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PAYR R - R 4 E > 2004
%12 2003 S#FAFBKAEAFELAE
A & WA EUSSM) BA E (Kunits) 23D HEF F (%)

Notebook PC 16,193 24,253 64.6 %
Desktop PC 8,231 29,221 26.4 %
Motherboard 6,499 103,871 79.2 %
Server 1,529 1,778 32.6 %
CDT monitor 3,765 38,185 65.4 %
LCD monitor 9,722 33,246 54.5 %
CD/DVD/RW drives (ODD) 3,110 101,053 423 %
Digital camera (DSC) 1,468 16,748 37.2 %
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+% < i @it (Core Competence) £ 5 "ﬁ Prahalad & Hamel(1990)#13# !\ . 4 » H
MR p 3t Penrose(1959) 74 11 chF Ik A\ A BLBE(Resource-based view) > 1 & 5333 & ¥
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P17, 51912 # B ﬂ? — % 7 ¥ Joseph Schumpeter % The Theory of
Economic Development — % # #73% 4157 > Schumpeter 3% 5 " AIFTEF & 1 & ;b 23
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Leong et al. (1990) :}ft" % RIRTRGTE Wi o o HARTHTE g ¢ F A
FTA S A B g e R R o @ Meyer & Miller(1992) 77 3 7| 12 £ #71% 5 78
33 A # m:}ﬁﬁ’—ﬂf H £ ?frﬁ\i & F A FE ol o 3T A Fehi 4 Moser
ctal. (1984) & § gl arers e # R AAT L PR A5 0 4 2 /32 A
AR g E > BAD L AW BFARTE DT E Bl R TR Y D
R#c: 0 (D) AIFTRESET 2) PERERR 3) TR THP o

Moser et al. (1984) 7 7 ¥ » %3] > ¥ * ehffr 'E_ﬁé‘ﬁﬁ:"% ra BELaELEL
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gk o SR PUNAIRTS R AR LR B DY g ERY
SR REA 4 o Coopel‘(1985)t’fﬂ=’ﬂ7'z R %“‘2}5%‘.@&% ’
o 2 A a peiR i LA o

£ T %*;;m

Ritter & Gemiinden (2004) & 4! £]37 = # mg%:/w\ 232 g - A SAIFT
oo Ry A Bt I At {5 LA A S0 A 0 R R A
B LT e S KA LSBT e ek ko
(state-of-the-art) 5 ¥ — 3 WAEAIRTAH » FAp R * sxi@ e LATHA I3 2 A
EEFEABDON RIS LR LTS UGS "‘ﬁ—,ﬂ?‘iﬁi’fﬁ ERmEEY D
FLHk -k (state-of-the-art) °

d L PR L R kB IR AL L8 SR R
(- VA FAIFT 1 A SRR E 3T SRt

(é%ﬂ%$ﬂ%ﬁuiﬁﬁﬁﬁ L g} (FET S A AR

(2 )L AIFT 1 Bz et 2 379AR S 5 chig »
(RAIATH Ry £ £ F B ALAA R HEBR Liind ARE S ¥
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- ? (e.g. Prahalad & Hamel, 1990)#2 5 /&% 7 (e.g. Chandler, 1962;
Chandler & H1k1n0, 1990) e df % £ ¥ 2 R pondiis 4 ok D4 8 BT E 0
it (Competence) s & © it mﬁﬁgﬁiﬁ’ 4 (competence-based theory)ii p Penrose(1959)
Tk ) P R AL A LBk (resource-based view; RBV) » iT# 5 3F F E X IE MY
(Richardson, 1972; Winter, 1987,1988; Cantwell, 1991,1994; Loasby, 1991,1998;
Nelson,1991,1992; Foss,1993; Teece et al., 1994,1997; Chandler et al., 1998; Hodgson,
1998...etc.)

BB )’% 77 %t Nelson & Winter(1982)¥ Winter(1987)r#" 3§ » & F| 4vas 4_

¥ P B A A chicdt:  Teece(1988)id 5 7 Jo i &7y mf 2 R éhBf % > Eliasson(1990)
'J F# I B E T A 4 5 Carlsson & Eliasson(1991)4% 31| it ﬁfffﬁﬁ AL

7 5 Cremer(1990)£ Kreps(1993)5#= 3 @ F | a i # 20 £ F ehle e (7 & eha
’}‘r Dosi & Marengo(1994)# | § ¥ £2 5c w2 B eBf % 5 @ 1345 Prahalad &
Hamel(1990) 4, 147 55 4 24 *g—*;?,‘_a_?k ¢ AR m?e WEY kREwsk
B HIIE g BT s B2 D 2 aE 2 g P ow iy mt(Core Competence) e
FEOLEFAREE @ R { S RN R A PRI QAT RS &
ek 4% ] % (Phaal et al.,2004) e

“T3} ehLjiric @t (Technological Competence) &.4p &£ ¥ #Ri 49 & & § Br % ~
¥ AeREE AR & P A B ¢ Pk i%(state-of—the-art)ﬁ?nb LERUE o i
sATER R P & 1T @ JE {F 2. (Ritter & Gemiinden, 2004 ) » 3w it mﬂ"ﬁ 43 BT e
7 ~ 132227 f137(Lee & Choi, 1988) % ¥ 5% § £ B :Ei74 S B #2574 4 @i
HREF Ao 5 W Fad 5%: (Herstatt & Lettl, 2004) -
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s

MEEE o
Estades & Ramani (1998) % & Hiric a5 £ £ R F 2% p L TR £l b
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S R A F RPN S T ET A
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Hopeas w3 E_E ¥ 3% 4 H R =0 enif 2 (Chanaron & Perrin,1987) » » & 3 %
ML B4 kR (Porter, 1990) > 4% %] F_A B £ 4 2 ¥ ¢ (Tushman & Anderson, 1986;
Henderson & Clark, 1990; Bettis & Hitt, 1995) » m Malerba & Marengo(1995):% 3%
FL AR EF R R R REF R SPERH L F A G AIRTA S g

2L
’J‘ W
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SHORRTE R P T A i Y > EER SRR G LT ER
HEMARR G F R AR L TEME SRR RENLRZ IR SR
(Cantwell & Piscitello,2000) > H ¢ & 7 g ¥ H s LERFOAFT %}‘Hﬁ 2~
Ji~ F’* & 4p 3 g ¥ (Powell, 1990; Osborn & Hagedoorn,1997) - | }a Wt 4f fe
m,.-}@_:{ii’a,? A a3 {51 AR DoEEa plRAFRBEIFNE T4 % 5 B 2 £ FT
(Dosi & Kogut,1993) -

