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Zeithaml(1988) ~ Dodds et al.(1991) ~ Grwal et al.(1998) % % % X393 kwF R E S
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B ALY LR AL - el i e BRI B o

( Trade-off) =f % o

Bo 2o R E MY ASRS - R R Rk R B 0 A LA R K
SRR R A H R P P chehde ) & o Monroe(1984) & 5 4o i B pE s

cm

A %ﬁ‘WEW?‘”ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%m#%%aﬁm&ﬁ’m;wﬁimﬁ
FRAREAY P EHASOTERE A HAST R DR

ol g R RE s A g 1% B enF % Bkt de ) B A SR 1 E A
R ﬁﬁxdmﬁfﬁﬁ’d fat 2 B fe- e i 3 K R

BEDFET VTR ASDGERL R EFEAL DTIE KRR o T KR

%ﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬁ%W¢¢wﬁao

Y185 LR
Tauber (1988) #f= 3 1976 & 2 Ken276 i Sifas @ F b)fs > 305 - B =
L R A R k2 h T BE B E LR (fitness) 11 & FLERA
(leverage) o j¥u2 {6 5 3 % 5%’#&:’:1 FenZ GRS - PRER ERLVF
St W3R hE & F1 4 o Tauber 2. a5 7 225 (Boush et al., 1987: Aaker &
Keller,1990; Boush and Loken, 1991; Park, Milberg, and Lawson, 1991; Broniarczyk
and Alba, 1994)» L s& i F FHEGu W T g XN B LR SR P AL RET
R M BTN QA B N IR T S g bt;cgh A 5 Fy&p4 e e AR F
i AR - R E RSB TR LR | RES R
RERPBOTPUERN Y RE o AL RS T ERAWME SN TR HE R T
FAXERTERZ Y TR LRRLIDERE HELH M G

e A&
Sz B E

b
pl

Sk
i
.
g

- T E RS

Twmuw%)ﬁi%g&{ﬁﬁ%ﬁméﬁ&ﬁé§&ﬁm’{—ﬁ%ﬁjﬁﬁi
B XYM R a4 o Aaker and Keller (1990) 2. % & R = 5 >
AU G IR R TRESE e THBIIRASEEN R SRR TR R
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ERRRF A BRI A 7 R FRBRRASEITA RS H }
e 54‘,;{23;7: REFRLNPE O RTIEFN S bl BB
A O TESY AUV F R bldekat
02 i <
Park, Milberg, and Lawson (1991) 335 85 ¥ 2§ chF|Z AT X &£ R
(perceived fit) » A s Z LR kA 35 - L & 5%

#p W] erp 4 (product-level

—

similarity) » L4 R ASH U A S A SFY LG AP T - RE S -
5 }i%g,,%»&_;:l:;—;—,ﬁ’r'ﬁif—"@}iﬁ’l
2

T g & SApBAp i 2 g RS - RIET N T

3k} (brand concept consistency) ° F* 7 %

~

HEgu i g hFamck o« AT R D SBMAY AL PN Ee
(function-oriented) % #-*f ¥ (prestige-oriented) & #f> 4 %|1Z Timex % Rolex i%
PR R B e g (Timex) 2 0 3 # o Ewengd TR 3 B3 8
WA 5o B Hoe g (Rolex)ut 4 BF o cng Bt W 3 H G e
Aot b g g 3 A A LR IR DA SR B e 5% (Rolex) ¢
i o Bt R e S (Timex) e
Smith and Park (1992) %% & & B V.01 & 5 °F gk # (extrinsic based) % p A A #
(intrinsic based) - * & A#HA4p R A SEE W A &% LR ﬁ Ap 0 E RN Ap L eie
FER N AR RASFEUEN A S AR ORGP chd & e AR 2
A o BT S S end & )ﬁ*& H > A 54 B eh4p 17 o Broniarczyk and Alba
(1994) # &) 54 & J& 2§28 (brand-specific associations) LA » 25 Z & AL & L p
WA R DL BRI Y B RHE AR R EEETA R SRR
Fleng @ e
Keller(1993)~ 25 > B & &4 ¢ e % B4 e 549 35 % (image of brand)—- & {£11 2 &
FEFRIEERE S LY VAN 2 AR DR R 6T R
WA R v priE- B ARSI

FENIFET AFIRZERFRIAG - LT RASEUENV A

i
F.

