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ABSTRACT

Technology promotes the continuous progress of the times, consumers
have more requirements for the characteristics of smart phones and pay more
attention to the brand image of smart phones. Various factors affect their
willingness to buy. This research analyzed 369 valid questionnaires, and the
results of the analysis found that: 1. Product characteristics have a significant
positive impact on purchase expectations; 2. Product characteristics have a
significant positive effect on Internet word of mouth; 3. Internet word of mouth
has a significant positive effect on purchase intention; 4. The brand image has
a significant positive impact on purchase expectations; 5. There is an
intermediary effect between product characteristics and purchase intentions,
and there is an intermediary effect on Internet word-of-mouth; 6. There is no
interference between brand image and purchase intentions effect.
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Review

WA R AT LA

E B k4

Ostrom (1969)

The Relationship
Between the Affective,
Behavioral, and
Cognitive Components
of Attitude,

TR KR L AR ORI

TR EFARE LT E  FREY AR TR D

(Dodds, Monroe, and Grewal, 1991) -
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L MR

RIp AR S FFMay o % oAt Bl Ol BX R Y
3K e
251 & B2 F LA Tl ik

Nowlis & Simpnson (1996) & +r47 % (A B 101) 325 i 7 ﬁ ¢ gL

3 B %A S R @“"ﬁé"&é_é&%%ﬁ el . SR E R /ﬂ%”’—ﬁ‘

Lee & Park (2020)#% ' "R B3 eg & 0 LA ] B3l 4 » HYF gd i@

R E TR ARG TN FE LS T AT R

‘F‘A\l%

HL: 2 SRR LM ¥ ¥ -
252 A SR M2 Tl %
Srivastava & Sharma (2017)#% 7+ £ #pi¢ * % & 5 ¢ BB e v M5O
ByE o 45t @ % Iphone chEF > € A A kg & * Iphone i 7L 5 o
Kim, Moon & Kim (2017)3% 5 ke v M & & Fa it ¢ 4n 3 B 5ty ¢
FUEFFZ RV A PE L KR bl G F P FHN AL

Pl e x L R3T- TR NN PAF . B gy F oML e
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o n Ao By
H2: 2 R8Pl r M BEF L v B
253 v MB Y LA T bl %

Zhai & Zhang (2014):5.5 v M A = & R SBELY F fREA S

g e §F AL MY LA - Li, Xue, Yang & Li (2017) 4 7 4 i~ 7
IRFDEL R LPRA BEASF G T dwmen?) N B Mo
FRGORR YR FHOME AR BIRL o

H3: peir MEMY L7 RFL»
254 W29 Y AR F el

R PSS ELL A S EREL B S S SN S S

5

CHNE G VR PR R E MRS (e R

T

E % LR~ 4P ¥ { B (Kamins & Marks,1991; Wu, Yeh & Hsiao, 2011) -
Calvo-Porral & Levy-Mangin (2017)# &} % 4# chi9 27 % 3 5 4 RER LA
R R RE - F T IR RS FIOETE B O TR
Foo R E o - AN P ¥ A Reh- f4 o Ericksen & Sirgy (1992)3% &

B2 BEA RN e B "ﬁ ARFIREY R FTAAMETY
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it

eriE dengd o SR T AT BK
4: B R HER AW ML HF -
255 AR RBCM > SN HRT AL oM G
B ERE T 0 F T R g R B R N 0F 4
BenFE oM pgend 50 AL GHEHTE X R v R D
é&’w%iii%%iﬁﬁﬁiﬁ’*?%%?%%%’%mmm%
FeBR AR IRT B o e B R B ermra\ﬁm’ﬂ"*w

w LR Iphone < 1% - Lee & Youn (2009)# 7+ » H LR A X% & i

w

FAR AR o

Bhakar, Shailja & Shilpa (2013)F 7 # R > & ¥ &A= 247 05409
% AR R R R AT it g R SO AR - Xiaobo
(2014) 1 F bl B @ B F P A ARE RIS gREF G
g 2 ARW R F A gL @ r LSRR (G0 iE
-k e PR EI R QERFATE oS A Y A - Lin&
Lu (010) &g P i A 5 A g B R K TR 2 B

%

A L A R L R F R B YL T

(Q017)4F 34 A% & 2 2 3e 5P 8 RAF® T PR T MBI % 223 %
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FoEG Ry AR L A B ASA R RERA g
FERa v (MR SR d BT AR EL AR 2TRME] A
do AR AT L R ENA o 3 S ARF AR DR e AT R g A A
FUTEYBK

H5: 2 &4 YRR AR > B v Ay a? /i%k

HE6 : &M % B pEF LAE » 2R C AT T 2%k
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g s R ARG A#E T B4 277 LRI R F wpd
PAEANSBAEASFE &0 R FRY R 2 R R
Ao DRP LG R TR RS L RBES RPN LR

BRRTH DREF]RRLT S -

A5 %
H5
H6
e T
H4
H3
H2
4
Hi1
A > Y LE

TR kR AT R
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32 P 3 B

AT P AR WP R 5L HER  FdE Bipe 2 F

Y

SSEARR R B EK 0 FIRAeT
HL: B BB my LM M2+ 85
H2 : & Sl 3t o M
H3: pitc My A ¥ B
H4 © M2 Y A7 e e e
HS : A S4BT pb LE - PR MG P 2k o
HE © i) % &1 B F AR > BT M bt ok o
33 BPE&

MBI F 2 TG AMRT O A5 A BSOS F -
oo Likert 7 R ARG o TAFAIRAL - TARE T
g s TRRg  T2¥ Ry I BLR 4RSS EELHK (1,23
4,5) e FZMAe LBEAFE > IR s B8 HTRE S T T
WAFR R S B A R A TR 2 Bt .

