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1. A &

T

@77Pie] o3t OECDS) 48 2 Q7ge 97 £3, Aol i 449 52
3 A 2e SN WA 19 olel@ 4R ANE BLHEE AAA 7122 =
Y2 ol Rl B2 Aol ST Sk o)A ATNUFTL 2A oA o] F
JAE A BEF Fel 5557, FHeln, WA HYOE o] FolATk: A
& ofmiskn ok YR EAlE WAy FEHE HHol 448 4 A BARA
24 QAR T Q) Teh} APPLREE B, wiEEA, TR Aol A
o B4 ol A7 FAZL Brhselckr Aase] on, S sriehe 7199 o
ol ES A4HUR BAVNEE AHShe AL BME SAAA FALsT A
Aslo] gheh. 2 ABA ATNLYE D A A, F1eHd ATl S

¢ HP1EHALTY 2ATHL

o S ALTY BT

1) The Organization of Economic Co-operation and Development(OECD)(1993). The Measurement of
Scientific and Technical Activities.
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g AE7h 971 5o APAQ whgrte] AMEF e §ich2)

a2 HE ARelM Y BAo] FAMAL 71eAdAH] 7199 AAY FL7 AAE
AR A Hab AL ATNE AFE xol7] AT AN ZaAe A FAS
ZEAA H5ler, volrka R&D7F 7199 AAR o= A= rldshert 5 AN
2T B3 B2 BAE 7HA Hok AdAES At du 2AEF
e o 5] glol 2 A AdsteiA Kolof spA|ut o o)A HEAY 4 He ¥
Eolgtaze ¥eA] ¢A =) oehzte] A7 N &84 % AFHYE Folv] HHlAMe
EA A o] FolxE HbHQl HFo tidt EAIAY A7 HEAA e HAAE FA7F 22
shehe Azte] dubstE| w gl 53] AlRelA Ao Asta sHA el e 7l e AT
el A Bl AVFE Fol, S Folx, MEATE S5ehe Wakos Ay
A g FAE stz k)

a2y AR el A A9 FaAdE B8l 249 dubAal el 4
48 FAF R T s A AR, AP A3 FAE o A
Aol B A7 AAE o) FAAA X2 ek AF7HA] Bl 249 ATES AN
3o AP A HF A=Y e dTEHAE AR Faha gk

¥ d7e dNEEsdl A3 BEA7E AF9A deida glew, dubAal &5l
A9 A B4 =¥ Aolrt oJRA veha Qe AE FeFlaa) k) o) F
# ArEdd7r1Re ATHYAES Ao 2 EA el A AT2AE AAS)
Ao 2 AAE AREA APRYd ALste] dpEdEe] A4 A FAe] AR
AE etsparal ok

2) Inge C. Kerssens-van Drongelen and Jan Bilderbeek(1999), R&D Performance Measurement: More than
Choosing a Set of Metrics, R&D Management 29(1), pp. 35-46.

3) Bill Nixon(1998), Research and Development Performance Measurement: A case study, Management
Accounting Research, 9, pp. 329-355.

4) BAR Adubd s AN o] R e ZE BTAYNE IR o124 AREY B RAe FAUNE =
AAZFEE 5o A9geA) SaA) g Pls FAE Bl 22y 2AASS) ¢Y2 08
2zl Zo| gloiAlz, 4 AR Fo] ey sis] Azl A SA D SAZNAS] FANYE B
B EA 21 gtk
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2. o| &4 w7

2.1 &o|EBn ne2lSH|

Aale] EAs fe]BA)Zke] HA ¢ B AT Aol L o]2A 7IAE Fa gl
t}. Ab3}o) E(contingency theory)S 4 248 733} ofd FHL Py 9loes o FH
o] ZA o] ojw3t 3 e X} sk FAle 2AS T UYtkD Asto] 29 71EAY
& zA3 374, a8l1 243 8749 AP - 2RI AEeln ¥ 5
%, A3}, 2A5A, AFEA 2L ke Al Wb 2 FA slolA e 22544
Aol 249 FEAS AAYE J1EAQ g Za A3 A5 AP
BAE cFede Aol AL RE A4 RE 2Ad f3AE AN AT 24
o] 2L EAEHA] dherhs A S omidth oleidt Ao BAHL FAALH iy o
Tl 53 AEE AT T lon Agel we Agst FAALE] oE S 3l
ke A& AAE F3 gl

