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The study on the influence of the preparation of customer

participation upon the WOM dissemination

Student: Wen-Hsuah Chen Adpvisor: Prof. Chien-Heng Chou

Chinese Culture University

ABSTRACT

With the rising awareness of customers, word of mouth has becoming one of the
key success factors for the consumer’s buying decisions. Therefore, it is more and
more important today. However, it is necessary to increase the degree of satisfaction
and intention of customers’ word of meuth.-The purposes of this study is to investigate
the effect of the preparation of customer participation on word of mouth.

This study distributed structured questionnaires to the customers of food and bev-
erage firms. 600 questionnaires were distributed. . 500 valid questionnaires were re-
turned. The response rate was-83%. The results show that the preparation of customer
participation is reject related to the influence of spread word of mouth. Results do not
support our hypotheses. Therefore knew from the findings, the customer before ex-
pending the antecedent the preparation-to-know when to stop, otherwise because of
expected easily oversized creates with the actual situation inconsistent degree of satis-
faction reduces is not willing WOM dissemination. Based on the study results, enter-
prises should propose the implications of management recommendations and valid

suggestion of follow-up research.

Key words: Preparation of customer participation, Word of mouth, customer participa-

tion
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T &+ F #4372 | (critical incident technique, CIT) » #-
BEE S FE REERAET A e 5750
1. % # % (preparation) :

HEEREDMAT ] L F AR

)

fe

O
=

Y

é%“
kb o
I$ ﬂ el
i3k b

T
A
i

N

D
.

% (relationship building ) :

BHR TR HIRIRR I TR e
ir%iﬁﬁaﬁﬁéiﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁm
Z2 AWM G

ok e ﬂ‘“‘}

3.3 3 2 # (information exchange ) :
B E LT IRIAY Y o
4.F ¥ (intervennon) :
TR AL EF T RETR DL ETS
ﬁ’i;‘i— o

FLH#m 980G 2202 TAIFEERIAR
TR FRTE B P a2 B TR T3 L #2 Ennew and
Binks (1999) #r# etz S22 e &in 5 F @ 8§ Q] e >0
Rodi and Kleine (2000) sfF4 3~ ¢ das 5 4 o

BEE S B PR GEEARY  HESFE TR R 2
T g L {75 2, @ i'r&‘fli%% (preparation) & ipfg Z ¥ o
EHAMAp T LR ARSI

BOR FAGRE KL REBRF M OTR - S g

2, >

Lif § f 8@ L > P URE G MASDTR > £ R &
BAFZFDLIIE v PR LA SR
(McQuarrie & Muson, 1992)
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FIE@ G Ld A FHEHEROIE S8BT /A D
Hm U » dE st e FIART T g 24731 Kellogg, Youngdahl and
Bowen (1997)kg & %22 2. £ wv & & > r.rc)j% BEE S E By

S & P2 AR A

7
AL T~

»

o

FE 2 FmEGE oE &

REE L BJRFFA B AW chiEA2? > 2 B I & (positive)
B> » €7 f  (negative)shw Jis: AT H IR 0 5 7 R B
RF 0 G RME FEHFBIRBE T O 0 A

Ennew and Binks (1999) i & 3 /f gd
oo F VL NS B R :
e R R DR S L
%ﬁ@
ﬁ

\\\?{y J@\
%

-f"—miﬁ"@"ﬁ%”mk} 50 fTA 4 Hk
’ 3:‘]‘%’\\? 'Fﬁ’fr%i m_ﬁ, é"TS ;ﬁ;_lrli%, ? %,

Risch-Rodie #2 Kleine(2006):% 5 Af % %27 4 - %
TR ?&ﬁﬁ@%%mﬁﬁiéﬁ@ﬁ§$
BE rﬁ}é—?‘* FEF s e 30 wIBEF i

[ G

Bitner, Faranda, Hubbert and Zeithaml( 1997) % Hubbert
(1995) 2. #Hmns » "CFH b apRIAFF > TR UEE &
e éﬂ”°&—ﬂWﬁﬁl CREE T RIE 5

