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Continuance of Health Data Upload System : The School

Nurses’ Evaluation of Perceived Quality, Satisfaction and Value

Student : Yu-Chiao Teng  Advisors : Dr. Ming-Chien
Hung

Departmant of Information Management The Graduated
Program Nan-Hua University

ABSTRACT

With the advances in technology and the rise of people’s health-
conscious nowadays, our government has been paying more attention to
students’ physical and mental status and promoting the activities of
students’ heath development proactively. In the past, students’ health
check-up reports were managed by paper, which is inefficient and
environmentally unfriendly. And the government cannot get the health data
precisely. With a National Student Health Data Information System, the
nursing staffs (or man in charge) in K-12 schools can upload the students’
health examination data every school year. By statistical analysis of these
data, the schools and the government can understand the health status of
students in the country efficiently.This study used the user experience,
statistics and service provided by the team of this project to conduct a
questionnaire survey to understand the influence on user’s satisfaction,
expectations and reuse intention of this system. Based on the analysis of
262 valid responses to the questionnaires, the results show that after
using this system, the most of the users have highly positive response and
retention rate for this system.

Keyword : Expectation Confirmation, Information Quality, Satisfaction,
Service Quality, System Quality
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% #1135 B % (Behavior-behavior relationship)  f& T3 FLEL @ * 7 5
nIE B2 f2 > 5 0 Hsu et al.(2004)3% 7 3+ % 7 5 32 % (Theory of
Planned Behavior; TPB) ~ # # 4% % $i£3¢ (Technology Acceptance Model;
TAM)# 3§ B0 S 4L o I 50 o o ROA 7 5 » 1 R (7 5 L
BN e TARBFER Y (TLEAREF LN > @ R
WA AR AR AR SR # 3R % o Kim & Malhotra

sz

(2005)8e - R, % At Rdnede S B RS kB E R Y T4 EE s o

LS

L

Hini ROA T AP Fidy I Rbp 2|8 o X B o oo B 1B 1
§eni * {7 5 o Bhattacherjee (2001) R 3% 5 ROA 2 f#f 330 4 SLdF
LRI ARG E 0 i R L2 o WG AT
PR B hi A e B ER A jﬂz {7 5 0 T 12 Oliver(1980)=8p
% * FEi32 3% (Expectation Disconfirmation Theory; EDT)( % B] 2-3-1) &
AAHEDFREFTN ARFERY DI RN - FRIHES
(Expectation Confirmation Model; ECM) ( %] 2-3-2) -

Liao et al.(2009):% 5 ECM #* ROA 7 t.= B:IZ 48 B o 1
TAM 5 6] » TAM 824k * ks s g > & TAM 33
Wk B EP S gl ECM RIRF £ 0 3£ I e ® o hogs
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Wier g LB s by S TAMGRA (7570 B
T BECM Pl v i dd B RLT A BREERILAE
AA B3R s Bl TAM s * B b *» B A B A kP

W

BERREEL» BN A BRAN LS ET FRPMIE 2 HF
HAHPE - R R REREREEFL L o Aa ECM A0

R/ mE S AHR & mILM R o B3 RREAR Y Y FE

cErA A Sl R E PR o P EFE LA AR Y B oA F e
Bk BLid * {8 o Premkumar & Bhattacherjee(2008) 3% % ROA 2 ECM
02 % A -EDT £ F>0 7 e 5 ROA E B  & — A — 7 5
(Beliefs—Attitudes—Behavior) & # > EDT A] £ f 4 # — 2 fEst—id &

(Expectation-Disconfirmation—Satisfaction)& # » * ROA &# 5 #i3

(Static model)m EDT &_J* 42 #-5% (Process model) ©
EDT % Fal4gs 4% RFEHY 7 —‘F'T#?ﬁ%fﬁi%l 7 % P o
Bhattacherjee(2001) & ** 8 & ¢ i & K g n R AT A
3Rl > F]ph 3t 2001 & I gudrg * fA-EDT i3 5 ECM > *
4 ﬁ":ﬁ g ‘E;’%—K% A i%‘ﬁfﬁ # Flj”‘}_.‘% % mr'ﬂ;,gft'lp 4 o jjub ECM = =5 #
* —‘ﬁ‘g Lt mcn Al FRELSR Y T Lo %Ry TR
SR R E R G TR e T R R
: ET i PR FE S H BRI R RE B SHRLE R AR
T L HBRTE R M R R TR s
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F 2-3-1 9 3 FEseilih
7R % ik ¢ Oliver(1980)

Bl 2-3-2 ~ # Frn st
F L kiR : Bhattacherjee(2001)

etal,2004) : (DEDT £ & % %23 § 155 B %% > ECM | =L
LECEEO AR EPED ¥ SEMDERL AR KPIE (QEDT
P Ew ) Fa F 8 F o Ra ECM R A T & i F

(3)ECM EAK fs erdp j—'ﬂ;u pu‘rf'}i * r’} KT o 'm_? EDT p;u:‘* #p Fe

B2 2R ECM € EDT 2 sz Ko e -ﬁ 3 = B 7 e i > (Hayashi
7

e o ¢ ¥ 7 Fesi(Disconfirmation) (Oliver, 1977; 1980; 1981)
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ot s R O TR 00T s G0 AR L RS RIE Bk g o
Horxamek - B4 A ¥ (Oliver & Desarbo, 1988) » g+ #h 37 5 & %
FRYEE BB F R S Fna s vk F € T
€87 % LB (Oliver, 1980) - JFR 4 52inie ¥ 3 5 W (A AT
Wk AL ehdE R T B AT * 1 %Rl £ (Bhattacherjee, 2001) -
Bhattacherjee (2001) /343 * (23 # B F X HHFH HE L R Dir
# o A 2001 # Bhattacherjee #% 1! ECM 17 % » ECM & B 4% % &k & 47
Fa ke dR it Ra B g ~dg 2 ECM 4 £ 7 B eiids 4
(Pl4radr * BB A R)D LR T ADELFRFERG PEE
P IR AT AAFER T b enfafld 2 B U (Hung et al,

2011; Hsieh et al., 2014) -
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F3 R
WFE R TR A Ak R R
(Bhattacherjee, 2001; Hung et al., 2011) » F]p¢t p 2001 & ECM 4%
Bhattacherjee #% 1102 3k » FLEIFF i ¥ Lenfp BT g ¢ S HE o vk

