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Abstract

Based on the CAC (cognition-affect-conation) model of attitude theory, this study considers that
brand attitude is affected by factors such as brand awareness, brand image, perceived quality,
perceived value, and customer satisfaction. This study attempts to explore the connection be-
tween brand awareness and brand image to brand loyalty, in order to construct a brand loyalty
model with cognition, affect and conation components, so that the causes and formation of brand
loyalty are a more clear and complete structure. In this study, 15 well-known sports running shoes
brands were used as research context, and 843 valid questionnaires were collected. We have the
following conclusions: Viewed from the context of cognition-affect-conation, consumers’ cognition
of the brand is the key to prompting consumers to establish emotions, which affects consumers’
loyalty behavior. In addition, variables such as brand image, perceived quality, perceived value,
and customer satisfaction played a mediate role in the model.
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1. 5|15

oot RO R Y Bl o R 2 TR BN, R SR O T A E B H bR . BRMEAT N ELIR AR RE
TR 2 IR A AR B I BRI AT 520 0 R 55 S B RS IS B, kT R AR SEPRIWSEAT 9. S REA & AMAE
Xt HkR¥0 2 I\ Hi(cognition). 15 /& (affection) 1 & 3l (conation) = AN AN [1], & 4224 4R FEEAT A FE A
USRI EE = AN E T AR TEEG E3N[L] [2].

L2 R [FE - Ml - 78K (perceived quality-perceived value-behavior Intention, Q-V-B
model), SRARPEIH 28 0 SKAT A aC[3], AT o 5T = A A S AN B A I s e it BB B R R . R
I Q-V-B A G D6 TS 1 AARIAR L [R] 35 52 M Y 9 355 000 R o e 5 R A AL, 3 R Y 2 IR TR T
IRMEER L R SN . B, RN A BRI GO R0 R B — AN R R [4], MF— S0
ZIEE TG, I AR AR At 2 DA A b R A I R R B Th A

At R 44 P BEAE T B3 O FR P 2R — R B NN 5], SEMAS 98 5 e 5 AT, IRSRH 9 R
PR RUR[6]. 2T R GOR B SR AR Sk 2 — (7], SR —FE BRI, AR RTETH o
FO T RIRES, R RHERL P R, R T AU SR AT OR8] AT, T AR AN E AR 32 5 S LD
FERIDEE, BT DAZESR DT S MUY BT g (AR s b, 0 0T 55 0 (B T B X RN IR . B
Jei, T A AR I B 5 VR[9], B BT Al e A R

BN IR R N T R, 2\ %0 (cognition) - 1% & (affect) - 7 5) (conation) 7% B B AR R ok R
F, XA FCAA R E RS R AAA R RIS R R IGER[10]. RSB R CAC BX[1], %4
FERERZMTY 23 RN L SAS 6], Al AT Gt T ol 06 S RIDC AR KT DL RN [6], R0 i 03 2 A DAY B3 W Ak
PEERE[LL], e E)E TN LB AR [12], 003 75 P 2 — A PPk P S B2 [13], ot RALE o B )
Fe T P S RS R AL R AR SR oG R —FAT i [14] . XFil, ARHEFOR AR AT FE . IR &
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MR B AU EMA CAC BRI KN (cognition), K i FE A0y %5 I (affection) , K i h k8 Ak
R = BT (conation), 12 Bk i PSR E TR A RS 707

ARG TR R AR AAME . R A R S O R, AREER
Fesom ? JRERRIEERIR 2 T Y B RO RN, R R T AR L b A R 2 K
AREL S A — SR [7]. 2L, ASON b ML RE R 52 1l BR300 AT R ME T, DABAR I TR %
AR R SRR E AN T 2, AR T Al B R R R SR A S SR, O S EhAL.

