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A study of the relationship between personal
characteristics, work experiences

and abusive supervision
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Abstract

Perception of abusive supervision is an important issue in work settings
nowadays. The independent variables of this study include personal characteristics of
employees (i.e., gender, education and the reputation of graduation school), and work
experiences of employees (i.e., organizational tenure and job type). The dependent
variable of this study is employees’ perception of abusive supervision. Besides,
previous research has indicated that the types, and industries of the employing
organizations and the working years with the current supervisors will affect
employees’ perception of abusive supervision. Therefore, the three variables are
included as control variables in this study.

The data was collected from the incumbents in work settings who had their own
supervisors. The antecedents can be divided into three aspects: the supervisors, the
subordinates, and the working environment. The current study has found that four
antecedents of abusive supervision, including gender, education, tenure and job type,
exerted an effect on perception of abusive supervision. In order to decrease
employees’ perception of abusive supervision, the managers should firstly understand
employees’ personal characteristics and work experiences, and then propose suitable

managerial practices.

Keywords: personal characteristics, work experiences, employees’ perception of

abusive supervision
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(- A s AR

CHEREETF (012)FRAFAFEFERAIRE LT

Barom A2 REEFLZ > TR gLEI RS ITE ST B LA

Zellars % 4+ (2002 ) % 3. # gyiﬁ“g@;ﬁr‘g Aot & (22361 %)
FOUERNRGT L o Aryee B 4 (2007) A AT 0 2 FEEE M 1 e g

A (ZHARAEL A ) B R

2

SRS B e K o Aryee ~ Sun
Chen % Debrah (2008) # 37 § B ¥#& % [ 1 i | 1 h X ZH %
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g1 f’r%/,% (job dedication) - Burris ~ Detert 2 Chiaburu (2008) # 3.7 % 4%
b Raeha (vERdpR o 2 O B0 R 3 #HE © e E enfn et (Harris, Harvey,
& Kacmar, 2011 )> fe p&ié B 1 7 w 4 # 4% 0¥ sx i 1 (FiRAR TR B~ A B ehid ik o

Xu 24 (2012) #gdp 2 §FEEH T NBE 1L F nHM G B0 ERD

FAFTHAREEREINFRAIBAGS ca fLehihL 75 A 3 ms
frifeza = @A & o Bowling and Mitchel (2011) # 3 &% » % R 1 §F %17 §
FHRLERFZFF 1 gHeRerFRiFs (w815 A1 %
FEIDFFAEP Q1 EHIFEEFRLF S (4ot E4F 422 § )-Burton and
Hoobler (2011) Ariph g B3 gﬁ%;ﬁ g EMR AT KR

RIEHERLARFRALL PchinA TR -

Dupre, Inness, Connelly, Barling and Hoption (2006) # > % A 1 3 &%
ERFRE FFEFEAIHIFAREIGS EHF LM FRIEKF K
MpFo 2 g EE I HIFNRLIFSA FEM o b vh > Tepper ¥ £ (2009)

FREIBEFRE > MR FEFFER I RLE LM G
(z) A2 %48k (well-being)

Tepper (2000) #* % ip 21 7 & giﬁ-g AU R 1 mf’_#« DNE O 4
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=4

=4

(organizational justice ) - i&#-"% 4 R

1 B A ERRR B O TLR EE A
4 1@ 4 £ - Bamberger and Bacharach (2006) % .7 % # ¥4 % A 1 foippntd

F o Tepper (2007) # 34p 3 § B HF LR 1 w5 b ¥ 2 _’rﬁ%&{’ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ

g2 4 - Breaux ~ Perrewé ~ Hall ~ Frink and Hochwarter (2008) %= 3 » 4 3 »
(well-being ) -

PEFEE RS o EERE G R R e MG

5 L
(Z) R

1

N EEER T
1 R BEAR AL

Carlson -~ Ferguson ~ Perrewé and Whitten( 2012 )#F, 417% s (spillover effect )

.E

RAFHEN] G BRR > FIFRLEY D S G SR 1 B

EW R L PFEARHTE T £ v

22

% o

S L R

1335 Martinko % + (2013) £ Tepper (2007) v ggita= g » % § B
PFREL A ZBAG CAER R E1 FRRG o MM FOE R T
BT WP T
(=) 2 g & e 5]

