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Abstract

Customers are the most important resources of businesses. To maintain a
long-term relationship with customers and promote their satisfaction and loyalty
Is closaly linked to the profits and subsistence of them. The study takes
stockbrokers customers as the target of examining the relevance among
relationship quality, satisfaction and loyalty. As a result, the study reaches three
goas as following: 1.The main aspects of relationship quality, satisfaction and
loyalty. 2.The relationship quality influence the satisfaction. 3.The satisfaction
influence the loyalty. 4.The relationship quality influence the loyalty. The mgor
results of this study are:
1.Relationship quality includes three aspects. trudt, satisfaction and promise
affecting with each other. The satisfaction as a whole includes seven aspects.
The service manner of stockbroker’ s employee isthe most satisfactory aspect
to the customers. Secondly B the smplicity and convenience of flow chart.
The most unsatisfactory aspect is the breakdown of machine such as
telephone, computer and so on when customers are making order. The four
aspects of loyalty include the willing to maintain the relationship with each
other and recommend to his friends and relatives. The higher the fee is, the
lower the willing to maintain relationship will be.

2.Relationship quality will affect customer’s satisfaction directly.

3.Customer’s satisfaction will affect their loyalty directly .

4.Relationship quality will not affect customer’s loyalty directly, but indirectly.

Keywords Relationship Quality
Satisfaction
Loyalty
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d AR BAR NS > R E L b FHIRIA R AR B o
REEATIRACHIRIAA R B R R ARR £ € B84 Bk > Wi M
Gl LESRAERE L N3 MG TEE
;ﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ,@szﬁ@b%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂ%%’ﬁ%HUMﬁ%ﬁ
S BEF IR E L L AH FHEY AR A
&?ﬁﬁipfo
SEF AL B M AR TS - RPh o AL

FLfEekg  GRPFIHEHEOEERLG - B 2@ i PRI

o

AFEAF e B AT R A E AR g Y - BER
B REAIRBEEF L BB ARG Reh e TR M GRS
FHNEY 7 P AER > ZREBBAED bt > M50 Ny

G A

w:l-%—i&ﬁﬁ’“*%’“l’s? i r’r'?ﬁmfg—ra (AP SR (7‘ 24)

21



T LR 3 0 R
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AR PRIRE B o HERE (X 79)
p | BEEER G RER Cnppagroa g | PEE R0
PRSI g4 (R91)-
AR 14 Sagent Eoomdow §aEE g o | Smith (1998)
S.¥ER € b iRt Y Wi il ol s (5 88)
A o
6. § LB AR EALZ 23m e Crosby » Evans and
THaP gaidpeNng R THEL Lo Cowles (1990 ) ~
BEEAR A %o @ FRARgE Rl A 2 | BEFE (A T79)
L Bt eh A R AR AT o g E (290
BEFTED ERIGZaFE RN P ARS | 40 (R 91)
10.3% 2 7 § #hs b 2t B ppein it~ 73
€ B TFTHABEERER o
11, #Z 2 @ ¥ REOF L 3T faF] o Crosby etal (1990)
12, %2 @00 B = A7 PEELL PR GE o » Smith (1998 ) -
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ST L X 345 (291)
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3o E B AL AT KB M o
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ot oo JEFERIBLEL ER/ITSF M ST Sdp ik (Crosby,
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e A AL SRR > g A iy M RER S - AR

R o MG TR Gk B AT AR ALY 5 g0
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BACIEH R A o £ FF A F - B % (Roloff and Miller, 1987 ) © 4+
FEHAKRM G R F AP R R P P RE
HERERDED WM RTRE - Flt o HWHELTET EF KAk
f 0 B ondpiR { AR M Rh S F o M R §F P s B
B e R0 o L € R P A R T B endp )+ (Lawrence, 1990 ) o
PHB(RNBO)RLFAEEZRHE ML TIMASTERDE S o
EEAMEZEFF A EHMYE AR & o @ g 1 SR Edphpt #
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GFAIYPEROMGETHLAIRELIZ A IS s BERE -
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A2 BE e
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21.Bolton and Drew & 1991 #3325 > AE £ 0% & R 8 4 202 5 ek JRI%
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H2 WL AR - KRB LGRS FL o FAELE -
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PRAFFG @ kB> VARG - BRIk 2R AL AR G
WIRFIA S E R L BAR A o IR ST RAS LR AR D

29



o2 - o
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l. #E R
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BAL I FRASDE 0§ F RS P ER I
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& bl4eF H Singh (1991) R PRI 74 ~ AL g LB frie M2 ¢ 4
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W iy
L [NNFL 4 858 7 £ %009 2 A
A BV
[RMSEA 4 8% % 1 %70.05 2~ |4
RM%E"“- P f:— 23

F# kR © Bagozzi and Yi (- 1@88—}——:DEEEEV&faﬁﬁ_on of Structural Equation Models,”
Academic of Marketing Science, Vol.16, pp.76-94.22 Joreskog and S6rbom( 1989 ), LISREL

7 - User’s Reference Guide, Mooresville - Scientific Software, Inc.

BRSO R o0 d a2 3R 0 R e A R R 2
EARFE T L RE o KA CEF §EFR A A kB - LA
Bi s P BT iry SR ERE A AR ( Bentler and Bonett, 1980; Marsh,
Balla and McDonald, 1988; Marsh and Hocevar, 1985) o %]t » “f 7oy
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T BRPFFTEE - AR R R itk -

GFI( Goodness-of-Fit Index )¥2 AGFI( Adjusted Goodness-of-Fit Index )
dpdkc A oT pod MBS T R R R & X ¥ hE o AGFI 2 AR GFI
R d Rl S A EG  BhEERY A 1o s F TR ARE

Booom &3 0.9 s BN feif (iR % (Bagozzi and Yi, 1988 )

opr g tr(Es 1)
tr(E_lS)2
p+q

B (p+q)+2><FF

p - X %0k qg Y %7 Hc

AGFI:I—(p+q)x(p+q+l)><(l—GFl)
2df

RMR (Root Mean Square Residual ) 45 # % 57 2 (i e L $ /% %
Tl o) (T 34 DAL S o] o B EAR ) A T EGV D R R AR R o
Araert o EAp M 4B > ] RMR & J 43 0.05 w5 £ % B ik $ik
i L o7 pF o P RMR B g A e 22 (Bollen 1989) » @
b 3har 372 4B S Ap R AL > F]pt 7 RMR<0.05 175 H &) o

| 2z2(s, -0, )

