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Abstract

As social pattern changes, increasingly more women are entering the workforce.
They are now recognized by the enterprises and society. As such, work bag becomes
one of the essential accessories for women. The work bags not only have to serve the
commercial purposes, but also to enhance images, convey confidence and
professionality. With the advent of emotional consumerism, it is of utmost importance
to grasp the feelings and preferences of the consumers. Fully understanding
consumers’ needs, and thereafter creating high-value and attractive products are seen
as an advantage in competition. As such, this study employs Miryoku Engineering's
Evaluation Grid Method in preference-based design. ‘What are the attractive elements
in a product’ is answered through in-depth interview and a survey is created based on
the data. Subsequently, the survey is used to investigate the correlation between
consumers’ evaluation of design. quality and their satisfaction, through Kano’s
two-dimensional quality model. According to the study, the attractive elements of the
female work bag can be summarized into four aspects, namely practicality, product
value, appearance and additional features. Through Kano’s quality categorization, it is
known that One-dimensional Quality Element - Attractive Quality Element and
Must-be Quality Element are focused on the aspect of practicality. This shows that
women are placing huge emphasis on the functionality of their work bags. This study
further explores the desirability of each design features, through consumers
satisfaction and product improvement index. At the top of the prioritization list, it is
‘large capacity’ that increases consumers’ satisfaction and reduces their dissatisfaction
the most. Through the results of the research, this study would like to establish the
design criterion for female work bags, develop strategies for product improvement to

be a reference for future product innovation.

Key words: Bags for woman, Evaluation Grid Method, Design Attribute, Kano Model

II



i)

g

Jli

[ETERFERT AR =R - R 2 NRETRE & RIHT > (B A B iy
BRIEREAE H - & o #th EaHE EEI PR E AN R ELEAA LfE 5 [EIEA
PTG PUHVEATHE AARDL © FEEET S L RTEE S 2 AME R BRI W17 A
FBHVEEE IS 2B - BEEA—FSCREE IR ARSI E S NS - 12
s S IERHAR] - AR SR SO ~ SR EAT ~ PR SR DR SRR H AT - £E
Btz TR - WA SR aée T15 1 ARl 2 H ik - (AR
NHERGEE > sE BT

FERE IR R ER R QQ ~ T ~ 5575 ~ R s R M R TAF TR Z
ERAVIEERAETY - (BR RO - ARG S8 ~ X0 ~ ¥ R SR AR Ui
SCFF - —ES AR SRR - AP SRR H T R —HEiE
i T B RE - AR T AR EN S R R SN ) - R R E A &
ETHEENKG  EELMIFEEATRE AR 2V L o AR TR
EHIERY > FTERAVA &S SRAA S BRI R AR B E T - A REEE T

—Uh > (A R

et » SRHRATO R SRR  FERCREM - BRFTARI T

R > AT DMERIE Y B e « TG SELUASUR TR BIVR A -
SRR AT SR AR A ~ R - Bk R o

s AT R

RE—OMNF—H

I



FRTEL ..ovvveeeeeeeeesesssssssssssssssseessssssssssssssess s ssssss s ssR AR RS RRR RS RSS R RS R R S R I
2N 0 751 0 ¢ Lot oo I1
FEEED 1o ssssessmusssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s ssssessse AR AR R AR AR R R R 111
I B coveeeeeeeeeeessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s ssssssans IV
B ceerssesssssssssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssens VII
FEH B covvvreeeeesssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssss s sssssssssss s sssss s nAR SRS nRRR R IX
[ S — < = ST 1
L=l T RT B et 1

1-2 TFFZTEIHE ... ittt et bt 4

L-3 B2 E Y oo itiiit ettt sttt ettt 6

1-d BHFBETRAR oot eeitinstssane s o deemat oot s nen b et sessesseesassassnssansans 6

1-5 TP B B T 1 ottt et e e e 8

g g -1 v <55 DO OO OO SO 9
0 W o T O SO e s S /O OO 0 OO 9
2-1-1 B VEER TR oo esveeseesis s et 05t ente s 9

2-1-2 BEESMBEEAGERE oo et 12

P B e T i PO SO 16

2-1-5 FLGEBE R S L ittt St 19

2-1-6 BEIESEE S AT E oot 22

I o L= S eSO 24

I T =X T TR 28
2-3-1 BRET B E Z B FR T oo 28

2-3-2 BT S R e 32

24 TR TT TR oo 33
2-4-1 R T T T i e 33

2-4-2 B BRI Z oo 35

2-4-3 Bk 1) T BN ZE S T AR IT o 37

2-5 T R TR oo 38
2-5-1 A B R R oo 38

2-5-2 Kano T 4E BT oo 41

2-5-3 A B R oo 44

2-5-4 Kano 4S8 A EE Sista T 2 RHBIIZE oo 46

v



2-6 4EEHE ST T EEHL KANO 4 B oo, 48

2T KT 3 e 49
BETEE G T R B e 52
B B T R oottt enan 52

32 BETTPITFEET oo 53
I W=7 = NSO 53

32 BRI e 57

3-2-3 B RS BB EE oo 57

33 B B B L R T oo 59
33 BB T oo 59

3-3-2 FEEEEET B EREIE oo v 60

3323 A B B et 61

3-3-4 BB TEEHERE ...ccccri oo enee e 62

S B A I T o O e O OO 63
TR BT B T ot e et 64
O O 7 0 O OO SO OO 64
4-1-1 SES TR T-BEEEBABFAN ... oo oot eets et 64

4-1-2 R T TR T HRBRAZEEL oo oo et et eva sttt nie et eneeenes 69

4-2 R AN G T AT oo e e et 73

VI IV -0 1 L T SR SOOI 76

T T =1 LA T s v es s 84

4-6 T[]k S B BRI BT oo et ctiee e 88

B T BT B E T S oo ittt srens e s een et ar e e sE e et et eteeteeaeent ettt ene e 94
S B E T R oot aean 94

5-2 BRETETE — ZEM A oo 96
5-2-1 FIBEERE ..o 96

5222 AT EEET oo 97

5-3 BRETETE — ZEM B 99
5301 HIEAEEAE oo 99

532 AT e 100

BENEE AEEEATEER oo 103
0-1 TFFZEIER oot 103

6-2 TFFZEEER covoveoveeeeeeeeeee et 106

6-3 TBLEITFTTIEE oo 106
BETETTIER oo 108



BB oot eee e 115
Mi$% — SERE I E BB e, 115
[ =5 =A== OO 118
8% = Kano 4EG BT oot 127
% VU TR TR BB BB IEACHE oo 131
RS AR asve =y 5] OO 132

