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The Effects of Strategic Performance Measurement

Systems on Bank Loan Management Performance:

Equity Fairness Perceptions and Goal Alignment as
Mediators

Cheng-Tsung Lu”  Dauw-Song Zhu™  Chun-Chi Hsien™

Abstract: Banks have increasingly employed an innovative mechanism — strategic
performance measurement systems (SPMS) — to reform their internal management system
and to further competitiveness. Previous studies have found that an ambiguous
relationship exists between SPMS and job performance; however, management
accounting scholars have proposed that other variables may indirectly affect this
relationship. This study aims, thus, to explore bank’s SPMS characteristics which affect
goal alignment, loan management performance and equity fairness perceptions
(procedural justice, distributive justice) of banks employees. Using as a sample of 108
employees from the case bank’s loan management department, this study finds that SPMS
characteristics are positively related to equity fairness perceptions and goal alignment,
and are related to loan management performance through such mediatingvariables as goal
alignment, procedural justice, and distributive justice. Furthermore, a significant causal
relationship exists between equity fairness perception and goal alignment. Finally, this
study finds procedural justice and distributive justice have a positive effect on goal
alignment. The study’s contribution consists in establishing a fitted model of SPMS
characteristics and job performance, thereby providing banks practical references for loan

management.
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(strategic performance measurement systems, SPMS ) % #& & H v & § i& 5 »= (Kaplan
and Norton, 2004, 2009; Webb, 2004; Burney, Henle, and Widener, 2009) # 8 enSPMS
¢ 35T 2+~ + (balanced scorecard, BSC) (Kaplan and Norton, 1992, 1996, 2004,
2006, 2009; Burney and Widener, 2007; Phillips, 2007 ) ~ & % =~ % ( multiple
dimensions ) % »x3® 5 % st (Lillis, 2002; Hall, 2008 ) o & » & %33 24 P4 73 5 s v i
ERAE C EM L e R Bl B (3PP R HEB S
2008 ; Atkinson, Waterhouse, and Wells, 1997 ) » i SPMSMKH ﬁ%‘« QI SN S
N AR LM kG hg R G e g S 5 R TRy s
(Chenhall, 2005; Bumey and Widener, 2007 ) - 3% % z_ » SPMS# & % 9% B & (strategic
objects) 234 (FBALA N F| Rk 0 LR P B DA DT R Kk PR 2
Ao GBEE»ER (measures) 2 3p i f E sk 2 2 P e (Perego and
Hartmann, 2009 )o ] ¢ #34 4217 SPMS# 1 v sx2 Mgt 2 W F I & 34i78 k&
A2 R RAL AL ﬁFwsiﬁ B IR -
AP B < )gsﬁﬁpﬁ'? r/(;’LJ T eSPMSH#-1t v F2 50 e %F‘« Foor (DIEAR S FRE G VY
B2 En @ 4 0 2009 ; Kaplan and Norton, 1996; Phillips, 2007; Perego and Hartmann,
2009) > K@ 5 HATY %’\‘E W E I SPMSH# e TR i o | B enblad i o i
‘***;:?I‘i’mé’t}i KoK g AR R T IR A 4 1 (F sz & 2 (Daft,
2001) - 13 Fﬁéﬁ%‘rSPMS#B‘r’FWE’ PR 2 (T s BT 3 £r 3 % o pteb s Ittner and
Larcker (1998)F’g Fidp J1SPMSH frer 1 vk *IF’* R T LR G e B
o T BMSPMSHE T & 1 T s bl R R AT Y b ookt v (ambiguous
gap)(Burney and Widener, 2007 )= 3% 2. » 7 %&Eﬁ‘? el e P A s
#EH)m 2 > Webb (2004)5'1 P 4 72 (management by objective, MBO) 2 BLEEZR P!
SPMS# F ¢ 5 i85 72 A ¥ v P w514 &2 p Aoy (self-efficiency ) » % #c2
PR a4 7P 4K (commitment ) « Chenhall (2005) ] £ v & 12
2. & BiE > 42SPMS¥ 1 (T »xc B eh? 4 R8> & 35 v & & (strategic alignment )
LR &Y (organizational learning ) o & 77 7 7 % F SPMSHF F £ 1 (£ »c /' ¥ iy
T ed s PP 2 (Hall, 2008; Burney et al., 2009; Grafton, Lillis, and Widener,
2010; Gates and Germain, 2010) o 3% F #7it » » AT 7 305 SPMSE 1 i® 4 »cffF 2_ 42
T#T e AP ERR R A RPN RET R L AN T
%o m»,s FUEHEL R P PRE KRGS FFE T OG-
BPAAEIEGZ &R KRR T B SPMSE & 1 (g »wfl T %
¥ o Adams (1965) 1 5k 4 % 2 e e Flif p % A 82 A 2 [ ddd ¢ 120 g (social
comparisons )’ ¢ 324 » WA B L F Mo A H L B w T anL I L B AR

\«.
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aF (proceduraljustice) ¥1 > fe o T (distributive justice) 2 BB » - L 3L 5 p & eh
W en LG £ AR PIERATIEE 23 T o Webb (2004) 5% 5 AR gt i AL
- pirg iﬁ:f#m ffFE 3 3V kI SPMSE & 4 ‘**J:T]&_m R BTG A _rﬂ L
Bl REE g end 2 R n i % s 4o P SPMSE M £ £ E G P o B E
FAagontig &5 F M ot e B o S SPMSALE & 31 H s Ll e o TD‘F*’
s F 454 (Kaplan and Norton, 2009) - — & B 1 ¢ g & F|SPMSFEF it *v » i *7
PHEEH RS RRRIEEFEHZEL R1 A REAL T .'rn%&; he 8
LIRS AT B o fe T > f AT F iR 1A, { F ek eha (v
sz (Leventhal, 1976)c A3 i T/ T & Tofpea T | n—\SPMS#rﬁ;ﬁ.,i?l 3
G B AR E VHhBA AR P FEH L A
¥-25 0 2% FJ'E\IJ‘IE'_IP:'_‘EWL BERAFT ol S | A Rp Ao
Bos it enlp pF o T €8 0 P FHAIER S 2 p R4p #R o Alchian and Demsetz
(1972)3p 21 5 7 " MR IZRE e ik K ¢ B ‘E%me'f FER o & SRS T e
Fly kP EZHNEFATHEZOERZA0 0 GlAo F?Iﬁ;ﬁr G R MR
TLRALT TR PR - R0 A AT T LSPMS  f A e i £
& 8 32474 5 4 (Graftonetal,, 2010)» 3 2 & 51 BB AR 1 B2 e%
Keg P AR pido S e B ki Kok (Chenhall, 2005) - 6 7 7 { %
ISPMS2 Sree®m v v ¥ &2 f 12 @A 3 Y| R % £ (Kaplan and Norton,
2009 ) w1 (T raeh 2 %I G »ISPMS & 7§ £7 & % (Burney and Widener,
2007 ) ¢ Flpt g AKX SPMS2 FFHRF > 2 Fa FEE B AP in"'rf?f#« g B Re-
Rt - HERNEDT D lt‘**xmi\?ﬁ AFEF A5k F s SPMS/EE ¥ 4% B
g fenp - & (goal congruence ) » # ¥ p - & H P dp e Rer 2T eh
T\ﬁp EH L TP FREERE R BAPRFLG AR E“,:if}-(ltaml, 1975; Jap
and Anderson, 2003; Bouillon, Ferrier, Stuebs, and West, 2006 )~ ?X @ > 2 fAf7 3 T A 45
0P - k) ASPMSEF &1 (T B AR > A RHEREE [ 19
BEFREE R > FIp #e2 51 % 0 (2 FBESPMSH TS 1 (E R el o 0 5 A v 2T
féé‘n?FJ%L— o
FoAH s AP YR DA AESPMSEFTHE B L ST (A D
*’/’v‘ﬁ‘w\l) P RPEEF1 e P T EE MM —,ti % i Pl I
A G2 BT R (PHR- RE R T E T ) =R BRI : el
Ttz s 200 A2 R EE R PHE S B AR A R NS B R FRER (25
aL s ApeaTep o RIL) mﬂ% B o m S AT g bT&“'éiEiJﬁELi!—Z& °
Bfs o RATY LB RAFEHEF LA S A AT HRens it - % A SPMSH4LT R 1
FAAR - 1 B S q [43{ H 'F v}g? £ ti){7 ??K ) ¥ ;\%Jﬁi SPMS«%?‘VE’_’L ;%_3%,55:
S I 0 L SUT LR AL L B ¢ R IR R (DR
SPMS# Fres 1 iv»x 2 B 2 & pend p RIZIRA B E 1942 ek, k3
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Rs A AT R R R B ¢ 3
MR E ST A P - RIS Y AR PRIEK

bR FSPMSH T &2 1 (v iioe 2 ¥ 4 R dce (2)51 % # F 3L3% kA SPMSH T & %
SRR MR LR P AT SPMSHE TR ARA 2T L 4 e 2 T 2 F) % g
Ho(3)4F A SPMSH# 1 (v »aFenb @ 87 € 29| p - Rz chEPE-
GF P E R PRET - R LTS FREAZMRE - AR 2 BT 0 B
s ?’E&%%:&Mw B R FEERMAL SR SRS RER RS RSN

