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Abstract :

This study investigates the impact of hotel employees’ core self-evaluations on their
effort behavior and service sabotage. This research subjects were selected from
employees of eight international tourist hotels in Taiwan, 500 valid questionnaires were
collected, and of which 275 are effective questionnaires, returns-ratio is 55%. The
results are: (1) the stronger the employees’ core self-evaluations are, the more their
effort behavior will be; (2) the stronger the employees’ core self-evaluations are, the

fewer their service sabotage will be.
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N = 2
- F X

$-8 FAITiadp

horAEE eIk B Y 0 ¥ - RIRFF T (frontline service jobs) ¥ AF I LA - &
FFTIG % % 4 (emotional dissonance) ' % 1 i¥-FJefbr%k /& 4 (Karatepe,
Beirami, Bouzari, & Safavi, 2014) o gt ¢t » F] 5 1 {Fehff (20 JRIFA B & FEAE L &
JRIZFEF Y 3 B S 2 TPE DI & > T P 0 RPERAG LN AR LG RE
2 S (Karatepe & Baddar, 2006) » @ iz R BE 07 4 "3 PR A% 4 Beh1l (T4 1
(Karatepe & Kilic, 2007) » ¢ "% M pR7+ @ 83, 7 4 (Karatepe and Sokmen, 2006) &7
AR

Raub (2008) 2% » 7 AR L PR IR FIA LS 2B E 0 B 1 APRIFEE

*’M

AR

2010) ° f§ 5 2 » B 1 IR STy 4 (effor) B P (P vt &

I JRAR RS R Z JRAR (T 5 A E & B4 (Fisher, McPhail, & Menghetti,

N

(Brockner, Grover, Reed, & Dewitt, 1992) % 3% {7 = 7 JRi3 ki 42 & 2 (Ha & Jang,
2009) c A iE 0 G E AP fRAIRIEA R AIRBGREE L IH PR FLE - 4
(Bitner, 1990) > e ¥ 2 £% - = F 1 % ¢ & 4 ¥ BiEF & F PRi> (Harris &
Ogbonna, 20060) © &3F 5 PRAZFF P » AP ¢ LA 15 20 henB W 75 0 &
IR ok T s KPR B Lo 42 (Harris & Ogbonna, 2002, 2006) - Harris
and Ogbonna (2006) #-i&fh & &, $H PRI 8 L i@ 218 7 F &7 150 & w8 g i
Flid el o FAFPRIFERE L (7 L LS PRAFALIK 7 5 (service sabotage) e

dhF AT L0 SRR U] R Y R R LT A PRI ]
1E€FRYAEFLEF EFIRBERGELZ P EFM LD o p AFH (Core
self-evaluation- 35 % 5 CSE) © #3u5 857 % 1 1T % (workplace outcomes) g
& Fpp|F]+ (e.g., Bono & Judge, 2003; Harris, Harvey, & Kacmar, 2009; Judge &

Bono, 2001; Piccolo, Judge, Takahashi, Watanabe, & Locke, 2005) e X @ » #2115 X 5



FLHEFCSEH»R 1y 4 (75 BRBpOR 7 5 P - £ L B37+04 CSE &
A RFT R A D e GR R T AR o bl L E R B B
AR A B R 1 CSE ¢ #5F# i eha (v »c (Song & Chathoth, 2013) » 7

Plits et 1 A CSE 4 3 8% 4 (7 5 HIRFRR (7 5 P& A 5 5] o

- & 3B n

T AL AT R § () REEEAEY LEA
3o (Q) FEFCRHAPMINE FI IR NS Y o blhe B INB R B E D A
B g e (3) FAES KA v ik T o AR A CSE B A AR R v

(e.g., Song & Chathoth, 2013) -



- & oo B ;\‘.gszf%:

i p 237 (Core self-evaluations ° .fiﬁ,t, % CSE) iefd i #4FF (dispositional
trait) > B =& L A SEEIT A 2 WA B P{ekB 2 B M R9%T§ (Judge, Bono, Erez,
Locke, & Thoresen, 2002) « F]¢* » CSE ¥ 3 & d A AEE G £ 12 RpenE = @
F oA BAENFARR &P AR Eanuirf2 R o 4247 > Judge, Locke, and
Durham (1997) 1% ~ i Ag 3 e f’< - TE S fRECRAY S TRECEFIE
EHRE B QI FRE~AREZAECEE - P CSE - BEFEMIR
Bl > dc ® R fE TEiS i A LA - Judge et al. (1997) A 1= BEF RGE
CSE: p & ~FHpAosxic NEAGF cJudge BH P25 {7 2 BL &
B CSE: p &~ pAsai v pobgptie U2 FRET (HApF A s MW 5T
(Judge, Erez, Bono, & Thoresen, 2002; Judge, Locke, Durham, & Kluger, 1998) -
EEMAINE > - B UFIAENE R RS THE 0 %R CSEFTALE 5
1 ik & ahE & 5pp|F]+  (Cheng, 1994; Nikolaou & Robertson, 2001; Piccolo et al.,
2005; Schyns & von Collani, 2002) > %% 7w B CSE#F (p & ~ p Aoaag ~ p

it R T JR L ER N E R .

‘T‘ CSE fr1 i¥/% & 2. B b % > 3§32 B 5 & 7 #F 31 CSE {r# % (motivation)
(Erez & Judge, 2001) ~ 1 iT 4 sz (Judge & Bono, 2001; Song & Chathoth, 2013) -
#4505 & (Judge, Erez, et al., 2002) ~ p {%-K3 (Erez & Judge, 2001) ~ ¢t /%At ¢
e % (Chiu, Wu, Zhuang, & Hsu, 2009; Johnson et al., 2003) ~ p #' %34 P #&(Judge,

Bono, Erez, &Locke, 2005) 14 % w iz 24 i (Wu, Zhuang, & Hung, 2014) z_ & e

XN

|
W4 § A7 k% CSE # A ch > %M CSE - BAELFZ Jr BE

(Judge, Bono, & Locke, 2000; Judge et al., 1998) - Judge ~ Erez ~ Bono /4 2 Thoresen



