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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to find out the important factors and efficient strategies concerning Internet
marketing. The areas of study interest are, the perceived risk, trust, usefulness, Shopping-mall attitude, and
purchase intention. To fulfill this objectives, First, a survey was performed targeting customers with first-
hand experience with fashion merchandise in Internet shopping-mall. Second, the improbability sampling
method was used on aged from 20s to 40s, and the survey was performed over a one month period. A
total of 806 questionnaires. The empirical studies were summarized as follows. First, the exchange/return/
delivery risk and social/psychological risk had an effect on the perceived trust in Internet fashion shopping
mall. Second, the perceived trust had an effect on the perceived usefulness, the attitude toward using and
intention of repurchase in Internet fashion shopping mall. Third, the perceived usefulness had an effect on
the attitude toward using and intention of repurchase in Internet fashion shopping mall. Forth, the attitude
toward using had an effect on intention of repurchase in Internet fashion shopping mall.

Key words: Perceived risk, Trust, Perceived usefulness, Shopping-mall attitude, Purchase intention; =] 2}l
A9, A2, Azt £-84, 2B E HE, e

LA = £ 221 4 (Online store)ollx Frfdts 2L T

Aolz QEd, 71 $28 24 F9 st A

Sl Qe AAde) A9 Qe A IES o REolgkn Ank. olo] W LeklolN e Az
AR o0 QlolA o}y T3 e Holx] Re Y] B BAE Holol} TetolAE Tad
2 9ln ol A Belsk 2w W T APAZRNG £PB 54, 22T Ao /)
274 H4E ANE HALES A9 /1E AAAE Q4T 23 BAS Tee gRNE P2t
oHOlElY £ 2HAE ENZAE B A% A FAH)UA BYHoR AN Aok AT
& 7] WEoITHEYF 9, 2001). E§ Cheung AHFA A o]F9 FujER oloxs ZEA
and LecQ00)E BE AEUAe] TAAES o}F 2o g RSP TR BAT A ARl
fCorresponding author H, 238 7€ E4 FZEdA A7 s
E-mail: hongbs47 @hanmail.net 9 2d3 doz A FeE Wy Utk

~834-



ol

SIEY HBOMOI XIZHE IRl AIZDE IS K24, HE L HAAZ WA DIXs 23t 155
(Cheung & Lee, 2000). 53] SIElYl WM £B¥sh & qulx g daks) o) deke A4k
FASAANE 20 AE) ALS B B W)=y 2A = Acke 99 A Rold.
ZRTS BT £ AEY 4% H9AH
a.9l0) 3k AT EAo] Fas), IL O|2X u{H

A 2P E9| AHFHP AT} Fujolz D o)
Solxs} AN E T2 Il 7Ly
& o183k ATH o] FATH(Gefen et al., 2003). 75
E(2003)= QAU &g o) A9 o) gAE0] ARTle
(Information Technology)oll AP 0 2 Fedsh= &S
AR 7)e8 23 (TAM: Technology Acceptance

Model)& 3 T3hEAHE 71218) B £8L k]
7)E WelH $718 deske] §43 ol8o) 2 4

ATHL Atk o] R QY WA HP BT} o] L)
Ago] Apale] &) wlel zpoH o 7 HEsh= A
o] A iR LT 84 ATE B 4E44S A
T Aol

olefl B Ao M AU BB gt HAHA
F TR 9§80 A4E 93, Azd 2
Azt f-84, = AT EA o] 3 9
THYE FFANEC] JeFRe MNP alo Ty
IAEY JEY A LY B e o)L 7
el o WX FFL metslial st E5]
U AP EfA A
o2 Z-g3je] Au
") %] 7) @&l (Jarvenpaa & Todd, 1997), A& <)
He A7E 938 24e 250 Azt A2 7)
STEEF(TAMYE F3sle 28y
HAAF Frieee] JTFS vx|
A st g,

I Ee] o] 8T o) FadH
Frol Mujzef wrgstAL} $elsl= 29
gt A A= Ae FuI|E] 482
8% #3e] Hrh(Venkatesh & Davis, 2000).
FAH ol gate] 89 MF L Fotsl o
AR A AAATIE o] dEY AP E
A AF90F BAHT JHEAE 9, 2002)
Ll AN AN B £ F THEslete] A
< disy] AsiME A4S AAsE My
e BFste A FAO Mul& 2ajo s
FE VAE 2AES T8 A npAE M
2 B3 dS3he o) B g0 HEw B gy
olxe] el s APEY Fujox Fgeole
ZRA A A 49

