FTHKEREE LA RS

Project Report for MOE Teaching Practice Research Program (Cover Page)

3+ % % %5/Project Number : PHA1100993
& % % 4 $F/Division @ A ¥ #pFE %3t

# 7 89 & /Funding Period : 2021.08.01 —2022.07.31

VRN SR AR C AR~ X Sl S RN S G
Applying peer assessment system to enhance students’ team cohesiveness in game design
course

P2 e 20K (R AL - CHEREL K 4)/Object Oriented Programming

3+ 4 4 4 4 (Principal Investigator) : & X 4%

+ I 2 4F £ (Co-Principal Investigator) :

EL A #ﬁfﬁi % #7(Institution/Department/Program) :
R R S L

N ERFEL SR P

O 2@ Mutfs 2 (%- 22024 %91 30 p 2F)

2 4F 4 p ¥ (Report Submission Date) : 2022/09/15



B BRI 5 S0 e R PR 2§ 2 R R

-~ * =
1. =3z &2 p ih Research Motive and Purpose
& ko B E > ¥ % (Project-Based Learning, PBL) % | 23543k 3 % F enE 4R > F1 5
TV OGRS 4 AR ?mﬁ: I HFEEp k£ o BEe B Y2 - B2l &0
KEAF O CENMBHS ANEYHG > XEFLSERY F0 AR RAREE LY
¥ 'rfm (EEH ks ® - AR @RS 020105 2§ 00 2014)c BAgk3 - 0 5 84
- BE BEd KFeE2 B8 B2 FpM R B kit R
ﬁm"/} LRI sl S ﬁ* NEE S A S 'ﬂ‘“ ' GG
IR ﬂﬁﬁhﬁéﬁﬁvﬁ?%’ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁk DI EE AR (7 AT B e
VORAeE 12017)c B9 > § B HRB AR F Y 2 % 2 S0 R Y 0 TS B0
- P Egip m?ﬁ’&ﬁ%Jﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂ’%$ﬁ£*émg;m Ve dEplE e
B BB AT A AR BT DRSNS AT EARRE R E i 24

.
=

’

E?P\;{a\gﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁg\gﬁga;}g%}ﬁgﬁ)ﬁgAoi(;g,\,a 2010) © F o] k3> f] R 2%
BT R AR Flehi 4 0 F) L PRt ’i;? i PUPpE N 3F F AF I 3 ARGOEE
FoOFMBREFFREFAIL DDA ] o TS U ANNK P 0 B AR
Bld S E L ek RS EZES HOF R RIEREL AT REFR o FE L
R ARG ARG RE - BRSO FY EF AR AR R iF e B
R LT R %ﬁﬂﬁﬁéig@ﬁ?%’ﬁ@ﬁiﬁ*
- BEERE Y f Lk EAE o SRS TR RAC E 0 28 BTSN F et
4 e

Ba o RHMESEYRIT N NRAAE PR BB m e 2 Beng TR R R
AR B F R % 4 T % (Lin, Tsai, Hsu, & Chang, 2019) « £ 48 k2 » LA H o £ % 2 £

dS A RS e TR Y A LAY ERERE L A AR
ARG R A 5 B4 G BE PR v B IF % anf e R (Lee, & Lim, 2012; P tp
B2021)c B AL g FREF DR RRAE LI FEE Y AR EESRT
D F o BT Sh R P iR A g LB &~ { 5% 4 (Brooks, & Ammons, 2003)°
*m’ﬁﬂ?4“@&ﬁﬁﬁ’%ﬂw@%$ﬁ%§ﬂa—a@@&ﬁ%&%ﬁyJ“»a
CEGE o BRI g R P BB """”’”’?)—‘J%’ MR Kb p e ehi # (Lee, & Lim,
muﬁﬁ’vﬁh%*gwfgﬁﬂ@m%@%J%ﬁﬂﬂa MG R R LI ) 5 s o
Fb o AR E L A DB RS A S B OE R R 2 - o FIG AR s g
B~ AT T | OLE o » §RBF - BB & 2 pr(David, 1986; Cota, 1995) -
FENY O EHECFYEEAMAE PR REFEGESREIE 6 E Y W% ¥
o B FREER A E

