 5 =X £ & Ik 75 18 12
(Process) — FEMR B A F AR 1 - BRstR it BRI B Bl —ES Bl EE) - i
G HIRBHUREE ROEE BRI EEE R AV A R 2 - (HEAE
(Value creation) — Ji 75 B 5 (BB 1 fi(Value added)gi & ey i & B (8 (E {815 (Value
recovery) — (BB G Ry 7 BLRAZ 47 5 & 0T O BRI - e —Lh(alaE sebf i EE
GEE > MEEESGEENPREEREE) - TR ESEIE - k% EIEE - B
EEEH B (R ERE - RHEME A T AR I E V4 E Mt - DR AL
{EFE AR -~ S P J 5 {5 e B B R g A A )

2.7 58 E(Wu Pao Chun)

S EA(Wu Pao Chun) 1969 /i &UE F SREGAIAE AR T - GBI AT -
2008 FRER - HEHEE SR - SIIEEABITERRET - RAME MR " 28T
fEd A8 ® A FE(Coupe Louise Lesaffre) | & it FERA - [FIRFRES - i NEGEUEEAY
{EL (BT - 2010 FREHAREGE - SN ER R THY & et S ahdi 1 KA ZE(LES
MASTERS DE LA BOULANGERIE) - 5= £ 5 f&{SB(=VAI E14H (Pain) tH5UEHE - FTHEE
7 BEHYET - BEERE - GEIERIGHGE 2 TR EAINE H B E o iR
BREE R YAE T WEEE - TSRl S EE(TRER - 1F 2010 4 02 AR T
TR N - BRI i AT R B R - Ho il 7B M s AR e ay B R - Wk
2010 £F 10 HJEAE = iRa(E A EE " AEH(ETT) R A - HAEL R TS LR
o = A B i 5 £ K FE (Mondial du Pain) @ {54l E10H H 7 1I8% - T4 2011 47 09
H BT EERE R O EE ) -

JFE SRR R ERA G EEHERE - 0 RERrHEs e T RE
=(EFEACHEERROTHESY - RERE )R LIEHEE —BEREBITHET
= 0 (ET R ZER AR T (CIS) ~ JEmSEHFIBFHE » WAE 2011 47 05 ALIRE R/
AL " RS e RS o MIREEPNHE > B AR EEHRE RS
mh R S o IREFRABA 10 8B & AJENERE - [EHBEY 2 55
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IMF KB B ARHHRREAD LS - BEII—PiinfE &8RS E & HEE A E NS -
2.8 BN Z HHRAS AR

A% He ~ Li f1 Harris(2012) ~ Kim F1 Jones(2011)#{1 Sahina ~ Zehirb #1
Kitapeib(2011)HIRFFEZRME i - AL Sahina ~ Zehirb A1 Kitapeib(2011)AyZR1% 1 22
SEFEANE - TR T e - F0E ~ EEARE R T s
fril Bl (AP

» Li #1 Harris(2012) ¥ 2 & A S bl e bE 2 o MEZ TS - TRaTtt &

T E] G Y B

/4 {HE ~ L
el ﬁ» (BE P SRS

W
VS

2.1 Z2EHFEAREE—

Figure 2.1 Reference research structural model 1

K

Sahina ~ Zehirb A1 Kitapeib(2011)$ 31 55 Bl RS A W e e T B — 2 B P mnh 6
OFENVAR

%{P
e

K

/ s 4
LR SRR
ELHRE(TE v
2.2 BT REE

Figure 2.2 Reference research structural model 2

Kim #1 Jones(2011)%f + H I AR M A& & Eht: - e S & miaeis - (=
(ERAIVRSVEE St AESC VAN~
AR AnfFAERE amh R

H¥E
vA

v nmfRHERE W AR
[SR=prE

2.3 2H ISR EE =
Figure 2.3 Reference research structural model 3
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= ~HEGE
HRAEEE — SRR - SRR - SLARRER - SRR MR - SRS LA
e S A BSOS LA RS T 1 » A B ST g P B e TSt >
WA BT SR IE R - PG - TR R 7% -
3.1 BigefEk
e ATZE 2 9 A RIBIZEZEHS » 62 5 AR SO0 & RER0IL - $RH1 T VIO
el :

HL © AR S R S (T -

N

H2 : SRR e A B RE & -
H3 © anffAeSa s anhfey ESN A RS IR &2 -
HA * S0 E L e e T B (L2
H5 : SRR E S e B EE A RS R 2 -
H6 : S e S R S A S IE s & -

H7 @ S SRR S A 8 [E a2
3.2 tHFTZERE

RFFEZeRE 2 DL He ~ Li f1 Harris(2012) ~ Kim #1 Jones(2011)#1 Sahina ~ Zehirb F1
Kitapeib(2011) YR ST (e Hm Fo (068 » L2852 TR nfeie e ~ 300E ~ (S EAUREEH @
S T s 2 R A5

= AR (ARAG=B s

] s

|
\‘~&%%E

3 W7 At E
Figure 3 The research structural model

K

am e A

3.3 FERE
KT 2 bt se i st AT R B EHIHE# © B2 iR G LAR RS

B ~ SEE ~ (FERRE S AT Z 8 > 5HE H ORI ITHERZ A -
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3.4 MR ITA
AL ST R BRI - BRI E 2 (ER AR A - IR E

BB R et - (R GEREZ G =URIEE R - 5T 2012 £ 04 § 04 HE
2012 47 04 H 04 H%/ 64 13T HUHNGAS S E AT BUE H o ig - BXehEE
e ]~ 5 [ EVEE SRV - 125 2012 4 04 H 06 H % 2012 4F 04 A 08 H 7K
4% > MG 337 {7 HoAR4E 330 {7 » [EULIEATCE K 98 % -

3.5 [ &akts
3.5.1 fLh#EASEs(Brand experience)

Aift7E£:3% Sahina ~ Zehirb F1 Kitapgib(2011) ~ Morgan-Thomas F1 Veloutsou(2011)
MEEMEF (01N S - ekt 11 (EREH - SRR 25 & B o ae beny &=
H o MGt PR LR e KU (Likert scale) Byfir EAzah & Saniffaia iz 2 TR -
BB EEEY 5 TIREERE, ~ TEE, ~ TH@y ~ "FAEE, X "TIFEREREL.5H
WP al4ET 5~ 432~ 1 p8EfEEd - L TIRR EE s RGP R EREEE &

PIREARIE  HEHEBEERK - #EL G E 2 E R SRR -

Sahina %5 (2011)$1 ¥ 5B R 2 A TS RaT B — 2 B pg b S AV T R LR
Aebn il fy B — & - Morgan-Thomas Z7(2011) 55T an i Be (4 - RF&R b anf# A2 8% (Online
brand experience) 5 Fy Bl—1Ria] * TR (2011) 1 anp A SRt e s oM B & 8 > R in
REREER T RIEVE ~ BN 1T R A RERS SR VU (RS - ARFFTIE R B Rl St R s s
R B —HEH - UR SR 250 B A B R H 75T & -

% 3-5-1 miS Gtk

Table 3-5-1 Questionnaire of brand experience

PAK: i H NELSZ [ 5 SR
LERHRERY N RZIGRFURIEIZ
ST IERRIATE - SR S > 9 e 2011
NARZFRS A5 IIEd b.Sahina et al., 2011

b.This brand makes a strong impression on my
visual sense or other senses

ap | 2E - BREEEIHNREERNGEIIAREG R

B A EE - TR BRHERRZ R - R REA afEfes - 2011
LigER b.Sahina et al., 2011
b.I find this brand interesting in a sensory way
IRERHUMNS - BREAKSIIRY | a®Eia= 2011
IR S » BEAKRS [ IHY b.Morgan-Thomas&
b.The web page layout is appealing Veloutsou, 2011
a.This brand does not appeal to my senses c.Sahinaetal., 2011
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A
S

5

HH

N2 [

5 [FH=CRK

4. bl%%@ eI - FREE —-LRREFE
apZonhf T IEEN I - (EHEL — LR AR

b.This brand induces feelings and sentiments

I

a. = 5 2011
b.Sahinaetal., 2011

S RERGRAEL —ERTIAEE SER
mﬁf!»
A% oo s 7 A — Eesm SR 48 S i B

b.l do have strong emotions for this brand

|

a. e » 2011
b.Sahinaetal., 2011

6 AEEFENEEREALE MERHEN
HY O R &
A e T R P AE B PR 2 (o FH S A B L
A LRE BT

b.l engage in physical actions and behaviors
when | use this brand

|

a.ZEG= 5 2011
b.Sahinaetal., 2011

I REFGREARE—F T RHELT
A% SR AT E 0 T IRHITT R

b.This brand results in bodily experiences

|

a. = » 2011
b.Sahinaetal., 2011

8 F R ERN G RRENISR fEm

JRVEE AT M AR

BB E AT RS > FEETFZEE -

ffl:l I R BN R R e i R S
BRI SRS - SIS -

f(D 2% PR E 52 K 2E S IRE S

b.I engage in a lot of thinking when | encounter this
brand

IH

a. = » 2011
b.Sahinaetal., 2011

VEERELREMINGE T FEZ R
=
SERSEIAMNER -4 - MEEEZ M
MR MLl o AR T R R e B R
fa] o

aZimhEEIARER - 4 - HEEEZ S
W ZE LY > AR T R kR e B T RE AN

fA] o
b.This brand makes me think

|

a.EG= » 2011
b.Sahinaetal., 2011

10 RERENREEF EREY

a.lt is easy to navigate

NlEd

a.Morgan-Thomas&
Veloutsou, 2011

11 R B RE A e IR HE T i
S ER T EE

a.lt results are always up to date

|

a.Morgan-Thomas&
Veloutsou, 2011

3.5.2 fHfiEEEE](Brand identification)

He Li ££(2012) ~ Kim %5(2011)#1 Casal6 - Flavian f1 Guinaliu (2010)fJf5e#i 4 -
a5 EEE - MR s SRR E R EEE - MGRar R AR TR
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F (Likert scale) Ry 2w il Rz 2 TH - BIEEES 5 TIFEEE, - TH
By oo THE, - TREE, R OIREFEE, S KEAIGT 54232215
BUERE > DL PIEREE ) B SRR E R RS o TIRE TR B EEER
RO » FELIGPR S5 E SR A R -

He S5 (2012) e £ @B LT E RS » SR ERSTIT 5 2 B — HIE - Kim 5
(1R MBI ~ S IERIBR I Ea AT AT I SR R B —
T+ Casalo S(2010) et HEBHERE RIS IR » IESEHRREIRTISL B o — TR - AT
ISR LA SRR B BT > BB 3 SER FIORRA E e
5P -

%< 3-5-2 IR RIS G ake TR

Table 3-5-2 Questionnaire of brand identification

i H I [ 5 [F SR

~
A
-

L BIREF BT R IRHT R G NNEd a.Casalé et al., 2010
a.0ther community members and | share the b.Kim & Jones, 2011
same objectives and values.
b.THIS STORE BRAND reflects who | am
2 REEMEREE S N a.Casalo et al., 2010
a.l see myself as a part of the virtual b.Kim & Jones, 2011
community. _ g | CHeetal, 2012
b.l use THIS STORE BRAND to communicate <
e who | am too ther people
5] c.X has a distinctive identity
SREREMEERNRE a.He et al., 2012
SERARR TR T =
a.X stands out from its competitors.
LREER A EBNmE a.Heetal., 2012
SERE AN - AeEEN G NIEd
a.X is a first-class, high-quality brand.
S REREERENESE I a.He et al., 2012
a.X has a high reputation )

3.5.3 J§i= [E (satisfaction)
AWH7E 2% Sahina Z£(2011) ~ He 25(2012)#(1 Casalo Z£(2010)A9H e s - HLE%ET 6

(& H - Ry a2 i S LAY T REIE H - PG aa TR To 2 v KU (Likert
scale) BT E 2 A HmimEERZZ TH - BIEERS R TIFERE, ~ THE. -
Ty ~ TARE. & TIEEAEREL ST RFRIGT 543 2 1 3 BfERE
i B IR EE s REGRASEEEREERS  TIFEAARE, HHEREEE
& - #ELEFEZE S R -
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Sahina Z£(2011)$ ¥ 2R S AW e e B — S B R sn S ESE R ETL  RimE
FoB—18IH - He FE(012)HGIH LGB i EEF & > KimE i hE 18
1 - Casalo T (2010)FRET 1@ BN mmhFEERE - REm R 1R R B — R - ARHSEAReE
T EAR L ACR R S L R B - (OB PR 2 578 B S FE AV R RE T H 7T

&

% 3-5-3 ImEEHGRETR

Table 3-5-3 Questionnaire of satisfaction

AL 8 H NI 1] 5| HSCRR
LBIRME R E R EEmRE =} a.Casalo et al., 2010
a.Overall, | am satisfied with my experience in b.He etal., 2012

this virtual community. c.Sahinaet al., 2011

b.I am completely satisfied with X
c.l am very satisfied with the service provided
by this brand

2R RBEBRNE S IEEIAE a.Casald et al., 2010
a.l am sure | made the correct decision in using a.Sahinaetal., 2011
this virtual community NI

b.l made the right decision when | decided to
use this brand

SEEEMETRINER a.Casalo et al., 2010
a.| have obtained several benefits derived from b.Sahina et al., 2011
my participation in this virtual community NI
b.This brand does a good job of satisfying my
need

AR SE R RERNE a.He etal., 2012
a.| am absolutely delighted by X NlEd b.Sahina et al., 2011
b.l am very happy with this brand
5. R R EREELEEN a.Sahina et al., 2011
P R E RS EmEN EEEE NN
a.l am addicted to this brand in some way
6. EREFEADEELESIEFE S AWE a.Sahina etal., 2011
mmE REREMGEEIET S RN
o= I
BAEmE RE RS S E E—EFE )
o N
b.1 believe that using this brand is usually a
very satisfying experience

3.5.4 fFE{Z{F(Brand trust)
AI5E 2% Sahina 5(2011) ~ He “(2012)F1 Tsai(2011)iIFZcf: » L3zt 8 {Hsd

HEFEZE% > SRR E T EEHEE - Faaat PR R ey RE (Likert
scale) HffrEZaEH M EERZZ TE » BZEERS R TIFEEE, ~ TEHE.

s
gl
G

24



P, ~ TAREE. & TIREAEREL S FahlsaT 5432 1 0 BUIERE
iC DL TIRE EE . R SEEEREERE RS - TIFENRE . B HEEEERK
FELLSFE 2 WS R EZ -

SahinaZ (2011)5#1 2 BUR S W e iRa ] B — B P s D SRE AY L - RFan %
EERE M - HeZE(012)BEE 1L Gl i dn U E R 228 - HEER HE 18
T > Tsai(2011) Fa [l % P S FEE B 8 18 MR Bi HY BBLRERRL % > RERF B (R B — 18
T AHTFARIER TR B E AR RS E A R B — R - (SR 2 & B an R (S AV
REIH H TR

% 3-5-4 MR {EEHEEGETR

Table 3-5-4 Questionnaire of brand trust

AL i H NIE S =] 5 | F SRR
1LEEEETERN I a.Tsai, 2011
a.The brand is credible b.He et al., 2012
b.I trust X
L REEREREEN a.Tsai, 2011
a.The brand is trustworthy IIE] b.He et al., 2012
b.l rely on X
3RERNm  EFRAREL a.Tsai, 2011
a.l am confident in the promises the brand NI
makes
e e 4 ZRERE—(ERENE RV a.He et al., 2012
F - a.X is an honest brand I b.Sahinaetal., 2011
b.X would be honest and sincere in addressing )
my concerns
S5 RERELEN I a.Sahina et al., 2011
a.X is safe )
6. REEFMNATRAVIAE . a.Sahina et al., 2011
a.X meets my expectations X
1 REEBIALERELE I b.Sahina et al., 2011
b.X never disappoints me )
8 RERREME . c.Sahina et al., 2011

c.X guarantees satisfaction

3.5.5 TLREE S E (Brand loyalty)
AKWFE 2% Beristain {1 Zorrilla(2011) ~ Martinez ~ Montaner f{1 Pina(2009)#1 Boo -

Busser /(1 Baloglu(2009)Hyft7e# e - kst 5 (EE H - Ryt 2l ki Sy
ERETH H - MG PR A TR ve e KB (Likert scale) B ff B 52/ i o S JBk 2
ZTH > BIEEE R TIRERE, ~ THE, ~ TEE, ~ "FEEs & "IEEARE
B SH O IRFPORIEET 5~ 43~ 2 Loy B{ERERC > DL TIRERE s R SRREmE
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FEEE RS > TIFEANRE . REEFEREERRK - #EUGTEZEEH U

