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ABSTRACT
This paper explores the influences of media information, search cost, brand image

and consumer attitude on authorization intention mainly by linear structural equation

model (SEM). The research targets are the potential consumers in Kaohsiung City of
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Taiwan as the targets. A total of 660 questionnaires were released and 305 valid
questionnaires were retrieved. The effective response rate is 46.21%. The study shows
that media information and search cost have significant effects on authorization intention
and such effects are through mediating mechanisms. The effects of media information to
authorization intention go via two paths. Media information affects authorization
intention via brand image and attitudes of consumers. Media information also affects
authorization intention via attitudes of consumers alone. However, brand image only
affects authorization intention via consumers’ attitudes. Search cost can affect

authorization intention.
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B FHUELE 5 [N T T e I Bartlett 5745 & (Bartlett’s sphericity test) » KMO
TR I 148 L (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling) A i B 5 v
Y (KMO=0.843 5 Bartlett SRE ] £:=754.172> FIF 7% =10 2 1£=0.001 ) -
sy A (KMO=0.813 : Bartlett SR =1408.595 » [ I[117% =10 » ¥ {£=0.001) -
[P 4 (KMO=0.953 : Bartlett SRE[HH ¢=7434.099 F111% =210 B 1£=0.001- ) -
A HEE (KMO=0.879 ; Bartlett ZR%| 4 2=2180.897 » [I [l1/§ =28 » ZAF [%=0.001- )
W F FHUE (KMO=0.774 ; Bartlett SR =1164.849 » [ Il =3 » 2 1£=0.001) »
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁwéﬁﬁ°ﬁﬁﬁjW@Bﬁﬁﬂﬂwg%W%’§WW@Wﬂvﬁ%
B Ceigon values) 155 [+ 11 - » i P B
t]LlEl—kf’\OS T F[m%rj’ﬁdi ;B L gérr’;&"]:ﬁ/l?dil_[”@ F[f 057 ” i ¢

l?

?f&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁwm‘ﬁwﬁ’iﬁ
RERBEI L 66.76% o {5 £ o MIRR [
BN

BED TR o PPk R AR
1§ % 0.396 V;fz%?ﬂgllg_ ORI
E{[k[—:ﬁ y Fbj E’: F%ZE[);&/¢ g e ’FLA‘— _j% 'LJB—!;EFF?BJ"%‘_ % 77.38% o [ilﬁh/—ﬁlﬁ/

-

l

=3
-1
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G B2 W STl (Y TP Eg, E T QR g, - 2
[R 3k 0 B A BRI AG EL KT, 73.66% o IS HER R Y BV 2 W ;.H VEPT
Gl R T [F[I:[“»\ o IF=2 [l PR Sk Y B ERRAS B EL 81.31% o Tt
FTEHEE R BN PR o PRV B RRRRAREL EL 94.04% (LA 1) o

SR R TR Y F T B IR A 0 5 4%
ﬂJF'J r-]'ﬁ: S (skewness) [FEyRETEF{f [ /" 3 ==& K (kurtosis) [ EEE i [ 4% 10

qu s o EAd N ?‘ W[ &1 A Er ( measurement variables ) ;'Z%FE et~ Y A

PR 4 %@ﬁ%%;FW%**‘WIW%b**ﬂﬁEVSMEﬁ S5
0.49~1.76 VT » K [EERREISF i FI15 /147 0.04~4.37 VI 7 f[q BEfE o

\g..

4R R0 MG BT 1) % 570 5 I Pearson's
production moment correlation coefficient ) ¢ %F]‘?E[JEW@E\(F 1 TE[F,%J?E’%" AESAT
B TSR T 0D 0534 S5 19688 T2 St e g
BTS00 AT (S 0.645 S E] 1651 103% » 5 P Ryabe g 7 U] '/ﬁ'ﬁj%dl.ﬁrt“
0.429 S 2| 1%HHF 18 F FR =5 F 00 e ‘/ﬁ'ﬁj%l.%ﬁ“ 0.491 3 £ 1%50F <1
57 ﬂﬁ% :““°VW%M@{O6U ln%ﬁ%fﬁ ?ﬁ*uﬂﬂ%°@*’
|- WA VR R e ﬁ'ﬁﬁlq’jﬁli FRNE e NI TE‘FTJ“J SO
m#m@@@@so

Z F@TE'—F’ ¥ 5

L Sﬁ FE 53 A7k Cronbach’s a fffi » < Rl | [fil - TEE [ EE TR~
1% o Nunnally (1978) T’F'[L[' Cronbach’s a {fiI'] 0.70 I'] FERARYE - ?‘rﬁ #p[ﬂj[r—[
L E G D SR ST 070 WP 5 TS 2 P AR

;m

et [ LB T ﬁ%ﬁ’llmﬁﬁf Ji
ﬁéjif@ ( construct validity ) - ”"?F?ﬂ' RS s f\_?,y ?’Elfji%f’l‘[‘ik o A[ B A
IR & O s s
Ry AR AR R S SRS SR burlii?ﬁlﬂ ApL o pl 2T N
F‘EEIJJ[J’!\Iif@ opﬁ‘?lélr@)ﬁgjsr@ iﬁ;fﬁ: : HEIIE[FF% Fa:r gid%[&%fiﬁa(tralt) FU
i, 14 1 Ccomstruct) KL 2 4 1 o #wo¢@waw [
%?f@ﬁ@@%h{@%ﬁ USRI T ?‘E HRINGEES Bl ’F” =3 TR ¢ jwﬁﬁ
[P0 E @#%ﬁ@ o E%%E‘F’ah O - WOF P B s 1R N 2 57 #7 ( Confirmatory Factor
Analysis » CFA) v 7] H]ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂflﬁl}lﬁiﬂiﬁ@fy@ (convergent validity ) ==k || 3%

T F’"T'fﬁf’ ( content validity ) = &
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%1 ﬁﬁﬁ?@iﬁﬁﬁ%