ToRE o RRIEE LGS RTF bR 0 250 RIED L g S RS
4 /ﬁ’Jlﬂ-,:lzmﬁ_ d > FZEA Pt R ABEERL S %ﬁ LR Y g 4 o “f?%;@}irﬁ
SRAR I BAT U BRI R EFBLY A o AR 2B (7§20 2004) 0 A%
oo ’JV"E"{ RGPy WAL BE S 2T T B P A s f

2



AT e Tt o I BRI PR LT TR R F 4 it PR B AT £ R
ﬂ%WW%%xlﬁwﬁoéﬁ%%%wﬂif @fﬁw%ﬂﬁé rhm?@P’JEEiﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ
?“A%{%kmMV%MQ Bk LR IS G & (20060)37 TR BRI 3L B0 & TER Y dek

’ﬁﬁﬂaﬁiaﬁékﬁﬁf;%’wwg_imwéﬁmﬁxﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ LA B
RAaed o Bk §52 AFYVIIIFIEERF > 8§ B T 4o f2AFA0 0 Ko Af
RRANRAS ZPERY 0 B PV R EFRLY R R R L F S A ETESER FI T
FOUREE FRREET A BEFROFEOBA Z oL i BA T AR R HITESD
WARY > BREF L LB AL B2 g FU o I G RN R RS g PR
iAo

Flp o AR R g o TR ot TR Y o ekl
B YRl TAE Ry EARME ) EoBFRARS c EHMAR RHEEY 2
REA T E AP v B e R FEY R R R EREY R R
A4k ¢ BaeykR s ¥R e @R 4 T % (Linetal, 2019) o # #1353 gl?ﬁ]m:,kﬁ;;:;;;
H@ BFppas BV A B AT T aaa l‘t‘p\ggféf’xairauglg,_lﬁ]mf‘rj @ H s @
e A 0f 4 *”Hﬁlﬁ’@m%ﬂ+ﬁﬁﬁzﬁhﬂ@ﬁw&%i’#%ﬁwgmﬂ@@ﬁ
FA TR o BRI LA CHARLEEFES RELE S TG
#;iﬁgﬂ’—/,}—‘ﬁé‘ﬁﬁ.é’ S REVE BUELE e cF 3 D R O =gl - —?ﬁlﬁ,*"‘é}ﬁ«};{
PHARGE BRIk A §PE S fEE ) BB ESNEY 2 B FHRIFAER
A S <3 U R < s E - ;ﬁ PR MAR € BT 4 o 2 1) B2 BB pRRE S -
Febo AT 57T R V‘;fgﬁ,éép&*m§—‘kﬁ}{ ’}“ﬁtb;}aﬁv#&}% IR LI

BY 28R -

2. = }f’e:}}" 3t Literature Review
(1). k&3 =
F%ﬁ?&ﬁiiﬁ?iﬁdm%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂfWf?@ﬁ?”iﬁﬁjékud%%=ﬂ%
X FEY ATE R FRITEOPFEGE > @O AP aEES ﬂff'“//\#ﬁ 3 ,fﬁﬁ“ E S ]
e BET 4o 02 ¥ ioak BE(Topping, 1998) o ¥ ¢h > B4 cnL ¥ kX T F TR F HiF 2L
%@%ﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬂa@ag%wwﬁﬁﬂﬁ&ﬁﬁ;%zaﬁﬁ%e*;’mmy%&
ko333 %jﬁ“}}ﬂ? B TP FNA e e T - HF Y o B Ko Laiand
Hwang(2015)“rx5ﬁ GHTY AR RIEAEE B SRR R ERIE LT ;ﬁpj g1
T3 RR S R g A B P E Y SR B Y B BARTRE G 22 E - Yu(2011)
PIAEHEEFRIFI I e BEEFAT PS5 FRF P FESFE FITF o § & e d
RIS RN REIELARE Y FIRE LT G 3 ik o
pooh o SEF TR R PR o JT F Y EBEARL 3F SRRl R R Bl i
X _—;.F'&m‘f’ﬂ*'l*iﬁ"f’r’ﬁ‘ R4 R R F R RJE R T 2 2 (Lu & Law
2012) > % # > Fu,Linand Hwang(2019):# 7 5 # L £ I Fhg B4 K £ < m?;‘t}l% )
FH #2007 £33 2016 EEpHLER @fiﬁ%mﬁiukﬁﬁ%*ﬁg$ﬁ¢%?
BE o T e ddpiiit SR P FRR Y TR A EFTREFRI Y L o Fl B PG R
FEEECIREREY AL GHES P 2 AEFHEE SR FI 50% & (Lai & Hwang,

