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Abstract

Against the backdrop of healthy consumption, the beverage market has begun to emphasize the la-
bel of health. NFC juice, as a representative of healthy beverages, is rich in good nutritional value
and health benefits, and has certain development potential in the market. This study will collect
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consumer data through questionnaire surveys, and explore the influence paths of consumers’ con-
tinuous purchase intention of NFC juice based on the Stimulation-Organism Response Model (SOR)
and Structural Equation Model (SEM), thereby providing referential product marketing strategies
for the health beverage industry.
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1. 518

B TR 2N = T R BT B, AT g BT 2 A W A 4, T 23 AR B 1 75 SR IR A
RBIPMEREA . EX—THIEA T, R IEEAR KA,  “AERTCE” AREZH BN T 5%
G E . SRR RSy Sy HE B RE AR . WA, B SRR S AR, LA R o
fa FEA T B K

NFC i1 B ik 438 7 5 71 (Not-From-Concentrate, 45 A4 NFC), & PUBH /K B BB 100%
afi e Fyt pR B R R T [1]. BT AE I Tl AR R AR RCR R EIAR, NFC SRyt Bets (R 8 K R A 8 F2 F
FUR[2], w8 32A 2 M RCRE S 0/ ok . S8, FREXE NFC A &AL TRIaG I B, i
J ORI ARG AL F 5585 B AT M/ BT i R, BARE AN/ e B s 8 A O3 K NFC R v,
HH R LA = [3]

FET UL, ASCR AR - MU - OB (SOR) RIS 4 77 FE RS (SEM) 4R FE AN IR R 20 2 NFC
VTR S FR ME AR, M A R ORMT IS LG SR MR & B3R 2

2. ARA*
2.1, RH - Wk - RMIRE(SOR)

FIW - B - I N AR AL (SOR) B - & HH A 5% 00 FE 225X Mehrabian A1 Russell 3& 47y 32 O H 2
Watson [ “ 1 - JOBi” R AT Ee Hh T v 2 AT N BB AR Y, B 7R S04 SRR B RO A A
AP DT AR (4] anfE 1 fis, SOR ASEAY A AR & - (S) AR & - HLAAR(O) R4 A &
- RM(RFIE: S ids TR 51 A RS &SRB 2 O ARRAMAEH ORI P36 7= A2 i A2 2
AOH AR AR R NAMERE DTN IR AR 5 R I I AMEAT NS B Mi[5]. H AT, SOR ##
RUTEVH P B AT AU 2 R . E S DL SOR BERUNRE, HEL T K2R SR 7 i W S = S s el IR 25
(IR FUAERL[6]; 9 FE S5 TE SOR AR AL LAtk LibATQIHT, AL T BRI H S BEMAE AN NFEE
(R BEVE VS 20 W SE R R (T FE AR R [ 7] A5 SOKF LA SOR AR AL g LRl by 2 1 9 % NFC SRy 820 S 75 I 5
Wi % A% RO TT T AR

2.2. ZFEIRE(SEM)

LR RER SEM & —FURE Rl - 0 M« SRR 0 BT AN JE B M T B T — BRI, 1207 1%
VPRI R 2 MBI AR, fovr BRR SRR EIRZNAA, RN &R 1E R ARE
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[8]. MIFZEH TR E 2 TAP IR, Rl by BRG], BOARLAG T, BURPRO . BB IE
[9], SEM HIHLARFAEAIE 2 PR ASHEFOKE K SEM BB HEAT SIIE 3 BT R iff g W 28 NFC R 221
KRB AR ) S EAE, RIS IR AR A IC R . IRITE AR BB A 75 BT

A

B (S ik (0) » B (R)

Figure 1. SOR model
[ 1. SOR ###!
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Figure 2. Flowchart of SEM model construction
[ 2. SEM &R R IZE

3. iHBE NFC RiHF M EERWE MR

AHFFE LRI - MUAA - SRR (SOR)VE A Fe BEAHESS, HThae Rk, fHEIFR. PR R. &
B S AN S IR E R, AN VR AN, A RRal il LR R RN, AT 43 M 4R 7T 52 i i 2%
GRS NFC RN 2R, ASCHR H B

