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4B £5 SR % LIRS R FT G B B HEZ 7 R
A& B B2BRAIRTE K& A

RE %
CERF PE L P

ARMHHERPFLKETELA

2

N

N

el

bl

SERY e iR

)

#HE

WxArEd (BERE 2006) » B R M4 RG M A S MES R ZRMEA
Mo M FRRABAEEAMLE  REFCVALBEEY > RHILBERRFEHTF R
% (Bryson & Monnoyer 2004 ; Drejer 2004 ) * & FF 52 & PT Bl o % o RFF 58 5L 45 57 72 2%
WA R AR RKRERSF L L0 RE R KRG L HL R IR A4
M HE Bl URIRHE R R P A AR B 0 A 24T R~ ANOVA ~ 42k
BT AKX AT F LT T R EATEI A ST 0 AT B iR B AT BT 0 AR AR 0k H IR B T
BB ERBEI 0 MAFERS - SRR HRSRG  HlusRak RS BETH
SRR FH AR BT A BE N HE -

RABESF @ W4 4R A1 IRAF AT » IRF AT &2 AR X
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Promoting Service Innovation Performance through
Network Embeddedness: An Empirical Study of
Taiwan B2B Software Service Industry

Yen-Hau Chen
Department of Business Administration, National Taiwan University

Jung-Tang Hsueh
Department of Business Administration, Yuanpei University

Chung-Hsing Huang
Department of Business Administration, National Taiwan University

Abstract

Past research (Hsueh 2006) showed that network embeddedness had a significant impact
on new product development performance. However, the output value of service industry has
obviously surpassed that of manufacturing industry. Therefore the development of research
orientation (Bryson & Monnoyer 2004; Drejer 2004) of service industry has become a major
concern of researchers. This study continues to choose network embeddedness as a key
factor influencing service innovation performance. Therefore the purposes of this study are
as follows: to investigate the influence of network embeddedness of service industry on their
service innovation, to investigate how different types of network embeddedness relationship
of service industry influence their service innovation. In our research we will develop a
questionnaire based on existing literature and bring forth our hypotheses. Statistical tools, such
as correlation study, t-test, ANOVA, SEM and regression analysis, will be used to analyze the
results of answered questionnaires to verify our hypotheses. We conclude that except research
institute embeddedness showed no significant on service innovation performance, all the other

embeddedness showed significant impact on service innovation performance.

Key words : Network Embeddedness, Innovation, Service Innovation, Service Innovation
performance, Software Service Industry
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L

— ~ HEEN

m¥ ik R E Y EBIRS A ORADEARFEROT T F 5L EELRE
KESHLEAFOFARE > BAEWPIHBELHL o RBELEE AR E otk
R A FFsA | (Ireland et al. 2001) © {2 4] #7604 T £ B R AT » LEBA RE WY
% % (Tushman & Anderson 1986 ; Afuah 1998 ; Kim & Mauborgne 1999 ) - 3 £]#7 &) &
Ay RHEIRA TR LA (Boozetal 1982) -

F 1980 F KA HE - #H 5 ABELERM S ERIL AT T MEF - B RAE
EEBLITHENREFRE  CSRMEHATRGEM A FEREAE I
FAIH 0 LIREANFEHE  ERAKLRREREE  RRTRAES A LA T L
(Moore 1993) - g7t KIRILEGEL A » ] de A A3 89 Rk TR ML R R B, 1213 M
B EBFLHEE > SEMGEE LT - KRR RRR > FEHELNTE YR
I EeHF 1 (Bovetetal 2000) °

SR ZELEK R 6 B 4K R e AT Y Ak 0 2 AR B R 38 e 4 BR 0GR 5] ) 7 IR B E Ak
AR T H S ETASERMGEA LB AR S AT FEEA R R B
Gulati (1999) 54 - ¥ ey R A S IEILGY - @ L BISMEM AR T R B ERRML
LRI I F R SRR o SLSl o PR 0 MR 45 AR AR R B ST IA 1) B 4R 4K 2R ) B R 3 L s
SEE ARG - MRTEF - A M FEEELGE - FIEH FEHELATE £ o4t
G MR- AR AR MR MM A B o Bl R B R R FT LA E AL S (Burt
1992 ; Rindfleisch & Moorman 2001) ° {2 i&E &8930 % (Coleman 1988 ) A &ML 5 mk,
A (Coleman 1988 ; Gulati 1995 ; Nahapiet & Ghoshal 1998 ) % °

PreB e R A R AR D EASHMGHELTHELHECERARAEL » BATH
AT AR AT AN E AR5 % (Coleman 1988 ; Loury 1997) » 75 7T 3L 4b £ i ¥4y
%% (Baker 1990) ~ E3#9%412% (Putnam 1993) A& B Ké9452 (Fukuyama 1995) k&4
MR -HETEAL—MOEZHMGALOMGAA  HEHCETHRINETRAA
AAEGIBREAR > AEKERESTT BRTITRAEEMGEAR » FTRESEM G5
#HAi@ (McEvily & Zaheer 1999 ; Dyer & Nobeoka 2000) - #/ ZAHM AR F » mic
WA T TAL R RAAENFRE RIS ETHRANBAFHAEZZME ERAL
84 7 554 $ i et & S (Yli-Renko et al. 2001) ©

