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4AE G R Fpt A g e IR s e r‘é(Mohammed & Dumville, 2001) - ¥ Jﬁ ﬁ
AT A A R e AT OB R | andvit o B0 e el b f e
PR =ct o TALEFR G - B A BFRe ¥ oA B age iR su(Lewis, 2003) e t“
el ks = b TR fRRB 12 © A (knowing who knows what) | cHB]Ffinset o B A
IR AR FOURED] S R AT RO GVEE > A AP RV N EBIRen1 (TA et {
Lorg o XY ER T AT R BT EG G q\m%ﬂﬂiﬁ(Liang et al.,1995) > @ =+ R
¥ ©Ap 3 kiR fe e FRiE-B = 20 'IZZ”MTr‘ﬁ] AT A g P etk w(Lewis, 2003)
ARk m}l BB R - FR i BRE RIER O 9 S R TR

%”&ﬁufﬂ¢kmwﬁ’—cﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ %&’*ﬁﬁ“ﬁﬂ*?mmaka@
i 7° e(Faraj & Lee, 2000) - Srit o - BEBE LN R BT G keh

2w ) g gﬁm&%ﬁﬁu’w%@%ﬁaaﬁMﬁ@ﬁEﬁ’%%ﬂiéﬁ%Eﬁ
% em DA T A L 8 3 4 en 4 (TR % (Stasser et al., 1995) » I ¥ € 2 N el kAL
£7A5 & P PR AT B Y B T R e 2L

TG kSRS d R R T $0 2 LR oriE > ah(Alavi & Tiwana,2002)
g TR ) RE R e Bk Siaud 2 % E R R 2 (Anand et al,1998)
Morel&(1999)# 1> $43t H is 4 #rdig chdvidhend 3> 7008 Z = BRI L M
- R r*(l’é]%;\ A3 40 e cgiar) 22 47 s s (B Ff = il iy IES B ok LR diiie
A2 R) e @ t Morel& & Myaskovsky(2000) Bl 3% ' B Fj = #5835 R 4 Soe 5w B
AN ]L;z,fg e By iﬁ - qgﬁéﬁ, o B PP L %‘g L_ﬁﬁ“x}mfrﬁ\ .L*#;x s H oA ﬁ HrE 2
iﬁﬂﬁ@%wmw%ﬁ 5E§%%W“*m?wﬁﬁﬂwéﬁfﬁéé%#¢

fﬁ%ﬁﬁaﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁaiéggﬁﬁﬁaU%ﬁ%%%ﬁ’g{ﬁgb¥ﬁ@j

TfRR R T A 0 X ¥ T T 4p & (F(Hinsz et al, 1997) o 7 F MR A 4 Bl R AR

FEBRF - RS R LR R Erd e TR Fli ik AL FRAL TR
B FEine g & o 7R - € tE OB PR e (Lewis, 2003)



hiEd R LR 0 BB BRSO R iR BB e B

(Libby et al.,1987; Littlepage & Silbiger, 1992) - i% i 2 & N e ff & seerie it » BIE S B 7

MEEM R L A -4y % A B (F(Alavi & Tiwana,2002) o Fpt 0 2

Rpefp hsaguE e s BV URFREEHROTEF X ORI A @%W“m*ﬁ

< € 3% B % ou 4 (Austin2003) o b iriE o Bfpene SRl ¢ 7 B(RY BB

PR G ErE s ¥V A kY TR e R N o B 4#&}\;6']%,,‘ s By
B a4 l{;lz“fr'lmg:}# Y & #@m%ifr"”\’jf WE =R 50 BE4pk
Fikig 79 K % eh1 (¥ (Hollingshed,1998) -

g op A 2R T PR =T R S o —*ri; P EF R TRy PR
PAA K T E B AE AT A o Fpt ?.E’f)‘%‘«ﬂz—fr’”‘\? AR & ‘ﬁi“*’?f" -
3% & (Zack, 1999) - @ # He et al.(2007) mEf" PR BRR RN - B