{(p+q)(p+q+1)}

s BB TR % B R Rk
o) GBI ATE R R L Bk

y

NFI (Normed Fit Index ) ¥2 NNFI ( Non-Normed Fit Index ) in 1‘;%—‘%"3 X

NIk

& pd B ek B 54058 (baseline model 2 null model )
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E'?"JXZE B RAP dd koo d AR pe il B TR L el

P T ie A g dcF iR AT h T @i & (incremental

fit) ; »BEA>0X 1 2R > 7 Bentler f~ Bonett (1980) %% #ﬁﬁ"%’
30 0.9 Bl & 7 BN e R AR E o

NF] Zb Zt
Zb

X AERES 2 0w
7 AN R

NNF] — lb Zt
—df,

df} Ramtst 2 pd B

CFI ( Comparative Fit Index ) ApteAdp v epe & dp ik A A N
PSR AR HEANON 1 2R HERL 2 F RN 2R A
4% % (Hair ~ Anderson ~ Tatham and Black > 1998 )

RMSEA (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation ) :}% e N
+ 3 EH SR AERNRE B A S 54 % RMSEA 4 RMR 7 F
2 Fo 73 RMSEA B8 #end B k78 £ 8 > H % & 4ok 050 248
A0 3 B3 A ARG AD GEET e &R B 246005
% 0.08 443 % 4.7 1% ¢ (Hair, Anderson, Tatham and Black, 1998 ) o

I S eyt E A E R Y che Bl @ Y YT Y D

Hpd B gy’ Feoriidar £dhy @aipet 5~ (Bollen

1989) o @ pt— W 50 A ERFE A DA E s
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R E DGR3 A3 2 Bl 5N e g 32 8 iE( Carmines and Mclver,
1981) -
FE 2 WSS R T A el F ST A
B F L P EF EEEFHRA L Heq LB o 21 3 LISREL e 5 ¢ 0 %
FoUb a2 gt s B AR R 2 R
HE- CHAUB L

Pt B A% KRR T HER A o AR RS A g g R
Bfes 2 M 2 Bomi i o B L A p A RGN £

fiiﬂr*p mkﬁa*p HMERFFOLE > » B2 @RT Y t B8

&
F

&=
7
T
=
=
N
’%

itk T - 4% LISREL $3%H058 ¢ 2 3- ch S ik & t
B #TAL S EERRL (RefF - ) - A HFOL E
/\

i
0196 21196 2 ) fASEE RS AMFLE > ok 2k

TRt EAEE R ORE BT o
4 Bagozzi fr Yi (1988) #riE kel @ - 5% £ § i fest £

" 04 BRT iR (asymptotic SE) > @ 1.96 & a=0.05 F¥ z chigf i o

Joreskog and Sorbom (1988)3% & #2& it 7% £ hB HE F & | 3 2.58 («a

=0.01 pF z it &) fj,%? e

2. BEipgtk:

BrhREREHAREA ST - B2 0 1R AFRERU L

Bt MRS o Sl R i R R 0 B

Fe T

e R L ET T IR SRR S
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BRI PR PR ] R - B0 @ g0 =3.84 0 TSN I dp AR 5y
BT RBERAE Y TAR R 0 5 B ApiRAR S s Bl 4
Bk T 5 pd S8 PIES oopeif & € A% (Bagozzi and Yi, 1988;
Joreskog and Sorbom, 1989 ) -

L5 R B g~ iRl BP0 & T %A > Sl 2

=i
H

Pt %00 flcte » 150 Mot S 0 LBARN R A F R aE Y

ﬁgf,\ DR e ) B
FHRSEAIAR RFEFT ¥ LR %R@EIpk (cross-validation
index » A CVI) k3l & & o X HFeH A = > FLE 2K
Ao G E A eRER AL > GIHF A B
MR adp b X R RE > RS - R 2 T g R A

B o

1995+ it 2 LISREL #5502 2 2. ~ B 308 - 34§17 » #2307 - i

AT S R -
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BIMGET B RE LA ff‘ﬁiF?ZJ’ - #falb’ﬁi\raé\iéic%f
2 5F o d WA B DRRIS  mAF Y BT F ST R
59 e B3 RAPM DR BT H T b 1T 0 B FlR 2
PR RT AT 2 B enpd % o

4.1 %+ 54
IR - S

L A A R B%kj‘—_ S BAEATN S TEEE BT
HRULchg i Tioa B THRI L PS5 T BINA > T HA {5407
(D)5

dRFEpF TRl AT T2, 4 Head P 27 5
FAEFAITH B9 F 45 2344 (k2 4 BeenbB. 10% ~ ~ 1 5 181 4 ik 44,
A Hee430.40% > 12 3 RS o
(2)# &

REREY | A2 E& L 2025 ko 7 23 4 0 RS X #enn 5, 50% »
2 A EE L 26-32 ke 770 A TS A B 16.80%0 3 & £ & 5 33~42
Eoo& 5 156 4 A A Ben3T.40% 0 4 £ Ed 5 4352 & > ¢ 5 116
AE R A e 27,.80% 0 5 A Ed S 5362 &k 0 ¢ 7 36 A B KX Hen
8.6% 6 & E# L O3/ > & 7 16 A BRA RN 8o HP uE
#5 3342 e EHR A A BB b o WHBAAATHAL BT R
ERAEENE  SE RO AN I
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4.1 B4 A ~FoR 2 B