A RAS  DEGRELEST DRI G BADE EROMEER K WL F RIS
¥0M8ER . AAERARAAMICRERBHEE  RERETHAZ &AM AT
20054F K B Z MR ¥ & 1L L& ARBGDPHT3% » LA ARBS8DX A FIMBG X » B
REAZZEEHRCEHB I RELZLTALLMFELTILM  REBAREEBRAL
J b MR 25 eh ot 2 3@ (Bryson & Monnoyer 2004 ; Drejer 2004 ) ¥ 45 23 & 36 4%
(Storey & Kelly 2001) @& ELFHM > At » KARABE L LI RH L BHREAL
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MR ¥ Z PR BATAR » IR ER S LIRS A 3T Z BT ML o

— - WHEEMN

Syson¥2Perks (2004 ) % 3K =4 Mk 4 ¥ 02 & 28 A 51 30 5 1F 09 Bl 45 3 4] 37 09 %
B e it KA #E—F B E M PerksifiJeffery (2006) 3% 2% 484 % B (network
configuration) & 4 /£ 4848 ¥ 3 AL 09T ARILE IL - LAIEIREA 4 b SR F A Bl 0y & & S
o BT F A RRAIFTZ M MR 2R A SR E ERE S
¥ mMRBERFS ERGEE (Hipp & Grupp 2005) - REEMFF % & RIE A 2 IR A
HHRER o B AR K AT R R o SR S 2404 8K 8 W15 SURTH B 91
B ML © BB HUR F)OAE O SRS A1 2 AL - 43 BT+ AR5
ZHRB 8T

(=) BEHMAEZ BB ERHRER T ERZTE -

(ﬂ)%ﬁw%%$ﬂﬁﬁ%%§m%%#%%@%*iiWa

R BRI

ABE R G At RS 2 & FA 40 48 AR B IRES B BT B AR08 0 B AR B o R
B S 0 B ARG SR R 3 2 IR IRAF AT LIRS £ T G e g s ST
o HE AR R LR BT AR AR L IRARIR ST M AR R LIRS B T A Ak -

— ~ g Rk

Gulati#iGargiulo (1999) 5 & » 46k 2 — M H RMBRE - Lk RSN
TARKR T R R M AR AR AL R B IN F R AR BIR 5 sboh o AL BRI 48 45 SR M ) B ST 15 B
48 23K 1) 1 R LA e A A S AR AE AR o

A RATH W2 A K MMALER TR O - HAFRE  SHEHR - TRER W
ko AT AR -

(—) EARERER

MR R £ BRI AR AESEBARFITE A M AR MBERLERE (tes) » RA
MR B S RXABRBHAGE - SHHASERRLOEY 228 SMMAIEL  F
ERBZ AR TRAEAEGE -

Gulati (1998) %4 Bil17 4R ak T ILIAA 58 ) 50y S i s e 58 1 04 ~ Q1L
YRR - RGBT ARG R WA 0 BB EMINITS 0 BRLERIARRAE
FAACHAERE > L3RI By F42E - Rowley, Behrens¥f2Krackhardt (2000) &
FHFRGulati (1998) Rk o9 e A - HAF A4k kel T 56 / 3 B4R | REH
TR MR A MR ML - AR WAL HARE & RAF[EL -
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() #EtEiEaER

Gulati (1998) BALRFNEERE S - WA LS BHUAMILE R - Reowley,
Behrens ¥2 Krackhardt (2000) E##F % Gulati (1998) Ek it A » AEK T FE
(density ) #7& sk ey M40k » PTG R AR S P ook ity 5 5 -

EROERFHOREN X LABHICEFTABNREMGE AKX EFRIL
— o Er E ik E 5 SRR o ARFHANEAKIE £ AENG  BEMaTRE
WA — MR PR ARERTHEZE AR RN R TEBE =l E®D
Mlde ik 45 £ — A (Jones et al. 1997) 5 Sk = 48 SR AP L ik 45 B < 48 A6 oK, 42 B 4 4k =
4% (Burt 1992) - B @ T A% h 3 % #00 1EH € -

b e & ENPTRGEBSE - B E M H ek - ARG - TR
PI 7 4L 4R A 4845 P9 3R T R Z B G2 AR AR - i 0 B a4k ) 04 S4B 48 (Granovetter 1992) e
(=) BIRiE#R

MERFTHBAVER N EaFORFEIARLAEERNGRT] N SHTERE
# o9  Barney (1991) 324 > @A SMEAEH KB M %% (strategic resources) KRk
B TAR T EARE - HRB MR ETIHRAIRAT T ERFORE » Bk DEFMET
Fom PR 09 & o LIRS RAR T B FAR S 0 T BB % S R R 64 oy R R
A E R R A IR A

(PO) HhfzsEax

AT ER % 48 — A AR R R AR NPT R 0930 e TR B e ke 2 By
BV AEAMEE T H RGN AT Ko THEIRME TR - & —Balke®@sgn
BIERS  DREARKGERE  TAEB LD S 0ERT L TAKRKRR
B B4R P oo a2 (Gulati 1999 5 Gulati & Gargiulo 1999 ; Powell et al. 1996) © b
gh o L ER AR H 4 Y 6 AT AL AR TR 4 — AE1S 04 3R5E (Podolny 1993 5 Podolny & Stuart
1995) - #H & ¥ HAL G BB KRR G| 1 0 ER S At a BB R SEH R -