Meta-knowledge( i v k& =t ehiea T 5) 3 B ;’1’»4 = B2 B e 5@; B Gk, g @; &
know-what £2 know-how 4 =t (Tiwana, 2000)> & T Meta-knowledge >+ Foas F ehsrgs
B IR T R A Bty cnavi s e 2 00 R g VR pAvie A drandos 7 & B
Meta-knowledge ‘2 g8 & F & § f Ao enic 4 o WEPFRE ot ATRB T T AR Ao
Be%iBom 2 A f Az 2B N 2 T 01 o Meta-knowledge #7 B ) eharas T L s
P IR BAp R PR AR ko IR R i RS S X o o Uy 27 e
LEA RO

HEFA 2 > B> R OB ARy U ER Bf s 2 FiTsed > 2 FE S

AT Ap Rehl (R T > ot - E=Thd B Bzt k- ﬁ,\,;gﬁg_—\ ,
A4 B B g ok o Cannonbowers&Salas(1990):}ﬁ BAAREFLER SR
TR RAeR BT PR BB CHEGY G AR £ B T
%ﬂﬁy P E R e R RN BB T TR - o @ RN
SRR A o MR 0T BeiEAR Y o SR FE Rt m% ¥ 97 4 (Lewis, 2003) » ¥ ¥ &t
JIAPRIEE T R L (T LA g_w,rrﬁgﬁmg oo FoaBE{ Saoma S B
i (Alavi & Tiwana,2002):& @ & = oo 4 22 8 B T o

A2
’j
¥

1l

Py A€ T JJ22 % (Social Information Processing Theory ) (Salancik & Pfeffer,
1978) > 3P 4+ H - B 7 18488 > € & “Tsiik ¢ ¥ F (social context) fedi-3t (situation )
dufin oo f R B - B TaEt léﬂ’m@@%w@ém%% #iﬁ&muﬁ\ﬁé
J'LIPM_;; e o1 35 Fm’&lFag,\' i"’"lh4ml%m\i’ﬁ.§fv H2 285505
KGTHER A {7 5 o A g TN JLEH e B Bowen & Ostroff (2004)# !
A4f@?wfamﬂbg@@m¢ﬁ%ﬁv%%,ﬁ@mnﬂ%gmuaﬁgmﬁ@
FUpiE- RIZ> AR5 > d 3G A4 FIRF I ARG BN INE 2 2 0
AF BET REF S R AN ERL R BFES R ko2 L3E o
EEfES R ERREOES S PREREE ﬁfh’ﬁ B BT L IRz
& &% (Rentsh & Hall, 1994) > 3 = R 5 Ap i enf@ g 30 L8550 > T8 ¥ ude Iidp 7 ek K
(Cannon-Bowers & Salas, 2001) > #% % B x4 & 525 E% »z(Krauss & Fussell, 1990; Lim
& Klein, 2006) - F]pt » e -

B l: R4 FTRERIAL » B EBRRT -
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http://zh.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=%E7%A4%BE%E6%9C%83%E8%B3%87%E8%A8%8A%E8%99%95%E7%90%86%E7%90%86%E8%AB%96&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E6%9C%89%E6%A9%9F%E9%AB%94
http://zh.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=%E7%A4%BE%E6%9C%83%E8%B3%87%E8%A8%8A%E8%99%95%E7%90%86%E7%90%86%E8%AB%96&action=edit&redlink=1

¥o8 FERpRT - RIS CEL20 BHY B B
-~ B g FiEAR

B F5 & 1¥iE 42 (Teamwork processes) # 7 =34 i #42(Coordination Processes){r i 3% if
A2 (Backup Processes) o i #3545 » -1 42- % % #4155 (Input-process-outcome models)Ew‘_L
ALB R & AT 5 @Ph\;fr* B Py **xm'a‘i Ao osneh Bl & TR ATAR TR G
B Ff = ﬁ FAp3E Rz eniT 5 (B2 —?’f‘?f” Y /r'é"’%‘;b»)‘%#" = A e AR) o Eﬁ]
B RARsl S5 e sk izgra iv i 3] 48 P $(Marks, Mathiu » & Zaccaro, 2001) -
& (Ei@ AR B EHR1 T2 F > BRI TR TR ZEBFEFLG TR 15~ B4k “f.,
738 {7 en3 7 (Bowers, Braun, & Morgan, 1997) » iE331 itk it 7 A7 E_ BRI A
o0 WG TEAR RS R e & 0T o