%“mﬁ%ié PRl R SRF ARG TR 1 T A R D
i

~

ARE D T S BRGRAL FERGEIE AL TR ER
oo PEJEHafe s e BF A i o 2 r A
W TEs AR EFRFEFN Bk TR S@H A H
2o GEHR FORLBEAL K ALE A L MR BTG PR e B RGE TR ER Re AR
ool iad + B0 B B FIR N AR A B g i R dodic
Voo BHEE A2 RERABERBEDTHREFT > A o g
AR NGER RPN RS AR AR R ERBE NSRRI T
Mo FORPR-FI TR G &R F 4 REE WGBSR 0 R v & D

EFga AR A B gl 2 oo S B R }%"ﬁ ECM =h3 i

cA S B N FHAS A i A g B R AT A K R
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Z PPN R o B ds % e B (Malhotra et al., 2008) 0 #% 4o Kim(2009) #++
TR IR AR LS ARE AR R e B e
AR IR Ko AN bt #P“uwg¢mw$&§ﬁiwm
FRA PSSR FE gy SHIS @54 ik Tl H % ¥ %
& ECM #53% k 445 SHIS e ifife * &> 0 S f - B 15 & KA 4o
ECM $# 5@ * »cy cnfafa 4 o A3 001 4% 277 5 R
Yol 3-1-1 07 7 24 > HAp B chipside o™

EX
Object-based Attitudes Behavioral Beliefs ~ Behavioral Attitudes, ‘Behavioral Intentim;

Bl 3-1-1 ~ 7 % 7 1 ¥l
p DeLone & McLean(1992,2003)#% 4! 330 & So= 7 #o38 0 % » 2

& 5E >

FAEL B SRR FAIT R AR BB TE g EON TR
JRAPHG L 2 A BTG (FRET ~ FRST RIS S s
LREE AR Y i B FF o Bt = A R G R R OM e d
W3S T g F e E (Yu et al, 2014) » #5433 Kim(1989):=
BARATN LB RBE MTARBLRFAPROLER
(object-based attitudes) ® 1 SHIS fhF s & & 5 £RI¥H % - Flp
SHIS e ¢ » #F75 K

Hi:SHIS ehFR & § B BEREDfF + G52 @R FTHEPFH LA
B2 FTELR -
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3¢ SHIS 7,4 3L 578 g %‘3 EIWEE B E 4 %ﬁ?«f R S
J}:& l—t-7 Ibm,% ‘&}i

: SHIS rR7x& 5 ¢ R RGEIREr + B8 2 i TP %
Bz FANBELR -

g;%&?ﬁaﬁEmA¢$@%@’ipfiﬂiﬁﬁwﬁﬁ
#atEt {7 P ¥ Rocaetal.(2006) 35 7 i LT A&~  mET
BAJRIEET O ZH Y gRTRY FHTR sl R R AR o
Fitaraid| ek a 7 0 Koo et al.(2011)# I eh -7 ¢ & F 0 58
i@ g 7 sl o Cheng(2014) 8 S =& Y s 1 2
FUEREAR AT ERR ’%ﬁlﬁa"/f’liﬂ’r%%‘rﬂéﬁiﬁﬁﬂ
Sy REEREA R ol FRRRE T T AT A s
F T AR
Ho ! SHIS enFAEH ¢ BT REWF + BF 24 i TR #F
BE RS o

4t SHIS h i L f ¢ G REEEr L B 4 i FRPE &
AE RS o
6! SHIS erR7x 5 ¢ B B E RELfT + G5 4 (s TR pFen) &

AT LTS ©

A Bhattacherjee ** 2001 & #% 71 ECM * 25 F ¢ * F‘i% Tk tien
Hp F El‘-g\.xg‘a/ ‘F’”’J‘L"F PMERI R T EM %’zﬂﬁ'w,, KuendF
Fer L Ko 4218 1400 2 gt 3 31 % # %% ECM
4] (Hung et al., 2011; Hsieh et al., 2014)  r&4335 Kim(1989):= B 7
FeoFa B L AR AFIARBLRG AP ROERE
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SHIS snfF % L & 5 £ R % o Flut & SHIS i ? » 2 7 iR
B
Hy @ 8 R0 7 5t SHIS end)p (Frasn ¢ 800 + B8 4 g TR pr
GEER B FMBLR

0t B RGEREE 4 SHIS ehf) Frning B8 E + 354 R FREYH
ARz AT WMo
His: 8 42378 7 4 SHIS eimadrd * B B FH + B8 4 gig TP
TR R R

15t FRGEILET 4 SHIS chig * L R g M FH Y 952 i ¥
FLEDE, o
Hi7: 8 2 EF 4 SHIS cnsy * (¢ B H Y T R
FLehg e e

Spreng et al. (1996) T & A %4 & & L4 B 127% & A& (attribute

satisfaction) 2 T B R, A2 » B¢ BRELR LA S & LA i)
TR AEM ARG 2 4 B RGBamEE - Kang & Lee(2010): 5 F

WHLARAEEPRAUNPER R BLAMLF S OB AR ¥ F

WH LA EREFE LG AT ¥ 1 Mudambi & Schuff(2010) R 4
dMinaed P F AR RERRaR E o AR EEAE TG A4
(given)- J& {7 (received) 2= A& & & JR 7% 5% % e 48 12 3% & (Zeithaml,
1%&’%§§ﬁ%gﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁﬂjj@%i%ﬁ?ﬂi
SHIS(H 1) » # % % %36 SHIS EFH 4 iz e 5% T > 7

v

AT IS
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8! SHIS snFTH R R € B BT EEim P 35 4 i TR

Pl I’ e
E3adl- BT

Fetscherin & Lattemann(2008)3% & & * - ¥4 5 de 3 cnfg & -1

’ 2

B 5 RS A et P M o 4 890 Kim(1989)3 5 ;

LET VAT &EE G % & K& (object-based attitudes) & H_i¢ * o

% Suenfi & (behavioral attitudes) o o 3t @ # —‘F*f SRR LE D

Al EHF LT ok L FRE Remnde B B

F 5 G S8 A - Kang & Lee(2010):8 5 T30 A € $3n40)
=

LRt E’é"""'?]w;jk/%,g)it A2 RGN R T ARG
Bk 4T

9t SHIS HhEA BT AR ¢ FEFTIGERFF ! BF 2 i TP anRd

ﬁj‘["’ﬁ # :’“_}_ o

Tang & Chiang(2010):% i ;24 en & % B 4r ECM 305% f2.6h
R oaEa 4 By %ﬁm:t&g BB A anuey E o

