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BEE BT A ER) R - Mes e 2 oChur N e T - 0
{AIAE R 2 Pt ST B B T R B BRI T R SR R (B B i -
EEAARINITEA 23 B THE B BT R AR I REEE BB > D ERET T
ABREZ TR ARIA BR AR - B AR R SRR Y 7 SRR EP(E L 52 - AT
5tLl 7-ELEVEN K¢ 7-SELECT Rt 7eARAY - 1EH B — BB A 3
PRAT TN B B R SR IR R B 6% > RFANSEEL & RE ST R SRR B 1
o PR AEE (PR P o D B PR I TSRS & - AR SE DA SR A 0 5 2
17 - HEILTEER 367 (A kA - WPk PLS M iikBerE bt osens - EaEhs
REUREEH B F IR ERE B —20E 5 1A EEER T
K OIRE BRI — B & I RS B R RE - 858 > BRALRBIRIN &3 — 2P IR
BT A RRHE o 5 > ARG T R RR R KT B SRRAE Y
EZFRIRA R - Btk - AWTTERE b B s BRI - DU R4 B TR ok
WEiRf 2 2275 -

BRSEE ¢ AUKHS - BE B ER - SRRAERRHE - ARG

Abstract

With the fierce competition in the marketplace, firms provide a variety of
products for consumers to choose. How to attract consumers’ attention has become
a key issue for firms while implementing brand strategies. Most previous studies
focused on consumers’ perceptions and attitudes toward the brand, rather than the
relationship between brands and consumers, or the influence of parent brand
attachment on sub-brand extension. By using 7-ELEVEN and 7-SELECT as
research context and the self-congruity theory as the research foundation, this study
explored the antecedents of brand attachment, which may further influence
consumers’ brand extension evaluation. In addition, this study also explored the
moderating effect of perceived fit on the relationship between brand attachment

and brand extension evaluation. Questionnaire survey was used to validate research
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framework. By using PLS analysis with 367 usable questionnaires, the results
indicated that ideal self-congruity has positive influences on functional congruity.
Besides, actual self-congruity and functional congruity had positive impacts on
parent brand attachment, which further influenced brand extension evaluation.
Moreover, perceived fit would strengthen the positive influence of parent brand
attachment on brand extension evaluation. Finally, this study proposed suggestions

and managerial implications for firms to exercise their brand strategies.

Keywords: Brand Attachment, Self-congruity Theory, Brand Extension Evaluation,

Perceived Fit

CAN: ]

— i IH B R R R R R S Hﬁ%ﬁﬁbé?ﬁﬂ’ﬂ—ﬁ%} - Hp N DA%
AR =Y 7-ELEVEN (5,025 %) (GIEH&PIIFERE - 2014) » RyiHE & i i 2
FERVREYIS AT - #R)E5EE » 7-ELEVEN Ef<‘<)ﬁﬁaa¢%¥ﬁ§%_&c‘(ﬁqj$ﬁﬁéﬁ%
HI—a&B0T » AR FETaid B E B R B PR FABAGR - o —ME{ETS
W7envaE - WA CA MR FEERENE S B B IR R £R - B4 © LR
MRS (Aaker, 1997; Kervyn et al., 2012) ~ e St EE (Brodie et al., 2013) ~
S (Mohammadian & Rahimipour, 2012) ~ SHEERAEM: (Usakli & Baloglu,
2011; Valette-Florence et al., 2011) Kz 55 4KHT(Brand Attachment)(Park et al.,
2010)-+-55 « H R KIS B IRt S - AERIEEE Ba i R AR R Ry
HRUDHOTEIRE (- W] DU REZR I THE 1T Ry (Belk, 1988; Fournier, 1998; Park
et al., 2007) o JREZEME SRR » TEERE n] DAFI L R AT DL R AR 2R =
B RERA % - Mikulincer & Shaver (2007) B f&Hi i BB SRR U SRR
A EHEE B L HHFRIUAERS o KL - AFFERE L R B A%
SEMIHE S ML (7T-ELEVEN) L TP A B RGHERS - DUE—2 1 N
B B L IR BALR -

TE 15 i WA B B8 G B B0 5 0 B B A 4K B B B (A ttachment theory)
(Bowlby, 1973; Ainsworth et al., 1978; Schultz et al., 1989) ~ & & Hl iR 1R
M3y (Blackston, 1992; Fournier, 1998) ~ H & — 14 2 &% (Self-congruity
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theory)(Sirgy, 1982; Aaker, 1999) - H.rfr Sirgy (1982, 1986) f&H HFH—=EH#H
ifii (Self-congruity theory) » i H i —E k& 73 Fy © HE H K —2 M (Actual
self-congruity) ~ B AH 5 I — 2 (Ideal self-congruity) B T g8 _F Yy — E 4
(Functional congruity) » HE B —HMHEAR—E SIS EIEEE LT E
B H B MRVEERE R © B E 3 — ek — 8 SR A S B
FLHR B E B RRIEGERE S © ohee Eay—B AR E M RBLUZ 6
Sl C B B DhREIER M EAYTEK » AR B AR - 18K J 1% & (Energy
investment)(Mugge et al., 2004) ~ K ARHIEK —FTEAVE T ~ BB —25H
I HE K - BErE K — 22 & B K (Enticing — annoying  the self, Enabling —
disabling the self, Enriching —impoverishing the self, 3ES)(Park et al., 2006) ~ H
+ -~ BB -~ B8 JJ (Autonomy- Relatedness- Competence, A-R-C)(Thomson,
2006)---ZEEIEE - SRR TR AU AHRR AR - ATELL Sirgy BIE T —
BB Ry B - (R E B — BB Ry =B RET » SRERE T B B A
R AR AR BRERAV AT E S S M HIR AR - 58—~ BB mEE 2 [
T[] » AR AP G - B B — Bk B G AT AR 2 5 0 E FREE
g 2IE] - Sl H B Sl 7 2 5 Bl i i 2 [ Y B AR (Kleine et al., 1993;
Loudon & Bitta, 1993; Belk, 1988; Malhotra, 1988; Hogg et al., 2000) - 55— > JH
BHAEI TR RN - S B e SRy B CARBARY E L B
B KEHBESEENMEZESERNY - BEE T RamI S ER
IRENRG e AT RES I € TH B B LIRS ELESZ (Gardner & Levy, 1955; Levy,
1959; Parker, 2005; Kressmann et al., 2006) °

