Finance 4, 2017, 7(4), 191-203 Hans XM
Published Online September 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/fin
https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2017.74020

Factor Analysis of the Influences on the
Long-Term Care Insurance Demand
of Different Age Groups

—Taking Beijing as an Example

Tao Jing, Shu Yang, Ruixiao Sun

Insurance School, University of International Business and Economics, Beijing
Email: jingtao@uibe.edu.cn

Received: Jul. 22™, 2017; accepted: Aug. 4™, 2017; published: Aug. 10", 2017

Abstract

At present, lacking of the effectual demand of long-term care insurance in China is one of the great
causes of the slow development of long-term care insurance. Taking Beijing as an example, using
different age groups as a starting point, combining survey samples, we analyze and explain influ-
ence factors on the long-term care insurance demand of different age groups, and conclude the
characteristics of the different age groups’ demand. Research has shown that residents at 40 to 60
years old age are willing to buy long-term care insurance; economic and health factors affect the
demand of different age groups; while the marital status, the number of siblings, the number of
children, and the employment unit only influence on one certain age groups. Therefore, the in-
surance company shall subdivide the market based on the age of the consumer, and present more
diversified long-term care insurance products, such as diversified payment methods, diversified
insurance coverage or diversified benefit mode.
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1. 518

ERAE ST, JER B A KA H I 75 5k — 7 T 45 B (AL 2 TR B2 ok T R Bk ik,
7 B K BAR R T ok T E KINBE R R H . FEEREZITIRRE, B R R Z
R, R 2 I N TR SGTE M E ORI i, (H A B LR A Dy fglt B LR 6 1 & B8 T 7= i, B R 32
BV P A, KA BEORRS 17 37 B AR R I W I AE 77 SR 56 3T R E RRZEIIUR . KR BRI A
Rt RA 2 H AT E bR E A AR T ) G 0 — A R [1]. DRl A5 0 BEXT s M 2 2 1 K
HA BRI (PR R AT 0 M7

] Ab 25 3 5o A B OR B 5 R 2R (B A 2 BEAR R AE LA N = AN . — 2 SR [ BR 7 M B v Rl 5o 4 44
PR R B0 1) . Frank & Edward (1997) [2]1 I KU BRIB . 6 A SR AAE FRZ BE A . B sl 4%
Hedoxt s me 38 K BRI T34 I R 3R AT 20 W, i BT 4 Bh il (Medicare) b 4P BROR G 1) 4%
HHASONE ™ 5 A g 2 3 [ R N ARES T 3% K R A2 I R [ 2 — . Medicare i Hi47 BRARES: 17 3 B4 H &%
R[3] [AVSA3BUMN AR INE [5]. PRk, S N 1% i #Hr s v Medicare DAY KR b A S04 BE ORI (1)
T HE[4], B /& P Medicare BB LA 4 3 b ORI (9 75 SR [6], (R —3B 0 2%
W BLCRE A BE 5 S0 B BRORBS 75 SR 3G N[ 7], B sl E F AR /N4] [8].

THRFBEM IR IE R B AR T R 2 M B R R M. — 5T, FREEE AP E LA 2R
ST IAPEORES (TR R [9]: S0 — 7T, SRR KA P AR B0t 7 2 R IR AR B S REAZAE B H AU,
[10], P HIA JI1E FAE AR 22 00 AR 4 BRORRS: 1) 75 SR BRI o (H A 22 AR AR AR AR
A SE E AR E S KW AR 1) = 2R N, M AR 4% A0 Medicare 4 /2 32 ZE K %[ 3]
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SRR BN KB AR 7 SR AU . Brown & Finkelstein (2007) [4]3A 4 5 AR R 2 500 24 25 16
LRI AR T 2K, Curry (2009) [11]3E— B4 H,  EAR =& AR 2 K I 3L AR IS 2R SRAS R 1
JEER, (HAWR S S m g — AN E RN, 5— AT NS OEAC. Bk, WHRE A S NERL
W2 KA EARES 75 SR PR M . S S RN KT BT G ARRL  BRL A5 2 i K 3
PHARR 75 SR . Cramer 25 A (2006) [12]3@ 1 257 Logistic [B1UARETRY, 4341 1 SEMR T 27 28 ) SEAK 330 2 AR 16
MR, 19 HME . ZEE KT AN R RS0 T 2 KA BAR RS 75 Sk i R R H . fE sk Ea 2 |,
Schaber (2007) [13]38 3 73 Ak — 0 R BLAE RS o 4P 2 XU o A 34 BRI (1) S AT RE D+ A5 B R IE I L
WON L FRBEZE 1 5 DR 36 2 s i K SR BRI (1 75 5K

