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Abstract

The Chinese cosmetics industry is currently experiencing robust growth, with a group of enter-
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prises represented by the “Jueduo” brand leading the industry trends. This study aims to uncover
the factors behind Jueduo’s success and provide insights for other Chinese cosmetics brands. This
paper primarily adopts the methods of literature review and empirical analysis, utilizing software
such as AMOS and SPSS to conduct descriptive statistical analysis, one-way ANOVA, correlation
analysis, and regression analysis to explore the personal and product factors influencing Jueduo’s
satisfaction. Through the calculation of Jueduo’s satisfaction scores, it was found that consumers
are most satisfied with the appearance of Jueduo’s products, indicating that Jueduo’s product ap-
pearance is highly favored by consumers, and consumers are very satisfied with its product ap-
pearance. Population variable analysis revealed that gender and occupation at the individual level
have a significant impact on Jueduo’s satisfaction. Based on comprehensive practical research, re-
levant countermeasures and suggestions have been proposed. Due to the relatively low ratings
consumers gave for product quality, Jueduo brand should focus on improving product quality. The
Jueduo brand should also draw on the development history of well-known or best-selling cosmetic
brands, extract their essence, eliminate their shortcomings, and formulate a set of marketing strate-
gies that are most suitable for its own brand development and can be implemented in the long
term, striving to lead the trend of Chinese cosmetics.
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1. it
1.1. fIREBEXEEER

Ak, W 1St iy R ED R RIS, BRBR 2 (1 5 E I i ok, 564 H 21 . 2012~2019
0, P ERE S TR R e, AR R 8%, H AR AT ML T I HUSE At AT
BARBEE, FREAMKEIE 16.4%, AT 2 5, Tl 2019 4 75 MK 280 525 12 7t[1]. #olk
APNVIE 3 4 1) R L 3 T34 6 20%, Kb FRFSEIE K EL .

2014 SELCK, HEREATI TSR EE BT N, TOP3 WA &M 34% T R3] 24.7%, TOP10
M At AN 51.7% N F#2 48.4%. HEMAT i) TOP15 A "IN 4 st it A, Pt ik
AWHETE, 2915 10%/4 4. 2014~2019 45, AT LR AR 137 @ T HF, W R &AL 95 L ANR T,
BEAIIINRE, IOPR 7R AR i R R R L, R R R A SR AL [2]

TERX—BE 5T, FalEN— KR E TSt b, A HOpR R 0= i B A T 3 e o, TRIH 7 R
kA, BONATI IR « ARHE 2020 4 QL RAERE M it W B 5 B, a2 = Rt HE A 72 11~20 f e A
SRIMT, WA B FEAR AR, TR BT OB RR 0 S R STk 7 BT LA R T 38 1 S

B AL 2 2B AT R B AR TS IR OR &, AT AP ESRAR W &, B AR T R
NERATH B AT RO, REAE R AR SR T T AR T T BT SRR EE AR R N, KR BT
2B NE I BT AR R RE IR R Tl PR S A AR A AT T o A2 b — AN LURRR R IRV S A, X A AT
FRAT VR 2T (1 AR L RS 4 TR R R [3] o M2 MN 2016 AR LASK, AR TERIRE S, IR EZ
M it B T HA 2] TRIE, RN U 26 i R R B D 28 B vt T BRAR [ SR S AT I R R AR, LAJCH
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Hofth SRS S A S R
12. ARE/M

NT TR A B HAAT W AN S A i BT K A0+ XA e ot i RO S BB AT R P, A
TS R 22 A B HARAT ML A N D37 2 ot it RS PR R O HEAT [ A TR 2 o AR WO OBt 7T LR N 20
A A bt A B B R AL TR, R A 2 fe At it R HH R 2 PR 55 SRS o

2. [B1%i& Tt 5 5KhE

WEZFM I FFT P2 SN IR, H B BN RIS IREY, BT DA SO IR 525 HoAR IR X T 434
A A SRS i, BJERE T 10 NMEES D ML B, A ARTE DR SR T2 )
Mg IRES. HADBRCG(IRL/METEIEE). HaO(SH). Bk /ia. #le TR, P g4,

Hex A Bk HAERE SR, IR, HABIRES 10 METER RIS, KA 58t AR
I7L SR BAR TR AR GORE M IR RN R B R, KRG R EMAH T R R E, X
AR T CAEWAWR” CRRET R R CAERIRT BANEDL A AR
O MR T 20 AN A AR &, BRI 4% il 4 1 2 07 SORICESE . fEN RS TRE T, W5 REMN
SHETERE T EEER, SRR S, R R 05 A A0 POE & R s,
HEGWL A R IR R[5].

