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Ay AT BB U B AR 58 5 AT AR A Ok B
W, P2 IF IR T AR5 2 14T 0
AT Y A O 25 1) AR 52 S PEAT S TT BE 25 Al i ok 1Y
E THT RSN, o (] B0 60 T8 40 SR A8 AN >, B 19 A 52
Dy VEAT R mT BEZ5 Al R B KM 5 2R . 25 R LA
JB5E - 325 DAy 1 Ml 2 B AR 2 | TR AR 2 OB
A I, 135 Nielsen Media Research, The
Gallup Group 1 TAG TE W H)— 28 7% 10 WL A B, 155
JERWE X — F M. fE B S, 3h & 0 Rk B
i, i % 4 (customer engagement) #7IN B &
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5K 0 Fe BE Al AR T B G Y JE 25 i 2o ) A A
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B 3K A ME A fe ) R0 B R AR Y

A R 55 2 8 6 R A e T
AT 5 4. AHELER T Ak &2 48 B 24 5 X 32
BRI RGEEGT B2 P R A
WFFE AT 2 . BUAT SCHik v % B 324 1 X

%4 (2012), Hollebeek (2011), Mollen #1
Wilson(2010) #B 57 $F X — M 5. Patterson &5
(2006) 1§ S 2H VAT R F AR GBI 5T L 42 Hh & 32 5
LS DU A S (D & i, 18 % 4 P R
il R A M S AR R R B S R R N R
ﬁj\- (2) Z8 Wik RS A, 5 0025 X6 4 4 ol 5% R 1% 051

S MBS B O ) s (D TR T AR IR S
ﬁ%gﬁiﬁrﬂqjﬂ’d{ﬁﬁﬁg; (DOH, B RE
1) 2 AR RN A 2 ) 1) B [ ) 38 . 3 3 L Bl
BBLE AT R4 . Vivek 5 (2012) 3 2 OC T
BB AT 8 7 Fy , 328 AAT AR AR ] %
B s SCHR I8 A Y 325 1 DA RN R SR 53 7E LA

W1,

x®1

e 4 T ) 8 XA R o4 326 5 VAL,
&R AT =4k &, Patterson 25 (2006) , Vivek
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SR UIP O I N o K= e I W (TR T
Hollebeek (2011 48" B fi i 325 7 52 LW %
15 it W EL 2l A R SR AT SRy 35 Bl 5 T Y 32
SHHLAK N Y 55 i hEORH DG 1Y | B B T AR Y O
HURZS . IE4h . Mollen fil Wilson (2010) A 4
v RS A R S AN I R L ) R A AN
RIS PEH A

Bowden (2009 ) 1A [l 2 2 45 /2 5K 2l i %
A —FO P AR . I Van Doorn 45 (2010)
ATH B3 10 # B4R B2 B2 5 o SN i 25 T
T Sl AL T 5T e — s A L B AR S B AT R
AT ST B2 ) B A ) 32 G A7 S R A B AT R AR
., A, R HE Higgins 1 Scholer (2009) f) I
L S (regulatory engagement theory) , 3
GARIH 2 E A B O IR, BE T 6 & AR BT
WSl SHEF . X — s CAUH & 1 24 /Y IE
YERT, IRl Isf o 45 1 7 325 1 670 T 52 0l %) A7 7 L T
TEIA SCHR H 22 3 AT K 22 9 36 00 1F T PR
2T AR S

W oh ) S ST, — S R T
FHITESR ARG, B2 W
SEHE U G BE 42 T B ROR (Calder
and Malthouse, 2005; Calder et al., 2009),
Calder Fil Malthouse (2005) 2 £& F 0l % 3 £ (1)
PRIGFFAE , FE AR 52 G SCA B 25 Xof it B 7 i
(A U LA 50 1 B BB i R T IR S A 1
EHHLIK B 4FAE . 3X 5 Van Doorn % (2010) B9 WL 45
A —=F, M Higgins #1 Scholer (2009), Mollen
1 Wilson(2010) , Patterson 25 (2006) , Vivek ¢
(2012) ,Pham Hl Avnet(2009) %2%# 19 E L
WG R 7% A R R 56 3 ALK By AE.
Algesheimer & (2005) & X 5 Ak X 3G R i &
SR A B M A AE R NS HL., Sprott 4
(2009) s H A FoAME & b A & R G R BE AT
W B2 325 0 BBl RRAE