] Py 25 2 R B9 B R 5 75 SR 7 THT BRI LR B 3, W3R)5 55 (2011) [14]R FH G 2 e 1 A5 8 A
% W S0 BE R SR B ORI 75 SRR DR 32 EAT SIE 7007, 45 SRR I AL 2 DR e P 7 R R B R 1 (i it IR
(R AP BRI 1R 75 5K o E4E55(2011) [15]K AR 25 SRS TR T 52 - 9 T K 4 BRI 55 SR W PR 3R kAT
T RGN, S5 TR DUE R0 FE B R4 38 2 F 64 SR G 75 SR B S o LB, T Ay 9%
o Vi 5 DU KT R I 4 AR T SR I /IR A 2 G AR . B AR PS5 A(2012) [16]id i X 228, YLIF
PIAE T4 NS 0K AR & R R B A 22 7 Logit [BARERL 04, AFFER I, $HOZETLANER. AT
R AP AR RO B RO ZEAR . JHOKRE AT A B L 5 MR B K AR R
oK. WEHAN(2013) [171H 27 A4 4 2790 YA A In 5505 A AL, 12 logistic [RIAREAY 3 i #3 1
X . R ARUREYE AN B, BUFHLCRB G S Al TAE. KEEWRNGE . KI5 H AR 55 5 &
AT FEFE 5 10 RS R A 5 v 1 A Ak %o KR B EIL(2015) [18]°R FH Probit #5784 SIZHIE 43 A 52 Wi
K H B OR P W S R R R 28, 45 S B N AT TR H 4 B A A M 28 B 4 B RS AR RN e B DA B AR TE U
SR AR R R B O o ey ST e B R A Y3 R

ZEEWETE, AN 0 KA R ARG J T (A 78 R AR S B T ] P 27t Sk 52 i ] P K B 4 B
PRI SR IR AT TR, (B2 TR0 MR Z R T, AR 58 A R R HEAR 10) f BE A
FUK P B ORES T SR S R 38 o AR SCANIX — MM KR, 3 R AP BRSO 7 7 (1) 75 SR T S AR IS B
PRGNSy B FEAS [F)AF 08 T A K ST B ORI 75 SR P 52 i DR 2 DA R e i, T 75 R R I I I B T 3 K B 9
ORI U SRA R B SRR o TF 78 25 18 BE % {2 1F 7 M RIS 2 =) 72K P BRAR B P i I e i T3 IR 4R LA
JOE RS AR, A, BRI R E AL TR, N RE KRR R T
YRR (R e T e

2. NEEREHACRAPIE GRIG TR K B9 RoN0 & R

HI ORI SR AT 0 T AR A 6 R, I HAS [ AR BRI B ORI 7R 2 2 R 2 R, BITEA
ARV B AR R 47 BRI 75 SR IS M R R BN R A, AL EZNFREL R . WO HeAh ORISR 5
AP PR DL DU A5 THT 70 A7 25 45 B A (A KU B ORI O 7 SR A O

2.1. HESLHS

ARBLEHT, BTERXBERKAR, SEAFERBAN K ELSA % RHE. KES A
[, AR T I (7R E AP B ST WAE .. 2 TR FEFHEFENAER EL MA6ERE T X
IR, PRI, 7 B2 R fo RO 9 8 I B K BRSO R 3. X 20 iE4D 80 “RARAETHRIZE
BEGE T AR 20~40 & FFRAEA, ABATIHIRECEE — 1 7 2B e KBS, FRAiREER NI
R AR PR e, PR — B AR AT A BB A 1] T Dy A S 4 B LR G R g A IR E TR ST T T IR 70 X1 40 2 L
EREEAORYL, TR 2T 2 7Kg, HUA AT B DR S (0 75 SR A 58— 22

i
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2.2. II\NE=

g, TSR AN SERE /1A R SR AP L B RER, TR B IR O E 1T 33 B SE R
77, PUESNKP RS RIS 7 SR I Z R R . WAMEREHE RS, [F— MREA Rl BOHR 4 B AR
Bz 5 SRAN ] o 20~30 % SERSHEARISON 40 T AR E OB B, AT SCECHRON D, BT BAMRON S BE IR AL AT D0
WP BRI TR EZE A . X 30~50 % EEeAF AR, W AARIREE, WSROI B %, DRkl
NS ORI 75 SR 2 ME PR 2R B/ IR 55 46 o T T 50~60 6 SR REAR, JL AR WA RIRA 8k
ZRGENE,  BERFSON AR ATT R A O 75 SR K R M RE B gk A AT H AT BN RIS i B LA SCRT SERCHRN

