(EfFateLa)  (4)%37H (2016) : 57-96

FRMX

WS 2 T Ay 2 Bk
TR ~ A e E A - [ {2 B
A& R R E

SRS
AFR G ERRENE S THYE SR — BB AR 3

A - @%@%:\ﬂii R AEE R ARG RS - RAHE S
WAk o AR MY 6B LT AR ARKE 5 R ARE LK
M & AR AR L 654 o ATREAYF - B BREALS

Al THMRERSS  MB/ MYy LR % B E s T
Vo EHEL BB IHAFTBEAAVE  RHAREERTH
LABKMEHDEVARRFRES E R EME o 28 mT 0 KR LA

ABRBER S IO YE A EFEENLTENASBL LS
OHBMEBGHEED c OHTDERE TR 3w w
Bo i AL BHBAEALT S REFHLAAEALS - 2B

BRIGEE - BEEUA KB MR R AU - BF7T B - BUAEHE - @ RE% - &
T : kynchen@nccu.edu.tw
A SCHER H Y 2014 4E9 13 H o i sCHZ HH - 20154F6 1 8 H o



58

(EFEALE2T) - (8) %374 (2016)

KHEHES  ABRMAECE BHBRELS AR
AW AR ARELEG o

Mats : RIS - AR AR EAR - FRE - HBS T



Communication & Society, 37 (2016), 57-96

Research Article

The Rights and Wrongs of Media Multitasking:
Social Well-Being, Social Capital, Peer
Acceptance, and Social Success Perspectives

Yi-Ning Katherine CHEN

Abstract

Given the rapid changes in the communication landscape brought about by
Internet use, it is important to develop an understanding of these technologies
and their impact on the younger generation. The purpose of the study is to
examine the relationships between media multitasking, social well-being, and
social capital. An in-class survey of 654 college students conducted in the
spring of 2012 in five universities in Taipei, Taiwan examined the relationships
between social well-being, social capital, peer pressure, social success, and
media use—including watching videos, playing video games, listening to
music, reading/homework, e-mailing/posting on social media sites, texting/
instant messaging, and talking on phones/video chatting—and face-to-face
communication. Regression analyses indicated that while social well-being was
not associated with media multitasking, certain dimensions of social capital
were positively associated with it. Peer acceptance was also positively
correlated with media multitasking. Face-to-face communication was associated
with positive social well-being, social capital, peer acceptance, and social
success. The level of media multitasking was positively predicted by time spent
on video and video games and negatively predicted by time spent on reading/
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homework. Our study hypothesizes possible causes for these relationships, calls
for research designs to address causality, and outlines possible implications of
such findings for the well-being, peer acceptance and social capital of younger
adolescents.

Keywords: media multitasking, social capital, social success, social well-being
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BLAtb b o BEE BGOSR 2D > I HE (0 P RO HE A Y
Jns BR SR BB R E I E T o FEER AN A EER g
Jefd 3 B e 58 - A A% BERCEE B IR AL - A AR R+
& B IR B R (Pea, 2012) 5 BEMETE 5 55 4 € L IRF 03 473 36 5 B 2 14 A
o > 38 5 W PR AF 4L € %8 1 (Ito, Baumer, Bittanti, Boyd, Cody, Herr-
Stephenson, & Tripp, 2010; Livingstone, 2009) ; {EfF 7% /0o P e 1) 22 2 )
AR S o E Y LR A ) ] BERR IR € 52 4 /2% (Kraut, Patterson, Lundmark,
Kiesler, Mukophadhyay, & Scherlis, 1998; Moody, 2001) #7057 thig
i A A AR BT BN IR A0 B - BITERSCEREBLEL B — AR A BB
0 — AR RS (8 1 1 B T AR (Wallis, 2010) e

Ifif [ 1 #8 2 T (media multitasking) | AJ DA &2 78 B0 B IR AR
TEBR R B b A BRI EEAR 2 - £ TER
FE— B AT 1A [R] 57 B4 T 7 A i A8 A | A6 ) > RGeS | > 2
P AR B AE [F] — B RF A A > A5 S8 (0 1& By ~ v] Be AT I W] OR) A 1 A JRR
77~ nIREA FEER BN IES) - T AR A A REEE AR 00 VA B DL R A AR E
MGG o WA LA > 7E— (8 RE A > (8 N [R] RE A5 AR 22 A0 {01 2 R 1Y) 15 )
—FEHELT ~ L E B (Arndt, Gronmo, & Hawes, 1981; Hendrix, Kinnear,
& Taylor, 1979; Hill, 1985; Ironmonger, 2003; Juster & Stafford, 1985;
Kaufman, Lane, & Lindquist, 1991) #7555 H > 95% M N KHF L T
ThR > HhEEa ANERR » — R =502 — MR & 6] R 2 Bl — 1
DA F#)15 B (Bittman & Wajcman, 2000; Floro & Miles, 2003; Hungerford,
2001; Ruuskanene, 2004) o

22 L35 )R] B g AR I 2 R BELAE A T o 49 dn BRI 4% 1) [
FFLE B > — B ER R — B DR AR o (EJR T U 2 SRR Y A AE 2 Bt
A G AR TAESS J1 &5 6 DA G R [ A RERE AL s L B A E—
1) AR B AE B NAMAR KNG 7 SRR A1 2 S0 RF > 22 T nl B S i e
1 T & #3248 L4 7 1) (Floro & Miles, 2003) - #F&#f7ed5i > &
P AS ] 70 8l R AT DA e R T R > T B e AR B 2 1 R
77 (Baruch, Beiner, & Barnett, 1987; Roldan, 1985) ©
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Vergeer il Pelzer (2009) 58 2% T DAY A 4% 19 {5 I 24 40 B 1 A i Bl
g 248 o Putnam (1995, 2000) &R - AMAE AT S B % > (45
(A B 38 A I AL » RS0 Ak 2 B g AR B AL g B 2 T
1) BB BLEAE o Kraut 55 A (1998) tad 5y » 48400 e M kAt & 2 BLfn
O HE AR o Helliwell B Putnam (2004) (975 B S5 > FLE ARG
FEr 4R 40 BRI A R B R AR I S AR B IE T 2

Bl SR B {5 ) AT BB BRI B 5 N I A R A R IR 1] (BB AT B S 4
I 2 T ResR R AN BN A& ~ ZN LA I JE 7 SCAL BRAR AR AR 45 > i) an BE i
568 Al AL A8 A% 1) Sl AR R T AR S AR NS RS ST A A T AR AR
(Rohm, Sultan, & Bardhi, 2009) o JGH B {EA- AR AU LR > E 8 A
BRI ACHRAE B AL BRI > DR A AR R AL Er i A2 -

K8 E o i R WIS 00 5 B TS ) 48 4% I A BA & AR IR I &
mER > JCHH A G2 TAT A BRI B ) o] gz 4e A&
T A - BT DAASHE 5% 2 [ e 5 I e 22 3B (0 A A 6 e A B A5 4
BB TSR o HR > ARBHAETT ML AE > IS 0 nT me A B RN
AL e AR > o AL e B R AL e BAAR o R - RS 2 T AT
BRI IE A E o TR AR -

