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Leadership and Employees’ Brand
Citizenship Behavior: The Mediating
Roles of Brand Engagement
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Abstract
In the relevant literatures of the brand, they are mostly focuses on understanding the
customers' external brand behavior , but the employees' internal brand behavior is also
important. According to the Stimulus-Organism-Response Model (SORM), this study
explores the influence of internal branding practices on brand citizenship behavior, and
puts forward the relationship between brand communication, brand leadership and brand
citizenship behavior. Brand engagement is a mediation variable.
In this study, the questionnaire survey was carried out by the employees of aviation
industry in Taiwan. The questionnaires were distributed randomly to 400 employees, and
only 333 were usable. This study analyzed by structural equation model. The results show
that brand communication and brand leadership have significant influence with brand
engagement, and then promote the brand citizenship behavior. Brand communication also
have direct influence with brand citizenship behavior.As part of mediating roles of brand
engagement, it mediates the relationship between brand communication, brand leadership,

and brand citizenship behavior.

Keywords: Brand Communication, Brand Leadership, Brand Engagement, Brand

Citizenship Behavior
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iR Ag i (internal branding) v § 3% 5 F1& @ EF I 0 LR 1,% R —“Ff Hk

R RS HET R VR L T 5 B S P AR o R8T ¥ Cziko (2000)2
Jacoby (2002) » v T -8 41-F & | #-3] (Stimulus-Organism-Response Model; SORM)
= FW R o B & &- ) $F 4 5% & (brand communication) ~ 5-1% 47 % (brand
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B ESEA SN Ega &1 52 — (Punjaisri & Wilson, 2007, 2011; Urde, 1999) -

pIRER it enp ha B R EEE 1B SRl B RIS 1S R W00 F
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%22 (brand engagement) = 519 45 %-(brand leadership) (7 k)22 & = & {7 % (brand
citizenship behavior)(r £ &)z & BE 4 ehd 4 $#c o
-8 pISET o fE-B-F RECIIERR

AP ARSI ERET koD T -5 ks #503)
(Stimulus-Organism-Response Model; SORM) 4k # 3¢ 45 » SOR #-3] .7 13- F J& | (SRM)
SR > vRE AR F BE A LB TR EF T RF O TP AT F, Y ok
(Cziko, 2000; Jacoby, 2002) » &4 b BF] & P 2 LRI SR a g - KA 0 B K
Jacoby (2002)¢: Keegan, Moriarty & Duncan (1992) 53 % SOR #-3] % 364 SR8 g * f§3¢
¥R F 75 eILf# > blde Jacoby (2002) & ERR K T 5 G L p E iR B T ke
Wdl-F B £RTHEA M L - BINA 0 Aol 2-1 #r A W] G 98 ] 97k B (Encountered
Environment) ~ p # &JZ (Automatic Processing) ~ %2 % i £z 1 (Experiential Storehouse) £¢
F i & il & (Consciousness) ~ # 35 & {1 se-F &% i (Nontrace Stimulus—Response
Events) ~ p 3% & J&(Internal Responses) ¥ ¢k 3% & Ji&(External Responses) > m SOR #-3] £r i%
LRt hdeRfER A I T TR o FRE AR T TR T 2 % 7 5 (brand

citizenship behavior) -



B 2-1 T Plp-840-F s, £ATREAE 1 5 = BI04
(1)#738 7| =7k 8 (Encountered Environment) ~ (2) . #+ &2 (Automatic Processing)
(3) %8 =% i =3a R (Experiential Storehouse) ~ (4) . #%(Consciousness) ~
(B) & e entlge-~ &% # (Nontrace Stimulus—Response Events) ~ (6) * % & & (Internal

Responses)# (7) ¢+ ¥8 & & (External Responses)

7L kR - Jacoby (2002, p.54)
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= (Organizational Citizenship Behavior; OCB)it i# # % > Asha & Jyothi (2013)%# & e
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Bl b B p g gk o ) Organ (1988)in 3 2 4Fena A (7 5 4 S Ik 7 5
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B4 4 i3 % (helping behavior) ~ ,.‘sﬁf%z%}zfu;(organizational compliance) ~ i % 2 &+ (individual
initiative) ~ i& # R 47 (sportsmanship) ~ = % & 35 (organizational loyalty) ~ p # % &

(self-development) ~ = = i {g (civic virtue) o

¥ I AR Y hB e g o R f7 L (Brand Citizenship Behavior; BCB) 1945 §
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LA A &9 o %7 4 (brand citizenship behavior) » #7145 g4 2 & {7 5 (brand citizenship
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-\\}
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v AR E—\,; ’ . T} L {_ &M - 347 & (Shaart, Salleh & Hussin, 2012) » @ Shaari, Salleh &
Hussin (2015)* { i&— #h @p &3 = X {7 % (brand citizenship behavior) i & B~ e &_» R
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129% Burmann & Zeplin (2005)% Shaari, Salleh & Hussin (2012) » &4 = % {7 % (brand
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citizenship behavior)— 438 £ %2t B p 38 > v BT g ] G s R T e ok
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EFMAOUEERLR CMELBRE > BB 5 (organizational citizenship behavior)

gr 2g o % {7 % (brand citizenship behavior) 2. B enfd %1 & Bl4o B 2-2 #71 ©



Organisation

External target groups
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TAL KRR A& SRE® A Podsakoffetal. (2000)¥2 Burmann & Zeplin (2005)
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R i o @ e R A A 4 R g 22 (Shaari, Salleh & Hussin, 2012) - i ¥
Burmann & Zeplin (2005) > P3RS P REEFE ZZ B2 L EP L P w4 FTRER
(brand-centred HR activities) ~ &4 ;& :& (brand communication)#? 54 48 % (brand leadership) -
@ MacLaverty, McQuillan & Oddie (2007)#-% < b $8 F-ig i e i 4 5 p %7438 (internal
communications) ~ "4t & % (training support) ~ 4z # 4 7 i (leadership practices) ~ 42 -7 i
(recruitment practices) ~ fﬁiﬁv 2 2% ¥ (rewards and recognitions) £ ¥ 12 iﬂ:ﬁ]ﬁ%ﬁ 15— kR E
Send s FFHFF o Fet o A g A7 &k i (brand communication) £ &1 Af 3 (brand

leadership) /e 3 P 35 &4 1 4 B s

F (g £ 2015) Fpt > B AT ENTE > BBEMY P REAHALIE @
His R4 QTN > A B PR iz @ g3 2 F 05 f2k )t ~ 2 22
LA FH RS FE PP R(ELEEIP R 2010) 0 AT Y TR T S
#% & i€ (brand communication) » 1 & &4k BN PR EAT > m AR A B il B A
Tt EFERRER L R I HERDE IR AR o
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communication) - i&= BAEHF B3R 2 7
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Cascade communication
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Conveying information

Convincing sceptics
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FEES SR 3fHe F 2 pngag i (internal branding) F & &4 A B IReNE R B 4o

NELZETEY PR g REFFTENR R
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- BRELO ) ST R RS SR BT REREE R
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iy ¢ (BEF MPR R FIE B 2012) 0 T & TERET - ERELLET
AP IC LN E NS T LN SULES I SRR

F- R ES TR RPN A 3 o i 1995 Bandura (1977) 973 1 ehdd g
5 13 1@ 25 (Social learning theory)zz s T 4 i H # 4 £ F mR 3| hF 2 K E Y 3rhii B &
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\_\

it Bas §EV IR ON BB HE oA MR FHE L SRE ]
AOAGEPN RS i F B iR Bumns (1978) % Bass (1985) ik 447 H L h
(transformational leadership theory) % i&— # Lp7 o

