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Abstract

In recent years, the governments and private institutions promote a variety of festival
activities with local characteristics to attract large numbers of tourists go to participate in.
However, when a variety of festivals were organized at the same time, the organizers should
focus on how to seize the tourists repeat visits intentions. First, should understand the views and
feelings of the visitors that attended to the Jazz Festival. The past research about the Taichung
Jazz Festival has few studies to exploring the atmosphere, emotional experience, perceived
quality and satisfaction. This study will be investigate the visitors that participate the Taichung
Jazz Festival and explore the atmosphere, emotional experience, perceived quality, satisfaction

and revisit intention.

Reference the past literature, this study organized the questionnaire. Them, use
convenience sampling for the visitors that participation the Taichung Jazz Festival. In this
survey, total have 520 valid questionnaires were collected. The analysis showed that the
atmosphere theoretical dimensions composition by environmental factors, design factors, social
factors and facilities attitude. Emotional experience composition by three dimensions, include
joy, love and surprise. Revisit intention composition by recommend intention and revisit
intention. In addition, the atmosphere positive effect on emotional experience and perceived
quality, perceived quality negatively affect the emotional experience, emotional experience
positive effects on satisfaction, perceived quality positive effects on satisfaction and satisfaction
positive effects on revisit intention. According to description, the relationship about these
constructs for the Jazz Festival visitors supports the claims of cognitive psychology, “stimulus —

organism — response.”

The findings provide the following suggestions for the Taichung government, including
some suggests: (1) enhance visitors’ satisfaction about the Jazz Festival; (2) build the special
atmosphere in Jazz Festival and enjoy the exotic atmosphere; (3) improve the overall quality of
Jazz Festival; (4) create a unique emotional experience; (5) advertising promotions and

publicity tactics.

Keywords: Taichung Jazz festival, atmosphere, emotional experience, perceived quality,

satisfaction, revisit intention
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. 7}}_%}‘?.& -k Bep Ak R .8y

C AR CRAHER
RETTE

W 2-3 %Kfﬁﬁﬁf‘v~ﬂ%
AL kR F A kR Kolter (1997)

% = & § 3 (Atmosphere)

S

- ‘7:!;' ’A kﬁlﬁblu
Kotler (1973) g 3 Hd & ‘“‘Jﬁzg/qgl— FEHE B 0 U R im?ﬁ‘_%

Sl
wx o S S ?mév’ﬂ%%fgﬁ’ TERE T S BT Y A e

)
Bldrfe gt ek i © .3‘5‘.?}*»‘@_ ¢ B2 A (Biter, 1990) > ¢ & G 35d 5 ¢ B
Iy ﬂﬁ’“ﬁi i ® 45 (Bellizzi, Crowley & Hasty, 1983) » i&— % k3 > § 5 4
- AHEERBERF OIS POAR YR AL FEF Y R ES LR

Flt o F A hEFS X EFRETHFIL 2 - o

WAL Al RBRRBR MR TR TR Tk G B EAMY
(Baker et al. 2002; Bitner, 1992; Brady & Cronin, 2001) - ¥ ¢t Mark etal. (2007) = 5

DA TOF F HEGE R4 S g 0 BE ALK EE RPN A & aRE
D ABMT N EERMSL - KRB SLFG P FDER -
S~ F A Pk
F & EF ARR T E s A R iﬁz ¥ oedE A gL & (Baker, 1992; Bitner

1990; Booms & Bitner, 1982; Kotler, 1973; Shostack, 1977) > ]yt g d & ¥ & K it
%“%sgﬁiﬁf%’llEi% ﬂm’? ?\;&,ﬁﬁ—km'ﬁ ;’p/ﬂﬁiﬁjle 'ﬁ‘ﬁ?ﬁ«%mq_.%?’

R R R R R L RO R R S A S Ny
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BALSY B3 REBT 2L E%ELLR
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Fp o & “ﬁ iR FF BEA s T OUREIINAeN FRK 0 U2 g B
TLRAB P AR - B B @;F?J@J I oWREF s ARBEEEFE

ﬂ im‘é‘_{?,&}i‘@

(- ) T#F Ra32 % (Stimulus-Organism-Response)

FALRBIFAESA B AR % Baker (1986) & Bitner (1992) - Baker
Fsl o § 5 R 546 SOR T o BIRATRIF 4 A 5 2 o A AL

1.2k 3+ %1% (design factors)

~

Bldop PR HE ~F W EEARE ) - R IR FORE T T K
Bl B IS Sl R 31—37;%J1 o om R FE A EE R Y

hERF G o e PEA T OH AN IRFIPRFE o

2.4+ ¢ F1% (social factors )

’—

HERREI AT F bl IR AR RH BT L s A Y
ERWEHTRR IR TE LR o

3.3 5 %1% (ambient factors )

FhEF LS RO R el
BoFEER S FrACERE) CARIBEFROFLTF > - LR
HF 2 FF e FRAFFHEES LA IHL B2 G 5 B
-~ R EF DY G - kBB R NG Y ERE R
LEE oA iR HAL 7 Tnl‘}ﬁ:mﬁ'—flyﬂ.i: i ?ﬁﬁ‘i ¢ R 3] (Baker,

Parasuraman, Grewal & Voss, 2002 )

ERE R %

Baker ~ Parasuraman ~ Grewal & Voss (2002) % A #7 & & 11 = 2 6 B3t § 5 g
¥ ¢ B3 N F A Baker (1986) #74% e A 4e 10 i3 2 0 A B H_F ek 3 FE -
AL € FlE 2 BB FIF EZ 6 g A4 0 ¢ Marketal (2007) % 4 4% i§4
%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%iﬁiﬁﬁaﬂ’%ﬁ%%aﬁﬂamﬁm%ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ’ip

3+ H#-ikdp Mark et al. (2007) #74% ) e B 1‘]%_64 A * % 5o (Likert) I BHFFE ©
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% w & F4%4% (Emotional Experience )

- ~ % (Emotion)

FLA: (CmOthIl) q—\-— ]E;,uﬂém»’é;;l » H T_ ;?}g' b i§j e Fﬂé‘fﬁi‘%’”ﬁ H “;
MG SRS RRE LR FFEN R A T T - FRELIRD
fit a5 (WBRE 0 2005)

(-) FHTazMmE

\-1—
SH
[t
T
F_\.