(2003) #E 7 - B 12 AR EE > L 5w p AFH E & (Core Self-Evaluation
Scale » ﬂﬂ"‘% = CSES) > CSES 7 f§ ®m & Fpp»x &k chigdt o 5~ it 32R * 5 > CSE
LA C B AR 4R S 0 (E ¢ R(Song & Chathoth, 2013) ~ 12 ¢ 5| (Judge et
al., 1998) ~ p % (Piccolo et al., 2005) ~ # "8 (Nikolaou & Judge, 2007)12 % 5 #(Wu et

al., 2014) » #85 224 4Fchps > (oK o

SE WS CSErnvgkﬂ‘ﬁ"CSE S RIF T MATS L E 5 4 2 e
FAE AL T2 CSE A- B SR TRE o RgR 1

$-6% R1¥4 s
S B Ty

- MA SR ?i[f% E & e 3 3F 5 A7 87473 (e.g., Danaher and
Mattsson, 1994; Mengii¢, 1996; Reynolds and Beatty, 1999) o Af # £ % ; FFE - B
BRFEHOB A sicdpth 0 ¢ 77 1 (3% & & (job satisfaction) (Sparks and Schenk,
2001) ~ 1 i® % »z(job performance)(Ormond, 2005)¥2 1 it% 4 & §p ¢t e0% 4 (work
effort or additional effort)(Li and Shi, 2003) o B 3+ gt e 3 ‘?}*k PO T BII R
1 A fFt el ¥4 (effort) i}&mg\— 5 R E_aF\«s\ﬂ $F)E o BHa T 0 f1eh
1Y 3 B3 ROBAFE > NE FE2ZFLA L LM (Kuczmarski and
Kuczmarski, 1995) « ApRiz%¢ »T% 4 | F2 i &£ R A o B Y R T
o PPRIE S E R PRI T'F'%z 7 tp B pF > { 5 £ & (Bettencourt and Brown,

1997)c B1en T4 | ez 8 5% RIppL (THrcd B 4p #%(Brockner, Grover,

2002; Sparks and Schenk, 2001) > @ = § A 7 A7 > ¥ 4 cff B B 1 (T2 B g
% % it 48 M (Gardner, Dunham, Cummings, and Pierce, 1987; Yeo and Neal, 2004) -

Blau (1993)F% § # ) » 42(7 £ 4301 (v b e 4 #f Ap Mt 1 (e £ 5 1 shd oL o



1% o BRI B TIRIRE TR 4 50 R A NSRB ST 4 0 a0
BE £ Ao B B SR & F(Testa, 2001) « 463 2 » f 1 GJRFHD {7 5 #-5 4 fF

2 el T R 4 (Gremler et al., 1994) o

¥
sk

]

Brown and Peterson (1994)35 1 > P4 e g szd1 T diad £ 8

‘m\k\

4 RATRE A o & % #2301 IF(Porter & Lawler, 1967) » Parsons (1968)3% 5 - #-#

Wik S 221 Feh> 2T LY 4 oSujanetal. (1994 T ¥4 | S8 a- B

B B e (R G 4% R o Testa (1999)d7 1 JRIFA e T4 4

2@ Y

P RR R ST IR TR AR ETY 4 2R o Mohr and Bitner (1995)3% 5

Dl

“\ﬁ

JRAFA Ren Ty 4 | & - AR E 2R A RIRIFRFIPFERZT] > ¥ § R

i* 4 % 2_ 4% - Rangarajan, Jones & Chin (2005)3% 5 » ¥4 2 HF » = R R
€% 4p TLeha Tz 44§ 7 < Cicero, Bonaiuto, Pierro, and Van Knippenberg (2008) 7 3%

PR AR BRI TR TE R Y R o FIB AT A 20 d b B2

27

>

Y
»

g4 5 3F 5 npEl s A AR d T BB A RACPRIR TRy 4 R IR

Tt > AFFF %Y Testa (1999)ch @ &k « 27 A1 ¥4 chaxi Bl #FBL%

24

FenpRas > TR AR ETY 4 2R o



21 @3 T¥4  apitas

3 . PTEY
Porter and Lawler 1968 | B B ¥ #+3t 1 0F
Parsons 1968 | #-do it 2 = = 1 (Teh 2
Sujan, Weitz, and Kumar | 1994 | fe— # R > 4Fe w1 (T 045§ ¥ 30 #4252
Brown and Peterson 1994 | == iv9rif dlend £ o4 g d
Mohr and Bitner 1995 | PRAxA B enl %4 ) 8 - i BAR £ SR A B PRIFEfI PR
23 2 ¢ IR . 2 BT
Testa 1999 |PRixA RenT ¥4 | 2 B FRER ST PRI T8 LA L AT
¥4 R
Rangarajan, Jones and | 2005 | # » « B e fFF &2 5 304 e iz gz g @
Chin
Cicero, Bonaiuto, Pierro, | 2008 | F * 4vff $-& F 1 (Fia & 4L 3 ¥ 4 2R
Van Knippenberg
FH kiR s b g (2011) ¢

SRR TP

A ORAR L Y 4 0k L BRI &R e

Tk

len{ B PRI 5B (Testa, 2001) o
4 (vigor)(Cofer and Appley, 1964; Bandura and Cervone,

(amplitude)(Locke et al., 1981)% H 3F % 4 (persistence)( Locke et al.,

UL

al., 1984) -

£ 3F Y 4 endF A 2 (durable)( &

BRI F TR 4 g -

ER T

ATy - B

e & & %)% (Porter and Lawler, 1967) - PR
TA D EIRIEE T B LR G
FEAEWRSY A A Gdp - B A T il
1986) ~ ¥ + chig B
1981; Jacobs et
# = BPLL chiE s (construct) -

¢ P Y /K2 time-commitment )~ ¥ 4 eh5g & (force)

(&4 et force applied) » ™ %2 ¥ 4 13 » |4 (direction) (Campbell and

Pritchard, 1976; Kanfer, 1991) o % 4 ¥ X ]:n‘_:}ﬂ
FTAENERTPEFRFER > 7 F - BANLEEFRF L hE

W FEOERFPN > YA FRER &

B4 Hmaies LTRSS
Eime ¥4 WA Ak B

1 #2 & (Bettman et al., 1990; Kanfer, 1991;




Locke and Latham, 1990) » 14 2 #3 » F iR % > (Kanfer, 1991) o 1 1% 4 2 »
PS4 E 3§ ha 172 5 s (Kanfer, 1991) 4ot | 2 40ff 3R 3 % 5
1 iENFEE G HEM o RIEY 4 10T W F I ER o @ Katerberg and Blau (1983)
By A R 50 BHESRF RREE Y 4 ok B (effort level) > 2 2 ¥ 4 2w (effort
direction) ; Blau (1993)£ Sujan (1986)~ % # 3] » ¥ 4 -k & (effort level) £ 4p 1 17

R Y 4 (the whole effort)(Sujan, 1986; Weiner et al., 1980; Katerberg and Blau,
1983) » 7 B3t a1 (8 end § cndF § (durable) 22 4 £ 3 & (force)(Sujan, 1986;
Katerberg and Blau, 1983); ¥ 4 = & (effort direction/ working smart) 2% 3 #7fz % 3|
g4 F A A AT 0 - BN 0 N R aE B S P fRelRs

