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Abstract

Through the human resource management, the organization cannot only transfer the
capacity and knowledge of the employees into the real product, but can also convert the
human resource into the competition advantage of an enterprise. The academic world has still
very limited knowledge of how the human resource management could help an organization
to create the competition advantage. Therefore, this research has the purpose of considering
the innovation as the intermediary variable of the human resource management system and
organizational performance, probe into whether the human resource management system
could increase the innovation of the organization, and then increase the organizational

performance, taking the information electronic industry of the Science and Technology Park
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as research objects, the valid sample companies were 136, the Linear Structural Relations
(SEM) were taken to prove the influence relations among the research concepts. No matter of
management innovation or technical innovation all had the same positive influence.
Organizational learning has a direct influence relation to the management innovation of the
organizational innovation, and an indirect influence relation to the organizational performance
through the management innovation of the organizational innovation, but the direct influence
relation was not remarkable. The interactive effect between the management innovation and
the technical innovation has not been proved to be remarkable, but if coordinating with the
implementation of the human resource management system, the organizational innovation
may increase the organizational performance, therefore, the test result has shown that the
innovation is the intermediary variable of the human resource management system,
organizational learning and organizational performance. The analysis results of this research
can help to understand how the human resource management system could drive the
organizational performance, as well as give the industry a reference for how to design and

support the human resource management system of the intelligence capital development.

Keywords: Human Resource Management System, Organizational Learning, Organizational

Innovation, Organizational Performance
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Fifdnds 0 ML N Ao T iEGRR T
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ARG A FREE A FRAT R A 4 & %31 % Youndt (1998) #75 B (g
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6.% i1t 3.72 0.78 0.09 2.02 427 0.94
3@. & 351
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Sﬁﬂ"ifﬂ"‘ﬁ CEHEY 2 ERLIRTL AR (RILE AT ) P it B A AR

°E%&$ i K il 7 200 4F2. Spearman £ s h#ich 0.37 BB 2 b 5 H ARhjp
B ABcR HE AR SHE 03 07T 0 B D RBH RAPM R AT -

42 HEHFHREE
421 WETFHEEHA

AP THLLZPAEFFFTOAERFE s ERR ORGP DFATFAE(?
FHMAIBAFY LT AFE UNAZF R NEFGEAES e M) RF L 258 7T
AT RA o A NEFREEFE D ’/Fﬂiz—'ﬁé“ﬁ 80 = % 4 Fih EMBA ¢h5 2 ig {7
B enifif e k4 %1% f £ % Cronbach’s Alpha ez & T8 % B :c R 38 » ¥ H38 %
Fﬂaﬂécun} TS ARE TR ém%’? PRI HEER Lenifg o 23 4
MR EE R IR TNEL R P A L e RE TR R RS

I A LA fﬁg Wil o R A4 ?\/}3’ TIE i L8R "'Jz“ﬁ SRR Y I S g
BIFLFE  BEPENAS FRLE L AP AFEL D o FAHEEE AR A7
i %
2

wﬁﬁ%ﬁ;d%ﬁﬁ%&'\wLM%%wmwﬂuﬁﬁw LR R EE
i 4 FRAE S ﬁ;’ra«i,xk,m,fﬁﬂ L EHR LB AT EIE Y R AR R
#> G AR Slater & Narver (2000) cri¥% > 4 4 FREE L5 gy

I 4%‘

2WEAATERN MRS A4 TIRIFHEY > 0 BREGRd $F L AR GE
FBRERE | FARARL LG R e T 2L RERATR
iR ﬁ@&ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ$w’#ﬁ“' Wjﬁﬁ%iﬁ 7R RR e
212 g @8 0 212 > P ¥ - 1345 Bourque & Flelder( 95) ?‘#—'mmﬁz u’\%_ Fe B
AR 0 R EEFRGE A AR EBE TE o Rl T I B

X RRFRABBEERE  jraPe :m@éﬁi RIE 4 FE2 s;;:@ﬁ—fmmp
e Bo I WAL L T0 B B X w TR E 69 B B E v 139 R E S KA
_}-};ﬁqv};ﬁg_,;}rﬂ%;&i:’ 1 PEEFPREZRE2203F29BRAL 1ERF- 24 R2
RS ST ”ﬁ PR E 23136 6o Foorw e S E 251496 « AT 139 REE W TR

