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Abstract

Lacquer fan, as a derivative of intangible cultural heritage carrying the essence of lacquer art and
Oriental aesthetics for thousands of years, is experiencing challenges and opportunities in the
transformation from traditional craft to modern consumer goods in the contemporary context of
national tide revival and cultural confidence. Based on the dual perspectives of intangible cultural
heritage protection and market demand, this study constructs a progressive analysis framework of
“status analysis-power mining-path design”, adopts a variety of statistical research methods to
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systematically analyze the characteristics of consumers’ purchase intention, the driving factors of
product innovation and the path of market expansion, and provides theoretical and practical refer-
ences for the contemporary revitalization of traditional handicrafts, in order to promote the devel-
opment of lacquer fan industry, and for the modernization of other traditional handicrafts to pro-
vide a reference experience.
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1. 5|8
1.1. iIRE R

B EIRTUUR, BT ESRI M &, BRA TR RSN, ERE 7R R, IR
MEEAE ], HE DR, BEORMOL RS, (HAKITER GRS BRI Z” & “HRiE” 1%
Ao BERTTHHCRE AW, 2022 FRETG T L2 M EHIRE L 15%, BRI, HAERN
WAL AR, R EAE AR X O SO AR IR, T8I QI Bt e 48 T T 2 B AR IETE AR 1] [2].
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Figure 1. PEST analysis chart
1. PEST 43 #f7[E
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1.3. fAIRE N

A FE AL B T 3 SRR N VRIS 2307 » $8035 7 938 0 B DA 2 P A S R S S R i R 2K
N R SR M T A HLAERR IR T . WE AR 13 T R BR 598 71, il i 9%
BAIT Ao, HEHEEAL T ANFI SRR TR S, i lEr. Bt O BRI AR
B2 T Pt TR AR IE (4], AN, AR A SO HE SBR T ®E R, RRBESR T ZMHERS
QUBA R (A R AT , W HESTER B 7 M PR W] RS R R ST T 37 58 4 3 A S AR Bk SCA A Ak B B 3 i 3L

2. fARGE
2.1. MR E

S R G AR SSSCHR, RO B AR5 L2 RS s SHARH B DI RERR K . R 7
T AFEE” 5 CEREHE” BB E R ARSI AT IR S T

2.2. [EEBE

it AT S SCRRIE IR, AL bR M4 1 4 B IR A7 30, BED 8 32 05 # 14 7
25, WO N AT, S RER AL . RN, P2 R RE DGR |2 A o AR R AR T
AL, BT FUER P E = 2 AR A SR

2.2.1. HEEERIR

AR B IFEAME R AR B 4 B 5531, O 1R 28 0 TR AR . TSR A
dn i, DA AT AL i 3 B T3 R R R 70 5 BB A R A%, ARV A W i JE XA —E T
FRANTERIT BT, AN T ARE B A R, B A VE 2% 1 EBUE A 18 & R A B AA B B KHE S
I NHE

2.2.2. it

BT REACR AN A RS By, PR ERATTIA T 2 38 i S ST 8 2 e 0 DUBORE 72 i R A i 5 S S
HIRKZER AUCOHE RIS 2V N AN, 82 W T ] SR BE AL RS, T DASE e
ikl T R AR T 1) A 2 AR AT AR R B AR R R AR EERFERAN TS, Bk,
PATR P 5 DA S R bS5, SRR IEAT 72 R N8 £~45 ), N (45 % ~60
) ZENGO B KLL L), 4R 2023~2024 4 E AN DGR HAR], FRA L 47%. PENE
b 23%. ZBFEN G 21%, RIGZ LG 2 SR, ERAAREILEREAR, w1 NBLs
BE AR o

Table 1. Proportional distribution of personnel

=1 ABEEBISE

Fi ] FREE
18~45 % 47% 380
45~60 % 23% 182
60 % L I 21% 180
2.3. BB

ASCIE M T ARG v 2707 A0 R EEE 0 B TR (0 SPSS 48), )iz Wie e 1 B Tl i AH S dE
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T RGULI G RN
3. RERRBG T
3.1. BEHERERR

