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Leaning, Knowledge Exchange, and IS:

A Contingency Model and Empirical Investigation
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Abstract

Knowledge management (KM) has become one of the most critical factors that affect a
firm’s competitive advantage. Learning and knowledge exchange may influence the effect of
KM. In addition, organizational learning is the most crucial issue that facilitates learning and
knowledge exchange. In order to further realize the relationship among the capability of IS
(information systems), organizational context, as well as the effect of organizational learning,
we developed a contingency model and tested it empirically. The results show: (1) the
capabilities of IS have positive effect on facilitating the processes of organizational learning;
(2) the complexity of a problem has negative influence between IS and organizational
learning; and (3) the culture of encouraging innovation has positive impact between IS and
organizational learning. The implications of this study for researchers and practitioners are
provided.

Keywords: the capability of IS, learning and knowledge exchange, organizational context,
organizational learning
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E 3L 8w
6= A - - 3

WA RwBRBEFR FEHRELHBETR LB LNRE 0 BAEFHEEM
3% 2% (Wasko and Faraj 2005) » ¥ ey F A ERRE RFWFEHE » K% #IT8Y
¥ Refude A R 5RE R ek B g% REF R ¥ S dk(know-how) » F &
32 F- 40 4 35 15 204 3k K & 58 (Alavi and Leidner 2001, Nonaka and Takeuchi 1995) «
AERRPBRERBEBERENETEZR T EHABRRBE ARG ET B R
B sk 812 o ALK 2009 % A& (Ko et al. 2005) o 2K @ gy #9764 3Rk R B 04 3 ik
h¥ o EHRAETREALGENDIE  BRAARAKRERRFZ T RPBLBERK -
PREEIFERHA -

FEHMBE2IRTRABTHEE HoBE BN T LA & F M (Scott 2000, Stata
1989) - Huber(1991)48 th — B A M A K2 F oy LK SEES R CEH QRS Y
eYR ik P AR - K2 - M AE(Hedderg 1981; Shrivastava 1983; Fiol and Lyles 1985;
Levitt and March 1988) - Huber #§ 42 #% & 4 w18 £ % # & (construct) : 4v 3% % 13
(Information Acquisition) » & A &% & (Information Distribution) » # 3 & # (Information
Interpretation) & #a.#% 32 1% (Organization Memory)e gy 78 Jb — 2 35 5 R B oy R ol 7 A 4%
LB e BHLR S LR R F (Goodman and Darr. 1998; Nonaka and
Takeuchi 1995; Robey et al. 2000) 3 %% Huber(1991)ey 424 > MM Fa KL T oy
MEHR - R BMEAAMNLGORERE  EHRAARAAEAZEH S haalsz
B BfadE@E#E X (Kiesler and Sproull, 1987 ) - 232k % a9 & & (Kiesler et al.,
1984) » 414k % B M 4949 (Rice and Shook, 1990) + & 2 8% &4 (Krautetal., 1992)
o Akl MERNTARGOAR BEEEARETRANGE M TLRE-BEL
A - R F Geyst R 515 G A FH iR (Robey et al. 2000) » R R A &t eyiF
BEE - > SIS A 49 40 8% A% 3% Y B B 1 (Goodman and Darr. 1998) » B sb/R 3t &
AARZAGHOARZ T BEFHABEOLERE  RIBUNERAFEEBETES
ROBAECEARN NI RATHARETNBEMNBEARE)  EFRA2GHE
oYM ER o

