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The Factors Affecting Hospital Mobile Nursing Station
Acceptance :
A Case Study of Teaching Hospital

Fu-Chi Chen
Shih-Jung Hsiao
Chi-Yuan Chen
Department of Information Management,National Chung Cheng University

Su- Jene Dou

Chang Gung Memorial Hospital

Abstract

This research adopted the theory of TAM, to explore the acceptance of using “Mobile
Nursing Station” by all nurses in the in-patient department of a teaching hospital of Chiayi
country, Taiwan. This research used case study method and questionnaire survey to collect the
first hand information. Totally 185 questionnaires were sent out and 181 returned, therefore
the return rate is 97.8%. Among them, there are 165 valid questionnaires and the invalid
questionnaires are 16, which make the explanation rate 91.2%. “One-Way ANOVA” and
“structural equation modeling” were used to analyze the results of this study. The research
results show, the influencing factors of users’ intention to use the mobile nursing station
included the perceived usefulness, the safety issue, and the perceived ease of use of the system.
Regarding the sequence of the influencing Factors, the perceived usefulness and ease of use
are most concerned by the user. The least important factor that influences acceptance is the
support of the top executives. The results of this study shad some light in the user acceptance
of IT in the healthcare industry and provide those hospitals planning for adopting mobile

nursing station as reference, to reduce possible risk of adoption failure.

Keywords: Mobile Nursing Station, Technology Acceptance Model.
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R GHBCREHFHRBER BROKFTRERALAFET FHORT B
M ERFHERRNEHE A ERAMERENEL LACLHREHNESE &
FTEAEHYEERER  2REERBRTHENER  HERELE  HEKMN TR
BHBERESE  AAARBEEX S RAEFBITOESR  RERE T GBERRG
BELHRERG - Aok BRI XHTE MESTEOBERACERS - B4
RS BEREHERT V%Y EREANBEREMBEEXZIHZFRS -

R IEE ERITITBRBE N ORALES RS RAABHRF IR - 2 REFY
PRMH B SP B B R A R AR B R L MRETRAE R R E T S AR ERRLE
AEHBERFTATGEZREK AR RO HH ARG G B R RE > Ere BRr
FARAERFEREL  EREHR T HFEBERIEEE Em@ES EENREE
Yo BRAeBHESRIFOERRERY INLEHEALERABESHE - Ak
REBNEREERRE TGS " MRABRHEFEY ) 09308 (FEiE - 2002) -

LERAQBHFH  BGEEESA THERAERE ) 22 TadFiE ) K Al
AR BEERAR  RABBRRFE ST - BAMEOER  ARBETOEABREYR
B RADSEHFSH (Turbanet. al. 1999) » W HH S A0 Mo 2848 1 0 AR Bt 7
MBEHRATEGYS AT HXO B EARROREDEE SR ERYIH
(Daft2001) - BE&mirEaibesdesy » THERERITEMY UL HFRBIET
HERER DT REZ TR ERIC FoIT BREBEAGWNEE 73204
B AFN T ZFRABREERFGHEDHE M THEETRBEREBETIRE > ik
BREAEAN,) 715308 RERRETAL—5m - Bt SR EBRA LELK
HER &7 F M e MALERERER  ARJEFHH -

K& ¥ 42 E 3 48% (Wireless Local Area Network ; WLAN) E 47844 & %oy 34l
B BEANYRAMRSET RS ¥EE Fiey £8 (Kalakota & Robinson
2001) © BATREFERFLEBRE TR LSRG ABMELLS BRI AGNEFH
Hib o EBRARNGETFREBACHBER Y  BREMRBEEAE TR A E T
BBBACKRRFA LK E? REBAFENZMA -

A ERZADTRAERBE T BADERXREEARERFITH B L&EZ R
BAREE > XKEAALNFR  KHEARBEXBHVERL  FREEHELLE
BRI BOERGENTET  RBEEFTARFANEES » HEEEATISHHEEN
SR MIBRRE B NEVEYRBERIME  AXELE B E T ERENTE
o BEEHETERASRBRET  MEPFEEHDREE > RERGBZHR T
BHRRRELEGREZE -

B EEMATHXERXPDA ELLLERER > THERERES &
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Bethm BAAZ AR ERENE > RTERERBEL  FREKEALEEERZ
BE THHEESERTHEMRALRRI  FTHEEETFILNHY  RAFLEEEARZ
BHERE EMERNBABEERAEIBEHTASZB Y - BE A BLERALMHREN
Moy B BsE B EERAWEETAERSE  HEBREAERT  SRTH
AL RGF TR -

