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Abstract

These recent years, both profit and non-profit organizations regard innovations
as the key to boosting competition. Therefore, in the daily dramatically commercial
environments created by companies, innovation can lead companies to the top of their
respective industries. In the flat tablet pc, the Apple iPad has better sales than all other
brands. This means that iPad as the same kind of innovative product has great
advantages because of the high quality and efficiency off the Apple Company and it is
Apple store. This stores can provide new.concepts of service innovation to it is
customers.

This research is on the customer orientation, the innovations of service, the value
of service to affect customers’ satisfaction, and nowadays the hot iPad group users as
a study target. The method PLS is used to analyze the cause and effect for aspects.
This study finds that customer orientation affects the value of service and customers’
satisfaction. The innovations in service affect the value of service and the satisfaction
of customers. The value of customers will affect the value of service.

This study shows that for a company, the more customers’ recognition for value
is if the higher the degree of customer orientation is. The higher the degree of service
innovations is; the more the customers’ recognition for service value and satisfaction
iS. The higher the customers’ recognition for service value is; the more the satisfaction
is. This research suggests that if customers can’t be attracted in consumers’ markets,
the customer orientation and the innovations of service won’t be avoided. Enterprising
organizations should always pay attention to customers’ needs and in the proper time,

offer suitable need for products and service.
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O AR AR B2 AR £ % & & - Cronin & Brady(2001)

SRR S EAR AL R ARE o Bl AR d T R

%

Hy: 2P g 2 HBEZRL AT o B E
I CRIBBELAEERL ARG
Heskettetal. (1994) 2475 @ R £ NP L fcfliB L &8 kp AR E L B A -
AREENLPARRZIFLRLANERETL A F ool > AL RLAR
P PR AR £ PRAR W (B 08458 o Slater & Narver(1995)77 5 # 3L » AR % 5
S P EEREM L DR G R R E BT OR SRS T AR RL A
Flgbt o AT R RA L E e ELEFAHNT Y A e ( LA F DR
B ek A o Sweeney et al. (1997)f2 fPRAx B 2 % & B 2 FFh

B BRAEER L R AT AP REST Y > TRAIRBEEHTHEERLR
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7

L
v

i PR B

V

Pt PR AR

v

T~

-

A&
v

APH W

AR

Bl 3. 1 Sweeney. Soutar & Johnson(1997) i & -3¢

P AP T ERK

Hs @ Bg £ cnee PRI BB BB I ARG & w
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BRRATE B4 B nfe RS AT 0 AT L IPad T A R 5 bl IR

BT AR R EFEARAT XL MM AALE

REEEw

Customer Orientation

PRAE T

Service Value Customer

PRI T
Service Innovation

F13.2 ~55 5 % HH

o+
¥
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32 F3Xkiamyz %

3217 %

AFTE P R & MR iPad & g RTE I B B ¥ & HiPad st
FATERIE R E 0 R A R R o AR B iPad A & "F’E‘Z;'E.;‘éﬁﬁzkpi‘
W2 R P FREELAS FE o AL REHRPN LB R FEE AR
R AP iPadAp B gEE c BBS 3 E 0 B MK Ly Y v i
MEBE SRR AR > R iPad e A BRI R IR Y
- BN § iRt AR ELF:QK/PJF] BF Lo arsRI PR K o FAB

Wnp Rl R A LR R RS E
322K &P G

P LRI B LS B o F - A F 2% s P (Likertscale)s * BB A X
FETiPad hEE Fe  JRARAIAT IR ELFERA R IR X o KB F D30
AASPEZRANTHR > ES PR B o F o FF S0 f#iPad @

B A AT P .
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323 AEL ¥ (T T &K

