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Abstract

The problem of user information technology acceptance has long attracted the attention of scho-
lars. Different from the field of enterprise informationization, the user technology acceptance in
information services field concerns more about the information need of individual users and their
continuous use of the services. In this paper, we take the literature database system as an example,
focus on factors influencing user technology acceptance when using information service and pro-
pose a model. Questionnaire method is used to collect data, and model validation is based on the
structural equation modeling approach. The results of data analysis effectively support the theo-
retical assumptions, and the results are further discussed and summarized.
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AP HE BEAREZHNE-ERFENMFAZENEN. 50WEBLTBAR, 58RI
PEARERZEBENROH P AEEBRREA P3G SRS HREMEM .. AR EIEERGEN
B, B ERE BIRBES F AR MMM E R BEE,; XA IS RERRESRE, MRS
W AR T R AR R , R i 4 A SR R R B BN G RET THE— P R B 4.

K
BRER, BRERS RS, BHER

1. 3]

SRHATEE RS IR CEARE, &R &UF . TAERMERR &A1), Hitagdbr.
Ay ORIV s a5 Mty ok 1 BB [2]. S Z RN, FRENE B IRSS B BE Al 15 it 8 15 DA A,
S BIRSS R D AEAE B RS I B R & ), B4 (5 ERSRE R FAE A SUE A, - 3REL
5 A LIRSS DA S A5 ) R, B PORE B IR S5 T Bl 4 S 1

F P S B AR ) {8 — B2 B E N AN 28 AL, AR P BAREEZ R Rm it Rt o2&
TEZ AN REIT, DR R SRR 7 G BEOR BB AT Ay, #0108 G HE o R e 52 i 1Y
(Technology Acceptance Model, TAM) (Davis, 1989; Davis et al., 1989) [3] [4], i15HL 5 3B AE(Compeau &
Higgins, 1995) [5] [6], T3 ARILE(Goodhue & Thompson, 1995) [7], L% (Motivational Model)
(Davis et al., 1992) [8]%.

HAT, FHE BEREESZ 1 SEUE i e A AE B AR g i . DL AE B AR A A i FH 45 B
B AR 2 NI TN GBS AR AL HEAT IGAE, 75 58 F MU B R A AR, b fs BALR R B HR4E T
HHRHES . HTERRSIME S ERAE, RENHNESRS AR, HPEREZITAERR
JI 25 AT R A 3% AN ST 5 A5 X . 15 B IR SSEsh A R H . P 5145 SRR I G
FE H P AHE BEOREEZ N2 LU P OHE BEOREZ W AE OB A SR 5 Al AS B P AR BOR 2
o PRI, A0 B E BRI BN U R $ S AR 0% ) AT T IE . ASCHIBIE SRR A i A T BA
RPNty DNFA BB & P HoR B2, DISCEIREAR FE R gt v, o0t P #E4E BIR S5 iE 3 i
SRR R R R

2. HipRR R ARBIE

Davis (1989)% ¥ 417 A FE it (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975)iHE4T T @, MR THAREZEA, K
TAM ReSEUFRRER 4252 . TAM St T AN sgma - 32 M R 2N 2 I GnA PR (PU) AL 55 H
PE(PEU).

JRENA A2 48 F o6 T8 R Re % i ok TAE SRR m i IN IR o X5 B LS AL (K S EE B L
(Extrinsic Motivation), AN A+ AR A% (Model of PC Utilization) 7 ] T. /& & 1 (Job-Fit), SUHi#
FE & (Innovation Diffusion Theory) = ) #H X} £t % (Relative Advantage), #4>iA %1 FE & (Social Cognitive
Theory) = (#)7= t #122 (Outcomes Expectations){FH —2[9]. — M1 &, WIS B AR 553E 3 (145 52 48 FH R
WE RS, A B2 %AE B R SSIE S AT REME RO . BN 2 FH S F P RHE B RSS2 7R
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FERINIR . FECHIERFEER B 5 HIER S At 5SS — 8. — ek, 5B RSE
Bk G T RGBS B AT REVE B

BOR$E 32 BB R 5T R R WY, AT A2 A o ) B A o 9 F00 8] -, e L e i =
TR Ty FHVE W] ELRE e A Y e I, Tt it B AN T IR R R, RN JRR SR g FH A e o J e A FH A A
AR S = A

