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Employing Multistage Clustering Techniques to
Analyze the Consensus Trend in Group Decision
System

Wen Hao Liao
Department of Information Management,
National Taipei College of Business

Abstract

In order to improve consensus degree in the models of civil decision-making, this study
proposes to employ multistage clustering techniques to construct a consensus-trend analytical
system. This system can create consensus trend information that is needed in the consensus
reaching process after each decision stage. After perceiving consensus trend of major groups,
decision makers may adjust their preferences to reach a conclusion of high-consensus and
high-satisfaction stage bcy stage. For verifying the benefits of the system, this study
implements an on-line deision making experiment and then explores the causal relationship by
path analysis. The results indicate that the consensus indices, such as coincidence degree,
expectation gap and satisfaction degree, bring about significant and direct variations while we
increasing the number of decision stage. This confirms that the consensus-trend analytical

system is helpful for improving the problem of low consensus.

Keywords: density-based clustering techniques, consensus trend analysis, satisfaction
degree, coincidence degree
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(electronic democracy ) (Calabrese and Borchert 1996 ) » 2% 2 & Ho 75 BUAF S R ) = 5t
o P RBRETBURHHA A MR LT TBUF (FFRHAEE 0 R8T
EhE - R 86 A K 88) REBA RS T A4 FEH - Macpherson (1997) R4 E
BB RSB T A R FBRIF AL BRAE N > ETHEEBRMEITR LN A
HEE  AFTBRARSEGEA -

EREMHAEST  FEALBEZIHNEFTERRIMHARE  RABREIAREZ
MEORTRE > REFEREYRIEAPBELRREIER LA 2MFMSE (DR
FHRRA AREABELHIRE QO RESE "TRASHEER ) ZBRAAKFE  ARTIME
HBE "SRR TRSE R BAERRARLSE - LAGE TS EREFIEE
2 HEAR ) RERAE - e RAEREARREAS  ORAMALLRE - T 5 ERF
T ORMR R P R de e A R IR H A 0 RN R ZHE  REBERARERS
BELEZITRAEZBASF  WAFAERBBERREMS A REFIHZAHZHE
ZPRAERBE  ARERLBZIARERBASECREHXHELBAE -

HARRKEBEEZMART ERFHRA TEEFT RS IR EARKFERR
T ERAR—HRARE BFRFHZEASABLE > HFARBELE L
HMES) F ik A ABERZIEMMTHELELE R AR ERLR WA RXRESF
X BEZ R EEN EE (session manager, coordinator) Z W HEHEEIEH - A® A
MBREBZETZHR LR CHRE TR LHEENGFADE  BRAFER B A SHRERK
PN B HIAIRF L %2 E (consensus degree ) o

EFEEZIHEFAA A (DAXBFELEGZHE X ARERTFEMEZ
Z & A H k# (Zadeh 1983; Yager 1988 ) » (2)1A — 242 & (coincidence degree ) &
Ak SRR ERE ALY R ERSLLEZE (Kacprzyk 1988; Herrera
1996) YAk B EELEGXHE R ARSI WY EL BT E A - G %=
REHEMFEZABEE  BAHEA#ZI TR ELANEXEZE  FHIAEREESN
B2 EAPHE  HERE S

HBEH T EBREBELINAL ) BARALBRELBERACELABFINAEX
BE Rk AFRER B RAABREEZRFE  REAKSRD T BRTHEEFRE
MNP ENES  REALAEEIH ~ BIFEEFE  RFAZ BREIL - HEIGAE:
B R2EBMEIMEREAF IR - AAKERIBTRT > T 2IMNAR LR L
BMAEFTRZAREGR L - EEERHATEL RESHE o BRFEFAERE
ErHFEEEL " TRHE ) X BITES -
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LETEAXBELIMAGH AL —RHEEE WY EERARGEEF A&
CHETALLRPE  AXRETRFAREMARE  RALERAFEERARE » & -
BA5$ERESH (MANOVA) &2 » P& B RHE#Z (causal analysis) »
HBRET (DAE-BZMEBEBEBREGRENAS wEELIHEREFI R
Mo (QQRAEZHYRLBERRE G BHEE IEELERREEZ A4H ()
RFEHEERER R o Bdi 3 A ZAMBEZEAAR - Bk $HRELELY
PMEGHALBEEIRA S RETLABEERES -

N> BHREBABE IR B

HERARLERLEZ L RREAREARRBRT R FIERIEH > RARER L
3£ A % (consensus reaching support system ) XM T » AEXF I 2 AT TR L
2R REFREFRZITL  ABBER—HMBEEHEZIFE > A0AFRLEAL
POMBGZEBABENEART  AFBNBAGERAHIABRERAZEEK
B EERCREZEN AADERETHEY  HARLRAARZIBEFRHNGHELE
B Z BB R BT AR -

— ~ HEEm 2 FiE IR

Herrera (1996) #§#4a 3k % #2 5 (group decision making process) 4~ LB L2 5
(consensus process ) ¥1 471242 & (choice process) > £ » L#BRERF L—COBHLEH
RFBAGE P REEAT ARSI AR A REE ST AL o 2 A R AR
R Bde T EATHBAM  CARBEBREE A% BRAFEMUEA T AZE—
FHtm LR LB -

AARREZLBEREHRPE 1 MARETREFL WM sEatidnx
BRFZE  RAFEZFUHEDSRANGRARETEB SR ABRBEFEE &
—HRZAEESRTEE B EFEFT
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(—) REFEFEREER

RRBEFRREEERBEZI IR I EARFLBMLET TN I ABERBEAGBTFZF
BoORERZFTEEOMZLEZESFE -TEEBRE HATZRWBARERFE—#
RLABBL RN bR R EEIFE 5 FRIHAHIT - PHRLEER—
BMBEE B RAFATHEASREYR  EFE "SRBE ERT  BTH
FAEMAAARIT A S KA A EREE LB RBEEARTZS —FE -

123 Asch % 2 # % (Asch 1951; Baker 1994) sk i HF K B R ABF A MO IAER
> REMY o MR LML S KB E (majority influence ) 2% % # 5 & (strength in
number ) » R Asch Z #f R& REETH AL K AEFIE S R HB A% - BRI SR
T3tk & H % (minority influence) X ik E ¥ (Moscovici & Personnazl 1980) » 2
A2 R A B A Y BURA S 2 R R A (assertive) 474  TFH 4 B4
Y ¥z e F# (compelling argument) 75 - sk EHEA N T AGHERLL
BEZRFETHRTY VEBEZHEENHE AMAREARREREAT » X LEH
B LA A BRENRARFZIBETHRESZARLSHEAIRRAERBS
B ERERBRAEAFASZILBEELAN AHRIHFHEZISEBED » B TESER
REERBAFFREREZARSHERAIFTR -

