W, S

BE ASCHIET BRI SMBEERIET, 59 TR TARDRME (. IEEM
—HE S - R S AL CRE L IR HIRIREERRIED )
SO, TR ER T T A - OGRS U L OGRS, BRI
T REE BN SE Mo i BE R 3 BRI I $2 i T 2l 0 it R AR AR v s g
DIANIE FL AT REUS AUt FEm o s A RS, AT B g S R o EAh, Al 5
AR S 3 B8R T 1 L AT X it RO SR S S (52 0 7 5 T AN 2 SR LA b s A2
(¥ 11 FH 58 2

KEEIR WG, HAE-RMOCR, BETRGE, ETIEENGE, T80
fFfE, MZALE

AR B - R RN . R E KT °

0 SI5

i 5 o 3 7 R AT A DR R R O AR PSR 14 % 0 1] /8 Gummeessson,
1998 {ENFR K AW ITAUR, KR R332 KR I K R IERFIEZ — (Fincham Al
Bradbury, 1987). BF# Y - ORI IR IE, JCRBBIELEN S 5 i HAH HLOC R
(1 T AT 4652 563 (Aaker, FournierfilBrasel, 2004), {HJZ, STk A4 5200 g5 R
9P () 2 L TR 3R (MR LU AT B o 8 TR A R Ak 2 A e G R I 2Rl (Morgan #1Hunt,
1994),  FATT AT AT 9 8 f i B A4 A5 A A2 A2 5 I S RLOC R B (I R 32 22— AR
st A A T BE S I R OC R AL T — AN AT I i R, AELS s 03t RS 90 %A 4 P
] FLARHSE IR S EOC R BT I, B AR5 EE, IXIE AT EAR I 1 2 )

ChaudhuriflHolbrook (2001) A2k, {5 AF/2 it B A 2 0 A S B, it i o 2 1L 90

T8 PR it A 55 TR AR FR Y o (B, il O A AR DR SRR 23 A0 S AR A5 A4 T Y
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WO L, DR A E R RS AT T 500 = SR B T 58 I {5 4E ( Competence-based
trust). T A FEMRIMEIT (Benevolence-based trust). ZET- 1 H {5 /T (Integrity-based trust)
s H AR E AR (I, Kim%%, 2004; 1R 5AE, 2008), 120 T 2RGS0 2
Al FEERYE, G 2 B TR 20t Gidentity, R AT LABRHTESD “NIR "D AN
hy BRI B 0T A R A A AT R A, B E T S A S B AT A R B
BUREEAE . A E MR H AR 7= £ 5 4E (Coleman, 1990). Bb4ah, JUEKEEMA—4Z
YERa & LA A A5 AR SR TP 1) = O A, AL S X ) g R 35 58 10 2880 7 (1) LA 5 UL AE R 6
/> (3 W.Colquitt, ScottMILePine, 2007f{IMetas 7). &R0 I 5 3 )55y T #3% 2] 45
SR JG s AN AT e 2 H T 5N T TR R LR R BT A A 2 A T DR . A0 o
5 TR R OR AR 5 FAT T 2455 A A0 ol R AT 60 DU A e 2 FRUSRI SR (o, D)L IE
LA AR, S AR W R A A 1T 2 9 dh M SC R i, (H
JEX R AR R B LERE (i, W R SRR RIRES) B RE ) T BeAF A 25 7
IR, LR ERIBIE TR T30 228 - i B O R s B2 (R AN TR 48 B2 2 IR SR R BB Z 4R o AN ]
Yk JSE 2 I) 10 0% R AT B T Y 900 - i WO R A A 1) TR, RS AH S T L B A
Delitt, S B ) SEUERIF T UE A 03X ) R AT U

G341, AN RIS (KA A TR0 Bl 21 - it W O 2% (550 W P A T 2 B S T
FRAERIANRITTSCAR o Forpr, R AL PR PR 5 55 22 ) H BRI 75 0 S B N B0 8 3
R Srh, IR AR IR A2 D BEAE 1 FE 2R HE L — (BhatfIReddy, 1998). M, AL
RS T R AENE AT R

ZE LA, ASCIN Ay — AR 9 00 i > AR AE I TR EOR I —, IR HARE T
FRIEIEAT CGETRIEE EE MG BEREAE) 52w 2 - Sl OC R i
(MMEASAL . AR UL, A SCIOBEF H A R

(D TRURIEA R EAE (i, B TR R AT S5 T IE B E AL TS0

fEAE) B F - R AN R LERE Cln, W 7R SRR B JRERES)
IR AR 5

(2) PRV 98- 0% AR AN R 4 B2 2 TR R R 2R

(3) RIS it R GAE P A S B AT A0 i JOG 2R R FE IBE R b (R T T VR

ARSCEH AN R o B SRV B -t W OG 2R VR R L A R DG SRR AT (Bt s ek,
SEAFFERESR T B h TR0 R AEBE s AR, IRIEA T Bdla i « Bdle 70 M e ik e 4 R AR
Ny Bn, VIR ASHIEFUARAE I JRy BRANA SR I 5T 1) o
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1 MERGR

1.1 HBRE-mhEXRIEL

[ HRLRO04EAR, Bl BT ST AR, — SO A R B R 5 S A A
FAUKAEIL R HORFE (WIFournier, 1998). DRItL, R PR REL VS ARRR Y B 15 W2 1]
IR GA —A 2 EAR T B, R AR X RAAL UL, Blackston (2000) K IUBIEAF (T
Rt T A TS 6 R 5 o T e 5 3 O 25 G 2R 1 i B X 1) T 5 %) T 1 DG B ME AR AIE . Fournier 11
Yao (1997) &5 T RN B LN g 5 MEOCRMINSS: BeRE )2, A1 Hbig
5V P 5 N T ELOG AR I AR, R4S N O H R S IR m iR, eI e
AT R 55 R I BN A VERE 2. BEJG, Fournier (1998) 3 1ok ) 2T SE (K71 2 % AT AE 15 -
I3 52 GEAGI A AR W 0% 2R RV T Sl — RO AR IR 1 ) L P

