¥R YR

B IR R RIRA A AP R L S s T R AR 75
P AR R B A SR A T S R 02 A S TR
PATFCIS R ARE FEaBERRE AR XA S 28 % & LRI

- & A RAr e T % = & d-A W] AR PRIMAT $r20 A o T PRI 018 R

% — & PRIRA I
— N JRIBBA e T &

PRAS % XA G EE TR TR PR AL § R AE L 2%
SPEART T AR PR AE LA T EY ok v AR B
R AR B L 27 LREHL IR BEL 042 (Maxham I,
2001) -

YA PRFEAICEY 0 BB E BTN L I R kR E PRI o £ F4
£ BB PRI oA F i 0 0 LS AT O R A PRI A 3R
R 38 (Lewis & Sotiris, 2001) o PRF% 2 $F-foid : 7 AL 5 — B L IEiEAR o Bt
LIEEART OB LR TR L FEA LA S L E L AR A o Y

PRARA Feen™ 300 AE £ (Smith et al., 1999) o JRIM $7 ¢ 35 ¢ #ach (§



et ) ~deim i (R T BAEE NI b)) 0 1R B K BE T HIRIH fo
% 78 2 (Andreassen, 2000; Levesque & McDougall, 2000) -

PRARA R T RR 5 IR e 5 R ASPRIR A S0 AL A R P
{7 #> (Gronroos, 1988; Gronroos, 1990) - Gronroos (1988)z% & PRI#A #7 7+ ¥ i
SORTHE AL Gy & E R SRR ALME WL £ E e
WA w45 (Zemke & Bell, 1990) - Johnston 2 Hewa (1997)R|3% 5 - JR7%
IR B 5 0 RS BT PRI B IR AE Y R i 4 SR
B s o § RIEA R RBREFHN LA FHER- BLEEELF LR
FFd 0 U MAE LA B (Bk® R 93) o2 5 FER K
RS R RS Y RS Y S B Y T
(Andreassen, 2001) °

FE B KSR g E 0 AFE Y BRI LR B R SR

A

R E P - BRI 0 SRR A FATE SR E DT R
MR P~ fp B F R B (T o
=~ PRI Foen R g

FEFET M 43 i Bz (critical incident technique) 477 % kE £
& R F] 0 @ PRI A AL E G B E ¥ 3tch R F] (Bitner, Booms &
Tetreault, 1990; Hoffman, Kelly & Rotasky, 1995; Keaveney, 1995) & X & 12
"ﬂ’“ CEAWL AT S L LR BRERY o JRIFAFDE L T EZEFL

e (Bitner, 1994) o ]t > PRFZ:H% B & JF 3 F PRAMT FT vk Kok AR R



gt o Lewis ¥ Sotiris (2001) # 7 3 ILPRFF 4 2% JF &M 43 § TRIAA ok

o

WEA LR, f]*u{ﬁﬁ“]‘“fﬁ R AR b
Johnson ¥ Hewa (1997) &-45 ¥ ‘,‘i*‘*ﬂz (Commercial carrier) * 4z
B 150 B PRARAE $CE £ 0 32 B L PRI F R0k

() 0 B4 2 it $raa

R LA SERAE SR ANy B e e R RS
R o FIEF S G R D TR S B R R B EEHA
P AT T o A BEAT RO SV B b - denip D BN R 30 R e XS i

BT o £ BB A MRS N EE T DT R

A= AR B R 0 R e AT OHE R

PR RPLT K H R ARG B AF L T Al FIR L A S

woo RAFIR I B T8 P TR o gt - 23 G BE R MR A 3F

3
~me
9
s

() B4 BLIRAMA §7
BR Y D AR G PRA BB AT ik % o L) F 4 BhePIR

o



(T) B4 384 2 J5 0B ILIRIRHTT

2

553 PR A SR ARY o N B AT ST H IV (T AT 0 L E

L gz
reokg

Kﬁ
=

B fiﬁ":‘i?ﬁfi °

¥

(7) R ¥ L & FA R

fdtd L R AR IRIE A SR T o £ A 6 NG AT U B
£ etz i o

30 JRI%4T $¢ > Spreng et al. (1995)i% i 7 A7 1 48 110 T aE3R
(-) 2PRFEr- BREFIRBARS X SR CARTF ML 5
SR e R RIE AR T 0 R A R RAE R IR AR & E B R4

j’!’i-ﬁﬁ_é’o

)

