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Abstract

Based on alliance process and evolution perspective, this study explores how the
variation of aliance environment affect the fit between aliance partners after aliance
formation and how alliance firm manage the dynamic of inter-partner fit. This study
argued that the variation of aliance environment negatively affect inter-partner fit, the
alliance management capability positively affect inter-partner fit, and good
inter-partner fit will cause good alliance outcomes. Collecting 80 alliance samples of
Taiwanese firms and analyzing with path analysis model, this study concludes that: (a)
Inter-partner fit influence alliance outcomes. (b) The variation of environment affect
inter-partner fit insignificantly. (c) The relationship building and conflict resolving
capabilities improve inter-partner fit.

Keyword: alliance management, strategic fit, operation fit, alliance capability,
collaborative competence
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AFETERNZBT AR *"’S%E,_I% :z%mﬁfnﬁs F)E o0k RIR B S
LSRN R T N UL ET R
IR gL AR o R IR R AR o IR BE T ¢
HAMWMERE A ERE S fLMifk CHHMEBT L ERA G ‘;/fﬁ‘#iﬂf‘irig v s
FoRpE 2 RERR S A ERENT &Av\il’\??"‘—“
%?JEF’% R B ﬂi‘fﬂ‘#w ° ’*”U%\ ZEES & b‘_{iﬁ%ﬁz &r@ ”Lrwﬁﬁ"g
- LRI I%P’ AT S alaglhd F’%‘* 18 5% 72 3 (structural
contlngencytheory) F“ AT T&m&f‘? ﬁﬁvf Ry .H_F‘« %Kma{?fé&/s BAR R
el 0 1 T ¢ “’U%\ Y o et 0 AT ARG BRE T w TRt IRTR B R B
BAF HEP SRS AETEEARE FILBMEPERT T F LR R
iE’*"/T% HAPMBRE OB RE Y URRE e B
BHE P e AW PR SRS e o ﬁ*uzuﬁ» R ¥
LhRT L H L R 0 7 2 Hamel (1991) T ALEE L [ & (Fenif v o 12558
2Py AP EITEAF AR BE P T REEEFT Y Y (learning
race) > it E R RS eharai B iy o e PEIER]S Y A AR P gk 4 > A 3
e S © S R S mF' BB R A o Fpt o AT BRK R D B
PRIV E RS S g5 PIMEP IR F 5 2T apiy o
Prrbn@gddt L TP L AP pIRgY PN kg2 iz
B - Niederkofler (1991):%.5 & e 2 A Lchifat & p e ¢ R TR ATP P
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Ok e SRR A fedf o - A T R BE BN EE RGP AR
in- o B AFE L VR RPFE S RO LGP i BAA g B
% (Bronder & Pritzl, 1992; Child & Faulkner, 1998) - % & 174} i & ¥ g 3 p {20
(RS S LA R T M7ﬁ~ﬁm”‘m%ih€%’%
B RRE ¥ o T]t‘*;.l&fri [t e R A e A 14 S i & g A
et Nd HOARIAMP AR B% o FlPt o AT LA BEPEL%;I A h ey
PARg et m%ﬁv'l“n‘ B BMEPER G FIAHT D ep A