AP HREE 2 FENLRTL TREERG EFH DDA SR L
BREE R RA e RN B TIER G Pad SAEE E e hA & 0T IERR G
Apple % iPad 4% PRS- & T (E e K TG G Apple % iPad 4% & PR AR 7 T
g e T ERG Apple 2 P 5 ¥ AR § F hF KT IG5 Apple & iPad
FRETPRIERIBEE S B R OMMRGTE 0 %G F F O R L ¥ iPad o0
% 0 B 38 ik ¥ Saxe & Weitz(1982) £+ Narver & Slater(1990) % 4p B ~ zf;‘u?i’ rETF
LHEFpBeea o S0 FIFELREBFRRENT L 3147

L3 IR R PR RE R

e | FIFA A ] CERd &
’;?f REERG £ ¥4ad | G35 Pad 2 E E o TR & Saxe & Weitz
% A R PRIE AL | B i Apple & iPad 3 = apRix | (1982) ;
WREE Z Radpd) | £ T EhE R Narver & Slater
23] 2% Apple 7 iPad #% =R 7% | (1990)

#rng i

Bini Apple = 2 5% iy

3% g

Ei s Apple fiPad * 4% &R

A IREE S RA D

AL kR ¢ Saxe & Weitz(1982)% Narver & Slater(1990)
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3.2.4 PRIF|FTH (T T &K

MG RIRTAIATZ B TR AR G TAE R T £ E TR et BRTEL

BlFTac 4 o s HFE R I8 4% 7 Grawe.et al.(2009)si=8 & £ - 1T B3 s Apple

A EALIRIFAIFT T4 AP b A & T B G Apple 7 %rendi ) 3Te0PR A% o
kb 7 T e # gt o Apple e iPad b oepRAR Y H o TR R gk endE

TECRE k> [E3n i Apple % iPad 3 #en- % 5| PRF%(App store, iTunes, iCloud
2)LPH 6 R en T B iPad b HURTS o $HE KR AT, ¥ 54TA
R o R A F T R R Apple e ARIATR G N B B REACT £
3.2 #751 o

#13. 2RI HIATHR (F3 R A2 R

A IE LR g R 232
PRI REE ¥z 4% | [E3nh Appledp§ £ARPRIZAIFT » ¥ %t | Grawe.et
7%

Bl | siimeme 5 | 4 adn b AR al.(2009)

2 f|RTRe 0 | [ h Apple # $rendn ) ATePR R 0k

L )

Fod @ gt > Apple e iPad b PR R

TR P Kk e

BRE k0 [Bin s Apple fiPad 3%
eh— % 7| IR F+(App store, iTunes, iCloud

£)LPH 6 R

s iPad F epRFE o G kBT T

AL kR ¢ Grawe.et al.(2009)
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3.2.5 JRIFH EH A TR

AT RIRARY B R TR TR R £ F R i ERAR 0 SRIRIEATR

7 Brady & Cronin (2001) 43| & % > T 4277 27 %

TOPRAR E 0 T 5T

b iPad + % - pRAAE LY 5 % e T AR R

]¢7J:’

P HE e 2 TEE Apple &

iPad F PR32 Z R T S R L B2 T B4 1T & iPad + Apple 3 i54p § 43 IR

T TR R iPad #HIEAG FTeten, B ARG 0 F %0 R RIE H Apple
f iPad F 3k foede BIRAFRLAIRAE G B 0 TAE R BT LT £ 330

% 3.3 PRAij EH T AL R

\\\Xr

Ha | i TR R R 4o

L E R et | G305 Apple % iPad F 3% &R | Brady &

IFE LR G en Cronin

—~

PR SRR

(Eleed 4‘;‘ 7‘%

A @®iPad F PRI T & - % | (2001)

P2 B iR

A ¥ B4 iPad ' Apple 3 4p &

W PR AR

FERY %30 iPad $HIE 24 §Te4en

F AL %k : Brady & Cronin (2001)
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326 EERAARF T TR

2 Oliver(1997)sras@ sk & 074 5 A > Bk v A e i 25 TAEE & iPad F 18
FA PR AT IR S AR |1 R 6 AR AF R FME B
P % jPad B Ak R ST @7 iPad 5 PRFRARERL T EHEERRTET