FEGEHY B - O R R IOEST Y, Fournier (1998) HHL (1) 5 i 5¢ R i & (brand
relationship quality, BRQ) A HA T Z W2 J) o BRI 5NN FYERE, B2 530
FIERICAS . MMM AN AR SRBIEAE . SRR PR T, FH LA it R DG 3R () A
o Ay S DRSS R 5 4 L ot ke FC v R T THT ¥ 55E (1, Bengtsson,  2003),
Fournier L [F] 5 (2001) XIBRQEIAUHEAT T SLUERS . 45 R R, BRQEERMANEEZ
) A DRI e, B R T E AP ™ A ORI, e — ekt eah, oAb
B8 SO R I AR T MBSO, B, Keller (2001) A N3RS (intensity) Fil
TRERTE Cactivity) A& 5 ORI B EE I P NERE o KX PIAERE, 7] LR EOR R 1 43
VUFPEAY: 47 0 18I (behavioral loyalty ) #JEIHe45 (attitudinal attachment) #1:XJ& (sense
of community) FIFEIEEN (active engagement). Aggarwal 2 H:[F=F (2004, 2005, 2006)
F 1 2 5 B2 TR R IX 40 A8 Hh 5 % (exchange relationship) FIHEZEIC AR (communal
relationship) PIAISSAL, I HL I 47 2l 2 % i R AN T 1) O SR RN I A AT D 2 S R 222 S
() it A AL BT SRR R FEAT Ky o 5040, 5 AR R RIGRJEDIRRAIL, 2 5 hh i
)6 Rt NS R B0, Fournierd$2:% (2001) $2H T —MMER K
JEMENABAL, QRN ESZ BT W2 S AR T RGR . SRR S AR R, 306
RIFERICRE A S/NAW B AR SV TSR K Al b, [ 238 Cl, T EE TR, 20065
JAER, 2007) FIRFFENSZIE T EAEE AL 2 SO AE, B T R A B A -3 2 00 3
FITH RFAE IR SR R TB A B R . a0, AR (20060 WA oh B8R (9 2 - il B OG
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R (CBRQ) MALE “fifT 7. “HILLAKHE ", A&, « AIRMERIGS 7, “HamERis”
F AT G NAT 207 S FRE R (2007) UK [ Sl R (0 il R 2 TR0 A7 7 < B
AR “SAETHR”, “BEAHE. SR SR RAEAL,

Aaker, FournierflBrasel (2004)H4 A B¢ 2 BRE 0T 5l o0 R TR BT T 10—
B, R -G MOC RS Crelationship strength) [RIMER . 5 HAhE FL3 L (K070 2 -
A RO FRARAARILE , i WG R 508 P A TR PRI P A P A B ) ] B 55 7 i A — 2 1)
PeHe RARMYL, 5 S EOCR BUR A AR L, 7 2 2 S OGRS R e 3 o 1 9 2
ST it LRI R E, T 2o T2 S U R LA AN P o IR Bl T BRI R -
KA TN T JEP (Bengtsson, 2003). %34b, Keller (2001) FlAggarwalss A (2004,
2005, 2006) $2 H (¥ 5 R ARV L0 M I 5 1 TR 7 T AN 25 200, EL X R (10
- RILH 3 2 55 S BN DG R X A3 AN (K2R, A A e AT S FH S A 1 R PR o X e
K6 287 SR A E T B T IR SRR 2 - R OC R BR B TH_E ( BRAR, RR EANME T
WHFCE AT AR I L e R e DRG,  2 a8 — W OGRS v I FT R
AR (R R T e 9 5 O FOIRBL I FR B o AN SCH 7 FH Aaker5(2004) 748 H 1106 R 5
JE 5 SURZL AR o BARMBEBE, ARATTA R S - M MOC RamBE E — A il . 7R, o
BRI 1 FRIDE A5 S5 AR PR ¥ 2 AR e, DR L) U2 M e SR R R KRR AR 20 o 7l
AP OGRS N I AR ISR T Ok B A H AR A S5 I (Morgan Fil
Hunt, 1994), Aaker®s (2004) Z [ AltmanflTaylor (1973) {52 X, H52% 5w MBS (E
SR TR D RAAE IR T o AR, FE TSR3 AR G SCIR, AT b 53 2 (R 2 ok e
R ZR T A L i T SR PR AT FL B AR IR 2 A, I A2 LA —Fdon e 7 (AR R 52 (, Je&
BOURE . Bk, EAFIMEhHLIZE) (W, Helgeson, Shaver A1Dyer, 1987). PIt, {EAHIFY
HH SR B E S EH T T i B TR PR A S vk SR 180 A L B LA R0 2 0 it e (K AR
PRRRSZ o R Y 0T DG 2R il R AT R AR T A, PO TS St A2 6 o R 11 52 B TR
R R AR LA o I - i IR i R o R RN B 1 R e Rk I
(EscalasflBettman, 2003).

FEFRUS MR 9 25 - i A O 2R 9 2 ) R ER ARG IT S, Aaker 25 (2004)i 1 5256 (1 77
ERTES T S ERRAT N IAE R, RIS A (LRI ) (125 2 S EUR I ALHIR 2R
B o RS2 (2008) AR PR T A TR EAEN B - O AR B 1K) R v AR i
o BT ) £



1.2 mEREE

TR AR T S OO Ak 22 A8 e 06 R (R M WL 2 1 22 27 R U R PRI ) R, 454 P i
KAEGEAN NG NI (i, BESHENTD ANGAL N G, i 5SS AR
DAL G LR 2 1) o TR 2348 e 5 A HE A5 AT H0 2 H S &R X LAk (Morgan ATHunt,
19940 S FAEATAAAERIRTHR A0, BN DL IEATRBILU, BIAHIE Y (uncertainty) B
KA (risk) SEfE I — A% 2 44F (1, Coleman, 1990; Doney FlCannon, 1997).
FE—FhR R, 505 — 7 (AT Bl LA BRI I, 54T 25 76 24 W B R s LA ) %
FRBLHD, - CARRUR (1 TSI AU B0 AN 52 PE AR AT (Rousseau, 1998). 47 23 ik
AT R PRINE, F AT B ARG Rl S U T 5 i 22 AR b, R L ) AT 55
B TE . NP AFAE K AT SRR A RIE T B 23 B B S PR S AEE R, Xl i
FREAT (7 AR T 45 fE e IR, R 2 A s A 10 90 o A P 0 B /IR 45 o i v 3 13
(KITIRENE L RAETE S SRR 2 o BRI, S 2 2 7= A5 AR 10 2 H b (Blackston, 2000;
ChaudhurifHolbrook, 2001). HFjHh, 402K A WAL A VG T A e A,
R AT A PRE I P 5 i OGRS EE )RR (Fournier, 1998).

