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Abstract

Ever since the booming of global e-business and its severe competition, e-negotiation has
been getting popular and become unavoidable in the future. Among all kinds of communication
mode, Instant Messaging (IM) has unobtrusively changed and influenced user’s communication
habit. Text-based IM not only provides high feedback immediacy but also allows users to have
more control in the interaction process since it is text only communication method. These
characteristics make IM-like e-negotiation model inevitable in the future. However, compared
to face-to-face communication, IM lacks non-verbal clues and therefore more and more IM
systems provide emoticon function for users. In terms of media richness, such emoticon function
may affect communication behavior. The purpose of this study is to explore if an IM-like
e-negotiation system with emoticon function will impact negotiation communication behavior
and then the rapport relationship between negotiators.

The subjects of the experiment were divided into two groups: emoticon group using
e-negotiation system supported with emoticon and non-emoticon group using e-negotiation
system without emoticon support. The data collected from content analysis applied to
negotiation transcripts and questionnaires. The integration of qualitative and quantitative
methods could provide more thorough observations on the relationship between emoticon
usage behavior, communication behavior and the negotiation rapport. Overall, the emoticon
support function increases both positive and negative social-emotional communication, which

have positive impact on the task-oriented communication afterwards. Furthermore, the positive
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social-emotional communication has positive impact on negotiation rapport while the negative
social-emotional communication has negative impact on negotiation rapport. These research

results have valuable implication developing e-negotiation system.

Key words: e-negotiation, emoticon, negotiation rapport, social-emotional communication,
task-oriented communication
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presentation) * & " /& i 8 @A B ZIALEP R OR GG T AR - B KR AT RIEGRS
(Bordia 1997; Thompson & Nadler 2002) * £ 48 ) 4 75 #k 7T £ B i i7 28 25+ 5
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Culnan & Markus 1987) e XL A H X F ZRMBERX T > k2 FE T4 L > LG 3]
BERA I TRM > RN BAFRSEBXFREFRAL > ETRSEMIHMG
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(Socml Presence Theory)ﬁ?% WA E A TR fi“ PEpE e B A A B e e
il R E S UL o R NI ’,?GFL BHE b TBFH%‘EJ’%I‘Q‘Jk J& (immediacy of
feedback) % #£4% & (multiple cues) ~ 7& 3 % Hc Ti(language variety) ¥ 18 AL & %k (personal
focus) v X 4 /% (Daft & Lengel 1983) © & 7 # A% 4§ 8. - JEZ3R A SEF5 & B AR F Y
YERE o 4 I8 04 F T VA B HUE F (Daft & Lengel 1983) o L @ E& 3732 34 B30 4 1 B4
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AIERPRF R XF B8 0 H b 0 AR A AR BT MR P 69 BERY e 5 (Baltes et al. 2002)
{240 A B F AL B R, - B CF R AR Y S L e BRI K - R B AN
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T VA NS Oy fE B R b 69 X #1412 98 (Thompsen & Fougler 1996; Sanchez et al. 2005) * &
T35 38 9 & 09 &% H (Rezabek & Cochenour 1998) » 1) B J5 i3l #t 5 04 15 4% w7 BhA%
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BB aY R SR R B IEA LT REAIRREI  RIFF IR AT A B AR
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XFHNE  BEERFRFAENRG T o R REFIRGITE 7 & > Derks¥
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PP oo Ak R ¥ B ey R AT IRIOE & R A IR K o BARMIBL R 0 RBR TR
FEZREBAFFROEERZRETGREFIRT S QEMWE ; AAHH o A X HA
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AL #5 BF B2 (work group) 84 B8 B KT 5 & ¢ AL € BoF 8 L1 75 5 &) 74 3@ (Bales
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#E o AT AL B U % (Benbasat et al. 1995) » dy7h4% EiB@ g ey fide - iR OA
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HEACE A L BILEH > A IS REROBRFEREGEATHERER (A4 E
WML AE) SAEHEGRE o & THEIEBN B IEPTEFOEE A AR — 2691z
FERE 0 B PSR W88 T R 5 R AR ) P BT AR AR R AE AR B R 0 IR AR

