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The Organizational Climate and Knowledge Transfer
the Influence the Learning Transfer : Using the EMBA

as an Example

Author: Tsai, Meng-Chen
Adviser: Chang, Chi-Cheng

ABSTRACT

The study explored that the knowledge transfer and the organizational
climate influenced learning transfer, and discussed that organizational
climate modulated between knowledge transfer and learning transfer in
Taiwanese EMBA. The study investigated 335 students from 10 EMBA to
demonstrated that both knowledge transfer and organizational climate
associated with learning transfer.

We tested 11 hypotheses and the results showed that knowledge transfer,
knowledge internalization and knowledge transfer satisfaction were
significantly and positively influenced learning transfer. knowledge transfer
The organizational climate, risk organizational climate, innovation, and
cooperation organizational climate was significantly and positively
influenced and knowledge transfer and learning transfer. The organizational
climate, risk organizational climate, innovation organizational climate and
cooperation positively moderated the relationship between knowledge

transfer and learning transfer.

Keywords: knowledge transfer, learning transfer, organizational climate
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Mo F P kB L ¢ 52 2% (Chien, Hu, Reimers, & Lin, 2007; Chang,
Hwang, Liaw, Hung, Chen, & Yen, 2008 ) - & ¥ 2 7 &t 47 e > 3k 5735 &
PA G RABRTRRET AT BFEL A o fERBTBRRY

BT 0 €5 TRl A B AL ek L Rl AEenar I L 2 S &

1 %)¥t (Chang, Yen, Ng, & Chang, 2012) o #1 f ¥ 2% 1 2 & 4

BremiE iy o P R B Y B G JURR RAE Y AR A TR o
1 iv¥

H & e B Rlaniesh g A (v Ao v enfd %Efﬁff‘!\
& % ## (transfer of learning ) (Pan & Yang, 2010) - § % 845 & 54 £ 4y
R R D) L= S S

(Tsou & Chen, 2014 )> @ £_4 4> B AT s r3s 7] & a0 B ¥ i % ootk %
f2;4-1 17+ ¢9F* 3% (Sun, Shen, & Wang, 2014) o d } ¥ ol g % i

AL RS Y BB P g o f 1 P R Mgy

i
A1 iEa o LEAREFE L e O B S Rl
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Klenk £ Forbus (2009) 45 1 5 ¥ 84 & - fa#-2 GE B nimi s
FAFR TR AR A 2 1 54 ok o Pan ¥ Yang (2010) 45 1 ¥ 18

R E-RWIELY SR R o - FUE s e

E

vz L o Enos ~ Kehrhahn 27 Bell (2003 ) +“ di 12 5 82 30 4 e &

e i 8
VEBME P PATNDREFEYEBLTEEFT R REY
e RERAPRRSEIRDFE YRR (YERUAG) 45 1>
¥ Y iE# a4

FEYRBP oy makiz > Pl st 10w ek JAR i

(Park & Wentling, 2007 ) o iz 4 75 st b * 2 5 ¥ 1845 2 5 B o ¥
-G 3 ek FRERNEVEBA T 0 4 - LR
RAL Fl o - BAEH AT A EE Y S BHEATRIRE G R R
ORI o F1 5 X 2berg chk B 3G IR Y @B d 2 (Hupp &

Sloutsky, 2011; Barr, 2010 ) »
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T - fAAF SR AR 0 T G ATTRIE F T £1RT (Liao &
Hu, 2007) o ¥4 2R 5 1 (1) - Blegad = (¢ 7 BE -
FOEAe L) Bife PehgRibond ol v § = g ool f 8
BrEg s BADY - B BA o(2) wBAAP - BIf > L
Sz R/ B yE¥r 2 3% (Allenetal., 2012; Duan, Nie, & Coakes, 2010 )
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Pt E R Lk e Levin & 4 (2010) #F 108 & F 2 H o é_]a%me§
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Ao T BR A E A om iR i PR3 Aol et T
PAert i@ H chk oo Levin @AY B ) ;ﬁ{ﬁ‘r;ﬁkfﬁﬁuﬁéfr}#&

LE P FEBEE L TRE AR ok REF A B B RS L
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7‘/;:% o

A B £ ¢ 5o v (knowledge internalization ) £ Frii 3
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A K pt etk 6 (Li & Hsieh, 2009; Kostova & Roth, 2002;

Koskinen, 2005 ) -
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ERF gL 7 AP (risk ) ~ £] #7 (innovation ) ~ & i%
(cooperation ) (Chen & Huang, 2007; Janz & Prasarnphanich, 2003 ) - i&
ZBHELAFEF Y BH 5 MBI (Hora & Klassen, 2013; Sosna, Rosa, &
Velamuri, 2010; Lindekens, 2013 ) > # £ 5 %483 & (Collectivism) 3%
e FMIRDRBIPTERLS [V LR FhEa 3 eag o f
}]?% o BRI HRne g JINAIRTIRBE U E 2 R £ B A (Goncalo
& Staw, 2006) = Gu % + (2014) # 5|+ d £ %3k L 4 PpBs 3 -

P

pisenie S e B AR ont § 12 3 F L (Cantner,

Joel, & Schmidt, 2011; Chi, Huang, & Lin, 2009; Cress & Kimmerle, 2008;

Park & Wentling, 2007) - #2345 Chi % 4 (2009) 73 > f 3 i 30
e EE SRR SR LR R AR PR
Lo

fé’ Jf}&l’iﬁ%f‘? llf m,& vk K#Fl__:ﬁk T";{%f 1 E A ﬁiﬁ’l}#{ /Ef‘fﬁ 1
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A A i L8 eI F i (Pender,2001) A fledF iz T 0w
ROR-a st Y IR A R fE & o % N R_EDAIR A (2 R
ﬁ%’%?Uﬂéﬁﬁ(Mamu)oﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%@ﬁhg@%jﬁ

(Marabelli & Newell, 2012 )~ £ 5 3 184 & 5 B 54 ( Hora & Klassen,

2013)
2. glFT
FIATIES § N id S e f P AL~ A 2 2R ki

# £1#7 (Chen & Huang, 2007 ) - Cantner % * (2011) e 3 305
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**‘T

PR PRE B G AR hiF S o BAIRTH B Y bk

—E

CRF R g IR AR v E A A el 2 A AR (Loof &
Heshmati, 2002 ) - %31}7% Vie (2012) %= K &ﬁ,']%‘r,f‘:if%‘% $ 27 > R
IR 5 suPRATEREE ¢ (knowledge gap ) 0 MiER|E Y B H o Fl o £

%‘rﬁiéﬁ‘% F iz Y B4 25 B (Sosna, Rosa, & Velamuri, 2010 )

(3) &%
Eired g ipeang A dgBIFa Fena f L5 AulF > DHERE 36
BLiFs NEFHEAL FR4EE % (Chen & Huang, 2007) - & i

Bpipleda iRy ooy > ¥ EHA R Y RS2SR LE D
AR TG A RPHASTERET 21T RDf

(Cress & Kimmerle, 2008) ° 1244 Lindner 22 Wald (2011) “%= % » &
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P 2 ¢ FRPE B HE S o Liao 2 Hu (2007) 87 % » &

Marabelli 2 Newell (2012) &% § 7 § 256 T2 pF > A1

A4 Bk € { & o Trkman & Desouza (2012) %= 3 A& -

!

