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Abstract: This study uses gender as a match-up factor and applies factorial experimental design to
examine the match-up of spokesperson and product types and the resultant ad effectiveness based on
Match-up Hypothesis, and finds that product types have significant impact on ad effectiveness, while
spokesperson types don’t.  The utilitarian product type causes better ad effectiveness than the hedonic
one. The interactive effect of spokesperson and product types is also one of the main findings. In
terms of ad effectiveness, an ad for the utilitarian product that uses an athlete and politician as its

spokespersons is better than an ad for the hedonic product. Also, it is the most effective for the hedonic
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product to choose an actor as its endorser and for the utilitarian product to use a politician as a
spokesperson, but there is not significant different ad effectiveness between a hedonic and a utilitarian

product when an actor and an entrepreneur are used as an endorser.
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RERIVAFAT - Peterson and Kerin (1977) 454 2 SIS S [ VECERERR = EHESCR - &
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FC e P 2 AR - HARZEAS SN SRl e - STHYBZETill et al. (2008) HAIfE5ER 4
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IMAEEE Sy FEEY SRR Holbrook (1980) 2 HA [E Sy a8 - Hofis e 2R e B
it A VEZE S R BN TORE MR i M I L Y B T Ry 5 1B 1 2 S B M R R P A
EAVESIIDATERY  MEVE MEEMAIKZ RS ROUbEH ~ BONEE & R R LB A
B2 i - Hirschman and Holbrook (1982) 7 sHolbrook (1980) & Shfl& Sy e AE S5 S i #55E
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[ & RE T R E B B S R AT S MR S 4 B A7) - PRIILG I A e 2 RE S 1y i & mT Bt
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Ajzen and Fishbein (1980) f5HREE (IR HEYINVIRAAZRE - RIS WEREHRE RAFHYE
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ST > YEZEIEE A TSRS E T & (purchase behavior) - Morwitz and Schmittlein (1992)
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Holbrook and Howard (1977) 7[5 sk Copelandfy =FE5 03 ESMIA T S5 VOREIERL © T {ReF5 , -
it P8 Ryl e — 0 R AR EEIEE5 ) (shopping effort) » (R HEF A (ego involvement) -
{8 1o P SR (Y o o
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TS (IR et ) BN ThAEMEZE S (utilitarian product) - U E 2 (hedonic
product) FITKZ @A R SULRGI ~ HoMEE & 440 T B A Ay (BIrandosl -
TTHREMSE) - Strahilevitz (1999) 5 HIIREMEE SR HEE Ry 1w E HARTE REGER =R
EBFTUSBEINE ST - MEE EEGAEEEE R 7w HEE RoyiR Bk s & EmS -
Hirschman and Holbrook (1982) 3% s DUSAHE # 1T F3lamiy s (FIANERmEEAY) fekfg
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TERUEREIRE ~ BA iR - 528 RIVE - 4018 - (RFTEEE -
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75 MR A [ 48 p AT (S B E I oy B R DHRE M (EE SR B ME(E S - 8 s 5y )7 U RE S
R RS IR B T Ry (BE ISR - (R > A5 %A Holbrook (1980) (18, B 144
IhREME R Sy -

Swan and Combs (1976) 575y fufy LA &IV ERSThAE - BIEMSOVEATIEE » 5
Strahilevitz (1999) Frafiife Mg & E AR KEGE N RN RE MBI TIEE - Frlb 2 S Bt
Tk » JHEEG N S i 2 B B B FIDHER 00 EEI AN 2 - Dhar and Wertenbroch (2000)
TEHUHE SRR A - P B > EBSE RIS RUE M - s AR
FESIEHES > I E R R BB 2 LU REMERYERUE. - H. Strahilevitz and Myers (1998) 54 DIJE<:
SIS =TT = - ShEEMEE i 2 RN E AL AN« BURBT SRR R — -
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AR CAEHEMATERE - 40 ¢ Kanungo and Pang (1973) &3S EMH Ryl
FEon > /DS Ry R bR SRV M > F BB A Ry A o > M AE VR Ry 2 Pl
AyEEL H B EBRERE > D ki Em H i L RS RR R - BB
BT rEEsR - BB - ZMEBGERENT ST B R IEES - AERAAE AR
(E