AR SO T B8 R F X R T B, MG R R LA 772 i 43 o Wi B, XA 2
M 5 R R AL 7 1) o PRI AT 75 100 A6 2 TE 25 D) R AR DG BRI R b, RS B RIS briBoihlE m, 28
JEEER NG R TSR A, R SR EAT b, BB, e e 1) IR 4 [ B AR
[6].

AYGHATER A AR A L, RTE R A RBHASA, BH%k L& THEEmrR, —Hm, ¥
) B B ROE RS . QQ IR TR NRHT V2 U EE: — 7T, FERIE AN BEALAE AR A i i 4 4
)7 AT . AR B IAE EEZ M 2021.12.02~2021.3.25, AR EEK RN EER QQ. WiES
F&, JLIECT 304 tr i A, HoHE A 304 4, A RE AN 100.%.

3. AERERBES T

Xof ) 45 HEAT A5 FE 0 AT 5 30 e A X B A B IR S AT B TEE, 13 T BB A B D T
B, B HFRG A TEE BE AT A B RT R, R N VAR R T AR A —
o U A 2 A AR R A, e — PG R AT R RS . SR EXCEL. AMOS. SPSS
Lo LHERAF AT /0. T

3.1 RESHESH

15 BERE A AT AE 36 A0 M R K2 AR B0, B A I, — Bt e /5 B . 5 BE Ak
FER 2 TR 146 B R — AT ELAR M, A0S R 1A R R LA, I W il 2 1 $0 T S Lk
s AR A — O L R, BITRATT AR SRS SR A b, MR, B ERIBUE AR, AT EE
PR EERRI S, RIHET].

3.1.1. EE R

AT ER G BRI DY AGEE 23 SPSS B IR 1) 6 HEAT A AT St oA, B8 6 ) 36 %8

N CIETR G T N
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Table 1. Klonbach Alpha
= 1. FEEHK Alpha

EidEs 7o % B Alpha BE
P 0.924 5
P AR 0.925 5
A A 0.932 5
FE i E A 0.868 2
R 0.978 17

SRR BRBAM DA Alpha 29 0.978, UHIRBRCRIERLF, &R RA. EERE
N TR REAA DL R YA P 1 v [ B Alpha IIZER, DUANERERLIE fh i 77 SRS 7 s A
PRk E AR, BN TR R Alpha XK 08, il L, S 5FEEATTINARESR 17 3, ATVFIEER
HomE e 5, ARG H HAFAERIES IR,

3.1.2. MBS

ASCEW TR i R, JEH WA 4 DMERE, 045N R EGAIE 252452 (178 A& 4
JEER RS F e 5 MBI FI R — 20, R AMOS B AT IAE PR A 5~ 20 #7[8] o BSENE PRl 70 Hr sl 2 i
A P A B R B8 IE A BB A R 5 ) (R AR AL 5V A AR R (X NG 2R, AR B TR SR 3R )2 15

SKPREHRTE DL AR LB ERFRARF IR W R AR AR

ZRINTIE 1.

B = B B2 EEE R E
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Figure 1. Confirmatory factor analysis diagram
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ke 1 R, BEARBBRROREEARRZ MG, AL, R E NN EREZ T %
N0, ARHIEE 1 BoRMG REREAER R BRI, RS, RABRA G ZX = MR R
A FR) W 77 Z AT BR ). 72 AMOS Bt e HE LR R bR 4 R n 2 2.

