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ABSTRACT

Due to globalization, company has to face competition from all over the world and
release a new creative technology earlier than other opponents in the market . Because
the new profitable technology that a company poses may be replaced in no time,
Product Life Management with implement well becomes a essential information
technology to maintain the growth and profitability of a company.

The purpose of this research is to study the influence to a company’ s
performance analysis after implement of PLM. TAM (Technology Acceptance Model)
based on the Ajzen and Fishbein’ s (1975) theories which are TPB and TRA (1986)
is used to study the influence of factors of user’ s acceptance,and then focus on
relationship between performance of organization, latent variable and mediator. By
literature survey, a model to describe a company which implements PLM have been
built to perform Structural Equation Modeling.

The research modify the third evaluation model of sobel test(1986) to fit in with

il



the structure of this specific case, Scale of a company with PLM implement. It is
according as valid scales recruited from an aerospace company and a transnational firm
to perform Amos Structural Equation Modeling.

In order to improve performance and profitability of the organization and maintain
growth and advantage in compete, a well organized training plan is essential after the
implement of PLM in a enterprise. Through this research, the importance of good
training plan with IT system (Information Technology system) to the performance

increment of organization can be revealed.

Keywords : PLM, Performance Analysis, Technology Acceptance Model, Structural

Equation Modeling
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Bl 2o e SREA(2008) ) Y 2 A s e o 0 WO E g gk IS - s S
fr2 it 4 F(Ajzenetal » 1975) > FE M H 4 A P HRB F RS 0 AT R
HH A Ffokflas g o
D198 7 3 5 " ez 2L pA A 2o enBd (R0 2t 0 ST DT E_A S
R el R~ IR Biok
oA A4 L E )EE T4 w o e BF o Russell, Terborg ¥ Powers(1985)
FraRE 139358 Mg al g Al Far » %o

FlEAR(1988)FF 3 B R FMPRE ¥ A I Gl R IR F LG e Mo d

E R RT VAR TR BRI B KT YRT R 1Y

&

n&r

J:
V=g

‘;h‘ﬂ

BEREVIGE 0 S | I s aniae ik o B R E F It 2 - B

P A VERE o dsh L R R e Bt MY ok o
FIFiR(2009) L B RS E EHIBENR LR F P RMTER LB

AR FELERY Xk E G iR g {d BEKIHART

R eV A AR Ed A o LR I RBR R HRE P

13



2 TR
%/ % ik g R
242 A FRE Fa (Aot BT FREA S 1R
(1984) oA A Sk F L E)
I AR 1 hagkenior b o f gk
(1988) FHREFWIRE 2 - SFEREEY DR oS s |
IR R 0 B et R Y E ke
FRE G F | EREANB RIS B I AR LEE 5 E 0 e
(1996)
o Goefrd Z LBk LS ek §o=4 //g»o Mfﬁ
(2005) gt 4*{214€#3LW%*W§‘ AV /Ho ~ o 3% ay BLBL: M3k
AR E B EEE N o
wES EETRAREY R LS §2 TR S ERA
(2008) PR - BEFEEAREF UFFE EHZ ST
BACCEE L | HT YRS g T E R GRS B S s
(2009) EL
VRFEFHVROBLR A GER R LA
R EARR 2 FIELITRY FE D G m%ﬂﬁ'  {
£l %% ﬁ‘éi%%;:’r&ﬁ%?f“'éﬁ% A A T Y
(2009) SR TR AL IR SR R R A *z‘-‘]’ﬁg
By T R MEF 2l Rk akie v R
B STyl ’J_Tjii ¥ -8 +Ze,~1'\{rrr1"v
o P sl pB g BEFBRE S Loy B o

FR &R 2T g FR
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2.3 # % #-3] (Technology Acceptance Model)

FH 45 = $i-2] (Technology Acceptance Model)TRA &_Davis ** 1986 # #74 !
e, Davis @ * 32 {7 5 7235 Theory of Reasoned Action,TRA §r Theory of Planned
Behaviour,TPB 3|7 2 #5852 A #,% E & TAM (Technology Acceptance
Model)f* H 4= #3] * kFT g @& * ﬁ #% T4 H (Information Technology » IT)
R FF e

TAM 25 B 50 # ﬁé—ﬁf&* FRe o YRR e BiEG o P

BERTEAERY LR g gk IT -

231TAM @# % 3,
(1) &% 3 * 4 (Perceived Usefulness,PU) :
Tdp i FAPmE @ F P PPHN T FLRE Rkt oo
(2). =4 % * % (Perceived Ease of Use,PEOU) :
Tdp i * Fomuars| P4 F 5 " e o

. TAM P = 2R3 T fLH i * (Actual System Use) % H 7 &

foalcs
=

(Behavioral Intention To Use)*# 8 » e &3 B 75 L WA, * ¥ ¢ R
T ﬁ\_g@ﬁﬁgg_ﬁgw} B R P F rr-gvt L ERLS -2 é'?rs ’ ”)»J.&{Tﬁ;g # ﬁ—gﬁg;@
POLFAAH 0 M Bt A R (FATL M RESE AR R

)ﬁ?‘ °

gmu

Fred D Davis. (1993)F % 4p 9151 43+ > 518 TAM 3 & R i f L enfe <
AR A BRI Bt B FS o BRI B8 0 AT R

?'%zﬁﬂiﬁ}i’xis\? @ P 7o
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2.4 %4 #2405 (Structural Equation Modeling » SEM) = &

1™ A2 H5" (Structural Equation Modeling » SEM) & 5 £ 7 =55 & & & Karl
E. Joreskog = Dog Sorbom, 7~ + & 4= i&m g 3l pw g N7 5 BAL
GAEY BOETERNAI R o v @E T BRI PERP AP [ F)R
Ay 8 TR 2 e B A 47 5 ehsesh B 0 $90 3 48 B B0 W AR 7 S

FER S BB RE

*“»
3
#
N+
paut
-
I
.
¥

S

SEM A & + 8 - fsez 4 % o i ¥ L Fh RS
ol T A SRS B o TR LR B o L kAR B I A
ko U HEUBARLANEEN > P N AT S B RIE2 BB % L B ES
% @ #F % 4 17(Exploratory Analysis)# & %3 4 17 (Confirmatory Analysis)i¥ i i

=

e

WL EFLHTAREH S BRAL T DFIEM P S Y BILA T
(Path Analysis) » fe 8B A 47 k8 AR T & FI 5B B4 L L
AR FIRIL AT B A NBE T @ RS B A T ie e "] & SEM ¢ & 5
@—im’f;%%ﬁﬁgﬁwgiﬁﬁé%%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ@:w*%Miié
BEigE, RV AAEE TR AT BBL IR R ERe 2
RERP D FY F ARG I L F T SEM R LSRR R A BRI
gk 0 ik SEM i L Fal iR g2 - o

i * 3 SEM ezt #8848 % % 4o 0 AMOS ~ EQS ~ STATISTICA - LISREL..
%5 ¥ AP FR* i AMOS £ LISREL - AMOS #_T Analysis Of Moment
Structures ; (= £ Z 44 17)F AL e HFE L SRIZ G 3 BRI A T S 2

