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A New Concept of Supplier Evaluation Model Building —
Combining SEM and RST
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to build a model for supplier selection to improve
organizational capability and competitiveness, and apply the model to solve the practical
problems of supplier selection. First, this paper reviewed fourteen important literatures and
selected five important evaluation attributes. After 1,245 suppliers’ evaluation data were
collected, we use structural equation modeling (SEM) to verify the data and apply rough set
theory (RST) to establish the supplier evaluation model. After the procedure of attributes
reduction, rules generalization and shortening, the decision-making rules set are created by the
rule-based supplier evaluation model. In the future, the model and rules may assist procurement

personnel or manager who is responsible for supplier selection to execute relevant policies.
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&~ 4%

it J& 4% % 2 (supply chain management, SCM)# Y1204 % » £ 47 R F BT 13 049 F AL
PR - AR B HF S ER R T R Jo R LIS o M SCMA T 4 F 2 LB
Je o TR BTG by S B Befig stk e s R EA R ERGRE T TR
o S BT R K RS B R S IR R A i & K B Anh s A R Bh B R AR
AT » ERA LD EZIPUTH R « TRmAMH RAH LT A E R RIREE R
SCM A% % B Hu4r] 0% 20 88 3% %) A%, 7 2 #& (Cousins et al. 2006) © SCM ¥ 3% % o3k 7T 4k 75 # Hutm
B EFESEH AR ok EEE  AAMRETH BRABBERETRZ
849 (Burgess et al. 2006) °

AR AN ESCMY I EEL TR AE - BAREAZLE TR
Z o TR AL E T Sk & 82 5 5 (Choy et al. 2005; Humphreys et al. 2002) ~ 4 & 4& )y
g 37 & & (Tessarolo 2007) ~ 4 & 1 Bl 1% % ¥ (Wu & Shen 2006) ~ 4 f& 7 i# 3% (Choi & Chang
2006)%F AL - HE TR E B o PR R B BRI A B SA R SRS (Lee
etal. 2001) > AKX EMAHRE T EALFAES -

A AR EA KA R TR E  RIFWBEZAERENG > £alke i
PREAFRTEAROBERE TR ELZNAE > wRHAGEARTERS > A Qs ZBM - 5
M58 & gk 0 BRMRAF €327 (Choy et al. 2005) © F it 54k R bk b 2 S4E B/ o b
Ml¥EA d g LRAFZE > LRSIt R s i - R dk V¥ RS
B Ry SAERAPT g » HA3HE L TR EX®RM ki Etaai st B
RAETRE MR EERAGEEER ] o B BEE G EEELLR R S EITE
W FEERITEERS AMAEXKRIUETAFBRRET » —MAOEEENEBKT
Brog T AL - FEE 2T O/ AXABAERTHER S ELARGERIEHTFE
BB X R IR O HF IR o

BERAFELE SRR HANA — RAPEREHEFIREFLS > LR
BAELT—AHEL S EaNEE CEAFAFTEFIEBFERRR  LALEIZASK
ey EX » ARRAH XL R R T AT AR IEAEEE - AEABREHFEGHREF
(Verma & Pullman 1998; Jayaraman et al. 1999; Handfield et al. 2002; Chan 2003; Moller &
Torronen 2003; Kauffman & Popkowski Leszczyc 2005; Andrabi et al. 2006) * &1 f 3% % ¥
77 ik A B SRR IRAL O BRI AT - 3 AR R AR X BT 8 RAE & R RUIRIE o e B4k
H(2008) 09 F R ¥ B T E W BE R A AR RE L RAL 0 AR KM IEES FAETH
JRIL T ik 0 AR RAR B R SR KA A B AR R o

Rl > e BB XBEF - EAEAE G AE SR RAEREX BT REK SR E
Bt R BTN AT Z A REEIAR A ST o AR ARET A —F
ARERBOGAHAUVE L HILBEERFEFALRRSY - FRARAATH L Bk K
B R PTR 2 s AR o ST AN R M O A2 4 X (structural equation modeling, SEM)
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HAH R BRE F @SR T BBt B & 4 # (confirmatory factor
analysis, CFAVBE X, » B P E4F X 218122 & BAF — BARE & 1A B oy bz
A2 ERRATR AR L -

Wi RFRZERZANE > ASRABR O T AR T HRETESRA  BFRA
—RHEHEFEIN IR RO F AR MR AR - AR - A TR F
REBHEEEABFE - B OREE TR EREES  THELOEHREGPEEIZ]N
4 R A 3 B SRR R BT » BRI R R FNET X AL LA o U H =Ry
PP 4t SCM 4 JE 7 32 4% 92 #9wg 4E & 37 35 (rough set theory, RST) 5 #F 72 48 Bl P9 & 1 47 Xk
Wet - By LMEF R F - AAREEHRR - F R M FmBRE 5T N 1L
R BREFRY;HHINEREBITEN » ELip LR MREER - A RALE R T
e [E1 e

R R
HRlpE

=5 A | R
o 4 6 gRE (ER 3T

E1: HRREE

B\ Xk E kA
— HEENESEREBFAS

HE 52 SCMAS 2 A48 Bl X k45 i (Storey et al. 2006) * SCM B4 i1 ey Ft F A fe s ¢ &
MR S VEZEMEREK - MR EE I EFORA T AT R ARG RENER > &
Bl S E R B A 2 R LA At - LiEBLE ) 0 SCMX S EH B M
3tk BRI EE IR REZ TR sREL ARG R A ] B
MR ST A A A AR AR R Al B EN B AES o AR B XA
# 4 (Kim 2006) °

P JE Ak 2 SP IR B O R AR AL K B3R T A S AR AR 0 o AR A ARl A R
DB HRBINHRAE BREH L RRE  HESBARA LR R LESERZ
WFAZ 4 20 6 FE 13 ¥ 91 #8 2 4% FH(Tessarolo 2007) ° M Quayle (2003).4 4R 33 B F [ ¥
HRAEFPEE ARG BRBETHHMP N OEZLLEHRCEAERVE oL
Y2 FRHF o Arend (2006) TR £ L AT A EZ A RERBE - PO SERZAME
AR A K ey Rk L R w8 » ARI B EE MBI I F ) > ERA T DA EHRR
BEIEAET WL R G A R 5 Em A o