VI



| W o < N B 2 SRR 1
e e ot I U OO OO 3
B 1- 3 B BT BT oo 4
[ 1- 4 D2 B T ITTE A oo 5
B L= 5 TR TR oo 7
B 2- B R B B R e 17
2-2FEA JHEE TR TR oo 18
2- 3 R T AT e 23
2- 4 REE BRI TR T AT TR oo 24
N e s S = e SRR 25
B 2- 6 PERITEEL Y B ooiiiineeeeeeeaetit e ee s ree i one s nbs e sen e 26
B 2- 7 B e B TE B oot i ettt e e st s e s se e e 32
A o g O O e S OO 36
2- 9 Herzberg IR FEH M EE L AETT oottt 39
2- 10 Kan0 o i B T ettt ettt et e e st e at e et eeeeeeaeeeneeas 43
B 2- 11 KT BB EE oo eeeeeeesseene e sesssssse st oo et ent e 50
R == T | P 52
R Ty N | e T S SRRSO 54
RIS =l S ra =157 - A s 58
BB 4- 1 4] B e R BB et et 68

BB 4= 2 T T B R T B 2 oot eee s eeme et e it naee ettt e e eeaeeeen 69
BB 4= 3 T B R T T 2 oo oo oo 70
B 4- 4 TATIE EEE TTBEZE oottt 71

4- 5 BEREEVAEREIEE] ooovoeeeeeeee e 72
B 4- 6 SETEEILZFGATESIMEIE (1) oo ese s 86
4-7 SHEBEZRICEFEIEEITMAE] (2) oo 87
Bl 5- 1 MBS AL FEA B B TR 94
e 2 B TR ettt 95
5-3BRITEEE —ZEM A oot 96
B 5 4 FEEFEIE] — ZE A oo 97
5-5Kano HETE — ZED A oo 98
-6 FEIEIMEL = ZEM A oo 98

5-7 AHEFELET — ZEBI A oo 99



5- 8 B FEEE — ZEM Bt 100

5- 9 BEETERLE] — ZEMT Bttt 100
5- 10 Kano “HESE — ZE Boueeeeeeieeeee s 101
5- 11 FESANE — ZEH Boeiiiiiiieiceceeieceieeeeeee et 101
5-12 AHEREEET — 20 Buoeieieiiieieicieieieieeeteieeieieteeieieieete et 102
6- 1 B A BB T RIS 106

VIII



T2 2 1 ZZHEALBEEITR, oo 10
22 2 2 L o 14
S TR s = OO 16
224 FBETEZETZ oo 28
S T AN = Ty = LU 30
B2 2 6 T B B ST B oo 31
2 2- T HE T T EETEERELEEE oo 34
% 2- 8 BB IS FEBEIFIZT <o 37
2% 2-9 FPEPACHEEE A 7 A B B R R TS e 44
7% 2- 10 Matzler Bl Hinterhuber 7 4 T B BEZEETAETS oo, 45
2 2- 11 Kano 4B BB 2T s oo oo ttinse et 46
= 2- 12 4hEEnHEREABL Kano s B EF L ZAHBRAIATT. ..o, 48
32 3. 1 B R AR L e e, 54
B e A T30 ST = 7 N U USRS 55
22 3= 3 B BRBEARIER ..o oot et et 57
52 3- 4 B DT e st ot e e nbe e nannaend 57
2 3- SKMO T i R e e 61
S I I == A =T SO 63
T A 1 BN AT . o 64
22 - 2 B A AT e e et et ettt 65
2 4= 3 BT T ALTEE oo et oot eseiionann s 66
F2 4- 4 BRI EENEATIUTIIEET oo et 73
2 A= S R RN B R A oo 73
7% 4- 6 KMO F57E Kz Bartleet BRI G TETE L oot 76
F2 4 T BHZ AT HTEETRBELETZ oo 77
52 4- 8 FEEHTS 2 BADFEFE ATHTZS oo 78
P 4- 9 BRI LR B oo 80
Z24- 10 ZMERRE LY Kano 4 B B e 83
e e N O = L N (i OSSR 85
F24- 12 BUESE Y Kano 4SBT oo, 89
Z24- 13 JRFBE L Kano A B B oo 90
F2 4- 14 PEEE/ERIEE Y Kano HESEEEFE oo 91
F24- 15 REIBRZER Kano “4E BB oo, 92

IX



PRa S a2 T TRHE BE

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

B—E &m

1-1 HFEER

A REREOFRET S8 REING DN BT S S IS TR - B (4K
TREEN ) fE 2006 FAEFEREFRH "W E75(Womenomics) | AR > sEEHEH 5
LR HAGIEAR T T W TH S 2R g 24 AR R E) R BR AR R R
977 (The Economist, 2006 ) - 2 LK &5 oy 22m% - Az gt
RETHERELC S Female Fever” » i EE H @&kl B (Michael J. Silverstein,
2009/2EZ5% » 2010 ) > KO B AVEERSE S L OB RN BT - A
HhEsstEs " BEANLER ) REFNFELEE - BERE T ERES T

H

BEVEEACIR - 2L M2 P iR e A T g (LG RIRREE - A2
REETRR ~ I SRR RS EHE ZEFH R - (e 2 zmE U R E -

e AT - fR395 World Bank(2013) 2 tit S R0 e f5 Y s BRACHE S B2 B
BRI (A0l 1-1) > B ol » J0IR R Rt 2ot S 2 s e (R - 55

W

RER 2N - HAEFAS RS Tl Z LS B2 BRI iR B A E TR -

.. —
IS ¥
sl DA 2
\ & F S
s ' 7 |
'; 3
M Lessthan20 N 20to40 NN 40to 50 500 60 60070 Morethan 70 [ | not available

B 1- 1 20p A LIS E 2 s
ERAE © World Bank, 201



PRa S a2 T TRHE BE m

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

TTEb Eatra( 2013 )Hf 26 A& IR ERURRIMES 2 BRI 20 £ -

LS B S BIRGEE TR R 5.6% 0 HLHA 2012 SR SR TRk - BB EF2 i
o [EAOTAEREEE T (AR R TR IR R T - A2
M B » B MR S DU MO E B AR A S YA B TR T - ibE#
B2 S (LA E eSS s L — g - EEME T EIER Hanna
Rosin $7F 2010 4F TED JHz#E A& — M BUB AR AL -5 2 M B R 5
SEINZEAC - BaPIBRATERT SIWEE P (5 A S A — B8 4F - 13640 - $RA1T
X~ GRS BB E RIS B R EEHERR A RIRR &
Y ARSI AT S e g T 152 o MBI BEE 5T (2009) 47
i ABLMEEREAR AEFEREEASE 8 &6 T A » SR
B 19.5% - ISEERPE T 6.4% » SE MR R ACHH N B ELAFMRTT » 2.
Mesrdn E RS - ZEBHESE(LAE » SRR - SRR - 15
SATHE R R » RIEHE SIS AL IS E - R
BTEHK-

YRS 2 BT LR A R B IR (RS i LM B S
M4k - BEE PR s > H e EE O - ST R LR AR 5 Y - s
R B Sy UL SHEEGT A i 2 g B (Mootee, 2009) » FREE 2 MERC (1S4 34 (41
& 1-2) BNESERAIHESFIREN L - NS TR - SIRARRE
BRI R ES HR BRI HBEMNS » F—EE8ELEET A
3FE S HAM—FRATE 3 E 5 EREIEESRE -

