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Abstract

To study the continuing use intention of college students’ consumer financial products, this paper
firstly analyzes the research background, significance, research status and the concept of consumer
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behavior research of college students’ consumption finance. Secondly, based on the previous re-
search literature, determine the relevant variables and measurement indicators, and propose the
research model and research hypothesis. Then, use Excel to descriptive statistical analysis of the
questionnaire samples, and use SPSS21.0 to analyze the reliability and validity of the question-
naire data, using AM0S17.0 Path analysis of the questionnaire data to test whether the hypothesis
proposed in this paper is correct, so as to determine the research conclusion. Through research,
this paper draws the following conclusions: satisfaction, social impact, and perceived usefulness
have a significant positive effect on the continued use intention of college students’ consumer fi-
nancial products, but The perceived negative impact on the continued use of consumer financial
products is not confirmed in this paper.
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1. 51§

KR AR, [ P IR YH o R ek 52 B BUR S BE R 1), S EUE SRl 5 LR AL, TR IR
S X EA SRS BT SR B TGRSR AR AR B ) BRI T BV — 0 4 25 LR P e AR B IR
ARG, FEBRESTE 2009 4 6 A 23 Hifi CGcTE—SREEH RIS r@Esm) , Hik, K
53 T M AR AT FEARANTE SN K2 AL RS F AR [1]AB BT BB AR s & R, BN R 5 &mtm g &,
FEARTT LI B . DR I B R IR IR A AR R T R AR AR TE VR IR T R BRI A, R
[ K22 Y8 S EHER K2 E NBOE SR FrE LT, IR S A T 25 0T 7 SR e Fr i

PUMARK A AR 90 JEHEA, KIS E—3EHRKMARN, MR TR I H I8 E
WY, B SATRERIES A T AT B RS, JF BRI i o, IR HITH SR B . HAT,
B PG, FBCM A &) AN s A DU B9 9 G mh = S AR b G4 T P K 2 A 2 4
sy, #52017 W R ERAATR R, “HBIEN RAERFAERET, 20K TZHBETHS 61
PRI P xRt S (2] AT AT B e it a0 I O TR SAE R S AN HOAERR, R T AR AR
THP . DRI LA A T B il i, ELR AL BE OGO B4 B R AR

ACAEFF BT R AEAVIN R, SRERFEMIREE PR 3 520 17 K 2 A HL - 553 28 4 Rl i 1) 3 82 A
TN
2. Xk
2.1. XEEFEMEHRERBIA

KW e X, Hoi A AR Samuelson (1969) 5 Merton (1969, 1971)% ¥ % 4 filt i) fi#
FE, ABATTHEYE 2 &R FR N Consumer Finance K2, f£HCF LR HATILEA RGN T, B4R
] P KA AL SR 9 73R [3] [4] [5]. Tufano (2009) MM %% &b B FIRITEBESA H T 5 X, A
T BRI B SEE S BIERE 2 RBEIE 9R[6]. 7R LRSS T S RS IR R B, R
[E] Py f) 273 ek LR it A A 32 T H CRIE T T(2010) A ELEE R x gt Fl Pl ik BB S 5
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BT 15T 20 E RS RTESN[7]. 5 EU8(2015) %8 H LI R 4 Rt A& 4% 9% 07 £ B LR D ~F 6 AL )
BEHEA, IR HEes TR 7 M —F 77 8],

DRI AR SCIN R LI R 2 & Rl AL Ge Tl 2 i 5 B I &5 A, T8I BN &4 % S it as T ot
TH PRI N — P

1E 2013 4, FICW R LT 41, (B R RENS, 2014 FE 281, P2P P& &4 HETH 2%
STy, (ARMEBRTRANKE, 2014 FERTFHSTFENN, BT LR SOE RN, Bk
AR Rl , P2P MLLBIZEARWT AR, W LA R RS P G S Rl TR R AT, RS
JE R IR E B .