ARSCH, RENA FIVERE E SO P A F SR B e R i 2 1 OE B SRR AR . 1%
Zy AR TE SO PN A SRR P R A AR . R R R B

HL: FH X SCHRE 0 e 58 4 PR SRR R P 2 T 1) e FH xS R 5040 e 5 4 ) FH o L

H2: P 0] SR B 7 22 Gt 1R 8 0 B FE A T [ 52 00 R P o SCRRSCHR e 8 498 1) SRR A PR

H3: X SCHR B P 55 4 P Sk i 2 P A T ) s e FH P %o SCHR B e % 4 1) A FH IS

Kling 1 Elliott (1994) A#tiid R4 5 TIESLER MBS, ARG E N NSH A TIELEIRE, =T
CHZIAT HVEYESE” IX— A8 §[10]. Lindgaard (1994)#2 1 1 —AMHBLW AL &, FiIR RS LT AT TAER
TLRECHRERE, PR “AESSULRC” [11]. XML EHLE MR R G DIREAIH AT 55 L [RIULAC . Liu 55X 7%
A E AR PR LR, AR S HORTULECARAR R H - BoR $e32 [12] o A SCHs Fodg H T S0k 3
WERG G T, HE BRSO AU “MIME” X —MBakER, #MidEEIRS REMAEMH
FIH R ULEC . SEPR b, EXHME B R RGN VR, A PRI 0 2R G 1 S R000F il 1IEAH G
(Schamber, Eisenberg & Nilan, 1990; Wallis & Thom1996; Spink, Greisdorf & Bateman, 1998) [13]. Gluck
(1996) U4/t 1 AH I P P i R B ) SR R o DR A SO 2 -

Ha: SCERECHE e R 405 H 7 75 SR IGAH S I 0] e FH 7 xf SCHER B 40 e 28 4 1) 3k A R

FARTEAE « I —AT A MRS E 1”7 (Ajzen, 1991) [14]. #ef)iE b, FWMIEAMMBAITH D
R SRR, R D EEME SRR . EROREZ M T EHIR B (TRA, TAM2, UTAUT, TPB)
SRR T, TG HR & e A A VER B 2R 3R . I A SR %

H5: T ERTE A SRR B 22 2R G i AT VR B A OGS

H A RE R VE AL 2 EE SE AR H (9 (Bandura, 1977), J AT T 1 O 2 75 AE 88 B Th i FH H R 3R
FPTHEE 25 R AR, WRIAMAXT B CRESHAT R A5 BEF AT NG &, 2oy BRI R 2K
R, BRGNS — BT E AL A B IE [ 52 (Igbaria et al., 1995; Venkatesh & Davis, 1996),
TAM3 (Venkatesh & Bala, 2008) H: 1 AL REAE A& 0 ) F 52 R 25 . Maxwell K. Hsu (2009)7E X 4t
THEAF P2 it s & B, B FRALRE R e & A HIPE[15] . Kyootai Lee (2011)7£%] Excel 2010 )
FUESZRE R ORI, ORI VI, BRG], BIRAEEHNT PU R PEU BAT tRiE 1)
PEF[16]. DAIEAR SR

H6: FH AR SRR 2 R et I8 5 F 1 LA TE [ 52

S g (Interface Design, 1D)& 15 B 7E 5 #e b I 77 v (Lindgaard, 1994) . iff 58 & i, H [H] ) A 2%,
AN S B AR 7 A Re % s F P B4 28 SR s A 2 45 2 (e.9. Todd & Benbasat, 1992; Lim, Benbasat &
Todd, 1996). 7E15 Bk SS T, AMUETELH 7 SIS S, 20T ERALYE BRI RIH k.
FE R B P 5 SRR E R AR H . SR IE AR R I BT 5 ik - 2k e A
W, MR, RIEFRE BASRRE ORI A I REE 5 T H P IR B B B, ARSGAH:

H7:  SCHREHE 2 28 G i S T Bt S e F 7 6 SR P 2R G i g sn o

J&ENIR R A (Perceived Enjoyment, PE)248 1 Bk 18 MG BERM RGN, FEME AL ERGNZE
(e RAEE . Csikszentmihalyi $2 H 1037 B8 (Flow Theory), iR 7 ANIE NV 230G 8 IN P2 A it . I
PURMBIGI R . P EE ARSI AR, RIS RIS A SR sy | Dk &0 ERItaE,
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2 F Pl 2= 5 A5 SOk A P 2 i FH 1, IF B EE M FIRIAT N, 5 B2 RE 8 B AR I8 B A s e i) O
HL, AR