GRBERRAEZHE  BEAHHIREIFETEREESIANLLERERRA
FZHR (B2 2003) ZTH#EEEEE (Hidezh > 2003) ¥ % 0 HEERKRH
1R EHANAMFEAZBEZRE  RORACELRGAERZ » ER N ARSI
MINEAT YRR RKRGMB (A 1997) » Ak THABEENENERY
AE #FLEMESESNEE HAEIAFHEvadm T RALEWERLER -
ERRRAKHAERY  TANHKZERAETEA  THREANERA 0 EEMAE > R8T
T 26457 %348 (Szajna 1996 ; Davis 1989a ; Venkatesh & Davis 1996) - # 3t » K#F %
REHBREEABHATHHELZRATRENR > AP EAN BRI ETE
0 A BERRE LA ERE L 5F

KA £ B A Davis (1989 ) 4% ih 89 " #3324 X (Technology Acceptance Model;
TAM) | e &8s Akt  SBE NP XREER EREAIKE BB XZIHEEHE
BRAEGGEANEREEEZME -  AFRKEEA RS R8T BRLE N G HFRATIT
B R EL KBS R R E RSN AL AR R BRI F—
BRARAE R A HAMT RS I BZRE = SR EEAF R TR EEss2
BE2RAE B BHERFHATHHE TR EREEI LB RS - Al 518
ARG RR > ERTHEES B TR IR EEREARTHERNZ 28
B AMBRERE RECEBAHEESI BERRTALKEZRE  BEHAEF
RETEEE BRI THREAKAETE REAFRENMELZRBAKR -
WEARLBZHETR -

R KRRIE:

— ~ {TE)FEHERL

BEEBEBRLABRNZITHEHEDLLAR T SR THARER &4
ey XM TR E B RBZ BRI - BGEE  EIAEEREAB MK
Fo AR ELEEGRBARER R FLO TR RTIBEYG  FE L e
RENEREEARE - AM EHEEMITEHL  AEAERRBZLBEH (ot A&
AEH  SOAP F: - RAHTEH - B > BERE  KRBRBRDE YA REBHRLE)
EATHHE E  do bR ALRE B BB LB B BEIRF -

&% LA A RA R BB R BT RAE BRI AMRRA A% #lde TER
(1998) ¥t GSM #4izfics TCP/IP ¥R E » Rt — 2B MG A F RO EEREE
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RHEAG TRZWT P > BRANAMERL ERE R - FHr7d R =
M KR ARFAFERESHERER BERRBEFEE  ARBEHE S BAK
B A #5803 (PDA) REB) BRBHEZRE - bsh AFBEL P& £HER PDA
WhBh B A B ATk B o saey T/ (FRARE » 2002) © 4 £ B2 ALAE Panel PC J2 3
MhEh  RELEELEAZERTNAGEL R I8 7 XELRAHE
o BATEHENRBFZ I S A — AR XE S AFE 4 (A% 2003)-

— ~ S 4ERY ( Technology Acceptance Model ; TAM )

FIEE XL B RA 4 g Davis #AHAF L3 X F > AR MEAT5 32 % (Theory of
Reasoned Action ; TRA) & AR b ey | RFMHEATEHIR - THNE L7 KN
BAYEEES BETHEOERLT F5E LB EEATEGEARE Bk Ajzen
(1985) #53BMAT L B HIEM » fu 4o 474 ¥ #](Perceived Behavioral Control ; PBC)
S8 0 32 3120474 22 3% (The Theory of Planned Behavior ; TPB) » #1 % 444 & @& o4 %
AT & AT TR R ABFE

A A ARG ESER > AAMRYBATESEAEZTREANITLETRA
& o HME R H AR A ARG TLEE  RREAEFHIEGRE - RO EEH
FBHGEBERT  FREA—BARAET ARG RME - B Davis ABRGFFT
RHAHELH K AERAT AR R EIT AR A AR R R H Atk (Perceived
Usefulness ) fe#i 4w 5 A& (Perceived Ease of Use ) #30M& Bl F 3 A A aat o8 s LA
faE ey %% (Davisetal, 1989) -