H1: ZhagirsRuHEFNE A B35 1E A 520

H2: A5 TR R B A 53 IE [R50

H3: 7 5 s R B 3 IE [R50

Ha: B8 SR I B AN A 535 1E A 52

H5: ZJRBE AR RN B A 53 IE [R50

H6: BRI BN R 220 S = A 3 1E W) 52

H7: DhREVF RN RS20 K A 23 R M R

H8: 1 KR SR Rl 3 = IS AT (B IE IR

HO: 7= i S %o R A S 3 B AT (2 B [ R

H10: B SR W0 FF 2 W S 2 8 835 TR 1n) 52

H11: Z BB RPalil S 84T 52 IE s .

M TR 3 TR
3.1. BUERIERTLE
3.1.1. BIEKRIRE

AT TR FH )36 1 AR AT B IR, BT A (K SR B T 0 A FE 945 & NFC ST S (AT M RFAIE
BHATBIT S5, WEEREA RGFHEEIEMSERAYE. Hob, DhREURRE I 2 BT SR etk
DR 2R [10], 1 P %ot 7= it P40 By i M AR v PO AL, JE i R IR 0 AR, T B P 7 it 1) 75 SR (B
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Figure 3. Research model on the influence path of consumers’ NFC
juice continuous purchase intention
[l 3. jHZRE NFC Rt L BB BEMRIEE

TE YRR T2 T P T S0 R B B R 3K 22— [11], NFC RIS i, RS ST
AETT A NN RRAIAE S TR ST 7 i TR S MY 9 W SK R I S B TR 3R [12], A fi R 1 iy 401
S, TSR IR R AE E LU R AN SR SR 3 T B SR BE S e 2T ™ i K B SR B [13],
FE NFC RITIOHE b, W LGB0, A AZ B 5 48 T B W 2 5 10iL ;. S RBHA S 1
VRO BRE AT N AR [14], W BRI SR E L RE T, AR A G R AR L, AR SR T
Al N HERE A 2 AR (0 AL 5 SRR B 5 A RS A RE AT FIN 31 9% 3 (0 S A [ AT A [15] s 7420l
SRS RE NS B Y 21 2 0] TR R R 55 1 7 R SRAT N T REPE[16] . JE T, AR PR
BRSNS RIS R RN 1R, JHEBRE R SHIVEIF AN G, HAUE 5 1041 47

Table 1. Design of consumers’ continuous purchase intention scale
=1 HBEEREWIEEERFIT

%

15
AV NFC Ryt ] DA R AR R
AN NFC R E BT B H L
REVRR I NFC 77T K H KR B AR
AT NFC Rt B THE s bk 5 /)
FINA NFC B0 LUE R A 7 fib B
FIGFT NFC A T LUEBIUR, 1RE R =
FRIGTE NFC JE i i it ko, T DURILAS N R AN AR vE 25 B
TH R RIGT NFC A LLS R AN A=, A28 75K
FRIGTE NFC St ar LU 2 55 77 0 32
FRIGSE NFC S AT DA K0T g B 1 33 A EE AR
FRIE S () NFC ST it 171 4 1 ke i e
FRIGST ) NFC B R i e o315 e
FRIESEY NFC SRy 7 5T 3553 fef
PRIE LM NFC SRy i e R 25
FRIGE ) NFC IR it R AR

fem

1
o
=
te
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TS ) NFC SRt 2 F T4 (R A5 1)

IS NFC T2 N e R B W B 2R S 1
TS NFC BRI/ PSSR E AL
RIS NFC BT R BN ERFA “HERE SR SIS
(T NFC SRyt 2 i Je 1l E HESF
I NFC T2 R N A s F
FRIESE NFC Jit=2 KN F R IA~F & XA R A
TR S NFC By 2 i 4 85 N R HERE (1)
SEFRFERE, N NFC TR A 130 3K
AN BAAMBE m, HIRIA NFC Rk S B