LA AR ar R PR E A A R B T =S R R Y

T
AP0 AT RE AN R B Y B L8 i (Critchell, 2000) » ZA1fT > A [FIRKE



PRa S a2 T TRHE BE m

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

» EASE A R E AR w A R R KR F] Sn R R
» A8 B AR AR [ iR A B (4
45% -+ 42.60%
40% +
35%

30%
250 | 23.50%
19.60%

20% +
15% +
10% -
5% +
0% -

14~69 5% HIEFTS 4 TEBOTMA L BEEEEE FadnlEE

1-2 2L eI

ZHl7cE © FOUCS MediaLine, 2008

A B LS AE SR BR A ] (AR DA R A » i B (P RE 28 18 HARK AR 2R
WA H S LB ALk - AL PRSI ACE BB T R AT AT % - RHRA S R
RSN ERE KM BRI A LUMIREGA T EENE PR FRLER
H Canbk FZERISH SR st/ NS (Rt I Ry AT > A EERYE
EFTIE AT RE oy - M TR R Ry B e HUift AR B 3> Tk
B 2BSE T > EEERGEISREEIERER (5RIOH > 2004) - B
B G - IR L R SRR 2 - 2 B T HRGES ) EEE TR
SePERL ) EE (BREEID - 2012) - BLGE A0t R EBRAYACH 2 — » B 20k
ME @ FREFEEBH®RZNZRIN  WEBEEAET RS 8 5 PR - s E
EANHEEE—TRe s 2 i > B AR A S stz K SRRy - B2
EHERBHEPRER HE R —fEMNEN A S ERI(E AR & BRERTESN
FRAFHEREMENEE  HREAFEBRRHATFRK  Emiysat e EESE 0 2 E
BT -



TS Eaa T 2 IRHE FE

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

1-2 B5EEn

P AR RIRERI S - A MURARHYAEIE T IVA FTiss - TR G
50 F] 70 FEAUSy T EMOHE | FrE AR A R B E S © 70 ) 80 AL T HE
MoHE ) Nk RN E ) SR EY S E R 2 7K 0 80 F] 90 A
BNy TRIENE > BE 90 UL - sREHIV S EE S T B T BN (B
SO 1999) © fEBEFHEUN TS - B S E RIS TR B L - BHEE
ME - ANAZmEREX § 1EE MBS - seathlin A et & =T
FORELLEL G2 7 RE AR DT AR FE A B RUE 52 R e M (B AR D B (bR
il > 2007) « FRAZIS BT (2010) &5E RS 75 2K Ym B 4 2 1 15 Rl
sT=JEZX (Donald A. Normaan, 2005 ) $EtHHE(EE FET =/gX (4fE 1-3) > =]
HEET R B R R RS » TG ERRPBRE - OB B E R HEE L FRK
TR T FROKA A - R LB R LA EL HE - fEFERKEX
FLABRT Z 15 - R BRI (U Bz i - OF 28 A PB4 AT RE R oK e
i (kBT - TR R DUE R ETOR o RIE » ZE Sn AR B AP VARE TR - T
HEBS AT FERHEOE BHYRER BN ERERE G A m A S FTE

IR -

TBEREE K (SEAVHED

[EFMERRK
(EERME) (AP FAT BT )
AHESE R PRAERR K
(ThREME) (H— R ARIHE)
BHNEFTKEX B ERET =X JHEE TR BUE (A

&l 1- 3 JHE(EEHE =8
BERAR © BT 0 2010

4



PRa S a2 T TRHE BE m

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

FE R R U BRECATR R Z /0 aifrl 225 DB R B RS H

TR BEEASIG RS AL (EANEEBEARRDY - SRR SR G
fEEnIFSERTI T (T TE2MTFEHED - 1994) > ARAERGET R b R RE 2 A K
LIS T] - R AR SEATE (BB > 2009) - HHEMLATEEEH
AR A RERVE B - & T AT ) Z(BECR A HEETEE SRV EZENR
2 IR R it FHESARIIRIFRTAE - 1 B S & 0 R SR R 7E el 3% 2 B 2 ]
it I MBS IBERG T H B A a2 S AE R fn R T
AEMBDHEE TS - BTN LDHEERNEEE AL 115 i (20 1-4) -

L
Y
. 1R TR e
L e T
MR
3

I A S E i A

[ 1- 4 78 B e AR
BRI © Abreia s

it TER (1992) —F st " BANESE » A1) E N E et
FEEEEE R - 2 BT B A A B AR i R AR RS BEEREN
5T HIEAM IR B a0 R St R B A0 > B B B 7] s B HIRR T S -
DU i Z Wk IR 2R S8 g asa TR 0 [E2ARER S DHE S BDE » AL # A HA
ar B > AEET S TR AEE - Et B A LR SR TR T TN

5



PRa S a2 T TRHE BE m

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

BHNEENENR - LGRS LS - 280 N BEERME AR T i —

o S NEEELES T EE ) BT REE ) EEEEEN - SEtEE
DR SR RSB BN S e HE A R - NI ARSI B T
TR RRE > R VRIS B 7 B ek T 175 R PR (RN 2R - G DA B ARG »
PTG T an B BN B R AR - A B S R R B s TR
BT - WA R AR AR s T hi % 2 SRl -

1-3 HHFEHIY

AW FE R AL B A S R T 22 AR (E 1R %675 ( Evaluation Grid
Method, EGM) #E1TRERNEK » Had EEMnFT B i 2k I Z R ] > R — DA
JHEETER > FEM Kano 4SBT S5 fn 2 an'E B B i FET O AH B
M > BREIE Raseat on B (BSLHRr FIBT ZARIRA) » 1 A FEA JHEE TR OKIEA -
Ry R EE B S F 2 275 L AIE Pl » BRI Ao HRVATT -

L BET MBS E 2 R
2. DNEIERZEGTRE  rirEaat @I e S & s Z e HE T -
3. Bz MBSE 2 sETE > SRR ELE 22 -

1-4 WFEHE

{RIEHTSE H YRRt Z AR Al 73 B = RPE RS - 53l By T HETLBASE T 1)

B1J77% o~ T EEBROITELE TR )~ | RCR BRGS0 A0 1-5 B o



PRa S a2 T TRHE FoE R

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

T M R 0TS 5% - Bk
) 4

W E H )

W TR

B SOIR SRR R
LPEAE LR ROLE REEME BATER Kk
THERR TR 5O A B Kano i BT 7

==

o

A
R
7 Ak i
i
s AP HE vl
S5
i TR

RS

Kano 4 i & A

i B U TR

hE AEHE

1- 5 WHFeitz



PRa S a2 T TRHE BE m

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

1-5 BFFed B SR

AW R R RS B AL > AR EAREE AR % - DT STiR A B
FLIHREME R EREE MR AL B AR aEmiE 2 BERRE Rt e R mIR &
SR - M PABESUERT e IR - A2 2RI ~ &ORE AT ZINZ - AWTFER
HoTRIE AT -