(Z) HEFEERHIERBEINTIEREEE -

ZERFREREBRTHERERTSF R FABREA IR > ARERTF
FOREERF R X ARAELBAARELABEBTH —BHRZIAREF o HFHERHA
RELEBEBEI M HERFZEETEREEREET  AAWT ¢
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AR T TRBERE ) S RARAH L2 ARARERT R TN
RHE S —HBEERRAGEEELREENEE  SREDHIARERTFT LA
BERTR M RR ARG T R RUSAER » B RA LI R
Bl FRZ LA N ARMAMRFERESERBERT TR LBRTER -
HBBEATER

WRAETZ TREMRE ) Ba o AR ARET AR AT ERE®
EARIHN AHRAEF RLARE TR LFBAR —ERE A EEERARTE
BEENHEZR T ARBE M HALHRABRERIEEL EREABE N
Tt BAF IR L B RAENABMY TR AR AR F BT B RABRUMZ S
# o

- EBRERE

(—) BERMZHE
RELBATRAZEER T ¢
1. B35 %)% (partition methods) : 275 % &85 A # & NP7 A 1882 (objects or data
tuples) o k BEE (RFe) E—EIZERRT—BELE  FR—KERN
ZEBERFANMEEEMZEREA L ERENASE RITHE - ERSEEE R
SRR ik 0 £ —2& MacQueen (1967) Pt k-means JRHE ik 5 —
2 Kaufiman % Rousseeuw (1990) Fri% i % k-medoids /& F % o
2. P& ;£ (hierarchical methods ) : H 75 ik & M6 A B R Fr A BRE B AT X AR -
BRAEE - BREEM RAPE—EHFRTLEEELE MEBELFTEHNRER
% (agglomerative ) & 4 %% (divisive) A& FEHE % > &R EAUA G TR L
(bottom-up ) = FEf&HRAFRETEEHE » L P &% £ H v AGNES
(Agglomerative NESting) /% H% ; - Rk A& L& F (top-down) X REf

FERFRBTERMEE L P40k H 4 DIANA (Dlvisive ANAlysis) & 5%
(Kaufman & Rousseeuw 1990 ) -

3. BE A4k (density-based methods) : BE AR F T LA LEL S F A RELH
R %4 o Ester (1996) % A Ff#% i 2 DBSCAN ( Density Based Spatial Clustering
of Applications with Noise) EH % » REEX AF B AR ERGFELEIEME

(density threshold ) » B4 bR T BIRMAME £ » F4 FTHBAMMETEEZF
FEAR LRI dd DBSCAN TMAHBLLEBARVEHERLE  RAdmA
SUZHMIEGTRIREELBZIEXRE Y RoMBEREX 488 FH
BEZEEEHEE T RKRBER > Bt Ankerst (1999) ¥ A4t # OPTICS

(Ordering Points To Identify the Clustering Structure ) JEH kA E A E £ &M didh
ANGBZHBHGE  BFIFHEEH LT LA ERIERMASLE - 55
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Hinneburg % Keim (1998) #% i DENCLUE ( DENsity-based CLUstering ) & 5 %
NEBETHEREIBAEELELEH -
(Z) BERIZEERER
HEABMEI WAL ELN T AL BERFELR I A 4R E Bk
AFERABEREI N WEERZIETEEEE: AP T
=1 BEEERZEERZFETIF

whoRE eassr | mar | wasms |
BAMNEZRERS Yes No Yes
HMBIERA No No Yes
RAREHRZ AN ERN No No Yes
TARMBEHRZAERES No No Yes

p—t

CEHEHEIRER) R EARERYEA AT OHRL — RS HRRES BT
EEFR ARFAAZRRATHEER  RLBAZERRERATHEZRE
FiE o B IERE SEFTH 5454 (Kaufman & Rousseeuw 1990 ) -
2. 3ABBARS AL RBERBEY > FEIBAFBHEIERLLERR S HBARE

o R EHRARE RS RALELRG FEE B THEEL  MEkrRen
BAERFRAEEE - Bk 0 F ARSI a9 BRE T R8I - AL B EE
Bz R c BEEEFTUGEREN > BRI FEME L8 E (Hinneburg
& Keim 1998) -

3RHEEBZARBERS AR ARLAARIBEHUERLZRREETAES

DB ABERAARFFE B I NIHARBEIF - A BHEER
AL RBAAR— AR M BRFEET —HRARY A CRRAEARITSL - B
Ry FELEFATRERAZIEERE B L EGEALTRAEER
(Kaufiman & Rousseeuw 1990 ); % & ik &3 218 Al o ik K& xR B R
HEXREH - FEEEXTURLEALE S EEIREREN  WaEEZE
GBI LH—EEKSE (Hinneburg & Keim 1998) » &K EMAAE LB B 1ES >
R BEERIBHREEMATIBAGRER  ARATELAFEAZEERA
SRS THRZIER -

4 FRAEERKZBEBRRESD B/ EEHE A ZEE R mean K medoid & F

o Ed—F5E M5 & E (MacQueen 1967; Hinneburg & Keim 1998) » R F # & H

EHERAETRAL  UBATEEITHE ABEBSTREEE Al &%

RBEEBREIAMELETRTRE - AR BEERETRERIARTLELTR

RABKh=EE  EEMOTGEAFTEHA L (Hinneburg & Keim 1998 ) -

HFH PIRE SR PR il B 2 R T 26

(=)
HEEARMAEROLLTEEF L AL BFAZELE  ARZBEREX
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FABZARER BRI b 2 LA - 5t R LA AR T
RAEHAAMEATAFELL o A7 RAHABMAERITEZRARLFATARN

JoF

1 A AL R
(D REAH LAY EREARRIET  RAARSREF R SR

FEFHE  MAE LI HARBTE  RRERRBEGTRET AN
BTRAREZIE  FBEA  RRERNE LA LM -

Q) TREFRIRHES B TRITRERE  PTAXF L LA E M (spatial)

