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The Effect of Customer Participation on Word of Mouth
— The Moderating Effect of Gender

Student: Hsiao-Chun Lin Advisor: Prof. Chien-Heng Chou

Chinese Culture University

ABSTRACT

In the era of service marketing, word of mouth has becoming one
of the key success factors of the competitive advantages of firms.
Therefore, it 1s necessary to increase the intention of customers’
word of mouth.

One of the purposes_of this study.is to investigate the effect of
customer participation on word of mouth. Customer participation
1s a new marketing paradigm that has been widely accepted by mar-
keting scholars and practitioners.

The second purpose of this studyis to'investigate the moderating
effect of gender on the aforesaid relationship.

This study distributed structured questionnaires to the customers
of food and beverage firms. 600 questionnaires were distributed, 500
valid questionnaires were returned.

The research results show that customer participation is posi-
tively related to word of mouth. The strength of the aforesaid rela-
tionship is stronger in female respondents than in male respondents.

All of the research results support our hypotheses. Theoretical
and practical implications are discussed.

Keywords: Customer Participation , Word of Mouth , Gender
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1911) ; Cardozo (1965)i% s RE £ i & & e = » € W S fg 2 chE
MR 75 o

Pl HAEZBE R T A RAZIRTHETRE S B
R RRATE KGR G R R R AP R 'ﬂﬁ =y dﬁi@z‘ér‘%v‘ » A7 iE
e 8 ) 2w ) ¥ s MRS e B AR S R R
s B E %&Emﬂp B ﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁzﬁg*ﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁé
éwaw’:%géi~ﬁw$ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ&’ﬁdﬁﬁﬁﬁi
TR ERF R TYRBNELHSIERICEASLEEL
(Oliver, 1980); i 7 i TALR #-¢ L MR L2 v A 1575
(Oliver 1980 ; Bearden and Teel, 1983 ; Richins, 1983 ; Maxham and
Netemeyer, 2002 ; Ranaweera and Prabhu, 2003) -

1~ BEE SRR TR
TR LSRR TS P RE F NS f31E e Oliver (1981)
#F]“'ﬁ't)i“‘ R Berch (7 g %’v—]ﬂg % — XA ey B F
PR ERAH O 2 BRI R Sk OE L E T ADEE E A Fornell
awmﬁmmﬁ&mﬁvgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’/%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ

-14-



.Tf“lt*ﬂ?lwk“@’ Flt o R H T R RAEIRIASRE 0 2

A KIS . U Yeung (2002):}F1 o BEE R E T AR
#ﬁ%éﬁ””ﬁﬁi{m— e > I BT A %@A§¢PR§$f57&ﬁﬂ
4% ; Ranaweera (2003):% 5 A £ R & @ ALt AL 5 H - 7 £ HAp
T {75 mztkj\ F1% ; Kolter (2003)+ 4 i & & 5 — B £ 7 L T4 ‘J

@

Pt 2 ZARR R A R¥A i (B gk )aef & B A HA ol
= .

CREE BRI R T M B

3z§ﬁ WAL RARE D 6 oM~ LR A2 B cnbl i
(Spreng, Harrell and Mackoy, 1995 ; Wirtz and Mattila, 2004) > # %8 &
oW R A ALRE RO T 20 A B

(D)F 7 &2 JRAr 2 FAZE ) F Tl oo » 35 ¢ et i 7 4
Beig H BRI B SRA TR B A TG T UIRIEE G B0 BRE

= jﬁ €A Ao 2 3 P TSR E BATOL 6 S
& (Maxham and Netemeyer, 2002) »

)% B A IRIFL A doif | F ot F e T Vi HA
ERTI TR STy O géi§%%4mﬁé’d?ﬁﬁuﬁ
BUA TR ME B 5% (Anderson, 1998 ; Sweeney, Soutar and
Mazzarol, 2005) °

UGBTI Y P X D # S 9L p (Matos and Rossi,
2008) > @ F F B RAET R G BB 5 v AL AT MY B
5L er(Zeelenberg and Pieters, 2004 ; Sweeney, Soutar and Mazzarol,
2005 ; Chevalier and Mfayzlin, 2006 ; Mazzarol, Sweeney and Soutar,
2007 ; Duan and Whinston, 2008)- 4= Oliver (1997)4= Anderson (1998)
T A2 ﬁﬂz‘?—t’df\iﬁ—lﬁ A LR A MR AT FATT
A U (R BRBLTW R Fy ARE R A M
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w5 (Swan and Oliver, 1989 ; Brown, Barry , Dacin and
Gunst, 2005 ; Soderlund, 2006 ; Wangenheim and Bayon, 2007) ; * 2
AT Ao ORI TR B MR R R 0 ek BRI B R A
2 7 g i) § 4 (Matos and Rossi, 2008) » H 5] et 4 F e
FHE A GRS Epgdeli® ® f 5 4 (Sweeney, Soutar and
Mazzarol, 2005 ; Bonifield and Cole, 2007) > F]m » i F i * f 5 v &
P RFEBRE GO T ATRIERCE T AK T F TR
% (Sundaram, Mitra and Webster, 1998 ; Sweeney , Soutar and Maz-
zarol, 2005 ; Wetzer, Zeelenberg ang Pieters , 2007) °

Flet o g E 50 R Lok DT Mty o SRR B iﬂ"%“’iﬁ?%,‘%)i ’
ﬂagfwmﬁﬁﬁﬁ B RE T2 Ry f e BT ( Matos
and Rossi, 2008) °

P*%m’ﬁﬁiﬁﬁéiﬁﬁﬁmﬂ% K BT EL LA
MY NRBO R T 2 R R E G B R4 M I (Westbrook,
1980 ; Francken, 1993) ¥ ¢k > Jones and Sasser (1995)R133 5 kR £ %
LF R E LML AN (BAT - ) R g o
)R TR R L(SRRE TR NEREER)

B —"“F A SRR TR I BLFE g5l2f 2

NF L~ f e M BREO] §#a ) F i hE 5 (Singh ,

1988 ; Maute and Forrester, 1993) > #7112 » & & & = 5 i} —‘ﬁ;f—% ¥
REASGERBEFTO-AEL4p% 3RLTHEEL ] L PEL

PERFEY I & v M {7 5 (Maxham and Netemeyer, 2002) o

d kT R LBLAT LHEBLET BER
Fosv g ko HEIFREZLY S F & (Cronin and
Taylor, 1992 ; Jones and Sasser, 1995) -

(C)BRELBR
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Dowling and Uncles (1997 ) 327 » £ ¥t 3R
ﬂw“%ﬁff%»ﬁkh%ﬁﬁJQﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁi A oﬂ%’f“-ﬁ
LERPREE 2 7 MR ‘riéﬁ “T% - F 7= & (Anderson
and Fornel, 2000) » » z_ > ;&.‘?/éﬁ LI %ﬁﬁ tELL 97 TEE
i@%ﬁ%ﬁwﬁﬂé’%&iﬁPuﬂﬁﬁﬁzﬁwdxuﬂiawa
> #7AE % (Gruber, 1998 ) - Kotler, Ang, Leong and Tan (1996)4p 1+

ATREE TR - e A ‘3’“—'5?‘—: BE % 0T '%""5"%‘3?
T2 LR AREE L IRY i’PF»z?z*ﬁT#—‘ﬁ’ RIS JI‘ AP &
TR T A KB TR a3 0 H(Oliver, 1999) -

Raphel and Raphel (1995) x5 # Fr e, 2542 & - MAE L & 51 B
P f(drd 2-1 #777) » #4p o) ‘i%iﬁ$i+ LIS TWEE o Y
g H GRS BN S
A ’%ﬁd Rz A R R ER R

(8,2}
‘4\¢
TM

‘?"}

'-'\

2,

xgg

b

w*<

AT SR R
TR LLHE

4

\a -E
\\\?{r
<l

W

BEE R P B

7 Bp £ Prospect R AR T ek

M-F~ 4 shopper PR - b enA

RE % customer L EMY R R SenA

¥ % client T o AL ER TR P4

= 4 advocate NN AT LERFREF S DA

1~ BEE PR T

Griffin (1997)** g & & 3 R PR (7 5 ehbl (AT = fhd o e
PREAEEIET C(DEFVEEHMY cQABBE S TR ENLEIEA
R JRIE R P o Q2 v B o (DHE B R iR EE G AR -

OM@O%%?W%# ﬁ&aﬁﬂd%ﬁﬁ%iﬁm@WEW

ek KPR & ¥ LR LA T AR RGE s @S A
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LIEB R Em A4 # T 5  Oliver %

K F R (RE) 217 5 (LR 2 FuEd
fa r‘%ﬁ'ﬂ;};%) ';51@‘*#\5@ s B TR ;}Jﬂ‘rz‘f"’ r‘].% sy f”ﬂff':uvﬁ&’
B2 Oliver 1% 7 BALFHIRG > P LR~ N s o
2 A - A - % Bl(belief-attitude-conation ) 2_ e F£4 > T F 4¢

»EEm TR BLBR T A S fAIFE > AitdheT D (1)l
#(cognitive loyalty) * ' § F 2B B2 F A{IZTET > RET&
W R EH o (QFR & iF(affective loyalty) t i R F 3R
ZAMEN > AARFR CEM BEFEER T ngiuﬁﬂ?wh'ﬂﬁ%?ﬁé