[e)

T o

S 0=

=
=
A E=
—=

A Q 0] o]

re
AT

e rfr 2

8

=

W g

o

o2 |»

- 835-

1. XjZtE 218
aH2} gFoA et ARy} Aedatol A
FHHoR Azl AF &, A4E ¥ (perceived
risk)S 27 3T Taylor, 1974). A|F L 9} AH) 2 0]-4
A 2B AR Aol tis) EEAAdat
71HE £4& A28 (Cox & Rich, 1964), o] &
A& Fagete o P& 5] u&o) Azt
A A8 AL A mAY A3 F2.3 =471
Hogth 53] AvjEe] AEL T o ke A
H AP A S B3 A o] Satoll oM =4
HEZ ZE3tal SIThel R, 24, 2001). =, UH
Wl oA 9] ARAEL AFo|vt FefjRlo i A
Zof| o5 A} o] Fo] AA g7 v 7]Ee) AE
A el visle] B Y9 HEe w72 e Aol

NEU FA] X2k o] 3t FE EFe
Aol Wt thekste}. Jarvenpaa et al.(1999)% 1€
Ul &£3E B3 +iE @ F ANy 98-S AA
A 9, A A 99, A58 99, 198 99, 29
3 Zglo|WA] Yges ERIQYI, Corbitt et al
(2003)= 453 A, AT AL, A 99, A
A 99, A7 Eem PR AF e ARAEA
o Bk ze] Xzte] wisted A3t ANE
212003y JEUN £F B E Xzt AP S AF
A PP oz LRSI o] F HFo] Fujgw
of A glo= Aggciy Yot Ackrt Azt
AFL AF "FM=E dE2A4 dehdoiz gon
(Chaudhuri, 1998), Midgley(1983) FE3F ThF3} Ao
o] w}E AHAZre] FFol HAg AFA AFEo) 7}
A5 e A wet APAZge] 83 2 ot
2ok Yot ok AEYl &P E A AHAYES
T3l ARAt A e Yo se AAE 99,
AHEAE A 9, X ARy, FAAR Y, e
dA9, mafo|HA] Hal9g, Azl Fol o
TE o] SrHFSA, 2002, TFF £, 2001).

OJHE Xztd Hge rujAdAe o] AR
G X EE e A o|2U|7HK] Fa3 I
8910z 288t} (Jarvenpaa & Todd, 1997). o]o] &



156

Vol. 32 No. 5, 2008

ATNNE HBAT AdE APAASE 7)¥
2 sof QB A £FBolA e A7R Aol
2ol v)RE GRS AFH O Gohruz} Ao,

°
21

RN

2. M5

AFE BGAA S & 0] EA3ke AV3H, AA|
A A3ALAA Fa3 2992 Z8-FTHGefen,
2000). 53] 21X o] A Atel F7tolZh=
EA4 w o] ezl it o $23 8400, 3
9zl FEL nX|= ewlvol i3t EWE Wgeo
Ago)aal FATHGefen et al, 2003). o]2% QIEU
Aol X Wi 9] 7130 F dFo] B2 7]
Wi o) Jejdl AR ES o)8T W AFe F
23 A3 2 910]) FthReichheld & Schefter, 2000). =
3+ Ratnasingham(1998)& 1E{Yl &3] wkd Ao
e} 712ZA TAo|HA A & FAE QUH
Wl 3ol gk e &L AFFE 25t <
Byl &qdAe] 2 FE4 tigh A7 TEEA
%) =]ojx Sk} Jarvenpaa et al. (1999 e-#ltioll tf
T Re e 2, B4, Bl 59 23 At
I e H8E BN EN PYP=E F
7WNZITEE 301, Hoffman et al.(1999)% A8 A150]
WA AFE FulstA] & olf dis s 2
A9} 7+& B¢ (payment security), 71€o) gk £l
e ARE A ARESRE Adt 22 i ARG
gk A77 P F23 9909E BAA. 09 7
o] QlEldl &% FAOA Av|GELS AA Al &
PEo] 7= BEAET ol B F8 4T
2hg o] He 7] 2 YAelES B
T Eokd "ot AthGefen et al, 2003). o123 7]
£4837 BHEsle] ATF Paviou(2003)y= A1F 7+
TAMS] il 212HE F-84, A2k AFE-E0)4
o] AR ] ggo] Qlrhal Sk B A4
= A8yl £ ARE AvA; AFe) AgL A
el AZHE i AFsle ZlerEngol A4
FozM Al &£B B tig A Avate] 41573
2EATHo= AR P

