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Abstract

Faced with limited resources and constraints, business owners must have
entrepreneurship and entrepreneurial ability to carry bricolage to achieve
innovation business model, and bricolage must be knowledgeable and useful
in order to understand the connotation of resources and dialogue, and further
create resource value; In this process, whether the moral leadership of the
business owner affects the quality of bricolage will only solve the restrictions
and lose the social cost. This study was conducted with owners of small and
medium enterprises (SMESs) in Taiwan as the research subjects. Survey data
were collected from 271 SME owners, and exploratory and confirmatory
analysis on the reliability and validity of the data were performed, followed
by a Structural Equation Model analysis. This paper attempts to observe from
an entrepreneurial perspective, it targets a resource-constrained traditional
SMB dedicated to producing rubber products in Taiwan, with data collected
and organized by narrative inquiry, it analyzes and interprets the narrated
history covering a series of innovation actions in three stories, combining
quantitative and qualitative research to help small and medium-sized business
owners understand that when creating new resources with follow-up creation,
they not only break through restrictions, but their own moral leadership can
enhance bricolage effects without causing social cost losses to achieve the

purpose of innovation and value creation.
v
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A SR p A AR 2 R & P 4R A1ATH (Innovativeness)
AFp At FRea: RAREZ I N B ARS ALY G2
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AFBE P ERRINAL R E RS BB S GRS R e RN ¥
FER PN TRE G RR & perad koengl 28(Zahra, Jennings & Kuratko,
1999) ; Drucker (1985)#2 Ireland, Reutzel and Webb (2005):% = £] % e
S E bl hrea LAY EFLOERY 0 2R L FREDR G
IRt b G EFP R M > TRZERH S PP E o 2 B
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Weerawardena & McColl-Kennedy, 2011) » i B4 & £ ¥ E = F £#&%
EASERBANERE T EF LB E -
WAE G AIEAA e A AT AL 2 B - AT A

PP 2ZHFTFE RPFIEFERTES S 5 17y
€

BRATEERA S ST F (3Egcs o
EAH % 95) hips e PRETAIER AT BB AN EER LR p
,_7%‘*« woar p A LR s 4paE

%%ms;ﬁmjwiqmaa%ﬁa@Aﬁﬁ
+

RN TR b Il S S SRR A SN R R
SEER L i@&a»P@ fo AR A R KPR 2 bR R

<R
M5 ¥ ¢k & Salunke etal. (2013)F= 7 #7F £ E A 75 F * W HE EF F
TREEAIATH PV RORA ] £ R FUF RGN

(Adaptiveness) 2 £ =27 { 5 3 & > RIS EFRHTE S 7 R EE
S IRAEDE QA L F r%s’wm<y £ 00 ] g E AT
EFFIRER) A F R LD e ;J*i)fﬂ ‘%‘\ @ % 'I(Carson & Cromie,

]
BRABBART > fEI oA LRE S Bup
N

e
EERITRE ALY KA T A R

2.2 % 4
%13 i # (Entrepreneurial Ability)s= 3 42202 & > d & > F F @4

|

E 7% £33 #7E $ i 4 (Lreland, Covin & Kuratko, 2009; Mitchelmore &



Rowley, 2013) 5 Al & £ ¥ F 3> ph? HEIK R 4 - E LZ 07 F
PEA > 25 %487 L& 2 & (Mitchelmore & Rowley, 2010) » i]+4: Garima
Saxena (2017) ; Bird (1995)#-£] ¥ it 4 T & 5 = 7 % = 1 (F97.2 F dimris
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BEAR AR L ERY BROMEE > LI - B am Ei
43 R G F32 o0 § 2R e(Chesbrough, 2010) o ) 5 & 3% 14 ¥ 12 -
i H F s 4 ' H 3 i PF(Johnson, Christensen & Kagerman, 2008;
Sosna, Trevinyo-Rodriguez & Velamuri, 2010) o » ¥ s A7 » Fl 5 & &
TRA R A M F LN YR P e g
(Casadesus-Masanell & Zhu, 2013) - F]* » 78 E RS AIRTHE = 7 35§
i E B3 1 B £ & (Demil & Lecocq, 2010; Johnson et al., 2008) -
Teece (2010)#-£]777 % #-5% (Innovation Business Model) = & = — i
FR 2 g - BRLETEAR  AIEF 0 P RS2 AIATR E
PR A BEEE R Y S BT RN AL TR IR ¢
(George & Bock, 2011; Amit & Zott, 2001) » F)£| % ¥ E‘E%’gc} AT R
TR RGETE F 0N 2 £1RT(Guo, Su & Ahlstyom, 2016) 0 @ T F 50 A4
FwmL gy rmY 3 ¥FL L 044 (Zott & Amit, 2007; Hamel, 2012;
Ahlstrom & Ding, 2014) ; 4t » 5 £ k- 2 ZI2EF £ &

Brettel, Strese and Flatten (2012):%.5 B:% @ 6= BHRE 1 % - > v & 3 ¥
BREGEF~E 52 VAR EDEE? % ¥ 0 FE-BRF
HeI o A ke o 5% o Amitand Zott (2001) % & 7 £ B £ R
PN F B fep R RGN B EBELIEHEDTE 0 F

v § - BEE(Guo et al., 2016) o o >t > zk itk de PoiE o~ FRA EF) B B
BERCEGRT  EFRBEETALIRATE B T RS
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wﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ@@ﬁﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁ%u&ﬁ%%@@ﬁ@@é&&%

TRz @ Mgl e G ohp FHS A (e #8RE % 2017) -

2531 AF%Z—'V g & IR

J¥_ik 12 47 - (Ethical Leadership)2. § 5 & i b > g {8 &2 hILRAT§ 9
EhPFRALAE R BRI PRI e TR SER - Ea F &
H 7 % t4 % (Antonakis & House, 2002) - ge# > (& 96) 35 (53248 H e
g p AE AR @ (Moral Values) > # 5 WAt BB AR

i) cha B (Instrumental) 2 57 # 2 (Pragmatic) 0 & 5 & & ¥ e 0%

e

%0 FHFMMN ERL AFs  FHRETEREY L

EF

=
i
i

B ARAR S R AL P fEen (Morally Neutral) » dopt > £ AR3E 48 15 32 &
e %i LAz du o B8 - faAk € RF (Social Reality) -
¥ Apdi- BACAIRE & R ILAR aé;i(Ethlcal Leader) 4 & Jf 4 _f p* &

‘3
i

BT E ~BEEREE r’ﬁ i g0 4 (Moral Person) | 202 4 & 5 ¢ win
B 7 %

i 4648 # (Moral Leadership) ch & 7 2 i * »0 1% o #7 3) eh e 5

Xy

;384 i 4 i@ 4 (Moral Manager) | € & 9 o

(Potipiroon & Ford, 2017) » @& > (% 96) 4541 > & = ?ﬁ%%?iﬁ'?ﬁfﬁ#

& (Moral)shz_ & fridse 3 3 § a2 4o i 32 (Ethical) ~ E 3% (Authentic)
iauikﬁ%ﬁﬁr{ﬂﬁﬁéi‘%%@aﬁﬁ?i%““niﬁ
RERAAEHL - W EA Pl FHRASE T 2 DY B
LG R o iz Bandura (1986)4- ¢ s rriZim e h B 115 6 P
AR GG nigR p AL gt 2ES PR & 2020 £ 10
PEL e, B EITH G - RY % A4#EFP A New Model for Ethical

y%

Leadership > £ 5 Max H.Bazerman » 1f4% 5 £13¢ i 47 FATHCS > < ¢
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RIPE 7E BAew IAEART AR AP NG FAAN DS
S R ) *MWB°miﬂﬁL¢¢V197iiﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁ

FROEFE V3 2L APFL S A BAF LB

v

E
(Motivated Blindness) » 7 3 B m 4ok 2 P fd 72 § (7 5 $#BFF L F & 4

“%“«j‘\_ﬁ/ﬁﬁ%']’le{t—_r'g Fﬁ}gnggm,ﬁ?fﬁ,_\gﬁb"% ,r‘ﬁE/{_;\];lE/’J'/i_

weh™ 2 f A R T A )I}' NS R e LF (I% B )o b4 AR 3 A G
%ﬁﬂ %mﬁé%’iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁJ’ﬁﬁﬂ%@i%°
CE BASE AR B B g b 2 sy

2 X R & R T%’ﬁ ¥ i B I iE 44 7 #2 (Hannah, Avolio & May,
2011) > @ ) £ ED S g EEB N A 0 T AF F (Accountability » f Ae %

_?_"%‘f.{ » N G\'%)%Ef ﬁﬁl%“%@ﬁ y & & F.Lﬂ’,mi—g\bt’*{rr ’ K/T; 3

EREEFEE AP EFEEI AN FRFETETEARATALE S AP
B AJIE A A B RNINERT L ho H FHRER P A
B P EREREGA TR ET FEMRESFEZ L AL AR

¥t o g emens 34 b4 1 2014 8% b
- AFE R ERPAR L RO F RERY N E % o
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. i Rl
AFEEANE LR INEFT L F I BEIASLFLER Y
Bl s AT W TR RS RN T TR S A1 L oA 1
T e d v pRERSI AR ML o R AT Y P e IR BN 2 R R 9