FoAM DAAL g B Bt e BRI 2 T AT B B O AR B
DLE A, o 38 25 B9 W 7T 78 B I A D ACR (LR 5 2) BLa
B~ AL et R 2 M RO BHIR (Calvert & Wilson, 2008; Parke & Clarke-
Stewart, 2010; Pecora, Murray, & Wartella, 2007) 7 % 817 & 5 > 74 H
B REFL AT 5N A e A L LUE A o A ER B - B A AT
ol 2 I Y — (i £ 4 (multiscreen) B35 > A (6 & H & A 1600
JIR & o M A% BRLAT B) A A0S T NP0 ) SRS A BB AR o TR AR BT )
BRSO N AT BTG 00 BB BRAR A A s - (HUMIEEE 2 T4
(v Eﬁﬁ/‘ﬁ%%@@iﬁﬁﬁﬁnﬁ LIS HTIRE o S 4h o BESARHE A T
AL > AT B ST R R AR T IR 3 T Y 7E P RS RO A ) RE
(Rideout, Foehr, & Roberts, 2010) = [K Il > & w #r B 8 6 7 45 2 89 [A]
5F > AT 0 %2 ] BB IR~ Sl P JEL{E A (4 O =X BT (R T R B
o R > ASTR 7T M A AR A 2 TR 2 B JE > HL DA bl Br 42 I A9 248
JRELAL G EAR A EYIA o
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MRRER Y

WA S TR R

2 TREBIEA B4 o A0S AR - DA (g R UK B 0 1 55
oy B T R B ) 35 B JF 8 R A 4% Kaiser Family Z£ 4 & (2005) B9 5%
BN T OE A A N BB BT A A TR AR N R E AR
HEHE 2 T o Ja (M A T 8~ 18k RV A SRS 3T ) > BE B R B4R A
B RAE 6.5 /INRE (T 5L > ER — K P AT 8.5 /0N 2 35 108 e
W W REBUR T8 ATE[R] — IRp ] 2 B — R DA B RS A9 6 ) (Roberts,
Foehr, & Rideout, 2005) © ¥ Rf 5% W 5 306 7 44 A F- 1% B4+ B 5L 8 - T DA
A DAVAR L > 253 S 0 A BB R G BB H R A TS IS R SO TR T
Ho L2 TEZA 258 -

6 — B A TLAERTAY SCEL > Wallis (2010) 48 12 T0es 7 A —
FEIAT 2 BLRR R o AthRili T [R) B AE 2B AT IR 8 22 T 5E 1) Cliff Nass 8%
(1 H B > B AE S0 PR R B A B v e — {8 B A i A B 5 —
MEMEGHIH AR > mARE - EEER — SRR EN : EHT
VEACHE B KR AOL /A ) > J& SR EER B T 1 B IRy B2 6 100 A5 7 R -5 B
FEAAR R 5 PR AT AF A A B8 5 40 2 5 B Bk P 1 A5 R AE D > 5
W2~ BE2F - GPS > [H 2 A" i B 5 B HLIR > SI6 AR 2 S Bl A H
FEATHE H e — m] DU 1 -

AR A% BLAT Bh I BE AH B 10 A AL & ok > IRIETA A 5 20124F
B R TS SR 94.4% (SRIBE > 2013) 5 MARYE & R & 1) Fodh

BT AR L R A 40% - HLOE P RAE LA 345 LA N AR 2 T (S0
¥ > 2014) o FE(E I EE T - AEWCR BARBIE FF > A 29.9% 19 5K B2 R
R[] o (D R Y T - o T/ ST R R PR M A A (R
55 2014) o Q1447 E BEHE BLAE IE OIS 0 B AAR ETRZIN R B
IR B AR TR BRTAR - PR B AL S o A iR DL B 25 B AT B B 1
KRB R R A AR o BRI SRR BB AL g R Z
BN o AL T ZAFAT > SR A ECE W A Prenksy (2001) At £ AEHR H #1
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PR A R (digital natives) PUMEE: » 24875 78T B PHE I BR B8 b L= >
TEERE ~ A IS H 8 AR IS v R B0 B B - lfz 52 38 A ) g i B
Jir BT 55 288 B 0 5 o 1) — (R THEAX o T S ] DAAELSR, > 5400 BRI A 4 o BT
RREAENEAFEAR > T 2EREUHEAERZ T > HEIR 30N
S HEARR 4 B & LA AL g B AR S HEAC B A AR AR o E AR > RAMAS
AESE A DA [ 2 AN BN 2 [ i 2 B > OB AR I B ) o R
KB~ VERI B R AR > nRE LR A TE B Ty > il
1 H Margaryana % A (2011) RIBF55 85 B > B3 T 09 B2 A i ) H A SC
Fhr A B2 AR TR B R o PR LA S SR A R AR o Small B
Vorgan (2009) & 4 » Hf i R 2 B mE 1T o

2R EGH Z T R 2, RIFEMERZ A - FRfE—
T 2 LAt e B AR E - 2 T a2 R A HEFT SE R & BF
SFITEE) > K e AT B PR TR B A 2 T F B A RS
By o B An DA S N BE 5 G B A S A ) > ] e AN R 4 B
FHWEE) > AEAMESE Ak TH BF THESHENOME
#% o Z T A Rgidl A A DAL IS > Jnsd M AR g (FlanE &
PR > B AWK 5 B2 THERY B TS B0 R - n] A& 3 0 T4 A o B
Al REE R AI TG B > PR A S T E) o B AR TR MR
eV B B R A S AR BRI (Kenyon & Lyons, 2007) o

HA R Z T nTae A EmACR LA A2 Mg L
JG o MESEZ A DIB O R E I E PR ) W T DR
oI AR PR 5 AL e B E v RO B R A A R R A R T I
B FAROCR I - 22 RO BB A +L & BLO B E H » AHE IS R R AL e O
PG > A SEAR IR ~ AL e EA - A 52 B g ) -

Kenyon Fl Lyons (2007) 84y » £ Li2—FMAYE - £ T3EM AWM E
BAGEMA T HAE AT ARG > B LA R ARG - B N T8
J1 > WY T SEAR o Baron (2005) # i > 2 THFFA IR AYFLE 2
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HZ THFEICTs (a0 - F4 - BIRe2E ) e A B sk g o ik -l A
PHBELC S22 B SR > AT BERE AL & ST > PRI A Al £ T o

ok A RS AR A AR B BB B A g R 2
A AR EE R AR B B R B AT R L - EEY
HEERBR T A& RS AR B AR 3N 58 A A7 % ik B 4 i 2 BB
Hh > BYHESS IE RS EE o A LT TR LA M B > T3 0 S AR
(Junco & Mastrodicasa, 2007; Lenhart, Madden, & Hitlin, 2005) ; {H 1 &
WFde th > BHERESR v] AR M R R AR o AR T Ho O B
FLEmEE o Fn RS - B IR B S B - B RE ) BB A A T
AR > [ SR AR IR P2 T B2 B (Cotten, 2008) e

