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Abstract

Whether online or offline, branding is the key to winning the market. This paper aims to construct
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a conceptual model of brand psychological contract in the internet context, and to explore and
empirically demonstrate the structural dimensions of brand psychological contract in the internet
context, expecting the empirical results to provide a valuable new idea for brand relationship
management, especially for the strategic decision of brand relationship management on Internet
platform.
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Figure 1. Brand psychological contract structure in the
context of the Internet
1. BEERIEE T @RI A LM

T BIRAR, AR IR TR
H1: HHRRIEEE N OB RA ML 5. KA S =R K
H2:  FLIIRR 58 T T 98 2 0 ot oo B 5244 3% 4 o LV IR SR TR AE 22 57

4. Wit
4.1. BEEME

ASCEEAREN LA O IR A ER, FESHE D UE(2005). 1]HEE(2008)F1E #E N (2013) T 7T
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Table 1. Brand psychological contract measurement scale in the internet context
F 1. EENERETmEOCERYNEER
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HHIR I BT, 784525 SRR A A F 75 (RPC5)
HYSRAIK R % R (RPCB)
Wi AiE. FE(TPCL)
PR S5 i A ARIE(TPC2)
TRy« AU Y8 T (TPC3)
TELRZ R RLGE, AR 2RI (] (TPC4)
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HIHS [ ot LA TR R AR BE 1Y) 4 AN LI W A T o SRR TR R, T T AR IR R AR
BT BRACEE . [RIET IR T B R G, [ I A — 25 &% B 2 B R M B 5 3% 90 1,
e JE IREUAE ROREAS 730 1. A ROREA T B4k (5 EE 40.1%, ZofE b H 59.9%; KR, ARIE LR S
81.1%, it LA b Lk 14.7%, —#F Rilik 95.8%, KM IHEH 2GR HEE R, S RIHE
iR 5 10 T FRD 2 SCELARYE % 5 1 SE B IR SZ 0 S B UHEAT 4T 43
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AICE iz H SPSS25.0 %t 730 M3 A BFEABAT B FERT S, i LB B2 L) 5 4EFE Y Cronbach's alpha
B399 0.938. 0.928 H1 0.913, KZ I HrfdkeEriloy 76.395%. 73.691%41 69.845%. ik, izH
AMOS24.0 i it 0 T 32 25 (K BEAIE S A1 45 A2 - XP/df = 2.890, RMSEA = 0.051, NFI = 0.965, RFI = 0.959,
IFI=0.977, TLI=0.973, CFI=0.977. X mEOHE L0 EEREA RIFERZEMNE.
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ST, A —2RNE H AMOS24.0 JE4T BAEYE 23 #

T Seig H SPSS25.0 Xt Ly B L AT IR R M K140 #fr, KMO B4 0.937, [AIFIEIE [ Bartlett’s
K36 (p < 0.000), FEABIGIE GHATH T 0. H—PRA TR 0L, s 2. 3 NFETF, Fidk
AT KT ZE e, 1538 fil Lo B 52 24 (P X0 BT -6 R AN = PRI F-SE R, i3k 2 F13 3 BTl

2 SO PR TR, HF 1 iR R KB LR I R B SRR
dER: BER, FFRIEU, AEET BRI, RAEERODAFE: S0, EARME AR K
Zs BRI R E S TAERMAT A, WA R: FEAEP MR R, HRE 5F
SRR, PREENE 9 ORI AR SRR S A R L U s 8 B AR R R S SRR A
FE2 BT SRR ST R B S B K IR 7 0.800, He/IMA R AT 0.632, KT 7 ZfFFE A 35.943%:;
R F 2 R a8y e R BN bl AR W) TR B 795« AT R0 S LT 5 A 4 D ke o 9 S B 3 1 7 5
FERIIRSS SR A TRIE ;s TG ATE . B fERF MR NIRIE, ANIRZRETE; SIA EE R, SRk ]
. BRI Z B 0.860, f/NAFREAT 0.765, K J7 Z k& 25.206%, PR+ RARTT Z ke &
N 61.149%.

Table 2. Two-factor matrix

2. WEFIERE

D%
FI A
1 2
(RPCE) H MG MK R4 R 0.800 0.115
(RPCI)ME R, R, AT 0.766 0.178
(RPCE) Y HIr) I, 784328 & RIS AF 2 0.764 0.146
(RPCA)Fr . EALIRINAE MRS Z 0.746 0.159
(IPC5) ALFERIM 1 _E A (e WL 0.707 0.299
(RPC2)=THFRIAT A, W2 FRANEEFR K 0.695 0.219
(IPC2)ik: E 44 H F L & 0.695 0.300
(IPC6) =k H & il i ) [, ORI 2l 3 B 0.684 0.242
(1PC3) 34415 11 150 40 7 b 74 T 0.684 0.267
(RPCL)H ' = 3 Ia] iz /It 2B S 0.681 0.111
(IPCAYFRMR = B AH A b A 2 54 0.676 0.291
(IPCL)4R £ M2~ H, i R 2 0.659 0.256
(TPCI)fiivd A LT il b DL 0.186 0.860
(TPCO) A NIk T HE#E AN 618 1 7= 0.243 0.824
(TPC2)7= S/ AR 55 & B A PRAIE 0.184 0.824
(TPCL)INM&ATE 1E W 0.171 0.795
(TPCAYTELE R M BB,  ANVR BB (] 0.264 0.782
(TPCE) L IRAT BRI, i Al e ] 7t 0.348 0.765
R 777 Z R E 35.943% 25.206%
BT E R R 61.149%
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3 EELOER R SN AR RE R, R L IR AR BN N DU T E R R 1A R A
FAEI ;G2 RS S B Ss VEE R LRI R BRI BRI A 2 T AR A L
B HoR B GRI I ER, R P IR s oK 737 0.844, f/MATF#H Ny 0.802, KIF
filEFE i 25.076%. KT 2 $fREm M KRB N LT MITAR: SRR RGER; 0. HED
MRS ESZ ;. LR ERS, 780 BRI ARG BEER, FREW, AT STWHERNITA,
R RINBET KWW L EAR BN . B oK F36T 0.840, R NEF#fT 0.789, KT ZfR
& 24.559%. K7 3 MR EMKBVNH DL MR AL G A BRI TR s A2 AR
SEAERITE S TR RSS SRR PRE s S AE L BV ERE IR OREE, ARG 43R B
I, Sl . ORI E AT 0.860, /MK RS 0.765, K7 U7 ZMRER 23.944%. =AM
ST E RN 73.579%.