. fERHERE AR > ZIRPEE EH= R - EUEEAETHRS > B
FERABIRAHIRG] - SRR RS A LA 2 - ATREE R
LR A E e R LA fn R TR -

2. BEELMNGEBZ SR TN » B EmN R EINS - SRES
WRRRZ — o BARBEET RS - S AN Z > gl
R ERGNEILHE P ZEEAT ~ BEROARE « (RH A=
ps MR TERlE A L > A B SE EAREGEZNEE -



PRa S a2 T TRHE FE SURSET

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

BE SRS

2-1 2L

2-1-1 AR

BRI HARA T ARV EC RS it - R RO R AR EOe 3R (8 A RIB AT A 240 -
BAEESY) e E e eeinyzEm - HEHAMNE - A-F ] s@ra 02217
HL Il e T M i > B HUSGEE B« Bag 27230 1 R " sac > [BIRAESE -
L7 R L SRR RS AT IR A BT SR BARY « A2 TR & A5 3R T —(E
M T Aulmoniere  HYLEIRY)kn AT ERERS » BAEfEGR = T LICHYER S _Ear AT
ot Ryt (BT 2008) - BEEAIERFATESEAYRE K - EUIHEY AU ~ FEt
Thit ~ WIEAIMR S SRR & - ASHEC M dr P B IR SR A - 12/ NCZHY
R > 20z g ey & (e VEAE S EAREEREE— LR SRAUERS » HSSE AN E H
ThiE « B 7B/l - BER RS ER - EImEEE R SIRET « LI4L ~ — AR
BN —(EZ$8 AL » 2z EIRERRT » BRI AR (B -RASCEEA - g
BeE—(EA IR ANRIER R AR LUK B 2o bttt fim o & 2P R R ML 2R
IR EE Y BRI 8 Ry BER RST Y B e A~ R~ S
B ~ FRCA  HRRL - g - BAEARLIRZE (Critchell, 2000)

BT R R > S At SR I (e B A DR EIR R S %
AURAAR ~ U8 ~ gl FA - R ESC RIS - AR BV E g E
B AEE B - BT EIZR/VEFLCR LS GRER K KR
RN @RE ~ B LR A b an - PACeT Y ELES RS e/ - A R S — AV NEERE

9



PRa S a2 T TRHE FUE SURERET

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

A~ — SRR EURGSRRL - FHIE AT AL R BT U RE S B L VP A ]

Hy A anPE B - TR EIRY AR ap Pl B th » B AT & E st Ry i D e YY)
(Wilcox, 1999) - Bf 25 H » B8R F e —HFHAVECH - BFEEHSHER M
AThRE Ll e A [F A S AU RE 2 MERY R SR (Roseann, 1999) > G1ERER L0 A= JEHYANE]
SUEER - B REE R RN AR ARI O - (RS A LT LR -

FERHTRIUR S > FEREE T BB E T2k (2014) —F thir LR AT IR L)
AE » ARy Ry HR ARV ~ Rl ~ R L ~ $2 0 (NSRRGSR A~ BRI T
SEEAEEA R - 8 > 2RISR E S - iR B e b B
FOHED B2 T SUALHYAS AU S H B A TS A 35 i 3€ %) - Fashion Design Course:
Accessories(2012)—F H {5 I (£ BILRHYELE THE AN THRE » FHET 2 S5 R i HY

B R R 28 I anfEVS Iy R 200 (413R2-1) -

% 2- 1 LS

By st EH

B2 H1(Doctor bag)

19 4B 20 WA #IHY B AR B AR T8 > AR sl PR ERE &
P - EA TR RN FH A

%75l (Backpack)

R RE TR B R R EJLMEEﬁHBM’M%)EZ‘%E CEHIEEE
BRI  REBALREA AL

FEFr B (Tote)

R~ FREGEMEIEN IR E A EANELS BFEIERE
ZERW BB

gLl (Kelly bag)

ETE 1956 SEHEELTEF TAC B #T45% HlA((Grace Kelly)Fr{#E & - &
S ft:(Hermes)Btais Han 4 RFlFTEL - ©EABRAVIZIR - THEF
EraTE - HEEIRE S iR 2 BElAE -

S

10



PRa S a2 T TRHE FUE SURERET

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

S

Sl SREA

7KAfEL(Bucket)

B3 B ARG H 2 KA TR A2 B I E S i A e L1 AT
AHERHVRHE > HIHEA LT AT HGE

{97123 (Shopper)

£ AR B Y HEEFIERELS  HERE —ETIE > IR EE
HEYIER -
H#/5](Bum bag)

7 bum EHREELE 80 FAAREENSHE  HAK MBI
REER > H IR 2 Ry Eh B MR TR -

&% EL(Shoulder bag)

A S B T TR T B4R - B B T -

=% H(Laptop bag)

EA TR - AR - PR 2 -
WA e S -

FE=HE AL (Frame clutch)

S D EIEASCE - AR R R RHERER - B
=R

— 474 E) (Satchel)
. SUASEAL - (EEEELIRRE] » WATHYIRTTEE o A B R R £2 1 B )
BEAYJERED - L DL =R A -

141 (Frame bag)

(e E SRRk LKL - R EEAT(EA > HLDAEZRIE Rt -

 EfZE I (Messenger bag)

e 0 TR A £ S AR B A B (T BT
S -

K¢ 115 E(Boston bag)

JEE BRI > B R AT EME AT B T4 - FEE I LT AYE
HOPH R IR -

&7 T%S(Duffle bag)

A e (E B PRI T RS » Wl R (B > AW RE T - mI{E
FoerEl o

@R
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

S

el SREA

[B|f5 %3 (Barrel bag)

(
d /(. BTERESHITARER > EBR S MRS BT -

FZ41(Clutch)

Fo—dEAY H R i a VLSS B TR TE T E R
R R el -

+ 5]4%(Toaster)

) DSPHHAYERE RGP TRERATEHRE - BRI ERESEFAREL > AT A
v EEEEE L BRI REACT -

7K &% E1(Hobo)

HRIE H SR > DS ERVERIELE Ry SR E M mT RS MERY R RS
EEEES -

R B EL(Bowling bag)

£ Y S R A A TE DB CLFR AR - J A L (R BB BT
B4 (IS LS S -

ERIAE - Fashion Design Course: Accessories, 2012

R ITEEES . TSRO M SR RThAe e R |-
(R B - TS FAMER - TR - B AT S R AN
#1% .

