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R R G HERSERE > RARERES L7 WHAEES > RAEAFEERRERE
BAAEMEX > REEAEHETEEX(SEM)#TA ZHEX B B EHHE L
ZEHEBRA - A REREHEEKRERREREABAFONT > nEIHSFREET A
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ERFQAAAM X HRAERTBEHFARET AL ET  AALFERAEGT T
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Abstract

Successful supply chain management will provide the enterprise new competitive
advantage, and successful supply chain performance is based on a high level of trust and
strong commitment among supply chain partners. Although the literature often mentions a
relationship between trust and commitment, and thought the partners of supply chain
lacked of the trust, will cause the transaction costs in the bad performance. The some
researches thought the asset specificity, the behavioral uncertainty and the information
sharing within the transaction cost theories will produce the influence to the trust level of
the partners, and some study to point out the perceived satisfaction, reputation and the
perceived conflict that within social exchange theories also will influence the trust level.
This study attempts to integrates two kinds of theories of the transaction and social
exchange, put forward an integration model that influences the factor to the trust and
commitment, then use Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) to testing the model. Results
in this study indicate that a firm’s trust in its supply chain partner is higher associated with
commitment. It is also found that firm’s specific asset investments, behavioral uncertainty
and partner’s perceived conflict are negative impact on trust. A partners’ specific asset
investment, information sharing, perceived satisfaction and partner’s reputation in the
market are strong positive impact on the trust. This result should is able to provide the
reference of the partner’s relationship support and managerial decision variables in the

supply chain management. Further will reach the successful supply chain management

Keywords: Supply Chain Management, Competitive Advantage, Trust, Commitment,
Structural Equation Modeling
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B R By AL B Ay

#t & 4% % 22 (Supply Chain Management) & & /& F KBt & 48 55 1F M4 £ R A2 50 F)
THhFE ERRABERGREFFRAGBIRE > BREREEREZF YR FHHA
BAROBEMARGEFTMRE HRETEINTALFZTOAR AAF LA AR L
YL 4k B 615 4E (trust) ¥ BR 5Z 44 /R 3% (commitment) F B (Bowersox et al., 2000; La
Londe, 2002; Morgan & Hunt,1994) » 95 % #F 245 h B AF Ml sk 2512 2 B W B X
ey ik £ % B & (Sherman, 1992) » [ b R 4F 64 4t J& 4d 45 20 7T VA S0 A FL A0 ik JE 48 35 1 1)
BEEAERARE o X B M e REEZ AL 0 TR RB M A E X 5 AR B ek
ROEFER  RRETHEEFSHRNEI NI ST TFIEAATEAL WA BERE
WHAEE TR G RAM KL BT AR ME a":iiﬁﬁu;az%/%— 3
MABALETRETRIEE TGN ERAGRALKFR

FEHL > RARHNEZANLERFRBEAMG T EERAAREZFERNFRLLE
BRI G > KRG RARAEGTRBERZNRIEIAN  HH L EART AR F B4
BMEE ATAETETH - BRALEF BEHEE I HBHEL  RHREEF
Ga MERENGATEEARBIVERBERATHREZIRE -

A EHAAEBRAMLER

— - IBRER
(—) MEEH
1 ~ {2 4£(trust)

PEABGHEEIARIRARGEHRZIE  wMNALEELEERI G RALLA
F 2% - Morgan and Hunt (1994) J$fE -2 RAX G —FH S —F T HEMHAE
HAGES » EAMEM O EREABE ARG EERS - TAFE IR AR
AAWMEBERE B FEQERIL "REAES -2 CRRHEZTRAA A LR
ATE MR e E & B R ey IETFAM T8 (Anderson and Narus 1990) | - # B B 7 ¥
o 3] 2 M 8912 4 #F 3% Beccerra and Gupta (1999) 547 4 RAF L B - & s 2421 i ik
MREAEER > ABERESECERMGH VRO EGLER - A @ERALRADRZE
I RAREAAEHG Y 0 R ARARKRIERARS  Plie 0 AIKEEERGY S5
HFERXGEREHICEORMEEN  WAEZEEERGY RS - AR BEZH
ERAEREE G AT ARER > L HARERAR - AMESESERGET 7
FMAFHAGE R LREPTE] T RGN E o o - HIAE B AR 0 1548 #7
EAZAE B A7 € L B R B R © WAL 2 F 48 0 F RIS AR RGN o B A R
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& 32 5 (Beccerra and Gupta 1999) - A gt » 1545 7T 47, & & 7 4] 35 649 £ % 37 @ (MacMillan

et al. 2005) -

2 » 7R 3% (commitment)

A8 35 % O4F B 1% 04 48 7% (Childers and Rueker 1986) » 4¥ %46 & B 77 44 %% 4% (Teas and
Sibley 1980) » vA & Bl 1% #4 4z % (Anderson and Weitz 1989) - 4% 74 3k » Morgan and Hunt
(1994)i5 RER KL " — X HBHAAEES — FTHFHFFOMERIRERY > AER
RERRHEARGE » FINRBETRAELEHHEMBAZ HROE S L EZR
A #t € %X #(Cook and Emerson 1978) ~ 448 4 7 (Thompson and Spanier 1983) » ¥ £a 4
72 % (Meyer and Allen 1984) - £ 70 X 5 Bl 1% 89 #F %2 + Morgan 2 Hunt(1994)3% % &
35 REAR 1 3T 5 by 2k % (efficiency) ¥ 2% R (effectiveness) » Ik-Whan ¥ Taewon(2004) & i
—F BB RIS ERMIEEE SRR SR K -

3 v R 5 kA 2 3 (transaction cost theory)

