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(social exchange)# #s At & £ e 2 2 (7 3 £ & endo 8 A o S ARBIR G 1T

w5
a
(1

Jegeha T EFG > HeRAdd BAEfrhEg 31 vRERNT A A

MRS AT 5 o Bolino(1999) iz - @ SUBELEEI TR 0 SRS B

M
Y
3

Fo g ey FARERM B A fre sl F ah TR (good soldiers) + @ E_&
#Ap A9 T R (good actors) o i NG B A R L (s
ﬁ‘—%f TR OREDB AR (ARG LA AR e )0t iI%—ELd Leary
fr Kowalski(1990) FaZ i3 = + & e 4 3L v g A7 (8 0 ch= JF & % I 48
AW G LE g p AR B 2.5 % B IRl B 3P W B R G DA BE o
AATE AR - AR B g R 2 5L R e A Rioux e
Penner (2001)# 154 ¢ % Aim > 3VBER TR ERDAF L LTSN B A
BirrAFeng o a Y - BRI EE 30 Rar g a7 %
AR RN AT L TN A fhAE S P f B TE R B e SR R F R

RpE T A ftesy fIX s g e Lo - BENEPGE 8L A

AERERY ORFEEDIAGELIALE AT HEHL LG EH e e g
FREAM Y pOFI AT TR IR EERIFLT - R EH BpaEL
[ERat N TRtV SIS A S LT R R i U P e
FEROE B EHER SN T LA EFAFREY c Bl Aok FLooLE
(evolutionary psychology) gk s Fm B (handicap principle) #r @ #EF 2“7 1 BE

LA RETF 7 S E B R PTE G R AR R T s B



AL GRS A o B L AT B = o
Ry rd s AP EIRFY PG
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(I) % &6 p piTp o KPR A &7 LG af2aFms o

(2) B HEF B A &S NIl s3ul e & F #2350 & 0 ) §ong IR
P BAFULRT G AF BRI

(C) FHEFBAET RS SEhER 2§ AP Fp D RT GAT B
A% F I e

(M) FREFBAFIZES ffn e L2 255 &4 p i
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RBFL Pz > FHFERIT T ¢



(4 ) ##FF i F & ¥i(ingratiation) vk > R £ 7 g5 KFF g AT 2D
AfFS?
(+) BREFEFE p A 4a 4l (self-promotion) K vé > & 2 F €205 REF§ E

: .
G IR S

—%

(- ) F &3 #d (exemplification) i vs » & £F §30i KEFHR § KF

4
T 5 7

ﬁazrz

(=) #F % IE  R(supplication) K vg > fe& £ F § 305 KEFR G AT g

»

AFE D

=) FHEF S wk(intimidation) e 0tk AT g L5 REFR G AT B

»

AfER?

RpFLpchz > HEERETF =
(Fw ) FORFTIDEHGEF > KFFLAFRE AR 75 ?
(7)) FARESPER > KEFFLAF RS S HheRm o757
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1983 & Bateman £ Organ /i %7 BB 2% {7 3 A 3% (7 5 LA B A 7
pEAPFE s Rl UBEAIR G E R 0 D A T R R BRI ok
Fiveh- {75 c @RI FTEE D - LEREF LA PE S (selfless acts)
A AT FEE FEFEVAE I LR AR o A Organ chE R0 F Y L FF
BRTATHFR > ok B AL AN EF LY ML A A % (impression
enhancing) £ 41 ¢ (self-serving)(Eastman, 1994; Fandt & Ferris, 1990; Ferris, Judge,
Rowland, & Fitzgibbons, 1994) - » )*I*u{;m CHERRGF LA R §{F )
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Flpt o T fRptE ey oA G ALY ER e ARy Y o B
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B AN TR kPR A RN - T ER A BT AN

e

o t"‘—i'_l',( )
53 7 5 A AR5 ¥ (good soldiers) £t £ 4+ =+ A (good citizens) ’
ML FRAY - BRI o B ERSANF LT RATE R 2 )

TR TIMBARNSAFE > EF 0 - 4 F A (good actors) e R ?