H8: BRI SR PERR R M FH 7 % SCHR B 2 2 e P Ja e o o

2 53 B A RS B IR 25 WAL B 7 4 B 55 28 IR 45 35 B FH P B b A P SCHREOHE PR R e, R LA %
PR, REGMHA . ASORIUREE . W85 BIRS VA IRILELR RA D), LM TENE, &%
BHE FH GOIRAERE, FRAE A P Jovk Fac e St , B PRI S, IR AKAEIR R BRI P A AL
HASE I SCBRECE R R S8 55— 07T, @l TAE AN S B IR SS, o ik Fl P 949 SCREOE 1 R aufli i
KFINZEZ[17]. Fik, ASCHH LU ERik:

HO: AR 5% o3 5 1T [ 20 FH P 55 SCRRESCHE e 2 S3c e 5 PR 1«

H10: AR5 5 & 1F (A1 52 B P o SCRR B 22 2R e KB e vk o

SR LRI, ASCIRW T B OB R GRS R R, il 1 R . AR AL DR R 2
AR, K S BENGARYE . BRRAAE. RS TR SR R VEE AN AR, R
i FH P 6 2R G0 IR IER A FH vk B B 2 R, TRk R M R R ) P P — 20 S R T
3. &

3.1. MBI ESE

WHFCRH MG A . A BT SL 3 9 MR, P dE 6 MR R, AIRALEE. AT,
FIME. BT RS R BRI R DL 3 AN AEAR &, I8 R I8 5 R A e
Fia AR 35 R A Likert () 7 i E RN E, Hi: 7 RFRmAIEE, 6 £nMAE, 5 XrnFhAR, 4
NAHE, 3FAREHEARR, 2 BR-AAR, 1 ANRIIAFZE,

WAENEG FERAWMEICEE, — AT VAELAETE “HWE8” HH1TM%IHE
(http://www.sojump.com/report/1050529.aspx); 73— J71fl, KRAAURM %, £V 2 FREITIRA A,
TEAESLan 1 s .

ARAE L SR B ) B ), T4 A )G T SE Y AT AT, 405 IR EL T R R X LT R AR Y P
TEABCEE RS . W ERIELL T 2, WARIAEEZ NN, MMERIE TAEARK Z S
RFME, B AR, BEH G 511 4.

3.2. ik

MRIGIL AW T E R H A, IFEE & RS B S AT 1, AR5 A BB 1 a O DX LT s B
PEMBCEN AN . RS RIRILEY) 2, W REIEEZ AT, AMRIE T AEAR) 2 S
IR B AT IE, BT RGN 511 .

1) gak S s iigiit

e 2 prow, s TR FEFTRMIT N 53 A8 SCHR AR P i £ BRI o AL AR D A B =
RN AR Horh, Bl FEA R 2R LR B, 38 70%, X522 AR B AR 5t —

2) $okFE NGt

H17E 3 LA Y, ARG E RN R 2 Z B2 MR AR Oy T, R AR, £ KRR,
FEUKR=ZRKMP AT, BOER = RS2 AR R U8 SCHREE i R SO e, 3 SCik
B E R G BONGER TR, FFE TR ER,

3) MRS
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Figure 1. Influence factors model of literature database system of user accep-
tance

Bl 1 BPREZXEBEEFERZENZEERRE

Table 1. Sources of the data
2 1. BERIEST

i) 25 R PRI [HESEe o AR ] 2 LG 451
SRR A 300 —
[ i o 5 270 90%
R
TR e 60 20%
EE (ke 210 70%
SRS e 353 —
P45 1) 25 T e A 52 15%
AR 301 85%

Table 2. Respondents’ identity information

= 2. Bk BB ER G

24 ESU HFFE T ARMIEN 7 M
FEAZL 358 112 41 511
T o5 LAl 70% 22% 8% 100%

Table 3. Respondents’ education information
3. WIAFERERG T

LSRRy fii— RFEARF} K& B
FEARSL 31 215 240 25 511
BT i L A3 6% 42% 47% 5% 100%

AR A X SCHRAE P RO AR BR I e 4 Fro, e AR il ol LA A B SRR — Ak 3 1 — 4
PAE, EEL1~2 00K 2~3 N, — R AR IRAE T 7 1 Mg A B SRt e R e, 0 STk Kol
RGH A CAERS WM, RIE T 5 S22 B E 1.

