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Abstract

The increasing development of corporate social responsibility has become a
prevalent concern for business sustainability practices. In comparison to the
viewpoint of outside stakeholders, employees play unique roles for their company for
two reasons: (1) employees are closer to corporate core business (2) employees
participate more easily in CSR activities and policy formulation. Therefore, this study
aims to establish a model to understand how employees’ perceived CSR and
participation in employee volunteer program (EVP) relate to their organizational
citizenship behavior. This study also investigates whether perceived CSR and EVP
participation has positive effects on organizational identification; whether perceived
external prestige mediates the relationship between perceived CSR and organizational
identification; and whether organizational identification acts as the antecedent of job
satisfaction, organizational commitment and customer orientation.

The model concept is based on the model of CSR and employee-company
identification established by Kim et al. (2010), and modified by adding some
employees’ attitude constructs. The survey, conducted by convenience sampling,
consists of a total of 316 participants whose companies have EVP. Utilizing
confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) and structural equation modeling (SEM), the
results are as follows:

1. Perceived external prestige is a partial mediator between perceived CSR and
organizational identification. Meanwhile, perceived CSR positively affects
perceived external prestige, and perceived external prestige has positive
relationship with organizational identification.

2. The relationship between EVP participation and organizational identification is



positive, which means employees tend to identify with their company when they
are mentally satisfied by CSR activities.

Organizational identification positively affects variables, such as customer
orientation, organizational commitment and job satisfaction.

The attitude factors that positively affect employees’ organizational citizenship
behavior include customer orientation, organizational commitment and job
satisfaction. Further, the impact of customer orientation and organizational

commitment are greater than job satisfaction.
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Union) (stakeholders) =3 #::iE 427 o
R&Em% » EFRETELdpEFite g
2001 | ¥ & & RARLEL N R “%*Wfﬂ”i
(stockholder) § # > € F¥tor3 0T BE % 4
(stakeholder)é 7
EFHANIR A SPPRERY AT Ea
Eﬂés‘,zq\;}f{m\ VA é DT s 8 v DR
B CREES AR AR S AAGETIEAF R A B ET
2003 | (European %ﬁ%‘=i% SRR o R S
Union) ANEY SPFLFoRA g Er 2o TR ¥
TG A AEN BT :‘r.\_‘ﬁ B 1R R
BRSO b BRI ARERERE  LEERS -
I ﬁ%u%ﬁ%ﬁéé@:%%%ﬁmeg’ﬁiﬁ
2003 | #%HH 1A Rfrp RERB R4 B ETEROF LA
(IBLF)
A-fETEHASEL BEREELHFETIER
2005 | % £i # PR RABRENRE R - RIER AR
PRI TRB g E2F
EEGTAGEE Y RPHIE A S L 2 F R
2008 | 257 é%?ﬁﬁﬁfgﬁgﬁfﬁsmwi’li@%
P~ RIEZ T g %”—‘ﬁ B3z Hpge o~ A SPRIR
MERBEE  FAMMEES -
FAL kR ¢ 3 72(2008) ~ L 2 i (2009) ~ R FT AT

FoOE R PR AR R AT S S R £ R I

Ll B R R BTG
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MELEAE T EAF BAB R ¥ T EH Y KEBPfITH
AL~ BBR -~ FRAIMEE B IALE B dorchy

8
HEFASFEMMER 0 BRSO g FEERESES S Y7

Mg FEAEF EAS N % L EFREAFEL A € (Committee for
Economic Development, CED)(1971)#74% &1 » 2 4|* = B b FIHZRPALE F
gmg@@ﬁ,Awﬁ%p@ﬁ@~ﬂ@ﬁ@uaﬂ@ﬁe’im%T:
1. P Bl iz(Theinnercircle) : i 2 it 3 »adl (7 & e idat it fr g ¥ 0
%ﬁﬁ,égﬁ%§§\lﬁ%gﬁ§%$ao
2. 7 Bl F iz (The intermediate circle) @ 1+ },ﬁfrﬁa £ ﬁig f%: B

T oo 4 SRR R o ATk T N B e

T
€HERT > drgx 2 RFAE B U E i) 2 R
3. ¢ Bl% = (The outer circle) : 3 3 & ¥ f&32 "

Steiner(1979): 5 » £ ¥ Al € T ET R E FIREDE R L AP it g
i & ¢F 7 m7,+g poiE

[P

Lo pP i gFE g SAFIROAFIHN drb B2 fon D pEL |
TERE PR AR 2R NE KR BFRIE A4 N 1 IFRE

2. ek g F i FEAg m S R AP 4o WAl g £

Zé > FI.‘:—-?{Q l‘f m’;\—"— "'éﬁa e J;/:L;]x

ke

)

§
=k

Frederick(1987):u i £ %7 &3 AA g a 76 > f FA§ F 273 FrIxn
EFavpE > TR SR AT IR BT ES BiEe
AT R £ R DA A SRR g0
Bk EX > kR F R R g



BAEEE GRS EELFRIRERTE

BB N E RSO S

o

Carroll(1991)#- %1979 # 4% d1énf 4k € F i B jerk A df >

HECEREPFFTE R A EREFEEFERAY (LH2-1-D) 0 p 3

it doT
1. .-‘f‘i;éﬁl&—a— II {ﬁrl’ g t‘ éﬂ\ mﬁm ,qlf\E P—' 5 I’*‘] L
BRI KR A F R o T 2 fE R B

i ek A 1 -

=z 4 A AL

.7
s 1E

2

EXY

R

&=

P

ETIRN

2. HEFE I ZENLFLEL S PRALE AT Y EEEOSR

LG FEE R A BT E R RO TR LERDR S o A

',-’fll‘.—lﬁ"’

FEERNRIIRARZE R LR Rehk 0 fE T LR

A wLGE SRR HERD -

4 pEMEFEEET AZELAETE RDFERP o DL B

FTEOWEEIRBMHAL BB RBIAAADPEE L
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& #Fen
LRSS TEE g
i A KAbES i3 & e

B 2-1-1 & %4+ g pE s F R

AL %k ¢ Carroll, A. B.(1991) The Pyramid of Corporate Social Responsibility: Toward the
Moral Management of Organizational Stakeholders. Business Horizons, 34(4), 29-48 ; /5 3#:(2004)

e

Eh

P RSB ik e g R 0 A8 R 5 Carroll ATk e
e F R RR G AR RS R Y o T AT A E ik 2
THEORLEEMEFEAEES L ER 2R REE B BN TS
IERGFEHS -

» FFAEE T EARAIRE P VR 1 R AR
RAEX DI AR o g AR F F i Lol o 2 ¢ > 5005 i (de
AERFER)EFEITTR AT ER IR R LR T AR YR
EEAREFEOPIREHT FL XA NS F
RAEILS Rz - o bldcR 1 e Fak g FER TR e L L | i
(Larsonetal., 2008) ~ #%& % A 1 ¢hie i (Berger et al., 2006; Collior & Esteban,
2007; Rodrigo & Arenas, 2008) ~ 3 i& fi 1 e 5z (Brammer et al., 2007;
Peterson, 2004a; Rupp et al.. 2006) ~ #% = 1 %% & & & =% 2 % {7 % (Bhattacharya

etal., 2008)% » 257§ #3T A F (5§ ] S mbit 2 o
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Fropendd s fEAMEF I BB IALE X Rend Al S Bt E

iui’ﬁ%i“ﬁﬂpmﬂﬂmréﬁjﬁv’ ﬁjrﬁiéiﬁEJﬁ
Ko > B¢ BRBEL2ENTEL L35 EFER P o

FUERAREFHE L EREFEN G (8- HehE B h T > AL H

W 0§ EB LI AL g ) 1 (social inclusion) & AL F b it e A N g o

EFES BEF OIS LR RS 1 A A E 28 AR

# (Fh égég 2008) o Flpt > BIP ~h3F S pEL G2 AP K B i1 &

IARISE R RS (HE  BRAF R T FEA R BR
d

EFEL PP ZFRIOP G IR Ee LRG> 5 (R,

R L L e R R R
FEIMS BRI G 0 PR RS AR F R Y R e
BRI k> vaEEfe TE1p 2

= % (Employee Volunteer Program, EVP)Z_-

IES
—=\
S
piag
el
_‘:‘3}
e
\3\
Th
*
l_
A
[

NP NPT R ET o fa e foil @

“f']f‘i”pﬁﬁﬂ LEE LA Fj:},%l"\v:’,%%: @A~ (TSR E o Aot s A X
SEPANALEMN > FaRBliered m? fE¥A1 %4 L h R 1
KT RS %88 p ¥ B 1AL T = g vk (Seel, 1995; 3& 3t 2003) o

2 RWEP L& ¢# 1% Cihlar(2004)4; e = P

FHREHQ008) ™ £ %~ B3~ AF L BT JIM 53 AR g8 &
MEFF EF 213 @ AL #2732 HEFa T EFEAR
FIESELTRF T EF rampe il B TN AR A (TLAEE
AHFARGE CHA 1A ARRAEETFATLAZ RTE R E YR
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# % Panneretal.(2002)» # &\ § £ FEH ~ fFEZ I PR AR IR
G ERE AR R F RTIE BB S A4 AT AT RERED 6B
Boz 3T B a2 P EEIEAoR 2-1-2 #1o7 (Bart et al., 2009) :

-~

COMPANY

* time off/opportunity to volunteer s > positive image
e > positive reputation for social
/ /corporate responsibility
> loyalty to the company \

> commitment
> skills from the EVP e > producls or services for sale

e commitment to the community

> experience
> product quality and service

EMPLOYEES COMMUNITY

r s

h

e increased volunteer time
and effort (voluntary +
involuntary)

e volunteers’ skills availability

o > self-esteem

* > eye-opening

¢ > learn responsible
citizenship skills

'y

Bl 2-1-2 ¢ ¥31 3 %2 ¥ ~A12A4% 220871

7

F# kR - Bart C.K., Mark C. Baetz and S. Mark Pancer, (2009) "Leveraging human capital
through an employee volunteer program: The case of Ford Motor Company of Canada”,
Journal of Intellectual Capital, Vol. 10 Iss: 1, pp.121 - 134

d B 2-1-2v 50 1 Ee w0 R
BRAPE S R RATi e F g oaFEagIeg REF P oEs
i&‘—ﬁ E""}’?#ir-g ﬁl r‘f’!ﬂ")‘)\ RE j\g@_ﬁ l"if‘ﬁ#‘_“%‘«f‘i”&;ﬁ‘fr’&;%’ MK %:‘{'Q;'
SRR EPRAEE A ST 0 RS BB A a4 2 1 TRk enid € 55k % (Panner
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etal., 2002) -

?
T,
_\'
e
e
it
o+
i\
¢4
ETIRS
fed
e
o
=
RS
2
>
|
=
i\4
=
]
=
T,
_\'
i
‘D.
fed
e
N
N
)
Gl

EFALE
ﬁ,ﬁiﬁﬁfﬁﬁiglﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁli'u B X

-8 F by

T EFREE 74‘”/%&1;95?.3_@31%\;11;@(
W3 Ty | -5 CE R E S e E e B0 R R p

”

= Prestige” % 7 Reputation” & 3 » H 5 (S {6 2 ik Lo iddp £~ LB
B~ B R AR o T R A # BB (resource-based view) k 5 0 & F L F a g T
L BRSO P B s Hgoehir o F R (Amit & Schoemaker, 1993) - &3
FARAR & - T8 TR0 4 AE R AR BA e e s MRk R e
BEEFZF o § 0¥ 24 POEYAARF LT AARY RmAB ¥
£ 5 3l 4 (Clark & Montgomery, 1998; Fombrun, 1996; Fombrun & Shanley,
1990 ; Weigelt & Camerer, 1988) » @ iz ¥ i< —‘g B L 87 FfiEen o Teece et
al.(197)F= 3 ¢ » FREP NEYRFA-APHCTh A7 RATA R A
TEBEARE L AEMTY - Fpt s B A g d RIS PF AT A
B2 ARF a7 5 ﬁv.?:,@fr(Abraham & Anat, 2002) -