N &S Ar i8Rk 5 B B S B 0 B — & A R R R IRAF (material sourcing) * 4 B
— & F#H K ik (transcription) » B = % ¥ 45 47 2| (unitization) > B vg & 8 B &
si(categorization) it SR B F AT A% B 0 FHR £ 5 E X % #5(coding)(Srnka & Koeszegi
2007) © & T HERN B oM B — IS UL 0 A RATHT R 2 BARR - B Ed R 4
A KR AT BETHBEROE A RR - AR A3 @ AFRKEALER
4% (thought units) & 37 2] K » sb Az 2| 7 X AR F % 43028 & 38 669 F42 K]\ (Simons
1993) - mAE A B E 5 7 @ © AHF %R vABales(1950)4% i 849 & $ i@ 42 2 #7 (Interaction
Process Analysis, IPA)BER! & £ B 4 » 1,4 Srnka ¥ Koeszegi (2007)/2 &% £ 3% 3| Pr{e Fl
By 3EMB o BEINE e AEEFH e R T - 42 547 & (procedural behavior) » 3%
¥ 48 B 2 ¥} 3% (extra-role) ~ %t Z A&k (offer) YL R HF 72 BT 4 77 0 R A5 9% Ak 4248
BAA BT JFeydFE - % KBFRAN B AT 694 B m k357 -




KIGFFRER LB HIERRRI CEE—BE RS LD 183
&3 RETIMBEEE
E EX | V&4 5 4 BARYE
kTR E Bales(1950)
1 IE & A T R R WO AR R TR B S Bales(1950)
BB & Bales(1950)
RTARE Bales(1950)
2 A mAe R AW ’& TR A Bales(1950)
P3N &3 Bales(1950)
74 ) & 3R Bales(1950)
3| EHEREE M ISR RS Bales(1950)
) P R Bales(1950)
BH174-F & 7B & | Smka $#Koeszegi (2007)
Ll Bales(1950)
KO i R~ Bales(1950)
TR Bales(1950)

[

4 e A Ao b 0]

RIR-XF A H 2

Srnka $2Koeszegi (2007)

RIR-E A o HF

Srnka $2Koeszegi (2007)

SUR- 4 15 Ty AR

Srnka $2Koeszegi (2007)

ThE & Srnka $2Koeszegi (2007)
I 1 A8 1 64 45 9 Srnka ¥2Koeszegi (2007)
5 AT 5 EERrOrs] Srnka #2Koeszegi (2007)
47 Srnka #2Koeszegi (2007)
DK New
DR K% New
(s New
6 R e -
SEE A New
| New
8ol £ £, New
(y) ftk New

7| A e H
8 I 3 th < AR A

Srnka 2Koeszegi (2007)
Srnka $2Koeszegi (2007)

hH-EBLEH: AEaH

AHF AR P oy 3k F e 2h A4 I&E\ﬁﬁ%‘l&ﬂéﬁ)&’i » kA ?i%t‘%gif’%‘
FRMAEE > IRKR "TEFARRE ) MR Kk TE@E, TRERTHEFEREZ, cHAEARNE
S H LB R Bk 0 R AAARER R P A AR 0 FF B ﬁﬂ%‘&‘lf’fTT o




184 SNEE8R F+tH FrUH
T4 RHREREREEEET
P 3a X% 378 AE SRR
B1%1 BRBHAF > HHRARAFEY
B 142 BRBHFIF > HFRASA BRI Greenhalgh 1
K123 izzkéwl‘# AR RA M R 5% Chapman (1998)
BitR4 | k#HF  AbBFOIAEE Moore 5 (19995 New
F1%5 RRHAF  KRAHF Rz AT
/F'J ’}ii‘ (ER5 ¥
— - ZHESF
AREBREAME 2R FH 50 AP ERALI02A > HRBMEI2A - 28 THER

