CEE SRS N

AR AL AN o N I 2 R s
Bl e AR A RFHOREL P FERTAD CRL AT 4
Basnirh i FEHRRE RRS AR A BB AT

Foo& AR EANAY

% 4 (dssonance) & &_d Festinger >+ 1957 & #7341 » §_B A
e AN BZEMOTAAAL G - RFEA AL oA AL
Festinger =4 34 BLEL » @ 3 2350 % 33 (cognitive dissonance) & 3# ¢
A4 @ £ 2000 & { H.4 Sweeney, Hausknecht, and Soutar = %
o RN LA AR @ dgF S FHAREP 4 - A
¥WHEy O TALFS wwv% A RF TSRS G oo P oE R
28 Y &5 2 o (Zepeda, 2006) ~ & % # 4 = @ (Dechawatanapaisal
and Siengthai, 2006) > # & & k2% (Chiou and Wan, 2007) -

W AT 3 FHWRARATAR AN L iR K 2Rl i
(Hunt, 1970; Korgaonkar and Moschis, 1982) - v x % #ren® & A g
A4 AL e %&%%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’%Uwﬁﬁ”ﬁ#ﬁi
Ml RN MA AT o

AT E AT A B A S S RArd BB TR LD

R R RATA A M IR R B o T s o

|

— N ;‘?}J‘r’ \'—'}% mﬁ ’4
Festinger 325 A 3 4 & Fl oIk i 1% £FFRPTA 4 ]
R R g AR F endp F AL BE o R ’%)j} g% A4

(Aronson, 1968) ; ™3 FF &M i F G A AL EEP



? M pF B B AR o B R R PR (Schewe,

‘4{‘&

%’aé’giﬂaé% ’E‘*—&Lrﬁ*ﬁ
1973) » & % % A 2
P,\}fr% B ﬁ < I8 ek > Cummings and Venkatesan
(1976) % #&ﬂ::—.:f@f—%m% A2 A1 FAREERPE 2%
AR R B A B 3% AWK AL o AR TR &
5?'%‘3%”1?;3J ’é_é‘_f# PETHERTAR Y MBE PR
AN EE-R Y ER ST PR SR IELIE Y

N 1=t B p) - rj—,%
PR %ﬁ FHF S O m e L AR E 2 ¢
R FFRAL R RFLE 2R AR A S g
Ja 3; {7 7 M 4% (Cummings and Venkatesan,1976) - & F 7
B m AR T TRV E e A kg % o T
TEFSEL AN NIER(FR)E- AT RN A BE
ERCERR Eﬁ‘.,ufﬁ SR A T > e A A
@ 3 740 vk _Fen(Losciutoand Perloff, 1967; Chiou and
Wan, 2007) > bl4e @ RS FHE < B SORELE o
petho G BH RN R ol R R ERAAR
FEHARRGR EJWI\?% F’% i« (Korgaonkar and Moschis,
1982) @ =+ A BfE RIGF » A2 P,er«-’a # ;5 Richins and
Bloch(1991) 7= 3% 1 i ~ f2 & ﬁ el B RN R T Sl g
Ao om Mg { ROi s @ LA ;@ o F RE LAY TG D
FenfPHEAd 4 2 3 ST IRE A E & R T F 0 A1
g —ﬁ Menasco and Hawkins(1978) i #& 41 B2 i+ A &
5‘1% 5 N8 TR (State) 2 # 5 F1 & (trait) » Flpt A A HE /T
A G T8 B e (state anxiety) 2 4 5 & g (trait anxiety) ; 5 &
Jdpd WHEFLR R AL B R LR FE LR L
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B emn il £ ehE K o @ Sweeney, Hausknecht, and
Soutar(2000) Pl 3% 5 B4 A eh= B F)F g ar R
(emotional dimension) ~ :£ pEpF %5 £ (wisdom of purchase) 2 %
% % Jg (concern over the deal)™ * kK #r& w2 A ez B4
L e o

Z R A AR

R FALRTAD L ERRMIFL LR URA
g%&ml@wad HrAgickpe BEDTR AL
12 2 4% % (O’Nell and Palmer, 2004) -

