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kAR DA DA R ?bﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbi’%%ﬁz%ﬁﬁiapgﬁﬁﬁ
2 RBAF BTG FN O wplATEAE £ R LR FEERE 0 EAT
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PR Bl Bt A AEE 0 2V R SR TAMBEEEEG K- R
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EERPREREZRIBM G034 pEFH 2 27 JELF R
BRI GRS SR R dop BT R A B ) R BRI
A frg) e b ¢ P {7 5 (Gulati and Sytch, 2007) - Williamson(1983, 1985) ~
Zaheer and Venkatraman(1995)%? Young-Ybarra and Wiersema(1999)3% 3% » B fF # ﬁ
d T3 B5VKE (FHELEBETAZ T E) et aup s kif M 2 R
EFIE AP dopt B Frd| F1 & T3 & el 8 (7 5 9T A 24 i & 4% o S8 4e Zaheer
and Venkatraman(1994, 1995)#7% > X A 3t R r» @2 £ 8 2 /KT A (4
PR A2 AR B B BOVAR G LM F ol v M A
% 3 Dyer(1997) 7 dp i > B AT B Rt B B end BBR TR L B BT A
P FAEART TR R G o F e P R T o e
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Bt BB R (S LR )G Bt 2 4T R R TR A PR
WERgE 2 o TR IR RF R ok P g IER TR g H g TR R
Boh M R M AR § AR f HleiEr o F 4 sxgrdlH g 7 5 (Young-Ybarra and
Wiersema, 1999) o Williamson(1985)3p ! » e ff By 2 5 f&r0 b chbl % > 7 4132
IS R LG 0 - LR - M GREARLERIPIE M EY .
Wellman and Worthley(1990)7= 45 21 » § B 7 #F ~ Bt Je S enfe & 22 6 f) 4)% s |
FEMaGER fﬁ% v B2 ,4%5{4';,, AR T A e iR et > BB Rehi
Foog AR A o FRt 0 AT HHACT BRK

L ENE S SIOER P IS OVE RS Rty SRR 2 X
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g i THRFEP R 0 DT RS B L T oG ook g o iEa
W@ * B L8 E 2 st (Almeoda and Kogut, 1999) - Lane and Lunatkin(1998) 2]
Bt R R R N R @RGP enee b 0 R G AR S
BEHEEY o T o rE N G RF Rk hh f TRF R E 0 T R RE
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R Fs € 2 FREIATE # ¢ (Khanna, et al, 1998) & @ ¥ £
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Gulati and Singh, 1998) - F]pt » & & (FEAZY > B B fc § renifi e L apio B
PR A RV AR Al AL kL BRI E AV AL TR B2 £
EapFERJE cd TV AETERY > RFIRFEFS 2ELRFH
LEFGE ST RTE IO S U 5 TR R sk sk
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BEpy

- S FIERAETREE
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FEER LN B L FENL 560 R o 2 BB FRBEFEE B FE YL

£ 135 o et HER R R T RIBRATHEB K

WEERPFIFIRFEET IR - E2LRE > X P 8 50 § v e 127 &
2

SHRlwjck A ELF 32T & F &K AL (non-response bias) © & 2 {5
Armstrong and Overton (1977)sruE 3% » #fr A w e F L S iv R A > TEF A
FHZFELHMF o+ 2 pr R T2 ik t R B5HT 0 % - FFE(59
PR E)E S FEO6S PR E) ik A AP T RAEAANTRY XK

FAR > pEFA3000623% 0958 BT AT R E D A mE RihL R AL

Bk ket FERA LY Fo mERIFAREBEE LTS L
T ¥ % 3% | (common method bias)sF* 48 - 2 Wi RhihEPR A 4 » AR %
Baw o AYHP - BAETRARI G E oW LB AP TR IO S
LRI EFHALE LA F e P R E)UR T E W I #2(Podaskoff et al., 2003) -
AR E WIS A2 UIFE R M FE A 478 7T Harman ¥ - %)% ¥ 2 (Podsakoff and
Organ, 1986) » ‘&% 5 B~d) 9 B oFfcia x> 1 ehF 4 > ¥ 2} T — B 7% L4 f2
BANRASFREE > W7 A2 i RBEDEIS BE o

A AR > AEBE XTI U6 T 12.6%) ~ 7R EG T 3.9%)

F R EEQ4 R 18.9%) ~ L HEMWME(16 T 12.4%) ~ 7 MeFEE R it £(26 R
20.5) ~ e pe il 2 E (1 RO 8.7%) ~ Tk (5 Rl 3.9%) ~ b B H 5 E(16 Fu

