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A Al s 2u6A7F EA 23S
da H2ade g -olulA] (stereotypic
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I e AelZaHy HgoA U
ZAG, A AAY EA(AE &9 A
AAH ANY TR AHIAY &
AE ou|A oA dAE FHE ATER

B3 £ Ado(Sirgy and Samli
1985). o8 7}A] Q&8s HEHFHCE
T FEXFAHAEE AWee ATE
T AANEREH, dE 29, XA
o} ALB A AE AHE A e AT
(e.g. Sirgy and Samli 1985), A o]
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A ztd 71xE 1es AT (e.g. Sirohi,
Mclaughlin and Wittink 1998) S-°]
Rt
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2 AREEA], wiEAMEA 5o AX o 22 g2 AXEoImA HAT QAT
oA $4=53% AZHAEol 7o & uF AE olnA A4 7ted d¥ e 28
EE AAA A2 AR A3 2=l Aolo] geir 1 F2
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t}(Srinivasan et al. 2002).

ghe, wgly o]y 1AL dle=
ZASE A3 AX U MulaE AE A

o oA dFE mHoH T
F HulaAE X H3ZT & v
2] 94tH(Thang and Tan 2003).
Poleretzky (1999, p.76)°l W2d, &
& AAA Tl ENFE AP,
oAl o] oAl EakAEE, AEHle|
AE 5000804 Zscka ok o F
U 22 nA4E FARY AlER A
g3l Aol wlg 47 wWEo] el

A ez Fege AYHCE ¥8

%3 &
SELS uuvs qd g olE

1983; Craig et al. 1984; Louviere
and Gaeth 1987). o]x¥d 2zl 3
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Fojo] g 2 FFE v, 22
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o] FMe 7] Bk FA4e) HA
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JdAe $2E + Ack(Kahn 1998).
Alba et al. (1997)& BF¥EH& AF
FAE Zh3= ZlWu ol Ao &
ZbetEA gdRor wAse FA
EA7 moh 4A LFIHA GeEud
FAL 238 dans 9 FE A0
B3kt Srinivasan et al. (2002)& o
o] FTAS HH3 2l Avjo] A
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AES Fed AedE ATE A2
g 4 37 dEel At 4=
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a3k A ekol %’10“‘1 ‘5]'% %E}?l
‘——% Eﬂ oAbl A o @
= At (Srinivasan
et al. 2002). °|¢9 AT AA}EE F
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9 Qsie. of 3
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S£THT HoAH ML

ME Hd 4.63,

<E2> ZAXojm Ao} gt 2AR4 A
29
77 71% A o]u|z|

O]D]Z] HH]—’—'\—- :‘16"—'—7—/ _—[L&'] %‘QEH

k! H] 7} A

S-S AHsA gt 0.818 | 0.242 | 0045 | 0.110 | -0.135

uj) 2] 2 o t} 0.799 | 0.139 | 0212 | 0.164 | 0.056
5% =Zojt 0.790 | 0.094 | 0.167 | 0.075 | -0.162
AFH A =7Zo|t} 0.772 | 0270 | 0.104 | 0.164 | -0.066

f3oll Uz3sict 0.727 | 0152 | 0229 | 0.195 | 0.050

s 7he =7olt 0.676 | 0.348 | 0.065 | 0.240 | 0.080

o] Jioh 0661 | 0.174 | 0.268 | 0.357 | 0.094

Aol & HEY} 0.643 | 0298 | 0.114 | 0.258 | 0.268

Aoj Aol 0541 | 0220 | 0.215 | 0399 | 0.267
AF A FE AMulE o4 0229 | 0836 | 0.172 | 0.121 | -0.072

ZrE XY Muls S5 0.343 | 0.763 | 0.141 | 0.116 | 0.051
g Muls 4 0.261 | 0662 | 0201 | 0.244 | -0.043

F1E A5 HAME 0.204 | 0.147 | 0.896 | 0.090 | 0.025

F1E g3 AS 0.254 | 0.197 | 0.876 | 0.036 | 0.019

A EOA & deA s 0.149 | 0320 | 0515 | 0395 | 0.318
AF F77T S 0235 | 0.164 | 0.067 | 0843 | -0.070
gt AES vl E 5 UL 0335 | 0199 | 0.091 | 0.762 | -0.145