RES REE! el FEm RS E Mg Bl Cronbach’s o
IR
ﬁ;’;?ﬁ?%?* Q12 '—fﬁjﬁﬂa?ﬂ 0.878 3.338 66.764 66.764 0.874

Q13 ﬂwﬁ%% 0.837
Ql11 Plﬁ%f}g 0.831
QL4 Al 0.780
Q10 »ﬂﬁttﬂ\?ﬂ 0.753

wES %
sy 4 QIO L {1 0.905  3.869  77.383 77.383 0.926
Q16 FL 45|  0.897
Q20 ¥ 1Ly 0.892
QI8 [FEAIH  0.884
QLS B 5™ 0.818
% -
TPRSIET G Q26 FUB MM 0.900  13.167  62.699 62.699 0.926
Q27 HRF5fE®  0.867
Q23 TVERZST 0.867
Q28 W&y 0.860
Q25 F =il 0.859
Q29 Rzl ,mli 0.841
Q33 & f%’zgéaaj 0.834
Q30 f,lﬁﬂfﬂﬁ%ﬁ 0.831
Q21 HI® & 0.824
Q31 riggn  0.819
Q32 [y IF]'F‘ 0.818
Q22 jfykLhl  0.793
Q24 EY T I 0.753
Q35 H# ~ 1 0.687
PECIET 4 Q41 fixN ) 0.817 2302 10.964 73.663 0.893
Q40 7l psf % 0.793
Q37 Hi & 0.775
Q38 |*%F I 0.742
Q39 % byl 0.722
Q36 ?‘pl? 7o 0.722
Q34 2 [~ 0.590
AR
(TEES Q46 F TF =  0.883  5.539  69.239 69.239 0.933
Q48 i [f 1 0.872
Q47 I~ FE T 0.858

0.802

ic! .
832 rﬁapﬂ%« 0.651

<

il
7
*



378 RERFFT FHE FoE XFY LA
|
U= REE! el CH el R R RUMIERYED Cronbach’s a
[r,lj[ﬂi Q42 | ,,_ J;\[ 0.889  0.966 12.074 81.313 0.861
Q43 | 0.826
Q44 ,E;Ff' HT 0 0.675
T FEAE
=5 = E Q50 F 43 0.977  2.821 94.042 94.042 0.968
Q51 F & H U  0.969
Q52 T F['fS 0.963
?g 1: %flli?fp’”m"@&ﬁ* Gl il g 1 Rk e B S TR -
2R L AT POST B L SR 2 S
B8 nb I o T Ry

# 2 RV AL I AT

REL
B Y 1
a4 0.451°* 1
(IR 0.566** 0.439** 1
A% 0.516** 0.424** 0.534** |
fjrr’ji‘[?%%} 0.436"* 0.262"* 0.336™" 0.554*" 1
IR 4 0.547%% 0.4337 0.619% 0.686°" 0.645*F |
T EEF 0.511"% 0.354"* 0.627"* 0.597™" 0.314™" 0.505*" 1
& 0.482"* 0.355"* 0.647"* 0.608™* 0.321™" 0.501** 0.429** 1
%‘?ﬁﬁ”ﬂt 0.488"* 0.329"* 0.610™* 0.571*" 0.309"" 0.494™* 0.491** 0.612"" 1
TR AR Y RL 0.01 [ (S5 ) - ARRHRRE T AR TTERD 0.05 [ (S5 - AHREATR -

( discriminant validity ) o ¥ &y ¥4 il_ﬂf]"f’?@;é'ﬁfﬁpl VRN RS AR i i A
B H] [ﬂ %pl FUFF CFEE _ﬂ,r\fﬁ A9 Iflf[ﬁlffg » (ErEE [”71%[‘[ FUFF FIEIUE'“‘ i (%
Fuﬁlﬁ ij“;fr@f\_;vﬁ@?ﬁﬂ_ﬁ Ao 53— %pl‘ﬁ H [ﬂjrphﬂﬂj@? (trait) H 10 2 ]
A o 44 Y ‘/W@fﬁﬁiﬂla&xlfﬁ ?‘FFTJI',TJ/;J PrEbse s ] AMOS 5.0 SR EH L 7 5
Fr o
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(— ) a3 o5 pr

(*8< Anderson and Gerbing (1988) HTATTT@ f' 1) 2 ﬂﬁﬁlﬂ J TR PR £l
f81=% ( measurement model ) > _*FEE“EF“ ‘ﬁ}ﬁ[ﬁ”@uﬁw [?f??‘i’@fﬁl o= 5
B AP gy I RL I ARE [ AU AN E'ﬁ 2 [ 5? (59;5 ANCIDARY *UIE”“%I'T‘%Z ’ E‘]'E[”T’EJ E
A 0.7 1
F = REA S E @38 (JREE 0 2005) - gk 5 Fi P ERSRTTY H FJITE'“W%JIF&}
0.7 “EEEF YE > A A RUAE | F Y -

=) BRI 5 P

+ Y I*%Anderson and Gerbing ( 1988 ) iU 38 e 2 i [k [ 5 55 > £ 208 ¢

53 BV o A 1 [”FF‘TJ[' BRTCE L~ o iy R RS S A U D R E R E

S p IR B A R PR [ S e

B BB P P B VS RS T R

% ﬁﬁﬁwﬁEWW@n%'F4ﬁ%@%’ﬁ%@MJCEHL%%*§’P
AT AR S E W I (A 3 A )

= nﬁﬁﬁ’fﬁﬁi =t V%"L

£, %ﬁj¢¢—l/ IR S Ay R ”r‘j““’ 73 R AR LR ST AR o )