(:) :_'? F’PF»%Z‘Z{?T’{“ "_,%S ’ Qﬁl@ﬁ@‘@ﬁ%s@f'}l?ﬁ ’ ﬁrtLF’a‘%r‘S}éﬁ”@, @:

(

i

)R EAACRARELAK TR ERE ST oA RI G v Ma

Lundeen, Harmon ¥ Mckenna-Harmon (1995)4p ! R34 $c e 3 = B
£
(—) 2% f2ARPH > RAEEEZRIIABE -
() FP AL R® 2 -

C)BFHEFFIAFTHELDAFEARAFAFDT RS o
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Fe t%34 > Cranage (2004a)f & 3% 5 § B PRIMA Foehs g o HIRTHAT $T K

)

“%béiﬂ{r{&o—ﬁi%ﬁgupﬁi} \:5""" Jﬁ&%“’klp&"i‘j‘:‘,"’\#&l PRj_Z»

-

Af FIRIFAEFF P V- el B ok & 3AT FPRTAA AR R

2Rt enf e B D A RIRIBEE SR LT 0 A
FHRETH S ERLR LRI LR AR TV L ERE o
T OMIRI e e s LT 5] B

(- )f‘fiﬁl/ﬁﬁé}f’”a‘a SEhE S o

(2) %% % B et Jf{# 5 kA RBE IRIEA G § PR L S IR

$ o

(Z) 4P & P70 FPRFE JF T o

(z) /& 25 — JRILEOBE h iR R ~ B T s B P L B2 LY o
AR LR o FH - & 2I0AARR IRICF o N PRI Freh

_ﬂ o

%
[

I=q

(

ol

E:m

) B 7 g R L SR R e PR IR L g A e e B PR

1% o JR EPRFR RIE B DRI HT A o JRIF B AR EE LA R
SR IR e
() SF N IR F AL FHo BRI E T H AR R IR E o

PR SHITE R - M1 FERZC WP LG

X FE o

(5) % L4 vs KR E IR g S ) G BB

3]
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) A4

FHFET P RJEPRGE 4 Fenek B L 4] X% (pre-emptive strategies)
5 S BEE AR E &7 - Cranage ¥7 Sujan (2004)4p ) 3% AR £ Ao iRE S
L4 K% (pre-emptive strategies) > B ¥ 1 frpRix 4 FF kR o 2 5 4
REE L BR o

R ER I - BAARN AT ERE NG EE (uninformed choice) &

B amRy o B3 Rl EH ¢ £ % (Cranage, 2004b) - X @

£

SRR SRR Z R B3 E8 T S RAERLR A2
ERME P = FREEDE R oY AU RET BH R

RER R R A AR EE TR B m AT R R F R MR

A PRFREEFE PF 25 (7 L 4] vk (pre-emptive strategies) @ ¥ 1R iEd 3R
IFAFA ) R FPREBEEREZ CGER M T BEE
JRAREER T T2 p AR OR B ER L AL P AFT
FfiE LB IRARA A A f e 4 G E o FAEE £ F RIRTE
BREE o A R4 e @ hk AR - Cranage (2004b)+ 3 3% BAE E Ao fibE

B BIRARAEF A T B AR R L BR
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2z

~ Rz (D)3

Jin

‘;\\}

N U4 %‘f%‘ AT M2 PRIRA SR 0 A RT A S
EELAGFOEL CQFAFF A BTG Q) B EF AT
Wh A Fd B4 PFaow B2 35 R E A 2 58 (Lundeen et al., 1995;
Cranage, 2004a)  F]pt » A PRI % 3258 4 {8 > ‘ﬁ? i i 2 B 3E 3 D] PRI AT
F 50 i}“{’ﬁ el T~ B L EAEE hI Bl R R 2 e ek 0 A
7 4 > Cranage ¥ Sujan (2004)#7#% 1} i friE # o o g £ A1 Boin
A 41K 1% (pre-emptive strategies) ' jf 4 & 2 4 (FPRFEA 3Fo AT Y 4F 2T PRIE
RIS N BE RS THY R FERE T LHFRR
=~ JRIEA e R
() RBARHEZAELEL IR AL