3.1.1. [AEEERE

KFH Cronbach’s a REUH 1) 3 Hh (3R M BEAT 00T, W03 2 BoR, Kb N 7E(s BE S I H 2 Ml 75
HAEBRERANE S, B8R FRITR, AREERZER Cronbach’s a REN 0.94, kAl I,
AR YA )6 B A B B

Table 2. Scale reliability analysis
=2 BRIBESH

[HE-yEE R
Cronbach’s a 2% BTG FEAEL
0.94 26 742

3.1.2. [AEHERE

BT R BRI EAE ST ERE T, R E RS, MIERR I 5 NAE A fox L85y
Hr, Bl Bk AR B 2 Sk AR PE ) L RS SRR B H o SRR R RIS B R e S s AT 1R
DAAIE BA $48 B T {5 T 5, OB T B T ) P A DO T R AT TS AR, gk 3 FTR.

Table 3. KMO test list
3. KMO #Ig%

KMO 0.953
EAR I E 6939.609
LR R R RO P A 6 H 325
oM 0.000

XPUE S KMO H5 KT 0.8, ERFFIHFELES p /B8 0.000, /T 0.05, 7RIS, W%
) 45 R R

3.2. RS

3.2.1. B ABFEREHE

HEAR B E 4, BRHE IHEERAONE, UK, SHEGEC A IR E X . T
AR, AR FUM . A5 O VIR DA, Horh S AR G R VST T AE 1000~3000
TG, R B SO T 2R RE 7 S R R

3.2.2. BRI

S0 A A X G ) SR Vi Bl X — I R 1] 2 B SR 39.75% R 9 i 4 A SR S T 3K
25.10% I3 P il (£ T T 2L, 33.47%H09H 38 I (2 R R T S I S, e m] I SR ST B
SV TE TR, T O T ARG SR . T DA TG AT S SRR PG IR 55 T
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Table 4. Basic characteristics of respondents

F 4. ZIEEAKRHE

ZE bl BRE B4t
A 5B 382 52%
P
B. & 360 49%
A.18~25 % 131 18%
B.26~35 % 125 17%
RS C.35~45 % 124 17%
D. 45~60 % 182 25%
E. 60 % Ll I 180 24%
A SR RUE 160 22%
ey B. ¥R 169 23%
C. REARF 277 37%
D. fit: ULk 136 18%
A #E 124 17%
B. MEZE 78 11%
C. — BN TAEE 111 15%
D. A B 67 9%
BRI E. RN R 51 7%
I %5 % NIA 62 8%
G. HHPMH 61 8%
H. BB G 185 25%
L HAhEE) 3 0%
SARTSCAIE 39.75%
FLZ4H 25.10%
HIET T 5
0.00% 5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 30.00% 35.00% 40.00% 45.00%

Figure 2. Purchase channel preferences

2. MERERFIER

77 it P A2 R T 9 2 T SRR S R 3R 2 —, 14 3 3R, 91.21 %93 93 FHRA A NG 66.32%
(K1 B FRASAL RO 51.26% K B 28 IR Fa e i, 41.21% 0078 238 SR MH WA, 63.18%
(T 98 IR AR FE L, IR WM 2 8 0 B R i SR A2 2 PRI R, S BRI R AL AL, 1K

ZORPAMEF R, RENET A FE P8 /K

WIE 4 BT, 21.97%007 2 2652 A 46 DX T8 4 20 TG AR, 29.08% IV B 55 32 A 4% [X 8] 4 20~60
TGy 38.91%MIH B EEZ M E X 8 A 60~100 TG, 10.04%[)7 2 B2 & X 1829 100 oLL L, k%
B B SN A BONEBURS, FEFRAE 20~100 JCHIA R X 0] o AT ¥4 8 B 32 B SE AL E 20~100 T A% X ],

