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The Impact of Brand Communities toward Brands

-Based on the theory of Social Capital
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Abstract

Based on the theory of social capital, this research explores the impact of brand

communities toward brands. By targeting brand communities members as research

subjects, this research collects responses of 250 members from 9 brand communities

and adopts SEM approach to analyze the data. After the analysis, this research has the

following conclusions:

1.

The formation of social capital
The formation of social capital follows a specific sequent order. First, it starts up
with structural dimension and then influences the cognitive dimension. In the end,
both assist in the cultivation of the last dimension “relational dimension”.
Community engagement cannot influence brand community commitment
Active engagement could be a reflection of members’ personal social desire.
Therefore, it’s not sure that this personal desire can be transformed to the
commitment toward the whole community.
The cause and effect of brand community commitment
The cognitive and relational dimension could increase the brand community
commitment, which can positively influence resistance and brand love.
The relation among resistance, brand love and brand resonance
(1). Resistance and brand love can positively influence brand resonance

Brand love can increase customers’ brand loyalty and word of mouth,
resulting in a higher engagement; resistance can reinforce members’ affection
toward brands, causing a more affirmative belief toward the brands. Therefore,
this research proves that resistance and brand love can positively influence brand
resonance.
(2). Resistance can positively influence brand resonance

When resisting the negative information against the supporting brand,



resistance can help customers establish a more affirmative attitude and confidence
toward the brand. This process can help customer cultivate a deeper affection
toward the brand. Therefore, this research proves that resistance can positively
influence brand love.

Keyword: Brand Community, social capital, brand resonance, brand community

commitment, resistance, brand love, community engagement
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MBEEE AR B gy R B Y “gwép“z‘zi g R X 35 7] e,
BB e
1243 Carlson, Suter, and Brown (2008)¥2 Drengner, Jahn, and Gaus (2012) 7%=
T AR NS N R B P AT 6 3B < TRt R (PSCB ¢

Psychological Brand Community) » &8 p &2 H 6 2 % L chi-g @ * ﬁ# i F
B ki A2 R ENF o

(=) ~ # & % (Active engagement)
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HETORERLS LB A AR o r e LB S

Wﬁfﬁ“ﬁﬂw%?ﬁﬁ%ﬁo

FEMAPREFEF v AEFE B EROMTER SR EREE
az: _ k% v N ‘-'-aﬁ'
Z oW~ AL
Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)F 3 45 & & AL 522 = w973 $ 5 50

mmﬂ\Wm*ﬁww%‘pﬁgzmzkamwﬂw?m?{ﬁ—ﬁ%%

P R an A drlea s orut § - BRI T E o P A O B
AFEES DTE FHALI P ED TEEEMREs 3F AL T -

it AL F 0 i 0 F] % (McAlexander et al., 2002; Mufiz Jr. & Schau, 2005; Muniz
Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001; Schau & Muniz Jr., 2002) -

r%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁJ%ﬁ%{&#ﬁﬁﬁﬂ$ﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁ%@%%ﬁﬁ%
P S erie & enff g dE o MY L M R i eng 4 Muniz Jr.and O'Guinn
(2001)3% & IR PR £ € F 45 £ b ool 2 (Communal Affiliation) » # ¥ 3 53+ 4¢
WU AT EFERERTMGASNT R CRFEAHRREFLCPLEFSIRYE
& eh 4 (McAlexander et al., 2002) » & £]i¢ &1 5 & & i % (Connection) & f

(Mufiiz Jr. & Schau, 2005) » @ SR ALE P35 51 G AL - B2EF F 0T 5 oo
- S FMARE GRS 2 F

Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)» %% B2 M o EWRAEF ¢ BRI 0T =
fasd

(1). AR A4 2HirERF R (Consciousness of Kind)

14



PEEFRFEAE SR TS A RSSO E R P AP el
B R p s G T RS AAE NS | P E U R GAEE LR
WA DT o TSR ALRPR  FI 0 SR T MR X P8R AL
Fird e S fmE LM GaR A THNF AT OERRY F o0 £ 18
iy Ap e A o

B EMAAE S R AR HHAEREREE T - BRSO AE S
B e prm i f 4 2 B enb R 2115 > i&a £ARFM N2 1 F A (Holt, 1995) ~
# ¥ g &Mt 4 | (Gruen, Summers, & Acito, 2000) ~ £ # %4 (Brown &
Dacin, 1997; Gruen et al., 2000) » §Te4AL ¥ g B 7 X 30 38§ Fl 0P L4 o

(2). £ 3 32 4 &2 13 %L (Shared Rituals and Traditions)

B R B X PIRTIO P D]
F

g —\1-
:‘n_g
|+
desh 3
5<
{3
A

FRALFEAR > £ 3 IR g B R Y

% o
SEROGSAARAFIFFE AP RETE ST AR ES
il

Mufiiz Jr. and Schau (2005)# 3 45 i » 438 # 4 %ix 2 (Bronco, Jeep,
Saab, Volkswagen) - & #a(Macintosh, Newton) s £_f* %= -] 3. & #2(Star Trek,

Star Wars, X files, Xena: Warrior Princess) s AL ¢ » 0 e g 5 & o

%

s

B R A RET B R 2 B - L R R e B R
ARAPRETHRES PR - BAAET R B EORELIBLEE B
SR HR EALE G LR

(3). 4L 7 = (Moral Responsibility)

FRFT Ehr AP HREd L AR READBF I A IEH T
5~ SRATEIE T P E R 0 k& &g 0L 5 (McAlexander et al., 2002) -

ERANEBEFE GRS AL NAFARMEE L AHE W

2 (Collective action and contribution to cohesion) -
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% 1 McAlexander et al. (2002)c#7 3 45 1 > f 74l + % R AL G
T 2 BEAF

1. ABFESAT USSR TNY (brand missionaries) » & F N Poif Ak

E TR

AR R

2, HARHN W AR S L ENHER] ST RERR -

3. ARH AR R &R S DR 1 SR DL AR 6 RE o

4, AHFFTUHEIFTAFEFE-LILL A FLEIZLALEATITEFERS
¥ G

5, AHESEPT USRS - Boocd g g i Sad 3o

2AFESR €V RFLI MY SMpM R B 2 SR

6. MHIRELPRFTLAAE] 2M DA P

S

T SMALES RSB e S N R LR

1. WEME LEBEE TR uE
2. vREHFE AL
3. MEMYELA

SRR T AT AR T N DR T R
O o A H 2 B R E S 7 X H R R R L Fl T O E B g

R RHEE FHEE T AN H SRR o L e ot
PHPEFEE MG EAZNIINE T > w2 S 584 R Sy B (Schau et
al., 2009) -

Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)% 3 % I3} § # & S enld 757 % 3] 5 &

LR T ERFEIES A N SR E AT S ek 8

16



SR TP B A & R TR SRR ez A M A

PR A G TREE N E E B

McAlexander et al. (2002) %% Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001) 544+ 3 = &
B AT E S S RS- HE R R FHEE (- Hend
B4t SMAEE S FHTE R WA SRR S 4 ) HE &

M2 B ehBg % o T2t > McAlexander et al. (2002) 2 & & 49 A3 e £ B T2 0] 4
- TRt e s 0 A EAIE St Y o 0 TR
Henbl e & o w fEl Gire s PRI RFEER W R FEAS T
Rk I bl B i B

22 Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001) #7 #_& &AL s3 T M-k Z-AE 2 | = & i

;977 e end_» McAlexander etal. (2002) { ™M EEE & ¢ & > 2

IS

BABEEANEREEIM AT MR T 2ER 3 AN d sl A il e ©

W ls5 ™ W 2.2.2-1 -
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By TRE--RLIE | M4

Muniz Jr. and O“Guinn (2001)44 S g 4L 2% = & & &,

McAlexander et al. (2002).45 " & pg 2L 22 58 B B 1245 A |

24
Ded

=

Bl 2.2-1 S e %

7R & R McAlexander, J. H., Schouten, J. W., & Koenig, H. F. (2002). Building

Brand Community. Journal of Marketing, 66(1), 38-54.
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= AN A SR
McAlexander et al. (2002)% I fo 59 AL 3 3P e His H( £
ForHARERB YR H)PR MRS J]*fiiﬁ‘i L AR R F e R

R fhid 2 0 F]pt McAlexander etal. (2002)F7 7 su 5 MAEZ 5 ¢ o chbd Ghid B H_
£ 3 A4 (Cumulative) |2 5 er > @ AR £ & 355 5 e @ & (Synergistic) shf % o

McAlexander et al. (2002)% & 4! T 5.4 4+

-
S

?L“
Sy
=

BEAl R FEFE S
WM ChaeE 2 AR B AR MG ST R Bl Ry f BALE S
AR henI Bt o

McAlexander etal. (2002)# ¢ £ i & £ % v fir g &gk ¥ g & B )
e fER e SpE 0 L €A T RAEEE & 45 ¥, (Brand Community
Integration : BCI) » 3.0 St deim & & T Rt 3 Sdplic | 4 & d 1 if o

EARM et XoEd f e M GARF R AR R T RBRHEEL

%iB & BB (2 B ehip 3 82 85 (McAlexander et al., 2002) £ 7 #f 42 & chF o

MALFER-T LR HE PN IS R B IR - Rk & (Schau & Muniz Jr., 2002) - i¢ #

o

P
ANHENT Eni s S RIEE a2 2
3

=

LA

%%ﬁ tita =g ﬂ%}%’;r\% ST Y o (8 A ALY R aE t{_l’%,}#,rﬂ;&g
e A > T A Rl Rl AT o BBAT R bW ALE 5%
REE B A ¢h 5 (Transactions) ¥ & & Btk 35 » F1 2 AU L © SE2 ¥ &
A SACPRAR R * G A T] 4 8 4 2 fF g B g (Linking Value)(Mathwick,

Wiertz, & De Ruyter, 2008) -
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& AEFT A

Adler and Kwon (2002)4p f14- ¢ T & 2 - B B (2 0k 7 OUARIZ[E S R4 AL
g Mg ersl din- fE 4 SRds 4 (Goodwill) » 7 ru e B GO A S A TR
(Paxton, 1999) » & ¥ ¥ 12 & & B t:d % ¢ i+ (Mobilized) B8 B A N FHA L

fTd o BEIR iEd ALE T AL H R F 56 $a 0§ A3 (Face to Face

I

N

'L
s

Community) » - e~ Bt 2 P e T % > L AT E R F 4 % B4
fo- MR RO sk B B ARBOME R A E T ANRAL g4
4 EFITR 0 blde B m AL R 2k haeit A % (Chiu, Hsu, & Wang, 2006) ~ 33 5
B 4-(DiMaggio, Hargittai, Neuman, & Robinson, 2001) $f*¢ &4 A+ # ik 3%
(Mathwick et al., 2008) -

129% McAlexander et al. (2002)4= Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)% & # 7 » &
MAE R TR el | L AA D B Gl g e A o § RRALE A R AT
PF Ol G RH R GATE SR EATA N - P DREE L AT B R
FORBATUEINRBR AT AL TR AFFML 0 GRS F TP RE

#(Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001) o ™ F gy i 8 £AF € F A cfoff Al 2 97 > A2 € F

A - R ARG M RS MR T A TALD A S ALY A A3 R
R H 17 & ahF S FR(Paxton, 1999) ) fr AFT § M- 4e 2 AR € T A IR

AR ALY R &AM Gl A o
S RETALREERL

[

Bourdieu (1986)4p 1AL ¢ T A EE AT A ~ A 4 FTAPT 2 ch= EF A7)

mr
\ ]
B
L.
=
F_&
=
>~

2 - > eEEH e F A RaE v &3 a(Intangible) s s 1 ¥ 4
el g B2 ¢ (Adler & Kwon, 2002; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) -

BABA AT ST AR USRI EA) 0 7 ROl R o HE
¥ A b chrRE SRR A CRAfeI EEE A A Pl A
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BARMGREEY 3 aFLFFARYEDT R SATHTLALE T 40 B
R A BAEFERT LGS X TDD e P Ly R(Chiu et al,
2006; Mathwick et al., 2008; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) -

A g B A REEI AT > T UFRI TS B

(1). £ fBd B GBS DM T R AR 44 B A (Actor) 2 [ ePbl

-gl:.