A TRRE S EES S BTk R EEES S ¥R T BRI N E
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FTHS o AFT T 1L AMOS 7.0 SR8 o fe P 4 3R 2 46(2008) E O~ FE KT Y
REF A GERRN2F ~ FIE 8 (2009) %k 5 DT RE FE G sl B2 A
T EZERES AN REALFRENERLNE > B TR EORE %2
W R BR BT A EE RS AW F LY B

L S U I Sl sk CR
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B ko i{ 5 |

/,‘5‘; 1 HRERRER R it
EOE ¥ 33 J /

/# P D

/
E A H AT % 4% Y

LS WY

B T3 FH 24k JT

B 2.5 5 Ko B
7L kR Fishbein M. & Ajzen, 1.(1975) : David(1986) : Venkatesh(2003)
FHPF AR e B0 PLM g3 G 34 4 TIREK T VIR ~ e sorns

Rofy e
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R 0k e AR (P R R RS T H P bl TR 8
l{t?Pé—‘\ "%}?%%5&3?{ F}’]éﬁi:]ﬁgjj -3 ﬁi?l,{irj}l@;é /\%g{:f%

* Jﬁ" HATIT *% % * {2 (Perceived Ease Of Use, PEOU ) % 44 3 * £ (Perceived

Usefulness, PU) » & W H B2 5] & B % K353 > SR B Siciom B850 * '*z ¥

S

AT 2 8% R EAPMIZG S o 0 4o b 2 RF RS S 2 E R 287
TR e EQ00) g F R L HATE S TAPHLEY BAFLHFR R

~

FERZBET o BHEEY F2

Ry
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DA RT PRFIF R R 2 F

PRI RFRE LI vASLEEEY 54 525 BFS NG BEESIM -

Es r"% 5

3
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B4

FH KR AL ER

19



Fl7 b AE G RM GRS Ry FTHTROER 2P TR AEE
PR EY Fa BRI AR dﬂzfm}i}i -2
MEF 2w BRI A WP 4T
Bl Ao EERITFE - &2 'fgﬁrr%f L kﬁ’fr%f*ﬁ F AT F) L OAT A AN TR
TR FEWLE A I RTYR EREY § 5 MR AR
B 2 e FHEATIT pF o & # dﬁ‘“—”%ﬁ R IRACT o RGN R U4 Rk
ARG B R T A A B AR drnk 2 W o
Bl 3 g FFATIT pFo e ¥ 'fqz—'ﬁf'ﬁf}s F AT o T RabEA I N & ﬁk%‘f” &
CREIRTVIRE R XA R AR ENA S ?;gv__;b 4 2 3% the
B4 o graad B AR HN AL 2@ F L B
Hengock B A ASRFETHEI LS BT ERE # D7 ok

#4H
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g

GE %~ PLM i 3 H A1 % 5T 9B T 0 22
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33K Lt
331 KX EH

BAgnmyd fEFRMFT AR ApF £ g 0 B BRI
FIRtamedk o A * B f25° (Structural Equation Modeling) p# > & % & 5§
"EA L RRRBIE  AFIEYFESROE L ke F R 2 s
FEIL o GHcE FE AR AT M RER NG S BB L K S F R

# FAeF] 45 AR -

ok 52 B % 4 #

N

34 F 48 B STRK

3 S FEARE X

ESECPCER

BRPEHEGHR | )

Pl &%t A fs

N

iE X B &

B 4.5 % 5 B e o

TR %R L #E 2 45(2007)
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FRRERALG D F IRV ARG D ARPRFCE S T kR
EE AR RN ARAFRMENER - P A ARKEEF L E R
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S ARF RO > BRI AR T KRR FEF B MR ERAET
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AFEIREEENG 0 PLM £ ERFRL Y TR L R A AW
E4(2008) ~ B %(2009) 78 B 2. 7 R s £ 2 FIT PLM » P (3T %
FE 200001 AL R L 0 BT ST E;Wﬁwgf LRLOBEFRETIEY
Z_ FFB %i? °
£3REREETAMTAL
¥ = L xR
S A ENP PLM ‘& & R s
BREEE FFEIE W R FEE Y
XB1Ex? AL ERxEx@
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T 5o *E %
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AFIRERT LG E 4 BHE 4T BRI L E - 2 R (Likert Scale)
MAER A G- CREFE AT ELAHPTEL o A PLM T R ITH
PRERIERTVROAE RERE Y o P AR IER RS AR RZ
G- R EE > MR LS LRFHT AN ARL, TR, T B

AREL > TELL, > TimRAL, > TRA, > TAFRL, CHERS

BEEOP TV A3 NI AR GE 1 234-5-6THAEPA ; Bis2
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e
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-t

FAEs2RELEs £4 g Mo R 7 ZRIH A DR
NTRAET LG FRIAD DP FEFR KR FRAcd 4 A

’E’_ R I8 o

33377 AL R

AFTAY M PR L 0 R FRASRY S 2 RPIRAT PR
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R
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[
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3.4 wp| B IR
3.4.1 % )

R EXRTFRE r_’ﬁﬂi‘ﬁﬁ'—i{%"—ﬂi AFE2PFPLM 2 & F R

CEEUES EREE S0 )wF’Jdﬁ" LB RS BT USERRRAR K R G R &

mEFE- PAFARREIRARE > TWALF L T R ORI EEAN F G
BRI @ X R A WFR > FI AR TR SRS Ok

FERNFEFRAR B P e E ST RIEREN FEZEA T LXR J"“rﬁ"fhr °

342 3#
AFTIREERT AR E > TR 34 RS m e L 85% 0 2

S o CiE A2 B HBR T RARR S 180G okdR k32 0 sk f sk i 80%:

343 P A7

d 3t Likert Scale #_/f7=4 4 %;% (Summated Scale) & % B % * ch— fE4r i3
B4 Bk - HEw 03 (Item)* o385 S ks > HibA BRI REL & o
FEA X P H NS (P RARR)F - BE PG - BEE S LR AP
2R D PR AR > HEEA P DE L Sl TR F T 2R o T
PO BP A UFEELAGRE  RPEASRLZEFETE G M

B AT UHRA AR TN

1. FR¥ it 2 (bldrz » fe % 2 35/ G /% B (i)

2. ZRPR I FESBRAFTARBR T tie TR NIEP 2 B gy

BEP B EF(TP E<005) kAN L AART B

ERFIEFLETL T L REFLE -
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3. BRI ASAFF AT N {r BB RS N E R alEp o