Sl B RFEEN FHARRBEAER > REFRAREWFRIA Loy 5085 5k
Ko juphRAGE AL HBAFTIOA P BERANHFIOA @ FaBiEie k5FF -

R5: BHEEEFEH

3] 08 40— B a— s
T R Z#ERIEF EE v -
3 % 46 (65.71%) 40 (52.63%) 86 (A)
e 24 (34.29%) 36 (47.37%) 60 (A)
| THREAE] 52 (74.29%) 64 (84.21) 116 (A)
R WA 18 (25.71) 12 (15.79%) 30 (A)
o~ 70 (A) 76 (A) 146 (A)

ZEBEMEH: ABSRENE
FE B oM 645 2 E 8 RER 5 R¥E Srnka 1 Koeszegi (2007) P72 64 W & 5 #7 iR
2 AR EEA TR RBRIZTEAEAN BT EREA — Y EH8E - £
B0 5 RHEIF10707 845 - P B8R4 665618 F 42 - #H18 am A) A 405 18 F 45 - ARIE
Guetzkow's Ui 4T % #%5 3% M) 4% 40 242 & A2 Bz (Holsti 1969) » £ 45U =0.0338 » b R4F
KA VA 18 K BT 7 649 HE Bl (Angelmar & Stern 1978; Graham 1985) » 3845 B4 & F o4 845
MEMS R o My FAMGA T Y A — R4 #51E AT L Cohen's Kappa A ZE1Rk 4 #5135
J% (Brennan & Predlger 1981) » &8 W R %1% > &k #Cohen's Kappaf#70.882 4% R » &
#Kappa 0.869 A% 4 - 0 1% 3| JE F 4F 64915 /L (Brett et al. 1998) » 5] B AL B AR AR TR R
By > Fa4A B E—"H;é'] JT:IEE M $7142 38 % (Srnka & Koeszegi 2007) © i@ i#Cohen's Kappafz & #

‘?“fé WAL G A H AR B W diﬁ.ﬂi“"*ﬁ(é’]%%E%Q*%Mkfﬁéé‘”%"r AT o R
v R R LR B XU R SRRy 5 R B AR R 0 e B R R KA AR

immfm%ma\ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁmazu M -
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P~ B REREITS

— ~ FULERRET DR

(—) BERHITAERFIRIR

HRERER (40%k6) » BAAREHRIBAOTRA > LERKAHIFM (54135
>38.54mEHF ALY - LREE S MERE (71.63k>49.31k) 2R AR Ao
R AR (81.58% < 91.43%) T fE 3% A by R # (7.53'Rvs. 6.49:% ) HL&H 5%
(3747.37 vs. 3772.29) W 77 vy » Rl B AR AY £ FE o

HREEREREED S  RERFARLELAALLERT (o WHRERMZA > H)
M EERE (o CEFME - REEFRERLRE) ARENERR  2ERE
R ZBEREHRBRERDRO RGBS RRANF LS G HAED T FRREATE
SIEMMH TS LREMRRSNE  RERG ARG ELA MG EE -

6 1 BE AT RREBEROM

48 5] #H82 n— BB t— a1
i ii%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ AR R e
2 64 91.43% 62 81.58%
RER 6 8.57% 14 18.42% - 0.084+!
A RER (94%) 38.54 54.13 -4.583 |0.000%%%2
o AR B 6.49 753 1238 | 02182
A KB 4931 71.63 2867 |0.005%%2
B A ¥ 3772.29 374737 0582 | 05612

Ui JA Pearson—F 77 # 5 47 L35 R 5 A SRAE A o) AL o A B RS Rogp & -
245 AR SRR R UR R AT XA R SRR N S A0 A R AE B SR AR AR BN S BB A
Ty Rk (pli<0.1) 5 "R RTIEWEE (pfi<0.01)