Brodie 45 (2011) 7 LA Rl 24 4 WF 58 A SE il I
PR A G MEE Y 5 A SRR, IF A R
T A S, BTNy iR A

T O T 5 B A IR 55 5% 2R b LA £ AR O 3 L
afy LA B % R 5 04 0 B P A B — ol BEAR
B ARG TR a2 MR AR, B
RGN ER RS KR PR —A 30,
TEIR AL B B2 1 IR 55 O A I 2% v 473 i
A A O FR A B AR PR A B A B2 o AR
AR EE B R, R R AR DAL
T8 AT g o3 0 22 4k 2 MR 28 0% 7 AN [R] 19 355
TSR A G A B B AR BT .

£i LRIR . HAE 8 B U B E X
I AR 38 B — B DL L U X 2 2 2 i E O AL
AL e () AR 58 8 BT 25 55 A oMb it B 22 ] )
IR, (2) B3 2 b T U 1 i LA T ™
A 55 Al B8 A A G B9 AR S By M AT D (3) R
AR T 55 Aol | i R s At BT 4 20 AR 5
LA . A SCA BR324 i A0 A I A
AT 0 = A i R A o O T R Al R B A
S PRI 7 A A BRSO R R ) IR
BRI E L, NATRH R, BE RG50S
JB 5 15 A oMb =2 1) R JEE T A R SR K &R, JE R 4R
B2 oy Z AN A FRAT N 3 BT Syl AR A 6 3 T
B SR H HL B 20 HAM B AR R
TR AR ARl 5% T 2 U A S

1.2 MREBRIE

Kahn(1990) #F 58 & B, AATX TAE M R4
JE X 3 A 1) B A . (1) DA 3k 3T
e TRA Z KRB E X7 () NF XA L4
o (D FRARE S MBEING 7 XX 3 A W) R
M, S SRR FRE S RENREG., A
T UL EARRZE B D EALH BRI R A
JBT 5 0 B2 LRI IBA 250 BT AT SOG4 1Y
e, Hop AR ARBERMNAC S A
i A DG L X — PR R 2 52 e i & B2 A B
JBE 7% %k B2 T SO AT s B0 BT A AR Ik
T X A ol 1 AR X — PR R 2 R ) &
Xof B2 G ok B e A PR R A B O B AR
e JO5T % Xof 2 R T 4 ) R, ik — PR R 23 ) i &
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B 1

XoF IR A] R AT PR AT A B RE T I . AR SCIR]
RIT B 32 45 XoF o 75 R il JER A 5 ), AR SCHE
BRI EL 1 BTR .

Pierce 25 (20018 H , 0> B BT A AL 38 1A
RFEANGEET A R OE T XA
M DA S 5 ARG IR R . BEEANTHN
L — T Jir A A 258 L R R AR T A BUTEE 19 %)
RZ b BEX R B A Fi A A AR 7 A
RS EFAT R sz e, X B AR R 4R R
T LA B A N AR B RO B A R A 3
MEERE,

Jit - o 3 AT A AR B 2 X6 A 7 A Y — o
SR ZU A U Ja SRR o AR B O BT A R R T
ER SRR . 2 EE AR AT L
R B Sl AL AN 5 OR CRL A F FR KRB RS A TR
2N RS AR RO BT AL, ) 1E
V. [ FRALRE BN 3 FIN ] o 2 7 A0 BT AT
BB IRSN 2 (D AR RER. A M3
LA AR K — oy 2 il f . A AL Kbl 2
172K B AL LR AR A E ) 25 48 2% DA B B8 A
JITRb B B0 85 B R S N R T I A 3R ALBE 1Y
Ko AR O A B U PR S I IR AKRE L X
A AR A 22 R 5 AT RO 77 AR O BT A AL
() AN, AR S AW —ERE E ST
A H By A B BV R b A RO LA
MR RAE, AU o 30 A R B R
ARGRBN AT E AT m Al A B H
(4 5 38 3 7 AN [R) i Be B A AN ) 09 H AR R FF B 3k
S ayEs e, R A B0 i ZikA R
A BT AR SR . AR T AE (2008) TA K B %
O IR RGE T 3 AN 07 YO B SR B 3 F AL
AE . A FRIA R A ) 2. H 3R IR TR
TR A, 5 4 ) % DD AH oG, Y & & B A 2 oal