Gemiinden etal. (1992) #& N AIATE EF4p3 & (T 2P LM % (4oB 1.1
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F L k& ¢ Gemiinden et al., 1992

F e (8 0T R AIATEAT » S IAIATDS &~ R HIRTA

(Clark&Fujlmoto 1991; Wasti & Liker, 1997; Langerak et al., 1999; Heydebrecke t al.
2000) 5% R E (2003) dp RS R T OLIATT & & RIRTRE > A A P ETH
g * T
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Lz
cH 1
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R a4 PR B A2(Ritter,1999) - doB] 1.3 977 & e B mf i & R 0dE & -

o=

[&ﬁ%ﬁ] [%ﬁwﬁ][%'i4] [ﬁﬁﬁ*]

Bl24 pEpsnmed i
T kR Ritter, 1999, p.471

231 % ¥ 2 izi4(Network Management Task)

bERLe ZFFOMGT A B2 B “T‘ RApE > AT 3 4F) Ritter(1999) 5
72 Ford,1980; Mattson,1985; Wilkinsen.& Young,1994; Moller & Halinen,1999 % %
“‘ SpRLEL o WH RS G F EE - B OEA (TR i) PR e
{S. B TR eniE 33 (TrdE SRR R A o

2.3.1.1 M %3 izi(Relationship=Specific tasks,RS)

MG EE AdhE 22 R - M Gans s o Ritter(1999) % 44 B % B
Terfp b v phig @ = A A

-~ gl4e(Initiation) @ e Bl i 2 A g k- B ﬁrq*u L b TR
Bled ¥4 ﬂgf:;},\)\,i;ﬁ. o BEE PN S ALE S SR FHER T o
gi%fﬁm&m%ﬂ mfﬁ%m%ﬁ°%m@ubp_#yﬂ%%§é

FLEERY CWERAELYEORMTR  FE AT EETEE M
TAEARM T E KOG P LB LY 5 i % o

z titx(Exchange) PAEJRIE S E& - TR HRE |22 B Ry A
R AT A m/é‘a‘rv(Homans 1958; Thibaut & Kelly,1959; Bagozzi,
1975; Anderson & Narus,1984, 1990; Dwyer et al.,1987) o F_& >t it » ek
Bt X 7 %A o AR M TN E(F 4 «‘Jiﬁ*f’ﬁé% S PR R AR
)~ ARRE A R e (e T B A AR chAvR R B R e —ém-}ay,; 2 B A h
Z2)EApM ER (4R TP R iEanz e BIEHHE )

£ A
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= ~ 8 (Coordination) : $43 B ey &> &5 Fs?ﬁ IR A K g A B
BEREEHE - LI FdEd > &gl FH 'ié#B‘T%p%I% -
% (Mohr & Nevin,1990) o & A7 s idd @ 45 0 & N o2 & 2142 f ud
BRI 2 G 2R R (RS e _;;,:a i# * (Ruekert & Wallker,
1987; Helfert & Vith,1999 ) -

2.3.1.2 4 M 2z 33(Cross-Relational tasks, CR)

AR E L2 )’%? Bep BehiEiries Sow a7 b onds 5FR T i 73(Carroll &
Gillen,1987) :

- ~#3i(Planning) : B R A k4 A BRI P B R EE TR T 235 R
FOAAT(D BT R RS )~ AT TR TR S RS
B g o &R FRED W’wx e if ) E TRE A 11 (R i“‘iﬁ’flﬁa}iﬁfmﬁz’ﬁ‘*’
BHF RO E)F T2 E s’“ﬁ*»“ﬁwﬁ?mmr@%ﬁg;,H%
L EEAFTR FEOEY o

= ~ 2% (Organizing) : iz @A & i 3 “rifdy R FR e ARy LR L
ﬁakﬁ%afﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁm&%Pi%Qﬁﬂ@ﬁ@#%mai*ﬁ
EPIMA A2 BB g g g 2t o R ATRALS F AR
& gk o 2 (focal company)eidri=d i 79 ¥ RS EBR P L g o v
FReRgmA=T R AELEMGARE kg B - RPELEEDT R
FRE R R EH B R

T

» A F(Staffing) : fe & 3+ $1(Planning) & e % (Organizing)sh g &> | 1 F £ 484
IR FETRAOBE R o e ?E"’ Eire R R A R 1 oM g R R
ARIFFREAT PH G RRT R A 2 DiFR o

z ~ #dl(Controlling) : drdlEd v & S pME» (b P F 2 m?r/;k A ER G

Fog)s v (b] 0 30 e s R ER SRR -

FoARehe % IR R & L % B 0% 452 E 53 (relationship-specific tasks) £ 45 SFRBE 7%
iz 7%(Cross-relational tasks) » @ H ﬂ 2 Bor g 4p 3 BE S 4Bl 2.3 #1o7 (Ritter &
Gemiinden,2003) °
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BI2.50R (e dr B T 2 e % 5 10 T 73
= P
7 AERR ¢ Ritter & Geriinden, 2003, p.748

232 ®% ¥ =i+ (Network Management Qualifications)

e lep W E RO (THARACAT R Bl o v R & L0 L ke 4 (Jackson
etal., 1993) > @ igfkenit 3 VAL T®E A 5 B Tt 4 (specialist qualifications) 2 4+ % it
+ (social qualifications)(Ritter & Gemiinden,2003) -

2.3.2.1 & yJt # (Specialist Qualifications)

B Fa 4 T dp RJZH AT (the technical side) B 7 @ 45 :}iﬁfr'fv'ﬂ:}i it
(Technical skills) 3 & *" B 24} I*)I-‘ HEjreng £~ 42 04 2o 0 EAGHEa
(Economic skills) 7 & > 3 » 2 K LR K5 & 1FLIFT 2 B A = A “]‘5'3 27
T T B ene fe b oo )j‘ ZFEERES G o TR TR T E & ITLIAT
3 B YR B - Flf“iz;ﬂf)j,‘wi B g diss optoh s B H v R X ek § -

f
BEE DT R o oo BPEF P A FEDTRELR ooy DT R
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ARG FAE RN P S 2 R GGER o T A2 FPT P U R T Bl
Searihy FAE R ST AR RIERIE G MR P E R
% 07 # > % (Helfert, 1998) -

2.3.2.2 # % st # (Social Qualifications)