BARRRT BRSEAIMEFTRNBLRRER BT LA BMASRF Y
& EAREh  BAMERFIE ST RBEFRIRFER -

2. AEE &

RAER  EMEPAENTEESFRABEERAT MBI ER SRR EH
Pl TEFEFTRLA-BRERM  AIAMBEFIREENE 4T & %E M
2

RAE L RR TR L BB S AR B EARSBTRE 1 ATESES
£ 4B 2 FREA 100 B R KL o

FHE GARRBZIT A AL XHFZARBEZ AR - #lwE 2 T4
hEB L Z ORI AEL IHH SRR ARE TR LERITRITFREL
R EEERPALEZERBERNRR TR E -

FHE  RARBEZENGHAN A AR XA IR ETRE I
BHEZAH Pl B 2 F - kEE (a7,b8) 2 xHEH4-

RAEE  RFAEEL R FAEAITRNER  F-EEERK 1EERR
BoWwBE3MERIRMREAEE -

BEE XA -FEFERFXIIBELRBEZEBREE -

TR —BRRABZFELBAHAMARREZIBEN &S FLABBELZ
FEABENREK -

11 (attractor) : AX—FHEN  FEX-RRXBAEARIFRKEEL  AHE
WKL EEZFI AT G-

(W) BEZE _

Hinneburg & Keim (1998 ) 5] Fl Gaussian function £ 5. % % /7 % $ 3 3% 2t DENCLUE
FEERRER LML RRAALBMAEBRZI R TR b B E R KBRS
Z BTy R RAG KB x HAAA R RE y 2k R0 BE A & # (influence function )
R &M T

d(x,y)

Foms(o¥)=e€ 29 (1)

dX, V)& x By R R LM y SHEEXDENETFTLAT LA xIBEAR
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X BEABHEBER R RI"ZHS  RREBAIZIBESN  ATHZRRBRRIH
SRAAGLER  BARERTHBIARRAL  WRLMILEEERRE -
FEREBLEIRBHFTARREINEN G RRT ¢

2
n d(x.x)

fows()=2e 27 )

%&ﬁTﬁ@%%“&ﬁ%x%%%?ﬁDmﬁﬁn@% A (REHE) 28
A K RFEEMD={x,. X} 0 &%E%E (density parameter) o
(R) AREBEZRFEBIRNEERER

B 253048 E43 100 B TEREF L EZBGEE BRTREFELAH
BB ¥R EBHEARBMB QBT TAH AR (a7b8) Z HEAE 4 A
(a3,b5) = Z#EH2-

]2 BRREC BRI

BIEA a1l fa2 a3 |ad {a5 Jas a7 [a8 [a9 Jal0

al a2 a3 ad a5 a6 a7 a8 a9 al bl 0.0y 0.1] 0.0] 0.0] o0.1] 0.0 0.0 0.0] 00| 0.0

bl b2 0.1{ 1.0] 0.1] 0.1] 1.0f 0.2 0.1 00] 00| 0.0

b2 hd hd b3 0.0 02| 02| 00| o.1]| 02 1.0] 02| 01] 00

‘;z < LJ S . b4 0.0{ 04| 13] 04| 0.0f 0.0 0.1] 02| 1.0] 01

- B IO b5 0.3 23| 3.0f 25| 03] 0.0] 0.0} 00f 01] 0.0
% ot o b6 0.0] 0.6] 25| 1.6] 0.2] 0.0 03] 04| 0.1] 0.0
B K b7 0.0] 00| 03] 02| 00| 05[] 3.0| 3.61 06| 0.0
b8 0 o 9% %] b8 0.0{ 0.0] 0.1f 0.0] o1f 1.6 49| 3.3} 1.3] 0.1

9 o[ o b9 0.0{ 01] 1.0] 0.1] 0.0] 03[ 178 1.5 03| 0.0
b10 b10 || 0.0{ 00| 0.1] o.0| 0.0] 0.0] 02{ 0.2] 00| 0.0

&l 2 : 30 iREETEAFR T Z RIFEZEM]

R2BRBINHEEARBZEFESHRERALSFE » WHBEARE 2 LBEE IR
HHEEAFZER - FRAHABEES 12 BITHALF SEREHREEZTHES
Frho BMEMBREREL B 445083 HRAMFXIEEHRE R FTHEEA L
WEARREE F—EEERE—REH ALAMERZIEEZTN (a3b5) &31HF
o KR ESL 10 ETARMEZRZERERLZA (a7b8) B3l AFw  HBEEESL 15
HERREE BREZRTEELEE  REAFRTHRRAEHZIIABALEF HEE
EZF N FORBEEFANA -

BBEA

FB1EB

3 RIFEERER B4 FBEEEZEFSRE
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Zadrozny (1993) & #HERLEAGTEERREFAHH > LEHHBEP
BREAXEY  ZEHRNSHRTZEL - R ERTEILZ ST T 0 AFFEIER
ZABIELEER —HMAEE YR ERRARSETEFLEBRENREZ MR BT
REFESFELREH  BARTEDWIAFHERRAREZRIFEN - X TR
AHFERZAERA L2 RBZ " RERE ) HHITREFELARAFS
REWE » ZRRHEEDHRELT
(—) HisRERE

LhE 2 RARTHEAN B s S8 BpE

2. SRR EZRIFHEAMN  AEEERA BT RZEE R R ABEZHEM 42 Wauarter °

Wmnonth > Wiveek ® Wity ® Wregion ® Wiype ® Wee-rank * A K DA TR AFHZ B L E
AL -
3UREMAN  AERFMRETHR  HRREMALTEEZITE -
4.8 F R RERREHUATHRZ ARG RETABZEBE T - THF
RERXRRLERIITE -
5. EENIFEIN  RAGBATHBRZARLERAEES AR ER  HAEEHEAR
R IB AR A G o |
6. BF R BIBRIBARER  RREFFATH  AEHRT  EREFE
Z X HREN -
T EBRZABRERBEZER  wEREEE - —BMEE  PHHELREFR
AZ o
(=) thuh (FIEELIG L)
LRREFE  REZFEARTE SR gE -
CRREZBMERE
CREMRBR e AR AL PR e RALER R -
CRETRBMEHZ I AR AR AB BRI (constraints) o e & A MR
LR E A {HES Sk
5. ABMAMLZEE | SMARBAA - RERE A A L ST AP ELARA
oo
B 9h o R BAATE 2k R MR MR AR R R THBE B EERIEERT -

