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oG F LA, DUEAE A Oy AL ANz e AR, AATTR A 5C 348 I 2l vl e st 4
bty R ) 22 7 P R M AIA R 2 B D o ASCEU TR BARIX — DS AR AL, Lok B R
HPE R, M T A R, R TR O R MBI BRI, HERFAZ S35 5)
R AR (PPl A S leas ) MR B M (A E AW, FFERTT T ORR B AR L
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K. KRGS, KRAPUE, KAMM, B

0 3%

129 A B L IR, TR0 T BRI . IR E 5, AnAT S A R L st
HR A HILF SR — AN 8, SN, DOk ARG RE]: 7E
VR R R e A AT L, Sl R OC RIS SN R B 0GR, DA O A ] R T A
FME G . AR, R, SEiioC R E BIE SNM Ak— i BRI A D g 2

AR, SESEIFAR I B o AT ATAT — SN AS A Ay T 5 = R (14 ) 17 3 3 S 1
A (Customer relationship management, 4i5 JCRM) (1. {H H JAHSCHIBFIT A1 W] .
KEATT0%6 825 5 2258 BRI H FHEBAT R AV 55 G350 A8 WU IR AR % M, A7 6 B 28 85 il
TP CEAKSTE, 2004). ESRAATTH HT M AT R G 58 H ) SR WO DR R B
A R LR, (RRATT AR A 45 R SR FEHP AR BRI — A JU Rt A AT AT A B 1 Hh A
B ZAG R IR OC R B, 17 HAR AT 3T I — A — DR N B AR OC RGBT K
RE., JhZR R E R B LR, R KRR RIS S 4
3] T RTFTARA RV, B NATIR AR O 348 B AR b A T ATk Z IR R AR R B
filto BN, FIRKZRZ AR AR EAIRR? EATS &M ¢ RIE 30 Z 8] 1K 9% R 0
o[ 2 BT G — T SR B R G AR B I 2R A (R B B A ) 2 IR, Ry
Ty ARG R s 0% R BB g U H B FUE ANTH SO, i 7 AR A BARAIAR
R —FIICIE 0 =2 B T 28 R H 1SS OGT: B, TR a1 38 Sk 2 SOl A n 5
MBS (AR A RAIEFE G R G B S 5 R R it 5 0 RIS R AH B, T8 iR IR R G &R
TSN S AN 58 7 Z (ARG, JoBE HAT AR5 L IR O (AL S 5 S o A8 BAE I 9T
H, 2EEAT O B SRR S AN AL AR 2 1) G R (WiReinartz FKumar 20000 LK i &

VEkBt, B, 1973-~, PUE, TN, BRUKEREER TSR R AT, B FRAERA,
TR T A TR R, BT KA B i, CERSRI2R) SwZs. YE[H Journal of Technology
Management in China 2% 5] 4% (Emerald Group Publishing, UK); BIF5¢ 5 1)k IR 45 17 3558 A4 15 ik i 4 B
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WA G2 M R (liKamakura® 2002)5%5 ) @HET TRFST. % Tk, ASCR DL
A ARSI IR HERE L, WU R ARG SIAN T, BT IO 2 5% 23 Bl WA 500 G 28 o
AR AR, TR T 9% 3 B M 5 AR LR BT B 7 (10 A B89 8 BT 7 2 1 22 S Ak UK 5%
Wiy, I3k —2D 7R HH G AR TR A YR BN U 58 7 I (M (B P P i K 2 T A 1

1 HISH FAFHER

1294 B L AR, B2 G 28 48 Bl ok I 25755 A A0t 10 2% A A0 T () T N 2% o
RHIRE TR = S HEN ) CE 2N NIGR LD JALRECR, 1A F = 5l A 5
KR (Berry 1995)0 AT RS BN 5, AMb 03 T 5B )4k, JoBE 2 A i il
AR [ — N E BT o PR, Jr 25 B AL AR Sl 5 01 T2 (R RIFI O R . 4525,
AN b 22 35 By By 5RO IV AN G B AE 7 i B 45 A A Ik R b B A 45 T R A ) DG T
(Gronroos 1990; Gummesson 1987; SheavesFlBarnes 1996). X1, WIRTHTIR, HEARZIES
ANSE 2 6 R HL ALY, 2 MEIFRBUS I S0%. 1EEETTRP R, XL
PRI A S () IE R EEAR A B) T2 00 2R 58 B S B RAS 1

— 71, R B R AR 1 IF BB BT MUA W RO RiES), A BRI E
I B BAT R = e S — N7 T, WRAE By X5 Teik R € IR R Th 3R AR B AL, ATAAT
KAWA T RERKINFF ST Lo Hrgilik i, A B Ee At FIAZ AT 5¢ R o 1 BT X R 301,
AR Rer= A T R S5 o (R, BT 20N TR B DB il R i 2% 15 AT AR
IR R, (XA R W EE o AR B, aT LAl 24 7 i i Bt
R FAFRTFI A 08 7= AR, A b — 75 11 75 B DG I a4 21t % DA ] PR B 25 O 2 6 BV
By, [ I AR 0] XK B B BT 61 3 1) OC R f LA S T P BUR R R U 45 1 O . RAAIXHE, 4
b i 25 O 2R 35 B A T BESEEL T H A

BT, ASCKE SRR S RIES) . KRR KRG 5 W% 58 7 2 ] [ AH
YER SAE R G AR o BRI 5, BATTAEXS AR GBI SCRRAIAEFT 45 S AT ER NI R 48 14 [ o
(PR b, I &5 X S5 A ey 2B B0 R 25 BB AT U R AT 25 1, A& ()RR F R e T
ALY, A R T ARG IE R, Wil 1 TR