AR Gdp - BARA AR SREY ARE PP L HP N EW
® RFH 07 5 (Helfert, 1998) o AL 2 i 4 @ 287 b ehdF B> dojpsdag 4~ ¢t
BB~ ERAST L Be s e B s AR A E ]~ O 1 e
#r4 B R 5 (Tenfi B (Ritter, 1999) o Ak 2 5 4§30 A 81 A 2 B ehd FBI B B
oz 2 B g b v & 2 (Ritter & Gemiinden, 2003) -

2L
’J‘ W

d e PR R KR MR EA B8 AR R
(-) #LFEEH

1. BRI £l 2T
2. HEMEDE REIN S T S
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# 7§ 7 Francis Bacon % 3 : rﬁrr%’“ﬁ{* £ | (Knowledge is power) > i&
A R aEE R OB l@l;lfr' e £ EERPE kT feake 2
E&A AT IR A RGAGE DRFRPAT oy A L3704 (Demarest,
1997) - fIATENREE A Avd > @ Bt I 00 g R BRI ETEOR]RT o
Amidon (2001) 353 ¥ L fuitde foi i 5 IR R TG A R nF A e LM
Ao pEETTRRDEIEN G o HURRLIRTIFSERARMIL > A F R Y A

4

B fol § il p ko W EEAIATERD D B F ;%Filﬁ?r@ ExHa? o

A

vE 2
BB
57

v

BI%T (& 42)
Bl 2.6 i g | 3TiE A7
F L k& Debra M. Amidon, 2001

T %37 5 B K (Senge et al., 1994; Grant, 1996; Debra M. Amidon, 2001) #8445 2!
A RFEL PR - RRE B R 2 A R RS R g Y
4°#%*%***“ﬁﬁ”ﬁﬁu#iW’%WmﬁgL@&—ﬁﬁimﬁy’
a\)j‘ L § ®4z ¢ 4 F {38 2 5w & % (Center for Educational Research and
Innovation) o g £ - A REHEFT R > L5 7 5 7 B BE ;’g—__u%‘;ﬁ’d 5 e
ﬁ?ﬁ‘{ﬁfﬁﬁk LR mfﬁF"* 'ﬁ %f\ Mok s T F RR S B F deen
BB S R Ao L EHF RS B B i 4 (Zack,1999) -

PR R G 5 ﬂﬁ CRIATE S PR 0 R
£

ESN S ?I‘*’méﬂ\f‘%, ECP S ar el e VR RALE
- 35t -
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2.4.1 w@endE it
24.1.1 TSR
Sena & Shani (1999) 345 Davenport & Prusak(1998) #& 41 " & #!(Data)-F 3t

(Information)-+3(Knowledge)-# £ (Wisdom) | er4 & pLgk g o »h SOk 1 i A28
(B 4.1) i £ 4 /bl 1 o

W2 F O A [ RGARAE S E o ;gﬁ ‘@‘E
FE Tk BT 23 Lo E
//@ 7 x> //@
HEEFHE =S 2 e G~ PR R
ey Nagey-o A i 7 EiEe F it EVECS ST &
Bl 2.7 FoahE i AL
ALk Sena & Shani, 1999
0L H L A AR R o RE A 20
#2.1 R T &
g —ﬁ v o TR
Turban et al. (1992) FEdh AR e A T D o
Quinn (1992) A G ANEEAR L > EpEairE o
Drucker (1993) TRE KT MG e FR AR .
Wilkinson & Willmott (1994)|Fraseni® * ¥ Hi4e i ¥ E P % Wi f 1 f#3c o
Harris (1996) TREA T2 VR SRl o
FoE G B TR B TR A - R R B
Stewart (1997) e f ~ 5%RET P oRESEM o 3 TR
* g /é;}g °

Nonaka (1998) Ir?ﬁk B A SEREDRR G RAGIE I
o ARSR A

P T T N A TR
Davenport & Pruask (1998) T%' B2 FOFTR e ;;;g T
R fE 5 ATY 55?“‘”3—-1;' %Al;’i’;“ T -
Bellinger et al. (1999) B f& 7 3R] 2 1Y ) & 5o

BT LA fE - 5 F z}(thlng) MG R
¥ - 2425 (process) > ®_T R Fdp PEE 4 o

Zack (1999)

TAL kR A IR
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2.4.1.2 FEben 5

B > dgg e 0 B ok A0 Polanyi(1967)#-wii e 5 T fri(tacit
knowledge) y = " *} &7 4wt (explicit knowledge) | & o & LA & I o s G p
Kg'ﬁ‘?ﬁmgj BN ‘g‘frzﬂ’“&k" féﬂ-/f’# I—;’\"“?%’Em};z pE 4 ﬂ!j\m«r‘r”“’—\ ,
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% 2.2 Fadhink ¥p
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aq Y g

A E A | e )
Badaracco (1991) o [EETIE L ROT B A R e R g TR B
P\ “'J’ ‘;‘E‘f%‘; :rr'éé." 2 A -
o g BR S TS LR
¢ ;ﬁu 2 F RN REEY R
o Atk i 55 o Uy R pen - b e
Bonora & Revang (1993)7} " | b1% 93
o tamEs e s e ﬁm B A A E

P F% T‘L— fﬁ 11’» ll":" :T‘Jf\_" ’ ]l« ~ 1

Kogut & Zander (1993) é ?_ P R A - AR Ao R
1 %’iﬁjﬁi,' FACP T S AoiRE T o

<

pPrRETEE EE Y rpAE R A

~

[ A 1ac N e R aae NI o —5’\}3 PETD e, ¥ O3ES

Hedlund (1994) T WP S . RNL R TINY EV
ER TN S o gk ae
R e R A Al PN e g -
P\ Ff 4‘[" =
Nonaka & Takeuchi (1995) Ko e ZERNED  H2shioe SHIGE i S O ARE LN e
s} ‘["?‘;
TR e geeen s 2 peniom .
Aﬁ%%ﬁﬁliﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘@%‘?
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Stewart (1997) SR b i F\ - g o /
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242 foph LT A
2421 wwi ¥ Bk

ﬂ}”ljji Wllg (1997)~§_"ﬂ‘!:, ’ ‘“‘ ’1!5\5? "— = H}F _F)‘ PRAS F"'J 7\1,\4— iﬂl 53 :’?!5\ ~ E] 9"% :le
REASIEEI S 2 A4 HE o ’p’,“‘mii 2 GrihE oo H P i E & (knowledge
revolution) s i 43037+ & R BB REIE T AT i R B L AT T D
IRAr s SRt K AR A - BT U S R B F AL £ A
PRSI RE R e g L o
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LB K L PR A 0 RN R 43