AR AR B B HEERYBRLREZ B ORY L o
Day(2002) R 3% & B 4 cigaseiy @2 8 Fehwt i o @ gt 3 FAalmi/
FERRIS M4t * F s L 2 7 8 L g+ B8 o Lin et al.(2012)R] 5 £
BOEHCYE ECM k34 Rty S AF] R 2 R iR * 5
fERA 5 FIR AT R

i NS

”gx*i

Hio: & 030 7 5t SHIS endp (Frasn ¢ 5800 + B8 4 g T

7

> /30
NI x% (A

-

B N VDS N D S N
)I&,z‘ B L& SLm

B 4 @ B 4 £ F) @ BR0S A ehBEE 7 5 o Mudambi & Schuff(2010)

Chu & Lu(2007):z4rehil & § 46 % indrent »
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v

W RGP AL EAY AT R ALY KR LAy
®(GRerel F) @ Zhou & Lu(2011)4; ! 3airan®y & § ¥ & * 4 o
%% A > Hoetal(2013)R3n 5 tireniy B F ¢ R § & ahis i
FPREPEEFT e AmBIEEY jié‘i?%@'f%?ﬂrﬁw S
g RERY BARE RO B @ f Foanuw B g e R
B % {8 4 i * (Kim, 2012;Tang & Chiang, 2010; Yu et al.,

2014) « Fpt > AT G B D AR b
Hio: S 44t SHIS iy * (2 ¢ P FH + @ F 4 i TR
el i o

130 B GETEEF 4 SHIS cgiariy @ ¢ 8 H B 5 4 i T Ea
N
Hio: & £ 74t SHIS ernir il E ¢ B FE g 35 4 i T

N - I
R, W o
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Boow s WP IFA UK

R RE LT RS R AP RN ] Bl H R

Ho2 P (T4 LK AT

-~ ?—%‘%r\%%‘r

Delone & Mclean(1992,2003) 335 it 4 2% L ikt fr ¥ = AF
FF R AT L R B ¢ SR TR A
R PR ARE S 2R BT B K03 LT R A
iz 4% Delone & Mclean 73 3k > ¥ & SHIS ehF R S H 2 4 T
PrEAFHTRER PR ERFTEDRESE RO UT R

(4Rt 8 A 47
Q: AV L 2 §4 ik TR D A

Q: AW BFS FREFPFEIET FE D

Q: AEFAMEFTA LANF A R TRAITHRE LG 5 Bz

Q:AMmATI? BAEFR A BATREL GRFHIL >

—

T AR ETe X A SRivarn B FeRaade S
f& (Hoetal. » 2013 ) @ & sienffglid * 8 F g i@ 75‘ g i~ 2
T 2B Tred s BPBARIFHRY R R > ey
SHIS x5/t — R~ 3 %M AL B TR 2 4T
P ERER R EE R I AT

?

>

<
gh‘(

C,

Q: Eins B2 BTN AR EANF > HER KD * e

\'.'
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PRARE TS 5 @2 BN 5 o a AN RIRIBF R Y &
al,1990) " &8 | 2 $£4 5920 1980 # B 4od8 B > Aci £ 83 £ 441
TEWP AEFTERFEY RS IEGFRE(REY - 28
2007) ° B4 o WEF LA R 0 RIS A2 P 0 Y IRAE
T R ZF Y P ER A P TRET A ST X
BRI Bl k3 RN TIRIFESETFAY « AL U E
BEERAR 2 2 FkyEA B SR SHIRBETHYE @
B PR BARE BER2 SRR o R DA M
TR I AeT
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JF

v 2m Y

PARGP

o4

© SHIS JRAx A B (4@ BJR) 13 & 57 A 24F

2@ X

DAL AL AR EETR A RGI B R D

c

DA n A SHIS BIFf 2.7 4 3l 7 MR
PAGL G SHIS Bk b cnE RS T AL eh
DAR Y B A R TN K SIRIANGSR AT D
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T FRBLA

RFELAFEF TR FRLARMETRY FH2 R ¥ {
Bl 7 % ¥ % F(Kangetal., 2010;Leecetal.,2009a; Wangetal.,, 2004 )
?;Jﬁ Kim (1989) # 31 » B & B4l & * Jﬁ m ¥ RS R T
RERETG OBAR o AT AR FEFRERF
SHIS # 4 + 1 { 3782 it Tk » 2T Z4pM 5 ¢

N

Qi A$HEH 2 BEE TR 4 REF AT R IE D

Q: AHHE S BTN 4 BB FTR B &
Q: A$HH 2 BT B PT AR I 5
Qi fFHA G APUS LRSS B TRk BT R

Bhattacherjee (2001 ) 45 1 i& * H ALK € L e B P
+qumMa;,g@ﬂﬁ$gﬂx@%w$w,§;&iﬁﬁ{
PaAEERFRORY FH AR DORLY FER LR F
Pk B @ K Bl s P AL R T S AR AR 0 Rk
TR F AT IRk e 247 7 2 Bhattacherjee G2 5 A#
31 SHIS i LA T v 7 »ade 2 R RKyel A 30 54 B G
B0 2 g hx T s BB Hirs ?q‘z:}l»? FE W F B R R F A

REFFRF AR TR A AR R EER AT

Q: % F2 kTR L ANGHI AR LIFY ek @4

Qi 84 GER Tk BT g K IR AR R AR chk (9
Q: FA A = > SHIS %54 % 84 2 I F ehi T L agin s

29



G U

2 F,\_;f\_"x 1B

Kuo et al. (2009 ) #£3t =+ #4c EPRIF PRI HF ~ suarip &~ f
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A

,T};?g% G r A P E (ARFTHR ARG ity 7§
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Bhattacherjee (2001 ) en3 30 & sLi * F B ® & | @ * i‘#,iifé%f e
G2 LR KA R EE B RR T ] S pefaf
BLREEFRY LRIF RS Ay B oA AR
SHIS 43iféz BRAAEIEG » B *Z 4B B3 i“* 3% A

RSO F R LB R F R R T R R A R

N

3 @
Q : A ¥ SHIS B Ff 73k B e PRIF % £, 0
Q:A%uE SHIS MFfe 5 $h 7 TR @ap b PR A%
Q : SHIS B F§ #1#% & crp B PRAZ 2 R A i Hp

1 SREREFTHLF BEEN

7L »* Bhattacherjee ¥2 Delone & Mclean % & —‘F'i‘ F# A2 BA A
O T AR A S PRI Lk RARR R T S
LAY A SN % P2 £ Bl (Anderson and Sullivan > 1993 )
MR A IFE R 2 AT T dpdio i —*11%:@%??% T L BAR
s PRk SLis m R R Flauk £ & P14 2 (Hsu &Lu, 2004; Lin
et al., 2005) » x4k 00T R IE e R H Jga!éf%“ & * SHIS 4 %2
T B