Bl E L AR Ry ¢ o X -F (corporate reputation) ~ & %7 %
(corporate image)é“..%gfj%‘eﬂj@(organizational image)f= 5 ¥ 4451 * R IFE L

T EHEHNEY DT RS T o Post & Griffin(1997) £ & £ ¥ ¥ 5 {1 M

f//f‘/( ~ ﬁ:l_ \}é%‘_&;\fg—;.)ﬁ%'ﬁ \;})f‘;?“—fg \ﬁig‘kw»\i-kg‘.’ggg 1*{-‘5&;9:’3(]"—%2{ ~
WATE R NiF A o Gray & Balmer (1998):n 5 0 B 2 X Pl Rin d ehE %
B AR R FEEY M- EEER ARG R S Em L AR

SRRl B3 o F F Gatewood etal (1993) R4 * & %) % -

g

%,
< B
S
o

e

5 B e LA enE = 0 @ Dowling(1994) % 7+ & %7 %
18
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RO EA R R -

“E 14 > Barber(1998) A 4345 4p B ~ jr 1t )
Fekky v
feR > @ e < 3 (2005)% 745§ (2001) % 4
#% Gioia et aI.(ZOOO)év’ﬁ ﬁ%g@%z@rgﬂ: B R B G 0 A R IR
2L(internal conception){e ¢t % gL 8k (external approach) » 4% 2-2-1 #
AR AL FPRTE CRP TR L
Bzooh o AP RapEt L s R
N LY AR E

k2 % (organizational image) - 3 ¢

LIEWEA 0 T B2 TR G A lfsﬁﬁd - Jl‘”ﬂ&"/"f]"l?' R s B A

na

'_4 - féfr'ﬁf peh s R

_:r
EMEA S £ R

BE | o3 Th ¥ 5w
ek ERAS G Dutton & Dukerich(1991)
(construed external . ) Dutton, Dukerich
image/ perceived e B PR f A DY | & Harquail (1994)
external prestige/ LA IS & yjak LR © Smidts et al. (2001).
organizational Bergami & Bagozzi (2000)
prestige) Mael & Ashforth (1992)
£ 317 % LA e VTR E | Alvesson (1990)
k2 | (projected image) | 3w d1 el & A5 % o Bernstein (1984)
‘?%L; i i)é Il > i3 2, e 2
A (&gmdmwm SR L E P hBE I e | Gioia & Chittipeddi (1991)
) R VT - ° Gioia & Thomas (1996
% | image) i { i (1996)
B & EE ‘P_‘ﬂ«”ﬂ AR FE R _
g | (corporate L ek o £ g | Olines (1989)
identity) % SOV e Van Riel & Balmer (1997)
F == Hatch & Schultz (2000)
LA it A
R RN L R e
(organizational SE SR 16 AL - LA Albert & Whetten (1985)
identity) g~ 4F A e ¥ iT 4 R A | Hatch & Schultz (2000)
EHEH L p R oo
£EE% o WE e Fé“‘#i‘e%ﬁr} ke
o (corporate image) | 3 &+ % i & Fesr@ 0y 2 | Berg (1985)
2N T ,‘, w425 & e Dowling (1988)
S L HE Grunig (1993)
¢} o e
| EFEY EESTH G AN
B (Corpgotr'ate/ FE T m PR A I 0 @ | Fombrun & Shanley(1990)
g, | feputation 4w %A, & ~ 649 44E % | Fombrun (1996)
organizational - ﬁ KA
reputation) i T
FH kR © 22 3 (2005) ~ 34545 (2001)
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= R IEY A K
gt it 2 /I% » aodf ¢h 3% B¢ (perceived external prestige, PEP) 2 ‘e 2k 25 %

LA T H oo '}];;E_%kﬂ/@(g ob Bt e %km—*;z- B A o arff by

* ¥ # 1% construed external image(Dutton et al., 1994) £ perceived organizational

prestige(Bhattacharya et al. - 1995 ; Mael & Ashforth » 1992) » ie % & 4p 5 p 37

R1d@d A refag2 a3 fip e Henagzanf -4

hpiu)

LE SRR N SR S I
Dutton et al.(1994)# ) » B ~ ¥+ 7 & #tHhles & 5 3 B2 % (image) A

Ao - BER AT RSN RA G R p AR - SR AN

TRIRR G 2 f AER T L B KR AR

- ’ @ Y -
BT

WA g SR S (N AR f o Fh e R

R 0 FEA T RACE) 2-2-1 o

%%
crw a4 K& WEATE
- i ?9%('%,"
%\O ® 9,¢ EMPLOYEE
K 2
I
5~
T
£

OUTSIDERS
s E

Bl 2-2-1 & B 7 AR
F L k& : Collier, J. and Esteban, R. (2007), Corporate social responsibility and employee
commitment. Business Ethics: A European Review, 16: 19-33.

Gilly & Wolfinbarger(1998)3x % » A 1 7 rt i % Sk o2 4548 ~ B 3§ 3 7

S e £ 9005 LA Sk A2 < @ Smidts et al.(2001)i ~ 45 ¢

SR R K AR TR bl 2R B s i L s

B g @t A AL D AR Bt 2 P e R
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% o @ Dutton et al.(1994):%. % 37 % _ELF\« EiR ki Rt sans S8 f 1 R

N A = T
U - 4 ﬁ (4-Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000; Smidts et al., 2001; Kim et al.,
2010) o ehn B o E SR I H P R A B I TR A A dohE R S FRE —‘g >

B & Eehg iz o 3% Mael & Ashforth(1992) #4% 1 2 i #h 3 - £

> & 4 Carmeli(2005):% 5 e - #H I w L H B DL Bo e 0 @

4

LW R WPIg BT R L MR - B R G EERLRE S EEE s B
f

_B_Fk B ena)a o Fpt o s B kdpFortunefeii it £ E WX B fah P ane
4

Pt

H+3

EARFF 0 BRI EET A LB DL B iR

S RLAEID A R RNEE fopd A 45 B RO 1R N T A

®
FEmEe e AEE P B2 P - R ¢ R RO(H 5 F110(18

Fortune Index= 4 #78 & ¢F 3B chird £ X 4L — & & & 2% * (Carmel,
f f

2005) -

v

Fryxell & Wang(1994)R|:& - # 45 41 > Fortune Index¥ At 4 5 & B & > —
% B4 7% (financial ends) » — 3 = & it # 22 {v& £ £ (capabilities and strategic
2

means) #* fi- = &AL ¢ § i (organizational social responsibility) EAA Y A

Carmeli(2005)c#= 5 © > Rl eh 0B A 23 G o A ul L (1) g B

»ﬂ

(social prestige) » ¢ 7z FISH ~ A FEIRBEFT - A AR FEFRE AT S8
Fel B F E ~ AIFTA 4 (2). 5% (economic prestige) » & 7 7Rt > ~ R K

FHE M2 2P FFauF o
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RS LR S 8o 2N Py

MBI E B LF AV EE e x A IR T AIAIT M A
SPGB ARERR R AL - HHEERL (R EF o SRR
(B2 hiEo @i by p £ (Mael & Ashforth, 1992; Smidts et al., 2001;

Bartels et al., 2007) - Dutton et al.(1994) R & 45 2 5 i 1 $F e o7 & 2 chd B4 %

N

(image) » 3 f £ 4 2 it o 30 Ay B B st e R0 -

% Carmeli & Freund (2002) &%= 3 ¥ 5 B 4245 ;Z R IR EY 1 TR 2
Renbd T e P EF R AN ET B RE e IGE S 1 TR Ufre i s A7
rb

PR AREFT Y FR ?P—\?K B g SR Rk

e Ak PR A che e A {7 5 (Carmeli - 2005) -

A & RS AP R IR XA S PN RS | erae i )
T Bz e SR o g0t A ¥ Carmeli(2005) g iz o H-aedf vk 3w
BE R4 SALE B EES Bifs ot LR H AP A e A
§FEEY 2 Mire e B andie s iEa 0 R B AR H sk

FRELTF AR TR - R IR R

FZH BRRFAERKE

BT A SR BGUE 2 GRS B A ¥ ARG T RAT B

“‘q

R - L RSP AR S e 8K - 384 (O’Reilly & Chatman, 1986;
Morgan & Hunt, 1994) » & #-le SKGEAR 3 w8k > e % A3 K5 L8
233 & (Miller etal., 2000) » & 2 A4k 5 & B 7 F i (Abrams et al., 1998; Mael
& Tetrick, 1992; Pratt, 1998) - 12 * fI.%A\ BEL B R TE AR miEFIfcL R -

-0 FL‘FM}F""’/’K%
S TRLR ) G g o Bandura(1963)3% 5 R le AP R A B S o enfT S
LR BERL MG AN AR EM S - @ Mcfarland(1970) 13
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ke d - fAe@pms > s A ;};1— B A ¥ E A A @ jE 2 YS\-;T‘JLZ'% HFo
ijﬁﬁrFa Ap e - fEF i o FlYY 0 EGLIF (organizational identification) £ f&
s s & p Ak 0 BT - R ehse i (Ashforth & Mael,

1989; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) -

LR AL S - fE4k € 33 (social identification) s R A) 50 o B 4 SR
PP AR FAREEY - f o BA g AL B R AT IR Ak
SR 0 F“"Eﬂ““‘»‘ B A8 e siuar b chid 5 (Dutton et al., 1994) - §
BAFoRzlaediuprm AnBApATRLP e BTRERGF IR S

+ % (Dutton et al., 1994; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) -

Wan-Huggins, Riordan & Griffeth (1998)4p & » #-je sitie 4k 5 B 12 o &
Reiivid e 7 T2 B3 0& ¢

1. BAZRE- f[%fé_ﬂ_f%‘iﬁé e H B AP E S Fpo %éﬂf{z&p\ =~ R % B A g
APEF BT - TR 0 B gk zgfk o

2. MEMGREARL - ARl 2T R @HMANHE B A TR
g BRI fop Mg L £ oo it (internalization) £ 4 3 9
AFsewd Hu S f Ol o B R ERDE Bl R B
e R E_R-13 A i [ E%‘«t‘ FRPE R B2 o it
{@Lﬁ?@%ﬁ@@ﬁ;gaﬁ@@ggﬁﬁkm{%Aﬁﬁﬁﬂ%

rm% B TRRATa R e

3. MEHILFARG B A B ERSG BRAF BHM-¢ TR BRI Y

#Hoe—Am 3 u];&ﬁpfk

g7 F P anEip o Fl B A RS aRLR AR
BG4 Bl T

LR PR R B A R e

L4
A °

Miller et al.(2000)z% & e stle chpl g B R D il 1 £F #-p 2 205 e
- o ARk eSO b EEE PR SRR R L
Ji-{ ¢ o Van Dick(2001)F7 3« 45 ) > Gk g e & R A& E G
B E R RS BMRRS T ERRE BT ER 1 FAR
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S BRRFENTE

'8 -k g (organizational commitment) 2 & & 5 @ Whyte(1956) 74 1 »
weE B R e ARHE f%?rﬁ FEL R e TR g g
BN KT ¢ e iz o Kanter(1968)4p 11 » 5 iGE S B A S s o

% %};J(:u 4 m,&};? ﬁr%fll’%ﬁ_%iil‘% f‘} :”%E‘:QJ‘ fl“ i%ll‘ ’ E“JZ‘ };ﬁ%ﬁ_}%ﬂ °

-

Porter etal.(1974)3% 5 » s RGE LB 4 wIL P43 o WSt e 2 0 r chfE
B BBKEF O B G HERIRNTAZ Baoe oL §EAGE D ek

PR B F A 20 4 Kk @%éﬁ%ﬁﬂi%%?*:&?