(Z) RIEFENERER

R 40 P B 404k ) R E AT IR A RTIRSHT T o b 0 AR TEREAIE
RAreehHBay R AREEBICHRFFR > HrH A HELTER L FHF
Mgk ERAGER T (0 R T ), F e ASAL . AR LM RS L
HART - XM T RTETEH  AARERFESRERA DR TRA  2RE SRR R
TR ABOLFET5.00% 2 % - ERAEA R RIEFIRMEA D aeeg R - LR
FIA X FREREFROARRAI571% © k8 KREX T E » HBRARE LR
ARRAAXFERREAR  BRERAGOHRIRES RE  LEHEHFEMYIER
RIEHIE - MR AR R Ak e B s - KB IRE M RBAI % #2500k 0 &
AR BBIR - B R A G R R A0 B B 09 0E & @ R AR 3E - 23t B kAT
R ERINASHEBREAIE CRERBETH  AGWWEEHETRERAF
HARFAIRGERITE - AR ARARARBEEREAI > ZREGAETHERMERE
R AL R AR S A mAL O R A 0 FIR -




186 SNEESHR £+TH S0
R7  RIGFREAARIRE
éﬂ-;’] kL pa & A v | B2 & AL
B HRA— R IHEEHR| B B EHEFRK
Btk RALAT R A3 45 64.29% 19 25.00%
. 15 R R SR 25 35.71% 57 75.00%
RIEFR " oy
15 N K ERA RO %) (5.71%) (55) (72.37%)
15 R b AR RO O 1) (30.00%) ) (2.63%)
8 1 N KB REFRRERRER
/A& . ) #HRa— R EHEEREFR | TRa— L REFR
Prons R A
A AT RE EEa RI EEa
ag ) &S 7 26.92% 97 38.80%
E@E 4 :D Ll N 15 57.69% 53 21.20%
ik N ) AL AR BE 4 15.39% 42 16.80%
& ¥) RAs 0 0% 22 8.80%
- ( s 0 0% 11 4.40%
&R o 'S £t 2% 0 0% 13 5.20%
TR 88§ | e 0 0% 1 4.40%
23 8ol AR 0 0% 1 0.40%
&3t 26 100% 250 100%
HEERMB Lot RERMEF > B LRI E T RARERFEFIRSEA HEHF

oy RFAR o A8 R F AR Y £ 848 & B 9% (Rezabek & Cochenour 1998) ° Witmer#2Katzman
(1997)#=Rezabek ¥2Cochenour (1998) % 5148, » ¥ % & £ S R R B H IR ERT
REFIRAER ED>FMEA132%86.1% - Wg ZAHRERE SRS 2R FH 215 0 £
IR 0998 A B #a 7Y A B BR 3 im(Rezabek & Cochenour 1998) © £ AFF R+ » K4t
R X B AN R EFIRE A RBERA TR A - 1278 5H1E35.71% » tid
TR RERZHEFS  BAKREFRGENTECEZEH  WwiREE T AT RYE
18 °

(2) BHBBAE

ROBTARNATE > BT R AT H R BEILH] (RE30M B %58 1HIR
) o Hob o dAREARAEAABRARKEEGN A @S ER  BRERIT
A& R E AR A N Em ARG RGRE 0 B\ R IF AR B A B At
R GEE - B FF R TERIET(Af=8, p=0.00) > X H A% L 3% R EH LR oh Ak
CHER R B FF A FEAR P T AR P HBAA30.66%80 3% FiBEITE R
GHEREE (SEREER)  56.68%BEHEaEE (ML) s mERA

B oo oaE @
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Bl A 35.32% 03K P @ AT L BAL S R EME  S2.17% B ekl - TR TA LE
FESRAE AR ERE  AE LS E R SR E G HERE -