Q:F7Fmpe daagg  ARIMeFFrrr T EETH 0
e

Q: BAry Meagd > N 2 L i 4 R T kA

%321 F e RARY
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SHIS ,erﬁ B2 Tl Delone &
3 BT R Fﬂ\x;\%ﬁpf“ elone
PR o ‘ Mclean(1992) -
m"by}_'ri ’ I]ﬁ ‘ﬂ)\%ig;_m

‘ , Lee etal. (2002)
R RGEER R -

SHIS 4 52/ 6 — IR~ 5 % o
s AR L s F i fE TR % | Helmetal. (2005)
P rHIE LR

;pﬁﬂﬁ4ﬁ% A5 % s
TR W@*W%ﬁﬁkﬁ Zhao etal. (2012) -
F1~ w3 2 PRIR BERPR | Pittetal. (1995)

jl”rr%fr 2R o

PRI

FRL FarrEl R
* SHIS & $ufé » & Sde B2 'F]“
MERR &a BERY K

®* LR e

FaBLR Kang & Lee (2010)

%5 h* SHIS finlt @
B2 BRBREH @G B kA
ZY o RRFR Y AR
FE B

B Frrl Bhattacherjee (2001)

i K r SHIS ki
B2 PRFEEZ AT _*F]z i A ek
LSRR R =

e ﬁvggfrf}; 7 o
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Bhattacherjee (2001 )
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FZ o~ B EREWRER

AEY R L RO B A B £ enE £ X 45 SHIS
hF RS U BERE S B TR AR TR E R
Abdinnour-Helm et al.(2005) % & & % ~ JRi*+ 55 [ $% p Zhao et
al.(2012)#& 11 g £ ~ TR AL R OFFE P~ p Kang & Lee(2010):2 3%
g £~ A gl E £ 4 Kuoetal (2009)#7% B chE £ ~ 34
PP ERER R BIAECNEFEFRYPERERR
Bhattacherjee(2001)% B eng £ ol P £ A T U E HF 5T & 53 F5 3 0
Sl

AR B R AR TGF T > &K ->% i (Pretest)->
FPI(Pilot Test)>& 3B 5 o A3 H 2 2 @R T E LD 28T R
EEEF AR RFRA AR Fl e B2 MR TR RE
ME P2 EZROFPAFTOLREFIRASE F‘J‘!'f i i
PR Ayt | o A BB s RS 20 0 AP HELR A
s %ﬁ-f’ HFF B B KRR B2 F 2 lﬁ%ﬁ«“ﬂﬁiﬁmw
FHRABEARR HF 2N 28T #. (Likert Scale ) » & %

rﬁ#%F%JJ%F%JxﬁﬁiJJF%Jxﬁﬁkiu’@ﬁﬁ

PT BEEEALSGLET 1523545 4 c AT Z AT EP 4o

- Pé‘/EJFF \z}% E*{%%EHW‘H‘%‘/PJ& 'lj‘”ﬂj\ﬁfﬁ;@.f‘??%ﬁ ’ \zé‘
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FEEEFRPIA o B S Ao & 3-3-1 & 3-3-2 2 & 3-3-

3o
S DAREMAEA

AFEFERNFEANEAARLEEFAE AEAHE R 540 104 8
ERFIRETAFAY LB BT RIE BT LI FRiED £
PRFECR o R SR AIT R PR AR S L moRR S KX W el

¥ 52620 0 B 5 okt hwHed 5 59.95% -

# 3-3-1 ~ R F £ 2. KMO £ Bartlett #& % %

& KMO £ Bartlett # <_
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k i *7 % .839
ey o ¥ #c Barlett Z£ 254 2_ i+ A pe | 194.858
s fd R 6
R .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k i *7 |4 814
Yo % #c Barlett 2% 2546 2 i+ 3 e pe | 298.636
AT oA 15
Myl .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k g *7 |+ .840
.  #c Barlett 2k 254 = v+ 3 s pe | 308.077
ey | BE P = éﬁg s
Myl .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k 1§ *7 4 797
7 ¥ #c Barlett 3% 254 2_ T+ A pe | 384.763
mEL R pd i 6
RE .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k 1§ *7 4 703
0 R ¥ #c Barlett Z£ 254 2_ T+ —’ A fie 90.489
pd i 3
RE .000
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Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k 1§ *7 4 .692
¥ #c Barlett Z£ 25 2_ T+ = e pe | 101.929
pd R 3
B¥i .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~ #k i *7 |4 785
+ #c Barlett 2% 246 2_ i+ > e pe | 203.328
pd R 6
AR .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~ #k i *7 % .658
+ #c Barlett 2% 2546 2_ IV S A i 94.323
pdR 3
S .000
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+ #c Barlett 3£ 2546 2_ T+ 2 AR 73.552
pdR 3
S .000
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20332 B K 2 R A TR R

. o ¥ & Fphis T3 f =g Cronbache
L e b PEE [ PREEE%] o
AOL | A 3n™ 2 B4 g TR ehl fafd 0.903
ey |A02 [ AGnG ) @2 B g FRF LR ET GE D 0.909
POTAO3 [ AE H A BT AE A R A A 474 A £ B L2 | 0.873 | 3.081 77.026 899
=¥ Rl BB TR AL AR TR ER AR 2o
Ab4 GLE 4 R TN it B 73 7 152 4 BB 0.824
BO1 a,;:m FARETA o) 3o HERAVE5 v 0.806
B02 | [§7%s 2 if% P s e g 0 HER S VA 0.828
ek | BO3 | FARETR L SORT HAG AR - A3 & 08471 5 951 65.843 894
| B0 | E4@EEFRAELE x% * e 0.885
BO5 | &7 1B EE 4 R Tk i 2B E R 0.766
BO6 |5 2 B Tk seenF gifﬁmg —‘r‘r 0.727
COl [#3n5 pe 2P ABMBEGHcERA R . )3T ahs 0871
CO2 |#Azipe B4R TN keI & F L3 o 0.712
JRFE5 | CO3 *\Ezn SHIS @r};ﬁ —«‘U%Tﬁ%ﬁ ﬁ[ﬁ;]r,t/;ﬂ 0.893| . oo 66.503 200
B | C04 | #:n s SHIS BIFf# & en g pJREH 245 eh 0.850
CO5 | 2\ * 83 B Tk RIRFEchig % 87 45 ch 0.731
C06 | #3x 5 SHIS B} mﬁ’f%ﬁPiﬁm?fkrﬁ ¢ 0.823
DOl | A¥EEF 2 R T : ffu@%ﬁﬁﬂ@; T i% & 0.847
?ﬁ%m D02 | A E 4 EE T .fiuzéﬁmp B IEE S 0956 | .0 01746 01
ALA | D03 | AEHAE D R TR RS ST R 25 0.957
D04 | R m = o 2 ,%* *““ﬁ’ 4 RERE T E SEB DT 0.850
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% 3-3-2 ERIR K 2 R A1 % ()