RET A EM AR > B AEET S 2 ARl g
# 7

(Coleman, 1993) » Gl4r ke~ Rfe ~ R EEEHEZ - ALE T AL ¥

BLEGN

o T % ff (Adler & Kwon, 2002; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) - 3% & 48 5 & p*

K= g2

At 79 * oo

e

(2. " uF A RERHABFHOME T > EAFTLP RABREF LT R
Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) % #%& &} » 4+ € T A it #3948 2 ALF {7 #2 2 F
FTRAMAFIAALE R - RNFT LB EAEFT ATEY > BRAFWE Y
B H Ak & A2 bo'g (Mathwick et al., 2008) » k% 2 4 % p & - &
4~ Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) 3% J14k ¢ T & en} ff 5 2430 e = | Aoghs
Thed P R A4 DA B KES K7 Chiuetal. (2006)« & F
AE T AT B ERE R RS F 5 L o
12 #4245 Adler and Kwon (2002)#7 4 & 81 eh= Ak ¢ 7 & LR 0 3 AL
EF A7 PRETY KD & B XPE D LAY e
(=)~ T #hmp(External) | L8
T eb3nid (External) e LBEL SEAL € T AT KB A NEMB T P AT
shie it bl U B R ESTALE
“hIRNF R o 4o Portes (1998)#r# ek T A AT EY B AM G
B R SERp LIE S o RABASNEMT EY H A EREP oD
ERFAS AR RASESEPp S FPUBEBRAL SR REIF SRR

o ] o



(=)~ p #w(Internal) | e

o AT Alen R R B T dni(Internal) ;g 0 ROEALE T AL A
WM BN DT R T GREMA 2 D X BB R4 o 4o Putnam (1995)
MRNDTE T RS RSP HRE R TR ok

£ sz

BESRPEE ARG T AL BE R DT A T ERRR

¥ = fARE A R S B REFR G @ z > Adler and Kwon (2002)3% 5 € & = 2 &
Feni g ARG AN R fol g oo DA IR | REER BT R 4 S H A
FIH AL g T AR TR 4 TR0 BER B O R an g v e
EEid e PR TILL TR ELELNT S AR g X DI H B TR v SRR TR 3R RE
g 5 %A%L;m:’ “T & 24 ehi7 > 2 5 (Efficiency of action) &3 & i£% & = ee
#7121 2 3% Adler and Kwon (2002)¢2 Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)#7#% ! 12§ » A+
§F 2 FEBHARBHEITERT L ATZRRSHEY B x"*@é—%ﬁ*i@;@?}m?
o FIEAAEF R IGER LAY FPUREATFABARFER DT R @ BASEHN
ﬂ,;rs? MEESH PR o

IIAE € F A TR B kR AL EREAL T 1Y gc} 25 58 Rl

GBS A AAFE S [ b v TR | AR REEAAE LSRR
# 8 &1 18 ¥ (Algesheimer et al., 2005; Kim et al., 2008; McAlexander et al., 2002)
AT BB R R AL SR A M AR REALE P @

5 HTet BEE R T R 4o A S T4 3 % (Algesheimer et al., 2005)-
A TR e T RS 4 B SR A B A A
HErALEF A TELNE BB ARG T ANE B 2 2 s

;\:o
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= \7r+g ~Z fgf&ﬁ‘;m

Adler and Kwon (2002):% % Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) %>t 4+ € 7 & 12 {3
B T &t oL g > @ Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)4; HiA ¢ T4 ¢ 7 = ~ {1
BoooAE LA SR SRR 0 T OREHE BEG ETHG
(=) ~ % & (Cognitive Dimension)

Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)4; 14§ T 4 dnirted & & A A ¥4 Y +
NHEEERF AR EREES DT R oE AR R F D FERRTE T
Chiuetal. (2006):% 5 A- ¢ | # v s 4p _‘rﬁyj-&{tt}_ Y BAEE BAY2 Y
tp iz (Homophily) 3 % % > = B engdficet i ag Az g o

AR 2T E ARG AALE T AN R G 2 - A& BT LA gk

(1. vAZ B8y 7732 &AINEE S0 > &a BEINEEFTDT R
FARFARMAEF A AIZ NS ok R ¢ i S | i
Feed B LRt R ORZEEE TR g AR RARIF 0L R 30 L
43 et ~ A ¥ 13 (Chiu et al., 2006; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) -
(2. vV g B > & B LR g
Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)4; iz st & b e ok e e | 2
AR B NI e A BRSO R R AR AREALE o )L BT 1§ R4
Fehd A PR GG P v f (Chiu et al., 2006) » Flesir 7] H
p e

Fitak € T Au4re &S AR AR i3 Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)4 ¢

WAFERRNL I TS BA P EERE R p ¥ T Foh- ko T e
AR FE L s it A BT AL B 2 i e R (reinforces consciousness of
kind) ; 2. §Tes & B & ¥ 5 24301 @8 4 (learning communal values) ; 3. i

WA S & F AR 0§ T TS AT G R A L5 B FlR 0L AR
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e ;4,;%“;_4 HRE KA F anl S T T ;gtbéigpaég e VAR R

SAER W0 o SR 4 B WAL R § A LA T A e o

o+

sy ¢ > 4o Mufiiz Jr. and Schau (2005)% RALF € I FFiZ K- H FER &
T REREMAE 90 4 McAlexander et al. (2002)~ s Res F 452 ~ 34 @
2 SAAB &AL PIRIREF R NPT H TALE PR A H B S| Rk
SRR T AR A MA R A el R 3 E Bk AR
- RPPEREA R S PR s AR A K o
S AL L R A 0 d R R - B e § e e & (Muniz Jr &
O'Guinn, 2001) > #71 & f £ F] 5 4G = b &2 AP M @48 ~ pHEArfei2 4 ¢
FEL A agd Bl phBa 32 RIAAKTEEL R A4 RS WA
R T ML W TP @A R AL ehY 1 (Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn,
2001) - Fl S Ar g er & R A AL ¢ T AP suAvg - R A EE I
AR B AR IR G
(=)~ ¥4 (Structural Dimension)
12345 Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) » AL ¢ T & cniHEd 4 W cn A7 4 0 & B >
B erbf (il 70 - Mg B R el RO AT o B R
SRR B G e DR RS R DR Tl s #{a’ffﬁn}iﬁﬁv
‘% t#(Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) = ]t » AL ¢ FAFH & 1 & A & f &
MRS e M R T RELR o7 3 $42& | (Nahapiet & Ghoshal,
1998; Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) -
Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)45 1 s H & e & 40 i}u{ﬁ LSRR VE =3t B
MOEBRBEAA? o SRA I RHEFTARST R Ao e B RE S
RS RRMEENTRDTE A0 MR S DN RAET R

B eE “Jf/)%zm 25 (Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) - %t & gL & Ji; Adler and
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Kwon (2002)#% ! esk § T & [ #b 304 (External) | crpLgh > B A N EHA T 11E +
HAR hee? ol R gdaHp g
Flaikg FAhgiEe FE BN M AR SEFTROBEYE 182 7 F
H e At ¢ 3§ % (Social Interaction Ties) | & fir & AL FEH M 2 B &
i@ 2 (Chiu et al., 2006; Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) » H 31 & 53104 }i;]* Ll BRI H s
AR TR ROLEM G TR DI BPER L AR S R
i ?f %3 B R A~ PTIC anpE BY {oid i 9 3 (Chiu et al., 2006) -

%ﬂ, FUr ket g T HPIAE RN A T dampf]g-_m P ;#é%—g
o Tgegd it | (Network Centrality) k girg 4+ € F &g dio » v & & i
>R H Ak g S f i genfe & (Hsiao & Chiou, 2012) - 1244 Hsiao and Chiou
(2012)45 ) > EEHE ~ R AT EMM R o TV UL FMME G
o FARARITN Y B QB E R | T B R AR R AR o

1245 McAlexander et al. (2002)*1#% &1 e T AL R & dpdic 0 + F &5
AFEY O GRERERE T e FAEN RER FPAAE T MG TR &
ALY S SR F I AR ONAE AR S R AR B AH

% B eh3 6 % f2 & (Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) » #cit § 7 & B H 5 T s

‘3&“

AFI Edp o) AR o T AP AT ALE T S B R SRALH
Pen e FAIFRAP G

(=)~ M % & (Relational Dimension)

+

Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)4p HiAL & T & chbf ko F £30 T M R4k 44
(Relational Embeddedness) | » #7 it 4 i ;ﬁd - g eI PR B D ke dE
MG el R LS HEH T EM A TS AL E T AN G

ﬂ} LB R AR (2 4 ) 0T A (Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) » i f6 5 4 & R 4%

‘“‘}

FenpBHWo L BH GBI & I P EY 24 ¢ 120 (Nahapiet &

Ghoshal, 1998) - @ B B4k € & St EBra) @ ~ R E PTG T R
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PR R ewd (T FIESEMI s PAMETALAED P INE
(Internal) ; @.2k(Adler & Kwon, 2002) - & # Chiu et al. (2006) ~ Tsai and Ghoshal
(1998)#r Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) ¥ 77 3 » A+ ¢ T A 0 fadi g 74 B 1) e
BAIGEES R gt it 493 B E(Trust) ~ 3 & 4 (Norms of Reciprocity){riz e
(Identification) » 12 ™ #-13 & § it :

% iz (Trust) » 1295 Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)c#= 3 B2 » g e is 4 { ]

o
1IR3

LA SN R E R R LS X ol ) o

% % ek i o i& B Leimeister, Ebner, and Krcmar (2005) % 4L 3 ¢ 3 2 % 3 o

BInE BET A L Z (1), A %R enT = (Interpersonal Trust) @ pt & 17 = 49
;}fgﬂtﬂs i A B iy g ;}g‘;%’-’rhﬁ-)’? T ,El«}; o end g (iIm L _é//,,\gﬁ;-}-;‘;?ﬁ
(2). s suiz z(System Trust) : 2 A MFenE T3 b end_» k ALz izayt g F £

P %

3

Bk senw A AF o bl4eF Ak ke (8). p £ ¥ ehiy i (Dispositional
Trust) : G EHEAPFREE-HER > ¢8RP T ETFFLFLE
BoALg TAOM ARG § v A ET R T LY BHY BML TSI
B ade kel A g B NOT AR IR R E L ESWAE N DT R
BT AR R OAFOFRALELE LR £ (T (Chiu et al., 2006,
Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998; Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) -

I & 4.4 (Norms of Reciprocity)— :#¢ § & B4 - H - E R4 > 2 - L5

& (Chiu et al., 2006; Mathwick et al., 2008) - . § {,ﬁt{s—ﬁﬁp\ MWeppr 4]+ £ 0
MR RREEPITT ARG B EeER Y - FlAL € 117 5 g4 2 A%

H- BRH » EHWTLIFRPETEAL I IRE YRS T 20D F
{2 (Coleman, 1990; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998)- @ = & Rl & & R FEA “ % p & = &
BEAC SRR AR TP F A RA G NN R B LAY T
TR EFIMPE > T A5 g 4 (Mathwick et al., 2008) - ¥ 7 &2 & 5 4

#2 - » &P Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)4% & i M AL 3 B HCFE R F 27> =
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R#-g e ditesfed 8 S R enE a0 BHARL 5 p 2 hETH F3L5 F &IF
frpE A3 EPFao-Rmd TP TR R EAFLE R S| gl
##(McAlexander et al., 2002) > izt ch& G2 F E € BAEF S| A 24 - RPEanfFd o
Fetid 3 { 4 WA o
1295 Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)35 ! ;b & ~ AR p ¥ W B3 H @ oA f
HAE AL A H N R SR ERARE R DAY o AR A
2 > Algesheimer et al. (2005)4p 213 §  $HAL 3+ cgtle AU & = [ &AL B T a
B th# MoHeereetal (2011)+ #Floinb P & 5 g P - B ¥ LR g oo
IO = S| m#{q\ Ae ﬁﬁ@,*“"’. - HHT D RBZFMARE S Y E
BLEF OB DAod g SR I AR Sk g g 2R A LI M BB BT
o BPHEFRFERELALE - B2 ﬁv#rf%#w]ifﬁﬁﬁg FEZER LA
fe e p & (Heere et al., 2011) o e _F 3 3030 £ 3¢ 032 > 1345 Algesheimer
etal (2005)= gl » > eindreha & > R~ f g I p B 2
AR 1 2 fegfr B2 2hm B R e 2 Jeo ;ﬁ Lk A, T adFp L ABHEPN LS om
by - BALEFRAL CHEHENE DR LN AAFE AR H
(Algesheimer et al., 2005) » & 4cf+ Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001) g 48 # = - & >

BB AL B L ST G B e MM AR T

-\

T o

)-'

B

\'“«

J
"

SR HENAEOFRIRIFF IRk BRRFS §A4 ] 5ok @
SRR BT ALY F g DR 4 (Algesheimer et al., 2005) ©
AR LA B R R & B A S o AL EIGE ) BRI AR

FAR G HEWARETNG 3 FE IR BE R RERF AL DR T EREE

il

AL E 4 #1524 (Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001) » 12 4 i 2
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- ~ 423 427 (Community Engagement)

Pofed @ R AR E 2 35 2 (Algesheimer et al., 2005) « fFd bt 2 & W
¥ 0 A3 42 T 844y i Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001) #74% ik 3 4 ¢ ViE 4R
FTED FFABRFIEAFEFNFRENNEZBETE > ESR L ERAEFET
o D g EEMAL - K

O GEAAFEPN S| ERNF D

h’lf—r,aﬁ’péﬁ £ 4o B8 o

\-‘-H

\\\?{r

Lﬁw}}kﬁ 443-3:m§?&'#§?4f—¢L u;&fg'

S

\\Xr

Brds s B RO e 3 B SN AR R SRR fr ik 4 428 > 4o McAlexander et al.