ﬁ*ﬁ%’ﬁ%’?‘ﬁ@ (&) ~EaEs% ( &) R A ?f’g‘-_’& 7@l (exogenous latent variables) >
i PEHER () Fﬁ![*ﬂlﬁ G (n,) ~FTFHE () B2 ?f’g‘-_"j@@\f( endogenous latent
variables ) ’FF,V[} SEM ?I%ﬂ‘—ﬁle %Zﬁjﬂﬁq%ﬁ[i/[lq%ﬂ o IIF'J;L_IEE}’E’ yﬁﬁﬁiﬁ ES)
%@a@ﬁ@ﬁg@»waw'%ﬂﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁ%Vf#ﬁg@’pwmyt L5

af?ﬁtﬂ%%'ﬁr o E‘H A g FF%FIHF %}” 'Ef?ftﬂf
B R - HE Y ?}FU WS HIES R840 'éfgﬁ#[@w
SR - FTISHIT RS T R £ [ » f o 15 B 'sfatmg.w
GEEH - B A &ﬁﬂstw%?w?ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ 5 7
VR T TR R B, TR S 4 Ry NSRRI R

My, t"r#F

DA BRI )

;y??ﬁéiﬁfé SO ST RS |[a“ﬁ[ RN I %[ (75 1% m%’r, @%ﬁi ¢
EJ_T IFI‘[ s [ FFE ?ﬂﬁl—.— ]jrlﬁﬁffi—l T”%J?EE[}FEI/& 45[ }\i_-'# = 1ﬁ\li1g:7,?1§ﬁif 7J
7["7‘; 5y = % (73 t:;{‘;ﬂ[',ﬁﬂ@@(ﬂ? FI Rt Zg‘}f&%\[ ) :p}‘r[ﬁ[%}f“f% U] 3 35 09 IS o
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%3 EBIRBRIEL

+ SR S

@ , , AXE
+ 4 il FIpg + 4 il FIE
s HER
o Pk — lr,r 262.6 19 265.7 20 3.1%F
]flf[*ﬁj 4
o7 6 — 1 4 1345.0 188 1360.7 189 15.7**
ﬁi : i P<0.05 -

() BV (5

Wﬁ; =il s F[J*[?‘, Bagozzi and Yi (1988) gtﬂ IR Rl A S el AR S
(preliminary fit criteria) ~ BRI k% (overall model f1t) RABLEE ) A AR
fiel & (fit of internal structure of model ) <= 4yl }I?f'l o MRS el
I3

LR S

TP 368 L 1 e A AR T R %$ﬁﬁ“*$wm@’ﬂ#w%ﬁﬁww%
R BB e B R A @WiﬂﬁgMWW7’iS %%F# > F A
=Rt R EE LITAVW@ s 5 i = ffi if’g?‘ﬂ%plpﬂf;iré} F]?Fﬂ V[ﬂiF[ﬁ
B Wﬂégtﬁ’g*ﬁ? 0.7 > [fy =" Bkl G A8 B 32 E ST i o BT F:

A S £ B T o

2. PR O el

Bagozzi and Yi (1988 ) ?F[ [l = %Uﬁj[l@ Y |E|;fﬁTEﬂ Ewﬁ;ﬁ"%ﬁﬂ:}{% ,
PR PR (O - (IR 4 BT A PR RS TG 25 70.6
(p<0.00) - y*/df £} 3.53 » RMSEA IZEPI £5 0.045 » RMR I'ﬁ £5 0.046 > fE1YE [ RMR ]'ﬁ
£5 0.036 > ﬁlj GFI ]ZE“I £% 0.950 ~ AGFI IZEW £ 0.987 ~ NFI IZEW £% 0.966 ~ CFI I'EEI £% 0.974 ~ TF1
15 0974 - EIRRCS AR 2 @ (0 ) BT - TR 09
,I/%I?EEIEEQE}%[TP?F?% EIIJB"‘WZJFEJ)[%L:\‘ ]EIJ ?flﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁlﬁ{—jﬁlﬁ R B + b
FI AR R e e
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ii ?f’ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%"@\'f’ Foo RO
Rl A AEERY 4
?f??‘i@@(’ STPIFAANASE RS R SE S F R
~X, r'b SER- =3 =) IR ]IS ﬁ%?ﬁ‘ TrE o %arﬁ‘ri
B[ & W 53 IF A i P s TR G s GG S

Sk . FEIE - FERGE

t,’“
c—:\ L N
- *f@

Ty

%‘i

7ot ERgt if?‘i@@fﬂ & R =]

A+ ERE) (R R it WS el B
R UNES (ol ik ﬁﬁ?‘iﬂ@%ﬁ”ﬁll

£ t@%ﬁﬁ?&'%‘

S ﬁ &Ry R G
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3. AL A AR i

(< Bagozzi and Yi (1988) fUEFE » [I' M= «FJ@FE’E'J?‘Q@W‘FM (1). 1
-%@%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@(mmwwaumummmmy>'ﬁwfﬁmW%§i1$ﬁH
@@ﬁ@@ﬁ@@@@ﬁ%@»ﬁ@iﬁuﬁ’i 0.7 1) [l B e B
F\IE'“E | R % o AN R F"l?”éiﬂﬁf — 2, 5 0417’571772 y, 5% 0.661 9t - H
&%ﬁéqﬁﬁ%% YIS 0.7 T ; (2). ?f?‘”f& EUAT A fi [f' ffi ( Composite
Reliability » CR) 37?53@ Fif IJ—T':' S (5 o RLEATE MEU g g[[r[@pfﬁ?ﬁ*} > Ao
1‘%‘ A?’?ﬁﬁﬁ * Iflf[ efk o [Hr" i &l lF;L ?F[?[@pjé f[fk%“”ﬁ o [A$< Fornell and
Larcker (1981) @@ > CR ];EJVE?Z 06 M FEyE - £2¥ 1V CR lf!j’%“ui frEE T EafE ]
(3).#?[;}"§hplﬁij HF Tvag gl Bl (Average Variance Extracted » AVE) ;%rﬁ?f?ﬁj g
Ry ‘<?E[Jﬁ-"?@fﬁ%ﬁﬁ%}@fﬁﬁfﬁ@ﬁiﬁﬁ@-J P HEI) AVE @y BT R
ﬁJFIJ]H’%"E?LISF@' ¥l o ]*P%kFornell and Larcker (1981) @1& » AVE il % 0.5 1)