% & 7 P S O R LA
u (. % 234 [56.10% .
(2). + 181  |43.40%
(1).20-25 % 23 5. 50%
(2).26-32 & 70 16. 80%
- (3).33-42 & 156 [37.40% 3542 &
(4).43-52 % 116 [27.80%
(5).53-62 % 36 8. 60%
(6). 63 f st 16 3. 80%
(1. ®\? = 34 8. 20%
(2). % 7 & F B 115 [27.60%
w7 ). B 139 [33.30% |4
ORELEES 110 [26.40%
(5). # § ¥4 b 19 4.60%
(). poei 4 52 12.50%
(2). & > %4 R 65 15. 60%
(3). pd ¥ 79 18. 90%
£ |(4). 27 127 30.50% |= 7 B A
(5). ¥ #+ 1 iv ¥ 44 10. 60%
ONEFS IS 33 7.90%
(7). 33~ R 17 4.10%
B4 Ede |(1).30 8~ 101 [24.20% (30 ~ 60 § =
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241 BAARFTREL MK (F)

> (2).30 ~ 60 § = 140 [38.40%
(3).60 = ~ 100§~ |113  [27.10%
(4).100 § ~ 14 2 43 10. 30%
(D.10% =~ () 27 153 36.70%
(2).10 ~ 50 § = 113 27.10%
EFEES
B OR:E SR UK Sl () 17.00% [10 %~ ()
<
(4).100 ~500 § = 57 13.70% |27
ik 3
(5).500 ~ 1000 § ~ |14 3. 40%
(6).1000 § = 12+ 9 2. 20%
(). 5= () ¥ 208 [19.90%
I yak 8
(2).6 ~ 20 = 152 [36.50%
- H %4 6 ~ 20 =
(3).21 ~ 50 = 45 10. 80%
S
(4).50 = 14 1 12 2. 90%
TR A ER
(DT A

KR | RAKRTRAELRY 2T & § 34 4 A deeh

8.20% 2 M AKTAR LAY AFH o £ 5 115 4 (b4 A Heeh 27, 60% -
SRAKTAERLEA 7 5 139 4 ki A B33.30%0 4 % & KT AR
A ER §H’4UO&@@&&m%A%’5@%%?ﬁaép;%

PR RUERERE TYNIEERE S E ST S Seie
(D% %

WERIEY ] R ABREL R ¢ 7 52 A R A B 12.50% >
2RABMELESKAR > ¢ 65 4 B AHKN15.60%0 3 R ABE L p
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dF e 7 T9A R AN 18.90% 4 R ABRELS SFBA - ¢ 7 127
AR A B 30.50% 0 5 R ABE S F R 0T 0 @ 7 44 A R e
10.60% 6 “2BESpFEFLF L > @ 7 33 A R A BT 0% 7
RABEZIRAR > @ Z 1T A BB AN 10% 22 2 PBE
#A A EKEk S o
(5) 1 A #E T »

WEREY 1A BAE B30F~ ()T e 7101 2
BAH24.20%0 2 F B A Ao r 230 ~ 60F &~ ¢ 7 160 £ iE5
A fce38.40% 0 3 A A EdTr 60F ~ ~100F ~ 0 ¢ 7 113 £ ik
BAHEA2T10% 4 47 B A EYer 1007~ > ¢ 7 43 A B4

0

@‘;
Nl
k)
S
S
i
‘?"

#een10.30% c H P o ip A Ejzr 3
(6) L3z& B THE L LG
93108~ () 27T & 5 153 4 B34
A g 36.70% 2% 1 &%~ N5 10 ~b00F~> & 5 113 4 % AHEk
121, 10%° 3 %7 &5 ~9500F8=~ ~100F8~>¢ 3 Tl AibAdk

e
g
_Fm
oy
T
[—
Pl
>y
e
)
~
M-
I
3

ETIRS

17.00% > 4 %7 £%8~ %5 100 ~500  ~ > ¢ 7 57 A b A #eed
13.70% 5 #+ £%F~ % 500~ 1000 F ~># 7 14 ~ b3 % #ee 3, 40%
627 &%~ 9510005~ > e 7 QAR AHAN2 200 H P
EFAHS105~ (7)) Tk d ARk S -
(7)) Tio& B2 T H b g &

FERREY A TREIGEF AL () LT e 5 208 4
R AH19.90% > 2 &2 2 E A 56 ~20=x> & 7 152 A ik
BA e 36.50% 0 3 A aE A g5 21 ~ 50k 0 ¢ 5 45 A B E

A e 10.80% 0 4 2T B AHES AL B0 I 5 5 12 A kA
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B2 904 Y EF A5 6 - 20 K HE S

2. G R AT

AR ELRTA S 3 BIA S TR A 3 BIA S A

B p 10BFAE? > B RBE0.87T13 A7 8- kL

SRR GAE B (LA 4.2%2 24.3) 5-HAY>0.811F &

&
|
=
==
N
w3
-

%
|
IS
Yy
Y

|
=
2
e
N

X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6 X7 X8 X9 X100 X1 XI2 X13 Xl4 XI5

X1 |1.000

X2 | .599 1.000

X3 | 406 .488 1.000

X4 | 397 385 495 1.000

X5 | 315 283 .343 525 1.000

X6 | 310 314 372 341 383 1.000

X7 | .29 314 372 364 364 .679 1.000

X8 | 287 336 .327 288 257 482 .644 1.000

X9 | .183 224 270 242 261 451 495 465 1.000

X10| 205 .176 251 213 268 438 454 399 .507 1.000

X11] .381 .356 .510 439 400 427 477 427 368 412 1.000

X12| 329 341 424 346 298 262 255 282 259 286 .537 1.000

X13] 270 254 352 248 209 .191 219 277 .160 .150 .255 .334 1.000

X141 224 148 172 128 048 .152 .186 .196 .128 213 .135 .125 .493 1.000

X15| 262 145 230 .182 .136 216 224 259 145 212 212 268 538 .543 1.000
TR AP AR
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F-HADTRIDF 0 A H - REDER LB 0 B 1‘”‘]%

E-REP  FIRFE- H AT o

TERAAMOGET GEAr 0 B AMAG AR
4.3 AR EHAGR

fiTE 4278 iz B (Cronbach’ s Alpha)
1 0.8635
2 0. 8641
3 0. 8599
4 0. 8624
5 0. 8652
6 0. 8594
7 0.8570
8 0. 8597
9 0. 8648
10 0. 8643
11 0. 8580
12 0. 8638
13 0. 8658
14 0.8729
15 0. 8679

