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Broadcasting, 18, 171-179

4-1
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid female 128 71.9 72.7 72.7
male 48 27.0 27.3 100.0
Total 176 98.9 100.0
Missing  99.00 2 1.1
Total 178 100.0
4-2
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
172 21.00 77.00 41.6744 11.1023
Valid N (listwise) 172
4-3
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 56 31.5 32.6 32.6
44 24.7 25.6 58.1
60 33.7 34.9 93.0
12 6.7 7.0 100.0
Total 172 96.6 100.0
Missing  System 6 3.4
Total 178 100.0
4-4
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid less than 15000 34 36.2 40.5 40.5
15001-30000 34 36.2 40.5 81.0
more than 30001 16 17.0 19.0 100.0
Total 84 89.4 100.0
Missing  System 10 10.6
Total 94 100.0
4-5
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid taiwanese 170 95.5 95.5 95.5
mandarin chinese 6 3.4 3.4 98.9
others 2 1.1 1.1 100.0
Total 178 100.0 100.0
4-6
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid single 20 21.3 215 21.5
married 73 77.7 78.5 100.0
Total 93 98.9 100.0
Missing 99 1 1.1
Total 94 100.0
4-7
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
152 1.00 16.50 6.7434 3.5243
152 .50 16.00 6.5000 3.6693
158 1.00 35.00 12.2278 8.5316
Valid N (listwise) 136
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ever buy medicine 124 69.7 69.7 69.7
never buy medicine 54 30.3 30.3 100.0
Total 178 100.0 100.0
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
124 $350 $10,000 | $2,468.55 $1,893.17
Valid N (listwise) 124
4-9
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid none 24 13.5 16.0 16.0
yes 126 70.8 84.0 100.0
Total 150 84.3 100.0
Missing  99.00 28 15.7
Total 178 100.0
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid none 48 27.0 32.4 324
yes 100 56.2 67.6 100.0
Total 148 83.1 100.0
Missing  99.00 30 16.9
Total 178 100.0
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid none 104 58.4 70.3 70.3
yes 44 24.7 29.7 100.0
Total 148 83.1 100.0
Missing  99.00 30 16.9
Total 178 100.0
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid none 132 74.2 89.2 89.2
yes 16 9.0 10.8 100.0
Total 148 83.1 100.0
Missing  99.00 30 16.9
Total 178 100.0
4-10
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 52 55.3 57.1 57.1
24 25.5 26.4 83.5
6 6.4 6.6 90.1
9 9.6 9.9 100.0
Total 91 96.8 100.0
Missing  99.00 3 3.2
Total 94 100.0
4-11
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
176 1.00 5.00 4.1932 1.1599
176 1.00 5.00 3.9659 1.1258
174 1.00 5.00 4.0805 1.1701
176 1.00 5.00 4.0455 1.2180
172 1.00 5.00 3.8256 1.3174
172 1.00 5.00 4.3837 1.0392
Valid N (listwise) 168




4-12

Descriptive Statistics

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
164 1.00 5.00 2.7805 1.5667
164 1.00 5.00 3.4024 1.3734
162 1.00 5.00 3.4321 1.4093
164 1.00 5.00 3.4878 1.3315
162 1.00 5.00 3.5062 1.4109
164 1.00 5.00 3.7195 1.3771
162 1.00 5.00 3.7654 1.4640
166 1.00 5.00 3.7711 1.3954
160 1.00 5.00 4.3125 1.0710
Valid N (listwise) 152
4-13
Descriptive Statistics
Minimum | Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
158 1.00 5.00 2.7595 1.2791
164 1.00 5.00 2.8780 1.4133
158 1.00 5.00 3.0127 1.4585
158 1.00 5.00 3.1899 1.4194
158 1.00 5.00 3.1899 1.5233
158 1.00 5.00 3.2278 1.3910
152 1.00 5.00 3.2763 1.4151
162 1.00 5.00 3.3457 1.4112
Valid N (listwise) 148