N7, °

Beristain 1 Zorrilla(2011) e fuh# & 2 2 FHIEVEH (7 - Rranh% &2 (Brand equity) 7y B
S (Perceived quality) ~ LR E RS (Brand loyalty) ~ FLRSH144 /5 (Brand awareness)
= {1 - Martinez < (2009) % B S B A R EY 28 R i ES EAR Fy BE— 1R -
Boo %(2009)z 3 DARH T Ry SRR i EE A AL FIAE 22 {18 H AT » A o R RS 1R
B o AHHFTARIE TR TR s o R RS R R B - (SRR Az
B ERY AT H TR -

% 3-5-5 dnfR I MGG TR
Table 3-5-5 Questionnaire of brand loyalty

g = NERZ 7] 5| SR
LEEENAREREELE [ a.Beristain &
a.l consider myself to be a loyal consumer of Zorrilla, 2011
Brand X olive oil b.Martinez et al.,
b.Feeling of loyalty to the brand 2009
c.Overall, | am loyal to this destination c.Boo et al., 2009
2R HEEFEREREESLE a.Beristain &
a.When buying olive oil, my first option would Zorrilla, 2011
be Brand X I b.Martinez et al.,
b.Choice of the brand at the store X 2009
c. This destination would be my preferred c.Boo et al., 2009
g e choice for a vacation
S 3R R EEE AT =T a.Beristain &
a.l intend to continue buying Brand X olive oil I Zorrilla, 2011
b.I would use their services again ) b.Biedenbach et al.,
2011
ARFHEREFEE D EEEMNEE a.Martinez et al.,
a.Recommendation of the brand to others 2009
consumers I b.BQO et al., 2009
b.1 would advise other people to visit this ; c.Biedenbach et al.,
destination 2011
c.l would recommend XXX services to others
5. REHREREMELE I a.Boo et al., 2009
a.l enjoy visiting this destination A

3.5.6 114%%55(Socio-demographic characteristics)
K322 Beristain £ Zorrilla(2011) ~ Liu ~ Sinkovics - Pezderkab £ Haghirianc

(2012) ~ Yu £1 Goulden(2006) ~ Michel £1 Rieunier(2012)£1 Chen(2007) > k53¢ - B HE &
Yt 48 55 570 By 14 Al (Gender) ~ -0 (Age) ~ Z 5 12 % (Education) ~ i A P55 H U A
(Income) ~ FEZEAR T (Employment) f1fE{EHE(Place of residence)ZE(E fy el & (<5 - MFI
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ERICZ B ERALE IR RUE (Nominal scale) » fhif ~ BETEE ~ (H A AUA ~ Bk

IR B A Z BEFE I IF K (Ordinal scale) -

#3561t T R GERGTER
Table 3-5-6 Questionnaire of socio-demographic characteristics

SETHAATE | BUEEAY B ZEIANT 5| FH SRR
1158 % a.l\/l_iche_l &
1045 | Nominal | a[ |Male [ JFemale Rieunier, 2012
scale b.[ IMale [ JFemale b.Berlgtam &
Zorrilla, 2011
C.DMaIe DFemaIe c.Liu et a|, 2012
2114 5EPA™  [J15~24 []25~34
[ ]35~44 [ ]45~54 []55~64 _
[165 Ll a.Michel &
24E@5 | Ordinal | al[]18~24 []25~34 []35~49 Rieunier, 2012
b.Beristain &
scale [ 150~64 [ Jover age 65 Zorrilla, 2011
b.gég~29 %30~459 [ 146~60 c.Liuetal 2012
no answer
c.[ ]18~20 [ J21~25 [ Jorder than 26 year
3BV e IS5
=R IR LIf5ERT  Michel &
.._INo diplom High school :
3.%%’ Ordinal i 52 S/eirz ?:iegaree 54 ygearsscdsgree Riel_migr, .
> scale b.Beristain &
L5 years degree Zorrilla, 2011
b.[ Jelementary [|Secondary/College
[ JUniversitynn [ ]No answer
ACIBE [T [JEEBEAER
L ORBE LB AER
(R OXE [BEEHE
[HF5EH [IB&1#3%
4'%% Nominal LR ~ 4%~ 3 H0R a.Michel &
R scale (1A Rieunier, 2012
a.[ ]Student [_JEmployees '
[ ]Manual workers [ ]JExecutives
[ JProfessionals [ JFarmers
[ JUnemployed
[ ]Retired
50840 | Nominal | 5. 1BE5 [ & A&+ a.Yu & Goulden,
L scale a.[ |Married [ _ISingle 2006
6. fEA 6.[110,000 LA F [110,001~20,000
iy _ []20,001~30,000  []30,001~40,000 a.Yu & Goulden,
Bkt Orgégf; [140,001~50,000 [ 50,001~60,000 ; ﬁ;’ﬁf‘el N
AGR [ 160,001 DA E Rieunier, 2012
= a.[ JUnder $50,000
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SEIRATE | BUEET EEHNE 5 [FH=C8K

1) ["]$50,000~$100,000
[ ]$100,000~$150,000
[ ]More than $150,000

b.[ 1$1000~$2499 [ 1$2500~$4000
[ lover $4000

c.[ $1500 [ 1$1501~$2500
[ 1$2501~$4000 [ ]$44000
[ INo answer

L=
(& [J22E [ S
[=RE [ZHE [
(ri¢E [(EE2EE (2R
[IrisHE [ VIVEE [hirEE
CEERE [IRtE CELE
L& (PSR [ FEE

7.J&FE | Nominal [JHFE [(FRRE [ JEHEE
i scale OAZE [THNE [IRLE 2.Chen. 2007

(IRF&E [fEE CIREERE
OER&E [TREE CELE
O=RE CIAERE [(FAIE
OWFf&E CHE Otk
CIsetl&E (AR EE
LA &
a. [ |North Taiwan [ |Central Taiwan
[ ]SouthTaiwan [ JEast Taiwan

U - GEEEE

AERHHGHE GG TSR - WA 2 et E I AR - B5Ef]
G TN E L TEAIE H ik - (B EE - sEEEN - s[EFEFEAN
FREESIIEAME ~ 421 ZRERZEEBIHH T ~ 4.3 ZERZFENEIAT - 4.4
A TSR R ERREEGET O - 4.5 REDHT - 4.6 HHERIHT - 4.7 EER AT ~ 4.8
Gt TR R SR B R -

4.1 FFERTA
AWFE S TSR A S MHERE SCRRFTaat 2 6 RTEAIARIE 2 MIRE A Al Sl

PESTECETATIE » 14 2012 62 4 19 4 LS80 64 (RIS R TAHINS - Rl s R e st
e > SHRIASHE T B A ITILE R T » HETTRR AR 2 B » AR B AT -

RA-1-1 SLRREG AT B R B E AT 8 H oA
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Table 4-1-1 Item and reliability analysis of brand experience pretest questionnaire

fiER1& <~ MRE > ClEFR4E sy , THE T t
I [/\
A H e sms g TRRIE e
B ]
ﬁ%;}%% H AT 460 3273 0.455 0.938 0.000
A T%gﬁﬁgi”fbl HE 4177 2058 0.780 0.926 0.000
[ > B
%Eﬁﬁiﬁﬁm ks 4214 2854 0.798 0.925 0.000
e hY , A
%E% ;;ﬁjﬁ%zﬁgﬁﬁi 4200  28.32 0.830 0.923 0.000
:A)E‘:\ E&/’\ }%\\‘
0 s 2 @ T 2 A H 4]
%Eﬁgggé—gw;ﬁﬂ 4208  28.36 0.752 0928  0.000
L1 RN ~Z
SEEEEREERALE
EsEsH e LAY EEL 4173 31.37 0.726 0.929 0.000
aREe)
l:l';:g -‘:—E‘E-‘ N, 7F 3 —L
*Ef‘g;iﬁfgﬁ% YT g7 3109 0.694 0.930 0.000
= /A nn
Bl A R B R
Flg R EESF 4183 29.19 0.808 0.924 0.000
&Hyz*ﬁ
5 7
E‘%E?EEEEED?;TE* 4166  31.25 0.714 0.929 0.000
D/(ljlj =<
P BN AEAT S 4186  29.46 0.789 0.925 0.000
B RIENEFET S EMS 4184 31.09 0.658 0.931 0.000
o= 0.034

FA-1-2 LR ERTHI ERE T BIE H o

Table 4-1-2 Item and reliability analysis of brand identification pretest questionnaire

k12> HHK%%Z Bl B RSy , THE T t

" T wnE mawm ommE T e
PR B BB IR EE 17.80 3.72 0.625 0.863 0.000
ERFEREFE S ANAEEE 17.67 3.59 0.700 0.843 0.000
LB RSN FE 17.36 3.69 0.760 0.829 0.000
%gﬁ% MRERENE 3.58 0.773 0.824 0.000
SEHEEHARSNEZ 17.33 4.10 0.646 0.857 0.000

a=0.871

% 4-1-3 TR ERTHIE RS R oA B H oo

Table 4-1-3 Item and reliability analysis of satisfaction pretest questionnaire

W 2 bR 2 BURTERS o ORED
" I emE mam ommE o ek
BRIEmEREEEE LM 20.45 11.36 0.840 0.943 0.000
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bRz~ MikRig s BlEFLES , TH H 457 t

ia S T mmey o TORL S e
KAERYEZIEHENAE 2053 10.19 0.920 0.932 0.000
SE e FRIFE K 20.56 9.77 0.928 0.931 0.000
KRIEEE R AEHFNE 20.48  10.98 0.849 0.941 0.000
R REHE(E gk 20.69 9.65 0.833 0.948 0.000
R 2041  11.83 0.802 0.949 0.000

IEE S NinEHyaEE

a = 0.950
FA-1-AGL RS TR R R EE TR H

aril

Table 4-1-4 Item and reliability analysis of brand trust pretest questionnaire

b2 MRk BlERES , TH H 53 t
i B T mmey o TRRZE e
REEEEN 29.22 1541 0.821 0.947 0.000
SREEEESEEN 29.17  15.10 0.859 0.945 0.000
SEEREHS  FERAREL 29.14  15.39 0.856 0.945 0.000
= = 2 2
%EE}E—“&ENE Y 29.14 1511 0.836 0.946 0.000
SEHEZEN 29.11  15.27 0.820 0.947 0.000
REEREIRAIAE 2938  14.24 0.804 0.950 0.000
REFENAFERELE 29.41  14.59 0.816 0.948 0.000
RE B RS 2928 1541 0.839 0.946 0.000
o =0.953

RA-1-500 L TIE T E RS E A BIE E o

Table 4-1-5 Item and reliability analysis of brand loyalty pretest questionnaire

kR8> MRz ElEFR4E5y , THH 1 t
T N 55
s B e smmm o MRRZE e
KN REREE MRS 16.91 6.63 0.831 0.950 0.000
e R sl 16.69 6.69 0.866 0.944 0.000
N /r/v‘zz %E:E f ==y ?EE ‘l—:;:: E
ﬁmf“ E‘E%E?Eﬁu 16.53 6.89 0.851 0.946 0.000
[mmi
BRoHERE RS TS
16.59 6.63 0.898 0.938 0.000
Hp&EE
REHRER S LR 16.66 6.48 0.914 0.935 0.000
o =0.954
F24-1-6/ A i
Table 4-1-6 Brand experience
I8 E SEgE e H 49 b %
: M SD 17 2 3 4 5

HHREEY N EZaZIIEIS 434 062 00
WE - EoiET R EER TR

i E 427 071 0.0
SEHEHIRNS > 2EARSIJIAY 389 064 0.0
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g YE AR H 7 B %

I E3
A M SD 1 2 3 4 5
LB R eI o (AL R
e 403 087 18 140 526 228 88
=5 1 Sy iEg — Ik §IJ %
G W E R AIT IR 395 060 00 00 6.3 531 406
2 EEL R
SEGEERETERLLE FehE
430 072 00 1.6 109 469 406
A AN 1 R
= ErE T A AR5 TR
5@% THIHIE B TR 0 080 16 16 250 500 21.9
e T By
P R B G B SRR B R By
420 082 00 3.1 219 438 313
R i R A 2P 26 ke
E%E?%%fuu TET@ LR/ IZII:I[IIHﬁ
438 0.88 31 00 219 484 266
5 B T g
SERIENEEE EEY) 417 055 0.0 00 4.7 609 344
SR A N T W T 419 059 00 00 6.3 56.3 375
*EEFOR L I=JEEARER > 2= FEE > 3= 0 4=FE > 5=IEH[EE
Fed-1-T 5 SR E
Table 4-1-7 Brand identification
15 g S fEMEEE *E 5 b %

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
PR HHEE IR AR B 409 064 00 0.0 156 59.4 25.0
;‘%@%{Eﬁzéﬁﬁ%kﬁﬁﬁ 422 063 00 00 109 56.3 328

REHREHEEFRAAFE 453 056 00 00 31 406 56.3
GgEa B 448 0 059 00 00 4.7 422 531

SEHEHAERSNEE 456 050 0.0 0.0 0.0 438 56.3
*SEEFEN  I=JEEAEE > 2=4AFEE 0 3= 0 4=FHE > 5=IEE[EE
% 4-1-8 HEmEE

Table 4-1-8 Brand satisfaction

I8 E S e H 7 b %
: M SD 17 2 3 4 5

RImERE AL 417 0.61 00 0.0 10.9 609 28.1
REFLENE T IEHENSEE 409 075 00 1.6 188 484 31.3

SEEmE KK 406 081 16 00 203 469 313
RIE S ERk R EH NS 414 066 0.0 0.0 156 54.7 29.7

R REHE(ERERE K 394 091 16 3.1 250 40.6 29.7

e R EREESRE S
— 4.22 0.55 0.0 00 6.3 656 281
JEHE S N & b

*EEFOR SRR AEE > 2R FEE > 3=8H > 4=FE > S=IFRHEE

7 4-1-9 fPE (T
Table 4-1-9 Brand trust
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15 g PEE R " 95 W %

: M SO 1 2 3 4 5
SEHE(EH 419 059 00 00 94 625 281
SEHREEEEEDN 423 061 00 00 94 578 328

_____ SEREMm  ERAEL 427 057 00 00 6.3 609 328
REAEE—ERENERN S 427 062 00 00 94 547 359
REHRELZEH 430 061 00 00 7.8 547 375
REEFEHRINIHE 403 078 00 3.1 188 50.0 28.1
REHIAERLE 400 071 00 16 20.3 547 234
AEERS R 413 058 00 0.0 109 656 234

*EFR C I=IEEAREE 0 2= A FEE 0 3= 0 4=[FE > S=IFR AR

72 4-1-10 LRSS
Table 4-1-10 Brand loyalty
15 g PEE BEEE " 5 W %

) M s 1 2 3 4 5
Fogr b BB i 394 073 00 00 297 469 234
T i B R (] 416 070 00 0.0 17.2 500 328
KR EREREREMMA% 481 066 00 16 63 51.6 406
ﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁ%%%ﬁm 425 069 00 0.0 14.1 469 39.1

HEH
REHREREEMEME 419 071 00 0.0 17.2 46.9 359

*DEEOR P ISEEAREE - 22AFE 0 =5 > 4=FHE > S=ERFE

FALU1 IR

Table 4-1-2 Demographic characteristics of pretest respondents

HH Hotk%  HE Hookk%

M5 JE(EHE
B 406 SIS 3.1
4 59.4  ASE 1.6
SR el 6.3
HE 484 =R&E 7.8
AR A S 453  ZHflE 9.4
FHe L 10.9
14 LR 203  HiglEm 4.7
15~24 5% 7.8  EEIIE 1.6
25~34 % A7  FERE 1.6
35~44 i 109  HitEE 15.6
45~54 5% 15.6  /\EE 17.2
55~64 % 94 jiEE 0.0
65 kDL - 1.6 (& 4.7
HEEE Kt 0.0
N DR 78 FELIE 1.6
Bl 31 BEITE 0.0
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HH Horte%  JHE  Jot%