TNy NFC SR BB % 15 A2 PR FEIR it 1 75 5K
T ST TR N, R RSBk B NFC VR

LS

FREEI KR L H NFC i1
AR A B (0 A 3
3.1.2. BURTALIE

TR AT LUK I, 1041 NSkt NFC R A 740 N, HIBREAEE R IS5 FrA 2 2 —50
A B3R F 6 S5 O, AR K0 NFC BRI R 720 1. il — bt mddE iR % 1 5
AIEENE, AW SRR AT TR G T, SR ERFEABE AR FE . 0. U ]
WARIRBERS R, B — @M AR 2SR a A, BEAEinE 2 k.

Table 2. Descriptive statistical table of samples

2. AR MR R

FEAR(E R 3k N
5 310
Aé |

A g’y 410
18~25 % 282

26~30 ¥ 171

S 31~40 ¥ 145
41~50 % 96

51 % KUl I 26

WIrh & LLR 65

P Et L 132

- AR 123
it & UL E 100

3000 TGLAR 124

3001~8000 7T 240

Hon 8001~13,000 7T 254
13,001 Jo X LI 102
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i3k
R 139
ol E AN R 102
MRS E 81
Ol H BB 74
TSRS #H 96
BAR R AR 5 69
AE A 5 159
KU 268
FRETE L ST 163
CISE T & 289

3.2. [REHEH

J5EE s ) S R 3 W B 5 RE AN RO UG, e A PR A%k PR A 6 Sk W K 2 5 T DA A2 T A H

RISEILI AR 2, 5 T bl (045 AN BEAGLIG 2 P«
321 RES#H

H13E 3 WA, EREARIEEKT ) 0905, HAZENRBUELH KT 0.75, 1B &t KA
{E(CITC)¥ KT 0.60, M B — R ) 2% B Y R A5 2 W B4 e, Ul AT 7 i e B B A L

AU F 25 70

Table 3. Results table of Cronhach’s a coefficient

%% 3. Cronhach’s o Z¥iLER %

A HE I CITC MBS Cronhach’s o 2% Cronhach’s o 5%

1 0.679 0.842
2 0.715 0.833

hREVRR 3 0.687 0.840 0.867
4 0.678 0.842
5 0.690 0.839
1 0.690 0.833
2 0.715 0.827

LTSN 3 0.659 0.841 0.864
4 0.712 0.828
5 0.640 0.846
1 0.691 0.828
2 0.675 0.832

I R 3 0.675 0.832 0.860
4 0.650 0.838
5 0.694 0.827
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1 0.640 0.773
2 0.619 0.783

B R 0.819
3 0.647 0.770
4 0.657 0.765
1 0.669 0.777

SRR ’ 0008 0179 0.828
3 0.654 0.783
4 0.632 0.793
1 0.615 0.695

RENANHE 2 0.606 0.705 0.776
3 0.615 0.695
1 0.627 0.728

R TR 2 0.659 0.694 0.793
3 0.621 0.734

JERN 0.905

3.2.2. MES

LA KMO GuitEAE 0.7 LA B RRIE & R B4 # . BR324 AT A1, T 9 5 FR 20 L R 2R 1 KMO
K6, KMO {24 0.910, 22144 0.000, Bartlett’s ER LA 25, 2 W N8 0] BA 1R = 1A oS b,
el ] LT EAT T — 2B T4

Table 4. KMO values and Bartlett’s sphericity test results table
& 4. KMO {570 Bartlett’s kLB I04E R %

J5i: Gt &
KMO 8 0.910
EALRTT 8887.179
Bartlett’s BRI A5 H 406
BEN 0.000

4 5 B DN B Rp S 5K S R R A U Y D A B, AR SCAE T R I T T I RETRR
TR iR EEENS. SRR BRIHE R SEEE 7 AN, MEERE MRS
SR 7 A5 73 0 B

Table 5. Factor load matrix table

F 5. BETFHEEER

H7 1 ¥ 2 AT 3 H7 4 H¥ 5 H-¥ 6 ¥ 7
Q1 0.792
Q2 0.790
Q3 0.780
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Q4 0.775
Q5 0.772

