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Abstract

The data of the Veterans Home and public (Private > nursing home adapted by
this study are from 2004 to 2008. By Data Envelopment Analysis Model > we
evaluate the operating efficiency of nursing homes. Then we test the situation of
nursing homes before and after adding environment variables and compare the
operation efficiency between the Veteran Home and public (private » nursing home.
We also use Tobit regression model to explore the factors that affect the operating
efficiency of nursing homes.

The results showed : (1) There will be significantly affects to the operating
efficiency when environmental variables are involved - the operating efficiency of
nursing homes gets better when environmental variables are considered. (2)
Regardless of the consideration of environmental variables - there are enormous
differences in operation efficiency between the \eteran Home and public
(private) > nursing home. The operation efficiency of public (private) - nursing home
are better than the Veterans Home’s. (3) Concentration ratio and Area nursing home
service capacity of the elderly population cause obvious negative affect to nursing
homes. A firm’s age » there were significantly positive affect to nursing homes.
While the number of elderly veterans and Per capita income (dollars) - cause
significant positive affect to the Veterans Home. Regional hospital service capacity
of the elderly population also provide huge positive affect to public (private) -
nursing home. Social welfare expenditures cause obvious negative affect to the
Veterans Home and public nursing home.

Keywords: Nursing home, Data envelopment analysis(DEA), Environmental variable
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@ %.DEA*T: iz end »DMU » iz » & 4 K&DMU '-rgb%"’“‘%: » 7 o

Shephard (1970) &P%ﬁénﬁi%%?*i£>~ C A :$§a~rL)L*z$'wwo A R I
»EE NG R e 5L 25 F BDMUG szl x 2 «izki é_ﬂzm
iAo T - AL F W ng@a»ag VS S B JERAE S
(Cambers » Chung & Fare » 1996) 2 »<F 8 1 2 - % 2 ¥ G & %ﬁtﬁﬁ
B SDEA™ % 3 % ¢ RDMUS § s 5 Al 4e T ¢

1

Eff (X, Y, )= e
6, =maxé,
s.t.kzk; Z X < (1= 6, X , (mM=123.....M)
gzkysk >(1-6,)Y4 . (s=123.....5)
2, 20,(k=123.....,K) (3)
WA REGFUA S SRR AR o

R

91* B e RSB B E 0 R ADMUK AT ﬁﬁz}é“‘z‘ A DT R et oo

bedt srit o DMUZ 3 S5 5% 7 i % f o A Avk i AR - o o
P~ BIRB REciS D AR Arts
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X RPHEL R
1
Eff (X, Xp\ Yo )= .
(k k Yk) 1+0,
0, =max0,

k
St 2, Xy < (1= 6, )Xy

zk>o& 1,23....,K)

CEEPRRE S LR R AL RE S () 39

TR 2 A NG BB SRS T AT

EFF (X, X, Vi, V5 )= L

1+0,

6, =maxé,

k
SED 7, Xy < (1= 0, )X
k=1

K

e e
Z 7, X5 <XE
k=1

Zy Yo 2 (1_ 04 )ysk’

(m=123....,.M)
v (U=123....,U)
, (s=123......,S)
(4)
(m=123.....,M)
» (s=123.....,S)
v (v=123....,V)
(5)
(m=123.....M)
, (U=123...,U)
, (s=123....,,9)
(v=123...,V)
(6)
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4. 22 F ¥ T

DEAZ &2 #ich 472 > FIr % F L 2T RHMARBRZ I Z 55 o
¢t b > Banker (11996) iph » M DEAMBTE S E (the Asymptotic DEA tests) ;

T TDEABA Y W Ac k- F R A MR 1R AT L FERE

% T A2 2R > ¥ EP DEABRE L E 1L T iﬂ@:T g Mann-WhltneyUtg%
T LA REAML L“tﬁi;"u?ﬂ d Banker (1993) #7341 > d »vsE > 4 7
= IFMK (postulates ) A # b » Flp #2304 T BCCHEA| Pt B 2 »eF @ » H ik
CEA

