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EHREFT Y AR ZE TR PR FUEE R F B o Bl

1 v ypuphiR Y o F Lagmhz - 2 I REAE AR BETY T i
4 (Lipset and Rokkan, 1967 ) - B ¥_:% # 4| & i fihf_' 7o %8 % (Duverger,
1959) > #rsv Eprh R 4 EH O FEHIR 7

2. i@%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’fﬁiﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁé,giﬁiﬁj
ST KR A 375 2 (Von Stein, 2005)

FEAEHF VRFANFEMBFIY 7 ARA G B (R &
2008a ; 2013 ; Morton and Williams 2010 ) :

Lawmal (4 &5 AREINZBEE > L mEEF%M GOt 8 FH
e 4] (underlying causal mechanism) » f2f: %8 % 5 e 4 > F&q 77
HA P R k2 kg a3 AT g 0 ¥ B RS s 103 Cstructural
equations model » f§ 4 SEM) -

2. =R (4 Fla k) AgeE B T kAR E AL TR > umES
F]{e % o % (causal linkage ) P & (238 7R]) %1% »c i (causal effects)
2R AR BRFIFAR ALY 6 G KA kT
(evaluation research ) (4= Heckman and Wtlacil, 2005) # 3 & 4] » e & &
BRI Y T3 s FHEFIRZAARLAIT - AL >N Tk %7
B~ pARFEHRMEBERFT E (Campbell and Stanley, 1963; Cook and
Campbell, 1979; Shadish, Campbell, and Cook, 2002 ) -

FE A ga Lo P REL Y e A dApk o B LAY X R ET 4P
AR S o R EAE LA DT R B F RV A SR S AR kg A
P AR RE 2 R T M HE R A O TR - g T T
REpriipEf ok L b b - BRESLEER KT TEPAIRT
BB FH A RIBRINEIRRFA] P L BE- T oA (A EF RN
Fenadr3 ik T E P FRFIEMRNTF EF 0% % $7] , (counterfactual Model
of causality > # # CMC > % 2 Rubin, 1974, 1990, 1991, 2005 % ) @ £ - £ ¥ d
FRAFTENAFRERE FERED - S e R fEFEF U LY
F- 20X BB ER IO BRSO TR EITN S 4d] O B 1R

BAEF o -



AT E PP &G =

2

-~ B E S G S ~‘+§m§)§+ggi¢;§kﬂ dF A 2 G A S SR Y e
iz T F £ 0% % $3] , (counterfactual model of causality ) 7 2 # » #%

A
NEE ErTinE 2 ﬁ’*ﬁﬂmmq%#ﬂ-/\"ﬁ °

=~ I{L)‘@?,{ﬂ%—%@;;;g_wﬂlﬂgeﬁ.%/f—%;;f@%?Fﬁ,g?pﬁmﬁl T
3P T 4% (contamination effect) %K 3E > © v p A2 ARAEH (FEF)
LR (ER)FTH AR EEN TREAAERRLFEA > LT RTE K
h Lk o

2»""71?%‘?'/&?‘—

- TERR TR HA ) SRR 2 FE

AT P E R ES TR 7% # (causal variable) ; D %+ T % % % #i (outcome
variable) ; Y e o b L TP i HAz R 0 A LRI FIRED LAY
BEABDR Y N5 ST A m;l* B0l &4 wp T g e (treatment
group) > 0 i % %\%& Bl engr ) e (control group) » & £ F 20 F] % A w2 ¥
| ﬂé‘%é&&Y pﬁﬁ;ﬁ_v = ziiEA Ytz Yo I @
FA kG Y BP EiEAa AT i Y2 Y en% (548 (realization) s =4

3

AT F A Dawi- Ba gt

I oS- e A ¢ %&,?