FHALAL T B RR S A f SR L R

FRf o PRGN R FALE ) F AR Mg s R - (3)
7 % X B & P (conative loyalty) & i & FANHEHEMG I anEiy e

o2
%&’a§4€@&$1@ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁz&&m@~ ;
Blend AR 5 i3 2 &P‘f’ AR HHAF T ﬁ'ﬂ"ﬁ £ M
T — g R RS ﬁv s (4)47 # 2 %(action loyalty ) :
W E "ﬁ“ﬁfé#‘?éi VR G Ga Z] g Eﬁ‘—f&,\/fé v e R A M
A a%%%ﬁﬁé’ﬁﬁf&~uﬁ§’m$dpFL%K
JREER P Pl 2 € FIa 3 A A AT R EE 2 Bikis
20 REME AR
Chaudhuri and Holbrook (2001) %P Oliver 32 3-8 35 & chd_
EF AL AR ERELPREFTELBEE BALFLEY
FPECRmES 7V P SRR ER TR LBELEN
FPEFEME G20 > "W R EL AT AP SW DDA -
T H L SER ¥ _#&2_*t > Jacoby and Olson (1970)# ! 7
SRS R L 0 B R PPAR R RIT TR LA
PP ADEFLF R M FRF REEFR s ad XD - B
ARECAT R - BA- B R RS o AR - f

(m\&
\q
1
AN
/‘—
3
.ﬁ»\

g\ﬂi



(AR~ 3% ) $#&% K3 (commitment) PR fiz o | o
M eRHERLAROT R FR BEL

PRSI AR R F AR PR v o] - RRR
4 > ELrMEi‘E 7 e X 2LE 0 & P auno

2. /- B benglg g A R AR E R E GBS
o L2 RFETBEF FOTRE TR 2 353‘%;

2B ET LERDE SR RS o A B WA ]
¢ 19§ & 4345 Jacoby and Olson (1970)e7 % & iF 4 &4 & 3% & 0
P4 2E ;é (Jocoby and Kyner, 1973 ; Jacoby and Chestnut, 1978 ;
Bloemer and Kasper, 1995) - H# ¢ » Jacoby and Chestnut (1978):& -
dp MR TR ITAAEE LR ﬁ?ﬁfﬁﬁvﬁ*%ﬁﬁ A A
¥ FIA ~ BB PR DA A TA S R (75 o

% Jacoby and Olson (1971) ##= 5 35 @ M LB R Bi%e 12
e BHG C- TR R R S SR R BR = E R
MALBR o w s - BB AE o

2~ LBRHT AR
BARIIHEENT AR AR LMY L TR LR
(Ganesh, Arnold and Reynolds, 2000 ; Chiou, Droge and Hanvanich,
2002) ; ~ )I}KF;U, PR ﬂq\-@ gi}g@wj/\ﬁﬁ% ke B
B PRARE * i e (Zeithaml, 1981) 5 20 & % e 7 ﬂ {7
G )T‘ L H 2o dr— 3R %4 (Wangenhiem, 2005) & ﬁé Fe T B &
2% 5%~ M GGUR)Ha FiF L p Ak a4 (Sundaram , Mitra
and Webster, 1998 ; Brown, Barry, Dacin and Gunst, 2005)i&— # % 4%
R o
5 g 'ﬁ e 0 BEE LA
T 5 BE %

BEE RSk £ ¥ ik
‘izﬂ' ~ T"@IQ%Z‘ %‘3—# 43?‘]-4_/];

¥ L3 F 5 i E 5% (Rust,



Zahorik and Keiningham, 1995 ; Zeithaml, Berry and Parasurman,
1996) - 57 & P Faw o R O BR EH T M BIHIAT AT D
#2584 ( Matos and Rossi, 2008) -

()~ PRAF&F

SHCE KA A A SR IR FARBEL- BA R
@ 7 & 4 %8 (Lovelock, 1981 ; Berry, 1983) -

Bitner (1990):% & JRA* S H AR Z H3 0 IRAF 2 12 0 £ F L R
PLE cnfE B8 AL & - 4ol > Reichheld and Sasser (1990)4&:#4:% 5% » PR
TR HEREEHIRB D Y o BR X mfr%‘j(Percelved)Fv

2 ¥ ehE pEo pp,j;awfgr:; AR ISR Ao 3 PRI 2 AR R

1~ PRI & s

Parasuraman , Zeithaml and Berry (1985) Z_& PRA% 55 » 2 7
"F'T ¥OTHp F PR8I e, PR AR AR RS ko ok BE R E
B IR > B R AL T2 BFAKD

‘}n!’ %ﬁ%%x;&m’f— %o TE & /ﬂ *;H'Pl?»ﬁ% x| S R ads
¥ en X fE(Matos and Rossi, 2008) -

b TR R RS L RSF o S AR IR TR
JRA®PEP F B BIRGE2 B enL B JRIFSF R P ¢ £ P4 IR
XL B 2 b Bha g AR 2""‘3(Holbr00k and Kim, 1985) -

Wakefield (2001)3;2 5 * AEE S ¥ Ry E B F I & FTELZ T
1 AR R AR &“ﬂm;}wfﬁ*ma |87 > PRI 5 4y 0 EU% SRR
Z eng KAcdp ¥ 42 & (Andrew, 2002) > Bf £ 7o f Bl g B 0 AL
W EE - TR v E - BRSO BB R

Mieipd  # EPFFOELT NERRBEFnof

-—\

/

\ﬁ_

‘m\t
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(Parasuraman, Valarie and Leonard, 1985) -

PRARSE G - i %~ SR ICTPEL 0 PR F M S
SR RARAE Ry A s BF - mE R F 4 Mitra (1993)
e TR 28T A ST ae 8 (DR | ihf7 5 %
f& /& (Behavior and Attitude ) : d ) & —‘F'i‘ HNPRIAA B B2 B R
AR IHR AR ERES FRILR EHRAS T FFL
WE P ECE o FIRBA B NFEE GR 7V NEIAIRIESHT
s €8 aFtz - o (Q)R5+7 & £ }4(Service Nonconforming ) :
LV O ) 80 - U —‘ﬁi FRF EALNIRIEDR E SR
BARehfi o LR RE R S S A o (B)T R L d At 3R
b PR IE AR 2 Y T RTIUELTE R 59 PR R AR PR R IR PRAY 0 R
Lif § F RIS LR BB L LR G DR K T
L S VAR S AN L
BEFF RG-S RPN EORAARR o

FIRAE d 5 0\ PRAR S E R i PR AR R PiE AR e 1T
oM P W €82 SRR RGP 1R S IRIFEY PP iz o
PZB (1985)# i PRix & F e 21 BHpd ((DF i ¢ £FH
Bl &AMEJBERBDL LKA ~ E 3 ZJRFA B h
PEEFE o (QF M FE AR Eo R K-
RE e Q)F th - @ FEIRIFA B HHR RPRIF R BORE B ACEA
WRRAE A R RS AR E R RT ARG R~ 1R HPRGED (T
B R fite SRR o (HFFEMR 33 BRI A R R PRI T
Fendi o 2 B RO R TR EFEE T E o MRk
R B2 AT EPRARLREE o

Lehtinen (1982)13 45 fe S en3 3% I PRAXS ez Bo B > 4
Wl & F %8 & % (physical quality) ~ & ¥ &  (corporate quality) % 3 #°
& F (interactive quality) < Brady and Cronin (2001)i&- ## % » &

%)

’-‘;{”5@'\
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BRFBEE -

conditions) ;

time) ~

AT 2>
BR e

: 4 [#](ambientcondition) ~

_‘1

PARAES 0 ]
v » PRAR & A E Y = ‘E‘Jfﬁ-m R
FHER S ;%rr N 'F'Fr

(attitude) ~ 7 % (behaviors) ~ & ¥ f#k(expertise) ;
sl

‘é"

70 BEYE R vﬁﬁ?@%“‘ SN ERIE B RSAD FREY O
5 R PRFR A ﬁ SRR - R

’

B
’%w?mﬁf #FoORE
FREE

& 3+ (design) ~ A+ ¢ F] % (social
D E F PR (waiting

RIS SR SRR N U
3 752 (tangibles)
JRA® & BT enfE o > dod 2-2 4757 o

4 22 JRIE ST el £ 2

i (valence) » T & & B & SRR L H

PRAF &
g Ry FTHERERE ST RSy
ik & 2 # 2% A Y 4 sz
i s p Ed i3] e ¢ & 2 %
o 7] P IS
i % 4

F L kiR : Brady, Michael K. and-Cronin, J. Joseph (2001), “Some New Thoughts

on Conceptualizing Perceived Service Quality: A Hierrarchical Approach,” Journal of
Marketing ,65 (July), 34-49.

2~ BRIE G TR B3 R

biEae ey CTHRBA, RASUSI R TRASF 4
TS E oA o d 0 TRBET, & TELAL, LA B

s > BAAE PR
tion-disconfirmation model) ;> F]* = ¥ 2 B 5 adp § * hE ol o
TIRAAER 8 TREE®RE ) 2T eGR4
FERFLARMLBEA G 2 Rehqid > F A5 TIRBET, L

"REZ % R, 95 ¥F] (Anderson and Sullivan, 1993 ; Anderson,

"Hp ¥ — 4 B¢ (expecta-

o
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Fornell and Lehmann, 1994) > » 5 A 35 TR &F | £ TR E A
% | % % (Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry, 1985 ; Bitner, 1990) o
Fisk, Brown and Bitner (1993)R]3% 5 [ PRF:SH | &2 rlé?f%: A

BE - B OMA ’ziﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁé i H %
EURE VAN S e A S T R ﬂﬁgmfﬁg '7"/'?“**4*"
# i o