2.3. HAeAREEHBIRIHTH BN

HI T Rk Z P B AR BG 10 1 %, A AN BRI T AL IREOB R L OREY, A T IS
JP PR ORRS, PRI 2 RIS o JHL A P b PR S0 47 BRI A7 AR — € O B RN (PR 7K #T, 2007). A
[FIERHEIR I A L0 M, 40 2 DUR AR E AR S0 iE S0 (K e 0o, ORISR, DRI L LA OR
DREENLA F5E HERANAR XS5 o TS T 40 % LA R AR RO TR, (LGl iins, (AR uFREmiE & K>
150, I A0 A OR s Ml RS 0 P e, DRI T e 2 4B A BRSSP B OR B S A — 2B 0k 3%, A T
R EERHEAR, At OR BT FT BE XU BE LR 8 B A ORI Y RO

24. BREER

fl R IL 2 5 W RO KPP BRI 7oK o S A fi BOR DU 223 5 FE B BT ST 45 B MR RE Ty
R GEE), T 28I W SER I BLAR B RS B20 XUz o X T 50 % U AR A, Al Al A IR 0L
B, AER H CARRAE AT BT A A AER, PRI AR BEDR 0T — 2 R A 4 2 O ey S i S )
SR RN . T 50 5 DL ROREAR, AATTREXS B CORK A BEIRBLAL L 0, B R 3R B A0 H 2 AR L 2 1 o
AT A BRI DA R PR 22 S M A AT T 0 SIS B AR 6 75 SR A B 2R 3R

3. SBEST— LR A B

ASCRECBENLRETT 30, FEAL R VE A EEAT SRR 2, LR 664 17 1745, WiIml 659 1A AL 4
AR 99.25%, FEAGHE AT LB 4 7.

3.1 FEFREHEIKIHPERIEERIZZ 5T

MR 1) S SR et s I S XM Tk, RGOSR WA S DR R S =45 T 3 e A
[ 4F B AN Y19 B ORI 75 5K B2 M A 3%

3.1.1. FRIFREFENIKRIFERROTEIH

1) 25 H A SR A S B AR S R R RS E D USRI BRI S P 10 4, 60 B
BRI N KL RBERE I, PRI 2 FPR 2R IR B BN 55 B n T IR I . S OREFRGEBOR, SR PR
MR o« MR EEZEXNHSREE, LS B R R H B, iRk 1
Fme WA 1 AT DR HBEE SR G 1, A A T SE K B AR () S 5k . BB AORTE 40~60 ¥ 4F
kB BON R R A A BRI R BB I E R P B
3.1.2. FRIFHRFHEN KRR ARIERE 51

R 2 NP E R S BRI 1 R R A . R FRT LA Y, BAFRPT BT F 8L B
A A 2 30 9 A A S04 B R ) S DL AR R AT DR SL OR B, TR M SRAT R 6 DR B A2 9% 3 e i R ORI
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Table 1. The cross statistic chart of the willingness to pay for long-term care insurance of different age groups
= 1. NEIFERB MK EREEER X St %

X\Y PLTENY 21~30 ¥ 31~40 % 41~50 % 50 % LAJE A
21~30 % 32 (14.95%) S 67 (31.31%) 51 (23.83%) 27 (12.62%) 37 (17.29%)
31~40 ¥ 36 (25.00%) — — 41 (28.48%) 55 (38.19%) 12 (8.33%)
41~50 % 67 (43.79%) — — — 76 (49.68%) 10 (6.54%)
51~60 % 138 (93.24%) — S S — 10 (6.76%)

Table 2. The cross statistic chart of the primary reasons for purchase the long-term care insurance of different age groups
2 2. NEIFHB AN KERIFEREEERZ X Stit%

X\Y 21-30 ¥ 31~40 ¥ 41~50 ¥ 51~60 %

PR T Mg 9P S R 32 (14.95%) 28 (19.44%) 23 (15.03%) 16 (10.81%)