Wiener(1982)# 1 2 4 F e shenR i g £ LERT P ehip B4 o
PERERS AR W R e v P ERT BRI P AR T

P g P SRS TR

Meyer and Allen (1984):% & fe 3 K 8~ B R chik i ~ § L2 ip
& Ar o @ A FHE R fo Aanysied Moo m Meyerand Allen(1991) & & 84 B
FHESLRFDPHFE L BRRELS J 1o oIkl 257 8

&¢ 2 B H 73 A5 (desire) ~ F R
(need) & % 7x(obligation):H g2 58 » ¥ #-H o A= B8 % ¢
1. R M-k (affective commitment)
R fews b &8RP Lk ~ Bl R R OB o A SR L KEF o
A9 eesmanh FAF] 5 # 8 & (wantto)iz & it o

2. #F 4 MK (continuance commitment)
i3 220 Z @4 afFiqdhesd aFfrkEgalig
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g . E'f]%‘« g FIE_F] 5 s 7 & (need to)iz A o

3. A4~ K g (normative commitment)

=
b
)
e

PR PA-AORr FRET D ER - RPRES D

1 g REHORTFGEAPEE G KRiHEZ(ought 10)iE A ft o

2R _E'J]a‘« KFEOF BT BT R RELE ﬁﬁk ACE Y E3p 7] | e
(Meyer & Allen, 1996; Meyer et al., 2002; Cohen, 2003) » F]* ¥ ?4 TR M
AR FAGEY hPe g o 2 a > Dunhametal. (1994)# 1 4p 1 > Meyer &
Allen #i4% H1ehz e & F AW & Z 47 b enle SOREME 7§ PFE
TR EACIGRIRA > Mg PONE R e BICGE NS R RT  FRR f RE R e

o

SR FIRE e 5 Meyer & Allen = 5 K HEHR] 9 5 W SIGER 7

1395 Mael & Asforth (1992) s 2 > fe U lF &2 BAGE A B A0 1 B

R A - iR Kt enife 0 2R R FRDERE L BRRERFE ST

o

Kz “ﬂ?i 7—*5 2\ ?\5& Lk Pratt(1998)1» ;,?;f; » b "F}f N E#'J ",\’\;F&" =3 ,ﬂ'— EI

|

Ao ARFERF o TRk g e A BAGRE § g
Ho 3 F o @ § % Wan-Huggins et aI.(1998)#;1 Mo BBORGEATE 7 ende Rl e R
BN IS E_ ¥ ez TR F75 LB o4 (Ashforth &

Mael, 1989) ; ‘e gsnk 5558 B 4 &2 o A @RLARR AT 5 -

FOEEEFEL A F RN R TLh A § LR 4T S
F % o bk * AL € 3uk L3 (Social identity theory)£2 p 5 A~ 473234

(Self-categorization theory) % & ## ‘e 33 hiE & (Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Dutton
etal., 1994; Pratt, 1998; Bhattacharya et al., 1995) o 435 2 @4 N i > B X g 3

4 (self-concept) £_d i 4 3% Ie (personal identity)frit € 3% e (social identity) 1 &
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=+ (Tajfel, 1971) o 1 4 3l Ldn B 4 i & S pATIHE > 775 A AR
PFeng e i@pe i L3992k 5 AAE0R R 4 1 4 o B AL g%ugg
(social categories) ® ey — B4 - B A € X T p 2 friz- WML R G Apiven
# 4 - @ Ashforth & Mael(1989)4; ) » ‘e skit e T p 2 4 S fz - B 4 € 4
poe s BEMELS G FRE X AL p 2= (Tajfel & Turner, 1985)
Brewer(1991)32 % At ¢ 3afr £d * i A RR afFdre A 2 Fepipiui > BER
AR Flpt > i d kg o TiAOY B AR - BH O Y&
SR LA BAT L ABMY R BA R ABY L HE R R 'a;ﬁ“:}

WA B2 [ bt ki U eng R o F B 4 44— B BARmaf 485
g @

i A KRNI ERE ZHBEEF F o 2 E am T8 % $1E R

>S‘\
\tt
=
=
=4
~mbe
=
=i
3
s
p -]

FoMUBAREAI VAT - Wm e R MERKFESOFT 0 208 AT
I epLEL > T L% R B TS g BE(Stevens et al., 1978) o

THERES BRI R A A TR ERAH R
AL € 2 72 % (Homans, 1961)fe 2 T 32 4 (Adams, 1965) > r2 4 (f — = & ez 4|
X R IER AN S BT I L R R R 0 B
S AR 2 FPIORE R o Aok d | RET R 0 RS B R EARN R
7 7R A HE mi«p%fgiftrs’ﬁ7ﬂlg“§fﬂ°

IR EREER B G R s A R g e AH L TR

# (Maslow, 1943)4r g ]+ 32 % (Herzberg, 1959) s s » %33 4u;r1]§wfrg A

%mxﬁaoﬂmég¢ KEAS A Hesdd f1E - B AL 6 % o ¢ a4

%P AR el $1 EEB R 0 1 e Sen g ¥ (Morris &

Sherman, 1981) -

7~ /J\ X
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S g2 BT AT LG ERGLE B B HKGES 7
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A TFTAR O RSA B RS o BEF L - A EESf Pe
T &P AT —B“F“ R eI o ;B *"E’.:F‘« K AT 5 Meyer &
Allen(1991) ¥t e s K E N TG R EI MAFFIRA P HFE AL a0

PRLE > ER T AT e GRS R 2 S

prb o F S PR BHLE § RFR L Heganiae s FREY gRE

R fesip w5 4 R (Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Patchen, 1970; Rotondi,1975) -

=
N
s}

KIS Ay B SRR N 5 1) QR RESRUE I R K R R 32
‘e %% (Bhattacharya & San, 2003; Dutton et al., 1994) » & ﬁ Kim et al.(2010) e
FrsBresfiihaesokgh i b B g BMERE ol %

fgﬁ,ﬁ:&-%?“‘g:ﬁ“ég&;%ré-j‘ﬁj & T R i — Wit o

Fr& L Ee
e AR g ¢ 0 M {7 4 (relationship marketing) = = 5 ATehiT 4L B o
SE RO E 2 Benk ) &M oo @ 2bF €428 hf) & (Kotler,1991;
Parvatiyar, Sheth & Whittington, 1992; Webster, 1992) > @ 4 & A B & §_= # & =
BERerBdE c BEEFo o B AR T REREE RN GO R T L

REE B34 1 BEEE L NT R R REXA LT R SRELAEER LS

m

- ~ g % % (customer orientation) e z_&

B2t 1025 & > F 5 Strong st B 4 48 WeE ke P E L e AR

¥

MR AR g o Kurtz(1976)4p 1 0 B FABLEAT o BTG R
Poyfpofdif i RN E GERET R wyd > G A 21 B &
BaAavierfga ke (LR PR ESL D F R LFHRG AR
BRoBTZOoRARBETEROH LA R EREHALS T 2 THE > WA mD D
BAlH BT I E -

Kotler(1980)#& ! » A Z o 4 & 7 AR 5 #-7F 4 P4 B * - s e AR
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BREE I F R o BN P hERE L SRR P

AcfE ¢ G F ek & (TR % o & Dubinsky& Staples(1981) %= 3 # R o =

b R & M ) R EEh S SR S Rk R ]
FAe R AR A-aigig & 4

o

Saxe and Weitz (1982);%. % » AR Z ¥ Edpdl & L f AR Z 3 o cniffn?

fﬁ%?'fﬁ’#‘ffui%f*ﬁﬁ’ﬁ?’f* FENHEREEENTEBHE > A
TER1 A2 3w | AdEd Fa L AT

B - o Saxe and Weitz (1982)~ &% - B B {14 £ % v £ % (The Selling

e
=
¥

-

=

Fid
fm\

é

f\:t

Orientation-Customer Orientation scale, SOCO scale) = ﬁ PR E e 0
BT B RRARTE

Ea A =AY T SRR P M )i A B

B LA R E P PR
WA 3R LR

SR T N A o

Dunlap, Dotson & Chambers(1988)4p ! » g % & cgd & B 1/ F 07 & >
R EERS T LS DFENRELED IR R F 2 H B HE
P G R RIFEL WML A FAEAIE SR BT G REA D O

L A

Rohit, Farley & Webster(1993)#-4f Z # = €& = ¥AE L J1 £ 4% - 05
Ao NFRE- BV EHENDLEEM AL Ee L ERAIOMETF 0
Ao 7 i s S B4 e 3 (Narver & Slater, 1990; Ganesan, 1994) - Donavan, Tom
& John(2001)s%= 3 { 8- B DR E R e & F R I WA E 2 D8P T 27

o RAr RIS AR R G

“’M
fox

B P pAFE T v JEE e ahlin st iR B
LEHELEDLE P R ERAL P ARG R R TE O R BRI

E A F G IR A M G
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s EEe T RS

BRI EBX P EAAR S PRIFA R AMNBB BT > ¥ LR ~ 7

ﬁ*{’ﬁ‘¢¢¥%%?%$%%ﬁﬁ%§°ﬂ&’ﬁﬁiﬁwﬁﬂﬂﬁl

w1 RA BT B
% e & (Homeburg & Stock, 2005;
Kelly, 1992)« g £ crfliB e L i & kp L L BA A AEE LB A
EROPBEE e SipMo LR RR K DK E

# F(Heskett et al., 1994) - @ &  Oliver(1999)~ 4p

LMo g EFNERBEERLG ER
FRELLRIDAMEE PR -
2. 841 £ (internal benefits)

FREEr e PR B EFFH LR A A T

Yo 21 (T3 KB G 1w B fh(Hoffman & Ingram, 1992; Pettijohn et al.,

2002) » @ A % e 22 e sGRFE2E G 4 42 (Kelly, 1992; Pettijohn

etal., 2002) - & + Donavan(2004)12 4 i 4 -3 i fe 2323

(Person-Situation Fit Theory)ss 5 > % A % Fo h1 i i { §

W %m
&

3
FEor L IERE 2 ¢ o F RO RG A 2 RF 0 1R R F\«a;* K

FaAFL

s RS2 MAY

MR EEo o FIRIAFAY > BRI FENHE AR I DA RPTEMEE
% b i (Brownetal, 1993) « 2x @ o d 3 A R AF TRl ¥ FPR AL S §LY
AT A s L e PR E e B R RAR kA% R 2 (Peccei & Rosenthal,
2000) » F)ptiT & %iu BooM iR TR L Ew a1 (TR TS > vl IFHAR -

# ¢ > Wieseke (2007)13 4542 § Zulp 35 » 74 5 A X @ Bl ol ¢ R
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1 i¥5% & (job satisfaction)- @ > *~ f1 T8 & & > %% J Hoppock(1935)
T BRIITHEEAIAL AR ELIEA S G HIRE T U8 LR < o