WD
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BHIRBRMP

(Z) BERER

e RRAEH | | times

4 vy il 4

Pzl HRHR R

w-quarter % ok R ;

w-monlt(:h ﬁ&z_@ it 7 R R-30E

W-vs{ee b BER F &R :

w-city ;?,:éf,{{gi; sz | tme# :J— iocatlon#

w-region kK ¥ B location# oo neme - :
RAHER B B

w-type —E AT s % 5

werank FHIE A E ERER

5 Rz EEEHEEE

% (quarter) : s # 2% [1~4]> A (month) : 38# A4y [1~12]
# (week): AW E2MIAR [1~5]
B3 (region) : skt B3k [N: b8 > M: F3 > S: i » E: f3]
R (type) : sk AE [A: kg B s C: EERKMF ]
Em%m (feerank) : RABERGRESETHS  EBERAESKELS -
(M0) HEEBEE D ITRIERGZ EREEE
RE R LSRR B — EREE 6 F— kAR R LR
B2 N AE BRI (extracting ) ~ 3% (transferring ) #2 548 » Bp T #H A (loading) 3t
FoH B R H AT ARG AT

FORAE

kB4 EXZEil
R R A kR Ea sk ﬁﬁ/\
iocation# zgﬁh‘\;ﬁ# M3 e oA -0
c(;tc};name _I_ time;!;.& I — —
region location# quartﬁr
B mon
fee-rank '

6 : EitEEE
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5 EROIRZEANEER

AFRAEGLEEH T EBRABBEIWRELG ) HARAXBRERITAL
BEERR - R AEER "EHRABMMY IR ARG RFABELERE 0 G
BAMZEEE T ABHINT BRI METELEBERR  FHRABRK "TE-HR, X
REFR NEEISAREESIBLEE AR EREAE  AFRA TSR, kK
FRREFTER B HRERE  FHTHRRERESW REBBEB LR L HAL
BEM RERREFEIT T —HRZEH - ERAFAI TR OB L EE YT AE
ETS3RBE BRBET  ARERBTREALALBHUR  (DVERDEZELZKTR
R AR Q)8R - KB EBETEHRAS > C)hA K E K £ IR R — Az
EZRARMNBEBE  KeREBEAFEEEBRBERITS - Bk KRR EE 7B
R34 (causal model) * 2 » HI~H6 2RI R EMBMHR— EHRS ©

4 H

e ok A

7 KRR ZEREE

— RRNEERPEE=ZIES  WREMRMN

HEEZ RS R AL SRR - RARATHE T 09 BAFAT A 25T 2 XAk (Tsiros
1998; Voss Parasuraman & Grewal 1998; Tears 1993.) » BZE % & &M E K MW se 3 58
Z % ¥ > BF satisfaction = f (expectation, perceived performance) » B8 % ¥ & % 2 1 % 3L At 82
FiatsmX R RMZ ZEREN LR L  MHEXRITELERETHEESELALR
MERLZZHMERARBY AN - ARFERY  ARGERERLRBRELAE LY
R (Y, 1990) BRARSERLMLZLZI G  PEEXLZRORAREPMETR
MARERMZIBEZE  WREZETURBL AN RREAINELR RS BRI AT
BEERIKEE o

Gi= d(Xi; Xmost)

Ay G REFIIPELEZ XX TERL IEEZFT R Xns HRERT
FETFHFRSAIFIFTE dX, XD&RFZ EIRFEERY - FREFTZEEL K
BEM A~ Ay~ ~ Ago B Xi R Kimost TR T A F

Xi= <A Ay > > Agi>

Kmost = <Ajys > Age > > ~ Age >
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= RiFEiEEtEREREEZ R

MR RAFHNARATAEERZERALELR— BRhLAHHLBERETLRE
43415 (preference- weighting) » # AEEBMAE b L B A R A SR KB RATE LAY
REM-0a Oa > > OB EBEZRTHEM  RRETHHERBEABIT R EHME
e H R R F B ER AR A BHEE > AITH oa > 0BG 0 A5 0B AL o
Z et sER M AT RIMARER T TRk SMAZTFFRLEAL 1 -

wa,l 0L At @h =1 (3)

TR AREMALMEMAYS ZRETEADRZFHYEME(Oa Oa > T a)s
RBLTFHEEATE T HEF AR I ZHEEREZLT

G = ‘/(a;fﬂ Xd(Ay, A1) + A B Xd(Ag, Ag,)?) oo 4

AAF R A Han&Kamber £ EFiLik » TR EZEHE d (A, Aqg) = F :

1. 2 BMZ LS L EH (nominal variable) » 8] & £ S5 3+ H4aF ¢
if A = Ay then d(A; , Akj) =0 else d(Aki , Akj) =1
EF Ak 55 RiIxFKkEBME AN AT RjZFKkBERL - L BETHMZ
iz RERAEA THE A THEE SRER RRLEARMIESR 0 wiR#EN
Z TR ) BE s HMRHMA RS B LARAA B REKMAZSE ERFE
PR B kAR REBEEZ £5ELE 1 R2 50

2. B2 EH AR A E M #E (interval-based numerical variable ) » B 44 F 4 &% 1k
fi{f (ratio data) - s AR LG TR EBMELA MR LEKRE  B4E5
— BB EIELEANNOE 1 M c LEBEFHT ¢

d(Ay; » Ag) = |A“'A9 ................ )
max(A,)—min(A,)

3. & B2 FAH R B & R 18 (ordinal variable ) » R8¢ R4k e % Zki v 4 KB AR%
A0 EM#AE - BAR LREE X (5) 3HEMF dAki, Akj) £+ MK 2%
RRRFAL -

Zo ==K . 6
Ki MK—I ( )

R F 2 &K 2 Gaussian F e T

2
Satisfactory =exp(——=) ......oii i, @)
20

SRR EZHEBEAAREE LA RN E ARG E MG T ELL 08 Lt
RARHEZMEMRPEARERZDMEAN AR AARGBTE  HMES5 1 &H
BHEELBRMA Gua B AR RCEEE - ST EEZRE 20%A0N » R EHT
B ESEE MY REREE %A LN LS EE I hB TS ¢4y
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K ERWEE B0%IRE > HEGEE LHMARKEEE » FEP RS (x)=0 Bkt -
THBMESWREEZG | T EHEANTREAEFA MBI LA L#BEAR - #

EEERTREBRAN  WTESFHEEAAGT S LR e il — 50 Bk o 52

MEEERBRTE ] RERZIRREEELERTRA Bib TRERERTFTZR

:;'%—— N TN _E_ °

MBER— : ErFHEEA TS AABRMETNAL  WERT  hRAEXHE K LK
BRFBRIE MBS K TR EZMALAFBEEREEZ A4H -

BT RRFZIHMEEER] B EASEESRS  THREXIMAREEIREE
Z a4a0 -

BRER= : AkEHER T2 RABMPERAL  UERLT  hEEZHRERERZH
BEMEEHRE MRS THEREZMAAEEMEEZ TN -

RE-BMEREEZER  GRHERAN

PREAE | HFMERLBRIEE AR R T @2 E ) FRN T -8
MA2 & | (Kacprzyk 1997; Herrera 1996 ) » T — s M2 B | &k T BB R H E R BT esfe
B M-8R EZHE 0 Kacprzyk A EALR &% > = Herrera 3% A BMEH
(fuzzy )& % st B —BCMAR L R R % & 3 @ AT IRHE 7 5 B %t 2k pair-wise
comparison) 45 E{HMeFe b3t B HhH AXFKARKMEREE  HF—HBEEEZERT

