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A Study on the Relationship among Interpersonal Trust, Conflict

and the Knowledge Sharing of IT Personnel

Student : Chi-Feng Lin Advisor : Dr. Kuo-Kuei Chung

Department of Information Management
The M.B.A. Program
Nan-Hua University

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to examine the correlation of the
interpersonal trust, conflict and the knowledge sharing between IT personnel
in the IT department. This study used the survey questionnaire to examine the
members in the IT department. This study used the factor analysis, correlation
analysis, multiple regression analysis, path analysis to analyze the data.
According to the report, the findings are as follows: (1) The affect-based trust
have positive impact on the degree of knowledge sharing. (2) The task
conflict have positive impact on the degree of knowledge sharing, but the
relationship conflict have negative impact on the degree of knowledge sharing.
(3) Not only the affect-based trust effect the degree of knowledge sharing
directly, but also indirectly through the relationship conflict and the task
conflict. (4) The positive impact of the cognition-based trust on the degree of

knowledge sharing was mediated through the task conflict.

Keywords: task conflict, relationship conflict, cognition-based trust,

affect-based trust, the degree of knowledge sharing.
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B

FAEAREM R T REFFY

NRAR TR N
(- )McAllister (1995)4 ) » 2 iZ 2 W o J& B A i A hiz & >+
e deB A P L A#A AR R Ttk TEGE
P REFEHWREEFSTF FRE AL R
(confident) » I Fg & 14 2t a D PRI T E AR o
(= )Doney, Cannon and Mullen (1998)R]s5z 24 » 5 2% & 7 ¥

A1 A ¥ 2 i 4 (trustworthiness)ehfz A 04 T E P A LA

PP BHBEE DR
¥ ¢k > Jones (2002) { 4T 8% BB H G T4 2 A

— ~ 2LP] 8 (the regularity scenario) :
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XA Yy A B G RARR > P A uRT y
BT BRR NI BPF AIFEXTEY -
= ~ B § 55 (the obligation scenario)
BT e FRARPRTYL I REEE XY ¢
H i FERAE R AL BIEX R E Y blhe X R Y LT
mwﬁ’wﬁygﬁiﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁo

~ & ¢ 8 (the role scenario) :

i

FXREYPREFBER DL > X P AR &
ooy REFBRAFD  RFEX G E Y e IxARE B

B

2z~ 2 Zef 3 (the informing scenario) :

5

éy'ﬁl&»ﬂ‘#é ML XPFHXAPREE LG E
TR RIEX BT Yo blAety X Eo RS L E o A

- 2m Y 22 o2 R PRy
M Xaam Y ETHRM ¥ 5o

14

~ & Bl/R 31§38 (the intention/interests scenario) :
FXFABIAGFFLZF OXAAR Y € £ BEREX R
*EMEZo
Gachter (2004) Rl @ ad B T & G F » H i 7 = (Trust)
PRELERG FIFRRGTHEAILSELLCORE] S AT R
(Trustworthiness) ¥ #3325 & (T h ' T 7 U EF I EBIF DR

ﬂoﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁgiéﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁmﬁﬁ RCER R

KSR
pUTIORIEFBEY - AR A g AT A RRY
1‘% () =23 @D FRAHA]* oh 'k - Adobor (2005) 7 2 5 o
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BEEART A R EARY G A § A B N esE BhAe i )
- AR A HENGEZAY - E L daF o {4 MERR
P2 FET Pk R oo
Go'rski(2005) Bk Srem gk B A 4715 T H L5 G @ e 4
EF 2RI e g & MT‘ R Eiﬂ” (trustor)fes 3 L—*ﬁ (trustee)
“hif e 7 i p eh(trust objective) o H 35 i (trust) £ =
(trustor)¥t+=: 17 i P en(trust objective)s— f& 5 4 (belief) » @ 17 iz B
SR ARG i (trustee) 2 R BAAYT R T - BEIFFT 0 bl
ot B E SR oA T RPAEX 2R
FIEAHAL R EDOTF RGN L E P
A FAR O AW ARDLAFEINT LI U T o
(-) mi f?_ﬁf‘f(trustor)'ri%fr B BRI G
Rotter (1971)4 ! «1tF » 4| 2 iz (Dispositional trust) » i & &_
R EFFL AL ABEAEI R T n FRAOG E
PO ML ESEL IR RANREF AL DR LEF
J& 5 = $3 4 7 & (trustworthiness) snd
(expectancy) > Glde: $F A BB T e A A i E T L o RA
%%%*%Eﬁﬁé%%ﬁﬂﬁ%tfé#?ﬁgﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ

iﬁé‘f’l% P\‘:' m 4 th; _g! o q"]ﬂ'b ’ Zand(1972)lg i& 4,‘

:‘ﬁ
E
o
-ﬁ\

(situational trust) » 45 21 2 = {7 2 ek L F A 2 HRG EE A~ L
EFHR BB F)Z el (TEE S T HEE
(=) "k iz i K (trustee) sl 7 5 ik 45
McCauley and Kuhnert(1992)4; 1 {F3-#1chiy iz £ - B @
ok T (Lateral)£r 22 (Vertical) & % «h s -
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1~kiﬁﬁ‘?€i{ﬁ%¢-%wﬁwhlﬁ&ﬁiWM%ék”
oA R I B S

e

N

,7»*

1 1E B

KN

1 1E B

LI RELRDBBALLF B REL I ER RS
2. ent R 4 o
Nyhan and Marlowe(1997) B #-13 iz & 2 & 5 ¢ B A 13 i

(personal trust){e & su i = (System trust) o

IvpARE g A BEAZ BRI FrEd cniT B o S0
= B % 24~ s B K8 (primary group) & # > 4ofP %~ B E -
AL R GEDAAEL YT Rp AP FAER AR ALK
TR EEENBAFPIET LT VRR S AH

28 B E P @kl ¥ HaE 2t Ak € L8 (i

P TS A f R R) PR (e

)

4 )i AT T AR S L 5 R R e
iﬂ{ia%gm'g%?ﬁ%‘%?ﬂ%’&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Tl g B R LM hE S gl T DR

Lewis and Weigert(1985)4% 1! % i ¥ & 5 & fa#E 3] 3o+
(cognitive) ¥ 13- 3| (emotional) » @ McAllister(1995)4= Johnson
and Grayson (2005) ' 31 * Lewis §= Weigert LR34 &

A d| 2 iz (cognitive trust)fe i 3] 1% i (affective trust) o

R AT G T B A HE S T AT
R A AR L BAE LR T SR T N
F oo
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2« HRAG EHEAG ELANE S E A A4k 2 AR
HAZE2 AT AR 2 R o
Lui and Ngo (2004)» = * sg e i #-5 T2 L 5 L 35

ix (goodwill trust)f-sc 4 3] 7 = (competence trust) o

I~LRARELRAEEERE F)F,Q;;?ﬁ;f -‘ﬁ’ﬁ N EAD
WA AT TR IR E S o
2vi A AR E R AR ELG B ARG B A B
Wi ek 35' AR ﬁ% w3 ORTA A i E o
(z) M5 E2 é«ﬁ%’# & ur\:b‘j—\ HH::‘J_T.__‘

Zucker(1986) R ELEE A (7 L A %\ W KAk g

Qﬁ ’Hi)i:lés—x ERA B AS <~

RSB A R LT B
\
2 4 %fﬂ'] f; = (characteristic trust) : “f3J < Jf jy/ i £ 04k §

|'
#

7}5111]“."&,3,4 1 E ’j’:?\goki’w/\"id;}_”t§ ifé'}fa:‘l%

#
B W‘fv’nwwmﬁ'* ' M@ DA A
3 limﬂyz\ﬁ’»;—fv? IL% AREMOE T A2 ER
fe ARLEH B A% S MR EF A S B S il
f2 g p S Apiag i o

~ #1& 4 7 i (institutional trust) @ & Z2 & 4 I R{ERFTH AR
2R AR ML R EL Yy 0 2 h s

,;i_ ﬁ;lam?‘ﬁi’%#ﬁ Béﬁ&/‘;fifﬁg ]‘Am}\}—f °

&

o

g

Shapiro (1992) 7 §_r/ 2 (x {7 5 e97) 2 4] -3 iT & 3
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1~ sbkfE A 17 = (deterrence-based trust) @ Fletk e 48 4] ek 2+ > i
L3 AL FIRPNE G o

2 ~ By f# 73] i = (Knowledge-based trust) : S | TR A
B A ,fa‘r;‘ri/,,\ TR R E 2 anfT ¥ i’v’}s eI Bl 0 7]
R - M= I ERNE

3~ 2 Al 5 = (Identification-based trust) : F]4F @ st 4p 3 B T2 en
TR REHT DR A KT A 2 R E