SEEEEERMORT > EETHSHNETELBMARME > AP At RseE e
HIXBO P ERKR B A EE LS EEY R E 2 o3R8 5 (Wu & Shen
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2006) ° B b o BEARALIEARE IR G B A F e MUR X B O E A R A RBE R A2 - B4
PERE T LR AL H R R AR TR 0y R 7R SRS A A ) 1 R F 4 (Basnet & Leung 2005;
Kawtummachai & Hop 2005) * 1 /£ Basnet et al. (2003)##F £ & R P LEE » Tm LR
SrERXRBBRLOERLRALLYT  XREERFAMLBLFTEPRERGFRNHNZ— o 2
Korneliussen & Grgnhaug (2003)#95F % 7R 45 i » 7 FI 4L R4k 5 B e s > H5b TR E
mHAR  GEAABEFAERE AN ZREBALEAARIEEL S BERZALTEMER
Bl A 5] RAL JE4R PSR Z BT » PRIT X A el A — bk o

MEBRZFEFAE S A A AR ETEBE T T A HAE R - 24
Bty ixs % o A ARSTHE A R A X R A E 42 > Ml A &7 A2
AR LSO X T LBEBA - X EEB T RETHRATFEBEA M
B VR BAS o] R KX S P T M T ARSTHFH 5 AR E A BT RAGW
KB o Pk RO RFASEMIRSTE & ML B EHER X R R4 7 ik -

— - HEBEFGEER

EREHEFNFEREN TR BFTFEREFE LT ERE -y
F oo RBFR S F I B B 4R K P AT 5 S B 64 4t JE 78 SR 12 4E A (Dickson 1966; Cusumano &
Takeishi 1991; Weber et al. 1991; Weber & Current 1993; Chaudhry et al. 1993; Swift 1995;
Choi & Hartley 1996; Jayaraman et al. 1999; Lee et al. 2001; Muralidharan et al. 2001 » 2002;
Prahinski & Benton 2004; Kreng & Wang 2005; Pi & Low 2005; Chang et al. 2007) * g &
AL R PP A F RN IR AR A SRR AR IR 5 X 0 AGFEEA
BRI AT R S -

BREAEFELRBABY —BETRIA > RAEGNEIER » S TAESEESF
BB AES  AXAHATREEEE - SHRL - ZHEHRE RS - A3
SEGOSEFBHENOT Y MAIAERBATEZAAMBE L XY > TR2OEEHR
ERCESIE-SIETE S

MR THe » 14K B X PRI B B A RFREANTF > REFEIN=4
A H o5l & enH (12/14) ~ B AA(11/14) ¥ 2 45 52(10/14) - H by Weber et al. (1991)Z #F 72 5
BT 4o 0 2 vADickson (1966) P % & 2 23 A 4L J& 7 A 45 42 VE & s > BI1991 5 A AT 274
BB XRET » RS RESFR/IZNN L 50 LB TR RERTHESA
HERZ R BTE R © SRIRIEFA QOONDFI ARG B ik a k& e R A ER
TP FHARK S BH > REEREMAGE AR SR X E A ER > AL
RIFXFHRAERA LT ELYMILETRAFER L - Ak FERSRFRRE
ETRP R R BRASFR S N E P IR IL(7/14) 25 B & (4/14) % AT
TR 0 M B EEFEZ# 7 B (Choi & Hartley 1996; Lee et al. 2001; Muralidharan et
al. 2002; Pi & Low 2005; Prahinski & Benton 2004; Chang et al. 2007) 3£ 3t » K& 2245 A7 He
E LB RE T

(—) B (quality) : FI54LE A PTREZ T HDE -
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(=) & #&(price) : FIE D E R EHBE TP H R A -

(=) | & #(delivery performance) © 144545 & 8 & W HI R -

(v9) % P IRF5(service) © 1545 8L JE 78 PT 4R L 2 B A2 IRFS 912 % 3% -

()M B A (flexibility) : A5 E RGO XS T A A T34 -

GRe LR SUR T B E AT RMEE > AFRARAEE A RH - FPRBA
FRMACEF AASRARE S R G T R X A A -

K1 AR EREZ14BHEREIT A LERI ST
4 4 A F R AR

S H A R B s PTAMERCR A AR E R
HhATae S~ MR BRFRE B AS  AE LR

Dickson 1966 | BEXKH - FEMMAE - ERER - EERE BE B &
HEES B IBFEk RESE  BEEHRFE Ik
AW HE

Cusumano and Takeishi 1991 M AR B H - | TR - @R ey KR BAE

Weber and Current 1993 B XETHEE Aol

Chaudhry et al. 1993 wH o REEE R RS = A

Swift 1995 Foow s TR TSR 85 B

Choi and Hartley 1996 | BAA5 ~ —H b~ BAR AR HEATAE S IREF  TEM B

Jayaraman et al. 1999 ] AR AH  ATENFM - ARG 7 PR

Lee et al. 2001 | A SBH - RT O RFF

Muralidharan et al. 2001 RN o o B -

Muralidharan et al 2002 ;“;;j;ij’(;;{is\ijg%ﬁ*% s RERARS MR @RS

Prahinski and Benton 2004 wmH o R B RFREERS B

Kreng and Wang 2005 A H TR AR R

Pi and Low 2005 | SH o EEFRE AR R

Chang et al. 2007 HHESREA ~ A S H IR ® R

= HERS RS EEFGER

#Weber et al. (1991)X. 74/ Ji& 2 SUBRIR=TF » A BN SAUBLIE 7 18 35 23045 7 ik %
THhtE=Z KM A M E IR HERIE B RE T L - LF - G
FHRAZRFTEAZFEREL > AT REBEXZR VLA o RIFRATIRBZRR
A IS BE - AR X BT R AT +h 18 -

Rin » BMEHARS FR LT AZHFGEHER  FEMHEIH RS EF LR ERIEE T4
#KXAZJE A > deChan (2003)%4 & & & 4 #7 i% (Analytic Hieraychy Process, AHP) » Z #pi%3¥
# K (Interactive Selection Models, ISM)¥Z Z $44#(Chain of Interaction, COI)#& H it J& 7y £ 4%
K o fVerma & Pullman (1998) 8] & & Ji] & #% % 5 #7 7% (Discrete Choice Analysis, DCA)
AL R A B 2474  Moller & Torronen (2003) Bl & VA 3 R IL w47 ik R AT E R JE
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AZBARME L BFERZIAE - BARKH I T R T RIEHAZHERRES
LOOEA o B oA R MLE S R ey E AR -

VABRT A R I AE LB R X Uk R & L F V8 > 71 2 A Hinkle et al
(1969) 1 7 £ BF 57 i A & P46 L JE P 2 0] 2 JE R » SRSoukup (1987) 1k A # F H 15 £ 42
MEETF  ARESRANEEZH T - B X TR A3 A RRER R ST
PR EFR AN BAEA R BTIRBERG—RAR -