— - BREBRIFEERFRMENNEE

IRFS R #T IR AT RAEFA A 09 BT M ey R 1 — A& S H B A AR AT AT 8y
PIREAR R T R B FRT LR RAAIF M EXAF 0 L RABRRG A {2
ARR#FE T XER - TREELEEN  @FMHR%E I (Gadrey et al. 1995) -
RAE BRI ER » PT4s BAAREA D EALMRME - 28 HIRFLHTO T
#HF %45 1~ & (Hollenstein 2003 ; Gadrey et al. 1995 ; Drejer 2004 ) ©

Hollenstein (2003) A% IR A]#7 ¥ T X A #TETILIR - [FRIEH LI - IRFEW
R&DAZEB TR A& ~ AN B RAERFFAIFE L LA FrRAAF ER A E ~ HAFHR
W9 4R R SR E By 8 AR B 12 R BB AR £ © JEI AT I RT I F R R 3 IR A3
BDERMAE  MIRSBUMGEED T » TR FE RO ERAGM -

B I K LA M A AR B R B IRAS AT 0 AT B BT IS E A
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1 3546 B F % © Voss, Johnston, Silvestro, Fitzgerald#ZBrignall (1992 ) #§ Ak #5 £ #7 &1 2 6%
gy HBARMERGEE » 015
AR A5 A #7 1B AT B A B E -
(=) BERA - ldef— IRFS A S o) F A RAR B X85 BB 3R M0
A3
(=) Ak FFRENIHMBEE  FRFRARG LA
(=) #|E D RAFAZNGBER ~ B F RSB o) BF M)« B HTRAFEEA B4 8
BEM] 28] ShERAR R AT A 0 BE M o
JR A% B 7 45 R 0958 -
(=) BFfeyfrg « AR - AR RAKRGERSF -
(=) EFhoE BERITTHEAROER  BRAE DR  BAREEY
BAR » T A& TR FFESF -
(Z) S Huaiig @ IR EEARFE  MBEREARFH - TREANRA
T 5 ARENERZF -

= RREREBIREN

Baun, Calabrese¥2Silverman (2000) ZHF Rhw e KA K A £ KR ITE LN T
VAE ) Bt B0 4R 45 3R 4 B A T 8 2L o Chetty $2Eriksson (2002) /& 4% B AL ey #F 52
HRARBGEEACELREE UG P ©ETAMERENGNT Y » 6RITFE - Adner
(2006) &8 » —BAIF AR R R ESE » DERTRAEERKXEML & 72—
RAETOAE L ERN o MAIFTHEEHR? AR 2 FRABARASEERR » LR
RACAEKAE R R -

~ S IR X B AR 5 B F AR Y

Syson¥1Perks (2004 ) 225 R#5 2 —BAAL M IEMRE - FTRFF A B A 3R
2 BIRASARE P R GGiBA2 C B THBEEMGEZEHARTEEE  RAGFTLLHN
MRFs o SRAIRR MBS THS A E TS R H) 15 1R B AR P oy AR H
BBk M e AR SR E R ER 0 RAFHAR T A LRIRFS B A P oy — s W 3k - B %
04 1025 FE PF B JE3E R MR B R A ARAL Y o &8 A P90 5L D30 48 45 09 T ) R B Y e 3k AR
BT AR AR AR R EE S - Bm Bl B RERETH R Bk
B BF M R k@ (Parker 1994) -+ i HL i 18 9] 3R 48 450 A1 37 7T 1A 4K 37 IR B
B ag R ¥ R A (Bruce¥iBeimans 1995) -

2 NHRREFE

AFTR G AR E ARG R H RS R FT S WA 0 8 URRIR T AR 3R
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KRR RAR  ERRAE > LB ERETHRAE - AHARITRBER > FRR
o ROYIRIE AR RATE - KA IEH I T R Fhe AR A

— ~ W R

AP RMARAEE 5 AT AH LG ELERMGE T AL F—EARER
HASEBERBEES S T HAASSR o TEBER,  THRGH, TR
% FwEE 0 F o ERRGEHRHE P ESERMGE R T RRERSR, - THEES
i | RATHT RARMRGES ) F=EMEE W TR AIFTAE R 9IRS 0 BAVossFA
(Voss etal. 1992) #% i 69842 4 s L 4 RE R = o

AN B oA B F B B 5 R R & AR BE 0 IR & S B M ey Bl AR 0 AR AT R AT
FARHR

A5 A B P33R PSP 30 4E 48 0 R ) B L S AR R T A E A AR R TGS EE )
Wbl o8 - RMEBREEEH A HRRFFMERFM - {24 #EE (Parker
1994 ) - iy HLi i 41 3R 48 45 64 B 37 7T VA AR 37 IR A5 B 25 64 U #2 sk A ( Bruce & Beimans
1995) -