1% (emotion) & dg d FAB DI E 2 3lAz it LSRG o F
o B EE ABREX{cHEAE o2 €3 FAEFLEHAL 0 B
Frgesd o PRy ¥ Ed ZAFE 4 § e Al
AHERETAEEAL DA R BESTE o TELEFLERES E
P (4 2004)

<

Bindra (1970) % # &1 55455 P o 47 B S 1T RFHHDOEE - F &
Zgeir 22 2 Bandpl o TN T e BAGE COF %KL B AL R
SRR S TR ARSI R RN R PR E RS EES PAIPEE A
AT RE P R o gLt o R E S A - I R E L Tk &
Hildem = Jﬂ" A A e TN A € TR T A (PFE L 0 1993)

(2) WHBT

A R E i% MA P s AL R RT] L R R LA
SE Y S ERTA A A RARR 0 PR S ® (1989) HAFEET e BE
gl

LB E e 3B A Lo aigit o
2 B pER . )T.%%LTE; AR 4 o
3EEBALCF RS RBPE D B UL EHETFE o

4.0 4 g B R R B2 EER s B4 ST AR o
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(- ) FHHR A2 ME

Westbrook ¥7 Oliver (1991 ) #1405k T & » B L A 4 L@ % > 5

-~ BB GE LY gREF R o AL B A BSOS ER R -
Wallbott ¥2 Scherer (1989 ) #- %k T & - B4 AN F ok
P 2 3 s IR TS RGE R PAIR o %R B A BHOLR
FR RBIMVZEIE 7R BHYF-BRE -F-FBYEAL TR
PFEF o HW AT R E A e A2 Rl §FALR
b witlge s 3 0 bl €3 Aol R ol o RS g3 B4
SIS ERA A o - AR fjﬁl{'f’?‘ﬁ%%ﬁ% NG R S - R

F R 42 %)% 2. — (Babin, Darden & Babin, 1998 )

L BRSNS F BT AALR CERAM LA Z BT
ExH ﬂ 7 7 & ik A2 F]1 % (Gnoth, 1997) - Gretzel et al. (2006) ~
D% S L RBA S EfoS T E 2 0 TR R fRR £ o

.’I\

(=) Fagtskp i

g TR B A ARG R 0 Ft 3 5 AR AT el
BT AL PRATEF B Fl 2T RS € 1% p w2 (self-report method ) >

REBIFEHA 2 B A At B BERT § A4 PR RR (K
%8 5 2004)

ﬁﬂ’aﬁﬁaéﬁﬂmﬁiﬁ%f’é?%?@%éﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁ%
IR fER e B B RS A S s & & & 2 - (Gretzel et al,
2006) > MANFH MK OE T B NI SR AL BIRAET o F LI E arads
B bldr— & p Ko LGREY T Fi 0 LA 2 PR
( Beeho & Prentice, 1997 )

WALEL T FRAT)F DT E o blie R B LR 2
R enfd % (de Rojas & Camarero, 2008 ) - 1 % |4 485% ¥ (7 5 & B (Bigné,
Andreu & Gnoth, 2005 ; Jang & Namkung, 2009 ) - & % 5 - f& ik fosk 23R

P R o
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ZEHFLAW

1. MR #-;% (Mehrabian—Russell Model, MR )
(1) MR 58z 2 2424

Mehrabian f= Russell (1974) #o 18 %‘fmSOR WAL L TR TP
T ST A G Z B ¢ R A B AN (pleasure) ~ w4 (arousal)
11 % k% (dominance) > Mehrabian fr Russell (1974) #73 ) epis;N 5
BT FEESEF - BEADGEFEREE A3 FARETHF 4
Eh A A ART A AR S 0 4 fj‘u{/ﬂ?’ﬁ BIRBL Y DE BT UBGE U
Ao A ZRELWEL ) PR ERT TR R T RRE
FABRBEY BB AR gy o a ARBE T S RIEARF o LR2-5

B34k f _—

EH5 T 1}3‘ — 'Iﬁl - Pleasure —

%317 Approach
w42 Arousal

%% Avoidance

%" Dominance

B 2-4 M-R %5 18 50

F 4L %k © Mehrabia £ Russell (1974)

(2) MR #ic:4 2 #% B s

Mehrabian fv Russell (1974) #- SOR &L v > FiF* 4 & IR B ik
ETo I A% 8 EoRIFE AL ¢ B (Machleit & Mantel, 2001)
)4 » Bagozzi & colleagues (1999) #7 3 Mehrabian v Russell 32 #; i
22 SOR 2% ¢ ¢S (Stimulus ) £ O (Organism ) ki 55 > 2= 5 2 5% &
Ty R  TEREE LR R S I S e

% (Bagozzi et al., 1999) -

#t “t>Donovan ¥ Rossiter( 1982 )12 2 Donovan et al.( 1994 )& 3 Mehrabian
Fv Russell 3% #7422 SOR 32.% © 10 (Organism) £ R (Response) =1
BE B 0 SR G .]'r»t (pleasure) & - fEaf B p ST T L > HP 2 o4z
WAEH L SR R ER TR R AL AP 'Tﬁﬁ'fﬁi 2 Ak R
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BAL LY 13 8EBL L £ 5 4

e i 2 5 2 o it o ko s (arousal) #2441 (pleasure) -
A FWefps Er g Gl ARG A4 i S ”fﬁﬁﬁ””" £
B M-k Y fTA 2 f0i7 5 - Bakeretal (1992) 5 o i fR g e
AR PEF A Z 2 APM 5 Dubéetal (1995) - #ulii €489 7 5 iR
CE R A E AR BTt e

MR ZZ%5 3% &7 B 4 it O RCR 3 IR B D oenlE S F i © Babin (1998)

2P mE M-RIZG 4]0 A fe it g 87 X P id) § 4§ ) o

Bas oo afFdr o iza T > Yalc & 4o Spangenberg (2000)
B F B2 G icent o fof & R > T RIES A R 2
Fenhl GEMERBNESLR FLRELP FRFe-HPRAL

TR T o A2 ARIT T L o gk g E“ﬁ»m'j‘*ﬁ%”é_#
4% 7 5 (SooCheong &Young, 2009 )

(z) Frewukid

BTSSR ORI AR B A Y R R Rl wRES © Rt
Mehrabian £ Russell (1974) » #2171 = B> 5 e B k2o =
(Pleasure ) g # ; (Arousal) w42 ; (Dominance) 4t ~ £ fie > fi fL 5 PAD
RROCMRREY NFEGHL N EMNE v I B2 52 & (Sameer & David,
2009 )

Jang ¥ Namkung (2009 ) #5E Mehrabian £2 Russell (1974) #-7]i& * »t
/}”Pj’ R Rl FMRAL Y %Efffﬁfﬁﬁfr‘-ﬂr?fr“hiﬁ*ﬁﬁ%i@gi?ﬁ”
Mok 25 i R sTays E“’J‘ iR B 4 g o