MARTHTESHREM, FRAMEAER —WE L, HUENHCOEET R, SlbhTr
P T B A Rl S o BRI E(2013) N L - 45914 9 S i ELIBC I V1Y 9% &l i 55 FEL TR 251 B AH S B TE Ak
MIRFR = (9] LTRSS TR HEF & LW sds, Wl G, RIEAFR GRS N
FH P SRAAS ] (0 SR A0, CAGRAARFH P A R AN 2, (R B2 AT SO 7= o NI 4H(2016) 5 Hy
L8 451 5 B 36 = 07 T3 PR RSP 6 2 AN [R5 FH 03 21 38 5 BLBU80AS [R] 1045 B0 R A A B 4
HPEIERRE TG NEATHE 2, SRJE7E— 2 PR A 0 AR 4 — s B A3 A 45 28 1A 7 B s =X [ 10]. 3
(2016) W NiH P SRl AR FC R &, 10 FR S & 00 R AR 9 40 A SR INGUE PR R S5 o 47 BRTIR,
TS H R SRR RIE TR FE S TS, AP SRAENHE SRR (1],

ST R H IR B S B R S BUIR, Allen (2002)35 Hi,  HIERA 4 B BRAR T 4 RIH LR RV 2% 2 U5
Z A AR PG B FR, X815 T S il DX T FAyl 2 il 12]. 5K (2016)% b6 F & &AL 2
SR, R IR RS SRR E R R L AR A XE BEARA R,
SRR, B, R IASE M BT S RISTEE, R BLE S FR AL I R BN BRI R, HAMA
NS T G e, & T RSE, IR AN LB T AI[13]. AR
F I (2019) AL T R & AR R TR G, H8 H 7 R AR A8 VA 9 Gl ™= i 1 B2 Y T R4 18 0 KB
W ATFIEIR AT, FEE MR T i setEas, MBET PG, BRKFAERBM R, (B2
FIEEL R, Bribz 4h, f8H T HANERE&RF S8, JHH TE S EW[14]. SiA018)fEH, H
AT ELIR R 2 R ot AR 22, 7= —, BRI AR RIS 583555 10 8, I FLVH o Sl (s A4
RITEE, O8NS G P& R & 1 S 15]

22. XTHBRER RN AFEERITANTE MR

KIALIK, AATRFEINIE], T 9% (5 OF 2 R B0H 28 42 il 2 K P IX AN, Ludvigson (1999)iA4, ¥H
WHBIE M S, MRS Al R 16]. ELLIMQ017) K E M & BARSE A5, LKSEAEN
PSR TERT G, GESE T 2R AA S RV 90 A5 DR ATV Sy, T 2RKoP 2 i T i AN AV 9745
GRS [17]0 £ESRA 55 (20 16) 3L AN [R] AR BOFIAS [FUWSN KN TR, 48 H BRI BRI 2 21 2K
S, THIREER, TR A — BRI 18].

A — L 20T R B {8 Y o il S A R R A T AT . BRAE(2018) 3 T IAR Y B B8, A
MIZTH, oz VB, BEEET, 5 R PER TR0 K 2% AR 0V 2 4 Rl it IR B[ 19] . 3H337(2017)
BT R Z SR E R AL, @ MG, R EESHT, f) B ORI A v R LR
by PR 2R 2 68 DK 25 A A1 2 il S EA T 2 e AR ARG R [20]

23. HBREREEELHR

2.3.1. FAREZEE
Davis (1989)7EA# FIFEVEAT AR AL P S B KRG 2N, B T HEAREZHEA TAM (Tech-
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nology acceptance model), FEFEARFLESZAE AL, JREG F AR 5 FH A2 2 MR E BRI 22 21] . Stone (1993)
ZHE RIS BAC I T AL 55 OB Fhae S R 2 10 UK 22 4ERERY [22] 0 CERIF 5T 5 V8 28 5 Q8T i)
FEa IR S B2 R, VR 2 23238 AR R A N BB R Al , B B SO R SEPR TR 2, TG B
Ap e, DME A 03T SEUER 9T o BRI Bl ARV 9 8 1A RS SR BB 5T . Sally McKechnie
(2006)553 M 7] 45 1 A AR KR, R TAM ACRUER R AR 3k 7 2 2 4 FH ELIBE I 42 il AR 25 1R R 3R (23] B8
I (201 8)44 Ja% k01 JXURS: 119 9% 22 6087 AN PRl 1 39 00 B 3R B2 S2 AR R L, SRR 9T 1 S oK 27 A 4 VY 2
PEA IR ER [24]. BRI A 1 FR:

fEmEn ] R0

Figure 1. TAM model [21]

