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Media on Health Information-Seeking Behavior
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Abstract

This study aims to explore the influence of perceived importance and
credibility regarding health information in media on health information seeking.
In a cross-sectional study conducted by the “Communication Study Database”
group from July I to September 10, 2012, 4,750 respondents were recruited to
participate and 2,750 participants successfully completed the questionnaire. The
valid response rate was 42.10%. The finding of this study showed that
perceived importance and credibility concerning health information were
significant determinants of health information seeking after controlling the
influence of demographic variables and media use. The findings of this study
imply that it is vital to reinforce receivers’ perception of information importance
and credibility as health professionals attempt to impart health information to
targets.
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MEBHER R

VG5 0 e R AR S 5 4 > R AT LA i AN ) 1Y) i e U 2 ()
WA RS - AR E I B B 5 ) R @R - AR RSB BRI A
e 5 JE% > I B8 Ton 9 9 S Y Y 25 & M (Kalichman, Weinhardt, Benotsch,
DiFonzo, Luke, & Austin, 2002; Nonoyama, Tsurugi, Shirai, Ishikawa, &
Horiguchi, 2005) » & ¥ 1) £ 3 2] K 75 B it SC 4T (2010) 38 3 - 50 3
JiE T A R o it R A AT AR Bl R R A A R R R Y N e
S TEAT Fy MG T - e R N AT DA B AT 2 RO B A S T AT A OB
T EIR A g R E I S o EFRE N T LIRS R T8 58 5
AT R R B AL & ER

1F DR % A B RTUBHIE N B O B~ A7 B St g g T B A — E R Y

SR o flt R I SR e R AR B O R AR AR B R TR AR o
fﬁ%‘@ﬁaﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi BIINEAE N ~ SMERE R~ REBA - [F PSR
FEE) > R AE (HI 40 Roach, Lykins, Gochett, Brechting, Graue, &
Andrykowski, 2009) ~ ## /% (440 : Longo, Schubert, Wright, LeMaster,
Williams, & Clore, 2010) ~ & i &% (5] 1 : Wei, Lo, & Lu, 2008) ~ 1 5
oY 2 5 (9] 40 : Bull, McFarlane, & King, 2001) %5 % 9% B9 B 1 > —

ot s e N B SR B A7 e TS S A 4 TR B e R AT TR Y R
,\aﬂ RS F ] 2 [ o] 5 B e S L) ot B 2 B A O e 52
B AN oRAT A ?

Morrison 5 Vancouver (2000) #$3 > f& 48 1 W 50 A A E - A
AR R TR 9 1 B AR TR AR AN ) 1) AL (FL9E T 2 IR R 3R e At
M B B S RAT £ 2 7R J2 Morrison 55 A iy & Gl AORF PRI - I8 T
figt g o %&Tfnf”ﬁ“iénﬂ FORAT AR . HOP e R 88
il 5215 5% el B L s - BER A ol 5 B i > HE =
KAT B LEESR 5 5 —J7 1 > Feng B Yang (2007) 5% 8 4 fa 5 & atl nJ
BRI YIA > LT s E AR SGRE N A AT (E R T a8 R
AR (8RR BN R AT A W B BUE W 2 MR REAFE BT I BRAIR - A

& J& Morrison % A\ 8 J& Feng 6 N BB 9T > #5025 (8RR & sl =Sk ifF 5T B R
ANTF A BEAE o
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B AP WFTT R AR L - & A B fa e A SR Y A B O 1
LA [ B o BV 400 T 98 L A B i 18 2 S, B B 8 AT A B 3 iR R
FORAT BB (BAEWF TS SR > 5 DA Sl e B 4 & > ol
WoT# M A B (Lu, Andrews, Hou, Chen, Tu, & Yu, 2008) - K4 (i
R~ BREAE > 2009) ~ AN (BOKF5 - BESCHT > 2010) SARA H w1
AN (BEE -~ IS % - |AET > 2010) WEMSEKITA > Bz 2 H
PR f R ok A A A AR o

