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(EFEE R L TR St e B T T N S
W5 | B ) 0 A 5 7 A SR il A T 3 R A R
NS ) JZ2 U R AR S O DE I s W B 5
M) 258 T 2 B 7 OC R A BIL A

8] i B (corporate brand) J& 38 2 7] 7F 4H.
ZUZ 28 PR AR ILEE G OC R LA K2 i B A T
MEEZ EA 4 KR H (R R H 0T Rl
PRAEAE) o0 v ST 1 106 AR 5 0 0 A 8 R (Aaker
F1 Joachimsthaler,2000; Keller,1993) . iy~
ai g (product brand) J& 24 B 76277 B2 IR EIF &
Al G 3R St O Bl AT TRV 20 H b
AT AR IBCAE R (i 4. 99 3 2% D O RO
Sy w56 [ W A AR ] T A A
FIE 4010 2% 5 3k 90 A2 35T, 4000 ~ 60 %6 1 3
28 v A ) 4 A W B 4 4 (Biehal
Sheinin,1998) . & 1[5 47 52 4 {4 £ XA R W
WA %) ) G R 1K, 28 ) il R HRR SR AN (. T
75 B BRI (2002) 2 B, A IR 9% 7 o R IR
RERO R B A IE R . b B 2 e T
MR E R AR R SRR
S A JR R B VY 7 il o e I L T 3K P



BEASHE: B—TEER? —ESMUBISENATDRBERNLHEHRXRSONII b1

WCEWE 20065 F g8 B8P T/, 2006;
Tl EAE L 2007) 3 ) i R ORI E R 51T
ORWEIE 4R 35 [ E 89 R 22 B 58 e (MSD) 482
“NEDER BN E” SN AAR SE 5T ST (1992)

T FIAFTE 22 H1H) 4 AH DG AN [A) A1) 45 AH
KBHBRA AL A A 5 DT i 2320 5] il i
WL AR AERE . AH R 324 SOk 35 2 TH 2 3
LA W5 28 B fb B 4 (Brown l Dacin, 1997)
2R SR UM F) £5 AH OC 2H 21X (organization) L ff)
R BFFE S F b BRIE G2 K X 41 24T R 0 5 )
(Brown,1998; MSI, 2005) , & ili & & B4 15 8% ,
il 38 7 e hy S A M £ A OC 2 2R HL A B R G
B B AT 3 R T 3 ) 4, S ) e J
st A . B, BLAE B9 T 3 38 4 OF AR 78
A 3 7Y =2 B) R T T A i i R T AR A T
W 2% Z ) J T 2 Jm T B L i 3 R 2 1
F] (Kotler #1 Keller,2006), A< X L8575
P A I 5 3 7 000 2 ) it BT R R 28 B R O &R
SHENE A TP LN TR R I SN =R/ T
W s Sy 38 TR X6 ) i AE G 28 2SI it 2 W) b U
BORF B A s R

1 BRARSRKRIR

11 RAMmBERNMBE: THEAM
HAS

Y4 A OGN ) i WP S e 3 T 2
FAAA S WFTE S ) WA AR] 5 e 9 S 7 R
B, fh2s0 B2 XHE B TR A (source effects)
AR BIF 5 X e B 2 ) it AL ) 52 el 3t T 3R SR
PR R {5 B R B R MRSk . 7E 2 vl i
S i PR B AL 2 R AE B R AT
XF 23 ) B SR DA 23 5 i X s ) AR EE B
TR O NS N 3 I L 22 0 S I e S B R S 11
S AT ) B AR S8 P M (Hovland, Janis
Ml Kelley,1953) . 7578 8244000, {5 B IR A9 °] 5
J&F (source credibility) 5% Wi Ji§ 2% & X %108 14 14 #%
B4 ;2 v (Sternthal, Phillips I Dholakia, 1978),
ME SR EREM W K EREEELCAGEIS