A i

DigE A C 5l 38 15 IR 55 3 B S R, & 7
A s A 3R OA R R 48 B DOKS # L
W& XA B B RSB A  X Fl S A5 R
58 201 T 5 O BT A A, I 2 B AR T
TE ARl 2 B il 5% W) R 7 AR 0 R AR 5% 28 D3 1 4
il 8%, R R H IR AR R AR B T A A
JIE 5 5 T L N TR T oK L (EDUE 0 R TR TR A
O 5 Al S AR B Y 7 o R0 IR 55 B8 A OGPk L SR B
% AR AR, S, AR SOk

Hl: B S EZRE AR E S EZITHERA AL

EaE@ R R,
H2: B BN E S BT A A
iE ) 7

WE%ERN A RASEZRPERE
(Bowden, 2009; Hoyer, et al. , 2010; Hollebeek,
2011; Brodie et al. ,2011), & AR E 1.0
PHLE R e 5 R AN HC A E X,
S AW RE . hTHRARERRE, %S
T AT B I L E BRI AT SRR AE L 0 A
4 B 2 2 TE AR T S 5 AR OG5 R, T
RS AL U EFERLRBEAR, ERSF
IS T 2 S T O R B K AR B (I
5, e BB BB 23 T AR b 2 5 A i
B, AR

H3: B & #ANNRE R &H AN Ed

Jo 7 55 A ol 5L B0 i o B R B AT R A
HHEWREH I — D 0HEMN, — BBE M
B RS B T 0 ML B AL 1 RE B8 X B B i e
Az B R Z A £ R O B A AR R L KAl
S PR ACH it 5 20 T B A SR A T O A R 58 R
TAECHBD B 1A M A 2 07 J e
FIREUE W K B 22 1 B R B D AT 25 B e R B
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sz, SR P AR IR, S i — A A
R A G R AR SR

H4: A ST ME R SR LN E
1% A,
MATEAg T E OB S X4 A T
S 16y B JBIT , 5% 7 i 4 AR R LT A AL

Furby(1978) Ay, o5 7 (19 85 23 52 i A AT
AT R . A NIIA A R, 2 LR
TIMA AR LRSS, Avey % (2009)
N O BT BUE AR X H bR 7 A AR 3 B e
TTRAT R o B BT A AN IR ) S S %o i
BT < R S P = 1 S SR G o
A Z S A A G S A R
H O AT 2 560 Al A K 3 & L R Al 42
il B S 5 ML B Esh, il
AV AEFHFE W L4 4 AT F L OF LA B X
Tl T 22 4 1 v R o 2 VR i K B ) AR
AR, AR S Ak A, Heskett &5
(2008) A M 1 A5 0 5 JIr A A 1) T30 2% 2 S A i il
A H AT AL 3K B 2, i H ™= A4 —Fide g
O AR I (8 D) 5 VAt AR T 28, 5 HLad AR il A
G SE S Aol 7 o R AR S5 4 A A R M 0 UL
B Rr 7 A  EE S Bl Al R Y B T
R AR SR

HS: FE S AT A R R B2 e H A8
ERHh,

ARG R B 4 5 R O 1Y) A R
(Bowden,2009; Verhoef et al. ,2010)., 5 %%
(B L B AR A I IR 3 [ R . B 5 R
2RI B K VT 2 2 35 A R 0525 K 16 g i Jost 2
P S AN B — 3 5. I A TR g Z b
Holbrook(2006) 48 i : “#{E I A A7 18 T BT g 3K
(77 it 22T AN A AE T T 34 88 1 i R R T o5
(R 5 A 22 T TR A AE T F X B T A T 2 A
By 1, ”Sheth 25 (1991) 1Ay, & & 2 £ &
W 8 B4 PRV, A 35 T R A0 M8 L 4k 58 T A1 A L 1 U
PEME A EIPE M L I S (6. fr kel L,
JIE - ok AT LA 3 Ao 9 % 7 R IR 95 R4 D) e A