(2002)F 5 % % B b3 o aried R

9%

BERER T EL AR AR ety
I SR s SR hI &P RN A ¥ - B 53 R E_Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn
(2001) & — #7 % A-#F (Apple Newton) %= 3 » 4 JRi%AL I;ﬁd A D Yol 3Rk
FARSARINXFLEAARE SR TR G S| SR R 2

g —fﬁ Mg S
=~ &M ALFE R EE(Brand Community Commitment)

Kk & a4 fE % (Stable) s 4k 4 (Sacrifice) » § &AL = |
AFEFEN RKEFTAL BT I EAFEENEEFL D ER Y By D
BE T BHEELBREED AE > NEFEAEER LD EIY G
(Anderson & Weitz, 1992; Won-Moo et al., 2011)- 42 4% Anderson and Weitz (1992) -
HRGEZE 2 KRGS PEF U THZBEZ DRI FELDPREIME TDLH

BRELEP P EnaFE DRI M GOLm 3). v aFL PR IH %

E’f‘”’g NN
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AFKEESPAF DT ET ] T 2 ERIAFE S HN SRR
LR e E R EZ S RALF DM R EARR YT L PSS A
ek g 1(Kim et al., 2008) o @ AT EPAFOE R P A F T —*Ff
HEmAEg B RER > B g anim i e SR E DD b kS e
(Won-Moo et al., 2011) » ;E & = @ { 5 27 M 74 > %}‘fééi?i}!'%“f—’ﬁ % 4F

CHF LB g A
Fermmags @i 383 E (%5955 A Kimetal, 2008; Won-Moo et

hBf oo dopt - Ko B ERR IR EEF: Mo e T W N R

al., 2011) -
= ~ ¥t (Resistance)

Tormala and Petty (2002)7% 5 #54uid ¢ §24 i 7t f Fde & 832 L 5 a0
BAL LY RS HFIERE L R H UG A R 2 H AR
R g LA RS EN S ROER (ST P F AT - S

PAPLL G T MR LT ERPER > Tl e FEHIE G

=

2
Rikehig REV G REW § # ~ & HEH ool a g £ oo (Brifol, Petty, &
Tormala, 2004, Tormala & Petty, 2004) ; F]pt » &5 5 if 7 i AEEPTH oy
MF ORI A BE LSRR T AR RRBIA T EREEOERE L
ol AEYNEROERS U T MR AR LSRR TRE
#ER e 53 0 A4 edE 34 & Laczniak, Ehrich, Muehling, and Vijayalakshmi (2011)
SR ET R FLERO R A g IV RER R PN A S
FOTITEE S HE AR O R AR T H T T o Atk iE (2009) 8
TP CET RN E L LA RREE R e SR R SR

LA A F F T FT N PR ) s e
(=)~ #fprz THEE PN &

Tormala and Petty (2002)F 3 45 1 » B 5544t cd™ 3 4 & L3 IRISHIZH

En

¥
A
%
=

(Persuasion Resistance Theory) » £ 4p 5 8) § % § 15 K3 5 -



RIER PR -RDERE G L ERIR) PRI §ERAIUER

ERf L { B Rl B T LA

4 ek F]» Tormala and
Petty (2002):% % #9 {8 3% 3u+(Metacognition) & f& & 7& < 12 (Attitude Certainty) 7 B -
GRRRadp e E A BB P Lg% R e R 0 X R R

BINF AL ST PR g s AU LR MEE P i

\lﬁ"
=

5 B AL FEenfs & - Tormala and Petty (2002)dp 4995 18 3% 300236 - B8 ¢

LTI R LA R T - RATA G PR A T2 51 Ap S e M7 1

-

s

ToF AT AR 5 7] T 2 # FdE P (Brifiol et al., 2004; Tormala & Petty, 2004) »

#p ﬁ’f@éﬁﬁiﬁﬁ*‘u% g Avinap 7] o
(=)~ #fufhdr g AL 3
U A AL P hE 48 4 LT 02 A& Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)#= 7 %

BB heh A3 - A 45 d 2 - VR B4 B E SRR P A 1 R
(Legitimacy) T f it ¥ s PRISFLIL A cruF 40 5 $24% Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001) »
s ffu]:%_J:};] R AL S R g %ﬁd |- B A B F IR g»}; FE e
% £ € e F)(really know the Brand) - # 4¢ 2|87 8 F e 6 (4) -

Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)4* ¥+ Saab & Macintosh (& A+ 387 7 ¢ 3 R »
AR S | g S s FAfrEFd TIEER R P2 BB
BAL o S AE NS R Mg L PR A LRk
Algesheimer et al. (2005)~ 45 1! e &AL ¥ Y & f 7] 5 $ 0¥ 975 KGE 0 B

PR REAEFEHE Y FoR b 0 2 i BRI S RSN JIhF A0k

)i o
(Z) it~ BRAFRFELPR
AR B R RS ok RAURL H S i F T AN RO LR R
Toae L ﬁﬁ »

BEEER RE D PR SR L ER 2 G E T

VAR L BAFE G - M @V AR ASRAEY > R SE L A2



R BAE N BRPAFSY EE TRELR NP L FTRE A4 NERET S RIS
g & i) 4 (Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001) -

Fo B B AR vV L FT e B s e B 0 1395 Anderson
and Weitz (1992)s#7 7 » KT R 2 F BB I FEL PR % 72 € Fla
= J1 & A ¥ o Pritchard, Havitz, and Howard (1999)~ 1 ) $1>% :2 % ehdnde
{2 (Resistance to change) SUicsa 4t & & sp R anE & ¢ 4 R0 5 ) | ALk
WE T KGR T g FTE A R R B e BfS o PR £5
B ES R A M PRl AL BN L RGe BRY (4T

Z_(Pritchard et al., 1999; Prus & Brandt, 1995) -

z ~ &4 € ® (Brand Love)

’

AE T % R B (Satisfaction)fr 5% & 4+ (Liking) £ 2 48 <  * kgl ¥
HFEGOER IR CAEFARELM BOFE R F oA Sl
Bewm o+ { 4c £ g8 22 £ 4 (McAlexander et al., 2002; Whang, Allen, Sahoury, & Zhang,
2004) F- Fp E B LA B2 T RS Do B S A - BATHE MG o
&% d Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)#7# &1 » * M 2B EIFRR R L P F 617 5
Hpehh 3T 38k

(1). #E L ol RARBRLES ) § F¥ 500 €

Q'%W?%%*&%ﬁé%@

(3) 3:‘1-4}5 Ell’ m/ﬂ F‘ T 7"5" ’ 'Q‘T'r'r'ﬂil 1SN Fﬁ)—i N ?mi/{)ﬁi‘%ﬁ ’ féii 4‘17}%—)‘%5’;"5—'}?;

m
FAEWRE T 5 - B&EL A5 Whangetal (2004) 5

A2 B 55 ey R EArE AR GOE G AR 50 {4
T fE - fA R 0 Bergkvist and Bech-Larsen (2010)4= Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)#x *

ATOHETE G TERE RV B AR A0T R R RS T RSN LN
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Tk o §ARRAR Km0 f2p ¢ o F(Carroll & Ahuvia, 2006;
Whang et al., 2004) -

1345 Carroll and Ahuvia (2006) » 54 & & e = 3
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0N
=
¥
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e
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3
i
=
k=

v 1o 375 (Positive Evaluation)fe i & <545 (Positive Emotion) > & ¥ &t & 77 ¥
&4 7€ - Carroll and Ahuvia (2006) { 45 i S € R B LR 7 s > > U T
AN

Q). % & R s B> Tinaomd|%r | (Cognitive Judgment) » @ 54 € &R

{ B E 420 7l R (Affective)

(2). % 2ET#HF 2 2% | (Transaction-Specific) % » 4% € B P 2 _4F

*1*}

g o £ GRS

(. wAAFE TP 45%L # (Expectancy Disconfirmation Paradigm) i
Fodp iR AR BT AR IR PHE SO T ARG R
Ldren gl L M E RR Ty 45k 23 L Fﬁglé"/ﬂ ﬂﬂ&ftﬁ’é&?\—"

B ek B TR B R

ERERAALI G PR EDTRLFR TR Y G LB TR
#% & (Bergkvist & Bech-Larsen, 2010; Carroll & Ahuvia, 2006) > it 43 3 »xnié i
B

x

PRERIEYG L IDFNIREF LI DT EREMER AT R T
e VRS RS SRR L E S CER MR RS T TR St
“r & 2 o (Carroll & Ahuvia, 2006) > & # e B 3% 2 (5 2 s B H 475

% Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)F= 7 ® > ¥R &EPE Fia BE & ¥R Z7F B
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#(Hedonic Product)”f=” p % E 549 (Self-Expressive Brand)” @ 3% % A% Mg %
YRR RRBEBAET DA RFERGPFFALERTR oA
Bergkvist and Bech-Larsen (2010) 144 ~ #7 1 45 3t chde [ » 4o ¥4 3 & (Sense of

Community)”f=” & 4% ;% > (Brand Identification)” s34 € R B 5 > & P2z if 7

i

-~
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é:ﬂ

G BAT L E P AT AT R AR ST R ) 2

R 2 Lt A

33



I8 BREFER
BN ;‘fyrr-? B ‘—Lﬂ]:]%_’“\

b AR T T Ay AR A R e ARE A B F B e it ih
Ryt chs o LR AR RE WA S LR ol B R
(McAlexander et al., 2002) - fe § & — i@ B esd 3 #5018 > oM B
(McAlexander et al., 2002) ~ %t F 24 & & ¥ ~ % (Mufiiz Jr. & Schau, 2005) % % >
HHE LR LR e 24 £ 3 (MunizJr. & O'Guinn, 2001) » B %] = R 22 348 h
PARw-mrd- e Pl B E ST S A LB A T ARG ¢ M Rd g
Tadii & TRERE  ZF3 B JEMAFESIR T FLET AL - K
SRR R RALF Y ALE T A andard 2 B o gt ¢h o Tsai and Ghoshal (1998)
GERIEFEIREC Sl B S SRS Fol i A P AR BAR VAR AR L i

AR hE PRR S o st AR

Hla: BT+ €2 » B FRTF+

S BRTAAMAT A
1295 Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) %= 3 CEREFTAE L RSN BT AL
iiﬂ%éﬂ%%f?‘i L "Lmr?ﬁ?f.{.fiJ o r&%iﬁifiJ 2B 5 ¥R

UAF B AR 0 M BALFFMOT E T BRFERE -

FikenI@Zap F AT Ty P 4 3 FIEE o & McAlexander et al.