RO REHZAAT RERRHEA LA

T AR gtk kg RN | R kR AN
B ERAEE (S| R FAREN) 915! 22.59% 15352 23.06%
ami g H ARG (& ,é FEARAER ) 327! 8.07% 8162 12.26%

1ER S ki 476 11.75% 600 9.01%
ek A 1820 44.93% 2873 43.16%
AT S 25 0.62% 129 1.94%
3% A e An B2 i 41 1.01% 136 2.04%
Fif 3% th 2 A% 447 11.03% 567 8.52%
&3t 4051 100% 6656 100%

VR 3B REHRE Ry Rad - A EakEFREL26% : 8 aBEFRE0s
A AR R AR TRAY o 4R EE R ARAR214F ;A @RI RE36E

bt

—EBREEER
(—) REFEEHTZERERITAZTE
AHF 723K FIMANOVA R B 42 £ B B CF A28 A & S o R FE A SR 9
FIE AL T RBRRITS c TRERER  FAHER %%m@%é@%ﬁ
AR +58EENEEP=0.00) KEKZ2HEHARESIED R i&%ﬁﬁ’%*ﬁﬁiﬁ
ﬁ%@%%%k%ﬁéL% KE7% - R ANOVA ST AT F AR TR (Xk10)

7N AN

B AFAMAETHERBEITSL  TRAMAERAHRBA - BP4E £ AWelch#Brown-

vWiE
Forsythefxuiéé?—ﬁﬂ { B AT 09 T &R TS+ 4o *E\%é‘]é*%’:(pZO.OO) o 0 IR
FERFZAGIERFE A RN D RACETREDERAITSL  RHLARHRBRITS

KA IG ety B % - Bt o $%nm&ﬁ@%WﬁMﬁmw%Z &io

Iz

#10 : ANOVARRTE — X ERBEFREANGER BN S BRBBZR

Ha HH AL J-35 ANOVA Welch Brown-Forsythe
e | REBEREAEY 13.07
Jf]? o - 0.00%#5 0.00%#5 0.003%#
T i 1 ¥ REAAR 20.20
. _g:_ KA
o S K 207 0.00% 0.00%+ 0.00%
T i 1 X REAR 10.74

Pt | & 7 I % B8 % (p1i<0.01)

W ER  RATAGEFFXFEARKX LA TR T L wRARBEEH
mﬁ%ﬁﬂ%&mvﬁamaﬁﬂ%¥Mﬁ¢%ﬁ’%ﬁTﬁiﬁﬁéﬁ%%&%om
OB R R A o WAL E B e S R EHMA A E L8 2 34 E by £ 2 (Short
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n

188

aMJWQ RAFFREERBHE T RIFAIRA BME D F e 5 ey @4t & > RIME O ER
W R EmIEERAEITS

(Z) tERRERHTHEEREB R E

HARER AL T FX:‘%‘ SRS e EAM Y MG AFRIERA S L@ EITHRE
BRI HARAR T » B4 REAG R R E 75 E 6 ki LA R 5 ) AR
(GA%1%R*=0.61) - ié éfzzié‘ra Reid S e Ad S A BmE Ea B EHAQ
=0.00) * P & d AL G H R R A R T @ iR 09 B E H(B=0.50)% FH A IE @ ARG
Rk (8=0.43) - Hb o BRH2M L FERH2a L H2b % 173 £ 3% -

BE o ARANBRBREEAEAIEN SRS HATHERBFEAREH T REZ
BERXEHEZLE > AN TRAEHRB MR EINAGER KRR &R k117
T oo BHRBEREAREADREART  FAROACHRBEREHEH T REAR
i@%@%%§@=mm°@%iﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&m%“%%%m¢ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%“
(HBAR=0.71>FHR4R*=0.50) - HEBRERFAREASRAT - @A
R il A HAME S G R %ﬁxixﬁmﬂ:@%ﬁ%:\ LAt RE -