BB SE S RZ, SRR OB R . TR AT R, DAUE S E R R B T
— B LR N e . ik, BT LIS Sh L NS B ARKT S, A C-A-C B SR BT R A
TR A RR, AR R e e A S Rg SR E. &L, AR EMWT:

(—) TR EEAMA R RBIE S ISR RUDCE . BRI R B R S A AR I ]
SNk IEVE

(Z) W R i AN E . BRI R A R TR A R

2. XakzFidk
2.1. mEmMEE

AR R R T S 0 B R 2 /b EE(5], EIVE S e IE R AR 1 SR AR,
T8 BN RS S B RS Jy, A %N (brand recognition) A 117 (brand recall) BT RY [15], &b
PRSI A SR RN, i 9 G A L0 S ni o I S R T BT IZ R Y B e IE I X
Sl R, R R 2 2 I B I S BT PR . T P AT T S PSR IT,  RER 4 P i
LM, AR R BRI, 2 O T 2O LS B I [16]. 2478 B0 sk
ZHENRS IS, SRR R 44 FE 2 R 17 i, LN 4% BEARER SRR B (R RRE DR S, It
FIRESMA SR R, BATE UL, ot BN 4 B 2 O B O AN 7 e ) R B R R 2 —[15].

2.2. MEER

At T GO R E SR — A5, W DA 207 IR R 5%, JEANSE S B A TIX 9], AT
Z ) 5 B D B A S AR MY T A R RS PR AT AT FEAE KT, G 212 i IR 55 B AR e s B
77 it IR 55 (R S O EARXE VR AL IR S PR R A B AR 2 3 AR AR A 9 ke B OB E I [ 271
JITCA it R B 2 T B 38 36 77 b B AS L (18] T 98 AR SK7 IS, G 22 15 1Rl BB A 9 TR SR
WG AR ML R NDIRENE . SUAENE LR TG M = RYEE[19],  DhRENE 32 LEAE 9B i 3 S S L
W BIH  f R AN BRI DI REVE R SR s RAENE S5 IR SCLVH 2% B WAERR R, i 2T 9 B RAME IR T, B
KA G2 BB R EE AL BENREE RS 2200k om0 FH 122 5 W™ i 2 I P i
AEVH A IE SR BRI 2 AR P e A RS A E B 2T T R
23 ARRESMREMNE

SR N R L A R, R PR R AL — i, SR K, (BRI TR EE[20]. S
SE CRIBEIF Y [T 380 — 7 R PR I A B R4l |, S R AR R R, ¥ 9 2 IR E
it R A FE 55 ANE S VRO HER R AOAS 5 (140 PRI, 9050 o B ) e IR I AR T3 3 3 2 15 RENE 3RS ™ i (14
A DASCH 9 S ) B RO I S PR BRI [6]. RIS AR SETE, AR, 2 ERAEE
ARIKHE B I (0 5 B A i FH PR A5 AN SR AT B [21] o K0S W (DR VE R U2 VAl — TR b sl LAt ik 4% 07
KN, AT A a5 A 2 1B (22 BE[11] . “A A UME R FWIARIE, BEAMRAEMTAN ot 541 2 5%, 2
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IWEN LR R — N2 R [22] o T B B A e B S SEAT D, ot o1 AL 2R 52 8 1 Jod 8 P 52
[11], BEEIEIME LRI e FH ARG LR . EH R DA RO &AM E. 1) EEik™
s AR 2) ERLHTAR TR, SIS R BTSN 3) W SR dh R MR 5SS 4) B R Y
W SEA A& T LA A2 s B) SRR i A = RIS [21]

24. BEHRBESREBBE

JES 2 i R EDC R T B X 7 it e I T 5 S B 7 it 5 RE AT 5 B ) T 2 1) 22 ) — b Al e
PE[13], SXARPPAG LIRS — RS, RIAIE i e s AN [23] o A8 A IR s SR 2 5
5 e JE 7 9 e JEE T A v Bl A UL LR A A R 5 B R T RE A i R 55 BRAS R TR L I 2
[24], DUl BB AU MR 28 PESONL, Y0 B 3 fu 156 48 1k R SR SR BT A P 227 il B AR AN P R
B U SN A G T [25] o it LSRR T SR R R — RS L, T RS BV B TR E i
RO R R S i 2 B R PR BT, B O AT DU R S R AR o il R B R T R 1) R R D i R
8, Bl — RIUT AR TS B B OREF— R oC R AR IEI[17]0 DL, i LG 0 2 0
A M55 P ) — AT R R ILBRAT AR [26], 5 2, U B S SR — ™ i s e R — 45 5 il
5, AUELI I — S B, AN S BB X R RE 7 i (BRI 55) B R OR R R A ) 2 B 5 AT 8 [27]
B B S BRI, WS a ] HAh ™ i A AHERE[28]. A A PR I = MR R VA -
FAT AR AR AHERZ BN ATFHESR S s A B [29].