R EEREEa T 2 HATE TRBET & T
LEHRELR D BALEP DY AR BLEFTRETE SNIRIFEE
REE Z Fehfe g o %’%‘J‘l EED s chipd > Moo gh g -
-ﬁ ® 2 SR Z (7 5 ePIERIIE > @ 224 & & & (Reichheld, 1993) -
A g EOF A TR 2 TREERL ) AT
F2RFedE2Firs ad g 2 Fain (Cooper, Cooper

and Duhan, 1989) ; PRG¥ & 8 et v it )\ 7 F] LIARE U BT
EE DT R TR OGF e W A
7 50 % £ 2 IR 0% fe (Parasuraman; Zeithaml and Berry, 1988 ;
Zeithaml and Bitner, 1996) ¢/ /% = = %> ¥ ' ¥ P =+ 2 F IR A
# g F T L2F s (Zeithaml and Bitner, 1996) » » )*I*u
ﬂm’wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂiswﬁ%?%’ﬁgéﬂw4¢%é2?’
BRTIAMRIEEFTRE B Tfafjﬁg“"s‘i# f @ U A (Matos and
Rossi, 2008) °
TR M R A M- B § T F (Boulding,
Kalra, Staelin and Zeithaml, 1993 ; Zeithaml and Bitner, 1996 ; Bloe-
mer, Ruyter and Wetzels, 1999 ; Harrison-Walker, 2001) - Zeithaml
and Bitner (1996)#& !B LA ER TR » X FA S &FT ~ IRit&
s B2 B A~ 8 %2 %S Yavas, Benkenstein and
Stuhldreier (2004)R1] 14 226 =AE BT § & 5 ¥ % > FARIr&
R R R S R R RS %,‘g%%

S 5
A e T oAy
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REERPRLFE TR RO L R TS -

JRA% 58— 2 PRI+ ¥ 947 7 £ B > Parasuraman, Zeithaml
and Berry (1985)# 1! » JRix(service)fri# &(goods):rid <~ 7 F & FR
IFE G ow M ﬁ‘ﬂ"ﬁ_(intangibility) % @it (perishability) ~ £
B4 (heterogeneity) ~ & % ¥ 4 4|44 (inseparability) » %P 4rde T

-~ mAMH (mtanglble)

AR e il 3 F R B2 R LE R R
-

FE I BRI AR R S PRI PER R UF SRT UE
RS TR Y R R - B A H T R
MRS TN TR o KPR MIRIAE) R o

= ~ % #ri (perishability )

JRIF 2 F A 57 DRI R R RN A
P AR B BRI PRE A LT 0 TR
7R g o

= ~ 2 F (heterogeneity )

PRI € N F PRI IL;F'T S PRIZPER ~ PRI 8L B > @ PR
ek A e oo Flpdofe orkitE A ORI hE FE B E 4
PR o

2z ~ % ¥ A 31 (inseparability )

FHESCAS] W By pREHLTER A
i mﬁﬁ&iﬁ*dﬁi#aﬁﬁ@ﬁ’mﬁadA%ﬁ

’

Wy

ﬂ e
o FEE CRTFA R C RHEFRIRBZ S 5 I B WER
A

d *JRFEE 3 ¢ i 4F |+ > Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry
(1988) i "HiJ F a7 MBETRASET{ 7 3305
B RANK FERIRBETEBRLRG APF OM BE A
iea BT MBI SRR Matos and Rossi (2008) 74 F @47 1 3p )
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RIS S F T e v M@ e PR o

(z)~ o
Breur (2006) 45 &1 1 B ¥ 1A 2 A ER 0 - LRI E
Flig * @l E o - EATAEEFLELTPE o HH
M o R A AT EFAT R EE D
i & 47 %)% 2 - (Lemon, Rust and Zeithaml, 2001) -

»

\

P N
g ¥

1~} E T
4} i@ (perceived Value)— # B 5 A>T 1985 & 4 Dodds and
Monroe 4" %t § F & T A AT - N2 FH - EFEOLH
& chkd A R3S o Zeithaml (1988)?\;;11? %‘F%f BEY T& G ‘#T K A
A I e ot | e 0 A ST TR o f‘—”“?f i
BE-oe AAY TR R R R T AR LM R
&(Zelthaml 1988) % e ¥ v dedf § s Bos & R B ¥}
T2 B nRLREFET S g8 Hf L R (Patterson and
Spreng, 1997) °
Parasuraman and Grewal (2000)3#% Ao i E 2% 7 = H 6 o
A it e (1) &P f_‘i(acquisition value) A A n«ﬂ’”’é% (ER
Xodvet oo Fdg ) 3 5 #A S e 41 £ (perceived benefit) £
PERE SR AR . (2) 2 % 1§ {E(transaction value) & d 2 %
A4 ol E o ()@ * 1 E(in-use value) K p #7i@ * A @\ PR
7% o (4)7% 41} & (redemption value) & & 2 % & 4] o
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~ Al E T A @;;cémszzgs

/)i PR EALY R R B RS PR R aae
& AR (Zelthaml 1988) T2 A F N iE
TS E2E2F) frp* A BT (28 PR Y4 2 3)2F ol
R

Hartline and Jones (1996)# i3} & ¥
BE AR LA T i s
HRRAT o AT AR LG EH B X
A0 e & p et e (McKee, Simmers and Licata, 2006) ©

11 —‘ﬁ AT BERC Y g REORT] 0 p Z %A R

B R F RGBS TR B R R o Aol 3 i B AR
7}9 UL SN éﬁ}t 0w R et B R % endF 4 (Hartline and Jones,
1996) -

Petrick (2002)#F 3¢ 14 PRI 504 £ 2500 6 & PRI )
Benfrg 7 IR AR )’?c‘“#&%; MOT PR T35 AT 2 P15k
ATl B (post-experience perceived value in theservice choice
process) » d ** > A F W EARRTIRIASEF 0 L BB A ke o
FOREAESSRBOG ER o SREEAE R E R R F
A & Wﬁ&ﬂ\mﬁﬁﬁﬁ HMmﬁfﬁm’iéi%%
BHFEE a4 E4ME 752 A58 ALY 9% B (Butz
and Goodstein, 1996) > fg Z i B4t L PR FFE T MG & a‘o:rm 4
(Petrick, 2002) ; &5 i B @ 4 — £ F7F B AT M HIgIR 5~ 24 4P
i = (Hartline and Jones, 1996 ; Durvasula, Lysonski, Mehta and
Tang, 2004 ; Gruen, Osmonbekov and Czaplewski, 2006 ; McKee,
Simmers and Licata, 2006 ; Keiningham, Cooil, Aksoy, Andreassen
and Weiner, 2007) o d ¢t ¥ &> o] § @2 )7 H v B 3% e
FlF 2 - o
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%54

S 3 L
—_—

¥ BRE B
RS L ERE TR N R SR
41 ¥ (Harris and Baron, 2001) ; Bendapudi and Leone (2003 ) % %
FAEZ O Ao A Fofi e d EPE - FEa ML

Q%&

st

A F oo REE 44 (customer participation) I 7

(AR EE TS LN ER NE L IS
4e e Bettencourt(1997)4 4+ 25 #a S5 b b » B FAEZ p # 4 R
(customer voluntary performance; CVP ) F|2_ @ & 5 7 > 1 k¥
REEA G =2fkd > WG ;EFEJJJF,Z A FTIRE BEAOREE
Jpbkd 2o AN BB EARGFT L AT

(-)~ &ER(loyalty) : BEEZ ¥ X F B

FE R0 L enflE A M EE A2 A o 357 5
FIF UL L ENF KD G kX SR GRS F o

(=)~ & i¥(cooperation) : EPRF-cHIBREAZY o B E DT 5 F B

-

A

WA PRI BE W E G 0 T ARG g F il
B R 1 (partical employment)
(=)~ T4 % (participation) : A Z 4 H 2 B 5 F EZfEah » £ F
G B R E RN G AR AL IR Fe e
I EFL DL L PR IF L LR Hi ok L 28
DL S R P IRLE $ R LR R 2 4R P E
% ° Rodiand Kleine (2000) 3% 1 » § ¥ ¥ & RFAE & o
AR AR R ﬁﬁ%k S VAR T S

&wﬂﬁﬁiﬁéiﬁmﬁﬁ~9%uﬁwW%%z@ﬂmﬂéo
Rodi and Kleine (2000) 25 » BFfdce £ B » F 23R~ % IE
THDE - WE SR TR RN AR E R
M2l BEEESETRAEEID ST E R -

Bendapudi and Leone (2003 ) B33 » & ¥ 7% 5t — BREAE L S22 >
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7ERFEFFRHRESFEDLREN O NFHERE o F
= Jﬁ Sedikides, Campbell, Reeder and Elliott (1998 ) ~ Campbell,
Sedikides, Reeder and Elliott (2000 ) ~ Bendapudi and Leone (2003 )
%m’éﬁgﬁiiﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%’?ﬁ*?ﬂﬁﬂ%i’ﬂ
PR nd R FEV R GFZERY L E G LM o
o #8 @ » Bendapudi and Leone (2003 ) 325 & ¥ & { #

A
BARY R HOLRH > TRLGHEHFE > EFPREY ™
FHBEEZSFEDRREE R ool EFFBEE RN E R
SR G I T (BEE 7 Jf B IRIF B ) £ Xk
TP T 2GR w8 - L AR RR O ARFEE
BEE 4B A4 AN BEVR AL SRR Flild I B
o BAEEES S Y HARIEER FELZI Y, fEL R
BEE 522 ) ?f’ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ & %7 fall'btﬁiﬁ% v &M A 4 HIRIR
7 i&%féifwiﬁﬁ\ﬁiéfdﬁo
(

Rodi and Kleine
(1992) ehip it ¢ V& ﬁﬂ@p&; R Br a4 > R FEAE E R
S B PG ﬁiﬂfmﬁ%’ NE RS - LM TR A RPR
BT G EIIPREATE B¢ 4 AR MR OTRE
I )-SR AP 5 3
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Elizabeth, 2000) o 12 ¥ 4& 25 53K =