W3 A7 dp DIRAR A GER 7§ R R R ik eh & R 7
(Clark, Kaminski & Rink, 1992; Keaveney, 1995) > @ PRFx4 $T2_& ¥ B PRFF 4
AR R B ATRP G c FIRBAKE Y LA T RAELET { B A
% & (McCollough, Berry & Yadav, 2000) - # 3 &1 & * 37 L i 5 »cfz
IR fets chs R (Smithetal, 1999) @ sedra T e BHEs $30m L A
g B E % E 65K fEfEa 4 (Mattila & Cranage, 2005) - Wirtz ¥ Mattila
QOO HEGETE T A LB R - Ao B frg HE =2 13 0%
P ERFRKLBAR -

Webster ¥2 Sundaram (1998)4% 31 JRI%4T $7 2 ;% % JRI% £ & |2 (criticality)

FOUIRTEE LR e A B P e % B PRI NE B P feaf e e 3
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EF FIRB L AT AR L EERE - T2 > 5 20nf (7RI T

ol X

TR RSP EERLE L EF DL FAE 0 23 8 PR A R
Zo¥HEETF {Bawewd (Tax & Brown, 1998) > HAEZ LB R F L w0
723 (Webster & Sundaram 1998; Levesque & McDougall, 2000) -

WA ORAPRIFGIE L o G B E R E R AR o 0
oo F oM RSB S SN SRR I T IR R A A L RS

= & LAg%EZ (Boshoff, 1997) Tax £ Brown (1998)~ dp 1 FRI%AE $T 4 3

CHEEBALRZ LPRD S EFEF AR

P S I 33”}; ‘:‘F l"].% g =4 /‘FRj}Z@'T{_\EﬂJ‘rL l‘fp/% ‘&}im}g % o

Hoffman £ Kelley (2000)4p ! B %"{ T PRIEA frH e s T pEs 3 8§
IRE7 SN R AT o Bz hded 2-1-1 R T 0 2T s fr

BIFHFE A LR o

% 2-1-1 3 $efo s o T AT IRAAT G R i HE & 1

- IEaT b oo &

B 14 R R PR H 2 AR el R~ B RIS E 2 MR W enh) s

B 4T PR K 2 AT R R enB (AT RIS 2 B E I RaF pEdR e i
BAOETEE LY IRBRIER PR IR 0P F 16 ®

R AR RSB Al AR R B B SR PRAME I K
FrERp R 2 R FrERE LR

S A EiEAK LA ER L AER LR

74 %k : Hoffman & Kelley (2000)
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Hoffman ¥ Kelley (2000):& 3% FR7% % 352 PRI o] % 10T = BE k3=
& (1) B t2eFE R (depth of the relationship) @ B T e & 22 BE £ 3T B B PR
IFFEfPPE AR R G OB (2) B RARiTY F (proximity of the relationship) : B
BT IR I 2 AT R Ao K L it M S (3) Jfg g
fF £ %2 (duration of the encounter) * &/ P g & - PRI OB 03 47

% & (Bowen & Lawler, 1992) ; (4) % % i* 42& (degree of customization) : PR

I de e s BARZ hF 0 (5) i f £ & 2 (criticality of consumption)
REE 5 T PRI PF R X D) e # PRIFVEE 5 (6) #E 3 = & (switching

costs) ! F AR RF{EF EF o PRIFTHFECING LB AN E R o 4oB] 2-1-1 #7

T JRIFAGRE R B I B o T feh e T 5 B oo

FrLE

B 14 it

| PRIRA TS
AR

Bl 2-1-1 PRARAT T 78 15 W)
A kR ¢ Hoffman & Kelley (2000)

d PET A RBARBRZHEEBLAZ LPRDERATTFZ

(Tax & Brown, 1998) » 24 i TV /B AL TR L EATTLARE BB LR
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AR PREERF BELFIEDLIRD « FWEIRDAF BT vt A K
7 30%3% 150 %4 E (Brown, 2000) o 7% F 3 fRIFAT FTHF K o
FIEBEB > = 4o v BIRIFA éﬁfﬁ&%‘—k_‘aiiﬁ G oo
(=) PRABAE FCHE L PR BE o o A el 58