3



2014) -

(2). g iR
ﬁ% WRIE A B T L s %*L»‘ff'“/_ﬁ‘ v B AR f’f b #1 ; (Buunk, & Gibbons, 2006) °
BREA T o B A ,l”ﬁ ”"E{,rn’iu% LB, 8PS 2T RAnFL R TR TS

i& {71+ g (Festinger, 1954; Taylor, Buunk, & Aspinwall, 1990) # b k35 Facebook ¢ * ﬂ £
W e BEl A g dp BB o R - 38R 17 { § FF#i(Rosenthal-von der Piitten et al. 2019) © # % 2 >
AP EE R A gnt R RITEG R L R R o TP 3uEkp o (Festinger, 1954) - Park and Back
(2018)45 1AL € v B > € 313 A AR AP F o BlAciE s s BB RE > T HB
A m:»I‘i’;[»L AL B Festinger(1954)«‘1ﬂ AL g G B BERFB o AW e Pt e
T o FIL R I E B A B L RE R B ) AR R
Bap s w TN REAE B AR L B L AR EEI R A g AR g g R .
W bk apE s o Smith(2000)#- A 226 X i (71 gaph > TG v fEBew A8 0 A
w{@ikw~@F%“~é1kﬂ\@T%HO%FF“*F¢%U“ﬁ‘%&éi?@
JHWAFREENGERI L e TR OFEEINEE CERL A e T A E
K AE 5%111:,@ i (Park & Baek, 2018) o Fpt » A3+ F i@ * AL g vt e fPow o (TSR HRI

’J: m,{f—r 'f m o

(3). ¢ B it

AL g B e ok p 3t 1913 & % B 1 427 Maximilien Ringelmann ¢0 M= &5 9 % > H
FrPam §EBEEFR- 210 Bip+R ﬁq—g;’%ﬁ@ix AP RS SRR
£ o0 Foa BIRIEFKR G 0 AR % f 5 Ringelmann effect (Ingham et al., 1974) - 3% % - Steiner
(1972)8 47 7 %% & I3 A7t B F] > % - BL 5 #3145 4 (coordination loss) > F] & B F} ¢
i A | ARJEE Fehs N 0 E ey 4 ﬂfrpfrF'*’T - IR Fpam i r > EIRBRT
o5 % 2 B S # 81 4E & (motivationloss) ¥ BFp = B £ x> BEp EpE F1AF e B FE
FEFI R FECREFRBLI T FRBPATIRELA N LB a¥ 4 o 2818 > Harkins
& Jackson (1985)#% 1 = 38 M Ff = f ehip B & 845344 € it (a).% B~ B & hehy 4 &2
AT & e o B A LRI R - (b). % B R HBIEA 2 23 fni
HERLFIREPREF R EFEALAE Fire(c)d B~ R A7t d lIFTéfl‘”cﬁﬁ' B i 4
s B AL dgEA B PAR S IER R v;ﬁﬁ‘*}}’_i 3 (free-rlder)%;i;)'@ P NF ARG AL €
B $2(Weldon & Mustari, 1988) » 5% & 1+ ?[ﬁkmhi P A A A E AT R FIRp A A 2 B en
B &I 35 2 o FAAE FAH? "0 H - 1 1% ?Q%*%*ﬁ;f;»"ﬁ}%ﬁjl f%’))j}“’ﬁ
WrgEd i e s ’:”f Prz oAb g AL g TR R R enfhul s Bl Y L E S G R
PRPFLIFFEBG R RARERIAE FAT-