A7 o e R B B AR AR RO A% DX TE] A SR (i 2 FEAL A7 i, DA AN R 2R 1R 76 5K
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91.21%

86:32% 63.18%

51.26%
41.21%

AN ALanIEE R BRMER ICRIARC

Figure 3. Product purchase use information

B 3. L RARER

o)
21.97% — B
I

20t LA 20-607T 60-1007C 1007C AL

Figure 4. Product price acceptance
4. ERNEEZER

3.2.3. &F Logistic RERHREVWERB~RENE RS

(1) AT B W SER2 I (R R Logistic B 7Y

HTHZREZ S SE B2 a4 2 E ey 2, B R EBUREL, N T W T b
TS AR ZNE 2 AT BE I AR B, WOE AR DX T 0 AT S B U DU DR A 8 6 Logistic ]
VAREAY . fE AR R AR BN R EIWLERR” , bR R — A s, “BPIWLER"
TSR “0” 5 “HPATGLER” WMiGA “17 o Bl SAEEE, BEEEZES RN R T #E
H, FEE AN E AR R E N SEAS T A R BN E, KRR BIRAM It Logistic [H1JA45%
A,

(2) B T S50 D) A5 2R (A6 56 0 43 T

Table 5. Hosmer-Lemeshow test
%% 5. Hosmer-Lemeshow ¥ 3&

®F B HE BEME
5.200 8 0.735

FEXHE R BT A R AR BRI, 2% 5 Hosmer-Lemeshow K36 45 7R, 128 AL 13 & R+ 5
Mo RS, HARIMEN 5.2, T NKE BN 8, XA B0 RAL B BEAT TN, 5 SERRil
BB 2 [ 2 G R R . WGETH 2 ERT S A 3 FionS 2 f 58 25 1 K108 0.735, 3zt 1 H
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MR KT BRE 0.05, Xt — DRI AE T A2 v 5 I Bt 2 IRl B2 i 22 . BRIk, AT
CABR At 4510, R (05 ROR R SE e RERE P 32 1Y), HL A0 D1 A 62 F) 00 77 T JEL A A0 o ) A
PERTRTSENE,  BENS BT Hh S i S B icdis (4 70 A1 R AL AT 3 AE R o

Table 6. The variable table in the equation

Fo. AREPHEER

- B S.E. Wald Df Sig. Exp(B)

(FARY)  dRERE) GitE (BHE) (BBHEKPH @i
i 51 53 E 1.256 0.105 14.733 1 0.013 3.511
A5 T e et —0.095 0.109 0.749 1 0.027 0.909
AL S ALK 1.375 0.107 13.988 1 0.006 3.955
G TZ 5B A 1.253 0.112 12.887 1 0.004 3.502
W 1.089 0.106 105.830 1 0.000 2971
EVEpYE

Logit(p) = 1.089 + 1.256 x (F= &M 5] 5 SCALINME) — 0.095 x (A 5 ThEe etk + 1.375 x CCbtL 4% 51k
)+ 1.253 x (tEG T Z5ARE RS

AW FUEL EE T REH G T P 2 4R T RIS WAL, R 6 SR ERSHRALEY
IR RS, BRI

B EE R IR, SCMEXT AR S T s 25, 38T STA A (B RIS T 3 e Th 2648 7t 251.1%. ik
AR A0 Ty R 50k 5 T BT AR OGSO B D FE U B IEAH G, S TH AL AR g R AT AR R D AR T
295.5% . f& 4t T2 5 AR T 1R & 0] 117 3 BREDAG 2 3 1E ] 820, BB RUSIE 341% o 15 Y PR T2
RUAAFAE D WU ) %

4. BRFREERMBMEIEEEZEN
4.1. EHE

4.1.1. FESH
FEARRHTH, ST RIEE R UL 7 Fos, Fri 7ol S AR R I & A R 5 R BUA1E 0.8~1
OV R P o DRI B AS CWE 72 T A P R R P HA AR B A BT — Bk, (SRR T