~ }gl\‘;}ﬁ\zm’?ﬂ IF,\FR_., H=m o PR A EP 3 ;BT Ay edcd T B fg_‘rg_ 5T

N

BEOFHAIASITEEMEA AL 2RI B TR chi D 2R

FEr R R 2 AFT AR 2N AR A R o

3T %

:‘%

ARTL R B FHAERE R B8 T AT
PRA MR AR A S QIR 4 FTREA S FRAT R LIATR
EHAET BRAT DAE M G2 WS 77 %

Bl 3.1 #177 ©

o
b
Ak
.=
o3
(w
A
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F AR
ML

Moral Leadership

A1 5 4
EN

Entrepreneurship

FRAER IBM

BE

Bricolage

Model

¥4
EA

Entrepreneurial
Ability

H4
Bl 3.1 THHA

T KR AT IR
327 % K&

Schumpeter (1934):%.% £ ¥ 7B £ & chf H #F 4 &8 ‘EF/*% A 3T R BB

lig BATS § SR RN AR F AT IER A Pl Ege
BAATRE R AT B E T AFLATOLE PN F - BHEE R
*F (Zott & Amit, 2010) - o WeE B IEIL 4 e BN RA] A 2 17 5
Fhasa- 750 3 o 2R FRRER & EirF 5@ VRIN FiR
FARE R M2 5 § Ef(Value) ~ #f> 12 (Rareness) ~ 7 ¥ -7 £ (Imperfect
Imitability) 22 # ¥ 3 & (Insubstitutability) ch E i kB FHF F F 12 i 4 0
BB 3 & LT hicie 2 & ki ¥ 4| (Priem & Butler, 2001 ;
Chesbrough, 2010; Kraaijenbrink, Spender & Groen, 2010) o 4cpt » #5277 &
MAIEHA ELRTE FHV M BT RS
L9 P ERAZ AERA AR ERLS EFLZ-HF -
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Bob 0 AL E M A IL 55 08 K Kirzner (1973)4 58 p 4 Rk g
A FEWE PR DRI EFRHD F AR E T
e H- b 35 348 € o Stevenson, Roberts and Grousbeck (1989):gLgk? £]
ERAILEFI TS RILG FAEN S > T ¢S EMIMTREN A >
FERSEPEAERE AT R AFHA BT R AL LIFTRE >
4 £ 4 83 (Creative

Rl

-

%%jﬁﬁﬁiéiﬁgﬁi%ﬁﬁ’ﬂ

34
[

Destruction) sz % (Schumpeter, 1934) » & 17 £ 37eR02 » & B 374 &80
JRI%E = 378 4 k-E B A2 ¥ £ 372 & (Birkinshaw, 2000) > Fe BF i& 45 £ 37
L3 g o TR L P F-4k & 1§ & (Dollinger, 2003) -

PO EFOS R BFRE? QIR F LG PHREFYYS S0k
17 5 2 & ¥ (Storey, Watson & Wynarczyk, 1987) - #k @ Salunke et al.,
(2013)3n 5 Al E- & A AR F1% 'F?‘ o "Ik B (Garud & Karnge, 2003;
Baker & Nelson, 2005) 7 r st B 8¢ 7 0 Z 8 A X L B 7™ i Jgidy)
B FiRa 40 50 BT 43T % (Gibbert, Hoegl & Valikangas, 2007) -
ARATRB R D S SELIEY o AP AIF RS FAAMELE TR
BRIET FwE o B ﬁa%ﬁ»ﬁﬁ°*%%ﬁ#%%ﬁﬁaxﬂ

\‘&r
E:0y
N

FRER T TR i & R4 (Di Domenico et al., 2010)F & 417 252 &)
# /7 (Blindenbach-Driessen & Van den Ende, 2006) 1 :£ 3| 27 F ik B &7
(Baker & Nelson, 2005; # s ~ %% 2 gcsh » 2 106) - d o » 257 %
BONAIERFN BT IRTAIZ M BT BIRE

20 EFEAZANERAHTREAFEF LR BE

Jrml.

FEHGAATZ ER B ALIE SR E-B P o pRRI
FF ReH(Amit & Zott, 2012; Chesbrough, 2010); Wu, Liu & Zhang (2017)

F,\.x}‘; F‘ /},%Iﬂxiﬁ. |5 & & l&%ﬁ‘ Kk » ¥ 1L ]L‘?'vgj’ ',-‘fil'-}\d: NE@ FHiaw kR Peig g
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FEFRALTOFTIREE > KA AL EIARER Y 0 LAEL TR
(Guo, Su & Ahlstyom, 2016) - Wu et al. (2017)z% 5 FiR4sEA] £ € & BH &
o PR g R R AR R O EETIROR T AT IRESL
AL RO A FE Y p P 4 FHAIR I R TR EEF
BRI E fjfwﬁ ey $ i 24 (Garud & Karnge, 2003; Baker &
Nelson, 2005; &g~ 82 22 % 3 %2017 B~ w3 #2835
mnn’gama@ﬁﬁw@%@nvz%?wm%m, BIFTFR S At AP %
BRI R T (R £ 2 104) o d b A& N FREAIE LIFTH
LRGN B AT BE L

PO EFLZFTREAHAGTRFE Sy EF e B

FRAT EHS AR E BT T E SR B LA 2 B
TS € FIMBEFERD P F v g Renk 2 B4 m G B0 P AR K
PRATE s Rl E o R R R PLIRTHE R AR R A M £ R T
Food 7 B R e é'J#iﬁ TR AET S G
Ry g P MR F KRB I LR BEE LG A R NRLATE
PR3 ER B m il g (A FLLEGFAF LMV T AR
FE A8 318 ¢ 5148 b 3% (Sarasvathy et al., 2003) o d gt > & 5=

e

f‘m
g
|-

T

\

¢
£

et

b

;¥

=

=

o+

MAIF A HAIRTH RS LM B

H4: 7 ] gFL2 4IRS HAMPFERS BT BF -

An, Zhao, Cao, Zhang and Liu (2018) %= 7 BLBE T REL £ £ £ ATHS
=7 -‘%j&ﬁ»ﬁ@%ﬁ“%‘iﬁﬁ, | FMA BT RFZLWR e
Ay %?@?“‘ PRl s Bt el AT - & E B
ko - RAIEFIRAEMH T ) 3R SEp LR

18

+
7

6 7%
A

P
i
F_L

A%



BHERERERCAEEYHEIIAEPRIIRIF I TREHEES L
TRl a R RIATT Rk L fRANEE U] - - 5B A B e
EYRBATRFAZEBEIREY n 3 2 BT B ErRET 2 A1 E 0
42 - (P e ¥4 2 07; Sarasvathy etal., 2003) > g1 ¥ # & 7 iR-{7 6o
B p B BRI TR G R A ERATNE A 2R E R TR
TRE AT 2 REATR L2 18 ¢ (Baker & Nelson, 2005; A4t @i &
2012) > R AIFF A AFRTRETFA LRV R RAR AR &
FH RIS o LG AHLIAT N FURfRAR AL R4

FI¥ § &3t (205) ™dg AT 7o fRd | ) Fl & 2 - ’fjﬁiﬁr
PREPFR X FEHMEET P ERFEERKET ST REFEIE
¥ (Baron, 2006; +h¥%3 -~ BHE Z ~ Rk 8 3Rk % 99) - {}ﬁp

cfEF Al E A EET R A P 6 L RS (@]
TRAEET R 08) o WA AT RS o L i§?°

il g KA\/T/’Q—\F AR RH T R

f2A &Y 4] 5 8 £ 37 & (Salunke et al., 2013; 422> % 104; #&1h
Bi~ " 2EEL S5 106); Pl ¥ AER p L AT FHEA
WeEIRFFTRFEZ RYRTG TR EAMEETRA #I4]4

xﬂ:.
(Gao, Xie & Zhou, 2016) > % £ &

AFETHRIAEN S BRI M AT B
S:e )l E¥AZAERAHTRTA T EFERE -

%4 pLévi-Strauss (1967)#77F > 1 &% a7 H &7 gL * £
WG AEMEG P B AP A RFTRAT 2 DA R F
AHOCHTREL Y TRIFEFELFITTREE > A0 - A
Bl A E - YR A5 - R4 5 4 Baker and Nelson

(2005) fis* *+ F T MEEA] XK B BIRG FORE L B TR e
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#:8 > {8 §47 7 4o:( Lennerfors & Rehn, 2014; Guo et al., 2016; Wu et al.,
2017, Esgmh %2 EE X 3 %0 X 106) ' £ 7 TR AI T RA-FT R
AT EFNAFL MR BRI E > TR A ok AF (T
HEMek LB A RS EIFE PATRL RS T

R AR o g AR A S - AR
A AR s R R R T BRI o RS B
VR R T A ST Bk ] 0 2 F )J‘*a
R (BREF R RZER) 5 Ak ﬁﬁ#lﬁé{%ﬁ (B FT%%
2 ) BB RS A - EEE 0 RS () B AEA
RS Ao m ek @7 @ mehk YR HRBRRR > » L 1A -
mRREEIL-fAEREe > KFR-FH-P - B4 7 (Baker

