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Exploring the influence Factors on the Drivers’ Importance
for Evidence of Digital Tachograph

Student: Hsiao-Te Yu Advisors Dr. Wen-Yu Tsao

Institute of Innovation Technology and Information Management
National Chin-Yi University of Technology

ABSTRACT

If the drivers equipped the digital tachographheit cars, when accident happened,
then the equipments will record to be evidence he#f traffic disputes. The paper
explored the factors impacted on importance fodewvce of the digital tachograph from
utilitarian value and hedonic value. Using questaire to gather 145 drivers who have
the experiences of digital tachograph. With Amosag@lyzed and found that : (1) the
perceived fee impacted on information quality pesly; (2) the information quality
and perceived fee impacted on utilitarian valueitpady; (3) the utilitarian value and
hedonic value influenced mutually and positivelj The utilitarian value and hedonic
value impacted on the importance for evidence pedyt; (5) the utilitarian value and
hedonic value were mediated effect on the impoddioc evidence. In the fact, the
digital tachograph is vital importance for protagtidrivers. Conclusions and limitations

of this study are also discussed.

Keywords: Digital Tachograph; Utilitarian value; Hedonic lve; Importance for

evidence; Structural equation model
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FhREEHERATHEE R B2 FE - Sweeney and Soutar (2061)

2R &% @ %o R 5 1 - Holbrook and Batra (1987 2 fv% * & & 4p 't >
TR E AR S EaraRAE Y L Aol Ao B R P

BAv? - R #WEL LTS ERFR AR hF - BHeELTRE (Turel
et al., 2007; Venkatesh and Brown, 200Kim and Han (20115)I TEAFTATEH

FHGPEFHF MM - Park et al. (1986k: A &3 #H EF L) F FHE
FORT SRS LRELF Ll mRE EE g L - Strahilevitz (1999

R R AR E T £ £ L R m\«ﬁ FHE L R & ()3
C Y A J’leéﬁiﬁ?;%?’m/ﬂp R A l/%LNET\EBEPm'TJT‘\TZ‘{
R (T (QHAEAS D FF DR %rﬁ i g AR TR F A
%%ﬁ§ﬁé?%‘#ﬁﬁ@ﬁm&ﬁ°ﬂﬁip”méh EEFEDRZEYE
EHBERAPEFGTRTANLEL P o
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2.5 iz# £ & 4 (Importance for evidence)

ERMEB A FE i;'i?ié*fr” pE 5 ¥ i ko 2 i 4 (Lanktonet al., 2010)
“’vip PHEZEEINEAFEASH A NE L RARE(CLESE A > 2011) 277 F SR>
froREERELMEINTRG T8 LB HERAZREFT 2740 g ofe
BooFFRsqr §E(Kimetal, 2007j-3 # # & (Turel etal., 2007 * F 3
ASREE R FF o ARRMS Y o R (R E)rE RS N(F 2 E)
HRER S Y A £ & ch(Blake etal, 2005) 7 § * &3 2§ e & 7
% 7% B i+ (Childers et al., 2001) @ fF % 2 iE# & Shikdp (L B ) fog v &2

3oy & LA F adp B 12 (Dhar and Wertenbroch, 2000)fwwesjk 5 5 22 3
Fradmy? » FHHELE EG B2 R FTER PRI L F oML
(3% % » 2010)c £ L # (2010)aF £ 2oy P g R TR * 2 HL &P
%3t T3 #44 | - Venkatesh and Brown (2000) 3 ™ PRFxm 2 F % e € & 455
B A F enip b o Heijden (2004% % 3% & W @ et L0 0 % % & § 2R adf R HF
BXOLLEP - FIPAFTRIERAHFILEEF Y23 2P EHHLL

2.6 ¢ 4i»c% (Mediating effect)

TR E AR - BEL DM ¢ R TR R E H
# > 4t Eroglu et al. (2008 4157 * § E{cd 2§ & Lipwpr o Pa o
vOAF R o AL (007) MBS EBLIFLY BT W R MREEL A
LEEd wRPEEA %A FRA(2008)i) §t F R ML L G E T g
PR B AR RS EY LR L G ¢ ok s a Rk (2006) 4 1§
ERES LR P Y B ERES PR 2 R AR R
BiE? A2e k3R] SRFCHFI L2
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220w ES Aok pb ATy

Fx (&)

Firg

Sweeney, Soutar and

Johnson (1997)

IPEALE Rk YR 8 JRES ARy =Y
mzwﬁ é%%?‘W%%%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬂ
A g7 B %775 TR R B B

Oh (1999)

ﬁw%%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ&mé’%ﬁ m%
HEE ARE M2z

Croinin, Brady and
Hult (2000)

BB ERE R BB (FR) B R () b

BE~ KB EEE A BRI E 2 4 %épi%

W@ﬁ%ﬁ;wﬂ%ﬁ FRILEEE2 BT 57 A %%
B FEAEFL AR

Brady and Cronin
(2001)

ERAIEFEEG e BN R
EREEE ) IR §U FERPR IR S 5 5 FIROT ~ B
B e TR FHARES ARIBE -

5

Sajeev and Colgate
(2001)

PHEEE T ,}\éﬁ‘-_uw’g N i%’fé,a wn F]E IR ﬁ/l‘ i)
EFHE2 BRI ARA - EAFHHELLFLEF

Gallarza and Saura
(2006)

B4 ie;ﬁ;ﬁ»\ SR 2y ?ﬂ%} L*’f]& 2 i PRZZ'WF’ ~ A g%
TR SN N SN W N L

5 & I% BT 5 o TR .}ﬁ’rggﬁ:‘_—-%,% BEERE ST
ORI L SR

4%

Lépez and Ruiz
(2011)