5 BILE L LherEig o
R o PR SRR

-~ R g R kst (SPMS)

SPMS r‘*#ﬂi;éfb BOF) % B i B AR 2t p BB B R Xk P R
BoRod F oA AR P DA RER A HEFRN S E EERK (Webb,
2004) > # % 2 »SPMSE v & Z A fE 0 b ke g 0k 2= 4G (Burney and
Widener, 2007) = 4p M = ftds &1 > SPMSE § 11T & * #f 1 (DEF & § & 4 %= 6
fﬁm SPMSE B »cEE 2 %K Wi “.E_'_f‘uﬁ ;@*"‘%’E‘?’Iji‘i*iﬁ‘m 2 f§Fg > R pET
EALZL A T3 5 %:9:’}]&\34 s BdokE E om tx‘_.‘:f.,f%\ 2R A G & 22 E (Atkinson et al., 1997;
Burney and Widener, 2007; Kaplan and Norton, 2009 ) - (2)/7 & 2 {53 B 41 2 7]
L BT R e p k- R =t ,3‘< % ISPMS# 2ty £ % ;uf;a. R ATIER kAL SR R
Wabie o kR F RN RE G 2 K PR NESI D E R F TR Ml
1+ (Perego and Hartmann, 2009; Grafton et al., 2010) o ] SPMS#73k 3 e 22 & &

LR N ?ﬁ $HE FPFL G SE W R F 126 2 Jf 1 (Chenhall, 2005) -
3 M SPMSL/FH 7 = % » Kaplan and Norton4 %>+ 1992 # & 2001 & 4% 11 7 T f§+

354 + (balanced score card, BSC) 2 3 1% 3 [l (strategy map ) 2. BL & » 2= {42 7 SPMS
A AW o KA o T2 £ X307 F& - &G a4 ¥ ~BSCo )t Lillis (2002)
“ FBSC2 L i 5~ f@*i-’xﬁ&m %;fb 2B FETHERG FORG B
(strateglc orientations ) & * A0l 2. F LI 4 Koo i DI F el st IR
B R 2R "QK’@];‘LL*’%SPMSMF‘” )@f‘f i B R R fe B g s B
oo AR T BRI R BT b o 5; VRS B R R T AT
v irz ek o R (dysfunctional conflicts ) o 7A@ » d *»SPMS¥ 1 xr:f;% »z
RBenhf 0 2Lk G Hene B3 8 (Ittner and Larcker, 1998) » F]pt pE 5 5 #7 7 jE 2
fe &)iz%fﬁ:‘l&SPMSﬁ?l (5 S P B e bldofi b & R4 83 L*T%L'— &4 K
fo, e T ad R, A48T 5 5 %%k (Burney and Widener, 2007 ) 3 fEpR- 32 36 #
T @ pRiE  (psychological empowerment ) | e % #ic (Hall, 2008) 5 & 2 _p 4
PLEEE BLELIE I AP s w AP S BB L ASPMSH ot E B 2 K P vk
¥ % (Graftonetal,,2010) @ ERPFZ > 6 58E F ~ ZRRLHRT F (2002)
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\ PMS:E;‘.&IA\~Q’"E"5’E5”‘3£}J—‘ (2012) B

w BLSPMSH i & o 7 ﬁ“éf%*iiﬁfﬁ—ag FISFD R L LW 4T & Y

R IEG TR oo SF ik 57 H TSP MS*J {7 2 ¥ ehfd i ’%‘i‘f*‘iﬂw:@
3

BEEABRAELE ST R fErfea TEER ST (fkim ~#HF 2 I #
el 4 %> 1994 ; Leventhal, 1976; Wentzel, 2002; Aurier and Siadou-Martin,
2007) » B @ s pe s T iy Rk p B A AEBGER (Dl Fp o BY 52 E)
g H W 2 BT iS22 ie 2 % (Leventhal, 1976; Wentzel, 2002) ; & 425 =
TR i e ”« ARAER T 2 E o2& (Lind and Tyler, 1988; Kim and
Mauborgne, 1997) v & 3 E.j‘; TRAFALR DN T PR E 2B Tk
AR ~ B 0 F 4% (Leventhal, 1976) © #BF&‘? ?)]?r oo AT
FEirl (predict) 1 fF5»c > @ A2/ =T R § B P e = | chke 501GE (Sweeney and
McFarlin, 1993 ) - {4 #= 7 # > Tang and Sarsfield-Baldwin (1996)? Lot
I ER R AGIT A o B Y - 5 (consistently) &3EF F 1
T2 2@ r’ﬂﬁi*?‘ Lau and Moser (2008)i& — # 11 5 3% iz 4] & & & 47 1%
FRAGNEREFER LALFATRAE T T > KAt BEE 1T 2% &
BN 205 2 6 0 Hokd4T 2 4 (1994) 2 g # 5 d Fp (Afe) ST 8 ph ot
HRIIFE e e R @7 oo 2 B8 BEFAT RN SRR 4R 2]
SO FREERG R S R AF o B FEARA T (RATE - R
+ FRK > 2005)

JEa ?)I?r"’ v SPMSA & 2 - gt £ ¥ K 5 B iFH (Kaplan
and Norton, 1996; Hall, 2008 ) - 3 & #:1= ¥ SPMS{s » Hvk P 431 %—E’.?‘F‘« = B e
13 o@ F AR E R2EY it e B4 p & fran r 2% (Perego
and Hartmann, 2009 ) - %] % ?%\ws\« il Kf T P RERR R b E 2 Rk p Rt
B BB g R i A aRLR BT 8 Sk E R AT 2 T % B
o Q- AR RESHFE piRo gttt SPMSERERY § k2 F
iz gegk (Webb, 2004, Burney and Widener, 2007 ) > F]yt e 7%& 7 SPMSE%? fa
RE R AR PEARLT DT E 0y (T E KSPMSHE BT F s g+
) R PR B A R R AR F > T E (5K LT SPMSY B @S P it e E
Moo BT AR ARE XSRS x&:}f; (Alles, Kogan, and Vasarhelyi, 2008 ) - %%+ #7if >
3 PehSPMS f# & o T s gL~ R i (2 4% 7 (Kaplan and Norton, 2009;
Grafton et al., 2010) v @ F B LA inle SPMSZ B ER ARR A S ARR O T BB
PRl R R A TR PR Y A HHSPMSE TR e B
B enfe B oL 23dv o



Rk BH T AR A e P dF 33
MEE AT A PR RIEE Y 6B

$oeb s SPMSH ¥ & e S TP G R B & 0 0 i B 2 2 > (Chenhall,
2005) ; @ &= ?ﬁ\;;V Aensfes Tavfrr £ k3 i %@ gLy
e as (Lam Schaubroeck, and Aryee, 2002) o ™ &= #1247 5 & 0 B
DI rGER AR BEMIHp R 2 5 (iRl 2 X R 0 2008) ~ FpEe X
S A E\iﬁiiéfﬂ%"4%"&-‘6?&4’3@#4E‘I?ﬁ‘i"ﬁ%‘r—‘f'—ﬁ?ﬁ{ﬁa‘.ﬁé’
7»1;#_‘%—5( :rﬁr.7,;>r§a e % ~ ® —\qs\ﬁ”‘fﬁ‘i*xbf‘# FER ST FERir e A
SPMS2 4 Fr &0 e s vk L oo i gf B I 2 B EI07 b anf i Rpg b b &
RL1ehf FF»cthizig? PY B EEE w2 P RSB TP85% | B
SPMSh # #1350y chsf »e3mit ~ g e FUBPIFIR B & 1 p & Hoeea &
¢ i5d SPMSA 45235 5 i chfbpv o e h < T3 o SPMSen$ it &+ B 5k
j‘%‘«%\ Henmfe T 3udre SF A7k > A2 0T 7GR