ARG E R RAE LB A F E AR R — > R RIFR AR >4 ARk
Z o MRSTHEXEBATHFAE > AL BB F LT L > RA 0 EERE - £
B2 hE o AEFN SR GG T ETEE @R TR REERE - &®
RSTA# ik RMA o2 s L AR RAH  FBHHFZ L > TUAHEREE
RSTZ J&E A LA » TR A ZH R EFRFEZI R HRBAKA BRI TR
AL o 2R RH A 2B K AR A AL oY R PR JE T o A RAE 0 AU HH AR AR R R R AR AR
EAEROBE  ATHI» RN BT 5T RSTZ AR H N A

(—) #RERI 54 B 1F B R Al ok B

4% %] 51 (multiple discriminate analysis, MDA)% 48 ¥R 58 - #a M o4 KOG % B ¥ % 18 5
PR R R B Gt TR K 5 W A B R PTA KHHER Y O BN T AT
RIS REAF 35 s B AR BY IE AE 304 ) BF B 00 B B o B BF 0 3 348 5 % B (discriminant
function)tE & 48 7] £ B - IR 7T AF 7 69 A FHERYE 4755 58 TAF - s 0] R OO T A% & 487
$h(discriminant axis) °

S R BT e B 09 R AT BAT AT 0w S B A AR A R L 8 A
AR 25 0 B T R B &R M ok 48 ) ik (linear discriminant function rule) © & &% & #HIRME
R R R BRI R R 0 AT AR FAAAM R R AT M o T SRR A A R IR
7% RE R o A VT 3% A Fisher&g H 48 7 o5 B 5 A7 A% & IE 348 7] 47 (canonical discriminant
analysis, CANDISC) * % &3 % ' Fisher&g M 45 51| o $ S IE B 48 7] 5 B AE 2 B X2
o BFT AR A8 B 694 R St R B

Ff #8 CANDISC * 1% 45 ¥& ] Fisherik & iE ¥2 48 Bl o 47 04 R 32 - 32 A 0E S48 5] o
(canonical discriminant function)X %3t 7 ik o M8 %) MR FE SE B Ay BR S M VT W45 3] A
(Discriminant Power)#: & 1340 » £/ MG HHFARSFRZ A - Bl A E H 48 7] 15 H
(canonical discriminant coefficient) & » 1E 348 5] 15 8 AF & Bt & 40 N 4% 24U 1 3 47 3
(pooled within-class standardized canonical coefficient) °

MBS X e FAR ST AR L 2 7 ik A S8 % 0 3L BT RF 3R B 4% 31 % (holdout
method) ° LE G AR ARG EAHERE 2L RHK 5 — 0 ML E 5 ey F 4
(construction data) * % — 3% 2 Bl & F SR SRAE BT A 5L 5% B 64 B35 A #H(validation data) © 35
MR H BT RAKBRE AR EEE » TR % 2k BB X A
HEP|FARMBER - EmHA BB ZETA o sbsb o R RAGH] B S48 7] & BT HER

hul
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REPUER - BB RS RA >R FTIRGE RS T AR RAZRZAE -

(D) MRS

R AT — B A P S RS EEE (objects) 8y F R & Hi(information system) ¥ &
A 0 T A ST v BB AR 2 45 78 (attributes) P 4L R 09 — A BA A AL o MAARL A A1
B A BT AR o) SR AR & R R A 3R M AA (descriptor) ¢ AR BRI T - BAS B A
(condition attributes)¥Z ;& % M (decision attributes) * 318 » B A VA EAEMF X F 3 A 47T A%
% i % % (decision table) (Pawlak & Slowinski 1994) - #dyik 5k ko9 & £ > BLARSTH ik
FEH o BP9 IR R KA B (decision rules) 3t HA§ A H#EIT %A 0 AERDESET TR E
SHZ B e

ERREARZGBZESLS=(U A) > $U={x1,x2, " xn} & — A R RMEIESLS > B
A BHBERAZEEEA) » Vo kT BB ALK (Walczak & Massart 1999) © 44T —
BAEAN T EB @ & &85 A #4953 B ¥ (indiscernibility relation) » BI#§ UM 2
L BIB); REEHMMESTE(x, )EIB) > % HMEXa (x) =a () B THxcfeyd
4 TUE BT A& #0443 89 (B-indiscernible) (Pawlak 2001) °

RSTZEHEMAERMBRARES L LG8 5T RUbE S (ower approximation
sets) ¥ £ R UL 44 % A~ (upper approximation sets) © FRAMES R TESNE LT F T
BMBAZES MERANESRTESGNZIAFTA THENZES (Walczak & Massart
1999) %A — KR A %S=(U, A) > XSUHBCA » dndbf® 7T & £ LA P2 BB T
TREMES EB(X) w1 LREMEESBTRTLEB(X) MHAFZIEETH 5 ki (1)
# X (2) (Pawlak 2001) °

B«(X)= U{XEU | B(X) € X} (1)
B(X)= U{XEU | BX) N X # @} 2)

M LR E ST REME S X £ 5% R % & (boundary sets) » Hik T B 3K 4 #
w8 4& & (rough sets) * T ki X (3) °

BNs(X) = B*(X)-B+(X) 3)

ARIEA EGE - FEAX X B AEBCA BT R KILESZ EAER up(X) i X (4) - W
card(B«(X)) & B«(X) ¥ 4 #H % U % & ¥ (cardinality) * card(B«(X))&B-X) ¥ A Z L HE L ¥ -
AF0<pusX)<1 -

us(X) =card(B«(X))/ card(B"(X)) 4)
FERSTY » 7 —ME{AFEEe9E L5 - ALK B % gk (superfluous)wy Btk - 3%
IND(A) = IND(A — @) » Bl B tkaifs & % 45 B, 5 T Blai A 7 7T &4k ) (indispensable)
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Bt (Walczak & Massart 1999) » B b > #F 24 T i 4k b 5 aRoy i bE - (257 50 48 30
B AR M AR ARST Y - B BT ARk K 2 0 B B
J& & (attributes reduction) 2 4% « B M (core attributes) ° b 3F 2 3 F 7T 3 by PF k4B 1R
(discernibility matrix)Z&Aw 2A F#] 5] » AAT & 5 (Boolean algorithm) K IR i 48 B M #1450
B -

& % # R (decision rules) & Ik LXRSTHT sk Kff th 2 & R - T H ByRSTAE it K 04 &4
Ruh o BAEAGEF A o Bk RORH A KPP R LRST 2 A A R & %64 — 41
e BA—FARAFXB)  ELABMM(aV)ZA#E  $aEBAVEVa > #ZHAEXE
VA T H(and) » &K(or) ~ FE(not) ; ZIFHEZ KTk (Pawlak 2001) © Bl H 3R A HA2T &
s — 18 % 5 % (decision table) * L BHA=C U DHC N D =0 ChkTttBk  DEF
B - BMAGIFTERT LS = (U CUD,V.f) » fokTHEFAZXFF » Blaz i
(Pawlak & Slowinski 1994) -