BB E & OB S FEARL S AR e L 42 E 45 o 1531 8 42 (Coordination Processes)
WEEGEHABEIES R I 405 780 % {0 A 42 (Marks etal - 2001) > thdp e b
B ERER ORI T Y 2 7 T fodp 3 3 F (7 B (Brannick, Roach, & Salas, 1993)
VAR R P RE S ?/‘%fﬂ FhArd R o B} ZircnF e el ?#E@
By iE z;ﬁifp T %Gy 0 B|g ﬁ % a*p 534 i 4% (Tesluk, Mathieu, Zaccaro,&Mark, 1997) -
Bkl BB ol pEocd chB IR T 4 T S H D B AR 3L 0 15 . Steiner (1972) 74 3] ¢h
Flathidm A2 AR A" o

A 3% i 42 (Backup Processes)it % & # 4B R 76 PehiEi o Fevvw g2
@FFEHREBFFA>FraadE; O)BEF BB AR GFERC)5FRE>R
A S = A Eir(Marks etal » 2001) - £ 42iEALS Frr Ak b friEaip L4 0 E
LB A R R F R B R F R0 R B R hdd Ea s w2
BEGESR G RRTRE T RER T R nfer 0 X2 oons A BRI o L EER
RSy £k > Fu A a B EREY LGP ‘h‘fr#pf P TS AN
%%ﬁﬁ’%$@%$ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%§?“f£@%m$ﬂo

APHFFHERFELUAA FTRERIAES TEERD > P TEGES AT &R
s ATHCEY 0 U RS A BRI B AR o A BE RGOS 0 Bl S R £ s i
o EE e B FERIE B B S R R EEe s 4 (Mathieu et al., 2000) o 5 B s A

EZRBROBF P FEANRT MR PFRA B A GF u;ﬁ;@]ﬁ]r‘;:}: BenE & > /v
’a‘? B Fy = B os A —wf’ 5 Pyde rAp e IR R G o B R R et SR e

g T P R 7 i 73(Rentsch & Hall, 1994) - ]t » @32 f‘—‘#farﬁ I B il o A B 2 S
EEl s riE o W Jﬁ]l‘;\%\ RApples e~ 8 it AT fos P78 2830 oyl
B TR AL EE SRR o ot e B S AT e d Iﬁ]r;% L
(Marks,Burke,Sabella,&Zaccaro,2002) - F]gt » 2\ i 35 8 -

B3R 2 MRSt » B PR L (TiEE -
= ~ B % #c(Team Effectiveness)
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B - FHpT 3Bl 2k 21 iFd 2448 F 48 (Hackman,1987,;
Sims,1993 ; Sundstrom, et al.,1990) - B Fj 5 »x & W FIAR F B4 ff TR 0 E 17~ Jndfaha
TR~ A4 FTRRG ~mReiE 2 v 1 X487 & P g (Robertson,et al., 1993;
Mohrman,et al.,1995) » # (B =G 1 (Ferig e R AP HE B > R LB} 5 4 ke &
Brrd ARG Rk * n? APk - fE0 2 o B H P LIV 0 Henderson(1988)
e AR G DB R B - A Soer 2 o (efficiency) ~ »x % (effectiveness)
22 2 pF 4 (timeliness) % = '?1‘ RHrE > »F H & D ¥dg o~ bt B o 4 o3 e § - iadF(do
things right); »c % 41 T4 4 e gt U ,]'}Kl\:vkéfmi (do the right things); ¥ B3 = % »
5 P —«u}pﬁ;ﬂﬂfﬁk [haE i (% NENA A SR R)DAEE R Hackman(1991)#ﬂ
Mg g A7 k(- )BGES xzc NP EEE S FF  F P2 & RO )BES R H#
eV F B TSk D #3(2)EGE%T ?;‘% S BRI AR B R E 0 s Y
FARHEE kg0 1A R F RS care S gt o BT G K R il e
s o B R