[
A

KW enZ &R 0 ¢ 7 Aaker and Keller (1990) 2. 3 4@ 2~ F ¥ #E A {

i
—
-ﬁn&_
=1
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Park, Milberg, and Lawson (1991) 2. #& &#§ % 4p 01+ ~ Smith and Park (1992) % & &
Mt AP AR S oA T ETRY L WA % £ R > §d Park,
Milberg, and Lawson (1991) 2. S-# %4 — &M 474 @ % » d £ 4 (concept) ¥ ) %

(image)® F = Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate Thesaurus * &>t & F 0 F]PL £ 4 -

Rifp o AEHL A% E &R (image fitness) o

Broniarczyk and Alba (1994) e & BB v fodd s> & BB Rk ihr™ o 275

B A SAE S & A F G R S0 (image) BB FH AL A MY i Y

AEFHFE-SE* 2R ERFE ;O F LI ELEHMEP T R ET R R
ARl g R Aiu R f R A THERRY » LERRDELER | AHE

ER - BH Y RERBRY 2 GRS FIEA A 220

PLEH Far @ B8

Aaker and Keller(1990) % LR (fitness) TR I BEE
Park, Milberg, and Lawson | &v4f 22 & & (perceived fit) | & &4F B[ 4p 0245 ~ 540 B2
(1991) A- R

Smith and Park(1992) g 2 % (similarity) AR P RAH
Broniarczyk and % £ R (fitness) A SRR AR 0 S &
Alba(1994) B 55 12

S ERERHER RGBT

Aaker and Keller (1990) #8317 % —‘kiima H-AERue Iy Py SR r T
BELEERPEER Al IR FARE-F A AR RTE (&
I AER) Pl Eg TR .

Park, Milberg, and Lawson (1991) %5 #2385 at ¥ = ch% 4 £ g &

(perceived fit) » ¥ A 5 A FAF W jp A BMREA - R e L SEP H i
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}:I'B’F ﬁ\“éii%—i,ﬁz,_gg°

Broniarczyk and Alba (1994) # ! 5% & /% £ (brand-specific associations) .4

2@ Y

W SRR AR R RS BIE AR M2 FRE S £
KRR R A AN L RS FlE 2 ok 0 A BRI E S L A el
% o

Bhat, Kelley, and O’Donnell (1998) # 3 & & R ¥ &5 K 2 8> Fy BsHpd o

ok

FEZERBPF AEWMENY Bl &M (sub-brand)® & % &4 (nested brand) = & K
bR EEEARNFALAR > RIREAAI S R FEERME
P EERA &R AATA S SRS RIS S g
BN S5 SEF (2003) ¥ &R LR HPHEEENELF Ik
LB RPN :

A SER S S T

WA (2000) & F SME R T L R B MenBEri ik § L RN E R LA S
#oschema ' R MA% S wP|NEZBLERF BT SEH T E R ERARF
CEHAESSTW AT L ockAax o 2 ARk b A o 2P Aaker (1990) 2 ;
FAEMBEN F RnE L RE BT A

—
™

A gt o FERRTAISR R 0 BTG
B S POk Ak B AN RTAI O Kk o AT A ek
Bl oo bt R A R IR - B ;'.'* %

*}frl B

\m.

S TR R AR R R
AR &
RERERIN ERRAEGOTEE 5

pr e o

=

:sa *ﬁ @3

8 WA %
L &2 % hi &

B R B RARGRE R B g e S e G B g 2
&ﬁi%°ﬁipii£%ﬁi%W%@?@%ﬁf@M%’ﬂ&%Zkﬁéﬁﬁ
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Lt EVA Tk AN i

(1) L~ 4% el B
Newman and Werbel (1973 ) #5435 % 2.5% 5 — A4 M A R o1 B oif £
B0 BHA) G AR R H SR L RE > PP TR B B %
FE R G o Ao R~ SR AL € - T2 R S Park, Jaworski, and Macinnis ( 1986 )

TH S CEAREER R R Rk A Y SR NS
&

3=
%

o 7 f% ; ¢ ¢t > Richardson, Dick, and Jain (1994 ) #_& % 4R
%T%?éﬂfﬁé%r‘%%" P IRA R AR E € I A SR ol th & i E 4
AFde L o on SR T R AR A ST TR

(2) A EAEE UM
Aaker (1992) #5929 T & 2 SM BB e L - WEE R E LY sRipd
FOEF o AAPHERORE R X EIWY X - DR L TUERDE
Wen A R A Fdriar e Biel (1992) 308 8 &g Apid B2 BB W 5 525 % o
d B 7%~ A& ?57?‘9*'*‘”3?’5'%.3 A o Keller (1993) 12 &4 85 18