Sameer £ David (2010) 345 Zaichkowsky (1985) &3k 38 » & 4
ITEEFEFY I 2k A BT OMEE PR € B
BABE G MR ow BAEY O SIEA 7 f MAN AR B R B PT IR P23 B
RO SN ES R E 2 FEEZ e REFFHURERLAZHE
LR B %o Tt AFT g0 Biedpt 4G 0 X1 F s (Likert) T B

ECRFLZFEFEHMHORELE -
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4
By
9
Gk
R
(\x
[N
Gk
J
FIRS
Cm\d-
=

- IR ET IR MA
fr’?rﬁ?}f% /&I\ﬁ;ér‘% r-r'%ﬁ ?}T& "flf’-gc_ﬁ_@ l,,\_)_ J}f% ¥ B
RETRas ) § fHASERO2S > o & Faod 80 kPS03

K =t g f e %~«01@—ﬁ%a’w§wﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ% 2
S ARE R L AR5 G B & R K F 0 802 (Garvin, 1983) i F F ¥R A
Fo FROBRFR G N o 2T s R RS 3 EA R RIS R e
5 ens| 80 4 A Rtk 0 TP 0 FU R Bk HEr o Ak R
* ¥ i e ( Zeithaml, 1988)

#

WALE L APM AT L o < PR TR TE T f X 4 A 5 ik 4% (superiority )
% 5 4% (excellence ) 2% T(Jacoby & Olson, 1985 ; Zeithaml, 1988) » & p”;é;sb .
R R ORLS T ARG Jﬁit'l?“ wARERET A&
g B

bl T (R A B g

s

m e

F) g7 T F o S5 (Steenkamp, 1990) o Aaker (1991) w B F ifé_é}mé;
WA E SRR ASIRL RS O RE B S FR%:}*QJE pn
ARARE > BeoRR RS EL PR A HER S R BT 4§

Q\;:‘%./ﬂ)%ﬂf'ﬁl\‘.;a é‘f’)'ﬁﬁo

e

S SR

é%%wéﬁé%§@ﬁ§?a%Wf$$’%%ﬁ&?
p;
& P

-} 5 0 Zeithaml M BAHEP o B e & F 002 HiFg f?a :
&2 1 (lower level attribute )
78

SURIREY JCW, S0y ¥ EB S ok (R, -0 Y C A A N Y CA-
%ﬁ

(DP it s A&+ Ll GldeH - 25Kk~ gé % o
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A EETN 0 G AIER P kBRI A SR bl & -

3. % & =x4 %24 (Higher level abstractions )

N AR 0 Bdc A m?% ’fé.g i 7oA e H R aFsk 0 LB 2-2 0
swes | arss |
g

..................................

pagl e wacn [ X

_____ 1
n | Fy
PR —

| R

e Y e <>
: Lotk O R L
I

Bl 2-5 wf &festd oz g fa
F#L kiR Zeithaml (1988)
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FRFm S F ARBESLRPER - FP - B FFIRL
G BRI TR h1 & £ SERVQUAL + 4 Service Quality » i&£
7 1980 & i # # 4 Parasuraman ~ Zeithaml £ Berry (1988) #t2& 47 B2 © &

R A

(- ) ¥ F1+ (Reliability ) @ = @ 3% HPRFE & £ 2\ 3k & HRB ALY AT 5 2 8

R o
(=) F % (Responsiveness) @ 2 7 iy & ¥HAE 2 3 0 3 & i 245 P SRR o
(=) %M (Assurance) JRAFA F B3 B ¥ 4 @ W REE X CERIE -

(z) F 542 (Tangibles) @ @ 455 L F|#7F F MINA > bldez 8~ A MK ~ K
HEJRIEA R EE o

() MRt (Empathy) @ 2@ & JR7FA BIRIFR > ~BFEB > £V U RRe k5
REZPRFE (31p £3F = > 2002)

AL E P FE B TR KRR i F o Lee et al. (2008) + 3 IR
%5 enihdd o w0 g sAERLY § F 90i7 5 & Bl Vesna > Maja £ Tanja (2010)
» 343 (Diamantopoulos & kalhofer, 2001) ez dE KL & F A BT
fOAFT Y s R BA IR > X% 3 3 HF(Likert)T BHHFR R T L R o &
Fenfd ag o

v #h > Baker #2 Crompton (2000) # MR R & F 2 = & ORI EHEG 4 Y

:l

& & & A& (Satisfaction)

-~ ARELRTERZEME

BEELN R R 2 gL 5 R F & (Babin & Griffin,
1998) » B AL A TR Y E LN P ERPREL HADACRETHE 0 b P
R HERBREDF > TAL DRGSR TR TFERBLR DA
(Oliver, 1981)

T
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PN AR

Anderson (1994) #5 L & €& 7 £ LWE RN G- RPFEF o ) §
HHMR fo) S = - & Cronin ~ Brady ¥ Hult (2000) Al & PRI%
B § BB E Gus LA 0 4t ¢F Parasuraman (1994) # g JUPRAR S e = P
AEAGTAORLRE T2 ERANGLTRET S '%’fé*ﬁ‘—mﬁ* Em o

Sprengetal. (1996) i&- Hg HB LA F » Bw R FF - Al AL R B
EBRLRAETE mmﬁ@am’ad?imlﬁ |47 - BABBRE AR LY TEH

% AR LfrR LB LA DL A Lbfffﬁmmﬁﬁﬁ ERER R A4
BAEFTEHEE L bAcR & s R RSy ég;wjzma[—mﬁ;rr RER

%%Eﬁﬁﬁgﬂﬁ’ﬁiﬁivwﬁﬁmo

S BE RPN
BAREOE e FEFEFLIABRRRARFT N e g

R ]
ZanE Ak ¥ eni 4 b (Appiah-Adu, Fyall, & Singh, 2000) - %% &% & &
FE2EPAECRG TRBELRSFEDHMETZL - 0 PR F 0 WD

MR REHKEE A KGR * b €5 JF gk & 42 & (Bolton, & Lemon, 1999 ;
Collopy, 1996 )

YLK BTy Y Aot jE ,{E&,}J —ﬁm,éﬁ LRITE N et Wy 7

1
FEBRFARI - E PR ALE ) § F #7378 1 (Engel, Blackwell, & Miniard, 1993 ) -
H g

TAp o s A ﬁ‘ﬁ‘f‘% F s B8O F ehis B A2 (Spreng,
MacKenzie, & Olshavsky, 1996 )
BRBAL P FAA L AGEL S B9 4k (Fornell, 1992) - Bi% 4 &

L
A VERRGFFREASSREOT A 2 R F AR R 0 G e F

J& ¥ (Anderson, Fornell, & Lehmann, 1994 ) - F]} » % 3G E_ 2 A8 7 £ o7&
H

AR R TR Y FREAAR A F"% LR E T e P RE

ig_ m/ﬂ 757

Z HBAAERE
Oliver (1997) = - B P M B LR AP E S Nk 279 ¢ 457
w%%%aﬂiﬁ@’ﬁw%ﬁﬁ‘%%‘ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ—#ﬁ4%@*
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R

