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ABSTRACT

Title of Thesis : Antecedents of online shoppers’ repurchase intention

Name of Institute : Tunghai University, Institute of Information Management
Graduation Time : (07/2017)

Student Name : Po-Yu Chung Advisor Name : Chin-Shan Wu
Abstract :

People shopping on the Internet are common because the Internet is popular and
doesn’t has time and regional restrictions.Consumers can check their favorite goods
anytime so the enterprise that only have physical store are also began to set up online
store.As in the physical store shopping will encounter the service failure,online store
will happen the service failure.When an error occurs, enterprise’s recovery measures
can affect consumer’s satisfaction and repurchase intention to buy this brand of products
that has a very important business relationship between enterprise and consumers.

The study explores the expectations of consumers for brand or merchandise before
shopping on the Internet and the expectation of enterprise’s recovery measures after

service failure that affects customer’s satisfaction and repurchase intention.



The main findings of the study include:

(1)

@)

3)

(4)

()

(6)

()

Service performance and service performance expectations will significantly affect

the service expectations disconfirmation.

There is a positive relationship between service performance and service recovery.

Service expectations disconfirmation will significantly positively affect recovery

expectations.

Recovery expectations and corporate service recovery measures will positively

affect remedial expectations disconfirmation.

Recovery expectations disconfirmationwill have a significantly affect

satisfactionafter recovery..

Perceived fairness will have a significant positive impact on satisfaction after

recovery.

Satisfaction after recovery will significantly affect the re-purchase intention.

Keywords : Service recovery, Equity Theory, Expectation-Disconfirmation Theory,

Satisfaction, Repurchase intention
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e 22 5 * (Johns & Tyas,1997;Steffen & Nystrom,1997;Carman,1990) - % % 3%
(performance)A% & R PR % & FF~ #-4% 3 (Bolton & Drew,1991) -

Bolton & Drew(1991) e PR#% & 5 fe b @ et 77 3 © 3P > BERE PR A% &5 7 4R
irF RACH 2 B e g jE )’jf‘u{’fﬁﬁ g7 — 3k (disconfirmation) - % = ¥ £ R PR 7%

SR € B 4% 1) & R (performance) g 48 o
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Cronin & Taylor(1992)  SERVQUAL #:%] % & #3#% &) SERVPERF #-3] ¥ 3% 4
PRIEE D F R LTV ¥ RF RIS L RS TR PRI
o R E ﬁé’%ﬂmﬁi BRARGOFE A A ARG R Jﬁ P v Jﬁ e
AR X LEE @ T ES X T4 45 (Peter et al., 1993;Bolton & Drew,1991) ;
SERVPERF #i7]z¢ * 7 SERVQUAL #7342 enT * 1‘;&64 Lo BRAITLFREE
SERVQUAL #-%] % F éhE_SERVPERF #2414 3 1 AR £ enf) ¥ B 54880 £ BRI
EALY TR K P PRI SR BT T A R R RIS
(1) SERVQUAL :

JRir =8 — Y
(2) e t4 ¢ SERVQUAL :

PRAES- = & Mx(Fa—H %)

(3) SERVPERF :

PRS- = o
(4) +v# 14 e SERVPERF :

JRA% 5B = & x5 9%

Fite R PRI & F 07 2 0 USERVPERF £ 4 #7jk Reniy R i » ¥ 1t
SERVQUALZE 5 £ & 1z 4 5 F]# Cronin & Taylor(1992): 3% i * SERVPERF
P~ (X SERVQUAL % & FR3% 55 ; Woodruff et al.(1983)+ 22 % &5 & PRI+ 4 R

TR ORGTE RIS
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Tangibles

Reliability

Perceived Service
Quality

Responsiveness

Bl 2- 1 JRA+ S 0 A
7 4% Xk . Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry (1988).

% 2-2 SERVQUAL £ +

§r 2t

g i I

%t (tangibles)

1L BR2PFRAN G

2. TR P K ke 5] A

¥ #1+ (reliability )

5. xR P HE PR KE Y g2 F
6. %BGRIE TR P € BB e Rk
TG T2 7R - SRR R DIRE

8. TR T EWE B A NP PN PRI
=2

17




% 2-2 SERVQUAL £ # (§)

3 Y e 10. =R P 7 € FRPLAE LRI P PFR 45
(responsiveness ) 11 iz 7 @A R &2 R KGR § PRI

12. 2R hA B X2 S AR
13 @ @A R H Fllpa B2k &R ERF D

PRA%

®% 14 (assurance ) 14, EF AP R SR
15. G2 e A PR 1 F 2
16. iz @it R EIEiG AR
17. 532 P ehh B @2 Paf d it 42 0 il i

P e iF

)

B 2 (empathy) 18. S F & 4w B B w pRE

19. 2R P4 f A AL I8 B B1LaE
20. &R P A f A AV G kG

21, TR DX A BB AR i s b

22, RO Y EERAN B O L

7R kR ¢ Parasuraman,A., V.A.Zeithaml, and L.L.Berry(1988)

$ RS HEA M T

- RBETEE

Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry (1985) &/Rix&F2 #EAHBAF 7 7 &£ 1R

P& A R FF ¢ § 00T L B FI229 5 0 P 4T
(1) 7R 2P - TRMIRIE B DR R 2PN AEHE G
(2) F Bl BEAYIRAR A B EIRAR R B IR AR o

(3) BTl @ AMIRIFATF G DPITE Sogh o

18



(4) T RIFNVITHE BE ST SRR o
(5) AmiE I pRAA RSB E AR BREE XL R -

(6) i : BR»FETIL EIES L LR ¥ ATLFERD b

(7) Zr e ZEERE -VEEIZR ~BINEHFERLEAENT I o

(10) % 251+ 1 JRAE 1R 4 4 TR, o

WOM Personal Negds Past Exparience

Determinants of Service Quality

1Access
2Communication ¥
3.Competence
4 Courtesy _ .
53redlblllt)' ? i:xp&l:'.&d aeMice
6.Reliability

T Responsiveness

8. Security

9 Tangibies
10.Understanding/Knowing the Customer

Percaived Service
Quality

Percaived Service

B 2-2 &fF rr'%ﬁ_ ¥
7 4% Kk < Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry(1985)

Zeitham| & Bitner (1996) % ?i BIRAFSEA Y P R DRI R T A

1) 37

et
=
ok

)
=
D
W
!

Ny
d)c
>~
iy}

(2) ¥ ¥ AY IR R EFKRENE RIS 4 o

() £t P FTSAEE F R PRI LA -
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(4) Wb R4 Rendr@ s AR WA B EE PGS .

(5) P ITo 4k BAEE BN B o

Sasser et al. (1978) & PRA% 3 38 ¢ A7 7 ¢ 3 IR RS T ohld o i e

(1) = 2 (security):JR7% & 3L PIREE &3 4f cf2 R o

(2) — k14 (consistency):PRix* € FIIRIF A B ~H BEAPEF A 5 T L B SRR

- o
(3) i & (attitude):PRF% * F ehjk B 24 o
(4) = %542 (completeness): FR 743k s e X 27 % KE o
(5) i *# {4 (condition): it - ¥+ 3 I AE L 60 Z R BIRIEN F o
(6) T i+ (availability): 24 > % & |iE o

(7) 2 pEf(timing): ffg & 80 32 ps Y p 2 2 PR A% o

Dabholkar, Thorpe & Rentz(1996)4 % & ¥ % < 77 § 1§ » T4 41 F & X IRir 5
FH A R2-347r » Al A AT d T Bipe e S8 0 Ha 7 3
AR GE s RAERA A g B RS G 50 S~ FARE
FEN R A A B3R5 6 3o i ja/fles e

RETAL
SERVICE
QUALITY
Y
PHYSICAL PERSONAL
ASPECTS RELIABILITY NTERACTION PROBLEM SOLVING POLICY
DONGIT INSPIRING COURTEQUS/
APPEARANGE| CONVENIENCE PROMISES RIGHT CONFIDENCE HELPFUL

B 2-3 F & ¥R EFHCA
7L % & : Dabholkar,Torpe & Rentz (1996 )
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L23MBETRHILEE

T4 e
@ v |5 | mlm |- |a|wlalz |+ |r|x
L S S S-SR S R A U = S N

(=200 [ A € A < A I E A (e 4 Bl || 3|

B | L

Parasuraman, ° ° ° ° °
Zeithaml &

Berry (1988)

Zeithaml & ° ° o ° °

Bitner (1996 )

Sasser et al. ° ° o | o | o | o | o

(1978)

Dabholkar, o | o ° o | o | o
Thorpe &

Rentz(1996)

FH KR AATER

iR ;;&fg;w A& 3 4% Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry (1988) #1#% 2. JR7%
W’F?#ﬁﬁljiﬂ%\j\lfp ngg_.r PR%Z‘\T%??*%‘&—L— °
- S RRBEFIAREFRAR

Oliver & Desaarho (1988) fi &, & 2 ¥|47#7 ¢ dp ) » PRIF & F AR Z /& &

2 E R WA AR RIr g Y R R o TR

M=

HABLAE S A ¢ ™ ' ; Schneider et al.(1998)# 91 5 i
JRAZEF ~ B2 AAME 2 LR - BRI EBH & & F 47 »eldn
g Tl SEREEH LB BB A BER 1 PRBETT

7 OARIERIE 2 L AR & s &R (Borucki & Burke,1999) o
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Parasuraman et al.(1985)4%

,\
w
N
e
.
Ji

R AR & AR TS

RIS TR ALE S 4 2P g X

¥HEp L B Y

HEAE

% L6

(4) # v v BEAPRIFE o IET 2

—~
(93]
N
£
-
g

CONSUMER

Word of Mouth
Communications

BEE YR Y &

Personal Needs

S —

MARKETER

GAP1

> Expected Service [+

i GAPS i

\’/

Perceived Service

E 54
FEIRAT

o kRIS

=L m;:;ff'fm mg:_ﬁ:E' °

e
=t

¥ 2 IE R

=y
R

¥ AL TPRIEE DL FE -

¢ g g jE o
B enZ §E o

I e PRFEF e L BE o

Past Experience

K

Service Delivery

(including pre and

post-contacts)

~

¢ GAP3 !

K

External
Communications to
Consumers

Translation of
Perceptions into
Service Quality

Specs

4

N

TN i

Management
Perceptions of
Consumer
Expectations

B 2-4 PRAR 5B R
74 k& © Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry (1985).
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F 2-4 AR F AR B R B

T+ Z i no

Oliver & 1988 JRArEH AR R A RAZT E R0 IRBFE e

Desaarbo BEIERERNERDBILAR

Schneider et | 1998 Eohg RS E P REAARNE L RBR

al. A - BIRARERT & £l & oG st
i g3

Borucki & 1999 B A L FURIRSE T U TR E 2 L AR

Burke B

TR KR Ay R

2~ RREIRIFST
Zeithaml,Parasuraman & Malhotra (2000)z% = Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry

(1988) #4% 1 HSERVQUALE # i & # > B sien® Wi 22 7356 > dog &
TR ORRE RS A EMERIRDETE LR ETE L R
BB B2 H T 5 PRI B H (e-SERVQUAL) 5 Zeithaml, Parasuraman &
Malhotra (2002) #-y“ 4 & FRI% & F L E T 5 feabens it 5 Hg el § apdd iz
B A S TN B8 4o R @R B ATk o k@ E B et
% » @ e-SERVQUAL 3 7 7 5 »zld (efficiency) ~ ¥ i

(reliability) ~ = = £ (fulfillment) ~ *& 4 /% (privacy) ~ = &4+ (responsiveness) ~ 4
%14 (compensation) £ & 14 (contact) ¥ = B f£ o K= i fe2b PPRGE 5 4o 4 2-5
PEE 0 ARt Ae T

(1) 7 »x i+ (efficiency) : ip it * —‘F% B FHA RS T AR AT IR

~m

S T U RIEERAALE L A A o
(2) ¥ F 4 (reliability) : R A Fr o> HARILE FAT L HauE (v
€0 U LTS TG

(3) e 7 (fulfillment) : PRAFKET B FER 7 0 & 5 FRFEENE RS Lo



(4) E#2(privacy) t dp 7 L RHLR A FALA g iR g FenF A LA R o

(5) w &l (responsiveness): § 2 5 3 MAEA A R TF EH A QR EE G OF R
BHREE 0 3 RILEA R s R R SR Dk o

(6) A 7f 14 (compensation) @ iF4% ~ i p U E IR A A o

(7) #f§ 1+ (contact) : # & & BEHES & F i o

FP B BRI B A e W25 5 REIRIES T (6-SQ) A Y G 4

IS RVAR S
(1) Fsuakr (information gap) : ff % ¥k ong L 2 B IR L HHE L F Kby 2
FenZ — 3R o

(2) ®3Hé#x v (designgap) @ A v R R MMCAEE F RAFT AL L P NS B

2

T.IH-

B2 o

(3) #i 4k (communication gap) : K B (3 4 A f B Resk B S i 4 R ST
WL REIR R o FRFHRGEA N RN E TR -

@) 74 (fulfillmentgap) + % # AAEE = » S&BF % g Fo o i BF REAY o

- R MR FaT d F SRR R T RS E e

% 2-5e-SERVQUAL & % o &1 %

Hd R %

3 »x it (efficiency) g AT fresbAp M ehd 5 2 A
¥ 34 (reliability) e b iE (TR R R

fg 7 14 (fulfillment) RIS R o e s R i 3
"2 12 (privacy) E;E i A FRE >R AR
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#2-5e-SERVQUALE # 5 £ 1 % (¥)

¥ J& 14 (responsiveness)

b 2 H T T BT

At 1§ 14 (compensation)

[

b h Rl IR

$: /¥ 1+ (contact)

b TR AR

7R kR - Zeithaml, Parasuraman and Malhotra (2000)

e -
: LEGEND H
H Dotted lines linking constructs in the E
reeemannns rectangular boxes represent discrepancies H
i between them, and the resulting gaps are E
porey .\.{- ., shown in the dotted ovals H
_-"'.Fulfillment.."'_ Solid arrows represent causal links E
... Gap :
3 v v v
Customer Customer . ) H
Web site Web site ) Perceived } Perceived Purchase/ :
. . e-5Q Value Repurchase | :
Requirements Experiences :

_§ -

#Inf urmntion..". i
{ Information ..
Aap

Management’s
Beliefs

Marketing
of the
about Customer
Requirements

Web site

Design and
Operation |
of the
Web site

. ., Pllinn e,
+ Communication *, Design
Gap Gap

B 2-5 7 =+ PRA: & T

otk R - Zeithaml,Parasuraman and Malhotra (2002)

Parasuraman ,Zeithaml & Malhotra (2005) 23 e P awT 3 ¢ > JBi%iE * &

et B RER T3 RIS T A A SE-SQUALE % frE-RecSQUAL - # 4

E-SQUALE % d » B 2= 5 »xid(efficiency) ~ fo 7 1 (fulfillment) ~ & %%

-
* |+ (system availability)fe

1)

'E 4 1 (privacy) o Axit 4o

2

e

DR erben b P icE B oo
(2 fafFlt: ki HE Ao T Y PR ETE P R o
(3) i LT % ML gerhen FEHEH AT o
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(4)

F%f‘l}i: “‘%3‘!:':; _:}_‘j"_: f%g }‘; = ’E“?T}J‘E”f/’ﬁi}i .