M —#F 52 4 R 4§ 4-i8 X Kahai ¥ Cooper (1999)#9#F %45 R » BATH E @ & @it &
RGBT AN AL 7 E ey 0y Bl - SRS RTRERNEGMASHRBETHE
A EMAR EERAERERBEAEFR TG E N i e RAEAL Ik - MA
@ﬁ%%ﬁ%kﬁﬁﬁ’%A%&ﬂ%ﬂzﬁ AL o RFHAF TS BF

WBE IR ER AR ETIHE

=1 T ERREEHEBERER AR —HERER

A% JE G FEIER? B & 1% ¥ (b1) t 18 i
ES & AEF by i il 071 JE @ ARG R A 0.43 5.27 0.007%
ELEER (p=0.00) B @t R 0.51 6.18 | 0.00%#*
%3 A ] AF @Ak 1 R i il 0.37 4.30 0.00%#
RHEFIR (p=0.00) 050 A @A G R 0.52 6.13 0.00%**

D RmFaiias (pli<0.1) » T+ k8% (pfh<0.05) » AR "+ | RwIEFEHF (pli<0.01)

(=) HtERRERRTHEEREBHRHNBERE
AR EA N EH L F B MG BES S AR TR A G > 0 &R
RI2PF 77 © B RKATARARBIT N o & REBEH E & T4 MR H il #5035k Hl o2l
A0 LA BE OB EP=0.00) EHEaEE FEF(P=033) AT EFRLETHE
BBl LA E R 0% B HMA(8=0.35) M A@mASERBEER S A EB=-039) L
M?%ﬁ%mhi@éﬁzié BBl o HH o HAKRIEAR L 4F - 2H3E TR H3afH3b
L“i%
b SFBEOFRER S EmAYHRFEETRAMEHIG 0 A BAETHER
B A e 4&%’”’?&1% BREFEGOEREADE T EIREHENEEAL &
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% o4 JE AL M R R 18 g S BUBT 09 % 7 B 1% (Tickle-Degnen & Rosenthal 1990; Derks et
al. 2008) * W AFF R o AEF ey R A HAE LR F PR AL R BAEPE TR
AFEAEHERRANBTRASEDRABTHRFR AP EREOBE T
Fl @ 4268 RABUEH To @ Hh Sk H MR B E e -

F12: tEEREREEFERBRYEAFIMERRIEE ST —BEEAL

R AEHER ARH by | n | mEn

) » JE g ARG R ik i 0.35 3.54 0.00%:*

’L‘ffuo 05”2% 0.16 & @Ak R R -0.39 375 | 0.00%
' B hia 20.12 -0.99 033

Pesx | kIR A (pf<0.01)

BE ARSI AHRBRAETRA T
B BRI R 13FTT o

A B BAT B HAE B R 00
BIT AR FAEA 35 R R o Ak el B Bk 4 BL AR 3 oY R
BRI (R2=0.19, p=0.00) * R ZFE R FFREA DG H R A £BEER(P=0.18) °
AACERFEERYy > FRANLAGHASCHERFZAHAE IR GE T ABEEDE
HEmA R A B G R EEA R BEETE - EAMER S A H A E S e
BB E BT ARAREIT N — 0 MABRE - GHROERBTHREEHASL
FlFB RO L AR TR ARG X BRI RGN AT ERE AP ARG
REFFAE MR FHERGEGEGTERFERYE LA EHWG - SEREATRL
A &SR3 - 3 R R E AN - R E L BB R T o EAR kR T
VARIER SRONIE R R HE A IR T lﬁbﬂt AIE A - i}*”‘n%ﬁﬁx%ﬁméﬁ&?iﬁ
Bt % 8 7 A - mAEE xﬁ?iiﬂéﬂﬁ%%ﬁ«% C B E TR 2 SR KT
HEABEANE  MAABENH