1% Eghis T3 g
i A8 J % 2 D g /, _
o | AR FlE e N7 i | BaE | RESEE% Cronbacheyer
EOl | @& % 5 4 g 33 % SLenig s b 2N R L o3 ek 19 4% 0.897
Hy & 4R T AR R ok Bl SR A arIg P ek (B 4 :
P/. E02 | & 4 i p‘/? Lt PR TR K ? ,,‘%7) FEH Rk FHF | 0.823 5933 24408 927
FET FHa 2o AR FA R TN LA T R EFEIR
E03 | %7 0.866
FF;\L
I B4 ¢il » AT % RS skl e
FO1 BHE BRTEDET AR KN e 0.866
@ nti{m &
s Ar VB ER O 2 R A R T2 4 s
" 3 F02 %* e a FLERTR 1o 0.905 2.261 75.374 .832
e PR32
FO3 T H v B2 e TR E Ik (T A R ) AR 0.833
Tt KT IR EE A R T AR ‘
GOl | " B Ak F s e AF 3 Al b @ 0.778
A 2 | P EA EE TN A B AHE Y R AR (T 0.915
J-F . GO | g iL f—-j %, 4z /P s %‘J-g % = '/_:g 32 I 3041 76014 895
Bt GO3 | @ F AR T SRR 4 ik g I gty 0.899
GO4 | FHEm = » B4 B T 4 Aﬂu\ 24 % 0.889
45 o | HOL | 345t SHIS BIFf 3% i chhiis £k 1, en 0.777
| ” —
%3 }21 HO2 | #%33 % SHIS BlFj e = 3 07 Tkt b @ 4p B PR A% 0.870 | 2.207 73.571 .819
B THO3 | SHIS BIFf #1748 i chdp B IRAE © i3t 2 chif 3 0.920
M| 01 [EToup e LLm’éai\xaklyﬁlrﬁ’&,’iﬁI%?g‘;l}i—ﬁﬁ‘:IL,J | 0.825
B AN E R B A R T kA 2 4 e .
F %; 02 | #AFw#EARYFLEEF il Ak £ i 0698 | 979 65.670 748
“é_ﬁl , | 103 | BArT s AN e A LR FAEEFTR LR 0.896
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Forod o TR 2

MR ML T EHE® 32 4k SPSS for Windows 20.0
WA R (TACH MBI A4S~ 2R A 295 R A 492 Visual PLS1.04

& 7R A AT o e TR

AP EHE T RBEEFT R RER DL MAERT R
RBHEE SRR G AL MM AL > i P R B A P
Rl A AL

1. % A

Flg o7 A1 8B > R EF #»"Fﬂvﬁ‘ ( datareduction ) v

AL@ B (data summarization) ef i = 2 > BT F ROk Er

Pt ek ] Rl BB 2 R8T L FlR 0 Makrc (2011) 4p

»ef (validity) ipl & cht /adt > dpiRlse st 2 @ Rl R 1 i

FRIEEATIERIE AL ARR 0 - BF BRFH DS B KRG

» % B2 4 duz R (construct validity ) » 7= g AR E

FIo2 L e R AR E BT 2R EFH R

% 45 (3 %325 2002)

2. ERA

z B (Reliability ) 2 Bl & % % «»¥ &1+ ( Trustworthiness ) ~ —

3 1 (Consistencyconsistency ) £ #& % % ( Stabilitystability ) ( =&

Feo2011)e EREUEFESIREE S L AH D LA EAB

Koo 22 388 4 ehis B 4 % > Cronbach’so #3203 1 2 B> -
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BB o REET A3 0.65~07 2B 5 B EXE F]3 035

I3 B R S g (4R 2012)
3. BHHS A

| T > ;2 (Partial Least Squares ; PLS) # 5 448 5 F L
WHeh- Ay A 2LE G R FERY RS LB (Hulland >
1999 ) - PLS ﬂ*wﬁrf}? B XL =i B ip?/’a\’f‘r R iB TIERIFFE 7
10y DT R EEY o A TR IR E R EIE R T A4
B MEH o R EAREZ TR AR BEmA R

to & € ARIE 35 & 47 72 % 22 K (nomological network validity) £9{7

BB E T ?‘)I* A EED %"ﬁ 27 B¢ g (Marcoulides et al., 2009)
e g iT#E K PLS EE 7 FAEE mf% ZEAR BT R AT
T ¢ 7 S E WG ORI R M R 2 2 R K F] iRl
AR BT F AT - MBI B B R A TS A 45 (path
analysis ) en¥iz 4 i o v b g SRl 0300 2 LG AT 2
‘3‘;5##%3’,_‘1'1 ( Chin & Newsted > 1999 ) o
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Fr R~ FrEELA

-

AFEE 1T B2 AR SPSS i 7B B w el ik A iR A 1T

SRS G Bl E - B AR EEAL AATREFAERER

\

B

IR BREFE T RALG AT F 2 &5 B E R A

B D] B SR A 4 -
%‘FP‘ *id\éﬂ\? VA ?V)J‘A\‘%ﬁ—
AR S EHE BT FREm L | 2 2 E kPR R
@% @Jspgﬁ *\Ejmﬁ: "5#7#’;" KAR gxif’r’)}‘%{,u 104§ﬁ)§§
LB

AEEFTMAAFY 24X REFF S HRAZ e B E R 437 o
Btk @R £ 175 5 R HF 22k 3 5 262 6 0 B 4§ ik 4w e
% 59.959 o

Plge AR AT e EBF RS B BRI DL R e
BoEMCBU KTRECRBEFT R OHK(RY JRET) .
:%E: o
-~ FIRETHEAASR

1. E%?&%%

AFTABRBRATE > 1104 &# 2454 EREFY SH 2

§LRREN A 0 ERD B e d 4141 AT o

2. ERARH

AFTRAEABRALEN G S i%ﬁ§@ﬁ~mﬁ&7ﬂ%

FRLFRARE 14 P AR KRR A 0 A UF RS 2T
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BBk AN (F)31 BEL; P A B KPS
s S ey

3. oA REmRE

PHRIIBEBA 19 3 305 )