3. 7|28 28 (TAM : Technology Acceptance
Model)

AEY P& FR7Ieg F88l elold

- 836 -

YEQ =z 71 4] He 2 WEls Zeg, <l
EulAbe] anAES AFo|y A AE gAY
Fujgthe 2HoA AEZQ LH|[ XA ¥ JAFY
o|F A HI|ES AME ST SN = AMERe]Y]
% 3thKoufaris, 2002). ]2 3 vl 2.2 48219 Q1
Byl AlO|E AREd] TAME A4AIZ] d7E0] 8
3 ot 53] B Anjate) lEdl &8 #FE o)
3 37] M e ox9) AL 7tez g A
0|7 ZdYast Bag AAolth oo A £
vlze] QB &3& FdNT)e W H 5719 I3
BRIEL 7|& 802 72E FHEEAL ). 7
%5828 (Technology Acceptance Model: TAM)»E
@e]3 3%5°]) 2 (Theory of Reasoned Action: TRA)|
A e] S0l thI B} Y7 AAE BR)e
olgzte] Au7|EAY Arz2 B FHI|E0]
£21e] g AP o &3l B o Th(Davis et
al,, 1989). 9714 AHEHE X ztH S04 AZtE
F8A49 F A AZgasle] AMEAte] Bzl 9
& F2 olHE Y /e ALy e dEE
oA HiL AA ARl FEE mRYgeE BELER,
AHgdEd BFord g g2 e 49 &
T+ e S AHs 7AEd 2¥ o7 HriEL 9]
TH(Taylor & Todd, 1995).

TAMO| |8 FE 4P HPE AXse 78
2 TAMS] A5l A4E F-845 xzHE §o]
Ao] AYPHFEL 78] FE7eFE] AHH
A G&Fg PIAY)E= ol 5HE FaL vt Heijden
et al(2003)= HlEo] FFE v T AARFEA F
4, AHEE A, AFA, A E AE 52 AR,
Azt 183 Bioke] #AE ZBH £33 Pavlou
2003y &H|Rbe] AAFAW| LS dHE =T 3
ojA TAMY 4129} 91d-e TINZ TFA ZdL
AABFETE o} Vijayasarathy(2004)= 22kl &
oA 2¥)A} B = (attitude)S &4 317 Y8t &
A, AREAA, AXA, SatoluAl, Bt A 4
9, ] &% 59 HbE AT TAMY] 2
ATZE Venkatesh and Davis(2000)7} 4274 A|Ag
TAM27} 9tk olE 712 TAMAIA A8 F-448
FA 0= old gk NP RNESL HAFF Aol
TAM2¢] F8 A1 A 7|eFdd] F¢
TEL 7122 39S W, Aztd foldrt Azd
HeAe FHHEFEY U 2 IFE L M wet
olg] HAYLIEEL FHoE 3L Atk &, At &

=
=



QIEHH AEHACL XIZHE il M2 XI2HE R2M, HE X A A=l DIXls Q8! 157

&89 MY aRlEZ = 9AF =7 (cognitive instru- 2. 9728
ment) ¥ AF3]A g & (social influence) TZA|29}
A 252 TAo g 11 Qi) ATFRE S AR o) Jesandol e

B dfoE AFrt A A & E 89 71E ATFENA AAE TS AEHor BT
AoJM AZ4E FE48 FHoF o) gehel u) A Ne542d, Jed 220 i 48 9
g AHT) glo] 23 L sl YestE ¥, Az A3 59 #AEAe] AlAlHe] FE3 o
gelstaat glrl, Ridings et al.(2002)= £84¢] AR 3 2A "t o]o] £ AdrE e oA
YE A E4EE 38 A7 A RAZ oAU 4 E ol A ale] HE A4 A8 A"
HRE FE3E T Hxol] Fo J&g nFHThy 819 AFE A Avxte] QY 2P E 489 AP
on, AAFAY dAe] B FAHYA WSEEH T2 AGEAL, AR F849S SHeRE T I
F FEY AT ARy 28 FFo R AAY FEEH(TAM)E 338t AEY &P ZolA ] =
AL Arh(Reichheld & Schefier, 2000). E&+ JEI AAE Pz 9 S MAE A0S 4FE
£ B9 7]eA9l 5EAL Davis(1989)%] TAM 9+ A 3t} gt