3.4 T T A
AFEL A S v SRR LR BHEe L

THRAUT BRGSO TR TR
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341 A &FiE

AT ASEH 2 E T &L & 44 Kotler (1998); Semeijn et.al
(2004); Abdolmaleki et.al (2016); Young ,Ott & Feigin (1978) & =Rpz % (&
R 104) * 54 > APy FERKFR SA2F > dod 31 47T o

2 31 A SFH 2 FirA T B LR
W F T T H e

4p iﬂ’%"fﬁﬁ’#‘;é L 4 1. A% ¥ Iphone = ¥ F & & 17
Fo AFA S e |

2pErg R 2.2 % 1% Iphone £ & i B 1 pk 4p
(=) A&E#HR 1 FF [#a

—‘gé'q‘ Iphone 4% 0w 74 3.7V 4 ¥ Iphone £ & nﬁ%‘rmuri

A
e . ) g
P feo M T RMR | kR
e
E S 4.3\ % 18 Iphone #4 5t & & v H i
= 4

5. A4 17 Iphone & * gE &t

E
™

23



231 AFFHLFF e ne N s (§)

o F T LK A

6. 2“4 ¥ Iphone & 5 & %3

7. 2418 Iphone # % 5 i+ +

R A
(=) A &K 8. Iphone e F52k 2+ & 4w 31 2
¥ EFHZASSF F |9 Iphone MK K sl S

B 2T E AL F el | 10, Iphone F 3 11U E A B € B A
LEE tht B

TAL KRR A IR
342 BT A

A R MO ITA &2 & 4% Hennig, Gwinner,
Walsh, Gremler (2004) > Lee & Youn (2009) > Lee ~ Lee ~ Cruz & Enriquez

(2016)% 5 % » 2B ] F R K BT > 40 3.2 577 o
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3.2 v Bk TR R RS K LA

F T TR

BA

11. 2V 4p 5 & #73 # Iphone
el Rl

12. Iphone e g2 m«}gm— 7 E

o

=

5
13. Iphone s i v p i % 430
kA5 Fletan

14. Iphone et o m § 3V 8

i

B

ﬁ‘; FReNF] % o ks
(Z ) @R mz @ |15 2 ¢ 2@ L@ b 344 Iphone
PR U R WAL | gEAE o
C Ry @, { 5 ¥ |16, 20 ¢ 4~ % # * Iphone {5t
AEAFA %4 [ | @ o
Fenfe R A LR o 17. 58 ¢ £ 3%t 4 @ * Iphone

4F v
FH KR AE T AR
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3.4.3 &35 %

A CH WA bk T 2 & A £ &4 Park, Jaworski &
Maclnnis (1986) > Pohlman & Mudd (1973) - Sirgy (1985) % §% » R
TEKEF BREE > 4o 3.3 o7 o

% 33 M k2 R IFA T RAR LA
& Y K pid

S g nE & B0 | 18, AL ¥ Iphone 4 & A enip 4
c%%ﬁf@‘Aﬁ?@gpﬁ_, :[3@\
E-fad ik |19, 24 F Iphone £A- ¢ ¥ =

MASE T Feh s | S

=

e 4

e

o (- ) &M % ek 1 |20. 2% 12 Iphone { &0 oh A 5% ¢h
/

FEFHYRLAS T
t R 4 R 21. 344 1% Iphone ¥ - B pF

N fe
N
/ne

22. Iphone £ 2\ pi§ % &
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2 33 5 k2 FivA T HER E4E0 (F)

e FiEI LK ]
(=) & & g |23, Iphone E_ 3\ ehig 7 13 ¥ chk-

9

AR 24. Iphone PR 5+ 4 2 % R,
25. 2 i¥ Iphone x 3ifphE - #
PR RR AP EE
344 MY B

AT TR AR R (T4 A 1 & 4 Morwitz (2007) ~ $tR

% (2015) ~ Mirabi, Akbariyeh & Tahmasebifard (2015) -

Rao & Monroe

(1989) ; Munnukka (2008) % % & » 12+ 47§ § & 3+ 1 £ 4 - 4ok 3.4

b1-|—7’]- °

% 3AMY LR F T T REN L4000

W5 (€1 TR

A

IEE R AR

P{ SARBE T > 4P

e E

CEL S SRR R

26.
217,

=R

1 Iphone

3 ¢ BT B %% e Iphone

AEHWT BLE BN G R
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2 3AMY LM FIFATRER L0 ()

i A FeI A X

SRR T 4 kg o |28, A ¢ LY Iphone i 7
29. # 44 Iphone iy 2 2% & 0
30. Trig H oW A {4 Ak R

% Iphone

TAL KR AT IR
35 F#HN ¥

KN R G A ket 0 AEIRR B ehp R L 2019 & 11 ¢ 18
Px2019# 127 18 p > i &5 RI4 % 2@ * Iphone 47 £ 3] + 4 5 # %
oot raw FiFLnats, cBERRENEA 47 B L Ha
e Cronbach’a 4 %] 5 & &3¢+ 0.873~ g v M 0.890~ &35 % 0.892 -
BT £ 0.856 0 @ Cronbach’ o *%"31’ W07 A TERESR
36 E KX

AFEFRERENRFERLA AN 32020 # 17 3 3 iR L
¥ 232 400 RS )}"JK,!f #2252 3L 232369 > > 3 ¥
% 92.3% o Fx¥ % 5 Iphone FrE | £ 5% * —‘ﬁ » 32020 1% 3 3

NS R L
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37 FHRAH 3

AT R 6 SPSS FRLsLzR B A 4R 0 TR * shidh Sk L AiE s
AT F AT B R A TR R ARAAT  PM A TR A
SRR = Rl A
3.7.1 & &4 @& (Frequency)

AFET R B FT S BRI AN R B KT AR
BRE 3P m s T o SRR IR G s e AT e
3.7.2 4k 4 383+ (Descriptive Statistics)

AOE MR AT R A SRR SRl TR
PR SRR N AR T AR R IR TS o
WAFR L R B o i ARG 2R O R R R B A M # 4

.hgi-qj o

3.7.3 iz B ¥ F]1% & +7 (Reliability & Factor Analysis)
FRAFTETRPEAZTCREERETE - AHBHEAE - REAE
- dp e o & A 4712 Guieford (1965)4% 1 ¢7 Cronbach’ o & % 1] %] &
# > # Cronbach’a 307 B FE AR FE¥E- R ; /&> 035
207 B B RA M 035 BHME R AT AT R M

A G BRER LR BROE TR AL FFE AT R Rl R
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BEE- KM FFIE R 05 S AGRAG LT IEA
F 2 45050 PIAA R FF > FIMBRAS g n 245 L %5
oA RGP AT dp i g Ao
374 & T &2 (T-Test)

AP UBE AT ESEI BenpPt e FELT L LR o
3.75 ¥ 713 $ R &4 45 (One-Way ANOVA)

HAS P HEATE0 5 enFnT i fia P FLE oI5
@ o
3.7.6 4p B & 457 (Correlation Analysis)

Pearson 4p B A 47 #* "t R PI A S~ R T A B9 R PR R
FEZ2. el H 2o B B Y F 20 f B 2 BEDR o
3.7.7 % ﬁﬁa\ # (Regression Analysis)

ARFE AR PR WA %2R LR TR A TR
HOAFERFRE T IHRBFASLPFLERL ABERF R CMELT

bd firck o XUk G FFT"' (Hierarchical Regression Analysis)& & &% 2

PR AR BB T MEEE TS
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Yr® RELEAT