(4). MIFERRE3

BiFRREA e a B~ R R 2 FEF X3hiigd > P LEEL PR pESBfP
7 iz 04 £ (Carron & Brawley, 1985) %2 2. » %] 5 B = B byt 7 dpinle 22 3 o % 2
BlFp e s 4 o ip 0 W 0@ B |2 B g L e AT o RS | R R

!

4



0§ j% o Carron and Brawley (1985) Wy :fp BEGARA DFZ S BIpEIT, ¥ 20
Eﬁ]%/ﬁﬁl T LA A g - A A "5&%%2 » A& FMEAAEHM RER T
» Carron and Brawley (1985)%—@1‘?&%%2" e B> FEL A ENE 0B A L ah
oo om H|¥Tac F oo 5 BFReHE B o 2878 > Bealand Cohen (2003):% 5 B2 R 4 ¥ MR B Ff =
REX-AcmEFan@fe 2P FF 286 5 f g o042 - ¥ b Jarvenpaa, Shaw and Staples
(mmwwaﬂi%é@%$ﬁszemwﬁw$ﬁ s B B R ATE A AR RS
TR = 5 - 730 5 P R4 > 2 & LR B P 5% 515 Carron & Brawley
(m%ﬁub@%ﬁﬁ‘ﬂJﬁM@WmJQﬁﬁ EEG R 2 F”p%??ﬁf“&n&ﬁﬁﬁ
FRRFBReFE P MFHEES SRMATATET > 7 REFFRNI PG Ak
PREGARS - 500 RS R R GBS | RS R 7] R A
FEBMGARA AAAEFIDF o En BB AR FTERNERIR AL EET -

ETRSENN

4y

3. ?L‘ F¥ 3% Research Question
T HRARIAL € RIL IR e R T K BTSRRI Y o ] A | e
At g Fl‘”ﬁ‘ﬁf@%zﬁ%‘d 2B AP AFFTINT IS R T A o
(1). o @3 3 0 S BRI AR BB 2 i € AT B
(2). I 53 Tk A DRRNR SR B E A DB 2 B

4. P ZEiE 3 E Research Methodology
). 7R

AR D DR T SRR SO AR o i ] ek & AR B
Ea A HBGAREA c EMa S 0 AR IFELRIT A LS BN 0 A A ’%cﬁi’”“
BUFHREF oA AHERT IS > AP HEH - FR T R A BRA T
EpeF Y PIREE Rodod 1977 o blde SIFIFENE Y PIRTAZFT L RY 55 s? ’
NEEP e K FEREIT VT 5T - BEJEFT ﬁ_\?&{ BHBRZEY PR LESES
ARG v BN TAeie s RIEF AL FRETG OB F Gk o Rk > A E T
%ﬂ%éﬁfﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@mrmmg%’%sﬁim®4%¥ﬁ4¢%ﬁﬂﬂ’
o pFe Flesis PR Y 4oiv 83 MR & 1F o

%1, = & sl

&iEi ¥ B EEg
LRI | RF 2 RY B E (T RE 4 EE TG BT - Ao
AR R | R E G RE AR ARG ] R el
LHEE (3% 8 i
RVER | BBL B[R & 17~ Hogis

R LR OIS > AP E ARG BF R AN ARV BB F
SHEAHEBN EE B 19T o $- 0 B S 2 L RS A v B e
%%'E; FATRR IR RN fRE R E TR RS Y 2 BE A oREF ST
L %%F@’%{#ﬁ?ﬁii@ﬁé@«%&ﬁm, LB E BT B2 L FEREL > ¥ LB
P AR BRI e, B AR TR e BRI 3E K AL xﬁ; D B g e e A 2] e T SRS