4-14
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Correlations

Pearson Correlation 1.000 .214* .343* .156 .060 .053
Sig. (2-tailed) . .008 .000 .077 .499 .525
N 152 152 146 130 128 148
Pearson Correlation .214* 1.000 .274* .346* .241* 243
Sig. (2-tailed) .008 . .000 .000 .003 .001
N 152 178 168 152 148 172
Pearson Correlation .343* .274* 1.000 .600* .338* .024
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 . .000 .000 757
N 146 168 168 148 142 164
Pearson Correlation .156 .346* .600* 1.000 .408* .389*
Sig. (2-tailed) 077 .000 .000 . .000 .000
N 130 152 148 152 138 148
Pearson Correlation .060 .241* .338* .408* .000 .222%
Sig. (2-tailed) .499 .003 .000 .000 . .008
N 128 148 142 138 148 144
Pearson Correlation .053 .243* -.024 .389* .222* .000
Sig. (2-tailed) .525 .001 757 .000 .008 .
N 148 172 164 148 144 172
**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
4-15
ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Between Groups 191.420 3 63.807 5.311 .002

Within Groups 1729.877 144 12.013

Total 1021.297 147
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Multiple Comparisons

Dependent Variable:

Scheffe
Mean
Difference
()] J) (1-J) Std. Error Sig.
.1842 .7526 .996
.7000 .7004 .802
4.3333* 1.1186 .002
-.1842 .7526 .996
.5158 .7459 .923
4.1491* 1.1477 .006
-.7000 .7004 .802
-.5158 .7459 .923
3.6333* 1.1142 .016
-4.3333* 1.1186 .002
-4.1491* 1.1477 .006
-3.6333* 1.1142 .016
*. The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
N Mean Std. Deviation
11 1.6818 2.4827
Valid N (listwise) 11
N Mean Std. Deviation
68 6.6912 3.5038
Valid N (listwise) 68
4-16
ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 435.258 3 145.086 6.259 .001
Within Groups 1877.519 81 23.179
Total 2312.776 84




Dependent Variable:

Multiple Comparisons

Scheffe
Mean
Difference

()] J) (1-J) Std. Error Sig.
.1842 .7526 .996
.7000 .7004 .802
4.3333* 1.1186 .002
-.1842 .7526 .996
.5158 .7459 .923
4.1491~* 1.1477 .006
-.7000 .7004 .802
-.5158 .7459 .923
3.6333* 1.1142 .016
-4.3333* 1.1186 .002
-4.1491* 1.1477 .006
-3.6333* 1.1142 .016

*. The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

Descriptive Statistics

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
12 6.00 27.00 18.8333 7.8025
Valid N (listwise) 12
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
152 13.00 30.00 25.0263 4.5338
Valid N (listwise) 152
4-17
ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups | 1270.763 3 423.588 4.532 .006
Within Groups 7197.459 77 93.473
Total 8468.222 80

81




Dependent Variable:
Scheffe

Multiple Comparisons

Mean
Difference
) J) (1-J) Std. Error Sig.
elementary school or less  junior high school 2.3900 2.9005 .878
senior high school 3.3600 2.7346 .681
college 12.7491* 3.4981 .006
junior high school elementary school or less -2.3900 2.9005 .878
senior high school .9700 2.9005 .990
college 10.3591 3.6292 .050
senior high school elementary school or less -3.3600 2.7346 .681
junior high school -.9700 2.9005 .990
college 9.3891 3.4981 .074
college elementary school or less -12.7491* 3.4981 .006
junior high school -10.3591 3.6292 .050
senior high school -9.3891 3.4981 .074

*. The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

Descriptive Statistics

N Mean

Std. Deviation

Valid N (listwise)

11 22.0909
11

11.0495

Descriptive Statistics

N Mean

Std. Deviation

Valid N (listwise)

70 32.9571
70

9.4216

4-18
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ANOVA

Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 133.753 3 44.584 .456 .714
Within Groups 7237.234 74 97.800
Total 7370.987 77
4-19
ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 2.663 3 .888 .900 442
Within Groups 159.699 162 .986
Total 162.361 165
4-20
Correlations
Pearson Correlation .070 .094 .182* .199* -.039 .168*
Sig. (2-tailed) .398 .218 .021 .015 .642 .030
N 148 172 162 148 146 166

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).