HFER > §EERG TR AR e A4 B B L F @)

Weidenfeld ~ Williams £2 Butler (2010) %7 3 5 7 £]37HR 8 3¢
Bl Bl @ ¥ iE & hé d o Jiang (2012) 88 30 s Al3TeP
HETURERIEFRBE 0 FIE R 15T ATEERELS F A
@ EB-ATenar 3t o Herrera ~ Maria &2 Nieto (2010) 4% 1) £ 3T ¢ 8.8
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THTERFE R PR I BTThrd e LY w1 ThR 2

é—_[l %ﬁm’ u«:{, 1% LA & T/F'% W ‘T&% £ ﬁ*/i‘?r %\E\‘ ENCN 1113‘@ 4 2
T R g T E eI R F 0 0 RGBT BE 2 R & 2 5% (Marsden
& Stead, 2011; Domuracki, Moule, Owen, Kostandoff, Plummer, 2009 ) - 7]

oo p g iR g LR TE g R 1 1T fRARAL 0 T

bR R B L R AR AT .'ﬂﬁﬁk‘»? e 22 8 Y 34 (Deng,
Doll, & Cao, 2008; Yusr, Othman, & Mokhtar, 2012 ) - 3& 3 2 » £]Frenle
S i g R f’riﬁ_@.f BIFTZ fodv g » BR EYEBTE S o
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Mengoni, & Peruzzini, 2012; Palomar, Alcaide, Ribagorda, & Zhang,
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& Wentling, 2007; Vie, 2012; Lindner& Wald, 2011 ) o F]pt » ¥ r2 4% 3 i
*e

H, | ot B g8 Y 38 5

-2 B

H, ' THESBEHEY BB NPT DR e f iz s o
W L TEBEEE Y BB P EE

H, @ 4oshfs i 48 ¥ 84 g

19



AR ArEsE T2k BRI 2 (Knowledge management system theory )
(Awad & Ghaziri, 2004 ) ¥ p & & L322 ( Self-presentation theory )

EBhma# RN THIBE - FY R

?,\x‘i

( Catalino, Furr, & Bellis, 2012 )

AR TR IR (B 2-1) SRR e ForasE s TR R e

%35 (Butler, Feller, Pope, Emerson, & Murphy, 2008 ) - w3 ¢ 32 i o

S b o d i LR i 5 0 4 R RS T # NG
ool ML (e BR g R T @ etk 5 0 7
(Fv ¥ f24-1 17+ 6 Teigg e st FlEgah 42 (Awad & Ghaziri, 2004) o
FOR e TR R T 0 Rl ATE Y AR R AL don g 4

(Hossain, Sarkani, & Mazzuchi, 2012 ) o F]p* > Foifs & € B8 g *

( Awad & Ghaziri, 2004 ) -
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Kang, Wen, & Zhou, 2012; Fu, Yue, Song, & Xin, 2008 ) - £ H § X e
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—HE

% 3% c4% 12 (Cheng, Lu, & Sheu, 2009; Tseng, 2008 )  Fp* » ‘2 %3k ¢

© B IR € B A & (Hurt, Otto, Kaare, & Koppel, 2014 )< & &

(Chen, Hsiao, & Chu, 2014 ) ® ¢ ¢ e
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PR A AR BRER

Z] v

@k p 22, % (self-image) ¢ &= A

i

SR I M B ERIRE g (Min & Lee, 2011 )

22



(=) BRI RESR S AMNERY § 2T LRRE DD &
%‘Iﬁ%‘*g)ﬁ TR BT AR AL AR R FE o blicke

82 IR

TR

B AN R | A g R RS |

% IR

B 2-3 p 2t &M%

(P A SRR U EFRPin P a g BB b s [ 75

I-f#EL YRS AR TP j\piﬂ,ﬁt%:’!.’:iﬁfﬁé T

T A A ¥

Bl2-4 wa B a8 f HE VY 28 0P
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AL LA S R i

CE RS Rl = Riar X TR

PHEFBEHORBHLIIRE ERRLFF G ATEBEHT Y 8
BOREL T RS R 3
l‘__il%‘«;’ 1%
1./
2. 8177
3.5 1%
H, H, -H
29 2a 2c H3’H3a -H3c
H4’H4a -H4c
oA i
33 % A
Lowgp ' o  FVAH
el . H,H, -H,
2.5 A R R
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5%

I8 FRoAR
AR ARACR 320 & g T A (1) 27 AR (2) 139
e
2 paet gk % (4)
5 B R RS L (3) b TR
e K ] A -
Pk i (7 1 > U 2B AT eh S R (TR %
o R R TR AR A 4T 0 U

7 a4 (7)
f(5) HR L REE I F R (6) RIE RIS R F A (

1.~ /gJe;c;sg.Jf i, N

5.5 ;85 0p]

A 4

S BP XIFLE

6.503 2 47

A 4

3% 3’\1% AR 2

A 4

7RG %

Bl 32 F5inde
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Sz & Ey1E

AREET R ATHRL S R F R F A MR L

&

L E A il RARAE > K= 2 R AP 7= R R

(84
&

— N g 33
AF 3 8 % Gunawardena % A (2011 )#7 %+ ¥ 84  (learning

v .

transfers ) & & > ¥ 5S4 o HFplen¥t d 5 427 <« M+ K7 FArena iF

F%
@

7\ r' {Emr]% ﬁ

% > # Cronbach’s @ & .62 5 ¥ &% i

o

£ \ 22 2 M
R TR Y

i~

gl
|l
—ul
=
F}.
(98]
N
3
™
Sk
H N
m
‘2\*5
W
T
.
NS
|l
S

S ALFEF iE ¥ R~ 2R 24F (Casal, 2012; Cheng, Wang, Merch, Chen, &
Spector, 2014) - 3% ¥ £ Hp|& 1 T'F%‘ A& TTRE Y B R

i + enfF= (Hollenbeck, Mason, & Song, 2011) o 7 48 4o+ :
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N 2