AR EAE TS b AN 2RSS o BB A R
IHEEI S SIS e R RRAEER T - 20l sl AL fH (Brand
extension)¥{ s * BFRENLEE (Parent brand)EE 154 f#(Sub-brand) HET TiEAS - KT
FTHA AV EZTEL (Bhat & Reddy, 2001)  SHRRAE(HERIEREEEA i
T FFSETHYEEE DA R R 28 B0 b 32 B A (e HEr v S B T Y
fhfER (Tauber, 1981, 1988; Aaker & Keller, 1990) - BB LA T » F5L/BAE
S A5 M RELRRYIE TR 5 Al 2 s i DR =R - AR HEH —
E AT HY i - TR R E D KRB B LR R
WA —ERIPAERLRE » KM m] DUk A 1 e = S B A Sy N EME  (Smith,
1992; Smith & Park, 1992) < #X[f » @ EMEAH SCRIETHE & B BEARARES
BB SR TR S AE R - RRAN - S FERAE (I AN RE ST 2 PRIGET dt i B0 S o
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iy > AN ¢ g A A R B R R R R B R BT G THE SR
TR AT RS Y TR TP R 86 RS R A fep i h L > ERIT R T AR A (e
f %082 BB (Shen, 2014) - Bhat & Reddy (2001) ~ Czellar (2003) &
Vélckner & Sattlet (2007) EFHgH » JHEEE BT ARHELAEE - BURR
IHEHEE AR AR ~ BAEfRRMAVEEA - 2GRS IEEENTT
Ry o GEN R KIS B A R - KR ¥R R R
AR BT 7 B 2 i it R AL (e Ry — i B R A R B SR A L BR RV B & - [RIT
A S IE A [e € (Fedorikhin et al., 2008) ; [f#1&3L & (Perceived fit)
EHA LR R E My B3 (Aaker & Keller, 1990; Sunde & Brodie, 1993;
Simonin & Ruth, 1998) » JRE[-F- Gt B KGR RIRVEEE BT HriiH B i
AEFRRYEHERIRIGEIXISR - Rt - A TURERET A8 225 R B RE UK I S
ArRAE R ETE & R R -

AHFZELL 7T-ELEVEN {ERyREhn AR » H SRSy 7-ELEVEN f£
2014 FFJERF - T2 5,000 FRIEH - (G GEENRE G TSGR0 50% - 1M
Mg 2014 SRR EE S AT EENVIAA > 7-ELEVEN DIHUR 0B 28  BORE
FHFURE A 5 2 SR R O 3 o RIIG - AWFER LU B B AT
SAHRARBER S (7-ELEVEN) B AERY » 550D E — S0 B Ry BLRlE - $°5S
RESLRR(7-ELEVEN) BlyHE: 2 < FEIRATR - TEE B—BEmy =18 7Rk m - BE ¢
HEHR 80 - BEER—8E  KIRE LRy —1E - SREHE G RRK T
HIIEER] o BRAN » AHFSE S — D PRET T B 3 B Rk R [ 2 A o R R B B £
% BN HF5(7-SELECT) @ e A BHE I F ML (R EHE - 15 - A&
st — TR BN A L & > JREIAIE S S B R T e - Be s
e PR B I (SR R RA R - RS E B SR -

B~ BlEw R EDOR TR

— ~ B — 2 BEER(Self-congruity theory)

8 2 T B 5 B o R R B AR AR B T Fe Ry B - [(RIZE 2R H RE SR — B
a%(Image- congruence hypothesis) » JRNEIJHE: 5 70 220 2 lkF - &322 H IKEN
L% (Zinkhan & Hong, 1991) » JHEE IR0 H BL H CEMEAERF RO MRS -
L O TSP EAE R B LA o S A R PR 2R T B EE (Jamal &
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Goode, 2001) - Sirgy (1982) #HiHF—EBG - BB AR L haESy
HiEEERGAHETEAEEE L Sk HEHEEE - Sirgy et al.
(1997) FEE—H B BN EE BT b Al 2 A 1 1 oy S 2 BAR B TRy 2 28
MmEREEITRNASZEEHE H RIS - thh - Sirgy (1985) RFLIEE
HI—EEIMAET B J—EERIbzed - WgHThRE Ry —SERRIEE AT
FEnnAEDIRE L BRSO _EFEIARYERIAL - Sirgy et al. (1991) fEHIZHRE—EMZE
e A BRS D RE IR B B I - Hofl B AR B 0 H R B
RERE /P i B s T T RUEE /s - B2 1R > DURE Ry —BERSH
FITHE Fe— B0k H R - B E OB B B — B i — A A RS2 (Hung &
Petrick, 2011) -

Han & Back (2008) #&3 HH—B S B HIEE B EDIRE L — 2 ERYEHE
FEA AR - R A R N B & A Ry i B 3 — B MR =y - 1T IR el R
A fm iy B IR - ST R BE SRR Ry 3 L — T B A & BT T RE - S
L EIHBEENEH R —BEAERE TR SR SN B IR —
BVERIRHE - LES) - Markus & Sentis (1982) f5HITHE B RS MHA B SCpz B
K B BAHRRIEHE, - KR ¥d R E H ey alUE ERERG TN & H O (H M
BR) - 5 - IHEEHMIIRE ERUFHER A 8 B H TR RIS
CAREER BN SRS - A REENE o R o BRI E BRI
EE - we s AEER - BEERE0E - SeiRTt e L —2ErgEian
(Sirgy, 1986; Kang et al., 2012) - F§7% » Kressmann et al. (2006) ¢ Kang et al.
(2012) FEEHE—EEEIEAsZERE LR —24  Huber et al. (2010) #2H
mE SRS ETHEE EE R H R A E I - ERTHEEE
JAFDIRE E—EOERgaRN o AR RISk - AR DL N B fRas HEdm

HI : HEEH G EE B RSk - B ome EA—Ek stk

]% °
H2 @ {HE BB E R B Bl - EiohRe LAy —2h sk
=

~ iEMKE (Brand attachment)

(BB A FIE AR L > F08] Schultz ot al. (1989) A TEai%
FRB SR 0 FE B I8 A 0 T B0« SRR TR B3 »
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W HH T B R O L AR T R A 2R OB T F Y3 AE © Thomson et al. (2005)
Fi5 H o PR B IS I I T 8 3 B R O o W RIS AS » SI  E  RA JRR
% 0 A DUE— 5 B R = EHERE ¢ TS - S AIBARE - Thach & Olsen
(2006) 22 Ky it AR B 22 T B 3 B o R o [ P O B 1 TR Bk s (Emotional
connections) » & R EATHEZ HGEETR B H AP S - aE R AEE TN
BH IR RV E SR - Park et al. (2010) SHENHERE B [H
BATRET TR - PR MK 2 B ASTH B H B A R A (G Ry A
At o AT DU R A R TR ERET - 43 Bl i E E A (Brand-self connection)
Fert R EE M (Brand prominence)  Ho A it B BeE S URIHE &0 i B
HERHES - W R T b EELE A IR R REL G R » S H Y e =5 R R
ks F CAETE T —E0 AR i E AR LB E LR 25
RESES By A GGEE YRR S » JRRIVEE 25 At — it