BB FHEEFETRF LT FIRRF 53889 0 B P M TR 67 T X
ﬁ&@m?cx%&m%?cﬁ%i%ﬁﬁﬁN?q%?ﬁﬁ%&&ﬁé%é%i“
FHLAERPOCFLBEAI X T BEF ARG R Ao

422 & T BIF
T‘?ﬂi(? ﬁﬂk:}*‘ﬁ_rﬁ T oot T2 ‘*%#ﬂ Do kA E A (PR R 212 7 E
FwHFass DF) A FREE AN EREY  BMART S BHYE NP
#%'r}%ﬂzF ) ’F'-Ii” B 005\%}%‘—?{ ki (t a4 % 5 0008,-0.61,0.78 £2-1.36) -
PR AT RAET A MY LA e AR AFE TR P ¢ 0 Fowler (1988)
iﬁ a1 Fﬁuﬁﬂfﬁféﬁ nb—‘;’i’#\i;"_‘é—'ﬁfa g 2 g g ;—a:,fﬁd CERABEH IR 7T iR
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# #7811 K H ¥ hif 3% (non-response bias ) e 5 H & tHh o+ S b Tl I LR
wH A B E LR > FEd 4 3??}4 FEMA L EAABPARE (24244 T
B TR Y AR B ) b B AF I LB (P43 0.83-095)
SRS S S E S R RN RS S R RLES TR EES S S
F o wole 2z éﬁ—% Bh 2 240 E A Ao

L3 R A AR LRI

# @ o i o i ML (P)
A% 4 TR T Likelihood Ratio=12.56 0.87
CFRER R Bk tRE 0. 26 0.89
T B R 0.13 0. 95
o g ) 57 B R 0. 22 0. 92
o 3 5 o B R 0. 45 0. 83

R A

B 214 Cronbach’s o #ich 72 B4 hE R A4 FThE ,—_,]‘. LE AR AT
FOoREGVHRCTEL RS oAAg 2 b2 A FREE L% H Cronbach’sa
% Bl W ,1087 0.74 ~0.78 ~ 0.80 ~ 0.82 ~ 0.94 ~ 0880‘2_?%? TEAERAFTESE
HEY RGFE- L ZHF B oed s 2 28 g § o Cronbach’s o frdfes & 5 0.86~0.88 »
0.82~092 ¢ i EAIATE & i,)}?iéo\%‘rm‘*% c A BAFEAIRT s AR IAIRT S 2
£13#7¢ Cronbach’s o % #ics & 5 0.92~0.87~0.91 - ‘E‘%F. G g A B R AT E o HF
Form~ B B e s BT 2 e s Cronbach’s o (i #ics B 5 0.86~0.92~0.83 »
0.86° FRlm % » & § £ ey * -K B354 3% Nunnally (1978) #riE & ¥ &% 2. 0.7 vk # o

£ F5d L4 %L FF 4 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis,CFA) % #& % % H
% 2 7 #5¢ (measurementmodel ) £ F L F o A 4 FREE AR E R T X
Rl AL R 2 2R BAEG mA SRS 0.8350.7850.8110.76 0.84 «
092 xR E 5 0.76~0.88~0.54~0.71 ~0.73 ~0.77 ; "IT' B8N ks L
TRERE B RS HE = '[?"f?m R KL l;,)ij—;x 0.87-0.89-0.84 2 % B2 § % 0.54~0.62~
0.74 § EAIFT2Z * A BATHLIRT R A RFILFTES Bigg e £ 7R S 091085

TR F#H5 061-0.58; :}i,{ﬁr;f, |Frene LR REEZBRBE 2585 0850515 &
%ﬁﬁmﬁMﬁﬁk\ﬂﬁjbx\ﬁwﬁfdﬁ~@ﬁmrﬂ£€¢§é~0%\0%\091?
EFPgRE 505250650620 % ’f?mi AR RIGATE 0.7 v FH R KR, ¥ B
B ETIOARE NP F T 0.5 kB LT dpiRinp 8- RPEIHS TR o