SR A R A4 AR B BAee R T 04 Downton(1973)4k 01 47
Fr LA AREE I FRA LS BER 1 A 8T k4 ¥ Bums (1978)3# ¢
Li&- Hafrg o ﬁ‘—;%"ﬁ?ﬁliﬁ&%%@ﬁ?é@i ’?u;ﬁr} PR S Sl
Fowge (B 2008) kR i p e kv d o Fa e
A e RET B T BRI GRS SRR
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BT o gRFRIBIES DI VRS0 BRI ER Y
4 o

Bass (1985)+243 Burns (1978)£2 House (1977)cr#2 4 » 3 B T3 A48 $3235 > ¢ #-
A gL, 5w BiEe o B S B R(individualized consideration) ~ 44 g (intellectual
stimulation) ~ ,;r@v‘;fz’:ﬁ(msplratlonal motivation) r 2 g 4 Ap % 2 32 f8 it B2 &5 (charisma or
idealized influence) - i W M iRIp 4 - g M o F - R 1 HF R IF5 [ 1 h2fm i 3

lll%{&ﬁWf’ﬁg,umib%%-j\ 3;{;}*’#’ gﬁi;}a-}#;lﬁ&?-}{%’léﬁ &b%ﬁﬂ

F_L
\

ZRPAEE X

—=\

AT I E R R S IR AR ARRES N R ap
Alen@ o g G T pdF e i dpld it kg iy > §Y
E-fApiE a R Aaingil: - BE Y g B LR LR Tk
7 N AR E R &fﬁ‘ﬁ%#ﬁ%% M AR R A ks B HE R o i PR PRB

XN EY SRR LSS IS 1) AN S S R

e RS AR AR PR TR R R 6 O T B RR KR
AlenB €86 30 RRATES o

r & S

Burmann et al. (2009) ¢ g #§+& &% K3 (brand commitment)sh % £ & & > & B 5 &9

g 7 (brand compliance) : #74% * chR e i7 2 7R L 0 R LM AR O A LR e

S E s B - R &8930 (brand identification) ot f 4R AL € R AT G BAE mﬁfﬁ
R AT I sk > N BB OAEIRE - LR T T E S A

PRFRAR 5 p o eh— gRa 5 s i (brand internalization) @ #%% e B i E Y- A e
pAPEE 0 154 Hop e enizd K R(Burmann & Zeplin 2005) - & & Burmann & Zeplin
(2005) 735 » &4 -k ig(brand commitment)sh= i HE G X 24p 3 & 5% 0 Shaari, Salleh &
Hussin (2012)~ #£3% A 1 cn@ @ -KEs 4~ 5 = B A o K2 pid ¥ 820k 8 5

Wi 4 = 5 4 (brand engagement) o o ‘“v}*kr‘ ¢ TR SR % o ¥
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B S8 BAR O SO S Y 4 Rl - BARHRATH A
FlMt AR L E SRR E Y Ak o

Nelson (2005):#-F 1 =549 %2 (brand engagement)zp % iz
E AR LR ER LN E LR R RSN BT e e
MAETIE M G % (o b |~ il 21 LRFH) -

@ ¥245 Buckingham (2008)z% % " ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ{ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ,

MERE A WP I AR A BRI o B E AR MR

k:
W
<

fenhgpd 4 o A X R ERAL R ORE  SARNTHS- BERAA R

REDTFRFBHEA RS FIZ T EPANAZHe | T >0 BmWmEys i8R
ehz B

—\aﬂ@%¥@$¢ﬁ~$@o

SR CRL1AfIERAET R P RCREGFEA UG R

SR iy o P B - R EAGRIE P RE bRl E B TR (2 e Rk

Rde v IO R FE AL 7 A H S e N B ) -
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REE R e

communication) ~ &4

=3

kit

Rl

—
-
—

$- 8 FiEEeER

etk 0 AFTY 0 SOR A 5 i

48 3 (brand leadership)#?

£ 4 0 HdF & i (brand

& 2 & 7 % (brand citizenship behavior) 2.

R enfd > @ 00 54 4222 (brand engagement) & ¢ 4 ¥l 0 7 % 4500 2 B 40T ] 3-1
hl—i——/:[: °
Tl P41 F s
e A
e P uEi
e B EEN —
B
° B A {55
— IEREET T
Sl o AR o f AR
o M4 AEER
LUy R T
e BHIMIR
° %Erz! Ej«[);
. /;f/,ﬁvitﬁ
B 3-17 1 % B
AR
(- )&hiEd & g %8

AEd @y @i (2010) ﬁw‘z;w Bom o

- q* BB PR ehig AR
BAVKGER o ¥ b h g iy ]}?c“ » Burmann & Zeplin (2005)~ #
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>

FEFARM o Flt o SFEF F B PR R 1A SR B g e
PREW S o et F IR
Hl: i d 5 489 & BP0 % o

(G Pt s S UL JAE N

A- 2P FASELABRLY - 2 iz - BRRI TR EL &
BHEFCFEEe SR RAFEERER 1 (A% 4 2015) - i 5 MR 1

R R ’/7&;‘;7& Bz B34 B8 5 (Hpd

R e gR > 2007) 0 BBy FEgiabf (2007) i gk B 0 AR FBEG R
B2 IR iR G - B £ & ik s T R (superior-subordinate

communication) » # {5 » < [;Je.f%%; IS ST R AN E & i R

*

\\\

B KT N N EMEOR G fERE S ELHE 1 B Mo TE T B B

B B S

“r3f ek € F 3 1235 (Social learning theory) 5 I A P s A B P R T ah{7 5 R E
YATORASEF 5 o b P A AR Pos R Y ek 75 - (Bandura 1977) -

AEE L A BAneniT 5 ’%”3{&3@%‘?? [ MEFELRE R ORIRE > A3
78

g;; :

———
ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ~@ﬁ~ﬁ%??'%égﬁﬁ@§ BHCD A ARAL € rdR o s
FARR AR A R I g dopt - ko F AFFLG AR BT 68
PP MR enp R E 0 3RS ehil @17 00 IR o Bumns (1978)# N ek A 4F
%c%?%ﬁww?”ﬁmé%%ﬁ?ﬁlﬁWf%§ﬂ’g%@ﬁl?iéﬁﬂﬁ’
IS FAER Sapat F s A

PG F Y Rh e AT AR FER IR P EHR - B Y
BB R RBBRINAE A L R DY S WA IGE ) RS B R S

22 (brand engagement) o it > 3 JEK ¢
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% oo @ 2Eik & A4 ¥ (transactional leadership) FEVAREAFRA LRGN R
A TR Fla BRI EMTA L DE L o FM o A M 6 4F

F_&
o
ht!
!
A=)
—t
5
S
+%
-k
beicy
kY
&
et
Sﬂ\;
\*ﬁr
1%
3\
ﬁ}
T
i
oy
g
=g

R0 s P ARor
HOgEeheny 4 B b e RORFEIEGm Y R 1 AT T R B e E (e
PARTRT AR O R S ) BRI Bk AL L & A7 {7 eh(Foster, Punjaisri &
Cheng, 2010) - %]+ » f 2 ¥ RAXL ke L Sehiig > A% ¢ 07 v EE S AT o By

# 4k

s

T
~
et
sé;
\\\?{r
g

BHERDNGT S G R G

()& 58 h¢ fionk

TF

RE/ SRR el U LA Rt e S B =t B NN A S S
& SOR #°41¢ » fljpedr F 2 B F ao i3 - B P 38F % & 7 4 2<% (Cziko, 2000; Jacoby,
2002) o F 0 AATE R EF I S 0 A HCAl P e Ak o Jht 0 B 4R