2-1-2 WA E B

ELCERETE A& AR ZCMER(E FHY B R S R B DD RE M s - 2
s TR ARG T A - NEEAE S FME T I ~ SME ~ AE - BB s T e Bias s
FHIE MO H B R BV RAGEET - B M E BRI ¢
1. FZ&(Leather)

FZiE BN B2 BERpEEE% - &CERRIEIETR - EARRE  (EREBEET -
A TRE R S A ~ B SO ~ BRI SERK - 3T 2 R B B IR fy EL A7 (Genuine
Leather) » ZA1M {5 AR £ B EEAME Ry K 2 R (AT B AR R D AR By
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

NiEZ M (Man-Made Materials) © i 57 ~ g 57 ~ BES R B2 R s HBRAY » K7

AIZAE PRI Ry SR (H EL B Rl s ~ BN RRIA « 2GR F R (1708 2 A
T — R L E A2 2 (5057 BH(Smith, 2005)
2. AFfkl(Fabric)

{SE SR RHESAE & 2 20A% - AT - 4550 - 8 - B R8T - &
FE4H4E(Polyester) ~ JERE(Nylon) » B RHEHIME -
3. HaEk(Beads)

ERER R LA o EO LAY 2B - fia S RE (E E 28 Bt SR PR B B DASR i 5
T EEREACHT - RERESIINT REAT BN - WE K BEIA S RS
B ARIB RS B 2R IR EE S EE R EHAN TS > —LEEI S LA ABON B B
H CE0% ( HI(Smith, 2005)
4. %/&Metal & Mesh)

Mesh bag L8[ Fyish 4GRS F R Ivie 25 - A ~ IR - HA

BEEL ~ [ERESEF R R © 25—{15 Mesh bag {£ 1820 S i — (&SR IT H 52 & 24T

0

Y o EE A Whiting & Davis [REUE S B BAg@E M E %23 - BB
TERZIRVERAE - S RN RGBT 8505 B 5 | T HMNEA A iUt Tl
%1 Paul Poiret 5z Elsa Schiaparelli &5 EL##EE% 5T (Johnson, 2002) °

5. #AE(Plastic)

|

e

BB RS0 T EARIE AR - A J0E - ekl - EY
ErRtEiE BT - BB EE R NIEATE - [ERRFETR ST > S — M -
6. THYIEHAE(Straw)

TR htEY) ERElY ~ RE - BT R B IS HVAAE - A% EE
B EHEMANES - wEECEAA VR - #EER © & SEEARRE -
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

FRIBEER 0 (2010) ZHFesdEtt - BRG] oy Ry NS MER Gt (403%

2-2) FEHREARITA L - EEIIRVENE - BIFERTS A B0 EFE s sl

BLREGRIER R D1 &5 OSSR TAmEm e e L -

% 2-2 HASERE

= S

&I (Front body) LK% /5 (Back body) » JELESITHYEHE
FH (Body) WBAEEERECREEIINMEEIREAYEL - (£ LRI
AYER D KR BaT R > R EAYES D AT Rk R -

(AR EEE MRS R B R H RS - ARRE

<1§ﬁ20 50 A5 Pocket SN NI 2R - MU
TR TSRS -

o (e PP ERB AL B ik H 9Bt -

o, | BRI - KU EGER A

T LA I E B fHORAVEERE - B (R0E R -

FEEA LRGSR EEL DUER AT
fj T BE) > AT R IR TR T LU i T2 AR A AT
4k (Handle) — HYRA{ElE L NEEEER S 1 FHE A B LSHIHIE © 24
1 PR R DU R e I DAY -

7R {2 7 Airs £ e A MR TIER R & B B R
(Handle 8y > 2 /1 BT AR B BERE 75 17 90 DL R B L8 1Y BB R T 5%
Wrap) % t/AESREAEIR S B AGSGT BLRE.

Ry 72 HEETFLUE R R TR EY) - NIEETEiE

&iim LTSS R T - DB BTG B

sy PR B T IS TG0 A IO R
P R -

g SURBIER - REERE LR B R 0

Shonider BT » BTSRRI

by MEREER AR » 2R

WM S BHINEME > TS B -

@R
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

Sl

it 2RE

& L HAE FAE R St i SR B AT EEfBA L > I H
¥5(Flap)  $EHCEEATI(Buckle) sl & i iT1(Magnetic lock) 2 E Ry Bl o 14
& > DIECRBI A REEE 2 IR YY)

4R R BEF S0 ERHE B L > T LB B
T (Plancl)  TERIELRE RS -

%:[:
%% sy ECSIRERAESR G SR MLl - DL
@21 LN - RIS e B LS (Side
ron
pocket) US4 22k 2] -
P ‘ )
. P LS A R -
(Lining)
FEESS iR TR | R P B L A
(Inside Back | ZF{4 F 6/ IMEIES » WILUSERL S 5 TR o A58
Wall Pocket) | B FHESSSE © i R SR SR E (i R 2 e -
IS N EELS
A a?;Z* BB SR » R BB LS A B LIS T Hr - L
2 N TR
4 Pocket)
[y
T BT B A SN A [T AP B
e ECUTHBARSE A AT E R ALY
o R B ] DAL B - JR AT LB
(Divider)

WANIE R ARRER - TR Elm R HAY > AR EE—
V88 fo 5 (o FH R ol Ry — R T Y ZE ]

BRI © EER L 0 2010

BARHIRERR T EARIME RIS EERESL - BELET S aaTalEn 2 R (4
#2-3) > AL — (B2 BNV Al - TTiaka /RS HE s TRk - Mg F
[EERRFE - WSUHEHIEE - B S B A F R -
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

% 2- 3 HARZ BETRR

7 R ~ His = ALk A o Bk
gt (snap cfallsp (;)tr hook) i (Zip pullers) 3 (PiEIl)irJlrg)
1
Eilg , &l
C'Ehe)
7 FEERER - R A - ey
g2 (ram ring}z) i (belthﬁuckles) ik nail and rivets)
» <,
]2 ]2 i @ F %
¢\
éb
A AR
7 I o - o LR
gt (clasps) ik 21(1)(1)11'1?((115553211)6) ik (top stitches)
BE | B 0/\ EH
' 4 &
. Fi y fir o o IR
e (handles and straps) e (zip fasteners) 2 (adjustggg:p:?oulder

Ela ﬂ Elg | s

ERIAE  Fashion Accessories, 2009

2-1-4 R EEHRE

BLSE A RERC B S S NE - THRE R T2 akaTalEis A T 15 LASE il — (BT
anHIREAE - LR B A T AR Z BC AR TR R TR EE b FERE T o
WA RS TTEINNZ © ZA1M > Seat Rl E IR A an > A fS TSR
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

A28 e HLEE 3 > LambEaKallal(1992)%4 4 = TE F R © TAE M (functional) ~
oM (expressive) K 28 M (aestheitic) > FEs%aT/fE (AE2-1) I HFEATHE
F K IFEAI(FEA Consumer Needs Model) » FRfEE R RERIEE(LAYEBFZ R » 8704

BE TR TE st

Y Y

Y

Problem Preliminary Design Prototype .
Identification Ideas Refinement Development Evaluation Implementation

el | O | | axeTAmE | | AR A T

2- 1 B s T AR
EZoRAJE © Lamb & Kalla, 1992

BEAEAY SRR T 7R 0K A A RS UM e N B - nIAEEE T H
AEEFHERE - M5 SR GE T » 2220 - FEAJHE A /R oRIHAL 2
20k B EE - #5H B RDH B E 2 BT K R A FR ok T asa T2 Al » 6 DA
SAB Ry FLAT B EER 2 AT TR 2 PR - St BRI =R IR AT
L oheett © BRI RAEHRZ 258 K XM > HEZEESSME0) ~ 7