15 R 219 [l 0.0
R 156 FFERE 1.6
Ko 39.1 HEE 0.0
bHefT 125  FHH[E 3.1
& S H U A ot E| 0.0
10,000 JTLA R 313 kZ& 0.0
10,001-20,000 A7 HNE 0.0
20,001-30,000 125  EulE 3.1
30,001-40,000 219  KREE 4.7
40,001-50,000 125  MEE 0.0
50,001-60,000 125  5@fElE 0.0
60,001 7T 2L I 47  EfE 0.0
Bk P 0.0
2 20.3  jEIIE 0.0
2T 8 EEE 0.0
HEANE 47  RElE 1.6
] 109 HlE 0.0
525 15.6 A& 0.0
N YN = 94 P& 0.0
EZAN 1.6  BRIFRIE 0.0
RE 9.4  FEME 0.0
AEE 63 HHEEE 0.0
(B s 7.8
HEbE 3.1
B eE o 31
HoAth 0.0

AHTFELL Cronbach’s a (HREELE U 7y Z MHBAE SIH H oot tigE RefRig - MIER(E
FER R R I FE > R © SCB T 50 {3 RGAE LIS B oA BATE H S 1% - RETE
S RIS St - WRTENMSEEE R R IEARNS -

4.2 FEFTIEA SR

AtFE s R RIS MERE U FTEE T Z % - BRI i #8dsi%
HHGERSTZ TS - i AES RGN BESET S 2300 A5G
SERUHETE 2012 504 H 06 H % 2012 4= 04 A 08 H a4 - MGk 337 {7 > &
ARG 330 {7 - [EUEE R Ry 98 % -

4.2.1 ZEFRZ(EEEEH 71
4211 EEEHT
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Cronbach’s a (ZE{E % FH DA~ & B R GEE ZA—EMEREE > Cronbach’s
o AREE - ARERANE— B - S4HRIVHBAMERGS - A BB AR & R IEAY
[ EEE o

TEEEEN L » Cronbach’s o {HE/DEAJY 0.5(8 5 FAVEEHEIE) @ &iFRE RN
0.7(FH s #HiE - AFRIRANE) - Bk Cronbach’s o {H 7 S BHAEEANFR 4-2 - Abft
FEBRZSEEIAH a4 R A1%R 4-2-1 £R 6.5 -

|

% 4-2 Cronbach’s o {H N (5[ #[E s EEFR
Table 4-2 The reliability reference
JEZX|  Cronbach’s ofE a{EE

1 (EfE < = 30| AalfZ

2 | 30< (BE < = 40| YIPHIBITE > fmnl(E

3 | 40< (B/E < = 50| A=

4 | 50< (5% < = 70| As(EE AN EEEE)
5 | 70< 8% < = 90| RS AV EEHIE)
6 | .90< 5% T ElE

4212 THESH

Fosst MG PR AN —IHRE TR > L5 HAY R EUsE s h 2
I o tEHZERE/KEE(p < 0.05) & TLAIRE - REFEMEAEFUKAER > AFEE TR
FAEMHERZIEE - AWFFELA Cronbach’s a (4B SRSy 2 HHRAE KIEE 537 tiRE
RiE > K EFEZEE -

4.2.1.2.1 SRS 2R E ST IR H T
Fr RS SR E RS E T - GE55RA1FR 4-2-1 > KEFR 2 Cronbach’s o {H £ 0.935 -
BRI EEREE T +orE, E-
F24-2-1 LRSS SRS T H

Table 4-2-1 Item and reliability analysis of brand experience

Wil Wi B o JAE
" | e mEw e TR e
&%ﬁiiﬁ%’?ﬁk%ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬂﬂ@ 39.85 40.52 0.587 0.934 0.000
&Eﬂ%ggﬁzggﬁgﬁ 39.97 37.52 0.820 0.924 0.000
%Eﬁiﬁ%ﬁ% EAAR 40.25 37.47 0.732 0.928 0.000
RUGGEETC HkEE 4027 37.00 0.811 0925  0.000
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MRz MRz BlEFR4ES , THE T t
T] N [/\ —
R B pmm smemw g TRRZE e
0 28 2 iy LR
;Eﬁézzgéimiﬁ 40.31 37.37 0.673 0.932 0.000
NSRS T B RN <2
BEREEREERELE
R HELAYOREL  39.94  39.06 0.722 0.929 0.000
Rt
SEREERANE LT
s 39.94 3873 0.723 0.929 0.000
i FLEE ST By
P A BRI L LR
BN fEm T EAERF 40.01 38.07 0.781 0.926 0.000
i AE
=== N = s It ﬂ:;f:E\ 77
Eﬁﬁifﬁigg;%ch 39.85 3853 0.746 0.928 0.000
BA 0H < e Y
SERIENAEE HEEEY) 40.08 37.75 0.776 0.926 0.000
SERIENERHEEES  40.08 39.54 0.627 0.932 0.000
o =0.935

4.2.1.2.2 TLREEE E S FRA5 EE AT EE B ST
R E 2R MEE 517 0 48R3 4-2-2 » REFZ Cronbach’s a {H £y 0.899 >
BRI EFRER TRAE,) &
F4-2-2 R E EFRSETEE B T

Table 4-2-2 Item and reliability analysis of brand identification

k%> Mkt ClEFRaE sy , HHE T t
T R —
§ | s mam omm TR e
PR HENE RIS, 16.77 6.39 0.668 0.895 0.000
SEBRAREE S ANAEEE 1664 5.96 0.759 0.876 0.000
R gg A R e AR 16.33 6.16 0.777 0.871 0.000
[ = RN~ =R —Rue =]
%E‘EE R R 16.31 6.13 0.802 0.866 0.000
SEHEEARSNEE 16.22 6.47 0.754 0.877 0.000
o =0.899

4.2.1.2.3 FLFEREE B R E o i ELIE H AT
b R S B RS E T SRU0F% 4-2-3 » AEFRZ Cronbach’s o {H £ 0.948 >
BURILMEGEFRER "T+orE ) E -
2 4-2-3 SRS R E I IE H bt

Table 4-2-3 Item and reliability analysis of brand satisfaction

Wik Wik e REEws . SACAH
- T e mwm e TR e
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bRz~ MikRig s BlEFLES , TH H 457 t

ia S T mmey o TORL S e
KR mEREREE LM 19.57  12.10 0.838 0.940 0.000
FAEE N ICHEARAE  19.66 11.33 0.891 0.932 0.000
SE B FRIFEK 19.67 11.01 0.866 0.935 0.000
KIEEE R A EHFNE 19.60 11.61 0.871 0.935 0.000
R REHE(EmhEE ik 19.91  10.45 0.824 0.945 0.000
it SRR i (B R E 19.55  12.26 0.819 0.942 0.000

JEE S N RE S
o =0.948
4.2.1.2.4 SLEETEFRASE S ATEIE B 7 hT
B ST ERMEE N - G5B 4-2-4 » KEFZ Cronbach’s o {H £ 0.952
BRIt EEFRER THoaE,) E-

R 4-2-4 S EEREE ST EIEE i
Table 4-2-4 Item and reliability analysis of brand trust

bRz~ MERR . BlEFR4E5y , THE T t

5 5 Ty wmaw g TR e
SREHE(EN 27.93  18.44 0.859 0.943 0.000
SREREHEEEEN 27.88  18.35 0.870 0.942 0.000
SERHMS  FHRAEL 27.84  18.86 0.860 0.943 0.000
%gﬁﬁﬁﬂg* IEGHEY 5785 1853 0.850 0.944  0.000
REHREZEN 2785  18.48 0.811 0.946 0.000
REREMTAIRAVZE 28.06  18.36 0.776 0.949 0.000
RERANERLE 28.10  18.75 0.768 0.949 0.000
AEE R 28.05  18.80 0.790 0.947 0.000

o =0.952

4.2.1.2.5 FLREGRE & FEE O EE H o7
R L E E &R MM EE i 4558417 6.5 AEF Z Cronbach’s o {E £ 0.951 >
?ﬁﬁlﬁt%ﬁ%i%ﬁﬁ " ‘I‘ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ JE °

% 4-2-5 I B RAE I BE H A
Table 4-2-5 Item and reliability analysis of brand loyalty

Mz~ MRz BlEFR4Esy , THEA T t
I N R e
i T e mew otmmm TR e
Kb RERE(E SR 16.07 7.62 0.804 0.951 0.000
e B R S (L 15.88 7.71 0.866 0.939 0.000
N /-/-Zé ZE% ot 1 ‘—é‘
PATH AR H R BRI 15.66 7.69 0.866 0.939 0.000

A
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ﬁﬁ%iggé{%ﬁﬁﬁ 15.67 7.71 0.889 0.935 0.000
WEHSRERE T 15.73 7.55 0.904 0.932 0.000
a=0.951

4.3 BEERZHBORMEI T

4.3.1 RS
RO TR PR AT A E R R e T KRBT EC ~ H LR ~ B RAR

HEAFFARGET T - AL A S Z AR 5T BRI A SR &S -

AR IR R T iess, - TaEstE L~ TREE L - T
RREES ~ TAREE ) SRR TR SRR 71 ZER TS5 -
91 T kG ER | BIHDL T IR A E R N AZIESIAIENS | THE R 4.21 )

miEEE ) HE M T RERAARSHEE ) THEPYE 4.35 & T REE
SIALL T BANE R E RS ) THEPI%04.02 7ries 0 T ARk EE ) BIEMLT R
BRI  ERAEL ) HEVEE 410 s o T amhREE ) B T RETEE
EWERTEREMEME ) THEFI%4.00 75

4.3.1.1 iR AG e 82 2RO S
o e A R R T (ORI Z RO M T - 405K 4-3-1 » 135 P 3.75-4.21 73 2

el - SRAGRE I 2 PR 4.01 57 > DA wiis AR ERAVS IRt > R B -

7 4-3-1 A B
Table 4-3-1 Brand experience
. . TiOfE BEEE " 4 W %

M SD 1 2 3 4 5

K AEEYE M ZJE@?HE@EU% 421 068 0.0 09 121 521 348
HE - Eo R S R E RS

S L 408 079 00 33 17.3 473 321
SEAEHIRNS > EEARS| Y 381 087 15 4.2 279 448 215
SEEGBIRC IEE R 300 085 00 58 315 412 215

RS
SREEGRNRES IR

RS 375 095 39 27 288 436 209
REERAAHERLE KRR

A L S £ 412 072 09 09 124 570 288

5:‘&%% A TE P TR E

i 4.12 0.75 09 09 148 521 312
AT By
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I8 g SEEE A H 4 b %
; M SD 1" 2 3 4
Pl A B AR L AT E S K
N 4, 77 0 18 218 46.4 300
FDDDWFE %%Hﬂ-‘u 05 0 0.0 8 8 6
E%Ebl%%fnn @\Tﬁ Exn%ﬁ%
. . 9 1 4 521 35,
o B 420 075 09 8 94 5 35.8
REHIEN R EHEY) 397 080 09 09 255 455 27.3
SEFR)E N E W B 397 076 09 0.0 245 503 24.2

SEET SRR AREE  2=2REE > 3= 0 4=HE > = FEEE

4.3.1.2 s FE R 2R 2 Uit i
Hﬂ“l:ll:l R HT%E@)’ZEE/EZ%( f

TIH > A1 4-3-2 - 15 BT 3.80-4.35 7
[l AEAStRIE Y8R 4.11 77 > DI AR E RV Rt - B EARRE -

F 4-3-2 FREREE
Table4-3-2 Brand identification

15 5 PEE EEE " o W %
) M SO 1 2 3 4 5
?U%E?%i%%ﬁﬁﬂﬁm%rﬁ 380 075 00 45 264 53.6 155
EEMREIE S AAEEE 393 078 09 18 236 509 227
BEH e ERIIE 423 073 00 18 118 476 388
b%‘%?%m AEEEENME 425 072 00 1.8 106 47.9 397
LEHEEARERER 435 067 09 00 55 503 433

yEEFoR L ISIFEAREE 2R EE

4.3.1.3 SRS 23R 2 AUIUE T
R e R i e P A T AR 2 At

I RGP RS 3.93 77 ISR OB E RIS IR A - Bt EAR

3 - A

oM > 405 4-3-3

% 4-3-3 R S
Table 4-3-3 Brand satisfaction

» S=IREEE

1353 P97+ 3.68-4.05 57

- — TEEEEE & 5 & %

{ M sO 1T 2 3 4 5
RnEneE s s 402 065 00 09 173 603 215
ST LN R TRENE 393 074 00 24 239 518 21.8
SERmERVERK 392 081 15 09 255 485 236
R e 5 2 399 071 00 09 227 524 239
R EEELEEE 368 094 24 58 333 385 200
EREEEESMELE 00 061 00 09 155 618 218

IEE S BN s

ST IR AHE =R - B
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4.3.1.4 M EEER 2RO
LS AR OS2 R E I3 > 203 4-3-4 - 155 P8 3.84-4.10 732
el - SSRGS PR 3.99 71 DI seRF IR E RV /iR oot - Bt EARE -

2 4-3-4 SLRR(ELE
Table 4-3-4 Brand trust

15 g PHEREE " o %

) M SO 1 2 3 4 5
REHEUEN 401 070 09 00 185 585 221
SEREEEEEDN 405 070 09 00 16.7 57.6 248
SEgEE T IR (E0 410 065 00 18 109 63.0 242
BEEE —ERENERNSE 409 069 00 09 173 539 279
SREHREZEH 409 073 09 00 17.0 53.6 285
SREEMFEIRIVIAE 388 077 00 39 248 509 20.3
RERANERAE 384 072 00 24 282 524 170
RERIRG 388 070 00 09 282 524 185

TR I=IEERER 0 228 FEE - 3= 0 4= S=IEREE
4.3.1.5 SREEFRE &R 2 ROV ST

W6F RO R S R TR MRS > R 3T 402 4-3-5 © 1550 81 A 3.68-4.09 4y
[ GRS > SR 3.95 43 DA YIRS H BE B RIS R T B R FARRE o

7 4-3-5 LIS
Table 4-3-5 Brand loyalty
. | EOE BRE B S b %
) M SD 1 2 3 4 5
HF BN A EREE M 368 080 0.0 45 394 394 167
K EEREREE LR 388 074 00 18 288 49.4 200

TR E RS 409 074 00 24 161 512 30.3
S o by T 121 2 (L B as
PERERTAEMESREAM e 070 00 09 107 497 207
THEE
R A S 402 075 00 09 242 470 27.9
EET  I=IEEAREE 0 2=RFEE 0 3= 0 4= S=IEEEE

AABAR THERR ) BERBEET T

FEARTE 330 (3 A EHEA &R ST G& 4-4) > FEMERIGTH > " 551
1543.6 % > "2 (5 56.4 % 5 ARSI HE > T BE 45 57.0% T AEIRATE
1 43.0 % ; fEAFHCTTIE - DA " 25~34 5% (G4 HGHY 40.0 % i 8 - HE T 15~24 %
HEHGHY 26.4 % FYSETIE > DA T ERAE ) (S EHEHY 20.3 % Ry 28 HORy T IR 3K |
5 13.9 %k " ABAG S5 115 % fEEERE T - PLTRE | BRI EGRSH

39



JEEHGHY 55.8 % » HAUR " E k) RREE(S 15.5 %  E A YA LL 10,000 T
PUT 5 Fote 24t 26.4 % » AR 30,001~40,000 7T | fifi 18.2 % 5 JE{EMEL " IEE kT |
15 25.5 %z 2l - NSRRI (AR IUR " 2R |, A Tl | b 10.9 % -

BURHATER TR (EETT) R A JEHUHE R R > DUERL 25~34 RS HE RIS
LREES > IMAEREALREZEE - WALEH G 10,000 T MEARE D 9125
S MEIREE Y A R O IRE RS 15 HAR - 56 s LA ERHE BRI SR D
8 SRE N B EFIREIHEREE - BERER TR R RE R THEN LR R
R > FFINGRIUHEERAME - o] RO IR -

R A4 ZEHERARERR

Table 4-4 Demographic characteristics

HH B rEh% HEH  BHl%

PR JE{EHIE

B 43.6 SHLLIE 3.0
2 56.4 Yack o2 3.9
SEUHAR TR 6.3

HE 57.0 =RE 6.7
PR AE VP 43.0 2RI 10.9
FHR L 10.9

14 AR 0.9 FIEA 2.7
15~24 Ji% 26.4 B 15
25~34 5% 40.0 HERE 15
35~44 % 19.1 HiSAIE 6.1
45~54 5% 8.8 INEE 8.5
55~64 % 4.2 HOAE 0.6
65 kLl 0.6 CRE 2.4
BEEE KitlE 0.0

INER LU 2.4 o] L] 11 0.6
B 1.8 T 0.6
5 HR 15.5 G PR 0.9
R} 12.7 FEE & 2.1
REE 55.8 &= 0.6
WHSEFT 11.8 LT 0.9
& A YA TGUEE 0.0
10,000 TTLATF 26.4 TR 0.0
10,001-20,000 6.4 SN 0.3
20,001-30,000 16.7 JELLLITE 3.0
30,001-40,000 18.2 REE 3.6
40,001-50,000 16.4 MEE 0.9
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HH HrEE% HE "%