WAE . IEUN Sternthal 1 Craig(1982)38 4, 78 &
B 27 SCHR T RE WL 5E 3 1Y fie T S RS2 e A 02 L =
FEVRAF AN/ 5% A R 0 AR 5 1 A5 2 TR LG IR S IR
VAR B A BE AR 2 5 5 B IR RE A% 51 &
A 3 IR AR . Keller Al Aaker (1992) 4R #ig
X — S AE SR 8 A W R I IE G 5 A ]
7] {5 ” (company credibility) , & 215 1M 2% & A
R w B AR BE Bl R B 25 SR R ROR 1Y 7 Bl
SRR . o AR AE B ORI A R R
H BE J1 (expertise) FHAF (trustworthiness) B /%
1, Keller il Aaker (1992) IF 52 T X P 728 H
I 5 e T B R S A P ORI B
A 7 2 il LA i B A5 0 B A R RO AR L AR
X LA RE R TR A E B8 A 7 R B e
Iz 55 B RE J1 5 B 5 M 2 W) SE AR 7 A M .k
54824 Wl 2 P AE X B oK ORI R B L B
Xof A fift 7= 5 D 1) 5 e 2R 5818 22

TGS 3t g, Keller #1 Aaker(1998) 48 2%
w) A Bt — 20 R 4 O R A BE T AR T %
(likability) = 4E B2, W % B JE 48 A Al ik A&
W ATHR AR . R A B, 2 W) R A
B =AYk B 1 A R 52 el 38 A AR ). B AT R
FITELN ) dits A A B A v i R #E B VE HTR T4
AR AT 2 BB R A T R S R ) O B T
AR, X —%45i8 5 Keller, Aaker (1992) i #F
RAEL—H.

Brown Fll Dacin(1997) 8/ &) B A8 43 >4 2\ )
HE 71 Ccorporate ability) Fl 4t £ 3¢ /£ (corporate
social responsibility) P54~ J7 Tl . BT & 5 B2 &)
TR AR 7 MG 388 57 i / I 55 J7 T & A g
J& 7 B ) T H R A 2 L JE 4R AR B [ T
RIS AT . Brown F1 Dacin(1997) #2 H 19 2%
) A 1% 5 Keller I Aaker(1992,1998) [ &
ARESI LAl F52 b AR Z SO R BE
) 5 WL AR — B SRR 1 R VR AL BB
(innovation) , ¥JUE 5L T B 77 72 5% i 3 2% &5 7™
i W B B B ] % (Gurhan-Canli fll Batra,
2004 ; Brown £l Dacin, 1997; Keller 1 Aaker,
1998) o A SCHFFE il 2 7 1Y 2 W il JIUE Ge0) 28 4
FIC RS B, AL " LA e FE N
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il & B Ay B Hr e 1 M & fe J1. Kotler F
Keller(2006) 48 H » & F A (expert power) 42 il
WAL SR O R EEN T
SRAL S 2B R0 OC AR 3 R R AW AT Y
LA BES1. Ganesan(1994) 5B 75 0L ff . F 5%
TE S T i 1 7 R {5 BE Ceredibility) % 28 F G
F5 0] 0 IE ) 52 X BLCRT A BT AL R T A T
LB RE T D LR R A S, T
UL o 138 T 1 & A BB DB G o 5 ) U T 8 B T NS
RIS EMPEH O R 10 .

