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2013), TAERFIE], FnBEsG v A B AR 2 HE A X s
2583 0L TR IR R, ZEANE & /Y B )
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L HA A £ AH DT 2 R

B IRAE Sy 21 202 > R R s A (1 o 2
Wl , — B A AT MBS ST i —
&, TR A Z 01T A (Cyert &
March, 1963; Greve, 2003), Pl i o il &
SR, e LT DT 5 SR R AT SR I EE K



o, HETEET R T R TP R, A
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SEUEBF O A SRR T X — i A, B AR
(2009) TEXIB LB GEE th 9 Ak PR SR s A T
FPE R, YTAERER AR, Bk
ST T LR S BE AR AR BRI, LU R
SRRV RS B Tk, g5 B, BT
B EIIRE IS FATHR I T 2R = A
LR AR i

1815 3b: Ml M ATZE SO L T s 4
WAt S, BEEANLE (R Tl
) AR SRAL G 2605 1) TAE G BE 97K
SRR S TATRGE SR A KT

M, MRt

(—) B
AHIESE I P BRI ok B &l 4 B0 98 1 ik
S8, PRI RS B 3w I g
HEFRGEAN P2 S ml UL Bz H b AH AL
PRAFp A 1 18 1R SR T, F B R AT 7 O e
itz , (RS R SR FFUE B 2012 4F 10
HZE 2013451 A, KT BUBHETE 1) B
G, X RV 1] 3 Ao 45 7] A 58 R F 4 Bk
o, FATTE R A 1) 1 Ok 8 R
ABFFEREA L ITAE G A S, BT H
H: ORRDEFEA B A 5 4w ) A 5%
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Gl BT H ARG TERE S RO 4

AENIl . QA AT A AL, I bR
SR (fEERaEi RN ) o @M
HSED-ADFRERALE, FETBE TR
e, WML MERFRE, A—ER
FHEMET R, HIAREZ L AMBATH TAERK
FETZNEOL . @ H AN A 8T 4 FRTE /A L
T (FNAE) o ZFT DA AR X T A
R RE bR e, 2 PR R SCHR b — ik
DURST AR BRI AR AR X A3, (H R SCHRO 1 A
TR Blan, A 85 A T N R 7E 7S
AELUT Bl 2 BN A) (Zahra et al. ,2000) ;
— B2 F WA R L I ] 2D T AR B Al 2 B

1l (Biggadike, 1979; McDougall et al. ,1994) ;
AT 2 25 B B AR M 1 5 E AR E SE K B A 4R
(Covin & Slevin, 1990; Yli—Renko et al. ,2001)
AXZIRE NI AT L, RIBET T R7
B, B /NN E SCREDIE A (TRE
FIZE, 2008) o XK B i b A ol 38 Ab 7 R 2P
WrEe, ZEAEDY S AW R ZF DI E A ZE
FEERIFT], (A5 TAREZE w5 [l A2 15 5 0™
o TEFEI AR R b, APFSER AT R
MR, N TR SRR, A5RR
RETE QN A BT 7E A9 A7 ML A DX A 5 Ry
B, AR,

I

R1 BESHEER

[ Bk i
el FEAE (1) HAr (%) el FEAR (1) HAY (%)
=l 13 6.19 Jeat 15 7.14
s 28 13.33 el 14 6. 67
= 136 64.76 ST 14 6.67
HoAy 33 15.71 P 14 6. 67
AT AR R R 12 5.71
el FeAR (1) HH (%) biiNE) 11 5.24
1~24F 27 13 17y 11 5.24
3~44E 81 39 L 10 4.76
5~64F 62 30 L 10 4.76
7~8 4E 40 19 Hofl 99 47.14

VARG LA S, T 353 ML (243
TR, 110 aUBin ) , 7EmA R 210 (A
RO TN Z N IFEA T 149 32k HAEL
[, 61 sk A AURT IR 45, W58 BEALAN R T
10% M BEDTE FATEAR I UE,  [R]  T BiEx
PP AR BRI ASE oK A 7] — SR, A SO
AR 2 AT TR K, SR One — way
ANOVA K550 4600 12 P 4 A AR (14 3L 5 35 A2 AR F 55
FEM A F 2R PRI, TEPFIRA
TS Ky 13 A AR WO R 2
o4