50,001-60,000 10.3 SR 0.6
60,001 TTLL F 5.8 BN 0.3
ik E a1 0.0
B4 20.3 HELIE 0.3
2T 8.2 ==y 0.6
HEANE 5.2 7R 0.3
g 10.3 FRAE 0.0
AR %2 13.9 A& 0.3
NHENE 115 N 0.0
IR 1.8 BRI 0.0
RE 7.0 TR 0.0
LEWE 8.2 AEEE 0.0
R 4.8 HAth, 25.5
Hea{E 3.3
Bth - FeE 48
HAfthr 0.6

4.5 RESHT
By T VA5 B RAT AR B A W A SE b SE A1 T IR 2R 20 A Pl B B T o ey VR A A

Z 0 WIS - hERE  REE - S EESEEE - B R
i (Principal Components Analysis)fiiHURZR - A A e RS FL B A (Varimax) B TR &
B - (R AR - RERNE  REE - RS R AR SR E T
4.5.1 fLfEAaERRZE T

mhRRe iR 8 4-5-1 ERPRRERZ I - SoBaiEEE - S TR DT
PR NTERE S Bartlett’s BRI 8L KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) # U Miia @ 1T
RIZZ 537> Eo o Bartlett’s BRI ER4E L FTE > KMO AE({E £ 0.9 BURIAZLHEH KMO
{BEARTA 0.8 » Bllinfiaahs > RITE& B AA RAFAVHIEEYE -

SitréE BT RS  NZ AR EBIEIIME 05 DL L SSRE RS A
FEDRBL - R 7y Ry R E RO IR A (s e > LA S 2 0 1) Ry 33.3 %01 72.9 % » Han %
AEiRAR R A R 72,9 %(F 4-5-1) - GERBURFTHIE S B REHVAN R B8 E AR 0.5
DAE B frgss Ba H B o0 50 %LU b - S EASRAYRUE B S —EHY/KEE -

% 4-5-1 SLRRAG RN 2 oA

Table 4-5-1 Factor analysis of brand experiences
HEERE
H H nhAG R
BE 1B
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WEARE

5 H SRl
BE B
W E R R g AR TR R (R L g 0.833| 0.272
REETERANEE T EESITT R 0.820| 0.255
SRS E R LT E 0.791| 0.157
REHETEREERLSE e E L O R E 0.757| 0.322
SERIENREE EIEY) 0.710| 0.443
WHEREAEY NFEZRIIATEIS 0.648| 0.252
RS ERE S RS E4E S BB R 0.146| 0.934
SEEHNS  EEARSI W 0.282| 0.854
SEEGMENI o (FIES RS B 0.372| 0.852
WE - HEEERE S R RN T R E A 0.550| 0.670
P A B R B S EI S R A R R AR A 0571 0.599
FHEUE 4.357 3.663
Cronbach’s alpha 0.898 0.922
frEE L E (%) 33.3 39.6
RN 2 (%) 33.3 72.9

4.5.2 mnfFER FEINZE
mnifRCEI R 4-5-2 EFFERMENR T > SIEGHVEGE > &G E RO T el )y

AR > 6D Bartlett’s BRI EGET KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) i b 14 ik i 8 1T
KZ M7 - Erh Bartlett’s BRAIFZERAE R - KMO (AE{E 5771 5 0.8 BURIASTHE
H KMO {EAK 0.8 » RIARARASES - SHAEEEE ~ TR - ARG TR AR RS 2
TSR EA RAFO R E Y -

IItrsEREUT e SR 2 INZR B EBIEILE 0.5 DLE - AbTZeia HiamEadEZ
PR B R 71.6 % (3 4-5-2) S RBURFTII L S B HHIRNRMEEE AR 05 LI EH
RS H B AN 50 %Ll L - SHESRAVIE B —EHKEE -

% 4-5-2 qufEER EIR R i

Table 4-5-2 Factor analysis of brand identification

REERE
L H SR
AR EBEENLE 0886
LB £ R T R o 0.869
o 2 U LA 0.855

SRERFEREES NA5EE 0.845
IR E RN G RS 0.773

SSECIEN 3.582
Cronbach’s alpha 0.899
R EE (%) 71.6
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4.5.3 R ERE I

B ER 4-5-3 ERIRRMERE SN » il SnEdE - EEBE ko Bl 2=
e AHEE > Al DL Bartlett’s BRFEISZEGET KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) i) M i i 2 B TR
F A Hort Bartlett’s BRAIZ ERsi Uz F 22 - KMO (RE{E R 0.9 BURWFE SR KMO
EAHA 0.8 - RWEE Z MHEA RAFAVHIEEEYIE -

IS REUR I AE SR Z INR BT EHEITLE 05 DL - InEEZ MENR AR
BETEALE 0.5 DLE » AW Fefa Homa i 2 i 8 80.8 % (3 4-5-3) » 45 REUR
PPt SN R & 2 AR 0.5 DUE H AR S8t B 0L 50 %Ll L - AR
YRS R B — T H/KAE

2= 4-5-3 I EZ 01T

Table 4-5-3 Factor analysis of brand satisfaction

REZEETE

R . W
REEE A S EN 0.928
RREFHE & EMENRE 0.917
HIRSHARK AT HE 0.905
SEHmEIRNTE R 0.891
ﬁi@/ﬁﬁéﬂ &£ (e 0.877
S ?%ﬁL{.nn}%anmgg SN TGRS T 0.876
FiEUE 4.850
Cronbach’s alpha 0.948
AT B2 (%) 80.8

4.5.4 SR EERZE T

i EEER 4-5-4 EHERRMERR N - SEEVER - BEB ER oy
A EEE o DA Bartlett’s ER7EE BB KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) 7@ U - fili e g g 1 T
RIZE 7T Hoop Bartlett’s BRAVZ Ep&s SIZ FIHE - KMO (S E{E £ 0.9 BURIAFTHEE KMO
fEAR 0.8 » Bl E (2 BTE& B EA RIFAHIER AT -

s R e SR  INR B EBUEISLE 05 DLE » M EEZ HEN R &
SHEINITE 0.5 DLE - AWFEHET B E (L2 IR 8 R 75.3 % (3R 4-5-4) &5 R
BURFTH T & BN R o 2 & B AR 0.5 DIE HEFRESE R E 1 B A5 50 %Ll E - 3
SRV BRI —E R K -

* 4-5-4 S EERZE T
Table 4-5-4 Factor analysis of brand trust
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5 o RERGE

S
SEEEHESEED 0.908
SEEEEN 0.901
SEEHM  HREEL 0.899
RELHEE EREMNER RS 0.893
REGEELEN 0.864
51‘%%{% ENTSN 0.834
BEEMEIRIEIE 0.824
R %Jﬁ:@&ﬁ%w 0.813
FieUE 6.022
Cronbach’s alpha 0.952
fiFEReEsEs i & (%) 75.3

4.5.5 SR EEKE N ZR o0t

o EE B R 4-5-5 EFRMERNZ T > SIBEHEER - G R i
JiZER K > iDL Bartlett’s ERAUSEREL KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) sl g e 1
{TRIZE ST > Hop Bartlett’s BREIZERETRIZFIFIE - KMO AE{H R 0.9 > BURHIFTH#E
1 KMO {ERH% 0.8 > BISHRERESE < FIE % 5l B A BAer Ayl s v -

TIMTEE R BN R S Z TN R S e E BUEIRSAE 0.5 DAE - ABIFEERET b
I fEREE LR Ry 83.9 %(F 4-5-5) » (EARBURPTIIFTEBHIN R & 2 S AR 0.5
PLE H i R a th B0 50 % LA b - &GS RATRUSE B F— e /KA -

% 4-5-5 anhF EE R 2R i
Table 4-5-5 Factor analysis of brand loyalty

REE &

- 5 R
SEREMASEENWE 0.942
KAE B HE & LA E 0.933
ﬁz{&'m?ﬂib: S RHE 0.917
BB E AR K 0.913
e R A (E R OOAE 35%/?\)\/%‘%25@Z§%@ 0.871
FHEUE 4.193
Cronbach’s alpha 0.951

fiprE s B8 (%) 83.9

4.6 ARSI
T R AN (e 22 Al — (el (s bl b (o Y P 2 B H R AR P > S35

{8~ BEEE ~ a(E AR A T 58 FHHY R A RS Z R R AR TR AR AT > THIGIEEE Y
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ARSI R - IR 4-6-1 V2B TP s [E A s /KM =
4.11) - HEIRFFEmiaeizM = 3.69) ~ i EHEM = 3.99) ~ mhRHYEEEE(M = 3.95)
FUREEM = 3.93)  SARAVHHEEamimEEM = 3.93) - & 4-6-1 7341% » 5[ 2L
EFhnhiEEs - fohEEEE - wEE - mEME I Z MR (R - fE p<0.01 /Y
7KV 2 IEARRA o oG SohER e T E TS  anR{E AL S Y Cronbach’s alpha
537115 0.9350.8990.948~0.952 71 0.951 > Cronbach o {E A7 0.70 & & F{ZH(Nunnally,
1978)4%5 B 5E < Cronbach o {H B51F 0.8 DA (Bryman & Cramer » 1997) » 45 5EFRoR B+
A{EHY -

2 4-6-1 g {E M~ fZ2£32 SD ~ Cronbach’s alpha F1AHREE
Table 4-6-1 Mean, standard deviation, Cronbach’s alpha and correlation analysis

M SD o iR Rl REE el

e h A B 401 0.79 0.935

rmhE e E] 411 073 0899  0.775

RS 393 075 0948  0.847" 0.760”

i 399 071 0952 0.827° 0.833" 0.858™

e e b 395 0.75 0.951 0.807" 0.745" 0.882"" 0.862""

“Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level.

7 EEFIIHT

4.7.1 sl ~ SRR EIENREE 2 TR ST

AWTFEAH SPSS T H M 4 (EE 15502 2 TemlEs a1 A (3R 4-7-1)hahe i
SHHRS R IE T SR T R NS B SAUARE [ RBEE (L (F = 476.906; R = 0.743;
p = 0.000) - [EIEF AT SLRREG R ~ dniEEE E & Em R A B EAERE(p < 0.00; g =
0.648 A1 0.258) » 7&K L4t sZ FFEFE Bk H1 ~ HA SRt an iSRS SR AN a8 e B B R S =2
IEAHRH

% A-7-1 SHRREGER ~ AR REREE MRS 2T T

Table 4-7-1 Regression analyses of brand experiences and identification for satisfaction

H ACRTEE) ILARMEAET
Beta Sig. VIF Tolerance Condition Index
SLpEEEES H1 0 0.648 0.000° | 2.502 0.400 14.915
SLESTIE HA - 0.258  0.000° | 2.502  0.400 24.281
R? 0.743
F 476.906
Sig. 0.000

"p < 0.01
4.7.2 fnfRESEE ~ mhERL EIE Y E TR o M
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R B (3% 4-7-2) iSRS B i iR S L B 8 S RN [IER e
S THE RHEE (B (F = 569.391 » R*=0.776 » p = 0.000) « [EF /3R R HRARES ~ ShAEEEI
& EH S (A BE R 2 (p < 0.01; B = 0.455 F1 0.481)  NILSZRebFE Bk H2 ~ H5
HUR oA B A a2 ) B B A h (5 (L 2 (AR -
R A4-7-2 aphfals ~ SRR R E S T AT

Table 4-7-2 Regression analyses of brand experiences and identification for trust

53 B(dnh#{E1E) T
Beta Sig. VIF  Tolerance Condition Index
SLAEEEES H2  0.445  0.000° 2.502 0.400 14.915
GfEEUE H5  0.481  0.000° | 2502 0.400 24.281
R’ 0.776 VIF < 3, Tolerance > 0.4
. F 569.391 Condition Index < 30
Sig. 0.000

p<0.01

4.7.3 hAEEE ~ RS GRS A AR 2 T AT
1S3 C(% 4-7-3) kel ~ W ~ iR E (TR L EIIEE - SR A

8 [HlBR AL Gus e (F = 501.576; R* = 0.822 > p = 0.000) « [Hl5H 5317 I AR ES -
EERSE TR ST BE iRz 2 (p < 0.01, #=0.079; p < 0,01, £ = 0.500; p
< 0,01, g =0.367) - NILSCFFITFE G H3 ~ HE ~ H7 B - dnhiichs ~ sl {E(E - Im
BRI 2 IEAERE o AR S5 = B R R hn A B  an RS (EAURE
HYAHAHRE (A3 8 0.8(3% 4-7-3) - WIREASLARMERTRE » BEATZ ESLARMEI T - 3% 11.3
BT 3 A AR VR > DRIE MRS B A 1T [l oAb H e 1

% 4-7-3 dnfffals - R  miE RS TR oA

Table 4-7-3 Regression analyses of brand experiences, satisfaction and trust for loyalty

¢

T C(MpE ) AR Mt
Beta Sig. VIF  Tolerance Condition Index
e B x
H1 H2 13 0.079 0.000 4105 0.224 15.267
He 0.500 0.000 4.894 0.204 31.395
1 2 .
aﬁﬁ{m& 0.367 0.000 4373 0.229 33.402
R? 0.820
F 501.579
Sig. 0.000
p<0.01

4.7.3.1 ffRREES - ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁi@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ(ﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁf? )
1oz C e B RO T IR VSR T AT > S0 ATéE SR (3% 4-7-3-1) Condition Index
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<30 BUranffiels - iR EMEeARE > MR EATT S REL -

R 4-7-3-1 anfREGER © RS AR TSR 2 oT R o A
Table 4-7-3-1 Regression analyses of brand experiences and trust for loyalty

i C .
(W62 1) AR MARET
Beta Sig. VIF Tolerance Condition Index
SLpEEsES H3  0.298  0.0000 3.170 0.315 14.525
SLPE(Z(FH6  0.615 0.000° 3.170 0.315 27.367
R? 0.769
F 549.747
Sig. 0.000

“p<0.01
4.7.3.2 miRREES - WEE YRR RE L T EEE T (SRS E)

e B ~ e S A BE (AR B 4 0.8 (52 4-7-3-2) /T4 AR AT i s SR (=
4-7-3-2) Condition Index < 30 > ZH ~imhEAGER ~ e 5 A 7228 B EER R T S REL -

R 4-7-3-2 suhRAGES MRS H TR 2 T R o A
Table 4-7-3-2 Regression analyses of brand experiences and trust for loyalty

=, C FTp .
(S E) e
Beta Sig. VIF  Tolerance Condition Index
SLfEBSES H3  0.704  0.0000 4.105 0.282 13.590
T E H6 0.211 0.000° 4.373 0.282 27.827
R® 0.790
F 619.295
Sig. 0.000

"p <0.01
4.7.3.3 WEE - i EEY mEE R 25T R BT (ke )

rrhFEEEE ~ R E AR (B S 0.8 (3% 4-7-3-3)METILAR LR T o - 0 ARdE
5L(5% 11.6) Condition Index < 30 > HrwEE ~ P EEeARE » B EEEATE
fERe% -

R A4-7-3-3 WENE ~ mRME R T AT
Table 4-7-3-3 Regression analyses of brand satisfaction and trust for loyalty

iz C TN
(SHhsE) Sertrduat
Beta Sig. VIF  Tolerance Condition Index
S FE H6 0.542 0.000° 3.779 0.265 13.569
SLPE(Z{T H7  0.397 0.000° 3.779 0.265 28.827
R? 0.820
F 764.810
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L

Seaptians
(s e ) AR
Beta Sig.  VIF Tolerance Condition Index
Sig. 0.000

p<0.01

FH A F 2 e R o3 M A A SRS EE ~ anh S (AR B anh el 2 A
SRVERTRE > 1 B 20 (I HINR R AGEE. ~ b RS (A S e B RS LT ST 2 s
AT 2T EER T - SEREFFEATIZEREE - FrLAE LG 22 SEM By
s bR G o

Ell

4.8 &SRR
AWHFTAE BEET R ARSI R 225 7Fﬁ(conf|rmatory factor analysis, CFA)jEHEH| &5

EAH T 1% VBT SRR SR R (& - BESURCIRAR - INWHFE R iRl ~ 580H ~ (S1E
HiE R R E SR LAY B Oy 5 PR B TR BRaE EN ZR it E » 55 1 PSR
Fo Tonh®Balg ) 5B 2 PEER R T AnhEEEE] BB 3 PEELR T MEIE L C HATRER T
MRS 56 SPEE R T REaE , -