B P BRARLGRBEY o EATME RO REE L L E2 Mgl
% 0 om JRIFAEE B T AL HE AR (Mattila, 2001) - Maxhma IIT 987
THTY CBRRIRIAA T FH R LFF L LT R~ LR

FEA &G TR (e 3 LAPRIRA FT o BF A Aoyl BoAn JRAE A SETE 2 0T R

. 42 & (Maxham I, 2001) SR PRI+ 4 Herff £ » A F N £ AEE 0%
LOMEEAARINDIEE A EF MEBE% T G T (Swanson &

Kelley, 2001) - 4p B A7 5 + 2 RGHIRIFL Ao feehpa 2 » B0 5 v M i
DL RE AT LA FOME S F (WG 2 92)

A I B R vy azkg&g:g#qiw A U P 3

¥

RIBREDRCSERF LT EALPE » §EEE 6 v M a AL P
e R A 4 B (Becker & Wellins, 1990) o # &)@ 3 » A FIPRIF 4 £

BEE g0t 3 Lenif $ 5543792 10 B 4 > & B 3% R PUEE § 0 %

d mit 2 By % T o G OaRpRIAA foar W AEE £ =x ' B (Spreng

et al, 1995) > @it & v M (Maxham I, 2001) > 12 % *% 472 2 PRF%4 $T7F

kKehf o v A (Blodgett et al., 1997) -
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(2) FRIZA FTHAE E 17 E o iGE R 5
AT OF 0 R B AR R R ML LG v A S

RN E R R A Y BT A PRI foa £

-

Pt L
if (Kelley, Hoffman & Davis, 1993) » # ® 3 4 fg % 03 = (Tax, Brown &
Chandashekaran, 1998; Hart & Johnson, 1999; McCole, 2004a; McCole, 2004b;
Weun, Beatty & Jones, 2004) 2 -k % (Tax et al., 1998; McCole, 2004a;
McCole, 2004b; Weun, Beatty & Jones, 2004) o & EfokF A & F 24 £ ‘ads
LW GaE R FF -

McCole (2004a) & &3F 7 & —‘g ePR AT 4P B < }I?e v # A Ao @] 2-1-2 0
APQI framework (Awareness of complaint / attitude towards complaining

Process & Quality of SR Intention ) o iz #* 584 ¢ EE’-_'?% 3 fRPRIEA R B

AT ZE 0 Ap VIRTE L B AR B A BFFE o % - BRFERLZRE
JRARA RN S enfE R (BEZRLEE) o % - BV I B BB @ 2 L
@f@;]‘?ﬁ;c‘ » FLU %F'?;*ﬁ}_m rr?"*"ﬂf»ﬂl‘ﬁ_llf/ﬁ E,Eim PERI M

PRELE K kAR R M 0 ¢ M EEAGE S A KT LAE T A
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-l
PRFX A HnA B
PRAFA GEenE & B/BE M FIRAA Fenla ks
B4R R 5 2w enSsk  HEEPER

!
i
#
;i’
i
A

PRI SRS AR

Wi Lo/ ol R ORI il A fe e 2 F

Bl 2-1-2 205 § T 1 R IRGE 2 (e BB AR 4
A k&R ¢ McCole (2004a)

ANTF OFTRER RBAKDBTETRERLIRLORLAR
(Tax & Brown, 1998; Hess, Ganesan & Klein, 2003) f-& 34 & (Tax & Brown,
1998)> 12 2 & B Tk 74 13 iy m 4ok (Tax et al, 1998; McCole, 2004a;
McCole, 2004b; Weun, Beatty & Jones, 2004) » #m 825588 2 chis F 17 5 0 4o
£ T 5 for M (McCole, 2004a; McCole, 2004b; Spreng et al., 1995;
Maxham I, 2001; Blodgett et al., 1997) o F]ut » PRI ¥ & £ 5 49§ 0E