11
’

Cy =1-d(X,, X)) =1=@% XAy, 4V +...c+ T Xd( A, A )

C,
C=S-L=1-
=2,

m ,[&7,31 Xd(Ay, 4,) + .ot B XA Ay, A )
= U
0 O XA Ay, 4+ A O X (A A’

C‘i m
c-y%-1-33 T

il 1 m

—(mfl)z leil‘[wjl XAy A4+ AT XA Ay )t d(X, X)) =d(X,, X))

EF  CiamrREmMZ—MAAE  XhREIFEEZFERREE | riEE
ZHFRMAEE AR HEMZ —BMEECEH  RX - CakiREiaidtaigrsk
FZ—HMEE  CHEDEAAEZ —HHEE 0SS C=S 1 mahEEAH - &5
HERFM I AR A M2~ AT A BE RS —SARAH AR
WEEATHE Y Bl AERBEATRERE -

FRERlD - ARFEER " SHAABMETNAL  HHRT » REFE —MaE
MIBERFHRE DRI RS > FHEREXIMATEERNLEZERAE -

BERA ' BRARREZ—KHALE  BRERAHEENS  FTHRREFZHLEEER
BEZ AR -

=1
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M - BEEEE N - EERZ B YRR MR R R R

—BMRERMEELETL TR AR Am - REREIMIBE &5 R
RE - RREZERRIN  —BMEETREERREZRTHE "2 RITF ) 2 £
A& EREFRTLEE "2EPFHBT ) F HAREZI—HMEEESLES &
MEEENBRFERITE "RERT IR XL EE ERER » —BMEEA T8
FRAT | B ERER RMEEERA TRERT TR ALREAH A F T2
PR, Buh TRERTF IR, N —EMBECAERA  AMEREZEXRE
Mk HIRFAREFMIMEZE  AFRR B TIHERS  WERE— T LM
(reciprocal ) &, 3k @ #E (non-recursive ) B & B 1% (1976; Heise, 1975; Namboodiri etal.,
1975)  FERMERMIBELFEREGHMA RGN
BRERN D —RMEEANERLLERNF AR AGI L HEMHG  CHAR  BAF (BK)

RAZEZ BB FREREH IR EER (RF) -

B BRRTEAR

LTHRGELREERBEFEZIRARATH  AEEFETRRBL TN £ 504
BTARPFRZERAER  RAELEEHASEREL > TREGABZAZFAHEZ
HRBEESRE BEFTRIBFMEZIANAAELERFEREET 2 B ARSI TH
BRAE  FHRAAHBETHA MR LTH SR (OLAP) B - SILTRS FHEAE
A -

BEEFTEMNASFRELAETAEZZRAR  (DRAZIRFLREGETHATHH
FHRITEH  QTRIKRFTRE £ BBAIELZLS L EHZITE  QO)VEEH
AEEREEZ THRBERIBEL -3 FTHAFRRBLARERTRERZBE -

T rBERETHARRZIRRARE (DL H S B S RREES  HHMRR
Z ARREFHRE  QrFAFARE MM RFAZBERSFHRENGLEE S FA
B B 2HF QOURBERRAEIZERAAZTAZZEABTLEREREH®RER
Sk ARBUARERUE  DERKRBEZITAEHRF -

AFRZERERWE 8 EREHE " ARBRE | REEZBFFX 2R
R R o R BABS REAT » F—REEA » ARG LRI H AR R Z A
TR R ARG A AT LB E N BH IR RS TARAELETE
At B AR ARGAIREMEEIHREME mmiE e 0 LEREFZ B
AAERN B ik FHA RN ERE  — BB ERRREEEF B EZL T AL
FHE



44 ENEERE t-8 £

T

"

RRA
ML EE

B AR

M ERBES

THEHZ
Sh

L %%Iﬁ: —m Al H
TR r
shxgs [P B 4x ;2 i

RIARI 1 s

| — AR R

i i

8 : B

— ~SMEERZTHIEERE (Si9mE)

Alavi fo Joachimsthaler (1992) ERA &M SHT A A B ME R R HETEBER £ -
FIHEREERE  (DATRFT SR RRHZIFEH RFRE M3 QREZFZA
BB RE FEFR HAEE BERREF QREZZIRLAE S/ EER
FRRFAAR - (DEHEH A DSSZAEREHLER - S o A XRRR EA
# XAt £ £ (Landman 1987 )~ /=@ (Frijdaetal, 1989) $#EH % -

LTEERVIESBHRGEIPE  ATREBTEET (DM THEHZII 4
SERFLM - RME LN EAABEZ RS RFAE  LH T ERGREHRE
REFEAE S RASRRGZRH QBT THEHNZNEERBESHIHIL (REH
) RTHEHZ SR IR ABABBEER AR E > 2 TR ERB L —BARBEMER
RooB - HERETRERIBIE - ABEUMERAR  FFRRSTAHFAS  BEZ
BERSEBNZARBRARWAE - REREIDEERZEHT
(—) RFEZHEZX Féb  HFLEE 244 BEZZH BEMAR S840

BEHEZBAETEM -

(Z) REFBLERFEAZIESN: AFRBEZZAEMARE $a 524 Hibh
HERABALH BMAZ AR - P RE R EMBERIITRRES  HBARIE
RREARZFERES 0 BT RXEEIK Frijda TR FEREE -

(Z) BARRTAGRAREZEN 2ANELEETRA5FQ54 i &famn
BRZEAZARESHERGE TEHREATRITAZIEBELTRES
Bk » bl THEBEE  ATRELAISETRERK -

(M) SEEEZIEH: ASERRESE ALEHEETSREESE  LRED
FE AR S (Robey 1989; James 1994) o &bk &l sk sh & S8 RHF AL
RET LA Z LR FEFM ~ 2815 XA -
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- EREAZIEAR
(—) RERFEERZHIG  ARARBRLALTHN W XJRABEELE > B9

(=)