N G

TR PRGOS o 10 d T F T 1R Rl kg
TEBPw G AR FPTES PR

éﬁ—‘k Vroom(1964):2 5 » 1 % & B A %P 50 913 Fenl (T & & “13Fen
FRPw > o1 T E o GRS RATIIERE F2 " F5 v R
Bl & 3 %7 3% &< A Smith, Kendall & Hulin(1969) Al45 ) » 1 %% & & B « $+H
10T 1AM FIZOR TR F B ofdF BB EARR B Mk p 24
WL RRK Y R REFRMEIFY R E R L IE - Porter & Lawer(1968)
R P L B I EREAE RPN BAIRDT L 1 TR AR ARB
A iEY A REE > BB AL BREHEML B L jEA 2 o Locke(1976)3%

o0 1 IR AR A ’I-.% 1 F& 1 (FEB%TA L I G E\;.;ﬁl.;ﬁ;gﬁlrﬂi_gﬂé}g;m 0

O’Reilly(1991) % 7 1 T8 & & B 1 ¥ 1 (E913Fcnfi B » L RL R R p 1
¥ iTeiedf @ Kk - Cribbin(1972)i& - # #-1 z't‘—**’ a1 FRBE R TG B
AERLHERFF B FAEAL DAL 1 TE B e
Bt TR ¢ 2R 1% R0 Bussing(1999)F 1 dp 1 1% K2 AN IRY ~ F

=
P FRB R L > T FEFHE AL G - BAR U L
S SR

LA R SR B F L TR R A L R AR
ﬁ@ﬁuT;@&w,gﬁ%T:
1. % & 1+ % % (overall satisfaction)
HafeopfedFran- AR SR R B %1 (5% Lo s
T Az o @ 2 R L TR e ~ A R TR G

2. ¥ % pE| % (expectation discrepancy)
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1S AR R R TEE T W AR R SRR W AR B e o
ZFEL > BAEEP) s K2 LR 0 BAEREPIL o

3. %% %4 % & (frame of reference)
1 f’v—fg{{!;}fl ko ~BAFE L FALZIRRIRY aF LR
Moo BBt R RIS 0 RIFUR Ko d TR 1 T g A
1

R PR I F 0 Fh R ARG G 12 (dimension) & e "# ) mf#

B ER AN S RERLE TR S A R

=N

I IEFR AL R B A iy B R E TR F LR .
= 3 TERR IR
Fd1 R A% s o FRNAEARI T AIAH BN F RS

F R R IL R T REIL  TIEARIL G h TR~ I ST 2 L BE

Wi o 1 TR A Ap i Ein 2 & H 4 %k 0 578 Flde™ & 2-5-1
%251 1 FREARMIEAREE
P - HE HEFH | Emik
e ARpenfT 5 hd FRIIFH o B
S L M N Em A TR T RAKEETRALAET
(Need-hierarchy (1943) FoZ2FRAETRBELET RZ P
theory) ARMT RT BE & rg;'@.@_/@]:'zg fE
nE #% R dg%iiﬁhéﬁ G
Zim | pp R iEw P (TR BT A G ,;r)lfp I
ijﬁi;}[ﬂ%g Herzberg T r]ﬂkt"/&)l%r]"“j‘f’ﬁl '”‘E'ﬂ“ﬁg
Ed (1950) SFEEE s ¥ RS 1 IF,% iﬂ‘ ;i T
(Motivation- F T PGS s A iFA
hygiene theory) £ ﬂ—\.“:a‘_i}'ﬁl zf@vﬁﬁm& AR o
TIER AT 2R T AL L iEA SR
. L IEATIE B O IR r 20 | 4p it fieen
i (Equity theory) | (1965) B EREENLE BAEEAL
a2 Toiga A2 1 TERE
Tt 1AEF e s Rl p ot AR g
(Expectancy nggg B TP e B ARa? BEMER
theory) fﬁﬁ”#aéﬁfﬂf ER SN
1 FEL Locke 1 EE R AB AR Eerd R
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i A RAFH | EHmak

(Discrepancy (1976) BRER 2 FaniiEa 2o 4ok T H FE

theory) @ TgwmER 2@ £ B2
§ R TS AFEAR S AR R R o

P‘}'X,}%p A R

2~ 1EREZMAY

RGN B O (TR KR 0 Beggan(1992) a3 dp dh 0 1L I o
IR ARIBIME ANh- WA FRIGFH R EF S P r e o f B
B0 om RSk 1 TR RO X o

b TR AR AT A -RBER S RAEREER

B %k % {7 & ¢34 (Organ & Ryan, 1995) - Wernimont(1972)~ 45 &1 4 f 1

IFRFIBER . §F P B eRE Lo R  BR R FRE DR
PR AR A § BT TR S MPFET S 2 gk R
H1lghgp A& pdp Ry 10T T a5 o8- 3 58 Hif
SRR R LR B SRk S PR SR U R S RS

e

R P

i

- EESAE S NTE
BT AT G R i & T i Rt Barnard(1938)#r#k Ji e BER £ I
(The Willingness to Cooperate)t£ & » # 323 R &% - B L FR & (72 i 1§ 4

%%**ﬁﬁ@@’ﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ?J T FRECE T

# '« (cooperative system)? ¥ 245 & & o B4 pFE LR DT PARS e
W 8 T 5 e * *g%g Ko Bt R oeng (Eg pAt _E__j%k; G 3 (P 2R,
2010) -

iy Katz(1964) 5%~ L ap &1 > R B T4 > B2 f A RN T A= 48
AAFTE
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TR Es o PHLT T ARER
SR AR T A B
FRQFUARop FRE R A E T e R o TARARE TR

Katz & Kahn (1978)#- 5 @ th1 iv{7 5 % » 5 & § ) {7 5 (in-role behavior)
@ & 4 ¢b {7 5 (extra-role behavior) » @ $HipfiAgAk & ¢ & Repw T 5 AR 3

BEORE L X RS SR T 5 (organizational citizenship behavior - OCB)

—i

T EBRY A RITNMNE L R L RAP R R R
TG pR ISR M R P75 o Bateman & Organ(1983) 19354 ¢ 2 3 I3

(social exchange theory) » 3% f 1 &2 ez B chd g i k2 230 EA#H Y > 2

:%k SRNPF AT AP E NI IFRP S P o e Era iR 5&&%‘&@1%1 LR4F s @
L

§Tot s 4Rk B

SN w N -
[_
g
S
iy
E
bl
A4
s
f
3
m
o),
d)c

- ﬁ William & Anderson(1991)i& - # 45 | FE Lt w2 A 7 5 F
A e L e mskane S A (7 L (OCB-Organization, OCBO) - 2. 3 v &
Aenie o A {7 5 (OCB-Individuals, OCBI) © = —‘F%j}a Rimes{ligy < nin
ke BE R R AL AL T2 e Rt e BFRR e R BT GE
Sodra®FRA MR EEFE

Konovsky & Pugh(1994) 35 » e 2 A 7 5 A - R 1 hi7 5 > &fd (7
ARATBFAE R v AP AR A2 A e N SR

F\o

BN % ik (1992) R A B 22 73 L5 s 5 2R ETHA B
(CREN= 2] -l N -G

1 J 1 (7757 e45 81 FenfA a2 Kp > RV A 72 0 F i
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fot.

TREAPAET R DN ER T P

PR GHBHE LT ML R R I RRTF S S B
TaA MY o AT o B EELEEMT I RP O G

>

i BN B K AR (001)6F 2 A F D e

EENNE LN EOE L R A FEN N T R EBE RS
IS B A R R R PR E -
BPEROAFSA-AHES AL A LRl ERp T AR R RS

R AR S 0 T R e s

P PR & E-F LI Wt PEE 3-8 A R e PR
BRSO R R vt A TS o

ERANGT R R BRI R RS D 2t A v R
7 A GRIE o T ERrL A~ sk g FE 1R ¢ (Smith et Al
1983) o gt bl A A f5 L F 2Lk A e MR PR 1
RO E G o e AR R

SRNFERMAREL S - BEEA UKL kbl Ak T

LR EHEE AT L G b R e 2-6-1

%0261 mH DA F LT Ha

W % (& ) W5 A8
R R T LA G - WM
H o Bateman & Organ(1983) X i ARt

T

1t 7 % (Altruism)

Smith, O & Near(1983 . .
m rgan ear( ) - J#p0ig g5 (Generalized compliance)

¥ e .3&.?7%‘31 DT A

Williams & Anderson(1991) L . .
e Bl 2XiTE

It
e
=1

Podsakoff & Msckenzie(1994) | flet 7 &
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o e | 2% (ER~) W A4

E B R A
R

1t i3 % (Altruism)

#wE £ 7 (Conscientiousness)
Organ(1988) % 4 & ¢ (Courtesy)

#FH 7 FE A (Sportsmanship)
2 & 3¢ 4% (Civil virtue)

=g
—
Fr
k=N

\:IQP\‘:' e ‘F
5 B4 e k2
Lin, Farh & Earley(1997) & B A

A uf_'g ’fr”b

e

e 2 ‘F
15 B4 ISR 2
74 %5l
O SN
F’cifr/i‘
pALF

SR | ik (1992)

FALK R © AP g FR

%ﬂﬁj%\»iv‘/ﬁ%fgﬁ’%%—ﬁ%*“ F‘« E'\ff,-»m’]?m&\a\;’ Zou e xR
412 Organ(1988) 3 & ey f o » 85 B S AL H 913l % o B R F F Hhikdm
w1992 Erg A TEMAL B A AT A EKE S BRI T MG

T B L& R othkELmIFPELT S 2 L8 %4 Organ(1988)

ph
h7f £ % Podsakod et al.(1990)hk* € » g B A 1 it chle i R 7 5 A HEw

s

F. o Mg o FRok4® ¥ Farh ~ Early & 4 3% 1997 & £ F 7 Administrative Science
Quartely 5 # thib 4 Loh 2 2 Ml % > ¥ i kS5 T e - A 9Lk e
CHRES R E  RRGEA AR o2 e TR 2P o TR TR
B T B4 4 B Organ(1988)f- Podsakod et al.(1990) 74 & c2 T 2
NER T AR TREMRA e R A o AN A T Aoy | e
TEELP TR ARG TER RN o TR ARG AR REE

LAk g TE LA SRLA o AF73u3 Lin, Farh & Earley(1997) 47 # 9t e g 2
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RS A BN S b o R
A

v (LM T TS 7}-\532"‘@_&\;2‘

FEUFLSRALIRL Y AT G L TEA

e T & 2-6-2 ¢

# 2-6-2 iR BH N F LA S LA

BT LS TR
gé;%ﬁ X 4 ‘g‘.’ﬁé 7 A5 % ‘ﬁ%’fﬁ%ﬁj? [ S
AR NP gk AR R NERESS R RH DTN

flenfs 5 o

B1fliel #3

B EE - - v
9 4% B b 2 R ot BE R AT %
& Bt A BliddmAgd &d %%%mﬂ}
. R1% €50 3Bip A ffle IS0 e
A oz L T s ) ¥
LB BT s oo
e MR Rid@fpEr 2P FmERL o

7R kR - Lin, Farh & Earley(1997)

I
.
M
ity
B
¥
=
5=
ht!
pNE

EIFER AR LT cER N NE IR EFERE G L a P
% ¢ R 5 B X (Bateman & Organ, 1983; Podsakoff & Mackenzie, 1994) - & % %

,% NRAFLOWFRAAL L PE S B VAL B AR IR "E'_‘%‘«

P2 AR TS e &5 %58 5 W (Podsakoff et al., 2000) > . ¥ 4487 3 2 W F]
e 71 TR EEOREE o T gt B GRS FHpN s O TR (R

g, 2002) ©

MY RARPFF LR FLILFOM G - LS HF K
2L - $295 Padsakoff et al.(2000) < Meta-analysis # 7 » & # ! |
FREEEEDNGF LM ¢ 71 TR e T s BEGIGE S
FhizE - Hu #Bﬁ%?}*kffiﬂ’ﬁr%& 2-6-3 :
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% 2-6-3 g 87T 5 GhiE A B M T FIR I