B3 R AR B B
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B 1 MBI 5 ZR I B 2 B & 3 7= B ) 3 E

LSy b, R H T SRR O R BT S S DA IS TR R, (R R A 1
i T O R EL A E AR . (EE ST 2 EEHENEIL -8 Fist b, 2 ESEARFRRE
ST T ARG, M, ST O R B A AR D — e R N TR O R R AR A A
b, TS T O R B R SR ) A R e R S T B M S T I O R A A
HRIX— 8, AIGBIEE, AEEGRECREIMARZH . ARFERFE K. EHANRERE
M —IRGEHIT, H2&Sin A (2005) HIHFFL, AATNIE S REEMAL. MPEE, MERREHE
Fi ARG R O S T DU A4 B S U S R T T e . RN, 32X vl DA e E ok 5t, #K
i (2004) IR,



1. 1 B R EMERE

TER RS, BB 22 1 A A 7R B 45 IR 25 TR AS A2 DR ) 7= i, A b DG g L
WIFUG AL 5 B 1) SR . HRT, AR A8 T e 28 TR RIS AR e Ak
Hbre SAELE, BRI 2 1 b I 4G G i 2 2 AL (i sl s 98 7 o SBs b, AP
FERS I ANV IR S B L8R B . A I AR AR CRE B B I e AT B i 1 e & g A
o SUFZ AL, FEASCH, FRA TR B 7= S Ay A 3 A7 0 2 098 7 o4 1
ZAEMERTTIZ N o A, [EunBel 155 N ¥ (Bel 155 2002) , 7 f i & 7% 7= 1Y)
M AE I, BERT DR FARGE, o mT DR RS0 o 5T 98 7= (W 4 i (A A R o A
IR RIS, AR SR ATMAHRT ) B SR 08 = R (AR Ak, RIVAR G 30 S AN G R 45 Aok
(TR )R e Gt O3 = S = R 2 P S VA2 v T v L T SR =B P /A

EWTET NS BT R B R, B0 58 7= BN 52 21 U5 W AT Ry R SEAT A (5 o
W, G R ARG VAT ) AT SO IERE AT A o E T AT 1A A B s DS 5 R T
1474 (Bolton %5 2004; Verhoef %5 2002) , FTLASMi% AW LAT HAIEL, PARTHIVES
AR AE AT ARG SEAT M A TR DRI OGE (BRIORRAN) o Xt 5B AF IR b i
AT A HE S AR AT N B B AN EE A AR S AT SIUE 20 BT, e ) 2 o A e (L
aOUL S TP T DTk . S Stah 1SS HIFUAE — 30 (B JERlE e KB RE . ISR A2
STV BEAE B 2 A B I DUANZHREEB 73 ) (Stahl 25 2003) , FRATTIA Ky 25 8 7= (R A A 184
EHEEQRE A TR OM S TTBk——IFAT A A8 S SAT A FUE T+ AT A
a2, A R g R N (RS S, B 2 SRR YR NI S i ) s @A L2 T ik——
JAL P T RRA T DA Sl N7 T I T ) P 2 R 5 | B 2 R CRLFS U IR E D 5 @ KRBTk
—— S B S rE AR, B g2 5 M E 0 L R A% A2 (Bolton %%
2004) o FAGUEUL, RIS AT L) Ak AR H o IR M E ¥ 329K (Gronroos 1990)
1. 2 RARE

To5E, \EAIRMR A AT AR 3 R T4 5 ML B DR OC R, 2 — 120 KRB AT 55
AV 11 G B A R SR Ty, 3 6 2B v A 2 K B A AT T RE 8 IR 1) 0% R R RS UF
4k (Hennig-Thurau 55 2002) B 7 A4 20 1 0¢ R LAAh, KR TR 5 A —AME R
PSARIIERY

AR D% 2 T HE (BT U5 L, 00 FR T B0 A2 05 X0 A8 ) A B FIAEAS G F O R 1) 32 D
M, EAE R RN E AL IR O R GROT A T EE 4 (Crosby 55 19900, JfH.
ELEE 0 B A5 0 2 8] 1) 5% R A TR o RS FHOCHIEFUE N A X R a2 — My
AN 1) 52 2= K (Construct) , T 20 i « BN 5 AT 5 A1 IIVE 4545 (Crosby %% 1990),
HISAR I, H AT AN 6 2R R 9T T A G MR 4 P IR Bl I . FEAR SO, 5 2B S 9T
PRAE— 350, FRATTIN Ay 505385 35 R B30 A5 AT ) J G 38 0 o PR PR A DG B 4 15 (Crosby 55 1990)

FHORFFL LG UE S OC RTEATIUR W) SEAT Ay = AR B o o, V5 22 27 Tt
B A TR Al 77 32 43 Z0URH R 200 1) SRR i e » K SEARAE TR A M AR 0 5 BR B 1) 5
BRI EE, AR B RRE 2 R L S SR N BUAG,  FEAR T A SR E IR i IR 55
[FTHST s 85 33 P O 3 2 J) 30 N A% DG T Al S L= i 5 R 55 (P RN U 2 bA e, Jo
BRI R R IWF AT, A4 BRI 1) T4t B A5 OIS Zp Ak A, Aimi A7 B Tk
PR U SR AT o XA, BRATTAT LA A N AR

