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Abstract :

The purpose of this research is to examine the ¢ingiathe Big Five personality traits
(conscientiousness, openness, and agreeablenesstoosumers’ company
identity(identity similarity, identity distinctivess, and identity prestige)and on
consumer-company identification. The paper alsareémes the mediating role of
consumer-company identification in the relationsbgtween consumers’ company

identity and customer loyalty.

Data were collected from a sample of 201 custorfrerm a Health Evaluation
Center in TaichungResults show thgpersonality traits (conscientiousness, openness,
and agreeablenesgyedict consumers’ company identity (identity similaritylentity
distinctiveness, and identity prestigeand that personality traits (extraversion,
conscientiousness, and openneaffect consumer-company identificatiorzinally,
consumer-company identification mediates the mtahip between consumers’
company identity and customer loyalty.The resediraings are discussed. The study

also offers suggestions on the directions for fit@search.
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E 24 R 530.4%(N=41) ~ R+ ¥ (518.4%(n=37) ~ FF 1+12.9%(n=26)
BB E18.4% (n=37) 5 FT AR A G 0 4 F (E25% (n=52) & %
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LG 2 XA PERBAERNEE LA L g B AR B R 4
E Lm0 H - AL Ty RN LR O R R Ak o R
B¢ o ypnl e sl 4 (Identity Attractiveness 7 s0BE ok o 04§ H A 5E

e Ap o2t (Identity similarty)(4 #4878 )~ g X #%3 anfb 3 14 (Identity Distinstiveness

(5 ®4E78 ) % s #- (ldentity prestige (4 #4578 ) ;

v

¥ = %> 2 Costaand McCraci# 11 enT + T A R BFF £ 454 5 = Bifs o
T gt (conscientiousneds(3 4277 ) ~ B 2+ (openness (3 B AL ) &2
#M.A-4 (agreeableness(4 BAEIE ) 7 2k i ﬁ ARBEHES &

Wir e TP ELBR )2 OBHE > Fe i NARMTR - FERP

v

At d 10 migtk? SHEEAREDR O FEHEP LTI FEE BEERL
PAEEAD MR EFERT o B EAEA Y 3 4 (Likert scale) T gk ®
Byrasf kAL TAY2RE T2 RE TRAR TRE T

FIRA A8 1.2-3 4534 o

$Z& GRENA
AF g s AMOS 18 sui* $cff e 7 & 1 %1% 4 17 (Confirmatory Factor
Analysis, CFA) Z#E F 8 R & 2R » NARGRE R DGV AT 5 27 1 1)
7558 o HFEMFE A $I(CRFA)E + = B ¥ » 27037 &> Agfr+ 2
R R A D RA L TP EE S ROAd) s FH B 3 &
T e B PV 4 E (3RS # 0 2001)
% CFA ¥ - ixp& Hair et al.(1998)& Bentler(1996):£ 3% > & % F 73] 3 &

B % Goodness-of-fit index (GF1 0.9~ Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI}> 0.9~ Incremental
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Fit Index (IFI)>0.9~ Comparative Fit Index (CF}}0.9+ 2 % df <5(% & % 3-2)fv

=+ = (X2)7' MERE TPRIPIBEHAUNZEZLERE -

% 45 B HCA iR AR

fe i 3p ¥ ERE R
v (Chi-Square &) g
% df <5
Goodness-of-fit index GFI) >0.9
Comparative Fit IndexX CFl) >0.9
Tucker-Lewis Index( TLI ) >0.9
Incremental Fit Index_IFI) >0.9
Root Mean Square Error of ApproximatigiRMSEA) <0.08

FH kR ELE (2001)

- ~GBRAT

TREd- PRRL AR B RN RREN A RRE S G 0 B
Porirgen, EAp B4 - R ¥ LR Al R RPN 0 B4 PIM- K
Mg IR F . (Churchill, 1995) o 4 g 34k & 82 *4] > A7 A BEFTS
B CFAA T » % — B 23 dod 4-8477 » A A ¢ %1z = 431.140 %
df = 3.593 ; GFI = 0.659 CFI = 0.882: IFl = 0.883; TLI = 0.849; RMR = 0.021-
LHm 2 CRESF 0.7 7 LHEe &3 P 30— )i 52 BLH© 80
dod 4-6977 o BREFiE B ¢ xass) = 431.140 y?/ df = 3.593 ; GFI = 0.659 CFI
= 0.882; IFl = 0.883; TLI = 0.849; RMR = 0.021> - % #& 2 CR 5% *