AR 7 &% Li ¥ Hsieh (2009) #t¥h 4] chiois s pls £ 4 > 2%
Bl s XA BEY RO FEEYAFTRF A1 g
Yo B ARG IS A EA BIRA T (1) wlp AT O 4L
Cronbach’s o 7 .850; (2) *2# &% &> % 3 6 4 > Cronbach’s a
& 870 FI A BRATEFRGR S M MASNTFR L FE

AL 88 FIpt A F s R o

I

7 W oei— {t:li,gn;t:* g;{,;;g;'i’rg@,

e
-
(

¥ & 22 2 4% (Wang, Vanhaverbeke, & Roijakkers, 2011; Zahran, & Ray,
2011; Li, 2012) -
T P HELAEAAFEL TR AOBEF L g 2 LT R

£ 51EK eiv  ERAES EA D LR m | 2 Pt R

AN ALSTREFEY ARSI AP 1 Fodie P RR

A8 FEY NER B AT 2 TRl v OEA T (T 4
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AFT 3 8 * Janz 22 Prasarnphanich( 2003 )14 2 Chen £ Huang( 2007 )

e %%l; F i€ % o Janz &2 Prasarnphanich ch 5 e 5 i & 5 4% > 25 B

—

HeiFam i dafa o 2 Cronbach’s o 5 .62

ETIS
el
Pz
M
)
vl
o

FR e T AT f R ARAE S L S B AR

==
o
.
N
|l

ez men- BT P S PR s ¥R R L4 (Alavi, Kayworth, &

\

7

Leidner, 2006; Ardichvili, 2008; Clark, Jones, & Armstrong, 2007 ) ° % &

3R GR w R R AR F o A T

E

1.255

3

3

i
SL
Pt

1R

AR S EE N I © SRR T S AR ) (AR
230 e g TINS5 SRR B LT R o
33 LA AR SRR 2 oo
4P R E I & P EFE Y enpagieh o
SAPmA §F Ak PFE o R AGL B F A R E

w54 oo
Chen ¥2 Huang (2007 ) h£ 3782 & iFle 8 g i3 & & 6 58 > 5|4
Fes PP MG FRARBP LEY BT

Cronbach’s o & %] 5 .905 722 904> > % 2 & o #7F R30I ehF & f 7

x\“\

Boazif 830 Bt Aonk R4

a2
p

L e BT

F_&

)i

%~ 2R 2 4% (Hsieh, Lin, & Lin, 2009; Willem & Buelens, 2009 ) - £]
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(1) 2027 ¢ 4% - f@s;;ff@sﬁvxﬁ kBB A ET o
(2) Afpr @ ggj:@vﬁ LRERTF
(3) 0P 27 € fitmendnds 3T o

2.4 T m g

S
S

(1) AP 2>F R g5 dpent 4% o
(2) AP2PRIPRP2 FALiEEG X 2 -
(3) FAAx RBRpL P > P NEFME F 28k %5

Faes o
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P AL RERES
1245 Dillman & 4 (2009 ) ek & & & 977 B MBch eh2 38 Ns =
(Np) (p) (1-p) / [ (Np-1) (B/C) * + (p) (1-p) ] » # ¥ Ns &3
ok Np £ HAORE > < 279242 (p) (1p) £+ Hl
Bl # A A 8000 = L pF > * HWHE T HT 08202 BAEF
LE A EEL > - R E 4005 CAFTELDEERRF 95% Tk
7 B I 1960 KB E S AT R BT 238 B ek A
fed B A, B AMFAS9 A o g RF 79 AU o
PR RAL AR B ITE - 63 164 BATE 95 0 £ 7924 4 o

T}L

T\

SR L ARG FTH 4 & 5532 4 0 ) 69.82% 0 & R L A E
FIH 4 2 2392 4 5 5§ 30.18% (% 2% 2 2014)c AFT 7 I N R pERE
Wb Bt 28300 4 0 3 30150 & o A 450 e Bt A IR w T 224 =
B R 4.1%; 5 30 111 o b A 4.6% % 335 ow ft X g 74.4%:

AR TR G £ R T A AL R
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\

=

- 3

-

4R P (2009) FEEaE A BB G IR 2D 5 B o d A

frt,
AnS
=
=
T\
=
N
S
T
[—
S
ja)

A AL 31 AL Fp L 155 H 4 FIEE o A
R > AR D 55 0 AR BT T (pE A5 0 £ 124 5 o BB R

EAHpant bl 95 2010 BERES B FFEINW G| o

AR TR AT & B & g xR o 1945 Alis Mohammad
g7 Azim (2013) > KMO & 3 >« /f = 2> .50 > * Bartlett 32} & %%
ME . LA FE Ao d T A 31 @ars FRE 42 KMO &2

Bartlett 3k 254 2 5% % % & T £ & o

% 3-1 £ 4 2. KMO & ¢ Bartlett 2k 34 %

Bartlett % 254 <_

T % KMO &
+ 2@ BE
oA i 877 1501.825 .000
5y R 782 260.510 .000
EF 866 926.717 .000
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Fld A F %k ded 32 £ 33003 £ 340(1) wBBEE LY
T AT OF G f R R 30603 ~ 804 0 F L AL o AT b g Sy
HEHEA BHRADIFERRE L 5 71.58% i~ 4 5 8315 v
242353 K3 o 1 B E A A A i BB S LS BRA
(2) B4 E#E L2975 BN F L L A130.592~.895 7 & H[4E o

FARSEE L 64.74% > FiciE i 3.237-(3) B hEE AT AL D

i
e

B TR 3569 ~ 8580 A AR o B % £IRTEI L IF R

)
5
Jui
@

na

AR R R 5 80.68%  FAciE A b 5 5.995+1.879 £ 1.006

e

=oAL F AL B s RIATE L P iR A
FHAEA100 4 > FlE L FEQE B 550 B A s 3T 120
Ao FE R FERIEFI 5005 A 150 4 0 FlE L FERER
++ 450 (Ali, Mohammad, & Azim, 2013 ; £ P12 ~ A 4 % > 2008 ; £ P
£ 02009) o 3 AR IE R AL 124 4 > P FR L FE YA

565 0 N 4 é{EIE‘FKE’ﬁ - THPLRE > & 3@{”% T P 3EIF o
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% 32 wRBEIFFEL LA FE LT