ik 1 RARFEXN R 5= K EG E R A TR IR s VE A

(a) B2 X B2 B = (B B (B BB B AR X B0 4E A

(b) B AATAEXT B 25 B2 7= B W (B SE (E R A BRI A IR B 1
1. 3 BEXARKAE

AT, B 06 2 A BEATUSR I 08 5 #l ax Fig th: AARFREH W S A A SR, AT




BEAST H A N PR A RSRAF AR Y (R B o AR T, 5 10T OGS SRR A2 MBI AL A R 2 BT I 25 A
LRe 8 A DG R T B AT H A ISR IO 5 I WE SIS 2 o sl b, B P R A
W AR, A A A A A R A A A DG R (1) FE 2 )L Rl 22— (Noble 1 Phillips 2004)
HAR Berry [ FLE SR AR VR 0GR mT DURAT LR = A = 2R gl e . &0k
. (AT HD . FESHES (B AMA AT AR D B A LA ARE) FIgiiilieas CKREIDCR
BES 1T I I R R 488D (Berry 1995), Hirpr, Z057 IR J 35 125 M I AN B 75 117
it B R 25 T LA A8 B 1 L SRAG AR A PR ARE 1) ot B DAL A ST SR A5 i IR 45 7 THI 1 2
Jilis AL oW A AR IR A SR R BT RN, IR A A SRS LA S S A IR 55
SERPL B e O RS A I B 2, AE AN 2 IR B 2R T I AR i R B i AS o 10 Berry
FITURIRT, “M0CZRBE RN DL RS N 2 S (A AT 170 SC Attt g ¥k AR A3 Bl AR B 511 B n
B WaR BT, A A A PR RIS 2 OC R B8 T 28 R 56l (Berry 1995). Z{BlHE,
Gwinner 25 A [T ST B« AT LG R sk i Ak S llc s 48 50 W0 a8 AR B 2R
(Gwinner 5§ 1998), AR /NIVFRINEE R, VFZEINN LR S5 as sy Bl R 7E
SERRESE 5 BRI A P TR AH DG I e, T A % A A B S A B AT T
PR AN A W AT R IER R R o0, WAESE 73X — W GRAIH 2 5F
W AW NERE ). DRI, £ IR ST R I kAt b, AR SRS R ER R A
TR AL SR S OGBS . LR, BRI BRI R R £ . AR T DL S B L
W SR S LA s A 2B A LS A PR 56 8 00 R Ty R I RS2 o 85 R AR =257 55
YNGR Uy SR
— 7T, A R A FER G R R T AT TR M s, IR A AT AL B LR
AN 2 R A PR 2 k2l AR 1R B v PR B il s Ao T EL, T SR AT O &
T IRAF (IS R T AT T T, F T 5 LRI M B2 K o TR I T s R A
AE7= A E B R, e T s e B & T I AR OC &R T /KT (Szymanski F1 Henard 2001).
T3, B I G DL R B T AlobE (7= 5 S5 RS 2 Ak, IR AR AT RIS I EE
FiE ML R PSR 2028 (Bitner 1995) o DA, FRATTAG PR AN . R AL R T I S
PRI, 2 DAABAT 1A B ANRE S 1 DG 28 vh P R A R AT & A kg Bt o et i, FRAT I 7840
(I3 A s W SRR R 8 R R TRAS T 2 s, IR A AT s S8 A n el A T4l
AT APk o Lh Bk oy Ry 5, BATaT DABR H R &
i 2 RRWEXT KRR R E R T RS
(2) LT RN B =R AR AR K 2K 3 5 e
(b) ZFFWaX R FERARREI SR
() WX HEHE ARSI
(d) HoWax PR EERARREI RS0
¥ 3 KAWL AL X B 75 7= 1 (B 1 1 R AA AR IR B e
(a) Lurleaaxt B Bt = R E G E BB R AR B
(b) #hLWaax B B = B U (B 1 R A BRI IR 3 5 e
AR, SRR B P I (A G (E 5 O R AT 26 DDA DG, ARIR0) D¢ FR I A HE e
(L), AT BE2 52 BT TR DG R TR I W VEN ST . e h) i i, SRS, RRIK
X B % 7 A R MG L () SR B A AR o 51 T, %o v 5l T 10 1 . s ST e A AT
AT, AT AT 1 A S RN LERE R R A T 2 I as, AT S RN Gk AR B
RS R MBI RES 5 5, M3 3B0CE A R T & 28 7= M (G E AT N o AR, X1l
AP BAREF AR BERAR B 21T 5, NS H 20 E T 3R IR 48 Gl sk L2 e i, Josi
FARE AW AR EECAE 58, A ST ARV B W28 F A R H )
SN I TS B0 ZR A 2 % A5 8 7 A {39 L 1) D ik T BB PG . B35 |, 7 Wang et al. (2005)



IRETEH, SR T WD I SEUE S R IX — 5. Rk, FRAT 14 20 i i G Bt

X 4 RAREX R RN B E 2 A e R B R SEH

(a) BEHEN LT a5 BE R a2 B R R R EF R EA

(b) BEHEX AW SR E R = EEE B REFEEA

(€) BEEEN LT S ME B ERE 2 R RAH R ER

(d) BEEEXF AR S5 E - MMEEE L BRI X R EHRETER
1. 4 BEXRIED

BARERE 22T UAER, BN A D& IS8 0¢ KA BT T KR MBS 5 STUF,
HIEA Jy 1, W] 5 44 P i o R BE (CRMD 58— N0 4 AR ) 8. I
IVF 2 FhaE , # DRI DG 2245 LI H A Al oA 38 (19 AN ) Sl 2 T A7 A 22 5, BRI 2 8 A
P T A E (R O J A B IR R AT BT AN, Qs w) 2 R RS O R A HEL . IR AE
J2 R R 5 DK 2 7657 SR B IR o) JO 25 J 2 O (P O R B AR 48 o T HL, IR I 5 S et e
7 T T O R A B R ) S it B IS B AR MR AL T AEAR SO, FRATIIE T Reinartz %A
PIRF TR, AT ) 23X — S ORI & ¢ R E B (CRMD 3530, S®RTEITA 5
Bl EIE b R T IR SR G TR G — 0 HME—1) “IEA”, s e i 5 i
P R IR e oM A5 B 5 P (Reinartz 55 2004) .