ﬁﬁ

44 YR A
A NREEFIZ S ATR LS AT LG U hjeaock ( convergent validity )
e % W s & (discriminary validity ) °
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441 ¥R A

S HA FTREL A BEEY  § EAATE R FRELTE AT
BEMRI AT T FE AT B AR E ARG L ARARTE R i R AT
FILA 4 FORE I % By dR(512.12/276)2 5 1.860 # & /| %t 3 2 12 3% & Comparative
Fit Index (CFI) % Incremental Fit Index (IF1) z &32 % 0.94 ; NFI ( Norm Fit Index ) 2
i % 0.92 ; Non-Norm Fit Index (NNFI) 2z & 5 0.94 ¢ ¢ & %<2+ 0.9 222 7% ; Root Mean
Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) 2z i& % 0.068 » 522X 3 > 0.05 duEix i » i iv
2 90% i if % B2 0 (0.0538 5 0.0848 ) - B {5 » Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) 2. & 5
0.89 » #:17 0.9 guEgxiE » F) ,f_{»xl};fﬂﬁ— FIEREEES LI ;E_f‘ g X/df’ B %
1.89 > CFI=0.93 » IFI=0.91 > NFI=0.96 > NNFI=0.95 > RMSEA=0.048 > GFI=0.93 - ? L
Fra. Xz/df=l.93 » CFI=0.91 > IFI=0.94 >» NFI=0.91 » NNFI=0.92 - RMSEA=0.045 > GFI=0.91 -
PR AT 2 2/df=1.32 » CFI=0.93 » IFI=0.92 » NFI=0.94 - NNFI=0.93 » RMSEA=0.047 -
GFI=0.92 - % ‘F‘ X T2 Xz/deI 82 » CFI=0.92 » IFI=0.93 > NFI=0.93 > NNFI=0.95
RMSEA=0.047 » GFI=0.94 « §88 7 = » &30 fieif & 47 A7 - AT & 45 2 8 fosd
wmﬁa TS o pu b s CFA A7 9% cn T2 f R FAF S 1 (1142432
~13.02 2 fF » P &% -] > 0.001) % CFA A 7% % 87 R LRI PFE N HTH
SPfeiE R WA 0 AT ER L G A 2 TRt R AT B e e

442 T W3R A

AFT 7 =¥ Anderson ¥7 Gerbing (1988) duEik k& (7 F Wrehkch 2 » 23 2
A EIEA A G up M RECTLE 1 AR E LGNS AR R R
A2 LR R 4ok T 24 2 ERANRZ AR 2+ 2 B < 0 2 zi
BEFREP > I8 - e R G RRRR « AL DG 2 B WA AT S 40
2447 0 20 FHRET LAY A A e Dl GREITR S 1P BTN 2+
CEBRAIEN 2 R PO EFSL R AV b e FET R
PR o

45 ERH ;A4
ﬂ,ﬁm&ﬁ$%ﬁﬁ’ipféﬁaﬁﬁgxﬁ%ﬁaﬁaJx&“b‘ﬂ B
XeavREE > M H - f;;@_;}%*};ﬂfg’»;x A i’fﬁ?ﬂ;}%ﬁi)@{? Feho TP s AFTF Bt 4 ?7
E L A A Y~ ERAIRTE B R 0 U E - e R A
BEL2Z TRERLZHEG DFL > B - TFHEs (T3 % 2 e 7 £ E g fhiv
FomTAS FRELAASELELR  AERREI LT R TR e
Bkt 22 iR BiEG o .fsyﬂzéf 9o ;ﬁga,if]gl B H BRI L HE Y R
AERER CEBRRCIATEZ BiEG o BRARTE B AtEe P B RRIREL Y L B %
FIFT ~ s RPILIATE A BHEG o BME L At P B BRI E G P T
B HEH o ST o B APUNAIATOETE BN 0 RIS G TR AL A TR L3
o H - R AR 0 bt TG om SR R A iRenlic D 0 A @ RS e