_
%
%xﬁﬁoaaaﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁf’@

T gy TR F IR
AR RS o REERG 28 M ALRBEE ¥
RR%T a3 AR B0 R ¢ f2 0 F
WS ARIRED c FAER T BT X AE IR
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LR g B (22 zmnofﬁﬁiﬁg—ﬁgwm@ﬁ
¢ ’?Quﬁﬁijf%ﬁgaﬁiéM*t
%

TR T HOR S B e 4

Qﬁ~%$§ﬁi%~U£&”¥%%ﬁﬂ*?ﬂ°ﬁﬁ%
Mitchell(1981) &%= 3 R 45 SRR Rl B B
» R e

' A
m&ﬁﬁA%avﬁ KR A& F 2 AW
FEE O TAAFELM A LT
Blackwell et al(2001)z% 5 > B > K BEREE > 38 D IR
RRRLOfR AL ) BB IR LR A Y blde s BT
R A ROy g d kR 0 BRI ERF O 4
Ab BRI G A ot My R g R o R B
IR R SENE S 2 e N R L R T
aj{%? PERF LM > B R PR 25N e @ etkeD
28 0>t Kellogg et al.(1997)#r3 enE o B 8 7 5
(preparation)fj!éxi o
Mattila and Wirtz (2002 ) %44t & ¥ PRikcne A3 ¢ o
2 e O R T AROF R ’@%ﬁmiﬁ AFRHELR
b e f AR A TR KR & 45 3 p\'rsrr: B
R T g L R RGBSR R -*z—i F 45 b INenFE
%’wﬂﬁ#ﬁmﬁ«mﬁﬁowﬁmpiTﬁu 55k
%tﬁwﬁﬁ&%’fﬁiiww’L%&%i@A?%%%ﬁ:
iR e v;%*&ﬁﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁ$ﬁﬁ?%i’@“
TEHEN M FRAEER g R AR A D

.T_")%‘m_??g

i
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(impersonal ) ~ » A 7 (neutral) 33 kiR o

»

=B ESE2ZE R R Y

d Engel, Kollat and Blackwell #r# 57 EKB #c5% &_4p
% F L § F A W@ ARHC:Y (The Consumer Decision
Process, CDP model ) i} § 4 i 48 *F 38 F 3t endio b > 246 A ¥
AR ERERNEHRAF RS S B FouE#E o Engel
% 4(1993)4 &1 EKB fi3% 2 $7100 S H RER - KB AR 0 AR
i F KB 5 - N AR A-(Problem-Solving) sif A% -
aﬁfké£&~ FAIOF 2 RiEh MY CHMEREIR
P B o

bR AT AR A R PRRE R R E
FAPBE AT W o F RppiLe T -9 E_F A F ( Search for

(ﬂd\

Information) °

FR R B Gk E KM T - 2 e A
3%%3*#ﬂjﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁmaagﬁ;mg;yﬁggqgﬂ
HAME > XTRL N F AT - 26 o T L FL
k& f > 2 F i 4o Kotler & 4 (1999)#7it & 35 2 £ fik(* R
BREB) FERRR L CHLAR 2 RI)E B RR(R

A S A S EREE) e T FAF KB ELFIBALE SR
Beh 3o

LR g ) HATEE ii?v‘&%i},ﬁ SN
ir»gg‘gfg{%c W %”’—ﬁ}“}'}%" 7 oRE F F'~ WehiRdg o v 7 i A4 AT
%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁgﬁin%£4ﬁ4mg iR E
{fﬁ%%ﬁ#—%ﬁﬁ 2 HOH S FER CHRERE
B BP S MY SCHRERY 75 REAN e FHF

- '%EPE’#?E:F % (Duhanetal., 1997) -
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“P“}