AE 7tAo] vl H 0.132 | -0.007 | 0.143 | 0.032 | 0.816

AE tZo] A vls] AFF (R | -0.278| -0.096 | -0.114 | -0.390 | 0.656

Initial Eigenvalues 8.47 1.73 1.35 1.06 1.02

% of Variance 4456 | 911 | 710 | 559 | 534

Cronbach’s a 093 | 080 | 082 | 082 | 081
BEIZAZ dsiA AR S AA FellA Z gl sfFete HFES
3 A3, AXFIAE FAYE FAA 7 A AF(ndex) & FAEAT F
7 ZYuyg AEYE #dE FES A9 HELd FXFARS digk SHo &
sae AR QRle]l FEHAY F AP exeRIFYEEE Aol7} g
Z5" oe digt SANUFEY g A vud AFY AP ZAME B
2 Jehg= 3 Ewe g9E 0.928 455, EFHEA 110019 A

F7H4Q $4€ fstel 2ARH A FAFA Aok tErA et

Bl S of

EFHA 11002
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<E3> AEZFAHT dgt QAEY A
29l
AXSAHAE
el = o RelH oAl Fui@ Zoltk T 087E -
A& A o] Rl A FujE o go] it} 0859 -
FANTEAA ol TE FAAS 0849
ZARENA o =l tel FA olobrlatAY | 0.837.
5ol ol XM AF S FuiE sHsAol ¥} -0.831
Initial Eigenvalues 4,89
Cronbach's « 0.92
2. Xlo| 45 3tA 2 A2 Zd(restricted model)

I F HERY HAAFE BF UE2A

ALSAHAEE FL2Hsz dxn Fu/ L& A viAY 29 (completely
WA FA L ZAYHZE, e A, AR unrestricted model)7Fe] A}o]E U}
A oluxE EPWHFE 3= ALY o] F $AZCE AFde Rolh
< T A, F3/HA, Aux, Fe (e.'e,—e’e)lq
FAYRIZLE, 4AA olnx Fo X e'e/(n—k)

ol AWML E ol AdE, dAF T& F L
M2 (covariate) & & §];'-];,‘=_‘—/ﬁ,o]] XA o9, n& %
70 An BE f9skA] gko} o} .2
AME AMdstgct EFHAL Exg  UWHE HESHHUSER g=1°9, A B
AES A, VIFY #AS Hugte] B oS Zeol FAsATH

st = 3| AAIF2
9

2.52, AElAR4(Condition Index) = [ B
15.22 TUZZHA ZA= wagstx o [y1]=[ Xun 0 Xlz] Bo| T u

A= e o Yo 0 21 24 4

sket., ?
T, B/34, Aus, Fdduyp oMM vi=EEd AEg FAE
A, 33F ovA g HEFAHEY #A  y,=9o3ed AIY FAHE, X ;=g
7b 289, eEE) AEWE zolrk U4 gal Axela AZgAre] ofd =
A

=AE AT A8 7xA g AT S8, Xy=03z9 AXLA

9 (test of structural change)2 #A& R

3ttt (Johnston 1991, p.219). °
o] W& dolHE Lanzg o (EoAM AZTUE ESHUAF(E), X p=

Tl ¥Ee) § YPog TR ), @ LITIA AxeAN I

e AAASFE F Hddd $Y (), Bu.Bua=747t X, Xyo 49

Jol obd BUMEE, X p=2aql
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g 3A A HE, B,= X8t Xy X, & BESF
9 FF FAASF HEE 2usir 3 53
w gAd dlAer T (completely o],

unrestricted model) &

gstsic,

[1=0%

e ol 7

A

olw, Lol ALY SYWS

[e]
2 HE

=4
%

1ot

o

r2‘:><

:";
9l

[*]

o

BE

W
4%

=1470]13, %

Tk =6%

194°]1
—’F(k)=6‘d

<¥E4>9)

TEE 23

147x63 4

exgel HE SYPAF FF<

yrge 1Y
194 x 64
AN 9l

<E4> QAT ez E AT JARY A3 Y AF 2AolHT

zd1: 28kl 52 9 3gkel
L &d R L ANEE!
FENUSF AT | FEEF FAE
e 1.556 (0.410) 1.819 (0.366)
4R olu]x) 0.627+x(0.087) | 0.535*x(0.075) | F(1,329)=0. ns
63
) . . ) F(1,329) =5,
]~ 0.246+x(0.066) | 0.023 (0.066) ( 9) 5<0.05
61
-0.024 (0.055 0.073 (0.056) | F(1,329)=1.
. 0.024 ( ) ( ) ( ) s
54
-0. . . .050 F(1,329)=5.
2 0.034 (0.069) | 0.174*+(0.050) ( 9) 0<0.05
73
—0.18#*(0.055) | —0.215%*(0.049) | F(1,329)=0.
FAdu}714 ns
22
R square
(Adjusted R 0.626 (0.613) 0.562 (0.550)
square)
F-value F(5,141)=47.19 | F(5,188)=48.21