LRI (F)I8 FL o B A Rk Aok 412 HrF o

3

#

AFTHAR AL RAERLE L R EB RS R L
B2 ERORPEL |2 AR TR b S RE 2 ¥

CAS S REETES S 3A RIS FHORE SR 6 AP R 2
B - IR et B & 3 60960 2k dod 4-1-3 87 4 4-1-4 #5 7 o

&),

 4-1-1 ~ EBE jade gh gt &

FRET | Bk [ gAe | wkps | EAE | G40
A1ET 3 1.15% | &% 21 8.02%
RSO 3 1.15% | £&% 8 3.05%
s 2 0.76% | c@ 9 37 14.12%
Nk 13 496% | B 24 9.16%
Erp 4 1.53% | & 4 & 10 3.82%
370 Bh 19 725% | ¥ ik 4 1.53%
&R 11 420% | TEEm 10 3.82%
B 31 11.83% | & %% 10 3.82%
3 H 2k 10 3.82% | E 1 0.38%
3 21 12.65% | & Mg: 3 1.15%
2 it 15 573% | ik 2 0.76%

A BCE 2 1 262 T £ 1 100%
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% 4-1-2 ~ B R RT £

CRcE R £ 4 Ty
2K 60
B 28
© A B R Jéi_ii:r’g“ 27
31 55(% )00 5 16
B e R 16
EHER 0
Hw 2
B -] 19
ki 18
i3 g ¥ 3
¢ 2 F i =t 2

19~30 7L w °F

YRR 3
=P E R 0
H i 0
B ] 25
2k 19
A B 4 4 %f" 19
18 F1(5 )11 ® 42
FE®BE 11
LB R 0
Hw 0

T FRRA F G 2~3 BE 4] A R AL MY o

42




% 4-1-3

N VA ""J—%

./L»F

B v};{ j&ja';; —F'l- AR

18 259 98.85%

I P A 3 1.15%

£t 262 100%

% 4-1-4~ 4 B Al szt 4

LR o~ dikc B A

1 i~ 161 61.45%

2 95 36.26%

3 (%)L 6 2.29%

£zt 262 100%

4, E#

AFTALEARETE > BRI A IR EAL LS

CRE T
563 4 ~62 4% 2405% ~23.66% ; m A AAPN P& 6] o2
EIKPEAR

53640 Ao H 5 46~50 0 H A BcE L A bl

HE% 4ok 4-1-5 997 o

5. 2w
AFETHAEATHE TR AEE3 A R A A L15% >

Mo A FF 259 A 0 ik 98.85% 0 FlAr & 4-1-6 o
6. 7R

AET AR ATHAKRTAER S 6 S5 L
R 38 4 bt G5 14.34%

B AL 68 4 0t b %
25.66%; + B 151 & > 1t 6| 5 56.98% ;
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#1445t 55 1.51%; #

fo 4 A St B A 1.51% 0 11 =% gg’}ﬁ_'ﬁ

Wdeg bl TR RZEFE R 0 Ard 41T BPHAT
% 4-1-5~ #8524
# % s F A
25 ()0 T 1 0.38%
26~30 f& 13 4.96%
31~35 j& 36 13.74%
3640 & 63 24.05%
41~45 % 55 20.99%
46~50 fx 62 23.66%
51~55 f& 28 10.69%
5660 f 4 1.53%
61 (7)1t 0 0.00%
&3 262 100%
Fo 4-1-6 ~ [ H] 54
125l i 7 A
i 3 1.15%
- 259 98.85%
£ 262 100%
% 4-1-7~ /7 AR 4
Ky AR ¥ A 7 A
i 68 25.95%
~ 7 151 57.63%
A= 38 14.50%
[l 1 0.38%
# 4 1.53%
&3t 262 100%
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7. JRIREF

%F“ﬂﬁﬁ%?%LQ%E%*%*?&E&E%iE?W
Koo BV ORIAEF AT E X E 1641% 0 5B AEP TR F A
FoRAT R R FRLEDRYE R TG ATEEIL A | AR
FEEBZRPELR A A SR Aok 4-1-8 97T o

% 4-1-8 ~ RAFE F st 4

JRIRE F t* » ¥k R
| &1 43 16.41%
1~2 # 29 11.07%
34 & 38 14.50%
5~6 & 21 8.02%
78 & 14 5.34%
9~10 12 4.58%
11~15 & 34 12.98%
16~20 & 21 8.02%
21~25 & 39 14.89%
26 & ()t 11 4.20%
&2t 262 100%
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8. 1% K%

AETAARATHILA AR R EEF 2 R TR LA

WEFARETHELRY SRR I BAEEET F
e R FIRETI A3 4 E-HIP IR T ENT
PEA R > BB EAoL 4-19 Arw o

% 4-1-9~ & % gkt 4

g
\4
=
8\/
et
]

(\s,

Sk B A& T A
| &0 58 22.14%
1~2 & 45 17.18%
34 & 71 27.10%
5~6 & 32 12.21%
7~8 & 11 4.20%
9~10 & 16 6.11%

11 (%) 29 11.07%
£ 262 100%
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BRI R ERIR L L FIEE o AL R DS G x5

B ¥ * ¢h¥_Cronbach’so f4#ic1 & » AFF 7 B 5 245 T4 pt1 8
W R 8 F Gay (1992) it EB A8 22 PR AT
ERII0 U AARNBFRANTRA G o AAk g L F TR
FUFEARGR GEAES0 b TR o] BR Glk wF K

X\

T R
"EH-
*

’

Gay (1992) % * rq_» e 5 & F ¥ ﬂ Wa 70 VAL i)
TRE 4o —‘ﬁ DeVellis (1991 ) ~ Nunnallyetal. (1978) 4 o &%
2. B 5 53t % % Cronbach’s o B4+ 0.7 273 %€ % 2 3 L4 ep
TR
AFY AR AN R Fl R A TR E & e ok o £ 2
OB~ i 2 1 E #kc (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling
adequacy,KMO ) % Bartlett k3, % (Bartlett’s test of sphericity ) *
T fR:E 7 FF A 7 g 22 1 o Kaiser (1974) 3% KMO & 7 0.50 12
TERANELXTKMO BEA070 1 524 @m 090 1 4R E
S HFERBIFETA D 0 AN 0O6RTHRES AT AFT RSB
o HKMO $35 8 B A B 5 TS (0.800) ks 5 (0.872)-
PRS- F (0.896) Fais A & (0.803) # Farin (0.744)~ s
B (0.708)~ 343 * 1 (0.829)~ @ * R AL A (0.730) 2R EE T
L EEFgE (0632); A7 2 ﬁ&.m KMO T’QF»? RO B
FHE 0632 HARF T BE Y A3 07 10 » &3Pk 5
LA YR EFE AT B ¥ hBartlett 3R E 0 Ao AR M %
Bew L IE L FF AT BF R 2 0 if £ BT TR A 4T (FRakeo
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2000)° *F 5 & o B % < Bartlett k)15 B0 B A B o
R B i R e (T F)E A E (Ao 4-2-1)