H2 Mu| 0 2 5 for BB B g F3Frak T pt

R Y SERIwRE S E Y
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>3 M % ﬂad @%% :
SH AP T#“%‘ e it
“::J-,ln\%fr"‘w/z: o

i
Jin

-8 FHR KRS TR E

- L ARY

Akter, Upal and Hani (2008)3% 54
Ui RE R R FE TR ’*q‘f“ﬂllzz»fs?- “é- S SR e R IS
£ igﬁ/gﬁf""r'ﬂ,%,g)i RERBEIZHBELFREBFOEFE
AT LR R B OIRIEE > BRI E R A R I B2 B
FGHE v, e &, 2004) o blhe o G 6 E AT AF R
Jikd g2 si?“ W(ERER) AR R PRI KRR G ¥
K7 G H R T (2 ) S B E AT R w:%) R R
A RDLABRGR P ERRGHFL) AnE S A P T ss ¥
LFREEEE A NN S8 R BT B PIR G o d 3
BRZRID & T A e 2 o MAH DTS o 4
Swanson and Davis (2003) 1 7Jes" % o= 7 3 # B 7 1 S5 Kor o
PREFFfP % - AR g 2o B FY R F TR ET A 24 g
B4t H rm@ﬁ% 0

AT EBREEEFLFAT2ZALER T4 BT
FHLE o Wﬁﬁéi FIE S W RN B2 5% 0 ﬁaﬁ;ﬁ*—‘“ﬂ“’* E
ERDEEET RO FTRESFE BRI

T

FBREL AT R > F

‘1
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-~ TR KRR

L E B HE S 47 3% (Questionnaire Survey) ;’ﬁ”;n“}
/-L%&F\ Fo2 A arhr g2 e F] BT R R o LB G
ﬁ~ﬁ*%@%?gﬁ§*ﬁ&ioﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁaﬁ?m~%>?
(FELE S RBM P FIEL D B BRE SR AR R Z B
mE ARG L R B GHRApHER TS AT R LR

3\.

AT EF R HEEPFR L 201021 % 26 p ~2010 # 2 *

270 > R EH 600 5 0 w T 562 5 0 w T F 5 9490 kR
NFHF AL S 5 man 62 v o H3hG 2k 500 i o
% 3-1 B % w i3

E R r A Ll Rl LS4 T PR ¥
#E 600 > 562 i» 500 i»
v 1009 9494 8394

ML CL RS- S
(- )LL¢§;& A 1krgiﬁ7ﬁ G N e

fit

e 2 é R EEFEAREE L AN
# 12 (self-administered) i* £33 472 > E X3 —‘Fﬁ‘ BT giER
EHRAL SR BFAFZ2ZER
(= )i fU2 %

ﬁp;{fia‘é)ﬁ”’é,ﬁ{%’ «f 7}'{’!1 f’?gjfuﬁ 2\-—%;\
%%wﬁf’%ﬁQPW&@% AR LE BTG 2
L R R LA RRLS Y R R g g
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o8 RABH
- A
B AR 500 o BuA G AR E 272 4 0 F A
S4.4% 3 T 1F 228 4 o f ARk 45.6%

%32 F ot A2 BuA G

o}ivﬂl] A ﬁ{ "F']‘ /ﬂ\ LL‘ (%)
s 272 54.4%
e 228 45.6%
£ 500 100%

g A

Ed G 120 KR (F)M TG 25 A MR A8 5.0% 5 21 AT 25
A 62 4 o ik 124% 26 AR 2V304& T 129 4 0 ik 25.8% 5 31 &
3357 118 4 » 1h23.:6% ;36 3 40 & 70 4 5 ik 14.0% ;
41 2 45 G 45 4 > 1h9.0% 46 K 3 50 i F 23 4 o ik 4.6% ;
51 ()13 28 4 5 ik 5.6%° 2P 263 45 3t 361 4 » b3,
¥~ #K 72.4% o

£33 F okt A 2 ERA G IF

£ # A #e e
0 ()T 25 5.0%
2RI DR 62 12.4%
2041 0K 129 25.8%
AAESERD. 118 23.6%
361 40 & 70 14.0%
LRI 45 45 9.0%
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46 & 3 50 g 73 1.6%

S1p(z) it 28 5.6%

N IR LA A
FUL B A OOT AR L AR R T 0L 89.2% 0 A (i 4

T 3 .

% 3-4 4 kiR A2 FKTALR A G

K7 AAR A #K T A
BP () 6 1.20%
B 7 47 9.40%
CFAEF 339 67.80%
()t 107 21.40%

FrthrlE O REAY EERLET1.8% A o™ 4 o

% 4-5 3 vxik k2 BEL G

ik * T A
FLEF) 39 7.80%

i3 195 39.00%

i 22 4.40%

AEEFRS 164 32.80%

Tl AT 73 14.60%

ft.
®
~J

1.40%
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T oA TR gTa A

# 4-6 3 xR A2 LTI oo A

T T~ A fic B At
20,000 ~(z )M~ 61 12.20%
20,001~30,000 - 67 13.40%
30,001~45,000 ~ 95 19.00%
45,001~60,000 - 91 18.20%
60,001~75,000 ~ 80 16.00%
75,001~90,000 - 38 7.60%
90,001~105,000 7~ 71 4.20%
105,001 =~ (7 )+ 47 9.40%

Fo ER AR R A 4T
247 F ootk 2 S

‘ﬁé“lﬂ’ L A ﬂ;t —F:l‘ AL
¢ ¥ 213 42.60 %
H 45 287 57.40%
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I ow REFTEREIBEN K
PP TEI - BHPER RS D TE L ekt o AP G
G R R AR D F N ART R RFR AT
FEFARL S RALAFRR c AHATT 2 $EELE £
B A T ) 1% EAERGE LR PR RIS
B fE) cdk T2k > RAEP 4o o

v

—\

FEM G TR LR R = % (Mills and Moberg,
1982 ; Mills and Morris, 1986 ;- Goodwin, 1988 ; Bowers, Martin, and
Luker, 1990) - ~#* 7 4 * Kellogg, Youngdahl and Bowen (1997)#7#%
o BARE B L w AN o TR R s 2
(- ) ¥ % % & (preparation) - dp B E & (7§ W § LT
%wwﬁw+ﬂﬁ”?ﬂmﬁﬁ¢iw%ﬁwﬁé&émﬁo
(= ) & = B fx(relationship building ) * 3p Af & PRI
BT O BEMR T FARA LR E
LAFRE TR o
= ) F 3 2 #(information exchange) : 4pAg £ {rf 1
THRd IAPRETI O R K ARG EDT T RIR
BREE B R L R e R BRI TR e E

(z ) * ¥ % (intervention) © 45 ¥ R E ) ¥ 2 g X {r
PR B TR - R B § BT

ZRCREE AN

m oW AR o T
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2 3 k35 Kellogg, Youngdahl and Bowen (1997)#73% ! crikf %
SR L WML REA SEDER BN A TS T
Fade BHEG 0 £ 16K EXP - NERPFT EREFEA 2

FAFR2:2FR 3 2L 4 FR 5:2%FR ) 4
‘:BIE'QT:'%\' 3-80

% 38R ESE2E A

FE 8 A

L3 &% f']ﬁ“’%&j}i’%ﬁp?a g5 - BRI AT A E (B
-iir't"vrz’ﬁ i PE R R PR AR F S %«—E F\?‘;mﬁ' p%i)
2’& 1E£§1 LL%&ﬁF /,’Ttg_\j',__‘_‘:‘!;li ]F‘____kymé’;f

FoEa (blde: Wa 2P > 5B 7] a8 )
3ATEL € F LA RiOER"
45‘“@3’%1 B ?%’fg\pgggpxwﬁp;‘;g.rr%%ﬁgg;@?iﬂ
6§ o RS RAE TIEA R SR TRy PRAR
B - 6.4 % (G RIRAEAR IRTEL R AR P G § AP
[ " & LEnT PRI A R FUA
S%iédﬂammﬁ&ﬁka%mﬁ
g wRIFACE A ERBEMES ~ SPRIFPN FAPLA
T “ngﬁ&ﬁLFPwﬁzkmmﬂ?&éﬁ

H@gﬁmﬂk BE Y kil ﬂ“‘#&i
12 §PRI% % B3R & éﬂﬁizz-mlt REZALF S GERLFor §
13 % EHIRIFF &2 gv’)fﬁfﬁg‘ﬁz\xiﬂzﬁ
14 % B¥IRIZH B LF grav#m? AR EBR L e 2
+ i s 15 % BHIRIEF B2 PF > :gﬁﬁwkﬁm9%£&mﬁﬂ
16 % iEwAp b A RIIRIFNT B BE LT P LA f L
THATE G

LR F AL

7 kiR D.LKellogg, W.E.Yoimgdahl, and D.E.Bowen(1997) On the relation-
ship between customer participation and satisfaction: Two frameworks. International
Journal of Service, 8(3),206-219

U BRI T RER B
=45 Swan & Oliver(1989)7a5 v M eiia & 7+ (1)if i # #-H
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éﬁ%uﬁazﬁé@ﬁﬁﬁaiﬁ%wA»NDﬂsﬁaﬁﬁﬂprm?
BB AL KA EL IR L R ELE c AFLTFL P

4 2
2R AT ZCMBHHE LR RL )P SRR
ESAs g e A~ Ja s A SEER DR, w (Babin, Lee, Kim and Griffin,
2005) -

Babin, Lee, Kim and Griffin (2005)F 7 ¥+ % = & &) % &% > &+
Fr¥hk ity o x ;Z?}]?c%;h’* H- 4o = BAE jiﬁ:‘”;&“—"@@
HReREHERE FI AR HRY AT LA T NERET ERG
FA:22F¥ 2k 2 2 FR 3 2824 g 5 2%F

0
L) B MHok 39

%39 Mg £ 4

e TR =g 4L I8 ¥ kKR
o - B E RS LA A e 7 X o | Babin, Lee, Kim
P S shkG g2 @it A H i X o | and Griffin (2005)

iR (2.8 ARAMR A AT
I S Prwert
AR B
3R BB ALY 4F & T
&R R X

R E AT
F L kR © Babin, Barry J., Yong-Ki Lee, Eun-Ju Kim, and Mitch Griffin (2005)
“Model Consumer Satisfaction and Word-of-Mouth : Restaurant Patronage in Korea,
Journal of Service Marketing, 19 (3),133-139.