KA A% 0 5 ABE BRslR F 3 & & 2k (Brand Node) & 33 & 2t
(Informational Node ) Ap:ftsm Stk £ A 2 £ 5 £ & 5% & & o Krishnan

¥

(1996)7% 5 &4 B 825 % 972 & chipe it & BL7 10 £ % & — B 549 (4 Sony ) ~
—ﬁé%(%?ﬁ%)ﬁ—ﬁ%ﬁ(%ﬁkﬁ)’if@%L$6%$%$?
*AAEE PP P EA5 % o @ Bhatand Reddy (1998) Rlini &7, % £ F

Wengg o > REB VI RGNASEST > TRFHME 5 -

() - fAApE DT LM

% 4 Kotler and Gertner (2002) 35 AE £ 13955 - BB H= B9 s B
RENERE L HE - FLERTEF AL LEE S &% - FIF L4

BT - BE - RPEEFTDE TR EIRIFEAEL o AL AEHA S

w
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(4) H- AL & S e BT
Bird, Channon, and Ehrenberg (1970) > #-5-41 75 % % & 5 & SRR L PMLT 3% W 0
“7% B 5 ,ﬂfﬁ'iﬁﬁ\b FFE s T g B H kg %R & - Kirmani,
Sood, and Bridges (1999) 25 &M 3, % ¥ % k&> R ¥ A SF T4
ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ(ﬁ%‘ LR ) HAp SRR FREREET
WREA-TERE R &M R R L AR T L £ 4~ 2 Duncan, and
Moriarty (1999) %% & %%?{E%%%&#ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%&@’é%%ﬂ@

e TR A W] s B B REJIE £ £ £ o Jenni and Byron (2003 ) R #-

S

MR T ELEAMESER FHEANL v RS LR v E
BRGSO R REL e B %E T 0 H - en R

o
TREEFHESIENE NG A amBE s 0 AR A Sy

FERM O FTURLER TR LATEBESY R FHEEEETRY &

MR AT S A R R RS R o T R 3R R ok

““Eﬁi&{réﬁh‘ﬁﬂ’%y VAR R G T s bae A St s B s i o
2 Rz

3 dEe b d > FATLRRGH R B E TR S R

B AAAFLY > WPV A RRLIET A A Bis o - B
MRS R AS S fFEE2 ARE A XL F XS Aaker, Biel ¥ -

P AR E S e oA B BRCJIE R E A A F Ko Kellere £ o

A BHG HON TG FEF DL R A AR ESR R R THE i

T HeFedaln 2%

Aaker(1991)#purmﬂﬁﬁiéiit/@ﬁ%?'h%" CERPE SRS TV R A G
AL R A RS I B £ F £ Wl Aaker (1996) { i&

A LR S AT R SN RN Y R



¥ F L0 dnd B % REREET A BEDOCER o Fl 0 AP Y
#-rt Aaker, Biel #7314 (hF M % > s ARG o
(1) A&
Park, Jaworski, and Macinnis (1986) & 45 % I g £ 415 5 A#H > A 5o
BHEE NI B PEg 2, 9007 Z 3 o

<I># i A %

WA R AR R Y AL AP R S A A S KRR b
#

<2> 9 et % o
W R BEBEN BF RDA SR  dep AP ESR &I T FH
B p A E o LA AR RSB R A R 4T R A
25 4 o
<B>EAEA %
MR EAEE Y A SREE P aEAE s S35 2 b PR Fo e
ST 7 UGl T R S AN B D S O ST s A S
Keller (1993) 35 &4 75 % ( TE T 18 cnie &) 775 & i 48 ~ e peefh o 1 %
BN F AR fIEE ERZ A
() Bt
LARRRB O R AL B ARANICE AR MOmE > 2 A5
EMOBE e B e kR F 2R R -
(2) fIEme
SR HA RS RIEZ B ATRRS B A el o 2 FE A 5% do ik

CRLES

B) =Wk
FAEEHERER ARG SR 7S A (SR ) L S
CIAR EIE R EEY DLITREEL L EE B S 7 S

<> ZMicE %
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Eacp e er R flg 2o h THE > ¢ ZR LT %3 1T RS
SIS OTRNER S FE AR L EAER
<2> A 4o A

AR RN AN D AR R R T RN N G

ZRBUAH-FRMARSDIRTNLE T P B A IR Y

o

(98]

k)
e
o

F->

FURVRASEAMEDERE F > T RERT RO MBI E LB
PR o I AL R
SO MR ANCEER G %%i%f&ﬁ*%ﬁ%#ﬁé?’{fﬁﬁﬁ

~=$
jpas}
~m

&
i

mgﬁgﬂa,fzf%wﬂ¢mﬁ%*?