H1 @ {vg 23Tk 32 FF R0 58 gf%kd»‘ B e o o T3 o
H2 D R L5256 f St St v Bl o | efe B o T 3nde o

o EF AT Rrm 1 itz i

1iEER R AR R R A EE T R L PRART > TR EE RS
BAANGFE > TP REBIFOAEES E“F\«“ Wé 3 Ak ogrE % (Campbell,
1970 ) » Motowidlo and Scotter (1994)# 41 1 % »x & 35 T f2 54 2% (task performance)
g2t w2 i »z (contextual performance ) o H ¥ (X 7%, % »x i dp e T‘ SR AP 1T
PATR RO (T K K & RS E#&Fa@%ﬂ ;™ %% xn‘«#ﬁ,_ V]
TS SR SR T T ?F)I?c H 8 4 IFL’ wj«lirvff @A e 4 T % (Motowidlo
and Scotter, 1994) om g FTFALTY ﬁx?—*‘ ¥ it %’UI S E iR (sow
A E A 2009 AT Fa B4R Ly ¢ 7 020105 Brownell and McInnes, 1986; Abernethy
and Stoelwinder, 1991; Nouri and Parker, 1998; Burney and Widener, 2007; Grafton et
al,2010) » B 5§ Earoid A E AR AA 2 1 (FHrc kv Bl (R 20
PRTERRIPN TR R (ko A iTE KL FIBSCRA DR E » iy I £
BACE AL TG B2 s> FIR AR AT 7 @ 71 (R4 & Mire 22 2L i
o (AR E A 020105 M3 B0 20125 Webb, 2004; Kaplan and Norton, 2009; Gates
and Germain, 2010; Grafton et al., 2010) > g & ¥ #4271 (T 27 B A S i3 2L
P73 Mo

gt afen Tk p ot p DO HAEPARP O > B H L n A R R
Wl R s LIRS Arp DY £ AT A% (Leventhal, 1976) 0 F] LLL *‘aﬁ’ o
Lbﬂi%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’%@iﬂ&ﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%;(@%%W\ﬁf~
A%) FARAT LG ML FE R B A e T i f fHe s S
Pl T4 5 A F «n3g R4 (Lind and Tyler, 1988; Sholihin and Pike, 2009 ) o 4 4 =

‘a ‘m\r\ ‘3.%



TR ERE AR 56 A AT j‘m’;dﬁ" g R HHEL Y ER
JEF"T#;\%W?TE%@ |BRPIGTREE T4 PRS €57 - FEEYF L Fany

R SRR O S ik I PN ﬁ%‘wg%ﬁ_%ﬂ, (SRR AR T

Lo F ARG Hor R R (PR AR 0 B HEE R £k
m?h?# o oo B Y M s pOIRInARZ lfi..‘r* P E > HAIATe fie o T Ay E
AR KA B Y R EF R A R r;cﬂ’/‘—&k_fﬁ-x
SLRARER A p Ak ER A R B30 iR kg2 o Ft & 9E 2Ep
TR LT I KT B R B SR AT AR T o

e R ehzipdara (T ok

w

E

h—\ ‘1

H3: ‘E“T%‘« * R oene e o T inAok-r e BLARH 1 Tk e

H3a: E.%Ev;\ Aoenafie s Tinird-t v B 80 it 1 (F5 e
H3b @ s & f e fie 2 T navi koo B 0 A A G 1 P

prob s d R B A T e A hE RS A gk 0 A {;i;n |- P e AR P
sha T S S B L LB FROESE ST e S f A ke 7
S Rt = e N ) IREEL oo (s o 4ot 1 :t,ﬁ;i BREORE S 1
T3~ 2 1 18% »c (Wentzel, 2002; Lam et al., 2002; Sholihin and Plke, 2009) o ¥
2o 2R 2Tl B eSS e s - 8 v AR A e T
Pmb TR R AT P A oHER IR A T HEH IR FIRRF
FRH4IA 4 3 AL EZEL (Kimand Mauborgne 1997 ) 4p & = » % A B ALk

RAZS 7 QJL’B? P AW ERREERF DT RR S REa o { ¥R EER
fr% 2 20 senis 3 (Fhim4s % % > 1994 5 Leventhal, 1976) = 12 & F7 § #5473 2

$U7 5 6> F F 13 SPMSE & o %~ 2 & T ah i i R R 1 R

» "t‘!l fE A (dofBfciaE ) 2 i@ § 20K POt MR G R R R 1 o dp R 0
LM TR h1 ok SRR A R B4 AR L 2 F Y 5 Hon s AHE

ﬁ%. ﬁ?"ﬁ’*’ﬁi@im@gﬁf EackE > *Tg'}‘]ﬁ B e 5 odAaea o B aeagﬁ
(s o &2 3% B3 H4

HA s fenfe o 2 T niodt v 08 1 (55 ok e

R R O T AR e B PSR G 1 (T ek o

Gl

i
H4b : 9_%‘«4\ Fefe B Tinsodn v B8 H 2225 1 i 2%x o
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Parker (1976)3% % X —‘T‘ B R ATIT R R PR i s;#gw‘ Yo L]k s
EHT o ARP R B A R R H I P RSB A PR 2 RS
F o3 1A Parker (1976)74€ % T2 I8 35 2 BLBE K 56 38 J * F Tk ALk R MR
RAT PR3 - Reodm AT “THE 312 SPMS g ar ] f 5> H 3 R F a3 &
u%¥£%KV§#a£wﬁmmwﬁ’iﬁﬁf%ﬁﬁJﬁ@{ﬁ%%@@%;
Pt SPMSE B AL FF  WARR IR BER K G PRI p i BRI e
R 417 e (Chenhall, 2005) » @ 3T # & ch¥ K ﬁ",\ﬁ"?"f@ Cmskp e B AD 4@.\
wéw’iﬁﬂ%ﬁv%ﬂfm Hp Wﬂﬂﬁ*JWE%ﬁﬁ@ABﬁW 7 4p
e % & = 3 (Jap and Anderson, 2003; Bouillon et al., 2006 ) ° ‘ﬂ sop Jfﬂ— o
R ﬁ BERF - B A BRR AL I e ok o F
PR R R D AR B K G PR T AP - R ]v_)ggspquLg-%fr‘l it

HFox2 B oo
(- )SPMS# p - {22 B

Vancouver and Schmitt (1991)%# e 8 & § 75 &€ < d1p 7 - R B2 &
FREFOLTEALZRRLE > AP |2l 4 p R ¥ @ S g hizir
P (4rd A% ~ 25 %) BB A hppp i (4ofbh - 2:8%) (Daft, 2001)
e g ipApifsie ﬂ‘« PR i 3 £ 4p % 1+ (compatibility ) (Jap and Anderson,
2003) » A=< P &EQESPMSJ}*%*XF%‘&B T? - R2Z PR o AT PTEE T2 4
7 % 0] SPMS#% 3+ 2. j\ﬁﬁ'ff’r’{;ﬁd Kog# B2 F1% B ang R & ke g
gﬁ;m,igk P FCR B AL ERRPRAA YIS HRESDERER 0 AP D

SR A S H GNP EocE AL B (Webb, 2004) » 4op R4 0
2@ AT ERRGSFTE PR E A Bl e B PR TR F R
1 ERiEdR P AT Y SPMS R s Rl T R SIAR B A 58D RS P R
S EPe T -G R BM P BRAFF L] RE DA 'ﬁvmawﬂvﬁ
¥ wSPMS2 23 B % ¢ 223 FI Y4 & % & (Kaplan and Norton, 2009) >

FIMF Rl iR g ds > TRLBAGERIPHOE AN BN PER
A ﬁ%ﬁ”’ﬁ ji e _4? PAEARS — Rogr A T HEMSPMS e 7 45 &5 Hf‘ = R hp
- R Ao BT

HS @ R 2550 h s 2 Fidr e e #«ﬁ& Binp - RMIDFTAER o
(2P - Rirgra fesocs B

O’Reilly, Chatman, and Caldwell (1991)2. # 3 # 3> % B 1 B A p {R& 4 F“ -y
FAp AL R 3P KA B A SR R s SRR g8 o- L RGP ERARE



A F 4 LG REB L TR E I P 2R (Daft, 2001) o kv S TEIR G 2 gk
SRR L S JEB"E.%ﬁé ?Lﬁrjﬁ,ﬂﬁg@ugg 2 ik 45 SPMS % 41
R PR T AR FRZ E e Rnt B R AR AER g §
TR SR EFFIFIR LS > w1 B A Bﬂixis\l RS 39?%\;9#;*,17%
EA o AR A T P 0eA T R MR & LM F el R
SRAET L E kg BH A FI0F THAE, 5 AR n o iE A s dept 4 R
FHARDL (Ffoko kT 2 o SPMSH B § A G Fox2 TR HF > L LE - e §
Py A% I3 N L BRSO 174 2o 4% (Phillips, 2007) o 25 P - KRB ARF D
ﬁl’§%ﬁ~i% DL TR AR K g g ag