Table 2. Results of discrimination indicators
= 2. FIRIEARER

K EHHE RMSEA NFI RFI CFI IFI TLI
5.917 0.127 0.895 0.873 0.911 0.911 0.892

B b, BOAENE R T b i g S A R 94885 RMSEA. NFILL RFI. CFI. IFI 5 TLI. R HH
FELE R 5.917, RMSEA (I 0.127 KT 0.1, #MAUAETLK. NFI A KT 0.9, i b, BAAEFR
JEAENR, BIRAETIEH R RARIME. rTLRE M E, AR MERHTEIE. R3] M1 &
RRHIB—RE, FEMATZ @S AR R, REFEIHE, EUESERER0EL, Wt RS/
BRI A o i R B R AR R OR P — B TR N FE AR E AL A S 2 (CR H) 5 BRI
JE I bRE - 35 77 ZE U (AVE 1H) .

HEERETE AR T

(X4)
CR = —
(XA) +20
ARRH TR E, 0FRRNEIRE.
SR IR A AW
24
AVE = — =
(XA) +20
ARRHTFEEE, 0FRRNEIRE.
ghER R AN 3 Fios.
Table 3. Factor load
%= 3. AFHME
iz Estimate AVE HEEE
A5 < F1 0.871
A4 <--- F1 0.852
A3 <--- F1 0.86 0.7145 0.9258
A2 <--- F1 0.883
Al <--- F1 0.754
B5 <--- F2 0.866
B4 <--- F2 0.839
B3 <--- F2 0.842 0.7141 0.9258
B2 <--- F2 0.864
B1 <--- F2 0.813
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Bk
5 < F3 0.861
c4 < F3 0.871
c3 <= F3 0.855 0.7338 0.9323
c2 < F3 0.886
C1 < F3 0.808
D2 < F4 0.907
D1 <o- F4 0.845 0.7683 0.8689

H1E AVE fEA1 CRAE AT A UL, (HHESEZERIR K. CR E A A2 T8 (B Al g7, 3
H 2 AR SR, A AR R EATT A AR RE 0 b, DAL 80 (LN AT K ~F- D7 s, 3 — S5k ot
LT o AVE (B (K152 A7 3 (E7 7 (KR, ACRIEE A B A B AT B I SR A AR RERE ), AVE {EIBUK,
TERE A 5 HE 1% [R] I AR & FITRS SRR E ) SI0BR o,  th it A2 BRI A A 4185 Y E 0 thebl i (W S T
— ), WL . =51 F1. F2. F3. F4 PRIR S A RR . 7 R S AR
i N 4 85, AVE 5 CRAEIIEUR,  #uin 4 MBie i p 8 — Bk cdy ELIE R AR B RS [ IR e e P
XN BE T AR 3. 40 2R AVE SR 7 IREER B AR B 2 AR OQ AR BB, i P9 A A Ok 22
KA, RN R ZAEA XA, LA R BESLAN X 7 BRI 4.

Table 4. Differential validity table
4 XoHER

F1 F2 F3 F4
F1 0.715
F2 0.841 0.714
F3 0.834 0.848 0.734
F4 0.807 0.799 0.814 0.768
AVE “F 1R 0.845 0.845 0.857 0.877

FAEH FL. F2. F3. F4 RIR RS, FE R . Fo i 5o B . sn—1T73%R 28 AVE
PR, RN TR RBEZEZ B R "TLLRI, &5 17 mET K2 HEL N BT
B oK, Tl B A AR G S R R A SR I
3.2. HEAREADHT

HBEHL IR A AT SR AR DS T B (B AE BEUE, TRISREUn % 5 fiafs B,

Table 5. Summary of basic information data

F5 ERBEREELD

NH Lk
Ve 5 100 32.89%
% 204 67.11%
VN LYNIA 33 10.86%
E 239 78.62%
Bl FREF A 11 3.62%
Ak TR 10 3.29%
He 11 3.62%
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wR