Badprt o A4t iPad vt R R~ T Apple feiPad ¢ 3 B EPRFE - 2 G LT E
L, 5 4%5FE  Hop F4oT & 34497 o

L 3AMERLRBTRIALFE

o | i1 TE G RAMIST R
FEE fiPad F i % e ¢ iPad ¢ Ak R Oliver

Fir— kA4 EPRFE | % * iPad F HPRFER A OB R (1997)

R g B I
=y

% AL B R T A A

iPad +* #.% &

Apple & iPad } 3% =Rz > &2

. 200 4 3y
,‘\Lmﬂ\}gi/ P/)’pzv:f—

TR kR - Oliver (1997)
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3.3 TR

AP KRR R AL BN F 0 U e R R R R AT
-}—”;ﬁ?“}—’f{ﬂﬁnﬁﬁﬁﬁ » {4 12 SPSS 19 % -~SmartPLS 2.0 M3 2 2 LISREL
8.8 Rz BN EAGM BT TR A SYTHP NIEFRF AT BT
BN EREFT L BN F 0 BHEA b 2472 0 o PRmin R A 4T B S
PR EHEP AT

-~ fxiE s 42 45 (Descriptive Statistics)

A AT U REIE R aE A TR BT R F AKRDTR AP
w%ﬁﬁfﬂﬁ%ﬁwﬁuﬁﬁAFﬁ;%ﬁ:+0*»@ﬂ?%m%*?ﬁﬁw’
$-ik P R AL 0 IR et BB TF & & e 4 (frequency distribution table) > i 4e » | A 1t e
oo E R A2 MR A ) 0 Xk KRB R AT A A
= ~ i & & +7 (Reliability Analysis)

TR AR AR LT B A TR L e BR
AR ZF s ap 3 HE5 - RiEo

R % i % 11" Cronbach’s a | x #ic % 7 & % % ; Nunnally & Bernstein (1994)
WL Fa GEMAY035 B R RIEFRE Y 5 432050~070 FEAY
TEXY EREF070 2 s P E R - Shook.et al. (2004)3#% 1 i
BRILEE 5 BRfcE & <007 #700 AT % #-12 Cronbach’s o (48 (7 2 &
A MR EHS T ETRA P P - RS AR 7 973 E 4 Cronbach’s o %
B BT R A070 58 % REE o Cronbach’sa E4%+ > Br %82 B

EREROpHM e - R4 F -

ook B w R R e g 2 & (Composite Reliability - CR) » iz #ic @ #-2 4 + #5

T ek BIg st ke i o Fornell & Larcker (1981) £ Bagozzi & Vi (1988) 2 | * 44

(2004)3Rez sk e & G R B2 & <30 060 4 &7 & F 4o TR E N A B
24



Ry - LR EHL R -
= ~ sk & #7 (Validity Analysis)
» & (Validity) ¥ £_& rg it (Accuracy) » rip B 5 £ & #7ac Rl 4 g0 <RI E % o

4 T}“J‘: FIATFREDRINAELECEAF o ¥ RY TR F P FRA
(Content Validity) 22 2= 4 »< & (Construct Validity) » 4 %]Zp 4o
(m) PF >eREdpRl B Benigrdd > #RIZ1IE AR ER @ EFAT LK
SHER ek R E I E SR LN N AT AR BIE G K Agehp oA o
(=) 2HrcR Lappl 1 8w Rl B T2 R e & & B T endz i

fe ac»z & (Convergent Validity) : % 57 5 & #98 “Rl £ ¢ 5 - & Pip B RR -
L w4 74 B2 T35 % R ¥ (average variance extracted ; AVE) 2 7p 3+ 0.5
THERA S F Uy icaorck (Fornell & Larcker - 1981) e TR TEEI T AT
RIBHEZ FIZ il 28980 (f e~ 05) Fis & £ j2apak ik £
(Nunnally,1978) -

z ~ F1% & 47 (Factory Analysis)