EREBRERET COFTRERT LAV ELE G BE Y ik o

Tojib and Tsarenko
(2012)

WSk B 5 ¢ 4k BIRPf 78 RTE

AP ARELEE o MY R B B G ALY 4R EH AL
SF LR R R R
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N /I?JV"I'% ;‘} s

&
LR ER AL R kR B

o
L)

P2 A L E 2 e F A AT

B 2R AP TR Y Efrd &

—

%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ rEH R E R
BEpM FlE > NFEAST R FEBFE PP R GHERL RN
e N R FE F A5 2 Kimand Han (201E# 3 > 12 4 = 42.453° (SEM)
I EHEHER GREERAD PR A AL ERG RS R Y

SESMCS I S %f(ﬂ%ﬁﬁ*gﬂﬁﬁ EF @QF A&t

W

EANEET BRI AR Q)T FELIEGEEMI BT BT
B # B R PEELLPL G BELTHHEAYE Y s BEE
BE R

RREAELED AL EAR 4 97T R AT BRI b

%é"ﬂ’,”ﬁf,ﬂ’ AEEE R B FEER > B E- R BHEEiR o
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ek A i TREM

(Perceived H2 (Utilitarian
fee) value)
H8
H3 H4
Heo
EHEERM
Hl1 (Importance
7 for evidence)
H9
it FRMME
(Information HS5 (Hedonic
quality) value)

UEERNEEES 1)

3.2 F g B

TELRIRE LS F DY o 22T R WP T

133% Helson (196493 & -k & 12 34 (Adaptation-Level Theory)i# 4 A& 4§
o gl Pl df s Tl B B A s AR A S 2 AL kg ok e T
FREpLAERBEEQREFEE A 2010) 5t 0 AT HH D TH LEE DR
FEHEEURAAOR TP EREOTARFTAT L L g BRE o B L
FED e BAERABEZLEL G PRI REPFTAST LA Ko 4
PP P HRIARERAST - AR o ARASERESRTR S AT L
w B 72 (7" 3% > 2000)- Gale and Wood (1994} & 4 # * &7 H-hiedf &7 4p 4
REDE SR 0 d Monroe and Krishnan (1985)#:5¢ » # 1 2 TR S h&sF
KBRS PR REFOR LR R DR AR hE AR F RN
¥ A S & ¢ vt g 2 (Erickson and Johnsson, 1985; Lichtenstein et al.,
1993): #7111 f % iy f BRI F cnr S (34 8 0 2007)0 @ TS F ) i
BABMEA L FASTTLAFTARY ¥hs R RFEE ST 7B

15



TR E B E - (REZE 4 2012)0 F s @ﬁiﬁﬂp;‘g LR
g%‘f,@%t,"lbf o ja’_;{?, rfﬁi,ﬂ' "‘fﬁ‘f’?f’ “Eﬁ‘fx"%i H'ﬁ’ * J‘r’ﬁiﬁ; BT d % &;—E'kg

REDTASTE T EFAAMEOBE > N0 Bl
Hl: E®RAHGED 8 Behaf i e RFTEHN D S BOHTAEF -

Monroe (1990% Bolton and Drew (199%f 7 s if 7 * 2 @ F & R
B ¥ «0n B2 - Cronin et al. (20007 £ &5 o § * Ao B E A F A M
1+ - Monroe (19903)ﬁ el § o AR R e ddp R o 3 ¥ 5 (2008 1 @ T
Ehte et » R Pht k@ Varki and Mark(200%F 3 % . - ¥ #4504 5 7]
SRR HE o § & - Kim and Han (201BF 45 e 5 * & f o B
FRrRE - PRGABFRGRIRB? FPHI A EN - BRI ER
1F]F o F]t AR %ﬁﬁﬁii‘fﬂiﬂ;’% R R TLEFER Y R EE R 2 B
W A FFRTEEBERERERAGELTE 2 B T AT R ERA
HiEd sEGBnafpr §REF* R E{rs 20 &a %007 B3R 2~3:

H2: ERAHGFI &EBrf7* R FEHLFI BT *HE -
H3: B A 72 8B % ¢ R PEAH N a8 BT EHE -

Monroe (1990jp ! 4L & F & firrof i Eondpif - @ d X F ¥ £ (2012)
TR ST ORI ETEA R BETRLE O BHE
w oo # ¢k Linand Lu (20003 3R 35 30 & 5 #0 e xbchig # KOG RT M Feng o

IR TASTHEY R ERa] v 2@ 45 & (Seddon and Kiew,

1996) * Az % i B F 2 ¢ £ & o0 42 (Seddon and Yip, 1992; Doll and
Torkzadeh, 1988y # # 4= Monroe (1990% Bolton and Drew (199%= 7 % P! &v§
B R S S Kim et al. (2012 kB M PE ST 6 L b
R Ef-x 2% & Lederer et al. (2008F 7 % % &7 &k kO F A S FAR G

PR FMILG G P ARRAEE o £1F 0 Kimand Han (2011 4y 1 F A ST 6 &
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=gl - B BEfrs 2 E - Y B 1‘|’?}’§J< BT &R |2 HFE 78
SEBEREERAGEFELH T E > WP IELFER B EsE # '% ER=kT

Tl En FH T LS BHE R A riﬁé‘i']&if{%%‘ﬁ o T AFT Y JHE B A

=& ‘Eﬁ‘%f‘f’lgﬂ;%%%&g -2 - 1% [y 1o

o
\‘l‘ﬁ
‘W
o
34
P
>
)
w
7
N
(6]