BRI » SRR IPESE | — RRSesiath S A S B A R L
B+ D RIF U A R R e S B A 5 4 R (Bagozzi &
Yi, 1988) - L0 b3 - ISR SEMIE DA LFETE TR 0S5 T HI00E -
ORI - B ERVETE - (552 MR - (% > 250y
T
A BBV
SR S S B E B AR A R ) Bagozzi i Yi(1988) g% &
HERIEZAE 05 DL -
B £2 B (HA T
SRR CFA Fist EUERISAN R > SRILHK  HpIZ A REERDIHE
FRAIEE BT - ([B3560(2004) 5 - R EKTIREE > R BLATRES -
C.that 2 B EEE Ko
REE B OB RE A RE S SR - 5 CENEHEED
A7 2.00 -
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DB L=
FZRE T EEEHE A E 2 FEIERE > FOHIEEE RIFEicE - EEEIRERE
Sl B 4B EHE /N 2.58(J6reskog & Sérbom, 1989) -

4.8.1 ST A AT

AV O 8 5 A & HIET I IT 3 P i i L A G i =2 e S0 S B IR DRI A 158y
ERGE T ARV - BRI R R = L BN RCTE R ~ AV ARG B
(overall model fit) 5z #5=CAy N E 4 1E O 28 2 (fit of internal structural) = 25U A S =0 HY
FCERE - SCARFE R L G R A T R 0T

Ry 1 hg MBI FE AT 2 U A (R &5 R A 2 (hypothesized  structural model) 2 i 7 &
(goodness of fit, GOF) 5 - [ty — (B 2 BHIERI (53114 » oM ireat e
AEIT G AR AL - BN FERVAE TR e 2@l & FEFE I (goodness of fit index) 15 < A
bt ze LRSS AU i EE HU i & ¢ @ ¥ FCTE 1% (absolute fit measures) ~ AH AT EFCHE IR
(relative fit measures) 5z f5 A f 2 (parsimonious fit measures) = 75 Y EF8E - F5 LT H]
B AR B F ISR BRI GBI - 28 —iE ANECERT IR - SHRERZEE
HlE M HERRRE - R 4-8-1 AR »

7 4-8-1 fio A a i K HFIERRAESR

Table 4-8-1 The overall model fit and standard requirements of structural equation

model
AN _ATL"
ol % iiE ggﬁ
5 N B X DR SR 1K [
pvaiit B FOREENC - — IR (R ) BRERY o
v HEREE A 0.1 3245 H T2 T BEWY
Pz o
277
g 5 BN 3 B 2 (i
o ) FR BUERERE - df BE|
wo (7B |HIRE - NCP BRI REIREEABE £ | i < 3
c [Aldf WEAI R - (BRI T LE =
o EARBEREA A N TR SO
5 °
Rt tssy  |GFI SR DR R 2 & R L
GFI(goodness of| ¥l » FEE &M 5 GFI {HAIKFEIBE S| 0~1| GFl > 0.9
fit index) AT o
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V) . - — I =
ol e o5 i ?;i;fm
5 e et O 5 S BILR AL GFI [ AGF
;’fﬁ o P RC | R R R 5 RIS
A [ERELR A GFI - o 5E E p |
N edusted LS DUR RIS Ly o AGF O | AOT 7 09
ndex) EARAFEEERER AGFI FIBERE
i GF fy8E -
PRSI TR \RMR oA 5 AR A
i H RCEERENBHOPE - RMR ZEIR| | o
Goot mean| ST + HUREEFRBER UG ==
residual) AERCHE -
o IRMSEA BLEEmE SRS
W 23 TT\0E ; SR RS AR B R
AFTIR ;%5 RMSEA Bif 5 0 % » 3T T 5225
RMSEA s e AEA s T RMSEA
e error of FEERE 1§ 0.08 % 0.10 Yl » 518 T chft o
ELHE | -
Frizomiofssy  (CF E%%Egﬁﬂfﬁié%ﬁﬁﬂm?wﬂ%r@a%
CFI 7o ROELEIERBEOSERE S | cr o oo
(comparative fit| B FIH/IVEEZS § CFI (EATHENT 1 Fom52 |
index) N WER
BURBRCTEE INF 5 b [ B S 7 BB R 7 22
o ormed e 7 ATADLSIBUH PR ABUAR £12) 0-1 | NFI > 09
et |index) [ 3 NFI B fk 2 2 A -
i i; BB EC S| 788 Tucker-Lewds index(TLIEE p? 54 -
o = NNFI 5% R G HE 1% NFI > {2 NNFI
5 [NNFU - (Ot e s NNF s | T O
g normed fit S -
™ lindex) HR e
7 & & — A F 2 N A G
BIELTECER | g Delta2(A2)- IFI ERARFHEE (| o) = o
Fi. Gnerementalign e+ s hveoronis - =0
fit index)
ABTERTE R |ney ok » oot
RFI (relative fit é_ﬁj{:ﬁ'd‘ﬁ TN 0~1| RFI = 0.9
index) e
| %6 A5 2
2y TR
w PNFI PNFI 5 NFI (£ TE - 0-1| PNFI = 0.50
i (Parsimonious
— |[normed fit
B lindex)
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73 —HE

- jefm B e i
| 2 1

= 2 FEZE =

i PGFI J2: GFI JELARI L OIS L B

PGFI (E AT A Z T AR - — R | 0~1 | PGF = 0.50

(Parsimonious S o e
goodness of fit AR 0.5 Sy H - J7 R

index)

SVEBRREREER IA1C s s 0 0 Forist Rt A H

A|C _(Akalke @%é& . 0~1 AIC £ 1
information AlIC=,/2 - 2xdf

criterion) —X

BRI ¢ FL [ 2R HHE(2010) K 5 B (2006)

4.8.1.1 mpRAgER MBS 8 it

0 4-8-1-1 Fors > TBAESIH T anhRAGER , PRI EREHENEAWENN 041 2
0.71 7 » Hrp E1 ~ E11 S8 A (E°R%2E 0.5 DLEAYRERE - FEA{EE 7L 0.18
£ 042 Z[# > /N 2.58 » tvalue HUAEEHE SRR 1.96 » BHZE S H (W55 - B AR
0.3 > BURSIEIENE EERIEAE -

% 4-8-1-1 nfRRG BRI S A 2 kST
Table 4-8-1-1 The measurement model estimates of brand experiences

BEETH BREIE HNRAE0) FEELEE tE R?
E1l 0.41 0.29° 11.88 0.37
E2 0.66 0.18" 18.64 0.71
E3 0.67 0.327 16.19 0.59
E4 0.71 0.21" 18.60 0.71
E5 0.69 0.42" 15.07 0.53
R B E6 0.53 0.23" 15.37 0.55
E7 0.56 0.26 15.45 0.55
ES 0.62 0.21" 17.40 0.65
E9 0.58 0.23" 16.26 0.59
E10 0.64 0.23" 17.27 0.64
E11 0.49 0.33" 13.06 0.43

“#p<0.01- Fp<0.05

51



0.29] E1 |y,
0.18| E2 3'4{

1.00

0.23[ E6 |4 053
0.26| E7 |4 0.56

a 0.62

0.23] E9 064
0.23| E10 ! o 19
033 E11 ¥

(& 4-8-1 anhF RS ERbEsa N R i~ E E

Figure 4-8-1 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand experiences

4.8.1.2 SfEREER NS EICE R oPE
ATFELATBHE BT A AR (5 R (CRYE TR A ARSI Ao e f B A I U A

wH > R Ae R TEEEAE  ERE AR 0.5 BN HNTEEE 2 BB EE B -
YRR R E(AVE)RTRRR - S PR ERESFERE AR 05 JIENEEEE
FEBLHGE > AW T2 B i e i - [k 4-8-1-2

% 4-8-1-2 iR e N 2R o th L TEE S BUE BB - B & 155 & (5 & (composite
reliability, CR) ~ ##:&= & (construct reliability, CR)
Table 4-8-1-2 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of brand
experiences

Bl Ezmel R EEEE PR

E1l 0.37
E2 0.71
E3 0.59
E4 0.71
E5 0.53

i H e B E6 0.55 0.69 0.62
E7 0.55
E8 0.65
E9 0.59
E10 0.64
E11 0.43

4.8.1.3 mhRRERR Z FIAAIR RIS & B I T
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SEfEET 2GR AR EE R 2 BIVRETES - MEL2 M TR NCRE
SRR AL G IR AL - REAGERC RIS EAIR 4-8-1-3 For » @EERTEREZ
RITIE Ry 947.87 » (HAZEEARBA/ NGB » AT LN RS FH 2K S e B e st =X B 22 Rl A2
& S LR RGO AR S E IR TR HE - SRS BRI T BURRER SR4E (R
4-8-1-3)AL - SH— Bl ARy F A TR 2 -
% 4-8-1-3 anfe Salgsa i Z I HME T R

Table 4-8-1-3 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand experiences

fefEars  fEREE HIAR(E S
X 1E 947.87 FAUNEILF  TE4BRE SRR
x*ldf 21.54 <3

GFI 0.63 =0.9

AGFI 0.45 =0.9

CFl 0.85 =0.9

NFI 0.84 =0.9

NNFI 0.81 =0.9

IFI 0.68 =0.9

RFI 0.81 =0.9

RMR 0.06 =0.05

SRMR 0.09 =0.05

RMSEA 0.26 =0.05

PNFI 0.68 =050 &

CN 24.85 =200

4.8.1.4 mfBfER B IEER
RIS IR Z M AL TER E TR S » IRFAR A 2 R S IE A S B ST R T A

bR > TeEfRaH Ay (S B B - MIPRAVERIHS © E1 - E2 - E3 ~ B4~ E5~ EI0 I ELl - %

B2 S O HOB AT S BN R & 6T R (%)A4E 0.5 DL F > a8 (HRIE RS R B4 0.30

PLE > t-value HURESHME B A 1.96 » FRAE(EIEE EAVAEEHEIT/ ML 2.58 » BTBHESZIHT

YR I B B AR R 2 AR - B IR GE RS2 B HE R 4-8-1-4 R -
% 4-8-1-4 SR fa Sl E AR 2 Bkt

Table 4-8-1-4 The measurement model estimates of brand experiences

RIS BiReE REEAREO) B A tH R?
E6 0.59 0.16 17.61 0.68
E7 0.62 0.19” 17.39 0.67

= H EA
Anh AR ES 0.57 0.26" 15.24 0.56
E9 0.65 0.14 18.91 0.75

"% p<0.05
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0.16

0.59

019 0.62
anffEsg ) 1.00
0.26| E8 |4 0.57

0.65
0.14

4-8-2 mmhRG i < B IEE A B R R iR B E
Figure 4-8-2 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand experiences

4.8.1.5 i ASER 7 BIES AR ST

% 4-8-1-5 BE/RERUHRCHEE PNFI = 0.33  2/df = 3.61 » 75 E EHEELL/ VA 3 K]
Pz 2 e PHER N - FORBALY BoBE S - df KB HEE - NCP H #Y 27 SRt
BRI RER B - (RFIAI R  BRRERA AR N RS B
i - HEBRRE S R PNFI = 0.33 » HAl RS tE - @¥Eicisit s £77
{ELFH 135.35 [ %] 2.92 » BUNMEAME L& FE = #icE - i RMSEA JRZES| o R s AC#i & 5
R - AHEIEACTSAE NFI - NNFI B2 CFIL & > 0.9 » ZmEfC e -

% 4-8-1-5 i Balasg i oo i AR E I R

Table 4-8-1-5 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand experiences

fafrail  fefE HAEE Gt S
W E 723 UM fEEEEMR
x1df 3.61 <3 H#HEZ
GFI 0.99 =09 &&
AGFI 0.94 =09 &&
CFI 0.99 =09 &&
NFI 0.99 =09 %&
NNFI 0.98 =09 &4

IFI 0.99 =09 &&
RFI 0.98 =09 &
RMR 0.01 <0.05 &5&
SRMR 0.02 <0.05 &5&
RMSEA 0.09 <0.05 R
PNFI 0.33 =050 T[T
CN 42038 =200 &

4.8.1.6 R E 2 IR S BT

ERBURLIELE A ETHERN R A B EZEE 0.5 DL L - FrABR SR
HAE R B IHAV R R & & (%)HIE S 7Y 0.50~0.63 » Eorhiiz<ss sy A {H iz 0.5 DLk
AR - SEZE I HVBE R B MR R A1 2 (%)#E 0.5 DLE - BB 8 (EHl SR
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R? E57F 0.30 DAE » t-value AYAEEHE B AR 1.96 » & VB{E SIE PR Z 8 B i &
MRS e 7 AR A > TR (H VAR EHME B/ NN 2.58 2 EE o (45 RS Bk TE
Y152 4-8-1-6 fff s ©

% 4-8-1-6 L ERE EA SR 2 8GR T

Table 4-8-1-6 The measurement model estimates of brand identification

VIS B NEAM=EO) SR REE tfE R’
11 0.50 0.31° 13.13 0.44
12 0.59 0.27" 15.57 0.57
P[] 13 0.61 0.15" 18.55 0.72
14 0.63 0.12" 19.51 0.76
15 0.57 0.12" 18.81 0.73
"% p<0.05
0.31] 11 |
027[ 12 |
0.15] I3 B
a2
0.12| 14 |4 0.63
0.12] 15 la 27

[ 4-8-3 S AE R SRR TN R AR R E

Figure 4-8-3 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand identification

4.8.1.7 mhRRE Z NI EiC fe iR o
AT ZE VB SRR R S R (CR)E (T I N A ESE RS i il - AR A A = P AE
on'E © anfEER E 2 TR S R E AR 0.5 B HEANEGEE 2 EEEE R -
PR R (AVE)STREIE - S A RE R ERTFERE AR 05 Al NEESEE
FEERRURE - AT 2 S i i e R 4-8-1-7 -
% 4-8-1-7 SR R MR 22 04 2 S BB S (5 T & (5 ~ 4L & (5% (composite
reliability, CR) ~ %ﬁ;{;r‘(construct reliability, CR)

Table 4-8-1-7 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of brand
identification

B Exey R EEEE  CPHIENEEE

11 0.44
12 0.57

rmhE R E] 13 0.72 0.75 0.64
14 0.76
15 0.73

4.8.1.8 mREE [E Z FI4AHR RIS & B oA
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SEfEET 2GR AR EE R 2 BIVRETES - MEL2 M TR NCRE
MRS TR IR FE TR AR - BRI TR IR (EA0R 4-8-1-8 Fir » ¥R L
RIGEFs 124.88 » (HZEEARBOR/ N - FTLANEES P AR S FE P G P o\ B 2R R AR
& S IR G RO AR S E IR TR HE - SRS ERE T BUR R ER S R4E (R
4-8-2-3)AItL - 5 B IR R TR A T IR (26
% 4-8-1-8 aufFER Rl M i Z e E TR

Table 4-8-1-8 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand identification

fefEars  fEREE HIAR(E S
X 1E 124.88 AUNATAT B4R SRR
x*ldf 24.97 <3

GFI 0.87 =0.9

AGFI 0.62 =0.9

CFl 0.91 =09 /&
NFI 0.91 =09 &&
NNFI 0.83 =0.9

IFI 0.91 =09 /&
RFI 0.82 =0.9

RMR 0.04 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.06 =0.05 &
RMSEA 0.26 =0.05

PNFI 0.45 =0.50

CN 40.75 =200

4.8.1.9 mupRRE E 2 R B IEER
RIS MR RE N TR E TR AR » REREREAE Z B S BN TR B TH T T 2L
IS - F e AL A A (5 R B - TG 11 80 - SRS s B BB R B B R R A e 5 (%)
HOAE 0.5 BLE > BEs s (EHIE R R? &4E 0.30 DLE » t-value HY4EEHE B AL 1.96 -
FEEALTE 2 EVAEEHEIT/ N 2.58 » & VB ST AV Z2 880 B i M E R R fe 1S
TR o (BIEEAGE R 2 MG HEAIZE 4-8-1-9 Fs -
7 4-8-1-9 R ED I E A A 2 8 k5 T

Table 4-8-1-9 The measurement model estimates of brand identification

VEIESEIE BRI RZEAm=EO) fAREREE tE R’
12 0.56 0.30 14.34 0.50
N 13 0.62 0.14 18.66 0.72

—t SAl=
RS ] 14 0.62 0.13 19.20 0.75
15 0.59 0.19 19.84 0.78
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0.30

