B P S RART S 4 M AR TR
LA sE A XL B

Identify Factors Affecting Continuity of Cooperative
Relationships-of Electronic Supply Chain:
Case of Taiwanese Vehicle Industry

Byl EEg
i A zag £21



Identify Factors Affecting Continuity of Cooperative Relationships of
Electronic Supply Chain: Case of Taiwanese Vehicle Industry

Fopod i EER Student: Ying-Pin Yeh

Rz Tk £4 Advisor: Dr. William Jen

R iR
Hikih

AiDissertation

B,

L3

4

Submitted to Department of Transportation: Technology and Management
College of Management
National Chiao Tung University
In Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
Field of Transportation Technology and Management
December 2004
Hsinchu, Taiwan, Republic of China

PEA R4 Lz gL



{2 EEe BEsE T ERR B

DERERRE S ik EE

R E RIS o 0 A R
FFEF A - R o — B oo m BRAAL BT A Ee
B R T o A SR 0 e | T
LR NTE S FHMAS A A 0 EGR S R BT

=
AL AR R AN S TR SR G B
%ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁ%%»ﬁﬁ@&@ s ﬂlgéﬁW%ﬁﬁﬁ
Fedr g e v it Rl THFEBEAAMAYL GRS BR o A%REL T
P S EsER 4R P ER T2 BB AL RS
oot EkE 8] e TR  HVFEIL I SN EFFED
Looporrw 85 241 oo RS B4 25 (structural
equationmodeling, SEM) V& 7 Bk T B % 2INERIBEIN T E -

A AROTRLEEN GEH  FRCRE D
A0 Ay — AAF N TR T
FAML o BRaT 0 £ ITH GdF g



Beld A0 F WM G TR SR G - R R
PLEF k% o bl B O R AR R AE G 2 TR R %
s PIBE BREEAR LR £ RS R Rk B g

RER AAETRFERFT ARG Z LR > 2 H LT § R f2

T AT LTS F T LEEHEF LRI F RIS LMY -

Fi-Red WAFTRHFARNLHEZSFLBAMEHEAS 7 2002

MaEr @ & T G MGES ) TREG 0 b G

il
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Student: Ying-Pin Yeh Advisor: Dr. William Jen

Department of Transportation Technology and Management

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Given today’s rapid development of the Internet and e-commerce, motor
manufacturers are applying Internet technology and tools to integrate their supply
chain. To improve product desigh, manufacturing and transportation, the continuity
of a cooperative supply chain telationship among suppliers and manufacturers is
critical. Generally speaking, if*suppliers'can trust'the firms they supply, they’ll share
precise information resulting in a reduction of unnecessary operations for all supply
chain members. Transaction costs can then be reduced, and the bullish effect will
decrease. Supplier attitudes and solid long-term supplier-manufacturer relationships

are important in adding value to the supply chain.

After reviewing the related literature, this study has developed a research
framework that integrates the three perspectives of resource dependence, risk
perception, and relationship marketing to identify the factors affecting the
relationship continuity of a cooperative electronic supply chain. After constructing a
structural equation model, empirical testing on 851 raw material and spare parts

suppliers for the Taiwanese motor industry was conducted. All path coefficients in
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the proposed model were statistically significant, and were as hypothesized.

The primary contribution of this research is the integration of constructs
associated with resources and environmental uncertainty, with relationship marketing
constructs, into a coherent model that jointly predicts supplier acceptance and
relationships continuity of e-commerce. The continuity of cooperative electronic
supply chain relationship involves multi-faceted approaches and multivariate
problems. Selecting just one of the three approaches of relationship marketing,
resource dependence and risk perception for study resulted in some deficiencies. For
instance, only the approach of relationship marketing is explored, resource
dependence and risk perception are neglected. Although an understanding of supplier
willingness to cooperate and support the system.of the vehicle company is gained, it
is impossible to know whether the suppliets will cooperate when the system requires
resource investment and adjustment, or-whether they will perceive system risk
differently, possibly leading to a disparate course of action. Additionally, if the
continuity of cooperative electronic relationship is explored directly through
communication rather than mediating variables, then it is impossible to gain a
comprehensive understanding of the influences and causal model in the approach of
relationship marketing. Following communication, the vehicle company still must
win the trust and ultimately commitment of suppliers before it can be assured of
supplier willingness to engage in continuous cooperation. This empirical study
provides consistent support for the B2B e-commerce acceptance model. Given the
high explanatory power of the resulting model, it is likely to serve as the basic model

for enhanced understanding and predicting suppliers’ behavior of cooperative
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electronic relationships.

Keywords: Continuity of cooperative relationships, Resource dependence, Risk

perception, Relationship marketing.
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H
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PRANEZAREER ] SR OREEFT AL o o

4.2 #8% I F7 3 BLEE e f[Skjoett-Larsen, 1999]

<

()= fapely B3R RF 7 % "4 74 24 (bounded rationality)> % % = & L

N R L L BEER RS T e
5 N E Y SR R R FH I AT RS

@i%#iﬁ%%é&mﬁﬁﬁﬁf’éi’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ#ﬁ°$@ﬁ

a

’2}&_&3‘;:‘ e v d _ﬁlbf\{r‘ﬁ m;l e jéfg'ﬁ:%‘%ﬁ”iiﬁﬁ\‘j‘r;%’?‘ﬁ%%é
BB GEARE R R R R ol - BPERN A0
FEF_ o UF R 5 A DEEREEE R P N 2 afhEa 4 o

v

QR FERF> 6 - b S AEEG L > o PR LIS TR G AAH

DEFTHE 5 > 2 S ARBF LA LN L 56 o PRABETE
BRSO R e R G A MBI F L T RA A

(S)bt’f‘y\ﬁﬁ ¥ RE 12304 L E S AREELILE A A E Y *fU’@F'& 2 b OFR
FHEHE S 2 o0 Ft g A 2R o3 (hybrid)snie 5 4 o @ et ek

B /};ﬂ mé?{mﬁ%p.u%ﬁ: - Fﬁg /éf‘ zég"—;ﬂ [EEEANES F‘K/}%l—‘;’ig;l: 4 /él" °

(@iﬁ&ﬁ%iiaai%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@iﬁ—ﬁ&%@&i%ﬁ
Lo TR TS Mi]’\? pa H %gfir‘ﬂém&’g ° }gﬁxﬁﬂé—_ﬁ TFPL “J’{"ﬁ—%l}\

THRE R RS FRPEE . TR AA IR M ¥

LS
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%
]

(= )Croom et al. [2000] &322 /i4p B ¥ jkdp AT B daz 2 5 M T
FH S TR S AN BT RS - BREEEFR AT 2
AP BRI s e PR AN e BRI R
TR e - HEdas T o B9 FaH ARG A TR 24
R PR BB R IR B R 4aM T

(= )Gulati et al. [2000]45 &1 14 f4p B < /I?e/ﬂ\ W R AT BLBEE o 4T R K
kIS S o dedE B e S o7 2 (e g Harrigan, 1985;
Kogut, 1988) » Wt &g 8. (Jarillo, 1988; Dyer and Singh, 1998) -

=

= B T = (Gulati, 1995; Zaheer and Venkatraman, 1995) - i 3
%@MMLl%woaﬁﬁ&“éﬁ?@ﬂqﬁﬁééﬁéﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ

N
Be H R Gk g M ol BB 7 L ok o

1. skre A # ek (deterrence-based view) @ iz BREET » £ 2 f FFvV i

&R A NNEY KRR IR L TR R oo ér_u}l/]mfﬁ.,%_f AN

&
ﬁj};‘;lﬁ\ﬂl/ﬁg‘ﬁ “H—k"?x f’r;::\ o

2. in Az fh # LBk (process-based view) © 4t BLEE TR 2 Ak A R B

B AT B L TR G o fERNT BT R R eng (FR A

(7 )Das and Teng [2001] 7 b " s 5vBLEE RIF T R TP M G B BB "G 200k
P GRS ke T HDEAPMZ SR R RS ERHE o

32 £ ¥TF MY
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Kalakota and Whinston[1996]z% 5 &£ 3 £ + * ildg £ F S Fefd ¥ €

Pl AR A BB SAELZ M 0 RELEDTIRG L
1% > BREE I b Ered > RY TR Y R g EP B L ¥
fFenF 3t L3 { § 22 -Kalakota and Robinson[1999] 4 41 £ ¥ 2 3 1 2 &
FATIALRE Y e R L E o R R R AN S A -

B S G H5% o Turban et al.[2000]:% 5% £ ¥ 7+ 7 A 2 5 BN
hH
v

FGERELENELERPNTI N o (D)TF 1

¥ (e-Business,

&
eB)T " AR P R FME ML SR T LR INPEE AL E P

fif eh e (Collaborating) (e % » 71 2 N B le 2 T3 12 2 5 o o 3%
E\;’z_}’. Y l/é ‘;’E,‘%%\(P\ LF"K ’ /{ 3 ”v”' J /%%TL'??P%/;TLQ gnlﬁd}g ﬁ ’ é _l/l_‘_‘%l:_
PF B TE DA ML BAmBA TR e
PRfpmd tF R ERFRF TR g FR+ - g £ 11
SRR RGBT S BRI S fER S L enms o @
BRGSO E g n o Fpt o B RABT F 2 g R 2 B AU TP
frpit i O R FES > A LB AR EEFSFELET
322BERTR A NAMAE
(-)R+ P A A
Ngai and Wat[2002] %% + B A2 2 2§ A *® < 4 > & 3£ R *

(applications) ~ #t i 4% (technological issues) ~ % #% fr#4 {7 (support and

implementation)~ # U (others)e A& * = & & 5k R % ¥i(inter-organization

systems) ~ % 5?‘2. ;% + 7 #x(intra-organization EC) ¥ -

(= )i 5 3030 & Si(inter-organization information system, [OIS)
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Barrett and Konsynski [1982]4p #1858 FT 3t 5 327 35 .5 12 F eh
PHE - BARIHITATROST 0 A A B
R eAe R ~ FHREFTHRE - &2 & P g - Kydd and Jones [1988]3% % d *
I0IS 2 HFBedFOTard - HETARFHBHGE FHEET2
v EFAFFT AL F o O'callaghan et al.[1992]# 7 3 3 IOIS ¥ 1 28438 %
ﬁfi%ﬂ%%%%’&ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬂ’m$ﬁ%¥’é¢mé&ﬁ¥ﬁﬁ
HER AL o

Kumar and van Dissel (1996) #5-&%“351.?‘ & kv (inter-organization system,
10S)%4 = = ¢ » & ¢ 331 %k (pooledinformation resource)lOS ~ & 48/ i &
48 (Value/Supply chain) 10S ~ 4§ 3¢ (Networked) 10S © f5 o 2 L8 g54% &
E g E R R nF B P 5 A A 0k Be(Bakos, 1991; Chismar and
Meier, 1992; Konsynski, 1993) . & i3 3% B BLEL'E 5 — 4 & (7824220 zh
oo RATAR DA H B AW G e RS T U e pd (Th o @
A (0N ¢}]§J%£L LG RE R A B GRE T 6 TR A
T @1];%#,3 Nedhs LF i BEfh g A o T e I0S R
ottt d o 5 2 G ¥ T (Clemons and Knez, 1988; Reich and Huff, 1991;
Clemons and Row, 1992) - #X @ B 0%/ 53T S & FilFane 71 &7 &
= fj‘%f?@ e 75 B (Moss-Kanter, 1994) o 5l 5 & $uhig a2 L FEH A B
teh L T e KGR 0§ LA KW LB R F
(Culpan, 1993; Gilroy, 1993)» 7§ { % 32d Kp kP g5 le Sk e ) & th
K %]1(Guglan and Dunning, 1993) - iz {20 4 & .3 A< £ F s & -
BY B odER % P 3B A T R(EF LE$I2%) (Guglan and Dunning,
1993) & *% M ik gt 3 Fr 2 H - A5 - F & i 4 (Konsynski, 1993;
van der Heijden et al., 1995) -