BIAMGLEE (FR89) SERFEMEIK IR - BiEArid - HMEEERT] ~ w4 - BT
B - L SE R BEMER - TS K - BE - P - 2O FRE - -
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RyZCVEFESD © 581 BVHAEIEEIFE Ry LB AE AL IIRE - T 2CMEAE M S R Pl Ry B E Pl
AUIE SRR FR - MRl A anir g TR B TN T RS & - T 2C MR B 15 R
HEFEAYANZ (Dittmar et al., 1995) - #It - DIAEVERE frd R B AR - TEVE ThEE mm R
R 2 v
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McCracken (1989) ¥{UZ= A (spokesperson) " I 4IILHYESE (S AEHHIHAE -
FHRAUHEBNE AR - WA BEEEEZIMK - Ml A B SRR e & & E1F KAy
BN - gRHEZAE AN SO EZERNE S - BEAE AP ENERNZES Eat
wEAEANERA -

Friedman and Friedman (1979) 54t = A (endorser) Z(LAIAFAY (WIESIE - JEHE -
B~ BUB AN ) #EHEARGMAEEEAREL - BEEEEIE 0 KB E e SR
Sy B L R £ BB 2 - Mowen and Brown (1980) #HtE AE L AE A FIMcCracken
(1989) Fifl » B2 " RS AMEES PRERELAEIE @R EbREW) » AEIIEE
R R EMRRE -

TEAMTEF » MERZ MR H A A RNV E EI RS ST s B 745 R - SR EUE $EY
T RHE NSRS B R HRGEN A RAY) -

242 3 A A Mg

BRI fUE ARV 5304 > Freiden (1984) fethi TS AJARIA[ 73 Ry DURE © 4 A (celebrity) ~ H5¢
(expert) ~ IS A (CEO) DURHHALEZE S (typical consumer) - McCracken (1989) Hift#f+
AREMPSE > s hFEE (HE ~ KT~ BR5) - HEE - BUER - SRR FIUEEE -

BERE NS PRI Freiden (1984) gAY UE APURDEA! (S5 > [R90; Ohanian,
1991) - {HEEE b fERSERIE T SRS AN A& T BRsE iR - mary s
RO AT - RIS R AV - TN EE 3R e R E A > FERtE A
PSR - [AIL > ABFFEERFAMcCracken (1989) $f4 NS 287U TIIZE
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2.5.1 U %] & % (Gender Stereotypes)

MR R Rt R B MR EERG P FUE T Rila - JREIF & s iedn - RXERIm T
TR Foth®r B iR EIE ST B EAITT fy - R ELEIER (ZEHER - [R91; Liebert et
al., 1986) - & MR LHEERINT - (FETRMERZIREIS: EEHEE - ROL) « [ » 1EfH4R
DASEME B ERISCRERE & LT - BUERIRGRINAT RIE S E - A ERIERNT R LIS
PEE o SOREMETEEEY - B - EME - REr - BUR - T8 BORICMEDRSE - B - S0F -
g~ [FE - KR8 ~ 2l AT A Z IR A L S - 2R PR R M A A B IR
EN52 - MERIZINREN S E IR EREAE A8 (e - £290) -

2.5.2 B 2w %] & & (Occupational Sex Stereotype)

R ZINEN S 2458 A\ FIEE H A7 LAY RE SR RERCE » DUR LS SE SR BEE 77 DL
T e B SR S E - RCERTER YRR - B8 FYE » DURIEBCE Z TAEN AL
HE (B 0 K80 5 ZHEE - K1) - EWCEZINR NSRBI R A el edt s » mEAEERI#E
TSRS » B IEEMERIZIREN S (Berk, 1997) -

BEFF TR E B R A R SRR CE R ZIR N 2V E R E - RENF VFEERE
TEFERIMERI RIS - MR ZINR E SR s B H A B R B B (22 )91
Long, 1994; Wearne, 1991) - Gottfredson (1981) #5H 5d 2% & e PR 1Y B TG (R R B TR
ZVERILLB R g e 2 MR RIRR R - 1 LA R 8 S e R A - so B A E
[YEEE - Mackay and Miller (1982) ¥ - BA AR 2040 e iy S RRCE - e EE) 271
=AM AR R < VA (ER83) i 2ok ) BE R RN B B T S (AR M e
155 M R [ SRR B o ~ FRATELE R B R - 81 B AL S -