PiRcnid o s § RIZ B % o d B RIS A EY o ST e RS R e
if\mﬁJ CHPERA DS Y &P - KPR FEE 12178
Mo o BT

H6 : ek fehp fh- RESWTRRBI » P FH 1 T8
Ho6a : .fsgf%\z F R P - RMRAERE D » B G 1 T ko
Hb : fo k& B chp ff- RPuioiz e #n o B8 H 2L p4 85 1 (7% o

E)EF > TRrdp - REZMER

h‘ﬁ:

T %G A AT A ko2 skt B a1 ivz 3t 'Hﬁﬁﬁ
A4 B &2 %3 (Vancouver and Schmitt, 1991) ° 37 2. » B 1 & 0k 2R
PR B P g p B gﬁ%ﬁ&m*‘]ﬁkg E‘hq}‘v\'rgfiﬁ"ﬁt '—{E‘&fﬁ}%k\:ﬁ;j}‘)\&
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m;.’&frﬁi}i J - SOt - DB ) ﬁ\q AR BEEP L s ST g A
(Bouillon et al., 2006) - & % Jmk oA fr,fi); AT § 4 5“«”##]’Tmﬂ—’zg\gk
#A 43 A2 IR (Zohar, 1995) L R ER DT T S
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T~ ¢ Ak BERAH
(-)SPMS -~ f## 2T R 1 it T2 Mi{d
5 FTE 4y ISPMSH 8 1 (v ok il B X 2T G $ens RS
AW E T ELBESE I SPMSHF R fﬁr} PR AR A FEPEL T
(Webb, 2004; Chenhall, 2005; Burney and Widener, 2007; Grafton et al., 2010; Gates
and Germain, 2010) o A2 Blp EF P H2Z A { AR OTERRE T2 ¢ A

FRdo ANBERH] 24835 % > &~ LRSPMS2Z k-1 » RS & | e
ﬁw~wymmpi&mﬂwm%ﬂﬁm,?Aﬁmam»imw%ﬁ@w§ﬁﬁ
R RG 1 T T2 0 EEEH gg‘;,;}&ﬂ&-ﬁ,’_‘w‘ astVﬁFg'*ﬁﬁA\
fo (AeEFF P A A (¥4 R R4 %) 2 HEM L ¢ AN AR

EEAEEE, o AR A N

P e R R T o0 BFH ) 2R A e T R Klein,
1973) - 44278 E 4 B
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P AR E G AR T R E 2P FSPMS
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VT ‘i“iﬁ:m B E RELEE 2 ) 4ot dow BLATiE > SPMSZ frctEe 232
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RAFZp L1 ibgedicht 2 § RIS - RenT PR E - et Rl ¥ §
Fio SPMS2 %A 7 K3h B I B S o kYRR E T A fle 2 T i E 4 | %
%%Ebﬁéwﬁﬁw*ﬁﬁﬁ*iﬁ’ﬂmﬂ4* FpAarer2ipda3 (7 p R 2
i# = (Leventhal, 1976) o 5t #fif » A< Ja:RSPMSEHF ¢ & v B R 1 hs e o
Tindro A fFd AR Tinden § e kS ALTACE LR 2 W ek Flut e
fie T ESPMSHEHF 1 (v e ehE £ ¢ 4 $fcr &2 &9 40T B3R

H9a : SPMS # i 5d i AR 1ecn T AT | i iga e BEE M3
Hi0a:SPMS #fisd 1w B R 1hl Afed T | e it 0o 3 80 205

1 FHsz o

Lok g HR 2 i ¢WWM&%%?%L@%§3%¢ﬁW%ﬁ N T,
20 H
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Ao~ TBL;ﬁJH4a_kE.’ H4b 7~ $& % ~‘F“ = e s o T ‘é]’\f;{‘—"ﬂ'ﬂ‘_l_ P78 2L P4 530
T ro kg 2 0 W i AR B W B 5 R ASPMST it FIE & A E i

PR f‘%ﬁ UG EN I o %@-ﬂ%‘« % ;”1 #1 (¥  (Perego and Hartmann,
2MD)’%ﬁli4ka$WBi?ﬁ@ﬁFﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁbiéiﬁﬂh%'“éﬁﬁﬁ
A R I N B G\g,,%ﬂ?vﬁl,w F2 X pEa ¥4 (Kelly,
2007) > Fpt A HaH AT EAR € FIR B ALAR ST A R B
i;:\p\ 1Pz ENiEm RIS B2 G m::i%u::fﬁ%,ﬂ,‘:-_i o kFE P Arit s A

T ARSPMSHE F € B R 1 e 2 L i @ 428 A T e LR PACE 4 f
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H9 : SPMS# Figd t vk B R 1eh e oL  dvo igm & o PEH A1 0%
%?1:-\-{0
HIOb : SPMS#EFigd s v B A1 T2/ T | ndvs &m & o B EH 220 5%

1 iF ez e
(=)SPMS ~ B ff— R 1 ivH a2 Midfd

h o L BGLHSY HRSPMSHE FF# » B P e A | P - RERARE -
IF,\FYUH6#JILH_PW,,,“'__:F = R p - REAOET B %Kﬁj_ fTd»ce p - R
BAFRIBA PR e R HRF2ApNARREEF 1§ 7 R 1 TS
1 iF ~ 428 (O’Reilly et al., 1991) » A&~ p NILIT 4 % hik - d 3>SPMSi3 5
FER Rl F;f‘ﬁé\ﬁ 38 4B ‘*’ & vk 2_ 3 {73 B (Chenhall, 2005) - @ igdt P4 538 25
P o B R gt & 7 mr DR L ER LT MR AT R R M G R

Bex i iE ﬁ#&ﬁvv?’“ﬁfﬂraéﬁ #¥72z o Raveg AdESp Lo ivgE R
IRt p R E S (kI FEBLR P%ﬁéiz-;:éi) o @ P et
:,\./\g_ﬁ,/img j/l;fg—fg‘_(&pﬁﬁ;ﬁ?ﬂ\zﬁ—f ~HBE ) 2 *ﬁti\ﬁﬂfiﬂ‘- SPMS

FFERBR 1P - RET > a2 - KPR IRAKFEFARD
TR FE P - RERAISPMSE T 1 (FE s aE £ ¢ 4 Rl
4T TR

%% 22

TZ_

H9c: SPMS #Fi5d ot B R 10l p - R ) 4v iga & o BEE

(- =

HI0c : SPMS # 7 igd 1w %8 f 1 en [ p il RIE | fuiv > i 1 P20k

1 (T sz o
%‘{‘p;ze‘s S

CRARFL R

AR B R E %!fiﬁSPMS#r?’*ﬁ’f' A R E o v (F2 A o T
AR AT ) PR R 1 s B c* SPMS# i & 518 A fie 2 T (H1) ~
2R/ oI (H2)2 p - REHSE %Eﬁ W1 ivgsed 4 8%kt A2
W v AR LR B i gﬁ%wﬁmn%ré@ﬁ(H7ﬁH8)o Ao
H¥2c o (H3~H4 ~H6) > M AF 7 F LW a30 Hroc (M = > 2002 ; Clarke,
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MEF ST RAAA PR R AR
Cull, and Shirley, 2005; Fries, Neven, Seabright, and Taci, 2006 ) » ~ < P|at 5 5 < 4 »z
Hed DT R B R AR AT T RAE (2R 48 ~ B4R FRUE 5 2006 5 ATE N E A
2010 ; Lillis, 2002; Chenhall, 2005; Hall, 2008 ) o # {3 & < # 4LSPMS4* %‘rf 1 ¥
B ehe 4 ok (HO 2 HI0) » HFAELA A" § % Hie M- 7 -

HY . ——~
7

R ST
PR- RIE PRI £
~ZLp A 1T
> R B R - bR G T

M1l RARFTEHE
- R

A A BRESPMSH R AT LA Ra TAHHE TH g Enm
RESEHE ERUBIRGE TR NZ 7R E (DL 2 Er 0
vﬁﬂﬁmﬁhmzi’*bipi% FE 3t W~ SPMS2 7§ i E L o
FapF  QOQFFLRFIRABe R A3 ATF T F7 V@ LRE
(contextual variables ) 2. F 3 *t > Fr BESRF E R A 20 e B4R (Choe, 1998; Lillis,
2%D°ﬁiﬁ*§iﬁiﬂﬁﬁ%¢ﬁﬁﬁ’Nﬁil%ﬁﬁ@ﬂiﬁﬂﬁiz
s F%aB R AR T BRATY $H 3R 4 4 ;5 (3)Cohen and Toleman
(2006) 2 3R #F 3 S 2R AEPF > AR E W A4 T - K el =) e Rl IR
E%fﬁﬁﬁaﬁmpzﬁﬁ’aipzﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁgﬁﬁﬁggﬁﬁ,%4’
W%ﬂmwé?fﬁﬁ% FTETOARRGENFEREEI LG (T
2002; ¥ M EEFEEER2009) 08 A R H B S g (e R)
&ﬁngij%»smmmﬁﬁmaﬁ e ot R GG RIS
FLHE -