0.56

4-8-4 SRR [E Z B IEE A B N R iR B lE
Figure 4-8-4 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand identification

4.8.1.10 SuhRRR[E 2 B IER B A BT
% 4-8-1-10 FE/RAHRUMBCTEIE PNFI = 0.33 ~ o */df = 3.61 » 757 E I LL/NA 3 Fya]
PR 2R BB > ORI BB s o df Ry EHE - NCP H AY/2 A SR RA%
AHER TR AR  HEFGIRE  BRAIEEA K NS - S
NS o HEBRIEE I ATER PNFI = 0.33 » EAth B Gt » @Eictsit s 177
{EFH 124.88 [#%%1 10.16 » BURBANEEIEE = MACH: - ifi RMSEA 7Rz S o e e &6
FEIZ - MHEHEECIEIE NFI - NNFI B2 CFI & > 0.9 » ZEECfEIEimEeE -
2% 4-8-1-10 L REERIE BEss I 5 2 B Al S i =

Table 4-8-1-10 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand identification

feiEafs feiEE HEAEH GER
! 1016  AvNEdF  fEEEEEL
y*ldf 5.03 =3

GFI 0.99 =09 &&
AGFI 0.93 >09 &
CFI 0.99 =09 &4
NFI 0.99 =09 &
NNFI 0.97 =09 &4

IFI 0.99 =09 &
RFI 0.97 =09 &
RMR 0.01 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.02 <0.05 &&
RMSEA 0.11 =0.05 HHEwEh
PNFI 0.33 >0.50

CN 299.17 =200 e

48111 mEREZAEEN 28 M55t

SERBEUR R F R G RHE N R R R IEZ A 0.5 LLE - Arad & B IHY
HAR A VEAE BTN R & & (%) HIE ST 0.54~0.79 - Hrizes i A (£ %2 05 DIk
AERtE > RS TR B HAIN R A R (%)EE 0.5 DLE - BIESEH 2 ([Eh1(E
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R? E57F 0.30 DL I » t-value HIGEEHE B AT 1.96 » & VBH{E S0E th i 2288 K 45 e I &
PRI S F A Aok Sk ([ > B XS TR T (AR B (B /N 2.58 s « R4 R 2
S HE AN 4-8-1-11 FT7 -

% 4-8-1-11 jjEENEHEE 285
Table 4-8-1-11 The measurement model estimates of satisfaction

TSI BEIE RNEAREN) [ tE R’
S1 0.56 0.11 19.29 0.73
S2 0.68 0.08" 21.87 0.85
—_ S3 0.72 0.14: 20.44 0.79
MR S4 0.64 0.09 21.21 0.82
S5 0.79 0.26 18.68 0.70
S6 0.54 0.12" 18.75 0.71
2 p<0.05
0.11
008 52 v "geq
0.14 0.72 T
TEE

0.09 0 64
oS4 2
0.12
4-8-5 R L Egse N R R S E
Figure 4-8-5 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand satisfaction
4.8.1.12 EE Z NSRBI R SFE
AHTFE LB E S IE A R (S R (CRYETIRA N ESE R R B fe i - AR h IR = I P AE
H o R VB RS R EE EE AT 0.5 BURHATESE 2 EEE BT -
SPHECHE B (AVE)FTEREE - A PEREREB R BRI AR 0.5 QB R EE
FEBU RIS > AT e AT A - R 4-8-1-12 -
* 4-8-1-12 B BEE R R i < TEAE BB EETE - B EEE - 4HE (S (composite

reliability, CR) ~ £&5{Z % (construct reliability, CR)
Table 4-8-1-12 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of satisfaction

BB Exel R EEEE  PIRENERE

S1 0.73
S2 0.85

o S3 0.79

TR s 0.82 0.83 0.77
S5 0.70
S6 0.71
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4.8.1.13 R E Z WIMRtEAIEL & B A
SEMET 2GR ARG EER 2 BIETESE - B2 B L TR IE
S IR G AR A4 - B Ra R fE A E AR 4-8-1-13 Frs » S@HTERCIEIRZ
RIGE Ky 124.88 » (HZEEARBORU/NEZEL - BT LUNRES A oK S FE B Fi i U BB 22 AR
B S IR R AR SR TR - SRS BRE I BUR R ERF SR (R
4-8-1-13)[NIt - 55 = ER (1AL R HE TR AL (26 -
% 4-8-1-13 R ERRaa M o i ZFE AR E i 2R

Table 4-8-1-13 The confirmatory factory analysis of satisfaction

fEiEt  fEEE HAEE R
W E 124.88 AuhArdr  EARE (G
x> 1df 24.97 =3

GFI 0.87 =0.9

AGFI 0.62 =0.9

CFI 0.91 =09 &&
NFI 0.91 =09 &
NNFI 0.83 =09

IFI 0.91 =09 &F&
RFI 0.82 =0.9

RMR 0.04 <0.05 F&
SRMR 0.06 <0.05 F&
RMSEA 0.26 <0.05

PNFI 0.45 =0.50

CN 40.75 =200

4.8.1.14 HBEZHENBIEER

RIS MER R TR LR E R » R 7 B I & VB R B I R 7 A
s » PEEEAHAY S B - Wik S5 BIH - RS HEHILEFEBNRZAR &
(%)HH1E 0.5 DA I - iz (EHI{E R R* B1E 0.30 LA I > t-value F4E¥HE B K7 1.96 -
FERE LR A (E VAR EHE RS/ NS 2.58 » & VB (E ST th (B 22 S B i M i = P i
e - BIEEAGS R 2 MEEHENFE 4-8-1-14 R -

% 4-8-1-14 jiE S M SRR 2855
Table 4-8-1-14The measurement model estimates of satisfaction

BESETH BsE NERAfE0) R (EE tE R?
S1 0.56 0.12 19.13 0.73
e S2 0.68 0.08 21.81 0.85
R S3 0.71 0.16 19.85 0.76
S4 0.65 0.08 21.79 0.85
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TS BEEE RNZamE(0) EEULEE  E R?
S6 0.54 0.12 1876 0.71

0.68

016[ 3 *— ¢,

/
0.08] S4 |4 0.65
0.12| S6 & 0.54

4-8-6 iR & 2 B IS N R R E R
Figure 4-8-6 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of satisfaction

4.8.1.15 B E B IERI &R

% 4-8-1-15 HE/R AU TSy */df = 4.55 o df 25 E EHJEE > NCP H #2774
ORI E AT AR HRIFRAHT R 5 E o BRI EA K NS - iHis
TS - HRERREEEEER PNFI = 0.49 Brl 22 - HAEaiidE - EHE
FCHEtEZ RUT{EH 124.88 [£%] 22.75 » BURNEAHE IR RS EACME - 11 RMSEA JRZS]
R E TR AR - AHEEACEIE NFI - NNFI 81 CFL & > 0.9 - 2R fEaE -

% 4-8-1-15 mE EEREE M ot L FEIRE IR

Table 4-8-1-15 The confirmatory factory analysis of satisfaction

fafe i fefEE HAR(E TS
W E 2275 MWUNEEF  fEEEEMER
yldf 455 <3

GFI 0.97 =09 &&
AGFI 0.92 =09 &
CFI 0.99 =09 %&
NFI 0.99 =09 &4
NNFI 0.98 =09 &4

IFI 0.99 =09 &
RFI 0.98 =09 &
RMR 0.01 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.01 =0.05 &
RMSEA 0.10 =0.05 HrpREEhT
PNFI 0.49 =050 T[T
CN 21923 =200 &

4.8.116 SHRHEE Z MIREA 2B f5
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s R T R B 2 T U S T N 2 G e R ER DT 05 DAL - B le s
U A SR 2 R (Y)HIME /1 0.52~0.65 » L FiIzz sy A {65 0.5 b I
HOREE » SIS B H B e S B R 2 A TR () EAE 0.5 DL » BlZess s (B SR
R2E5F 0.30 LI L » t-value AYSBSHE B AHY 1.96 » 7B r SEIE T iyl 229 K oy i
PSP HE A R R - 2R T (B A4 B/ 2.58 st - iUt S
LT EAFE 4-8-1-16 FiR -

% 4-8-1-16 TR E TN SR 2 85T
Table 4-8-1-16 The measurement model estimates of brand trust

EESEIE BistE NERAMREN) RS tE R?
T1 0.64 0.07 21.88 0.85
T2 0.65 0.07" 21.98 0.85
T3 0.58 0.08: 20.96 0.81
e g T4 0.63 0.09 20.97 0.81
stk T5 0.63 0.14" 19.60 0.75
T6 0.58 0.26" 15.73 0.56
T7 0.52 0.26" 14.81 0.51
T8 0.53 0.22 15.80 0.56
"#p<0.05

0.07 -‘
0.64
0.07 \

0.09'
008 S gpr(=(E ) 1.00

0.22[ T4 ¥
& 4-8-7 i EEEE ERE TR EE

Figure 4-8-7 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand trust
4.8.1.17 mhEEZ NESR BRI S HE
AHTFE LUVEE S ER R (S R (CR)ETIE A N ESE R RO B il - A IR = P AE
onE o a2 VBRI 2 S S B R 0.5 BURH N E4S I 2 R EE B -
AR B (AVE)ST R @ A PR R ST EMEAR 0.5 A AR EE
FEERL RS » AHE Z I B i AE - 3% 4-8-1-17 -
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*® 4-8-1-17 R E s N R T < BB EIERRGETE - BREEE - HEEE
(composite reliability, CR) ~ {#:&{Z & (construct reliability, CR)
Table 4-8-1-17 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of brand trust

e - 3N - WL EEEE  CHYRHERR

T1 0.85
T2 0.85
T3 0.81
Lt i o T4 0.81
rmhd (S T5 0.75 0.80 0.71
T6 0.56
T7 0.51
T8 0.56

4.8.1.18 ISR Z AT S RE ST

SEEET 2GR AR EE R 2 BN TR SR - MBS 2B G IR RERIR A
S IR G TR ARG - RS ERC R fE R (E AR 4-8-1-18 Fr - S5 — Bl o EfR(E
REBITAZERFEIEAE - (AL > BB (AR TR A

2 4-8-1-18 (3 (EEReE M ot FE IR E IR
Table 4-8-1-18 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand trust

AR o mafE AT
X fE 51833 AUNVAF TEAEIEIRER
¥ 1df 25.91 =3

GFlI 0.72 =0.9

AGFI 0.50 =0.9

CFl 0.88 =0.9

NFI 0.88 =0.9

NNFI 0.84 =0.9

IFI 0.88 =0.9

RFI 0.83 =0.9

RMR 0.08 =0.05

SRMR 0.09 =0.05

RMSEA 0.27 =0.05

PNFI 0.63 =050 &

CN 22.26 =200

4.8.1.19 mfREEENBIELER

TRIBSREEVER R TR AL ETE TR » R AR B IR SV E S T T DA
bR > fE= A EREERUE - MR T1 - T6 A1 T7 805 - S &S HE IS
RZ AT B (%)EAE 0.5 L | EIZ2s s [H1{E /4 R® B4F 0.30 DLk > t-value Hy4@HETE
A 1.96 - fERE(LIE A EAVAR AR/ NS 2.58 » & BTE B TE HP VIS8 T B T 2
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ARSI AR - EERE RS WA HEAR 4-8-1-10 FOr -

% 4-8-1-19 FEETH SR 2 85T
Table 4-8-1-19The measurement model estimates of brand trust

JBAESETH BsE NZRATE0) B tH R?
T2 0.63 0.10 20.82 0.81
T3 0.59 0.07 21.41 0.83
rmh(E T4 0.63 0.09 20.94 0.81
T5 0.65 0.11 20.60 0.80
T8 0.51 0.23 15.22 0.54

0.10
007 T3y 7

0.58
0.09] T4 ® o oq — {ARIS(E) 100
/

0.11] T5 |4 0.65

0.23| T8 & 0.51
4-8-8 duf (S (L2 B I A B EN R R R E

Figure 4-8-8 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand trust

4.8.1.20 ShMEEZ BIERRIR GRS

% 4-8-1-20 BT ASUBITIEAE PNFI = 0.49+y/df (¢ 4.55 5] 3.88 £ A 552 i
IAER N » TR 7 o s - df Ry B HE - NCP HAVE A E A B R
TEMVRERLRE > HEFIGIRIE x * BRI/ EES - SR8 -
HeHARE RO ETEIRE - @ETEAcIEE L RI7{EH 518.33 [F%] 19.43 » BURIE
RZIERTe = #ERC M - 1) RMSEA JREE £ o A f #a B FE 1 - M ERCTEAE NFI -~ NNFI
81 CFI & > 0.9 > BEficHs i -

% 4-8-1-20 s E (E g e ot Z SR E otk
Table 4-8-1-20 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand trust

SRR JiEE A G
X fE 1943 AUNBEF R
K 1df 3.88 <3 AT

GFI 0.98 =09 &

AGFI 0.94 =09 &

CFI 0.99 =09 &&

NFI 0.99 =09 G&

NNFI 0.98 =09 H&

IFI 0.99 =09 G&

RFI 0.98 =09 G&
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fatnats  fefE HARME SR

RMR 0.01 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.02 =0.05 &
RMSEA 0.08 =0.05
PNFI 0.49 =050 wfEZ
CN 256.51 =200 &

4.8.1.21 FLRRESRE 2 I BER S B fEET

4E T SRR E 2 B A SR R R A RIEZ AT 0.5 DL - FrABiZ s
A FIEAE ST R R 22 A T B (%) HIE /7 0.64~0.70 » FLrpizzsssy ) (H 8 05 DIk
AOREAE » RSB EB A S BN 2 A T B (D) B AE 0.5 DL » BIass i (@RS
R? E57F 0.30 DL E - tvalue AYAZEHE B AT 1.96 » & VBH{F S0 sh i s2 8 Rl 45 i =
PP e (b TR2S (ERAR S EIS/V, 2.58 e  Bi4E RS M EETHE
W15 4-8-1-21 FTs

% 4-8-1-21 ik M E A 2 B (5 T
Table 4-8-1-21 The measurement model estimates of brand loyalty

VEIESETE RS REAMEO) EEREE tfE R?
R1 0.65 0.22" 17.71 0.66
R2 0.64 0.14" 19.65 0.75
i e R3 0.67 0.10" 21.14 0.82
R4 0.68 0.06" 22.47 0.88
R5 0.70 0.06~ 22.65 0.88
= p<0.05
-
0.14| R2 | 0.64
0.10| R3 |4 0.67 SRR R ) 1.00
0.06| R4 | 068
0.70
0.06

4-8-9 iR E LB R R TR ERE
Figure 4-8-9 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand trust
4.8.1.22 SRR Z WIE S EEC e 2 oF
AHFELLTEAT AR (5 (CR) AT A TEAS G FC it B - 2Rt A (Y A
onE o a2 VBRI S S B R 0.5 BURH N EAS I 2 R EE B -
AR B (AVE)ST R @ A PR R ST EMEAR 0.5 A AR EE
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FEB BRI > AW T i e - 3k 4-8-1-22 -

% 4-8-1-22 LRI E BRI Z T 2 BE R (ST © B A(EE - A (S
(composite reliability, CR) ~ f#:&{Z & (construct reliability, CR)
Table 4-8-1-22 The composite reliability and average variance extracted chart of brand

loyalty
TR BIEEEY R’ EREE  HIORHERE
R1 0.66
R2 0.75
R R3 0.82 0.85 0.80
R4 0.88
R5 0.88

4.8.1.23 Sl AR E 2 AR S R

SEEET 2R TR E R 2 BV TE SR - MBS 2B GV RERR R E
S IR G AR AGRT AL - BRI R fE R E AR 4-8-1-23 Frs - S5 — B o EiR(E
AGFI 81 CN REFFGIEAE - [NIE - 55 A EM A RR TR AL 2 E -

2% 4-8-1-23 S Dk BRae M ot L FERRE IR
Table 4-8-5-3 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand loyalty

e fEE AR 4k B
s 78.61 AUNAEYF B
K 1df 15.72 =3

GFI 0.91 >09 &4

AGFI 0.74 >0.9

CFI 0.96 =09 &4

NFI 0.96 =09 &4

NNFI 0.93 =090 &4

IFI 0.96 >09 &4

RFI 0.93 >09 &4

RMR 0.02 <0.05 &&

SRMR 0.03 <0.05 &&
RMSEA 0.21 <005 44

PNFI 0.48 =0.50

CN 6415 =200

4.8.1.24 FmRREHE B IEER

RIS ERES MR R T TV AR EFE RS » R AR 2 B E B & VB R BT T DA
B - fE = ARV S ERUE - MFR R1 20H - SEISSHHBESHARZAN R
(%)&HAE 0.5 LA I » iz (EHIE R R* B1E 0.30 LA L > t-value FY4EHE B K7 1.96 -
(LIS ERVAREHER/ N 2.58 » & VBT S TH PV 228 e B M S TR fa i
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Bt - BIERAAGE RS HEEHENSR 4-8-1-24 A -

% 4-8-1-24 FLREEGHE I SR S BT
Table 4-8-1-24The measurement model estimates of brand trust

VEIESETH  EimstE RERAMEO0) M EREE t{E R?
R2 0.63 0.15 19.00 0.72
‘ R3 0.68 0.10 21.29 0.83
1 o 2t
e R4 0.69 0.05 22.96 0.90
R5 0.70 0.07 22.41 0.88
0.15
0.63
0.10[ 3}y .