4. MIMHE T Y AR AT NI B R AP 3R P

AT ARAc B 5 38 P A T AR

Hh @ B R A4

}

F AL

P& <0. 05 P4>0. 05
SR (FE)EEN
HEHTHRE G AT
T (tE)REE T P (tiE)BEE M

SERABA BITRARG |«

A

RRIRAMI PR 1 &5 R AR % -
AT B o4

Bl 578 P & 370 A2
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*EF 5 d 38 P A7 (Item Analysis) 4% 2

HEFREE FIRE -

AAFH $ZWp- Hr BHER R ATENT > AT T AT Sy

:g'ykjg- ’ Z:t\‘ T %EIE!_,/E_"}? %gf‘;—;ljji SV f/&?’ﬁjé— .
A

LR TP A 4T 5 4 Hairs(1998) % £ % & 5K 1k 15T £ b 421430 0.5

IR MR IE DG R R o T %“ijz%i‘ Nunnally & Berstein(1994):2%. % %

B GlcE v 0.7 A GV &S )

Nunnally & Berstein(1994) % & % #icie

& EE~ PLM ¥ 25315 o

% 5.8 £~ PLM % »c

GR B

CERT AT 6 R E

B07 02 Fndthw o Hmid kot 5

el

& ¥ EPLMY »ciFim

R
T 3o Crobanch’s a
B.&r® 5 % iR AR R 5.000 0.8618
Co¥ 3 *uwie ik 5.338 0.9299
D.F %1 (Tt &g 5.318 0.8279
E. & »ci® iz 5.451 0.9234

FAL KGR T ARG R

SR HARE

d 3 Ay @ % SEMiTL A &andra k

» Hairs(1998) & FHWe e

SEM:E 7 445 » Mo PEI2 217 Sl 2bpF > HABT 5 2 235100 0 4ok H 4~
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Bok U MT i ERA A foacd @37 § i3 o > Marsh (1988)% 8 32 5 #
Aok 5 4 (AQiE400) MR B4 PRk AR BRE SRRSO AL

» #rrl A SEMiE 7 A 5 FF 0 R A < 0] 11200~4002 FF £ 2 45 % Yvette R. and

T

Lindsay T(1999) > F]pt » 252 3 55 & + ik ¥ fi?ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ!l& HEix g E2 X i3H
BRI EEFSREANL  FEPRHRSSFRENMPR I A F > Ry
£356177 » ¥ z304i» chk % o 5 3k B L2747 ok A+ -] ¥ & Yvette R. and Lindsay

T(1999)12200~4002_ & B % 45§ o

351 FAA 5 2
MG BT T2 B R G A R W iE 12 5 2k ¥ T4 & Microsoft Excel
Gk~ F8 o @ * SPSS15.0 2 AMOS 7.0 2 53t & A gl (7 4p B 3 AL 583 A 47 o

TRBEL D h2 R > Y 2 A5 E AT o

3.6 F]#% £ ¥7(Factor Analysis)
FEIF LM S B S S 307 i £ F] R A 4T o 45 Kaiser(1974)# )
¥ * KMO(Kkaiser-Meyer-Olkin) % Bartlett’s 3% 3|46 T_k 2| = & 7 ¥ %)% £ 47 -

KMO #_i¢ * ;% 4p B (Partial Correlation)+E* %3+ 35 > Kaiser(1974)#% &) 4 k1§ fie &

\\\?{r
«r‘i—

%

#. 6 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin P~ if *» &

0~0.5 0.5~0.59 0.6~0.69 0.7~0.79 0.8~1.0
VR ? = iF & i@ iF & P 1

7R kR Kaiser (1974)
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Bartlett’s k5% % i * sp B h#ciaszt® » 7 @& * SPSS # 4 & 7 Bartlett’s 3%

Atk TR F 1H(<0.001) > 1T 5 AT R ERTF]IE AT ¢

3.6.1 % & & #7(Reliability Analysis)
Cronbach’s a 44 Cronbach 7% 1851 &4 d1ehhs> * R H g w8k~ RF A
BB AN RAAZ AL E R ﬁ #& % (Stability) - Cronbach’s a0 & /1 3% 0~1 2. ¥ o
Rk ¥ '?5 Nunnally (1978)3% % Cronbach’s o & & = >+ 0.7 2} 5 i > % 57 3% B
FEAELF B A - RM-EA-He* 7 ¢ > Cronbach’s a £5 + *% 0.6 11+ »
ATEMGREN L FAGAROT B R o ok N B Cronbach’s o it
0.80 12+ » %57 & % F # 12 & (Bryman Craner > 1997) - @ Cuieford(1965)#& ! o i%

feeh s | AT AT R RARR 0 4o 7. Cronbach’s o fadiceh & I2 4% [f] 771 °

# 7 Cronbach’ s o fk#icsh & 3L & [

3V @ <0.30
o SR G AR 0.30<a <0.40
™ 1 0.40 <o =0.50
V(K L ) 0.50<a <0.70
T (= L ) 0.70< o <0.90
LT R 0.90<a

7 kR - Cuieford (1965)
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3.6.2 3z & & #7(ValiEity Analysis)
» & (Validity) £4p - B8 ¢ R SRINF L ForRE g2 F 5 ek o
%;—@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ?%tﬂiﬁﬁJﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁa»#%{Qﬁ%é

FLRIR P e A B 2 skeniplsk o MG kAR TS ARR o

B &% EQ2001)4#% I - A L aveh

M % 2% & (Content Validity)

ok

ROE AR fLA G R N BEAR o TR IR A R A TR PR e

cik ERIE A AEee R > TREAPN F AT R E TR

=
Rool
P
l_
&
A
-
=
[k
=
|

Rl s RIE AL AR KRFFARRE R AL RFLIPF F

~

TP 2 2g o FR AT LG LRTP PR HEFTARPAR

LSS

\\\_

=

feip M A 472 R Em 8% R F BHA T A TR A D il

T FEARIAEFRBAPN FRADEE c P AL ERTEREY

Wpip M AT R F U EE G ko

& 472 & (Construct Validity)

EHe R AR RS AR N R T BB e F O RAR
FARERG Y RMASHFTORR > YHRALTNELT F BT FRIR 2
f? TR A 5 e acrt & (Convergent Validity)fe ¥ %] 2 & (DiscriminantValidity) =
BodraorrRAdp kpARR A DiZEED » RS2 FAAMEF 75{"‘1 *
FoZple - FF MRS c RRPTEEIp R A RELEZAD o B

2. AP B i ;I,»;gvu AR S 2R e AR 2 K i R
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%)% 4 17 (Factor Analysis)
LL?& rﬁ’*%IﬁJ .k.’ia rIHT /\’}'3—;\‘ ‘:‘ m%IEJ E’f""k =] /Q\‘%ﬁ' ° |— b J m#ﬂ