By * ;‘;‘g%@ﬁvégw FHERN PRHAERL P R R e
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A€ B Y Imh 208 F =% (Martinko et al.,, 2013; Mawritz, Mayer, Hoobler,
Wayne, & Marinova, 2012) 45 » ¢ Mfp i gen? §HEET R L EH LB - &2
Fnd R R ERE o Aryee B 4 (2007) dp et 5 MEFA F 2 SR R 2R
FYWO LR - shigmd §H%E FafBdt AFRHLEL - LiuxL

(2012) A 5 B m VP B IEL H a3 §EHAF 0 F P KiaE 2 SR E

oL 53234 (Mitchell & Ambrose, 2007; Tepper, 2000) R 2 #5 8 7 5 % f2
Bige §FF - F LR LR AL F P2 TEHE 7 g8
frde e P 3RAPE > €EH/E S VF A H¥ %7 (convenient targets) » st 43 % ¥
g4 ks s @i 2 p e Fgreh i 1 (Bushman etal., 2005) - Tepper, Duffy,
Henle, 2 Lambert (2006) # 7 # R % 2 ¢ X RBFIERF T2 £ A1

RS AR TR

Hoobler £ Brass (2006) #= % SPEHER Bk L E G & % (psychological

contract breach) ¢ Z 2 { %ﬁﬂ%@f%"%—’rﬁi%ﬁﬂﬁfﬁ‘ﬂ}hﬁ.géﬁihu@_f?%}

(=%

FoFFEE2Z Lo Mo LE Mo #p e FeRd2 RER a1 1*%
HR13 FL 507 g% ¢ 1 ¢ L 08 & %79 » (machiavellianism )
A% BRI SO gFE FISEHL 5 udle Loy 1L g

ZAMEFR e RS NAFER 1 (40 E = 47 3% ) (Kiazad, Restubog,
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Zagenczyk, Kiewitz, & Tang, 2010) -

Harris & 4 (2011) &g Rldpdi» L B2 IR TRERAF » Hf 1R
57 FRE A MGRIFER I AN AT b AR H
B fRsspr > Bk A g-FEEFEREFFHEEZ Lo MG LAl Faf
AN GERARF LR R EREF G EL L MG ALY

o

Bress, Mackey, Martinko and Harvey (2014) # i 1 17 +~ A REFFHER
1A FAEEF S oo o Martinko % 4 (2011) + 2 T A R HE B —?Kﬁﬁffﬂﬁ )
SRR S LR RN R SR SRR R ST
17 gitsp e ERAf TE R Sl g v r A { £35
AR AT F o RN IGFFOAIRG A LGS AP RTF] gRX D
Foenw R T 0 B I & o

Wu and Hu(2009) <%= 3 &7 R 1 +% g 3437 (core-self evaluations, CSE )
A% B2 §EEHN o SRR A - REEH (self-consistency
theory)» i 4 #4130 L PRST A p A - R Bl - RiEehg2 2 A
Mg p Aenpr g (self-concept) o Flpt o Hac A AFp A Liké 5B 0
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1A an=paME s fafgraLdFp

\\-«

VR AT gL R L
( Best, Stapleton, & Downey, 2005) - #7142 » B 1 F e 3 & oo p A3EE > IR

FRoofeMAl g dfFE o HAFg FRENEALE LG -

RS RN RS

goeb o Harris % 4 (2011) A pdp A F 2 R 1 end
ARG h3 §E o Tepper ¥ 4 (2011) Rlp 1A g & B 2 chdp i fiARE > &

R LR ARE 7 F A

AFTHEN T AT R GRS TP 20 he 2 B ARIEFE - 1L
CER B R - SRR PR RR-E T 1 PR T o) S
ARG e 02 FEER T w AP RE VR A R o e o 2 A
"Fz QIR AR BT ?}fp,u]v} o 1L F 1y *‘K/g,'a IR FR 2 N AT
APho RGN - BRI CZHFIZZRAEZ K AFETRIZEIPBAR
BFRRORBLTRTRE LGS S BB R m L 2§ P F

BB FIAEPERE > e gerd A e a7 goE e

(=) fERHE & b 5]

WAL FHB G FIFHEHFFEROETLFATI S i E ko1 FRR G
FlE ¢ 35 RB A U BB R v (Martinko et al., 2013; Restubog, Scott,