253 BE R §agT
Holland (1973) #5378 AT TAEAY—REENGEBLE AT » JRENZIMRENS: - KABCEERR ) s
FNIEREAY o ZE9PEHUTT
(1) A AR NEAIRGE ~ 3R - TIE - B - 1Bt EREe —Wy T TR - Bk~
Ttk 2 55 Ry BUAUR I SE Y -

(2) 58« EAVRY AEA AT ~ B IE - HE5F - 0L - BEME. R ORRAT - BB - BB
RE Ry IR E A -

(3) #fighy : pEAY A B AR - 185 - B - BESEE - . CFEREC S N - T
AN~ FFE RS Ry AR A -
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FUAUATRE SRR -
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(6) {H&r Y« FLAUN NEALRSE - B~ B - sh= 480607 R AN gET s SR
B ~ 1T R LRI RS A -
mu tMcCracken (1989) Firop VRS AN » REFCHEE ~ FCF - BUR L) AURHELR
FAlEAHolland (1973) $2HHAVESiTRIBET - MARIEATATMERIZIREN S (DR > £R90 5 255
B [R91; Liebert et al., 1986)» & Lol A Ay A B 20 MERY A 8 5 BUG S Bl 3£ 57 HilEAHolland (1973)
PRI IR - AR BN - fif{EMackay and Miller (1982) - HIAICEEEN S
B IR B U B R B R S

26 A¥H- XK
2.6.1 % &

L BRI T &M B OSE A o SERUR — SRR RIS RIGT S SN
[BE3E(T T8 - Mandler (1982) LAty sl B BN B 20150 (congruity) AR Ergs s
MR SRS A U FESRET A5 - Mandler (1982) E3RN B S /LR ISR B - R 8

T B R EEAS AR AT » AP B E R EE P LAEL (assimilation) « AHRZH » Z5EHE B
THE B RIS A 2 5 QDY E B & ERIHE (accommodation) FYREEEE T -
2.6.2 HiE- g

Mandler (1982) Ry HEERANEEAN R GHVERER - JREIRF& 2 AT AR
(schema) B » RIDHEE L 0] MRA )i & st s - H af DA e B G 0F - il Ry B o8
HHESASE » AT A R AR TE T Y I R TA tﬂa?%ﬂf b (assimilation) - {E25 & B ERALEIELN
OEEERFFERVEERT - B TOMBRIIE IRYR —20 0 DM B & A A s Ry e 3 7 DA s g
3008 = SN]SO e o)== 25 NE ) L\IEZ*% DAE T fEA & IR e AR &R
A% B34 (accommodation) o

Mandler (1982) #2818 # 7= S S AR SR B M B BRI A FERE R g AR
EIFVEERER T30 - MR RS 2 AR HE S B RGEE - Fiske and Taylor (1991) #21 - & A1
REH SR AV SR BT B AR - R PR &~ SREECEATARITER -
s B LR B P PE R HIEr - fEEEER N - T B AP g i m a0 iR B A A
RAHVERE. - TS EC B A A AHRARVERE. » st AFTR] Loy b LA — A —EyEUE.
HRMAE—RHIER T S BRI G (R s BB E A THI—2rV &R - BE RSB

— R B ARG [EEERUE. ~ PRI EEFE RIS EIE ARG (Fiske and Taylor,1991;
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Hastie, 1981) -

2.7 peif B
Q11 RFERTRENMFAE

Ao e (match-up hypothesis) 77572 EHEMSHIRE S REIMARAY « FEAVEWISRAE ARVEHE
ez EEmITK - EAHGEREAVRCR (Kahle and Homer, 1985) - By (Schema
Theory) AEMEFERy(rT{ERCHE (match) BENECHE (mismatch) BYENLT - & B0ME & B Mm% -
UE ABLEEHSE (Lynch and Schuler, 1994) - Kamins (1990) &t &H%5 I IHIAEAMIE
BAIR 5| JIM B E AL B > CHE B G E A IEMAVRERE » BLf & mT A S A R EE A
(assimilation) fcfigghsE » FOMEE R SeH N EM A UER - IR S AR SE S
R E VB AT E0 - EREgEAFLER - EECHEEHNES S AL E
a2 R FE A TR T EAS » RITPRERIBRE - ARG [JTRIRE AMUE S [ AERRARY ZE i
B HAE AL ESE BE ARG [ TVEER - RN S & B ERFR (5 FHES - 25 s
ELH P E RS R S aIED - stEEAEBER - Kamins (1990) 7S HigsE 44 ARV REL
eI | T M AR Bga e M i - IR ZE4S SRS B HANRIS [ I/ (physical attractiveness)
NE B S [ HRAYE Gl - BIE S ABELECE (fit) I EESCREHRE - k2 #E
5 [ T894 NARE B S | T SRAAY A Gl - BE RS A B R B 3T - RPN EEE s B SRR -