+ p<0.05, ** p<0.01, (

<HE4>e] Yehd AAE HdE 23
Aol ofd 37
Aol f-o8tA] ¥ Mu|AZE FoF wt
Ao i@ FARH (R
NME g AulAY §98A &
I Tl Fo&A YERS

W, 9xaiel

=4 (&

pES

2N E 7

& 2

e Ex et

5

LA ElAM =

=

g & T

gl WE9 exetal
4 QA Al g

HOER)

F Utk AFate]l AT A AMulis
Aol AXFHE mA=
CEXL

Qo] &

DL
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22l FEY o
7] wgo]
Re FHA L
. :134L+’ sLo]xl;}

A, T Wy AR
oJ&tAl Y Wi AMujAE
oj4e] AR
W3l o] zpolef HAY O]

HEAA ] HFEolm] R -
AFT <E4>9 A
Aoz wodr
FoA40l FAFA oA
=@ oA7} Aokn A7
olgigt At U olfol dsiAE

A &y

9 ozeel
HE BAY
Je fEd
SIRNEE

[e]
(\?g'-\_ }\1_

H,

7ol %

RN
Ak

jowd
R
&

|

1

© o

o m 1o
of L o o

=2

B
=2kl

317 of

6% EoolM TF3ct

, ™l A AL 2

a1 gl | Bd 9sy | md3 99g
FHE5 A5 | 3595 A5 | $495 34E

PN
AT

1.556 (0.410)

1.285 (0.687)

1.944 (0.569)

&2 olu]A] 0.627%x(0.087)

0.618%x(0.124)

0.532#x(0.101)

Ala] A 0.246+*(0.066)

0.079 (0.102)

—0.064 (0.089)

Fng —0.024 (0.055)

0.002 (0.087)

0.165%(0.081)

0.195%(0.075)

0.147+(0.068)

—0.193%(0.084)

—0.207%+(0.077)

0.563 (0.537)

0.579 (0.557)

74 —0.034 (0.069)
FA 8] 7+4 —0.18%%(0.055)
R square
(Adjusted R 0.626 (0.613)
square)
F—value F(5,141)=47.19

F(5,84)=21.67

F(5,98)=26.95

* p<0.05, =+ p<0.01, (
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L]

A

womd [ 2 o K
lo mft O hu win
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L

ox £

to

& ol &gl
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= #YEE F 3
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4R Fodlor & e B AFNA
AgE AuA AEE CAF SN @

g AulA £, 4F 2ARY Al
N . R PN I L
HoAche ol A fAE &3
e AT A% AEFH, VR
g 5o Auat B AN 23

A FRAY, LARATAANN AAY
o gEA, 2 Q7 A% 2a AE
oA Mulze) F24ol Frtate A
& Fz Tojol3e) Aula Syl o
stof olsiste Zol BYE ez 4%
Ao &, egal a%e e a4 4

Fg AA B3 Fuiste Aol ofy7]
Hgol wiEd AF Azt AAY, F
3 A% g 2Eg AEol wEsE
7beldel dis o 2 A¥E A4E A
ojlct. =&, <l 1‘1°ﬂ/‘1‘“ A" AES
Adatnes BF wjFel eE&s)ol 7]
ol wiFel HAGH FRAPAE ©
g BAE Hol7] MEA AR 44
o <E5>9] Pl dig ALY

A AulATE fosA vex @& o)
E YollA AEe A AMula sdol

Fojo] e} Mula &Ae] It F
A e BN WigoE AzZtdn

FALe ol HE MITE
ARsE M F28 249 RAo7 A
1= Q2 (e.g.
2003), 2l HEA T4
3t olf F s oY A F
Ao FujstElE A9 FS FAo
23 AR wEsd g AXE W
g "oyl A7l wEe] Azt v §o
A757] W&Eolth(O'Kelly 1981). o]
H3 =g el A A8 9

Thang and Tan

o] ¥
Q.
=

=
=
Ao

o ofd ot fo

HEE WESE o AT Blgo] Bol
Evpe Abdel 712sn dbd, 2kl
o A% wx B WMo FYwoz gE
HEIE WEY £ onz oed &

o 277} A9RE oksg ol @
DT gk, Lgaleld P49 Fo
S SEAAUG A Y AL o
da Agel Rgets A ¥ 5 9
9. 2ot 2 7Y Anzrd 2l

oA FA FeAol grktL D]
L oojdn 7MY WP § o 2d
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<

olt}.