Sebr b, B SCRE AT RAZ O ES IR 2 — RS RE RIS . 2T LUX AW,
BOET W R IR 1%, RREREICAN: @ 5 RFFFBE MRFECR, i Eaiu
SIAH (Morgan F1 Hunt 1994; Webster 1992). 55—, ¢ RAT Heid FAF A 45 2 DA 1)
M (Dwyer 55 1987) o AHNHE, AN AZI IR UAEMALIAS 5 G 8)), T 4300,
—AMB AR AR RF S AT D e B =, SCARE B R TR A B AR AR AN BCR IS ]
(077 20 5 B 2 34T HL B AN A BRI O & (Srivastava 25 1998) o #5PU, & RMMEAE AL ]
M43 fic B ERDFRTE (Mulhern 1999; Niraj 25 2001) , M i x4 M AR 31 i 25 5% 2 1 A
SR B A R IR ) ) A TR

HESR R AL A A7 RUR R R B H b2 —, IS A AEAFIBY B Cnii & 3k e Jist
Eei LIRSS DPIE SIS S Iv S S TN S P ON A T - i)
B —— B NI TR 3 o X ER AV AE NTT UG (R G R D B4 i 1 3EAN I
R, FrTh ) s (R A7 IR IE T &M ¢ RGNS H B AS IS o #IRIX 184, AL
Reinartz 5 A\ [ 7T 1 F (Reinartz 25 2004), ASCAEBE/NH VTR 5EAE -, MBI AL A IR
il 4 DY T O PR B 25 OC R IE B, 43 A A G R IR U A DG AR IR I R OC AR IR 4 HE
FBE KRR MEE . WBERIME, OISR RGN A B, Reinartz 25 A4X—
B BEFR 2 k51 PEAiki (Reinartz 25 2004). fE3X BB, Al i Bk 216 H br & B a0 an S
e ARRE N O 2, SR U B AN R R 25 s R B 4517 WA TR DXl 6 A
B[RRI RS o et iU, R AN FEF AV AR i BN 2 0 R S e 1 Ak
TR R I &M 22 A8 D) o B N RIIPIAN T BORSREURIREE, ARG R VI8 5 )
R4 A BER G5 255 (Brady Al Cronin 2001) o IX 4835 2 FE A 1 5 vt 1) 4
WA [ R RN R, IEE BIAE A A 55 ) o b HoAd B2 5% 28 5 BERIF 9 SCHR
W) 2 M BOBE I —FE, 0 T OC RS ITIER H I B b AR 2 B TR A, A
X — B B e UM OGRS, BAR AL ARG A Ay At ke 5 2 AN 1 0 3 R ED %5155 A P A 1 %
FIE ) o

DEIRE BB, A 5 T 25 5% 2835 B2k i 2 )it 5 A8 AT E IR o AN IR B AN ]
(P AR ANE CE G AL MR EIRNMED , IR H CRBE K RiG5)
BT EE, e s B R el LRl SRR ). VIR SR RIE B
%571, — BAGR) R RAAT, Fabxt 2Bl 5o e SR an 45 R A B . ]



DL, WA I Ok RiG 5, KRB TN A, KRR TTES B a . XA,
BATAT LASE AR
i 5 B2 R RIESNN K R B A TR 9K 3)
(a) RRRMNE T B TR K K3 0
(b) RFRRFIFTHS W BA K EIRS)
(€) RRFKETL Tt B AR IR 0
(d) REFKIOTHLWEE BB R RS0
(&) RREFLT R FRKFESFm
() RREF W BRI RS m
(9) RRBEXNZFI B BRI IRS) %0
(h) RARBEXN LW E B FRRK RS
2 AR
2. 1 HEASEIEEE
N T ARTIR A SR AT, FRAT IR B [ (Rl AT B ) 5 R T 2 P DA
XTI E AT B, A2 DR AT B T I B T 1 EARAE 3 2 A AT & Ok R UL 1)
FB (NBEAE R LT WG, AfeaEaliian), mHRARSNSES R, T HEEM
iTs A TIRTFRREL e g A, %3 L A b Z0UE i S A O RIS R T R R R, FES
7749 JE A A g R A 3 B 22 (19 G R WA, 11 R PR b st 2 RE S AR I b i 2 Bk SR AR
Pl — CHEARAR BRI D) o f T R 22 57 fE i M A 125 S R E I
A7, FRATTT 2005 AFX FR PR 5 A DA R 5 X () 6 AT T 1) 5 I 2
FE A o) 25 R A 2 B, ASSCREARE T Churehill B 3 ()5 % I & FLFE (Churchill 1979),
A5 SE AT ARG SCRR AN B2 /N DT R I3 b, B 11 T i@ A ARG [ 4, SRR
PEV A B EEAE BT ST TAEIE . [R5 T e 1 70 [ P v oA Al R sl b,
PATRH T 8 PRV R 3R T SCIREA W IR I« S e 10 R0 4, s 1 Tl =
AR A4 (Construct) [W4RAR (MISCRTGS). KRR K RKE R 7%~
B Canpisk 1 Frs). e, AR 74FMS (Likert) 5 /s, Al
KB RN FIAE (1 77 2053 BIAE AN HUIX &R T 400 43 1045, X R 748 1y 7145 o LESI AT
R AG I 05 LU, L3RG %004 683 1), & A %nIeE N 85.4% . Hidr, #
VI S el 1. 1.3, SR8 18 X L NI b 24%. 18 % ~30 % I/ 39%.
30 £ ~49 X [k 25%. 50 %~65 % 141 9%. 66 % LL EHIZ1Y 3%, WAk HIRA
/11000 JT 1) 7 31%- {1 1001 %] 2000 o2 [ ¥ 37%, £t 2001 £ 5000 Jo.Z [A] 1 19%,
5001 s LA B 13%, 5545 A OR4E G R I I TG BE /D T 1L AE 1) 4%, {5 1 4FEE] 5 41
i 14%. 1 6 “F3 10 7E1)5 31%. 10 =LA By 51%.
2. 2 WEFEW
WIFTSCHR, ARSI —AN HE B ARG T AT S T ML A i e R B R . it A
el SR AR R 5 IR A T W N JLANE B oG, BT DU JE T A AL AR B AH DGR
S T V2 IR TR, RS = A0E R L KN E WAHAT T3, 285, FRATLLZ 524k
S BN S bRTE FOAVEAS, TR T PRSI /N U IR (R 20 W Sk 1 il Bl 52 24 57 7 i (1) Jt
By HAEMEEA F AT T BRI T RR R D o b . X TR G RIES), 5 Reinartz
NI BU(Reinartz 55 2004), FATTIENE T WS A4F5b5 (Formative indicator) [1)JF &
J, ORI R IIFAG « HERFRIZE EaX = ANB B i DY I 7 (1 i 25 0C R & 30, 23 il 2 1R
WA S 2 SREUII 2 5 28 EFRIN % O R AME B % o0 RELE A% o6 R, BRI A
H 5 AR 566 B CUT RS2 21 (1) 445 T0U OC 585 BRYE BN (R 7K S AR H 0B, B ok 55 03 3