ITRFERML 2 ) > (R E AT AT - 4 s gt Rl A 2 s W] 4
SRR NCE W RE B K AT B 2 B (Ybarra & Suman, 2006) o DA FE [ £
i) > LM S8R ST BB RAEFT R BIEGERA > DA T R\ RIERE
AU F2 AU S 0] > IR R 2% g s A R fi e Al ok 2 AL R
it O fE R AL A T 2 B S N RS fa R s ) w5 B A A ] 2 )
n 5% B 74 2007 43 AT 1Y T e B & i 0 5 5594 £ | (Health Information
National Trends Survey) #5851 > i A9 1 € 48 35 10 & 572 28 HoAE 4 it =5
SRR G i 4T & (Lustria, Smith, & Hinnant, 2011) 5 [F] &5 # > 2235 &)
$2004 4F A 2B BT AET T [ A AR S A | (Surveying the Digital Future)
(1 ERBETT /AT ds 1 > Lotk e BV TE A b SRR A IR
Z NTEM s b SRR K B 5 N B 4L & 3 5F (Ybarra & Suman,
2006) 5 F N FE [ [ 518 4 1% K 55 B A= 75 P | (Pew Internet & American
Life Report) HIJ%E 3§ > K %99,300 &1 35 B\ & A8 7F 44 #% _E 2 5t (2R A
BFGE > 51— BRI 5K BE 3 Eysenbach (2008) B i —
AR > MG AT E AR R A AR > (b AR AR
() AT A5 B o EE S o RERN Al 1 A [ A A A R > R O [ A A
TEfE R E R EHoafE b o ERLOSSS R TR - g A
MEDL AR B R N2 i B 2 A - R 22 i (i e ok A 7 Bk
BLER Y B3 A B R > AT TR (110 Chan, 2013) > 4370
LB PR 2R a5 2R A (R SR AT A o

B E WL R L BUAC N By il R R SR AT Ay Ak A )
(Lustria et al, 2014) 5 & ¥ BUR 14 77 B A7 ARAE T\ B A 2 Al
TR BATEy » HRE— DR FH R R R ETUT » a5
SEIR R g B A O R M8 R A R AT A (17 B i A 5 1B R SR
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Ji > 2010) ? {HRk = B R SR A5 R - AR RO & T BUR A 7 fBt BRI
RES% 2 5 T - BT EBIEFRA DL T A58 G i
B e B R I R R I T B R B 2 B o B0 B2l i &l o - ASBF
TE R S AT AL B ST B HE M I Y ROPUEAT IR AL > DL TR 5 [ R
ARG PR Y i B AR EE B A R A SRR B A B RH SR
AT R R AR LR 8 o SRR 5 R SR 50 T 34 2 [ o ) £t B L SR F 4
Y HEI o

SRR

— ERAARFR

[ AR oK ) — RN A3 AR B 22 /9 — 3B £ (Rieh & Hilligoss,
2008) 5 ZAEAR > Al R ] R B AH OM B B U 10 (Meho &
Tibbo, 2003) © %34 Meho H Haas (2001) 3t > & sl R 58 W 44 vl 61 &5
T8 A AR SR DL Rk - wEAL R B AR ik (p.
6) ; 23 Wilson (1999) Fr# th i [ & afl A7 24 #5815 | (macro model of
information behavior) HIJ#5 i > i AFE.O B ~ b & S0k K BUR K85 B 55
W G E AR KR > GRS R B A Bt W 2 IS LT
K5 B E EUVEE R 2 5 Case (2002) 2R & > & Al =% oKk AT RAJE JF B R Y
(unintentional) ~ 9% B 1 (passive) » 1 7 fig & = H) (active) B 4T £y %
BEARE > EillmokE—MEREZNA > BEEAREA MM > FA
ZFThs R E A R 8 A 7 K 2 H A (Wilson, 2000)

A R R ) 38— bk i Y P R RN 2 ol ok A ] 2 B2
Hae o AR E A H 1Y > 72 % E B0 (comfort) ~ #1532 #F
(support) ~ H K5 /) (empowerment) ~ BUASAT Bl (1) AH BE ) 7 BN (the
impetus and knowledge to act) > B FE It & GH 1] 35 A E B ER 3% (dealing
with uncertain environments) (Miller & Jablin, 1991) o

F AR N AT DLAZS 38 25 A [R] 1) &R & (Bl & - AREE) s
PRAEHE A E (B A SR N ) JERUEE R B - Bt a3 oK i 2 fik B {45
B35 BTE A #2852 — (Moorman & Matulich, 1993) o B2 5 #8H] » &l 5
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KB A Z 97 e & AN 0K > A F i e A 2 1% ) (health-promotive
activities) A T 35 5 5 5 AL €0 B 1 19 5 48 56 1% (psychosocial adjust-
ment to illness) (Lambert & Loiselle, 2007) ; B2 F A 2 um il > [ &N
TR R N\ R B RS HER AT 2y > B LB 5 A 5 AR AR IR B S 23
Ak > UMEAPGER 2% ~ BOEM AN B ERIERIL - R 77 5L
REEY AL 5547 5y > #B 2 @ e &l 5 R 47 24 9 3R Bl Z — (Moorman &
Matulich, 1993) -