LR EHY C R R R 6 B

Aot AR T SRR
B 2P R RER RSB WP B G 5L FH DR PR
B 21a WE SR ORB AR MEP LG G FERROR

ek o
B 2-1b: W AR R AR o ME PG B P FHER R DY
@ﬁalg °

Bk 222 B NP E ORI AF O OMEP L LI FERTFF RS
g e o

Bk 2220 R PP R AL AR o BEP L FERFEF RS
¥ g -

Bk 2-3a i BE P AL pRE G g% BMEP L4
R RSO G FE -

Bk 2230 WP P E AL P HRE R R R BB P4
R R OYEfRY o

»}
W
EL

»}
W
EL

S R
IR AR AR TEARY R P AP MIRP R R E Y L R
B2 G THE PR (thecompetency of managing alliances) ;- & 4
SRR G MR PR Y R BRFROBE PN P B
Wm P EERfEA PTG 2 MRS
() pRRRARE 2
Bleicher (1989)4 i1 & ¥l the WA — fa3F 4 7 #7424 2 L apa
F A PRREAR RPIEIAE A T 5 e Fp 4 TR PR
et gd e EAEe gy (31 p > Bronder & Pritzl, 1992: 418) -
Niederkofler (1991):% & P B S ¥ ¥ B8 97 A 2 ehind &2 7 fegg > A
&R FESAL eI TR A A AT 4T :@fﬁ,mo Flt & 1T
72 (cooperation management) £ 45 § & e~ AN AH K & m e F i3 L
2. #1750 ¢ 45 F 1B 4% (the negotiation process) ~ i B B A% i 4% (the
boundary-spanning process) ¥ & ¥ 38 14 (cooperative flexibility) -
Parkhe (1991) %% % B P = eyt B 7 1 4] % 2 f ch3 £ 48 4] (Coping
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mechanisms) & " ™ » Gldoip L EE2 L L BB fRAIRIEE] R F LSRR D
SHWA S 2PN SRR RS S BEEY d B g R 0 SR
R R BB EN 2 e - IR L B BBV SRR
FES R R o e B Y E g e

Bronder & Pritzl (1992)# !B p ¢ h= BEL B - LEEFE R
(contract negotiations) » # 3£&Z AN ~EFEFH - F o - ZE2EA NS
(coordination interface) » + 4B FSIL f FHE 0 ¢ BERARR ~ B &
IR E e HEIE o 2 5’33 FH Y Ay £ =i (leaning, adaptation and
review) & 45 »oehk 2 B E T s S B AR B S E Y R o

Doumacet al. (2000 582);;3:; BHE S 2 PEREARE D AAFFRE T o § EF IR

Pien RWREI Eoa kS E dopd FREY LT F RS LR

eni # (the capacity to management the dynamics of fit) » B35 &/ crfieif 7 & #-5
FUEE e E A EFE o

?@; 2 R R L BB KR R L L A g

g IL S R S FURTRE TR R R 0 MR I P PR o R o Ft o

AP ROBE IR B2 BHEe BEREAN S I ARG SR
B CRaEqian 4 o 0T RSP L 2 4G & A TR MR TR R E Y pe i chi
B PmmEafABE YL Fafgr o
(=) @R a4

R fRici 4 o RAp e i R BEP B iR i 4 o d Mohr & Spekman
(1994) e 7 &gor > S P BE F T AP P I F L R L F g § bR AR
HE s PTG h gE K MR R BT AoT A R RERA B SR A #  BLE P
BREAS 2 el BFE T FPE AR RT LS - Kaeetd. (2000)
LB R TR e A0 AL AR MRS R F AR A i
RER-BPPIFFLEEEFERFEAE A DOR/AE DT Ra0a B 2 FFops
ol COE BRI QN I FEE’??‘?IL‘ Ve fﬁ”ﬁ?ﬁmyf_tg 3 ﬁ;ﬁg%ﬂ:ﬁ?ﬁiﬁ SRR
Bp@ 2 a2 BY RSO LB b i1 s B0 ORATAHLET U
it p e ﬂ»%ﬁﬁa °

Child & Faulkner (1998: 167) Rz % Kvg B g &% & (FRBE heg 32> A AF 1 &
733 B % B2 A (mutipleprincipals) s e PFEE P T L B F o2 v enl
T 12 (Cultural hereogeneity) - Fu* gt chg 32X % i § & 4 =% (role conflict) £ &
¢ Hoks (role ambiguity) 2 T o FI R A M R FRBE L FERP LY LB
4 12 4 fe(reconciled) 24 i+ 2 > 3 %A—EL\& wE W BER R 4 o