PFO5F AR MG A AR E P 7 % % 5 Larson(2001)

e “gimﬁﬂ# e Benn 24 2 114 B
T4 e e SR B AL LR 23 A R AR

g & 4 (Simon, Greenberg, and Brehm, 1995) » 3.5%4F » #] i
WA R E - B R R AR PESL DT ANE
FH L g8 2 (Elliot and Devine, 1994) - # & * g 2 K
4 > Cohen(1993)#& &1 v & ex 2 £ 1 ¥FR B » U E K
Aisuwd g R IAAEF 7 HE - BEEF RO
BHE I AR PIAAFN L P i RA A D A2 (Speck,
1999) -

z’?ﬂ

FAAGEYE MR DG BB B AT
¥ % 4 eni7 5 (Axom, 1989) ; Schewe(1973)ir*‘ LR EE R

Wﬁ%#m*ﬁ 75

-11 -



Vs

-
9

5

6.:x® 75 0§ 7 AR IR TLADTFRE

T.EF2F R AT Aagd2B > Pleap Aehg LK
A

NS S R R LA

mArd I F S i ¢ -2 g T fgram o4 (balance the-
ory) ~ 534 32 25 (congruity theory) ¥+ BB 72 24 (contrast theory) ~
#1372 4 (regret theory) 2 F] & 72 % (coping theory)4p #% I % 0 H
? Schewe (1973):i% i ;w4 A BE T HIRG{ofa A LG - KR o

BE-fF g% g REEEE S F - REYA 2 (Chiou and
Wan, 2007) » “f vy § 2 apniea s ¢ 22 £ g (Menasco and
Hawkins, 1978) -

ARG A E o HBEGHRA T E g T L
e F R B Seh 4 £ 4% /& (Korgaonkar and Moschis,
1982) - ﬁ ;&/;Fmﬂ THFARSFL BRI AT M
FRACOEHRIBDIFORNER TR LAFHE A
% % 3 pFo R € A 2 {2 1#(O’Neill and Palmer, 2004) - @ ] i 52
WA AR AIERATA BT A Ko A PRI TG ehp o
AR A Bl & 7 5 (Folkman and Lazarus, 1980) > 7= 4 &

RATA A AP A PERAD  FRT s iE

~ P mm}fr% A
S e gk F AR RIS dmn e 4 3 2w A5 Festinger
ENDAAZBAD ARLANEZEITOT AL T -
KRG AL TR RGP R EHIAL AT ALF R © Avih

BLA > TV G T A4 A A 4 o Aronson(1968) 7t i %

-12 -



d

ABNAATRFE - BB OLCFRRA P Al ARAY
4 % — & -Cohen and Goldberg(1970)7 & & H =3 ¢ 4 w|F
RS R et AR R B T AR
MR IRTANE T EE T L A LB
A A R E M S A2 R4 @ o a Marshall, Na, State and
Deuskar (2008) 7= &-4f v ceiv 4 Sk &1 > 3 § & & 07
?gﬁ%%@ﬁ‘E%%ﬂ%iﬁﬁﬁﬁl—ﬁnwgﬁim

SE S SRR R R I

Th \}3‘\'

>+

et

koA RR T AEAAMAY

% AR A & A2 B 5 (LANCOME) i # 5 2 2 4 1
Al LA I B R AR CRFF AL LR R
b@%LAmmME'@ﬁﬁiﬁ”ﬁ&wﬁ#’%Wﬁiﬂ—%

2 & feis ) B LANCOME 4 % RdByE” F g
A7 o m IR EE o L %%;g * R A et m]jj‘hﬁ S
g% -

R BAER A AHBE BREAR Y AT A
(Friedman, Termini, and Washington, 1976; Kaikati, 1987) - % 2aEn
RS AFRAR SRR F RO RY RS A R -
B B3 Al G TR MRS P R g3 E G
(Till, 1998; Till and Busler, 2000) » 4 : % & Simpson #2344 % -
MEHFuEREEE S Z LB PRE R AT A hE iR
AR N A A FF A A NIREE R AR R 4 B
BR L7 AP b 7 % frac ot £ (Walker, Langmeyer
and Langmeyer, 1992; Silvera and Austad, 2004) » ® #4359 25 %
(Seno and Lukas, 2007) ~ # #-%_i=(Pringle and Binet, 2005) ~ ij" % &

>

-13-



% 3% & (Liu, Huang, and Minghua, 2007)% p% %)@T(Pornpitakpan,
2003) % 3R fx e A LV A AL PR F ok Sk

+s 72 (Chiou, Huang, and Chuang, 2005)% = & &% % (Lowe and
Obermiller, 2002; Lafferty and Goldsmith, 2004) -