AN %?’:‘ ﬁ;
- fAR % & §
* 3EE AE FL S ¥ =2
2 E =g
B
1 725 689
2 761 771
3 777 794
P 4 793 849
e
P 5 8.315 5543%  55.43% 715 784
1
6 800 642
7 794 631
8 775 679
9 804 672
1 744 657
P 2 675 537
e
# 3 726 831
i 2.423 16.15%  71.58%
s 4 705 828
pe
5 663 740
6 689 634
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%233 BVBBERFELTFE AP
Fl& B
e Pl BEgEE £
=g
| 895 801
2 834 695
3 3237 64.74% 819 671
4 848 719
5 592 350
%34 mBFEEEE A )% A 7
AN ﬁé’:‘ ﬁ;
7] fA1 % & §
y 3 s BHE e L2
2 E =g
3
| 678 682
7
1 2 788 727
e
-f‘f 3 5.995 54.50%  54.50% 737 837
I:I%
4 609 806
5 605 694
J
§}T 1 569 887
o
# 2 1.879 17.08%  71.58% 798 760
i
l'li:
3 825 907
/3
- 1 838 919
Ee
¥ 2 1.006 9.1%  80.68%  .858 868
i
l'li:
3 744 692
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R A

~F 3 % Cronbach’s o % #c ~ Guttman #c2 2 37X 5 & KpI£
P ¥ ehis B - Cronbach’s o % #&_ & Pl £ K ¥ op 38— %4 (Pinto,
Fogliatto, & Qannari, 2014 ) - a l’fﬁﬁﬁx,ﬁ BN EABPERE PN M- K b‘_@
% o Cronbach’s o HHAILE A BF* W EPFERD- G R Gitep
Sk LR AR B A A BRME REMA S R L LR
B=x & %2 FFeafp 1+ o (Groppe, Makeig, & Kutas, 2009 ; £ ' 5 >
2009 ) - Guttman s AL T R fE 0 A8 - BRAFHFL D
BR -TVESFPNEREEL > AHJHOIIBHINHALEIRFLET
1% % (Sachdeva, 2009; Wellington & Szczerbinski, 2007 ) e

Cronbach’s o £2 Guttman l‘*ﬁﬂ:’ﬂ JE & % >t 70( Christmann & Aelst,
2006; Wong, Kin, & Lau, 2008 )» 47 £ & Z + >* .60 ( Danisman & Tiftik,
20145 Z P E > 2009) FETRLFER D £ 357 @i A o

7. 71 Cronbach’s o ¥ Guttman : #F8 % »¢ .70 & 472 & & 4585 >+ .60 -

¥z ig%
T 2R ERER

[

g¢A4 £k 2% % (Common Method Variance, CMV ) ¥ it £_%]

PR ATERE LT FA S ok (1) XFEF TR E sk TR R

Fend R o (2) A ELBHR IIFRE - (3) FIZAED § > ;=



BERTIRELED P B LB ORA LT LG FIEM G (4)

Demirel, 2012 )

AF 3 % Harman ¥ F]3 % %2 (one factor test) » Rk irdlx
FERR AR HIARFEAFZ AN REEZS - BT 3o}
j7 £ % B # % P~ (Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings ) =% 8 #cp » +*
LEALE 50% AL S0%j 1 & £ F & 2 2 % R (Podsakoff & Organ,
1986; Zhang, Doorn, and Leeflang, 2014 ) A% 7 enL > 4rf j7 & ¥ £ #&

TP 5 44.494% 0 T AAZHE S0% P Tl Em KR 2R R R R -
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3352

B Cronbach’s «  Guttman % #&c FLXER
oA i 952 863 866
Rl Ak 942 773 775
e s 913 874 877
Ty 88 963 919 919
Bl B TE 902 849 .849
P F i .869 .809 841
RIFTF 1% 947 878 970
& T F iz 844 701 807
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A4

?f}:i/,,\ﬁ—% e

M3 L SPSS21.0 #rAEEx * spid i~ B HE 0 BT

S eRi]

i 2

C R R ﬁﬁ?é} #7 (hierarchical regression analysis ) o F§ & i ﬁﬁ?é} - fA

ERA A R R /BT REE S

-~

|~

A R
2013 ; =Rakgc > 2011) o
e !

= L ‘ETF Ao HHVE P e T

CACER S L B B

VaRA 2 M e AT Y RA
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A5 g = 4L by 2 1 2)
P X FEREEwm

Rl AN R U e
-~ W AR A R %
BAAFA T A e 32 80% R E LT RHhH AT EDR

W AR P AR W etk A o FIRL R TR T IEY S o

5
%m
f\m
s\

iz P& Armstrong 22 Overton (1977) itk » #-F L w el - 4 2
a 75%82 15 25% 0 RGeS BRAENFE TR SR or AT 5 A
FAL 4o%d wff AEOTR AN PR FLE - pATFL R
5T U ] A A w B S R L B 0 F S 25% W iR § R A
vo PO iR A 2T 7 B R RARIT o T jzen 335 ipj xR R
¢ e 251 i ﬁ?: F e 15% e eniew] o {8 o e 84 i P {ﬁ?;‘
25% W T Enie ] o A U IR By R ITL P FIE > T BEHEF
BEEBHHEA BT MBS DR AN S0 e ¥ 5 E

d % 4-12 42> 1> %”J GO L2 B Y B2 b s H A
BEREHF R 2GR T5%E 18 25%03 R AL FALR
BT s v AR A B EFLR S TN A

TR AT MG - TR A SR A
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F 4-1 wo TR A+ 2 T

 75% s 25%
AT SAIE %A w) +2E BIFE
T W B #Hc

g 111 48

et 3.711 .054
- 140 36
29 LT 17 7
30-39 & 137 37

& ¥ 40-49 76 32 3.719 445
50-59 # 19 8
60 & 12+ 2 0

Ll d

35 17

g R ¥ 2.744 254
<~ 5ot 217 66
BT R 121 42

B R .081 776
130 42

K

© b 142 51

WU 442 .506
A B 109 33




£040 woHE At

# A # 75% ts 25%
TiaE L tiE My e
R :°d ¥ T i He

oA 251 84 81.705 13.899 2.163 052
Eac N 251 84 49.690 8.750 2.452 .026%

FORSAS R A 251 84 32.015 5.929 1.454 .180

gy A8 251 84 120.728 18.943 2.694 .007*
ey i 251 84 47.997 10.617 661 056
ot i 251 84 26.027 5.414 587 575
RIFTIEEN F % 251 84 13.063 4315 154 878
SRR T 251 84 8.908 2.715 1.172 242
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SRS - S U el
o =t & 5 - AZIRN ~ ;ﬁkfi ~ -lté.
2 A3 BT AT HRANOEE > 2 ZHR 28 B P

EARICIRIENE S A
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143 kA 47

R 57 = T oA
7 M4 159 47.5
:]‘:}_F,,]J
a8 176 52.5
29 gt b 24 7.2
30-39 % 174 51.9
Ei# 40-49 # 108 32.2
50-59 # 27 8.1
60 fk 1/ F 2 6
B E 52 15.5
g
- AP 283 84.5
B I K 163 48.7
B 2
E- R 172 51.3
S ¥ 193 57.6
WY HF R
i Y 142 42.4
AL 3R 224 66.7
By
% 2R 111 33.3
KR 335
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ZoRATV RS R T

