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Abstract

In the context of fierce market competition and increasingly diverse consumer demands, the leisure
tea beverage industry faces challenges of brand differentiation and loyalty enhancement. Based on
brand equity theory, integrated marketing communication theory, and brand symbol image theory,
this paper constructs a theoretical model encompassing brand image perception, user experience,
product characteristics, and brand loyalty. A questionnaire survey was conducted, collecting 388
valid samples. Data were analyzed using SPSS software for reliability and validity tests, correlation
analysis, regression analysis, and mediation and moderation effect tests. Results show that brand
image perception exerts a significant positive effect on brand loyalty; user experience partially me-
diates this relationship; and product characteristics positively moderate the link between brand
image perception and user experience. These findings reveal the psychological mechanisms behind
the formation of brand loyalty in the leisure tea beverage sector, providing a theoretical basis and
practical insights for enterprises to optimize brand strategy, enhance user experience, and strengthen
product innovation. Based on the findings, this paper proposes specific managerial recommendations
across four dimensions: brand image building, user experience optimization, product characteristic
innovation, and data-driven management, aiming to assist leisure tea beverage enterprises in es-
tablishing enduring brand competitive advantages in the intense market environment.
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1. 5|

BEE M TS S Z AL R R, P R R 2R AT AT AR ok 2R A U A S R T gttt
el SR, 2023 A b E AR R 2R T S S A B 1450 /2 c AR, [ EEHE G 19.7%, Tt 2 2025 fF 171
MBS SR 1780 ALC AR [1]e X — Rl K AT G, AR AR MEL . AT R
i SR AN IR T, DAL A8 Kt WA i R G S TP = B0 A 5 T PR R B 60

R i & BUACE SN L5 3 QU 1, B il A, 50, AR ZH)E
Peo SAEGIIREMEDCR AR, R 25 A2 2 R i i i 5 28 i ARaE, o a e T
CRERA IR SRR [2]. AT IES BB AU ST, S s A A R S S R
ARG 5 Bl EAEE S A Aol R 5 A ke ) DB ) AL

BUA 5T i B A5 RE AR IF 8 22 4R v T it R D R s 3 A58 PR 0o R P ) LR, T % P P A
F AL B b A P R PR AR AN AL [3] 0 4 R AL AR PRI 8 K — i BE MR B AR B O ATk, 3
B R B DOR B T2 AR B, SR B T i B R B A 38 (1 SCAR A B DL AR B R R 3RS 1Y
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TR L [4]. JEFR, FENDTERIE “REEMH” A “MEIAR” 721 2% F AP REMH, TRy
20 IR ) BRI 0 Y R 9 A SRR GG A2 R[] BEAh, B RE T BRI R P S
2 8] ) L2 R 2 A R RE TR B ) B BRI [6] o SR, REIX L5 M B VAL A 35 2P PRI T i A
W T B RO A R

T U, AR “ SRR GURAN - RS - SRS OB, IR SIS i
TR, BERGUHE R A IR I L o B SRR T T i, G i BT SRR R
IR VBRI PIRIS HRRO8E, PAR P SR R T RS, Dy Ak SR R R AR R
W Rt A SR BB B 7T S BB AR A ATE B

2. B ERSMRRE
2.1, mERRREAN mERRERIERXR

st O GRS T B F i T T s AR IR SO DL K™ SRR S 2 BRI, 0T i U B
RPN RN S D BN R [7]. MRYE Aaker (1991)F% Hif BT BRI, i FRTE A2 i R 57 ) EE L4 F T
gy, EFEMEIA R SRIBAR . NPT R ARLERT, BRI O 1 S L W SR SR [8] . R
GURANANUIA 5 9 B 0) MR D REVERFAE BN AN, IR ELAE AR IR S RAE TR R LR VY, RIETRE S
fit S O TR AR P it

FEARTRAARAT M, it TR SRR R T 0o it B AR R R e ST PR R R DL R 937 5 055
ZANYE LM e R A . BN, R AR AL BT R R R MRS, TP
&R I WA MBS RERRNGE “ % + BIE” BRI Beit, TiEMER .
T it SR 14 it LA R (9] o T RS T 14 it ARSI B A T, 58 1T 1 ik BT 5 0 408 5 0 28 2 PRI 2 45 g IRk,
M e 2k 5 R SRS VAR R