EELEE o plige SROEMY T ISR VG E & ’F‘”@F, H 0.5 AU HE o vE > B E%iﬂd“ﬁﬁ
— FERLT TR PIY > R Y = R 1?1“%‘%%‘“ L R fili 53 fIEL 74.4% ~ 55.5% ~ 67.2%
(ﬁ%‘gﬁi?& 5) e

rﬂuﬂ —

() B 0 53 A

R BRI IR 6~7 A o BT E B AR - S
f‘ & lﬂif—.ﬁ' RS T&llﬁ?“ i ’g@@'ﬁ T R E ﬁ*"ﬁjplf/[‘% 6 fra o X E
YO BURER R R o TV AR BLE] P PSR [V R iR o

MR A 7 A B e R PIER Y 5 S T PG o B GRRT EG
0.745 > £ 1%H1# ¥ [%%F IR AllResE o Hl '/?IZ'“’TE;%E =14 L
“fﬁ%%?ﬁ = Plﬁ%‘ﬁa??lﬁ[‘?/“fﬁ%& Y EE ”p%”é’[ [R7% ?ﬁtﬁﬁ"t e T
ﬁ[ﬂﬁlﬁ/%“[ Yk - Walton (1976) Al lierii Iﬁ“l?e"‘f%?*flﬁ k ST T (reasonal
analysis ) [V FL#E » JE [0 55 44 - }Z\F— Yoo E PR ﬁf?I‘*JE?‘E@?‘FW’;’?Jﬁi Y
g% @ﬁiywﬁﬁ *%h%ﬁ%&iwﬁﬁq’wﬂggww~ﬁnmg
R A IFF[ 5y s E /L'H/IFF* AEARUNEN 50t AN RSl %gga uﬁ,%ﬁ[ﬁ/
( Reynolds, 1965) °

BRSSPV E TR OB > RO D 0.304 0 3 10%ETF I
= L‘E'FE%FPU PR JIReRE " H2 [/Fé[‘“ [ =M i»&ﬁi}%ﬁj?ﬁ
F{ FAIF'QI M B o o — JeE RNV HEF < {E}‘ﬁﬂ‘?ﬂ?’f’l E}%—L]E[jmﬂjﬁr B
fi 3 py F JTTFJFIL/j P[ﬁﬂa?ﬂ?[ Fi }% e ;E,'FgFt i ?I RIS 4 ) E’J%E}ﬂ

~.

_V‘Y
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F4 BV S R
Pk & v TR PG N iGN
vl P {ifi A4 0.05 * =70.6 > df=20 > P ifi=0.00 TR
x°/df I A3 3.53 THf
GFI 0.9 1) - 0.950 il
AGFI 095 - 0.887 THA
CFI 09I F 0.974 M
NFI 091 F 0.966 X
IFI 091 F 0.974 iy
RMR JUSEMTAE: 0.046 —
Standardized 45 0.05 0.036 l‘jﬁ“/\[
RMR
RMSEA ‘[ %75 0.05 0.045 ilx
5 BUAGFE - ekl R VR
I &l A iRl A REEE R 3 F", |’F H Ivig ﬁfrﬁij
AT (REHE)  (BYE(™) o o, Yrip® RCR O BIWPAVE A
R’
B (6) 1000 1.000 -
X 1.000 0.756 0.505 0.571
wEst (&) 1.000  1.000 —
X, 1.000 0.417 1.332 2.009
WAYEER (n) 0.804  0.673 0.744
Y, 1.000 0.890 0.285 0.792
Y, 0.918™**  0.824™**  0.431 0.680
A=A (n,) 0.812  0.687 0.555
Y, 0.704™** 0.661°"*  0.588 0.437
Y, 1.000 0.976 0.046 0.952
TFREE (n,) 0.944 0.848 0.672
Y, 1.000 0.953 0.171 0.908
Y, 1.003***  0.975"**  0.089 0.951
Y, 0.966™"*  0.935""" 0229 0.874
26 %R p<0.] 0 FFAA p<0.05 > FFFRT p<0.01 o
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FLE F-8 xB]NT

T 1 L ek o L e
s JARE (T A — i
CAff) (A

R ()

S =X 1.000 0.756 . _
wESE (&)

E X, 1.000 0.417 — —
WEER ()

-, 1.000 0.890 — -

=Y, 0918 0.824 0.050 18.476™**
AR ()

-, 0.704 0.661 0.064 11.075***

-V, 1.000 0.976 — —
FTEEE (n,)

- Y, 1.000 0.953 — —

=Y, 0.978 0.975 0.024 42.165%**

n-Y, 0.966 0.935 0.028 34.394***

ZE R p<0.] 0 FFFor p<0.05 0 *FFEA p<0.01 -
2 Y FREIARE [~ (R8> —A T SEM SRR 1o A -
*7 T” I@%ﬁ* & ﬂ\i':*ﬁ (8T ﬁ FEGRA

B AETECGET EEERe R t ffl
B YRS =i 54(m,) 0.871 0.745 0.101  8.624
IRIEERNS) T EHE(n,) 0.482 0.304 0272 1.770
RS IR () 0.769 0.606 0.181  4.241
AT 53 (n,) STV HTEL (77,) 0.337 0.311 0.129  2.609
5 (n,) > 7 RVE(,) 0.320 0.235 0.123  2.598
Y ERER (n,) >3 FHE () 0.403 0.315 0.192  6.269
Ry % (&,) »F 7 HUE(n,) 0.486 0.433 0074  6.594

ﬁéii DR p<0.1 > **FERA p<0.05 0 FEEEA p<0.01 o
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FE %i@* llElE{%ﬁ“ﬁlalﬁr TR R [ ST - P s
;F‘E"?ﬂ 1Y ?{EJW%%LW@i@}%EJBJ%