FE P AT LRI RP OBER RN 4 0 F B e N b 2 F R

e m AL TP P IR ARG A AYE ) P RAORE RAMPE P
F’?mﬁm&ﬁi °
(2) B3 A

ip3 F%iﬁb AOEREERF SRS HEE R DR AP P TR L
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BeFAEZ G ehic 4 o Niederkofler (1991)4; ) & 7 s -8 32 (cooperation
management) & i i (7S e iE 0 KA TR P P A 6 TR Y T aha
4o W RJRESP B Al &Y @ 1 b feif o Child & Faulkner (1995: 93-95)
S REFIBME A - BAEES Y VR R o BEBEY TR A ERN
4o ff‘uiﬂ ABRE > > P LR PR ZE L2 0 A l'ﬂﬁ?iﬁ?’ff?’é’ﬁfﬂé
LR rig N o Parkhe (1991)» R BMPE MBF E Y EAFEIT 5 > F 2430
L PR S st B G B4 IR i o 33T Doumaet al. (2000)?1 e BE
%; R A i eg 1T 'u/F‘-‘Q Bbﬁﬁﬁkﬁ*"’t’?m? CER e RS B L 0ER
Tfr AR F BRI 4 o

Ryt dandsh A IRGBMEPERFF LRI AE A Bt 5 12
PAUS BT S ORFIBE P hIRTRE BT A L DA Feif R AL 4 FIRU A s
EPHRFOpER -
(=) B R gpa 4

B dpa 4 > AR WMERF AT LGP TSR RE Tl
4 o Mohr & Spekman (1994)4; ) = # chB B #72) 2 cnE PR TR B & 5 § R K
A A B 1IN RN S _—:5-#‘?‘"%? o Niederkofler (1991):%. % - B4R 3 5 Een
FipTiEI e s v R - B W k@ e aF Niederkofler (1991)+ 4
MEIREREIALITH GP B 7 R AP TR L Y ,i;ii'*’%ﬁ
ML FERF L M2 R BP T F g KRB Flm 5 g M FiE 7
feif o Child & Faulkner (1995: 62)3 MBS P R & & § R iPAp 3 5 12 > i 98
EES AP FEEFY g 2 ki a fEenF B - Kale et a. (2000)
< S A TR R R M T A (relational capital) - dp R B B E’T?q@,f WA A
AT R ESEE B A REIMGT AT BN ES hI H 2 Y - Doumaetal.
(000)Re 5 R R P & PP R hpeig - v F LG THEDER - ¥
T AP AR BEANAGER RS TOERE AN EFEM %

o

F o AT LRGP M RSN T RERPFEABE P L FE2F R DT
[E3 2 = ;14_4 E'é'f"ﬁfﬁyfy_}"‘{rﬁ; FIRPN PR B I adF s ;Iq’%—» O G EL
g E P e R e

FEI i AT HRNT IR

BR3P RPEE RN R RRLBIEMBEPERT AT N R

% B PR o
Bk 3-lal P R F I A g RELRAMEPIF LT R
FdF B R v e e
Bk 3-1b: R R r'm*m BN R BRLBTEEY I T
FedF B R g R o

=

Bk 3-2a PR R M S fEa S g% BE 2B AEEPER T R
FedF B R g R o
Bk 3200 WP RH M 4 g0 BE L GAmER LR T R
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GR I R e E QLS. O

Bk 3-3ar MR R R R Y g% BP L AP B ER T R
dE B R DR el o

ﬁa&%:%ﬁmﬁﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬁJﬁﬁ’égiéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ?u
FedF B R g R o

s AETRAER
AR BRI S & TE R 1%&mﬁ%wﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%
;’#%*If%&%ﬂﬁmﬁﬁ’uﬁﬂ%&m@%° A AR
Pl M- R F R e £ (T i B ﬁua%wvm%ap
E%ﬁﬁﬁ%i¢iﬁ°ﬂﬁ’%ﬁmﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬂfw’&ﬁﬁﬂﬁ*%ﬁm
Rbp o e fFfocs Lo A WRAME FROR Y RmFSRBBE P
Feppeg & > & @R @ s o hp g FHEGHA B 1457