HARBNBE  RTERAGAS GRS FRBEETL > L RARY
H& TREPEHRAT AR ER BRZIBR - Orlikowski (1993b) sk - &
#k 15 3% (organizational context) > Flie S EAFH AT AMNE R AW ERET T AHEZB IR
o BBEHE RABXALEF > BT MAKNKRA > AR T AR E KT
ZH ARG BB AR o b F BE3S  (Orlikowski 1993a) kP iy — B &% 0 Fldeu sy
# K (mental model) g % Ha B BH T AM B WA wBEEHEE > AR LHBEBER L
FHRAEAAERZRBAZ o 7 5 a8y &M 45 F (structural properties) » 7] e 28 Bh
#l & (reward system) it 4k % 4 #& (workplace norms)¥ - #F & $ /& I A MM M AP A
RIEEEE - gk & E (Orlikowski 1993b; Orlikowski 1993a; Dutton and Dukerich
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1991; Henderson and Clark 1990) M3 i % £ f& A F #AHE 08 > 36 9F R & B 2 oM 38T
FHHEGBAR ALARNNKETFTABEERENALE A H VP AAERERLE
MEEHAE RTHRABHEHEAETANET D AREY AHhEXAMAE
(moderator) i 47 4z & -

EARESH BT HARGEF LT R BH R ERA RO ETHRETE > &
RAERAZHRAS)YMR LRSS THABRER  TATHDK - BRAFRMER
— fE A AT M2 2R 64 HE 3 X (contingency model) » E AR EH c ARMET  AHRA
WEBG (QBRREMAAAAHNARETNEAT L AHEWAE - (D)BRE
MEREEHARATE IS ARITARETR > KB BELEA

N> BRERM

2R MIERZ R

2T EBTAMBEN A EUARFZLTRALBIBRIXR AL ELTHRA
BETHEEL - FELEHRBUMHFAKET WL L > #lde Argyris and Schon (1978)
WA T AR B — AR RS B RAL A o 2 005 A M R4 1 1 4o
WO F > ANEH TR EE AR B X ERAA LRGN RaRE AR eE
FRFER I & 0 BIEIE AR & L B 3L B #4599 F M o Fiol and Lyles (1985) B35 a4k %
Fegidfz b BF LARFREBERA LB > EHRARERZRE ik
MERH B F STy 0 B S Rk B 4 o Huber(1991)A1 38 & H 3N 00 R 8 2 i R 2 F o9
BRETHEMEMG AL ABEBTRAREREY L —EaRS Y ek
2w EEG : (a)% @7 R (knowledge acquisition) : 48 ¥ % B 5@ X (e e 8 F 09 %K
Bl REXANCRARBIECTFAB IR E)RFERA(IAaBZRERL TR
V@RS F ) FEIRFAE 69 &k 5 (b)E A& & (information distribution) : 4%,
REOBF A READABARGERNEE > FROBELREFZ T AN ERBAR
B BB TEAERBEARGEEEBEAREIEZHARZOREBEAETENR §RE A
B2 # A 3 s (¢) A AR, (information interpretation) : #IR/F F A MK ag BN T
fRo BmBiLE  F B R EABRI GRS A (d)4A 8% (organizational
memory) | HA MK T G WMEITH R EE 0 AR AR B A R AR A ik ey AT
Ff & #9523 o Goodman and Darr (1998) % i s€ f Huber (1991) 4244 @ th4132.% 44
J& #.(organizational level)sy %% » % 2 A A4 MR B & T Mk TV L5414 -
TG E AR RS E o MO B B LR REEBIEA %Y
E R RLELR > METUFIEL ANEELMANBRERERETNR
$oma SR B E MR LY B 6 B LA H 200 £ a8 F 1248 (Broadcasting)
RABEY —@AREEEYEF - King and Ko (2001) #H B 7T — 18 2k 4o 348 {5 4
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(knowledge value chain approach).Z ey £ F M M BE X > L PRI AaB LT B
HIEOEE £ M EE ()3 4k (diffusion) ; (b) # 4t it (elaboration) ; (c)iE A
(infusion) ; #2(d)% 4-(thoroughness) » FiBAT W B > BB B2 FE S F RO B R E 2y
AR SBHRELEBRBENAER  ELAAAGELENLE -