AR L

TEXPEZL {JﬁéE(pri)} / ZL {1_9 (x . ZJ’FJ)} ‘7

Tewe (% BRX DEA»TF B & dp fica e 3l & ePFie 25 0° 5 BCCHCAl 2 »
i jpffrigm%,\)\xg ’ |: LA IIE ?ij;ﬂi*éiiﬁﬁ%gto

# e DEABCR - T € A P2 Ap i F B PR T a ST
A2 BT o AL E AR HCAI 2 AR Lo f 1B SLWilcoxoniE 7 TR 5L % Bt
wfs 20 BERYE ~ PR RS 2 g 2 b o A uBanker (1993) % Banker and
Chang (1995) #t# J1DEA#rE sut € » & (7 B anfg %o
5. i 7 #C3

AP 8 Tobiti JFHCA] e 4R T SR Y F (C) ~E REEER A
(V) ~ ¥ &z?ﬂmﬁi& Aok RiIAE (RH)~ &+ R X R & 4 0 IR
FE (N~ F2 28 (T~ ¢4 5 (SW)~ TEFRE (=) (D)
ét*: WS s (V) P BF FHAIK 40T
Y=o+ pC+p8,V+[,RH+[F,N+ LT+ LSW + 5.D+¢ (8)

B oL REET 0 & LT



REH R A IR EA TR PR YT LFH BRI (V) F 41
FRPHE R

T~ 7 BER
1.3 58 ¢ &

AP B I2he > FiEiE 8 ¢ & (Concentration ratio » CR) 3+ &
?51%‘?* Fpz e ARR T U é#ﬂ%ﬂ(Herflndahl Hirschman index > HHI)
AT B R R %P;upﬁﬂ+%.°“ﬁ\““ BRI % & i
»‘]}L‘%‘ A B 1 HH'#}* Tl 2 AR -2 AYFHEY BEE N4
R PIAp R EART 10 B0 F R AR M PIAg R EARTY 00 AR
R RN

37 % (2005) AL HERFRFTRE RRAET 2L F (HHI 3 ) %8
#mw%%&ﬁéiﬁﬁ%k’@%%ﬁ&ﬂﬁ@%o%@%(%%)ipf
ZEIE 0 P + /%4.4 g’fﬁ'f =, N Lo, :sa z j_ﬁi"!—; > o /'; *”'J%?%ﬁ"’#m'
%ﬁﬂé%*ﬁ?(Wﬂ@%#winﬂﬁﬁ#ﬁf@(%umﬁ?)

A XS Hdok ;,i I R = R &ETEI/‘ (2004) 45 &) At E 2R F 8 %
(HHI <) R F g £ 7 mf%W? A A B R 0 P RIS R
ﬁ(HHhs)m%&%ﬂﬁwa%ﬁﬁﬁnmiﬁf%nﬁﬁu%J’ﬁﬁmrﬂ
LR FIPAFTHR DT IER

Hl: 3 %3 3587 F 41 (HHI S) 2 X5y s i 1o BEFY

bt b #
Kgbjéfﬂ"t ip@@?

h
>\_.
ht!
A o+
A
=
—%\
®E Lo
U
cke E-2)
Ll
Pl B
/\"3 &=
Gy
ﬁﬁ (\x.
mgzﬂr
%@w
pag)
’f
Z“
i
é.;.
& :
(e
A ﬂ
=
NS A4

H2 3 ft & 52 el 5 HEFEY T I HFRF -
PR FREEE A R BIRIEE
3% (2008) 3p N AR EMFAF A5 FRHW L - XA F

SRR L R ETIR O BEFFEE IR EEIRGE > o g K *‘*“?511,5
&Eﬁmﬁ&j RIS S 2o () :%Fa&%{ﬂé%ff 7 ’séﬁpgrl,%mﬁo

