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Abstract

Many of the prior studies emphasize the impact of an IT (information technology) user’
s beliefs and attitudes on behavior. Few of them address their relationship from the perspective
of individual differences. Given the high cost of implementing ERP and the benefit gained
from continuance ERP usage tends to compensate the cost, understanding how an ERP user’
s continuance intention becomes critical. Drawing on social cognitive and expectation-
confirmation theory, we propose a model aiming to delineate the relationship among dynamic
individual differences (computer self-efficacy, computer anxiety), static individual differences
(personal innovativeness in IT) and continuance intention. This study also investigates whether
an ERP user’s confirmation moderates the above relationship. Through a field survey of 305
respondents, most of the proposed hypotheses were supported—individual differences affect
continuance intention either directly or indirectly (through confirmation or satisfaction). The
relationship between personal innovativeness in IT and ERP continuance intention is negatively

contingent on knowledge half-life. Finally, confirmation moderates our model.

Key words : personal innovativeness in IT, computer self-efficacy, computer anxiety,

confirmation, knowledge half-life
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SEARMAE (ERP) 24 BMOEMARTRLAL  EABATHESE—&
(Wang et al., 2006; Gattiker and Goodhue; 2005) * £/ F A X AR KL 5 T - Ayt FR -
CARRAEZ S ERMERPASL » A RAKER - KRB —F @ WHEHIEH &
BERPA % » H ¥ A REE R B EHK - A Bk E3E BERP 2 A (Hitt et al. 2002; Legare
2002) © RALE A THEMERPA &% » F R HEA L EHITEHE K% » BT H1EERP
AR IEMIEST mwwmamsmumm Wang et al. 2006) * & AFF R AL » Kb E
mEAE A R EREHFGIEMERPA K ATS - & A ERRM - Hoh - A BMEARL
RAIT# 4T % Eﬂ“‘ﬁii%'“’ﬂﬂﬁ*éi&““‘ TR R WA R AR R BRI
Bl L% » &L4&: A #7 %4432 3 (DOI; Brancheau and Wetherbe 1990; Rogers 1995) ~ 3+ & 47
243235 (TPB; Ajzen 1985, 1988; Ajzen and Madden 1986) » YA &R F} 3 4% 2 £ X, (TAM; Davis
1989; Davis et al. 1989, Compeau, Higgins & Huff, 1999; Agarwal and Karahanna 2000)% °
R R o B S A AR B R BB A E ARSI % 0 RIRFHITIT S » HEHR AU
A (Beliefs) + #1 & /% (Attitude) * 1E &I A AA K G 3632 » ARBFH LM T HE
AT & 6w R E &% % B % (Japerson et al. 2005; Karahanna et al. 1999; Bhattacherjee 2001,
Davis et al. 1989) -

T AT R ey A AARBITE R HZ TS AME ~ AR FEARER
BEEAITERMIT YRR F  2AEHTE  KNBFRLALE £

C e E R ARSI EER A SN ET TS
% AT R A AR MITX B E R AT 4 2 B % - 4w Ahuja et al.(2007) ZMelone(1990) &
HR PG ISHFFRR Y IEZR  AARARITE  THREZHAIROBER
BUEE o SR AR T R BB A T AR PR FTRE] o B AFRAF A T B A
3432 3 (expectation-Confirmation theory )(ECT) 4 (Oliver 1980)& & ## » fu b [ 4 &30 5n 32
#(social cognitive theory)(SCT) | * Rt —EZH EMAIFHEL A TR EHEKX - £ B
VA B EE o

HEOAT e 0 B ARMIRIECT « ECTAN T A#ME R £ HEERITHER %
Bl A R AERE G T AT E - B4 A RBLMARECT R HM a3 Loy
—ECMRIE - B RS SEAR MR - M THEAFRANECTEAYE © B
R B AR R EAARS 048 Bl %22 - fldwKanfer and Heggested (1997)¥2Thatcher and
Perrewe (2002)% 45 ’Ekﬁ%%ﬁ&mﬁ%’ﬁ?Aﬁﬁ%’@%ﬂﬂkﬂﬁﬁiﬁ
(dynamic individual difference)®y %5 %& » 4n 2k #E (efficacy) 2 £ J& (anxiety) ° & R AT #L 4y
F o XBE2E ZiZMAETHE (broad stable traits @ #lde i@ RAP LY ) - HIFEAFE
442 €45 H (situation-specific stable traits » 74w B #7142 ) 548 -
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R GELREDEF RN EBYRE -

WA MR 0 BHE A KA (Computer Self-Efficacy, CSE) ~ & & J&
(Computer Anxiety, CA) ~ 18 AIT£]#7 48 /7 (Personal Innovativeness in IT, PIIT) =% K48 Z
YR RHEITIE A & 4 % % (Thatcher and Perrewe 2002; Compeau et al. 1999) ; i AT i =
AR F A RMITZ ARG EE > B AT EB - Al R B aMsr R - 5%
Ft A RN (HARKERFANREGARD) CEAPBERETERSFHELAE
B (Bhattacherjee 2001) » Bl gk » REFFRHFZABABH ML EE (TG A KAk THE
&) RN ERL (BAITAFRS) BEAZGCEBEVEHGEAITIERA -
ABmT  ARAEETHHEEEAZRGRHMERA L > FFEPCSEHECA » AERE LKL
{8 A % & (stable individual difference)®yPIIT% =8 R & » #3ME AITFERNL - B EE
(satisfaction) B+ &% 1 ] Z AR B oy Bl 17 -

AMA LGP RALZK  2AGHEYBAHZ I 8% WwERP £ 4(Puri 2007) °
2% (Ko et al. 2005)FF £45 th » & E R AERPA 4454538 /w - HERPA L& L2 A
BREX > Bt EABAFFEAERPALZ EMAE € 2SR - Ll fih
4 # (Knowledge Life Cycle, KLC)A ® 1% » A 2 H A KLCH & I1F(Acquire)
#1 4% (Organization) » # MR (Refine) & #% #& (Transfer)(McElroy 2003)% v ¥ L - %
Machlup(1962) #F %245 th B A A ey Je kA 43 - BT FE » A B0 %ALA R
By RiBIFEY - Fi 2 T sk F R (Half-Life of Knowledge) | 3 % © 48503 4 A AA L5
B AR EAT AT Fo kb A A TSR T @ K AR 038 K 0 Rl BRSO R BUAK
ZRMRORR - AR RAEA MG E AL > BTHRRFCEBFLA BT FR
Ak smdk o BB AKLCH LA o Bk » ABFREIKFPIT » CSE + CA# #5451 FIERP
AGERE RET Ok RMB R HE -