% F (Katerberg and Blau, 1983) o Jaramillo and Mulki (2008)F* 7 & 3] » ¥ 4 -k % %
hEMEOL T ETH L PR BRI N ARE A ET R - 20
Byl R e gt R N TR AR TR RN A YA e L5

He3d? G gL K &4 % 73+ % o @ Chen and Quester (2007)
RIR-R1eny 4 222 BF4g > 8FHFA > » 85 0B A E(individualized
value) ~ (573§ (& (economic value)¥? 4+ %« 72 3 #(social-psychological interaction) e

B ye™ & 2o



2223 M T4 g

el # i 8

Pl

Campbell and Pritchard | 1976 | =% &1 it} O ~ 1 F05 &

Locke, Shaw, Saari & 1981 | #r3 »ekE 4 ~ %] ~ 4
Latham

Katerberg and Blau 1983 | ¥4 KkE ¥ H4 2w
Sujan, Weitz, and Kumar | 1994 | ¥4 k% ~ ¥4 2 %
Rapp, Ahearne, Mathieu, | 2006 | ¥ 4 K#E ~ ¥4 3w
Schillewaert
Chen and Quester 2007 | BE LA EOBA B E - ARG E MR AT I

3 B ATRIREY 4

Jaramillo and Mulki 2008 [ ¥4 k®E KA 2

FAL kR % g & (2011) ©

A2V R EE BRIBTY S A A T oRIFEFEY S ALY 4 ki (effort
direction/ working smart)£? ¥ 4 = = (effort direction/ working smart) % iT45 33 » 4o :
Katerberg and Blau (1983) ~ Sujan, Weitz, and Kumar (1994) ~ Rapp, Ahearne, Mathieu,
Schillewaert (2006) » 12 % Jaramillo and Mulki (2008) '+ & #-% 4 & 5 %4 -k
43 RITEE £ #od & &P 7 ¥ ks Campbell and Pritchard (1976) ~ Locke,
Shaw, Saari & Latham (1981)% Chen and Quester (2007)=p| & p % > F]M 257 3 #-
I R T 3 R e

¥z & JRIFAURT G

— S PRIRBURT 5 2N ik

W3 LI FEAEFCFREL THATDHAF L EAEGT LY (Ackroyd and
Thompson 1999)« 7 i » EF A X hE e A7 2 & B/L & F 1 & $(Crino, 1994)
& F % b oo & ] 4] e % (Ditton, 1977) - i f(Mars, 1982) ~ 43 2 A M2
(means)(Hollinger and Clark, 1982) ~ % i 1 %% 4+(Lupton, 1963) » 11 2 & ¥ 7 4%

& 4 & (Kombhih, 1968)% - @ A 1 a2 i L 75 1 8 7 f b i F R AHd




* 4B F7 % ¢ (Ackroyd and Thompson 1999) - Harris £ Ogbonna (2002)35 1 » A 5
Taylor % # 7 [soldiering ;, - 3 5 > % & 3 FEo1 i ARLAL D LSRG
(counterproductive behavior)& /X 3 2 A {7 & (unproductive behavior) er7h it » igv A
BB 7 5 BoA 4T 7 o @ 2002 & PF > Harris ¥ Ogbonna % % %’ﬁ d ¥E % Min
AT A IF A B M ORI EUR hgE T 2 5 % 12006 & 5> Harris 22 Ogbonna
5‘?%’5@5"%‘?’ FliE R FFRTBF R 47 0 F X T fE S - SR A B PRI A

BArim A R R

- MIRIFA R NFHEEFIAT IS0 f3RE 0 T K LA AT 3 (Bettencourt,
Gwinner, and Meuter 2001) 5 @ f 1 BL3k 7 5 2 A7 5 — B Rt 4 £ gk i
(continuing dearth of research)(Ackroyd and Thompson, 1999) - & 3 § X BRI R
IEF ARG R G % E T5%B BRI (7 5 (workplace misbehavior)(Harper, 1990)
85%PRF%E 3 17 & (service sabotage)(Harris and Ogbonna, 2002) £ 96% f F 1+ oL 3 %
A%4E {7 % (regular misbehavior and breaking rules behavior) (Slora, 1991)7% 4 > 5 %]
W HFHEE R B AL TS A 22F Y 7 5 (deliberately deviant or intentionally
dysfunctional) - Harris and Ogbonna (2002)4p 1 » B {7 5 282 T 8 3582 58 1| PRG%
AE S PHBFIARE IR hR gt (AFEADFHY 0 B 64%F I
Hei7 5 0 3 WYPRIFEH 7 5 ) (Harris and Ogbonna, 2006) - @ Harris and Ogbonna
(2002, 2006) #-PR 7375 3 (service sabotage) € & 5 R 1 F A cnfidh > FZiTHHf 5
PREIE L ARG c AR LB R L AL DT R A I AT 3

g < (Harris and Ogbonna, 2006)  Crino (1994) 45 ) » B3 {7 5 eh1 & p e & =
A GER AR ER A %5 4 F & & Analoui (1995)% Harris and Ogbonna (2002)

gt o RBBREART AL (6

=
3
o

S R RN E B R
TR AR R R EAREF A AFPFEHEL F

PA b XA MR A A K o T R P R 2 ena TR R (5 12 (Harris and
Ogbonna, 2009) = * # FAF A ¥ 4 R3] FF EMEHIR 2> whrfa
o Pl e X o 2@ g4 f 3 F $of7 5 (Harris and Ogbonna, 2009) © 14 3& &

Bk o FIIRIEA RSN o AR 7 S Ea BEIRRE


http://ndltd.ncl.edu.tw/cgi-bin/gs32/gsweb.cgi/ccd=aDt13Y/search?q=kwe=%22break%20the%20rules%22.&searchmode=basic

i 2.0 s PRk 7 PRAX$fJ (service encounters) (Harris and Ogbonna, 2009) PR 5%
AR IRIFER (b pehER) C BIFH BRI AL D enikdr R
R

FRE 3N EFL- LA BRLAARE LA >4 270 % S 1R

W
%\;
F_L
"P"}

B 3 e ¥ g 75 (Harris and Ogbonna, 2009) - iz

ArE SRE R T L B 0 ¥ 4 22 o(Harris and Ogbonna, 2002) ©

EIRAR S G v )’?ﬂlﬁ AR & A %ﬁd EE R O PRI VX
# (Crino 1994) - @ Harris and Ogbonna(2002)#% 3| » A £ & K% — AR
IR BIRFFAE G AR B o A % - SURFEA R AR AR R IR A D