G R 0.8713

FA KR C AP ER

-ﬁ~%ﬁﬁ%§b$’%ﬁﬂ—fwﬁmwie@&$’mﬂywﬁ

G- AP T RFR- A

(2) REEZHRR A

d T E R AT RERAY > HEREZE0.8099 208 - R
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AR L SAE 8 (A& 44542 4.5) 52 50,76

4.4 BpERTLRAPY Gl

YL Y2 Y3 Y4 YS Y6 YT

Y1 |1.000

Y2 | .433 1.000

Y3 | 304 .398 1.000

Y4 | 375 415 .429 1.000

Y5 | 293 381 .293 .491 1.000

Y6 | 323 281 317 .450 .543 1.000

Y7 | 310 .388 .242 448 457 .400 1.000
TR K AR

FoROROERIDE AT A - RELDEAR S GRF R AR

G- AP T RFR- A

TALAERARE GlcA T LA
4.0 BMEBRIL R LEAL R
g 4 z & (Cronbach’ s Alpha)
. 7959
. 1850
. 8006
L1673
L1754
. 1823
. 1823
. 8099

OO OO OO o o

WG R
TAL AR T A
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ﬁ—%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’%ﬁﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁs’WZ?M%

—~

TP > VRFE- H Ao

(AT &R
EABREY > HEARBE0T219 278 - REPEE 53
(R4 4.6% % 4.7)-

% 4.6 LR Gl

V8 Y9 YIO Y1l

Y8 |1.000

Y9 | .405 1.000

Y10 | .594 .496 1.000

Y11 | .380 .388 .485 1.000
T kR kT R

F-HIEPERHEE A7 H - RMEGHERE S L3 0 AW Mx/%

T BEP o TRFE- Ao

-~ |~

+
TZ\’

e

AR GBS T LR B
4.7 LR GEAYTZ LA RE

i

RS

e 4878 %z & (Cronbach’ s Alpha)
1 0.7104
2 0.7077
3 0.6298
4 0.7279
FHL A 0.7524
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v R B - REDIER KB ’EJ7‘“W$

(4) Bre R

FIMGETT IDBRE  ELELAET THBRE > LBEAET 4B
oo 26 BRE B AEFE 090500 A TR L 2 NI R
% %

S HMGET - BRARELPARFFIE 2 Tiofc s L% 21
IR LR B HEMAET BT RS LBRE =0 o W
AP PR A AL B FEWEL DT OB ELI SR F—"l/l}i

)
Cronbach’s o 4 #cit (7 2 S8 B A 52 2% » 7|73 4 48
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FA8 HAST  ALA

SRR LT O E L

13%‘ R ; Cronbach’s
T i
] T AL 7R #c £
Ry — | — | 08713
lLZRAFORIE=HF B3 @I |3.9280.799
2SR AT A oA AR~ TR 13,949 0766
”;’177}33}*5171} 1B H I =3
FOPIEEE G RR A DEHRES 7 6583880 0.885
- 2 A
4R13 Kb Eamkw §AE R |3.714] 0897 | 07843
SHEEHRIL TR Al R F A 3,856 0.876
R 6. id A EFEA T E2 A5y 3.529| 0.871
%
TR AR OANT R FRELA 3.290| 0.930
. :
i % (BB HE o P PRI R 0 T A A 23 3 980 0.915
‘ L IR ERL A1 0.8325
0.8 TE P §RIZAPF hant FAME |3 052] 1011
1037 2 2 § dgas Sooe B r By - 34 | 331 | .96
§ RTHE
11. 3% 2 @ ¥ REE i 3T aF) 3.60 | 0.85
12, 3% 2 @ a B PF R & 972 PRI PR IR 3.74 | 0.81
13. g5 His 2 @t AELIZSTL
i 3.34 | 0.93 0.7247
i A R
" 4. R ZHELF v RER 2 L A
B RN - S DA 2.98 1 101
ID.FRHEBBA ALY - & 0 N30 5 30 334 | 0.93
LR R R W R e - gl
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248 MBET RIARSLPRZ TOHESEREL (F)
’}#\i 3+ :L *%7'* Cronbach’s
f? p=) ®
# | £ |°
=8 45
5y - | 0.8099
s sy v oS oL B ke (3. 82 (0.69
AR A 1. # Lrai’:l e R E
i,..éi,,. A e i 22 iy tt
4 {7 3% 3 L AITS PR AT 3.77 10.69
" B wER g BB Y a:']“i ) ’
| e [ TERCUREE T RS T T EFR43 084
i S
i %E)f@ﬁ'—_ 4, ¥ 1\.’}; ERCNAR TV R &= ;Z”Eﬁ\'ﬁ [ERES 0.8099
B R AR egy 4 3.46 0. 80 )
5%“‘%&& 5i\1ﬁFR§Z‘/\ ﬁff‘l-gr'%“ﬁi}i 354 079
Far g |6 4% *?;z;@iiﬂﬁ PTREFT S R
v A 3.47 10.79
JRARAE R | T A B L F IR A B PRI R
3.85 10.74
KR — | 7 | 0.7525
s |EHERRE L ARER B 2 8F aiE
% L5 3.80 0. 62
5B %
Eid LA RE RAEREGLTRELE R SR 337 0. 98
. JRFE & 7 ' "~ ]0.7525
A 3AE P RARETZS D 3.64 10.93
FRELE ATREEIFRE LT ATEERY, 0711 10
T e
TR KR APy FR
TF RER T R =0.9050
3 R ’i%fﬁﬁﬁﬂii’:tﬂi*%"ﬁi&"u » R kES
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Ks 212 02

AT AN R O OEIFIARDOAFoARK ARSI ORI H B

BEAEE THBRRE S RIAERD B ) 2T 0

BRE LR T s R PRIRAL B ’ BEE 3 AR B2 5 ok
BARE - J{WRABEDRG R AR BEPRESAILT B

E*Ei%#ﬁ*w P AR S H BT R PRI RE > BA R FAELBLA
A

GG HIMSE A 27T R 3802 F » &7 AR 4303
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4.2 MBS THERETR A

