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Abstract

Along with the transition of marketing strategies, relationship
value becomes more and more important concept for business. Customer
retention appears to be an emerging issue for business management. This
study is to investigate the relationships between satisfaction, trust,
relationship value and commitment on the case of travel agencies.

The questionnaire consists of five sections including satisfaction,
trust, relationship value, commitment and respondent characteristics.
Choosing members of the Taiwan association of travel agents, a total of 163
useful samples were obtained. Using structural equation model (SEM) to
examine the theoretical model, the main findings indicate that both
satisfaction and trust, mediated by relationship value, have a positive direct
Impact on commitment. Besides, relationship value has a direct impact on
commitment. This study not only testify the theoretical structure of
satisfaction with relationship, trust, relationship value and commitment in
relationship marketing strategies but also provide the industry references for
building up long-term relationship.
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el BB TR0 4esp & (TS ﬁvfgf{’,ég,&:gﬁ,,u‘z-r;‘j}mgw Gyt iz
EEEE R AL .
2.3.1 B iEeha K

Blau (1964 ) 45 & » 3 = fadg & 76 [ SR ft chiRsg K A7 3
P B B R ARG RERLA- SR 0 T ARG
AL Ry -RREIPEEIRAZBEET > a B FLREE SR

7 & w R (Anderson &Narus, 1990 ) < Crosby, Evans & Cowls(1990)

._\

HioEadze i TR e -G48 HApRE 8L AV uirig o € 08

e

LE Bl F kFH ) o Moorman Deshpande & Zaltman(1993)zn 3 7
- AL EHRLY Tohikigd 2 B oWalter etal. (2000)
WRAEREL T IR EAG P UM AT EARD DI E BT E A
h4 3 o Golembiewski & McConkie (1975) 45 #1 %5 = & 5 T e jic
(-) BEAHEFAGHELER Ead 4 o

(=) REFRIHSROPEF L -PHFIZ2NRFLADRER AFE

() GEf-BEPEIELEE - K o
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FEELG FALRDT Lo

(=) HekfFFi2p-

(benevolence) (Doney & Cannon, 1997) : (2) #5 R &iE 2 &
35 ' e (Moorman, Zaltman, & Deshpande, 1992) ; (3) #pfz 45 & =
A REE p A RENEELNE LT AR (Anderson , & Weitz,
1990) - Lagace et al. (1991)i47 = g5 F 5 i - %‘%\;’ ‘}ﬁ"‘,f F Fa T
REEAFHEBELTALYGE > aRRn1 CIEDEFLNEFTE RO R
e EFRAL LPBREITEACE > BRI HIIE LT L

)I‘ AR EHy 2 &2 ez & - (Dorsch et al. 1998;Morgan &
Hunt 1994; Garbarino & Johnson. 1999)

T MBI B AL M BRSP4 S T 7] % (Garbarino &

Johnson, 1999) - Ganesan (1994) 252 % B & Eend (TM G k3 #
NS R SRS RN T I UEHE SIS BTSSRI RIS N

(Noordewier, John, & Nevin,1990) - % z =& 4 5 > B> g1 =4

\4
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¥ s g A % 9k E (Moorman, Zaltman & Despande, 1992) - Frank &
Richard (2000) » 325 G 2 A AU GAH DL L FF o LT EERE
T BAp R P d-e 2 A5 et B el 3T (Andaleeb, 1995) -

ATEEPL2 ¢ iR FrHPia ©wd

ST
\3;

7 % (Dyer and Chu, 2000 ; Korgzynski, 2000) ; & t=3% (291) 3%

W

ifEs TEirye AR EMG O A TR R RE S
BREJEZ L EAHRPER RT R ORGNELARPFT L SEL o A
x;ﬂ;[j;t-_z_% ?%h&;}fhﬂﬁi _f 2 44 2-3

223 RELYRTE

= B EaE A
Blau (1964) S DR RELT SR B - R I o o S ) )

3 S T &R

Anderson & Narus |fiEE- AR L& AR P L HLRELp e 5127

(1990) gidiftp e 2JlehF R SR -

Crosby, Evans & HioiEzome sl "I - A4 Hpaa gL v
Cowls(1990) EAE o AR EE D I F R T

Moorman Deshpande &zu s "2 fi- AL F > HEF LT G odxifgd 2 b 9
Zaltman(1993) [

Morgan and Hunt e CTHIY-THOTV ARG Lo ﬁ%ﬁ ffEiz o
(1994)

Leuthesser PraoFifrEi FARIEEYT T o P P g =
(1997) HLE 3 v G TH> G5
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2.