H5: %

—II,

P R R AR Y TR e 4 oo
- A% ‘ 13
¥-8 FPIH%
AEFTARPFETH IR, SFRy Fodiny 27 R IREBE 1 SR A E T

LRLEALTL A E TR LR R

2=

PUBIEPRAR ~ B BSAEE IRIAE o AP MBI R Y il flR R 2 AR S

)

ul
Y
=
g
‘=
h.
e
s
=
1\4
Py
=
3
g
=
=k
XN
(dm

‘N-

DA AR ST I I 5 SRS L B RGR R I A KRR K g

WHTEEH o T F IR AL S SR Ay S P NP E R TR P AR A

19



RSP SRR E() T AR B RN E) £ R (L FRE R
e PR RBIFH S PR R L) Ea BRI S L T RREE 7
Foeofrd bl s BRERE S L EBM) TR RIRBE BT RGE -
3~ L FRPPIBFE L THRAT -
4~ dapdne o FIB G E R @eorn s 2 F R P EEE S FREREE
5~ S H-ibs L I BT DA S (ke | s £ B R v ) S e (i
s R enkar) S PR B (RAGFIR C FIR) S R E((F R PRI C BAR TR A I R E)
B9 (P8R B B (SR o ) .
6\%‘52:’_%”’“13’%‘{1:1 %Jﬁ\ng.\/\i\g;ug.w\Am? ELHo
AT AR R R 7 NRRE R 1B TR S R AR
SR AR s AR R R R (T 5 2 BB Tk o
¥z & AErpRRazaggEd
e S RE SR T ?/]?’ciﬁ e F R
54 E2 B A PR R b Mg a1
- ~ &0 o %0 §7 5 (brand citizenship-behavior)
&% 2 & {7 4 (brand citizenship behavior) » 4g e & f 1 p FEeE F 0 | 1 IR 0 6D
YA ATART LR BG4 /T’Lkr%uﬂ“ I M {7 4 (Shaari, Salleh & Hussin, 2012) o &4 2 =
RS SZBER  AH G
(= )e* ~ {7 & (helping behavior)
AP IREIAEE F OREAOER R ENFHABELDEL Aok R
SRERONRER C B e T bAr AR B2 BB - hF R L HUE L oD
P e
(= )& 44 1+ (brand enthusiasm)
2 & &M+ g (brand consideration) ~ &4% #4 §-(brand enthusiasm)#? 54 & 4% (brand
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endorsement) o
1~ &4 % & (brand consideration)

iz T o ghg E} S EMARR T L BR > A A REERERERZT o §L
T Tig S R o
2 ~ 549 % 5 (brand enthusiasm)

BRANEMAIMDE LR § ARNFHA LB DE L o
3~ &4 5 4F(brand endorsement)

WAL EARM DT s GHESRERE A BHUcH) LB ESY T ¢4

IR RY ML R P = ol 3o S s R

(2) p 2 & & (self-brand-development)

& p 2 B (self-development) £ -4 34 52 (brand advancement) °
1~ p 22 E (self-development)

PORREE B 05 & AP B chdk o
2 ~ &1 3 58 (brand advancement)

AR ] LA S TR A B R AT R 4 GlcS B @
AL F RSN AL LIRTORE LR e

AETEFEY R AT A IR fud g4 A 5 (2013)#751 * Burmann et al. (2009) 2. £
FOoOMERPFTBRRRPE K TEVIRL R TEYEL O AWE1IAFIEA .
85 4 i3 % (helping behavior)3 5 & =& 4858 (HEL1~HELS) ~ &-4% # {i-(brand enthusiasm) %
7 B @8 4878 (ENT1~ENT7) » m 2 p A 5 % (self-brand-development) 7 5 B 7% 4878
(SBD1~SBDS) » 3+ 17 BAEA T fr@ S A 75 ch1 & > @ = B g B0 4ok

3-1-
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31 5275 RAsirE 4E0E

A

504

gh'{

(helping behavior)

(HELD) # ¢ » 26 hfi R 5 $HE SRS T -

(HEL2) A8 8 s L0 HEFHFEEE B FE -

(HEL3) 2 7 B 2@ che b B8 K AR L 2L AR 2
fe

(HEL5) iB4r3 % (AR & KA Je 12)

}E‘FI 7A%k4lﬂ\j/nb 3 '?c%]mﬁ ]:F o

et E ) o

(brand enthusiasm)

(ENTL) #

(ENT2) =

(ENTS) Bk #3020 50937 fe g ro4 5 e B (71 50 ¢

FuRiirifedritmg sk o

(ENT4) ide ¢ #& =1 AP en S A5 fo et ANFR R 452 3 ¢h e

1 (e R PR SRR E T H AR R) .
(ENT5) 7 & % 325 % A S PRI H 3

& o

(ENT6) 2% & § 30 v oMk S pp4F 4> 4 3 {ﬁtf‘—r =f

R
(ENT?) &stn etz f p sy 4 chh ¢ o

R EREATESR T

RERED

pAERER

(self-brand-development)

(SBD1) 2 TG EAEEHA PR A ER

A B BN T AR (D FRIRARER N aER)

FHEFE
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BEA K B LR F A M L ST R 1 i -

(2)# # &2 (lateral communication)

- NEE > RAp R P IR EAL g~ AR RS AH O A2 0 A
Sk B2 ek 2 (7 5 (Simon, 1997)0 2 kA | 2 4r Al B R R IR T 4p @it
ERAR

AT LR G AR HI(1997)60 R A de i seA 0 0 LT BRR R (T AR
oI AT 2RI BT AT R oA B E 1A D] 5 A ¢ L Eid (central communication)

7 A4BEERE(HE Y ¥ 4485 - & » 37)(CEN1~CEN4r)~ # 734 i€ (cascade communication)
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3 3 B =€ 3258 (CAS1~CAS3) » 14 %  » /&1 (lateral communication) 7 5 & 7€ 4858
(LAT1~LATS) » 23+ 12 BHER (TE € M AL a1 2 > 7 =2 B Wh HAE Aot 3-2 -
# 3-2 M A R e AR

# B

R LN =
PEAE

(cascade Lz B b f ST L A R .

communication) iv EE A w SN B OF Y TR e s g

TRk d RIS G 5h 3 A S W (1997)



~ 5 48 3 (brand leadership)

I

o4 48 % (brand leadership) ¥ 1243 Bass (1985)#73F & &1 k e 4 | 4f 38 25 Kp »

ﬂk’fﬁ’%ﬁ%—‘ﬁj‘z’i%ﬁ&g»%ﬁ% BA G AAEM R R HREF L rﬁ*ﬁ%-'ﬁff_%‘ng\:
FAp P ifies  §BFefs Lol EohzErlip o sicefid f 80 s

WA E EARARRALARD & p P IR A PR ARG A S BG4 05
(- )4 45 % 2 12 3 (v B2 % (charisma or idealized influence)
AAEHRG BER 2 R &R 0 X% p 5 (self-confidence) ~ A % (self-esteem) =t
BRG A RFH 3 [ nd et G > i2a ppnheap s B hR e
BPARDR AR

(= ) ® =] B 1 (individualized consideration)

AE;@%% ARIENT RN BRI 0 5 fE v EBENEOB W LR kA
FLE NGB Y | ephebfedn o i@ MG E K g E o

(= )47 4 k< (intellectual stimulation)

AAEE G BETVR T AER S PRI BT hk R ERTIRAT VAL > R B
NEF LA > ZRRES D SR R A v R A IR b 2 R
e 4 o
(= )i#cp- 1 & (inspirational motivation)

