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220 glo}A ibtEel U@ AFEE AA F7HA Aol M ol FojAd itk ke Al
w2 Azsl=d Aed fixel 2EE BE &5k 4 iE 1 (Procedural Justice; PJE ekal)
ol Tt st An AA RHE RE 5Ei s b 1 (Distributive Justice; DIZ. 2F3)
olt}. oleld FAMMNEE S Aol N 27 e So AgS wjAe A2 WE

A gt

] THE AEEe] 14e A9 Al A% NS HEE AG d5E
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HAael e APEe] FHE olFol Ko 1980y TUHRE e FikosibtEe] B
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AR HRDENS A28 425 PIe 298 4usis BEoie PIRde X g
HEAE R ed k¥ 3e] gr} Linde Tyler(1988) = BERRES dten =9
MEFEe Hikt 1A Fe WART THEA Q45= olf. & PJAEIZ HAsl
olfel Hiete] 47 A8l Folx mage A st

dhit= Thibaut & Walker, Leventhal 9] PJol &oll Al A& {8 A B F 22 (Self Interest
Model; <13} SIMo 2 <ag)olu 12 shbi e dAsY oAl 7|2t P} 3
@e) QA4 FaH AR As] Az # B EE =2 (Group Value Model; o] 3}
GVMez <%3g)olty o ¥ wale] 7 zax Yelzt B #AIFKS B8 olsje
@ AL Aol ¥F o] ¥ muo] mAAILMS dgetr] A8 AARAAT 5
DIEEE FHetel £ 2de) e Hasue @ o= #AAM K @M E
SIMz} GVMe] ddime} g EHFHAN AES vHE WEEL T2eD o] Mg
=% HINENS #AE ENPoeM 5 muyo yuusg Ul BEma o oolg
THM Z2HFHAA e olafe Zg yolm Uotzba 22 godel] ojulgls AlAMH S
A A&t m A} g

tle  rlo

rr

1. %THR 85
1. SIMol| 2|5t M#AEMS| R may

datel FHER Aoto] t§ Ea o) PJotcte] 98¢ mdzeld d2e SIMe 7|
T S AEEE Al ol A¥go 2 2UAAY 334 A0 nagas
A AE2 Heshe #2T AE F7EE AoY o gz vy ggHos
L=t 2=

Aol feldol PIo) 2HE Agedel@ 3 o gy ojele] B4 omg
A8 Aol ol BESEs 879 o BuA Lo gom Aolebs 7y 2
Teh @k PIZE SIMOl AN 248 REUW AW 2ne e Ui Am
FEY 2039 S el 3HY ARl M ovigoiR @y g
2 Aclth Wt o] mdo] Axste wiko} 2HE AN 25 BRANGE A

L EDE WA AN NE D5S 2ANWRACE YoEA G AL A% zua
Aoz By Hojg,
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SIME we PJ7l 47 598 228 AANE AgsEc g3hoz of R 4
g4 gsaAs B9 3714 o9 A8 £48 AUA MEe Lste ¥ez 54

B AR e s dFdZe s "AS Aztat Pl dg #yel wAe el
15& wdse w2 P Fedel BRe Fadd AQn ziv 2 e &
Asssan 7A@ &+ 2 Aol 23el Fedel AAFE AAEA WAF
o zaAol Zustn, 1 WAUE & ARt FFste A A3 AT 8.4
£ 9A =0E Aolth. EI FAS AxrF ALFHUE Aels 7 =S sidsin A
Foim Azs 7] @2 Ple F84e T4 Rolth

N

=

L

1) 4 F)tk (favorability) 3 Mz b
Tyler(1989)% AFifEe] PIst PJol 3¢ wiXe A7da2 ANAH. 12 PJel
SoHcs vr} gakeo] #a Aoz veignr 1t AAEHES Bk A A &
W3 Ay Al EddAd 2Asdt AWAQ slEeze d¥dd oA AAHA=7HE
zAagn. AU Endde Adtd ds) FA AP AL BRE I il gt
Ao AP RS wmata, ok AbgelA 24 ZoE v

o] BAz vasts 47HK FHo R AT

;:_1

sn, e AgE

) %1% (importance) 7} #AL N ENE

Tyler(1987)e EEfEe] FFAol thae) 9F& vAE 22 dulstn Ao, BE
o] AFlERTHE Ao ¥e Aoz vehkth Leung® Li(1990)e ERIES 2
dEA9 Z2d 2AF shtzA GFUS.