BFEAGFAROIIESEF FR 5;_“}}@% LR B w! —\”% B I 5 A%
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L4 2 P d PR ST RMECATEGTR R R L EES o BRI
_,_;:F';i Fopi T o] tEERL FRMRANP L PR o E R ('ﬁﬁ?ﬁ@—
= M4t oedg % (key performance index, KPI)) & P4k 5 ffod BN 2P &5
B AUE e ks R 0t b B S PR E30eKPIS B A KPIE 40

EFFRAR] AT DR GERRE 0 RE TR SR IR P RS
KPI“t s E B ehE v usrk e £/ L1 f’FiEﬁ—.—%‘EE:—EE?KPI%ﬁ FAL> @ i A KPI

ZEFRRRE 2R OAHT EF] c FFTEFRIAERT 0 L P B R
BALEPHRFEESRZ 2T Pﬁﬁ'ﬂ?ﬁfi‘ £ EKPIz € & > 3t 5 e

iR o JEd SPMSHS [ i el T BT IR B 4 ok £ 2 3 B A K g & eKPI
Ep

FAfe b AL A

ﬂ‘ﬁﬂ HiERE > 3 F- %%”Trﬁ,imﬁﬂwﬂ‘f" Ffﬁﬁ'll@ﬁfif’_’)*g%%%‘fﬁ;
FEREY 4 M R A R R g (R E R B R B Al
Bro ) ERRPRASITBAZ TR NTHE L R RF S PR R T -
=G oo Fé’%‘é‘w;?']ﬁi}—?-’ »‘J‘?(E;}'—tl ’}E?I‘” IR ”F? = 54 5 T :z::})%-T ‘Lﬂ,ﬁlFﬁa\'ﬁ
2

F

I LS S NI L BAEE TP A 70 23 200
ﬁ?&héb“IWW’ﬁﬂm&aRSMGa ERAFY ﬁ%74ri?“"
PP P80 B A28 g EdeA 0L 41 AT SO A e pIK B 5 (38.89%)

KTAREA B WA B L EX (64819); T g F Lk F uJ,u 5 & TR
(57.41% ) -

T REFERRRRS

*EY fii B A 474 0 %% 18 Cronbach’s o & (Guilford, 1965; Nunnally, 1978 ) ~
Brg: 7 1+ ¥4 & 47 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) # ek & & B & (composite
reliability, CR) #2 5P~ £ ¥ (variance extracted, VE) (Bagozzi and Yi, 1988 ) * f+
€ % &2 £ o i&dp Guilford (1965) ~ Nunnally (1978)2 & 3% » Cronbach’s o /& +
07 R P I- RMEF 0@ Rl 3 035 P & 1 X B Bagozzi and Yi (1988)4p
Mt gz CR %A 0.6 ~ VE 7 A28 0.5 1 gk > 2 £ 5 E32 0 30—
R e ¥ -G > AR AT % 0 AFF Y kYR Bagozzi and Yi (1988)2 4 58 » % *
CFA 78 277 3 B2 feapk > R ang leaoc R 5 5 & C(DRFC TR {7
¥ (factorloading) F R B FH® 32 05-2)CR Z %3 0.6~3)VE Z *3% 0.5
@ Bollen (1989)# Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, and Tatham (2010)2 # 3 7= i 5& » 7]

D AR A B 200 2t E A O TS RERHR TR 6T A BR(AR g
Bhos AT TRE ) EF BN L2200 05 A AH



W M 23Rl ST i A T e B2 473 41
MEF TR p - RSP A2 fgi‘i%ﬁ»:
1 ZplF A C MFRATHEA G L (N=108)
i 2 g P LS E
R * 28 25.93%
g 80 74.07%
£ ¥ 30 k0T 0 —
31 f-40 # 31 28.70%
41 g-50 42 38.89%
51 gt 35 32.41%
K ALR Ef (g% )T 32 29.63%
< 8 70 64.81%
g AT b 6 5.56%
T RARET 500 62 57.41%
6 #-10 & 37 34.26%
11 #-15 & 7 6.48%
16 & 1t 2 1.85%
1T FH A 49 45.37%
v 35 32.41%
3 (F LA FRA) 24 22.22%
FAAEA04 M PEITEL AR EFEF 0 A & 0.5~095 BRI LF ok o+
¥ % t4# % Likert —~ L% B » & T»)w?]'*"‘ 1~7 enfex @ BliE- Bdcx » WA & H
2% 2 R #?Paimﬁ};i,uw/,}dxpw RH2 GFERIFLEE SRS o
(- )SPMS

SPMS 7% % p Burney and Widener (2007)#7% E 2. 5488 % » 2 2 1L & {fj‘”’
JFFJ‘_,; 9%\;; B iR k¥ EEF SPMS 2 ;}L;;?rr, EPEs ;I'zgu;:; T kKT
B0 s e R R ke ek BRI TR S PR R K0 P fRenid
N A T e ko S HERA R R T T % MG TRREE S o AL i
i B ¢ £ MR8 2L A e S TR 4tk TE RGBS EE )
B x4 (A RF ) hiTEE D - Burney and Widener (2007)# * ¢ € £ #7€ >

FRSLEAEG B ARDE }ii(CR" 070 1+ )5 @m FF fam € & 0.61 72 > BEow

d\i%\» GHrE - e 0 (AR RBAE LR o AP Y o CFAR T % 53
FlE f B AE 05 vk, s FREALE > AR A RLE 7 A 4T #4954 2> CFA
¥4 3 kR it A 2. 2 % o SPMS % #ceh Cronbach’sa i& % 0.89 ~ CR 5 0.86 ~

VE 5 060~ Fl% f inB395 061 11+ 2 R IRAEH » Fp L4 At e



(: )A\ﬁl’:’a\l ~fe B T grp - x4

AFT 3 %22 p Aurier and Siadou-Martin (2007)#7%# E 2. € £ H ¢ A e T 2 |
FeFE T L%Mﬂéﬁ"mfﬂﬁ%ﬁn (bldefrpd ~ o~ F %) R F priaia i
N R RS SN0 Bé“;;i\‘.mﬂ s on TP
AL (RS G 0 B TR E BT AL, & Tp e B dpt
B A 7 B e :E’Ai‘” AR DT 2ZRA T e AR o R
BARHAR RS T A RRETE AR AR iﬁiﬁ‘;’&*«z\—zi%mﬁg&ﬁﬁj;J\
Fm%&gmﬂ Rt aigs (ARF) MEF A K472 T W2 BAATE
Foeomat o Pl b AR g & RARBER (A F )T Fadairdir
ARPESR m%ép_ﬂ? Pl sk R 8§ open g’-’r?lﬁﬁ Pz TR =
ek WALR (3 & 2T R Al e Aurier and Siadou-Martin (2007)Z M %€ % £ 7

% B enp 38— &4 (Cronbach’s o35 % 0.78 121+ Yo £ 3 #p A fle T bk’ﬁiﬁ} oL e
Cronbach’s o &4 5| #_0.89 £ 081 ; % 2 %177 ¥#2 CR 2081 7+ - VEi5A
0.53 12+ ~ 1% f FEHA050 111 2 EREFH  KMa 2 > A BHIDD }

RAF R S SR o

¥- 2% pH- kHEZ:p Chenhall (2005)% Bouillon et al. (2006) = & &
Foo PAR- REBZRA S 4 T AR IV P RS R E P RF 2 8% (links) 4p
B TARL ERORG PRGOS Y S g RG], g T AR g
f g pART A ] “‘?%\,TJMI% Lend B P4 (F % B 4E ) ° Chenhall (2005)2. J 4~ &
FHEBRRBERA0TS5 M A FF AR R0.64 0 5 Fp B G LR ok
B& ; @ Bouillon et al. (2006)2. € # 7= £ § Chenhall (2005)2. =& F IE BBz o B
38 2_ Cronbach’s o B . 0.81 ™ F > "R BRZPI- RfEem 277 ¢ > p ik
- &M Cronbach’sa & % 0.81; @ CR 5 0.82~VE % 0.61 ~ #F]Z § ;= £32% 0.69
MR RRAEM (£2) A o AT RETEG LEFOE 2R -

(=) REERE*%

BERE RN T Tk 2 e o kP M:F%E?I‘*’ LIRS LS
I 4oie 'E M4 Hp 2 it ¥ (non-performing loans ratio, NPL) 212 3% =& p4 53R 27 42
FEEPELE A LRAFRY RO L ekl F R 5 00 MM
IINPLE 8 4207 i 2 B & Feng R a4k (MY &0 2002) w27 3 h 2§ g5

TN 2 P43 228 & 5 NPL o NPL fdpdgif— T AR L § Mg & Lo b 3§
regret F o NPL & 2.5% 0 T eh g gy o By i o

2 iz TRET Llp#ﬂﬂwﬁw AR R R R AR PEE | B R - AR
RS LR A AESHLAEF R B 0 AR AAEDZ B o S 5 R PTE
B RS B om0 gt * u%kﬁﬁ/m .