A ¢ Coase(1937)4% th & 5 A A LG 5 1% » IL 3 B BT B i 38 L 8~ A @
% A8 3% (Rindfleisch and Heide 1997) » 33 3% £ B AR TR B R R 5 € T HE 7 K i
o THREBTHABIS » KM H NI AR BT X TR - &AM T
et FEAL (B G RARNM) LY OPEIGRANOEEZTES> S @ AR
WM BRAITE > FEIH - JERARS >~ ARMEE - AR Bk 5 R AT H 4
LT —AR G R TIRBER GBS RA S QW F A E T WEGRE
FATRUGRAE AR FREH X5 BT R AEE LR AF - Williamson(1975)
Anderson(1985)% s£ 4% Coase WM BN L E > A K 4ok TAEE MR LS
ZRERME BTR AR GRAAMGFZHRF » Aoy ERL P RARER
AP = AL REA > ¥R E LA 8% > 2% Tk-Whan 2 Taewon(2004)2A X %
A DA EEE TS BRRT » RAE AT AL T MR MG MR8 0 B U
EAHTERHNE FHEIMAAALIFAYE  FTH LML LNEALERER=
8 RB T AEAAEBITHEFTHEERY > RERTHRANE L - A8 R G4
AR ARG B BIME > R ER B I G RAERIISHANTRETE - 755
MR TR FF MG

4 Y RIHREH

A R AL R 1950 R LI S sk B AN B AR 45 A 4R 5 (Levi-Strauss
1969) + & 7% 2 (Ekeh 1974) + 47 & & 32 £ (Skinner 1983) 2 ff; 72 4L & £ (Simmel 1978) - &
ARILEEIRAE ) B A M L X HtTE £ % Homans (1958) ~ 4 E 4 Thibaut and
Kelley (1959) » 5 3 4 # £ £ Blau (1964) » vA & % & 49 4% 32 3% Emerson (1972a,
1972b) » 3L AN R Z Bl 14 & £ RIRTHE: > A& A £ B B4 P sF 2 | o

Homans (1958, 1961)#y A K2 R AL RN ECRF T AMEMIT LR ZEHZ
Wt EEZBIT LR YT E TS REZITHA T ARG TS L XBABEGETR -
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Bl B » il €48 fF R e 4 0y Bl 1% £ &)EH] - Thibaut and Kelley (1959)F] f & R 45
WEFTSREETZPHRERZERIE g —FHRRETFTEE > 5 —FTREK
WA ATH R A JE - 5 E 6 & R (outcome) & VA T BRI 6 AT & BT A4 4T 09 3R B (reward)
FoBh B 3R IR AT & T o JB AT B 89 % AR (cost) o Blau (1964)3% 25 AAM 2 BT vl ok 3 — [ B¢ ok
5l 0 73 A LSRR KB B R RIEIF R S HRE W BB R B A
T BT A AF 09 3R B BF 0 AL B R B Z M BRI @ SRALER - Rk AR LIRS
R FE 2 SR AR Bl B 0 AR X B A oy 38 45 &R R Ae A M 6 (Coleman, 1990;
Zaheer & Venkatraman,1995) » £ 5 A A& kM MAE KX eg ik b maBr e
RIeTHIERRBZ %5 Al ReA RS2 5 RHF g E  FRREE L
(Coleman,1990; Ring & Van de Ven, 1992; Guloti,1995) » K& 72 35 sb i 4 th 35 812 45 K
R HEIBREHOSE  HBHEATINEE  LHBHIERRRERF -
(Z) MEREE
1~ AN ZRBERSSE

# & 457k M (Asset Specificity) 2454 THE WX G BFEMZ AN TR A EARXAAN
KR SR GRS — #8484 % A (Erramilli and Rao, 1993; Heide, 1994) » 3= 3& 4% %
H AR & HARAE T A6 Ik 0 Rk F 74 & o Williamson(1985) € & & & #F7k M & 3% X 4F
TR oy — T AMRE » R ENRETRAETIT T E T A By - L TH
BORATORETEREABANEGR - B R ER  RAXHRIELBFELVE
A Z # % (Shelanski and Klein, 1995) + £ F % % = # & (Zaheer and Venkatraman,
1994)~ A 3k 47 & #7 Be B LA A2 R A & 4F A2 2 #% K (Mukhopadhyay and Kekre,
2002)% -

LITRXRHCEREORHRBTALERE S EF AL CALBLERKYMA -
st > Tk-Whan §2 Taewon(2004)3% 2 & Fu i & & ¥ se LA BL R ER B A L A 8 - 5 &
ARG BRI H%E > FFRBHERTAENZET  ARFERL T H &
ReoBETZ WwRAXIABRLR S mELEE IR EHNREOVFHRTALA
(non-redeployable specific asset investments) > A TH X HBH AL TR RIE R L 3
73 A e S B AT R R L B o SE B e IR IR @ B RS0 AR L - RNk
AU RAAR A TR

Hl : A5 E AR A RIBEILCIERELEAME -

BERRAE B AF R R T AR TN P ERETAET o BRAMOGHF R IE R
RTAEZERARBESHEMG  REATARNERBFELTEOFREREEYHETY
% o fp| 4o > Weiss and Anderson(1992)32 & B 00 T A AL R VB EHZ S BE
RS EARE - W LA B % 76 B4 4 & % & F| K 3% (Anderson and Weitz 1992;
Heide and John 1990) - 542 7 o & A2 & M 38 w42k 2K » B0 7T H F RAFE14E
by ML ELE AH Tkt A @B M — 5k P 4k 4k (Ganesan 1994) © B 3L » ¥ A B
R LA TRE -

H2 @ B4F ey 2k e A4 A BB KRE Z R4 R -
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2 AT AT ER RS

BT #8 B 2 M R AR £ SN ERIR T R IAFARIBAF 69 47 % 3 % 1L (Joshi and Stump
1999) © 47 & < # M & Bl AR 3k B ¥ X 5 % 4F 09 JB %9 % R (Williamson 1985) = H k.
ITHETHETHEHAREE TR E AL T 4509 B #(evaluation problem)(Alchian and
Demsetz 1972) » ) B - 335 M 2k 69 & i J& b 4 # (adaptation problem) o