BT R RAE AP BER > R

N
Pt

B 1

Y

i

LA ,Jw?*’ﬁ‘g’ﬁlﬁ#ﬁ‘i“’i.pli‘?} YE‘FF%\\ ﬂ\?x:i—!-:é?'&p"?
& ehdE % 12 %1% & 47 (Exploratory Factor Analysis ) » 4% 30T — & 24 B

% & J sk 7 12 %1% » 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis ) o i& 7 B % & 5
FRMLFF 4735 o L TR R AP M i

X1=F 1 fs & » X2=PRF%75A42 > X3=FH % > X4=% F 38> Xb=3 %
PRF% > X6=RE T2 54 > XT=2 % B 1% > X8=PR7x44]
S RFZFIR o X=0 7 KFE2Z P X12=Rp 2 £ 6 > XI3=pp & &
PR OX4=EE L X1 EaFEM % ¥ £k
2495 F 0 BEFA PR IR I B A R

549 M GEFi0M Ghoet

c‘?-
Dt
T
o
1%
7=
N
<t
[E—
T

N

X1 [1.000

X2 | .599 1.000

X3 | 406 .488 1.000

X4 | 397 385 495 1.000

X5 315 283  .343 525 1.000

X6 | 310 314 372 341 383 1.000

X7 1 296 314 372 364 364 .679 1.000

X8 | 287 336 327 288 257 482 .644 1.000

X9 | 183 224 270 242 261 451 495 465 1.000

Xl X2 X3 X4 X5 X6 X7 X8 X9 X100 X1 XI2 X13 Xl4 XI5

X10| 205 .176 251 213 268 438 454 399 507 1.000

X11| 381 .356 510 .439 400 427 477 427 368 412 1.000

X12| 329 341 424 346 298 262 255 282 259 286 .537 1.000

X13| .270 254 352 248 209 .191 219 277 .160 .150 255 .334 1.000

X141 224 148 172 128 .048 .152 186 .196 .128 213 135 .125 493 1.000

X151 262 .145 230 .182 136 216 224 259 145 212 212 268 538 .543 1.000
AL kR AR R
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128 R 234 687 55 A 47
g MSA 2|47 PR T & R ook T MSA S5 B ¥ 21
RETCSRE TS SEM OGN RS Bl & 4
Soendpth o § MSA0.5 pF - TR & T AT o AT 22
MSA=0. 8725>0.5> @ s % % Hcz MSA % <2 0.7 Z 7 2 P FHRFT U7
F1 & A A7 0 B W REIE G NMSA Ao Arow
%4.10 B 02 50 & 24008 MSAE
3 X1 X2 X3 X4 X5

MSA [0.85891913(0.83492896(0.91218285]0.89010718|0.88232277
2 X6 X7 X8 X9 X10
MSA ]0.89398906|0.85499306|0.89515592/0.90833242(0.89031042
A X11 X12 X13 X14 X15
MSA ]0.90878971|0.88364575|0.83283447|0.76041662(0.80637826
Kaiser's Measure of Sampling Adequacy:Overall MSA= 0.87254827

T KRR AP FR

2.i& {7 ¥]% % P~(Exraction)

A a2 7% (Principal Component) k3 {7 %] & » 47 » @
SAS/STAT2_Proc Factor#y 215 B~%% > HiFjciE4c™ > A2 &5 0im =
B 7F 2 i o H s PR Nk

4. 11 "%\'lv\aﬂ,:_l[%;}"}‘ﬂ(;gr l‘»t’LL"Z/‘?JL: =

Eigenvalue Proportion Cumulative
| 5. 01738999 0.3678 0. 3678
2 1.70186766 0.1135 0.4813
3 1. 46953318 0. 0980 0.5793

FALKR AR R
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AR HREETTABRRA NP L AP DT L2 7]
2 E MR TR R B RchEE > A pEr vy (Kaiser) B R 7 7% B
HehiF g o
7y (Kaiser) # p
PUE R LG R E BB A ] (R 2] Rl T IR B ) <
ALl PR AET A BB FR KT S LR R

T +15]ﬁ%&6 ’

TERE ]

@
A
e

3.4 F1 & 7

dFNTFREFET A AR E-EF R o RETFF L EEAR
TET O ABRETE AL AT 3R RN B L R i b
AR N A3 AR R b S
#4.12 F1% § = %

Indicator — %% Factorl Factor? Factor3
X1 0.60312 0. 14665 -0. 38515
X2 0. 59977 0. 03688 -0. 427725
X3 0.67818 0.04419 -0. 33144
X4 0. 62960 -0. 06307 -0. 38746
X5 0.57208 -0. 18865 -0. 25488
X6 0. 68906 -0. 28402 0. 23697
X7 0.72762 -0. 28761 0.31132
X8 0.67210 -0. 15672 0.31312
X9 0. 58039 -0. 31002 0. 38476
X10 0.57617 -0. 21306 0.40910
X11 0.72393 -0. 14485 0.12397
X12 0. 59262 0. 08651 0.23723
X13 0. 50920 0.63118 0.06793
X14 0.37408 0.67395 0. 32223
X15 0. 45940 0. 65343 0. 25901

AL KR A R
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4. #14% *z#& (Rotator)

BT AR AL B E L0 (B R R SR
e HTA D FmEFE* B 2 (Promax) e N ke > H Y e i E R
T Ol o SR 1St fed T A B A R0t o ROR g e R s A

B BL BT R R R T Bl b b o R e e

%4.13 xd i nFliEc ) 7 %

Indicator 4 Factorl Factor?2 Factor3
X1 0. 69430 0. 08157 0.21188
X2 0. 72294 0.10468 0.10017
X3 0. 70766 0.21009 0.16371
X4 0. 71515 0.19459 0. 03446
X5 0.58005 0.29739 -0. 05406
X11 0. 58991 0.45428 0.07786
X12 0.98025 0. 19340 0.20212
X6 0. 30521 0.71774 0. 05762
X7 0.27804 0. 78939 0.09117
X8 0.23784 0.69434 0.18879
X9 0.12338 0. 75085 0. 04475
X10 0.10243 0. 71798 0.13691
X13 0.29948 0.07371 0. 75310
X14 0. 02200 0.12316 0. 82603
X15 0.12672 0.14854 0.81669

