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Abstract

In order to study the factors and influencing mechanisms that affect the purchase of new Chinese
clothing by Generation Z groups, this paper empirically analyzes the impact of four dimensions of
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the perceived value of new Chinese clothing (price value, cultural value, innovation value, and so-
cial value) on Generation Z’s attitude and purchase intention from the perspective of Generation Z
consumer groups based on SOR model. The research shows that the cultural value, innovative
value, and social value of new Chinese clothing have a significant positive impact on the attitude
and purchase intention of Generation Z, and attitude plays a part of the intermediary role in this
impact. The impact of price value on the attitude and purchase intention of Generation Z is not
significant.
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B AR g A I B ANE D, B SRR A AS B T T AR AR SR, RN ROy 1 A
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Z HACRAR K T IR A A AR PR 5 AR, R4E QuestMobile (2022 Z A 5%
W& SEon, FEE Z AN DRLAA 3.42 14, A58 23%, 73%(1 Z HEARAE AR KA1 AR
Yy, A ORAEIANE 2R IR 2 K. HE E K GuiH R (2021 SRR EGETHERE) A, Z AR A 2021
T FIEL) 4.94 T34 Z AR J1 00030 2 BE 7R S0 (B4R 244 IR i i) 5 b i i 1 B 280
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2. Bt EMESHREIE
2.1. Z 4

Z AR IRAE 1995~2009 = AR —AUN[2]o IX—ARN M B A BE A TR R 10 5 e BEER AR BE T HL
(1 K, AT TR B A AR B e R BT T Z A AR (KO BIE FE R A5 v 2 0 W B AACRFALL
FIMTHAE S 02 . Hudson [3]96H Z HHAGH S8 B B & IR, SR JEEWAR, X
AU ot SN B N T EEAHE. &2 [4145 HH R THeZE ML,
HHTEAANE B, H AR MR G RIFRE, 235 b AT AR 0B BL R 151
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FRAE, 208 7HEEG ORI ST it o TR PG [ 2195 Hh PR D 2 AT 288 1) 5 8 DL % Z EACHEAR AN 7 3K
s, Z HEATE RFRITE W& 2 oufe, MAVR TS HY), AR TV ASME, SEEED
PLERD 5T, XTI (R A A B AORIE T Xk K, SEZ R A T E 50 EKmAL . fih
AT TA5 5 BN R B3z, 2 T M R B R s i 150 A0 (B39
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2.2. SOR =&Y

20 tH4d 70 4E4R, Mehrabian Z5[6]#2H T SOR #7, ¥47 %44 Stimulus. Organism. Response
ZABBL WA RIS AR I BORES K AE AR, I AT A S B2 A 56 . Belk 5571904 SOR
RRLRE 1 E RIS A A B B AT B R AR, TT DU A e V4 7% 285 2 TR X /S R A58 00 A g 3%
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&, HRE R, i 2 N R AN T SE R R s . MR ERSE[10] 8 A SOR
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R, S & R R 2ol 21 [19] . Rafig Mansoor £ [20 38 #F 58 K L) 45 8B A B P24 7 B KT AR
(ISEIA,  FEUIESETH 23 A B S 3 ) B K52 . Deepak [21]7EMF 778 238 %t - 1 7= i R ) 3K 3
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Figure 1. Research model
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Table 1. Questionnaire measurement questions
= 1. [aENEHEE

B EiEp s i) R A S

PV1 A HT AR e

PPV PV2 R & Sweeney ¥ Soutar
PV3 AR b AR L
cv1i B U AR T A T IRE G B4R

i oV CcV2 %¢ﬁ%%ﬁ@fﬁﬁ%%i@%%%o Mottner S &1 Ford JB
cv3 b U A A ST I [25]
CV4 A s o e Z RN E
V1 TINNF IR B R
\V7 A b e B A QT -

BIFANME IV i ] BTG %[ 26]
V3 A s b ARk A A A TE
V4 A o AR R TR = A
SV FICAHT PR AT R IRAE S A A S T A T (5

FAEME SV SV2 BT ARZETT DL R A BB FIE A I A - SALEI[27]
SV3 PN rp RS T DALE BB G (R AN B I AP T
CAl FRA N ST o AR S — AV (R %

HWESECA  CA2 FoxrHrrh 2UIR S LR R Davis [28]
CA3 et 3 i 2R (1 A A P SR R
PI1 eV DT R FE

) S R PI PI2 FRR T 1) 1) N\ A 0 S v Qs Dubinsky [29]
PI3 RIAFFA LM TR RS .