Leary {- Kowalski(1990) 5 @4 = - &£ FFEr f g 1L 2 1‘% F R B g g
# ¢ — % & B3¢ (expectancy-value model) * 1 e Bk 38 E I B % F I PE chds 4 o
AP TR EEAEN P iz BAR FFATE o Eaoi s A w G
16w G2 p AR B B0 ~ 250 % B IR enif  ~ P R IL R E G [ enF §E o PRt

TR T g f e E gl T R

BEFSAFIARAENEA G ELERFORBY UL G O R RERE B
A gV RS R SRS — 87 % ch3 % (image enhancing) o XA 0 - IR E 2
AEL A -FEFBRIINADEL ARABEAR L DAL LR FTEE R B ARG

LF flens B0 R ¢ kR 4 B e 3 2 2 7 4 (Bolino, 1999) «

L PR REMER TGS A BRI §

AT ERAFL

PRETLOAFL R FRERT AT - B PR7 M5 2Lk 4

Crn\:b

)l"j' oo R Loy FEER ?(’?Imm"l/}\,%_g}’gﬁb Ry
FheFl BARF PR BIVEARLPEES - F 6 P FRE £ 4
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o AT A FA G RS g 4L E 1] #(Bolino, 1999) -

B2 GRFGGE BERSA T 5 FRIT TP AR G F B

v
R ATE e

Feldman {- Weitz(1991)#- & §1 # v i & (careerism)4s it 5 — #4845 - F 53§
AUEFLAMIE  E RRE Y hF A o F T 2 0 LIS 1 & (careenists)
HF § Mt p e dem 208 en1 (Fom p A F Iy ﬁ(self-monitors)ﬂ'l—fp'\
HEWR L hT L ARATENALEHFL G AR LR L DR VR
BLu 2 (752 2 E - B A& o Blakely ~ Fuller v Smith(1996):% 5 »
RAAELE ¢ R End BREFDNE L F 5B AR T TIR A

SRR S

K .r.‘f/%:a, ZNEFREINTHR SEKFFR A VR ,gbg”‘i,_q

_ v
MR ATE o

FL K M R g R - A R AT A B AT v R
- kP A flE e Al el F - 7 5 (Feris, Russ, & Fandt,
1989) « § HH P F G FUSF FREE 0 RPIORE S BoanTh o FA OG04
£ 3 rupt 2 A B Fla %Mﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ:@i ot — Ko MR A P E R P

WAEFSRNFTE 0 P R - FO TR B (Raston & Elsass, 1989) -

P

T & °

Werner(1994) 3 SR e = 2 (7 5 ehip 4 § B3] § R §rcdn= o § 3

5



TP EERITRE . B A g3 2 & poandk (inroleperformance) > kA B A S
€ svip & ¢ b enfT 5 (extrarole behaviors) 4 if R RTiTIT € ik A (rater recency

biases) ¥ it ik4* (Longenecker, Gioia, & Sims, 1987) -

FIVEFRE POLARIEEMNEH B A G RRGPFEF R P ERE
BOAFL o Bt AEORFTERRIM O IVHEERELI heniT S £

Kk REp 2 (Bolino,1999) -

B 6 FREFBA LI N GFocdp iy pb N FHRL TR LI P FrenE

BURER B T KR A

207 i p 2 (possible selves)z 77 4 ¥t p e B A P ARG £ DB
Ao ERRETE PIE S A (Makus & Nurius, 1986; Markus & Ruvolo,
1989) - § + Mg - f[&&%év’ﬂjsf_f?ﬁ-\z;}% VAR pAPE B ERESNFTE

”»

R I R &L Sl SRR C R

P
=+

i

- B ¥ e % (Bolino,1999) -

BE T REFBAET BN Z P 82 f A Fpe s [ vt o7 iy
FaogaaiFmae

At g IE Ry ¢ dn 0 i AR(transgression) £ - fiiE B R PGS &

g o0 2 o de K 18 kenflar § 7 3 (prosocia behavior)§ & 4p B o o5

o A PEIRAIAL G 7P RS R B4R B ) % (Tedeschi &

Riordan, 1981) - 4 — % & ¢ P nff e R AP B LA FNL AL LR
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ARIVRE AN F AN - BE GG kR RFhE I P AR

4 »z(Bolino,1999) -

Bk 8 FKEFBAFIAEF BBRPEA A REIHE AT PG
= f,—r

k'l

T MR R F RS FS e

S EFRERE R ER SR TS
Schlenker(1980)#t*+er g g @ine & 5 T - AR E 2 4lAb g T H7¢ > s 4
Hpe RSB RN R, B RAFF OO ERE 6 F 0 g Rih
TEY RLIFRBAREF AR ADREE PV R FLI R FIL o
ARRAR S PpT P ap e hip A Y R AP ERE AR L R
Er 4 ¢ 32 {7 % (Bozeman & Kacmar, 1997; Leary & Kowalski, 1990; Rosenfeld,