5



b RS RBFRENNIIE K= G\*%yﬁz\q—\#ﬂr“ﬁ}% B % ¥ j i
jg,fu Pamwéﬁ,&ﬂ, ,pﬁ-;, RSB Ao EDF LREY Gk o B o HHR

g2 %%%W%é’ﬁrifémptﬁé’ﬁ ST ER RN SRS EL S
uﬁﬁM§Wﬁéix§ v v

=H 3 ES AR DS HRRE

Bl 7 %A%

(2). =332
AVEDE AN SNGE R TN AR - BERL LA
ST AR Y o B2 A E O R A EATAL E L RITH S AL E
f{—%i’ BipaR 2LaBgdam i3 29 T8 p AR FFHI T L0
WRFENK AR o HA ) B AR ik € BATIr MR RER S 2 BT c A B T AR S
M#-p e ms\',?'ﬂf SR B s A BT g (Buunk, & Gibbons, 2006) - £ f8 @ 3 0 A il iF R
o At RIEG p L e R 0 TP L 33 p & (Festinger, 1954; Helgeson, & Mickelson,
1995) o 4k & 1t fa32 #Wwe 3 A BERE o 4B AP bt Efow T 4 (Festinger, 1954) o v
WRERE A PR L B Eh AR E VR B A AR ESE dei o T R
AP L B X AR R i‘ug”? 4 Tl g o 2R {8 > Buunk and Ybema(1997) £
Wi A € R ﬁ%, B TR LR AR e o Tl g A 4 f R
e £ > @ lzB" AT A B R R TR A e R KQLFIFM’*‘ pe gt
o AR I 3ot lﬁ'{#}:‘l A PP ELE®EA o T B PR EER > H 3 F' F A2 s
oo B s A G REMAT A G A ARER R e P e TR e T
oo AL AT AAR B A B BIFE Y SRR B AEDPIEFESY SRR 0 B
BAHARS QBT SRR T AR (M5 0 2020) B B RGE B 2 Se e LAk §
- BH LR Y ol RRi e Xy d > T OUfA B P P s frﬂfﬁ;
7 ¢ 3~ 3|1 iF ¢ (Brooks, & Ammons, 2003) X @ s iefdIR G g F 2 > BEH B B R
oy 4 1 IR R ER) EOBIFER S T % (David, 1986) - BIFFsR Y Adp o e S 2 R
7 Bf@ g o kA s P s TR p 2 Tirag Bl(Carron & Brawley, 1985) - E #8 &
S LRI T RS B s L 3 RS | LRl
b o 2 W ouB el L 1 iFR R d ey 4 o Carron and Brawley (1985)#F] B R R A
VB E T R FF 0 B BBRRERA T A LS ﬁf‘ 30 A R P HRGER 4 B A R
o PRAR A Ldp | A ﬁ ¥ %ﬂ—’ﬁ bR PR REESP AT KRS
(Cota, 1995) - + "5t 4 g e R 3 % g i PpEk s B EFE A R LG AR R
(Beal, & Cohen, 2003) - 55 & } it » 7 “lifﬁﬂ R ?ia‘“’fff}’ﬁﬁ?ﬁ o BN A ALY
PIRARY Y e B AAL € AT B AER A 2 ARl R G AT IBRGE AT o
Hl:w ot BF § » BB E F it
H2 D P ¥ B f oo B BAL € A 4T

. aﬂhﬂ :.c\} -\:)u\.