Ne

KIS

Ison, 2005; Asci e £ F 0 R 101) 0 4ol A K ~ # 7iE 42 %*p
RETALEEFSSE d FRADLIRHAR B LI T
ERREEIERFTRFERGED P FED P 5 2P NS R
SHCF A - E R o 1S AR e AR T 2 s R 2
RIS LR AL o AT S LB Y TR FRAE A st
fer o et AR d BE o Tl AR G
6: % ] g¥i F&%ﬂ&ﬂﬁﬁ#&ﬂ%ﬁiﬁ ?ﬁﬂrw%°
70 L EFLZFTRTAIAAIEN S FAMR ERS LS

&
4

WEFIAAL YA 2 R AR eni® ¥ (Brown & Trevifio, 2006;
Schaubroeck et al., 2012; Lee, Choi, Youn & Chun, 2017) ; @ g 4848 4% 2
ZAUWBERFAF oA ER BRARNRFNGy TR oYL EE R
5. 1t foid- 0k LR MK i fE (7 5 (Brown, Trevifio & Harrison, 2005) -

ot s l‘rﬁiﬁiix ;g,_-lz] FEEF T m/i‘ﬁ\jﬁ » iR g ¥ E K et IR
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AL RREEARM oA 0 0 P R E R ERAER Y > Y
K AL T A a9 5 2 (Trevifio etal., 2000) © st > AATF RE R
EFRAAFEFLIBAFHN T A LA BAEeR e b ERAAED S
WHTHTRELF A RRE B8 P EFL D% H TR SR
BRI 2WEYRICEEF LI LB LA LT R EILIATF Rk

-ﬁ:-iﬁi;:’;‘#f’ﬁ%{ﬁ”l#']o I}]LL ’ j‘ﬁn :}f{“”u"flfi’éﬁ,l
H8: 7 | £ ¥31 2 FMAEAFHLERA BT &ﬁﬁ,iﬂﬁﬁ%o
HO: ¢} ¢ $3 2 FAAEHTREATANT FHR LG B Eoe% o

33FLRAHR T IREFENA

AL LR E LG A BIA S Au 0 AR AIER S FRE
Bl AR ﬁ%%#ﬁﬁﬁ% HAFH . RAFEIAH 2 R
ZBEATRPFAFL2ZFE TR oo EPFYTRZ FENA
e 31 R OHTE 2 L AT 2R B P 3o s (Likert)7 B 7
BEFHEFE dEMIAIEB T4  Au: T22¥2 ki, ~ T2 F
o~ Tmrard, > THE, > TmFL, - TR, - T2F

>
B e
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4 31 %I T HRYEHFE £

B3 TR A LE 3% %
£ ¥ A Lumpkin & Dess
(Entrepreneurship, EN) 1. A7 B 3 RAKp M (1996)

2. NIRRT KX A E L b g o | Zahraetal.
PEFALG A LA |30 AREINARTE A Kplg | (1999)
Tf;ﬁ‘b 4N RIRT R R S o Salunke et al.
FF»&EH%@JQ RN 4, AT OLE R ATRE LT ST - (2013)
)i ;Ei%ﬁ B2 A 734}72;'%
&g ARG IR o
£ ¥ 5 4 Sarasvathy et al.
(Entrepreneurial Ability, | 1. A AplERaiE* R HFHW | (2003)
EA) TR e Baron (2006) ;
S EE D b 2. AAQIEPFRREY RLDGY | BP0 T
?i}*—‘tf%zzél” ?\C/ o _%‘-[E]fﬁz‘\;i?i?g?
(O FREENfel g 3 su e ons? BAFE | (2 97)
We Ty o oxpel & A ¢ o
X AF g A e
T LA (Bricolage, 1 A efl* B3 ?,&e kR EFTHH o | Baker & Nelson
BE) 2. Agqlr i TRk g | (2005)
e B o Salunke et al.
PP EFLEHERERG 13 s gwmﬁ TG SR AL - (2013) :
?fﬁli 3&1‘?%’%’:@'1{’ 4. R g}ﬁ 3| FOF S R R AR Wu etal.(2017) ;
Tlene {EAREE %E_Ea PR o Guo et al. (2016)
i 5. MEEERS FRRGHESE
PR o
6. MEMAFTEN T TR AR
MR N FTPEER o
EAGAR B Browen et al.
(Moral Leadership, ML) | 1. #ed-z/iad ¢ g2 7 4017 5 | (2005) ;
Bk oo Lee etal.
TEFLEER AT |2 AehiF i gkl B8 - &eane | (2017)
pfr“;%hé BEARDR |3 AR BEFILIARLEE DB A Potipiroon & Ford
gfrmlﬁ PR e ,% B o (2017)
Ak BGRERE e
RIFTE E RN Zott & Amit
(Innovation Business 1 2 851 A5 JRF e | (2010) 5
Model, IBM) ML Rt L . Guo et al. (2016)

: , 2. AEFTA) R EEobFTI O~ 3
R SRR BERA o
FREE R RTER B3 Aty @i AR 2R
pIATE iR »EIT LRSS

TR kR AT A




34 FREE A1 E

AL UEE RS R KA ALY ) EEL S HE S
B RT IR G Y ¢ L EEA S B rm P
FosRARLEEANEY AL LEE G

ARk E H O e g0 b EIED S deiflig ¥

AERFLHERFERE - THASHERF 2ZHMELREEXG A
HEEDBAL > B EEL M SHD (1) 40 HIWDE S LR

FEeEAR > PR 2017 £ 11 0 1 2018 & 4 7 5 B 222 373
YR w297 o0 3 xR B AN 271 2 0 o w T F G 72.659% ©
AFETWIRZEE » A LA AL ITEFEREN A3 300 5 LA
¥ E AT 1B SPSS18.0 & FA 470 3 A U R FIH AT - BT A 47
PR A5 % L FEREHCS A 45 £ AMOS 210 St iR A AT 1 B o )
* k7t %1% & 47 (Comfirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA):E 7 2 & &5 B
(Composite Reliability) £ 2= # < & (Construct Validity) & & 47 » & i J5 & 5=
TEZATREBERI > SR L RAF DT RN G ML 0
TR BT e
SEAHRAAT R
A FE A8 4~ #2403 (Structural Equation Model, SEM) i i {7 12
WmEREHL F R RE > XL Bl T2 Ry 0 1 SR
oo XL ¥F 2 72 & 47 (Exploratory Factor Analysis, EFA) £ 2% 7 |4+ %] %
4 +7 (Comfirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)2_:& * s 54522 3 & &( % 99)
Anderson and Gerbing (1988): % » w3 E E#miEAEy > 7 LKL EHF %
BFEFATE 2T RFL Y RELFF A P ELIED >
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AR L5 2 % (Cross Validation) > 4ept ¥ 1 g £ & “TRI4F T2 52
TS BETPAT R RAELLEFERE > BRI RAR R R A
3] SEM B2 A2 A a iRt S A A H R FHFEM R sk
PR dt— ¥3 S p R ERRADH G 2 Y F hthkie
% -7 if fie & (Hair, Anderson, Tatham & Black, 1998) -
FrRHEMmEAsE I & (X 99) ~ Anderson and Gerbing (1988)
% Williams and Hazer (1986) & %‘,;i”ifei-gi 38 {7 SEM BFF & BIFE > %
- BEAS LA S 2 TR 4R Cronbach's o fhfics 17 2 St
Fl%& A7 B R L o ehiE B~ Jacrck (Convergent Validity) £ % &
R (Discriminant Validity) ; % = F§ £ 8045 B 78 4850 55 5 ﬁt@?y}ﬁ
o L&Y RSN OF R SR e a4 MNREF Y Y N
Boite T mRIEHA A HTY o Bde THAIY B B E & e ot R et
PR B EBPIR O FERI I T A G
Dz J= 3+
i& J° iz 3 (Offending Estimate)s# 45 fifl & #07] & S5 ¥ ”‘Lr%l
VRERNVRELER TTEAEER F O - Y o2
FH -
@7 f iR n-
(b) 152 1 3w b % ficdg i & 4235 1(> 0.95) -
(C)F = * iRk -

(2) 6 % T et rc B
PLEEE AN AR R AR R BRSO
BRE- BREF B MR LIt - BEREY o LR

s KT R
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(% (%) 2%FE2fFER X050 2 ti T4 F (Hair
et al.,1998) -
(b) 22 & % & (Composite Relaiability, CR) % ‘g + > 0.6 (Fornell &
Larcker, 1981; Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) » ¥ 1 % % {78 B2 % Hcehp 30
- R
() = BHEALRH2 Ti5% B 3 >~ (Average Variance Extracted, AVE)
& ZE + 3% 0.5 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) » 3 LR S &2 LF
2 T yapz g4 o
Q)& % WP R
WK A $a B Pﬂ#\i EERIE o SAPM AT > B AP
AR M RI& A Biee L5 % %2k (Churchill, 1979; Anderson &
Gerbing, 1988) » & ik T s %ﬁgi% *F = @G 1 AVE T 3 43130
L 2 AP Gl BECOD 0 G FEMa JB R 4~ 2 75 11 (Hair
etal., 1998) -
(4) e = -2 fe i &
FORERERE IR ARG AR FEEREAR
in - (Goodness of Fit Index)2_ 3+ & =& H A B ¥ 2 5> L %FMLFZ A
FHERPF e FATHOREREASPTEEMEEEY
TApte7 37 5 > Hairetal (1998)#-# » % = f4f3] @ % Hpef & - H
Bred R AR R R
(a) & ¥Hpeig R T
*ORE RS OB TR S R AR AR AR R R g e
S BB () S F 2 p o (Ffdf) ~ Feif & 4p #5-(Goodness of Fit Index,
GFI) ~ 34 5 {5 fie i /& 45 #R(Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index, AGFI) ~ #
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£ 327 13(Root Mean Square Residual, RMR) ~ i1 113 £ T * $3(Root
Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA) % -