[ERLING I B LIVANENE U S % * R RS A 4 45 % 3 2 (Gladstein, 1984;
Janz,Colquitt & Neo,1997) » & 2c™ & ¥ BB WG+ § & B EE B4 4 ﬁm;.a%;
(Hackman,1987) ; & &_4] * - lLE Ey N el m#ﬁ Tk FEE o blde %1
(Gladstein,1984) ; & ft B = & B| & 42 1 7% R A& (Gladstein,1984) ~ & A /& & A&
(Hackman,1987)4- & r3 ":{A(Jehn & Shah,1997) % - Gladstein(1984)#% &1 B [} 7 5 "4 3 » -
A2 S - N EEE A T R BRGSO AT F o B R B S & (6 @it
e AR R eHET I RET) BGESHEE F(EF PERP AR BRI PR
0 TR iﬁﬁfs_ﬂ AN I ﬁ) FTRePEEE ZRRELTABER ~ 9TIR
THENT )~ e e & R (RS ndR s e d] h)B e s g B aE AR &
(Bcemfid ~ A8 7R ~ R a3~ BAR O OfFg ~ FUF )2 B Ei8
F(ZIrgF et~ BB A ~ 3 RE) A DR WISk % o 5202 8 LR o

Gladstein(1984)4p 1 B Fj: o= ¢ F2 W R AR B 038 (7 > 43 {f% EiRATE ndae ~ B
]‘}_,ﬁl ?ﬁl“}—’ Ao B2 BK@P} J"f#- 2 B B 3Tt o @Fj‘l‘f#‘- fﬁﬁ”} fdagy-2 @'3 b f@x&,{;,_ {
ERPEBRGS OB EREFY IR RS k&ﬁﬁﬁ]%r ‘Fﬁﬁ_miﬁ% [EiF=-3
FodoBm P ARP R 2B 2 A Y RGE R T o B £ TR Eﬁl
PR s IR AR > P~ BTG A NETARA > S - A LA E L s
WA A EMEE S FLERGE L U EALRON I BB

Foobood WG AL WY £ & EE o 3 5B R TR R R R
FARRE O T AEY SR BEER D R % =2 _B 4 sz Tjosvold (1998a,1998b)
FHEFeRnB A BE CRERGE FEAFTTHER AFIFENL T RNEF
TR g oon s AR E T > MR ARl 0 EEF DI AR R oA &
IR GG 0 B L TEARRTES FREG DFE . XIS A KT R E T T
# - Johnson & Johnson (1989):% % P & iFiE Az B4 **;i PR S g fod 24 o 4
Gl E_fAffeen (FIEAA{eRRAEY od L F R0 5 F ’f |+ B} & (TiEAR 0 KPR
] 1 5 9

’

B3 WIS EEAL B PRI skl o
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APHYEERFEA FTRFE LA L THBRT > " TEESEHT £ F
S ATHCEY 0 U R A BRI B AR o A BE RGOS 0 Bl R £ s i
VoS B R TERE s BERS R 3 E® enil 4 (Mathieu et al., 2000) o F o s AT
FEARARDEE S FE i‘;“f]%? MR A S L B ER S | eng & R
ORGSR AR 3R WP R A e FUIR R g o R AR I e SR Ry
e ¥ #4457 i@ 74 (Rentsch & Hall,1994) - #]t » BIFfin ik § 153 (7 8 ot 3 49 i&
w78 e & B R TR E P ORI R AR AR AR ek 0 F & P A ]
B T OB RIET R R o g f kB & B AT e Bk o Ft
A Fgp

