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Abstract

In order to analyze the mechanisms of self-consistency and brand loyalty in the context of hotel
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consumption, researchers employed a snowball sampling method. A survey was conducted on 403
young consumers of brand hotels using self-congruity scale, positive emotion scale, brand attach-
ment scale, and brand loyalty scale. The findings revealed: 1) Self-congruity significantly predicts
brand hotel loyalty; 2) Positive emotions and brand attachment play the mediating roles in the
relationship between self-congruity and brand hotel loyalty. This paper elucidates the underlying
psychological pathways in the formation of brand hotel loyalty, expanding relevant theoretical
perspectives.
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1. 3]

TH B BT AT, FFAROURRE T i IR 55 A D R PR B, — AR R b 5 B L5 B A 7 et BRI
%5 H SARBLE iR R, 10 B T 2 B0 P I S T (Morgan, 1993). 4T 98 #
KRZ AT BIE A N RS BN R, oL 28 5 d s ot R ) AR5 SR EAT B A\ (R AN 18 3 7% (O i
He, 20210 MATBERFAT, EXHEE, [FIR 2 RS CE F— d R BRSSP A B . P S EUIR S5
sty PR TR 7 8 A PR R A R RAE 5 SR L A5 75 SR AR LE A BT 1 387 A1 ot R B 285 B2 TR b ) S B 2
K, HLAET 3 R0 22 5 Ak AR o R 55 B B FH (Aaker, 2012). JGIBANIL TR 2220 5, s
R AV A5 1 5 e A B A R = U EE B 2 (Gounaris & Stathakopoulos, 2004). i i AR 4 1 7%
H BRSO N R R EREAT B80S, RIS, (R E K T R T SCRE O B G A
TP B, LR AATTIZ T RSO TR I 2 Ik 55 1) B B BB AR . TR T 2 o RO B U T
U S FRY T e I 55 (B s IR 55 ) FRD ot BT Bk 15 1 AR BCEAT — BOVE PP AG , 1 3 — B FEAR W] gE 281
o JEP S ot S RE , (H H RTAH G SEERIE SR EL > o PR, ARHIEFT B AR B AR RIS W R T I
S5 IR R, IR BT AR A 48 0 i AR S R AE AR RS R TR WL E A, DUBIIR
AR i ot W B AT T 0 B R SE B 57 ST o

L1. BR—BtSmERiRE

HERME R BRI OHE RGBS RN FI S, 2 MER B R — RN HIRAE(Turner et al.,
1987). HI—BME 8 (self-congruity theory) I\ Ay 2 1 B AL S 15 5 LB R B 1) B 3R R 2 [8] AR
Bh UUHCREBR S, AUERE LRSI 24T 9, AR AN B 3G FRA6 /N i R e 1) B FO% R 5 Sk b B 3R
TE 5 8] B EE B (Sirgy, 1986; Sirgy & Su, 2000). it Jo RS X — M3 1) 53000 U B AT R 1T, 4niie 9 3
FEFARGAS B R 72 A X6 7 o R S B W S 4T N (Dick & Basu, 1994). {HIXFEF) & A K2 2122 fi Pk, KR
T o AR UG BT S, A IR S U O B AR, e AN “ RBAE” (Oliver, 1999).
G452 B T2 AN AT B R E SR B AR — 5% TR IR SR s 24 3 W) sl 2L Jot o (v 2 vt L7 it B A 55 £
FR IR [ (R A, B2 O R] — b Rt AR ™ Wt B S5 I B R 5K, RIS IS SR R SR A A %% A T
it 5| K #5347 N (Oliver, 1999).
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BEAEWT TG, — B iR 55 Bk 7 RN, T S AR A 2 IR ARURS B 2 R N PR — S8 RRALE, I
FEAY AT DOE I i R SR A2 63 Y BAT i it RS R E R 2 R (P Tummer, 2000) 1X— WL EAEA
[ A SIAIE AT 72 FR AR RIIE S, AT T AL Al 2 1 B S — Bk B 3 R RS R, R
A R U RSB AR (AR, R, 2022); RS AR S R ) — B SR BRI AT,
T A R T il A0V 9%t 2 SO SR AR FH T 1 AT 9 385 B AT D T R X 2 g o B RPALE S - — B (= 1R 4%
2016)o Zx L [FIEE, FEIRE TH P b7 5T e 1) B 3R — SOV N Rl R SR 2 1] A7 AE 2 TE ) R R (HD)

1.2. FRBELENPNER

TEEEHINFI VP BEAR TR T8 PRI 48 U 2 8 0 2 I S P s P A A B g AT AR v T 7 AR Y, T
HE—EMEE—M AL 2, A5 AR — SR FEE N I — RPN AT R Re sz v 2 18 25 (L)
71, WRik, 2015) AARBRERGESTAN B, A—BUETRem kARG Bk, —BUENMER RIS
#&(Malaer et al., 2011).