GALEHAELETEABENNIR RNV A0RETNELALEELRH
Fo50% () AREEB ABRETNE S RABRERETHBEAGE 5%
FEMREFEF R FRAHWNEEMHHE > m(Goodman and Darr 1998; Huber 1991;
King and Ko 2001) ¥ A¥ 2 M eyinsd: (b) AR R T AHABRTRE BRI
BB RLEARGES B S5 THARBABRAHEFT BN RA - @
BRI eI T AR B AR 2 4] o £ (Alavi and Leidner 2001; Huber 1991; Robey et
al. 2000; Stein 1995)3 32 2|45 Ml L B R A R B A 2R OF M 2P o018
RLAEFHMAF G AELNGMBEE L 0% B LR RARR oL Ik
Foob B o 33 B VT A A8 B 89 SRR P B R, 0 e (Goodman and Darr 1998; Huber 1991; King and
Ko02001); g2(d) o4t RATHW = R RE F B KR EGHA X
BRBAFEGBREBRAFENE L AR IRNEL  RERE R —ELH - £
AR EEEBEARFEXNBARIBRANKEER  HEHNELHBRBHEY -
15 4 VT oy A48 B 64 5F %2 F 73 8] » 4m(Constant et al. (1996), Fiol and Lyles 1985; Goodman
and Darr (1998), King and Ko 2001; Nonaka and Takeuchi 1995) -

B RN EEIERR

HARTRMAFEG DM SRR > TR ATAMERARAARET AWM T E
R BARBRAREREL -G BRARMIBLAABHT AL KL T T L
EAYE  BEBTER T ARE A % %R A K A (Goodman and Darr
1998; Robey et al. 2000; Stein 1995) - & Brown and Duguid (1991) # Majchrzak et al.
(2000) 84 #F & 35 1 g 70 &4 #F H (collaborative technologies) sy i 4 » 48 4 & B T ¥4
BhoEMEAREGAR Pl EXFT - ETa9R AFRERFHBEAL -
BEAMR REBUAACRF  RHTANBEF £l R BF RA EBE
(distribution) ~ Ly WA EFE LR - FAEAR BB RERO THEH KR B4R
17 B 04 TR R IR AT A8 B 69 & ¥ 4o 3 (expertise)

SBEEAEAGNEE B4 rARTE THREEHZBeRGF AL
(reuse) - Huber(1991)% 32 i i% i 4n 4% 3¢ 1% (organizational memory)f# 5 ¥ % 4w 3k > £
M SR 4 B 7 a4 JR A - Walsh and Ungson (1991)3 & S 2 & by FAMG A B F 09 2430 &
SRGFRT R MBI L ARK 2 H(update) A A AR EABZREN L LT
£ o Stein (1995)A ek R oz BEEIEAR 25L& TERANEYS A, &

Mimdk 4 s PR A 69 % 32 | - Robey et al. (2000)# Wijnhoven (1999) - 2.4 4 &k it 15 84
o RRJE & R R R SR A4 o & Robey et al. (2000)64 X% k32 2] » & R 7 da 4,
2P A REG G 0 B 5% S e 80 % (organizational memory) T 32 4k ¢4 K I & o)
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BOARYERBERBTARANEHNRAS>F MR LEBABR BN R E
FEreh & & o RAEBR B LT AR % F A (reuse)H F b4 ke 3k o

HENARBEETAMNREZRGREH S ARYAE > BT THWAE : (EA
(Kiesler and Sproull 1987) : FAM L FaBREARAGH GWERS A TLS
e B@ S X o (b)FF Rk K (Kiesler et al. 1984) @ ZF 88k K A& Stk & @A B M T
SFERERALT  AALRETREEELGHA  REXRACHEFEXRESD
W& ()4 B ) 9 L 2 & (Rice and Shook 1990): B AR TUAE R R M A B R B4y
BRA EHER R R M ERER fod LA ES SR ERBE A GRF Sk eh o) 88
VA B (d)#a &k ik, B &8 (Kraut et al. 1992) : A BAS A S s 3k B4R GE T S0 3kag B 5
BH - BEGFRGRA c AWERB IR GO RB N ERAL T - BB F iRy
MAMH > REEZRESEERBHRMEA -