Table 7. Scale reliability analysis
#=. BRIEESH

ZE JLFE i Alpha T
14 0.846 5
15 0.928 9
16 0.856 5
19 0.900 7

ik 0.940 26
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4.1.2. MESH

PR 76 8 AR & A 56 45 5 v LG Y, CMIN/DF (K75 E L) = 1.267, 78 1~3 KI7EE N, RMSEA
(RZEBTTHR)=0.019, 1£<0.05 FILFFIEHEN . F34M8 IFL. TLI L& CFI ki g Rk 2] 7 0.9 BL R
TR BRI, ZRE AR B 4 R T LA ], CFA BB B REFIERE .

Table 8. CFA model fit test
%< 8. CFA HEERLE I

Ei=1n SRR BEIME
CMIN/DF 1.267 1~3 AT
RMSEA 0.019 <0.05 AT
IFI 0.989 >0.9 T
TLI 0.987 >0.9 AT
CFI 0.989 >0.9 AT

WAL 9 B MR AT ELE Y, AEAIRIX R EERE I, 28N B 7 P 2 TR AR A v AL AT 5 R 8 /s
TYERE TS T AVE B ROT IR, DRI B 25N 48 B 22 TR A R X R

Table 9. Differential validity test results
9. XAIMERIEER

ZE 14 15 16 19
14 0.5218 0.477
15 0.490 0.5879 0.641
16 0.437 0.589 0.542 0.528
19 0.563
AVE 57 0.722 0.767 0.736 0.750

4.2. G RER

42.1. FEUIEBXWER SEM ERERERE

WRIEE 10 FREALERIG S BT LLE H, CMIN/DF (K75 HHEL) = 1.210, 7 1~3 KEREA,
RMSEA (i#Z¥771R) = 0.017, #£<0.05 MPLFHIEE N 53588 ITI. TLI B A CFI Bta i 45 R5i8 2] 1
0.9 LA EMIIEF Ko Bk, ZREARKMI AT R vl DLt B, B 00 K SRR K 22 70 i SEM AL B
R L7 R FE

Table 10. Model fit test
= 10. REAERERE

&t SRR BEIME
CMIN/DF 1210 1-3 AR5
RMSEA 0.017 <0.05 AT
IFI 0.989 >0.9 N F5
TLI 0.988 >0.9 NLF5
CFI 0.989 >0.9 NLF5
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4.22. FRYUEZEEBEWER SEM REABE X RRGVBLER

AL G AT IR TRA BEATHFFC, JRAS0E — 0 ook, DO 7 B 2 B

M) G 5 4 R e

AR i) 26 HH R B R 7 ot A SIS R B A % 1R R R R T T, I S BEE L B R E
77 i S RIR SR R R DY AN 5 THTBEAT 9 o AR IS ) 2 e R 4 4 ) DA R Oxt o il B 00 2 e e

7Nz

R 11 Mg BT LUE H, TEARKF AR S AR KRR, KZHE /TR H B0
AE T IR o A5, R F 7 e B AR AR T RG] AR e L 2R BRI R R 4 L 2 SRS
GEA PRI B 7 i 25 FEE () T 4 9 5 25 (B = 0.703, p<0.001),  [RILAE % HI . S, 57 ik sz A
P o B M ) I3 o 7 i PR 7 D Y T 28 A1 I 2 (8 = 0.727, p < 0.001), 335 3 55 7 AT S K[ 5]

Table 11. Test results of the path relation hypothesis of SEM model
# 11. SEM BRARZE X RRIFKWILER