E-RecSQUAL R E-SQUAL:+ £ 408 ¢ & 7 AJBJRIFR JEfrh g p o

E-RecS-QUAL 3§ * g8 esb2b ¥ L € & cPE = > & F5= BHH

(1) w &l (responsiveness) : i BRI F s LR R fow 3R o

(2) 4 1% 1+ (compensation) : e xbAEE L 2 R ER o

(3) #f¥it(contact) : ZEFRFEME L A/ ikpAes o

Swaid & Wigand (2009 )# 4} 2™ T 3+ PRI+ 5 Tieg o & o L kv % (4 (website

usability) ~ 3 3t & % (information quality)~ ¥ F.{%(reliability) - ¥ &} (responsiveness)-

-7 1+ (assurance)f- i |2 1t (personalization) -

(1)
@)
(3)

(4)
()
(6)

RV R R RF ferkfoR o d ¥ o

FTREF H2 LR pF g b o mE -

FRM R R SRR T A (Bldomin Tt 00t 3T H G B A )
feikir-ip it (Sldedfad frimpahp 7 ) o

)/ FY e

¥

ShTEPFEEp A EEF SRR -
(o e SR & ik A0 P TR o = S
Bl B FRAC oL B VRB R o i JRARE L R B A g R

fotiEa B 5 AF| .
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%26 T3 RIS TG R

g JF,"/ Barnes & Wolfinbarger Ribbnink, Lee &
£ 1> | Vidgen (2002) | & Gilly(2003) van Riel, Lin(2005)
Liljander
&
Straukens(
2004 )
H o e Usability e Fulfillment e Fase of use e Website
® Design [reliability e E-scape design
e Information e Website (i.e. web e Reliability
® Trust design site design) ® Respon-
e Empathy e Customer e Customization | Siveness
service ® Respon- e Trust
e Security siveness ® Personali-
/privacy ® Assurance zation
4 2:6 T3 RBEFH £ EE D
- 4 J15'/ Parasuraman Raman, Swaid & Wigand(2009)
&> | Zeithaml Stephenaus,
& Malhotra( 2005) Alam
&Kuppusamy(2008)
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326 3 IRBETHS £ 5 2)

B& | Web site's entire e Ease of use e Website usability
customer base: e Appearance e Information quality
e Efficiency e Reliability e Reliability
e Fulfillment e Customization ® Responsiveness
e System availability e Communication e Assurance
® Privacy e [ncentive ePersonalization

For customers
with nonroutine
encounters:

e Responsiveness
e Compensation

e Contact

Sk kAT

¥ & FRIEFRPY

kals

~ JRIBFAH R 2 XK

Oliver (1980) #& 1z #p % Fr:n32 % (Expectation Confirmation Theory, ECT) »

AR NPT R ERL AR NRA R AR LR AR FERLA

LR MLAEM R Y ¢ 3 0 8 (Expectation) ~ # ¥ #z 3% (Confirmation ) ~

inAird /g »c (Perceived Performance ) ~ & & & (Satisfaction) ~ 2 £ PR BR

(Repurchase Intention ) » 4] 2-6 #771 » & fﬁﬁ Y Ui (L

(1) # % (Expectation): i § F & 7FREF A Ko - 4 A 5977 i F T2 %
A4 ARERIREDF R L - o

(2) # % 7z (Confirmation) @ #-3a4rid s foge el 3 (b i > ¥ Y|4 F 4 &
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(3) w4 4 »z (Perceived Performance) : PLE & @ * & 52 {6 2 4 > fEE € M ¥Tam
Feng S ez o ot A4 1ot f o durin o a PR L o
I

(4) %X A (Satisfaction) : 9% # 42K ¢ R F H P L AR -

(5) £ X B¢ (Repurchase Intention) © % & & 98 M g 8- HPFY 7 Jﬁ# % [F PR

PR RS A S

Expectation

Repurchase
Intention

Satisfaction

Perceived
performance

g] 2 6 ﬁﬂ ﬁ-pu\.‘»;m i)
7R kR ¢ Oliver, R.L(1980)

panig s dik ﬁ”“]*ﬂ{z‘é_\*“wﬁj T pE TS JF," R el i (Y01,1990 ) »
P FER A B A R R B R X © P I3 S - 5 7] end ¥ (Boulding
et al., 1993; Churchill & Surprenant, 1982; Oliver, 1980;0liver & DeSarbo, 1988;
Westbrook & Oliver, 1991 ) » “f T REARE BT dz e ek > -
F¥ a3 R e goc B L ARG 2 M (Anderson &
Sullivan,1993; Oliver,1993,1994;Patterson,1993 ) -

Churchill & Surprenant(1982) = & +¥f % x5 ij ¥ HHI A SRR B
A e Simon & John (2003)3n 5 3t % S #cA S PRIF > 2 o ¥ LB BITEG
BEART M EEGPIE 0 R E P TRV AR ERPIE NG AR Bl E 2

Ho et FRERAYEOEEEEA LR ALE > - EE L LIRS
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wE s E ¢ g Fl 2 eh€ & 1+ (Holbrook & Corfman 1985; lacobucci,
Grayson & Ostrom 1994;Parasuraman,Berry & Zeithaml 1985; Yi,1990 ) -
Katz Larson & Larson (1991) " R e v FRE R > # R 7 4 € &
SrES= ) R e P ’L‘L;ﬂ'%’:dﬂzﬁﬁr\rﬁj.&ﬁéié ;¥ b B IR R
FREAERFF M 4em T F o

Monroe, Della Bitta & Downey (1977) & @2 B4 A L ¥ # R B A i

sl

TREEFFT ORI AT RS EERT > T IR R0 o G4 f i
Hp# g B P oen; 4pit 20T > 4% B8 3R P (aggregate expectations) & it { 5 ¥ M o WL F PF
Fende s it 2 ~ (Katona,1980) > § et 3 F RA L 2 ) F A v 4% 2

PP Aol A- ;;;% T w9 # l,lsf‘l;}f;z]ﬂ;&mﬁﬂ 11E;?J3i;%mﬁp;£-€n

AV GIEE B TR ¥
Gl i | 2&
Oliver 1980 BE AR A2 BAL TR § el A B4
PTB 2T ) Y RO R
Churchill & [ 1982 W3 KA SRR e
Surprenant
Simon & 2003 SR BN R  BE T IR e pe S ¥
John g 4 iR

FOR kR A AT

ﬁ\“ s RBERDEBRBEST
Oliver & DeSarbo (1988) i & A& i- T F 247§ ¢ # M i} § & H A& &5 »een
AEF F' R ELRETF LR

Rust ,Zahorik & Keiningham (1999) 7= 3 2 # & ¢ k71 2L » {3 L 2afrd % ¥

R

R BB AR E RO P RO L 2 S 2

El
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d F B bl oo

Reichheld & Sasser (1990) % 9 4 B+ 2xenk L R L L 2 e ¥ ¥ iR Y
LSRRG fof R 4 iRyt R F 2 2 1 - Tse & Wilton(1988)35 7
Frar R ERRE S RFEEREF TR L ET RE O RIS RO
T F G AR ¥ b FIE 2l ¢ B4 2% o Oliver & Burke (1999) 71

LERYPLHEG B LART LRPBES -

% 2-8PRIr G HARMAT T R K

g % BT
Oliver & 1988 | W R FHAFESEL GBI R HIBLART L&
DeSarbo y

Tse & Wilton 1988 | H ke G R E 2 At iR KB 7R

Reichheld & 1990 |FR#FEFrccnfk 2R X E 2 ) T 7 NIERT E

Sasser
Rust ,Zahorik & | 1999 | 7 FE 2 P2 EHF i ¥ ¢ BT R e E = §ad)
Keiningham ¥

Oliver & Burke | 1999 | # ¥ $+52afeim & & 355 2 e ip b 25

FAL KR AR I

I

¥ FRIZH Y 7 - R
AEF AFHARBP LT - R TH B ALIRBY L - RApHA T o

EORBHYF - RITEK

WR o R AR AL TR Y o F R F R £ F ARG

WALY o fF PRI R R AR gAY hiE e - BRSO R v
frRADY Y EFRE LI OIRGEA K2 BhipE . A - LGB R
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MR B LR > 8 F IR ¥ T L ¥ 3 — 3k (expectation
disconfirmation)' % ¥ ¥ =¥ 3 " F NP ELF HELBLAERB I F BT
FOpomoendp AR > BEE R L R € A% M (Bitneret al.,1990;Tse & Wilton,1988) -
Anderson(1973)z.p* #F ¥ % — 3% (expectation disconfirmation) £ 4p g % cndf ¥ & A &
BRI A F AP R R h R % o § R RS R RN Y R 6T
PoROFRAL S FRFEGANPHF R EA LI - R F2 0§
B N Rl A L B e - 35 Pt = EEEY Oliver (1980)4% 12 Hi-
R0 Ao B 2-7 2o P 7 - RAGGREER w B BantorrAd L ]
FHE DO ZEBEILAIRBETAFE T EI =R F2 0 33 - R ¥
SRR - RS G
(1) &3 - R FREDTERZT NG L o
(2 fo? - RIEDFREEDEERT ]I o

FAAI R -RERPREFHASAIBFLOBLARF > A L 97 - K
RYFEHASAE LY AR R R M AR L8 IR

)

MR 2 7 ¢ (Bearden & Jesse,1983;0liver,1993) -
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Expectation

Attribute

Disconfirmation

FPerformance

Bl 273 %

#p ¥ (Expectation) £ # JF," e

Fositive/Negative
Affect

-~

Attribution

Equity/ine quity

£ AL LT

7 AL KR - Oliver (1993)

L 3 F R R AR

LA ehif Ragmk o~ RMARM TR S r B B ARG R

B 8 (Helson,1959; Oliver,1980) -

F 229 RBP Y F - KEERE

Satisfaction

T+ # i TE
Anderson 1973 REE end) B2 & BB PRGN 2 s
& Ap ot T Bl e %
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229 RIFH Y F - R TE R ()

Oliver 1980 PER mv e ¥ R T (8 eIl AiT A
) 7_“ ﬂ _P Pg-% ,3,; mﬁ}; =7 p—/'a P?_\?

G HPRIRE AR B A T E - R

Bitner 1990 FRE RS NE DD ERE S ORE
Tse & Wilton 1988 mELEERB

Helson 1959 A I S ST R A A
Oliver 1980 FegXBA s Andyf iy

AR E R o s AL
A

Sl g R AR

4
Parasuraman & Zeithaml | 2002 W2 AR AR IR

R AR B (7 8 i

FH &R AFT AR
BRI LF - RAPME T

Oliver (1981) plE M R AF T P & 41 » ' p K AT A S ¥ 27
FASKAL SR HEA2 T - R Ba BT FRER -7 5 4p
AT RIRD A SN cd WENE DAL g PRl A2 T e 07 - K (Oliver,
1980; Spreng, Mackenzie & Olsharsky,1996) » Ag & erpR7xE) 32 » F 4L * R3=H & L
Bl R JRAS A Ken g T (Weiner,1985) » ek it E B § K IRIFE T R
€ ¥yt PRIER Ili% & (Parasuraman et al.,1988) -
Zeithmal, Berry & Parasuraman (1993) % g & #p 3 PRAZA- T F| 277 ¢ AR £ &)
FHAIR e TN R R AR A PRI A A 2 R Aif e T
(1) 2 Ras-kF(ideal service) « ij § F o @ S F > LA 4rs 03 F 5 4R IR

2 8o
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(2) # % 2 pRi%-k 2 (desired service) : FIIL B2 JRAH-KHET LT F F K €
AT E MR B A ORI F 2 PRIk E o

(38) % % % @ (zone of tolerance) : /i % 3 cFpRAME I 27 f 55 & R PRIR-R B2 R
IR BN HFRORROE SN RS B EF VRIS LR

(4) #=5e & $ PR A%-K % (adequate service) : Jﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ié & PRIR SR D
BCOUR o § A SE RIS TN R PRI A FRIBT
BTTE o

(5) TR RIS K (predicted service) | R F $HA &2 JRIEE F P H o
Oliver(1997):.P Al R A2 AMA T ¥ » WTMBH L A2 1

P-ROEFERBHEERILR ARFIIRBYP Y € A2 [ b7 - R EAE

MAEE L/ R o

FOAE T (2000) e F R PRAL AR R B LB ARE K2 g ¢ /AR Ly

% 2-10 PRA-B £ 3 — 34D M B B4 #F

+ £ i [
Oliver 1981 B FRAREE A ST Y &
MR A SRS PN%RTS A
23 =30 A BEINF F s
LR
Weiner 1985 REE RIEI o WAL RFH R
LR IR JRAR S ey
Parasuraman et al. 1988 BEIY P FIRBET DY A

T E ORI FiE A
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2 2210 PRA3HP 2 7 - RAPM B R (S