& Zagencyzk, 2011; Thau, Bennett, Mtichell, & Marrs, 2009) ~ ‘o sk 2_ i j= 3§
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(aggressive norms ) ( Martinko et al., 2013; Restubog et al., 2011) - & /7 1 &+

B EBRE LS 2 ORE I 1 RS TR T S RSB

o8 WMPLBRFHE g:ﬁ»%u;zﬂ B3k

- SRR R R

WhF - EFFEELAEFF R TR B K AT R 5
FEAR  BEFGEEMRERAREFY > BB BES 6 0 AR5
R s e AN~ T A ARET e A3HB AR 6 o o P o2

FERE BT Y R ARRIEL R ER R B S A

T BTRRE T RN B A REARHL L AR
R

BALE FAEB AR TP o BRI AR ERLIE S DT EZ - o bldr I W
t1+-4-(2013)¢2 Harry and Sengstock (1978)s%= 3 5887 f 4 BP chih £ (75 > §
AprAE LG LB e A RS R 3 A% (2007)60F7 § B G
— R IR o 57 e I VIR B3R Ly (2005) ¢ Esteban and Tabernero (2011)
HEEA PP TR o 2 FEERRS AT UFRIIBE Y hih L 75
(Tepper, 2000, 2007 ) » #7r2,d b i hmn A F2 3 ¥ Jiom B 14287 a2 3 g

R ERYE RS EREUES SN RSP T R STEIE e N
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TR 2 T

BRI EARY  FRARRGED IR EREHL TR EF AN B
Yol R AEQOE)SHE R YA N IS Y AR SR L
FRAFM e A PR ER R LI FHNpEFHEF R DR LG
( Tepper, 2000, 2007; Wu & Hu, 2009) » F]pt um A 2. B 7 Ve B 1 & 7
FREAMBE I T e AFLMEIEFALSEIBAFEY 1 B4

Birz - > NRARRIEHEF FHELM G

TEEREYZ IR &Y [ 2 a2 5% 2 - (S L0 1994)- #] 2 3 (2005)
FrigMBEi A 1R o B3R REY Ry |1 b v
R PR FAB R TR BEFREY PR L A (T e
BREFLNFRL - o bl bR K LFECRE LS ARG g R
1 (R4 (2 P4 2016) * wwhFEyFFaB A2 p AL AR 2D

403

N

p A

F_*

R SRS R ER LG E Lo e

\-Hi:
/é*ﬂ

B2 A8 (pd PFEIE 2016 EIR4E > 20165 TFE K] > 2016) o F|pt 0 AFA
THRAIZEE R BYILAIBAFEY BRI B A B - o R EE

BRELIEFEDLM G .

24


http://www.chinatimes.com/reporter/1851
https://www.twreporter.org/author/571dd706dae62379576d7f1c

B RREAL Y 0 - &R AT W IE g (victim precipitation
theory) f f# % F] % #c¥t 7 % K #8 F (Aryee et al., 2007; Harris et al., 2011;
Tepper, Duffy, Henle, & Lambert, 2006 ) - = % - = 2Gdp 15 £ B 4 § % 5

pediid A (A2 FFE? T ALAF)EL TR T TR

FRETHOTEEPIARRG M WL BREEER f @

)‘I

T AR REFHT P IE (T LT AIFEEF ) ST AP

(2 v P

W

¢ F# (T IRHR) @ A F4ed ends (7 (Aryee etal., 2007; Harris et al., 2011;

Tepper et al., 2006 ) -

WHOR B EPPINE w2 2§ E - a7 BRI A

@ et il 33 (&4, 2010; Bk, 2011) > $+h ¢ 2 EEc> Ak o B

.\..

FenA S E A RTR S REARA T LT AN L hh AR
Lo (B RBRIFIENT L S HT L LB Bk (F44 - F
FRRE T M ARG EIRG 3 BN TEN 7L hE il F R (F
&4, 2010; B, 2011) « Fp v dedh, R R 3 G PP R FIA F A
SRHEPE S APRCGT T TR § BT R FAk F F g A 7 5 o 1R i

1%%‘5?&&@.@’ [RaK EX: K@{ﬁé’a&ilg'g"%mk’ji,ﬂﬁb,jq;ﬂm

F AT BEK o

S LR R Rt A R £
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FRA=F R fra- BELE T RFE Gk, 1994) - &a 5 >