MR G TR R RE S N RN BB LR R R
dOR L e R R R L B EIVRAR G A ARV AR

AT F % Bass & Avolio (1992):h# 4 » 11 3 5o 4FT BL R I LRI o KT 2E 2
PR, P T2 FE 0 A5 1 A3 58 o G4 4F 012 8 it B2 5 (charisma or idealized
influence)7 3 i & 42 78 (CHA1~CHAS) ~ i %] B 1 (individualized consideration) 3 3 i =
£ 4277 (IND1~IND3) ~ 4 4 £ (intellectual stimulation) 7 3 i =& 4258 (INT1~INT3) » 12
% jpcfe- 34 S (inspirational motivation) 7 3 i =& 4258 (INS1~INS3) » % 3+ 12 487 i 5

EEMAESLE - A r G 2404 33
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Fe 3-3 EFMAR B R he R AR IR

5 e

S AR (CHAL) 2 iRl eht £F ”TV'*’/%#B)?@IJ}
a (CHA2) Pz 2y R ixd g o
BELEE | (CHA3) A rfei - 421 v Ko
(charisma or
idealized

influence)

B % B4R (IND1) i ? g o B4 N s R
(individualized (IND2) A ? g WA i fE s[4 he i —JF% FAGE T A o

consideration) | (IND3) 2 ¥ § &5l BgAz kS j Efuen@E+ i -

w4 (INT1) 4 ? BAPL LY ol ® 350 2 R AER

(intellectual | (INT2) i F € #& 20 P ATe0™ 38 3 5 BAF g faend ff o

‘mlH

stimulation) |(INT3) i # & & fA P4 £A7L F 7R Fd APRATREDEE -

FRB A | (INSL) 8 ¢ % — L o sf @200 & G lsr il A
n

[
(inspirational | (INS2) $f*t2\ Fag i &> 1 ¢ BEAPT v Fdmaz F oo
rr:

motivation) | (INS3) i ¥ ¢ FFerabiphia e & -

TARR AR SREIT A Bass & Avolio (1992)
= ~ 54 %27 (brand engagement)

&% %-¢2 (brand engagement) 12 35 Buckingham (2008) & 4p jo o g kg e p 7h 30
FIEMGE DT R aREBA - 2RI R AL LEPRR L Tl o it
Wl T~ M e LA ¥ L ensgd 4 o Shaari, Salleh & Hussin (2012) #-&- 4% 22 F (brand
identification)¥z =4 p i (brand internalization).i & = 5 %7 (brand engagement) » H 12
w B AER TE
(- )& :2.F (brand identification)
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AR AL ¢ PR AT S MM RR AT R % 0 U2 AR

(&
pas
v
RS
F_L

— Ae PR de— B o B R 4 EIFKKRJW A oeh— A o
(=) &4 p it (brand internalization)

FRE PG MR- B A hp A A s FAdgEp L hiEd RA -

MLl g% * Stokburger-Sauer (2012):n& % 3 5 #4238 (BR_IDE1~ BR_IDES) ~ &

poit g A F AR E 4 (2013)#751 * O’Reilly & Chatman (1986)#? Vandenberg, Self &
Seo (1994):1% 4 3 5 B 4258 (BR_INT1~BR_INTS5) » & 3+ 10 B 4258 it % 78 54 %42 ¢h
AL NEFRFIRIRFELIRE R TAEFIRI N TEVRL A5 145
A s G A0 Ao d 3-4 91 o

* 3-4 %W %E, ‘?”kr'fg"ﬂ £ 811

oo e

(BR_IDE1) $tt 2 @ ehgig » A (8§ 5 2 hiF B -
MRk (BR_IDE2) #'3 7]k 2 @ chgmig o
(brand (BR_IDE3) = & F-g #0307 2 #74p 2 P & o
identification) | (BR_IDE4) = & &4g if £ p & & £ - 304 o

(BR_IDES) #1324 3 4 %> 27 2 2 4 & & i & o

(BR_INTl) ff)i‘él\.’"é \: rr.r_'a ﬂ f,.Em]% IE' |-}=1IFL L—l i y 3\ B g l;f‘@? s> 'I;rr'

o
(BR_INT2) p i » it Fm B 2 7 2 f5 > N B A cnif @ 2 P 5 e
L T
brand WEREE K gApi -
ran

(BR_INT3) # i

,_
i
bt
Ny
)

NP R d ¢ X EREMAAL RS ER -

internalization)

(BR_INT4) 242 2 5t einike g8 § 3030 enif @S e B &9 ) R
22V i1V A

(BR_INT5) 2 7 5 4 chi 1 A k& & & o

FAL KR A& SPREIE A Stokburger-Sauer (2012) £ F £ Bt % 4 (2013)
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Fr & FTHM
kB Y NP AEY T AL & g i@ * SPSS & LISREL Szt grdfie 7 4 47
¥ w0 P AT E AT
- ~ &zt M %zt (descriptive statistics)

FHAFL ERRPIOR AR I Tfesfe s A A R B2 2 R R R

=

o0 RS R A A TR A R
= ~ 5 B & #7(reliability analysis)

41#* Cronbach’so k2|23 R ESERF K> WE - REPEEFEEP -
= ~ %% & #7(factor analysis)

AFTATRYNEA RN UAE FFR N KDEL > X S IGEF I FFAI 2 R
o IR AR T R R R e iRl e L BB R A AP E A S
Flt o FREFFRAAT o FIR AL R P B L LA DR AN RE PR
BB P > NEFGRERDANGRE AT AT - Koo
=~ g A2 03] (structural equation model, SEM)

AT Y LR R AL BB R Bl 0 B R BR R
oo Bz ERERER R S BRBRELIRN K Tl BBERIET WG B LR
e @ SH AR ¢ 7 67 HE3](measurement models) £ iz 4 1523 (structural model)

S R A A 4T
% 7% 1+ F] % 4 47 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) #_* #78 #73] » k% 478 % #k
BB LREDM G T URPIEFENE LT R OROTRYE R YR -
2~ B et
- HERBFRBZREE B LR BT R MR F o ¥ U KRR P AT

SR C S &R
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¥I% KFIEX3
N

&H%ﬁ&?i’ipzﬁwﬁﬁéi*%ﬁ3*—%¢éﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%*%&2

PR AR 0 8 g A E L BRI AR % - e SR R
FWA AT ORMEL 0 ¢ 0 A EE P MEE B R F 20 SRR
FHWIT A P TR Ftkd FESTE R BB A s 2
BEs S e 3N SR R RIF AT RS P R S o ¢ T Rk B R

AF 7L .,mcguhf ﬁﬁ*r.@;f# T ko BT Aige ;ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁwgkﬁvi%«,

ﬁi— ‘—’nfgf » f E’;f;] %?Iﬂ{’; bkaﬁﬂ 1 AT F i @’I LR mi &R

e B AL G N F AR AT IET R RN AT B

MEFEEALGd B pEA R FEFZITREEY §F BFTL T FEA
RERE DL BERE A TT R UER L GPTR

=~ a R

AR BRI §ERE L S EAFEEAR DER S A SR PIREE

-}

WEER - RER LG R LRAE D KL AEER 1 RSN OR & Rir B

&

l-t.\

I -ﬁmﬂﬁiz}i o @ AFAF oM Rl g AEET LA PREEROE L 0 BTG

R E L BRI B Ot o a2 (s

-—\\

CEREE SRt N LN
FEAROTRACT 0 L EHT LR R R D 0 T R i o §

44 3-5-
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% 3-5 13 rr e dTIE 3