AEEEDT R L e Tis o AR S TR AT s B R AT
Wz kA T F - Pearson Ap M 4 45 ~ A R FL TS P BRR LR ER
Bood BEFHAENULPL A SHE BRSS9 HET AL

g

B?%K’f-r ‘}k‘ rmlg ﬂ/\bt”lié i%1€-f’f%"ﬂ; #OT*Q%H'11+7£ﬂ

® o ™ SPSS A it @ LM

i

LA T AR ENG T AR

EY J‘j‘f})ﬁ‘g}, :
41 A TR ES A
AFE i T Iphone AR A £ 48 1 L AR A gt ko dEd B

BopE L g E g £ E R R > 156 Google LR K At 4 AL

FARFEX 400> > T w5 133690 0 HY & 7 31 ipmEmah S oo
AFEE? NP REFEDEFERAREFLSITE HF  F T ER S
#£7 -
411 kA5 47

d TR AL v S22 AAFRAFRE AR BT G

u) s s 0T AR CBE 1 (e TI0 O SRR 7 A

70 H Lo 4o T

1 Buld G g % k52 200 (>(54.2%)% 1+ 8] £_169 i (45.8%)-
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L EELAT 25 /T A S E 249 ((675%) 0 H = A L 26 % 30 &
% 55 »(14.9%) > 31 % 35 &% 32 (»(8.7%) > 36 & 40 &k + 16 i
(4.3%) » 41 f 2+ £ 17 & (4.6%) -
CRTARRAG A F (B B G R 224 5(607%) HX A %P
(B % 90 »(24.4%) 4= 7 #7( 3 )1+ £ 35 »(9.5%) B¢ (§)
T 220 i (5.4%) o
CBREAN G B4 B 52 168 (»(45.5%) 0 H % A IRAFEE 68 i
(18.4%) » # 4 5 61 i»(16.5%) » # £ £ 34 »(9.2%) > p ¢ £ 20
i»(5.4%) > 2%k 11 »QB%)m F'& ¥ W5 7 »(1.9%) -
LA TERSHRA G BEHRE AR SR8 (23%) B 1EMT X
65 i»(17.6%) > 1 T 2 # 3 59 i»(16%) > 2 3 3 &+ 36 »(9.8%) > 3
T 4E%F 2333(6.2%)> 43 5 &8 F 19 »(5.1%) > 5 & & b £
82 > (22.2%) -
LR o A ET~ B S 2 107 (29%) 0 H = % 20000 ~
11T 4 65 > (17.6%) » 20001 & 30000 <~ F 72 i>(19.5%) » 30001 %
40000 ~ # 63 7»(17.1%)>40001 & 50000 = &4 29 i»(7.9%)>50001
% 60000 ~F 33 i»(8.9%) -

WAFPR R A 0 LAY E § 5 323 (3 (87.5%) 0 H = A oC A E 46 i
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(12.5%) -

3414 A A A TR A e g A A

ArAFH A | FAY | RPRA
s 7 200 54.2% 54.2%
)
+ 169 45.8% 100%
25 11T 249 67.5% 67.5%
26 & 1 30 & 55 14.9% 82.4%
o 31 A& 1 35 A 32 8.7% 91.1%
36 & 1 40 & 16 4.3% 95.4%
41 # r1 } 17 4.6% 100%
Be () M 20 5.4% 5.4%
LS B7O(B) 90 24.4% 29.8%
: P
3
iz
B <& (EF) 224 60.7% 90.5%
Byt () 35 9.5% 100%
g2 168 45.5% 45.5%
BE 34 9.2% 54.7%
B
T
PRARE 68 18.4% 73.2%
pd ¥ 20 5.4% 78.6%
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241 HErAATRIBESRAEE (F)

AFFR g | FAN | RPFAR

PP 1 3% 81.6%

g % 7 1.9% 83.50%

ERt 61 | 16.5% 100%

& 85 23% 23%

1&n 65 | 17.6% |  40.7%

13 2% 59 16% 56.6%
a

e 21 3% 36 9.8% 66.4%
%

31 4% 23 6.2% 72.6%

45 5% 19 5.1% 77.8%

5% (5) 1 82 | 22.2% 100%

£ 4 r 107 20% 20%

. 20000 = 11 65 | 17.6% |  46.6%
B2

;{ 20001 % 30000 =~ | 72 195 66.1%

g 30001 % 40000 ~ | 63 | 17.1% | 83.2%

40001 * 50000 =~ | 29 7.9% 91.1%
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24D AR ATHEEAEREE (3

- Al | FAY | RPEA
50001 % 60000 ~ 33 8.9% 100%
¥ A 323 87.5% 87.5%
4]
s .
v S 4 46 12.5% 100%
TR KR AT ER

4.2 % R 2 FtE R 45

AELEH T ARSI, TRBET A, TREY R, 2 TRy

LA ge BRI H 2 T oufe R £ e T ACE LB A 450 0 £ 42 SR
(1) & &4t fha

BA SIS ¢ oS855 TAH @ Iphone @ * ehd bt K 5 o
Tofi (448)5 BB AARASEWRY P ERAR Y Z A AL
L ooh- By (WA B SR iR o @ 4250 10 Tlphone F 4 4R
LR MR EE B

A5 g LAY Y £y o T30 (B13)E M 0 BT &

- B X AR FEMY - fEE
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42 Fat AT A - A SR AR

i 35|
& P
B # i
5 | 24 ¥ Iphone ¢ * thd &b gk o 4.48 | 0.801
3 | 244 7 Iphone £ & B HiTE Kk 5o 4.44 | 0.732
6 | 244 ¥ Iphone & 7 & (%3 o 4.37 | 0.742
1|25 % Iphone = 8 F o H (¥ i o 4.34 | 0.724
é; 4 | AL Iphone # 4 3 G v B S48 45 - | 4.16 | 0.875
B
es 7 | 3% 1 Iphone # % % D3+ F Rt A o 4.12 | 0.925
2 | 5 ¥ Iphone & & i F R AR # it o 4.02 | 0.873
8 | Iphone ¢ $23%k 2 K jgvx gl st o 3.94 | 0.872
9 | Iphone *F gLk 3+ & Sg e 51 3% o 3.92 | 0.888
10 | Iphone F42 11 A& A5 ¢ A s + & - | 3.13 | 1.210

FH KR AT R

=

QR M2 e

el T PLENREIE oG o REEL 18T A € £ 071 4 @ % Iphone fh4F Ry

T oR(4.04) b B i B HHT BT A S48 6 AT R Bl o ATH 13

PR dp iz UE 5T 4 Iphone cim i &1 v ARy 0 T 0#8(3.31) B IS 0 BT )

REBE S L RS L B e RRIRA A -
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4.3 Foif st - M2 BETR