R+ B FRITN0; R R TR L BT K

3.6.3 B4 = 42 #3% (Structural equation modeling » SEM)

S H > #2403 (Structural Equation Modeling> SEM) & — i 3k et - 2B
LR ERIREY IR T ROAMM G S PR R g
T2 - o e BRI RERFLNY DT FF AT & TARPESS
23 BFA AT SRR PR HOY L B F RGN M F GRS R B RE

SEM ¢ 7 7 8 B[#5% (Measurement Models) AL & S #c 2 £ B % 82 T e
B % o R HEH05Y (Structural Model)te AR & #82 55(F1 % M %) 5 B 3 3L & 552 B
AP d G ES i R TS BRRNR o TR A A i 0 2 R IR AR
MIZamm ko> THBBRAEAKDERN > P N PRI ERIE 2 F b ko .
# BF 3 H d % & 17(Exploratory Analysis)f# 5 %~ 17(Confirmatory Analysis)

o e e s
R S

Bk 72(2005). % H 7 ARHCS A i e

—

SEM £ 5 ®#H L%

2 h- TR AHL Y RFEE - A KD A3 (Priori
Theoretical Model ) 3§ *7 4 - f& st Hojiw o

2. SEM ¥ F P2 ipl £ :

SEM £ - £ 7 - Tipl @ | g2 T4t | K& 5 - et £47 § $iF - SEM
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MPLE DL A PRE o OB RIR )5 I BRSO OHCT] 1 2 4T
fderd ot B AT BRI EEARY P AL > 4 VEGRE DL R
Bk (AeFlE2aR) o 2 H#HEFLORER G (G L ip b i)
EVEF

3. SEM B /1>t % % ficeiud *
d 3% SEM ¥ M R ERE 7 i3 0 # % SEM ¥ T iodc L B ot i)
A A HEAIF Y O PREREBLRIE ML SEM { F MG EA
f T iof o @ @ SEM e R AR L -

4. SEM i * 3% & fR & ekt A 47 ¢

Breckler (1990) # 7 Bt ;% & if £48 27 SEM ~ 7% % > 2R 7

%% 200 o
5. SEM ¢ A N Sl E e -
% SEM % 7 » BeRE URIEHE B AL RPN K o wd 3> SEM 7]

E2HICERA DA FPF 7 - BEREE AR £ #
#c SEM 4 457 A5 5 b St A 5 AR A nf S0 o

6. SEM ¥k 5 & sitdqiheamg s
SEM #jpiFenigdt £ 4 48 & =t (Whole-Level ) @ 2413 %] &% ficaR ek =¢

( Mocro-Level )

SR K Pp R 2 B F R M P < R D4 11 (Path
Analysis) » & 800 B f2 A 45 K G (TSR EIAT T & F1% M GER I RE f F ALE H
AR T A T en— B A AR A BT A T anE P4 A SEM ¢ & iR - SURR o

A

R

Ik

d 3t SEM £ § i B8 R TV AL 2 (75 HLE ] ¢ L T
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AP SRENF Y G ARG I P Fi Y SEMER ESRIEN
PR BRI R ehseE 0 SEM s SAL g B R L PEA T TR AT R DR
A2~ o
# <~ 45 (2009)if * >t SEM ezt #in484p 4 % 4o ! LISREL (Joreskog & Sorbom,
1989, 1996 ) ~ EQS (Bentler » 1985 5 1995) ~ AMOS (Arbuckle » 1997) -~ MPLUS
(Muthén & Muthén, 1998 ) ~ CALIS (Hartmann > 1992) -~ RAMONA (Browne *
Mels» & Cowan > 1994) .2 % > &% 2/ % 1 % i * i AMOS £ LISREL - AMOS
A" Analysis Of Moment Structures | (% £ % 4 47) e L » iv Bz & %R £ #5550 -

P BT A FT R e TRE(T S 3 aa\ﬁ\,_*f?lh&m—*%; L

W

SRR BN RS o
AFE L AMOS 7.0 St 8 0 2 2 SRS AR CR R ] S

1o R TR B T Tl » AR AL 4 JR SR EAT T R o

36.4 B REAH 4
AMOS ra 458 % LISERL - %7 A S A fh - Z%EWR N E ~ ¥ -

=B %3‘4\‘%'?’ :

1. B Ew
HAP G E T RS R
(1) SC Situation ( Strictly Confirmatory Situation) #= % Jﬁ" T - BRGNS
BHETAL K REH o
(2) AM Situation (Alternative Models or Competing Models ) # 3  # 1} 53X

SRV E B BRI MR ETH o T I T AL B e i PRt o

i



2. BRI HE e
MG Situation (Model Generating ) /3% E ;8 F o cns 78 7 3 e
BOERB AN FH PR TG RA B ST S 0 B IS =
BT A Y Sy A R ADER 1 AMOS RIFIRAE R
T SRR H RSN S e AR T AP R A AP AR T
B wRATE L BFFAE AR (Fit) P F TERZ FI %850 AL &R #r

B2 BLRpp % F e ¥ - BRSO 0B I - BhEEait 5L o

AMOS % T RIIBREEALZ S TR E L }iiﬁ’]‘%l— ( Index Of
Goodnessof Fit) #4558 2 & & (Modified Index) » 7T A 5 ien B € & 41k
1. i & R4ptk
FER il £ RIRED o A & 2§ G S A i

#e ,Hw«rnsﬁm'fp«nﬁ”ﬁ°'”T#ﬁqﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm“vhm:
(1) + = @& (Chi-Square ; °) ¥NCI (Normed Chi-Square Index )

+ S E '“iﬂﬁ"j“rﬁ 2P B LR AT T AT LR e
R BEREEFE AR Flt o FF 0 EAS  RAEHE AT
RER O EA AL o A EHRARIRL SR > FEEFRA
Heeh~ [ @ g A AP 2 EREPHRE 0 A F I
EERRABRIME S FHRAKA L A2 EFIAHF O RFL LG

PRI RAEBXR > F 0 F 2P ETFEE L ERApE LA
Hayduk(1987)§?—‘§$€3§,l'1 NCI (y* / df » + = u’g*_“$ Mpd R) IFARREAE

gtk > § NCIS3 P 4 7 R e A7 4%
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2)

3)

4)

P E s i £ K 45 8 (Adjusted goodness-of-fit index, AGFI )

AGFI '«1—\1\ 7 d 32 ﬁ:q\‘ LY ﬁ*f ﬁ’ i1 ﬁ/? ?\#lﬁj%ﬂ&ﬁ—? %-E
hE 0 Ft o AGFL AR3R1T 1 A om0 e i 4 A2 o e AR o
H¥ 2k pd B i 2730 Scott(1994) » AGFIL #hiE & ° s+

0.8 0 RS e R A FARER o
T tapr i T > 2243 2 #ic (Root Mean Square Error Of Approximation ; RMSEA ) :