A 38 AT DLIE S 5 4k 2 A 1 B R A AR CHL At 2K
TR E . 480 A0] 5 106, L Al 2 780 1) A0 {1 Al e % 1
TN AR AR BRI S, S S E R AW
JF 5 2 FEURE M o A b A R A, £l o 4% bk
2 W3l 5 il Ak A K B8, SRS S
AV HT = R SS T, X AT o — Ty 1 E
CERREE-IEE - SOREE-E% N ol ) | W R N sy
{8, 55— Jr - IR 7 8% 5 Al 22 B] R 56 &R
B Al o B R I Ry i AR SRR

H6: A& M % & & A B EG

21 BIRHBREENMITERE

5 SCHERBIF9E B Bl b FRATT 33 1 0 28 1 3
0] 5 o SR 05 % 1) 5 R AT 7004k, AR 4 I 0K 2
X [0 45 HEAT T A8 B Fe I B A AT 5% 9 1F 2 B
B4, MR AL b A A8 R 3 RO 2R
YR E A ER, AT RACR R R 7
SR,

TEATIRESE b, 2 325 48 [ 2% T i Fif
SIALT G T 3 A ol 38t B K ey 0k 7 A 1 15 TR
LG PEAT I AL A S EANAT Sy 3 AN,
AR Vivek (2009) i & 2, W A 2R
W25 Rk EE) 3 AN Jr i A,
BRI % B T H N TE 75 oK L 1 R 2%
MM AC S A WA KE, KCHE%E
Zaichkowsky (1994) [ Jiil 2 4% A & ¢ , W EE 22 A
KA ME AR AT AW ) s AR
J7 T B B A, B O B AR AR AR A T
A M 4 R It 5 e T 5 AR R R 45 8 g 1 4
Ml ASCR /N AN (2011) iR, ik
PEAL R ACRISZ 0 3 3 A~ J7 T 6 B2 0 R4
B, B2 O 3L A AL 4 0525 6T Al 7 A Y 5
ZURY I JE A 5 A R, AR SCfE % Van Dyne #lI
Pierce(2004) [ 1 3 , MJBTZ X6F £isll 19 * BT A AL
U7 K 6 B O BT A AL B S R i ot
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%t T B X AR 2 W 3K Aol 1 7 IR 55 . AR
EH Kassim fl Abdullah(2010) WHEF ., A&
FE BCRNAT Ay T PR AN T T, 0 2 R R

22 HEWERFERGR

R B 2 52 A5 0 5 R AR o R A1, AR S ik
B BT 5 A T 2% Ak Xy A olle /3 /7 5 B R
A B L 2 U I — AFE N BT X B C Rl 3K 48 7
BRI AEL T8 09 8 51 AE S A AT 5 1 8 F XoF
% OB R R A/ R /7 P IR AN
JI5E 2 WA A5 R AT A o AR AR AN R A I AR 2 B AT
Ry AL OG0 Al /P 3 /77 b 04 5 A 45 B
AN]SR E S )i Uk, AR e kR
TELTFIR M 5 A AR E RS 6
AR ER, FATES HC BEERE RN
JET 2 R I) o L RO AR SCAE I . A T 9 A
W Il ] 4 480 4y, SR TCAL R 4 50 4y Tl A3 A5 4%
] 430 {73, A1 A & MR 89. 6%, Hop, %t
PR (5 58. 1%, AR (5 66. 7%, HURA
1E 3000 JLLA E Y 65, 4% 0 — 4 H AR LR
Wil 10 UL B & 72, 6%,