& % (Sergeant and Frenkel 2000) £ 24 4 33 ihd € & ] (Singh 2000) - F]p* -

Toe

Harris and Ogbonna (2002)3% % PRAZALIE 7 5 SR K2 f o BERIE > {37
ie 7 H 7B 3 D|PRIFF ¥ (encounters) 0 » € B I & ¥ B & = £ - Harris and
A2

Ogbonna (2002)~ # 3| » Bk (7 5 (%7 it ¥ Rix@iLt > BB H o d it

Faro 7 fR% - AR 2 JRIFEE T AL & 0o AF 7 %4 Harris and Ogbonna
(2002, 2000)2- T & o AT F TA HPRIFBIE G R 1§ AR H > A FH TR

TR AL IR B o
RIRELE T G A g

Harris and Ogbonna (2002)#2 45 Bitner and Booms and Mohr (1994); Griffin et al.
(1998)F ¢ > MPRAEE 2 % - MA | 115 b PR A7 5 A 273 5 1 B
— 2 7R {7 % (covert-overt behaviors) ¥ ¥ ff — & ¥ {7 & (routinized intermittent
behaviors) « " (7 5 A MR LEM > 7 SR FARAT L AF RN (L ¥ A
1R E) mBRD K o YR ESELZESZORE S JURF FIIRIET L EIR
g EY B SE S {:}F, FEPEL T 5 o < 4@ 2 > Harris and Ogbonna
(2002)#73% M ehe FBFRIFAUR 7 5 A RIAR § AT L > X 2 BB L b oo
et 4o (W 1) :
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JRAPELIE 7 5 S B ARR

A
4

(e

YR — T AR Y IE — 2 B SRR

( Customary-Private Service Sabotage ) ( Customary-Public Service Sabotage )

B — T PR 727 3 g — o B PRI

( Sporadic-Private Service Sabotage ) ( Sporadic-Public Service Sabotage )

Bl 1 PRA:ALIF chisg 4
F# kR - Harris, L. C., & Ogbonna, E. (2002). Exploring service sabotage: The

antecedents, types, and consequences of frontline, deviant, antiservice behaviors.
Journal of Service Research, 4(3), 163-183.

1.¥ §f —# 7 cPRa+ 3 (Customary-Private Service Sabotage )

Raenfmsdt (s LMEs M e o i a0 P 2 Y FURY F

hull
(s
3
3

a7 AR o de BUR

¥

TEFAIRAER Y B ST R I ETRE p
F #¥54q 1 (Harris & Ogbonna, 2002) » f 1 5% n?] vgbll« YR UREE GO dIRFR
R > PURCE RIL L T Y PRIRT B o 3RAE ARG 25%hf 1 dp g e kaniE S

MR e
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2.% 1§ — = B PRz a3k (Customary-Public Service Sabotage )
SR A PRI R Y R T R A BR L ARG HARELY § AR
bEEEH B AR GLH A1 v ) AL 52 ARmEY 3
22

KA k4 AiE 47%00 % o (1) AF

¥

FALK G BRI HELP

o

S RARE R o (2) B L AR L R A B AP B B S A
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~mh

AB D (3) RAWFFRBREXINF WHAEe L ol R ~ R LB AR > @
ERE G EIRFBE o 4ot L F 2 F B A% Lend jE o gag il
RlmAFmaMERTs (a) RS i fjﬁﬁr}’ﬁ B AFL et o

3.1 8 — 4 T JRi+# I (Sporadic-Private Service Sabotage )

SR SPRIARLIR 7 5 A45 A A K eh(covert) s R4 R ERME ST S (7

ARG RARAFE ) FEY > B 0 297 %R A B R g IR
THRAE L AV A L AL (1) BEEE 2 Wi afiinT > e

PRIZBIF iz > 4ot et v R P A E L s B e s G5 P > A7 514
ARAERT o BRE S o (2) EEFINTRDBBRFL R FL TR o il
FEML T LB RS N A ReE 4o B ¢ B IRIE A -
(3) TSR BIRGT 2 G 44 izm- BAARM > F¥r & 75 o
POR TR -

4.8 5% o B apRira% (Sporadic-Public Service Sabotage ) :

FAA SRR 7 5 A AR F R AR 2V I — 2 B IR R (7

@34

gl

&

P
LB

Wi

FooE A LY RREE R F o 2 9T 1% R RN

A RRIBR T A AT RS 0 M B RPN G T 0 A PRI LR
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v

FavaAiafi (1) - 2%-RAL OB FAFBERBIH FHB LM
AoREIGIIEE RFLTPHMEFH O HEI AL PR BHFES

(accidental clumsiness) o — - JR7% A B #ig > BEFT BB F DAL L

Ea
-

FEOOEE) i34 s Gfirfet E) ¥ 0 0% e CRE - 6 ° 58
FFi o BIRAEEARE ARG (2) R BM L FRURIRGY > B8 S AP
P FREERPFIA - FOF Y YROEKGEIHEN A ABEE SRR
Beira  PARE T2 2A 0 2T 2 #B s FERTF - &8p ko 257
2.7 F T EEMEE a5 M (Barker 1993 ; McKinley and Taylor 1996 ) °
@ #2009 & > Harris ¥ Ogbonna %Jﬁ“‘ BPRTAE T 5 I T ms A
B oehw <34 0 w3 F_8 FEIRIAE i@ % 3] «h¥73 %4 (Harris and Ogbonna,
2009) o #cif 4o
l.=% L#‘J&r (Thrill Seekers)
B1og FR¥AMIR > NfaR.C P g Prg £ 0 S ERE R P i
AFh-BnERR % (ot BT AT NBE2EY PP SNE) o SRR DA

Fﬁiﬂ-/pif%?{@_ﬁ” 30% o PRIZFBIF G % ¥ a0 i B IRIFA B R T ] RN

—

LARIFFRZDIGE AT L ¥ RIS AR o PRIFELR R BT G

FAJRIAAF F L ¥ 2 L% eh(Harris and Ogbonna, 2009) » = & F{|jchiE é

%ﬂkimi’T’%ﬁ$ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’§ﬁ$§lﬂ%ﬁm@ﬁﬁﬁ%’%
# - p B &k B 4 (Harris and Ogbonna, 2006)

2.4 %8 %

i

AGE D M T~ AR (Apathetics)
TR A ARG o P TR ST R B PR AR B f $£ (drain) 0 1E PR ELIE K H AL e

30% o FatdE plen®E Rl o B AR AR PP o AR AL AR

"