B ERI IR - S T PR R 17 2 RTRCTED 0.606 - HE 1965
v R H3 VAR - w?%%ﬂi~%*%W@w’rWW%[r%\J*
FIF fif 7112 %ﬂf’¢@FFWﬁF%%%wl A ?[ Bfw%”M%“ﬁﬁ%
r[i SN SRR 'a":ﬁamf’?[ﬁﬂ ’{ PPJ VER J(Abernety&Frank 1996 ) -

BT G ERIS R o S R DU PR I BT B R RER0.331 S 5%k
FOREE AR Y T AR HAL PR ISR IR 5 H Y
GUERIEH - NI @ R BV R - YRSl [t]%[l*gilf EraE -
Wﬁ'ﬁ SIEH S FUVEEE T EJEU%E“ T HES0.235 0 S S%ETH uE » ezl
AL B+ HS VPG < 0 E SR ST IR URLE o
%T}“[\ftt”ﬂ%’?‘} v 1B Eu?ﬁ" -t f%\%*[‘iguﬁp[ 1FI *a”?{tﬂj"fﬁ},%ﬁlpjégﬁﬂﬁ?wg&ﬂl%ﬁ[ﬁ/
‘%J 0] 5 5 T S [ R TR B AT P RLEIE T DA S e

{'%?if_w IR e ) A 15 U B 5
B SRE LT E R T }W%%%%ﬁ%°

VI R S PR L E B O RYE  HIREET T 0.315 0 S 1%
W ARV RE T HE VPSR - PRE 0 Petty et al. (1983)
‘“W“<”%>*%”FW%W%%% ARG PR - a5
T ROHVESE) IR Ry AT o R R 0.433 0 5 198 @wé PR
flﬂﬁ?%'T H7 1 Pok B3 F s 4 Ay 18 5 FROE A - (MR
i (agency theory) %E‘%F TEEMAKD 2 %‘ k (principles » A% # ) == (2 E
Cagents 1575 1/ 4 ) F8EY - W AT T LA N S T R
ﬁ?ﬂ%‘?ﬁfﬂkﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%‘%ﬁyr F"@T@@7EMM¢QQT£V
A G e T TR S R E T LI g e
BT S AA  RAR TR T A P AR T
fi VAR B E A TR

iwif‘gﬁi%@(ﬂ/@%ﬁ% ~ [ #5 I;bjgir%g,_s@% ¥ IR L
AR R R o BRIV B Ry S E [ %Ei?& ) o
‘ﬁ‘%}ﬁ%ﬁ% FOHVEV T RN R S s s By [';iﬁ_f i ﬁ;ﬁﬁ#ﬁlﬁ TR
IR SR VR H EL0.073 5 53— A A i T S 13 ﬁﬂé‘%‘;“ﬁwﬁ*ﬁ, 1
(i E50.175 5 BY= [8E  f i 1 S i }%%{é/ﬁé" FOHVE S H 450,191 o KR
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FP A F50.439 o 1 Ui £50.304 » PRI il £50.743 © BRI S
PO HEL IE I /e o 1222 Cobb-Walgren etal. (1995) #7¢ ,A&;H;‘I%?ﬂ’?ﬁ o
H [”j T Y@F”@“ TR TP R ‘%\4 [ ﬁlﬁﬂ'y%yﬂgﬁpﬂ (PR T =2 %’Lﬁ%‘l[‘

O] if T G TR SR Y 8 R T SY5 VR > B[ £50.098 > B RY 2 3 i
&.@0.235 R 11450.333 -

R ST ERT R YRR 3RS - 8
ﬂ—'*‘*a% EI'—‘LJ ri1~%i Iiﬁlllﬁ}][ /T FJFE'"tIFTIEﬁ ﬁ%FE‘AE}g*Ea %YtEILJEIFZ/[Ii

e - ETE':-FU— H

- R

¢¢j@%%ﬁﬁ@%Twﬁéﬁ“ﬂ£F%$ﬁﬁ’r?%ﬁ@aa B
A FF[!I}—EHI/%JEHYF{ 1o H s S ﬁ"ﬂé*#'&rﬁl P FlUEE D By grﬁg[, KL o
CE IR S U DL SR e T e U ﬁw%ﬂﬁﬁ
[ F‘K’F 5 3R 758 ﬁ%’ﬁ%‘aﬁ*g*hﬁ"" = %,L’Eff Vg T re ﬁ%?ﬁ}?}’%&pi %
R S a'f?ﬁﬁ: WS FAVE  RENROR BN B T
W B FF#F@W%}??F{ PR EJPﬂFﬁH[ fi (Y E € o Cobb-Walgren et al. (1995)
B 8 POBPIBFSORT L R - % 5 A g
F@llr]§+aﬂﬁalﬁ %’L&gﬂ | Engel, Blackwell, and Miniard (1995) ¢ ,’?ﬁ[ F“Iﬂﬁgllfﬂr'}&f}l
RFGH - 2w 'f”%“ﬂ e = Nl AN R (e
B TPy E VAR B R 17 45 AL - $?ﬂﬂ?ﬁﬁf%§WERﬁﬁ%v
e LML R L e ﬁ%ﬁ?F ki
KR il 5 "@ﬁ - % 'FT"H'“§¢ S 1 WA RN SEA T
B B fil 7 BT Oy

Jf:/‘L/h[ _4:_“1/ Flu«ﬂj%m?‘/?ﬁ*‘mu%ﬁﬁlﬂ HI ’ I /U%E f&; ’7&}' tj‘jihiﬁ 'é”?{"‘ =
T AEY BRI PRGN R RS 1 BT FE T e s
SRR 'ﬁ%z\m:ﬂ&'ﬁ'ﬁﬁaif?gﬁiﬁﬁ, o %‘? EARINE SUS (S
LUS IR A fflmﬂjﬁzlﬁi@%ﬂ@f?%@ ’ I?:mn%ﬁ B
AR - I’E'ff‘ﬂ%“é%i@“ﬁ%@?’fﬁﬂ%ﬁ“ A (N PO ok L IEF{ [
iR %o E’%ﬁiﬁﬁéh&w@ﬂE#F%?%ww%*ﬁﬁﬁ