F B (2005) #IRE X & R EPEFL 2RI G 0 S BEATL FR
%W’ﬂ&%&f%%Wﬁiﬁ‘ﬁwwﬁﬁﬁ’Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁArghié
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B LA T A R AR
H3: 3 ¥Rt 2 A r RBE A% HEAPHoFF 2o HFEF
PRAAPHEREE AT JRRE

EEAT LEALTRPHIRBOE S A B L REE LT R ER LY
7%

3 &%(N%)P”%ﬁ’«meﬁéﬂsiﬁ’”ﬁ%“%ﬁiﬁo
AEER B RLERL Y RFE 0 T R AR A g MR Ry

o [
Foag Feso

H4 : %sp&%t&fﬁf%ﬂ&&rmﬁgqﬁ §-}.Q%»1l§§f?), o e EERE
5.2 = & Hc

Oster (1994) # F|Ap ¥+ 372 B 1 FRIRLE G- BETFTEYY SR
0 RERFR O hE /&“E%B?F”m#ﬁy i B F R o WA 2 E
éﬁé %iﬁ%&iz% » ¥ Chenand Lee (1993) % »+ "' (2000 ) Eﬁﬁﬂ""fﬁt I A

2EA O RE aRARE IR 2 KRAPHCE % PO e 4 TE Y Ap B
g\.d\ j%égﬁﬁgg_:! ol"]LL,j\,EH :,%ﬂ’._':iljlf);

AW A B S I REERE -
6.4 ¢ 4RI
38 A (2003) B2 ZRAL € AGFIehpd e L X 7 G = 2 A AR € AR B B

AR RARBPIMFCL IEA 0 T - TR PF - BRRE - B S RO
Mgmfmimﬁ&mm%mMﬁmﬂhwv PR AL € AR TIFT K AR
T FEAIIFE AR T iﬁ#ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’##”%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé
PRAEE A cnd &2 5% A A E R ISR S N R R
ng\—n i’qu%’%&mir’%?

6m(m%)% ﬁ&pﬁiﬂnﬁﬁmiﬂﬁﬁi% Foo 1T &
-k Mm Ko G EmEESL S H Y 2 LSS RAT A 0 & Bk
(2006)7; Jf 4'§E”L3If‘j‘ﬁ* g%ﬁ’f Lo "“"ﬁ’ P P 1 ) S A 0 T T iR e
m§$?’ &%&gm?mﬁhﬁﬁﬁim’%wémﬁAﬁgiwﬁ
2EARE AGARTIB S 0 UREZ A CARTIH 6 & D oo

g TR PN E BRI EABIERE R FR w0 X AR
flig g aER 4> 1 93 A4t AL EABTIFEH v 5 52 909+ > B BT



RER YA ’f“‘j"*"z*—‘z%#ﬁﬁq—’s PR 2 F R g KA L R e () F 43
—e%ﬁkfﬁ7 g

X AR DEAR B AP T FR p 9l B F g s Tk amd
ABRENEREEL ) B F EEEAR L BERY %&@ﬂ;% RS
F90% M i H Y 2 E P Mo EA A EREREE P Mo s X AR
REEEESY -
- PREIVEESRIEABHER A Hiz:+ =
X A AR FEART 2
arar e b st B m S b2y e
sn PROEGE gy SEBHLE $oRfief 2 iR At
’f"]..:,';?;..:}‘,‘_ B peal A3 3 g%ﬁ’f' A ;fﬁflj.‘ﬁ;‘_ [
B v

91 21,980,222 956,584 15,001,933 15,958,517 73% 94.01%
92 25,093,515 1,486,710 19,093,245 20,579,955 82% 92.78%
93 27,417,747 1,415,947 23,892,072 25,308,019 92% 94.41%
94 28,202,729 1,128,526 26,268,706 27,397,232 97% 95.88%
95 30,515,553 1,226,334 27,406,706 28,673,040 94% 95.58%
96 33,875,415 1,706,871 29,769,418 31,476,289 93% 94.58%