% T35 |
W& P
5 ® | £
18 | & ¢ 2 371 £ i * Iphone s4# ja 4.04 | 0.840
Iphone e v B % $ A kw £ F e
15 3.79 | 0.817
12 | #¢ ¢ & % & * Iphone {s s 7 o 3.65 | 1.000
5 | 16| Iphone et o g £ 4 3 5 5 e 3.63 | 0.850
b2
17 | Iphone e it o A & F2 80 crpk B L AR - 3.62 | 1.010
11 | 8 ¢ 2 is X &1 34 Iphone 3848 3.60 | 0.992
14 | Iphone st v A3t — L 44 & 3.60 |0.889
13 | 24 4p T & #r5 %t Iphone 3= & v A - 3.31 | 0.937
TALKRR A IR

(3) 5477 4 2 45

bEHA S

5 (4.29) 5% > B X Iphone i B ¢ % r‘-}’#w)j‘mﬁ/ﬂ

» 4755 25 T Iphone §_#\ thig 18 & #F ch- i 4 T 398

& eNiE i RE 0 4P

Herdg s 21T A 17 Iphone EAk € 3 =g iy T 358 s (2.88) i1

XL AV SR ) Do & R Rt
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% 44 Fot s A 4T ) R 2 AR

i T35 |
W& P
(3 ¥ 4
25 | Iphone H_s\ crig {7 1 48 ch 49 o 429 | 0.731
27 | 34§ 1% Iphone s sujp 2 — ¢ - 4.28 | 0.800
24 | Iphone E 3\ pEE chip L4 £ o 4.17 | 0.916
26 | Iphone -3k r JRF% 4 245 R, o 3.83 | 0.892

S

20 | A4 @& * Iphone + & A ehiB A A% o 3.65 | 0.952

23 | 34 ¥ Iphone §_— B pF & e i o 3.46 | 1.163
22 | 224 17 Iphone { sc (LA ey B o 2.95 | 1.185
21 | # ¥ 17 Iphone Ak ¢ ¥+ =1 fic o 2.88 | 1.229

FTH KR AT EE
(AR LR e

HoYAgs 29 T ¢ p g 24 p x5 7 feh Iphone T 358k 5 (4.37)
BROMTNN R EFURATRMY PP R BL Al S AT
31 P2t 4t Iphone hif 12 A8 £ ey T 308k s BL8) B M AW F H L &

g lphone e % Bt AR - Y E o
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% 45 Kt At A d-PEE AR 2 3R

1} Tio | HE
o P
5 & £

29 | ¢ MR & p L # it g FehIphone o 437 | 0.712

30 | 3¢ F T Iphone i 7 o 4.27 | 0.818
i
%‘é 32 | e B g 45 Ak ERET Iphone - | 370 | 1.131
FR

28 | A € PR v A B 4F i0 Iphone o 3.61 | 1.010

31 | 2“4t Iphone i £ E_% & e 3.18 | 1.063

TR KR AT IR
4.3 F1& &

AFTARFRT A EFAYEG ik Fl R o A LA e BRA
FA sy ~ Tepomy ~ TR8A4 2 TREY R, 3 KMO
(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) B~ if *7 |4 & #c? Bartlett ez 254 <> F4) 2 ¥ 38
FIKMO &% %30 0.7 #7170 % KMO BAX+ 4 7 $18F ehs b F]E 4% 5
L FI3tie 7 512 & 47 o 95 Kaiser #& ! gk KMO = 3t 0.8 (meritorious)
Z 5 {%4F > %30 0.7 (middling) % = ¢ & » < 3t 0.6 (mediocre) # 7 4§ id e
] 0.5 12T (unacceptable) Bl .7 st X o K78 0 UEB X B R EE(T

TR AT F A EP o FRE LR T
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431 AREFEFR A

AT RA SRS G 10 BADIE S E A 47180 @ 1 KMO
® 5 0.862 - Bartlett s 24k = 7 i -k > 3§ 87 FF A 47 - B FF A
1 AT Z L FE Y <304 wH P ggEl 4 T A8 phone # &t =
B R RSy BFIR R 040 efre A RS AL
e F T ERIR GHMEERLA BHRELNE L TR

g B TARR ) > FPRBEE 5 59330% 217 % & 4.6 97

TF
46 A SHMFE AT REL

_-';1 1 FlhilF AL
# % £ L

5 | &A% i¥ Iphone & * 3 &t ik 0.773

3 | A% (¥ Iphone & & A T k5t 0.754

1 |24 # Iphone = F o & (T i 0.736
é’r; 46.084%
g 6 | 4 ¥ Iphone & ¥ & %3 0.725
jea

7 | 2 ¥ Iphone # % & DI+ + R 3R 0.694

2 | 2“4 ¥ Iphone £ & 8 PR AR 74 At 0.539

9 | Iphone # L3k 3+ & g e 51 3¢ 0.811 59.330%
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: w
% i 2
8 | Iphone ¢ $23k 2+ K Jgw 5l A 0.773

10 0.749

T kR AP R
432 PERTAFE LS

AP ARBECMOES P LG 8 B LFE AL KMO &
% 0844 Bartlett st 25 2 or g F-K B> § ST F| 2 A2 47 - B E |2
At FHATFIFAFE Y A3 040 wH P g5 19T ¢ P £ LK
% Iphone w4k 8k rEIDEREIE AN E 2 B AL c FlF L FE A F 0 8
R - R ERPRE GBS R F S BRI E AT R M IEY

B Tepome @, » AHFBE5 66947% ~ 4758 % 5 % 47 #7157 o
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44T e R R A 1R 4

k| B FlRAL | A
A
| B FE 22
14 | Iphone st v M3t — T L 54§ E 0.828

Iphone st v M 7 ¥ KW E 5 F

15 0.796

B4 e 49.266
;f; 16 | Iphone e gz o i £ 5 ¥ 5 1) 0 0.773
; 13 | #4p & #75 ¥F Iphone en®if &2 o @ | 0.753
11 |24 g & s L R 3 Iphone s%£ 48 - 0.863

12 | X € & % & * Iphone 7S w8 o 0.838 66.947
18 | 3V ¢ & 371 A i¢ * Iphone e734F e 0.696

FH KR AT R
4.3.3 &) % Fl&k A

ATT S i G £ 8 BADIE S FE A 1715 KMO &
= 0811 Bartlett st =~ F L #E - FEEFFZ AT - ZEF R
Af o AR FI R LR R AN 040 2 A SHMEE EA B
T Awic TR ds, e T g, A3 %2 £ % 69.316% -

BT S ok 4.8 #rF o
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% 48 5259 F1E AR KA