Table 3. Three-factor matrix
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1 2 3

(IPC3) 17 3 728 10 51 A0 7 Ml v 0.844 0.185 0.180
(IPCL)AH 2 IR~ J 5t 3 0.834 0.160 0.169
(IPC2)yE: F 4P I i % 51 0.813 0.228 0.220
(IPCAHFRM E B RS b A 2 54T 0.813 0.202 0.209
(IPCH) LR 7] b (B W 0.812 0.245 0.220
(IPCB) sk B S 2 (K [RIIS,  DREs v 22 (1 0.802 0.220 0.162
(RPCO)EAMGIRIMIK R4 R 0.257 0.840 0.134
(RPCA)ILy BALIR A /R IGIR Z 0.191 0.828 0.186
(RPCB) tH e /N, 2B &I A AF 0.242 0.807 0.166
(RPCI)HLER, FFREMW, AT 0.251 0.804 0.197
(RPC)&=THAFINAT N, W RITEER K 0.154 0.795 0.249
(RPCL)H ' 3= 3 7] ik /et 2 2 0.135 0.789 0.141
(TPC3) &1 AU B Y DL Tk 0.140 0.162 0.860
(TPCE) A2 Ik 71 HEFE AN 538 117 0.177 0.204 0.822
(TPC2)7™ i/ IR 55 &b J5L A PRAIE 0.185 0.120 0.816
(TPCL)Mi& ATE. ZEA 0.174 0.110 0.788
(TPCAYTELL K M S ST, ANIR BRI (] 0.206 0.204 0.776
(TPCB) A BE I,  So i i) it 0.242 0.285 0.760
[Rl¥ 7 2 f ke 25.076% 24.559% 23.944%

BT E R 73.579%

PAE St RO B2 A IR R AL T 45 R, PN SR n] LLRE S, (L TGV vRE B th ) T 08 — o 45 4y B
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Figure 2. The conceptual model of the three-dimensional
structure of brand psychological contract in the context of
the Internet

E 2. BEMEERE T Mg IR R = % E SR SR
g!

2) BRSSP . RSO Je s B R - R S = R R R AT A R T RS A LA S
., B AR A S EOAT IR, W3 4 R % 4 A SEE R, =PRI Xo/df,
RMSEA. NFI. RFIl. IFl. TLI. CFl &S HIIM T HEWAEA, H=K-FHRAE RE0h X2/df
fH°h 2.607, /NT 3, IEAIMALERCEHA; RMSEA v 0.066, T 0.5 HALAESZ; NFI A 0.942, K
0.9, HALEHCELT; RFI N 0.933, KT 0.9; IFI 0964, K+ 0.9; TLI & 0.958, KT 0.9; CFl N
0.964, KT 0.9, FoiF 7 ASCHIBF TR 1, 0 St L0 30 322 I = 4 5 25 ) SE B S P o il L O B 3244
YRR AR AE AR A ] 2 BT

5.4. ZMIGIEEREF 4T
AR — I8 F Amos24.0 B 7 i REL O B 32 20 5 ) — 0 R AR Y (Un 1] 3) DAKS: 369 3% 28 X i O
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Table 4. Fit index of brand psychological contract observation data and conceptual model in Internet context
%= 4. BEMEE TR OIBEZAILNEE S-S ERNINE EiE

X?/df RMSEA NFI RFI IFI TLI CFI
=R 2.607 0.066 0.942 0.933 0.964 0.958 0.964
PN ey it 3.029 0.075 0.932 0.922 0.953 0.947 0.953
— R 4.916 0.104 0.889 0.874 0.91 0.897 0.909

sy

Figure 3. Second-order factor structure equation model of
brand psychological contract
3. ML M EFERS IR

PR — R RO AL [FFEBENL > I — AR SN, 53 B RS K% 4
FERMEIL R, 036 5 Fia. XPdf ELE N 2.607, /N T 3, IEWIBALERCHFEAE; RMSEA 4 0.066,
BT 0.5 (B T L2 7EH]; NFI 9 0.942, KT 0.9, BASERIESF: RFI 4 0.933, KT 0.9; IFI
4 0.964, KT 0.9; TLI ¥ 0.958, KT 0.9; CFl }y0.964, KT 0.9, FUIBALER K AFE,

Table 5. Second-order confirmatory factor model fitting index and standardized parameters

5 ZHIIEMEFREMS R AR EN S

A R EL st L0 B B2 L o PR S5
X?/df = 2.607
RMSEA = 0.066 AR O3 0.961
NFI = 0.942
RFI =0.933 KAMPOEY) 0.990
IFI = 0.964
TLI=0.958 T G L Y 0.869
CFI =0.964
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ZH09 0.990)5%F il Lo BB (R TR A e K UGBS YR S (B S 0y 0.961), 58 5 48 )5 v ik A
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