97 36,779,096 3,729,372 31,426,388 35,155,760 96% 89.39%

FTAL KR & P Feds g

AT RRE Y AP LA RBESRE A AR e i
&%%T’K&ﬁ%&‘ﬂﬁ%%ﬁ&mﬁﬁﬁ’f%@?”ﬁﬁ%‘;i’
P55 il o 5 BT R FIFORRATE SR D e 8 A
EIE LA & £ LA A0 R RS Y % E BRI
# g;fgw ¥R BRSBTS

PAREARTIA NG S HEFE SR BTG e BT RE
7. TR R A ()

K:?f?r]/\ﬂ%’"%ﬂmi\aﬁi ?I’s AR g o r%wﬁ'}‘J mﬁ LR - kY
A T AR R R Ry I‘5<m% AR (FRER > 2002) o Aot KA
R R RS E S H A LR (2007) 5T RS R LA
;LTH'?‘ ) ‘é—_atiﬁgﬁdt_;ﬁ-,& = AT -g;" (4;[@;‘1;\:&) HIF T s R R AT E T
REEE A DAL A B TR o Bl AT RN T ARG

H7 : T35m 248 (7)) #4 2 fnd i o FRE -
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L

-~ At b
AR o 2 B D REF R A A R Ar R =
%T leﬂﬂ5ﬁ%ﬁf““%ﬁiﬁﬁ%ui€ﬂ - 5 5
P R ’ﬁrlﬂﬁﬂ\mﬁ”")j} Ao Rk kg A 31?18*’*&4{3"3&
*%W%%l4hﬁﬁ&’ﬁﬁﬁi o RBEFEAE G 2IVRAZE L
FRPPEHE 2 AN G DRE B BB TE %ﬂﬁ@é ng ¥~
BT E R 2007 3 f o e {3 R R K2 LK TR
BRB R TR E G B

Lo RESEATEBELTE A NTP 2 MR

L%
frel

\_.

\::\\I_L&:,ro'gfa‘;}

R N R

T 1 (n=223) T o i A B B

F AP L
B Adk (4) 78 42 183 11
e e ff (T3 28 48,473 67887 344,622 504
Bk e (F) 405 300 1,323 36
A dIEp
2 "Sﬁ%%‘ A (4) 310 261 1,269 18
P~ TRB R
B EREXEAT 122,533 81,721 297,429 13,568

A NRE ¥k
BET lwﬁF fhad 2,426 2,142 8,036 119

22 BEREABHE > ~ANAP 2 HENRFLA
“t§ 4 (n=85) = o L bt bl

F T p o
A1 A8k (%) 103 36 176 37
e (T3 20) 111,509 74,575 344,622 31,137
Bt () 641 277 1,323 208
A dIEp
7 “"Tﬁ‘a%" A (4) 495 268 1,269 118
FTRB R
B REEACT 117,017 73,570 297,492 28,858
AR B R

PRV EF 2,224 1,959 8,036 261




EEAL ¥ A IR AR AP eF LT I AL RS () § 45
FRPHE R

“74 4 (n=93) T ¥l L A B B

FrFEp

A1 Ad(4) 49 30 125 11

Wy e ff (T3 D8 8,736 9,094 37,982 504

Boiedg () 209 205 979 36

A A1 p

FERE A (1) 156 187 929 18

o B R

BEREEATD 126,367 83,238 297,492 38,105

A NRB %k

PR OB 2,468 2,133 8,036 586
23 OFEFEH AN L HAERFA

“T5 4 (n=45) T 35k R BB B E

F AP L

BiAdc(+) 90 39 183 31

Wy e f (T3 a8) 11,527 5,343 21,260 3,505

Boiedge () 361 166 624 72

A 3P

FERA A (1) 276 122 534 47

P BB R

BPEREEAD 125,031 91,968 297,492 13,568

AN EE R

BERT SR 2,720 2,436 8,036 119

BREERFFRELEE

A U3~ Fe 2 CCR2 BCCA fafirdl 1% % #5418 225327 » #5
BERZFE  ANFTHELSZ TATREERE, 2 T REEREK, A %L
s A TR B SBT3 R o
Lains 22 258