1000 7CLA R 52 17.11%
1000~1500 7% 161 52.96%

NI T .
R¥ITES 1500~2000 7% 49 16.12%
2000 JGLA I 42 13.82%
100 JCBL R 100 32.89%
- 100~300 & 142 46.71%

) A M 5 Be 52 1 My T
0 A M i e 422 52 A A% 300~500 7t 40 13.16%
500 ol I 22 7.24%

b 5, MBS ASCE 204 N, Stb 67.11%, B, €8N BanE 2, R
{EHHE EAEWAL, STHA T B RE R SHR A S G e %, 1E 304 LB A 239 A, H
PREFE SR, 810 N SRS TAEE . A ot I T A 2 T K 2

11% 4%

3%__ <9
= ABAR
m A
" KEEH
=l TAEE
=}y

Figure 2. Pie chart of occupational distribution

2. Bl 5y R E

PAE AR H S ST SR iR et Jrik a2l 4 3 dn 'k, AAJAL 3 Wl B A #2E
I BRAE 1000~1500 MiHEH &%, X 5IHEH ZHOVFAEMIG. AAER ARSI S HELD, 2 98 R
MBS, WATEAT R RR B A5 L, EREEOARTE B M, Xt i it R aIE 1 SR
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Figure 3. Histogram of frequency of average living expenses in month
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Figure 4. Histogram of acceptable price frequency for purchasing cosmetics

4. T RBEREZ N RS E 77 &

Hilsl 4 ArE L B 4 RIS K 3 KRB —8. K& H DOl Ab T 100~300 2 REW 1252
1, ARIE 13 R E DO i RERESZ N AR T 100 BLR . Y 235 AT S RE 0 A B 5 1) 32 R
TWISEREST, T SERE ) X E R T WK o 8O 29200 Bl i, W SEARH i REFE 2 RO RS AR K AT

3.3. BLRSH

Rt 2016 SFRAL LR, AL T 6 AR E], it AR el b b B 0T 1 R, AR
WO R 7P RS R 7 s E AR DU T IR AR . R SRR AR A, BRATISE T
PUREL, fhZe—BRFFE BRI . E5 07, EWHESAK, i s askidt, G
RS, AP ELH, W =T aRo].

faarE/NA A, . P, T S ARS . B AN K FEIAMR, HhsUidE R 24
FE/NELA R, IXP AT 6 I SR K5 e 7 0 LA FE 85% L) . 2019 4F 12 A TGk
T E, WEEWHE K. B shAVNLAA 22 N MR B AR AR . (OB i Bl B A TR HL AT 4
WG, HRIME . FRAER ZESEE IR R 6:

Table 6. Descriptive statistics
= 6. HiRgit

7 R/IME(M) RRAA(X) SFHIA(E) PRtk 2
7 304 1.00 5.00 3.4 0.92
= iR 304 1.00 5.00 3.39 0.92
7 e kg 304 1.00 5.00 3.4 0.94
7 B A 304 1.00 5.00 3.56 0.97

HI7% 6 I, 77 ah T ME N 3.4 7, HE 300, 30N BRGSO R ARAE PR IR TR S
GTERICSE S, PR ARG 2 s e AR T A DY 3.39, KT 3 7r, 3 )
N, BRI P AR R AR A RIS I AR RS B b, X PTBE SRR AT O, £ 1 #r 3l
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Hs PG 3.4, HEL 37y, 30—k, UEHIRESRAAE I RG2S R k%, AT LA
SRR S A, LRSS PR R TIMEN 356, HKIL 4 7, 4 SPONIE, WIS
T AR RS . HAT, foerEsf M0 6 L A 2RI S, a4, fddE. B o
FEHET AR LA ERONEE, 2019 FIRIHRAER T 6K 71, WAL R IR

4. HEERIAER TSR
41 REERINESHRERRA

XTSRRI MR R AR Z , JF HAEbR (Mt T 22 T 26 500K AR I FE R, BEE A
KREFEFWISCR, SRRV R EEAT AN BB . 7 A% 2 364 ot B 2 P38 DM P i A rp SR B — 4R
bR A SR SRR PR PRI PR E AR . ARARIE 16 A, SEACKE 1A A X AR
LNV bR A AR 9] o