CEBAZ D (1 A o) At i 2 i SR M) 0% R TG B ACPAHE FIT o BRie 2 oh, SLRFRFRAR &
RWRFERR . X TR R S, S Fabr e ) 2 SRS 2% A 2 DLAE Sk i) 3l A
5E[#) (Bendapudi A1 Berry 2004; Wang 1 Lo 2004). 2L, FAT A 7EBLA SCHR A 2ERE 2
KRR BT T AN I EEFEAR (Berry 1995; Gwinner 25 1998; Reynolds Fll Beatty 1999),
I AR 189 BRI G 2R 45 SR A0 A A B 5 7 e T AN R FE AR (Reynolds 1 Beatty
1999; Wang and Lo 2005) . & 1 $2 it 7 AN S0 % = 2 gt (Construct) (1 AH 5G 28 B5UkH P A4

PG E5 R
1 AHK REGE MR Vgt

ESf(El brdez | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1% SR AU 3.61 0.70 1.00
2 % SR AL 3.42 0.73 0.38 1.00
3 R KRR 327 0.82 0.33 0.49 1.00
4 BERABSE | 354 0.69 0.35 0.51 0.46 1.00
5 A R 351 0.71 0.21 0.43 0.47 0.49 0.79
6 Wi (EIT 3.39 0.61 0.31 0.28 0.43 0.49 0.42 0.7
7 ZHa 3.30 0.67 0.40 0.30 0.26 0.41 0.43 0.52 0.76
8 H s 2.95 0.7 0.29 0.18 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.51 0.48 0.78
9 % ¥ 3.29 0.71 0.34 0.28 0.33 0.48 0.49 0.49 0.65 0.44 0.73

R RMAYFRAR (Reflective indicator) fTxt R i) 44 (Construct) i) T34 4 75 72 (1)1 5 AR AE XS 1 28

*.

T34, ARSI BRI 4% TR bk 2 20802 BT BOAR G SRR s 1, 1 FLE S 1 e
ATHE R B A JT A R Cniies U5k SRR IER 70D, RAAH) & I b A L b

WE WAk 2.

R 2 BALVER P a5k A LI AR b S S A 5

B GBRERD SRELRE GHEXE T T | SET | ook

G i R
RRFE-BEHEN: 0.85 Hennig-Thurau 4% 2002;
LRIBA, TR AL g i o |55 Crosby %1990 WangFiLo
22 i 5 RS FEAR RS A 4 1 0 s 0 22 081 | 3716 2004a; zymanski Al Henard
B 2 LR 7 ik 5 IR 5 E RO R L 1) T Jge b B AR K 2001; 7K 51,2005,

Anderson 2004

KREFE-BEREEn 0.80 Hennig-Ihurau% 2002;
L SIBA LR RAF RIS Mo A DS AR R FEL | 073 | 10.62 Crosby %1990; Mogan and
2 T I AT RS ik )y, A BT DU BT | 070 | 2857 Hunt, 1994; L7k 5¢,2005
3. 54 LAENS B AbH B R 25 AL, A AR U BT | 079 | 32.06
KA -L B A, 0.82 Berry 1995; Gwinner 2%
LT SRR R, RAWIMDREAR-EOBETIGRE | 079 | 41es 1998: ReyroldsiBeaty
25V IR 5, AR L 072 | 4567 Vo 2006
3N IRFFIR R, AL AT L A 070 |3831 '
K R - R 0.83 Berry 1995; Gwinner 2%
LA A IR, 0 & R 079 | 5109 1998; ReynoldsfiiBeatty
2R B 1] 55 12 Al O 8945 A 5 076 | 4968 1999; BendapudiFiBerry
35UV R, (LRI, “4r7H T 074 | 4181 2007% Zhang and Wang,
4T EXYZ A A FTALTE 0.68 32.79
R E R E I E 0.81 Bolton %% 2004; Verhoef
LA Al KB R G 0045 077 | 4397 % 2002; Stahl %5 2003;
2.0 I 2 A 7 it R 0 7 i P 082 | 4918 Wang and Lo, 2004 b; £k
3R A A H AT 57 it R 55 A S B B 066 | 27.04 5%, 2005
4TRSS 15, T AR 063 | 18.27