B AT REL A 4 FTRER ARG NS EFFRTE B S S RGER)T PR
(& ) o

AFE AR P oh R e ST Fmﬁuﬂz&» AP REA A TR REER
PRenirs B & (g A B RS e cnig B B s T ehig o S fr"f;p’f‘ép\ e
Sk send 4R AR > BRI B S lrﬁﬁﬁ@r; Forrapsk B L0 -
HSE ek seend AR E o 2 0 T Jﬂ’"’%;b ER ﬁnﬁk“i«p'i‘l LA

~’)’€7? gd RS p R TENGRA B TS TR S AR T BT
BRI o e LY R AT A AT BT

Fr AT

[
It

P
? o= ,; WU

H1

/ H2 H3 ——
WA B veie ]_.[ B Ff & (FFFE }_,[ ] P55 2% ]
W Iy B =X

HA(® /i 22 %)

»
>

Bl 2-1 73

oy
3

2
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AELRBE S RS E A B BR e S
Josr x B 2 B s B S FIB AR~ WIS ox
4o BT e

""Jh] A 4 j\‘/}}i’qrgﬂ

5 M P R
4 N
B CALEY
o AT A
/'34‘%%’_21 PAF )
RER AR
i FHGE
FEY R
HiE &3
K H1
H3
Bk M P i
b lﬁlf?éf’viﬁﬁs_H ® Fje 3 2% }
EREE N
HA(¥ 4 »c%)

W3-1-1 =5 %
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¥ 8 FEIEXK
B 1 AKEIR I TREEIADE » BERRRT -
B 2 MERTE v RS (FEE -
Bk 3 ML i ARD b BN E A vkebl 4 o

BRAARFBUL A FTRERLIAF O )BEFRRTE B TELER)VFEES
(A M) o

Bda: RFAA I FTRFRARBENHRRCDLFENEE TEL-
B 4b : MRS g & TEAP PR o
528 EREIABBAETLR

R E R

”"‘H""Lﬁ'“ﬁiﬁlﬁll‘ﬂifﬁ‘ ol o o
FRYEd BUBIEARAE &

% KR
O T S

c<

$—%é@%%i’ﬂ*%ﬁﬁwi@%mw B & TS BEE o B9 B
J‘;;”fr& PR RN ERLEA G > TG BHTERE S 52K 5 B
%4 TRALREUASFTRER ﬁﬁ,ﬁﬂxégﬁgﬁﬁ gw%ﬁ\yﬁ%

= uﬁ#w P d BARTARE S BMETRE RS S ERTA

j\,{ﬂ i‘ fé}’\'&";{,;ﬂ' ‘T%“-? % E%’j;] . I};J_l'? /,__,; ./u ’ 3&_@@]‘5\ F‘\_}f["l"’;’ @F;‘ = ]F_@ﬁ_r_ ’
é‘i-%&@,:;%%iié_i? ‘E ‘%é"}’\—’(;tz‘ JIJ'{ 4 F' I))tl_l?/— K ./L"\SC_E"'/\ o ‘ﬂ«é],k’m @F}F:}Ir\
By & TdEAT ~ 2 B xR Jﬁ]l‘i%«« °

RFTG 4E 2012 # % T ReiEerig o SR - X fEF Y 2 100 £ E S
BN RN O RPRAOREETLIBLE R F RIE R F 30 o mEnF 2
%’,Lpzéa” w2 (F e ERS Nw ) e AFT T 2R B ik E 5 1200 0wk
550 o etk g,%fa FREARE B > FOLR B 633 REPN e 5 TREAL
P FRE TRk F@m’s«fm TEBEFRE B TEES ) BE A S L5
- PRI EIMFTT P GEPNE o

7 l’.ﬂ\Q, ‘?54: \\\Xr

F_&

¥I& RFEXRP
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AT ML LRELE A3 2 iosF(Likert Scale)7 g 2 E % > ;%-;E'Jdﬂz %
PiF AR EA S LIEL 1o i ¥ 2R A" 5L AT RRT-FE R e 3
A4 FRER s L ELERF R BIFRAE 2B R