AT R ARG kR R A DS FR LT P EN A
ﬁ’ﬂﬂ%@%E%@+*3ua%&&ﬁ%@ﬁ*ﬂoﬁ?”ﬁé
¥ i~ fe (Kline, 1998) ¢ & % &g fulchih e = -.102 28 g =
2.002; E#L P fE =.499 B B = 236; £ frenih i = -2.112 &
B o= 2649 B i = -.054 2% R = -2.000 5 SfAFRR R0 f
=309 =% B =-1916 112 B8 hhis =716 HEE =-149
gt arg AT Ik ARG HE A 3 UZERBGHEWD |

W10 FRr AFETHRABEF AR o
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S H DR ERR A

~

- S ORR AT
d % 4-4 75> KMO £+ % 50 ® Bartlett 324 <~ 7 &
FooOF T URGFFE AT

% 4-4 1 X § £ KMO i& £ Bartlett 3% 25 ¥ T_

Bartlett 3% 2 #& <_

£ % KMO & + 2 B
oA i 934 5057.737 .000
5y & 873 1026.213 .000
B F 909 4842.647 .000

FlE ot %Ak 4554 4611 % £ 4-7-(1) wRBEE L
90 RIE TR f RN A 716~ 827 A L PIRL > A 1 2
RHBEE LA PRLPIFEREEE L 7276% 0 FHEA Y
9.296 4= 1.618 > & Jﬂzi’—::k A1 s FPE R A R AT (e i

BEABHA (2) BY BB E L NG WA NTF LR A 637

~ 882> 2 2L AP HE R 5 68.48% 0 #iciE 5 3324-(3) &
KF R A FRANFFLFEY 4 619~.849 2 LT >
B AFTEETF G BRADIFIFEREL S 9839% 0 Fik

B4 W] 5 5874~ 2.664 £ 22860 = K EaA 3 1o Tt UL A
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BIRTS L EF 2 A o

19 J
J -~

d AT O N s R AHS: 335 X > P H R

I

6190 E A BB FF f R M 2 R A AR RE G -

(ﬂ}
9
Sk
H ~
W
g0y

£ “% [EREE TR

AN %?’:‘ ﬁ;
] A% & §
y 3 s BHE e L2
2 E =g
£
1 757 778
2 776 786
3 815 836
P 4 827 796
2%
ﬁ 5 9.296 61.97%  61.97% 803 753
6 791 626
7 801 648
8 790 684
9 811 685
10 814 733
P 11 716 606
2%
#% 12 753 .805
i 1.618 10.78%  72.76%
- 13 767 738
e
14 769 722
15 810 718
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% 4-6 8% B4 B A F R AT

ASN

=

»y
)\

Fl& B
1T Pt EEELE £
=g
1 882 778
2 866 749
3 3.324 68.48% 837 690
4 831 701
5 637 406
ZA4TeEFiEL L TR AT
7 4% fiz
7 i A% §
y 3 s BHE e L2
23 g
£
1 618 625
7
1 2 796 705
i
;ﬁ* 3 5.874 53.40%  53.40%  .669 754
& 4 619 776
5 659 647
J
§}T 6 793 794
.
;if“ 7 2.664 2421%  77.61% 827 909
I:I%
8 824 920
/3
e 9 686 829
.
-f‘f 10 2.286 20.78%  98.39%  .849 835
I:I%
11 757 753
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- ~REMR
AT R %Tﬁ.” #2338 g H Amos 5.0 £ 4 N A 335 iR
Sva 4 %1% & 47 (Confirmatory factor analyses, CFA ) o % 4838 chF] 2 §
Je B AR 590~.965 0 [ im Bt 500 &7 AR BT
AF % w45 R (composite reliability, CR) & T 355 % 8 §
(average variance extracted, AVE ) » k=8 & % & A& SPE LR - CR
B JfAZiE .80°AVE & % JEAZ:E 500§ £ 408 3 B & & s & (Farrell,

2010; Mello, Pereira, Silva, 1997; Shiu, Pervan, Bove, & Beatty, 2011 ) - d

248k r LAY g L CR EAZE .80 AVE EAZE .50 -
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% 4-8 1 ;N LB LR

%37 CR AVE

oA i 9096 .6197.
TN L 9514 6851
A g R B 9333 7092
TV & 9075 6650
iR 9296 5488
P F iE 9075 6626
RIFTF 13 9046 9660
& 1T F iz 9060 7628

Z > ®WHPTR

TR T LR 24 7 (Chu & Chay, 2014) © & - B
A AVE BenT 3 A S v £ 2 Ao b e B o F 30
>8P B Glicch B #icz. 75% 2 b (Fornell & Larcker, 2014 )« j€ % 4-9 #
@& - BAEL AVE 0T 4320t t4E S AP W e B (21 8 )

R R (28 ) S T75% > EFEL PR -
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% 4-9 W WP R B gy i

Tiofg HREZ 1 1.1 1.2 2 3 3.1 3.2 3.3
1 oas s i 81.705  13.899 787
L1 4oz p v 49,600  8.750 965%* .827
1.2 soasf i
32015 5929 921%*%  785%% 842
R
2.8% &8 120.728  18.943 764%* 730%* o2 ity 815
3. i 47.997 10.617 618%* 545%* .644%* 562%* .740
3 B F E 26027 5.414 O77%* .615%* .679%* .628%* .849%* 814
32 41F7F E 13.063 4.315 384 %* 326%* 419%* .343%* 861 %* 498%* 982
33 &£iFf iz 8.908 2.715 A456%* 387%* 499%* 402%* .849%* 536%* 786 8733

wxp < 01 > 4 & MhiE 5 AVE T = 49
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T~ G R AT
d £ 410 7 B ae s & N E & AT mfﬁﬁ 11 Cronbach’s « ?5'3%
800 iF 2 4F R - Guttman G #cE 3L )3?.3]5'3% 700 VR

F -

% 4-10 V& £ G R A4

BT Cronbach’s 00 Guttman % #c FLXER
oA i 942 833 838
T i 940 799 801
eI AL i R & 917 .880 884
TV 8 .900 856 897
FH e f iz 917 755 757
P F iE 872 819 852
RIFTF 1% 937 865 957
& T F iz 844 792 873

I Al R

3 3] 0 42=533.916 (p=0.000) > i fe K 4p #c ( Goodness of Fit
lindex, GFI) =.904 » +* #:E fiedp #i ( Comparative Fit Index, CFI) = .977
122 R fie 4 Bc (Normal Fit Index, NFI) = 944 » = Bipikio=