3) It (control) T HKRATFHE

Thibauts} Walker(1975)% thebet BAalZ d1EE Fofol BAS F3& Al
Case BAsAEAd oA FrA BARE. 5 HEEAS AREAT AL
2 AReg BHEAE 2AE ANST WES Wolx B NG 7 A& BAE
dustn, AAEAL Azel B GFE A £ A FAF T AFAAE
AuARgel FAASe FANE e A% o 2P YAEcke Aot

£

Lind,Lissak® Conlon(1983)< %% 7} AREAHT F833 AP EA= AHF
Ag QAEA guzz Fasivte AHEE EAAUC Leung® Li(1990)+ A% A+




B3t AN ool Wolm, RFYH ABolA PJo YIS vAGE AL S

2. GVMo| o/ A48t A M R 8E

GVME d4she Ailel 7ba) @k ohiel S49 Fdolu Agle] 7xe] o zsha
PIel B22 etk 3971 Wee] of 2] 21819 Leventhalel 2P4 750z 7|
& 7R (ethicality) 0 2 Viehiix = 258 PIude 2@ 22 e9ld 9 Adan
ASY ¢ ool A (GRS W) ERYE =5y G40 Bge Yoo AR
AL A Az AelTh 2 g U@ o] A Eo] 2 HYR o] BUe oW Exo)
A AAY 2Ydel FBE 01U AUAET S ¥ + U A se] P me e
HOASH B A AR au @ el R uo Basdtn Be A
Fol 2 Aolghe d2L & % Yo},

GVMe =3 ddolud A S5¢ g 4#3lc) PJo 982 njd foz ne

P

‘-Uiv‘

S 29088 da¥ WL ANEDS s sste Fus AdEe] Basn zo
S B e YEs 3 dselY. o] 298 PO uie] gx sjuHe sha

o1 R 89ez A" Aot

GVM=2 PJe] Fedel thal H7tx] ol 22 beojzg. of EdAMNE BikE 93 A7)
Hom fod A%e gSan193 oty Zela 7 ope ALR ] glolA sb Fa
BEol sz B7) u) o SIME T} PJoj ojs) H 2 3842 ¥osit} o]zl o
T2 A2 ddate] 24 B Asld glojy B oaryg vld 7heAde] gt
EF dae Pded 9@ 943 ddsd ddsoignn H7]l W g PJe Faxe
EHe 2849 &59 Aotk wd B LEEE fEdol7] WE AEA stx g
oA nFste ARYSS W2 A4 2o Buw Zlolct.

GVME £¥ Pl Mg mifrrl Bobg s Al s 54 Fa48 et
7HE @k dx7h 743 #¥ (value expression) 7 £ (politeness) 2] &bl gt A4}
HE FE UF ddo] S oA B e FAeta] Rite Alge Ferg ol
Ao AE AP FeAo Eda MY Holoh EHEE A Are zpalel w1
A7F 54 Ee AR 0] R Warm 2T AeA) A 2 o "Haa 23

o
Jm
ofu
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suwe el e Ao, 2a1 FREAZE AHA7b AE A9 A¥A T
wgm E3E A Foloh wHE BATE Weelvh Al A AAE HR A
AZThT 2w A ¥HAY FUs vy slelth

1) w74k (neutrality) = HLKEATETE

714 BAC AN AFFER A7IE LT wg g4 b £ stk daldl B
¥e sopaAL M2E & Ade] &7 el & ASE k. 1dng ol F
B & o)Al wasl FHE(favorability) ol 27¢ REE AL w@dHt AFE
A7 @r1A9 Htel £8% %F 7 goid B A atale] Ao RNE A& A7}
suax e Brhg & W77 Lindsh Tyler(1988) Ase dAdRd Y AAE
Qoo zRE RE AMgel FHI 5% E Rolete 714 S ¢ Aolgtn FAUCH

asue mEEESYe] A AAEE oid ARa felg A7E dustd 24
s may) ke 2% e 2940 #AY nse fdse 29 998 vEAE
el £4¢ BE Aol AHdelth

o =AM AN AREL Bl A= AR = qirtgel BAE 718 Rel
H(Tyler, 1989). 13 & Leventhal (1980)& 7 uh | (bias-suppression) 2 E @3t
KoE#e AR gdoz AAIAT

9) —H 1k (consistency) 3 AN

ga7r 2R A7k AR Al BAgol AduHA HgHojol k. 2E
A@Eo) WY —EiEe Aol o gape W E AFAA §5F HeE AHFE
ne oujgch Aol ¥ —EiEE At A9 o vk 2o oz AAHE A
& ojuigct, olAe Wxe] Wiyt 2YLUA o)2olHo} anf, BAY ZE AEE
A eaE) el Foiol dnte A BAES