{HE  SCHRX 23 R B G2 04 53 — T 19 5t o FAE
AU B W T 4, Brown F1 Dacin
(1997 H*“ A Al 4t & TAE "R M FE A R B 209 05
—1fii , 1 Keller, Aaker (1992, 1998) I F “ ik {5 7
HKAEFE . Brown Fl Dacin(1997) MAE 22 54T 5
FE AR 25 b B 1 (giving) AN 24 Motk X A9
F1F (community involvement) , #ff 5% %& ¥ 1 &
DTAE AN B W 2 & W . Gurhan-
Canli Fl Batra(2004) 418 “#t & 534" 2B 40
EIESNS NI ER7Y 5 ST 3 M R 7 ./ 3 e
TAL " AF M 7= SRS . Keller 1 Aaker (1998)
N B R R B e AL XA A S5 S TR
FE RS 2 5 W O S wRE D7 kAR T 2%
JERYPE M B X 23 W) i fE il B = 52 e R T .
Keller Fll Aaker(1998) ik &, A Al 4t £ 54L&
RS TR AR R, R, 5 A A4S 5T R
PEAR LG 23 ) 005 T 1 S 4 5 el Tl 3 X 2 ) 7
wn BT R VAN BRI B R A2 B OC T . AR SCIA AT
Keller Fll Aaker (1998) [ WL &5 . 76 1B X R 1H
S AN RSNSOI SS 1= N A RA)
NFERPEH . Ganesan(1994) M558 & A0 £ , BfF
GEUE S T M s R R RN AE TR R
(benevolence) Xf Z 4 iy 5 28 7 [ Y 1E [6] 52 W) - 1y
A LA B RS PR S R A R
&GP R & X, Anderson 1 Weitz (1989,
1992) ) DA 28 8 g AL A, W SR UE S8 1 A R
(fairness)Xf )¢ £ 7K i 1Y 1E [a] 5% WA o 28 7 P 02 ik
EREEN A . A SCHF 58 2 | 5 RO G0 24 5
T O 2R 5 [0 1) S 00 SE A1 5 2 S i 3 7 7E 2R
B A X 8 B T I Y EL A S R L IE

A . LA E B AT R0, 2 W) (5 2 i R
TE AL PR 5 3R 38 A A KR 09 OC 28 I BT 36 B A
WARIEREE . © 5 LA MR .
7 i R Ak PR GE A R OC &R BT R B Y
ritt 7

ARSI N2 B T AL A AT B AN AR Ay ol
TR A OB R — YRR W] B R AR
FRAE AR AT R 55 D7 T R 25 . — MR R . L
DL s 1 2 5 Ry B AR B2 19 2 ) it R, A% 38 AT
ST I G A0 45 T 1) T 2% & B TH 9% i 3 R
FI 45 7 (Keller, 2003), Keller (2003) A
B2B 17 37 v % 7 {6 1] 9 e 1], BSR4 E
IR b Y RE (4 3¢ S AL 1) RO SRR AF R AE B
MG R A, R, A% R BEVE O B2B K
RPN E R — 4 E, Keller #1 Aaker
(1998) I\ hy o 24 vl W 2 I 4 532 Wil ¥ 2 e R 1) e
JBEBA P B AT 2 B SE . PRI R T]
BE M A A (elaboration-likelihood model) A A, 24
TH 9% 5 Bk /0 3 3 BCRE 0 1 H R SR, 23 )R]
2 D7 T AR BAE AN R 2 R 4E B EEH
E7E ] 1 B 5 20 8 R O & L U7 02 R E A
Ao AT BE N B S 28 ) BT B — A 4 R
R 2585 T 0 ) B PR O R T, BT
DL e A SCHR I NS B B 0 AR L o 3 R A
Al EIE G2 T AT e 1 RIS O S 4 B A
H T SR w) AR 7RG 3k 7 ol Y RE T L B R B
MEHRE IR K BE Fs R T L/ =/
O ) A YR TE OGN T 2 L A S L
AN IE HEE S S

12 ZHBAXMHEFNTEN:. EFFE
E#HXHEE

e 10 25 ) O 5 40 B O 2 S 7 0
HE ROV AT T I L6 R S . 124 SOk
S U I O 9 3 Y T
TR M N 7T G A 1 T 5 3 S 2
BRI D6 . (LR 7 2R 2 38 A )
ST B 32 3 & B9 B Ok U (Kotler 1
Keller,2006) . AR KB FE 145 & 75 2 3 A% % 7
RO 2L, Keller (2003) 45 i = % 248
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FOH AR R E R WALy Ipik 2 — 2 B 57
SRAT B R ] UL 3 R A 2 A R R
AT MBERER 5SS ZEM LR,