B SR XA fJ‘%?%r" ®ERTE P RS R BRR
WiEtts A 2k F(P>0.05) 5 T % » Joreskog and Sorbom (1989)~
Bagozzi and Yi (1988)i£:x+ 1 ig * + = g d 1t KBk Hb g w0t
3% 4B 5 5 ¥k ;GFI~AGFI & + > 0.9(Henry & Stone, 1994) >
RMR & ** 0.08 » RMSEA -] ** 0.06 ¥ - 24 # 3 anik® (Hu &
Bentler, 1999) - McDonald and Ho (2002):% % RMSEA -] 3+ 0.08 &_#
YRR AR E AR
(b)# £ e i & & T

¥ v o € peif RAptR G AR #e e i 45 #(Normed Fit Index, NFI) ~
Zh 2 45 e if 45 % (Non-Normed Fit Index, NNFI) ~ 3§ @& fie if 45 1%
(Incremental Fit Index, IFI) ~ +* ﬁiﬁ_’raii:}% 1% (Comparative Fit Index, CFI)

» NNFI 2.3 NFI g p o B2 58 2 5 i A ez 355 CFI &)
A O B3¢ 4 11245 (Bentler, 1995) ; Hair et al. (1998): 5 i&
B ERF 09 2425 g4 o
(C)1F i peif & & T

¥ E D hpe i R g R M [ pe i & 4 1% (Parsimony Goodness
of Fit Index, PGFI) £ #f i 3% % {8 e 2R = fie i 45 1% (Parsimonious
Normed Fit Index, PNFI) » & & A A MRt Fr > H 25 E 5 %30

05> 277 MaEs (MEAEITE> 2 99) o
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e £ %

AFPL EASHECFI TR ERATRES AR A4 - H
]+ %aﬁlﬁw\%‘r R A TR AP AITE L R a4 £
Ko BeEFRLFAFAITERRLF]Z 247 RREFE L0 MR
2B RENE M BT R S PSR RF 0 BT AMOS

F2. N 918 5] o ‘Lﬁ}jg_;\ VAR S8 7l s s E A G e

4.1 f5 @433t 4 47
AP ACRPFRATHEEE T 0 (DD PR s FEET P F
359G 181 A ik 66.8% 0 B® L 4E i 90 4 ik 33206 5 ()t dp
G A 0 30-39 fj 115 4 ik 4249 > ko § 5 H=t 5 40-49 Af 98 < ik
36.2% 50 kot 5 36 A ik 13.3% ; 20-29 g i 22 A ik 8.19% 0 &0
) TALAE > & Bm 0 &AL 171 4 L6319 0 ko d B¢ /B
68 4 ik 25195 ; FAL (54 ) 532 A ik 11895 B (Mg EE
ks 3 & P65 Eeny 113 RAE4L7% 0 B 5 S HA& 6 & 1
4310 # ¢ 94 b 34.7% 3 # 14T 4 50 R 1859 ;10 & 1 b &
¥4 14 305529 0 B0 5 (B) & ERHAET 0 &30 A T b 119 b
43.9% 5 B 5 5 RAE 31 4 1 50 A 5 116 Ak 42.89% ;5 RAE A 51 4
% 100 4 #0433 Rk 1229 5 £ 101 4 1 200 4 04 3 Rdk 1.19% 0 5
@) ERET o MR EES 0 TLRAE262% EX s E R
&£ 69 7ib 25590 i x R4 EF 45 R 1669 EH A A s E
1 40 Rk 14.8% ; ¥ £ 33 b 12.2% ; H @ pRarE£F 13 Rk 4.8

S0 BA 41

X



2ALHEAAALATHA

AHFH ¥ § = 8K 1 5(96)
7 181 66.8

A ~ 90 33.2
20~29 E 22 8.1

30~39 & 115 42.4

£ # 40~49 # 98 36.2
50 & 12} 36 13.3

3¢ /B 68 25.1

7T ARR /x5 171 63.1
(5 ) 32 11.8

3 & T 50 18.5

3zt 15% 113 41.7

& FE& 5& % 10 & 94 34.7
10 & 11 14 5.2

30 4 1LF 119 43.9

31 4+ % 50 % 116 42.8

& FARpe 51 < % 100 4 33 12.2
101 4 % 200 ~ 3 1.1

”@iig ¥ 71 26.2

Wi ¥ 33 12.2

e #M}?g;% 69 25.5
75 H EA p L 40 14.8
EN 1&]5'%%)?31'— 45 16.6

H @ PRI E 13 4.8

BAB/RMET AV 271 100

TR KR AT R

L RB2L TOEAEERL
AP Y LR T rod e R L dod 42 407 5 AIRTH £ 45 (IBM)T
Fofc(4.467) 5% 0 B = R B 5 A £ 44 (EN, 4.386) i 16,47 ¥ (ML, 4.319)

g% 4 (EA 4.282) » TREAI(BE, 4177) % o pLBg7 » ¢ p ¥4
WHAFTE £ WA EfAEEA R BB LA EHA ~ AR A F
fed o R RNMEAIAIRE T R o AT M EIRFE > A F A g

I e R S LS S U L LR
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¥ ._#« EYALERBBER > A LI FE0 4 BT REA AR 7222
£ 3
A2 RFRN T IORAER L
BB R Lok HEL
R EHRH (EN) 4.386 1.082
AT LG BRALD A 4.287 1.240
EAN TSN 05 2 A - N s o) 4.350 1.243
A DAIRTE EA RAIRTIE - 4.372 1.228
AT Rt ARELIHE 4.535 1.246
1% 4 (EA) 4.282 1.196
AL AIERENSE AT TR - 4.346 1.405
AR AR z"a@f# KX AGH TR 4.143 1.376
AR ERB R AR *‘:it& g - 4.357 1.274
FiRE4] (BE) 4.177 1.039
Mg MG TR K AT 4.033 1.129
Al H TRk LR LR 4.173 1.242
A g TR K G ST AL 4.166 1.252
NEPHI- BT FD R IELE PR o 4.247 1.205
AE ARG FRKG LN LR PITHR 4.195 1.177
A E R PFRE LA K R R ATHR o 4.250 1.283
#1648 % (ML) 4.319 1.071
Nl /iFd P g i‘ﬁﬁ; S e 4,387 1.180
EN L’I’Jf‘l‘ B B  ER - RRee 4,276 1.196
N 25 ‘ff’_j_ EALGEE DB A x% B o 4.295 1.186
RIFTE 6 (IBM) 4.467 1.034
AOE ERGVERET A& R o L it ie s o 4.457 1.169
T 7 182 fopl 3751 » B 7 ﬂg, oo 4512 1.151
FRRTY E AL S BB BRG] TIH ARG e 4.431 1.205
TAL KRR AT R
43 ZHIREL R LT
EHRET UREHFE L HAAL BT AE LS L E
PR EBRE (B~ ER - RKTARE X E8 s P ERH - FEY])
mplE A (EN) ~ A1 % i 4 (BA) ~ TRAEAI(BE) ~ ¢ 1647 (ML) 2 £177
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FERS(IBM)F R F AR oA THTEE 7S R34

Wt R BREARANLENT > HF]F RB A 172 L &KF

Flbte A ERF K F o s 0058 & 77 3% R R8T 1B TRE B

¥ {4 v- figx Scheffe 2 4 47 -

OERFEATEE S ST

i 43 Waro AR o E R G LG DI A 4]

MM g E (k) B P=0000<005> 27 FELE 7T
M 3o 4589 & b f 39775 Al E i 4 PREFN (L) HKEP =
0007<0.05> %7 % BE LB ¥ § T 358 4421 ~ % |2 4003 4]
H AR R F (A ) BEP=0014<005> %74 ¥ LB
P g T ol 4576 4tk 4248 A FOREAIL AR (BE)
Bcim s u s P=03432 P=0134>005 ¢ ¥4 752 LR -

2437 PN LG 2 b AR T

e B Eilk (& Tk HFEL  CRER
EN ¢ 181  4.540%%* 4589  1.030 1)>(2)
2 90 3977 1074
EA ¥ 181 2.740%* 4421 1161 1)>(2)
2 90 4003  1.224
BE 9 181  0.950 4220  0.999 N
2 90 4092  1.117
ML 9 181  1.502 4388  1.057 N
2 90 4181  1.001
IBM ¢ 181  2.484* 4576  0.963 1)>(2)
2 90 4248 1137
*P < 0.05;**P<0.0L;***P<0.001;N: &4 %
M7 ; (2>