Bl 1% (mobility) ~ &F 44 1 (comfort) ~ {x & % (protection) ~ 5 Z¢ / fit 1%

(donning/doffing) °

2. FREM BEREERREEE - HEREEEES (values) ~ A th(roles) ~ &
{yHEAL (status) ~ H Zi(self-Esteem)
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

3. SRREE ¢ B ABHSERVEYRYIER - HEZRE ST R (art Elements) »

% = & AIf (design principles) ~ & 5/ fix 2% 7 [ B9 B {4 (body/garment

relationship) °

TARGET
CUSTOMER

A, X%
%) ! Eleme® ° -Q

Q¢ o)
S9n Princ\® &

2-2 FEA JHE & T KIEAY
LR AJE © Lamb, J. M. & Kallal, M. J., 1992

e (2008) R 2 Es M T IR AE o Ry = (BB B - 58— PR Ryasat
LR ER > BT EFIMNEE - BRERAE - 55 IR B B s T
[ ETAHET - 55 =PSB RIESa TRl 2 P s T am A Y Seatie - 3¢ LR i T
solkanHBUE - &EEEEMERRIR - TREETT RE AP ER o B BN
s EERET A FINEG TR M A Z A i st R TP AR E LR
AV A TR T MR A P R P S E B A [ B E
B A LU H A 2 [ - LR R sl T B 4 1% - B Tamin e

IEQIEREEET - EAR BAE N E PR AR M T T A 2 R, -
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

2-1-5 HERFBEN
USSR A B IS - STIEWIZ SRR - (e e e {9 - B

FRE A A BT AV A T AT e ~ e ~ TR~ |PILIRESE - HAeh
TR (PE T HIT2686~2 1605 ) 5435 (5 F BT e ARz (8 Ry SR DA R SRR AT AR 5
FITLYLE - (Roseann, 1999) - FEPETTI3THECRRMR - BIERE M AN BUEEIRH &
FHACHR  BRBIZIER TR S B GIE SC o ISR R A RITH ST i L AR
W2 By TSR MDA AR O e 5 TR B LB R
A EEBEMERTEE R > M LAEREAE RS R H & 7 #fi7 (Donald, 2001) - [
& 18 LS SRR IRAT - (IR B T ZR RS G AR A
R (e A MR e A T 1RAS « WA B & BTSSRI - Frichy
Vi &L ~ 3 8F ~ BT~ (B RAVNREZE AY)in(Cox, 2007) -

(E1920 - > HRE B ITORBK(1914~1918)&5 K 1% - JARUAEEA(Art

Nouveau)§Z & 1 20 S AR M BB AN BRAGIE ORI T > ERF e B 1w je IE LR

iy

FHVFROK » T B T A SRR RS - B E L o B 2
(EEEHABAAG - & B SS s TOTR SR (s ~ RS - SR ek
(G 1A 5 2 B SO e ass TR AR 7 ST M2 B (B TR 3
HRHIRER ~ BUERGITEGT A BRI A SR 2 - iE sk S A AR TR A 12
RZ(GEE FHRamEEZEAT > 2004) o DU HEE AR & (EE A ELSE
SR R SRR
1. 1920 FA—ZBHIFAR

F—IORERGE R AR —FOER S  A IR L0 & SRR EY) 0%

SRR 5 EE 2L MR EHIRF B HYAE K - IREGHYIRTTIG<E T —V) > BiGHiE (s

BB ~ Aotk EIRAIP S - 550V ER b - EEEARIUZEES
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Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

oIS o A HE TR T REER ) AEE  JIE 1926 47804

HU - (EEAREHISHER RIS - IR - &FSBECIFRIMET e &
B E ZECAYET ) o TS EEF AT H AR E dn > PIZ0S5E] Whiting and

Davis Co. AT RIS HY 5 B AT G - sE 58 E5h T ACam e Ay 2% - PAORHY 2% lE

ZEHIEREL 3B G DI E BB AIIME - BB e BN R ACAR MR ERAY /N4

Rl K7 B A E i
2. 1930 FR—HmEAYECH
OB AR R 30 AR - AFIER TRV EER L - THet

s R0 FH e (o Y < JE AR PR AT Ak R B LR (1 7 B L SIS 2 B - TR
Tt E B E » ENEA BRI BE HAH AT R > SRR T Bk
FAY A REM: - AU B EBH AR KRB AL ~ (FEH (5 Bhh - 2= SRR EfAYACH:
b FIR7E RATER R B ER o s (ERF IRt FEHYEE A0S Schiiaparelli 5%
at— AT/ e riEiE =52 t(Pochette Bags) » £S5/ I ESH 7 A7 01 | -

FABSURBNIAT L > B AR T i AR S A S (E T U R -
. 1940 FEA-RNEZ T T/ES SRS
FEIE(EFA BB R 78 K FURER 2 M e R g E Rt gk T

AR ALY SR R B A E > SRR AR BRI T FE R E N I T
EHIIRERAE  REBCAAEBRE G P REENERK - B — A2 R T A
HIRVE 2 - BRMARY ~ STk ~ Wiy 2 EER A M - SRS HRIELS
TISAE B (I UK R R
4. 1950 FEAR—Fr=UEaTHIER

B FEERTE - N X BRIGRNEE S 2 mnEY) L M ERERGHEER
1950 FARATFEREZEE - Grace Kelly ~ Audrey Hepburm K7 Doris Day & i2 i& BE
KAk > BREAYESRERR T L E RS - [EINF 28 R L A B KAV - 2R
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FHREZEE RS AHYEGET M B A G A RS B Py -

TEHY B AR 2 0 BB AP A B E At ERAE T35 I
5. 1960 FEA—4E K7 A

FZ B e i RS A k> BTV  Hemss iy R S i S B R T
MBS 2R S ) R E R R EER > FRENEETHE T S8R
A R B RS FRAY BRI A N B R Fa R ~ RS BR L R
B Ryt 2y - T PEE A SRR ERRALEIRTT - THe S tmH & A
b~ REUGEET - G2 4RaRaT B LS ~ R IRRY Fz U ~ PAGE RV B S AU 6 -
DU BB T IRV i o R s B E R SR B E R THC8UE - 1
SR imffaest - E - BB RCPRRT e 2 FAEE T e E HE -
6. 1970 % 1980 FA—a%s Bl