2 EHFLLE

WHEB YT G 0 Hde del Bosque ¥2 Martin (2008) » # * pip|E fis0 # 3 H
T et 7h o Lee ® 4 (2008) » ¥ Lee ¥4 4 (2000) s 4 > 335 E 2
SRERBALBRZMG F o ALY ik Lee £ 4 (2008) 277 % £
f1% % 2 g (Likert)T BiFE ¢ R IFL FEHERAR SR ELE

o

AR -

¥ - & £%17 5 % B (Revisit Intention )

\

xw>

%]i ";E: l\‘.i

&

¥
e

— N é_é—

—_

}

ﬁéfm&ﬁ{é%ﬂﬁiﬁiéﬁﬁ—%ﬁ HPRARR ¥ 0 E B (Baker &
Crompton>2000) o 2/ 3 » FE 7 5 LR RIE > @ L IR E 82 07 i
Bdri 7 R FORIE B FHAFNEET R EEFEF LN 58T
( Fishbein & Manfredo, 1992) o FJpt » (7 ,E,@f 1AL ’sl"iiﬂ" A fRYEE

o RIFERIBFLH A KT EF 4 7 iy b (Zeithaml ~ Berry & Parasuraman,
1996 )

,,\ﬁa

Engel ~ Blackwell 22 Minird (1995) 325 7 5 R Blefe A R p >t B a4 >
SRBMAB SRR CFREABEZBIZ T ENEBMa f2 5
RAHEBW AL ST AR AHEBRHEL AL 75 o

S EHFL LRI R

¥ ARG 3 AP B < F%*}IFL 7 2 B A L &+ (favorable )2 3 § =+ (unfavorable)
AT A AR A ER T4 Ap B 987 ] (Zeithamletal, 1996) o Gl4eg i 7
%i%—i ]ﬁﬁ+mﬂgzg~¢%‘fpi% il iﬂ’u_ wiT s R BIAG By Jﬂ" |4

HREEALH AP RAREE VTP R AEEYHLEOME Y- 25
e X T MORAE SR R F AL fo 75 LB JIN SR K
I EBFLARAE

Pl é%ﬁ%i@%*ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ§%§9W{Eﬁi@ﬁﬁgi@’ﬁ
el & 2 & Zeithaml ~ Berry £ Parasuraman (1996) #§ ¥+ § G 2y @ @
* 3§ 0 gt b Marketal. (2007) % 4% $4 &d e EFBEHEHE L L RD
hoNEAEREY ESARORELMARRT T 2 L (Liker)T B4R

Ik
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AFEL R B F SR R ST B RS ESF L ARMLEN G
£ ESREE AP M Y P L B A 2 T N i

N N I T T TR

[}%:fﬁ NEEF 4 BB D% (Mehrabian & Russell, 1974) >
T (Mehrablan&Russell, 1974) < U SOR Ho5' > K Ak g 2 RE T
% € 5142 B A F 2 iM% 0 Foxall &2 Greenley (1999) » i * {7 5 pLELHCS
(Behavioral perspective model) * ™ 3R] Fe Fr 8 chfl podt i 7 HRAZL DR
F ks @5  § % ABiT 248 (Approach/Avoidance) shF {7 5 o

S F”?mﬁ’?‘r R enbd i

e AL 18 2 ?‘[F*J% > Babin ~ Chebat £ Michon %7 5 & 45 11 - B & if STk B § 4
EMFLeR —?‘Kfﬂ ﬁffﬁfn«%‘r gt ek > Marie & 4 (2009) %7 3 4 &4
b R SR B TET LA F o bl e 2 B
FAEG (Tl PR 548) df 4 > 2af
R AR

’

R ff 5 s sk 2 T R

fui

RS S » Ethier ~ Hadaya ~ Talbot 22 Cadieux (2008) %= 7 ¥ %% - -
R S SR R HER AL E R A H M T > SooCheong £
Young (2009) 434404t & 2 M8 Mok e § 4 &) > o S F 2 MRS 4
LR GAEE MG TR R ST RN FHALD G EE o £ 2 R
FERRE R

=

RS SRR 2 B Al

Dubé £2 Menon( 2000 )#% 1125 % & & i fois &, B 2 B ehe M %@ Sameer
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2 David (2010) F7 F + dpdt - BEHOFEMB LB L REHLELRY 27
T E R4 d 5 pek s Bigné ~ Andreu ¥2 Gnoth (2005 ) dp o mLAEREEL G
Frigfeim s A B? A% Flpt > 2 BRI INBEDFEH%E > AL T Fads

TALR 4 ERBSLARELE -

T~ SRR L R FON %

Lee #44 (2008) 571 § Sdp iR & T § B3
¢r

ML RS BATH BT g A gk do g iF 0E i 8
B % 1T * > Vesna ~ Maja ¥ Tanja (2010) 7 3 » FHF - B¥a2%p oo g ik

aimﬂérﬁgfﬁ‘o

]ﬁ]%ﬁ7 F’am#k‘]‘q

R RTESEPBLAS F 2

CBRRARBESE S LR R DM %

Baker & Crompton (2000) FF4p > FZ BRI R A ALF £ & o9 7]
s UK F&@’&‘Kﬁfﬂi%’# ‘a‘ﬂém*\ Mo EL TS ET B RS
4 (Choi & Chu, 2001; Tam, 2000 )- #* *} > Young ~

PEAME 7R R LI AR R
MinCheol ¥ Ben (2011) &%= 3 = wp! %ﬁd BERLEDA L 0 IR E D

EHE AR -
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FZF Y

AFELRDLFERF S CFHUER ST CRAREESE L AR
MEVRRIPAGFRBEHLESFL AR LR - T RIpE2 v RS L BTA
Loy FHe R EXE T TAF EFRRELAR LA E o A3 &5 5B

FLEfpaBa AL AL AAPFFEEE R 502 2451 88 ukif4etd

Fo & P RFEFAY BER

- g ERE M G
&%ﬁﬁéﬁiﬁ%i‘%%%%~%§&?~%%Eﬁﬁéﬁéﬁﬁﬁi

5 T 2

B 3-1 # %

o+
¥

: 4 ]

= ~ 3 B3k (hypothesis )

AT S AT RN T AR
Bk - HD: aFmy2H8Y > F A RFr e BESEFEM% -
Bk = (H2): &P * MY > 54 H¥D PP

B Z(H3): a2 MY o SFE L » P PBE FEE% -
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Bk (HA) - e * Y o FHEREFL e BFSTRLA -
BRI (HS): A+ Y » RS FHEI» B EBLALAE -

BRI HE): A *aY BARRFL B FBLESEL LM -
o8 YA

AXETRB ISV AELFREEE (LY A ARG ) LB A AR SR
WARYEDS Y A EESFY - Bk A L AR E R

- EREEE

L

&%iﬂﬁaﬁ’#ﬁdwfsﬂﬁéﬁ#% RSO Rk
FABT LTS ) P B TR B AR S FR-R IS5 B8 b -
BT RS aadgh BRFE 2209222 087 Fkd - AR HF
WERASE TR B2 P P2 Rp i E L M R E R ENFIE -

4!