I\ﬁ ga\y

mw m

~ R E B R
W RE A SEPRIRS 0 € 3T IR A Sl
‘*Ei'iﬁ‘iiHngj&ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁi BERgR
7 % % (Engel,Blackwell and Mininard,1986)- ij‘h{;h T
FAMTBRARIpREET LD HEF ERRDLE
(Parasuraman,Zaithaml and Berry,1988) o
#%_Kelly,Slinner and Donnelly(1992) % § F ey v
I REEHI P ”/ﬁi}*}il:?;%&}ifﬁﬁu_ v [
%o 4 BB R A L2 hhiRG o BEEL FIEMRE £
Pl et aiaq REFRRM 22 EZEFT 7 HTR

iR

AREEGp FatRAREFEIEFER T Rk
R R R R IIE* IR B PRI A R 2 it R dF ene
R 2 B RE G AL FUR RO GFLIFLRE S

EAAMA L e R IR L E G o
Ennew and Binks(1999)i - AT FAEE FEK
Ao Y B ERERREE AN PR 2 B
FwcnBEF AT AL EED gJP L F R enipfp tE Mpd
' FIMREEZ R LR € AR F o

‘*i

(2 )PRFE R andr

po1980 & 04 i PRAR = FTR B G B H AT E AR > FRAE
R BEREE S P RE 2T LRI EE
% EFRIFF G- BF EINAEF EES ST O
( Parasuraman, Zeithaml, & Berry, 1985 ; 3 55 » 2003 ) »
e BRI A B sy BiEauEfeer H A 4 onid % v

ﬁmg%,xJ%Wﬁmw%o*fmf@%ﬁiﬁgf
AR G T SR LI G B R



EML AR 46 TP A A IR L g
AR ME 0 Bldera BEE ﬂﬁém » WpErTiE L E ;b e E
MRARIE AR G R R o0 2 3 R . RORSE
FRFEIRSTRAPEIFEFIRLRE 7 FH
5 ATk IR o

Gronroos (1982) % & PRI+ S5 A1) 7 —"“ EA TR R dx)
PRAZEE B X PRIF{S e iv 2 v e A 4 o Lovelock Fe
Wright (1998) %% T PRI+ F | & TAEE $2 7 IRAFiEE
EER W R A Kelly,et al. (1990)% }éﬁ”ﬁ; R4 Z 5

kﬁﬁ%ﬁ”ﬂﬁ%*mﬁﬂﬁWﬁ%* ﬁ%*ﬁ*ﬁﬁr
BRI ST SN RE B H R B IR -
(ZIRPR
Oliver (1999) & L&t sk | 5 TR &7 o
Fra ™ & F Lp ML ped) L 2y sl

%,@gmaﬁikgﬁﬁ%%wk%@ﬁé%ﬁw

J
¢ 7 0B AR Al %&wﬁﬁﬁé&$°%&w
Pdp AR F e SRR A TS L AR Ap AL
R HEE AR AR SRR DL B - Ennew and
Binks(1999)% 7+ > kg £ & » & é}ﬁ?)ﬁﬁ;ﬁ s T Hp
i]%@r's‘ CRIBEEHIRIEET CRBRAS 48 0 AL
BEAR RIHIHER D RFRLBRY 643
(Schneider and Bowen,1995) -

() ff 8

TREEARL R E ) AR AL S RS H

AR IRIRA AN G G B ehH N R A (SR
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AERNOTEFNEZ(ASNIRBZF Ko F st en
FIF)he X el T BT T E ) & Tagd
2 BFeni B A4 4] ¥ (net beneﬁt)é’:ﬂ»ﬁ?ﬁf o Fpt o T AE
B AL RE ko ol T R Y A& JRIRA
LAY ARG DM AT
WEE?F’* CHREARA G AT B - BERDAE o F]Q
b PR A z}aqfw PAFAR M T R B S 7
SE A 5 @/\-%’KK&,"‘FE,)‘F)\ Bk AL )
4

A &2 PRI T4 ATt TRy o P
T, B T e 2 B g e (Zeithaml, 1988) Ap ¥~

= ) P u K=
JBER T IR F oA

i
o
—m
T -_mk-

v}a‘!;}fg—\ﬁiéﬁ-ﬂ,{ﬂ ;}ﬂk,’}gprrﬁfl}n = ré»-,%‘,fﬁ';g%'r‘—}
% 35 & (Zeithaml '1988; Dodds et al. 1991; Fredericks &
Salter II 1995; Neal 1999; Grewal 2000) > F]pt § i} ¥ &

