B AR SRR 2 FREES

DHPRAFF S AA PR L R E T2

il Sy
e R R
hERE 3 & F






’5'1— Pl\}

BArriei a4 F L nfhdn B HER 2 S
PE g PR AN D R hE A s RA R R R A g
Bef Ao HEF P BB R A R 5 R R |

HAANERHADTF IR R R HE e & knfp k2 @

oG g Tk 8 2 SRS RT 0
SRR R AR AN o R EE

LA R EEF R R S A AT AL
R BB R R R A LR HOR SR SRR R

FHERFEAEENSPFR o RHE P g R L R
- Q\,T%dvﬁé ZEER TR RBE L T TERR > GIP

PR AR RE R F L N E B A A R A AT E
el kERI o AHmY PRI EREY kAR SR TR
F M U2 FXF REGP AR FENE W P
BRE P RSB A AN A Y R nFiE o

Bots o REFA P e FAN chE B BENG A BSOS E S
B RS RS S FF Bk o

HRATEE A 2012 % ¢ g



NEPRIAE R A H DGR R R E Sk AP AT Y

2 R

hEFE 2B
E

maIp it T PR R EFFRET RN RS NS EY R
OGRS R BAEFI R o F ET IR 2 R E
(public service motivation, PSM) % 3% 4 4 Fih# B & A
M oodEA R RV g A AT O AR S KRR &
w8 ATy 2 11 Perry s PSM £ 4 % Giangreco - Sebastiano §= Peccei
FEYBRLAEA AR CERA R - A omRE A6

P UF o T4 2011 E 2 FRA R B %ﬁ%éﬁf&ﬁ?"ﬁﬁi%?"—‘ﬁ (14
THAELIARD)REVRASABFEEEA L WELI L R PSM
EEEM L EERT I ERELIARL PSM -~ AA#AD BT A

% gm\gﬁg\:f;ifgﬁqfﬁg 4 o/g:rgg%—%@gﬁ_ ;(1) F;}#?.JJ;;_:,;«P NI 2 F_

7

M 2 (2) £ AR BABIRT (L PSM A & o B
FledmpmaE: (3) oA | Tiewl, 2 T&& ) 3 PSM ¥ &

$355(4) R34 PSM 2018222 DB AR E G L B R

PR A o PR AFT RS AT e ERiEY PSM £ £ 7



g g R T4 | PSMaz# 2 g 3 ek o 7k E R A B HG

T g = 2 o~ PSM  Flie 7 5] % H058 en 67 § 82 8 o f

-\

LR S IEE BN E7oE

ML C AMATT « S X IR  DHUE LB DBk



An Investigation on the Relationship among Public Service
Motivation, Training Satisfaction and Achievement

Author: Ying-Ju Pan
Advisor: Lung-Sheng Lee

ABSTRACT

Under the impact of globalization, development of information and
communication technology (ICT) and so on, the public sectors in Taiwan
devote to promote the quality of civil servants by various training
programs to improve their effectiveness. In light of the fact that public
service motivation (PSM) is the foundation of human resource
development in the public sector and the new sivil servants fundamental
training programs aims to help trainees enhance the knowledge, skills and
motivation of public service and to raise the overall efficiency of service.
This study translated the PSM and satisfaction on training inventories
developed by Perry and Giangreco et al., respectively, into Chinese with
the intercultural translation procedures, and conducted two pilot studies to
ensure their validities and reliabilities. Afterward, these two inventories
were applied and necessary data were collected regarding PSM of new
mid-level civil servants enrolled in 2011 fundamental training programs
in a two-stage survey, conducted two at the beginning and end of training,
and then statistical methods were employed to test the relationships
among PSM, satisfaction on the basic training programs and training
performance. Consequently, the results are as follows: (1) The dimensions
of ‘commitment to public interest’, ‘compassion’ and ‘self-sacrifice’ have
acceptable reliability and validity and pertain to the cultural context in
Taiwan; (2) The fundamental training has little influence on the difference



in PSM before and after the training and its value on PSM awaits further
investigations; (3) Trainees’ gender and age are major antecedents of
PSM; and (4) Trainees’ PSM is positively associated with training
performance and satisfaction on the training program and the goodness of
fit of the hypothetic relationships among PSM, training performance and
satisfaction on the training fundamental program is acceptable. In light of
the study findings, for the aspect of pragmatic application, it is suggested
that the PSM inventory can be applied to explore the PSM among civil
servants in Taiwan, to provide civil servants with the learning chance to
enhance the value of public service, and to develop management
strategies based on PSM effects sound among civil servants. For the
aspect of further study, it is proposed that longitudinal, qualitative and
experimental methodologies can be added to enhance study findings,
empirical studies including causal antecedents of PSM may be added, and
PSM-related empirical studies on the private sector and non-profit
organizations can be incorporated. All these suggestions can be used as an
important reference to implement human resource development in the

public sector to construct a highly efficient government.

Key words: correlational research, public service motivation,

satisfaction on training, training performance
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Kirkpatrick (1967) = & ==& ¢ TF b 2 & 5 48
FHWPIRES DR o FTARLE S BRA R E TR
B a3 B FHYBGRARE R 6 R BAef dnEE > A
REVEEY V RGR R BABGIL P > A R A GE R
# - A4 7 1 Giangreco - Sebastiano - Peccei (2009) #74 & 2
DI A AT N DRI R HEF L L= ﬁg‘:ﬁw s R R R A B R
o EHEG AVVREROB ARG AP LVRELR o & A
L2 R ed@ s PR AAROBA A VHEE AR

B o
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= ~ = »x (training achievement )

Kirkpatrick (1967 ) 3% 5 3" 3= 223085 3 M FI9 A 3 4 2
BiS B % TR o IR ARHTER Sk BT 5 &
BB EREAER 22 RAF T Fh F 4 ThEE (A5
Bo1997) AR AEHRET RHBRBRCRK-FEIAA T
SR CRARFEE S NE A ELTE 0 AT LR

R AZDA R AH DR T o
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N o ¥ AR
AEEHFERA F a4 | PSM g B Y ko w
BEA A FRERAEY PSM @ B L 2 5% 98U L R 247
ML > BB RaF S A RS F R A#H - 5 - &
1 PSM I A AR > k> F 3BT L R D R R F

- SHPSM A S TR ALY ARM C R AT

ko us

PEIN A FRATE Y 2554 PSM ehk kBT L 2w %=
A FRERR Y BB L RAM o By
ZEHEWR P S SHARIBA R T REER R PRBE
DIFBEAZ AR T N2 RRBFHFT 0 £ 2011 £ A4

FVRALP & T LT F B B i AA#H o

SR ARARBLREHE ﬁi%2ﬁ4ﬁﬁﬁg1ﬂw%
R g7 % 4 #77 I+ (Perry & Porter, 1982; Wittmer, 1991) >

3 E Ee g K AR R G o G4 Wittmer (1991) 44+ 210 %

(‘Jn

N

CFEREPHAIEFFIAL CFRIBAEFIMAL

BER A ZARMAES Y EIREFALAR > i T 2RRBG



BaikzRlsEad

/3‘
f't:
C
3
=1
-

B4R P e 2T HET) L 5 et & WA, (p. 380)

Wittmer( 1991 )73 3.3 it 7 Rawls~Ulrich = Nelson( 1975 ) ~
Rainey (1982) 2 Nalbandian 4= Edwards (1983) % 4 § i3#7 §
5% > & Perry 4- Porter (1982) #7it 412 PSM # § 7 I 3t 3%
F® e 2hAP I o Perry fo Wise (1990 ) sx & 4p b 1 7347 1 245 14 >
Tk TOEIRIBEAS | 5B A H S RIE DL & R R s

ﬁﬁ;[@ﬁg@,ﬂp\/&é#‘éé\, '{ﬁi

%

%\Q#ﬂéﬁQ%%Eﬁ
sz p AEEEe A (Perry, 1996) o Ft o A5
TS EAR B Y 0 $R3E 2 £ ARSI AT ]~ PSM i 6

3pE > MR R IR PSM Ap M Ik i o
- ARRIDLTF Y § PSM IR 3 Beflik§ 76

DO R A AL BT A B e B - o F R
i3 PSM Jlpi s 4550 B4 B¢ B alhyia it 5 e 7 3

4 & (Perry &Porter,1982) - - 4/ 3 » & ap M 7 @ ¥

KL TEMBRIEFT > KA T 3 2R £ I3

T

tom A e 77
WL R DS 1T AL R B AF REEH > FYt PSM chip
B ARt B R A PSM 2 H B AR AT S L AT o WAR
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B4 ML RIS 2 0 FIRPSM s IR 4 K2 JlALE
$ B F LAY 0 AT
(=) =Xt (PSM)

PSM s p *t g o3 B 13 W3t H & 30 B 1 2 fhird:
Wen A o A2 H FRATE Y 5 PSM ¢ i cfd A b e 4p e
V4 2 & o Perry 4v Wise (1990) . & PSM 5 B A -k p 3t =
e B A PR E e 0 % kT B B R
Fo Bldef e ok Ry Mo A F 28R Fe (Perry,
Hondeghem, & Wise, 2010 ) # ¢ PSM &2 g i enfp A= 3 ¢ o
Rainey 4- Steinbauer (1999 ) #-PSM 2 & " 52 7 - 3 4 ~— B -
~ BRERS A E e e B s ,;‘zir;%;%? % PSM #%
B - B e &t T PSM 24l A £ % - Brewer
fr Selden (1998) -~ 147 iz Rainey 4v Steinbauer (1999) &3
HOKPSMepL 285 RBBAFGTF ARLOE AT EA
EIRIEeNTE 4 > TR A H T L DR RS AZAR D IR i * o
T AR (FRcAEE Y 0 K p Vandenabeele (2007) w2y ik
%7 PSM #1#_% - Vandenabeele (2007 ) %_% PSM 3 R idg4%p
AEE AL M- B R S R B A g
PR L (T B s e s RS R o F]Rt 0 AP A B I PSM eh
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rte—- BLERA m%ﬂfl@'{g y @ o2h% Kq%?"}#ﬁ&’f#ﬁ”@%ﬁﬁ
F J& » F]* > Perry 4o Hondeghem (2008) % PSM #i&— B { &

RZHT E PPSM G- 73 5 Mg B2 IR E X hip A B

ok FFAE R 5] p A gk (Perry, 1996, Perry & Wise, 1990 )
24 & 1 & (Rainey & Steinbauer, 1999 ) x4 k T & PSM - 7]
oo Jls A Kap AL Y PSM sdp AT Y & 5 B Benbf %
(Perry, etal., 2010 ) - Piliavin 4= Charng (1990 ) 12 i@ 3L b #7p %
PeniT s A& A K A%k PSM B Al L xa? v # ¥

BEMYERTIE2gp e Aazbhl 2 £nd § | hii7d o

{5

S F A B F - PSM i 2 F] 4] # 4 & - Francois (2000) 3% % PSM
Tdp R 1 T RS G W Eehik g IR ML Y
4 ) oLe Grand (2006) A 23R F# BRI T K2 o
e ERGEH S TR FE 8 hiE 0 0 KRR R
A R A B o

F oot o PSM e A AR IR L R AT T B8 S

Fhliaa Bprd hfim 5 L8273 <o Jl# A Z/T ARG PSM 3
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SAEEY >3 M PSMen% = i T RS JIAL€ (7
0 RE L2 G R kel 7 5 (other-regarding behaviors )

( Brief & Motowidlo, 1986 ) - %4 % —‘ﬁ A RAIALE T LT AR
T g K s s ap 3 % & > Walster {r Piliavin (1972) 4 5