RMSEA F #H3%sf & R en® Bl G Y » R\ RIZAHE &
B enZ BE 0 7§ X A ROV AR fe R 0 > Browne & Cudek(1993)
% Jarvenpaa et al. (2000) ‘s #% J'RMSEA v &% L% 20.08 2T o
HEdgerpth

HERE e RApHRLsE> 07 g Riptha- <~ ¢ 45
4 NFI~NNFI~CFI % » 23 E P57 2 6 N (55 2B 1320
AECT S RRHCS 0 B R OB TR B A R AR R
o - B @B TG Y PSR 0 m AR AR R T T A M
S Sl R L RARF PR R ?Jﬁ ER Aok A
ER 12009 0 i F £ o7 B RS LB i E
FUHEERpIHOTHELKEL090 L o FE P iF 2 AEFITIoLS

4R A -
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38 e 4 ih A

feif 3p 1% - AE ERE A B
+ 3 %t E 2]
42 pd Bt dD Hayduk (1987) <3
fie i & 4p #(GFI) Scott(1994) =0.8
ARt peig R 4p R (AGFD) Scott(1994) =0.8
2 4935 01984 $5 FLATMSEAS Browne & Cudek(1993) ~0.08

Jarvenpaa et al. (2000)

7 fe g & 49 #R(NFID) Bntler & Bonett(1980) =0.9
Zh Ak B fe i & 4p #R(NNFI) Bntler & Bonett(1980) =0.9
v e if & 4 #5(CFI) Bagozzi & Yi(1988) =0.9

AL KR ¢ Joreskog & Sorbom (1992) & #H < #:(2009)

C BN R AR
(1) + =& ()
F o A REALSEEL N L R o B R EX
LA BEEE - Reho B4 3 EANTEREE 0050 PIES B R BEX o
+ 2 EA) RARG R RS R AL R AR o
() Bk
AR e R Y - B2 0 4 AR S
SR SRS pd Sl R MR R R 0 B dp

Tt B & o M S st A LS pod Sl R RSN end
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FEMR SR S R o B R gtk fg Rt Ty BRSO TR R T
%&E’@ﬁ%%ﬁ*%ﬁ’ T SR 5 pd Sl RIS hpe
BgARE o F AR SEDB TR RN ERF o AT AP R S  £

oo EEPFBLFEFRF L OR A DG FLL RS

F OB BCsN pe il B 0 #E > Bagozzi(1988)3n 5 & R A A ehif e i
B FREG ERA B AR EERAZ e kR - TAMER
TR % R RFRESN G RRTRE DR AR T iR
e | E ATE AR 5t flaFAR LdpiR: B ROt R
i& 5 Bagozzi(1988)% # < 4:(2009)iud & » #3T#78 P B2 4o 9;;1‘;"

FEHCLN i e B EEE ] & o
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* 9.5 R fe R ApRER A

A R £ H| Wi P EREFH
Z T é “’h;?‘i_g i -
HARREINE 2 --
dAgLR |
Bg —i |54 ’J( _}E
[ e S PR 2 --
% #ict-value * 2t>1.96 ;
Mo A .
G (pie) p<0.05
y/d.f. 30T e Hayduk(1987)
GFI <3080 @ Scott(1994)
AGFI 40081 b e Scott(1994)
KA st CFI <309 @R Bagozzi(1988)
2 [~
i fe AL 2 370.0811 T 1@ Jarvenpaa et
RM&EL f al.(2000)
<309 1@ Bentler &
NFI Bonett(1980)
IFI <309 1@ Bentler &
Bonett(1980)

FHL %R Bagozzi(1988)& % < #5(2009)
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Frd RS

AR R PR R B TR LMK A G e A
1 L *"/F,T_.«flj # “fu;“- SPSS15.0 2 AMOS 7.0 %ﬁ}%’?ﬁ j\,%;ﬁ“ﬁﬂ ;LT TF}J‘;L: ;B z AL
Eow o oA A BT s B A TR A4 0 B kR AT MR PR RL

BRI FER - SRR RS -

4.1 # st a7

AR IB E S~ I REREAGF R MRS AREE FBHLE
FRIZAIFAFPIHPERFIAL « AP LTS B2 RIH 00750
4ok 10 B & TR A R #% 1 356 PR E > w T R3304 PR E o S
85.39% > Sd Hwrth A2 &E 0 B AR B F ootk A 274 o Foaew
P 90.1% B SV FF Bk AR LALU 2 B G 2+ 2 0 4R R 0=0.05

CERE Y FEE S L RSN LY Y
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2010 K5 F st 4

#EA| F T 3R %

AFETEN B P EAd| PP E | vF
(A -GH  L ¥ &
Rt g ¥ 181 134 74.03% 13 124 92.53%
SR E 175 170 | 97.149% | 20 | 150 85.71%
&3t 356 304 85399 | 33 274 90.1%

T kR AT ER

APz AT AP g Ty~ TEdR )~ THE |~ TR, -
Ma1ieeF | \r%aLlaFwawJ#&rﬁogiwzﬁﬂfﬁiJﬁArﬁml%g;
AR ACT & 1 2 AR AL FHIRATT o AFTT 2 A U ARk 1
Tipw] )~ T~ T~ Tiippem ) ~ TaieE g )~ Tme], 2 T3
¥ ou R w2 AT HRAB AT REL 1 RPFRLSGHFRT BT

176 A ik 64.2% > %15 98 A ik 35.7% ; & & 20~30 gk 3 137 * ik 50.0% > & fr B

T

PREG 114 40k 41.6% 0 © 4% 129 A i 47.1% 0 RS 145 4 1k 52.9% e a
F 039 A0k 14.2% R 1 234 A ik 85.4%; Wi 3% A FF IR A ek § oo W G 113(0k

41.2%)% 97(35.4%) ~ o

41



11 Fwm2 i s iR

(ER * A0 RfE A (%)
g 176 64.2 64.2
* 98 35.8 100.0
£

20 11T 20 7.3 7.3
20~30 & 137 50.0 57.3
31~40 # 31 11.3 68.6
41~50 57 20.8 89.4
50 f ot 29 10.6 100.0
ey

e T 1 0.4 0.4
AN 114 41.6 42.0
. 51 18.6 60.6
- 70 25.5 86.1
By ar(g )t 38 13.9 100.0
L2 ke

e A 129 47.1 47.1
A ¥ 145 52.9 100.00
1iTEF

5& T 124 453 453
6~10 # 54 19.7 65.0
11~15 & 11 4.0 69.0
16~20 & 16 5.8 74.8
21 & b 69 25.2 100.0
|

ENE:S 39 14.2 142
Ao 234 854 100.00
TGN

B 30 97 35.4 35.4
e 113 41.2 76.6
o e 22 8.0 84.6
=S L0

(¥4~ Mar~ g2~ 42 15.4 100
ok Hw)

FAL KR AR AT
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422 X EEATFFZ L ¥