FE | ® P | A%
A
4% FE £ E
25 | Iphone & 2\ crig 17 12 & cr-ig 0.847
27 | 34 17 Iphone i sLjp 2 - & 0.810
24 | Iphone Z_ A pL¥ et & 0.766 | 49.642%
;‘;ﬁ“ 26 | Iphone 5 ph PJRF% 2 Ak R 0.652
11/ 20 | A F i * Iphone f+ & A enip A A% | 0.561
22 | 3240 # Iphone € ac (hAE A g BT 0.934
21 | 3450 # Iphone &4 € 3 e % fic 0.921 |69.316%
23 | 24 ¥ Iphone ¥_— i FF % e i 0.811

TAL KR AT IR
434 BE LEEFI R A ¥

AP AR LG P53 5 BRI LT F 4471 KMO &
% 0.746 > Bartlett sk 54 v 2 B EF-RE > s £ 7 F| & A 47 - 516 7| &
LA FREFIREFET S04 AR KRS L ZP- B

Tl 5Ty L, R %BE 5 51323% A7 % 4rdk 49 977 o
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3 A9MTE AE TS A4 R A

b S FIRL | AR
A

L | B ¥E | B
30 | € FF T Iphone i 7| 0.800
2 ROdNT QR O - SR N I - A 0.750

F%i Iphone

;é% 31 | 2 #F Iphone i £ 2% & o 0.716 51323
28 | # ¢ pL§ &%+ 0 Iphone 0.677
20 | A g RER 4 p £ g fehlphone| 0.627

FH AR AT R
4.4 TR A
AT L HE N R A4S - $2% Cronbach’so &2 4 £ 2 A
MEFEIE - R o B3 0.7 2V AXF £ o7 Z AR 2 4P M AR S >
AL R EERAAE S BN A EEE o ES 0859 A BN
o TA&Ei, 5 0850 TAR&, 5 0718 R Mo B3
0.841> # ¢ 3 Fgeser Mir® ;5 0854 Feper My @, 5 0768+
S5 % o it 0.850 0 S %k ehF e TR A, 5 08150 TR
fepclt g 5 0897 @ R R a E5 0753 AT Tﬁ:ﬁéﬁc BRI

By EHRE o BH G R ke 4.10 4T e
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2410 L B EEASPTRE L

W& 12 ¥ Cronbach’s a &
A&t 9 0.859
P it v A 7 0.841
A g 8 0.850
AN 5 0.753

T kR AP ER
45 W+ TH#Z (T-Test)

AEG AV S B AL LR ASRE BB B A T % T
B BAREA AR - R DL R A B S R AN 8 B
Mz LR
451 MuEH®ERAL P H I TR

AEJIF A TR AL R e e FA 0 d & e
Bl A S L (P=0.043%) 5 44t v M L (P=0.719) 5 &4 509 )
% % (P=0.544)21 p- ¥ R AE(P=0.082) » ji i 47 % % W 4w 2 e fL w44 & 4

-

GERMFALR L ASHEGHFLE T HF NS B(4 41D
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% 411 %) 44

LI AT R TA T

o ERT N Tiofe | BB E TiE PiE

i g 200 410 | 0.640

£ 0.387 | 0.043*
i & 169 408 | 0500

* g 200 365 | 0589

i 0.706 | 0.719
. % 169 361 | 0613

5 g 200 370 | 0.728

;f“; 0534 | 0.544
¥ % 169 366 | 0.661

P g 200 381 | 0.740

?& 0463 | 0.082
B % 169 384 | 0604

1 *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001; N.A = =k ¥ £ £

TAL KR ATy T

452 B[R RE ERBA LB REI TR T

I s A T e AR BG T A  d AR

T R R A A & L (P=0.496) 5 -4 Es o A2 (P=0.754) ; 45

2% 9 (P=0.131)7 B § & FE(P=0.108) » j& A 47 & % 15 30 JR4F PR iR 4454 2

,_

o R

—
e
94

2 (4 412)
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2 AL MRS HBRA 2 A T 2474

Y3 HFHR
# o N Tiod | HBEFL TE PiE
LA
A A4 323 4.10 0.582
;;; 1.326 0.496
M ¥ 46 3.98 0.558
e * 4 323 3.64 0.600
ﬁ_f 0.540 0.754
P 3RS 46 3.58 0.606
;‘% * 4 323 3.69 0.705
j; 0.495 0.131
° 46 3.64 0.647
P * 4 323 3.83 0.693
?& 0.427 0.108
B A 46 3.78 0.593

2 1 *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001; N.A = 2 & ¥ £ 2

FALkR AR AT

PO AR ERIFRR R ARG 2 LB TRh AT

B TSR B A K e (£ 4.13) #rR o
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24132 ATHRzTaEL

75 A BT =
A 1>2 N.A
el T B N.A N.A
AR % N.A N.A
LR R N.A N.A

N.A 5 7% B %
TAL KR AT IR
46 H 7|+ B8R #s 17 (ANOVA)

AT ST RBZ BN P RAZLRE S AGREEE FIF ¥
£ A1 (ANOVA) A 7% A AT 5 2 86 ~ o7 AR ~ B ¥ ~ 1 1P i55%
BEE for o FHA LA R R o
(1) & &

ERFTATE R Levene # B R Tk X AREF 0 A5
(Levene=0.320, P=0.865); i §= = # (Levene=0.332, P=0.856); &% 7/ %
(Levene=1.020, P=0.397)#2 -p£ ¥ & K¢ (Levene=1.309, P=0.266)% -+ # I &

SR HT S L AMFL LR (R 414)

48




%414 Bdo¥ L R 2 H 73 R 8 B s it

Scheffe
E# Tiog #B®L  FE | P&E o
/
1.25 & 11 411 | 0.560
2.26 /& 3 30 & 406 | 0.692
A
,f; 331 & % 35 & 396 | 0.601 | 0595|0667 | N.A
B
436 & 3 40 & 418 | 0.487
5.41 f 1 404 | 0522
1.25 & 11 365 | 0587
2.26 A& 3 30 & 367 | 0.615
3
B 33141 354 342 | 0685 [1521(0195| N.A
ya
436 & % 40 & 377 | 0492
5.41 fic 11} 351 | 0.619
1.25 & 11 372 | 0691
2.26 A& 3 30 & 361 | 0.685
=
o
j; 331 &2 35 & 363 | 0625 |1.754(0138| N.A
436 & 3 40 & 3.86 | 0.815
5.41 f 1 ) 333 | 0.770
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2414 2L 02 E 7S R ()

Scheffe

1‘#& & ¥ Tk HF¥L  FiE | PE "