B FE NN, RGeS EE B FREEMm T, A SECAERZE, B LA 4
RS TN L HTE BABUK, BRASMALE R R £ 5) T 5K 25 B(Bless et al,, 1996). HEZ,
FEO AR 251k NIRRT SMR I 5T 2 R A1 22 41, AN 06 B0 SR B 2 DA N 52 i (Forgas, 2002). {HALA 23
PR AR i FEVF 2 A B N AR 26 mT Do o 52w R =g Ve, 3k T gk e R A RN P SR R (Tsen,
2001). FARFINPIETH & 2 o sk b, B0, BR T ShEUR S B B AR 2 A T O A R
A, n AR B A SR A B R R o T B AR Ta L, IR AN T s BRI, T o
TEDAT NG RERAL . SR AN TR Ak, G ot R R U A2 Y 90 3 T S A LT AT N Ak 38 5 Kz — (T ikt
Z4, 2008). HR, WA T 2240 Wi, RIAAE LRI AR 0 2R B B ) 77 i, JngF
WRLSE, AL T RS ZOIRE N BN EE AL T b VS 2R AS (AN it 1) T2 0L B8 22 1) 2 FE AL 3 5R T 28
17 9(Kahn & Isen, 1993). FET P9 IR BEIGBAT BAG I — @ B2 M SIS AE R, DS AR A 58 R AR A 1
£5 2N 2 B A AR AR AE F (Al-Msallam, 2020; Yang et al., 2019), A#F74E LIt : BAHRIEETH
P BN i RS RE 2 [R]E I A AR FH (H2)

1.3. KBRS PN ER

BHIE R R RESE R OC R I B ZLO IR AESE, (KA 8 (attachment theory) $ B 788 5 NVH 9% # AT
DRI, ATAE RS S, FH DARRRE 5 LG R AR A R IO BT, R RE AN 1T N
WEFEHRAL T A (Park et al., 2007). B TARZSES, S KAME S 3R IR A B4 RSk EH
22 R OE R 2218 (brand relationship theory) G325 Hh 1) 5 3 — EU 1 31 (self-congruity theory) (2 77,
HOE, 2008). Horp, BIR—FEMEEIR U, WHHRFEMMRE S BRSNS, 8 R NEY)(Aaker,
1999; Sirgy, 1982). 7RI, AHRREHEF R “AN N5 2 B —FE A 15 EEMER AT ¢ R ” (Thomson
et al., 2005). AnhEBREE RILTH P B AR Bk, W A BRI 2 B TR R TR AR S, W o
X AR 2 i 5 X (Malaer et al., 2011).

XoF it R B B AR PRV 2 B AR AR 2 2K 5 o 4E 22 96 R (Johnson & Rusbult, 1989; Thomson et al.,
2005), FEEESZKIC RS, 2019)0  fb KR BEE FIUII I () LI (Li et al., 2020), DL SERRIE K
179(Whan Park et al., 2010). £f b, ABFFEHEH H3: G ARZSTE B 30— SO0 A0 USRS 2 8]k 1 1)
SAER . T IR R B TR RS, R A LS 5 2 TR] B 4 A R B 45 (Jahn et al., 2012),
T P W ISV SR A TG 0%, XM PR B AN A B AN A A B R AR R Z R,
T SRR B H RS AR (Schultz et al., 1989; Thomson et al., 2005). %# E4EH H4: FRAL IS AN
i LS AE B R — SO A L 2 TR R AR A
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Figure 1. Diagram of research hypotheses
1. ARBRTEE

2. fARGE
2.1. HFRMR

AW TR RS BRARE i, EE R A7 18~35 B4 1 i i NAEZL B I8 o F A b L R
W2 600 17, BAA L 403 47, AR 67.1%. GRS LM EZ267 N, Stk 66.3%), F
BIERL 27.6 £ 4.8 %, AREEKFEZ290 N, 72.0%), MIVEEELZ176 N, (G 43.7%), S
%2216 N\, 53.6%), L T&HEZ224 N, G 55.6%), FIETERAN 11~20 HEHEZ (124 A, 30.8%),
BT I8 JE NAE IR BT 3~5 B2 (191 N, 47.4%), ~FIINAEFTE R IE 1045 &E ] 501~1000 J0/% 5 % (188
N, 46.7%), NEH B EZ A ERIF298 N) ARIHEFA(188 N 745 HZ(186 N).