B 1. TAM #8[21]
2.3.2. FIETIAIER

TR P IX AR T B SR A\ PR 18 (Expectation-Confirmation Theory, ECT) L HE . 9 M Cardozo (1965)

S R R WS G, WA FITIRIT TR AN SUR, Cardozo A, = BE £ AR AV 2 28 A P4y 3K
118, FF BESRmAb ZR P A 2251 Oliver (1980)IAA, 25 FIERIVIHE i, (e B [ Sk Atk A
B AT, T JE AR T 2 S R S BEREAT — 5 BT, RIS IRAT AT DA R A AR S
TEVH B Ja 0 BRI S 1 — PRS2 o VP2 228 B T BB AE & 7 AT T 9T[26]. R IT55(2019) %4
BRI AR SZ A RUFI A B A AR, 0 N R SR XSG R R R P PR AN AR &, R U P 2R R A R
SRR [27]. FARGRE 2 FrR:

biLs
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Figure 2. Expectation-confirmation theory [25] [26]
B 2. BAZRAIAEREIR(25] [26]

3. gt
3.1. FisER

ARSCAE ECT (PR IEAS b, 456 XU BRI B VR AN AR SRR IT T K 2 A 1R 82 A5 PV 9% e ™ ol 14
MR ER, IFESIN TRRFIRAS, i, O R AR . i 3 R,

RTINS SORFIEIAT P R SCRCR 27 A A ¥ 9% e ™ it BE SR 1o SRR JEE (Y A4

T 5 I A SCAE IR 5y PR R SCRSOR 27 A A5 P PR 954 2 ™ o B a2 3 (K 78 2 R

JERBAS A SORG IEAA RE SO P LAV 9 el R AT 0 2RI, ERON B A 8] 2 A AN
Al SA AR I KA
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Figure 3. Model hypothesis
3. RERER

JEHIRISE: Bauer (1960)F5 HH 9235 £ SKRS iy, ANBEBRIADRSE R R IEH,  IXTE A 17k AU (1 5 4]
SE X [28]0 W14y, HEFHUR TG HVH 2 i O P A DU R 1 E AR, BRI AR AL, TS
JE 55 RS PR BRI AR B o A SRS TR XIS 1 5 S i PP 50 P VY 90 e ™ ot J W RES I 7 22 A A R

ZAHEE.
MM A AR S R E SOSOR A A AT P B <Rl i N S i B 2 (1 N B P AR B A AT
NN R

TR s AN SORE I I B 5 SO R A A PR Bl e Rl iy S X2 7™ it i O R
RO AR A KSR T i 73 55 7 IR LI St e l™ i s, I RSE ™ m ANES, Bie
ARSI R R, AR A E RS = .

3.2. RRE

3.2.1. BABERAMHEXREE

ARG (2016) ERAFHAEEE(2018)HFUESL 1/ F A 25 7 i s B AR R A FH [29] [30]. #REH#E(2016)
31 IS-ECM X412V & RESAS AT SUE R 78, 5 L3R W B A P IE [ 5 e v 2 3 i 23 1] BRItk
AR RS, Wk 1.