1.25 %™ 3.84 0.679

2.26 & 2 30 & 3.80 0.731
s
% 33143 3B k& 3.83 0.646 |0.316 | 0.867 N.A
B

4.36 % 3 40 & 3.83 0.451

5.41 fk 11 b 3.65 0.817

31 *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001;N.A s m& ¥ 1 2
AL KR AT IR
(2) %5 2R

R AYTER o Levene R Ak Tlig LAY > ASF1E
(Levene=2.014, P=0.112); # gt v M (Levene=1.990, P=0.115); & % 35 %
(Levene=0.092, P=0.965)% -p£ & &, K8 (Levene=0.610, P=0.609) - & &4+ >
PR CABE YR RTRAE Y T ARFOALR > LR L
(F=3.166, p=0.025%) 1+ =g F¥F £ & - Y& 7 W? (7)) M T ¥ H EPREF

RARF A8 (B4) ) Hay Am (£ 415) -
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7 A5 BT ARAKERA 2 E T R A7

Tia| ¥ Scheffe
¥ TR CFE PE |
# | £
1. WY (5) 414 | 0.910
A28 ° (5 4.09 | 0.563
= 1463 | 0.224 | N.A
B3 g (&) 4.05 | 0552
4. =7 (3) M| 427 | 0546
1 WY (5) 1~ 3.91 | 0.658
F2 F0¢ (W) 3.60 | 0.552
k 1825 0142 | N.A
M |3 8 (L) 3.60 | 0.572
4 =3 (§) 2t | 370 | 0.809
1L ®|Y (5) 11~ 3.81 | 0.730
2 8¢ () 3.70 | 0.695
iy 0.624 | 0.600 | N.A
3 g () 3.65 | 0.705
4 m3er ()t | 3780667
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%415 T ARR S R 2 H TS gL gt (H)

T | & Scheffe

¥ KT RR C|F PE |
B | £
1L ®* (5) 01~ 427 | 0.711
o2 a0 (30 3.83 | 0.700

é 3.166 | 0.025% | 1>3
B3 <5 (Bf) 3.78 | 0.657
4. F=5er () | 3.82 0694

31 *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001;N.A s &k ¥ 1 2
TR &R AP ER
() B *

Ry i@ m o Levene R Ik Tl T AHF A5
(Levene=0.635, P=0.702); # g v = (Levene=0.697, P=0.652); & " 3; %
(Levene=0.930, P=0.473)£2 -p- ¥ & 57 (Levene=1.464, P=0.190) - & &4
PRCA ZRVGERE AR PREYEAEFLL > AR

(%\' 416) #TIT o
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£ 406 AW L R H A5 BB HeA i

Scheffe

¥ E S Tiof | fEL | FE | PE |

152 411 | 0.567

2.7 % 393 | 0566
| | 405 | 0.690
§ 4.5 4 % 408 | 0480 | 1036 | 0401 | NA
M
. 5.3 2 ¥ 417 | 0447

6.8 % 384 | 0610

7.4 8 419 | 0529

183 364 | 0609

2.7 % 351 | 0557
. |3 367 | 0567
&f 4.5 4 % 353 | 0390 | 0450 | 0.845 | N.A
" lsaax 358 | 0.636

6.0 % 360 | 0.750

7.4 % 367 | 0677
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3 AL6HEH L RT2 H AT B EAH (F)

Scheffe
i HE Tiog | RRL | FE | PE |
2
1.4 4 375 | 0.687
2.5 % 358 | 0.581
3. pRiE % 366 | 0.723
P
?j 4.5 % 365 | 0.806 | 0524 | 0790 | N.A
5.% &% 3.67 | 0.940
6. 5% % 366 | 0.805
7.8 360 | 0.673
1.4 4 386 | 0.703
2.5 % 365 | 0612
3R T £ 381 | 0.753
i
Lolapax 377 | 0460 | 0730 | 0.626 | N.A
=
5.% 2 ¥ 365 | 0.439
6. %1 % 405 | 0.854
7.8 385 | 0.648

;i @ *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001; N.A 5 m &g ¥ £
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TAL KR AT R
(4) 1 1T

Rt ER o Levene ¥ R ik Tiite T3 AR F » A58
(Levene=0.700, P=0.650); % ¥ v M (Levene=0.430, P=0.859); & M 35 %
(Levene=0.751, P=0.609)%= -F£ ¥ & %¢ (Levene=1.901, P=0.080) - it
RO R REME AR A - R (TR T ARFOLE L
$ 2 %4 (£ 4.17) #957 o

417 3 TR E R H T R ds 4T

" % R - e Scheffe

? ¥ Tiogk | HFEL | FE P& 3

1.7 55 413 | 0621

2.1& 1 405 | 0506
g 3.1 3 2+& 4.04 0.555
w423 3% 401 | 0763 | 0494 | 0813 N.A
1+ 5.3 1 4& 423 | 0.470

6.4 1 5= 411 | 0.621

7.5# ()| 410 0.541

1.7 55 364 | 0619

2. 1& 1 363 | 0571
* (311 2% 360 | 0611
B 1421 3% 364 | 0551 | 0796 | 0573 | N.A
M 5.3 1 4% 3.87 0.548

6.4 1 54 361 | 0641

7.5& (7)1 3.57 0.623

1.7 55 377 | 0722
E 210 365 | 0.731
S[311 2% 369 | 0658 | 0337 | 0917 | NA
, |42 1 3% 365 | 0.749

5.3 1 44 363 | 0533
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+ 1w
% 417 1 RN

¥t L 352 H 73 R A ()

Tf 1 iFiEs Tl | BEL | Fi P& SCt_fffe
6.4 1 5& 371 | 0.710
7.5%& (7)1 3.64 0.700
1& o5 387 | 0.731
2.1 & 1~ 384 | 0.691
311 24 375 | 0615
E‘ 4.2 1 3 & 375 | 0716 | 0.524 | 0.790 N.A
};; 5.3 1 4 & 3.93 | 0.604
6.4 1 5& 3.95 | 0.915
7.5& (7)1 3.78 0.613

/2 1 *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001; N.A = m & ¥ £ £

FAL S

APy R

(5) L 27 Jz »

Ry AR Levene B Rk FHRE T ARY 0 A &5

(Levene=0.277, P=0.926); % i v # (Levene=0.509, P=0.770); & % 2} %

(Levene=1.065, P=0.379)% -p&- % & ¢ (Levene=1.379,P=0.231) - & &4+ 14 >

193

PRETA TWMAGEMEE AL RO T P Y aEFELR A4

EE e (4 4.18) #17 o
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# 418 T30 qo r i E Rz H TS R8st