FI A » 4B7AERPA S TR A E F KMkt ARKREX ERE A oK 28
i RELSRE O RBXMARERITSE  HITRVPESCERTRE  AOEHH
BRAHZER - B AT R ARMEANY - JEAAERPZHELA - #ATIRE » —
FEGAARBERTERFPEOSRE TS RRATERY LR - TERASET
WHEFHENREE > FHEREARREAGEFEETM  BETEAAATHIE g
% — 0 ABFR B &R EIRTERPAHEL £ 7 4% 40 F 69 98 i (adaptation) $2 3 2 (acceptance) A
(Rajagopal 2002) * F ABAFAFHAER - LAY A EZH EE ; = BB L5
Ko REEEMEBYI AL RGRERPH K 0 ABFRR L EERPHEANCARK » i
AP B2 ERIRE o BAS L IERPY & - BRI ER -

$b4h 0 4R B Bertalanffay(1974) B7 32 — % £ 432 3% (General System Theory) @ 248 %
Bes—EA%AG  LRNIPEELEMAREAEL (sub-systems) * & & L2 M348
BB A EERLAL AT CHRAKZIH > AT EEHEIK ZARE - ¥ A
RITHEBICHAZZETRAKRK B AL TIRECELAG R -

HASHREL  BAFGEALTHE S0 ELXALILMARBGK - W
Kwon and Zmud(1987)3E F £ #7 #x 3R B > AF s LERP 89 &L 2 &5 o< BE F2 0 & 5 & B 46
(initiation) » #% A (adoption) * 34 i (adaptation) * $ % (acceptance) 18 %71t (routinization) &
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B (infusion) % » H ¥ Bd6 ~ AR - FBADER AT RR - mFE - FHMEEH
ALBEFL - B IR b 4 8k oY 5%, B (Rajagopal 2002) © i# X 64 #F 1R U #HE A A ERPAL 34
HBE > FE L MEIERERPAI » K % IRk 8k B 948 71 (Park et al. 2007) °
B ZHRARTFRE  ABKMEARKIEES - @R EERPHEM 6 i ikey 134z EmPE
4 85 43 (Ko et al. 2005) © FURLHR R AMBALF T R EE - #H5 ERPIE A Sk Rk 3k
AR ERERE -

AR > ABTR A B S AR G R m S BN R AR i 0 AR Z R Hy
B BB - ARABRREHR S — B BIREHFHRNERLBER T i
H 2 BR AR 2B E R4 0 HERP A SRR 0 RBFMEH TRBERLL At
ER%F > FAFEEAHZMEAERP R 00 > RIFE1E R B P SIEE > AR
HRAEEETERZ G °

A EHIRE

Rt R £ F A T B BRI % ) (Expectation-Confirmation Theory )(ECT)(Oliver,
1980) » " A€ 324 ¥ %  (Social Cognitive Theory)(SCT) (Bandura 1986)4 4% &3 3 »
BRAPEOAFFGLA THGERBERX o AT R G R I3 30+ B AITA] 37 2 35

(PUT) ~ B EB(CA)REN A KA (CSE) FMEAMI EHFM - #H oKk AERP
A&tk IR AESRIE (ECT)(Oliver, 1980) X #EAM ~ i &8 A H 8t A BB AR -
ECTHE 3 B 2 e A AT B H 34 2 0% & % BRIk B 2 174 (Bhattacherjee 2001) -
WAMAAZR (Jo: BHER [CA] » TR A KA [CSE] ) HITHERAITEE AL
# % (Compeau and Higgins 1995b) - LM A48 M F16 A% LA & 25 (FERM)

&y BN ET] 2 E R A4S A & B (Bhattacherjee 2001) ° H b » RFF R

ECT## » #ReHAAZ Z M4 » #HIF5EMERPA 2 &M -

A Z LA M FCSE » CAGBAITHM « SR EAZ L 5 MPITR B4 & M0
BAZE  BEZAEAHMAIAMLAERPA iR L AEAM AL MFE R ERE » - S P&
ERPA i & AF LM B RAAZE A4T > R AP RAHEBMSHBEEE—F M
it o

— REERPRAERREEATS

WK AR % Xk VA B #7332 % (Diffusion Of Innovation theory,DOI; Brancheau and
Wetherbe 1990; Rogers 1995) =+ & 47 % 32 3 (Theory of Planned Behavior,TPB; Ajzen 1985,
1988; Ajzen and Madden 1986) ~ ¥4 47 % 3235 (Theory of Reasoned Action, TRA; Ajzen
and Fishbein 1980; Fishbein and Ajzen 1975) YA B4} 4 43 % #2 KX (Technology Acceptance
Model, TAM; Davis 1989; Davis et al. 1989)(Compeau et al. 1999; Agarwal and Karahanna
2000)% 1R 23 IWHEAML AT R EfITSE - 3ERA LIRS OBELRL > 23R4T
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A& A8 AAZ A(Indivudual Beliefs) 3% & #1T#% %o % (Perceptions of IT)3 & & 174 & £ 1R
K 697 % (Agarwal and Karahanna 2000) °

B MAHERPRAKIKRA AR » T Lo FMRABEAZER G » K
ERP £ 4 #3k » K AR E @ e #F R B % > 4wCotteleer and Bendoly (2006) * Zhang
et al.(2005) ~ Al-Mashari et al.(2003) * Motwani et al.(2005) & Umble et al.(2003) * #3+ERP
HRA GBI ABRANDE » ST hak@RA 0 5 Gattiker and Goodhue (2005) » YA 4
¥4 PR ERPARAT AT 200 B 8 - SR d 3R PI & R A 89 Park et al. (2007) » PABA B
A HHa kIR RERP AR ST B - BRAIR G EAGRAY - RABAG T » AEA
A5 HARFEAALERP 2 Sk A 1% LR R MAT B 09 UK A4 B -

AAFRGEFRASEY » T5%REE - 60%R75 % ©% A ERP £ 4 (Gattiker and
Goodhue 2005) * & LIk MERP % 4t & K 3BTl o SR A 2k & ¥ 42 MERP £ 4% F #5158
B 0 T He A K Ak e TA 80 9% 13 24 2 (Gattiker and Goodhue 2005) © #3% * # #F % A4ERP
A G 8 Bk & E R R A B 70 %8 (Cotteleer and Bendoly 2006) © H 4% il % #ERP & 4 %
FAZ IR & & & % % (Wang et al. 2006) © H it © ERP £ %o i A H 3 2 46 & A4 #3000 2 44
HE R TR R MRITS -

HER AL AEEBEIMERTRA T P Z AR A | (Expectation-Confirmation
Theory )(ECT) (Oliver, 1980)#% 3+ » 3% 32 3 1% oy 38400 22 52 69 30 %n 7~ 1 38 22 34 (Cognitive
Dissonance Theory; CDT)#Efp 2k « AR THREL S ETE  BE EHAXITSE « LA
2B o VTR E R RARF A AL AT) 89 ¥ A (Bhattacherjee, 2001) °

ZOliver (1980)89 R4 ECTHE X ¥ » £ "H % | #1 T &5 & (perceived
performance) ; 4 F] & € % & & » Bhattacherjee (2001) 8] A #] % #E 3032 3% » KT H R A
B IFGEER s TEAEA (GeA RME) 8 THEME ) EE AL T HITHER
Mo kT E A TR R HR A8 R 09 B (intention) 94T % o BH o LH FE
A% (Implementation)(Zmud 1982) ~ #1%K (Incorporation)(Kwon and Zmud 1987) & % #.1L
4 % (Routinization)(Cooper and Zmud 1990)% & & % 4 5+ 4 4 1 /) = ] % (Bhattacherjee
2001) -