Geyskens, Steenkamp 1 Kumar(1999) % ¥
T 32 7R A 5 ] 1 A ) 52 W) 8 B T 8 O R A
B 22 % W B R R T R M OC R K. Geyskens
1 Steenkamp(2000) 1F 22 H T 2 45 7 89 T =
JE P 28 il R R A S W R R A . 2R I
JE IR 2 BRI A AL R IR BAES R AL
AR O RS2 QS s KD L 3R 15 20 57
CUE B SR AT 1D 5 Wi Can 8 /B 0 LR 45
A8 R RE AR 2 A B AU G AR R B PR AG L 2
Xof ol 1 R AE 2N B2 RS N Z T AR R
Ao B B3 Ay (Scheer FT Stern, 1992), #1328
T S T 2 B RO B R A R R S B Y0
WRRRE . 2 B R G0 2 AR SR ) 1 5 W )
IR O B LR PRI T B 2 2 W) 8 4 T 0 5 VR R 282 35
T T AL A Wl R

2N ) i FRTE & A RE 0 07 T B B RE % £ T
ZE A T 0 28 U R RN AL 28 0l B . Fornel 4%
N C1996) By 5 [l FH i 7 E 48 B R W1 P il
J& 5 22y Jo e G Sl T RS B Bl L L AT RE I E
WA & 7 . Keller (2003) A k. Tl 1k 17
BRI ERZ G MEREMNE. — DL
RE AR SR A 2 w) 3% TR . 1k B A ME IR K
PR Y/NEIRST R S CX T & SN PN & 58 i
7 AR T IR AL . X g Y T RE 3R I 2 &
Ui IO 5 7 Bk AT A B T e B . i H . &
it JBT 77 il BB 8% 7Y ok BT v Y 2 BRI . RO o i
B 0L A BE ) BB 08 52 TH 28 5 R 9 22 % 0 B R
T3 —J7 T WO 2 BB Y 2 R 2 X 28 5 1
B (10 7 it B 5 ) 8 3 1) ik R 7 5 L 8 B R N
TXRE Y ) 3 R R B R A XS
Th 25 B AR e R b R AR AT i i ke
BAE R I, LA BE 27 AR B Y
FEAZWE R . R L AT BE 7 (6] I 52 o) 28 B R Y
Ea RPN RN R (R SN DA ok
R TE ™ A IR IE A 1E R Y 52 R ) D 58 A
Z . W AR LA . I Uk i &
TR )17 R AL B T 7 AR X B A o R A . BT

PL LA B8 7 %+ A2 18 55 B8 1) 52 ) g /N TR 48
i SRR g . R, 15 DT R

Hla. 2w BE X & P00 2 A JHEm
MR .

Hlb: 23 )R8 )% #k 5 0l 2 B B AT B 4% 1
MR

Hlc: 7 A)BE J3 X0 28 T il 2 BE 1 52 i &4H] R
J P Ak S R R S e R

I8 FVAT R R T 9% 6 7 S A R 3K
& M (Gurhan-Canli fl Batra, 2004; Keller F
Aaker, 1998 ), Dollinger, Golden #1 Saxton
(1997) B 5% ¢ B> w48 B2 A7 J7 TH 1Y P55 X6
BAE/ G B A I B R AR B e .
Ve o DN 225 T A A o 3 R % 1 e R ) 48 Y
TRI O T3 AR S W R R A T R . |G
WA A TE 22 B R A ) S R RE 1) A A7) 3R it BE S
WA D s G VR i et B B T B8 4 T T
Wo X1 0 2R B R S R AR R B R AR
23R R B A A o R B . R
il 3 B AR e T AR A S R . O —
05 T A T 2 Lk 24 R RS2 B XU B A Y
IS T & /N /NN SN Y Sl S =3 IN 1 =6
il 3 B 2 R BT M 2 T R 45 . R . e R
23 NI 19 ) 38 7 S B A5 31 B R RN (E
TR R AN A A T 52 5 W 2 (Fornell 4%,
1996) . WMLt WA WA B TR IS
SEUTUE R o ER L R AR B AL S e T R x
R GRS RSO X — M B, RS R
JE R e 5 A DA T T 28 I Y
S W AN TR 2 5 B Ry 28 B T o R A SE i Ak
SR X B A fA SR AT A TR B2 T W R
PRI & 01 X Ak 5 i B 1 552 Wil 284 P R 7 %o 8 %
WSRO . WL B AR DT R .