REFHRXAEREZBFEFLE  SRTEALRBEZLZR  Jusbif A B
ABAREHZ R -PIEEZRBIIHARHE R 33K BBEREA (1)
R HREMARBFLAFCSMARZEEETR D5 THHKRXE
MERZ B BikAMBaSR g EEFR BTRAMBESRY A
K R RE Y o LARFAEE L8 S SEAE 918 0 HEKK
POMEA 2B EEFRBREATREBENNES CEHREGREER
BE BTEBMAREL P HEER c TEEIFHEMNS 1~12 A ~ 14
? o

BEMRIHEEZIS A AEMALLBMANEAZRRER <S50
ID~ 4%~ MR~ F8 > BBMER TR - GAF LR AR R FCABY
ZERBRAEAF -  BRAEAATH B M RBIFHME (individual
preference-weighting ) * 1B AR FHEEH L18 » 5 %)% D quarter ~ & month »

D week ~ O city « @ region ~ D type ~ D fee-rank - & T H @ kL LB &
—BIAMEAE Wi A7 0 2] 10 128 THREMBMEFH LBl 1 ZRA]

B A TETTZERLERE -

w = Vi

i
W W,

BAMEL B EBEEE  THEFFHED quarter > @ month > @ week ® D city D region
D type > D fee-rank °
3.REENZEE | 2R HAEBRIGEMEE NG LM GRETH - 28K
BNRF ok <RFZFE R BEFE> -
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BAZERAZST  RAWT :
(=) RICARATHEEE  MRFACLORENE

1Bk 4528 > RFBFM L 1 2] 12 B -
RFCAZ B RT  MANKREE
B EBERF

(=)

(Z) hRERBEHZRZ : 4HHERE
o4 R PR A R PR

JE LSRR o
HAPIBER T PR
—HRER

() RGEE
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() ZRZEARTHRBFRAIMAN » B854 10
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~
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£ 38548 B B LM - dmik
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bR IER] T0%F B Rk kK

2iE -

— R |
~# AR A%
HAGY KA

AEHRZE
B -- 3 4 VA A
R 2 2 A
FH M

AR o BF A Peik 33

B R AR EHRATH R 4] (constraints )
RBELIALBARE

TRAWZRA  FREBY - BAREEFAFZHR 5410 4 -

B AE N E

c HRlmET
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(£) &MAELERBEFMZIEE BT HFREARARREL ELRFX LREEA#E
TR —HRER  $EFE—HRA—BEHR » LRAZAE-HRZIETHRRER
B .5 BF 15 548 o

(N\) BHRZERMN B AR REMANAAPTI Y 2k #3026 R IR o

o SHRZRFHHE

— B EEMIVEEREAZBREIZAEHFRE  BariiAREB L R
o HARRERET  BEFBLEERTIBADAGFARTHE—HRZ TTAETAH, o
ik B AHFE4K A DENCLUE AR EREF HE - BRI RELEREEAR K
WELEE  REZR - AHER TEBER, X" AN WBREEZWMENR  LRAR
Z:(1)) ERATR TEBESE A TAN ) SHARBANMRFAIRERZEN
B Az RERK (2) "EBEFR, A "AG, WBRBERAVEZEK - B
10 28 14 A RALHRERIMEALZRIFEER -

10 : FR—ZRiF B EREEE
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a9y s
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MBS ETEER B

Bl 11 : R zEEE
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EHRZBERRBZ MR I ¥ TRAREZF AR e " RERST
FEIFE > W — BRI RERFFTRSE (m9,30) FREPREFHAAA - R
ZEBFERSE 30 RE~AHRIBRERTFRESL (m12, 8) T REH ¢, FAHLHZ
T esT o R 3 THTREEHRG B L LEEHRE (1) RBEEFEHRAKERE
BB (2) RAEEIHRFREBA  G) RAREXIFHEAEHHR  (4) &
RKEERARE SR EBBHNE -

R 3 B RZEAREEEE IR

e T ke R feaaa

AN ARE R L ieen ] e | T
Wk— | 68 25 | (m9,30) 38 475 | (m8.38,15.98)
¥kh= | 35 9 (m9,30) 62 6.89 | (m8.58,15.79)
HRE 21 5 (m12,8) 117 39 (m9.98,16.48)
¥ kw 1 3 (m12,8) 149 49.67 |(m10.69,16.59)
WBARE 5 3 (ml12,8) 245 81.67 |(mll.61,8.14)

12~ FH SRR SRR T

—  BXEHNEMRE

HARATR AL FE BIERZ Wk R S 2 R ST 580 5 202
(FREZ£509) @EEAMBRERE  THEILR 095 2 EHE 99% o FR]FHA
SRS BGERCREEZ PFHHE AL 4

=4 BB TFIEE

 BiEvshin |es%a| Ao | ug | 25 EB& | BT | @
FigHEE 0.58 0.50 0.36 0.33 0.28 0.27 0.11
A (%) 0.34 0.25 0.13 0.11 0.08 0.07 0.01

WE4Th "EEFR O TAN A TRHE ) BRI ERLES 2% (B AH#
BFFfd 1) Bit > BB TRERTHEBMN - SBANRRE  DRENEH RS
BIMANFIRIFZARFTE  ZRBETHHEIHRIBEBTFE SRR ESFEZ
BMWARRERGFEZ B @THEFENBEZBIFEE 25 TRAR
BRAREATRAMR ARG  ERBHBUFARITEEGEIL Bk S THw &
BEE TAS | BN BIFEEN—  SHALLNERL  GAS ZHRALE
AEVEI SR m THE ) BRI BT EBINA R RAEMKZ MY o



BHRREESR AP

NS RBERERIETAHRBBONHAR

R Bk AR Wt | EMRE
EEFHR 0.48 (0.35) 0.49 (0.38) 0.33 (0.35) 0.29 (0.36) ' 0.01 (0.08)
B 4 0.38 (0.28) 0.37 (0.25) 0.30 (0.31) 0.21 (0.22) 0.06 (0.09)
R AE 0.57 (0.49) -| 0.49 (0.50) 0.24 (0.42) 0.11 (0.31) 0.06 (0.24)

BRERRZPTRT R BB AL M A RN R KGN THERZ Y
BE S —HEEERRREBEELFREBME > SRRINEHRARBZ PYBREZE

£Z4E 60
% 6 RESBHH SR IRER L TiglEREsE
o BEs | —mas MR | Smrm | mexe | Emas
HREEE 0.53 (0.22) | 0.52(0.26) | 0.36(0.29) | 0.28(0.29) | 0.06 (0.11)
—E4FERE | 0.53 (0.15) | 0.52 (0.14) | 0.60 (0.15) | 0.66 (0.12) | 0.94 (0.13)
RERERE | 0.14(0.27) | 0.20 (0.34) | 0.43(0.47) | 0.55 (0.47) | 0.91 (0.22)
Z  RBERERBEIR