3900 - @ priE A £ 332 oL 2 48 (Root Mean Square Eerror of
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Approximation, RMSEA ) =.045 > /[ >+ .08 o } it Hcdp Bg o+ A7 7 H-3)&

&

FHRFH2ZFEF &4 pe & (Chi, Chun, & Tsai, 2011 5 £ PP f52 ~ A&

S

&% 52008 M EAA S 20 E2010) ¢
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- ~HE AT R

BT RBIK PR A R AR B EL R FY AP L&
RHEEFEFFIRBE LI FHAME X TR, P RE
oo  FURMETeFREHRE o) FRE T mp) M ik
(intraclass correlation coefficient, ICC) ~ -F32#cei; B (reliability of the
mean, RM) 2 % ‘e & 3kdg 4% (within-group indexes, r,, )" &% & » &9
- R AT R T A A 4 -

(—) Z=pip b e

ICC 8k F — 2P 1% & xgéﬁaﬁ*mx;f%:ﬁ{@ﬂ*ﬁ e T e
PRI RHLEOERARFHFOLAF AT LG R G
R &R T F AT

ICC g2 38 4™ (Liao & Chuang, 2004; Liao & Chuang, 2007 ; § 4&
% 2009 5 BAmE ~ FRekyr 0 2012) o

ICC= o NLMMEZeFERao R A 2ep $2

2
Ty T O

#c o 7, =37804.479 > o> =82049.801 » ¥ ¥] ICC = .315 » .059 <ICC H_
Bt % MBaE R ¥ LR 71K i §F A 47 (Cohen, 1988; 4% % »2009)¢
ICC = 315 A4 3 FEROEDE B EIIH 2 2 7 oh8 ¥ B4 %

BEL3S% AR BERPM AR SAAREITE L 2 Fng Y 8

56



BREEEL 68.5%-

(Z) Tio¥cnts B

RM B & #cdpen- REAER > W pepiphf e v £330 8 2
AR % BAEIE HF A RM 02 40T (Liao & Chuang, 2004; Liao

& Chuang, 2007; B 45 % ~ ERaxgc > 2012) o

— T B L 3 5 , L. 12> Y <E 2 A =3
RM= —2_— > ¢, F_ £ ,,3&%;3%1 TR AT o oC R R R Eep R
W+,

#ico n L Adco 1, =37804.479 > o> =82049.801 > n=335 > 1@ 5| RM
=.99 £ %07 dm ek o B R Jehts B oo

(Z) 2p HhiE

re Bdp Pz pAry SR A HE - WAPRELS KSR BER

(agreement) > wg &4 e (within group) 0E & o fp & g kot

> 33407 (Liao & Chuang, 2007; E 4 ~ BRgk gz > 2012) -
SZ
-5
Twg() = i B TR B RN i S e
-1+ XJ)
Oy Oy

BRI T R R op B EP T LRI R E - A5
B E@ERT ORI LG OREE e MY Dol =4 R HE D
J=15~ S}=.861 > #7114y =.98; Frgip it 0 J=9 ~ S1=945 > 71 1y,
=.970; F@h K ]=6 ~ S=945> “T1 1y, ) =.951; B ¥ BH 5 J=5»
Si=94 > P11y, gy =940, FH R i J=10 SI=1.127 0 70 1y )
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=962; A8 F 1 I=5~ S2=117 0 404 1y, o) =.980; A1FTF i J=3 s
$2=2.077 ¥ 1 Tygqy =740, & (T§ i J=3~S2=1.540 714 rypq) =827 ¢

fygy & %3070 > 4 445X 0§~ F] (Liao & Chuang, 2004) - F]gt » *

R X FEHNERITE LG 8 5@k (Lance, Butts &
Michels, 2006; § 45 % ~ #Ratpc » 2012) -

bt i@ AR A S ICC S RM M E r, sl WA AR

TP T O R IR R (TS gbéi%gfﬁév\ﬂ}% °

=5

AF Y % B #OP Yk %3 (Variance Inflationary Factor, VIF ) ~ 1%
3 #% (condition index, CI) %k :i& {7 % S %r - § VIF [ » 10 (&
WS F ) ME CLE- ]2 IS £ MPEaR 3 5 CIE+ 15
FoRE-HRAERIES G FG A BRANL DR PO B0
0.9 X £ % £ s ek 42( Brust & Liston-Heyes, 2010; Truman, Sandoe,
& Rifkin, 2003 ; #Rgt e > 2010 5 &R A& = ~ 47 > 2012) o d % 4-11 ¥
dro R AN VIF 3530 50 B B B HCGS i E Rt 15
ErE Ta Bt agBEt 53 0.9 ) iR o FP > AT ane

FHCR L E S
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% 4-11 2 vt bl & 2 e
L3S U
| st 2 s 3 VIF
B e s % 0 28 17 1.895
Ea S A 0 .06 82 1.895
i 49 3(CI &) 1 12.980 17.812
%R d v
| ) st 3 VIF
Al i 0 45 55 1.845
E e Y% 0 .00 99 1.845
i 45 3(CI &) 1 11.868 17.194
L2 % I
| st 2 st 3 VIF
BIFT S % 0 .05 95 1.173
Eae S A 0 96 .03 1.173
i 49 3(Cl & 1 7.092 14.580
%R d v
| ) B3 VIF
SRR 0 92 .07 1.263
E e Y% 0 04 96 1.263
i 49 3(CI &) 1 7.829 14.831
RgE BT R
=~ PR RE A AT
(- ) wREBHEFE Y Sy



AR TR EEENERF GHEY Bz v FAiT 4

k%I EYER

i - st = st =
p p p
P
Pt 764" 636 4927
R 2
B e S f i 186 .094
2 5 {FH
R O R iR 2417
R’ 583 601 612
Adj R .582 .599 .609
F 465.759 250.339° 174.247
AR’ 583 018 011
AF 465.759 15.141 9.397
"p<.05 " p<.01, p<.001,

T E 1w B (B =

0.764, p = .000) > i fFHS 2§84 (Adj R™=582%) it B ¥ -k 3
(F=465.759,p < .001) = § oS @ ei & 8 PIE Y B4 i my
,ﬁ% o Flpt > Hy = = o

o413 SRS - SRR S MR R S el B LT

. 2 pE g 4 88
VBB I HEFre BT

H oo oz b en@ 4 (B =0.730, p = .000)
AT S L (f=0713,p=.000) & % o3 B pFHest (Ao i
BB R HE Y B 8) a4 (A R=53.1%, 50.7%) ik
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F -k (F=379.087, 345.115, p < .001 ) o 57 5 4% 5 B 77 foak it 22 o

B ek g5 0 RIF Y &8 PL IE,,TA 4o T o Hy,fo Hyp % &

f 4

S
‘_\41\5:
40
(g
S
AN
gy
=g

Z 4-13 A v s AR K B AR RIATI R £ TR
uw;?/»\ﬁ%\»