Leventhal (1980)& Fikaibtel WA 7122 Mdalstn Aot

3) EMENE (accuracy) # HIESIEM

Leventhal(1080) & 2 3% R ojAste ARl oloizlE AMY Bold WA
s} 2Egad wAdgn FEd. 23l Reg g, 2 LR et BEA
g7d o AsA ojFold Holgte AHLE gaxATE 842 a7t TR A
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2 344 & F7he Aot (Lind & Tyler, 1988). Ielmz Ruldxsl 28] o
ddzn FRY 712 AARSE Al 2RYL 9L wobd ol

4) {RPE (ethicality) =} #Ek 4

Leventhal(1980) & Hi-kZEt:S a7t HEMETS SoAe @ Ao 71ze =

TE AENE FHE olRan FHIDG. 2a £ATEs}, H2E FUES. AN
€ AT EY} s 5o WA HEMES HSsle oS UG

Tyler(1989)= AtgE< z2e1M 9 ¢4 (standing) & F£8A|8 1. Al A A% 28 o
o1 AR -7t 2] zAWel M A tE YRE ATahe AMolgn A
BT, ek AbEe] RadA ¢S Qe o zgo) A daM we x9= )
Aoz HFYntn dAYG. Bz TEa ER2AL W Mo k& g
e Aoz dFdade AL ou g,

ute}A Leventhal®] ethicalityst Tylere] standing - Y] %% v 2 e tn B o4
hov EiRAEMS 28 2¥Wsetn @& 4 gl

5) (SRR (trust) 7} #HME S EM:

vl A7)z 423E 2] B2 Agse 229 oo 2P Ba Al
Hltrust) = 229 %rt Agsln FHen YR WAoo ABSE s n
by 2EE Egds Mdelth(Tyler, 1989). 229 o mi= SHE Fa3t. st
B A dEgol AAEER HdF VAS 28 £ JES H37) gRog AT

23 2 S8 H7l B FH4e iMoo BE do| Yold Q7o
Gk Berlth 23] WiRel ArREe] 2o g 2Ye 229 ond ga ol
Bstmkel] wel gebac

OHQ

6) FATLH: (Reciprocity) = #1575 i 44

HR LS BYste 8d224 A AL ohxiw o] ojrie] FHELH
UL TaY 9% vieae 220 sbrst. THYEY NP olALH
Holuh Azoll g FE PR AT 2eu AR2ZE AN 297 BT M
DEES 2% 8oz Fod Aoz won

°]

r
ST
rflo



1. BRBR BE

1) EARH 2D (SIM) o) Ao RS RRE

SIMe| 217 @ AEe Asel Balel 97l WEel sgel Hel FAlsteln deba 2
T (Tyler, 1987). olWel BAAE BAA 4@ 2ADE PAY £ A AN P
Aag Augctn dREdd %o

- o]+ Thibaut & Walker(1978)% 17l 33 A& /HA% Rej7] wj el
Ao Brett(1986) 27cl vhere Adel M@ FAE AR Ae] MEelHm E
A e dge FuAste wEe
AL Aolats Aol 71EE oltha FAkElo A ght} (Greenberg & Folger, 1983).

Tyler(1980) & AFIHE PI%k DIl 4 %g olAE AFAAE ANAGE. 282 2 3hol
da Fagel FA4d ad 9ag nAE Ao dwsa ek F@ Leungd L
1990) A EAE Ak TRAIR Fagel Hobxlm, #FARIAA PIA IF
& magE ALe wnd

el RSt Askol @ BTl PIgdel 9 o3 Aew q%E 29
Je Aw . Adgse Ads o9& APAes FUAAY YA WA Ly
ao mael AT ABet KA BAE FRekE Aol ARRH AR
=9

sebd SIM¥i4. 3 AL, WK FCHItER PJ R DIskel el ssted Tha
pe A8E A8

wpnoze 1@ FAZ BH sala ANE

flo

o

H,: fEAEHZDSIM)ATrs Uik EvEel 2 8S v A Relth
H,, EAfHZASIMATE % sl EfE(DD o] 43 vl Aot
S EAEAEY SIM) RS R e (P o) e v 710l T},

—_

) w2 (GVM) ol o AR FHEadtel 308
QUM SR RS e AW wx zATe 714 BAE FadsH, sk 4

o = z49 7% (solidarity)§ X qarz AXUA weln o 2el wetd
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= F8A8E Ao THE #1& Rolgy) By ey &
GVM2 Thibautse} Walkere] Exgawc) PJeo] o]moj

el 471H e
WAL MY AAe As4o2 Yheg ve 2ag
UA71E wha, 3 2 A4Yatgol Fuse

=715 bk
GVME Q4&te Aolel 7% ma otHat S48 Yo} Az e) ZHAl el 2] 23}
PJo] 328 =g 247] wfFo o Rd oy Leventhalej FTHYTH oz F4a)
& {@F2H (ethicality) © 2 Ueha= go IS PIRde] JaAY Ay golo) u Zeletn