£t -
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& o T

- R TR B G

BORIEL g AP A REAT R AR A F O HNABARE T
S e R o B F PRIAT ST eHRE 4 T BE £ cho Tt A (Buttle & Burton,
2002) » 2L I e gy ) AL ¥ 1R ¢ K el B engy ~ 2B i B
R B E S T RIS 2 2 T g o K2 M (Blodgett et al.,
1993; Conlon & Murry, 1996) - BE £ 35 2.5 £ D] o T eyt 5> € LB L o
mL R oA kB R (Tax & Brown, 1998) ©

;,zgrr;}i’"ﬁ 2 i]}ﬁﬁ; & ’ga\ga;}i NP = A GEN“ SR SR A
(McColl-Kennedy & Sparks, 2003) o f PR 743§ &2 5 e %’i A
AR S AR BRI BAE/ % AEBRTER Y PR E
(Parasuraman et al., 1985; Taylor,1994) o ;35w o> T % 3257 7 RG24 ST PF - BE &
F1* = B & 38 KI5 PR foen s T 1 (Blodgett et al., 1997; Tax & Brown,
1998; Tax et al., 1998; Smith et al., 1999; Mattila, 2001) °
(-) ARSI D HN B RRA T i o
(=) A2/ o e PRARA AR T3 o
(2) I &L D HEREER L o TR

Wk FFPHIIEVeS Tig e L LIk &R B
¥ kP Bk Esg cheMattila £ Cranage (2005)3p 11 R JEPRARAT $T12 08 & & 910

E A 2 n[ﬂﬁm v E gafpEaT s ffR T IR ATZ FasT o
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,v,rr'é Iop @;Tﬁm m‘ﬁ—% y & ‘HE‘IE}

%221 2T & %2 4pBE R B2 TR

NG I A Tﬁ_m

b e o T e B

o LR Y T RS S

T % TEAMNT AR HE TR

2 % AUBEGF R LR T e

2R 2T R

E AT Foupd e g ik EAR
L&) Fopd XA ER AT

BT F b7 AT

PR R R AR P

S 1 WAL I 1R s T W] e

I H 0T R R
PR R F]
Ei

R

AR
fe

BLUPNN

#9437
PERETR
Jas s 75k
Y4 Rk AL

B L RS

F AT R B
A

faff e

[E5: 2 Ea

5 pEM
mavaig

% e 6
RS S SRR

FAL kR ¢ Tax etal. (1998); Colquitt (2001)
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N AfpaX
e TR &R HNEE S TR (Smith et al, 1999; Mattila,
2001) o A e T x fla ST > KA BRI KRR SES P RTREE S %

24

[
@

AR (PEIAARATE R 92) o RAE R R o
# 3 ehi % (Tax & Brown, 1998) -

Oliver ¥ Swan (1989)& & % mznsr o L 2 gRE R Y FFend B %
WAEE AR e NIRRT SARAT R cHFT R EH

oI A fos R R & 4P M oTax £ Brown (1998)#. 7 g Ti% R kg &

AT T HE PR {2 5 IF RS R

I RBE ST

2R oL T & T PRI EILAR N S T inse (Mattila, 2001) 0 ?} 7
A RARR Fe K~ RTE R E T i - P F (Tax & Brown, 1998) ° i
TRFLF i B - T &P bird EE R ARSIV 1§ # (Boshoff,
1997) o PRAX 4 Pt §7id B & F fofe B adlenig B 8- 2R £ {30 R A 2
I iuaeeni & R ¥ (Blodgett et al., 1997; Tax et al., 1998) o

Tax £ Brown (1998)F 7 &1 > a o T g £ > 1 & F Fl 5 o 7 30

PRRPFE 2 ED AL 2T RAE S 0 2T
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BEAL T RS 80 K2 B R K- SR AU FliT- B
BEM I N F BAE R OB Ko
N SIS