B A X A PHESF £ DTG BB DMU - Hor H0A] Y R
PrF A s FpF B AT E o B A GHE RN EA S o
(1) R T E A 47

ER s AW T RHEIRPOERK T 0 L DMUE s @ G 2 4 e g
B 4~ B ACCREAT » & 4c ”Iﬁﬁ%ﬁi\él"ﬁﬂ?’: 7 7®BDMU»cF & 51>
2P0 HR A F3.139% 0 B 4 B HRB FEK 0 F ILEDMUF E 5 10 1k 2R
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»e113.901% > % £ 4SS Y e d it o H ¢ 24BDMU et » TRE B 0 L
REHECSE R L ApH R H o AR M 24BRDMUL S BARA TR L
#EE‘I—M%AI‘* # 8> I%Pr‘]%m-éc)\é‘fﬁ*i—f Z\IFL}J —1?33;:3°

(2) $EiFscsk B A 47

o~ 2 BCCH AR EFE > A4 g I3 $5F4,7 » £ DMU
W AFETFoREY A E AR EAEE TR T4 F oS e A
Ko~ RBHET > F19BDMUsF B 51 fb 2304k £8.520% > @ 4o » TR
FHis > PG 62BDMU»aF & 510 1k 2304 £27.803% > % & B HEHTHE
Enﬁﬁésbﬂ4waﬁoﬁ643®DMUH%¢%ﬁ%$ﬁéﬁ*%ﬁﬂ%?*@$ﬁ
o BT Y ERRREHE T AR I B
(3) HArraF B A 17

RFeF N & EDMU R fe i £ F A R o BMa 3 0 Ak
BB BT > F TBDMU S & 51 i 2304 A3.139% 0 @ 4o » TR Hic
6 Rl 3LBEDMU»cF (g 3 1> ik 2304k #13.901% » 3 AHireF feif £ % o
F) L e TRB F1E #9109 DMUF E b2 s Bt ¥ BTk R lcH H ok
4

2. 4 L s 4o
A I - T L

LA 2R ALK PILT ERRA (n=223)

R p e P AT F
(CCR Model) ( BCC Model) ( CCR/BCC Model )
EES DMU % DMU % DMU %
4 TR B R
x1 7 3.139% 19 8.520% 7 3.139%
0.9-1.0 27 12.108% 44 19.731% 169 75.785%
0.8-0.9 49 21.973% 41 18.386% 18 8.072%
0.7-0.8 34 15.247% 30 13.453% 19 8.520%
0.6-0.7 33 14.798% 29 13.004% 3 1.345%
062 73 32.735% 60 26.906% 7 3.139%
K A 223 100.00 223 100.00 23 100.00
T RER R
T RTRB
x1 31 13.901% 62 27.803% 31  13.901%
0.9-1.0 44 19.731% 43 19.283% 142  63.677%
0.8-0.9 45 20.179% 40 17.937% 23  10.314%
0.7-0.8 29 13.004% 37 16.592% 13 5.830%
0.6-0.7 42 18.834% 30 13.453% 7 3.139%
0.6:27F 32 14.350% 11 4,933% 7 3.139%

B3t 223 100.00 223 100.00 223 100.00
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AP R

2R EF AL RBAFENTT 0 2 H PR AT LB R
K’éf‘ 7 2 Wilcoxonts T &4 ~ Hopir s ey £ B ¢ > L U DEABRE MLt ik w0
W RS RHCLT ¢ B SRS o B R B b R R 0 bk @39
FHREODERLGE) BT RABHE L R REKE > 2R %) 0 EW
ilcoxon% DEABrE st ¥ 16 70 32 g F R > A1 TR B S Bcinde » #3030
TEIHEFRP O ATFEX R PHLSY I REREL AT LG A
A TP NN g_ EP P TSREFER (2008) frikwmBRAp e