\*4—

RTS8 DH*EY X- B A [ A4 ageei (treatment effect & causal ef-

fect) & pt i 7 it B % i

L i o - BAAR- FEE 23 RLEFRED =1 RREDY 4

LAY S Tl W R % &3 %« gk 4 2 L4 Morgan and Winship (2007) %
Angrist and Pischke (2009) # 5 f§ % ehid 3L -
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BEIY &R By Ltdrile D=0, 7 RET YOhrEL %A B Y miE - A

PR & (R4 1) Fptaprizt 5 B 4 K =x cn%) % s > Holland (1986:
947 ) H#-iz B A5 T F1 % 425 12 & 32, (the Fundamental Problem of Causal
Inference ) o ** B8 & ) % & g o i iR A BN A Y g gl wrird] e
EAEA g I Rt fjf‘u{# Eehige BHE o 50 T T el (average

treatment effect» {j L ATE) E(5) - #* ¥ ¥ rgLlecni 5 2 P(D=1)=7 B :

E(5)=E(Y'-Y°)
=E(Y')-E(Y°)

=[7E(Y'|D=1)+(1-7)E(Y*|D=0)]|-[ zE(Y°| D=1)+(1-7)E(Y°| D =0)]

21 £F vsFrEF
Al gEfY%EEE Potential Qutcomes

4071 Group Y Y0
=z HI4H (D=1) AR TNEE Y = AT T REE
Treatment Group Observable as Y Counterfactual
Pr(D=1)=7x (Y'|D=1)=(Y|D=1) (r°1D=1)
(ISR AL ) (=M T 5 )
PE14H (D=0) BTN " REE AHZEFEET Y
Control Group Counterfactual Observable as Y
Pr(D=0)=1-7 (Y*|D=0) (Y| D=0)=(Y|D=0)
(eI T 5 ) (FZEFHI2HAY AL )

FA KR - F % (2010 : 106) > i x4 > p Morgan and Winship (2007: 35) -

Manski (1995, 2003, 2007) # ¥ 45 21 7 244k W AL S B2t 3
¢ MR A BRERBDEEY C E(YD=0)2 E(Y°|D=1) > g% T
» s E(5) et s B 3L (lidentification problem) ; » %&‘i’,ﬁu s NPk AT R

#cE(5) s chiE (point identification)» @ = it {3457 BE T E(Y1 |D:1)



% E(Y°|D:O) % & 2nzse) (partially identify ) 3% % #iceh ~ 7 2 (bounds ) > 2 @

G TR H T 0 p R B F 29 E(YD=0) 2 E(Y°|D 1)mzw
Wi LS REY GG R ek Y TR G0 | AT ’

RIE(S)eht 08 A2 f @G ~2F ey Yenimads 2 7y,Y] Rl

TERER T FIAPBGLTR G (Y,-Y,) g TR

FREGF TN HLLLHF TF A 4 U] (restriction) o blAetE s
AIRR R R F BB AL FE ARG D AR EHE TR RAE
nb\«g(assumptlons)’ F ;2%?})»1::71? ¥ 745 215 ¥ (substitutions ) » Bz A% >
| Fe S AR o £ 27 FH 1 divk - (@ enfi o 2 3% 4e Manski (2003: 1) & &
z. vz ByER & | (the Law of Decreasing Credibility) =73 @ 2 %3 »
;‘,)ifr’é\v& 18 i & ehi 2 (plausible assumptions) 2 ¥ G eda s 0 A2

1 ﬁ FRIR -
(- )~ %4 %% % (Randomized Experiments)

"EER BEa G 4 gl & ’Jﬂﬁ,j*ua“xi’}}&/\ 7% g B ek 3+ ( Campbell
and Stanley, 1963) > + 1}&6 FLEF s Rl R T 4 g TREds 4 % (random
assignment) I ¥ ez irdlle > F 5 in B o 4 o (exogenous) A ik i e i
T A LA TR gH (covariates) s fRAp ke o B X B3R
o F Al endet ek e L T YR vm‘*%“i&%ﬂ’“j e LT P
EFHEFRF VL (ignore) A e A F EA- ke FlL LA BV i
BR bt d Al > Rubin st - Sea i 2L TF £k (ignobility)

(Yl,YO)J_D o 3 A inis | E FTEE D RRFIN?P A BEEFT AR ERT

P Bed N2

E(Y'|D=0)=E(Y"|D=1),
E(Y'|D=1)=E(Y°|D=0).