(2002) ¥t &g AL 3 e F AT ¥ J} B T4 A R AR A K ERl@F i
IEHEBEES R S (blde M EE) RS R F R S ST 2
e H f 3 FauEAey EFDHE B SR TR e T RS R SR B D Al R

A s HAFEfS R AL K EENF T EwRA B AFESLE o & Muflizr.



and Schau (2005) %= 3+ 4p & » S AR S | & eI (v ks F &
FAIMBH gt I FERERR RAF AL IRFREw S o FE
PHEF KOV v A f el S | e T diEAY o B
B AL R B4 2 A 30 e chidE (McAlexander et al., 2002; Muniz Jr.
& O'Guinn, 2001) » 3§ 3 & f &2 Mg Efod | M 40 2a A4 T B
miEfoil o @ AT BSR

Hib: 8 F+ 2+ BEM BT 2

~ ;,14*\7;: A Rd ;‘Ag‘ﬂx

Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)4; 138w f & A - B F k> 7 2 BGEHM 4 7
jrleganp fEx ¥ G A £ e B (7 5 o395 Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) %= 3
G MR RER F AT AE I HEM AT AT F B
N B W fehfEd Ll fakg o B AR AR - R B
fo=

BEME] 2 B PR B A2 FHELI AL FY B ﬁgﬂ?%’

Rz AR & 3 BRK hBl 53] i - Chiuetal. (2006)+ 325 » F 5 iseF &

Bied 2 3 BRE - Lk o o

AL P T U F IR MG ABIT- Kk T RAREf Ee
LR RAAT ATE ARSI R L FORAMG PR F T H TR 2
Fensid > SAEFE ¥ € 7 & ¥ (Mufiiz Jr. & Schau, 2005) ¢ & st ik 54
(McAlexander et al., 2002; Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001) » % £ %8 i* S A3 i} &
Bfztrend 3R EEAT S QAR 20 PRHEHI B p L BRMPRF
BpEs B Ake - RoOEPLMGAEAR L P I RFE w4 (Munizldr &
O'Guinn, 2001) o #= & & A F 3 3K -

H2a: snrfF & g it v B M B F
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T ARSI G T A Z 0

FAAE Y A E T AR R R AL TR 3T IR BT H
AR M GRS A EAEIE AREAfrE R AR IR ATARRY 2
AR > § i H RO G HER ROT R P in g HAAE R E R R
(R EREFRRE &0 A2 [ F D& Wasdice. Flt - @ 5 27 3 B3k

C:BHFT L e HEERALFELE

ALY A E T AR AR N A SR Rl R T ¢
WARFE AT nE N G (AP %2 4827 p R (Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) » #1
HER G LS ARG E B M SN L LB A SRR -
A4 LR NFWATERE . Fp o @AY EK

H2b : e & § & » P FRAEHLE

E@fﬁ?iiﬂéf,&*&%‘f 'frp.gf‘f’b'%,éf_ls\l.’r’rn—ﬁ_%gé S HEMGEE
% #% &2 4% 2 97 JR(Chiu et al., 2006; Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) » & B i F & et

FOHIRAP AR AR ERRFPRS T LG T RDEL o

a4

-4 T AL RS v B o Won-Moo et al. (2011)32 5 &M A3 -k enid
N ERZE A B EHAAER I LRk 21 A A R oo Kimetal

(2008)R147 & & 5 B S ALEKHE - & B 2T A e a4
2 Manie g o bt A B F F Y R WAL IGER B TR Y 5 S i 2 B

B E ARG is AT A Mengdd > 9+ & McAlexander et al. (2002)~ i = R

Fgﬁﬂrﬁg I///?'T]/, 71\ *T} %géi’ﬁi—%ié_ifké%’éiﬁ,_ﬂ,b%giqj‘ﬁjzﬂig\?& .
H3a: B '/I“ s g W BB S WAL KR
I M GT AEAE LS

Algesheimer et al. (2005)¢2 Pai Cheng et al. (2010)45 #1AL3F 522 £ & Lk
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WAL AL Pk e PR P TS (NI A S e s S
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FHERRPM GG A A2 3 8 BEgRk 4§ P b (ntrinsic
Motivation) £ 7 fix e 4F ek &5 T > 4F A 1 %2 S AL o0 7+(Pai Cheng
etal., 2010) o =¥ 3| 2 F7 7 iR -

H3b M A& €2 » B FELE L H

Algesheimer et al. (2005) £ Pai Cheng et al. (2010)45 1 A3 427 £ % 7| S48 4%
HREDB AL G fop ASb - 6o O RMAAEOE B RG LG artk

A S | ARFREE SPAAF DR A HAE ST IR HAAREE R
ML M ek o £F 1 0 & Algesheimer etal. (2005)F 1 %%+ 4 0 B
A

AR HALE A A Y R AAERE B AB R A

AT RGN F FRLRERDIE B LM ROl E
(Won-Moo et al., 2011) » Anderson and Weitz (1992):% % &2 = KE & F & 5 11T
ZREZFLDHFLTFERLIMADLRL). RABREEP P E L aF LM o
R 3). T IFE M R o

1295 Steinberg (1986) & = 4 12 % (A Triangle Theory of Love) > € i #

Wy

(1) % (Intimacy) ~ (2):#H-(Passion)f=(3):+- ik ¥ -k 2% (Decision/ Commitment) iz

Ak AP LRGP LR LA H S AB R Y B F

37



* I FAAEE 0 i Whangetal. (2004)s8 3 4 MBE R AR BT 2 R0

o

L FE A Rfo g s §83 F KEad » - @ Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)
(P N EREREFREr A F P2 RHS S s A
IR BEEFIAN R ARLRBEE SRR E LD B ORE
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H5a: S-#iadkgfit v B PSR E N
Anderson and Weitz (1992)£ Pritchard et al. (1999)45 -k % * & ¥ B REFF

LEBEPE AN o r AEEE 37 A D ) % i A - Kim et al. (2008)

A=
-

Dk A E 8 ()RR R KM G A BT QB g aig
w oo JL ¥ Ehe & Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001):%= 3 ¢ (B 3% 0 & PE IR TS
RSO IR aF a6 S | oA R i &

Mo ASFIERE &M E o ) L IR % o & Pritchard et al. (1999)s# 7 3% ¢
Fius BREF LRSS L B2 FhE & ¢ 4 Flco F 0 AT 7 BRGR

HS5b: &-fAt3 A € T » B M

PSR LG BRALF AR DI R L g RS R
AR R oeni A8 R { £ 4% 2 (Tormala & Petty, 2002) 5 ot pF > FALF = B 45
FrARFRADi e Lo d R i EPRIERDERE BLE T
B e g BN B AR o T EN AT BK

HE : 4t 2 5 BFSHER
A EWEE S MR R g

ttrr-é'ﬂ —Fiilt"q\;ﬁgﬂpﬁﬁ_,gjxr}% erﬁ»/‘f@%ﬂxi—ﬁf’ﬁfﬁiﬁﬁmg
FAHE P OFREAES NFERF S RBH SR HE 5 L (Munizlr &

O'Guinn, 2001) » # & i EBASFLRS B¢ 2 Tz 0 & | { 4oF 84
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B engFul 2 e { Aridle T A A F EW &N 5 (Mufiiz Jr. & Schau,

2005) -

& Tormala and Petty (2002) 5% 3 @ » 9953 pResmaleh - R % 0§ F &
PR HEROEER e AR L PRI RRAER AT
EiFsEmy (8w kiR E s & Laczniaketal (2011)F 3 # &R

o

FRFFPALINEd RALBEFR > p NPT L § TR -

KEE P HPAL T @ S S PUE T f B oL SRR A | AR
pPEH RO B RR - BEEER FUTENAFTY BEXHT:

H7: gt » B FEH L8

T RS T R REERIR LR R i f AR R ehiF 500
e AL B - AL AR Y v M L (Bergkvist & Bech-Larsen, 2010;
Carroll & Ahuvia, 2006) > #& @& € RAF F F LB F 5 - BELFRI%
# o

% Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)s7#7 7 ¢ > 5 € B 7 LRI F L 842

A

)imrf"lwlu\:ﬁ)iﬁr@ii%’ ié 5);‘%'%%’}5

S TP RER AR B A kg * p £ g o & Bergkvist and Bech-Larsen (2010)
SFET{FRERERT T e B P FH s i e R R AL

d b BEFSOETVER ST RN SRS FOES 75
BHEAHELAFIRSE G RS Aok T EEN A B F SR

[EE1a Y SRl S

He: %M EHE o BEFHEE
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AR LR &R - &L AFY SRR RN BV R T SuL s

BHEESFZEZFTRERAEIZ 5 &5 TR 2 U TRt e & REp

A H P AT AR SRET UL SALE T A SMALR AT Y K
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B REAAME TR S FRET R RCTAAMAT A AMAT A
%E‘fw%fﬁmkiiﬁ4ﬁ&;*:ﬁ%&%WM%%ﬁsg#ﬁ
FEICE AT RE S FL TR E RTINS RS L FREE
MERETER ¢ A ALB TR CAFR IR BLE o

AEFTAY > BRTAELLEM GF 2T AL & & % (Nahapiet &
Ghoshal, 1998) » &% = f 2 B ch3 $okdaz = 2 4e i g g 5 & f B K
eFHER MRS T IR S & TRERR P R{FFEE R LR TR
BARWT bFE2F @ (3T REE TS A2 FRE 2 M GRa ohif -

52\ R o % B %7 i (Hsiao & Chiou, 2012; McAlexander et al., 2002;

Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001) > ¢+ ﬁ?r,f‘r—;—f#?j LM GT A hw B T o 5 1945 Tsai
and Ghoshal (1998)45 45 H1 AL ¥ = *ﬁ“ P ETeAL € T B4 2R M A
el PR R E o AREAER AR AS R R B8 T B GH
P ek 35 p & (McAlexander et al., 2002; Muniz Jr. & O'Guinn, 2001) - F]pt +
1ok ——’]‘#_F! N EIRATE Ao B OIE o

1345 Tsai and Ghoshal (1998)# 7 45 1 % & + LR O His B i d x4

B BAP SR P RARAE S - R BB | 2 BARE 55 BIRK M

%A & (Chiuetal., 2006) ; femigar3 e ¥ 1% B v RV & F 4R - R

&

R & Eanie BEMP R8T - RAL { A s S BRI E
{ % anile 22 1 ¥ (McAlexander et al., 2002; Mufiiz Jr. & Schau, 2005; Muniz Jr. &
O'Guinn, 2001) » F]p 7 FintvF A A M A F A2 o 5 %38 -
ARG A S ARSI E AL A A AL R ET AP
ke M AT A 2 D eni R 1 (Won-Moo et al., 2011) » B & B &8 5] 50 A0
ol B fTA 2 F B (Kimetal, 2008) 5 §AL# =+ A gLyt &b ho 33
L AEOB A B R (- HFENREIRED L P IF 2 aFaa¥

B % ik (McAlexander et al., 2002) o ]yt 17 5B (% F * £ S ALHE KE T |
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Algesheimer et al. (2005) £ Pai Cheng et al. (2010)4p 1A% - 21 B & f il &
WMAFLATA L L e RFORp TS AR p AP B o aE i
AL DEFL AR EEpFP %ﬁ#ﬂ.ﬁi.?%%ﬁv?iiié pe iy T8 AT FikEE

HE i Fangd o ppr otz ukes a1 €822 Munizldr &

O'Guinn, 2001) ; @ HiB S BB E S SHAEFETHRDp A5%H4 £ A f 5
(Bt idd afFd & a3 enpl %o 3 B I & P gk (McAlexander et al.,

2002) o Flpt tHavAr 3 S B R T A8 AL KE ST ) R o

Bergkvist and Bech-Larsen (2010)f= Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)45 } &1 & ® =

BLRRPMEHEG L LR R ol SR f i 3 WA R
ERBAEUM AL BN ERNE TR TE AL T KA B R S E

g {3 RSN LB R o Mg (Carroll & Ahuvia, 2006) »
B ERnr e m g o P FAARTL S PEF LM 4 A5 P (Bergkvist
& Bech-Larsen, 2010) e F] gt 24 % (8 o i € B £ WAL F OKEE g X g 4
0 e
NES BRI EREEME e LR s A R EARY g
SOMARTE R R B A ALY o g s T B AR K (Anderson &

Weitz, 1992; Pritchard et al., 1999); @ i% i K% Bt & = R L 4i7p 2 ¥

R R TE ol G L < A %A % R 5 (Tormala & Petty, 2002) » i
i ;}5‘~f‘%§“‘§é_i &M £ 5 o FlUt AP bt B A kGRS 5

Egend 4 RIE o
BAPEAFES ARG, AL ARV i 2adeg ) L 7V R p 2

¥om g Bl o B I {UE 9k 2 (Laczniak et al., 2011) o F] 0T e dafd

e £

|
t‘. ~
e
:_{E]i
()
\._m

42



Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998):% & S H T A 4 i P AR e % 0 B cBf T B 4

AR BRSO TR RS |V B 5] P AT R - Tsai and
Ghoshal (1998) e/ 3 AL € T & ¢ & B chip 3 M TRPE O R ALE T B IR K

FERSHEFT A HEGHP FLRRE AR GRS R - ABR I HT
Foepr eSO T hn 2 2 el BT S e R R T
Jeng 3 o Chiuetal. (2006) A 4 gt 23 & A > LRALF A | ik § 5 B0 5 B 1Y
FFEAFEDSHET A -

TG g Ak TRy o ) REEE BT Ao Fd SRR RRE
Heenie g > 28T H B coBf (Rl g oeg 33 0 i@ X)ETH B8 T R DEL S & (Hsiao
& Chiou, 2012; Wasko & Faraj, 2005) -

Bk bt e A m iy b fOAEY MRS M TR B R TR eiE AL A

T o Kt I AR REIH SRR RV UF REEINTR
SRR S B %Lf%i A+ 2 e B (Wasko & Faraj, 2005) » fe 47 & v& F g 4k 35 ¢ ;{gg
3 Bm g 0 E(McAlexander etal., 2002) » gz 27 3 B-5F & L i S fEEREL 0