Z o AREEMAEEARFR

[ R B | R 0 S MRS A RS 0 2 AR B T 4 R 0 B 1 (P,
Mou, Miller, & Jalette, 2011) o B fEMF 5T 255 > 8 A ) 52 5 A2 A HR N
T A P 2 [ RRHE > A SRR AHUE LSRR AR 1
& R £y LU EE 52 (Van Swol, 2007) o 4 [ HIfF —EEAR ] - 8
A | [ AR B S5 R AR E o [ B
—RAATHEEZ — o

Wt [ A 15 — 18 (B A X | (Expectancy-Value Model) 7 i > It — P &
A5 AR E A S > oz — B THAFE ] (expectancy) » FER B HE—1F
H=Y) B A Y JEE T A 1Y 8L I (one’s subjective probability of the
attitude object has the attribute) > %5 —{#HE & A [ME(E ] (value) > BIE A
Hf 5 — W) i PE ) B 1E (one’s evaluation of the attribute) o & — {434
O EARIR] B g > RN g BN R 00 J 1 A AN [ A TR A iR
7 Fishbein % N TR EHA 7 0 I8 A BHEE — S i 15 S e
AR > T RAT AR ] > A8 N B — Y [ R —(EE ] 5
% (Fishbein & Azjen, 1975) ) o WFFT 858 > B NS K —F W0 [T —
fEAE Aoy Bar i B YRR » BVE AR — S 0 R
BLE(EREAS - & B N S Y RATEE - DL B o] 58 iitsa 1
= (Zhang, Xie, Wee, Tumboo, & Li, 2008) o

[F] bk b > [ RE 5 E | (agenda setting) ¥ [ & 5fl jZ B2 | (information-
processing) T4 H AU S > R0 B 2 5 | 53 A3 e s e ) >
L H B A A o R ROE B R o > I AN H AT DABCE R R
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FEARLEF (McCombs & Shaw, 1993) ? 3 7] DL — & Z At M T 48 » &
#UgE B (information-processing) W 5T 48 - 5 WA 88 2 - — 1 ik 8 ¥y
I A WS %R E 2 A (Eveland, 2002) ©

BB NS — R E R, I B H AT AR
Morrison i Vancouver (2000) &3 TR R T T s A3 5 > & ZohiE
PA E R R E R Be E 8 =Kk A B & 5 Pomerantz,
Chaiken 5 Tordesillas (1995) &I} 5 B 4t 4 R £ 1 R B2 A HEAT RO W 72 4
A5 > sz wh R FHUR T B ) EE P 5 AP A 5 R 1
BFERE 5 £ Visser » Krosnick B Simmons (2003 ) £13+ 38 [ 3 K 2455
O JRE ARG S 100 B A AT R A o IR B A7 S A R R i)
PE > ASE & R 2 SR TS A LR - R SR SR 2 4 o e
MM R B =R T A 5 [AEkHL > Hay ~ Kaphingst ~ Baser ~ Hensley-
Alford B McBride 3] 1 i fi S 5 [R] B & wH 555K 2[R ) B P i A
F 55 > W75 BRI &5 5 > Hay %6 A 13 3 3 35 — {8 5 4 R5 41 4%
(health maintenance organization) i A\ B #4730 4 > B8 23 & & 4 F
o R J g b B 1)t R T o RO At A 215 28 fid R A B
A A R S EE -

Chiang ~ Byrd 5 Molin (2011) o] B4 7 () W 55 45 it > [ WI1F —E(H
B CRWF 2O E R > DLatam A5 o] BRI S 4 50T 4 5 A
B > G55 3 R e | e [ EIUR I | iy s UIA - 5 3 i
IS TR 0 N2 > T DA | B e R R e SR R R B - — BB R R
I R R M HAT ARG R 2R - WIEE S AR
KE > ANFEEEL (FlaEd - EERE - mEEJI - KRS Bt
4R BER > BN B (perceived importance) ¥ A 147 5 £ B H
HEENRES] o F it APPSR

B#H— 25 R B R EREN AR EE 6 F K
R A o
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2 FWT R AT R