2 Duncan and Davis (1963) #.31% % =42% (ecological inference) R 42 ¢ » 4% 417 12 3
F AR A oS licz T en g2 > g W2 % 2 0 Achen and Shively (11995 ) Cho and
Manski (2008) ~ Cross and Manski (2002 ) ~ King (1997) ~ King, Rosen, and Tanner (2004 ) -
Manski (2003 : chapter5)~ % % (2001)~ % &2 X £4# (2003) % -

o] vhg Tzt



EIR - I S PNE S EEY s cP E(5)i]£?."1979* BEISDSE KRG E T

E(5)=E(Y'|D=1)-E(Y°|D=0)
=E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)

F D R 2 F R kg o g 0¥ T F F 0k e (comparability ) -
BEAE G B Pl S HernA 5 B_E AR 00 D B A AR o Bl chi % L B
ARG F PR TF Rl o F o2 o RIS S EE A RAR R 0 PSR 5 RS ehi
R ALK pERDR TR DG T A Kj\ PR Z R FF R
#wE 37 F 4 (confounded ) o iz B BLEL » H2L7 BT L FER F 1S B o

(= )~#%2#= 71 (Observational Study )

Sl e PRI P F AR AR F R AT A
WL Byl o ¥R AN E R Y] A EPRALS T H R FEHR
(self-selection) » @ iz & BT | (observational study ) &7 T rgis 4 g
| B~ % 2 (Rosenbaum 2002) - iz B M FlE Jahid S PR o R
Fye 1_«&:%%“@ L G A — B aﬁq&m - #o T R F RIS
RREZ B FOMTRM A AR RAAMAR kR R R
e Z Bom 2 A kp AP R RAESR FIRHo T 207 a0 5 AE % h(spurious)
0B BT ¥: @ el B0y S S AR N 31 ;fp B 7 &_%]% (correlation does
not imply causation) o G|4-j& 3 & ¢ A B FAL > FE KT R FEfHEF B A
BEODLAPM > T ST R ’J\—gf}“{*ﬁ« gl F] o H s eF R (%lr'?.;r*‘ )
Ta A ARG E PR T 5 S %ﬁf:&&éﬁd&ﬁﬁi* "ApRE A EF) % 0

D AREF G BT RETM OS2 Y B ERRL T % A 47
4

o

BAoiE FREF L 43 PRI 2 B DL BRI ARIL e ot
A A p SRR AR R TFIE TR R e TR T2 T ORI
L § hx E F % B30 (naive estimator) £¢ ¢ 8 3] #hiken it 0 R e oer

T -

04 S deni] e dop; 8 ¢ ah Achen (1986) ~ King, Keohane, and Verba (1994) o #i1 & &
ﬂ%kﬁirﬂ"”?{ﬁi‘i v Bek-F T ORI RIS 2827 (41 Berk, 2004; Cameron
and Trivedi, 2005; Gelman and Hill, 2007;% % ~ 2 4t ¥ 2012 % ) -



E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)
=E(Y'|D=1)-E(Y°|D=0)

E(8)+[ E(Y°|D=1)-E(Y*|D=0)]+(1-7)[E(s|D=1)-E(5| D=0)]
E(9)

H

dOEERT ﬁ e R AURES S VRNEESE YR LR L TRR SR A Ik R A
f{*ﬁﬂw N Y SN TV PR PSP P
U] > @ T p RN e B2 TE#E#4]  (treatment selection
mechanism) + o h Fla i » B L T 7 F b hRP 3R o BT T ¢ end o
BTk R R R NS 5 A EARR 0 & CMC LB K 4 T LR
(non-comparable ) ; < s H 3" -3 (SEM) LB » BLE S % 2 iz’n GNCE &
g ) By 4 ¥k (endogenous varlable) (Jackson 2008) » & 1% & - fiE b
ERIHFIE R AL FARBERTR T4 v & Hiplw $8hs H AR
Al o BfaE Y L Vg