Giacalone & Riordan, 1995) -

(= )Er 9 s

12 5 Jones{r Pittman (1982) & % ¢ L e * ¢ 7 7 7|1 f& K v¢ @ & w0
(ingratiation) ~ #i = (exemplification) ~ = s (intimidation) ~ p 2 & 4
(self-promotion) ~ % - (supplication) ; @ 12 b it e 3 WF 4o sk o R
B REGRAT R g0 F SRR B g B R Andp i BT BH O A7 L hE Y
Fie s BE SR FTL o TR EEE g I e ) i
1. & 0 (ingratiation)

Joneszt i M AEER B I T L A A E I 0 R DL G 0D 2 KR H
e FFHEE A ARl A o le F R h{T SR KRR E S R R

AR



(1) 5 i # %~ (complimentary other-enhancement )

AT ATV AR FRAF B AL G 2 A R LA B

(2 F&# A Z8 %83 L (conformity in opinion, judgment, and behavior )
SR LR AR E RRD G fop RN 5 AR B SRR LA
L ERE B p oL Feg AR Rl BRI A AP BT S BRI AL B i

L REBGEG T A

(3) p # % 3 (saf-presentation)
HPRBIARNP 2 o 6 6 RO AR LR DB ART

PR A A DR A R > AR P R TCNE A B

(4) v2 »5 - & (rendering favors)
PR GFEAER Y AOBHET R LAY AR v LR R
Mo Ra o dekuim e A A A AR FE P wARDCIY 56 FF A

- i -

2. p A4a4 (sef-promotion)

FE A RGBT EF TR P RN IR X e a4 &
i Ew g (AP I FELAELFHDEE - Ra > EFREAF P
Mg g e L5 7 @ pmw 2 el £ - Ellis~ West ~ Ryan{-DeShon(2002)
RIEGL: BRASE p A M X AV s AW 5 T Ap %Rt

£ (entitlements) ~ p #* % < (enhancement) » 2 % 5 PRI 7% (overcoming obstacles) -

3. i (exemplification)

‘\’/
(18

PRERRT R RPIFLEDS IR TIEFLNLFEA PO X T F T
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B2 Tk o HARPEE L AR E o JonesTrPittman(1982) $ 3+ Hd K 1k ch T
BB MBS L ALAZND e T TEROEFED BRIGLEE P

PR e RLRHL -

4. ® & (supplication)

HKEF R J‘»w*mlwﬁ%’ufq\tiléé B p Rt - fap C fE
B 2R RER# A A5 % o @ JonesfoPittman(1982) ¥4t & W vk eni & 5 B A T
il SGEP R rE p 2 3 B A B R P AL BT £ R
Bhefre R @ o TedeschifrLinskold(1976) ™ 3 @ d4p it fE W 7 5 AP R TG

AR FHNRI A AT LA g Fono

5. =% (intimidation)

KE ARG OB EL B E e hp RN - fBp A p% T B F
F2 44 597 % (Tedeschi & Melburg, 1984) « i % 4 lig p @ - B &% < &
e g KRBT B g4 4 W enT $(Jones & Pittman, 1982) » st g Er § 5T
FrxiEd AN fjﬁiﬁfi”ﬁ%ﬁ" - B TR (T H P end & AT R B A R 59
JRIE S Ml R R o PP e ¥ - P T £ 2‘1&»7*7‘5*”“%? P RIFEF
YRELPEBRNE AL KF R EEom PR RET R R R
SRR PN A ER AT L R A R PR LR - X
2iEE VB HFEr R g R (L F) /Y LR ok 407

"ﬁ (RE) AP FERERDp e L5 - EINEH R Q

(2) E#2% 75 Ha

PHESAFAMEFAF 2 AAS T ER PR A pFBE T T E LRSS
o 7 & & BRGEZ MELFIEBRGFE2 AR TEF & Fepp FHEH (Organ &

Konovsky, 1989)« % = f& {7 & ¥ 2Lt & & R ge2 1 (v p F47p 2 fLs &4
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NER 2R F RN AR > eir FPt e BaE Tk g BB g -