R rGTh s MEREF i R P25 0 43

PEE AT PR R AP PR

%2 HRBEPEFIF L

—n

FREFE HFEFLE HELR FPHEL

b e ) ©) (CR) (VE)

1 0.798""" 0.363™
2 0.852""" 0.274™
SPMS # 7 e . 0.86 0.60
3 0.824 0.321
4 0.612""" 0.625™
1 0.500"" 0.783™"
2 0.704" 0.504™
P D . . 0.81 0.53
3 0.891 0.206
4 0.770"" 0.407™
1 0.798""" 0.363"™
2 0.875™ 0.234™
3 0.723"" 0.477""
BH DT e e 0.89 0.57
4 0.679 0.539
5 0.620"" 0.616™"
6 0.803""" 0.355™
1 0.812"" 0.341™
Pik- R 2 0.8217 0.326™ 0.82 0.61
3 0.699™" 0.5117"
1 0.647"" 0.581™"
TTEETS 2 0.682 0.535
?;E% c23 2 3 0.822"" 0.324™ 0.90 0.59
L 4 0.844" 0.288""
5 0.796"" 0.366™"

*

wiWE pFE LB @ <0.05~ 7<0.01 ~ 77<0.001 o
1y o REEAVFEBR2Td > 5 Hledkaid

e b E - AR 2 R 104 2t FE RS

7 i+ * Govindarajan (1984) ~ Govindarajan and Gupta (1985)#7%F B e4r 5% 5 = 5 2%

Hr B2 ZEAN L AR FERER I AT EwERLNE  &FL

P Creswell (2002)2 4 %> B %% F e FB S MM R g ¥ LR FHLAoBRE S RN ER
ESRBR TS R EOFER AT AR SO T (F AT BRI ) A AR RS
RRE AT AP R GFER S AR 24 F e B RR Y AR AN AR ik
AP 0 RIT AR AR AT & AT A o



IR ST G 2 BEE A o AP G RIE AL YOG e B R AR
it 2 Foctpg R A F Famt %MT“*%T’&WFﬂm%Mﬁaﬁlﬁ
Forwo nffAZELAET 2B P A BN Sk ERNE TG S o T
et e F 2 e N B R T A gL (Kaplan and Norton, 1996) - ¥ % 2. » 3% &
FAvEE A E D ke “‘ i § B PEITE R Sk A e R E R d T BT
BB~ kg *?#B}Ffﬁ—%‘ﬁmmﬁ"’ G B @A E T AL R
BEARE S Bt (R ® 4 02010)c @G E IR A F SR T T % 2y
GG (- )E R R R Y Hor (FV e ) (2T 2 TR
Foe (RS )5 (2)1 PRI F 2 3£ 5ok (SR 46 ) (2 )RIBET2 M
T (BEEHS ) (T)RL e M R n (M %iEs Do MA TN LRIE#H
FhefEL S m‘.‘zﬁi{*fﬁm BATRHIMPE e Ao ir 25T AT IME LR
#2475 (lenient bias ) ( Chenhall and Brownell, 1988 ) ; @ #2ig > % £ (2010) & *
gg\;ﬁ;é;&mw ? ,au,f;,;\ =g ok % }gﬂ:l» ‘i*,t ) B bts:a ws ﬁiﬁ'fﬂ#ﬁ Erﬁ?ﬂ?_)i
2 Mg o BRI T5 5 4§ 2xenCronbach’s afE 5 0.90 ~ CRE 0.90 ~ VEE 0.59 ~ 7]

FLFEEAE0064 11 P FREFE-FEMA S AP REE G VDG R -

JB2. 3-8 2 340 @

N

Ny

ZS:(JBi x Wi)

M

= Rt o ol R

3R BT B2 AR R AT S 0 9T SRR £ 4 350.67~1.092

B~ T3P 2 24 3 5§ x(5.53) % BB o @ & R dc 2 Pearsondp B % dic 7| T 2¢

#4> SPMS ~ A2/ 2T ~ P AR RIE S A e T BTG 2 A G 1 (TR

IR R e T2 2LpAdh G 1 PR K AR > HARA A BB LAY
TARRE 0 TEFTBERAHOEH S e AR R o

i Likert ~ B2 RS N4 (1 2724328 7T 272F €8 ); PR 58 Likert = 8% &
G REF R (1 4&722% 28R 74 7 434 4%) (Govindarajan and Gupta, 1985) »



Wk Ak ST F I A P R 0 45
MEF oI RATEDE- RELP R %"%ﬁf»
43 RS e

3R T iafk iR Cronbach’s a &
SPMS # %ﬁ' 5.38 0.84 0.89

AN CEA 4.64 1.09 0.89

2R o T 4.94 1.07 0.81

piE- R 5.23 0.86 0.81

EREP S S d 5.53 0.82 0.90

A7 (T4 s (M) 2.12% 0.67 P

K G FIMIEE R K AT AL 0 R A 1 R AL -

% 4 Pearson #p B & 4+

Variables (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
SPMS# 7 (A) 1
25 2 I (B) 0.62"" 1
A e 2 T (C) 0497 0647 1
p - (D) 0637 0637 0577 1
#piir1 (v (E) 0547 0597 0537 07077 1
P4 i%1 (74 »2(F) 032" 0457 027 0.61°7" 039 1

i1 '<0.05 ~ 7'<0.01 ~ ™"<0.001
S BRI R R AT

ARTE i * AMOS 7.050 S0 AL 7 B4 2 4258 11058 (structural equation model,
SEM) #45> B P ena 3 5 T REFEMEN 2 FSM eI A Rmg R o S
HEFT if,i;,;., AT WAIfeE R A 4T G0 kYR Hair et al. (2010)\73i;i‘Q )y B 4F e
Bt pe g R F 44 A Apeif Rdp % (preliminary fit criteria) ~ B85 fe i & 4 41

(overall model fit) £ #0380 234 fe g & 4 47 (fit of internal structure of model ) °

PAETAIRERPE DB O RER L‘(l)f}?ﬂ datR? i f R EALE
QFE L FE }i%/"“O 5020952 F ~Q)Fl 2 f m &L EE T ? k # (Bagozzi and
Yi, 1988) o d £ 2% M F1F A 475 % BT o ﬂ\ﬁj’“)" B2 FE L FEIEE A050
2089h T Y D EPIREFL RS A FRApIRRG DR DL E 0 B
o T EW T RIS AFMEGRE R A2 6 0 R IpHair et al. (2010)
2 a5k B TEMESERAE ) 2AEEN Te AR AR E AR
1. 2 (Chi-Square) ¥ : P eI fr8 F e pd BT » BLRELORTH G EL

e LR > F R RETERIFLAEF AT >+ 3 ED)=106.71~ F d B
=52.56 ~ Pie=0.074 (PiE* B ¥ ) -



46 %

% e & 4p 1% (absolute fit measures ) * 324p R 2 & 3% 1375 FH B AR &

é@ﬂ fea ARl e AR R 0 A RO Rpihe £ 2 Erig s d R

( Chi-Square for independence model with degrees of freedom) ~ if & & 4p 1%

(goodness of fit index, GFI1 )~ 3 & 2§ & & it (adjusted goodness of fix index,
AGFI) ~ L' 355 £ T % $2 (root mean square residual, RMSR ) ~ T 3237 i & 25 £ T
= 42 (root mean square error of approximation, RMSEA ) % o 4r# 577 » 257§
2.5 e }iiﬁﬁ? 2 E/pd B 52.03~GFI50.94~AGFI A 0.92~RMSR % 0.07
2 RMSEA % 0.10 » "# 7 RMSEA® B HETE > Hu rd R R kR
B o