22-3 Gz v ek (F)

5 % = iEaEA
Doney & Cannon ¥R E D7 ft(credibility) ¥ i= &
(1997) (benevolence) » # L& &2 3 PP EREAF L > »

B
S AR E I SR RS S A b

Ex
Fen- WY m S FALE B d P Mo g

Dyer and Chu (2000)|& & (¥ 272 ¢ S B fIinHFHRPL A T

AR T M G A RN nE R

Walter, Mueller & |ff % 17 i &
Fu *

z
Helfert (2000) R Al JIE E o

FH kR AFY

2.3.2 izl

Ganesan (1994)#-% =%~ 5 3 B o

AT L] ook s FE end 8 F @i o

iz %< (benevolent) @ A § MMk A K KFEhiF R 2 8
BEEET §F LMk @ L85 PR AL EFEN LY
e 8 o & B

FRACEXSF RN GEFIBR A TS F A G H
PLEARNEL DTS I RAPRYPI bt Sl
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( Anderson & Weitz 1990 ; Geyskens, Steenkamp, Scheer & Kumar
1999) % = > iz & e F FHF @R LAL TP L L7 £5(Doney
& Cannon 1997, Ganesan 1994)- pt*tif e 7 F& a4 3 M hFl 4 © 4p
TR GEP L a4 MIIEH R F 1 E 945 e (Moorman, Zaltman &
Despande 1992, Ganesan 1994) -
2.4 B %R E
Williams (1968) % 45 1 - TRE R AEAAEHY AR IR

— @ 4R AR L ETPY AR Y TF 5 RESRE

ﬁ}ﬁﬁ’lﬁ’{‘?ﬁ# et 5 B 02?40 B ERA 2% (Gronroos,
1997 ; Flint, Woodruff & Fisher, 1997 ; Ravald &
Gronroos , 1996) > &Af & F R&Endrt > LB B4~ S P ¥R £

TR Ea- BELEALA (Walter et al, 2000) - Payne & Holt (1999)

Ao RN TR T e~ S RATE e S ) DM R

FH PR EEG > - LEFL N A FH T 2 W e B
3| M ¥+ + (Sheth & Sharma , 1997): F&F T & ¢+ 3p A Z

—\

AR R ARG 24F - B AT 3 B (Parasuraman 1997;
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Johnson, Chinuntdej & Weinstein 1999; Flint, Woodruff & Fisher 1997;

Anderson & Narus 1998) - — 4@ 2 » § BEF AR 5 M3 E 5 - JRIE

b

A B GRS BT Zeithaml (1988)30 2 BEE ¥ & mp,ofrff

AR RIEZ SR B R R 0 Y A ARG T AR

W

kg EAEE L Eend & F1# o Liljander & Strandvik(1995)3n 5 &

S FLNR B R TS TR AL R L e

,—%}z rr"%ﬁ’igfi\ i~ I% ]:_E*: 7“_:. ';\tz—;,:’_;:f'r'_:f'JEf"’r—s T%u' fE' i x ﬁkr& m,ﬁ s }:{

Wi R B REREE T - MR B (R E FR89) -
—RFEAG G OEM G E A RESIERGY R HF TS PR
(Henry 1976, Vinson & Munson 1976 )

Wolfgang & Andreas (2003) % 5 B2 #R 8- li—ﬁéjglev‘ 70 s
TE> AT EMEDI R AR 0 By 4AEPFEEL- PARTE
(1) % B3 miapes (Kortge & Okonkwo, 1993) -
(2) JI1F e ppenfggreaig s v (Zeithaml, 1988) -
(3) &%y v % e B (multi-facetted) » (Grisaffe &

Kumar > 1998 ) -
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(4) x%’ B

o

7 40 M 19 (Anderson & Narus, 1999 ) - Hogan

(1998) #-Bf fip 2k 5 [/EBE (5% 318§ A8 g 259 ¥ o v
ez >t ais = BER
(D BHEEL] BARI SR awl o R LaAKEAL B
Py . e
FI’}E? —/ﬁ 7‘ Ei 'L'ri': o_r'-‘___..--'-'_'_'_'_ _\_"'\—:-‘_“'\-\.\_L
T i
b o A f. :
(2) ﬁ,@x,,‘ilﬁ tg;,r% ’&_'fr’#\i—flji GRE B 0 & LT %T&i“*lﬁ o A o

N\

(3) o A i G A L ¢ A K e ﬁﬁﬁiégwﬁﬁv
FRIZE - SEHHE BN RFL oL 24
".k 24 T B T

23\ § e //

TayLor (1961, B2 B2 T 3 45 5 A 3 48 oo i ’;{ RERREE
\fﬁfiﬁ’%r%ﬁ%JM?u{Emé%;}”

Rys et al (1987)|- Inghs f & cr i 0l ok 1 2 - Kot o
Zeithaml (1988)|# fzwfiéﬁéi_w—%%ﬂﬁ@%w 2 FF e o
Anderson &l BE T ERELEE LS P AEE S 35 RS
Narus (1990) |#-¢& + 2 f1& o
Korler (1992) [iesAf 2 B @ AL 0B B LML A2 i R
Wilson (1995) |M % @ & sk BP Lot 2 &irl halgs o
Woodruff(1997) |AFZ % EEAAF LM H ShiE~ R * S 5 Zp 3o RITHTR -
Hogan (1998) JEHE P BB arg A58 @ A F 2 e Dl ) E o
Jacobs(1998)  |M & i & % & AAE £ @ TP K2 JRAR R B e -