ﬁ'ij‘{‘:ﬁﬁ
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ESES I EIPAN L= S S ?E]Jiz- T R EER o R Bl E FIRE fa R
LISREL #2;% & i %“L 7o —d4km 7 > LISREL & 797 F enfk A e & F 5 1 4k A B 2 50
4 b’“r;é}rf:;%i S Hcdic p /‘E*\’v? 50 (Bagozzi, 1980 ) @ * — #£3% 5% 4% & #cd® i & 100 T
150 22 P s 6@ % o EF w32 (MLE) kB % RSN ( Ding, Velicer, and
Hawlow,1995) » iz $ & % % (42 400 ¥ 500) f* > MLE ¢ % @@ R 5 » % 5 # “7F
e f Bdp R AN £ A G en % (F R E, R 89)ed N AV AT AL 136
o ee i & ek Ak R

4 FouA A

Hwow 2 % I x’ d. f. Ay’
AdFTREE LS
1. Az fgmg #50 548. 20 250 —
2. FaE R (Apk RBIE S 1) 676. 24 251 168. 12%kx
S fpFeETE (M BETTE 1) 639. 60 251 131. 18%*%
4 fFageds (M GBI 1) 599. 71 251 91. 28xxx
S.dn A et (M BT 5 1) 636. 72 251 128. 32%*k
6. f-Fd it (ApM BEcLT i 1) 602. 34 251 94. 01%*%
T.d'RETE (4ph GBLELE 1) 644. 48 251 136. 07%kxX
.y eds (A REI2 s 1) 655. 61 251 147, 21%%xX
9. A €1 (AP BT E G 1) 664. 48 251 156. 08%*k
10. 35~ 2 iv (4phf e L2 5 1) 655. 60 251 147. 18%*x
Il.TE v geids (M GHETE: 1) 625. 08 251 106. 67k
12, & iv ik ¢ (ApB BT 25 1) 633.13 251 154, T1%kX
13. T %t v (4pRE AT 5 1) 629. 81 251 121. 39%kx
4. % g S8 gt (M RE L5 1) 609. 81 251 101. 39%*x
5. e B it it (4ph B2 s 1) 636. 83 251 128. 41%%x
16. 4L ¢ it 22 it (4ahd o5 1) 612. 55 251 104. 13%kx
ﬁ%%?
1 &L g st 186. 21 127 —
2LHEY ke AT (M AETT5 1) 215. 72 128 27. 65%kk
HE Y kAR e (4 AETLL 1) 225. 82 128 37, 28xxx
4 3&?%’ B A (M GRS 1) 214. 62 128 38. 46%x%
A RT

1. AR S 248. 86 83 —
2. BERIATE F A 2 F I LIRT (AR BE B EE 1) 312.79 84 48, 5THRKkk
3. HAIRTE m B RLIAIRT (4P BE ThBILRE 1) 326. 64 84 39. 68%*%
4% A B FEIRLIRTE w R ARGILIRT (AP Rl L3 306. 98 84 42. 13%%%
1)
.3&%‘.:%35:
1. AR FFE 50 112. 64 46

41. 56%kk
Q. Hprd s B (PR BT E L 1) 96. 73 47

38. 41%%%
3. Hisdrrr R o (AP BEUT S 1) 102. 32 47

39. 21%k%
4.7 H e G e (AR GBS 1) 87.91 47

43. 16%%%

A xtzo3 B R R N 5 A S okkkd P<0.001
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7 OB Feif B ™R > Bagozzi £ Yi (1988) i % A 44—\& * enfie i 1R %
(Preliminary fit criteria ) ~ £ %8 #i-5% i fz & (Overall mode fit) ~ * #-5% P &G HiE fe &
(fit of internal structure of model ) % = 2 & X4 11§ (M & ~ f2% ﬂ‘, A 83) e AT

TR G R IR O S T

451 A »ehig iRt

PR R RIS 2 AR~ FRLE &*ﬁ%%%éﬁ?ﬁ iV R dp iRl
FAFNGLPEZTFIFE A E A M (K3 0.5) &% (830.95) ¥ & T
9‘2?‘? RBERAIGER o d A OHT 0 AT AL BEARLADFERIELFFEFE
SE DR F R P OARE 0.5 0 o BB B mﬂ%émymﬂ“o.%’ I
WAL ‘74 NIE o FHA TRE iﬁ-kﬁk"