B 44T £ 3211
%0321 BHFAFERT

FERFAE R g &
L Ao E s | R Chiu et al. (2006) 2
2. AERHFIWFEGEYHEESR T B Hsiao and Chiou (2012)
3. AETEYHFROBBE ISR RS
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7. ApEGTHB AR 0 AL BHHEY VR ER
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% Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) 57 3 @ »dp 14k § T A ainairF & L7 4%
EEME B IR 2 S K AE & T R - Tsai and Ghoshal (1998)3% & # 48 eh
“Eafpd n RS B2 B F LG 2 kap e {SoRRE - 42 R R E A
¢ /& - Chiu et al. (2006)47 &t = A $t & Fe e § o0 RILF P 1 32AR3 975 & f
PR EORR AR R > LR R e DRE R TERRATE AR RO o 050 5 AR

z_ ¢k »Muniz Jr. and O'Guinn (2001)+ % 77 S L3 h ¥y — % 454 )]*{’ﬁ B g en
RSB m Y AT A AR - BEE £ R ¥ Madupu and
Cooley (2010)141* T penk\frid it | §78 SMALE S | 2 B endp 4z & o
Flpt o AFT 3 #-55 & Chiuetal. (2006) 57 % =% # 22 Madupu and Cooley (2010)
e e RAfr@on ) TR Fraomuir T & R P 40T £ 3221

4 322 F AEERNA

FER A 340 R

1 BB > A d | H SR B | Chiuetal (2006)2

ip e R R, Madupu and Cooley

2 g;z%“ ;i\b':’ﬁ,\ﬁ ’3 AP e P 1R & (2010)

3. B LMAFEY o AES I ARl E

oL EeHs LR AR

5. NAviE i BYAAEY X R T AR R B

44



6. N LYAFEY BXRE DS

E R B N S

*‘mﬁ

hifFEALg FAY DM GF AR E4 4 L% Chivetal (2006)47 3 &
% 32F § 2 & v/ Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) st & A Lo 78 1 & AL A #-B
GEADEFEAL L E T ARFEIoRE 2 A B B3GR P - iz Chiuet
al. (2006) i & R 44 AL H enavios 3 & 2L MALE BT T o AT ] R
% Algesheimer et al. (2005)F* 7 ¥ SagAL# Lk g £ > &4 B RF A Ll
Mo afmE > BFE BN 4eoT 4 3231

% 323 MGBTAEFENA

2 L AL
(= Algesheimer et al.
1. ﬁh TR EHEEFOSRE S R AT (2005)#£2 Chiu et al.
2. At ER B g 4t Pl anE L TR (2006)

3. W ALF DR |7 5 R M e

4, WAL FE G R Y A Gk B&‘"K]"ﬂ! X E A

3 RRE

1 Apis At B a7 & Flerenphiz ¢ 0 )

B4

2. %5\#&)» rr'7¥445‘$%\‘ﬁm5§j‘961§%, i\.ﬁ*‘ 2

Rl I N T Azl = OE

3. % EWHHEFRF UM SR AT REF R

iR AR L

4, 5 s AR EAL TR BP R

5. AEARLp L B LAY B R R
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6. SR P B 5B WAL E - T

7. gr—'z #74"[;’;/ viﬂv’»ﬁ-" % FE& ’ ‘ﬂg’%jgﬂ—\”

A pErE - defam 2RV - Ao

8. L fk g pL Ak

T~ AL S

Calder, Malthouse, and Schaedel (2009):%. 5 > FRFFEHA AT S T 7
WAMEE A ) FAESE DL B R DT R 2B
FEE AR - Ak "4 € 52 (Social Engagement) 4 fiFE & R
MESEPRE  ZHBELES §aBH L p P 2 BHEE . AF]
#-4x* Calderetal. (2009)*7% B £ # R FFg A ¥ 4 > AR 40T £ 3.24-1:

# 3241 BHEF L HGERIA

RN 72

1, AF ¥ b BT B LT H Calder et al. (2009)

2. A ¥ Rm EmiEaER > 3 3 LM AmT

.
5. MNE P LMALFT AT L HE A | F R
Tl o

46




ALY RMAFEKELERAFES FRLEREED{IE Ry PR
MIeAFE P R ELFT A THAESYIAEFELDY Bo- AER

(Anderson & Weitz, 1992; Jang et al., 2008) -

i#s2 Anderson and Weitz (1992);2 % K F& 5 Tz B & ZF 5 (DR
FEARTH GOLH QB LR fIF oy G s Q) aig
THRNGw o AR A FE T T ¢ o Jang et al. (2008) R 5 AL R KR
FENTIECFERE CQFEEE Q)R E@BRLA I B)FEAER ¥
“boKimetal. (2008) { #A+FH -KFEE T PAF KELIBRFE > ZF L30T w5
WiFEE  QFEKE QrL#FAR T (DFER

d ** Anderson and Weitz (1992) 554 3 # v B3t B | R § TePME T 0 @
Jang et al. (2008)£2 Kim et al. (2008) %2 /X F &t M AL ¥ crdf 34 e fr g KI5 & B

GF A BB S E LG S A RS T PR o g R

PEFENNT 2 RAFEFEENT  (DFBE QR &2 5 (3 M g
Lo BRI 4T A 3251

% 3.2-4 FWArFERIEGE R IR

FERRE 342 )iJe
1 AF e Bk ae s | iR 4E 2908 % | Anderson and Weitz
2. NE R AR EE A 3 e # O] (1992) ~ Jang et al. (2008)
3. A B WG FRRE £ Kim et al. (2008)
R R S e ik
5. AA TR TR RS Sy G
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BRE AL
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1345 Carroll and Ahuvia (2006) 9% 3 45 1 5 € @ 2
F S AORE QFR KL Q)L & dnmh 5 (AL & hifd  (5) ¢
= 1 o Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)42 45 H #7& D1t 3E BB & F o8 B I - 3R IE
iz Bergkvist and Bech-Larsen (2010):3. 5 &4 € R enfirE X PR B L2 H ¢ &
LG hE P Dl R iR P AR R R R F DA B
¥HO L RHER DTN T EAI EROEE ALY 2R A B RS
AN EEN Y ﬁ%ﬁ*“ AR R b el R B R > #od & ik 45 Carroll and Ahuvia

(2006)% B g £ 24 > FIFARITL SR E R PGFFRERTE > B R AE40T £

3.26-1:
% 325 ZWE REgENA
FENA 542
1. 8- B2EF EH D00 Carroll and Ahuvia (2006)
2. T EWEAER £z Bergkvist and
3. e EWET Bech-Larsen (2010)

S g

Tormala and Petty (2002):2 5 #a it (7 5 chA 24 ¥ 14 2% 324 (Metacognition)
¥ fi B FE T (Attitude Certainty) 7 B > 1995 ¢ 33 38 ch¥ % > B ¢ FupiR S 4

Hp b marcFFas e 2 Rkl s 59 Pritchard et al. (1999).5 36 2
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LR PIRERE BN e AL e B A& RPIE o AR Y K51 % Pritchard et al.

(1999) 7%= 5 » 4 B I r 8 Sk & B i e B R 0 B R 40T 4

3.2.7-1:
# 3.2-6 FHIUHGrE K T
R IR CERd &
1. AN B 7 R e % Pritchard et al. (1999)

2. BT AL S Y I

REM AAEST - BHE LG AL D B

%

ol

4. F R REN LM OGS AT BIEE - |

&

W A R H e S itie G Ol R A e g e o T bR R
A& F AR GO ARENG RS E RS e s
W a2 (Keller, 2001a) = 1245 Keller (2001a)t, 1 » 545 £ w47 1At & w
A RH o Bl FRAE 2 BRI 3 AER 4 FiELy o 0T L
WP AEEE L MRS LY
(=) 75 L

& Keller (2001a)shs-1p £ F 7Y - FR R P LR GFER L EATMRT
= He o ,T*%irf‘ﬁrmﬂ LR T UL LEFLRBITERALBEIF- R T APE R
& § % £ 48 § 2 (Chaudhuri & Holbrook, 2001) - + 4 7 4 * Chaudhuri and
Holbrook (2001)¢7 5 &35 & 4 » §rE S £ 807 3 L3¥tEd - AR 4™ 4

3.28-1:
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* 327f”ﬁrn.. f?‘”

FERA 3R
1 TR M AR RELEERSEY Chaudhuri and Holbrook
2. A G HHEY LM SR B (2001)

i

Keller (2001a)4p &1 i 5 2 2 p & 430 g endl 2o Agd% 7 20 g 7 5 1
(b ARS8 AR S T EY SRR R ElE ettt ) T
HE R AL PRV A F R PR G R MER R TONEE
o S EFREXEE o £ P88 Parketal. (2010): 5 s AR T R A R &
Fehd 4 @ 2 bl 50 0 w2l L hh#T o i RIS
" ¥ 2 (Attachment to brand)” 2 § € i | H ¥ i Senip K o TP N7
HELF g R A NS 75 A NDE R dgik o sed T g R Parketal.
(2010) e f B 4 > R R Y > BRI 40T £ 3282

% 328 HRELFENA

wERE g
1 3% i hg R & i A 454 Park et al. (2010)
2. Mp BBy iy w2 anid (R R AR MALHE
%)

LS - R AR E D f A A

4, P AR RNz 3 BT - B AR E S

(2) > v EALHE
Keller (2001‘3)#] HEVA A IS E g3 E e APt A
At DR AR o & A SRR T Fend_ s $345 Carlson et al.

2008)#2 Drengner etal. (2012)sr%= 5 45 2 > AL F ot FHR chA 4 F B E 2 4
1 A
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13

#% Drengner et al. (2012) & %

g3 b e Fu @A R (PSCB - Psychological Brand Community) % —
7

3

caE

P EI R A o B T RZT O STEAFER R A DI R A I B B

» —T;]z ’"'T”T"%T ﬂ»,g 1‘,“531;%; * - Z_F ﬁ——l—”_%-]‘;}'i‘ irr'c;' 31154

% 3.2-9 wIBAFR GTE KR

B | ool iy o #4T

PRLTE AR R BT B R T 40T 4 32,83

2N

R
1 FALZeBEl NEGEHRNH B REE G 5
e
2. 3B ERFERNG - BEMIE L

Drengner et al. (2012)

(z) fit:ss

1295 Keller (2001a)4p & > ## i S ek )

4éﬂwﬁﬁn&iﬁﬁ%@wwﬁiﬁdoaiﬁﬁ%mﬁ§m¢F@FY

978 4o & 3.2.8-4

% 32-10 LY R R

o ELA ENRT R Y R B i iE B &+ (Bergkvist & Bech-Larsen, 2010) o
Be

ergkvist and Bech-Larsen (2010)£2 Keller (2001b)s%= 3 & % > 3% B

FLERER - 24 -

N

rNEF

I g

g PR

4 < e

AFFoE ARENRY I LN

AF N 2 LA M e

Park et al. (2010) &2

Keller (2001b)
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e
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>
e
¥
N
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=
|
o)
h:Y8
e

CER R 2

I

GONA R A b b A R A AR R R R R ETG SR hs
B2 CUNER A4 A RS T E o AT ARSI E S Y 2 [ A

& FR i o

= RERHL

AEFT ARG AR SAFESS R N A B G
Luxgen ~ Infiniti ~ BMW ~ Audi ~ Nikon ~ Apple ~ SAVRIN 22 A9 > & % 50

AR R R4 3.3.3-1 ¢

2 EATPIR:

Luxegn |ilLuxgen ~ & 4 2. Ro

Infiniti 555 club

BMW E46Fanatics

Audi AUDIRS5 S5A5 & /5 5iz & 3nmizi ¢ (Taiwan)

SAVRIN | SAVRIN # 45 72%

Nikon Nikon Club

Apple MackUknow
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A THAE A0 5

FRII L BRRALTEIG f e B R B4 S P05 R
PITHPR R E R SR B kR S R T E T
Logadniang p g
R b E R P S R EL Sl B SR
R FERF S N R EE LA R

2. REwmE R
BEESHAFIEER LG Fed R A F LR
AT SRS SR R F R TR R E R

1EREENEREE -

g FRA R

- AR

AELEEY § A 08 5 SPSS % 1842 LISRELBS 4 » 14T & A4
T AT R A 45 S R PRt
B A

TER A b R R AR R 1 R R e f 4 R

=
*‘5

- R REA- GREPRIRAE R RDTE CRHLRIG R T

o

B ¥ Cronbach’s o 13 & f¥cik 5 #4735 $ * Cronbach’s o 13 & % #cik
T LY R TR AIEDER o
YA

"R R JAp R ERE G RRIE S BRRIR i 4 AT ORR TR
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1 EEE MR A G 2R - BE R QRPN R
(Content Validity) ~ »= % 4p B »< & (Criterion-Related Validity) & 4 & »< &
(Construct Validity) -