HEERaa Pl g A8 L0000 fEA 2 2 RwdR o i @ e

v

BRG0P B MO RBGET ARY  p2 F

G R FAPF SRR B P AT

AL FEERIG L BH L P e e MR o ST 5
3 *#m & (Meglino & Korsgaard, 2004 )

=z X miﬂaﬁiﬂbﬂ (1)i* F# P chdm 5 0 PSM et £t 4]
B ZaJIALE T RE L S4B X0 L SR AT - e
3+ (Perry,etal.,2010) » #j4c "+ £ # £ @ 2bp £ 2 £ (Piliavin
& Charng, 1990) 22 T % 4 :$ 45 % £ &85 | (Grant, 2008) - (2)
Fls A ZBEJALE FH DT P Lt I L xR REREE
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£AY A PRE S AL FHERMEAL AR PiY S PR

4 5@ PSM eif 30 2EAR -2 5 E % el R @ 2 (Grant, 2008 )
e 7 M PSM T & hfEFIR U R AN R i

Sl & g gbiEde s (Perry & Wise, 1990) ~ — # 4 ~ - -

B B 7e 1 £ (Rainey & Steinbauer, 1999) ~ & %~ AL FH &4+ ¢
PRi% (Brewer & Selden, 1998) % AzA% B £ {15 &2 e S| F M7 {

*FTe AW E e e~ e 5 & (Vandenabeele, 2007 )

d ¥ R0 M OPSM s K A3k > B-PSM AL L # p At o
LR EROE A e B ERATE S A RS JIARE T
B TR AN o EF A R IR E R ety i RO P b
# 0 PSM 7 a3k P 5 W Ak f‘j—f@i.ﬁ‘%ﬂ‘ A3 (Wise, 2000) » ©

A APt B 3P o X LRI R hiE AR { F 73 AT SRR

(Rainey & Steinbauer, 1999; Wise, 2000 )

Perry (1996) # & 7 — B & 7 5ci %8 ~ 22 JIF K#E - 4k
grE& A FESRHCR pAELERG > T KPR PSM

A0 AR # 0BG 376 =204 f R R Bl R s
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DEJE RGP E AP E e A5 24 HPSME £ o
TOM-PSM H 6 P A iAo T
d 3 PSMAL T & & B 4§k p 3t 25 ianid & & b s

WE BMEe (Perry,1996) - T# 48 | 5 B A & I R AR % 4

2 AL R R GBS R DT A AT
2] s AN SR e i 0 TS s & § AL i

BF gk i hiTds RN e By chd T R any 40T
A2 DEE TR DR R kg E A R F R
A 4 i 5§l (Knoke & Wright-lsak, 1982) -

T s TR B AR LR L B AR LYY
Fe 2 ents ¢ (Kelman, 1987) » # o X e a 5 > b 48 2
W- = he 2RI E RGEMF AR RFLL S R PRI AR #H
Downs (1967) 32 i $t 2 £ I E ehfRIFAEH - HAF L2418
(altruistic) » ¢ 2 X1 FZ 405 €- AR A L LFFE 4R 4ot o

Buchanan(1975) 2 5k & R JRAF G e 7 2 N F EfptFg F -

THEIAF EHERE > R ORR TR SRS Sk
TS EEED ko ﬂft“a"* AR E AR KRS IR f R
fio 0BT A LS B AT R B4 AR AL

s A
# (Perry, 1996 ) - Frederickson (1971) { 4 % = % {7 x4

'\{‘
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Bengidd = 0 (1) F sad b 4 BRI~ (2) S0l & BIRAE
(3) 4vsgab g & 5 Hv it ¢ 2T S E PRGN B P Bb
WEAEZOLFREI DAF o i 2R 41 E KFET S PSM
i &% 2 - o Frederickson fr Hart (1985) 3% 2% £ f @ o

ik 5 T3 R € W4k, (patriotism of benevolence) - i+

-\

THE o - NP T A A B R R RRL AR

BiZz2 € | oPerry (1996) 23 L & € RFHFEe R 4 F
B iy oy VERBI G- AR TR E D 2T R
P Twaisx A0 BEAGER Y F B awdEs
Werd) ol s o B (S - B R DR PRIEF M ad s L p A GRS
Rdg 5 B A PRI G A0 B 4 W2 L FF o Macy (1971) 33
"2 BRRRG R RRE A BRI RRREA ) TEREER
pRAREHFRBNGL G EHA T 0 2L A RER T UR

B2 B8 3] e 248 U4 ) AR P LA -

A

FopiE o PSM B 4 er A G A 5] A

-
s
N
~
\\\?{y
%
4
N
\\+
=4
i

W
73)'\3% ~ }b:]%—:\‘.;i E] -}\‘a%ﬁ_ ’ "E? ‘:1 ﬂ:'{""‘ %jﬁ':_l? ~ ’;}#’fll‘%’é ;'r?“:-"'& }%,l]“%‘

S E RPN SO H o T BN AT,

X
'3\
i
W
&
ey

N
o+

FI &R s AN RPN B8R ke Ldp R Sb BiER
(Perry, 1996, 2000 )
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= ~PSM g &

B M PSM cha & e R SR K anLp o A LB
Frafdiag* o doi@ R PSM v &~ BELF]PHR o o é}}%:}%
AT HFROPSM Bl € 22 ARG T A AN (1) GO
PRixehE - A 48P (Rainey,1982) ; (2) H & » & & (Naff
& Crum, 1999) ; (3) 5 e+ &% (Perry,1996) ; (4) 73
R I Gl4el 2 % (whistle-blowing ) (Brewer & Selden, 1998) -
Ra oo A% % ?i:}j&* Perry (1996) 124 8§ & K& Fip)

¥ PSM B2y > i@ % PSM & £ 385 1 @ % S H g £
(Taylor, 2007) ~ B %@ * = B Lp (Perry, 1997)
fa> e & * (Moynihan & Pandey, 2007) - = 3+ PSM & %
PR AP HG AR REJALE TR F XD F B

m PSM & % enH & 4p i o PIRES o s Buld oy pra

II//T‘ Mz vk u”; ?, ESE R 1 PSM ‘;EIJEE. ’ u//Tj 7 ﬂ—#\ FE? L E?Pliﬁ‘lfi’
B3R B ant & pg F % 0 b]4e Kim(2009a) ~ Liu, Tang, & Zhu
(2008) - Taylor (2007 ) 4r Vandenabeele (2009) #phi =5 » i

PRARCEF AL RS %2 A # bde Francois(2000)
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Georgellis ~ lossa = Tabvuma (2008) 4= Grant (2008) %= % -
PSM & 2 ™ 5% 7 2 2 Hfd 7 I ehlgsm » Wright (2007) 4
féf#ﬁf‘aév)gk.g CERH I REHT - (1) FAHAEE A

ALY @R 2ot (2) R RAEL Y O PSM SR &G
RN o3 BN 2 EFT ALV AR EZRES

FABERT A AP FY o hoPE A T E - R TG

%}é
.

'}&ﬁg%g%a‘%?ﬁ/?‘l'&ji LR o B F%X}gﬂwm—é—g p

g3 FREonay 2 IR F b E 0 A BB G o & g TS
1% < (Bouckaert & Halligan, 2008 )- Bouckaert §= Halligan( 2008 )

LR sl S R A S

=
Jrehs

e & PP foiffz ; AT ER (g~ 2 F forc &

Ry
~—

LA ER (20T 2TE) X I PO ES D

o 1 B 4% E I o % 84 - Hondeghem - Perry (2009) 4R

2 30 & R 2 fRFoni i R E 2 B IR © R HIRT 7

ABEAER D F- BERL BTN D EHRGR L TR
A

VR ET U AR R KR AR » AL oo

25 ,B_?k R

T1\4

30



e}
T
e
N
pu
3
&
=
-
=
3
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[aily
5y
A~
Rl
Sk
H N
1
/
>3
ﬁ N
1
W
N
b
o
A
A
=
Ok
H N

foom @ 7 PFRATE s PR E s PR T R R s fh e
FEMaTP IR kol aprs (Brewer & Selden, 2000 )
o OBER LT RS et o R AT L p R B

WP RGBT AL AR SR A RP TR R
gay o HY BB LA S i*n\Osborne fv Gaebler (1992) #

PR KPR MY - REZE P Ee E 10 RA 0 Hw
HmEERBARL BUnEAN 25 B AEERR ) LJIE
Flet o BESB A g P o i g Rd AR KA & HE

B Gk ST 0 R EATA S RS BT RER

\4

PRI F AR TR RS AP EEEF R P E
I

FrE o L RRA e ik g

S
=
-k
14

bl

TR TN IREHI R ET RED L :% TR EedE k2
BIEOS§ e B pFA2 0 75 (March & Olsen, 1984 ) - Rainey
{o Steinbauer (1999) % #5" cuE iy > 35 ¥ v B r Rk
R E o B¢ - ERTFFEA THEER L R F i
FOR o BR SRR r A F R A hRE 0 TR &
w2 B2 5 $Frxank % (Hondeghem & Perry, 2009 )

B PSM % 1982 & 5 =t i gF % e Nk A H e O KR
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G20k o PSMARM G#T 7 FHEA S T AT B KR PEA Z BE -
PEFER - EFF B i B9 Bl AR g%E
& %ﬁ} H_1PSM 22 3%y 2. B enid % (Perry & Hondeghem, 2008 ) -

7 B PSM £ 2zic B ez sE - RIF 4 Perry {- Wise (1990) #r#%

A EFe s g s 0 (1) B A e PSM 4% > 437

A

R R E pni o (2) AR ERY 5 PSM ki S i
SEARBE G (3) B Ak PSM & f Sgreno sk LR R4
b ﬂﬁ,{tf]ﬁaa g Wik o AR i&gﬁegkﬁg, wE B

=2

2§ ORI

-~ BAHPSM AR 7 T Rk mganl s

W4

Perry 4= Wise (1990) # d1eh% — B I E PSM &2 5 X 55
SR BT Gz B ehB R 0 & T Perry {o Wise (1990) 53
B4 i 5 d-6 £ T A 2 R REEE F PSM hip 4
BEFRFLEp e MRAT R T P RERE PG LE
A 2 6 B i ST gl o

VREH R R RS L g AR AR Y R 2 T

e HAPRE PR 7 B % 4 Ao £ 4% o Rainey (1982) % I 23R

FPEAHY G RADNSRIRBZERBRR P FFoL



PRAFcNp4+ 22 1 (e L R B F 40 M 5 Lewis §v Frank (2002) 4 47
1989 & 1] 1998 & % R 57 & 4+ ¢ 3% & (General Social Survey, GSS)
TR FRELF R AR g F oAb R
i EREFOLARM > FRAHAFL RS~ F o
Al fefFamEags (b4cky ) a5 > &5 LR hbd ik
Vandenabeele (2008) # % 1,714 ¢ Flemish ~ & e 4 12 + B B
B A 5 T PSM IR A L S0 1 (R enifdF R IR e B TR
Steijn (2008) ~ 477 - B~ A FTHE > £ 7 2P| 10
PSM % >t fo3nfmenfia > B @ 30/ @ L5 g PSM enfi 1
7V FES AP mfi&,é‘;ﬁﬁg o etk o ko RS HE AR
MA 3 » B 2 4F R Kk o Crewson (1997) 325 PSM # 12
W TR F BRRE S LA R 5 Naff = Crum (1999) 1
* 1997 # Merit Principles Survey (MPS) ¢t & 34 » A 4715 %
B PSM 2§ =g B 5% & 4phf ; Steijn (2008) %= % » &t 01 3
PSM fieif el 1% 2 A v 2§ PSMfeif ehfl 1 k@ % >4 1L 3
FRRHR G Pena (T2 o7 5%t 3 @ > Wright v Christensen
(2007) & * EEF g FRNEHEHRTHF L 0 HRTALE
JRIZZIFTBS 0 A g g 2P EFFP - L FE (T repd
o 4e » 23R 2 TEF Gy Mg ABIR % o Wright - Christensen 32
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SAPHPIRPERZ I BEXIMBAEE L FIRF BT UR
FAeT PSM e op o B B3 PB4 3G AR e A
WH T PSM ¢ B8R 197312 §i3 o