F B a A B CHE o 5 A AL M3 B IE DX T R RS EABE > A
aiy kR % 4 B M (D-superfluous attributes) * & T 4w X,(5) © & Bl > il T T 1 B ik 5B
(D-indispensable attributes) °

=

POSc(D) = POS(c-ai/(D) 5)

EBMEELSAFT » RT R FBEINDD)Z £4 @ #2 B1w i 7B PE(D-core
attributes) © MIND(D)#AEMF BT Z kN F %4 B2 45 ik 5B M (D-reductions
attributes) © 5 #7 k Rk Z £ B F BT 23 de T (Walczak & Massart 1999) :

1.7 ik 5 2R & 72 M)(D-space) W & A% 3k #¢ & &+ (elementary sets) °

2ARBAHEESTER R ERAETRAMES

3B AP % A S OB M S R R SR M

AFBMEAZ B ALY - KBS R B I 4 Rk R B

RRRBTHRFARERZERLFRRER » X (= 1., A BEZ LR ES
(C-elementary sets) * Yj (;= 1,...,n)2% k5% 2 3w % & (D-elementary sets) ° B Desc(Xi)
=> Desp(Y)) TH# 2 & (C, D)Z ik FAA] » BT T A T dw R (if)... B (then)... ; &R EMEH
ot oAk KB B BE - L R BT A R (6) Rk o

{ri} ={ Desc(X;) =>Desp(Y)| Xi N Y; # @,i=1,...k} (6)

bt

A€ RALE HWEEX CY, 2T 2 EHFEHETHERRAD > B
RERANLEEE R FEAREZITL  AFE BRI TH ook
M I+ (Pawlak & Slowinski 1994) o FH b » 4552 & h 2 R RA B &k A RIFOG LA
i HAF R KRB 45 R R AL B — ATk - T B AME AR R R AR B

e
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RETRKZ -

REBEZRRAABNER T ai=>d > RTEBME a2 M8 i BZREEAR B
BRF d 25 A mib TR FREGKFETHES kﬁ%mzh&’%&ﬁﬁ
RKEATAEFEZ BMAL > VAR KRR FiEmAyHRER -

2 NHREFE

HRZEBHLLELEOENZIHRBAMALR LT ERNELET AL REEE R
SMFIRIERR T HRBAMAR A GEFEFSIZI0ORMET - MAE T &2 ARE
HIAERR] o Rl AERE ~ BA S REEK > BRERGGHEBEMRS - A Likert R 89 &
LR G E SR HHEREALTSHCETHE)  40GHE) 350 (Ed) 20 (R

BYRIGTEFRmE) -
RHH LA RMATH > A B REE AR BRAAFLEL (LRDEH ()

FEKME QRBE®LE DB R G)HEE (6)L1k) Aﬁ%# EA5SFAT Q)ABBSHF
~10F A F B)RiBIOF~25FIANTF (4)RiB25F~50FIAF (5)#RiBS0F) » 28 & £ 5
(BEDOESREEE QOKRMEEEL QLER S EEE DHRREIMRERIEE OBBR
BHEE OBBEREEE NDELEEDEREEE Q2B E LR 9T TE5a
HHREE (1B ETAREELRERSHEE ID)EAXMELEE 12)BRZ MR L
¥ (IB)AERATHHREE IHHALERTAREE (15H)  THEERIT (LF
() AR BB P] Q) BEA T B) ) » 2HEFFF (AF(D)5F AT QRBSHE~10
FAF B)ABBIOF~I5FAT (DRBISF~25F AT (5)ABB25F) M2 35 HBAE (L4
miﬁ(m%%@)wamwﬂﬁﬁMm 2t BOTHBERFE  FEFaiEr s
ZBE % R ABARCGRIE RRT) » BAGRR L@ R E)RCAGRRKERT)

Pﬁ?ﬁf’ﬂ%‘ FhtRERH LB EB AT E 0 BT AR REMLE 0 L Eik
1245 R E A AE G M40 B EHFEABME B X EBRE SV A - M A
HRZEWEETTAMEERANZZHHE  REEATTHMAE X Tt EHEZ
M R EEMBOERARBRA > B A ST S5 RITUERR
é%%ﬁii:—u;%i% REBEBAREZELE S0 ¥CHABTIMRAREENRAEFS - A

LGP Z R AR RE TAAMAEEZLIEE TSR A Bl RRERA
&i@%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ-ﬁ&wf&fﬁm&zé% °

AARZIARIEF L Gh EEHRTHIEFREAFEARRKBAL - 35
HEAAR A 4T &L R R RS o Lk 0 JF = EHHE/TSEMAR X,
W T E AR X Aol AR il% PHZER S ERKEZMETHALE
RAFey 3 — B S B BVH M o k4R 0 5 5142 FIMDASIRST# /78 JE 7 o JasE X 2 48
o B RLERSH -
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AR RANGERRA TG BB RGRMANGRGEE B LTS8 BFR
TR M RS X3P E SR wmmMﬁt»ﬁﬁﬁ$%$m@£~§ 2 e, il JE ¥ P9 AT
AR T BATER M R F AT o B4R 0 FT R PAF R AMDARBE R BATRIR AT 0 BT
RSTHE X Z i H - MDA MR 5 & i A T A B (= H ~ A ”“%A PR
5 YL TR BT S) SR 5] AL E RHR R (AL B BT A B ~ N B SRES N B R K] AR
WYy RHEF AR ERA) > 2 A ARAMDARE XKL %t - 215 0 Himik
CANDISC % $ 45 5% % # > AF 11BN 8 AL BAECANDISC S R A 4747 > IR

R LRA IR A EREE - B EE —MAEEMDABE X >z At miEhEX
b BMDAK X X & n B -

R _EFTHL 0 RSTALR TRk F 48 B o4 BREATBE X & # - A RMAER X A4 Rl ag &
AR LTI - AT E TN A RSTEX FAAMAARR G BT L HAEE &
MR XRERRRBZREX > AL - WEBRSTR AN » RIEZ X XLREEERE T
AHF TR WS by B AL SRR R AL TR A A BT R AR R S - S IE
WAXEEEZ TRHEE - MBITRSTE A DM Z AT AT R A H T H S HETWE
DB PR SRR R LM S ARAATRBBELZ B R - A HWEE > BITH
Rl R EH o EREEH 540 S RG AKX T > EAF LB E A R TR 0y E
Az o FEAFIHR A S ﬁzﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ RIE o AU IRIBEZ A B BUR
NEAFRFRUNZELRSF  EIRFANESLS > TR FAZRLARD EA“}’( 81t
(generalize)iﬁi ffi ft.(shorten) % ¥ » 1 % ﬁiﬁﬂifg‘ IR BB ERIIX