3 DMELER

3.1 HBEERIREWRLE

H T A B 5% J2 — YRR T A 5 . HL R AT X T
AT T R A BOHE TR) R R 22 AT R 23 52 T AR B 5
PIRFFEEE S . it AE 0T 1E 2R 40 A =2 i, TR
T 5B X R 9 [ R 25 E TR 55 . 4% I Podsakoff
Z5(2003) (19 WL A5, FRATT B 56 1 o AL A 45 AR o (1Y
TR AR AE [ — A B — P L 3R O IR AR iF
TR AT . B 2 BT 45 SR SR WY 5 — Ty A
B SHOR LA AR 2. ROFE () =2163. 4,
A Edf)=64,RMSEA=0.27, KR53k
A€ BT A A b & (1 B 45 s R4
i ARG IT R B AL AT . BT A R R,
BOHE 5 R R A TR . RO () =
74.69, H M (df) =39, RMSEA=0. 046, &%

Jei s AT T AR AR — J7 BB A A By, B3k A5 AR i
B3 48 A R B 7R & A R A I B AR
I3 AT SR B B S A ) FULA R LD R AE
T, I8 () = 40. 80, H H B (df) =27,
RMSEA=0. 034, HiX W R A7 1 25 22 5, i
HH AR B 5 1) B0 A7 A [R) U505 22 (0] 8, Oy I, AE 42
TR A3 B b AT S — A TR R 2=
(CMV) R4 il B4 [ 558 25 X 40 B 46 SR 0 B i

3.2 FIBIUFEMERNEREDH

A2 F SPSS 15. 0 43 M & 4~ i & R Y
R, EARR S, HERER Cronbach a
fHTE 0. 902 2 0. 925 Z ] (L3R 2), R A1t
I REARH I E.

Anderson Fll Gerbing(1988) AN , 7F K I 45
7 FRABERY 22 [ N % SE E AL T AR R 5 R e
PIPLA R . FRATTHE B A A A o o R R 4y
KWL R T LAAS 211 RUOBE 0 S 35 501 R A
A B TE R R bR, LISREL 8. 72 8 {4
B AR R BN B Ay 3 B2 L DA B O 25 48 B Ok B A
B, X A5 780 e 14 4% A A8 i EAT B N PE R T4 A
ST AR WoR BAR p (Eh 0. 043 W HM L
B HRECNFD A HE LA 48 BU(NNFD | 34
GIRE(CFD (3 & LA F8 8 (OFD L #& 10 B2 46
B(GFD (3 5 16 08 B 48 80 CAGFD | AH X8I
AR EE 8 20 (RFD 43 5l 2 0. 99.0. 99, 1. 00,
1.00,0.98, 0. 96, 0. 98, Fx #E ¥ )y R 5%k
(SRMR) 0. 015, I L35 77 iR 5% 22 (RMSEA)

0.034,FH{H XK 40. 8027 4~ [ B BE) ,
FAES A EZ R 1,51, 328 3T =65 5 %5
LA R ER S . A e AR H T R S
B PR g A A v R (ST R R AR
M AE 0. 86~0.97 ZIA],¢ fATE 20. 28~25. 49
Z D, Ui BB A AR G ) 2 A shE . £ s
AR JT 22 (AVE) #R K Tz A8 i 5 H Al B
AR B SR [ O 22 (@0 (L3 3) R EUE A
A2 v 1 0 A A
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(IR N Cronbach «

1
il
£
i

11 KRS/ W /7S RIS X R AR
12 R R/ W/ 7 TR AR W B
I3 NTR /W /7 S R TR S5 AR S R K
JBii 7 5 A 14 KT R W/ 7 S AR TR AR A AN %A 0. 909
I5 SR R/ Wk /7R LTI R A L
16 TR W /7 S AR PRI R A W 5|
17 ﬁvﬁﬁ%/lﬂﬁﬁ/?ﬂ:%ﬁéﬁﬁi@?ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ

El fnl LS £ LU W) 19 J7 s A7 28 5
E2 T LA e 45 LUK [ B9 2 A 5 sk AT 22 5
E3 TETT LA 454 [a] ) B 55 4% 3 CAmaB % (e 1

E4 T AT LA i 3 45 3 12 Al 9 F AR R
E5 TR LA P s T Ak 2 Al B9 i B R
Jiit % .0 42 AL E6 ST DU P sl 1 i 2 4 ol B A3 10 2% i AR 55 77 B 2L A9 1R S 0.903