REAFERT  AAMENIR  FRTARPTHBEELNET AL - &
WA LSRRG AT 0 RPTRGE AR ET AL LBAA MO RERMES T REE &
HEANE  ABEEETANAKLRTF - B REAAGHT AR ALA LS
RAGBER  AITATERZELETAMNKREMAL  HeHaR2 TR ALAER
&) B i o ‘

HETAMBRAKRET AR BRI RMNEE LB BARL T T AH
oo AP AR A TS = () 4 %@ % X (Brown and Duguid 1991; Kiesler
and Sproull 1987; Kraut et al. 1992; Majchrzak et al. 2000) : &%k 2 F o) B4 2 — & A 3%
MEHGBER TEAREABRTFREAERBRE RFOoBETHRANATY Y
HEHBEREHRESR Al TARACRRSBERAZANLE - BHINREREZ L
BOBRREHERE Pl TARF RFERAF FEE AL HEHE PR Pk
BT AE & FHBF ; (b)soikEs A (Huber 1991; Robey et al. 2000; Stein 1995; Walsh and
Ungson 1991; Wijnhoven 1999) : & F A6 %G > T HNEBBR IR EH B RBRTF
fod > FEE GBI R FREAWNAL AR RREGIEREET - £5)
(index) » I F % - BEBF RS > FRERBLOER > B EBFHE S L
REHE B RET o AENECABRREGRARS>ZE  BOIFEHR
R $2 4 # (Goodman and Darr 1998; Rice and Shook 1990; Stein 1995) : M A H B LA
oo B H > MIARBENEE  ARF ARG REAARFEEELESF - o
Wr BT AR M AR EHeE > FREEFTRYNTEREREN > ST RBHML
Bk TRAMARBENEY -

HERRNAE

HAREARBN DRV EARETORY AMKANKOEENTREIEY
Bl mExMORGE nERPETREIERHE TR aGae(ERH)XA
(Orlikowskil993b) « #3355 H F M HBER AT AN K EFTABRLE > AL EADE »
MABEEBRORERE L LR EABBEER £ 4 3% R (Goodhue and Thompson
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1995; Goodman and Darr 1998; Tyre and Orlikowski 1994) - Goodman and Darr (1998) #4
BEFRFTRE  AWRZETNEREZEIR  AABREIRERALE "8 TH #
SRR FEHEBEEALAZRRARAYE RES LMY XURERA TALAAE
¥ W % : (a)#] # # 3 & (Becerra-Fernandez and Sabherwal 2001; Goodman and Darr
1998) : X bRy RE BRI L RPFHAXFHRE RFEREGMHEF
REFMA W EETHEABRE TN MAERYZ TR AB2TRL A
BT F T AEBEYME ABRBETRLZBERAAEFG N ETAR &
A BHRFHABEAMEAEE  EHEETRE LRBAFEFRIAZLE; (b)
B B R 69 AR B 44 3 43 A I (Scott 2000) ¢ 4> 3 4n 8K R 09 AR AR 5 R B AR 0 b
SRR E R ed BABEANBERE & LAEARRGMA > 7 FEHE 4
KM GHEBEOARBER - FIRRABAANESR Lo ERERRKRME -
RAERATRBOBRARENEL  AHEATATH &S ; (0)§ &I #(self-esteem)
(Goodman and Darr 1998) : A RMF S A BRE » CHCARAEAFR » LEE
AREBHEAKRRNT  REFEETR - H24 G aB ¥ @A & E X (mental model)# &
A 89304 (IT cognition) k& » BAH E AR FL(IDWELRE  eh A AL S8 L
HATAAE REFTEARIFKALRYRARERRE - ERFEETAHNEY )
XD AERAEEAEFTHRNSRETERIFEALE - R MEER T
MA B EE - S BE REENYR B2 aRaReE  (D)ERH
J (Orlikowski 1993a) : &SRO F o AL G mm B R B Ahcs R &R - A8
WEARTBARF  REAGEEAERRATHEE A rBEARKSH  BiER
PELEE 4 04 B 47 5 #E(e) 4 Bk 42 #E(Wonaka and Takeuchi 1995) : A&y BB E R B
FRAFRA B ER  ETRAVRBRTABRAEAFBAG FLXA > £ 0
BERVAFE BA0ERBEERZRAMBBELS AAETE ZREREFHME -
MEBREEERANERTLELELABNGHBERERE TO&E - BAHKA
HERETRE  ARLTEBMEHEMEE - BERARLHE TR ZEH TG (task force)
BB - BEABE LA MR EAEEENRE  BEHEEnEREYEE R
BRAET © ATRARH  — KA THABRRE > SREG AR ENE LB %
G KRR EAR  BE > FEEEE  HEEAEHLERAHKIL B agp
B E L3t JE 32 40 64 40 4% 42 4% - Nonaka and Takeuchi ., B 242 i 42 4% 4& (hypertext) 4y 7
AR EEARE TR BAERLEBYER I CETZEAREAMER - » 5]
& LB o) & F B B(project team)B 42 © B R HERARARIES - REAR LB
(knowledge-base) & Hit A EpH mB i 0 T 5 D% 2 Hi(business system) & F #,
AT By AR B 6 K -