MELRHUHIRTE R0 i R OB BEAE 76 2 2 O TR R A A, AR S ok SRR AN 58
P, SR AR, AT B R R [10] . Keller (1993)4 Hi fAI 3 T %5 1) it R 8 7= 5 78 th 5i 1,
st LTES 5 1) 6 B ATOMURF I A2 SR BT 9 8 BN S N (K SR B R 3R [10] 0 2T BL By, ASSCHR AR i

H1: & B SRR i RS B A IR e gt AR AT

2.2. APR&EESTER

FH P AR BGEAR T P TE el s 3 FH o R AR 25 R AN T 2 v BT T BT 2 RS2 RO R A5, T
FIRE RIS T IEARLS . RS DL BB A 2 AN YERE[12]. Brakus 45 (2009)F2 H 1) it AR LS BRI HE
tH, T RE I RIS BIEIRE . SRR B TRAT A IANERE, X A I R I I 2 I RS FE A
17M[13].

TEARIR 2 OH P s, F P ARIG DT 28 T 7= S I 3K L i SR A AN 5 ELah A f o ¥ 2 AN
TEASURIC FURAN S 5T, 3 S S AR A B I I SR PR BE M &7 1G R DA KW R LB i o sk . AR #E 5
EHAERRELG, AL R B SO R AL R SR, I8 52 BITH 223 SL PR AR IR A B2 [14] . S IR RAE
Rt B T RAE T B I SRR AT 2 R 50 SR 50 E L B SR AN — B .

U PO TR SIE RO A, 2k H e R BRSSP A AR L AR . TESEBRVE S AR,
SR ARG R 8 B BORBRIX — B, Y 9 T R A5 A SRR S RS B Ak, BT R O AR E 1
BIRAT A[15]. 2, WRH RS Y QAR 72, RIS RIEAS T 6, DL IR A
MR R DRI, P ARG AE R SRR N 5 il RS RE 2 TR R 3 A SR P M . R T, A
PR LU R
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H2: i PR SRR I T [ R 7 A, 3 T e i 938 F) P AR
2.3. PR T ER

PRV R AR PR E SRR R W RS TR RS MR R, xR e T T
e AL AN o3 A FHAAR SR [16] o ARIRASTRAT MDA St A 1 o B8 SRR R B RUR L R s 12k
BFERTE QIR S 2 AR

RN ERAR = SRR R T AL, A 51 N2 A H EL i (Cue Utilization Theory) ENERE 3 4%, 1%
PRI Cox (1962)32 i, TAJVH B8 1E 02 58 A VPAL 7= i BT I, 23 AR5 o “ ZR R 7 VR N FIWT AR AR [17]
Olson F1 Jacoby (1972)if — 044 7= i ZR R 73 NN IR 2R 2R (W1 B8 B o3 555 7= i ) B8 I 1k 42 AH OC B ARRAIE)
FHMBLR (A FR MRS BB S5 7= i AR B JE O E AT F T HEWT ot & 1 R 3R) [18]. 7E7H 2Rk
REFEH, 9 R S AR T SR A £ 2R O 7 il o R P TR A 1

TERIR AR Pt 85, b BT Qs Jn 1 BN — PR R R IEAE L, 5 B 9 8 T O i Ay
RIS o 107 R U e L Y B R R (B 1 S B FIAN B2k R (B 3 et H) I XU g i, 23 9
AL S AR LV RSB . AR R FI LS, MR RGIMNILR B, HEENEL
S35, TS RIS VAN 2 A AR TH[19]

BARM S, TEM LSS H PRI SRR, P2 iR R BT ER . 4/ e R
P U (n VSRS L SRR T . BTERESE), AR AR R I SRR S A D AN A R I AR B
LR B, T AR Y G AR RN 2 5 A R A ARG, AT A o B SOk P
ST o AR, SR PE SRR EAEAE W A B (0 DUECE R AR E), BRA S FEON
FEAREN U, PRBE SRR G e, RS R SOOI e, e DU SRR AT P ARG,
JERTE Gkt FE P A 5 (1 A Wk 11 55