Malone et al. (1987) 1@ % 2 % = RILFiE R 5 "8 M2 b = A #8751
i }’f;g FLepd 0 2 ERM I - B H B4 o Gurbaxani and Whang (1991)
BLRIT v L 3% M348 & & -Clemons and Row (1992)# * 2 % = 4

1)
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B3 Am T ehig * > 2 F:E 0 IT 5 A#H A B ER T 2 8 e o
Webster(1993) #3k:7 2 A& £ 4l #g4ai * EDI & ki 2 & 5 5
%@ﬁﬁ&ﬂ°%&%ﬁ&{%&%%ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mo%£$i€
T8 7 5 - LR ALR 5 izt H ¢ (Ouchi, 1980) - Kumar and van Dissel
(1996):& kb5 = & B M i Jgdp g i A dp it S B ¥ A F 2 4p 3 ik
i 0 i s iEERAR T R AUE B R R BT BB EER L kR o B
A AR T RARARR A b o MH S TR DT A TR R F R o
R @ > Webster(1994)F7 7 123k 1 EDI 5 A # ik Jidd 10S #-av 4k £ fie 4 2
Feoh- 2@ R LR R o RfEE P B ¢ G EDL R ¥ R 5 g3 & i
Pod R E e P PEER YRS Lo o Py g Higlh
s LR HE R EE Gl 0 T P32 K I0S € F BT
?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂigﬂogggz«44a»\«;ﬁgﬁwﬁ@ﬁa

|

A
;’5

Q‘H
+

5 kg cE o #-A 18 | f24-(Sproul and Kiesler,1991)

Ching et al. [1996] & 3f @ # IT R PRR e R afad A W E LA
@ﬁﬁﬁ’%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“‘mlﬁ%&%?éQﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁkw $ i
BActh B2 LW o %k TR FA[2000]3, 0 B e %?a}ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%
FlF o e FEEP NPT F (DS RAFAF kA Qg a
AR (3)cF Bl (H¥ EDI dnnivfzh (S)F & ik B4 (6P 3554 it
BN (B L gl dF Q)% kit OF A # i i o
(10) sk b 3R ez = (12) F 30 F 2L % SLehf & ol s vk 3 en gl 45 7]
2 (DFhEE Q&AL QF>F B L DI i Ok
Ex (6)F RER - K g (DL Tk s A (8)2 3 £ - Hill and
Scudder [2002]45 34 i * EDI %} & fedfifs 3 e0B2 88 #7 4 45 1) EDI § 2430k
I bz onS o e fr B - ez 18 0 FI EE R B ERP
ARG R
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L 4F e & {o i » ez & [Dyer and Ouchi, 1993; Frey and Schlosser, 1993;
Helper and Sako, 1995; Lamming, 1993] - iz %] & & 3£ § 0z i ~ e
FAAS P ERPBUERFALLASE R EPE/EY LN
FERBFER B ERFIRSENASEITOAZER c BB ER
B T GHEHNEI N RIASST 244 U ERERE S A

% 3 F![Ansari and Modarress, 1990; Frazier et al.,, 1988; Lamming,

™,

1993] - ¥ 72 o m 3 > KRS M GI EIFH GE RS FEga - 7
By g ARAgRDE MG - REPDEFT - B LRDERRFHM G
[Frey and Schlosser, 1993; Helper, 1991; Lamming, 1993] o 1 fLgg 2 3 — &
vL;JcP" PEp TR > R R o RE Y LR S REERIF
4 Ellram [1995] ~ Landeros et al.[1995] -

B ALY G ERT M G

PATATE SPRBRIEEEFEERFEZMN G 5 - B F([Dyer,
1996; Turnbull et al., 1992} e #Xm #- & > & 7Fx & (T123 L8 22 BT
A & eh% [Frey and Schlosser, 1993; Helper and Sako, 1995] - # it 82 58§ -
ﬁ%@%ﬁﬁsﬁv%ﬂé AT AIE S BiE S £ 1F o RiTU T

B P A2 4o % [Lamming, 1993; Turnbull et al., 1992] - f.@
th

g

FRFe B ek B o 85 & (T Ti(non-cooperative) » H .
o

=N

# B Ti(arm’s length approach) F| { B % it Bp & (T G i & -
Lamm1ng[1993]#§t NAXBERE TN B, E e R B PR
*F

FA j\ﬁ'qﬂﬁ PR, - ’ff'f',*"—),@;'ﬁ x] B

(1) @ 24i-3% ( The Tradition Model)

~ FF1970 % %o F 2 et A4 BB ERT T FEAEY O

EXFHE MR e R AR PRLBERF > Y2
ERRFLZERS G TR E o § R R LR
PRAE s PR A-Ar, P GV AR AE - KLY EFT



g

Bod oo BRAGERE M o R R T B L iAo d B 2 BET
kg a0 B H’}@;r‘aﬁ&’/)ﬁ;{%i EI:}ﬂﬁi—’} ’ 5’?}‘55"?

e i% [Turnbull et al., 1992] -

’

w3

(2)& # 43\ (The Stress Model)

(3) 2 f#;4+- 0458 (The Resolved Model)

I 1980 Ak P > BB SR A B2 R R E 2 R A S B
Gend B o hifd o MRBEE N L hd & ForlR o R
W’Fﬁ‘n—ﬁﬁaw— Forrend & MARWR R o B2 9 3

im
)2
=
By
]
_‘.;3
O

A ETET ¥ LB 7% 22 3 g (Supplier Partnerships and Networks)

PR OSSR 1990 £ R I AT A &P 5 0 AR bk i R ot
WA AR kS P & R LR BT % M % [Dyer and
Ouchi, 1993; Ring and Van de Ven, 1992; Sako, 1992]- i- &7 7 #4333 5
R S R A o SELE A s
FARLESIE A AN EPLNFLLT BAREBRRY - TR
AOEEELRAA P EREFEN I ST TR BREES
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BRI Rt e B AR ARY s e BE 2 FRo ik
&7 e is(supplier network) IR & B B A F o Rt R > F DB R
“" R AF e anld % I’g I“’ﬁff [E3 x% I &érﬂr‘s S BT PR IR o e o i
FURERE S TR fr@ R EEE o BRF T M EHITRIES
IR R R e Y AP S R SRR SIS
£~ §2 P e s 4 [Dyer, 1996] ©

B LR GEeRY CMGEFL AT R R EE T LT P

55 e AL # [Dyer and Ouchi,
1993]c # 5 > m 2 > F - LERERFRE SIS AJcd 234 o
PRECTADEZLIGTIRTE DA ERFAESA S TR E A
SRR P BREISEBHET o RRBERDHRTE 0 #
B B s o B Lgifuak = ks S s 7 5 iR T
[Dyer, 1996; Sako, 1992] - @@ S R %A I3 p 22 L RHE & (T %
"?*ﬂﬁ%’B$KWUmﬁ§25ﬁﬁ¢%$%%§E&ﬁ%@
7 4B ch R4 [Fruin, 1992]=ra-#& 1950 & ~ B 42 » TOYOTA 2 2 & p
ke g A BRI T SRR 0 56T R RERE AR
it > B3 TOYOTA 2 & A B EREF » Db r £ o 3975 o
AFERA SR a0 v § gy TH 4 A TOYOTA £ 2 k%
RIS (dp R )DE M F L AR ERPTRFL A ER o
TOYOTA © & % - k3 ¥ frie k¥ » @ 228 4 «n¥lig & [Fruin, 1992] -
s d 3 B KB P M2 RuehidiE 0 4 3 e = 7 42K [Turnbull et
al., 1992; Young, 1992] -

Bo fRAENEY TN RN e R 5 F 2T P By
ABLELE R v 0 G ARSI Lamming[1993]F A&t & L5 Tp &
Bt A e LAY 3 A R EFE o3 BB fpdie 2
SPARR2A R ATERER G A BRI T R R
B s EREZRM) DT D ZE Y kT 2 (horizontal
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2.

structure) > 7* T i T B Wi HF E A o B 7 [Lamming, 1990;
Turnbull et al., 1992; Helper and Sako, 1995] > 4p & ¥ » p &7 & %13
FPERE- B ROERFEG AL *T#(vemcal structure) # # |
BT B - AR R RIRIE R % B B HORRET - KR R4 R
Mg giv, 2 L3 4pF Tk Suengd B [Turnbull et al., 1992] - # =% >
d3 R 2 EERFE RSB F RO R R OT ERIE AT D SIRE
KFR > GEREFBRELLIRY A1 ~ s e a2 EH - F
BERE T S INA TG S B AR 0P A kg B 2w [Gerlach,
1987; Sako, 1992; Dyer and Ouchi, 1993] o } it s i3 F 734 ¢ 5 1%
et @ B RAER > ¢ G e & ivany B % [Lamming,
1993]» ¥ 75 — LEIpRET 0 F LT S R REDE S B RER M %
7 4% k4% & 1¥[Helper, 1991; Turnbull et al., 1992; Helper and Sako,
1995] -

7 M

—

75277

(1)Ganesan[1994]45 31 5 M R R B T & i chid- 2 F1 % > & 149 3 kg &
f‘:ji{;i;\ﬁi[;j_sﬁ'ﬂ—% I REFEL ES RO L S FELS
- B CfrR E MR ARG M X 124 B R %‘,‘:‘p*"ﬂzﬂf 52 %

fv‘b\;/.@r\?" FL R EREDH % o

(2)Morgan and Hunt [1994]3% 21 B 0% (7 40 cnRf 427 4 B Bcfic s J(key mediating

variable, KMV)» MR %2 5 ¢ - 2 RFEEE T 5 2 T/ IM
%L‘ﬁ@@{jﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%&&%ﬁ%iﬁi\%ﬁﬂé‘#Fﬁ

BB RN T )BT IR BB RF B HMEe ~ B IF
FetErR ~ A FE T )2 MR AR B AT EFET KMV #5482 ahT B

wF g BB RGEE R T MY R TSRS REKAZY
FREE T B GREET T MY 4R B R

o 5 =& 4 [Dwyer et al., 1987; Achrol 1991]~ IEF AR R 0 B GK
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EoEa R LR R 4 MY 6RH S - FRERTH
TR AR R ST

(3)Mohr and Spekman[1994]#= 7 7 B35 LB h 2 # cngF Mo B G F & H B
FiramETH g BhipiME># FF o LHGHE - ¢ 745
AR E 2R A 0 ¢ ZAELDE TSRS o3 8 B fRATR O

I7 o

(4Mayer et al. [1995]3 e G EhFEHS - T 2R EE A T g
Forteesd o

%fﬁﬁgmgiﬁogﬁgﬁ@ﬁ%@ﬁ%’k% FEFEREHF L
& TR A TiReEFREL 3 > T UL FHERF T
B RG> CEAUBFHEEM 2 RO VRE P ELHS

% R G e e S TN AT i B Y 5%$ﬁﬁﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬁ

g

B*ﬂh]—rrﬁ F’r’Fl /},%lpé? ’ IZ:

(6)Mohr et al. [1996] #2485 2 7 ¥ B therfh e il » U AF A fobrdl 5 @ 4 %
oo Tdp iR Ed o EF - Frodh s TV o T R BT
CHPHYAEFARILAR ~ KEDRT S HFEHARD 0 P € £ T

A
BEomdls BY A REnBE P SRR URP FE S il
BEUE 0 RIS T A EP i G LR R o
e A AR R T R A o

(7)Kim & Michelle [1998] 45 1 © TR AEFIRRRFFEE TP Y G
2

cEiRRagERL BRSSP e FF e P A4 o
FlEZ R EEE® T2 AR BFEYE S ERRE e TH G
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514 o 11 TOYOTA 894 2 P 5 6] H45 01— 2 F% > & 46 = 2 8RR
é“%%@‘r']@_'frﬁjﬁ—‘ﬁﬁp o~ B ’)é e i~ fr':}:q_h zy:%‘%«;j—f&»ﬁ Gl
é’f’]i‘% lk:"_ o

(8)Zaheer et al. [1998] 45 hg e S g1 H 4 R 7 2 12 30 S oona 4 o

(9)Kim and Michell[1999]:& * R i% 7 40 e gl » 4% P A w < T 8 ffie 2t
PBOFTHEEETLRAERFIRE IR A2 L8 .