PR T 2P AT AP HLALE 4T B RRE Rl BB AR 4

Sk

BTN REMEFRE PR (P B 2o B 4, 2014) ¢

F_*

"j'*“?ﬂ" Bb o BRRE Y AP FFROE o F PRI i S
HRB- k4 Hia L & L pe2 fena i (Brown, 2013) - v/ 5p Lok f 0 bl
%m?ﬁﬁ%&%%’wﬁﬁéﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%’g%%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁm%
AP L FEA R E M T Fp > F B R A FHATY o B R G aRR
%’g%ﬁﬂﬁiiﬁl@ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁ’%?@%W%ﬁ
AEdp e X EREF p e A REF L NI gRLEET G
FodagHPFE O FR L F oI REDFFAAFLNA R (Fr

FRAER DR B4 R R T A B EEL 4

A
i3
mﬁ
‘1‘“
FTIS
puil
=
rl

TR AT AR PR B BRERE Fr § LG oA gk e ahfEql (Brown,

2013) > # LB 55 1L PR M RRE o (] T A R

1-!\1.

Foo FBONIRP T oo FHERFOWBT AR S LA EEDLTH

B2 bEGP o FREREDR L a1 LA BRET B
FRENTEFORIIPINLHABROFTEELIIT LA P F RGO fRAR
Ban A AEp LIRS FP T B R A1 (T BRGNS

ARIERAF AR R FEREE TR GR R U RIFELED P AT
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QRAVIEHE ARERLP DB RE LN F B FF 3 FFRK
OPRE T A AT B IR AR S ARNRESTFA T L

AT S SRS R A S L3 R g 7]

CEEEE Y S Rt A £t St ¥ S i kA B e

Frgm- BALZEFREY DG KB SAHBAGA F LD EA N
(F123,2005) > = Fres e dn A 21 P ollcy & 3 0F R e 5T &
Tt R T AL - (Thifd 0 1994) c MR EF Y B K T 5
BF A Bla L g ET R e R R S BEERBT RS
Tefled # W 5 h1 (o5 g o 0L b RP BT R £ SRR T
B Ap s S R RS R e B L L F R FB I (T T
BRG BREY KOG TFL a1 v € a0 HIG 3 ivesp g
B EF e IR R > U G ha (T T > 2 EBRAEY
P 0 FAORIILF A I A FHE S LT PR TR e R
JRARZ  FREAEN AR R FFST FREL oA R RN T F R

Loh o L R EFFRBPYRSAIVHLF A5 FEEOH L 1
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Bz BEFREZRMONHE N L F 272 % TEEFREY A

BHEL L e M

)

P R 1 egRed RN RK

. %’Kﬁ%l f,‘t‘:‘:igﬁﬁ?]‘ éfg&%‘!

dehF b o WA FREL TR TR AR B A7 e T

TR BEF AR EOEE A AA Y ANEI FE% 5 0 1R L3R

Wi B ER L2 R E el 2 A AR L 2P R T e r
BE > AL S B R RE T 0T ARG B RSk FIHE o

£ § AR

BRI EE% G 2P ETA

P
=

E R IFFE2Z - o HRE A
> (2016)F T #F B KEF TR EFTHE AFRPAERGE G £8P
4o BlEM 2ACE > 22 HQ015) U HEZE LT HA 0 P IR E T A
ML F LR o T2 (2006)3 AR T hE TG B i A RRE (R o
Avery, McKay, Wilson, Volpone, and Killham (2011)# 3 &gt sk & R 50 F 1 5
AP 0 A~ E s Feng 2 R - Agarwal and Bhargava (2013)F7 3 77 G A 02
FRo AR A B FENBT A EH G - EIVE
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A(#¥ 2 - 54 F)ehgid A (Tepper, 2006; Tepper etal., 2011) « F]g- » d
WAPFTERGNRLIETREIFEEIMB AL 2R IBAFEY 0 R

11iEgHU ST EFTIEL R g,ﬁg@ﬁqfﬂ_%i_ ¥ AR F]‘me% % o

¥y & % 328 (Griffin, 2011; Pride, Hughes, & Kapoor, 2014 ) » ‘e & p &1

TERPER A 3 > 7 A 5 HHFE Fg g M HEATEE ML T B

Mt 28 a A Rgu1Fmfl g hbE il g Ak Brair
FHEERFER L a1 v ? HH B A1 S IR S ’B A4 % rﬁ—%—,}_}iﬂ&