B 7 Melone(1990)#F %45 i » & A A AR B B L AFFHEN TRYITE BT
TR HRREARER G AMEFEEN  TREZH IR HEmB S - b
Kanfer and Heggested (1997)#ZThatcher and Perrewe (2002)35 th » IT #9455 145 i B » A
oY1E BT S - T FMEAFF S BB £ £ (dynamic individual difference)#9 % % - B 4B
BAFHELE  HEAERPA SIEPTE A HAERMEHEE - ARERIER ST
BAFFIE R TBLA  HERPEH R M T » AL S HBA - SRS R % AEAF D)

EZERARREARAE - FRAMERES  KFERPEA FHIFS A TRAEBELE TR
B o

—_“BEASDE=Z=ESN
HAFREIEE  MAZZSM G EMAALR T AFERGELS P EAZZSE



BASFBIERTESRREAR(ERP) SRR — it SRAER - IZHERIERA/ER 85

&L 3% 18 A4F M (Personality) 1 3% (Situational) & A 7 4 78 (Demographical) ¥ H % (Agarwal
and Prasad 1999) - 7 A& AT#F %% % & — F 453, - EAITA| 74 71 (PIIT)(Agarwal and Prasad
1998)( 3 & & 4F Ft M4 (Computer Playfulness)(Webster and Martocchio 1992)) ~ & i & J&
(CA)(Harrison and Rainer 1992) & & Jit§ & #% 2% #£(CSE)(Compeau and Higgins 1995a) % /& 5>
AAER » = 3P EEAR T AF R B S B AL A > F PIT S E 1% 45 504 (Computer
Playfulness) 1% & ### A& 15 35 4% 2 M 04 18 A % % (Thatcher and Perrewe 2002) * @ CA » CSE
AR 7 B R e M

BREMEAZRE  GIEEALZEEN  SESERREREDALER - wEAAY
ZRER R R IR B F o SEIE 3% M SR R o BB A R IT 845 & ¥247 & (Ghiselli
et al. 1981) ; m#AFARMEAZEZ > BIIEEA - KRB KM E > 4e @ (& A AR E &
(Thatcher and Perrewe 2002) © A £ F4F R 5Z AR M > REDME L8 T4
433 (Social Cognitive Theory,SCT) | * CHA LT FARMABARITLG EEE
0 SCTH8 B ABH BRI R B0 81T & - Wiz ®iT B4 fT 2 BMEA £ £ 693 % (Bandura
1986) ° %% (Agarwal and Prasad 1999, Thatcher and Perrewe 2002) % £ ¥R 1 & AL (T) £
k7 F 09 e H(diffusion) » ZEMEAN £ R WA BE - ARIFIRBUITRF > CSERCARE
R R 2 B A A £ & (Compeau et al. 1999) - & A& MEA £ £ B APIT #4743 -
AATRIGHEERPA K EE R EAMM  THANTE I RTNHRER  HFHFSHA
s #hAT (Wangetal. 2006) ° Bt W3R E T AAZZHEHERPA K EMEGE 4
BE o P BHRMEAZZREPIT) A RMEAZR(CA  CSE)HERP# 4#uft 1 2174
REEBE ARG TR -

B B A RAAR(CSE) R MBA LA LA FAEF I E &6 4 /7 (Compeau and
Higgins 1995b; Marakas et al. 2000) ° Agarwal and Karahanna (2000)#F %245 & B &2 /8
(Self-efficacy)(Compeau and Higgins 1995a, 1995b; Venkatesh and Davis 1996) & % 1z & 8%
FZ — » Venkatesh and Davis(1996)773%.2 B 4% 3% At & 384 B 4% (Cognitive Absorption) &
ROATE AT o b e o AITHER T » &0 A &K 2 A8 (Computer Self-Efficacy) & & 7 &,
SANEERT - HAHREIR L 0 ST A KA & F £ AIT(Compeau et al. 1999)
3t HITH £ iE & & i%(Venkatesh and Davis 1996) o H it > #3FCSE#H# FIERP A& 4% 3 &
AAEERHAT

Hok - EBRERCARBEAIERN A L » FldoiE ol kTR TH X
A5 4 453% (Thatcher and Perrewe 2002) © 5 A RH AH RA I H  CATRE MR
(dispositional)#» 3% 3% (environment) 5 [ % Ff %5 %25 (Marakas et al. 2000) - w7 E& 7 & & >
CAHMERITE AARE  EHAELEABEMIE EIERPA % » L ERE LT FEHiE
—F KIK % o 5 Compeau et al.(1999)#F R4, - TG A KA € 2 £ )8 (Anxiety) 5 12
Thatcher and Perrewé (2002)#F 4758 » TR E R THE TN A K2k ARF R P
HEFZFREERAEMALER & THMBEAEAIHAZGES - Bk RFRAHKRR
Thatcher and Perrewe (2002) 44 #3725 /73R 31 ©

&g o BAITAI 88 7 (PIIT) & 18 ABE & & X 48 F #7049 7 A4 & 5 (Agarwal and
Prasad 1998b) » B 2 M As S04 B T © FFsk A EA RO ERBEESLY ~ #
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ko AMRFIGE > BARAFBENMEA  BFFRIT - A Loy R R T Loyl
oo vABED B T4k AR (Uray and Ayla 1997) » B 3k » A PHT4HEA - BH A (%
PRAT094E 75 (Kegerreis et al. 1970) ©
%EERP% GHLEMT  FHREMELET  HEARETRDIFEEME RAR
%Bm TIRIRIFERPASRAR » B XS HH D ERZYBMERBAITES L ER
AW E B IRE AR 135 > Bk - ERP{E R % #HE B #7143 & & & BT 42 FIERP
AGAERRNEE  WARFEAPITHR /) #& HERPA A X F AR MEEZWHA T - 5
Thatcher and Perrewe (2002) &4 #F 72 7 Ba 2 i - B AITR| #7178 /1 2 7] € 4 E 0% £ JE(CA) »
& B RAAL(CSE) A A B d » B RS %E o
FEEE AR —FRAEIARKBEREEE  FLFRTHEREREX
BAZZER % LE-FREWERZRF - ﬁa‘%?‘%ﬂi}ﬂERPé%ﬁ/?ﬁi%%ﬁ ’ ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁt%ﬂ‘
BHEET R é’vﬁ%% i 7“5 — & i’\ﬁ’rﬁéﬁé’r%‘f@/\ITﬁJ%ﬁ“ AR
RS S » WA AR b o A RN B E &%*ﬁ'ﬁUﬂERP? vy Z Lﬂ"}?i‘\
e