FEkd N LBEE P BL 3SR ERETEE BT NOVA F
WA FAP L P REEE LE R R R FEEE ok P iEs > @ SR
SHEe 25 ERBEREFEY gk Tp Fa o P E A REDH  EdHoh
WA e o2009 £ 5 ¢ B R B e S RPE S EFER D TEEE S TR
e R 2

A2 75 A F S eng s AL
g2m3ﬁ%@i§’é$%i&’é
RETAEhA# & 2505 SRS T ER Y PEd 3
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pP B FEEBT L ENE LR
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Bl Faeng Rtk PARRERS (Mean=4.18) » @ LARRIILE 5 TH
%%ﬁﬁ%%%i%ﬁ%ﬁ@%@@ﬂ%ﬁﬂM&FMM%*ﬁﬁ%“I%ﬂw
3-070 2 FF > B3 3.0 B R A-018  0.12 2 FF > & ¥ > 10.0 -
%ﬁﬁ%iawﬁﬁﬂ&#@»ﬁawﬁu&%ﬁmw;(ML)ﬁm%“io
2A460HRAANITAHLE SR ek LR A4
ALAKS B wR Tom Ry
FAR Rl S ALY -0.70 0.12 4.18 0.77
EAR SRR W= i SEE-OE - ) b S -0.56 -0.18 4.12 0.78
FER R BAH R L RS EMERR TS L -0.49 -0.13 4. 04 0.77
IR EY Likert SBER R REE S REA2FFE IR 422F 2 F &
I ~EBEFSEE
#A4-THT O6BESF L AR AT HEAS F 2371 2 416 F > H ¢ ul &

>

- REE TS ELY

% 53 (Mean=4.16) >

(Mean=3.71) -
%v-0.69 2 0.95 Zz

M xPEE (ML) 27 %

-

s

h% A5 | q 4%;
LN S

>

AR EL D mE S e L

“ 3
ak%ﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁ%rﬂﬁﬂﬁi%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁéj

LR IR A A1 30-0.02 2094 2 B s B ¥E A 3.0 4 R
o & ¥iE ] > 10.0 &P‘F'\iﬁﬁ’-f’rp&ﬁﬁﬁ‘_]_ﬂ# A,\,‘fja’ﬂ‘

47T EFF S ABP A RE - ERER LR A7
EHELLBNAE i i # R Tyhge EEZ
A RIS ELE B -0.62 -0.39 4.16 0.83
Yok FETEAT N E S AL R -0.94 0.95 4.15 0.84
NEWEL G REDLFRB -0.02 -0.69 3.71 0.86
AEHEESLFRE LA DML -0.60 -0.16 4.09 0.84
Mg rE AMELE RGN G L -0.54 -0.19 4.16 0.76
Agyﬁwumaxégﬁgiaﬁﬁ -0.69 -0.04 4.13 0.85
DR Likert B ARREE S AEAZEFRAL 1 ALY AR
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P& Pk

SRR LFESSTIF Y BRESALT A2 AF T RAERELTZ A

( confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) kit (7Rl & - ZRFEMF1E A 1757 R B DI B R

BEAR AR DBERME G 272 B WA Y BB IR G R &

72 00 Lisrel 8.72 SR 40 e 1777 5 B3R B0 RIS o B070 1ok e A QJ)}I&é'{ﬂ T
& Rl £ 555 (measurement) £ 54 405¢ (structural model) & {7 3p? o

-~ F 3 2B

3

wAEE B AR M et AR B Mark ® 4 (2007) AFF 2 B4 0 ¢ fAR
FlE ALE FIE CRBFIF ARG ER T e BiEG R THF 4 RIE - AR
FRALHS SBT FRE %L“ ARG L REFE RTS8 AR
SRR FOTIREr BHEG ¢4 3 BREARM LN DR FF 3 BRARA L
Rk € F]F 4 BEBZFA LS DREF|F 3 BEERA LA ARG DER
K s B FZ o7 Ad > BB L 0 L Asf feif# (preliminary fit
criteria ) ~ Z 48 -3¢ 1§ fie & (overall model fit) ~ #=5% p é«_éf?zﬁ fie & (fit of internal

structure of model) » 3FFE 4T o
(-) A+l =g

BEFHRSERAKRSKLY A ARBAYT RS 4 AT E R G
(offending estimate ) 35 Jg ° 134% Hair & 4 (1998) #& 01— M § 3 4 =
FEPEITRE ¥ - 57 f BeE L ¥ 2 #ic (error variances) 73 f0 B A
EEREEY FAFRILRDRFREE 5 - 5 FE T kdk (standardized
coefficients ) 47 i &\ % SR %= 53 =~ iR 2EE (standard errors)

peeh s R R Bt EhB Y EETE ) 1.96 2 FF o

AR SESRET A RAET S L TR SHE AT 057
3090 2 B kX AR 1o @ 4220053 011 2 B > & % 4
PRI e G LR G R LR A 9.66 3 2138 2 7
B EEAN 196 S AR L REPR IO AP LA VALENF
# (p<0.001) > %% 4-8 -
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N LORERA R t-value FE s
Sl iE %3

%8 7%
§L 3 BE BT VEPRP RS 0.76 042 —
BLf ®a ey W ar kGt 0.82 17.42%%* 0.33 0.06
Bl ®me ey ﬁf‘ﬂip T R 0.73 15.80%%* 0.47 0.07
Ky F%
Bl HE EHB R L 0.64 059 .
Bl ®a ey L ast 0.66 10.58*** 0.56 0.11
HET SR ey Sl 057  9.66***  0.68 0.1
g TR
B3 sE 1 A R s B A 0.75 042 .
B ®a g i U PR 0.85 20.26%** 0.27 0.06
B 3 &g ga (T4 B pRIAE > % 1 0.88 21.06%** 0.22 0.06
BLf®eaa it RRG 0.90 21.38%** 0.19 0.06
KW G AR
L 2B A LR 6 0.83 -—-- 0.32 -—--
B @R s A LG Jleren 0.85 20. 11%** 0.28 0.05
Bl 3 #SnFRReHALRE D 0.74 17.63%%* 0.45 0.06

