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Abstract: Based on the research topic of “elementary schools' effectiveness’ in the electronic database of
theses and dissertations nearly a decade year, the purpose of the study was to analyze the thesis with “ student
learning” subscale in school effectiveness, and also the relationships between student learning and other
variables. Total 408 articles related to school effectiveness were found in the electronic theses and disserta-
tions system, and among of the time which was from the academic year 2001 to 2010, the study objects of
200 articles were the elementary schools. Findings from those articles were analyzed as below: school organ-
izational behavior related to students’ learning may classify to 4 fields including: principal leadership; organ-
izational management; teacher performance, and parent/community. There were 176 articles of the thesis and
dissertations showing the positive relationships between organizational behavior and “student learning” sub-
scalein school effectiveness.

Keywords: Elementary School; Organizational Behavior; Students' Learning Performance; School
Effectiveness, Meta-Study
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1. 5]

R SEAE RESRAUE KT,
TR R 3 1 5K RIS 5 552 55 A 3 P S Y R 1)
TN, R ARERITE T O Sk 30 £4E, —HH R
B I R AR A B A SO, KR R H
IOTE T RN 22 T2 A ST A, o 22 2R T
S FERBENIRZ G, 1% B sT NS
b, ARUERN. FrARFEREEE], S0
HLAs s m A kD, X SRR FE M R 2
e

Fri “2£RRAE” (school effectiveness) &1 —ilF
SARTES T HYIA RIFMSURL, ARG 2 5] st
BT AR R EMME. B
Femg . FOM L K Bt X KK RS, MRt iA
F SR T A 1) AR LE [ VF 25 2R AT 5t
RO, TR RN TS e — 8o, BRI “A—
k7, “gtE” (flexibility)5 “[X 7”7 (discretion)ful T
R R SR 2 B, HAE
e ZUE O e IUAE | /N JUAE — SR AR 2 A% 0
AR AR KRR RATE S 1 “No
Child Left Behind, A #ERIEZT” HEUZ, %
A A R AE R0 IR REENE
W, RFFARFEINER, RBEREEHR.

TEGE S CITHIT 20 FLL F 2Rk RE S
UEPE SES VERIBEFT, (HIR R A R0 e SR PERIT 72 1)
P UL Pt I ES N I RO S ES N ) DG 22
B Z W T V2 N, BN TT st 2 A% ke Sk
K, WV 2 AN ORI e VF 2 I S AT
P Al 53R4T 9T 5 2005 4EAELL A A0 FE 22 R
B2l E pRitit % . o ERRHE A 2T
RFETF A m R R I 22 5] I R A A
ZEB, FNFRUE R R — 243 R
B, fRft T BB REEE.

BV TR R B 7T O B T TR
R, TSR I T A R SCRT RN I U
UV 2 6, BB UR DL “FRER” s T
IR FLAL, Ha R 2B AT 18 S R A N R AR T B,
S A AT, FREHUE TN E R AT NI AR T (i
KA. APUalE. B E ), STy %
RARBER R T b, NEBERFTE IEMAE
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MRS, TE/NEMBOSRER R A RIF %
B, MR RLLE % T B BE T RAF kAl 22k
S RIEHR RN L, A2 R IVESEAT N
R R RIS BRI, SR« 2%
BRI EAYZ, (EE R REX e F 9 5
NJE AR E B ? TR B, SN
%, R SRR (meta-study) ELA], LLETEH
i AT R IR T R Bl X T e kAT
JEBAHT, KM TSR AL R 2278 A B K S S
RS, RAMFRELNIIE HF.

2. BB NELEM MR P
ST WIHIGENE ST

2.1 HRMREING

RN WE R VN R e SR S S | KT 70 8s
ARG ERERZHIRE, LR AIRA “¥R
BRE” 2 AR S AT A, K I A 2R (1989~2010)
A 408 Rt iR, Lh “EREkRE” AT
WHoT, R 1 iR, MESHFREH, NEH 221/
HIEM R RS2 54.2% N K%; EdbH 705, 5
17.2%; = 245, 5 5.9%; HAERCA 25 5,
H6.1%; HE@EshLE. ERER. K% 68
Fas 1 16.6%.