— BN R T S AR AR Y R > An o] YRS L o R BB
ARWER ? ik — SR B2 B A 05 (Wathen & Burkell,
2002) o [ AI45 BE ] Brds 2o 2 B — MR N SHEHE B AR [ {5 8 | B [ 212
TR BE 9 —F 3B H B (judgment) /844 (perception) (Hovland & Weiss,
1951) o AI{5F BEFPAE NG JF B IE S B Ak IR sl L g ik sl S R A B T8
MR | (actual quality) #77 5F{E (Freeman & Spyridakis, 2004) > 1 2
B\ B DA 1) 3B E SR -

TEEFHE LN EE S > v EEMNRITZZH > RHRZUTALS
F o BARAEREB| A ] o BB S - {5 BEWFIE 32253 £ i {18l i 06
(domains) - AL45 [ 74 B AR IA A5 | (source credibility) & [ A AT {5 B |
(media credibility) (Kiousis, 2001) £ B 1 A o] 5 B (9 ©F 75 > %0 9 A
[FH¥ AT (5 B2 | (relative credibility) /5 & » B w323 & w0 o [ 40 RARDE
AR > B - BSOS A IR (HiE S A R R N A
98 o RIS AE [a] AH A5 R A FROEWE 2 R AR - S - B SRR IR 2 )
(Gaziano & McGrath, 1986) ; 2 1% Carter £ Greenberg (1965) i, [ HI| F
A —E W8 > 5% M 2555 S8 — M a5 T8 £
FEER < [ IRATAR RN SR AR A T E R R > R E
2 MAA S ZARERZRVE - SR AGE AW - B - M
FMAMAEERS AT 2%? ]

(HERZ B > RN [ARS al (5 B R ) 502 [ A 2 Fo i R | > %
A A5 AR 2 B — T ) A o AR U I T A B B 2 T 1) A
HAF LB ARG TR MR 2 U — IR 2w A8 48 5
L H [0 fE B 2 8 > 1 4 Berlo ~ Lemert B Mertz (1969) £ i 55
BT EF R EHNAEEMRREER > BHERSTER > HEK
PRI E RER] o By T2 2k | (safety) (L&A T-HI /AR~ KEIAR
REW ~ BRI ARNZEER ~ EN/AHER) ~ [ EH#] (qualification)
(BB RN/ R Z AN ~ A SSEE /IS BEAY ~ FElT R4y / e
ey ~ BEBSAT Y/ ANBEIBAT By ~ 25 R0 /AR 2 F01Y) BL[ 8 /7 | (dynamism)
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(LB IS0/ R0 ~ BRE M/ SRR TR ~ RIER /BN ~ B/
BEENY) ~ 36 17 0 /AR ) AR T ) o

BE A AT A5 T R R R - A BH nT A5 B B O Ot e A o 2R
HWF A R B BB AR A8 ~ VeI - BRI MR ASE AN O
JH (Greer, 2003) & 52 22 H 3B & GlUn] (5 L A9 SR - i H B Y W45 B Y
FEAE o HIHE— 2D B R Al ok AT &y o 9140 55 [0 B2 8 B 3 R B A
(Escoffery, Miner, Adame, Butler, McCormick, & Mendell, 2005) - & 4=
(Bennett, Casebeer, Kristofco, & Strasser, 2004 ) 5% 7 2 2L & 1 958 K I &
(Feng & Yang, 2007) FTiEATHY TR & EEBL - 0 (e R ARG Al -
FEEEMNAAEE - WM B R G R AR A a5 B - b
W g R AR B AN 5 BB B & AU b 16 48 8% (5 & (Hsu, 2005)
EATH A A BB - 27 B B A AT A R Y A R B A oK
fet R SR T 4 o

A5 B — B RS > R i 2 mR R AE RS 2
15 V9 757 83 W Hovland S [R] RBE M 5 AWTF T - 588 ol {5 BEAE BB 0T 55 oh
{64 — W 2 Hi (Rains & Karmikel, 2009) ; Z4FE4¢ > BFFe 8551 > {5
J BiL— 1 A %) &N (perception) ~ RE ¥ (attitude) & 17 £ (behavior) /7 7£
2H 3 10 BB (Rains & Karmikel, 2009) o 1 e B {3 4% B 1% > fEEE
AHUAT A B AR M i R % B 2 B I 0 R B B2 3 Rieh B Hilligoss
(2008) 58 o - & A A5 B2 FTAE B fd e wh ok W 2 [T R BRMR (B AR 1R
AT o R > AR TR