& (Griffin, 2011; Pride etal., 2014)> & 7 § B ¥ 83 § @3n s d > » L f 1
$+4 ¢ ey iz 2 i & (Tepper, 2006; Tepper et.al., 2011 ) - F]pt 7 daim {1 1 174
Tt ME2 §FEFH 2721 BAFEY - faaivgmua

2 BB SR T R SR TR 2 - 0 ARG F 2 PR T o

Iy
4
\4
N
’ﬁ‘

i3 5@17]@‘5‘%7 [ZZI 'FE“\"/L:

okt SRR PO T R 12 R ETE B AR GRE
AR (B2 0 2006; Bl A% 278 0 21 & 0 2015; #kE > fid 2 0 2016
Agarwal & Bhargava, 2013; Avery et al., 2011 )- f 1 B PRI TARL O H

B AR ARG AR R B R YR RIDH o BT R BHP EFTE D

Ri A g33i2 g dyonmd LR1ibedp 2R RRE
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WRK e A FE R E AER N WG TR R T 5 B 55 R

Z By o Fla A IGR gij%ﬁ ’ INRSEVE N ?‘;ﬁ—ﬁf):ﬁ-?{ﬁ‘&ﬁién’j o LU R

GERAIFAFHESR IR g T',E’fﬂﬁvzgﬁ’%"%fj&;ﬁ“"/’

FROEFRNDEI B eSp A EHGBR RSB ARDK| - E LT
Fehd §H % FIAAMHGBR AR > TR ERN T ER Y ROH 4 R

BES A AR AR T SR A BT kT 2 BT
PR IR AREY E TRE IR BRI e B B A R ¢ R e
Lemd YA R RIS N E s B R T R

N2 T HUAEG > 2P EFTRF NG RF I ARG

f;,;{y;:;}ﬁ_&?ﬁifg_ﬁqg =',€fr'§irg 7’”@‘5?‘%’ z-r,—,,\'j_&/\bt;]g%\

hodh riE o ART P 3 TR g 1 TER I 2 B K o BR R 1 TR
BHFHAR > AINFRADBEENS G R RARA T 0 RSP
BB en (PR R ML 1T B AR iR A A A FRE g VIR A

=R e B A B e i S A AR e F R R R (AT, 2015;
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SEf P 3, 2017, ¢ ¢, 2011) e F)pt 0 TR L o HNMRE 1 (PR A
IR 2 AL R g o F L 1 e R -
TR PRA ARG S PR TR ARG e FlL p e 1 TR
Bl AR kR Bt g e B4 07 R 1 T ROR R R

TARA R AL R R F R B R AR g ROTIR R AT R
RHERE -ﬂF’f AR L ITH RN RF A AL A gg%mﬁ

oo Fpot o AT OERR o

BRI 11 FRFL e R L B2 7§ E‘% W1 A P R

R EE R SRR R
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=% Py

AR EFARP AP L2 R AARP AR AL EH

FrRBELFETETREMNEEE S E RS FTHRREEN T2 A

FEE 0 R AF RN IRB P (FRE2016) 2P hA
¥ (Huber & van Veldhoven, 2001) r 2 &2 iz i § £ % ¢h&E F (Mitchell &

Ambrose, 2007) 2z = B %8¢ B LR 1 wF 23 g‘;‘fg;@ s F AAT L I Z B

AFE R 2 AW 31 4
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£ FRETL
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Sl

kL A

FoE FIHRBETHEAE

TR AEFFEE TP IRHELIP DL BN R
Fen1 BT T PALZ JURK B LT AT AU
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o FRBFHBERE AR

o8 PIHAFEILE
AER R R RSB B (Y R s L
FEREE) 21 0v 5% (27 & T2 (TR0 Sl R el 3 TR LA 0

EAYZRERR SR EZERNE

e @ FE R cndkfg (Tepper > 2000) > b 5 G eha it (subjective
assessment )z ¢ 2 ¥t (¥ {7 % (Burton & Hoobler, 2011 )- 7= 3 $ * Tepper (2000 )
PR arg Rz 2 §FEE4 N7 BHAFERA LI R Lg% -
X § 434 % w4 (Likertscale) 7 B35 & £ BRI R RO LR R
1ETAFYRL TR THE TR Y IR PEY - BER
BRGA BA AN 3R 2 LA AR AARIHAE R F R