TR AT R

30



Q) * FEdLd B 47
BAEFHEF T RE A2 REEFT YR EES: EN
2.132 , P = 0.097) ~ EA (Levene = 0.530 , P = 0.662) ~ BE

(Levene

(Levene = 1.478 , P = 0.221) ~ ML (Levene = 1.264 , P = 0.287) ~
IBM(Levene =1.768 ,P=0.154) % 7tk A 2 AT & P dg L W] > 1 &
¥R Bk FHLESK ) 8- 0w Scheffe 28 FE S B % 1 d & 44
BT o RypA P EMOEFEL G 2785 8 EN(F=20.686,P=
0.000) ~ EA(F=9.414,P=0.000) ~ BE (F=6.081,P=0.001) ~ ML (F =
4.221,P=0.006) ~ IBM (F=10.143,P=0.000) » ¢ = £ 8¢ ¥ > & 77 % F¢

ESFHELE

30447 & UL R %R B

) SS df MS F P Scheffe

EN 59657 3  10.886 20686 0.000  (4),(3)>(2)>(1)
256.666 267  .961
316.323 270

EA 36994 3 12331 9414 0000  (4),(3),(2>1)
349.761 267  1.310

386.755 270

BE 18667 3  6.222  6.081 0.001 @.3>1)
273.189 267  1.023
291.856 270

ML 14030 3 4677 4221 0.006 3)>(1)
295809 267 1.108
309.839 270

IBM 29544 3 9848 10143 0.000  (4),(3),(2>(1)
259.251 267 0.971
288.795 270

(1) 20~29 & ; (2) 30~39 A& : (3) 40~49 & ; (4) 50 & 11+

FRKR D A ER
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B) * FH AR NLE M LT

d H 7]+ R st R Ehk TR H i@ % :EN (Levene =

0.118, P =0.889) ~EA (Levene = 1.929, P =0.147) ~ BE (Levene =1.342 ,

P=0.263) ~ ML (Levene = 1.086, P =0.339) ~ IBM(Levene =2.268 , P =
0.105)# 7F te A 2 BpAT AP A N> £ R R Bl BB ;8-

# r1 Scheffe 22 FE S RE S0 £ A58 T B B KT AR

g %A gd A% @ o BE (F = 0.817, P = 0443) X 51

EN (F = 41.642, P = 0.000) ~ EA (F = 17.804 , P = 0.000) ~ ML (F = 5.625,

P=0.004) ~ IBM (F=7.207,P=0.001) > % %3 B % » & 7 % b %7 42

RIN¥LE -

A5 e KT ARR Lt % R s T

& SS df MS F P Scheffe

EN 74966 2 37498 41642 0.000 3)>2)>(1)
241.328 268 .900
316.323 270

EA 45360 2 22680 17.804 0.000 3)>2)>(1)
341.395 268 1.274
386.755 270

BE 1.770 2 .885 0.817 0.443 N
290.086 268 1.082
291.856 270

ML 12482 2 6241 5625 0.004 3)>(1)
297.086 268 1.110
291.856 270

IBM 14741 2  7.370 7207  0.001 2)>1)
274.055 268 1.023
288.795 270

N ABF - (1) 37 /5@ 5@ ML (311)

FAL kR

ARG R
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(4) 2 EFEEDLRPLYT

J HF T RA T A B e €0 # @' BE (Levene =
3.031, P = 0.030) ~ IBM (Levene = 5.108 , P = 0.002):% & * ¢t ; EN
(Levene = 2.220 , P = 0.086) ~ EA (Levene = 1.241 , P = 0.295) ~ ML
(Levene =1.920,P=0127)4 7 A @i a P A u B LA %R
Bcle BHEGK i - v Scheffe 28 7 % 5 1% % 1 F] BE & IBM
ERPEFTERTERF AT E- Y KW T HELTE
AP Fe & e o i g F 1 e e BE(0.002) ~ IBM(0.024)]- ++ 0.05 > # 71 3%
ZHBEAFFPN L BAIEZ THET A R AR 5 4 £ 46 For oo
EHAR L EEROFEI D AT ESE S EN (F = 6810, P =
0.000) ~ EA(F=4.123,P=0.007) ~ BE (F=5.695, P=0.001) ~ ML (F =
3.747,P=0.012) ~ IBM (F =3.983, P=0.008) - ¥ %_i% & ¥ » 2 Scheffe
2B ABRMFEEE T Tamhane s T8 FE S v B % » 4 7 7
FhEESTHTLE -

%4673 b f EESE LG %R s T

5 SS df MS F P Scheffe/Tamhane

EN 22.485 3 7.495 6.810 0.000 @).3>Q)
293.838 267 1.101
316.323 270

EA 17.122 3 5.707 4.123 0.007 @).3>Q)
369.633 267 1.384
386.755 270

BE 17.553 3 5.851 5.695 0.001 3)>2)
274.303 267 1.027 3)>(1)
291.856 270

ML 12517 3 4.124 3.747 0.012 (3)>(2)

297.323 267 1.114
309.839 270

IBM 12.371 3 4.124 3.983 0.008 (3)>(1)
276.425 267 1.035
288.795 270

(1)3# 1™ ;(3#14+ 3 5% ; (3510t 3 10 # ; (4) 10 & 14+

FOR kR A AT
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(B) * k& ERFE DL EPAAT

dHF S B2 RR8ckF i< HiE 5 EN(Levene =
0.500, P=0.683) ~ EA (Levene =0.144 , P = 0.933) ~ BE (Levene =0.221 ,
P=0.882) ~ ML (Levene = 1.262 , P =0.288) ~ IBM(Levene =2.190, P =
0.090)# 77t A 2 AT AP A N> & ¥R Bl B 8-
# o Scheffe e FE s v %% d 2 4ATHT 237 b £ LK
i F A gd AT B av o 2 EN (F=3.348, P =0.020)2 47 ¥ » %
TR EERE AL EMN S § LB EA(F =073, P =
0.532) ~ BE (F = 1.037, P = 0.337) ~ ML (F = 0.796, P = 0.497) ~ IBM (F =
1.060,P=0367) T2 L% » A7 R L EH) -

30477 b £ ERNH L S B B

& SS df MS F P Scheffe

EN 11.467 3 3.822  3.348  0.020 (3)>(1)
304.857 267 1.142
316.323 270

EA 3.169 3 1.056  0.735  0.532 N
383.586 267  1.437
386.755 270

BE 3.361 3 1.120  1.037  0.377 N
288.494 267  1.081
291.856 270

ML 2.747 3 916 0.796  0.497 N
307.092 267 1.150
309.839 270

IBM 3.399 3 1.133  1.060  0.367 N
285.397 267  1.069
288.795 270

N X & %

(1)30 < 127 ;(2)31 4 3 50 £ ;(3)51 « % 100 * ; (4)101 + 3 200 *

FOR kR A AT
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(6) * FimEuamit B LT

d HF S B2 R8P T HiE 5 EN(Levene =
0.539,P=0.747) ~ EA (Levene =1.061 , P = 0.383) ~ BE (Levene =0.332,
P=0.893) ~ ML (Levene =0.884 , P =0.492) ~ IBM(Levene =0.149 ,P =
0.980) # FH AL AT AP LN P P ERRE BB FIEER &
- Scheffe 22 iFF s v gk d £ 4887 Ry F 7 EY
g A gd 2% % F > EN(F=0.648, P=0.663) ~ BE (F =0.589,
P=0.708) ~ EA(F=1.024,P=0.404) ~ ML (F =0.551, P=0.737) ~ IBM

(F=0.731,P=0601) > t T AL ¥ 5 & LB H -

#4873 FESEE R %8 B

& SS df MS F P Scheffe
EN 3.823 5 0.765 0.648 0.663 N
312.500 265 1.179
316.323 270
EA 4.252 5 0.850 0.589  0.708 N
382503 265  1.443
386.755 270
BE 5.529 5 1.106 1.024 0.404 N
286.326 265 1.080
291.856 270
ML 3.189 5 0.638 0.551 0.737 N
306.650 265  1.157
309.839 270
IBM 3.929 5 0.786 0.731 0.601 N
284.866 265 1.075
288.795 270
N A &%

1) W5 Q) ¥2%:0) ##%

2RAKE S (6) BB RIE

TR kR AL AT

BOE (@) EHZ Y
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(7)

3 N AR

b A THIEEEY 3 H e A v stmp > &% Scheffe
IRV REREFE T FR ST AP AT R R R
PR EY EFHELP o FLd £ 40 Fuad ) £ ¥
Aenfl oA (EN) i) > F g it My HF LR 2L
W% 0 50 g2+ 3t 30~39 ph 2 20~29 K ~ 40~49 & F >t 30~39 ph sz
20~29 & ~30~39 A F 3 20~29 AT HFAR Ak TAAR L LAL
(Z)NUIFRBERAFEFIH(Z)I)NTIHEFLE e EE
#2510 F PESEN AR I0ERELE (F) TG H
FAR D AEFARMS 51-100 4 F w30 AT EFALR A TR
TABF BT oAlFad EA) RS T gLy EFLE
BE A 50 kb~ 40~49 fhgz 30~39 fh4nF 4t 20~29 A
MEid oRvaAFIMLI(ZIONEZNER/ AT 23 B(E)
NTIRFLR  AfEEH G 10 E 5 EN AR 10 £
WEFRLE () MUTIHFLE d L ERTEGENATHE
A3 o BF > FTREABE) RN ~KTIAE ~ £ ERHE FE
KET AR b B0K L B 40~495K 520 20~204F BEE AR