BERR Estimate S.E. C.R. P
14 <eee Fl 0.607 10.055 1.387 0.165
15 e F1 0.83 15.574 1.392 0.164
16 <ee- Fl 0.703 11.432 1.39 0.165
19 <oen Fl 0.769 14.223 1.392 0.164
Q14 Rowl <oen 14 0.741
Q14 Row2 e 14 0.703 0.069 14.301 ok
Q14 Row3 e 14 0.667 0.069 13.567 ok
Q14 Row4 e 14 0.743 0.069 15.072 ek
Q14 Rows5 <emn 14 0.755 0.071 15.296 Kok
Q16 _Rowl <een 16 0.711
Q16_Row2 <omn 16 0.778 0.079 15.368 Aok
Q16_Row3 <oe- 16 0.755 0.077 14.969 %
Q16_Row4 <een 16 0.753 0.077 14.926 %
Q16_Rows5 <oe- 16 0.68 0.075 13.581 %
Q15 Rowl <omn 15 0.727
Q15 Row2 <omn 15 0.756 0.064 16.369 Aok
Q15 Row3 <oe- 15 0.733 0.066 15.833 Aok
Q15 _Row4 <ee- 15 0.771 0.067 16.706 ok
Q15 Rows5 <o-- 15 0.783 0.062 16.988 kk
Q15 Row6 <e-- 15 0.795 0.066 17.26 ok
Q15 _Row7 <oe- 15 0.763 0.063 16.528 ok
Q15 Rows8 <oe- 15 0.783 0.065 16.986 ok
Q15 Row9 <o 15 0.787 0.066 17.057 il
Q19 Rowl < 19 0.722
Q19 Row2 <ee- 19 0.783 0.057 19.619 ok
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gk
Q19_Row3 < 19 0.749 0.057 18.758 ok
Q19_Row4 <--- 19 0.709 0.055 17.747 Hokx
Q19_Row5 <--- 19 0.736 0.056 18.433 Hkx
Q19_Row6 <--- 19 0.777 0.056 19.47 Hokx
Q19_Row7 <--- 19 0.772 0.056 19.35 ok
Q6 <--- F1 0.07
Q5 <--- F1 0.025 0.786 0.466 0.641
Q4 <--- F1 —-0.02 0.535 —-0.417 0.677

20T XA SR T R AR TR 1) 85 2 VAR A0 AN B A R T, BRATAS RN AT 2 AR S 9 T S
FERORBERZR,  JLUR RN PR 2RI S Ay TR SRR FR RIS A R 55

U A FLARBL T 28 0 B i AR S L2 S OB S5 S A TR L, B B 51 7y Scietir
6 BUBTESE M PPO . £ 5H 2, T 90 SINE ™ ST R AN A AL R, AR LA &
JEEAE A Ml 8 B SRS o 4 B A . AN B S I SR, I RENS I LR, SR T
FRTE R o

5. BT R A ERZRHHBEHE
5.1. BFaHE

T 12 BT )N AEBNEEE . SR T AR ZEFRE ., R BRI A
1.372, HEERKTEZFRRLERN 17.15%; B AR FHRRAEERN 1272, FEEBN T ZF S
33.052%; A THIRHEEY 1.208, 77 Z1E R Z R E 48.15%, LA, BT A ANRHE(E )
FRTTRRRIEE] 77.011%, HHRHEEIIRT 1, Wl Uiar HA K7 REAR G EAE TR EEEE,
AR, AR SRR BT, BEAR AR

Table 12. Total variance interpretation

=12, RAEEMRR

B RAEAE RERERAT I

o Bt TIEH S 2 % it TE M %
1 1.372 17.150 17.150 1.372 17.150 17.150
2 1.272 15.902 33.052 1.272 15.902 33.052
3 1.208 15.098 48.150 1.208 15.098 48.150
4 1.189 14.857 63.007 1.189 14.857 63.007
5 1.120 14.004 77.011 1.120 14.004 77.011
6 0.979 12.242 89.253
7 0.860 10.747 100
8 / / 100

PEHCS DNAPI TR 8 NRIGAE, RIEHE TH 2 REGER, S HRARTHAK8:
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PRAEALES — [N T