Fic i Y 52 Bt AT LIRS A4 NS 52 & 2535 - Parekh and Kanekar (1994) #goll] T4h%
WKz 5 | 7 B e AR v B T B RURER © BF9EE o0 Il DA LR 5 | RO S BN B 5 [ TSR
SRR EEEMMNES (BERASKS) DA NERE S (CEASEEE) &%
EH - BAMRIRS [JIHY (physical attractiveness) 47 5 (S BLSEAHRBARY A SnRE TR S B 28U » )2
Z» JIARERE SiEE 2485 - Bower and Landreth (2001) RIS A [EIREEIR 5 [ 75T b Bl s dn a1
MEABCEEGR - HERAE RSN » 2NE TR IE(E S (beauty-enhancing) Y b ST
S| JIfERE5E (highly attractiveness model; HAM) #7780 5 | JJfE55 52 (normally attractiveness
model; NAM) B 5 SHYACRSEFEMN HAEE ST AR SRS < b > Liu et al. (2007) S
BB E NBUESELETIRE - BRI E TR ESERIEE - Pl SEs - K5
NS E B LAV R B O - IR SRR B AR - ORI R - AR E A
BRI L SRS RE RO TR S SRR - BOR DU ARG -
H2: (E N S B 5 R A S B A -
272 AFFuE g AR fig

PR AT 2 7 e PR T A AR BB AT > DORE M Sl b [ 7> BB R 7 o - 1 B A 2 o R e
[ R o RSN - RARIRCE M R ZIMR E S HIAHRRTAZE - 7EMcCracken (1989) Ao RIS
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H3: REE NS REMELHEESSEREN LA S RN E MR
Ha: e (SRl E SRR BN A S R ETEE
H5: g S S ThRE M i E SRR EN A S R ETEE M
H6: BUazEohrettEmtVE SRR EN RS REMZEMD -

REE > AHRTFE EZRIFACAE R (match-up hypothesis) » 3 DAL R R BCEA T - FRaTIUAE A
FZEENEA FEE - EFE - BUas - ©FR) - WiESEEDSEE (BEME
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EE AR R BV EN T - ST iRET B Uk TS, - DB A B E
BHRE (Ekd o ] 97) - RILAHR AR E AT -

AT HR TG - HeTEERE NEBE A ESRER 22 » e 4 &
SN REE - EEE - BUAR - FER)2 MEMEA (Ve MEMS - ThRetEm) =8 4H
EEREAL (treatment) - 47 HIEGREMR KB Hrp—4H » ZHEETE R ILABAERE -
32 =B
3.2.1 % p|
(—) E A

AR AT e s M TR 4 SR R E M fn B D R M Y R ©
oY EETH AR 2 - A TRER - JEBKE - #ieE - el - &% - [+ - &K [EEE -
ENFAE - MAMZERTHZ RGNS RIRES TR (R 91) EtRE - #rE e ME IV EEE
& TR R L RE A A IR YRR |~ TS R SR R A AR BRSO AR ) T R LR RE A
BafE s | - T E SRS ERE EVER o TRELNER R HES B EY
SRS SEAIE - MM SRR MM s | T S A L A ) e
B DAZE LI RE (B 45 Ry i SR AVTa AR |, ~ T e i i R E R SR BN ) =
TH o R B EESR (multiple-response scale) » 5552 MR8 (i HAS B (i FH BLSE IS A 00 -
PR - A ERTEE M o XATHIRIG I 68 17 - ARG 64 {7 - A&l
Uiy 94.11%