Kadefors (2004) B #- 3 i %) g 4 & = %7 -

1~ 3+ 5 417 iz (calculus-based trust) : 14 3L {+ 2| ¥ 8 4% 1 i 4

HEE T BiEARATE S ) R
PLAR T B~ dEH YL~ R OK 47% PﬁF"'”T‘«L“ ﬁfifi,_

/,»‘_ 77
ZETER

2~ B %3] 5 = (relational trust ) :

3~ & Al iz (institution-based trust) : §d ~ f* &At ¢ Fi k& &
RN RS S A UE SRR S I € 4t
l_{ ’ ‘QY’(;‘\ %i—lfl%"s? o

£ R > 7 'ti 2 =0 )\
7o~ A EE L s WA |

BiEamck it v A

|

BAT - AFAALE B A T - dE A A

i

A AEHANL R AW EM GG M SR E DR S B E A

‘7"

BET U ESRRLE T o RSB Gy LR
Wi 5 o Fpt ¥ g K2 % 2 & (Hagen and Choe, 1998) - @
SRIPprLEERA AT ARELYS > 2 I
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FERgh1 FriEm 2 A3 A #4444 (Chamiand
Fullenkamp, 2002) o 3 B felasF B @ oni =/ % 5 R
FRPEFEBG O AR R RE DEEAR
(Kanawattanachai and Yoo, 2002) -
Vit g A N

BET UGG DE T B R S D SRR
=ik & (Moorman, Zaltman, and Deshpande, 1992) - & == £REf
LEH R 3 g 4@%&5&@;}%@ 41 78 (Fukuyama,
1%®’ﬁy%%‘m;mk%gﬁﬁaifgﬁmA%éiﬁ

ETTNS

# 2§24 %= (McAllister, 1995) o ¥ #b » & 2 T — H g B
%’ﬂ%4%?€ﬁﬁ%¥&%’ﬂéijﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgm@
LR A PR R F R4 0% e+ (Jones and George, 1998) »
REXR L EAMDp FEIESE (F17 5 (Gachter ,2004) o p* P& 4e
FRERRS R - L Tl RpF o Eaud
Mg R AR oA R R m P i B enI B Ra R
2 F Mg pod e i (Jones and George, 1998) -

Droege and Anderson(2003) B/l i€ 4+ € e B2 BLELR 2 15 X &
TRz Banbf fhoo PR T ET A R e Iy
(Structural holes) » 3 4r A5 3 > |7 oF BB 7 5 5 &
BB AL RE B A AEHT DRE > B PR R
iF 4% * #p g 348 (Disconnected groups) & = 4= R 4 0 R E ¥

A S e B 3 E IR AR il 0 30 TR
FWELFS o d TV I REVUFES A HEARLEME
?meﬂﬁgﬁé’%aﬁw+¢i%ﬁxﬁaﬁ,@ﬁ5

BT aws  RABAFRF OB LIER -
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¥ oh o Levin(2002) fedF S G R 22 A @ g 0 0
EEAEY RFERE ER A o HAeR 210 Hing A SER

s RLEHR

ﬁ

REPG @ AR AR H LG LA G
3l

5

Lo

> % ¥ X A % iz (Benevolence-Based Trust)# i tp% > Bl ¢ A2 4 b fF
1217 % (Defensive behaviors) » :&— # ¥+ = g beenF 2 24

gAY IR AR B g o ¥t dpot L 3
Em 3 0 oat 4 A5 = (Competence-based Trust)$3t p F2 fr3k enid i%
FHEL M HILE  odeF f (knowledge seeker) $ 3 wgs J ik
g 3 IO PG MBS T E i R A g2 H 3

- I

ﬁ%%ﬁ#@%“ﬁ%ﬁ
B R

R B

+++

B 2-1 Sidkog B 2 3 T o o enit %
7oL k& ¢ Levin, Cross, and Abrams, 2002, The strength of weak ties
you can trust: the mediating role of trust in effective knowledge transfer,
AOM Proceedings (Denver Conference).
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¥tk f%‘—% AT A R o Bt E A AR £ R e 13T A
GemE 2 o R RBINP AR A HE RO A TR s i

PR NLEFFELG B AR B A > PG FEEE A

P

BEH RpLE o R P g T BT AR B RS R o iR

-~

—ﬁiirgiér_’}’fr"‘ 3% 3 IR n;}é;_-rﬁ B 5 fﬁ»fbﬁ’f@@%‘ﬂjé
%?“?ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁggmguvxmg 33 RS
PRI AR § AR R PR

& R

=
=g A
\3\
(‘v-\}

%
GEFHEROLEPE AR LARDT A LA -
47

BB T - RN E RN B L RALE

b
Wi
!
.=
&
ey

PR 75 0 AEIRER S Al Bk .