& LT R, A2 B — T RT N7 DLERR T G AR 5 £ RN EE LR . 54) =
FEFWRE 40 = WE. 30 = REHE. 270 = AR 12 = FFRARE. ELdicR G Ex
B ATIC B NG, BENCRERIT R 7,

R
Mmoo 8%

Table 7. Summary data of index satisfaction evaluation
F= 7. BIEBEMNTLEEIE

— % HBHR e 17 54 443 34 24 14
T BR 5 1 64 80 123 17 20
o HAR ARG (ARZE BB EE) R & 50 68 149 19 18
PR T2 A (5 Al 1 T &= 51 82 130 22 19
HlM T HB & 48 83 125 31 17
Je e 7 M RAT ) o i 53 72 135 25 19
IEE NS AR N 55 84 130 13 22
T2 HA AR (IR 2/ B B /B ) 1R 58 49 72 136 29 18
P A T2 1AL (i) A 36 52 76 138 21 17
Bt TR A S 52 70 138 28 16
JeR M 52 M R AT B A4 36 50 79 135 26 14
TR G ™ il b 58 82 120 23 21
T H AR (IR /BT JE ) s 49 75 133 29 18
P FaZe D4 (BRI #% 54 85 119 27 19
Pt T AN 55 75 124 32 18
Je oM 72 M R T AN A% 54 83 119 31 17
N P EAA R, ES) 54 87 127 20 16
P EAE N
P AN 75 90 112 13 14

o b2 7 8%, ARSI BT, B A & B FERE— D " RIRFRXT BT h B B “ IR
BT AIDRN=NEERZ, S BUS IR BIOAEELD, BRI EE & S, 29T 1 70
MINBG S, R RIIRE ™ RS A AR 2, 306 21 N, BHIREZRIR 7 dh AR 06 el
e MAEST 5 P ANBIL S, W2 IR dh S B AT S AN AR i RO Z I e et dh
FRAEHR 327 dh 5 5 7 i SN ULASAS L L
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42. HEEMTEEMTE

R, WA ETRE. BT E R A RGN, & DS, i
{H 5 EARIG R VLECRR S . B 5 2, B 028 38 o S — = ot vl B i 2 SR 5 L s A AR B A5 Y
B NEA EEE 1 WEER PR E I ENENT, AT —NMEdr B B SRR A S, FERRE S
IS i T AL . BT S — BRI EREES S, MEARINT:

Sizfpg&ﬂi:LGgmj:LGnm)
j=1

Hor, SRR HEH XL | MEVR I ERRER D, X RIEWEREESEION j XA E, R Z21RH
| AR AR A PR ER | DA B (R N [ A I A B A el S B, SRR A X i o
et FAEZ IR bR E AR BB R AR

HIe 1 Al SRR TR br 1) LA 70

S, :5*ﬂ+4*ﬂ+3*ﬁ+2*£+1*£:3_497
304 304 304 304 304

K FLFA N

S, =100 *% =69.93

W, ATLLFBEHS,, S, Sy o LT LK 8.

Table 8. Satisfaction and standardized scores

8. WEREESINERSY

— R dEhr AR R PRUEALAR 5y
TR & 3.50 69.93
Wz A i (R B E B E) i & 3.37 67.43
7 i T2 VAL (R B o i 3.41 68.16
LM T L £ 3.38 67.50
J e/ 7 A IR AL 1) o 3.38 67.57
PSRN 3.45 69.01
Wz At o (IR 2R/ B H B ) R iR 3.35 66.91
RN W VAT (5 ) A 5 3.41 68.22
S T ARG 3.38 67.50
IR LIER L liEARIHE LN 3.41 68.22
TR il i b 3.44 68.75
Wz H At ot (IR 2R/ B H B ) I ik 3.36 67.11
PN a2 2 (5 ) I i 3.42 68.42
M T HAN 3.38 67.70
JE ALl 58 M BB 3.41 68.29
FEmEAR (R, TESE) 3.47 69.41
7 E A N
FE AN 3.65 73.09
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o1 b4 8 82R, X L AR BT 0 AT TR, W DA B SR AR IR R AR 1~5
TR NI SRR AR 2, DARARHEAL S 0~100 73 FTdd ML SRR A 70 o T LA YR b ) 0 Bk
ARAE 3~4 7y BK 60~80 73 [8], AT L RIFR B o FEAE 27 i B A% (177 i AP AR 2> 73.09, B
VIR AL AN IR B B, A H S AMIURTEE . foefE IR vt B3 17—+
Gl EfL, SERE ALK 3D ITENEORGUEPERI GBI . Wi BT, B B S
RN T B AESE . B SRR AN T I I R A B AR B T S AT