R REBR T E T A S T AH IR K693 % (Heide and John 1990; Masten et
al. 1991; Stump 1995; Zaheer and Venkatraman 1995; Joshi and Stump 1999) - 4t Ji& 4% % 4%
EAEGITHETELMSTERHA I GHFOEHEARE  REBHEITLTHEIHIRT
HBGHERMAE - By RN R R RN TN MABRENaRE
W RE Fr G R RA AR B R EE R G AR SARE > B E
F ey 15242 € 32 5 (Gao et al. 2005) - ¥ KK 3 & ¢

H3 : AT A FRAERMEEEBFNEIEREZ AMH -

3 FAEFHEAE

AAEF LM BTG T E P R E %6 E & (Bowersox et al. 2000;
Handfield et al. 2000; Handfield 2002; La Londe 2002) - 4 J& 4% 1% 42 W 64 3% 35 1~ 55 2 MEAF
BEAFS I ORAEBERETESUATEIN LB E RRYE  ERER
bk R ABMEOER SRR TRANER BT OARREYEREAHTTE
B R AESE P S] AE 6y o B E A T PTRR 64 & ¥ 2K R (Bullwhip effects) @ b A8 24 & A§ i —
& R A G 4 09 A2 7 17 8 (Leel996; Lee et al. 1997) - sk X AR 5 B £t F KAH
Mo A4 AARMME  EAREERASRRGIABEY  FEIHESHEAR
B A MR SRR 0 M G AL 3B 3 e ik JE &R 9% 1R P 4T 2 04 < BE M (Simchi-Levi et al.
2003) o R % AIE R AR vl 7 KRR A FE R L R AR e A2 0 LI A M SR ek T B Y
TRk SRR B TR L i AR AR AP R 3 E L H R 0 e BT IR A R g R -
LAER BEARABOERA LR ENERL L —FFRAAE G 0 B AR E A
Ak VRT L A S F S E A o Blde 0 RUEWFRIGE F IR E EX R
B %8 A IR Y O A6 5 42 B A5 R /7 (KPMG Consulting 2002) s 4h » 554 3F % #F %
FBHXGHHFMAA LR EE o) T AR BB 60 35452 A F oy B % (Henderson
1990; Konsynski 1990) - # A& %% 4 & .

H4: AARAEZHBFMEEKREZEMME -

4~ ERBHEEEIE

Anderson and Narus(1990) ¢ #F 52 P 2 3 > ¥ M E e SEBFMA P HEF ST
HRMAEHESBHAMGEIEKRESRS - Dwyer et al.(1987) A #F % H & 4 7 M2 5 &
TR B Rk FE o Bk wREBHAAE T IT AL R ATHTHAAF 60 — 300 ALK
Mty {5424 3 e (Klepper 1995) o f Batt(2003) 7R 45 th 4o R A8 59 8% A2 &35 Bl A% F PT & £ 0958
R MBI EE LR EZMYF AEENRESRS -  UAFRIHEFREES:

HS : #X B FEO ARG BRI REZEAAM -
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S BAARELIE

HhMm BT AR @R RO RERRBERLEEE Y
ST VA ES B o i (fairness) b A # (Anderson and Weitz 1992) - B 5 A 55 & 7 A N iE
By AEREY BB ISR R S o A ARG ERHE K 56913 A (credibility) A iE & 89 2%
REHETHEZN R A E@ER - AR FBTE 5 £ T 5691 & (edifice of
reliable) * M R AT 40— %M > SHARREZ LI EE  EHRSEAFWER 48
RbY A= & A @ IR R B R B W0 LR 4 69 47 & (Ganesan 1994) - Houston and
Johnson(2000)#F 35 i » B R HA IR IT L H B K - W RIBHRTLORAEF
B BTAMEAF IS N A R L RERII N HHAE - Bk o REEEH LT
A % A2 60 AR A T V46 B S0 4 A 742 11 9 (Kwon and Suh 2004) » B 3t -
AHF MR T AR

HG6 : 5 4F oy BB fASIE KA Z A B -

6~ Wi fl R FAZ4E

MRAMBZI M WGP —F R RFT# %6 % % o Anderson and
Narus(1990)#F R B, » HRCERE FLE S I MBRR > "B EINHABHFO TR
#£ - Moore(1998) 24 339 K< Bl #a A o4 4y i Wk B o 3) & 4] > ARSTSAEHLRER % > BT 2R
HRBETEDABBROHGEY  BEETOHRER > HH T OEEMIK - Bk do
R—BHEAZINALATHERPAHERBIR - A €8 AEEE 5 64 B 42 (trust-building
process) * & & 12 /£ #4942 £ (Kwon and Suh 2004) - ¥ #F %1% 7 &

H7 : X B A RSB R ARE Z R G HAE -

IAEEE:S X &

Spekman(1988)32 & 154E 2 JEw E & o) WA E RE M A BA R 2T A
4 1 £% (mistrust breeds mistrust) - Mt A A G Mk 0 AL G EAKB LM AR 0 RERE
(McDonald 1981) » Achrol(1991)45 i1z 4= & sk T R LM 1A 49 T £ B % » & Morgan and
Hunt(1994) 4 B 4k #4115 42 & B 1% R 3% 09 £ % - € B % - Kwon and Suh(2004) .7 #F 72 4
JEEE B A0Y » B RBTIEIEKRESRAERE LBEMM - Bl 4546 il 0 RFFRF A
T
H8 : /K EHRFEREHIEGHE -