Smith ~ Organ {= Near(1983)4p i le s = & 7 5 2 £ - f& 5 0 L > 5o
FHRERALAVFFR A PR ELFF 3 A7 B PFE > McNeedly
1o Meglino(1994) s # 5 & 7 e $h 4 # g fdaid o FlWt o RiFanivid dini e
FARE LA G R % - Podsakoff 4 % (2000) “7 RN kv ff ¢
HeR A Fa2gaoy 2 kg 27 o FMA 83 0 At 0 2507
FAF BRI F L S R AFEN K R R AR B RS K AR DD e

¢ o 1§35 s £ e o Podsakoff(2000) # 4 vt R A S B

(1) 85+ 7 5 (helpingbehavior) : R ki > 24 4 7 5 & 357 p FEME F o4
Hp A f A B e pE o PULRF ALY TN 82 i
(2) #& paF4 (sportsmanship) : Podsakoff ~ MacKenzie ~ Paine {= Bachrach

(2000) 35 #ref i@ d A » 2 W R A H B A 272 Q@7 ¢
F#ROETRATFIE AP BRI AR E TR G DR G o
(3) =3

4

% 3% (organizational loyaty) @ d ##4& 2 31 & (loyal boosterism)

2SS o N ERT B R ek

-

(4) ‘=3 (organizational compliance) : 4rfe &t 3o 3 4 30 B i
Pl ~ 7 2 5] i (internalization) % &< B o | 21 E
{E?-’@Wﬁgﬁmﬁ%mﬁkiimmio

(5) p#p % (individud initiative) @ 45 3%/ p Bf it HPp g peh1 (T8 >
R TLEIET P RRAIR R RS FATR VR e L M 1 AR 2 %

RS- RURIRUI SR ERREL R R R o

(6) > 34{ (civicvirtue) : > X £ 75 #4571 1 IWH ¢ 167 f iR

w

CEE N ESERE A E D E RIS B SR F N I S
2 EARFERG Pl ¢ A2 Jleh 5 TR GRS B A LA
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self development) @ ¢ 2 1 3R p BRI 3 SLF p o2 aamEs s

BB e af Rk

PRHeER I NFiaFy At hd 3 A TRFa A Y L AR
Hegaa i Ay BeRES L o 2 Farh(2000) 2 4 57 ~ F A~ R e
M pHTTSREF L6 FRA R SABHE  TRABEEFRL LY B
vitFFTERSAE e Z 1B ¢ (DL s (taking initiative) ; (2)Fl e+
F % (helping coworkers) ; (3) & % % & (voice) ; (4) %22 348 = # (participation in
group activities) ; (S)#= & * 3 % (promoting company Image) ; (6)p % & ¥ (sef
learning) ; (7) %#2 = ¥ % % (socia welfare participation) ; (8) s & 4 B SF R
(protecting and saving company resource) ; (9) 4% 1 17 7k 8 & ;% (keeping workplace
clean) ; (10) * * fr34 (interpersonal harmony) ; (11)3 = AL ¢ 4> (compliance with

socia norms) o

3] G I A P E B A H L S R BB ALE A
guBEAT N - R 230 £ A RAERRFATAHREY > BT XIE

> 12345 Jones { Pittman(1982)&r % § i@ * T fE ik » 2% F g ko B g F

BARGEL S PR BRIAFIL TR ERFHIE R E L

Kumar {- Beyerlein(1991) #72& . hfir £ 2 5 ¢ enhid 20(7 5 (Measures of

Ingratiatory Behaviorsin Organizational Settings, MIBOS) £ # > ¥ | & 42 M EL &=
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AR AT fTES R A BB E  pRREFTEA B A AR AR AGHERER - i
BEIfrERaRNEFL Y Ol LR F0 RN 2GR AR G o E
o ¥ o FPAFERFRRGY P A FL 2T EF e P RR

B IR A W e 4 B Ak P EEE TS Pt R 4 e E?