ARG F o ST BRI AT

N
b2
3
=
%
\!
s
3
pre
%
\.‘
>¢
i
B
3

3. Achl PR kL I o



L Aeht @ A n A g om A g RS ST o
e b F gu;%ja;\‘.ﬁ—,% o

LR P TR J AN R T e
NG RN E I R R

LA P gy A AR B R -

10, et 7§ F 5w B B A

11 Send 7 ¢ F D HN D) 5 7% o
12. et P4 A8 o

13. et FARMABETH U O F 5% o
14, Nt PNy 4 77&‘1’«? o

15. #ent 7 gghmst o

(=) HBw] i FHASE . 5mE 081

SO R ARRKTDRE AL IR R F I BB L
2\3\40
(Z)E2HFREY hxRlFpmi i VB2 XTI RERE V2B R

oSSR EYR B BRAPHRMN %55 3201

Wi
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ARl I IR P 2

(=) 1R F g RlF AR s T H TR FFARR & 5 =

Bz E R
BB s B ? £ s B s h 3210

7 ap3 (F % &> 2016) >

>0t A ¥ (Huber &
van Veldhoven, 2001) ™ 2 #@Riz3 § X F h&E F

= (Mitchell & Ambrose, 2007 )
2 - pREERE

ﬁli‘r-ﬁfi;\_%] ﬁfi—,’“%;’ﬂﬁb K FT 5

Y 5 2%

7= R G
R

(=) 283 P AFPiE - S Y AT 2R8> w5 123

(=) 2@ HA¥

R ENRBE S BB 120

(2) #RmEi§2EnET SR 2 RL FRELHET -

FuE FTROK 3

ﬂklﬂ"‘ ]%J},, m.L)J_/’J\

wU g

1773 F Axit e T o

NS UL eI

B p ez AAFTRE By BRI s E A 0 ¢ T 0% &
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BL NP SIS G AN S AP E A E S T g R AR
g 3 SRl e
I~ BARR AT

A3 4% Cronbach's o T RiplE FALF N S 2 AW ALTF F - R
e rcdk > @ T & Cronbach's o * >t %30 0.7 L 7 48P &7 gL enid
BFER 2FAERE A PP - Kok R EAF - PR AN LRl R I H TR
PR P AR O » JT%'«‘?LQ s E IR P eng & A E 3 nihg & oo
= ~ B AT

ARBE AT B kKBS B R BT H SRR 4 ehi2t 3 2 > 2 Pearson 4p B 1
&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ’iﬁﬁ%%%iﬁﬁiﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁ&*i%éw%ﬁ%ﬁ%+
Wil AR -
LR G A

BCOAR B AL A 4TS AR L RBCE AR B AR R 18 0 v i B AT R R

o4 FEEILp R EH R R B RDTE o
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=X 4
AR ERBT LR ETHE LA THEAPEREATL RN LF TR
W EdE R ARRACE L RH AN AT~ GRS RR A A

PRI TR

it

L o

-~ A
j\ﬁﬁi‘vfij&ﬁ_:ﬁ%]/}fﬁ%ﬁ ’-Qr’%\,4_1’:"—i‘—/:r\ ,—Lét]‘i[',' LLﬁéLS'JI"'}_;‘;FE o

o 4-1 R AEu L F

§ 4 1184 » ik A #ic 45.9%

-2 1394 > ik A g 54.1%

v g 2574 5 iR A #100.0%

S BT REL G
AETHEAAKTRREAS G 6 > k4297 0 A £ 2% Uik 5 (117

L) s b g FaT L (455%) 0 B LR E L g = o

1042 BAKRTREAG

B¢ OBE 104 pgAdk 3.9%
L4 BE 814 > ik 4 B 31.5%
B 1174 ik 4 fK 45.5%
Frpoer R 494 5 (k4 B 19.1%

e 2574 > ik A $2100.0%
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ZREFREYAG

AFETHRALEEFRELZAG 6 0 0d 4397 BER LB E K

(56% > 1444 ) s HE L FREZ A fidme

Lo43 REFRELAG

2EEREYF 74 4
2EEREZLA 144 4
B EBREY IR 394

o & 257 4

ik A die 28.8%
ik A fie 56.0%
ik A g 15.2%

ik 38 A #100.0%

AFETHRAESPEFTAG 6 o 4ok 44977 0 A Bk b enE

3

F_k

’25’3?