0.7> 37 &£ o & F P 3%- R o
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#u4p it (Cronbach s a =0.754; AVE=0.879; CR=0.934)

i Ty ) Y R oAl B K o 0.782
Azni T o) ¥R REAHET TR o 0.919
CiEds Y o | TR %35 d » B LR NB AR o 0.915
NP o ) NG R PHER ARADBHEIES o 0.871

W i+ (Cronbach s a =0.754; AVE=0.867; CR=0.938)

E Y ow ) PG B aRERR G o 0.856
Mg o e RS R 0.922
Mt ? ) #3 £ b aiE R RIS o 0.855
Ttk o PRIRIAARE B G S o 0.847
M ) TRERRIRBET LRI oo 0.856

#u] & (Cronbach s a =0.754; AVE=0.725; CR=0.816)

watap P o p TR ) ARTRERY S 0.707
R TR e A g A i 0.702
IR < F.’g%ﬁé.ujﬁn;ﬂ’%’fﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁfﬁf{j B e e 0.767
AiE R o i AR F RS 0.727
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% ATH S Sl B

Bt (Cronbach s a¢ =0.951; AVE=0.932; CR=0.952)

ApE LG ke 0.914
ENTE B m 1 e 0.970
N S R 0.912

B 2z 4 Cronbach s a¢ =0.738; AVE=0.738; CR=0.814

AREEA P 0.654
AK & EBT 0 ARRET 0.861
AR A e 0.789

4wt Cronbach s a =0.777; AVE=0.782; CR=0.867

ARSI L S SR 1.595
NEgFRApEEF R 4 o 0.793
A EART AP o 0.804
AR A o 0.934

%l Cronbach s @ =0.931; AVE=0.851; CR=0.930

o S S QLS R N N S 0.905
AEHw AL R ERY o 0.88
Hed AR B T BT R o ARSI - 0.728
Fop kY o EET %%%ifﬁ"\g—k”ﬁ RE 0.844
R TR ) R A 0.898

L3 & Cronbach s a =0.882; AVE=0.838; CR=0.906

A PR R o Mk TRE G i EREEL > 2 0910
Bgrler Y v g Ag TP 0849
’Fﬁ‘:‘ :UJféfﬁ°fkg'ﬁj}kffa AR "‘Krgi—*ﬁ\:‘ ,uJﬁ *]IL’Fﬁ 0.881

0.714

EEREFe R B yoase) = 431.140 P/ df = 3.593 ; GFI = 0.659 CFI = 0.882; IFI =

0.883; TLI =0.849; RMR = 0.021-
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MRAp TR LRI E AT ENRIE Y A R T RRIE 2 F 5042 & (Cooper
& Emory>1995)- & 52 5 11 2% 7 14 7] % & 17 ¥ % e acrc & (Convergent Validity

21 % w22 & (Discriminant Validity)

Jeaerc B AR S Ny RIS R R EES RS To%
B &>+ £ (Average Variance Extracted, AVE% %)% { =& (Factor
Loading) ks jcacrck - & AVE B2 %l f F &P > 5 > AVE 8 & Jf

) 0.5+ (Fornell and Larcker, 1981 1% f i= 8 % <>~ 052 28 % o

AVE 78 2 8 4o S
AVE =" Loading’ /(3 Loading + > error)

dok 489 o ARG A AR 2 AVE @353 050 1A f R RO 0 &
Ezagse R o ¥ b Ay kg Fornell & Larcker(1981) #7#& d12. 2 2 » &
* AVE BB AR A 47 R R WPTR o F LB LEHZ AVE B3tz - A
R AP DT 2 g Bl A G AR NR o AFF T T Pearsonp
Mgk AP A 4T 0 drk 4-8977F o d AF v LG 2 AVE B35 %

EA R fp M ET S E 0 R KT AT A G LG 2R ueR .
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4l AP B AdT S 2 AVE @