HRAREZER TR EAZHRAI T AR GETRE  TrREE
HERARELRGME  ATERRLERAZEANETE  HERT  REREALR
WA RS b BB R ARFEAE A AR A A AN BEZTITE - AR S ETH A BT H
RREBERTAR A ANA RGBT HER > EMBESERF  BRICERZH TR L GE
TR AERIBAI IS - ERE Y RE A 0 o B AT B SN K & 2w A o Aa B A
ROLBE S BiL&REHEEIALBEWNE AMi—A%M (Davisetal., 1989 ; Chin &
Todd, 1995 ; Igbaria et al.,1995 ; Patrick, 1996 ; Szajna, 1996 ; Chin & Gopal, 1997 ; Elena
& Detmar, 1999) -

5~ PR AR

T EE S LB RA R RZI RN TSR ARERELERE
oo HOAMMWAR > THRSBEXFLEELE  HAKREKN T AL ATNER
o LA RIS F @ LA 0 B > SRR EHEA R MR IRIFEE R
WEPTEHER > RBRMETE - RTGHEE S AT WEE > AN ERTLEEE
ABFESHER > HAEAEZH -  AREABEESARGAFHHEEEZ EE %
FBITEEE S S EMABEABREEZAFAER > Ak RF R AR HIBETHARER
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EEAMZE R RAVERAABERATHHEELZEHZIRF -

BEMHE XN E B E 5 & > Davis (1989) 3k FAEL HARLIE R EFHE
5 2 Wb R4 B M — 4 & o Lee et al. (2003) 425 1986 % Z 2003 4 6
AMZERELETRAEDF MAMEESEREFTTREAERZIBRFE &3t
101 % - R4 HBERL AN B AL EREEREREAZIERE
#3g ik 21 SH P # (Leeetal ,2003) 32 @ Sy 43 - BARFREUAREML
FE o RAHTRANIERAEH 0 BE G R RN BFEFEE IHFRBALHERF
BEMBRTHEAZINER Z  FHBEBERTHEEEZERAER -

Mo AT AMFENESRLER  AAEHARRETARZBETRG  TEFL
EOBARAER BTREELE EE2EHAGLREGE QB 5RE; R
FRACEZHHAHRRABLEANH BEATHET  SBBAHHALERT  RER
FRNEE - Bl ATHEERTHAERBAIR  WnfMiE%E A4 > NEHFaks
B RENEERRY AN M AR LR RTINS RES -

— - EEEXF

FHEEIHBORECEEZHATNAGIHOEE  OHERERAGERE L 47
%y (Igbariaetal., 1997 ) tRiFB XY R R FHE F 32 R % A3 09 £ B 2 —(Lucas,
1981 ; Cerveny & Sanders, 1986; Kwon & Zmud, 1987 ; DeL.one, 1988 ; Grover, 1993 ; Igbaria,
1997) ; @& Miller & Toulouse (1986) ARl én sk BaF 4 % - H3484&38 (CEO) #y %
BrgA KA mk P 2 FE2egHE % ; DeLone (1988) #4853, » T R EA ShS
23R o) B RG SR A NAL E BaE A B o Mdh o 4RIE Igbaria et al. (1995) ¥i Lee et al.
(2003) eh#F &R > EEE o) X HARIA ARG AREEE AN - HEE
BHEERAHETARENEREER - GABRE B FHBENAE - ARABRGLE
Boom o A R ST R ARBRMELRAVEEAR B &%
ABHE2R6#Z S BFHYRERS  MAMEZE > ¥EEE REERPERLA
R > MIE I o Sbsh o BRBMEIR T ATEGSRAENS  SA BRI TZER
o MABBREBRR B S A AR MBI EA S S AT AR R 0
MEERREARORBRER FyBEE (REAR 1995); Bt > B P aeitdie s
B R EEANIH BEEAEZTEGBERER > TR T RGO LK - BARH
RBHEATHEE :

H : #8455 Bl ARLY EaPE

H : ®REF I HHA ALY EGBE

=~ EARIFR

BALIFBEASB T 2 — » O REAEERF AT (Agarwal & Prasad,
1998) c HEAL LT » #HAFRHRAELGESZ » AT BEALFEOHE 3
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F 044 B & B A S (Zmud, 1979 ; Alavi & Joachimsthaler, 1992 ; Agarwal & Karahanna,
2000 ; Lee et al., 2003 ) < &3 Karahanna et al. (2002) » {B.A £ 118 A 30437 £ 3% 04 48
HA S L AHEGMAMME - G0 8RS S EARSELENAE - & R8N
AFIFHER > BRALANEBEZHEN G AMRE -  EANEESEX TG &
WA SR BB E RS ARSI G A2 h ) BRELELREREARH
e AER - BR AR EENBALFEEHERA AL - B3 é’ﬁﬁlkﬁi‘?}"‘%}?ﬂ
BehE A EE o st REEALI TR T T AR R EASBESETHBH Tk
?E!?xy 8 B 153048 A T £ A MEREALI R T OHRE S AKE i'f’F