\1
pr

'
3
13.]‘,
=
ﬁ\._rl
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/\")\

R E IR R L BT R ERE ISP IR A2 P AT @
Rosenfeld & 4 (1995)7% & #id (7 5 &P FEde™ FIEEaNTas ey 7 ikt p
¢ fler i Lo grEAg ik 1 e ¢4 e Rosenfeld ¥ ¢ (1995)#73) 8 * & &

A kekde & ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ%‘jf{&; R EE A ATIEp Lo

Z R GIe Rm o e

UJ
SN
W po
=™
)
T
EN
b5
(ﬂm
i}
¥

SBRET P A FHEEFE AF e URER

HRAE IR PRAEMT T A fjﬁz 8 ek

e

2R 7 5 iR o pF o Bolino
(1999)+ 4; 1 AR § € * o % 7 5 A TIE R F L Rus ¢ F ok o e
FAEE e F IR BRBHTER G R IR G T R R PP ARE Y
TRAD O BER AR At - R R R R R TR P
@RS BT LG T s kSR o RN L A e

R BB AT S A

%ﬁ%pﬁvgk, AETHR DT EK

Bt 9 ¢ F &K E £ v(ingratiation) £ vt 0 RE L F 305 KR EEFE
g FL?

B 10 7 # K FrEFE p 22 gl (self-promotion) £ vf - RE L F 785 KPR
FHFuF 275D

B 110 2 #Fr i F firgs(exemplification) K 1¢ @ &£ £ F £ 78 5 KPP g 7€
FaogaaiFmi?

B 12 0 # #FFEFE ® K(supplication) X vf » KA £ F £33 2 KPR E LR
g FL?
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B 13 ¢ # & fr e F &(intimidation) o2 - RE L ZF g78 5 KPR g K F

f_ff,% AN B4

o e E 2 BRRR S ERS R FS
(- ) # K=k P (handicap principle) 4= ik
s 7 5 A2 e G40 o p AEEDRA TR > G F £ 7

& chik o R EF 47 feen(Wilson,1975) - Darwin (1871)3% 11— & 218 - 3 B
F IR 4 #parenB 48 E # (group selection) o 145 iE B ELEE 0 B AR iE 3 AL BIRE K
BARB-R A B E BB A Pk e Tl o deg B IR G0 B ¢ B
¥ BREOEARL R B ot e A & B RS OB A { i 75 % (Sober, 1984; Sober
& Wilson, 1998) o B *tigd8 f2 @ do 1 & U E_ A WA P Bt fles 4 & B (5]
D F)NE AR o T BB R ET o pFBHE
FpB N L & OBRE A BRES R Fend J T LAY BedlE L&D

m 4 -

Zahavi(1995) /6~ 4 I ek AR T & 6E 2 I 9 A & it it 2 H e dpioT

o

3

FE AP JIe 75 245 - B R AL Zahavi 325 # 4

\\\?{r
n&"
| o
e
i

7w s
AL g B AR SR FIL U AR R e A ERR AR BT - B3R G 4 D
22 KRR A ik o v BRI IBEF 7 AW aha x(Grafen,1990;

Hasson, 1997; Lachmann, Szamado, & Bergstrom, 2001; Lotem et al., 2002; Maynard

>

& Harper, 1995) o & B BRI 5 #o % 2 3 F FA= A% chi7 5 & £ 5 Lk

cff

i

Wtk @R R I A1 @8Rk o % K (Johnston,1997) -

(=) #FRAEERDE L

EHRAONFIRE PSP EEL AP AR

=
s

Ul SRRk ST 0
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P e on gt i (Organ,1988) « 2@ o F AT T g R dp IR 4R R

f w3 2 % (7 % i B 597 (Barr & Pawar, 1995) » 3P0 § & $7 ¢ 9L k 2

1295 4 Kok B > Salamon 4r Deutsch(2006):% 5 04 ™ = f6 1 & gy jm ™ > 3R
g PR S EE S e AT R BRE e R R R RS
TR FF IS P R PRSI A R G | 1 P ETIR TR PR AR

B o

3 7 $HA(Information asymmetry)

4T ARG B A VR e L e e il 4 B ol

@
[

AN

4 ¢

|l

*%—.L?”}‘:Eﬁ_-gf‘h/j‘%'ﬁ°*7;¢?i#‘%-‘ﬂ £ Eﬂ,@""“ﬁ%ﬁ‘.\ﬂ*ﬁﬁm

ik

}i-‘_'&’r

=

AR T IEER PN SR DT A T A R L anEg
YR BETAR Y T & IR R T dha fie s LF ek F (Hvide& Kaplan,2003) 4o %
T RIIVEH e A G B8 R aNEF T oA RS R
BTN MR LR O L forREt i 4 R A F AT A ]