12.6%) ~ W& 3 o B E6 7 4.7%) % H B FEQ Fo 1.6%) > & f 1 Bl
F 03000 A 10T 2 p Eepikal K L 78% > @ AgiE 3000 4 2 & E o FiE 22.0% &
NP EYEES G 100 BT 2 F AR KL T32% 0 424 100 R b2 g ¥
5268% LA BEYEFEFLF G 0 AMA DDA T A 6.0%1 T (57.5%) 0 A
W 6.0%F E A25% 5 B EF I NP G o oy FIRINP (k8§ (24.4%) 0 4
& 55 % (18.1%) -

>~

s REFEE

Iy

BR SR IREFTERE LRSI NS RAEZIBIEY (5SS
SRR I ANAGRE R RBTAL PR AE) - B L Tom
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LR d HIEEE G

BAT ] R R TR AR R R AT A A

£)e bp

BRI A2 Ao
.

B % EFRE AR A

GE

[k EHAY TR AR ERMARIE o & 2 S A 2 Ay Rl (TR

&~ e A -

*¥ = }EL ~ Cronbach’s o &4 2 30— R F#HKiE o

2 IR BB S M S L

HYE B/ 0.625

B2 mietEmsso EREE NEAHD) o
RIBSTIANIRTIAIIT 22 | s g o A BTG 7759 ST (07 2 ) B B D 2
S feE N ERIO | ASSTEIAT 7 .
%iﬁ%ﬁ%@?ﬁgggﬁéﬁ 2 EATIBBAE R SRS R EE A | 0o
A SRR B 0882 '
7| F[LEIMERARIAN " b BATmE MO RS E R R - | O%
; BB 3 S A T
ib Tsang(2002) é}%&zﬁ%&@*ﬁ%%ﬂu&&ﬁ nﬂ)/ 0.615
B [ascRORmEI RO
B[ B TERATIED © | o en o gy s o e
B| g HILE TEAO I s et s S (FRRAAOIIE 0691 | (o
El| Rl I BRI, oo e st R A A 0.587 020
B bocm2000): 3. BT & (7T POs R BRI 0.879 280
B e o 1009): 4. BRATIBULE EEE A R A R 5 0792 '
Selnes and Sallis(2003)
N R CUMELC || /S0 e Bt S SR B A R B O
3|t B L | 7 RAECEH%) 0.659
85 i e an 2. BATTIE B A EI A S RS MR « B3R | o,
n Tt ) AL T A B/ 0.840 :
(SRR DR |5 o e b S R SRR U TS - B0 ~ (RINRED) | o
& (BT ~ 3OS ~ (T8 | \ 0.850
Hl e | 1. . EEEEEH) 0.783
| - e s[4 B 10 B B (R A IO FE SRR 0804
B o oy |5 AR - AT Bl (MBS 6T 0.704
A S e e S
R LB 50 2 - G eyl : T
| AL, LT 2. EEIBEAERIEII AT RL, A (RIS Rl |
gi | liamson(1985); ESATIR . LSRN ST ) 0.704 038
B o et | B EIIUE [ SN B S SRR - 7| 7
BF) o1 (1508): Dhanara] and SRAETE « WS RTEIE) 0710 |
e 4. BB IR RATEEA A AN & PR (D)
0.576
e |1 B S R R A P A R 0.838
el |2 EUAEIBUBS S e & (AT S 0,880
B B L gt - SSRGS 20
(| ot et pe e o | VAT 0.757
g S ST PRI\ sAslmm B - S VBT A AR | 0o
m & Zabra of i 000y 8/ 0.730 0.893
B oo(1008); 5. EATISI S LR B AT S BLRTELEL 0.616 '
B E | iand Rontt ooy, |6 B0 FISBS K ESGERR i IS4 T8 17 3 SRR 0.778
o |1+ BT A ST ALE - BYRECE & VLR T A
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HEAT RIS AR ] PR

Khanna, et al.(1998)