AL EEMSFbEN I ABIOEF W LEN T ABSELL1E(S)
MTFREFLRL Rk FAAAAF(ML) i f R TR
ABTAR  AEE 4049 A B 20-290AF HEFLE bkT AR
BIAL(Z)MEFNBP B ()T IHFLE b FE8
G b EMNFABI0ERNLEL Y AR5 EFHELR o Rl

BIFTH EHN(IBM) afiull > T HF N L P HFLR b Es)
BO f 14 b ~ 40~49 f ¢* 30~39 & #nf 0 20~29 K G B F L
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ﬁ’i’g‘ﬂ“"%“% BT EFLE A pEEMLS
L AKALE

L A9 EFIRAH £ G LB A

[ iy EN EA BE ML IBM
I 0>@ 0>@) N N D>
¢ (0.06°000 @0.0°0 @600 BP0 @.08.0°0
ik BP0 e N @30 @0
tEee OO0 @60 (P 6P BP0
(3)>(1)
T ON® N N N N
= N N N N N
N: XE ¥

F”v' s )+

#£#: (1) 20~29 & (2) 30~39 # (3) 40~49 #& (4) 50 pr2 b
FyaR: Q) s/ ()T (2 B/ F Q) ML (7)1l
xR (D1E ()M T 2Q1Ea2r RAiE5E (3)5&# L X510 #

(4)10 & 2 }
& EHH(1) 30 4 12T (2) 3150 4 (3) 51~100 * (4) 101~200 * 127+
FrulMUE* QF* Qr#EF Ex DERZ2 figF
B)aEz2 £4 % 6)H ¢ pPRix%E
ALK A

44 TRAH
TRAFBRFCEIFEE T URIPEZELIIPIPILER
Pt L300 F2 - REEF R AT BFLHLS
FIEHA (EN) ~ £1% 00 4 (BEA) ~ FTRTAI(BE) ~ g 1647 H (ML) ~ £137F
B34 (IBM)> 7 2L 12 Cronbach's o M #c k4 = & F1 4 g 2 p 38— R
GlA% < K & IR AR A lttrj&éﬁ% AT o /3 0.854~0.926 ' + 3+ 0.7

% (Nunnally, 1978) ; #& % » & * %~ 17 (CFA) k& - H %k T B
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FEHe2eE R CRIEA W /i3 0.854~0.926- < »+ 0.6 (Bagozzi & i,
1988) » Cronbach's o ©: #css & 2 #E 4 $7(CFA)*t#®# 2 & 7 B (CR)E 7 48
Wz (4o 4.10)

% 410?1’%&1":&/”\*’?

& Cronbach's a CR &
EN 0.896 0.896
EA 0.861 0.866
BE 0.926 0.926
ML 0.885 0.892
IBM 0.854 0.854

FA KR AP EE

4.5 TR A7

PR AR S s iR FORIE B E TR E 2 R S A
B TABcAR B ARG BATECR R DB F e - ,T*‘«u? A o (el N
HEAXT R R EFTIE o FR T F A 478 SRR R E B 21
Afri B 1 B H SR ABRBFUFZATRRZE - RELE AAL RH
'57@?_5‘]%91‘%,#") Ein - oA (M EHRE LD % 99) -

AFTHARI BFLHER EFHFRLETE A1 2 KMO» & 8] 4
EN(0.821) ~ EA(0.695) ~ BE(0.927) ~ ML(0.711) ~ IBM(0.732) ; # 7 if &
7 Fldcs 170 Bartlett 3% 4 # 2 % % £ & ¥ (p=0.000) > £ 7 7 7 & %
2 A FWPIPMELR 35 £ R FF > VREFF A FHEAS B 5
EN(3.051) ~ EA(2.349) ~ BE(4.386) ~ ML(2.441) ~ IBM(2.323) » ‘% ~ 3 1;
F] % § i £ EN(0.840~0.895) ~ EA(0.850~0.925) « BE(0.812~0.876) -
ML(0.862~0.934) ~ IBM(0.871~0.888) » % = ** 0.5 ; & 4 f2: % B £ 4 &
%= EN(76.2879%)~EA(78.310%)~BE(73.104%)~ML(81.382%)~ IBM(77.429
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%) % £ 35006 £ ko EF REMFFAHTRE- HRRFFIRLFE
A %] % EN(0.750~0.889) - EA(0.790~0.951) -~ BE(0.764~0.843) -
EL(0.747~0.947) ~ IBM(0.790~0.837) » = >+ 0.7 (Nunnally, 1978) ; L =%
2 ¥ (AVE) 5 0.662~0.735> < »+ 0.5 %% #* & £ % (Fornell & Larcker, 1981 ) -

2 AL E G L2 deaokE (L% 411) o

# 411 EFA &2 CFA 1% &~ 17

W EFA CFA AVE AR RREE
Flg i FE FlRiFE TH%EE (%)
EN (a=0.896 ; CR = 0.896)
enl 0.859 0.779
en 2 0.898 0.889 0.684 76.287
en 3 0.895 0.882
en4 0.840 0.750
EA (¢ =0.861; CR = 0.866)
eal 0.878 0.790
ea?2 0.925 0.951 0.687 78.310
ea3 0.850 0.729
BE (0.=0.926 ; CR = 0.926)
be 1 0.812 0.764
be 2 0.865 0.851
be 3 0.849 0.836 0.676 73.104
be 4 0.876 0.843
be 5 0.868 0.813
be 6 0.858 0.829
ML (= 0.885 ; CR = 0.892)
ml 1 0.862 0.747
ml 2 0.934 0.947 0.735 81.382
ml 3 0.908 0.856
IBM(a. = 0.854 ; CR = 0.854)
ibm 1 0.871 0.790
ibm 2 0.888 0.837 0.662 77.429
ibm 3 0.880 0.813

N=271

T kR AP R

39



Teacrc R A RFEAP R o 2 REHPHMIEEF > 7 % Wk 4
FEA B Fie BAAMAEREK AT E- HHT BFLRARAR
FIRHLDEBR - T FFHE] 5 A7 Emicdl v 5+ 3] 208
PEEENZEAEESLZ - FFEP 1% BE- A8 %35 ML Arix
¥R IBMEfFA247; = FIF A A REENE EA-BEE2 ML 3= 5
~ FE e %5 IBMie A4 5 - 5 A £ ENEA~BE~ ML &
Baolk- Flaea%d IBMEFA 475 B 75 #3887 By #70
G- Hm 27447 o CMIN & & + = @ (Chi-square, 3°) » * %t % #
e FRETFEpoF+ 2 E5 0 &7 T4 = e #°1] ) DF(Degree
of Freedom)% -t p d B » Fl+ > 2 s X~ <) %Eg@ » Bagozzi and Yi
(1988)iz ke * + = wer f d B ant @A) > EHk A 1~5 2 B > H4F )
> 3 ; RMSEA #ic i@ 4% ZHAI R & RARTTE > 1 F 2R 005 <
RMSEA< 0.08 # 7 #3 fiz if & 2 4 (McDonald & Ho, 2002) ; SRMR # &
A%| £ o7 oA fie i 48470 0] 20 0.05 5 243 fie if (Joreskog & SOrbom, 1989);
CFl(Comparative Fit Index)dp # /i » 0-1 2. B » g #cA3%iT 1 3] fe i &
AT o TR A ¢ L+ 2 4 fe Tt (Bentler, 1995):E 3k & 0.95
125 TLI(Tucker-Lewis Index)dp #% 4 %+ 0-1 2 fF » 4 #cA% 517 1 03] fe
R 24 i F 2%k 0.9 2+ (Bnetler & Bonett, 1980) -

1 4 412:0% A SRR REWA 1R T TS 2HHEA (F=276.6125
df =142 ; ledf =1.948 ; RMSEA =0.059 ; SRMR =0.041 ; CFI =0.964 ;
TLI = 0.956):f fie & & 7+ 3t w F15 #3) ( = 386.666 - df = 146 ; y°/df =
2.648 ; RMSEA =0.078 ; SRMR =0.042 ; CFI1 =0.935; TLI =0.924)

F]+ $-7] (y° = 788.688 5 df = 149 ; y*/df = 5.293 ; RMSEA = 0.126 : SRMR
=0.089; CFI =0.827; TLI =0.801) ~ = F]+ #-7] (x =1287.775 > df =151 ;

40



v*/df = 8.528; RMSEA = 0.167:SRMR = 0.101: CFI = 0.692; TLI = 0.651) -
H %3 #7](y? = 1447.879 > df = 152 y*/df = 9.526 : RMSEA = 0.178: SRMR
=0.107; CFI =0.649; TLI = 0.605)( Wu et al., 2017 ; Liang, Crystal, & Farh,
2012) ; d PR3 FFILHHECA AR AR RS E BDOR o RFHEY 4
413 ¥ Fav > LEg 2 T 30% R (AVE) T 2 43 43¢ 0.814~0.857 » 54¢
B L He 2 AR B Gl S AT R R A ARG F A R K
T £ 3 % %k (Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, &
Tatham, 2006) -

Z 4.12 % W PR ST

(4

7+ B 2 df Ay v*/df RMSEA SRMR CFI TLI

Al

I 7]+ 3
(EN, EA, BE, 276.612 142 1.948 0059 0041 0964 0.956
ML, IBM)

r F]S A
(EN+EA, BE, 386.666 146 110.054°  2.648  0.078 0.042 0.935 0.924
ML, IBM)