A8 Ao o BFAAAHY dTRYE T JELES Atvnd

<o 1> o] A#8AE, He|FAALH, ATebe Al 7FA] 2aolc) Absto] EellA

83 e A telele AdQld 229 Ao 33 2 4E7e At 9
3 vehd Aslels Aotk i Arska st B EAA AL HAe] x oW 239
AT TRtk Aoth? AF7HA R FAA 2 A A7ES AHEA o]
g d-E H43 dFEe] Wol o] Fol kY

5) AR(1987), "EAE;, thlE@Al, 1989,

6) R. Drazin and A. H. Van de Ven(1985), The Concept of Fit in Contingency Theory, Research in
Organizational Behavior, 7, pp. 333-365.

7) R. Drazin and A. H. Van de pp. Ven(1985).

8) N. Macintosh and R. Daft(1987), Management Control Systems and Departmental Interdependencies: An
Empirical Study, Accounting Organizations and Society, 12, pp. 49-61.
K. A. Merchant,(1985), Organizational Controls and Discretionary Program Decision Making: A field
study, Accounting Organizations and Society, 10(1), pp. 67-85.
H. O. Rockness and M. Shields(1984), Organizational Control Systems in Research and Development,
Accounting, Organizations and Society, 9, pp. 165-177.
R. Simons(1990), The Role of Management Control System in Creating Competitive Advantage: New
Perspectives, Accounting, Organizations and Society, 15(January), pp. 127-143.
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HE|SH A 2H

Gy 1) o8y ®2 olg=d

2.2 oot zelsHel HEtaAo| st JHg2d

Al #F ASH HTRY o 2ZA Y 54 A EAY APl A AdH =
Hog 71a de] Al 7|2 230] Ouchi®] 2&9elct. Ouchi(1979)& A9 54& 4
%59 227154 (availability of output measures)¥ =H19) YA gk A B
A %= (knowledge of the transformation process)Zh= F 7H] 24| & 783t 9ot
F1e) APFA ] g A== AP45PE A8l BT P55 A A + 2
= AEE v e YR A9 284S vehlle delth ol F 7HA] AL
2 F4 & FEshe AL FAL o] RoA e A £ AeF 159 5] A
g A 5 8l Q] dEelzta s gtk

Higahol] A3 5 e A 8% ¥ S (behavior control), AHEE o
g+ EA(output control), L&) 3L A}3)A EA|(socialization)o|th. 37]4 A}3)A EAle +
AYEQ A59 AolF A9 Fx9 UAZEE F4A7]= AA2E A sty gIch10
olzig Aol EAF 7k FAATLY AFAAE Jehle Ryl og <a¥ 2>
k1D o] mydA AAske ARAAE AR A7 SArbeAe] o AEFAI)

9) W. Ouchi(1979), Conceptual Framework for the Design of Organization Control and Mechanisms,
Management Science, 22, pp. 833-848.

10) Merchant(1982).2 3}le] 24AAE 5A3%e] vlghadrtel] digt A4 Awel A2 5Helele F 7}
2 Aoz FRalw, F IR A gl HHI FAHYe]l dEbdckn AAslz k. AXF EAFYE
Ouchi7t AR As} falsiel wgle] B9 FaAd=ae] BAE fAsieh ot AL2lA FA] diAl J4FA
(personnel contol)ehs 401 &, 4% (output contro)®|4l A3}E A (results control)ghs 45 ARtz
9lt}. Merchant, K. A.(1982), The Control Function of Management, Sloan Management Review,
Summer, pp. 43-55.