FRGEFT(2003)4p ) 1 FIE A A S F R AR M B E R 0 PR B R A
Fod PN L FIA RS LT BT AL d 0 L2 Bartell 374
FIE e B AR S A A M AR AL FIA AR B P o 1Lt
R 7 KMO fa#icenzt 5 > H & 5% 407 4 12 KMO ¥ Bartlett # 7_- Kaiser( 1974 )
B EE A4 H KMO 53-8 430081+ 4 &0 d & 12 KMO £ Bartlett
¥ 27 B4 KMO #ics: 0.963 - ¥ Bartlett 325 %+ & % k& (P=0.000) -

AT LY RE TR AT o

% 12 KMO #2 Bartlett & Z_

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k if *» |+ £ #ic o 0.963
Bartlett %25 # % EURVE R A ) 12652.622
ad R 1081
By 0.000

TR KR AFEY R

430 NE A RB RS
4312 RA ¥

FRApRER % PR TARR > 4 Hair et al(1998)F325 0.6 1T E4AKE
s 28 07112 5 0.9~0.95 % 57 12 {2 > Item-Total Correlation 0.4 12 #] “,/TT o X
FrE» RGO R > g A E 2 3IE4p B (Item To Total Correlation) k 4v 12 4
170 HAN A B H R APM Glcs Mmoo P J'H“']",’TT o AFEF 4 NI IR- R

4 +7;% Cronbach’s o & » K 4& T & F]% 78 %78 FFenp 38— &+ > ¥ Cronbach’s o
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B R TFIEPN ERM Mg S > TR RS R
BARGE c WRHAFLHI L ERAITEEFTL 13 L EE~PLM EFE R AR
4 o

AFEE AR 2GR GEE > FHE R 4 0930-0.955 2 F 0 2 A IF AT

P

PMGEEIOA 0.6 LEME LT - REZEIN EHEFPTER

% 13 F %%~ PLM 2R GR 2

957 ¢4 T SR
Bk o0 Crobanch’s a
Bk 3 * niiL 4.77 0.930
Cirf * s 5.06 0.954
D.'?" 1 (TR F A AT 5.04 0.953
E. 5§ »3® iz 5.08 0.955

TR KR AFE Y KR

i 45 Hair et al.(1998)#& ! Item-Total Correlation 0.4 14T & #] “,/]E PR IR
Item-Total Correlation % 77 iz BAL R &2 FRfEs LR - g1 27 LR g+ > *F
TWEA MM EFF RG22 REATRELZ 2470 L BAED EFWHES L R FF
7 0.62-0.872 0 2% £ 3 * L Flpt AFE G BT RIRHET T AN REEA T

TR
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14 E B RHER Z B AS T RE A
pe IE Item-Total Item t Oefficient
1:# %ﬁnl{,@} f Czrrilela(t)jon Tigltaf Aép hﬁfcr‘;n
] acn's a
AFERNITE X TR E D PLM ks
BOI {?;%%i 2PERES 0.628 | 0920
r A ¢
AEEE T o r PLM s ipF L
pp | EERT G LR ] 0620 | 0917
{734+
| BB [ AE@PLM j s iggwsn 5 F k7 | 0804 | 0925
AFEERPIM AR FPH RIS
Eﬁ B4 ,ﬁj‘ﬁj SR Sl 0.789 | 0931
1 E
# B PLM & L b et gy (b A4y @
B0S Aféwﬁ’ WoR 0.713 | 0914
,’G\ |
B06 | PLM i supepea M EfE% 2 3 5@ *h | 0772 | 0916 | 0.930
PLM;’:,?»LLF,~E7‘%L5/"]‘J,\E*;/
Bo7 | M L 2RO 0835 | 0915
AR NS 2T Fd ¢ * PLM %
B8 | b T & 0819 | 0915
SR _YF |
PR EBEY £ 5 il PLM & % % PLM %
B | ATV 2 0833 | 0915
SU B E
TV RN E b Mk R
BI0 *i‘{ REERE T TRJERERT | 05 | o013
§
TR kR AR EE
,’}_i‘r’ﬁ*‘%%’f?\i—r 3%3’*'?}‘?“??5’ » PLM c 5ok RPEFER 2 25X A2 x5 i@

3 ¥l

SRR LTRL R o

45

PLM {51 * PLM kx 5t8 % % * e~ PLM kst ZfE2 " %

7R IRl R PLM AL E L F S @ en s PLM ik ALt ens



214 LR RS Z ERATRERE D
g Oefficient
o [ o o | o
ch’s a)

COl ¥ B % » PLM & 38 41 173 §[eten 0.797 | 0.907

CO2 |24 4 17 PLM & st b et 5o ¥ 170483 * o0 0.872 | 0.908

CO3 ¢ ¥ i¢ * PLM i sips > g 2 F £ 5 * o 0.818 | 0.907

CO4 [P @@ * PLM & 3upF > $ic~> ¥ 43 * 0 | 0.802 | 0.906

CO5 |4 17 7 ro ot @ % PLME F * e 0.817 | 0.908
Fo | CO6 A0 vt e L4546 * PLM s St 2§ * &9 | 0.841 | 0.904
i AAP(E PLM f s 7 grenb e i KR R 0.954
. co7 0.803 | 0.904
i L3
* AL E P INE Y F 4 E A PLM i 7

CO08 ‘ 0.849 | 0.909

HREAG

CO9 [A 4 FPLM 4 L8 ¥ HH P 5 L 251 * 0 0.756 | 0.904

Cl0 [ FPLM & S F K32 R ¥ 3 % oh 0.777 | 0.908

Cll A EEPLM B RAGFHY 5 * o 0.759 0932

A RE T

FALK R AT

PR H P 0 PLM R e i A

RIREY F 4 B RPLM & * FRE TG ¥ oo TP 5 T PLM ks

’i"m\[éq"

PLM i Sepf > 3~ § 5 % o0 Rfimdtie * PLM 43 * che
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114 £ MRS L RAFRELE D)

g Oefficient
i " Comcton | Ty [ Aha(Cronbs
S S Ry T I Y |
DOL | et g a0 ¥ i iidt 0.795 | 0933
D02 [ # s A % g * PLM & & 0.830 | 0932
AT g PLM & LB (7T B 0 OB BURIE
D03 e 2 2 BRI 0859 | 0931
AT R FIERT RS feai A E o B A
DO 1 g 2 g me B 704 | 0o
PLM ¢ oA ¥ 10 {22 [ B2 H T 7 30 4
. DOS | s 5 0.859 | 0934
N PLMi¢ A& T B A 12 306 0 i1
i A 0.794 | 0936 |
?j DO7 [ is v LML & (T emndad - 2 i:f f@,‘tﬁ 0.758 | 0935
L :)ll“ﬁ PLM /f‘ Lo é-]—é_ ,‘* =
wo | D8 [, & FEHFLT N 0727 | oo
SIS PLM 5 S ® OEIE
D09 fﬁi.g.';“ [ =7 " 0707 | 091
DS B PLM k5P Peik if R s AR o
DIO | ‘;’ { pr SiF 0.756 | 0935
‘:
”'ﬁf@ ]__PLM/J B LT H LR gfﬁi’?
DI, Wi s pmme 0.789 | 0938
DI2 [" s & PLM % 5av > ¥ g £ Tl 2 0.741 | 0931
FH KR AP ER
Bk ERAES T IR P EFPAE 0 ¥ PLM SR E T B0 BGURIEA o
v EEHR SCPLM ASAAT MR {ERAT A RN RS TR PIRE AT