TE B AR B 52 2B b > 22 B 9T 4 v A A A () 3 s A B
B (BT 5% B ELA% AR 22 o {4 Valkenburg il Peter (2007) 35 th & A4
BRI > S AL > EREAED > {H Shaw B Gant (2002) FYAF
FAEE B > MAEE AL > IR EFNE D - B Rn B 5 AL
Y §F © 1M Rohall ~ Cotton F1 Morgan (2002) #% ¥ > %8 48 %% sk IF A48
H 00 A8 46 1 B B 25 2 3L A ) B4R » {H2 Morgan B2 Cotton (2003) Al
BEB > email ~ W K 2 B RN RFAE 45 2L DA 2 B OB - A R B R
TH 0 A A BT B - (E 5 2 vy B (0 P A A T A, - A4 ol e 348 om JEL 41
BT o MM EEB > (] email A FEAKS MEIHE R E & Kk &
P DR A 52 2 5 55 P 0 F email 1548 - GE A AG 058 B AL &
B #E{# R - Gordon ~ Juang B Syed (2007) 85 81 > 48 4% i F B
B A R AR A g R i > B IR 5K 2 BE AR o Junco B Mastrodicasa
(2007) W WFFLREUR - HEK NI 2 T W AETE RN R4 > HE A
FAEAA A BB AR R (AN BPIRE A AR > t[R] RFAE T A A B > & i n
RN SERE B > A R AL B A5 R B 1 B 2 > g R B THE
N B EMBERIEESE -

1M H E 6 = 48 2 T8 a2 L B F TR
b2 1% > Z TR HERELEULREEA o B > ASWFFTHE DL N WF 5T R A

DFFE I — : SR 2 T B SE AR BR 2 (T 2
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SRR ¥ S N

Rohm ~ Sultan/il Bardhi (2009) 58724 - ##82 TAHUIHIERAS R »
FEii (control) ~ 34 (efficiency) ~ %A (engagement) ~ [F]ft (assimilation) °
Horp e K my AL A I TERE S | 55 [R] R 45 (connection) o M2 >
R G BN R 22 > mT DABRIT A ~ 58 N DA B Ji) 78 B 5 e A T B2 Uk
W Rz e il > AR AT ERER RN > B 25 B EECE - [ -
A P A S IR HE DL T AR A B RE - 2 IR A7 A R B I AL S A A
[F25 o ULAT AR ) > S 2 TS0 NBRA o) M BAt e gl » 1
FEEEA -

AR R CIHER T 4440 A B & G A BR (Moody, 2001;
Morgan & Cotten, 2003; Shaw & Gant, 2002) > 1H 2 T {4 5 2551} 2 B
an e T?%tﬂfﬁfﬁ B BT > W Katz (1997) 45 H F A0 4L
SRR EUL ) - WS Btk g B ) 5 TR ST AR AR TR A
iDEaw 2 WI%%&%ﬁ*%ﬁxﬁ@ﬁﬁ%%m@@lymm
Takai, & Yoshida, 2005; Kim, Kim, Park, & Rice, 2007) o f& DA 2% B 4F #%
AR B SR BT B B T A0 ) S 2R 5 T R HE AL & B R (Leena,
Tomi, & Arja, 2005) o Dh EWFFRERASME K2 T » HIL B EE A
— L -

{HIEHS 2 TR A & AR RE - AR Rohm%F A (2009) B9 738 - K
BOELFE DL = (1) WA B By (2) A s m e DL RS (3)
A — IR o AL BRI AR L - A BRI 2 TROWE AT A AL EE
R Gt A I S N B — I A R S R R A R >
A 2 LR RS AR > JUHE RN B JU A R ] IR foff R AL B LA
E %E’Jxﬁl%ﬂ%ﬁﬂRohm#/ﬁ%ZE’ﬂiﬁ % 1 (social multitasking) » HH
B 4 4 4% BR (A A5 R AWFST o U1 Burke ~ Marlow il Lento (2010) fff
FALBE GRS B S S A BR IS B DL T B & (1) A HELE 3 T g%
AL EE A o JRRIAL R B A A S b A U A B
AW B e (2) AL R T B B A A A > IR R R
RS B (3) AL BELEHE i 1 A RO 2 - B > ]
HIBF 72 BOR BUR B AT BEBERE 0005 B) - HEBE I A B E Rt g B4R 28l
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1 [ B o Sl BN R 2 BE W BRAR 5 AT AL R A A
i B 1) B o 0 2 po 3T~ [IESC - BEERA N - 4% > g R
T e A AN T B ) ) I % - A LR B A0 B I A SR (Davis,
Deil-Amen, Rios-Aguilar, & Gonzalez Canche, 2012) - H fh #f 5% 2 &
o A B SR A M A BMR > FAR TR
BrEAR 2 B8 1 > DA g B 2R B9 4 € & A (Ellison, Steinfield, & Lampe,
2007) o

IR 22 T8 e AN — (o AL R ARERE > T n] g R R TR A B
4 (H AR B AN R B — IR A O A (] S B A T RN (R R 1Y
T A A ST A AR A nT BRI ERZ RS o T DAL € A AT BRI
58 o FTLAAHEIE 52t DL Gt

WEoE et — - IR 2 TR B G A 5 E AR R -

B S M AARRE R R LA R

AR L TO 8B » FOFETEER EIEBEZ R » B4
1 T 2 SRR IR R R 3R P G B A S 2 A~ BLACBEAH IR
EE R TEEEGERRMO - BEA RN - 20 A g RENG L
ARG AKOR S BBRZ AESEEIE) s 5— i R thEsE >
ARl ) T B A A 2 22 T R0 S g 8 A A B A BEAH iR 9 5 X
(Lenhart, Ling, Campbell & Purcell, 2010) o B} 5% & 46 B % B{R
(intimacy) (Subrahmanyam & Greenfield, 2008)  #2[7] (Huffaker &
Calvert, 2005; Manago, Graham, Greenfield, & Salimkhan, 2008;
Valkenburg, Schouten & Peter, 2005) ~ /< #H #§ )&% (Valkenburg & Peter,
2007 ) # F] RE & PRl 4% BT B ol D 1T 22 AOAR[R] > 81 b T L ) R 6
G Bl AL € AR 55 2 19 473524 B (Rideout, Foehr, & Roberts, 2010) o

Al 0 BAAREE R BLAE T ZE HA R B B % B4R (Rideout, Foehr,
& Roberts, 2010) o Z FrABREE AR S HE > B FFER AP EFERE
MBS 2 T > BT & > 2070 B A e il 09 A= i 5 e R B - 5 b AT
TR RS SRR > LR TR A R R R AR - AR A A R
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1~ AR KA BT 20 E AR ETE I (Amett, 2000) o 7E5S {1 FE
Borp o L] [ [R5 1Y) AH R R LA R A P BE R SR 2L > A WFALEE Ak B[R]
RS 17 4 SO o BELAE BR B AR (RN B SE R BUR RAT 190 38 R A B
(Whiteman, Barry, Mroczek & Wadsworth, 2013) -