I B R AR TR R ¥4
¥ ML RMARFE
BhrZ & it (wAd@ iz & R g | Bded & o (o2 fg & & KA J
HELS | %) hiEim B AR~ D | 2) AL REALD P L i 4 Mo
Rt i fi
A F R SRR A [ AR E R R SR
ENT6
LR R S A3 A AP AR
Foe ML
ARG IR RBEISFPIEER | ARG IR RBE D LN
CAS1
R MENP Rz R E Az fEo
Frile EMEA
BR_IDE3 | = & & #B I 1 A\ 9dp i il (o SP A TR A TR G i & e
NipdE o @ g enEd ¢ R BEY [ ARG S P EMaEd ¢ 1 F AR
BR_INT3
RARL AN ER- WA AR RS R
BFOAELENY - RO L EMEE T A m B kg Rl A TR AR
FADEF R BeSpL o K F N ABORE L FIF LR E R L 0 R S L AT B o
FOORGREAHADHY BE > AFT AW BIAWAD AT MITLFE AN R
BredplpRenikyy o MR LY F IR R AN ENERFEE AN R o AP
LSRR B 2 ApM TS AR F IR L SAL P B 2 AP N Tl MappE i o
RAZMANFAEFTR Ao n GRS KA HEFEE AP RIE> FBt > 2] ¢

2 Cronbach’s o % #ci® & #FI 1% > % Cronbach’s o % #icax

TR Y
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2 36 pEP AT RS

BEfsiEP BAL Wd'ﬁ%%ﬁ&i?ﬁéﬁ
REE N8 Cronbach’s a
2_4p hé Cronbach’s a
HEL1 0.727 0.730
HEL2 0.803 0.708
HEL3 0.769 0.721 0.810
HEL4 0.564 0.783
HEL5 0.230 0.888
ENT1 0.540 0.845
ENT2 0.617 0.835
ENT3 0.727 0.820
i
ENT4 0.719 0.820 0.855
A
-3
ENT5 0.379 0.881
ENT6 0.718 0.820
ENT7 0.755 0.819
SBD1 0.539 0.835
SBD2 0.563 0.826
SBD3 0.773 0.769 0.838
SBD4 0.697 0.792
SBD5 0.664 0.801
CEN1 0.593 0.174
Bt CEN2 0.684 0.122
0.540
A CEN3 0.575 0.239
CEN4r -0.324 0.849
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CAS1 0.700 0.785
CAS2 0.736 0.747 0.841
CAS3 0.682 0.801
LAT1 0.596 0.845
LAT2 0.481 0.869
LAT3 0.662 0.830 0.856
LAT4 0.792 0.795
LAT5 0.845 0.778
CHA1 0.875 0.939
CHA2 0.915 0.910 0.949
CHA3 0.892 0.928
IND1 0.802 0.861
IND2 0.896 0.780 0.901
B=a IND3 0.721 0.927
AR % INT1 0.905 0.832
INT2 0.820 0.903 0.921
INT3 0.803 0.915
INS1 0.857 0.784
INS2 0.734 0.892 0.892
INS3 0.777 0.856
BR_IDE1 0.811 0.929
A BR_IDE2 0.867 0.918
0.938
8 BR_IDE3 0.883 0.915
BR_IDE4 0.845 0.922
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BR_IDE5 0.770 0.936
BR_INT1 0.735 0.933
BR_INT2 0.859 0.911
BR_INT3 0.831 0.917 0.933
BR_INT4 0.866 0.909
BR_INT5 0.832 0.917

@ § 4 enCronbach’s o % #c 5 0.974 > IZ:FK;%—"“:}‘ 1% Cronbach’s o 8~ 309 13
BB F s RARELHRAL G BRAFPRR LB kg o & BHEG D

Cronbach’s a ffs@:sgrs:g 0.7 705 L@ L E | P R KM > Cronbach’s o ki #c5 0.540 >
LA éi‘]%ﬁé&?} ¥ 5 % 2 (0.5<Cronbach’s o % #=<0.7 27 5 1) o g3 I+ (S 3L P &2
Booz2 ff A4 GlE M3 03 AFZHATREET R & o 54 36 kM - HELS
gt CEN4r iz & {538 p S 4 204 £ T lic’y M3t 03040 F HELS & CEN4H*'J“$ s eha
TR A M R A EAR T a2 RIEARE v RO Bl -2 HELS
25 CEN4r iz B4Es o 1 3 ENTS ~ LAT2 & INDSJ”'J%?‘;‘Z%E?Q g Rlicy #3 3 e
by ﬂ;&é A # | 3Z p% 75 Cronbach’s o % #ce < > 0.7 » ¥ #48 {5 4> Cronbach’s o % Hci
FHAOEH TR L F]P > HHENTS~ LAT2 22 IND3 LT g » BRI 4 A FEr A

“,ﬁ% HELS £ CEN4r iz B 4878 o

RERFP AN GRAE > TR 6 0 3 TREA G SRR T AW
RIR R &7 F R AT FI R AT R D h Bt B Bl P AR TR A A < R
R FE LR > 5 - AR OFF L FE LR~ 05 e 27 feacrc k0 B
PUBTZR G o 4 300 0 Jeaoe R Rdp > % - BRI B AHEHARY > AR f L
FHTl: k> & - BEA L L2 HEBDFFY > FF AL LFRT0 PAT
FEPLR (G L0 2010) 0 F R - I TG PR LR RN 050 S H AT G A B
B R f TRt 05(2 F B BEIR L) JURRIS 2 o

(- )& 28 7 5 B4 A A
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FMAAFELRARERT ZAFIRAHT LF - TR AHTAEE LR
34E(ENT5~ENT7 ~ SBD2) » #]1 5 ENTS %1% f j= £ #>* 0.5 ENT7 & SBD2 % #5 % & 7]
%’lfﬂééﬁﬁﬂﬂ*OS’ﬂ&’ﬂfé‘@%ﬁoﬂw’uanﬂsﬁkr‘

FlE A 470 3R HELA B3T3 0 & S RN T pIf 2 o 21 1 1248

EEHFZXFELAI > BEEFRLZBFE > AU L ERRF B2 FLEE AN

BB o
23T HEMORNGFLEEEATELAITRS
IS
E =0 B X £k
=i

4=

fﬁc&\?gﬁﬂi

ENT4 % ¢t enx i® ( 0.684

£ 40

RERRPEAPER RPFL AT

ENT2 0.727 0.653
e gALIE P A A IR gl i o

HEL2 AR E X LH H{HFEHEZELRE - 0.922 0.880

Y -

STFB AP Bk Y
HEL3 0.853 0.795
HRHEEE A6 P e
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OB EAEHAP RO Y o A E
SBD4 € % f FPA EARIR L AR E D s poFn 0.716 | 0.690

PR AL 2 FEE ©

*p<.05 **p< 001

A 3T BB KMO K Tk 24 A L 3§ 2 (FFE A4 £ 4 KMO &%
0.806 » Kaiser(1974)# &1 KMO .4+ 0.8 S 4 84 s fet » 2 7 $H2 B £ F
F14 o gt ¢h > Bartlett 7t 7] 4 7_crkg E 180,000 0 ¢ E A EOKE - £ 72 HA BB
i EpmaGh T @& EFRAN - FE ok BB EL R0 2
B3 £k %1% > i & (FFF A 47 o RATF 2L 2 4 A 472 (principal component analysis) -
#* ® 2 # b (orthogonal rotation) s ~ 5% B ;2 (varimax) it 3 7] @ fhen= 2 g4
Froet A g p ARt B = B F R chp i 2 W) 5 542522313 1118 AR 3

014 5] 5 45.211% - 19.278% ~ 9.314% » = # F]# £ 7 12 f2 48 73.803%:1% &
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SHALEALL G A RTEAN  GF - STF AR L BRI
2 38 (LAT1 -~ LAT3) » # 7 LAT1 &2 LAT3 iz 4848 8 # = & B B Ed » F)pt Jﬁ%’ ° 2 18
MFIEDIBEFTF - XF)E AT REFEFENBFE 0 AR EEHEE KA
TR ST