2\

%ﬂ%ﬁ@@@ﬁ
- Y Fk[ ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁ@;ﬂ&
H ﬁw SINES H2

r%l A EYpORgEE RS [ TR SR e !
R = @ﬂﬁnﬂﬂqﬁﬁ
- ERERE HI - £ (it
TR R H3

- ki
. )FE[EI I:%h%}
R

UREENCEES WS

B

- HAFRAREFE
() BAHE

AT L DT L & L LE)EDL Fe 2 FrRpieiderfigpiogre
RRIE 2 B (drd 3) T A BWP

L Rvped

Adp b ¥reiF e, A EFEe sbﬁr‘é:' SErr A BR AR o S
ERU S )I% AEEY S BRI TR TEC R PR R H(Harrlgan
1998) ~ #= p & 8 & = #(Doz, Ok, & Rlng, 2000) ~E> 25 2 kRS (Doz



Olk, & Ring, 2000) * =~ & % %= Fi/k(Kaeeta., 2000)~ £ iv7 4% 8 3£ 4 (Kde
etal.,2000) « & iv7 it A4 % B src(Niderkofler, 1991) ~ % g F R 4p 3 & 47
(Child & Faulkner,1998) ; @ ¢ B F Rl3* o 4F- BLE B o
2. ¥
Lt E e F L MEPITANFSFEL P ApI el o A @Y
A2 FEE ;&\ﬁifz AETARES YRR BRI R > nERY g

(Kdedd 2000) ~ ¥ 2k f24p % (Kdeetd., me)“ﬁ By - HEE 2§
B 2B A wpﬁob(om 1997)~ 2 o ¥ B ERLE (Fohif) 2
%FIE ﬁ*?»dﬁ—% BiEFHFE o

3.3 At

AAp TR R R P PR R R R TN R Y o RpiEL 2
Fe2 BEPHER > A UEEHS & R 2 L R F(Child & Faulkner,
1998) ~ p &2 w4 ez g (Niderkofler, 1991) ~ & i¥ (4% & & 38 {% (Parkhe, 1991) -
# AT 7 223 85 (Parkhe, 1991) ~ 7 5 % 8+ i 75 (Parkhe, 1991) % 2 7 B 24 %
= BRT O B S B REE

4. B iEEa 4

U fERFEMPPEL LB GE M GRS - AP Kaeetal
(2000)s% F4E R~ 4p s B E~4p3 I~ F fim- 2 B R T & More& Spekman
(1994)chgf= F Bk 2 ML (2003)ehd 24 £ %= BRAEAFE (2
S BER R ).

5. #rR j&Ai 4

{ﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁJoipfﬁwwwmdanmwﬁi
THEREAFE S RAERRNR R AE R REAERE A R
ZrERiRABAE S BRE (28R )o

TR B g e

A LR RENES DRB AL ¢ H R %éI%f,% I AR B
BAHRE R BRE CERE 2 BERPRE  URHRE Y L FI2LY D
= BREA C REFFEER

7. SR WA

%%E%ﬁ@wﬁi%@wyﬂﬁwwﬁ@ﬂﬁ%&%%ﬂ*ﬁi%ia
FeR o AR T %/ Hamel (1991) 487 7 MB35 & A k& 5 5 4 - F 458
AT L SBE PR Y PE 2 ARBE N PL iR BRE - RFH
g °