- SRR g

B2 &3 & augd s §iﬁ’,§ F LR g o ok 2-1;

e f A S BRE LY F FEAR LT > 2 ALk

(Friedman and Friedman, 1979) » % & %] 4o

(-)%t

EART R AR A B o E AR B s 4

%> 4 g\)I% AT RS Bt (X 2 e R Pa«(Frledman and
Friedman, 1979) 5 & 4 # 2 e & 5 &3 o WyRRR ¥
L FERE R 20 B IR EF & (McCracken, 1989) ;
Till and Shimp(1998)#&. ! 4p a3y B is g A et 5 4 » £ 4
RZ BV ERANESARE Lo P RE stk o HF 2Ly §
4o Michael Jordan #=-Nike - Cindy Crawford # =% Pepsi-~
Bill Cosby % Kodak ~ k&% 3 5§ 2 Fikgrik 3

A

-—_\

LA ABR S R dmani) foRREY T LB AL
e B EA R R 0 R AR R
RPCX e A LA RS i R R E R T A3k {
i# (Friedman and Friedman, 1979; Seno and Lukas, 2007); &

ﬁ&%#ﬂﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ4@€’%ﬁfﬁﬁuﬁ
+ 1 B & % & & Bill Cosby # % (Agrawal and Kamakura,
1995) » Nike =12 14 & % & > 53 Michael Jordan f= Tlger

Woods % 5 & B e T éﬁ';';*’ﬁgz +Ea AP L

-14 -



TR A S AR o

WA FA AR m?/,% 3 f R &% b
PR RRAERA SMLHRIFY T G B R

§ A fS A% R LA ar R (Premeaux, 2005); %
AR R R CEF LA FIER %A 2 (Chiou,
Huang, and Chuang, 2005) ; #% ! &
s - ARG AR &R R R F o iz R (Tripp,
Jensen and Carlson, 1994) ; & % &3 % $5 > & drk s .%
BEpERAFERIRAAL %')fi‘i(Chla and Poo, 2009) -

Z]

A— AR S HEH R

IWE LARNTTHRE Z S P FLE Yz ¥ (Agrawal and
Kamakura, 1995) -

#2410 RAEE ANE

& FE B4 = A g

1976 | Friedman, Termini;and ™ |[#&3/% %4 ~ & R 2@ B g@
Washington LAY P AR

1993 | Stephens and Faranda # 41 R 1 (employee) i 3

2001 | Dean and Biswas Iy EAS (thlrd Party)

2002 | Stafford, Stafford, and O E AT
Day (animated characters)

2003 | Sorum, Grape, and Silvera | # 2! I¢ &~ 7 (peer endorsers)

;J}\iﬁﬂﬂifﬁﬁ;’ﬁg’r‘-}ﬁﬂﬂj@(_} BT R LA N R
KL ATl LA g i R R E B g ik g A sk g

i (Friedman and Friedman, 1979; Seno and Lukas, 2007); &
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ERRF S ARMLEAREGF LA R AT o T £
+ 1 B & % & &5 Bill Cosby #* 7 (Agrawal and Kamakura,
1995) - Nike 712 14 fw % & » %~ Michael Jordan = Tiger

Woods % 3 ST AT S p R F g A LA

ﬁéiﬂ?éa‘?u&?‘fm‘;}gux? ) T TR 4k Y R
R A 2 r-mﬂ,wﬁliip AN - E '.éfiﬂ'.
F AL AL R AR Lr?éfiK(Premeaux 2005);

“\

TR E S ffe‘—,?“"/‘fcj% A AR % & 4 (Chiou, Huang

and Chuang, 2005) ; #& 4! & A - X &3 S P &amcfg o
- AT SRR &R E R F i R (Tripp, Jensen

and Carlson, 1994) ; <& A4 X 5. % 5 > Eawkd § & ~ p
24 ER AR A2 B E(Chiaand Poo, 2009) - H 135
LA RS FERB P aI R F (Agrawal and Kama-

kura, 1995) -
(Z)& 7

RS LR S U R ¥ TSR

;
FPaibfEad Hoddgd @y RS gHga &
(Friedman and Friedman, 1979) » 4= 3 £ ~ ¥ B EP S JREK
FREF RN ARER R S Aom i o BRI B L4 EA R R
Lih o B jdra w240 bR TR R
A %k 0 ¥ 3 f# 1 FF e 2 3 (Biswas, Biswas and Das,
2006) ° & RSN AL RGP F H LAk R HATB LG
TR & A A ‘*r-m%l R R E R AR