#3B8EMRELELTFIZ AT 8%

A B o % LN Xk
1
mg #d  #d Rd B

e ¥ =7 &=
i\'\::\-\ﬁ‘—" ¥

CAS1 0.778

m?l‘—», e i=

AFEFLIN LG
BE -

LAT4 0.766

Kl v @ @kt Lo A
LAT2 0.727 0.559

P i A e

R T E R FACEE R 1D
CEN1 0.829 0.742
Fitd MR LR AT -
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SRR E R = T BN (AR I E] -
CEN3 #fi#ifp & mlehfisn » Ayl @izs » 0.425 0576 | 0.671

wale e

BcE 4.210 1.461 1.006

JAREEEY 46.775% 16.238% 11.174%

AROEEEREE% 46.775% 63.012% 74.187%

%t g e LiE(KMO) 0.831

Bartlett 3 4| #& % P+ 5 (E 1345,647%**

*p<.05 ***p<.001

x4 3-8 #:H KMO & T kA e 2 L 2 &6 (FF]% 447> £ 27 KMO & 5
0.831 > Kaiser(1974)4 ' KMO & %> 0.8 M & & 5 2k » 2 7 RHE2 B35 £
F]Z o gt b > Bartlett sk A 4e ek F 4 0000 @ FE F KRR LR EHap B
B xFFlEsh F  GEFFRRAIT - FET s RRELEL AT

LR FE 0 EIEF R AT o AR T A S A 172 (principal component analysis) & #

B < #& ;2 (orthogonal rotation)sris. ~ % 2 ;2 (varimax)it 3 %% g dhen™> 2 > B IBRE W -
Frodid e 45 = B FF i dciE s % 5 4210 ~ 1.461 ~ 1.006 » 28 % Pl A b

46.775% ~ 16.238% ~ 11.174% » = i FlF & 7 11 f2§# 74.187%:% B o

Wi

) AR A FIR A

EAAERARERT AR TR AN EF - KT F TR R 0 2B RIS

Ji

(

2 3E(IND3 ~ INT3) » % 7 IND3 £ INT3 o5 JE4E A 7 1 & B w] B 4r 4 o - Tt 4]
2o 2 BB 10 R F R AFE A BEEFR D BIE AN HS 4

$o BB AT R R R
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439 SRR L AR A

A s 4 B OBW FS £k
S
g H% BE MR KEF B

ERE-I- RSN c RO SR ATl
CHAL1 0.804 0.927
AR e e o

HRAPRAP AL E ER
INS2 0.840 0.893

B ey B
el . *

G0 B4 &P { —
¥ g ) | E %-gal\

a4 B
G4 & e ps AN fpe g .
s gpearsgins/ [N ffor

AERAPE LY dole r FF
INT1 0.701 0.925
Sk R B

ARZEEY 75.089% 7.052%  5.743%  3.140%

A E R B (KMO) 0.909
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*p<.05 ***p<.001
¥4 39> &8 KMO g Lk 247 A L F 4§ £ (FF] % ~ 47 » £ 4 HKMO £ 3
0.909 - Kaiser(1974)# &t KMO &+ 08 * £ & 3 2 4Fehyfic R » 2 7 AL A 3

F]% o gt ¢b > Bartlett 3 % ¥ % ek F 2 0.000 ¢ EAFF-RE S £ 7R HA i i e

\-\-

e AR s o T o A TFI R AT o A itk SMARHE AR T
LR FE i EIEFE AT o AR 7 A & & A 472 (principal component analysis) > & #
# 2 # $hi2 (orthogonal rotation) sif + 5 B ;2 (varimax) ¥ 5 Fl& & #hehs 2 > 4 45 F
/,%rfl%iiﬁ%: R M RS fog e B F]F o e~ %) 5 7.509 ~ 0.705 ~ 0.574 ~ 0.314 >

AP RER A w5 75.089% ~ 7.052% ~ 5.743% ~ 3.140% > = i# F]F £ ¥ 2 f2§# 91.024%
2

FRFEERARERT S FF AT GH - XFF AR 2RI
3 4g(BR_IDE3 - BR_IDE4 ~ BR_INT5) > % 3 BR_IDE3 ~ BR_IDE4 ¢ BR_INTS # 5
Flk o L2 FR A FEFA 050 Bt o BIEes B A o 2 (8 RN T AT % S

ZFFAY  BFEEERNA BIF 0 LB SRR EE SN .
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R NE R

BR_INT2 0.854 0.875

BR_INTA4

ot g et || o
i

Y 3 ‘WM 69  0.777
THRAEEER . o

70.991% 82.089%

T+

Bartlett =k 4| #& =_
255.279***

*p<.05 ***p<.001

1954 3-10 > #H i KMO # Tk 2|8 A L 3 &£ ivF]F A 47> £ 4 7 KMO & 3
0.868 » Kaiser(1974)# ¥t KMO &+ 08 "4 &5 2 dFehyffie R » 2 7 RH2 B3 £
Fl& o gt ¢b > Bartlett 3 A4 € kg F 12 H_0.000 © ERF-RE S AR FH O EL

Btk nh T @6 TR« 58V ikork W48 L3024
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S+

%1% 0 i & (TFFR A 47 o AT A S 4 2 4732 (principal component analysis) - 4 *

et

% # #hj% (orthogonal rotation) sk < & B j% (varimax) i+ 5 & # dhen % > M i g
SR B FI R e e A B G 4.960-0.777- 2R % B £ 114 %] & 70.991%-11.098%
A B FF & 70228 82.089% % B o
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Fri FreEeids

AFELRAATE T SR L F A SPSS SR ET v TR a4
FREFFHA47 #F L #* LISREL &7 547 AR (SEM) =~ 47 » B8 i 11
BREFEDEAELTE L RAOTRE R NPR LI BB AL L BIEAL

ik LF 2 2 e

P& HABTAHK
AT AR H I IR S LG E g ;}:’p{;_ﬁﬁ%‘«ﬁ LA 2t
WFPREY DTN 2 REAREN G VARIMF LT FE]E 0 8 AR
BRBAFA P L R R L g e w B E Tl o AFTF AR E T 400 MR L o A
£ v e 367 (o et OLTE% B P PIRH E A R AL E hE el ¥ 345 WE

4 333 (penf 2kh % 0 G 2E w5 90.73% 0 B % st v fe itk drdk 41 -

PRI S T T R

5% 2%
ki okl ¥ e
FS#g o i
& 400 367 91.75% 333 90.73%

ARG R G AR B PR AR TA Bk deT 4 420
Ty AFHRE P g Ll bl % ma 54 M (- 64.6%) -

2~ #4055 25 A 5 (1k 24%) > H = 5 2530 & (fk 22.2%)
3 KTAARS FUAENL AL A (F60.4%) -

ANJRIFE TS 5 Q& 1 b (1k264%) 0 B = 5 A% 1 & (ik 24.3%) -
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342 kBT A T

ZP 3R 5] = ¥ BAW
g 105 315
. 215 64.6
2.5
&R B 13 3.9
e 333 100.0
A% 25 A& 80 24.0
25 f — % 7% 30 & 74 22.2
30 & — % 35 & 41 12.3
35 i — A% 40 & 25 75
£ i
40 & — % 45 & 45 135
45 & ri v 65 19.5
AR B 3 0.9
ERs 333 100.0
R R 59 17.7
RPN 201 60.4
KT RA B3 A 53 15.9
3R B 20 6.0
R 333 100.0
A la 81 24.3
1&a—4%3% 74 22.2
JRIFE T 3& —A£i%5 & 34 10.2
B — A% 7 & 24 7.2
7TE—%i%0x 26 7.8
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9 & 11+ 88 26.4