FI* FlE L2357 R FRATHFEEPREEF RE LA Fhns o R
AR AR B e £ 2 i e B a2 2 (Principal Component Analysis) 3 B~
£ I 1% (Common Factor) » i 12 8 % i $ih(Orthogonal Rotation) ¥ &% + % B #cig
#ih;2 (Varimax)ig (7 & #h o iz 5 Kaiser (1974) =7 MSA(measure of sampling adequacy)
I B 4 i B (eigen value) < 3+ 1 sh %)% » #4345 Nunnally (1978):2 34 #55~ 7 %
g j= & (factor loading) 2. & %18 ~ ** 0.5 endg#c > -] >+ 0.5 en¥] 2 P4 J‘HM“% o AR
T FIZATRE A 2L ES S RBAIRTRIBFE B ERIAR 0 R
0B AR SRR Bt DA R FF o MRS R g e R o e AL R iR

R TSNS b
I~ BH2 AR (SEM) & i e A 4 1R

> 423 (Structural Equation Modeling) 7 Joreskog(1971)#% i LISREL &%
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ARl (8 0 BE T FlFAIERE AP S < Hisa § 2 o SEM A 4§ ik
RESHEF TR La- BRAR SR RED= M % -

AR Ap R ARBERIL G AT A4 o HETIE G B A 2 B - RfEen
2R o FREErT(2004) 4 3 e+ 2 R EHRIEH BN o o B> T RIS BRI
Foo~ AU 2 REFBERER A RE T REZHRPT LA A FE e
BAl > PR m R ERATF 2 5 2RI RAEEF ARG
< pE o x2 f_g%_‘é?}—\ ’ 4 ’T}q‘mr' 2b S ficlic p ,ﬁ , B’,*‘”K# B B ﬁ*_‘m]mq.%)j;l,ﬁ
Poa g BERBRAUZERT Fav i F*J]‘ﬁ R s x2E K AE B F R
AP TR AR S S ﬁ.‘»ﬁ <o R ARG G O RB TR UL 0 e
B H Tk - R MEHERA S MEFRAHRERA: 25 X
B3t FAptR L EFLP 4T (e rc 0 2004 5 § >4 0 2006) :

(-) & $higpen

GHPRPAY KD DR RHFHLT NIRRT L SEELS MR
Lepfe R 0 K * dp iR AR S ( 5 2ldf) ~ GFI( % £} fiz 45 1% > Goodness of
Fit)>SRMR(# % i+ 35 §37¢ £ »standardized root mean square residual) 22 RMSEA(:T
i 3%-4£ #3742 > root mean square error of approximation) » 4 i 4
1+ pd Az & (y2df)

datd 3 ERFEAL ) PFFREE L RS EE D B HIFTH
W i TSR R 0 B A S HCAAF R B0 - Bagozzi & Vi (1988) i
+ A d B2 B AZE 3 SRS B OEAR] B A R AR L o
2. i fie & 4p 1% (Goodness of Fit)

GFIl dp iR p Bk 3] 7 R L2 TR an & i & % 8 et 5] - GFI 2
A2 03 12 7> GFl cnfEA%d3iT 1> 270 BRER 7 VERRE T RO R £4%
S HOR e il RARTE 0 G * OSRP HCR) 2 4 - Hairetal. (2006) 3u % GFI & 4

it 1 g4 GFI 4 0.8 14t A7 2 WAl R M e il & 2 % (Bagozzi &
26



Yi,1988) -
3. A E i ehpeif B dp 1k (Adjustment Goodness of Fit Index, AGFI)

BE S Ofe i R AL J R4 GRIE e 5 ¢ AGFIE 78 Ho3l fe i
Boih- fhdp e ¥ Bt en S licliop A% S 0 AGFI B € AR X HOA ehfie i RARE >
%X A4 fe B B - Bagozzi & Yi(1988) i AGFI 0.8+ o Pt ) A A
fei & 4 45
4. 7 £ 35> §3 (Root Mean square Residual, RMR)