=SMHRE
Ry A XA R R > A B R REEORBEEERAREL
E— — BRI R G T AL A LM g RE L LAt MmIE/ER] & % BRE

MM ER R L= RUAA MR GZOTIR Y » 28 BH &3 it & 48 1
44 2% & (efficiency) $1 2% R (effectiveness) » R EME R F JE B M X H I EHER X » £
J& 7] A AL @ % B & % # % (Choi and Hartely, 1996; Shin et al., 2000; Sahin and
Robinson, 2002; Johnston et al., 2004) - R 4E it 2 A & AT il &#F AR 3% - EAHEH K oF
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RIAR 5y PR FLH AL G S P 3 5 Al o AT R AL AR P R B S AR R LR
FRENE EZBRASMEEE 1 AT -

NE IR R A

£
5] H
s || BHzErrEa

A

H2
AT B RAEE M
2 H3
) BREZE
H4
. H
Hs 1z 1= =5
pan HEREE
L H6
* X5 WAk R
#ﬁ H7
b2
3\% %ﬂ @f ;g %i F’t

1! AR ESMRE

-

%~ BFRF %

— HEIR

RIFAFRBAOMEEM AP RAZHE J’L-*bef@ C T B o B R 4

(‘exogenous variables) 18 (R H R AL HWE ~ A€ IR H =) M4 SR
(endogenous variables ) W18 ({Z4E ¥R ) d—]ﬁl\ﬁ:ﬂﬂ FRE AR AR LR
o) — B4 A (construct) > 3t & ¥ — ey R F 1542 0 B R ARHF 8 E 3 228 B 4 Uk 0 B
BAHEMAEZREABMELA T L AR E T BG4S L WHt 585 F R 2 RFF
A GAEZHE (&A% é@@wﬁ)l%$mglﬂ@,mézm§ﬁ&(wmm
validity ) » #1848 %A Likert 78R E A ¥k 1 27 T T FARE, T %k+ "3
FERZ,  RAEBLAPELEBRZAETHEARMENR LI EERNETRALT ¢
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LRNGFHRMEEARBHIGHREETE A BEZAETRARTLEAG HM®

EBFRERBHEHLELRY  TEOHBRAXEARCAR HERFLTE
S FHEHEAINKHEFZHAEF (Joshi & Stump, 1999 ; Heide,1994) » A 3k > &
WAABLEGASHARZEAE (RAETYA X2 X)) LM EREZXTH -
& 21z 1% (Cronbach’s a {i) 4 %)% 0.8302 ¥z 0.8558 (% 1)

QATHTAER M WA E RA T ERFITLOTARES ARG REETE
BB HBFAET —EEERRNER  THEEBFERLZTREBRRALLERY
A B o B R AE ( Xy Xg) 1E 4 B &R Z 2 T A (Joshi & Stump, 1999 ;
Zaheer & Venkatraman,1995) » & & 12 1% # % 0.7663 o

AAREE YA ITRTHMAGCHBEERF LT ARG A RN (RKHE) &
12 i 4 phny B iE > F B8 E & S A £ (Ik-Whan G. Kwon and Taewon Suh ,
2004) - RE AL (Xo» Xio)» WEZIZEAE S 0.8830 -

4 ERHEE  REAEBANEHE RO T RAEE BN FOMERRL
(Kumeretal.,, 1992) > Al &4 3E2% (X1 X)) GE X EMAEHSE 09111 -

5. X BAERE > WA BER B HRIEBE LTS EXTE AR BRI AR 0 AR
(Ganesan, 1994) > Bl & %3824 (X3 Xiu) > GE 21T E% 825 0.8892 o

6. Rt RAZLE » WFAR T HMEBFEHMRAERGCHEEN L T EHFL
& E AR (Kumar et al., 1995) B2 %BL (X5 Xie) ' DEZZEAES
0.8670 -

T AL B ER A TRE BT E& ) BMEA M > Kumar et al.(1995)14 10
BB >R 25 E LR EFE AT 4BEAEHEETRE SERABHETEZT

|

iy

BEHAEL (Y12 YY) AMAZ WA AL 08579 -

8. /K3 WHHAETREZARL  AHBEABFOEGRE  mEAITHESFHGUBE
M AR BRERATHERBHFHEIE R ZRE - Kwon and Suh(2004)
NALTREREGLERBHALICEIHFSEERLBARANEAE(Y0oE Y )

= &A1z % 0.8112 -

x®1:AMEIEIRAERFE

HA Cronbach’s a
ANAHFHmEEE (X1 2 X3) 0.8302
%}H"zfr‘#f*‘]’iﬁé (X4 é Xﬁ) 0.8558

ThAREERNE (X2 Xg) 0.7663
TAREF (Xo £ Xjo) 0.8830
f T A (X £ X)) 0.9111
A (X3 £ Xig) 0.8892
Aot R (X5 & Xie) 0.8670
4 (Y1 £ Y9) 0.8579
A#E (Yio&E Yu) 0.8112

A 0.9384
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» iR EHER R A S BC

ABRA T EHASH 2004 4B HE 5000 K Db 2587 R ¥ AF5
FEMA IR 1/3 45 800 RAEAKA » MM EAREFIAERZLOEETA (TFK
ROEL ) FRABIZAFTHA TR R EEMZIRBEI 28 F L RF R
/\élfiﬁzr%ﬂéﬁffﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁzzmu W AR A é@ R AT AR S 226 4 0 Bk
$ 2825%  HILEM AR RAZ B4 A 104 TERAMIVFZEAES 216 4 0 it

m¢7ﬁm$wmwmﬁ%u@% g (542%) AR 5 - o BH P HM
@iﬁ?f WTARIE N E S E AT Z 3% (31L6% A 25.9%) b K 5 ¥ RHLHAARY
AE (5L 11.2%E 10.8%) &Kk KAy R FmF Bk 2 T ¢

= 3hIR

R4 8 Ron SPSS S 3 HBL T 4 - 3 347 A6 R R 2 6 3R R T
B 4NV KE R &P M AR T AR X (Structural Equatlon MOdehng SEM) # LISREL
( Linear Structure Relation) 43t # 4% i /7 5 B B2 X Fe 8 5 « 1y 6 & M B X Ao il 8 A 9F
RIBZZFFEBRME