4) BRI ST

i 5 ATLAE Hh, Wi A 0 SCRR A o R G A P R B R A A T, LRl v ik 49%, T4 R #
VT EEBI A 10%, 5B 08 SCHRECE 122 (1 5 32 A5 A R A e e PR i v 22 1)
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Table 4. Years of respondents’ use of the literature database system

7 4. O (E A SCRR B BE SR PR G v

1ELUR 1-2 £ 2-3 £ 34D R PuR e
FEAKL 36 149 215 111 511
BT i L A3 % 29% 42% 22% 100%

Table 5. Frequency of respondents’ use of the literature database system

72 5. Wik ER XEBUIREMR LT

HHLT—IR FHEAETIR ALK B R ARSI B
REA%L 102 250 107 52 511
T o5 LAl 20% 49% 21% 10% 100%

3.3. BURSFE

H R G54 5 R R AT SR TR I, e 2 A P B PR 5 2 2 AR R ADUR A T R B 5 22 454 2
Hr(LISREL)J %45 2 T fie /> —SRIE(PLS)HI T ZZ 0 M U5k« ANSCRHI PLS U5 2 M Uik, TR LT L
m: @ 5 LISREL AHEL, PLS AR HfENi 7%, AR Z0 Hodls i IEAS PR ABU™ M ABUE , B RBOW AR
ERM HARMZ TCIES i) @ PLS Sl &K% 2 250 R BRIPIAG R YT, 1 LISREL Bi& &
ik B PR AR LR 2 5L @ PLS FE TN AER VT I BA E, ESHAh S et aEhs
R RS, WUREIFE R RSIR; @ PLS XIHE MR RN

K, ASCRELPLS 77 250817710, 48 ViualPLS1.04 #AEx 8544 75 FERE AL EAT S50 T H k4%
e

4. BR5VL
4.1 MERBE

WA 0SB (A5 BRI RE R & RE 2R, A MR AR 0 A = 3, DRI AE AT 25 i R AL R e 2
A S AT I B A (A 56 IS B VP B R AN A R ME B, X0 RO DA R SRS U s B

D EAF BV — 23K Cronbach FIME KT 0.70, & &5 5 (Composite Realiability, CR) & 2 KT
0.70 (Nunnally & Bernstein, 1994). M 6 k%, A& 1) Cronbach [A#IZE T 0.70, HAE AT
0.80, X HHHHE HA BT IR e A — Sk .

AR Fomell & Larcker (1981)% TR &E HVEMAriE. © B s K710 ka2 5 2% I+ 5
KF0.7; @ BB EN T % (Average Variance Extracted, AVE)Z#Eid 0.5. M 6 i LA H,
AR ZH KT 05, W& 7l LLEH, Pra B8R 117 E#HE p = 0.001 FI7KF R
B A TR 0.7 BIKCPAE. Rk, PRSI ASCH BN &8 R G BRIFHIREE.

ASCHRAE (Chin, 1998) UL, 1 FHAS gk i iR E R R T A B X 3% . £ 8 HIH T
W FEARE AL rp B Ay AR 5 (R A BN A XA . EEFISRTG, T T 00 ok b2 3% 41 ) 7 A8 2 vy 3 G 8 LA
A RBI G IWERATRA S 1) T A 5 AE D B 0) B AR B4 7 22 vy T FAAT o W 2 Chin PR X 728805 B bR,
TIE BH A FE A T o AR 2 (A DX 40 0 R A

4.2. GEREIIRIE
2t BRI A AL S8 SN 1] 2 o, T A RO IR AR R B3 KT DAL R P AR AR S T A R
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Table 6. Descriptive statistics of the variables and reliability

7 6. TEMAMGITEE

A ¥IE i Cronbach HSEEE PSR E TS ZE
EEi &l 5.027 0.999 0.77 0.83 0.70
F I 4,950 1.192 0.78 0.85 0.75
TAERSME 5.237 1.094 0.74 0.84 0.77
Fmiit 4.905 1.645 0.80 0.83 0.62
IR 45 o = 4,770 1.018 0.82 0.85 0.75
RIS 4967 1.312 0.78 0.85 0.66
aE A 5.475 1.291 0.81 0.89 0.73
&5 5 5.075 1.346 0.83 0.84 0.58
fd = 5.574 1.278 0.85 0.87 0.69

Table 7. Analysis results of confirmatory factor of all variables
7. MATEWIEMREF ISR