\-‘-H \‘mb

\"‘b

452 BERWSERR

Ll‘ip’fﬂ A KR FRRERRET PR ARRE M R T ERETE T F 5 Jfﬂ
% o Hair, Anderson, Tatham, ¥ Black (1998) #-H &~ % = fasgd] : S & R HFE - 3
PR LRAFE 2 HBFLRAFEE - WM Z AR L 4o

4521 B3t REE

L RFE BT TR RS A M AR R R A Pde S
& R4pHE (GFI) > T3/ £ T 243 (RMSR)~ 2 T0:5 i % £ T > 43 (RMSEA)
2o AT BN NG LR f;& B4tk 5 1y df=10.86/9=121 + GFI=0.98
RMSR=0.049 + RMSEA=0.036 > # i& ' i 7 & e ] -

4522 HEg & )i?;s%

ol g B TR R B RS PR 4 e il & R 418 (AGFD) -~ 4
3 cope £ 45 % (NFID » aw@ﬁb@ﬁ@ﬂﬁo*ﬁ B mﬁ Bl g AR
%  AGFI=0.87 ~ NFI=0.94 2 CFI=0.97 > # ¢ NFI 2 CFl $2:£ 7| ¥ &% %Fﬂ > AGFI B
M3 0.9 R

]

R

4523 R4 & R FE

GEAFRERFTE > B RE G AR B P R ke E - B3R
it BRGE EALR 0 TR 1 Hedo iy & mé§ﬁ°b#ﬂ # (PNFI) o #F 7 FHEZ A
NP EE LR FERES PNFI=0.18 2 PGFI=048 > % 5 M % « & + b f
B8 ARG PFHEE S R RA S TR

453 HA P BBRERR
PR AR N B R F AR R FLRA GRS T
.

(d

# w3 p ey & (individual item reliability)) €. F #& 0.5 ™ F > BARIE i
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(composite reliability)) % % 0.7 11} » 2 BA I % B § (variance extracted )
BTF 5 05 M P R KRB R AR o ARG F FERMEG g P
d é%{‘-ﬁi R ko %Fﬁ] 0723 094 2. FF > 3248 0.5 chP X R} AL
e fRRAEEPFRE AR o Pd A ST A TRER SR BREFY
PRI~ 2 BRH e £ R A S 5 09120862091~ % 087 7@ 5% R E 4w
20.6220.72-0.69 & 078 % ¢ AZil e KT B KE » AN B i PR 0
N ERRERRA od A S5 DR AR o FER A TIRER A B
$§?‘E%@ﬂ‘£;%itim@ﬁﬁﬂﬁ°
A FREIE paERY o d LG 2 FF B R R Ao )i Ao %iiiiﬁra
HERB A FThEE LAaprd > N EER (Aq=089) AL & HFF » A
PRFEE (L 1=088)~ AL € FEH (Ax51=0.85 ) ol FFEH (Ax=0.84) T 5‘"“
Gk ()Lm:()gl), i 5&&%Q SRARTS & ()Lxm 079) “”'—]'% E‘Jﬁ»ﬂ & ot ’J’a‘gﬁ?:r ’

Jf“‘?@“%’éﬁ? ) 3{1? [ARGE .f-*‘ Qmﬁ:ﬁiﬁﬁ—‘q% ’ ”‘..‘:‘—"—%PE’ Narver ¥ Slater (1990)
TR - R RESE VS > P HAI ERE Y Snnaed o U E R
(Aﬂ%%)§&€£mﬂ%’ﬁ:PQ@@%(AwO%)iﬁﬁ?mmﬁ
(Ayn=079)c s+ %5877 > PR/ BeFPFY A P2 FF2E8FF > 29 %
WEARB RGO BRSBTS - AERAATIEEY > FEHRB R
BRIFTERRATY o % A H T LIRT (L0=0.84) R HE AL (1,2=079) i £
£ ‘“3*%*‘%?% ’?ﬁéﬁﬁsﬂfﬂ«ﬁ | ¥4 EIJ (F L ERFF B AU EREE Y
A EAIGTEOAER F B A R OMAETIR o A AR uE ) o R HRD Bk
m?&fr’t‘ s W B (Ly73=0.96) P%’vi*ﬁ KR %2 (Lys=0.85) =2 > @ 113
W (Ly=082) 583 £ & o AT > FRAD PG P2 F ¥ L LRT
2839 AUERFEBD B E L AR N R -