R 3 AT AR

At REFRERIRFTOH A ABIEE > HRAT » RSTHE K G o 4L & HH2 5 15 A
Z M AERAEE ﬁ%ﬁ}%%%’rﬁ%MDAkbﬁx Lhoda bR AR EmERRLERES
FRAE R R R AT o BT RZ AT > B /ALE RS A LT B R
AR #i#%ikzxi %ﬁéﬁ TR A HAERB AL -

B TR

— - BEAREDL

MR Ao EREAAETIMAFR  F— > BAARETLERE > AL
ERELTRAYE EFLEHBALRE - F— IRABLAGAZIMOMG TSRS THESR
BLEE AR AF 0 ARG T % MA%%%OQ%L%mx%Eﬁé T mH O EK S XEHE
o Bk ﬁ‘:’%’—'ﬁﬁﬁa/—\%ﬁ%ﬁ‘? WEF B RIER WA R T A EAITRRE
YR E o4 0 AEDR GRS AM Z B AF -

—fxmE E%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ¢ % ¥ B 3 KA % (maximum likelihood, ML) 3t
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BSHAH - RIAMETEARMBM TR GRS % B o H e 4k R AR A K
oo Ay o~ B RAER BF Hﬁi‘“ﬂgﬁ? Tié FLo 5 AR R A G R H S
25 %-0.482 ~ -0.274 ~ -0.187 ~ 0.034820.424 » 556 R BL X AR € AR A EF] 1245
F o At TR PAFRARREOAE T EELZBEOSBEL 5k -
FeAE K B E FFARAZ AE 7 & 0 fR4EBagozzi & Yi (1988)Z &3k - AHF HM5 b X ARl e
¥% #E (preliminary fit criteria) + ¥ #%8% X, i B Z (overall model fit) &AL X, P9 & 45 4 i BC JZ (fit
of internal structure of model) = 7 v # f73F4% ©

(—) Bz EARERE AR
AR A% Bagozzi & Yi (1988)Fi 4% th X i r A2 BE X ay A RBCHEARES © ()T ReA AWy

REGR QR AEURLAERERE QOTMRABRKRYIFRER - X0 ERERT L
HARAE » TR ZARE X TRA aflER £ ~ PR RIMAA R o

KA AR M AR T X A R Bl o9 R T1E - RIF R 2R RYARENS R
ZAEFAE T TSI REGRERNE AKX R Ry —EE%E - Lk E‘J

WM EA T4 REG R DR EAERE > FEBEKXKEREEE G S BT
%%’é@%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ukz%%%i’ﬁémiﬁimkF%%3@ﬁ£°%
Aii&%ﬁﬁ’iﬁ%EQMw%ﬁ%%%Lﬁ%W%ﬁiaﬂma F BRI R
FOMEX  FERARBMEAZE - ZAREREARER TR BN EEAZLRE
T2

(D) B2 EREEEE A

Al R X Bl R 2 B A RSP X EA R T AT ER R A A e R AR

o M RAB MK Z A E AL R T i R RITEBOBEAZFTHTALFELN S
155 e AF A XA E G ZRHRABRNBE  RAMZ A FHFERB LK - &
M RZARABRL1245% > MM T EHE—MMERALELL S AREFHSAHEAF
AL R B FIET B X B AR S 2 84% 0 BRI F Z i isiz &4 o ok K
¥ o 348 B BO 38 35 4240 NFI » TLI (NNFI) » CFI - GFIS2AGFI% % X #20.9 © & — %
%%ﬁ% SRMR %,0.03416740.05 » 75 #F & — Atk R BCill Z R4 - RIF L2 4+ 45

P R RZIBREMR F oKX AR @R E L SARERRTRELRE XS
ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂz FL G AR & FLAE o TR BP SL IR R T AR R B IR A At -

(=) Bz REEEERCE R
B R R A F O R R A AR - M E— TR N A EREEL o AP RN
& 4382 % A8 Bl -F 7 (squared multiple correlation, SMC) ~ “F34 % 3 & (average variance
extracted, AVE)¥Z 21 % 12 /& (composite reliability, CR) % % s &5 o &1 RSP HIET 40 - K5F
"2 A8 R %8 B SMCA#+0.35820.58 % ] » AVE{A#:270.5 © HCRA1£0.88 * #4454 N &
AR ANARAE » BTHE A A RN SRR AR EATHELIHERN -
BT o @R R X oA X e by R R A RARE - B X B AR ABEX
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ML SRR 2 07 @ AT BT RARARAR R A T AR b o BT AP ATIE
W PR BRI R TR - SR A RWH - B R RIRR S F
A% R A R MR B BT MR R A A L EAMEEIARL

FEA -

&2 BRERERE Z(AFHERRE

i @ 4 A FEER S fbst IR TR (51
o | 01 0.54 0.54 0.02 20.16
18 #% 02 0.65 0.65 0.02 21.97

TR B 03 0.42 0.42 0.02 17.31

& P WR s 04 0.36 0.47 0.02 18.68

TR RS 0s 0.42 0.57 0.02 20.82

x3 : AIBEXZ 2 HMEHERRE

A A S ¥ ¥ S ¥ A3 A2 AEAL R TAER t{E
=y A X1 0.56 0.68 0.02 24.79
1§ 4% Ax2 0.45 0.59 0.02 20.90

R Ax3 0.68 0.76 0.02 28.55

L 929/-T 2 A X4 0.63 0.73 0.02 26.97

TR EE A A x5 0.56 0.65 0.02 23.56

=4 BRERAZEEERA

FHBIEAT %2 df NFI TLI CFI GFI AGFI SRMR
EERE ) 77.29 5 0.97 0.95 0.97 0.98 0.93 0.034

=5 RAREEREETER

PR ¥ 4 SMC AVE CR
=K 0.46
1B 0.35
R 0.58 0.47 0.88
K 929/'T 2 0.53
TR LA 0.43
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0.57

B2 : HEMmEAEEREN

ZEBBRRZIRAEE

B R PARRAR A A L 1245F 0 REBATIISA AR SRR A Z &) o AR AR
Iy K4 D 12 R B B M EETH - ARG AARAFREAINMBEE 57
A KAEARBAZ A6 A T A 09 R BRI - B AR > SRR S AR AR 1 1008
JR RN A A AR XA Z AR EH M A 1100 F £ A X RHE o Ry F AR A S
VI T B AR R AR R R AR R BB K o B SbAR H4 0 12996 F 249 F)E A K
IEARSLRIZ A o TRl R AR LR SRR R X AR S 21 E AR B N R de k6 o FE1R 0 BRI
BRAR AR EFHRAMDABE R AT R E M - BB BRI RS RZA
MR 4t e Rk TERIO -