& 2 EIRRE RS D ECHRET

S >4 1] e Ay # (%)
LA EE 48(22.2%)
o DAk G vk 117(54.2%)
PRAR 3y 50(23.1%)
4.k | & 1( 0.5%)
1.8 152(70.4%)
BMAAMR 2.4 62(28.7%)
3LAEEK 2(1.0%)
1.20~30 39(18.1%)
2.30~40 74(34.2%)
HMAANEH 3.40~50 55(25.5%)
36(16.6%)
4.50~60 150 5.6%)

5.60 vA £ 070
1.4+ 1( 0.5%)
2.7+ 36(16.7%)
BMANER 3.8+ 79(36.6%)
48H (4) AT 99(45.8%)

4 2 ’
S kA 1( 0.5%)
1.5 (4) £ F 36(16.7%)
HMAAIMEFE 2.5~10 (&) 4 58(26.9%)

3.10~15 (&) # 37(17.1%)
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4.15~20 (&) # 38(17.6%)
5.20 #£4 b 46(21.3%)
6.k ® % 1(0.5%)
LHERAE (FaRF)  102(47.2%)
2.5 5 & A48 B 10(4.6%)
MAANESAA 3T 62(28.7%)
4t 41(19.0%)
S 1(0.5%)
5%
1AE &l g 166(31.6%)
2 K] 52(9.9%)
3.3 R 136(25.9%)
B 4 B 7 30 i,fgj;? 57(10.8%)
RS & DR 59(11.2%)
- S 50(9.5%)
0. 30 55 il 1% 6(1.1%)
7.3 A
At 216(100%)

—  REXZFAREBIE

AFEZHEEX T EEX (B 2 A2H3) REEEX (W 4) &4
BT s R 4 # (exogenous observed variables) & "X £ Xy¢  » M A H A&
% % (exogenous latent variables) & & £&; 0 M A B % % # (endogenous observed
variables) & "Y1 £ Y11 > ™ 4 # /& 4 # (endogenous latent variables) Z& "My £M2 55
Hth 81 B A AMB U X WA BRE & Feg B AT EEN YR BRE
e Een J bR MR SR 69N FRE 5 REH 00 — 105 »ﬁﬁﬁzwm%«%ﬁk%
X MR F oy B 48 - ﬁ*?z““%ﬁiﬁfﬁkﬁ?ﬁ%ikm%‘1"51’3 | % AL By
§i?2@‘a4%§‘i%ﬁi‘$’Axﬁsu\ﬁ]\l:aﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬂ‘lH'J Iﬁﬁzdﬁﬁ%ﬁ%(ﬂ%@i)
SEIE - Ay AN EAESARNEAEEAZGHEMGERHRER  TAANEBEYE
14N B B e 408 2 9 5 B AR 1R BAE T BE' LN BEBEGEEL BRNRBLEEE 2@
BHMAGHR RN AR T (0 24 K% 2028 X (measurement model)
T OB I 7 A2 X R T & X=AL+ R Y=An+er RHF 52 & ML KX (structural model )
T4 K R T aN=PN+TE+G-

BREENNZEBEE (overall model fit) §FE&

HREEXWEERIZAEE S ARG ATEKRA L& LB gkigit
W o485 B ¥ R i 45 42 (absolute fit indexes ) ~ 48 # At i@ 3542 (relative fit indexes ) &
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5 2% Bt 8 35 42 (parsimonious fit indexes) = k#8 (%3544 > 2004) - A #F 52 4& oy Lisrel
R S Tﬁ%%%mﬂﬂziﬁﬁm 3546 T AR SN B A S OREs
WNEBLEEEN, G EEARANGEARSERTZRIELI > REE K 3 A
T BARAERAWT o

4B FL A5 AZ P 2P 538.55 0 A W E 294 0 p {4 0.00 - BT 45 4B F K AL A S
ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%?iﬁﬁﬁ’i%@léxxﬁﬂ&ﬁ$ﬁkbﬁ%§ﬁ%%k’&
HRABRKXBSRFETORAREL S > b3 3F % %% (Bentler & Bonett,1980;
Rigdon,1998) 32 & 1k F JL B # R 04 % R PABAE X 0F - 0 09438 F e s08 H B H 0
M”’ﬁ%ﬁ¢%ﬁ@ﬂﬁ BB FTHBRAAACAZTE AR RE—S S F R
#4542 (GFI=0.87)  FAEL @ Z 512 (AGFI=0.83) R @ H R @ EAF LR E
iij 7;‘#& (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA =0.05) it 4742 X 643745 o

HEBIERERBAEB I LG E HATRPDBERT IR LG ¥R E0NR

B B b 2 3] & 1% #(coefficient of determination)R? ey ik 4 > — 2 %% 3205 0.9

MJ:Z%EQ"’H Brid 0.8 £ 0.9 Ml & E i@l 15 RMSEA & ¥t 5 & ka2 8| F AL 60 BLid 3542 -
DA R F AN 0.05 A % RAF R o

AR B EIRAE P 0 RF R XX NFI (REmdEE4E) & 0.87 0 i& NFI & 7%
0.9 x E# A% » gbsh - NNFI (JER IR EIEAR) & 093 CFI (b ddEiz) 4
0.94 > TF1 (AR @542 ) & 0.94 > i E K 0.9 2 B X T4 K o

i B @ 45 A% F PNFI (i 2 M B @ 464% ) & 0.71 » PGFI (i 2k R M AL 45 4% )
2% 0.66 0 % kAh 0.5 B X BBaIEHE - M FH M (Normed Chi-Square) %y’ d.f.
=1.83 JRIER A 2 YRR AW AR L F IR - 25 EREIRAR 0 AU RER
A B EESE