L EE®) m F 7R

Bateman & Organ(1983) 1 TR &

O’ Reilly & Chatman(1986) EORE

Williams & Anderson(1991) 1 IE R UK

Tansky(1993) R T andedf ~ 3 TR R BRGSO
s

Moorman, Niehoff & I PFE(PA)ARE ST ST ITHR B

Organ(1993) ‘F“ K

Organ & Ryan(1995) TR E RS E R A L

T kR AT T

“fﬁ“ 2 ¢h o F % George(1990)4p &1 % 7 AR % i {F84 BRESR
SRFE P FHEPRE > BB ETDE AL P G 1335 Blau(1964) 47

Gk € RPEIDABP D G A PRSP P B A EERJIEE  ARC R
%°@E%%@ﬁ?ﬁlgf"ﬁéi‘i%‘ﬂﬁﬁ%é*ﬂéiﬁﬁ’;’Li’é—h’ﬁ* €8 5
M 2% % 3 (Donavan et al., 2004) - TR R 1 gL P BRI e
AU SRS SR S R BRI EBRELR o FI 0 B
TR BRI T L P9 FIRHE 2L - o
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6

EAED  BRRE - EHAGE TR 1 PR BRI
Bood AT | MG T Eanies SARAE - HRFR
1R Rfed (TR o AF 7 0 Kimetal (2010)#74 e ¥4 € F T8
Aal-ERakAe s A# £ 230G v RERE 2 - A3 47K R
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-~ EFALE FE s R PN 2 Bk 2 B G

BRI -APeTh § 05 280 ARFAEJIIH B ARY

e

g

{ £ 3 w3514 (Clark & Montgomery, 1998) - Lichtenstein et al.(2004)
BATEER D FEREFTEEREORGET 0 § 5 EFEF RGP gk ik

P EFTRakd R R TR R o T fFANDYTEE
AE T EFREED LA R s BREE 0 Tt g IR BT A TR

i@ BB 247 cn % (Dutton et al., 1994) -

B @ R $EEA 82 4 3 @ehaif sl > » g5 R
Hregmogz A PFR LA HeRmgR e B2 AFES
AR 1 e 83 % (Mael & Ashforth, 1992) « @ B 1 25 & 4df 3R - oh
Fakimipy s ¢ FABBMapE  cMFH 2R ® . Epna P

2RI R

-ﬂ\y

f;a—% ZPINEWE K o — @m0 d 3N E 3 A7
AR 2 @ FRELHR TR 0 FL R A R ATE e Ry L 2

oo F T ARSI LB A =t ehs fi(Smidts et al., 2001) -

beFiEFEaiaNE T F R F LG RSP P Eag F it

AL L LE R oA ad I (Kimetal, 2010; Gilly &
Wolfinbarger, 1998) - 33 2 » A 1 € 58 P s T3 g g JEF 30T B % X
ﬁ%&gﬁgﬁ;ﬁg@,jﬁﬂwﬁiﬁgw@gbﬁiﬁ&gﬁgﬁuﬁ

A FH AR EHE s ka BRI L gAY o F R

ﬂ

—k

|

FEEERABEFT TR ¢ 32204
st p #25 % (Lichtenstein et al., 2004) « F]pt » B 1 e ¥4k ¢ F Z402R ﬁ 3
Rfpit P2 > R1 ¢ {4 g Loh3v412

FB';J;I% COR Lot . S - D - 1 7’\,65 F A z0 BaRACT
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HL: B1 g ¥4 6§ ERTRARCEIIEY S 2o PBF -

Duttonetal.(1994)32 % » % B 1 AP 7B I - L L § A ¢ § e
Femo f1gRhresa- rIragismic kX - AHFRIPFE
AR B ‘i‘« hIRPIT B TR A (AoBE E RO B)E 3R O T o P IR { AR
7] o gt ek > Mael & Ashforth(1992) ~ Bhattacharya et al.(1998) ~ Fisher &
Wakefield(1998) 2 Smidts et al.(2001) % ? FER T s g A IR ¢

PAILE o A R SR A A £ p B o (self-esteem) » F0t % B 13
SRR P ARG TR B E IR e p B BRI R B

PO AT AT A BGR
H2: o B e Rmbj 2o B -

o~ fpE¥EFI S RAESENINEZ MG

-

Bof ¥4k ¢ F EAp M hf 1 422 (CSR participation):d ¥ ™ %4c £ £ 21 %
$oenA R S0 B BT R A P P kRS w4 T (Kim etal., 2010;
Peterson, 2004b; Wild, 1993) - #p #>t o 3 #7of oh ehe o & & > Berger at al.(2006)

e 0 g & ¢ 2% (Role theory) » #e 2

ﬂ}

SR T e RA G S GERER
(attitudes)frzu e (identities) sz % > & & MH/ep F ¢ 7 ¥ 4 ¢ aidivs &4 0
Bifekd &> ey A1 B BFEEFI1 0l 8- H TR
3ot p A E o lp F o Fpt o é’ﬂLEL#« SRLle B EE S8 T A A AR o
AESEIEFREN RAVAERISEEEIIFEE BN LR
T eI F KRR AFF - KR A S {F 9Lk g (Schwochau et
al., 1997; Guzley, 1992; Smidts et al., 2001) -

¥ - 3G § Bern(1972) # o) e p 2 aof 12 4% (Self-perception theory) »
RRAFLERTRAAIESFS §FBELER > AP A PERERED & D7
B s B A PER 0 REfRoddTh 2 DR R Jop IURE - & Bem ik
FAPHELAEEREREE ARG PRRRRS A F LA B

M F 2o g EMROGIVURS S 305 AP en{T 5 A R Fleh e
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Blidfi 38 P arBynt $31 58

BER 1R v R o B R AR (F e R

T hd g Ao o 0 g g ¥

(H—
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g p AERH > VE-H

H3: § ¥ 31 3o RRAHFERRFF EeBE-

]

= EHGLFEAAM L TRAGEE $e 0 30T LR B RCGIGE) 2 B

TRl A B ITRRg o gt A Aldp - B A EPT R A S B2 ‘T*
M i}wﬁrﬂ? A_p & - 45 & s(Mcforland, 1970) - & e 33uk ¥ AR 5 - fE4b
ginf gk F RN eSS B (R 1)RARp Aok L2 B
- Rt (Mael & Ashford, 1992) - 3 % 2 > § R 1 F F 5 2l che 3Lk pF o

BARLmE e HAB LR AR A -

Fpdpdlo ek g S R 2 BH O T ] g2 P £ S R
RE ﬁj [_ﬁ]r}}giﬁ_‘%\;}%_ﬂ 1R AR NI T4 i iﬂg;g_w_#« g4 3 (Van Dick,

2001) - H ¢ o EAHIIFRRT A F Z Ha it -
ﬁi,ggmmw@mmm*’m%mkhﬁéﬁ e DR O e

;.7.;?3» ttﬁ’/;‘;‘:_l?'_%k RAHIE r§ r'r'%‘rmﬁ- &2 PR }J ?'fqz ]" T gj‘i’f"ﬁl‘ ffj

Epporefafps  FERYY c F o FRIFERL G B RWEF R

R frle SApF hE T o TR A AEE e ol AR IR - i 4 o

i AT HR N2 BERACT

ERRFHEEEF 2o HF

# =t > Beggan(1992) 3 le 3L i3 1] S le 1 1 1% X2 enfd T o i
BN TR R B Ah-MA > B gFp Lnn e R B ER > AR R
TIERETRE c N ER IR AR F R 2B AL AR kA

BRI R e BA P REHEA AL R8 el €8 UES 5§ HFRM
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W
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5
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PRI g L EHER DR BRK » § L PRap Pd B A EF 0 7R T
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FRcho 207 5 46 MR e IR > ARy R T 3¢ e R B ERE & (Organ,
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FEAMAGAF o h RERKES G 0 Wiener(1982)4p I s R F A BB A A 3
G F]RE 0 BHCKFARFRARF S AL BB EL 0 T2 BHKER
TR s AR LT B F R o 4
BFR P g EEAIE A &£ <4 £ (O’ Reilly & Chatman, 1986; Organ & Ryan,

1995) G} it AT ST R

Bef 1o 3

HB: 1 A EHER2 873 ) 2o M-
0: ERAEHERLNFTEF I BB

P28 RETARFE
AERLHFDE A B REEFIRETE M T REGFE I 4
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Foithm2 158 BE-kF >  RAEAY IR LI A

FRER > BT LA TR RAAREF LSAFAIRL S HAAFR -

SEMEFEAMAE FE-BEFRF > mAFFCHET AR Bd N g
;r&ié‘f;ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ_g—;f{*ﬂ\ﬁvigx fooo@ A e gf N R .
He o uCarroll(1979) AL § F T R QTR bR E 20 ~ B U RHRER
kRt o Carroll(1979):}ﬁ Do fEAET 111} L EZRE R Y R AR AR A E R
o g A 2R GREGER)EED F(BL)Ee f]g;jpawg./}wﬁ' o m B HT
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e

S AR g T Ee BN FENIBREFREN AL RS ERALFY
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(- ) & = (economic responsibility)

1L 293927 g4 o

2. A% EIEH S A
3. 2P HUFRLE LA -
4 BEFLAFRE: TR K

(=) # & = (legal responsibility)

1. 2>fgm gﬁ,z = o

2. ;}Eﬁﬁﬁlﬁilmﬁlj%ﬁaﬁﬁﬁé ERE B

3. 2PFyERBERI aS@m (]

4, 2FpMFARRELA L AFFT B2 a7
(=) % iZ (ethical responsibility)

1. 275 ¥F 21 Fa=R o

2. AP E-FEFRIEDLF o

3. ATHHERIfFEIPELA LTI 3A .

4, 2P - BEBAFLAEIY FEip1ive 4 F

5. 2P 1M FRErE ~ pma Ly £

(z) p % +F =(discretionary responsibility)

1. 2P A4E 10 o
2. 2FFEMaE R 1 L R FE R
3. NPRET ALMTRLEL B

4. 27 %

B et g RS R fett L gﬁ;e‘i%ﬂj o
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& A€ F T Ap Mo ATk A e Bk (Maclagan 0 1999) o Flpt o A2 T 0 A
Kimetal.(2010)2#%3 ® > £ ¥ 31 %8Rs 2073 BRIE > » § £ FH
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g0t 2 3 82 A e b 30 - (Gilly & Wolfinbarger, 1998) - 82 2337 5 8 5 43 %
Mael & Ashforth(1992)#r# 1 2 s *h 388 £ 4 > 22 @ §  Carmeli(2005).5 4
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EEEYEFE o AFLHT Cameli2005) 54 ik e 4 0 L FED R v

Rastod b FA g FE8Y 2 Mare v Y aniv i&a 0 30 F e R
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(- ) A € % (social prestige)

3\ == Y 3\ g\ 3 A Xy
1. /\'Ff_,p N 7 4 r

2. AmiAgP AT A

3427 Y 3\ N 3 A
3. /\'F&p}"'\'m/é\\?]_{_r/k
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(=) &A% (economic prestige)
1. AEEE ARLINPD2 P E - RMBE2NDP o

2. AW E AL ANSPELE DK
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2

AN

3. AFWE AL NP P Pt

—

N FATRY o

EHGLR A - A ERAR PN TR AT R ESR- R
(Dutton et al., 1994; Mael & Ashforth, 1992) » # 7 7 9% Mael & Ashforth(1992)
TR SRE B A TS MR ST LR AR NIRRT A
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1 $F ApEAHR A A @GR ¢ AR
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&
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|
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2. At A AT P gk