11) Ouchiv W34 dAto R 3led of 23g AZ FAF
W. G. Ouchi(1377), The Relationship between Organizational Structure and Organizational Control,
Administrative Science Quarterly, pp. 95-113.
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Aghae, Aste] 24 FsAd0] ol A9 EAG AEH FAE Ay, A A ol
3 BaplAe] Eow AEEAM AEA BAl7l Mt BRAA] domd Y95 A)
7b AgE e Qi

Hslapxol gk X4
(knowledge of the transformation process)

I b
o EX| .
S
#nlo| 2HssN T ASER GELR
(availability of
output measures)
b L SH| AEH EH|

<ad 2) Ouchigl 28

2.3 AN pelEHL] MY ATs

A7 22 ¢ Fe| Bl A3 A5 2 57 2ol EFsle dif-E & T o] Fe
A}, Rockness and Shields(1984)& Ouchiz} /83 53¢ ¢4 A48t 7 +
S e g EAXAE, 3419 e EFAA, AR AV, e B4, 3
49 9247t A ZAEIATHY) B4 AR B2l F4)5Al(input control),
3J9] 24| (behavior control), 2] 1 AH&%¥Al (output control)e]$1-2r F5Al= oA At
34 EAo} AAEAR TR 25 Y9 EAe} Hsta el He AR =L A
(+)8] AZ d3gon, Fe15A e} w3laA ¢ o A A EZ e ()8 AAE G4
sioict. 2elw AxEA e A SAVFSA, 459 B3, 45 &7t A WA
7b & Ao dasignt AFAzRs P984} HetA o A A= eE 49
FAE Jehgon, F915A49) WstaA o) g AR e o 3A e ez
Vel zeid yeA] 7MES AA1ER] st

Rockness and Shields(1989)& @7/ 2o dAatsAlel 22484 84 & o
T2 78, ApEaEe A4, d7gdate] R 58 BAS AT DA

12) H. O. Rockness and M. Shields(1984), Organizational Control Systems in Research and Development,
Accounting, Organizations and Society, 9, pp. 165-177.
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A AE, 3=, ®rt, BAde] wel $Asig el A=l SATA ALY dAE) AabEAle] F
8439 A7k Aol Ao} e o, 2AANSA QAEF dAHEAR e A FAL
velth &, AF2EY ROt E45, 2 NE B 2] ulge] EF4EF, o4k
E7t 855 dibEAZE A o] FeAe Aoz eyl

Abernethy and Brownell(1997)2 A/l oA AR EA< vl3AA E4 <
AgE FA3 14 FARHE &, 3AEA (accounting control), 345 (behavior
control), 135 #(personnel control)ell W& AFEAY] <Gkg Fetslz] 93 A&
Perrow(1970)8] 7]€3} FERRe| 7|&3te F4de} £4754(task analyzability)3} <
9)¢] (number of exceptions)el o} FE3}3 ) Fe EXo] A4 7|2g EA}
AR W2 7olle vlEAFA 53] AASATE 229 A dE vix e AR
el on] iqle] EAAUQA B9 FA7bsA T 99 F oA 98] 7t FAY
A oS dgE Wol viAe AR el 3A A A9 FA S e FAsE
54 & el (programmed controls)& N8 $7} B2 Aol AH3A] 4L Aoz vg
et

3. A9 7t

B dFedME Ouchi(1979)9] 7Id 23S Ed|Z & Rockness and Shields(1984)¢]
23& #As d7NEe] EAS A AT ARAE AmE gt . dpde] &
42 Rockness and Shields®] F#-& ule} d/ddtse] AN A 247154
o2 FE3gel 28z #YEAE o5 ATl AME #EEAY S P9 F
A, dAEA, AAEA, AAFAE A, PAEA= AEsste] 55Ad 3
EAZ 23191 t}15 Rockness and Shieldse A77/0Ed-%5e] 23HiAe] #&4F F4]
4| (input contro)’l AA-EAH L} dAEAt ZFx= a1, vl 2 B4 o] FeE 39
SAZE AEHI deS BAFE stk 28 AASAbeA o) 58 AFHEAVL A
ZF 3 &S 1eFa gl

13) H. O. Rocknes:s and M. Shields(1989), An Empirical Analysis of the Expenditure Budget in Research
and Development, Contemporary Accounting Research, 4, pp. 568-581.

