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3.6.4.2 R WY el A 4

& PLS-SEM # - R*E* "8 2| $p 2 B L R icrri R enf R4k >+ W] - AR L A
M AEiRI 4 (Rigdon, 2012) R A3 01 12 » Bl g % & 7 B4l faff 4 4 5% o 1935 Hair et al. (2019) > R ¥
120755050 22 025 A B A F ¢ B iRk o pob s Park BRI R R E - BRSSP, 4 %ﬁtﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ
BB 3 p 4;_|‘*§G:f%'“ 8§ - %~ o %4 Cohen (1977) 2283k » P 2% 75 & 002 1 0.15 2 F % 4 %
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iiimipii\éﬁﬂbﬁ%%°§ﬁ%ﬁ I RET DML > AT S SR RILETR E
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%%%v%i&@%ﬁo%ﬁ#Qﬂﬁﬁvjuﬁaﬁﬁiﬁ(%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ~wg&ﬁ?% Bk ) WERE 5 A
Brfr 158 iR ¥ o fhd? > AL+ F (AR PR EFP-RE) ST HerRE I3 HY ORFE

AT RS ET e TARAATL IS8 5 A -
4.1 foit R A

AT F R AE A8 ¢ AP RA 147 PER MR A 1L 1]1{%..“:&#%'% G FER ARG A ik 59.18%
(N=87)> ¥ 1R % 40.82% (N=60) & & & 12 23-30 ft 5 5 % > & 1.29% (N=46)> H=x 5 41-45 f& (19.73%) &
3140 & (19.05%)» %+ BRS¢ 30 F 8 %3 o

Ky RR 5 MU H S XEEEE S E 63.27% (N=93) > Zﬁi?;lﬁiﬁé 20.41% (N=30) > FH# 2 245
KTHF 2 A3 5 P2 20,001-40,000 ~ 5 A o F ot 34.69% (N=51)> # =& 5 40,001-60,000 ~ (26.53%) £
80,000 ~ 11+ (19.05%) > FEREEE? FiHB AT o fkA? G % F8ci 288 (96.60%) He5 His By Rk
AR AR > UEE (3636%) £ (2727%) £ h s I (18.18%) ¥ RS A o KTARA LA FHFL L G
4545% BT LB EEFE o

L AL LGRS G 0 SHBEALS TN RN 3 ERFER AL > B WoRRIFE (8.84%) ~ & EiFE
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(N=134)> # = 5 @ 4% 15.19% (N=24) -

AFIREBEL BG4 n 3 TRERE TG TR T T TAFERE
BT a @kt ~Tpfonin )T d gk ) 2 Tgd &R~ LR, - 977 MO 287 B8 4
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PI-1 NP TR B ] 2F ’3 3RS AR R R . 3.65 0.889
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PI-4 NP s pEA frl L R PSS AL gk i e 3.36 1.048
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SC-1 FAAE S AFPRY G E BT EFSREDUIN - 3.63 0.899
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GV-2 A EF R~ 5 ,ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ % RFHEHF L o 4.42 0.67
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GV-1 AR EF ARG AFRM DR ER LS - 428 | 0.845
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LS-1 3B g (2Lt )PE € B kAT ER 4.03 1.1
LS-2 Ak oAT a gk DRpE o ¢ R HLRATER 3.7 1.198
GSI-4 FAME BT AL EHp LRI 3.94 | 0.759
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Wi 4 FZHAD AR AL 05 B fcaocR S K.
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o B 38 & fFE Cronbach's a CR AVE
PI-1 0.73
, PI-2 0.786
fe 'f'f“ﬂhgg‘ 0.906 0.871 0.628
PI-3 0.827
PI-4 0.822
SC-1 0.83
‘ SC-2 0.797
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2 ¥ B 1% =88 0.908 0.874 0.634
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e i FZ f i E Cronbach's o CR AVE
GSE-1 0.623
IREARE S GSE-2 0.73 0.828 0.767 0.452
GSE-3 0.713
GSI-1 0.633
o GSI-2 0.716
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WTSGH 0.488 0.626 0.644 0.406 0.427 0.598 0.304 0.37 0.494 0.895
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P S
BV GSE | GSI | GV LS LT PI | SC | UT WTSGH
BV 1.65
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GSI 1.642
GV 1.098 1.098 | 1.098 1.098
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LT 2.207
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SC 2.204 2204 | 2204 2.204
UT 1.929
WTSGH
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B M i R? f?

Hla PI - UT 0.387 0.072
Hl1b PI—> LT 0.445 0.025
Hlc PI - BV 0.306 0.022
Hid PI—- LS 0.199 0.001
H2a SC - UT 0.387 0.108
H2b SC - LT 0.445 0.052
H2c SC —- BV 0.306 0.006
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H3a GV - UT 0.387 0.098
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H4 UT — SE 0.451 0.018
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H6 BV — SE 0.451 0.167
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HS SE — WTSGH 0.505 0.178
H9 GSI x GSE -WTSGH - 0.017
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