TR KR AT o



Zeithaml (1988) Rz AR E W B a2 b 3 F 7 1§ (FFlad) &
4 (P7it v en) g i (trade-off )eLil jander & Strandvik (1995)
s - FIASHF R L AL R AL i A g T
fren 2 B ACAR IR B B R MR AT R R B R R R A

AR B el R LR ST E 0 R

ﬂ"‘
7\

73”\%%7.\?—\;4&
PR Z2+FFF (Ravald & Gronroos, 1996 ) °
Ravald & Gronroos, (1996 ) > 4% < & 588 ¥ 4o JRIX 473 P &

TP BELREEDESNRIE S P A& ) BREFTE Y TR

A

e eFPRARE A SR g 0 FI AR R B R Y o R T KK
B BNk B AT EE S TR G B aER TP o

Gronroos (1997) RAl:E— H 3 NAF Z #reudren @ 5 s A & +

e RARE R+ MRS A2t s WE S E (core value) + %

el i o (1% F, 2 89)
Pros & 5 e JRAE

srnaell = (1)
BB A

'}E‘
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BEETRRAC E=fos B E (2)
M Tehd B R g o AR E A Areni) BA G A BB ko AR
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ETINS
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EE 0% 89) AR MGFR B MG BT 4 o

% 2-5 MRy EARBEAT Y

g+ ﬂ ekl o chipl B
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Jantrania (1995) |(® i 1&F
® el
Gronroos (1997) |® +#% 24> % coresolution/® i #
® ifiiRik ® A
Ravald & ® Tl ® =
Gronroos (1996) |® A-¢ fI&
® uiFig
Lapierre (2000) |® & 5B 2% ® I
® JRirB Al E ® i} kit
o%ﬁﬂ;
Wolfgang & o = E ® JZ = A process cost
Andreas (2003) ® Plljz-ﬂ; ® i
& wEflz
® IR
® i3l

FTAL kA ¢ Wolfgang & Andreas (2003)
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(Dwyer, Schurr& Oh, 1987) - % B 4 {74 /,% P REAR L
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Achrol, & Mentzer, 1995; Kumar, Scheer, & Steenkamp,
1995 ; Mohr, Fisher, & Nevin, 1996; Morgan & Hunt,
1994; Scheer & Stern, 1992) -

() mifiredhH{lF (Anderson & Weitz, 1992) -

(=) #Maofge s 7o (Anderson& Weitz, 1992) -

(e ) M%ELE5 (Morgan & Hunt, 1994) -

() wbgapitpda@app2 § E (Brown, Lusch, &
Nicholson, 1995) -
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Gundlach, Achrol &Mentzer (1995) 45 #1375 3B % I ihfe g
(1) TR (affective commitment ) @ F 4ot K kB 277 &
OfftR R o S R R g SRR R

B R AL Rk 0 R R R -

_‘ﬁ

(2) "1 2.k | (instrumental commitment)®_#% 7+ 4% & — =t 3%
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Garbarino & Johnson (1999) %5 Ki%e #2w Bifs !

(1) Heganik i -

(2) I} enik o

(3) Moo HE Wit -
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Gronroos (1996) # 1 Z E AV R AL R { B AR h- BRTH > L ¥
PERFEBLR - BAE L iR o Garbarino & Johnson(1999) 4
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P g 3nas .44 Walter. et al (2000) #7k 32 4238 - I {95
TEOFER RSB o
3.4 FEx
AR K 2 B K E 3 E 4 F) Walter et al (2000) ~ Lance Leuthesser
(1997) = #h# & (A 87) “TEH2 B (st 2 Ap i ~ prafsd s SR &
B PREFEFFRDHAL  LEPREBEL O FI AT LEL o
ARETAAZH R p (TR TRMEFEP PEELRE G
2R MRS 2 7 B (TAAE RN A F AR AALE Y 4 o

THEEP FER- RERABSPEREFARTIEE IR o B LA

l. BLA
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POFRA D RAFIE B G TT [BR (TALE P R (AL B R T R

A2 PERRAR 4 IA LG OBHFEES £ G304 A i TAS

AP 2393080 P E o4 (Likert) 7 28 2 kg
ERPEFOEEARRERIE AFARL AR T HE R

B E TETRL O FRELIIAS 28 348 48 E50 o

(1) TRE ®ALRFEHER: THY P L7 HREA R Thic

ZARERTEVLARGES > EPOEHPANE > ¥ 2
odF (Likert) 7 B# & RiFF® » X v ¥ ﬂ LR R K
F;E’_»‘#"j PE’TE;J ~ = PE'TE;J N I’%,_%EJ N I—F\_z,r‘é’SJ z r?h“‘#f’}’a

S ATRIE A 3B UG Y SENE: VNP 3

(2) TRGHE, N L BEFEHERL (L RPEFRMY 2 & A

gl B2 )0 R AR HPSRE o TR
(Likert) 7 b8 & kg » X P ¥ H aniivfeh & 1E T2t
Frk&, > "T2aRA, ~THE, - TRE SR TAEYREL,
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3.