S, UEBIFIRRSEIE AT LN ok A W —BHA, R
WORET7 2RSS S BT Rty SR 25 P

AP FEAS S [ R R 1 28 A48 1y R L A
m—aEdt s, B, REMERK, JHE
TASES — R = &R, H
s =l L 64. 76%

() Ak

1. 4] ik

XD A Ml AR 2Rk B PR — LA LA AR B e 1
YIRS R — 2, TEIA DI S



ke, BR T is S A i AR A i )l &5
HOL, WATRZHTE EHER BN 1 E PPk
ML ERL, JEASCIRE T IR T X Rl 20
PNy i i Al IV 55 S8 1 30 ), ke B
TEXT BN SR IES , EPEAN iR S BT
MITELREZES (Ma & Tan, 2006),

ASBIFGE R PGS W 55 H0His R AT S WL 2 0 7
2, PEFE T REAS VLS A Il A b 3 KA B Y
PV 55 i Brm——1 B 490 R 85 ) i) 38 o0 g
BNESRRL, 1EIEA REBU BRI TS,
A 2 A ST B R M A R 1 S B ER
Hi% & bn . (Baum & Locke, 2004; Greve,

2003; Wilund & Shepherd, 2003) .

FEEAREAE L, SRSy A H I F ) R
B R R 12 A, A A R A R
B (CHERIER) RIEN (ERNFER TR
B, LA 2, TIRERIERE) s DTS
A A £ 3~5 45, B 25 0 Al £
BA (BYERNER) RIMENR (ERIFERT
gre e, VARERAER 22, 7T RFAEF ) ORI,
SRIGXSTHASEIET 43, OV YA AR Ry Y i S8R
I 5 e WNE AT B /= sy

2. THERENR

AR FERT TAE ZBE vh 5 1 I 52k H] 6 A~
. OYF S MR TAE TR TAER, 3
AR QB THRIERKFTE, A A
M A B 8 OTE TAERY A, FRTIR
AFFAAE IR G B = 55 B G e v ;. DR E AT
T T XA W T4, WndERT PR R 5E
BCHE TAE; O TAEMBHME, o HE AP
KEEHF MBI ; OFFAFRETH T RIBIT
M AHSCTAE B BE S . B — IR 1~5

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
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srpER (1 ARERBEURAT, S REZEFE),
IRZH 6 TR 53 AR o3 A S TAE SR RE w5 1Y
BZHHEI ML (Carlson et al. ,2000)

FEfR BE 4 # L, AR BF 55 SR A CITC 43 #7
( Corrected—Item Total Correlation) FlFEASE i o
R 1 5k, S — B R BN
0.886, [MAELEHEEA R, BoiEt: N 120 Hr i)
A AR T R: XP/df = 2.05, p value <
0.001, CFI = 0.941, GFI = 0.932, AVE =
0.569, RMSEA =0.074, W88 014
PERAF, AR R AR F AR S T 0.6, BLMIAS G
HABIFIR AR

3. BHRIEZ

ABFERE T AN P USRI . R AT
R AFREGE, REIHIED RS
AMAJZTY A, PR S A A2 AR 15 55
AT RESZ MR TAEGE wh o AR B LA K B S 78
o BN, WSURIR A AR LA TR S R R
MY 453 5% Y B 22 Rl %, Cooper Al Dunkelberg
(1987) WFZER I, ARUSHEDI A b C Al
FHRDY G, M Brush (1992) £FX%F Lotk
A& TR I A, E IS Lt Al R LR i
M2 A RSB B A Al S, Bk, A&
SO S IR AR Ay 42 1 25 158k sl i X 45
BT, RAMAS R, RIEWEN 0,
WSIRAE A 1, BFSERII IR & B0, SR v e 2 AR ot
M/ BB 2, TR R OEE vh 28 K OF s
(Greenhaus, 1985); [Ft, HHARK/NNILNY
ACBE R/ INEF C A K RINACREE L, S48
ZIh5E (Beutell & Greenhaus, 1985), %34 —
H, AWTEER T GEE AR AR T i