W RTT 4 > £0.0515 S KRE T LN PTAEM N8 EER » 2FHFIRIIM 25 H R

LLFARMANEHRERFAE - 2T B REER - B RFRELRSF5R
MEAFEAR TR L EX R P EEZARE > RTAHREHSEMBE A X &

RHERE  BRAFUPEMDAKKXZ LR - T— 8 AoFRE/TESER
Mo iRAZ 0 KR8 RORKRI0F BB AT EZ A& T > BdhARTEHE o B
th BLBE M 2 OF AR R R B 0 SEAF SRR SR AR B 5 BURNSE B B BB AT R AT o WA AR
HERZAR AR ZBMAR] (A% > BR/MCHR) » #EETH S5 B4 5] & B RPTH A
SRIMUEFERZIHERTR -

&6 : AR FRBIFGLARET R

AR ABALIET B4 A& CHAESEH Ha

S bk A8 # 296 335 365 996
AR A B B 82 86 81 249
& FAR R AR 378 421 446 1245
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R7 : MDAZ BEEIGTEMR

t

P 3 P Wilks' Lambdafi o 1E e
Xi n 452 601.135 .000
X 1B 4 630 291.087 .000
X3 % .594 340.052 .000
Xa B IRAS 696 217.020 .000
Xs T BT A 786 135.383 .000
X Ha 5] B e 3 1994 2.924 054
X7 2> 8) Sy .990 5.222 .006
Xs ARV & Vil .996 2.126 120
Xo A .998 1.193 304
Xi1o0 T H AL 998 1.001 368
X1 THH SRR .990 4.896 .008
<8 ! IF Rk E 2 REE
AE JLAE B R B HEBIAR A A8 AR PR R % RAGARAE G R
1 2.816 0.859 98.2% 98.2%
2 0.051 0.221 1.8% 100%
O EHERIK B R ERETE
E YLAE R B Wilks' Lambdafi o A WA A
1 249 1372.556 22 .000
2 951 49.391 10 .000
10 : BEHEAIRE{LIERERE
P 4 SR AR ] R 1 SE LA R 2
Xi .660 -412
X2 450 495
X3 379 -.346
X4 294 298
Xs 097 253
X 006 217
X7 053 -.239
Xs -175 258
Xo 276 028
X10 312 096
X1 -.527 -.304
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=11 SR EE A NREE S MEREZ MDA AEFER ELE

NG EAA AT 2 R AR B A (%) ST B AR B R (%) PRI (%)
R+ 83.2% 82.0% 80.3%
BT A % ¥ CANI1 82.9% 82.9% 80.3%
P A % $CAN1+CAN2 83.2% 83.0% 80.3%
& 5 R 84.4% 84.1% 81.9%
# 3 M RCANI1 83.3% 83.3% 79.9%
#1245 M R CAN 1+CAN2 84.4% 84.3% 81.9%

RO ER F AR - IR AR R A A DR i R A

Wy R8T A 4n IE HLAE B oy HZ A A ESR BA AR R 2 0 EAFET L H
Aoy FEAE R B HES) o ROBAT EMLAE B % $ 2 Wilks' Lambdafdl ~ 7 {8 #1453+ 88 3 1k
WA T H—AEESER] BB AL LA RIFZIAFHEEES - Bl SRR
kkmmkﬁﬁ& EATHEIE TR AT Z AR 0 HON RS ) R B HOA AT B R R R

— RAMDABE R /T4 © M RI0B] & &8 A SR AERJHE P ZHEMGH > THY
ﬁ&ﬁﬂ“& SR AP FZH PN DAL R BERLE o

T TR P BERETES SR F ik FRREEN SRMAR - A EH
R rREENE  ERAETEVEGERZI SR - B ERZ 54755 > £ilAT
BEXEME > AR KR ATER h 2 E AR 5 B FARAMDARE X 47548 0 4
SRIEERG R - A RFRITAEZMLIEA AN LR ZAA%  BRIECK) »
F MDA X £ € & A2 n#E-1) B HE > 53] %58 ECANIHLCAN2 » £ 5 Bl A b
MBS R BT R A AR e IR S4B B - B 0 BURR KB Likertor B 0 AT BAEAEE SR
oM o ERE RS GIEMET B ik o IE RS B A S A A e B
TMEVE & 2 48 E BARYE - A A IR T RRR LT TR AR A 2R S4B 5] 4t o Ay
RS o

WRIZGRIERT o BRI MR FZ 5 AEETRITA & HoRAEN RS L4E
R-leEpmtakREE MEAEREN RBELGRERZ T LoEM%8
SRR I o BOERE MRk o A R LB R A BGEATH R 2 M PTG R
%&i%%&&i’f AR AR KA FARAT - Ao EEER ST REFIS0%A

o ML R MR A Z T » RN R4 7] 5 B2 30 B 3 4R A & Pl R AR N IR B 48 7]
Aﬁ%m B Ak b IR B KX R EE R » MMDAX RIE S AL R &R R EEF
81.9% -

S BRSmZIRER

RSTH BB A T A BT EF %88 T HB e 7 R BT HGEZ T/ AW
AARERLRARSTZ BT G AA M ER AR R A AR - Bt B
WA KT ERRA LS B RE R, ﬁﬁﬂk% AR -
AT AR - BATRSTZ o FAE X 4k » 3E3K IRESE$R 8% 1y 85 & #+1E
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B WAARSTZ > #EF (AL /A LMKA AT Bt F— SR st A Eai
LI R o RAF 4% FIRESE KBS b #f#4L 7 i% (global method)§ ik 4% &) F #Hhm A dn &) > 3
VAT100 231 8k F FHE & 3 ALAT B X Rk ARt ay o 2] 25 - B 4k B AR 23X 80
BATEHAALR I - AT HY » GABREM FRAENERFBESHSFHIE > mIE
AT AL AR 0 B BRI S I SRR R BT XEAR(100 © 1A RS E0k) - A
AR B A R TR A S o AT BB R Z E LR BPIRE4: 121
Bl (N RARAR996 : Al XA AR249) 1A K IMDAKE X A 48 F 64 o Jh st -

B FE AL B AR 2 098 AH 0 AR A B ik (exhaustive algorithm) 4T 4 # 45
MZEE  BIREERZETR B A —EERBEES  EAI0BE R HRET - &
LT HIMITEE - BB LHHITTE R - ARST oA b 3 k34 B oy o 4A
AT o Fa AT 5 o TR B d B AL L B M S R 2 B B 4% - KRBT R 5 5
) R 4 ek B M o EEBE M J7 % (global method) ¥ 4> v By 31 75 7% (all local method)#k 1 BT A 64
AR R o BRI T R BRI 0 R R BLALK A - da 0 mA A I R Al AR
REE SR FENA > IERR AR S #m E A RFORA P T ERE N -