(- )Pondy (1967) %% R & cHifr R T4 » £d & B 14+ ek ¢ ¥

oo e fE Ao B m TR 2 R o BB 7L
7 ¥ 8 (antecedent condition) : 4 FRF L ~ 5K Koo

ARG RS FEFL B 3R E LR

TREFE S LFPHAICHE A BRES o TR E -
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B PHT M EHITE FR ARG KIERTF L F
3BT IR (75 o

JWall (1995) #5265 4 < k> % &k ek 5 - HBFR B >

—~
[

BIREIHmPER DRI G AP R P FR SR G
A enR F(FEER)S A B nE s FREAE B
FE o FEABRAF IBWF AN RN EFET ST

- MR 2 DR F] o AL EER PPFIR o
(= )Robbins (1998) #_% #r% 5 — F B4R » 4ot 7 3 3R © % 3
ATRE T S g G P SRS £ S R
o M f G BER IR E AT T A ehiIFR R F] 0 dop 7 4P
AR HEFLHEIRE A BRI AR

AL EFP MRS TR T AR

(- )Putnam (1994)p:0 5 PRk B % F A FoE Il A H A L apd
AN SR AR 3
(= )Resser and Loper(1978) f| #-r R 4R 5 — fEPN feni v
B oe BFRAD B A SFWE P RG22 - o LA
A2 AR A F DR XA
Barki and Hartwick (2001)P] 55 & # b ch 2 &% 5 ° (BFR 075 =
DR ZREEAA L
- ~ & R 7 - 3k(disagreement) : Blfx = B MRS HIE 2 F R
LRARPHEYOT - Ko
= ~rEEReniT G (interference) @ d 3t R en? — R oo STl d FEER Y

Fa pEaiF L e

Jui

~ B oo ek (negative emotion) 1 d 3R R A - RETA 4
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B R B 2 SRR

Vb Ry h B AN RO PR FRE F
%+t $l(perceived) 1 ¥ #ic 4ok PRI G AR D] SRR R R
PEFEGEFEA0) INERFLPRT] JIZABEF
R LERERARR > AL rRE L LA LT R
T(E R E,%80):
~ B ER g
S AT ZAIE S PG A - RILA oo
DRI ARG A e
o B A A 7 SR A
g FTEE TR T

SRR TR U F 2 T LA 6 g AR g

o

Tr-Rm AL RR BN AIAPET HE o RS ER- S ETP
TR FREBETAL » FEHEY - 2 FF] s FRT AL o

Guetzkow and Gyr(1954) % I . BB A B F chifr R ¥ & = 3
fa - 47 ¥ # R (substantive conflict) » ¥ - fa &g 3R
(affective conflict) -

- %*rﬁrﬁ!xa?%*"é,% B EEF A R f 4TS
FenfrR o B4 R ES B e £ EMP R AR L

Srilde s PR X PIH @ A PEEER 2 BT o

N L s SR EE ER RS TR R R

ETINS

ifER o F A RF S E AR
£ H 4 sl

Priem and Price(1991) & ® B84 K7 7 ¢ > Mirk

T AP BREEFERARE
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(cognitive conflict)& 4+ ¢ =% (social conflict) e £ 444 e R 5 1)
fg’»?v AN

- sArER A4 R FEAM BRI LA - 4%

S AREER DAL E R L5 AL € - TR R (social-emotion
conflict) ] £ 45 B »% X E R ihiEeR o
Amason and Schweiger (1994)%f*t % Fs ¢ B[54 7+
TR* A ROfERAG S B REFERERS SR R
(affective conflict) £z 33+ % (cognitive conflict) -
- SHFRER RN FEG N T RS ARFOAIERBEL
- LG § 3T HeniFR o
ZosRATEER CAR B IR PR AL B R et
T a4y 7 PEEATIIE o A - AR PR o
Knight (1999):#-f=% 4~ 5 1= 32 =R (task conflict)fv 4 % F %
(interpersonal conflict) -
—~@ﬁ@%:ﬁﬁ{@@ﬁﬁﬁﬂkiﬁﬁﬁ%#éﬁlki
7k iTp R ABR ETA A fFR o
S AR IR AB AL FREE AR AR > BB Ei
ek FARE MR E G f R B
Rose and Shoham(2004) %4+ %+ ,ELF‘« B enfie RAZ L » FREg 0 en
LA B-F% & 5 1E 53R R (task conflict) o154 ® % (emotional
conflict) » ¥ rRIp A MM f 5 L R h7 Aot i 2 ohifr
Roobldel FR S RPTBH B g R
Jehn(1995)12 45 i 2 chifbr R 1}% iR R 2 DR R A