5

B R B KRR D M T~ DR R R M

-

a4

o @ 2T P R R R g UK B o BB SCIGE D MO TR~ iR

=l

AT o R PEREHETFIRAOFLREF - SR p e hBEALE S B

REEE G ERFIED o dodk o7 AT S T - B EeiE > SRR S 1 (7
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B B P BREAIRIE S I EFEF A S ARE YA o A
(nuisance) ° # 4R 5 B 1 i P en&k KA EIL D L] o i@ g iz S
FALAF AR LRI > B PHRINE ) AP A PR ROELL Fhy gy
oo KR P2 R AR T RE P e FEREED R AL
LW LA R 8 2 T IURIEE o 8 P LR E S R T
MR HE-€ ERT ' (plummets) o

3314 F 4% P~4F 41 {7 #>  (Customer Revengers)

SZAAR LA THE B A6 o BRI AL 25% ¢
REZER L IPRARER ST Pl A g RBPFRPENET L om 4
AR A IR B R TR S nf T > B g 2 TR R I RIABUR T S
B FLe ECE P ORBNE SR IEE ORI | o 228 4] RUR
AR T RGEN L T ISR P Y £ S
R I E A B EEGES AR ER R R RS 47 4 (lecherous) 0 2 E_7
& ® ff % (Berry and Seiders, 2008) » @ iz B 34217 % & Business Horizons #f 71| %
T P (Harris and Ogbonna, 2009) © iz 4k rpR7: 4 B & 25486 > @ 43 § T M

B3
Frul e SR ANRIABIRE ¢ TR B B A Ao B TR CF 0 TR
5 o

FHR T SRR AR 7 AT AL fRen s Bl e R G o RS
AEAR (1) FRFLABREBA o LEBERT 0 BA LI LHE o
PEARL o M E R B A A B (vendetta) o e F B A EIFAR B ELP T (S 0 REE A KR

fizg
e
s
3
5

LI o PR (2) Z20 A RehflE b o F SR

A_[B [y 4% 4 (esprit de corps) > @ 5 i 35 34 ¥ = B Tk (them-versus-us) » 47 +¢ B _f 1 &2
E%ﬁj?ﬁgﬁ°li%ﬁﬁgéﬁ7€’3&\rﬁ€ . ﬁ ,E/,g@‘yp%ri&_-kq\# jia&;ﬁj,é?—%ng
TR T A DR 0 g H R (tammates)ie (AT 0 A 2 L F K Mg

H IR E PRI M BT R RIMEAEY A FE LR
oL ARTIAE SRS R E W PP AL (ot - R

K- BALFE RSELE b o 8 M f bR AR A R F 0L ) BT B
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Fef o FER TARE IR B o AR § RPN E B IR
7% #+(service encounters) » I % & W E BOR K% o
4.2 8% ﬁ (Money Grabbers)

B E RAlgE 50 e § 2 (exhilaration)d A& 2 K BUR i PIRGET E
(encounters) > £&mEFAIF L 57 (5 2L DPHh o © P ehp A v P D

for o AT HEESE P oM

¥

1R e B PR S R AT, R B P
FPR®Z WG R e PR IR 0 B PR g
BURERER oo AU NF R G - MERRET M T~ g
PR R R AR PR R (T 0 R R PRI E AL 15% o dow SriE o 3F
¥ SURIEA R BREHR L TS AP gk o Flt o s of IR B
FH P ST AEFRRFRPT A c AR LG 0 ERREFT
i % [¢ * Ketchen, Craighead, and Buckley (2008)* 74 % | :F7» 4% 4R & F > G cFaps

% 3 (Time Bandits) » % P 7 52 i 5 »xds xF.L«}Lﬂ%k;L > 577 3\_ T R ¥ e E ]

SN

R F eI A BT okt b R A D R ST &
PR 2RI > Goonk R RERF L 2 JHFEEG B E AR 1R
SRR kR REERLS)ALEER EFEARE K RTRERRE
FooF - BIFpT HE R 0 AR E EPRF > W g d FP(skimming) R & > KA
LB oET ~ 0 @ tEP-(skimming) &g 2R b0 H_t %;312?.] f(stealing) L7 € % 3| Lo
ToomFpT BFHRI P ER G IR E o R H R AR DAL <
BREE HAR R T B gﬁ%“,értﬁ%gi'-ffﬁ,fﬁgi Vg2 WAL E Y Y o
PR e R AR ELR Pl S o PP B g £ 7 2 4 3 (profuse)if
L

AR K R o BT AR R B MR ARF R EF BT~

B0 FERELT G o G S AEEFMIBEDE L 0 RF

i
“P"}

75% > 430 % o
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4

1)

EHVER BRI RBAEKGT S BRI AEY ¢ IR mv FRI D

N

Tohoo RAEIR T L D WV BRI R 1 B E IR 4 P AR B

BB & o F 0 ARG IR T A B A R REFH
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P& Pop AERHEY S FEERBEAROEP

Deci £2 Ryan (1985,2000) #73& 1 e p #2324 (self-determination theory) 32
% 0 p Az (self-determination) 7z € & e kih o p N LT RET L F PN B
# # (intrinsic motivation) - #

# % (extrinsic motivation) ™ % & # %
(amotivation) o H ¥ > Ed 42 4 L LW > T LB b B R
BAEBE LT ESERD ehE g BAER AL P AR B R LSS

TG BRSNS HR g kg BB A NE R Y S5 Z -
RS B “r 48 2% T e f] e (Vallerand, Blais, Briere, & Pelletier, 1989)
EREARE e L=

BEAPHETL XTI BAE8EET RAPE & FaER
(competence) ~ p i

1 #4 (autonomy) £ B xR (relatedness) (Deci & Ryan, 2002) o 2%
G A4 B B AR TR S R F IR IR R o 2 R LR
Tlpe B A Fe R FaRimfER - M AR R BHE XTS84
Bk LARR e

PR R AL AR

1R R AR e B SRR 1 ey 5 L BRI 7 S g %

I 2% X R
(competence) ~ p L

f-\u}

i % (autonomy) #7F:3 (Deci & Ryan, 2002)  $%< p 3= 4

WEPEARR 1 0 €7 ATk B i o AT EH E I ARB NI B A T

e JUR AR KRG o B FPow pAER Akl 1

v ® g
»EZEY G B

3

FTR

HEsEguz pafd, g¥dadaivrai@Eien? 1T WAEFIEFR 4 7
TR EF RO A L o it AT RS T AR

HlkdgR 1 ehfro p A= H o> a2 2%+ 75 o

H2:#e g | 1 cifroe g 2N g 58 0 g 0 '8 MOH PRI EUR 07 d o
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FZF YR

ARELERAELARY L RS R B D UEP ] R

THERY L RAL UL FE TR > L F bt

¥-8& FLER
AT G B HEACR] 2 0T o AFT Y R AR R 1 e CSE R Y 4 7 LR

o8 T

HI
— g
fjpfﬁﬂﬁﬁa :
H2
R
W2 % % Hm
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o8 FEy R