AN A oldF A F8AS MdEa
AU &= AA 7 A= 4L A
PATAN =&} o] F 7k] B
< NESgT oldl B A7E Jlesd 249
NG HA3 o)Fe] FrigER o]eix]
Al 2ol thE| A Lotz st

R
[
4e

I 9174 2 =R

1. A7+

P

o

g

H3. e
S|
AE
o JEFS

H4.

H5.

Hé.

i

H7. A8l &3 &) o)

2 )4 Rolt,

-837-

XZtE R84

<38 1> ARy
3. Hof ZEE o

1) Kzt 2/
QB HHBAA AH 2T FES TR

= 2ol g Aol 3] =,

2) X2 412
QT 2B Bo] SHA 2012 0|9 Srhsh A
F Y AEL T 9eS 2L D A=

3) Mzte 78y
AEY £BBL AR 2027t GASAY olF

o] g3l AEFL Frisle AYS 3RS o Yek

Ue o] 8549 &3 Yl Uist =34 9
o A,

4 ATEE=

Qe Yl £FE AR dig) s AR SR F
TE 3YA0Z AdBG A == H =

5) FOiel=

el &P EoA AGES 2 e

F5a el B,



158 St=20|F5H5| K| Vol. 32 No. 5, 2008
4. EHE A ER1A 9B ARAAREN, AZENE 4
A&t
B ALE R3] A3 FAETE AdE 9
X Z+4 é 2174 84, Hx, ooz # AT 6. ATCIMS Q2 EAN Y
BA A BA0 #3 B3ro 2 LA
Qe A ARl A7t -2 Jarvenpaa and ZAPRARS] QI EA A B4 ATEH, Ade
Todd(1997), Corbitt et al.(2003), F-7(2002), Z=FF AL o Ado] 50.4%, ‘B/0] 49.6%= Hls=EA] BAEsH

9)(2001) T T F 16355 SR 3ATH A
A Ak 2 ZHE A 2= Pavlou(2003), Hoffman
et al.(1999), Jarvenpaa et al.(1999), Gefen(2000) 5]

TE 7122 sto] dFEFH LA 4 Bdste
% 534E2 23t Ve TEEEe Fa% 89
¢l Azt §8A4, £ E gx, 7)== Davis et
al.(1989), Heijden et al.(2003), Koufaris(2002) 52|
ATFE 7|22 3o AFHA A $45 Bt
A7 L4865, 2B E oS H =@, 28
I e EGEHE S8

AEAH o= A8E £P390H, &
A BAo] st IAst= AEE A
E} 1@yl vl 23 GA)y e 53
oj g5l AUt 2AHT T A
At Au| Al F 7HA WY
. 2007&4_ 39 3 g % ogFe Z*
1 Hrlol EoJE Fate
, 2 THeo 2 20079 49
Y &2 E o] 82 508 & o
At o, duzAl d3s
T4, Lggo N SAZAETE

=23
W
s
15
of

rO(‘ off lc,

A
HgHe g
1Y of|

Aoz

v}

ol

y}h 2007 59 1994 54 304714 UH
BEAA HAFES] i Pl e aEA
Foz AP o E AASn. AR &

}\1 7} 7:17];(]0:1_,] \:Hsl—xg_,,} A A& P‘A]O

Saet IAME HA HESte dEE A,

Bl A B E ANE ZAF AR F T A

2 oluY Ao MEAE WIS email2 3

A& FAh ZF 100082 $HE ¥ o|F 2

Z3te] 9E 8068& AnEA ol Ak, AE

4.