T ORA T ARE B AR REE (7 3% 0 Steijn (2008) IR
FRIRABIIF) FHAREF PSMBEIFBLRZ T
B el Bss ; Taylor (2007 ) » 3 o “,f 2B 1L op e el iF
R BEp e PSMeans g o ERIE 1 hPSM 2 HH m ok
FAIERABREFIER  c BEFFOEER IR ERBHEIR
21 iT 4 4 E & eh4p M 2 (Rainey & Steinbauer, 1999; Wise,
2000) © F] o FARE RE 4R A T PSM R e 51 -
WiE-$ B P88 - Gregg ~  Grout ~ Ratcliffe ~ Smith 4= Windmeijer
(2011) ¥ ERMePBEALEFFTE P RBEL LY 24

% PSM i 1 o TGS ] 0 R Y IR i

pAERATHN ATy > FEE ARG B 2 Y gy

B IR R L 3 ST RN S R R ]
g B4 ni 3 5 Georgellis ~ lossa = Tabvuma  (2008) 4 47
(47 = j€ 530 3| Q%F"*ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%‘;ﬂﬁ AL IRE B A ST P B PSM
A T G BT 23R 1 E o
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% F AL 2 Perry v Wise (1990) # 1 ehipnz @ § &

-l
]

Lo § e BPSMARL S 312 §FEF R awT T B %4

F 3

axf

4 Ak fHee gl hp 28 FHE GRFFE TE Y o F A

IS

N PRI R L S S R R A ARy
- % # & (Perry,etal., 2010) o gyt 2 *h > > gf auT ) {
Fl* &N E B A -TRE fe i H04) k4 47 PSM g% (Bright,

2008; Steijn, 2008; Vandenabeele, 2008 ) - Bright (2008) ¥ % # E

—\

N- B3 A PSM~ B A 2 BB GOk F RS

g bR AT 2 A RSB o Perry £ 4 (2010) {44

7 SN Uy

ML PSM e s —ubiE — 4 R R RE RT3 et 4 o
S s fakEsd o PSM & B X okl Th S T Ap M

Perry 4= Wise (1990) # 1 &h% = B B » R &> PSM &
A gz B enBf oo d 2t Perry o Wise (1990) 25 » M3t PSM
B Beh i PR #ERT 7 3o T Bk p 3
TrA BT (1) ax21iERgHRE PSM F i TERE > 5
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B R FILARRE YRR BORG B gl B
seehf B A S HiRRE 0 %% (Alonso & Lewis, 2001;
Bright, 2007; Leisink & Steijn, 2009; Naff & Crum, 1999;

Vandenabeele, 2009) - % #p# 7 ¢ > Naff = Crum (1999 ) j&z™
FERIFEREA LY CFRPSMEp MG LM 5 %
»* Naff = Crum (1999 ) e3¢ » Alonso v Lewis (2001) R

WHa T P2 8 s kTR B2 Alonso fr Lewis (2001) F
Fi@ 0 PSM 225t 453 1w B Gheni o v LR R A IR
Aty B g Y P el % o & F Alonso fr Lewis (2001) -k

W AR OMELEY A RRE D E T

\a

;\‘w

LN ES L

3 Alonso fe Lewis (2001) s 47 17 $ BG4 1) 7

2

PR A o

7 #> > Bright (2007) 12 2% i® 5 (e %38 » & 5 ~ PSM
VRl ARG BFRA Y BRG] D%E
FIPSM £ A& an@dEscsk > B R RE hahE ok o
Vandenabeele (2009) + 43 &y fIpF 253 f o 3 2 3 > PSM
BA M Byt e ® BEF M % 2@ Vandenabeele
(2009) #H R HE2eE RO R »cd i F > 1TEHILRE &R

2R R U e g BBl BA S Y 4T Rtk o
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Leisink 4+ Steijn (2009) #:E:# & 4,130 =k p & FF & chfa ff = 7%
R~ 17 PSM = B G »amehs s 9 (K Hg 2 %
Wi v xRz ) i3] % % 5 Rainey {v Steinbauer (1999 ) 7+
#HDPSM 5 # ez 553 (SR JRIE~ E532 B ) 22— BJC
Fried PSM #ifg = e’ s o diT s v @ 2L 1B 4 hif 2k
Brewer {- Selden (2000) {1 * 1996 & scf3n ® Falsk 13 > 3
WPSM &t e R a2 BF Y T w0l i b HRE o Kim
(2005) j€dx B 1,739 =¥ < sefrk B 77 3 ¢ 47 1 21 &7 Brewer
{r Selden (2000) #p e e % » R % PSM £ 4t 8k 4 »c 3L 12 35

BFD T MF M o Ritz (2009) #- #oci #ik g o ¥
Bh- BRI RAUERERER B 2 PSM A e (5K £
22 X FRE) 0 44 13,532 fii%i%ﬁém%&;ﬁ BEAG A

o JIERFESZHF IR

\\\?{r

BB o
,/TT”J i# A% ‘F‘%ki‘iﬂﬂ?ﬂ?g" 7k 5‘3‘&1?3» B v 2 g4
at

e

A @ sy 22 FF e? 4 %38 o Brewer fr Selden (1998)
Wi PSM 22 i § e B %5 Kim (2005) % Pandey -
Wright = Moynihan (2008) A %3 & 58 R * £ Rt | 1

FILPSM g2 s 2% (7 5 & % B % ; Andersen (2009) 3 &2

i

F2URN PP FRLEAR o Jah PSM 2 B ERFHI %
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KF”%},%% A B enPSM 25 7 F o IR
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Sk
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i A E R 2 GRS S AT o 0

-~

PSM 2zt P el o B X 303045 L B AL & - 22 7

S
iy
b
kS
SN

FAlB Bl B R OGER hBe - L1 (TR T AT SR o
Flpt > Le Grand (2006) 3o i @2 st R B AIE - B3 53 PRIR
BRI T HAR IR R HR AL R A o 7
el o4 » T2k E LRI L R SKRE > AR ES
FT R -

0L F R S E AR gty Rl E B A s 4T 0 SRS
RO TRIREFREERE o e AT R

S MR L ARELOBEEL R

ZF A PSM AR fprenad wmiko R RIEH I RE 2 ok

Bz SE B T PSM & e g o i ] 2 B Sl T
WA Ak p *r Knoke fv Wright-lsak (1982 ) eif e 2248 € #7

AP ARE L T A R p AN vt Ao § TArk PSM
RABAnE L e o RIESIER R eSS R app (b4t e
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0T ) fq—ﬁfﬂ'] ¢ irdg L € o Knoke - Wright-lsak (1982)
KR 5 Adwen™ Z7 RN A7 kA dl R > ¢ e
FI& PR e R o e A v e X LR R F 24 | Ak L
Wied LSRR R o ARE B o U AMOYEIHJIZ BRI ER
il 5 el Horwenikdg 428 (Wise, 2000) - #4R4p B = & 7 5T
v RRE 0 RN F AL BT LA P A par el
EE o Fp o APT ARG EEIE T AT RRERE LS

Hecdl enid % (Perry, etal., 2010)

G ETAL AP E PN L K BT A 0 &

Fo B ILAE KT 1989 & & 1004 & SR £ 2P £ 2 A

\-:nL
=
ga

MEaZ R o X > Crewson (1997) :i&2— #H#p » e
REFTAIHFOLE oI T8 4 AfFpaoE R ER
SRR L et FARF T INT R 1 e R 0 AP R 30
PRI P AdpfpstaNm A1 £&5 o Ft » Crewson
(1997) @ B3= chp it 3 300 £ » L3R 230 S kg 7
@’7 o

Karl 4= Sutton (1998) % Bright (2005, 2009) %= 3 » 3
PSM& £ & 3R h4F 2 B £ 3 f + B % Alonso f- Lewis (2001)
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A 471991 & 2 1996 & BN g R chX A A T AL 0 FIRE PSM

W

XA LG F RS TR G B s s G aE gy
Frank = Lewis (2004 ) 4] * 1989 & 2 1998 & = JRF* B 1 773
E?ﬁ’%m%“E$WEﬁi$Wﬁ%@ag,ngﬁfg
Pk st kg F £ B o Jx ot Frank f- Lewis (2004) %5
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3% Perry - Porter (1982) ¥ Wittmer (1991) i 5k > =
A R e PSM 3 w3t H s 38 epE 1 o @ PSM G ¢ 7 2R
REE S EJIERFERRECE pAREI R 0 R AR A
kP LEaa & & b s F g (Perry, 1996) -
G PRFEFEF RN A BB B AR R G
(Hondeghem & Perry, 2009) - # %] E i 4 § 22300 o S5 4p M

@}}%1‘.‘%% » & - Fe B R R Perry (1996) 22 PSM {6 &
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Ol ﬁ mF Ay (Bright, 2005; Camilleri, 2007; Moynihan &
Pandey, 2007; Perry, 1997 ) #® 3® 448 3 (Perry, 2000; Perry &
Vandenabeele, 2008) & PSM iRk i X A A - 384 § K518 5 %
WA Y M %8 (Pandey & Stazyk, 2008 ) & i = % 38 (Bright,
2005; Camilleri, 2007; DeHart-Davis, Marlowe, & Pandey, 2006;
Moynihan & Pandey, 2007; Perry, 1997 ) ¥f PSM 42 k& (7 7% » #£
TR BN B RTVERS SR BT ST ARAR
BB A KRG PSMen% & S RAFEFST TR IR TIE 1 (T
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Lewis, 2001; Bright, 2007; Leisink & Steijn, 2009; Naff & Crum,

1999; Vandenabeele, 2009 )
)T,}gf@; Ak om0 PSM &R A p s (Naff & Crum,
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Vandenabeele (2009) R4 1 T/ & & ~ 4% R K% PSM

SR WAL 4Rk AT 3 A o P (2011)

3

RAELIFEBPEIRI 2 F R -EY 27 %52 ke B

i
\21
ﬂ\
(Q
B
Pl
S
jisu
w

Sd AR 7] 0 H Ay

MEL M rr i

6
=

Flpt o AR 7 BK PSME 0" 9US &R 7 ek AR E 4T

H3:PSM &' 5um L R Z P E 5 & v B 1%
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Pz & FAyiE

R IEL AP E R AR PSM & 4p i F1E 0B R A AT
% ™ Perry (1996) “t% % <7 PSM £ # 2 Giangreco % « (2009)
BUAVRBLAREERZ AARZRS G FLAFLIRE
PR ARG o WRFTIEEAAP AL A A

4o

- CFF1EHAER

(- )PSME %

*AET EY* Perry (1996) #r#F B PSM £ 4 > £ &P 3 @
FRRSFE s X {lERkFE o FHCE pRAREI e G 0 L
2 Cronbach g & A+ 069 % 0742 F » L3 F| % f =& 5

039 1 0.78 -

PSM & & 4% Likert ;' 7 B-8 < 354 » B ¥ ¥ Bf £ A 34 o0
Kot P2 Ao BEN AR ARG BRT KT EA S 102
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(Z) PRBLAREZ

*FE g% Gilangreco & 4 (2009 )frih e Y R L R E & o
BAPFE PRI T B0 2R ARG 2 AR
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BFEfiE 5 0581 087

1““\3

+
n~

IR R R F A3 Likert ;N7 ghE 2t o B 5+ B

-\\
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345 & T2F2pd  ~T2kd,, ~T%4d,~TE3,
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B B R A HRAEE R R
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ReAz L L Bend g 8 A F 4 (25%) 2 4
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2

Y
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B 2 S eip B @;gw AP G I T A B PSM erdp BEAT L 0 4
IRRP AT FHHEY PSM 2 heFmbey o 2145 M
PSM~ "SR & R 2 PR STehfp AT T o 3 F0 0 > AT 3
% & 44%f Perry (1996) PSM & 4 2 Giangreco % « (2009) 3"t
BLRETAEFRFR T EFERZ LAY I E 205
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CEEE S e EEEY +P SIS S I E
~ RIEENEE R 2011 e 2 Y AH DR L DH S DR
B 236 R B Jeh A B E R R 2R L okw ok
X232 (v e 98%) ¥ - K IEREHSER 2011 £ £ 2 g
M2 21T ER S o £482% 255 R X a‘r"f M E
R RE S Foaaw e R 245 (wTE 96%) o %‘%’d =
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GHGEE A G ALP PP - R UHRBEEFE AL
(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) & i#| 2 &2k o
FIa Tl

Fr R EFEH2 A5 % SPSS 19.0 2 AMOS 19.0 szt

BoRE (7 TR A T8 R e R0 B R R A e

- N W 1+ T/J' fu;‘l'/év\‘%%

FrHRAT RO > N ERF A s A R E

A~ Tiogc Rk A2 A BT .