H2a. 23w fE 0 2 50l 2 A H e m
AL VG

H2b . 7 w) A5 X Ak 22 0 B B 1 4
SR

3 PIGPR/NEI N A DO R =N IR AR SRDN
T 2 U R S R

Brown il Dacin(1997) UE5E, /A & B J1 L 4
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SITAT R XS 7 S PPN AR KRB . Keller #l
Aaker(1998)1E SE 2\ w4 A4 HE 7 X5 42 {7 i PEAR
RIS 8 & KT A 8 {5 . Gurhan-Canli
Batra(2004) UF 328 3#7 J1 %5 7= & J& 1 1A 14 5% iy
MK T AR STE. HIL, i X 0F5E A
— BRI, A R RE 18 1A R 5
RO o A5 KE 2055 75 1) TG 3V 20 0 48 B TG
FERALAC i B . DL RIS BRI, A A A
(145 75 R 7 IR A 440 [ B 52 i 28 35 36 8 Ak 528
TR . (HJE . LA e 1 0 I AR 45 =
ol g SR LA TR B 52 ), LR e 0 KT AR
Xt 8 il T B R R R . S — D T TR A 2 A B
il R X SR AR A B w2 R T AR
F Hb 5 i 4 22 i 7, O e s KT R AT
XoF A 52 0t B B R RO . PR AR B AR R

H3a: /A E S X4 00 B 52 m 1 KT
URELEA TP

H3b: 7wl {5 % k286 2 B i s e oK
LHRET MRS,

13 ZHEHNXRSE

O FR T ) 2 AR 2R OO A 5 ) R
KA S B e & R R AL 9w 2
B Y, KXZEIK (relationship commitment) 238
CRYERRHERE MR I B A R AT R
(Moorman, Zaltman #1 Deshpande, 1992), 7
WEFE T 6 R R U 2 48 20 40 1 A 4R 2 5 ] 3 R OC
FMEE, KM HRFEZRECRANEEZI A
B R B Y IR T A AR P RS R 2 SR B
S, AT WFFEIESE R IE B DL A 1R A R 1l
JE 5 6 R Z AL A AE 1 3 1E 1) O¢ £ (Rusbult
45,1991), Ganesan(199)FSE T & & g i %
BAELE R R 2 H R A O R T 1)
(long-term orientation), Geyskens, Steenkamp
A Kumar(1999) TESE T 28 5 il 25 B AR 28 35 W6
A AT, T 2R Y T 1) 52 5 Geyskens
F1 Steenkamp(2000) UE S, 22 3% 1 & 2 11 IR 18 A
T SRR A A R T A R TR T A B 4R o
TP DL T S DRI R 5 R DL 34 B iR A 2 3 A
BUBY O R AR I . AT UL 28 T T B R R 5 v A

PP 0T 25 48 B O R R AT IE ] 5200

PR $8 “ AR R L AL B 5 5 4 32 58 Z [|) X b
JE 7 il R ER 55 1 AT By 3R 1E 2 R — X —
M1£3%” (Harrison-Walker, 2001) , 1F 1] K % 3
M TR CRMHESE . R RAKIERT T H
PRS2 A B X R 8 06 R Y I B 8 4, 1E T T A
EAEYEREOC R IE LA L B A AR
L EYRTRAWE ., A5 a
TR 7 SO 28 8 8 1o it A T TE % 4% 5 ) 32 R Y
GRS X R ONTER A i i ECa LR IUN
A 3 R 1) A N IR T R 3 R A T AR
Mittal, Kumar il Tsiros(1999)3E 2 T % &= B %}
A5 S 25 1F T 52 W . Brown 4§ (2005)4IESE T
Tl 2 B XTI T A W R, B A S
N S50 B VR E & 4 rh O 9 28 0% 0l 8 25
AR el 22 i R i)l A A A o R R R
T A 28 5 7 P S 2 Al i 28 B R 76 At N T AT AR
W SHER G EL BRI Z 2Rl B2,
2% U T N A 2l T R s X
7 A TE TS )

PN 28 5% il T B R A 28 0l R B N O RO
V5 R S AN X A B, 28 U 0 B A 32
TG B ) 45 1 THT 5% M) 2 8 1 o 2 R O R
. P45 8 DU R

H4: 0B X ZHE M RN A B
I T M .