5. WRFANHBE T
51. ARFEZEESH

N AR AR IER] . 0 . FIEPFTESERARE, WM T ¢ Bk, 7 Zs i
EZER T, AT PR BN D22 & 5 R A RS 0 IR AR DG . WF 9038 T ARV 2 3 2 (1)
FITAEAE (R 22 5 200 S LB B SR o AR — 31T, N2 AR B S s SRARH 2L, O T ARIES,
RFTEEE, FADHAKE FRIFEASERMZAT 30 Bifn 30, WRAR, BuEEE K FHE
FERF HERRIX 20 AEMRAI G AT, AR PR iR s S e B A DA o)
ACE N TR IR AR 0y 304 KT 30, WK UK IELEN, PERIZRER I % 9,

Table 9. Gender difference table
#z9. MHAEREK

5 % T P
PR R 3.386 + 1.061 3.406 + 0.847 0.176 0.014
P AR 3.386 + 1.061 3.406 + 0.847 0.176 0.014
IR AN 3.406 = 1.075 3.400 £ 0.873 0.052 0.024
B 3.500 + 1.100 3.593 + 0.904 0.784 0.03
BN A 3.419 + 1.052 3.451 +0.828 0.286 0.011

wmkF, BaATay EENER, BRI XIS KTtk EF-PE R E ik
35 M BT LT 3 T B k. B AR B T B R 2 B TR, (H e METE R AN
BT R AR T B, BAEDUA/KFE TR P EI/NT 0.05, Wit BT e = S T 0 A7 76 B . 1 Ml
Z5t. 310 N ZERRMT .

Table 10. Occupational differences
= 10. RrER%*

YA AYNIA Fh EN-ER S b TAE# HE F P

PR 3376+1192 3.385+0.837 3.055+1.156 3.440+0564 2.909+1.432 252  0.041

FEEIRK:  3.764+1192 3.386+0.837 3.055+1.156 3.440+0564 2.901+1.432 252  0.041

PR 3.855+1.164 3.377+0.857 3218+1225 3.360+0692 2.818+1.421 321  0.013

FEEhEAE 3.864+1168 3.563+0.884 3.091+1221 3.850+0818 2.864+1551 315  0.014

WiZefhiE#% 3811+1170 3.428+0.816 3105+1.158 3523+0.598 2.875+1.427 294 0021
W 10, FAENEEZE, fE4T0 P E B AN S fh iR 577 i iR g BT e B2 HR

SUR LT e WO ARG e A B i e, 2R aRME ShnME =8 R s T SPSS B fF k4T
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BRERTTZEMNT . FRBONRE WA KT 2, e — SRk P EW AL, LAKFE BRER
77 72 5 RENE/INT 0.05,

AT, 087 4 MACHT R, AR PRI S E . ERPA AR SN
FITRME. BHREZSHIIRER, fERa 8 P ET, 5 AKTRTTENN PAES/NT 0.05, #EEL R
BRBL, WRTE 5 DKV ZIBAFAE RF I ZE R 36T ORE X A S =2 Je il 7 0, ok 12,