A//
& 1F

FEB A LA N N GA AN E A
(3) Tz, a2

L R FHERS
FHLE2HEELZ LR

y X

-

T3 g (ALY ok (AR 2. Y R
(Likert) 7 g8 % k7€ >

v fﬁ g

SAE L HP AR > ¥ A

TrAka s T2aka > THE , ~ TR, 2T
iR BEA LA 28
A

YRR,
YA, YA SN AN
R

IR PR

)

ﬁ*h/P 3z 7 Ak TN E—fr—,ﬁ_‘kj\ —fi}. b""ﬁ%;,lj (T A+

PHREFMEP LRy 2P EFHETR
NEE FREABE S 1 A B AR S Ei AR5 Y AR
ﬁ—TE{:‘. B R (TAL I >~ EArE ot B & EHY Wz T AL H % > &
TR P AAF R o BRER BRI
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Z3-1 M Hipo 2 TR R

9 B 5% Ay $4
P
Walter, Mueller &
PRF%
. B Helfert(2000)~Lance
R & - IR
s L. Leuthesser (1997) -
£ TR 1~30 42
HEE (1998)~ &5
pEaEt] ‘
TR E
;ﬂt ,EL?%'\T'
1. ¥ fm‘igﬁ? K
2. SR € BT AN LR
%f i ¥ Walter, Mueller &
Falalel i
% - %4 |Helfert(2000)-Lance
[EE %f'a [E e S [EE
1~5 %  |Leuthesser (1997) ~
4, PrmiEmaks et fRilA ‘
R o
Bl R A
5. p EEm
1. &3 L ang 43 I% B e
2. F o @ ¥ Ky s
8 e )
¥ = %% |Walter, Mueller &
MEE 3. TE2EP Lo kflis
, 6~9 3  |Helfert (2000) ~
W A pEd
4, FR R fop e Ea
E] S I% Rz
. BERAEEDLITH A
2. FERIBLEBRGFAAE
, L | % = % |Walter, Mueller &
K O[3 WEREHEHSL
. 10~13 42 |Helfert (2000) -
4, &%‘-Eﬁﬁfﬁﬁ&f'ﬁ‘/}ﬁé’_
i s
3.5 k>
1. = ip & 47
REE GRS TN R RE R LR AT RA IR R SR L
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G SRR R W o A e S E

:"skr
3\
frn
o
=t
\\_ N
ﬂ
%
e
©
ﬂ

f% Rl -G
2. FIARA
AFETHEYERERE SN T gEEE ER LD € -2006 &

> e 7 AL /\g b mﬁwﬂ‘ﬁ%étg T8 T% 3 S

ﬂw%ﬁ%ﬁ*@éiﬁ ﬁ‘&é%@’ﬂﬁ?ﬁf GE AR A b

.-". 3

'r,.-"' L
-~ 5V S b — = m b \."' +
i?ﬁﬁfT@ F 5 e AR TALE G Y A RS O\ FI G A

TABMHE cMFRE SN LEEAA R EAAIT L 99E 1 3 95

b
.

ST R R R R SN GRS (SEM) 1 flie 7 TR
FEVA L
1. izt adg

Aot AR A A A TR ¢ G R R T 0k
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WL 2 RAATHRDIAF A PR AEF Rz H A
TALFL Y o 1B A AHZ PR EFADGY FHTRE RE AR EEAS

‘%‘ﬁ— ’ F\ E é’ gﬁﬁf’?ﬁ}_ﬁééﬁ\ ﬁl ’(ﬁ;t\ J _Q l‘;‘_“ izz‘uﬁ \L@mﬁ;\rfﬁ*

2. 1A~ 4% (Reliability Analysis) :

mR '«"‘L«%% — RlE TR e B2 RS - R AT - REEFFE

|

LR P AN AR Feh- RAER > VHREAFSRLE € A 4
®p 2. %% o A8 3 Cronbach #74]2. a % #(Cronbach’ s a )l >
BWEREP LT e R - REAR > M RERZBE -
Cronbach#t 1) — 78 |41 & 2. % 0] ; Cronbach’ s a 82~ ] 11 % #7

RAP? SRR PRI AT FE B2 kB (FFR43-2)

232 TR GES BV AR

a B O ARR LR GENEN - G S
a=0.3 ZR
0.3<a=0.4 AR R RIS
0.4<a=0.5 Wiew & FAR G M
0.6<a=0.7 ¥ G
0.7<a =<0.9 e T R AR E O R
a>0.9 LAV

TR kR s (2001)
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3. M #»R (content validity)