% PLM %t PLM j5a® » Pafma A3  RFF @ v REA AL £

:)[j:/{h‘sb:}mﬁ_l Rt 5'\.;;_ lfﬁﬁggb gﬁrj_q}iio
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214 L F1F G 2 B RS 1TRER(H3)

B 78 Item-Total Item to Ocfficient
‘f#\i %ﬁnﬁ% E Ctionvelatiton '}totatl Alpilﬁgsc(l;c))nba
Ol [# » PLM # 3215 #f 'm 8 5 v 28 - 0.794 | 0921
B2 | ~PLM3 %215 & ATRE & 4 £ ) 0.742 | 0925
B3 (¥ »PLMF 2 RHIKE 4 2 7 0.742 | 0923
EO4 | » PLM# 215 2 phid 4o > % & 0.718 | 0924
E05 | » PLM g 3215 Peid w i > i 4 0.782 | 0919
E06 %ﬁPLM%ﬁ%&—EU%"*%*@'i&%E 0.755 | 0923
EO7 | »PLM# 715 & % < (= @yf 4 4 0.837 | 0920
o~ PLM 4 J2 13 1 ieif & F @ 4 P A4
FO8 f_j 5 ol FERF PR 205 | oo
s | BOO | PLMp iz s e TRV EHE | 0789 | 095 |
= mo [F FLEP/ B T R 0819 | 0924 |
& 45 % K : '
»PLME I (S $30 B £ w ek R Vs
g [FOPIMEREHTMT » RS R E) 007 | oot
3 pd
ErPIMELE 2 T ATA S p AF D L7
B2 (7% b 0.806 | 0935
~NPLM 3 715 4 £37 2 £ hfp £k 8 2
EI3 x‘f’ PREFFFSEBFEREL 07 | 0o
» PLM % 32t5 2 @ & 54 EER
El4 f;\ RS AE T REEIR (275 | oo

L GER S T L £ ]aa%j,,, C 8o PLM #IRfs & g 2 ihip e 4 3

» PLM % JL {5 it -1 (Fenmd 358 2 P endf 4 % 0 0 PLM H IR {5 ¥ 47 &

s

Gl EokE2 b B PLM 4 SN E w g B B2 B~ ~ PLM 4

AN PRTA S AAE TP g BAR K

fh-

& -
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432 3B A7

PR TRl |l et faﬁﬁmﬁfﬁ ﬂ&%ﬂﬁwﬂﬁﬁ@oﬁ%
AT DA TR B TP AR R AR 0 AT RIS g i

R RN EReF e AT UERD RS OFIESEER g R
(Goodness-Of-Fit)t& T_> i i {7 f& k|2 £ »< & (Construct Validity) » ™ & & 6 A
TP E 3 X4 ¢ a2 & (Convergent Validity) 2 % %] »z & (Discriminant

Validity) °

> fCRCERR A

RSN OEERY  FAGRTE BRALPEL DR RE TR o fark
B> % ‘Hairetal. (1998)# e 5 £ BRAR chE R - LRI T RUE PR
BEPZE 2B FH ISR E P AT AT B TAORR o T
A G2 R g P T

# %38 p 0% & (Individual Item Reliability) © 4 g+ B3 p ehZ B » 7~ T & B
Bl Bl 4 Ak AR BT G4 R CHairetal. (1998)i2 3 %1% f 7 £ Joxes 108
051 o gedfy MFF fir g iTs 2ok frE iR 8 -

& ehie = & (Composite Reliability,CR) ¢ gt P 38 % - kit 58
ERFHOCRERF > HPIERALZ RTINS 276 P iph DL

30 0 f AR AR o Hairetal, (1998)& 3% » # @8 <30 0.7 -
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FAMOS B (TR A 1718 A 2 4 IS et & Sz TR A T4

2015 RS 2 Bl A A A

B

L g | CR | AVE
x| F o 23 T ys
P . C.R. 1% .
5 e tvalue * B -
| & F L | &F

£ R g
P Bl 10.628 | 0.394 | 10.487 | 0.078
g
# | B3 10.840 | 0.705 | 6.789 | 0.054

0.89 0.79

% | B4 10.789 | 0.622 [ 9.205 | 0.068
¥
B7 10.835(0.697 | 7.656 | 0.075

Cl |0.797 | 0.635 | 8.526 | 0.051

# | C5 10817 0.667 | 8.688 | 0.068 0.863
0.74
7 | C7 10.803 |0.645 | 7.350 | 0.047
H*
C8 1 0.849 | 0.721 | 9.828 | 0.075
e D1 |0.795|0.632 | 8.788 | 0.061
2 | D2 |0.830|0.689 | 7.229 | 0.045
. 0.95 0.81
I | D4 |0.794|0.630 | 9.453 | 0.059
7]
* 1 Ds 0.859 | 0.738 | 8.943 | 0.058
. E4 10718 | 0.524 | 8.788 | 0.069
»c | E7 10.83710.705|7.229 |0.056
0.84 0.79

= | E10 | 0.819 | 0.672 | 9.453 | 0.054
" | E11 | 0.807 | 0.656 | 8.943 | 0.051

FALK R AT
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T 355 B 5 P~ (Average Variance Extracted;AVE) @ & £ @Lip| % $icic Bl 1 %
SR RRZ B A WV KA R PR 4t & (Discriminate
Validity) o Fornell & Larcker(1981): % # &8 B /f ~ *+ 0.5 &7 & 7 Jeape ik ; +

B4 2 AVE 4% 0.74~0.81 2 F > %+ 3 05 & 77 £ F feaorehk o

Z 167 7 3% & 2 B R A 47 £

R X Ty R BERA
oA LA AR R 0.79 0.89
o LATAR R 0.74 0.86
- M N d 0.81 0.95
FaE 0.79 0.34

TRKR AR KR

e btk AFF R EY LGkl FLRRRE AR T
FEFEHAOS N ABRAIOLR - HENELATRAUE FREIFER
ZHAppR o BPEREESE X LR MRS FE(RF 2Lt B N F
kB Ay Y ATRIE IR P et LR B G ket R Atk LA 16