2~ A RBABRMBRANE L

A RAERGEHEA B ZEAHSCTH R B R EFF T HEBEAZR
(EHETHARAREEHKER) » HETHFTHMBAERL (L @EAITH A E
71;PUT) B4 BAEH A LS TEANMEER - B RERFIHBALZRLAS
ﬁ%@AE%E%%ﬁT%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ’%&@ﬁ%~ﬁ%%vﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%ﬁ&
4 09 — A& 48 @ (dispositions) ° AITA|FTHZI+a MR T » B A K2k Ak (computer self-
efficacy; CSE)#2 % it /£ & (computer anxiety; CA)#& 3% z%zti% B AR A KR
Ao WARFRTE THREBEIEESMN > FFREEMAZEZRL > HERPA LKAEDMNERIFS
RO ERE &G ERDI B G o) E BRI 0 B RAF RAF L IR -

THa kg CA

B1: AHERENERENE (EAZEEEHGFEHFEERERPRL)
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1§ B 4% 2% B (CSE) K R AB A $HE 1 B 2RITHY 4% 77 #] BT (Compeau and Higgins 1995b,
Compeau et al. 1999) - i# X Thatcher and Perrewe (2002) ¥ #F 7245 & - CSE& & 0445 8 & -
HAITE A @R L Ed > LILRTEFHEMIT  EHEdERAITRER X E TS
2% 0 B bR AE B 45 AE LM (confirmation) A # & E @ ) F ik 0 RAITHEE ﬁ‘éﬁ, TAEN R H
By e l%ﬁ%f&mﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁm 5 L AR BT R $0E FIERP A & 3 3

B3 1 “a&& £ 415 FIERP & % oY #E A B & 0 3% 2 o
ﬂ%’ *2 S B RAAREH 451 IERP A 40y SR A B dg o 28 o

g &, [é(computer anxiety; CAVR &AL A HH B AITH TR THE oA TR T AKX
éii’i—f&éﬁﬁaa o HFRALAE 0 CAREKFME A H oy — fﬁ#ﬁﬁ“*’ﬁk;}ﬁ IR E R 0§
Z B3R BT R AP AR AR ST BLSE (Marakas et al. 2000) o B3 SLEE AT R E L EEAN T
%F@m@%%’w%%ﬁ Hé B 4% 2% #(CSE)$2 & (Thatcher and Perrewe 2002) © 5 — 7
& 0 ATEME R R AR T 0 S e9CA C HERPAK G A AL 0 Emitde c B
1 14 AR SR UK %i‘a‘a‘%*‘”@iiﬂERP% Gt B RCE BT EAK o B RIFA TR
4n3¥ % (Bandura 1986) > i R SIS B BH SIS ARAARI M ELZ T MBEYIMG =2
& Thatcher and Perrewe (2002)89#F 5% 4L & » HIABIEKAE1E 4L EEZICAIT LY

BE - BRF S REAFCARE RACSE— B F Z47T & 7% 845 ffa'(antecedent) (Compeau and
ngglns 1995a, Compeau et al.1999 Harrison and Rainer 1992) * 75 Bp & 1% i % #ERP & 4 75
ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%?%&é’]ﬁ% B AREARIEA A0 IEZ R 002 AE o Bk » AR !

BE3 1 BRGEEH NG B RAAEH A @B

B34 BN EJE 32 MERP A %o sE A & &l &

B35 TG BB HIFE B NERPA LM TREA & @B E

HEAAEZEMGET A —BERSFFH/IZLH/IERFTHMBAALZLE  EREEME

AH ek 7 BAZ (fldefs A FT691IT ) 69— BOMESLAS T M e 45 M - 3 M e € 3 8 3]
AR IAT S - BB IEBAF R MAAE R b &R AR A M0 L EAHITA F M PIT) °
CR B ABARIFEMHurt et al. 1977) > CHABAAHRK O L2 E LA EGHE o R
BMABERET AR AEEREZEIBE ST LA A #1409 E B (Agarwal and Prasad
1998) o AT it 5 3 [ BF 32 18 A # & 3R 3% 69 £ #7 M (Personal Innovativeness of IT ;
PIIT) * A K HITHY £ #7145 1 o ABF R AR I Thatcher and Perrewe (2002)895F %245 & -
PUTEZHETHKERM T A KX LA X - BLHAAPUTHEA » HAEE FE o F K
#Hey SF L REH Lol R & B A A £ % 893 (Uray and Ayla 1997) © 3,
A BAPUTH M GMEA » FAE LA B &6 A 150 R T RAT 09 TAF 2 E A H7 69 JE AR K -
#HMEFAERP# e tE ¥ & » A& APIUTH4E A & B A & eh A 12w RAIT T sERPAE
¥ RF LI A RRKMEE L -

AR IESCT # Thatcher and Perrewe (2002) » 3418 i % B4 & 5 ey PITH S 1 £ &
JEZLE N AR LTI A RARIBZE S © B INEE R AEALRIFEEN EmS
%ﬁﬁ%%mn%%%&mwﬁTﬂﬁ%ﬁM%%%@m’£%MWé%%%@%ﬁ
A B # & AERP & 4 6 E R R & 4 S 4L IERP R o T ABIME4R & © 8E £ A TF
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3

TR3Z6 : BAMITAIFTHEH T A RARA EFGYBE -

FRRT  BAMITAIF M T ERA A @BE -

3% 8  MBAMITA|#TME$HE AERP A 4 b9 s 30 LA By % -

329  BAMITAIIT L HFE L MERPA Sth TRAA Emey & -

4o AT # 4 % Bhattacherjee(200 1) #F %45 th » & AL MITH AR A - LG EHE
LRI ERMAFEERITERF RS - Bt KAFFRIER > HALAERPAZ & 1
B SR RN EEABEHS L MERPA %y ST €85 - Bt &3k
E

fB3%10 : 42 FIERP A 4 & 4 #3014

B2%11 : EAERPA % A AT

4 HERPA %ty S A E&eyBE -
% $H5 4L FIERP £ 460 SMAA E @B E -

=N P

B R G IERTH SN

AR RLGEDAREBLSGEBMAE  HHHEHEI AT L B LR Z
THANEEMAE  HFHRABIIAA X CERBRGERMHAT  MAEMERNE
HEBNBN  BEFBENERPERKR L A2XF S REAMMEAR » AEKRMEZN
% 2% & (content validity) & % R 2% & (expert validity) © #t4k » A&F 524k FI PLS(partial least
square) * EATEA AT OIS S R E MK o

— HMREKXKRIA

AR L RHERNEEFENHBRFRERBA - A2 BERAERP 2 G o) A R 4D
XXX LT RIAK - HEARAERP & SRAL A H HAA TN B KRR - T EEAMBAIT
BIFTREN FMEAN TR FHEMERPA ey stk - BEERETBZIHE - Kot R Al
FTATRIE - MR E & & #7% (factor loading)<0.569 F178 » HAE R E KX P& » BiEfTrbE 4
e ELE AR -

BlAFHE L REAMPTE > %A% 4 58 RJE (5-Point Likert Scale) 1 & & R
Bod TEFFREED, B TEFREES) ) - HASWRMED R RAREF RIRHE&A
B w o FBl& & PR N B A &M & 7 -F 35 8 (Mean) » % % % (Standard Deviations) & Alpha
{EAe FE3kB » 7 & 8 Gikir T B & A Rk 0 A B & 547 A VisualPLS 47 F] 7 ik % &
(Common Method Variance)Z 45 * [F] B i 47 #F 0 B K 48 5 B o8 A 3 A S0 b 4T F 18 4
e