8. 151 A chigde |t

;};-, LT AL Renp R ‘g{;a’éi" A AR R ATy ”:TP S EHL T
PEDOPHE S L~ BIFAE ~ 2 AN IRCRAR IR U E - BT
EEFHFE o

=

£ i
v
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THEZHFERREG RS
FLHA FErA EE T R FER
Cronbach’sa A B 4p M
PERRiE
#ovk peig Wk B R K 785 Harrigan(1998) ERN- XS SV 1
0=0.931 PR R g83g Doz, Olk, & Ring(2000)
£ kRS 823 Doz, Olk, & Ring(2000)
7R TR 750 Kaeetal. (2000)
W4 TR 756 Kaeetal. (2000)
B R BT N 710 Niderkofler(1991)
3 RANT i 802 Child & Faulkner (1998)
Y@ peif __é%\;é vt % 799 Kaeet a. (2000) ER P TR Y
a=0.877 PR HARE 800 Kaleetal. (2000)
(#1 #) AR F"#E’s 844 AFATHE
0=0.919 ERE S A 709 AFG R
(#i% 1) HEApp s 698  Olk (1997)
EYFELE (FIFEA) 339 AT EE
PR
I R A e b4 & R 642 AT EE FRHC B R
a=0.900 AFT LR 655 Child & Faulkner(1998)
AP R 780  Niderkofler(1991)
) s 5 6 5B 702 Parkhe (1991)
AT B 683 Parkhe (1991)
BREG R 769  Parkhe (1991)
CRAEES 3] 728 AR
MGEEL S TS 616 Kaleetal. (2000) FREC R
0=0.916 3 EE 763 Kaleetal. (2000)
I 819 Kaeeta. (2000)
5 b 661 Kaeeta. (2000)
FRTA 843 Kaeeta. (2000)
B R 761 Mohr & Spekman (1994)
2dEir 806 F =% (292)
ek i 2R iR ;709 Kaleetal. (2000) FRECECR
0=0.846 R A1 go1 Kaleetal. (2000)
(#1% #) £ 3k R 815 Kaleetal. (2000)
@=0.879 B A G~ (BIF T 408 Kaeetal. (2000)
(P 1) R 34 4 574 Kaeetal. (2000)
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#3(H) FIHALFRIRAGAAY

Fis FERA FoeEd g LR
Cronbach’s a AT
PP R B L
INREREL e BRE (BIFRT) 384 *FGHE SR R R

«=0.810 SRR 523 AP E FEyEeE:
(#1 i ) BT 674 AETGHE I ;}e; ﬁ
0=0.833 A TR B 542 AR FE TRRE=ATE: ¥ )
(17 i2) MR TR 701 KATFH B gop (2% )

ERRF kB 669 AFTGHE ozF L)
RS mEPE AR IRy 798 Hamel (1991) RN N
0=0.802 FEARE AR T Y 714 Hamel (1991)
(#1 “,f'é‘f*) RSV PE (FIF - Hamel (1991)
0=0.824 )
(#1%%i2) P SRR TR R 521  Hamel (1991)
¥ '—“'f%ﬁvﬁ 3P R e 810 »F 7 H B I I 1Y
0=0.919 PR g d b 846 AFG B

PR KR 890 *FFHE

PR SR L 721 AR
MR %
VR RS BR g B 801 A &p (2001) ERIE I 1
0=0.921 TR R g et B Simonin(1997) -~ A& g @

786 (2001
TP 4 B g 4 890 1§ ik 4E (=% 90)
T 2231 5 % (2000) - 4 ik
795 4(.90)
RS R m A AR 653 Sarkar et. al(2001) ER N R
a=0.937 R ES HEE Y 1 2234 5 % (2000) ~ 4 ik
¥ (2 90)

WEPLERST 759 %<3~ f % 2 (2000)

R MR R 922 k(% 90)

LI 897 P RIE(290) - 44 = (2 92)

AR i R 853 B "Ep (2001)

9. WP it x
Ly £ EHETHE kR F kel BITE 0 AT g IR Bl B (B T
,2001) ~ B B ik 5 ek B (Simonin, 1097) ~ #5504 ek B (1 42, 2001) - %
%EL PEGE 2 (2278~ § 54,2000, 4fik4g, 2001)% v B R ER (2
FAEBER R )
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10. £ TR AR

p E M E AR AR TG 0 AT LR £ AR
(Sarkar et. al., 2001) ~ % g = B Jp % (3 2 5 > § 5 &, 2000; #7ik4%, 2001) »
BHE PR KT (225§ 3 2, 2000) BB 08 R (B R4E, 2001) - & 7F
#5425 B (e 4E, 2001; 4£ 4 i, 2003) ~ 2 5 P AERE S (B E P, 2001) % = 1 B
AL (Faf- R
(=) B & amgzt Hpie -