KMk — BRSO AKRER  ROoRWTEGAMXBREER>ALNER
BREE CEAAMEHOREE KAnFE-—EETEAEAEHE LGRS AR>H
LTHEZEEENREN A RACHRARBAREREFTETENR - 25 AP A%
BEE A - ALHEFNE G T () MALBRIRABRETMETENE
AR HHEBERGOME  ABAR BN TFEGRER T AR EITAEEYT -
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AAEBTAMREEHAENOMA EEEFAROBRE T FELER S0 MER
Ao B - AERECERTEGEBEERTRAME  RKAG LM AR
Ko ATHROREAOE  THRIANEMELRYBLE KR EEHERRSTELEY
BNRE O ABX LN REETR TR XGOS HERMER  REMEER £
AR 4 R A MR Pl BB R R BB E Bk B M ABR G R A AE
MR B ARBE R WEZT(Vision)HTRAE -~ RABIIL - Pl TR EA
ARZER BRI RTHEREABREETEYT BRIV ERPFEE
LHFELFFSNERR - ORTAEZRFRNRREBR SRS FZHE - AT
e LB E TR -

@d Loy A RATRER IS SRR E S R H AR ST TRA 48
THHE F—FE ABERHEA TR ERMS ABREY > LTREH EH R
A HE o BRIB L HT R AR B F R T AT a5 T 64 32 3 (Huber 1991;
Robey et al. 2000) » {2 & & &M a8 IS % T ohat » Bk ~ a2 F M B 126
BEFR > A RSZ  KMNARFELEBARAFRRTHTREAMOMAE - RE
Wey > 0 RARBEE R E — A RREE LEHAHERBZFAFERE
MEBRZLI:TIS S LAt WAREREH "B ELTWBE | HETWYHY
BERARE 2a B MBAHKRA IS S Ayt  ETABE TR A LGNS -
B E 2.0 RBAIF B XALHHA (IS At BHAKLEIBRIEAE

& B e

5 BFR Tk

BAAM BT ARAMNFREE APERELE | OFEREE o A
FHAAREEMNSL @) IS S AYRHARSTHERLTEALESHHE? b)aA
BIERHEA IS $ Ash BT ARETLEABE?