P BBEFHEGBRERTERESE - RARARRBATER

Hj @ 18 AR 57 $37 #H’ﬁ')ﬂ'ﬁﬂjﬁ‘iﬁ@”g

Hy : BARIFH DI G AELE EdmEE

= RHMEAt

BB smA Ak 3R ABFEAARLERALBLZHTHRILL R RGEE S
B B AMBEESEBMAZERERE (Davis, 1989 ; Davis, Bagozzi, and Warshaw,
1989); B EAARFERAZAGTRAE T EEZH BN HRUEALERNEE &
%%E%z&mﬁaﬁ’Wﬁﬁmz&mﬁ%@ﬁowm’%%ﬁAﬁ:%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ
TRALGEXSE UL FEFE ERALBERLY > AFARSHEBRERITY
ﬁﬂﬁ B A BB
R AN HEEENER LA LGEE

P - B2 At

Rhn G ARG RBARE T LTI SCANTHERALALG - e A2 E
BEEHESREE  FFeEan 4‘:75!*1%@?3&”%5&)%]%. (Davis, 1989 ; Davis,
Bagozzi, and Warshaw, 1989 ) o 4 B 3%4n & F M4 » 304ef A M8 & B < Hey4e B &
% » A Davis (1989) ## M EBLHEKRES iiréﬁeﬂﬂ‘u%y R BRI H 2RI
(Leeetal,2003) At > wREFABRLITHHEESRTILEFTCHEERHES
ey AR TERRELMOAEEAEES  LeHTHESTREGNAE - BA
Eﬁmﬂ?”" :

R G AR REH ARLE EGHE
s A H T kb A E R LA LGS

A-RT2

A% 4 HIPAA T £ 55 # AT @R XEH P ARRE - D
ﬁ##ﬂ%%x‘%%i\é’a » Wilson (2002) #E—BE2EoHk 0 REALZAHHEAZ
ERHFHREE S AFERIEREST  ARETHHOEGEEEHE - GNMTHEEE
BEAMNE  LEERAHATREE "“H%ﬂiﬁmkfﬁﬂx ' AREHHBE L LT R
(M wRERTARL  THAR AR REE XBRLBEZERME BT
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HREAHZINREETOER  ERFBETIHERGERRE - R $78#EE L RIT
z%éﬁé%%ﬁ BB R A BReHEFHOTE - RUERER

Hg: #4#H 5@t AT LA LGTE

Ho : e2a#tsnd AK LA EGHE

HEAEALAMXBEZIRF  HFHE | 2AHEEX - AP AHHgs2 g RERR
LR RS E M B G R A R A RANBEN ) TR I EARY > AR
Z2FALERME R AFRABFHHALE MBI E LA BHFEE I BA
AIF P ARBREMANATHHEEE AT I EEE -

H;
BHEIH [ Wi AN
H,
Hs
H3 T H6
H H PEIPIT—
1B AL # ! » WA A 7 : TEr i sk
H 1 & B
8
Ho
7

B 1 HEEXE

B2 ERAF

AR RGHHAB N HREBERBERZATHEE SR ETIRT > SR RALAR
%#@%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ&mﬁ%%%z%%’ﬁ%%%@%%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁz%ﬁ&m
# o MEFERFERASL LR T ERRE (Likertscale) 2458 » b BEHF A EN B
7% HEABZRFLAFHAZHAYRETRESLES - é&ﬁ%ﬁgﬁﬁéﬁ%
BN TREAEY > MEAIRHRALBETRGH > LRBHLEREERIERSD
1 BBREREELHBITERSIT RBHFEIR 21 /75 e shd A FE/TTAR -
AFER ZPH TR T BEAFPARIBEEAR « AFTRLHERFE 1854 » =ik 181 4
T B A 16 FEMERA 41.2% -

CEH A

— - B3 thAi&
ABFR P B4 T 3% A SPSS 11 & LISREL 8.51 vy & &4t $k88 » A4 b
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FiEOS KMGT S RESN  ARARRGREEE  BEoNREE TR

(SEM) ° 3% B 6 853t F ik Mhitide T :

(—) HHML SREE 265 B (Descriptive Statistic ) @ |l sbik# i KA R T #H AL
EFREBRZ AR BE  RSL2E  B5F06 AEHTHZSHEL A
A ERIY BT P g -