AEFTREELSLZBINS K- L‘K/,,\—&k;%——r 2 ﬂ{é - BERREDLGmY
FEMEPS DT R S RBMPHE  PERA LR I HEASNEF
SRS R E A AR R A WA R AL P AP A RTR S P
CERP CAFWSCFTAFEFRCBI AKX AP fﬁ_ioi’\:éﬁ,’{;

=
2 fpo AELRFEN ST H G f*iiﬁ&“%ﬁﬂiﬁ'l’éﬁ”éfé%v:iﬂl— A
FRAFEFERGHWMEPIRLFLF 2T B B AL B

Weh¥ F 2 PR o LR T R BRI E B o
- » F \zgﬁ@ﬁi

7"4?5"‘”‘%‘—%3*%@“ BT RGEE - P AU ERP o T
SWBEARTFFZ - AR EVRGF B EEFTREEE > - LB ETR
By R "Jé_%‘i—'ﬁi’fg*’i kAT H- 2% *F‘**’*«‘}i“fé_%‘%#ﬁtt
ARFAPPE  XPHERTIRMPPINEF RGP FIFAE o

PREP IR SRR CE F A AR R L2
?laRen 2003 £ 2 F A f ¥ LA Ryy 0 P L 1000 < enflid FiE i
EoFEND DD AT REIE ORF o FED S ek D ARG E gr;\
SP kAR FRAFE O R EFREBP LY FRE AT EE
PAEL 0 B R R LA Y 2 R o BTl S W HE SR B EFT

o3
A5 FHBERF 0 TLAFTE R L 21 o

ﬂ\lﬂ“'fv? 94 £ 4 % Bonie 7R B8 B %y w T A2 do=t - _F]_ ERRVE-)
;—‘_E, &\ﬂi;\“fkgwnbﬁ,g])%ibzkwigé '$’?Fpaé4g5ly’7ﬂt’ 400

J'( ‘H‘j\éﬁ l'-_'7 ‘\‘}??;\ ’ 85 17\]1 ?%ég I«J—'”v ‘\4]?‘%{ ) ]' 1 ]ﬁ B ) ‘\AL}’:;; ° F\:B
EHETR - B S UF R %I’;"?—F‘]’ f‘r\:}al'é_‘i{’—xﬁ:”]g_ﬁ TR - S

B Bt wfcte 80 0 2R E ootk A 0 woicd i 161696 -
ERRE X R
Lw o cn80 BEIPEHAY A RUEE A ERF SR ARLISEILL
O#h+3 11-15# - 15 B 43 6-10& > 39 BH A 5& UM > § 12 B4
AEE o REPPETORBY M4 BEHE DL TP T L ARRF 016 BELER
B 19BEP AP CL0REURFIMPF L BAEE o pLERF L (F
AAE ) > 38%r e (T BATATF ~ 41.3%¢<0m i 7 X I B ATA & - 23.8%¢
BEEEFEFA A 263%E 7R F T4 - 21.3%:8 (T T ~ 13.8%: (7 & iF
fodd ~388%iE AR by o ABPEAINF (FiFE) 12 BHE fiEFAD
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RETCRBHELEFZ ORI D BEFEFTHE A 18 B L7 REME
B4
T~ FFE NG RENRE LT

AAG AL E L0 R 0 27 Cronbach a z’v’%\%fr B %Ark 30 H Y Ay
mﬁ?- AT A0 EPRFO8 TR A E AP AFARF - RET
Lﬁpﬁﬁﬁﬁaiaﬁ@mwwgﬁ,&%%m PRI w R IR AR A
B edp b i M > M 04 AR EFERGO TS B ELR | FREL
AP e TR R A R IR %ﬁvf“)‘mrﬁimzzi——% HRIEIR ) LS 5
L TwmpparaEype o 287 MffmﬁFﬁ’wmﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
A o

[EREA 8 ‘Jf*—fv(]“}ﬁ(ﬁmﬁfi@_’ fer AP THHEELY DR REFTT
;%A\’}'?’.f*%’?lﬁ,’ LE ARG - B Elgenvalueﬂ*?lmtkr]% e PE AR
FasbFEF Rl FEFRB07 M L BAFEHAY S HHe o 2 2
FPRAZHLEERA DL G405 ~ 2274 o