&3 AMERIRBIBEEIER

48 ¥ B il 45 4% T IE SRaEAR A
1.Minimum Fit Function x> with 294 d.f. 538.55(p =0.00) p=0.01
2.Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) 0.87 =0.8
3.Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) 0.83 =0.8
4.Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) 0.05 =0.05
A8 ¥ e 18 45 47
5.Normed Fit Index (NFT) 0.87 =09
6.Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) 0.93 =0.9
7.Comparative Fit Index (CFI) 0.94 =09
8.Incremental Fit Index (IFI) 0.94 >0.9
i 2% T 18 45 A%
9.Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFT) 0.71 =0.5
10.Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) 0.66 >0.5

11.Normed Chi-Square(538.55/294) 1.83

IA
&)
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= -EBRXZAEEIBEEE (internal structural fit ) §FE

Bollen(1989)% P /& & A% 04 BT 18 75 #% #4 & & e 18 & ] (component fit measures)
%ﬁ fﬁﬁﬁ@iﬁéﬁ l"lﬁ_rﬁ'aﬁﬁﬁii\‘ %é’J T bié‘ T i‘f Al zﬂ%i’&é’] ﬁ‘éﬁ‘ (FFEnE 4

Wzﬁﬂ&\é%l&mlw g8 i &W’%’dﬁ%%T
(=) BIEEXEEEFE

I~ ShERE %A

2H P T TAHASRRAE R ARMHNNRABEEAGATE (R EILE S
SHE ) R B R £ A E B &R R KA 2.576 kow PP A 45 4% F ,% kﬁ@w01
REAW ) ARERGEIIBARZHALTH RGP EAFEEAL 753

o B TREMATEANB LAY ARTEMRG TR k4% TXP‘E"J’E‘%E‘E%
RS BB - BT A S 3 T AN A RS R éj,ﬁwﬁﬁg’m
X B Xs A ERTAZE TR ETE  BASEART  Xutb Xs &
Xe LM ETABE o " ITATHEN  BEGAMNST XA Xs LA — oy
BB R TEREFE  BEYEANT Xl Xo ARMET A E kT ARMEE
Begams  Xn b Xop AEMETAME "X HBHERE BEGEANS
Xt Xis 28 EEZ B E 3 T2 RAEE | BAYEAR S Xistb X £EH#H

RS HBAMAZEALEEHALAUALNIRECSH AR ZTELANANERE > PTot
Hoh ke B LS AZEMEE (construct reliability ) #2-F34 4% R fh I Z (average
variance extracted) dﬂ%iq’j‘%m‘bﬂﬁﬁq l/ A SR EREER RN 0T AL/

TEAAE ik 085 THEH ,a% C TR R FREEAR ST
0.9 - Bg K& by Rl SRS TR B LG Iﬁjﬂ;q'ih']‘rg@g;%,glz Bk g’c@%ﬁg&
Foy T IR AL KA 0.5 g&,ﬁm#ﬁ]%ﬁé\ﬂ:{@/ ERAT T - AR AR

Bl ERER LG AR FEREEEARLARRGAEEE -

&4 HNABEEIRYEIINR A E SRS BALET

S8 FARELSHAAEAREE  t RERSEAEME

Axi 1.00 - - 0.73
M2 0.96 0.08 11.61* 0.82
Ax3 1.12 0.10  11.32* 0.80
Axs 1.00 - - 0.86
Axs 0.84 0.06 14.50% 0.82
Axo 0.88 0.07 13.37* 0.77
Axr 1.00 - - 0.79
Axs 0.88 0.08 10.89% 0.79

Ao 1.00 - - 0.86
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Axio 0.96 0.07 13.68* 0.92
Ax1 1.00 - - 0.93
Axi2 1.00 0.05 19.37* 0.90
Axi3 1.00 - - 0.85
Axia 1.12 0.08 14.30% 0.94
Axis 1.00 - - 0.95
Axis 0.86 0.15  5.69* 0.80

EORVIBREEFZ B S BIGIE 0 TR ABIME S8 - * 1 P<0.01

x5 HINABEERZEEBEERTIIEREMNE

N BB E EREE FHELEMRE

$&Q%#@ﬁ%%i

KA 0.76 0.51
HERE T AN F) ey 4F T

Al 0.79 0.55
A& R HE M 0.72 0.56
KM= 0.80 0.67
HERE S EE 0.90 0.84
M & TR Y AR 0.90 0.82
3040 A8 A B R 0.77 0.63

2 NEBE$E

48 Wy R F SR RO R SR W 2 % £ B AT 45 69 MI(Modification Index)3g #A4E & %
RSy 54 > MR T Yol 288 % 0 B 3 917 THIEEPTA N BB 2 %8 HEn
NEBASANANE (FRENLSHAE) MBRER A BPELALEEX
7 2.576 « KRBT IGAR R A AEE K (P<0.01 % Z4F) » Kk dy s g B R 2 %R
BT Ak 69 3 B 75 A 56 R R A 28y o

LT REEMNESARBAYATERG TR - RO KR T ZAFTYANIZEL
ﬁﬁﬁi%’éﬂﬁ M HESHAT RS o T BAYAR T Y AEM ERAME

PR BAEYEAM ST  Yolb Yn EMHMEE AZE -

RTHEARAAEGALEEBEEA LGRS E AR FTHAGREREZ » BT
H b ke sh B 68 2 15 & (construct reliability ) #2934 4 2 f#h IR 2 (average
variance extracted) - vy & ¥ T & h WA H A SR ERE AT KA 0.8 AL A
TR R F AT B A GCARBETRENERRE o W FEBAGANF
B GERAEZAE XA 0.5 FHTHANEGEAZLS AR S @ AAFHAKANE
REZEA AR FHRAZTUARARRBAYEE -



HERRRPEEEREFERR MR RN A RITERIRIBHERES 105
AR A T
IO
(t fiE) 4MA
AR SR BEEIE
059 | X, 1.00 €
ot e
a4y X2 6D PRI E
0.72 J
(7.98) X3 1.12
: (1132)
0.46 1.00