% 1+ %1% 4 15 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis - CFA)

* v TR L] REHFE B R 0 B - Jzaorc A (Convergent
Validity) # 2= #£»< & (Construct Validity) » & * LISREL ##8:& (7 4 171k
”{ o
4 425 55 (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) 4 47

AATREIH IS SRR TR e AR SR P BT B

;% (Maximum Likelihood Method) > i * LISREL #x#8:& {7 4 47
- ~ LISREL 4 #7

4 005" (Linear Structural Relationships, LISREL) > fdp v 5 i Suid
FN R AT R B M 2l S5 0 LISREL o iz 2 B4 % 58 (Latent
Variables) = 2 » Rt R B2 = B %> BERAE G R 2L RFEL L
(Constructs) e LISREL B &5 = » — 51945 % BR&ET 2 BB 2> 22 3 A
2B ¥ A R ﬁrz Gl A4 RvE RE (¥ 2, 2002) Flpt o LISREL ¢
&= @AY 0 R 5% (measurement model) £ 5 4 #0534 (structural model) -

(-) #=E 5t

i

variables) & erff % » LRI 7 B BALEP| R 0~ fLBE T %R0

\F‘b

B3N AP B % % 77 (observed variables) 27 /B %% 77 (latent

(manifest variables) » B2 %7 P& 2 B FZABEEH F > FHERZFIAHA

WED FEH Y BRI R EIERR DR T BRI ALY
BRI hip ik
FREHA Y PLR I T A L ¢ 4 (eX0genous)pL R H I & 2
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(endogenous)BL 2 78 » ¢ A BRI A I X R L o d X FIHATE PR
et %R AL G ¢ 4 Bt %58 (exogenous latent variables) » * & £ 7 5 p
ABRERELLY REAF 4 Yy RAFBRAFLREAL N L EL
% 78 (endogenous latent variables) » * n % 77 o fa it X FIE L2 E I 2 M %
GBAEL Y AX Fm 0 BEP PR FRELAL, ity RAE ¥
2 MG GEAEL I Ay 27 0 B AR B A, BB R N
PR B (S e Os » O Tk H L4 3321 TR H5 & SEM
PR hRER TR A TR TBBRANEREI TR T &
LISREL #5389 5 — 3 #55 -
(=) BHast
FHEN G EFARAEFERA T DT M 5 Y AR T
LRI HL PR R B TS R ARIAH L N AR
AELREEHPN A BRI P Tk it UT A 7 o BN PR
P Ay N2 BRI 2 B AR Pk e L T 4
o AR R BELE By BB B R B0 D)
%;%-%:QEL % 3.3.2-1- .f%%#ﬁi;‘ R AR BT R MR i
Borvppgagds
LISREL $-5¢ + IR S Rl I A
g s
X=A¢+6Cov(d) =65 Y=Ayn+ e Cov(e) =0,
3 A R
¢=Bn+A&+{ Cov()) =@ * Cov(}) = @

# 3.4-1 LISREL # 5L3p

pE | AR T

n mx1 | p 2 (endogenous) i i % 78
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£ nx1 | ¢t 2 (exogenous)E t % 38

| mxl | p AR AL

B mxm | P} 2 BRI 2 RicEd

l" mxn }4%;5 E"%F\'Lt’aﬁ" ; i/,

XN
"
i
=

nxn | & ek e

mxm | {Eh¥ & HcaErL

px1 | LR % IR

gx1 | BB

€ px1l |y € FA

8 gxl | X T E F4

y | pxm |y ®IEEnFIE 2 B ik fced

Ay | gxn | X R38& E RF 2 M GolEEL

Oc | pxp |ez £ BicEd

Os | qxq |8z £ fiE

B
EM=0-E@®)=0-E@Q)=0-5&qanM I-B 323 B o
E(E):O’E(8)2098£8%E§‘n‘<ﬁ‘&§O

R34 SN T SRR 3 SE

p:EZEAY hipHcq BERIE X DBk

(2) fEs45m0
ARG T A RS TR S S T AR
1. += i@ NCI
A AT S AR A R EH R A T Y
¥l R bR AR 2 ERBHRY B A2

~ g+ = @ F]pt Carmines and Mclver(1981) 2 Marsh and Hocevar(1985)
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$2:E 3k NCINCI=2/d.£.5+ > vk 2t d &) 1% 2 peip 45 1R % NCI<3
PFo AT e R AV RS o
2. feif A& 4p #%(GFI : Goodness-of-fit Index)

GFl 277 F FRLRI TR 0% £ ey & o I 150 f3 4 e
> GFlenig 430 & 1 2 & >4 GFI ,4, FiT 1 PF A T BN R iR A
4 @ % & ¥ GFI ¥ + >t 0.9(Joreskog and Sorbom > 1981) e Bagozzi and
Yi(1988):n 5 % 3+ 0.9 iR, F & 43208 TF o GFl 24k 4 #ceh
S EMA R REY EDAREL G B mE AR AT Y
e d 3 GFl eha fem iz {80 FP @iz Fntka-

3. # Fpe it & 4p #R(AGFI © Adjusted Goodness-of-fit)

AGFl 2 GFI 1% 4pk » 2 AGFl ¢ %4 f d B4 > Fpt
TR e pod R 0 AGFL g4 A RN g i LA
0.9(Joreskog and Sorbom - 1981) > iz ¥# GFI #p I > Bagozzi and Yi(1988)
e R EAN08 TV L o

4. SRMR 45 1% :
PR LR REE N e {o 12523 SRMR /| 31 0.05 5 i fe il o
5. RMSEA #; 1%
PHdp R S RO B fe o i eh Z BE ) RMSEA 2 ficid 330 g ) 3t
0.05 % 7 Wi T ¥ 1 ff > 3@ F #0375 T 2483 fe(good fit) ;> 0.05
7] 0.08 2. f¥ B B_ T 7 4 chi fie(fair fit) ;> 0.08 3] 0.10 2. FF R £ T 4 &
it fe(Mediocre fit) ;> =3t 0.10 & 7 7 i fe o
4. 327 T % $2(RMR : Root-Mean-Square Residual)
RMR S5 Rt fl T e 4 » & 278 R A& RMR &
3% -]-** 0.05(Joreskog and Sorbom, 1981) -

5. 4p ¥ pe i & 4p #(CFI © Comparative Fit Index)
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CFl &_Bentler(1990)# ) ch— @ dp 4k » P h7 i3 & NFI(Normed Fit
Index)efisk % > CFI ehiE 4300 821 2 > g % 4 7 WS g e g 4

& 2SR E T s pE o CFl B ¥ & 130090
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ERE 2 SN RS T SRS SRR L

A Sl SN 59 AR T SN

=37

FER TSN

TR Y BGK e

¥

BRI 2 F 3""‘5—*9;-‘3: z |h@%§ié%ﬁ§ o

- &

l)’.:ﬁJs i‘m"k‘ﬁ’lﬁr

R % )

92% > FHAr £k 4.1-1 #71 o

> B Al S
AT EFRpFF L p 2012 £ 3% 205.%2 47 20 p ok o

A

St i o AL > § %

P 250 i > &

PR REIE Y 3

™

% 411 E v kw

£ v

a"FI"ﬁ»A‘:',?jb
%A A0 ¢ § CFA

$w & 5 LISREL BRI N feif B his %> &%

3

w271
wiE 0 T UK wRE Y 0T

2B X 21 1> o ’ﬁ A bb _3‘ f;:..

4 % F S &3
Bfe(de ) 250 21 271
92% 8% 100%

O N T A RCAC Ay

— 0~ ;]:}‘ F"'J

% 41.1-1 &2 B A > A

J‘»{ 57 I]\'—J_'_;‘%. %’ g

*poantR At B o Tw e Bl R AR

’ T‘E'»] i&*iﬂkﬁ;t93% ’ rﬁ——‘b;]ﬁ_\;’ f‘:];,*] 7% o

% 412 BuaE AL T

ME B RAR T SR AR

BB R Y chR gAY

B3 37 vl = #% F AW
g 7 233 93%
L 17 7%
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-~ EE

§ A AL2-1E T 0 R A SS R o E8 A 5T A 3030 R R 0 ik
T 44% > @ 40~49 F R ik 24% > i N SR E S B % 5 5 30 At o @
20~29 e BRI 22% % % 0 § 30 R T AR b H A DS o

1 413 EdLGHE AL

L i )| = B FA W

# 4 20 g v 7 3%
20~29 # 56 22%
30~39 & 111 44%
40~49 # 60 24%
50~59 % 13 506
60 p 14+ 3 1%

§ 2 AL31H7  AIAT] AR H R AL § O BALH T @ 47 %] s 555¢lub -
AUDI RS5 S5 A5 ~ E46Fanatics ~ iLuxgen £2 SAVRIN # 45 72% > £ 7 B & L34k
A 70%r2 ;5 Apisag sl eng Nikon Club > i 7 3 4% & #c 1.2% 5 T "G4 & 0
MacUknow » it 7 S 4% A8 14.4% ; £ 3142 &5 £WmE A0 Rj2E 0 b0
BHEABI24% d P T Aro ot chiE A BB P SNT B AN RS AL o

70% 12 + o
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% 414 i as F

B35 XY = ¥ B A
S8 7R 555 Club 73 29.2%
AUDI RS5 S5 A5 10 4%

&5 B in &R

72 ¢ (Taiwan)

E46Fanatics 28 11.2%
iLuxgen 46 18.4%
42 R 17 6.8%
Nikon Club 3 1.2%
SAVRIN # if 72% 6 2.4%
TWHE A0 T 31 12.4%

’?:'s
MacUknow 36 14.4%

T~ IR

d % 41417 3 FEEiENai B A R (b7 16% 0 2 F HEEiRnaad f ik

T 84% o
% 415530
#7 4 %) =¥ 3 FAW
£ FEEizd g 39 16%
# i 211 84%
i8F

§ £ 41517 deo g AR | E RS P (hhoA ot Bl A F/4 5
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Wik B5% 0 B A 5B ¢ /BN(26%) 0 B = & 5T ot (17%) -

% 416 F e

B 47 % % ¥ A
Yy ®¥ T 4 2%
30 /o 66 26%

L H[L 138 55%

FA3 A 42 17%

- \-&éﬂfli’ A

d % 416-17 &>

SRS el SR %

B> 5 5% % - B AE 7 34% -
e 4.1-7 BAFpRi e #
15 bR S 3 F A
WAFHR R A By 84 34%
L - PEA B 138 55%
S ¥R I 27 11%
H 1 0%
=~

d 441717 v At ARE S oA o I A FRE T F 0 &

<l
‘.:.X;

»
>

I

®ehpETH

(

By

);IJ_: :g‘;u

(# 3) ik 18% -

4 418419 AH

T=ZF(F)PTHFA(F ) 100 24% = B ehE L g Ao ikt 22%

31 47 %] % ¥ A
w18 2P -F A 23.0 9%
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F A 417180 F

L & 5w = ¥ AW
S5 (3)FzE~ 30.0
12%
(% %)
ZH(Z)P I E~ 59.0
24%
(% %)
#18 TE(z)R-8~ 44.0
18%
(% 2)
- g(z)3+ta3~ 38.0
15%
(% %)
Ly A 56.0 22%

N R RROT T g R A

T4 4181 R BT 2 T RS Rk L & RO 2 T 0Rn

2R AR AT AR

2 41-9 & BT T sodcs Bk A

1~5

275 T 3ok L
BT A 3.1091 66853
AR 4.0233 61042
MiGF Ao 3.8320 69042
M AT AR 3.9080 71103
M 5T Ak 3.9400 65375
A AGE 3.9480 64827
M 3.6091 51520
S R 4.0663 78675
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F 4 4181 & BT Tiof Rl L

L 241 T 3ok a4
i 3.6050 82550
M B L R 3.7180 .89031
RN 3.7760 78376
R R AL R 3.6693 77787
R R R S 3.8573 72907
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AF73 $* Cronbach(1951)# 1 2 o fz #f fhdicii s 15 /& 45 1> Nunnally (1978)
T ME R GBa<035 PFR A M B R 035<0<0.7 K& ¢ R a>0.7 BB
R AFELHAEL G RA TR 4211 4R o ik BT A AR S5 X
GBI Y F e AL (4 W] AL T 2 28) 0 & B R HNE R AENE ¥ 0.8
FLT R AT R AR L L RS -

% 42-1 % B~ 454 (n=250)