%m@%ﬂ@z&ﬁ’uﬁﬁ
;¥§%§%X@%%ﬁ§m%1.ﬁ\iﬁ%ﬁ2ﬁ CAESVS I R BTN 0649 | 0.50
B | anra ot al. 2000); Kogut | EE PR FTAEFTAYRSIST » EARBUBESRRA 0863 | 074
B land Zander. (1995).’ Reagans BNE BSE %ﬁ%uﬂ&@zﬂiﬁyﬁ)&’zr‘ FA L AT (LA s 0.693 | 0.726
% and McEvily(2003); Hansen
et al.(2005)
rﬁﬁrﬂ%x@mg&
Bl e ONER s s e kAR S 074 | 037
B |Nooteboom(2000, 2004); Kale|>  ELA FISUB HEN S ASA(T; Rlh Y et T S2010 A0 R iy 2 R 1B/ 0.554 | 0.69
BB ot al.(2000); Nickorson and | | EUA TR BB HEA I RI A S BT (R 0839 | 0.578
Zenger(2004)
1 BAEIEBFENE(E - AT A RAE R 0.763
s |EATIS R S F AT (2. SN TSR & 1F - AEHRIEE T LR & R IR ST/ 0.766
[ R B R 081 3. SATIIBIEIEE TR A 0,054 052
] ¥ R E A - 4. TATIBUB IR o RS R TR TSE (LIV R ERE 11/0.847 | 0.8
25 Khanna, et al.(1998); Kale et |5. &/\E BEAETE - ol B8 E AW SER]Z/ 0.761 0.909
ol [pl2002); Cullen etal (1995) |6 FLATIEBFLATETE » TIEEE S e i A B 0.791
o 7. TSI AR - [T EAE SR o 3 R S B A AR 0.682
5 %z HE ;_a,
g NSRS | s R R 0775
B FHEW;%H%HE,;HZ@EBW% 2. SN FRE A  aE E BURE R FIT SEFIFSRY) 0,758
i NS Ny v sy ﬁ3.%&E%%ﬁ%%@&%ﬁ&%ﬁ@%mﬁgmﬁq 0.53
il 1 o s e gt [ U TIPIBSSATRTAES, - BT IR AE (S E92 0.744 0.89
2% WW%_E%%ZN‘ES.%&E%ﬁ%%%%&’%ﬁﬁﬂéﬁ%&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁQMﬂw 0.909
i 6. TLATIFTBIEATHES  EE A AR IS 0.785
b 7. EATIFTRREIEIRE S  ZE B 7E SRR SRR/ 0.800

&ﬂ’iéaﬁﬁ%&p*’%&m%@ﬁfﬁm% i R g B A
Eeng| 3722 i »x(Tsai, 2001 ; Powell et.,1996 ; Katila and Ahuja, 2002) » =g+ =0
¥ RS g R kg it AIRTE X 2%(Tsai,2001) o £ R rEF R
ﬁ&%ﬁ%mg%zéﬁGMZMD)l A S ?aﬁgﬁﬂﬁﬁ%»@;’

T
AFFY % SPSS 12.0% LISREL 8.3 » $f#7w fc b % TR 7 4 17 22 o R
A R enBg 4 o
- N RBENRE A
i*ul BAFrm S o dek 2 47T o “,‘TT s & A2 Cronbach™s ¢ & 2 0.578 #::7 0.6

2 b BAEG 39 0 0.7 10 o BE AR PR SR - NG R o ek 24T a
'Fj y A= éfg.rg_lﬁﬂ gb%:Qb@—i #EF&,‘?"}%&%@!’T’! =V e W ;T\“%:?fﬁ']"ﬁ‘ ’ "_’;‘_E} %‘fﬁﬁ:
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Bz ERALEFPEEIEP 2F2 4B T FIPP LG P Bk o -]_i‘- )
ARG ROTR R R HTRBREFTE L E LG VE PSR o TR AR
BIERIE R P2 - REGHER o A% % Fonell and Larcker(1981)#7:& 3% e 1w
SR R ()E e T R L R R R f R BB 055 Qs B R
(CR )& « 3 0.6 3)T 15 B ¥ BB (AVE)E < 32 05« 4ok 2 %7 » 22 &
M SRR f TR0 05 Bom L 1w /%I 5 e hftart
Boeopteb sy MABREBENY X3 0.6 TR IE #3305 “/‘%‘ra‘“—iz#k
2 G h Rk i0H(0.38 2 0.37) 0 ARG 5400 050 B ARG /R LG - T
ST RCATE o JU Yt 0 B W ATR ek Bl b 0 A 2 & J5 Fonell and Larcker(1981)2 &
e TR R FE(AVE)RIELE F A 0 e 2 H R e 2 Ap B TRl
RAATE G VB PR UR c RESEHA 0 A2 L e TEF M Gl
)3 AVE BAI8LE (dr 3)» 27 22 REF T HS &G A2 FERAR -