DEBREHIIMGG N RO S S HANHBOEERY  IRELAS
e AGEATIRE (Uzzi 1997 5 Gulati & Gargiulo 1999) - i B4f 4R 8% - M7k £
BRARF AR SR BAT P AT A A0y H B XM B BME 0 AR AEUR B 09 & K ABH
B o BEMARRMA SN R RF  SEHGIES FERLIER  AIHY
MR TRE AL -

R G R AR AE SR o AR AL A 00 B R R 3 AT T A A B R Ak
RHHSEFRMERE  Bm Lt TEATHEFZIANTRAMEG T A - B2 EME
O S BB RRH T » AR TAREEBASE  FTAEALDEGFANT
A B S AR MR - SRS AIFT AT A -

F LB Z 2 AT R AR R 0 AR &K B T BT X A bk B AT R AR
SEZATHE?FT L XN ERTRTREINEE NI Lo T RRRSR AN
5] W g BIATAE B AR KIRAZ ¥ o B b 0 2 8] W] a9 AF 2R 1R 48 WA AT T R & MR AL e 3t 5
TR - AT AEEMBESBENNNRXTHRESF (—) A REEEHRE
B (=) BRSNS (Dyer & Singh 1998 5 Jap 2001) ° & ¥ETAE A
5 I ) 6 o 4F 7 X A SR 4 BAE 5 BAR o BEBLIEIRAI BT AT B X RS AR ERIIN S
BT EETHRZEERZAZARGES - Bk BERAIFATEHREEER - T4
SEOERFLRBUEDEROERRAZL— ¢

LB T 4R H8 N 0 AT AR IR B T — AE {5 #6439 (Podolny 1993 ; Han 1994 ;
Podolny & Stuart 1995) » #eH & ¥ duis o L BAF BB K a9k 5] /1 0 3Bk & ot s ek A8
BOARRH & o —fRm A RSB H - MG REL P 0BT amSE - 0
RHAHIEE 2P AR RL A TRELGER NSRS RAEH ST
AL ZRTARPR A @& (Gulati & Gargiulo 1999) -

ok
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ARAE A LB TS - RHF IR T IR -

BRI D AR WG TE IR SRR -

LR LEES DU S VP N I Sk ek A

BR1-1 0 D EZFEBEBARTE - R A HTE LR MAE -

ER12 T D ELERRBATE - A AR AL -

TR1-3 0 DEZHREHATE AL G MifE -

B4 S EZ BT E - A I A AL -

FRAF IR BB AR T — RO EMAER  RENEARBANED &4 0 B
&35 % MRS A1 #7 % A M 45 & R0y (Hollenstein 2003) o i 2ok a9 IUAF 51
B 5 AL 60400+ Bk » AT 9030 TR A 07 4 SLB  2E 2 R HH R SR8
1% > A ReAR S RS R FT e B3k o

SRR E B IURE BT 0 WA AL ATA WIS 00 60 B I AOH AR A
B 0 318419 M (Kandampully 2002) - & EmBEEAO WA G R 1 (1) RBE
e sk (2) BRGABEAME 0 (3) BAEMF0ITE  BAIFEHFS
TR (4) 5k E A B ] F 2 32 SR W & (Tether 2002) © 4341 ik 4]
B RSB AR T AR & RS B AT 60 A Ak o

KR K HU AT G AR T VA S R A 04 AL R A k3 5 R R ek 0 P AR ELER ARk P
(Pittaway et al. 2004) 5 FA o i B SL5F 70 M A 7 2 £ 3 o 3 91 43000 B — 18 AR
Bessant¥Rush ( 1995) 22 % S A4 AKE B A AF 7T A ZL B 373842 b 324 5 AL M 0932 A+ 1
VTR AR 7 T8 KT 280 & KA S4F (Tether 2002) -

VAL ig e SERHIRAFRFTERA ERNFTE > ARASENRLERRERT S
NEFXT P RIEALFF R s > KAFRIZH FAZER

BR2-1 1 KPR EHRATE - A F AR -

BR2-2 : DEZAEEGATE AR A

B3R2-3 1 R LRI MR SATE R AT A -

— HRREE

ABERZ B 4 75 IR A KA SR SRS BT R M ey R ARARARPT R AR
X BRI AT R ERME 0B -

ey

FRAS I A7 2%
R | RS ‘
W ErT o e
By R 2 A
[RCES B AR
Elir: S

1 : FrEHE
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S EBHNRFEESREGE
(—) By
REES S - AT RA TIIwW A A S8
1. B4R ER 4k © AT 500 Bl 15 £R sk o & R B % A& B4 5% % (Gulati & Gargiulo 1999 ;
Rowley et al. 2000) - & 78 Bl 1545 09 £ 1 F LKA SAE R B SAEAZE - B 3RL
R T RSO GERELEAR—ERRE S A0 AAHETEZZHMHE
B SEHGEATEZBANR S T FEER S F KX (Uzzi 1997 © Gulati &
Gargiulo 1999 ; Rowley et al. 2000 ) -
2 BARRG A RMNMGRR T RO E A FERKETR L EELEENER
% 5% (Jones etal. 1997 ; Gulati 1998 ; Rowley et al. 2000) °
AR AR A RBB R R OEMRFLRET - LRI HA 0 Rg
TR S F > ARG EEGIHGT  SEBHEAHRA RE®ERY % F (Dyer
& Singh 1998 ; Jap 2001) -