* 3% 54 (Biswas, Biswas and Das, 2006) < 4v 1 7 ¥ fF £ 3
TF CHAURFFAT RREE AT EE GRS

-16 -



@éﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁé%mﬁ,iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁg@

2R B et B RGE S RS B M F S %i
b & 0% & (Friedman and Friedman, 1979) ; & #di &
&2 3 7 = (Biswas, Biswas and Das, 2006): #
B2 82 4 ik 2P &RT LM F & (Chebat, Filiatrault,
LaRoche and Watson, 1988) % -
)L Al %

* = %F—&i W g g rs o "Rl mai gt
FETFRE RS DT R AP S Ed @ (3
@ 18 % (Friedman and Friedman, 1979) - # = ] * & @ |0
ﬂ%’MQAﬂ“m%u,3?#@»%%%?%@g&
BB L G Jz;ﬂ%m;}g AR > 4 3 e L /ﬁ?%m? 1
& (Reidenbach and Pitts, 1986) «\ #712 & 3] & —-F'T s F
i H R A bR RS 0 R ok
vl RIEL R T PR Ry E S T A« EREIR I L
W2 T P g /}%ﬁx") » DeShields (2000) % #

RS AR R FR PR o B ARG A A
PR E AR cdrt AR E AR R S RREEA
FAIRA R ERDZTAFEE TREE LA SRS A
% 5 Wong (2005) ™ & & 31§ 5 ¥ R B G FF
2 A & b ot Frledman and Friedman(1979) -~

™
RNLAPFFREATHRER S op ¥ F 55 o F
;g\j;gj,};'%%zg;u B LR Z E D Eaemho s &
TR R SRS A S IRA o

S CREBARTASHMIES

RS A S A e B

-17 -



% ° Lynch and Schuler (1994)# 41 &4 & ¢ > HBEHIR- R
dRTAZHEAREY ERAFNEILLER - BRE~F T
#fi 41 Source Credibility Model » 325 5 »xehit 2 3 4 Hik#f
TAMBREHT f?{, E3 ﬁi)i(Hovland, Janis, and Kelley, 1953) ;
McGuire(1985)#% 1 3 »enfh 3 A Bt a & 3 B 4
RER -~ EE ﬁ)i 2 2@ enfpiztt o @ & d Source Attrac-
tiveness Model -
AP T ENEIFARA L AT A PERER I 2
% if fie f£ 3% (Match-Up Hypothesis) ~ = 5 & % 7 & 50
(Elaboration Likelihood Model) 2 = % £ & # # -3¢ (meaning
transfer model) » 4 if 4T
(- )if fe B3k (Match-Up Hypothesis)
1990 & Kamins # 217 ‘Match-Up Hypothesis’ 3% & )
FEHA S NT AR FROmatch 2k - FF RS
SRV S ‘%*«*ré"‘\’»"‘*f’% PAT R BT
& a2 g oanaE s B ARG T B R
fit” ez & (Misra, 1990) » & 4 v 2 #ridafan 4 ¢
M- A ndilskaikd o FA-KRoE ALY
W@ LA @7 B &R % (Breen, 2003) o & %
Match-Up Hypothesis ek 31> B B 40 i & 30 2 3 A e 5]
4 (attractiveness) » = Ohanian ?iﬁ IR RT AR RS
EHw334 28 0 T4 E 0 B ¥ %2 (expertise) 7~
Jeter » FREFIEFT ORI ATADEERREN T
HFRRZFSE G P
(z ) ¥ ¥ i #3¢ (Elaboration Likelihood Model ; ELM)
% % d Petty and Cacioppo (1981)4% ! » 4 i 3|
LR ARFIRDR S A B L - 5 ¢ o g S (central

-18 -



route) > — % i F i = (peripheral route) » ¥ &k BT G R
FHA AL E oA RS A R R A

HAEL A Lend i+ 2 L il SR 204
W F A ﬁ%%eﬁ‘(a\r@ 2-1) ¢ HTIUR R T A DR
A_F G i]LryB R he B > A X R 4
e R 0 B ELM ¢ % ik B S B 85 (Petty and
Cacioppo, 1986 ; Haugtvedt and Petty, 1992) o = r4 % i %
FHA LR a2 A R LR R A
2 .

Z]

\\\

Mdwertiseimienl

!