”
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RS

S CMEBRI AR DE TR
AFPTHRARERLRE TR ZHEBLAE AT EG 7 F
B 18 27 (Chiou, Droge and Hanvanich, 2002) » 4 % # & £ » ¥

v
1§ %
MEREFTIEREFEAA2F¥2RAL 27 FE 30

&Z#E R4
PR SIZEFRRL ) EEFHE404 3-100

% 3-10 BEE B AE £
R IR 8 R kR
LB BEE T

7| LA E i R R R T
iy F/rébr“%§ g o
é‘r'J’_%

Chiou, Droge and

Hanvanich (2002)
2840 % iz R A R & D
ERAA D e
3FEME S A HTE R
28 FR PR o

ML YA R o AT

7% % &R : Chiou, J.-Si Droge, C., & Hanvanich, S.,2002, Does customer

knowledge affect how loyalty is-formed;?.  Journal of Service Research : JSR, 5(2)
113-124.

S BRI T RER B E
P kA NA D R

S R &Y 7 5o
The R YRR o BRIE R 32 4% McMullan and Gilmore (2003)
£73 648 K RERPFTIERFEA Y ARE 0207
R 3: ,NE}EL’4 PRS2V REL ) 2 & FHEoR 3-11 -

AT R ER A LT LD S
WA AT R SR T 0 A KA S

|-

-53-



% 3-11 f%ivfij&ﬁ%\

e o 9 75
ldck v UL EH- =t » A7 gggﬁig_ Xy
2FAFR- FITHE R A g BE LAY O
3.% 0 - A RAIRIE ST e F - X E R - R
Bl AR FIRE °
fLE R SR
Bit- R AR R OAERIF
6'“%%“ FRR AT § TR EE WIS R
i1 e &,;ﬂ'%ﬂv o
ML AR wAL
? #L %k R.McMullan, and A. Gilmore(2003) The conceptual development of

customer loyalty measurement : A proposed-scale. Journal of Targeting. Measurement
and Analysis for Marketing. 11(3),230-243.

=
e}
-
-%\;
w

T RAREEE T R R R L Kt

AT IR TRE S(= ) I BT R R BT R
f@%m,ua_Wﬁtﬁﬂwﬁt g o (2 ) BRBESET A
LR IRIGEARY TRAIFERR ST (2 ) ANSET CBRE

R RIS 0 HEE ?ﬁkﬁﬂﬁ&?%&ﬁﬂ%ﬁmwmd
Cronin,2001) » Fa* HEg & > 15 114 22K B FnsFT 3
23

R 242 k322 kR 321
YRR ) EAN AR 3-12 ¢
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4 3-12 ﬁﬁj;ppﬁ*l %

e o P Tl g 458 ¥k kiR
3% PRF% A R 23 }éﬁﬁé’. 1.2 iz 7B R PRix 4 R Brady and
I e o UE | 2B eI B LT e Cronin (2001)
AIRAR R Y BAE | 2.5 7 R R 1 H A
REFDEE - TR R o
3 RB RE L PRIAE R
BEom Ui i {ORF R 4R A AT
2R LEL o
4iz 7B R 17 i
B¥RAORAE -
BB & 5.4 Wiz R& Jood MK

SHALMFEH P AL - -
6.7 i BB P oAl R 5

/:r_,% 2B,
T e 7B RTIEREF 4 & A
A prdptFen

8.2 E TR LK B
RN LA ) R
e WL

(¥
e
=3

9. A AR F - %
E

10.i8 7& Fodk &G0 £ IR
ﬁinxgaﬁo
LA e TR FFY
BRELA- BEHF DT

F L kR : Brady & Cronin Jr.(2001) Some New Thoughts on Conceptualizing
Perceived Service Quality: A Hierarchical Approach Journal of Marketing Vol. 65 (July

2001), 34-49

N 2 p N
= ~ i B

e TER R SR B R

AFTT 4R Petrick (2002)#7# T PRIAE § EHS (75 R
EoCRFR TR FAEHE S PRERE BT L EEHE
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Niud

PR e G SRS TR R E R AT g
'\;{’}5 R A% rr'?’]‘#-m BEHH o TR TR o j‘ﬁgfj@‘ﬁff’ﬁffﬁ
R EAE R HHIRAE S T e TR 5 R (Petrick,
2002) ¥ T HEL > £F 84> BARF G ARI 5 BFE
(1:242FL02:27FL 3 AL 4 FR 52 FR )
£ AR B4od 3-13 0

\4

C\‘n

30313 ok i B £

FRIES B TEIE 2 3T o
HRwR | MRS % | LerkRERAR | Petrick (2002)

Rir h T | R
U U EPEEE =S T+ EN

T5 g2 BN

AR E 3R RS AT
CRRRR feho

4z 7R RS AT
o o

S5 RE A ¥ e
PR AE 1T e o

6.7 7 & [oHA il
FliEpR R ¥

7 TG Ao AT
[
8.z 7 & mA_X 1|47

E-T'-ET’ o

I YRR e
F L kR ¢ Petrick,James F.,Development of Multi- Dimernsional Scale for

Measuring the Perceived Value of a Service,Journal of Leisuer Reswarch,(34),2002,pp
119-134
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N ¥

AT R ERA v BRI o F 2y A ¥ {8 58 Berman and
Evan (1978)F 7 3 s % v St B AP ) 7 i—aif’ﬁ' S
Al e G R E ] MERR ~ E ?ﬂﬂﬁi@i L
ﬁ»iﬁﬁ,%u%ﬁp;ﬁﬁaﬁmwipz&“i?%&@é
* BHG o Aok 3-14-

% 3-14 7R 4 ¢ B P

A I8

eS| § &

YAAFRE R LRI

£ 20 fc 11 T 2190 Fe 13140 K 5 41~50 F& 5 51~60 & ;
61 pk 14+

KT AR BENFG) T EP AF EE(E)

B EENOE SHERE Sk -F IR ETE VA
¥ B

T im0 g~ 20,000 (5047 )520,001 A~30,000 = 330,001 = ~40,000
~ ;40,001 =~50,000~ ; 50,001 ~~60,000 ~ ; 60,001
A(F) 1l

FHLKR C AFEY R
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oo FuitA 4T
B AR % B AR B AT @ % SAS 9.0 At E
W iTE A1 Lo g * 4p M T ficA 47 (Correlation analysis) ~ & &
i j 4 7 (Hierarchical regretssion analysis ) & = 5% 4 17 % #c ¥ 2 B

% 0 HLP 4o T

- ~ 4xit 4 kit (Descriptive statistics)

%%W%?k%iﬁi’iﬂ%ﬁgxﬁ LSS
TRtk A R s e At iﬁ%ﬁaﬁﬁimﬁﬁ’u%ﬁd
%%%ﬁ%&ﬁéﬁﬁﬁAﬁo

- ~ 13 & ~ 17(Reliability analysis)

AETF 2% B A/47 14 Cronbach’s oy X #HFFE ¥ env & & o
Nunnally (1978)3% 3 % A& (Reliability) 247 # % & I8 F 5 p 37 - R
Hod G RGEAS TEATHEESEA)/R -RTE T Lo B>07
BB R o0 B3 03072 BN T RICEDER o B
<0.3 i+ i 13 & e Fl(Hair, Anderson, Tatham and Black, 1995 ) -

AACRING 0 AT R B L QiR 0 > R Y R ¢
MY R ed i &I RAEREPHEFREFRAEB

= ~ 1P M T2 %4~ 47 (Crrelation analysis)

AR PetteRb: R TAELE S k¥R T oRBE -
AR TRETRLE TR R O TRBET T e, &
FIERHE T Hu | Z %8 % Pearson AP Bk T AT 0 T
PRBAPMARRT S FH LI B

v~ f B3 jF 4 47 (Hierarchical regretssion analysis )
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AR N s R - e S ﬁf PEBEESLE CTRBER VTR
ceel ONRRIE S A CATIR IR Rt & S ik 4 N S 3 e
Wi R e aﬂg TR BK 0 HFARACT

(- ) HF- P HBEBECRBIFFZ DD EM R LR

Uﬁ%ﬁaﬁq~ &$&J~Uaﬁéﬁn‘“%€%@qﬁt»

WOEF AR Y 22 - F S 0 REH AL

(Coefﬁ01ent of determination) R,*o # %474 8 #ict v A @4 |

ARES -

(=) HF= - HP @‘%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁxwrw P A3

PR R AT R R 0 RS - B RERY R

S AR LT FEU S SRyt ¥ N A

FEE AE R R P e LB - -

(=) 315,%3 : ;tz,-r.p}v_,:] %sc)w\}ﬁp; I 2B e

BT RS R B RURRE R BB T A B2

w5 Hoeng 4 o
(2) Hoe DS REBOFAC o § YRR
e 23 8% 5 % THw 2L 28 | 22

»

Do F e AR RS e BRE I
GRS BB E 82 B L T iEe
=]

HEHE,# TomE, LB LT AL s
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E 2 %iE 42 % B (Reliability) » £ % ¢ 2 b %
BB E 42 08 g M GEs s T FHE L) 424
B~ BAR FR%%&L%T* AT B (T
Mg B Rl RRLEATHNH RII L LK

Yo & T Rl R ACE AT

PR L EEAY P EAEA AL R - A AL HY
Cronbach’s o Tr#ci® 5 & e Bligih > #4721 5 5 SAS 9.0 =%
PR TRl o Gl R % 2% Cronbach’s o < 0.30 BF > % 5%
;fEL SMER-KER 030<a<070 27 57 B RAKE; 0>0.70
Rk ECE B 2002) 5 RFT g HL a2 GER AR IF S

]

U

&
9

=
=

E’ 2y
Th.%;

\1%
&
.