4. HAS SR © RPFRAF AR S R A D EPTR FEMEL T HA 69 518 (Powell et

al. 1996 ; Gulati 1999 ; Gulati & Gargiulo 1999) -

W A AR AR AR B 5 BRI RIPAE T » AR GHHEETE - MEML 2ot 7k
EARRERE A& AMEER  BERZNFREBZFAES  PAEEEHE
W~ AR ARk LR T AR SRR

(=) REH

A RZ NGB RFFRIFTER > 5 L BARE I R - AP RIRIT VossF A
(Vossetal. 1992) Z#%: > 2k ilidn F :

1 BAEH L AT R I BATE R E RS B ERA > ORE—RFER

Q3 B R A B R E BB FITIRAS A A et 5 A R 0 35BS B ey FT
MR B~ FTIRAF AR ARG L] 5 3R T 0 LIEIRFFIE GG BE R B TR A BL A 64
BF ]~ RS FTIRAS LR BN GGBF )~ N E) SN ERAR A BT A e B 4 o

2. BRE KA RASMBFL OB REXCT RS  MFOEE - aFEHF R

ROFER s RARFHERS RFHNNHE ORBRRITTHIEAEA
RRBBACEERE BERKFHERE RTL2AETRZNHFELTF BT 09H
T ARG RTEAREE O REBREAREFE  TEEAORAF 545
EORE @

ARG ERELE  AXRRRBEIMEZRZEER » AR AE N ZB2B3HRE
IR H LA R KT SRR AFTZ MBI o R8T R AFB2CHKREE RS £
FANTTRIE R A S EABCKEE RS EH LR EER MG REHE - B4 5T
BRI BRI AEEE > RAMELR G ARG A I0RB2BEE £ 1T A
AR o SEATHATRIH R ATIE ey R AT RS R 0 A A BB 6 T AB L o
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T LR S A AKR & BT EME KR XA TRFIB2BIRMIRG ¥4 4 &%
Gyt d R AR IR E ST AR L -

AHFRA L T A ARB2BI A IR 3 4 0 48 48 SR YL AR TS A BT S 2 B IR - B b2
A LA L AR ARG AR MATTRA BT REIAETH L LK
T REH LA EEE  RFBARZIGHEEA -

h-EHRRAE

I RZAA DI ESREAI > - B REATER BRI © =0 4
ZURA SRR B S0 AURE - ANOVA « A8 A AT © LT 97 5 8475531
B A BRI T :

(—) ERBEERT
#R B Churchill (1979)  Churchillflacobucci (2002) & R#EREFH - T 55T 7]
A
LRI KR = RE A B (R AR S ey AL iR - Bl AR R R BRAF IR K
...... £Y) .
2. FHKAAMAARE L R RAMA RO TE > MAYFRFETHED  AERE
KAy RIRIE o
3.4 PR R B B A XL REMBE D] o AT ATRI 47 (pretest) » EERAERF
ey -
4 AR T P4 B b5 i 1~ &2 B8 (1) Cronbach's @ (2) Item-to-total Correlations
S EXRKEZZFAFAGREER TR ETREME E 54 (confirmatory
factor analysis, CFA) * A EERZfZHEAE -

(Z) BARbmEpimim
AFRUFECHAEBRTEMNA LR E L TRFIB2BIRMR L H 4 sk Atk
HE AT TEIHT T AR ETREL A AR LT H R
(=) #REtOHT
AH R AR Z ~ ANOVA ~ 48 Bl 47 ~ @57 o b7 F el i B R AT 8631 047 0 A
B AT R AR

B RER

— - BE&F MR IRIERE

ARFREEGBEESILTEKTERENE TRFZ IR 4 4k btk
% 0 IR IRS00 KR 7 AT A AL - IR THETH G AMEMNE - ka8 0 #
PR AOR 0 W EB8A% c MiE A A EE  HEFT  SETAMEEATZ
B R R A BR800 K IR BY IR A5 H AT A5 0 w110ty - K AR AL
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044y » B R A11.75% ° AR A EEZI13004 © FI1584 » Sk B A2 » A2 &
1364y > B E £410.46% °
— ~ A ER

AR EAR R T 2y R AR AR B B AR R AR AR R TR AR RO
BAEZWE s NARLFR - AAE - B TARFERITEARTH M - Fmtf Rt i
FE U - brde R AP o

=1 BAmEREL

Lo S £ A B 3 AR A ER

FFk 3 2.20%

44539 38 27.94%

&) 4 11 8.09%

4845 39 45 1h 4 2.94%

T AR AT HE (BRE) 12 8.82%

4239 34 25%

B (oK) 7 5.15%

EXcS 7 5.15%

He 20 14.71%

S5ETF 13 9.56%

5-104F 30 22.06%

10-15% 41 30.15%

PR 15-20%F 37 27.21%

20-25%F 10 7.35%

25-304F 4 2.94%

3044 E 1 0.73%

—F ¥ LA 28 20.59%

—FHERTE T 33 24.26%

ey ET¥HE—ER 45 33.09%
& %A ; =

—fEE+HET 25 18.38%

FEE_FET 5 3.68%

—+iEanRk 0 0.00%

50 AVATF 41 30.15%

50-100 A 30 22.06%

o 101-500 A 49 36.03%

ATAR 501-1000 A 15 11.03%

1001-2000 A 1 0.74%

2000 AL £ 0 0.00%

AR ¢ RS R

 HERER = AR

AHFRAFA T AE 7 XS H AR R BATIRE AT ©

IRHIF 58 23R BB R 2k A B 1364y 0 AR IF R SR8 ok —BF > FEKAIE AR S
54 0 B A AR EA] 482 0 SR A AR EH L & HT AR 48 o 4 ] EATIE AR Ko
T BRI R2FTT o
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x2: B BEIERERERE