3. MRF*E
3.1. fFRIES
AR THELET ] 1 i

|
WA B |
o 44 B :

Figure 1. Research framework
1. FRHESR

3.2. MBI

A RN 44 BE AR ST, R — T R AR A IR AR[30], AR A4 208 o il BT S o i B 45 1 R P R
JREZ AT P (KR FOSRE[15], XFt, 3R MBS Hy: RRREIG R S IR SR 5. R
RE P B VR 21 3 HE VR A2 R IR TR K [4], W FEUESK it BB SO0 R0 B A R B S [31], Xk, B
B Ho: AT R IR A SR .l RRIE R o8 T 2 R s B IR R [32], a2 il S
ST b I 2 A AN R 2 OR PP B R LU R BB [4], X, SR HBRBE Ha: Al T R 2% IR A1 R0 RN 0
g
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RN D R AL S W SE R S AT R AS B [24], SRR TH B E RIS AR ST 1 B R R, TR
SMFIEMEB A, X, SRR He: RS EFERRIE M. 5 S B R 5
JE EYREEA[33], WEFULE KR W] MY G 1R MR A R [31], Xk, SRHMESE Hs: SRR
AE ) S A I R o 7 it RO B 0TV 93 (R ok SR SRS, P DA Sl A I R P O T 7 v 1 1%
KT P B R0 BT AGMN[24], #8005 o B TR PO 2 i 2 ) R B R R [31], X, 4R HHARBE He: 1
TR I 1 O

JE e T FR) R R T R AN B [24], W FUES SRAE SE RN 08 B A R 2 Mo i 2 [34], X ik, $2
HABSE Hy: 008 B 2 1 1 55 00 3 T T P o R R 44 2 R ) PR ) 32 9 B it RS RS [6] i N 44
LRk, AR, 0 R B R R [5], XFit, SEHVBR Ha: R 44 B 2% IE [l 520 it oADK
FEo bR SR KO B N A RAFI S E S, AR5 — R AT RIS 5 B bR AR
— AR RMAREIL7], XS, SRR He: AT R 2 IEIAIFEMA B o B2 T3 T8 2 X il o= A A
W91, DRIUL, A P o B ) et G [35], KU, B AR Hao: U6 20 P 4 1E F) 52 1
JEEE R

3.3. THHEHE

st R 44 B DA i R R B it R B2 i 1 [15] 0 R SRR 0 NI RENE . RALTE 5250 PE[19]. H
R RN B S S S I R YR L TN LM B [21] B3 R B IR S 22 (T TE[31] . bR
AR A2 T 0] B FR PR R BEAT I B, EAR IE T R, HEREf N WS, MR A8 X SEAE T
fabr. EIRAIHTR LS L Likert TLRiRETH

34. PRMR

AT GBI RACAZ VIR, KAAMBAETT, JFLL 2017~2019 4 535 2y 18 B 1 i R T
BAE NS B AR, 3 34: Asics. Nike. Brooks. Mizuno. Under Armour. New Balance. Adidas. Saucony-
Hoka One One. Reebok. Puma. Lining. Anta. Xtep. 361 &, il bk &5 52 W iy e i g Fh e, ) o) 32905
NG 28 I3 HL A BRI i PR TR — e it RS B R . AT ST L KT 1000 13 fe) A5, A AR T 843 1, A ARK
[l % 84.3%.

4, BI\BAIER
4.1. BIFEERERS

AW T DAH G ES A M AR B, P4l DUR R B R AR A . xfitl, I 3k 1 2 70 (CFA), LA
5o PR AR A S B (G B RE R . SR AMOS BT 700, DL ME BNl TH2 5, 47 28l A~ B
18, KrLh AMOS it R 2 € FR £ (M) A TR U B 1E .

