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J Ao FIFe vAEAE B
2 A+ et ‘TePsh= A - AR
(mixed methods design)& &85

=2 24 A or g5, o590 WS HS
HHEA 2482 T of=Rt A AEt odoll=
FFaR19] HAo] % u]F
gHioll 5o Atz Aol
ot AAAgE
He] QQIES 7HdA ngo g A3t 5 49|22 & (ordered logit model)&
1ol 24099 3371 L=AE R S A4S0
FEAF 890 (seniority), 7HAIA AFF 220 (workload

22 o142 AT Y Aol &
2 1 53t S9le] A7solA &
o} 540 AlE vhgo ol

o

e JFQQlEo| LAY
2RI S, et st
% WAt 471508 B E

53) 39l wejolA o]
Z3to] olzst
15}t 2=
Stof, @/l gt f-219] ol24 o=}
ATt AR 3279 MBI A= 59

8 FHHAAY] GFA L O|EHOR BT

k.

o=

oick 2423 Ao

AR ZHE Q90 (supervisor-subordinate social
SRIE Lt olE F TIAF
BRI olokel AZe 7igos AEQ]
AFA golE of2 e =959t

U4, EPATPY, 2ANE, 2442 ]

* E=RL 20164 e 1S
(NRF-2016S1 A3A2925463).
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48 s2Zz|s5|E (143 R25)

| . 2XIH 7|
‘5797 (fairness) TFAFZHAYA L] Fof| oA tf FQaokal =A<
ZA)9) 355 (Kim & Holzer, 2016; Kim & Rubianty 2011), ]Oﬂ YA T W
A8} =o] o] 2o ArHAA 5] - 8-, 2004 AES, 2012 AFH <, 2010; &

A7, 2014; A A - A8 2007; AAHHE, 2007 5). 131%} CE:rL*‘* &= 582
A2 A2 BE oA ZRAAE A =T O ett avE Ao gAY ¢
A= FeEEC] B2 29 T A S AEF VRIS 7]ofd vl g AEA
o|a et A AAE +F dloF stk AolthKim & Rubianty, 2011; Hassan,
2012; Gabris & Ihrke, 2000). Proudfoot & Lind(2015:371)7F 2 AsHA AAoH%, 1t
oF A7t S 2FEA Foto] 2AFHLEY FEA A (perceptions of
fairness) >&0] WolA A HHH, ol= #4495 WY 247 fFHE SstAY,
2E 4 2] AR} Aol et 25T A= E Aot 7|4 ox 2249 Ao -n-OH
o Y2 vE 4 Qo meEbA AR SR O HiSh w2 A B8

A 9] Aate]of dolA Fa3t WA FolE Adohal & 4 otk 53], g
o] Aojot £74o| nogt EA'E Ad FFxA0] UM, 34 /Ndo] 2= ol&
A A4 ot zb= FAZE 6L A0 T U= A ZHcf, Frumkin &
Galaskiewicz, 2004).

St “TEAA P A FAA olAlof st Q1o tist 7|&9] At
E£4 M5 5= 999 231t o] thE w0 2 B e HIZ6) Srh= 3
o B a7t dekef. E3F, 2017). A B A= AAs] g9 AT A
34 -73}H4] do| thE WA o) vigZ T o, webA s A=} gk
AT Tl (relevance)oll thsto] AEet B=E 2h5 a7t Aokl & 5 U
5], B AA L 21 Qe ABEY A=A 2 AT (Western)oll A Hd
sto] oA AHREATH=E HolA IFY FHAT Z3o|H(intercultural
transferring)®] A42-& AY 1L AtHLiu & Dong, 2012). 3HH th2 S22 HE A =S
Wolsol= B, dig Aot 2 Wk 1he] mh(friction)ol] HHet 112 QR
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1) 1 5 29 T84 4 A+ UHL’] a5 o2 st 7|25l FEVS
(Federal Employee Viewpoint Survey)2 A&3st A4 AAE Bl 350 2 AFHS
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AT} HAY o] A4l Ao
gt AA 79='E ‘?_}0"6’5}51 9\)\“4’% X}”Q B="E 9JH|FHKim & Holzer, 2016
2 ZZAA 9] Z(organizational justice)2] ©]
£4 EH9 ‘IJrEi FE “H A %"7‘3*3’3'—} WA 3 Y] T 7HA ZFoA TE st
% o] &cHGreenberg, 1987). 971004, ‘Eujz ZAA) (distributive fairness)2 %2
o] BAT AAE g AEolA 2t 23 Uehhs A vlde S =ek
A5S oJu| st (Deutsch, 1985), ‘T A ZA A (procedural fairness)& o] 2|3t vjj &
o] ZAo] o] 27|7}A] T} B2 HAFO AT} AT TH(Tyler, 1989). 2%tH,
A S Ao 384, 1B 1 A 3 AR 84S A4
oJu|gtctal Te 4= Qtk(Adams, 1965).
SRR BAE Y FHEAA Ad