R R EH 35 (F) 35 () t p-value
AL <4 3.204 3.073 0.599 0.550
NEE AR 2.519 2.659 -0.731 0.466
BT A 2.463 2.195 1.498 0.137

Gk T3 (F) B3 () t p-value
I 1% 4 4% 4.897 4.940 0.216 0.829
B MR 4.951 4.978 -0.130 0.897
AR AR 4.796 5.102 -1.483 0.141
Mo A5 4 % 4.784 4.805 -0.091 0.928
Y E S 5.106 5.199 -0.421 0.675
B AR 4.923 5.110 -0.958 0.340
AT 5T AR AR 4616 4.556 0.283 0.778
R £ 7 43 4.988 5.151 -0.794 0.429

THARIR © ABFje

I R2M 4 RBAT 0 £0.05MBEERET > Na R FH  BAEARE TAHY
BABENERE > BEMRMEGLEs (BARER - SHE% - TRMH - LR
BT SR~ FEE R - BT RAARRE) FAABEFNERL  KEAT - BEkk
At IR TR -

At RARB SR EIE R ZFF > GLBRT R AT L2 & F T RE B4
S AT AR AR IR B 53 0 A EAR AR IR R AR L & M & 48 5 9 7] #47One way ANOVA
W8 o & RAe RIPTT o

RAE K309 EERBT » £0.050988F KT » N8 R FH
BAREGERE > LA RMATeE s (BARER &M%
PG TR AR ~ FAE Rk~ BT RARRAR ) AR BAENER
it B R e

FARBARE TAHKY
HR AR ~ AT AR
KREZABWE A

3 EEERE EFEEOne way ANOVA

HRAREREH | GRBTFEME| 6P F-FHME | ST -FIME F p-value
AP = <3 2.8571 3.1220 3.3396 1.7833 0.1721
NEERER 2.4286 2.7073 2.6604 0.7575 0.4708
BT A% 2.1667 2.2927 24151 0.6644 0.5163

B R AR @ GBI FIYM | & F T FHE | ST FHM F p-value
1% 48 % 47328 4.7832 5.1824 2.3151 0.1027
LA R 4.9087 47561 5.1761 1.6060 0.2046
&R AR 4.9286 4.9268 5.0629 0.2113 0.8098
R AR 4.6746 4.6341 5.0189 1.2438 0.2916
Y T 4.9643 5.0244 5.3892 1.7702 0.1743
FA AR 49018 4.8415 5.2429 2.0695 0.1303
A B SR AR AR 4.4881 4.4299 4.7925 1.1427 0.3221
AR B 4k 49177 4.9889 5.2950 1.5161 0.2233

FFRIR ¢ KRBT R IE
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(EEHNER R
(—) EES
RFFRAB RN AE » S M R AER R A — B o BAME AR 6 5745 HE A
2 (1) W38 —FMA1Z E Cronbach's affi 8 X70.5; (2) » #4738 (item to total ) 48
1R BAAJA KF20.5 © 13 2 AR R & REAT » ABF R A @ 69 Cronbach's a 3 K#0.8 > item
to total correlationff 3 X #0.5 » Bp 215 & E A — R ey KA o WATAF RBF 70 4 &9 50 S ]
BT XN EHERE —RAWT -
1. 4 SR AN R IT RERT > RE21ER A AR an s AT X
B ARG WA s s (1) KRR s (2) &Mske ;s (3)
F Rk 5 (4) WAk - W& X Cronbach's afi % K340.8 (4o k4PFF) °
item to total correlation % K#%0.5 o 44 4R 4k 649 5 — A2 a7 X o RAF4R 4% 1R 1R 4R
HwH 5L (1) BEEER  (2) BEENR . (3) 2ot RMEAEER - =4
# Z Cronbach's aff % X #0.85 (4e k5P ) - item to total correlation & X #:0.6 °
2. MRS A BTG AR A S B GR I RER T > KA ARERE 0 &
#F o 0(1) @A (2) & R4 - —H @ X Cronbach's aff & X5320.85 (4w %6
B+ ) ° item to total correlation® K 720.6 °