B SR

IFAE L AR o T3 (Mattila, 2001) - 3 6 T F &

ETIRS
fm

W LAY CREEFCRAAAEIEB DM R 2T hI R (T e 35 AR
GRS MRS PR 0 MR RS BELRSRT] By B KRR
A1 38 (Tax & Brown, 1998) o
IR TP IR BARE R AT EIETRTEE Y
A BZE o FIRIFA R AR RSTR AR AT RER RS A R B 0 frx 2
AW o s HAXNBEAR CHEARENERFTIFE (2T A
g ATE N 92) 5 B A A ASEIRIR K SRR 0 R A R AERE A
Brr ~ EALE AR > BV RAEZH E L & o = (Blodgett, Wakefild &

Barnes, 1995) -

TV R-H oS- BHEG e g AERETA ST (Colquit,
2001; Colquitt, Conlon, Wesson, Porter & Ng, 2001)> 4 "2 %} & § JR 3% 8 1516 4%
Pk Foa F T G Ay aniiefe R F o A fER A
1k %] (Colquitt, 2001) o — 4k & ¥ ¥ 3 HAE LE# > RS B85 g 4

e L EH FHOT{RANE R IHBLEILT § B KPET 2 LA h

"M

e -
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2 F MR R e T T o s T G g T
ﬁ_r_}?f-’\l"h’_qﬁ? A o1ﬁ‘j\ﬁ"§]}§;}z# y‘—%&' \lﬁjiﬁ'ﬁ’ﬁ]lﬁéﬁg

FAG o AT F LIRS R A 2 T [ AR s F I R

=y

2 BBRR -

ETIN

HERST R Gz BRI R FERE
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— x5 P 2P I 5 @ 4 N A 2 aF B sk B 2 = Y
Z & RN T THIRBAAKERILRE (70

FEIF ARSI ol 48 £ ¢ (Blodgett et al., 1997,
Tax & Brown, 1998; Tax et al., 1998; Smith et al., 1999; Mattila, 2001; Mattila
& Cranage, 2005)° 4 £ € KIRFAT feain o T k= h f e 3 F £ 3oL
%t & (Tax & Brown, 1998) » ¥ ¢ #2580 % ;F'k SRR S LA - MR
ABRLARG PPl X R i G o5 (Teo & Lim, 2001)° ~#
#-# Mattila £ Cranage (2005)#7# i i T ehe Bipe ¢ 7 A f 2
FToAE ST TR aT R A ST REFFIRIA T 3w THY R F
BRE G5B E o T FRAFER TN T OpHEG{F T -
- NRBA G 2 rFER RS T AR

FrHETERBLFF A R RET 2T K6 k47 MAEZ
PRFAT FCA% R TS o e T T TR P > BEE ) AR
TAfgh oL I aTaFTa T kT R e T (Blodgett et
al., 1997; Tax & Brown, 1998; Tax et al., 1998; Smith et al., 1999; Mattila, 2001;
Mattila & Cranage, 2005) -

Smith et al. (1999) & ;o T = 46 % fE £ ¥ Binir2 B v gk o
RORDBAR LT EERPIBERLA A LR BB BT 2
ER R AR LR PP LR LR ORI RO e T

B e ™ A e & TR RIAT S NP A ok B BA O T {oad v
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g B3 B> 35 ST LRI Y RO E TS T fodviig
# 7 M (Mattila & Cranage, 2005) ° /& w BERZEFE PRAMAT 0 38 2 do g
Hfoitara T anhd 1k o
(=) At ¥

AR HIRAEA G kR AT SRS AL o A fie & T IR
A e 58P 4 T s % (compensation) R 58 ﬁ BALR A T € R
e fie T (Smith et al., 1999)  fe $k 3= > Lapidus & Pinkerton (1995) # 7 &
TEE F A g £ BT KA g R 0 B 0 T 34 o Levesque &
McDougall (2000) 5 Ji4% ff = 3% 3g en 8§ A SF@ 02 R4 0% B E
P aPTRNERTBEE A TAR O BRAEY fF 0 B EAF o