= B# 7% fi= % (relationship conflict) £ = 5% % (task conflict) - @ Jehn
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and Mannix(2001) £ &4 B PN BrR foi »ahd e 3 @ A 4 3

i #2 = R (process conflict) o

- M GREER DR B A TR R ER > R 2
A%%ﬁ@n%ﬂﬁ@f’éﬁ@%%ﬁﬁ@%’m%xgﬁ
SRR A ARG REERRE R FR
S ERBER A NNRAEER 0 LB KBRS R e
o > EHBRLFERT A FRES L L £ B B

BB ARTn A4 EIAER o

Jui

CEATERR BB L (T AT 0 f L (T e iE
BHEFOHNLELIR S FELARETRAAFAL P LD
LM M AN ARER o

¥ ¢k > Kreitner and Kinicki(2001) & 8 ¥ (F[ % {7 3 |¥ & 7

v EERAT AR R B iR 2 B 2

- AREER  Adpd BAEFEERE A g S A RER

o o~ EERR AT R SR B 5 iR o

oY bR AT AR EARSEY P FL AR

~BER DA 2 B R I iR iR
FHI B NE R RFHTR > FRIuEARAT A S BIFE
~ B %t 2 (potential opposition)FE £~ o = ~ IRATE B A £~
(cognition and personalization)F# £ - = ~ {7 5 (behavior)fgf o » ~

2 % (outcomes)F¢ £ (% 5 &, 2001)  iE A4 ] 2-2 #75r > @ H ¢ F

72
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SN ERIFERECFL R 2B PG R L g TR
FHE? TG Jlng k> A FRT > LT RIALE &
ot enZ B e fRAR AL o blde > E B N E RS R
R s £ L L -

Jui

AT - BA T A ORE BFR Oy AR R Rira 8o
blde > Lk R L

o OB G0 IR B R - SRR P AR Bl

HEARL LG TEG > frivse I Ao

.‘5\

3R HIRAFH T RE B R A ERER

4 om FBFHETRHBR NRILFT 5 (Ioie s fo b iF) > 7 12 i

Rl

SE G TR R s o B S TR T arianig

o g paEath Lo L B4R o
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Z 0 T IR L B & AT (3R
% 90) :

- ~ iy kg gk( traditional view )
PLI  1930 1 1940 E A ARy BT SRR L SR
LR E A B B e B A o PR S
AP e EE e RS BB ARPEITRIRPRLE 0 T
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A AR B f G e oo ERARAR G - AEIRHER B Y DR
S [REF S 40 R EF A L BRS | 2
FFasZ b Koz i@ » N2 G AHE 1 hg REW 2T g
FEOWIEE o SBEEIL L B LR A R ABR OAF] >
I R BRI 5 T PR (T o

= ~ AR gLk (human relation view)

?\x

71940 # R 5 Hp 3 1970 £ 5 ¢ Hp QL ELBLET S AN 0 LG
fﬁfﬂx&“*ﬁ@%ﬁf"gﬁ_ﬁm— W% AEFELTD

e
o

BB R LB S R Z%l{jﬁ o F o e

, > '\.-'.
IRy j;-s;.*,ﬁ TGt R R ;ﬁ'ﬂ,f BrR SE B Ao

5 BLEL(interactionist view)
-BEL P BRRE g E 0 A B GE IR
oA 3o R R R R e B Bl
ok
N ST T 2 éi‘ilﬁlrfz\rﬁ\ gt o]

[LLER L? ST B R B s 4 R 2 By Hor e

Jui
|

ol S g oA

o~ LTV At c R R
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R €23l e 337 5 DB RAREFHEFAL P AFEREFR

¢ % B By »ai 2 (Jehn ,1994 ; Pelled , Eisenhardt , and

Xin ,1996) - ¥ *t > Janis (1989):% 5 teizirfirR ¢ > 3 2R Mg
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= #c B oA
721 AR B ALk 71 69.61
B IZ AR BE A 25 2451
H 6 5.88
& o 102 100.00

o a PR A2

AT ER % SPSS10.0 A B s A B AT R 5 % s

A ER PR T

% ~ F i3t 4 47 (Descriptive Statistics Analysis) :