N—r

Oliver 1997 PSR g AL T e e -

LR 2000 W E R B A% g
& H A 54 ) & TR TR

’f' i o: ﬂ‘iﬂ ;Yrm
ey Ay
AEF AT KDL 2T H 0 BN EHRDP LMY -

~ A FH TR

“‘M

kR
oL R E G e a9 T e & (Oliver,1981 ) ,T*g’ﬁ T ik AT 2 H 7

AL IR R R A des BT Y LU E §HE S L

- ROF ERIFEEE DY EESH AR A S L L AR

5

o R EA g (T g8 0 g IRAE SR SR 4 PR RN IE T e PRI B
B kR E o P-(delight)p* ¢ .o @ & 2 PRI%A $78p f (Dasu & Rao,1999) »
M ORI FCH F A JRIFL B A 2 0 %{’ *‘ﬁ ISP R E TR NED T
#% 2_ ¥ % (McColloughet al.,2000) » 25 @ B 55k £ ¥ ¢ i & & F| 3 ﬁk{@“ﬁ; ek
TR EARR L EIRAE L R EEARBERT §7F i § U i (Zeithaml
etal.,1993) -

REEZHW L Fn A S8 AP arg » - L AE DT RERAxRE 2
o EReFAEga v H v IR R Y PRI A &(Jane, 1993) 5 Flut g £
3 BLILATY o AR AR E G ER A PR AR RGAREADS AR
(Harris, Mohr & Bernhardt,2006) » @ i%_i¢ ij § & & Jpp O AL 8 d 4 Fc 7 5
(Blodgett, Donald & Rockney,1993;Hirschman,1970;Richins,1983) -

Boulding, Kalra, Staelin & Zeithaml(1993) % & ¥ & PR i3 & 5 chds fk 16 A2 i) ¢
f

-

}éﬁi‘;mﬁﬁj ﬁ;fé% FoernAs 8 s oow g

36



(1) ¥ e endp ¥ (will-expectation) : &2 & ¥ cpRIFHFI P BEEDZ L ¥R E B

P PRF3 o
(2) R3% ¥ 3 (should-expectation): ¥ & ¥ G pRiafd P AL Y f ¥ RZHEH
P PRF3 o
22U AKPELTERE
g+ # i &
Oliver 1981 | FMEESSRLERF HEd L 12
T SEE LI e e T
Boulding, Kalra, Staelin, | 1993 REE A E G A P 0 AT
& Zeithaml av endp 2 (will-expectation) ~ & 3% 8P ¥
(should-expectation)
Zeithaml et al. 1993 REZ AP Al BIRIEE 2015 £ ¥ N PRIE
EIET € F R o FT LA KDY
Dasu & Rao 1999 BIRBAER LA EAE S ¢ B
FIRE £ e PE g A 2 PRIRA S F
McCollough et al. 2000 PRARAEF L 8 W e A E R
TR B (T BT 4 2 B Y
Harris, Mohr, & 2006 W ABE EIRIRA AR A
Bernhardt e

TALKR AR Y I
FRHEDLZRBFFL

RE EPRFR g cnig sk 4 € B2 8 F14E £ ¥ % <97 2 (Cronin & Taylor,1992) »
Kelly & Davis (1994) g £ #p 3 22 JRA%AE 4 ¢ & PRI 08 3 oo B S #ici® 7
T ORGSR TR LR KERLIRE R AR R EEM o

ﬁ%q\fﬁ’; JRAFAEF AP FLMEZRIDT L ER B éiﬁvﬂiﬁ»%ﬁ“a‘fdﬁ ¥
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Jet

PRI BRI R e L 2 Bl A RS R S Y G

REHIEBARD T PRAAMPE G E2L2NLEED
i@ A3 e - RO PFHFERINBL S F 2 RAZ w3 - R P F
H & ¥ 7 % X (Oliver,1997) -

Andreassen(1998) %% = LB RAPMAT T ¢ FIRAR L BRI HE 2 B TA
2R R EHIRDA R - RAZ B T HPELZDRBARELAA
2R S AL BE S IRBARD Y R TIRBHRKET A RPE T - R
oL g B R B RR ST 4TS /s & & (Andreassen,2000) -

REE 08P 2 FESRAT R ¥ 0L 0 AR B K G fRIRTE A SRR N RO &
WEBRR S D - B Jg 1R E I IRIER & A AR AT JRIR L A
B E o B p ks e - AR 4 A% AE £ % & & (Oliver and DeSarbo,
1988;Cronin & Taylor, 1992;Huang,2008; Varela-Neira et al.,2010 ) -

Yimetal. (2003) | & 2 o L3225 5 A #T cpRisid fep Y77 7 ¢ 0 B o

T r LR rHpE A - k2 f?‘i ¢ ,lﬁigﬁ.&il}i\ﬁﬁg\j\;@% e kA T

i
FRERBA R L T RFF  HE TS LA FORLY T e RKER
R AL T IR RN LG L e T A RS SRR ST 2 R

FHYFp BT

Ronald etal. (2003) izt 8 S48 £ IR KB A B PAABFZFZT ¢
z

LA FFEFIE AGFREW TSR ER IR FD L EFF 0 £ 0 b AR

SRTLF R T RPN A FRE R T D I R

Fl A

<1t

FHEF e BT A RETEF AR 2 VTR T HE -

22125 KA B BRI

T+ & i po
Kelly & Davis 1994 BEE R RLREAD KDL T

REM G
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£ 2-12 % FcE AP M B B (H)

Oliver 1997 BEE BRI S 3 B aip b
£y
Z]
Andreassen 1998 RE L B PRIR4 323 4 (897 A 4 R

WY EHRMBAMHRT - RAL T

\
\

Yimet al. 2003 4B E B AR B BOKE R 0

T TR G e B

Ronald et al. 2003 PRA: % SRHRE E PRI P 5 & e
R

AL kR AT Y ORI
I & RBAK

A EE AR R fr 2 =k 0 B A BRI AT Ak 0 B (s U RIRA JT
RAF L B o
F o RIBA KL TR

Gronroos(1988)4& M1 PR A $ex T AL A PRIRSE ST 0§ ¥ PRI B ks
HIR A4 I 4 E(defects or failures)# T35 B~ & &% & Jis > & 2 f2 PRI 4 35~ 2
E2BRLE (o AR REGEIBRLDOE "L kTR £FBER F D
Fd kR BOE S R ERE SRR ER T 0 2 BRI T
LpRFEA EerE 4 2 B 3 (Ha & Jang,2009) > » &5 7 R AT T FPRAE A R
= 0rig o endf A (Hart, Heskett & Sasser,1990) » @ #7 5 it 53 4F fC S PRAF 4 382 &
R R R e & 76 L PR fo(Buttle & Burton,2002 ) > § ke pRARAT $r A 4F
BESMGORME R FIATREFBRLAL AL - BEP AP SHT A
B % (Boshoff,1999) ; #8.% = (1997) 2 & JRAAAT S A_E #3035 §RIELA B 4 18 ¢

BB RITHICE R Ay X JRAE 2 R AL ST A SR e B TR (6 &

4.1996) -
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% -3 RIAF IR AR

- ﬁ E i T
Gronroos 1988 & E A PRFF x—tﬁ G- PR ARG KaEs 4 SRR

BT B g F@

Hart, Heskett & 1990 £ 5 B PRAEF B S 0 R AT B RIS A

Sasser FHE 2 ATE S R

L 1996 G ¥ AR L FPRIFA EPE > fRARE R R
iy (7 8

R4 1997 EEAF RETHRBE-ERPR AP T E P T A

Buttle & Burton 2002 WA IIRFL L B2 B SRR R & 7
Ha & Jang 2009 FERF O RERI BDE P RE

DRSS R T T

FAL KR AT LT
B PRI o2 Pk

d SN IRFEA O L A TEE R 0§ E P ARBAE R PR PAT TR R R
% b RR Z w4 (Gronroos, 1988) - Hartetal.(1990) 7r3n 7 £ ¥ A @ PR 7+ iE
AP FRFIAMITAT)F CHER LR CRBERE > N FH LAY
F12 F1F o TR A SRR i R P IR e S (TR T R
oz 2RFPE @RS LIRFLE S TP R BRI EEHNE 2 BIROL
B okefaik f RATH R S LR LR LBA T B BHE okt Rk
7 Z8(Zeithaml et al. ,2009) -

Fornell & Wernerfelt (1987):% 2 4 hpRABA 47 5 7 MEH L AL % 2 B B AR

¥

B2 RO o L2V B RREHER T IRE L o A IR A SR R

FEE 2 g T i & f F)(Keavency,1995); & 2. 4 PTenPR R4 $Tm i KR T4
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FHRAE £ 7 % & A (Severt,2002) - Keaveney (1995) % JLPRA* 4 358 4 PT e PRIAA
REERNFALIAZZNE 2T EHIN 0TS ERHI|Y - By BRI
2 7 (Keaveney, 1995 ) -
AR E S G R FEAT RS BH - CATE L TR chd A e
- R £ enT i (Desatnick,1988) &£ ¥ % it £ 4 £ © enF RKF L PRIAA F N
PlE$7 @ ed e id g 2 8 higd(Kelly & Davis, 1994) ; 7]+ ¢ F 4o % it '

EVURCES IR EATEE S A R WV UFF P L Hiky

ERFBAT AL ABET YA ek ’$ TR EpE e Hak 4 i §osaid] 53

£
o)
‘_‘i‘t
i
5
=
s
13
%
£
e
o
o
®
ol
Y
k-
=
e
&
A
¥

iz
PRABATHCBER G PR € R A ¥ P8 A% P ledk B AR ALY PRI AT
VIRFE 2 IS A RN RS B RE R OB R 0 @ R PRIE 8BS E R
*$ i £ #p ch iE & & (Firnstahl,1989) -
Zemke & Bell (1990)#% 4} JR7:AT e 2% £ F 3 B g T JRIZA L TR E I
ﬁ%’ﬁ%%ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁé’ﬁiﬁz%%i%ﬁéﬁﬁiﬁzﬁ%é

2 REE iR e R EF AT ORI L R R PR £AR > @ PRI

(m\:b

FKAFERLAR DER FlZ 2 - > Conlon & Murry(1996)F7 7 # T PR i34 $0 22 Bf £
SRR R EEE S FREFOM G TR RILEELEEMRY £ TR
#% ¢h- Tk - Spreng, Harrell & Mackoy(1995)F7 3 45 & » JRIMAE o774 ke 6 2<%
F O FRAR A R R R 3 Ak o RIS S F S uit e )
PHOPREFLAFLE 2P {1252 B 2B 300 F £ & B &(Betsy,

Sijun & Janet,2005) ; F]ut ¥ r4 5 dPRARE FEI § F R

s
3
I

fa}
okt
N
ol
3

1% - Hart, Heskett & Sasser (1990 ) 3% 5 PRAZAT $7 2 _F] 5 PRI & 38/ & (7 eni7d o

TP EHBETFRZ L3RBT VU SRR EELEERFDE G & WG ok

X

FA-FURAFL FATE A 2 B4R > T2 g e X adE L 2 2 %34 & (Bitner, Booms

& Tetreault,1990) » JRAZH 73 i FHFEL 22 L PR EFFLHIE 507



FHN IR AR L 0 4 AR TR RS A B R s P £ 0
W RS €S RHEEL1997)  FRBA KRR FB AT D F A BT 2
AR T R 2 g K E 6§ R T LAR(Gilly1987) i § SR feip
FOSPRILEAY 0 EE € F L % L& o2 ML (Spreng et al., 1995) -
McCloough(2000) %t % = PRI% % 382 PRIRAE $C15 2. B R RFT S ¥ 5 T #-A k%
ABIRAE L A 2 BRI A B0 5B ¢ RIS 2 R K fE
B BT b EREL LA KL R SR LAR € AF 2B

HAELME R LA -

£ 2414 PRARAE FOB Bk RKE

T+ Ep Nz

Fornell & Wernerfelt 1087 | R F e RIZAT e 7 B Z AL ik R R B AR

Gronroos 1088 | PRAFA IT T d e LT AEE & D AR E U
Firnstahl 1989 | PRIAZATHTRE G ® L F P~ M@ @ AR

PRI b ez TS sbiﬁt“ﬁ—lﬁ T F
SRR E 0 WL JRIR AR S E R ME

Hart, Heskett & Sasser 1990 | FRA%4T T B _F| 5 PRI 4 Fm e 7 ehfade > ¥

DEHAEETEEFLF e B

Bitner, Booms & 1990 | F e FIPRAR & AT 4 2 B AL T B4t
Tetreault CERBFL 2L BR
Hart et al. 1990 | =& 2 % PRI Fey W 2 (TH T U R IR

,
d

A RPEPTPE RS LG

-\1\%\;
¥
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% 2-14 PRARAE $OR Bk 4 8 (H)

Zemke & Bell 1990 | PRI AL EF F R 2 2 B A 02 M
EER LA EOER

Kelly & Davis 1994 | £ #F R AHE 2 ohg £ 2 oL PRI f°
FOREFVEFEABRL LR DR
#

Keavency 1995 | PRI* 4 B PRI FCE_L © e e B
ol

Spreng, Harrell & 1995 | PRAMAT FT47 7 K el o sdk ¥ 1L %E K F) PR FE

Mackoy % RN AR A Uk

Spreng 1995 | i % STPRIIAT FAP R PRATIZTT 0 AEE € 7
(BB AL LR

Conlon & Murry 1996 | IRIAAREAE LB L RE LY 37 g%

ig H s 1997 | Rt fom BB L # 2 LaE B 2 1 BB -
BT ORI AR 0 4
GRS SRY: LA L I A
W RS £

Betsy, Sijun & Janet 2005 | PRaRAT ST FL Y FOF LR B E
NE PR ez BSZF o PITFLR
i &

Zeithaml et al. 2009 | F PRiNfRAE P REHNE S RAA &
BE TR F oy Rk

?{\'—}ij\,}ﬁ DA

T FE
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o~ IRIFA KA LM
Kelly , Hoffman & Davis(1993) -4+ % & % & ¢ * Bl &&F i Jojieiz 3% 148§y
WLE R T ERFIR T L ATHRE AT
(1) # =474-(discount)
(2) = 4% :¥(correction)
(3) d i g &R 1A f2i(manager/employee intervention)
(4) %@ ¢t 4 i (correction plus)
(5) € # A& &-(replacement)
(6) i %c(apology)
(7) i% #x(refund)
(8) g% o d+#% I { i (customer initiated correction)
(9) %4 ) % 2h#c(store credit)
(10) # #iix = A2 (nothing)
mEP R A &S N kS A R E A i @ e (nothing) o
Holloway & Beatty(2003) -4t F % & JRIZ4 (287 7 ? 0 445 B ¢ B R
4 3R im s RE R AT R B 5% £ A R A P It BRI R 2
REZ % R VR FldoTE
(1) 38> 5% 1Y SPRIIAT FO £ o
(2) w33 3 2 HPRFE T