%5 BRI EdRHEA

i s fie i 4p 1% Lol FEEE
+ 5w + =@ 106.71
pd R 52.56
piE >0.05 24F 0.07
GHpg R E + 3 E/pd R <3 a4 2.03
GFI >0.9 %47 0.94
AGFI >0.9 % 4F 0.92
<0.05 24+
RMSEA 0.10
<0.08 & 12
<0.05 24+
RMSR 0.07
<0.08 & 12
B Re il A 4 NFI >0.9 %4 0.93
CFI >0.9 %47 0.93
TLI >0.9 24 0.95
i S e A d B PNFI >0.50 %45 0.80
PGFI >0.50 % 4F 0.70

1. feif dp iRz )87 A) 2 %4 Halretal (2010) z i 5k o

2. RMSEA £ RMSR<0.08 / & 32 % i% 4% McDonald and Ho (2002)2 i 3

. '<0.05 ~ 7'<0.01 ~ ™"<0.001 -

3. MR RAp iR (incremental fit measures) - FAp iR ot AT g 4 R rd L

Bt 22223k 058 (proposed model) 2 feig 42 /& » frEdpth e 7 A% £ R 4p erz
(normed fit index, NFI) ~ +* #if & & 45 % (comparative fit index, CFI) £

Tucker-Lewisdp #% ( Tucker-Lewis index, TLI) - ##7 7 3% % % :NFI % 0.93 ~ CFI
%0932 TLIA 0095 -
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U E TR PR RIES Y TR

4. @ Hpei & 4p % (parsimonious fit measures ) © B 1% & 1 07 b &3 (T GO0

oAk E - AR Rk Ak FEREC P OARGE ERpHE

( parsimony normed fit index, PNFI) £ f§ )i £ & 45 1% (parsimony goodness of fit

index, PGF1)° ~ 4 7 =1 % % & 77 PNFI 5 0.80% PGF1 5 0.70 > 32:& 7 £ % g‘%@(>
0.50) -

TECUP SRR R L A 177 % 0 Bagozziand Yi (1988):% & A f ¥ Hc2

e
FEFEZ X055 EFHEFM S CREALF06 VE™ Z 421605 4 £27 CFA..:é:—
% B o7 BLmit=z BiE FIpp 4 ‘Lﬁ'—ﬁ°lﬁ}§i TR o 5 F i wf " RMSEA
R TR B > Al R Adp iRy BT ée“g:w[ifl HAEL R A e
WA -

ZCBRRRERE

SORTATLZBEH AT A B LAMOS 7.0k A 4B TR o0 R B2 %
FEFRRIL6 D BILA 172 B A2 A AT g

n=yu& +G
N2=72:& + B+ Bz + 8
Ms=v15+G

Na=Pani + Paonz + Pasnz + &4

Ns=Psini + PBsoma + Bssnz +Es
Ho
<";— ‘b4 Bt % ki (exogenous latent variables ) (& =SPMS# ) ;
=p 24 B %8 (endogenous latent variables) (n,=#% =T ;n,= P - R4
Mm=A e T =i (T =201 (T 50)
G=4 5
Y=t 2 RN L Rl BT T &
By=M & RN 4 Rz BT T o
PR ARTE 3 S Wl R ”Wéffi%\lf)kvh BL R SR S EA Vi
Yo B247F o d £ 67 4v o SPMSHE A WA fe 2 T (BT i =036 ) HARE 2O
T (B fili= 0227) ERIE v EF O E sk o7 2 ) SPMSZEFH A 1w
P **ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&Wﬁ"\lmﬁ’%%ﬂme R L g

A? R

BB Rz mF > a1 aﬁJﬁWﬁ SRR L 2 T e B B
BEAFR AT EE zgz_ *F”‘ gi G 1 v (B AR PR IS T =
0.14 ~ bﬁzid‘IPLLﬂﬁf-Ol2) BE AR BT (B T S b - Ko e & A FIAE

FoRM® S TP EEHH3a® H3b A M@«Lﬁ HHHIF B E2Z R T A2 s B8
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A Bl HEBR RLEE
SPMS # f— A fie & & 036" H1 & =
SPMS # JF—f2 B 2 T 0.22" H2 & =
A fie T P4 FE T AT 0.14 H3a F o=
A fie o T 2R pAgR ' 0.12 H3b 7o E
Fe B & T pdara (T 0.16" H4a & =
BRI L2Epdira (T8 e 0.18" H4b &
SPMS # F—p - &+ 0.63"" H5 & =
PR RS FH % 0.50"" Héa % =
PHR- R (T % 0.53"" H6b 3z
AT PR R 0.43" H7 &
Feh &L p - R 0417 H8 & =
SPMS # B — A fie & T P4 551 155 2% 0.08 H9a 7oA
SPMS # B —#2 F 2T —pf 31 175 o 0.25™" H9b & =
SPMS # Jr— B - R {Eopfir1 (75 5% 0.12" H9c & =
SPMS # ff— A fie & T 2L pd 75 1 174 5 0.01 H10a 7oAz
SPMS # JF—#2 A 2T —2Lpd 131 (74 »%c 0.34™" H10b %=
SPMS # F— P - R{E—2Lp4 501 (73 2% 0.43™" H10c & *

1. CMIN/DF=2.03 ~ GFI=0.94 ~ AGFI=0.92 ~ RMSEA=0.10 ~ RMR=0.07 ~ NFI=0.93 ~ CFI=0.93 ~ TLI=0.95 -~
IF1=0.94 ~ PNFI=0.80 ~ PGFI=0.70 -

sk

2.7<0.05 ~ 7<0.01 ~ <0001 5 B E MG EE
B s thile 5 4RI 1 2 dkiE o
EHAR L Ed B TG KBRS AL AT fﬁ#‘;mﬁﬁ
4 (1994) z % m o & é%skﬁiﬁ*“ﬁﬁw STHERIAREY §HL TG A
el R E - Lo TRk E8e £035H S 9RRE 2L PP (*&r«fﬂ ok 2
kv iR E Rk p AL I 2 :.-kﬁ»w%;,gm, P TR i
BERE®F Y o3 Pl BB E s PE%E (B ERPH TP R-
R D 2zEE en ] TR PRI A WL RE P kBT o
B ARR DT A AL Tk (RS hde = 0167 )y A2 T
Bk RMI e BEM % (BIS il =018 ) o 3042 A O T T mkﬁl‘*‘m
R ao F) 'EH%, B 'H'ﬁkmpafé;- g4 A L1 {vend g o, 95%\9 7
B3 H4a 22 H4b JE 18 £ 4% ot % % 22 Lam et al. (2002)~ Aurier and Siadou-Martin (2007)
2 }x;g,_ Rom B SPMS HHHP - REPREE> 6 > & 647 SPMS ¢ 1 v &g
PP - R (BT Bl = 0637 ) 327 # p%m SPMS 7 it 51 # e gk &
ﬁg’*ﬁ w Mg PR LA SRR SR B AP R “«ﬁf%‘*ﬁ'*ﬂﬁm“ﬂf“}’rﬂ
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sk ok

PR HS R E A AE o 6 P R RIEEA HEM AL i (B ES0.507) &
G#=0.53"") ¥ BRL v B F B IEM o A B R
HAfe - K F21 50 RELR AP R BTy

i 2 b oo BT e B H 1 (T s 0 B Hea 22 H6b

H L1 (e (8
iE AP - 2 g e
L g RPER i
BEAH 0 AR T - RETRD oM T RPN & (B A K
=0.437") > AR A e T A o2 snkht S | BN T St
g ennk (Vancouver and Schmitt, 1991) > Flpt sk & R it =% #vs P > i &
AP A PRI ES s B HT EE A o BRI THE - RESERD
wAF RPN G (B GE=0417 ) A F R 1A s 2T g e
ARAER AL RO ER o F5 2R Rnf RS LR EEE Y § I Ee
FRTEY  ERIY TSR AD R B0 R R 7