F_F ir%%?gﬁvii
,r‘_—«i\‘ :IL‘ B’- Lfo A ’}‘r é g g id m—f‘\_’""—\l }"J’.’I‘r
Macintosh (1996) [ ol ’f o ‘ ,
Eoine sy Bue Tk gl NI AR N

AR IR 5k ?E’_'ff_ HuE o~ B RTE R L EV
et LR T A G AR A T E B A

ff’i\’gi“’{ﬁé AR g gk ‘ff?”’\i%F“:}i A 33
Beckman (1997) MATeRca, T [ F 0o E BB AIRTL e S0
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Quintas et al. (1997)
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R ERTOTRLE P oy § e
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Stewart (1997)
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Bassi (1997) Lplid ~ fe i g L
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A E R - R o AR AR Al R

BIRLE T FENA > A R T B (R B
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AESET L RER ST = AL &
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Liebowitz (1999)
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2.4.2.2 Feph ¥ Mg R

31

TR LR 03 R Aig o | RSB DIRT S R ik e B
LRSS E s 3 X PR ZREFERGP e 1T E KF S ?*‘Fﬁ‘
g’g’\ﬁl&"‘ﬁ&fr Ly I IZE ’}#,MT - $F3t e
— ~ Leonard-Barton &g gk

Leonard-Barton(1995)3% & g ¢ e mﬁ} B0 emang|g 2 R £

Foenglid B s £ R o IR G AR AlE AR @ X ’ﬁ et dE ~THFe
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- Fiege | P
h 4
Ty A
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2.8 ol i b
F 4L % & : Leonard-Barton,D.,1995

- X P iEAF 4R Ry A EiEsaY o ?g%){%&%ﬁ 1L T AL B A
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= ~ Nonaka & Takeuchi &gk

Nonaka (1998)# % rakeng| £ 5@ e fArosdd it prg (M E it
(Socialization) |~ ' ¢} iv (Externalization) | ~ " % & (Combination) j~ T p f*

(Internalization) ; # &% fFFk g% s B¢ TR ) Edpe s f Qo

3 Pebqv Fp A H A L PR AT Pt ) Bpi e i
EATIE VTR 1o UL AR NEUITIR A S o TR NS R e e et P I o R

¥ (learning by doing) o @ p* — 7 ¥renffhm & )W 5 T Aeaidl s o

=

> RS E0EE
# F 1L ar U o #hib

() | JoOx
<>
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i —9 3

(8)
A @ go% i BA
N
A1k D e

-
~=f-

e’ g - %i%g

4 0 &

NEAZ0E -

Bl 2.9 o adoraep 2447 4% 42(SECI Model)
T X & : Nonaka, 1998, pp.40-54

v

Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995)3% 5 s glid d B A B =X B 4n > Eprt A T~ 3
Bode ] JEB A PRACT HM - o AR A ET R0 b

o b
“F v
FATEAE £ RS S Al e R B R A R R R A

W RER e HFAEHSED A1 - - A AT RS
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DR OEE
N BRA0 e Mo
MBS y — 5
#@k  mik ~ R
BA  pees TG BE
— Hmmr—

] 2.10 E'_%« Foas Y 3g e
F# %k : Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995, pp.71
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= ~ Pasmore & Puser L8k

Pasmore & Puser (1993) #& J1 Frab§ E a3 A # L Poo @izanl oo d &
TR AR (HAE R L) 0 A ,E'_T%‘« vOTHo~ - k- A ) o075 R (Import-conversion-export
Cycle) ,» i & f E0t % A0 8- FiRAE » » 0d B4~ & ) i A2 S5 R
Fleremenglig & 13T 4 s T o

icp gﬁﬁm

HOFE M H Eigd P 4 U
Lo
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B 2.11 Frasddikifie
7L kiR : Pasmore & Puser,1993
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= ~ Masccitelli L8k

Masccitelli (1999) 7= & ) &3 ¢ LR R L )=

(Import-conversion-export ) |

=R B
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FARIE I S -

F
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- N demamp Y - BRI
(F A 49) 1~ Fdhadpehenae | 1y RIRAFIRLTB
- s A E Eb ol ok O i PEM R SR
1~ b3 LRk 2~ g 3 gk
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AR 1 B S
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3 - 4';‘\&‘_—'4—&@3&% s ﬁ_
P I
7R kR : Masccitelli, 1999, pp.253, %% g iL & F~ 24, 2001
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I ~ Earl gyprgt

Earl (1997)# 14k s g 2> 5 Tk lrﬁ g Lo A EAE
B AT R BRPER SR EY RS EFY .‘sﬁf%“« DM e
BEMOR D BEFA S '— Rla "»«u(Knowledge Systems) |~ " 4§
(Networks) j~ I rezt 1 7% (Knowledge Workers) |~ & 4 4] % ﬁ‘« (Learmng

Organizations) | °

q OB R i B
P~k Fi(capture systeml) || ¥ # (local)

7L & (database) 2 # ei(corporate)
/A% 1 E (decision tools) ¢k $% e(external)

FHE KA THZ (=Y

& i¥(collaboration) % 4 7 (core people)
21 4 (training) Fe(skills)
B # (ethos) # 1 % ¥ (meritocracies)

202 Sz 2 )
FHL %R © Earl, 1997, pp.1-15
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= ~ Arthur Andersen &L 8L

1295 Arthur Andersen(1999)#7#¢ 1 4rah g e 7 [ 5rah4 1242 A (Knowledge
management process) ; % " Frah 4 1 g # F] % (Knowledge management enablers) | ;
He Toomhgm@fe i, ¢ 7 - J 4o ey R > & W] 3 oo = (create) %
i (identify) ~ & £ (collect) ‘e %% (organize) ~ 4 % (share) ~ 74 it (adapt) ~ 3& * (use) :
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1. 32#%% & (Theoretical Development) : SEM §i- 3| i = & Jf G E R A %
T zgkgifl!—%ﬁ BESNIFAY BEROFE ERAM RS T R E
IR A A b BB RD - 2 FREOBRREE -

#3) % = (Model Specification) @ #-#7 5 ¥ “T4& ! ek &2 52 36 K03 i 3%
¥ & SEM i (THhsk 2 i en® I M R BERHA > FEY £ SEM 4
FoP TR ch TR o

wl '

3. B3I FE3(Model Identification) @ & #-3] F <25 @ » 5 - BT L&
PR AR f]%{;i SEM #-A] & 5 ¥ #RB (3] 7 & A A1 8 ik
WA FhE R) > @ SEM eh & 88 B3R A 7 UEJRF o
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ﬁ—f‘p}‘{%l,‘ Jfg_‘ﬂl] mi é 'I“’L s f’PfE 21 ;:,”—3 ;‘gz.@{—pbg; s b — F 'Fx 2 _&p;«,& ﬁmﬁ‘ = bta /?J';%_
Feng 7 TEEFRRFTALERILE > BB SEM A1 Lk RO 27 LG
PR AT