FRRRERR BRI SETECHLREI YRR Y RIS Ty 387
*8  ERYSE F U ISR b
¥R [k 22 I 350 Frek il
L] ;‘#ﬁ; )5 (GRS I ERER
Ju

ey 0.304 0.073 0.175 0.191 0.743
(P 5 0.235 0.098 0.333
WY HE 0.315 0.315
PRy 4 0.433 0.433

T AT B e T -

AT S E R S R E O YR L SR e [y R G0 T

R H R YT RO - PRE O Park et al. (1986) ?JE g#*ﬁlﬁ/%ﬁuw

WwiWFﬂhwmﬁgﬁ E%ﬁﬂ% TS E R T B e
ijF[[If-@IFIJEE*EFJ,}iL]EIiF{ Y B TR

AR o PR HER By e 3 F]')'Tyﬁ\"?‘ff R I?‘Q P e
FEREMNR tﬂf’\if?;‘i MY HY LT F A %E!‘}f'fﬁ\[ G g
Fi
P T ST VpAf o 3R 35 2 P R =2 I'F[ I:%’I L Rl ”WE ° Fl
?ﬂﬁ P TR RS W I A A fﬁﬁ[*ﬁ' VRER > J[@Fl ﬁﬁjtﬂ*?ﬂ TR
PSR POy I T 1 L
, s '\—T"j E? °

N N ANG

iwﬂy%%éﬁ%?%%ai BRSSP T % wH T
wvr'*@% BB BB SR (0F) - AR R AR R hrrﬂ EREIEEN
SRR A% S Wﬁ@@%@@% ﬁ~%1“u%ﬁ e wv~w@

@—@@ﬁ*~m%/%% AEE iﬁ%JH'&WniﬁT%ﬁ% e i
LN e L s #ﬁ}ﬂwéi PR T
i E A b %ﬁﬁ@f"%k



388 BERFFT FHE FoEE BN

T
&

1. T‘«Lji%:ﬁiﬁ?gﬂ * ¥£§%1990#EU~ i’gl’ﬁlfé[‘“ ol ]F‘m = R, F—]j‘%ﬁj‘g%ﬁ”“ TR
T RIS IEERE F R - 2 :f«inwsr*uvw ”?w R E e
F[Jﬁl%ﬁzﬁrﬁ‘éﬁéln;‘r‘:w{ E{“E’ﬁ”{&fl lﬁ“{ Ao E,FU ;;!,ﬁ—l #ﬁgmé/%‘gﬁgﬁ’yg\l o

wﬁ%ﬁiwwwéwﬁiﬁﬁ’mﬁﬁ”ﬁﬁﬁiéﬂ%a RSS2 )
B2 A SV TR YL g o P BT[R5 Tu”ﬁi* r) EEIHJETUF,
Fllﬂjreﬁto

S HFRAHT LRI S [ SR W
(o T PR w@i»%ﬁﬁé VR LI R o 5 JER - R
Ity R (P8 100%)  RLES P 00B )= JREET SR 1 R
AR (D I

4. %3 "i‘*EﬁBagozzi and Yi (1988) * Jéreskog and Sérbom (1993) AUEL [l » P3E Julf
ﬁ MR & AR Uf‘ﬁ”"'jm o BERVSLZOFARIIY S AT C 7)) A
ff=r)prfhd ( pt/df ) 2 ’F:J?‘“ E I 5§ ( Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation » RMSEA ) ~ @7 157 Tﬂi 157 (Root Mean Square Residual » RMR ) -
A d H }‘F[Tﬁ ( Goodness of Fit Indices » GFI )E‘F’ %Z]El Jﬁ} }“'?FE ( Adjusted Goodness
of Fit Index » AGFI) ; Fifif @?ﬁlﬂg’%“‘ ﬁ'dpj SR T }‘Fﬁ@ ( Normed Fit Index »
NFI) - %ﬂﬁﬁ'ﬁ}‘ﬁf? ( Comparative Fit Index > CFI) 227 lﬁﬁ@fﬁﬁr ( Incremental
Fit Index » IFI) o

5. % Féfﬁﬁ B AR 2 Y S 20075 ““éﬁfﬁé “B*Eﬁf = ?;pp.12-2~12-3o$ﬂ~
T RLSFR BB~ 2 HENFR L - [ d ¥ 2 el RLIR P R AT Y
LR g - 7 2 PR PR P 2H?EIJEI?@§V AN F PSR R I RERET
THSRRERT o B F R S AEPIFOTATR LT - WP S 1’.7‘?—5?*%?5%
ﬁ*ﬂﬁwﬁ’iw#w3ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁw‘%‘ﬂ WE B 7%
e O SR Ak 8,8, m, ~my = VF R (Il 7 Ak 15 5 T~ JEUEI CEF - ER P
WIE o iRl F“}{—13[[‘{latent Varlables’gJ Ry B RR - AR FJSF¢71’ ’—”J’ SEHVEER IV
(B AR BRI =0 ] Bl

°AREE Ry~ FE A [l (badness-of-fit measure ) Flfj}‘%']ﬁ%! » TSR



3RS REERR ERA  SET L EITE R ¢ ¥R T 389

w@w*%@~@%%Wf@’H%@E%@@%wﬁ%%@“ﬁiﬁpﬁw
LSV el sify e e 7 5 L ]GRBT e R S AR SN L el sl oy o PR = Sl R T %\E% ”
2o [HHRPISEMI G POk 27 [ SR BT HETRS  HeRE O 2
ARV + B o SR - R ISEMIE T B Y 5 K R
[’”ﬂﬁ?’f{'l‘i&?ﬁ@**ﬂ[[@;ﬁ TETRRMASL il A - 1 - GFT~ AGFL~ RMSEAS = (]
#45 2002)