Mt ivation
11}
Process [nformation o
Peripheral Cus
Ves Preaent
¥
Al
5 M
Process [mlormation Yes
-‘fﬂﬁ L 3
. :
Feripheral Boule
Cenmal Route g 8
ton Adtitads Chan
Attitude Change i =

Bl 2-1 The Elaboration Likelihood Model

Tk ki ¢ R.E. Petty, J.T. Cacioppo, J.T. & Schumann, D. (1983). Cen
tral and peripheral routes to advertising effectiveness: The
moderating role of involvement. Journal of Consumer Re-

search, 10(2), 135-142.
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()7 %% #& #5 (Meaning Transfer Model)

Meaning Transfer Model(4-B&] 2-2) 2 3k 5 £ ¢ #-2
Z2 o BHIF & B ETRES R A L&
B gl £+ (McCracken, 1989) ; #112 & A ¥ Hf 4c i}
B o if‘iﬂ'%“f PR A R A PIHEY FH TR &)
PRELAR L ST A ATH & D L (Amos, Holmes, and
Strutton, 2008) > F1 & i} ¥ K m,ﬁ FR T EFRBRE B
% 5 i H g 22 (Belk, 1988) BRSNS 2 ¢ FeYE &

”ﬁ;’%'ﬁﬁ T ERT AR PROSERAALE E o
z‘?;T*,a kom0 B4 3 A% iE meaning transfer #5 4 2t

Lo BB R ST LEY R F' v e A & T
#% & Ei B &% (Walker, “Langmeyer, and Langmeyer,
1992) » # — Fiv AR PR G RS MY R

Culture Endorsement Consumption
|| objects
persons ’ celebrity calebrity ’ product product ’ consumer
context
role 1

2
II‘, Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3

Kery: * = path of meaning mavement

D = stage of meaning movement

Bl 2-2 :  Meaning Transfer Model
7ok kR ¢ G. McCracken (1989). Who is the celebrity endorsers?
cultural foundations of the endorsement process. Journal
of Consumer Research, 16(3), 310-21.

Z SRR AR N

B3R LR R S X 5 b R R



d 1953 # 5% 31 5 » <04 m%—g;&&@r% 2424 v 342
& (source credibility) & s 2718 3 A § i 82 Foenikdg o

AP EREL R L AT ARG o ded 2-2 47
7 » d & % ¢ Kelman and Hovland (1953)#r3& 4 » # 3
(trustworthiness) ~ & % (expertise) # & & #2 & (likeability) = & 45
o BHERNZ 2 iEs >R RS RER X FH 5

E"%%/iﬁﬂﬁ:“%’mk%rl*?‘m/ £$2§%{€£ﬁ1¢%}%¥,

Hemig R 2 RS G MR FERNA L AT ik
LA TV R E T AT BRI RS \%fli?‘ A
97, % 5 B R IGHEE S R R BE AR ?‘ki}iﬂﬁ;‘ 7

LB TR TR
?jﬁ'ﬁ'—;‘%%"ﬁ’- E"\;l

® 3] 1990 & Ohanian ?iﬁ ez gl 4 s
o eg@%;& Pbpo}]“:’ n[_g. F;Il-j"}l» rﬂ}%

FRFAFTAVEAFE =B LR s o
222\ RARE AT R R o

E R i E e m

1953 |KelmanandHovland | 3% ~ % %2 ¥ €42

1967 |Bowersand Phillips | ¥ % i #

1968 | Whitehead VR A RGES 2
2 ER

1969 | Berlo, Lemert, and *2(EFE EARRE R )

Mertz ?%(Eb PR EA)E S RGE

5§ %)

1972 | Applbaumand Anatol | ¥ & ~ 2 ¥ 4 B2 L

1980-81 | Simpson and Kahler WM~ AR BEZ AT
1987 | Wynn EE AR PR E AN
1990 | Ohanian EERRSIRER R