(3) * kil o

(1) & L 3 iFof o
(2) a5 AR PRAET 2 o

(B) X3 deFliE ¥ Ji o
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(4) % enA B3 H oo
(5) 4 L i #¢ o
(&w%)ﬂﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁ%gﬁjﬁﬁ%ﬁo

)

(1) lgi“)\ . S _\_1_,344;4.;}4'

(2) Hd P pERIPBEFIyOF LR EF E

>,

() B4 Pmd R EREBF CIRTHTEB AL 5 ST
(4) $H2 2 Fmd 0 & EREMETFHIF YA -

O TN A B S ' R RIS

%]

6) R ¥rE ud QEFR  FMEIVE & L4 EEL WER -

s

Miller, Craighead & Karwan(2000)# &1 PR7x4% 3¢ 78 fde Bl 2-8 #7177 -

S

By
—
o

SHIBTALPER B FFF T RN B T i GE AR K
MR L * BALRIET Ko

(2) & # et Fn 7] o

(3)4 #ckE £ -

(4)7E fcenug 3 -

(5) & % 74k & FPRIRAT 47 o
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. ) Psychological Tangible Psychological
SeFv g:lty of s Pe‘rcewedl’t -apology fairfix -apology
alure trvice Qualy -empathy +value added «show interest
)
Service Seni Follow-up !.nyalty.
Patronage Recovery N ervice Service Satisfaction
Expectations covery Recovery Retention
Customer Service Speed of Front Line Tar}‘gtih:‘e
Loyalty Guarantee Recovery | | Empowerment “smailtoken
) Y >
Service fallure occurs Provider aware of fallure Fal restulon providedto customer
] 2-8 PRARAT Fo 2 4
7L &R - Janis L. Miller, Christopher W. Craighead , Kirk R. Karwan(2000)
3 2-15 229 it O pRaRAE O R
5 % gt i
g | pd vk | BRI | aga | Emd | (
# | # | (reaction | (excuses) 72.d SR | &
speed) (justific | >3+ & | &
ations) i R
Keaveney(1995) | o | o
Tax etal.(1998) | e
Hart et al.(1990) | e ° ° °
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Davis(1993)

% 2-15 229 At o PRAMAE FodE A ()
Greenberg(1990) | e
Kelly, Hoffman | e °
& Davis(1993)
Hoffman, Kelly | o °
&
Rotalsky(1995)
Conlon & °
Murry(1996)
#8455 = (1997) ° °
2 b35(1999) | e | @ . o
TR KRR AT I
% 2-16 F At PRI A 2
g+ F A K RATE 7 T
PR LA (T A e
R PR | LRk
A dewi Al | B FR PO
4 )
Keaveney(1995) °
Tax et al.(1998) ) °
Hart et al.(1990) °
Greenberg(1990)
Kelly, Hoffman & ) ° ° °
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% 2-16 F A OF PRAMT 087 ) R ()

Hoffman, Kelly & ° ° °
Rotalsky(1995)
Conlon & °
Murry(1996)
B 55 = (1997) ° °
£ 7 7(1999) ° °

TR kR ATy R
BE Y PRETL AL Y & R RN R TR T 2R T T
SRR AN N T R AL S AVERL P

A

Yo ARPEI-R
B oARKPE - RTE
FREE BT AAFPRIZZ (5 0 WRBET AFEFRNFE LT L L EgHY

G E AR E R RA AR Y w0 F L E LT IR

RO E > B A AAKPE L 0% = R WRFE SPRIEA S L 8§ E PRI

AR L L BE 0 J L R LRI FCH F i3 — R W § R S P

AR AR T TR ZF(Blodgett et al., 1993;Singh,1990;Andreassen,1998) -
McCollough et al.(2000) 7] &% & J* & & dp PRA% % S50 & JRIEAE $T 15 B L 74 P~

AR TR FO AR RE R ST LD - R AFSFFOERBETL
wmApH o R € A 2 e 73 - R (Oliver, 1980;Spreng,Mackenzie &
Olsharsky,1996) » kg £ cr#p ¥ 7 - Renfe &k B M AL TR EHARE BRI R L L L
% #ix(McCollough, Berry & Yaday,2000) » = # 4 ;£ * &% =& g R %73 ¢ (Oh
& Parks, 1997) -

Oliver (1981)P 7 FEzu i3] ™ 10 % K71 2 E = S fcis chF o i) § 0%

LEARLAT Y BARR L@ e E 7 £t (Bearden and Teel 1983;
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Oliver 1980,1981, 1989, 1993; Oliver and Bearden 1985; Oliver and Burke 1999; Swan

& Trawick, 1981) -

2 2-17 i e 3 - RETK

T+ £ A&
Blodgett et al. 1993 REE P g EHH g

4 PRI L 2R IE

=
=l
‘a:
&
o

B &R LR REE FPRTRA $T
B € ALRBA D2
PRI Fo& 2. B end FE > gt

A JER THL G PRIGA ST

7 - &
Andreassen 1998 PRAZA S 2 (SRR E € A AR
PAFC R 0 - g AR -
RAELFE
McCollough et al. 2000 PRIX % 2802 % PRF3AT 3715 BE %

L EH I L (T g

R L v N Rl RN i e

=3

FHRAR AT AR

=% oL
AR AFHEE T T E A AR TG > g a2

BTl 3 g a2 FRRTHRM
LS T ¥

Adams (1965) 4% &) 2 T2 (equity theory) »  f2f§ & T 47 B 4 25 4 A&
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RFA Y NG EERR A B BEE GG R R T B2 B
2t BB TR R G A gRIIST > A EFRE
(Huppertzet al., 1978 ) » & £z £ #7 Frdlena TR T A 7 & f o e Z5(Swan
& Mercer,1981 ) -

Tax, Brown & Chandrashekaran (1998) =z & oL L En R A S R
@ﬁﬁ%@%@%ﬂ§u5Hmﬁimww’ﬁ%ﬁgéw@@ﬂﬁﬁdﬁﬂﬁ
B o 4ok - kT 5 2T (Tureletal,, 2008) ; 7w 2T x 7 4 2 36 2T o fe
Tl ot R = Bie kv (Blodgett, Hill & Tax,1997) - 5§ 3 & o &
ARl BERE ST IR E S A REAY AEF X T o F(Taxet
al.,1998) -

Severt(2002) & FR7% i@ i fedd $cF7 g ¢ 0 444 302 B R Jﬁ v R PRI A SR
M RIER T AT
(1) ZH 2T« AR T{of oL 3 G5 sk o
(2) M@ ERLITE ; 3HaT AR IfefEk Lol 2 BALA
B) HEZ BRI ATEMAT -

MANOVA% % B » i il f & P 5% enfinT » 2 2cha Ty £8] 5 ¢
BMANOVAS & I3 oL s PROSTIoff R AL AE e kg & f o

oD DGR o TR I F e BRASTEEET I8 2 fefrit

“/
&
=
%44

BalifmfrR Rl PEN T "B ANEHE 2 RLRHT
2218w T TR A

T+ # i r
Adams 1965 BABE A AEEILEY O

BEF AR B

Huppertz et al. 1978 B L AT Y e AP

FEF A gREIINT
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4 2-18 8 o T & A H(H)

Tax, Brown & 1998 PR FEASLIRIERE R

Chandrashekaran L isger@ el E MR a4
S G

Turel et al. 2008 SR RIS SRR
FlehiE % o dok - RT L AT o

,?#ij\,}g, v = %Iw

R Rt
Goodwin & Ross (1992) 14 = T 323 5 A#H i wif oL e 77 = Bipe T &
NRTA FOck § R IR A ST TR s Bfpe A u S e d T
(Distributive justice) ~ 4% % 2 -I (Procedural justice) )+ 2 3 # = - (Interactional
justice) o
(1) # fe = = (Distributive justice) : A8 & & F & 31§ e B (blded > 4740~
R SR PRAR) o
(2) #2A = T (Procedural justice): AE £ €3 3 Bt A8 § 2 p 2 R X e ¢ 0
P e

(3) = ¥ =~ X (Interactional justice) : PR73 & &1 A.F F = A & g 41 ©

Clemmer & Schneider (1996) 47 413 § % ¢ "2 BiEd &35 R

(1) %% ) § K FORTBRI Y HE Y R @ E -

(2) 425 1 & X5V EPRIARJY > 2 o

(3) 3 % : BRI EAR 0 JRIFA B R R h3 B h R -
Taxetal (1998)r1 2 T/ 2 iy > i 2L 5 = Bie - A w3 AR
CAEAR ST o3 B 2T B E ARG SEHRZAT P o MR AT

12 B RFRIRBERF HE CASL SRS LT EF el a st
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BE ST eI d T 3 ¢ RTRBL IR HBLR -
Smithetal. (1999) & 4F £ B & AAPMAT T 7 & 4 » R 25 o
Tz B AT
(1) Ao @ FiRaped ~ $HAHEESaRLw o
(2) AR T AR anT T fRAP R EARS 2 o

B) IH T I HFA  HHEEET S N OER
- AFDT 2 T H

A e T EGE K G PRI (S RS T ao T en 2 T (Deutsch, 1985;Hocultt,

Chakraborty & Mowen,1997) » 1 & & * myu| b Fh2 el » 1 & & feis ol
7| g % (Adams,1965) » § F = AR SIRAFH IR § LIEpE o GRE A L e 2

- (Shapiro & Kirkman,1999 )

Goodwin & Ross(1992) f & 3% 5 4 fiz & T 4 & F % {4 JRIXATFCPE > 3 TR
FEPUEnA fe iR o BPRIMT I BAEE R X PIEE ~ 7 & ~ oL (Tax, Brown &
Chandrashekaran,1998) » 4 fiz &0 = B e % 0 RAR £ g < B| A fRAAA4 foorif Bl 2 %
% Z_2 T cn(Maxham 111 & Netemeyer,2003) »

Sparks & McColl-Kennedy(2001) & pRi:48 fc¥ 2 = B B2 B ¢ 3P >
a e T AK B EEIRIAT $r2 F vk o 4 LAV 1L el ihy A8

F F 2 = % (Santos & Fernandes,2008) > A fie o T & & DI PRIAT R 0 BEE av

% Pl o T eyt F (Maxham & Netemeyer, 2002) - Shapiro & Kirkman(1999)

@‘%

P AR PRI F RS G AR j}g R

2219 A F 2T T H R

% % & T
Deutsch 1985 Wy Jﬂf BPRIEEY 15 H % thar
Hocutt, 1997 F Aoz

Chakraborty & Mowen
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42-19 A e 2 T %k A ()

Adams 1965 FOUFEN R TRl 0 A

A et 4718 B etk %

Goodwin & Ross 1992 B PRIEAT FOPF > S F R S R

ek fie i

Tax, Brown & 1998 PRARAT TP ATiE FI2 8 % » @B AR
Chandrashekaran TR EE & 0T

Maxham 11 & 2003 ARATASITREELRE XD &
Netemeyer PRIZAT frir B D 2. B % {0 T eh
Santos & Fernandes 2008 ek S R S o F o

Gk et AR G R L A

TR KR AT RERE
B RBE ST IE

Goodwin & R0ss(1992) f g & $FPRFF 4 3Fcnk A TP > MAER frI d oL L
RHEITED > BRI E JEA R ORERE > & B R IR ik
R A2z T |4 (Tax, Brown & Chandrashekaran,1998) > & ¥ s 2 4 F &3 vk
B/ LY S AR gD o T F L R oA rR & ¢ 8 chif 42 ( Blodgett
etal., 1997 ) » A= 7 ¥ if § TPRIGAT ALY 0 £ AR L R % IR A o T (Maxham
11 & Netemeyer,2003;Sparks & McColl-Kennedy,2001) ;
fARR oL R AATFCEARY £ EFCR P E AR E 2 o T 4 (Morrisson et
al.,2010) -

Smith, Bolton & Wagner(1999):% % #2 B = T4 § (T £ P aJLi Az ? 2. o T 4 »

TP IO P TR gk K fode A 4R ¥ (Santos & Fernandes,2008) -
% 220425 & T R AR

£ 4 & ¥
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2220 2B AT % 4 ()

Goodwin & Ross 1992 2B oL § 3l irk iR e e
B

Tax,Brown & 1998 2R o T F IR PRARAT $r ek KB

Chandrashekaran Az o T

Smith, Bolton & Wagner 1999 P ITE P RILEAR Y 2 T

Sparks & McColl-Kennedy | 2001 & E AR L PRI FeeiB AR o

Maxham 111 & Netemeyer . | 2003 BEE € 5o PRI Sreni AR 2 B

Santos & Fernandes 2008 ABR oL@ R F| o P argR -

A‘f Rik @ A7 R
AR TIPSR JF %

T o T g R BRI BRI Y A 6 b B S
(Bies & Moag, 1986;Greenberg, 1990 ) » & £ * B PRI2E A ¥ A1 & R 0T 5 3R
REER Z IR~ o T b= T L3 # o I (Goodwin & R0ss,1992) » * fi- i A %
aL o X FIRFEA R {7 L4 or R B (Seiders & Berry,1998) » o o F 4 p 2
JRFEA R oac A m AR RE BEOE R A R 2 RF] X ERY
AR R R B EAT 0 BEE ¢ FIt R Fls & (Taxet al.,1998) - Smith, Bolton &
Wagner(1999)~ #& 1147 v g i385 T B 0 T B Aghp RAR G 8 AT MARGEF 2 3
A A P IRBRA RIS ~ ERTY A i (TIRGE 0 AIRIREART

R LR XTI EAM > B € F AL TR oinI $ 2 T (Morrisson et al.,2010) -
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% 2-21 3 % 2T 2 % 5 ()

Bies & Moag 1986 Wy ﬂ BRI B IR
Greenberg 1990 ERER- A sl R g
Goodwin & Ross 1992 FENRBERFTTEAR D 0