R Y B
FEENRS Bost = B = PRl Bt T PR
p p p p p p
P
o i 73077
RLc S SR A3
R 5957
o ix 7047
pIATE S F i 3317
GRLER ¥ 44177
R 532 509 354 496 110 194
Adj R’ 531 507 352 494 107 192
F 379.087 345115 182.6127 327361  41.0837  80.278"
™ p<.001
(=) BHF F s Es B
P4 414 0l - IR e PR FHMERF . pi g

o AATEEF GRS RS R HRBEY ] HFD B

m\ﬁ
S0
B

P (B=0.677,p=.000) & (e # iz (B=0.458, p=.000)~ 4|37

—

.?:F‘« iz (f=0.384, p=.000) LbéFyllﬂ;x‘l’Eﬁﬁ_;\(ﬁ’f s AT
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ik RS E) fER 4 (Ad] R'= 47.1%, 45.6%, 14.5%,
20.6% ) ¥ iE &g F-k® (F=298.000,281.530, 57.538, 87.583, p <.001 ) °
SRR EMERE - AN iE o AIRTER G FE L TR

i ﬁr'g v P A AS g e Iﬁaﬁﬁ i o F]pt o Hy~ Hyg ~ Hop 87 Hp 392 2 o

B A4 5R ~ Bos s BIATIUR &IPS F GRS EEREL A4

R AR

st - ji A Hol = o
B B B B
PR
R 687" "
R 677
BIATESF 3 3847
&l iz 458"
R’ 472 458 147 208
Adj R’ 471 456 145 206
F 298.000" 281530 57.538"" 87.583"
™ p<.001

PEAD AT PEAL D BEPESF E (S=0704,p=.000) K4 2%
Fi% (B=0595p=.000) & fFesf i (f=0.441,p=.000) 57

B (f=0331,p=.000)¢ 7w i fERES (FRE S B AIRT
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77 2
(%8

"

RS Y ES) fEE - (Ad] R=35.2%, 49.4%, 10.7%,

.-
)

19.2%) ¢ E k% (F=182.612, 327.361, 41.083, 80.278, p <.001 ) -

—\

SHETEMERF G ARENT B AR ERF BRI B4

l% ’ E"J?? 3%%% ‘:’572:}‘\ IFL:T}L‘», ° r‘] o) H3 H3 H3bl”—t—? H3c£;3‘§\':_ °
(m) ‘Fl;’:f:”fw\??’aj P A AT
LR e 5 f i3 Aow EHEY B PE 3 Er

F 412 PR - BA RIS Y B MF D o B R -

FHER e FHMERF F2 0 BB RS FMERF FREF YR

’*‘T

3 HFD B E(B=0.636,0.186, p=.000)> ¥ i [FH ' 2 fF 4 (Adj
R°=59.9%) & & ¥ k& (F=250.339, p < .001) > # 38— 41 1.8%

I 3 T E R E K

\m?

(AR 4efiest = #7 > Soib B i 22 R 8 13
B (f=0241,p<.01)> 2 i fFH cnfafl 4 (Adj R =60.9%) £ ¥
K (F=174.247,p<.001)» R = 841 1.1% (AR - 2 2 % B A

FHERG G vl B EHT V@B ORF L HFD ST o 5T
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T e B (f=0408,p=.000) ¥ ¥ [FH iz ff 4 (A R7=59.6%)

e

B E K (F=247.372,p < .001) 4% — BH = 977 » ombf g e

G T e EREF (S=0910,p=.000) 2 it fFHE iz

="
IE E

7o 1

—gE
)
Sl

/

14 (Adj R7=63.6%) i3 % -k (F=195.463, p < .001) F] > Hy,
T oo L HERT AHERF FACRBEHEVEBEE I RF D
PEET cd B 427 AEEY S RE S F AP ERF EF

Pl B s Y SR mR gL T F 20 AR ERF E R Bl

BAIAT ST i bR B HE Y BB Pp F e

PF (F=040,p>.05) ¢ it FH fEf 4 (Adj R =50.7%) & F

\,

kKB (p< .001) » 4% = BHEE = 977 0 AT B E S ARTE ST i

\H\*

3 e A HF (F=0371,p=.000) i jFH 2 4 (Adj R'=53.5%)
A E R (F=129.205,p <.001 ) F]pt » Hy & 2 o g 5% 37 £]3T
HFFLTRSERFEYESNRL L FAEEY o d B 437 00D
GIE L2 edE s FAMERF R MBS ERST YR8 0P

B F 2 ARTESF G PR R Y 8 g

B i
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d A 415 B BB L PR GHEVEBY BHF

S
\m:

FE (=0.087,p>.05) i fFH ez 4 (Adj R =51.1%) Atk

)-

FRE (p>.05)c 4% 2 BHAZ 47 TR BEE L TEBF G

\H\*

5 Er AT K (f= 0215 p=.000) KA F S a4 (AR
=50.1%) EBEE K (F=121.963, p < .01) o F|pt » Hye & = o b 4 % B§

— 27 2 . 2 > g 3 ~ [ ;g‘ 2+ > AR 22 ° _
T & IF,,@_E'_.?%«,' i A EE s Y R mﬁ,.g'?_} A A d B 4-4

Firo ASIER S wAs  F LiTe ‘F‘“‘? R PE S RS s Y
BHOPELS S F 20 FEFERF GRS MRS EEEY
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415 B~ AIATIE £ IFESF GOORBE  {HE Y BB P FA L
% %Iﬁ g ﬂ,f 38 ﬁf"&
I ’]ﬁk“ﬁ'f?‘« F Iz £l %’?‘,.%‘« % IE £ iTe %‘3 F Iz
Pt - st - B = gt - i st = gt - i Bt =
BRI
oI i 137 4377 056 137 697 5997 137 667 610
Rk 2]
AT 408" -.176
BIFT S F i3 040 -237"
& T i 087 -.065
QAT
A 910"
g iz
oA <A 3717
ATie ‘T%‘« F 1F
g R L 2157
A3 ‘E.‘T%‘« 7?: %
R’ 509 598 639 509 510 539 509 514 525
Adj R’ 507 596 636 507 507 535 507 511 521
F 345.115 2473727 1954637 345.115 172.033" 129205 345.115 175.822"" 1219637
AR’ 509 .089 041 509 001 029 509 .005 011
AF 345.115 73.987 37.401 345.115 878 20.958 345.115 3.715 7.432
" p<.001,” p<.01
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AR TR R U F Y R
FHEFL e PP T DHA R BB SSRGS
WBH g7 o Butler & £ (2008) ~ Volet (1999) Park % « (2011)
22 Gil fv Lee (2003) 47 1 oo i § pb 2t ddos s ¥ pa (71
PEHEEEAFTSFETESL G - RfE . FP > AR TBEBET
EGER Y B o
Ay s T Park & 4 (2011)~ Awad 22 Ghaziri (2004) ¢ "
BAET s T’réﬁ BRI A Rl ) aRRF BB L Beh
Do o AU E I A AIEheeh BhY B TR € BT o BT
4}3 PRATEB B E T UL (T E B A A TR fglﬁl__} °o A
AL LR HHR - EES F RO T Aok T UG AnauR (T AR Y
AR ABBER IS L At R BB EREE Y BB ok g L o i
3-:5’ °

