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<X 2> ARl wE A1 2 738 v etA] v)Ee] sl siE ArH(2005~20099)
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AH5g AR L] Hlgo] ARl whet A(+)o] WEko R FThgtel wel molofo] ARk
of w} F(—)¢ WEko 7 7HAFIATHB = —38,767.00, p < .05). LBEE H o] AA7IA
12 AEHATH 2). Model 3 oAM= a8 vg+t2 vl&e] Ak Wske] 71e7]&
747} gmole) Wsle] AWM 718715 FAHEE QI AdolM B 4= %o g
vt o] njgo] Azt wl AG(+) o WFor Frishe] el molefo] Alzke] wep
H(—) o Wk ® 7Ha(—) 3FITHB = —26,854.00, p < .05). L& FA7A 2% Ay
ATHZH 3).

<E 3> QoA JYRY B4 Ak wATY 28 1S sl B 2AY (2010) o Wt e

. Model 1 Model 2 (4%432:8) Model 3 (:Hix-8) Model 4 Model 5 (£d&3})
v B SE B SE B SE B SE B SE

Intercept 4594300 (1581300) 4734300% (15803000 4429300 (15821000 4573400 (15823000  4523600¢  (15937.00)
AT
Al g %0 (2136600 1838900 (21379000 2B69L00 (21346000 051700 (21381000 261600  (21,53200)
714 = 829957 (12175000 -803962 (12155000 534620 (12214000  -543730  (1220L00) 502078 (1223300
ROA (05) 2519%00¢ (10725000 2572900 (1070800)  2584200* (10706000 2624800¢ (10695000  2602600*  (10721.00)
7197+ (05, 07, 09) 8992400¢ (968788 9192400  (971393) 0A41000* (967028  9214300* 970012 227900 (972428
Al Wi
TIME 379700 (8856.14) 228800* (872192 2214800 (87/350)  21,504.00* 866399  1764000¢ (845485
SRR
A aguist 1300200  (1265100) 1122700 (12736000 1179600 (1282300)
AR 1483 x TIVE -38767.00¢  (10,066.00) -3514500  (1006300)  -29.286.00* (98434
i aguis -1212400 (10556000 -1084000 (10636000  -11,02800  (10,701.00)
2493 x TIME 2685400 (831336  -2314700* 827225  -185%.00¢ (808597
Z4us
AR 183 x 7 a8ms 808305 (858126
AR 243 x D488 x TIME 3710700 (635943)
el e
Intercept 406 10%  (375x10) 406k 10 (374x10)  405x10%  3Bx10) 405x10%  BBx10) 413 x10% (374 x 109
TIME 26x10%  ax10) 25k 10 QI x10)  23x10%  239x10)  283x10% @32 x10) 224 x 10% (219 x 10
=2 log-likelihood 4264890 4258830 4259350 4253650 4246320
Akaike’s information criterion 426549 425%30 425950 4254250 4246920

Note. DV = 37} (07, 09, 11) <=o]9] W3},
*p < .05.
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