[e]

i

&

)

A o= SPSS(window 12.0), AMOS Ver.
ARESlE, e R AEE B, g g9l

=

- 838 -

Aye

Lo

Aoz JeERGon, 20t 664%E /M W
Qb 71 tFe o 2 307} 29.5%, 40P0 7} 4.1%= 2+t
Ueldtt 8ree] A9e tigta £Y¢) 22%2 7HE
¥E 3L e, sk A sk o] 20.2%,
tw &9 o3} 20.1%, AEY stw £¢°] 17.5%

2 74z et F4e) Agols dutAFHol
40.7%% 7}% 2o BYE 33 e, o
28.0%, AE71%F 8.6%, AEF 8.1%, A9, T3
6.7%, ?}UH AME| 23 57%, 7VFR 22% 28 7
Z YERET

fr

Iv. gz 9 =2
2 3 EIEN AN

AR AZE A WA SN &
(exploratory factor analys1s)44' Q‘ 13

AFolA

B
4]

o Wgdle Mg AAstH skﬁit} + WH Wﬂ
NME =4y Wy} a2 vfgoer FAZEAE
Fasg T $A, 2HRE S Hrrep) ofdel 74
T el thate] W)= Y74 (internal consistency)S
7AZ3He WHEQ Cronbach's oAl & A&t A
Be AEAY. A€ fdeld UL F

167 &3l thsle] 2elEA S dAssict 2 23
A 1.0 o)l 4709 8<le] FEHUHKE 1.
B-o] 12 A47ME AE FF dF, A8t |E 9
Bk AE7tE Boke] tig AF §5, e AR

=2 53 B85 AR = _‘464(4_‘?—‘5]-)’ olglx
AL, 82 ) AET o] dul, FHH &
A @, Ao = xjo) G, FFE AWLA 98, F
o] 4, A4, Yl 59 7l olst 98 T34
A go] FEAAAAGE) ol 32, 2913
o B WE 59 BY 99, &, F AZhd|
A7, A7 g8 T3 #HEo wMFME

=
T=

JE



SIHY GEUMOI X2t st M} N2 R8N, HT ¥ HMAE RIS DIXE &

= 45t 159

AP@EEEy ol e} 22 294% e o] qole SAGEEY A B4 3 e HAE

v R ¢}t Z o] e g I, 9, *L—Er o Tt o o gt A7} 0.77 ol 22A FRI AL

%E‘u e, e AES Z LR U 9y 53 graisrt. o] 8%lEe] AEe & HELE 67.98%

deo] Atg4leld 9acE) e g & AT A, <FE 2>+ 2 ATHUAEY] FARLAAL

zfl TLaYd £ £IFE9] Q%3 ghEo) HH AEd A=A 7 ddadEe] edREge =

S+ A3, A QARG gho] 0.69 ¢]FoZ Hl A T 0.60 o]l 7t @l elEe AFEE 0.72
= vdeht fEErgAde] Egith 4 A7 e 7 o] o 2 et A4 L ks s,

<E 1> A2AE dE MeM/EEY 2 YD

. . ., ;g z‘g{,%” ;
ek A8 e A50t fETel 242 Qend eEn| 87
Bu | AE 7 A 8= WS el sHe o] Feoll Tt $76
w2z | ARG ' 3.024 | 1890 | .89
HE | 287h=) woke] B 2127} glo] A8TI= Ago] AR, 839
MY FE7 mEH o] 02 £22 A2 %"}ﬂﬂr 760
)\}'\5“5 U]E] ﬂo] 61- 01 HL/\}: HJ’] /\}-O Eoﬂ}\i e )é ] 765
7 2 |
gz | TR AR Al TAE Kol FHH 4L 9grh gl ‘136
<
A | N wobd gl B Wl Ao)zrh w4 B2k P A 725 | 2832|1790 | 77
AT TR o Aol 94 209 210l WL kst 723
" AES) E-OIG A, Tl Fol el AuhaEel A BE A ek |
Felgrt '
&, ¥ Fol 7thEa 4 @87ty g g 809
ABME) el zo) Aot R R EE 798
s IR dE] dakE A7 WS EA gk g P 2674 | 1671 | 84
ge | mBeI} Wl £amE AzhHel g A 764
Ml % Azk) 92} 28 A o} i 1745
| DS A el olmAe] 2 o gdA Juan 880
AA | UYL w1} g, Ax 1-0] 4z gz g}, 878 | 2348 | 14.68 | .84
TR Wb gl v e 2 012 aA Hete Bk 776