4, 2P B A N o

[

5. FF AALAEASD AR AR S G L R

6. ek § AL EHGEA D PR AR ) A

BEEE

Saxe and Weitz (1982):2 % » AEZ H o Rdpdl & A § ALY E T foeiigfe

B E TR R P &K o Rohit, Farley & Webster(1993) | #-£8 £ % T & 5
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Saxe and Weitz (1982) % E 11 % — B A £ E = & % (The Selling
Orientation-Customer Orientation Scale, SOCO Scale) > ¢ 7 2413 =& & 5 - Thomas
et al.(2001)#-SOCO 4% % A 35 f§ i* ¥ = = s R A 3 » > Wieseke et al.(2007)
A LR AN YRR SR AR (s AP

* Thomas et al.(2001)2- @ * s~ & % » H R & 41370702091 > 477 7 &4
i
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1964) - 1 iT% X & % P|/- * Homburg & Stock (2004) 2 & Brayfield-Rothe Job
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AFEEY QAR B e CHE I TREREEREL T EFAE
FEAAMEESE m A | X RR e gy o PR ER L H ¥
R AR R R o SR AR E 2w EE S m%%*r. AAR L
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BB S 138tk EAHE RS E LB F RN 2380 2P K
hEAeh B 15 > R E ek X 28 6 > R ok LB 5 316 5 0
R E 6] S 89.27% o

A8 LI MNP
*EF F % SPSS 18 4x)4 % LISREL 8.70 = A i® 5 izt 451 & > H 247
T E A WP AT e
SN Kb A i
FH vtz RaE A EFRAAMT RO > ¢ 3 B REDTELFREF
N R A A 2 QK$LL7 o d MHAFETHRARRE FAARE
SR K o F)p 1%+ S (Chi-square)seit ke %= & s S S0 L4 A 2 B

= ol

Ko BT RS FFEF R R 2 LR
s RRERRAAT

% B (reliability)dy sH 8 p| £ éh- R o R RARE > RAFELIE G AAE AR
SHET o RTAARERT > @ AR O E 1 AR L %o 1 3
- ReNFR B % o R OEEE S N ¢ 7 47L& A (split-half reliability)fr
Cronbach’s o & "2t T ;% o 2F7 7 # * Cronbach’s o 1% 5 5 & 2. & 22| 9%
# 5 Cronbach’sa G#E A0 12 F o BA%3 » R &2 LA - - &
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r & (validity)dg chE R £ e »f2 & - ¥ Lok @ 3 % 2T (content
validity) ~ »=i% B 53 »< & (criterion-related validity) {2 #»< & (construct validity)
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Lo p gk o p gk Ll %F$§1§W?*ﬁ”ﬁ?@%

PodofrB 2 BABp S hA#H - F 0% BIERT 2 & Fu 8%
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=

2. AR ETR T RRM Bt Ry E R Y ¢ nfrd 1 B o b
P15V RS FFLT R MBI FRlRe 6 ik aip bl A&g >
F o 2t PIB AR B B R AR R o @ AL ¥ ¥ ¥ FERI»R (predictive validity)
% Ir P25 & (concurrent validity) & §7 & - & - 3p iRl S & Bz -k chifchz
R T2 eAR R ?é*a‘% Pl A B pow R T 2 PR TR DR R (S P IA,
2007) -

3. ik PRI F-oAFELERFEFEFT AL P
Boo BBV A LA a0 ¢ 7 feacrik (convergent validity)fr v
% (discriminant validity)e 3 % 45 * {5 & #icit J3fo 8 © RIE AP PG L
ﬁ_#@‘rﬁﬁfrﬁviﬁd,‘fﬁ&ﬁti B3 BARM 5 85 R4p Rk~ Bk s frdd @
RIE I A N AR RIS A B B S Ap B(F ¥ 4,2007)

Z s RBEMEFF AT
FlE AT F A d S8 B - LHF R ()% 4 47 (exploratory factor analysis,
EFA) » it * %?Eﬁfﬁi’»%ﬁ%?%} BHF ERIERZS @ %ﬁd St dicdy KA |
FlE 2 B0 m ¥ - 85 &RFE M FE 4 7 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) - i
Por e ERHEM RBER LY o d A 2 BB RFE A -
BRIy ﬁ*&@’ﬂﬁﬁp B ERELFIR AT
HELFE A ATV AR S B ARG Y 0 R B R BB T
B2 Pl SOt AREFEARA TR T 0 AT &%

AR A F AR R (s 0 A A AR BT G e
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() A2+ 18

S 4245 (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM)A_— F® 2L 3% St & 47
T B z F1% ~ 17 (factor analysis) £ & i< 4 47 (path analysis) = & £

AR A - B Y R h S REAATHNT BB G R (A
2009) - — k@ g o ® P B4R AR 2 P g T A (R ¢, 2002)

L 1995 7 B R 2 B4E8M G S0 3 @ o R PR it -

2. 1piw §F Chdc o B AP Ld e

SR AR R e 7 A AR o Rl E 13 (measurement model) £ g 1 4R
(structure model) - 7 ";5‘ FREZRSEEFLLFET DM G Hicd »47> N 23

FIFZE A4 S F R S M BBy B 0 B E - B R

R B AT 5 B RIS A 17 e A K4 24 (58 6k e, 2006) ©

(=) t3l=g
BRRHCA Y ehd FEcE R R R 0 B ABEG T &G M 5
e B AR A & i £ R 4 15(Goodness-of-fit index) szt & 0 W A
F)EK ] 22 F LR TR enal fe A5 (50t 5, 2006) o 10 T IR E & enaf fie &
tp kAo K aud R (% < 3%, 2009)
1. + = &5y 2test)
BRGNSt A udE e 2 L pF s + 2 @ (Chi-square) § 2 H pod &
AT SRR S R o AR N A
Yo R RS TR 0 R (M) ke R
£ R 2V B HER Yy Y/df o] 5(Kettinger & Lee, 1994)pF » 4 7
WAl e B AT R s
2. WTINRE S Gk
T 35 A 57 2(root mean square error approximation © RMSEA) % #c 7
LHARKEERAG A DPE A48T 2 & £ 5 - RMSEA %

55



BedziT 0ot — dic~ »t 0.1 & 57 #3] 7 1= % (Browne & Cudeck, 1993) ;

McDonald& Ho(2002) Rz 3412 0.05 % 2452 £ ch 4> 0.08 & ¥ 5%

A E SR

CFI 3p 1% (comparative-fit index)

CFRl dpthac F ERX 3 & % %W Genfh 2 0312 2 B2 R > 7
FEIR R Y &+ 2 e fechdgittt o CFI dp Siclic A% T 1

PR LI e > — 4§ v 0.95 5 P HE(ERad sk, 2006) o

7% £ T = §3(root mean square residual » RMR)

RAT > PREAFNBEETFITORL B A0 FHEH | FL

ARG AR E R g e d 2 RMR & AR IR B 4 S

FHARE 12 SRMR 4 ek 3% 5 503 0 ¥ 0§ SRMR i<+ 0.08

P¥(Hu & Bentler,1999) » % 77 #i:8 & & & & o

i E Rt

i & & 45 1%(Goodness-of-fit Index, GFI) i* # Bk #03] 7 1 2R E &

g B & gz v k)0 Tt G ﬁzu*%[i]ﬁ*:‘ 07 12 /&> % GFI

gl A nHAEERGH S F 2GRl 43150/ > Tior

BV iE & & g o - 2@ 3 GFI {- AGFI(Adjusted Goodness-Of-fit Index)

FE 094 7R E G EE SR £ & (Hu & Bentler, 1999) ; Bagozzi

& Yi(1988)P| 4 K £ F] 0.8 1+ R A A A BV AL o

R ARG A A RIS 4 361

% 3-6-1 #3412 Tp ik

Ptk e ERpHE
X2 P>0.05
y2/df <5
RMSEA <0.08
CFI >0.95
SRMR <0.08
GFI >0.8
AGFI >0.8
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3411 PR A 7
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N

$IE b R X % |AARE % AR & %
g 61 53.0% | 70 34.8% | 131 | 41.5%
A + 54 47.0% | 131 | 65.2% | 185 | 58.5%
B3k 115 100% | 201 100% 316 100%
30 g 45 39.1% | 64 31.8% | 109 | 34.5%
31-40 % 54 47.0% | 81 403% | 135 | 42.7%
/ 41-50 # 13 113% | 34 16.9% 47 14.9%
8 1 5160 & 3 26% | 18 | 90% | 21 | 66%
6L (7 )t 0 0.0% 4 2.0% 4 1.3%
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e & 1 0.9% 0 0.00% 1 0.3%
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EdLOa o SRR S RF PR IIREESD foRE > Flpt s F O R

BY A 0K T M AR S hER KRR R AR AF 502 31-40 ik § o

ﬁ—-ﬁx Re §&g ® ﬂ\kq ﬁifguzﬂg‘fapmwu bkt

Bl X L 5 (b 57.20% 0 H A u] G

oo

1

110 b 25.4% ~

# 4-1-1 $ & B4~ 17 ()

F 92%r +

KA X

34 11.4% -

i 57 5 EREEE % |KARE % |[EHER %
45 70 60.9% | 111 55.2% 181 57.3%
YA 4F) < ¥ 43 37.4% 88 43.8% 131 41.5%
AR H 2 1.7% 2 1.0% 4 1.3%
B 115 100% 201 100% 316 100%
Aik- & 24 20.9% 35 17.4% 59 18.7%
1-5 & 45 39.1% 68 33.8% 113 35.8%
£ 6-10 & 25 21.7% 28 13.9% 53 16.8%
11-15 & 13 11.3% 27 13.4% 40 12.7%
16 # (5 )+ 8 7.0% 43 21.4% 51 16.1%
Bt 115 100% 201 100% 316 100%
B ARAFR R R o R R R AR R R Rt BB S A Et b
AR A ik 57.3% 0 415% 5 ¢ kA o @ EF G 0 A K Y11 16 & et b

Beg o EFT L5 &Y BREN S A 301% A AR kA 33.8% 0 v

Fp“%i?;f‘f,ﬁ—*‘ﬁii'—:lﬁéfé?ﬁdrﬁ’ﬁ A 14’1—%%_@ 20.9%\6-10—%{&’% 21.7%; &

KAREEF

16 & (7))

& % i 21.4% -

% 4-1-1 % & SR 47 (F)

“~

i il RREE | % (AARE] % |FHEA %
‘7 15 13.0% 40 29.9% 55 17.4%
SF | L E 95 82.6% | 155 77.1% 250 79.1%
BE| P e F 4 3.5% 6 3.0% 10 3.2%
R H 1 0.9% 0 0.00% 1 0.3%
ke 115 100% | 201 100% 316 100%
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-
N
)

\
z
5
A
=1
H

-%zghu A g E v b5 B > AR A 79.1% -

HALZHPEE AuBRRF LKA 13%E AAR % 29.9% -

£ 411 A BHEA ()

%8 57 & FRFE % |MARE|l % (EHEX %
EA S 15 13.0% 81 40.3% 96 30.4%
ESLE 4 0 0.00% 57 28.4% 57 18.0%
ThHFE 10 8.7% 41 20.4% 51 16.1%
FoL kR PR
¥ 6 5.2% 3 1.5% 9 2.8%
AE | RFFHE 57 49.6% 16 8.0% 73 23.1%
LF =R
¥ 15 13.0% 3 1.5% 18 5.7%
2E¥E 6 5.2% 0 0.00% 6 1.9%
His 6 5.2% 0 0.00% 6 1.9%
Bt 115 100% 201 100% 316 100%
FIx 7 4030
i 35 30.4% | 117 58.2% 152 48.1%
AE BT
RCHREP 21 18.3% | 36 17.9% 57 18.0%
’;; FAE IR 24 20.9% 20 10.0% 44 13.9%
R 13 11.3% 2 1.0% 15 4.7%
Hs 22 19.1% 26 12.9% 48 15.2%
B 115 100% 201 100% 316 100%
mp TR A A AERT L LR AL PRFZIZNTFIPHEET 0 3
2 496%; KAR SR ERE S PEfR R EL S LR RTFL S HBPHE
ZEFEAAMEFTE o REEmMl S A RRERFEFFLEAL S0 ERE S 5
PEfT B ERE A AR L NER I E o mEA LA L BT AT