14) M. A. Abernetay, P. Brownell(1997).
15) FEA A Aee dFAnict 234 2oz} gtk B dFelde PHEAS AEAH A5 FAe
2A9 YPEA Y 7] Aol o AL FHEAZ APk
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dubd oz A E FAY 715S AT o AAE 712 3l BA7} o] FoA
A "ot dpdese] 2etAAe] o FA =i dNtEEe] FA ol At i3t
AP S0 BrFsstA HBR st Al digt £ 71Eel o $A7} e d Aol
o}, A o™ ASolle A PEE S A8 dite] At FAG A ARl o
g A SAA O] Al & Aelch. mev AitEEe] B8] o A7
ahgo) ofd A& AXA o]FoiA AF A At 4 Qlenz JAHFAVL FxE
Aolct. A7/NEEE Ao FASHAA = A Aol For A Ut F
A3 HrHe vlwA 4A & 5 Jeng o FARA G AEA) Z4EE Al 1
2} A7 ANEEs Ao SA7FeAel o Aol g FAVIES ARt ol
22 dubAell &l Al WFEA EF Aotk o] =7 dl 3 A<l &
A3t B EA DA B 7S ok 2] A s
7 1. AREEEe] BedAo] o AAEAS} AREAE HEY Zoln £84
Aol dorl AAHFAE AET Aot
7Wd 2. A EF A FAsFsAel o ASEAE 42T Aolw A 7
Aol drewl FFEAE AT Aot
gz AFPLEse] BT Ao FArleAelsle F Aol AN B
F49) AT A= TATE AP AHEY) Y3 O 22 23S AAHATH<
d 3> 32). ol RYE ko] FMelA AXE e At A=) FAY wAE A
3] AAFE Aot

A

;F

2 x|
oI5|
bel N Y EH
— o, HESH
P
AnsH
-
+ aasH N

7 3 Tielel 47 TRIENS| el 2y
%ol 2y 7 g hyo chest e e AYshlch

7Hd 3. d7Ee) B8] 3 ARSH e 2 AF AHEA, AaEA,
A= Aol Ao dFe 7 Aol
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7 4. e E3A 0] g3 AAFAeA] d S FHAFAE Al
Ao e w1 Aoltt.

7Hd 5. AN Le) E8AA ] £3 AAZAFsA el & A AFEAE Al
A9 3 vl Flojrt.

7Hd 6. ATNEe] ANl g3 AAFA A0l ¥ AS AFHEA, IAEAE
Aol A9 e vl Aolt

#49] EA g /id 2 242 Rockness and Shields(1984)] whE-& w}gic}.16)
&, #49 54+ AHe 2A715A(ability to measure outputs)® F4ie] B-2HAA
(knowledge of the transformation process)2.2 ZA3stgct. A7) 27154 A+
Aol gk AAA A Prhe] sbeAlE guisid, F9le EFAAL dFNLEE £33
Aol 3t AR A o] F& A E Aosigict. Fe] BHAULL ZIAE 3o I
23 AXF 7S A & 5 ol AR, 7IEA FRE AR dgEA Y 5 sle
Ax 5o B TR SAsglon, A SA7FeAL AR ARt AR, @
7 el AARAZ7 A, A7EFR Al AT s 45 5ol ¥ AEeE &4
sl