Table 1. Assumptions related to perceived usefulness

= 1. 5RAMBAEXRIZ

H1 TR P I 0 S R A A PRI B < ™ o R T 2 MAEHE2016) [31]
H2 SR P I 1A S M K2 2 T 3 <l i R R A P R HHEFS(2016) [29]

3.2.2. HEENEXEIE

AT AR 9 S A A T B T R (AR S 9, ST (2014) FE I FE B 1 B 2 S T 4 = i 2
PG B BN, ST T RGURAS, RUBCS 55 P ok 9% % I8 3395 2 P2 B L AR (0 B [32] o B
% 2,
3.2.3. BARKREHELBE

LR R IR LA — S M R, TR I K 5 A s A 75 R T 2 = i, IR FT 222
SRS RIEET. EAT, V52 5% WX H M T AIEHEIT. Pavious (2003)7ERFFL MLk , EH T
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Table 2. Assumptions related to satisfaction

2. mEENEXER

H3 TN 7y FH L [va) S DR 2 A A P 9 < ™ it )l 2 B2 EHH(2014) [32]
H4 TR AR I [0 S ) DK 2 A A P 90 < ™ it )l 28 B2 EHH(2014) [32]

PEES Y 22 P = e e i (2018) [33]
H5 90 8 L T S R 2 A 3 B i o R R R A R )

M= (2018) [34]

R AR SRR A, RS2 200 KSR, P IR Sl R TR [35] 0 X &2 (20 14) FERE 7L FLEK M
S PR R A o A RIS IE B 1 JB R DX 5 R 805 PR 17 B AR O[3 6] AT (2018)JH [ K 2R R T
W77 3, WEFERAM e 7 3 P R Sl SO e FE RO BRI 2K, a3 [m] A1 2 Wi 45 30 S U 5 % 7 4 I A% 3 52
FHl R A RE TR KR[37]. TS CQOIER MR AL RS B SEY) T & R RV s, i
FHR AT AR 7 SR X e 2 K 2R A AR S W1 6 IR L (381, AT L, AR TLHR R 2 sk,
R RS X 25 i R AT R A R R A B B I D e . BTk, ASSCi R R, Ik 3 R

Table 3. Assumptions related to perceived risk

= 3. RARKFEEIAE X RRIR

B (2018) [37]

H6 BN S 0 9 e i S 01 1)
H7 PRI 5 B P 8 T 9 e Pavious (2009 13]

X & (2014) [36]

3.2.4. #L2FMAEXRIE

HAl, Y2 CIRESIUESE TSNt % P AT B B R RN T N B3 EmER, (HIEM 2
W o 2 232 FH) 725 1) A 535 1 1604 P 1) SRR IES L2 o 14 (201 8) FE AR 5 S W % 5 30T 37 S A F P B R e A
FRERR I R0, BB RIS B S5t P R a0 AT = A B 152 [39] . XIiEE(2015)
FERAE SCAT P RS AT B, R REIESE 71X AN G5B [40] o FH T3 2 B IR 2 4 P i 1) o301 0
A i R, T N B VR R A B e W IR P2 AR — e IR o 6T A ST A 2 B AT LATE
—E R LR R, Bk 4.

Table 4. Assumptions related to social impact

* 4. SHSEmMAXNRR

e Am B 1 e 20 41 deh 1 o o e 2 L ity S 25 XIE4E(2018) [39]
H8 FES RN T [ 52 00 K 25 26 KRS FH 3 9% Rl 5 10 AT N = 1A BH(2015) [40]
H9 2 G T [va) 500 K 2 A A TS 9l ik i R XIEF(2017) [41]

3.3. ERGIME

B E G Bt B E A=A SR TR, FREEAGERE. B, T
AR A LA VY S e SR OGS L. 35 = B0 R M B 1 AR ERAL 2y, S B A . &5 5
P BRAT FIVE S R BRI IESE 7 DN R, AN B A AR R AR SRR AT T A A (Y SR
il FAEPHTTRER WL S,

T IR R 2 TR TR R I T B SRR AT MY, KRS8 & B S AN SERR I DU Ak 27 m,
SRR, A PRSI ATIT 7, Mo, SR E XS SUBA T .
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Table 5. Research scale

