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N 5 1 1000

M 5 25 99 5
995 9.9%
3 % 9.6%
4-1
4-1
1000 100%
5 0.5%
99 9.9%
3 0.3%
96 9.6%

44



2000

Cronbach o 14
Corrected Item-Total Correlation 0.2088
4-2 Cronbach o 0.7
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56,7 0.8310
(Principd
Components Aralysis) Keiser (eigenvalue)

45



0.798
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0.721

1.957

65.236
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0.816
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11.5%

850
125 1 30
57.3% 90 17.7%
73.8% 10 2

56.2%

45.8%

31 11
32.3%

11.5%
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54 56.2%

31 32.3%

11 11.5%

96 100.0%

125 11 11.5%

125-250 14 14.6%

250-450 14 14.6%

450-850 13 13.5%

850 a4 45.8%

96 100%

10 30 31.3%

10 -15 6 6.2%

15 -30 19 19.8%

30 -90 24 25%

90 17 17.7%

96 100%

10 2 2.2%
10 -15 23 24%
15 -25 12 12.4%
25 -30 12 12.4%
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96 100%

5 5.1%

33 34.4%

39 40.6%

17 17.7%

1 1.1%

1 1.1%

96 100%
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5 17 17.7%
6 -7 8 8.3%
8 -10 38 39.6%
11 -14 12 12.5%
14 21 21.9%
%6 100%
%
28 29.2% 40
41.7% 28 29.2%
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4-7
17 20 17 54
31.5% 37.0% 31.5% 56.3%
6 17 8 31
19.4% 54.8% 28.6% 32.3%
5 3 3 11
45.5% 27.3% 27.3% 11.5%
28 40 28 %6
29.2% 41.7% 29.2% 100%
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8 14% 5 6.6%
14 24.6% 10 13.2%
18 31.6% 35 46.1%
10 17.5% 10 13.2%

7 12.3% 16 21.1%
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26 49
4-9
17 53.1% 26 51%
15 46.9% 25 49%
20 19
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20 55.6% 19 32.8%
6 16.7% 18 31%
8 22.2% 19 32.8%
2 5.6% 2 3.4%
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4-11

n=68 | n=28 |t P

3.96(6) | 3.52(6) | 2.574 |0.014*
4.10(2) | 3.78(2) | 1.808 |0.079*
4.22(1) | 3.96(1) | 1.455 | 0.155
3.99(4) | 3.63(5) | 2.415 |0.021*
4.03(3) | 352(7) | 3.642 [0.001*
3.87(8) | 3.33(8) | 3.368 |0.002*
3.93(7) | 3.37(9) | 3.598 |0.001*
3.96(5) | 3.74(3) | 1611 | 0.111
3.85(9) | 3.70(4) | 0.931 | 0.354

95




Hi1-1

4-12

4-8

Hol-1

56



H1-2

4-12
Hol-2
H1-3
4-12
Hol-3
4-12
(F )
0.001*
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ANOVA (252)
0.010%
ANOVA (4.836)
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ANOVA (2:822)
ANOVA (g:ﬁg)
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ANOVA (82?%1)
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ANOVA %_02073;)
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H2-6
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Ho2-6
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H3-2
4-14

H3-3
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Ho3-1

Ho3-2

Ho3-3
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H3-4
4-14

H3-5
4-14

4-14

Ho3-4

Ho3-5

(F )

0.430
(6.182)

ANOVA

0.541
(0.620)

ANOVA

0.991
(0.009)

ANOVA

0.002*
(6.997)

ANOVA

0.137
(2.037)
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(multicollinearity)
[ 89
0.7
4-15
0.5

05

64



4-15

0.445622
0.02368 0.110367
0.184358 0.22853 0.17814
0.21997 0.088094 0.342116 0.308427
0.051639 -0.02332 0.109369 -0.01957 | 0.390825
4-16
Wilks sl 0.795
0.000 4-16
I 0.653 0.000
I 0.395 0.000 I 0.231
0.186
(proportional chance criterion,  prod)
7 3
4-17
2 pro pro=P2+(1-P)2 P (2-P)
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82.10%

0.5842
417 420
4-16
n=95° n=53 n=31 n=11
0226 | 0085 0.549 11508
0668 | -0642 | -0833 0.623
0333 | 0297 0.923 0.977
0092 | -0106 | -0.239 0.132
0608 | 0.789 0.140 0.343
0347 | 0480 0.381 -0.254
Wilks sLambda | 0685 | 0653 0.395 0.231
Wilks' s 34024 | 20426 | 24.157 8.786
Lambda
0000* | 0002* | 0.000% 0.186
1037 | 1040 2 444 -1.807
0434 | -0491 | -0587 1506
*p<0.001
3 95
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4-17 4-18 -
53 14 67 30 6 36

(79.1%) | (20.9%) (83.3%) | (16.7%)
6 22 28 5 12 17

(21.4%) | (78.6%) (29.4%) | (70.6%)
59 36 95 35 18 53
=100%* (53+22)/95=82.10% =100%* (30+12)/53=81.13%

Cpro =(67/95)"+(28/95)°=0.5842 Cpro =(36/53)°+(17/53)°=0.5642

4-19 - 4-20 -
25 0 o5 6 0 6
(100%) | (0%) (100%) | (20.9%)
2 4 5 1 4 5
(33.3%) | (66.7%) (20%) | (80%)
27 4 31 7 4 95
=100%* (25+4)/31=93.54% =100%* (6+4)/11=90.9%
Cpro =(25/31)°+(6/31)°=0.6878 Cpro  =(6/11)*+(5/11)°=0.5041

stepwise discriminant analysis
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421 42
F
Wilks s Lambda
4-21
4-21
F Wilks s Lambda
1 13.275 0.875 0.670
(0.000)
2 12.697 0.784* -0.601
(0.000)
3 11.407 0.727* 0.422
(0.000)
4 0.816 0.696* 0.377
(0.000)
*P<0,001
4-22
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82.3%

4-22

69



F Wilks' s
Lambda
0.842*
1 9.549 0.842
(0.003)
0.751*
2 8.285 -0.628
(0.001)
* %%
3 8.006 0.671 0.571
(0.000)
* % %
1 15.951 0.645 0.866
(0.000)
* %
2 12.337 0.532% -0.924
(0.000)
% % %
3 11.127 0.447 0.677
(0.000)
%
1 6.845 0.568 1.242
(0.028)
*
2 8.614 0.317 -1.033
(0.010)

*P<0.1 **P<0.01 ***P<0.001
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