4

BATR IR 0 AT TRE L Bl it e
EEETIR SR ﬂ“ A

S
poas}
8
q
—Tr
A
W
=N
4

A P Kellogg, Youngdahl and Bowen (1997)#74% ! 5g %
FHRA L FELLERRE MG TR
Fa%e BiEs - £ 16 2N S4EP - i s Cronbach’s o & 3
0.792> # 7 K &0y RPPI R K A - RALEF[F CAKE -
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A Y g E; ﬁl_j& Cronbach’s a
¥ LIE¢ % - B3 AR { FenEH 0.314
KL 508 € % - BERiE > vmiF- R 0.408
"7 90.L 7 ¢ ?i%&ﬁﬂ?gm a 0.168
% BEFEAPRRRALTT A 0.360
i 206 4% TERAL kR, ¢ ,g,)r;? 0.427
% 6. PRAHFL & £ RTF 45 & b 0.437 070
e 10. g * oL T BRI A R PR 0.383
= 14.d B ZePRIE4 B R 5 SN PRGE 0.202
7 342 RBES ~ AJRIEN R 0.463
H TR 5 IR R e PR AR 0.444
2 ILLEBPREA Bidh » bR A 0.444
e 155 & i mw & IR Bl g A 0.398
+ 4JRIEF BRPF > g4 EAK 0.423
a 8. wARRE A R EiRic L 0™ 2 0.445
(& 12 g B AR R TR T 0.495
Y TP AR ST AT e 0.410

LT S F AL

pheh o F Ty BB AEP 24 g B ehdp M % di(Correlation with total)
02> %7 &gmﬂ FreAdARauny  FAR LS B

PR R B<02 7 wzgﬂ Plig > £ EATREG G A A T4

3. 2_% 9 B* 38 2. Correlation with total > & F|:Z &8 & > F]pL &

CROERIYS o EATA T 0 Aok 42 45 o

g
L ¥ IR iﬁiﬁ:’:ﬂz Cronbach’s o

L2 Lig g5 - B NRII{FaEd 0.323

A 508 € % - BR3E > MR- Rl 0.425

#® B.¢FA2 PR RLTF A3 0.345
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%
4 206 % TERAL X, LR 0.419
l//;ﬁ
3=

6. PEI% s & % 7 &h N i g 0.436 0707

10. ¢ * i L ey WE IR A R PR 0.380
= 14.d H 2 e pRixA B k5 ARG 0.206
"?‘ 3EAERREEEd ~ APRIEN R 0.472
B TR 5 IR R e PR AR 0.439
2 1LERGFA B3tk > B 2L R 0.434
& 155 & i mw f‘é‘i"ﬂﬁizz»miﬁ Fd R A 0.403
=+ 4RI BEAF > €427 0% 0.434
i 8.€ wARRE X A 2Z3k w:.«;_f g 0.434
= 12. g WP AR R R T 0.500
P TP EAR L EEMAT G it 0.420

S e AL R A

*F 3 $%* BabingLee, Kim and Griffin (2005) T 2 @358 % > F
HH G 3R TG A AR B i b R A 9t 0.2 0 &7 H AL
Pedoidd & ok, 0 s, Cronbach’sa & & 0.754 0 4 o5
Lend SHp|E IR - REE T BB AAE -

[y

=

o
—-

243 vRGHEL L CRA

%4 =
BRHER 2

ﬁ_a 19 38 18 Cronbach’s a
T 1LAFE R #EAanl q Fl E B A His A o 0.555
y 2 207 2 RE PR REREET K T 0.492 0754
i) 3B A TlE R B AR R o 0.715
¥

DA S )

*p?%ﬁ ﬁ&&{ﬁ»& BARLATHY TR
> 1% 48 7= (Chiou, Droge and Hanvanich, 2002) > ## * # £ % > &
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3RIE > &AL W endn B Gt A 0 0.2 &7 H TS

(

244 L BRLAEELZBR A

2
p
$ ek iEd R emad o BEG Cronbach’sa 3 0.835 7 B % e
%
v

£
FHPIERIE - REET B E R RE

oo ¢ 5

%4 -
BRHER 2

Cronbach’s a

1P M ik
s LA EE 7L R T kg 2 0.595
S 245 B RE R B iEH 5’» Ly 0.744 0.835
/% o a 0.755

i 3 E A B PRS-

TR

o~ LA RZER AT

AFPTRLPRERZHEE RSN S LA SE 2 R
Woom ARATE TR T 0 A KA £ HHEY R 75
Fhe G HvREE o BRIEZR3E 2 4% McMullan and Gilmore (2003)
24 640 & AT & HEG Brap il H A B 5 0.168~-0.123+0.283 ~
0.359 ~ 0.327 ~ 0.255 » %% #\i Cronbach’s a & % 0421 > %7 i* & &0
ERBEPIENE - RPEED Y T RARE

%45 RPpREAZ B RAHT

2R 2

W& ] i1 Al Cronbach’s a

LEEH-> 2 ¢LERERE R 0.168

, 2B R FITE R §REIRGET -0.123

:’ 3.9 1 PRAR B (A o - XREHE R - 0.283

z FE R § AR TR o ° 0.421
4300 F ¢ AT RE R - 0.359
S5.8ie- RER* E P A ERIF o 0.327
6. N EFiz- 7E R EF LA 0.255
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Bt s i en g Ry 7
LT E K B4R

T PR E 0209% 1 2 % 2 RP 58 -

>

EIE A L0
% 2. Cronbach’so 3% 5 0.572 jp#>t
i

fs 2 o
> #*% 2 Cronbach’s «
0421 > # = 7 0.151 © 4% 4-6 #7571 o
46 B hPREZZERAT
B 2
& R 38 i l’;#'-/:ﬂt Cronbach’s a
3. PRIFEF (A 0 B E - A IGER 0.263
bl - 7 E R ¢ AR IR RV o ?
B 4.3 ¥ € KR FE e 0.502 0572
4 5.kiz- RERY B g RIS o 0.369 '
6.% N E iz AR HEFERE 0.297
IR B R e R
Lt R K w AR
E Pﬁi%}r%’%fri (B A
AP HRIRBETEHRL(- ) IBET R REBELET D
?%Wm’Mipﬁﬁimﬂﬁﬁﬂ%mw?OC)&ﬁ%?iﬁ
LR PRAMEALY TR )‘%Jm HBREET - (2) ANSET AR
SORAE (S SR FR L I NS A ez
Cronin , 2001) » ¥ 4% H §

* 0 X

%r(Brady and
7 1142 S35 Cronbach’s o i@

208 £ 7R E L BRI ERFIT - RPED B R AKE

147 RS TR 4

2T B AT
BRHER 2
A ¥ g ,, Cronbach’s a
F in hE Thikc
lAvPRIF A B 22 BF enn3 & 4% o 0.473
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# 2.8 T ¥ A g v BiE R RE o 0.582

o SIRIAE BB TR ALK ETE R ey o 0.647

(4 4.7 vLpE B E R SR RE o 0.542 0.891

% 58 7 Z Read BE e A A AT - o 0.557

5 6.3\ ¥ iz 7B B »5‘*" KT AF o 0.595

a8 T FR PR E F 4 L Al Fene 0.613

(4 8.#%%?;@;{*@%&;{#%1@@%;@%@0 0.614

A 9. A * BREAR NI - X EWFeniSe 0.668

il 10.3% 35 A 2 PRFAR AR R (245 o 0.759
NNEFERFFY 4 REZHDLRK - 0.712

=3

ANATE W EZ R AT

2% % Petrick (2002)#74% 21 PRAFFF Tﬁjﬁm T5 g >
FEo e REFR TR (TR xila‘%ﬁ‘if'}f'fﬁ‘%???%g*ﬁ‘i ’
o - e BRGSO ETRE e RApI 0 AT S
FK ”ﬁ TEE TR B A R o AT M
Ve TR L T SRR S TR g T IE R % (Petrick,
2002) T * HE 2> X5 8450 & #\i Cronbach’s 0. & % 0.889 >
RSP BRI ENE - RIEET| B G RARE

N

R

-

%04-8 o BE A2 GRS

RAH 2

o Ly - Cronbach’s a
T Liz 7 ZE REEAR %‘j'}ﬁ]'}% 0.812
2 FEREENT FRE 0.789
3 RA RS FAY L 0.754
75t 4R E RSTAV G Em 0.767
e 5. 7B R T OB R {fﬁ B eh 0.637 0.889
A 6.7 7 & oA 1*% e RrE R 0.615
Wy
A s R T A e Rl EierE R 0.289
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8.i% F& AL T4 = e

0.673
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& IR ApM AT

ﬂ‘%ﬁﬁ{%fﬁ%&r‘”@@%J bRt Sl 1}
BTTRHEEELAE CTRBAE - FPRZZ‘\?T')F?J v
#c '_'I“i%IJJ " Pearson 4p i r B 47 0 B o478 % > 4ok 4-9 9151 o

NPTk 3-SRy i B

(CHEZBELAE

AR GRS IR TGS T R E R RS T MBI i
%Hcs 08237 PiE<00l 577 S22 B GEEFariphl
BT eAp i g

(PR

ARRE RBcA TR AR T LB AE S T M B2 PR ik
202247 P E<001> 273 B2 WM GLEEDIApY &
TR e AR S

(ZRIFFF

M GRS TR R B R 0 RIPETE R B A
#ch 04840 F P @E<0.01 &7 $Hcz A2 5E T PR
A S R

()i &

M GEASTRILSRET R EE oA BR M R
Bi 0672°P E<001> 477 S B ZEEFOLPH B2
R AR E £ o

NI
REESBe g EWER SMGE2 S FTAIHFHEFL B
Heg o d AR B R ECA 17k T2 B R AR o AR AR M 70321 5
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B<0.01 > BETAEE S22 v Bk R AL B E cnl 4R o
@%%@wﬁﬁo
24