Seiders & Berry 1998 EREE 2SR A —‘ﬁ SE

Smith, Bolton & Wagner | 1999 FakE BAR G AT AR
24 A E 0 @ 2 RIFA R

LA R J3 ¥4 IR

TR KR AT R
FAR OALR

A FAFABRLRL TR B MSRARHAL
FoRARLETE

BARIMERY P UTALOEARAR T UE BIBEE LN T B

& % % grendz & (Woodside et al,1989) £ - f& 7 & £3= & 4 g (Fornell,1992) >

A A BFAREIHE SRS SRR R AHE ST Y A F R
fs #7735 = er(Kotler,1996) » Flpt ih & B+ 7 AR A 7B D K e F R (Tsiros
& Mittal,2000) - Miller(1977)4-$tAF £ i R A N 5% > M EB AR Ld ALY
SRR Ao R BRI T T AR BREIRY A SR R E P A R R 5
e AN RIEF R A RATEIRRE > LR FERRER I D hwa F2 7

A BE k2% £ ¥ 7 % & (Schreyer & Roggenbuch,1978;0liver,1980) » pt — X je+
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Wi — fa3T F f(Tse & Wilton,1988) » @ A Z ) # w ¥ & &85 JRAF Tl ¥ LR
G g B K L WAL R Y Rk E B LS F S L SeR (#4 14,2001) ;
W EARET o BRE GV RMY ASFOTH DS A s SRR B
A SR g%k 0 4e%k K - &% 5% R (Churchill & Surprenant, 1982) » £
TAEEHAS M RIGRE S G E > L0 TR AR LOARA
REE €370 & ¥ 2 ) AR e % (Gerpott et al.,2001) -

L2V HBARIERE

T+ EX RS
Miller 1977 | J BE £ Y EE R Ao i e 3 (E
TR

Schreyer & Roggenbuch | 1978 | g & ehfp % &2 F R X Pl ehivifn 4 2 [ o

Churchill & Surprenant | 1982 | 4f % " & PE R A S 97t 1) chs A blde &

ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ&i’—*’f’@? TR XAy m,f’:‘—f";—‘ic

Tse & Wilton 1088 | AR Z ¥t A Hp ¥ pronavf vz i £ BE

Woodside et al. 1989 [ AEE i R ETAAMERAR T UKk

P EES G EERORER

-
=
%
F_k
-0
e

Kotler 1996 | B A ¥FA &7 5 F L gk e 2 i A

FHASTHI L B F R 1T

Tsiros & Mittal 2000 | AR E &R AR B R m st E IR

i gl P

e 2001 |[RREE G P mHA S PRI Y SRR 1
Sk X2 B A A TR A7
R TR R

TR KR D AL ER
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RRARBMBEEEAT
Howard &Sheth(1969) &g £ s L R 2 A3 P # > BEBRLRAZ PR H 75
s e BEHL LR LS RMAEE TR R
TR VF PRI R MR E R LR E RS L E LM G
MmEREEE R EE MR F (LaBarbera & Mazursky,1983) » ¥ A £ F B & & R FF o
R YLIERIRR £ e Bt B g Tt 3 B (Anderson & Sullivan, 1993) » ¥ ¥ ¢ |5 1F A
Z & 3% 219 (Fornell & Wernerfelt,1987) -

Gilly (1987) &fRirit fe2 77 5 Bdndl - B RIEFA F02 F B2 2L

"M

RSB LRRFLCAL AR PERLB BAREREELFRLH
Bt

AHRARELPRHZLER 2P A FRBZ L ARG B % (Dongjinet
al.,2008) » ;% L FREE ¢ Hi 4 B pEE o ficx pEE dc® (Reichheld & Sasser,1990) »
REZ %,e,)iéf PELMEIR. ¢ BT A kav B2 2B 48 &2 (7 5 (Spreng et
al.,1995)

Bandy(2003)#& i F I B RE @ AT E R DA
(1) 7 f3RE L E o+ e o
(2) & = PRAFEE -
(3) BEA FAM M %
(4) @EIRAR

(5) MwaFpRAE = 1t o

Garbarino & Johnson (1999) W gNEL 5 A3 % - BAR E e BERB L R § 79 4
PR FHEFMFTRLARG E G ARL AN BT AT ER

BALREHEE REEI ARERAFAL LG B
Churchill &Surprenant (1982) 4 #14F % % R4t 3= R 1050 Him R 2 e F 1

(- )iz % 0 ¥ (customer expectation) : i # F ¥ ML W i 7
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o R YA Rk Bap o
(= ) A & =0 »x(product performance) : i § & &rLR 100 F F
Prd B PER Wl At R o
(= )#* — & (disconfirmation) : " % — & | 4R 5 2 & P /) e -
- FAPHEREAES UT Z R
(L) fgoP-3Ro> GFrad g L o
2 Lo F - 3R> FriBILIFHHF -
(B) FEin > M x A MBEIFH AP Lo
(= )kg % & R (customer satisfaction) : BE £ 6 L ARAR 5 -~ Y B cnim s > § f w7
SR PR HRIIFER Lo g E A - RPFPEIER

Day & William(1977)& 5 # % » ¥ M2 # B A ¢ § N T 24617 5
(1) SF2BLEEH 7P AT PR o

N

(2) F7 F8 Ge B A SRS SRR -
(3) HEB ARG blrd KU FF A QUL R LB FRGIE S Z S BUWE S
Fat T oBa A BLEAEN
Oyewole et al.(2007) HER X B AR E LM E2 AT P 7 L BLAE
BRI ~ TR dp BT
2 2B HAARMMELRE

7 & R | ETES

Howard &Sheth | 1969 |w L AH LML~ LHF: ~ S LFE2 v A

LaBarbera & 1983 | LHFTPRIBAA R E e R E BT A BIA A EE

Mazursky PELEIM
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% 2-23 % L AP MR F R ()

Fornell & 1987 | &R Bl AEE D RE M S0 7 L
Wernerfelt
Gilly 1987 | B A AR € B A

®
Reichheld & 1990 | MR TREE €S B PR Bk PR BcE

Sasser

Anderson & 1993 | $AFEE T F AL AR BT 0ERE T SR B I
Sullivan ¢ Fl R

Spreng et al. 1995 |BEEZ B A AR EF DA Rchr M2 oBf g2 (75

Garbarino & 1999 | FEEERSAR RHE E KEE A RE TR

Johnson o s 50

Oyewoleetal. [2007 |AEE B A REAAIAE ~ T oI PR 4p B B

Dongjinet al. 2008 | ARE B L RSB LFRET L F ST DA SAIR

BB LA Bl 4

FTH AR +F 7 ER
F48% PRI
AE g AFEH LRI RL I A5 B AL IBAMATYT -
FPEIFELETA
ﬁ%iﬁ{,ﬁﬂ%%ﬂ"ﬁ%ﬁ%*%%%ﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%iﬁ
TR AT 0 € BEDN F 7 5 L BI(Folkes,1988) i}

PERT 2P AN R ORAEET S £ MR AR (Cronin et al. 1992)

PRA% ¥ i H4(Tsiros & Mittal,2000) ; ¥ VAL G AR R A2 A kB f H ik (=
3 %2 39 (Hume et al.,2007) > £ £ v R PRIFIEIET & &£ FME &2 &2 RIS > %

KL ZEBFHRRBEERE & £ ¥ 07 i 2 (Tsiros & Mittal ,2000;Maxham 111 &
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Netemeyer,2002) ; ' % ¢ 4 & DI GG 24718 > 3 § £ AT 40l S
# B g & & PR7x(Hellier et al. ,2003) -

Blodgett, Hill & Tax (1997)~ # Hi#givgi23ai LA MELE © b A RELE §
KA D PR A - AR A A& A Ehept o FEE S §
RS AGR R s B4R BRI AR R RGP & £ F DA &SR
(Hellier et al.,2003) > & ke £ P 7 & 25 PRAZ T R T% & ,g,,uf 7§

FohRE T B dor BB 2B X 7 5 (Jones & Sasser,1995) -
# 224 LA EARKE

£ 4 & | 2k

Cronin et al. 1992 | W HF & R A il o F THF AR AL

Tsiros & Mittal - | 2000 | #E & & & PRAFERE & &£ FE 2 S RIS > #-k
£

RIE P LIRIEIRIF BT & £ F o0
Maxham 111 & 2002 | 22 ARV R L X e A F VIR ERPF AT A
Netemeyer o B PR AR AR R
Hellier et al 2003 | AEE g X F R A PRy ¥R T LT R
B 2§ F e SR PR

Hume et al. 2007 | RER AT A KRB §FEFI H2

FAL KR AR I

F-FRLEAREFETY

Folkesetal.(1987) #% I ¢ ¥ @ 2 IRIAAF L E R PHLELBLAT ® B K
ARZ PR BRIRIFAEL % TR HEF LR TBRIAIE
R PR B Ao M (Spreng et al.,1995) -

Kotler (1999) #.F" # AR 2 S L £ ¥R/ EAIR S HF L P L P o ff

PREFEAME ALMBLL AFEL O
Power(1992)%+ £ PR FE2. A7 5 ¢ &1 » EEITH L AL A BT EF AL S



Reichheld(1993) 132 5 %% $F AT E 2 3 A Mt IR F AL 2 4 2 a
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% 2-25 L PR RRAP MR R

i £ AR
Folkes et al. 1987 | "EFME BB AR E A K2 L AL s € 7'
Power 1992 | BEEFT X5 A2 TRIFMESE A~ 2L
3 & A
Reichheld 1993 | RF B AR E = AR MO BB B R ATH L & A iy

BRFAEM G AL & MOt AL S A T

PHMALES S LA RETE AT 2 — -

Spreng et al. 1995 | PRIFA His4ed B % TR IO BEE € L Bk

LRI PELRELET A

Kotler 1999 | PRS- T8 SRR S L AT E R f R LT
PR S TSI S e

FH AR AT
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¥R P

-8 PR
W% = e & AR A EHEFAPE TEEIE ) 2 RFF 0 T
R 72 - 3R IZ 4 (Expectancy Disconfirmation Theory, EDT) 4 2 2 T 32 245 (Equity

Theory) 5 A #: AF7§ #r4k N2 57§ % Ao Bl 3-1 9557 ¢

B kR H3 P A 4 4 H8 sl
H1 H6 H10
v
AMER - HAMEFR - L A iR
e H5 Ha H11
H4 H7

Bk S E :

#HHAT ok EUEE€I

B 3-17 7 % B
o8 FTER
2~ RBARERDBYPT I - R2Z B
5 = F e pedfst ) AT MRS REIRIAS TR S ARG
Churchill & Suprenant(1982)#% ! fRi% & [ AU  $30RAFS LAZR > @ 2B &
RBRBAFT RGP E L S AR YA '?51 FeniZ B o & FPRPBfeenB%a @
& AE E P72k 2epiE2E (Levitt, 1965) o

Lewis & Booms(1983) f] E 3L p? PRA% 5 FF A PRI%EA2Y 3 SRR 2 8P F AR A
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FIRBEFREDFEPFED Y - R F 2
Parasuraman, Zeithaml & Berry(1988) % &  #-pRis & 2 & & o § H $#30 £ ¥ 8
Wenfrg > L4 F RO B 5uien F 3 Ap ea K g R T E
EEFORMEPHRBETOERE 0 F 2 ST EF o B

FHPRAR S ATy W o

Oliver (1980) & % 7 — 5 | KA Wb AR RE 5 > i § % &b} A 5w
EHTA ST Y 0 b RME RS ¢ A SR E 4L R (Performance) A
iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi’ﬁﬁﬁﬁi&ﬁél—ﬁ’ﬁ‘ﬁiﬁkﬁiwﬂ4%

Led-RoPJpHHE-EHL £ AL [ w7 - K(Oliver,1997) -
RFBEL 2P EEL BB SRR HYF 5§ AL BP . 1

b e et B -

Hl i FRBARERBP Y - RFEFEr» P

B> KRBYRPLRRBILF - K2 YW

Oliver (1980) 3 12 # *¢ reand@ 4 (Expectation Confirmation Theory, ECT)
PP SO B R AR PREE g TR Bl 2
el ot > A4 Lo f e Gl aE A B Bk L ARR o “%f 1% iE
B AR § R A Rt L e R R AR G
7| enE 3B i (Anderson & Sullivan: 1993; Oliver > 1993,1994;Patterson > 1993 ) »
Simon & John(2003):% % ¥~ S8 A T2V PRI% > = 5 ¥ UL BELITL 0 BT
MEBGPIE R EPORTFE T R RERPIEDEIE G TLR 0 A E 2 e
TR FREFEFROIFREA L FPLE > - BFFL AL RS FRE
S CEREE T R m—?—,‘ g & ¢+ (Holbrook & Corfman 1985; lacobucci, Grayson &
Ostrom 1994;Parasuraman > Berry & Zeithaml 1985;Yi,1990 ) - Katz ,Larson & Larson

(1991) " WP B e R wehE FERF - PP LER I ENEFET > 7
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AL & T AR IR BT IR IR . ﬁ%uﬁvﬁaﬁm&@2°

H2 : PRAZB SR HIRAH Y 7 - K7 BEFL » B

$~  FRIFE BRI F2 M

Katz ,Larson & Larson(1991)+* & § % {rpg £ TR DI enE FR R - F AL ¢

21

BRAEOEFEF A RIS ¢ L AR EHYRBERE IR ERITERY o
Taylor(l995)%ﬁ‘liiﬁ'%"f AR RO E e BB f G g
P ASE 0 R AL FF LR AR R A R BT T Jﬁz
3 ary LR (Huiand Tse, 1996) » & iR As A & 7 & SRp b g % 0 F
20 FBEFEFARET R ERINBL AR R RAHEIHARE ARG IR
f. o 2 B 7 o Croshy et al.(1990)4g ) » % A Z $HPRAF B 82 ch 4 MK B pF R
R PR E 0 ¢ A RIFE P SRR Bl s T YRS ERT AR E
Goodwin &R0ss(1992)3. p" f i@ YR PRFX B A2 Y 4ok 3 2 JRAF A 3F > R € @&
FE A2 f % O EF b Hart, Heskett & Sasser(1990)4, ! 82 2 PR 4T fe s (¥ £_F]
FA TR R By > Rt T F g R F R 2 755
o P VRRAN T F L EE LT o T T USRS TR &

F A IRA B BT IRIE AR - TR U Y o et B3 -

H3 : JRA- 2 REIRBA KT BT » M 4

B~ JRIFH o Y A R Y 2 M
Oliver (1980) # 1z # 3 &332 % ( Expectation Confirmation Theory, ECT)
PP e S gy AR Y AR B A L o BFE g AT DA SR R Y