F ok %% : Ohanian(1990)
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5%

b2 RATRGREAPMATT
— N IATh %A 4

AR e A dp W f FeHE B P~ AT P EHM
BB g 4 a7 fr 24 (Cox and Rich, 1964) - & & #-3u5
b M ORE A GE * 3 (7 4047 18 a0 E_Bauer (1960) 0 H 3% J1inarh
o F WG T HOF 7L G M0 P ER - e A
FHoRETRLEERTH > LW FLIBRDPT A2
(Conchar, Zinkhan, Peters, and Olavrrieta, 2004) » I & % I &

g f o e’ % (Stone and Gronhaug, 1993)4r : ¥ 2% » H /K%
RUGBET R B ER(LG) T EAAE

-

SFE(Ewm) e

-

Z O~ RRATR Y e s
WLy TR 2 ATk AR G I S AT e A
2-3 #7151 o @ 3t 1972 & & ¢ Jacoby, and Kaplan 2 148 = %
ARFELR2BEIRF S oM FTRERAL L RELS > RGP
iﬁ SRR 'R P I A IRATEA AR R iRAE (o )R 'R
AT IR M s ST A IR G R SLATALE b YR oo
H {5 > Booker(1984)f #-&m Jacoby and Kaplan #73& d12_ 3
L 2R % oo 4e ~ 1971 & d Roselius #7#% 4 e o pE b Yk
£ LS RIRATRh Y% A it T
(= )inaop4 i+ b *%& (perceived financial risk)
FIEE SR &S BT R g Mt 8L - H
7 Rdes A~ B %"f *os R e A X 39 %T =~ A
FH o

(= )i »x(# iv ) b " (perceived performance risk)
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YRR &EH L T BTk M E s
FRITEGF N - AHIETHESFF 2 2T A ST -
el AR SR -

(= )i 72 b % (perceived physical risk)
B EEEE AR VA ?igiﬂ’%“j-%é’nﬂj@{ o
(e )i 4 12 b *% (perceived psychological risk)
FoaapEp g > T ERRY FAR T o
(I )it € b & (perceived social risk)
RE A R S
FRE OB S S &g'?@&%’&g&%fﬁ
(= )i wpF b & (perceived time rlsk)
By ARG ERT RGN L LG
TR R SRR A2 7 ‘J%T&E% TR R B AR

3

4 o
30 2-3 SmArh G b & K R K 4
b
3 (E ) Mol | # | o | 2| g | % |
2 IR I T N A < O s O O A
Cox(1967) V|V Vv
Woodside(1968) V|V |V
Roselius(1971) V | V V|V |V
Jacoby & Kaplan(1972) V| V|V |V |IV]|V
Kaplan, Szybillo & Jacoby(1974) | V | V V|V |V
Peter & Tarpey (1975) V| V|V | V| V]|V
(#4)
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% 2-3 (§)

B (E )

b G aE

£l

|

¥4

i

£

L

AY

Locander & Hermann(1979)

Dunn, Murphy & Skelly (1986)

Garner(1986)

Murray & Shlacter (1990)

< | | | < |=

Strimivasan & Ratchford (1991)

Mitchell (1992)

< | [ | <

< | | |<

Mitchell & Greatorex (1993)

Stone & Gronhang (1993)

Schiffman & Kanuk (1994)

Tan (1999)

< I < <K <

< I | | | | | <

Sweeney, Soutar & Johnson (1999)

Laroche, Bergeron & Goutaland

(2003)

Agarwal & Teas (2004)

Agueveque (2006)

Biswas, Biswas & Das (2006)

Korgaonkar & Karson (2007)

Veloutsou & Bian (2008)

Zhao, Hanmer-Lloyd, Ward &

Goode (2009)

< | | | | [<

TR kiR ¢ 4P e % (2004)
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ERNLF S 123 WL s R ES
W4 e /g%i 2F 5 Minarh &0 2 0 2@ Taylor
awMﬁm?é@#ﬂﬁﬁ’%*%ﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁ*%%%
o R MEERHFE S > Cox(1967) 1 FR I | H D
PREN T iRp e EE NGRS BREDEY G Y
R BE TR AD G EsRE MR w&;,’&fr
Rk *%; Mitra, Kaushik and Capella, (1999)# F g AR GRE
FRfs FAsE PR L - T2 R FHHR
MA@ s en il B0 MO H ghRkAeh e (Browning, Ep-
pinger, Whitney, and Deyst, 2002) % 1 &7 S4FESITH &Rk
w2 1S b b e (Sarin, Sego, and Chanvarasuth, 2003); e # "% i<
7 inArh % 2 G o1 Roselius(L971)#% L - A 2 A B

e

()3 =‘?%%ﬁ€4?%:

(Z)& PRGBS Y Eengm

GJ¢ Woerd) g R KRR T &0 RIEE R
(z)F B DAE B R o P RIS RE
G)f%?? EHCEVFIRFOPREFLLF &
()R F@HE* & T ERET 5 BT ﬁ;
(C)#E%IF sl HEIF R 2TFHF S