H5: QB EXNSMEN R NA H
$ 1 11 52 1)

AR I 3 A 3 A i, AR SR A 8 i R
FA Y2 H] S UE G 56 5 ) 28 6 T R 28 U I R
At A2 Tl 2R T 5 e 28 1 O o A A OC R
S AR, BRI E 1 R .

Z4TRE )

{expertise)

1 RAGREERINEHEX RPN IEEE
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2 WRBE

21 #HXK

AR SCPR A X G RS R R e 2 A R R P
il 38 R A4 R T A AR R S R e 2 B R0 R GE A
VE B B SR S e IR GE O R ) . AR
KU AR, B — K 4 1 0 24 VKA il 3 7S P B
X A [ T N B R B R AR R G R A, O TR
B 2B OO 12 UK AR 3 R Y 2 A R 4R
AN)SE B B VP« 8 A B A R % KA 3 A
LG i R S T R TR B T 4 [V L PN T A A 5 R
e B TRE R BT TR = R R R . B
AT e A P 2 2 KRR T3 R Y B R R e 1) H 4
FEEENMLE RN ST L8 T &
G P BB (1.2 8 3 ) 5 SRS PRI Tn) 46 R PR
S Bk BN RN EES N e B2k il e
JEAE PR U R 7 ] B9 UK i 1 R A
FHEEEREEA .

[) 45 SR 20 4 R H 28 B A R R R
FrlE A dl g iE s, B S W R R 2 IR =
AN TS R A Y T R AR = A UER A b T L
PR L rf — A S R 7 A AR, AT
Iepm) 250 HAH & 0] 4, 187 K445 i iR 1]
TR, 28 0n46 A% B 5 bR J2E T A TR 45
J& 3R AG 283 DA REEA AR 125 AR B
A 86 BT RAEAR T2 DEFREA, JEAA TS
PH A MUK v R AR T 3 B 5 A PR 2 ) A
2006 AF [ KA AT T 35 o A R SR 3 ALY S
R 43 ) 2 1 R B SRS 7 L A3 Il 24%6.8. 8%
7.4% . PHIL . 3k = A R T R R 4B R
rh, AR R R A ALY ) R R IR A OC & Ak
T F 5 H#1/7 (dominant role in the channel),

22 TEMNE

ARWFFIA 5 DA YR 3 w iy
W2 7 SRR (1 AR E AR
BTTRRCRERE . “TARNEREE
T Gurhan-Canli 1 Batra (2004 ). Brown Hl
Dacin(1997) V4 & Keller #1 Aaker(1998) W 3%
B A N7 e 9 o S BN R BB 1 U L o o

FHMGE S, ERX B G IEA 8 AW I, “ig
157 W J2 28 Bl AR 5 2B A A B AR B
e G2 A N2 0 B, A% 6
T Hibbard, Kumar il Stern(2001) #f 5% 7 (1% 20
EE (trust) 12 F L L K Ganesan(1994) ff 58
A N = T B AE 75 15 AT Ceredibility) 1A 3%
(benevolence) 7 3% , ¥ i, T 2844 v L A 19 il 1 7
o AEVE AR TR AR 2R 8 NI, AT L
Geyskens il Steenkamp (2000) 4 & 14 £ 1% 1 =
JEE A 22 W A B i e 0 L 1F SR 4 v 2 T
TRE AL A B RE A i 10 DI AL . £E G
Brown % (2005) fii F 4% “ ¢ & 4 % ” (relationship
commitment) 1 “ 0 # 7 & 7 ( word-of-mouth
behavior) EE & M E T AL KR T "HE, B
1 10 0 350 ) B .