W2 A R PE oS TR adp AT Y 0 WA R R TRE
*RANE R RPN AT FRLROCR TR AT RIRA R B
PR el S 1

25 IRBBPEDLFLELNL - 2IE L B (n=223)

R Ty R
5P (CCR Model) (BCC Model) (CCR/BCC Model)
T 3ok L T 3o L T ok i

AE BT P 0.688 0.202 0.745 0.187 0923  0.135
SO EL X 0.792 0.165 0.852 0.143 0930  0.111
Wilcoxon ~12.505*** (0.00) ~11.699*** (0.00) -0.309 (0.757)
rank sum
DEA- Texe % 1.730***

*:p<0l>**:p<005>***:p<0.01-

2.\ E T s () FXRPHTFR 2B
L) ff%*"%i;?< A4t

~ e‘iﬁ—n BCCREA ™ » A4 » ZBEREITEF EFRo Aoy LR
ﬁ&f#ln\ 34~824BDMU»cF & 51 & B ik 2304k & 94.706% ~ 8.602% %
88893%"‘”‘“3‘ Bl E R o (X )‘%’fé%%}ﬁi‘#%”ﬁS‘Zlﬁ 187 DMU
e E ALl A Bk IR A 9.412% ~ 22.581% % 40.000% - & & apE &
Wad BHRBETFZ L AHEHEY &Y > RN ~ S ARG L

ra-.7 EEKO

(2) FprrF @A 47 -
AR BBEEET O ERES (R) ¥ F %\ﬁ‘ﬁﬁé 7 16 ~18% 177 DMU
»*-3;;% fﬁ;; 15 4w ik >384 A 618.824% ~ 19.355% % 37.778% » @ 4c » TR & F #c
P ERE N () F ’3%}31‘?\? 736 ~36% 30DMU»xF B 21> & %] ik 2>
%‘K F j\ £742.353% ~ 38.710%£ 66.667% > % 4 » TR B ¥ ﬁt}fﬁﬁfﬁ& AT

FH g ez P
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(3) Afre s B A 47
RBCH K2 L DMU BRIl L3 2kl - FHA 5 0 BA G
U REE £ G (A) YA KL T4 10 4BDMUS & il
w] i 2204k £4.706% - 10. 753%& 8.889% ; 4 » TR Hicis » HFE 2 (1)
FEAPHL G 8212 18BBEDMU» T @ 5 1> &~ 5 i 2304k £9.4129%+22.581%
% 40.000% > 4 e TR REHHB S S AP e E G 2o 2 B £
oy & %#ﬁ%mﬁi@q’%uisun%fwﬂw P FBARF K LHE A
W woF B¢ 20.9~12 B 0 &7 % 200 DMUSHL R i © i B i 4

B A A Bt BRI

g
‘m\\

o

( 3

Lt S Dmuﬁﬂgﬁww e e

b DMU % DMU %
Y RIS R
%01 4 4.706% 16 18.824% 4 4.706%
0.9-1.0 4 4.706% 19 22.353% 27 31.765%
T 09 m 77 90.588% 50  58.824% 54 63.529%
)3 85  100.00% 85  100.00% 85  100.00%
g1 8 8.602% 18 19.355% 10 10.753%
s 0910 23 24.731% 30 32.258% 60  64.516%
P09 62  66.667% 45  48.387% 23 24.731%
2 93 100.00% 93 100.00% 93 100.00%
%01 4 8.889% 17 37.778% 4 8.889%
e 0910 17 37.778% 16  35556% 26 57.778%
P09 24 53.333% 12 26.667% 15 33.333%
|3 45 100.00% 45  100.00% 45  100.00%
w3t 223 100.00% 223 100.00% 223 100.00%
LS X

%01 8 9.412% 36 42.353% 8 9.412%
w0910 18 21.176% 24 28.235% 40 47.059%
AT 09 59 69.412% 25  29.412% 37 43529%
)3 85 100.00% 85  100.00% 85  100.00%
g1 21 22581% 36 38.710% 21 22.581%
s 09-10 23 24.731% 23 24.731% 50  53.763%
P09 u 49 52.688% 34 36.559% 22 23.656%
)3 93 100.00% 93 100.00% 93 100.00%
%01 18 40.000% 30 66.667% 18 40.000%
& 0.9-1.00 17 37.778% 14 31.111% 20 44.444%
B 09 = 10 22.222% 1 2.222% 7 15556%
]t 45 100.00% 45 100.00% 45 100.00%