IS % Lo X aE e E AR

e

LB 3

)

B 1: HEEE
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BH 2

AFRNFALTHGARAZEPHABRN TR AEEARN GO EREHERA L0y
HE > PRAUDETRERREFHAF NI RTHE AR FTRARBEFTELH L -
DA ETHRARAMFTEA P SO UFKZIRGBEEF IO ELG RAFAEH R - B
T 3% 5% 41 38 2% & (external validity)$z ## % %c <+ L6918 B (bias) » & MBI AR E 89 & £ 55
5.2 P A 38 K 3 (Hair et al. 1979) - @ B 38 649 3% & (validation) » B|4& 4% Straub (1989)F7
Ry R AIEAT 0 E A T HER B A 6Y P A 3 (content validity) ¢ A% BRAE AT SRk 64 B
32 (Jain et al. 1998; Goodhue et al. 1992b; Kiesler et al. 1984; Robey et al. 2000; Huber
1991; Orlikowski 1993; Goodman and Darr 1998; Nonaka and Takeuchi 1995) - #1353 4n
BYFEHRPAIABREERE  HHAATAETEERM HERAKER > BFg#E
HEFREARRNEERBEMALR - TRLFHLOETEAZBERA HE 75038
x:}é’%ﬁi B AEARERE  ARFLRAEAHLHB TR AENEEL - BELT
BE AR P 28 2 32 # 3% E (construct validity) > 4% 47138 47 A7 8] (pretest) » B AFH AR A & =
FEAR - AHSHEAE - # CIO #47H H:8 2 (qualitative test) » M A RH 7 &
M F AR W ERFEE > AE E AT BRI R R R R R A
MF -
ezt EXMACLTAEL  KRMIBROBE T M EAF e ERE
41 B %] 3% & (Discriminant Validity) 2 j& 44 3% /& (convergent validity) 547 » K& EHF B
% 4 #7 ik (factor analysis) 4T « B E ST EBATHIR AL » > BRRFKA R 2
o B IR ER AR IR eigen value KA1 2w  FHEFT R BNEAES>H -
HFRBESHBEMBMEABGBREAALT  (QLHREMEMAY » $PEL /M)A
HEBGHBOL T AGRYE > LEAFHEIH 4 F(AMARAEERFLBERE (DK
REFFRE > M(DBAREXFEFTERZ)GMEAE Hhrkz - (bL)gR—EEETZHAE
5 SR R o (C)f’wﬂ BAEPEZ B E & 5 F(loading)s2 A KA 0.4 FAIMRZ - ()& —
F\ﬁiﬁiﬁli‘,@\ WELABEIO ALY BE R R EFANELEHL 0 Bk —
MAEMAREZREAME DAL RFEHMAXBEHFANBARMERLRA 04
BEMR o 1ZE &4 A Cronbach’s o RIFEME Y > SEBEHRZEAE A —KH
(internal consistency) (Hair et al. 1979) - B AT £ &A@ oo T3 7]‘%-‘#1?—%'
E] ? # # & (factor loading) - 1% & (Cronbach’s a)  HEZe B EE RS - B4
S EIAREAT - BN ZHEILBAXTIWFEALAETRMAEAIHE féﬂﬁ
7]‘9'1 BARKAFTHERO"THEREBIBLABRSRBAIHENGE > F5H -
ZHANOETRABAR AL TRARIEE LR 1T AEFHEE T
HERRBEE  £RFER - REARY  BABRHNARERAFRBMBEE - SRH KR
RBESFERBMEEZFAL  CAFSZRARAETEHEE KB ELRAERNERA
BRETOARFT ORI BBELTNER ARIBRECEBREEFERAL - Bz
i%m%%ﬁ%%mﬁ@ TBP A AA M - AR BaBFeBhad
FehilAz  RIMF L —ZRENRE - B RAFRARERGER > LA E ;R E -
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BATE—F SR ESH > AAMFORRM - B AT LA 165 ETHMEAR
BA 3% E - GRAARMENTZCSWERL LT KERRA—RYAD
FHROUBTHZGHEE -