=5 AREXR

LIRS

N

223k

PUI i IV 2 it it T LA w4524 U

PU2 {17 3 ™ b mT DR 7 (RIS RS N IAR 1R &

PU3 Y1 B < fily™ i oT CAZE AR B I 11 “ Fh 407

PU4 ¥ 3% it i 7T LARE 418 BT ST 32 2 1D 7

PUS5 2T M & BV 2 ei™ oot AR A

PC1 AR T-LART RIS T7 20, (AT P il bl AT 1 2 A I 1)

PC2 AR T HARKISAST7 20, S AIIH P <™ b AT 1 2 58 2 B AL 2

PC3 2 fEFRS T F S FH PR 2, {39 9% SR = AT 9 PR AN IEA L 5
PC4 B2, JHPERr= T8 T RN A4k

PEOU1 FAA ALY T4z ™ T PR I

PEOU2 FAA MM S Ml 5 SRR TR 2 M 2 5 5 1
PEOU3 FAA A&l AN An ey (4 A ¥ S 4 ™ R AT T SR 5 5 1
PEOU4 fiZ, A IV B G fily™ b EAT W B2 8 5 1)

PRI FAH LA N5 S

PR2 AL LFEAE A= S R P A NI R, LB &0k P
PR3 FRAH.LE B £ hF & 1 AR S5 SR 43 3R 2R F AR i

PR4 FAHOE Bead G, DR IRk

PRS B2, FRINJMH S 2 G b= b A2 7E RS

STI 423 K A% 5 F T 2 S = A7 S A

ST2 FJ8 19 N\ SCRERR AL FH ¥ 2 b= i

SI3 of FAR 2 T2 (19 N Sy 3 BLIZ AT FH T 2 Gl = b 47 ¥ 2

S14 1 I 2 Ax e T 0 A R E IR SR, RS A
SAT1 ¥ S Gy Ak A b AT LA R R 098 2 75K

SAT2 %A AT FTH B4 il Wil 2, RS

SAT3 FHEL T H AR T T7 20, (8 FH S Ml B AT T S A T R
SAT4 AL FE SRl Mgt H o, —— R TYE

CI1 Tl # B A V8 T4

CI2 AT 5L — B AR VH S i

CI3 LA IR 4 i FIVH 2 b= F EAT V8 9%

Bhattacherjee (2001) [42]

FMLEE(2018) [43]

FEHINR014) [32]
Hsu (2011) [44]

T3HR(2014) [32]

PR AET45(2006) [45]
Ji#(2009) [46]

AHEFE(2016) [29]
FNELEE(2018) [43]
Hsu (2016) [47]

HI5(2017) [20]
Bhattacherjee (2001) [48]

Bhattacherjee (2001) [48]
Thong ££(2006) [49]

TETAR T, 93] 104 4y s, RErB LHRES NS, 193 02 TG, FHAEE AW
HITELE SPSS X AT 18 AR 48T, ERTFRMEE P, RIS MERR o RBEH
TR Cronbach’s o R HLES, TUEMIBRTT a RECK T H T LK) Cronbach’s a RELHT, MIBRIZ )&,

e T RERE, BRI AL, MRS A S, 6 HAd A 1) AT TR IE .

FEIERFRT o, FE3R1G 306 fy )45, PR BRI S I (kR i s, T s A 2

288 7o
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4. IES T RARBRLS
4.1. RS 4r

AU A )2 R P A N ARV, SFEERAE BRI A, SR o R 2 Al
ARE S A DL — MRS, EEAEENRMAN, EEMN TSRS, KBS A A R L L
Je 45 WA A R AN o T SRR X i 4 T o A AV S R A I L St . R 6.