ARE AT QU e Wl Tese S way sy erel o)e
AR PN Az At aeyg de o Axge) pasnw o sye o

TEA AN 2 992 Y B qae 2 gg
VEAL A e SN 2R @ 2 molgs) oo
e Aoleh: e @ 5 qq
23/ 2

bl

A" SFW gy syse Uatajoln) ofe ARy = Pt RS s)gw A
o] tH(Tyler, 1989) o] 7l & Leventhal(1976)< R
iRz iEtEe] R eolorm A& AT

R LR R R E! AbghEh Albell BAlglel o dUHA HEgolo} g} ne

#Eel g —-Ffte Pxte) os @ dEE L RE ATy TTY W2 &

£ 2ugth Aol et —HAME d3ie) wan ENAYA o] Rol Aol sl @

" EE AEZoA g Hel Folol duts g wy Tt Leventhal(1976) & fijk
niEtEe) A 2| zeg My sta 9l

Leventhal(1976) & %34 BE A sted Aol olEE AMY Holm @i

ha
josd
==

7| (bias-suppression) 2 & # 5l of
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o
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gl
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Hate] 2FAHE =712 Ao|ch(Lind & Tyler, 1988). 2322 Fujdaizt FH g
AT B UG 2o oAPTR Hate FHAHL W& gobd Heln

Tyler(1989) & Al@S2 Zao)r e 9] (standing) & F8AIG . AME A g
glo} A AeNzre) W7k Aol 2ol A dF FRE AFste Zeolsn d
gigich, ghek AlRESo] RatA il $E weod 2] Al s ¥ AHE 7t
A Moz e LA o e gedtn 2R AHE des Al ¥ A9
o e Aew FfAcke AL ndn

mtz}4] Leventhal?} erthicality®} Tylere] standing? ®l&# ¢nlE Zetin
olom FikabtEel 0% 2PALSD & 5 Ak AU B 4HE 7
7) o] Ause 2do omo ML %ach A (trust) & 2 Yz il o
G Azhshiavkel whel @ebxic

gz gojde] ARUACLA WL MMAEEY F2¢ d¥E v A=
& 7 o,

ubgbA] GVME S Z stk — B, FeE ®IEN. (REME. AEEs PJ F DJst
o] fA dale) dhgx 2 M E e

A,

r
e

4>

l

D EEEERY (GVME e AT 938 v Rl
CEMEBERD (GVM) A S SRAERDI A 982 v1d Rels
CEEEEZD(GVM) RS E BRAER (P d%FE mA Feldh

3) EAEF = (SIM) 3} $EEHISD(GVM) 9 HEE A Rl

ge Ase 2% @7 A9 AEE BITPL el WP BUE Fedeqrt =
% Grreenbergs] BARNAT(1987)0INE An7k 2PRLRE Bae ol T3
9. 283 LaTowrd7(1978) 4 FHBEE Bhede APFA) B5E A &
X REThE S BAFATh old@ FAEE SIME AAsE Holn Ael U
Bge $HAoz 1 A} & AAE QANE A M A€ LS A
A el g ATE AL WY F AvlelgE FHAZ W sHAsb ek

U Ha9 AFAFES GFE GVMs dx@d. oy d7Ee B HEe
AgEdel 9% PJe Ane e ARde SPHolh: A4S HelFg 5 97

Aol Aol AL vl Aoz B & de AV olf7t fle AEAME Ad2 N
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st Aol PIZ Axstcts 7otk (Lind & Tyler, 1988). o181t F3-& )= sl
Earlys} Lind(1987)% PJol 3lolM 749 Eae] a8 4aAm @AM HEaten.
2T ARG PIRT Alelo] ojviele AnpAst BRH R g adez BAH
@ PItdel 9012 ohgic}

TR Bdd fe P ;o) FH ey e A= AY A A e A
2o Z o} (Miller, Jackson, Mueller, and Schersching, 1987). o] ATo|4 AAe] TAHA
< A7 A dehd galastEcs Ago] E yu pade °l9)-3 dvh} iy
E7hb Bt A fdse) e Aoz yegoh @403 Adel izt #4de 54
4 288 8otk Z FHM| ot BAL AY Bui T Bddo] gk, =4 SIMu
TEE PIRT} DJo), GVMHE 58 DI Plof) of 988 njagez 2 T At