IRV A BTG, Fo R S AR T A S A, LR IR 52 M i 9% 2 0 b R R LSk
RS, 3 T R oot TS SRR A ) AR (R e A 383 [20] . it B B A GBI HL3E S Mg R I 7
REIG BRI 9% SRR, AT SEAL S BT SO AR IG I IE Rl M . JE DL B i, AR SR DR (R %

H3: 77 SR TR 1) 57 R GO N 5 P ARS8 2 TR R 26 &R o

BT FIRER S ST A SR I, A SO R BRI AR R ] 1 TR
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Figure 1. Research model
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3. AR SERZE
3.1 EEFITESEENE

AW TR I TR A VA AT BRI, SR IER AN BB AN DGk 8, SRR
R FT. AWONFIE RN ZR R B8 3R I SRR R PRSP R o U DY
AN 07 1) I

FAARMMEYRH Likert 7 &R, M “l= FEEAFKE” 8] “7= FEFE” . BERWITSH T
[ YA AH S L G SR, S S RIN R AT RS s AT T & M . SR S = 2% T
Vojko (2021)Fl Genma %5(2022) (78, AUHE 4 AT, FZEVEAh T 2 5 Y GOMRR . I, 3
A A 336 FT B AL TR 55 7 T BRI AN [21] [22] 0 FH P RSS2 2% | Brakus 55 (2009) Y i A 56 5 1
Zharkenova (2023) (1A 5, E4E 5 AN, R 7 KIS . BARBEE. FUBGH R RE L A0 AR A
FEEYEE[13] [23]. F7 SRR 2 % T Fedorova (2020) A1 Diarta 25(2017) 7T, .55 5 ANEUIR, ¥
= SRS, TR, ST ATSE M ARG MG T T [24] [25]. A RREWEINES % T
Chulov (2016) 11 Watrous & (2021) FIH 7t, 046 5 M@, Wl&yH 23 I E S L SR M RLr . #iht
BB ). e R R AR R R R B 32 [26] [27] .

AR A A AR, 18 IESUA A ATEEAT T /AMEARTION NN = 50), HRHE [ 15t4s Foxf [l 4 R IR AT
THRACTRE . BRI BRI AR 1 s

Table 1. Variable measurement items
%= 1. TEMEFHMIN

FSEN 5 fi] 751
BB1 RN 12 b R 1) it R S 0 A W ARy
T S BB2 \u‘%ﬁ%%%%%%ﬁﬁtﬁfiTﬁg ‘
BB3 FRIESZ 27 it LD s PRI SR LA B v A SCA G B R L
BB4 2 LD i PR R REAR S M A% 336 A PR B
BI1 AN B 00 P P B8 et 78 20 2 T BRI R SR
BI2 FRGEAFZ ot B A7 e L T R 5 T BRI R AR
EANLY BI3 e ML 7= i URAE BRI SR T
Bl4 W2 A R R AE H R AR RS2 B T 0 S e
BI5 FOGH 122 o L 10 BE AR 2 MR A i
PC1 ZARRRR P SRR, IERRIR
PC2 Won A i R B RER DL R AR
7 PC3 PN % b R A7 i i BRI AT
PC4 B R S RO R B R a1 7
PC5 P R S EUETYE SR, RS I L AT R R
SP1 TR T 2K 252 W S i R ) 7 i
SP2 AL PEAZ SR i, T AR A R
vt PR SP3 BIEA ol i R, RADVIR LT IZ S
SP4 FRE T A I AN ZR N HERF 12 i R )7 i
SP5 FRONS 1% it L BE A SRR AR R
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3.2. BRI SHEAHHE

RFFECR AL F 5L P AT TG RE. &V HE BT NPT, IRYIR
I 1B AT i B a6 20 A7 2 (Ui 25 34T BE AL R s 2 R e DU 3ok K IR 25 AR S B DX 8 A A T 13078
AFE N7 FRIRFLFEAX S ISR TARARE L, DA AUE A kD 22 S S . SRR U]
4 400 11, 11U 395 fr, 5 ok [l 85 A 5 B Bl IR S BT 1) 1) 45 0, SR AR A 2km) 45 388 4, A3 2 IRy 97%.