Table 6. Basic information of the sample and statistics on the use of consumer financial products

6. HMARRFRAMHEBEM~RERBERLRIT

FEAGHAS1E G AIEL B B b ZilAH L
) 96 33.33% 33.33%
53
% 192 66.67% 100.00%
K— 31 10.76% 10.76%
K 32 11.11% 21.88%
2 K= 61 21.18% 43.06%
N 117 40.63% 83.68%
Mg UL 47 16.32% 100.00%
= 197 68.40% 68.40%
R EH
= 91 31.60% 100.00%
10%4E 4 64 32.49% 32.49%
30%% A 53 26.90% 59.39%
WHWRERE TG HHERLE 50%7E A4 37 18.78% 78.17%
70%% A 28 14.21% 92.39%
90% ;% LA I 15 7.61% 100.00%

MHER ERE, Bty 1.2, WER EXRE, KIUAERD . AR 2™ i (N5 R A3
BRI A I RO 2:1, UHIAE R SA AR A A, Bl b2 — s R R 1) o AV 9
R S EEAT I 9% A H T SR A LU A 50% AR, BT SR i AN A AT 3 A R AR
WK 4.

H b AT R K 2 S A PV 9 e 3R AT HRE S R ER A TR AN S &, R AR %
SRR, R S R T

FEH B R 25 K2 A TR K eIt 2 AR IS M 8 b, 008 100, BURUEHIAE, W&
WA RF B R 55.41, B LR, KA 2 <Rl il A1 VA e ) W 2 ) i 1 o R
R I3 W BT U FH VR Bl < il it BEAT S Bl o V8 21 (0 EL DRIV 2t SR il 48 Rty R B2 AR IE R fE B 2
ARG AR, AR AT 1. A8 T 9 e ™ il BEAT V8 2l o 0% 3 ¥ B 1) LA AT 2l <™ i 4 PR R
e AR I R RS Z A AH R REUE Sy 0.806, JFEH I 0.01 KPR ZE, P58 B4 IV 9
77 A REAT T 3% R 3 B 1 B AN B R i 4 PR OR (1 A SEAR L AR FR R 1A 3 I IE AR R AR
WA 7.

S
NN
0y

i
;é
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51.20% % 7% 153.11%, BT

55 5%, GRIRE EITETTrTTY
| 57.09% Rtk BHLA

956%, % 7129w, ela¥ER

TP s REEPRE s RIEEY - RR o KIRERE = EE¥S

Figure 4. Direction of consumption financial products

4. HB G R EE

Table 7. Related analysis
= 7. XS

Y P et AT T B R R e R R
T 2 A T 2R el FR R SEAR L A 8 2

IR R EL 1
18 VA B Sl S EAT U B 5 H Y BRI B "
p
P 0.806"" 1
TH R R T A RO R R AR IR R R
p & 0.000

p<0.05, “p<0.01.
4.2. (RIFIEIE
RWIEAE W 8,

4.2.1. BRIEEFYE S

TERRI I HT (5 RN F — AN EAR &R AR 5 AR DS CRAEME), R [l — /M TE
RN IR S ARG, BHEEE . BUERRIETEAR R MM X, X PR R0 (R mnm
Hhn.

AR Cronbach’s o A KAATE BE AT, BHAIAA 0.9 LLERMFH K ALHERSIGEEZ
0.95, Kt B B G RFHE G B FRATUASH, BTN A2AE1 Cronbach’s o #KT 0.8, [Fi CITC
EHART 0.5 UL W EHIEFEAHMEE. Wk 9.

M ETT L, A 1) 346 1B 22 K7 (0 KMO B I9TE 0.75 2 b, i@ T 0.5, BRItk z 41, Bartlett
ERIAAGS o B E RN 0.000, /NF0.001, FELAEEE . XFHEILEAEGL T, BoE AT i s k%
P, DA 1) 35 B350 2 ) MR 70T L3 10,
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Table 8. Hypothesis validation process

= 8. RIRWIEE2

1) BRNEERR

2) ERIAERL:

3) MRS

4) G IR S R ST

fREE, B8, W RENS & NG BT SR MIRE L . H5cd (15 P S i 2 el o 4
FEEEANGE— 1, Bl rhiia e, WHIEEE M S . ASCRA Cronbach o R EH ]
BELAAT N, REEK, HBEREE.