ARG AR IE B % %8 82 Cronbach’s a
BT *() 6 0.921
s T A 6 0.908
BT A 12 0.920
R AL FE KR 5 0.877
AL 221 (b) 6 0.830
it 4 0.886
e R 7 0.963
s 15 0.944

a. FZ BB EEE 5 7 42 0 Cronbach’s o % > 0.801
%R

B | 4838 5 7 48 0 Cronbach’s o % 3 0.740
Z R

R NR K- e g R R TR M TR B AR o P FoR LA R S
SHER N F i &P 4R chif 2 (SRR AR MR A R R B R B TR
S T2 AR AR R ARR PR K BRI PRG£S A - %
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¥ §(2002)4p dip F TR g MEET R A B BB AT AT S kY o
jzf;@&—tﬁ;#iﬁwrmﬁﬁ%ﬂwvﬁﬁﬁéiﬁrW% ok p IR A

P BiEREE e PR BEAHRT URS EFARE B N FR
%F;LFJ’Jéi’n;:b;%f—‘*‘mﬂ’m ?J*Jc A T B4 ﬁmﬁﬁiﬁi;}mwﬁvz

R FIRAETRERL G AN FAR e
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FZ & HRBEEFRAN

Fl& ~ 4722 5 T % 12 %1% » 47 (Exploratory Factor Analysis > EFA) % 5%

N

BIEFF AT Ao EFA ¥ A S FR R RO S R OBR AT LA

\_\,\

ARTEFT Y R E 2 Y e Tl A B R B AT R A PR
CRARIF S A w7 3 P2 R 3 = 2 > RIZAP F BT F SR AT H
WgwTe g o FIULEFA BECFA B P s 322 R Y A R o I
CFA »47enis % & ¥ i - HRRBEL % L F 2 5 Jek»ci (Convergent
Validity) £ % ##>< & (Discriminate Validity) o

AR EAFHRETHMAGTA 2 TEREg, EFCFAZ AT &
EFERCFA- P A 47 T M 14 TR RSB B A BARE AN LT
T3 ARE e Tk el o B s B A R 125 %
REFE Py TR ER Pl B B AR EREFE AN A
A TEREERYE T mAREE B THESE | ERE A ife B
ABLRE IS SRS -

AR T AT CRAS 17 R Fasf Tl Tlie TR FERLET L&~ BER
B L TRET A TR T A TR GT A TAESE T RRAFERE -
TR TEWER B TEREE - FREAYE R LR

B4.3-1 #r7 o
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Y4 —> ¥
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358 i - e
P JbhE £l
559 50 e TR, = "2
838
560 e S
561 Y61 Feo
. 61 Ay
562 Y62 e i g ¥
363> 8 Fosos
N @] B B T 2 gl R
P ORE AR pAEaRE ME HME NE FAk 1% 4 M
8 7 = § N X & I6, el
0 R Ai RA R

P 3 e

B 4.3-1CFA #
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~ CCFA- A4 BT+

o) rﬁ‘zgff‘,ﬁﬂ\J t"’]‘#\i 'V RT R = B3 1:#5, TiE T3 R o
T e T MESE G 0 {17 CFAZ A FTRERSTE TR AT T il

FELR o K BELRT §FELRAR I WAZLL

HARE A

Bl 432 B AT &2 FAEETE A 155 H

BHCAlE & R R 0 IR dp e £ 43119 ¢

% 43-1 M AT AZ HERELTE AT E R TR R

fieif & dp AT 5
Xt 150.24

NCI=y?/d.f. NCI=150.24/51=2.95
GFI 0.91

AGFI 0.86

RMSEA 0.088

CFI 0.98

4 TELF\:B ‘5‘3}{}? ?J: 18132 = é TF’Y’(CI’OSS-LoadIng)rﬁEE_, ?\ﬁ,&;‘% ﬁ&:&f‘_ , ﬁiﬁj’; i %;
AeRAE 0 RIS g e g e £ 4.3.1-24F 7
%432 MOGF A R RELFIR AT RS (P E AT § 1812)
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feif A& d4p A R
Xt 97.11

NCI=y?/d.f. NCI=97.91/41=2.39
GFl 0.93

AGFI 0.89

RMSEA 0.074

CFl 0.99

#LISREL &

ii ~

(7%

g

&

S

PP B RS AR O 2T ;’gd w3t

o FtE>1.96PF > Aot @ E a5 0.05 kg F-kE ; FtE>258 FF o AT

2_\IE
FRE > AAT LR E AN ORI E T RFE SRR AT

(e A M RS LR R Bk A T ED R F R UtE KT S YT

e Flait 5001 FEEE KB 5 @ tE>3.20 FF 0 ol { 2% 510,001 %k

Boow 243139 VAl GF A

% E Fla % 0.001 AF ¥ k& (T E>3.29) -

% 4.3-3 B %F

=

ZHCFAP 4 BBt IR EM G R E

#CFA $C3] ¥ o RIS R e % icemi

A
IR A5 I t e
14 0.79 NA
15 0.89 15.82***
S
16 0.84 14.82***
17 0.82 14.38***
19 0.78 NA
Ly
20 0.72 8.76***
H % 4313 MUGFT A CRAP A B R L R h @
R H L A tiE
B 21 0.79
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22 0.87 15.65***

23 0.88 15.82%**
24 0.80 13.92%**
25 0.65 10.71***

3 @ *P<0.05 ** p<0.01 *** p<0.001
o TACFA ¢ R BHE M G F Y 3By E KR b 107
AR RS M-S E T E T3 ARE Tk o
Mix R 3T E-KEST I UL 28 nRd 0 o 2431497 > b i enb
s A F R

3434 MGE AEE L yEEE

Tt S HCR M 1% ki tig
MixFAdEE V313=0.74 9.89%**
MEF A>T AAF Va2 3=0.74 9.07%%*
BT A V333=0.98 12,255

21 1 *P<0.05 ** p<0.01 *** p<0.001

Z ~CFACZ g7 F £ 8

dele M AT A R AR M EWE S BCFARCAlE i & B
SR BRI R AWM EH oA T £ 3 5B M RERAFE e

BB R 2 BRI BT e 3 14.3.2-147 7
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649 Y49

a50 Y50 ‘4981
851—> v51 g
852 Y2
82
853 ¥s3 Dy
654 Y4 j'53
855 Y55 2'?482
ss6—>_vse D
57
o8
659 Y59 j'5883
560 i
Ax
Yol 6084
861 12‘184

562 T

X
ASE 84

> TR A BER

gy ) :

W) 43354 £ G2 1FskEa 1% A5 SR

EHCAE 6 Rte T 0 R dp A A 4.3.2-147 7 ¢
% 435 %ML H- BRENTFF A TR R ER R

fieif & 4p 1% AT 5
Xt 510.69

NCI=y?/d.f. NCI=500.93/86=5.94
GFI 0.79

AGFI 0.70

RMSEA 0.141

CFl 0.95

Hh:BAEEOEREE £ r § j7(Cross-Loading) s » -4 K,!rt 155

Mjﬂﬂwﬁ&iﬁ%ﬁﬁ’Mﬁgﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ:

% 436 S LB AREE T At RFER T

(P14 4277 51.52.55.59)
Aeif A dp 1 PR RS
Xt 70.03

72



NCI=y2/d.f. NCI=70.03/31=2.26
GFlI 0.95

AGFI 0.91

RMSEA 0.070

CFI 0.99

d % 43237 frh 5 g CRA A1 ¢ AT 1 8 oM & % Boen 4
o @5 0.001 8 ¥ K (t £>3.29)

2437 BWREB PP A B LRES RN B E

BgR A5 D tiE
R 49 0.95 NA
50 0.94 22.34%%*
R 53 0.92 NA
54 0.90 17.70%**
S T8 AE 3 R 56 0.75 NA
57 0.84 13.48%**
58 0.89 14.03%**
sy 60 0.83 NA
61 0.87 16.17%**
62 0.78 14.04%%*
:r 1 *P<0.05 ** p<0.01 *** p<0.001
AR g FCRA H0A1° > - B ARE T SRR B R

TEARYE o THERE,  Temitsd, o~ TRESE ) M BEFET
Pl T G kA U B|EF0 d 4 4.32-4 ¢ F @A kb Gent &% %3 3.20 &

denl hE YR o
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# 438 ZM LR EL yEEtLE

G ool e Ry tie

M EEDE LR ¥218=0.71 11.64%**
S 2 DR V2 §=0.77 12.26%**
SRR D AL ¥238=0.72 9.84%**
M E B R S Y24 5=0.97 14.27%**

e
|

=~ EREHCT) CFA fieif B A 4

: ¥P<0.05 ** p<0.01 *** p<0.001

ool ERERAMMILY A B P CRFA AR & B RS Gk

P R AR LB A BT 0 AL W AR R Y

A e RA

iF* LISREL # = %072 & 7 CFA # 3] & 3 fe i 4p thdo# 4.3.3-1 #777 ©

4 439 HEALFIF A il B A

feif A& 4p ¥ A g
X E 2672.56

NCI=y?/d.f. NCI=2672.56/751=3.56
GFI 0.66

AGFI 061

RMSEA 0.090

CFI 0.96

SiE sk & BAIT A% B B &2 1 f 7 (Cross-Loading) &2 4p -k 7

ESECE iféi’;‘#»’U*‘J“,ﬁi%{ii1~2~3~28\29~30‘32‘36\37\44~48‘Ii‘Fp“iE’

PU B 5 2 9T il R 4p Hhdr & 4332 97 ¢
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% 4.3-10 HFE T F1FE A 47 e R EAp k(] pr 7 1)

fieif & 4p R AECRS N

xS 1116.52

NCI=yx?/d.f. NCI=1116.52/406=2.73
GFI 0.78

AGFI 0.73

RMSEA 0.084

CFI 0.97

# 4.3.3-2 Bt > NCI E<3 £ 7 f# feif B ¥ &% > GFl & AGFIl @& &
¥ Bagozziand Yi (1988)#% J12 £ > - X 2 <3008 4 v & X o e § ¥ F I AR

AR R R S > vV X -RMSEA 8<0.10 £ 7 #5852 T H g pe o CFl B

B30 0.9 F BB it 2

 ~ R CFA T atse B 82 % R0 R A 17

PHREHRRN LBEARTE TRt RR R PRRAEEL L EE L BEo%kE
BFE AT BB L Bt Ehod 434-1 277 o d B REEE Lt BT
22 001 2 E KRB > VHEAFELR S LBELART L 3 ek AR S

SRR TR T A LR LR
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#4311 & FIAHG REC AL LE

R g 5 wEL | tE | B® 5 HEL | tE
¥ A ¥ A
4 0.91 18.55 33 0.87 16.83
B A
5 0.96 20.21 34 0.81 15.18
A B
6 0.89 17.75 35 0.86 16.61
7 0.80 14.96 38 0.88 17.73
8 0.82 15.63 39 0.94 19.87
AT 9 0.73 12.96 40 0.95 19.97
? * 10 0.85 16.55 41 0.93 19.39
&
11 0.84 16.18 ) 42 0.89 18.01
s R/
12 0.73 13.13 43 0.87 17.46
(=3 0.68 12.00
(13.14.
15.16)
3B 0.60 10.19 45 0.92 18.61
M %
(18.19.
RS
20)
E3e 0.97 19.77 L 46 0.90 18.15
(21.22.
23.24.
25)
47 0.84 16.01
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A 4341 R E e REC AR LE

VR By | wEFEC | LE | B E wEL | tE
g A 3 A
26 0.88 16.89 75 L% 082 15.48
(49.50)
27 0.83 15.44 FR & 070 12.41
AL
(53.54)
58 by
31 0.76 13.55 SIAEE | 0.63 10.80
£+
I
(56.57.58)
s 081 15.21
(60.61.62)

L BEIFIRARG - MR APM S L A B BT

% 4342 FINBELRAFEE OB FHFE HBL Eop5 L BFLERA

Fefp b > ¥Rt £353<001 BF-RE > AL BFEN0; QE7THR%HF X

EIETFE E 3 ®FErk 0 Joreskog and Sorbom(1981)#% It 1 * ¢£1.96 1 1% 24 5

FRARG AR REL BNNE TR ET  FRIERFFY 2 7 L AT

PH-fe TV RFRFRAFORIMG RFHRY - Bl o
S EFR B g Gl R R F A v R L g &
HBAph il 5 0.89 0 R 0.02° SiE " Fie Tf > 175 AdE B 82 °h
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WALy v &
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FHE | R
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* i
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Ea
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A | R
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* it
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Ea
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BRE | R
039 [076 |1
*~ ito
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Ea
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A | RE
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0.05 |0.05 |0.03
Ea
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F A 4342 HEILPE EEFELE
L3 IS R Rt et B LT R et
Fh | Fd | F4 |38 [ (¥ |2 * 8
AL | R
034 [081 |0.87 |0.74
HAE | d
3
006 [0.03 |0.03 |0.04
Ea
tie |549 |2812 |3348 |19.19
e | R
011 |044 |040 |0.25 |051
® ¢
13
007 [0.06 |0.06 |0.06 |[0.05
Ea
tie |163 |792 |7.15 |385 |9.87
I | R
017 [032 {034 |019 |040 |0.77
ito
e
007 [006 |0.06 |0.07 |[0.06 |0.03
Ea
tie |259 |519 |551 |285 |665 |27.49
s | R
017 |049 |050 |037 [058 |0.85 |0.89 |1
4 e
=
007 [006 |0.06 |0.06 |[005 |0.03 |0.02
Ea
tie |248 |878 |897 |578 |11.00 |33.61 |38.69
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L Y 44 | AF kBT EY
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S8 BRSNS