Q6 0.784

Q7 0.778

Q8 0.752

Q9 0.752

Q10 0.740

Q11 0.768

Q12 0.751

Q13 0.748

Q14 0.748

Q15 0.730

Q16 0.805

Q17 0.783

Q18 0.772

Q19 0.760

Q20 0.751

Q21 0.750

Q22 0.748

Q23 0.747

Q24 0.817

Q25 0.812

Q26 0.810

Q27 0.790
Q28 0.787
Q29 0.769

LR bk, s B RUFRVE R, "I BLH T )5 82 7T
3.3. X

3.3.1 BAMESHREFIWERNBXSH

AT ARG T IIREVRR . IR PR TR . SRR AN S RO ORI (B 2 s, R
BEVRSR . TEURSR 77 B 8 B SR A 2 R K S R 4™ A I 1 (1 2 2 50 o 433 AR SCRg
REARSRIHT, 0 LA AR U P v R P AT R P SR IE

HI7¢ 6 A&, 7E 0.01 M VEKT FEFIUME S ThBEVRR . IR, e BRSNS
AU IR B 2 IR IR R,  BIATD FIW H1~HE P — S B0 oL
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Table 6. Correlation analysis of perceived value and assumed influencing factors
6. BAMNMESEETMERNEX DR

IhRERR T RIRR L B A g R
Pearson 0.167™ 0.191™ 0.239™ 0.204™ 0.200™
TEAMME 2EN <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
HE 3 720 720 720 720 720

e TRORAHIMEAE P < 0.01 K P EE .

3.3.2. FEMXERESRETMERGHE XS
PP R MR R B s (R M PR 3K 5 R SR I R B AFAE SRR R, AP IR AR R B st 2 15 AL

Table 7. Correlation analysis of continuous purchase intention and hypothetical influencing factors
7. HEMIEESREZIWERAMEXTH

haersk HREURR RE BHER SRR BoivE

Pearson 0.313" 0.376™ 0.400™ 0.327™ 0.309™ 0.234™
BaemTelE  BEN <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
MR 720 720 720 720 720 720

e TRORAHIMEAE P < 0.01 K F EE .

e 7 050, THEEVRR. BGOSR, PEME. EHmE. SIREAR. BN E RN RRE0 S & R
Person #0474 0.313. 0.376. 0.400. 0.327. 0.309 11 0.234, HWIEIIEThEEVRR BREGFR. =
PR EAH NS . SIREEAR. RN E R RS S A I [ R

34. BEEH

SN 5 FEAS T ] T A A R R | i 5000E, MR LA S e bn i oe R, IR Hi B 445
Prst AR IIVE I RN e O T ARAE M S EE 1T S ik, A SCEAAE R B IR ET T RS S S R
Mr, g e T H G ERTE 29 NSNS R RN ES A ) 7 MEEE RGN . AN
AMOS BAF MR LR FEAR Y o B DL L RO SR R i s, BATTRT DA HE & 4 BroR 9 238 NFC S
RSB R AR B S EE BB E R 5.

B2 8 A RIATUAMETY ot 45 FOMARHEAGER A2 R AL, mTOLThREVRSR . 1 B SROGH A IR s M A
B PSRBT SRR MR AN 5 . ARSI g AR X Rk B S R R R R I A R PR Y A
FE—SE R, R T J0vE i A 50 1 B AR R A, X LA D BN WIAA B AT MR TR A, AR SR
S,

Table 8. Model output results (initial)
7 8. B R(F15R)

HERR BRRE PSR RS SE. CR. P
BAEME - ek 0.069 0.075 0.041 1.664 0.096
JRANE - IR K 0.086 0.080 0.049 1.775 0.076
JRAMNE - 2 i o 0.147 0.161 0.042 3.532 deskee
JRAMNE - B R 0.087 0.092 0.044 1.977 0.048
A - Z T 0.134 0.132 0.047 2.839 0.005
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FREEI S - TEAMME 0.111 0.116 0.046 2.417 0.016