I FR—ESC 1 P i i Ry g B 2 B A Ry — B 2L RIR (Keller &
Lehmann, 2006; Huber et al, 2010) - & 1HE:3 H FE LR 2 BIAERFRE - HIFROR
HE—BMEREE S  g#HET RIS R MRIEE &8 (Chatman,
1989) - & — 1l MR EEFT S WIH B B B - Sy (e BETHE B AL B HeBl il
i R (Huber et al, 2010) » Schultz et al. (1989) BB F—2 B G
BRI BRARAET TS - G HE B H 0T B A B 3 MR R © dEEH
AR+ (DIRKS B HEFSERIDIEE 5 QUMY B 5 S HTHEARSERAHRED 5 (3)
KT AYGRSS ELY) Y S E BB A RAE - Park et al. (2013) $2HEHEE K
R Ky I B Y — B4 IRF -+ bR By B B A AR A I R b AR B PO
fiti o JEREA L ELIRRR R Y T - Whang et al. (2004) EEEEIHEE HK
AR — B = & s A i R » ST A e S, - Jahn
et al. (2012) HI¥EH B B — B Em o] DUA CPHIITE B 5 B L o TR R I A
& o T VE B E R SRR A A GE AL 2 B L UK R RS SR © Park et al.
(2010) ZEHR SRR YSRGS SRR B B 38 Re it B 5 BAHBARYAZ RS ~ BN
B HE KRR E Ry B BAEFRAIRERE - DU RO HIE B B BRI A P
A

o 23 AP R EEEE A L B C BRI T HHIRE - 2REEEE
HEBH®R 3 - 1B HE G LLE PEEEE (Self-verification) Ry B HEHEI TIHE - B
A DO BB BT K (Malar et al., 2011) - iy H3HEEE
G EBEHE - RHEIEEE E A B AR (Burke & Stets, 1999) -
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BESh - Sirgy et al. (1991) FEHE B GRHAIDIRE — Bt S BN e T
Fo o IHEF B ALY AL BB RA0IA] ARSI ALY > 5 R A ig (R ShRERF &
IHEETR - IHEE e E AR R Redn il s R - s b b
YTEIE (Fournier, 1998) - F3E - B SRR EEIRAYRE BLIHE 2 00 H TEEINR
BRI > BURH R A DHE M A L E CR RS B AR - JREIEE E 3
—EUE - tukERESR S T E M E S ] - BB B AvTET > EEC
T H BAVEAERRE - ST AP KT (Boldero & Francis, 2002)
It - AWrFESR LU M BER -

H3 N EEH MM EE SRR - SR T RS -

H4  JHEH A IIEE LR — SR R - SRR R -

HS (BB B I — B AR s SRR R RS -

=~ SR AE{eREE (Evaluation brand extension)

rufRAE A A Rl S EENEEEE - AR SRR - B
BRI AR - SEMEIHARFTEYE S L (Tauber, 1981, 1988) © Kotler
(1991) LA Tauber (1981) HIRTFERELHE » 5 SRRAEE 2y — I IR AN U7 A
LTI R P R RO Ay~ ORCRLE EE AtR R — L i TR
Muthukrishnan & Weitz (1991) RUiRFSERSAE R FUC Ry B8 R iy
REEE - Assael (1998) EZALMFHEEIHE B MBIV B - Klink &
Smith (2001) f&5H|SRFAE(HEFEIBER —RREE - I Dy RmifEEa « —H2
FRREE - SR A A S HEHN EHEE -

Czellar (2003) $EHHEHE B RSAL MRS, - MR H BT (R EE AL
R S N E BTSRRI 2 SRR © BRI RARETEE
RN~ AL e SRR R AN A R < FEIY BRI © Yeung & Wyer (2005) #5351
B E BRSO R R B AR R R & LRI S R R BIAE AL - AT
FEAE IR A RRAE (GRE(E - Cristau (2001) HIFE Rt RRAEKHT AT DUSCHR H TF 2 2
A ERRA TR RAMEHE - Park et al. (2010) I HEH B HOMMUKITRE =
IRf > ErEf AL RE AR IR A A © IRAJREER - E TN B REG R
AURFRTRY - &S RESLREAE IR ELRAF AR - ME s SRR R > R I
FYAERERRE REDE RESIRRAE (2270 % - L4 > Thomson et al. (2005) FEH! SRR
B AR A A B it P — i A T SRR SR Rl 0% > T Park & Kim (2001) i

U

~180~



i LE R

P B T R MR S B R BT (B R R - KB - AR
HILL R s -
H6 : e BRI R T ST TG -

Y ~ KB G EE (Perceived fit)

Tauber (1988) & RIS EEAIIEE » W EH—E S S RERIAE(H
N5 — Ao - B ELE E (Fit) jos 2 ) ) (Leverage) - Batra et al. (2010)
R G R R A R T L R R - I E LG RIHEE EA R
e fEAAE e E S R AR DU - Bhat & Reddy (1997) RIFIREE HERL (.2
WA A - — e B A AR - — S B AR R SRS T
W - A I ¢ R RS (Product category fit) K i 22285 B (Brand
image fit) » HHE SEEHEL G RIS B B B RE R L A (e /A o fE e
PRSI EE 5 MBS & ARIE B & B LA (B 722 o Y B 0 SR B
RESHRRAAUE & - HY 7-ELEVEN k¢ 7-SELECT [ NG AR 20 ra dE
A R SR LG e T IR - R A A T DS W B — R T T
FEAG - IR E HL e S A B A RIEARIFE LA R G35 1R
RS SR -

Tauber (1988) fi5HI A2 G R 2 T E MWL (R D B A A RS IR 3R - &
THEE PAEIRE L A AR FRAL e e A RE > FUEM AR ML B WIARTRE S » 22K
H RS H AR RSZ - JRESRE P RE BB (B ARG SR » 1 LIRS IR
A E A T B R R {2 L 2 PRI FR DL R I S (Aaker &
Keller, 1990)  E{HE#70 RyREL LT = S 2GR » A S K E R R
R IR B IEAE R T oL b (Volckner & Sattler 2006) » BeEKEET ARG
HIEHERZ ~ 18 RAYSYE BRERS 2 1 b W58 bR B i R
HIRHEERZEE (Buil et al., 2009) - 4} » Barone et al. (2000) 5z Monga & John
(2010) FEBIFIHE ¥ E B R S AL (L R RV 22 5 s - S R
REJE T ~ HHEHHIEEHERE « 7S BHESAE HmEE Rk
mniR o LG A SRR EAYRCR » iR B R T TR 0 T
HER R BIE B E R Tk L - TR E S - s EAER
FRER T B B G R SRR L R TR - S AR R4
P s - SRR ECR » S A R A IR A S B i 2 L L
36 - b E AR B s B T [P L PR A B 5 R A)EhER - B REh L 1 R
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FIIESIEHE » ERILEE R RMT I T A MR 2 -

HIREHE o REGURREL TS 2 PO » @i L S B LISt AT
(Keller and Aaker, 1992) o [y FSh RRER Tt oo AL S 5 P 17 00 » 4
PG LU AAE M > DRITTEH BT S SIS RS (Bridges et al.,
2000; He and Li, 2010) = B£4} » Shen (2014) F53 3 S RIAE (ASL 45 FE S
FHRTHE M S SRR - Buil et al. (2009) SRR HIEESL & TTHE
ETRLE R DU TR TS R - SR LR A B (B - T
FEER R A P T PN B I - 2 RN
LT S 1T LE FOSEis » BTGNS IR R SRR T
WS 1 TR RS (AR T RAE I BT R R T 5 2 R i
TR RBORES T MR BT ST B - RS e
b B A S 0 BRI @y B T BRAE (3 (e A 1 1
B (H R R G LR T S A RS S
SR BB S AT ST ST TE IS » T B » e BRG]
B LB » BRI BT M T I RGBT - DRI
FIRE S T T DB R T S B R SRR B - A e
o0 FEIBI% - AR DL st -