N

(- ) %#M 7% » 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)

Brirh AR R H IR ZEHEAE T CFA A 45 RRE L Hw 7
BIEen iz B o~ B & 2 A (convergent validity ) £ % % »x B
(discriminant validity )

1~ ®EmR

1245 Anderson {- Gerbing (1988) sk - &t &2 H 3%
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ot it S e R 302 2 2 R R L R 7 2 e KRB AR
e 5T WA A e A B afp AR & M e T % B AL
B EARAL 0 - AR E B SRE RS 0510 > X307
g 4F o

2~ ®BIPTR

1295 Anderson {r Gerbing (1988) uEik » L #4775 g B
c3p B (2 dic? CFA 4o iz 34 T {8 3] & "4 53¢ (unconstrained
model) cg % > £ -Ea Bis B2 Apk GG 1 T F
P45 2 % (constrained model ) 5 4% R R HCFN 27 G B
At Eg LR A NT A el @ ()4 3.84) 0 B &
ARG F RMPR G R LEGE 2 68T B4 T
B FAPM GEg (RARMPIREZERL) B 0k
R RRILEHF >V LeARAFENT 27 L F RS
%45 (Hair,etal,, 2006) - Fornell = Larcker (1981) %% » = -
ANl R SRk ) TR RIS A N A o) s S
T2 (FeEi TiE- e DAVE TS A g 2w
e Foiphd Glic) > L7 HEe BFE BFPTR o Fp 0 AP YN

CFAZ%HE 4 2.1 ~ % o
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(=) % %% %2 &~ ¥ (Multivariate analysis of variance,

MANOVA)

MANOVA i & * A iF34uf %] 50 B AR5 0P E 4
Ll BT iR FHES TRV T NG MG A
Flpb m g gt 2% > H32d 2 MANOVA 7 M eJd® 5 £ 4p ik F %

BT AL > FORRIE S Y R E AR AL > B

et Toac kR E

B oo Fgt > A7 0 MANOVA % %

AR B A RIS 98 PSM £ £ 4858 o 3 (HL) o

(=) %3 #~ 7 (Analysis of variance » ANOVA)

FIRERBEAPHRILSENFLRAE ) USRS
Yo B BREIE L R RO o B R EA TP AR T K
o (k=2) a2 T FApE a7 F 0 Wi LT oERALT
DEILES S &2 E SRR R Ny
B2 RVAFLNRRE LB AL SEBING > T E - IR
PR R RF (R RR) S RIAETET FORA KR

BitL ¥R AT THFALAR 53 28 P47 E %R LR



B (L) 2®psdipip: (2)*wagiiktng
(3) & @RLREF R # AR EHIE P Iz o F o
MANOVA # % % % 5 87 % £ B p¥ > 2 ANOVA % %1 % 378 &2

bt F R : (H1L) -
() B> 4238 (Structural Equations Model, SEM )

P OUBRFEA Y ERHOE R ARG SR ) o R A
S FENGE A AR aE AR T oo PUKIL A e e iR
(preliminary fit criteria) ~ & %8 #-;% i fie & (overall model fit) %
Bost g pe & (fit of internal structure of model ) ( Bagozzi &
Yi,1988) % = % & en i sWap R 0¥ L K Renikdy o Fl 0 AT
SEM Z%z# PSM ~ A#H 'YK T B 2 P22 B T2 (H2 ~ H3 ~

H4) o

85



86



- -1 ‘_L ),

ARRFLREHRENETRL AR SRR ]

o
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/

-

- FyriEgEiEie
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- “PSM 2 "SRR R E 2 5B P E RS

Nunnally (1978) 3% % #8387 35 «hE A 7 AL 5 8 B AT A
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A e 2 ¥ & 4 (Mallinckrodt & Wang, 2004 ) 5 #s:% % &%

A T - LR R AL 2 - L7 4 i an
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B EE SRR L EYESELRA S BEFRR LT LR
AR ABEFFATEF S pRBPEFEFLF v BRE
R4 P ) AR B R (P S FR IR
FARR) VHEFCELARAE Ry B R AR AEFT S
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FEEEF D A AR R AR TR

NPT I E S 2R IE R
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Z ~PSM 23R LR E A K- XIFHET ML & B3
AT A 201l #5 2 FHAHIRER TS - T
M- XIRELEEFEFREEP P F 2B S H 2011 £ 4

'?;é‘v’&jﬂ; F%ﬁ FLIE 7 ket o

4\

A EVR2ZFRE
og EEFR AW AL D) - R RELFE AT
(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) & if] 2 22172 K » fpd g & 4
AT

(- ) %- X FHESE

44

§- AR S File%dod 42 2 % 437

ke
T
b
R
&
W
‘3\7 N

42 % - R E AR TR (N=232)

(+32) (L)

Cr o 4 e %
NG D (29.3) (4.8)
1) g 96 41.7%
~ 134 58.3%
KT AR 2 9 3.9%
g 152 65.5%
g s 71 30.6%
B ¥ R B o 155 67.4%
¥z 75 32.6%
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% 4-2 (%) (N=232)

Ar I A A TR g %
e dr A f A E ] 25 10.9%
2 54 23.6%
3 53 23.1%
4 22 9.6%
58 5 75 32.8%
Z ¥ 2 i 4 130 56.5%
& 100 43.5%
SAAFHE IR 4 28 12.2%
F 4 201 87.8%
L e 0 212 91.4%
1 7 3.0%
2 11 4.7%
3 1 0.4%
4 1 0.4%
FA i DB -4 108 47.0%
% 122 53.0%
BN 3 K1 18 7.8%
1-2 66 28.4%
2-4 0 0.0%
4-6 72 31.0%
6-8 34 14.7%
8-10 18 7.8%
5% 10 24 10.3%
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o A F o ¥ -
Foi 4o Q1 3.1 1.1
Q2 4.1 0.9
Q3 3.1 1.1
N E P FRE Q4 3.2 1.0
Q5 2.6 0.9
Q6 3.9 0.9
Q7 3.6 0.9
Q8 37 0.9
e i Q9 4.2 1.0
Q10 3.9 1.0
Q11 3.8 1.1
Q12 4.0 0.9
Q13 37 0.9
Q14 3.8 0.9
Q15 2.9 1.1
Q16 2.9 0.9
JEAE ¥i2 Q17 33 1.0
Q18 34 0.9
Q19 35 1.0
Q20 2.9 0.9
Q21 35 0.9
Q22 3.6 0.8
Q23 3.0 0.9
Q24 2.6 1.0
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% 4-3 (%) (N=232)

& 2 BiE T
HIE RS Q25 3.0 1.0
Q26 3.8 1.0
Q27 3.9 0.8
Q28 3.9 0.8
Q29 2.8 1.1
Q30 2.9 1.1
2 g Q31 3.0 1.0
Q32 3.3 1.0
Q33 3.4 1.0
Q34 3.1 1.0
Q35 3.3 1.0
HEF A IR Q36 3.5 0.9
Q37 3.3 0.9
Q38 3.4 0.9
Q39 3.7 0.8
Q40 3.5 0.8
FoR S 3.4 0.7
2P ERERS 3.4 0.6
e e 46 3.6 05
AT FiX X 3.2 0.6
HE SRS 2 3.4 0.7
PIHOTH H 3.2 0.8
EALESER X 35 0.7
PSM % 8 3.4 0.4
YRR R R 3.4 0.6
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AEL A 1R A e AR E R AR LN Ao

o FRVRBLE LS a

-Enl
o
')
3

PSM 254 .5 «

SASNLN

B2 (4ok 4-4) o d 2t Perry (1996) 355 f o 3 i ¥
Fr AL R HR2 f o B E L PSME A 7 H
F

 pEerALan ;o Kim (2009b) e# 3 7BEm | G 7 G * TR

PSM £ 3+ % e ik 2 B £ chig % » 23R ¥f 6 HFFReCs 1 o B

g

<+

Friej 2eecd PSM B & o B o kAT F i 12 item-deleted a
'/:E'L_ ’ *ﬁ%ﬁu‘quﬁ 1&{5? 19?‘]"_\31% ‘I{jP{‘\]; a El"_g’f’l 2_"%‘5 ) );?IRJ'PI'JK,/T\%KA’\
Fodlisv el ApMieo o @ 4L PSM £ 4 chF » 34 5425

R EALBE HUTPSM B 4 F 0 4T AL § @ S F K F AT

ST e G ETS 0 AT HPSM B AP rF F AL 1A F

&

g R T RN E R G el 0 P B2 R EAoi 45

S BREP TN EES S A = X

#4-4 ¥ E4Ew a2 item-deleted a i@

*#‘i' PSM item-jei;]tded o
Py 485
1 Trip, 2 BhdEnz 4 (F) A99*
2 cEAfampgutacaMAR (F) 270
3 AZSARILAAP (F) .388

*item-deleted @ &+ ** % a &
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ﬁ‘i PSM item:(jlr:e(:ed o
& E ] F R 678
4 gH3iha Do FeErAFESREL- 2FE2E (F ) .689F
5 A¥p R RPDER 674
6 HAAT o RADIERDBAFTLL 610
7 TG A RAIE O ABRRERDFEEMER {581
8 AR SRRBEXNGSAFE 571
o s 560
9 ﬂ&*%ﬁg%%ﬁfﬁ#%(ﬁ) 491
10 A ad gt 87 7 a 511
11 #2858 2 5 @Rt 6 A hZEr Tt 559
12 b3 » € e 7 EARE L SRRAL 435
13 ApESFRIEL A augak (F) 485
14 pAEFCFRART)A P IS A ®IE S 535
15 AggeFtirramperg 13 5 ke (F) 590"
16 A2 2R AFPhIERILR 5 (F) 581*
e 2 764
17 {353 RAEEF T2 R BASKRLELR 720
18 B @i»@&{am.w 743
19 #aAaz FRERITLEL (F) .768%
20 A g iEes s 2" L1 F AN 751
21 TR LGP RS EARL K L 735
22 AEEAPHALE v AR OTGEE P rFTeh 736
23 AR OUBAERAKER AL L Ferw 4 X 745
24 AWEPEINE 0L LT AR § ePABALRY £ X gk 112