By

0.48 <
o8y | Xs 4—(1048;0) R
/ éZ
0.70 088
@70 ] X6 (13.37)
1.00

055 ol X le

TEME

1.00

TEL R TR

&s

(19.37)

& % e
| LS
0.10 X g

14 1.12 6
2.27) (14.30)
0.19
(2.38) Xis e

TR E 2R

2 SNAAE B IR R IR EE
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&6 ARBEERYARAESIRNSHLET

S8 RS EAE REE A AREASEEM

Ay 1.00 0.67
Aya 1.05 0.14 7.42% 0.63
Ay 0.99 0.13  7.68* 0.66
Aya 0.92 0.13  7.09% 0.65
Ays 1.00 0.14  7.00% 0.80
Ay6 0.93 0.15 6.32% 0.65
Ay7 1.18 0.14 8.73% 0.82
Ays 0.89 0.12 7.48* 0.63
Ayo 1.09 0.13  8.16* 0.72
Ayit 1.00 0.81
Ayi2 0.86 0.07 11.63* 0.85

ORI E K ASRIGE - 75 RAIEI A H o * 1 P<O.0]

x7:RRABEERCEEEERTIIEEMNE

MEFESA  EMEE  FHLEMRE
(EXE3 0.88 0.50
R3& 0.80 0.66
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L HIRBAEE]
(t )

REAIEEIE '/
Y

/ Y, (9:84)
1.00

0.19
/ Y2 % om)

1.05 053
Y; [« (9.59)
0.19
092 ¥ Y4 |[* ©.81)
(7.09)
/ 1.00 0.65
7.00 .
) (7.00) Y, [* ©.86)
AR BEEIR
n 0.57
1.18 Yo |« (10.01)

1.09 3. 73)
(8.16) \

Y [ (8.56)

V. |e 076
8

9.71)
0.72
0.86 Yo 9.28)
(11.63)
0.43
Yn (5.89)

3 AR B R IERRIREE

(Z) FEEENECEE T

A ERLEFEGARZIAEGANMBRZ "HEABLEE T NRBGLSE
%J@%“%@ﬁ’ﬂ@ﬁﬂm$zﬂ%%iaé‘%#%%éaé%%ﬁr%lm
EHE pRHEERAREERME T NEBLEYE FEAYEBOREGARAKREZ
tE S REM O B QFE R R A L - b BB AEYEARE E‘gﬂaiﬁf"]z%ﬁﬁ
T AF %Mlhﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁﬁzﬁﬁ WIEIEGERHEFERETHRETEAZIS
RS ARSAZE 2R F o A48 B o

A 8E—FIHAAREMBEARENER  BEHBETALNHFHRBEETEZIKTE
ITHREERR A REEZ GRAFEKEZREZGEAMN  E2NBFEHNTE
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R

& 8 BRI R EMRER

— , ML 43+ %
Jgﬂ- AN 45 1,5\ u B
1B 3% SR B 1% 1 B AR B tvalues
- AN HAME AR ERHY -0.36 2.81%%

2 AZ4EKEE 2 A48 M
i  BEOAERBE R TR 2.45%

545 R A 2 O A8 B
S AT B R HE MR S HE TS AR Y

3 1:;41‘ A -0.38 221%
e HE
- ;EI}ZL;;%}‘*}?;{% B9 13 4R R % 0.56 3 947
3 3 = b
He i!’zfggg éﬁ‘ﬂﬂ}j‘w"ﬁﬁ*i 0.37 2.40%
b 2= AP E N, A g 2 B 4=
H7 i;iiﬁﬁ;%i‘ ’%%j‘}&ﬂ" G -0.22 2.0%
HS8 1; AR AR SR S5 A2 A IE %) ] 0.50 3.92%*

*P<0.05 ; **P<0.01
GANEES 5

— - #5
AFREIRZHHER DL I RAERAEE I RERPIARZIRE EH#

& MHEEAETABE ﬁr&mﬁ%ﬂu#ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁxz%ﬁa» BA %
B R AT e B~ B AR SRR S8 i B

7!

EHEER -<%¢%M%%#&mmuh% %@LNEL#%%ﬁ e ] PR 3R e
NER AR F AR MG S R H AR 0 B HEBIR R 0 AT AL ERE B e
APFT  c TRERIBAFARES R I ARAEHD RAY RIRER » MELEEAEK
%%l%zﬁﬁ_{ﬁx c BRI AR AR A B R T EG T ERA -
B A A AR R AR A SRR B RSEAZ LR &) HLBE 3 04 Bl A% o JRAN K E
ﬁ%’ffiz\x%%# F 8 b4 3% % (efficiency) ¥ 5% R (effectiveness) (Morgan & Hunt, 1994) -
KL B B i R HEAE RS A 04 B 42 R 2 B (Ik-Whan & Taewon, 2004) @ {& — F Ba 358 715
5B G L RATE L B AE M S B4R & -
R G AL é’Jr\ﬂ@l?‘%/“# RIFLEHEAFAT  ARAHLEEITE -
DT A AR E B SLH B REZR A MO EE  BRE T R AR
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AR TAEREETGERGE  EXHLAFE AR FoIRE > O EH
BRAANEE  ARFBREEAIGIRAE BT wRARNARLER S mIELNEE
URENREGHARTALET AR HEGLE  CEATHIHIBHAELR
BRRECTFL > WHBFOEREECHRKEEYGRE -

Rz BB HFARME T ANRYT  BANAHLGEKREZREAR KK
BHLTERESBANANR G MG MIFAERET » AR 7B EM— LR PR
o BRI T Weiss & Anderson(1992)FF 2 & BB H#H M AT E TR VBREAHZRIE
ey R EARE - 3 HAMBFEE

T GBI ITETERLK T E » AR HHEEREZRAMHE B HRE
A E A TAER AT BT O K R S B AEKRE - AT B 0 AR M
MAEAF R L TAR BN ITLE RGN ERBEEEIHHHFELHGRR - TR T ERF
fEeg A s AT EHFR Q’JéiT MG AR BB m AR A A T HEIE A
(adaptation problem) » & Rt —F b FAF S T L BT FRA °