’}:p_ Sceffe
T 358 g~ Tiol | EBELI | Fie | P& 5
‘i {
1.4 T » 4.06 0.581
2.20000 ~ 12 * 4.11 0.514
3.20001 =
4.16 0.562
A 130000 ~
s | 4.30001 =
4.02 0.645 0.464 | 0.803 N.A
¥ 140000 ~
1+ |5.40001 =
4.08 0.604
50000 ~
6.50001 =
4.12 0.604
60000 ~
o Ladr 3.59 0.587
B | 2.20000 =~ 12 F 3.64 0.601
0.656 | 0.657 N.A
T 13.20001 %
3.72 0.631
A 130000 ~

57




20418 Ti00 o $E M2 HFS R R EA T (F)

7

H Sceffe
EFCEE 2N Tl | BBL | FiE | P& N
& =
4.30001 =
3.63 0.575
40000 ~
5.40001 =
3.63 0.525
50000 ~
6.50001 =
3.51 0.687
60000 ~
1 fer 3.65 0.709
2.20000 ~ 12 7F 3.79 0.674
& |3.20001 =
3.70 0.665
% | 30000 ~
0.438 | 0.822 N.A
A5 14.30001 =
3.64 0.670
% | 40000 ~
5.40001 =
3.68 0.684

50000 ~
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%418 T30 e r LB E F S R A1 ()
H Sceffe
T 350 4T a Tiog | HBEL | Fi& | P& "
&
6. 50001 =
3.65 0.850
60000 ~
1.8 4T » 3.80 0.747
2.20000 ~ 27 3.88 0.613
3.20001 =
3.92 0.593
p | 30000 ~
% | 4.30001
3.80 0.655 1.379 | 0.231 N.A
i | 40000 ~
# | 5.40001 =
3.88 0.777
50000 ~
6.50001 =
3.57 0.697
60000 ~

;i @ *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001; N.A 5 m &g ¥ £

TR KR 277 EIE
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4.7 1M A7
AF2 3 12 Pearson Ap B A 4T4R S & B G 2 BT eDR Tl 2 BEBN SR K
S I e R

AR (£ 419) 17 c AHTRRBLEEFIAMN 0 A

AR i 4p B (r=0.487, P<0.01) ; & &4 $F 597, % L A F 1 4p

(r=0.624, P<0.01); & &4 ¥ H-% LA & 2 F © 49 B (r=0.668, P<0.01); %
o 1p B (r=0.503, P<0.01) ; gt v M EFREE 2R
§ A F & Ap B (r=0.566, P<0.01); & 7) % HH-F LA I HF L 40
(r=0.709, P<0.01) -

%419 & 2 4p M A 47

o A i rRC A w35 % AR LR
A& 1
s T Y 0.487** 1
%2} % 0.624** 0.503** 1
MR LRE 0.668** 0.566** 0.709** 1
3 1 *P<0.05 ; ** P<0.01 ; *** P<0.001

TR KR AT
ﬁﬁbﬁ

THBM A2 R k> A R R T A B

G B R EREFIAM - F O RFEHLI HAR 227 > 44
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B Hem 38173 BF A 4T 0 e (% 4.20) #%7F o
A SRR L 0 B AR B R ks 0.668 © F=295.066 -

P=0.000 > B3k 1: & S & B LAELHT L » B E3 >

At o o> SRR §F B s s 0.487 > F=114.080 -

P=0.000 » H2:4& S-# {4t i ME B EDL » § 8L =

PR T BT LA A fF B sk 0.566 0 F=172.782

3 <
g

P=0.000 » H3 : # 5w MR LAFE A EL » 8

AR HMEE LR BRI i gE B fdics 0.709 > F=371.697 -

P=0.000 > HA : 57, § $1PEF LA LB ¥ 1 % J 284 =
%420 i 7 A 45 43t 4
ARFHE | ASEEE | RRCAH | S8 EH
BY AR | RBRCR | BREAE | BT LE
B 0.668*** 0.487*** 0.566*** 0.709***
R2 0.446 0.237 0.320 0.503
Adj.R? 0.444 0.235 0.318 0.502
F & 295.066 114.080 172.782 371.697
PiE .000 0.000 0.000 0.000
3 *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001
FAKGR AR AR

61




49 ¢ 4 &35

AT R ERERECMALT 3 sk > A& 51% {95 Baron
and Kenny(1986) 73 d1eh= BELEL » T B 7 ¢ A 3xdk %k F o

Bt - TASFEL )RR RO R FIRAE ST
ep v P H R L e ﬁﬁﬁuﬁzp 0.487 » t=10.681 - P=0.000 % % ¥ i =
PR R p RAEY R REEFPRLEE

st s ARG P R Y LA S R%E O FRA S

ré»

=

PER R AFH R i fF B ki 0.668 0 t=17.177 > P=0.000 % & ¥
PR B CML D RIE MY AR R PR T MY L
H AR e §F B fhdics 0.566 0 t=13.145 > P=0.000 7 & A F & v 50 7]
PR RE AR ERA G RFRPLEE

Bz i ASBEEp R B ARG RYEY o r SF R
R T sk ERE RS iF B s B 5 0514 2 03150 tEA
w5 12,416 1 7.622 > P=0.000 0 ¥ p %5 erif i 1 B dicd Ji % 0 0.668
% % 05145 % 7284 % 4ok o F AT 2 Bk H5 D A ST

TRFLT MG AINA Y Ak A o
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2421 A R RRCOBEEE LR
st - st = st =
L 24
i v A PR LR MER R AR
A& 0.487*** | 0.668*** - 0.514%***
R T - - 0.566*** 0.315%**
R2 0.237 0.446 0.320 0.446
Adj.R? 0.235 0.444 0.318 0.444
F e 114.080 295.066 | 172.782 199.531
30 *P<0.05; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001
FH KR Ay HR
410 + 3%k A 47

RET R VR i AT S o BT MY RAER R

IOER R G L L RE AT 2 BR

H3: bt w M4RLY LAFF HEF 2w B
HA @ i) % 4P A ¥ 0 » 35

HE6 : &2 % st B E RBE R » fepe T M3 &t ek

TR AREEER  dok (4.22)%7
st -

TEFI RS B

A R HH PR RORE

g

B %# i 0.709 > t=19.279 - P=0.000
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[CEEAN L R S W Byl ey AR

B #c s 0.566 » t=13.145 » P=0.000 -
Bz i8R e s R MERY A LT EF I8

H AR L W hF B fhfcs 0.569 #2 0.280 0 t B4 W 5 14.203 £ 6.990
P=0.000

W DR AT RS A g R

Ber gz %3 e BRI b B Thdic s 0.034 5 t=0.985

P=0.325>0.05° 2 # &g ¥ > TR T M AL TN R W LB

R BT o AR BGE HE S R R AR T 0

T RR M O T etk o

$ 422 575 % o MR AR SeBLU R TSR

i

ME L
Bo¥ - i S o = TR
A
2 % 0.709%*** : 0.569*** | 0.566%**
TR
Pk T A - 0.566*** | 0.280%** | 0.277***
I
LT ESPE Tk 3 M- 0.034
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30422 5% 0 BEE RBE RELT B TS LA ()