22. fiIRIE

22.1. BE—HM4ER

AT 5T R B 75 1S H (201 5) BB T 1 Sirgy A1 Su (2000) 4w H IR —SE &R, HE & 6 4
I, SNE N AREFL, K X HHL BRSO RIS, i “CRIEERTE R S RIERFITERIR—E .
BREXA 1 AFEAER)~T AEEREE) D, 2808 AR B IR —BUEbkE . ZERN N —EE
Cronbach’s 0. 4 0.899, RIH(EHE R IF.

222, HBRBHEER

A TR IR ZEHE(2008)FHIRIEIT Y Richins (1997)4m I P54 B3R, BHPMEE S BFRK
Mg, S S AR, 35T B A A2 T 3 — 5 R S B BN RIERZN A — RIS R & 3, SR 1 (R
KREA)~T (AEFRE) T, B 4 7 5 R A5 bk e ARV 1 2 B . %0 BRI P 3 — Bk
Cronbach’s o A 0.876, F W5 E Rif.

2.2.3. MEEMKTEER

AR ZEN, KA P IR (2016) 8 FE1T B Proksch, Orth A1 Cornwell (2015)% il i1 i AR 78
BR, LEE 3B, W CRRENZEE o BERRA 1 AERARR)~T AR R RTS8
R ARER R AR . 1R I N — B Cronbach’s o v 0.858, KHAEE R 4T
22.4. MIBBIFEERR

AHIE TR H5 4(2012) (1 S R AB R B3R, RS 3 AR, IR EEAT 9 BRI B R R T . N
ERTABIL, ¥ “RBNGE” B8 “BE” , FERIRIEESE, 0 “ N JORMEE B N AE
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RIBLRPEZIE” - BERA 1 ARFARZE)~T7 ARERE) T, S50 R e . 1%
R —30E Cronbach’s o 9 0.813, FI(EEE RIT,

23. MRBESHIELE

AR I AR A FEN T35 0 P e LCBA IR, 2017), AWFFCIEIUIT o RAFERVEIEIFE 18~35 % Z IA],
W i &b — R R S (TE 2R A DT o I AT R R UL R S5 R H DL R, ER T 0
R E O ESEENAES NS, REHS TLEMANDZEEELS, . S, SHERES.
KERERES, BRI AE, 15935REA 05 K.

s 5> M fd FH SPSS 25.0. Hayes (2012)4m 1) SPSS % #2/5 PROCESS. MPLUS.

3. &R
3.1. ¥FEFZHRERE

N6 A 75 A7 AE L [R) 77 V00 22 ) R, ASHIE 90 SR VA R 22 A8 s VAT R 3G (A 5, B2, 2004).
T e I UE P R AT R ML, SRS, AN SR A DR A A M2, B ALY ) S LA R A
1% RMSEA A1 SRMR B AT 0.05, CFI A1 TLI AR AN #EE 0.1, BIATHIE B I8 ™ B 36 5] 7 vk f 22 . 45
FE W ARMSEA =0.003, ASRMR =0.003, ACFI=0.010, ATLI=0.005, Al AILRFRE TG, A
BA R GE, AR ™ E S 71 e 2 .

FEh, B RAGHER A R AR PR R AR E A AT BEAELE I TUAR W @ (Rosenbusch et all.,
2020), ABFFUEM T RRER. ZHE. ZBEER R RABEIE T, Ho P SRR G B 4 (CFI
=0.985, TLI=0.972, ¥ETHEESHA, RMSEA =0.041, KT HEEHMHE), RHZOERARA
RAFH & 5 X 7 80

3.2. XTI

R AR TR, BERBUE. BIRELE ShRECEA it RGO 19 P 2 1] 1 TE A SR 2438 31 4 2%
K, BARHR REERTE R 1.