1. # $# 22 ¢ & (Sampling and Measurement) : & )& {8 $43% SEM 4 471
B FERAPP  SEM A1 BT § T (e
RMSEA NNFI ~ ECVI if:}ﬂ ) F R A RCE T R
FRILPIRFA R RPIE ST ORET ARG odnd o

2. %#kf 3+ (Parameter Estimation) @ # * #7 & enF 4l ok B3 H0A) Sode o
23 i@ * LISREL $ic88:8 7 Sodc iz 3+ o

3. BRI feg )%*J‘—;V—'(Assessment of Fit) : A2 32 A RIBA| & »ra § A
iﬁ”ﬁﬁfi R %W“'T““"liﬁﬂfi’fﬁ» Jié‘. Al fe & fe T2 B

A RAR T AL GRARTEIN VRS EARF > 1 £FY
‘b ke o @Eli*wif\fiil"? Fa s o

4. #3]#% & (Model Modification) : SEM 4 471 & i F ¢ & = #-3A1H FE 2
L r e o A "“—1 'j*q#ai’»f’y‘#ﬁgti Sk ey A A A AT
# I PiBRK A :e‘_ﬁfr FoRGEF R AR -

5. 31# ¢ i3 (Discussion and Conclusion) : $H503)] shset 3 5% (T2 o

\

~ &M 0 (Linear Structure Relationship model, LISREL)

Sl ‘L’%‘Fﬁg Dl TR “Pﬁ@ BB 2N KA T 8 BB DT %
MRt 0 B O RS S BAE RS S OB R B R G o

()& FHN

BF R HN P s Bl S A8 L - 5 P iT% #k(endogenous variables) © — A ¢t
/7 % #ic(exogenous variables) /7% B A 7 1 H xeorploo D % @ ok FRED S
TE] o B SEM AR o kT PN GRE G REC A vt o % e L BRI
Bl o BV BFAREIARZERFL S fﬁf%%'@ BRI RBEAFEFE - &
SEM ¥ a2 ¥ R A 5 P ATEUPIS B M TELPISE S N TR LR E IR
L ¥dcr 73] o LISREL Su2 5 % 480 v 57 iz B enl > 3 B A 30s
SPRCFSHE A 0 T R4 S 42 058 (Structural Equation Model)£2 B £ 15
(Measurement Model) » 47 :
B st 7Byt £+ 8
BlE B D x=AXELD s y=Aynte

# @ > LISREL #i3% ¢ ##cenid 5L 4o d 3.4 9770 > & m g B /7% e
e \n#ﬁ/%a b jT % ol P ‘p:}ﬁﬁﬁ/? e BT Bl p ‘q#ﬁ—j,@w?
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‘b im g foendicp o
% 34 LISREL 55V ¢ S8 P5.2 & %

paR Z i B X )
3 ettt T i n-l
7 AP TR m- 1
r et TR AN Ry R m-n
B Bt TR AN R R m - m
g Bp T RETEE AR FA TS TARFEL | m- ]
X TR TR B & LR B i q-1
AX B TR BEDTF R R q-n
9 b jiT R B A IR q-1
y AT TR o LRI R K p-l
Ny B RN L AR p-m
S P BT R B A TR p-1

FA KR AT IR 44 p ek 2003

(= )A+ K

LISREL &3 45758 B — gt An| S ¥ @ ~ & Picrd "B % =
TH""” P Ao d 3.5 0 reli—‘iﬁ—;‘ BRK S SR A R H(§ ) FE A (E
E)e FA O HABRE € 0 e FELO ;"‘,K%")%J
TR B(E)VEF AL (C O E)V R e B et %\Irxgmf-ri 4 B
ﬁ“hﬁﬁﬁ %&E#;ﬁ PR3 < U A E U AR SR At S
T BB, 2 R P2 ‘J’fﬁl“ﬁ(—zﬁ“iB AR AFE oL 00 2
(I-B)ﬁ”i}éfﬁ"i F R o

# 3.5 LISREL # # BE3X

AR B Bk
e E(£)=0~E(7)=0~E(£)=0~ E(J)=0~ E(£)=0
£ g8EE | Cov(C)=P(HE) ~ Cov(€)=0, (¥ & 5'L) ~ Cov(J =0, (4t & &
)~ Cov( € )=O(Htt i7RBF crp M 4EL) ~ Cov(£,8)=0 -
Cov(£,8)=0~ Cov(7,€)=0~ Cov(§,e)=0- Cov(&§,d)=0 -
Cov(e,d)=0
B4 | diag(B)=0 ~ (I-B)2 46" % &

TR AR DR 2 K 2004
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(2) 3853 :

Lz =H @ oz e SR B _[Zl 2 HVar(y) Cov(y,x)}
X z_ Z =

21 222 Cov(y,x) Var(x)

N
Ao

I

1 =A,(I-B)(T'®T +¥)I-B) A, +0,
Zn=Z, = AJ_(I—B)*T(DA_‘_ * Ly, =A DA +0O;
g3y R d R AL R EEL R BHGN Y gk

(2 ) ERHER i

- * SEM BX AP e - B S lcpE ] 532 8 0 SEM T F g (T A
WAl ant i - BEF b DR AR & & & R 4y fh(goodness-of-fit index) 773+ & 11 F7
FBR A B FREFT DT LA o 277 &% LISREL %#EF L BK » 3
hE IR i R BRI B hE AR o O BRI SRR T BGR
HAAEA 407 A7 o

LEMB PR

FRG RGRAEARFER ES R~ (L R e & fp )2 10
FOATAR R AR ch- SRR e Hairetal (1998)4p I EMHC N e AR G = 8
XAl 0 ¢ 7 % ¥ p & (Absolute Fit Measures) ~ 3 8 i fie & (Incremental Fit
Measures) % #% i if fie & (Parsimonious Fit Measures) = & & %8> 40 & 3.6 #7571 »
WP 4o

3.6 BREEL e il B R

B LA # ¥
SRR GFI 0-1 >.90
RMSEA 0-1 <.05
NFI 0-1 >.90
NNFI 0-1 >.90
WEFAAR IF1 0-1 >.90
CFI 0-1 >.90
RFI 0-1 >.90
Model AIC -
AR Saturated AIC - Model AIC %
iﬂéﬁv}ﬁ
Independence AIC -