BHR = ZHF R ERRTOEREERATEELS &6
FRALE A o

W5 &

— ~ At

AWTICERE [ 6 % o A R R | 28— SR — IR B A
Znt # BRI B R E T BT [ 6 AL A B AT A R B OR  RE AL e



HER AT K

BEREAT B Rnt 2 EEEAS B AR DI MBI [ REE]
(ARG |~ TR ] - [T E M ] (A s B AR B #) |~ [ AT
BaEa - AL e - e B A | F LMt m > AL B AR
ER I ~ 5 AE ~ Sk Re Ty BN 5228 > ASHIE ST T 5RO %) BB AR
B[ R | w4 A o

BE Rt 3 Ay — e B 1 7Y 5 A 1T 5T (cross-sectional survey) > & #1 &
W th B - HEAT RS A A B O TTR R [ 40 B PR SO E TR o Sl
BEEATHI M ERE A > DARECR R & USSR SR -

= gk

A A DL B 1 H AR T T R M DA b 2 R R 2 AT B
8 > Sl D A VI P RV B B 44 T (sampling frame) o kR 772
{5 47 & e A5 A% % = Pl BE Al k& 75 (probability proportional to size, PPS) #
ek > P RERREE ST ANOHE ] TRERE] - [655 2 E AT HS
Bl T15-64 A AP EE )~ [ TERZEAN DA - TREHZEAD
A% BB MET RS KN - Tk > st ES T BIAE
ABEE 2 N TV ML VL AR A B 4540 g i s 2 N> SIEAE 4540
J& FRAR N T B2 Sl — o B E ARSI R 5 2R P B IR g — R
Mg RN OB 25 B SFEERERE (systematic sampling) > Hf
W BOH WA B A% > TERT AR AT Brb > [RRRAK S BE AR 1%
R —E B 2o RS -

B VR

AT 2012 4F 6 HHEATHT B AlAR - DUREE 57 B SOB 8 T B
I8 BIF T2 04 TR 28 % w7 Py 8 A P 95 1 R O R0 o FEIE SR 2 | > Je st
LT~ BT~ AT EAETT - MRS B RBREL SRR M I Y
FROPEAT BEAR AR S TR - 73 P S P2 PR 2 I G 36 577 P A A v T
51 A ] U T W o o
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IERFMA20124E7 H 1 HE9 A 10 H Z [EEf i # > 2 At
F 80 M A ELHEA TR W LA » ASWFFTER 1 8 A7 BA 4% 1Y) 76 S oy By o & ' )
Joi 2R AR HEA T P T i > 77 [ IR 0 5 T A 2k L B I o e P R AR ] g
AR E > AT = (facebook) 41 [ & wi [ > B 38 K 7 & W] DL
0 A B o S A > B o T R R R A 2 IR DL K R 2 B
M1 > P b B 5 B B [ 4 o e 3 5 IR ST B ROG 72 2012429 H 10 H
FOH21 HZHBATHEE > fEe mCERT 5 E -

AWFFEILIMEL 4,750 N > B— i Zeh E R L 5 BRIEH—IK
w1 ) B ] SRR M B 25 (ASET- s8R » & R 5255 b
TR ZIRFER I > AR ACERA o FEw BT A 2,750 17 £ J
B (BETERT - LT BUBREHER) » & M 2,000 (3 A2 ME > A
BRI R By 42.10%  FEANN D TE R Flidd > dnk— gl -

F— NI

S n (%)
R
T 964 (48.2%)
E/gids 1,036 (51.8%)
Al
195 LAF 80 (4.0%)
20-295% 404 (20.2%)
30 -39% 416 (20.8%)
40 - 4975% 409 (20.5%)
50 - 59 % 377 (18.9%)
605 L I 314 (15.7%)
HERE
N 166 (8.3%)
B b~ A7) b KA 183 (9.2%)
o b Ak 572 (28.6%)
BB} R 887 (44.4%)
W+ 177 (8.9%)

i+ 15 (0.8%)




TR EAF R

i i [
IR ORI 1,548 (77.4%)
oo 452 (22.6%)
WA
TE TN 1,646 (82.3%)
HHTT EEAETU R 310 (15.5%)
TET R ETTUT 23 (1.2%)
+HE GO EE T E G 11 (0.6%)
- S 10 (0.5%)