F13 I B EREBRRTHEEREBRHRAFEBRERZ ARSI — 2 EER
A% i FEIER B % H 1% % (br) HE B
PO — IE Ak 0.34 1.89 0.06*
FyToe ’ (»=0.18) 0.03 B AR R R -0.26 -1.37 0.18
HE R e kil -0.08 -0.34 0.74
s48 . i AR @ R i 0.40 333 | 0.00%**
Py (»=0.00) 0.19 A At Rk E -0.33 -2.44 0.02%*
H R ey il -0.17 -1.15 0.25

T kom SRS (plE<0.1)

(M) B ELERER
B3I AR T ER  BIFa L2

MALARY I HTER o F A%

Dk RTRBAF(PIE<0.05) » M A& T RoR

B %}“{7},?2}—'\)5}? ﬁ'

SITERMT

Ik % B4 (pfi<0.01)

Bl HPT A AR » HBAKRRRER
KET G4 2RI R
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n

190

AL R AR 0 S RAE A A HRBRRITS 0 B HIEE @A SHREH
AMEFH RS RBAEARFNEQGE - #3¥% %J?F'Jp MRS AR BAEFNDE - R ﬁ-
B —F W B ST HE B 0 SRR 40 AT Y 5‘*%7”%‘% A M R R
FIFe S BRAE A A EF TE R F AL ARG TRAE T - TR EH 2 KR4
REFRAL R s > AL G H R AR Té"‘@%i@w Bk F oS B AR ﬁ—‘?i\ﬁ]ﬁ-@’%)ﬁ%
CEGHEMBRGNEL - RZ > AR THRBBENGLEAGYUBE

EEiE
Mean ‘%@/%1@ ’ sekok
(b) 13.07 E{?) 2'535
(©)2020 / (a) 0.43%** T
(b) 043+ | @R =061 \ (9 @R =016
(c) 0.37%%* [ (b) R*=0.71 ’
) (© R=0.50 DR 010
ESTIF ¥ c
(1) ZHe R M A3 JEB O e
Q)% kAW A% ki
A
(a) 0.50%**
Mean - ke ok
(b) 0.51 %% (2)-0.39
b) 4.67 e b
Ec)) 1074 \© 032 Ec; 033
8 @ik g
R ]

3
(a) £F ¥ 2 34k K o A7 B R
(b)4H¥ & %35 R IRME A Ao H B AN &R

() BH 4 3% F Ak 7 9t L o A 0 T W A AT 45 R

ns R FABAFEAEGER > T RFEE (pH<0.05) o ey RFEFAFE (plE<0.01)

B3 : AR BRSTHER

= e OISR EE R
CUERR- AT TN L S E SR SR S R R E S )
@zmm Boo e BIR TR BT RERBRENN - ARG RER AR EHHANER
C ARG R TR D) LR E PR H AR S  &
%%ﬁm%%&%%@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%oWAﬂgm%\ﬁ SRS
FRZAI xS T

(—) BSEREER LEBRERREMAEINE K KR
AR ERIZBFERGFFRMLE ARG IH BT » R A2 KRR RETFR
DA > AL TR A 35.71% 0948 A A A X F R R SR A 4 LR 8y 4T o sbBCIR AR b
Witmer#2Katzman(1997)#»Rezabek #2Cochenour (1998 ) i# %38 &7 1F64913.2%$26.1%1%
A E S TRARBRI o dy T e o daEA B L 0 F A 0008 A CARARUE EAME R R
AR s AF AR ERAT - MR EFRER RO R@RA -

(Z) M EBBERMSIERERERINEER » (8 T ERER LEBTA
ABE G oA 85 RAETE » ARG SRR A e e K s - R AR IR b Rt
FERAE N TR RN 0 E A ARG R R R A RN AITS - R
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PR B AL R d 0 AR H B M35 TI%E R F - HRESREADRYER
Mo KM4RI£75.00% © 3t HEB > SHEARA Lo RAFFIRAE R RE - ZRA R AW B)
EmieEREE (FHRM485.6% HBME 5iE100%) - MABRENEL  Thia
TEAEHH B AR S WIEREE GO SHERERITS - A4 AL AR
AP R B A PRI AR L 2B S 09 % o A L eyt R g kg d 0 13k
HA ke i 0 RN E TR iEETS -