RMR 5 feig A £ %2 & T o2 T340 8 BorERIT 22 E2E
RMR EA%4%:7> % - B & B3] fe g R 4% 1E > Bagozzi & Yi(1988):% % H &%) »
0.05 -

5. i7inT=E L T > 42 (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA)

PHAp R 5 v RS B A o it e L BE 0 RMSEA 2 cim E 3 g2 0.05 & o7
WHBGET R o W #ptim5 T 2 4F s fe(good fit) ;> 0.05 #) 0.08 2. fF ¥ )2
AL A AT 7 & e fie(fair fit) ;> 0.08 3] 0.10 2. A¥ pJE_ T ¥ i@ :§ A= (mediocre fit) | »
<3010 %7 Lagpe(E » 2006) °
(=) Hmipen

HWEFHRAEP DRI * - Bt R PS £ R R PR RE R eI it
Foo Rl E B fRritt FandR R 0 @ 45 R e 4 1R (Normed Fit Index, NFI)
10 1 fie i & 4p 15(Relative Fit Index, RFI) ~ 1+ $2 fie i 45 15 (Comparative Fit Index, CFI)
AR i 1L
1. %%pjaiﬁﬁ % (Normed Fit Index, NFI)

NFI & 3 & % ke gm@ o fi030 & R SUHCSS 2 s AR A AU OB ) & b =
At 3 L8 > 3 & %O P WA m m A e A2k o NFI /3 0 1) 1
YRR BRE B A ] R BoNFI AR T 1 BT Bk B3 cpe i RARE

WF 2 0.9 & 7 BN fea BV % a0 f(Bentler & Bonett,1980) o
27



2. ip¥pe Rtk

d NFI #7424 > % RFI &+ 3% 0.9 4 71 #5538 i fie i - (Bentler & Bonnett - 1980;
Hair et al., 2006) -

3. v i feif 35 ¥ (Comparative Fit Index, CFI)

Pt BRI R TP L RN G A L B R A0 09 %
WA 2 e E R o
(=) Hoepeig &

HHEFR DD PAIERIEARE I AR 2 7 PNFI(H o054 fedp
1% > Parsimonious Normed Fit Index) £ PGFI(f »= % |+ if fe4p % - Parsimonious
Goodness of Fit Index)® = 45 1% » = 353 P4 38 05 1M 5 HOA cde SR8 o
1. f§ =44 peif 4p 1% (Parsimonious Normed Fit Index, PNFI)

PNFI @455 - B p 8 B orit @ 3|2 fd cope i 28 > 5 % B3I Has
PHAFEMAR AR AR A FAd Bl 3 v 13 FHRCEPNFI &
% 0.06~0.09 L BIRIAR G 3 R OL R 5 e 57 RGN R - &
r2 PNFI &+ >+ 0.5 5 #5538 i #6277 ¢hif 2% (Hu & Bentler, 1999) -

2. Wi s K dp & (Parsimonious Goodness of Fit, PGFI)

PGFI _James et al.(1982)#+#& 1 » % GFI i fi»crt & > @ 4+ 05 12

A% 1 B o 138 A% i3 (Hair et al., 2006) -

1 fedp R RF T £ 35
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% 3.5 Ripth g

feif A 4a i e MALEL
& Hpeagip ik T4+ @& (Normed y 2 ~ x 2/df) <3 Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
feig & 4p % (GFI) >0.8 | Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
A1 chpe i B 47 B (AGFI) >0.8 | Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
A Z %24 (RMR) <0.05 | Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
T a4 > 13(RMSEA) <0.08 | Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
5 18 e i 4 R i 47 (NFI) >0.9 | Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
1o ¥ if & 4p 1% (RFI) >0.9 | Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
v e s 4 1% (CFI) >0.9 | Mcdonald & Marsh(1990)
i e if 4 1% i »e R 4§ e 1 4p 1(PNFI) >0.5 | Hu & Bentler(1999)
# i & Rdp % (PGFI) >0.5 | Hair et al.(2006)