AR FaE Sk tEZE SRR AR AR Sk e Skt ZE F

SE1 5.27 1.13 0.75 SQ4 4.96 1.40 0.78
SE2 491 0.91 0.76 SQ5 4.56 1.44 0.74
SE3 4.89 0.94 0.71 PE1 511 1.08 0.82
SJ1 4.94 1.14 0.86 PE2 497 1.14 0.84
SJ2 4.96 112 0.86 PE3 4.82 1.20 0.78
JB1 5.30 1.39 0.72 PU1 5.24 1.24 0.84
JB2 4.98 141 0.77 PU2 5.47 121 0.87
JB3 5.34 1.19 0.80 PU3 5.72 1.20 0.85
JB4 531 1.20 0.73 PEU1 5.27 114 0.76
ID1 5.00 1.22 0.74 PEU2 5.02 117 0.79
ID2 4.94 1.35 0.83 PEU3 4.85 1.22 0.70
ID3 4.76 1.29 0.80 PEU4 5.16 111 0.80
SQ1 4.55 1.49 0.77 U1 5.54 1.169 0.83
SQ2 497 1.38 0.74 U2 5.42 1.22 0.86
SQ3 4.81 1.38 0.76 U3 5.59 1.27 0.80

7E: SE[HIRAAAE]. SI[EMFTE] IBAHSCHE] ID[FHHEIEIT] SQUIRSS ] PELEENLR ] PULBAIAE FYE]. PEULE 2 FYE]. IUMEHIEIE].

FEPE (RPE)IFE b 2, N TRIEEAT VAN 4 Hr i3k

1) R*H

P AETE AR B RO ARSI 1 P A R A A R (R T R B TN B 7, W0 9 TR

SRR CBONAHRMT . RN K CREEREET =ANABERER R2 E002
0.741.0.725 J% 0.749, HULTT UE H, R RFIRES AL L & 3, X o &) I IR REAR Bk 72.5%,
X ORAEVE YT RRAE AR 74.1%, ReAlxt “ReS i R B RIRRAR R Sk 78.9%, RUMEE
N A B R LA SR ) TR B g UERA T R A ) A HE
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Table 8. Item loadings and cross-loadings of the variables
7 8. TEMEMAHFRZ 13

BIEE  EARNE ARt St REpE BEssE st Bema A M ER

SE1 0.94 0.07 0.21 0.17 0.07 0.09 0.25 0.27 0.17
SE2 0.81 0.09 0.17 0.11 0.06 0.08 0.12 0.24 0.14
SE3 0.88 0.02 0.18 0.12 0.06 0.08 0.15 0.19 0.11
SJ1 0.12 0.89 0.18 0.18 0.13 0.14 0.15 0.21 0.19
SJ2 0.12 0.95 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.24 0.16 0.29 0.23
JB1 0.10 0.02 0.83 0.30 0.30 0.26 0.30 0.38 0.27
JB2 0.08 0.07 0.95 0.35 0.49 0.35 0.31 0.39 0.38
JB3 0.13 0.10 0.84 0.39 0.33 0.36 0.37 0.46 0.36
JB4 0.17 0.06 0.84 0.29 0.37 0.28 0.34 0.48 0.43
ID1 0.18 0.09 0.38 0.87 0.36 0.34 0.40 0.36 0.32
1D2 0.12 0.09 0.30 0.82 0.38 0.33 0.40 0.35 0.28
1D3 0.03 0.06 0.32 0.88 0.52 0.42 0.35 0.37 0.29
SQ1 —0.03 0.00 0.33 0.39 0.83 0.32 0.20 0.29 0.25
SQ2 0.13 0.06 0.39 0.45 0.77 0.38 0.29 0.45 0.35
SQ3 —0.04 0.01 0.26 0.29 0.80 0.32 0.25 0.22 0.25
SQ4 0.07 0.01 0.39 0.35 0.79 0.38 0.33 0.39 0.35
SQ5 0.01 0.04 0.25 0.40 0.81 0.35 0.32 0.25 0.25
PE1 0.10 0.05 0.32 0.36 0.37 0.81 0.42 0.41 0.34
PE2 0.06 0.00 0.37 0.37 0.38 0.84 0.46 0.42 0.34
PE3 0.03 0.05 0.28 0.38 0.43 0.89 0.45 0.41 0.30
PEU1 0.16 0.07 0.42 0.34 0.35 0.48 0.89 0.58 0.43
PEU2 0.14 0.07 0.32 0.47 0.36 0.41 0.79 0.44 0.32
PEU3 0.18 0.04 0.26 0.35 0.21 0.34 0.84 0.34 0.33
PEU4 0.17 0.07 0.28 0.35 0.24 0.40 0.86 0.40 0.44
PU1 0.17 0.10 0.43 0.42 0.42 0.47 0.46 0.83 0.47
PU2 0.19 0.07 0.50 0.39 0.38 0.45 0.49 0.87 0.48
PU3 0.21 0.06 0.51 0.35 0.38 0.39 0.55 0.86 0.56
U1 0.17 0.06 0.43 0.30 0.27 0.30 0.44 0.56 0.85
U2 0.09 0.09 0.41 0.33 0.33 0.32 0.40 0.47 0.85
1U3 0.07 0.10 0.35 0.30 0.42 0.38 0.38 0.43 0.98