SN TR AR RIE SRR B o) B TR EA Y A
Refe R > L EARRARE O RIARN B EP FRZE R REREPN R
SRS ETC A g TS R E R T
,T;Ufle); Exmepp Foch (B2 F 0 203) o @ LhFEL R L F BB
Yoo A E Y R R ) 1 R AT RPN EF M
FHEFALTHLEEF R 3 oA fpr Sl Tk REFFRE B
FP- AP LR B G AR ) FAR o

(2) ~ el ALY (construct validity)

M ER R G REOLRAFE LT AL L A ANEAY O

BEA > W  F ok

1('4

~ AR L B A g e
ML RZERBZ PFTEREI 7+ REFL2 > EHRA L
ac»c & (convergent validity ) =% %|»x /& (discriminant validity) ;
AR e AT R BT R L OKROTR 2 R YRR Rk TR
R RIITR o

4. | %4 M #5447 (linear structural relationship ;
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LISREL) :
M SHM RESE SRS BREMLFE A 17 (confirmatory
factoranalysis ; CFA) ¥ — #4424 sk » ¥ Wi ES 884247+ 7

%

DAL W R - ke Lo B REER - PRI

¢

=

Ho3 R el (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) o

#7754 4% % LISREL 8. 52 #1483e 7 4 47 » * 11y jar= § %70 9] %
B %R e B2 (391) 45 9o LISREL A 454 Bl 1T Mk :
(1) % EZHmH5

Sk B AEM 45 (LISREL) & 5% F1% B 5 PF » 2 I23% 15 5 A # 7]
PR - AR nS o U E R ATE R M AL ARG -
R T2 2 #54 7 0@ * LISREL %7 -
(2) = T 5% M GEZR

B 2H (structural equationmodel) £ iR|E (measurement
model) o st A & AP BAtd REBE L) 2 R FFEHY
o BIER AR AFRERR RS BRI Tl % AT & i
B 2 Bl e K
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(3) =& H 5" afieif B

waE 2 TR R IR Z 18 0 S PRERAI e gm0 A i S
e ARR o THS A R c AREARLE AFE RGBT
L2 B e JERR o Bagozzi & Yi (1988):n i » R\ &R A
LAMDERARF  FRESREREHSN ARk RiFE - 2
POEME R R LA ERES o AR TR RS RE
PR EARR o AP RRHERER LA FHES N LT T
PRGN B SO F AR - PR BARAORAS -
(4) FRB27G

EORBCR 4 R A3 Hoa AR I e il ) 7k S RS B
AR Faf g RAER A 5 0 BHESSTA AT 00y T
B Bkt TplF St £ 0 I F] y TR SR A dahdidic Bt ¢ X T
# A #cE P B(Bentler & Bonnett, 1980) » Tt fz® s BRI KN P AR

> N

ST B ;‘;’E‘_‘S’i‘-"%\g BmJ: #]’:‘l*ﬂ °
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£3-3 Wi R R4

feif B dp ik

v g

X PE

fie i B 4p % (goodness of fit index:GFI)
P 18 peig & 4p 1R (ad justed goodness of
fit index ; AGFI)

12
residual ; RMR)

£ 3B ( root mean square

brig g A4 57 42 (root mean square error

of approximation ; RMSEA)
A &R if B 4p % (normed fit index;NFI)

+ 2 EAR AR 3 0B >0.00 BEE LS
1-3 2 @&

>0.9

>0.9

<0.05 £ 7peii & 0.05 ~ 0,08 %
¥

0.05~0.08

>0.9

b7 B fe g & 4p % (non-normed fit
index;NNFI)
o fe i & 4 % (comparative fit

index;CFI)

>0.9

>0.9

FALK R © AP g Fm
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Yr® PHELAPFELS

iF

s

AR E AR ATE TR BRATL D T RR WP B3

0K w2 A

Wi

HERS TR E o B A G Tt o ¥ - &

B $ @35 RS HERERAT 2§ AP AR

LESEER S L SN SRR Y e A

ETINS
R
ETIRN

AR S
4.1 BE¥w e B A 2 THRAH

23 4% 2006F 2 RETAAL € LR NELE T FE R L %o
HESNRERENL - FNTO0HE L ghPFA P EGFEL THE
SR E 1635 0 F R A F E23% o B E w s RkiRAr £ 4197

24-1 B 5w ok

B >k oA

FEFIRE 700 1009
¥ ’l@: B ¥ 187 27%
il 24 39

4 e % 163 239

bAoA » X EF T ARG 5 (76.8% ) 0 HAA

o
i\

\8
e
A\-
m

12 ek 4-2477F
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42 EEFEF PG
R IF A #ic B
. ,'T‘g’;”\ 7 AL 29 17. 8%
> A
a %ﬁ%; 7 AL 134 82.8%

*EE g

A SRR A4S )

%\' 4_3 t"‘i‘ﬁ‘ .

ek L
7 3 i

$ooctR A Y o R A g5 T E41L T o 6-10 % (529, 4% o

o B 1 Aﬁi,&ﬁa?iﬁi-ﬁr

243 P EHFL R A
R IF # Ak F AN
5 A 1T 68 41. 7%
6-10 + 48 29. 4%
11-15 # 21 12.9%
A1 A ¥ 16-20 ) 3.1%
21-25 ~ 2 1.2%
26-30 4 3 1.8%
41 A 12 16 9.8%
3~ AR NYEiH
ARG Y v RS ESEL A 0 B84 B &G EAR

740 10.4% > CHEEFARY

&R (0.6% ) - A &GY Fix

b
—‘v—?