FHkR AR

s ]

= ;2 (Partial Least Square)

ITE K PLS £ % Pﬁéﬁiﬁlﬂf'ﬁﬁ?}% EEAL 0 B A e crFT AT 0 T

EBALAR AT 01T T Rl B e PLS S8 R - ksl fi G AR5 P

GRS RS TR A3 Ut STV ER YAl RN N TN P

RM G o R PLS AL MM W o @A TR A LA A

AT B EAPTE T R A AT TR NP A BB Eak A b

SARBEE Y B EAR(ERE 5 0 2011) » T & 3.6 #-EFIZ PLS ¥ SEM e B o
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% 3.6 SEM # PLS thi & £ 1 fi

PLS SEM
B A B A FE AT
iR 2 iR 2 REFEL £ RIEFEL
R PR £ i BRK FAK R
ATk L SRS S RS
& 3tenp i TP f 2 T ke
B e ac 7% EHEGE S 3 o RS AR AT

B2 B AR HEE R T PR NIRRT
FAgRE FANEY A (f§ E 550 200 12 o AR5 400 14 )
e g o B v EERE AR P

TR kR 1 ERE 52(2011) » % PLS 8+ SEM

PLS ¥ — i iB8L > § >0 PLS thi & 42/ 45 wp|§ e @17 MK
EXF BB A S A BRERF - ITh] T3 wEa o Ft T RS i)
(#4030 2 50 %) > » 704 % PLS % f 3 ip) £ #5508 B4 405% > 297 SEM &+
P e Bl o d RS A T AT F R > L P g HPLS & F oL g

o fZ WA etk B 0 142 ¢ 43S & 7 (Baron & Kanny, 1986) o # % o 4ok B3¢ 3

£

AGFHOPLS S sl E® I ITH ETF(A”(en & West, 1991) {8 31| 3 )@

(Wilson, 2010) » + 12 #.8_PLS iggh2 - -
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yrg FTHLH

AF kPR R T oA R foeni VR E FR > * SPSS for Windows 19.0
% SmartPLS 2.0 M3 %<2 2 Lisrel 8.8 % sezt £ il o 471 £ enFplie (7 & fd
AT R R REL Y o 5T R BERATEHERA S s TRE R
AT R R AR o B - & LR A m R IR R B AGE A A 4
FoHREGR S RRAITEFIE AT 0 2 BRI SEM B 2t st % o

A rr}:'ﬁ oy [E8 e ke

4.1 # > ¥ e gait (1A 37

AETHARIOLE 40 14 p B R B R L g N e
BAR > AT A R R LR Y BA I8 F iPad fIATA Senit v 0 b 148
PREY 130T E A R EhE R S hisifeh s 7 13500 F %K E > B
v & £_91.2% -

A B¢ S G T} 88 4 bl b % 652060 L HE 47 4 it 55 34.8% o
EdS G oo fofriPad R KESL 55 21-30 & 0 H60% - kY LS

£ 5 {£51.9% > HeAs454eT £ 410
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1413 AR AT

3 2otk k #i(N=135)