FFRARE i R D B2 4R — A
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Gl BT H ARG TERE S RO 4

TS, RMATE g BEAT R — AT O AT, X
H CBERE 1 AT A K b 58 Oz s A 15 &
fEMFEMRR AFFIW (Bandura, 1977), TEAL
AN R TR T, A FRALRE— BBk
YOS TAE R E th R EZ N R, HH5
KB, ABBUBERS TARREE thRATAE R W1
AR, o AR I SRR R ) T
VEZRBEMNE . B BE 5553 8 A, DI
WHTRTEAG R, @A 2RI
5 QN LIRS s A AL 55, @A gk
SRR TAEAZ A S5, QAT LAPLE R
B A LR, @B BTG A AR
U E s DT AT LR e R 2 R ]
@f I 2 BE R, T, Hh, @, @,
©, @xkPUAAc FoN B 2ty , A iy oh i
g, MamFIR Rl e e mE, ASCext
7 Tl Gk B 2% H AT, SRS L ad I 5y
B i A S de A% A o B

TR S — MR N2y, F 225Xl
b i — R AL a] B RO, AE AT
QNP AR T AR B9 W e 7 A SUE L, A
Sell F AR T A O Al i 4 A
M5 —Le B AR <DL, it —il
T HAbANY, —8E A SRk (Folta
et al. ,2010) . MR ZE 5, AT BER IR B
MR B AL BTy — A EE R AR
JE IR, BRI i AR 5 RE wh K, AR SCH
WS 1 AR A8 i AT S, 1 AR AL
AREDE, 0 AERAHR,

HRESCAF, 044 I8 SORAR AL RES M K
2R AR B S N B R B (VRS L2 S

Kopelman 4§ (1983) A&, $A7 LA A9 SZHFAT
96—

DAL M F 22 17 R K OF B TR R EE whR
Beutell £ Greenhaus (1985) &Lk HRIAY
APEERAT Ry 0T DL R ZE 19 TAE 5 e w2,
PRI AS A 5 42 1 T B 2 R 1) SR E S g, )
FHZE T b % 3 R X 2 4 i A8 e AT 0 R
FEFR R BE T, RS I AR Al TAE 1 R iz
WG D2 NIRRTk, @4
WL A R RS A 5 A lk 1y — S AR
@M R Z A o KA, TR AR A AT 5
@ T HE B Al S Sy, A2 N P
AR M FNT ; 7T e 1 i, ATl
G S IR T IR TURIR N R R
MERZ G B 56 4 [ 2, feJm DL 3k B 2 A
Ao A B AR A AR

FRELRR R B S, A IT TR S A (0 B e
O3 58 L R 2 A T e 25500 o s AR A T A
(1 st T Al SR I TAE R BE vh %€ . S T 4 B
AIREIY DI SN REBLE, FRATT R AR 5 Ak
FITAERE ), BHR5]E TAERKE 28 i s A
A BB B T2 M A LT 5 Ml & ) T AR RE
W55, DR It DA R SRR B, £ IR Bk
Z A G g 4 e Sl i AR R L R
FEMIAR TR L PN ) B i 58 %) BE T A A
A, AR AR E b, RAITEREZHE
FEEEAE R L PE NS A I $ AR &, [ ) 42 1]
TR TR 2 (8P T R B R 45 1A
ZAE R 0~100 3 HFT 40k =

FEARMJZ T, AR SCH T A ol 47 % BT AE
AL XA AT 55 S5 Sk S ), DA 42 11 b
A R 1 AR BE W27

(=) fdPESE a0

TEMAT BRI L 43 87T Z 10, AR E



et & oE AR

=)