HpM ke B A ARBTATHRFRR - @ FRAXBERL > REER
(46.9%) it T4 o A 3k 0 A EAT R HL A 89 7 1 (shorten) 32 #81b (generalize) A % « RHF R
HR0.1% K ARRR AL - B — R & BRI H RS Z AR EEE > RB KRB
X Z EAN AR o RRBFZ L4 & 12 > L b LA BRI LA~ A
HZ B RETRAAERETHACAEZEEE GRS - dRI12T 4 F R FAA
Z FAALAE 50.8 L i AL1A %0.98F » RST o 24 K 2 B XA AR 7T 1#80% » & PT A 3AH P 5k
% o 2 BT FARREA DT B IR T X P AT A AR FHRA TR L4tk o B A A
A8 5 o 5 BR X 380 145 A d By AR bk 7 ik 2 ok R AT 0 3t AT FAAL AL B AL S Bl ) 3R,
AL RImE13 -

12 BIEM A ZRRIL(G.)BRRS{E(S. ) BUERER
#ErEE | S.0.1 S.0.2 S.0.3 S.04 S.0.5 S.0.6 S.0.7 S.0.8 S.0.9 S 1.0
0.1 752% | 752% | 77.9% | 73.8% | 69.7% | 69.7% | 71.7% | 60.0% | 37.9% | 68.3%
02 | 78.6% | 78.6% | 772% | 78.6% | 69.0% | 683% | 71.0% | 60.7% | 38.6% | 79.3%
03 | 772% | 772% | 76.6% | 76.6% | 76.6% | 752% | 73.1% | 74.5% | 38.6% | 76.5%
04 | 772% | 772% | 759% | 76.6% | 74.5% | 71.0% | 77.2% | 759% | 63.5% | 77.9%
05 | 772% | 772% | 759% | 76.6% | 73.1% | 71.7% | 73.1% | 78.6% | 76.5% | 76.5%
06 | 73.1% | 73.1% | 73.1% | 74.5% | 78.6% | 70.3% | 72.4% | 79.3% | 78.6% | 77.9%
07 | 71.7% | 71.7% | 71.7% | 69.7% | 74.5% | 67.6% | 72.4% | 79.3% | 793% | 76.5%
08 | 703% | 70.3% | 71.7% | 69.0% | 75.9% | 69.0% | 71.7% | 78.6% | 80.0% | 73.8%
09 | 703% | 70.3% | 69.0% | 73.1% | 78.6% | 67.6% | 72.4% | 779% | 793% | 74.5%
71.0% | 71.0% | 71.0% | 68.3% | 69.0% | 683% | 69.7% | 71.7% | 77.9% | 46.9%

ololele|e|e|e|e|e

o
=
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=13 ZHEFEMTEZEL(G.)EEES. ) BERER

AREE | S.0.1 S.0.2 S.0.3 S.04 | S.05 S.0.6 S.0.7 S.0.8 S.0.9 S1.0
0.1 | 76.6% | 77.2% | 77.2% | 73.1% | 62.8% | 53.8% | 34.5% | 0.7% 0.7% | 52.4%
02 | 71.7% | 73.8% | 73.8% | 73.1% | 63.4% | 559% | 34.5% | 324% | 2.8% | 62.8%
03 | 724% | 72.4% | 73.8% | 77.2% | 77.9% | 74.5% | 703% | 69.7% | 17.9% | 80.7%
04 | 745% | 74.5% | 73.8% | 772% | 745% | 71.7% | 71.0% | 70.3% | 51.8% | 78.6%
0.5 | 745% | 74.5% | 71.0% | 74.5% | 759% | 71.7% | 74.5% | 73.1% | 75.9% | 77.9%
06 | 745% | 752% | 71.0% | 73.1% | 752% | 72.4% | 71.7% | 73.8% | 76.6% | 77.2%
0.7 | 752% | 752% | 73.8% | 75.9% | 73.8% | 703% | 72.4% | 72.4% | 71.9% | 73.1%
0.8 | 73.8% | 73.8% | 70.3% | 71.7% | 73.1% | 68.3% | 69.7% | 71.7% | 78.6% | 76.6%
09 | 752% | 752% | 731% | 72.4% | 752% | 66.2% | 67.6% | 72.4% | 76.6% | 79.3%
G10 | 724% | 78.6% | 73.8% | 662% | 64.1% | 65.5% | 69.7% | 73.8% | 80.0% | 81.4%

olola|alola|e|ele

P 78 484l (generalize) » BPAE AR R A RN B Z Bl - L P A —fxkk - BEH
Bl PR o ARFEABGELE M RARRFRANBEABE=) IrREEES
(B ME=11 % 4)(Nguyen 1999)  Jwit > Bl —fERFRA AL G AALE  HROSEE &K
By F B - B S AR H R R R R AB > Ak TR IR K F o 2N AE
HE 0 $2 FH 7 R sl R B 649 38 e o

1 f 1t (shorten) » B Z45A4F ik KA A P 2 B BAT 45 0% - 2 LIRS R Y - A
WAL SO RREA o AR FORRNE E o AR AR R FORA] P ey B 2 R R ey 7 K
FlEr B - Fa e FE - Bk b e B M R A o #8(Bazan 1998; Bazan et al.
2000) ° 4o B FAALIE F o4 E o ALEA s ARG R I JE L R - B b 0 AR R K
B SELTR BECEGIRE T > AR AEEEOFE AR LR ER
WY S HAL o B BhRRAEFAAL I LR E S o 2R R — IS IR SR AL S A AR $h R FOR AN
B BT

JRAE FRAA
(Quality="(3.5,4.5)")&(Delivery="(3.5,4.5)")&(Service="(-Inf,3.5)")&(Years="(3.5,Inf)")=>(cl
ass=2[16])

MR RRBIA - SHIE RGBT NA3S5~450 0 REEHENA35~4.5% @ "%
NFA3.5 5 ((InfR T T IRE &5 K) 0 IR EIRAEA B BT 2 8 09 sk L FF 43.5F A E(Inf
AT EREEEK) MAEREIF R AE F2HAFRB) 0 £1100F34k T4 F 1A 16
FEAFE -

AL KRR -
(Quality="(3.5,4.5)")&(Delivery="(3.5,4.5)")&(Service="(-Inf,3.5)"1"(3.5,4.5)")&(Years="(3.5,1
nf)"l"(-Inf,3.5)")=>(class=2[161])
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AL R ERBRA  FREH ST NA3.5~45% 0 ZEERNN35~4.5%
MR AS N FA3.5 0 SLA A5 ~4.5 5 (B HF BB BP & N5 5 0 BEJETESRAEA B BT B 2 3 84
PR H B35 A L M3 ST (AR R AR AT AL EH P €My E
28 (FH/B) > A1I00FEINRAH T RAI61FTH A S - HAAILENERT o IRFF
Mo aE FE B AR FEE R -BHARRE OO HMEB M A%
& o LI BAZAS AL A — R BRI R KRB B S TR IRIE R 5 A H(16% 3 e
Z161%) 2t R RBE;AEEZ TG LI BLFRAREZR KR FaedhmH
&g FAALIE -