* i
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F4-4 £ EERT LR EY £

38 T~ dc B A
IR 2FE Gx 137 84%
BHELAERL 1 0.6%
EIE - S RS ek P2 7 4.4%
L 7% 17 10. 4%
75 PR v 1 0.6%

FHP AL PR FEY ORSRAG R R 8 (90.2% ) o

Hx 2w (84% ) ~ L3 (81.6% )

B AR 2 T o

CABSEARLBLED T

24-50 XPFFLEEY 2 RGRA (FER)

" 55 1 A
#iR~ s 146 90. 2%
A% & 137 84%
£t 5 8 133 81. 6%
3R R ()R 68 41. 7%
%8 60 36. 8%
- 84 65 39. 9%
2L 8 22 13. 5%

5 fe b % B A R

fe & en& T & 3ne u2-DRG & e b (53.4% ) > B = 56-9
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Fo B (25.8% ) o 10Fa1 2

AR EP L2 & zg;;#iﬁ

ity

"

= . }3

g s s

(17.8% ) 2 v ] » Bg 2L
EN A N R AR

£4-6 L FFpe £ LW AT
¥ 7% S A
1 # 5 3. 1%
T b b ey 2-5 3 87 53. 4%
L e
6-9 R 42 25. 8%
10 Fau t 29 17. 8%

% o H=xE11-20% @*16.6% -

w iR EEFAASDTE AL10% T k34,3

%—\4 7 ,4»—‘—%"‘7%'#@@]?% {% :yr.j il_
ki3 S A

10% (z) ™~ 06 34.3%

11-20% 27 16. 6%

21-30% 13 8.0%

31-40% 16 9.8%
R TALT S

41-50% 15 9.2%
2_EiE

51-60% 16 9.8%

61-70% 12 7.4%

T1-80% 4 2.5%

81% 14+ 4 2.5%
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T Y % (AL
ERPERFADEEE o TR A RS A0 68700 5 P Kk

PAp e ER > B L TR AL gy Ak, Ty

A
&
—

ARG

—N\

-

BAE oA iE52. 7963 42.99% > i B LRSS F b o § L F hn

P

248 EPEXERE PTG (FE)

37 B+ o 7oA

RS R 52. T%

Bacdms A 112 68. 7%

REYHRBAL 55 33. 7%
ERY B BESE 45 27. 6%

nt 3% 30 18. 4%

P o R s (70 42. 9%

=R T 42 25. 8%

4.2 A G R A7
AFTAERENFFRLAR  BE MY B8RS

MRS 2 RS T 0 TI9E 1303.00-3.502F - # 4 T A

F_‘~

e e TP kA A B2 pF, (3.50) B 0 TR
PR P TR AR R ORI R (3.47) T ol o
"R EHe TP EREFAS ARG O ETE L (3.24) o
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TEdE s P TP kAL BRI SRR T ok
(3.37) ~ TEiFfEg | @ 0 TP Ut FALA R e £ 203 T ] 548
2 LR, (3.35) Rk > E T e  ah T pisafmai fd o

HEAARRREE 5 (3.16) - BREA T T AE, 2

ffﬁ
-iiéﬁi(3,45)<§}§;§¢f§;%13iﬁ | 2 “%thcliﬂﬁia (3.32) ~

e
o

i, 5 (3,98)  TEERAS S (3.26) - w;j“gfa 15) 2 "3

P/ ‘
L2 fln (3i11) e \

BIE & 41 Zdpfire 1 & grd & Fedt > Churchill

BR PP REPRRE B LRI LI P TR O R
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24-9 B RKBBSE

| % oo Tim | % | I35 | &% | cronbach
48 J8
i | w | £ | w | 2 a
I P AR A SRR | 3,47 | 0.5
0. A e | 3.50 | 0,51
A |3, P AL H s
, 3.47 | 0.58 | 3.45 | 0.46 | 0.87
= #
4 RFREA R EAT A | 3.42 | 0.57
5. AN W eEeTH SRR | 3,36 | 0.60
6. LA R HIRIA R 3.47 | 0.64
T Eir AR R & sk i | 3.22 | 0,69
8. EirA R 3 sk Rk 3.25 | 0.67
0. 4 B FRARAE R KA
3.38 | 0.73
" i
, — 3.29 | 0.54 | 0.92
P10, BeRverg b L
3.16 | 0.70
TL
i 11, F¥ 1 yhgeses 3.21 | 0.70
&
B 12, Wig TR A AT | 3,25 | 0,69
13, 3 & % 7 A REAR SRR a5 | 3.34 | 0.58
14, 35 % A enisigm & | 3,02 | 0,62
% |15, p e Eaarasd 24 | 3,12 | 0.57
¥ v A A 3.15 | 0.50 | 0.82
& (16 wa-pgenag smp | 3,24 | 0.62
17, A SR cnapes | 3,18 | 0.67
18, fed A= #r& fvsde2 LA | 3.35 | 0.62
19, $AD4 A H 5484 AR5 | 3.23 | 0.67
& 120 et A EEEAFIF LR
) f Wests o
3 );;p‘
) 3.26 | 0.54 | 0.88
|21, REAIHKAIRIEE A NS
! 3.26 | 0.62
B B2 LR
99. WA Ay 4k g
B E g 30 | 0.6