Sedr 2w O B R AR RIRZ T § SR A S FAY 0 AR
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AT R BB PIRBRAAR R RN R AR T i
B REZ &% % & (Bitner etal.,1990;Tse & Wilton,1988) » “§ ¥ % = #74& X PR F3= #ic
B o 3ZE PR EF H A N2 i 42 € %17 { 4o & (Solomon,Surprenant,
Czepiel & Gutman 1985) » F]pt % = & BEF FFAf b "G 0 b "G eE M€ W e &
PHMF LT G Y > A B BH Y RN HIRBERTE AR > A dF M
R aE E e B WM i B endp ¥ (Anderson
and Weitz 1989; Ganesan,1994; Lusch & Brown,1996) » & % i 2 g B £ = 7 i #)
FIRGARE g 2 oo &5 KEI| B F & pRix(Bitner
1995; Gronroos 1990) - Kelley and Davis (1994)z& F? & 35 e = 4 PRFRAT S ety
B3 F 5 L enE 2o Simon & John(2003)3% 5 ¥+ % BioA et PRAR » BEAR T Y
ZREAPIE > BE 2t P BERRIE DG 3 1L R > Bl E 2 H e A
PEERTLEFROLEFES X2 FOLE o FRE AR FS 7 deif
SPRFEZ (SR 2 e P R HE IR FEGRE O BN T 4 %&L{FR

ix4¢ $cdp ¥ (Blodgett et al.,1993;Singh,1990) - 4345 14 + = ;g%—;::ﬁgﬁ B 4 o

He : RGP L HAKI LI HEF L B

L~ JRBYPH I - RER KL 2 M

Anderson(1973)z.p* #F ¥ # — x(expectation-disconfirmation) & 4p #f % e 3 &
AR IRAR N 2 KA R E Tk o R Rl gAY
Tt - R k20 FRBRE YR QAL e - R
Kelly & Davis (1994) tPRi%4% $c8p 2 cm B ApBE AT 3 P 0 UAR & o PRAR S0 ~ AR

BAL AR R KES BRI AR SO B L E R N 4

=
Dy
o
M
|
g
=

IS g E Iy ’ﬁ PTeRIFAT $T 0 BEE B Frig PRI B
25X TR L A 'Tﬁ fre(delight)pF » gt P2 2w @ ¢ & 2 PRI $7)  (Dasu &

Rao,1999) -
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FREE AR AEF AT GPRE 2 TR E ST A EEFER LT
CE s ? WY RPHAIRIEAFERF O B TH ﬁ{mﬁﬁﬁi

# % (Blodgett et al.,1993;Singh,1990) - 44512 + = ng X E AR e

Ho: REBH R - RPAKPEFHEFE P HE

M~ JRIFEREHARI T - R2 BB

Smith et al.(1999) & % = & &, & HEZ) & 4 ) PRIE % G150 2 IRALAE $0H5 5 6 B
FrogoTfell 7 = Ko adf {f BIRIFAEE 4 9L B PRI 4T 0
PUA-RAEA P TiEak f’z%iﬂ’%‘jﬁﬁn‘fa‘fﬁ; 4 % B A2 % (Andreassen, Tor

Wallin; Lindestad & Bodil,1998) -

™

NN

WP IRAA R f oy B TR B FLART ML IR

*’M
F_L

REZ AL FHRIEZ (6 T PT At g ER N2 7 E
A fcendp i o g A4 A fc b eh7 — 3k(Blodgett et al.,1993;Singh,1990) - 7% PR 5%
AR F BRI R R B nd B 7 S R R H 07 - R0 g i
PRASA $Tis cim & R F #7838 (Andreassen,1998; McCollough et al., 2000) » 4f % %

>

S f R R 2 S AR 2R F 0 - L AR KRR gAY B

®

#FA A w8 v PR T B RIRE A S(Jane, 1998) 0 9400 b v gk g

6o

HE : PRBAFHHAKHP Y2 - R EFE»HF

REPEIHTIFPE > - K2 B8

i
4

Andreassen(1998)4% 11 AF & A PRIF A W 2 9T A 2 FURIM P E 0 ¢ IR
- I
3]

ﬁ%

T

=

PAIHF - RAE4 P RPLREE TPRIBIA IR LR > 7 A S

HAAEd AF RpEF aEAR? 27 A 4 (Blodgett, Granbois, and Walters
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1993;Hirschman 1970;Richins 1983, 1987;Singh 1990;Blodgett et al.,1993) -
Singh(1990):% 5 AE % A de X 3|3 HerRIZ2 16 » B E X LA T £ 2 $HIRIAT foeh
W?’%géiﬁﬁﬂﬁLmﬂ—ﬂ’#f{Wﬁﬁﬁﬂ R A R
A JE BT H G PRIEAT Fe 8 F 07 — 3% (Andreassen, 1998;cCollough et al., 2000 )
B A SR RIANA P ANIFH R § A 2 T e % - Fxig(Oliver, 1980 ;

Spreng, Mackenzie, & Olsharsky,1996) » 1245 12 + = /I?e I BEE T o

HT : AP HARDP Y - R EFE» B

F > RIER R 2 T2 M

Lapidus & Pinkerton (1995) 12 2~ T 38 A =24 pRxAE foen > T 293¢ 2 % o
SEFM o EEF AR AU L Aol T BT RS A I g £ A i
Heba F R wG R P BT R SREABE 0 G AT
RATER R ARE 0 BE R HIRDA RTF B g X DIAER O T {oT fe o T oer L R
(Goodwin & Ro0ss,1992 ) »
Smithetal. (1999) AJRi* 2 FAMA KRR LAF L P Wl o JRIA K E B S
oL BEER Y A LFF APBRERRAE DT HEE T3
o e

Ahmad (2002) 77 3 3% 5 4B PRFS A R g £00 BR £ ¥R 5 2R e fi o

Hrow] F_r 4R g 3N 35N Ak o PRI o e Bor AR E enarf 2 T

R LR STEE R IS N RRLE TRy S T AR

H8 : IR A E LT3 HEL» B

H8-1 : PRASH FCHA fo 2T 3 BF I % 25

HB-2 : FRABA $cHF2R 2T 4 BF L » B

H-3: IRBAKHIF AT HFL» B
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Ky ARPLF - REAKBRLARZ M

Andreassen (1998) . " PRAMA fcié i L& 2% & F1% A1 ¢ &0 ¢ IR
HECWZ RIS RT3 2 S | 5 L IR
ARAIHE FIERFER:
(- VEETF SR R P AR ERE BB T o
(2 VIR HCH 22 829 ook Bl LRI e e ? — Ko § R FCE R R A

LR

~

Z)kp ¥ - FIRBLFNE G BB 57 PR KRR -

M OREE 2 A 4T R AR A& A DI 0 F - Fk(recovery disconfirmation)# 7 #2 58> »
P AU R L R PR ] DRI SO O o 505 PRI B BRI A
HA A B EOE fr B F) BRI S T (R IR R B A

¥ e 7B amiar) ) iea AT F(Andreassen, 1998;McCollough,2000)

¢

McCollough(2000)#-48 & % — = % JRIFPE2 R R B 2 SR 438 4 & %47 #¢f
MAAZ R RBRBREEA S HERBERAOERSLR Ay REER
PRAR A 2R 4 18 crpRIsAT fTBe 2R P " MR % 072 b & AR R e B AT ST (s R
R T A o] AR B RAL A SR

@P‘r'/%&}i *q;y%\u LQ[’;L

feshBR 9o

H W EHE - REPAFKLERIARTFEFLE»BF

FR o THARKSKRIRZME

REE §HCY R Gsk e #rE@ i ol r il B H W 2T HEM T
Foo B AR RS TE AR RE o A g F 2T s g 1% L (Huppertz
etal. 1978) @ Foif X T T U seinE RAEE B 2 5% T R T L
EhpE & LR £ plard o T (Schoefer & Ennew,2005); i x4~ & o B ~ % 724§ (2008)

THHERIRGAF - R NERERLRZEE 5§D
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e LT MR AT B ROFE > Swan & Mercer (1981) R E_E 445 1 4w
STHBEELRTLTF L v b oo B Szymanski & Henar(2001) ~ #§ 4 - &
FEPF g pRRIaLm 2 THRERLALFERI wH G-
F 0 2R EACE B 5 Ae(2004) tinae S T B R e SOKGEZ R P 4 )
gd TopaT Tgpat B lseal  —gFaThgFgE iR
P ERATa TR ARNEERLARR B AR THFLIRLA
PEE A A E 56 oL fpffd | AR 2T > @ Teo & Lim (2001) &4

AEHALASEAREE LAY AT A ST T 6 0T

FREARE A RFL e BG40 v pheedd i ek 10 -
HIO : = 2 T H{AKISHBART P -

HIO-1: A Tt RTHEL » B

HIO-2: A X THAKEZAAT HEL» L

HIO-3: St 2 T KB A AR T HEDL » B E

FHE - AREBIRFLIHEIFZ M

BERBE PR FESAL G LR DR BT AR ~ £ A
Pt s vk F ki g o8 B(Howard & Sheth,1969) -
BEEZHRRRERMELPRL A A AFHEIARL B RES  BLPMLE
WAHME B ZMBEE - F O HFERARE I v+ R ELPARZ LR
(Reichheld & Sasser,1990) - Garbarino & Johnson (1999) 1 g4 & & » A-F R AR Z 0%
LBARAFE? A8 I FMEZRLAHEGE - K- AR R 2MGR 2

£Hz%ﬁﬁ§§§ﬁ§;/ :&}ig_{fl l;‘:‘ L\?i %XE&_% Z{__J_ ﬁjngg-goéﬁi‘;

<

BEETE o ERFEEMIR O MR Ao M3 2B ST 5 (Spreng et

al.,1995): @ £ pER Bl § E 3% FIAE 2 0% R & 78 B (LaBarbera & Mazursky,1983) ;
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Cronin & Taylor (1994)#F 34 PRA+ & F ~ BEEL B R A S L AL R (52

MEEAARHEMART Lol o 2T SR AR S THIEE & &
g_%@‘ { 4 P s 1}53:}}%.\]‘1_? ?}E%;—E&#ﬁ_;ﬁﬂs}l}k 11 -
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3 3-1 77§ B

G
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g

HL: PRA3 4L R Y 3 - )3 FEL w M &
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H3 : PRI% % RAFPRIFAT $05 8 F & w B 1%

HA4 @ pR7% 5 »cdlp 3 44T fcd BED MG
HS : PRI F 7 - R KD E 5 BFL » B %
HE @ PRAZATACHAT fedf 2 2 - RF A ¥ ibw B 0%
H7 "R R L JHA P L7 - R BEF L e B %
H8 @ JRAAT feft ol S T 4 B E L o B %
H8-1: PRA*4 Feita e T 4 B ¥ 0 o B2 58
H8-2 @ JRARAT fC 42 R 2 T4 B F 1 b B2 58
H8-3: pRisAt e I 2 T3 F L » B

HO : @R 7 - R B LR

H10 : 4o 2T 4 502 B A A F B F L

H10-1: A fe 2 THA KIS B LR T &

H10-2 : 25 o> T %4 3018 7% = Ei
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AT T L Rl P (MR AR ok 32 #h
# 32 & R TR
i F TR
FRA% % T VR EET R FEMAOEE o R F IR Y 23
oA T AP RA &
PR 3 P ¥ A

ME&R* 22 822 PR g NPT A By
f

A

JRIZP Y 2 - R

LA AR T 3 el 5

e s REEAP G Ll BPRIF % 1S SRR RIAERT € F i b
it o W5 AT A H

FRF+H ¢ £ F PRI B ST R A TR A R T S
& HE %

HEPLH - R | JRIFL U E RAE RS E S § L P2 (76 14 en
AR FEZ R EFTL B3 - R

L AR e PRASAT SO P B3R Y ek e R AR B R Ao T

AR NT & ¥ YRR L PRI SO B AR Y MR TR R Fleha T

I aT GEFAIRIFERFATEFRDNDET S 0 BB LR X DA
;’EL A &

BAR REE LW A PERAZR ¥ UF BIAEE B
o BEA G B EOIR

LA L ARARTAL Ao e ¥ AR E BT Y PR
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S & FTERFAE
Efpo gk FoosLikert T B RGFE L TEYARAL L P TEFRL -

A E 2 e R REA 24 KR f ko d 33 9a o

£33 L0 FENTE FL AR K

FRA%% 3 s (efficiency)
Parasuraman,Zeithaml | 1. 2% % A e BHMIF EEPBIANT L DE &Ko
& Malhotra (2005) | 2. A ZF i ETREpRL I hERE G o

3. R REAARAEERELSE o

4. RS LTS R U o

5. gk Pbde ek ¥ U Polcid et AE T
W o©

6. EBHpELRTAKGE

7. g (P SIS e

8. TR rbenie f#%‘—a;@t g

B 17t (fulfillment)
Lo i i b AAGEPF R 2 23
2. MR A SR DR PRNEET
T o
3. TR EZRLEERZANGEE
4., SRR o ATTRGOE S P o
5, RMbREIEAFSOEGETR
6. TBFMP R ELD T

7. B RS REEAE SRS R e

3
;té
T
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%33 EHe FREMFE 24 KR 2 EED

Lee & Lin (2005)

w #t(reliability)
A b il AR P R AN R
1B AR g 2h AL R A R AT

LR RS G € I

Parasuraman,Zeithaml

& Malhotra (2005)

4% L7 * {4 (system availability)
Tl R b T OH O R o
TR T R TR T T o
B T GG
i~ i E LIS 2 BRSO 6 A

€5 e

Parasuraman,Zeithaml

& Malhotra (2005)

& 2 (privacy)
i b R R AR R A 7 S D
=
=33 SUCCE NP BN S R R
e
io B P ek BRE A hE W g (B

SSL 4c @) o

¥ J& |+ (responsiveness)
TBE R S ARE IS I EA
T B e s Rl ORI A ST
TR EERET L AROERE -
g L AR o N s AR I e
AT P e o

B s § R P RJE SR AL
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%33 e RN E 24 MR 2K (F2)