Table 11. Cost of living differences in November
# 11 AERBER

1000 JGLA R 1000~1500 7 1500~2000 7 2000 JG LA I

77 it 3.292 +0.897 3.382 +0.818 3.653 +0.961 3.300 +1.216
P2 AR 3.292 + 0.897 3.383+0.818 3.653 + 0.961 3.300 +1.216
PR AN AR 3.258 + 0.952 3.381+0.826 3.678 £ 0.975 3.343 £ 1.240
P E A 3.442 +0.988 3.537 + 0.865 3.939 +0.911 3.369 + 1.283
PN A3 3.321 £ 0.902 3.421+0.796 3.731 +£0.909 3.328 £1.217

b3 11 AARFE A A RE R E AT o ERERER, TUUEE AANERAE 2000 JT LA L HITH
WEIT M ERRR, EAXEP AR ZESBE 0~1 208, JEimer EsE Z 7R FE T
AN 72 7K T4 AR 4 S AN ] 78 A SR
5.2. XM

N TR — T AZ B AR AR B2 (6 DA, FAT WA AT T A4
M1, FEXTEEIEBAT T, BHREERINTE 12,

Table 12. Correlation analysis table

F 12, EXMSE

77 it A F= AR = g =R PN e
7 b 1 1.000™ 0.943™ 0.859" 0.984"
P AR 1.000” 1 0.943™ 0.859" 0.984"
PN 0.943™ 0.943™ 1 0.845" 0.967™
7 E A 0.859" 0.859" 0.845™ 1 0.925™
(FPNUN e 0.984™ 0.984™ 0.984™ 0.925" 1

42 12 PR 23 T G5 A J5 BRI RN R R R AR T IREE RIRAE, — AR 0.05 KT EE, T
RE 0.0L /KFRE. WLLEH, MHXREEMELT 1, IR & AR AR AR,
TORBUAT O AT B 734
5.3. AR MAEEYWE RS

TEMENA 2 05, FATRIH SPSS BT 7 2 EILE AT, KI5 i EA71E 2 EILL M,
WOk 7 SRR AR AR BR . A T RS IR AS A AR BB PR AR R RS 2 R A R, FRAT TR O 2 AT AR A O
AT T HEN . HPREEANEEARER, MRTEN RN, PR EAS= AR . 7E5
Mres RanF & 13.
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Table 13. Analysis of variance

R 13. FENHE

s 7R H ¥ B7 F BEM
248.670 3 82.890 82980 0.000°
ZHE 0.000 300 0.001
248.670 303

T7 25T — A S i — 21 B8 22 20 A% A A 5 P B R s KNI it v FRATT 3R AT LR
gE LR FAEN 82980, AKX —HE 5 B &M/ F3HTEHLE, F>F(0.05), p{E°~ 0.000 < 0.05,
BT CAFRAT T AL 3 ) 25 S S 2 o b ont FLRAT ER M IR, 15 A5 AR A& 14,

Table 14. Regression coefficient table

= 14. EVFR#ER

- ﬂll%ﬁ‘/’éﬂa:%i& itk 2 5L t . VIE
B PRSI B
(=) 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
7 o 0.250 0.000 0.268 100096318.700 0.000 3.981
77 A 0.500 0.000 0.509 117843040.600 0.000 4.326
FEimEAE 0.250 0.000 0.260 62819915.520 0.000 3.493
R? 0.998
P 0.0009

ARG ML [ R (30 & B R F, R? =0.998 > 0.6, FWRE A K (35 545 ] LLIEH B m] Se b i
B = R R AR PR B R s L. AN AR M 2 ELANE, VIF &
H/ANT 5. HAGFRERE, P<0.001, EWH=AALEEFEDH A LR E YW E AL EWHEE. 5~
i S AT DL SR S E ) SR (S =0.268 >0, P <0.05); 74L& 1E [ 520 i & ¥ (S =0.509>0
P <0.05); /=& B AL AT LA 3 IE M 5 & (S =0.260>0, P<0.05). ffa, MUASEZ AT

EYEWREE
W FE = 0.268* P2 & + 0.509 * P2 M ARIG +0.260 # 72 L B AL
6. B4

6.1 HRSRE

FEARSCH) G R, SRR Y 7 B T2 Alpha {504 0.978, U W il 5 BUR AR H 4F, 46 (1 45 A 24[10].
DUASEE G R 7 RS P RS P e, eI A Alpha HEIKT 0.8, 2515
BE AT AR AT 17 T, AP CER MR TS AT 5, S B A AR ELIE B B R [11]