AT 2fe B[] 475 5 40 P 5 A R ah A A e N B L [R] A R i ] 470 1
B A5 o Namsu (2010) F5 tE A8 4% 5 0 (7] 475 180 3564 T80 AR B R [B] 9 & 22
BLIE ] B BEAR - 43 B3 A 2 3 foT ) A4 4 2 i o BIL[m] 455 [ ) 41 58 2E 0
AT o (B 470 A o B A0 1) BEL ) 7 1 S 1 R R 2 B ) BRAR o X
PR L A A P R i S 2 2R B R T S TR RE B 1Y IRE R o R4 AR
o AE 5 P R A A5 R B[] 5 R R N IR W o AR SR R R 4 A AAES
(hotspot) it FiI BIJ A 1F ] BEAR o i Bl 48 4 L A Ak B A0 i 76 3 A AR A
AR B E R > AT RIS DA S BAR IS A A S K
BE R BRI Y8 2 (Urista, Dong, & Day, 2009) » i3 # £ 4= 488 A [7] DA
AL TR A O R BLRA &~ TRIAP i 48 11 % %8 (Cheung, Chiu, & Lee, 2010) °
SN R AR AR o R AR R A R BR AR S s S T B R A
i~ PUB I BAEE o BRSSP R A AT 2 — B -

FE R BE R [R](S BEAR v S NBEBIR IR > Bl 2 154k & i
(social success) (Hartup, 1996) - Hartup (1996) 58 4 [ #E4A H A | 2 #E
A AT A (proxy) - R & &5 3¢ BB A I /2 A B A7 19 4
o BT R A R BRI AT o A 7 B e HE 0 4 g A
(Buhrmester & Furman, 1987; Reis & Shaver, 1988) > & Lbff 2 B8 A%
BRI % RE - Demaray i Malecki (2002) #8 Hi 5 4F 88 AR 3 > 2 B AA
Ko~ RN~ AR T B R A S Rr B B 41 30 46T ~ BRER T - H
FELRE 7 R 40 IR e ) AT BEEE 1Y AE ) BRAR 5 A e SCRER S AT R - O
G 7~ fE0E - B BUR AR 2 B M EMZR o Berndt(2002) 58 55215 H
OB R AR B ~ SRR 2 BB T I S B R S AR T R P A A AL
BRHEE o ZH LA EElE > ABFIEEE LT R R

DRFEMIE — - SR T E R GRSy ~ AR A BEAR 2 T 2
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% T ehmHEifd

B AL g rp LS (0 ) S S 22 T T BRI 3G I > T 3 T V8 A AT AR
B o BESNEHE R A RE B R B S A {E B[] 5 A AN ]
P T 368 T VR A R R TE N AL G B e - I AR LI B A B
(Denzin, 2010; Rogoff, 2003) o % #p » Christakis L Fowler (2009) DA &
Valente (2010) tB45 - BIARAAE ot i B AR » DA SR N 40 o] B At Y
B A8 2 v 1 0 VA o S I8 A oy D8 A B - I8N ) A B B
RS AR - DL B S s O AR R B AR o H AL iR B — =2 A
N R P ATE T 2R > B AR S Bt 52 A 4% 22 4 (Boase,
2008) o JE A & 0 BR— AR ELST IS - RS o DL AR A MR
AT BLAT IR > AN BEME O 1) 2 AT B0 465 o i 6 ) T S T 78 o

A RERS ~ A7 B A0 AT S AR A ) I A 46 B 5 A1 T 2 T A 0
BB s A EORE g BR A R A S AR % A0 BT 5 28 (Kraut et al., 1998;
McPherson, Smith-Lovin, & Brashears, 2006; Putnam, 2000; Turkle,
2011) o ‘@IS O AR T T4 REARERERE T B g
A B I 1Y B T R 28 75 R 25k (Marvin, 1988; Wang & Wellman,
2010) o {HE BT AN HUR BN R B & 0 AT SR BEAS R AOAL g e it
£ (social affordance) - H KM F - %5 SO 1751 & 19 {57 F S R B4t &
BERR )~ BRI R > DL AR S 4R R 2 BLIE AR B (Baym, Zhang, &
Lin, 2004; Boase, 2008; Boase & Wellman, 2006; Boase, Horrigan,
Wellman, & Rainie, 2006; Wellman, Quan-Haase, Boase, Chen, Hampton,
Diaz, & Miyata, 2003) °

DL b Y BIF 5 4 5 B T 36T 1 98 A 3 R AL A - SE AR R IE T 5P
B P DIAHETUHR T AR B A B SR AR A IE AR B A IR o (BAE
FEE T DA B (R JBE g b s B SR AL A AT B IS A B A U {5 B )
A7 LA A A L[] A T R A (L T 3 T A A B AR R AL BRAR
MEE - REEREERE > DA R B P i BB AL S B T 0 BA BRI
THEZE 1 o TR » T 35 TR V9 28 70 AN F 55 T 00 ) AR T 1) B 25 5 1
T2 > [RIUG ARt DL ARGk

69



70

(EFEALE2T) - (8) %374 (2016)

WFFEMR % — ¢ Th 36 1 v 2 B AL A - SE AR [ R ) B AL g
B B IEARER

ISP
SESRE 2

I A 5 B AR MG R R - 4% b MG iR 2 i {5 B B AR % mT e
TR AT IE PR AR A o T BF 5 B B T A5 2% 22 40
R th R A B RN E TP A S TEEEY I 2T EWEL > 5
G0 7 T A VR RE A T R A T S T 9 R ME R > [RIGR A DL
#0977 2OEST -

L itk Ty

AT 5% 375 i A DA RRAR A B R B IR B 2 95 - ASHIF5E R
By > BRI AE 0 R B A AT B A B B A R B A R
& LA A B KBS T A o IR E NS EHUE 7 KR
Bl —H % > B GH AR KEILA I5H - AWK LB ME
BEfER (cluster sampling) > 23 BN FAST W RE - 22 35 - PR BT B B Al bk
o WA HBERE - BERE - [BIRE D KA R &0 E 2
AR DL Ko K] KBRS TR BRAR o Sy RRAS B BUA R 42 75 2 > B8
TR DA ST AR A RAT o

IL $47

ARWFFE H 201245 A 14 H B4G > DL T B8 ~ T RE A% A 1938
Ak R B o U R B AR b 2 A R A BRI > WS H 24 H &6
H 11 B [ 3R TE A BRI o S5k RIS IRy - ST i B S0 B R A
Z B DABRKZ 3 # MR A S o B35 UK I [ 46 1R 25 IRp 1] 49 20
G > ZehE EA SEEA GRS o T 7T BYBEAAILEE 7304 > [A]
W 679 - H IR AR AR > TS A ML 654 » IR
89.59% o
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L FRAEEACE B}

