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4.4 EW 1 Een? foack

441 = EH SR S BEE L2 %5 5%E
SRS R R LR R B A AT

AL ArEs RER &R
st — st = it = st e
BiE tiE Bie tig =R tig BiE tie
el B 0.818 21.817 0.714 15.648 - - 0.423 5.576
S iE - - - - 0.702 15.160 0.357 4.709
Fig 475.928 245.989 229.824 145.113
R2 0.669 0.510 0.493 0.553
R2% { 0.669 0.510 0.493 0.553
P .000 .000 .000 .000
L0 kL p<0.05  FFL p<0.01 %% p<0.001
ST R R B R R RIS )
oo 43 {2
(Brand Trust)
0.4 8***
SR & . 0 A i
(Brand [mage) (.714%%% / (. 423%%* |(Purchasing Intention)|
S SN R Y R ikl
44,55 5 B 42k B &2 %
0.714%** 0.423* 0.291=0.714-0.423
A F A F A ¥
sr 1 %% p<0.05 *3 p<0.01 *** 5 p<0.001
4.5 &9 % ~ &G IR Ak RE
B4 ook ke S Bk % A T
RS RS iz % ¥ fg kR i B % 3455 %
o i A % ks A AN i e A 0.433 0.291 0.714

%3 p<0.05  *3

p<0.01 *** % p<0.001
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