(MN)FCRFRE - # NFORER R

(ADEP R TP ~ 3 PRt

(DB BAR MY ERF2ZF S RFEF REDST
(L-)r M {E A8 FA P Lo

T~ ILATh R eip AT Y
AR GRS S AH ST Mo 4o 5 (Agarwal
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and Teas, 2004) ~ &% (Peter and Ryan, 1976; Mieres, Martin, and
Gutierrez, 2006) ~ 7 & @ 1% R & X /% R (Siu and Wong, 2002) -
7 125 % (Mitchell, 2001) % 48 & 82 SF304rh & chF] % 0t ¢h 2 i
ERABATR VG MPMAT YT > SN TR H R AR S
(Korgaonkar and Karson, 2007; Chang and Chen, 2008) 2 e §2 42
7 (Zhao, Hanmer-Lond, and Goode, 2009) 7 B ©

P FEFTHEPRD TR GE AR L F R )y 2 p
73 B LR M #r1 Veloutsou and Bian (2008)4% 1 & & £ ¥
R f FHEF 0 SR aniioh g3 £ £ 0 Kehand Sun
(2008) ™ & 21 ¢ BB AT B ) F R FRRPT 0 d 7 D
v it fEe PR G o X AE A R R R T
FEF ﬁ iy %‘%‘ﬁpu""—"ﬂi "éE BELR 343 FR RS My
AR L FRRERIER .

]

WP —*ﬁ,&_b AR E RN RAE S A TR S R
%i)i(Zalchkowsky, 1985, 1994) > ZH &FHIP T FHEE >
A& TFRERETH > a8ZF &5 & H» 2% (Beauty

Hr

and Smith, 1987) » & 2. B & 5 4
FRFHF OB BEARLL Y RIS D
¥ £ J F](Baltas and Doyle , 1998) » ® H g2 g A fL & ~ B 2 -
BB Mo 752 FAME Y F £ & adp B (Miquel,
Caplliure and Aldas-Manzano, 2002) - & ,ﬁ Rl R s
ThET Mo RER 48 0 STk ' 4 M (Laroche, Ber-
geron and Goutaland 2003) ; ¢t ¢k > Park and Mittal (1985)# !
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Hr~ A - 1 P % (goal-directed) 314 chie 4 > Tyl F W
*FREPROTEo S ] F Ao e £ Hr @S
PR AL WP B A D SRR R

SR ER SN
FERFROH TR EFFFEFRADIRG G LR
(Gainer, 1993) - Houston and Rothschild (1978)4% &} #F » eh= &
BRs C OB N % »~ (situational involvement) ~ 3 A 1~
(enduring involvement) 2 ~ J& ;% #% » (response involvement) - m
Zaichkowsky (1986) R ikt % =~ 2 B & » ~ 3 &~ 2 p
E%%’ﬁééﬁﬁ&%9~ﬁ§%?£%&%@{ﬁ%ig
B A e Bl pe= TR B ~ 42 (Bloch and RIi-
chins, 1983) -

S RHERFEH MY
hiEd R A ?LF‘J%“ YRR AR F Y RERR 2

Pk NE R BRI R HEROH MR L F P HA LD

4 4 s 4% % (Laczniak and Muehling, 1993); % %% W » i)

FEA TR B EE & H#P &0 (Chebat and
Picard, 1985);% # » 2 i § fRE € " HHENR LN F 0 A
AR —"ﬁ wEE- R R 2L P % (Pelsmacker, Geuens, and
Anckaert, 2002); % $3 § # MH > & B B 4
(e AR S 23 )R 2 mi‘h > Hf e B Rk F o L ok
(Korgaonkar and Moschis, 1982) -

iz Laurent and Kapferer (1985)# 21:p| € # » #2. B 1% 3
e £ B &R % ~_ﬁ3é@\'f§]'ﬁ:'frﬂ{%§f}£ B oo M
Zaichkowsky(1986) = # 11 ¢ 35 B A ~ B &% 5 = F| 7 iy
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Fl e g 2 @ L) RIS dgav A F’% (Richins and Bloch,