7. ﬁrﬁ'%‘ﬁﬁ (agency theory ) ﬁ/}‘F,[: fif = PEN YT BFEAYL b o T HHI"EJ?*,E;L@
Fhpu— HFAEEG S E N o Pl AT F S (9RAE] > 2001) © Morris (1976)
Diamond (1991) -~ Carrillo (1998) -~ Sridhar and Balachandran ( 1997) WF@JF" )
ST BT (IR S B ¢S B OIS D ] e

SER T HEPI

J:l

&ﬁ%ﬁwTﬁéﬁwk*‘f~ TERETY L 0 20045 2 3 - w%wswz@%

kol E86% » [E1) wkipwﬁ WE TR I PR
wﬁf'&W@*ﬁjHFmﬂ%W$ﬁﬁw4%**#i LIRSS B 29
5H46-7% EIﬁFEFT'ﬂ E'rgjﬁﬁtﬁ* "D 8.4%F1 5 ?I[%*jlffj VR R

E[Fé A’ $[T60f1 70]‘£J Vt"llﬁbﬁ%’é'b , [EF‘” J/Fl' ' 154]‘£J7w CAHPUETN e B2 =
ﬂiﬂ%WJMﬁ T F UV EE R E WEﬂvﬁﬁ’mﬁi%%ﬁﬁiﬁb\
r+%‘771 EEAS ﬁ?;ﬂu[ﬁ?ﬁﬂ ; E[Fg ) ! B [l pfj]aéjfr*wﬁi%ggg¢ ,ﬁiﬁ—x:ﬁ«ﬁgﬁ
'Hlijﬁﬁ'ﬁjﬂ" RO I 71 9 7 50 LY 5570 b et 4% - (17 SCB Rl fer 21 6-7%
PAgE > SIBETS H E H f”ﬁﬂ\ﬁif1$M%154%:=*“°ﬂh'%] H o WAL
ﬁ%ﬁmnao<§$mwp:§>a@fumw>‘1@%&%Wﬁ%4>

BYY R

LE%%\@ﬂﬁaﬁﬁFQWQ é“?ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ#ﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁ@%mﬁ%ﬁ
ﬁ?ﬁﬁ@?%@ PIFTREmper e ] > B g v > 2(2) > 47-86

2.2 JEIR(2001) » B EETRES I IFACRR © AP GROE LT b B IR A ) SRS S 4
ST S Y K — ) S ] - BT 19SS

TR




390 REREFT FHE Fo8 XBY NS

3.% F125(2002) > @b AR i Ti’:??} Sb o

4. 108 (2003) - IS (idr ~ v IS PO l'j P B AR T
FLHRR ] B ’ﬁipﬂfﬁlﬁ* s S IESES TJ_” °

5 % (2005) > ['p[a=5. BT ik;}[]’jl—él‘*_z,t » Retrieved May 29, 2006 » FVEI :

//Www sinyi. com tw/news/news-estate.aspx °

(9,1
= alll
~s ‘N&

6.9 (2001) - ﬂp, Eﬁfhﬁ%ﬂw BAEREEA IR

7|-$H:I}”E[3(2005) ’ %;I’E}’i"ﬁf:'] T’T F[,{h Sj ?_FUEIJ °

I=AE1(2001) - B 5 %Eﬁ%ﬁip;\:%%? [y B ﬁgﬁljw& A -
jF‘:[ {'i‘F[ (2002) > 'IE':)f;g[-‘LJ;EﬁL"‘K‘l:EJﬁE‘HPEHJ > T:"Ij—: i I'J °

10ABFEE" (2004) > BAREYF ~ B EE S SR 1 8 o ST B AR RS P > B )
4\'35 Fl B'E‘R_%.IEJF:{ lj:Eﬁ&_E:r :ﬁg F” °

LS (2006)  BIEEY « 8 11 R TR SR SRR + B T
ﬁ%m%&’:’?ﬁ#4 Tu o

S S35

1. Aaker, D. A., & Keller, K. L. (1990). Consumer evaluations of brand extensions. Journal
of Marketing, 54(1), 27-41.

2. Abernety, A. M., & Frank, G. R. (1996). The information content of advertising
ameta-analysis. Journal of Advertising Research, 2, 1-17.

3.Ajzen, ., & Fishbein, M. (1980). Understanding attitudes and predicting social behavior.
Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall.

4.Ajzen, 1. (1985). From intentions to actions: A theory of planned behavior. In J. Kuhl & J.
Beckman (Eds.), Action control: From cognition to behavior (pp.11-39). Heidelberg:

Springer.

5.Ajzen, 1. (1989), Attitude structure and behavior. In A. R. Pratkanis, S. J. Breckler, & A.
G. Greenwald (Eds.), Attitude structure and function (pp.241-274). Hillsdale, NIJ:

Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

6. Anderson, J. C., & Gerbing, D. W. (1988). Structural equation modeling in practice: A



FAR RS EEA STE QUL ES TR R ¥R

o

7 Ty 391

review and recommended two-step approach. Psychological Bulletin, 103(3), 411-423.

7.Arjun C. (1999). Does brand loyalty mediate brand equity outcomes? Journal of
Marketing Theory and Practice, 7(2), 136-146.

8.Bagozzi, R. P., & Yi, Y. (1988). On the evaluation of structural equation models. Journal
of the Academy of Marketing Science, 16(1), 74-79.

9.Beatty, S. E., &. Smith, S. M. (1987). External search effort: An investigation across

several product categories. Journal of Consumer Research, 14(1), 83-95.

10.Belch, G. E., & Belch, M. A. (1998). Advertising and promotion. NY: McGraw-Hill.

11.Biel, A. L. (1992). How brand image drives brand equity. Journal of Advertising
Research, 32(6), 6-12.