3 BEELZAHR RE - PR PEfEEE AVE FIRSE

RETE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1. KEBH=E 0.768

2. HERE 0.616** | 0.707

3. HEBEMEE[0331%*(0361%* | 0.735

4. ‘BEHzHE 0.361%* [0.540%* [0.527** | 0.616

5. ansgRc s [o0.658* [0.611%* |0.376%* [0.553%* | 0.721

6. KNSR HRR[0.393%* [0.267** |0.260%* [0.269%* [0.508** | 0.707

7. HISEE 0.2877** [0.249%* [0.229%* [0.278** [0.481** |0.378** | 0.608

8. FLEFIS 0.381°* [0.394%* [0.380%* [0.450%* [0.535%* |0.397** [0.438** | 0.728

9. HEFIZS 0.386** [0.448%* |0.407** |0.489%* [0.600%* |0.390** [0.290%* {0.637** | 0.721
R 385 | 385 | 3.16 | 341 | 376 | 3.18 | 370 | 343 | 3.73
AR 067 | 064 | 075 | 068 | 055 | 068 | 0.66 | 0.65 | 0.57

1+ Foonp<0.1 5 *Fom p<0.05 5 **+FIR p<0.01 5 ***+FIR p< 0.001
it 20 ¥A& Ry AVE FRRSRE

B ERRRE

|

PSR EILH BN L S RAE TR o F 1y (Chi-square) (v 5 LB 15 2
O EFXBRAERE > Pt B pd R E R R R AR
A AZH83 5 128 (Hair et al., 2006) & 2 2_ @4 * oy H A d B et @ i
300 247 drh 2 BRI fRE R U o

=1
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4 HEARECEE T

Fc i fE7(Fit Indices) R LR ST

%* (Chi-square) A/ INAT A 308.07 ENES
(p<.000)
B AL (E <3(Sharman, 1996) 1413 &
B 512 (g GFI) >().8(Sharman, 1996; Bollen, 1989) |.82 Ea
SR IIRCEEE IS (AGFI) [>0.8(Sharman, 1996; Bollen, 1989) |.78 W E]
TR HFE(RMSEA)  [<0.08(Bollen, 1989) .057 £
FAENL R FEIE(NFI) >(.9(Sharman, 1996; Bollen, 1989) |.91 +
JERCERD B EFSZ(NNFL)  |>0.9(Sharman, 1996; Bollen, 1989) |.96 +
ChERHC i FE F5 12 (CFD) >().9(Sharman, 1996; Bollen, 1989) |.96 £
S8 28 FE P AEL(IFT) >0.9(Sharman, 1996; Bollen, 1989) [.96 ES
=~ BRA&RE
(<) IHREY Hp

PR ETFA\*Q-%E’%“Gﬁv'\‘-igﬁﬂ(?’gﬁ&\g_;}:J-_‘5; )81 frak ii&ﬁ%ﬁgk
Trareliteod 258 FERRE GF AR g B ¥ (F £=36.545%**%)» A & (S
TR EE 0361 0 AR R G - iR 4 o FLEY 5 0.621(R 0~1
) VIF 5 1.611(-] >~ 10) B 7w p %78 B % 33 it S0 380 L *b > Durbin-Watson
Ba 2141( 15252 F) 2 7m A B2 B b » 3 5 Ap 4k - A0t
3o S5 F([=0407F)E £ 2 (S=0197TFF) 3wk Y 3 Ee 8
My s i #FEK Hla® Hlb o

%5 FEfEEERIESCHR B A FURGH RIS & 2 2% e R

— R KIS ISR
[ G#E=EE]
2(«%2/\ = 0.467%*%*
[EERRE 0.197%**
[ GE=0KH]
HEEMEEE 0.114
’*Tﬁ‘—;rﬁlf 0.218%*
F value 36.545%%* 5.889%
R? 0.371 0.087
Adj R? 0.361 0.072
DW value 2.141 2.200
Max VIF 1.611 1.385

5F 1 *FEp<0.1 ; **3£p<0.05 ; ***Fp<0.01
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(=) I AN RFpam

B

A R EATRET AN REE L RRETAS TR ) omd B ¥
FEEdaleMieod 5@ B R 4D § 8 F (F £=5.880%+%) » ;4 i
Send|¥r s 0.087 0 A ARAIE G - TR Ead o FLEE S 0.722(4
0% 1R)>VIF &% % 1.385(]* 10)> FIt o HIEF 7 37 ft AU R 3L o g o
Durbin-Watson & % 2.200(&%? 1525 ) 2 AR A2 By b2 > 3 5 ap
AAEM ARk G 0 £ R BRFA(S0LIDHTRE BE REFRE
A4 Bk H2a s %ﬁ’f%ﬂ-’w(&o.zls**)ﬂf b fh MEY B e R A R
% H2b -