FRL kR AL R
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Ryt A7 g X1 ~X2-X3 X4~ X522 X11 ~ X127 j= & &Factorl

7~ 30.5°X6~X7~X8~X9-X10 &Factor2enf =& % = *>+0.5° &Factor3
P oo X13~X14 ~ X15en#icie ~ *20. 0> P ET W FH A D EFE > FpEF

B 7 FE b L

Fl& L
F\’%J PRI TR R RFIRES R L0 0 B A4 14
#4.14 #152 FF & L4

4\

ke LATH L ° 7 RE
FACTOR1 (7 X1~X2~X3~X4~X5~X11~X12
FACTORZ R X6 ~ X7~ X8 ~ X9 ~ X10
FACTOR3 K X13 ~ X14 ~ XI5
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§or b @ aes A GEFA T IR A B3 FE A B
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R IRA REE R S .

MR AR 2 B
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1415 MASF LG 2 B A

Tﬁ.m = Cronbach alphai& 2P
% i 0. 829 X1 -X2~X3~X4-~X5~
X11 ~ X12
g 0.833 X6 ~ X7~ X8 ~ X9 ~ X10
K 0.769 X13 ~ X14 ~ X1b
o 0.8713

TR kR AR R

%%J%?Hﬁ'ﬁﬁmmxﬁ 0.7 &7 & o i & LA
A IS o TR A PR TR R TR A
o T RG FASEM G TN L m R R A
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1.3 M S TRENETE A 4

\§-\

b AV e S TR % 4 F) % 4 15 (Exploratory Factor Analysis ) %

i - w%&gmﬁm¢ﬁ KGR RREN B RS A e
BEZEER-RME FIET kB2 {FHFMTFZE L7 (Confirmatory
Factor Analysis ) o A% 7 L% ¥ 15 R IE & 7 F)|F &4 17 0 B-Z B0 ke
3B Fl&H® - M LISREL ;2 F 5B FIZ 447 > P eha F X &%EA D ©
EaE2 RIS R EFEEP et c HEHFLS AT L
1. BE T & B3R5 5

19955 6 EFA (A TR A47) 0 @I G R FEhist 4T
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41 M GSFRAN

114



o L PERLARLET

£, =
£, dE
i K

TR (7 )L R RAeT

X, :¥B12ZER %L 5L06,
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Xl +—— 061

X2 «4— 059

X3 e+— 049

0.39 X4  ea—— 0.5

X5 fe— 0.69
\ X1l |e— 053
X12  [e— 065

X6 e4—— 043

X7 |+— 025

0.57 X8 a—— 049

X9  |e— 0.62

\
\ X10 [e—— 0.67

/ X13  |e—— 051

049 @ LoI——  XI4  |e— 050

\ X15 (e—— 041
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5. B3t e if B
AETMEHELRFELB AR ARER PR A Y5

NCP(noncentrality parameter) ~ y “(=+ = %2+ &) ~ GFI
(goodness-of-fit index) ~ RMSR(root mean square residual) -~ RMSEA
(root mean square error of approximation) > # i 4o £ i & & 7€ ~
RERFERFEESRIE FIZFALRPOI R AT AR o 10T 3
BT AR

(D & Rt T
% 4.16 4 A1 6 K st £ 4

A R NI TIESUAE LIS X
NCP 428. 80

X’ 538. 81

GFI 0. 86

RMSR 0.21

RMSEA 0.11

j”j\/)%l %Eﬂigﬁ

d b4 74438553810 G888 HiER > 2 B8
S e (fit)amiBai, + 3 5 Rk A2 B AT MR 7 | dT o
GFI & 5 0.86> Az =47 H R 0.9 RMSR RIALA4 | g 47> S4F 30 0. 1>
* 7 50,21 AEE FNCP 5 428.8 -
&1 x"~RMSR ~ GFI ~ NCP % #c Btk » A5 § BT HE T
ARLOMANNZTEBDE o A IS BRIEE P AN FF A
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FALIBEE > ed M AIELE s R FE Y PR FEY
F AR T G AR R A RN B R A

VETNERTE D § S LI A

PRI APLETRETETRL IR - BN ETE R

T AR tRE 3T 384 FF 0 WA p Bt - T

Tl 5dee s pd SFHEMF LB PRER 4 AFHNT G
73% % (Baggozzi and Yi > 1988 ; Joreskog and Sorbom > 1989) °

d Modification Indices eh= | (A *ték=z ) kA2 Bt avER (d %

/] ) F1 % LAMBDA-X caiE 3% -] >+ PHI F]pt -z A i3 & PHI - R B &

é:’z@ﬂ_ﬁvﬂ'ﬁﬁé r%iﬁ—;‘%,ﬁJ (R R T N § Ak
%417 B2 4k 5 %
Bk TR ]
TEREE— R R 133.00
"R — RS 52.12
TR KEE 37.35

AL KRR AP I

@éiﬁi%ﬁ%\ﬁﬁﬁ#%ﬁ~%ﬁ&?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&$~%ﬁ

L U R M L iﬁﬁ%#ﬂtﬂr B L AR M IE T So a2t
WEGd EATR P e Hip Rl RIEFA G M 0 £ EATE AR
=2+ o

v F

dOTF M O AU T ARG R I a0 R FIEHE D TR
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Z_ Fé&}f&'ﬁ M A o BTy J& -1 iF 'fr,ﬁ X “E'}%EL’%‘#H o P B2 L 4n

B Ao 153t o

T~ =~

A TS b A~ BEAY  F R - Sl 0 B

LI T

2418 % - B AFERAIEL (BE—ET)

2= g 1 I A2 A e A
NCP 975. 43

x° 375. 95

GFI 0.9

RMSR 0.12

RMSEA 0.086

TR kR AP A

d A vars 43 E5 375,05 mEAE L 0 ES ME% o GFI &
5 0.9 2 FHerERen(0,9 RMSR 5 0.12> 37 0.1> 2 230,10
RMSEA :# A % . 0. 05~0.08 FF » 57 & F i %% » Rgon LR TR
feif RB7 - ROMTHNATERE-HB T o
(%=

d SRR E ST IRk e F B2 GIRIAEOG RRE AL 1§
TR A R 2 B R KE R ke F 2 %ﬁw%ﬁ
W TN R ok e R R R L BRI FE AN A B3 .