HARE 6 1.8

B 333 100.0

FoE FERIA
- R AR A
B AR (SEM) LS & B85 e S 0 R R A B A Bt R
Bogl a4t 2 9 0 & L R G WA - BRI FIR A 47 (CFA) - PR R %91 &7
BB Feoy ke B R 5+ 5 E=224852; p d & =659; RMSEA=0.094; CFI=0.95 ;

SRMR=0.066 ; GFI=0.71 ; AGFI=0.67 - @ 1345 Hair, Black, Rabin, Anderson & Tatbam (2006)

SR R R 0 Ao ARBMAE ANE TR R BE > AR TR
L 130050 d WAL R TR S ERFRHEA Y FF IS AR

BRI AF R FI o AP RT R G ARE S RIS A o Ao SRR
24450 (4 0 RG ] S REHRER TR A RS ) R A S E
=1344.86; p 4 A =647 ; RMSEA=0.059; CFI=0.98 ; SRMR=0.056 ; GFI=0.82 ; AGFI=0.79 >
G B Ho3 peif & © & 7] Hair etal. (2006) 28 o

BTREPEAE LR TG [ LT SR (24384 445 LB
BT iod s R EE AR i) L REF- WRELFIZAN TR 2 LB

G2 B 0 @ R B R R e ] 41 4T o
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% 4-3 & B o T ok s R

#o o T 3o EE
g HEL 4.3617 0.61345
Y ENT 3.9433 0.61683
A SBD 3.6884 0.69635

CEN 3.8515 0.72165
=W

CAS 3.6405 0.78103
wi

LAT 3.5146 0.74060

CHA 3.6089 0.91264
- IND 3.5340 0.92034
A INT 3.6003 0.90498

INS 3.4694 0.92051
- BR_IDE 3.6637 0.85294
#2 | BRUNT 3.4635 0.79972
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444 5 B R AP Bk

BR_I | BR_I
HEL | ENT | SBD | CEN | CAS | LAT | CHA | IND | INT | INS
DE | NT
HEL 1
ENT |0528| 1
sBD | 04 | 068 | 1
CEN |0.4280.489 | 0.459 | 1
CAS |0343| 046 | 049 [0583| 1
LAT |0.261 | 0.404 | 0.346 | 0.404 [ 0.368 | 1
CHA |0.383|0.427|0.437|0.492 | 0557 | 0.236 | 1
IND |0.309 | 0.386 | 0.425 | 0.494 | 0.586 | 0.315 | 0.763 | "1
INT |0342| 04 |0.484|0.438 (053303410676 | 072 | 1
INS |0.367 | 0.469 | 0.55 | 0.51 |0.582|0.363|0.729 | 0.767 | 0.786 | 1
BR_IDE | 0.311 | 0.555 | 0.524 | 0.523 | 0.536 | 0.503 | 0.538 | 0.532 | 0.513 | 0.593 | 1
BR_INT | 0.286 | 0.481 | 0.541 | 0.473'|0.475 | 0.469 | 0.49 | 0.494 | 0531 | 0581 | 0.77 | 1
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0. 87 = HEL \

0. 25— ENT

0.85

0. 3q e SBD 0.80

J

0. 46 CEN

0.73

"!.\\x_‘
"'!.\R\

0. 42 = CAS ~—0 .76
-
-

0.54

=
=]
L]
——
(=31

0. 70 LAT

0,31 CHR 0.83

0.8&
0, 25— IND 0.84

»/D
0. 29 INT /
0.1g = INS 0

Hﬁg

.40

.91

0.17+1 EBR ILE

0.23-%=  BR INT

Chi-Square=1446.37, df=42, PF-value=0.00000, BMSEA=0.079
Bl 4-1 6% i) 78 4 W
AFT 7 TR WA hfe i B L+ 2 ©=140.09; f 4 A& =48 ; RMSEA=0.079 ; CFI=0.98 ;
SRMR=0.041 ; GFI=0.93 ; AGFI=0.89 > =% #i-3|fe:f & = i T| Hair et al. (2006) cr% 24 >

FET 4o d 45 i o
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% 45 grR Al A

Feif &

140.09
Chi-square

(p=0.00)
pdRdf 48

(Chi-square/d.f)

it & & 4p %(GFI) 0.93 >0.9 Rl
T ¥a A £ 1 (RMSEA) 0.079 <0.08 [
90% 13 4§ % ¥ 5 RMSEA (0.064;0.093)
7% @ -T > 2 RMR 0.025
A T 2 42 SRMR 0.041 <0.1 [
Normed chi-square

2.92 <3 =

15 e A 4 IR(AGFI)

0.89

>0.8

-

Normed fit index(NFI) 0.97 >0.9 [
Non-normed fit index NNFI 0.98 >0.9 &
v g fedp H(CFI) 0.98 >0.9 &
Relative fit index(RFI) 0.97

U

H 1 fe s 4 15(PNFI)

0.57




~ T aerT R
T ok A E & A 4R L 2R (construct validity) ¢ g £ 0 &z agrc & (convergent
validity)* & > 1345 Hair et al. (2006) s &% > £ ® v § j= € 7 <3005 @ <3007 Z 12

L& 5w £ 2 B (composite reliability; CR) e3R8 4 » % 2 & 2 BAXB £ 7 35 &p 30— R

~

PR L EFEAA 2P RE AR OEREL - KA BERAF S
3 0.7 5 T #o40 B~ % B (average variance extracted; AVE) | 4 7 (B b S BT BR BT G 4
CiEfEA A F FRET 05 AR o ok 4647w o B JFE Y A 05; BER
3ot 070 a TR 26 0 47 e HAVE BB I3 E 0.5 00 "‘f TR
W e AVE B 5 0.4673 5 2 48i73 05 cfldf » 2 F T35 B R i 3 05 F 0 4ok
Hame s T RF < 06 17 Jodrrck (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) » %]t » 257 7 &

#_ mfg_fﬂ ¥ 4 }E?;.,El”ﬁ ﬂi%{*ifg °
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% 4-6 7 3 & T A T aOT R A 11
i +HE I
X% 2 BuZR | CRE | AVE&
p X gk Flg i FE
[ oy 2 >0.5 >0.7 >0.5
HEL 0.57 0.67 0.3249
B AN ENT 0.85 0.28 0.7225 0.79 0.5625
SBD 0.80 0.36 0.64
CEN 0.73 0.46 0.5329
kL R T CAS 0.76 0.42 0.5776 0.7229 | 0.4673
LAT 0.54 0.70 0.2916
CHA 0.83 0.31 0.6889
IND 0.86 0.25 0.7396
Rl T 0.9195 | 0.7360
INT 0.84 0.29 0.7056
INS 0.90 0.18 0.81
BR_IDE 0.91 0.17 0.8281
Ll 0.8731 | 0.7753
BR_INT 0.85 0.28 0.7225

=~ REBRE

% ¥ %] 2% A (discriminant validity) & > A% 3 i 45 Torkzadeh, Koufteros & Pflughoeft

(2003) = i# k3= > #A BHEA 2

R

S ey f; iﬁcv‘j’v E) 'fl"ﬁ g

Brendp B Codiclr 2 3 B iR gp e it o BE - B

R Y s

PR o drk 4-7 97 0 F E B B A2 Feip B hdiche B0 BARER2 180 “TH T i #F

FEEAE LS BHRARAM)