H7 ¢ RIS T A U B T A (T R B TR T4

SR AT R RETIRHTE T RAE fT  IE

F 5 TR R MBS 2L S S

2 - W5
— BRI

HRIREEEEZE 3ES (Park et al., 2006) BiE A-R-C f&{; (Thomson,
2006) IR P ERHE B I i A IR RMKI By T 25K - ARWFFELL Sirgy
(1982, 1986) HyH Fe—E0MEB ke BB ¥ B F— Bk B Ew 0y = E R mam A
HE o PR BB BRI AT B - BRSO - SRR SRR
AT FEEEAAHE B AR R S ERIERA] - EEER
SR TR EE- -5 (Bhat & Reddy, 2001; Czellar, 2003; Volckner & Sattlet,
2007) - BEADEIRFEIEIEE B B BRI AU BB A PR A A - [RIHEAR
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BRI RE SRR A T R A (R 52 - FE > Al AR S
R SRR AR A RHE MR R 2L - ARIFSEHE — D HRRT ARG B REAL Y
m AR AR BEL R o R A I BRI PR A SR, > PSR 2R At 1 A

[

7N °
— 2 “
H3
= I
ﬁ L2 H7
— = 5
2 F oy Fen H4 > i lﬁ» v + Fr‘;'#
| - &R COEMERAEE | pe i
H " . SMEE M
i H2
H5
ZEHRN |
—_ E,(,L’];
1 REEE
BERRIE © AWreaEE
=~ ik A

AWFRLEERE 7-11 Y IHE B ERTCREE - MR FIAES fl s Sk
AR T HEITHE - ARUFFERHEGETE 255 R MR Bk T - SR —PE R
FymiiHl(Pretest) - E/LEGE 30 MEETTHEHEENSAE - BE 1 20 fi—f%
WF9e4E Ko 10 A AERSRFFEA BT TIRE, - AR AR I R TIE IR S 20
ERRIE iR 2 E s o PRI RER R ASRTE AR » ANBF S8R F 5 e
(Convenience sampling)#EfTHHA « [LA) » fo TEHIRAREGRERME - AWF5ELE
R RIS A ST » B8t b e SR LA R B iR b s R
AR LR EEE SR - RIER 1 JUKRRE SR FRIBAE
BARF e T G AR BEAR R KR R R IR RR AT T & OF LA T 124
G3HT o

~183~



B RS ? SRR SR A S

x| HARERE LASERBEL tIRTE

] AR BERE t {H HE
HERR 20 4.95 4.99 -0.29 0.77
R Ery—Ee: 4.73 4.85 -1.22 0.22
HARE 2 4.87 4.80 0.45 0.65
BRAREKI Shhs B RS 522 5.05 1.25 0.21
PRI SR 4.57 4.58 -0.02 0.98
ISR 4.82 4.80 0.11 0.91
P AR ST 4.99 4.98 0.04 0.96

ZORIACHE © ABeHEE
=~ BEMEE R

ARWFFE SR 2 e s (Likert) G R R B FRGETH & 18 T IREANIE
B TAREE ) TR EE T T EMIEE L TEE L K& TIREE
B KERET 2R T 55 - BB =100 - 2l hEEE
B E P ohRe Ry — BTG EET - B EPYE ~ DU R SR
RIIEF 2227 Ericksen & Sirgy (1992) Jz Sirgy et al. (1991) ZHE-&HETTE%
AT ALK YR IE R 2235 Park et al. (2010) ZA%/E - REABREKRET 73 Ry
T B PHERS B  ER  EE ME A E TI R  S[RR I TR - ARG
EHEH OB R L BT SRR » AiF92E- A Bhat &
Reddy (1997) HUE{ES - W0 HAFRHPUERIE 1R (M ERIHE S EH T
rufRAYRERE - 31227 Lane (2000) ARG ORI EE Tl & -

VY ~ BRASHE S

AHTEHE TR FART Ry 2015 48 3 F 1 FIZ 2015 42 3 A 30 FIf
1E B 30 K > gL 400 (IR o IETEALEL - RS 33 (R
BRI T LM - SR RS0 367 £ ARSIk
SRy 91.75% o AR 2 HERIELITB A A 33.2% » L0t 66.8% -
ERAEL ST JUEBRAMTEE 15-25 B AR 537 % 5 HETRE
DIRERAAE 68.1%fB% + HACRESFIE(15.2%) » PRI 2 R %38 B
ERHETRRE W o RS SERE A DA B A Y
S B A BOZ 3B R IR (1 47.9%) » AR IRSE IR b 2 RS
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S(19.6%) J BUEZE(5.2%) 5 S2FE S H LA LL 20,001~40,000 JTAHZ 8
fili 31.4% » HKFy 5,000 JTLLLT(28%) 5 $HAFH—EINAE 7-11 B FEIHE K
MR Z Ty — = FEVUR - 4l 45.3% 5 FEJIHEEBFLL 51~100 JCRE&%
(39.3%) » FISEE 101~200 T5(15.2%) «

13 [ FE ff 7= (Non-response  bias)fgifll G 1H » AWFFEHR{E Armstrong and
Overton (1977) 1% > DARIGEISAYR S RIET - B0 B LRI
BRI RaE G ARG 0B BERR R AR A E R - s - MR
e B BOAEEER - SRBTMERIER 2.286 (p=0.319) »
IR ITE Ry 6.509 (p=0.369) ~ E2REIY-R TRy 8.575 (p=0.127) » HURF[A]
WOB MR R B A B A B B B A B Y2 -

FEA B PR T H mT e &y A A [A]Y fR 22 (Common method variance) » 4K
BFZEER AN LA N IR AR T 20 B 2K R AL R I 72 55— @ AWFFEE i o Ak s
SPSS T H T RIZR T > #EfT Harman’s BL—[AFRHEL (Podsakoff et al.,
2003) » K TG REURAE A BRI R IR 1 S5l K 32 e
FELRy 25.714% > ZREMEEEEE 70.357% KRR RIFAEE —HKZE
JEREA AL PR RN - 55 > ZRBFSEARIE Liang et al. (2007) HYEL - ££ PLS
A = A A — 1 L& T S T . 8 By [] 3 [A] 38 (Common - method
factor) » SRR S S FAE R —FRARME I - S0 At SREES KR 0 Y [R5 A SR 8%
RARHE NEEZE - H EH 8% 5 (Method variance) £ [A] J7 %% 2 (Substantive
variance)iy 87 £ » [KIFLAIHFE[RIIF IR AR RTEN A B E - FEE R R —
7R