22. HRMHESHESH

BB LLER RN 2 S S, e R ELAE 1989
E, —HZP| 2000 F R T 21 5. HETIRLL “/hE”
Ko “EERRAE” N 221 RsEALig e, ISR
4F(2001~2010 “F)A 200 &5, 4 90.5%(fE 18 3CH
11 7). Hrf 2005~2009 “F & W 7T R il (E: 2010 4
FELJE Z 3500 SO AR A% 67 B A51E), [R50 04
20~-37 Rz %, MWHFHL 147 5, SPaotriele
73.5%, WFE 2 iR,
Table 1. The studiesin school effectivenessin

Taiwan from 1989 to 2010
* 1 AEREUFERMEAMTEE Z BRI XBELSIT R

2R NEF [E e BRAS He it
T 221 70 24 25 68 408

b  542%  17.2% 5.9% 6.1% 16.6% 100%
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Table 2. The studiesin elementary school and school effectivenessin Taiwan from 2001 to 2010
%2 AEEHER “hE” “ERHE" AfTEAZ BTSSR

R 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 Mt
A 14 08 13 13 20 29 30 31 37 05 200
thx 7.0% 4.0% 6.5% 6.5% 10.0% 14.5% 15.0% 15.5% 18.5% 2.5% 100%

TEAHIE 5 HP B HURT R I 1 47(2001~2010 4F), LA
CONEET T CRERIARE” MBS H 2 200 AR
W, TERNNTEmMZ Tkl Sit—B i &K, 1E
CERMEE” WERZ RSO R “F
A5 B AR SEmER e
176 5%

3. FRAAITHEXRERSFRHHEE
“FHEFIRM “ZHRERSH

EEXE VAL 176 Fe 22 AL SCIR TR w5 “opds
ORI ARNARHLIT N BRT. HH
L, BUMRI SR KA XD B A . S BUR 2N
A NE TR, R SHERIRIKALZ
WL R T .

31 RKES

3.1.1. $5REE)

BIRKIEAT BS54 TR, (H
AR, BEMGORE, Tl AIR. APRGR.
TAEZIHL. PERe I 5 & SREIFEM, 55452
B IEMKLRA, 2008; #WiRHE, 2000).

3.1.2. {TABIE

RS RE N 518 F) 5545 S R K
ITRRDE, B8 IEAHK (VLT 2006 2R,
2006; XI|FitfE, 2006). Vs (2006)HE—4 KB, Xt
S S S R BAT RR IV SERETN T, e i35
B, 258 27.8%5 40.0%. MUL L2 W5
WG RTLS A, KRB SRR 2 ST R, T
e 2 SO RINSH BERMOERIER, (H2 7 R
KR T 7 N E AL S BUT 2 FUF R, T35
Wi ) A 2 2 S g, (AR DR .

313 #HRGS
RS X EREA: B R DA
SEREORL . BRI AN RS K. EEF

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub

He(2003) TR I, ANk “FEAATHARIL” B
CEREAREECIRILT, B AT mT i
AT, aT RS, mBERKimns, x
T2 AR S AT R, S EL TN T 2 R R
1k 28.8%:; MK E, X T4 1 517 KM,
BRI i = 55, O 15.7%(R ke, 2007),
B AEH5(2005) 7N 45 HUAR K AL B A0 T b (1 el v AL R
5, KPR RIA ERTNER. HdgmE, #
GG LK S5 A% ) R A B IEA R (R
Wk, 2000, 2009; Z=filte, 2007; K% %k, 2001;
XIBHE, 2007).

3.14. HlHS

S PR (2006) T 78 R I, KB RE ) 2 AT
FH, WRESHE. BEEHSER RTINS,
e ROEHEMG. BREE (004 HIEH, KK
LA FAT AP Z BUES R ATE S KA RE
T, 3500 ff R B TIO 27 A= 27 =) Bh «

REEL AT 2 AW T, BTl AR
P E IR, MR ERRSE B BR0EE, The
ARG 2 — o BN 3] 5 28 AR AR R DA R 1
FHOG . o BT AT S 5% 3L M i R B A 2 A B AR R I
12.5%f1) 78 S ik, AN AR BRI i BT 2 2
M(Ek75%, 2007).

AT 5 A 2 S R KB A (bR
L E, 2004; Mhalilg, 2004). X527 (2005) I 5T K
W, BRI TS S A5 ) RIWA PR A, I
Ab, BEAENERAS G 2 BN ESE . FRER
FIAESE SR NI R 4, 35 A i R Dk 2
FIEAHR (R, 2001).