4-21

ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 10.234 2 5.117 .193 .825
Within Groups 3900.006 147 26.531
Total 3910.240 149
Between Groups 230.205 2 115.103 1.434 .242
Within Groups 10678.03 133 80.286
Total 10908.24 135
Between Groups 320.557 2 160.278 1.589 .208
Within Groups 12811.01 127 100.874
Total 13131.57 129
Between Groups 11.878 2 5.939 445 .642
Within Groups 1830.094 137 13.358
Total 1841.971 139
Between Groups 4.590 2 2.295 2.312 .103
Within Groups 147.910 149 .993
Total 152.500 151
ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1.2E+08 2 57649538.0 17.780 .000
Within Groups 5.0E+08 155 | 3242303.226
Total 6.2E+08 157




Dependent Variable:
Scheffe

Multiple Comparisons

Mean
m ) Difference
(1-J) Std. Error Sig.
less than 15000 15001-30000 -$539.64 $322.83 .250
more than 30000 -$2,340.18*| $399.02 .000
15001-30000 less than 15000 $539.64 $322.83 .250
more than 30000 -$1,800.54*| $384.24 .000
more than 30000 less than 15000 $2,340.18*| $399.02 .000
15001-30000 $1,800.54* $384.24 .000
*. The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
30001
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
32 $0 $10,000 | $3,406.25 $3,341.91
Valid N (listwise) 32
30001
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
126 $0 $5,000 | $1,365.87 $1,150.30
Valid N (listwise) 126
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Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Equal variances assumed .625 .430 3.480 164 .001
Eg:fr;‘éz”ances not 3.448 | 80.109 .001
Equal variances assumed .092 762 3.261 150 .001
Eg:jr;‘éz”ances not 3.315 | 88.947 .001
Equal variances assumed .067 .796 2.215 146 .028
Eg;’jr:q‘éz”ances not 2.188 | 68.154 .032
Equal variances assumed 3.661 .057 -.956 168 .341
Eg:lfr'n‘éz”a”ces not -.882 |  65.744 381
Equal variances assumed .196 .659 4.135 150 .000
ig:jr'n‘;”a”ces not 4.051 | 61.325 .000
Equal variances assumed .675 412 .998 174 .320
Egsujr'n‘é?j”a”ces not 1.075 | 98.758 285
Group Statistics
Std. Error
N Mean Std. Deviation Mean

female 120 25.4333 4.8693 .4445

male 46 22.4783 4.9699 .7328

female 106 34.0943 9.3366 .9069

male 46 28.7826 8.9590 1.3209

female 108 25.7963 9.6778 .9312

male 40 21.8000 9.9362 1.5711

female 126 1.6984 .9404 | 8.378E-02

male 44 1.8636 1.1121 1677

female 114 7.1754 3.4519 .3233

male 38 4.4737 3.5961 .5834

female 128 | $1,828.91 $2,026.05 $179.08

male 48 | $1.500.00 $1,719.72 $248.22
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Group Statistics

Std. Error
N Mean Std. Deviation Mean

single 30 22.3333 5.8211 1.0628
married 136 25.1324 4.7482 .4072
single 28 30.0000 8.7263 1.6491
married 122 33.0000 9.6996 .8782
single 24 26.0833 7.2647 1.4829
married 122 24.2787 10.3031 .9328
single 28 1.7857 1.0313 .1949
married 142 1.7324 .9815 | 8.237E-02
single 28 5.4286 3.5997 .6803
married 122 6.7213 3.6821 .3334
single 30 | $1,046.67 $1,045.76 $190.93
married 146 | $1.826.71 $2.055.61 $170.12