#2)EAE Rockness and Shields(1984) 18] 3 Merchant(1982)¢8] EA|7-£& Ed2
PHFA, dAtEAl, ZIAEA, dHFAZ FEIIAhD P A= oHA] durA & B8l
o] FojX| = AEH PFFAd AT AW AA o A AAFAR FE3), dF
A SEIALEA, A2EHEA, ATRHAALEA Sl B HEoE S92,
HAEA = AA el A FAAEE E5 AToE A3 AidEAE o4kx]Z
3t A Axs Aok AFAFAE AY A AAT HF5E 2Nl A3 JA
E2A4 FAsY 283 -5 AFAHAE Al D5l i Hote 444 A
=2 SRk

)\

16) H. O. Rockness and M. Shields(1984).
17) H. O. Rockness and M. Shields(1984), K. A. Merchant(1982).
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viz|gte 2 Aibe 27| 97Hself-rating) Aol €& A4 A2 ZAF8) Q1A
A QS AR A RE AREAT7IR 4 £ Qe AR AARIEE de
7o) o17] wEoln, A7 15 H43 AL AFAe T FeR} Bt do digt AR
7} #&38e] AZ A 3K halo effect) 9ol 23 L5755 HE 5 Qo] A|F77) o] A&
mFo]ch20) Ae 479 d7HdAteA e dTHES A Bk S
3l FA=Ht

o]2]d U428 FAE HEA = 13 AHEQATVIRY] ATFAYAES HFoRE F
8007} vl E=e] 280471 HEH Ko 1 FollA 20642 FAIL AEAE Ect S
AHES Havole 45340192 AFS AdF AT-Y0] 84%E AA|sksion uhabery
AA AL 92%F AA SR Qlch

SARAE A4S A3 el S A537] 918 Z-28143HCronbach’s alpha)
9} 8ol ¥4 (factor analysis)& AAsl] or, AshaSol el EAES7H] A& ot
7] 8 AR, IAENE AT

4.2 2MZA3
421 AIZA Q) EjSiM 2M

AFEe] Ao 3 8709 2o A3 QA EAE AN A A SA7LEA,
AL EHAA, dREe] Aol Al 7BA] 8919 elolAl Fo] Z7 177,
165, 1472 dulgle 8122 Jehgol A Wi F 554 A73AA%
e, 2ETAME, dEold E45A 59 AVA $E5S FilA F4E sigded olE
AlgFE7e] ArB@AlE 048, 049, 06022 f2)AQl AlgAlo] 9l ALZ yehytrh2)

18) AASAAEA A AT AT AIHAESE o14F 7SS Abernethy & Brownell(1997),
Abernethy & Stoelwinder(1995), Brownell(1982), Brownell & Dunk(1991), Kren(1992), Mclnnes &
Ramakrishnan(1991), Venkatraman & Ramanujam(1987) S-o] it}

19) Q57 § Algto] 71Al A|GAQ EAute s T e RE WE Hrislele AFE 2l

20) H. G. Heneman(1974), Comparisons of Self-and Superior Ratings of Managerial Performance, Journal
of Applied Psychology, October, pp. 638-642.

G. C. Thornton(1968), The Relationship between Supervisory-and Self- Appraisals of Executive
Performance, Personnel Psychology, pp. 441-456.

S. M. Nealy and T. W. Owen(1970), A Multitrait Multimethod Analysis of Predictors and Criteria of
Nursing Performance, Organizational Behavior and Human Performance, pp. 348-365.

21) fe|EAds F HYSAETEl dd gD AREHE B Amusgith dwbElE ARAS7) 04 o)
ol rigle #AE Bw gl
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G 1) AHLEM viEo 2012 AHn}
ol 1 29 2 29l 3
W4 @mel | (dTgel | (e | zmEa
sxlss) | By | =as
N A FIs A 0801 066
~ clze] AREE THSA 0745 058
_ gnje| B0l By} TKsA 0627 054
- = ﬂg Fad 419._6‘_1» KA §_}
MEEMA-;%"MI Z2s KjAol of - 076
(e} T
_Jlax 2ol uEs 0804 0.73
- O} dPEe T2IQ 0.730 0.4
_Jled =28 BE 0721 059
_ mgole Wi oz 0597 0.44
olo|zl zt 1.769 1.653 1477 490
- 7} 896 o WSS FE 74 25 wage] AdeA = LAY,
C EERNL SpEEse] B4 E 25 oo APEL vEe el