£o L

W7 R ey &
W7 TS QB &Y E 167
A H | v dEY aES 9 747 | 2.85 |57.56| 836
W7E el gk el A & 746
A8 P g BAS . 744
Aetl £ B2 HAFEES Frjstrlel v f-&sivhs Azt 710
QB £3-& HAYEL T s}7) ol Off- hneiﬁ]- d &3A el upoelt), .688
yjz}g AEY &P E-L o] §3E e AN EL vlm @ 5 glo] KEe] Zo] AAT) 639 253 lavo1l 723
T84 | Qe 2982 o)gstn £ = 1%01 A7 A7E. 638
ABY 2P B W7} o] e siHARE Tuj AR & B ok ARE ARET | 614
AEY B BL A2, T2 A kg A gfol 7 AelsA & 4 ek 602

-839-



160 felesl ==l Vol. 32 No. 5, 2008
<¥
g @
Qe 8= AR FH 866
A3E | JEY 2FE AL AT 861 267 l6676| 832
A= | Qe £ A 3R soa | T
Qe &P B2 viEe 730
U dEY BB 2B s]E Foldth 839
s AEY &g Ee] o] dol HFH o2 A7HE EALE 9fgo] Qi) 810
;L‘ﬁ e o 2% Qe 4B B AE-E i 2 gl g}, 784 | 3.07 [61.32| 841
= e dlo] AE Tl A% Ad g Fhg s AR 782
= 1 oA AES FYE Ade] Qe QY £ BN ALk P Rolth 692

<E 3> olTEe| mHo| XEE X

; Age A5

. X & | P | GF | AGHL | RMR |

AR =2 99 16.145 2 000 986 959 067 989
AEHEAY 43.519 9 000 978 964 044 944
IS E 44.598 2 000 963 909 121 963
AbE Al A 99 39.878 2 000 967 920 087 964
A zbe A=) 33.891 2 000 971 914 051 945
AzkeE S84 45.990 5 000 973 945 051 900
&¥E U= 53.831 5 000 969 938 041 958
Tuj el w 118.642 9 .000 946 910 068 924

.990
955
964
.966
.948
910
961
.929

wh N W R N R

GFI=Goodness of fit index, AGFI=Adjusted goodness of fit index, RMR=Root mean square residual, NFI=Normed fit index,

CFI=Comparative fit index.

C,_g J
Q
je2
=
=2
~
Z,
=
O
e
2y
olfl

& #3239 AYEe Bud A9 dAHow
299 94U Aok 2 vehia gt
e ®

AN e A A5 E SR8 VSAATHE 3).
3. EHEEIEH B4

B A7 A= FH e (discriminant validity)S
HAESZ] 98t 7 AEET AaaAA g
FAA 18§ XA R TF ARG
(E 4. 729 FFFAATFE] SAHLZE F9
T FEE<0elX 1B 2 o gAY 1&
&5 ol Al 7hel T3t 9=1.00= H

Mo

FIVdE TG EE %
Utk oo =e
FEEA ¥ ey

3

e

284

7Fs i

B34

4. 7 REo YWt A JHHAHSE

o
fu
I
1z
2
=
@
il
i

=

o oy T
ooy 1y

fru
i T

1%

A%

A5

[Pt

FEANTT &
T A,

Wk FEoz

<A

TFolMe HH=
BEE FAHNA
A7) =gl dig A

X°=95.143(df=12, p=.000),

GFI=.972, AGFI=.917, RMR=.060, NFI=.915, CFI=
924, RMSEA=.0932.2 JEIGTHE 5). o]218 254

= A3
1

— 840 -

A= A5 7)E HFo] £ W, ST B 5
ZFOF AGRF Wl ArNEE e wAE 2%



OIHY ATHAMOL X2t &l A1 K12 K84, ST 2 HMAE 205N DIXl= & 161

<E 4> HTHHS] HBEAIERA

R 1 2 3 4 501 6
AR % 99 1.00
2. HEAHAY 000 1.00
3. EEM A 9 .000 .000 1.00
4. A3 AY ¥ 2000 000 000 1.00
5. A3 -051 - 1348 008 124 | 1,00
6. A zkg 924 -063 - 156% 037 081% 377%% | 1.00
7. 492 BT L1720 LoL167 | 2013 070* 499%% | 512%% | 1.00
8. T w -155%% | 155w 024 067 S508%% | 494%+ | 616%* 1.00

1-11: Pearson, *p<.05, **p<.01

<®E 5> ZEEAMo| HEiT
' AEE A4
e df p GFI AGFI | RMR .
SR ﬁ:fg% =3 95.143 12 .000 972 917 060
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