SCHR AP AEAE Z RO AF (K5 X (31, Mayer, DavisflISchoorman, 1995; Moorman,
DeshpandefZaltman, 1993). 7EE R, FE—BHPA R RREH LTI —MX
DR (W, MorganflHunt, 1994), MorganflHunt (1994, P.23) AA{E(TR “XFAZHik
PR SN B TR A 07 JE T MoormanZs (1993) K MorganAHunt (1994)%HE 4T
5€ X, ChaudhurifIHolbrook (2001) K4 23 %of i BRIFIAS AT 52 Sk 9 2 A5 — i Jt
A HE IS TS AR RS (functionality) [RIRCIE . b A I6F S G AT 1 s SCIRIA T 54T 7%
B AR P VPO Bl o H, BRI 28 sl Tkt ] e S T A AT i) SRS (A,
RousseauZ, 1998). 1, McAllister (1995) #4121 A B2 [ [R5 AT X 43k S F-155 8K (1)
TEATRIEF N EN RS AT, FEF IS5 AT 2 A5 [ m] St Al g ey b b, i 31
T I 5 AT A A B Z TSGR Z . Schoorman, MayerfDavis (2007) tHiky
I AZFE & (emotioniRaffect) 15k — AN 215 AR LA s BEALATT1995 4 4 th I3 AR 2 15
AL PRI, ARSCRAEE A T2 I SR A E 30, B 0 9 (58— AN S S s I & )
WAL=V

B 05 AL S AN RN, A5 AR — A 2 YRR i o WFTTE AT LA B2 1) P 3

T AR, #1401, Mayer, Davis F1 Schoorman (1995) iANEES) (ability). {~%&

5



(benevolence)FI I B Cintegrity) ¥5E T A AR Z W IE Ko Z 5 B — S ST AR s
XY (EILARAR U AR D, IR TFRE IEAT . BT IE M E TR P2 M E AT
KA HIREAT TR (W, Kim %5, 2004). Lewicki Il Bunker (1996) A A{SATH —FiA
ARV, RIEETIHE Ccaleulus) [fEAE. JET-41H (knowledge) MM A AL T— 3
(identity) FRAEATo B PIRI SRR S AT (K AR PR SERE, 11 5 — Pl kU5 U B e 7455 AT Fr) 15 e
PEFERE (McAllister, 1995). ASCHTH Coleman (19900 Sf—EUMEFALHIE S, 431 94 %
vt L A R T SO A AT SO T S U R B R AR ) AR AL O RAALE A
ERTH FR i ™ AR AR AT o

o F50) S R AT ORI Y LA (5 AT S 0 DL, B SRV TOA LRI A5 AT, fi
JIFIEHE) , 120 7 AL FEE R E K. #if1, Chaudhuri 1 Holbrook (2001) i\ 4H]
SEME L 2 AR S A A AT () =82 )5 1fiT o Sichtmann (2007) FRITFST & BLEE 11 (competence)
MAAETE Ceredibility) R AR BHIMRRE . ERTHRRVEDI TR, ARTFTA
A9 b R AT 2 B A SRR BE ) o IE MR RIS 3 2 1 — SOk g, FE AR R iE A
T S SRR, RIEETRE I IS A (competence-based ). JET-IE HIFI{H
(integrity-based) MIEET—FMEKIME AT (identity-based). i P3R4 5 2 1 2 5 0] i J A
MI%%E, 16 CARIFT R QA2 IR RS, TSRk rFoo i T U AR AR -
SrA R, AU IR I R 8 T AU SR R B R S AR OC AR (1, Kramer,
Brewer #11 Hanna, 1996; Tyler, 2001). Bryce (2007) A& S5 ATFG 10 T 42U A
et r A R ISR, RAGUE S VAR ATL. S AU R B s #E 755, i
AR H 35 R AEVERIAL 25 1 5 SRS O BEANE (W1, Muniz F1 O’ Guinn 2001; Escalas
1 Bettman, 2005). it K SRR B 0 A A LS T ARG I GAEE &5 3L, AT B ¥ 90 1B D o
Mo R . b, SoRE O R IR N 7B R R s R 2 —. B,
Aaker (1997) 4 H SRR —FE AT ANPERFAE (K0T, AN 11 5 e T g A P48 L Clan,
O, R AR RIS SR M A A S OB IS A (B H D BAT—
BRSBTS, e I SR . SeAh, A R AL X (brand
community) [¥ U Ja AN 25 b5 BB LUARATT 5 BRI AR R I (0L Ay sUAs ph 2 i U TR
(FIUCHC Ay 7l (Algesheimer, Dholakia F1 Herrmann, 2005). — 21K 48 s (1) 56 B g % [
AR AT IZER FH i S22 R0 AN I T AR AE K AN s PR XU, DRI, SE 2 5 i A5
PR IEM . IE i 1Rl LA X S AR PERIAL S5 2 SCUL BB, ¥ 9 5
IRV — SR AL P 9 B ST R M N R — R B SO & e T
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W LR R VLS (fit) SCR, (HAREUDHITTRTTILES (s 2E) 420 Sh s AE
TERSFER I o

1.3 ARRIR AT

R AL TR 3R 2 R e 0 FOS A A SR IE (i, PERS . AL A4 (MRR
FANIAH I DRAT R = /St RS (S RE 06 A 0 B (e D e D IR 7ok, i e i
KA S H R SURME 138422 — (Ariely F1 Norton, 2009; Belk, 1988; Escalas I Bettman,
200500 I E AT I SR GAEPELEAR R B I T8 e i ) 7= i 282, B
e CHRANF=SAIED) A A (AL T MARLL) AR ALE AR X (Bearden
F1 Etzel, 1982). WAL T 3% 58 4 B2 K i LR A T IO H 460 010 5 67 SHEms o AR, B ) 287
i T A S R R T s R BN ST SRS U T B 6, BT S I T
BEPE IR AEVE SO Y 2% b 8 A7 25 57 o AT (V0 S0 R 1) T Sh e M s A (s i A
s D, A28 7] W) i A N B 22 (M ARV 3 (Bhat Fl Reddy, 1998). It4h,
s A P 5 1) T2 PR S AR R PR A R S TR R A T 2 R
B RNBEIE, 12% 5 WA T A 2 LR IR AEL ) A8 0K R KB AIG . T LU LA, Escalas i1
Bettman (2005) HE— 5 K JH i AL G AE PR 2 IR 21 2 15 P9 R AT D 1y i R 7. 1 -k
A RS, RIIE, DA 4 5 A AAH G 11 ot R S I 45 1 e RS

2 BRSRKRIR

AT LRGP FEE (i, BRI AL, T IEE AT 2k
AR S F-RMOC R E Z AR, IRARITBME L TTEN IC AR 3 M B 73 1)
SEMAVEIT S TR I U U 0% AR iR B A% 4R S 2 TR] RIBC AR o i DA SCRRIPIB,  JRATI 5 AT
3 AR, & — P