AFRIRESRAGE  F-BREIZETFEETEEH S (MANOVA) - 4
WEARRTREEHARGEHRTCELABREDE SRR CEAMRB TR S8 HME
FREERTELBEDE  REBRIMTREBSFH  REBRIAARETREZH R
HAHRYRZIGRPERTRE - WBAERAIMEZT RS SAS 2 1-way MANOVA
W% o

B MRZRE  THZLEEARMGKRE - F—HERE ARG TRERHRYE
B2HERTEE £ 5B mE G EMZARMG & T oA S8 S0P E7E
W EHAMBEHEL LS T LARTE R ERMARM T SbR B ARH 4K A SAS
2 TCALIS#F | & ERMHMITE - ARG RN —HEHMIBRBMGERAGF
7% (Blalock 1971; James 1982; Lewis-Beck 1995) » CALIS i LISREL % &#;,2 1€ /| SEM

(Structural Equation Model) ¥R a4 H RMFEZ— TR - RBEXRSHEFTE
A OLS =% (Ordinary Least Squared regression) > #&# LISREL (Llnear Structural
RELation) L&&## T R AK RETEWE RS (Hatcher 1998) » ik » KHFE
# M SAS B LISREL shftx CALIS L B A4 » A RHAEZEAREA LR

TrM | ERMMG AL AWBEAESRIRBREITRAZITE  WFARHR
BECALISZEF&2EH -

=B ERRE —SeRERUIMN

(—) =
LR T TR R SR MZBEE WG AT REIAT 1-way MANOVA 4 2 & £



50 ENEEeR F£F+-% FH8
3, Wilk’s Lambda = F %384 105.32 - A8 6y p {i.a 0.0001 A FEE Kk
005 ATEMERBE  EHELMER BT FEATFTTAUB L E—
T BITHEBARE o

(Z) #mike

#4T 1-way MANOVA 1 I % £ - W& A - —HBBREZERBRELERLE T

sw,%ﬁF%ﬁégmg1ﬁm~nu34%w’ﬁ%ﬁ%pﬁ¢%%%*

BOOS ETFHRMNEMELREZ BEE —HMBBERELEDE  RILENE

BER > TAE— &ﬁﬁé%zm% WEREIEE -
RT7HIEEREZERRTERER

|x mlasr] ¥5p | m>» [ross[ru

# X 4 37.8477258 9.4619314 157.28 <.0001

#® O£ 1234 74.2393741 0.0601616
. 1238 112.0870999

RB AR FZ&@PE%%
& R |EWE| Fxm | oMF |FHHE| P
# K 4 94.0459093 23.5114773 172.03 <.0001

®ROE 1234 168.6474506 0.1366673
4 o 1238 262.6933599

F9: ﬁ—ﬂﬁ&ﬁt&@ﬁm%%
A R |aar|  Eim # 5 |raste| P

# K 4 29.03910297 7.25977574 376.59 <.0001
® O£ 1234 23.78877661 0.01927778
o e 1238 52.82787958

(=) AfBie TR AL

TR-FBIEAHREPTEAZ RIGHEEBITRERE (AXE 2002)  &iE
SAS ZHITHR  FAAZ EERBERIE 10> R Th  HR— > =2 ¥E%

BEZEE N THREKEER /ﬁ"i?%‘ B2 IR MBARERB RO R EREE
k%iﬁﬂm$kﬁﬁk’Wﬂé?&%ﬁ%%&iﬁ&ﬁ?ﬁﬁkﬁqﬁ%%
RRFRERZGRE - F R SR U EZF LTI T - BRET P A%
74 0.0001 » \3h @ 0 BT EARAEREAG 2 RN - PG ZHRBEZEREHTF
BAEEMEZRER —BBUREZRBAAHKE  BRABBLTAEMR - Bk K
BRBET EhEXBRASHARLBELSMALRKE  E3IMRABT ELRE
RERFBEEZ G -
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F10: FEBEE—BHIBzEREgER
Bl merl L T T
1 0.13772856 0.0573 <,0001 <0001 <0001
2 0.20071254 0.0573 <,0001 <.0001 <0001
3 0.42849361 <0001 <,0001 0.0004 <.0001
4 0.54648640 <.0001 <.0001 0.0004 <.0001
5 0.91000866 <.0001 <,0001 <.0001 <.0001

 BIEERGTE — - ERBREE

ATHLE 7 2 B RABEA 4218 SAS 2 CALIS -4 #PT A £ 2 & Rim ] 15 -

e 2
0.66

0.53%x*

15 AR ZARIREE

Hatcher (1998) #2 i R4F2 B RAEA LA EBIA T ZAMRER - o AF R EHREH

MR T RS AR AR BB iy Bt TARSRRE RIHER » AT ¢

ES— . B Rk 245 (normalized residual matrix) + FPAF4ER = T 0 A%
EZOBHELAIA2 B ISZAREH > ARRREMAEEE "R, B
P& E M 21525079 BHMEH2-

1HER T | T (Chi-squaretest) - & BH REY R L F B84 - Chi-square f&
SMAEA 0 R4 p AN 1 8 RAFEREZ p AN 10 Bk
TiL RIFHENR -

f&ER = * NNFI ( Non-Normed Fit Index ) & CFI ( Comparative Fit Index ) # & * Bentler &
Bonett's (1980) NNFI & Bentler's CFI % 784818 0.9 « A#F %4 % 2 CFI & NNFI
WA 099 -

&E5P0 © M E %% (endogenous variables) = 7T f@## 48 (R-squared value) & k& 4F -
ERFRBERY - Y EEZXTHRBEF TS 3% —BMBREXTHEEEES
56%  HEEZTHEEEETL91% At ABAZTHAERES -
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WERH © &A% %107k 12 12 # (standardized path coefficients) X A MAZ AT » — &M
BEAERARN)BEAEB A - (1)t>3.3,p<0.001 - (2)t>2.58,p<0.01> (3)t>
1.96,p < 0.05 » (4) R BE% + v BB KL BAFAZE SR UA ¥k | o Tk |\ Tk
BT AR AR REA AR BERBEERAE AR TRE 15

I RENRRRERETE
ARHMZARPEAROLEHMRAMBHR B 15 THEGREEEPER

R HMFox (1981) 23 fk AAXMHEARAMBART @
LHRAMNE—BRERZ ARV EHRE 053 BRBE & 4 0660 Bk My
B R 013 -
%7 =(-0.23) x (~0.43)
0.53  0.28x0.23

Ql=05%1+r+r2+n)+028X02X1+r+r2+")=1 + 1 =0.66

- -r.