W AE T A

L B3 IH
S 0 O ) ft e R R AR RN - AR AT R B R A2 R A
A 5 s 2 ) B Y BN ] 2 2y TRz el I O
F1 fedt e 2 R 1 JERR » ASBESE 2% Lo ~ Wei ~ Lu B Hou (2013) fit
RAMER > R R 288 BB - B - WA A8 BT TR
E@@%%ﬂ%ﬁi%%ﬂ@%i*i% P EEANE R A RN E
ﬁv‘ ) B[BEZE] (547 »
i 3 A R & 3 BT (principle component ana1y51s Bl R R A Lk
(Varlmax g BB ER AR —MRR - B —fEENERA
frEAE 91 b W— B — RN ERE (eigen value) £53.18 > Hn]
fERET9.52°%0 MY S L i o ANFIT R BH BB SREAT 15 A > Cronbach’s
alphaf{B 2y 91 o BLjid bl (R R 7 A BRAE BEARBR 45 2R - AWF A% 29 & 18
7 VO AR RETE B A5 0 AR RR LAVE > A8 3 A8 5 1)t e i el
(V9 JEREN B 43 B (P34 8= 3.69 » HEHEZE = 66) o
S I OB ) f A AT A B R - AR R A
A 5 s O )t A AT A B BN ] 2 2y TR Az R A A I A
SEL I fidt B SRR AT A5 B SRR A Y 275 Wei ~ Lo B Lu (2010) & 45
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RS ATE BE TSR A R 3% - ] 52505 4 ol 5t ) At AE R AR B -
P~ AR KA LR R B EEH MR R E R TR
ARG ] (140) ZARME ] (547) °

754t 7 A R K 43 BT (principle component analysis) B £ K 5 B
(varimax) Bl » ARWFIEEEBER ARG —ME R - F—(HEED
HER AR REIYTE 86 L) b > t— B — [F R 1Y M {H (eigen value) HIJ £
3.07 > A EFET6.75% M B o 248 » ARHTTE e IR REAT [ E
#E > H Cronbach’s alpha{B %5 .90 8 K2 /b7 B BEARBR 45 R > AN
W58 52977 3 A6 72 VO R IE B B9 A5 5 AR RR DAV » AR [ 3 A HE Y
flt R AT A5 BE A | B 0 (P2 8= 3.32 > #RHEZE = 65) o

¥

+
S

m A

\

I ARSI

fit B Al ok - fa R R SR BB N B/ g E) - A E/ R
ISR AT 2 (Case, 2002) » fE{@HEE Al SR AT HI R B R D &b 2oy &
O S e B SR S seAh > ARG SR EEH R
FEAR ok E IR i > BBk E N IRESE » A RAERR W
T E TR AN DE T > R G e EIOREREH > UL Z
R R R — S A/ A A R A 2 EE A — 1 55 (Miller & Jablin,
1991) o Bejiritt > A B fi i i st sk i i 0y 5 A58 40 Bl S ) 32 5
R B R > LG T 7 5 A A A B DR AR A 5 R R A
g Ao gR ST RERENEREZEN —MH - AC R ERH
B ERMEREN - DB RGEE S EHSREREMN - 4
—HEEHWERREOETEEAFRRZ] (14) BEIEFRZE] (55 -

75 18 3 By R 2 43 AT (principle component analysis) B fz K 588 5 3%
(varimax) ## il > BH I ER D FERE —MEE > B REHENHEEA
e 7700 E s e — B — R A B AR (H (eigen value) £52.79 » H 7T
R FE 69.71% W3 L 5 o ASHF7E P 8H B I B R AMET TS E A8 E » Cronbach’s
alpha {H £ .85 o FRjih ol PR 43 H7 B BEARBR 45 SR » ASWF 9819 2 i B 1E
7o VU B TE A4 AR BR LAV > R AT f e ai ok | i 20 8 (P34
=381 fEiEFE = 58) o
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TIT. $2 ] 5 5

WAV EE > NOEIE (FandE] - AEES - TR IR A) 1]
AE g B — W AR &S5k 17 £ R B (Saleh & Sadiq, 2012) 5 [F] Bk >
it o 3L R A T 7 A B B > I 0 IR D g s B A R A = R AT
(Tian & Robinson, 2008) ; ZERLIE VLN » ARWFFCAFER ~ F84 - HF/ -
WA B AT £ 50 By P2 i 20 o

PERI - A BAVERIFRAD > AT a5 3287 ok T 55 v J BT 2ok | v {8
VAR A BINES - Hd o MR X5 « T BEl="0" [ &tk
=“1"5
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