Mr of

o

2 FEEEAE e oy

o 2, g 4= QUtHAmaboldi et al., 2015). o]of &
THE 2R 344404 dFE A= 8200 tigt AE A0 EidsHA
5

oA, olSo] WEw et FHUAAL thevt g AWH oS

(D) A, =2 £29 F84AQ42 YA 4AL 7|0 ddr= 529 B7t
o HARS ®H Qlth= 424 b Fojgomi A9 A o] gt &4,
o], g4 & WAA =7|(intrinsic motivation)= A 7]= 7S ZH=tHAIAA-
A3t 2007; Kim & Rubianty, 2011). 2) B4, & $F9] 3AAAAL J71E &
A THYE WH 253 RHES ARt 24 A UE] ARRlE A& 22 4A
2 A5HA 7= a5 zkor, o] st A ¥k= o] 9% (turnover intention)2]
A

Olo{r

o

=

oy
B

9 B EQl(job involvement) 5 7HA & &1E o]ojZth(Hassan, 2012). 3) AA, =
2 F29 FAUAL YR stofF Aol AL Jo gt 25 9 4l
FE FUHAZIL, ol Bofl 23 HHY F&, 2F, T8 PN DT = U=
A ¥’ (transaction costs)S ZAA 7= EIE ZH=THGabris & Thrke, 2000).

2) gereol

Hols B8k, A4 i) 9 28
B4 AN E TAAUNAS %a-ai% AL ojele Tgloltt. E3] BelxEt



Zhet A{A(HB7EA)  Tto]  o]Fofx
appraisal)}> 444 2] Q1 Who] 7Hu| & o] o] FojX|= 397} Y¥Ao]7] wjwof A
3t FelgE HHES77 ofHra & 4 oHHEE 9, 2010; Bozionelos & Wang,
2007). o]of 7|29 A+ ojudt JFLIEC] F7HHOI'E TAYAZ|L L E
o] ' FAHHRJNA S Asfish= A& oA o= AL o]5fisty] 913t A4S s
Fth 11 4y 7]E0] A4E0] W2, v 22 HFE0] AlbESL

(D) AA, 7K raten)=A F2] A Hsupervisor)oll 28& FiL A= 571209
SHolt}. o] ofHgt YFAclEo] I AR stolg A@A o]l Fet B &
12t B S 2A sheAlol 285 7L )l o]o] BEW JFRINS e &2
T 7 f8o& 37 "ok () AA, Park(2014)9] B7HALe] B7Hs7] 3P (raters’
motivation model, RMM)O] w2, FHE|X}9] ‘FAEANEY] (public  service
motivatiom)t ‘AFZHeEl REA (felt accountability) 5 242 A4l AxAol1n
et HZETE AEE St FF8RACE S TUTEAIA, 2014). () EA,
Longenecker et al. (1987)° <ol Ab" LFHAYX|(performance appraisal
politics)®] AlZto]] W2 W, B7HA = H7EAet B 2] AFS]A A (social
relationship)2} 2142 7 (occupational career)ol] YIS 1] 7| wfj&Fof A9 B
7= ofof gt 12 E Bl o R XA Q] meks WA o 4 Qith 18l o]
= B7HE stolg AEA 0|1 2| AR] 7|0 7| A AR 7|Ee R BN &

Q]

Woh 2L ol @A Bk A WA BaEe] BAd 4

o
rd

A3 A (subjective  performance

N

s ddHAd V=S
a2ste] Frhagel] o o] AF vl M= (fine-tuning}E 7H0| St Sh=
715 7HAA =71 dot. 220 B7EAY A A A 2o B2 A A 1ot &
&' GrHERof AtolE op7IsHA H 1L, o]& Qlste] 44U FAEAAA O IF
= v 5 o