B2 GRATE -

> R WIRR AT

Fo BREAWAL G BuR 0 B G Bl AR F L N EAEG
PR AR R o FIU 0 HEG B ePBE (B 4o 4R 20 Hair et al. (1998)F7 7 4
T 32% R f 5 P~ 2 (Average Variance Extracted;AVE)2 & = 37 5 < 3 H b 456

c4p Bl o
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3017 BT AR M e

o D Sl A ck § IR R
S I 0.89
ot 0.787 0.86
P hk R 0.806 0.825 0.90
R 0.660 0.802 0.750 0.89

TR KR A ER

%2 17 4w AVE EX LR ST REE > 40 A7 LA T0%
REPE2 T3 {EE ] 5 086 x>0 4ph Gificie ¥ A+ E=0.825"7 1 &or & Hf
AR5 FHEA BT RDEA -

PR HE g E 2 HRFe(2001) # 2 45(2009) % 4p 4 B FIE A 49 H
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis,CFA)&_i& {7 R Rl 4 SRR L s) Sc - A
oA RIERALBEERIANERMY R {7 PRt AR SR DT R

BTG AL A H LR e eF AT E A m T R A B
PEFIREFRE > F 2 ET IT5 N T i fe ) (Goodness-Of—Fit) & " % if fie |
(Badness-Of—Fit) e Tt & > = Bl et > @5 BN fe B 24F o e+
BOOF £ A APEE EIHF > > BE ST E VR SRR ERT S
S EAAE T gy R A de i fie B 47 B GFL~ 308 (5 4 e B 4 B AGFI 2
PR T R iy B RMSEA % o d & 18% BB FIZ AT WG ERK
R WAk AR i e 0 AR PR A A A A RS RS

FOARE 4D fe AR o
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18 SRBEMFIE AL LR L RKR T

Model *(df) v/df GFI AGFI | RMSEA CFI
R 13.936(2 11.97 0.993 0.964 0.060 0.996
seedE B .936(2) . . . . .
N 24.781(2 22.39 0.992 0.958 0.071 0.995
st s 781(2) . . . . .
Fwair
B oS 15.108(2) | 12.55 0.990 0.952 0.075 0.995
" 15.174(2) | 22.59 0.996 0.950 0.076 0.995

=3

ZRE |l A <3 >0.8 >0.8 <0.08 >0.9

Hayduk | Scott Scott Browne & | Bagozzi

(£ %) (1987) [(1994) | (1994) | Cudek & Yi

(1993) ~ (1988 )
Jarvenpaa
et .al.
(2000)
TR KR APy R
PEBEIENE LG d AMOS &S 0 v & %‘?dﬁ% FIER K ER A4

AT G B RARRREILFIR A
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Chi**2= 260.407

Degress of freedom = 100
Probability level = .000
GFI =.889

AGFI| = .849

RMSEA = .077

NFI =.920

B7 NNFI =.938 A3 61 41 54
- 1.50 CFI =.949 @
B4 124 62 1 1 1 f
28 .ﬁz‘r L%
B3 ﬁ ‘ D5 ‘ ‘ D4 ‘ ‘ D2 ‘ ‘ D1 ‘

1.00

6?@”3@?
RTR [rPFESG

B1 51 100 \.87 .93/ 100

»
s}
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cs eE4 “L@

16 eE7
9 = 0 '
- -
J 1 ) A
1, 29
-~

I )
o ~
iy
o
o
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‘it4r= ~ AMOS & {5 %

FEP AR R

Chi**2=236.869
Degress of freedom = 98
Probability level =.000
GFI =.899

AGFI = 859

RMSEA =.072

NFI =.927

NNFI = .945

CFl =.955
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228
&

Chi*>*2= 3.936

Fie A 7)

Degress of freedom = 2
Probability level = .1.40
GFI = 993

AGFI = . 964

RMSEA = 060

NFI = . 992

NINFI = . 989

CFI = .996

Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
B1<---#4 % * [1.000
B4 <---f 5 * (1.243 A16 0 10.712 ***
B7<--- &4 % * [1.492 T8 LIS I Rt
B3 <--- w4 5 *11.320 115 11.492
Standardized Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)
Estimate
Bl<--- =% % * |.654
B4<--- 5 * 774
B7<--- #vf % * |.837
B3<--- % * |.862
Variances: (Group number 1 - Default model)
Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
s AR 609 106 5.761 ek
el 816 078 10.487 ***
e2 366 054 6.789 ***
e3 .628 068 9.205 ***
e4 577 075 7.656 ***
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Chi*>*2=4.781

Degress of freedom = 2
Probability level = .092
GFI = . 992

AGFI = 958

RMSEA — .O71

NFI = 992

NNFI = . 986

CFI = 995

Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. CR. P Label
Cl<---#% 73 *[1.000
C5<---+ %7 *|989 W4 SEL337 T
C7<---* %73 *|1.126 085 13.228 ***
C8<-—-+H 3 *|1.041 075 13.902 ***

Standardized Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate

Cl<--- %73 * |.746
C5<-— *§F % |.822
C7<-- % F * |.815
C8<--- L5 * |.861

Variances: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
Rl 922 33 6913 #**
el 433 051 8.526 #**
e?2 .590 .068 8.688 F**
e3 348 047 7.350 HFx*
e 4 735 075 9.828 H**
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Chi*>>*2=—5.108

Degress of freedom = 2
Probability level = .O78
GFI = . 990

AGFI = 952

RMSEA = .O75

NFI = . 992

NINFI = . 985

CFI = .995

Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate

D1<---#z% & 3(1.000

% & R[967

D4 <--- 2% & 3R.|.898
D5 <--- 2% % 3.)958

SE. CR. P Label
059 16467 ***
062 14.470 xx*
063 15.158 ***

Standardized Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate

DI<--- ?T% % IR [.822
D2<--- ?x% % IR [.873
Dd<-— »c% %I |.787
D5<--- »z% % 38 | 815

Variances: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
s & IR 1.119 140 7.994  Hx*
el 537 061 8.788 ***
e2 325 045 7229 xEx
e3 554 059 9.453 x**
c4 518 058 8.943 **x
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Chi*>*2=5.174

Degress of freedom = 2
Probability levvel = . O75
GFI = . 990

AGFI = 951

RMSEA = . O76

NF1I = 991

NNFI = . 984

CFI1 = 995

eE4a

ekE7

eE10

eE11l

Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label

B4 <-4 %3 12[1.000

eE7 <--- ¥ »%3# i |1.153 081 14.216 ***
eE10<--- % 72375 (1.017 WS NS0 8 1%
eB11 <--- % 737 % .963 073 13.260 ***

Standardized Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate

eE4 < ik 758
eE7 < §2%Th |.864
eE10<-— =5 [.817
cEll<-— #><i#f |.803

Variances: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
X el 898 127 7.061  kEx
el .666 069  9.662 ***
e2 405 056 7.196 **x
e3 463 054  8.610 ***
e4 459 051 8.923 #kx
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