*item-deleted « &< *tHEw a @
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%44 (F)

e PHUERA

a B

2R A AT
201 S H

HEF A IR

.836

.881

879

3 45 PSM & 4 F w3813 I ¥

PSM £ # F 4L TR LR

TR 58

1 Trtia, - BhaRGs 4 TRein ) 3 L BAAENE
ShARagEAG T ARAR  HAG T SR AR EREL

3 AAIARFsAF EARESE I N S PR

AE 'fll_‘;‘ 3 ;%,

4 HA T O FBRBEOATFEREL- 2 BHAA 3 FRECAAFERS -
T2 % CRF

P\,:"I%":U

9 ARG AR DT AF AL G R L

13 At F R IIE A A AiEAL AFFBIIEA A REAL

5 FHRRAEAARG S G P A R ERRA AR
L k"r‘g‘:u

(g FHSEURLARANLAFE  WEADCRLAFIDERG S
7 %

ERE: Eed

19 ¢aa B wgT(£E #$AG 2 RITVAER( TR
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EERFAP MR IR TR AT ER TR
ARSI R AN

%46 ZAFTIEZ LGP AR R pAKERG @ E
kg FRYRBLRES cha B R 08 1t 5 PSM #
B¢k TR R S S R - R RRK (@=043) 2
o TR IERFE ) ~ TR 2 Tp gy | 2405

2

a @i 0701 kE - KA > DeVellis (2003) 5 P -

N

E=

EEEF TS R R RS RN

L w chie £ & (composite reliability, CR) £ L 355 8 fic %
P~& (average variance extracted, AVE) > MR £ il & o F
WP AT RE-ARAFL I L R L e R RETIO¥

PR

a{‘;

\\\?{r

PHIPE R ERARG CFRTF TR S8 e 5 043

Hapfre vk 07 k% (Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, &

K}
=1
—mbe
-
o
7
\\\?{r
\\-Q:E_

Py TR B T AEE ) e AEHE
# & 0.5 (Hair,etal.,2006) > H i SR P SRR .

s AFEF 1 EE T PSME £ el

\\\?{.y

2 Heom



e TR S a®  CR AVE

S EPRGEE 8 (PSM)

s R %8 (PP) 3 0.43+ 041+  0.20+
2 E4IERE (PC) 5 083 083 050

e (S) 8 070 072 026+
f A (SS) 8 0.86  0.85 043+
s LR (TS)

2% (TE) 6 0.90 090  0.60

gt (TU) 5 0.94 094 076

#E 4 (TP) 5 095 095  0.79

+ AZREE

AP URBLEFIEARERFY L 2SR P
BEH RMSEA &5 007 &4gs 8 $tin b o 0F 4 § F 8 0
TERB T DT Z L FEOEREFRE (0k 47) -2
- HBALHER TR FEFR 5 - 4 T e £- B

v

FROEFISHE T AEREFTEF D 2t | PR
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i A 44 4% E 0.4 (Ford, Mac Callum, & Tait, 1986) >

BRI 2 FE f RIS 04

247 LHANFIZEFES RS S

i W MAGAE t
R A 1 0.29+ 3.60 %
2 0.56 6.55 **
3 0.47 5.80 ***
P 4 0.68 11.30%%*
TRHE R 5 0.76 13.18%**
6 0.77 13.40 ***
7 0.58 9.01 **+
8 0.74 12,66 ***
. 9 0.47 7.18 **
10 0.63 10,11 ***
11 0.57 8.84 ***
12 0.65 10,37 ***
13 0.63 10,09 ***
14 0.45 6.87 **
15 0.24+ 3.44 *¥
16 0.41 6.10 ***
PN 17 0.67 11.36 ***
AR 18 0.62 10,34 ***
19 0.69 11.84 ***
20 0.55 §.87 **
21 0.74 13.00 ***
22 0.74 12,84 ***
23 0.56 0.03 **
24 0.63 10.43 ***
o+ p<.001
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%47 ()

ik e F&fFE t

20 A 2k 25 0.63 10.62 ***
26 0.85 16.16 ***
27 0.86 16.39 ***
28 0.82 15.23 ***
29 0.77 13.08 ***
30 0.74 13.07 ***

2 31 0.89 17.69 ***
32 0.90 17.90 ***
33 0.92 18.86 ***
34 0.88 17.40 ***
35 0.73 13.16 ***

MR 36 0.90 17.92 %
37 0.90 18.05 **+
38 0.87 17.13 ***
39 0.89 17.65 ***
40 0.88 17.37 ***

***p<,001

% 48 R EREMFIZ A1 RO BN hioeL

k& %o ;’;f;m B erip b A licoid St g ¥k o 2 ¢ PSM

[l
D
X

L e B andp B P B Y B B BUR R R S HEG B an
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ABM Bl F 2k o d 0T L PSM I BUS LA e L R

- ¥ a7
L RFPIR o

48 L ipe I enip b ik

PR EE 2EJIERE RHEe P ARE PR pEoLr
2EAIE ARG 0.61%%*
e s 0.59%%%  0.66%**
A 5“:%2#:*. 0.49*** 0.73*** 0.80***
R A BT 0.27*** 0.29*** 0.46***  0.48***
DR 0.39%%%  0.36%%* 0.44%%%  050%%*  0.71%*
HEF A IR 0.45*** 0.39*** 0.53***  (0.49*** 0.71*** 0.70***
***n< 001

AT RES VAT IELZGRE A > 5 R

GAMZ PSME LG Tt s P &R A & KT

&

FOR $ 84 g D3P HAFY ﬁ-?r%ﬁﬂo@%&ﬁ‘% & I Perry
(1996) 4@y 5 B3R T 28 ;i’i,ﬁi’é}_i[&f#@ ¥ e
Ap B £ 7% > Brewer ~ Selden 4- Facer { # % (2000) #xis 22 5 i
H) A 2o EPRFEeh5EE 4 Kim (2009) 44 %ts dp @ & gy 3
N A RaeiF et g TR R S8 255 s 5 Coursey

Perry ~ Brudney 4= Littlepage (2008) == 3 # 1 & &4 u,f Iz ¥

porhn g 0 % - AL TFsH - BT R &% 1648
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TRERHFEIP A e AR FR RS
50290230 Mt 54 R 040 47 LA ALD 2 E R
AILE P EHNELGRIE L o 2 RAFHBHE R 7 SR
AR FCR F8 e ¢ A0 F1E fF R % (Kim, 2009b; Liu,
etal,2008) ; kpr> 2Ep TAEREFZER AR B DA
74 F% f R aER 2 (Kim, 2009b) -

F b oot o %F,Lﬁ—’—ﬂle My 3
BRAESDT R | > THAR T 2R AL R RER | 2 T3

ORI A P ig%@jﬁ%%éﬁﬁ&z FedEp TAE R

FEFEA At | o Tt AT ENWRIZFAY D

\m

L3 PSM 2B RS A £ 4, £37364 2 ¢ PSM 2

2 > TRdEe 2 T gRe ) = 4e 2048 5 3

—|
N
i

4
-
}»6

FABRZREEEF Ty, ~ Tolgoer | 2 TH@mLAR ) =

o 164T o & 3SRl B 5P F 4ok 49 “ o
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49 gz B AN

o 8% PSM
SEHE 1 $HAD T 0 FEE AT TR T

\

o 2 AgHp o R E PR

9 Wam 3 o §We e 7 ERE A iFAE
10 AFFRIIEA A TuEAL
11 R RARE P A

L3

12 PR RFFRAEA 2L AE
pAdRE 13 WA FAAEF IR B SR ER

14 BEF RN R A LA SR

15 HaAa D RIFTVHEE( L2

16 5\1;’1”15%7%’:’%?}—%’&{;; - AN

17 TG A RIS R RAR A
VA AL g v R < AL g P i
19 NP OCRSFLRER AR L Fe e 4K

20 ‘\"ziﬂi:""’ rG AR g HuEAb A A F & m;%ﬁ_

18

\4\-\
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249 (%)

15 I OVHELA

P A 21 AEP R GH g iR TS &
22 AEDIRHB R PSR
23 AR OR IR ISR
24 FAEDPASHE RO R T1A R
25  AERSREAR SR X R R TS R
26 A g YGRS E E E TS R
Pl 27 ARG PRI A 2 % v
28 ARG YIRS A KBRS B Gup B {2 24
29 ARIZVRAELEBAEY F Radph R

* P IEE AR

lﬁe

m
30 ARG VPN AT IR
31 Ana v LGRS R

WEF AR 32 AL R 4 R TSR
33 AWAFRREFER LAY gud RIEL
34 AEHFEFFLFIRER R 4 R IR
35 AHHFHIRLE NS Eome 1R
36 AR F S 2R TR R

Z - PSM 22" BB 2 C%BEMLFIZ A minw A %

o~ 3R
B FERLIE FOERIE S 26 s AR 0 AFTY A W £ PSM 20

RARLREA2Z RN wpPRA > EATRFHEL T A4 0 A
PR LR RS BFEF B EFRIPSM B3GR R R G 0 6
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Bl& 3= ¥ % v & (scale dimensionality) ~ 3 B % »x R » ZhiE
Friftde T ol

(- ) PSM & 4%

PSM & % cs%#H 472 2478 % 40k 4-10 #7757 o d % 4-10
T LR s it ¢ LR nF)E f R W 40 040 4% 0.41~0.72

SR P AR R PRI RS 122 0001 R A AT 5 A

FENWRIPSMEA T2 JIEKE, ~ TRiFw 2 T g
HooHEe 224w RERE»R (convergent validity ) o gt oh
PSM= i &fiachag B8 e &G R EH< 07 THFF 508

K$ flsted b @A HG 35430 050 7 AT L T 61 PSM

Il

ZHRRERNTIEZRX

=0 E- &R E L DR PR (discriminant validity)) - 4
3 4 * Anderson - Gerbing (1988) £k /2 » #-= 1 & H
B EOAR B BRI B DAL RS G L aip b iy B
EFREFE M REOES LT EF R R A S
(constrained model ) =iz & (goodness of fit) > H 2% & % 4o

F03-11 9757 o d g AR e i B AR BT & R

Ik

R4 2%

o AT PSM ¥ e BERFPRR H f BB

100 -
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% 4-10 PSM 38 1+ 7] % & 47 5 &

o R FlE A t a® CR AVE
~xflE 1 0.68 11.31%** 0.83 089 061
K3 2 0.76 13.25%**
3 0.76 13.25%**
4 058 9.21 **
5 0.74 12.60%**
e i 6 0.41 5.99*** 074 0.80 0.37
7 0.59 9.14%**
8 0.55 8.46%**
9 0.66 10.46%**
10 064 10.14%**
11 046 6.95%**
12 042 6.14%**
PRy 13 066 11.09*** 0.86 090 053
14 062 10.26%**
15 0.70 11.95%**
16 055 8.74%**
17 074 12.94%%*
18 074 13.00%**
19 056 9.07***
20 0.63 10.49%**
CR: &R EAVE: TR % 55§

***p<.001
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Z 4-11 PSM *L4 | 50 22 2L 0 050 et i

) Ad R pd R Ay2 P
g 3804 166 2.35

SN 1 5225 167 3.13 1331  <0.001
SN 2 5220 167 3.13 1326  <0.001
SRR 3 4955 167 2.97 106.1  <0.001

TS 13 T2 L flE R, & TRbs ) {8 il i =1
UHRCR 20 (e ) & T8 Sk ) 16 B el e =1
IR 3 TSI RGBT ARE e MM Gl =1