Aaker (1996) 3n 5 £ £, % >0 2 AP E 57 e 4/ @ B2
ﬁéﬁﬁ?é%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’UQéé%ﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁg’ﬁﬁgﬁéﬁﬁiiW*ﬂ
BlamemiE s A - LBl H N B
Ammdw%)mf%W%@i&%%%%%iéi%ﬁ%ﬁ&@%ﬁﬁg’A%
MATHEOY EARAFEEDRE v o e g ARRE S £ FBE &
M Es o B FERB(TEEN )P ETFL G AE CHEAEE / AFE
AR T AT CHBE M I RS A R B fohd LA X o
and Brown (1997)fcftd=i% (2001) PI3ni £ %£25% 7 A 523/ - 5 22 41370

4 (Corporateability ) =55 8 » R 2 ¥ - ..%,‘,f‘%‘i;_é_,ﬁi— A TR endoirs i 4

gz o FlEE bl - AR IEGAEADET RIAEE § 2 P72 B A B
L Z #2274 ¢ F & (Corporate Social Responsibility ) <8 8 » g Z -

PR EREHAAENFE SR o RAFEATY B AL P04 T
BexPiNiE SRREFE 7 2P d e FEMEY R LHD 7T
PR GEFE L AT WRERA g2 SR R 230
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EEIE
%¥ﬁ~%*%‘

o AEE)

Park, et. al(1986)

o 75 % %ol
A5 % E g A %

Biel (1992) PR RE Ak AR d | L A
ARRE R 1A 57 %
Farquhar et. P EmE-2 5
al(1992) w2 SR
Ee S Tl el GRS
P BEAIE
Keller (1993) A - A S
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&
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G YAt

4, HuApBEAS %

Biel (1992) 35 &47) % £d = f'pena) oorfs > A ul s TARA 4 T4
BHEG 8 TEL A% o B o Biel (1992):: TAS %, ¢ 2@t
Boagprian THEFEA R, » Pike gH B afdri EFLELD
aBlelﬂFﬁ*“ﬁw?fl?c BHEMRGET - IR F TRS SN 0 T 2R
et AR 3Ly S R i R A N LS

A &A% 3ok 45 Biel (1992)~Keller( 1993 )t #= % 22 i£ 8 & (1998 )
A EA L H A R B 2 A % 5 @ 4 %A% ) sF 4 Aaker (1991,
1996) , Biel (1992) fr Dacin and Brown (1997) ¢hi 3k » & 3 2 @i 4 #2406 F
Eenm e 5 ¥ 4e ~ Biel (1992) #rf s m092) % § ¥ - Rl ko A KB
Ll S S L X

o8 B ALl
i 1‘?1 #2H-5% (Structural equation modeling > # #/SEM)E_— &R 3% & 12 % #ic
(Manifest Variables)£? &+ % #ic (Latent variables)2. ¥ B 7% chst2- = ;2 (Hoyle, 1995;

Mgz > X93)> & 37 RIS GRP ¥ BB RS BLS 2 B bl )z 2

=7
W A GRP b Sl BB ) o 522k SEM 2 H 6 5 R S b

A MMM e - L ERlE 2 Bkt 0 7B SEM FrE # 7 T F] %M
% (Causal relation) ~ % & [& 4t (Association isolation)4 2 ¥ 2 i & & |4
(Directionality) % = 3% i 2L - Hoyle (1995)#% & % B % 3K o2 /2 @] (Path diagram) ®
SFE R AIE > 4R E S B I kd it SEM R Y T % M % o
FOEF (R 93)dp &1 A Tl B RSN Y o Rl S A Rl 2 RiRS <8 b A
R P F RERFRCDRT] ) P REIEF AL RER SR T
F(AN8)i RFR B ARBGVAT £ I T BRSO ko

=

L

.p _gu_:——ﬁ,tj\‘,:b’_.""f#‘% A p B AT 0.05’1!“.3‘%’}%1_';’ AR ER AT
I & i el

—_—
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2042 @A EG ) AT NEFEHARS > - R 2 ERF A0S B
pdRR -