F. 5 BRI HHG R 0T 2 47
MLE iz 3+ %8k

Hoe2: % i FE e (L) FrEEL AR ¥egi g
(8 ¢)
A4 FREE A 0.91 0.62
X 4 & 0.89%** 0.26 0.83 0.76
X, 3" 0.88%*%* 0.31 0.78 0.88
X5 L% 0.81%%* 0.38 0.81 0.54
Xy i o i 0.84% %% 0.49 0.76 0.71
XsAb € it 0.85%%* 0.54 0.84 0.73
Xq @ 11 0.79%** 0.61 0.92 0.77
EREY 0.86 0.72
Y M8 Y ik 0.79%** 0.49 0.87 0.54
Y, A 3 FE R 0.86%** 0.26 0.89 0.62
Y3 B s g 0.92% % 0.33 0.84 0.74
B AR 0.91 0.69
Y, * A2 TR 0.84%*% 0.34 0.91 0.61
Ys kg R AT 0.79%** 0.47 0.85 0.58
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MLE ‘iz e

Hoaz % FE AT (M) e FA R i d
(82 ¢)
35,%‘% 3 0.87 0.78
Yo s o 0,82 0.38 0.83 0.52
Y, 34 0.96*** 0.21 0.88 0.65
Y E 5 s 0.85%** 041 091 0.62

(1) ¢*/d.f=10.86/9=1.21 » RMSR=0.049 > NFI=0.94 > NNFI=0.92 » AGFI=0.87 » PNFI=0.18 » CFI=
0.97 » IF1=0.98 > GFI=0.98 - RMSEA=0.036 * PGFI=048-(2) a: Fl2 f F& S Fit 2 & > ** 4 P
<0.01 ; ***% P<0.001 -

4.6 i%r%\ﬁ(SEM)z Bk
T E M sk R * KK 052 (Nested-model approach ) & 4 45 > B
Tfiﬁ::?‘ (Mo) BIEHY (M) 2 B R0 > e BV IR 5N A T v i
AR e 4 2 5 o SRR RO ARy AT AR IR BT R 0 A e B
(null model ) ¥ 4p 77 - Al Vi3 S S LN S U gl ”‘ﬁ';“'.i“)iﬁﬁs%' »
TRzt B st & Ript: (CFI) i # - %#fﬁ—i\k\ﬁ/z Do RRIEL AR R E»E@L Ao ]
R fEARR et S R R F S L R R I\i%mtb@mmﬁ»ﬁ%'l@ S o
PR TR TS RG2S 00 B E RS e A L (IS
F) it ELABR > EF B LRI EERE PRGN FUS GBS 0 PR 0 A A
FOOTUSM T AER o
He M (rp=0) 7 £#-4 4 FRFIE AFESRF Y Pl BR L5 00 5%
MBS g & R HEFALE (AP=13826,Adf=1,P<0.001) it %A+ 4 4 Tk
FRAAHESREY I HFORE &AM PR HI T EE L o MBS (Py=0)
AR SE Y R R TS 0 BEFER M i E R ERF LR
(AX ~4.76,Ad.f=1) > Lb BENA ERE Y HERE0L ] MEPRE & AF ] SRR
H2 ¥ A E# L 3o My 550 (ra=0) 2 £ %4 4 \/}??"F?ﬂ,f S EARTOM R T 0
SEFRMBENFERT HFNLER (AX =964.57,Ad.f=1,P<0.001 ) > s* &% &7+ 4
SFRETL AN LA M F R AR iEE H3a B A o My fER
(r5=0) 2 E#-A 4 Fihg 3 SEHLIATOR BRX 25 00 SR FR M58 oy &
B F BEagi R (AX =175.77,Ad.£=1,P<0.001 ) > * % % &g + 4+ F /)EI’FF",, o S o
RIFTAE G B F DR s A g H3b 7 B L 4F o Mo 03t (B=0) 72 &g 12
RIATH B R F oo hM B L5 0 B5 R M st £ R EFHL LR
(A=9.61,Ad£=1P<0.001) » 2 % B~ ¥ WAFTH S % MEF PP e hm g
B Hda 7 JE 18 5L 4% o Mo 0550 (Bas=0) 7 AR ATH e s o ehbd 3k 25 0
‘éi%”"}Iﬁ,Mm’fs—;,\ S ARG BEFOLE (AX =8.21,Ad.f=1 P<005> RN Y e e
RIATH e S or BF AP s AT g ohiEG Heb 7 R 2 4F - My 1550 (B3=0)
% {:l—:-'g IE"—_;%, FTHPEMAFTOM ZRTE 0 BEF R M e s RalgFaL B
(A=0.01,Adf=1) &5 % 77 § AT BATAIATIL T B h B 5 s 2§ ehigsn
HS5a ¥ A JE 7 2 45 « Mg #53% (Ps=0) 2 E_¥-3jisg 7 /?éf?ﬁﬁ |FTEORE R 25 00 B
FR Mg N enif & B BB F L (AY=058,Adf=1)> s % % B $ikrh| 3 RTEE T ART
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Ly EFORE AT G HSb £ AEE L - Ma izt (B=0) 7 Lk wg
P HARA O X LE 00 BFFR Mo SN & RAT HFLR
(AY=12647,Adf=1P<0.001) > s* &% 87 28 F ¥ #H ¥ RLFTFRF HEIRE &
AR DB Hea ¥ R 1F L 3% o Ms i3 (B3=0) 7 A2 S F S H LI ATOM 333
50 BEFRMHEN g & BT HEAL (AY=142.46,Ad.f=1,P<0.001) » p* % %
o e .f‘%«%‘f? W FTE T ¥ RS A7 i Hob 7 £ 17 L 4% o