Hla

ST AT o wm
1b
H4
H2a
HS5
ST IE B ST W : T @
H3a
H6
L
ST | SR
H3c
H7
R

B EEMXRBERETHESHMRKRE

2.1 ETRANEESXARBE

BT R ) MR AT ol 1T 2 o — N RAEAH DRI 2B AU T A TR iR HiRe &
VAL R g (0N I e AR I B S BV B BE 0 AE IR AR (Mayer 4%, 1995;
Kim 45, 2004). KHAFFTUES 2 W BAT S TR 7/ 1R 55 (K0 B 3 2 3R ASHI 5 396 o ot o 2
42— (W, Anderson Fl Sullivan, 1993). FETA8 ) (MFAT 251 R 256t =2k
BURM TR HIEE, R0, AT QUHTRE ) i ALl BE RS U9 Il A2 7 2 2 AR AL I 75K
T A 7 R B R () B ® (41, Bitner, Brown Al Meuter, 2000). R, A% %f
HCRE I K BIE AT SRR, A B T BT 3 % L SE R R MR 2 A8 A IO AN s e, 5845 T
SE BB T o AT TORE 6 85 58 SChy e 9 B it WL T PO A5 JE 48 e T kA PO A L R DL S
TH B0 R BRI SZ o b T AR AT R REAE) A RS T IR SR
Jr, MEEEE G, BRGSO AR IR I A L, AT B 28 S I
KRR I e T S FBIDE A5 B T 10 S 280 i WA DAy 11 R MR 20 10— 7 (0 R
(Escalas f1 Bettman, 2003). BFFUARIL, AATE @I AN N FTARHT R il R I At it P 4>
P SO RT ILIRRAE, T 9 AN B AR 2 o A 1 R I s AR A 1 Feh
(Escalas fil Bettman, 2003). MEAL2 ARG, W8 0 ERS A O S RAWS 1. 3k
R T VAR 14l B TRV ST BE R R, DA I A B A AT 1 B ST R 3 2 A B Ak
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A FsRIL TR (Pratt, 1998; Bhattacharya #1 Sen, 2003). A7) (Competence) & /&
FRAEM — AN TE YT (Aaker, 1997), X Sl WAE Ty M5 A 11 9l S SRR A0 A AT T 55
ZIAFENLOERAE . ST RIRTHE, PRI BN 4B
Hia: BB 7 (15 A 2 B2 5 V0 28 2 0T it L) 3 2 I
Hib: JET B8 )7 (5 AT 23 5 v ol 2 0 b Rl i 2
Hic: JETHE7 (5 R 2 5 v 2 2 0wl ) B Jpe s

k

2.2 ETEERMEESKRRE

BT IE B AT A (T 2 S — Ak it e sy S T = AR I 5 AT (Mayer 4%,
1995; Kim &5, 2004). XA RS — NSRS EVECEY, PR ANE, B
TR ZR . AESEI R R R T, T 2 B AN ALAAT 1 5 58 S Ak A Z TR AR 25 0 B 2R
T HLerE ik 2% 45 B B 538 (40, Smith, Bolton Fl Wagner, 1999). H&FiF H MM
FEAMEA B T30 28 0 W A AR K D REPE I, S 20 5 [ AbAT T AT 7 T b RO 3 BE S A
IS HEATIIRE, 38 G AN B IERR ™ A, DRI, O0F b B P PR35 R T 0 11 T R
IR, A A5 I ELPEAR AT 0 R R AT L, e R A5 RN, 3 215 S AT REAAE & A 2T
SEARNE, AR PRBERSE, DRI, SRR AR RS2 S IR AT 2 5 VRS2 B, AT
AR AL, S UL B IRIRE IR AL, i e SRR BAT R AP IE A R 2
XF AR E S, TR A A AR T I 5 S P A R L S5 A AR E, PRI,
BT IE BT RO BN 2 e 228 0 i K B JRIR G FERE o BE T LIRTHE, SR BLF —
ARBL:

H2a: BT 1E B IE T2 i 21 0] il o PR 2% 85 Jak

H2b: T 1 B A 2 3 i T 2l 20 it T 3

H2c: JE T IE B MR 3 i 9l 200 it R 15 FRapE &

2.3 EF-HMEESXARRE

BT S AE AT BT B A A R B R ) AR B, R AE L (DU A
H AR £ 54T (Coleman, 1990). 458 RXUNT ZIMAF(ER A K “H. K5 piRIAL
SVERORIR” I, PI S 2 2 9 (Oden, 1974, p.3). HITHET—HEMH
AT AR TR AV S8 0 Al it BT AT AL F AR AR il B K BB S T T T R



FISLng Al S RS R R, R, B TORE OGRS E . Wt S AR A
FRICAE (¥ 0C ZR 1) Lo BRI Al A2 AT T 20000 3o 7 it/ WA 3 1 oM, S0 1 R A B0 1 R 1K
(R T DRI, 0 21 2@t — AN DU PP ek R R U 5 552 o B EEARL 1 1 M — 80000 R
Ik B RACATLLYE (8 & FRTE 1 3R it PR 3K 45 (Escalas A1 Bettman, 2003; Dolich, 1969).
9 B A ERAE IO EDW . H bR SEARRT [ CLI S8 T (K AR A 783 5 o
T 2 A AT REHNZ MR I B C I X RS B IR IO R . B, T
B MSAER A - S E S O R ARG Sboh, B S — BOMEAS AT 10 e A
AT RERE 2 Ak WA DL, AT ST A RIS Al o T LR ihig, $RHLUF—
2B

H3a: JE TSP A5 AT 2 3 i i 220 il ) 0% 3 TR

H3b: kT — B 5 AT S 5 v T 2l 20 S BT S B

H3c: e TSR 5 AR 24 1 2l 0 i L ) 1 Rk 45

2.4 mIEKIESXFZBEMNEMERER

A U 38 S — PP AR B XUT5 G AR IR RN AT 45 ) ) (Morgan 1 Hunt,
1994; Aaker %%, 2004). fF Aaker 5 (2004) [MHFFTH, 7K o008 K. BRI A R
S5 RBOA A R R R I DU R R A &, A TR ) ] — 2 . HE, ATAKTE
KRR S IR AR E Ty, AR R SRR W R RIS I 45 R g, b T s
AT R BB B A5 AT 5 7 U 2 18] HAT TEAH 95K 28 R i R SCHR PP 2249 213 38 WA [7] (Morgan
A1 Hunt, 1994), STHIMHFFOFBHIEX — HER R D AER RS, AR
5 (MacMillan 45, 2005). ASHFFUIAASRES . 3l BT 1 FRIBESS S HeA AT A 7k
VPR R A AR R RV SCRR T A TS [T 0 Sl o S L 6 R B FRIBG 45 5 A 1)
KA, AR UESE R W E AT A A7 A2 52 ) 140, Elena A1 Munuera-Aleméan
(2001 HI 9 68 il LAY S A R FE S B AT T FR) U W5 o Grossman: (19990 A
TR ARG B T3 R B 06 56 R 139 2% - Escalas (2004) I 7 5 5 il e 7 ke | R0k
G5 R A A ARSI AT e S v R T IR, FRATIR I LR R