(Z) IR TBE BH L THE w2 BE

A aou it 2 3 JIE2 £ HFFRRE TRIHEETRER
BRI e AR B A R BT R LR R 1 ) MR TAT R AT 0 Bk
AME G NpR T o od 26N - N D BN 2 A VIFE F K
10 A& & 2 fFfiest ? chp RFEF L7 03 bk REHR AL > ¥ DWEARITH2 >
BT p b o mp AR PR G o

R 6 HIGKSHA B S ¥ & R % e iR o3 i

SR HEFZE HHFE
EEw R — A A=
[ 7hisegs ]
EIRTUER 0.4]15%** 0.199%*
BT 4EE 0.197 0.099
MRS A 0.362%%* 0.536%%**
ISR 0.184%* 0.046
F value 14.800%** 18.026%** 28.137%%%*
R’ 0.193 0.371 0.312
Adj R* 0.180 0.351 0.301
DW value 1.800 1.711
Max VIF 1.011 1.437 1.261

5 1 *FEp<0.1 5 **FEp<0.05 ; ***3Fp<0.01

o 2 iR RSN R RS R AR B F (FE A ) 5 14.800%%F
18.026%** ~ 28.137***) » 2| %7 284 %] 5 0.180 ~ 0.351 ~ 0.301 » % 5 = fﬁsﬂﬁp’?%ﬁ;‘
EF - TnfE it o d BN D VoA R (F=0362% ) e & (B
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AR PR S ETERF RS E TR AR OT £ o R 0 B

P

=
TRAEAE S TA G IORF TR L RS CRF - RS LR BT AR
FRLR bl B ETRE (- RS ARP - RS L RP)E S E -
hE B RUT A LHARF AT L TORTT A ELE T A 30
PR SERER F LI N

oot g R i it s § HE L MR ARFRF > A BT D

BRFF - (D eahanikk £ 4 5

4v Madhok(2000)%7% > B 2B = EiFhp hE Z R W I AT R > iEa X

¥
FAE R EE s 2 AR o s

o+

BLETERIR > A $0 b R B E 2 41 & PR S 1 Qb iF
FHBAEY  FER FE Ak B & iR B et & (T F hpid

wEITiEARY PG s 2 LREFHEPE L AS B2 T 2 (Ghoshal and
Moran, 1996 ; Madhok. 2000) = #} & % # 5 348 i 4 > fe 5L 5 HAB DL 0 R
RPFEL™2 gAL 4R FHRBOLA - Rk L R 4
SR G FHRPEE o Tt R RS FEARY 2R AR AY YIS Lo
B BRERE BT ADRE 7 e ﬁéaﬂ%i¥$i’fgﬁé*%

PR GF AR o F ARG E LR Ft RN R I E 2 pli
P =

4

P

g

BHIL S
(-) TRRGRBET LT

A AR ek BB T ﬁ?gqp&fr 2 B R dei kA%
(Outology)#* w3+ (Epistemology) sF i 2 %k 5 » & < %ﬂ-ﬁrr?ﬁ'“.?fbiéﬁ‘u%hﬁﬂ??ﬁkﬁr“f :
(D)# ~ Fah sl pLEk2. &~ 45 & B— & f% o Foss(2007)4g 1 » 4k stn gk i A
Ao frH B R AR AR B FEIF BRI R
Ba o 2 W RHP LR ERREEHE R DT LBE TR
FA R AL ko & T A RE ke R BT e AT 2o
M S BLERE D R R A B R A AR R i e
B E o M BEE P REIET - RATAL AR s s 0 TR
EAIE A A - B RF B YISV (%A E R
)23 AN KEEEREFTAZ ThER) QEHAP P § rene s
LR (TR ) AT o TR U AT LB R A A e T H o e Ap B
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SR S R RE s R R S S RN R Ay L S R

2 FE 2 5w (4 in-out flows) % £ 2 7€ (Gupta and Govindarajan, 2000; Schulz,

2mno$¢§¢$ggiﬁ@@’ﬁaﬁﬁﬁggﬁ%ﬁiﬁiéﬁégﬁﬁi

B o Tor(R)E k() B g s FEAMEEER & 5T IR
23 ik AR R o Q)R A BREE P Ik L2y 0 T
Bt wo B Rl 2GR o § R TER DR RSB ITE
TEIGEM G FEFL Py ke 2 FR (refining)rE AT} 2 R HEAY
S e PAAAEILEA]F B R AR N PRSI TE IR
zoa% o &a pld 7 JIE 8 & (Fehd b J1E o B4 A Ao ek 2 4p B AT