e SE[HIRAAE]. SI[EMMIE]. IBIAECHE] ID[F T SQUIRS ] PE[ER AL IR 1E]. PULEAIA FITE]. PEULE N 2 FHTE] 1U[fE
A=A,

2) R
G5 R AR B 2 1) ) 42 2R B0RT DA S R % 45 W A8 ) ] SR % R A I LB RS KN, — IR 42 R B0k,
JER DRI A5 B 1) 4 SR AR B B RN B, B8R R B R 10 BT

388
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FLmm ik
SR 5 SRk R2=0725 R2=0.789
o T 1 55 A T E
— 026""
1 55 i
Y
IR HE
LEPRIES
R2=0.741
ERUIRS/IN(ER
W WEMEAKFE**p <001, *p<0.05.
Figure 2. Results of the influencing factor model examination
[E 2 N EREHNRRIGINER
Table 9. R? value of the endogenous latent variables
F#9 WEBTENNAN R E
R TR 5 F el = A
R2{H 0.741 0.725 0.789
Table 10. Results of hypothesis testing and path coefficient of the influencing factor model
72 10. B R R NERERERERY
SESSN8 R R BRI
H1: PU StREST R A BT 0.46 ORI
H2: PEU %} PU B IE [0 0.26 TFHER &
H3: PEU R4 {8 F 25 B HAT IE T 520 0.23 SRR
H4: TAEAMSMENT PU B IETHIRN 0.31 TR
H5: FHMTEXT PU BA IETH R 0.17 YRR
H6: HIRZAENT PEU ELA7 IE T s 0.16 YRR
H7: Fmditx PEU B4 IEH R 0.28 TR
H8: B KM PEU BA IETR N 0.38 TFHERE
H9: R4 Fimxt PEU B A IE 520 0.15 TFHERE
H10: ik 45 5 &5 PU HAT 1F T 20 0.28 TR

WAL e SRR, (B B MRE 1 78.9% 107 22, 23 52 B BA HIPE(B = 0.46, p < 0.01) FZ K1 )
FIE(B = 0.23, p < 0.01) 54N, 73 A SCRFB 1 9 AR 10 Htbe] DU Y, RGP B e
WA AR K, BN 2 FH s i PR A o A R PSR R 1 74.1% 01005 22, 3 52 31U SN &) FH (B = 0.26,
p < 0.01) LA K A5 IR 5 i 45 i & (B = 0.28, p < 0.01)AHI< (S = 0.31, p < 0.01)F1E M HE (8 = 0.17, p < 0.01)
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GRS, SRR TR 5. B 6. B 7 RIEGSE 8. b, BN MR SZAR S RS AR, XA
TH LA SRR B RGeS, FERRZEN 7 AR E SR, B, SRR R T R P E
SCHREUE FE R G A M EE R R . RSS2 R AVE YA BRI, 2 P AR #R AR
FSCHRBE PRI, B0 2 F P A4 21 SCHR A0 AN R an ey SR A ST, Rk 4 18T 9 R 55 4 v F P R RS
FYE BA BRI o RO BATE YRS BN . AN ) R IE e 1 72.5% 1077 %, 323
FmTH(s = 0.28, p < 0.01). AN SR IE(S = 0.38, p < 0.01). HIRIHRL(S = 0.16, p < 0.01) LA IR 55 7 E:(B
= 0.15, p < 0.01) s, 2l SCRFI 1. (R 2. Bk 3 AR 4. JBG1 5 B M 52 B IE N 468 2 1 1) 5
ROR, XA SOR RN AR A A S SR R W R R 2 —, AHECTT &, B 3RALRERT N & F P ) 5
WAANK, IR 5% o 0T B A1 7 FH P R 52 I T %o SRR R T PR IR s, ST et R B 2 FH A R 5
M o

5. &g

A E T AE BTG A SSUE TSRS BT AR 2 G DL B A B M G AR A A
MEBATIR T, IR SREAT TAHRI A AT A e, FEAIELLT 4 .
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