1991) » Rt HEF HZFH R E 0§ F RS R
J‘r';}‘\ ?‘;7% o
FIE ORE AT AEF R G TR
vk A2 M

ke

K=V —\‘?}E% ) )3}2_‘.;‘,13«-; /\?Hﬁ%‘?%‘%@%i?ﬂ'ﬁ :

i

FPREEONT A BEFRIL o 4G ﬁ%&;g@
f,,&
4

A

He i & o 4 (McCracken, 1989) » i % 2 K€% b m A4
% #L3z % (Chiou, Huang,-and: Chuang, 2005) N S B
(EAC S R i Rl e e R e, $QWEﬁWH£
gt 2 S R ARG R TR

Oshikawa (1969)# 15 2 v & i) 3/ # % < > R P A enif 7

P
Lﬁ’uﬁ%dpiwA%Wmmﬁ%ﬁ’%%%%:&%%%
A2 - B R ARER LT & TUR L R A g
P (R R RE LA R )RR R H L A
RATAR > I AR A RS ARERRY T ERE oA A

3L A9

Pfﬁ%mﬁ&%mmﬁ SRR IS B e AR L
M R P PARAR B 3 4 YRS (Oliver, 1997; Soutar and Sweeney,
2003) ; TR 'R 0 F A B ORI AR 0 F 2o R %R
R ,ﬂ f g (%2 R ENE ol =t I 751% =, ’l«-‘ A bti'r:ﬁ BN 100 WL I
LFHWTAAALZREBART? F R A RX TP
=4 ,%4 /Aq—‘/\x;tar‘gn,,?ufr&uﬁ 3 %%T,{?'}F}}lﬁﬁif;ﬁj

3
RATAR e LA BRI LAY R F A RDETATRA L

-28 -



?’ g%’r’ﬁ; }J 2 ;’]:]z m?ial‘ p‘\k'ﬁ—"% % ’ 15 ﬂ\{ﬁz‘ B - ﬂ-r}% o

>
4}
-\

SN p?ﬁﬁd;—;—&ﬁ?jﬁ U &

B R =S
SRR S

iR

W g KooV enfE T g E R PR £ 9k (Han and
Shavitt, 1994) » 4rfx % R RirEX WV RER £ > & TV R R &
€ v g R 4 (Choi and Miracle, 2004) » & #37# kK £ W= F i
25% 1} 4 38 * ¢ 4 % 7% (Choi and Rifon, 2007) > @ p & #r3 iT-
SR AR LA WMERIEES L2 ko HE L HERS
FTRAARR e

P AAREI RS ARG A AE 2 ES
R Y Y R 0 BOE R TR MR R B AL &R AT

AE PR RO FRERDAERLY N A R RBARF
P B o FER RGO EE > 50 21 & Cho,
Lee and Kim(2005)F 3 & Sl 2 R LA 5 3 A g 4 < F
Pip e e i kRt A BRSLA T RS A
SHEVEIFRA A KT TES o d BAP i d KR md %;{_
MAE i AR BRATMBTY Ty AL R Ay
Kk r o g % égg .
rﬁh%iﬁﬁ TR Fo 7 Adpireay 3 o415 48
itk & YR~ 24P 1 enE E R Fwﬂ oo bt 1B S
BETYRSHILE liugf%r 2.5 RAFAS ~(8 kA 56% -~ Er
B4 11%Z% £+ 33%)(4ha24% > 2006) 0 @ o4 fEEH B 5 E ik
Hofsted(1988) 1] f> i+ i Bk 57 » & R 4 BB~ 3 Fx Teh
RF~BALAIXRZIHIRYF LR FHwh 4ok 2-3 9757 o
i TES pEH ) B 5 0 AR RN A5 RF

éﬂ\h& “'E 1\«
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YRR IFAEE B IR RIS R A ARES BT R

AAE R B R TRBALE ARREMES
A E R EREY s TTHAE 260 B ke HTAF AR
BT SREMERZPFHTLP o 20 T2 ma 2w | PN RR
BRELB KHITARFFTREBDERERS > RERL 2R o

1244 ARES KF LTRRS I ER

4 e AR TR | A RE TR
R R
hd | b= | bl |t | hdke | b= | B | b=
o 58 |29-30| 17 44 45 |32-33| 69 26
5 Ra | 104 1 26 30 50 |25-26| 36 46

7ok kR - Hofstede, Geert (1988)

J  Hofsted(1988) a3 A 45 % Bk 4 2 B k& L
a5 }PL;]‘?\”\’IL}%]\]I "17"7}3’}}1_&_—\ m,_},__)ﬁi’; :
AT AERRATR e AR SR ATR

- H R

Eﬂm F_&
34
=
s

0 fm
F_k
==
g
’I,.
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