(=) B AFEAAFLH

AWFEHRTE McCracken (1989) K E NS> B ~ HENE ~ RERDIRBUAZ » K
TR AE AR adaea T T
(1) FHE 1998 FRIRHIERFE L H ~ 2000 F o R EEHEE A ~ 28 =1 -

(2) HEENE  GUEITRAIRERZRS - G TR SR — - PEREFERAER
FIntE -

(3) ¥R + NEMEREAMIRNEERAT % ~ EEEEE - KRERESE - $EK T HESEE
R SRR B IS -

(4) BUaZ © BERMEBEREHEAEA - ZICHEREBUEES) - ¥ S TETEE®RE -

R TR et E NS 2 /M 4EmE 2 ED - ST - BN AT Z &N
= BRGERY | H—ERE AREE WS TREE - HE8 - R - BUABREF(EEE
o B NE MG RIS AR EEIE A —(E5EE o 350 B R AT S A
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TE— ORISR - ARBFSERmaet > (2 A TR - ILZATHRISERE I 72 1 AT
B2 AR ER F 100% -

(=) RS

(1) PRI

R MR B RERS R 172 X HARATIREG 132 % HE5 11
DHRENRE S » T BRI A TR S B 87 20 EURBAS 85 % 0 BRI 67

Mo

K o
K o

HHIA I ER R LR E M E SR ER (RN 8B A E N E S - Kk
N EAF R > AIAT B A BB SR TIRETAREVE M - DiReMEEmR
B NRE TR » ORI LB TR CRIpE RS -
(2) & NJERIFHIAS T

TEAE NERZ FRlE T - S— 0 MG BRI D MRS - IERER Ty 100% -
It AR E NEBIFTSET 2 485 M AR PG fedar - BURbTZEATsREt 2
EABE S EEE R E R
3.2.2 R
(—) BEEERE

RIRFE 2 SRR TR & S G R R EE 7y - EheER A Al TEMMA | {E Ry dufi i -
AFEEL A Taa YR SITEE (slogan) — " HECLoRATERS | ~ T BREGETEER M, ~ "EEREE
MITER—H | - ERIEEXEELIFAES T ER  RTIEFEE—AE A E RS
Gh o HerE o W addE - EAB R - e AEE T2 DIEERERITERAERE -
(Z) BEERR e

EhHIRE T2y BEERE - REREEEEEE S =5 - MIESE R E(1996) -
Holbrook and Batra (1987) - Leclerc et al. (1994) i Shamdasani (2001) Z53%5tififk » By DL Likert
B R EHEITHIE 2257 RERIAT -
(1) EEREE

DLTHRREEGEAIES , ~ THREEBEAIESRRE, - T ERIESGEREERES
"RiRFERIESENER TN, - TREFEAESEAR ) B T RESERIESRERS A
AR FNENE > FEENEETESERAEENRE -
(2) GLREREE

PLTHRREEEEamiE, - TIREE
B~ TEESARGERIRIEE - T
LR R RS R

(BRI E AR~ B ARG IR E AR

-
BRI S (3, FELERE > SR ES
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) MHER

PLTETESGZ®%  BEGZEMMMESEE , « "TBTERSZ%  EAFREAM K
HALRS T > WEEEWEZ AL, ~ T MaRmeE A NEREM > RERERSTAES, ~ T3
GHEE RV E I A FIUERTE - HEZAEEETEEEZE  ELEZEER
B
(=) Hhuiete

HF28 NS - B EAETET > BREtaZr R EEER > BrRiE
A SE RS L EER I AMEE S - £EPER R ZARRIZIE - FERFEYTL ) §# -
(u) (SR

[ EREIE ~ AnfRRE I B B RS R 2 (5297 4] /50.823 ~ 0.792810.844 > fR{EDeVellies
(2003) - AHTFEAT{E FHAVER ERIR0.7 > BEEURAN IRV EREA N EHI(EE

4. REHER

41 B3 AR A SHURR 2% LB
411 % 2R 24 5%%

ATIRIENS & 4L B SR T AT 1 G008 2 B - BT + BUABDAS )
BEMETESH » FURARCRALE  HUOII AR SIS, - BEARREER TN
5 G BRI E SRS, « R RS IRIER « B 8B ARRNE
LS PR RBOSTR SIS - TR AR S BB PEES IR - B DR
S EHBUE R R R AR TN VPt B T8 2 O AR