FRE K - ThReYRsR 0.152 0.171 0.039 3.921 Hokox

FRE K - R 0.246 0.236 0.047 5.279 Hokx

R TR R - PR E 0.225 0.256 0.040 5.626 Hokox

R LR - E RS 0.079 0.087 0.040 1.963 0.05

RREEI TR - eI dEN 0.155 0.158 0.044 3.512 ok
**x RN P <0.001

Q. 742

Q. 750 3
GN3 ThEEFR
0. 737/
oNe [Fo/753 0.171
N5 0.075
Q61
Q, 758
Q62w %86
Q63 0. 719 IR 0. 236
780
4 T"o/604
G5 0.08
CP1
0, 759
P2 o Ny
cP3 [«
CP4 " 0/765
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990090990009

S
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fin
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Figure 4. Structural path diagram of consumers’ continuous purchase intention for NFC juice (initial)

[ 4. jHERE NFC RiHFHEML B RS2 E (#148)

3.5. #HBEIF

KK AMOS A3 4HE i9 45 1E 35 % (Modification Indices) A% R #4748 IE . A& 1EFE Bk 1 14N 8%
I o i 2% B AT R R A0L G BE BRIV AE 52, DRI AT DI B AR A SR AR 5 B0k, i B AR R B E M
BRI, THREVRSR. 15 EURSRT BN (B A R M AN S 25, LB Y R ot o 482 S R S PR S i 7 AR A 31
BEMACE. ETX—g, EEBIEREN ST, FRATEE— D 3 W 21X L PK 42 0] BE AR TU AR B [ 42 1)
YERHLH]
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FARRYL, ThREVRSRATE USRI AT RSB 2R, AR L e AT AT RE ELEZSZ MY 2 3 A 5K
=L TR AN X AR AT A B SR U T B R 4R T R S AR N A Bk
SEMAE SR AT, OO R0 S R R IR e B B 2 R IO R e e A . DRIUL, A TR AL SRR GV B
TNBISERR BB, ASCHREMBRINBEVISR . 1 R RIS AN E IR %A, O HL 25 BR8N
) S 8 A EL AR B AT

I AMOS A NFC FyH 52200 SR IR S5 M B AR AT 23 M7, 38 75 Bt — AP B0 U I S A 2R B Ak
UG ILRE, Ay e 2 LN B 2 ) (D R P 7 LA v P B — Bt el BRI SR T AMOS
PERMEIE JE HIRARREAT T B R R 5~ A, BRI S UL Ik 9 P

Table 9. Model goodness-of-fit (initial)
9. WA SHE(FIR)

K % 7 /df Pl GFI AGFI RMSEA NFI
ZHHE 2.677 0.000 0.895 0.876 0.048 0.890

M9 BILA LR E, B8P E N 0 BRIGiHER S, ¥R Z(RMSEA) A 0.048 /T 0.06,
HYELA TR ZU(NFI) N 0.890, LA 1LEEFEE(GFI) A 0.895, f&1F 5 &L 5 (AGFI) N 0.876, iXLEdghn
BT 0.85 Ui IS IE J5 MR A H A AR BERR U B IR JG MR AR B i R 1] 5 B

GN1

GN2

GN3

Q. 742

0, 782
T
0. 73

GN4

GN5

/753 0. 180

Q. 758
Q. 86

0. 719 . @
p ERVFR 0.255 | o et
80

QG5

CP1

CP2

S945A3I RN

CP3

)
=
3

—

CP4

o
o

CP5

)
=

¥X1

X2

¥X3

494

el6 X4

QT1

Q12

Q13

QT4

PP

0. 700,

0/694
s ) A S P

0.0

GM3 1
0, 759

Q. R37

o Ot
0.7

0/765

Figure 5. Structural path diagram of consumers’ continuous purchase intention for NFC juice (revised)
5. iH#E NFC R8I B ENERREEREER)
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MR B2 R A7 S B AR SR THE R AR 10 Fos, AT LVE B IE A Es A S 5ut vh 45 R ELZ AT RE &
B, XN PAEREONE . KBRS, fERTA R TR 8 s