LAck K E A A PP 2 > o RB Z A% D & 55 T %
RPGRT LT S BRI R R 2474 T K (strata) > # W E K2 p

SR AT L0k (YY) LD|Z o dest BT LPE TR R LTI

RIUGL BN 2 Tk e Rt £ 4 T i’l’,T/r,,fy'}']io?ﬁL—Iiijéi},@ ;
IREPRE Y g KB X F A gE e Tipdl 2Bz AR
i2 ) (stratification ) > # ¢ — i 6] 25 4857 d - gl e froiyflie s |
feitle s B ﬁo:s_,z J (matching) e 4% Z 8.4 5+ B e~ B
FHOLEE R AT E A e g 2 > W T A #ic ) (propensity

score > % % Rosenbaum and Rubin 1983) P(Z)=P(D=1|Z) » {4 #-2 s

e W A BRI E B dpdle s # @ (YY) LD|P(Z) - (%2 Guo

and Fraser, 2010; Rubin, 2006; Sekhon, 2008 )

24ck T Z R BB DA M Y (4 y‘jf;{z FEBDHYALFE) P BT
D$Yearcfip s ¥ #8673 ¢ F 4 m R p Z’f#éi D &1 & % # (instrument
variable, IV) e &9 + > #73) T A X9 %% , (natural experiments) | #* ¢ 2 2
p X% i+ (exogenous natural events) » #-F 7 ¥ % 2§ A X FFZE B EER
AR B TR B ] e s ,T.hq,\— A1 L REgr o (%L Meyer, 1995;
Rosenzweig and Wolpin, 2000; Robinson, McNulty, and Krasno, 2009 )

BArk KA BN HA B[R i SN S LREBDAc Y enbfigFE > A
'F%T-*w B X por Y& D st ? o e (block) X en@i 54 - x’i T?p
fi (isolate) A P AR BAEND ¥ V2 Flhr2afp > # X 2w F] & F 3>
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ﬂ}““@ i EP‘; siv rﬂ“Lr’ﬁ =412 ;(control ) ( % & Pearl, 2000: chapter 7) »
4.5 R =¥y #J - SRERE_ L YV g dic (observables) Z st X 2 {8 s
G R - B wé@@: eV f{;}g (VR | UYL - WA I ol
(balance) bk o WEBRHE R ERE T Dawhi- o TR HNESY
IR > A RIEH T AP 0 E p\ Nyl Rk RS D ¥ Y 2 3L 0F
Fenbf 2 (deBl- DE Y2 FLARF 2L FomMN) & DHEHYOFE G
PEA BTN G RBABREINY ATV EROIEDE
# (unobservables ) i % 38— 2 > i = #73) F?Uzs’_%#:s,@_%%‘fu(treat- ment
selection bias) =F° 48 - Heckman (1976, 1979, 2005) & [ Aa® 2 % $34] |
(treatment effect model )2 # 2t @ ? L F AR R 2 Fl R e, )
Penfhd LR FlgEn T p 4 (endogenelty)’ YU HE S AR R R
2o BF| - Rz F R E o

A nt e G TEER TR L AE RO ERIT 2

BRI R T c KAFE RIS v AP ERET S BRI
REEFFGEFT 2 ERERBY o

- ~Manski 2. F & F TR

B F A FIE A a4 BB DB o Manski 2 ® B T U R B

o AT e (ATE) 2 £ Rz Tios (ATT) iR > & Re Y i

st (range) A LApM o % EY @Y e ko 4 ' (bounded) o e

RANHECL R B ED, V)L PEZRRDGF TR F R A BB o
I'< I D=1)<y" I'< Y1D=0)<

F= A DA | A O A, 4 _E(Y |D 1)_y P4 Y _E(Y |D 0)_y o H + T

U2/ VI AT £ (§ % 20120 117; 5 & ~ 2487 20120 339):