HA: 3 3800 i B PR 56 85 S i v A AT 0T R PR 7

H5: 71 2 0] il B8 A i v At A 0 v R ) 7

H6: 1 2 0k il BRI 1 FRIBE G5 x4 i At T o0 o O PR 7 s
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2.5 TEESEMERETER

fit PR A 2 5 M) it A A AT SR SR K287« Bl Ellliott AT Yannopoulou (2007)
WAL S B BT 1 38 0 RS AR BUAS I, IR L2431 3 8 SR XU AN A% LA 14
THREVE SRR, B RE L DL E AT RO SAT D5 B USRI A A (R v, 3 2 il
LA Lo T FE PR AL I S T BEPE i IR PR SEAT R s AR AEI SRR AR S RN, AT !
TRAEA BT W S5 o el T2 T 1 BV A — 2Pk AR5 AR HRUEAEAR R _EACR T ST
PIE I GALTE S 13T B8 7 AOAG A 2 5 A S DR AR VA, FC ol R JE i AN A
GAENERIRE AR o D, BRATTIA A Al R PR R A 2 H i 1 L A T BUPE R A0
RAMERVE, ARS8 T IS AR SRR 9B 1A

H7: AR RALTE S S8 5 L T IR FAE T — SRR S R R, ERAR

SR T RE ) AR AR R AR SR A H

3 HRDE

3.1 HEARFERE

AT A BT FL 77 it it R 2l 2 AT R A o e L AT AR T S
LIRPRA AN A #5E, AT AR 2, SEPECHIEL, R LR, DRI 2
AT LK B I (S AP E W I 2 5 o 55, AT A AE I SE S (s IE S T
TR IR AR RE . 58 =, T SR eI AR K — 040 i 2 By Clan, WAL L
%) AMUAGERILTHREMERI 2, 1620 T2 H B AL SIS EOT I 7528 (1, Zhou Rl
Hui, 2003). X AR T — B REAT R B 5R  T i) 560, BRI, ABFFUAE s ATk
H RIS T BRI AR 2 (¥ s BAT Al A7 PR RIS R 3o SBDY, 7R E AR 2 LA
RTBRATR 2144 2 A 0EAT TR0 . 45 R SR, v xS B = i B A R R R B o 491
W, E11S Likert /& h (1= S#RHE, =W AT , THLIHEE H9.40, BT
IETEN9.3.

FEEABFTI, W TER T B S 51007 SR AR IS )45, JFLAS T
ROTAE R . B oG, 52U BB WA i 5 0 4R S U . )5, AT ks T —AN
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JELUF AR PR R4 (D RAXHZS B R AR, (2 HuriE/EH
AN — R 2 M i B, ARATTERXS Z1 R R e 2 e ) — R A ) AR [ 2
IFH, fERAERE RN NER Can, e Honl. PICRRANS) o Ba, DN DO
AT TR AR I T SRR o 223 SR TR], S5 23940 2 AR R B 2 AW ST, Prinlie i) i &
HRSCHEAT R L, AWFFERIREA B 4239, BT A R0n) &3 T8l 0 b o FEAS$162.8%
MRl R 5tk s 75.3% ARV, AL RARRA L B2 43.8% 152 Ui 5 H ]
SECHRAAES007CE 100072 1], 35.7% (1A S ECHCA AT 100078 32000782 1] -

3.2 [a)EF0 &

I A =ANE Sy S ULIAETU H (1, JFe S 2055 IR ml 5 ) 2
TRy EEARR MRS H , WL 7 ERAATIE Q=ARE AR, T=IRRRED; fE
=, WA ZARM AT B P A2 R I R AR A L CAT SO R, A R
S e I A L PR SRS T 305 S S5O L PR 0 1 3t R SR 17 501 338 14 7 3 on i) A
. o, SRS H RS AL G S AT S RA 5 5 2 L. Bedt,
AL LN 18 44 FEAE I REASS 0 A HEAT T WO A AR TS B s, el i i R A T 2 11
B, IR G AT .

F1NEEFR
A ME4%H Cronbach a
FETHRe N 1 BRI E A 0 0.89

IE AT 2 FRAF XA AL it FRAT B 036 AL B 2 1 7 5K

3 RN R e AR

4 BETIEAN SRR B, IR A AT B MRBE e
T IEH 1 XA ST R 2 3E BRI 4 5 0.89
[R5 AT 2 FRAMFE XA A RAF A (E
3
4
1

FAFHOXA A IV
KA IEER AL
BT 1 i ERAS AN, B e R R A AT 0.91
PRI A VBN
XA A BB SR R AR PG — R
XA it L PR FE A TR 2R VH AN PR A ST A ]
XA SR E AT ALK F AR
XA B AT LR HEA (0
FRAAZEIZA it LT (AL 1K) 7 i R e 55 40k 0.76
XA SRR ECIE T AR BN FL I B K R

S
E§

N = W B~ W N
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3 AR F XA R RN AE R, RARWEAET R
4 AT ARIEA A A A GHXAN TR, B2 IS e b
FF XA Al it B A 0.86
XA R BRI 1 2%
XAl R F I LL TR BT 1 SR )3
AT A O R AP RS R 0.88
WA XA R, BT DL VR A F BRI A
TR A I SR B 1 CAESOh RN
I IXAF g <3
XA RIS A5 B
FRRIXA T AR B 0.89
AT REAS XA R 7= RS ﬁﬁﬁ¢$-£¢¢mm%
U BRI A FE N ISFT A LT e, XA SRR N R e, R
£
4%@&&%%~ PR, B 4 Wl FH XA
5 &AL TAR S R, AR RAT 2 TR A AR
6 TEARRM—NEZN, ARG XA i R 7= b
ARRRAE 1 IXASSEAT IR 2 R AR £ 0.80
7 2. AL TARZ AR & X

il
W

W N =

I H bl

TR

W N = A W N =

AW E L 8 AN JET R MEAE. BT EEMGEE BT S mEAE. 5k
WOWRERE. BIRMGE. ARVERRAEYE . XV S -G R T SR L R
T IR A K Aaker 55 (2004) BT, 1H FELLE 5K H Escalas Al Bettman (2003)
PR o SCHIR PP VAT B PR A NV Bl 0 A R TR ) BOAR AT L BT R S AR A
T B AEAE, B, FATRH TR A SR AR (i, A5 A2, N5HZL
) AR 3 5 i N P BUASHIF ST B S S i R e &R b e BB, XL T-RE ) IS AE
I BB R 54 B Sirdeshmukh, Singh A1 Sabol (2002). Kim %% (2004) LAAz McAllister
(1995) ZEMIBFTT. DRI IE IS ERI BRSNS B Sirdeshmukh 5% (2002) A1 Kim %5
(2004). FA ] Lewicki F1 Stevenson (1999) [yl AL T —HMHEEAT . B R
JER IR T TR A N G 2 RIS AT o R AE M P A il I, 23002 (D
XA AARZZAETERINE, A (2) XA SEALE TIRZ S AEPERS o