0.68

0.05| R4 (€ o0 g pmetsey )1.00

/
0.07| R5 4 0.70
4-8-10 apf S Z B IR USRS I EN R iR R E

Figure 4-8-10 The confirmatory factory analysis diagram of brand loyalty
4.8.1.25 RGBT 2 BB EE T
% 4-8-5-5 BRI & S34ThR PNFI = 0.33 » Hofi s &1 » @Hmitiat
RUT1EH 124.88 [#5] 22.75 - BUREAUZIER RS EECHE - 1 RMSEA 7R S h R Eid
HOETEHE - AHEERCIERE NFI - NNFI B2 CFl & > 0.9 » ZEEfris i -

2% 4-8-1-25 R Base M ot < SRR E iR
Table 4-8-1-25 The confirmatory factory analysis of brand loyalty

fafrail  fefE HEE G o
W 1E 272 RUNEEF TRABREMREY
xldf 1.36 =3 &d&
GFI 1.00 =09 &4
AGFI 0.98 =09 &é&
CFI 1.00 =09 Hé&
NFI 1.00 =09 &4
NNFI 1.00 =09 e

IFI 1.00 =09 He
RFI 0.99 =09 He
RMR 0.00 =0.05 F&
SRMR 0.01 =0.05 F&
RMSEA 0.03 =0.05 F&
PNFI 0.33 =050 &

CN 111331 =200 fF&

4.8.2 BRSERE
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ARHFFFE LASR A T2 0(SEM) AR ESE L RS 55 - RIE ~ (S{ERURE S AR Ea
FERTIHIR R KOB AT IS AT R TS R R iR - BIESETamIIRs 22 (E
SEIE > SYHIE 4 (B ERS R IE - 4 (B SR ERTTE - 5 (B hRAS R (S R ~ 5 R
FERITEDUR 4 (SR e B 0 » VEAESBIa ) Ay T sy " ksl T R ELE

TR IR TS
4.8.2.1 BRREBEAS 8GR

BRGEASBEEHENER 4-8-2-1-1 FoR - TBESTHT RSB HN R A&
172 0.13 % 0.99 7 [ » fEEE(LEEAE /N 2 > t-value IVAREHE B AT 1.96 » Bz Hi(H
ISR RPIRAH 0.2 » ST B i -

7% 4-8-2-1-1 B A 25T

Table 4-8-2-1-1 Model estimates of structural model

[H]

BESE ExsE NEAm=0) EELEE tE R?
E6 0.60 0.15 18.50: 0.71
o n E7 0.61 0.19 17.59 0.67
s ES 0.57 0.27 15.17°  0.54
E9 0.64 0.15 18.96°  0.73
12 0.62 0.23 16.84: 0.62
L s 13 0.58 0.19 17.08 0.63
R 14 0.63 0.12 19.97°  0.77
15 0.56 0.14 18.21°  0.69
S1 0.56 0.11 11.227 0.74
S2 0.67 0.10 23.46°  0.83
e S3 0.70 0.16 21.33" 0.75
sS4 0.65 0.10 23.96°  0.84
S6 0.56 0.10 21.18 0.75
T2 0.64 0.10 9.827 0.83
T3 0.58 0.10 26.627  0.82
RS (T T4 0.62 0.10 25.877  0.80
T5 0.65 0.11 2535  0.79
T8 0.53 0.22 17.727  0.56
R2 0.63 0.14 11.45; 0.73
. N R3 0.66 0.11 22.82 0.81
At R4 0.67 0.06 25147  0.88
R5 0.70 0.06 25.177  0.88

T p<00l-"FEp<0.05
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0.60

0.27 0.57
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Figure 4-8-11 Structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained
variances modificatioan

3% 4-8-2-1-2 45 TTRER
Table 4-8-6-1-2 Structural equation model

Standardized solution R-squared
BS=0.34 x BE+0.47 x Bl 0.66
BT=0.16 x BE+0.74 x Bl 0.78

BR=0.68 x BS+0.22 x BT+0.06 x BE  0.83
E - fuhfASE: - Bl - danf#sR[E]  BS - JWEE BT - afS(E  BR : dbiEaE

4.8.2.2 BIRGEERARS ST
S fhETZ &R W HARZETE RS2 BHIGET RS © B LSBT RESURE
S TR AL G R TG - FREACERC R fEIREAIR 4-8-2-2 FoR > @ETERTEIEZ
RIFER 1750.24 » (HAZHEARGANZE > BTLAR T EA RS AR S e B A i (B 22
BERAVIER > SV ERCEAVE ST T A AYETE - EEIERCIEIE RMSEA &
0.14 : MHEIEACTETRE T NFI~ NNFI K CFI ZEFIEACiE IR KoK  fuEicEtet
PNFI 5 A5 TR /KA iy *Mdlf Fy 8.73  [RIL - BLBSIEANIE A Al (S IRy Z2 /T -
R 4-8-2-2 BESE R AR M i Z IR E TR

Table 4-8-2-2 Goodness-of-fit of structural model

e fEEE HARE Gl R
! 1750.24  FUNAYF  TEABHE (R
¥ ldf 8.73 =3
GFI 0.70 =0.9
AGFI 0.63 =0.9
CFI 0.95 =09 &
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fatnats  fefE HARME SR

NFI 0.94 =09 K&
NNFI 0.94 =09 &
IFI 0.95 =09 &
RFI 0.94 =09 &
RMR 0.04 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.07 =0.05 wH#FZ
RMSEA 0.14 =0.05

PNFI 0.82 =050 &
CN 48.10 =200

4.8.2.3 BREHEAGREBLER

FEF] SEM MEATHAUEER Ry T UCEVIAREINEC & o MMEE TR L T A
S EHIEES | (model specification search) « JH— 25 B F B ISR AT « DR Eyfiy
EIEA B SEe It A ERie - I Higss B e B AE AU - E9aEAI N EE
A& BUAIE R » RRIEE AR ARTRARE - LG 75 2R AU R T - B TR
R BAFHY RO

EEIENFEL & B - 7] DL B &5 4 (measurement model) ~ 34 fiT#THY4S
Fg: 8 (structural parameters) - Bk 5% E F- 262575 5 (measurement errors orstructural errors)
FHER - EE PRI LLAERE - SEM RE4fE (it — L& Fi5# (modification indices) - ¥/ BT
sCERAIAERAE D) - BIEFEIRZ H W ERBUR B 22 2= 0 HBA MR (% - Ry T e
am B B R EIAY R (R A S e /8 FE AR A T (E TR (B IRV EE R 25
se TRV A ERUE ST SR I GRS © (B IEfeifon — (Bt EE R 2 Eie
fit% - EE G NS D-RITE - B T %28 HEEEE-RITERE
Z G AR MUE - MIA] DUERE Ry —(E 5 RV BC - F—(E B RISt ER S Y E (o =
0.05) /% 3.84 - [ltt » & MIEKRL 3.84 Il aad iy e K - ML S BEVRR A S
HEmSCRr » IE—2 8 n UK Z B EE (it - Rk 17.3.1 - (B IEfR S - —fi%
ek — R A RS — [ 2 8 R R — (8 2 Bks ] RE R ECMPRESE —EZERE 2 5
Z B ENCEREY - Bt ER R E AR — B ERIER - SRR
G EF RS FTA TR AT 280 EEC R (557578 2004) -

7% 4-8-2-3 BESEA B I EfE fifikk E8 ~ 12~ S1~S4~S6 ~ T2~ T5~ T8 f1 R4 » il
A EL T IR R B R R N R ZIGRE A EN S | ~ S5 T IR A B R M gk -~ FITL TR
HHEEA(EHY -
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F24-8-2-38 A B [E iR
Table 4-8-2-3 Procedure of full structural model modification

PIEEESE [ENEEN
EIFEE f5iEam IEiEE 4% BESE  BHEE &%
2 B4R TE4RE
Y {H 1750.24 ey 493.50 ety
x*ldf 8.73 5.14
GFI 0.70 0.86 A[HFY
el 0% . mEEsz. 0% TIES
H HNE g1.s4.56. 097 HE
NFI 094 &  To.75.Tg. 097 7f&
. NNFI 094 & R4 097 &
IFI 095 & 0.97 &
RFI 094 & MIAEL-S5S- (095 &
RMR 004 &y M 0.03 F&
SRMR 0.07 wfEZ 0.05 &
RMSEA 0.14 0.10 HhrpE
PNFI 082 & 0.77 54
CN 48.10 88.43

KOBERREIRETHE R - A AMOS HURES R E RS T hahRRi 20 ot
U 2 ST 2 B (R EEk - IR E TR (modification index - MDA - BUEK
By 3.84 F{EIEZHLA  BHERERUHTHIET 28 B UHEAC R B £ - R G
BEEIE{E K NFI SR » 222 HE R IEAE - Hepfs R8s B & E T #2 KAEdD
BN > TR B AR U N sE R FEHINE - BURAUTFE LU AS iR R 5L - ARt [
(SRR R S SR T Y B R AR EL A (S TR FEHY anhf e (s
2 A DI RO AL SR -

4.8.2.4 BRSGHRR B BB E T

&¢ SEM #EZHVERRE > 3R 4-8-2-4-1 RESIHFUERCE e MBI 2 B (G HERT
T (SR BTERCHERACE - GFI {ELFy 0.86 K 2 (H 0.80  BEUR R =" EAENC | -
RMSEA =0.10 » BUrfEaefEa(fy " o EEEC , - SRMR =0.05 - BRI Ry Bl i -
TEHEEACTEEACE - NNFI=0.97 » Kjjt#%52{E 0.90 » CFI = 0.97 JRA #5215 0.90 -
B R BRI © (R AU - PNFI = 0.77 » KRR (A 0.5 x */df &
=514 EREZ(E 1-5 28 BN - BT R x 2= 96 0 p <0.01» EFIEEEK
A FORATIFEH R BB 2 AR A 72 A o BERIE{E Y /df = 5.14 - GFI = 0.86 -
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AGFI =0.80 ~ RMSEA = 0.10 + CN = 88.43(5% 4-8-2-4-1)EiFHE(E A Lo 750 » (HISHE(E &
FEr B auE - $ERERANTSE 2 ke Ee bR ~ fhEREE ~ SRS ~ R R SRR
[ rmhE R (2 By i U=

F 4-8-2-4-1 FERBLERERE B F 2 Bass 1k o 2 $e i E o 4 5
Table 4-8-2-4-1 Goodness-of-fit of structural model

feiEefs  fEEE HEAE(H GER
K 1E 49350 AuINALAF  JESERE IR
¥ ldf 5.14 =3

GFI 0.86 >09 A[EEZ
AGFI 0.80 =09 H[REZ
CFI 0.97 >09 &
NFI 0.97 =09 &4
NNFI 0.97 >09 &

IFI 0.97 >09 &
RFI 0.96 >09 B4
RMR 0.03 <0.05 &
SRMR 0.05 <0.05 &
RMSEA 0.10 <0.05 g
PNFI 0.77 >050 &

CN 88.43 =200

B2 BIE28EEHEDR 4-8-2-4-2 ApR ) JBESHTHSBEBHNEZA
e B/ 0.13 £ 0.99 Z[H] - ERE(LEAEID/NG 2 > tvalue HYSEEHEE AR 1.96 >
REWEFIEE R TRAN 0.2 SHGIHE R T T4 -
% 4-8-2-4-2 BESIHA ZBIE S H5ETR

Table 4-8-6-4-2 Model estimates of structural model after modification

JBAESEE  ERsE REAM=E0N) EEREE tE R®
E1l 0.42 0.29 12.08: 0.39
o n E6 0.59 0.17 17.77 0.68
s E7 0.63 0.17 18.06°  0.69
E9 0.64 0.16 18.68" 0.72
13 0.59 0.17 17.65  0.67
S P[] 14 0.64 0.10 20.61°  0.81
15 0.58 0.11 19.63°  0.76
S2 0.66 0.11 946  0.80
S E S3 0.73 0.13 2417 0.81
S5 0.84 0.18 23.82°  0.80
T1 0.65 0.07 8.127 0.86
mmhdE T3 0.57 0.09 26.06°  0.79
T4 0.64 0.08 27.99:* 0.84
B .. R2 0.63 0.13 10.67 0.75
SR R3 0.66 0.10 23.17° 081
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VBAEETH s REAMEM) (LS tE R?
R5 0.68 0.08 24447  0.85
YF£p<0.01l-"FEp<0.05

FHIE] 4-8-12 AW Z 2 1R SRR PR ] o AR TR FE A S o] (i =
B ESRE AR B A 5 (0.69) « R{EAWIFERAEII AT 28 2 dn R (e
B WEEEE S B R A GRS S R EE R RS - #
E iR AR R EIEREI RS - LEA25E A UIEEET % 5w is (Barwise & Meehan,
2004) > BLOEEERAS © I BATK - ARERA TS EREHYR S © MEREEZE
ISP S5 W R T RIE(EanhiE L | (0.84) By IS TN IS Ryl ik
B 2B ST SR G - 1T  E LAY — BT EAR R (SRR TN -

anff AR 2 SIE T DL B9 R S R s & AR R AR (OB (0.64)
FoieBAE: s bR [F) 2 SEH L AT R RE A & E B0 (0.64) Ry -
AR EEZ BT XL T3 TR AL > (FRARE L ) (0.55)/REE © itz
SR LA RS T E R E RS (E A | (0.68) Ryiedi= - IABRSGHYEZ ~ MEsiine s -
A ATEGERE > EEFOEE o (B RE B E R EHEE -

0.11 013 0.18
1 S2 ] [S3]]S5 |

0.66 . 0.73 /084

0.29[ E1
0.42

0.17 0.5 , 0.13
0.17 0.63 63

0.64 . .
016 bR 0.66 » R3] 0.10
o7 LI < 0so 068 0.08
0.10 [ 14 |« 0.64
0.11 0.58 0.50 “'0.55 " 0.53

(TL|[73][T4]
0.07 0.09 0.08
[#4-8- 12 1F 7 EE RS A AR s fed
Figure 4-8-12 Structural model with standardized path coefficients and explained variances
modificatioan

FH 4-8-2-4-3 {ETEAAGE A2 AT S AIER R? (18 T DA AR A5 P B A 1 8880
BB TESHAARRERE ) T IREUE ) AT T SRR, N T AnRERRE ) VB E AR
AYSE AR Ry 51 % > 5%/BHE B S TREAESSIAAE (A 5 Ryab A - t{E(5.72; 0.90)JK% 0.05
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AVRERE /KA - T SRRR(E(E ) AT#E " anhRlele ) A0 T GniERE] ) B R E R E N
72 % 32 VBT B B BRI (4 B Ry IEI7) » t {E(5.06; 5.53)71viz 0.05 HYEHZE /KAE " i
RIS | TwE TR T R EE ) R T SRR ) VBB R S AR T 90
%> 5% VAT 5 IR B E SR B (R B Ry (7] > t {EL(13.89; 5.06; 4.42)JR 2 0.05 HyRAE/KAE -
ot RS T R E ) BT SR Y t{E TSR = i 0.05 AYRIE KA o
"SRR R E R RERR R ) LEHA P R RS A A R i e YRR
1o B XL T BRI E ) ARE A o BRI B RS AR
Gl Al LN 7 T kA= E ) NS E el R = b e BTl
T BN RS Z SR T TS DR B A RO S R
SEARARIH RS 5 (0.62) Rkt [H] (0. 10) B B A B 8 > R SC Rt Fe ik
H1 Sepffele B 280mErE © HA mffsRlE IR 20mEE - anhaeiR(0.42) MInhasy
[7)(0.46) ¥ ST A BE L E - DhISAF T REE H2 mhRiesR Em B miRET
H5 B2 E A #2 B A RS T - e f(0.69) ~ diff (S (1(0.27) Mt AG 5 (0.09) St it
CHERBEZE MRS 0.69)tbaEE 0.2 EE HEE - XRFTHEK
H3 ~ H6 A1 H7 JEJE - Sh#(E EM e iat e E e 2 IEMHR 4 - BislH T RH
B(ETT) R AN S fR Ak anhRe b 2 e R bR E (RS - FUHE A anhf Sl ok -