FEARBIEEARFAE W 2 Fios. MWD ARE, FPEZUiE 5 47.68% (185 N), Ltk 52.32% (203
N), WBIEC . R, 25 5 LU RISV 5 36.86% (143 N), 25~35 % #EK Lt s, A
44.07% (171 N\), 36~45 %5 12.37% (48 N\), 46~55 %5 6.70% (26 N\), 55 % DL LHIsZ 5% N 0, K
PRINZE R I 32 B SR B R SR R AR AR R NI R AR i A . 0T, AR UL B2 D2 U3 5 it 7S
B, Hh AR 47.94% (186 N), fiit: 5 8.51% (33 AN), 1 -E#FFA 4 5.15% (20 N), FHIZEAAN 2
HHEAKPE . HIEAT7IH, 5001~10,000 Joi32 Vi ditbi s, A 45.36% (176 N), Hi%/E 5000 76 LA
NHIEEA, 5 17.01% (66 N). fEMSIRIN IR AT b, 2~4 SRR 5~7 SRR UIE S, A
32.99% (128 A\)A135.82% (139 A), 1M7Lt 10 £EM10 & 3.35% (13 N). BEKRE, FEARLH&H,
BB AERNE, RB8 SRR 2 0% O T TR AR IR RRALE

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of survey sample characteristics (N = 388)

2. EHEHAREARGIHEHERIA(N = 388)

G IR AIEL HIrE ERE S
5 185 47.68 47.68
4 51
g’y 203 52.32 100.00
25 F LT 143 36.86 36.86
25~35 % 171 44,07 80.93
SR 36~45 % 48 12.37 93.30
46~55 % 26 6.70 100.00
55 S LAk 0 0 100.00
LRLELLR 149 38.40 38.40
AF} 186 47.94 86.34
351
i 33 8.51 94.85
A 20 5.15 100.00
5000 BA T~ 66 17.01 17.01
5001~10,000 176 45.36 62.37
10,001~15,000 60 15.46 77.84
JELCON
15,001~20,000 57 14.69 92.53
20,001 & ULk 29 7.47 100.00
PRV 38 9.79 9.79
2~4 4 128 32.99 42.78
e 5~7 4E 139 35.82 78.61
R R IR 25 =4
8~10 4F 70 18.04 96.65
10 F K LA - 13 3.35 100.00
it 388 100.0 100.0
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3.3. BURSHFE

AW FUALE ] SPSS 26.0 B AFHEATEAE 24, BRI ERE: 1k, @SRRI R
M RTSEPEAE 2E s FOR, [ BRPEGTH r  TRRARE AR B SR ARG DRI AR B (1 A A REAE s SRS, GBI A
KM FIWTAL 2 BRI R B)a, KR ZBEVAS RS F 208 A/ RS AR RN . %
RN RS EG, 218 Baron A1 Kenny (1986) 1 /77, Bt = AN B BEBEHTIGAE[28]: A5 ih A 2N A 56
RS L, [ R H Hayes (2018) ) PROCESS #ift- #£1T Bootstrap 73 #7 (F£ A< & 5000, & 1% [X [i] 95%) [29] -
X TR T RN ARG, I8 I 5] N A L TR 55 G S5 2 R

4. SEAESTHRERR

4.1 FESHESH

Table 3. Reliability and validity test results

3. FESHERRGR

P RiE

Cronbach’a
1 2 3 4 AR
i T SRR
BB1 0.715
BB2 0.807 0.798
BB3 0.847
BB4 0.811
FH AR