= A Y
(EN+EA, 788.688 149 512.076™" 5293  0.126  0.089 0.827 0.801
BE+ML, IBM)

= B+ AR
(EN+EA+ BE+ML, 1287.775 151 1011.163" 8528 0.167  0.101 0.692 0.651
IBM)

PRt
(EN+EA+ 1447.879 152 1171.267 9.526  0.178 0.107 0.649 0.605
BE+ML+IBM)

N=271; 'P<0.05; "P<0.01;  P<0.001
TR KR AT Y IR

4 % 413 fp M %8 o0 EN 22 EA(r=0.699 » P<0.001)% %1 ¥ I 4p
B > EN 22 BE(r=0525> P <0.001)% & ¥ & 49 b » EA 22 BE(r=0.498 > p
<0.001)% &% 4p b » EN 22 EL(r = 0.504 » P < 0.001)% %8 ¥ 1 4p B >
EA 2 EL(r = 0.522+P < 0.001)% %7 % & 4p B - BE 2 ML(r = 0.484>P < 0.001)
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4 BE¥ 1 4p B EN 2 IBM(r=0.553-P<0.001)% % ¥ I 40 b »EA 22 IBM(r
=0.488 » P<0.001)% % % = 4p B > BE 22 IBM(r=0.545> P<0.001)7% %

T ApR > ML 2 IBM(r=0485>P <0.001)% 3g ¥ 2 4ahf > o pt % e
AFTAHAG I e - RO F BRATETF e EEM G A

IZERAE 2 1 BT

%413 A4 F BAR B Gl F uok R

H 5 EN EA BE ML IBM
EN (0.827)

EA 0.699" (0.829)

BE 0525 0498 (0.822)

ML 05047 052277 = 04847 (0.857)

IBM 05537 0488 0545  0.485 (0.814)
AVE 0.684 0.687 0.676 0.735 0.662

N=271: P <0.05: P<0.01;  P<0.001
AR B LN EL Y TH%E B E (AVE) T = 42 5 33 AVE?

B~ ¥ Em2 E o
T KRR A IR

4.6 BFR%FE

AP IUFERMFZ AT E 2R LI RFELFE AT R
2713 T 73] (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) » ik 45 ¢ it FALA 45 3 2 #17 » ik
SEM 57t fleif B & Fl % A 45 > b X PRI B LE R K

2% BT ,{ﬂ’“r‘ % T8 OB T_o

44

f

d % 4.14 kg A 3 5 A 41* VIF (Variance Inflation Factor) 4 7 %
B e MmMd o LA S £ £ SRR ST (Aiken & West, 1991) » &
< A VIF 5 1.397 > 143t 10 s34k 2 (Neter, William & Kutner, 1985) » #75
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A FA LY o PR A R AR BRERBEERRNL IR
if 39 % 5= 166.907 ~ df = 98 ~ P = 0.000 ~ GFI = 0.927 ~ AGFI = 0.898 -
NFI = 0.947 ~ CFI = 0.977 - RMR = 0.068 - RMSEA = 0.051 ~ y*/df = 1.703 ~
PGFI = 0.668 ~ PNFI = 0.773 » &7 Bk #3 5 # 5 fe © © & 4o 8
RIE 2 F]& f R 4 050 1 i stk (P <0.01) ) EIE Al E
A3 095 WAKPEIOLT B AN A ERBESTREF BN
A% 0 d 4 414 B+ EN—IBM j& /5 fadic s 0347 - t i@ 5 3.322» oo 33+
EHF AT AT HL A ERFA HARTRE EHS EF e BN 2
EN—BE Bt /= %8s 0365t & 5 3491 8% > £n H2: gl ¥H4 ¢

FREL T B FD 2 B FA 2 i BESIBM s 4 s 03590t & 5 4.938
EHE > 47 H3: FRCEAIMAIN T LR HEL 5 BES 2

=¥
EA—IBM g5 %#ic s 0.096t & 5 0.345 A k¥ » 47 HA: £ % 5t 4

HAFTFERN T EFL » 872 2> EA-BE B/ ¥ 0267t
B3 2563 B F AT Ho: A £ 4 HEREL T T A2 .

Z 414 FERREL B Tita 1 £

B B IE BRMER BEE t & ** 8% VIF
H1 EN—IBM 2%+ 0347 33227 &= 1.000
H2 EN-BE f¥1+% 0365 34917 ++  1.000
H3 BE—IBM #¥r+ 0359 4938 ++  1.000
H4 EA—IBM ¥+ 0096 0.345 7 & 1.000
H5 EA—-BE f¥ix+% 0267 2563 &+ 1.000

WAl e 4 =166.907 df = 98 P =0.000 GFI = 0.927 AGFI = 0.898 NFI =
@& 0.947 CFl = 0.977 RMR = 0.068 RMSEA = 0.051 y*/df =1.703
PGFI =0.668 PNFI=0.773

P<0.05 P<0.01: P<0.001
FTH KR AT R
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BRI 0 ¢ Ak e F Rk A R FEL A

Brck Al ' R 5 f B T3 p S8 S BT M Glch B

AT R AP AR R R RET AN EE >

2 A138 T4 EN Y BFIREAI(r=0498>P<0.001)F *ApREBEE 5 A&
7 41 % Bootstrap ¥ 4 »c% 27 BOH A B ok R REHO 2 H7 9 % 27

]

F_&

F ¢ Aok o ERlaE IEL B (2 105) Bh iR Y Ak ATy SR
Baron and Kenney (1986)s= Fi3 247 » @ & F @ * 2473 % 5 5 SPSS
ik fF A 4T 0 “EEE O Bk 2 0 Zhao, Lynch and Chen (2010)4* %t
Baron and Kenney (1986) 27 % & 1 {5t &2 i3 & S " ¥ S5 4215 SEM

i * > Bootstrap A 5 P Ak EATEA T 5V 0 B g fieit

\-:nk

Kii AHFAHITER,IRELEFAITHG > d 37 EERT - 5 &

Al R N ARE S 2 R %“ﬁm‘é%?ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁé’i
7 B3t 4 1742 BE o Bootstrap # * K Hdd He ok A EFM A fa U IR
A2 A ZERE AT TR fA B R U AR g B 0T
ARG TR AR N B A Ak w e NEE N N n s A
Fren N B A3 8 913 20 5t @ 19 7] Bootstrap 2. 4 fie g BF7 7 AT F S

PR T A GHEFRF oG4e N & 200 £4F 48 B~ 50 =x #7117 % ~ 97 5 1000 >
:’Zﬁiﬁﬁg;&ifiﬁié}ﬁo \};}'q-x’?"& '§§7 lu\ﬁo o )I}u— b1 ‘i;‘l“' ’/\'@7?}@ 200 =x ¥
AR A ek > A RFERHEFAFNI SR 1000 =< (Efron &

Tibshirani 1993) -
#* SEM ¢ sk A4 PF 0 A7 £ 45 46 B~ 1000 = - 12 Bootstrap

F 18 B Eevx % eni; if % @ (Confidence Interval, Cl)» g % F A& 2 0
A3 ¢ 4 2% (Mackinnon, 2008) > & &-¥f2x % & 474k 147 /1 2k 2 H¥T
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EF R EE #KP<005 H SEM 2454 Srih A 0 F L 5 4o
S E 4 BYEHEEFSZ 0 EAZHFRE 4787 f2c%k c B
IRk Lt BYEHENA ¢ 5 00 LEEFKE 278379 4
odrdk B otk b BWEHEEFS Z 00 PIAT Bk HF
LRV Nk o R A FRR T Bonk b BYEHFFNT S S
0 30 B K8 Boc%k A5 RHE RN ¢ 7 00 FHF-KE P
5 R4 ¢ A vk o F ARy gk * (Tsal, Wang & Lo, 2014 ; &R % 22 2%
%> % 105) SEM Bootstrap 2. = ;' % F T RS A H A F A &L F w4 o
ﬁj%frﬁﬁ LRI Aonk o
d & 415 LT REAIHAIFHA JoRIATE FHG A AT BT R HRox
% 0.115 » (0.346*0.331= 0.115) ; % #f % FF(0.059~0.181)% # % 0 L &
¥Foe% (P<005) &7 FREAIL F ¢ A2tk o A E ok 03005 & if
% B (0.147~0.466)7 & 5 0> £ 38 ¥ »c% (P<0.05) 5 4% 04155 (%
Erok +F 0% 0 0.115+0.300) ;5 2 #f % 7 (0.267~0.563)% ¢ 7 0
R Fx k(P < 0.05) > B7 FRAEAI B p] EHA & 4137 LR L0
AP fiskEk o HE D FIREA AAIEHA HAATH LN LG P Aok 3w
AR AR FIREAIHAIE R A ToplFTE FHN 440 o B
0.085 » (0.256*0.331= 0.085) ; f #f % A¥(0.037~0.153)% ¢ 5 0 &A%
2% (P<0.05) > %47 FREAIE T » ek E %k 0113 G &
7 (-0.034~0.275)¢ 3 0> x i &5 F»c% (P>0.05) > 4% 0.198 ( & &%
%+ % 0 0.085+0.113) ; 4 % F(0.053~0.354)% ¢ 5 0 &
2% (P <005) & FREA Al BAFHE EHAF L2

fioedk o HT D FRSEA Al i 4 HARTH ERSNE G P ak A o
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% 4.15 Bootstrap ¥ 14 >z % %%