Bt~ WESERE R

—  RHOERH

AHFSELA Partial Least Squares (PLS)HETT{E UL/ AT S pFFet BUBERE: - 1
£ FH Ringle et al. (2005) #EfEHY SmartPLS {ER43H7 TH - PLS E—Fffk5HE 75
T2 = (Structural equation modeling, SEM)FYZHTHdMT » LU/ INE RV E
Fefiifd » H— RSB SR A i MUAR MR R B 05 e S M e B A PRI TR B
At B 9 40 i (Residual variance matrix) - £E [ 5178 H B9 {8 & (Individual item
reliability) 7347 I - B T EHEHKR Bt E=- " LA LURKE G P 7-11
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AHCARBERIRARE AR ) » DR DRI BT ROBE P LA Z 5 » A% BT
TR ER R 0.7 DL - (A —ERET > BREHES A
S -

&2 AMESBEZEREAI

e
W e} %;% mHEs~  T{fH  CR  AVE Cronbach’s o
— BB E

e e AS1 0.773 0.031 24.863
’E\—%ﬁf AS2 0.834  0.026 32.829 0.862 0.676 0.761
5 AS4 0.858 0.017  50.826

IS1 0.815  0.021 38.612
AR R IS2 0.817  0.023  35.027
—EE IS3 0.799  0.027 29.077
1S4 0.858  0.017 51.887

0.893 0.676 0.840

FS1 0.822  0.023 36.176
FS2 0.829  0.021 38.015

TIRE LY FS3 0.886  0.013  71.904
—EE FS4 0.709  0.034 21.177
FS5 0.830  0.017  44.485

FS6 0.766  0.021 36.710

0.921 0.662 0.897

RREpeikis  BASI 0918  0.011 78.463
i =E2 BAS2 0913  0.010 89.600 0.926 0.805 0.879
RS BAS3 0.860 0.016 54.245

BAPI 0829 0020 41.175
BAP2  0.764  0.029 26.408
[ ] 8
E;@Egﬁ BAP3 0835 0017 47.441 0900 0.644  0.861
HHIFFERRZS BAP4 0818 0022 36512
BAP5S  0.764  0.026 29.237

PFBI 0.838 0.019 42.520
PFB2 0.884 0.013  45.386
BT A
ARSI PFB3 0.892 0.014  63.559 09290766 0898

PEB4 0.890 0.014  62.298

BEE1 0877 0.013  60.767
BEE2 0.880  0.014 58.110

S| BEE3 0.887  0.014  63.899
AEAFEE{E BEE4 0.791  0.027 29.602
BEE5 0.797  0.029 27.306

BEE6 0.609  0.040 15.485

0.920 0.660 0.973

b

AN =R
P g HEGESS  0.870  0.005  55.041

EEME 0931 0005 119.106 o0 0377 089

11111 LHRAE © AHf gk
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W1 2 Fir - WS A AR B ERIAH 8 5 (Composite Reliability, CR)
K Cronbach’s o £5/=fA Hair et al. (2010) Z#E%(H 0.7 » FRATE SRR
RSB, - BE > RIS R — 8 R - fE i e
S B R S R R T > ANBF ST Park et al. (2010) HYEIE - KFRE
eI E 2 R RS SR AR - HH —FE 2 & REEEAE 0.8 D
b RGN E BOERS o S B E R -

FEREE b AFFERS I & FITEEG TR 25 25 SO AT B e [P 4 -
H B {7 7R T P 5 SR B S — 7 SR SR S T 2 KETam iR a] - RItAS
WFsERIs A i ERY R - ERFEARE 223K b - a5k 2 fior o ARt
Fe SR & S ZE s L 5 (Average Variance Extracted, AVE)EF AR 0.5 » 7F
& Fornell & Larcker (1981) ZEERNVARAE(E » AIAIAHIZERL . RAF AR
FE o g 3 AR AT L SPI RS SRS TR R R IR
FHRAGREL - BORI TR =N S T B — E R E RS - - ARWFEE R
S AR 0.609 % 0.918 2 - it Hair et al. (2010) AYZEE
1 » & X & & (Cross-loading)4[f $% —F7R - &7 LRl - Afse & fEmEa
RIFHIE R RN

7 3 AIBEXREEAERA R

(@) (b) (© (d) (e) ® (2

Drae ey —E(a)  0.834
AR —2E0b)  0.608  0.833
HEEKR 2MC) 0722 0586 0.782

KL () 0.620 0407 0.526 0.876
SARTE )
0.636 0487 0.529 0.642 0.804
AR E M (e)
BRI
N 0.700 0.543 0.630 0.651 0.579 0.773
anff E A (D)

T e EEE(e)  0.745 0.757 0.640 0.480 0.527 0.587 0.802

it EAREUE R IR R (AVE) PR
BRI © ARy e

~187~



B RS ? SRR SR A S

= et

FJ iR B s5EE (Nomological validity) » AHFFE SR FH ZLAE A [R5 AR 2t
frortrbtis - HpiE A — R BErh s SRR IR By B 2% - Bl
HER T e EHE 28 R T PRBERE R R By R85 R Tl
ARFHRR G LT HESRMAL R - SR AR AR S AU 5 1
VORI Ry T BRA NS AL S L R - SRR A R A
TAPZEIRIRE - KT RTREZ IR EIA S & > TR RAIER 4 Fos - B
LEFHERELRRIR Morgan & Hunt (1994) Frfgit 2 —HHAERN > s « BEHGH
ABCHEEE ~ B R B L] ~ AR ERE - IRIEER 4 A
ZIRABCE IR 0.60 - A AKRAZESR - RN~ A= AT
RSt E TR LR A o — e AR - FRAMIE S = R BRI s s T
> HA = AP R e e B LRt IRIAE DU =
TER AR BRI et - [FIRHRE RS RERARIT B T A OR B NS 2 & B 18
BRWWASL & -

= ~ WefEditaE

K523 5% Bootstrap [ 75 i 12 (Bootstrap resampling method)$iHY
5000 FEAEIT2HET RGN RBAVEEE (Hair et al,, 2011) > /A
Bootstrap [ & itk — T ERFEGHE T HERmE - TV IMEARLRES BN SERY
iR (Zhang et al.,, 1991) « fR#EFK 4 - Aift5EtE 2 GoF (Goodnes-of-fit) Ky
0.64 - =/t Wetzels et al. (2009) FifeHi{E RAVECHEIGIEARTE 0.36 » FEISE
P SRR R - BRSO > [8] 2 By PLS ARG - Aiseiie
g R RYENRAE 0.518 2 0.649 - F3# » AWk Stone-Geisser f
Q* SRSt M FEHI R L (Predictive relevance) » 5 Q* BU{E AN ZBR IR
HATHHGES] (Chin, 1998) » ARRIZHERIG Q° A 0.525 % 0.665 Z ] » X,
R EL i G — e R THHIRES) -
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& 4 MEELERFRN T