(=) FEETEERERESIENEHEERERITE

BERBEA RV HRIR A CHR BRI EH T B A M MG 123 RHEHF—
3% a5t 72 45 R (Connolly et al. 1990; West 1990; Kahai & Cooper 1999) © K#F 7% > vA% L3k
ML BN ERA RN E AR AT A FEITS - BREAT > EHEATY
ARG H R R 1R 8 R % 3 ek ) R e AR5 ) B E 0 b4 R 1K ahai ¥ Cooper (1999)Z #F
RERMEADF -
(M) MtERMERRIHEEREBITE » B EFIFERRRAVEL

AFFRER » 2 ARRBERFEFRER DT AATHRBRITLEEREDERA
FodE MRS EEFEQBEBARBEEDE T2 AR LPEMROEAEY
b e RFERBGMES e B E AL A E - 2R BB ERAA
BHAARAREREFRERN DR TRATY > TaGERREAEBHILBEFT L
EIM BRI F I E R T AR ERR TR RBAGER - R A SRR &
MBREDEE TR MG NEL BARNER  MTRE-FHET AR LEEERT
B ALK A IRaE R - TR IER T R R ek = o

RIFEAATHOME N ZET AT RGN RF AR R M LR
AT o RAE AR Ll ey R H 0 IRE T BRI R TR — AR R RS
RAEXGHERAGEY  AEARNEAHRETEREFNTE A ERAREAR
TR ERR > TRMNILEERSEE > EHFHAPBHGAREZOTE - AR ER
B9 AL G R R g E AR 0 A @Ak g R R R B g s B R B4R o BRI
BRF ARG REARGERN DR > LAFZFEABRFHFRTRFPRGBE 0T
MEEF - mEA Q@G REFR > RAFTAF L TR RE LML A
Fo AR B @A E - BAWMHTRER » LR ARAERR BB BT
EH@mER  THRIRENTREXAEROTE - T 2ARREA TN 2F
Qo AR

> =
RN

METTAFMER  Z88 EETEBM A O RLRME - AFAHL LHEEME
EC N TR SR P Y DL Fe SO ASE SR T L S Y ]
AEGE A S FE Xk AR — IR T e LRk B T A BP RF
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n

192

1RGN B w R AB X 0 TR LR RS A TARA KRR L HFE R AE
ey —AE o B T ARG Y T R sk 0 REEE ALY R SRR R A kiR
B TR T A BB A R0y Bk o AUt RIEBIRTF X REF AL N DALy
A TRREAFREAFFFRBITEIAEHGOPE - SRER - RFFR L
CRFHmFE A FOIEABERBEAITSE  ENREEFTENEAITSE  MEH RS
e A ey XA EAGERBRELCREEZESFNE SR MG o ERAE
WAL R R A AR A A A 0 A BAE SR EE B A AR A e B e L -
BHRER > EREFBBRAABR LIS FEHEEINRFN AL TEXEREELEME
wEERATIRA A ZEA > MEAAT@OFRAIE > BILATEEE -

M7 EMERI  AFRELERA IR RFF RGN HRO TR heHRER
ﬁéﬁ@kéwm%’Eﬂéxﬁmﬁ~ﬁﬁkm&ﬁ&&ﬂﬁﬁﬂ&i%&y%%
%o RERALHHERBERITLHNIE S ﬁﬁ?&kﬁﬁﬁ&hD@mn&&mMMl%O
Rivera et al. 1996) * B @ 3§ hm 7 3% ] 308 X 4 AL s He ol R BRRF ] > 43 R A 3+
Hoh 0 BERAER W RO LR B BB R A - R R RFF R0 -
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