H3: o i 8% f oo 8 A it
H4 1o T4 B F oo B A4 TG
H5 : AL ¢ FACHF § o B BWIR & ¢
H6 : 4§ MACHEF | o» B L BIFE
H7 A ¢ BRAcBEF § » B A R
HS 4§ BACHE Y f o 808 4 sl

-
HEREE

LG ABRHRA

S oom e
I 6.5 I

|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
I
|
|
|
|

(3). R b HI LR

ﬂ3i$?§%%mkﬁﬁﬁm%m WH o HP v R - A SR e T
Gekie BRI T o P K AT M| L B A VRN F B MU R AT AT R
fiﬁj%\';ﬁ«ﬁf’?éig_°,\|y’§4 AR S Bl e f BT SR
Eﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬂ’f&%ﬁ%*&gﬁﬁ*ﬁ@ g R I R ik
BPER R 2 e T- 3G o 08 ARG QI RFEFL GF P Y 5 AL S K
Fref e B d s o R85 > ST P FARY I F G ) o FF A AR BRSNS RETXK
3+ (Responsive web design, RWD) » 3& s 5v¥ M p #ikdp T AF LG o

A

e IF =R

EE R 245

BERR
RWDE R HE

#LEM A

B3, & SLZE #

7



Bl4 88433246 - 279 847 ER49ep 20 hiReFmims o b g
%@ﬂmﬁﬁgﬁjgoiW%a,ﬁig@ﬁ@wfﬂﬁ,wwgﬁﬁﬁkgﬁﬁ,gx
AR FIEA AL L 1S A B 4@ FF L BT T P ek

P e e s f R E A MR AIEA 5 A A S 5 10520230 5] 100 4 o]
ORI

[ BiF ] GlT&5-2022-06-21 [ B5F | fl1T855-2022-06-21

BT O4AR BT
Bda ~ E—\iH

© sFHAARE SR ERE O AL R RRR

[ s w »
k<) A8 b 100 v
O 5 &5l 100 ¥
fo- 5] ES (100 v

O e aEE RAE

()& p 3 3= (b)ia?t 3 3=
WA, 8 4 1

RS EF2Err 58050 BV FAVNEFIFup a2 RS LB ATLAY
o hEPHBEERY cEIT ARG AAEH AT §RY B LB @5@%
T EBAGEAREY > BAV R L AR R EREFTRELAfrL R B Y B A
Frd A% Een? N ER o T KRG RBERT K A n R BER | R
PR 58 el S(b) AT ¢ ﬁ&%ﬁ’gﬁﬂﬁ%Eﬂﬁﬁ’agaiﬁéﬁﬁ@ﬂ$
Bapa Azt eha fico 7 ¢ alim B 6 LA B o

APV T EAFAERD

BT E-2022-06-14

25 <2 BES = ANE x BRI
Hf  #R B85 - BME x MEAE 4a790071 3
BE FuE 328 4 82 it
=|E R UE 288 4 7 SRR T BER
= WO 204 3 o b ko

BT EH-2022-06-21

e we 985 - BEHE x ERAM (IR RS F R EIER
#1% RKUFE 29 4 74 BASH EIfR
2|5 mOH 288 4 72 AN -

3% R UE 210 3 70

(@Q=>% hE-Ep o i b)>*F h:a-B A= g5
5. & 4 24 2
Bl o(b)EF2hmrgebda B B4V UERFRAZSGEY
BAsrpo®il c SHAR RERT EEHT T F A AHE L X g RPN RLIE B
§BAT BT



BT

BRIEMAAER - 8=

/A

BEE x BRI

4 76
4 2
3 68

PRETACEREHA 1 2022/07/02

1REIRMBIE R (230 HES 549 »

He R BER =
1z B 304
$28 EIR 288 A545
B3k RBUE 204

sk | 48183 A5005

B EREERPR

AR

()= %

SR

HHT1E

EBIEMAMS : B8

= AME x BRI

LT <) 18i85

ESE N ¢
RO

#3% WIVE 210 v78%

et | B8 WI5005

RRACER B8

4 74

4

3 70

2/07/02

SERBIRPAIGRIBVARIF S 200 FHIBRF 78S

TREMH !