HA: BB A $E2 e FOFasf e U TAHL FI TR § & -
HS : R AHGFE SEEDTALSTERTEFL I LEEDE HYE -

P EfR B EEFHAEE P 27 45 0% % (O'Brien, 2010)- i
BEEE AR ER A RBDOE e e gk (Norris, 1941y % Babin et al.
1994y ~ ij % 1 e (Personal Shopping Values, PS¥3:® > 3n i 5 * 20 i 2
- a‘f—i%ra' LR O SRR R i R ) e HE ST R S
e~ R %\1‘&\. AR E) R BALERE R IﬁﬂJ» BT PRAR TR iR
Fay o H FEFEELRDNPEHIRBTRE DR o2 F O EAR

JRARF poft g f ¥ 120l % (Venkatesh and Brown, 2001): i &) §  # i 123
R IR F AN Sl XA & Zir(Park et al.,, 1986) F]ut

\}

IR L - B - & Ek % £ B (Babin etal., 1994)% # i &R 282 ¥
N ERE SR T M BREe N EAFR 0% £ 1 £(Babinetal, 1994) £ - #

4

PR B R o B A ARG - R # 'r%.ﬁfj:riév’ﬂiﬁ’%‘f v B AR B
B g4 F (do® 45 « 374 %) (Babin and Darden, 1995)tk % % % 4 (2012 %
FRAFPHEEZRITZY > MR R EDPEANE B E ﬁ_%%%‘i@rm@%
Lo FEY o RIEFEHEAF & - Chiu et al. (2005§ 31 &b % (7 44 p&
R E T e RS # o Lopez and Ruiz (2011) # mF * x%: A )
FRP A= BigE®* > ¥ S4p 5@ A %% - @ Edwards (1990)
T RET R R EALZRGEORFEF G o FER EFF Ry 0 AF
THEPEL e W o fih TERAHED LRI R EfT SR ET o

FAPM M ORE o FNBER6T

17



HE: 72 carFenf * BEg R FEIHRE -

H7: 72 B HHEgRFER Y E -

FReEgBLRRA AFEIFLETE- HDERRE - aEERG ZRE
ERLATFILEFT RO P FLTRBETHFL ALHTH

o RREI eSELARRIAMARL S-S o BFHRLF Y H E(Kimetal,
2007)fr% & e (Turel etal., 2007 _# * T & siend & Fl & o i pbdr ank 48
O skl (R Y ) ok e (3 H ) MR ER ¥ KR LAF £ R
(Blake et al., 2005) ¥ # * 22 % % & {c & £ £ 2 I % &% M %12 (Childers et al.,
2001): @ ffE L E R A SER(ERB) foR P B3 B &7 5 A F hip
14 (Dhar and Wertenbroch, 2000)treet i 42 B2 i 3 7 5 7 3 ¢ FIRF * &
SRS B E T ER PTG A Y DM B (3R E % 0 2010) T L@
(010)e T £ L e 7 P %HFEFT Y HIAH LB MEF N E S - van der
Venkatesh and Brown (20G%) % g * ?%i B E & T A B ¥ 4p B o Heijden (2004)

S R e A - B T FRlHE R X E & ¢4 - Kim and Han
(2011pe # & l_ﬁﬁé@:ygﬁ;ﬁﬂ Bl na’f HRELR FRFG ENE L F
(o R RGEAERAAFIFLEFE- HOFRRE > A AEERG THE
EMEIREY TSR NT R AP FRE S IF LLHRI R

FEADEHEREREMUAGD S S o FE LS B EH T
@’WLiﬂ’ﬁﬂ%i?ﬁﬁﬁﬁéavﬁ%ﬂ% i F R e

EHBERY BP AP THEER ARG EHENT Y B EfrE
REERFREEEHEEL YA RN BE 89!

v

HB: (72 24 Rehd * B¢ B EHHER A nizBE B

g

L

HO: 72 s Beng S B¢ R PEHER L cnizgE & 1
Eroglu et al. (2005 ¢ * i Efcd & § & L ieps oo Sf s s & o
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i F1% o Lopez and Ruiz (201B) R & k5™ » F* JEfr 3 £ HEL § L
¢ £ 3k o Tojib and Tsarenko (2012)#F i sl % o Flpt A 7 fash B 8 A $i7
BEEFEST T P BT EN EE G Ak BEEEE L e &4 ER 10-1s
10-2:

HIO-L: B8 A 4728 L Bep@ ® § B0 4 ¢ Aok b PR EL P -

H10-2: % % A 437 & L& By CERTE S P --Ji 10 o % e

\-\-E”
o
=

"'ﬂ
~mh

3.3 3 Rk ipl

ATLREFFRAGE e EFORM Y PR SR A2 B 53 &0 Likert
TRREARFE - APNF eI FASET R FHPHEZRFES 5
FEERM SRS L AA TAFARE 258 L T2 R, RIZEFN
FEORE cAFTFEFTASFT R R Ef R 2R EAER LB
@ Kimand Han (201%yF* 5% » 2@ F 28 5 338 &£ 3 2 248 F* § &
BB EE 430 2R E & BRI A1 i Laurent and Kapferer (1985) 3 32 1
FoREEBAHEL LS FmFEFLFRIEL D -

R EFD B W P E AR R SRR 301 AR
Bl BEE R AR (S 0 B IR 2 KA BT TSN LI Y A
BRBOERAZHEAHERETH o il > @Y SPSS 21t (7R A TR
SR ARFE A2 EY AMOS 202 7 5452 A RE R L Y Mok o

SARFExIz A2
341 K ¥k

AFTHYEPLEDEZ FLL180 58 X34

Ly -#a i B AAMFEOAE > B P A LB RLRIF IS E8 R
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¥ KTREE P e BRAATHRZ %;E.J;ﬂk;njl_%: (7 g Eehp s
BHFD SEBNE RIEE R H I S EESN o 21T