(10)Das and Teng [2001]47 34 7 B B8 B 5 B defe A) = e G4 chif 4 > & 41 -
B0 g SR RS P e B SRR 0 BN @ AR R Rl
Fl o BRGSO e b R S 0 LR iR & o
R R A S RERERESE A N WEE £ W SR
BPIEEE P ERs o BRI -RAEFLARFRERALE G 2 F
T2 AE B AT o

(11)Johnston et al. [2004] & #* g5 8 K% > B L R_RF 2 M % 2
%i%@ﬁ%kﬁag¢ﬁ,%gﬁgzwzﬁﬁigﬁrg,@ﬁ%g
B4 G naiiir o d B RF R 2 2P RS P Ty

RIBKEDEFFL > B Ed e A3 04| 88E .

==

(12) Prahinski and Benton [2004] i& * ‘g4 = A2 #0545 34 & T% ¥ %Z S A
R Iy

R ALS GRRAT c A F I 2 eniER

&%
et
(
;2:\
e
\T.‘_:

\T.‘.:
G

T enlg o %;«'b”f BFHE S5 TRE o FL 0§ T LE R P

2

N JaE S L) y o1 N 3 ,7 2
r‘g7k§%m1 = (Iji%-!rt = FL’I

[N

3.4 % pri®ie

wAEARM Y RRE R O PTRE A F AT LR Hp e
FAH Rk R G ARE SR FRA e m B2 RS AN ERT
7] L

doimfie b BB ROUTIE A2 BRART 2k o @ AR M B
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yi-
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R
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2
o
14

7
~

2R L R

2y

-

RN R 0 IR AR RRE R
4

T2 A H o B TR E R AR R

)
=
o

o

Eeoadyo

e

<

FEWMEF 2 MK f@;&é? T_3 [Cooper, 1997; Collins, 1999;
Simchi-Levi et al., 2000] » *# 7 & ik jda ¥ 2 2 & ¢ Z WdH FH R
HEFF I RARFERR R o B ARRBERFIHSRY A7 L E
AHBEEREZSAEEL > BB LE 2RI REL T 0 g R

BELEI F A2 gra 4 o gt KBk iED
FES B g s RIS T FH AR E 2 LRI E H =2 "4 i & - Turban et
-/% #

IS S S AR R Y DR R

=%
i
i
(“

R AR R Rt R R R R E B AR £ R
iﬂ“ﬁrf?ﬂ’* Internet U;g@ f%;‘gmﬁ_)o ® B A

ﬂ'\\

o
~

4_3'1
Fr

%@ﬂﬁgggﬁEmnu- ivum 4ok B

UL B AR TR P R A R T LR T A B f
FXE A AT RIS MG A S FTRAAE S TREGE S 2R GRS
W R RN 0 B S ARLBLE Y LA R %“*”ﬁﬁ%%“
AT AR ROE R o LREEY Y L EF R AR UEF LT

P R EATIE L R BERERET p AR AR LA RenfliEe > e g
g T GEE 2 ol ~BFR2T O RIM IR o2 h S AR

AT EBRARE T 5T §F - RAJORFAFRER S Ke
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BFEEV RO F R R SRR 2 F R (8
- HOF R NG RO IRER o L S ARBOTEHL - P F TR K
AT RGP AR o A R S EH T AR PR ED FRPES
GFTY o L h A ARBFENPAFEERET RIS SRS 0 A RREE
A kfrdeH w f s 7 5 [Skjoett-Larsen, 1999] o — e sty 32 F &

EH- FRFENTARE LS DI M Al R A RSB E B 5 TR

,
[

POV B AR OPRG R Y NPT D R OG0 LG MR
3t A L2 ¢ & (make or buy)RAET x5 R PR E X AEAE F BE @
PR TR INEF R L LTI 1T R PR S T s R

CFRBELEIE A AT RRIT RS 2T LR DU ED
PoRE - XA ARG- FRGEOE R o FL o ek AP ER LN A
2 M BAe R AR b o AR EIR A B R ARG R R B
(Gulati, 1995) -

2

—@&ﬁ%ﬁ%%&ﬁgﬁﬁéﬁiﬁ%éﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁg’%ﬁ@
BpiE B4y gt p i o @@ Ty neii- BPE3 v
31 ¥+ 53 gheh i« (Barney and Hansen, 1994) - 4+ ¢ }tﬁ)‘;ii/ﬁv LA N eni EZe
BRI R A ko A R T R RS 2 P B B i 0T 3 (Gulati, 1995) o
PRASELLDIE R H G By ke g Y i 4 o

i

@ Ps G ST B > MRONE - P R ME T A TR
M’ﬁ“@*ﬁ%@&wfﬁ?%ioﬁi’ﬁﬁ?u%ﬁﬁﬁagﬁﬁﬁﬁ
ENRRAOTAIHF - PRELEZAERFER > OLHITFRAAR - B
BLBAVREL OR2 > RRE T aA AT ERIT 5 - ER - BRR
BFE e LB BEM G BRRF R SR RFEIMAREFT

RPTRA A o A TR N R S TR GRS AA L o RREIRA
AR N ERERFEE R LM R § Rk .1 [Dwyer et al., 1987;
Achrol 1991; Morgan and Hunt [1994] #= 3 %% &9 7 T2k KEL M &

ERREE S S LT SRR L L LANE L SRV SRS

G

X
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S i & [Berry, 1983; Jackson, 1989; Shani and Chalasani , 1992; Morgan
and Hunt, 1994] - » & X[ O1J5e s M a7 82 - BFE L FBMERF 3
FAAMASIRBF RN LDM G 20 LFRTBE - A M REFH LT
R H PR Ple Ry EL - RESMOGRGE B ETNBIHE - BRR

SrREE RS ORGERCH st dEE 4 2 MRAAT 2 fuE o B 2 1T

MF R G AR ARG BRI TE R A L TRARL o #
RWHE G OTREN  TEELE U RF EFRET  FTRAARS
(resource-based view, RBV)eha @53 Fiheded 24> 7 4 2 K indF
Acb e A R A o gt RA AT & Pk (Peteraf, 1993) - H0F B A 2 o
Fimfei aten kR B 2 2 7 v B0 2 BB AT RBV BB 0 T 3 -
ERRAT LG MG EA 2 F Ak gt (Gulati, 19995 McEvilly and
Zaheer, 1999) o 12 F ik 5 A ZTELBERIE X030 ¢ £ TR i 4 chp IR
TAHEHFTR R EP ﬁ&ﬂ\ﬁi%’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁgﬁaﬁ
"R A S E R B b ook g R B ) £ A a E o
TF - RO TRRTIGALAFTE A VR A B DAL AP

TR TR 0 o B2 F R T Rfea afan 2 o Gulati(1999) #-i 1 AR
SRBETR—— BEAF&HFALE T A (Social Capital)epLgh » st BLELS 4
FREEER A RR o F o W RBY A 3 - A TR DR EAL T
RN o 7 R N PR M oo 50 R Aot R R Bk o LPET R
TR RAE ELEL o AN B B e E O P R R LFV RSB Y 2 5B
TR TR B A o EMHARE o B L B S g
ﬂ*mi%%’@ﬁ%“é‘%vmﬁﬁﬁﬁéi«@&ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬂﬁi
and Gargiulo, 1999) - @ > FTAK FELFE AL aFmid > 7L 7
%%ﬁﬁﬁ~$&ﬁ£€’EWﬁyzgéﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁo%%%%%
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PR A A R G S A b e A T TR (R 0 R T3] e &
HAEFAPFIEL ¥ FFIAEHIAA A enfF S IX-LAFTE
BEZI ARG L FLCEELOBE ) LB AR
SR AL Bt g ok g 7 0B sel g4 S 42105 (Structural Equation Modeling,

SEM) y &7 B % B TR enf 3 o B2 2R G 5 o 1A e B (neural network)iE 7

AT e TR SRR S YRR F N AP BT A
R R B mwo\“f#%m * 5@ SEM R & % 2he 5 L@
By IR AAH o TG 1w hRE T3 A B % iz T [Davies et al., 1999] ¢ F]

B RFTEEHE T SEM H RE 2 AT 3 1 & TR PR SRR -
(= )A* L

B - ARG RS - W T s bR T wn
el ¥ % B AR 4758 R A 5 [Tabachnick and Fidell, 1996] o 23t 314 B %
IR R R L B SRR R 2 42 053¢ (structural  equation
modeling, SEM) » & {74 &2 ) § FF A8 ? - B AR P B AR
Ea e * eh1 B2 - [Davies etal., 1999] -

S AESMN - | g EA 1 4 15 (covariance  structure
analysis) | ~ T & % 4~ #7(latent variable analysis) | "Bz F & 4 47 |, ~
UMMM G4, B o BRI EY S AR FETFF A T
Ml A Y- T 5 Ml 2 kBB Rk % [Hairetal, 1992] > H H FAeT
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AE BB~ LA MBS R B H RGBT TR ] K R L L R

BFREERE

SEM B & enii it (e ¥ 4834 5 Rl B ¥ ez T enF) R M % o & SEM

ARG o AR B AREL A ERRE S L R R T R
940 o Bt o SEM 2 S0 % 4 ¢ B H05Y (structural model) ; &2 T #05¢

(measurement model) ;  #%4 [Hatcher, 1998] o it % k f 2B p ¥k
SRR B R A RSN L AR RS R R '
AR T AT g -ﬁ’t@?i?‘]”’%?ﬁi? MELE TR /‘E%%EJ ¥ EHNhE AR
Bl 7 » 8o A a B F B SEM & 7[R L 0 A T3]
(2 B R

SEM # 7 — fAie (7 TR A 7oAt § Wb ehR BF & b5 ¢ F R
SHEFR A A A o Y F VT REEICAn I (T F R B GRIRA )frirE

%‘K/w\(?'r’,? E‘_ }i%rs/é:\)‘lif’flv\*%%‘:"lra ol A "'—Jjgi—iik-&r"r :