A&k R HA] ¢
(Quality="(3.5,4.5)")=>(class=2[234])

FALE R AR - S RE R S T AN35~45 0 BIRBEREF > AEF
2H(HF4B) 0 E100FINRAHF F EA24FEETH G 6 - LB ERT o - £ L
RERABNSRE LR EB M RAE Y ETRE24ETHEITH M - ey
1R AR N BB IR R LAA S FEE o R HA 5 R RE T RS Rl
RE@EY o ¥Ao R AER - LAZR - R RAE LRI -

IFEENA ARG RRAANTHRIREF — FR-EHTETH - 22 Mt
FEAEYEER  HLZEHBRAAMEBIE— 2T BT :

RFHA
(Quality="(3.5,4.5)")&(Delivery="(3.5,4.5)")&(Service="(-Inf,3.5)")&(Years="(3.5,Inf)")=>(cl
ass=2[16])

PR
(Quality="(3.5,4.5)")&(Price="(3.5,4.5)")&(Service="(-Inf,3.5)")&(Flexibility="(3.5,4.5)") &(Y
ears="(3.5,Inf)")=>(class=2[11])

R RABT & o F AL 0 5T A A3.5~4.5% 0 REEEAN35~4.55 0 IRFF
W3Sy BB SEEABPT B A MR L FEL3SFAL ML EFER O AES
2B(FH/B) 0 E100EINKREF T EH16ZEHITFE -

Tl R R e 0 F R OGS H ANA3.5~4.50 0 BEANA3.5~4.55 0 IRFE D
A3.50 0 MBS NFA3S5~4.50 IR ETFAEANBRPTE A 0 R L FE A35FA L
SRR B G Ak > FAE H2FA(F4B) 0 A£1100FI sk EH P AN ETHIES -

EH—ERRATERE AR E  BH B4y B A4y REER LAY 0 ML
30 MBS L4 0 BREEEA B PTB A G B R FE B4 0 B E A FHE R B
S =R 2o dR L3RR R R HOR G F R F 2B IET (FAB) ¢
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WEADBYZRAXLER T 2EAHFEMI TR RF CEBEAME RTZ A
At Rt AL LRI R R REEGERT(FAR1.0) IFIsARERE RS S
81.4% » HFTH TTHSEGAE P REH - B8 AR IR A & RIELRSTH AR 2 R4
S BARER 0 B RS HO LS RAARSTR Ui o 38 A i 4T S 5E 0] 3%,

1 FIRST & AL JE B 3P A& 0 kA > JARE X, » L AR & 5 2 7L b A MR S 43
S (Ze : MDA)# R 3 > H e &E8 5 (A% » B RCK) LT A8 B - T3 %K
A Loy FEREE R, o AT — A0 SR BERE L IBAK 0 T AR R X AR T R
RRBAEHAEENERE - A KA RFEA X XRFBAEAFRERGEZ T » LR
AR Z S o RAR SN REG s REEE R A RERE AR R
MRy

ﬁRMﬁiiix%%Lﬁ¢’$m%Lﬁ5 RXBHEZ I > SRR RLER
WATF > ARIFRIBTFIGRREEE - HF— RZBRFR R L AT IR F H4591 4k
A AKX A F I 2] B4 1 120 > Br996 E |4k A A 246 AKX A A - BRI T
A LR REATARIAL B AR RAA] R BAIE IS EAA L 1.0 AR RH
Al AT 5 484 A S FATARGERE © SRFSA R U Z 8 R kT k14 -

W R 42 X R LE R T 4o 0 BB M SRSTH AR X 2 o 28 B T34 T 1#85.1% »
BMDAZ81.9% &1k » dar AR AR X AL LB > AEH EAABMBERH AL
W ERE S AR AN 2 T3 AR 587.6% 0 B b ABAL R T BLAk AR 5 #A B AR
z%hﬁﬁﬁéﬁz%vﬁ?%iécmﬁﬁﬁﬂwﬁ% >RGN T L
92.5% ° B4 MRIAF Tor » EnfABRIEHB R L —BFRIFZLE  ABRBLIE
ERS R AR CRRCHRMEE AR5 iﬁi'}Aﬁ&zfa DRI VS A o WA RT
Ju 0 RSTH MR Z R E FA2 P ErE B LA T 0y RE - H oSSR
THRAREEAERKRE  Fo— 8122 5K a9tk g -

>m

1B~ B EER

RSTHE R & — AR A kg Sk KAk At P AER Al 2 58 7 % A R — Mg
AT TAR A RME RN - R > SRR RN L Loy o fai i ki
{%ﬁéé&%féﬁﬁi‘ﬁfiﬁi)ﬂ C R R A RAART I S AR IES IR R R o R
FRAN M EAEL  KEERAELSEETH LRSTH A RIE LG T o4 7 ik R TE
Al FERER ﬂﬁ‘é#ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬂ' 5T R R H S F AL BARBRRES -
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#14 : RSTHMRNZ T XERFER

FAR 48
B — R R IR CGR R =37024%)
ABEET B FETE CHAEEFETE REE
ABAEIETE 68 8 2 87.2%
Bt JE 10 51 14 68.0%
CHitIE™ 2 8 86 89.6%
B IR R BRI (R R R =49784%)
ABAEIET B4R H CHALIEH AL
ABAEFETE 63 7 2 87.5%
Bt e 7 78 10 82.1%
CH B e T 1 3 78 95.1%
F R R IR FEGR IR A =51541%)
ABRBEIETE B4k & 75 CHp T kv 94
ABBEIETS 66 5 0 93.0%
BBt JE 14 69 7 76.7%
P CH B ETs 0 6 82 93.2%
5 va R R SBRE (R SR A =39231%)
ABAEETE BB IETE CrBfE™ REEE
ABBETETE 66 5 2 90.4%
Batt e 9 61 15 71.8%
CoALJET 5 66 91.2%
5 RR R R R AR =48284%)
ABBEIETE B4 & CHALNEH AL
AGBABEIET] 67 14 3 79.8%
B4 AL & 59 8 77.6%
CHALIEH 4 83 93.3%
ERRIBETFHM
AR BABLIEH CHAELIEH BREE
ABBEETE 66 7.8 1.8 87.6%
B e 9.8 63.6 10.8 75.2%
CHABLJEH 1.4 5.4 82.4 92.5%
4T3 o dR AR T =85.1%

f J& AIRSTHY & ¥ @ A MR A+ > Chang & Hung (2010)4
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