]
-

SEREET
zZ+z} 0.69, 0.6

ASE 07724 ARYDE 340] ool Ao etz ek

& 2) W9 d2id 24 2ot

ATALRE) 2R, Q7R 2 PsA0) et A E Ade
12 ek} A28 B 240] o017 o2 et 22y A7
B} $AHE AT E AL Do el A $302 249 JEEA RS

A 2E M EAS
AR LEE BEHUY 2 0.695
drgniel FHItsY 3 0.614
dPrlgel 23y 3 0461
A ESH 3 0.770

422 784S 2ot

=0
=

A AR 71 13 200 g A3

sle) AE2A} Asdel R ASEAE sk
2] 543} el FAL) AYWAS shelabr] Q3] HU9 SAG ) Fe)FALS] FBE

4 sl AREAAFE O <E 3% 2ok

22) A= AF7E 0.6 ool vl A= =rt & Aoz WM
23) AR B34 222 A=E A5t dol #4604 A

A=




<E 3 nigle] S4ut palSHle daEy 2o

YESH o &S| UHEH ASH AXMSH
AN LEE 0.098 -0.127 -0.299 -0.107 -0.158
SEAM (0.158) (0.067)+ (0.001)= (0.124) (0.024)++
HFZ e -0.020 0.087 0.161 0.172 0.133
EHIIEY {0.775) (0.209) (0.020)+ (0.013)= 0.059)

ATBA(FPFE), #x p < 005 * p < 0.1

<E 3>el osphd AL AN Wee AAEA, FAEA, dHEA L FAHQ
F()9 ARRAZE Qle AR vex glet old A M 1€ FEHoER A
ke Aol F, d7vNEe F8AUAC] 2 A5 JATA, AAEAE Axd Alolze
W 7145 1, B0l Yo F A FAE 2T Aol 7MIRE Aol Ha gl
ot

AToe] AT A 5A7E] ARBAE AR P5EAE At F3A
At 25 2008 BAE veshi 2 gk ol2d Ak ]l BgAAo] o wA HH
A9 7158 AAske Ao] Brlsste] FAREO] o1 F|A7] Ry Wil AR B
ot} 53] EgAlAe] & AL 7txd AR oANY AFEA M FoHal 3(-)e]
FAZE etz e AL, A7NEREY & EHAALE 22 A4 2 AR 9=
ge] glemg AEAe] & A AEY JAHFAT o]Fod + dvS HAF sich
tlgo] feivele] Firle AHAALS AAlTel vl Lqfre]n AEA FElA % Aol
7F 7] Wil BgAlAdo] 2 Aol el ARt A FAIZL A o] FeiA7] ol
£ Zelch 223 ANt E8AAT AAEACE ()9 BAE vehd LS 2EAUA
o] ¥ AelAe Al AT dilThe o A28 AT 7] Bl Wl
AFEAE 28R o= Aol 88 A AT Tol 2 £ &S WES
etk

ATARS AL HHEA, AAEA, dHSA = Ao /A len, P5F
Alghe F-9] #A7L Q= Aoz vepda ook o|2fd Adke 74 28 AAIEkA ok &,
ATEAe] SA7 A0l ¥ AF AAEAE Axsta SAbeAlel ¥ At A%
FAE Axsta sk a2y A7ATe A7) ¥ A AFEA oleld AAF
A, AAEAE Ao BAZE etz e AR FAe AREAIL feold A A7NE
Aol gt A Frpt Aoz folsly] Wigl Aom wsH, XA
Al H3 Br} fold A A7l di Aol e Hrlr) folslr] wEel A
L2 wekEd
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oS 7H 3, 4,5, 6% AFE] A4 e BYe 2 AU AR Astel i B
DEA) AALYE AN AABHAL D D3 Zow] 7 A e AD
= <X 4>¢} 2t}