5.J G AN KA 5 CETE R —M B, H HAMSAR 0.77 29.31
%R REBIES OBRELP BT X T R AR bR ANE Reinartz, Krafft and Hoyer

B2 5% AR IR U &

1. BEAT A AR AP AR T i B2 Al (e R

2. ARNVIE RS 2 PO AR T AR AOAS S (s B3R B 48D
3. AR BUR AL A 25 A5 05 2R S [ R

ST NINEIN e

Lo EFRIANFVRFAL (0 B3 R A, A AR T AN Tl ) B A% T 5

2. AR IR IR R TBOR AT BT £

3. AN A RFR I A S i TS5 Clnaty 28 LI B B N 55D
B SR AR I R e

1 AL B R X1 (74 T

2. AR L) AL A S IR IR, A A R R OGE
3. AR P (AR B R SR 4D X IR % T LA i)
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2. XTGBT AR AMERIR, %A BE S I 45T R 2
3. %A b RE % Xy BT JIR 55 A it B AL AR L BT
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2. 3 EHMERHHR

HHr, 20HARKEMTFEA M @20 7R (Structural Equation Model)o —
PRI T ARG V1 1 B 7 2285 M 0 M s ids, BLpRmT LU LISREL, AMOS Fl EQS &4k
SRIMCASEI o 55— W T O fe /N SR8 5 22 43 M ik (PLS), HRuHEI@ L LVPLS Al
PLS-GRAPH K2k S o V8 5 — PP O iEAS W — 5 a8 A ik, He Rk Jht S il anAs
TEAFAE DRI AN o RT3 T 40 A (BB 56 55— v B T A ) ) R ML T — R R0 1 6 [l
FERTIS VR 58NN, A DU U NI, AR T 2240 At CANOVAD . 43 )2 2 s el A 7 v
LG kR AR, AR A AT A AE JC T A D BE 5 2 A AE TR A O RS I L B A 4 Gk
B2, 12 T O e /S eV Wy 25 oy M i ik e DL e IR AN (Chin, et al.,
2003). DAL, ASCHTHEAT I SCUERTSTER S PLS J7¥2%, A PLS-GRAPH %475 Hi 6. 8 B Ak
PR 2 i, FRATI S T R 1R 07 0T RIS S 1R 45 46 5 R (A 25 SRR Y AR Iy« 32

ONAETS ) InUAEIA, il 2 B,
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el 2 SE T PLS f03: 408 4 7 FEBEAL O i - 5 B
3 R A A G M T REAR R R ST

WA Anderson 25 \BIFT @il Wi B, AT BRI 2 0T, FA T S6is &
FERIST 244 “ZIbrE R (Multiple-item scale) A8 (E 22 KIREEE L YERfHbfl 3 5 s ot i il
(PR (Construct) HEAT T VP . FEULIERE S, FRATIZRAE T 36 FHRIMPE BT S R R
L PSR Ra VS B S iy NS 11 6 T 8 A P e a5+ N
3. 1 MEMERHFHERL

ARICAEM SR (Construct) (I, K T FIAFIE AR % Waiind, 1Y
TR 2 5¢ RS sh e 1 “ TR Fabr kil 18 (Bagozzi 1994), 1y HAh BT A £ OBl 253 =
FUEATE S PP AL 2 0 aa DR B 08 = R (B3 OISR S 28 Fb kel &, 1X
Tl 2 S R A 0TI S ABE 2R A 2 P P R 6 7 R AN IR B 0 AT R
3.1.1 TE A B BAR B A R A B

X FH R e DU TUAS 5] (R B Ok R st Fe b, — 5T, RATRGHfE % T Reinartz,
Krafft and Hoyer (2004) &K, AT TTH, 2SR O o th AT s (04 5
FURE . F3—TJ7 1, X TIXSEE R =AY, FAT X R T Diamantopoulos %5 A (2001)
PP BT AL e, AN 23 B (Content specification). $545 1t B AT E A ) 3L et Fn 4 b 2k
FE S 7 TN SLEE BT AT TAYSS, AN E— 2D R 1 I B2 (A Rk
3.1.2 RELAIMBHAVE B

P IAAE T “ Ry Fabr it A A FE A e, FRAT A TAR I PN BOR . 158,
X BN — B I 5 A AR BEREAT T 20 bt i3 A4 2R, it (Construct) MIZEA1H
JEE R HS) i T T2 AR UE 0.70, v B fse /N IR AL R A5 AT, A 0.80, Qi 2
Pise HRk, P s ks b 7 ffar 2 T ol 22 bR e 0.60 (e/IMEY 0.63), Ml
I SR BAT R 0 N SRR o TR, BERh Br dA RSP 38R M 2% (AVE) #im T
I S4B 0.50, MIfITPRIE T REWSfERESE 2 1A %007 22 (Fornell F11 Larcker 1981). Ut4h, i
Fornell A1 Larcker [f1F5T 45 % (Fornell FiT Larcker 1981), H ELRERY rh &N A4 (1) P3¢ 7
7= (AVE) P AR i @4 5 S A3 A R AH DG RO I, 3t 3R B S AR A AT 4
LFADN R o 3R 1 o, X —ZERAAF 3 TARGF (03 A2, NI 1t BASERL (R el A4 TE 1 A
MES by bR SSRGS 25 7 e $Relia, (38 T b ik Mg iy BB, o4
TR KR B RERE, 7 BB & R iR 1 R (EEA T A0 br . AEASCR, BT A
AR OB UEASAT . GBI AW % 7 (eI () 19 R2 {2
Sl 0.30. 0.35. 0.38. 0.29 F1 0.58, M\ fii 5 HH 2 44 7 R AR 70 5L AT 1R 5t 1 Foit il 5
3. 2 MEE AR RKL

FEXT AR AN R SO G, N0 AT b 45 K 7 R A TR SRAS 56 AN F 5
P k.