Eﬁﬁiﬁi%# AARAEFFT @ THELERER AR EBFEISEREL ZREHM
Mo LR ATALEFIRELS  AIHMEBFUEEREZLS  dAZBERG S F
ﬂ%*@“ﬁﬁ,?yiﬂa‘%}’?ﬂﬁ T LAk AR P 0y & 4 2 A BI(KPMG Consulting 2002) » B gt » i 8
AFREHR > RE-FRFEAALT - S HGE G ZH E ey M -

EALEAGRAERNLEREIRASTYT  HBFEWETHEAACHEZIRAESY
Mg CRATHBHENHEELLS E'Haﬁfaaﬁ‘{bfu % sb#L Dwyer et al.(1987)
Anderson and Narus(1990) 5 #F a9 4 R — 5 - #E—H LB F T Klepper(1995)32 &4 R
B AR Ty 09 4T & & R Z AT BT A AR 0 — ﬁ Aﬁ%%ﬁ&@gm A Batt(2003)
Frig e m RABAMMEHMAETHALNER > MAKRLHRKE  LRZAASF
AL GRS FER -

LB ER T > AMEEREFR ZRIEAAMN LRI R LTIy Loy &
Bl ABAEFRSEEARE  SBHARREETHET  CRAFAEDE i‘ﬂﬁﬁ‘?%’
oy REAR L ARSI R IT LB EE R W A RAIT B R AIEF
FTAABAF S AR N AR IR ARG NG 5 HA4F - Bk m R JEEEBHFETHF F
oo AT e AR 0 AL ST LA 3R BT 3R %% 1F & A 4715 48 99 (Kwon and Suh 2004) - =T §, 4% %
RIF AT A E] » REREHIRF X HGBAF R OEIERE » £ — 56y BAFE R
¥ AKFIEGTEYHEGE -

"B REXHGHBFOATEHRRLE ‘ﬂ‘u%fﬁ)@rﬁ@mﬁﬁé%éﬁFéffﬂj"-)ﬁféﬁﬁ
BF s ERE - R R A MBI MM EF —EFRLRARTH G EEX -

& R E 7 Anderson and Narus(1990) + Moore(1998) % 44 #F % 45 37, » {'Lﬁit;%féi?%‘?
UREEEFTAMBOBRE  E— S P EIAHBEOREE > LRRHEELS » i —
T re i RS S eyl 0 LB
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Z-EHER

WRAEHEERMAMEARF LAY ER > THATHE L ERTEEALAT
Bk~ B ELS  mARSEBERMMGERGERM  REH LA D LN RE
B R SRR 0 A 55%& =2 Wk (Moberget. Al,, 2003) » # &3
R AVERMR R BRR AR GZLAENE LT RAE  LRETEIRE R
D AN F I o 3F S 09 RIS AET M L &I A & 69 £ % AT B (MacMillan et al. 2005,
Anderson and Narus 1990, Beccerra and Gupta 1999) » =T 32 F+ 35 1% Ml & 1F 09 45 3%
(Beccerra and Gupta 1999) -

At RERESIERALGANDER £ EREATHGTE Y BERMGIEKREY
RA - BAERRABFEMEEMARGRE GF LA RLBATRAZR ;AT R
o B AEEENEER ARV ECERLLNKEEERE  STREDS
AEIE A~ AREB MG ASEI R E T X AR DU LM - LT b e 5
S AY T 64 i 38 AR ST (S A2 L R4 R

EARMEABFMBE LTS HEENFRBETELT  BARROILDELRT YL
ERERR AL T ERE "R AB T ETREAETERER  AD
AR -HRER ARG 2AXBAIXRFLELAAILE > FE LR
MM s EG L BEHERASAEBAREAYE  FEFLESRARLG AN PE
B ExAEEEGRETHH RO TR A RBAZAE B RRZ FFARIE -

b E TR S ERMAEZTOE RS E > BRIEEMGPA AT ATROE
TR L #E  MBFFER SEARLGEFTERABASE F R E
R ZAEINFRFNFERTGRARSGIHBENTEHEEFH @ ARE A
REEER - BAYMSAEREQRF - £ SVEBAER B AR 0O 10 R —18
FHREFRATERBMESYTHFRR  BRE AN R A AR ITH - @&
THHMGEREFLEERREANSE > R FEI BRI RA AL
B BAR

=~ RRGEKRARE R

MEERFM RIE B  EHERERA—BARENR L BRIGEFHEBEE
THRLEZECHE  ROMT Pl RCETA A TARKETEANREET
REZNRABMANGEERE  HEERERABACIBE > T A ARZE A 4K
HE BARRBR>FAARBFEET AR TGOS ER TR AL RFBAEL T X

FABMERIGZ FUTR  ANMRERCEANBRRES FBEMZIEESER
FHRTEBBEXOIMAFTERENR L U LR BRI HNPE > XAFREH
RENAE THEYRXRKET T ErHZ o

LR REFHRAYT LogRE c kih o hFFEER T 0 AFFR XA SEM #9%
SHECHT MR SRR T ACE B SRR S R R R R B L AR
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LA RFE R RABRGRAIT » BEFRIFRGRE  FARTH B ELSIEARRYEAR
Foblde o SHBHEABYEAZER K TRADEEEKREG TR EREAR
TE ARG ES EEX L L TE A A TR R ET S AF R LISREL
YH AR ARG GCARM I ERE T ML I RIEL S ATALA
eg15 45 > M IR A o R 4 0 B AT A% Ak (cross-validation) #9835 s 0 R
Bl g EeyptjRse A skt RAMEE  KARERETFIREERN (Hle®
BERIRBE) Ao REAFEREHRF I E—FEFTREARE -
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