gl
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34-9 RAZRKRSE ()

| % T | f£# | Lo ) £ % | cronbac
.2

H #c #c ES #c ES a
93. 1P menEi S N & A X 3.33 | 0.66
24, B G Ho Ed S N A
3.23 | 0.68
i &
: 3.32 1 0.56 | 0.84
|25, 1 e-mail gEi N EAg
. 3.3310.72
%
- 96. gLtz F¥enT R 4 3.37 1 0.64
L 21 Aded iwdsis A S %
B i FAESEER 016|015
B
H
; 8. APk Bt B A | 3,121 0.78
129, A 2t MR 3.11 10.68 | 0.91
2, X 3.00 | 0.77
o 2R
30, P2 Fips 2w iz

3.14 | 0.75

2‘@
o
s

a2 o 0 RIEB LR DS Tk @ae XpEy e
AT EE A BRARAE AT W T B2 FABITN B R o (%224 4-9)

r/,_v_/
5 E

i\

B KA o T 3oiE 503, 26~3. 482 B o 14 Tp iz g ke i AL
§B AT FARE o HAESE BN ERR L SRR
B R o b TMR ) A > T0E §302.91-3.450 %7 T
NPABREDBF A PP U R FAL T EESD ) S RN AT R R

THE B B AR R AR ¥ b TR ns o T

32 A303.30~3.022. F > i T A g pr S sk (S AR R B en g (TR
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2
2

L

By AT RE e T og: (3.37)THGREE, 5 (3.28)
TR R (3.40)  MAESBE LF N BT AR F L FE R
BEART R R REE -

KA 4-1018 5095 o tha @394 350,70 BB B R - A f 5

% 2B KB4 RS 8- KR

24-10 B~ MG EE KEL S ABRPIES

# 8 T | % | T | 5% | cronbach
o e | £ | £ a
1B A g TR 3.48 | 0.73
O WBHI EEPGIAC LS |3.35]0.77
B3 pewELEEeE 3.440.76
‘r 4 PO TS R S Jﬁ 3\ = ﬁjFB%E'E’ 3- 37 0. 62 0. 90
= 14, 1= PR (T AL L AT R M U =
BETTALY 3.31 (0. 75
oy
5. M L 3.96 (0. 61
6. o By UM GG B A K @ 3.45 | 0.73
7 %"%%ﬁ{ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁﬁm 2.91|0.83
8. TREPUL M AIE EEY L1
, il FELF R 5 900 0,63
I v —— 3.9810.57| 0.79
i By bl I F e 23
FERPEAREHERRE T B 5 50]0.63
ERxl
10. BERE &30 A = o & bl (27
FHR A AP B0 PR 51063
=2

64




TESBMRR EE REZ GRKRES (F)

H e T3 | L8 | T35 | 4% | cronbach

“3 #® | 2 | & | 2 a
11. i afi &tk % 3.5210.74

N 12 BRRIEELH B 74 3.31(0.71

; 13, AP Lapmt b 458K [3.45(0.66|3.40 0. 62 0.89
14. i‘*ﬁ.‘&;ﬂ?ﬁlﬂﬁjﬁ& W R 330|070

A G T

WA #H ALk Valter et al (2000) #7#& 212 05802 2 4p

WA FFT L L gt B R AT G M Rl T3 Ak R 2

Eipgpm TR AR AE RS AP ALV B AP FRRLF

4 o

¥ ¢t 287 7 & BBruhn & Grund (2000) ¥ Bruhn (2003) i%;x » 3

BARR LR AN EERIRE B3 E 28t ] AR ET
e 4-11 -
2 WX A5 (1)
A e — 100
S x> w,
i=1
WSI=i% B 4 5 Wi=%1% f 478 3 M=l @ kT o8 S=R 4 60% -1
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2411 SRR ZREHIEE
% R 81.524
A & 86. 219
PR3 86. 023
& 78.522