3. 21 HE®W

h T B AEA ST R I H A N, BATIFR T BN B
(Main-effects model). 15 3 P, FERILEREH: 70 &IUBA S RIGEAT, BREUA R
SFUCEBNAE, FoR TGS AS 0 O R HAT R ) 2 5w . Rk, IR 5 153 T390 3¢
Fio AL, BTN R4 () ¢ RIS T P AR T R AN . L, B G R 4
GR35 AL 2 25 1 4 42 R B0 0 0.26 (1=4.77) F10.20 (t=2.20), #fi% 5a il 5b 4
B TUESE . HeAh, BRI R PSS S DA AL S ES  BR A2 R 003 h 0.31 (1=4.91)
A10.15 (t=1.99), Huflii 5g F1 5h 3381 THESE . B & RYEFF LRI 4L SR A7 7
WEEw, HERZERHCN 015 (1=2.01), K 5f 4358 TiEsk.



3 EHMBER KSR SRR

S APPSR B RE T AL 45 R
KRR >LTNE 0.26 4.77%* {15 5a 1931 37 ¥
SR> HLWRS 0.20 2.20* fEeis 5b 1523 KF
KRR > L TR 0.03 1.06 iz 5c AR1FEICHF
KRR AW 0.01 0.73 fBeise 5d AR 1T B KF
KAYEFES> LT 0.07 1.58 s 5e A2 S HF
KAYEFEF> S 0.15 2.01* i 5F 15 25 Hf
KARBES>STR 0.31 4.91%* Bk 59 79 21 >CKF
KABES>SHLNE 0.15 1.99* {15 5h 15 FI 3 FF

JEE 2 A > A A 0.22 3.78%* i la £33 FF
JoE A A > a5 A B 0.14 2.16* i 1b 15 FI5C
2P > R 0.37 6.26** % 2a 195137 ¥
22 BRI 38 > A A AT 0.40 6.45%** % 2b 15 350 Fr
FEEICER > U 0.11 1.87 * Bk 2¢ 193137 ¥
G > IR ST 0.26 4.53%* (Earap L ESEIFES]
ST R > U T R 0.41 7.13%* ¥ 3a 13 25 HF
FEE I f > R 9 AN (B A 0.13 1.98* iz 3b 1533 KF

TR A EI A R® {41 0.52. ** Statistically significant at p<0.01; * Statistically significant at
p<0.05 (¥1)8).

M 3 HERABET LA H, KRN TR R R AR AN S E . 5%
G5 AR I 28 G WS R A 2 AT 2 AR T 2 R AR B 2515 A AR (W SR B A T, T 2 B 1R 4
2 BRI T SCRF. Hordr, SUTWER SN IR AT R B o 0.37 (1=6.26) A 0.40 (t
=6.45); Lo a S PN IR AT R B o 011 (1=1.87) F10.26 (t=4.53). 74k, K
FUCEERTIR 7  AE A R HEsm . BRI, Bk 3 i s] 7k, mH, &
G AR S S B SR B8 P AN B S B A AR LR, B4R R A 0.41 (t=7.13) il
0.13 (t=1.98). ftJii, MrHT g R TA TR TT LG e, 007305 725 5 AR 0 21 At R i ¢
PO ESEE AT A ARG, BRAR R Er 0o 0.22 (1=3.78) F10.14 (t=2.16), MM
FUMRE 1 AR T S Hr.
3. 2.2 TN

h TR RN, AR IR C RN BRI b, BN T BB R A T
g)” iR (Interaction model). %5 T-PLS/M I A4 HATAT 43 A b e i HAL ZE (1) S 50k 56t
ANFRIEH, AR T AEE AR B RS 51k, JFAE 500 ¥k B RN () 3l b vh 50T dn itk
W2 (AR NIRRT, WE AT, TR I AR A SR AT T I AR
AR (Chin) 28 A\ (Chin%s 2003), fEMISRIAS Hah K 12 B et e britb T 1
FRAELALEE . TSRS, KE¥ECohenfJ %I (Cohen 1988), %M T A w14 7 A5 45 28 &
[ “ AR HUEL” (Overall effect size):

% = R%(Interaction — model )— R?(Main — effects — model ) (D
11— R2(Interaction — model )|
SE R RS IO 0.14. 7RIS LL T, 24 P IO{ECY 0,02, 0.15 F10.35
I, AR /N 3 TP ARTRCK I 5 R (Cohen 1988) o R, (EFE1E R BCE FEAE N