TR N S R LS R N ORI E . 2016 45, bSO, DO RTINS, MfE4K
LR RIS I B IR BRI 2 (0, AREETINIR X — B dh, A2l 7 — AT,
I HITRAR R bR D i 2= (Qudydoll) 2 — Nl &l 5 BT RGBT A4 0 /b ol i, B8O TR
PREAITIE R ME S TR R S . W AR T BRSPS )™ Bk A4 . b, WE %,
WUR /NS ELE, AL fh AL Bl AR, PR TR, A B R N iB .
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FEASON R F B AR G TS R P T LB B, ARV EREHA, ARG S
WS, AR S BTSSR —8. mEEssRER, ARG AN B e . ot —
BN AT ORI A, Bl B T PBGE RE BARBCE I = AL A iR T
SR SRS R . (AR BUEMORIRZE 5 ME T IaiE A A EAOCRAGR, W2 BV ik =
AR B SB[ S A i 13 A7 AR R R A ]

SR, KIS PR AR RS A B VYA R I 7 BUEAAE 3~4 73
¥ 60~80 732 8], BEAREHIN S AIFERR, P 2™ i B AR 17 s AR L A 73.09, £E DY IR
PR R, VIR S AN P ST B (K5 52, AT DLk JE SN Hh BT 87 b
B ATk SR .

JFE R A A A, T SE A S PR SR e, HAE R TR A A R R BRI 25 ) Aol
JRE A AV ST SRR AR SR, LG R R i P e B, SO I A7 X AR ST 0 1) T B2
B R B SRR T, RSB

Fy I, R AR E R B TR AR ARG, XA RS B 2R i R ELAR g Al
KRG FERTWENNEE, MR SR TE S U2 ME O, —RHIEHND
FIPRIE. TR B, HA RS T7E #th A R AT T iy, e &R, BTy K,
JEHE ISR 7 iR B, KR AT SRS B R IR A G AHEL RO AR AL R TR, 7
kg b, ATRAZS G R . AR 2 R IR R kg AL TR BT

6.2. MERSEW

H i R P 5 AR HE A1 20 3R 7T DU H 1 52 AT T VA 2 1009 90 3 oo A 2 7 i P07 i SR L D3 58 2
B, DLW B XA 2 i (07 i AU B, P LAAN LT T A 24 it R 122 4% 45 DR K £ ML L it -
Serbritt, HEATEUHT, SCRPIEE). H R SRR 20 R P T AR AR 2 AR AL 2 P A R T
CAFR Y, V8 9807 S BRSO, TSRS 18 T DMAIUAE TN T . i1 BIR BT, 0 T4
o, ELAE DL 4 45 SR -

ARELIE H S QAN S IR EORE B BEE T SE S IR, 9 T i BT RACR
ZORMAEAMSE . HUk, AR ZEAMEA BB S i, DO s AL @k, Jf
DR B BT R AR 28 Ab T e L i

o, s R EALAHES 2 e AT RERG R DA ST ST 7 @ R AA R, (H
RALBZIT TS, SRR A R B R E . ATLLE S M8 AR BHA SR, 2002k
FATNIESNETT A, PR T R B A S

e, R PE RGNS AL A A . UV 2 AR N, ATt AR 5%, 3R
THH 23 B e EALE I . T OB AT e 3 1 PRSI R T IR R R AT 5, RN T
P T RANRAE, WIS 4 3 /2 37 5K

i bRk, MaEN— ROV E B, CalES TAMBRI RS, HE RO AT R 42
RS, VRTTEEAWIANE . Ao b BB AL AIHE T, DAL B 2 MR SR S 2 T I 55 1. I8 Iy
B85 77, MUEE 2 2 AR AR RIS SE ISR (K] At

E&WE

[ 5% SAR) 2 42 (32260519); HR A BB 51 T 1 RI-BHEAFIR 1 % T (23CXNA004L): H R Ft
7 8 K £ 1 (22ZD6NA009) -
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