GG PEEEd £ 4 p(inrole)ehd E T B P an- w g G 4 pF o UG
R A T AT A ERT R E KT (b AR L) e
TN EMFRF S ERF AR OERSNE L AR PR F R
R % I'Jé‘h??)g%éﬁ%;? b 3 31 (Salamon & Deutsch, 2006) o 35 F it#7 7 > #d0T
[

B 140 F ARG S KL AFERE A g 757

‘e 347 ¥ (Organizational rewards)
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2 B0 (Signaling models)zn s F e B R A g H B A ¢ A uld kg B
RAEEGRIRT B IR A §F LB KA T B Pigg o Fgt o AR

BOARFTFRE R A A AR e R IVhE 50 Hon b R o

3
\\\Xr
\v

,,llﬂl%iarsm.i .?T. SRFTELOoRFINFHERMAT Y TFHE ”}m‘g‘% ST A

3% e(Podsakoff, MacKenzie & Hui,1993) - #] & iz 4t 3 JLE 7 4 3 Ai®f% i 8 arn
ﬁ%fﬁg;}n ‘E'?F, AN EIJ)\{}E&’I’T} fﬁfgjg ?;’»’ﬁ’fi it’gi?’:_” W ‘ET/"';J:‘A_W_‘,_F m??fg‘{
£3@ene ph ¢k Hui ~ Lam fo Law(2000)F 3 3% & 7 Gt e o i 54 4

LR PERIPAF A AR D FER S paF LA lg ka5 T

%
\ﬁr
\v
j,.
=

§ 2 fOUE IR e o PRIEE 2 k> A PSR E R § FUR R B
BB R R AT SRR B PR i 4 0 I RAE AR AR 3] 4 4 TR 0
e BRI S R AR AR R R TR

B 15 F IR eHp I KFFEHEFRE A2 722
#& (Competition)

ARG A R RIEL GV AR ENERE T Pav o Bk
P s d e RO 0 R ﬁﬂ;#%tﬁﬁfﬁ— Bre gk 30 € S R AT e
PR g B 9 AR el Egp S @ - BIVRRE Y v i BT

[E < Rp: s g @ "% M (Rosenbaum, 1984) -

gt A F H e AR TR G A VRARE Y i g
Salamon {= Deutsch(2006) 3¢ i 4 28 %% & P enge L A&7 - € { 2823
BHEOAFL G RIRISGE P AL VARLAE ORI 0 TG R
Fo B ARG FRL F LB FL AR A 2 ARG AT RLF TR
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Y4 fe B € 3 4o (Grafen,1990) o 40t 2 I ¢ F ke Benh B 4o chp
i o st end A e HHE FARE ¥ Bl {45 5 e B(Wells 1988, cited by

Smith & Bliege Bird, 2000) - 194 + w7 § » % 14T K

*

Ba 16 - F AR FF LA FRG A g A7 L7
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2P HAp B B %

. it (H)

. ¥ R (HZ)

e @A ZBHI—
—p N

w2 g nif

e FTisF iz (H4)
o AMFHREREF (HYH
I

El’ a5 ?\‘f\."
iehp A (HT)

° ¥R

1%

| A
i

& % gy 5 (H6)
B %2 g B

R T g 4 P (inrole) 4 i (H8)

£ g 8 7L R
i 10 (HY)

f A 4as (H10)
Wi (H1D)

* £ (H12)
ok (H13)

"

"

A (o T 2 5 FoR B
T3 $HE (H14)
wHpf (H15)
#L (H16)

Bl 1 =7 3
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L%

AR LR R AR AT B A 0 B 200 R TE L B A gt e B
52578t P BB A0TE R 5 R0 ER A FRE129E R &
PR A S 140 R0 B e |3 B gEE 10 4 0 Bk A dc s 1400 4 o H P w
Tc 870 R % o w e 6296 0 drk ok K ¥ 0 FEREN % Hcs 539 &7

AP FRA -

I
it
o+
3
=

RS AF AR RS S (005) 1 AR T Y BRI LH L

o+
3

DEBLRFER AT LEA B GFFAEME T BRRFET

R A% BE S 64202% 0 AP S 0947 B A2 HBEEFE LS &

>N\

R A EME AR Y E(SRMR=0.045, NFI=0.97, NNFI=0.98, CFI=0.98, IFI=0.98,
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