25 2 4%A A AL R RIFH F D kBB g2 0 X168 o4 ¥ Likert
THERRFE  RENEE 2 NP RF AR AR R B

BrESEHRE R L REF RS S 1EFE IR ATAF A R A

5t Mg ki o
342482

AT ED R EDRY KRS RRIE R o FP L PR AL #
3%”§”ﬁ‘@$ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁe’%@aﬁwﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁé%
2 dopt e EE e A TR RE R A R E I B P RIBRFD S EY
ERAGEEEPEELFF - PEFRREPERFLEZEARFTEE T2 A FHiE
(70 B R A TR o s > B SPSSE AMOS #8174 & TR A T2 %

# B o

9 X 02 w e S 101 & 40 10p 2 101E 50 200 o o wpER 2
FhL TR AFLEHEY RN AR F R L mySurveys B k0 5B
A3 e 2b (4o Facebook # X s 1 Lol E)E G W B FHEF M MAR X
PEE L FERABI R T A LRI f - DR RS E R A

HE A& ﬁ&ﬁ*Xﬁaﬂ‘ﬁ€$c

20



AL §

4.1 A*FH

B E g 250 (RELE % 42 MAR X 2080) o Gw fc o 35 ok
P L 14505 0 F ok B wfcd o R L 5 83%{ri AR % 5 53%@Er4 3)-

%\’ 3: FB% fu;‘l‘%\

w5 FEN FEH | R | 5ok B w ek
EEE X | mySurvey® ¥ 42 35 83%
AAR X Hatheh g g 208 110 53%

%\» 4 2 'k:!'_"v—ﬁj fu;“'%\

S0l ® 2 [ ] 20 o)
101| 69.66
- | 44 30.34

g

1A

SREWELEE T EHR S LR 6] 24.14% B A AT HT ES

(18.61%)= 2 7% R (15.17%) 4ok 5 #17 o

% 5:F ?lr- L3t 4

| B4 |ZEE o) wA |mEF A @)

WEl ¥ | 7| 483 £4 | 5| 345
1% 35| 2414 pd ¥ 7 4.83
FE |11 7.59 JRI% % 21 14.48




| RASEE A (W) RS |FEE A (%)
}v ¥ 27| 1861 |*RERE 6 | 414
~axf| 22| 1517 [BEFTRE| 4 2.76

Eds B ¢ 3 3140/ 2 ¥ (46.9%)0 B = % 41-50% (19.31%) o4 6 577 -

%61 Ed A4

| wA RER A ()
18k F ™| 2 | 138
19-30% | 27| 18.62
42| 31-40% | 68| 46.9
41-50% | 28| 19.31
51 1] 20| 1379

ASUE R ARER)AEE S > BRI 6] 71.72% H=E 5 ¢ WA

(19.31%)> 4c% 7 #7571

39.31% 7% '}F!'J"ﬁ Tz~ & 25,001~40,000~ 2 fF > H =t 5 40,001~55,000~ 2z

¥ (22.76%) 4% 8 #77 o

22

370 AR A
s | wA | HF A ()| ® A E]F A (%)
14 |104] 7172 4% 2| 1.38
P& | 5| 345 |#m| 4| 276
Wi W——— —
® R4zl 28| 1931 [E| 1| 0.69
ER | 1| 069




£ 810 Jor st

57w A = 3| F A (%) T A = B F A (%)
& o~ 8 | 552 |25001~40,000~ | 57| 39.31
" £ ~]10,000~ (%) F| 1 | 0.69 |40,001~55,000~ | 33 | 22.76
10,001~25,000~ | 24 | 16.55 [55,001~ (3)r1| 22| 15.17

SRF MR ASORS 237 850005 (3)0 R o 4 6] 83.45% 4

%\' 9"”1‘7‘1' °

57w EN = #|F v (%)
3,000~ (#)p | 61| 42.07
3,001-5,000~ | 60 | 41.38
5,001-7,000~ | 13| 8.97
7,001-9,000~ | 7 | 4.82
9,001~1,1000~ | 2 | 1.38
1,1001~ (§)m+| 2 | 1.38

PEF 5B £ %7

FHEMAFIF Ik o R 51 41.38% 2= 5 B2 B Y (B)F (22.07%
21.38%) 4r# 10 #77% o

4 10 B Rat4

35w T A = B F A (%)
BeY 2T | 6 4.14
® /8 | 31| 21.38
g 2 32| 22.07
<~ B/ | 60| 41.38
Fyerg it 16| 11.03
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PRl B 5 RFET F E(40.3%) i A REBT.1%)0 dok 114

11 @ % p et &

57 | A = B A (%) X = | A (%)
BAETF 2128 403 |esi72EMm| 20| 6.3
FiEREFL | 18| 5.7 pAmEsE (118 371
#* pen| Fpnis | 3 0.9 EsxEe |10 3.1
7 A& 2 0.6 Tiap | 13| 41

¥4 6 1.9

R E R RS E AL KRR K P ER(29.2%) 5 (19.7%) 47
(13.5%) 4% 12 #57% o

301205 4 kRt 4

g %) TA|F BT A (%)
FA | 43| 135
ek | 37| 116
TA | 93| 29.2
Ha kiRl m4 | 51 16

® |63 197
¥4 |[20| 6.2
ML ag 12| 3.8

LRI S HRTE e BEAEAT DL 0 (R 6] 94.1% dod 134T o

% 13 % B At 4

gul | A | IKE A (%)
B 1143 94.1
a9 5.9

% %D fh
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e ;‘E'J—*Ff—’é’ KFED2 BN fms i p* 2(89.17%) 4ok 14477 -

mEYEr| 2| 127

42 # &

LR TR R BB T R E RS O R XRIFHEHED LB
® haif 2 (°=1.552, p>0.05)% 4§ 3 B¥ ¥ (;°=0.559, p>0.05)% 38 § + i T4p
10 o 15407 o 4 AR HRIF BHT 72 RS FREENED LSO
SER G RS R AT RS