(=) BB T E# S (One-way ANOVA) : R sbik i R ESILE B H S EW %
¥ EARFAEE  RifFAE BebAk 2SI LNEE -

(=) & fi#xA4a Bl 1% 8tk 2 (Pearson Correlation ) : F| F stk #74A & F R H o) 1 H ~ BA
BIFTAZE ~ RieF A R G AM 22 BHEE -

(F9) B &4 (Factor Analysis) : #| i stk 4T3 B 588 50 B 47 B & %09 =4 (Data
Reduction) Z #]#4 4 & Bk T T BT -

() &# 542X (structural equation modeling ) : ABF % 04 & 22 269 1 8 ~ (AALIFEE

B AN S A SRR A P e B R P TR AR SR A IR
HEdEAN TRAEE ) TR

=~ BXENMSA

(—) WRE7E

AR T @AY RSBER > pHEk  NHEEER ARHERAR (N4) ARHm
AB (N3 REB#MAR (N2) AR EHAER (N1) &WMBI AR EE | 5
THEENI AR ERABAMKS  ZEEWEHRZ 655% AR N2 LB HFAR
A B AL BT bz 12.7% °

x1: FREZHE—E

. T
1 # ® Kk 12 7.3
2 B O# ¥k 6 3.6
3 LR#mEAE (N4) 5 3.0
4 rR#EmEAE (N3) 108 65.5
5 LR#EmA g (N2) 21 12.7
6 LR#ERAE (N1) 12 7.3

(Z) 1TEhEEIRutATiR AIThEE— B R

ATEHEESEPTIRAE Th AE R R EEIEE o PSR S CAE AN FRMEAHEEL
#E - EFEBITEECGIH - ERNERRRRTE AT T NS & RE A b
% RMATHEZAMA » Jwk 27T o k2 THBATHHRE AT RAAGH AR
ERHEBERAZIARE S » 2EEBEH X 60.6% @ Hok s BN kK XD W Fpr
BOH > AAEERTE S 168% ©
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=2 TEEIRIS RE— B

*® LA g
1 126 | 60.6
2 | FREAEETEEE 29 13.9
3 | EFBITEIGTE 11 5.3
4 | BHEERR XD ETFATE 09 A AR MR 35 16.8
5 | A 7 3.4

(=) ERBTEERILZ FRERE

R ZTHHEE L E AR RBEE B 1-6 A (£) 612 (&) ~12-18
A (&) ~1824 A (&) ~2430 A (£&) B30 Akt A E4TEE b2 3 Rk
MZABIE  mR 37 THEE 16 A (&) TAREKS » BT HLX 397
% Hk18-24 § (&) » BEEE b2 203% » Z 2B 424-30 (&) A >
EEBEE 52 7.4%

=3 ERTENEIRIL E AR R

AahgE A | A % | w5
1 1-6 (&) A 129 39.7
2 6—12 (&) A 36 11.1
3 12—18 (&) A 35 10.8
4 18—24 (4) A 66 20.3
5 24-30 (&) A 24 7.4
6 30 Ak 35 10.8

(M) (EARMEREREZEZ One-Way ANOVA #&5E
WRA4ATER  BRAFHEESFRERRT AL SREFEE RG0S
ZREMAERFLER - A FEFTFHEINBERRT ¢
LERAHEEE AR T A g R 12-18(4) A FHHEFE 435
T BRAAE S 30 AL s 242
2HERATEEENRESREE IS G A 1218 (4) AXFHHRRETSL
558 P B RAAE L 30 A ko KPS 3.86 -
3 AERAT S EES M A KRN TG A 18-24(4)AXFHHEZH L 508
FIERMEHE L 30 AL LPHEE 420
WR S VER ERTHEE A 30 A LRFZLHE  MEA LTS
Wb M2 AReA AL SHET IR 242 2BE R XY -
ARG BR AR o
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&4 ﬁm ib‘ééfEJEiH%FEliﬁi e

1TEhEE iE.z.Eliz One-Way ANOVA %EZR

m R 12.089 5 2.418

R A M mop 137.001 143 958 2.524 .032*
B e 149.090 148
o M 9.059 5 1.812

B EE ZH R 94.215 143 659 2.750 021*
W o 103.274 148
M 14.187 5 2.837

Rk 0P 159.404 143 1.115 2.545 031*
o 173.591 148
R 5.183 5 1.037

1B AL “a n 70.701 143 494 2.097 -069
W o 75.884 148
w M 5.677 5 1.135
4 P 82.523 143 577