* t-value>l. 96(p<0. 05 > 2% £ 57 ) 5 t-value>2. 576(p<0. 01 » %% 57 ) 5 t-value>3. 291(p<0. 001 » 12

kK4 77 )
(=) FEREHCS i pe R 38

AT R G (2005) guEk o % Bagozzi & Yi (1998) #7ik I
%3 ¥ 18 1§ fiedp 1% (absolute fit indices ) £ 4p ¥t fiedp ¥ (relative fit indices )
B REGF 4 B0 o AW Y o G fedp iR GFI £=0.94 # & 3 fie
47 SRMR #=0.05 {* & {£i# » RMSEA ©=0.07 7 { & -2 » NNFI £=0.97
& i etk CFI i£=0.98 7= i FIHRI o 055 Rl af e & e & I8 4 1R300 4R
B 27 F 4 RIEHTARES > 4ok 49

%049 F & B ARG A

it pedp R Rk st fpeE LT e R
SRR TERE
A frig pedp - (GFD) 0.94 =0.9 e
352 498 £ (SRIR) 0. 05 =0.08 e
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M f#ﬁ@ fie B

B LY B REBE2 E5F7 5 LH
33 #9743 (RMSEA) 0.07 <0. 10 4
ip %t pedp
ZER i fedp R (NNFI) 0.97 =0.9 % 2
g edp i (CFDD 0.98 =0.9 s
(Z) Hp pipgpk 28
R R EERES R RRS 0 ARG
mér‘f; y /,g\;f; +%‘ng| }i .){}i o
L R

EPpd 4-10 AT R R HT > B FHEG R ORRE R LR
%f?ﬁ fedmegs AT F 4 f#fj, TR 5 081-0.64 -~
BT ATIR P ISR A B AR

e

0.91
7 o

% 4-10 5 5 #1 &

B R ﬁ‘\:;ﬁ no
~0.84 >

Bl a1 s RAE & £

T A 0.6 2 -

AL BERA B Sl t-value AR
%58 F& 0.81
B1 3888t 2iFaBp Ry 0.76
5132868 2irar it 0.82  17.42%xx
R E LR L e 0.73  15.80%*
%P FE 0.64
Bd 3 #E gl 37 0.64
BL 3 #5¢HT AT it 0.66  10.58%*
IE &L EHang LTl 0.57 9.66%**
ik g Fl4 0.91
Bl 3 B ena (TR St iEm a2 BA 0.75
Bed 3 806G R0 U IR 0.85  20.26%**
§ 1 3 @1 (v A R JRIAES B T 0.88  21.06%**
Bl3@Eam1 it f T 2 0.90  21.38%xx
EHRER 0.84
B3 #E DR SN A LA 5 0.83 -
A LS R Ly 0.85  20.11%*
A LT BT 0.74  17.63%xx

BRI

*t-value>l. 96(p<0. 05 » 2% 7 ) 5 t-value>2. 576(p<0. 01 » r2¥k4 77 ) 5 t-value>3. 291(p<0. 001 » 12

KK 7 )

=
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RePpd 4-11 Bgom o R0 8@ T ¢ By A3t R F 2 (p<0.001) »
T fr? FHG P BERBEAED B AFARE R T BB T W EE R
TR BT 3 AR APM & °mfﬁk ZARM AT L HE - 5w
SRR AR o T A M AR Y 1960 F F 4 i df
FREL0122 033> 2 B EHFAS 100 hE > &7 F 4 o & ®w%
B (discriminant validaty) > 4r# 4-11 o § & @5p| £ 5% 4o @) 4-1

1 FFREAS R AR £

% LY L 2 A H R FoupcR
B FlE & K TFE 0.69 0.02 0.65 % 0.73 FaF=1
EFE & A€ 1% 0.70 0.03 0.64 = 0.76 FaF=1

FE & KWEAE 0.61 0.02 0.57 = 0.65 FaF=1

LI FE & A€ ¥ & 0.52 0.02 0.48 1 0.56 FaF=1

EPFE & KEER 0.64 0.02 0.60 = 0.68 FaF=1

A g FlE & KWEAE 0.61 0.02 0.57 = 0.65 FaF=1

042 — SHARHOEARE |

0.76
%5
033 —| eRFrEedEst Fom ; 1,00
047 —| ¥EARGaEARE [ 07
050 — RHORAEAEE | - 069
056 —|  BRHMBEABE [ 066 ES 1.00 i
HE
068 —|  sdggR@My | 057
043 —| THARBRRARE 0.52 St
0.75
027 | REREGOEE k(g B N o
022 —| THARERBRWES | 088 W '
0.90
019 —{  xHABwREE |} 0.61
0.32 —>| ES TRy b g A |& 083
' E)
028 — ERMBAHALATHH [ 085 kg )0

045 —| EBZmERLIREH [ 074
Bl 4-1 % 5 Bl E 58
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N 'FL“"”&@,'%?’ BE e

AR 3 ik J5 Sameer & David (2010) # 3 2 £ % » ¢ 7 &b £ € - B
FRZ B EFHSTREUROERD A RFRA LS 5 FH 2 %R
AR LRFRFLIF AT A L FRE O BiEG 259 B
BOPBRE O BRETEBERE S BPELIORERIE > ARIBELTEA
VEAH S F U AT BRERERE DRFEA LT DERAE o S BRKE D
A & e (preliminary fit criteria ) ~ A %8 #-5¢ 1§ fie & (overall model fit )

P et pe & (fitof internal structure of model ) » 3 & 4o -

(<) AR =

BEERSERARSRZ T  FABAY RN EMRLT G E PR
(offending estimate ) 35 Jg ° 134% Hair & 4 (1998) #& 4\ — ST § 3 24 1=
FEPEITRE ¥ - 53 f Beei L % 2 #ic (error variances) 73 f0 B A
BEPEHY FAFRALADREFE F - 2 EF ki (standardized
coefficients ) 4z i@ ¢ ﬁ ST %= 53 =~ R 2EE (standard errors)

peeb s R SRR ER t BB HE A TE )3 1.96 2 FF o

AEL GBS RN o AR BEY o 2 HEC SHE A2 061
20862 » ¥ A S4BT 1 A FERA0052 0092 F > ¥ | * =+
BN BE Sy F R Ao T RNt A 1272 3 23.49 2 ¥
BHREHRA 196 FEARE L RO E G AP LA RAEIHEF
. (p<0.001) > 2% 4-12 -