S 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 (.879)
2.0 102 ge7)
3o 077 105 (.725)
A4p 021 080 g4 023 (.932)
5 101 013 045 592 (.738)
6.4 189  .014 035 549 708 (.782)
7% 071 .037 043 275 374 485 (.851)
8.4 A 063 .044 047 272 362 471 762 (.838)

01 N=201 & RILHP ¥cF 5 %% #H2 AVE B
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ARG TR 2 b B H L T ok B R ek M AR B A 51

7 5-1 % %fcz 4phE ik

1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8
LS
T ok 4100 3.694  3.93  3.940  4.017  4.040 M3 4102
Lokl e 583 642 516 659 639 612 596 581

. Bif (.931)
2. Bz 307k (.935)

3.mgep 2O sog (866)

A gnip B s 153% (L951)

5. a8 e J168% L TTORKE (.738)

6. &% 207%kk 119 L189kk T4lRkk 842%kk (.777)

7. @ 267RRK193k% 200%k  525kkk BI2RRK  BOTRRX  (.93])

8. BAAE 25Dkl 211kk 218k CO22%kk - B02%kk B8TRKKBTIRKX (.882)

0 1. xp<0. 05 » *xp<0. 01 » F¥kxp<0. 001

2. N=201 - %+ & 5428 ) e 5 % % ¥z Cronbach’ s a &
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—3*‘#%?*%&%Wﬁ?‘ﬁ@ﬁ@%’z%Aﬁ%?%wwﬁﬁ%
Bt B=0.34401 i 5.1100p<0. 0013 B btz S=0.297:t i 4.284 -
p<0. 001 ; MAe4 2. £=0.245 > t & 4.540 > p=0. 001 5 & % M ~ B2

:,‘i\ ‘f\j' __‘SK#E “1 ,"} o

5-2 = & A R & SRR L2 38 §F A 4T

ERE L paw o R
TR VS o

e 0.049 (0.727) 0.011 (0.156) -0. 068 (0.975)
5 Ay 0.007 (0.096) -0.012 (-0.168)  -0.007 (-0.096)
EX 0.029 (0.399) 0.014 (0.186) -0.021 (-0.276)
A -0.011 (-0.154)  0.007 (0.088) -0.002 (-0.026)
podc Bt 0,344 (5.110) kk
Bl . 297 (4.284) %kk
POl L 0.245 (3.494) *x
Fig 5. A1 T*¥K 3. 859%x 2. 625%
R? 0.122 0. 090 0. 063
adj R? 0. 099 0.067 0. 039




BR2AFBABFTFQ@QETE bR s c Rfcl)HBUBFLI 2o VP -

d5-2 2 A ARBFa RS L AT E A T A A RETRBE L
o Btz £=0.362-t & 5.426°p<0.001; ®zxfz [=0.234-t & 3. 316 -
p<0.001 5 MAr4 22 B=0.229 > t & 3. 266 > p=0. 001 5 o ¢t 3 R ~ B 3%

s fe S FERUPEA

R S f 2i SRRy s

% 5 T B B
]
e -0.007¢-0. 098) -0.033 (-0.461)  0.013 (0.184)
5 fir -0. 032(-. 480) -0.051 (-0.718)  -0.046 (-0.060)
EX 0. 066(0. 905) 0.049 (0.647) 0.017 (0.218)
YA -0. 017(-0. 239) 0.000 (0.001) - 007 (-0.095)
Bt 0.362 (5. 426)%kk
B s 0.2343. 316 ) **
A 0.229 (3.266) *x
F & 6. 105%kk 2. 398% 2. 332%
R? 0.135 0. 058 0. 056
adj R? -0.133 0.034 0. 032
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BRIWHARPFT@EEL DR s cRDHBHELZF 2o B F -

d 522 A A REFTAFERP LR FAFTT S ARFTHELORE
Btttz B=0.333 >t i 4.941 > p<0. 001 ; Btz B=0.218 >t & 3.075 -
p=0.002; ®fr+ 2 B=0.250 > t & 3.581 > p<0. 001 ; % I Pzt ~ B i