3. GFI (Goodness of fitindex) : & % 0 & 1 2. FF > } E4%% &7 if & }i;ﬁ ERIET I 3
#* GFI>0.9 -

4. AGFI (Adjust goodness of fit index) : £ GFI £ 5 #p e &7 > & AGFI .56 p o
BB @Ak pd B R Ap b e # R 7 i i ¥ 3 AGFI>0.9 ©

5. RMR (Root mean square residual) : %48 iz {s 75| T 7 £ > @ AT AR ﬁ E3

i ¥ H#RMR <0.05 -
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MG RN AFL 2T EE B30T
RN EANE Y E Y-ty ] o
WRZREE BHRER HRA B
T amnon S T
) dt G 3 RELREYE y 5 1, a8
SEMOLY ORERHE g > mdmE
BI3. 1 A& 3247 1 W
R L - A P S U
R L ETEE T
# % > Tauber (1988):%. 5 — B 5 = # &t ¥ 3| F - & Wk R LR

&R B E &R (fitness) 12 B4 (leverage) o2 6 {7 5 H —‘kift:‘
hE E RS 0 PRER R TENE N =R HE & FlF o Tauber 2 {8 4973F 5
# 7 (Boush et al., 1987; Aaker & Keller,1990; Boush and Loken, 1991; Park,
Milberg, and Lawson, 1991; Broniarczyk and Alba, 1994) » 3 3% " % "ﬁ ¥t W o
R E R L e T Rl o T
SEGASFLG Lo R R AR IRAR . F R s
ERFED PP R HENETERREASYUEN TG TR o AoF]

W T2

3.2%757 ¢

BERERE > A bR 2 SRR




2. RMIZE AN G

EHERLZERFR AN F-FLTRASBUEVARS
A SRpnlen® & & 0 ¢ 7 Aaker and Keller (1990) 2. 3 48+ ~ % ~ 7 EH 2 =

- ~Park, Milberg, and Lawson (1991) 2 & &-#f %] 4@ 1242~ Smith and Park (1992) %
ERzZ P B AP AH e R oA THMEEYY YV T LR 0

Park, Milberg, and Lawson (1991) 2. &M 24 - K¢ w4 @ K > d 35 $E 4 (concept) &
A % (image)® F f:Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate Thesaurus ® 3t F & F > FMH 24

- R AT H LA %R LR (image fitness) o 4r]3.347T

i-ﬁ

& ‘ RMWEZER

DRICER i Ear i 3 =g
3. WMEEWBYRFER - EEFEALRE
Howard(1994):% 5 i R &dp i} 3 ¥ W E 5 - S A LE ¥
A &

=

SRR BV U%ﬁ

B AT R TR o

SR P o 3L ‘ﬁ“ TF NEE RS s RERPEERY 2 T RR

) ¢ ’i%i’f?’rr-r}?%ﬂ!zm TrHAEM P RPEE LR -

Aaker & Keller (1990) 2 /ﬂ —“‘i«ﬁ" g B e R R E B e S e
ik

8 i /& (overall brand attitude) ; 7 3 2 % & ) § & Hivo & SE (T

FPHEHPC R OFHE RS A HER e DR R LB A E RGN R
Lo FRASEUEN RSN OE G L AR SR RS T AR G Pos S
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RS TREFIF A HSRE R DER -
Monroe(1984)% 3 i % & ¢PREF R AP0 § F HA S &> T4
ﬁ%é%?ﬁ%ﬁ%??%-’@€¢@$ﬁf
W e AR EpEN R e g L H A
- fgfre 2d 1 - Fehv g ¥ Eaw)

i ePBE 5 deR3 45T

3

IEETY

TE&EF —» F BB

B13.4 5 & & iy —;ffj SR 10 A eIk A N
4. &A% PN G
@%J—i’?”ﬁ€Wﬁmr SR R B R F R Bl
FA % AR IELAETE A

4}.
g oo LpF B % 75 0 ¥ b 2 4o b Biel(1992)3

RN TP ST L PURES-E S PN A PR

EFENY - BAHA] 0 4oBl3 09T T
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[///,ﬂ%f’ﬁ?’