R6. & 2 =4 2

B b b - 2 N g 2 R 2T 44 b .
B 7@ARFHDERFEES » FHFL B AT RpF7
BEEG s FANT LI RIL AAKFASE Y FY
RRABE B D) c FHE S A L ENREI B A
EE Y E R A Y boB 7)Ao
R
" nem Lt WREMBEEE @ 1 L
3 110-1 PIfTRE%202201-18 20220113 15:00~23:00 n n
110-1 HTaEL 20220221 18:00~20:00 n n
3 110-1 LT 5] 2022-03-07 18:00~20:00 n u
7 110-1 a3 2022-03-14 18:00~20:00 n n
8 110-2 HEAE 20220321 18:00~20:00 n u
9 11-2 BHTIE-2022-0614 2022-06-14 18:00~20:00 -
10 111-2 147 820220621 20220621 22:00~23:50 n u
()¢ Hem
[#58 ] IITERS
BB EER ‘ e v
stz » st [l e
DEES:
[ 5% ] FlATE%-2022-06-21
SRR F—iv8 -
Bsehas R
4R {ERIRAR
B4R " HARE ot e L
4a790071 wE 3 70 210 @
4a790078 P8R 4 72 288 E

:



BI7. Jcbm

5. KE EF % » % Teaching and Research Outcomes
Q). =1 =%

?L%%ﬁf’ FlZ A FE CPIECR S TROTRERSITR K GHRTFRFA LD -5 1
WG IR TR L R R DB A 0.60 o a A RIE L | 2 07 Ji(Hair, Ringle
& Sarstedt, 2011) > 73 fs » i3 B ~ 473 ¥ # * Cronbach’ s « ¥ % & 5 & (Composite Reliability,
CR)i& {73 » Cronbach’s o H #icie & < >+ 0.6 » 2 & 5 & H #ici& P& ~ »* 0.7(Hair, Black &
Babin, 20006) ° jcarsc & 384 0 AR F R njﬁ d T irm’aaa“l i (Average variance extracted,
AVE)i£ (7 # %% > Bagozziand Yi (1988):u 5 48 2 & E ## v 4 <X > H AVE#iEJF < 30 0.5
Befé » % B2 0§FE > Fornell and Larcker (1981) R £ 45 ?m 7 X2 B engp B R Bcp o)
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o Items Loading Standard deviation t-value
L (un) 0.813 0.582 0.918
(U13)) 0.980 0.739 1.467

(U14) 0.674 0.197 0.070

w b (UC1) 0.873 0.528 1.438
(UC2) 0.908 0.420 1.344

(UC5) 0.849 0.487 1.355

L (DI1) 0.994 0.109 1.986
(DI12) 0.772 0.636 0.259

(DI3) 0.763 0.647 0.161

(D14) 0.723 0.690 0.253

(DI5) 0.745 0.667 0.149

e TR (DC2) 0.933 0.361 3.815
(DC3) 0.928 0.372 3.776

(DC4) 0.824 0.566 1.231

A€ AT (SL1) 0.891 0.455 9.784
(SL2) 0.928 0.373 10.392

(SL3) 0.937 0.351 14.068

(SL4) 0.879 0.478 7.888

B & 1% (GIT3) 0.863 0.506 1.905
(GIT4) 0.937 0.350 2.980

] P i T (ATGT3) 0.884 0.468 2.479
(ATGT4) 0.912 0.411 2.421

(ATGTS5) 0.877 0.481 1.700

S (GIS2) 0.937 0.349 1.261
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(GIS3) 0.944 0.329 1.400

(GIS4) 0.897 0.442 0.924

T (ATGS1) 0.845 0.535 1.195
(ATGS2) 0.831 0.557 0.348

(ATGT3) 0.854 0.521 1.214

(ATGTS) 0.906 0.423 1.128
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At € AT 0.826 0.950 0.930
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Bl sE 0.794 0.920 0.871
AR A 0.858 0.948 0.919
AP 5] 0.738 0.919 0.982

F 4. B2 A 0% W R

ATGS ATGT DC DI GIS GIT SL UC Ul
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