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances

t-test for Equality of Means

F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Equal variances assumed .288 .592 -2.801 164 .006
Equal variances not
assumed -2.459 37.962 .019
Equal variances assumed .616 434 -1.502 148 .135
Equal variances not -1.606 43.699 116
assumed
Equal variances assumed 7.716 .006 .818 144 415
Equal variances not 1.030 43.508 309
assumed
Equal variances assumed .025 .874 .261 168 .795
Equal variances not 959 37279 802
assumed
Equal variances assumed .469 494 -1.682 148 .095
Equal variances not 1.706 40.997 095
assumed
Equal variances assumed 1.611 .206 -2.022 174 .045
Equal variances not -3.050 82 880 003
assumed
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Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Equal variances assumed 3.139 .078 4.247 166 .000
ig:lf‘r;‘;z”a”ces not 3.774 |  69.504 .000
Equal variances assumed 4.924 .028 6.913 150 .000
Eg:lfr'n‘g”ances not 6.256 | 72.991 .000
Equal variances assumed .450 .504 1.352 146 179
Eg:lf‘r:]‘;”a”ces not 1.337 | 84.697 185
Equal variances assumed 7.039 .009 3.266 170 .001
Eg:lj"r'n‘éz”ances not 3.721 | 124.124 .000
Equal variances assumed 10.529 .001 2.770 150 .006
Equal variances not
assumed 2.437 55.930 .018
Equal variances assumed 37.449 .000 9.567 176 .000
Equal variances not
assumed 14.520 123.000 .000
Equal variances assumed 12.171 .001 1.517 170 131
Equal variances not
assumed 1.272 68.872 .208
Group Statistics
Std. Error
N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
ever buy medicine 120 25.6000 4.3510 .3972
never buy medicine 48 22.1250 5.7561 .8308
ever buy medicine 104 35.6538 7.4960 .7350
never buy medicine 48 25.6250 9.8707 1.4247
ever buy medicine 102 25.4510 9.7621 .9666
never buy medicine 46 23.0870 10.0395 1.4802
ever buy medicine 122 1.8852 1.0301 | 9.326E-02
never buy medicine 50 1.3600 .7494 .1060
ever buy medicine 112 6.9821 3.2920 3111
never buy medicine 40 5.1500 4.3297 .6846
ever buy medicine 124 | $2,468.55 $1,893.17 $170.01
never buy medicine 54 $.00 $.00 $.00
ever buy medicine 120 42.5167 9.1275 .8332
never buy medicine 52 39.7308 14.6074 2.0257
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* Crosstabulation

female male Total
ever buy medicine Count 92 32 124
Expected Count 90.2 33.8 124.0
% within 74.2% 25.8% 100.0%
% within 71.9% 66.7% 70.5%
% of Total 52.3% 18.2% 70.5%
never buy medicine  Count 36 16 52
Expected Count 37.8 14.2 52.0
% within 69.2% 30.8% 100.0%
% within 28.1% 33.3% 29.5%
% of Total 20.5% 9.1% 29.5%
Total Count 128 48 176
Expected Count 128.0 48.0 176.0
% within 72.7% 27.3% 100.0%
% within 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
% of Total 72.7% 27.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .455P 1 .500
Continuity Correction2 .239 .625
Likelihood Ratio .449 .503
Fisher's Exact Test .578 .309
Pl I
N of Valid Cases 176

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

14.18.
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* Crosstabulation

Total

ever buy medicine Count 46 26 46 2 120
Expected Count 39.1 30.7 41.9 8.4 120.0

% of Total 26.7% 15.1% 26.7% 1.2% 69.8%

never buy medicine  Count 10 18 14 10 52
Expected Count 16.9 13.3 18.1 3.6 52.0

% of Total 5.8% 10.5% 8.1% 5.8% 30.2%

Total Count 56 44 60 12 172
Expected Count 56.0 44.0 60.0 12.0 172.0

% of Total 32.6% 25.6% 34.9% 7.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 23.840% 3 .000
Likelihood Ratio 22.718 3 .000
Linear-by-Linear 7.134 1 .008
Association
N of Valid Cases 172

a. 1 cells (12.5%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is 3.63.

Symmetric Measures

Value Approx. Sig.