Whke B M W e 88.200 148 1.967 .087
oo 81.799 143 572
4 e 88.333 148

&5 1 ERTTENEIRUARS R RRE

TTENREIEVE AR THRLLR R

1—6(£) A 3.66 .66

6—12 (4) A 3.84 .95

. 12—18 (£) A 435 .83
18—24 (&) A 3.55 1.37

24—30 (&) A 3.57 1.06

30 BAE 242 1.26

1-6 (&) A 4.51 .58

6—12 (4&) A 4.85 .90

12—18 (&) A 5.58 1.34
B2 L4 18—24 (&) A 4.88 .70
24—30 (£) A 4.80 .66

30 A A E 3.86 .95

1—6 (£) A 428 1.15

6—12 (&) A 4.95 1.06

PN 12—18 (&) A 4.50 1.29
18—24 (&) A 5.08 53

24—30 (&) A 4.43 1.16

30 A Ak 420 45
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= EERMESRH

AR A AN EBE R RERMEETTE  AEAAEESTRA
Cronbach o #4735 + 4474 R Cronbach o % 48i® Nunnally (1977) Ask#hes 0.7 (%
ME 7) B¥kMimM4ER (correlation matrix approach) & F % 2-# AR ILELE

( Convergent validity ) & & %] 2% /& (Discriminate validity ) » £ % 6 ¥ & B & ¥ 48 B4 &
BB ESAE  BALIR=0.51 ; HEEE X #H=057; RéefHAE=071; Rl
AMHE=0.50 ; FiRE2=084; MmBLAETEZALLEDORMMAR  ERETAL
4984 [ 51 B AT -

RRBBE RSN AERIEEHRE  LEANELIHERYMAE - ok 7
PR &b @A E 3k BB R 4R £ (Cross loading items ) - #i & F B % & # R ik SAE
R+ 8 R AT RA R0 B BB -

< 6 | MSRIENERERITR

WAL | B EE LH (R F A Ao Rl R

1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2
1B A 1 1.0010.54|0.54]0.28|0.31[0.31] 031 | 0.25 [0.20]0.24]0.22(0.26]0.31]0.27]0.15|0.14
A AIHT 2 0.54]1.0010,5110.280.20/0.18| 0.30 | 0.23 |0.23/0.160.16[0.14[0.21 [0.11]0.12]0.16
BA A7 3 0.5410.5111.00|936]0.37]0.32| 0.32 | 0.34 |0.33/0.25/0.31[0.28 |0.24(0.24 | 0.18{0.16
BHEER LA 0.2810.2810.36/1.00/0.57/0.60| 0.16 | 0.29 [0.37/0.21|0.28|0.22[0.25|0.18|0.07|0.13
BHEFEH2 0.3110.2010.3710.57]1.00|9 72| 0.26 | 0.30 |0.41|0.17|0.28|0.31|0.34[0.27]0.13]0.11
B EE L3 0.3110.1810.32{0.6010.72{1.00| 9 27 | 031 {0.38{0.28|0.34{0.2810.29{0.21{0.10{0.09
a5y FE 1 0.3110.3010.3210.16/0.26|0.27| 1.00 } 571 [0.38/0.28|0.32{0.32[0.36]0.31]0.02|0.03
dm B ML 2 0.25/0.23[0.34]0.29{0.30[0.31] 0.71 | 1.00 | 50( 0.40 | 0.47 [ 0.46 | 0.44 | 0.47 | 0.03 | 0.03
e A AN 1 0.2010.23{033{0.37{0.41]0.38] 038 | 0.59 [1.00]¢ 501060/ 0.6210.5810.60]0.120.16
Rdaty Bl 2 0.24]0.16[0.25[0.21[0.17]0.28] 0.28 | 0.40 {0.50(1.00| ¢ 74 [ 0.78 10 621 0.6610.09 | 0.18
kA ML 3 0.22/0.16[0.31]0.28[0.28[0.34] 0.32 [ 0.47 [0.60{0.74|1.00[ ¢ 31| 0.69 | 0.710.14 | 0.21
Whad AL 4 0.2610.14{0.2810.22[0.31]0.28] 0.32 | 0.46 [0.62]0.78]0.81]1.00 ¢ 25| 0.810.09]0.18
Sada A L 5 0.31]0.210.24[0.25[0.34]0.29] 0.36 | 0.4 [0.58]0.62[0.69{0.82[1.00] .80 0.000.11
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