I AR R 2R A0 A, WIaR R s B IR A RIS I S 8T n e 1. IR ff BT 0.669~0.950
i), #Fik 0.50 LA EHBHMECEE >1.96); brEfbiRZz=2 R THE AR A A A AR RIIbRHEG .
B, WAHBEM TS, Rt Ok FATE AR #E (preliminary fit criteria) 223K . 75 B AR AL IE
(overall model fit)%5 5, 4 H &R ° = 845.400 £HLE#, 4/df =7.75. GFI =0.912. AGFI=0.895. CFI =
0.944, NFI=0.936. RMR =0.039. RMSEA =0.079. #{A&XK i, s 56 MEmc s m s a8, A
SCRAH A A7 B (composite: reliability, CR)WIEEEREIEE, HMEZ KT 0.70; fEMEHR, DI
J AU (average variances extracted, AVE)R ARSI, Zitik 0.50 LA E[36]. 7 1 WoRiEEM S HA
BESME.
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Table 1. Confirmatory factor analysis of measurement mode
= 1 MERXZWIEEE RS

B it s ﬁf:% *(TS“EE”:‘ tvalue gcé— CR AVE
i A AR 0.911 0.093 30.2777 0.082""

B Y AEEA 0.875 0.092 28.733™ 0.107™" 0887 0.798
ittt 0.797 0.081 22.923™ 0.185™

MRS S SAENE 0.669 0.093 19.023™ 0.362" 0.759 0.514
25tk 0.677 0.096 19.259" 0.375™"
BTG 01 0.917 0.073 23.948™ 0.087"

Ry W15 02 0.950 0.073 24.784™" 0.0417" 0.957 0.882
15 03 0.940 0.072 24.436%** 0.062""
15 02 0.769 0.107 23.460™" 0.412™

PRI T 03 0.889 0.089 27.538™ 0.150™" 0.866 0.683
15 04 0.817 0.094 25.205™" 0.267""
15 03 0.872 0.068 22.387™ 0.164™"

{;i%% I 04 0.898 0.066 22.872™" 0.123™ 0.917 0.786
15 05 0.889 0.062 22.706™" 0.120™"
TG 01 0.872 0.070 24.020™" 0.185™"

‘ E;” f = W15 02 0.940 0.073 25.172™" 0.092"" 0.920 0.793
15 03 0.857 0.065 23.624™" 0.179™

(*)p <0.05, (**)p < 0.01, (***)p < 0.001.

4.2. GRENTH

A AR B E RS, BRI EWEAMER LR, gk 2. AEFRRECRWT:
1) RN A2 T BT S B SN (v = 0.681, p < 0.001), Hy 3K7330HE: 2) TR Sont n i o B FL i %
S (y = 0.815, p < 0.001), H, 3K793CHE; 3) MBSO AN i AN (i HL 25 52 (y = 0.353, p < 0.001), Hj3k
30 HE; 4) FSE RS E R B R (y = 0.367, p < 0.001), H, 3K RE; 5) W G i 2 35 &
fEBRAEFMW(y = 0.203, p < 0.001), HsIRAFSCHF; 6) HIHi ot S i 2 & B 2L A 2 (y = 0.183, p <
0.001), He3R1FCRE; 7) Jn5e M (B0 7535 2 B L B A5 J2 M (y = 0.589, p < 0.001), H 3RA537HE; 8) it
A4 BE 5 S R R R R (y = 0.092, p < 0.01), HgR1FSCHF; 9) ML Gunt i S i A B AE 5E
Mi(y = 0.264, p < 0.001), Ho$R15 % FF; 10) Bz & fE 5 i i g B B 45 52 (y = 0.709, p < 0.001),
Huo 3R19 3 HF

Table 2. Summary of research hypothetical results
=2 ARBEMERLCE

&5 A FRAEA T E R EL () FrifEiR(S.E.) t-value p-value R?
Hu: RN 4 BE — SR 5 0.681 0.062 15.074™ 0.000 0.463
Ha: B G — H100 0T & 0.815 0.069 15.004™" 0.000 0.664
Ha: d I G — KN30 E 0.353 0.071 4972 0.000
He: S50 B— RS0 E 0.367 0.053 5.496™ 0.000 0470