AT E T B RE ) b G 2 HAP D BFF- B E 0 B
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A B fs 2 AT %
NCP 252. 93

¥’ 340. 93

GFI 0.9

RMSR 0.099

RMSEA 0. 082

FALKR AR

d bEA 7, 2 E 5 340,93 AR m e R JBG HoBK o
GFI 5% 0.9> ¢ E X% pen(0.9- RMSR 5 0.099 = -]-»+ 0.1 > RMSEA
BATA0.06~0.08 7 » 5x& i % B fpiRe ERE,
+ 2 B RMSEA v A E P|or g ondic® > e REBE-HB L oo
()% ==z

BIFSAEBGY > RAEM RORE SV Rt s o 5k
B Foae B R A M RKEDRRR o & ii%ré;frfﬁéiﬁ
H2ERF AR B o AT RE B o GR B R R R E A
AR B A Rt e

AT TR RE ) P G 2P B FS - BT 0 B

LI 1
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24.20 3= B ERAJFERARTEL (B —KE)

o T Bt At RS
NCP 224. 71

% 312. 48

GFI 0.91

RMSR 0. 055

RMSEA 0.079

TALRR ATy HEE

FOgh L A BEA = % 2 0 enGFI 47 8 bt 4% i & NCP~X*~RMSR
FApteEny T RS 0 % = =i T Bom RMSEA © /2% 0.05 71 0.08 =~
Fod g &%V HFR > F =0 VR s iz FI A7
Rg* Bk KB IHSPEERRTT 70
(a) + > B8 ke bH38. 81 "% K 5 312.48 » P Ag s+ o
(b) GFI & Jm ke20.86 48 5 0.91 > < ** A7 A]10.9 -
(c) RMSR #%_0.21 *3 i< 5 0.055 » -} >+ Z|%7 8% Aen (.1 o
(d) NCP & »e1428.8 " 1 5 224.71
(e) RMSEA & 0.11*% 5 0.079 > = Z4& % o

FENM Y Ladnth s AL INS B 182 HFY IR L I i
Romd BGEEEOIBFAROG T ASELT PRE TR
R ERFI R - BiEe o Bl 4.3 5 AR LS 2 BRER
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6. BB E g E
BTRERASFEAEFL S BGNBEEH S AeR 4,21

TR L

£ 4,21 BrisfA GG E L

T P

B yi ¥ |2 tE |tE
[(6(ED] - [#E128EA8E)] |45 —  |1.00
[ (ED) = [R5 2R X)) A 10. 30 1.01
[ (ED)—=[FREBzZ 2 E2RE)] A%, 11.33  |1.15
AT Bl €k S S =9:100) PRN 10. 77 1.07
[ ﬁ?(f = [REEB2ZEERX)]AS 9.50 0.91
[ (ED] — [2}5’3&?;%’? HEXDY [ AN 11.39 1.16
[ (ED) =22 KFE2Z 2R X)) A 9.94 0.97
[BR(ED]I > [MhaiFs BE R X)) A — [1.00
[/%&(52)]—)[.1.@7?5;3 %2 % &E(XO] A7 16. 78 1.13
[B2(E))— [RixFMzZ BT AEX)]) AT 14. 30 0.95
GEAED)) B GGl AES- T N:40.0) PaN 12.19 0. 82
[HR(ED)—= %8 %2 &3 A X)) Ao 11.40 0.77
[ (E)] > (A e 2 KEXin)] | A — [1.00
[ KFE(ED)Y— [HEEE P2 RFEX] | AT 11.25 0.94
[ FE(ED)]) =R Z asFm RHEXs) ) AT 11.64 1.04

TR KRR A R

d A7 5o e =005 G0k ET ot £>1.96 FEEE > F 4 L5
tiEE <3196 Flpt Sl AHE > AL AP FEERS 2
(@ plRFAHRE DR EL T )o

TR R g4
GEFEATHF > LWEPENOMABERY 0 F - A A

THALF REPEEL Y LB IR - Bk Ao B 4
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i & (Composite reliability) k& 2> 2 & 2 R L BRE2HF - Bk

(Indicator) & B>t — B Tﬁ_ % (Unidimension)(Hair, Anderson, Tatham,

. AV
Blach,1998) + £+ 5 & 2 & cp - 227

v & CR =
O A +YV(©)
Bk E1=f1 - E2=/% 4 ~ £3=-k3% B CRE1=0. 829 CR £ 2=0. 836 »
CRES3=0.768 4 1 i3> B 7 4o A4 F1 F25 E3 iz R4R4 0.7

HEP - R F - B B - BiEG
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# 5.1 LISREL # 5. %

Eii MG ET
AR R
nao- A ELFR

M oE T (EDPBRFRET
Xit i@z #2501
Xot R PFL G 02
X3t K 3F£L 5 03

[ - A 3 7
YuEaw EGREnp £ Gk

. 3 = s . 2
You:iEw E 1 REn2 Gk

I s . 2
Bat xT n 1 BE 2 %k

lxl,l"" }.x3,1 :

R TR
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SRR W) A -

S Cat Bl BN PRSFL

B R DB R AT
Yo PRAEG I 0 FA S €

Yo i f72%E 0 4 5 e
DERE-IS IS SN
Ya:! R > F4 5 €4
Ys: B ECfR EL L €
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Y7 RIBFE R O FL G e

LR (7 2) BB g Ao
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Y10: i Aﬁ%’ﬁ'—éfi € 10
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> A2 #C 3% (structure model)#E "L &2 ] 5% (measure model)#E 'L 3
e
(1) PA2RAN 82 F > FLES S HS SN 4o
ni=y &t
na=7vu&1tBanit{

b - B RN AHEL AR > T

D ol o2

(2) Rl gm (X~Y) 2 P& # ;% (measurement model ) 4 &
(a) X 38 chipl £ ol 4o T
Xi=A M0 E1+ 6
Xo=A 1 &1+6,
X3=A"%5181103