B3t 223 100.00% 223 100.00% 223  100.00%
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FRPHE R

*# 3 f1* Mann- Whltney BETRGFH AT T RREREE Y R R K
ERT O HERE S (A) FRAPREY ORI LT d AL T R
2R YR P AR £i1m’%mp“%@%a%&*$%¥iﬂ’a%
FESFXAPEE SFHAFIRPHONIHT AT REERE B2
FLER o

24 TRBRARECT LR R T LHELEBIHE (n=223)
FRg HoTr PR
5 P
A4 E%k TREBRE® ATEERE TRERAE ATEERR YRR
B % ¥ #e L& S #e L& S L& S

8w g n -3.337*** -0.745 -1.176 -1.182  -4.266*** -2.869***
>R (0.001) (0.457) (.240) (0.237) (0.000)  (0.004)
B3 g A -4.464*** -5.119***  -3.863***  -3.990*** = -3.685*** -4.284***
S (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)
-1.707** -3.466*** -1.922** -2.972** -0.169  -2.456**

FEAY (088) (0001)  (0.055)  (0.003)  (0.866) (0.014)

* 1 p<0.1 > ** 1 p<0.05 » *** : p<0.01 -

B HNE RO G5 it 2
LIS R MR TR R R A A kR AT A

%;H#i;:ff%mvm s hod Lo FEREZ B B e » TR Bk
o EpEa (1) § %ﬁ&ﬁ&mu FALF I R R KR Rt
F3 G Lo ;}i,{ﬁzﬁ"%mﬂﬁui’%f *‘Lﬁ#%)‘p})ﬁ‘l?é‘ép EH R Y
B BT S G R 0 B FWHREFL &P TR miEY o R

:;\

Kook S G 4 i o /Ej{}éi%fﬁ%gtw s T F EE A N A THRE S
BHRCH B Lo MEFRF BEFRFAL ; SFLABERD LEM -
PR Rk 6o et BB T A YR AP E 0 EEETE A

AL RET RY BB SEFT L M%ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬂ\ e 4
T 2 Wilcoxonie &4 ~ Frz i ,}Lg » £ U DEA#HE Bt 70 B
PR REREAT ¢ RS E o Wllcoxonﬁ TR o M s g
o ﬂ#a‘#ﬁ’f%@% Foere g o fde » TR Rl HE ;ig :«, B EE
VG R RS A R PR B e 0 BRE R L > HH LY T BT
*‘??%‘*ﬁﬂ & ?E ‘ﬁ)j*uéiﬁffm @ 3 > DEAWTE # afga:f;\m’ Hq o (%)
u:;g #4‘:)\% %ﬁiﬂ‘:}i"'”fﬁ’i” &E#mﬁ¢_§|3

g
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Ll F RN RRRELRFLIRE - LHTEBYE
Bl e e e
7 7 Tiofe  fEE T EL Tk fpEg
% %.(n=90)
AE BT P 0.634 0.205 0.802 0.164 0.791 0.180
¥ BT B 0.813 0.141 0.923 0.103 0.881 0.120
Wilcoxon rank sum 75255 "7 115 "5.957%
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

DEA- 'exe s % 2 578%**
14 (n=118)
A BTRE R 0.755 0.211 0.786 0.163 0.961 0.181
IET L 0.832 0.164 0.895 0.138 0.930 0.105

_ -7 525%** -7 475%**
Wilcoxon rank sum (0.000) (0.000) -2.223 (0.824)
DEA- 'exe s % 1.569%**
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1o @ 1,919 B 0.8722 Z B 0.538
£ & 7 1,985 B A B 0.8549 374 B 0.543
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