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3.2.1 #AR#BE\ZAEA (TAM)

X TAM SEAT S5 R K 5, 45 5 1 7 55 10 45 0
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0.983, TLI=0.978, CFI=0.983), fiZ#l4&
8% (PGFI =0.659, PNFI =0.760, PCFI
=0.778). 15 B & % AIC (P B N
189. 909, /T4 AN AR A {EH 210. 000, H. [A] B /)N
TS BERAE 3151, 123) 1 BIC (3 5 A ()
325,145, /NTHR AL RIAE 640. 298, H.[A] B}
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Xf TPB AT S5 M K 4, &35 2R 7 455 Y A&
PIA B R, 4 PLA 88 (X° =44, 424,
df =29, P<{0.05, X*/df =1.532, RMSEA
=0.035, GFI=0.981, AGFI=0.964), #{H
PAHEE (NFI=0.981, RFI=0.970, IFI=
0.993, TLI=0.989, CFI=0.993)., 2l &
8% (PGFI =0.517, PNFI =0.633, PCFI
=0.640), 15 B 38 B AIC (B g #5 R (4 h
96. 424, /NFHANFLRIE 110. 000, H [F /N
TS BERIE 2 329.805) A BIC (FRISHEAUE N
202. 974, /NFARFIBL RIS 335. 394, H [A] B/
TS RIE 2 370. 786) 43k Bl AR fEKE . 7E
B 177, TPB Al LA B 0 3K B 52. 9% 11

TPB #3645 R

T, TEBERBOH B EMN T, K85, 2
Mg EAREN, 1 X mERAEREG R
=M 6),

3.2.3 Ryt x4 A2 (DTPB)

Xf DTPB #EAT 45t K 5, 45 R W, 2 x)
WA B (X =779.682, df = 375, P <
0.001, X*/df=2.079, RMSEA =0.049, GFI
=0.898, AGFI = 0.874) f£ ] $ % {5 F N,
GFI Ml AGFI W% T 0. 90 HE bRl ; MM E
8% (NFI = 0.900, RFI = 0.884, IFI =
0.945, TLI=0.936, CFI=0.945) {E4£5 i
Bl . AL REI {ERET 0. 90 FlEbrifE; & 294
4 48 ¥ (PGFI = 0.725, PNFI = 0.776,
PCFI=0.815) #1£ 0.50 LA b; 15 BHEH AIC
f 3 35 B R M S 959. 682, /N T <7 A5 AU (Y
7.829.267, fH K T A1 AL {H 930. 0005 BIC
(OB R U g 1 328. 508, /N T4 1 AR AU ()
2 835.605, H[FE/NF Al L BIAE 7 952. 209,
ERIFEBIEFEE MI (modification index) HEIT
FHEEEAR, DR B S AL A B ROR, &%
oM Sr A > B ] HetE L R, AP A
FpExF DTPB A8 1E. Ef@ B J1 i, DTPB
AR TR 44.1% M 2. W E
38. 80T 25, FAEAT I 55. 3% 1y 2 M
WK R 52. 0% M7 2. FEIAR REOIL R %
T, SR, 7 A migs A B EE, 3
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A
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(TAM-TPB)

X TAM-TPB #F 47 45 9 K 5, 45 R 2R,
s WA e B (X =1285.156, df =125, P<<
0.001, X*/df=2.281, RMSEA =0.054, GFI
=0.935, AGFI = 0.911) 1 ] £ % 5 H I,
RMSEA W+ 0.05; MEEBAIEE (NFI=
0.930, RFI = 0.915, IFI = 0.960, TLI =
0.950, CFI=10.959) ¥J8& F 0.90 H & #5 1
fRIZ A F8 % (PGFI=0.684, PNFI=0.760,
PCFI=0.784) ¥ T 0.50 HEhnifE; 5B 18
BAIC WIS BIARIE A 377,156, /N T2l 57 45
R 4 134,021, fH K F 1 F1 LAY 342. 0005
BIC ByHEHIRIE N 565. 667, /N T4 AR {E
1.042. 771, H[6) B/ g 57 85 B {H 4 207. 787,
[, AARIE 4 AR EAT AT v, B A JE X
TAM-TPB i#fT1& 1E., 7EfE % J)J7 1, TAM-TPB
Sl R T RN M 56.8% I 2. B E
35. 8 Y0 i Jr 22 AN 3K 7 J 51. 3% M 2. fEEK AR
AP EE W, SR8, 5 - e R
FREE, 2 FEmEEARLA BEE (B8,