i LE R

o (= VR = VR 5= v 1t N
- — . i
B g A gebn BET
mTrE B G188
: E:’_"' S B
Hl ;jfégﬁxﬂéﬁe 0.090 0.103 0.103 0.102
He L%
T HHAH — P
H2 i%é‘;gﬁxﬁéﬁe 0.667**%  (.667%%* 0.668%**
B LT E
. AN sy 29 §
H3'%&E$§Wi&@9 0.196%* 0.196%** 0.195%%*
Ao P MR
. Nt _ D
H4'EEWK§§HE$ 0.615%*% (,6]5%%* 0.616%**
Raonee p
: *\E\ S <Y
H> %gimfﬁﬁe 0.067  0.067 0.065
HEAER 5>
= . 0.112 0.071 0.077
TR R
Thie E—2: >
. 0.266%** 0.274%*%*  0.028
FIb A R
HAEE TR >
0.013 0.034 0.269
bR R
HEEEE >
0.365%** 0.376%%*
bR R
R AR
: N S
He ;g”ﬁ;ggggﬁ 0.090  0.618%** (.33]%** 0.088
PR Fanli=|
THR
H7 : RFHREARHT *
HBEEEE > 0.200%*% (.197%** (,197***
TR A AR
ohee —3: R? 0.56 0.56 0.56
R SL R KT R 0.65 0.65 0.65
Sh AR RS S R 0.52 0.38 0.52 0.56 0.56
GoF 0.60 0.61 0.64 0.63 0.64
i R L 451 40% 67% 71% 50% 55%

BRI © ARy e
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RiEE 2 0 HEER BB ER— Bk R B s (S AR
=0.103 » t=1.455 » p>0.1) » HL—TFSehEEFE N EHTLRE] 7-11 142G - B
RRRAR 7-11 CRIEAEE B — S RERS - TR B SRR
TrRE R - BOBER HL AT - RSN - BIAE IR B EHA THAE Y
— B FLBE R S (BRI AR E=0.667 > t=10.876 > p<0.001) » Jth—RfFFEfE AT H,
Wi R E] 7-11 DY - BLRESLIR 7-11 PR T 2 B B AR B 3R — Bk
TS RGE A 2 A+ TE 8 B B A R o T RE A — B0k - SRR H2 R
7 o FEE 0 ELE E IR B0 B R RN B R (R AR R 84=0.196 -
t=3.465 » p<0.001) » tt— 5 L HE H i Vi 2 25 B I 0 o L T 1 ke — e
T RGHAGETRY 5 7-11 JeEE AR SRR o R R H3 BT -

DRE b0 — BOME B R SRR I B B (R R AR B=0.615
t=9.862 » p<0.001) » JH— 5 HeHi H i i B B 2 b R L BV D RE A — B0k
[ » S 7-11 AR SRR & 0R - RS H4 |7 - IHhAh - BEAHE PR —EK
PSR BRI S LB 52 (BRI AR EL=0.067 » t=0.916 » p>0.1) » Jh—if
LT B B R B FRAR IR — B R I R o W 7-11 ARy
FE A PRI 2 2R WUIBEER HS RIRIT o AT RS 52 26k —
S REVEFEREE 5 R T AR S 1A T ek S0 EL B s 2 (R R AR 8=0.33 1
t=6.837 » p<0.001) » [t 5 L H H o 10 25 S 0 0 AR B 2 FEE s > 82
TSR RRAE TR - BRER H6 KT -

#i#% Bhattacherjee and Sanford (2006) FIfE: » ARFSE R ELB A 15
FEEERT% R AIFEE  REAEEEBEARUR AN £ Hoh P B 0.02 -
0.05 Kz 0.35 43 BRIV ~ HEE B s REARUR (Cohen, 1988) » HRIEF 4 (il
AT (URIMATEE) RER= ORISR - A SR T
RS T RAEMEEERG RE Y 0.38 WAINZE 0.52 » IEE A T-ERR 2%
FEBBISOR AN 2B 0.29 » R R EE AT S BESSOR. - AR A e
SN BRAE S O R B © RS - FERSAAREBL » AL SRS
T it R AR B B O o 7 B EL A B A T B (R AR 4 84=0.200 -
t=3.932 > p<0.001) » FREMHI5E 52 & s & B b 5L SR I 28 A 5 B /R AT - MBS
H BB T R RS - RILER HT BT -

! f2 = (Rlznleraction - RZmain )/[ (1 - R%nteractiun )/df]
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0.196***

0.103 0.200%%*

hAE LY

M | 0.615%5* B 3 i
jﬂl M R2=0.649 1%1_5? !
R*=0.560 R*=0.518

0.331%**

0.667***
0.931***

30 L* 3 p<0.05 5 ** FE p<0.01 ; *** {£F p<0.001
ARSI e — B S HE M F AR T
- R PR A LR TS PRI
- ERRMURER ISR - AR R R

2 MERBERERR
BRI © ARy e

AW -

Fo ¥ BT RN SE LG L B RS BT AR AR R Z [ R B 1
DL ARWEFEHAE Keil et al. (2000) f Tsang (2002) HITE > DI ARG /5
PR AR B RE RIPE 22 155 B R AL R PR B~ L AL (e A o [T PR - 3
TR > BRI S Fermn (AR - ARl R B IS SRS T B 22
SRR T R S AR LU TG « AAWHIOR I 2L & 1 DU S
PR — AR AR AR P B — AR S = (A (Aiken & West,
1991) > 2RISR RRRHAERRES T PLS 204 > S0 AT RANER S F

&5 BHMBREEREMEBRS EHRERBMLLEKEEEE R2

RARREAE RIS

it (N,=167) (Nos3)  EH
BRI > oA (T E 0.612%** 0.333*%*  (.001
K& R? value
oA REHE 0.374 0.111
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RIEFR 5 AR S I BRI B 1 S A (o H(E G IR A B
HHIR R ELRE=0.612 » t=18.113 » p<0.001) 5 {EANTEELE LM < BhahhHk
Bt R S 07 SRR AR (R (A I A B 3 Y 2 B (B 1S 4/ B=0.333 > t=7.052 >
p<0.001) - FEARMYEALRBE BERIE /KL » RRAIER S & TR
B BT S RRAE R IR £ - e - B G I RI - BRI
B SR R R IE A2 B e B S RS RS LI -

BEAb > ABIFSE I 1 B 2 52 B RS 22 155 S R R R BT B 1 S A
TR IR ESSCR - 406 3 Fras > T2 5 B AR ] AR = i 1
DU o BRSNS G K (4.97) SR REGG R EL T SRR A Y
HISERG R (441) ; IHEF BB SIKIHER TSI T - BRdE
By NS B G T (4.36) A BRak g Bl 1 SRR B RN B2 225 PR