= @

R 1 BHEREBR R

JBVE MR IhREMEEE FR R E N
RIER 2.991(6) 3.090(5) 3.040
HENE 2.616(8) 3.239(2) 2.927
BUAH 2.916(7) 3.320(1) 3.118
FEE 3.168(3) 3.116(4) 3.142
TR - A 2.922 3.191

it FESEN BT
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B2 5 AR E SR R SRR fE A

412 A3 AR ASFAURAE L2 5 LR L &4 1 (MANOVA)

AIRFERAAE NIHEL L SR B S U T B2 BB R T - HAS SRR 2 Ay
T o fRIEER 2 0 RE NJEEIE B S R B TIR2E (Wilks’ lambda=0.957, F=1.180, p=0.305) »
I an S S e 5 R A A B Y 2% (Wilks” lambda=0.934, F=5.596, p=0.001) - HAR#EE 1 -
IHREMEEE SRS Ay 3.191 » T ENE MEEE SR S5 By 2.922 » HUThAEMEEE AR S5 50UR
BEE R RVE M B E00R - IREISZRE HL o b - 3% 2 RIS NS E i A
L BN E BAER (Wilks’ lambda=0.894, F=3.018, p=0.002) » 7RE[I7 5 H2 -
413 #3 AFARE SRR $ %223 12

FA S N B SR R S R A B R AR AW g — (T B A 2
5 (simple main effect) fE - HAERAFE 3 Fon - fRHEE 3 BB EANNVE WEAIABEE SR
Bk 1 0iE 2 > EE) B S TIREME iV EE 55800 By 3.239 B KN HA S B E M2 i
ERR 2.616 - BUBRANHIE MSEINVERIE AR - BREBR 1 BE 2 BUaRRSUREEED
R SRR By 3.320 B AN HA S BB M E SV EE SR 2.916 - MHAREHIN S AR
HARE fo e By MR 22 B USRS S 005 H5 B H6 » 1 H3 B HA SRIET R -

R2 SEEBRBIOHTHIGER

Wilks’ lambda (A) F p
(A=P =iA 0.957 1.180 0.305
JEE 0.934 5.596 0.001**
HE NI 0.894 3.018 0.002**

5 TR p<0l
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*®3 NEANEREEMERNEQEERFME - FERR

SRR DF SS MS F p-value
4HN 243 67.59 28
1 E T Y A A 1 14 14 52 472
A E]) 5 Y EE A 1 5.96 5.96 21.44 .000™"
BUAZ NI EE SR 1 2.53 2.53 9.08 013"
FHE N E S 1 .07 .07 26 611

#E: TFORp<.08, TR p<.01

4.2 %3 BRI i T

DI T2 e THIUMETER YA E  (Test of Between-subjects Effects) » 454017 4 Fiow »
= 4 BURE SRRV SRR (F(1, 240) =7.665 » P {E=0.006) - mREEEE (F(1, 240) =13.428 » P
{€=0.000) KEEERE (F(1, 240) =13.734 » P {€=0.000) EHHIZNZE - HIIREMEAELAYE 2
REJEE ~ an iR R B B RRR 7 1) Ry 3.139, 3.366 f 3.076» B RN RVE MEAE MmN E SRR (2.919)
nnfERRESE (3.111) BUREERE (2.715) - SbIFTaSRscRy HL » IAh » E AJSUY B e A S g
5REE(F(3, 240) =3.853 > P {£=0.010) ~ fHHERERE (F(3, 240) =5.563> P {§=0.001) K= =R (F(3,
240) =4.094 » P [§=0.007) FREERIEHTCE IR - LTRSS EHEEAC TR » T2
537 -

R4 ZHEEBERIEE

AR HREE SS H MS F{E P{E

R s RELAERE 1.188 3 .396 1.065 .365
Lo a,%r; 1.170 3 .390 1.307 273
fEEER 4,965 3 1.655 2.771 .042
B LAY REARERE 2.851 1 2.851 7.665 .006*
L EREE 4.007 1 4.007 13.428 .000*
B e = 8.201 1 8.201 13.734 .000*
RENERIxE EEEE 4.300 3 1.433 3.853 .010*
TeE Rl rmhRRE 4.980 3 1.660 5.563 .001*
Eﬁ“ﬂﬁ 7.334 3 2.445 4.094 .007*
Erye B REE 89.274 240 372
mﬂﬁ,%g: 71.616 240 .298
i = 143.307 240 597
HEF FEEREE 97.616 247
RS 81.813 247
S = 163.503 247