B8 TAM-TPB#IEL R

3.3 HE&EBERLLE
3.3.1 XTHEAMESE
LB 38 B DEAG R 15 45 A AR AR 5 S PR AR AS 3L

i BB 75 AH B O Y AR AR, AT AR A 2 A
G AU ] — FEA B A ORI S R . X
T4 & A IRl 22 A Y dE i £ 8 B (non-nested
modeD) TiFH, Z MR {F BN (Akaike in-
formation criterion, AIC) F1 DI M- # {5 & 7 M
(Bayes information criterion, BIC) [k K HFZER
PE ;B (chi-square difference test) ¥ N &
B, AIC R BIC W] L [R] s ASU A 1455 78 )
A% BE LA ROZ AR5 B O R, B A
TR AR 2 R A R A, A5 AR BN,
TPB T TAM, TAM i T TAM-TPB,
TAM-TPB £ T DTPB (5 3).

[ A, At 0L A 5 Bt e B T A 1) A A
I 1), TAM Fl TPB (9 4 %5 81 & 48 %k, 1
{E AU 48 B 187 29 L5 48 8038 38 3 — e 2K
. Horh TPB & W48 £ 8 b L 5, DTPB Al
TAM-TPB 4% W 4§ $ ik F 7] £z 52 3 Fl H K38 43 4%
MR, FAR 4 A E BRI R S S PR B &
TR
3.3.2 XTHRAMEA

fife RE 1 R® 2 i v A AR TR I K O 2 A 3
MM EZEIE ., 5%, TAM, TPB, DTPB 5
TAM-TPB ¥R 7 W 3K 28 50 % DL 5 22,
— N AR S RY KT 40% M R, ULHH 4
AT G AT BT BT T 2 R B R A I 4%
L, H TPBE{LT TAM. DTPB. TAM-
TPB, Hk, 408 & 51 DTPB 764 M
%R 1B AL T TAM il TAM-TPB, 43 5l &5
T 9.7 8. 3AAES A, ULBIR M & EAA H
PE LB ) A e 2 A A 2 A X T 2 IR
B F D4 g S A B R AT VAL T R AT . TR
£ TAM Fl TAM-TPB Hg 0 5y B M 3 ff B 17 ek
HUA M S0 L R 2=, AT ULETE RS E
LN AL

®3 ZHEEBUSEILRER FWoIUEHELH

(X AIC BIC TAM TPB DTPB
TAM 189. 909 325.145 —
TPB 96. 424 202. 974 TPB —
DTPB 959. 682 1 328.508 TAM TPB
TAM-TPB 377.156 565. 667 TAM TPB TAM-TPB

E: AIC, BIC ¥ AR BRI, MAKER TS EDRGER

3.3.3 X THREAHKRZLBEZM
AR R BRI RN R AR H 2R 1 % R R 13 A9 5 )

R, H I MR i S R R RN R A
HA % it & X, TAM. TPB. DTPB 5
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professionals ” decisions to accept telemedicine

Research on Consumers’ Online Purchase Intention of Sporting Goods:
An Empirical Test Based on Four Competitive Models

ZHU Lianghao" ', YANG Jia®, ZHOU Bojun’, HAN Bin'

(1. Physical Education College, South-Central Minzu University, Wuhan 430074, China;
2. Physical Education Institute, Hunan University, Changsha 410082, China;
3. Graduate Faculty, Xi’an Physical Education University, Xi’an 710000, Chinaj;

4. Department of Basic Courses, Hubei Health Vocational College, Xianning 437011, China)

Abstract: With the rapid development of information technology, online shopping for sporting goods
has become the choice of more and more consumers. This study aims to construct the structure model
of consumers’ online purchase intention of sporting goods based on TAM, TPB, DTPB and TAM-
TPB and evaluate the applicability and merits of the structure model, so as to provide theoretical ref-
erence support for the model selection problem in the future. The structural equation model (SEM) is
used to analyze 445 valid sample data, and the study finds that TPB is superior to TAM, TAM-TPB
and DTPB in terms of model fit and parsimony. In terms of model interpretative ability, the four
competitive models are almost the same, and TPB is slightly better than other in purchase intention,
but DTPB is better than TAM and TAM-TPB in attitude. From the perspective of the path coefficient
and its significance, attitude is the most important influencing variable on purchase intention. The
significant relationship between perceived ease of use and perceived usefulness, perceived usefulness
and attitude, attitude and purchase intention are highly stable under different models. After compre-
hensive consideration, it is believed that TPB is the most appropriate for analyzing consumers’ online
purchase intentions for sporting goods.

Key words: sporting goods; online purchase intention; TAM; TPB; DTPB