(4.08) -~ [KIth » HISEELE Ky B RRAL BRI 2 AL - G REEE Hs2 BE 1-h
RRZEAHERAE -

PR RLE
53
%
h-A 4.97
HQ 4.8
= 4.41
M4 43 36 ' - (K K0 F R A
3 08 =5 BB HE
® 33
& =
B o AR B

3 MBREEHN BT R F SR REHEZ A TR
BRI - AR

? Spootea=V{[Ny — 1/(N; + N, — 2)] X SE,* + [N, — 1/(Ny + N, — 2)] x SE,*}
t = (PC; — PC;)/[Spootea X V(1/Ny + 1/N,)]
Hr1Spo0rea REALEHEATAE ; t FUSRNy + N, — 2H HEERYCRRETBUE; NRRER
BARRIEHE ; SE/RFR AR EIISEHER S ; PCARTR BRI ARE
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oL PR
{h ~ KB R

— - g

AR ST ARSI T IO ¢ 55—+ T AR T
— BT BHOTE L — SRR - H—PIZERERITHE Sirgy & Su (2000)
(TG » 1B Bk B R DR — B - e v A —
SRR R C B S REIBAE B IR R S
AR BT BRI RAT + SEMTR R R S bR ST DR |45
£ - SR » EUEE 1B BOH R i e i — Bl - b
FesERET Markus & Sentis (1982) HUBTZERSHPIE - AWIZEHERILIES R0
ST IR AT TSR TSR » TREIARIGELL 7-11 REUE Y W52
S 7-11 BTN > IR T DhAE R LR - AR A S L
P55 1 HTESY] » Kumar & Kim (2014) FEHI42 5 ST 7 2 28 A 0T R NG
AERR « MR E TR 7-11 R ELE E B AR AR -
REGTER R 7-11 AESITRIE D2 BRI + (0 R I B 2 AT
TR - SRS | SESNET 711 RS ER > @B 711 AR
FEIRAS BT T-11 B > R ELU R R - TSR
TG 7-11 BT R REE Ty + I ¢ B R - SR - e
EE T-11 EEATLIS L A - AETE 711 FRBBRE T T
fﬁ °

S5 I ST BT L 1 B SO © e L
FRBIRHE + Bt —DFSER5 FIPHE Malar et al. 011) RIRFR - BOTZ AR 2B
e T S B 2 A LB B AL - W L T B
TR TIEE + SRBEEAAE © DU LR B ST © T kB
MEOFTE R - (LN AR (Burke & Stets, 1999) =

Gh o BB LAY DI RE Y — Bl o BARRREURIN BRI 2
i ELPIRE b — BB RRSHRRARIT < R (BRI FR B=0.615) » mREEH

BB BERRRRIT < AR L (RS FREI=0.196) S BEAR F T — B Y
REARRRKHT < EREAE R (PR FRE=0.141) - Lt—BFFERTIRED Sirgy & Su (2000)
AT HE > JREIAEI A B R — BB TP B E B R R E &R — 80 -

Pite BRI — B ERETHIITH & 1T R - Han & Back (2008) thfgizhae LA9—
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B S LU - BRSO T R AR » B
B RAETERSRR AR AR SR SRR A TR -

R W BH R TIAR ) FR—BPERRS 3 B R
R TR R A AR Oy BEBHR 7-11 RO
%  J—SEAEREL Boldero & Francis (2002) HRBKHEFIE - MR H S
B W LUAE (S L OB SR IR S TR e L
SRR TN » HE HS ARILZ I 4 TRk AT
GERL 7-11 RISENHE - BRI B B S S 2 1 iR
T B AR F A BAGRRE (Boldero & Francis, 2002) » 44717 » #E44 7-
1 L EEE  BITESAUMED R 711 B
B {ERIEHE 7-11 SR - BRI IRE LIVTER - 1y 7
11 SRR » BV AT MR B BB ARIZE S, - AR R S
PR 2 ELVS B AR A A+ 902  Apple (9 iphone » #7211 2 A B
iphone » ARk iphone AT ELIVEAMETHIIIIAE - 12 iphone FT A
HSPEIET © BEEREATER I CERE - ITTERS iphone ZEZ: AR
i

S R B AR TS » B T AT I ©
HFJERETAEE Yeung & Wyer (2005) (G - FEHEEE BT AT MLEL T
EESRIFEIN » TEMERTER » S B ISR SIE G - BRAT Park
et al. (2010) FRRTHEH ERRBIKHITREERTRS - ErABUN BRI
5 TETET A BB« SRR - MR R U S B e
TSI - T B S A KB ABH o B B T
T LA ST AE SIS » TR — T PR R A
T A

SRS » AR EE R B T SR RF U PR « A
DFACRSSRIT - AR B ST S RS B TS
FECHT RN - R ESBECR » B0 TSR W BT A 5
I H RS - ACARESHSRCRAZLE » THBHA TR WA
PR » AT - BRI TSR SR - RN Gy B
AEMAFIEZE LRI « BoS) o AN H A R BT AR 52 £
B (RGBT 7 TE I - BESRTOIE (U BREAE > (11K
FBHA TEARRE AR - BUOLAEESE RGBT R T I T2
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fL o DRIEEARER Y B AR B T A e B R - LT A R R E R
THEBR AR REALRRIR - S KRl SRS IR CRAVTAAE - HARZRE R B
R AVATR ] ) T ) A R Tl 7 8 SN i R DE IR G S S T Pl (EL 23
FABEAR R T~ LA = B S E  E R AR 1 R RS S R - AR
KB Er IR SRR AL A S (E A A B RSy © ARWTFE AR B Barone et al. (2000)
WIBE B EIHEBENATIR G RS - FIHE B AR A
/SR BNCT AR G R A eI NS IMER S S S p ST e T v i SR pI - e
G RR R R Ry - SN TR S R RIS R T RS
THE B & B AL 2 R L A (R

=~ B

WECHZEWICERHA 7R EE H R HIRR (Aaker, 1996;
Aaker et al., 2004; Blackston, 2000) » 41 * SRS (Aaker, 1997; Kervyn et
al., 2012) ~ E#L L RE (Brodie et al., 2013) ~ Shif#f2 5 (Mohammadian &
Rahimipour, 2012) ~ SLEEM: (Usakli & Baloglu, 2011; Valette-Florence et al.,
2011) Feft KIS (Park et al., 2010)---35 o Jfy s ARES B BSHTHIRE S > 7]
DA i B = B i R [R] DARR R R R Lo T JREAE v - IR T RE S0 e BE R S Y
IHET Ry o BT AU ATE R S - iR 2L 823 1 2 L F SRR I B
i (Bowlby, 1973; Ainsworth et al., 1978; Schultz et al., 1989) ~ 7}52Z# B i i EH
% ¥ 5 (Blackston, 1992; Fournier, 1998) ~ H¥—Z M #im (Sirgy, 1982;
Aaker, 1999) - SRERFT Ry (1 EIH B ar B S e AR T AR - B E H—
B0 P E v DA T G ot T e R PR B o R S R - I H B RS
F A Bl IR 6 (Hogg et al., 2000) - [KItL » ABFSELL Sirgy (1982, 1986)
Y B Fe— BB R A - KB B — B B R 0y — R A A S & - t—fF
FEE R EEZEYE 3ES (Park et al., 2006) 2 A-R-C f&={; (Thomson, 2006)
ARERET 5 B B 2 I oot R A 1 AR BAT y E ZEJA]