Nominal by Phi 372 .000
Nominal Cramer's V .372 .000
N of Valid Cases 172

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.

b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null

hypothesis.
Directional Measures
Asymp. a
Value Std. Error | Approx. Tb Approx. Sig.
Nominal by  Lambda Symmetric .073 .068 1.032 .302
Nominal Dependent .154 .061 2.346 .019
Dependent .036 .098 .359 719
Goodman and Kruskal tau Dependent 1139 .049 .000°
Dependent .029 .014 .002°¢

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.
b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.
C. Based on chi-square approximation
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Crosstabulation

single married Total
ever buy medicine Count 16 106 122
% within 13.1% 86.9% 100.0%
% within 53.3% 72.6% 69.3%
% of Total 9.1% 60.2% 69.3%
never buy medicine  Count 14 40 54
% within 25.9% 74.1% 100.0%
% within 46.7% 27.4% 30.7%
% of Total 8.0% 22.7% 30.7%
Total Count 30 146 176
% within 17.0% 83.0% 100.0%
% within 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
% of Total 17.0% 83.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4.345P 1 .037
Continuity Correction2 3.486 1 .062
Likelihood Ratio 4.110 .043
Fisher's Exact Test .050 .033
;':seoacri a?’oh'”ear 4.320 1 038
N of Valid Cases 176

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

9.20.
Symmetric Measures
Value Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi -.157 .037
Nominal Cramer's V 157 .037
N of Valid Cases 176

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.

b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null

hypothesis.
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Crosstabulation

less than more than
15000 15001-30000 30000 Total
ever buy medicine Count 34 54 26 114
Expected Count 40.4 50.5 23.1 114.0
% of Total 21.5% 34.2% 16.5% 72.2%
never buy medicine  Count 22 16 6
Expected Count 15.6 19.5 8.9 44.0
% of Total 13.9% 10.1% 3.8% 27.8%
Total Count 56 70 32 158
Expected Count 56.0 70.0 32.0 158.0
% of Total 35.4% 44.3% 20.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 5.8328 2 .041
Likelihood Ratio 5.736 2 .057
Linear-by-Linear 5089 1 024
Association ) )
N of Valid Cases 158
a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is 8.91.
Symmetric Measures
Value Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Nominal ~ Contingency Coefficient .189 .041
N of Valid Cases 158
a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.
b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.
4-29
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Equal variances assumed 12.171 .001 1.517 170 131
Equal variances not
assumed 1.272 68.872 .208
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Group Statistics

Std. Error
N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
ever buy medicine 120 42.5167 9.1275 .8332
never buy medicine 52 39.7308 14.6074 2.0257
4-30
Model Summaryb
Adjusted Std. Error of
Model R R Square R Square the Estimate
1 .6852 .469 444 $1,555.33
a. Predictors: (Constant), )
b. Dependent Variable:
ANOVAP
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 2.7E+08 6 | 45285463.0 18.720 .0002
Residual 3.1E+08 127 | 2419040.298
Total 5.8E+08 133

a. Predictors: (Constant),

b. Dependent Variable:




Coefficients?®

Standardi
zed
Unstandardized Coefficien
Coefficients ts
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 3249.477 941.172 3.453 .001
-711.689 348.020 -.149 -2.045 .043
-31.755 14.564 -.173 -2.180 .031
-1006.890 167.647 -.485 -6.006 .000
1122.522 130.874 .597 8.577 .000
-320.617 396.334 -.059 -.809 420
9.668 41.323 .017 .234 .815

a. Dependent Variable:

Model Summary®

Adjusted Std. Error of
Model R R Square R Square | the Estimate

1 7738 .597 .553 $1,534.01

a. Predictors: (Constant), ) )

b. Dependent Variable:




ANOVAD

Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 3.2E+08 10 | 31698411.0 13.470 .000%
Residual 2.1E+08 91 | 2353195.511
Total 5.3E+08 101
a. Predictors: (Constant), ) )
b. Dependent Variable:
Coefficients
Standardi
zed
Unstandardized Coefficien
Coefficients ts
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 647.021 | 1284.275 .504 .616
-898.511 410.743 -.176 -2.188 .031
-17.408 16.291 -.091 -1.069 .288
-801.783 190.375 -.361 -4.212 .000
1278.641 148.251 .655 8.625 .000
231.273 499.886 .039 .463 .645
74.029 51.208 119 1.446 .152
323.303 194.422 147 1.663 .100
3.081 42.437 .008 .073 .942
-8.270 26.419 -.034 -.313 .755
19.994 17.504 .092 1.142 .256
a. Dependent Variable:
B 2 8
D 2 6
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