3.2. BRI SRAREESE

AT A BB EFE =, B ANRIMER: B a 2B RN A A, @
ST S B SR T U B R 3 AR 1 Uk AR E R, RTER
ASCRAIZE R b FER, Kb 1 30or “PRARRE” . 5 Fox “IFEFARE” . HEELEET G
TES W, ASCHRBE S8 Z AR, BI7E 1995 431 2009 4F H AL NBE, FLR K 360 445, 51
BRI B LA AN S A% 14, i n A AR B0 281 6y, M 2F N 75.95%.

4. BIERSHSER
4.1 HAERMEST

) 5 (IR PE SR TS5 R W2 2 Fos o RGBS R 2otk 5 LR, O 62.63%, SR 37.37%, X
545K 2 T BRSBTS S Z HAREAK, RITE 1995~2009 4 Hi A 1)
NEE, WO RAERS I AG(E 14~28 % . Hirh 23~28 S REARI%, 9 53.38%, L 18~22 % . Z#HH
FREEFBEUARRCNE, HEANBIS. T ST NFREN LIER =R R, (G 49.47%, Hik
el i T X AN AR HEER), s ER7E 2000 Jobl g ANEL st sk 66.19%, XUt Z
HAEEAR A & S Re 71, 2T AR

m
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Table 2. Descriptive statistical analysis of survey subjects

2. WENREEE LT

A I3 LI TIN 15 EL/%
W % 105 37.37
1 176 62.63
14~17 % 6 2.14
R 18~22 % 125 44.48
23~28 % 150 53.38
Bl 2 0.72
& 11 3.91
=i TF 34 12.10
AF 178 63.35
oA 56 19.92
R 139 49.47
Al 3 T 97 34.52
.~ BURLIE R F0lb #fr 17 6.05
BB RS N R 13 4,63
ME TS E 9 3.20
HAh 6 2.13
2000 JGLA T 95 33.81
2000~5000 7 137 48.75
JELLON 5001~10,000 7T 24 8.54
10001~15,000 7G 17 6.05
15,000 7t LA - 8 2.85

4.2, EEMERIE

421 BROEERRE

ASCiE SPSS.24 THEALS T A& ARG EE, SRR 3 Fn, ME 3 LIS H, ERAAKN
Cronbach’s Alpha {4 0.947, KT 0.900; %4k Cronbach’s Alpha {3 KT 0.7, M 4aTH4 53
Cronbach’s Alpha {E F&AI%, KB )6 1 P — ok, B RE IME

Table 3. Reliability analysis of the questionnaire

3. EBEES

AR DN R T T CLMIE% 4 Cronbach’s Alpha {& Cronbach’s Alpha {#

PV1 0.726

ks iE PV PV2 0.762 0.813
PV3 0.743
Cvli 0.806

St oV cve 0621 0.847
Cv3 0.796
CVv4 0.801
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Continued

\Val 0.795

AFE IV v 0.806 0.835
V3 0.775
V4 0.790
sv1 0.728

+AZAME SV SV2 0.684 0.785
Sv3 0.714
CA1 0.761

HAESEE CA CA2 0.747 0.826
CA3 0.769
PI1 0.729

W) S = B PI PI2 0.816 0.836
PI3 0.773

422 BREOVERE

A FE AT IR B R TS, 45 3 B8 KMO {H =14 0.945 (G KT 0.7), Bartlett BRJEZ A58 7 0.001
KF LR, ESME T . BRI Amos 24.0 BEATIGETER T20H7, RIEF HR A 8UE M X
BB, SERaNF 4 M3 5 FoR. I 4 ATl S E IR BT e 17 R AR B bR AL A (38
F 05, FYEHEMAAEEE CRYET 0.7, FIJ Z&I AVE KT 0.5, UWHIZERNEGHMER
Ufo [RIEF, M5 ARl DA, & AR IR EOAH DG e R AN T HXT R AVE (B-F AR, R %4
JE 2 1814 R AP I X 50 0%

Table 4. Aggregate validity analysis of the questionnaire
4. BIENREMESH

AR B0 B {E CR AVE
PV1 0.824

W& E PV PV2 0.729 0.814 0.594
PV3 0.755
cvi 0.754

ST CV cve 0.756 0.848 0.582
cv3 0.771
CV4 0.77
V1 0.776

BUFE IV v 0.709 0.851 0.589
V3 0.771
IV4 0.74
SV1 0.735

HAMME SV SV2 0.767 0.786 0.550
Sv3 0.723

DOI: 10.12677/mos.2023.125437 4818 e RSE TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2023.125437