Byt P& CI
B Fedcd
EN—BE—IBM 0.115" 0.002 0.059~0.181
EA—BE—IBM 0.085" 0.001 0.037~0.153
E Rk
EN—BE 0.346" 0.003 0.202~0.476
EA—BE 0.256" 0.001 0.127~0.409
BE—IBM 0.3317 0.002 0.209~0.452
EN—IBM 0.300" 0.001 0.147~0.466
EA—IBM 0.113 0.128 -0.034~0.275
kiR L
EN—IBM 0.415" 0.002 0.267~0.563
EA—IBM 0.198" 0.007 0.053~0.354

P <005 P<001, P<0.00L
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2 416 KRB ks

g p RE EHTE ik Bk BRIFHZ

IBM EN 0.3477"  0.131(0.365*0.359) 0.478 H1: H6 = =
EA 0.096  0.096(0.267*0.359) 0.192 H4 F »H7 = =

BE 0.3597 — 0.359 H3 & =
BE EN 0.365 — 0.365 H2 & =
EA 0.267 — 0.267 H5 & =

'P<0.05 "P<001; P<0001; " — | %7 &%k

FH kR AR AT

4.8 A HFak%E

R AT 7 SEMB R & a4 4 A R & 5
TR MG REE LT 2 B UAGLEAARF A BN B
RAEA C TRCEAIB AT AR S MG EFE A& EY o 5 A
ALY KTOEEFZ B2 A 2 & REGE AR E) DT EE
AEFREHEAY NI RFEATREEST ML AT SR F A ET
12044 > #2 & 05 TREWRAEHE P H-ML, 5 MA 275 14234 A&
B2 L5 THERAE LML, > Raa BEE R RS HER T
*ARHES P RRIE A REF 2 EAH L pd RAPFEL LA
S EZ AP E A 0384 (MERpEI T EF R99) 5 d 24179757 >

A4

EN—-BEA#FH A EA /A2 pd B A% 51962197 (4p£51) -+
= 5 5289.9911290.291 (+ > E A $ 503<3840 )  HE%wmmp A L
FAEET L AASE T RERAAEHAERAY BT IR BT
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8502707 0 B i AF HePB T %85 02497 0 BT M AR B2 T
RIEMA HFTIREL L 2 TS M 2B FERATE I F 3B LR
F 5303840 0 wH8 : E AR EHAIERHA EFTREAILE T A EE T 2
2o BE—IBMA EHA| 2 & 442 A d B A W 519622197(4p £ 5 1)
+ = & %289.991£300.096(10.105 > 3.840) » H 2 % %P £ A & (£ % ;
B RN T MG AT A E A B TR A2 BT 50225
B AGAE R T GBS 02027 0 B BB W ALAR W2 T FIRNEAIN A
BERN D e FI R M G MGEARE o o SR HY L AR

ﬁmiﬁj—fplw CREF AR S e RRLRRS

=1

%417 FPENEHRLEFEATRIELSITE

3 L + i pd R t3ELR
EN—BE & 289.991 196
7 T 290.291 197 0.3
BE—IBM 2 2 1) 289.991 196
7 & 40 300.096 197 10.105
B A AR (LML) 3 47 F(H-ML)
i i it
EN—BE 0.270" 0.249”
BE—IBM 02257 0.292""

P<0.05 :P<0.01 :P<0.001"
F“ ﬁ—'j{,},%l . ﬁ)ﬁﬁ"%’fﬂ]
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*ﬁ B FR P H RS PRI S B RE R LR T
e A HER A - BREY AL ITBREE Y A
GEFRALE- HnEr 2Bl LA o ANHY L g1 AT R
T AP T R REAE R EAEZ T LB R A ARy B ;ﬁu’nk
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PR R g i A PR AR 7 T A R
LELCE gﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%i@#ﬁTa@ﬁ&%ﬁ&:ﬁéifﬁ’

G ER LY P LRI PRE A e YRS R

DB 5 R

5.1 hﬁvﬁi BFRRTH
A dF 3 o2 (Narrative Inquiry) 2.3 e F Ky i XA S5 5% 82 (7 e
WL A2 G e A2 Sl § IR E
T2 % KB FEAZ 0 Gartner(2007) L sk £ EF7 7 B T 20 S A1 E & F 0@ Y
TN FEEAY s BAA AR Y B L niFr D mE
EA (N9 HEAFFLOAHBERRE  AEFL A T RE-

GHDIE a2 APPEF AR 2 F A H I EORE

o

2 (Interviewing) & - BEE TR 2 E - Y750 A £ H
WERG FHe PR A P IR EEETERFARR
Patton (1990)45 13+ 3k .5 7 B EFEFA L H 082 BB ¥ o E g2

—

o

* B EELZE P 305 Rubin and Rubin(1995):% 5 #3647 1 - a8 Mir
BRAPDLIRE - GFEE T2 BEXFROLRZN PP

ETHPHH R IR B AL AT AL 1ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁpiﬁﬁpi
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o2 RERAE R P A2 4 & (Arksey & Knight, 1999) ; @ & & 3+ 3 2
(In-depth Interview) #_& % 4% ;L% kK w § TR a3z m A =( 2 94)
pMFERTHA - Y ER I ER PR RS Y 2 o U

TR K G R A BE R R R T 1] A
%‘ﬁgi’%b’%f%é%é dm Flig % 0 7 2 AR NE P W B P T

FOoRPAARAER BEXPFOL LR AR A AT AR FE
PHAA IS EN AR RSO RS L (HRET EEREM
21, %94)

Creswell (1998)%2 Creswell and Clark(2007): 2 = & 5 B 4 7.4
Prend R R A IRfR 0 R Bk E o TR A jﬁiﬁ"é} DA
LR ERLE AP Dd fxd  BYATFA M-I AT AT
B FEIRA PP FLEREY - ST OB AHE S 6 HT R
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&2 PRAE3E ~o # H-(Chesbrough, 2003) » ,%g

7 FHRIEE X A2 USSR &8

WEE,AN104) K2 ﬁ%‘jﬁi%ﬂiﬂ“&&?@ﬁﬂﬁﬂfﬁz ~HAAF iR
ES

B AT TR 4 o F 0 ek f R B

il
T
N
yic]
e
e
&
F_&

TR A > d F o A A o AT e p Lo A 6



4 FIRTRIP i
Levi-Strauss(1966):% = T4 L a8 L BEM DL AT - fI* 2 B L
f&ﬁ;&#;& bAoA - TR R LR T A SRR DR

AFEE G A AR ARFAEASER S - L R
(Retrospective) » % :iF B w = € 274F 7 igf;«,}g,—g,\z, 4 fj&a&'}"éﬁié

TR FR BT 255 % = AR AN A (Archetype Bricolage) 5
)

FEAGEER AR AT K 5] G ER DT 1 E bR
w48 T(Levi-Strauss, 1966) » @ S d T 2o 2 erip Sl che E4 0 7
e~ HERCHRA R BB T3 ARtk 2307

H* g § FRBHERT P o BAA ~ ¥ - 83 35 A5 - fipen
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»F R B ehpe B 22 2 (Lévi-Strauss, 1966 Glucksberg & Danks, 1968)
TRREER 0 ES R E HE R T F o RAINEATSE
LB RE EIF R R R R (ML R0 00)
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R —PEEe R L e
FHE=276.612 EHE=142

GFI=904 AGFI=.872 NFI=.928 CFI=.964

Innovation
Business Model

P{E=.000

RMR=.065 RMSEA=.059 CMINDF=1.948
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Model Specification
{E5Y%H  Most General Model

A {E=\CMIN BHE=\DF {EH=\P

GFI=VWGFI AGFI=VAGFI NFI=SA\NFI CFI=S\CFI

RMR=\RMR RMSEA=\RMSEA

Model Specification
=458  Most General Model

+IFF{E=\CMIN EHE=\DF EHE=\P

GFI=\GFI

1 1 1 RMR=\RMR RMSEA=\RMSEA

AGFI=VAGFI  NFI=\NFI CFI=\CFI
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Standardized estimates
Default model

EEBE=196

+75{E=289.991 {E=_.000

7 .
|ea1| |ea2| |ea3|

2 25 a7
52 78 76 RMR=.079 RMSEA=.042

GFI=.883 AGFI=.837 NFI=897 CFI=.963

Standardized estimates
=534  Default model

+751E=289.991 EEBE=196 {H=.000

GFI=.883 AGFI=.837 NFI=.897 CFI=.9263

B0 F7 a8 RMR=.079 RMSEA=042
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Standardized estimates
Moderator

+75{E=300.096 BHE=197 {E=.000

GFI=878 AGFI=.832 NFI=893 CFI=.960

= 75 T RMR=.091 RMSEA=.044

Standardized estimates
=5%  Moderator

7 {E=300.096 BHHEE=197 {E=_000

GFI=.878

&0 76 39 RMR=.091 RMSEA=.044

AGFI=.832 NFI=.893 CFI=.960
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