Foebol o R 1R B Rl fig B Gilics 0.66
"o 8 T AR e Bl lics 08207 2R IE
Wk 8 T AR e Bt M B E 073 (4ol 4-1) o A
WZBALERG F? gRAMME S AT E- B BER T A S
¢ % (second order )z. PSM f#a ( Boudrias, Gaudreau, & Laschinger,
2004; Kim, 2009b ) - ¥ j#fft = 6 B odp B 1L 0 T 454t K
TR AN AT BB R 4o B 4-2 97T o 2t Z FF PSM 5t
B ARSAITTE RenEERE x5 38940 pd B L 166 0 CFI

% 0.88 RMSEA i& % 0.07 » 22— p# PSM %55\ e 4 5% Ao

trTERFERPE o
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MHFIER G

\t\

66

A3 @

82

B8

76

76

.58

74

A

59

66

.64

46

A

B2

a0

54

74

T4

.56

B3

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

Q8

Q9

Q10

Q11

Q12

Q13

Q14

Q15

Q16

Q17

Q18

Q19

Q20

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE RS

Chi square = 389.406; df = 166; CFl = .878; RMSEA = .074

B 4-1 — 13 PSM SRz 1+ 514 & 7 5 %
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YA G

S

a7

?_\

(2
AR ENE —— @

95

6a

76

16

74

A

59

BB

B4

46

A
.66

B2

70

54

74

.14

.56

63

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

Q8

Q9

Q10

Q11

Q12

Q13

Q14

Q15

Q16

Q17

Q18

Q19

Q20

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEE NN

Chi square = 389.406; df = 166; CFl = .878; RMSEA = .074
B 4-2 - 12 PSMZzEHEFZ2 L4758 %
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(Z) AT ARE 2

PRBLRE AL HFL TG AR ok 312 40 o d £
4-12 7 @t e P P PFFR AR Y A3 04 40
057~093 2. F » H szt B S onbgx-L& w2 0001 =%
BEAFAFTENGRZVRBELREL TR A T e
M2 gsg | A Matgr o e 22 & REFERR
(convergent validity ) = %/ R:®E 2 & ' RB R A= L & Hia
g BE e LB REBEHAAN 07 TEFZEEEH43 050 %
PR VAR TR AR R AR R AR R L o

rEFE- HHREE F DORFPR (discriminant validity ) -

BE Aok 413957 > RERET AU ORGAEF RN LA

RS PR R R AR FERIPRRE > E L Ehg g
ﬁx,u .Iiaqg &45 V! __l— R
% 4-12 S LR REIL TR A TS %
o P FlEFEFE t @& CR AVE
g A 21 057 9.47*** 090 092 0.66
22 0.89 17.30%**
23 0.89 17.37%**
24 0.85 16.33%**
25  0.70 12.11%**
36 0.66 11.21%**
CR: & &ERE AVE: TF % 55§
***p<.001
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%412 ()

T o WP FlEimg t a® CR AVE
gt 27 0.89 17.76*** 094 095 0.78
28 0.90 18.04%***
29 0.93 18.95%**
30 087 17.04%**
31 071 12.53%**
FEEAR 32 0.90 18.11*** 095 0.96 0.84
32 0091 18.40%**
34 0.87 17.03%**
35 0.87 16.84%**
36 0.86 16.54%**
CR: &R AVE: T15%)4 55§
*xxn< 001

% 4-13 2VHUR R U & 2RI v R

Y pd R pd R Ay P
ERSE TR = 330.7 98 3.38
PR L 401.0 99 4.05 702  <0.001
P 2 375.7 99 3.80 450  <0.001
PR 3 431.0 99 4.35 100.3  <0.001

IR L Tigeian ) & Toigoc | e B eantp i fhdic =1
L 20 Ttgoer | Todgm A ) o B adp i ki =1
LB 3 Tton & TRl A o B andp i ki =1
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Foebo Tt i mlangoe® e @ enjp b hlcs 071
Tyt o TEER AR e Benip i g 5 071, TR
Bk g TAR AR e Feaip bl ¥k 0.68 (40H 4-3) -
AWz BARHEG B FRAMME S AP TR HBER TS
CHEZPPGR ARG > VRS Z e Fauph i ¥ ey
PR RS AN B SRR 44 T o gD TR
BALRNS S RN AT TR ROy 5 3307 pd
B4 98>CFl g% 094> RMSEA & % 0.10> &2 - Fs2i % 2 B H

NARFEULFZAITEREESAR o
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GllET% s

08 SlEvdz:

Bl 4-3 - P2 8 R SREIL T E AT %
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57

.89

.89

.85

70

66

.88

90

93

kT4

g1

90
a1

87

&7

88

Chi square = 330.730; df = 98; CFl = .939; RMSEA =..

Q21

Q22

Q23

Q24

Q25

Q26

Q27

Q28

Q29

Q30

Q31

Q32

Q33

Q34

Q35

Q36
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57 Q21

(&7) oo

.89

Q23

= Q24

2ol Q235

Q26

86

83

Q27

Q28

.86

SRR Q29

Q30

a3 Q31

80

Q33
EEMFEIR > Q34

Q35

Q32

N

87

Q36

*

86

Chi square = 330.730; df = 98; CFl = .939; RMSEA = .099

Bl4-4 Z A" USSR RHRFBHFIZ LTS
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E

5%

SF £ AR B ARIEE 25 15 PSM &

Rl

J
AEFTUREDAFTHREFR SR L4700 WP XA R

BABEERAFE Bt RTEEFI R PSM § A8 %
2. £ B 73 PSM s 525 o

- AR

B

$r—

N

AFEE AW YURBE A (S - N 2 B - % 444 2011 &
T2 RAHRIVFREEAREREAE (5P Foo

) P XVIAR B AFELS FHEAAcR 4145 T F Hitde

=3

o

1 Z3oEdsl 287 f o H ¢ 30 T F i 75.7% -
SRR R A

=

2~ &g E 2 o A B (59.3%) 5 F 1+ (40.7%) -
3 frios -

Hr1 B E o1 F(524%)% FFf “t1 + (47.6%)

BRSO B0 o2 BB T29% 0 R E kR
Feh e R S o ik 62.5% o

&

& W] ik 53.2%2% 88.3% 0 = 4 Al 5

4~ FRT R GGAFRRIRINA 0 MR R R R RIRF RS
5-

\\\?{r

A% (932%) o
e iR AR F RS 2~3 K F 0 £ EAT2% -
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6 pAEE ;}B%l; b B A s fk 4 B 45.4% o

JANE RS- S L AR oL SRS L ,F;%;;ﬁ % 8 ik 35.1%

22 69.3% o

% 4-14 %20 4 B B AR (N=622)
(FiE) (HFFZ)

B 3 %
P (28.7) (45)
e 3 239 40.7%
-+ 348 59.3%
5 R s 311 52.4%
B i 283 47.6%
LR Y ST 433 72.9%
i 161 27.1%
YR (e 389 62.5%
1 2R e 233 37.5%
¥ Sl 4 267 46.8%
£ 304 53.2%
BAFRE > 4 69 11.7%
A ¥4 523 88.3%
ERN 0 552 93.2%
1 22 3.7%
2 17 2.9%
3 1 0.2%
Yl 1 90 15.4%
2 139 23.8%
3 137 23.4%
4 61 10.4%
5 41 7.0%
6 44 7.5%
7 15 2.6%
8 12 2.1%
9 6 1.0%
10 =c 12 ¢ 40 6.8%
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%414 (F)

(N=622)

i e %
FA E 2B 269 45.4%
FAP & 206 35.1%
10T 86 14.7%
12 & 111 18.9%
3-4 & 84 14.3%
5-6 i 38 6.5%
7-8 & 30 5.1%
9-10 7 1.2%
10 & 12 t 25 4.3%
NP EH & 410 69.3%
11 78 13.2%
1-2 & 39 6.6%
34 & 38 6.4%
5-6 12 2.0%
7-8 & 7 1.2%
9-10 3 0.5%
10 12 1 5 0.8%
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AR AR S PSM nE £ 0 00t i B (T PSM ¥

L% 2 b (£ 42) > FRVRH S PSM RS

‘\3\\-

LR E

\_11

N

Bepdi - B9 S TR G IHBEAIE A g

=E

B G flebie ) g5 = A T AN e R A T A
) R ZFEREES )RR - THAR T o F
B CAFERT A FE % 158 T8N 2 > AL T VR
LEL ) % 168 T AT A5 FMAS, ~ 5 17
TR o RBRDEARE 2 % % 1845 T A K

BAPHEHAAE PR HALE Y TED D) FHA DT PR

FHEFRRNF-BE T 2R3 e 0 T3 T
REHE G PE - REFHSERFR R - BRPAESS
BéfEe 2 PSM B A % - - PR FHESY T aF L2

> Norman ~ Sloan §= Wyrwich (2003) =35 L35E £ B & +
SRE L £ S B A LA P R AT
PP B S FEFLR  F T mL BHAg

§ U2 BELMARFALES L0 R AL 4R AA R

—\\

$ PSM iz 7 < o
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%4-15 2095 15 AL R g (N=622)
% - PR E L

T o P THE ERL THE REE t

2EHEF Q 336 087 348 081  3.45**

S Q2 378 081 381 077  0.89
Q3 411 075 410 070  -0.25
Q4 380 074 369 074 -3.28**
Q5 388 074 387 069  -0.33

s Q6 405 083 407 075 0.8
Q7 422 075 411 074 -3.06**
Q8 402 084 399 078  -0.78
Q9 399 075 397 070  -0.47
Q0 351 075 345 077  -1.83
Q11 394 078 391 071  -092
Q12 320 079 322 079  0.62

pA%E QL3 353 078 356 077 0.99
Q14 364 080 361 077 -0.81
Q15 354 086 363 081 2.74**
Q16 318 076 325 079  2.12*
Q17 358 082 367 081 278
Q18 366 074 375 072  2.95**
Q19 329 077 335 076 172
Q20 295 083 301 084 179

*p<.05; **p<.01
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4 4-15 (¥ ) (N=622)

VRN A 3.79 0.58 3.79 0.58 0.19

I HE 3.85 0.50 3.82 0.51 -1.51
PR 3.42 0.57 3.48 0.58  3.04**
PSM %# %% 3.66 0.47 3.68 0.49 0.93
**p<.01

=& X334 R PSM 2z 4p B 38

AT LT - HIFETFEBPSM rp b RIE 0 S R E R
$c~ 47 (multivariate analysis of variance - MANOVA) &5 &
FRARRHFESFLT I EFLE 2V ARG TR
o H RS A 2R EFTE AFE 2 (TR AR
% B 7% & (ordinal scale) - rz#& 4@+ ¥ 2_ (linear trend test)
P PSM b it %A L £ 5 kAR PSM E_F 3 ST %78 58 K& 3 4
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- ~PSM "2 5 1K R 2 AP R

AFE g 0 MANOVA & 73§ 1 4 it 2 £ 115 K
B OAR B R 47 0 IR E S ot R B o L I FRET B AT
e 4416 T e i - H AT R SRR £ E ARG
HA GG S LB FMAELE N -3 THAD SRR
AR E LR, R AL T AR 2 ARG T
2 S e ARG R A IE A g R EER S ik
FEMEFEHFNL MG (dok 417)  Bu L B35 =41
"HAR T FREOERBAEFEL | PENBFEIRFL