L 5

RE S L HERE Y R o F F L 3 3 RRBT EL®
Heo X B R LR EAE S LB R % Bic(unobserved variables) ~ 2R % i
(unmeasured variables) g = F] % (latent factors) o 2 3 P32 B b ¥ Hic 7
2o Y RS LA R B AR RS AR i BT B e
oo B Y PF ok ¥ A BB RGO L ke i Y TR
e T %] ) fLA et 4 % fic(exogenous variables) > T E 0 " % BIALE AP
4 % f(endogenous variables) » F 3 P £_SEM g 45t ¢

n=Bn+I'é+J

He s ¢ X)EBELS S Sl T (cta) L BLp 4 £ [ (camma) L&
. Pk e > B (beta) B A 4 Bk
FHELN 2 Rl P ock nitioed > ¢ (zeta) L TASEL , » R
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RS AR ANBET (1) & E ¥ B s A 4 fi(deviation scores) X
Foo WL aogL 05(2) St AN i (3) BZHEMRL 00 @ |-B L 2g

£ (non-singular)*E "L o

BARSGEAS e B 0 et R B L R BB T 2 &
B R E 2 D RRAE S I BRRER T RILR o ok p e 7
o ERBLE > SR AT RIS S S Ap i RIS - R 0 G B R R A
» F & % dc(manifest variables) ~ =€ % #c(measured variables) & 35 1% % ¥k
(indicator variables) » »# 7 B si— fL2 2 BEZ¥E > VA5 G FHFEE LK
ERBLEFE R E TR S T AR B RS REF R Bl o
FEHG - & B BN e s SRR P FARET{op 2
BASEYZ T R A AR fes PR X 2 B e £
PRGN T g S AHBRRI R EOEE T T - fidy i o T A

2. SEM 78 fi5  end if s e KR L S B LR Rl B ol

y=An+te
Ao oy LRBEP A EEo A, (lambday) Ly i y 272 B Gheh bR L
¢ (epsilon)E_y enfrE 4 o
X=A,E+0
HP ox st 4 B8k A, (lambda X)& 5 it X &2 £2_ B R enTa e >
5 (delta) X sPHrg 24 o A B A AP 303 GF A 17 PF eni F Dl o
BE A R T MY AP e e {17 BB REAR 4

RIELREEY G A A B () wREELAET 8 Caphl o T
Efrd 2 Bv iy 4phE 5 Q) ARRFEZ(O)EFEFE(6fro)2 a7 1phE -

3L gPEL oY
1993 SEM chgh A B> 0 2 FALS F A e BT o T A R
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—\

in
-@3 N

Il

z'=(y',x") 2. = % £ 4L (convariance matrix) » A2 40T

&
D dp ity & T2 B A e pxm PR BcAEE

<

> > &

X it x B2 E2 B fRehgxm FE G B
B:fitnp e Hp 2 8%k drmxm Ff Gicerd
I s it &4y 0 ok chmxn F Gice'd

O :dp&ehinxn & § R L

LERERRE S 4 emxm FEE B e

®, Y TR AEhpxp IR E R B

Os i X chifrR 4 0 chqeq IF £ B 8 B

LA LJ{#— ﬁx_,?“fs—} E
n=ré+Bn+g
y=An+e
X=A6+0

PP B sk el 4 i & B IEIES 0
X, = Cov(xx) = E(xx")
= E[(A ) +0)AzE +0)']
= AE(ES )N, + AJE(ES) + AL E(0&) + E(00")
=A,ON " +0+0+0;

hud

=A DA, + 0O, 0
HATRERAR L Rl S Ry,
%, = Cov(yy) = E(yy)
= E[(A,7+&) A7 +¢)]

= A E(mnA, + A E(ne) + A E(en) + E(eg')
=AEm)A, +0+0+0,
=AZ, A, +0, ()
P BN 2 BB E RRELE R
z,, =Emn)
=E[(I1-B)"'T&+(1-B)"¢I[(1 -B)'T&+(1-B)'¢T
=(I1-B)'TE(ENI'(1-B) ™" + (1 -B)"E({")(1 -B) ™
=(1-B)"'Tor'(1-8)" +(1-B)"¥( -B)"
=(1-B)'[TOI"+¥](1 -B)™" (3)

#(3) ~ (2) » B]F 17 3
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=A,[(1-B) " (I'or" + ¥)(1 -B) ™" ]A’y +0, 4)
Foobo B SBEAEEN 2 R L RFRELY
Z,, =Cov(xy) = E(xy")
=E[(AS+O)(Ayn+e)]
= AE(ER)N, + AE(Ee") + E(S7)A), + E(58)
=AE(n)A, +0+0+0
=AZ, A )
B o BAN 2 RBEEFLN L RBDERREELY RS
2, =E®S)
=E[(1 -B)'T&" +(1 -B)"'¢¢]
= (1 -B)"TE(&) + (1 -B) " E(£E)

xy“’

=(1-B)'T®+0
=(1-B)'T® ©)
FoofdRis » w83, =0[(1-B)" » #H & »(5)7 #
2y =AOT(1-B) A (7)

LRPELT S
y Ly N
= 70| ) @) (e T

xy
-1 4 =I'TAT -1 '
_ Ay[(| -B) (T'olr'+¥)d —B) ]Ay+®‘g Ay(l—B) DA,
A OI'(1- B)™ A' A DA, +O;
L& 37 hﬁ—}&}\alr%;p SHcz %g,ﬁl{é’_ o

¢
(m)s3h RIL e S 8ciiss = 2

3

SEM #H-7\ 7 2 P4 2~ B S ficaed A~A~B T ~®~¥~0, 4
O, EFFRYF > FLAZES NHTAYG U BB EpE > @
fF‘J 2.7 F R G ARl Flpt o R - BRBCELAF G Z AT ]
Be— R0 B hd O S E0E B KA fdih A o ddic s A
d 58— AF IR hA Sl WFd TR R

17 SEM 2 it v R & S A B B A b E e 2 el AR 4
Poehdfp x> @ S

1. 3% 1% % &2 (instrumental variables, IV)

."ﬂ
\\\?{y

2.5 FF BB T 2 2 (two-stage least-squares, TSLS)

3.25 40 chB 0] T 2 % (unweighted least-squares, ULS)
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4.} 3 B ] T > % (generalized least-squares, GLS)

5.5~ #2122 (maximum likelihood, ML)

6.— 4 S| T 3 (generally weighted least-squares, WLS)

7.4 & 4o S| T 2 2 (diagonally weighted least-squares, DWLS)

FiA Y ma FE A E R0 8T A 2 o LISREL (hfg 33 2
fj‘w«‘bdi ALRRELSIF  BIHAY pd S L Sl Y R
597 72 5 B #0272 (maximum-likelihood method, MLM) o 4 & & 3= 4245 $758 42
R e E %ﬂ%@zﬁk’iiﬁnﬁg%ﬁﬁﬁi#ﬂ@%ﬁ#%ﬂﬁws’
SEM #ic 48 #ri * 95 Fletcher and Powell [1963] s % /% % 7 N ende | B -

F =log[s|+tr(SZ™")—log|S|+(p+0)

RN E P BLA AdniE o JI R EE R E FlJTa(converge) s ok 0 T ¥
P F g ] Eopt Il €872 Senif & &Y % 484 J1iE & & (goodness of
fit indices).%® % > M%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ’"‘—*‘%ﬁmﬁ" MPea i AR AR B EE T o
()N kE 2 » & B3R
1.2 & i i

E3 Y e Al b VA L S B g O SR e ;z # & ;1 % c[Hatcher,

] LR B P % B (interval-level) &8 4 & (ratio-level) s42 B % #c o

EE2RRRERF I RF IR G e BHE

PEE A BB 2B RS R E T o4 (additive) o B 5 ZRAERE P E Y (7R
Bl RSk

CERERE T S TR LT T
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2973 EReNF) R IR o

S
T
(@)
&
N

w5
(ﬂd\

TN

)

"
=

5N EU8 B Frau(over-identified) 0

e
W
o0

PRERRERR . - WA T o R AKT PR 200 o F 0 T LS
BentF ot S BB B oA BB o

R
i
O
1 Tl
-\y&

PEBALRE- BT 2 BRI

HH

=

10 : LRSS HBET BAZE30 B -

2’ ’}’3— X E— \!:\.‘»

v

P ARAT ”U%ﬁJ%ﬂiﬁ#%ﬁ\*
SR lic o FlY o REFHN DS E W LN uE Ik R T A
ﬁ°%¥iéﬁfm%iaw g 4 TR E X AR R IR A BB
HH Tz BRRSE A L

%

P TR U BB hk A

|

-~

¥
'

(1) ®33 #2 2(just-identification) & @V AT o+ R fclicp 2 & 5 B enFpl- % % >

\—"('p—;: 1—‘;—%]3‘4 — tEy‘zEr,_ Uzb*imx—l-% ol}jﬂ,b "\/*ka“"%i]—\%g_‘\‘ l’/t‘v"\—* ﬁ){c

Bt s e & 0 fh R ECR T A R

(2)iff & FEzu(over-identification) @ AR BT 0 F UAR T ALY UARFER £ B
ST SR I B RECT A4 LT RN & B Y R
AP I RN AR S R SUEE T

(3)* &rzid(under-identification) : ft R AT > 1 5 € 5 - B Slc? AR E H o
FlA i RS R R R S TR S R R R
oo PR EFHGNE & RRR

FERRen™ 3 GBS 0 A0 G i T Gl R B R BRI LE BB
1 BcAp 4 > ¥2 3R Eh(data points) B # (T g § 3t S E S TR BB K
Pl BSFEs s F B Sl ic] W PR NB . IS BAMR 7 % B
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SEBEA T HREDBE P53 AR FREOREE NG
Number of data points=(p(p+1))/2
e op o ¥ RS TARE R BB K -

3.% £ ¥ s+ (multicollinearity) 2. f&JZ

i3 SEM da i3t & 5 A pEa - R L G 5 E R SR AL - B
R SR L - DEEFREFOEAM V- ZEBA) REF DR R .