Table 1. Descriptive analysis and Pearson correlation analysis results of core research variables

F 1. BOREERIRME ST Pearson X D HTEER

A M SD 1 2 3 4
1) BER-BE 5.402 0.949 1
2) MRt 5.596 0.888 0.698" 1
3) bR 5.137 1.157 0.705" 0.728" 1
4) iU 5.188 1.082 0.676" 0.694" 0.810" 1

% Tp<0.01.

3.3. PR

I NV EAR B A S AT IR, AR O E ) R ZEERE . Bk, AWK GL.
FARTAEYRON . NE KBRS NAF B E A AR iR, BEaC A PER LA 2 Fros iR B favd,
HAN SR 58 B ELAARI R bR A AR i) .

FR 0 B2 i AR R8BI 1) 00 & RS TP (B = 0.144, p < 0.01; B = 0.168, p < 0.001; B
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=0.566, p <0.001). HIL M FUAE LS IE 17 P 5 RBAK AR (B = 0.355, p < 0.001; B = 0.428, p < 0.001),
H B — 2 E ) AR BRI 26 (B = 0.672, p < 0.001).

HE—2P K H Bootstrap #EAT USRS, 45 F IR B A RN IR 2 (95% B 1S X 7] 24[0.623, 0.793]),
FAMR AR 26 76 5 B — B 5 i SO & P 1 T RORL IR 35 (95% ELAF X 171 25[0.043, 0.221]);  al UK AR 1) h
I RN 5 2 (95% B X TR A[0.141, 0.322])0 SOV 5 RN IR 77% . RRARAE 4G b A 2808, UK
IR A O LA B R A A7 8 AR it AR () % X A R 43 ) o S BRI 18% 32%FH 26%6

0.428™

DRAES

0.672*** 0.566™"

HE— %M
H: Up<0.01, p<0.001, RAVRHELREL

et JELAEL T FEE

Figure 2. Chain mediation model

B 2. fEstrh AR
4. Wig

ASHIF FEE BT 5 04 2 2 b R 9 R S0 X A R A L 1O R TR A . R SR 1 3R
T 50590 5 T R — P PR AR, X MR B R, X — RIS R O TR L E B %
— B 2 RV B 4T 9 AS BRI Sk S (Jeong & Jang, 2018), th 553 45 B A1 91 9 % BT 5
51— B(Sop & Kozak, 2019), FHIR— B X e % 17 A 0 AT 538 IF ST 0%, A, 2019).

JEH, ABFTTHE— BRI, B SR S B 2 1 80— SO i RE 1 9 2R e e b A
FH o 25 B0 R A 175 B 43 B AT FR A PR B A S LI (W5 %2, 48 K, 2021)0 Ahn AT Kwon
(2020)3EF “INE1 - T - J0 7 HEZR, RIS 85 o 45 €10 10 5 B (L P A RS e R 5 4 B S
SR o R 2 RS e ST 90 R PALIDE R O L, 3 0 R 0 T R 03 40 3 P s TR B e 2%
2019). — Tkt X AT R Z SR IOBF T, CALB SRR IR — B0k 5 MR D 1 R A 1R
FH(Goi et al., 2023). AUNRE T A FA B B0 ELBERS WU NE, TSN, 7Eix— bR s 7
4R P A HOPE I R T 28, 2018).

WLAESR, 2 et TRAE R IR S0 48 h T R B 25 = e, AR /DR B I BT K0 4 B A0
WHKIFE, ACIRAN T BN TS AT SIS B 0BG . 3R, DMEERUE L, AR—FEm
FRFCIRA . HR BT Ak (3 — B A 2 B A 1 30— B X0 7 L R B T T 4R Rt
BRI R, R B AR, T DUAHIE O AR A B — ok S, AR5
R b R — SO S TR TS A MR R AR R SR, BURIS 4 A RN TR
M= Y B BRI, TR B BRI R D, 7E A s IR 45 T R 7 R BT S B
PR A HE— W TT . ABF SRS AIN AT, LLFE M 8050 B 5 Tl I B AT 5 B
o5 SR T RN - 1 R R AR

AT G AR — B2 . 5, ABEFC R HOR BRI IR, FTREAEAE IR, AORBES
ATLLE I 2 Rk . 2ROy SRR, DUE R M BT S B K, AR R T
BIE ORI, R BERE R 0 A0 HT 4 R ST DU AR S SRR M, (R A AT AN R B
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5 LR PR HE AT
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