70 FEAREEHE 60 SRR EEBIAYETS - 2V Tt b T IFRIRRAVAERE -
it 40 FAAVECHE EFBORITHIE AT - fEsat L 2BURIERES N (o S ]
% BN EWS ARG 195 EEEr Ay R B BB A AR E - SROEIEURIR
R i Y= RRRERIRBAAGRLT » SaTRIRE B SRR R iR - ARy
ENFERE 5 b > 40 Gueci ~ Louis Vuitton 5% Fendi ZE25 1T Sh R & - & 70 &= 80
FARIEEEHA -
7. 1990 FEA—ERIRERE RS FHYARETTH

e 60 AP T4 EUESI RS IR IRE BB OB &8
TR KL B AR BSKEEMNZEEY) - B A RERE WM
B A B e EAEAREHE T - BT ATREMERGHE - 1F Ryl (e
BB HE BB TS EAVERIRLS DU A EER R RHI B 8

MUE ESktEsT BRI E A SR B A -
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8. 2000 HF— Ry MR

FHEEAERATE R (L - BEA TS R % % - (9 -
S AP T AR BRI % « PR B AR T B LB (L PR
SPGB L - FRARIE I IhAESS - AU A RS - (ML
RS AT HER A R BRI

2-1-6 A My iE
FEHBFE S SRR A 1S AR e i e B (CRI T S ad a1 - ke

ACPARROED FriE ey - BAE Ak e\ BRI BHORITH T

AEED) > TNER B A T AREREBC A — o 2RI - AT PR s AR YR R T

K > The World of Fashion Merchandising(2002)35 H 24 D) g2 HH 43 FE 2l 1T

AramEH (40iE 2-3) - Hor R AP R - SRR |

Lo flEH B PEE ke~ BREBR BRI - IEPSERLIRE T = UE i &
EBHNATTS 2 BEEEE - RGP &S MR G B HE A
B -

2. iRt AEEPEERHYE AL (M B B R RO & - ISR 1R BB DU
RERAHIAE BRI A B EG T ES BT & > DU RGN E(ERS - BEE MBI
BHRAEA > (RS ETSTEZH 2 - HEEE NES TR - 3
HEHZIGELE -

3. &l F=FEE RS - R ELENERITEURFEKEmAK > HRE
A EEEREEZBONE S 12 &8EN © fPEEA rl e R IEGa HIHY
{0 > EAm(EHRY 1 S Ry SRS P EER A ST ~ B

AR AR AR ZE ST I -
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I
=] =
53 (Peak)
S
&
5 BB 6
% (Decline)
=
%
e
HE 7
(Introduction) {Obsolescence)

R[]
2-3 Gl A ariE
EiRIAE 2 The World of Fashion Merchandising, 2002

4. TR T NS E R EEEREIER  BERO T o TS8R T -
e - PR T VHE TR K o IR abdm R (Eaaek s - B
SEEHE (LA TR o) 2 An YRR AR S EO U R A 28 B B PR

5. K ¢ AT E IS R AT A an e OB HIPS B o LR R A G SE
ARG - SHESEEGEBEAT AR AR 0 HIGS R 5
OB -

Lynch i Strauss(2007)5 [ Sproles(198 1)zt HYRTHA Ko SR i ALY
S THESHCAINE] 2-4) > FFEHRE i E B RE (8 B H 22— B S A SRR ]
RHAEF e A E — (A E AR HE E o RrE —E 4 - Sana
Mahmoud Abbasi(2013 )7 R RTERF [ 56 & GRS T & S Flie B E i
FAFEPEEHYTTS - o] o REm] R S8 SR By o] AR an AR (408l - &EstiE
anH RGN G e iy - (DA R SO E ST > PIAI-F#EE polo 2
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& MR E R TR A E R FE bR = N B R IR R RG]

SIS HYSCRY > PIATATI SHER B R B e (i  JRATIERY A T 5
SUSHHEENH > WRERFER TS - EREERT Z5E -

ey
N>
- T~
Ve S
/ ~ _
/
1
< /
J& /
/
/
ZH /
ﬁ\\{% 4
s 0 i
\‘ -
-~
— —
A7 ] >

2- 4 AEMERITA A
BRIFE ¢ Sproles & Burns, 1994; Sana Mahmoud Abbasi, 2013

2-2 LN E L

M SRR R BB TR IS LM AMERE L A > I R
TR RERVRENN - 2B RE I 98 > iR HE TS > LM HEHEEA &L
PAEREER Fl ot - B E SRS E Y B R R I - ENTFE > mliL
MERBETT Ry oy Ry MR B R BV B TR A 2O e o G R A =4
SEGENEY) - SR T AR TR NEPAREEE TR, AN ERE
FEan kRIS ) K2 EIMEARE > HAUBEEIES AR GEE
HOMEREE - ity T ERMDONER ) (H5535 > 1986)  (COREER(1988) B MK
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BT NIVERE T I E ) st X E  BROEBEEE 2 THEY) -

L T - ORI B MR B ) EERET

Martha Barletta(2004)fz 88 fje% 1€ (Spiral Route) A%itE (AIE 2-5) ke
LCMEREEARE S - BB ESGIPATIERE - (AR EFS Bt BT > 1A
GHEE AR AR RS ZRBMERHERSS B =0K RIFHIIRS
[ZZ o ZeHERIE DL — S ER A F A e A - B PSS R RH A E N R ~ B E

&Gl - DEsoRoe RS - B G AR T R AR -

il e A R HASE RS R

BB —» » » » >—) FUFHRE

LB Om T

2-5 IEHRRR AT AR
ERIAE © Martha Barletta, 2004

Martha Barletta(2004) 5 4 —2545 H S22 20 H 2 DRI VU KBRS 57 Al Ry th
EE ~ AVEERRENZE - SEEINURER I - TSI RN ZR G R A
Z2 (A0E 2-6) - SR ¢
I HtEEEES

FLMEH NERI A E A FERVE IR - £ ABRR R BB MEEFEALE
WVERVEEEL M > G AP SR R EREE o e N ERE
R LR A4 o T PUEHTARE Y - P S > B TR
SN > LS ECE AT » SRR R B b & -
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2. AEMSRERE
A TE B R RTER | MR BRI R [E 2 BR AR R B SR TS
BRI E—REE - S —(ER R E N E A BEEmE 0 - AfL
MERTATEIG— 02 H - (ERIIGRIET SIS E AT - BRI
TR EN SR -

TESFEIDTH » BRI » e AT b JUEEE B H AR - 2L
MR REES - H M SR A SR R R - O B AREERE, - (RIEAE
4 R DI HERTRE - (BN SEGaRRNWER - K5
GHOHEBENEE -

4. HIBREE

SR B AR R B - 55 M S SR U A R EE AR
DI AR T s - BRIER R mN s - ARG SEEE © M
A S FAATETRIBRAL - EEREICRAVE RFAAHHE - EENE L HHES

JEFTEE RIS - BB BIIR AR T AR s AR RE (4

e EES

4/
FNE

2%
i
op
by

Wi ke

2-6 MERlgiZs 2 2

ERIAE © Martha Barletta, 2004
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PRI > oRTEsEr 1M1 (2001) FHor 32 Rl — UL MR B B REEH

HIEEARTE] > KR 2R E B > AR REYIE ERVFRSK > AR A i

AR NILE — R E e SRS R E Ay M E R LA E

EAFERESE - MR EEA BB JHE BT IME R [F - B 57=(2002)