FAL kR D A R %4 p Hair et al.(1998)
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(1) BHERR

GHPRAE LFE RGN T UIERBE RO B R S A M e e
Boood ¥ % g a3 GFI(Goodness of Fit Index) # RMSEA(Root Mean Square

Error of Approximation) °

GFI 45 547 00 3vie f A 45 ¢ o7 f24 % & £ (R)(Tanaka & Huba, 1989) > % 77
Bk 3] 7 L R ELR R g R g L eyt B o GFLAp R 2 3 R 1 o
B BEANOT 1 2F > SEARSRZ T DA TEERAET > - 7 & <30
0.90 4 ¥ 4R 5 72 & 7% & & (Hu & Bentler, 1999) -

@ RMSEA 4p % 5 T3y T 2 2249 % fie(Browne & Cudeck, 1993): H 7 X &
A ) B HCALE SRR P WEIARABIT % £ % £ BF 0 RMSEA 4 7 1215
0> RMSEA dp#cd® ] » £ 7312 & & & -

(2) HERFRAR

3 185 e B LA O R A L &}ﬁ»ﬁ#ﬁ; Faras)
(Null Model) » & = % HcfiHieT™ o fudr s 20 - 4 it o 2 955 Ap 0 EAE
ER - A o B P R s T i e Ay dpdi 0 ¢ 38
NFI(Normed Fit Index) ~ NNFI(Non-Normed Fit Index) - IFI(Incremental Fit Index) ~
CFI(Comparative Fit Index) ~ RFI(Relative Fit Index) o

NFI 45 #-22 NNFLdp 241 % & & #03) gnt fh RI9rt B 0 ko ah- f84p $Hi24p
Yoo F BT B R - lﬁﬁ’*»’%iﬁﬁ“,ﬂa Tie X SER B B L R RR
(Bentler & Bonnet,1980)  # ¢ » NFI 45 1% 52 32 £ 3+ B Bk 03] e+ ,g(;(test)
B E A G S (g )NA R R TR AR - BB A2 bl 3 e
R SR NNFI#ﬂ’fﬂ?'J 5T pd RO T LA RAE DR E .

IFT 35 #-4_5 /&% NNFI 4 65 chB? 302 2 % & + ] $42 NFI 4 #iceh i S8(Bollen,
1989) o — 4™ > IFI~ NFI &2 NNFL &35 ¢ 42201 12 F > feEAsx & 7 %
ERAXG PP GEET <904 FARL LT EESE & A (Hu & Benlter,1999) -

CFlApthiF &7 BB E g izie s M Gh2 53 L 2R PE
B0 2 L RIARR RS Y L+ 2 4 fddTid(Bentler, 1992) » CFI 45 #osilic 8 4%
Bif 1ARTR R > AT a4y foonec g 2b? L Penfe R o @ RFLIg 15 5 40 i fiedp
o BB AT 1 AR o
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(3) Hugpmra

HUBRALEAFFLERADFE > PP BRES g ar » 2 p ol
Jt TfREE F)ikBcs § 4 RE A fe & (Overfitting) TR A i 2 AT R GORCES fe il A2
B HTE 2 VIR 05N e AIC(Model AIC) 2 Zf - *+ &7 fr ;8 AIC(Saturated AIC)
2 Jb = 03¢ AIC(Independence AIC) 5 % (Joreskog & Sorbom,1993) -

2018 B ok

Hair et al.(1998)Z x| E it A {7 p s 2 F I (DAFME N Y £ 7 > %
R R R L AR RIS AL QKRB LT T L F AT F T
% g s2ipl £ % 78 (Complex Measurement Item) » 7= g T ;8 ¢ & A& & oud f#
»z & (Construct Validity) > & 7 4z &c?c & (Convergent Validity) %2 % F¥3< &
(Discriminant Validity) - *#7 7 1335 Bagozzi & Yi (1988)ciuE 3k » $+:iE = s B ¥ *
Eﬂ;fp e RFFFERIE WY 0 P AT

(1) Mm% p i3 & (Individualiitem Reliability)

RIEApIRenT R AT RIZ D EX SFHTE A7 T A - RIEDRRA >
LISREL #i3% & 47 pF » L% %IE s & 5 R* @ » 4 47 pF 12 Squared Multlple
Correlation(SMC) & 1 &7

(2) #bu ez & (Composite Reliability, CR)

A ®im hCREAD H 975 Pl & 38 hig & #72 = -Fornell & Larcker(1981)
ZZRCRERS 0.6 1 o EFASHE N E ST RARG > P47 2 BRFHEARN 3
RIENZB R 7 LEREZ Y ¢7 8 AWM Fl5 & PalfFipk
E’I‘l’}#m o T ol

o, = (O g = pisk e
Iry— Y (o= T E1)2 £ WENHITESHE 12 =] 22
(AR PRI BN + QL 1 BHRoRE )

(3) #iiphehTio% B 5§ (Average Variance Extracted, AVE)
AVE 238 BA R 2 LR ERHEHZBELYSE T I5EEL 4 - £ AVE

AR AT LRI AR 0 R 2 fe#onk -Fomell & Larcker(1981)2 3% AVE
ERES 05101 o 2304 o
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(QIEHE sk Fif &1 Y)
(U EEPIR IR RN + Q) BRI )

{“:J/'@égljrﬁﬁ El =

3B IS A 49

SIS L RGBSR R S L B e LR L
STl B G EFRA SR o B AN RN Y SR
A& R Gk R l“ﬁik* Zom BFIR MG DL LPARE -

R A LN Tt i R S R
WR LB LR L Farck s NERERFOM G a BARR Itk L E
$& 7<% (Direct Effect) ~ A & »% % (Indirect Effect)f > 44 »< % (Total Effect)= * & >
B Bk TH REd H U ¢ 4 % #k(Mediated Variables) 1§ 5 (Joreskog &
Sorbom,1993; Hair et al.,1998) -

8 Py

AL e e B R AR SRR 26 U
> 'ﬂ% E”f‘lg’cfg‘s ’ |*5P 1LTF ig‘ BE L]