B (4rd 4-18) > LB TE s (417) BE R

<l
&
)
g
5
(o
i
iy
N

(4.04) -

30416 4 i 22 ) F AGEZ M % (N=622)

TR Wilks' A F
£ 0.97 3.33**
A 0.98 2.35*
B Fr 0.99 1.08
LR 0.99 72
FY e 0.99 70
Z s e 0.99 0.99
SEAFPE R 0.99 1.46
+ i 0.99 1.36
+ Rk 0.99 1.66
FA E DB 1.00 57
FIR 0.98 1.96
ALYl 1.00 46

*p<.05; **p<.01
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44-17 EdL8 2 ¥ 41 ¥ KEAE S5 % 2 M 5 (N=622)

AL F JiE s t
Q1 022 .008 2.73%*
Q2 016 007 2.19*
Q3 .004 007 60
Q4 .020 007 3.06**
Q5 .006 007 .90

*p<.05; **p<.01

104-18 Prugr o 2 )5 KEAE SRS % 2 M B (N=622)

g L
1P Tin BB L Ty ML F
Q4 3.41 0.92 3.34 0.85 0.96
Q5 3.82 0.81 3.77 0.81 0.64
Q6 4.04 0.79 4.17 0.70 4.43*
Q7 3.82 0.79 3.80 0.70 0.05
Q8 3.90 0.75 3.90 0.74 0.00

*p<.05

= ~PSM Tl e | 55 2 A b R

"7 MANOVA & {73 % i 4 Bt e s Hm AR B e
W F RPN e Y R e B R o PEME R G MG B

Ydod 4-19 #0 o WAL odR S B e e £ 30T B AL %
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b e (4 4-20) > FIRPEL[E S AR TA YA E KR hE L
Fréo )~ BT AL ARG R AT T AR B AT

\p =
moe

At

P EBARTE A NEERAEL ) 2 1l TR Y S

At

CEFRLIIA PR kg R B EAM a2 bt
HADFHSFZXEREFF I P hafE T Baed ¥ 3

TAFARALE R B E R | P EEE R TR R B P TR

OES

Bl @y atois (413) ¥ s e (393) -

% 4-19 B A e ez B % (N=622)

AAFH Wilks' A F
S 0.98 1.41
iy 0.96 3.78**
5 0.98 1.80
212k 1.00 .26
T 0.97 2.37*
cE 0.98 1.47
B 0.99 .62
3 4 ) 0.99 A1
¥ 2k g 1.00 32
RA ;};l%l; 0.99 48
FRR P 5 0.99 .98
23N 1.00 38

*p<.05; **p<.01
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% 4-20 2 fedp 4 Be 2 e e 30 B AR R 2 B 7 (N=622)

(ER] 5 R e

s F F
Q6 10.51%* 8.40 *
Q7 11.08** 3.55
Q8 9.29%* 2.67
Q9 3.19 0.03
Q10 .03 0.07
Q11 9.16%* 0.48
Q12 01 3.82

*p<.05; **p<.01
Z ~PSM T p gk Hho 2 ApH %A

1 MANOVA it 7+ T8 o AR PG 2 ¥ ciofp 24

PR R AL feR B p ARG DS R TR R
Bhkdrd 4210 8- HHRARE R BulfeF K p ARPET §
LR b 5 (£ 422~ £ 4-23) > $ R EHH T 135 T HAq
PIEALE G TR Rt B A #}Tﬁ;gigJ 5 14g\ra&;r.,%¢,«

B AN W 5 16%@%&6%%%;;;&@\;; SR I RN N
FL7TH TR PY RO REARL 2 - F 1048
TR B RER AL S b &Jgjﬁaizof%gr;wﬁ

PEERT 0250 AL SRAL L E A iR | S R D
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v

w B R PIE Y 16 32 ré‘ﬁﬂb’%fi‘f%é‘ﬁfiia K- P

4

g8
20 AF TAREREIRT 02 G T AL RALRLN E S iR | EALR
55 REFARM R ES SRS T EEFE
FRG R I3 THAR T BALE G TR B A dﬁ}ug A
E %1558 THAD T  RIFUFRR{EE | 5 164 A
FT IS L AN L T RIRA A % 184 AR A A g
W AR L AR € P ATiE R en )~ % 1948 T AR S B R K

B a2 Flew g 2 5 2080 T AREPERT LG 0 AL D

WAL E S R SMT RN ELL  FET EHTALL

% 4-21 B A plEg g AR MR (N=622)

& AT Wilks' A F
E 0.97 2.61**
AT 0.95 3.68%x*
5 Fr 0.98 1.27
LR St 0.99 59
4 B e 0.98 1.57
3 ¥ 0.97 2.36*
WAFRE 0.98 1.36
e 0.99 97
¥ i 0.98 1.14
FEPS 0.99 98
F3N ks 0.97 1.89
23N sk 0.99 82

*p<.05; **p<.01; ***p<.001
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30422 EdLPp AGRENT E AL 2 M % (N=622)

2P p i t
Q13 018 007 2.49%
Q14 016 007 2.25 *
Q15 010 008 1.34
Q16 021 007 3.04 **
Q17 017 007 2.31 %
Q18 010 007 1.54
Q19 026 007 3.79 *x*
Q20 026 008 3.49%*

*p<.05; **p<.01; ***p<.001

# 4-23 PufrR Rk FE g AEPIEA FA SR M (N=622)

s ey % Hct
F F

Q13 1.78 6.30*
Q14 1.33 2.60
Q15 0.46 10.20%*
Q16 9.50 ** 9.10%*
Q17 0.13 1.50
Q18 0.03 7.00%*
Q19 2.59 5.80*
Q20 8.17** 12.60%**

*p<.05; **p<.01; ***p<.001
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$w & £ 4R PSM s 3 BUR R R 2 3B bl
AETF AIAPM GECGAP L2 A F 2 A% T 27
BN KPS F R M 1 RIS B 2 (SEM) i

R g B2 S s N el R 2 W
R A O TS S

e REEE B ik SO EREE L S € Sk
RERAGATHEZFEIGANL > B AP L XA
WA A EARE Y BEAER S R

/

Pl s 5 CERIL B ITE R 50%) Tt f LR S

o

frag Bl eh F B (74 4T 0 MEEH A F 2 PRk

2424 LR FERHADRLE - B R ARG D
GRERF VT ATELELEF ] A o 4 425 L L4 fpiRa
FeAp b GHCE 0 J R T R GRS SRR A ip M Gk
#0985 & WRl% S g R 97% L s AR AR HA

ToOAFTRMEEEFAE RS AP (r<03) - B8

AADVRA G (A DRI KD Pl F R
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%424 % AAT RS

Tiof L REAE ALE AR

e 66.3 1.4 2.0% 61.8 72.8
2 353 66.3 1.3 1.9% 62.8 70.3
RN 63.9 6.5 10.1% 43.3 80.0
S 65.2 3.0 4.6% 55.7 72.6

%425 £ AW S Y i M GicE

B AR Pk B
AR .061 .033 152%**
AT .093* 223
T QgExx*

*p<.05; ***p<.001

Ny BREE

AP TEERE SRS RIITL LA BER S BRicd
4-26577T o T EF IR PSME RS sz BFE G I B heh
B PSMiE e & 34 S 4 A R AEF 0 Ap B> 2 4p B 8k 0.13;
PSM&romgusm & R 2 B L 5 2 v B thenf f B3 a 2 0 A K [ en

tphE h 8067 0 PSME ARt s Pl 52 253 e2 BF T
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AHFAME T A VRBIBAE VRS2 BT B EFM 23

fo FlP 0 AT ER DN A2 BRI 2 ) B P 7 S

1.4-26 = § Btk T

B BT pird HEF WHE
H2 PSM—> 2 i & %
H2-1 AT 0.07 0.17 0.43
H2-2 N Y 0.32* 0.16 2.01
H2-3 R -0.33 0.81 -0.41
H2-4 & A -0.03 0.38 -0.09
H3 PSM— 2" 3% R, B 0.32***  0.04 7.78
H4 PR R RS A
H4-1 AT 0.49 0.36 1.36
H4-2 N Y -0.13 0.33 -0.40
H4-3 P2 R 0.83 1.72 0.48
H4-4 N 0.46 0.80 0.57

*p<.05 ; ***p<.001
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~ FERE RN e if R

BV i BRFEP o 2 ARG E S G RREIE B0 A
T AR CREETE TR L R o N I B R
AR T FaLes 5+ (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) -
Foehpe i RiFEAR T 4 S Gt AP ER R H G
feifdpth - G f a0 AVHMOHNEHE TR e
SR 4 SRR TR o ARt s B S B ()
Bo3S 0 7R RS TR R e i S o e e R A
BFLFET Y B {8 SR EE - B R et (F

#202006) o BomETHRE Y PAAR R R SRR T AT
3 - Rebg i (Tanaka, 1993) o fieif 4 ™ stk 8 4o £ 4-27
TR L

7. 4-27 feif dp 77 F 4
peipdpie g iR

X2 AR FREL T RER G
GFI >0.9

AGFI >0.9

SRMR =0.05

IFI =0.9

CFI >0.9

RMSEA =<0.05 ( 24%); 0.05 5] 0.08 ( 7 42 ) ;
oosﬂ 101 (9 2); >01 (% 2)

ECVI HACS ECVI fy R v & £ 58 2 2 5
ECVI SR L
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TERFIFATHT o d PRMSEAY 7 Xk &~ 2 55
RMSEA &3 & R PF > £ 37 5 2 # 45484 (Browne &
Cudeck, 1993; Marsh & Balla, 1994 ) - F]t - Raykov (2001) 3z 3
LA E S AT EEMA gAY  RMSEA: SP k= 5 - B

LR -

BVIRBRREE VRS F B FM 3 o D F R
MK F08 EATREF RS AR A 17 0 B B F4oBl4-5977 o i
RN At Bk SR RA L D ¥°52137.0 p d A %621 ~ GFI
% 0.82~ AGFlE % 0.80~ SRMR & 5 0.06 ~ IFI¥2 CFlE 32 5 0.89 -

RMSEAE 5 0.06 ~ ECVIiE 5 3.71 > 3 % &7 A8 7 #73 I iRk

LR R X

25l % 2%
IR AR

P BV

| By N

B14-5 A8 HC5 e B
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AEFEFTREAST SR ML SR rBK® o

- g ViR ORI PSME DIBUR R R 2 G >

FL1Lat xR AP ERY ER - @17

FET A e e B R K B Bl BEA] 13

v

2 4% %) 3¢ o Beaton® 4 (2000) 3% % & B £ £ 0f

o
bl
ok
N
~=h
Nlud
Kt

TEPRE 2 ot R ZE R R oAz 2 GpE s
R WR A REEEY PRI R AR A A VRAET R
2T AE o FY s AT EAPEERS I B (it
A2 MR R R o FEIRY 2 LR A2 FRR A4
TiEAR ) M RFPROTHREFREB L > TERE LA LG ok
B oo

o XIEREFRPSME L2 f G EEINA A AL R
Ziﬂ%iéﬁg ¥HPSMenk i » R DTG ~ 3R 3 ek
L SN T R R A 4 Jﬁxsﬂ 1 &% 4p 2 (Kim, 2009b; Perry, 1996 ) ;
AR ERBIE2 % XTRRES  BIRENFULFE R E

+ 0% iz (Brewer etal., 2000; Coursey & Pandey, 2007 ) + it %
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ROUFER S8 e B xR AR B HPE TR 8 HE
2 AEARM 2 WS 0 AT 1 E 2 %RBEMFE A T TPSME 2
RALREL 2R 2Rl o d 07 L BTG LE
FRAER T TRREPFE A L AREY R L