12. Carrillo, J. D. (1998). Coordination and externalities. Journal of Economic Theory, 78,
103-129.

13.Cobb-Walgren, C. J., Ruble, C. A., & Donthu, N. (1995). Brand equity, brand
preference, and purchase intent. Journal of Advertising, 24(3), 25-40.

14.Cronin, F. J. (1982). The efficiency of housing search. Southern Economic Journal,
48(1), 1016-1030.

15.Diamond, D. W. (1991). Debt maturity structure and liquidity risk. Quarterly Journal of
Economics, 106(3), 709-737.

16.Dodd, W. B., Monroe, K. B., & Grewal, D. (1991). Effects of price, brand, and store
information on buyers product evaluations. Journal of Marketing Research, 28(3),
307-319.

17.Ducoffe, R. H. (1995). How consumers assess the value of advertising. Journal of

Current Issues and Research in Advertising, 17(1), 1-18.

18.Engel, J., Blackwell, R. D., & Miniard, P. W. (1995). Consumer behavior. NY: The
Dryden Press.

19.Fornell, C., & Larcker, D. F. (1981). Evaluating structural equation models with

unobservable and measurement errors. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(1), 39-50.

20.Hoffman, D., & Novak, T. P. (1996). Marketing in hypermedia computer-mediated



392 BERFFT FHE FoEE BN

environments: Conceptual foundations. Journal of Marketing, 60(1), 50-68.

21.Hoeffler, S., & Keller, K. L. (2003). The marketing advantages of strong brands.
Journal of Brand Management, 10(6), 421-445.

22.Howard, J. A. (1988). Consumer behavior in marketing strategy. Englewood Cliffs, NJ:
Prentice-Hall.

23.Hu, W. L., & Hwang, 1. S. (2006). Measuring the effects of consumer, switching costs
on switching intention in Taiwan mobile telecommunication services. Journal of

American Academy of Business, 9(1), 75-85.

24.Johnson, J. M., Nourse, H. O., & Day, E. (2001). Factors related to the selection of a
real estate agency or agent. Journal of Real Estate Research, 3(2), 109-118.

25.Joreskog, K. G., & Sorbom, D. (1993). LISREL 7: A guide to the program and
applications. Chicago: SPSS Publications.

26.Kamins, M. A., & Marks, L. J. (1991). The perception of kosher as a third party
certification claim in advertising for familiar and unfamiliar brands. Journal of the
Academy of Marketing Science, 19(3), 77-185.

27.Kotler, P. (2000). Marketing management (10th ed.). NJ: Prentice-Hall.

28.Lanzetta, J. T., & Kanareff, V. T. (1962). Information cost, amount of payoff and level
of aspiration as determinants of information seeking in decision making. Journal of
Consumer Research, 9(2), 53-73.

29.Lee, J., Lee, J., & Feick, L. (2001). The impact of switching cost on the
customer-loyalty link: Mobile phone service in France. Journal of Service Marketing,
15(1), 35-48.

30.Lutz, R. J., & Swasy, L. (1977). Integrating cognitive structure and cognitive response
approaches to measuring communication effects. Advances in Consumer Research, 1(4),
63-371.

31.Lynch, J. G.., & Ariely, D. (2000). Wine online: Search costs affect competition on
price, quality, and distribution. Marketing Science, 19(1), 83-103.

32.MacKenzie, S. B., Lutz, R J., & Belch, G. E. (1986). The role of attitude toward the ad

as a mediator of advertising effectiveness: A test of competing explanations. Journal of



FAR RS EEA STE QUL ES TR R ¥R

o

7 Ty 393

Marketing Research, 23(2), 130-144.

33.Morwitz, V. G., & Schmittlein, D. (1992). Using segmentation to improve sales forests
based on purchase intent: Which intenders actually buy. Journal of Marketing Research,
29(99), 391-405.

34.Morris, J. R. (1976). A model for corporate debt maturity decision. Journal of Financial
and Quantitative Analysis, 11, 339-358.

35.Nunnally, J. C. (1978). Psychometric theory. NY: McGraw-Hill.

36.Park, C. W., Jaworski, B. J., & Maclnnis, D. J. (1986). Strategic brand concept-image
management. Journal of Marketing, 50(4), 135-145.

37.Petty, R. E., Cacioppo, J. T., & David, S. (1983). Central and peripheral routes to
advertisements effectiveness: The moderating role of involvement. Journal of
Consumer Research, 10(2), 135-146.

38.Ratchford, B. T. (1980). The value of information for selected appliances. Journal of
Marketing Research, 17(1), 14-25.

39.Reynolds, W. H. (1965). The role of the consumer in image building. California
Management Review, 7, 69-76.

40.Salant, S. W. (1991). For sale by owner: When to use a broker and how to price the
house. Journal of Real Estate Finance and Economics, 4(2), 157-173.

41.Schiffman, L. G., & Kanuk, L. L. (1999). Consumer behavior (7th ed.). NIJ:
Prentice-Hall.

42.Sheth, J. N., Mittal, M., & Newman, B. [. (1999). Consumer behavior. Orlando: The
Dryden Press.

43.Solomon, M. R. (2002). Consumer behavior: Buying, having and being (2nd ed.).

Canberra: Allyn and Bacon.

44.Spulber, D. F. (1999). Market microstructure: Intermediaries and the theory of the firm.
Cambridge, England: Cambridge University Press.

45.Sridhar, S. S., & Balachandran, B. V. (1997). Incomplete information tasty assignment,

and managerial control systems. Management Science, 43, 764-778.




394 BERGFFT FHE o8 2B NE

46.Srinivasan, N., & Ratchford, B. T. (1991). An empirical test of a model of external

search for automobiles. Journal of Consumer Research, 18(2), 233-242.

47. Walton, G. C. (1976). Consumer behavior theory practice (6th ed.). Homewood, IL:
Richard D. Irwin.

2008 & 07 £| 15 [ LAY
2008 & 07 £] 31 [I¥I3
2008 & 12 £] 03 [ g3

2009 = 03 £| 25 FIE