B L ¢ B PEIF L R R e 0 T SEM S s
Ao g R TR PR L o ] > Anderson and Gerbing [1988]iE X7 1 *‘*ﬂz &
LR FA A T  RALT | RARERS B LG B AR 20
TR AR o A Bk TG L R AR T L F TR LR R R AT
WH 2 B TR E T ORR %%kﬁwﬁ@uFm@* % BT iR
BRI ZRFRES Y L RETRR R RO Bk SR A
PEPERT Y O AT IR R i T %aijﬁaiiw%f%%

¥- 20 ARSI o B Rp RSB kR 2N
S AEE SRR S TE -~ o) Sl géiiiﬂﬁ
AT S E R SRR RIS B4R 8 88 AR ¢ B 2 N gt e o
DTN B ] RERER L F AR E 0 @ R R R s s
@/ d SEM A 455 % k2|2 o BN e 45384 o SEM chja M dc s ¢
B MR REE P R > TR AR M O B R E R o - AR
# * ¢35 Lagrange multiplier test 2 Wald test - Lagrange multiplier test n 4% i
SR 5 LA FM B BHACS Y 27 3 A0 Wald test R AT

£
F
= :ﬂk TRk 2o B A E_ 2 %E%*E‘M",f fs ¥ *% % chi-square B A & J‘W'J“/Tfﬁ’“

e

LE

AP B 2_ ¥t 1@ v LB Joreskog and Sorbom [1993]% Hatcher [1998]2 ¥ iF o

43R 2 4p B SRR

Hatcher [1998]& 3% 241" SAS i#fe (7 i S FE S A HE - 54
I FIEALP] o BEAR A B RATHATRR Y ATt o e X FRAe R F R N
APTREST R B2 UG R o R E AT
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BRI -dmz > R 2 BT AT 2Rk

RRI2 5 F R L RIS AALA o

RP3 A gHGLF AL

R4 E B R T R R B e F AL

#ﬁj}l] 5: ,11’ AQK/,,\ E’q’ﬂf@;fg = ,g‘g’;?}i %‘&ﬁ B B ehd 3;@_%_' &ijlu /P;f»);"\]‘:',""' s
e A FHECH] A o

HR 6 Bfy H L (simplerecursive) sV Y o A X B2 X B W TARG I o

BRI T FBobA TG BRa A2 > b A i L

F_L
‘H'»
&
4!
e

~

RIS HAPT R 2 N8 R R

F_L
1N
o
] i
L

RO ok B 45 L) T AR £ 2 f

Fp 10t & w3te arp %&—» /f:x—"ﬁ/{’ 3% IEEIF'F - 2:'—“% b} el %&

7 15

o
P11 D B A R AT AR AR Y B - T o
BB 120 B A F R R
P13 FF $8cs ¢ R RFRBER G FERE A L
HAL 14D s B S BREAE BT AR LA

HALS © BRGREFI R AT o B RETRA KR LS 1o
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FRPI16: ABFREA TR Bt SRR B BRI B G a BAp 2
BEP A H o

RBINT R FREAS TR S BELREIRERETZ [ FEAFF
TEWFIZEFEFAGRp AR FZSITZE%)-

MRLI8 ¢ B AR CR ( SRS Y R B B LR R 0L 7 AL T

TR RRS R R R A LR G e

EL
»

(=) EE TR

%Mﬁm%#{jiﬁ—%ﬁﬂ%&ﬁ#%ﬂ%@Z’ﬁiﬁﬁié%ﬂ
FEESFF uk FT 0 PR IEF TR H TR OE 4R - SEM 2 2 ik
I a7 SEM B % th 3

LA L fr S0 3 2ok B e

2 A DR EHRP o ¢ FRRBHT] B EDARS o B g e B
B A ke

ﬂ‘r’iﬁc‘&#ﬂﬁ" ’ I;IJ oo,
(D+ = &)~ + > () pd A £
1
df =5(p+q)(p+q+l)—t
pHg 5T RSB E Ot F R Sk Bk

(2)if & B 45 #:(goodness of fit index, GFI)

d Tanaka and Huba [1984]#74% &1 » 254 4
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tr[(Z7'S - 1)?]

GFl =1-—=—
tr[(™'S)’]

BP > SLd R FREL oM upd B GFl (TR FEF L
i3 T fhif & A& 3p (adjusted-goodness of fit index, AGFI)

AGFI =1 (PP HA*D gy
2df

G)4 # i et

¢ 3 b s e dp % (comparative fit index, CFI) ~ 4% % if fie & 45 1
(normed-fit index, NFI) -~ 2t 4% & 3§ fe & #ﬁ 1% (non-normed-fit index,
NNFI) ~ 35 7% £ &1L 2 $2(root mean squared residual, RMR) % -

4RESNT c e RHMEEBLT SR AL TR B AL ALBE o

5B 8 5 4 e -

RiER o+ S R B e A AP ¢ SR At ] R AR
F A B LA F LR i % [Hoyle, 1995] Flpt » i+ = @k % 40 2 K 2|45
BR 3B F AR - A R 3/ d Rant F - B S(E
H_3)enE ¥ 0T 5 PO BF ¥ 4 eh %7 [Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993] F
FRAFAG 2 102 0% L K| $Tehik Jy[Hatcher, 1998] o 4t #F » & i fe R g 1R R 4
X ARLF 5 AN 09 ERAF R - RMR A A RSz £ %2 “E'Kifr?#’l&%‘
LR TS T eE s g HE )3 0.08(34F E_0.05)FF & T i & R I o

E@?%ﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ%{ﬁﬁé*ﬁﬁm’ T 4RI e s e ™ o Bagozzi
and Yi [1988]4p 1 5 cifl & % fo i je - ﬁﬂ*%ﬁmgﬁuv¢iﬁﬁw
PN ePAS S A A FAhaE L R E R AptRRIEF S & i > e gr

BE NI S B IR A o AT Y % R AL B TR 31 #4058 (data driven model)

(5 )RiEithe R E
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A A1 SEM K 4F3 4 S E A F R B A H FIR BRGNS ¢ ARSI
TP N A AL TR LT RBEWRTEFZIRETRDEER

(goodness of fit indices) » ik % % "ﬁ AR 2 fiesN A i & E R AT IE LR

7}“', f%y'_‘ﬂz'\{»;ﬁ;i? y"fﬁﬁ:j\‘ ,EEI %éﬁxbim%g— ‘;- |" °
gm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁiﬁm’@;p R s hRT EsY - &
ST BB A Y URRESREL BT

1.+ = &7 % ¥ (nonsignificant) » 7% ¥ p-value = »* 0.05 $ix iz -

24 @R pd BOC/df) ) 2t 5(E4F E_3) o

ﬁi& » 4o GFI ~ AGFI ~ CFI ~ NFI &2 NNFI & » <3209 { 4% o
43 FlAf mE 2 tEERTRF - HECFZ I FEZEHER 005

5HE BAELREZ RIS g4 -
6.F P ALEMIE S Y B2 $AEE & RMR f&] > 0.05 -

AT E* SAS 8.0 £ Kk CALIS 42 B [SAS, 1989]:E 7 -5\ chfie if &
e To g~ TR G AR B TR AR A 4T 6042 5 R i 95 Anderson and Gerbing
[1988]#7# i e Fp foh Bt A SREE T2 4 AT 8 J5S h iR e g i (7
Wt AR LT fd S ﬁwﬁﬁ,fﬂ’ $H
REREAITERGEREKR T NRRERLEEL T DTN LT HF - 2
BHES Gd AR R EFRE AR P LK AN PR T RL 2
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¥R BAFIERERA T

ARPHRAZHERECTRAI > BT HI A LB RGAT I M ETF
BMGFEFHLerErE e RS 2 e e T R T

Eo PR P REFETE N RSP AR L2 hE T
TR 0k o

6.1 K % wcsr f h BHA
6.1.1 % sch ¥ w ek

RipoBi2apd AR e F oty L8 3%l £ 851 &
FIRFAC262 B0 TR LEFRBESH O PIFRENAE > FRF RE S
241 B F 2B % v fcd L 283%z

6.1.2 A& ¥ -*,,if—i

BT AL Y ¥ oA A A KB F o (R 2 (non-response bias) © 7 F F 23k
G- 3SR Ll UG HE S ﬁwkﬁ%K; Yt REMHLIR s A
f6— AWt A7 N & REF —‘ﬁ m—g /% [Armstrong and Overton, 1977; Lambert
and Harrington, 1990; Lessler and Kalsbeek, 1992] o ]t » & 87 7 #-7{c § | etk
N ATPEROER A 2 0 h - AR B 121 B % o iR AEs 120 B
TET teTRGHR!DRAFES RREFETAATR AT RN TRF LR
GERL M= ) o B AT wicf ok AY T RAEEFFL 2R o

6.1.3 $k * iAo 47

g% 61~4 624k P R At A EFEREITHEL B Ry 0 A
TEF2Z AL TR P EFED G AR E o FI o SR AR S
Ao AP EKIRE P TR ORI FIREL- XU AEER
o121 RO HE AL ERT 1 #
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35

BT IR TTH S

GERL % 63) e AP IR P BRI E L P
E-mail~EDI~EOI(EDI over Internet) ~ % + 3 < # (4 * XML)> # ¢ 143 E-mail
Wi S E373% AR F T HEMET XML)E T 274%GEL % 64)
261 $#A2PEF 1%
A3 % 100 4 27 101~200 201~300 301~500 501~1000 A~ 1001 4
A A A V!
I 139 41 30 10 13 8
b 57.7 17.0 12.4 4.2 54 33
(%)
262 HALPAEEY EF
EFE 1ig~nT™ 125/~ 206~75 @~ 76~100 B~ 101 ig~rs}
{1
I 93 136 6 1 5
51 (%) 38.6 56.4 25 0.4 2.1
Hixzrom
168 _HERAXDUEE R 2 2
BigES B YE RN O BR ABE =B 5% kB
PR A A R <1 S - AR S ¥ B L # @
Ik 23 27 24 22 25 32 58 30
51 (%) 9.5 1.2 100 91 104 13.3 24.1 12.4
364 HFEASFE*FTIL2Z1E
*F itz 1B E-mail XML EDI EOI
(EDI over Internet)
ik 90 66 46 39
51 (%) 373 27.4 19.1 16.2

62RERRAH

*# 73 11 Cronbach ¢ H“#ck%H T HFEN S22 58 > FIF %ﬁ%\\ﬁ
i R Glicde & 6.5 977 o d 7 VA LG BARDIMEO0S M A
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165 MERAEBALR G

# A Cronbacha &

T30 & (TR A4E F1(CS) 0.8946
M % KERO) 0.8145
& 2(TS) 0.8751
#4 (CM) 0.8056
= % 41 (RD) 0.9352
JF; ;% (CR) 0.8003

% 22 7(RP) 0.8128

6.3 - ARE L il Rt T

AFTL K SAS8.0 £ 442 CALIS PRC & 7 058 e i A e %o i) »
SVFAL S AP M R L G - ) o T A B AR B R AT R
PSS

6.3.1 #FE H3\ ¢ AR TR L ¥

@T% *3"\‘ 22l jﬁ R ER T FM ITF% EL mF‘ f“ﬂ'\?' At 5’5-)35 %gﬁﬁ: e ;1—__;%‘ 5'1
Ko AT F OB ERRRG S B EL S TE M BRE SRR T

A
e
RIS RIS R LA ITM REEE o d B e itV e, £ BIEAR K

"U)-F-

I B AR REE

(- Vi~ 4o 7B o

A 2 A4 B BN AR 6.1 o 0V R A ERSHEhREL . B V]
V3 UgFE TS Y AT GEFEYME > V4D V6 B g M R VT
PIVY % ugEE iE o VIO 3] VI2 %% s & » VI3 3] VIS %* g
FTih&eg > V16 3| VI8 2% =8 433 » V19 3| V21 %% 1) ?ﬁfé)k LT o
o AFRF RN A AR F AT RN % RS BEAY
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s 7‘\

: /]
o —

B 6.1 A= 4sHrE 50

(8 BRREFLT)

PR RO R X P02 E R Rl 3t 0 B % Aod 6.6 YT o A
1705 % B 5o A 4 E 038t 2 (chissquare, y°)E & G oSt AE R

22 (168, N =241)=559.4582 5 p < 0.001 =35 ¥ > i i B om 5 2 T 5 &

~

i enfe if [James, 1982; Joreskog ‘and-Sorbom, 1989] - + = @& A F R £ 7 Tl e
B2 B g A chE B o W 0 T Rk apiea o (e d 3ty 6 X B A
B b B S Zbhtk AR S PEIRT 0 4 7 % R R B & B3k [Gerbing
and James, 1992 |- F|pt > prgzE A4 Y TR xS/ df hE > M2 H B e
it B4p 4> 6 > 4 GFI > AGFI ~ RMR ~ NFI ~ NNFI & CFI- - & f x°
/df & %8 -+ 5 > GFI~ NFI~ NNFI £ CFI ¢n& & % ** 0.9 > AGFI thig & + 3¢
0.8 m RMR &% -] ** 0.05[ Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993]