() &4, B7HAe} S g7 B9 Q1o Fojal A 0w 2hgshe FaF e T
AE WGl oltKLevy & Williams, 2004). ©] AlZof W=, “7

SAsI AL QlAISh= A9 7|53} of R ARl A - Z3}4] wigo]
Hol7] wjzofl, /499 Aol et A “71oqof vl g 379
shupo] @t HEEWY BA = A2 =9doR dstA ¥ 5
S 1 3fof 3FtHZhou & Martocchio, 2001). 7]£9] AGLE0] =W, k9]

=
F5}4(collectivism culture) ©.2 FEE[E= =, QB F= 5 FORAJof 7S A
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52 s=xx|Ets|E (H143 H123)

9] 7=} thA Aot ‘FAA Y 71E'S 7HAL 9-&o] ElE Tt Yamagishi et
al., 1998). 744, AlF=719] LSS "H7Het HAfo] A 7|ojet S 71
o5 g uj IRtH o g FASIIL Hhsh= BH, FoFA|oF % 71e] A UES "Bt

A Ho}, 7 L9 Aol A 854
L7 ZAsI . Bdsh= A%S 2 Y tHBozionelos & Wang, 2007;

Chen, 1999). oli3 854 Q= 289 TAH ot oW THUo] o222 7
L 39 Y THLS 4 wfeieks 23 A A9 B o7k A SN
59l Hrho] 250l 2013). o1F ATEL 2RPYAst BAos Fpuy
Zloleh g4 FHYS LR B Gt whE, Soplo FES A8lH Pl
S8} 'S 3PS BUE 9 U] A A7 HBAALE o F T4
BSOA 3R 334U4g AT A902 48T + Arke U WL

2. BR0) 7|53t YERQI MO WY
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=
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gzt E’r‘ﬂ,___}BM] ]—?—011% £k, o5 E3 ‘%ﬁmﬂ'% ey (integrative model) 52
2 21X’ (comprehensive review)7} R E 20 = B3} 3 (Ferris et al., 2008
Z), T2 A Wy Aot 22 dAARA AE AR i vESHA o]
Fo|A gt} 11231 o] 2 Qlsto] s A of| TRt 2] 2] o] 24 o] 7} iAo
A =of Sl Aol ATl & 5 ASIT

Q) =4, 83 E7F Mg I AAl= -dstt vid=- Q1Y AR AHE I
9 zole} w2 9] ool F= A4 MAF9 9] A -QAAH FAE =zt 9
o 2y ol= A 7iR19] Yol F= Forior 3k 53] 1L FollA = A A
o= 7%t P05 EHCE sh= T4 535 AFAES AE] o8 Al
£ Adrt. gste], 9] FFFEolghs E4ett Z8H4 Wt £ofA] ofF] u|A 2

1 o H:l 4>
o M o~ o
M



e Aoltk. o] A4S E43t Hefo] ZHYAL 7)o
ol NPT ZAHE A 50, o] S WAlo) veto] A a3

7] 918 Beka Hito] A3 HE oF2# FOlFTH.f. Charmaz, 2006D.
52 92229 QURA ] B} AAH - ARH 02 B35 A A4 @
2o 7]t 3t o]23}o] o] WRBIHc f. ¥FEY, 2002). Meyer(2006:121)0] W

50| FHf| Higto] HFZ SEES Aol F& 2ol A

u
1o

o 4

Ao|up, B3 Wighy] dAofA A - gF oz H|Esl o] 24 fPES wrEely
0|52 7]£9] o]Z2E0] HYATto g L2t o]29] ‘gl 5¢'o] ofd ‘AL_7
HE'S B8 1 ALAS =Y 4 Qlha gt o]2t BEE B B A= S
o] A3} Atglof 7|9t 3 ‘T AJQ14] H HrlHo|o] JgFQ ol o tigt Bl o] =
slo] " Q Ae A25HA =it o]of & A= Edmondson & McManus(2007)9] A
o2 weh AA - A ATATFS B FA HFS S5 AHEA EEd MEES
HIO & 7|20 o] 25 HYUsH= ‘0|22 A& (theory refinement)2] o] &3} #=F
S ettt ol#et AL HAE MEET 7129 HEEY HSHE 7FssHA st
o, 0|27 oo ‘HHAT} ELAo #¥'S 27T 4 = WA o|FS AUtk
oA g2l & 2 4 Ui I, 2013)
Il H-rer