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2020.105107 903 AR HE


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2020.105107

R, RIER

Continued
Hs: il MR G — 25 96 7 J5E 0.203 0.082 3.8617 0.000
He: A1 TR o — JoL 25 36 7 J5E 0.183 0.058 3.8827 0.000 0.780
Hy: SIS E — B 0.589 0.071 12.827™ 0.000
He: i hERA0 4 55 — it L AE l E 0.092 0.071 2.625™ 0.009
Ho: A hEIE G — b LD W BE 0.264 0.078 5.070™ 0.000 0.759
Huo: B9 Tk FE — St WAL U RS 0.709 0.051 13.284™ 0.000

(*)p < 0.05, (**)p < 0.01, (***)p < 0.001.

4.3. RABRIH

AR AR TEAE R ITT R, & DIEAR[37]: 1) BAT(IV)X AT (Me) (14 =] UE 434
LA RAE; 2) BAB(IV)HKAZT(DV) I ENH 324 B4 3) R DT (Me) WHKAZ T (DV) ¥ =1 V= 43 #r
BEHEE; 4 BLIV)ESFAZT(Me) KA TUDV) [, oA AR KA A2 2%,
HRFBRABIUMNG, HARTRHKAR TS, EEAREEL. HSMANRNETE, HARTXHK
IR A kS, EUIRIEE, HEAT RS B EIARE, WRTEETNUR.

PRI AT RN 3, 551 1) [RBIER ] 20 A RS RS EE 1 58 4 T /A2 Tl
2) AR ] S SIS RS A E R AT 3) [ RNSE TR | A Y R B i B
AT 4)  [ESEANE ] 2T RS IS R A BT 5) (AR E | =R EIE S
55 LS EE (R T A AR T 6) RN | A= 0o B R R A T A AR T

Table 3. Analysis of the mediating effect

= 3. RO

A TR — th A AR T — f AS T5 IV—Me IV—-DV Me—DV IV + Me—DV 4y

(IV) (Me) (DV) ﬂIV1 /EIVZ ﬁMe3 ﬂIV4 ﬂMe4 /;&%

1.5 RN 42 B — R G — RE R RS 0.574™" 0.345™" 0.585™" 0.014" 0577 SE4
2. B — B T — R AN A 0.654™" 0.510™" 0.569™" 0.242™" 0.410™ g
3T G — 0 T R R 0.654™" 0.626™" 0.685™" 0.311™ 0.482™" g
AT R~ F SN E —~ 0.510™" 0.626™" 0.730™ 0.343™ 0.555™" g
5.1 R G — T 75 P — RB R 0.626™" 0.585™" 0.792"™ 0.146™" 0.700™" g
6. 561 J B — 1B AN R R 0.569™" 0.685™" 0.730™ 0.400™" 0.503™" g

(*)p < 0.05, (**)p < 0.01, (***)p < 0.001, n/s = not significant.
5. 7ig

AWFFELLNE TEIERE B A, A USRS A, GRS T BT il R O ) B
FLER RIS RN B R RGBT, R R R AN E R TR R R )

FEARRA: AL, SRR FISER . RS R R R AR T i R AR RE 1 D R i
A RCER A

5.1. ARXANTHL

SRS R W] i R0 44 2> ELRSO M i MR R, TR i BT SO S STAE VR IR s RS 44 B 2 L
Rl SR A i R A S B2, AT B B X dh R R ENR, RT3, RMER S EE
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SO G0 5, T U OB IE TR A R B THIE S8 W2 BRI R B, TR B 4R SR 5 N S

SCUESS SRR W] i R B 5 R0 08 PR 2 LR RN S i, 5 2, 40 2 ot 31 i R R TR
PR, W SRz A B s 8, I S R b A T, A, O
BRI B . T as SRR TR iR | R R SR, s b ER, Bk
N5 7 H AL T AR R B S B0 B BT 5 7 (R R0 S B AT 8, 32 T2 MR vt R ) R0 5 L o