40’8 W tHO 4o E (B4

o iR 6y ¥ RETREH E
A ET PN ] BHRERE

—
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Lo &85 L RETRME L RDF
Park, Milberg, and Lawson (1991):%. % » % 4 g% & R #H3t 5M T § o 8@ > &

BLEWA G REERENLARI R L rﬂyb S S
BRAEOZ LATRHEREFZESRESPUENFORMET LR - TR NN
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RHEF R Rr e F Y RSW G T A KDY G kSR SN g ¢
Zz_— (Aaker ,1991 ; Park, et. AL,L1986 ; Biel ,1992 ; Farquhar et. Al1,1992 ; Keller ,1993 ;
Aaker ,1996) ¥ S & PR R R ERHTRME LA €7 BB OEIRT & D

AR

Hi: Ta &Mehd S22 &R  H TRMTLR 5 26 BF

BM@%%&&%#%@F—%ﬁ%%Fﬁi&#%@J’%{%@ﬂ§@%@%,
NG 0 FED TR g i e
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Aaker (1996) 35 &4 7) % L5 lBH g2 = 2 A omme b & 4 5

K RS A 2 %7 & 5 4 %95 % ;5 Dacin
N RE- B AR EESERE  IH

W AR &GRS T 0 A B

R TANTER 26 B

woer il R A=)l WRE N « ¥R
and Brown(1997)~ 2.2 % & %
Rl EVA EEE S S RN

H3: Ts &%

r aaa
e
&
N
1\.
A

2. FHASOZERB RS LR 2 M2 B LR B 2 MG
Aaker and Keller (1990)3% 5 » &Mt wt ¥ F Ren S A M QWX &R > B 5 &
BTk TR IAE S F AT EBE =46 ¥t Park, Milberg, and Lawson
(1991)» £ 73 pkp ihp i » X B A S B4 00lEs 7 5%~ 5 & ; Smith and Park
(1992)in: S chd B ERERMELRF EM GG ZERARET B2

Mgk hodp i AR R A DGR

He: TAREWHARNZER  # TRWEER, J 2o DY
H5: T & RMHASORER  H TRUZER  § 25 DY

do b &2 R Dk Few AR AT 3] Tauber 2 12 77 5 # 7 (Boush et al., 1987; Aaker
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& Keller,1990; Boush and Loken, 1991; Park, Milberg, and Lawson, 1991
Broniarczyk and Alba, 1994) » 1 %k ij § F $f & ut ¥ anmif § X F1 % & off o
B o A G

He: TAME &R, % "MeSW2imF, F 25 BF

3 jﬂ'%’f—*ﬁ;@&\fr'ﬁjw’?\fr%% Rl B %
do b &2 % 2 kv pro Eerd T 0 Howard(1994)35 5 30 LR 0 7 11 4B S A eh

s BRPEERT S PHNEIRKTI P HASRIREREBE 8
JEH R 5 Aaker & Keller (1990)17 3 % —‘ﬁ ?’a”rf R R A, S R H O

4
e
=

3

1 88 L & (overall brand attitude) ; #c#& It gt B ¢
H7: T8 BTy FR, F 2o BE

Aaker & Keller (1990)3% 5 i ¥ —‘Fﬁ‘ e &0 nie st (T E —‘Fﬁ‘ %o g ke

Pap)e el o R TR gl i ot RASS2UENZ
ATt & E A R R A T MR o Pl S e SRR BT
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# A3 RTBREASTE
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REEaer 2 G 0 WA F R AR > ARG 2F N T(F)RF 0 ik 36.7% 0 2~3

f

F(5)HE = 0 1262%  3~4 §(3)E 2 » 1 20.1%; ¥ o

PEFFRE T
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3~4 5 (%) 96 20.1%

yor 4~5 8 (%) 51 10.7%
5~7H5(%) 21 4.4%

7~10 (%) 4 0.8%
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t SEM ‘6 2° o HiE

#5 fie i & 4p 1% ¢ 4% GFI( Goodness of Fit Index ) » AGFI( GFI Adjusted for Degrees of

Freedom ) ~ RMSEA (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation ) % ik -

rTT 2

Bt fe i Hinde & 4.8 9T

c PR REA A TS 2 RS AR 0 8

$Hpeif 3015 GFL 5 0.89 » B2 A PIIL AR F » 2 © 3237 0.9 #iEF 0.8 (v i3t

¥R R vk & o 4295 Bagozziand Yi (1988) a2 > A e ig B i
- AR
ERRR S RA G féP’{—“ﬁ;ﬂa GFI &2 & £
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EIEERGER
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I R b *f]&a.

0.931 »
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