RAN » 37508 A Ao S o R B - L RSB T TEAS » BR T B S TR
B EETE o AN IR - T2 BB B R
pRRYRHE A BORAIEEE SR BRI RR IS ~ BHAE (R BRAYERAD ~ 22
EENEE AT RER---Z (Bhat & Reddy, 2001; Czellar, 2003; Volckner &
Sattlet, 2007) » SR #HAH I TEIETH B & B RESREAK I BB B SRR AL
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ff > IR E S B R RITE S & A BEIRCR - ALt Abrgeblr
AR B BRI 2 5 B T H A B - SRS 35 E B RESLRRARH B it
FEAREHE L RIS - HRAJGEET - ABFFEIETH B Bl i L ] — B 8
PRETTH L B RESLRR A SRR - ST AL (R 2R T AR A AE R HE > 31
R ARG FESCRWA S & > i ERE L f e B A L e 20l
FIHARFTEE L EM -

=~ BHEEM

FEAET MR SR AR T 2 ERE R R » A Teis DU N rEs > DL
TEfRZEF P T iR SR B His - 25 —Bh - 2T HREL UK A B 1T+
RRAE R ERAE o ASEAE AR L AR A B R B E Y A B L R
TEIREIKIZR » T A AR B B2 A RS TR SR AU B« BTy 2y LRz At LARE
16— Rkl R EURS - S A 8 2 PR R L L R A IR R PRI R 28 ~ BT AT
HE I ENARE » EER S B B 5 < R A A LA ER R A [ A -
i FEEIEE & H s IR E A b 7R K - A R RESy By 2 5 AH AL UL RO
B A RESELR BRI S EE » LA REIEGINEENEE - BB E
HAERRARR - E 2y B R R T IR RIVIBO T R BA R -

A 7-11 B EERR e R E SRR o K R AN e
TGRS ERE 7-11 IR R SRR - EREMER AR
7-11 fEIEE L HE T RHAL - URFFSRER(L 7-11 B 7-SELECT HYAIE 2L &
& 8400 7-11 B 7-SELECT 2 [Ej05EAs - 1 S REA UG I B A i B H 14,
i 7-SELECT - [fij 7-11 {EIHEH LRGSR EE - R KESELER
FIrdE (R AR B ~ FEHLEE BRI X » AR (EFa )5 3 e B
M E RN - RGBS B AT - Ban « SRERTSE) ~ ibon
FAETES, ~ B RELVERR RS - By T EE04 N 7-11 B 7-SELECT WA H &
& > W] DU R AR A RESL R FTHET TROTE B R SRR B S E R R
FERERLT- LR R0 o A - DL 7-SELECT #EH S EEARTHIRTAE M ME
JRIFRIA — AR BROR B2 Ak Al - FEIEE B &Kk 7-SELECT B 7-11 /555
& TEEA 7-11 BYIE A A% iEE | 7-SELECT FUFEREES &y » MET] IR
P o B AT DABE A R P A

B EL > =N B AL TR B R B EAS  DUR B B R
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RIS - FTH B Bl I B 3R — B R S - ARELERIIGE
B AERS o R DU B R R A AR AR B IR RS - RS > BB
palEE] 7-11 fEYE B RS - A S BRI i AR RESZ - [
NP B A Y DIRE LAY —BUER o A RER BRI EE A RIN A IR - 7-11 35
RELHE A R EEA HRANERGG - EEEEENPRENEEEEH
Bt Z FIMIRHERE - MBI TR ANTIEZ 1% - A REA VA HIH
LA ERMPIER - NS E AL 7-11 ZEAVSEYKHT - Jamal & Goode
(2001) fEHIHEERREEIT RIS EEL P REHLEERRE
e - TH RS A A SR B H BB S AT Y EE L - ARSI
AR e 2 (T B U B R R RIS A AEAL s LR
ZEEH BB o SHETS RRTHEE - R H
L R R EE R IR - BESLR BN B HE A BB E T R EE O
W —i03 > TERGRE R SLRARET B 6% > A RERE MRS -

FEHEHEN 2 L 585w IR BEA R Ao stsk . (Rt @Ay ~ 3
N R EZRRIEGTELEE S BRY T TE L AR - IR T e
PRI, - 7 7-11 AYIRES SEINEESE A 5 fEThRE By —EUE L - BR TR
NIRRT IR o BT DUHE SR B A RS IR R S B o
KHL > N B RS NIRRT RS o MR A — BRI SR
THE BB SRR AR SZ - RN a] AR L B B DURE —BUERYRRAN -
IEEERAR B Ay — B R EE BN nT RS o FEBAR Ay — S o W 7-11
(RIAERIE SR BT B 4 P DB AR R RE A SR B {E AT K 7-SELECT MY
b BN BHERORSEE TR & - B4 ¢ 7-SELECT S2EELEZS - EREIEE
Wil 7-SELECT Z=J&3\ LED J&itd ~ B AKImUihli 7-SELECT JEZa ik
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1S3 0.514 0.799 0.591 0.459 0.477 0.346  0.431
IS4 0.651 0.858 0.355 0.576 0.494 0.393  0.450
FS1 0.583 0.210 0.822 0.516 0.546 0.483  0.561
FS2 0.486 0.592 0.829 0.584 0.602 0.564  0.487
FS3 0.558 0.264 0.886 0.354 0.354 0.549  0.599
FS4 0.353 0.448 0.709 0.501 0.490 0.437  0.356
FS5 0.472 0.598 0.830 0.389 0.567 0.494  0.508
FS6 0.488 0.598 0.796 0.570 0.545 0.495  0.562
BASI  0.526 0.536 0.229 0.918 0.500 0.419  0.415
BAS2  0.449 0.551 0.277 0.913 0.555 0.502  0.445
BAS3  0.599 0.229 0.235 0.860 0.635 0.491  0.557
BAP1  0.379 0.408 0.545 0.464 0.829 0.553  0.480
BAP2  0.473 0.453 0.527 0.474 0.764 0.492  0.487
BAP3 0461 0.583 0.365 0.577 0.835 0.532  0.504
BAP4 0421 0.447 0.535 0.474 0.818 0.542  0.449
BAPS  0.444 0.454 0.527 0.534 0.764 0.492  0.402
PFBI 0.390 0.423 0.526 0.454 0.580 0.834  0.588
PFB2  0.338 0.402 0.506 0.457 0.557 0.884  0.552
PFB3  0.336 0.429 0.561 0.445 0.585 0.892 0.511
PEB4  0.355 0.424 0.576 0.482 0.555 0.890 0.586
BEE1  0.475 0.498 0.601 0.484 0.519 0.581  0.877
BEE2  0.455 0.464 0.547 0.463 0.492 0.543  0.880
BEE3  0.448 0.472 0.560 0.474 0.517 0.560  0.886
BEE4  0.378 0.434 0.548 0.447 0.496 0.516  0.791
BEES  0.325 0.391 0.447 0.386 0.439 0.486  0.797
BEE6  0.258 0.280 0.362 0.297 0.334 0.425  0.609
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