# 1§ 1 (compensation)
T e rbAT 0 NG D) R T o
A AT O AMRR &7 A
BT o
TR ek § P A RASAORS 2P T

£ 1+ (contact)
TR R ik TIREM -
TR EEFRE 2 RIEAR .
TR Rk R EEBEIRIA B W

e
Rk

FRA® s dp ¥
\Voss, Parasuraman &

Grewal(1988)

AP R B R R R

EE I L TR IR ol S
AT RETIRAR A R A E iR SR A A
AN YT REPRIAA R OB R g LR
e %] Bt

AP H B ORETIRAE A R MR R AR BT

R L

R 2 - R
Brady, Cronin&Brand

(2002)

JRAEA R e® R s - R B AN Y
PRI AR E2 Pk IR AR B o 4§ B e R
JRA%A R endoadfedlic 3 4 & A F

PRAR AR B Aot

RP R E LG B AN Y
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233 LR FEREE £ KR R E(H3)

6. BPRIFA R il e en
7. JRIFAREEEREY BT D
8. JRIFA RGO jEADG R
A L ek 2830 AL AP Y g EER
McCollough,Berry & | 2. B>t A8 3| enp? A 2§ ) 3 Rav B30 %
Yadav(2003) Eleh &
3. AP F rE H A g AR
4. FEIIFER AL Fau v TR
B {76
A Y 5, 3 ABIRBER S P BE A PEE RF
Andreassen(2000) R A R R F
6. § AEIRIZERF SR A PEF RE
DI e s 2P 'y
7. § AFIPRBET & B AP H T RE
RGN R X
8. FAFIRFAF &) B MM AW Y B FaL
AT PR TR AER
FRAZAT L §#F2ARFEFAREE REILR A 4 & 4
McCollough, Berry & R
Yadav(2003)
PR3 2. APGRAT RS FA e an/ 4R

Kelley et al.(1993)
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233 & FRILE 24

S

7 E(F4)

FR A% $¢ 3. FHARMPE O RIBART e ARERT
Boshoff(1999) 4. FHEAFEMFFRG RELA G
5. FHANMMEE RG » gk
6. FFLFIMER RS WA PR ER
7. JRIFA R GRS g 4 enRt AL
8. RJAJERRERFIRIS A R A2 A F H i
9. JRi** R E 3 ajen
10. JR#* A B 27 Feh
11. FR7*A R 259
12, PRFEA R F S MRS i ifint £ 4
AL - X 1. APEF REHrd 2 R ] § v st
McCollough, Berry & 8
Yadav(2003) 2. B RS aut o A el
3. AWYP RMBLANnL F
HEPFE2- R 4. MNH FLIEARIS NG B LAY Y
Andreassen(2000)
Ao 1. 237 N FPRIEA frm JE 7R S8 IR
Severt(2002) 2. A BRI D
3. B RE AMER H SRS
4. FAE P Y oE &t PRI
5. AL i EEIFoH
R T 1. 7 748 fOPRIF A PFenfe B 2o I en
Severt(2002) 2. T ORGTIORAEA AR R E_E 1T ih
3. T RIEACIRIR A AR A AP FE D
4. B FIEFOIRIRA LS R
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233 e FENAZ 2T KR R F(ES)

5. B pat HOIRIE L e B A e
6. B RITRIRIFA Tz B G R A A nE R
7. B RHFORBAFOREREAT T R EAR
8. B RITHOIRIFA Feie RN A F
Ll 1o JRARA R i F bl SR AL
Smith, Bolto & Wagner | 2. PR#+* B &2 el 43§ § o0
(1999)
b SR 3. JRIX R HAjReh
Severt(2002) 4. PRFEAR EBEFen
5. JRIFA R & % fra Jler
6. IRAEA R AMMMIL
ARBABIR 10 M=t f b i g ol 38 A¥t Rt i
Del, Rodolfo R RE @ fofizidi = N R IR R
& Ana (2009) 2. MM EHRALERTEIORA 0 AR
RAEehfa i 8 PR T3 &
3. BT A rprill i cnRt AT o A H sk
K FefR AR At R ISR
4, M HA ARl 4 AR A
R a2 B (1 73 5%) for kjzia-pt 4
TR NPT R TR R
5 MR A ARl 3R 4L 0 AR RsEAr
i AR IIAR
6. M3 A ARl 3R 4L 0 AR AT
e (0] L AR I E)R IA R
PR 1 S0 PR A el 4018 > A § MR ot et
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233 Lo FENAE 5L KRz 2 E(H6)

Kim et al.(2012) ZEY

2. UL RPRIFA et fris o AN v g BR ) B
g ek T S

3. b RARA A i 0 ARET AR AT 5
EELR A F P

4, G PRIEA RO FTIS 0 AN E e gt e b dE B

B et
Maxham 111 & 5. 4ed AT R PR O SN YRR
Netemeyer (2002) FELR o

6. 4o% 7 B B AFA NG 5o 2 G (B T R T
PR

7. ek AR A E-RE A

=
et
h:2
Ry
P
“3

PR RIE B S

<)

AET LR ERNE LA L S ARA s B304 L LR E B AR AT A

i
B B R 5 ARG 2 BT RER A IL(S L 2 AE)  IRA A 2 (T 4E) ~ PRAE
A - 3R(NAE) AT () PRI F( o AR S AT A - 5k (e AE)
e T (T AD) AR AT (NEE) - T E A L(R A AR EA ARG 4D £ R
BE(- A7) -
¥R & L H%

THRIREA8:2 > ERTREEESF P HRAL BT S
B 7 3 SRR AR A NI AT EH R o B Ak 540 o iR
EE A EHE GG A RS R SR A AR vtk AT

RORALE Eorih ko doR 1523 481 B 5 f kiR A 0 kr e E X 89.07% -
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¥ - & ?F%Fik\ﬁ‘%:}t-
AEG A EEY TIRBAR TR e Y TR 7 - ko~ Tat e
P TR I THFD - R ThpaT  Tgp ot TafmaT .

1L 5@ AARE 100 GHAAFHRY

g\x'i

P mir TR,
BB A3 NS oA ARy 2 LR 2 TULR T A TIRFA L IR
PRAZGCH) S S JRIBAEH Y S JRIBP HF — R~ AW Y~ PRI $ A
YA - RE DT HER AT CEAELT I RAT P REELAE P
PLR R %ﬁﬁb%‘: % B o
— S RIR AR
B S Y PR R A SRR AR S R - e U
Parasuraman,Zeithaml & Malhotra (2005) % ¥ ¥ PR7x 5 5 R 58 38 (7 13 2
FRENATTZHFERTL gl L B AN R
#roLiket T BB AL EANBIRIF R I ET AT F LTRSS
PR NI2R R T2 2 RE 0 BRERAS BEA 543214

/v\ﬁiikrﬁ ERARET R o

o N PRk ¥
1395 Voss, Parasuraman & Grewal(1988) % » #F3¢ JR7%: 5 »cdp 3 1R 78 &
FiRaT g EW AP HFENIA > ST AR AP F -
FroLikert 47 B8 A BARGLRIF RMP JEEFFL TR o
TR T 2R R T2F 2R i 0 RBRETAYELES 543214

SRR F R RARER

W

SPRAFEP A - R

1245 Brady, Cronin&Brand (2002) § » 1> PRA%E 3 7+ — RN IR (713
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T EER AL RN BRI NN F o
FroLikert 07 g A R ARBARIF R TETEYRL0TRE o
P A T2k T2F 2Ry ZBREFLA LT 5543214

2 ﬁii\rﬁ R ARER o

o~ A
1245 McCollough, Berry & Yadav(2003)£2 Andreassen(2000) 3 * ¥4 47
AR FEFB T gAY 2 HFERI > ok MO E PN F o
#* oLikert 7 & A ) ARG RIF R 1 ETAF R TR Ao
REaL T2k R TE2E 2R R 0 BREFL GBS 543214 >

AHARE R AT R

I~ PR T
123k Kelley et al.(1993)¢2 Boshoff(1999) % ® % R %4t $ccf I8 & {7 13
A G LN ARFLZGERIE > gL S RN R o
FroLikert 54T B A 0B A PG RIY 2D JETEF R L TR D
TR AT 2R 0 T2F 22 0 BBREFEAHLS 543214 >

2 ﬁii\rﬁ RAART B o

S MY - K
1245 McCollough, Berry & Yadav(2003) 3 * > 48 $c8) 3 7 — Renp' 5
BEABRIFENAFTTZFERE > g e RPN F o
FroLikert 47 B A B AN RIF REP JEEFFL TR o
TREAL )T 2R AL T2F 2RI RBRERLYLES 5543214 >

SHARE R ARER -
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S
1245 Severt(2002) % ¥ ¥t A fe T P I (TR e T i SN AFT Y 2 fF
BRI HBRNT DR F o
#roLikert 27 BE 2 p EANBARIFEELP ETAFLTRL
P A T2k T2F 2 kR ZBREFLA LT 5543214

2 ﬁii\rﬁ A ARER o

NN FRR O T
1345 Severt(2002)% ¢ $3CARE O T AR I AT B AT 2
TR SRR I F e
FH o Likert 57 B8 A0 ARG RIF 240 FETEVRL,TRT o
TR T AR R T2F AR o RBEFL LT 55432 14 >

Qﬁiﬁ%’ﬁ@%ﬁiﬁ ©

4 ~3d ot
12 9% Smith, Bolto & Wagner (1999)% Severt(2002) § # 3+ 3 # o T cif
BEFBRIFEFIMIT2ZFERAE > Sigd > ORI PNF o
FroLikert X7 g8 A F R ANBIRIE R JETEFRL TR T o
P A 2R T2F 2R 0 RBREFLAWELET 543214

2 ﬁii\rﬁ R ARER o

LR R

1245 Del, Rodolfo & Ana (2009) % © ¥ A i B A R PR B T3 s T3 &
AR 2 RN G A AT TN o 4R Likerts T BB A 0 2 B AR
-‘}%xz? ZRD JIETAFF L TRATRAL T 2R A TEF 2 RR o0

ZPRIFEIE L WEAD5~432 1/»\’/»\39:’;1\@ A ARER o
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L- v BHIE

124 Kimetal.(2012) 4 ©» 0 L BB R B 8 (T e i £ W AT 2 F
BRI Sl ORI F o 57 Likert 57 2 A o 2 B AL RIY &
HPIET2F R L TR, TRALTARR T AR L, EREN

AEEES 54352 18 0 SRR F R ARER o
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Fri FHEAERSE

F-8 ARSI

AF R iﬁ%—iﬁg'g%{ ZNESE Ea -1 ?a‘:ixmgﬁﬁr;ép\ » i * SPSS Statistics 22 &2
SPSSAOMS 22 #c# 17 5 FHL A1 L g AN L FThlirdpem g 7 B 7 81
MEE RS AR T RRA RS BRFSHI R RAfrRRR D
1P BE e TR R B

P FER L F A TREFESITERF A SRR 415 2302 K
Adch 481 4 0 B A gL 164 4 o A Bt 3en34.1% 5 & A g s 317 A 0
A vt B 4065.9%: ek Rl £ A 020k 1T S04 8 Vit B]612.919%
21-30 & 5 230 A > & 4 ot e 47.81%;531-40 5 99 A o b & gt 5 6720.58% ;
41-50 5 68 % > F A Hort 5]e914.13% ; 51 v b 5 70 & o F A ot ()69 14.55 o
LG 0 AR BV O At o B Adch 2240 & A B0t 6] 5 46.56 5 KT AT

b

=8

B oo A% fean s BE R Adcl 247 Ao b A g 6] 51.4% BB
IR REY A 0 H Afes 170 4 5 F A Ht 5)3534% 0 4t T x B G Y
30,001~40,000 = A % H Az 122 X 5 F A Fob 5] 25.4% o sEmhip A F A T

‘&f'%\' 4-1 ’—""'rﬁ: o
241 AL 152

LS S A
AR 481 89.079%
gL 59 10.93%
E R E LI 540 100%
A A ¥/=x ¥ A
g 164 34.1%
& 317 65.9%
Rt 481 100%
£ d

20 gk 2w 14 2.91%
21~30 & 230 47.81%
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341 HE A B HEA 4 (1)

31~40 % 99 20.589%
41~50 # 68 14.13%
50 & 1 70 14.559%
R 481 100%
T AR
& ¢ 2 0.419%
R 49 10.18%
% 38 7.9%
Lo 247 51.4%
FAg Arra 145 30.11%
B 481 100%
g4 170 35.349%
FE ¥ 64 13.30%
EEER 68 14.13%
Fas 14 2.91%
P 12 2.49%
PRI E 101 20.99%
EmE 10 2.07%
pdE 37 7.69%
B Rid 4 5 1.08%
B 481 100%
B ur;c IS
10,000 12 F 79 16.429%
10,001~20,000 38 7.9%
20,001~30,000 64 13.3%
30,001~40,000 122 25.4%
40,001~50,000 81 16.83%
50,001~60,000 29 6.02%
60,001~70,000 32 6.65%
70,001~80,000 18 3.74%
80,000 rz 18 3.74%
B 481 100%
BT T
PChome #t }+ P4~ 227
GOHappy 20
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341 HE A B A 4 (T 2)

momo R4~ 129

BiT- M £3F

199 =~ 1 7 1.499%

200~500 =~ 53 11.01%
501~1000 =~ 169 35.139%
1001~2000 =~ 145 30.149
2001~3000 =~ 49 10.18%
3001~5000 =~ 36 7.48 %
5000 = 4 22 4.57%

e 481 100%

¥ BREMELS
i BARAH
% & o8 Nunnally (1978):F 3% Cronbach’s o &+ *+ 0.7 2 77 I* 8 & 5 &

BT GR GRERKSEEAA 4-2 75T o
%242 RIS

Cronbach’s Alpha

PR32 2 B 0.911
PRA% 55 2P ¥ 0.854
JRIFHPE 3 - R 0.939
g s 0.921
PR $T 0.951
AL - X 0.733
A fe T 0.930
25 T 0.900
Ihhax 0.947
HEKBEHALR 0.975
LRIE 0.958
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Y P

e

TREAE T b fod ot s F R BE G R e 2 Hair (1997)& 3R e 1 R

Y

i

m 0.7 5 7 4% h 4§ Fornell & Larcker (1981)iz gk e 5 0.7 11+ - & F kP H 7
e s E s T 5% R 3 B~ (Average Variance Extracted , AVE) #:+ & B A g4p 2 &
BARSAAHZELSA TP R 284 > Fornell & Larcker(1981): 3% & T 3o %
BRPFZ A0SR LR £ G g feairck -