FE P Tng R AT G T 3 B % I H2 H5a~ 2 H5b ¢h o
HpBHIofE L 3F > B h R TS il B ORE R T B B 0 %
Rk 60

306 TLA IR 2 T G LR

FE R R G T ot ¥R B LY
I A FRER Ao Y 0.27%* HI 145
Bar EHEY S8 "‘« 5§ i 0.46 H2 -
I A FRE IRk S T ART 0.34%%* H3a 2 4%
131 A4 ”j)ﬁl? 12 % B BRI AT 0.49%* H3b Ey-
Baz ¥ AT ok 0.46%** H4a ER -
B3 AT FT— 8 o 0.37** H4b ER -
B3z B I LI AT H AT AT 0.89 H5a B
Pos FEL R ‘r—vg A RT 0.13 HS5b LS
Bai EHEY >p RART 0.47** Hé6a S
B3 R E Y SHEAIAT 0.48%*%* Hé6b -

¥4 P<0.05; **4 P<0.01 ; ***% P<0.001 ; a & 7 Fl/T fhadc s BB 2 &

Bt T 0 EREFOREEL T T RASEEETE RS
FRBEEZR e 0 A RPN EEN I RPE SRR, 2P TR
g’;égfiﬁsz% SR b EIRAFEY AP o ARFRPERSELP TS5 0 A4 TR

ﬂ;wﬁm“¢&p bR R Pk o B A TR e Rk 1y

|| =

TEFEREY - FILLIATR
Fﬁ#ﬁ‘*”m e BAZ T ruPaBa s ruPsiBes e~ 2 s Fw ko H
; 0.27x0.47x0.46 +0.27%0.48%0.37+0.34x0.46 +0.49x0.37=0.25 » F]p* & F° Frx
8 (0.534+0.25) 7~ % ‘4«%‘}33 'gi"’ﬁ |RTE BFR AT 5 A4 F‘ //)a"l’gi"’,f‘ oyt
2P ARE A FTRER SAFHEFEEY  EF L LRk =027
5027 A4 FRERFAKEIEL BFEFLwdfHak =034
0.34; 4 4 FiRg 32 5 St pg s #az %k 0 131=0.49 >
0.49 ; w88 ¥ $ e e By=046 t &5 037 X EAFKE
—?ﬁﬁfﬁéﬁﬁﬁWﬂmL@ﬁ%$L$$& P&yﬁmm
B31Paz & = iF Therrdk 5 0.47x0.464-0.48x0.37=0.26 > ]t B P Frck 5 0.72 (0.46
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