F A4-12 g RsR R 2 SRR £

N LORERA T S E t-value HARE 225
i 0.81 0.34
BAE 0.86 23.30%%* 0.27 0.05
o 0.86 23.49%%* 0.26 0.05
i 0.77 20.16%%* 0.40 0.06
7w E 0.84 22 .49%%* 0.30 0.05
3 X 0.75 19.47%%* 0.43 0.05
EX 0.75 19.17%%* 0.44 0.06
o 0.72 18.14%%* 0.49 0.06
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&3 0.61 14.85%** 0.63 0.06
€ h
e 0.61 — 0.63 —
#E 0.76 14.16%** 0.42 0.09
AR 0.66 12.72%%* 0.57 0.09
g 0.71 13.51%%* 0.49 0.08
o 0.75 14.00%** 0.44 0.09
i 0.78 14.37%%* 0.40 0.09
AR 0.71 13.52%%* 0.49 0.09
Rl 0.71 13.53%** 0.49 0.08
#.7 0.78 14.37%%% 0.40 0.09
Bpo
B3 0.74 — 0.45 —
9 0.77 17.66%** 0.41 0.06
¥ 0.86 20.14%%* 0.25 0.05
Eog 0.78 18.01%** 0.39 0.06
el 0.83 19.31%%* 0.31 0.06

zx 1 t-value>l. 96(p<0. 05 > %4 57 ) 5 t-value>2. 576(p<0. 01 » r2%%£& 7 ) 5 t-value>3. 291(p<0. 001 » 12

*kk 4 7T )
(=) FEREHCN i fe R i

AT EME B (2005) deEik o £ % Bagozzi £ Yi (1998) 4% o)
' $ A fedp iR (absolute fit indices ) 7 4p i pedp 1% (relative fit indices )
T dER §F 4 B3 o dd 4ot ¢ 0 GFI &7 RMSEA dpik A diffie > 54
EEAPE TRy~ TR S e > TiEfry > TREE, BT BRA
i FapedptR Y i fe o 1995 Hair 3 4 (1998) 2 50 » &7 1 B4
Lwﬁ’@%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁwHﬁ—ﬁ%kﬁ@%%@%iﬁ@OM%H
A AT R AT 0 s s fedr R o GFL =090 % £ if fiedn - SRMR
£=0.048 4 & $& » RMSEA =0.075 7 # & 4% » NNFI #=0.98 # & if fic
i > CFI £=0.98 77 & PR o 58 B e & cnE g Rsod R > 4 57

T R R VAR 0 ok 4-14 -

o

% 4-13 RSB0 RER AE pe &

i pedp i CEE e iE LE e RE
B ppHE
g pedp ik (GFD) 0.90 =0.9 s
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PN AR

R

2 EHFLLE

g9 1A L (SRMR) 0. 048 <0.08 e

i 3£ 35 42 (RMSEA) 0.075 <0. 10 S
p ¥t pedp i

ZER i fedp R (NNFI) 0. 98 >0.9 PN

g edp i (CFDD 0.98 =0.9 s

(=) P S iEgpe k2

&ﬂiﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%’iﬁiéfﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&

HEER 0 & TN AR R YRR -

l. & R3=&

TP A 414 SRR AT o L BEMES RS o RSB D

HARREBEEN N A= 27 L FHl&REs TR S 091

0.90 ~ 0.90 > % % >+ 0.6 2_ £ & >

BrBAFAP NS HEEROELE R LS -

414 R ER e RER A

N LERERA A SdciE t-value BXERE
) Ryl 0.91
i 0.82
B A 0.88  24.52%**
s 0.88  24.43%*x
7w E 0.83  22.20%**
F A% 0.71  18.00%**
o # 0.70  17.53%%*
#E 0.90
#E 0.74
B 0.72  16.28%**
FoF 0.77  17.50%**
e 0.79  18.02%**
S S 0.72  16.31%**
L 0.70  15.89%**
#.7) 0.79  18.17%**
Ry 0.90
BT 0.75
g & 0.77  17.81%%*
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i 0.86  20.17%%+
g 0.78  17.95%%+
B 0.83  19.40%+*

zx 1 t-value>l. 96(p<0. 05 > %4 57 ) 5 t-value>2. 576(p<0. 01 » %% 57 ) 5 t-value>3. 291(p<0. 001 » 12

KK % 7 )
2. TR FEE

By A 414 B R SR E T t B B A8 F 1 (p<0.001) >
Bl e P B RRIEAD B3 LEDRE LR B F B[R
AT L fRfEe BAE G e R AR A SRR RAPM AT A E -5
W SR XA B R o Pl et B OBt SR 1 1.96 0 Flut i
SRS 0212 0440 P R HREAE 100 E > &7 g H%

W & % 92k (discriminant validaty) - 4o 4-15 o 55 85 iRl £ #05

4§ 4-2
F 4-15 g ER P E B ® WoT R A& £
S A0 B i s BHHR EREEY
Bomen & #8 h 0.78 0.02 0.74 % 0.82 E;
B & B 0.70 0.03 0.64 = 0.76 EE -
e & FED 0.91 0.03 0.85 % 0.97 -

HCAFEREREFED F 100 BuriA=AR g Gl (EEEx].96)

CE
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033 — b
022 —| e
0.23 —4 B

052 — 2 4 0.78

0.46 — #g

049 —3) ¥ 0.70
041 Bt

038 —3 ]

0.49 — B2 n

0.51 — 2 b
037 — # 7
0.44 —4 £
0.41 —3 &
026 — ¥ :
040 — B &
031 — 235 e

B 4-2 FF ik kst R £ o W

Z~EHF R BRI

w@iﬁwwﬂ@,%p m%k@k“A(mm)Pﬂiié’é‘ﬁé
LREHRELRS Bipe EEHELESES LRGOER - BRZ2EA 20 28
HmE o F AR L EFHERIEFE AT 0 A ‘«EPL”@E%F\ FEE A B
Wo > ¢33 BREFRFLADESLR 3 PREFRA TS THELR > &
B RN r]% AATEAHE S A ATA BESE LB G SRBEYE L P i
B oo b K N ek & i fie i (preliminary fit criteria ) ~ B8 50 5¢ i fie & (overall
model fit) ~ #;8p mééfﬁi@ fie & (fit of internal structure of model ) » =& 4= -

(=) ArgFpitEs =g
EEAHRERARKRZY > PARATRESF R ARATFES; R
i+ (offending estimate) it jg o 1945 Hair % 4 (1998) # &1 - Fid ¥ %
Az fEr G RE Y- 57 f Bk L ¥ % 8 (error variances) F
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EE
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Es
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R
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G