\

S AR FRER AR

AT RS E A GR#EY Collins & Smith (2006)7H % 2 £ 4 » BHm ¢ 7 42 5 ik
(selectlon) zrfrﬁm,;f}ﬁv(compensatlon and incentive) ~ 2" 4% & (training and development)
7 e

T

m

-~ MRS

ARy g & k¢ * Heetal (2007)#7F 3 11 eng %0 2 p F E4245 Cannon-Bowers
et al. (1993)f- Mathieu (2000)#%& 2 Hm kB - SR F & 73 <6 - - BELE
B P roasap B o0 T & % 2nsr(awareness of expertise location) | o 4y cE ] J‘Mrl‘; EN
AR R 5 % = B R iEaraeiag Meh T iz 43 & @ (shared task understanding ) | 0 45 5 E 4
1T ERIEROERE o

"

~ MRS EER

~F 7 B ¥ 4 * Maruping, Venkatesh, Thatcher & Patel (2012)#7 B 4 & % > 4345
Marks(ZOOl)"Lr#ft». B P8 (Fen= % BARAH TR R 480 0§ BRI (FHFAR
fer B A R X T s LA e AR YRR 2 2 G 2
AR B B E TEARELE S oo N MR

=~ RIS %

FrRE ’L“‘"’FTJ}T;{Z Eﬁrélﬁlfifﬂﬁm e 2 4 A4 % ?U;‘;—%ﬁ‘;‘i be vtz
F*WW%%?Gm%wma%Q&hm(meH&N%a%Dﬁ*’@%iﬂwﬁﬁgﬁ@,
FOREOREEARA S A BB RBATEE o | B A L BERT R GTE B h
oW MA M TG FHAG AHE NG RBRFIGE LA AS B AT
(A A el F

A8 FTHEAH
- ~ kit 4 33t 4 7 (Descriptive Statistics Analysis)
G B KA TR A L i BB IR TR S LR PTR  AR
THH LR AP AT A TR R L R A R AP A 4T 0 R

RENFARGH o TR A L B §u] B8 B BRI PR 2 PRI E
FrRaieeEy s o f s rBa g rhnPm - L3 5B EREB AT
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= ~ %R & 7 (Validity Analysis)

P A T Adp R A B ﬁ”’%ﬁ%%‘r‘ ARG 50 AL 1 SPSS 2 Fl & A7

(FactorAnaIyS|s FA) X #: 2 & % 97 zﬁf; RS LR FEF S +:~ 05+ %

HMEFEZ LA XL EREER /w\ Z 4 % 0.5-Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin & % > 2 % *+ 0.7
¥ Bartlett stz g x5z I ¥ -

= ~ % B & #7(Reliability Analysis)

CRAVEEHPER - 2 RSP 2R TE RS - & (coefficient of
internal consistency) > i & * Cronbach’s afff & - #£4 7 » 2 48P 2 FFen- R o
Cronbach’s asigA% ~ pF » & 7 3% R S4%5 T & o — 8335 Cronbach’s o & & 0.7 14}
FHAERRR A M 03 F AT TR LG RS PR

= ~ 18 M & #7(Correlations Analysis)

AAM AT R KRS RB AP AR 0B o LA E P A B R ET R B
¥ 02 T 4p B¢ 72 #ic |, (Correlation Coefficient) % 7= - 2 Pearson #% £ 4p Bf ;2 (K. Pearson
product-moment correlation):& {7 & %38 2 P erp Bl A2 > 12 2 p Rl & BB R B
BT e

I ~ Fp & #4283 £ 45 (Hierarchical Linear Model Analysis)