FHBPLS R RAF & 7] 48 Bl 4231 & 4 R4w @ Alphafd ~ 5384 B % 4% #7(confirmatory
factor analysis) * A B EABHF REM T & TS M 69 ZAA R E MR PR 09 4T A8 4
VisualPLS 1.045% °
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s BHEMR

ABh EZALP IR ARG TR AT IR - o H7 KX L3R A PLS(partial least
square) B 43t % % F AT ik 0 48 A 3k 8% 2 VisualPLS Version 1.043 47428 547 84 4231
% G2 oM ik o B BPLS AU M & 7t &R 89 A #7 F (loadings of the measures)
Alphafdi ~ B3 B % % #7 (confirmatory factor analysis) + 4 2& Kl 6948 Bl 45 ~ A & AR HF
REMTETHAMOZAZENG - A28 LAAZTTABRE - AARKAR K
S 0 R VisualPLS#: R 2 5] 7 7% 4 % (Common Method Variance, CMV) * VA# 08 T % —
#8744 3% (Type 1 error) 2 % —#a 7% 44 3% (Type L error) °

(—) BEXRERSR

AARANIFSFEATABEAFTFERA T ZAETMEER > R H R
LB NARBENEMEAERPALMEA L L E > a5 X EZRRA @B ERT M
% AT TFEMAFEEG ) LB E 43800 0 ®H3134 0 wR3TH A
B S AR oy BAE A AEB305 0 AR E 5803 % -

AR LWMABE N A EMERNIREERPAKZAE R FMHA  F80B - RFRE > A
—FRAE B AT MIERPA S X A R A B EH - 25 HH T A F A o4 0 A3
BEHERSFE «c AZFHENBRR I L BAZLTHTEAITML > 4T 2 ARN5T% > Kt
AlA 13142 » BMARARM43% » Mk RBETZHEMREZRLAR - LFR A £ 21~30
RA954%(31.1%) » 31-40 R A 11342 (37%) * 41-503R H 7242(23.6%) » 505R VA L 64 H 254
(8.3%) * WA L EF T Asnih » A ARAL21RFA0RZME % > BT IS EHH —TH
A2

REAERE AL ¥ R)A2842(9.2%) » £ HH6842(22.3%) * K5 A 1354
(44.3%) » HFFRFT(E)A EATAML(24.3%) » BB AR Z A Foit RA LPTAEBE S o H
ZRAE B A L S EEAML(1.3%) 0 P EEH2842(9.2%) © KB E£EH 5045
(16.4%) » FE £ 4 A 22345(73.1%) * A RIA TR T AR B LA+ - B BATH LI
FIERP % &t ° i B AR A B &3t 09 38 R B Ao 8 CHT - ©

o 0 R H IR ESA 0 B EAR L 14215(46.6%) » AR ARG E 510312
(33.8%) * #uF ~ BEEB25(0.7%) » FEEBITE(5.6%) 0 ETFE4123.9%) @ EMmA
B EBALQ%) ’?’ﬂ&ﬁi*?#é‘;{%m?)h(% 8%) » &Rk E B4M5(1.3%) » 7 1A
AO(6.1%) * A EFAREE « BMBBAIRIEEFE S 5 -

(Z) BB
AF AL F VisualPLS SR KBS A s Rl & $A A8 0 A BITHEEY
Cronbach's Alpha 12 & 5 #7 * #&4%Guielford(1965)Z £ 3% * X #Cronbach’s Alpha {& X7
0.7 RTEEME S FAMN0.78035K £ T 3 504035 Al A& E - i
T BREAITAIH A8 77 (0.67)5 1N 320.7 - HL gk & 92 5B 6915 B AR BRI K207 » RERFT R
AR S TIEE  &AEZ R F A M FeERD -
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(=) MEST

AU RO B AT RHE68.2% 0 S % - AR RIBEBERFEME X oM KinEA— AR
12 (indicator) 89 B 2 T LR Bl 0 m k1 B SRS MRS E AT S L ME - —
i 5 0 MRAS AR % 500.7 0 BT I & = 445 L (Fornell and Larcker 1981)  #b4h »
T35 4 L3I E (AVE) 8918 B 2 3% 5 720.5(Fornell and Larcker, 1981) * & T2 3542 T /5%
S0%RE Sy EEE > EAFRT M B0SAL  FHIARE - 54 ZRAFEBEAE
YORZMER B o A EHTA B L EANAVE (HAKME) F 7R » 2078 KA1
BhgareamaE (GEHARME) 0 AT AA E 5 %L (Compeau et al. 1999) » 4e k2
Fi#a > B T MERP R SLa oy B b > A& 556 L] -

=1 FESHEREER TS EMENE

W F7a# | Composite Reliability Cronbach Alpha AVE
18 AITA| #7 48 /1 (PIIT) 3(4) 0.811 0.673 0.593
B A5 & JB(CA) 3(4) 0.858 0.75 0.67
T B K ALAL(CSE) 9 0.90 0.87 0.50
#3814 (CONF) 5(7) 0.887 0.834 0.616
& E(SCU) 5 0.91 0.87 0.66
41 FIERP 4 %49 % KA (ICU) 3 0.88 0.80 0.72
®2 : ERMERGRRERER
AAAIT . . . 1# FIERP % %t | 454k 1& FIERP
i) X TIEE | T e A oL o
# Bl CHEL | CHEA AR AR T e | 2senm
B AIT £ 37 A 0.7701
B RS 0.048 0.8185
EN R & 0.393 -0.187 0.7063
M 0.254 0.001 0.473 0.7846
e 0.253 -0.038 0.469 0.757 0.8133
¥ #4& M ERP
£ 6005 0.192 -0.136 0.427 0.633 0847 0.8490
a. #HH AR Z AR AT % R IRE(AVE)Z - 77 AR 1A
b. JEH A AR AR R R &S M AR Bl AR A -

= RENEE

AR A 0 B8 T ISR BRI - 518 1R HUIR R0 L A 4 B
SR B4R 60 58 E » TRMAAG 60 2B K B R RO TN Ty o R A ML K R A

Ry~ ER2RE2F -
Je RHF 5

v VAP<O.14E & 4 B B8 35 K R 04 42 HE o

Bl E BT s 0 £ 101BRR
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doo HP RS, 6,7 RREBEEAEZ RN LAREMEERES > KA PHER2,4,7,89%
T H o KRR E R > 3 CER p<0. 1 FAF AR > T T FF -