AT Z R LAY L XA FRE FF o Ukt R ki
P LG B REE TSRS ITRRD B FIRBHEE S (1)
L %1% 2 # it (Bigenvalue) & JF <3 10 ¢ L% 2 5 & &DF|F
(2) M+ B3 fclgphiz g s > 272 § =& (factorloading) 2.
BHRHEAF0S5E(3) A FEIRALFAFLFESAR03F &
PARET o drdk 422 907 0 AR K e B AdramE ok o
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# 4-2-1 ~ KMO ¥ Bartlett # =% %

KMO ¢* Bartlett # %_

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k if *7 4 .800
e ¥ #c Barlett Z£ 25 2_ T+ 3 o fe | 536.167
[ Ad R 6
B¥i .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k g *7 4 872
b o ¥ #c Barlett 2% 256 2_ v+ > & pe | 1023.651
S8 .‘Vl‘_‘rvrv;l:{r i d 5 15
B¥i .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k if *7 % .896

a SR T = ) F )
e % #c Barlett Z£ 25 & 2_ 1T+ é /; ﬁ; 13179?2
R .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k i *7 & .803
7 ¥ #c Barlett Z£ 25 2_ i+ > 4 pe | 1321.669
s R pdR 6
S .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k i *7 % 744

51 R TN+ LA .
e % #c Barlett 2k 24 2_ T : /; ﬁ}; 461 92(3)
R .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k i§ *7 4 708
el ¥ #c Barlett 2% 25 2 1T+ —’ & fe | 336.810
A pd R 3
By .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k 1§ *7 4 .829
BeCIy ¥ #c Barlett 2% 25 2_ Fint 3 e pe | 772.864
IRE: pd R 6
By .000
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k 1§ *7 4 730
i * "F%’ ¥ #c Barlett 3k 254 %_ i+ 3 A Fe | 355274
o Wi pd R 3
RE .000
Ny Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B~k 1§ *7 |4 ‘ .632
a1 ¥ #c Barlett £ 254 2_ T+ " A pe | 291.219
P fd R 3
il WER| 000
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% 422~ B3R AR E

i 3 T % Eahis T2 fFE
o T F% Ho p L | PaE | RESEE% Cronbacheyer
A0l | #8372 84 i T an it 891
e, | A02[ AR B2 F2 @ FRFELRET GED 906
A0 [AE EA ERE T A R T A TR E LG b 0| 816 | 2.879 71.964 871
XTI %‘3:4‘ ;‘t}%ff\;ﬂ '%‘ - @é_ringi%ﬁ?ﬂli{% 27 073
GLE LB TR g st @R - 3873 7 32 4 F9)
BOl | (E3n5 82 B TR 5 \c‘ub’%ﬁf%mp* FoRERZ LG e | 832
BO2 | % s F4 WA TR Aot hr F 0 BE RS S F R | 845
A |BO3|FIRBFR SERD R G AR - 5§ 855 1 4133 68.888 908
B |BO4 | B2 REFTI AAET R D .845
BO5 | (67 Mi5EE 4 R T ARERE TR TR 854
B06 | £ 4 (B F Ak SenT okl € if pFen{ A7 743
COl | #3n5 p 2 @ FMpp(blAEIRA B )T & &5 8245 ah 871
CO2 | #\3hap e B B4R TN & ADT & LH & g D .829
piik [ CO3 | 4355 SHIS IfE L & i % i W1 0% 1 509 75.149 933
& | C04 | #5% 5 SHIS MRk g R T A4 o .898
CO5 | & * 84 g Fa % SLPRFF SR B H A e .801
C06 | * 3% % SHIS B[} ﬁvﬁrﬁgﬁﬂzs}w?—w ki 894
DOl | A48 H 2 B T 5 SLEPchF M. RS 904
‘ -Ejm DOz ;kj% f T2 ,;3% E) J WRP DT R SR 969 3.408 85.203 942
HARE D03 | A4 x;f)% R N&B’\mp‘ M. iJ*’T*i 963
D04 | B 2 » APROR A RE A R T BB DT 850
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£ 422~ 2R AT % ()

B3 ﬁ;_‘l’ = —':r‘ﬁ
ﬁéﬁa 2878 ¥ % T#ri S ?fﬁ %iz' Fre ;’; E% Cronbacheyer
EO1 | * 4 @ T ke A L3 enk 843 926
B | E02 | E2REFR Sk IR Ji;%bb AR AT kBl | 922 |
FE B A o AHR Y AR T e e kY #F A '
EO3 . 872
FF’&
THRAFABRTEOET > ARDIKOFRFL 0 ETHEG
Fol | ] @ Aol ¥ TP 859
w P T by L8 j =o2p % o4k
%‘*’; FO2 mfi LHRL- EEFaMs 2 @R RATR ARDE | o g 75.601 835
o3 | APRCTHT B LR T I L AR & F OB AR
Wkt ¥ FT IR B A R TR LMK ’
GOl | @ % B4 gk Fa el A5 g TR Badix 857
fzf;fr S 5.4 ?f% ? ARAL 2 ? = Sl 92 | 3 195 79.863 914
PR | GO3 | R T EFAEE T TS EEp IOy 913
GO4 | FREm 7 > B2 RBEFTA AFENEG * 5 .879
s n & HO1 | #“ ¥ SHIS B [j #74% ik PRI 8% £ o0 .844
,5%;}; HO2 | #'3% % SHIS Bff e =7 b ik TR b @ 4p B PRI 880 | 2.329 77.639 .856
HO3 | SHIS B [ #73% i cri4p B PRIZ © i3 2 cnip 4 918
S | 101 |[FF 4pe i—awﬂﬂ’i\«ﬁw@m’# Frer FAEREFTN LI 815
FoRLE i 102 |AMeFgrer 54 EET Bl s rim 2 v R ‘E’m, B 808 | 2.041 68.032 762
FH 103 | o™ megd > NiEe 2 i B4 R T kA .850
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e~ BlERE AT

m

1245 Gilford (1954) ##3% > 4 Cronbach’s o = *+ 0.7 12+ p¥F > £
7T é’}#\i EF UWDTR o AR G o Tl R A7 F O RAP TR
TF Ao chip P ARR o BRHEG TR 2 TR E (average
variance extracted > AVE) & 8 3 > % 3% 0.5 = ¥ 3} 3% AR R

ez acrc R (Fornell&Larcker 1981 ) o

AT ERIEHG e apt R 0T = BEE AR (1) MR
hFE R REX05;(2) ¥4 s A (CR) 83 0.7:(3)
Tiog B #3 B (AVE) 33050