ARG R R A 2 AR AT o 18 £33
FHRAFTRAT R CRELZ T AR 0T R AR
ARG 0 AR A B S PR e fE o

o~ 2 R 4~ 45 (Reliability Analysis) -

BRAFTEARRESEFLT L7 - RESBETUETIER » &
3¢ #u Cronbach’sa ek 2 A %G 28 4 ~ FR E 4
P s R RERLANTR G aBEl 0 AT EEP - K
P RRAS - aF x0T 27 REAPE B
A3 07820352 FFF 5 @ A3 0.35 Pl R#-H % o

# ~ %4 & 47 (Factor Analysis) :

b AR RS SN S SRR S R Ll RS S
IS R s P A RS hF R R4 “Lr}a LR IR
T REFF D &2V R O% B £ (explained variance) F e
gk o
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£ ~ 4p B ~ 47 (Correlation Analysis) :

AP A AT ALY MRS B AR eni e R
FontAph o fEA T A AP o APRE BcA 09 M S Y B
BApBE > 09~07 5 % R Aph - 0.7~05 5 ° R4 M > 05~03 3
MAERAPH 03T S H S ApRE o AT 0 K APRE AT T R A
R E S RS R ARR S REET M o 2 L F R
m gt eAp Bt o
» it jF & 47 (Regression Analysis)

i&ﬁﬁfé\%‘riﬂ P R - AR AR KPR

iR B Kotk B el % 0 10 By R AE R BT R ROIR R e
TR R R BN BLTREFE S VAT E
AT R PIFARRI 4 F 2 TR R
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FERME g e R - 2P o @ ERPIA RS W HEE £ 4p
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A ¢ A 327 42 (root mean square residual, RMR) E_E /- #+.05
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= o
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R FRG Y AR SRR DR P o B
Py REEmAs 3 ens Ak AR5 07815 2] 2 A #kR% %
0.610(p<0.001) » 23 & 14 1| %_% #cAdjusted R? % 0.594 » A
WAl E S THFR A E | s TERAleR |~ TH R4 &R
T RFEFEVUBEROBLSEI AR REE S 61%
ABES R R ARG EL 0.289(p<0.001) EFEEFLT »
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ko FERPTE 0 F]t HI(D)EE 2 47 o @ 3| g i
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=
ETINN

0.023(p>0.05) » &f 77 ] & E 43 s A 3 Pl 3 & & & 5508
»x% s Hl(a) X A EE L 3F -

BBRR AL S G > @R B 5 0.263
(p<0.01) » $43+5vah i 3 2 4 B % chi % FR B> % > 2 H8 7
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oA B 0.023
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FR AR E 0.289***
(4.255)
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R 0.781
R 0.610
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61



=

LR EA

v AR TR R AR R R

2445 4G EFAT REHME GA RS EAAERDS
i ftp?&\*‘f » AR B E s R A E A ﬁrﬁfs_‘\ ¢
FE M G R E T FRAER PR

AT EFAT RIEHM GAGERER DI AP RERE
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PRI H IR FRAER DS AP H RERR S
0.708 > | %_t4 #R* % 0.502(p<0.001) > 4 % {4 4| %_t% #icAdjusted
R®% 0.4925 FpAGR el G E TR 3 E ]S B AR X
TR E A R R PR R E S 50.2% -

ERES & o R AR E S 0.297(p<0.001) » % 7 F R A=

é*ﬁ

EHINERYUGFREL G EFORRE BT S| iR
GEARARR > TR EHFERAARARS 0 Flt HAEEF L 3F o
| B Ea B iE 5 0.516(p<0.001) 3t iE i+ ek @ = 7~ B

FREFOERTE o ISR B anded|p ARG 0 2

62



A FRAEEARE o H2 7 EEF L F o
BT eV G AR B O E A R ST R]
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e
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Pwod AT E RS T ARRZBRE AT
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Vig
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fio o AT PN+ 2 5 4350 PiE s 0.037<0.05 5 pt -
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fe fd 3ty PE R B AEHR AdcH B 0 F)p S SR e g

IR pd Bl d Ny
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435 430 3 F IS At iR il R VK R
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B Ao A ¥ 0.9 17 GRS iR o A0S D
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a2 & e
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RMR Fif fiess £ % B /% $#chToEhT 33, F
Boch A £ ] e 8 AR AR R e e dk i 0 F A9
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