AL S9.6% s IR —8AJE % » R AR 84 145
20.27 5% (T RSB A 55 i al SR 8k ) o P A T B2 4 B 641 Ao {h
98.5% » XA FHEMI K ER A HA 10 N > 14 1.5% o 255 1) 76 I BL 47 8
RKEHARDN TR BRPHEAEEEATHR B R ZiEmE
FORE NS 5 iPod HE A R W AL 5 MP3 ~ MP4 ~ MP5 #E A R 4231 U A
(F—) -

F— ENGERATE) R B A AR

WG
7 By A
I H
— AR 311 (47.9%) 338 (52.1%)
BT 297 (45.8%) 351 (54.1%)
iPod 490  (75.6%) 158 (24.4%)
iPad 598 (92.1%) 51 (7.9%)
MP3 ~ MP4 » MP5 409 (63.0%) 240 (37.0%)
R R 444 (68.4%) 205 (31.6%)
b 167 (25.7%) 482 (74.3%)
ARG 615  (94.8%) 34 (52%)

AE U 1R H AN BRI (E 2 [ E

%5900 %

L 25
1 F A

e 5 L RELTEL - 4358 P S 0K 55 10 T B R
SR /AT AT PR IR AT A SR TR - IR
9 R T B B R R SR TR, B LB > 1) =
A AN 2] = SR T3] = A S~ [4) = M3 47 (5] =
HE 6] = ST+ [7) = ORI » IR ME TR 2 758 o 2
I 1 AT A -
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2. ¥R AR A

TGRS (0 F A 1278 T - Gl R A2 505 1 48 — K v & TE GRS 1Y
REfH] > A REIE DA S B R (1) =18k - [2) =Dt 1/hRF ~ [3] =
KA 1-2/NRHEAREN 2/ ~ [4]= K& 2-3/NMRHEARE]3/NEF ~ [5] =K
13-4 /NEHEAEN 4/NEF ~ T6] =4/ A b o BEIEAL S [P35 > 4R
—RE L DR HET A ERES 2 ] [PPsRE > Ii—Refez b
Iy ] Rl AR At 2 ) > (P8R > AR—RAEZ /D IRE Ll /£t A B Iy
A AR (617 Facebook I R %) ? | ~ [PPH42KGE » R & (b2 D R[] 7E F
5 B4 5 fE S / 5 7 Facebook ~ MySpace 25 A1 FE I 8 A4 ) RE (605
Facebook il K 25) 2 |~ ["P- 342 5t » AR — K& f& £ /D I [H] B o sl A )
ah 2 s PS> R— R AR RS 4% > | [P35 /R—
Rt AR DL EE sk > B[ PRE > R—REE 2 AR MBEY
BN (GG EW - YouTube ~ BR - 55) 2 | HUIREER > [1] =14
A2 =—/PREIN -~ [3]=—F /MR~ [4) = EDUN - [5]= =%
PU/NIEE ~ [6) = TH/NRERL b > AREHIR 235 - [RERIRFE—Kd » (62
DIRFEIAE NFNRTES) | > A TEE) £ [ BB AR NS TP ORRERR A A L |
[B1E Youtube S HAAR FR2E ]~ [BEM M BB -

3.4 s

R s B 22 0k 2 w5 75 20> $8 JH Ophir ~ Nass Bl Wagner (2009)
Jr HRE A S 22 T ) & T % (Level of media multitasking) » 7% [ 15
e AR ] SR DA T ) A R > o fm] IRe ol ) B IGEHE PIrfE 22 R IRE T ) > TR
AT P B — I8 P 1 2 1 IRP ] J o

2 $5 Ophir ~ Nass 8 Wagner (2009) I8 2 Tl & > & T 5MA
MMIFEBE > & 561 2 o i [ 20 T B it > TR D 1 - TR
5y .67 > BT 5 33RA TR A0 > 5T ARk i 5 1 2 2 (4 1 49
— IR I () IR (5 P At 50 1)~ Y > AN A T B AE A g R 3 B
RS E R IRE e A TR [E] . MMIFE BRSO IR 22 A5 o 2 K80t {6 2 IhF
R IMAER AT IR > AXNFARWT -

8 SR
i=1 H total



WHE L Ty B3

ey (o 2 A I ] PR P At SR ) B > hi Sy SRR
P IR > DUINIRERT L 5 o RIS A A0 ) T 3 R
RPN AR » [FIARA/NRE TG o

A R\ S 2 TRETH » K BR B — R AR 1) o ) I [ A A T
RO o B /\FRIER 2 TS c BIERENE - IUEEREE - JE5% -
B Gl AR ~ AR F B e ER S / 558 Facebook ~ MySpace 541
IR ) RE BT / (4 SRS (£ Facebook W K %) ~ & 78 5l X
L~ T RS o T — MRS 2 TEIE T A/ E BT » DL i
B2 THEAm > MBS - [— R 5 - S IREBEY S NAR  EE
AR IRp A6 € [F] R A8 22 DR AT 9042 e iy 3 2 | 2B ZEH B DL/l
SETE A ] 25 T A B >t [m] IRp (s B IR o fE 22 A IRe ] ) > ST
=fEk (2] =Dk — /N~ [3] = —BI W/~ [4] = W E] =/NEF -
[5] = ZFNPU/NKE ~ [6] = HABPU/NRFEITERE o Gl IS B S EE
HENA (B - SR~ YouTube 5§) ~ Brfp b a#isk - B 4% -~ BiwE/ M
TRt ~ 2 T I sl AR, /B e T R HE R SR AL B R 1V B RE OR
£ % Facebook I K %) ~ e fify afl /4 FH B IRp 2 sl A (& s i R %) -
i T A /A At B I ) TE R A o

ZHF 4% $% Fil Cronbach’s Alpha 17 15 FE A% o 216 A g /\ Fi I 22 T
P B AR 2 TS BRI 4y -