E

A

PG A4 AE

AR T, SRR 2 B

x2 FETENHEBUESITSTICES

]

%ﬂ-‘a‘f?ﬂ
2017 # 04

h, BESWHES

i o ML Rl BT | k2 SSIEER
1 TAEFRE h5E -2.64 | 2.44 | 0.00 | 1.00
2 PER] (LetkE=1) 0.00 | 1.00 | 0.35 | 0.48
3| SSHIRAL (E8F=1) | 0.00 | 1.00 | 0.79 | 0.41 () ZHHIC YRR
4| TREE 000 | 400|081 07 ARG IE 010 40 5 57 010 98
5 HAERE 1.00 | 5.00 | 2.57 | 0.81 .
6 | RAHH (Hel=1) | 0.00 | 1.00 | 0.29 | 0.45 SO TARGRENNIR MR, DR £ % AL
7 A F 2.50 | 4.38 | 3.00 | 0.32 BHoESHARMHEEHELCRINESL 3 T,
8 | TAEZEET-ihe ) 20 100 | 69.62 | 16.04
9 HBE ST 2.00 | 5.00 | 3.75 | 0.62 HZE A O R g 55 R TR, AR A 2 22 2
10 | AFWRER | 100 | 8.00 | 457 | 1.92 ) A2 M [ 8 e A R A ] A TR — o B A
1| il (il =1 0.00 | 1.00 | 0.35 | 0.48
11 %Wﬂ : 1.00 | 7.00 | 4.82 | 1.13 Kb, #4202
13 AL 1.00 | 7.00 | 4.74 | 1.23 RN 2 IR b 2
3 TEBXELHWICE

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
L. TAEGREEMZE 1
2. Ml 0.03 1
3. USRS -0.09 |-0.19** 1
4. Fhk 0.11 | -0.13 | 0.26*"
5. HERE -0.05 | -0.03 | -0.07 | -0.06 1
6. IR 0.06 | 0.05 | -0.09 | 0.00 | -0.02 1
7. AFRAGEE -0.36**| 0.01 | 0.02 | 004 | -0.11 | -0.20 1
8. TAERBEFAMRES) | -0.09 | -0.05 | 0.02 | -0.02 | 0.21** | 0.03 |0.36™ 1
9. FBEFF 0.17* | 012 | 006 | 0.2 | 0.10 | -0.05 |-0.48"* | 0.35"* 1
10 AP ARRR -0.0l | 0.0l |0.36™ |025* | 008 | -0.02 | 0.07 | -0.05 | -0.11 1
1L 7k 0.08 | -0.03 | 011 | 009 | -0.02 | -0.02 | -0.01 | 0.11 | 0.14* | 0.04 1
12. HFEEL 0.10 | 0.09 | =006 | 0.02 |0.21* | 012 |-0.27**|0.30** | 0.2** | -0.03 | —0.05 1
13, Jisk&i 0.11 | -0.03 | -0.08 | 0.06 | 0.12 | 0.08 [-0.25*"|0.25*" | 0.16* | -0.05 | -0.04 | 0.59** 1

H. N=210, BB, *

AR EE p FE 0,01,

(=) BB S Bt

EoikL %

SENETRES ot
A FH 22 3 =X 85 DL K i) R

RIFAT IR KT (polynomial regression with re-

1t 3 A7 5

0.05 /KT B3,

sponse surface analysis) .

s, 20 EIE R T A SR 2=
# (difference scores) , B[ H M & 745 &

PIEMFFEh E 24 A
RTINS & — BobE (PRfCE) Xb&s
Vil




Gl BT H ARG TERE S RO 4

ERZERHE R T, R — B AL 0T 58 h
MR R, AR T F, 2 M Edwards 1 Parry
(1993) PAKJEAGE (2011) HIWHFSEROR, &
FH 22 532 F500 PR A% £ AR S 1 7 R R

Z=B,+B,(X-Y)+e (1)

WAREBT R (1) 8B, NIk, W]
XHY ZI 2 EH 5 WA # Z IEAHE, K5
(1) I3,

Z=B,+B,X-B,Y+e (2)