ROEFR M VTS5 RS BTl v SR B AR L, B 45 R 5 K 0 3 1 H A 2 18] g%
ERERE . S BN R MG K S T T 70 A o ASHIE TE RO 2 2 R A O 2 <
R i TS R 3R A ) A B AR AR AT A B AT SAIEWE FE SR i, AR R
AL, RN BB S R A WER, HI A BN RE . SRy
BT R 7 7%, 8L R e AT DL 5 )6 1 e DI B R B U AR
I I BB A R A ) o S SR U, KMO {BAE 0.5 BAR, st DO A G & 704
1M Bartlett ZETHE K2 25 MEEAR, N T2 o IFEZAERBL, AT CUEE 7204

SRR A SRR T4 S, SR B, AR M T 0T, I AMOS i/
TR AR

SRR T EAR I R S5 RS R AR ) — Bk, 52 A R R s A
MIDRRES AR, AR 7 A T DL A 22 AT IO DR SR M, 8 I 42 IR e R SR OG &
RIB R IR TR, 8 AT SRR R T . A SCR TSR 2 M I 77 50T SR 2,
1 SPSS Bt AT SR L ITHEAT AR I A (AR BR, AR A AR ] AMOS 3R AR AT
AR, ERTT AR RS R, EEUAREL RECR 2L, REoBOK, &
BFE DA SR 2 i 1A E e

Table 9. Reliability test results of the scale

F9. BERIFEREER

¥ e 2% KIEBUEA THAH M (CITC) MR o REL Cronbach a %

ti 0.706 0.830
PU2 0.659 0.842

PU3 0.661 0.841 0.864

B FHEPU)

PU4 0.675 0.838
PU5 0.721 0.827
PCI 0.615 0.837
PC2 0.679 0.808

PC3 0.751 0.777 0.846

JBEEIEA(PC)

PC4 0.698 0.799
PEOUI 0.674 0.886

PEOU2 0.810 0.836 0.887
&% 5 F (PEOU) PEOU3 0.729 0.865
PEOU4 0.812 0.833
PRI 0.695 0.844
PR2 0.722 0.837

JREN A (PR) PR3 0.667 0.851 0.871
PR4 0.669 0.850
PR5 0.735 0.835
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Continued
SI1 0.661 0.845
) SI2 0.757 0.807
FEL L (ST)
SI3 0.735 0.815 0.863
SI4 0.702 0.830
SAT1 0.705 0.871
. SAT2 0.790 0.842
5 = E(SAT)
SAT3 0.728 0.865 0.886
SAT4 0.800 0.835
Cll 0.869 0.905
Frgfd = 191(CD) CI2 0.881 0.895 0.935
CI3 0.851 0.919
EROAEE 0.95

Table 10. Test results of scale validity
®10. ERYERELER

A B H A 471 fif KMO 1 Bartlett B 46 i 2 14
PU1 0.816
PU2 0.785
JEFA FYEPU) PU3 0.791 0.758 0.000
PU4 0.801
PU5 0.833
PCI 0.775
. PC2 0.826 0.805 0.000
BRHAPC) PC3 0.875
PC4 0.840
PEOUI 0.810
! PEOU2 0.901
BJn % HPEOU) PEOU3 0.850 0.820 0.000
PEOU4 0.904
PRI 0.813
PR2 0.831
JRENRAS(PR) PR3 0.788 0.805 0.000
PR4 0.791
PR5 0.841
SI1 0.808
SIS :E 8:22 0.765 0.000
SI4 0.833
SATI 0.839
e SAT2 0.893
HRESAT) SAT3 0.842 0.755 0.000
SAT4 0.890
CIl 0.942
FRELAT R A(C) CI2 0.948 0.766 0.000
CI3 0.933
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4.2.2. {28 E