F1=-0.501 * P1 +0.288 * P2 +0.127 * P3 +0.123 * P4 — 0.277 * P5 — 0.470 * P6 + 0.583 * P7 + 0.154 *
P8

PRUEALES K 7

F2=-0.124 * P1 —0.613 * P2 + 0.111 * P3 + 0.602 * P4 +0.160 * P5 — 0.262 * P6 — 0.188 * P7 +0.322 *
P8

PRAEALES =K 7

F3=0.154 * P1 —0.439 * P2+ 0.511 * P3 — 0.085 * P4 — 0.588 * P5 + 0.276 * P6 + 0.284 * P7 — 0.122 *
P8

PRAEAL SR P I 7

F4 =—0.447 * P1 +0.248 * P2 + 0.049 * P3 +0.053 * P4 — 0.354 * P5 + 0.448 * P6 — 0.428 * P7 — 0.474 *
X8

PREALER 7

F5=0.137 * P1 +0.023 * P2 — 0.643 * P3 + 0.527 * P4 — 0.344 * P5 + 0.265 * P6 + 0.248 * P7 — 0.161 *
P8

CREVRANT SR EON

F=0.172* F1 +0.159 * F2 +0.151 * F3 + 0.149 * F4 + 0.140 * F5

b, P1 & P8 RIS R 13 i) 8 AMJRtaAet, BIH AL, Tk, R 8 MERRFAL
AT B BRZ GRS 5 DR GV TS .

Table 13. Factor score coefficient matrix

= 13. ATESRBIEM

R4y

1 2 3 4 5
AL ARE (U LIKAE ) —0.587 —0.140 0.169 —0.487 0.145
&4 Kb 0.337 -0.691 —0.483 0.270 0.024
FEABARZAR A 0.141 0.125 0.562 0.053 —0.680
4 TP 2K 0.144 0.679 -0.093 0.058 0.572
20 TGBAF —0.266 0.181 —0.646 —0.386 —0.364
20-50 G -0.551 -0.296 0.303 0.489 0.280
50-100 7t 0.683 -0.212 0.312 -0.467 0.262
100 JGLh | 0.180 0.363 -0.123 0.517 -0.170

5.2. EF K-Means BEREFHBZEZ O

5.2.1. EF K-Means BXAEBEE R

EAR R RIESE T, ASCRA T 70T R AR R

K K-means 257735, 4% JROGHA B AR S 35 JB VP 40 6 245 ) 36 (K9 S b AT R0, 0 kAT 3,
TR UL R i KA NS RARR, RS T I0E 14 10 4 BRHRM EEW RS, Hik, RREE
) S 735 SR 01 2 o 1) 26 AR AE 40 20 A
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Fo e Dl GE ARSI AE 50~100 T2 18] A4
P = REFIERA TP AN AEAE 200 TTLEL L RAEAA

P = fidF e EBUCEAR X HAEZMIEAE 50~100 TTHIHEA;
FON s S S SR (Al K TE 1) BB SZ A 18 20~50 JTiIHE A

Table 14. Four consumer profiles based on K-means clustering

% 14. EF K-means BRI HEE B R

ZE
F1
F2
F3
F4
F5

HKH—
0.100
—0.720

—0.010
0.130

0.310

FH| =
0.220
-0.120
0.630
-0.360

-0.170

EH=
0.060
0.170

—0.020

—0.040

0.180

RKHI0
~0.140
~0.150
~0.590
~0.390

—0.340

5.2.2. FRIMAS HIAKFHEL S
IR PR R P IR AT Ay e, 3 22 FEOS I B xS [F) AR 2 17 37 BN SOl & T 53k

I, A B A ANFE ) T AR S R 4 15:

Table 15. Market segment characteristics summary table

=15, AN THIAFERER

i A o M it
18~25 % kSl S e K4 1P 3K
e s HITHILIRRR s AR
2 5 A 200 JG LA A #%1X [
26~35 % e T TG W
WE ELS g R R ZA S
KB E I e 50~100 TG A X [
60 &Lk s .
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