B, RN, I (2) FIFAMAER X
Z ZIIEAHSG, WY fl Z Z [ A G, X B
— DGR X Y B R BOHASEE 5 mAH S,
HSZPR B — X A, i LURERIGX A 29 R 4%
2R (3):

Z=B,+B,X+B,Y+¢& (3)

R (3) i X A Y Ry R BT DL
RERS MR Z 1B 72 S AT

[ B Pl R 22 0 A2 s (] PREROC &R AT DL
AN RO BRI RS, A e
ZEOYITIEMMG, IR T XA 22 A A IR
XPR S B2 mE (40, Caplan, et al. , 1980;
Dougherty & Pritchard, 1985; Tsui & O’ Reily,
1989) , JifERBAMWT .

Z=B,+B, (X-Y)’+& (4)

AR B, MIE, XEREREE X MY 1
AR (AMBZEFRITZIERRER), HE
HER, Hrf (4) IR,

Z=B,+B, X’ -2B,XY+B, YV +& (5)

Tt (5) R XA Y R RIS Z Z 18]
A (FRERE B, MIE), AW 75— 2y
FAFIE XY W SE LI ] ) 2R 802 — el H &
By 2 B H AR, WETEEN TR (5)
98

BARCZAE T X X I A A8 5 35 %} A A28
it Z B, (HREA A X R Y AR — kI
XFZ sz, RS R (5) MY
WA, TRIE A — W, A4 3 2 550 Bl A
it

Z=By+B, X+B,Y+B, X*+B,XY+B, Y’ +e  (6)

Zi e, X (6) (ZWAIRIHTr
f2) FOTRE (4) (ZJrf) TR, 24y
D RRSEBR LA X PR A Y i RS Lt in T Y
MR

Zi 1, AAS R X WIRERECH 0,

2. [ASE Y IEIHRECN 0,

A3, X° Y Al RO A

24, X2 XY R Y (IRE R B ST
0, HTAWR 3, XFARFMAWEKRE XY
IR RE R BOE X ORI Y R IR E R R 2
%, HEJFIAHR (Edwards & Parry, 1993)

Wik Z w07 # (6) nl LAsg iR 2253 J5 A
(4) W ERAREM, BARBIARBES T,
AnARIRATIE F 2243 Ok, B A mfgeaie Haefs
FIGUSOE SSRGS T, XA 22 (B 0 26 X
MR/ TAE G BE vh oS i s, T 2 30 =X 5 %
AT AT hn 4 se B 3R GA X Y X R AR Z
s, B3 A T T AR s — B RO Y P A
HARR (CHATGR X, Disgia y) SHA R
(Z) ZIERZtE SIELMER R LIS A 42
YA HI G R AR R 2P R

2. $AXw2ia it A2 R R

N R L BRI R A, 7E B R 2
KA GFRZHEX T (6) PRirf HAS L
AT (T E—E R E R AR,
TR 2 R0 R FH R R e R



B 5t b 4)  (Shanock et al. ,2010)
IR AT A LAAE A 56 41 21T BEBF 5T 1) S5 191 8
H & JF 0 H ( Edwards & Rothbard, 1999;
Kristof~Brown & Stevens, 2001)

B, TR 2T M A2, 7
WA A8 R () — A A8 R A () B A o R A T
MR, DASAEA JE 05 10 BE AR 78 X4 /i SRR T
BEFT o EAFEZES (Shanock et al. ,2010) ,
PR R QR S PR AR A TP g D 3 4T 40 1 25 5 LR
2, ULEI2E T TR IR X bR AR
RO TR, ARG A AR 5 Ak X
AP SR W) — & FT 5, I BT/ F
LRAF R R, R, W%k 4 Prox, Bt
63% M i # AEANL BT 4y L AFE 2R,
ST LA R AR SCRIF 5% S50 R 15t R 1A SR B o 5
KARBAIIRE X,

x4 QI EFEHTH—H R

MATHRL | P sk
LBl (%)
¥ ¥IfE
MATSTRAT v T 05 R 57
35.2 5.05 4.00
B (BUERIE )
WA BHT 7 —3 36.7 5.14 5.14
MFGALAT 2K T g 5 i
28.1 4.12 5.15
€ i)