R EABPE . BEEL ARG
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S A

%3%£§$ug

AR R AP AR R RF e 7 R
BoHBEEFEZER R e RBRFPERR A TR AF
1 B

Blackwell et al.(2001)3% 5 ¥ 5 B & FAF L AR R enfg i 2

G HIP IR LS R bk P § LA RN
RS fRPRAEF I AT DA Pl;izlﬁk’ﬁ EE ;:%g‘ﬂ"—fg’ > G TN
A » giéﬁi’ﬁﬂﬁa‘f@ HAEL o R EAFEER >V RAET
§%RM&ﬂ§ﬁﬂiiﬁ”"ﬁ%m“i3’iéiJﬁﬁ-ﬁ?é
25 { 48>t B 7 (Zeithmal and Bitner,2000) - @ F1¥ % ff {152 &2
BE o PIELRIRATIRIEE TS g 4 o

Ennew and Binks"(1999) s% 44 % f d BEE S8 m kT
ho FHREE R FT 'lpimwn@ﬁﬁﬂw;lﬁii SRR Sl
|7 A R e o R OB AR e S o o JEEE WG S
&@%’iﬁwiﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ’Wﬁzfﬁmﬁ%?‘ﬁ%

pii

B (Schnelder and Bowen,l995) °

AT RN Y A PR R AL R AN @
LR A% 0 RIHEWDE SRR g A2 E e e
A2 TR B o FlP ABRK 0 e T

»

HI D BE 482 T v B G {for MO ERFLAAM -
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%
%E:#rtﬁ%mﬁﬁzzti ﬁ;nb;a ﬂ:}éﬁ%
Q’S(?T* R B &, 2004) o bl4e 0 F
BPRAFATEAF RRTRE A AT
(FwEg)e 2T REEELLY R - P8R0
FAER (FNEN BN ) EE NS T R
rlovg oA R B SR R 9 (Bldet B )
— AL p BB B ACE B PSR B4 Buffet)s 12 & £ B (%
G EH) @@’%‘”ﬁ(i\ o ARE PR~ B R
BE 138 o Ay iﬁ%‘%%éﬁxwmpi’f’i%"
(=) #HEH%
BN A TERERTL AT Z AL M- &3

24



I AR PR H AT L RS
ﬁﬁgeﬁ’ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi“/ﬁﬂmé THLE
SFPIMEFTF O R ER RS - RN F FELE 0TI
;ﬂééi,gﬁgizﬁ@\ﬁwgamyﬁn,af
SRR P A BN RS RAPHF o AT R AP

BT EPP B RBIFS- I RERTERN L
IE‘ AL o TR % I 14 (convenience sampling) w7 3%
EEFETHORL > MRS SR E WA

AT R JRIIRE R A o

AT EREEEERET L 2010# 1% 26 p ~2010

£27027p ’F‘:“%%ﬁ 3600 0w T 562 i w T 94%>
TRER R A ATH MR S Rk 62 B
P2 % 500

A5 R A

FAR % SRR L TR %
#E 600 ™ 562 i» 500 i»
v 100% 94% 83%

%%*ﬁﬁek%?i PEP AR AP KR A
TERE2E o
(=) =3
AET B AR S A RN GRS

e PR HHELEFLRE > PN AT ST -
B BESRS O HF R L EE R L Hr e
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FoHRARHE

*f2‘ﬁ%WQﬁ%%%’u:ﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁaﬂ¥%1W%
—-Igz;; PR e A R AT dE ] SRR s Bl KT
AR S BREZ Tioyer o B 4od 320
d 4 32 Phrs AT 2ZHAY LB 5T SuliA
54.40% ~ 9 5 45.60% 5 AEAAFERR IR G o 1Y %&éﬁ 2 5 0 ik
57.40% > = ﬁ?ﬁﬁ i 42.60% ; EH S G 0 1026 % 30;%«‘%/%;, 5o 0k
25.80% > H=t 5 31 % 35;%«‘37“ b5 23.60% ; RTAZE > @ 0 MY
BRAfER S 678% H LAY AH(F)ML G 21.6%

u-ﬁ}ﬁ_ é“l

BERED G 0 ME SR AR LD E39.00% Hx s Ay EFRD
kG 32.80% M BAR AR MR E C £REL A S
14.60%; =T 32T~ 3% »1230,001-2 45,000 ~ ﬁ B %o 1k 19.08% >