¥4 | ¥ % .. ELEF e . ER

iy s o B i g i | R¥E -

=+ = (a) 64.890 | 45.248 | 1.552 | 25.662 | 27.372| 15.234| 0.559
pd R 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
el s ea 0 0 0.21 0 0 0 0.45
7 7 R T e el s I
7% RER | kFH Fr 126

=+ = (a) 125.690 25.662 | 30.959 | 47.510| 57.110 45.248| 78.959
pd R 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
BRTREF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

a 0@+ (0%) P idfic> >t So b | P Y fo=t#ci 725

RIFHR Y himd LB ErE 270 s+ ()t A Rl

7B % 4 E B & B (,°=0.559,p>0.05)% 7 F #& 2 (,°=0.007,p>0.05)3 7 # i
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B R R FEFNLE > ok 16977 o 4 ﬁa{:sb PRI R D R R
I EE SRR AR S RTEES N ARADMITER o
216 (78 R4 BAE F o M-+ S E R
_ sRE | % | BF HR 5
b ’ 570 7%
g P Y @ I%ﬁs' ip %"E % i
+ = (a) 81.938 38.793| 5.028 | 0.559 | 43.041 0.007 | 13.966
pd R 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
BT R E 0 0 0.025 | 0.455 0 0.934 0
i b 5 a2 | Pl %
7 P e | O gep | DT [ PER S B
I 57 BER | OkH Eop 8 I
+ = (a) 133.248| 52.200| 73.166 | 70.352 | 81.938  78.959 | 94.407
pd A 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
BT AR E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
a 0B (0%) ch#p 2 cdic»t 5o fo| el ¥ o B s 725
RRFHFLEHEFHAFREF2ILEFFREIAL AL EF S HE AR

% (dod 17)0 B 9 (78 % 4B i & & (M=0.179,SD=0.495,t=4.359,p<0.001)-
% F¥ #8(M=0.159, SD=0.523,t=3.654,p<0.001)~ 483 F¥ I (M=0.124,SD=0.498,
t=2.999, p<0.01) + & 75 PR 4% % 7 (M=0.09, SD=0.44, t=2.456, p<0.05) + 4 i |+

(M=0.124,SD=0.389,t=3.845,p<0.001)> [ & & & -k %(M:0.062,SD=O.294,t:2.543,

p<0.05)% ipli# & 7= (M=0.09, SD=0.407,t=2.654, p<0.01)% 7 7 # it 7 A F 1 4L
Bodkz 2 ?Jﬁ*‘f‘%@%%7 B REEG P TSR ja‘Ff % R

~

CRINEEE E E3-F T R
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217 78 B4 FH AP S HE AR T
#a | Tk | REA ) M| #a | Tk REL . My
%0 | M) | (SD ( | %P | (M) | (SD (p)
i -0.041| 0.370 | -1.34% 0.181 | Rt & | 0.014 | 0.204 | 0.816 0.416
¥ H \ &R \
-0.021 | 0.433 | -0.576 0.566 | _, . 0.090 | 0.440 | 2.456 0.015
% =1 PEa |
B | 0.041 | 0.484| 1.0290.305|# iFfx| 0.124 | 0.389 | 3.845 O
HLER S & )
0.179 | 0.495] 4359 O ‘ 0.062 | 0.395 | 1.893 0.060
&R R
o P2 R
¥4 | 0.055 | 0.437| 1.5190.131 K 0.062 | 0.294 | 2.543 0.012
K%
e iR &
, | 0.159 | 0.523| 3.654 O _ | 0.090 | 0.407 | 2.654 0.009
ik R
8903 # &
o 0.124 | 0.498| 2.999 0.003 & 3l 0.034 | 0.298 | 1.391 0.166
= B 1B IR

Bofs o (78 R BB Y X B oM A B E (78 ¥ r (78.62%) 2 F 5

(35.86%)¢ « % #ic » 4o i 187 o

% 18 16 % B i * AE S A 4

) X = #ic i ) £ = #ic Be
(%) (%)

1 (5 )T 8 5.51 EO 4 2.76

i 2~5% 13 8.97 - L 12 8.28

= K 6~10= 10 6.9 by o ¥ 26 17.93

FEAE | 114 | 78.62 ‘ =¥ 51 35.17

2 ¥ % 52 35.86
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4.3 LR 4 47

£ PIHCC 4 47 (Measurement model analyZR)f #5¢ b A HE B30 i e & ik

B B RFUFEAIT(CRFA R RHRBEZF S B LR DT R ok (87
<% ¥ > 2004) T 0 % SEM & ﬁm S ROER R T BB (B2 AT
2010)° Z%#E W F1Z2 A T FER R R EDED] & 45 0 BRI i A feif (IR 82
A FREFE) P RGBSR S BARERNEERRE - B L ipiRR)a K
&Y fie 1 (/df, GFI, CFl, RMR% )(Jbreskog and Sorbom, 20085 8 -8 % % > 2004)

431 5 BB A
Bl 1% A 47 (CRAE & fooek t 2 1 ¢ 45

1. BB P aniz B D ABRRFPEEEF LS I N2 § = £ (factor loading)y
Hair, et al. (1992F & %12 f 7 & 3% 38 £0.50 & o

2%&»‘ Q’;;mgb, )’ﬁ(CR) Khﬁ‘ﬁﬁa?%ﬁi =R e _E(g, %ﬁ(\
BRGS0 R oT B RRRES R N 0F » % - Fornell and Larcker
(1981)uz 3k & 5 0.6r4 ¢ o

BALRHHT LR (AVE) D L E LR L RE RIS
RHNToRE BB FHELRELTOREIRFLA4F  REATHEL
FETF 4 % v acrc R 0 Fornell andLarcker (1988):& B £ % &/ < »70.5-