2%3 1Ei_ﬁ ikﬂa%j:%

B35 HR
HI | Ry T E8 8 Kakht , # "2 AERPA 4y sEsdtt | A IE& O HE X
H2 | #MEey TERS A &k # THSEMNERPA LB, A EEHE FEE
H3 | EEEEH T E RAEH A G E EX:
H4 | BN E 8 EE MERPHFERAMA & @ o3 % s
H5 | B &84 ra‘%*"”&)ﬂERP? GOERE A aBE &=
H6 | A GITAIHTEH T § KA AEA @ o3 & I
H7 | MAMITAI# 3 E 4%/%17 A v o 7 T %
HS | 18 ABITA] #7 ii*ﬂi)’ﬂERP? 40 B AT IE 84 3 B T %
HY | MEARIITAI #7143 4545 48 FIERP £ 469 TR LA JE & 04 35 2 X
H10 | f8AA4E FERP £ 4t 64 #5014 45 FIERP £ 404 3% &% BA IE & ) 35 4 x4
Hil |8 % " MERPA&4MNEE  # T HEEMNERPA KV TR, A EGOBE XL

#&%}*Eﬁ%%ﬁ‘%ﬂﬁ%v "EAITAIF AL, ~ TR AERPA&LMMERE , ~ T EIE
J& o 6B KAt # T H S NERPA 4 e) TR ,\%‘m}iﬁ%%ﬁ(Rz:O]Z% .
rﬁ}ﬂERP,%zﬁé@lEmiJ %‘ r@%ﬁﬂERP% %é@y‘%féﬁ J W B(R=0.573 1w [E2) »
EH TEAITAR#RS , ~ TEREE ) A TEKA KL ;&% rﬁlﬂERP% B by AR
4 0 RREE ) A 5 (R=0.236 izan)  TEAITRIF R, ~ TEER B TEKA
KA AE ) RN R AK(R>=0.197 © w[E2) > x4 > & W@J/\ITﬁJ%ﬁ% JHTERER
84 FEFE 7 B AK(R2 = 0.002 » 4o [H12) °

H9+-0.025
(t=-0.823)
Ho+
K (). 4
(t=5.06 R=0.236 R*=0.729

R*=0.573 HI1l+

- . O\ HIO T s g3y
-0. *HK0.757 _——— (1=27.82) EEE SN
TG 0. =18.50) . .
BAR B ICU
- '9;3) /’ /
=011 HI+ *0462
( ) (=6465) H2+0.025

(t=0.811)
LTI

it CSE

e
R*=0.197
*p<0.1 *¥¥p<0.05 ***p<0.01

2 REERBEINE

SRR ¢ RBF R
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BB ARBF R IR AR B - BAITRIFAE ) » $LE06 A Kanse - ke TaER ) 1T
BE MBI ANEEAERT > AEHFEEHERPETRE TR - EREKRERET
B KR LE—FRF BT AP AN GAR G EHREEEERL LB
B ABAITRIHT A8 /) #3445 AERP A 4 » LRIk bAoA Mk P 982 SR %
5 25-0.025 ~ 0.03 » B SLEFF] 0 BEE &R SR LA F F AR (partial mediate) 5 £
AT A RARHIFEEAERPA S - L ABBR P AN EAMEB IR TN EBZ [HFELY
$1.50.025 (FREF) ~ 0405 (8% > p<0.001) - ERAFH - #R  HERHEALA L
¥ 424 R (fully mediate) °

s HEAEER(Common Method Variance, CMV)1& &g

& 53R ik B % A A RR B R T AR £ iR 8 T AR # #UE (Podsakoff
et al. 2003; Podsakoff and Organ 1986, Schwab 2005) * A#F 72 # 4% Fl o3t 7 ik AT F 7 ik
YR e 0 AB U RIRE o GAKRAS IR R T % Z 5 A (Harmon one-factor test)
47 B % % #7 (Podsakoff and Organ 1986) * #ARFF R » Af A EmATAAE (84 1 &
& B &2 AE[CSE] ~ Bh6 & J8[CA] ~ B AITA|#7 48 71 [PIIT] » #E2M[CONF] ~ 1% IERP &
Y% E L [SAT| B #4512 IERP A 4 EHA[ICU]) #BNETH 544 - B81H — B TM
PR R EA3233%  BTATHREEACMVRE » mAEAR [ #RKA 1443% -

& T iE—F R 3 F H5Poksakoff et al.(2003) © Williams et al.(2003) & Liang et
al.(2007)7 )8 AL K & 3w — fADummy A & (VA F i #%D Model ) ° 3t YA VisualPlsif 47
ERAL S LR EModel AT $ 0 4 RIw i SKE - o B ERE T & $ /R R Model
-3 AR 5 2% 50.6051 © WD Model T3 #2 £ 4 28 50.00933 » ¥ b & %65:1 » HD
Model B % & & KiEHEF - i The » RARERA R FEEECMV)ZH % -

h- HEREETSEERIN

KAF L TiE— L i H M ERP A 418 X A0 M A4 (4e @ A E
B) EAMBRE (g EE) ALEM (4o H¥45EAERPAKNMEE) WX H
B oo Bk AHFRAFAERE S RS AAEEEAT FR M 0 P B AR A RS 224 0 1K
AR AR A B 481 0 d BA-2 R M EKFT A & 0 L& R T RAE 4 4L A ERPE BT
XA BT -

W EFT A& RES G2 FREI R > ARELER S LR MR - "
Kb A BEER - BB REFLRELR - SRARE - ARRIP BRI
THRER HIWARKR AL BQPE  CrBE mWosERF  HEHARK
o ATEAL AOPE  HARENETRYE  LERHERLELREYE (LE
4-2) ° WT R HAERFGERPR A E P - HERPA S H 6 - S EAPT AN
ZIEEARE R R ERETERBROLSF LA R EABR MR E o Jbat 8
Bandura (1997)4 Ml# & £ & & £ KA AR 3% - AR E R A RARHILH EZ A
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EAGEE o BH O BRSE  MRAERBE T ZAAAITAI#T4E S > #HE FERP R 4148 F7 & £
Z RN LAEAEGFE AL REE TG EREE > B HAERMN A A BEIES A
(4 E3) ° W4 > SHERBE R H - LITAIF M B2 MEA » 32 HERPA % ft
1 i Az o BT A B Agarwal et al.(2000)F7 A% S PUTAE 77 64 MBA - 7T A A5 $Rdk £+
FE S ARSI B THAR S > EHHRAE S E A CHZIIER  AAETE -

............................ B4 IT 4137
i+ PIT

20052 (-0022)
#0176 (0.193) 4o 10,121
| —
TN\ 0,554 0793
i\ (++40.708) (**#0.818)

#%.0.077
R DA3(FHX0.574)  F¥%.0.254 (*-0.205)

(-0.053)

(*.3'23)93 -0.023(0.079) o NRERALR G MR

_— RIS MR
*p<0.1 **p<0.05 ***p<0.001 | 3 2 2% 4 dc( i A 2¥ 4 dic)

B3 : ERAHERE - SHERFVS. KR (HRERPRMAER)