5
& T LR 81.395
A 82. 880
it | 71576

d 24-117 @50 gt an i@ /1 32 77.576~86. 2192 & » @ A4

W X R dp B 5 81.524 - Bruhn (2003) 4 d1i% &, Trdlcdds < 380

BT THE s TRLA ) R TR aREE  Haed
480 0 Bm PR LT e SR BT L L4 dr2 JRAE > XA A

2 Foiem B8
L3RR AR e A i
PR FIF A 49 S

3 PR TR TN

bl A

) Dedp FEAEC Op

Foil8@Easp 53 $dkenmitE ~Tvalue~ R R ~ &

w

4.3.1 PIE RBcchy ~ 2R
dpthen &R ¥ 1 5 ~4p B T > (Squared Multiple Correlation, SMC)
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KR2|EGT o HiclE F PRI E R B L RAEF D A 02 F D
RIERANT R GFRIN] CAEZHA AR E AL FERA DL
I 5o s RABEHBHES SRR 3 0 2B OOMCER < >
0.5 &= % A& (composite reliability ; CR) & H #75 Rl & % ¥ A
shie = > L& dpthnp 30— R B AARG o e L g i) 30—
A% 3 > Fornell & Larcker (1981) 2% ® 0.6 » B ARE
CRIEARF - P27 BRI E R AR R N R -
mTiag R P (average variance extracted > AVE) #3 % ;

BRI LR EREHZFLRANTEREIEEN TV R EE
o RO o R B FAVEE 43 0 R AR FLRIT] 43 6
B ¥ e acrc & - Fornell & Larcker (1981) @z H{L#E E T £ (0.5

— LW RN ST T £ 4-12
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24-12 BIE BN 2 B2 L ETRE £

ip 1% FHEk kil
A5 B Hair et al (1998) FlZ pw e piE 0.5 000
R Hatcher (1994) SMC & <%+ 0.5 14t
(SMC)
BEGR Hatcher (1994) -~ Hair et al & R &4 0.7 2
(1998)
Tiag B HP% Hair et al (1998) SRR E4F 0.5

TR AR AFY
I A& A

7]

e

i 77 & (Factor Loading)ih P! £ ¢ F| 2 &2 B R FIE 2 M (% o 24 %

2

Ik
m

AR AT RIEARZAR > R R LA ER S AR T
¥pEspinoza (1999) 4p AR RA AT Z f F 2 ATEHEHFF > &
THHAE T ek e

~# 3 4 LISREL % 3+ Maximum Likelihood iz - #1 ’T‘ X0 >
PRFEcH X6~ X9 22 cnX20 % > B R M3 (0.0 20 ¥ > M% {8 2. %

Bofs 3t aed 4-13
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% 4-13 BE R 3G

=>1 #
O

A A S

2

21

SHcin 3t Theta-Delta
¥ & FA
o oEE 7l S 1 SMC | CR | AVE
= R T & #32 R TE
2 =28 2 =8
X1 0.86 [0.06|13.25 | 0.26 |0.04| 6.10 | 0.74
X2 0.88 [0.06 | 13.71 | 0.23 |0.04| 5.57 |0.77
A & 0.88 | 0.65
X3 0.77 10.07|11.20 | 0.41 |0.05| 7.58 |0.59
X4 0.71 [0.07]10.03 | 0.50 |0.06| 801 |0.50
X7 0.80 [0.07|11.86 | 0.37 |0.05| 7.58 |0.63
X8 0.79 [0.07|11.67 | 0.38 |0.05| 7.66 |0.62
) X10 | 0.71 |0.07| 10.19 | 0.49 |[0.06| 8.14 | 0.51
PR G2 0.90 | 0.59
X11 | 0.78 |0.07| 11.59 | 0.39 [0.05| 7.69 |0.61
X12 | 0.78 |0.07| 11.44 | 0.40 [0.05| 7.75 |0.60
X13 | 0.75 |0.07]10.89 | 0.44 [ 0.06| 7.94 |0.56
X14 | 0.71 |0.07] 9.83 0.50 [0.07| 7.58 |0.50
X15 | 0.76 |0.07{ 10.77 | 0.42 [0.06| 7.09 |0.58
& 0.8210.54
X16 | 0.72 |0.07{ 10.06 | 0.48 | 0.06 | 7.47 |0.52
X17 | 0.75 |0.07{ 10.55 | 0.44 [0.06| 7.21 |0.56
X18 | 0.73 |0.07] 10.56 | 0.46 |[0.06| 7.98 |0.54
N X19 | 0.82 [0.07]12.30 | 0.33 |0.05| 7.25 |0.67
SR N
Eﬁ'& X20 | 0.76 | 0.07 | 11.02 | 0.43 [0.05| 7.83 [0.57|0.88]0.67
‘ X21 | 0.73 |0.07{10.40 | 0.47 [0.06| 8.03 |0.53
X22 | 0.81 |0.07]12.24 | 0.34 [0.05| 7.29 |0.66
X23 | 0.76 |0.07{10.97 | 0.43 [0.06| 7.67 |0.57
AL X24 | 0.77 |0.07| 11.32 | 0.36 [0.05] 7.51 |0.60]|0.84]|0.63
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