51N 957 2 ke ST 31 P 7 sl =\ 4 B T 20 B
IR KR AR

3.15 HILETE
RAKAR ARG 524 2 S R I R IE A (O
WE, 2005). BKGEMPESTS . ABERIESTS . BUA
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G S RALTEGN S 2 e R A, B S
() U1 52 5 35 IEAH SR (VL 5, 2008). A1 48 H AR
T A 25 DAL, Ox 2 A 2 1 3R D e B T 7 (V.
W, 2007). ETAELZICE J5H, BRKZZIChENS
SRR SR L IEM R (BRI, 2007).

ST N v 3 s SE vtk S Pl D N AT
FMAT BURZICE IR, Y15 R
R AEAH R -

3.1.6. WAEE

WK Z B EZ T34 2 % I RIS A 2
BRI, AR A]RE R H BUT 2 B B0 A/ b
FEAEVER, T TR I B A I I R . KAL)
iz 5 224 R IA PR IEAE S (B FE, 2006). 2%
PIH(2003) W Tt R B, BLTTAHRT . ORI R
BEEEZM, 5545 ) RWAHEIEMER.

3.2. {ALAETE

321 MiNEE

FRE B 5 A 2 S R A R AR DG (T
fH55, 2004; ALy, 2002; VLM, 2002; MREAEL,
2004; XIJiiAE, 2008; H75:, 2008). ETX “HA4E
SSIRUL” ST, AR LLRER R g H 2
THT TR0 ) B FE (IR 5, 2002; BREfE:, 2004);
MR FE (T ERR, 2004) U N ENIRFE R, FIfRREAE R
PURH SR FE 2 29.9%; AR F(AZIK, 2002)
R, DURTR S, R T R T ) B e, RN
31.6%. JH Bl (2005) ) LAGLHE L (W s, Fi HH R
SR o DL R G4k SR 2 MR 6 A R R (0.993), Y
SERECRI T RGAC RN F G, JRENRIH RS0k 2
FEHNR ST HE P RS, BT RE e, HAE
A ] PN BRI

322 KRAER

AU 5Tt (bR 25, 2005; JEBRDE, 2005; 147k
H, 2001) K I, FARRANE B G 25 S R B
1EAH % . 7E4R TR (2001)5 & 25 46 (2005) B F H ik —
RN, SR E B — AT BUS R R X 24 %
IR SR RE R B

323 AZEHE
14255 5 (2005) 5 5 K. 77] (2006) (B 7T R B, /NN

76

JIBIEE I G A ) R AA RFH B K. FH
A5 (2008) IF ST i, SAR N T BEIRE BR A “ B0
Bk R e 7 Xt A AR SR I T 77 fe v i TN A
21.0%.

324 EEEE

Pk Bk (2002) I T R L, A5 S B A 2 2
ST R AT I 2 E RNES, MELtRE
N 23.6%. FEHLFEU(2004) 2 WH TR R, 15 BT
555 2 5] RN JA) B AR 2 A K

3.25. #ZEEE

11 F (2002) 5 X1 % 1 (2006) FF 78 H & B, 74038
1T GRS RN T EAC . M RE R 55
Az ) ROV E A A DG . TE R ST (2002) (IR 58 H K
L, ASUEIEAE TN A 2 ) RS TR, HEUR R
JZ THT RE T0UM 7 A R e v 22 A 5 2] SR ILZ T, AT LAk
43.6%[17% F &

32.6. AXESH

ERAFLKAP R BIWES) . YRS
Tz, REAERE. SERE. FIEEE TS
RS AR )R, B R IEAE S LS
5, 2000; BXiL[E, 2006: #dflt, 2006). 147
(2008) f Tk 5 gk — 20 A I, X 2EAAT R I A
T 771 & A HL 56 R P 2 VP A R, AR R R
27.6%.