o [E R S R — B0 H AL S | 1) Cronbach’s a = .76

o [EIUAR bR — B F A LS | 19 Cronbach’s a = .90

o [E{E A SRR IR — 2 (P M 58 | Y Cronbach’s o = .78

o [EBIE /MR — 8 A | A9 Cronbach’s o = .79

o [E AT BRI IR — 8 F FL b 455K | 7Y Cronbach’s . = .83

o [E A UGB IRy — 2B () FL A 5ERE | 1Y Cronbach’s a = .86

o [l FEREA AHRE— 28 (8 ] LA 1588 | 1Y Cronbach’s o = .89

o [E( Y T TR R R — 5l P LA LA | 49 Cronbach” s o= .85

I1. REA#TE
1 AR A AME
B AR 14 ) B IH 22 % Campbell £ Kwak (2010) 14 4 € & 74 i
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Heo ZHEKRMASEIEB MR =K T2]=1RD[3]=
AR DA 4] = 855 > [IZLVT R - At g G4 NIy 5 =K
FENILA 15 /M8 > S E DR R & > 8881 15 EH 2 3R R
2% HAZE A Cronbach’s = .93~ .76 ~ 71~ 72 (£ ) o
FMHEERTRBLREFEMAKRZEWEN ] [RKBLHKEGE
AR ZZFEER ] [FRER AT S E M A K Z 58 B AH IR DL R T3
RER BN NKZIRATSEN ] Al > o] iffE27.82% i 5 L& (FF#
(B = 4.17) o %58 R 2= 0 VU fR e 2 BN B B > R 48 2 T NP
7] o ARSI E AN BRBRAR PSR 2> S VO R T A A B DA 4
B A F s N B R A SR E L (P8, = 3.79 > FEHERE = 73) o
S5 BN R A TR E R A — iR 2 ) [R5 H AR A AR
i 2 ) TR R A A — s ? | R SRS ML —RER
oIS g 2 T AL A > AT AR R 15.22% 1Y s B R (BRE = 2.28) -
7 {1 PR 25 ) fRR R T ) B 2 A s AR [ VR B B TR A B > TR 4 2
[ 2 B SRS ) | o A 2 B SR S B Fe A 0 0 =X > 2%
e VO ETE AR AR BR DA 4 5 150 s R 2 B S B AR E AL e (OF
8 =32 fEHEZE = 59) o
5 AW R 2 i TR R AR E IS0 |~ [IRA B AR BEH 52 2 AR 1
AE L TEAHE TR 4 e ML ARR R FE D& TIRA R R
BER P A 15 O ) TSR o O] PR 14.33% A L B (RRELE = 2.15)
e IR PR3 0 DU RE T 3 B AR A B > DRI 48 2 TR AR A | o
AR B AR 2 o R PR EIE AL AR BR DL 4 5 1 BLE KRR
AR (RIS (P38 = 3.48 > fREE = 70) -
VAR R A4 B2 A EEE) 2 ] [BE—F
TBREZHECEMNIEE) ? DR TR E—4F > BEGESHIE 8 RTE
& > JFTALAL > v] MR 9.53% 1 S L (FFEUE = 1.43) - EMEER =
i RETE 35 B2 I B A TR B 1B TR A B > Rt 24 2 [ S BLER IS ) | o
AR 2 BB AR YRR AR Y 7 2 > B E =R ETE N AR BR A3 5 15
Oy AR RN 2 B TR B R B AL (P38 = 2.92 > #EHEZE = 77) o



WHE L Ty B3

F G EAEIHZ 3 BFE T (MR D5 S AR ;)

BHE—: BHEZ: HEX=Z: BHHEW:
Lipse] NBEBIR S8R REME  SEBK
P I3 B i

R B 2 B ) 15 B 04 -.05 01 91
WA BRSBTS T .00 -.04 01 82
I BUR T 2L b R ) -.04 20 -.03 66
TR E AP — Iz R .06 .85 .03 -01
TS5 A AR b A1 81 -01 -.03
TR F R A — B -.06 72 -10 .06
TR H A A — R 5 SO e -.09 70 .10 04

GRS B AKZ R AF R 93 -01 -.02 02
i R BB NKZ AT 93 .00 01 01
FRR 5T B 9 A K 2 e AR IR 91 04 04 -01
Rt LI FER NKZ I E 88 -.03 -.02 .00
T ARAA FAE L .05 -.06 75 -.04
FoAT IR R MR W) A= 3 Iy 1) 01 -.14 75 15
oA B AR R 52 2 AN[R] Y AR 1 .00 .05 T4 -.05
EHWGEE A > RE MR 1 -.06 17 69 -.06
FFRU(E (Eigen-value) 4.17 2.28 2.15 1.43
i pe s R 27.82 15.22 14.33 9.53
Cronbach’s a 93 76 71 72
2. FAGRAIA

SRR B TH & B R 2 % Ryff (1989) i 0 B 3 4R K

(psychological well being Y45/ R FE oMz » & b HE B IRiEZ
(self-acceptance) ~ Bl i A B 1% (positive relations with others) ~ H & 14
(autonomy) ~ g 3% F % (environmental mastery) DA } £ 7% H #2 (purpose
in life) o 235 & RIE T Il AL F o A B E SRR 20 #IH > KA
NBESEUTI =K > 120 =4RD 3] =rsr - [4]=FK > [5] =5
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WA o FE SEAR R FETEIL A 20 /M E > K8 =R E R I R i
I D] 2R B Ao A B R T = LT [ 15 e B R B ) AR B AN
R [IRREHEEEMEARME? ] TIREESF W EEREA AT
DMERF ? | o SRR — AL 0y R R A5 > B0 B — (8 5 U il
HERIMEGEHEEES? | AEETUMERE > TN E
Iy EBLWE R & o HAE A Cronbach’s o = .88 .85 o I Wi Kl &
AT AR 53.92% My s L (R =) -

B—REH MG ENS A g AL 2 ] TIREGRH
BRACHER? TRESEFESACHMANWBREAE
2?2 (MMERKEESRCEBEAEMT BTN ANT 21 TIRE
TR 15 B B AR TR 2 | TR 7 A R 3 et 2 |
[R5 585 5345 8 O 00 BLER BRLURG 1 i vk B R R i A== 2 J AR TR 2
HRCH AR FEARE A B A B BAER & L 2 ]
ALY, - W] FRRE 39.13% (82 L i (RREUE = 5.87) - &R R A /8 i
T 8% B A I 4 A B > DRI 22 2 [ R | o s A ) o R R A Y
T3 B iE R REIE AL AR BR DA 8 5 54 Al = o n B Bl R = (7Y
H =317 tEHEZE = 78) o

55 AR R TR 5 AR S5 A A ARSI rT I > | TARE A
KE AT R EA N AT LUERR 2 | TRR A SR B AR KRk B O
EANEHA AN | [Ret8FERaCAE —BIR? 1 T2
HEEAHENAARCHREZILEE > |- [REGREESA—
o NFEH TARAR ? J AR TR AR B A QAR KEHERE ? |7
AR > AT RERE 14.79% W5 LB (ReBUE = 2.22) - %5 B 3R i L R IE
Y B SR G A5 A B o DR 4 o (B B o A ) R SR A
175 3 > s AR REEN AL A BR DL 7 5 B m RN B A (T
¥ =3.59 > fEHESE = 70) o

'/

F=E PRIEREIHZ TR N FR A (P 55 R A B )

HFE—: HE=:
JEIH

i Bk R B R
PRI R85 AT B O i AARGT 2 83 05
REGEEEAACHEE? 79 .00




WHE L Ty B3

F#= (8
i mi:%ﬁ!ﬁ Iﬂ%ﬁi!@’%
RREE L H AT OO B AR BRI A SR ? 76 01
RIS AR B O BT IR AN T 2 75 -.01
R A A5 AT R I 4 ASIEAS T 72 -.08
PR 1 A8 RS P 2 .70 02
PR HEH AT B O MR BB T A B 4= 2 67 -03
MR 5 R AT R B Y ST A R LAY O BT R & I 2 .66 .03
PR R R A A 1B A N BE R AT I 2 .00 84
PRJE T A8 0 AT R B A N AT LU 2 -.04 81
IR A A0 B AT AT A ] AR AR A AR » 11 75
R AR BT — L8 NFEH T R ? .03 67
R EEH AT TR IR A B B A AR AL 2 -02 67
e =S & g R TN YN R e A it -01 .66
FREGRHEGACH MUK ? -.08 65
(A (Eigen-value) 5.87 2.22
fipe poe s i 39.13 14.79
Cronbach’s a 88 85