PRI 25 RN T R s, AW R A ik B B R &

Table 11. Questionnaire model fit index
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HHE DF 358.000
ZEPAEDEEE (=E A P 0.000
<2.00 1855
H L CMIN/DF 2.451 BT
<3.00 Rt
s <0.05 .55
BRI TR RMR 0.053 R
<0.08 R1F
WA E bR GFI >0.80 0.851
EERSEDSSXNEE =2 o PGFI >0.50 0.631
IR Y Sy Wi f=p N NFI >0.80 0.832
AEIEBL LA TR EL TLI >0.90 0.921
<0.05 155
AR 2235 75 A RMSEA 0.062 R
<0.08 BT
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gER TR T L 5,
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Figure 5. Structural equation modelling
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A7 584 FruEAb 1R R 2 BB
H1 R (SAT) — BEAEHME (P 0.189 L
H2 FREAEMAT N (e ~— BEng it (Pw 0.208 * G
H3 WESE (SAD) — EHGH (PEOW) 0.127 e
H4 WEE (SAT — EAEA (PO 0.286 I
H5 RO AT N (CD «— JHRE (SAD 0.503 ok i
H6 HEE (SAT) — A (PR -0.218 e
H7 FREAEHAT A (CD) «—— BRI (PR -0.102 FNTES
H8 BT A (CD «—— F:25m (sD 0.271 * 0%
H9 WY (SAT) — F&im sD 0.499 Kok

Figure 6. Model test results
E 6. REMQIGLER

5. &t
5.1. FIHEENEE

FE RT3 % P R B R R, S AR HEAL R AR R B R B MK UOR AL 2500 L IRRIEA . TR
AR BRG] GRS, B 7RO AR R AR R AN, R O IR R, Hrh g S
ST R B B H3 ANROL, MR IR R T K52 AR — 2852w S U eI, HLaE ST RE IR,
TR by BB AR, RHHERAESORAE G4t SV el A, DAL IR B KT R A A PR 3 97 <l
77 b ISR PR R AN B S

SR FH TR A ST 8 o A S 35 P I 1 P o 25 8 09 2l ™ il mT AR 25 ) R e A
SfG AL, HHERARR, A RIAN G R, A5 T A IR AR SR 55 B A, SO SR T
BRI B AE J7, BRbbz b, — @ WIBR R AE, W LU 70 8, A I 2 HEH
LS, IXEEENTE TR M RS SRS, DRI R B, O B AR, %
JURIH R R, AR TR S A% i BT REMEROR, BB HIL H4 BROZ. ol T B A ™
sty BT A FOU0 45 {6 P A R, o L R T i ) R AN 25 B e R T B A g, RIVRE i 3 9 2
B, RIS 2 BRI —20, HO BRAL. BRI FH P AR R B A2 Sl 5, 2 P IR B AR, %5 7
FEAL T 9 B i J5 B B R R B AOR T PR 9 T 9 e R UOE A HOR L L RRAA S 7 THI A7 7
W2 W, FP U 25 RERX A XS 2 T AE H SRR, DU i A e Bk, Rt
SRR B [ 25 P L, WAL RS BT E— 2, i He or. BRRIng RNk 12, SR
I LA 7.

Table 12. Hypothesis testing results
=12, RRKRIEER

Fr 5 {454 (e
H1 TSI PP T [ R MK 2 P A5 P Bl ™ it PO T R EE bava
H2 SR P IE TR0 B A K2 2 T ol < il i RO R R JAL.
H3 TR 5 P L [0 S DA 2P A VY % < ™ o PO R P ARRAT
H4 TSRS A I [0 S A 2P {6 VY % <™ o PO P JAT.
H5 =y A A PN 6 SR &t T DR R e E A E RN JAT.
H6 TSRS A7 R S 2 A8 P 5 LR 1 65 POV 2 e iy e T JAL.
H7 SRR IS, 970 i A 25 R A5 P 22 T LR T 65 R0 2 ™ i 1 AL
HS S RN IE ) SR K 2 A 5 A D U Bl ™ i BOAT N 1 JRAL.
H9 e 2 S LI [0 S0 DA 2P G VY % e ™ i PO R JAT.
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Figure 7. Overall model inspection diagram
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