4% WP bR E ﬁé\i TSR B B S nE T L éﬁé‘i #p
B 2 3(E P s 0 2009)-

AT REPHES? > Z TR - B2REL AFTREB A4
% f w B 78 (Podsakoff et al., 2003) & L& H L ® i 7] % § =& 4> 0.61~0.86
2 (354 % 0.5)(e % 19977 )+ @ & H& 2 K4 % # Cronbach'sa i 4 + 0.76~0.9

2B (dek 20%77) > o E BRI G AR -
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e 3 BRRE | RRREEECTEIFE
Q1 < FARF 0.760
Q2 < FARF 0.803
IQ3 < FTHREF 0.813
PF1 < 4o %% 0.752
PF2 < o %% 0.817
UV1I < #* i@ 0.763
UV2 < i 0.780
UV3 < 2% & 0.801
UV4 < % & 0.829
HVL < 3 & & 0.866
HV2 < 3 %% @ 0.840
HV3 < 3§ & 0.856
HV4 < 38§ & 0.780
Iml < BHEEEP 0.812
Im2 < BHEEP 0.859
Im3 < FHELEP 0.610

# 20: Cronbach'sa & et £

f{pi Cronbach'sa 1‘;&& Cronbach'sa
A 0.832 FRBE 0.900
Rl A 0.760 THEEE M 0.793

e 0.873 g%%ﬁé 0.865

L4pe CREJ-AVE E4 5 5 ¢ T & 0.8324-0.623> == § * 0.765{r
0.62% * § i 0.827{- 0.63 3 # i & 0.9034 0.699 23 ¢ & {2 0.8094 0.59¢r
221907 ) 0 i MY LG OE 3T R R E fLRORR o
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#at 4

% 21: f—.ﬁéﬁz CR &4r AVE &

o
”"‘IL
T
FrHE
FRYE
FHEIER

CRi&
0.832
0.765
0.827
0.903
0.809

AVE i&
0.623
0.62
0.63
0.699
0.59

%*

IR F PRI R APM AT TR BB s T L

o AP B Gdc(dd 22977) 0 BT AFE T B AF O YR o

% 22 PR Tl 47

e (FASFIEEFYRrAE IR E aELLPE
T E %* 0.789
o ¢ * 1-0.427%| 0.788
F % B | 0.514* |-0.463*| 0.794
3 % E | 0.432% |-0.351**| 0.712* | 0.836
T € £ 2| 0.560* | -0.393**| 0.662** | 0.750** | 0.768

**

A EORE L0018 (BE) MAEF -
432 RS pg A

BRMES cE R e R 4y etk 2 ¢ 45 0 8 el B 4 1R (df ~ SRMR ~
RMSEA - GFI ~ AGFI) ~ # & feif & 45 #(NFI ~ CFI)2 #§ 4 fie if & 45 1% (PGFI~
PNFI)(Joreskog and Sorbom, 1989;1 £ » 2009)-

/— r\

= Rl WS Feil B 43 % ¢ 4/df ~ AGFI ~ CFI~ PNFI~ PGFI fv SRMR 2
RMSEA & #57% & £ F - 82 % GFI~ NFI i 3+ 0.9 277 L 2 481732 B 47 4 1945
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Chen et al. (2008 #vyt fi;8 R A E T & X e ok 239757 o
% 23: 7Ol R dp et 4
FEAptE | ZEIpFE il ~F Y
Adf <3 Bagozzi and Yi(1988) 1.766
GFlI =0.9 0.877
Henry and Stone(1994)Chen et al. (2008
AGFI =0.8 0.822
NFI =0.9 _ 0.891
Hairs et al. (1998) Chen et al. (2008)
CFI =0.9 0.949
PNFI >0.5 fiE R~ &G~ B9k (2010) 0.698
PGFI >0.5 ME A5 ~ 2 & #(2010) 0.606
SRMR =0.08 Hu and Bentler(1999) 0.052
=gt 72 (2004) ~ Hu and Bentler(1999)
RMSEA =0.08 0.073
McDonald and Ho(2002)
4.4 BHAF A TR B

BRSNS R P PN RB TS PRIM G NREFT Y TR
Fotk T R (BRak st > 2004)0 AR RO e il & 4n 4R ¢ /df ~ AGFI
CFI~ PNFI~ PGFl4r SRMR 2 RMSEA & 5% & &% o g2 X GFI-NFI @&/ *+ 0.9
fe7n L o ABiTI2 B 45 4% o 1345 Chen et al. (20085 vt 5%

ik RET R o Aok

24 1 5 o
% 24° SRR Adp et £

FEApth | ZEHpFE T+ ~F Y
df <3 Bagozzi and Yi(1988) 1.85(

GFlI =0.9 0.869

Henry and Stone(1994)Chen et al. (2008
AGFI =0.8 0.815
NFI =0.9 Hairs et al. (1998) Chen et al. (2008) 0.883
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FRAp | TRpEE 7% AP
CFI =0.9 0.942
PNFI >0.5 fi kR~ 5?‘532/% ~ 3 #gde (2010) 0.707
PGFI >0.5 M R4S ~ 2 ¢ #(2010) 0.614

SRMR =0.08 Hu and Bentler(1999) 0.059
= g% 72 (2004) ~ Hu and Bentler(1999)

RMSEA =0.08 0.077

McDonald and Ho(2002)