3. AL B R I AMIE

AR BT 7% # 95 Jarvinen B Nicholls (1996) 4F f %% J& (1 4t €& a2 8 %0
BRI M - BFEIIRESRACRREN] - [REKRWALN S RE
B TIRE W EE R APER ] TEEMR A PR ZEEAY ] - THREF
R R ) e |~ TAER R v ] > TR B R
[ERL[A] d i) N g > RS R T @]~ TERMPREAAE T
(1] o ZFiE RIER BB U AT & DN ERSIR DR IE > HLLT &
TET) = EwAFE (2= AEE- (3] = FLRFAE (4] = FL
FE - T5]=[& T6]l=FFRERMNE - 7Ltk & R0 EHELA
Sl > EMMHAR N > FHEsMEHEHMMAE R > HEE
£ Cronbach’s o = .71 ~ .41 o H o 55 — {1 [K 2% 7 M J8 — &8 JE [ B [A] %
WAL REBAERESEN I Z2AGECES AWENREE
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(Cronbach’s o = .78) ° 25 il R R A =RIF 1 > (EFE /% M 84— {48
2425 Cronbach’s o > A AAWFFTHIBR LA - o PRITEA & sl o RETH
A —EEER - HFE R AR 53.95% 15L& (RIY) -

HE—HHRERBKACZBEEN - [RERNKMEEEE
1)1~ THERR A FRJZSECE W) |~ [ A )4 [ e b > RN A5 FR 2 4
AT~ DA [ AE R AR b B2 A A J7 00 T 4K > mT R 53.95 1 5 B
B CRFRUE = 2.70) o 78 {8 R &R B9 T R TE 34 B4 g e o A B - Rt
& By [At e BEAR L | o A B4t e Bt P AR 0 O 5K RS W
TE AN ARBR LA S 5 1550 @ Fon 4k g iUt s (P18 =3.99 » fRHEE
=.69) °

FWY R ORI 2 3R IR S B (B KB )

R HFE— : A a B ERR
FREH A C RN 81
TERR A rh RGN 75
FRBH T A T R 71
TEF rh FR AT AME i 71
TE[F) ([ v BRI AT TR R R Y 69
58 (Eigen-value) 2.70
fipe P B 53.95
Cronbach’s o 78

4. FIpRIE ) A

A W F) AR B U AT 5 BRI 88 T > S DA T 1A
PIM = ARZE N2l =AFE] - 13]=AKFAZ 4] = L[
BoI51=FE-T6l=FFFBEHRNZE o [FFE S EIELAE 8 /NE
MERMHERSNEZ > FHESMEEHEHMMARAE  HEES
Cronbach’s a7 il £ .86 Bl .31 o e 88 —{R K 28 HUAT W E A 7 > - i
Ul AT — R B 542 &) Cronbach’s off » BT LAAHE T I FREE R = -
W 7E () 4% JRE ) RE TR A — W R &R > R R ] i R 46.85% 1Y 5 B
(FKH) -

HE—m AR S AW ] [AFRE A0 AR ]



WHE L Ty B3

[REBRAMRE A~ [FARE T AT LABE A S |~ T30
BIRARSBAT A I DL 4 R SR S A5 1 1T > v]
i P 46.85 1) 58 B B (RIS = 3.75) o Ja MR DK 25 1 7 A1) R I 45 BiL ] 55 42
TR AR o B A 2 S TR 52 ) o s i 2 W) 005 4 2 8 AR 0 O
2o S Y0 S R IE AR A B LA 6 5 7543 A T (R R a2 AR B A
(P8 =4.01 > EHESE = 84)

R [FEy FEIE 2 32 R Ay BRI 4 A (e B 5 8)

fLipse] B — : FfEsZ
REMARS A 86
FAEERARE BTN 83
Mt A B F AL 77
SER AT F RS W 76
3 [F] 4 1 AR g 3 74
FRAE T T LU A T AR M g 61
S (H (Eigen-value) 3.75
fipe poe s 4 46.85
Cronbach’s a .86
5. A &R

Jiz
PR o AR AR LA R A 0 B AF 2012 s 2 1 AR AR o ply A T S g
SERIOR A6 ) L G AT B 2 B AT A B IRLBEAR T S48 AP 51 2
Pl IA

BER o

RS A A

BEER 7> SF BT 75 R AN SRR AR AL o ASBIE T3 B F
A B IR > (HLphige P BLAL > A T~ RASLOREE > MR Bk
PR ABEFREA AT KRB > M G W B SR D - H B

79



80

(EFEALE2T) - (8) %374 (2016)

B A B R ANK > EREABIIAG - 8RS 118 (18%) ~ B
B RE133 (203%) ~ B K E 134 (205%) -~ &b E K E 132
(20.2%) ~ KRIFIKE 137 (20.9%) o FEMRI T » 2P (N =384 > 59.6%)
KIAFH M (N =260 > 40.4%) o fEFRITH > UK —EBAETELZ (N =
256 > 39.6%) > HK AR B (N =197 5 30.5%) ~ K='F (N =126 >
19.5%) ~ KU aE L E (N =67 > 10.4%) o 161 J7 1 > LA19 ~ 20 ~ 21
RANBIE S £4522.6% ~ 29.5% ~ 24.6% -

BHERE AR R S $ | 18 A B

FONBUR T4 WA ) S5 8 Bl 1 360 1 A 2 Y RO AH BRAR X - T LLFR
B[] /A R B e B 3 T TR AT BRAR > BRI B B IE 17 B
1R o T B B 1A 35 T 114 B 1) BRGR N B o T A6 902 Ry T B/ AR
Ao S T T 0 A 0T BE A B FEOR AR o FL e n] DA B A A
FIEE BEL TR 36 T 179 R AR A o > T V2 L TR 3B T AT RE A 5L o 58 19 BRAR o
Lt — 3 B AT S B A A P B AR T R LA B o BRI < TR S
(14 2 208 U R B A AR AR T A AR B (r = 41> p < .001) > BE/R LTS8 T
B - 494 BUE st AR SE 58 > 1 JF SR R -

BTN LTI BV S T 9 A 2 A R

B/

A BIL Fgs iR R Gt [TE:N1]
T

A — 10% 30%EE 06 N UL B T ki
HIL — Al 06 04 08 .06 -.04
B/ _ 07 05 01 06
Tt ' ’ ) '
iR — ALk TR Qi
ik — 26%EE Dk
Gt — A7
i 3 i _