- v 2
Tﬂ.&sgj

3\
Ak
e
RO

# IR L R S
(standardized coefficients) g 4 * 4% 15 %= 5 F + ~ kR

(standard errors) » ¢t » % E ek t S ¥ EEE 31,96 2 B

2 U2 A N R
;j_’E\‘Klﬂ’—lflpg’f?_ﬁ FoEFE OE R

AEL SRR FALARREY ST TAREN S E A 0,74
2 0.92 2 kA SARIT 1 A B4 0,032 00527 > @
AR I BE Y G R & o o A It B4 18.95 3 30. 40
2B B EHR S 196 AARELEREDOEIIOEG AP A A FA
ERFM (p<0.001) » L4 4-16-

#4-16 £2517 5 LRIPIEH SRR A

N LERERA i Sl t-value EX S I 122y
<3 N )
A- g gL fh il Ry 0. 86 - 0.26 -
P TR P PR e 0. 74 18. 95 0.45  0.05
N ELF BENLBAR B 0.79 20.73 0.38 0.05
HELW
AejaEELF BE LA A 0.88 - 0.22 -
Ag2r ARELF BRSSO R AL 0.87 27.770 0.24 0.03
E giﬁt)ﬁ";’“ L 2 fi L F BE 0.92 30. 40 0.16 0.03

3 t-value>l. 96(p<0. 05 » rex 4k 51 ) 5 t-value>2. 576(p<0. 01 » r2¥k& 7 ) ;5 t-value>3. 291(p<0. 001 » 1

KKK 7 )
(=) FHENgpRATE

AT RpMmE L (2005) “uEik > 3 * Bagozzi ¥ Yi (1998) #73%
%3 ¥+ 18 1§ fedp i (absolute fit indices) £ 4p¥tif fedp ik (relative fit
indices) ¥ 3% & F 4 #5% o A~ 4B ¢ o RMSEA dp i A i e > i5 4
H’i‘.{}[l]ﬁ;% TAERESLIBELEADRA  FAE it Egp
g Hair % 4 (1998) 2 52 > 2T ARAFPF 2L W8 > BARIEfE G Rz 2 0
Ra-Azk b r BEEE S LML ME - FIFRAL TR HT > L8 H
i pedp ik > GFI ©=0.99 # & @ fedp ik > SRMR ©=0. 015 & %% > RMSEA
=0.053 7=+ & &% NNFI i£=0. 99 t* & i e 2% CFI E=1. 00 ﬁéf'l’f%i?; °
CREHRRADERpREERE AT ESEF L LR ORIE S T AR
% oo dod 4-17 -

53 # 7 % & e-Theses & Dissertations (100 £ & &)



~

PN AR

R

g% F

&

i

)

2 4-17 €357 5 L BB FWEpe &

#ped B e i e e LE R
BHirApE

i feda R (GFT) 0. 99 =0.9 (e

EE e AL (SRMR) 0.015 =0.08 &

i 01354357 42 (RNSEA) 0.053 <0.10 e

10 ¥ pedn

2eA g i fiedp - (NNFI) 0. 99 =0.9 e

v g fedp R (CFI) 1.00 =0.9 &

(Z) WS p SR 2328
BN BN R 0 AL AR SRR

ﬁ?%’égﬁa%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁgo

L R

EyE A 4-18 AT S R BT o W EE BN G el Bk 1 0 R EL
E%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ”ipiﬁéﬁ%z@fﬁaa

WA AR A
0.840.90 %+ 0
& o

% 4-18 £3%17 2 L BIBE

Ié‘ 5]
EY

RS 2% EF S0 FNLES R O ey

WedEREE £

R ABRERT M R iE t-value BAGR
£ %3 R 0.84
Ao LR XS EL G EE 0.87 "
ek G AT Rk d G B 18. 96
AL HE DL BR B 0.78 19.99
RELW 0.90
Mg AMELSBEEOT L 0.88 -
AEPBA AL fa B L F EE 0.94 26. 64

D t-value>l. 96(p<0. 05 » 2% 7 ) 5 t-value>2. 576(p<0. 01 » r2%k4 77 ) 5 t-value>3. 291(p<0. 001 » 2

KKK 7 )

WA ESE L RS

9t ki st b B (p<0.001)
PR ERIEE D E G AR E A B R Y
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Bt ™ 0 At BRATE 3 AGAAM e s RAPM LT ¢ fE+ 8
-0 g R H R R R o Ft RAp B iR Rk 1,960 Flet £
BEEABOTERFE 0782090 2 R wREFAe 7 1.00 hiE - £
T EXT L LR & Ry (discriminant validaty) @ 4e% 4-19 -
EX5E 5 L BRI E B 4o Bl 4-3 o

H\

E'D

2419 EBF L ABPEHS B U AR R 4

P S Ap B Tl e (=R e EREET
EHLE & HELE 0. 84 0.03 0.78 & 0.90 A 3%

H A FEREEREFED F 100 BuriA=Ap M Gl (EEEx].96)

=S

025 — BAREmBLELE |

0.87
ZE N0
044 —> WwRABE > THEEHSM < 075 ZHE \
0.78 0.84
040 — HRBLELBHERES [
# 5 1.00 /
023 —|  AWWAE®NE < 088 EE
0.94
012 — BERAEFMBELERE |
Bl 4-3 £ & L BIRIE 55 F
PN TR B o N
ERHEF AR E5E S AR REL A AR F 4
P TEREFA L TRPFA ﬁgﬂ%J‘rﬁﬁ@§J4%@¢ﬁ@;
teee 3 TERaG, ~ TRE5, ~ TEES,3 BHEAES S 23575 1
Bez TE3LW, 2 "THELR 'E‘/%F‘L_’f#m ’m*iz‘ﬁ—;ﬁiﬁmﬂﬁm’
;L"EF‘ /5 > 'FL k= ’?@5@ _‘i é"f” o) ,& @mﬁ%"fﬁm B"—ﬂ ii’i’ﬁiﬁ" IF'J»F /P \ t%ﬁ

Hm it & o MR BRI S 2 e

(=) A gpirfmg

AL SRR FEAREEY S E DR S liiE 43 (.42

20.922F % A+48F 1> A REE430 0,005 0011 2@ » £~ =
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AR BB G AR s S Rt 427 8.82 1 23,67 2
B @R 106 SRR N REnRPIOL G B L A K
BEM (p<0.001) » 4 4-20-

%4207 7 BRSNS EREIHE 2

N LORERA T Z i t-value® AR R

)
B FlF 0.70 0.51
ESalib: 0.70 14.34%%x 0.51 0.06
i g Fl A 0.70 14.23%%% 0.52 0.07
RWRER 0.78 15.78%%% 0.39 0.07
ekl e
e 0.79 0.37
#E o 0.92 23.67%%* 0.15 0.05
FEe 0.87 22.28%%* 0.25 0.06
o & F
Bl3 2B yast 3 F it 2 g 0.61 0.62
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