—?f(/z.‘)l‘l"’ﬁ(1074 416%) B 5 2P EF &6_&(3)'1‘/,‘?—%(68/\ 126.5% ) °

% 44 X FEF A

12 22+ 3115 & 19

15 & 2} 9

st &, 257

@i (3)3 # 107 *
36 E 68 4
6 &1L PO 31 «

Q&+ 3F12 £ 23 £

41.6%

26.5%

12.1%

8.9

7.4%

3.5%

100.0%
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I~ e A
AR A L ERTA G 6 o A A5 o A Bk 5 0B (PR S

RIS £ % (1004 - 424%) -

4-5 1 (B A 1

s

TEHR R RATEE 944 > (A4 dKk 36.6%
TR A Y £ 1004 o kA4 i 42.4%

RN ER - & AR 544 » ik i X #ic 21.0%

257 4

-

k% A #100.0%

AETHRAEDPMFAUS TS F e R 46T LR LY F (68.1%

1754 ) €% %’ﬁk}ﬁ{ﬁvﬁ RN SR R AN ?ﬁﬁfﬁ_‘rﬁﬁ 1(304511.7%) -

¥ 1754 » i3 4 #c 68.1%
DR F LT 304 0 ALK 117%
2R 524 » ik 4 i 20.2%
. @ 257 4 5 ik % X #,100.0%
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S NPT AELN G
AEIRALEDTTRAEASG DG AT BER L RE K

(64.6% > 1664 ) H 2 7 2 JRir ¥ o

3047 2P HAEA G

#iz ¥ 914 > k@A 354%

JRA ¥ 1664 - ik A #ic 64.6%

de & 2574 5 ik A # 100.0%

NBERELFEERETA G
AELHEALEREI T LT HEFTAG S G 0 k4B o Ak §
Tomizi § L F4E 00 25k (644 2 249%) > H = 5 £ E5E L 168
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Notes: "p < .05; “p <.01
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% 4-10 7 g $REt 7% 247 - CRIEY AVE &

Flic ¥4 Ti@E CR AVE
fim %2

T 1 0.95 0.56

LA P gm% s o 0.81 0.34 10.243™

2R PLRAN PR AR E B P 072 037 10.723™

3 PHAT IR PR o 0.68 0.34 10.833"

4380 7 A A G o g AR o 0.81 0.37 10.227™

5.3%eht 7 g e A g o 0.76 0.43 10.548"

.58 cht P & B EHE > A=A 2 48 fr4 o 079 045 10.356™

TR PR GHF A e (T g A o 073 052 10.671

B el P g dnF Al poo EH SRS - 082 042 101217

9.8 b PR B A FIRE o 0.78 0.45 10.463"

1088 ¢ht & € F1 5 Bl @ BE A o 0.78 0.40 10.434™

1120 P4 A A PIRE R B AL 6 =% - 079 038 10.390

128 et P4 g Al o 0.67 061 10.851"

BAG P2 FAEHE P T H o 0.71 045 10.726™

148 eht P2 AN 4 3 e 0.73 0.42 10.663™
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ALK AR I (B2 e A U R A
kRS 37§ E 2 BE o ok 411 7 0 b5 - IR AR 2
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(p<0.01) ,R? % 0.179, Adjusted R? 5 0.169 - 7 % = FFE % » p Sfic: f5] > b
L5 CF @4 17.179 (p<0.01), R? % 0.214, Adjusted R? % 0.202, F % & %
11.292 (p<0.01)AR? % 0.035 » - u|4f7 ¥ F % B i 5 0191 (p<0.01) - iz ¥ 4
AR LRGN B O P RS o b~ 2 f RBNH YRR R

_F'—"']Vii% —g;%ﬂ%,ﬁi%,Lbr’pﬁﬁ"‘]B\‘i 18 Il],{#’;o

2 411 PR g B PR R A 4T

% ¥ Model 1 Model 2
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o P -.258™ -.243”

AL R .309™ 277
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R? 179 214
Adjusted R? 169 202
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F 18.393™ 17.179™
df 3,253 4,252
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df change 3,253 1,252

Notes: “p <.05; “p < .01
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F change 18.393™ 7.615™
df change 3,253 1,252

Notes: “p <.05; “p < .01
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F 18.393"™ 14.546™
df 3,253 4,252
F change 18.393™ 2.647
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Notes: “p <.05; “p < .01
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