AA TR e [
o ; 88 65.2
B a7 34.8
o 20 gt 30 22.2
21~30 f& 81 60.0
31~40 f - -
41~50 #% {0 e
S 3 2.2
en e 1 0.7
5o o8 26 19.3
- 70 51.9
B 33 28.1
R P 63 46.7
R R 19 14.1
2 2 215
il 12 8.9
5 7 5.2
- 1 0.7
I A 3.0
wir o 110 815
iPad * 2 =
g | A 65 ®d
. . 70 51.9
FTHRER: 2P ER
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BEERFE S G FEE e ¢ 0 Todk g A T AL E Apple 2 &
il S T T $  (3.86)5 BB 0 H=x & T A4 @ Apple chiPad S &
w A 5 (3.83) 0 i T AAF T Apple & iPad 4% B PR & T A e o ((3.63) -
JRARRIATHE G ¢ 0 T 30gcE g chA T AT Apple 4 § £ ARPRARAIAT 0 T e B
M A S (409)5 kB o =0 AT Apple 3 #endt I ATERRY 0 K8 ) F
(4.05) » B X E_ T EERE kI > AT Apple o iPad ¢ 3% B eh— k7| PRFA(App Store,
iTunes, iCloud )| A7z & A2t 2 @ g e (3.98) < PR Efe e @ » T i5dk
B end T 18 Apple & iPad F & B apREE2EF 5 % oh, 393) 5 &3 0 H =%
F_ T8 Apple A iPad F 4% #4p § ¥ epR7% | (3.91) » & & [ A 4F 17 Apple &
iPad t cfRIAF & =S B RGBE (345) c BEEMRE RfES ¢ 0 Todk g o
BT B W T 7 et o A% iPad v % R | (408) 5 g H=x B Mg

iPad 2 % 7 ) (3.98)» B & T Apple 7 iPad F 3% B empR iz » &2 A el 3 02 4
i

iF 4, (3.70) -

d P RAT kg EEE S 5 ’A/EJFFM; Apple 2> 7 5% A&
W F H A Fo Pini iPad HAEE oA & o JRIFEIZT 60 X P|K 4 3% Apple
NP EARRIFRIAT ) L € A BT AL RTOA SRR AT B c RIFRES & o

SRIHs Apple = @ e iPad P R B HIRIFEARF D G c BEEBTLART G o
SRlE R R W R o iPad EddEen s P iPad e PREEFRRL o He

fres

R A 4eT £ 4.2
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% 4.2 % ’f#m ReoE 2o A& Tt
o R 3% Tiog | 8L
BEE P | COL: 24 @ Apple chiPad F i % #» chd 5 3.83 1.07
CO2 : s 4 17 Apple % iPad 4% & R G% & F g 3.63 1.05
CO3 : A ¥ 17 Apple i iPad 3% & PR 737 $7enf & 3.78 0.98
CO4: £ 47 Apple 2 7 554 b if § % 7 & 3.86 1.05
CO5 : &4 17 Apple % iPad + 3 B pRiFE_ AR E 5 Bd b 3.69 1.09
JRAFAIET | SI1: A 17 Apple 4p & FALIRIEAIST » 54 AP M A 5 4.09 1.00
SI2 : Apple 7 #5nda ) AT apR AR KiE B0 B 4.05 1.00
SI3: e & Fig vt > 2V Apple fiPad F PRz H 8 B | 4.04 1.03
L RS g 3
SI4: gl Jezis & 17 Apple % iPad * 4 - i 5 JRFR(App | 3.98 0.99
store, iTunes, iCloud % )eng| 7747 & & g3 H s g en
SIS @ A F 17 iPad } epRGx o R Xaumi’jfrﬁm 4.02 0.96
PRARH B | SV A4 2 Apple 4 iPad } & B eRAE A F § ¢ 0 3.93 0.90
SV2: A% Apple & iPad * epR7FZ & i 5 R B 2 3.45 1.21
SV3: s 17 Apple t iPad t 3% 40§ 45 chpRAR 3.91 0.88
SV4 : #eal ki > Apple % iPad * 4% B erpRis A 85 Flev e | 3.88 0.96
FEESAAE | CS1: i * iPad A% & 3.98 0.93
CS2: i * iPad F epRix1é 2 {3k & 3.84 0.94
CS3: & 8 i o T 4% % %t vt » A% iPad v F% 2 4.08 0.95
CS4 : Apple e iPad F #% - e pRF%: » B2 F 5 T L 3.70 1.04
TR KR Ay R
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42 G RAVFERR A