RZRAF ORI {R 107 (50.0%) 87 (60.42%) 81 (52.94%) 77 (52.03%)

NF LA 91 (42.52%) 62 (43.06%) 81 (52.94%) 88 (59.46%)

HRAE B S BRI T e 3K 79 (36.92%) 56 (38.89%) 63 (41.18%) 66 (44.59%)

H R L85 1 4857 52 3K 25 (11.68%) 28 (19.44%) 37 (24.18%) 58 (39.19%)

KA RIS ST 86 (40.19%) 25 (17.36%) 37 (24.18%) 20 (13.51%)

%Zi ARATINT 7 19 B A HEIR L 49 (22.90%) 20 (13.89%) 30 (19.61%) 14 (9.46%)
PH B ORI & T AR A A B SE L 22 (10.28%) 11 (7.64%) 5 (3.27%) 3 (2.03%)

FHERH . FEEFEARI KRB, 2P B, JCHXT 21~30 2l B e e N2 {E
K (40.91%) . 1 41~60 & HIHrEAE NE, AT SEA 9 B ORI ) Ji PR — D T 2 R B R B A
REROL, 3 —J7 2N T g e

3.1.3. T REIFHEFFAI TACRATAIR (RIG 1 P8 5 A

1 3 A AV W R AN T SA I B ORISR OB 70T, SRRl AR Y, AN 1 U 7 B R
B PR B R RN AR ORI 2 7] 52 8 22 AN B I SR BRI ) = K R BRI DRI, BEROR R IR
VETETR R, BOZIG A A TS B RIS A A IR . GRS RN, Bl TR I BUR (19 /v N3 SR A AT T X CREG
KR HEAE.

3.2. HREE

TERE X 53 M i A, AR A Epi data 3.0 XU sk N EH , R SPSS 21.0 e it S ARk 47 SEAE 7 #T
R [V B UK P B AR 8 B DR 2R (B R R AT R o2 e, Z IR Logistic [R5 5753847
Hp <005 AFEGHE L. A0 “al2 0% 7 o8 E KT RS R EENE R, AR
&, ZUFFH, WREINE R E R, BRI, B DA E AT 2 AR 2 /T 4000 B
FoREIE— M, "SR % 4000~8000 H NETE MR, ISR 2N 8000 LA FoNEIR R, HARE I
A 134, 5l MR SCRREE . WS ORRGL. SopdREE . Ao KIET ORI N IONR
P OV RA T BT IR RATFE B S0 HAR R 5 .

T 4 RN FEISERS BESOE, B o KR HEAT AN [ AR RS AR S EE CRBG B i R R A B N R T

3.2.1. 21~30 FERBF AN KHFRRETROMWER 2
X T 21~30 % AR, A FA A SIS A AR R Gt 2 5 = 23,587, p < 0.05).
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Table 3. The cross statistic chart of the primary reasons why the consumers do not want to purchase the long-term care in-
surance of different age groups

= 3. PRIFIRERMG KPR REMERZ X Gt

X\Y 21~30 ¥ 31~40 % 41~50 % 51~60 %
AT RS BLRRS 113 (52.80%) 80 (55.56%) 66 (43.14%) 40 (27.03%)
KR HOR IS OR 9 88 (41.12%) 41 (28.47%) 56 (36.60%) 56 (37.84%)
TUBER 17 (7.94%) 9 (6.25%) 25 (16.34%) 17 (11.49%)
HC 60 % [N 2 LU SZ K 4P 3 2% HY 33 (15.42%) 24 (16.67%) 24 (15.69%) 16 (10.81%)
T SE T HAR (RRS 25 (11.68%) 22 (15.28%) 44 (28.76%) 40 (27.03%)
FLF AR A KA IR A A L IX R 4 60 (28.04%) 42 (29.17%) 43 (28.10%) 35 (23.65%)
MMEARREE A 55 (25.70%) 52 (36.11%) 45 (29.41%) 63 (42.57%)