Rk Ep <05, #Ep < .01, #FEp < 001



WHE L Ty B3

BRERe AR R AR S T 2 AR M

T I A TR A o ) ERLE R 2 T AR > AR SRR T TR
BFAHT o REEBUEER ARG R - 5B — PR AN O8I - S5
Sl ~ AF S B I A A TR S BT R I - R A AR TR R A
B~ AL R A EN - AR S ERER T -  = EE
ASFEBEANHE > GG - o 54 B/ MeheE - 4L
afl > TR HH S o A RBURED - WA aL > AL TR
BEME (BB B=.15p<.01~ 3 : f=.18 > p<.001) o B3/
ThapBlm B A > A2 T A B/ Mohsf: 8=-09>p<
05 ; H¥HE : f=-18 > p <.001) o

Fb DRSS TR R B o A

TR S2IH LS BN VIF

H—RE

UNEE 3}
PR (B =05 & =1) 02 1.26
R .00 1.06
Adjusted R’ 01

HRE

TS R TR A
A N AER (=0 f=1) 07 1.11
AIAEFEMANHENR (k=0 F=1) .06 1.11
ANZESEA AT (=0 =1) .05 1.06
Adjusted R 1 01

o= e

LR
ALY .06 1.18
Bt 15 1.26
GRS .08 1.29
8 i / -.09% 1.09
Pawicd -.04 1.28
A gk 1.34
Gt 10% 1.13
[k - 18k 1.19
Adjusted R 111 .09

AR AT fp R AL 11

A A AR AR b R X R AL SRR o
#p < .05, ##p < .01, #Fp < 001
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52 ] RE AR 2%
WFge e — - e s T B S R Y AR ] 2

Ty B 5% B R — > ARBFS0EAT T B RE BT AT o 3R\ 2 B iR
OIATRYGE S S BB AN DI S AR R AR 5 55
A BRI B W A TH > RS A AR B TR S A A R A
B AN A S B TR ;o PR AR >
SR B YL - B/ MR - R - m T - RS - W
TS5 5 BBV AL 2 T - WFR 45 RBURBIE &L » B g
AR (B=.14>p<.01); MEHEHEEL > AHEREH (8=-15>
p<.01); MBW > BEMEAAZ > BEREH (B=-10>p<.05) > /@
BHEEEL - B SEAR (8=.18p<.001) ¢

N R i A B Ay M

TH U 52 0H 5 A VIF B VIF

H—FE g

JNEE 3L
PR (F =03 &L =1) .02 1.27 .00 1.27
AR I -.10% 1.06 04 1.06
Adjusted R’ .00 .00

oy

o IS BT e R 15 L
AIEAES MR HE (k=0 =1) 07 1.12 -.08 1.12
AEAEFHAHER (=05 fA=1) .08 111 .06 111
TARGHEAERETH (=0 F=1) -.04 1.06 07 1.06
Adjusted R2 11 01 .01

55 =g

I £
A -.04 1.19 -.05 1.19
B A4 1.29 -.10% 1.29
S 01 1.30 -.06 1.30
7/ Bl -.06 111 03 1.11




WHE L Ty B3

F\ ()
05 0 i il SR VIF & VIF
Pawicd .03 1.29 01 1.29
il .03 1.37 .04 1.37
Ci .05 1.14 .06 1.14
[E N} - 15k 1.24 18 1.24
Adjusted R 5411 02 04
S5 DU g
Bz T
MMI -.07 1.15 06 1.15
Adjusted R 111 .00 .00
AR i RS L .03 05

A A T AR B R B 7 R sU 2 BEHEAL A ERHR B < #p < .05, #¥p < .01, *¥¥p < .001

Wrge e — « s TR B e e AR IE [

IR 2 20 AT SR A 8 A AT DU T 1 > 40 Bl 5 23 BB A U ) - 23 B
FEASARATE B ~ 7 ANPRBIR LR AR - R 45 REBUR F IS AL/ N2
B AT & BLAG TR B (8 = -.20 > p <.001) ~ {EIG AT Z AR I | - Q2 BLAY
K (B=-10>p<05) > &7 MR HEG (B=15>p<.001) B (& X
LIS S (8= .13 > p<01) ¥ > 2EEL (L) o

BB WS AR EEERE® (B=-15>p<01) - HHZX
B FHEL F (8 =.16 > p<.001) ~ GFEFEHKEEHE 20K (B
=.10 > p <.05) 5 FEHC(H H IRF R 3 2 B S AR AL TE B i) (B = -
p<05) > M HIHEKLELE > ZHEMETKREEHKE (B=21>p<
001) ~ B 2 TRFHREE (B=.11>p<.05) > 2B 220K E 586
& BB R R A N BRREZE (B=-10 > p <.05) » [ &1
W ARE > MABBREE (B=.12>p<.01) o FRARKE > [
FURME IS > KA E S (8=.10>p<.05) °

=,

i=d
i

=

>
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FOU Rk A B O b o A

4k
T s SR VIF ii;ﬁ VIF i~ VIF Ak VIF
&) ) Bz W
W
S
UN=E
PERN (=05 & =1) 10 127 -15%F 127 -05 127 04 127
ES -20%k% 106 -04 106 -05 106 -05 1.06
Adjusted R® 05 .00 .00 .00
ol
o S AL AR A 15
A A 7 1 A TE A5 112 -06 112 -01 112 -06 112
(lE=0:4/=1)
AT 5 T A T 05 111 10% 111 01 111 00 111
(E=0:F=1)

NS AR T .00 1.06 6% 1,06 00 1.06 02 1.06
(E=0:4=1)

Adjusted R 11 02 04 -01

=

IERS A
Wi 04 119 -03 119 -07 118 -06 1.8
£ S10% 129 -11% 129 -10% 129 06  1.29
g 01 130 .00 130 -01 130  .10* 130
)7 / Bl 07 L1l -02 111 00 111 -02 L1l
K 03 129 06 129 05 129 .07 129
i 05 137 .05 137 .03 137 -01 137
i -.01 .14 -01 114 -07 114 05 114
[EEaN] A3 124 21 124 12% 124 -05 124
Adjusted R 11 02 05 02 01

550U B g

2 T
MMI 02 LI5S 1% 115 .02 L1505 LIS
Adijusted R 11 .00 01 .00 .00

AR AT RS S .08 .10 01 01

FE A P AR BOS SR A b O R X 2 R AL A BRI o *p < .05, *Fp < .01, *Ep <001

WEERE . - BRE8 2 TSR R RE ) - Ak i i BR R A ] 2

A8 B AT A SR BN AE TR E SRR G b R B A (B = .10
p<.05)F - BLME/ M B =12>p<.01) FHHEFEHEKZHE (B



WHE L Ty B3

=.17>p<.001) A RIEHEZ TREKSHE B=.14>p<.01) > [FFfE
TR EI (B=-.10 p <.05) BLE 4 (8 =-.10 > p < .05) HF
BE2HAmEE (&)

FETARIAL & B b > 4 SR BER Lo PR 5 M A B A & B AR A
B=-11>p<.01) ~ fE@ERHAEB L > BlFtERtamIK@B=-.17
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