Ja
2

e & > BRI HS g E A 3F o

ZEpA AR
ik E5d

———> RARF OB BRI BT

2

————— >R BF Y Aok kBT ArSPMS B AR 2T DR a1 Tk

B: SPMS # {2 b #h- D1 T4 %
C:SPMS # F>42 A & T D241 (75 2
D: SPMS # {7 > B #h— XD 2Lp4i51 (T4 %

W2 B 28 (SEM) 2458 %

CMIN/DF=2.03 ~ GFI=0.94 ~ AGFI=0.92 - RMSEA=0.10 ~ RMR=0.07 ~ NFI=0.93 ~ CFI=0.93 ~ TLI=0.95 ~

IF1=0.94 ~ PNFI=0.80 + PGFI=0.70 -
p<0.01; " P<0.05; "P<0.1;: BEW L EEIEE -
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FBET? AiaEk R e o0 A% g T2 (bootstrapping) KiE (TP 4 ack
AA o E AR U L RATA S JEd SRR RS > R e AR
ﬁgé\ﬁbL’fiﬂ\ "'E"E“L’L 4 3 LB ;;»J.]-é;*;,]v}m*ij\ﬁ,}lé j\ IR e - F = e
FltE R AL AR R S T i T A 478 8 5§ (Preacher and Hayes,
2008) o o @ik F) % 4 472 (causal steps approach) ¢ 4 *x%%ﬁ TALG ¥
BB S 2 AL IR A > RHEZ LBEY ik A LR E %’af%;}’gtgl—,;, ,
1 WEz lg—\?z; N /.:;:%:fdv’fik\ﬁomllwt\ DR T A R '4;@} Hgoid 3t
o TN AEH FEEREE TR AR T (Preacher and Hayes,
2008) « ﬂww Fekei2 £A4F 534 1000 % > 0 95%hiap -k FT iR R P kK o f
ABEL AN E IR 2B R T A E kA% 4% 2 % &t (Preacher and
Hayes, 2008 ) o j& 2 7 A 475 % &7 » SPMS#E T4t T pd7r1 (v ) BenBl 2> 5
LAER ST (ZE=3.26,piE<0.001)~ P - KM (ZE=2.67,pE<0.01) * 4 %
Bz BEPE 2 878 > SPMSE T T2bpdir1 iv»c ) Benld o 5 &R
BaT (ZiE=4.62"",p#E<0.001) p - &4 (ZE=4.67 , pie<0.001) ¢ A %k
2 FRPE-
H =t > &2 B ixJgPreacher and Hayes (2008)2 i 3% k4534 95% B i % B * B 4%
Mk 2 R E 0 H N 2 A 9S%EHERA A ¢ §F (far from zero) o B
BB ST B ® A 2t % (Preacher and Hayes, 2008 ) o j& % 7 ¥ 4> SPMS4+ F ¥ P4 73
1R GY o AR T IR R R RTESHET S%EHRE RN 52
[-0.13, 0.01] » BE# H9ax AEF L F 5 qji}—? 200.02, 0.16]¢2 p - 5% 14[0.04,
021160 Fern % o TE % BT 5% HA P £ 72 ¢ 3 F > F2t BHb ~ Hockk 7
L RASPMSESY Lok B R 1A ST P R- KPR 4 B e B

\......

%7 TSPMSH#F | # "M it 2 P UHRBIRT TRALIT A
O~ PR RPN Rl BFREFk

RT3 3 w3 Tkl % ficdp % A (Product F i (Bootstrapping)
iZ(Point  of Coeffieients)

Estimate) Percentile 95% CI ~ BC'95% CI
WwEFESE) Z &

Lower Upper Lower Upper

B %
A e TS 0.08 0.02 1.04 -0.13 001 -0.13  0.02
BESTS 0.25 0.08 326" 0.02 0.16 002 0.16
P - R 0.12 0.04  2.67 004 021 004 022

1. T4 5 % Bias-Collected (BC) -
2. & 4 3% %% Preacher and Hayes (2008)#4 ¥ & 472 4 # (p. 886) -
3. "<0.05 ~ 7'<0.01 ~ 7"<0.001 -
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Mg E T RAed PR RGP ARk
%8 TSPMSHEF ¥ T2bpdasa (vfisn, 2 P NUREBERTTHLE DT -
AT pR- kM PN B TR RS

oA g BRE3tdEc Thdiolp R (Product Fi¥e 2 (Bootstrapping)
(Point of Coeffieients)
Estimate) Percentile 95% CI ~ BC' 95% CI

HwEFSE) Z &
Lower  Upper Lower Upper

g
A pe TS 0.01 0.01 0.41 -0.03 0.07 -0.03  0.07
AT S 0.34 0.07 462" 0.21 049 021 048
pR- R 0.43 0.09 467" 0.26 061 026 061

1. 7% 7 % Bias-Collected (BC) -

2. * 4 ;% %% Preacher and Hayes (2008) 4 #72 & $72. 4 £ (p. 886) °

3. 7<0.05 ~ 7<0.01 ~ 7'<0.001 -

BRI T 20 ¥- 235 » 2 " HEAA RS TR TR R TLES » OS%EH T
Bp e 7% [-0.03,0.07] s Hl0a = A JEF L 4F 5 £ 425 2 1[0.21,0.49] & p

- R [0.26,0.61 0 c ki TS R B OS%RIERRAP T2 ¢ 7 20 FIPV K
% H10b ~ H10c E#® £ ## » X 4 SPMS #"e"ﬁ*id tTeHRBARIGMEAESTNE P

- RpinAr @A 1o BRE 2L (TR ko

F“\

AL

AL BB RATOFAEE I TS LT %0 8- HEFASPMSHE T H
EHRAREE ST (ARSI A ST ) PR KRBT Tk Bk F
IR SPMSE &1 (T2l > 3 ap fh- RIEBAETELSfeaT2 ¢
ARk MERFE AT A TR S TR £ 28 GAFEY
LG TRz - o R AT FRSPMSE THAEA 2T ARSI FERL
BMEFOREM G 5= SPMSHFTHP - REF LRI » BFOPEM G 207
7 % % {frKaplan and Norton (1996, 2004)2- 1 56— R o %2 » 2/ 2T 2o fea T £
i@%@ﬁlﬁﬂﬁ—ﬁﬁ’&%mim%ﬁ%é%ﬁ%ﬂ&a(%wMQﬁﬁﬂ
FaBApfgoshp - R4 BB i E 2Tt » B PH
HESRIRLR - A2 ORI F- REHT A AT E FF (RASTELSfRS
TR FRGIAF L AR FH LR A AT LB TR o BT 0 AL

RPELEG»PL FF R kg WA ST E - RM o T > p - RIE
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AL R ILIE R 2 6 SPMS B § A 5 pkiE g i A
U 2T 0 f SPMSH TR I B s a T ag éﬁ%‘;v’x #
Ax iR 2T R AR ERARAFEDEY
i E *SPMS F Wi FEiF e R o (L RABHL T ¥ - 25 o
HREFEEDP I R2Z TR P ERPRESF > AT PG EINF L0 TR E
»SPMS » 3 F3ni ¥ 9Tlew 2 L (NPL) © 5§ £ AP HFAM  Ri
Kiﬁ#%ﬁk%@@&iTE?%%’uﬁﬁﬁgﬁgg%ﬁgﬁaﬁg,wg

PRFSAEDT E RPN LAJIEIEY A #173\7\ PR AvZRA ki
F137SPMSe P 147 B BF > f0 3517 F B NI H g 22 50 (&;“ﬁ‘-' 4::» 4 »2006 5 Nouri
and Parker, 1998) » 5 R% - MG FEAFAREFIH IR L RPRFE P RIEAZ

RO SRS R AR TR Tt i%ﬁ—a‘m@ﬁéo R -
AEC G KT ERFR 0 PR R FSPMSE 1 (Tl chE & B BY
Boo g 2 o doiE R 1A ﬁkmw PHGERAPE- R LR T
TROMEEF F 2 - o Tl 2 P TINP K s ivg 3 B (Kaplan and Norton,
2004) B EHAFHENERLIF (RFFHEE 2P K aFEHB)e 2P %
SPMS{s » ff  #8F" % 4 ﬁ'»/wéﬁmé*ﬁ%* S R ’a‘@fk ERES A

Rz e i pRTFRD T2 PR ERALR FiEag ¥
#3004 »\%’z"—“#ﬁl“ SRR R A EMER LT o PR ﬁl&ifri‘KF”Ei*"
FEPRE L d R BB MR BAY S PR 2 e p 54830 - 5% (Kaplan and
Norton, 2004, 2009) °

Big > A TR AT ARG BERFL Y EINFITL
Ffﬁ@’%%ﬁ@iﬁﬂﬁ(wﬁ%\ﬁﬁmﬁi)ﬂi i EREFHLT
VAT %o By fESPMS$E 1 itz Mo W AP AR E R B

BE o B EREGLY EAE Qil;fi’éu\ﬁja')i' B REEE RHA TR g ol
A BRI F AL ¥ 4~ 3 # 1 & (interaction justice )( Kwon, Kim, Kang, and Kim,
2008)~ B A 7L (HRkER 4 0 1994) B8 Fleo ¥ =~ d T E b
Ak L ARV EREOTETHR AT SERRFERI PR E
B EEBTEL DA TR AR SPGB RS B A o TP AT A
E’Iﬁ"ﬁ*?i‘{ 'F‘fﬁf" , %ﬁjﬁﬂgpgﬁw d ’F‘ ? A ﬁ TR RS B g iqw F

FHBEAFNLFHEN S KEFEA T EPH2ZFT B AETHRF LR
ﬁ?*wSPMSw~ ARPFOGe BT o8 AP FTHRFIANREL S EpisEhS
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Sl Mo
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