15
?W; FBR B LBR B

gasppy | [TXE(Y1D=1)+1=n)x)' |~ | [2xE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)x)" |-
RE
ATE [”qu+(l_7f)><E(Y|D:O)] [ﬂxy’+(1—7r)><E(Y|D:O)]

2 4

T
ST
ATT

E(Y|D=1)-)" E(Y|D=1)-




= ~ Heckman % £ SEM & i $i-7)

Heckman (1978; 2005 ) u\gﬁ" #2.7% (structural equation model » & SEM)
ﬁvé@)ﬁ; v -H "”fiﬁﬁji@- Hat i 3 F &R 2 Av\’]i’? ' yj}u%uéf TR R B4R

% B8k 4258 (outcome equation) b o X T ARE iS4 0 B L 22 F
2 g gh (treatment selection/choice equat|on) B EE S P % 2o H03)
(treatment effects model ) - pt — #-A) e p > fde F £ F HoA 2 & B s ﬁﬁ; 45

3k pde e BT u—néqgug 23 IR (selectlon on unobservables)
ek 2 o Heckman »2 & 03 3% T 4e™ ¢

BRI AEER R D) =1x,B, +u, > 0]
GE SRS R = Vi =X,B, + 7D, +¢

3 8= 1R hTTWT%ﬁ°ﬁﬂ’§Eﬂﬁ$*ﬁmﬁﬁ%’éww TR

=1

FEARA CH I AU LEEF AT DY EL 0 2B T A g

Beor BT E G RE BB GFN S g RH22 0 BT 4

ERAE I

Al

wenp Bl T D2 p RS =[zx] L85 ) (DTN =P (b))

TR A~ EL P2 %245 (conditional probability of selection into treat-
ment)> * FT » iE # 3 (propensity score ) (Guo and Fraser, 2010; Rosenbaum and
Rubin, 1983; Sekhon, 2008) - = &_T & B it i , (switching regression) ¢ & fj &

G- B0 BED F S e it e (intercept) A 2 7 angg i o z7>0
pla e w27 0 57 <Oplw gz w7 o iz iR % ATES

E(y'=y"|x,.x,. )= ,
(7 =215 ) =7 egman (1078, 1679) % 4t e 2 > =
BAIT % s A F (bivariate Normal, BVN) > * 4ami & 5 P

u, 0 1 o,=plo,
~BVN , ) :
& 0||o,=p0,.-1 o



= ~ &pF (longitudinal ) 4L ersc i 4 45

Fi T EFTHEE FlE 2 A {7502 }I?e—L & ee (4 % Allison 20009;
Wooldridge 2010; & % 2010) * # At T B 2 2c | (fixed effects, FE) #-7)
5] r'&ﬁ}& »cfis ; (random effects, RE) #-3]enigst gt » FEH 5 > 2 ﬂ £

FRT AR A WET] 0 ¥+ p g 2 (Rabe-Hesketh and Skrondal 2012) -
% i j,T* "R AT R4k (F % 2008520105 2013) @ 3 0 B EALEHL
r&%‘”ﬁ{ Mmoo F5 FE A BE = 2 R4 AR+ 4 F1F (unobserved
confounding factors) ( Allison 2009, 1-2; Wooldridge 2010,315) - £ % + » B * =
1T ¥ Leen g £ &~ (differences-in-differences > fi # DD ) ( Agrist and Pischke
2009, 227-231; Morgan and Winship 2007, 251-252 )- )I% L B3 FE 23] (- B4 )

( Angrist and Pischke 2009, 228 )- § & ~ k& & (2013) T E R IR HF]
¥a S 2012 & Bt = A HEH > L E B L F T E o0 o