BI1 0.826
BI2 0.708

0.752
BI3 0.722
Bl4 0.744
BI5 0.757

PR

PC1 0.917
PC2 0.946

0.983
PC3 0.947
PC4 0.942
PC5 0.933

st R S0

SP1 0.739
SP2 0.752

0.784
SP3 0.822
SP4 0.732
SP5 0.764
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BEHTEE R IR, KR Cronbach’s o REFIAT 0.7 (obsite, b 5K U514 0.798, H
JUARG R 0,752, 7= idEE N 0.983, MBI N 0.784, R BR LG BIFMAS—SHEGEE. JEH
MrJ7T, KMO 154 0.839, KT 0.7 ks, Bartlett BRIEK I (3K J5 18 )y 7570.099, [ HiE 171,
BEMEKT R 0,000, FHEIGE ST R T8 IRRMER T8 R R0 o8k, G5 2 oKk e
g, B MImAE R AT 0.7, B X AEING, WHER RGPS H8EE. B
gk Fande 3 fon.

4.2. RS SIS

F AR IR LT S5 AR T 4 AL 4 B . SR SUR AN 3E S 4.832, bRifE %y 1.088;
F P AARSG (IME N 4.938, FrifEZE )y 1.136; 7= ArPEIAME v 4.987, FrdEZEN 1.267; i REE & 13
6 4.982, bz N 1.166. FHAZRMBIMEIIE 4.8 L E, FIIRZU5 & SRR 20K SRR T 8.
PRI« 7= ol AR T RS AR AN BN AR

FHRYE AT R R, TR GBS i R B 2 [R) A7 AE 235 TEAH G K & (r=0.457,p < 0.001), #]
WSCRE HL b RSN 5 PR EG TR AR B 35 IEAH SR R &R (r = 0.539, p < 0.001); H PRI 55 i i
W 2 A7 AE 35 IE A 9GOC & (r = 0.816, p < 0.001), SAURIEF FH ARG 1K Hh A AE FHERAE T HIBIEY R s 7= S
PE 5 SRR U8 (r = 0.310, p < 0.001). FH P3G (r = 0.513, p < 0.001) Al s 216k % (r = 0.505, p < 0.001)
BIFERE IEAHXR KR TERREZ IR/ T 0.8, FEBIKET(VIF)/NT 3, RHALEE
T2 5 ) 20 E L 2 1 il

Table 4. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis results

F 4 R MG SEXSRER

A ¥I1E PRt 22 1 2 3 4
1. AT G 4.832 1.088 1
2. AR 4,938 1.136 0.539™ 1
3. 7Rl 4,987 1.267 0.310™ 0.513" 1
4. RS IE 4,982 1.166 0.457™ 0.816™" 0.505™" 1

W LT D RIFEORTE 1%, 5%, 10%/KF BB

Table 5. Regression analysis results of brand image perception on brand loyalty
2 5. mhER R BRENT GBI E B E T LA R

A — F A
Pl A i
Lt 4.754™ (25.513) 2.524™** (9.213)
£ —0.029 (-0.533) —0.023 (-0.468)
JELLON 0.008 (0.213) 0.000 (0.006)
MR PR) 255 4 0.095™ (2.131) 0.105™ (2.648)
HAE
i AT SR 0.458™ (10.210)
FEA G 388 388
R2 0.014 0.225

VE: AR SBURIREE; .. O RIERORTE 1%. 5%. 10%/KF FEE, 5SS EEN t{E.
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4.3. RigRe

43.1. YRR

SR B it BT S5 R e oho i PR P T BB SR (HL), AR ACHEAT T 40 R R4 . ZEERIME R 4R
W I AT RN R REE N DG 2R G, ¥ Y SR ARy B AR S 5] N RARER, 2
B 5 R, B LA EIEEIAS R, X R R A BR(R? = 0.014). 57 2 DN SR R
BHNE, R2AEFZ 0.225, (KRR GBI RS 1) [R1 ) R4 0.458 (p < 0.001), R8I Gk
S i R LA R R A, HL 1930506