FELER T Ao IR 2 EAAHEGER A H G, #1251 Cronbach a REHL T
Nunnally (1978) &1 0.7 7K>F-, FRIHAHFT I R BB —28E: (W& D .
TP AR B ) TR [k A R — 02, I DA 22456 [R50 25 (common method bias)
(VTSR o 2R SOk 85 3k R FH (1) Harman PR35, AT IRHEOI B T IR R PR 720 B ok
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KB AT 5% & 75 A7AE [R5 22 1) 8 (Podsakoff 1 Organ, 1986) o Z3HT45 5 SR HAAEAE

REMG MR IR X BB I SN A, BEWIASHIT U AR 52 21 1 7] AL F) 52 7 o

4 DITHER

4.1 1BEEHt

TERLSS F BB A, 1 Seont AR T 2 ) A OC R B AT 5 4% (AR 2D sk 2
Jir7 s PR B 2 TR) (R AH O R A Sl 2k SR S BRI AR . A, AT R Ak 77
FEAR (SEMD FIR KAUSR A5 (Maximum Likelihood Estimation) 1) 75 {236} BT $ 5 4 R
BEATRI S . Bl A BT AR T AMOS 4.0 #i A

4.2 M E

HT T SRR AP IR BEAT AR S - A OGRS 5 R 2R T B IR AR AN 53 A0 R RIS 1
FAEFIBEFTRSEE], TA T R0 =RE R G R AR . PRI, 1 JeRt =Rk i1
AT RAR LN 1041 SRR 3 Fros, (FAERR B = 7458, BT
PERE AR TR0 BE AEAIE T IE ELRE A, R E A HIMRRE 17030 0 28.8%. 23.42%A1
22.76%. VA LRV =R SRR RA T DX, it — 2D M8 A B2 4t 7

FEAT T 45 K 77 FERE R ik A TR K 36 15, Anderson il Gerbing (1988) il #3131 5 211
FESCERT A2 2 N RN o ARG, SR B S I B AT IR VA 36, R4 5
]2 1) 5 L5 T AR A RO G5 AR AT Rl e DRI, JRATTIEAR LA LD ER, sext
U ASTA AT 56 UE A DR - 3 W7 SR A 36 2 E AR 1 SIS (convergent validity ) 1) 51 2%
% (discriminant validity). T 7 NI ARG, FATTLEAS 500 F A5 R 28 A0 5 o 7
RO, RN 4 H U AR R AR R IR 4R R AR i o 45 R o RO 5 30 A i A 2
BRI FRAR ARIA B4 NI /KT (x2/ df =2.22; CFI= .98; TLI= .98; IFI= .991; NFI= .96 #lI
RMSEA= .071), UiHIiZM R 58 RA RIFIOREE, 4ifEH. [N, Rl
N P A B O RRUE AL AT R BAE 0.53 1 0.91 2 (), JF HARHRE T ¢ Kk, aA%14 A
(2 KT (p<c 001)0 LA_E 45 SR HH Tl s (10985 A (1 A0 A8 A9 31 S 6

F 2 TEHXABIEEEERES
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LA T8
IE AT
2. FIEH
5 AT
3T — 3
PG AT

.650%**

A401%*

S36%*

»
S
E§

678%*

S
il
W

6. HIREREE 384k

7. A&t .523%*

8. ZAEVE 299

EIME 5.29

brfEZE (SD) 1.09

A489%*

536%*

.628%*

449+

503%*

327%*

5.13

1.01

531

S596%*

J51%*%

614%*

S10%*

4.36

1.17

.672%*

ST72%%

.652%%*

A413%*

4.68

1.03

629

5T

368%*

4.82

1

.686**

S21**

4.05

1.24

7 8
1
391 %* 1
4.19 4.71
1.23 1.11

E: v MSEREFE 0.01 KFEEEE GUR).

WAV AP G, SR D7 RS FRR R A AR BRI AL (22 57, AT DRl AR
BHIABE . FAA YL, R BRAIRBE (R AR B AR SC R B e 1D R B
TAEBRHIBRS A Rl AR R AR RO . WR R TR 45 R SR AN B e e
g, WA B B RN . SR SR, BARESES (x2 (1) =3.7, p=0.054)
FIZE SRS (12 (1) =3.6,p=0.058) 13X P21 A% & () P A AL R B RIS R 2 o) £ 7
ZERL T SRR GE T B AN, AR R KR U7 22T 0.05 (MK ERA B, FUt,
AR IR A A B — e R BE IR S

R3 AEKRBEEHNEFINE
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MEHH Py 5 - =
Ry —8 ETRN ETER
PERfEAE L IONEERS

F1-1 WRAEIXA G AT e— AN N, BARME & f 86 17 16
B AT HBA AT o )7 2k ' ' '
F1-2 XA RORN BB SR R 45 75 2 —FERY 85 12 19
F1-3 XA b sz I frt 35 K 1) 25 16 R0 P A S A [ 84 17 12
F1-4 XA 54 REURD 36 B A AR H s 83 15 20
F1-5 XA RN B B A AU S A R0 76 10 25
F2-1 FXFIEA ARG F O 10 83 30
F2-2 FRAFE XA i R BE 03 A2 25 1 7 >R 13 82 38
F2-3 XA ARG BE ) 1R 50 14 81 2
F2-4 FETF XA ST LB, JRGE 1% B bR - 26 9
B ) ' ' '
F3-1 XA RRAT A 52 B4 BRI () R 5 17 27 81
F3-2 FRAE XA S A B (0 25 26 81
F3-3 IRAGHUX A bl AN S 1 VE i %5 25 29 75
F3-4 X2 —ANEE A hE 22 34 75
fAEREI T 2 (%) 28.80 23.42 22.76