E7 T2 0 i 2 R Bl 4 01 SRR R il 5 4 41 g D7 X

E8 2 19l 2 AR AR A A R g — 2 B A 4 IR 55

E9 12 [P0 i 2 R 2 IR AR ) T JE R 4R B AR R B IR 55
E10 T2 0 i 2 MR A0 Y EL AR B0 S ST B O B R 55
E11 % 0 i RE A% AR 40 8 9 7 SR AR A BT X R B 1 B

01 BRI XA TR AT A A
i 02 }k@ﬁﬂ%ﬁm%/ﬂkjﬂkﬁﬁﬁ
T
5t 25 0 Bl A AL 03 03 50 3% F Al 0.925

04 X Z A 1 I 22 B A A AT A X R Al

CE1l A AR ® Z AR K 5 LT

CE2 x5 FE I Al Rk

CE3 FKAEFHAETEELITL

CE1 WMRAE LIS, A LTS 2 AR
[P CE5 AT SRR L AR PE R RE R B R i 0,913
; CES6 BAEE LT MIEL L ’

CE7 oAl L E SIS H L5 B

CES8 KAw gk SROH K-S 5ELITL

CE9 ORI A — e 5 7 R i R T 4

CE10 MR EHAS SEELITISH, & &5 T A W)

DU S i Bl R o
\ L2 AR R L )

i % RNk . 902

% 26 L3 Sl A e KR 090

L4 5 Al A ol AR B AR X A SR T 2 (R 26" )

R3 BERTENEXFHIBBNTEZ SRTESHMBRTENARTE

CE IN CPE CPO CL
Ji5i % 32 & (CE) 0.89 0.49 0.19 0.23 0. 20
Ji % 4% A (IND 0.70 0.79 0.27 0.11 0.17
Ji5; 75 0> PR 4Z AL (CPE) 0.44 0.52 0.91 0.22 0.34
Ji57 25 .0 BT A AL (CPO) 0.48 0.33 0.47 0.89 0.19
Ji5{ 75 S8 8% (CLD 0.45 0.41 0.58 0.43 0. 80

TE « HE R X A 2 B BOfE 2% A B2 B R 7 22 CAVED S XA R AE R O AR S R BUE I L X M 4oh 07 48 A B e ik 5 Al
AR R IE [ Oy 22 (%)
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3.3 ZHETFIMH

BT HE— R Vivek (2009) 1Y i % 32 4
R /NS 01D A& O B AU 3L T
115 BRI 526 1 3 A4k B GV A 2 U
25 b2 H ) R O BB LAY 3 A4k (i
BRI B S ) AT T B AT . A
Mg Rm, g A BRI S 5 Mtk & 53X
3AFHFEW & A XA B gk
EREE R (BIEA T 0. 70~0. 80 Z A, ¢ {HA T
14.80~17. 74 Z[a]) , B 7Y 55 5 45 i) $00 & 2 B AR
4, NFI, NNFI, CFI, IFI, RFI, GF1, AGFI ¥J Xk F
0.90,RMR 4 0. 0097, RMSEA 4y 0. 016, i3 B #4
B ABRMS S M SR A RE W
1Y 3 AT 5 BERALHE AR W J73X 3
ASF B FAE IR O BB ARG A R 1) £ 28
ELEE L E (BT 0. 67~0.87 Zal, ¢ AT
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Customer Engagement: Psychological Antecedents and its Effect on Customer Loyalty

Han Xiaoyun, Yu Cezheng
(Business School, Sun Yat-Sen University)

Abstract

involvement, customer psychological empowerment and customer psychological ownership) on customer engagement,

The authors develop a research model to test the effects of three psychological factors (customer

and the impact of customer engagement on customer loyalty. The results demonstrate that customer involvement and
customer psychological ownership are positively related to customer engagement; Yet, customer psychological
empowerment affects customer engagement indirectly. In addition,customer engagement has direct and positive effect on
customer loyalty.

Key words Customer engagement, Customer psychological empowerment, Customer psychological ownership,

Customer involvement, Customer loyalty
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