H = 5 45,001 & 60,000 %“Z"Tlé%p 1827%
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232 FokiE k2 R FORA G SRP A

AATH B e = #e A (%)
Lo 272 54. 40%
1)
9 1 228 45. 60%
16~20 f 25 5. 00%
21-25 A 62 12. 40%
26-30 A 129 25. 80%
, 31-35 A& 118 23. 60%
g
3640 A 70 14. 00%
41-45 # 45 9. 00%
46-50 A 23 4. 60%
51L& ()0t 28 5. 60%
By ()T 6 1. 20%
s ik % ¢ g 47 9. 40%
tr N 339 67. 80%
75 () 108 21. 60%
B4 (L) 39 7. 80%
A% AR 195 39. 00%
g AR R 22 4. 40%
BF e N .
. 164 32. 80%
Flied 4 7 1. 40%
# 73 14. 60%
20,0005 ( £ )11~ 61 12. 25%
20, 001-30, 000 = 67 13. 45%
30, 001-45, 000 = 95 19. 08%
45, 001-60, 000 = 91 18.27%
T 3o
60, 001~75, 000 = 78 15. 66%
75,001-90, 000 = 38 7.63%
90, 001~105, 000 =~ 21 4.92%
105, 001 (5 )2 47 9. 44%
_— 213 42. 60%
HAAFR
4 287 57. 40%

T AEcE 500 oo
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GRS S AR LI

FiEP e R - BPHRERERA S TE L anflofy i o A
T TR IARFEERPD P UERPFIFAFE - HY I &
AT AR L SR AZET R A HAT T2 28 E(vAEBH) -
é%&<@%%ﬁ71w$%>”£ TR RBSF ~ E
B LR CBLR) TRITETE - RERP AT o

Ea

A

S i TR B S

! T
Youngdahl, and Bowen(1997)#7# 1 » dphg & & 7 if 7 = §
LT B AR B R fﬁ'lﬁkﬁ?r’ﬂiz&i AT g
PRF% o
7 3 ik g5 Kellogg, Youngdahl, and Bowen(1997)#7#& !
¥

SUFE SH R R AT E R DRGS0 2 4N S

Poor 3BT FCRFE(IVAF IR 22 RR 3

ELL 4 FRA SRR BANAL 330
%33 MEFH2 84

o ﬁﬂi”

aEE Ly RLD SRR N e

il ¥
FEF(Gldot LG mB—*»F’“’?"ﬁ:FFRzZ-mP\ FoREH
PEOERE)
2 BAE IR T GES - B k-
MEAIE T o (Blde WA E D 0 F B TS i)
3ATEER &7 LB DT
ANEFTRAPEREER RPN FARBLTELE G
7 kiR D.LKellogg, W.E.Yoimgdahl, and D.E.Bowen(1997)
On the relationship between customer participation and satisfaction: Two frameworks.
International Journal of Service, 8(3),206-219
Miiiiia & K JB AR
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SN r B E T
izﬂ*#&rﬁﬁféé‘é—‘,ﬁ;% AR ALFERARZ B2
Fele g B FHHE - EW A SR IRIAZ AR
Arndt (1967) o Babin, Lee, Kim, and Griffin(2005)% 7 % % &
REVRF BAFLHIFTES ’f?é"?@/g’f#%*ﬁ“ﬁ
agBFE%%&F@@%@@@aﬁﬁ’ﬂ&ipfﬁ“
HEL2 I NE BT ERFEE (1222 F R 21 7