<n:4>g] lel DE‘]Z% %—E;.: %
o AFRA A Fo|u|x|7} AE FAE
AAE o] W Au: RE L £

At} o]A& Samli and Sirgy (1981)
o AF Agdx X Aotk B
o ARA SAolgtn & F e B2
AT HAdEed A AFENAME
BA= HAadErl AN A3, A,
i %}}_%‘-HE ‘:oﬂ &g zl;gz_%l
X AeFR vEeitth(Aaker 1997
Z2). i FAFNAR A2t 1A E
oA F& =& F & UEF
#elel xgte Fo] HX FHEE ¥
ol= mi¢ AT Fdo] FH Aol
AAA olmA g AFAE 224,
Q7 zpo)7t Qloeng F ¥

A BF F93% 29 ez dddn.
FA4UuHAE 28 2

NN AEXFAHE #dHY
A Aoz vepwth 7lde
Ag FolAY, FdFHo=E

of BolgozA 1A 34
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2
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AEFYE FFL A RHE A
oz g, #n9 4ol AHF
d%3 2o oy gdow 3294
2oz, AgE 2o 228 2ol 1
42 F9 st 7H54el Ak

VI.L. 28 H ¥ d5aA

T 4T AEouAG AX
9 #AL LHAHES} o2
of Zol7k A& Aelzhs AFwAE 4
Asta olel dis) AFHz IS
o AF 23, =l HIAMEe H
Folu|x] £47hed T4 YRR
g Fo2% 2l v, 23l FEo
T Arart AddeR o 2% 2
A A2E FAHZH. o] A7 23

HAEFAE ALE 3 AR
il

rO o{}ln

o] ojtjelx) sebg 4 glrhe HelA
e Be

o
& gtk 2 A7 @
HAE e Zo| A

ob o > Mo ofo KOS X
lo o
[H
W)

AR, 71& ATEA dFHJUA
GAYES} exetel T ojv]x)
E 7hed B AN meHA o
dEo] EAZY A2 7|EAT

== A

fo 4 rlo

=

o
3 AEANA dFF YEES 40
AHREE Xl FXE o]u|X]
Zo= Woig,

23 A, A2 xR Fo] Jo

, <81 X olnr] EAHE
AFlE TiAlQl, AX B4 |
FUE Sol Aok 243 el
st AT Aol ol @z

qA, AE 2947,

oo b 2 b ok

9 55% $45¢ 2T 2% F 9
AR, B AT A¢AY F gene
NEE YNt 3BAY SHSL 3
oz @ Sl grks M A7
SA7} Qick Wk 2 AT Aol
ALFHES AASE W4T oW
AAAE e Rtk 4 459 o
go ¥ vzl of@ o2 oA

gotates Zo] uiga & Aoz Azd
ot = EoE Fyolu|x g} HFEEA
(store attributes)©] FLs AAA
A AzsElor & FAojth. 2
2l AXE dFeE g 7|E ATEQ
F FR)AAE 7158 AEUAE H
X S FE glo] AREslt ol gt
Tho]l 29 AE dHME FL3}
A ALF YA dixEs otz
A WA g RAoF HQITh dH,
A 200H)E FX Ao FXEoly
A8 ARG T By, e-2HEE 4
F&og <dF3I  Srinivasan et al
(2002)& HIojulA = LolE AR
3tz o431 M3 eEolta Gl
A4, 2l AR ojujz] EHES
ezl Hx oju|x £4HEFH AF
el AlEEo]l Uevl(e.g. Lohse
& Spiller 1999; Wilde et al. 2003),

. oz o] eAE WA 2o
FE AFY A7} QE FASD
Zg o).

o] TAAA 2 X FAHES
FAFS e xElql FXEojulx] £
SANEE x¥og Rolxw d$ F
#el ATt BrrER 4GS B9 of
Uzt AdAor elute 553 3
Folm=z] £AHEL FAE 7tedol A
X 1}
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The Relationship between Store Images and Store
Loyalty: A Comparison of Online and Offline

Jong—Kun Jun=
Thae—Min, Leex*

Abstract

This paper suggests that the relationship between store images and store loyalty is
moderated by store-type (online vs. offline). Data was collected from 341 online panel
survey on four online stores and four offline stores. Regression analysis with interaction
terms demonstrates that assortment and service among image attributes interact with
store-type. Specifically, assortment is more important for offline store loyalty where as
service is more important for online store loyalty. The authors discuss the implications of

these findings and offer directions for future research.

Keywords: retail store image, online, offline, store loyalty
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