S AR E AN HEAED A B TS R SR S L TR

AEACAEBRZEFFT AL AR G T S K h

S AREENR P LA NP AL SRR REE A X E R TR AR
R EEFFEA DG LR

Jir

CARERFEALERRERALL L wE P I LR i S
_égn._z , ;Lj\p;: b'ur,,ét;iﬁl °
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AEIN BT RAPHAE AL LRI SRS F( IR
- BAHEAER)F AL H R o R E w283 & o PIipE R £(2 K% )
BB ¥ Pﬂsﬁ; HOo A ELE = gfg?‘f)% {50 F 2R BRI 207 o BREE
W TR B T3% o A AT AL HEM BB (LISREL) (7 5 1 & chadr 1 B
Bagozzi & Yi(1988):% 5 #ci¢ * LISREL i {7 A 47 » A #icT > % JF 424 50 B » &
FE D B3 S8cT B2 b o Hairetal.(1998):0 5 M *x iU fp 32 i (7 S8k iz 3t
P R ABc Y 100 2 F B AARS hE R FlAEAEr 0T R N Jeare
EEF R L RAok R Al X (AZiE 400) 0 P B X PRI B3 E 6 R E X AR
WL T g R dp YRR ¥ (L o Gerbing & Anderson(1988) R 3k & L_),T& *
LISREL & Rl S HH > # # £ 5 A (2 0 FF B8 > e 2] 17
FOISO @ S RS E L E ek - VR Ry e L
F BagdRans o R A PR RS 0 ML A2 P R EE G o A A F
B4k 207 B~ 2% & LISREL #4417 chZ & o

C&-g \mk /Fﬁ

PRSHEATE S T E RS T A1 B RE&D LB F a4
B 2P0t SRS - R endettA | STAE ]~ A B HORAIRTEE ~ B 2R3N
PleFiomeg el lr\gvgg%/\ Bipia @1 (v E5mp o

He > Fdgu?v ul 2% @ R 2T FASE 8aib 4348% 5 & % >
.,’El:'zé T3 22 %  HFiE3140% T4 BB EHE | HFiE1739THE |
K773 A FAGEM P21 e ) enik 53.14% 5 & 5 > B 1 G 11001 4
b ik 50.72% 5 B b o T R AFE L B A Y X Slci <Al g R Ex
SEAIE T11~20 Ry ik 22.71% 0 T 1~10 f ik 21.74% > T 1 @0 ™ | enik
241% > @ B 1 4B T251~1000 < | etk 34.78% » T51~250 % | ¢tk 13.52% >
M50 4 27 | ik 0.97% ; R&D * B ¢ B 1 % dcp| 12 T1~25% , ehik 54.59% 4
B 5o Bt L T26~50%  ehik 22.71% 2 T 51~75 % | ¢hik 14.01% 2 T 76~100 % |
ik 8.70% 5 & P i B AR 2 T2038 2 b ik 75.85% 5 B 5 0 H = E
F10~19 58 | ehik 10.14% > T 1~5 38 | etk 7.73% > T 6~9 38 | r’v'ﬂié'» 6.28% ; i & ih
BAFRIFTRE AR TRTA SR E | ik 39.61%5 B 5 0 B i TarllaBE g | o
i 23.67% TG A &Fre R enik 20.77% 0TI G BAzEc 2 ek 15.94% 5 1 &
SR EAIRTEE R T TR ik T2.46% 5 B F 0 RS TEE G AR
HEH = 517 ik 14.01% 0 TR HF ) 0k 13.53% 5 AP Ao Ea
FER TR ik 59.90% 5 B 5 0 B G TE ik 40.10% B BBL B 4
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Faoshgma TR T8 | ik 59.90%5 5 % > A=t i TFE ) anik 40.10% » &

®heT A 4.1 PP e
241 A AT 2
#4BH i 5 P | FA(%) | RHEE AV (%)
T B2 RETFIASE | 90 43.48 43.48
a— T3 F 65 31.40 74.88
' T BREME 36 17.39 92.27
H 16 7.73 100.00
1 g™ 5 2.41 2.41
= haf 111~12(Z)1’% 45 21.74 24.15
~20 & 47 22.71 46.86
21 gt b 110 53.14 100.00
50 4 11T 2 0.97 0.97
R o1 g 51~250 28 13.52 14.49
251~1000 72 34.78 49.27
1001 4 g1 o 105 50.72 100.00
1~25 % 113 54.59 54.59
R&D * f 26~50 % 47 22.71 77.29
A3 51~75 % 29 14.01 91.30
76~100% 18 8.70 100.00
1578 16 7.73 7.73
" 6~9 77 13 6.28 14.01
ke 10~19 78 21 10.14 24.15
20 75 12 ¢ 157 75.85 100.00
A SR 82 39.61 39.61
ENE g W A &R 43 20.77 60.39
For ) A7 A FrglAe B oE 49 23.67 84.06
Ry AR 33 15.94 100.00
B 150 72.46 72.46
i & en PLY B 28 13.53 85.99
PHRIATIE | s A e =g 7 | 29 14.01 100.00
H 0 0.00 100.00
LK IR (T g 124 59.90 59.90
FELE IR 0T 2 83 40.10 100.00
LB R q_ 124 59.90 59.90
frahd @ iF 3 83 40.10 100.00
T kiR A EFRAE
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2 0d AR IEFLLES
1 & 7 ek ﬁxizxﬁ @ F e RERE w2t A o EH X RRIE cfy i
MmOERIE B BB E s TR FRERRL > Fhe

% T

i Phol g 0 UFRR A gEL 5 K0k AT B S
B RB R R L
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HA | ZHA | WT Bl B | RrE | Tk :{ii ;gi ;ﬁé
A3 | Ql 1 7 5.01
A m2 Q2 1 7 491 | 521 125 | 1.556
Aol og# | Q3 1 7 5.71
% | #a | Q4 1 7 4.75
# | &2 [Q5 1 7 498 | 516 | 131 | 1719
41# | Q6 1 7 5.75
Q7 1 7 4.87
B
e, 1 Q8 1 7 5.22
5 Q—z o | 2 s51 ] 52 1.12 | 1.258
i "oQ10 a1 7 5.67
e QUL 7 5.89
o lQ12d 7 4.83
ﬁf’-’ﬂ STEE = s 520 | 120 | 1452
i Ql4 .1 7 4.93
Q15| 1 7 5.83
Ql6| 1 7 5.75
#2 [Q17] 1 7 5.77
* | ee [Q8] 1 7 575 | 559 | 096 | 0915
B ¥ [Q9] 1 7 5.11
i Q20| 1 7 5.56
Q1| 1 7 5.36
*Z 022 1 7 5.77
B 5.51 123 | 1436
54 |Q23) 1 7 5.25
o | BR O[QuM] 1 7 4.57
| 4 Q5] 1 7 4.68 | 4.74 127 | 1.616
¥ | "% [Q6| 1 7 4.97
° ax Q27 1 7 4.78
g | 0w [Q28] 1 7 491 | 504 | 111 | 1242
w | %o Q29| 1 7 5.73