=¥ "% p<Bonferroni ¢ =.05/3= .017
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432 ¢ ART AT IRASFUAR L BRVR

HA S N B S B S AR A B R SC EAF A - AW e — i T B - 2
5 (simple main effect) fgiE » HLEERAT 6 Fom - fRIZFR 6 (£EH) 5 NV EMEIABEER
HARSERR 7 BiE 4 - E8) S S TIREME iV B SRR Fy 3.259 B KN HA S RVE M mivE
HREE 2.606 o M HEERSEIAIAE AR SR HACS e in B 2 5 - BT Feas i 3
H5 » ECERAY H3 ~ HA B HE B oRfEMS 4 -

44 S AFANAASFURSHERL T (72
441 & EPEMRIER
R 4 (5 N E A S RS A WSS A EA » AT 24 &40 2 mhias
RN 7 Bl 4 For o B S > AIDABUER RS IRe M My - HinRs S i fE
IR P B EUREED - FERAREEASERENRED - B AREFS IR
in ~ BABREEZASURERED - EAEEMEZASTREREMD - FLRA/BUGZEA
SEEMEL  MEFHERSEEMHELRIGRE - I It EmHBUER A SHImPEEE

e

o

il

s o MEVE M AR R i e -

*6 EANEREEMEANEQEERFRE -FERE

SRR DF SS MS F p-value
4HAN 240 89.27 37
1 E T N A 1 25 25 .68 412
A Ef) 5 Y EE AR 1 6.78 6.78 18.23 .000%*
BUAZR Y EE L A 1 A1 A1 31 579
0 NI EE fE A 1 .01 .01 .02 879

5 TR p<0l

R T BHARRRRRRE S IER

DIREMEE [ E MEZE TR R s N
BFEXR 3.262(5) 3.213(6) 3.237
HENE 3.400(2) 2.853(8) 3.159
BUGZ 3.510(1) 2.987(7) 3.253
FKHEE 3.267(4) 3.364(3) 3.320
TR e 3.366 3.111
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HF S N B 2 S SR S L R S A R S A AR AW ST — 20 T B4 £ 35
S (simple main effect) fie » HATRAIFR 8 Ak - 957 8 » (£1HE) BMEUAR NI EMEEE
RUEER - HMRER T BiE 4 HEE RS IR ME A iR REE By 3.259 BIE AN HASRE
PEZEHIGRRREE 2.606 5 BUAZR SRR fy 3.510 B RN HAE RETE
enHYARRRREE 2.987 o M EERERRYAE ARG EAUS i o S R 2 22 et Rt
£ H5 81 H6 > [T H3 8 HA JIIRIESFs -

45 RF A gAR A B AEMAE AL (v
451 & w4 LB
MRIEEE 4 (U AJEAU S L T SRS B R R A B RS AR ARWZe A 40 2 T E

FESPH SRR 9 BEl 5 Ao - BASM S RILIBUER S IRt E MR - RS B E -
HExRFEaESRENEL - B2 EF RSN ELR - B MREERS RN

*®8 N ANEREEMENNEQEERFME — miEeE

SRR DF SS MS F p-value
4N 240 71.62 .30
1 E S Y A 1 .03 .03 12 734
A Ef) 5 Y EE R 1 4.63 4.63 15.50 .000%*
BUAZR Y EE A 1 4.18 4.18 14.01 .000%*
NI EE A 1 20 20 .65 419

5 TR p<0l
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RS- R 3.076 2.715
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® 10 REANEREEMERNEQIERF BT - EEEHE

SRR DF SS MS F p-value

4HN 240 143.31 .60
1 E Y A A 1 19 19 33 569
A 5 Y EE AR 1 6.57 6.57 11.00 .001%*
BUAZR Y EE A 1 8.38 8.38 14.04 .000%*
0 N EE iR 1 10 .10 17 684

5 TR p<0l
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MEIEN A E TR S R TIRE M E M E S AR - S R E B S B A R M 5
[:£2 Strahilevitz and Myers (1998) 4 [EIRYEEHR « HAC S AERY B 2 R S o 25 A SR B Y
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