£ 6.6 A4nHEE S il R R
7 df  4?/df GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI  CFI

559.4582 168 3.3301 0.8152 0.7459 0.0635 0.8717 0.8821  0.9057

3x !k A #=241 - GFI= goodness of fit index; AGFI= GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR=root
mean square residual; NFI= normed-fit index; NNFI= non-normed-fit index ; CFI= Bentler’s
comparative fit index ;
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A7 he TR FV e GFI e 5 0.8152 ~ AGFI & % 0.7459 ~ RMR & 5 0.0635 -
NFI & % 0.8717 ~ NNFI & % 0.8821 ~ CFI i& % 0.9057 > sz &% A D|iE A A en

o AL RN B L R

& AL A G (et o B 4.1 977 )~ 12 % lagrange multiplier test (¥ %
6.7)#M> VOl v B i R E F37 £N kFIME 4T+ 2 & TR %
T AR GRGEARTE > Arle PREEA BRI TR S 2 R3S
T i 4 R B RAPM I Bom S A7 R % fi(complex variable) 0 b § F 3
6 F e~ 47 0% % > Hacther[1998]30 5 7 # "4 M sg ¥ Hc §F 4+ 3B 18 F e /2
ATk o d WHEEZ RPAS Rt ERFRIED Ve HEL R L S (KF
ﬁ&ﬁﬁiiﬂiﬁé’Q@i%ﬁ’éﬂ?igﬁjzjgojﬁ,;w%
FHVO T2 PERF IR - LATEH L RAFE > VAT Ay 4 ket
ﬁ&i%%*?iﬂi$§@%ﬁﬁ&Jﬂﬁr%%i%ﬁi*i%&&iﬁ
2 ik Rl 4ﬂ7w¢’u*¢+&1$$é%§ﬁ&%@ﬁﬁﬁwiw\
RALB) 0 Flt 0 V6 B NG T MR R o do kIR VO TR LG
ﬂﬁi%giﬁ%@oﬂ&’_ %ﬁﬁﬁﬂfmwﬁT’iP“}iWT

V6 L $HR FR E AR

# 6.7 A 4>#7E #-;% Lagrange multipliers test

Row Column Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq
Vo6 F6 67.30414 <.0001
Vo6 F7 54.85127 <.0001
V21 F5 42.41413 <.0001
Vo6 F1 39.64293 <.0001
Vo6 F5 32.99962 <.0001
Vo6 F4 32.12846 <.0001
V21 Fo6 23.49605 <.0001
V4 Fo6 11.17271 0.0008
V5 Fo6 10.83048 0.0010
V21 F1 10.81109 0.0010
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AT HRPE V6 fo i SR Bt R - ASLE R A 4T B R
GER % 6.8)F R+ & B3 LA Fhs 47 (149, N = 241) = 447.6252, p < 0.001 » it
d chi-square difference test &% I I % {8 & T FX M F|F A 50+ 3 BT
' 111.8330~ pd BT 19> BEor B I {5 st © 55 B ¥ g 0 7 i GFI
% 0.8402 ~ AGFI % 0.7748 &2 RMR 3 0.0519 ehig im & F|iE &% o

468 % - 3@ fo i 40 12 &
X df  »2/df GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI  CFI

447.6252 149 3.0042 0.8402 0.7748 0.0519 0.8917 0.9034 0.9242

3T & A #=241 - GFI= goodness of fit index; AGFI= GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR=root
mean square residual; NFI= normed-fit index; NNFI= non-normed-fit index ; CFI= Bentler’s
comparative fit index ;

d 2 4 4w (dortske o Rl 4.2 1ot )2 lagrange multiplier test(4- % 6.9)
FHOV2I TEs i 2t efmt BERMEES L ¥ R 4752 TR
AR R SRR o ndr HqR & Ky & RAPM L Bom B G A e
oo P EFREHRIEAFTIES o FP V2] ARG T2 E R Rkt
2 SRS ACE =40 ST R RS SRV 20
AR o L FRALER IR V2L LE R @R 20 R gy
FVIOTH 253 8 E 2P BRATF > 3 4T RTHD 4 F 22
FFRE V20T BB AR E S R RAT IO FENIERIT S D AR F

2 LR % S g R TSR e AT AT R e
PR RS T A SRR FI R AT
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# 69 % - =i & ;% Lagrange multipliers test

Row Column Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq
V21 F5 42.31599 <.0001
V21 Fé6 22.74827 <.0001
V21 F1 10.12293 0.0015
V7 F2 9.47786 0.0021
V8 F1 6.62358 0.0101
V8 Fo6 6.58542 0.0103
V7 F4 6.55792 0.0104
V8 F2 5.59537 0.0180
V7 F7 5.58779 0.0181
V21 F4 5.56787 0.0183

ML HERIE V6 & V2L R R et R 7 - AR A
45 B (D £ 6.10)% R4S &3 AR EM 27 (131, N =241) = 366.6909, p <
0.001 » fe d chi-square diffefence test & % % 1S T 0 (& & X FEILEFl & A 450
5T 809343~ fd AR OIS M I i ¢ G B it
7 i GFI 5 0.8594 &2 AGFI % 0.7961 emig iv & 3| £ % o

£6.10 %= =B I RS el sk

e df  4?/df GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI CF1

366.6909 131 2.7992 0.8594 0.7961 0.0296 0.9083 0.9201 0.9388

3 1k A #=241 - GFI= goodness of fit index; AGFI= GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR=root
mean square residual; NFI= normed-fit index; NNFI= non-normed-fit index ; CFI= Bentler’s
comparative fit index ;

d A& L &0 (dofitdkr o Bl 4.3 #7571 )2 £ lagrange multiplier test(4-# 6.11)
FROVITEARE 2L B ¥04 AEF BRETF L eh1 15 ) AERRT
EEE o efra Hur s REy B RAPMAE BT H AR g RS
FRE AT G R T o VT A Y 7 R Pos v iR L E R
VT g e R4E® 0 %R R I il 2R $ SRS Lopr A R ]
wWALENE VT FFREHNY A RERES c GFRVETEEL R P



SRRy P LESTE SN S NN I S SIS FIT N
$E R B A6 bk | B BRES LR E o A A
L EE RS S SIVEEN S s Al FAtE

ik

% 6.11 %= =x % I =& #°3% Lagrange multipliers test

Row Column Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq
\% F2 9.52630 0.0020
V7 F7 7.61497 0.0058
V8 F6 6.65866 0.0099
A% F1 6.63174 0.0100
\% F4 6.52044 0.0107
Vo9 F7 5.84151 0.0157
V8 F2 5.60886 0.0179
Vi F3 5.19259 0.0227
V15 F2 4.67124 0.0307
V18 F2 4.09370 0.0430

BE 2R f V6~V21 & VI isaig s g il + > v gFa - (R
% 6.12) x (114, N =241)=291.3416, p<0.001 > # iE# {5 = g & ch+ >
BTE 753493 A R 17 oA S RB I EFaOuL > 2 EA

LR A RS AR 0 3 4 BRI E BF LB % % [Hoyle, 1995] 0 F
B4 2 BT R AEHAFEF R ER - A PRP S F S B
Bod Rt F o — o] 5(EAFE_3)NET

[Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993]° @ pt 2 S HrE frst 2. F 2 B p d Rt 5 ¢

* 3 3(291.3416/114 =2.5556) » B ¥ &< = F -

MIEL M EE VRS PR

A

B & 612 ¢ Faro B8R E Y &L R il 4 R 0 GFIS0.8771 »
NFI=0.9226 ~ NNFI=0.9341 ~ CFI=0.9509 == >t & 337 09> @ AGFI= 0.8157
=% 0.8°RMR % 0.0274 > &7 S g 38 2 3 2 45 i fir % o @ d chi-square

difference test 5 % 2 I > S {3V 2 W TR BN G B F e o B A S o
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Ay
-
&

—\\

TREFERS S BTRELFER R LS T RS 0 R 4.4 41T o
2612 ¥z B FE S REhESS
7’ df  »?/df GFI AGFI RMR NFI  NNFI CFI

291.3416 114 2.5556 0.8771 0.8157 0.0274 0.9226 0.9341  0.9509

3T & A #=241 - GFI= goodness of fit index; AGFI= GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR=root
mean square residual; NFI= normed-fit index; NNFI= non-normed-fit index; CFI= Bentler’s
comparative fit index ;

(IR RN 2 7~ 22 A 47

B IPIR G G o AR FERE FFE LR ik BRAcR
6.13 #77n o d £ 7 tvalue kg - #rj g iR RN f FEoE g F LR A

BOFHFLE HASURCARINY S g LPREHABERELS
& fz &»x & (convergent validity)[Andersénrand Gerbing, 1988] - @ & 78 45 -2 1%

‘L mgEDI07 FMm o B £ FE L5 24 4 o
% 613 7 kR R ARSI EG 2 4pth 1E L HE 4L 2R & & R (Composite
Reliability)% % - & & 3 B 4-ff alpha BB HECS » 17dp iR} 30 6h— R {2 [Fornell
and Larcker, 1981] - % 6.13 & {&= 1% + &2 %8 5P %3 £ (variance
extracted estimate) > #* T4 “T?rﬁiﬁ” f# % B & [Fornell and Larcker,1981] -

WA R FBHFPR R340 055 # £ Fornell and Larcker[ 1981774 3%
R o T BRSO RE RS R BATREIFRZN -

,f Tzt Rt A AV A+ 2 B L R & € (Hatcher, 1994) > 1T 5 &
ST PR i B A 614 4 B L BT R EEEL T
FOB P IR e 2 v w0 Y £ i CFA iz Vg =
ks BHRGHEGRER S 127 7 Ar A v AWM G J 1E
R AZAFIE (GBI SR e B8 ) o BLES i T
Baee T o+ 3 i RA T REHF RE pABR 3 B AR LR
Aok ARERFRETALEL R BR Bt R k% W -
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% 6.13 3 ¢ fe,mﬁ‘&é”'ﬁif}rﬁﬁ-;\ 5~ 3T R A 47

HAEHE R FE tvalue REGAE  BEFH
fmg B g
T3 LE 0.8957° 0.7414
RE 4% M
\al 0.8575 16.3864"  0.7353°
V2 0.8970  17.6326°  0.8046
V3 0.8272  15.4861° 0.6842
BE 1%k 22 0.8662 0.7640
V4 0.8692  16.1234"  0.7555
V5 0.8789  16.3829° 0.7725
=iz 0.8839 0.7920
V8 0.8940  17.2832°  0.7992
V9 0.8859  17.0402° (.7848
Al 0.8324 0.5959
V10 0.7488  13.0485"  0.5607
Vil 0.8190  14.8129° 0.6708
V12 0.7457 12.9734°  0.5561
F iR i 1 0.9359 0.8295
V13 0.9056  17.9101° 0.8201
V14 0.9227 1 -18.4794°~ 0.8514
V15 0.9038 17.8534" = 0.8169
¥ 0.8084 0.5849
V16 0.8057- 147117 0.6492
V17 0.7504- 13.3144" 0.5631
V18 0.7364 “171219770°  0.5423
b T 0.8751 0.7780
V19 0.8829  16.7276"  0.7795
V20 0.8812  16.6814" 0.7765

P ATt ERFLE p<0.001;a 2472 & & & (Composite Reliability);
b ZFFEFELTD o

pd BRex®RE S 1 aBgF-LEL p<0.00l pF o fo8+ 2 EecE R
10.828 4 5 B R HIES B & BK) - 13454 6.14 7 » #7572 78