. N=210,

S5, FIFH SPSS 22.0 #EfT 2 5k [
DB L BB, TR IR ALY R
R, FHERIE RN, SENC
Fed: AR 1 2, 200 m I 73 B s 2 1) &
BOR B 1 392 F R A R A8 B SEBRGETHRE 3L, 1T

#9527 o
2017 % 04

S Bk — 2 T Y R (surface test
values) . A SCHMERIR I M HTSIAL (X) Rl
BEEL (Y) To2E S LLRGTBOE SR R 5
B TAEZBE vh 52 (9 A8k, R Ik 7 ity e ] v 75 22
HEX=Y DM X=-Y Wik Assh, H, X4
METSRLCS P s S e 22 S, B SUROC %
S (X=Y) BB, RIRYEASSEAT o [ i
IR B AR B, X SR L RERARER T X ARG
o2 5 A TAEZBE W I (q,,, =0, =
B.+B,) , XA&TC2 FL Ml F AR TR
JBE WS ISE MR R MR SR AR (¢ =0 =
Bi+B,+Bs) o MG i LB 2 T
X=-Y XZGHERLMFRRRERT 25077
o] IR B 0] (9 56 &R, 40 an 2R AR R T &
(Quope =B =Bo) , TR B K TAE S HI ST T
gkt (RVSTROE ) Y RS <
BHEL (RIS sist) mok, £S5 T 2
T2 [ U5 ) 25 2

M5 AR E, MR 1, HE0KF
BRER, BT o BREFENOMN (o =
-0.26,p<0.05) H o, ABFE, X UL SA0
AT e Gl v =2 1 IR UL Y
S Bifi 25 214 Hi ORI 7 S SRR ST 1 39 v T U
HIEBAAFEARRMC R R 115850,

H TR 2, FRA] R L Y H ST
[y S A A 22 5 (R D7 1) %ok A R o 98 7K -
A, RS aTLIES], o BENT (o=
-0. 16, p<0.05), [FIEFA T4 46 4 S50 7 S 1t
Xt F TAER BE vh 2 AR X BB, AT 75 24
B =Zef i G SR E R L (X=-Y) 1Rk
fiksH . 2 M Zhang . Wang H1 Shi (2012) LAK

Edwards 1l Harrison (1993) AOfEs, #E w5
99—



Gl BT H ARG TERE S RO 4

HH (B,B) 72 (By=B,+Bs) BiE, WRIEES
AR AT RIS T 4. 25, X MUE i i
KU, IERAAS AR T E S AT ST < D L i
(BB RAB) — B TR S ST > 1