=1 BARERET

it Af  BHK%)
BERR R salel

& 7 (8) 7 4.2
RE(R) 88 53.3
4+ 56 33.9
B 14 85
EEE 27 16.4
AR E#E 30 18.2
vk EE 91 55.2
BHEEE 17 103
MR : B
1~2 12 7.3
2~3 19 11.5
3~5 40 24.2
6~10 72 43.6
10 2k 22 133
;_%_#siﬁzl e
@}]&%%%%42 25.5
% mﬂ%l‘é‘ 19 11.5
B IR - 20 12.1
MWk g 35 21.2
R A B 39 23.6
LR EEE 10 6

HOF A A 165

B MRz ELER

R AR RFRGE — B RO HARE (IS $Ahh, B T AKE Y@,
Mgt FPREZORBATZHWANBEI AL AFERETRERR 1 %
RHRBEEFHE  BAEREFRTEFHAGHF oM TR EAREORE - BE M
MEELTARNRBREYRS  THHFEFIRE - ELEFEF ST » 2R
T M3 4% & R 44 42 14 48 B (linear association)M(Hair at al. 1979) » #.4] B k3% B Pearson
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A8 B AT R B R 60 S AR B b A RBR T 0 LR B4R B 0.8779(BE ML 2
p<0.01)» E bk R&E (IS $ mshft , B T MBS F 0Bz | AA RN - 5%
KRR A G SH 0 FRK IS 5 ohfe ) T B T BT ) B ARIE ) SR
A RBETIE 2 FR(p<0.01) ZREF (IS 5 Ahfk, 0 T aMEY w
@A, AHBEOERYE -

%2 EEERAER

BRE | BRERLESEREG) | 4 | pm | A4
IS % t3h 4k 0.801 17.988 0.002%**
RGEE MR EER

3L PR E R p<0.01

ARG E _ERYRBRBABEEHERA TIS ot EFARETN > &
FABE?HAABEEHARATAAEORNK > TRHOFHEEINFUHRR B
AR RFELRBRBNRLEZERELERA "IS S ot ) BT0BET Bl
BHEXEGRAEGN SEHBEEIN  AMNGEEO_EFREEOENERE -
ARG TR FAWKAFTHEIA - ZRMEHEHEELE 255 T FEGHMKE
f Tt o BRAMTRAERERRIGE —BEHFREE -
ARG EREHERTARFNEE AR RERFHELS
BB — I EHFAE  ROVE TR A EBH W EBITRAE o RIVRIE R B 69432
78 » gr B Euclidean #2 Mahalanobis 368 » 3B AR A0 ERH » A wME - =
18~ w8~ BERNEHREAER - BIFEHE R ERHMeY £ E » 4 F-test )3
iR GERE REKRMNAAGEMAGENTL  AEEARBEERY MR
RTR - RIEZRABGF—EHNERARE - FHR L EL FHARBEEIM -
HERINER  RMBAEIFRERSE "HREHRL & TaskxiL) $RE»
LR WHESMNE TREBORE ) BT REBOMAE ) REFARET Ta
BB AAHM ) T ARXICRERT - 0E T BREMRE 2.2 8 2b KK
| Pearson # Bl 5 A7 R EA RRKRNFEEEE > LEHKEATIS 2 o6k, &
TARBENREABE KLERBETHAR 4 AAERAQE I RBEL TR G
HREEFT IS 2 ashmh, B TP Ee@EE, MeME - 2T ETEHIH > &
IR EAT Pearson A M 447 - HERET > ETRBRT EA MMM - AARSHE - F
MAEA TR S 0725 T4 S 0413 Had LR TAIHTH ) A AR
%0908 %5 TR WAMEES 0.533 » BB w844 8% & p<0.01 a9B8E M o
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