FER AR
st - st = = e
R? 0.503 0.320 0.562 0.563
Adj.R? 0.502 0.318 0.559 0.559
Fie 371.697 172.782 234.511 156.651
3r : *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001
TR KR L AT B
411 73 BRE N

HEWA 90 R LS T4k 7 20 de(f 4.23)4708

2423 AT 2 BREGBREFRIESL

B S *

LN-‘!-

én&n

45

@
4\

Hl: 2 BP9y LR ¥l v R
y: A i

Ll

k4

*
4

H2 : & S-4 it $tent o -2

—=$

M
|
=H{

ot

"

H3: seper MY LA HF D ¥

T

=%

T
4\

iy

45

3
4\

H4 © 52 % Y A7 BE o v

HS: 2 w2 b g A F » R CM T A7 2tk - IR B 2
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3R
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. H' 2
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R FRRE o
PERC AT AT
REG S

AL KR D AR
1 EZ
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FE R RS
AR A EER Iphone ) F A H T AS M, TR m, - Tx
B R L THE AW, e BRI DM TSR F G
FEI 47 o AFF 7 2 & 2 Iphone & * i SH % P83 2k Ak 369

B B R TR KA AR B 0 O R ST 2 AP

5173 %%
511K % 2% A4
MARFRZRAHNTAEEE TR M, ~ TE8 %,
& TR Ry i a)
Lopw] @ AA 5 R %5 T 5 B 5 (54.2%) 5 4 18] £(45.8%) -
2. B AP THE T FH U 2D RUT B S (67.5%) BE A AL ATH

ARG o

fém
<k
h=

B HTAR D SEFELHEE AT (BF) 51 (60.7%) 0 H =R
(24.4%) -

BEFL LR R EH(455%) 0 H =L R ¥ (18.4%) -
5.1 (eigsh t AFE 2 H R I E L TR A §(23%) 0 H =R
A 5& (7)1t F(22%) -

6.iir’:ﬂ’913:/\:n;<g_,f§,m»]<»—gﬁu 5 (29%) 2 s BT 5% 4z » % A 20001
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% 30000 § =~ ;5 % (19.5%) -
THRUFIR T L KA B 5 0 E(87.5%) 0 i © 4K IR(12.5%) ¢
512 BREFELES

AELEEEE BEA LR BELERR A6

H1: 2 S Uiy L EFe e ¥
H2: 2 S8 dppemy BFr e g -

H3: ppc MEME LR EFiv PP
HA @ 57 % MY LR BEF e B0 -
H5 : 2 45t 2 b f RARR > Rl v My d Aok 22 o
H6 : 5925 % =2 E LR > R M3

TRy A IR
LARFEIFRENLRAIHTAEFAR > Ty ol A 28
FTHEFLABS Y E AL U HTAEE Y R (p=0.025%)%

é—&?%iﬁogp%\; (5)I/T/ﬂ?ﬁﬁjgi% i&é‘&?‘%ﬁ"_"g« %(_g?

2. AT A FEEN R CMEBE AR EREF AN T R 5
FHHME ARIEF IS ASEBHERCME D » B Rk



PR & BEREY o RRERFAOFRE AL BESRE 0 A R ME
REEZBPPYFEHTAEIRT L
3.5 G Y AMB A EIM - R E SN R

%

st
3%
et
\a\

|
=
fi
=\
P
\a\
ol
|k
N
fim
=
ke
a\
ﬁ“\«
\mk
A
2
et
38
-

v R BFRA P AR R L6 0.668 % 1 05140 &7 § KB RE
BREpPFROER PRI BEE G R R L

5. AR L AR F R AT RRCME ATk

o oo LAY ¥R 4 B o Iphone @ * ﬁ¢ T &R A5 G eBE TR0 B
APEE R L o TR T MBARYEFE T AN DA

g;

foREIEACRRTEEAEEEEORS G LT RET A

Tk

FEALHRINAAMFL SRE LT RLFF L ER M
EXRUENELF2 53 2R S350 HFRE 2% AT

S RS L
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(1) #4423 &2 Iphone & * ¥ 3 7 7 ¥ % - iMidfEni DHISZPR - 2 3%
AR ET R R SRS (PR R AR

(Q AFTHFAERCMET FATHETFLTFF > AR FHET &
AAEZRFLE - B { FORF ML BR TR
M RE LFE S iR

(3) A~ iR 4e e M A %2 BB FHA BRIE 2
Biho ¥ TRISMEBLRAG L {2

4) WEZ%E247 L5 5 Iphone @ * 4 » 1 & » ¥R L 5§

ARGERTUPRNE L PR O LG ER{ BROATESE

c,7$
S

B EAENESFEE RN Migp ©

(5) #¥ 5 ¥4 ok
Aogenfrite ¥ ey - W p SRRl o 2 AT R

BT B oo
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i (R104) M @R ax2 &9 % 5 BT~ 2 54

BT B F R L AR S A

ERpe s (A 104) PR R BB E Y A S Y - PR S

?}é

Baol TS EEARRTE S E L% o

BUE (N95) A& EW L MG R R AME LR

L2y - FEANI RS0 FEPHAFLEEFRE ALY
Tim v e

i (R95) S 4 B RE R TR PR UM SH] L2

Pl ARl h e ok s bl < bt BT LY AL

%o o

HAF2 (101) ASEE - 58 % - H 28 ~ 2 B & Eaypd

PABRB LAy -AENLHS 6 GAPHAFFHE Rk
TP Y LT o

WA (R 100) R AELFA{-A SRR PR T

%;:_gc*;ggjl W S‘}, = ﬁi;}i g -/:"l:‘? g ,;‘/ﬁ Iﬁiéﬁv °
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7 wtp#s (R108) ApEf iz~ A mrdt ~ o § B4R B
RS O Ly ARFEAEFTRNAEE AL HR o

8. %42 (295) »SPSS&FTF 3k » T 5 diRAL -

9. Flm> (1 96) Ao p A MG eHAFEIM G2 - 4"
AHRSY I AL ARESA LG -

10. 3=iFde (X 95) PRI B FRETHRRBIEF L 2T P B

R TA KR

11.
12.

p o FFER https://3c.ltn.com.tw/news/39374

CNN Money https://edition.cnn.com/2020/02/28/tech/china-smartphone-
coronavirus/index.htmi
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