- R
A LA AR R > F I RIF PR AR EHE (85 %

IR E SIRBEGRIN) PR B R L hPoe p AER T 10T R (F
LR o

(=) B %%
SRR S RRERAALE Y (AL TR R EES

POFAE S 2RAEE C ZRFR AL FENEFR N EBATRRR) L

ﬁo IF-L?’%E ﬁ_‘ j\l\:&;ﬁ""i”"‘l‘%?’ %/zplgﬂ/f#@!* %%él’]‘i/z > Patton
(1990) 35 = RHEE T RFL F < PP BN R HRER I HFTF M FRD
2 RH e

fetk A¥c> 6 0 &y Tinsley & Tinsley (1987) 2 BLEhiR: » 4o kA8 100
> ﬁ%‘u{— B ek Al FE T 200 ek ARV LT ERE i E > E A
F P 300 redE ABR) L - RAF e A dc 500 G endE A SR B i B o 7

pL SN B Kl h 500 i o

CE NG TR RS kST o

EAAREY CRIERP AR F RFEREEAER I DG E 8 BRAFROR
BRI S RTARR AT REFTHRUEALE A v AR 2 A
B p AR 84 FL S RBERFT LN EAE SRR R
F0 0 GRIE AT R R FLFT B RTLREG (R 3) HTHP &

IR LSS TR Y SN
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23 Py REfEE 2
% #c RE R | RFER
AL g AT SR
R zp 2 B
2 AT
ERON E B 7
KV ALR g F 6 %7 %)
AR 8 5 RS
%&;B%\q =4 7 5w
1 fERRFE 7, 4 i AFw|
)] p]:t)\ JIIE;?;. 5 f[?; Z’:;P‘_F%J
&7 Vg 7 1B 47 )
4, & 7 Vg 7 1B 47 )
Likert * B 1-551 2 722%¥ 2 F & 55
Proo p Ay w7 f = g 2 ’ .
T~ 7 ?L——# P\»:' TE;
Likert * B 1-551 2 722%¥ 2 B & 55
B1%4 (7% W f N i -
EANIN ;ﬂi‘ﬁ. fe "
Likert * & 1-5°1 4 722% 2 F & 55
PRARFBLIE (7 & ¥ ,
it ' LAAF R
- N ﬁ}_g AT fu;‘l‘%;rﬁ
(=) HH
EHREE L RARR 1 s 5 4P B (nominalscale): 5 00 & 4E 5 1o
(=) Bxas
FHBERERER 1 PRI R L R LR 1o
LB a0
(z) =&
RSB B L AR 1 BT > RypER R d )DL S 0 1824 &

51,2534 &5 253544 % 5 30 45-54 K 5 4555k L 50
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(z) K7 /R

PHFEEE AR 12 KT EADETE > R LD R ARG B T %
SR A2 R i3 B P i 4 A8 (FER) %KES ETH R
560
(I ) #{aFpein

P RE R AR R T AR T AT R L P S RS A 0

()
-

SROLIZE 1 S M LTEE 2 MBE3 MEL 40 B R L S5o

PR RLL AR R 1 ATHE I ch BT Rh R T RypER R AKR
Yon 1o BERARE EE BB L 20 ATIRfpEAEFIAB S 30 A E A4 A
ERBE S0 FEARE N ERERGL 60 BB i T (B NER)-

(=) aiedrpm

4t BB EARR 1 AT E chd (TINP OT AR 0 Y5 LD U R Y 0 B
S s 1> ESM%EE 2 EAINHE 3 His %5 0 (BN ER ).

(~) 3T

FHBEEEL AR 1250 o r o d MIF 0 RIFES SR %S 0 20,000
AT M s 120,001 & 3] 40,000 & % 5 20 40,001 = F] 60,000 ~ % 5 30 60,001
~ 5] 8,000 % % 5 4> 80,001 =~ 3] 100,000 =~ % % 5> 100,000 ~ 2+ ¥ 5 6 o
(1) #F

FERERE SRR 1 1 (TR F TR {0 BE TR N E S H
EPRER R R SakS o - ENTHRL 1 - EFS ERL 2 ZED e EHL 3T
EF 2 EHi 4 S EFANERHRLS L ED L ERL 6 L EN L T
(+) BeEF

‘J—Wkﬂﬁd%‘k%ﬁ#l lT:‘B%F'&’*‘TIFDme%&IE s Ig_,—/\—») ﬁ;'ﬁ— ]’ft'éf:}—é:.

e

}ﬁ”llﬂpﬁl“’l;%mé—}g’ BRndE » — BT 5 1 - B EHE 2 = F
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Fle Edai 30T EF A EML 40 - EP|NEHRL S 4 AP ERL 6 L&
e Te

S s Pup Al

(-) #Fiv3l T &

P p ARG 2 3 173 L& %7 Judge, Bono, et al. (2002)7 % & o 27§ T
FErAP¥HpE ALZ BB 2 T Rai®m o
(=) &

oo p ARG RIE 21995 Judge ~ Erez ~ Bono 4 2 Thoresen (2003)2 %< p
A A o PR ARMRYRE AT B2 R (S-point Likert scale) & 1 (2£% 7
PR FIS (¥ PR ) £354085 124 5 1,3,5 7,9, 11485 1 » 48 > A ¥
AR O RIPIe pATERAER A % 2,4,6,8,10, 12385 F v 4T A BARF 0 RIP
s R GER AR > HAER 4o L 4

%4 SilisPro f AEN (CSE)ALA

#A T
I g e g B BRET IR 8 o
2. F PRI ERGE L o
3. RERAFFR ALY Ao
4, FEpALpeph > ¢ @pe B E -
o p A |5 AT AR LI
e 6. 7 i > AFEp e mFIHa e pr o
CSE T FEMa g o AP REIEL
8. Ftp e a4 AR o
9, AV AT A BE D E
10 BER F 39 AR e RARH
T2V g a4 7 g 4 v & b ehRi g o
1220 g d ¢ REDRPET AL
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R W S
(=) FiF3 T &

By 4 4o 24T %A 5F Tosta (1999)ih% % - 273 & Ff 1%
R ER S F IR 0 TR KA R AT 4 iR o
(=) #&

A1y 4 2% % %% Sujan, Weitz and Kumar (1994)e0% 4 & £ B 38 > ¢ 35
Tk 2 T 2% a8 BEe > TiR- BB HERANFERE AT
T 2B F PR RPN ELHT B R (5-point Likert scale) & 1 (22% %

A)FIS(EH PR £ 1B 104 AHARA > IR 1% 4 7 5483 o 40T 4

45 B BB R1Y 4 75

4 3557

§4okE
LA EY 4 a1 iv)ap

2 IR ER > AR EEY 4 pRIEE P
3R EY A B IIRIMAEE | REE HLFE

ml.
k)]