(- )JKMO i&

BORE AP S B S M IR AT R AT o M Y - g
i * KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin){- Bartlett’s = 7] # =k 2 € 8_F @] F &~ 47 ©
Kaiser(1974)# &1 7 KMO 3 & i fe & 2 2 8 Rl4e™ £ 4.3

% 4.3 KMO & 2] % & f|

0~0.5 0.5~0.59 0.6~0.69 0.7~0.79 0.8~1.0

ERGE =Y =y Spen L gy vOR LAF e

TR kR - Kaiser(1974)

AT HRAOKMO B 5 0944 Flt A T E AT R A 47 o FIR40T £

44:

% 4.4 KMO ¥ Bartlett % 2] %_
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin P~k if 7 {4+ & #ic 0.94
Bartlett =k 4] #& ©_ T+ = & fie 2057.61
pd R 153
e 0.000

FA KR 2] ER

(Z)BRA ¥
ERAFIPIEN EHS - RESEILE > B # Y P RARE L

Cronbach’s o e > * kfF® b - & T L3 P F 2 - 3% o Nunnally(1978):& &

PERARBREAEOT b AR RALIIP - R AR AT S E

RATRIE T S - LA AR -
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e L4 & % &R 2 Cronbacha & % £ 77 - 45 i # SPSS19.0 3+ % ~ 47t » %
% &7 0 L e chCronbach’s o i 4 W 5 AR E o2 090 pRF%£]57H_0.88 ~ PR
AR E 07T EAEREL AL090 4 bt iFrh b e it Wik 07 s
B AR LS TG EE PR FHERR 45 957 .

4. 4.5 R A7

Cronbach’s Alpha &
REE Erw 0.90
PRAX B RT 0.88
PRAR T B 0.77
BEE B RA 0.90

THRRR T Ay ER

(2 )x R A 7

PR AT A RFEFEZRFRALTREDL R EIFT TR PIEN A EHN D
AR o REHNSFE AT - BER - AFEN S NAALT NG s RIE
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Bagozzi & Yi(1988):% = &4 T 5 = Bdg i ¥ @ * hdp ik ke T ook o
Howl Lot Bw I p g & (Individual Item Reliability) ~ A % & & A
(Composite Reliability, CR)¥= /& % % #icen-T 35% £ 34 B~ & (Average Variance
Extracted » AVE) - %= B %38 P enfZ B B+ 3t 05 AR E R <3 08 &
Bt RPANT IR R NIE A 05 U > TEAFEFTHRIL G kaonk
(Bagozzi & Yi,1988 ; Hair et al., 2006) -
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CO2 0.86 37.0
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SI2 0.79 20.6
SI3 0.76 1348
Sl4 0.82 345
SI5 0.84 32.8
PRI & | SVL 0.85 39.8| 088 0.66
S\v2 029 2.09
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Boow BRI T PRI i £ 2 F1 R JF f 2 (Factor Loadings) /& < *+ 0.707 -
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% 4.7 2 &% R(CR)

Composite reliability
REE o 0.93
PRI £ T 0.90
PRA% T T 0.88
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A BH LR THOREREEART o B A T BB ARR caer R 0 Hair
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4 4.8 T 305 B b B~ F (AVE)
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SRk g S

40

PEgEEES

=0.97 ~ RFI

d T % 410 ¥ &

=0.96 ~

B Ay




F 4,10 A7 3 B REREAE fedp RS %

i e B 4 1R g B%xE  LFUE
SHEmEAERHE DR F S EQ <3 2.28 i B
i fie B 4p 1%(GFI) >0.8 0.87 i
K5 i e B 4p - (AGFI) >0.8 0.80 i i
7 £ T = $2(RMR) <0.05 0.042 i
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A eBRK U] 0 TR B o ¢ 17 3 iR 5 f# (biased solution)(Lohmoller,
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