1. HRMA|: EIHTP LA (mixed methods design)

E A= Cresswell & Clark (2007)°] Aokst ©HAA - EHA1A Sl A

(sequential exploratory mixed methods design)& 9 ATAA Q] A2Fo g A=s}
Fom, o= (¥ Dol 2dH Hie} go| ‘Agst= AH AT

©
i
oO

_Orl',
rir
o (o]
L
re

3) AR deto] A Sl AEQ011)E o] 2A ARG olafs] el 7120 o] 24
Adsol & EasH Raldd AW AEL AL, 5129 AFAQ016/S AFA
2R A} 4 FF'o] FFL DAL FFAASS FASIT o)L B IS
2 Bto] 2AFAL olast Ak Hol QlojA Brt L dwele gusl] g
ol24 Bzt ¥ 4 A



54 st2xzistE|E (H142 M235)

9] £ 714 gA = 748,

(O™ 1) AN - 2NN 2§ A (mixed methods design)

HEHA SUHA
et [y
Hers-re ojeat > EEEREREE
(Inductive-Exploration) (Deductive-Validation)
I 2y Qo 20l

ZX]: Cresswell & Clark(2007:75-80): H&r- 2|=21(2011:291)

o|2]gt L AT A= th2 3 Z2 o] HE Ak () AA, APst= AH ALY

Z(grounded theory) ¥ W84 (contents analysis) 5 A2 HAEZ A
TS EEFoEN FA9 wWeo] Ik MELZ o4 7dE (nascent
theoretical constructs)& BMok= 2 &oloHA gt §HH, o]Z A gMH dE
2 A3 AFAY -SEAY] Hol(bias)2F 2 F(errors)oll FFE wHS 5 k. o] gl
Hole} @79 742 BAE o4 MEES 7HEE Ageto] Ho & A&
(sample)& A CZ UUHE BAF o2 2HTFoaH 55203 HZ(validation)
g Ak (1) B4, 7HE - A9 A SAATE 71EY AFERRE AF7MEE A
517] wZofl A3 A Q] AR Aol tigt WA vt XA HAY, SATE
O XA 2 4 e f¥e 7HE & Ak AT} FHATE A= {717 0]
A HeH o7 Sg5tart gt PREA AlEE o EAE gtstr] % =29
Yo 2 ofsi |, E5] TA A - FA A SdATEA= At ARk A
O & Ql4|x|o] $tHGioia & Thomas, 1996). Ht} FAH O R AFAb= X3k &9

AA Y] 7} GAE th33 Zol 35kt

.

63:% u] ']_‘5 _g_o]’_% 1;§|._741J-;<4
L o]&E3F ;5]—0401] olq




olZ ¢Jaf o2 AA-AdH Fo] A TLAC|E (grounded theory)d] HHE
I AAHIY HEFs 8ot HGlaser & Strauss, 1967, Glaser, 1978; Charmaz,
2000). A2 @Al obt o glom ofA A ok olEH MdE
= A AR o oA FASte] AAH o= o] 24 gl Htgsh= &
A AR ol WA AT YuechATTY, 2016 &44, 2013, °1FE,
2014). &, &A1& E5F W o R HE o|2Z FA5] U= dlo Attt A+A
2Fol 2ol & 4= itk

<A o1& 2 A 7Y (qualitative coding)% FH #47Hor sk o, 233
olet AR H(qualitative data)ZHE () ATLEA} &= 9Ju|A(meaning
segment}E A5t &3 &, (i) o5 Aol A At /EH FE(code)E -
sk, (i) FEEY] BALLE o84 TR E F55te 5 9™ AYE o283 B
< 9JujsttiMiles & Huberman, 1984; Saldafia, 2012). A A o2 B A1 oy}
22 249 S AR

-

(i) W, I RXH= 7|EFZE7|20| 22X 32HS CHAICR 5 AEQIEE(2015.10~2016.04)2 HIEICZ S5t
KR E FE0I%, 0|2 HIEOZ EMIAY S +8oITt Y2 Glaser(1992)7t Motst U249)
=ME met CHS 20| 0|R0ACHCho & Lee, 2014).

=1} -
g (eme:jng) Hezy T 234
(open coding) (selective coding) (patternizing) (axial coding)
_> _>

(i) SW, 7Rt M2 2 MAL e A §80] TS +H0IRCH, 249 Ang FASIH Bt 0|2
Moz i|E K= ACRE U= SYNE SHE(purposive) 22 MHSIILE 0= 271012 W29
‘0|22 B! (theoretical sampling)2| TPt SUSH HXI0]| SHSICY.