TARE - BATE P IIPLL 0 2t - PRE TR
R eMin g FEES BE G RS BFRFE 2 4 (Raidch et al., 2009; Gibson
and Birkinshaw, 2004) - #3823 _E'Ji‘« o LBy Fm oy~ 5 _E&]%‘«
PESEL 2 G FEE R e A SR AAATE RESAGE K6 nRE
A AL ERFET A F L e RE TR S PV R A ERPES
BFROERRZL L DI ERFZ - o gt 2 Flo @A RPPAIVEERAS NG FB
Bk o LB R e AR 4 8T AR TR (March, 1991; Gupta et al,
2006) » 7 JEAF TR RAL 0 R § 0L a8k 3ORH BB 0B 8 AR B TR o
ﬁa,g@ﬁdg@ﬁgﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ,%kﬁﬁimty—@ggmﬁ,%
BEeREM AR TRE T AAAE PR RSN T A
2 ek & Kate et al.(2000)*7 4L e 5 3 27 i enikAL o

F o A2 RGP RfEAFITRC A REEG LB 2B BER P S
o RRMRASE e RN AT RE T AL TR DR EL
BRBLFEDAG e SFa T 2 o A e EG R TReT (D
%%m% 2 BLERUE N 3 MR 2 g ALY (/R N E AR (R
7umﬁ&£$%%$%%mﬁw%ﬂo£ﬁﬂ*w%mﬁ AT 2 R R
Kl @ RRABRDER P - FUPOMEEEG - FF o W Es L LD

EH

1\':1
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AT TR EMERE AT RN B 2 o
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R&D -~ ®ig 2 74 E) 2 B B AT H3 o ot B7 G sy TEP e 7
BEE G4 o TS ERM G (DT E TR S A b FEAY B AEHRE T A
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R NG IERM G TR > R AT L FPERE T A HE K
() SHpfEo L R 2B

AFTFRSFTR AEUINRFEEE > PP F LG 7 P LGET
B R P @i o BT AIE R kT S e B B P HRE
ik 4 e LB (Thom e amd B2 P 4 o #24e Kale et al.(2002)

“’%Eﬂﬁﬁz'ﬁé“mméﬁ%ﬁ BB R PEHRE T RN
SR A BTl R FREAIR AR ERY ik
R f o UAFE AR OB EE%RATE AR RRLF

ﬁﬁ%$%ﬁ€ﬁﬁ£$$ﬁ’%@?ﬁﬁﬁ%%%@ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁlgﬁ%

=
\vmb’

WA E BT P TR RE AR ;3—1:#.5\@ K F’h—p SR Fe 2w A o ks
%Eﬁu“ﬁﬁi”ﬁaiﬁbkﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%%i%?&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
TREFTN S TRBALEEZ R FE AR R B dopt B B R L
TR AT [ A e g 2 Frd g g T 5 0 U sk A Do
T FT 2 0 BPRERPIFREBE A BT U E k&L Z 2 FIARD

AP T ERPERGEEHRSTEERRE LTI AP LT LR
A o ety R ARG H S (R R o R R TR Y

B A R LS

AL AF LR IBS AR EREE L RR e T SR b

A 0 A WA T o F4 e m;_:r - L 2% o

EFEIHEDEEL o A ARGRPN PR pREF F AT R R & TS
SEERTHEIRZE FREAA 2 AH - Ra > wRL e s B A e
&R P HAREAVE B/ 05 2R ARV HHTRE FE TS f]»a
ARFFMFH DRI 2 RS A FREAE(L E)o > A ERRET
ﬁﬁii’*°W&ﬁ—iﬁfilé%ﬁ?é’ﬁ&ﬁ%?ﬁ{ﬁﬁégﬁﬁ

FAHCHEEREMFRFRAL — A2 R LB RUTAEM AL BT A -
B 2—B % 74 & (multidimentional construct)(Law, Wang and Mobley,
1998) > ¥ & = & i@;:ﬁ;;_,g v H - B R R pﬁﬁﬁﬁngf;yﬁr?@?é NEAY-3

AR AR R TRE L AR AR A ARFFERR
T lRR > 7 Tf £FH AT ELE AP QR ERR DT ALT 7 i
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