ZR TRV A F Y LRI THICT R S 2w 5 REE S 304% AR X
58.2% £ F > PR RF LT FPHAEFELS <7 0 F A EEE W@

2GR AR L E o
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AT R RE S AP IR E AR P E FE pE R Sk TER

TRl A T Aok 4-1-2 9T o BB S R T B A E T AR K

S REREEIKAREEAT RSP P HFLE c ERIEFTNS 0 A
FUFARBA%N L P E LT RS AR A LB L S B R
= B0 ORI L P S ERX P E R EF R RO 0§ ARE 50%h

HFATZB PR AR B E = BRG0P A G 0 B
PRt R A e w4 L% AT% 5 2 W Yk 21-30 o) R 31

Bl pE e EE T PRGE o

3412 RlE 2 g1 R R
k=S A 2% Pearson
?"‘1 X B 0, 0, 0, =
F I8 3Eu| 5% % 5y ) % & )0 4 P-value
EE% | 53 | 46.1% | 85 | 42.3% | 138 | 43.7%
A k-
J 21 | 183% | 41 | 20.4% | 62 | 19.6%
&% [
ST 15 31 | 27.0% | 54 | 26.9% | 85 | 26.9% 0656 | 0957
o 4L J .
e 6-10 # 5 43% | 10 | 5.0% | 15 | 4.7%
11 (%)
o 5 43% | 11 | 55% | 16 | 5.1%
et 115 100% | 201 100% | 316 100%
] 59 | 51.3% | 107 | 53.2% | 166 | 52.5%
1-10 /]
" 32 | 278% | 67 | 33.3% | 99 | 31.3%
5 =
~ |11-20
3% o 9 78% | 14 | 7.0% | 23 | 7.3%
(?VR21m)J 5.070 | 0.280
i pE 8 7.0% 5 25% | 13 | 4.1%
= P
31 -] p¥
o 7 6.1% 8 40% | 15 | 4.7%
(7))t
M2t | 115 | 100% | 201 | 100% | 316 | 100%
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Fo® BTREMR AT
- N BERAH
A7 % Cronbach’s o 1F 5 T & T ¥cte 02| W L # > B = Cronbach’s
aXBFET? R ET RFE i & klice - 4&m 7 > % Cronbach’s o % #c/]
03B FLEMERE ZEAN0IBDITOT7TZFFLI?PER A F BRXIN0T
FERL S B 6 R (< 47, 2000) ¢ %R AAT T & ARG A TRAc A 421 A 0 &R 2
o E32eF 07201 m AP ZRAPFEFLADEE S FHlA S AP E

PREEG VRS
#. 4-2-1 Cronbach’s a 13 A 4 47 (n=316)

N A 3 FF 387% # | Cronbach’s a &
CARELS el i 2 4 0.717
& #ﬁ‘ig %_ - /Z /T—:ri 4 0.787
s e B ;gﬁ 5 0.793
I Yea 5 0.824
Total 0.904
E¥E1 %R | H- 4 5 0.954
AeAf b 3RAk ¢ B 5 0.838
St ALY o S RS AL LIS o 3 0.861
Total 0.880
LR H- o 6 0.903
1T R -4 6 0.916
BT Fre H- 4o 6 0.923
e N ERER 5 0.934
e 83 %ﬁﬁ&% 5 0.900
g ARG 4 0.940
Total 0.942
Rl B 4 0.842
e e ¥ 4 0.898
s 0% 7 S fjﬁi 5 0.819
R 4 0.858
Rk e ST R 3 0.860
Total 0.906
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=N R A

P

AP AIRR AT REE PN FORRBE PR RR O RV R F S E
2 h%:
1. p % »T’& (content validity)
RoEcRx R R ERE I AP F i B A o
2P NI Rk BRI L R RE S P i
TR TREAP - R E G P FAAE o
2. =12k (constructive validity)
EHERRAp I F- BRI R AR R AR T AL RA St
B ¢ 7 Jzacrc i (convergent validity)#? ¥ %] »x & (discriminant validity) =
AR e PR A R PREN - BREFE N D PR ALSETE
ifact - BERFY S RETRLL AHB R AT S H R RhE

R o

AN EFRE L L NAL G B FF G ey pARH L
AR R D R BN SR R e R F I

2R ERI D FIL AP TR EREL G ) FoRR o

LR EOTR A 0 AFT L BT -SSR FE AP - BT oAk

PRy T R

PO REMLTIE AT
1245 Bollen(1989)#% 1 2. & Ff Buiz B » 1 3RS EHEA A AT A 5 A H 3

HARFFZ A EF BRI N SEET  FRT - R 2 L TS
zﬁaﬁﬁ}&%iﬁ— ’ llﬁ)‘,{_j_/’:\‘ffr’fs_ BT —*}#_* ]/,,\-;];fr o F] L > ﬂ\;l:ﬁz-ijgf‘?,%{z;%

PLEI AT 0 RERRATE AL B AR AR -
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FRIEHANE G F BAEEALTE S e’s‘a%%.zﬁ#r&é GpE s H R REL
RILE M sk R 2 A THE G A TESRE T F A 17 (first-order DFA); & 4~ 1§ # e F)
FRG3 LR LB DELTZR TGO LLERPBIZ A FTRIH G A

¥ 4 %1% & +7(hierarchical CFA) -

ALg FERAARR TR Y TRk B TeRanFa 2R

F_*
—

EARIE FET WS 0 ERHR LT PR ERAE T AT

TESHEFEMEAE G R e BRI RE D BRI AP K

LT N 58 R 0 2 16 A8 AR IRAR 103 e 1 OFA 120 4f e 4
fe -
- S HEALS

(-) & EALE F TR 2 - IR R

A g A G F T iRAARR 2 18 BRI R BT e x Y e R

F1E A 17 @I R AvE 4-3-1 47 o

# 4-3-1 & ¥4 ¢ § = ave R - 1F CFA i fie B 37813 45 w0 )

i fie & dp 1R RS
2+ > iE 696.30 (P=0.00)
x2/df x2/df= 696.30/131=5.32
RMSEA 0.12
CFI 0.94
SRMR 0.077
GFI 0.80
AGFI 0.74

Joreskog(1970)3% 5 & x 2/df -] 3+ 5 pF o A HEAI 2 iR B B T LR G
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Bl - RMSEA 2312 0.05 5 243 % £ 0 4> 0.08 5 7 &% i) & & P HE
(McDonald & Ho, 2002) = CFI 4p ficinfic A% 53T 1 pFa% 2 32 48 » — 4L 812 0.95
= PP AR (#R ek rg, 2006) - SRMR 458 /135 0 & 1 2 B » ficid <3 0.08 pF £ 77 #3)
% & & & (Hu & Bentler, 1999) - GFI 4+ AGFI i % 7 & <3090 1 ¥4 5 £ 5 =
B % & & (Hu & Bentler, 1999) » 22 @ Bagozzi & Yi(1988)p|ze = ¥ & i 3] 0.80

ST AR £ R T AR -

d 4 4-3-1 8w 2 Bk o x2/df £ »5 55 RMSEA % 0.12 4 7 4% eh¥ &

Mo B et - Al e £ L o Ao R8T {9k LISREL # i-4ig

it 45 #(modification index, MI) 4 2 B f % 5 5 3 = % £ (expected change for
Lambda) » & fie & 4p B T2 25 A A (T A B A6 > B f%g:a 2~ %538 5~ %578 10 ~
A29F 14 2 400 150 BIF R 5 402 1 g e AR B AR R 0 X M'Jaf ,@i} &
SREIE N D] B i R0 2 A 5 SRS SRV R R S bt
AR o FF FTHEG LR ERE MG EAOT 2 - Al R AR
Yo 4-3-2 #1707 B y2/df 5 3.18 o[ 3t 5-CFl 5 0.97 < *t 0.95°GFI ¥ AGFI
A FRER A 0.8 2 R BABHI L ERATILG 2 BT 13 BRIEE

I8 'fr’4 i B L RIE o

30432 f¥A g F Emefe R o P CFA i R iR 813 47 15)

i pe 4 1R T
X2+ i 193.76 (P=0.00)

x2/df x2/df= 193.76/61=3.18
RMSEA 0.11
CFI 0.97
SRMR 0.067
GFI 0.86
AGFI 0.80
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FEREVATEE

FRRARICA] £ B AR DR P T BRI L R TR
FUE<st 196 » &7 T 52D 005 2 B E-KE 5 L 258 pF o i 1)
0.01 2 Ag ¥ -k# ; > 320pF » Rl 5) 0001 2 B ¥ k&% - 2577 £ ¥4 ¢ F
EinArAz A - PF CFA R L L B2 t A hod 4-3-3 9757 > 8 t @04 3 3,29
F3]0.001 B F kB F R TS H BEARIE L J iR REA AR LR

R R AR -

2433 fEEFERTAAE - FCFAREL L ES tE

BT | AT ﬂf: tE | EARE | A ﬂ”i tE
01 |057 | NA 06 068 |NA
A |03 0.70 8.05 = EE 07 0.73 10.92
04 0.73 8.13 08 0.73 10.99
09 0.60 NA 16 0.78 NA
11 0.80 10.25 I K 17 0.75 13.02
12 0.71 9.61 18 0.85 14.35
13 0.61 8.63

A EBLRA Y - MRAAM S L&A RE
(=) Aoff oh3n gy - e Rcd
AET G R bR 2 8 BRI R R AP R ARENFE AT
@ F)if fe B 4rd 4-3-4 905 o 2/df 5 2.91 » RMSEA % 0.078 > if -]+ 0.08 2_ &
B CFl 378~ 22 0.95 > GFl £ AGFI % 2 0.9 5% &5 » At ¥

Froo GoAf R IRBY - Pk g ﬁljiiﬁﬁafj{?’\»&%o
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# 4-3-4 o 3R - opy CFA i fe B 38
iﬁ&ﬁﬁ A %
2+ E 55.26(P=0.00)

x2/df x2/df=55.26/19=2.91
RMSEA 0.078
CFI 098
SRMR 0.036
GFl 0.96
AGFI 0.92

A AR

gl b R R 852

Fefz o TP AR

,—\-.