AT L R Bz Pearson Ap B il TR Ry S R F L APM
PR AR g o ek 49 415 o
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% 4-9 % S #c2 Pearson 4p B 4 Hcip L

% i T o Bl 1 2 3 4 5 6
1.v B4 3.849 0.661 1.000
QAEE o 3.561 0.416 0.321 %% 1.000
3AEE LA 3.841 0.697 0.823##* 0.328%** 1.000
40 BR 3.012 0.597 0.224%%* 0.182*** 0.27 1 *** 1.000
SR 3.442 0.540 0.484%%* 0.403*** 0.517%** 0.316%** 1.000
6.4 i & 3.691 0.569 0.672%** 0.340%%* 0.688*** 0.316%** 0.742%%* 1,000
LRI Ap<0.1 ~ FE D £ p<0.05 ~ FEE D £ p<0.01%
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& [ R A

AELE AR T HERLA T RER D TRBET
2T E o SR FEH T B B e T
G BT Rk R B AL TR R TAATY B e
0O i pE e PR AT B AR BFHCSS 0 2 A 2 XM X
MR L Lév:(tolerance)éi’ % B #c % %k ) % (E (variance
inflation factor,VIF)i& {7 #& % S HcAp e B #iov B (variance
proportions) ¥ § 11 7 2 B ehh Mg § F L BEAR] 0 A
,é’} PR AR AL sy VIFE~3 10> 2735 %M 8 H i 57
878 B3 ¥ SR 4 (Belsley, Kuh and Welsch, 1980) -
AT AT SR E T 0 MR B2 ¥ R #OY R F] % B (variance
inflation factor,VIF)32 >t 10> 4 K52 7 & S#c T I & 2 R
Wig oo ALK B FAITARAZ TR A 178 % 407

()3 SRR SRR TR B M R B A
TmL AR, > TR Ry TR, 2 Tl E, s p %
B TR L RRE O E S - AR S o T R - ﬁf
78203 1S ) % ik Bi(Adjusted coefficient of determination) & R,

Jﬁpxﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬂ%&%*fﬂﬁﬁi@%J’er
% 0700 A F %38 % 289.64 > d »> P ©<0.01 » # A dg®E ki
001 ® ;s rx APy e BITIFET HEFERE MBI OR
Baxdk o drd 4-10 271 o

REZ & A R tit§ 5 2024 458 1 fadic 5 0.688°P i£<0.01
ATHE O CTRELRLEECRBHEF 3 LI - FMN G-

LRt R 5-093 0 4 3P E>0.01 0 281 fhdic s
00240 27 FHLBHAE OB BT HF -

PRAS 5 BT et ‘fu;ifl_ 5-1.07 > ¢ % P @>0.01 » 50 1 55

4
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-0.039 > AT R FIRARETE R BEN B Y -

R E et 53t E G 5450 d 2T P E<0.01 0 B s
0236 27 FFE B ELE - MBHEHLFL »BFM G -
AFEL AT B BT 0 T R RBRODETR B
(variance inflation factor,VIF)$5-- >+ 10 » % 77 ~ 4 3 & ST T &

= fuﬁ‘t}_w ’EET? o

(Z)H B MR e W - BAFREFRGYY PR g ®
Hco ME R - ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ:;ﬁ » TP % Z AR Eﬁ;%g_;\_i?‘;%ifg.‘

2 » 2 2. 2 e 74 » 2 ’ 2 N2 2 2 2 ~
AT GEER, cBFHEFLH L GO E AR=R, —-R, &

—~~

v B B GRRR o A e Ay
A2 SR BT 0 T % B2 ¥R Y 9R F) % i (variance in-
flation factor,VIF)32 |3t 10 & 7w A F & ST T 8 X WM 48

ps R e 4 £ AR'=0.138 > P £.<0.05 » ghgﬁj%@¥¢
BT F  ATMESFL AR MBHL L - MR ES

5 4% (Support) # 57 i3 H @%%?%F@@%iﬂ@ﬁé

R oo
Ll
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% 4-10 vRR G2 K e b A 4T 5 5 (1)

ERE . g K AR? F-i& Bl i
S

% 2 - 0.700 0.700 289.64%

REE®BEL A 0.688  20.24%%**
&R -0.024  -0.93
PRAR & -0.039  -1.07

S A i 0.236 5.45%%%
#H = 0.838 0.138%*  459.26%*

ME S8 0.248 7.41%%

T 1 %1 Zp<0.1~ ** 1 £p<0.05** : £p<0.01 -

|

(2)H Fp= D RRE A S DR RN o i 2k 2 iR
PR RS A R R 218 Ry F
) _h et 4 £ AR = RVRZé%?}Hg’ﬁTdF el 2}
TR BRORET > R FAER MBI RE T AT H
Pl o PR = H BT E P2 phu L BRERE Gk () o
Higz r & o 2 FM > 8 r Mgz a2 B %o

b Bul G op a0 BEEBER @5 0840 REHHEA
R'=0.002 > P #<0.01 » #* — # 4 & & 1% 5 KB T LB F > 1aig
TRLIE PG AT sk t B3R S 2450 d 3 P E<0.05 0 R
VG 0158 AR Hr MBI E s LTI EEMN G T

TEIP LD E LM GRREF AN AT ML E 2L MR
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Mk o IR E w A I mﬂi@%%ﬁﬁﬁwifﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬂ
2 BEiREr R (B) o d 2

2

it
REEZ S8 ~r BB s BelZ BBETE R EAFPTED 2 B
2z

“”@%%ﬁ”£%%’*fﬁ%%é%&@’ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ
Ry & % 0.991 » RP# 4 £ AR=0.151 > P <001 » 3 — 5 4 £ &
1%8 F R FTEIF > AL 5802 P62 2T 2k t it
® 5-345> 4 P E<0.01 > R T 5 -0.021 > & 71 f %] 4
LHEA BRI TR G
LR L E L M ARARF AN AT LT LM ARA -

AT R RT 0 PTa Rz g X #OU R ¥4 B (variance infla-
tion factor,VIF)35-]- 33105 & 77 & & E T & = MM 320

B 51 F S5 % L 45 (Support) 2 F7 3 ek H2 1R R
ARG M Ty A A e 2 B Thoe

AT MR ’v‘—‘k 2_ B Trop R o A 4-11 1o o
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% 4-11 v Rbig ks FEas it %)

/Z‘Q =3
R

H P — 0.700 0.700 289.64%**

REZHBRR 0.735  27.81%***
bR -0.027 -1.30
PRA% 5 BT -0.036 -1.22
R E 0.249 2.45% %%
¥ 2= 0.838 0.138 459.26%**

REE S82 0.052 7.41%%
# 2= 0.840 0.002 385.47#%%

e 0.016 2.64%%
% Fe 0.991 0.151 4047.21%%*

REE $E3¥ | w| 20.021  -3.45%xx

LR A p<O.1 ~ *F DR p<0.05 yFFE 4 p<0.01 o
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E*#ﬁ*'ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ% 72 5
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Hl FZ 58 HrMEgs o e P A
H2 w0t 2 frr Mg M (3 F32esk s =T h
LA E LM GRANF AN AT BE P F MR * 2

B EHMWIRIFLE NG SRR e g T L
% g,);?i(Akter Upal and Hani, 2008) ; £f % %22 RIS cTiE AL P o f
€ RAMNAALF S oL AR HIRIFLF
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BPRGR A B 2 247 PR3 T2 (Ennew and Binks, 1999) 5 &g £ %
?ﬁ&@%’ﬁﬁ%mé§£Wﬁ%@4;’?uﬁﬁﬁﬂmm
if (Mills and Moberg, 1982 ; Kelley, Donnelly and Skinner, 1990) > 2§
LRI RN FIod 0 R | gy KB
% g F(Ennew and Binks, 1996) -
LF G R ARE IRt AEAL 0 LSBT RIRAA A B R EIR
IR g o NIRRT g 6 S TR TR
¥ R RIS LA B L R 2 &35 & (Cermak, File and Prince,
1994 ; Ennew and Binks, 1999 ; Claycomb, Lengnick-Hall and Inks,
2001) o
g2 IE?%, p/éE’;/% BEv AR 0 s ,T*KFL » REE TR AR SR
% B2V K A € 8- 5l v A i (Athanassopoulos, Gounaris
and Stathakopoulos 2001 % LR A\ g FHER G RKF DLPR
foik > 7 OB B eh L B FE e OB 1 B 7 % (File, Judd and
Prince, 1992 ; Cermak; File and Prince, 1994) - A% 5 % 9 fp £ -2
$rm @ L g

- MR E S for MBI M G Rk
FHE: AP AR LA R E DL F R

Barletta and Martha (2004):% 5 & 25 % —‘,5’ g EREE AP R T 7 8T
wARA M OIFE 0 F BR3P AT A0

LA 4 g h Ay a2 M o N e A fes
PR ¢ A RAFE R A K 2 7 b PF o Barletta and
Martha (2004)#% |4 |2 8 %+ 40 © ¢ HiE B 4 hk Hfr@isd =
RO AP F - R BT PP AR BTG P B
@;‘u—"”;@mgﬁ;, SRR E R R B akfﬁ-*\m ’ g L2 e
AP AP SRkRArA SR Y @ 0 S BN AR o A R
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BOPEERRER A o

LT
ﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ’JWi¢&%%ﬁéawL%ﬁgﬁ%
A

<

3
.ﬂ’Aﬁ%%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ@’¥ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ?$ﬁ TR )
4> (Meyers-Levy, 1989 ; Meyers-Levy and Maheswaran, 1991 ; Darley
and Smith, 1995) » #712 i% {84 4 A A58 2| E7r2_ a0 > $304p A e 4