FEMUEERH IR ER T AL ERAFEER G R BRA
(Discriminate Validation) > ¥ & 48 - ;% ch % 3% -k & (Hatcher, 1994) » i 3|
1-(1-0.001)'°=0.009955 » 1 % % 1B W 2% B %5 (p<0.001)% % 10 = chfin ™ » %
WEHTERRD T 07 E-RHRAZFALAORT c TEERTIETRES FIE
(U E ALV T AHFF P2 B F 3

G ARENE R BRK
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# 6.14 T u]p Rk £

i pd R + 2 o Egt 2 E
VR ES 114 291.3416 0 0
F1F2 115 355.1368 63.7952 10.828
F1F3 115 341.1534 49.8118 10.828
F1F4 115 333.9395 42.5979 10.828
F1F5 115 622.6092 331.2676 10.828
F1F6 115 304.4482 13.1066 10.828
F1F7 115 683.9566 392.6150 10.828
F2F3 115 370.5509 79.2093 10.828
F2F4 115 362.5321 71.1905 10.828
F2F5 115 483.2402 191.8986 10.828
F2F6 115 339.9385 48.5969 10.828
F2F7 115 616.0918 324.7502 10.828
F3F4 115 320:2102 28.8686 10.828
F3F5 115 496.8187 205.4771 10.828
F3F6 115 333:6207 42.2791 10.828
F3F7 115 685.5793 394.2377 10.828
F4F5 115 468.3317 176.9901 10.828
F4F6 115 304.7576 13.4160 10.828
F4F7 115 689.0744 397.7328 10.828
F5F6 115 442.0694 150.7278 10.828
F5F7 115 982.9897 691.6481 10.828
F6F7 115 963.4937 672.1521 10.828

kR pd RS 1P BEERES p<0.00l shBi 4+ = &

6.3.2 F] & 5V %E

A RSN BRI E A2 fiE B OK
B B BRI R T A M AR B AR R
B T2 (7F T iEZK Hy ~ He)dr @ o
(=B Feif R T
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PR 6 12 1 152 5N 8 7 B A 470 AR 9T % dceh SEM RS M
BAc@l 62 #Tm o H ¥ o 3 AR L RBREC WS A BELRE $HR A
i 657 22 NEL AT o ARk 6150 VR BELYETERZRE
7] % ﬁjg}’fé_ﬁ—’: KETE 1o &gy pens 277 1% SEM ot k£ 3 & 8
TR BT G BB A 4o

CS=Bcsrce RC+Bcsts TS+ Bcsrp RD+ B csrp RP+ &

RC=Lrcrs TS+,

TS=71scmMCM + £

RD =7 rpcr CR+ £ 4
RP=79gpcr CR+ &5

610N
|

}" VI12,CM

B 6.2 ## % SEM H5' t-imil /2 ]
CEREE 2 SRS 21 LY

AT TR B IR 5 A A E 2 LR TR R X ERD
BH RIS EIE ) L BN T2tk od 541 &0k 0 HEA R R
" B Friu(over-identified) ) 1 £ 3 fFEfE 4 A R EFHRG\RERK T A
k2 B0 0 LB s 21 B o w7 4L 8k(data points) f# #ic t =21(21+1)/2 =
2310 @ o3 Fipt Sl = 4 ¢

RS

RS
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® BT BLRET B GRHRERECGFR S 1) =8421-7=22
@ FRik:BRFHOTBFLN A Bl =21+5=26
® LHPdc:hd HEMApT EFEMGE = C =1

HBEFRT2Z S8y 22426+ 1=49 B < t=231 & AF 7 B3 iE
RFES 7N i vk A R AR T o

&d SEM & 45 0 TR A B R40L 615 #77 o d & ¢ ¥ &v - chi-square &
[Bd R % 5 2.8874 (363.8081/126)415% 3 @ &I feif dr k% % o & 42 GFI
=0.8565 ~ NFI =0.9034 ~ NNFI =0.9200 ~ CFI =0.9342 32+ % & 4%:7 0.9 » AGFI
= 0.8052 = >+ 0.8 * RMR 5 0.0405 -J- ** 0.05 » & 7% J’T#ﬁ—‘k 2E Jf?mﬁolﬁﬁi e

FE 8 R E o
% 615 A AR T FRA G feif pthek

Chi-Square df GFI AGFI RMR NFI NNFI CFI

363.8081 126 0.8565 __0.8052" . 0.0405 0.9034 0.9200  0.9342

X A =241 - GFI= goodness of fit index; AGFI= GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom; RMR=root mean
square residual; NFI= normed-fit index; NNFl=mnoen-normed-fit index ; CFI= Bentler’s comparative fit
index .

(=) Bkt T
PR g AR BREFR T 0 B ARELF DL AT RRET

AT 27 B (H~Hg) 0 A48 % 40d 6.16 #7w 0 BRSNS E S % P 4o B
6.3 %7  od R ¢ BT I 7 BRILGESE DN FOLE S o AT AT
BN BERR AERMAT T LA EEE S L RS Gl f Y B8
PEM o Poek F 2T L PR (RT>035) & AT
N2 EEET S AT AR AR A F e WilkE FHORHE
HY errorvar 273 AN R LR B H FEA] L7

A AT ORE AR 0 RS AR R 4 AR .
CS=0.3054 * RC+0.3717 * TS + 0.0730 * RD — 0.3149 * RP, errorvar. = 0.0280
RC=10.7941 * TS, errorvar. = 0.1114
TS =0.9163 * CM, errorvar. = 0.0377
RD =0.5968 * CR, errorvar. = 0.4565
RP=-0.8871 * CR, errorvar. = 0.0743
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40616 WEMAT F 1 BHEHN BT Tk
L

&R/ p R R? L Lk T e t-value
T3 & iERE (A4 1(CS) 0.8750
BE 1% K 2(RC) (H)) 0.3054"" 4.1478
& 1z (TS) (Hy) 03717 3.8966
P ,57 i if (RD) (Hs) 0.0730° 1.6824
i 25 (RP) (H,) -0.3149™ -4.6202
B m« £ (RC) 0.6306
2 = (TS) (H;) 0.7941"" 12.7298
 Z(TS) 0.8395
# i (CM) (H,) 0.9163"" 13.8099
F ok % 47 (RD) 0.3562
3 (CR) (He) 0.5968""" 9.0492
b % 32 5(RP) 0.7869
2 (CR) (Hs) -0.8871° - 13.2252

TEoRRE 4o E MR AT R IR p<0.01,%% A om ik SRR F A p<0.05, * 4 77 if st A E 1 p<0.]

0.8190 / 0.7457 0.8940 0:8859

0.9163***(H4 **H(H3)

0.9056

"

Tt

0.3054***(H1)

0.3717%4(H2)

0.0730*(HS5)

TI L TM G

A

08575/ 897 08272
e
08057 /07504 | 0.7364 ug;v P ~03145 D)

0.8829 \0 8812

Bl 6.3 SEM $;7% 2. B St #ic
(GL ¢ BT tadicad Bt A F R R0k P<0.01, **P<0.05, *P<0.1)

0.5968***(H6) TR k4R

ARG AL AT T (& I G LS I RIRE  T RIRE
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(D~ B GRS FREG - 2R G H DT 4N AL PP

PR RESEFR DT AT GAFFLI L ERTITE B G

K F.K,}g-“;;i? SBER e B P Rk s w5 0 R iE 03717

B K3 0.3054 0 FRiREE 0.0730 0 b *gidde- 0. 3149 > 3of Bt B F K
&

27
|

TR GEE LB LTI E B GRS TR

N S N s M e - - S WP QSN T
bR R AT S 0 B B nﬁ,;gﬁ%,_gﬁ 2 R SRR
MK TR R D A o SRR i 2 Tk R e

FIo o IR R Rk F A R RART S 1 & (T G
e

<l
I

BE s M ROKE S TRIEG ~ 2R G E e 3 en

1-1 5808 A ¥ E RT3 L LT AEFEFLRELIE = B

BRFESCBFTRRIEEL PR IR GRTE e PR (H
Hs > H, %EE'J}LJF‘LF)

12 $oiid 2 R+ EiTh REFEFHERETS <&

Bl RE S R ERRA s BRRE  FRRIE .

//—»/_\, z ;g
(2)1 EHM R ,_%13
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N GEM BKET I ow PR G Bk S
0.7941 > 2 Z A F K - Flpt - d P DB E AL RPFE T B
ERETHED TR L R RET L R E o IR ERBH LR
RAZ o Tl s AN ARG &a B RIFF L Fo T 7
% 4T

2-1 SABEIAERPRE TR BRT L EED FUTR D2
Jeda T F 0 kA BHH M GKET e 2 BEH;, TR
Q)i {13 T g B
BT RR T BUREEG L e BB G Bk g
0.9163 » © i %3 8g F -k o
3-1 S AR R R Mo ERAT I A REERPR
BREEERFAL BRAEET e 2 PEMH, FIL )
(4)F5 38 44 F R 1 87 B0 50
dpié% o BRARTREET e B EM G Bk
0.5968 » ¥ if 33-AE % K o
4-1 r/?,m B AR foorie 2 BRAET F 1 A REE R
,y:j: A 3 =3 Y ’ A
BREEERFED O OEHATREGES 2B He ¥4 )
(5)Fa 2 $ b " ndrengs
d Eﬂxl“ﬁl‘% 1) ]L%F’iv =k ﬁp.u‘r‘-"}i é B R 3%"?&? % ‘?3%3’*9:%@
-0.8871 » T i A E KR

5-1 g
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(VS) o K8 Ru7 o4k il § BB 84T 00 4505 o 0 fa s & (e B 2 5 2 4
5 o

QW2 ALXERFRFEN THILIZE ¥ ARsEsiB8E T30

FRM SRR (VA) o BB T 14 is RT3 0 kARl B2 A

(2 AESRFRFES T8 7900 2 BRMT S L § 2R
B Ah§ b oamedk | (V9) o i d

h
ﬁ’fﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁaiﬁ$o
B

Q@2 AEERPRFESN THh i L Aot Fe BRat + L3 §
1, (V8) » %%’fﬁ ) RENPRTE T I W =L R A
4.3

REAFEPWIAFERFIFEN THEIL LS J LB EET
# (4 Internet ~ Extranet ~ EDI» K% & & / FRIFPB chF 5 & P H i
(CPE)EFEHi8 2 SBTFNEMRIEF LM, (VI - A2 s d fF
BT T R P OO i BB ik e
L o
5.F R kAR
(1))%“'::5 é%i#@‘ﬁji%’i%? l—_‘ff"%ﬁ'?t; ’—’");?f}% f#@.gf‘;ﬁ; TL 'ﬁ:%&)‘ %E\'Lf; /;ﬁﬁig
B (VI4) o 8 R 4o s 24 R 1 (7422 3 B > 2 desp B
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F2ALERFRFEN VIO T 253 2 2 % B Rsad + 1 o § 2050
TERIT 2 AR M B o e % R ) (VIO) o B2 UL B 5 2 T T
B AT HALD FTAEZ R R B2 RS o

QWP AEERFRFES V20 M3 r 2250 8 2 5 BT 5 1> § 8430
TERLTI B AP R e PR (V20) o BB RTONITA SRP IR
P T R B A ST RS s M 2T S TR TR e R

2617 A2 AFERBT I EITHAEFTEEFERETE { FE R4
HEE e AFE BoAEE
FERE FAiAE (6 AAfAE L@
T+ v LT
B %45 A1

Vi 0.8161 10.6674 0.8976 12.5555

V2 0.9037 12.5339 0.8716 11.9652

V3 0.8170 1.0.6869 0.8377 11.2380
[ B Mt-'

V4 0.8230 10.3697 0.9028 12.2695

V5 0.9198 12.0852 0.8541 11.2840
iz =

V8 0.8628 11.4386 0.9220 12.9952

Vo 0.8879 11.9362 0.8872 12.2065
A

V10 0.6730 7.9582 0.8319 10.8117

VIl 0.8156 10.3453 0.8364 10.8986

V12 0.7671 9.4955 0.7212 8.8046
P TR iR ﬁ;!