£ B 7 pauf T H3Z HS ¢ >k &= > o] 5477 « ERAHGFI &
BB L Y e BRAHN FE S EHT NS F (=053, t=4.586,
p<0.001); H® A {72 2 & FIFTALT LG 3 £JEg e BFAH
BB kg B el 2(8=0.20,t=2.090,p<0.05; 4=0.22,t=2.392,p<0.05; =0.61,
t=5.466,p<0.001); KR+ 178 2 BenF * B E ¢ 0 v P KN 79 24
"—%%é’-%m(ﬁ =0.65,t=5.466,p<0.001) 7 & & T g * § L2 3 2 £ ¢ 0

RH HE R A iz & 14(=0.30,t=2.319,p<0.05;$=0.61,t=3.798,p<0.001);
ERAHFIEGEDTEF P I FTASTELE D LHBNT 2 @07 5
FoARFIVH EERAHETE EHBTERTAT N A L5 ¢ FEOFT AN
BEGEFELP Y T FILERAHEEF T 2T AET R BT AT

=0
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R EA KRMEE
(Perceived 0.22% (Utilitarian
fee) value)
0.30*
007 020
N 0.65%*%*
EHREEN
0.53%%%* (Importance
0,615+ for evidence)
0.61%**
BB H W O FRMA
(Infonnatlon 0.05 4 (Hedonic
quality) value)

1 p<0.05 ; **:p<0.01 ; F*F 5 p<0.001
ffffffffffffff > 2 p>0.05
HAHBETRET ABE

B 5: 4% SEMA 17

45 7 h»x%kskid

1295 Baron and Kenny (1986y:.p » Sk#& ¢ /i »c% }
FHESEFEFLD Qp 0L FHERLNY A ST HEFLE; Q)p 97
BETAY A ST PR LIRSk ST AR B AL
FHEREBTRFRE S @F 3HHY g%xﬁﬁx;%ﬁmmﬁﬁfagpulﬁ |
Tl AT 4) A LR AME(REY A) o - BREHT - B

EBHZ(DF RF

e “WPE ik - BRECEEE E R T - B RER L B o
%(Fﬁ ﬁ‘??é 2010) 7]\,1;3 ARTIEVE- I n% fﬁ_‘ff’%. MY E LY ANRIEF T

FirzRL & Ba? sk o
AB1R* §E? firck
A 7 1345 Baron and Kenny (1986p= 2 » A WM T & ~ o § * {3}
BYEL P RE O REF N AP Ak o
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1HEA NFASTL A SHLFHRE
H LT ST H SR E R PenE otk & F 1 (6=0.645,=5.705,
p<0.05)-
% BT S FHE ¢ E LA F B $(8=0.605,1=5.643,p<0.05)

54}%3”“‘%“’"?*}‘5'3* l% B PF T 5 TR

H AT TR

PSR T R F A

* & 2 37 ¥ 128 5(8=0.593,t=4.368,p<0.05) -

ot ’Fr HirE L
p=0.004<0.05); ** 3 #&

B} ok % (£=0.291, t=2.853,
2% % (=0.2916=0.645)> #+v1% * i &4

'E&;%F%%&B IR > e A2 {%('Q\T'm6 'T’I‘)

(1) B AR YR e BrsE (3) B S A b A 4 78 ) B HHR 4 7R 0 B
HaH i £ i3 FREME
(Information [—0.645***— (Importance (Utilitarian
quality) for evidence) value)
Q)& %A TN YR RS 0.608*** 0.593%**
HbH FARE His g e E R
(Information —0.605***— (Utilitarian (Information 0.291%** (Importance
quality) value) quality) for evidence)
*1p<0.05 ; **: p<0.01 ; *** : p<0.001
F6: 3" § EHFTASTY ok BER

2.8 =% J‘jﬁfrﬁf%’j LA B TEE

bR R $H
p<0.05)-

S E R LD otk BB F B (6=0.464,1=4.004,
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%2R F  HR L B ¥ 1 45(5=0.568,1=4.987,p<0.05) -
ﬁ$&%§ﬁwﬁ?w@aw%ﬁﬁﬁw%ﬁﬁaﬁiﬁw e 3 A 44 -

x% BB &
W MA 2

+ 85 48(=0.749,t=5.314,p<0.05) -

p=0.739>0.05% 5 # B % » 11 * F EHTE I * L2 2 v 4
Yk (o BT ) o
(1) & % 38 $HR 4 3R 6y Bes (3) B % 1A 1 b /8 78 ) B HHR 8 78 9 B es
Pl - EHEEN TREME
(Perceived —0.464***— (Importance (Utilitarian
fee) for evidence) value)
QBSBEBHYNEBENRE 0.564% 0.749% %%
fo it & A KREME 5 FEA EHREREMN
(Perceived —0.568***— (Utilitarian (Perceived 0.035 (Importance
fee) value) fee) for evidence)
* 1 p<0.05 ; ** ! p<0.01 ; *** 1 p<0.001 ; —— > 1 p>0.05
M7: 37 Esaf g e d A ek RE R

FRHIZEL LB DRF & % (§=0.035, t=0.334,

BEF O NZEPEL P RALEHRE

HLE S B R R P NE Bock LA F 1 $(6=0.852,1=6.152,
p<0.05)-

2.3 HH EHF Y EES K F R F(F=0.796,t=6.780,p<0.05)-

HAILAGEEF T G AR FRREY LR LA
R BRI A ¥ (6=0.255,t=1.914,p=0.056>0.05) " & % 7
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iv 7% X Baron and Kenny (198 ¢ /i »c% et & i 1% 5 #7007
FRERHIBFED LD 2k (e8I o
(1) B SR 3R 59 60 B3 (3) B SR 91 A5 SR ) 0 HH AR 9 TR B B3R
F4BE EEERME TRMBME
(Hedonic  —0.852***— (Importance (Utilitarian
value) for evidence) value)
Q)8 SR AR R R 0.801%%* 0255
F4BE TREE FHBMAE EHEEEN
(Hedonic  [—0.796***— (Utilitarian (Hedonic 0.650%** (Importance
value) value) value) for evidence)
* 1 p<0.05 5 ** i p<0.01; ***: p<0.001 ; ——- > 1 p>0.05
F8: 3% f EH I HN ok RiER
Adets > GHET > T REHTASFLINY A28 2 gl f v 2
2P ARERECHRLIEN AHIBYET LY Ak RFELEEF
EERAE 25 M AAF LG T SR R FEAT B PR
o FASFRfcR* - LB TEREE M.
2250 @ HEY fonk
AR 7] - T
, B RE| R k| Bk By
El %iﬁ ‘-} 8 '-JF Y =]
AR 0.645 0.291 0.9363% »
wf 4* | 0464 | 0.035| 0.499% >
TRy E X X X | X
X Ea? sk
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452% #i E 9 4k