ZLHS5(2005) K., SHARAT YA & RN 5 2 A
S IEMSE. B FERL(2006) W FL T i, PIEBE RS
WG R RARIAE R IEIEMR. A 52, FRA
HUE A I AR R v, AR I R 5] R IR FE TR B
I, FK4EC(2009) L LISREL (4RI BT dEAT BT 7T,
Xf I — 25 SRR Bk — P R

327 HEAES

AL 5T (% 2 B, 2005; #idkpl, 2000; HisAiK,
2008) K HHL, ZHE%E 2] 55 AR R E A 2 IR G

BIEL K (2008) LAE A 2 o Il A3k AT B R #T, K
PLVEN B XHE T S2E (1 2 2] R B B0 7, iR
15 31.2%. #1175 (2008) L LISREL %44 ¥y 77 FAs X 7
Mr, RIUEBIEH . IWIEAZ R BN 2] R R4 08 %,
REA XU R A2 SR DL [ 5 B (2006) LA 4L 7R A 5
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BEAT 3HT, R 3] ) I BA 2 2] AT I S A A
LA AR A O R B, M AR RS

3.2.8. TEBIFH

TR RGBT, A2 NBE s
LR (FIEFE, 2006); SR HRAESKILEZ
T (FREEAR, 2000); BEIE B A 1) A A AR 5 P ik
JZTH (FLISZHE, 20005 3% KB, 2005; FFEKJk, 2000),
BRI FFRAL B RS % R E BE
IEFHE

PR AREFT S, NI ZHAH 2
15 22 A 2 2] R IA Hh FE AR DG (M, 2005; #if =4,
2006; HiaLER, 2008). 1EH15AEK(2008) it 5T H EE i
BRI, AR AT B BT X 2 A 2 IR A L TR
71, fERERIA 22.8%.

3.29. ¥R

AL SN G RS A RIAFE VAR (T
fEPR, 2004; {Lik%E, 2008; MRFEX, 2006; FfRiEEE,
2001). FEHEMR(2003) TR KM, FEHEAT RIS SR
W, SRS RAEVEEEh . LR TS K St F )
MB35 52 3 o P TR A

SRSV I IE A2 T S S A R A
K(MRTRZF, 20055 fRfa4t, 2008; fHunEE, 2009);
7 7 ) J2 T ) 455 2 2 ik 2 Rk SR (PR 525, 2005; 44
R#t, 2008; fHUNHLE, 2009). & TXf2EAESE S RUA
e T ) 2 E SRR T, EARIIB AR A
AN BT FESE R e MR 5T 55 (2009) I ST A B, LA
(1 [E B AT bt 2 A 2 o R B Ty B e AR R IA
19.2%; 1R (2008) A 7t K I, LLZUM S AN 74
BRI BRG], AREEL 16.0%; {§ i1t
(2009) I FL A, DASCRE MRS 255 A5 255 S f i 1Y)
7, RIS 20.5%. MULEASFERITESE 8k
B, 1E RS U F0 T- 20 A 2 ) R B T
7o

3.2.10. FIBAEED

i 75 (2006) -5 1137 5 (2008) A 78 FH 44 R 30, [
W 1155 R B3 EAHC . 7EEZ6(2008) 1)
WEFH ORI, 2 AT RIS A A B b FE A
Ky Ho DLk 58 5 4 2% 5] AT AR A RFE
i (r = 0.692).
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3.3. HnzRW

331 I{eR%

HOMXS F R R 2 VIR 2 (F IR B, 2008), M
XA P (FT ™8, 2008), #5232 AR R I B
FIEM K.

HE SRR ) KO TAEE S5 242 2 R
S AFHIC(EERIN, 2005; MRECE , 2003; $545 [ , 2006).
PN 2 A R T I A, Rk B (R,
2005). {H A& 7 3% 25 1 (2006) AT 7 J VR B, 202
“CEEEHEIR )T RN A S R I FK 2 T
71, fEREREIA 22.5%.

FEAT SUHE FE (BRIELZE, 2003; ARFEGn, 2008; Ffif
4, 2005)H R I, SR 2 A R I R IEAE G .
1 BRI 8 (2005) A T vt — 20 R L, ZHZUA R 2
A2 R E R TN T), R L 30.8%.

HHEL(2007) A FL R I, TAE LS %A% 5]
RIMA MG, LI TAES X545 ) KM
2 TR 77 B £, HLAARE R IA 33.3%. b, Jiti 54 75 (2008)
fath, W AR E S 5 R R ILZ A 235 A
I, Horr DU AR AR By 50k 5 AR it 22 B Bt s 1D T
71, fEREEIA 39.69%.