BT R o
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2 AT LA R R DT NPRR A
o N A X AT et S
AR E 1
0.78°
M Ed (0.04)° 1
[0.7,0.86]°
0.63 0.8
AR (0.04) (0.03) 1
[0.55,0.71] [0.74,0.86]
0.71 0.8 0.71
ot B S (0.04) (0.04) (0.03) 1
[0.63,0.79] [0.72,0.88] [0.65,0.77]
B e PR C T ARM fdi 4ok d 3 THRESE, HERER
¥ = & ..%ﬁ.ﬁ:ﬁ'] £ 5
R STt
Sﬁp—ﬁif’n&\ﬁw’ﬁpuﬁpixﬁfﬁﬁf’" 2 #5 TR —rji,jx;n;z;;-g,_

BERHERA S AT BRI SR R &+ 3 E=14012 5 p o4 R =49
RMSEA=0.077 ; CFI=0.98 ; SRMR=0.025 ; GFI=0.93 ; AGFI=0.89 » Z i Al feif & © &

3] Hair et al. (2006) ek 2% > 38 hed 4-8 #f57 o
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348 BAERCA R A

Feif &

140.12
Chi-square

(p=0.00)
pdRdf 49

(Chi-square/d.f)

it & & 4p %(GFI) 0.93 >0.9 Rl
T ¥a A £ 1 (RMSEA) 0.077 <0.08 [
90% 13 4§ % ¥ 5 RMSEA (0.063;0.092)
7% @ -T > 2 RMR 0.025
A T 2 42 SRMR 0.041 <0.1 [
Normed chi-square

2.86 <3 =

15 e A 4 IR(AGFI)

0.89

>0.8

-

Normed fit index(NFI) 0.97 >0.9 [
Non-normed fit index NNFI 0.98 >0.9 &
v g fedp H(CFI) 0.98 >0.9 &
Relative fit index(RFI) 0.97

U

H 1 fe s 4 15(PNFI)

0.59
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BRRA P R AT L BHEA T M x$ T f ok iR 2 o 5
LB G AP R RREERR LR S A SRR E AR BT
BT 5 A B0 A 4-9 BB 42 T o

WA B AR D S S iR T T Vil B 5 0.64 22 0210 A F B
p E<0.05 HETF KM » A7 & ¥ P ISEMALE S FEHT RN S0 FFORE
o 42 eh R*=0.66 0 H1 27 H3 =& =
AL B S S8 B A ET L iR RS Thlios B G 061 21 0220 A Y
£3]p E<0.05 cBE ¥ K > @ 2 BARAR (T 5 ER=0.63 0 H2 &7 H4 & = o

F04-9 SH AL BHGE R B T

B3R BE B Gk L X3 TE
H1 et B TRt I 4 0.65%** 0.11 6.00
H2 ool BE R UES et I N O Dtk 0.12 4.94
H3 AR > g S 0.21* 0.10 2.10
H4 .o S i 0.22* 0.11 2.02

CEN

0.60*==

HEL
—

ENT

R*=0.66
. 0.g0===
R*=0.63 SED
0 gye=

Q. Qp*==

Bl 4-2 B HHCA 8 % BT

53



= w B Y fank

]

AP RFLERBSMNFELEWAEFEER NGO GE Y 0 LT 58P

I

RS RN R

e

dy— i 35 F7) (Rival Model) » 4 erigsk B2 ¢ 4ot

SRR NN LE D R PR (TR 43 A A) s B R L i

=140.09; p ¢ & =48 ; RMSEA=0.079 ; CFI=0.98 ; SRMR=0.041 ; GFI1=0.93 ; AGFI=0.89 -

oA feig & © i 3 Hair etal. (2006) & > @ £ 4-10 % #5L #07) & R de 0] enfie i & v
P o
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# 4-10 B e R

Feif &

LR

R4 B3

140.09 140.12
Chi-square

(p=0.00) (p=0.00)
pdRdf 48 49

(Chi-square/d.f)

i & & 45 #(GFI) 0.93 0.93 >0.9 #é
T ¥a A £ 1 (RMSEA) 0.079 0.077 <0.08 [
90% {3 #f F ¥ 57 RMSEA (0.064,0.093) | (0.063;0.092)
7 T = 49 RMR 0.025 0.025
7 & T = 2 SRMR 0.041 0.041 <0.1 &
Normed chi-square

2.92 2.86 <3 (R

515 e i R 4 1R(AGFI)

0.89

0.89

>0.8

-

Normed fit index(NFI) 0.97 0.97 >0.9 (R
Non-normed fit index NNFI 0.98 0.98 >0.9 &
v g fedp H(CFI) 0.98 0.98 >0.9 &
Relative fit index(RFI) 0.97 0.97

R

H 1 fe s 4 15(PNFI)

0.57

0.59
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2(t=-0.05 » p>0.05) -
AR I R 2

Vs (SN

g
EFHFORE > a L g
TS A fEPNREREEER I SR TR ET R
>V fik o
BAers b oot o B R D AT EHEAT R O R 5 2 B then? 4 F]pt o HS
N

S A E iR R T 85 -0.02 0 7 B R E O
LR BT S Rt I Nar Wi
< R~ D

021 ¥ 5 0.20 > 5 &

0_62333

wm

’

***p-value < 0.001, **p-value < 0.01, *p-value < 0.05
B 4-3 5 Ed ~ SAEE S 5

M 3 BB O RF G R RO P SR T )
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¥IE B®w
ARyt A EHA RS Se BHEL C EBRRAT IR PEL o K P
AT FERLE B HCA el R R DI 0 1R B A PR ARG TR R
BHREPLRLT O RERES AL ORI L BEXFS 0 R A L LR G ¥ D

FM G NEAIPIEER kg > SR ONE B ARBESFWERS S 63% 0 KA

‘;;"Ef" -~'p'§‘-fi' '};

FE ALY e R BERCEM) A 18 % AP 7 RER R E S F F AT A

5-1-
#5-1 A F BROKFEE S

Lk A
B3 r %

=

n‘P
HL | & d g 585 2o BN 0 =
H2 | w28 75§ 2 o REFH e *
H3 | =W EHEM 58 2o B PH k- =z
He | % 8 8en 2 mit s r B B0G - -z
H5 MEE LSRRI AFI LM Y e > 2

1R HL SR shig 2 407 > S RO H S 5 ) 2 o BN 0 2 ey &
ERINANFT AT AR > B IR R e AR o AE L BE I PR (2010) e
oo RTINS AR AR R R R LR 1 ek
%R o Burmann & Zeplin (2005)~ % & i i & M oRET ARM c P HER S R L ¥
BRI AL O A 2 R RESE D E RO R RER v i

M ;T‘}t‘g }"I”;;/\ \'-E‘;'J:"ﬂ—ﬁ E'{_EA—Z}P\’:,'L%E’/;?; °
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- T Y g PN = v
o ERAEEERERNE S

1995 H2 %3 e & B o7

—l \
Zifs
.I*E
=0
=
&
et
.I*E
N
P
an
ETTRS
~mh
ok
=
9
R
=g
5=
SN
E-03
o
e
=

FELALG > G BPR LR FE o b EPFEE L FEBeREd A
SRFRINE LR P BTN L EN IR 3

(2007) e grig & @ B > P T REAHN BRSO E L] HFORT - 10 Ay
O EMET E WAL LM B AR S HSYEL P e 2 S
ARFLLMOMGE A EH RPN SRELHT SR AL LR
FOM G T BN EERIOSREL T FRALE DN TR
LS s Ll

a

R ALE T R B RGO E (R IR O 2 L) BEGLE Sk g

kAL S A7 (7 en(Foster, Punjaisri & Cheng, 2010) o 7 7 3 #4730 5 22 22 2o o %
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7o 2 B M B RER

MY
_J
(““
b0
9
?
i
w’s?
3\
i
S‘é;
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