V13 0.8686 11.7865 0.9447 13.5899

V14 0.9250 13.0485 0.9103 12.7535

V15 0.9048 12.5813 0.8841 12.1537
3%

V16 0.7155 8.7261 0.9067 12.6570

V17 0.6716 8.0666 0.7964 10.3347

VI8 0.6721 8.0741 0.7901 10.2128
R

V19 0.9226 12.8029 0.8099 10.4680

V20 0.8986 12.2802 0.8730 11.6713
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el B EE S 1.9699 et Bk 1.9699
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ttest: & BA* R TIDL PR T BRPEENE

V17 V18
w1 Fic 2 w1 T 2
T o 4.0991 4.0833 T ok 3.9256 4.1500
22 & 0.7900 0.9005 E R B S 0.9527 0.8344
PR E Bk 121 120 PR BB 121 120
Pooled % £ #c  0.8450 Pooled % % #c 0.8938
Bk o £ 0 Bk ol £ 0
pd R 239 pd R 239
t szt 0.1337 t xu2t -1.8421
P(T<=t) ¥ & 0.4468 P(T<=t) ¥ & 0.0333
wehiE EE  1.6512 =3 T 1.6512
P(T<=t) &  0.8937 P(T<=t) gk 0.0666
kB EE 19699 hE R 1.9699
V19 V20
¥k 1 Fic 2 w1 T 2
T o 1.9752 1.9750 T 15k 2.0991 2.1250
%8 1.0577 0.9657 %P ¥ 1.2400 1.2027
BRI 121 120 BB #i 121 120
Pooled % 2 #& 1.0119 Pooled. %3 #c 1.2214
Bk o £ 0 IBRK ciadic £ 0
pd R 239 AdiE 239
t szt 0.0015 ezt -0.1813
P(T<=t) & & 0.4993 P(T<=t) ¥ & 0.4281
wehiEEE  1.6512 =5 T 1.6512
P(T<=t) &  0.9987 P(T<=t) gk 0.8562
kB EE 19699 hE R 1.9699
V21
¥ 1 Fi 2
T o 2.0578 2.1666
%3k 1.0049 1.1484
PR E Bk 121 120
Pooled % 2 #& 1.0764
Bk o Bic L 0
pd R 239
t st -0.8140
P(T<=t) ¥ &  0.2081
ehiEHE  1.6512
P(T<=t) & 04163
R E R 1.9699
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Range Freq Percent
-6.19021 -5.94260 2 0.87 *
-5.94260 -5.69500 0 0.00
-5.69500 -5.44739 1 0.43
-5.44739 -5.19978 2 0.87 *
-5.19978 -4.95217 0 0.00
-4.95217 -4.70456 0 0.00
-4.70456 -4.45695 1 0.43
-4.45695 -4.20934 1 0.43
-4.20934 -3.96174 1 0.43
-3.96174 -3.71413 1 0.43
-3.71413 -3.46652 0 0.00
-3.46652 -3.21891 1 0.43
-3.21891 -2.97130 5 2.16 *E
-2.97130 -2.72369 5 2.16 *x
-2.72369 -2.47608 2 0.87 *
-2.47608 -2.22848 5 2.16 oK
-2.22848 -1.98087 7 3.03 ok
-1.98087 -1.73326 5 2.16 ok
-1.73326 -1.48565 5 2.16 *ok
-1.48565 -1.23804 7 3.03 ok
-1.23804 -0.99043 10 4.33 Ak
-0.99043 -0.74283 10 4.33 HorEAE
-0.74283 -0.49522 11 4.76 HorEAE
-0.49522 -0.24761 18 T Ak
-0.24761 0 16 6.93 ikl
0.24761 0.49522 10 4.33 S
0.49522 0.74283 7 3.03 g F¥
0.74283 0.99043 9 3.90 ok
0.99043 1.23804 ! 3:03 Hkx
1.23804 1.48565 7 3.03 Rk
1.48565 1.73326 3 1.30 *
1.73326 1.98087 7 3.03 ok
1.98087 2.22848 5 2.16 HE
2.22848 2.47608 6 2.60 ol
2.47608 2.72369 3 1.30 *
2.72369 2.97130 1 0.43
2.97130 3.21891 1 0.43
3.21891 3.46652 1 0.43
3.46652 3.71413 1 0.43
3.71413 3.96174 4 1.73 wox
3.96174 4.20934 0 0.00
4.20934 4.45695 2 087 *

Rank Order of the 10 Largest Asymptotically Standardized Residuals

Row Column Residual
V16 V6 6.32102
V20 V19 6.16070
V21 V15 -6.05941
V21 V14 -6.03544
V19 V6 -5.58193
V21 V13 -5.36274
V15 V6 5.35035
V17 V6 5.31946
V17 V16 5.24281
V20 Vo6 -5.20521

o R e T R
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*
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*
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Residual

6.16468
-6.04909
-6.02493
-5.35248

5.27356

4.53306
-4.41375

433013
-4.16747

Range Freq Percent
-6.25000 -6.00000 2 0.95
-6.00000 -5.75000 0 0.00
-5.75000 -5.50000 0 0.00
-5.50000 -5.25000 1 0.48
-5.25000 -5.00000 0 0.00
-5.00000 -4.75000 0 0.00
-4.75000 -4.50000 0 0.00
-4.50000 -4.25000 1 0.48
-4.25000 -4.00000 1 0.48
-4.00000 -3.75000 1 0.48
-3.75000 -3.50000 0 0.00
-3.50000 -3.25000 1 0.48
-3.25000 -3.00000 3 1.43
-3.00000 -2.75000 2 0.95
-2.75000 -2.50000 0 0.00
-2.50000 -2.25000 4 1.90
-2.25000 -2.00000 7 3.33
-2.00000 -1.75000 3 1.43
-1.75000 -1.50000 6 2.86
-1.50000 -1.25000 13 6.19
-1.25000 -1.00000 10 4.76
-1.00000 -0.75000 9 4.29
-0.75000 -0.50000 10 4.76
-0.50000 -0.25000 16 7.62
-0.25000 0 13 6.19
0 0.25000 32 15.24
0.25000 0.50000 13 6:19
0.50000 0.75000 9 4.29
0.75000 1.00000 9 4.29
1.00000 1.25000 9 4.29
1.25000 1.50000 6 2.86
1.50000 1.75000 3 1.43
1.75000 2.00000 6 2.86
2.0000 2.25000 3 1.43
2.25000 2.50000 3, 2.38
2.50000 2.75000 3 1.43
2.75000 3.00000 0 0.00
3.00000 3.25000 2 0.95
3.25000 3.50000 2 0.95
3.50000 3.75000 0 0.00
3.75000 4.00000 1 0.48
4.00000 4.25000 0 0.00
4.25000 4.50000 1 0.48
Rank Order of the 10 Largest Asymptotically Standardized Residuals
Row Column
V20 V19
V21 V15
V21 V14
V21 V13
V17 V16
V17 V10
V21 V19
V16 V10
V21 V18
V18 V3

3.90062
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Rank Order of the 10 Largest Asymptotically Standardized Residuals

Range Freq Percent
-4.00000 -3.75000 1 0.53
-3.75000 -3.50000 0 0.00
-3.50000 -3.25000 2 1.05
-3.25000 -3.00000 1 0.53
-3.00000 -2.75000 2 1.05
-2.75000 -2.50000 0 0.00
-2.50000 -2.25000 2 1.05
-2.25000 -2.00000 6 3.16
-2.00000 -1.75000 1 0.53
-1.75000 -1.50000 4 2.11
-1.50000 -1.25000 11 5.79
-1.25000 -1.00000 12 6.32
-1.00000 -0.75000 11 5.79
-0.75000 -0.50000 6 3.16
-0.50000 -0.25000 19 10.00
-0.25000 0 10 5.26

0 0.25000 31 16.32
0.25000 0.50000 11 5.79
0.50000 0.75000 11 5.79
0.75000 1.00000 7 3.68
1.00000 1.25000 9 4.74
1.25000 1.50000 7 3.68
1.50000 1.75000 4 2.11
1.75000 2.00000 5 2.63
2.00000 2.25000 2 1.05
2.25000 2.50000 5 2.63
2.50000 2.75000 2 1.05
2.75000 3.00000 0 0.00
3.00000 3.25000 2 1.05
3.25000 3.50000 1 0.53
3.50000 3.75000 1 0:53
3.75000 4.00000 1 0.53
4.00000 4.25000 0 0.00
4.25000 4.50000 1 0.53
4.50000 4.75000 1 0.53
4.75000 5.00000 0 0.00
5.00000 5.25000 0 0.00
5.25000 5.50000 1 0.53

Row Column
V17 V16
V17 V10
Vie V10
V18 V3
V17 V3
V19 \%
V18 V1
V7 V1
V19 \E
V18 V16

Residual

5.26142
4.53344
4.32393
3.94311
-3.84371
3.51162
-3.40904
3.33599
-3.25344
-3.21017
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-4.00000
-3.75000
-3.50000
-3.25000
-3.00000
-2.75000
-2.50000
-2.25000
-2.00000
-1.75000
-1.50000
-1.25000
-1.00000
-0.75000
-0.50000
-0.25000
0
0.25000
0.50000
0.75000
1.00000
1.25000
1.50000
1.75000
2.00000
2.25000
2.50000
2.75000
3.00000
3.25000
3.50000
3.75000
4.00000
4.25000
4.50000
4.75000
5.00000

5.25000

Range Freq  Percent

-3.75000 1 0.53
-3.50000 0 0.00
-3.25000 2 1.05 *
-3.00000 1 0.53
-2.75000 2 1.05 *
-2.50000 0 0.00
-2.25000 2 1.05 *
-2.00000 6 3.16 ok
-1.75000 1 0.53
-1.50000 4 2.11 ok
-1.25000 11 5.79 ook
-1.00000 12 6.32 LR
-0.75000 11 5.79 ook
-0.50000 6 3.16 ok
-0.25000 19 10.00 EEEE PR
0 10 5.26 kR k
0.25000 31 16.32 stk Rk Rk Rk
0.50000 11 5.79 ok
0.75000 11 5.79 Hokkkk
1.00000 7 3.68 ok
1.25000 9 4.74 Hokkk
1.50000 7 3.68 ok
1.75000 4 2.11 *k
2.00000 5 2.63 ok
2.25000 2 1.05 *
2.50000 > 263 *ok
2.75000 2 1.05 *
3.00000 0 0,00
3.25000 2 1.05 *
3.50000 1 0.53
3.75000 1 0.53
4.00000 1 0.53
4.25000 0 0.00
4.50000 1 0.53
4.75000 1 0.53
5.00000 0 0.00
5.25000 0 0.00
5.50000 1 0.53
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