MU EBRTAEE S TR R TR R %S
KR TAREZ 25t s Rk E M4 i 2,
PN TAEBSZEREE, W22 A 1 2 ) R IR T o

332 &5%E

MVFZ (RF 72 (E#LoT, 2005; R4, 2008; 44
4, 2006; MiEkfd, 2008; ARKHE:, 2009; B
2, 2009; ASCWL, 2009; i E, 2009)H KM, #
2 5% 2 MR e 5 oA 2 ) RO A B 3%
1EAHZG,

BT S ERGIGER RS TN ), 1EEEE
1% (2008) 5 #k 5 4 (2008) [ 7T HH ) R BIL, AN S 5%
VA 8 2 2 506 2 A6 posk R B S A T 70, T
1% (2008)f 7t T /1 2 fife e ik 24.3%.

3.3.3. Tl

A2 HIEF (R , 2006; 430, 2005; 14
T, 2007; fAfE#E, 2009; BRotzE, 2009; BRiELF,
2005, 2006; ® i, 2008; #H4RA, 2009; HFE,
2003, 2004; 212, 2008) kB, HMHk K 5%

7
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AR IAT H BEIEAH O, H T PR (2005) 5 1 S AL
(2008) 2 W FLIEI KT, N o vl 30 o 25 A 2 L e L T
71, FARREAZ 5873l 30.0%5 20.2%.

SR (2005) LA H 7L AH 56 73 b BOI % Ml K AR 15
HR S 2 T, LS 2 A R ILTE A IR 2R A e 2 B
RERBEAT T, IR AR U A SR A T v 2 4k
WA RS HE R E0.991). 224K TL(0.664),
71 B 4 SRk 5 AN BOT Ll i JUAN BT, IS4 AR 5R
A5 T A 2B e o

34. HKHEX

341 RKE5

ZEK (2009 B S K I, REKSHRGE 54
SR A RARE 2 IEAH G . fE i 5 (2001) DA S 7Y
FHRHEAT 08T, RIMUFEKSERRMEREZ#H . K
JEHE . EohmiEE LIRS SN R, 5%
AR FAHR . HI5E H (2006) 7T, KK
Z 5 E 55 A5 S BUR W TG R E A G

342 HESER

B4R 75 (2007) AL X B i 2 B 5 4 R I IE
IS, HAp UM RIE SRR X EE( =
0.617). %%HH%%(2005) LAt X % Y8 1) ia 15 5 20 AT 4
M1, ZERTR R I IX TR B FH A5 5 A 2 0 I
IEAADE, HAPUBBEIL R B e S A2 S 2 A
K (r =0.582; r=0.584).

4. HER5EW
1.

>
By
&

1) SR EERFERBE 2 %0, BB IIERZIE
ARSI, DUNE AR & 221
F, PR TR R DA% AR % .

2) TERTIA 221 i 1+47(2001~2010 4F)4LH
200 7, 7 90.5%, FH 2005~2009 4F A2 7T i,
A 147 55, BAN, 78 200 5 PR “ S R
NIETHH AT 176 55, 1 88.0%.

3) HEAH I RIFER A LUT AT 4 i 1K
G HLVEHE, HURRI B FKALX DA
HA A SR S i 2%, 3L 984, i 55.7%, FHik
NRKAS, 525, 5 29.4%.

78

4) FEAWIFPRRKIT S “ A EFIRI ZH
KWETC, FHGUREINGIy: RO AT R
BT LT ZouESBsES LR, 25
ERIRZ ARl BB aR . Ll xR KB e
T8 G 5 5 SR IR R R AE AT EER
MAT VR RS RE 2 AR 22 2 R BL: IR UL AL 4 1)
PRS2 2 22 SR I IEAH R RACSRIUE IikAE
T BEROR SRS E TR AT, HHE
E v vy G W E A P (B S tE I R e et =
HRMEI AR AR