AR A HAAAZEEHM. (4o PUT,CARCSE) ##EAkHEEN L E » CSE
b fe o AR RAKAE R - A% (SAERA £=0.393 » KRR £=032) ¥5
APIT (ZHAERAE L=0.114 > 1K#ERBE £=0.121) ACA (SRR £=0.044 * KR
B £=0.28) > RELMAZZFEHERPA Glk % 2 AT > CSESY AT R
Koy o R kT AACSENMEALETRRET » MARSOEANEAALE S
(Compeau and Higgins 1995b; Marakas et al. 1998) o Hk » ZIAMBAA £ R4F #3451 F
TR P EAE > BEBPIT CSEH RSB RN EEYLEOPE  MCAHL AR HE
(4wE2) » HCAG ¥ (FHeERAE S=-0077 » IKFERFE S=-0205) £=F TR ZH0H (v
B3) @ SREAMBAZ LN HIF4ENERPALK TR ACARERK LA PEL
By o BWERMEETR 0 BACAMMBA » & LR EN A & 8 /1 (Compeau and
Higgin 1995b; Lgbaria et al. 1989; Webster et al. 1990)% 22 34 58 & /5 4 » H b > &5 89CA »
K R 4742 FIERP A %t & B SE AR, ©

7N~ B BR &l

A RZHEAYBREAEGEHEHERPALK S EZXAREAE LR R &KL
AEB R -
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15~ 8RB

AR5 R ER 5 ’*é%d@k%ﬁi% { (PIIT, CA, CSE) ¥ ¥ i & J ERP & B 3% &
AR BT o B — by ’wu%7% WIRA G AERPAG T - &8 A KISCT
PAAAZ BMAFEBRET - o5 ;fééﬁiThatcher and Perrewe (2002)Z B354 A5 (4o
B2 3) \*T’Jf?x’%7éPiiThatcher and Perrewe (2002)Z 53 K Z 4R (4w@2 0 3) - il
HEHE  BAITRFHRAFAHEHEREZAEGHE > TRAR B LRI - £
K7 B AT 4R R e P IR ARIR G By 0 P AR A A R TR R R HT 0 A
B A R ZREBRK 0 R E S MW R E R o % SERP{EA FH YR
S AH AR wARR R Kk 0 BRI R R B B 4548 0 T OME A H AL TR
T AR EEARAESBHA L REARATHE  BEFBEAZIRS > TREKL
’T‘ﬁiﬂ?‘ﬁ% HHATZ T B ORI EE > AKMBEARLAITA H 6N 2

B BRI RG A > L AR E R o > AT E G BN

7 SMRAN AR FL 3 (ECT)(Oliver 1980)€ & » & M HH EISH R h a2 Fa 0 - 4%
i mainey s Ak R > A A RN RBEESER o BLRU R HIE R4 TG B8 H
1 MIERP# A AE M 2 A M8 BERBEAE X3 (WwE23) - L Aot RIKHE

fi&§ 2 8 # B S48 A & %) 45 R Ak w & (Compeau et al., 1999) @ & Ak A # 3 K B A E &
B# A% mEE A %H“‘%’ﬁ‘i/@}& 1""4;"’2}36%5)?] TG L ZERP & 473 & K $PrA8 -

7 ¥1& FIERP # 4 #E 3% inﬁ T BB R EAITRIF R BRI LA EG
BE - MRS Rk R (@l23) R4 IS A@A%%W
JE ¥ 1 FIERP & S AR 0MH & \EJ?/ o M ERZ g HEEBE (WwE23)

TZ O MBAGEKERLS  AEMERPASLZHERMTAES WAL RE > FTH

Sk F RMA M AT RE S AROk EHERSE %%§$®A%
I TRG AL A 9IS > AR BEJE T35 FET R R OITAH M B RSB RM - LA
FEREYAIRERP & %00 MA@ » A RATHIERPA 4 » RBEEAN- @4t - BASHER

MEEREZER WAREKERSEMR S > HARITHWERPASL » ARG 2B IERH
HE M R & o

AHAHFEEAERPAKEAZI IR AER  REHMERPALKGTEHAEAES
B RBEATHKERHLE A AP EZ MR > HHF aFd (wE23) 5 s
MAHﬂ%bﬁ\@%a&A L4 MIERPERE > AA BB E R - A RTE £
FH (wB2°3) - HKELRA > TrRRGALAITEIFRA » TN A KA S OER
# ﬁszﬁ%ﬂﬁ%%&z THGIRAE > ERAZE LA A E ﬁﬁz’\*iERP% %o K E
REAMACZZ  HRTFASLBATEAEE T RFHEAITAFRS « T A KL
RS EmE REKRRMERPALK I RAFREN TG > LAIFEEREES K F el
1R EFEERNZAG  MERITAKBERFEEH  AFAET ERERE - %
AR AHEE B RS SERPALMEE  Bmak 2R EaBE - BB Lage
FABLAERP £ 42 EFA °
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PE ~ AR

— -~ RER
ﬂ% » RHFRAGE G R L 3 QCD%ﬁ@AHﬂ%“ﬁ@HD\ 5 % 5 J8.(CA)
“Q&A«ﬂEEﬁﬁmﬂw%%ﬁ B E R AERPA S E R M eh %

°iﬂﬁkk%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%’MAHW%%QW%%’Mﬁ%éﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
I LA R AR T IRE R FEATER -

L - R HHER BATEAZITRH RS HEKERE AL LS TE WW@A
ZITRIFRARS  REMERTOS - FFRAMHEA - ARE A RARMER B - S
FrAA S mk%gﬁﬁvW#ﬁﬁ%ﬁva%ﬂ%’w@%av@AﬁI%ﬁ&%
Bt LB ERERHAL  LaH AR AFKIEmER - BAA
WMERL—ARD  EE - —RKERT » REABLAITRFMR S » 2@ ifiki
o mERHTEAELER o A4 %mﬁfﬂﬂﬁa%ﬂi’&mﬁéﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%
BJE 12 A B ATERPA L6y F e 5 waA S 648 A H A > S ENE £ )8 #1E FAIERP
AR R BETR R

ﬁm’iﬁnﬁ$%’@kmﬂﬂ& E RS R BT EAIALES
R AR &%k LEIEA KRR LS 0 & RfiThatcher & Perrewe(2002)Z
aﬁ@ﬁ%éom% AHRTERL  EAFTHORARTSH  CRATEIHAR
é%’@%H@%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ&ﬁéﬁ#’%%m@w&m%%% HCENE B &3k

» #H4 FIERP & 4 sk 2 BG4 -

K= KAARER - BAITAIF R TN A RKRORE » @R HEED
B AR > BEEE R RA WERPE A KT RS - "B KRR - MEARE
YA~ gEAK R H 4 E AERPR A A %j‘ﬁﬁ D Bp KGR\ BE LK o R EFFH > THE
WAMER E RN ARG RENG > AEBIREER > AREF—EHEREZHE B
EEBAGAERR  RETEHAE > BHmBEEHE RN ERES - 2 REHERIMY
B B EKAAEA R RS B RIS SR o

R RFREBR > FEAFEINLSS  LBETEREGHE  EmHFHER
ERP A 4 & MA0I % & 08 2 E s % o 34 R 75 #1Bhattacherjee(2001) 49 Br 3 45 RAR 32 & o

— MRS

(—) EwmER
| ZEHBEANET R ESGERATAAAETERR B LA RSI RO ERBZ A AL
G HEARE (WBAMER) X PEGRITRE - H 0 QEAR G HE £
HHLEATNA KB EE - $ﬁm%%@k%i%& %%@A&Wf%ﬂﬁ
8915 & 0 o A8 B Bk T 4% BB AIT A 37 46 T RARAERAREREF=
l?’&d&fﬁ#“ﬁﬂHW%%L%%wa’“%WV%@T’mw'ﬁ@
ABEEE S ERGIEAERPAKN TR E2A £ -
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2. HEAAFE - B ERIE - R HIFEERAERPEAAHZIHE ¢ 1 %%mym

RBA AN ZRAKRERZEARE #mﬁ%ﬁ* 1M % &k - i\ﬁff?'%a' | AR ALTE
B AFHE (BAITA #7148 ﬁ) TG A &Rt TIEEE) Ey %ﬁ
HENAR LT SR HE

(Z) BHER

1.