Continued
CA1 0.777
HPESIE CA CA2 0.802 0.826 0.613
CA3 0.769
PI1 0.822
T SE R P PI2 0.784 0.839 0.635
PI3 0.784
Table 5. Differential validity analysis of the questionnaire
5. BIEHXANHE S
g E AANE BIFAE HAAMME HIESE ) S 5 I
NI 0.594
AHANME 0.329 0.582
BEE 0.316 0.392 0.589
HAAMME 0.367 0.347 0.365 0.550
HRESRE 0.312 0.342 0.390 0.362 0.613
) 3% i 0.324 0.334 0.372 0.372 0.476 0.635
AVE 1HF 75 1R 0.770 0.763 0.767 0.742 0.783 0.797

TE: X 2 (FLA) y AVE fH

43. MREBIEHLIEER
431 HRAYSERE

1 T2 RS B FUR AR IR I JE Al |, A SCH Amos24.0 5 4514 77 FRB A (34 BE AT AR 36, 45 5 nse
6 Aln. i X2/df f{E N 1.361 < 0.3, RMSEA HJ{i}y 0.036 < 0.08, GFI ffJ{E 4 0.932 > 0.9, AGFI [I1H
75 0.908>0.9, CFI 1ty 0.986 > 0.9, TLI [AfE 5 0.983>0.9, IFI f{E % 0.986 > 0.9, K45 HJ5 Faf

R RS, W AEAT N — D R 5 .

Table 6. SEM overall fit evaluation

52 6. SEM E{F A EIFM

ity il TSR ARE ERRLE R
X2/df 1.361 1,3) LIye
RMSEA 0.036 <0.08 L3 ae
GFI 0.932 >0.9 L3948
AGFI 0.908 >0.9 L3 ae
CFI 0.986 >0.9 LAYSE
TLI 0.983 >0.9 L3 es
IFI 0.986 >0.9 LAYSE

4.3.2. MRBRRE

AT FE I oL 3 5 ) T REASRGT BTt O TR BEHEAT BRAIE SR T R BT 1) B A R K A2
R 2 Fros. WERT AL f£EESNRS, BREit Hla MBS H2a Rl fa e st, Hoapdmid

IgLo8
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BARRE, BEIMNES, IS EXT Z AR 22 152 M H A 2.3 (8, = —0.016, py = 0.644 > 0.05),
KR Hla AL TN S Z AR IR R O¢, Z AR e AR BE S BRI R e o,
AATIANPEEERE, T PRy, SEINVE S SRS, M TIEIRETE, S IR, MU O (E
TR B AR B RSO E S B E A A A I BEXT Z AR I S S
e 5 1 TF 1§41 (B, = 0.314, p, < 0.001; A5 = 0.343, p; < 0.001; B, = 0.136, ps < 0.001), % B Hib. Hic
AHL B Hr SRR A& A BT Z AR S B2 1) 52 9 A 2.3 (Bs = 0.003, ps = 0.95 > 0.05), i
W H2a RRAL, #r A sUIRBE ST BB AR 2SI EXT Z AR ZS B 48 R 7 A 5 25 10 IE ) 52
i (B = 0.469, pg < 0.001; 7 = 0.480, p; < 0.001; 5 = 0.108, pg < 0.05), FHAR ¥ H3b. H3c Al H3d Fa7. Z
HEA A 25 5 i S 2 1 7] S ) S 735 S (B = 0.251, po < 0.001), F W Bt H3 Ko7 .

Table 7. Hypothesis testing results of structural equation model research
7. BEHFEEEMRREGIEER

Bk Mz Estimate S.E. CR. p B
Hla PV—PI -0.016 0.045 —0.462 0.644 NS
Hilb CV—-PI 0.314 0.043 7.532 Fkk BE
Hlc IV—PI 0.343 0.044 7.509 falehed W
Hid SV—PI 0.136 0.040 4.474 wkx B&
H2a PV—-CA 0.003 0.059 0.063 0.950 NEFH
H2b CV—CA 0.469 0.050 8.130 Fkk W
H2c IV—CA 0.480 0.053 7.331 Fxk WE
H2d SV—CA 0.108 0.047 2.500 0.012 e
H3 CA—PI 0.251 0.049 6.186 Hoxk WE
¥ 7% p<0.001.
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Figure 2. Standardized structural equation model path map
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4.3.3. PAWMRIE
AR Bootstrap y2A 56 Z AT R ZS B AR BRAN (-5 0 S 2 B A B A VE R, B hRe B O BN
5000 &%, BEASX A1 E N 95%, Rsh Bandk 8 fin.