P =a + biBE; + boBU; + bsPR; + biRE; + bsPE; + e; (4] 1)

P; : 223 X3 performance)ol] @& $=}9] Q=4 A7}
BE; : #%%A(behavior control)?] A%
BU; : A& A (expenditure budget control)d] A=
PR; : 33 %A (process control)2] A%
RE; : B3ZA(result control)®] AE
PE; : A EA(personnel control)?] A%

<H 4> Dol EMnt 2lSHel AgtMo] Majol| ojx= FE

M1 (n=24) M2 (n=43) M3 n=12 | 44Y (n=119)
= - 29)
S 0023 0.170 0241 ~0.0002
(0.116) (-1.255) (~1.637) (-0.004)
0020 ~0.001 0278 0013
A}
AsSH (-0.105) (~0.005) (-1204) ©A71)
0.192 0.289) 0643 0301
X EL
=EEH (0.666) (1.693)* (2.040) (2.652)%++
0027 0.108 0076 ~0.002
Ane 0.099) 0.695) 0.189) (0.018)
S 0238 0,088 0203 0.184
(1.669) (1.062) (0.800) (2.710)s+
= 0217 0.160 0615 0.18
F 1.055 1.447 22% 4975
D 0415 0229 0.161 0.0004

*x% p < 001 ** p < 005 *x p < 0.1

<E 4o o FHgie) EHdAe] 3 A F47F50l E2 A Delle A
ol FoA]] YL PIAE AV b skl A 18] A F-de 284
=2 A FAFSAE dol BAVL AY Erbed dgelng a3 ) 5A} o
F7] Wil Aeg fckdo) EFANL AT A3t FA o] o (A 2)d: A

24) A FEL FF(median) & 7122 s Sl ddEhe gl WEs) AX Ad Nzst dAs
7 %3 4 Al AeAe "ol vehgt)
25) Al(ta)E e,
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EA7} Aol SoAQl A v WEEA vehdz gich EHAAE ou %S
o] £o]3t 744 )M = FAEAS Aol FAQl FFE vIAE WeRA e
2 9tk B3paAe] du AFHEA o] Lo|q A 1 A A FelA 7P FAst
717} golat Ao g ARFA L AHFAI} Aol FFL vIAE HFEA et
oltth. olzlgt A1 ¥d sMd 37 /M 58 J1AEN L 7 4 AdEeH M 62
noxoz A=y ok & ALy A A SArsAolske F 7 3
Qe XL Agsted e EXF B EAY AE AvlE A A ANR JHEE
& pEAHozT AR gich

o]2)&t A= Rockness and Shields(1984)2] 72 zte} thi zpol7} glewl 2 Ul
BeslA AN $E o A7ty Hojrt A3 v sl Stk F, & AT
A Bod PNtz e Ao 2 sk ¢lou Rockness and Shields(1984)2] 4ol
2Tt 2AS 233 gz 9 e Adle] £3E o gl ol
g 22 AE) ztelrt sigle] B4 2 HAe|FAlol FFE #lA sFeAel dok

>

4.3 F7HHl e

mn

A A E JMd 0)9d] ARz Yebd 4 gle ARRAESE LR I
obsly7] Slal A7 Fr, ATNERACIZ, -4, N, Z2AE P 3 H2F
A8 #AE AHBgic} Fly and Slocum(1984)2 ZAwte|e] +AASe A5A AW
AL A7 BA 9L A2 By k20 183 Rockness and Shields(1989)¢l
A ApazAda A1y Frrb 42 QAHEAQ] F84E FA A3 e A
o2 vehgeh2d a2 Scott(1992)9) A= AR Frel AEA FAZE BA7
e AeZ ¥ gek2® <E 5>9 d7HY jFre He| A AFEHES AHEA
AT7E e Frr} 242 dubhd oz #Agd EAHAlelgw s YFFAL AEAT Z
ZHI Ye A vehygel ApidAs} RejsAe #AE DAERE foAH Aol
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