R4 RS SR M EEEERE

HE #78 | Cronbach's a | Item-to-total Correlation

bl 0.6772

b2 0.6982

b3 0.7687

b4 0.5531

M54k | b5 0.9109 0.6012
b6 0.7077

b7 0.7431

b8 0.7414

b9 0.7499

cl 0.7571

c2 0.7343

| €3 0.7222
AR " 0.8918 06704
c5 0.6649

c6 0.7232

dl 0.7569

HRkak | d2 0.8585 0.7880
d3 0.6672

el 0.6983

WAL SR8 | e2 0.819 0.7336
e3 0.5937

HRHOR R e
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®5  BRREREKERHROMZBEREERE

& #278 | Cronbach's @ | Item-to-total correlation
bl 0.7732
b2 0.7475
. b3 0.7070
ﬁzgiﬁiﬁ cl 0.9104 0.7401
c4 0.7056
d1 0.6914
el 0.7614
b4 0.6850
b5 0.7159
b6 0.5520
FAREE | 2 0.8826 0.6914
c5 0.7416
d2 0.6586
e2 0.7133
b7 0.8316
b8 0.8447
| D9 0.8380
Egg e 0.9425 0.8030
c6 0.8391
d3 0.7777
e3 0.7345

FoHHARIR ¢ ARBT R AL

6 : RIFAIFENZ BHEHEERE

& A478 | Cronbach's a | Item-to-total correlation

gl 0.6977

g2 0.7444

WA | @3 0.8946 0.7493
g4 0.8007

25 0.7166

hl 0.7832

h2 0.7623

. h3 0.7952
R ha 0.9213 07740
h5 0.7489

h6 0.7846

AR ¢ AR

(Z) BEST
ARHTF R PT A e % A0 44615 - (composite reliability, CR) 1A 4320.825~0.947 2 [ -
¥ K7 Hulland (1999 ) &3k a9 FIET1H0.7 (de k7)) » RERFF o4 B ALK P9 36— Bobk RAF -
R RITHR Bl %R0 T34 % 2 I F (average variance extracted, AVE ) {A 474
0.529~0.772= H » 3§ K3 Fornell ¥ Larcker (1981) FFiE# 0.5 o 424 A7 s CRIE &
AVE{R 644 R¥T %0 > REF R 098 R X A RIF O ICHE -
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K7 BEMHRFESMEXNZE LS ELETHE
e B g ARREALEE AR AR E mofz (CR) F-34 4 R & (AVE)

bl 0.68 0.538

b2 0.63 0.603

b3 0.76 0.422

—— b4 0.58 0.664
b5 0.59 0.652 0.908 0.529

Xl b6 0.69 0.524

b7 0.84 0.294

b8 0.86 0.260

b9 0.85 0.278

cl 0.76 0.422

2 0.71 0.496

EHEAR R c3 0.75 0.438
0.886 0.564

X2 c4 0.69 0.524

s 0.77 0.407

6 0.82 0.328

R dl 0.86 0.260
a2 0.87 0.243 0.881 0.712

X3 a3 0.8 0.360

W i el 0.88 0.226
2 0.75 0.438 0.825 0.614

X4 3 071 0.496

bl 0.71 0.496

b2 0.66 0.564

. b3 0.78 0.392
s X5 cl 0.78 0.392 0.905 0.629

- 4 0.71 0.496

dl 0.81 0.344

el 0.86 0.260

b4 0.6 0.640

bS 0.62 0.616

b6 0.7 0.510
AR 4% 85 _X6 2 0.72 0.482 0.878 0.556

5 0.79 0.376

a2 0.82 0.328

2 0.72 0.482

b7 0.89 0.208

b8 0.9 0.190

R Y —— L oLt
a3 0.82 0.328 0.947 0.772

# X7 <6 0.87 0.243

a3 0.8 0.360

3 0.75 0.438

ol 0.76 0.422

. o2 0.81 0.344
o3 0.78 0.392 0.896 0.634

1 o4 0.82 0.328

5 0.81 0.344

hi 0.83 0311

h2 0.82 0.328

R h3 0.8 0.360
0.921 0.659

32 ha 0.79 0376

hs 0.81 0.344

h6 0.82 0.328

i (1) MEHRE=1- GERILBAEAHE) 2

(2) CR= (SA2EALAFAFHE) 2 (SAZEME £ &

o7

58) 24 (DAB®RE) )

(3) AVE= ( D4

EALE & 882 A ( SAREALE & A H

2) + (2l

B®mE) Y}

HARIR - AP R A
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h - RRRERZEE

(—) #ai8iRarEd PRIZRIFT B Z FERE T

Mo — B 5 St H 48 45 4Rk LIRS B T A RCB AT AR B AT 0 A M4 SR L B AR 4Rk
MR ARGRk > WA BB R AR RIS SR CERT 0 A
& LIRS B BT 2 AR B AT e R TR e

Jm & 8 T A B 4E 45 4R ik LIRS B BT 4 2 04 48 T A% #1039 K520.7 0 Hop-value % /v 520.01 >
iy A RS 4 % SRS A BT 4 20 A8 B AR B0 320.903 0 4245 A AF E — 5 0 AT SR AT AR
HE M HMAREERE -

&8 %R R AR B R AT

ARA A #7 B3k

. Pearson #8 0.864%*

1% 4 :
s BEE (BR) 0.000
N Pearson #8 ] 0.869%*

AR - -
it BEE (RR) 0.000
N Pearson #8 ] 0.773%*

B B AR Z i
R ERAR B (%) 0.000
N Pearson #8 0.821%*

Ho 5 4 — —
. mEE (HE) 0.000
. Pearson #8 ] 0.892%*

B TH A S
BB B (BR) 0.000
A g Pearson #8 i 0.903%*
B - e (%R) 0.000
i | P Ak 0.731%%
TR AR %gﬁﬂlg) 0.000
A=A S .