L~ #F

A B (2010 & 87 1 2013 & 10 7 ) A2 R E A H A
PR o 10T k2
T RETHEER
(=) $Hpp:
htde RS TH BT LE
1. BER

e

A F e A ARI996 £ % - X BRILANEFENL KR Z 2012 ERIALAEFEE LT



BRSER2 L EA T E#E FEF L X FHLLE F (Vote rate of all
electors )~ 3 »xrz & #c(effective number of electoral parties, ENEP; effective number
of parliamentary parties, ENPP )~ % 3% % iz A /sl % = 7% Fl 5% - i Fl "
£ ot & (Second-to-the-first loser ratio, SF Ratio ) & F L » Tl s H =4 5 Rk
BONREET R FRCE O B PP H R eE R Rt 2 BE RS R TR E
FIRE 2 5h T3 B2 2 E R A TEFTH » § BRI STl AR 7L R
,bl_ o

2. 2 AR

AP Ee R F AR LEFIRL L FH SNTVER IR % - (1992) 1
% B (2004)E 419 E 2 4 MMM 2 &:3F (0% = (2008) 1 % ~ 5 (2012)
iil—%’?(”‘mZOlB& f‘i:&a,‘»%ﬁa“;‘%’)ﬁ A EE (EHBE 5

)2

7l
/
=
&
Eil
W
L
o 2
“
pil
b
o
Tl
[\8

A SF Ratlo % X# F’ ‘}‘ l‘fu)’l‘_ﬁ I"' /47\ -EF/?\'T‘& ~ 1%’
_Ei ]*’ tB'J;\'%‘J’Q ’ X ;[é‘ F‘ "'L’I‘J"L)‘LE l"' jbhg ’,&l“»‘ig%’fg—_@ , II‘TIA}*L}N} ‘ijb\ f‘.i é\'

HERFL P QEARFAY > TEZ SV RAT 22T HEME -

FRHFRY O RARPITEHAFLFTRE EFRE D £ (2008)
¥ ANE (2012) 22 ER T3 BERZE 2R A H L E SMD ~ PR iZiE A & LR
RE AL Hc s orercE BT AL CSFRatio £ o d ipE TR E NS - EHHF
”@fﬁ%*’?i%“ﬁﬁﬁ””*’*“ﬁfgﬁawﬁiﬁ,ﬁ&aﬁé
FREZ DN F I 5B AEREE-HEE RS o ETAENNE R
ﬁx&ﬁ%*@’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’? Brd AL EHEE Faga Lo E %

T3k %) (Taiwan’s Political Geography Information System, TPGIS) © e xt :
http://tpgis.nccu.edu.tw/ - & ¥+ B EE MR Fm L A R 2 - Sib ¢~ KA o
TEEEN 3 S N Tl

%2 ARy FAEREMTHLE LR
1996-2012 Y- 32 F £ 5 AR
= N
B R LRSS LES £
1 ER ARG e o2& C oz =
2 % gl SNTV 8 £ #)c /% ¢ o= —
3 & gk SMD 18 & 8/ & _ %
4 %5 PR L #c - S
5 ##E 3 »ercd 3k (ENEP) e oz ¢ o= A e = &
6 | BI§ ¢ serch i (ENPP) — = e
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LEFBEEA A Y D EE
:F‘f By - TR ?‘f #E B
7 SRS A SR
second-to-the-first loser ratio ( SF
Ratio )

FAL KR e p A
3. p A RGRIES

hitd 4 #p & fredk MMM GE 415 2 1996 ~ 2000 ~ 2003 ~ 2005 ~ 2009 %
TEVKBRER 0 TH-%% , ;B R EHY 300 p¥- &
B2 ALBU OGR4 HY 4 SMD#R & ~PREEH -~ WEF > 1z #1 srgck
REETAMZH R o3P AR sk E T

(=) EARWTAH:

EEABHTRAENA RPB A ERELTHEPR R T S RER
223 4 it 3 % (Taiwan’s Election and Democratization Study, TEDS 2008L % = 7
POERR ) BT AE AEARAHEE AL ERR R