MR L R R E L ST S

F=1)

B B GEayRITT 0 R Wt G A A B et 3 5N
(Z) ¥ Baid &

HEF @ R ERESFEEFFRITF DR FFT0F R
B 7 7 RAFTHERE DT A (Smith et al,, 1999) ¢ PRI 4 P
Fri# B (response speed) s F v S R ek B F4 TR R HONARS o TR
areni & i F] (Blodgett et al., 1997; Tax et al., 1998) - Katz, Larson & Larson
(1991)3}5 N ARIAEHY ORI DRE F 2 f'sbl} FPRFRA R A jgen PR

Big Ba A TRBETOMeETE -
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Christo (1997)4p e S v B iR LR S F vt > FH A Hcid R R
FREFEPRGEL REEAFBRL dHRETFECSFLLEY B A7

BEE LR AAF T 7 i 123 4o (Conlon & Murray, 1996)  “E ¥ PRI+

Frut BpE A £ o B R HOYIRIBIA R R AR DR ’fp'ﬁ“’f"lﬁil_{
SPRFEAT FeH F 2 o dod i B AR E B FIGPRIAA FOFE R > R PRI $T

R T L ERF Aot T U R BMHEIRBA IR AR (VI RFAEE
ZEMAEE M (ZF D 0 X 89) o FU PRI feenf 17 A g I apE
oo HPRFRFER G & e M 23 & (Boshoff, 1997) -
(=) F £

FELFRALEFAPF LA PEAR Mo ¥ 2 R T8
L ZIRFEA T 58P i #C (apology)iR: E (Smith et al., 1999) > & BF £ ¥
WPRFF LA N E R P f P EE N GEREAT a‘:’rifﬁ x5 0 1Y
F A AT HREN S T FFEFRBEAL R PEARE BE N £ (Zemke &
Bell, 1990) o i #5 = 3% & 4p % AF £ 18l 18 DI e IRAS B AL 32 i i 2 o
A F S N 0 e BF R AR A B E P :}%@’f—iﬁ%ﬁi&?h;% % 223 7% (Levesque
& McDougall, 2000) -

FEEEHOELER AR SR Ty R i
(Smith et al., 1999; % &x47 » % 90) - /T* AR PREG PRIFAFE R E D

DR BB E AT TG R L P REE AT R > S R RAEE

)R A SR DAL % (BRE 0 % 04)
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(z) i #
BEHZ ORI > RS REE A
BEET R ARG RIS A f TR B enE g o AR E R B L 0T F AR
P REE G MR P Em e g K
Rt ArfeR BB B AP M (Sill, 2004) -

T3 FF RN ER (informed choice) » 45 A FE F A F ol 4

R
=
=

Bb AR % fagd- % (Mattila & Cranage, 2005) Sl % % 7 S PRI 4 21
AR B R ERR G ER O HEEF AR LR
(Cranage & Sujan, 2004; Cranage, 2004b) - Mattila ¥2 Cranage (2005)4* ¥+ % 4%
feFEy MR T g BiEg AT 2R ST TR ST
2EALST oy B o ERfo R T AT OB o
Cranage ¥ Sujan (2004)# " E & ¥:2FH 4 > L4 B E i EH HE
LHERTAEAL DR L TFEROHEEEVLEA T ES
(uninformed choice) & X 7 EH FUE L 5 { BDOL PR - F 3y FIR
L BEOL B T ER LT odfimT > LR LA 5 &

FRRABHET FETFER M M LT LT gt
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Cranage (2004b)#% =i EH E R F T AT WIRIFA G 2 {8 > aiF s
HARE T LR Fla @i EH TR LV RT A BRI AFDT T ¥
A R E R IR AEE AP E L AR AR e

YL EPRFRAAE F N ACIRAA A FeniE S N A ST Y A R kA
17 H $Finde o T engl 28 o Webster #2 Sundaram (1998)4 %% B~ 7 & 212 -
e E AT Y > MR A L E £ > BB 2373 o Levesque ¥
McDougall (2000) >z 4% = 5 P o BPRIATHC 584 S 0 184 A
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