Bz BN EEEL LT > TG

X /111.,1 o,
X2 |= /1;,1 [ 1]+ 0,
X3 /1;1 o,

(b) Y %38 cip] 58 4T
Yi=AY 11711070t e,
Y =A%17n 11070t €,
Y:=A%17 1107 2+ €3
Y=L 4101100t ey
Ys=A%517 1107 2+ €5
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Ye=A 6111707 2t €6
Y =A.0n 1100t ey
Ys=07 1+ A 5272t €5
Yo=07 1+ A %272t €0
Y10=07 1+ A 1027 2% € 10

Yii=07n 1+ A7 1272t € 1

B - B RN ELL R T

. A o
0 &
1 /1;’1 1
Y, &,
A
Y, "0 &3
y
Y, ’14510 &,
Y, ﬂ?,lo g5
oy m
Yo |= /16,10 +| &6
, 7,
Y, ,1;:10 &
Yy 0 Ao &
ol lo 4, &
Y 0 iivo,z €10
Y] oo /11y1,z_ L&
X EER RIS RS g

H,=X=%(9) LX LY BE GA
0 ) j:'_l = s Q=
H, =2 #2(0) PSI PHI TE TD
0 o,
¥ 12 0 0
LX =| A5 GA = BE = 5 0 ID=| 0 0,
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A0

A0

A0

20

LY=|2, 0 Rﬂz{w” } f%U:{ﬂl }

20 Y $
0 0

0 A

0 A

0 A
_gl 1 ]
0 ¢,

0 0 &y

0 0 0 e,

0 0 0 0 e

TE=|0 0 0 0 0 e

0 0 0 0 0 0 &

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 &

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 &

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 &
(00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 &,

#H 34 B LISREL 45 4 (FE L -7 )

H IR D R fra R

l.#% % offending effect (33 % #Hcz2 &£ @)

(1) % s if & 1

LY~LX~BETA~GAMMA &> &8 it {5 cn S fic@3 L £ 5.2-5.3-5.4~
5.5
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#5.2 LY 2 34

i 31 L1
V1 0.53 o
V9 0.60 o
V3 0.50 o
V4 0.73 o
Y5 0.68 o
V6 0. 64 o
V7 0.63 o
78 — 0.74
79 — 0.59
Y10 — 0.80
Y11 — 0.58
FHR R AP R
5.3 LX2 $8®
LX £l
11 0.49
X2 0.98
X3 0.93
FHR KR 2P ER
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# 5.4 BETA 2 %% i&

BETA S1 L1
S1 — —
L1 0.70 —

FHKR AP ER

# 5.5 GAMMA z % #cE

GAMMA Fl
S1 0.42
L1 0.10

FHKR AP ER

vzt AL T LX -

VIS R R TR e
LY ~ BETA ~ GAMMA ;% & % i 3 eh 2 1B o

(2) 5% R i
Yz ETA ¢ KSI & ~X 2 ETA ¥ KSI @32 % 5.6~5.7~5.8~5.9¢
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% 5.6 Y2 EAT i

Y-ETA 51 L
V1 0. 28 0.29
v 0. 32 0.33
V3 0.27 0. 28
V4 0. 38 0.40
V5 0. 36 0. 38
76 0. 34 0.35
v7 0. 33 0. 35
V8 0. 29 0. 55
V9 0. 23 0. 44
Y10 0. 31 0. 60
Y11 0. 23 0. 43
FHR KR AP ER

#5.7 Y2 KSI @
Y-KSI Fl
V1 0.11
v 0.12
V3 0.10
V4 0.15
v5 0.14
V6 0.13
v7 0.13
'8 0.14
V9 0.11
Y10 0.15
Y11 0.11
TR LR 2P F FR
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# 5.8 X2 ETA &

X-ETA S1 L1

X1 0.11 0.14
X2 0.22 0.28
X3 0. 20 0.27

FR KR AELER

# 5.9 Xz KSI &

X-KSI Fl

X1 0. 24
X2 0.48
X3 0.46

TR kR Ay R

d Pk B SO REEY S E 0 FI A R T S

piteng L -

2. H R pe i B

(DI E & Rt T
AFRIMEHEEAFERFEFTIESRER DR L A 55
y '(+ =2 %2+ ®) -~ GFI (goodness-of-fit index) ~ AGFI(adjusted
goodness-of-fit index) ~ RMSR(root mean square residual) » &
BArH ERERFE - REFEAFESIRF - FIZFALE DA R o
AEF T Y o B 5.3 5 LISREL /& g B -
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l; JJ:.J:“J lé‘ & I\:" ;J- “‘Fl: 'gc T~

w3t 8 |[R¥

s i SHc |2 tiE |t @

[ asF(ED] = 77 G&D] A |- 1.00
TEEE DY ENETIY) A2 [10.85 [1.99
[ andm(£0)) - [&z(X)]) A% [11.00 [1.90
[BEE_ A (n)] — [FM%M HODY (AN |- 1.00
(2B (n)]) = [# 725 (V)] A 18,83 1.12
(e B2 (n)) = [xH &% (V)] AV |7.88 0.95
(e 8RR (n)) — [F 38 ke (Ye)]) A |9, 87 1.37
[iez i (np)) = [& £t (V)] 50 19.56  |1.29
[z B () —=[Fap 5 (Ne)]) s,1 [9.26 1.22
[z % d(n)) — [RaxiAE (V)] i 19.12 ]1.19
[fFZ2 L F(n)] = [F MEZEN] g0 |-- 1.00
[BEE L F(n)] — [i‘&ﬁi% 2R (Yo))|A %2 [10.88 (0.79
[éﬁ%ﬁ; BF(np)Y)—= [ £ 3ENi0)] A0 [14.21 [1.08
[z rE())—= [ H2722AEAOD]Y A0 [10.71 ]0.78
[ and(ED) > [Eza2 2 (0]) [y 5.80 0.45
[ 25 F(ED] > [AZEFR(nD]) 72 1.97 0.15
[@QE%/%'EE.(WI)]%[’Tg‘;"is’é)&)?-(?']ﬂ]ﬁzl 8.16 0.98
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