VE: 8RO B A, R TN EAC e ik

4.3 BRiZHLs

FEM AR AT 45 S R A IR 3 h b, B o M AR AR R S A B [ IS A T A, A
KT BE 1 RARBE 6. SRR 4 Jros, BRI G faEy2/ df y 2.76, R
75K RMSEA 4 0.086, U BAIASIEAACE, (HEHAT a2 il W, faik
Fr (NFI=0.95; CFI1=0.97; IF1=0.97; RFI=0.94; TLI=0.96) #Ri#id T 0.9 Mg illbrifk. Mk,
BSR H TOR A A FE R R AT

& 4 SRR RELRE RGN ER
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TRk PRUELL R AR ZREL t {H R SRR B

Hla fig JJf5fE------- R 0.415%%* 5.053 Y
Hib fe {5 - W 0.590%%* 9.140 Y
Hlc BeJifEE-—--- H IR, 0.031(NS) 0.635 AN HF
H2a IEBEAFE----- RE 0.253%*x* 3.505 Y
H2b IEEAfE - W 0.217%%%* 3.917 Y
H2c IEHARfF------ H eI 4h 0.057(NS) 1.170 AL
H3a — M FIF----5R% 0.515%%% 5.765 X
H3b — A5 - S 0.496%** 8.241 Y
H3c —HWMEAEAE---- A IRIK S 0.810%** 8.291 Y
| R A 0.201%* 2.514 Y
H5 R E-—-————--- TR 0.47 % 6.084 HH
H6 HIRHKL------- A 0.346%%* 4.927 Y

PRSP -
%2=1163.38; df=422; 2/ df=2.76; p< .001; NFI= .95; IFI= .97; RFI = .94;
TLI= .96;CFI= .97; RMSEA= .086

JE: #+F p<001; * p<.05

BRARR Te A B 2¢ 4b, AWFTURE T I HAR MR BERR ARG B T SCUESE RIS RF . H
PRIUE, JETRE ) IR AR RENS 3 R i 2 et SRS B R (r=0.415, p<.001) FIH &
fE (1=0.591, p<.001), 1% HIKERGE EAH BE KRN (1=0.031, p>.1). Kk, ik 1a Flfik
B 1b 3 FISCRE, MR Lo BA1FRISCRE . BT I F RS AR RE 0 A A0 18 5 2l o ot
RS % (r=0.253, p<.001) AR (r=0.217, p<.001), X} HIEEGE A W& 1500
(r=0.057, p>.1). [k, 1K 2a FfEik 2b £33 3C8F, MR 20 WATAF 2SR . T 2t
FONT WY S T B AT, ARAT DN SRS (1=0.515, p<.001). i E A (r=0.496,
p<.001) HIEIKIKEL: (1=0.810, p<.001) #REZFIBIML MM . L 45 T LUE T
B (KR AT A SR T 2 2 0 0 R 4D 7% S SR 1) BRIP4 5 T (R i, 1T 1 6 7 (045 4T
T BRSSO T S I BN A BT R & o LEBORIER R = RhE (T, S5+ B st
AN R AR B 3 R AT BRI, U A BRI EAT A R, A Sk
e Z AR S S EOC R BE FRNEFME AR B, X IE R A E TR —.
(IR, 1 97 - il G 28 5 8 v ) A = A ) F8 s 08 5 7 HLAT IE ARG IR R &R, o,
T e R ARV (R A ] s (=0, 471, p<.001), Z J5Je AIRIELS (1=0.346, p<.001) FI3
% (r=0.201, p<.05). D, ik 4. RS FIERIE 6 I BISCRE . AR SR B RE0 i i

ARV BAT 98K T3 (145 2R -5 SO 1 EAT TR 20 (A1, Gustafsson, Johnson AT Roos,
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2005). BEAb, EIRIEGTRIE AN SR B A BE ORI, B T OCRAREAE  —
AN Z YRR BN AR SRR ZHOC TR o by 25 UL 7R T T 2 - S OGS R I R B B
A VB I AE SR« R SR [ RIS R AT S A U 1V B i b A A (.
PR, BT R =S AR AR AL R L VR R B JRIE A5 R R R AN 5 = AN R A
RchRh AR AR ORI PR SR L T REER [ JRIE A AR R, =
T oA USE 5 A 60 7R U 140 P B A AT AN G 8 B3 oo (1 Sl R A O AN W . R e, JE TR
I AT RS 7R () LA MAEANEL S LA ) 1=0.282 (p<.001) Z&h r=0.043 (p>.1), %
FIEHEMEEMN 1=0.178 (p<.001) 5N r=0.042 (p>.1), 3T —BEMEEN 1=0.572
(p<.001) 4&4 1=0.085 (p>.1). XEKMEAFAT ARG IVE- T, SR8, W R 13RIk
Sy S P AR R A

&R 5 mEREMATIERRMIEER

By EES s FrRAEAL FR 5L t p ST SRR
(Constant) -10.527 .000 XFF
ETRNFELE 334 5.493 .000 XFF

i BT IEEMELE 138 2.368 019 SCHF
T BT B EAE 424 8.727 .000 XHF

GAEME 126 2.693 .008

KARRSE -.002 -.055 956
ZAENE X BEIMEIT -.031 -.545 .586 KR
THAEH S X EEGET 135 2.412 017 XFF
BAEME X —8MEEAT -.022 -.483 629 A

TR 5 W4T 5 R-Squareffi: 0.687

*HT B “ MBI SAENEA SRR T A8 ) RS AR SR R IR L. 7, BRI “AETE X RED)
AR MRS AT AN 38 S T I 8L

NIRRT, B B SRR A SR AN ) A5 AR X5 T 90 - i L G 2R i 5 (1 5 ) o
TARRIER], BATEL TR G, R R E BRI EE R DY AR
AR PEARRREATIN 7 2007, K P i AR R AR R A3 AR D IRl RE T A AR e AR
RS AR ZALTE I BN AN, SR T =M SRS RALERI AT LI, 1 94 5 i oG R
SRPEVE A PRI AR o AETH AT, Ay 1 3R SR A 1) 2 RO AN AZ EL I [ B A4 D4y [A] A
SRR AE P U 2 FRIE R L 75T R S = AME AR R AR AL TR REAT T I (O
& (mean-center) [RIALEL, [RIA3 AT IIEE R 7R, b RRGAEYVE RO HY 9L T 1E BRI XK
AR PERIRBIAAE T Tk A PR AR R AR AR 28 R . DRIk, B 7 #5210 F8 20
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SCHFe e, BRFFCHIEEANE, SR GAEMERS — B AR R WO B 5 1 T A 13 2152
Ffo HANIEUL, — BUEAS XS O R 9 L (BRI g BAT— 5 IRV PEAN e e, JF AR
oot ORGP R 5 53 T O