WHEL (BUUEL) R, XSO TR 2,
X UL ST BB (Y RTSTR< T S 5t
0O, TARKEE tho BT L STROE R BB & T

CHRTST RS0 &,

x5 SWAERSTER

DA TARZRE mhoe

i FEA 1 e 7 3
Pl A u
ZHREE -0.11 (0.08) -0.11 (0.08) -0.12 (0.08)
WSIARDL (E45=1) -0.34" (0.17) -0.337 (0.18) -0.34" (0.17)
FaHoe= 0.14 (0.09) 0.12 (0.07) 0.14% (0.08)
B (He=1) 0.07 (0.14) 0.05 (0.15) 0.06 (0.15)
EEi%yEA -0.37*** (0.07) -0.39*** (0.08) -0.37"** (0.08)
FREF¢ -0.01 (0.12) -0.01 (0.12) -0.001 (0.12)
2 W) ST AT R 0.03 (0.04) 0.03 (0.04) 0.03 (0.04)
Frredsl (il =1) 0.27 (0.21) 0.29 (0.21) 0.29 (0.21)
RISy
LR 1B, -0.22* (0.10) -0.21% (0.11)
5% 28, -0.05* (0.02) -0.02% (0.22)
S 1V B, 0.09% (0.04) 0.08* (0.03)
BRE 1 xB5L 28, 0.11 (0.10) 0.08 (0.08)
SRR 2 W5 T Bs 0.04** (0.01) 0.05 (0.07)
T B 0.33 (0.20)
38 HI
S50 1M B, -0.72* (0.31)
LY 2x ) By 0.57 (0.40)
G 1 VI BxPE S B, -0.09* (0.04)
BRAE 1B 2x P By, -0.14 (0.31)
SRR 2 TR By, 0.04 (0.03)
A 1.79 2.98 1.56
RZ 0.17 EEEY 0.19 * %k 0.22 gk ok
F {8 2,87
TR0 R R TS 6 ( Surface tests values)
a -0.26"
o, 0.24
o, -0.16"
ay 0.02

T N=210; EHO AR R R AT AR N o, =848, 0, =B +B,+Bs; & =B, —By; a,=B;=B,+Bs. T FIR

p<0. 1, " F275 p<0. 05, ** 7% p<0. 01,

— 100 —



TEVS T RO 36 v, A2 Se 4 i ) R
Y BRIV, AR A S A [ TR
Z=B,+B, X +B,Y+B X" +B, XY +B,Y* +BM +

B, XM+B,YM+B, X M+B,, XYM+B,, Y’ M+B,,Y’ M+&
(7)

Hr, Xy, XM, X°M . XYM, LK Y*M #
R T B &k 2 5 A B 7Y 22 B AR (Vogel
et al. ,2016) o AT T 28 5 J B A6 R fige e ) 2
AL (6) Wi (7) MRERY TS 2278 5
e ok KOs, AT LUE AR F g EAKR,
Wk s pin, FAEBASREE, ikl
IS A8 1 J5 A R R A 2 o] LAk — 2Bt
B AR B4 i (Edwards & Rothbard,
1999)

T AW 5T B B 5 B s 7
PRI OL T BOPERI IR A5 R0, I EH 5 X =Y
(RESRIESF ), UK X=-Y (fUES51
WAFTE2Z S 1 OL) PIAEBL T Y REEE (slope)
R (curvature) , AR AT DL p 33 954>
TRPR AR E .

M X=Y I, #IE Edwards Fl Parry (1993)
ML, ATLOKE T RE (7) W Y Bl X, A
IR (7) He#h FHIAK:

Z = By + (BBt (BHB) M] X +
[Bs+B,+Bs+ (By+Bi*B1) MIX*+B°M+e  (8)

Hor, WS X=Y X &AL AR
Qe = [Bi4Ba+ (B +By) MIRHRE, WIARFHE
KRFENUEIATE X=Y MEBIFEL, TIER

[By+ButBs+ (Bo+Bio+By) MIHZE, W2 h =
KRTE, SIS X =Y 3% 54 IR & ity i oy

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
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M (B ), ez g (B e
By, R g, AR, GEHBRCA S,

B, I S SR B 22 S I A 2 ) 9 4
BNt B X=-YICANTE (7):

Z = B, + [BiBH(BBIM] X +
[By=BuHBs+(By—Bro+tB1 ) MIX*+B° M+e (9)

M X = - AL AR R g, =
(B =B+ (B;=B)M] i 2, M Rl g, =
[B5=B+Bs+(Bs—Bro*B1 ) MIKHFE

AR RE AR A FE T LA e 1 AR Y AN BE
AR AP, B M=0 F1 M=1 43 HI{RA
LI EJ5#E (Cohen et al. ,2003), ZERILFE 6,

F6 EWHMMEES LR

B qupe | T Gt
(s.e) (s.e)
HX=YI, BB | B (M=0) | -0.3" (0.10) | 0.24 (0.37)

TER (D | & (M=1) | -0.38" (0.19) | 0.04 (0.38)
MX=-YH, 85| B (M=0) | -0.19 (0.12) | 0.02 (0.31)
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