Table 10. Model output results (corrected)
=10 BHEHMHEREER)

AR R R IR R AL SE. CR. P

JRAMNE - P 0.177 0.193 0.042 4.213 dekeke

BAEME - B R 0.124 0.129 0.044 2.797 0.005

JRANE - ZHRBK 0.155 0.151 0.048 3.262 0.001
FREEE S - A 0.121 0.126 0.045 2.662 0.008
FRE S - PIGIAIIN 0.162 0.180 0.039 4177 ok
R TR R - RIS 0.268 0.255 0.047 5731 ok
FRELI TR R - FE R 0.242 0.273 0.040 5.973 Fokk
R0 T R R - SR 0.163 0.164 0.044 3.664 ok

***KI8 P <0.001.

gr b, BATATUAG R EiRprA R RAE S R, gk 11 fros:

Table 11. Determination results of model assumptions
= 11 REEGHIEER

TEAR B AV R A2 0% AR BB (LIRS
H1 IHREVRSR RN B A 35 LA 2 ANBAL
H2 BRI RN UHE A 23 IR [R50 . ANBATL
H3 7 it ST RN (AT 5 35 1 [ JEAL
H4 BB SR RN B A B R IR R JAT.
H5 SRR REN B A 3 LR R . JAT.
H6 SRR 5 2 ) SE R A Y2 35 1 el S JEAL
H7 T REVRRONT 5 B2 K B A 2 35 1 [ i JAT.
H8 TR RS0 K R A 23 1R [ JAT
H9 7 il O B 5 A S R B A 3 TR 1A S JSL
H10 B SR N R SR A 3 IR A R AT
H11 S IR FR S0 KR A B3 L AR . JAL

LRI

R AR I 25 R A, 5, KT H10 MBS R EPER IR RE Il , XM P (KT 0.05,
EIVE B SR X — N A BN 98 I S NFC Ry iR B A 7 AR BRI B 5o . BRI — MR R A
FAAEBHERN, AR KT HAL HE6 RUBRARRIGA R AT AN, 5 8 SRS AN (B A7 /2 — > 225 1 1E )
SONEL, T RANANE S RS KR R (AP AE R 2 I IR G R R o 1XYW 28 72D K NFC SRVTIN, 4577
X B SR A5 2 DU 9 B B B S E B g, E TSN NFC SR AR S0 SRR X1 T A 5K
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WS A A T IR, T I A A O B A R A R AR R . HLR, R T HL AT H2 YR AR
B FMER I AR R, YR P AEIRT 0.05, RDDhEEVRROTERANME RIS M A B2 1 BR SRR
FIPHMERAN R . —J7 T, WIEX NFC SR TSR, B4 LIFEAE “BF + K7 HIZIR
ENG, shZ X NFC R IHRERIIATT, SFEUZIRIBFA REARH A XA mE & EEIHE: 50—, &
PR B ARl A SRR S B AT SE NFC R S, BTSSRl mok- P8R, 7ERET
AT N, ARG B 57 REMNENE T W LR i, S URR A R R, S BOZRREA
REARHA RER T S R E . e 8 MR REIEE 1 B, HEE REET SRR
BURSG, UL R BRI X R B 1 IR BT RE A K A G

36.1. BEEZEXANSH

MEERIRERY T 45 RORTE, SOV 2 Fr W S B BRI R Oy DHREVRoR. R 7 i 5t
. SR RRURIANE . Hrb™ i B R R R E R, B RH0N 0.273, X ULHIH 3% Il K NFC
Rt AR BRI B, BEWE ORI o TR IR, SRR H IR . A S SRT
LN FF 5200 I 535 R S e K IV AR BN IR IRSR, BRA2 R HON 0.255, BEE AR KF R, H 3t
AN KT I 2 PR AU SE R ME, E 2 I B4 E, 0 NFC Rty d U IR AL, 18
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