YA R PLS SRAS IR AT RN, A7 DHRIRE 1 2 Chin £ A 2003 {18 3.
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(PR b, FRATTAE R oMWt OC RN O RIS 55 2% % 7= (W (B F 2 TR 1R O R A
TEHEWER, MR 4 76— 8 EARER) 70k, — U7, AW R & mE L4
WL 2 R 08 P AL I P G R s o — T, U A5 ATt 0] 8 WAL 2 R 25 8 7 RN
B TR OR RAFAE 0, IR R 5 8 —0.15 (t=2.21) A1 0.12 (t=2.09), Hif
Ve 4b R B 4c 153 THESE . NI, FRATTH A A I 405 0 48 B 2 5 B 4 6 7= AN (i 38
B2 TR) A DG 2R AT S 3 P 2], AR A R B 2545 A 0T Ak 2 WS 55 T 2% 0% 7= (R A (L A 2 TRD 7R D%
RO EEMR,

SR, AR AR AT IR A A, BRI T — AN R (1) 1) R, TS A A2 ot - 2 T A ) 1
TAEFIEA R, X TR MR R A B, AL 2 ISR X A B P (A (1 5
Wi 7KAP 5N B A TR —ANATRE I IR RR R AP i), B B I
PRI LI AE AR 0 B PR (I 1), IR Al e — e R L HI 98 T4 S 0Es
XS B % 7 R A (485 (L 00, B e 2 A 3 0 0 573 7 o J 27 0% 7 (P AR A8 1) [R) B2 0K )
YEF BG5S, T E ARG . SUCAR, MR EL Z fG, S5 s v ot 1A 8
HEE R R AE RGO, IX T BB FH T A5 AT AT B T A I8 T, i S o i i A4 4
SRR ) T DA o (A 12 g 0 S0 2 B 22 (17 i 5 R %%, DAMESRAS T 2 4 5l s o RN, axXmf
REAE — e REJE b Foa 8N (1980) [MWRFFT4E18: BRI BNEAT (Rt
LW LIS, AT IS Ak A I 5 T AR BB (1 [R5 (b AN L2 TR IR R
Mg R, BRI A A B A SRS AE I N, AT 5 B0k 2 B 2 0 U5 8 7 A R (1 7 A
SERMBRENVE R o 11 H, IXAE— @ PR AR R BURA AT R A 4 A G B & 5 B % 7 1)
B BGAE I O R 7 AR R M ER AL T W10 R

4. GEWRAER

AR FFAELNF AA T B S5AH OGS B A Fronmk. 1958, 5 DV AR A &
(RIAH SRIF AN R], 465 52 i o Sk a1 5 B (1) R 2 TR A7 AR 258, AR ST T B AL
FARIT IR K R IE S, ATTORAS T LA T8 SEBR B ATA TR AN AR o 78 55 B gk 3 it
FAT AW R, SCIE R AR IR G AR, A2 A B D 1) s v A AR
G0 SERR b, AEEEF CEAR I AR S AU S ¢ R A B — AN T, A TR
T R B TR B P U RN J2 T X 6 (Brown 1998; Fournier 45 1998; Mitchell 2002). %5
T TRYE NIl DA A O R MR B A R RO R 2 1) e T R 3R 22—, (R AR AR CIE R 2
J2 AP A 5 SR 23 B ) sl o 5 2 1) % R T R AR IR A R 2, RAT(E e A Lk
S TR AR L TR AN A (1) O FR AT 3, AHIE A Ay 10 0 A R B A0 A1 3R 4
WMl 24518 F A5 006 RIS sl R A3 58 RIGER IIFIE . 28 =, ASCHEIT S RTESD. R
DGR T =3 Z IR RIE R g Ve T MY, T H A v AR A A = 5 A A — i AT 1 257
G B, A TRE— IR, ASGE ] “/rfi#ik” (Disaggregated approach) X1
T BRGNS R TR A OC RGN 2 . B fm, T Bfe th2: AR T4
AT PR RS ER——rE CHAT 20 SO R T 067 I8 B AT, HAER
Ji o [ (1 3 30 38 P PSR 5E ), X BExt T I b A i [ s b A S BE 5 se ik AL A
FEE N

And, BATERUAN, AR E AR R 8 5% 2 4L, B =R F A A 4l
FEJ7id e BRI, 552 6 AT 5 B SR o I 12 W8 0 2 1) o A S, (EX AN M AR S
(IR R e = 73k 11 (Mook 1983) MAMAI M FER,  EARBEA 1 DX AL A R, ANk
TH 8 2 NS AT AR 22 5 (X AR SRR 1) 3 RS0 T 43t 1 45 08 1L AT e e 1) R ek A 7 ik
WHIVE. AN, BT ASHE R — TR R MR TTA T, AR W2 DI UEA SO
AHOGHIT U RCR ) FLRE 1 (13 PG Bl o AR5 A A SR DG 28 o 1) U 5 B PR R e, b Ay
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SRS BIUESE, A B A R RINESE, T VR JE IR R G R TR AR SR A S A T2 48
FPE A B RS o IS, AEASTOURIF ST (1 S UE A TR B, A 2 A A AR B AN A A A 1 K i
U TR S A () 1) 5 A, DRIMAR A v] e AEAE [RYE % % (common method variance) 1]
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Abstract

Managing customer relationships has become the priority of any firm. Accordingly, firms are seeking for more
effective relationship activities to improve firm consequences of customer relationship by way of strengthening
relationship quality or delivering superior relationship benefits. However, little is known about how various
activities may exert differentiated impacts on firm consequences. This study aims to bridge this gap by examining
how each relationship activity may influence firm consequences and what roles of relationship quality and benefits
may play in such an influencing process. In doing so, structural equation models were developed based on
questionnaire surveys of consumers in China and evidence shows that most of hypotheses in this study are
statistically supported and the mediating role of relationship quality and relationship benefits, and the moderating
role of relationship quality are found.

Keywords: Relationship Activities; Relationship Quality; Relationship Benefits; Customer asset
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