Wang ¥ 4 (2007) 35 F rcchivihfi 4 § £ Pl oot ¥ 2 8y

FAEARF oA AT EYES X oo I EY 8

X
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|J§ 3133 _%zj.\(,;/
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48 e Zhao ¥ 4 (2014) # MBEA L (F4 &
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N // )_; - 27, 1i _‘;/ 2 g ':)_:,4 27 ;P . ~2 7
AL I o fRenRt R A 1 IRy (e d2berg 1 n?iﬂ‘ FK? 1 RE

(84

FYEH T A EF B AR LRRFERY S G RPEY

# (Somers etal, 2014 )

\\\

SRS & Suc T2 TR L

AT HERFR S BB R EF oL R T R

[t e Levin ¥ * {v Liao & Hu 9% § 305 4ok & ¥ FM e 9k 1150

Riszaainiad, THFET A FTHEER 1N SRR

AELEREPESF GHOBBREF T I BT L FT R

% &5 - Xk{% - Marabelli £2 Newell 2 2 Trkman £ Desouza % 3

W R ERG IRAFETN AW B g5 0 R KEPTE D

L P B FE LRSI PSR FEL o T f e

!

FARRS S G4 Rlop B ek g

AT AR R 8

W1
m-k\'_

e PR Y R
% 2 Weidenfeld, Williams # Butler (2010) 2% Jiang (2012) 7% §

% L3 - R Weidenfeld ¥ % 12 2 Jiang 787 7 &t 0 | 1 & g|FT0
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SRCER R E RN F R R

A

ETIRS
o
<

PHF ERES 0 47
gl o M RGEA T~ TRAR R JRIF DA FT 0 TR D o (Loof &
Heshmati, 2002 ) °

AFTHERETERF GHOIBE I REF AP0 FT R
% ¥7  Arvanitis, Kubli 22 Woerter (2008 ) ™ % Hoffmann, Lopes, £
Medeiros (2014) #* 3 £ 5 — 3R+ o Arvanitis & % 12 2 Hoffmann, ¥
AT Y IELE F A i’r%z}%@?i B ofesF s 3BV S ena (TR
o BRI g7 MFDLEEA S R AT ied > I T e i R 5 4

1 FenfP RS > X e 24 42 (Lindner & Wald, 2011 )

= H, ¥ 33 3
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AEIERERERF EHE VBB T BE LR

5

% #2 Asif (2011 )~ Chen ¥2 Huang (2007 ) ¥ 2 Gunawardena % % (2011)
77 Z - & o Gunawardena # 4 (2011) 87 3 BT B F iE €
PME 1 BT E B BT A1 179 g%k o Asif (2011) Chen
¥ Huang (2007) & #7305 384wk g iz 105 ¥ @8 dock o

AFTHEREPBERF RHNEYEB LG L e B E - &2 Pender

(2001) ¥ Mei (2012) /2 7 & F — 3R o 335 Pender (2001 ) & Mei

(2012) 55 » § RS F B AR 1K g gy 4 o
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T3 IEY o TR AT e Bl o § ERG TRFEE Y R R o Lk
RPE o B R AT RRAL IV G (R R S AEE 0 A L F AR
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AFRITHERLTERF GHEVEB I HF L B F - B
Arnold (2013) ~ Cantner % % (2011) -~ Lindner 2 Wald (2011 ) -~ Loof
¥* Heshmati (2002) ™ % Vie (2012) e9#7 7 & 3 — &+ o Cantner % 4 ~
Loof &2 Heshmati 1 2 Vie 087 3 B or £IAT RS F i ¢ BAE 1 1% 5 ddot
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Lindner £ Wald 12 2 Arnold % * 597 7 Bgor & (FR S f iF§ po3t 4

A &1 FF o Cress & Kimmerle (2008) 35 # 28 8§ 2T &

BHEFRE LT ERPEVES R0 FARET R A M

A
B
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u
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[
‘;1‘\
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A
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» £ B B A1 v 3 £. €& (Barr,
2010; Hupp & Sloutsky, 2011; Miah et.al, 2008; Park & Wentling, 2007 ) »
SRR RS EREY AP F o 5w

AFIRTENMERE G ARERF R ARTERF G R ST
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CRF G RS EHE Y AR L F B0 B Ek B 45 T

R R % T

o IR 7o s e AT £ v
"T%\« ,3{: E "T%\ ,wfr: 1% T%\« ,wfr: E "T%\ ,wfr: E
0.395., 704" 331 0.4417"

0.677 "
0.687" 0.384" 458"
0.241" | 0.910™ 03717 |0.215"

y A >

j?r'?g'\; /
# 0.764"

»
»

Bl 4-5 77 7 %2 % 53
PREIHAS A AL RES - R EEAR N ERA R LTk
BIEBE AEP hp AR A RBRBEEERIE AL D R

# . (Min & Lee, 2011) © 3247 7 $-3]» Haai g 3 L 04— R o 3%

Ty R PR B AR PR R A

Lin, Wu&? Lu (2012) %= % Tipndi o Fla #%ﬁ‘«mﬁi?l fe o s A 0

HBEY BHIrek s §F TELR o Tt PR BMA NP SRS F
iz > ;"K*}é B4 3> 1 T%%“Q,?Tﬁ‘r’;ﬁ.& LR TR -
DR AP SRR > 1 (T E e F R R LA
FooAFTE-HEFTHFM AW AIFT EFERF BT A AT
BHEHEY BB Aok > TUFEM - P LIRT EIFERF BER
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£ PIEY SRSV RS c R AP AP BEL - RIL &

FEFRD 4] LSRR A RIL i L A

1 e H#r + (Cress & Kimmerle, 2008 ) o i&#2 257 3 %% £ 5 - Rk >

mAE LT E F AR RSB EEE Y B ORERR §
BoR1Li T RAIFTR AR F I ETF B 4 R
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AELEEFRABEET FEHNTRBEF LB S
G E g R ER PR % N AL FlEE (Marsden & Stead, 2011) »

g RBE R o gl A enAvER N B 0 04 R0 1R hRt AR T
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