_ Pearson #8 [}l 0.903%*
RMMSRE an (wr) 0.000

AL B00IH (L) - A HEE
AR R0t s

(Z) HBfssm R RIFER U B D

AR — A MGG ARG T RAR G LR AR A B R IR AT A B
B S 0 ATIEER AT 0 AT A R IAA RO ¢

RO ¢ MK SR R K ER R AR I )RR 8 T ER AR 5 AT R RUE ER A

EEd B |AREALEEFGE| ARER t p-value
(Constant) 0.477 0.197 2.422 0.017
X1 Bl 1% &k 4% 0.185 0.100 1.838 0.068
RRFS R HT 43K | X4 M 4Rk 0.344 0.091 3.778 0.000
X3H R4k 0.200 0.057 3.501 0.001
X4HATL R A% 0.208 0.059 3.535 0.001

F{i=151.808**, Sig.=0.000 : R2=0.823 , adj R2=.817
TR © K02
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AR 7 2 ROT AT S S MRk R Rk T 3045 AR ok YRS B BT L 20l B4R 2 BLIE
WEAEEARE o BR RS 2B MOEARE] o @B AR BRI KR KR
1-2~ B3R1-3 MR 1-4 o uBE A Z AR AR240.817 » R i B A LA — 52 oY AR AR Ak
jj o

FETRAF A FEELEG AR RI R B0 IRE - ALIETH R FAEESY
WA G R AR AR S E A A BB ARSI A Ak B B G AT I AT 0 A
R 754 %10 °

R HE
e

=10 © fE IR KER IR R E E BRI BT B XGRSO AT

S A% AR EERR | ARER t p-Value
(Constant) 0.243 0.184 1.323 0.188
e XS54k JE 78 4Rk 0.365 0.072 5.057 0.000

B 4k % —
RS R FT 2k XORA B4R 8% 0.538 0082 | 6568 | 0.000
X7 5 Hi F 52 A AR AR % 0.055 0.047 1.174 0.242

F1=254.154**, Sig.=0.000 ; R2=0.852 , adj R2=.849
TR AR

Feb—@EEBL R 0 BT R R B ARk LIRS R FT A B TR A
T 52 47 BF 78 MM AR ik LR S A T A A ey AR L R A B AR F AR 09 - B A R
FHBI2-1 ~ BF2-2 o {2 BB T RI2-3 o A X A R2S0.849 0 KT HLIE B
AR — ey mEERS -

Il‘ ]

WA

}gﬁ;"k

1B~ FRE

h!

— ~ WS

(—) faf&sEar AR FERIFTFERL
AN EEEREEY > R RARAETXAE S LG — T RERGAT E
o5 AR SRk~ AEARARER  ARMES: MRk 0 MIRFAIFH K L 0 RHTRAEAR
B R UG S IR A FT 2 o ST — W48 4R 8% &5 JA 4k w0 SR A A1 37 4 2y
MM - AT R LR K BABR 0 A EELERENYER L - HRATFRERA T L
1. #E & ER I H RS B BT 2K - RIBLHFRER » AL LR LIRS A F7 g8 6 B 4T
ZW@EE b LRI R EREE R A M AERLBEEIEAAMN 0 BHRXRFR
WLy JLIRAS A FT A BAZAL o P E AR 6h 49 4K 4R 4k B AR 04 BE R BIRFE AT 4
BAREERORE > BB TRAMBGEF GG > EALERFERMFEST
REREREGEARE  FRAERF RGBT IFE BAFagL -
2. R SR S BRI FTH L 0 AFT R T EEREW - K 09 BAR SR 5 H RS A 37
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BEIEBRTHAZE SR EMG  AEIRFFAIFTEEA -

3. B RESRH IR A I AFT R ERE REW - DR eSS H IR A
B BEFNEARME > RIAEALEEBEBERME T KX £ T 5 Hey
Mk o R IRFE A BT -

4. B RBDHMAR I AFRETELEREN - D E 0T REHRIIRBA H7 4
BAHBENEAR 0 BSEA L ERZHERFIRMETRGMAEME - AT EIRFF
BT H AL o

5. HAS SR HIRAS BI BT A« RAFT RO BB REBEW - D F o0 H IR A1 37
B ZEEEAM  RERACENWLHMGET  SRE TGS ETREZIR
HRNFTE L B EA I e SRR B AR 0 AR S B P AL
13 3] B 45 04 RSB HT 3k -

ABR G — A58 ARG LB 5 SR H & - BAESK - PP REAMAE
SRk 0 ST ML — KA ARk 5 B B SRS B BT AT R BB 0 ARP R E AR B =R
HEHERBDRA2-34 - ARG EF L BHAHREBATERALES
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VAR HE IR 7 B #7 B 3L o

2. A B R BRI T 0 BB M 0 RGQE oA S E AR KRR
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