Ao tritde th2eMop g g BA LU N HEE N > ST

L A EIUEERR N EMH I Bl i R 0EhY) N E R E bRy aa
GRIEERE " ETHEE ) s

2. ISR WENRYENE | JERATHER MR AR AR -

3. AL BHSENFH R L SIS ARE MG - RS -

4. SFRER IREEEZ S 0 Bt A g EEH R -

5. SEEREEREHRE AR =B U MERAR T E I
EEAEER

6. FEZHEPINRE © B ERERY By S S e 5 17 -

7. BRG] - REBEPERRER - ¥TE - BERIBERC R AHTT o

8. (REFRFENELR | KM S HhREVRPY - BREHhRARRTT ~ £ad) > DL
KEE ORISR -

Hnf

MEEREEE K - TEHE TS B TN E O B S
RS HECMHEAHER - SR HE R T 5 B AR eI B
PR E TG R R G AR 2R - WA fm s B RR KSR B At » A RESIEFIR
5 ZCHEHEE HOCRIRER - B2 TE05 0 > [ERR S
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2-3 ExEtEE

2-3-1 eEHBEZ ERESEH

FEanH G TR BUE R TR B8 IRV IEAE TR #E i aG T AR BAG BN
B 2 TR wkEt /R E G T RV EC & DUBES R4S R (Gregory >
1966) - [ FTaE A E T M E an B AG A AR SRR R I EFEZ4HFAEAINE
RSFRUIN ~ Bk~ REAE ~ 25 ~ BUSTTEFBIE - A ERVELAE HA FRTE
ST - meat B R SE R B IEH = (BRZRZ > 2005) -

TREEFE (1990) Rt BME= A T BEIF Ry et E RUERVER | - Adn
B R DAST S R 28 = M (fitness for use) &£ > ZAT > B M R AR MEAD
EMHEEEN saTBIE N E S ERERME » 20 HS M E S
—(E HAY - KERZELREEAET (1996) FrElE RIS B3R - Ky Rtk - 1%
RE ~ A~ IR~ &K AREROTTIGTEIEER Wl TESR (AR 2-4) -

R 2-4AmEERR
| SRR
SMNERHE B ATENZME - AEmHTR N - RE - HE
FEAnHIAT R SR BRI 2 SRR - BIANSE SRR B0 B AN E 8

frEaE N AR DI
TSRS AL - ERERTHE S5 SR SE L

Mo miE ESREHEOERRS AR Rl
S g PEOP BRI - BIAIEVIE - ECTE
% RS - U
BERT ERESIRE > T - T SN
(ERE FERERILC CRYEREL BUORE - TR
WEHE SRR  PIEEY | S
f OBE ESEAERCE - WHEIRECE - BME LAY - BBk
S o ESEALZZEN OB 50 2550
% b BB Tt

EIhR

28



PRa S a2 T TRHE FE SURSET

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

T
BB Ea | DR
&tm BB F A0 0T B R I 517 FE S © SRR
R AL E > (L AB SRS H b8 o] LR Y
T s EROREOCN OTBEATR A (R RETEE
W (LB A A BT AR BROR BIE SR 5 %
= S T
BRE e oo e B feT - B0 SRS ELA
e
N e | EOTRT AT ZEE - PIEEDTOAR DA EE
2 F1p L AR SATEEN » SR it L F 52
L o VRN REOSEIRRTG  TAA R R
= > B ~ (RS S S =
G EME DR RLgE s B -
U meeaE B R SN I - vk
e i L T
Crmp | FECOEEATRRAIA TR TIE R P 40T DK P I R A
? e 2 (F SR BE ST IENE « TORME - DREE
vy RS SRR AR Y AR - BT
g Ry RO TRt T | 1R S 2 il Fi
o owR BEREREES
ROWMAR oo e SO - R R
(RN
gﬁz 7 R T I e 25 ) R o e 5
i T S Y (L S 75 RS FED » SR B 1 e R (7
B AR SRR SRR GGG PR ER R N -
ES R T SRR 7 (e
gy, EIRESCEERROSEE - (LB IR AT
=T e (RREBE RN
2 R SRS - GERREES  MA TR
Bl EESMEE - 4 - ORI E SR TR o
— @%imm%%méﬁmmﬁﬁéﬁ B R B &
‘ £ H Bk AR R AR
T SN BRSNS RS PN EIIREL THS
% SEEME ERAEESTEYR A8EE - MP3 JESTE - PDA &
= S AR 5 B A~ BRI = (EPSES - ) A TG R
B EORMYE [ - DB TR S - B e i
e PR et » 7 e P A S T o
BERIAE © KER% - FREEFE 0 1996

29



PRa S a2 T TRHE FE SURSET

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

David Garvin(1984)RI[$2 tH 5% et & 4 HI4EE (Quality Dimensions) » HEFHH K HS
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s PR T o B A B P B
(feature)
ISR B LS I R By - E— SR e
(reliability)
etk TR {EATR RS
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s K EREBER
5
EEFER 4 2 (238
BIEfEH
EE TR
RFR/N EEME
e HEBE O
~ie KEME BT EAfE
shem
BIERA

i
g% IBIRHAIR
BiftRE
2- 7 Tty 240500 S S M
ZRFJE © Hubka & Eder, 1998

32



PRa S a2 T TRHE FE SURSET

Evaluation of Attractiveness Factor of the Work Bag to Women in the Workforce

ERERFT ARSI E 251 I HAZRIFr R AVl =0k Al 5%

ST e BE A - EEARPTREHY N BB ME RS MR e s AR E A  DASREA - |
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TR - SiTEHE SRS - ST ARG E SRS E L L (FIIE
YA 2000 ) &EH T BB B S TR BB A ALY T FUREE fhasea T 2 i el
(o AT DU A an Y ST ACE > 1T AlE (B r Vet (I ERE > 2001) -

% 2- 7)) T i AL

il (Area) 54 (Peculiarity) M ~ Bigm & 7772 (Concept, theory & method)
E#: (Definition)
#H(Recognition) WAE A
(Inclusive recognition)
FETE [EllE %l
(Basic E23¥(Learning) (Pattern recognition)
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(Planning) (On-site thinking) (Scenario making)
& s TR TEAL S0 ]
(Design) (Design strategy) (Positioning) (Cognitive Map)
At JFAURIE EHE2H
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112 (No satisfaction) | 5 FREAIHE " IEA R E(No dissatisfaction) ; > H7ik
RE2-OFTRHY TS B BN Z NG BN R - EEZ A g A
i B R ENE N E ISR » HER R AIEHE N -
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2. —4E5E (One-dimension)
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EBINE R BN o (X)) T 7 > 5 E E Bk ES B L TR

25 - JHEE G R R AR A N B AR T E A (S E A an ek B E
R g5 RN EETR AR inE o B A E BRI % E R R
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Fre =X /4 HFTE A REVE A2 NEEL
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