&% a2

- SBREATHEE

AT EF RIS AT RERERE AR S Aok 42 Bl 2977 - RBE P
FERENBESFOEE (Bk- ) APF R REIME I BRE L £
fﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ**§02mﬁ»&%9”éﬁ&iﬁkﬁ’*ﬂ%&%g§fi
B e ilvg feif it > PIBHR e et in § A 5 Ay Ehe i TR 4 RS
EEIERAAR T 6o BT (hdos W 5 0150 2 02420 15 i DIs L RF
4#{“5ﬁﬁﬁ%*M%ﬁsbﬁﬁi&’%@¥%iﬁiwumyﬁﬁﬁ%
o WA T o HLEFp§ ment 35 > 33 2 > BP P F ofe i $0m P o
R FEEG o R FIPL R R e ARSI E YU e g
2o M AFRE P LA o p et ARERCA Y RRE TR A o
@ 5t RPZ0.113 7 e T2 F% AR, PR % 0381 %57 0 fie
R AEEE P HE TR LR 0 L B enfa a4 )AL R T
Vo AP T PP 0 P RE MR EE ST KPR S AT
3RS a g2 >d PURafeg irilE e

IR BB ORE LN HE P LR REARE (BEX —%—ﬁmﬁ&
KP G - IR (H2-2b) & St Ag E o WIS N IR Y E Al 3
i B (BT a5 -0.141, t-value=-1.955) ; 32 2 » F P B D
AR R &mmaﬁf—fﬁ’ EEPREAREE gL > F L AL ES AT

MBS EIFRE AAAIpH IR T m e HAT ifmi BRI AEEFR
kg ¥ A %3? BEHA T > H2 WEEMS chi 5 o 4 PP RS R B R
PHBEPURRAVALFE? AT LR AL L SR F A HE R o
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=N
Ey
_‘{:'
i
Ii%
el
fuard
=N
g\
13
s
=
14

BOop Iy 4 oond fE Mg ot IR
IR LR A e E SN R

B3R B 7% VeSS LRl tie
Hl-lao {wipeig — FR 1A% 0.281** 0.141 1.995
H1-1b: ®eifesp — & TR LA 0.469*** 0.106 4.431
Hl-2a % @feif — Bp ik 0.150 0.133 1.130
H1-20: % @peig — £ F% LA 0.242+* 0.100 2.414
H2-la *h3vks 12 — Hoeipeig -0.0122 0.0834 -0.146
H2-1b: *h3sk it o1t — FEpg -0.111 0.102 -1.090
H2-2a s g 303k 1 — Hok fesg -0.0112 0.0589 -0.190
H2-2b: mip p 30k s b — §i#peig -0.141* 0.0719 -1.955
H2-3a 5 i & & g fd — Huifeif 0.0512 0.0781 0.655
H2-3b: 35 & & & gdofd — §iFpesg 0.0403 0.0954 0.422
H3-la 493 B ifa + — fviped 0.238 0.159 1.497
H3-1b: Ap3 #if it 4 — §iFpes 0.163 0.194 0.842
H3-2a M g 4+ — Reipeid 0.386** 0.179 2.157
H3-2b: B ez di 4 — Y i@pei 0.422* 0.219 1.928
H3-3a R jzia 4 — $vifeid 0.322* 0.162 1.988
H3-3b: ek faiis 4 — ¥ @pei 0.243 0.198 1.228

***p-value < 0.01, **p-value < 0.05, *p-value < 0.1
PR P &N 4 BEcenizd® 4 (Squared Multiple Correlation) :
A gE B i 4250 e RP=0.113
£ iv% A R 425 h R°=0.381
Wk fieif o f250 0 R®=0.569
¥ B peif > A2 h R?=0.425

BEE E IR 4 MR P L g R P (1;1
S L et mz«.g ES R 2 U ST OF lﬁmﬁ*‘ Vil
0.386(t-value = 2.157) » B fhaEiic 4 3| ¢ & peif chps o e s 0.422(t-value =
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