Flgfz ¢h > AT RSB A2 AP o

Mortimerf-Lorence (1979) % Chatman (1991) 45 1447 7
SEFR BA O ERAT UEF T O 2 (Wright & Grant,
2010) ; Wrightf-Christensen (2007) ™ %3 124" 7 #% & PSM#+
Aﬁfa%j%vlé CEREFTEZ BB R FRPSMETEFRFE D F
MEE AL REFRXFF R LIPSMIL EF LR
$ 5% % 2 Wright{-Grant (2010) #% 1'PSM7 3244k 5 — B 48 <
PRGN e R DR ) TR AP o

# #b > Pandey{eStazyk (2008) %% ‘B S HPSMR: s 5 A
FoEMENHSE BIFPSMO £ L 6 P itk [ Paarlberg

Perryf=Hondeghem (2008) %3 ‘%@ thi fei5sk#-¢ B 56 4

3]

-;ﬁ

PSMAL R » ER S F AT 7B A &

2

ﬁ-is—
[
.
|1

i o PLBEPSMeng % o
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dRAETLRFEOL R R EE RV a T

el TR AL B AR ET F 0 MRE R AE

&

P RLBRPSM g 1 5% o £ Wright{rGrant (2010) 2 3 -
PSMA § & 45 (7 R B 2 R S 6087 335 0 g 9 L o5 e

R e FOFEI O VRENPSME FE TR EETIFEAEFT o

ZPSMT 2215 RE o aduph a5 T &2 2 Tidw

SEJIERFEES AL o B i IR AT ZhRERE
R AHR BEAE RS RRhY > FIN VAR - AR
Hdem kehd % (Kim & Vandenabeele, 2010)

Camilleri (2007 ) 7= 7 &7 S £ I Z KFEZEHLT T 1 4p
B o & oF o Fr A RO R IRIFEARRE F & & @ 3 4c 5 Pandeyqr
Stazyk (2008) 5 “EF £ &0 £ > B A B M 20 HAL € B
FEEFEOTRERMA R S5 A RAE - 2 FHRG
#E ¥ g BB ik g F 4 (Putnam, 2001) ~ £ £ hf 1 B R
AR e g =¥ (Steijn, 2006) 2 & £ R 1 ¥ T R
% m%k g~ a4 (Liuyetal, 2008) &k ¥ 355 &8
EERERF LG DG RENERTFE TP AFTHER
EREE - THAD T FREOOARERD D FE, ~F
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WAL ¢ SPFHLV?}{J‘J 25w T 4B A

P A e R ek RREFISM G LAY

Ry

i~
v\"

BPSMF AT F k40 o
CEEE] ) SEPSMEnRIRE S 0 et e 2 b o R g
s 4p B 2E J5 B o7 v £ & o (Bright, 2005; Camilleri, 2007;
DeHart-Davis, et al., 2006; Pandey & Stazyk, 2008 ) - DeHart-Davis
FA(2006)F AT Mo R EREEe R IR R
BAFTHRAPE LY THAR T > 5 A AP EIRB2EY
EEOFRLEFRTLARET R 5T LU EPSM2 B
B T A K AT A b BTk Y 1w edp B SRAT T BT (S
7~ ¥ 1 bl4cDeHart-Davis% 4 (2006 ) 41 * B4k > ;42 ﬁ.‘cr'ri
Tfgr, (rrPEopfEimaagddipn) R h o k- HiEH

L EF R g e W e § ETE 0 K KR PSM ehin B £

o]

TP RRIFORELMP IS ENELE TR - -

w ~PSM Tl fie | Heg ot 8 5 T ) & Tapdmie

Pofis H- fAE A REHRE A DT EMIT o 1R LR Ao
% 2. PSM (Kim & Vandenabeele, 2010 )
FEPSMARM A T #I » BTy o ok A AR
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o + B K =t HPSM (Pandey & Stazyk, 2008) - & 1+ %
Pl i B4 g R FIF G kgL ERIRE ey h
(Bright, 2005) ~ @ s> L B eppsdri 2 F A S X A 5 &
#-5% e ik 1 ( DeHart-Davis, et al., 2006) 12 2 7 o 4 w4t Hp &
W& 4 enZ B (Pandey & Stazyk, 2008) o Flpt 0 AFFy R EF IR
R EF AR TAYAALE RE DR R ST A me
AR R A T AR, B AR THEAG T AR E LD
SEEACHIEE ) 2 F1LAE TR P R EF Y > ALY R R FIA PR
Bif ) FRBEHEFF I AT REEPSMR EF T
AR
Perry (2000) f-Bright (2005) 5 1§48 4 1 iFd 5 » AL ¢ 7
BRTWAS R "B E | i d v an 2z by qla ivep
FRFIFESELEFT RERENF T Ry A ¥ Fa Fpt
Vandenabeele (2011) 325 3% 3 P? K it A g
FRFAPSM e AT REFR > FY TR AT A
FAALE AR hE iR hE A FR L ERE T SRS

MR R %A 0 & o

T PSM T gk G cndp IR S TEe ) (w2
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N VYAV
rﬁ:?(z‘:, G

iSRRG FIH D R RARA R R T S -
2 e (Kim & Vandenabeele, 2010 ) - Pandey{-Stazyk (2008 )
WA FEHLTHE > BARL e N EHAE RAFF Y fie
?E_}{Jr )]-}1 | # 3 xF Y ¢ Bk (generativity) Fdp = 4 TEF}*JH
 wPRAE T — g de (Snarey, 1993) pREEG T 0 SEE E &
HEAr g n Kend Btk (blacd @7 4) > B A TR

¢ #5187 % # #&(McAdams & de St Aubin, 1992; Ryff & Heincke,

Bd >
o
by

1983) - F o MAFHMEAPSMET P AP FALET
#E¥ e Ta ) iy @ (Pandey & Stazyk, 2008) & £ &
£ g i 103 B & = (Kohlberg, 1973; Perry, 1997 )7 B -
AT AR ELE T THAG T EALE G A R B
CERLER, ~ F14E "ELEBAY B A AN e s 516
BT A iEar SR 5 T R A A FITI T Ty
PRAED R A R AR A4 | $ 1948 T AR BB RORYE B A
AL R A ) 2 F20R T AERELRT 0L S0 AL§ DARAL L
ME AP | hEMEEEHFI MG LT B % EPSM

MR FEAT SRR

Perry (1997) 3 APSM# Flea § 3 > § L p A4
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H ¥ 4 B 4 ; Giauque ~ Ritz ~ Varone ~ Anderfuhren-Biget{r
Waldner (2009) #4552 2qx A B en@ -7 > » FRT fHp &
BEHo HFR T TR RFAIFTREE R

g AR A % 164 T A T IE AT L AR S 7 R A A 2204 T A

TAh o Fep MREAES A T 0 TN LY DR IR

Perry (1997) ehi* 538 3 2% M7 %8 Z K5 & HPSM7F f

B8 o Perry (1997) 305 RREH £ ipH > R L B A

FEAF TSR O R A B LR REZHKET F RREES
FHAGE R OB L IV N IRARE Sk oA F B

AGRE A TR A > BT A 2 AT BIRF R PSM o 3

Fp 7o

F3 M Perry® 4 (2008) 44t R f%—‘ﬁ VR R T IR 0 K

2

A AT EREL TTE L B PSM o it d dp R KB

Y

W R SR PRIAHA E 3 e osci (Perry, etal, 2008) o A%
BEER S FAKEEFHIEL WA T BALET T F
w%&&%iﬁﬁjﬁmﬁy%ﬁﬁg’MfiwﬁﬁiﬁﬁJ‘

%316%,{%‘57%:?%,_,\; LRI A A | N F18%E T A K



P AL € S AR L Y AL ¢ ST R eh )~ 5198 T AR

CHAFRKYER AT 2 T 4 ) 2 52088 TAREREET 1

Zﬂﬂ
ﬂﬁi

TALE AEAL AN E g | FEHBFHEFEIVRAIEKE

oo LR AT RERARG ¢

-;‘-‘\,};HWIF)‘PQE% Eﬁ_-\ﬁiu.%

(- ) PSM $3/ 5522 DIgUGB LA § 2w B %

B B EHS AR A 4T85 v PSME 2V 2 A

—_

PSME2'SUR R A FIBE L 4pM - AR5 5 > EFLIL D
FPSMI- 2L 22 ér g el R 357 BFARM 5 o AL R~

AR A g R o L AR AT R YRR

2 AR E A EAR BRAE LA EFE N F R
FLedaFd o FHAHERATFEE A HY B Y

E90% > W] = F W ik10%; Rk =>F PN ZR A FHEHEF G
T % iE50% ; A = 5 A ik & ’Fﬁ';}a‘r 14.25% ~ B $587 24 30%2 P S

* FA5% L B B R AT o d KRR A L LS B p B

GBI T e BARPIER ST A G PR b 4% F ot

'\i&\
>
=y
B
5
o
e
O
<
=
=
e
b
A&
Fem
|l

S

3
o
(w

A AR
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ﬁ‘] ’ —#é’ Bb‘&@)ﬂ“ﬁﬁpﬁ&m’j"w "/éﬁ‘xﬁn iEfiEE"hAig ’ ﬁiiﬁa
FOLRI RS s BE ST - T EHR TR ER
'%?é‘ﬁ“‘%%i%lv#\:d,lﬁf{ﬁ’lﬂaﬁgog} RET T A T R R T
BB PPEANF R RT A NI G E A ERR LA AR

Flimgecd ehz @ 105 p SRS G2 i2a s o P

w

KBBR8 R 4 g
4520104 T 2dk 4 B Eae 4 B RAHD R AL R
RN EAARBRIEL i BRAHER T E

EARRERZFRES AT EEARREGZAFS B E A

B EA T TR ERPEER%RAY > AP R TR

LA A G LRI ST RMEFAAMALG A LB

EREE ORI R B PR o { ER NI AFF
BFRELVERAPSMELH LR ASFRF 3 BFAMIET &

VRS SFERIGEMY o BB T o PSMEF AR



R R I 2T T R
3 EVPSMEE Y 4R AL SRS EL P K

=

APSM#p Rk < }gvgﬁi » 24 @7 5 (Brewer & Selden, 1998) -

_ﬁ

2~ & 7 & (Kim, 2005 ; Pandey, etal.,, 2008) ~ 1 i¥/& & & ~ R4
2 R -k (Vandenabeele, 2009) %355 PSMe2 $»cfiz ¢ 4 &
B BPSME & & B 1% 5 e BF > BPSMM B ApiTend 1 23080 4
BRIz F I ~BY 22 kaioy Froiam (RFss
A5 2011) o AF T IR\ FDPSMEDI SR L R R T B B 0
KoL HEEFRPSMED RSB R REZF LY 3RS APM o
FRAADIRP e TR E R R R A

RPELA S L IET S IRIFERZ FRIUGREEHIF | > I RE B

R TR LR T ER ) AT REVERY - 2% 5 PSM
BB EF OB R

(Z) PHBRARED RS T R FH G

VMR R R W ARAR L FEEX PERRDLE S F AL
FREY 3 q g R &> Goldstein (1993) -~ Mann (1996 )
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% TannenbaumfrWoods( 1992 )33 & ¥ F = F g 7 { 4F 3L f2 >

% BAAt
pE

‘“‘);

N ARG P D PARM P R AR Lt d AR
PRI g 0 £ R A A - e em sk a 5 Kirkpatrick
(1967) F i ~ 8% ~ (75 2 % che k X m8H 2 4 @ 4%
B SVERLAEHFAEVHo  FV AP HEL L7 0F
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