HLMEt » &a f 8 B 2479 iz 4 =0 B cnbd o e P53 3 005 = 4.5 % 1
Z AR R RARR - HLMﬁLﬁ"”U}f@Tj‘L@E L Bk LELSRENZ BT BA
HEHH Efo- AP RE PR e L B hd el G AP TR HLME 73 304 4
170 % - R4 G Ap Bl f,"*ﬁqrﬁ&/’a\ﬁ oA LBk ﬁw}agm\ﬁ S g L
THRHRAFLFTHEREZ LM > APy R Y HLMZ 3]0 2 258 k3 B ICC(D) ~
ICC(2) ~ Rwg= 5 # @  ICC(L)Apthv 3" K R R #cdd X F affeng 40 > L ¥ 40
0~0.5(James > 1982) - ICC(2)R| s/ B F k& =t ety & > i % < 3% 0.6(Glick » 1985) - Rwg
I ET RN - R %A 3 0.6(James v 1989) o ¥ = R4 LB FFA ST ISHE A 0
B4t o d REAIA 4 TRE IR K (s ) H B S BIfR £ T4~ B
Foac(BF A =)odiih o SEHLMAS I I 7% § S5ty ¥ LE &7
B EE A F

fri FTHRAKZER

P8 &RERPFAH

TR LR R LR PR L 11 JhgE ke 533
AT AY > £ % L 7 ik 44.8% > & ik 55.2% D EALA G0 36~40 KA 5 o ik
4+ 25.3% # =% £ 31~ 35;;;,@;4,5 24.4%; 8 Fr A (5 00+ B 5 A4 (64.7%) A= b’“r;“a:'z(ZO.l%)c

17



A4 % (53.19%) 2 © 45 (46.9%)+ vi4p§ i f 1 ;g_ %2 PIRIEE T 5 5 5 11T (45.8%)
A %A IRIEE TR 11~15 # 2 % (26.8%) ; w #2177 (TL1%) 55 (0t G BB - H =
T3 % (8.3%) 5 B Rl At £k ¢(34.1%) ¥ jEE R 0 8.1% -

o8 gxBRAH

AEF AT FE AT KRB AR wEFRRE REIE P R AT DR
" Cronbach’(x EHALFEIEZ T RE PN IR R AT IR AR SR T RN e i b i
AFF ERFREME F ﬂwﬂ T 1% KMO(Kalser Meryer-Olkin) B 4 if > |+ £ # 2
Bartlett 5% 42 KMO £ 675 05 1 + 5§ KMO 2% 08 i £ it 1
Fl% 470 § b Bartlett AR p BARIT O A A P EAHET L RBEG &
W7 e e R A

FlF A TR G AR R 0 RS R RS S RS Rl T
T ASTRLERAR 1 F R B 85 H 4 T LR A (Kim & Mueller) « 257§ 35 514
FE KRR Rt RO TR iﬁkﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁoﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ¥5$aaﬁ%
(Principal component analysis) > fiz & &+« R 2 #Edhis > HzhE &2 FF U F B
%”'Jx,f A &%fﬁ‘m S PP ¥ % g JE B 1 0.5 2 %557 o

BRAY UFESEEO- REB2E TR o AFF 7 2 Cronbach’a & HE >
Cronbacha EAR S~ X REIE A ehfp B AR < F\E!HBF&‘E WLJ % Cronbach’a &
0.35 & ™z & » Cronbach’o & 4t 0.5~0.7 2 & 5 7 i&é%ﬁfl » Cronbach’a & % ** 0.7
BTEFRGER AT LERAMTIT A7 0 A GKEUAI FTREL LN VH
Feendr ~ MR & PB4 - MG e e 4 10 2 2 EE - sfm&ﬂ&\l”ﬁ%f' X
AT~ E R "‘\‘i’f#‘m » H Cronbach’a B3 307 x4y 58 REA -

F=8% BMAH
A AT 3 1 Pearson ff A AR M A 1T REA A FTREE LA B EA R
B ndes et B2 0 AP M Bl it 02 0.3 % MR AP M IR Ao 03 1
072 FF5® BRAPA APRE RBEA 07 2 1R 5 B BRAPRE - r,:f%@:bbaﬁﬁé« + % dp b A
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Oﬂ@mkw%yﬁd*KEZ{d“\iFﬁggéiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmJMQWEQD
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