KFE G R AT EREIRE (S 0 ok 4-3 95
2432 B A %

L3 34 9 3 FE | AETs AL CR | AVE
foae
2
JRAS 3 TR 4 e
Al 0.739 | 0.533 0.467 0.911 | 0.562
A2 0.744 | 0.548 0.452
A3 0.792 | 0.624 0.376
A4 0.724 | 0.518 0.482
A5 0.746 | 0.548 0.452
A6 0.710 | 0.504 0.496
A7 0.875 | 0.757 0.243
A8 0.689 | 0.462 0.538
fo 745
A9 0.739 | 0.533 0.467 0.886 | 0.527
A10 0.695 | 0.476 0.524
A1l 0.784 | 0.608 0.392
Al12 0.725 | 0.518 0.482
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4 43R A% (1)

Al3 0.609 | 0.360 0.640

Al4 0.709 | 0.490 0.510

Al5 0.843 | 0.706 0.294

G X =2

Al6 0.702 | 0.490 0.510 0.845 | 0.578
Al7 0.840 | 0.706 0.294

Al8 0.709 | 0.490 0.510

P

1

Al9 0.618 | 0.372 0.628 0.813 | 0.524
A20 0.757 | 0.563 0.438

A21 0.719 | 0.504 0.496

A22 0.819 | 0.656 0.344

R

A23 0.834 | 0.689 0.311 0.796 | 0.566
A24 0.688 | 0.462 0.538

A25 0.740 | 0.548 0.452

v st

A26 0.743. | 0.548 0.452 0.863 | 0.577
A27 0.789 | 0.608 0.392

A28 0.738 | 0.533 0.467

A29 0.782 | 0.608 0.392

A30 0.702 | 0.490 0.510

i 22

A3l 0.714 | 0.504 0.496 0.784 | 0.548
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1 4-3 5 A5 % (H2)

A32 0.736 | 0.533 0.467
A33 0.782 | 0.608 0.392
(L RES
A34 0.785 | 0.608 0.392 0.814 | 0.593
A35 0.767 | 0.578 0.422
A36 0.786 | 0.593 0.407
FRA% 5 pe i Bl 0.645 | 0.410 0.590 0.849 | 0.532
B2 0.712 | 0.504 0.496
B3 0.781 | 0.608 0.392
B4 0.839 | 0.689 0.311
BS 0.673 | 0.449 0.511
JRAFHE 3 - & | D1 0.762 | 0.578 0.422 0.935 | 0.642
D2 0.811 | 0.656 0.344
D3 0.790 | 0.624 0.376
D4 0.790 | 0.624 0.376
D5 0.811 | 0.656 0.344
D6 0.834 | 0.689 0.311
D7 0.811 | 0.656 0.344
D8 0.811. | 0.656 0.344
AR El 0.741 | 0.548 0.452 0.919 | 0.586
E2 0.821 | 0.672 0.328
E3 0.752 | 0.563 0.438
E4 0.782 | 0.608 0.392
E5 0.747 | 0.548 0.452
E6 0.726 | 0.518 0.482
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1 432 B A5 % (F3)

E7 0.760 | 0.578 0.422
E8 0.810 | 0.656 0.344
PR A F1 0.750 | 0.563 0.438 0.938 | 0.606
F2 0.781 | 0.608 0.392
F3 0.754 | 0.563 0.438
F4 0.536 | 0.281 0.719
F5 0.786 | 0.608 0.392
F6 0.825 | 0.672 0.328
F7 0.873 +|.0.757 0.243
F8 0.864 | 0.740 0.260
F9 0.808 | 0.640 0.360
F10 0.799 | 0.624 0.376
F11 0.800 | 0.640 0.360
F12 0.780 | 0.608 0.392
EH Y- % |61 0.704 | 0.490 0.510 0.797 | 0.508
G2 0.853 | 0.723 0.278
G3 0.442 | 0.194 0.806
G4 0.798. | 0.624 0.376
ol o i e 0.926 | 0.715
H1 0.771 | 0593 0.407
H2 0.838 | 0.689 0.311
H3 0.859 | 0.723 0.278
H4 0.930 | 0.865 0.135
H5 0.841 | 0.706 0.294
A2 R T 0.952 | 0.717
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% 432 A% (F4)

11 0.917 | 0.828 0.172
12 0.928 | 0.846 0.154
13 0.896 | 0.792 0.208
14 0.676 | 0.449 0.551
15 0.809 | 0.640 0.360
16 0.903 | 0.810 0.190
17 0.883 | 0.774 0.226
18 0.775 | 0.593 0.407
5 0.944 |0.738
J1 0.816 | 0.656 0.344
J2 0.883 | 0.774 0.226
J3 0.867 | 0.740 0.260
J4 0.883 | 0.774 0.226
J5 0.893 | 0.792 0.208
J6 0.834 | 0.689 0.311
A B R K1 0.894 | 0.792 0.208 0.973 | 0.782
K2 0.931 | 0.865 0.135
K3 0.912 | 0.828 0.172
K4 0.883 | 0.774 0.226
K5 0.894 | 0.792 0.208
K6 0.907 | 0.810 0.190
LML L1 0.812 | 0.656 0.344 0.956 | 0.758
L2 0.834 | 0.689 0.311
L3 0.902 | 0.810 0.190
L4 0.842 | 0.706 0.294
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4 4-3 5B A 752 % (§5)

LS 0.902 | 0.810 0.190
L6 0.919 | 0.828 0.172
L7 0.902 | 0.810 0.190

ERBPIR D G FHAIE G RURR O BAEe Bl AR Q] 2w
BAEG NOB GARR O 1 e Bl G kg R BART TR R
 (Average Variance Extracted , AVE)z. B {1358 F x>t H T % f;“pi T2 ApM Gk

(Hair et al.,1998) o 4r# 4-4 #175 o
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44 M e

il | hEl | TR | kae R | v | A | B | RS | JRBE | AR | R | AR | AR 2R 3% ic | Rk

*o P EA 3 ¥ EA o > L o i % L
x® ® LR

3ol | 0.749

Jo 72| 0.631 0.725

734 | 0.609 0.658 0.760

g s¥ | 0535 0.444 0.596 0.723

* o

g | 0523 0.485 0.627 0.687 0.752

w gt | 0.602 0.508 0.675 0.587 0.746 0.759

At | 0444 0.436 0.531 0.475 0.575 0.690 0.740

£ | 0497 0.494 0.419 0.404 0.443 0.545 0.545 0.770

JRAE% | 0.286 0.221 0.201 0.277 0.236 0.282 0.141 0.274 0.729

»edp ¢

JRAxd | 0515 0.496 0.579 0.516 0.537 0.651 0.605 0.603 0.323 0.801

EA

®

A fed | 0.239 0.190 0.202 0.228 0.187 0.244 0.148 0.228 0.490 0.328 0.765

b

JEARA | 0.464 0.398 0.555 0.484 0.509 0.665 0.556 0.533 0.352 0.779 0.360 0.831

¥
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2 4-4 fp B i dEE ()

A Ep 0.386 0.346 0.431 0.348 0.381 0.512 0.494 0.402 0.240 0.590 0.229 0.662 0.712

%% -

®

AN O 0.443 0.449 0.515 0.368 0.436 0.585 0.569 0.486 0.211 0.661 0.210 0.750 0.700 0.845

B

AR 2 0.391 0.387 0.490 0.393 0.452 0.567 0.565 0.484 0.210 0.712 0.248 0.810 0.680 0.806 0.846

B

I feo 0.429 0.344 0.512 0.398 0.456 0.573 0.449 0.483 0.271 0.732 0.295 0.826 0.576 0.706 0.787 0.859

B

AT F S 0.472 0.486 0.590 0.436 0.500 0.633 0.575 0.490 0.225 0.732 0.221 0.789 0.685 0.836 0.826 0.817 0.884
AR

PR 0.454 0.473 0.521 0.385 0.409 0.505 0.485 0.431 0.201 0.624 0.178 0.634 0.599 0.698 0.705 0.662 0.783 0.870
FR

L HERLAVE T S RE o A ARG LG B aip M T
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¥ 8 RS

2
K-

A}

53 LT
BRI G R o R 2 EX2E B R R kR AR 0 ¢ §GF
(Goodness-of-Fit Index) ~ AGFI (adjusted Goodness-of-Fit Index) ~ RMSEA (root
mean square error of approximation) ~ Normed Fit Index (NFI) ~ CFlI(Comparative
fit index) ~ Parsimony Goodness-of-Fit Index (PGFI) > 4% 4-5 ~ 4-6 ~ 4-7 ~ 4-8
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e 4-5 PRI F AT fe i 4 B

feif 4p 3§ B TEH L B
Chi-square 1973.412
Degree of 586
freedom
xz/df =5 Hair etal. (1998) 3.368
GFI =0.8 MacCallum & Hong(1997) 0.707
AGFI =0.7 Hair etal. (1995 ) 0.668
RMSEA =0.08 Browne & Cudeck (11993 ) 0.082
NFI =0.8 Fornell& Larckert(1981) 0.685
CFlI =0.8 Schreiber et al.(2006) 0.754
PGFI =05 Mulaik et al.(1989) 0.622

w0 BA A ARHNE L ok o P AZTF R [ R 2062 M (EF
2004) > 4o% & £ F HFE > THIFAZ0TLAZA (5 Bg > 2001) -
A7 g R RA-DRIE 2 ARANE S PPE FR 7 BB K00.72 409 0 ¢ ZAL
A2~ A3~ A5~ A7~ A9~ All ~ A2~ A13 ~ A19 - A23% 3837 » 11 2 £4-31430.7

2 REIE 0 DS AT RE R 46977 o
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# 4-6 K1 PRAR £ A e i 4p 1

feif 4p 3§ B TEH L B
Chi-square 810.344
Degree of 244
freedom
x?/df =5 Hair et al.(1998) 3.321
GFI =0.8 MacCallum & Hong(1997) 0.829
AGFI =0.7 Hair etal. (1995 ) 0.790
RMSEA =0.08 Browne & Cudeck(1993) 0.080
NFI =0.8 Fornell& Larckert(1981) 0.802
CFI =0.8 Schreiber et al.(2006) 0.848
PGFI =05 Mulaik et al.(1989) 0.674

F A4-T AR p g dp 1R

fedf 4p ¥ L $38F LG
Chi-square 8820.929
Degree of 2128
freedom
x2/df =5 Hair etal. (1998) 4.145
GFI >0.8 MacCallum &Hong(1997) 0.815
AGFI =0.7 Hair etal. (1995) 0.756
RMSEA =0.08 Browne & Cudeck (1993) 0.08
NFI =0.8 Fornell& Larckert(1981) 0.821
CFI =0.8 Schreiber et al.(2006) 0.844
PGFI =0.5 Mulaik et al.(1989) 0.619
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Bollen(1989) ./ CFI i& % 0.85 % 7 & i $°7] H_i& % (progress) 4~ & 48 -7
CFl 2~ 08 &7 &< CFl & 08 % 092 fF &7 3 5 iz-k2(Schreiber et
al.,2006) ; GFI 2 AGFI & 0.7 % & < {& % (Hair,Anderson & Tathamet al.,1995 )
AR ¥ % 3F SPSS AMOS 22 s M8 (TSR A 47 MBI A T IE Rl t BB R
B R F TG E R o B f e A Rk Bt o 25 R 5 R AT

AR i 4 0 S ARFAISIERIG 4 o 4o 42 2 dod 48 47 o

GERAF | BFLE | AHRF
At 071 57(p? : 2
0,748+ Hs 057(RY) | 0662 | 0.70(RY)
REAA Ha 05t T s
0.79 :
0.00(RY) Wﬁﬁ"nﬁ%i
Bt "
/ 05T - 0.1 Hi0
072 078+ (,47%%4 0,320
. Hl
THEM 65t
0.79 RHENEF R HAMY A& ‘ Ry . R B
P 0.61(R) 0.45(R) " i 0.60(R)
@ H5 SR | g
0.7 i 0.20%%+ 0,00%5+
0104 007* 0.77##
3 REA :
H7
075 e grekd e
B H4
0.66
(. 44+
HAEtE

L 0.66

B 4-2 BHEfcdl 2 ~ 11 5 %

98



% 4-8 a0

5 BE% | tvalue P
#
Hl: JR&ZZRERIBHPH 7 - R BFr B % 078 15.673 0.000
**k*
H2 D PRIZS XL HIRBD L7 - R HEF D 0.10 3.428 0.002
F&é f/’f,: **x
H3 : PRI% £ AR Fc5 B F & v M % 0.74 15.432 0.000
***k
H4 @ pRF% 5 »cdp 3 4T fcp % 3 A L 0.44 11.148 0.000
***k
HS D PRIZIH 7 - R¥AT I 5 BExe » Mk 020 4.969 0.000
**%k

HE @ JRIRAE ST 7 - 5 ¥ = B T | 0.65 19.004 0.000

*k*k
H7 : e I #F P L F - R *,a BED B % | 0.07 2.142 0.03*
HB8-1: JRisAf fcfs fe T 3 BgF 1 » B 50 0.75 25.320 0.000
**k*%
H8-2 & PRA*4T $c4HAE B & T § B ¥ 1w B0 58 0.82 30.948 0.000
**k*
H8-3 : JRI+AT $cit s £ 2 T 5 B it o FL 58 0.84 33.977 0.000
***k
HO : ¥ ¥ 7 - R REBIEFTHEFLI» 0.09 3.678 0.000
F&g ]4», Kk
H10-1: A THA RSB L AT HEF L » 25| 042 15.523 0.000
**k
H10-2 : 2/ 2 T ¥4 0 R AT HF L » 251017 5.858 0.000
**k
H10-3: Z#» 2 T ¥4 frid B A A7 EE L » #5032 12.409 0.000
**k*k
HIl: A fic B A AHE I EFL w8 % | 077 26.878 0.000
**k*k

*p<0.05(t-value=1.96) ; **p<0.01(t-value=2.576) ; ***p<0.001(t-value =3.291)
PSRBT E T
- PRI A CRIE N L HIRB LD - R MR R A S5 078

t-value=15.673 2 0.10 > t-value=3.428 > # 77 7 B F H e H1 - H2 = = o
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