%(‘1

48 ¥4 B HFLITETS
¥4 e —ndlp
5.% 7 FIRAR L EH > A g T R ARG

Big4 |OREHEFAEY 2 %0 PR NIREF T PR R

Employee |7- 1 EATRIFLRLH - AN gF 2 na ik

effort 8.:w v g'ﬁ - 3 10F3F 0 SFEIRIAEG

9.3V ¢ ik e 1 (T L E B K8 (7 IRFR

10,27 1 iFp > A ¢ F L @RFRE

¥4 3 iR
11.3% ¢ 4295 3 Ie e i K sx R PRFE 60 50

122V ¢ % 2 e X RORIHE E

134 A TATE 7 B FA APRAE S S 5 A g T RIS S

14405 Fing & > N sa PR3 5N

1540% § 8 A 1 LA FPRES 3

\4-\
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o~ PRIZFLI TG
(-) #Fiv3l 2 &

PRI®ELIE 2. 3 17 7) % i3 * Harris & Ogbonna (2002, 2006) 1% 3% ° A7 5§
TE AL ARNEER > A G AR 6 BRI L PR .
(=) 2

PRAREA 7 5t Rl 2 (21345 Harris & Ogbonna (2006)2. PRAMELHE £ 4 © R £
RRERIYpF 45T B8R & (S-point Likert scale) 4.1 (22% 2 &) ¥I 5 (2%
FR)> 23 %8s 9% % 1,2,3,4,5, 73510 w38 A 8ARF > PIRIAER (7

LAXE M ¥ 62 % 8HLF wAL o ABAXE > PIPRFAEIR T L AR B JEE 4o

F. 6 SndFis PRAFEIR 7 5 3890
A T
L2% & St m Al g L3R PR R 017 5
208 AR EAE T BIRAEEF > A E BIRE A
JRAZPLI | 3.7 PFEPRAZR P PF o A ¢ AR Z 0 SRR 2 F B 4
Service | 4.2\ € LAR = & FPRGHEF AR o EA AR L F 4
Sabotage |5.F FFigA € FTFEE NS BEF P XA E

>
~
N
~

%?ﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ’égﬁW‘ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁW%‘&%‘lﬁ%W‘9

Jor s JTARR B E T2 A A A A 4T o

SN ERA
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AR Cronbachs o HHciE R RS R4 T LR EEEHE BRI D
#& % M (stability) 2 ¥ L4 (trustworthiness)*r 12 # % > ~ 47 7 # i Crobach’s o # |
Fo RGO HUO BRREE gL IHE S LA - R pakg
PEERY & * iz &5 Cronbach’s o &> - #&3ni a HBGEEX 07 3364
B A2 03-072FaE9 2R FMIN03 B F4AIEE (FREF »2004)

ok B R GBIRE R 0 L LRI AP AR RE- K2R (Vogt, 1999) o A

Fwi@* 1 > Crobach’ s B3 & %3 0.5 B4 it & 3 0.7 (Nunnally, 1978) -

Z O REWTFE AT
it F1 R A4 AL CFA - H A BHGVFM g B EaY $F 44 L
&ty = CFA “TieSZ N A BEFER LB LR A DERM B 7 R8> 42
AR e s g L AR B H T AR o7 F_% B E #7) (measurement model) 5% & o
(V7 bz e w3 Y BB I o iu(Bentler, 1989) o B3 1 F)
%~ 17 (CFA)L & &% AMOS SufittRIs# 03] ch % — i (respecification) ~ ¥ - 4§
% |4 (unidimensionality) ~ 4z ar % & (convergent validity) -~ % %] & (discriminant

validity)  $ * ML(maximum Likekihood)& * $£i g 352 %= & 1 f#cehip it o 2 =

»

£ I8 Bt E ST S B8 F]F f 7 B (SEL)~ 2445 % it #c @ (USFL) ~ 1% 2 32(SE) »

B (t-value) ™ 2 2 Rl & R B BB LRI 5 2 4p M T > (squared multiple
correlations for X variables) > i f % SMC & o # ¢ £ 7 et @&+ 3 1.96(P<
0.05)> 4 % EFIAEEF -KE ; SMC Eiv F s 1R & L P A -

H-fo Bime s AR e nipld-BHL AR REL L
(Gerbing and Anderson, 1984) - ¥ 4+ i I 45 #k(modifcation index, MI) » § MI = 3¢
5473 BRlE¥FE2FE G S 4p M 4 (McDonald, 1981 5 tak 5z > 2008)
Bagozzi and Yi (1988) %5 et % 38 ch= &~ 13 & (compositereliability, CR) & 7 & %
FrpRIERAGRES > A7 EpHRIPN- KM RRAF 2T ELHE

- IR ttﬁ B WPIESE B 0.6 12 F &2 $x 3 (Fornell and Lacker, 1981) o e f % £
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$& P~ Hc(variance extracted, VE)E_ ! B W B4 %78 2 H =348 > B ﬁﬁ?ﬁ’»a‘%
o R RBIE S DR A BRI %@{?ﬁéﬂ%ﬁii%ﬁ gk e o
VE A%38 & 7B %5 7 éj} B 0 & 22 T grre & (Fornell and Lacker, 1981) © 12
0.5 ™+ % #®#32 1 (Hair et al., 1998) -

T 3R T

AR E AT A RS AR 1 P f AR RIS 7 5 0 RARUR 7

o

B8 o

v
2o R E
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Yry FIRFELY

ARHFIBAARBRTPEF LA 2204 45T BEIGGLP

o S LAPBRIAN R DB LERAN RS LHRELETFEL b

i

§ 5 BERAT o B A BT

¥ - & Attt adg
- S EF B vt

BREeng i w ey A M 103 & 127 11 p 3 104 &2 7 25 pigii» — 23
500 >R % ¢ 3 8 REIFE L RE(EL PR CLIRER L ERE 00 FAE
PREAEE IR LA FETEIFE L E R ATEEYE) D R T T 294 7 o
g EATR B 19 0 F Rl K L 275 0 Fouh 0t F L 55% 0 @ el ¥ inde
FRHERSEEFRE Z9 RE AR ALREER 2N S DTG L
By SARIE o AR T RN AER BAR G EoRH % o
(- )R~ B HAa T

K ERALAE A T AR AR 5T E R LR E 8 R

\

ol

B P T s KT ARR P W ERE T o JRIPRE THERGE 0 WL FR N
PRERENL N A EEP 4o
WERY
BERIEMES 6 0 LRI AR AR S ] RS 2 69.8% 0 13T 192
FHRF 83 4 o b AR A2 30.2% -