AL EHG DT F L RS LA ERAREN L - R A
BHw R EoGEgE R - BiEe (£ 43-1); &G &R (CR) A%
0.874~0.958 » £ ¥| CR i+ * 0.7 2 & %3 ; ##7 3 £ #5 AVE ¥

<3060 £ AL LG LT ROE o
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% 4-3-1 - RIEH A AT %

T &

. ] )% . . Cronbach's
o f; g Tiagk | R L (T- CR | AVE | )\ ha &

value)

B A0l | 0.874 4118 0.628 43.112

A A02 | 0.885 4.034 0.644 | 46357
A03 | 0.832 4.038 0.585 28.614 | 0012 0722 0.871

A04 | 0.806 4.126 0.527 | 26.748

BO1 | 0.849 4.126 0.582 37.688

B02 | 0.859 4.061 0.602 | 40.324

i B03 | 0.854 4.073 0.623 40.378
= B04 | 0.816 3.950 0.732 34.088 | 0930 | 0691 0.910

BO5 | 0.851 4.004 0.685 38.016

B06 | 0.753 4115 0.638 22.237

Ccol | 0.874 4137 0.609 | 48.190

, Cco2 | 0.837 4.088 0.645 27.999

PR A% C03 | 0.899 4.260 0.619 61.490
= Co4 | 0.890 4252 0.646 | 46471 | 0048 | 0751 0.933

C05 | 0.805 4.126 0.645 25.559

C06 | 0.891 4233 0.614 | 46.026

DOl | 0.895 3.893 0.651 26.093

DN D02 | 0.964 3.893 0.633 | 149.264
FRELAE 03T 0058 3.822 0.646 | 123.754 | 0928 | 0852 0.942

D04 | 0.873 3.996 0.576 | 25.778

. EO1 | 0.918 3.958 0.632 62.113
o E02 | 0.910 4.027 0.632 70.498 | 0.933 | 0.824 0.893

R E03 | 0895 | 4057 | 0567 | 46077

. FO1 | 0.894 4.187 0.636 58.918
- FO2 | 0.870 4.130 0.709 32411 | 0.905 | 0.760 0.843

b F03 | 0.851 3.943 0.796 41.609

GOl | 0.852 4.011 0.627 35.396

P G02 | 0.925 4.099 0.571 73.021
R G03 | 0911 4.099 0.597 51515 | 0941 | 0.799 0.916

G04 | 0.885 4.168 0.595 50.638

% HOl | 0.855 4256 0.630 | 28.6l11
N HO02 | 0.892 4.176 0.648 56.954 | 0.913 | 0.778 0.858

s TR HO3 | 0.898 4.034 0.728 59.385

AR iR TR 101 | 0.920 4.099 0.675 81.053
A 102 | 0.901 4.057 0.716 | 49914 | 0.874 | 0.703 0.785

- FFESRI= 03 [ 0.670 3.989 0.910 11.438
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Fowod s BHEGAHT

a%ﬁﬁﬁﬁAﬁli’iﬁ ® % k] Tk n
Bootstrapping #2 5 & it {7 BT th Boihkg F A 470 B A A E £ 5
jAaf s BRlEa 4 v A 4 (RSq) &R fhdie (B) Rzt
F R & o Bootstrapping 3w 4% = i 7 ¥ M TR L iR
MR S N T BB AR 0 T B YRR R NS A
KA L W B b oo AT Y o0 PLS BRI E & 4o @) 4-4-1
» B AR Pl A B R A BT Gl (B E) frt-value o BT % BcAE
S p R B R B TR 0 ARSI P A eled . tevalue
t-value>1.96 T & % A B H -k 5 005 T A F -

N

>

0.433*
H13(4.812)

0283
” Hyo(1.924)

H7(6.771)

0.277*
H14(2.775)

0.533*
H;(7.125)

B 4-4-1 ~ BT 4 47 B
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% 4-4-1 ~ B T2 PLS B/ th#ic 4

Bt | BT Rk 3 (D) TE fe 5 %
Hi 0.187 1.566 B E
H> 0.168 1.837 B E
Hs 0.085 1.297 B E
Ha 0.407 5.582 B (%)
Hs 0.002 0.025 B E
Hs 0.292 3.811 k% (%)
H7 0.581 6.771 kg% (%)
Hs 0.142 1.218 * B E
Ho 0.427 4368 k% (%)
Hio 0.283 1.924 % BgE
Hii 0.406 4.585 k% (%)
Hi2 0.377 4.547 R E ()
His 0.433 4.812 k% (%)
Hi4 0.277 2.775 k2 E ()
His 0.019 1.280 % BgE
His 0.302 3.489 k¥ (%)
Hi7 0.533 7.125 k% (%)

L t>1.96, *p<0.05;t>2.58, ** p<0.01; t>3.29, *** p <0.001
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M.

Mﬁ

F

BRGETLEF 2 Eixkyel | F B2 5
WA FMMAEES R R TAE £ 8 B MRy
.

©~

}

%
i

SRFLE e L REFFEL DI E 2 A s

@

7
RRFREREB TN AT UREA LR EE TR B
EIDETE EIGRPEL R TP W KA 2 R X IE R B

&2

)
=

Fy
Feli\d

i

o

ARV - SHHP] BREFTEL SR I

T
Bl AT 3 B3~ 17 SHIS B 3 entlinsf B ~ A s B 04 2 U4

N T == Al = %A
F — = VS

GEN IR RN SR LR § o3 SRS AN
B HImpmsn s - ERE S R TR e a4 F By 2
BB~ H RS2 AR o 1A ML S v R 2

BE B URFER Y F ai SHIS f b2 R R KRBT
MR FR A AR F L EIEANERARL S F R
P b7 98.85%G 0 H ek 115961 * KRl L Ffeniarc s | A ¥
TRRPEA @ B RALR Y ES L o 3 B GBRE R S 5 2710
%> BRlG A Ehig* F o

N

iy

Ao AT AR PR ST Y O P B E B (TR
SR GRS RIEET C FALR P AR LR
FRERTEBAR ORRETHY BEFE) LF - FRD
R BRI AR LR A T B 2 BT R B G B SA
A pRA (F) H574p7 » 5 BRE (%) BFBRIA T
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PR e ko B F_E R w Eﬁf % #c ( Standardized Rsgression
Coefficients )o d I 53 3 %% 7 11 {74 AT 7 A EN cfz @ 4
B P BB B E TR B fFS E IRk yEA R ¥t v SHIS
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