AT E 2 H R RS TRE ) RS AT 55T 1E B IS AR T — S0k (R (5 AT 1 9%
MR R AR . SRR, BT — B E AL AR B RS B L R
A RIS, DTS w2 it B R 7R s T B R IE B A5 AR BE S R b 5% i 3 2 R
TRCIRE AT o ol R AR U o L, o R A R M 1 A T S RS R R )
TS 5 A0 RS A2 L (R P o 50 AT S 3 TR 5

5 5V 2R IR R TR A OC R A L M H AR (Gummesson, 1998), /&
SIS A E I OCHE (Aaker®F, 2004). JCRERIE ML T —ANSh LS & T S 2 TR DGR I
FE ORI B0, WU OC R0 EE (1 5 i D] 3 LA T 2 0 B B S B 3 3o AR AT — B
N AT S AR T RIYE A SR IHEERE (MorganfiHunt, 1994). RUEFEIR Z 5T+
AT D — A 2 YR, AR I el Bl PR 32 5 M 2000 % B T AR 0 42 (S 00
Colquitt, Scottf!LePine, 2007(¥MetaZr#1)o #EAZH A —J7 % 5 — T TR UGAT R R T2
SR 5 AT A JEE (R 48 A 5 T 28 /DS BT HEZ 117K (Mayer®, 1995), BEARAT 7 ARA Al e
SAESEA L ERBLTEH o I, ¥ 9% 0 20t B CAR AT (KI5 78 A B Hh i B 14 ) S 3 T
(4, Sirdeshmukh?%, 2002), X B BINRS HAELWME EE. S A s)UATr
T RAT BRI o RV R IR AEAE A R AN OC R Wl e LA AR g, 2o/ A
[FIROC R PR A o SN 2 5 B TR R R 55 AT R IBA T8 i) = A5 T2 2
S MR IR 2 5 W K DGRBS, PR AR A B4, S5 TS5 AT e
FORR M WS 2« Sl FE AN [ Iy, AT B pon vy ol 2 0 B BRI s, R il ox B e AL
A R PERAEF o T RE T 58 2 R0 I T 055 T 3 000 T 550 o 3 5 R 3 T 4 g WA B o
PRI A5 0 9 5 R DR FRIBE S D6 AR AT W35 KA o BE T8 0 R A2 S 9
FEIR B BAEARTR 3R, TR T SR IR A DU i P o3 2 R 1 IR A 1) E A5 A DR 3% o T il
TR FERS SRR AR VA TR 2 0 ) g, WIS AT RIS ISR 25 K

PRIE, ASHT i80 i R e B 5 45 ey A 2l b S N ) 18 e S, Of HLag
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NLIREEIIR AR . IEWIBryce (2007) P idi), A5ALHSor AT Sese B AT A SR 28 1)
RLUFVA T o 3K AT REAE AE b 0 T P 2 TCVA R it B SE S L I 02838, A B i L 9
BRI RUERRIA R $50E, RS @ AT KRN, HlES
st L TA) AR — B SR A AR A5 IR R T o AL 7 IR N B o OIS 2187 (10 BRI A R R VIR
A&, ATHE AR R AR FEIE R .

BEAN, i B AR SR ALV B 0 1 o A ELEAR AR O AR SR B A 0 g 5 1S FCA P o {5 AR 2
IV B BE A B HSE R o DAL, 0 TR 8 BAT B R AL SR B, A 387 i A3 £
i (BeardenflIEtzel, 1982), AR N2 Rp ) AW it I ELVE (K 200, JCAFE SEAT R 3T
FEA AR R AR o

6 AR BFPRIARRES D

RGBT IB B AR 2 #4521 T SCUEDT I SCFE AESR A SO IRAFAE— 2L R PR, X
ARSI FEHRAL T LERTBERIWITUIT 1o F 5, AR X o147 b 10 it BT M A R A
BT TS o BT AR I S R RGP L (R 44 B B A R, [N R i
TFHL N BUE AR TS 2 A0, A S5 TR 75 2 DU AT M AU 75 55 (K
FUh Rt AR RNIES . 5, AW UIE NERCE A, RS RAT € i 2 RE T
7 It 1 P ot L PR B S 9, (ELJRAE S 132 OO B N PP AL 6 i B S R e g 0t — 2
VERIWE R R AT R e 20 =, A SCE e R T SR S AR N e S s
A ROR AR T, I HL 2l e AN LGN N 53 22 T AR — SOV A A A U 0 24 2 0] i e T
U AR . XA RN TR AR UE R SGE o S, AT s & RS R A
ARG FSE MO T REAFAE 22 (W, ARIASE, 2008) 0 ABFTTHRIT T b i AL TEAE dh
FOME AR DR AR 5 B R (KR T AR AR FET LARE DRI AN RS AR, e kT
HEMEAE, BAT WSR2 . ST, AL EHTT T ORIEAN R K5 AT i G 2R 5l
REME, ROR BT AT LLE 2D PR AN RN A1 B A T A 2 1] (14 50 R MR B A T
IRV (U, R T P (0 S D, 5RO T S SRR . 35N, (RAE
AR, SRR B RUET BN iR BL (Rousseau 55, 1998), A KINIHT
FURT LR I Mr it A AR BRI B B AR AR AN A o R 2 2 B 5% 28 Pk e U552 2 B AN A
I, WA AT B B AN (Schoorman, Mayer Hil Davis, 2007). #i-G, @GR K @A F
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The Effects of Different Source-Based Trusts on Customer-Brand Relationship
and the Moderating Role of Brand Symbolism
Xie Yi, Peng Siging

(Guanghua School of Management, Peking University)

Abstract This study incorporates the identity-based trust into the research on brand
trust, and examines a model linking different source-based trusts (i.e.,
competence-based trust, integrity-based trust and identity-based trust) and
customer-brand relationship components (i.e., intimacy, satisfaction, self-connection
and commitment). Through a survey, we find that identity-based trust has positive
effect on intimacy, satisfaction and self-connection and subsequently determines
commitment, while competence-based trust and identity-based trust both have
positive effect on intimacy and satisfaction, through which they influence
commitment. In addition, brand symbolism enhances the effect of integrity-based trust
on brand relationship strength, while it does not change the impacts of the other two
types of trust.

Key Words Brand Trust, Customer-Brand Relationship, Competence-Based Trust,
Integrity-Based Trust, Identity-Based Trust, Brand Symbolism
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