5) EARMAHALEEE “ AR KA
R FEAERUNE «

a) MAEE M S, MVE S R 2
REREIAREZMPI, X 20 W%, LGEEE. ¥
RENRE L 2R 2 SR s ARG, et
BRAEHE, NGEB LGRS, S5%E5IR
[ U)o T AR R S AT G

b) WUV E AT, R GNAIE J H A E),
e S RPLR P MG, Hh ISR 52 13
IBAE RAEMb RS2 IR EE, 2 5 SR T
VA= 4P

o) MALUBIEI 5, HH 2] 52 E S R IA
TR AR R AR UR S A 213
PAT i BERAR O, JU I IE 1) (R H SUVU5R R Re AT it
MR 2RI R QAR e A
27 RKER, ARZSHIFIFBANQT 7). WAL,
FRCAL AR SHRONE, KSR RIE S
FEARK

d) BLAREWHM S, PR AR KB A
RS S R PR IR SS, H N AE 2 e
REPE, U2 A 1 o O] SR L B

6) TEARM TR BUTRIEG N TAEEZ . 25
PORE SV R S = AN R T HEAT 73 A i o 80T T A
B EEAENFRUEHEM K. £BITSE RE
DI, UG A SR R IEAR R . AR B
BV EATT I, BUMER R 5 22 2] oA Th
FEZ MK

7) FKSH M 2RI R IR K
BERFEMRK, HFKLE A5 T7 22 50%
MR RBA MR B ). BT AR X R N T
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M, VLM b “ IR S s SR
AR,

42, @

1) BEARAREN IR, oSy KL,
S YSRGS W S < VA of s ) vl
Hi g, BRAT AR SR ARG, Al iRt
FARME 2 AR B AP

2) LRI AR AL I EE N R, AR
FEEEARB G S5 b, BN T UL B, fE
AR BT A e 28 H B TEAR 2 SR REZ 32T
M 2E R RE SR 2 SR I e I, X7
MW I 5 L5 HEzh b2 KRR

3) 5 RIMLARTURZ , fEEAT BT T
I, EATHERU Bl Hrgi v A B, iR N
JHSE 2 % RE Sk k.

4) RKEEINZ ST, THERAEA
OFHE R T 2B, I E T A e
R L ONAR A I & 20 750, ML B2 7y
BT R4 R, R TR Tl 2 M R HARe
BT, VR SeTh 2 A 5 S 3R 2 SR

5) “EARH FFEAT ROt S “ RTVE LY KR IE IR
BRIV, DMt e A 2 22 53R . BLE
iR A, HGUE S SRR (A S ST R ) 2
WHRAER 2, AP ZFRE R RAZUR, 5L
AR BRI, B, PREEHFHARES
TR A E T RIS b, OBl " Fh
LB, UG RBUE A S RIL E

6) SR AL L R 2 HES), DLGRTH A 2R 23R
Blo WAL, HUMRILS FE 5 SR &%
R, BUCESBEMEITEARAGE. APl SRFE
SHER G NG, # USRI A 2RI

7) FRREMKKIER S5 “HHT
PAERAL A2 A 5 S R JE B R o AT LA Fl
MEKSEHL M55 MPEERE R
MR E, HIERA 2 2 e 1 S RIBNE KS
5, S5 NI KA T 2 S A
VARSEs 2SR

5. E—HHMRHERE

1) FRHALUT NG AL IRIK RIS

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub

RERFAFE, EHEEPFAEIT AR, SFEET
X X, ZERGRAL, BEFURT[A], B SRR AR /N
SMAAE. K, JFEERBRE I H L2 iR as
Ry, HEER R RO E R

2) MU SR ST e b L R A, FEARDS
NLUT NG 2R 2RI 3 Hi, AZE e (2 5
AT AHRPE(RRZER DG, IAAH C) 5 W (1B 8 £ ot
W) Z 53 H fe 2, G 1 (45 40 7 R AR ) TR & R
o HAE P HT#f AANMADY B AL, 57 DAL R (B A4)
JEIR AT Z AL, BEJE IR 2 SR IR AR T FE AR S
(multilevel structural equation modeling, MSEM). B¢
2t X 2 (hierarchical linear model, HLM)2Z iz
R & — B A .

3) ZEAR R RE (B A 5 ST R I ) A FEN AH S
GRS I TH, BT BT L R AN 5T 2
AR T (P A0 170 45 ) 78 [R]— B[] P, [ B <25 add e 00 - [
—HEA, BTSRRI R R 2 2R X B ) )
“RARTNED, TR “SEART BIRN, PR BT AT
S5 R, JRERAG [R5 4R 22 (common method  bias)
i R, XA I S RORIE P A B

4) HETFEGTEX T “ A2 S R Bk = &k
PORMAT I, AR VF 2 BRI O TR E
Az, AT S U AR AR GG, X e 56 5 K e
IS E R, HEX TR A GUT R 5 5 A
RIPFEALH], KA 3R T AT 742
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