H#-¢ B IR B TR B (Meyers-Levy and Maheswaran, 1991) 5 & |4
gﬁ»%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ?%ﬁ%%f;'ziﬁﬁ%»@aﬂﬁ
A 3% #% M T B 73t (Laroche, Michel, Saad, Gad, Cleveland, Mark,
Browne and Elizabeth, 2000) °

gt it BB ESH AL S fer mBf2 My &
Bk ﬁﬂwgé'ﬁﬁgﬁiﬁi?ﬁé G REEFAATMHL I EZ M
o

P
SR AL REERE AR

Z o RBR RIS T AR
NSRS TR LE IR S S o FUAE L Sl
&amﬁ&@%*rmﬁﬁﬁﬁzﬁf:ﬁ%;@@ﬁm?ﬁm@
o REMEFD FRTA SO EREE C p W B B B
LA YRR IR o BEE 00T G 0 3 5 M enE R 6 Th”‘i%%“
TEM ARG T ' odk% (Eastand Hammond 0 1996 ) o &
£ 2k Sare AU GUBEE R VR RN A S st
SOREERT RGN G LAY AT b - A0 RS
BEEE A A > 2 A4 135 S LB kE 2 (Yim
and Kannan, 1999 ) -
5—%&’ﬁﬁﬁ§ﬁ,mud;ﬂﬁﬂw’m&£$
M PR L g By o ey 3 ﬂrﬂlﬁ,ﬁ* S X EREE P
B3 aree o FIRRBFRD > FHRCAFED ik ika ¥4

Nw

>
A
2\ e
|
Gy
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@;nh

& Armstrong, 1994) - (¥ & tit » ¥ 5 L ¥ ”‘:}%B& Ll A E
T h - szﬁﬁ"%ljt‘ Ja 2§7f§rugf£,ﬂ e SPE Sl
f%‘\?vfr.ﬁr—m/ﬁ » g ﬁ%m"/ %if"}? #‘}%@ #Prﬁ’ ?r,r'

Slé;
o T
_—y z?ﬂ 2l

&@a,w%’i&%@g FAEILI0BE RSN ¢ 2
TE AR TR R S RES RA A BT 4 ikki R
FRITEHIEAE R PHEF'EEE > T2 58T 22 & 54
PRALREE VSR oA R R R AR T )
BEETFZ BEHrAm EHI ZET IR ERY £ o

ANATUEGEZFTF R W EEEEG F RN LA
M & & Jacobyand Olson (1971) H I EME AR RS 2 7 W
LPRIE LB HT2 0 WR AT THE - RIS
B3R o 1395 Jacoby andOlson (1971) 2% » &M L AR & e B
Wm o A8 5 - s AR ERC D R DRER - =
5 eng SRR 0w ~ HARen B3R RS A7 s Jacoby and Chestnut (1978)
- HIE MY FRITEAEER ‘ﬁ}im#gﬂﬁ*“%ﬁ? LY T A
PR E T FIT A B R S S R AT A S R (TS o
va%F24%~Mﬁ&+rm®%%&fm@W

Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry (1988) &5 $ti § 7 5 - IR
TEERASET LA 20 d 3 REE TR A R

=
A
PWEEFEHRAR R B n ki B Ak B2 LG RIS

“‘é— IRy z‘*\
R
m\m

FemLa s M st &a W“@@%m&@°ﬁ¢
EEAELR T P HIZZEIRBS ’E‘r REE R LA HA R Py
B R LR B A BRI SRR L 3 ﬁmﬁ& R ER
R R M g B S K TF LSRR T R iR

% 0 @ 2H4g & & ¥ (Reichheld, 1993) -
¥R ik b o RBETERERLA A TEL

h’TI/ ’ t’L
FETAILFR* a2 g H L w (Cooper, Cooper and Duhan,
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1989) e % 2. > FIZIRIF¥ L5 BFUWE &7 gl RIS
WA ST L H 3R Fl AT @2 RS T M e

/. [

B, % 5L r B 54 o
RE SRR NEF D

Wi
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o ’EIEJ_%,/”

-~ HBRE FE A5

AT HRBHLEHCBBIET L e B RTHL 2T
IR EREIRFI R A R BRI D P TLRERL S
B R R F R

HedamZ o BBHEL 2P LALLM NME LS
BPRAFBIRiEARY RAFE S ERA 1AL AN & NS
MEFend A4 RF2AS 4 A1 LHARIBG - R
ﬁ%%ﬁﬁw%ﬁ&ﬁg’ﬁﬁ%T

(- )X # % & (Preparation &
ﬁ%ﬁT’ﬁulﬁWﬁﬁ!% TH PR R 2
IR E FARPER e TR R Py K R
22 BT N %%%Eﬁ&%?ﬁ,

4?2';
I
Ak
2
b
%}
“F
&=

(=t
pani
T
3

@%%?% &ixﬁ&ﬂ—’iﬂﬁﬁ Adari B oo Fp g
FAEREATNFTIIRGGT > FIELEE AT LR A
Wivd o FLEERZFIFETIIRSE  PIT E fEFMF T
PEFEART E T o gt FEARFIT IR BFALA L A
BLARRE R TR EE T i AL

(= B 42 > (Relationship Building) @ A % %% ~ 33 ~ ¥
P%H%~ OB fR g R e L3 R AURIEE E R 2 LA
B2 SRR RS2 VEN G ARSI E 5 3
Plijzdﬁm%?q‘;:}is CREFEFECFLEREE S AR - R E
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Fd gRAAL - 3T R FRFFORR IR R EEE I B
RN A ¢ BT RS o R R B G A
® Bl

(Z)F # 2 ## (Information Exchange) %"'ﬁf d A REaTRAN 0 %
EEFRFT AP RIRAY LD 3
ﬁﬁ*ﬁmiﬂiiﬂm;"ﬂmﬁﬁﬁl?fﬁﬁ
AR W EER T VIMERIEEL S AR EE T 2
PRAE > MERREBI)FOF R R TR o A0 R AR
?ﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁ’?%éﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘éﬁﬂ%%mﬁﬁ%@%
A PRI E I BT B R e R i o
CPER 3 B PRI I en B e A B AR AR 6
FTABBEERENELNRTY ) R B EL N R B R
BRERRLEF & Licsgdgd e il —wa | 4] et b
¥ R T A4 A S R R R R o

(z)F # 17 5 (Intervening) g e f g w AidEd L7 8 & v 5 4
T o JTer TR AL o e ﬁ’i;#ﬁi?z ° 23k £ #7 4~ Boshoff
(1999)#73% 1 > MARE P 3% ,;ﬁﬁiwﬁﬂﬂﬂmbﬁﬁJii%'*ﬁﬁ

1. PRAFA B er ¥t i B ¥R f 1 JJ2 SaniiRo
@ﬁliiﬁ@%%%%ﬁ’ﬁ¥i%ﬁ%i%§1&ﬂ°

-.m

20 R ARIES EEVRE IS - MAIGERZES
/;’/}é“'l)ﬂgﬁ‘%]n’vﬂ‘iiﬂ’fo
3 R ERERARAL R RS ERGP B2 R

4 AH N A AR LAY AT AT S F
APBFI- BZAREAEL X fER B LBEEZE N

5%4§%i@ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%a CEREERRG AL FE T T
FoME J%*”wﬁyﬁrTﬁ*ﬁi

6. Plij&&ﬁmz‘\ FE2 L E % I EEE
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2,

R12 5 FERAR HHE2%3 B HMAEE o 2 (T4
Rodi and Kleine (2000) i&- # 45 ) > u—_fq‘-— fe LIET FALRE T

N
\

5807 PG L8 0 ERL T SHI R FH T BN g e
EFETEE %ﬁig‘%*’éﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂ&ﬂﬁﬁ
=

Ao gt niE e

= g AN
P
L AR UEERPHEE 0GR s bk B R
» & ¥ doin BB TR A B R IR

Sernovitz( 2009 )** word-of mouth marketing: how smart companies
get people talking O NEET ﬁ 75 the five T’s in action % 4% {7
gl 2: BRIV IR o Wk ier &= —*‘ (talker)~ 2k 223248 (topic )~ 42 * 1 £ (tool )
4 2}?5’ (taking part) vIE 3F S E B Ctracking ) & 1R R T UL ARRG
- P Ao
X ¥
GAMEE SR AR T HERE > LA AR BT PEIAPG
chH 8 Ak g AR L PR g ERD R ehr M7 ;% (Thomas,
2004 ) > ¥ #7 Lazarzfeld and Kate (1955) #73% ) e 5 & i #7)
( two-step flow of communication) £ Ap L% > » )*Ik‘»{ﬁ—_ #%’g Z
LA RF A B E B AR

(= ) &3324E (topic) : Sernovitz Il EERHE KD

Pty fErsme 8l g7 It LR E o
REA § F L~ h@ABR s I3 J | AW HFF IR S
WoRFEERTEEE 50 WIES AR 2P FEY R FAAM

%

5z *"z (talker): v M @yE 3 L35 15-@“&;45;5 ,
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(Z) 4% 1 2 (tool): Semovitz 325 » £ £ 7 &% g
ﬂwﬁ%’%é%?ﬁ‘ﬁég%éﬂﬁ%%iﬂ 4 i alE v

9}_1—5 y e mang ’mﬁ%ﬁ’“\—‘;’f’?'ﬁﬁ

7

() i# % (taking part) @ A @Ec mpr > ¢ %
X
f

£ ga R o M -

(1) #F 5 (tracking) : 1 % BT 8 & £ 5 Rt ¥
L~ AR LT (Y 02 AT 0 T E - g
¥r ELFAD HNE A A o

R e ) iy

AR R H P AR LI R G A R R
EHBEfor a2 MGy FHE > TR Aﬂ#%%7
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ERenfidkicr L ? Fwlf E£a BBHEEHRBOBRIR -
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XV kB FAPRIAE F SRR 2R e R IR
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