K 4-8-2-4-3 (BIE 24517220
Table 4-8-2-4-3 Structural equation model

Standardized solution R-squared
BS=0.62 x BE (t=5.72) + 0.10 x BI (t=0.90) 0.51
BT =0.42 x BE (t=5.06) + 0.46 x Bl (t=5.53) 0.72

BR=0.69 x BS (t=13.89) +0.27 x BT (t=5.06)+0.09 x BE (t=4.42)  0.90
BE : iufPiEgEs ¢ Bl mf#EEE ; BS : wEE 5 BT @ mh(E(E 5 BR  mPLEHE
4.8.3 B (UGE I =UERC S fi e ELE o i
ARWFE Z e 2R A Bt 1 By 7 — 20 W9 e B B o P S 2 T
R & 2mE S E T AFE A RS AR e U RS -
A Ry 5= 2([E] 4-8-13) 7R 2 FP 7 i ho RS B B = P A (5 (R RS AR

i

SR
e
7\» e Ty
P ]
A SRS T
4-8-13 5= 2

Y
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Figure 4-8-13 Model 2
B2 2 Z2EUEEHELR 4-8-3-1 Fon JEEEIH PR SR BEIHN R S &7 0.13
% 0.99 ZfH - PEELEZEE/NT 2> t-value AYSEEHE B AL 1.96 - B H(E HIE R
R®JRAHA 0.2 EAEHEHI B Tt -
% 4-8-3-1 BRI Y (S IES B3 %

Table 4-8-3-1 Model estimates of structural model

BAESETE Bz RNEAMEN) EELEE tE R’
E1l 0.43 0.28 12.15: 0.39
. n E6 0.59 0.16 17.90 0.69
ft e E7 0.63 0.17 1817  0.70
E9 0.64 0.16 18.68°  0.72
13 0.58 0.19 17.16" 0.64
S P[] 14 0.64 0.11 20.29°  0.79
15 0.57 0.12 18.92" 0.73
S2 0.66 0.11 946  0.80
R S3 0.73 0.13 24177 0.81
S5 0.84 0.18 23.82°  0.80
T1 0.65 0.07 8.01°  0.86
mmhEE (T T3 0.57 0.09 26.06°  0.79
T4 0.64 0.08 27.997  0.83
R2 0.63 0.13 10.67" 0.75
TR R3 0.66 0.10 23.17" 0.81
R5 0.68 0.08 24317 085

“Fp <001-"FEp <005

0.28] E1
LEL Ny 043
0.16 | E6 | No

3 0.59
0.17 EET
0.16 0-64

, 0.13

0.63

0.11 /
) 0.66 B+ R3 | 010

0.68 e

0.19 0.59 0.25 0.68

NEG: SRS (E 0.08

0.11 4 0.64 0.86 ’*/
] 0.57 0.650.57 » 0.6

0.12 : V » 0.64

| T’l/ | T3 ][ T4
0.07 0.09 0.08
[ 4-8- 1415 =21 5 [
Figure 4-8-14 Structural model with standardized path coefficients and Model 2
explainedvariances after modificatioann

FH 4-8-3-2 153X, 2 7 4t AR 2 FT 15 A Fl R {0 T AR AR IS PO VB AE 1 BT
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TEAENESITHAARRRE ) - T IR ) AT T SRR VB SRR AR R 46 %
VBT SIH BB ITHRA (R & B IEA - t{E(12.32) 8% 0.05 IR /KA - T a5 (E
AR T ARREREIE] ) VBRSNS R E Ry 72 % o B E H S HBER AR A E
TR > tE(17.29)%E 0.05 HYBHZ/KAE » T SnfEai e |, wI TREE ) T ahR(E e L FO
" ERERESES | VBTSRRI Ry 90 % o 2VBAE H SEIE S FE SIE R (R B Sy IE
[ > t{E(13.89; 5.06; 4.42)7K%E 0.05 HYBHZE/KAE - fatil TIWESE T S B T Snhy
AlR ) 0y t{EA]EEE - =B 0.05 FYBIE/KEE - T S —wEE - S E
emhRAGEE | L H A P B AGAE R A A S S AR ) - B LT SRR
i@ ET] - BEIEHEEIUHEE R E S - et ihmiie i S8 <
AT T FE S R B Rl Ay

SERRIAMGHRE R (0.68) e E A S & © mnhial[H (0.86) ¥ i (S (LA #E
P TS E(0.69) ~ MRS {E(0.25) M i Ae e (0. 1) B an i S A B 2 8 -

% 4-8-3-2 1= 2 2 4ERE IR
Table 4-8-3-2 Structural model 2

Standardized solution R-squared
BS=0.68 x BI (t=12.32) 0.46
BT =0.86 x Bl (t=17.29) 0.74

BR=0.69 x BS (t =15.30) + 025 x BT (t=5.37)+0.11 x BE (t=2.34)  0.90
E: fnfPashs o Bl - SufEE0[E  BS @ JwEE 5 BT : (St 5 BR : mPLEEE

& SEM fRz(HVEREE - % 17.5.5 B 2 BpG R URICE fe e M E I 2 B 55 TH{ER
AR - (4B $ERCIEIEAE » GFI {H 5 0.84 KINFEZ{H 0.80 » BEUREGEARA A " BRI
B, - RMSEA=0.11 - SRMR =0.06 - [En[ 22 &0 > BUrEZUEACHE o 7EAHEE
FU461E4E - NNFI1=0.96 » A1 0.90 - CF1=0.97 JRAAEE2{H 0.90 » B
T PR - EAHRUEECTEfEACE » PNFI = 0.79 » A B2 (E 0.5 »7/df 6 =5.38 -
(£ 1-5 2 R > B ol difE » BN o ARF5EH = 527.47  p<0.01 >

EEFIRE /KR TR AU FEHY G B AR A 72 5 - R A LS (1R
BEFS T y/df = 5.38 ~ GFI = 0.84 + AGFI = 0.78 ~ SRMR = 0.06 - RMSEA =0.11 ~ CN =
84.26(% 4-8-3-3)EAFEAR{EA L E  (HRRF 4-8-3-3 Fn HORRIT7E d SEM F51HH B 1E
AR o SRR 2 ZmhREeEE - mhERRE - AR EE R AR
amhER G (R Ry A DI -
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% 4-8-3-3 15 2 &5 CEm e M oA 2 FE R E A4 R
Table 4-8-3-3 Goodness-of-fit of structural model 2

fEER R fEE HARME SR
! 52147 AuNEREF  TEAERE MR
X 1df 5.38 =3

GFI 0.84 =09 AT
AGFI 0.78 =09 AT
CFI 0.97 =09 &4

NFI 0.96 =09 &4
NNFI 0.96 =09 54

IFI 0.97 =09 &4

RFI 0.96 =09 &4
RMR 0.03 <0.05 TF&
SRMR 0.06 <0.05

RMSEA 0.11 <0.05

PNFI 0.79 =050 &

CN 84.26 =200

#E— DT FE A EE A S R S A B R IS R AT AT 5T
LR B U ittt 3([E] 4-8-15) - FEAEE 3 HF EL R an T [F] St
O PTG TR AE

L EE
LR B
C RS R B
A ]

N

4-8-15 fE= 3
Figure 4-8-15 Model 3

2 3 2BEEHE A 4-8-7-4 Fr7s JEAF S IE Y S BB IERZE A /17 0.13
25 0.99 P 5 fEE(LREE (/N 2 0 tvalue [IAREHE B A 1.96 » 1228 (R (= i
R? IR ATA 0.2 » BASHDHIE BE S -

% 4-8-3-4 RGN Z B IE2 WS TR

Table 4-8-3-4 Model estimates of structural model

VEIESEIE  EImeEH REAMEQ) B REE t{E R?
E1l 0.43 0.28 12.15" 0.39
E6 0.59 0.16 17.90" 0.69
= JEEH A
iR E7 0.63 0.17 1817°  0.70
EQ 0.64 0.16 18.68" 0.72
N 13 0.58 0.19 17.16" 0.64
1 gy = *
SR ] 14 0.64 0.11 20.29 0.79
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BEEIH  BIREIH NEAMEQ) FEEEE e R’

15 0.57 0.12 18.91" 0.73
S2 0.66 0.11 9.38°  0.80
SR S3 0.73 0.13 24.09°  0.80
S5 0.84 0.18 23.93°  0.80
T1 0.65 0.07 8.0 0.86
mmhd(E T3 0.57 0.09 26.06°  0.79
T4 0.64 0.08 27.997  0.83
R2 0.63 0.13 10.72" 0.75
s L S R3 0.66 0.10 23.05°  0.81
R5 0.68 0.08 24327 085

“#£p<001-"FEp<0.05

0.11 0.13 0.18
| S2 ] [ S3][S5 ]

0.66.0.73 /084

0.29[ E1L
0.42

0.17[ E6 N 'R2]0.13
=, N 0.69 .

0.17 0.63 (i AsED P
0.64

0.16 TR RID 0.6 w1 RS | 010

0.17 0.59 0.25 0.68

0.10 | 14 |«& 0.64 " AR5 | 0.08
0.58

0.11 0.65°0.57 " 0.64

(TL| (T3] [T4]
0.07 0.09 0.08
4-8-16 =\ 3 TR Es [
Figure 4-8-16 Structural model with standardized path coefficients and Model 3
explainedvariances after modificatioann

FH ¢ 4-8-3-5 1, 3 7 4 5 AR 3 AT 15H1ER R? A8 T DA R b At P P A 1 ST
TEETESTANVERERE Sy TORES ) IRk T RESER R0 T SRAEREIE ) VAR TR
SRELTRFE Ry 51 % - 3ZUBHT H EIHBUES AR A /1R - t{E(5.83; 0.74)J1%E 0.05 #Y
B KR T PSR v dnie e F0 T RRRE VB B IR R E R T2 %
% BT B B T E S THNIRA A B Ry B > t E(5.17,; 5.46)J1%E 0.05 (YBHE/KAE T T
S AT TOREE T mhELE T hEERIE] R T hEEeEE | VBT B AR R
T2 Ry 90 % » 5% VEAT H S TH B FESIHEIRA (R & Ry R 1A - t{E(13.95; 4.19; 0.57;1.10)J1 7
0.05 YR /KA - i TIWEE ) T RREME - T AAEEEE ) B T SRS L A tE AT
PR > = EEEE 0.05 EEE/KHE - T IS E—mERE - BEE - TAEEER TR
BSER ) LHHUAA SRS SRS A h A sy fgRe ) > o UL T RS L A
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e IR BT - B L SR S AL T [F S S S s B R OB
F R R s B (S e Bt PR iR ae B GBS 2 S T e an i wE Rl = M e
e R RS -

SRR Ao A B (0.64) A S ) (0.08) B ke A A& 2 2> bl [ (0.68) 67
BEEABELE AR (0.43) MR R F (05) B E L ABE T E  mEE
(0.69) ~ AERR(S{E(0.25) ~ dnfHe SR (0.04)MIAaRE SR H (0.07) B an i S A L 2 &

% 4-8-3-5 1= 3 2 4ERE IR
Table 4-8-3-5 Structural model 3

Standardized solution R-squared
BS=0.64 x BE (t=5.83) +0.08 x Bl (t=0.74) 0.50
BT =0.43 x BE (t=5.17) + 0.45 x BI (t = 5.46) 0.72

BR=0.69 x BS (t=13.95)+0.25 x BT (t=4.19) + 0.04 x BE (t=0.57) +
0.07 x BI (t=1.10)

E: mof#Achs o Bl Goh#ERE ¢ BS | mEE ¢ BT ¢ mpf{E(E 0 BR : MRS

0.90

28 SEM #EAVERRE » 3 4-8-3-6 15 3 BEAS A UEIC e M =S A S Bl HE =
FR - (AR EEECE ARG » GFI (A £ 0.86 KR #EE2{H 0.80 » BUREREHE S T BARH
i ; - RMSEA=0.10 - SRMR =0.05 » En[#ez#ilE » SRR mEioE= - (EHEH
FlHEEscE » NNFI=0.97 » K215 0.90 » CFI = 0.97 JRAAEFZ(E 0.90 » Smfsi=
Ry FAE N - (R ASOERCHEIEACE » PNFI = 0.77  #EKABEZ(H 0.5 x %/df {5 =4.61
FERPZAE 1-5 2 - [ nl Bz aiE - BN - AWgediy x °=438.60 > p<0.01 -

EREE KR FRANIF AV R AR BB Z AR A 22 B - (R 3 T E B AEET
[ AL R 3% P B ARG 1R 1% S FE{H o */dlf = 4.61 ~ GF1=0.86 ~ AGF1=0.80 - SRMR =
0.05 * RMSEA =0.10 ~ CN = 87.85(¢ 4-8-3-6) Bl FfAE {5 Lb7= 1 » {H{{x3 4-8-3-7 firE
SCERBFZE SEM $EIEE B E e & E - 45 RN 3 2 mhiiehs - migslE
RS T ~ T FE RS R SR SRR (4 Ry il D -

% 4-8-3-6 1= 3 4EE B e Mo 2 FE R E a5
Table 4-8-3-6 Goodness-of-fit of structural model 2

fafeig  fefEE AR S

W E 43860 AUNAELGF  TEARREME(EGE
ydf 461 <3

GFI 0.86 =09 HHZ

AGFI 0.80 =09 HHZ

CFI 0.97 =09 &4
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fatnats  fefE HARME SR

NFI 0.97 =09 K&
NNFI 0.97 =09 &
IFI 0.97 =09 &
RFI 0.96 =09 &
RMR 0.03 =0.05 &
SRMR 0.05 =0.05
RMSEA 0.10 =0.05

PNFI 0.77 =050 &
CN 87.85 =200

% 4-8-3-71 25 R Z15HHE

Table 4-8-3-7 Goodness-of-fit of reference literature

E fE o
EREM ] Gr | AGFI | SRMR |RMSEA| N | Xdf

SCJRK
Jehn & Jo, 2007 0.80 0.75 0.08
Ho & Lee, 2007 0.74 0.69 0.09 0.110 68
Arhonditsis, Stowb,
Steinberg, Kenney,
Lathrop, McBride,
& Reckhowa, 2006
Wong, Cheung, Yiu, 0.81
& Pang, 2008 '
Chia, G, & Qu, 2008 0.81
Lin, Wu, Liu, &

Lee, 2012 %
Benito, Tomassen,
Pe’rez, & Barber, 0.77 0.70 0.108
2005
Usha & Luc, 2011 0.5818
Xin, Hongzhi, &

Liyuan, 2011 0.5607

0.106

7% 4-8-3-8 Ry AT FeE AU 1B AU AU 2 A (U U 3 Z st i da
PHEEEE T EER - B 1 e UERE e e WE A 2B HERATR © ([CEEE
FCfEREACE - GFI B R 0.86 KN #32{H 0.80 - BURBERiH=y " #AE#AC , - RMSEA =
0.10 » B R{EERis= AL , - SRMR = 0.05 » Bl Aot - (erH s
ACHEIZ2RE - NNFI=0.97 » KA E252{E 0.90 » CFI = 0.97 JRAHAEEZ{E 0.90 » BRE=
FyFARENC - PEAHRUEECTE fEACE - PNFI = 0.77 » A B2 (E 050 x %/df {4 =5.14
TRl 1-5 2 » BURSIE A - AP 2= 96> p <001 EEBEE/KE £
AR (Y 5 A b B 2 B A 72 S0 » TS */df = 5.14 ~ GFI = 0.86 ~ AGFI =
0.80 - RMSEA =0.10 - CN = 88.43(3% 4-8-2-4-1)EBAHAR(E A L7 FE - [HKFE 4-8-7-7 A/
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HOUEWFEf SEM FEERE B Al 28l - SRBURAWTITE 2 mhiehs ~ ah®eeE -

e ~ R AT R S an R (A R DI - 155 1 R AR et s\ s A%
A it RO A B L i T FEE A PR 5 (3 AU B Z 2 B I TR0 Y - e [ B e FEE AT
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Figure 4-8-17 brand experience and brand loyalty, the correlation coefficient
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