FZSERPA S & B A R > ST R B TR o) A4 - AR RS

T AMBAFREREE (BAITAHES) » RRABADRFTRE (THEE
T B Kakdt)  HIFSEMERPAL W EMH RIES - L& R & EERPEA
# 0 RAIAFERP R AL Ak » R AR F G TAMAC R GRAL » 4655 S5 F
PATZ s o Bt - BMBEERPAR AL » FRAF G EHHL A & B R 347 - 18
R#EHER EHALIR  ASFREHAERPA %2 B T -

JERERPAMALE SR BRAEMERBOBEASY  ME8IHERERPAL > R4

ERAMBGZHE T PRELEREGEAFY  EBAGRMAAZM 4
FE R T H AN o RIS -

AEBRMERPAS > 1 H FET R B R - RET L ZHAMBRAKGIR

AFRER  BRZARERRINE SR HFZERBTEAN - HEART -
15 8 # HA4F R RERP & &30 b » REAFJE A AAAHR B - 3t B AMAL RS AL
A& c HIEAERPZAEMZT @ WME X TOEFZIWMALEELT S THAMA
RGN A RIERZ AL ERRBRITE -

CHEARAHMEITEZ SRR ERE A RIAE TR I LS &ﬁ@%ﬁﬂ w2

Kt AMEARBRETEE (BAITAFRS) > ZRBEABHRBRFETRE (T
B8 NG A KAL) C HEAERPALN EE - &%ﬁ&mmwéﬁzﬁﬁﬁ
Ko ABRKRBEFRAREA AL HABKAHFRERN TR - FRER

ERP¥ A AR A% A » €T FMEAFRFTR £ &@A%%% B &%

SAERERE -

ERBAZE A o TR R RINGEDE  BET REREAITA

AN HEMERBRLZRAGREY  RAFRGERARNFHEZEDTE
BIRSTIER] > TARIL H S SR NE > B FE R BEEA RN 0 HAMEAHB Z
R R A AR R  THEARLA A AR LA IS > 2HE
TSR — B R °

GEREANE 0 BT AARREA AR D A RAAEARE & RS

REAFEHEETR L  BHRFETR L KAHEAERPRAAMEL » AFH®L
MEBRALR MG > BaEEREATH AL HARE & IKAHA TR
F;] °
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AR SR H 8% AERPRA K TR > AR P HBR > BAM I E Z M4
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AR sk F R GEETE  BUE A E R A ARV AR I RAF TR BT84
T BHBAA RGN E  HWLARFEERNBA A% - 0 RFRIAFITEHE A
UL ASERPE #7h 2 S B AS R 428 ns - FREZ A5 237 F AR E -
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PIIT3 | 0.6237 | 0.1696 | -0.1054 | 0.1192 | 0.1555 | 0.1431
CAl 0.0512 | 0.8009 | -0.1321 | 0.0464 | -0.0077 | -0.0882
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CSE9 | 03068 | -0.2133 | 0.7320 | 03728 | 0.3492 | 0.3429
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SAT4 02271 | 0.0718 | 0.3767 | 0.6614 | 0.8234 | 0.7070
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PIIT3 30 6237 0.3890 -0.0747 0.00558
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CA3 #35() 7432 0.5523 -0.0701 0.00491
CSEl #55(0).665 1 0.4424 0.0607 0.00368
CSE2 #54() 7435 0.5528 0.1035 0.01071
CSE3 #3540 7797 0.6079 0.0987 0.00974
CSE4 #5540, 6905 0.4768 0.0572 0.00327
E NG B KL AL(CSE) CSE5 *3%() 7298 0.5321 0.1181 0.01395
CSE6 #3540 6789 0.4609 0.1455 0.02118
CSE7 #54(0.6542 0.4280 0.0330 0.00109
CSES8 #54(0,6727 0.4525 0.0523 0.00274
CSE9 #3550 7321 0.5360 0.1829 0.03345
CONF1 #54() 8339 0.6954 0.1302 0.01695
CONF2 #54() 8632 0.7451 0.0636 0.00404
# 2PE (CONF) CONF3 #5(), 5925 0.3511 0.0679 0.00461
CONF4 #3540 7766 0.6032 0.0929 0.00863
CONF5 #8264 0.6829 0.0435 0.00189
SATI #54(0.8053 0.6485 0.1080 0.01167
SAT2 #54(0) 7774 0.6044 -0.0053 0.00003
#h & L (SAT) SAT3 #5340 8014 0.6422 0.1093 0.01194
SAT4 #34() 8234 0.6780 0.1068 0.01141
SAT5 #ie4() 8569 0.7343 0.0626 0.00392
ICU1 #ik() 8864 0.7857 0.0795 0.00632
ﬁggﬂg}? (f;lj)‘% # ICU2 #3540, 7912 0.6260 0.0768 0.00589
ICU3 #54(0,8663 0.7505 0.0994 0.00998
35 0.7443 0.6051 0.0733 0.00933

#p<0.1 ##p<0.05 **%p<0.01



108 ENEE8 F+ B F—H
2 AE 2R ri;ymz{ iﬁﬂ?’”‘ R Rk
B3 23T SaEE | KSR
R Ee TERS A KAk ) ¥ TEAERPA SN A
HU | G map © © ©
o | MAEE TER AR TSR AERP A S B
ﬁi@%@
H3 | ERSEBHEN O KK A & @B @) O
H4 | BHS & 84 MERPHYAERMA A @ e &
H5 | EEBH "B AERPAKNEHE A adpE O O @)
H6 | BAWMITAIZFTEH TS A R A E@YBE O O O
H7 | BAMITAF M SISERA A @ BE
H8 | fBABGIT A #7 M #H4E A ERP £ 408 #8380 A B & 6 55 48 O
HO | 1MBAWITA] #5454 MERP £ 404 &R A IE & 09 %5 28
H10 gilifzJﬂERP% G A FELMESHME FIERPA 400G & A A B & o o o
Hi1 e R % T MERPA %ty & o # T H 4 E ERP A 46y o O o

FA | A B ey #E

‘O KRk ZH