A 7B A AL & B HE G 2 y(psi)iE & F

F* 4Z (non-positive definite) m

HEE ]

P
e

i) S

748

IR 2 CFARBEM L BBt B4k 4-3-5 977 > H t B35+ 20329, &

3] 0.001 cg F R & > Flpt 7 e e H B0 R0 5§ ek > AT RRS -
Fe g e
4 4-35 i B - pF CFA R L @t B
fﬁ_‘) it %_') 1L
magw |aor | T | te | mess | wr | T | te
)i )&
24 | 08 | NA 29 0.84 NA
K3 L
, 25 | 085 | 16.36 30 089 | 17.67
—I‘["? 7h %K ‘3‘./3‘%‘
| 26 | 070 | 1309 31 076 | 15.02
A€ B
27 | 062 | 1118
28 | 063 | 1146
L LB ARA DS - R TAM S 1 7 t s 2
(2) fghigs B
oKL = B CFA e B 4k 4-3-6 “1 7 > y2/df 5 48 3 &) % 5 e
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SRMR £ GFIl » =24 % > ks RMSEA & 0.11 = * ¥ 3%

WAl e R

iR AR 0 CFLs
7 HI@RE o

R enE L P TR Aot -

4 4-3-6 ko P CFA i fe B 3ma( 4r i)

i e 4 B P
X2+ i 355.32(P=0.00)
y2/df 42/df=355.32/74=4.8
RMSEA 0.11
CFI 0.97
SRMR 0.067
GFI 0.86
AGFI 0.80

A7 3 %4 LISREL 4% i ¢9i2 It 45 #ic(modification index » MI) 12 & (8 { 5%

7 #p 22 % £ (expected change for Lambda) {$ - #-i3 it 35 #c® HAL7% ik f
7 ALIF 54T 55 2 LI 60 'k 3 4F (4 ez FF A1 e & 4 1R I Ae £ 4-3-7

s+ 5 y2/df 5 3.01 RMSEA i£ 0.08 2 538 [* 4 » CFl 4; 4%+ 0.95 » GFI &2

AGFI 7= ¢ £ DR » Tt > BAF S| Z @ ek 5 L4 o
% 4-3-7 ' 8iGE S 14 CFA i e B 3 8(1 47 1)
i e R Ap R A 45
X2+ 123.28(P=0.00)
x2/df ¥2/df=123.28/41=3.01
RMSEA 0.08
CFI 0.98
SRMR 0.037
GFI 0.93
AGFI 0.89
PPN

AR K

4%+ 3295 i 5| 0.001 tBF Bk I - F)p 7
67
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% 4-3-8 BH-RFE-IFCFARE L ELtE

o L i L
FLT | A %ﬁ] tie | FA%E | T %ff it
1B 1B
50 0.75 NA 56 0.71 NA
X 51 0.87 16.23 57 0.87 14.84
HR Tx
52 0.93 17.52 58 0.92 16.50
53 0.85 15.87 59 0.82 14.09

61 0.90 NA

et 62 0.89 23.48

63 0.94 26.22

AR T N - MR ML L R LR
(‘75) I‘_E'.“T%L« DR PR

Kz

i

DR T E 22 FF CRA e & 4o 4-3-9 #751 » B2 2R 2/df 5 3.74 5 &
o]l 5T 4EX P 2 RMSEA = 0.093 % *0.08 2% &£ P > ¥ SRMR

7o P 0.08 2 R Flpt fF vt - FAIE R R 2 AR o

% 4-3-9 A {7 5 = F4 CFA i e B 32 a(is 47 )
3%&@% P TR
X2+ i 617.90(P=0.00)
r2ldf 12/df=617.90/165=3.74
RMSEA 0.093
CFI 0.95
SRMR 0.11
GFI 0.84
AGFI 0.79

A Y %4 LISREL #7#% & ehig 1t 4p #ie(modification index » MI) 2 2
73 i 5 4 vI _g_ (expected Change for Lambda) t& —E-_‘}}l vJ /f : L’I‘!{EIE— S " tljﬁf»
BB B S 0 AR BB AL 64 2 AT T4 B4 5 o RERCT e R
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B AT 4o % 4-3-10 » y2/df 5 2.98 - RMSEA if /| *+ 0.08 2 #3 F* ff » CFl 3 1
%2095 > GFI 22 AGFI 7 4 2 3453 - 522X SRMR 7§ #c 2 jie > 2 4 £ 4p

B2 fRILih A 0 T 0 AAT AR D BT

% 4-3-10 3 2% (7 5 = P CFA i fle B 3812 4 (%)

Mof;#p 1% A %
X2+ 387.41(P=0.00)
y2df 12/df=387.41/130=2.98
RMSEA 0.079
CFI 0.96
SRMR 0.11
GFI 0.88
AGFI 0.84
FEGFAFRE

AP ERARE LS CFARRE L Bt EERIrA 4-3-11 #75 » H
t a4 4 3290 i 7] 0.001 HBE ¥ -k > Ft T e e H A HIT L G TR

hFT R MRS M PEHCT o
24311 2E AR F L CFAREL L EstE

£ I L £ I L
bR | 42 b “g*' tie | BA%m | W b “@: t e
1B 1B
65 0.73 NA 68 0.79 NA
k| 66 0.81 | 12.93 g 69 0.88 17.34
67 0.82 | 13.06 70 0.84 16.57
71 0.86 16.91
72 0.80 NA 77 0.80 NA
P 73 0.64 |11.37 | - 78 0.93 18.31
75 0.77 | 13.99 79 0.81 15.96
76 0.65 | 11.61 80 0.64 11.97
) 81 0.90 NA
S .E_#«
., 82 096 | 21.43
IR
83 0.63 | 13.00
ALY - AR AM R 1 AR LR
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=~ APk E M F)F & 47 (first-order CFA)

MY RREETFANRECE RS TR T ERarg e
Fohndy ~Temiact TeERAaNEFE ) AN FE kR TR

B Y e 2 B FER R RE A AT ) LG iR i

=)

Rt BRI T P2 BRERRAE LA HEDN LR ek 4-3-12 17 o
SRR TAE R U

Rrsefpk ek CTHEEES B TR NETAF

% 4-3-12 = 1y CFA B ifo 2 B RIT 8 S L %

o T
L RE | BRRR e bl BRI
33 B
i AN CSRPO1 | o4 k2R Foff oh AL g i PEPO1

2 #EM | CSRP02 By & LIRS ot PEP02

EAR-ASY
4G | CSRPO3 AR OCBO1

LR
p 4t | CSRPO4 fa et e % OCBO02

e A
WE | 0oco1 & FoH A OCBO03
7 5

EEORGE | | 0C02 AR OCB04
gl | 0OCO3 B3k 5 TR OCBO05

(=) s pe i~ 47

NG 2 A FE AN feif B o4 4-3-13 #1757 o y2/df 5 2.32 » RMSEAO.065 i
[+ 0.08 2 &2 F* 4§ > CFl 3 %~ >* 0.95» SRMR ~ GFI 7 % i 3% % » 2 AGFI
WO R 0.8 1 AT R 2 RN o ST o MR R T AR S

UAF > AFTF RART 2 o

70




# 4-3-13 4~ f¢ CFA i fe & 378

A T
X2+ i 1396.67(P=0.00)
y2ldf 42/df=1396.67/601=2.32
RMSEA 0.065
CFI 0.98
SRMR 0.051
GFI 0.81
AGFI 0.77

(=) T B A7
HEEAEEL L EE B T TG Y BRI RO R
F B AEIT 2t E A3 258 BF o i ) 0.01 2 BE ¥R 5 <3 329 B0 Pt F)
0.001 2 BEF ki o d % 4-3-14 7 @4 AFTF 4= PFHCT) et m35:d 0.001 ehag
FoRE S VREANAZFLFILE G AR FPERRA L HEE B
%I e
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% 4-3-14 4~ FF CFA &L AL B2t &

LT N g s Yy y pun
AN ta B ] i:{; in—zl tiE B e TR 538 ﬁ%‘—zl t i
CSRPO1| 059 | 10.79 EvPol | 092 | 2150
EFA6 | csrRPo2 | 078 | 1545 EVPO2 | 0.88 | 19.95
HOE R w4
i cn |CSRP03| 080 |1611| £%%1 |Eveo3 | 083 | 17.88
CSRPO4 | 069 | 13.00 A Cevpos | 089 | 20021
soip s | PEPOL | 088 | 17.19 EVPO5 | 096 | 22.90
#% | pepo2 | o070 | 13.08 o0l | 078 | 15.99
1501 | 087 | 19.05 o102 | 075 | 15.29
)02 | 082 |1735| . | 003 | 075 | 1519
g | 903 | 082 | 1763 ST U004 | 082 | 1744
a1 1Ey
1504 | 071 | 1430 0105 | 083 | 17.87
1505 | 080 | 16.85 o106 | 076 | 15.41
1506 | 084 | 1817 cool | 069 | 13.69
ocol | 091 | 1989 coo2 | 074 | 15.16
WA | 0C02 | 058 | 10.73 coo3 | 083 | 1867
BEEEw
ocos | 071 | 14.05 coo4 | 085 | 1867
OCBO1 | 0.78 | 15.71 coos | 091 | 2098
OCB02 | 0.75 | 15.06 coo6 | 088 | 1957
o
B;\, OCBO3 | 0.76 | 15.09
ocBo4 | 042 | 730
OCBO5 | 040 | 6.98

(2) ® SR & 47
e 4-3-15 ¢ S MBEARAEEL o B~ REFELE S AT R
Joreskog & Sorbom(1989)4% I e IR Fe ftAp B G 4E W B R T2 0 ¥ E£41.96
BREEAXGIEREL BNAEFAHMER > FLHEREFAs 2 1 R47E

S ETES
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4-3-15 LB i @ i ~ FREFH L E
/‘?q‘—;air_ w o sake
i g'ﬁi E iijr Iﬁ e | 2 |y | mg f‘fj
s | se | wy | BFRE R RE
E¥EM |9 & 1.00
EF = | gy -
Pir i
B tie -
tE o 0.40 | 1.00
1 | R 0.05 -
%o [t 7.34 -
g O 081 | 041 | 1.00
sham | 4R | 0.04 | 0.05 -
¥2 lta 2161 | 812 -
o |9 063 | 045 | 0.62 | 1.00
:‘; e | 004 | 005 | 0.05
" t & 1475 | 9.08 | 13.57 -
L |oE 065 | 048 | 062 | 0.78 | 1.00
25 &% | 004 | 005 | 005 | 0.03 -
tie 15.68 | 10.32 | 13.77 | 28.27 -
e L9 & 052 | 036 | 054 | 058 | 053 | 1.00
%; &% | 005 | 005 | 005 | 004 | 0.04
tie 10.72 | 6.82 | 11.05 | 1355 | 11.71
o |0 066 | 050 | 059 | 0.82 | 0.85 | 056 | 1.00
= 7; #®=x | 004 | 005 | 005 | 003 | 0.03 | 0.05
Tolte 15.19 | 10.28 | 11.94 | 29.01 | 33.77 | 12.16 -
2% |9 i 070 | 044 | 063 | 075 | 071 | 076 | 0.80 | 1.00
a8 4% | 004 | 005 | 005 | 0.03 | 004 | 0.03 | 0.03
i |tw 16.73 | 835 | 12.85 | 21.72 | 1950 | 23.64 | 23.83 -

AT SRS ERT T BRI EREN o E41.96 BREFR2 R D

Ao g Lo F AL 2] BRI L RS 5 Ry

(z) B RS

Hair et al.(1998)4p 1 >

(composite reliability - CR) &%

(Z4)°

:(2@2+2

(0)

Y=

¥ * SEM & {7

LRI N R T

i 5 # & % & (construct reliability) -
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- ﬁ,téﬁ—*ﬁ@‘;;; BwlT A2 s R ¥ 3 0.60(Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) -
£ 3% + *t 0.5 7 ¥ (Raines-Eudy, 2000) - * % 4-3-16 3 p* fi-3] B B %38
B HCREY X306 ZEEE R L4 -

4 4-3-16 B2 T#,u s B

i e B ] CR & i aae R B CR &
& FAE F T ,
ks Gh 2R AR 2S
I 0.81 b AL ] 0.77
E¥X1 SR 0.95 RN 0.90
1 ek & 0.92 REE v 0.93
B Bk 0.78 I NN 0.77

(1) THERPEIPEAS 4T
T 5% B # P ¥ (average variance extracted - AVE) 7 LR %18 i % R &
SRR OFRELE > B R E R iE'J?é_éa‘i'—b'%ﬁ)gk(—“i >4
2007) A L
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