4.3.2. RAYMBIKIS

SNSRI T R R i R R R 2 TR TR A E H (H2), A 552 @ Baron A1 Kenny
(1986) I FVERAT T =20 [BIVA 50 T [28]. 255403 6 iz, ABEZRY (L) AS A6 it BER 2 G IR R0 it R AL DA P88 1) 28
R, Z%9 0.458 (p<0.001); LAY (2)K 50 I GUB AN P AR B8 sz, R%0CH 0.507 (p<0.001); i
Y (3) [E] I A9 N it TS SRR FH P ARy, R FH P A4 56 6kt LG DRI E 1) 2 259 0.849 (p < 0.001), 1 i it
TE G IR HINT i R 1 SR BB & 0.027 (p > 0.05), ANFER . X R PRI AE T T S0 5 i he
R RS 5E A AR

kBB AIE HR A RN O Fadd P, ASHT 7T SR A Hayes (2018) ) PROCESS ##if(Model 4)#E4T Bootstrap
SHT[29]. SEAGER, T GO AN i LS RE 1Y) (A1 RNy 0.431 (Boot SE = 0.042), 95%E 15 [X [A] 4
[0.352, 0.515], ANfL% 0; EL#ERLR Ny 0.027 (Boot SE = 0.034), 959% ' {5 [X i) 4[—0.041, 0.094], £ 0.
Bootstrap 43 HT25 Rt — B 3R T PR B AR A ER, H2 15217 500E

Table 6. Mediating effect test results of user experience
6. APAIEHPNMERRISER

(1) b RLRE I (2) R85 (3) Wb MALD I
il A
g 2.524™ (9.213) 2.156™" (8.808) 0.694™* (3.540)
=i —0.023 (~0.468) 0.016 (0.369) —0.036 (—1.145)
LLON 0.000 (0.006) 0.036 (1.205) —0.031 (—1.389)
WE AR PR A 40 0.105"" (2.648) 0.079™ (2.214) 0.038 (1.474)
H A
Hh BT B HN 0.458™* (10.210) 0.507* (12.656) 0.027 (0.787)
FH P A5 0.849™ (22.743)
FEA 388 388 388
R2 0.225 0.304 0.671

UL TN T IERARTE 1%, 5%, 100/K-F BB, S HLEON t{E.

4.3.3. BRI

SRR 7 il R P A i RO SRR N P AR 2 TR) R T VR (HB), ALtk AT T ar 2R RIE T, IF
FINT SRR GRS 7= SRR 2 B ks> 2 B L2 M (), 0 it BT GRS R = R AT T
rO AR 25 AN T P, A 1 AR R GBI RS IR 2, ZR %)y 0.507 (p < 0.001);
R 2 IONF= SR i, o R SRR R BP% 42 0.396 (p < 0.001), 77 i1 ) 2 H0CM 0.250 (p < 0.001);
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B 3 BE— B INN i TR GG 5 77 iR R SS ELI, A HLIU R0 0.058 (p < 0.05), R hHifE
TE i TR RIS 5 R ARG 2 [ADES 8 25 IR a5 PE T, HB 19315 .
NE BRI TTRON, AT d] 1R, s 2 PR

FERRRFPEXS il BT SURN 5 T AR 65 2R 1 A 1 38N

6.5
5.5

4.5

SHSHF TH

35

ik (-1 SD) 1 (Mean) & (+1SD)
i R BURE SN

== {7 LA FR S AT e R

Figure 2. Simple slope analysis plot

2. BRRESINE

SRR, 277 SRR ACT BRI AME+L DAREZE), i BT SR F P AR B8 ) I [ 5200 5 5 (B =
0.433, p < 0.001); =47 FhRFIE KT BRI (BB -1 DMFRAEZ), SR GRS T 4456 £ 1E 17 52 i e
(8 =10.317, p < 0.001). IXFHINLF7 (17 it 12 RE 05 38 5 i FER T SRR P AR SR R BE A T, S5 2R3
MR T “ERR 2L KA

Table 7. Moderating effect test results of product characteristics

=7 REERIETERRRER

i 1 i 2 A 3
Pl A B
A 4.605™ (31.155) 4.620™" (34.657) 4.610™" (34.705)
=i 0.016 (0.369) 0.014 (0.360) 0.016 (0.406)
JELCON 0.036 (1.205) 0.032 (1.189) 0.035 (1.298)
MR R PN 2% A4 0.079™ (2.214) 0.078™ (2.428) 0.071* (2.214)
HAE
st LT S 0.507"" (12.656) 0.396™ (10.428) 0.375"" (9.595)
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