FR 3 ZLL 4 FR " 5:22%F3) ELFABArk
3-

<

#3-4 vl § 4

§E o 4 40T

il 2t 1. 2V5R R s R R Rl o F]/z Bk H °
2. F JORRPTL NN EERE PIEREREET R °
3. NFER BB A L R D R Rk AR B -

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:

Miiiiia 5 K TR AR

SR ERLARNETRETE
AT HRIEERIR TR GAELEHENEY R ER
R (Ch1ou Droge & Hanvanich, 2002) » i * H
PNEREFTERRFE (1:22F 2 RR 02 A F R 03
FE R PE-;‘ETS SRR ) BEANFAAoR 350

4
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235 BEARRAREL
s e 390
REEBRE 1 A4 E 3 78 R T3 & o
AN AT TR R A ER I L ®

3. EMm 7 o AP ER TR R DIPGARR -

T4t %k ¢ Chiou, J.-S., Droge, C., & Hanvanich, S.,2002, Does customer

knowledge affect how loyalty is formed? Journal of Service Research : JSR,

5(2), 113-124.
ftiiias & JEAR

o~ BLAR
AFELHLFRE B ZTRAED PR T8 F L2 &
ML ezl HEF 2 ¥ A AR BT ORGEARE
KPR AP i A -2 PRI (Oliver ,1999) 0 B 78 2k 37 4
<+ R.McMullan, and A:Gilmore(2003)+ 7 648 » € 23K 3% %
T ECRFE (1 22F 2 RE2: 2 kA 3270

4 g S VPR ) EARF AL 360
%36 BFELPRE R
HE H o ]
WRELBR o 7 I fER- A G ERGE R R
QERNBIR- R R R NEIRfET -
3.9 0% A By kAR Eﬁ_mﬂiziw?ﬁf&% v e & — ¢ ERE I e
- R § AR T
4. ¢?\é&, B v’c}épm’é&,
FliErE R EAER T o
6 A7 €T L NdFd T "%Nz'i‘é& BRI e B &/ﬁ?’ °
4 kR ¢ RMcMullan, and A. Gilmore(2002) The conceptual development of cus-
tomer loyalty measurement : A proposed scale. Journal of Targeting. Measurement and
Analysis for Marketing. 11(3),230-243.

Miirota i K JE4E o

30



T S PRIFEH
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BT A ERLIRIAEAY TR A RBR ST -
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fi

71138 BARFBRLELPBTIEREFR (1 #%k
202 AFR 3 AERAL A FRSIETRRT ) B

(=) 3650 R4 f o
Wﬁﬁﬁﬂ&’U£*Wﬁ¢iﬂ%ﬁ£%mw?(,)

94’{

AT T RIS A

E‘“
.:.\;

g
\w\m >'

R RS S R £ 1)
Freren2| %7 (Brady &Cronin Jr.,2001) » & % *

’

~

+
+
2 T

—

A

¥ I8 4o 3-7 o

% 3-T i+ &7 & %

g AR

o ﬂn

T
&

[ =N

5 3

e
Pl
=3

[
I
-3

1. iz 7B R PRAF A B 22 B en3 & 4% o

VR RERETE 1 HRA T fow i B R o
TR R I PRIER BT IR P RRER R TR
B e ph e

VB RERER 1V TP R AR o

AT R A B 83K {%@*@%‘;J’“‘ BAF2 - o
AR R e B R AR o

B RE RCTIRE F 4 0 AN AT Feho

L3 p:un£?\%&iﬂﬁbgﬁ‘ﬁ'*ﬂ&lw% ;5; f@;“;ﬁ:
&2 ]vjt o

9. A=t * RRAR DA - X EHFNEHK -

10. i& 7&K Fodk & 0AE E APRIRR AR L 1 -

1.2 R REFY A RELN - BRI HK -

wW DO

o -1 O Ul

TR kR

: Michael K. Brady & J. Joseph Cronin Jr..Some New Thoughts on Con-

ceptualizing Perceived Service Quality: A Hierarchical Approach, Journal of Marketing,