SEM & &4 = f25° (structural equations) % 7 B & % 38 2 ¥ eiabf % 01 2
% 7% (latent variables) 22 H g% % 38 (manifested variables)2. [ e % o ¥ & 345
AR TF L RO G TP % 0T 2 A HMEF A4 A7V A
LB BREFER LN F o B ER IR T REZF M 3 T

Bt R R AR R R 2 Y LA A L Bk

I
o

BE B NFEFE M
BAHS AT E B AN A R IE A T S A F A 2 LR TR (model
fitness) » & & F1% HE5S ¢ 0 45 05 & TR B A2 i RS R S ERIET R -
BB AT A HG R R AT 2 AT B R 0T A e
BrREE DD ORREFRF RS AR LE AT AR IR
PG FELAT Y B L R O ok LT F O E ok v o) o AT SEM

BB RRREELRINE: B YR L ELRIEMN B4R 44-1 977 ¢
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~ ~ SEM feif B A 14

iE* LISREL8.S Wik b 02 i 7 SEM i 3| & 3 fe i dp thdr & 4.4.1-1

S
% 44-1SEM %14 A 47 fe il & =84 1%
feif & 4p A%
Xt e 1234.37
NCl=y2/d.f. NC1=1234.37/421=2.93
GFI 0.76
AGFI 0.71
RMSEA 0.088
CFI 0.97

dr# 44.1-1 %71 » NCI<3 £ it fieif & &7 &< oo [ > GFI & AGFI
B2 fR A i 3] Bagozziand Yi(1988)#r# &1 3 # F & < 2+ 0.8 chifk i > & £ Y E A7
LT O~ il 1Y OB S {e Al G A 2 0 GFIL & AGFI 2 0.76 - 0.71 v 7

MEE o R Bt s e £ & RMSEA %41 0.088 » £ A&7 & iR o CFI

EA 0.9 AR MBS A TR A AR L -
BN S S PN T

LEERFOMEREST BN, EE, HRZt E4cd 442-1 2
%4422 7 0 Ft BB HE X196 o o7 et Al i 0.05 GEEE
Rt BB E A 258 B A7 Bt 4l 2 0.01 hEEFORE S £t
BenZEE XA 329 > 47 B3t 28k i 0.001 kg FoRE o £ 442-1 % £

4422 B 91F A8 Ay 2 3 B0 B F KIE o
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%442 BEMLEELE

B®R HE | EELL| tE

4 091 | 1853
FHT A
5 0.96 | 20.15
$1
6 089 | 17.78

30443 EECAEHE

BeRd | BWRE (RECLLE | BARR 725 FECLLE
7 0.80 NA | 54 33 0.87 NA
8 0.82 14.67 K% 34 0.81 16.07
PRATE A 9 0.72 12.43 un 35 0.86 17.65
M1 10 0.86 15.50 38 0.88 NA
11 0.85 15.23 39 0.94 24.04
12 0.73 12.59 40 0.94 24.22
= 0.69 NA 41 0.93 23.26
(13~16) R
3 AaR 0.59 8.86 Ne 42 0.89 21.10
M F A~ .
N2
(18~20)
B 0.94 13.24 43 0.88 20.26
(21~24)
26 0.88 NA
A 45 0.91 NA
27 0.82 1556 | #4nft
b 31 0.75 13.80 s 46 0.91 22.31
47 0.84 18.69
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X 241 5. (HFECLLE

7ok 0.85 NA

(49.50)

HR 0.69 12.32

S E | (53.54)

1 ik R 059 | 9.94

(56.57.58)

Hiesa 0.80 |15.16

(60.61.62)

PABLRTEP 2 FARTTL AN GIRAT 3 BAgTEp 2

FhREE2ZFER uyd T o 27 SEM H#50¢ BEA BB BT F) % B

GAatrasd 10PN 2 BARAT TR BER > fe3 i 2 FARFEN 2 H
LRI TR B 0 & TR BR B R dod 4423 2 4 4424 fiq

3444 EEMBEELE

oA B HELBE [t e g%
BiMD>EmEE B 0.61 8.96%** R E
S KD EMEE B 0.38 5.92%** R E
S AL KR DR By 0.41 6.20%** B E
M AL KD F 0 E H By 0.23 4 55%** By
P DM E B Bes 0.68 12.04%%* BE
AL R D RMALEOKE By 0.06 0.67 *EF
B2 A DM AL KE By 0.60 4.65%** ¥
WATE AD HMALE KE By 0.32 4,18%** R E
B F ADRE £ By, 0.82 10.65*** hx
WAFADHMGT A By 0.71 9.43%** R E
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# ¢ *P<0.05 ** p<0.01 *** p<0.001
#442-38 7 0 AT RBEHRILGTEPN 2 B YA A2 F €352 100F
FlER Mo a2 1AL RR o AP 0 P RRHA D AR R g T e

FEPAFRFE P ERIMES S TR EF2 ¢ HABR F % B2 tE ¥

=5

i

=
&
#

TF AR AL o P HARN BB tE Y X 303.29 0 & F MY £ 10.00150-K

B A EECPERE TP A AR WP Y AT BR- Ko RRL

%445 BETyEELE

oA B A RECBE |t FEECES
BRFTAOMGT A 0.25 vy 5.20%** BF
BT AT A 0.25 yi; 3.73%** BE
BT A EBMALFEAE | 004 vy, -0.98*** *RF

x 1 *P<0.05 ** p<0.01 *** p<0.001

% 4.42-4 om0 AT RBEGAG - BA2EFLRA THRT A, 82
QA ;354 t=pi] I’FMJT.?\%J I’ﬁ,’g ,4ﬂ<7]\J =) r S0 A 2E ’*FPF'&J R % TaE
ZRBAMAY BER > = B BREERER “f Hilc *t #2:% 0.001 2 & ¥
RS AREE BRI A AR P A BRI RE AP BR - R

RIRD e B 0o AT AR S S A4oB 4.4.2-1 2 B 44.2-2 #rF
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% 446 BRETEEREL

B [ B3 5%
Hla BRTAE D e B ERAT A Y11 =0.25%** &=
H1b BRTAED v BEM BT A Y21 =0.25%** &=
Hlc ..%f;:-_"p“} g BB AE K Y41 =-0.04 3 A
H2a WAOTAE I BEM BT A P21 =0.75%** St
H2b | afrf & g1 v B ESWAFKE | B,y =0.32%** S
H3a B A ¢ 8w B AR K Bar =0.60%** St
H3b RN NS A PR W B3, =0.82%** *
H4 A S T e BN A K Bas =0.06 Fo
H5a AR REE T e B EEME R | B, =0.22%%* &
H5b ALK € o B AL Bsq =0.41%%* S
H6 I g e BTN TR Pes =0.68*** &+
H7 Bt e e BEZME B7s =0.61%** S
H8 EHEREL v BB E B =0.38%** &
rl*A ot B 0.05 2 R EALE YL 1 iE 001 2 A E KR YRL giE T

0.001 2 & ¥ -k %

2. y&B#iE Y 5 RE L diciE
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BN S L F UL S Y F TR Y

A

44431 B AALE T A LR HALHE

0.001 e187 F -k o snde 7 k21 B 5 F A % S ALK

=3

GRS i

W T 2 Sk T

06141+ o

Z 44T AR T ASALE N B H il vtk
EET BHT B LN
ER-2 5 $1 L/ N2
S EE | Hec%k | 0.15(0.04)*** | 0.35(0.05)*** 0.29(0.06)***
n7 E ARk \ \ \
2% | 0.15(0.04)*** |  0.35(0.05)*** 0.29(0.06)***
Rt o el Borcsk | 0.13(0.03)*** | 0.32(0.06)*** 0.27(0.06)***
ns Bk \ \ \
B erc% | 0.13(0.03)*** | 0.32(0.06)*** 0.27(0.06)***
S EE | Bet%x | 0.16(0.04)*** | 0.40(0.06)*** 0.33(0.06)***
Ne ok \ \ \
2% | 0.16(0.04)*** |  0.40(0.06)*** 0.33(0.06)***
AR | Bn%k | 0.32(0.07)*** | 0.78(0.07)*** 0.65(0.10)***
o Pk -0.04(0.05) 0.32(0.08)*** 0.60(0.13)***
N4 B #rc % | 0.37(0.07)*** 0.46(0.07) 0.05(0.07)
AF S | ¥tk | 0.36(0.06)*** | 0.58(0.06)*** 0.82(0.08)***
13 Pk \ \ 0.82(0.08)***
R 2% | 0.36(0.06)*** |  0.58(0.06)*** \
ELFA Tt B 0.05 2 B E R YL iE 0.01 2 B E K AL TR

0.001 2 & ¥ -k %
2. AP 2 B 5 iREE
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K 44.3-¥F

$5 5 5 G B

ORI R T ARRE S b g s &

OREE o PR E AR O g X g e

MR-

ALK

2% & £ 0.87;

EE R SRAAEAGEMY B R 2 ok P 5 0302 o
F 448 5o RS AR T Motk
Fid M ER AL ALFH R 8
s N6 K% n3
Na
s |4tk [0.87(0.06)***|0.38(0.06)***[0.45(0.06)***|0.03(0.04)***
17 ? #2% % [0.61(0.07)***|0.38(0.06)*** \ \
¥ 272 % |0.26(0.05)*** \ 0.45(0.06)***(0.03(0.04)***
P |[fonk \ \ 0.41(0.07)***|0.02(0.04)***
s Tk \ \ 0.41(0.07)*** \
B ern % \ \ \ 0.02(0.04)***
s H |#ec% [0.68(0.06)*** \ 0.51(0.06)***(0.03(0.04)***
N6 ? #%% [0.68(0.06)*** \ 0.23(0.05)*** \
ESS e S \ \ 0.28(0.05)***(0.03(0.04)***
AL R [ % \ \ \ 0.06(0.09)***
N4 Tk \ \ \ 0.06(0.09)***
ESS e \ \ \ \
Y B R \ \ \ \
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0.32%**

[FRES =S

0.25%**

0.60%%*
ALBE S0
0.25%*% UK

0.06***
v

20.04 /-
db hf A BE AR

Ng

HHE A
S1

0.23%**

0.68%**

MR 0.61%%

0.38*#%*

i l*A At Bid 0.05 2 AEORE  *%A 7 iE 001 2 BEORIE  FRNL 5 aE T
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LR SRR

AR R LSRR 0 02 iLuxgen ~ o AF#E 2. R 555club ~ E46Fanatics

AUDIRS5S5A5 &/, 5 5L iE # 32w ¢ (Taiwan) ~ MacUknow ~ Nikon Club -

SAVRIN g joefrf %l A0 702 % O B S MALH & 6 78 L ALHALE 7
AR RATE M BT A L o 5 AR K R S

§ F RGBS T ML R R R I SR AE LT

e URIE AR AT 2 iR e

$- & P58

AET A RS T#fia\ 7RO % % 0 A & &3 Nahapiet and Ghoshal
(1998) #74% ) etk § 28t Keller (2001a)4% &) i HiE s A#H D HE
MY AL —H{&O/EH EEFRT A X BINAS LW EAE T AP IR
&AL R R ECKES FTE R  RA  SR S B oS g ehT

B 53 o
— NALE T AP 28R

Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998)45 d1AL § 7 & i3 &t % - BALF 2 7 U 3

A SFMATRG o F 5 B AT P BT LS ES R RSE R S| R

PR E TR E S EA TR B ARERT U (R oD g

B enp R ie o

A7 3 1345 Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) 97 3 il 4p 01 A F A3 Y AL € T 4

PRI
=

Ghoshal (1998)F= 1 # e8> h S Ar3d e L4 ¢ B

** Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) %= 3 4 % 5 = & p R 5

EEE S LN

ARG A DRETAEIRTT AL EHF I B EM BF & > w2 Tsaiand

HMERFRAT S - RAL
Fobp Mg Bkt

2 TRERRE 0 BB P Y EROME S PR &
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Rend BT L AsRAvg Y dET B - RE R At RMALHZ A RES R
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