(iii) Almy, EXMTHL AMIZEME(QDA, Qualitative Data Analysis)?l Atlas.ti 798 i 0|20{ACH, of
& 2ME9| AYO{L|M(coding managen 2 22 20t MEHTHN £THS S3H5IUCt

4) LACIEZ 0|29 YR A FAH Fdo] FHEH FANE 2AAR] TS FE
st ojuf] 2] A2 Foll AR R ZRE Ap4lo] LAl 412 A-EA9t t-85te
o] Q& C|EMYES B -LAH o 25310 RSt WHELAY' S Y3t
+ dloll At

5) http://atlasti.com



56 st=xzistEE (H142 H235)

Q) A=A

Aw A2 329 3 RY 9 35718 FEA [B7HH=18) @ 1B 7 Hn=14)]

£ o +3E ¥ 43U R (in-depth interviews)& &3fl o]Foi3th <
Bl f= B7R7F tdRl B9 NAA A BlSo] LFB A0 SlojA] ojugt 82l
=& Qlsto 33017} TS AT Hsh=71"ehe AeS SR, 193 9gTt
A7 A A5 2B g0l AolA B7EHEEIADZF W E578 % 7] B9
gt 572 &0, ojwet ARl ® o Aol WA AT A oh=A7"2h=
Ao s SAHOE P AEHF tidA] 239 L2 AFFALHe] s
E71E0® 2719 24 H 4919 SHANA BESHHoH, AFIA A olE=F
B At 52 RolM FrtE A Sl s GAFQ wEel ®
A’ (snow-ball sampling)S E3f o]Fo]FHt(Miles & Huberman, 1984). SHH, X3
o] oA A7 AE [ A= KA, =&, AT A& & Tt 22
AmE' S 2HAY AR | & st A7 AkE ol § AT 3452 dHF
o ol Ao EN AMAF O] S BASHATHc L. triangulation). QEH
YA AFAY] A AEF AR 7] A=k 52 ALEshe] HFA ARl A
BollA 7 =2 2417k ‘HQ—J Al 0] A= on, 49 9 St %ﬂx} IF
o JAEFE AP A F= dstt 25
HiEo 2 % 7)o 7id A (open question) 2. & JLAISHe] SHRF AAR Q17
BE= RO R S AREA AAD 4 =S SH3 St QI {-Y| T oA
Hop A3Ho|al A BE7F @3 == BSolle g Fd87ts 2] 7]
' (funneling method)& &3 AEF-2] A 84S = HSeidman, 2006). A-+3HoI =t
o] mEto]HA] o]fr& ISk, QI XofAE9] Q1A Q1 HH = st 9 vAE

_

=

1o
o,
o
>
B
=
o
19
okt
1>
N
ofh
1>
1o

AT Y] TPA o A= APA A FAE o] 2% JHEET} o] & 719
TARE 499 7HE A YA E(propositions) T} O] 24 BP0 2 X|stgict. 121l
ol5 PAES Fote MEES THH 72ATES FX5HAY, AFAF7t vlF



(12 3) R AE B9 HE:

2l A AAHA
S B

PNPSH ?.lLt—‘I'I_-I‘gE

= L I > TRWY LTI}
SN BAS =

A0 JlojA], FEHPE 7129 84U A= T 5 A =T
A, 1= B39 2AHELE A5 tHe.g., Harrigan & Lee, 2015). $H4H, o]
A% S5HP()7F £4 85 P (ordinal category) ¥4 4L 7HAA F7] W&o
£ Z A2 (Ordered Logistic or Ordered Logit)°] 7 AT =7t =2 A EA7]
9 AtHLong & Freese, 2001)0). = 2A P FEHHSE 74
I UE SH # ARE ME EAogi o 2 BEsH, A¥HsET ol EAE
(logits) 7t T/AIE At A5k S| AEAWHo|tHc.f.,, Kwon, 2017; Moynihan &

Pandey, 2008).