3 DML

31 EEFE . MNEWR

i Az 3 AT » FRATT S W A% it HEAT AR B RN AR
R o 284 M B B A4 72 it 109 48 ar 2R i/ Y )
Z 5 FRATTAS B 25 44 Ty FE AR v 4% 9k A %) I 0
B CELAAIN 35 DL B 58D 5 1 243 A v 4% 7228 5 9 0] 33
BAE TR KRB W aife. 1E X0 i 4 48 5 il
TR AR BE R AR bR LR 1, R 1 P XA &
R A2 DX (A 78 i R] 14 AH 56 3R 880, % £ 2k
A B XER (AR ) R 2R Oy 25, DL L
SAEMREE, B B AR E NG .
PAFTSEAE (Cronbach ) U E K Z BN E . &
RS REAE 0.85 DL b, AR AA
RN AT R R g ah @ UE ~ SN i R X f i )
FEA R ZHHE 0. 70 DL L3 0. 70, & A8 &
B AVE (average variance explained, 3 14 $2 B
TEVEEERET 0.60, XP SR T
P WL 58 T J2 R A8 i LR, AR R
P 3 B 45 B 1473k 3 FRAR AR o L 100 I A8 B HLOA AF Y
SRR . R = AR R H AW X IOE .
A5 B 22 (] A A OG R B0 BT o & A A8 o 22 AR OC 2
e (ARG Z (8] CEAT X BIRE . B o AR
5 HA AR S 6] 5 2508, B/ Tk A AR Y
AVE., 0, #1520 2 52 OG5 T 1] 2Z 8] 9 AH ¢
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x1 TEFESUE

AVE
EBTE 1 2 3 4 5 157 5 Cronbach a (EHEmEE)
LAHBES 1 0.17 0.13 0.17 0.12 2 0. 858 0.76
WA 0.41 1 0.31 0.46 0.32 5 0.922 0. 70

ST EE 0.36 0.56 1 0.16 0.21 5 0. 898 0. 64

w32 0.41 0. 68 0. 40 1 0.56 4 0. 857 0. 60

ES A=A 0.35 0.57 0.46 0.75 1 8 0.915 0.58

P JE e s M OC R B 0. 75, IR JF 22 0
0.56, BLIHZE/N T3¢ & 5 1) (4 °F- 2 $2 O 2516
0.58, [Nit. 25 BA XARE. k. i &
A8 {5 B R A0 HE 13 B AT AR Gk S A R AT 45
¥y 75 A AR 5

32 ZMHTERBEREURBERBONW

S 454y R AL B K 06 i R, X =974, 17,
Fd B df=245.X"/df=3.98(p=0.0).NFI=
0.94,NNFI=0. 95, PNFI=0. 84, CFI=0. 96,
IFI=0.96,RFI=0. 93, RMSEA=0. 10, £ fli$%
(L 247 3k 1) 55 ) 5 A AR R 11 o o (L, A5 SRR
VIR HT o AR X PR A A R A R i HOh
1 i T 00 28 5 36 A B AR AL B 66 20, 4 38
BEEAK 52%, IR KRR AR 40%.,

AR BB M BN S R BE B S0 &
B 2R A R R R A S 0 R A ) L B AR
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Expertise or Trustworthiness? Influence on Manufacturer-Distributor

Relations by Manufacturer’s Corporate Image

Wang Haizhong,Zhao Ping

(School of Business,Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou,510275,China;
SEM, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084 , China)

Previous research has demonstrated the effects of company image on consumer’s product response. However,

little attention has been paid to how a company’s corporate image influences its relationship with its distributors. The

present paper extends previous research by identifying distributor as target firm and examining the process in which
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corporate image affects manufacturer’s relationship with its distributors. Findings suggest that two dimensions of
corporate image,expertise and trustworthiness,influence the orientation of manufacturer-distributor relation through the
mediation factors of economic satisfaction(ES) and social satisfaction(SS). Research results also indicate that expertise
and trustworthiness both influence ES and SS, but trustworthiness exercises greater impact on ES and SS. ES and SS
both influence relationship orientation but the impact by SS is greater. The study concludes by discussing the theoretical
and managerial implications of the findings and suggests directions for further research.

Key Words Expertise, Trustworthiness, Economic Satisfaction, Social Satisfaction,Relationship Orientation
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