A% 7 1345 Baron and Kenny (1986~ i » 4 & T3 & ~ o 3 % o
s 1% Bap %I %A %."‘Bil% Een? 3k o

LA NFRETLpRAEFRE
H LT ST TR L & E otk LA F 18 $5(8=0.645,1=5.705,
p<0.05)-

% BTN 5T S 5 A 12 55(8=0.488 t=4.833,p<0.05) -

BERFELRR R REE RS 3
e W f‘éﬁ%“'rigegz(ﬁ 0.700,t=5.071,p<0.05) -

H AT TG H R E R PO 0% (£=0.311, t=3.448, p<0.05)
33 420k (F0.3116=0.645), 1 % % f BH TR EF L5
42k (e WO ) .

(DB R g nE (3) B 4 78 1 A 4 3R F) B $HK 4 0R 69 B g
KD H CEoh & 3 FRGBME

(lnformatlon —0.645***—> (Importance (Hedonic
quality) for evidence) value)

(2) B S TA % P ¥R ERE 0.489%** 0.700%**
BWMLE FHAEE BWMLE 1% ERM®

(Information [—0.488***—~ (Hedonic (Information 0.311%** (Importance
quality) value) quality) for evidence)

1 p<0.05 3 ** 1 p<0.01 3 %% 1 p<0.001

=
©
d
ﬂ—ﬁ’
S
&

EHRFTAEE Aok R
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2. Hx o AR A p R ETHRE
SHE R M ok BB F R E(8=0.464,1=4.004,

HHLCL R
p<0.05)-

HF2A0R F O B3 B R & F R 5(=0.398,t=3.783,p<0.05) -

HASLF LI EFERF T FRREH HELIL P EFAT 3

S0 B2 8 F BB (8=0.792,t=5.705,p<0.05) -

L E & 1T Roc % (£=0.158, t=1.987, p<0.05) |

AN

5.}}%4 l J—rﬁf C 4»
% B 4255 % (=0.1586=0.464)> #r11 % & @i F o L3005

¢ f pk (e BL109 7 ) o

% 78 5] BF $HMR 44 7R 0 B

(1) B %58 R Y IR 6y Bk (3)B #BEAF A
w B A B E S FAREM
(Perceived —0.464***— (Importance (Hedonic
fee) for evidence) value)
(2)B FBEH P N BEERE 0.399%** 0.792%x
Pk - FREME fo R E R EEERE
(Perceived —0.398***—  (Hedonic (Perceived 0.158%* (Importance
fee) value) fee) for evidence)
;¥ p<0.01 ;5 *** 1 p<0.001

* 1 p<0.05

R LY A

FI10: % & i 4o 3

BHF R P RTLARE
HILY T §EHERE R BT ook LA F P P(6=0.768,1=6.113

p<0.05)-
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H 2P % K EAF # G DB F R $(6=0.796,t=6.780,p<0.05)-

=
i
\v
\_‘,ﬁ
—ur
B
:ﬁ
“i%
w

3P R RIES S RS LIRS PR
2% B 5 & ¥ R 5(6=0.650,t=3.980,p<0.05)-

#H 4.2 FH O EH R E & AR 5% (£/=0.255, t=1.957, p<0.05) |
T E FTk (§'=0.2559=0.768) #rr1 F E W EHF Y B EE IV
P4 (Ao B 119 R ) o

(1) B SRR LR 838 (3) & 8 TR 9L 15 38 F) 6 #4528 9 B

TREME EEE RN

FHMBEMA

(Utilitarian . (Importance (Hedonic

value) for evidence)

value)

(2) & SR P N A s 0.801%** 0.650%**
KRER FLEBHE KRER EEERE
(Utilitarian —0.796***—  (Hedonic (Utilitarian 0.255% (Importance
value) value) value) for evidence)

*1p<0.05 5 ** @ p<0.01; *** I p<0.001
BI1l: 3 %0 E83» § @7 [ock %EH

AR AR B ELIGD AR

4
FRhed 26 A PFRTFER Y - FTREF
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2260 S Y Aok

PR T#G B

i s Rk | P an k| Bk | 5

ISR 0.645 0.311| 0.956

Slb il 0.464 0.158 | 0.6223% %4
FrHE 0.768 0.255 | 1.02832%~

l" — Y I(T( . = = G U - 2 73 2 4 27 [
B2 EAFTHREET FF R EfIHHEEL G N0

FHEELM -
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BECAI N B EREFT R EE S > RIS LT REE -
BERAHFI LEBEMREDNTEFEEITF* G EchHPE > 130
BREFTASTIN 2 EFORLELEGE -ERF7T N 0B RIcFTR
S ERTERARF AR TN ERAEF -
4.4 z*gm@w@@jgﬁ@@gaﬁwfﬁ@%@oJ%{ﬁnrﬁ
EEFLAFHEGEDRERE AP OEE F 2R T 2 o
FEes®e  RETY FEDEETHEY 2 ELHIPEGHT + §
FETZEEOYE
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