Q) A=4
FYRANNE VBRI BY) TRAES o MBS SYSAL. Ak
= o

49 @Rl BoIA ATlo] ofe WE % 420%2) 4

ol
=

6) SEHF7L SR A 4P g F7Gol] At AE HE R 1A= FS 2
o2 S4ghol A&AR1 G4 g (consecutive integer value)& 2= AA Y Hol7] 41¢-H,
olo] A&AE 7 A0 & 7P| gk ey 25 o AdsHA AZeiEH, FHA A

& 545t Az tisto] g3t 4t A=E B4 (interval scale) & HASt= Aol=
=82 a7t g2cks 1S A7) 2 5= 9tHCohen et al, 2013). & SEATE A&
SEE o ‘wje IZ(G) “TEF(4) 7+ ALt “TIE T ()2t “EEoltH(3) 7] A
£ 72+ 0= HlolsY Aojzta dstr] ojg7| iEelct. 71 ojmdt FEA= %
g ol] disto] 59 gro] opd 109 gt ol A= 598 EHoL S & Qi o]

B, TEHUSE A5 F42 AAISHL OLS(Ordinary Least Sqaure) 3 HEAS =FoHA|

W SEBR()9] FERZTT AP FRA 9] 7Hg 3t ghA] A o] vl Z&H Q1 3] A}

=

Ao Z5E A8l 0|24 2 AHS 7H 5= AUtHLong & Freese, 2001:137-138).

o> i o



58 st=xxzistE|E (142 H235)

=3 258 (61.4%) 5 WALHTEY EF-3EE SHoA BG4S SHEHS 2 18
Fo] &S Aot F 240H(7%) SES E8oto] HIEHS AAT = AN
THIN=240). & A7) ARH &2 A3l 7f]lo] st Bolsd o= &= FEE
< oF2d 21l Q7] o] AEWE 34 dE= AT 28t o] Aokal It
sttt o]of JIAHZALS] E5-& dhol 712l oW A& Fof 22l A9 JAE A
H kS50, o] & v o2 SHAY] AP A R s Bof SHS ATt o]F
EZQ3 AREL &Hs] st FPH RS2 st U H|AHIe oHd|
Al. ID=SUB###, © - 5-A=DEPT##). o] 24 =3 4 HTH A=E v oz B4 S 9
St QA= (primary data)g F+5ot9o.H, £4 0 &85t}
(B 1) SEXIQ LUEY
21 () HIZ(%) oo HEHR}
A 129 62.9 - -
g4
GFS 111 46.2 - -
20M~294 13 5.4
30M~39A 85 35.4
ol 40M~49A| 97 40.4 42.1 7.4
50A~594] 35 14.6
60K At 10 42
Ay 85 35.4 - -
48 13 5.4 - -
e B 26 10.8 - -
2 B 61 254 - -
et 46 19.2 - -
Hz 9 3.8 - -
#y-4% 64 26.7 - -
g 18 7.8 - -
oIz 18 75 - -
HE _
5t 7 29.6 - -
zst 51 19.9 - -
Ojllx'”o 11 46 - -
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1
(FrAtAEE) =
—EY i |4, — 4| Tsui et al. (1992)
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e DV: SEHRIA
B EXP(B) % Change
=N 1.1321 ** 1.56492 225
K17 |ch U2 E .8971 1.1000 17.8
VANESRu S 1.0004 *** 1.4456 24.1
RiMES RS 2.3892 *** 1.6617 40.3
At2® 28y ol 2 .0063 0.0240 0.9
TIER 1.2901 ** 1.0510 11.0
Az Hitss -1.1111 % 1.1510 14.8
e .0040 1.0333 2.1
34 cut-off
71 -15.111
12 -12.322
73 -5.123
T4 -3.918
N 240
Likelihood-ratio X2 (12) 45.87#**
Prob ) x° 0
Cox-Snell R? 0.355

= #pd1, * pd0b, ** pd.01, *** p(.001
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EALY EA9 A3 =2H 7HE A o] EUEE FolA FEAF, THIA
F, A 2T, 1AL EA Y] W7 SAK R FoyuRt A 02 YEH
TR/ T ) BAE B 1L oM E 7P AT s
s A1y 2HE'E oofEd=ul(A40.3%), ol#et A ET=
Chen(2014)°] ‘tHHJ’-OJ RIS Hdes BAT Anet: dAske Aol
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A0 2 7%t JFE A Aol S5t Qe Hl, ohvte o] 2fRt Aol g0l A]
T SARSE 81915 2= Ao 2 wE (e f., Hartmann & Khademian, 2010).
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