Table 4. Single factor analysis of the different age groups
4 TRIFIRERBERDTER

21-30 % 31-40 % 41-50 % 51-60 %
5N IR
AN¥ 2 PIH A P A% P A% P14
5 85 70 82 74
P51 401 0.135 1.82  0.403 5922  0.052 9.855  0.007**
7 129 74 71 74
N DR 0 1 3 5
Eaks 5 7 10 15
ALTE Erh, bt 11 28 0946 21 28 0946 29 7.06 0530 31 1235 0.136
KL, KR 64 57 78 75
Wt KEUE 134 58 33 22
UG 183 38 4 3
oS 31 99 133 126
TS AR L 22 0333 949 0.148 7413 0.284 24.71 P <0.001**
B 0 6 12 5
i 0 1 4 14
¥ 90 49 31 34
14 68 45 35 24
bl S AR IR AL 6.6 0.359 12.7 0.048* 6.766  0.343 22.58 0.001**
2 34 32 39 36
3INELE 22 18 48 54
¥ 193 48 5 2
14 14 71 82 72
FLH 433 0.632 114 0.888 66  0.359 15.69 0.016*
24 6 25 58 48
3ALLLE 1 0 8 26
TEIR 74 135 139 91
24 125 5 2 0
TARRA 2.69 0.611 6.98 0.137 3614 0.729 25.25 P <0.001**
Tealk 15 4 7 7
FEYAN 0 0 5 50

i
;é
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Continued
/NF50 Fio6 151 29 19 16
50~200 /it 49 55 23 24
FKEEFE IR 200~500 /7t 7 13.7 0.089 42 482 P<0.001** 58 36.89 P<0.001** 47 29.58 P<0.001**
500~1000 /it 5 14 40 44
1000 GGl E - 2 4 13 17
/NTF-5000 oG 163 32 21 22
5001~8000 jt 24 22 27 32

NERSSON 8001~11000 yt. 14 23.6 0.003** 35 158 0.045 52 224 0.004*> 56 1573 0.046*

11001~14000 7¢ 5 30 34 23
14000 jtbA 8 25 19 15
TH% 89 131 131 95
PR 0 0 4 0
EX PN 3] T« 0 384 0429 0 158 0015* 7 1281 0.119 5 32.63 P<0.001**

BARG: 0 0 3 37
ot 125 13 8 11
Bk BAL 15 28 31 41
Al 13 22 28 37
RE A 18 24 44 20

b I X AL G Al 12 234 0025* 33 131 0362 20 1474 0256 18 9.838 0.630
GHE 5 12 12 7
AMEF 11 17 9 19
oA 140 8 9 6
/NF-1000 5T 183 87 52 45
1001~3000 7t~ 30 41 64 59

RT3 3001~5000 7t 1 256 0.634 10 29.9 P<0.001** 33 59.66 P<0.001** 30 99.75 P<0.001**

5001~8000 5t O 2 3 7
8000tz 0 4 1 7
& 22 20 29 27

EIN RS Cla 5.49 0.064 8.04 0.018* 397 0137 14.98 0.001**
% 192 124 124 121
& 146 131 151 140

B S I HADLRES: 215 0.342 052 0771 0.699 0.705 0.876  0.645
% 68 13 2 8

VE: p<0.05% p<0.01**,

N 5 S B JRHE R S IEASE S 2, BN s, PR R, BAh, Sl it o K H AR e 7 ok
B BN (= 23.352, p < 0.05). HAMPZEHAEE.

3.2.2. 31~40 ZEEW B AN KAPFERET KORWE R 247
XFT 31~40 B HIFRREA, WA FKERME. SR ImERE . ORIR. B B @ BORGL(FE B
ST ZANBHEKYP IR A G2 R, HmRRA R,
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3.2.3. 41~50 ZEEWM B AN KPR RE T KORWE R 247
XHF 41~50 IR, N FERUME B SHEEUIRIL(FE IR 98) 55 KR S IZ R A
X ER RIS (10 7 SR FAOG, AR AR 3

3.2.4.51~60 Z KRB AN KHFRRETEROMWER 2

X 51~60 & M RHEMR, A BSURIRDL. R HIAEL T sl TARRGL. HERT. MAA
PN EEWNKIE . A SRR OL (I BT ) RN ZA I E DU B2 AR R R A
WP PRORI I TR K o SCHARRE . S A RIS 1% DU R B R A 56

3.3. FEFREBFEIN KRR EROFWE R R
MSAIESE SRAT LA, AR R (K4 BELOR I 75 SR A2 R 3R R A 8 AR A

3.3.1. 21~30 SLER B HIES

BT 21~30 S HERNEE, BT RA G F MRS BN, RS AT H K, SR = At
99, AU RERIIZER B KNP AR TR FER K. (HZEBN B ABERILL T
SRR N, 4 36%I1JE FER IR E1E 40~60 RS BOW SEA I B ARG o