July 2001

,46

~ 2 G U
= ~aF N E

AT R E Y ERRBE R EHRAEE TE R
A A (Petrick,2002)’ﬂl'il%iéqu HEg 4 273 84>
FAFTGEALEFTIEARAFE (1:2F 222 2 F
3IARLR AT RRSIEFRR ) RANFIoA 380
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3-8 o i BE %

42 o 48 40T

W E B RE Rt S AT fae
CERE RR BRI ET G
CERR RS R

ERE RSN FRE -
PR PR R Y ol e @
LR E A R PR RE R R -
P A e AR R E R ®

VB RB RALE FHEF R

O 1 O Ol = W DN —

TAL KR

Petrick,James F.,Development of Multi-Dimernsional Scale for Measuring the Per-
ceived Value of a Service,Journal of Leisuer Reswarch,(34),2002,pp 119-134
Wi ta b F JEAE o

= N AT SRR
AR ERA USRI R~ DA R S (e
Berman and Evan(1978)F g 3%s A v s R B LX L § A
i & g Al FE Y R £ 8
CTARR C BRE TN r FR I R R R AL
Price AT AU RIS S f[a;ﬁaﬁa » v 3-9 o

ETINS

32



4 3-9 §FR A ¢ P

Hw Re 78

JEA e

AP g e

£ ¥ 20/ ™ 5 21~90% ; 31~404 ; 41~5H04 ; 51~60%% ; 61
}%J'/‘l—

K5 AR BB (F)MTS R AF AL (F)

= ?i(E%NEQ%ﬁB%éi,%gﬁiﬁl;?@1

m

=R 0007~( z r7™ )20, 001 ~~30, 000-:30, 001 ~~40, 000
= 5 40, 001 ~~50, 000~ ; 50, 001 ~~60, 000~ ; 60, 001 ~
(z) it

THLKR AT I .

2 % ..
ENR S T A L e

=y ﬁm~&££P”Bm’ AFET ®* SAS 9.0 st

EEHMEL AL = B fie ~ i fF A 47 (Regression
Analysis) % 2 ;%\ & 47 %&F&“i B %0 P 4T

Arat Bzt

R X wgis 2 kA 0 AP Tf_‘é_g] 22 4 AREE
F o TR AR A fefe T A B AR R A g
Mo B R R R REhA A RIS

A

AFE Y 215 B A~ #5714 Cronbach’s o k #=& B ¥ ch# 13
A o Nunnally(1978)3% 5 +& %_% 78 S #cp - R > A B A %
BB ATFRES - ROETE T oo 5507 B R
TR a0 EA3 0307 2B BT HEILTRDFER > a &

<03 ™ % R 4 ## F ( Hair,Anderson,Tatham &
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Black,1995) -

ERS I A L
AR pehi hte® ESE T oRBR /%E?
TR CTRBE TRBET e TR E ) &g
AP R A2 R > 3 4% Pearson 4p B T Bic ki 7 A 4T 0 1R T 3;5«
BAPBMAZA 4% 2R B4 kP FH 23 B & o

w ~ A %3t §F 4 47 (Hierarchical regretssion analysis ) :

PP AT R R AR M IR Rl 0 p R B R R
B - et Y B HFIARACT
(=) #H3-

T~ t5 1 &) SRR P e
BjrfR g% o
(=) #H2=

£i&- HP PRI EF AR RN R
R R R S %ﬂt'—i’ AT F R F LA
B o
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R NS A

ARIRAFAEL Y BB 222 FRER) Rk
(C R BH)E A RBEGE T AR T L BR  RAEEF S0
B R AR BHEF ERPELAR LRAAFT LR
2% o

N

A2

§ - §FT Y REG A LA

TR EFEFSHPZRFELTEF - R AET R
Cronbach’s o i #ci® 5 7€ ' £ 13 & 2 % J5 > Cronbach’s a < 0.30 %
T e MER>030<a<s070 %7 22 KR a>070 47 58 G R
(Nunnally, 1978; % <~ & »/2002) -

gt T RS ALP & e B eap M di(Correlation with
total) > 0.2 » # 77 B AL A 390 "o &7 G kg, 5§ AP H iR
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