MAcd CRHFPEEY -

e L I =28 T

i % # g i e
PR IES S
e 0.037 (0.553) 0.013 (0.182) 0.056 (0.805)
5 fir 0-.069 (-1.009)  -0.085 (-1.212)  -0.081 (-1.166)
EX 0.028 (0.384) 0.013 (0.168) 0. 022 (-0.293)
YA AF) -0.031 (-0.417)  -0.015 (-0.191)  -0.022 (-0.289)
S
Bt 0.333 (4. 941 ) %kk
B 0.2183.075) %
o 0.250 (3.581) kx
F & 5. 417%kk 2. 284% 2. 964%
R? 0.120 0. 055 0.071
adj R? 0. 097 0. 031 0. 047




& ARFFTERF

BRABARPFTQ@QESE DB cR{rHE TR
<A *)é';}'i—%ﬁ_éfvnuﬂ?' gy gp ’

4 43R ¢
—g/”g‘sf—';‘,}}]\‘:’ °

d5-2 = & A R RN p i iF 4 47 1 e
e R e
MAed 2 £=0.175 t & 2.324 > p=0. 021 ; #RPGEE ~ B3~

£=0.192-t & 2. 623 p=0. 009; Bzt 2

S

%‘o
=y

£=0.167-t & 2. 161>p=0. 032 :

MAvd FEF

% 552 « A RFFERF 2 iF 417
i % ¥ BN BN BN e
ik E S
g -0.093 -0.093 -0.073 -0. 046
(-1.414) (-1.625) (-1.359) (-0.946)
F# -0. 057 -0. 065 -0. 087 -0. 062
(-0.805) (-1.034) (-1.491) (-1.171)
By HF) -0. 046 -0. 043 -0. 037 -0. 026
(-0.646) (-0.685) (-0.37) (-0.499)
po e
) KA 0.192 0.071 0.018 0.017
(2.623) * (1.081) (0.289) (0.299)
R d el 0.167 0.094 0.132 0.142
(2.161) * (1.347) (2.051)%* (2.410)
g4 0.175 0.136 0.124 0.089
(2.324) * (2.045) (2.002)%* (1.552)
Ap 0. 482
(7.815) xxx
pieE=g el 0.572
(9.993 )xxx
L 0. 652
(12.530) #xx
F i 6. 30%xx 4, 729%%x 20. 818xxx 29. 594xx%
R? 0.186 0.083 0. 464 0. 552
adj R? 0.156 0.065 0. 442 0.534
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BRSHH P e TRNHLBRLILEL-
1245 Baron#2 Kenny (1986) > ¥ /isc% = > & % K r BiEi 1 (1) p B5%

RO RFERREAAAMN (2) P A RAL AL EFAAM S (3) p AR

B ARELEFREEFRME (4§ AR AR p ORI kIl
GERTIEF AR o 522 % A BT IR 1 R AT o

Bt
=
ey
=
:%\‘
#
3

1355 4p 1042 B=0.047t & 0.549 p=0.548 4+ 2. £=0.088>
& 0.834> p=0.405; ¥ 2 [=0.588> t it 5.848> p<0.001- yHt#tinlk 1§ F »
fp 0242 £=0.039 t & 0.462: p=0.645; 44+ 2 £=0.105 t i& 1.006> p=0.316;
#22 [=0591>t & 5.9755 p=0.316
04 R 4o B PRk OB 4p 02 £=0.017> t & 0.303
p=0.762; M2 $=0.007> t i& 0.105° p=0.916; ¥z =0.131>t {& 1.837>
p=0.068; 2k 2 B=0.774>t & 16.253> p<0.001c F]* » infr = 2 ¢ 4 B
LABRZM G

% 5630l ¢ A pndk 2 1k b A 4T

xR MHELBA Wk REE R GER
FRIE S

“‘M

) -0.004 (-0.073) 0.006 (0.114) -0.008 (-0.245)
5 -0.058 (-1.124) -0.046 (-895) -0.023(-0.679)
S -0.041(-0.736) -0.057 (-1.047) 0.003(0.94)
YA 4F) -0.012(-0.211) -0.028 (-0.508) 0.010(0.270)
I
B 0.047 (0.549) 0.039 (0.462) 0.017(0.303)
hEE 0.088 (0.834) 0.105( 1.006) 0.007(0.105)
i 0.588(5.848) ***  0.591(5.975) **  0.131(1.837)
B 0.774(16.253) ***
Fig 27.793% 29.659%* 90.501 %
R? 502 0.518 0.790
adjR’ 484 0.501 0.782
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