Table 8. Mediation effect test results
2 8. RN INEER

Bootstrap 95% CI #5645 5
BONAE SE 1 Bias-corrected 4 Percentile 4
BRETR BiE ER BIETR BiE LR

(R4 202
CV—PI 0.118 0.026 0.078 0.182 0.074 0.174
IV—PI 0.120 0.029 0.073 0.185 0.070 0.182
SV—PI 0.027 0.013 0.005 0.058 0.005 0.058
BN
CV—PI 0.314 0.043 0.234 0.403 0.232 0.402
IV—PI 0.343 0.048 0.245 0.436 0.251 0.442
SV—PI 0.136 0.037 0.074 0.220 0.071 0.216
SRR
CV—PI 0.432 0.043 0.350 0.520 0.349 0.520
IV—PI 0.463 0.059 0.343 0.576 0.347 0.581
SV—PI 0.163 0.041 0.094 0.259 0.092 0.253

B2 7 TR, T SAMEXN S B RERA RS, Bl Z AR BEAEAN A O (B0 T S SRR I 5%
Wi FHAS BT o WUEBE HAa ANBROL o 1145 8 R SCAAR B« BB AN AL S A0S T S 2 S I A RS 1) . 3
FLVRFLIABE RO 1) 95% A5 [X 18] 43 1) 9[0.078, 0.182]. [0.073, 0.185]41[0.005, 0.058], ¥IAHE 0, A
FETESCAGAEL . BB E . A8 (AN S BRI R AR I ARAE . SXOCHME S BUFTIME FIAE A
Xof T SE R PRI LR AN R 3, XSRS A ST E . BTN E . AL AN E AN K e S R 43 A
TERY, BEME R SCME . QUM E AN A B wT LLIE I 520 Z A A PR 28 52 52 i 1 ) U S R
B, RN, o EaEsem SRR, B Hab. Hdc, H4d 3R153 #8503k

5. G 5EW

AW FEAE T SOR BLREE L 1 h AR . SCib BT AT AZ B E XS Z AU SRS FE AR I 52
MR, PRIC T AR B SR MR A e, SR TR NIRRT Fe b e HAE i e it iR
A E IR, IFIZ ] SPSS Al AMOS B 73 AIEAT He s 1 Hi i PR G TR B3R A5 FE AU ARG 56e o
%, TSR AE, AR, B R R ST E L BT OME AR S AMER T Z AR
AEA I SR BERE S I8 A 4 8 B AR s, LR B ME R i o (BRI EXS Z HACHE A
I S A FE AN S R RS R UM AN 5 Z AR AR S E 835 IE R S M HL I SR M, HLAE SCAR (L
GBI E A SO E AN KRB [ E 2 R ST Bl bR 45, R~

S AET SR B SN E, BB B SO RIZEHE Ak, B b SR AR SO A% &5 T
AR IR SR 0 . B ST LUE 2 (05 B AL G TR AN, FT3E B D SRV ks
DU RRIAAE 7™ i, B ST RNIER, TR 51 PR R 9 R S % it

m
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Hyogr AR TR Al & A B B IR 2 0T DUR A4y, AT B3R AR 15 Ja 10 S A% 4t
ACE SRR BT 5, PR ARG, 358 i (SO (B

F RATE AR BN E, B b SRR AR S AR AR, R B A R s i G A
QB 77, AEQUHr T I T AT AR R AT G R AR O T s URkE A T B A R, B SET
AT BB TE . mRbERE . TR MM R MR T Z, gk EEd]. BaesE s
SEf AT G 3D FTEVATR] AR AE, IMITiE R MEL . SAORE. RS ZORA G I i
dh e TR i SCAE R, TR EUIREE BT DU A B AR AT . AT R
RS K imE G . i, S AR R AL S E R LW R IR, R EfL g in
PSR IV e 21 k€ NN PSER

=, Mo AR RAL SN E, B, ARRCE B OB T, R AR A AT DA
X P R RAL S E, RTINS ISR ARy A AR, T b R T DU e 4R AL
R 1% WS A AT A APP S8 2 AN IRIE (et S0 AR 4% . Biln, whhE AT DIORATIR . e EH AR
MW, Sheenzh, HEEM, Wolkhens; RS S E0F, RIS R S 1
EHESN . HUITEM A ARG . T AN RAlRE Dy T SKTIoR, S A B R W S R AR B 3R
SN, R ALEE AR AE . B SE . PRI BGRARS i EU R BT 3R 5 W 2 Y
ARG ANAE AT A, HE 5 % 38 B b SRR 5 A, $RTHH 2 107 A B, IR T S

SE K
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