SRS R R EIE G R R S R E & BB S . AT, IRIHREIE R B T
TR L s PR, B ik R R 55 R S R S S NLAE I S R R AR s R, R A
Elle, HREFEENWER. ABAI [TRERE] 5 [N E] ERXDRRPE 1 HDH A 1E
o il RETE B — R —~ B R AR AR, TR RIPARIA M B R BNAE R b, PN
RIUE o B A R I, 171 2% ot ot PR R B s L U 00 B i, 3 9 R o i R B . L
FETE G — RS — B B IR &R, M R i@ e M E B )5, A RELLIN S A iy
IR o WU BE o B — R SE B — B R AR, R0 S i 5 R (e R D R i i P, T
IG5 AN 2 BN A P, R e R i A A TR 2 o AT R A R R P

SCUEZE RN RN A BE I R TE R 5 Ui P o EL RS ) PSR o R, G I R RN 44
JEREIE NI P S UG, IR IRFIE TR I S B s 3, I Ry HAETR R, A BT
BRI BT, PR RN SIS EEZS ). AR TREIER ] 5 [BE
&1 FERXAS KA TP REE TP BOR A G R4 L — TR B — i U K AR, SRR R
FERJRH 44 BER BB A ELRESN , (H R R RCRAR(y = 0.092), 1 [ SRR | #5040 FEANE R 2 (] kE 5e
frpfy, RS (CEE S W 44 B R LR R R S S RE 1) D TE R ARSI, 9 ATE [ BB 8] SR AL i
FRUEBIRE, SRIMEIX AT, BT MBMA RSN S ZD R, M R — R S % —
FLBREE R RS, [ ] T R iR, 52, S ST SETH B (R 8 e ok
AR AL ARG BETERDUEEATE), RS Tk,

5.2. M CAC X a0M = i1ie

BT i R A VRN TR, UM% (cognition) - 1% B (affect) - 75/ (conation) A 48R R IR B
%, BRI ERSEBRAAAFRSERIETE . EINFIBY B, SR 1% B 32 BRI 2%
HAE G ARG SERMA R SIS ECE SR AR E . MM E)MAIREER. &
TH B3 SR 2% i R RE N LT SR BRI R 2 IS, (5 S i N B ik RELEE DA 11 155 SRR BB (A R ) o
175 IR I B PR TR FC R 9 55 P SR AR A8 T 256 DA B A N AR I8 ¥ L3NG DR IR [13], 2498 2 & 5 1% e £ HL5))
Joi s SRZ I SRR IR A R, A5 P 4 T M T PRI (R ), Emi I T R R S %
AR AR E M E SR, BRJEFEAERS), MRS HMRLATN.

MG - 518 - BN RIRKE L, T S0 i B R S B RE 77 AR SR IE TR S % b
FRFRI 2R AN, #R AL 2 3 2 5 R S % B R DGR 55 BT SO SR N i B O B R
AIRAEH 2 N, H TR 3 IE RIS BRSO N[ 7] 249 9 38 05 i RGBT 7 A2 1) DE TR %45 ) 2 s
(NI BL), 5 2 M Hb G ot L AR 17 S i R IR R R (1 R B ), 328 17 s M v 2 R S8 A 7o (R B
BrEL). 48R, B TAEI—~ 18—~ =Bk s ob, PR n [ ] tn] DB e sgma ou d i [ &3],
9 [) A 2 SIAIE PR 5 SR L3 BH i BT G (O ) 2 L5 1 RELEE VB (R BN BY) ¥ 2 3 BEAR 5 R i )
AR R, IR T4 A ) BB AT S B RS B, B A B K A s
[38], F=AERZU T AR R

WE, FHEGEAEH [ER] . THE] . [WWEE] & RN ] TS 2 ELS SR8,
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R, MRIEY

FEF R T NRUR A I EI ST, PR R, A RN JE AT N O . A Tk, R
TN RS BE M BAR AF N ¥, M TN (RIS S RTER . R BR . FISEiE) - (15
B (R - TEsh ] (WS M TR, DL+ T A% s sh i O 7 B b, IRl 678
P PRFAE AR R, CAUESEAHI TR AR S AT 471

SZORT A, i, @RERR, A HRRME. B, AUTFOHESLHNR S T RETIA B Xk,
G 5 KRS B 52 5, MONRIBRZ —5 ik, Blazhig /e Nt e B bs, LR Ras 8 eik—
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