3.3.2. 31~50 SEERE AT =

31~40 %1 41~50 % 4F S BURFOAR R I BOAAR LN 75 SREFIE,  th T H & 1 RO I AR AL A AT
SR T ST P ST TR FEER R ST, IR T AR B R A B AR TR . AR R AL
A 3 R SN T SR T K U B ) 2 38 o b A T SR R P 7 SR

3.3.3.51~60 SR B RS

51~60 2 4 #4441 2 o FROGK P LRI T R R R R AR R B A . BEE IR, ZEAN
TSRS Oy 1 B R R i ORI [ B 3722 1, AT TEE 50 %0 DA AT B B R IR R £, L P S Uk oL
SR IHEREL. B TARRG. FERM . N EBEROCRIE. A SRR . RATEE KR
75 1L 2 S 2% 4 4 TR A ot K P BB 1) 75 R

3.4. KEHPERRIER KR ME RN SE RS

TEHHT o SER BRI LR B dT e, N TR SR 0 A TEIE R A B R EIEN, 27 R34
e A R R R A AR ES TR SR AR, DA AN R AR B A K I B AR BS FoR IR R 2, R
SPSS 21.0 Guit B k% 4 HEAT Logistic AR 2 K 22 70 H o 4 T 25 0] A5 3R 15- 1) 70 SR8 B 4 Ry JR 4048
i, Logistic A kAL S B 5 LW 5 Fios.
3.4.1. Logistic ElVI4EH

HF%4r2 Logistic [0 AR LR N

logitP, = log it[P(y > j|x] =-q Jriﬁ'ixi
i=1

1
- 1+exp(—aj +Zi’llﬂixi)

P(y<ilx)

3.4.2. BEVAS 4
MR DU 2 3 NS g R AS B, BN AT 4252 {5 3% 8000 o LA S 402810, LIRS, S5 WRAL. S
BUERE. TS 13 AN RRNEBEITA R Logistic B30 . R4 R I0E 6 Fis.
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Table 5. Dummy variables assignment

5. EMEEMER

A AR A S R FEL L
Y AR IR T 0~4000 75, Y =0; 4000~8000, Y =1; >8000, Y =2
Xy P % =0; &£ =1
X SCALFRRE NERULE =1 #d =2 &d, g =30 K&, AF =4; MEEUE =5
X3 U HEAR T, KiE =1; OF =2; B =3; L =4
X4 P SL G =1 14 =2; 24 =3; 3AKLLE =4
Xs T8 T=1; 14 =25 24> =3; 3MKUE =4
Xs TAEIRL R =1; Bk =2; Tl =3
X7 FIER AR /NF50 7376 =1; 50~200 737G =2; 200~500 J57G =3; 500~1000 J37G =4
Xs NERESIIN /NF5000 76 =1; 5001~8000 G =2; 8001~11000 G =3; 11001~140007G =4; 14000 JGLA L= =5
Xg BTV S/ T# =1; T4 =2; B%hE =3; Hih =4
Xo R AR ~a; BB 25 b 26 i 7
Xu ERIBRIT /N 1000 G =1; 1001~3000 J& =2; 3001~5000 7G =3; 5001~8000 G =4; 8000 jull Lt =5
X1z RN HEK M A =0 & =1
Xi3 ST S IMALCR B AL LRI =0 & =1
Table 6. Ordinal logistic regression model analysis
%2 6. AF Logistic EVANTER
B SE  Wald Pl OR (95% CI)
5
5 -0.456 0.238  3.659 0.056 0.634 (—0.922~0.011)
iy 1.000
TS AR
RS -3.057 0.821 13.860  0.000** 0.047 (—4.666~—1.447)
R/ -1517 0637 5670  0.017* 0.219 (—2.765~—0.268)
B -0.932 0.785 1.406 0.236 0.394 (—2.471~0.608)
Fefh 1.000
2R BRI E
¥ -1.046 0354 8714  0.003** 0.351 (—1.741~—0.352)
14 -0.710 0336 4.458  0.035* 0.492 (-1.369~-0.051)
24 -0.549 0.319 2956 0.086 0.578 (—1.175~0.077)
3L 1.000
TR
xT 1.404 0675 4332  0.037* 4071 (0.082~2.727)
14 0.092 0482 0.037 0.848 1.096 (—0.852~1.037)
24 -0.156 0.484 0.104 0.747 0.856 (—1.106~0.793)
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