2HRINHPE R EZZEBESENRE-028 ) LB E 31 5056 At Mg
g R 5-0.28 o

£, =(-028)X(1+r+7r>+..)+0.53%(=043) X (1+ 7 +r* +..)=~0.56

BHRAIHMARREEL IRV ERRIES AP T 41 5055 2R
MBEBEHR -
£,, =0.66x0.06+(-0.56)x(—0.92) = 0.55
4 —FMBEEHN TR EZZABFERR L0430 B8P E 32 5-048 At H
BEEHFE 5005 -
-0.43

£, =-043X(1+r+1’+.)= - =-0.48

SR REH -BMBEEXEBPERRL-023 BEPE 23 5-026 Hit: B
R EHR E-0.03 -

| -0.23

1—-r

6. ~HMBEHARAGEEZIBEEHRRE 006 HIEFE 42 5049 HiL -
M EHRRESE 043 o

£y, ==023xX(1+r+r*+.)= =-0.26

=0.49

en=006+@@4$x&09mﬁ+r+rﬁh)=006+“OA?TSQSD

T HEREHARDBEEZERBER R L0920 B E 43 5-094 At H
BBERRAE-0020 o

£, =-0.92+(-0.23%x0.06)(1+ r+ 7" +..)=-0.94
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B —ZIE -

MRAHPEE L2 T HEHE 5056 ¥ B8P E5-028 p 4.4 0.001 -
BEEEX AL BR-ARL LHER > RRAHFIBMEEEZBEIHRNE emEY
ik mAZMBREERARZ A4 -

B -ZIBE -

BERERAABEREZ AP ES1E-092 Bk  wEAMALABEEREEZ AN
R A Ay N
BER=ZRE

BAMRBHRARSEEZ THHPBE 2055 KA TRPERERX "THR
Fl-MBEEE-EREGERE ) LR AR HAEZEZREAMBEZE SARMGIFE
RERBEERBRNZ R OREFEED (RTBEE)  BETRASEELEAEETE
MARNZBE > Bl E8ER= -

RPN ZIRE

MR —HMEEZ" BB E 50660 K ¥ HEFES 0.53p E]4 0.001

WEXHAAEEMEHEZ IR Bk BRI AL -

BRERAZEE -

, BB RRABEEZAEEES 006 p XA 005 BEREE  Hib-
ERBRE  LHAR RAARFZ BN BEEFREBRERTEEERF -
RERSZIRSE

B EEH - BUREZ R EARE023 — BB R PE
HRLH-043 ETREBAREN AR EHEPE > Bk BRARL 0 LHAR
RAREEZ —BERE  BRERAZFZIMELEERK R B RAREZZHE R
Z R R B2 ERA -

AFRRAERBMAERZ " SHALBEEINAGL ) ZZRAN THENR
R AGBVURBMARERFLABREE  BRARXRERRAFHRELE Bl R4
GEBREHERT BRARELRERRAE (1) ~RBELIFREZKEIEZRELIEEZY
W&k FREHBRELERGEAEZETHIN Ko $ERAEEXBRTBLFHRT
RELABRI A RBEGAE  —BELIVMRERAGEEXSINEL Bk
AEMNBA TEEEEE ) EH T RBREYLSMEAL ) ABARER - (2) BEERE
BALRRE—BRERER RARGUASHRARRB S RALSIALE -
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B TEBREBEL SN ARG AR BRERERINERGALABRERE
A RATREEITHR - EREF

AR —HMMBEEHEHREmmENIE REEALERMBEZEMRE -

2. AR BZ AR EMER R mEIK REELERREAZTAMN -

3. R RHEABEW RE i R m T RRAAMBBE AP ERESL "H

RA-BERE-RRRER -

Bk $HAXABEL M ALKEANLBBRERBRIRE  EHARETLARE

b =

Bl

REAREELEHLIRZIBERT  FHRTETRRSTEARNEALZE A BER
B EARN ARG EERAR—BMEAXMEAERTHMME  LRIR
AT —sMBELEER R TAMELEL A AR ABEEAREELE @™
BELERARGEREAL IR Al E B T A E % £ 5148
ZABEEHEEBAEFTOLEARREZEL -

HRFMSRMZELIREDNT > E@RBREATR  WMZE - —HRMEREE
BoEIHMRAG ABARMAEABEEEE BRAEZERAAEWHRAES EHARZME -
HAELRREEBREY > BRELFAZAFUEAIE L - HRAEERE > RABERK
EREBIFEZRRABRBE > A ZAKRWMBAEZREBREEFEHRAE
B AR ERZACHE » bk RN Y ZIHREBF SR ST EZI R
W wARARTE-FHEZFE -

1 T8 IRHEE R 87 ATLFEBREFETMILREE o+ —HLETIL
HA o &b ATBURHTE G

2. EfpE R 86 @ ETBUR : ARAHBEMTHESNNRBERTR - 636> W%
BIERAHE -

3. Ak R O88 MABUTERALBBHERITHITHE » REBSHELNR £+
A o .

4. AXE - ROl 5B 4 247-SAS/STAT Z B A - & H AL -

5. Alavi, M. and Joachimsthaler, E. A. “Revisiting DSS Implementation Research: A
Meta-Analysis of the Literature and Suggestions for Researchers,” MIS Quarterly, Vol.16,
1992, pp.95-116

6. Ankerst, M., Breunig, M., Kriegel, H.-P. and Sander, J. “OPTICS: Ordering PoinTs to
Identify the Clustering Structure,” In Proc. 1999 ACM-SIGMOD Int. Conf. Management
of Data (SIGMOD’99), Philadelphia, PA, June 1999, pp.49-60

7. Asch, S. E. Effects of Experimental Social Psychology, Academic Press, New York, 1980

8. Asch, S.E. Group Pressure on the Modification and Distortion of Judgment, Groups,
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Leadership and Men, Camegie Press, Pittsburgh, 1951, pp.177-190

9. Baker, S.M. and Petty, R.E. “Majority and Minority Influence: Source-Position in Balance
as a Determinant of Message Scrutiny,” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67,
1994, pp.5-19.

10.Blalock, H. M. Causal Models in the Social Science, Chicago: Aldine, 1971

11.Blalock, H. M., Causal Inference in Non-Experimental Research, New York: W. W: Norton,
1971

12.Calabrese, A. and Borchert, M, “Prospects for electronic democracy in the United States:
Rethinking communication and social policy”, Media, Culture, and Society, 18, 1996,
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