LSRN

-‘H

ZREBEGS S G LRF LR DA S § MR L 942%  £35 7
259 4 5 L BERIF 16 4 » § EAEHR A2 5.8% -

3.% #
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BRRIEEET G 0 A G182 24 K 0 b FHR A2 302% 0 £34F 83 4
AO25 3 34k EE s o £ 115 4 o R A2 418% 535 3 44 KK 49
Ao EREF A2 17.8% 545 3 54K £3520 4 0k BRI A2 73% 5 55 o
FHE A F AL 29% 0 A5 B AR -

4.3 A2 R

ERBEFRTAAR DG > LRFRTBRELEL T F LR 1 4 b K
k2 04%; B F R340k B A2 04%; FP FE3 40 L FHEA

2 11%; & ¢ BB AL 58% 0 5357 16 4 A 28 (FEf) F&

3241 4 0 R R 2 87.6% B T K 13 4 0 F R A2 47%

BRI EARAFRRN S G0 ORI S U AER L A 0 KR 213 4 FEHR A2
77.5%; ¢ YRm-LIZE RIS R AL 4% K 1A 5@ e B g R
F43 4 F R A2 15.6% 5 ARG 3 4 0 R AL 11%; s ER AL

B A2 04% > 2355 1 4 o

EXRIFEFE G o ZPIHBEE I LAKIITAR LA 0 K5 15T A o L AR
Behz 57.0%; 2 RIEE R AZ 7.6% 23 F 21 4 A AETIE G 26 4

bR AZ 05%; A iE Ry 32 4 0 EWMRAZ 11.6%; A3y 23 4 o
R A2 84% 5 GIERlG 16 4 o FREF A2 58% -

7.3 TEFRFE

L

BT RIS G o LRl S U BN A A 0 H 3 106 4 0§ EERIE
2. 385% ; BARETF 50 A 0 EHBEAZ 182% 5 B 530 (FARN) £

T3 Ak FHER AL 265% 5 A RARIRRI R R 46 A o F B A2 16.7% ©

L PJJﬁrﬂ” Jer F om0 BT r 520,000 0T F O EEREAR A2 9.5% 0 &3 26

p)

4 520,001 = 40,000 ~ R &_} FRER A2 77.8% > £33 214 4 5@ 2z~ 40,001
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1 60,000 ~k £33 23 & >} R A2 8.4% ; 60,001 = 80,000 ~AF 8 A >
bR A2 2.9% 5 80,001 =~ 3 100,000 Al 1 A o F EREHR A2 0.4% 5 100,000

P PLE Y FRRAZ 11% 235 3 4 o H P 120,000 3 40,000 2 dEF G B

DR PR T e 0 L E TR R A2 287% £ 3+ 79

F_*
UES
—
3
T
2|
[id

A ,1~2J&j AR A 2 31.3% 0 £3286 4 5 3~4 2R R A2 15.6%
F3F A3 A~ EH R 12 4 0 ERR A 2 44% 78 4 K30 20 4 o
R A2 73% 5 9~10 EFE P 6 4 0 EME AL 22% ;10 &0 KR

PR AL 105% 0 £33 294 c B P M 12 B2 EF LA G o

0.4k & ¥PRIF/E T

B RIE AR A RIRAARE T 2o 0 1 #E 0T L R k2 18.2% 0 X3+ 50
A ,1~2J&j MR A2 251% 0 £3269 A 5 3~4 &R FERR A2 15.6% 0
F3F A3 A5~ EH R 26 40 ERER A2 0.5% 78 #H Kt 22 4
§OERR A2 8.0%;9~10Eﬁ-’;—13i’)§ 18 4 » F R A2 6.5%:; IOEJ‘J_P%‘E'J

PR AZ 170% > k3 4T A c HP 12 B2 RFE LA o
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307 R A BHA

30

£ M % Brge e A
Ay g 83 30.2 2
. 192 69.8 1
B 25 0 s 259 94.2 1
i 5 16 5.8 2
Ed 18 fk 3 22 f 83 30.2 2
253 34 f& 115 41.8 1
35 1 44 49 17.8 3
45 3 55 & 20 7.3 4
55 v 8 2.9 5
KT AR B 1 0.4 5
] 1 0.4 5
BY (%) 3 1.1 4
R 16 5.8 2
LB (7B 241 87.6 1
FE e b 13 4.7 3
S HFTE I £} 213 71.5 1
A e 11 4.0 3
R - I 43 15.6 2
A 3 1.1 4
B % 1 0.4 5
BB A1 iEAR 157 57.1 1
& 21 7.6 5
AR FT 26 9.5 3
iz 32 11.6 2
] IZ 23 8.4 4
ksl 16 5.8 6
3 {ERE 2 AR 50 18.2 3
L5 (5 AEn) 73 26.5 2
L 46 16.7 4
H i 106 38.5 1




27 gARHEA T (H)

LA ESPS 20,000 =2 26 9.5 2
20,001 1 40,000 ~ 214 77.8 1
40,001 = 60,000 ~ 23 8.4 3
60,001 1 80,000 ~ 8 2.9 4
80,001 z 100,000 ~ 1 0.4 6
100,000 =~ 12 * 3 1.1 5
P aig RO FHEFT - ENT 79 28.7 2
- EidE 86 31.3 1
g 43 15.6 3
IEIE 12 4.4 6
- &3 NE 20 7.3 5
1E31 e 6 2.2 7
+E 29 10.5 4
AL EIRIRhREFT - £ 50 18.2 2
- Eia 69 25.1 1
Z—#iv & 43 15.6 4
T EZHE 26 9.5 5
“EIANE 22 8.0 6
1#E1I+E 18 6.5 7
L E L 47 17.1 3

S-SR
% iz B & 47 (Reliability analysis) * 6 > 2827 1 B35 L F1 2RI E4EP 2
Crobach’s o f&# = 3% i3 o Crobach’s a 7 R =R p 0.00 (ZE&T&R) T 1.0
(FF 2% ) Fltde R R BB F > L L RIEIP ARRS - REF KD
(Vogt, 1999 ) - Hair, Anderson, Tatham and Black (1998 ) It F0TEAw
MK e AT H* Cronbach’s o % #>0.70 2 2 i3 i+ 3f P A 4p B £>0.45 3
PR oa LFIRRIRAR LR AA B G P p AR EPIE 4 47 B
LB 5Ep - B3 22 Crobach’sa &% 082; %4 (75 EPI% 1R7 R

g P > H 2 B 2 Crobach’sa & 5 0.94; PR%&H*@&?J}"J",% 2357 & AR gy
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pHEZR2Z Crobach’sa B3 090 d T RAITESV v 257 % )’é,ﬂ]:#ﬁ, 2R
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