Lk e e




YO8 FLREA

LISREL ¢ 4% 3% (> : ¥ =% #5° (measurement model)fr.% H 3¢ (structural
model) o #FE 5% K TR A R IE L BRI I I Rl 0% > v ¥ 0L BT BB R E e
GRECR - BHICSRIT R R AT DTN G X R A
{2 % B € (Joreskog & Sorbom,1993) » # £ # * LISREL %%47 7 % » 7 %
L FEsu S e R RIE R LR o BN REM T BaK 0
é—i g AR 22 %-‘3: » JoF Aol

-~ FUEIERART

FHE S REgRAIEFEF EERZIE (SRR e L pph el ) i
FATIRR B ch- REAZR o Hairetal. (1998)4p IV FHE S iR R GFE 7 = &
A e FEHERAR  HMEFRAZHBRERAZ D 6 dnTE AFETEEE
Whod 43 57 0 TRP 4T

R N N

A # ¥ e FTER | BREE
B ¥ GFI 0-1 >.90 0.97 g
PR RMSEA 0-1 <05 0.068 G4
NFI 0-1 >.90 0.96 &
, NNFI 0-1 >.90 0.96 pA
i
$EA IFI 0-1 >.90 0.98 s
CFI 0-1 >.90 0.98 PEp
RFI 0-1 >.90 0.93 =L
% ﬁ? Model AIC - Model AIC 71.11
. Saturated AIC - <Saturated AIC 72.00 4
1@ pe R <Independence AIC
Independence AIC - 803.52

FAL KR 0 AR TR

(-)eHigpr
BRPRAE AFEEGE T UIRRER R ¥R B A AR iR
@ ¥ * hiF2 g% 7 GFI(Goodness of Fit Index)* RMSEA(Root Mean Square

Error of Approximation) °

4ok 43 977 0 AT k%% GFL E 5 0970 # & Browne & Cudeck(1993):
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ZREF <309 H=t»RMSEA & 5 0.068 8 & {+ & Joreskog & Sérbom (1993)
HuEik e F o] 3 0.05 0 2 ¥_McDonald & Ho(2002)R2£ 3% 2 0.05 5 243 % & ehf®
#1008 57O EFHE 7 A 97 RMSEA i 5 0.068 > 40§
F21F 0.05 chf 0 ¢ 43t McDonald & Ho(2002):1 0.08 [* 4§ » scBf 77 #F7 7§ #id
WA R R TR Fpg R? L G Apy TR

(=) ik

ﬁﬁiﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ“ﬁﬁ%%’%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ* PRt
(Null Model) » A&+ % #cfFm™ » & & fiE - #4& s HoArg 4n ﬁ—x‘"&m
T - ’f#,{’: o HzV Y T IE "’h’%—g‘ﬁ— FUt ﬁ'&m i miﬁﬁ*}i;}pﬁ“iﬁﬁi A 2
NFI(Normed Fit Index) ~ NNFI(Non-Normed Fit Index) ~ CFI(Comparative Fit Index) -
[FI(Incremental Fit Index) ~ RFI(Relative Fit Index) °

bod 43 #07 » AFT #+18 NFI~ NNFI~ CFI~ IFI ~ RFI & 4 %] 5 0.96 ~ 0.96 ~
0.98 ~0.98 ~ 0.93 » % # & Hair et al.(1998) =1 th e 2 90 efE 3 » e bf 7 K42
”wﬁ%mﬁlmﬁﬂﬁbﬁwéﬂﬁe

() f et

HHEEAELEAEY EAMFE D3P EAEN R - 2P i
£ faEF Flthdic: § 0 RIEA fe £ (Over fitting) T AL @ E 2 9T SN e A2
BoHE S SUEAHE A AICR ] e ot 2 Jh 2 5 h AIC 5 iR

(Joreskog & Sorbom,1993) -

dod 43 90m > AAT PR STRH R AIC 5 7111 & oo AIC o
72.00 % b= $5o58 AIC Ee1803.52 % & -] » & & Joreskog & Sorbom (1993)#7i& 3%
1T H RN 1 AIC &% | A fofis 22 = R ch AIC (8 | 2 453 > &b 7
S T = E T L=

greb o B SEM AT Y o Bl P Al SR g 2 YR test) o
S EEd T L Sl s kent o F B SEM BR A E BT SRR
E L BARR 0 S AR o s B RE 2 A d R (0 df ) kit
FHAIFRZ LRdgv > F 23 pd BAX ] > A7 HANFZLREARR » FZ AT R
ﬂ]f’\_@}i‘{éc—ﬂkm’;’—{;‘&gd}il’bj},\zfﬁ’i\'rﬁ:ql]g B ER
(Carmines & Mclver,1981) e @ &&= 3 e+ > B 5 2911+ 2 pd B 5 15> A+
Sapd Rent L 194 A s mAHEERE TR TAFLEA L 2R

R LR e
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¢ Hairetal. (1998)4p 1 = A EFHE S @ RAGFEHI - ¢ 75
B e R % M i fe R 2 Carmines & McIver(l981)”Lr:}i e J;,;g;z + = pd

R ’J‘—g:ﬁ ko drd 44T AT RN R L 0 AL R
Jfﬁ.—;r\i)ﬁD - ToRBILR XA FREFHESB L o

344 KT MBS RS

Goodness of Fit Statistics

Degrees of Freedom = 15
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 31.23 (P = 0.0082)
Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square =29.11 (P =0.016)
Estimated Non-centrality Parameter (NCP) = 14.11
90 Percent Confidence Interval for NCP = (2.56 ; 33.44)

Minimum Fit Function Value = 0.15
Population Discrepancy Function Value (F0) = 0.069
90 Percent Confidence Interval for FO = (0.012 ; 0.16)
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.068
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = (0.029 ; 0.10)
P-Value for Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05)=0.19

Expected Cross-Validation Index (ECVI) = 0.35
90 Percent Confidence Interval-for ECVI = (0.29 ; 0.44)
ECVI for Saturated Model = 0.35
ECVT for Independence Model = 3.90

Chi-Square for Independence Model with 28 Degrees of Freedom = 787.52
Independence AIC = 803.52
Model AIC =71.11
Saturated AIC =72.00
Independence CAIC = 838.18
Model CAIC =162.10
Saturated CAIC =227.98

Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.96
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.96
Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) = 0.51
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.98
Incremental Fit Index (IF1) = 0.98
Relative Fit Index (RFI) =0.93

Critical N (CN) =202.71

Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) = 0.054
Standardized RMR = 0.044
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.97
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.92
Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) = 0.40
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NC 0.35 0.15 0.67
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