ER~BEAEY sliakE o 21 SMD 2 PR A L2 £ 8 - A3td e 2 E
CEYPF AT EREAEL o FHitdeT

1 TR AL

a? B AR 2012201 14p 8T Atdd aEw D EaR
ZFNEFEPERAPRE O NBREET TR FHRF A 2011 £ 107 22 p (&
#2) 2112 04p (EHT ) WAREEFATY SR/EF - RAPFFEFT
== 1,100 B A SFERGFE 0 KPR 2 2118 B F stk & > 12 95%2
ORI B F R RSP REL 5 42332% - A F ﬂu“,%mﬁ APFFPEEF
#ﬁﬁﬁ%”’éﬁk%%ﬁyﬁirﬂipﬁ*%épféiﬂufﬁiJ%

LRV HTEOF T F T TEDS2012-T £ 5 E 6 R T 7 T iRd k4

2 R o
2. AAH RS 2

AT TEPRZBAHE ISR % (2 7 &M 848) £ - L &N

W FeF
pendE Lo AKX TP ALR AR (L) - AT R AR (P FT
.*v’i h o1

5 Az % 99-100 +# 4 T 5 5LAG /—r>> a2 a/F‘P' CRIp ERAT REETTR

P

o B RATTI R RHRRE B AT ERT R N2 TR G RN
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MERT TR AL FRGESDRANE L AT S T D RS RS =
BEr s WREAINATETFDAT P o(2) ¥ - e T EEARIKp
Fopr FERATY A FOT A TERE ER P RS L R Bk
BREPTTHEES - AR R 2 A RER (EY) 2P RIRPRA P

4}:’%;)‘%m§fé"ﬁ‘ f”’)"F\:
3. AR A BT

B % 2,118 i j sk AR A Pdoie o F “/w\‘;vlﬁ*]ﬁ“%' SERSKT AR
FPREFIr DR R I oAARTEF R EREEA G 2 - RepiFA)
FA o LRBRAEAMEBH TP L T RGP DR (P FAR RS E
Ao a3t ) (2010 # ) SR A cn A F AR S gl T R R4ciEi2 | (raking)
T4 AR frr T g L8 -

S fs etk M A PR RS R doR 31 A 6977

£3 PRESEAL S AR Y (e fEid)

" j\ PR ,
_ _ T
A #k f AR f AR
7 1052 49.7 49.7|1+ = 1©=0.000185
+ 1066 50.3 50.3| p>0.05
= Bn 2,118 100.0 100.0[# »~ & 48—

24 PRIFRAZAEIPH T B (o)

1 X S 1
A fk | B A =
20 3 29 A& 402 19.3 19.4
30 1 39 A& 443 21.3 213
40 3 49 f 437 21.0 210/* 16*1():50-014570
- ‘ p =L

50 3 59 & 390 18.7 1875 o -
60 i 11 t 410 19.7 19.6

& 3 2,118  100.00 100.0

25 PRaFRAZ NIRRT KTAERE (e fEE)

* * A+ i o
w T % %
g | Fa | g
B E T 380 18.1 18.1|-+ = &£=0.000070
R 204 14.0 140 p>0.05
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CARR 617 29.3 203[Hk A A B - K
2 275 13.1 13.1
<~ gz 539 25.6 25.6
& 7+ 2,118 100.0 100.0

26 PRSP HEAZAELBE T FERE (ScfES)
A

" n 1
Bow o2 oa
o | ga | §a
T 458 218 21.8
Ty 181 8.6 8.6
e 307 14.6 146
+ = {%=0.000095
¢ 402 19.1 19.1
2 13 316 15.0 150 P00
ki ' N B
3 AR 347 16.5 16.5
T 94 45 45
& 3+ 2,118 100.00 100.0

_’+%\3_J_ 6&;‘74\1%&19””4{%*‘“}#??4 _‘ﬁ ﬂ”ﬁgéﬂ‘&%\j\@f’??#"‘
ATEET SRR LR FPREY S M

A3 F R ’?%i“ffcﬁtf: SPSS M3 it «ha + i 3 g At
BEHBE-FHET TP AP TRALFIERE FTHRE | FhA THRES
5% E99037 > A A AR P FHG BAEASTL AR VI CTHEER
https://srda.sinica.edu.tw/search/gensciitem/1558 # 34 #p i fm & 1 ¥ ?‘;J%—f% * oo A3 F
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