Hy: BAEAZY(SIM)H 4 Eo] EEfREd(GVM)V S5l SR AIEM (D)o o
& AdYol F ol

He' RERETD(GVM)EsEo] MARHEA(SIM) Hasun B R S IEAE (PJ) o)
g ddde]l 2 Helr},

2. WMol RN T

1) MMEIEYES] sy

(1) HF[# (favorability)

HAES AFEFA 209 $8o os) sHolo] we AFRERZA 7} ol vl g2
stotm QI4eh: FEE olnlain $al olg olAlmzel Al ZhelM 2@ =2 2
Ao S, FA0 matin Yztshe 5, FE go| vy Aotz Azste e 9
AtnRtel M F& HILE wa dn Yztets Yy =S

{2) E¥ M (importance)

BERMESE ARERAAYY $ 8o 2a) 7Holo] wre ANFEHZD T s 7folo] 2o
dhe Faxe PEE ovain 1, Y. AAluvle 4 FdolM 2@

(3) #dil1% (control)

HHE S AEETA 28e] 8o os) sjole] we NEEHE Zao s zpale] g
Aot st FeEe] w2 onjstn of gy Ao A7t upeE o) gl

d2Aoz JgHo) YA D Ae7te 52 A, 9lilmate Al SRelA 2 gt
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(4) a7 (neutrality)

e ABEEA o] olw A 8 Folu Ao osiH dgE LA Y3
e85 D doin Adate FEE ousiy 3, F, Al dstel YT

(5) — &M (consistency)

S EEe AEEEA Ao ANEFH 2% RE AlgdA FdstA HEEH A
o]l 24 YHHez eI YR ANeE FEEH £, gF. Artnde A 24
oA FF At

(6) IEFEHE (accuracy)

e ABSEA Ago gl 21E3 P88 YR s L AT A4
= AEg ovlad 1, . dAmael A FHAA ZP o

(7) {R¥24 (ethicality)

FEREe AESEEA 2o 80l dlolA At FHAES AAH delE EFEUM
Mestn ubn Qe HEE ou|atn Aitet AmAGae] F FueA FHIAH.

(8) {ZH#tE (trust)

ERte AREmA A 80 old B P4 FEFARR AALE F U=
2 2H9EL goaan w¥stn dotn dsts AT viss dAtet HnAY
o] ¥ oM FH gt

(9) fIHM (reciprocity)

e AFEmA e £80) loly 988 PR §E} AREE @MU

olZolA 3 iutm Q4EtE FEE o vl ot

2

2) s EYE #EL
(1) 5Bk TE (Distributive Justice)
SRV IETES QAA| 2ol SaATd hald FAHSHI AYEeE FEF o] sh

A9l AW, Bede wd wEe $a, 97, A4z A FPsna AN

oly

FEE % oo
(2) BizkSIEYE (Procedural Justice)

BRA S QA xde] SeHgd A FPSTn ANt HEE onid
A @3 danne "t FHAGD ANsE FEs naEe] AWy, 13

Py
&
Aste) YPwdel YRR FYIG
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E i T
AP gt BRAe) BE RYL 78 qEa dAsdc
HMLIERE S APdee AREEA Ate] S99 PAY 84 WaESe B 4Esa

ST o FolA (GREMET} Rl MTHS Ao 67lx) @eso NHTFREA) 2
3 F AT, daws, Ainael et 47 1 S4E ARFAY. REMD f5
e S YU 27285 BAY 4202 osoly

PAlade] e NE#DZH DAY SESEED BTk ol
ATt FELLIEMEL Price & Mueller(1986)2] Distributive Justice
ANE HEst] 1, 42 T dste 27 dERo g &
12 2922 EFFsad. fikoEtte g 47 27, 9z Slatmte] 23 4o

sel 1 W, nve dawd £ 24 92 Fi)eq

I

E

T ATE A7EY wE A4 YEAE Aolo] SHHLE sy vl AbE 4
TEA 20 7149 708 & FASte] dEE 242 8 Az #dlo] ofvjel 22T [tem
Total Correlationo] W& 2e S+ AU wasty 2 zals H A8k o}

= AR A h 19l 10084 1570 2199 1.50048 S &

AstE oy 47 N e Sxol HEH4r Bobsslal 114 /e 1.1008E gae
HRZAE St &abs 4 1Yol 4 EE AU EAs 6 1o %
B a2A SEXHES ddd. d5He] AEEA Ahe" B2 £ 8167 o
HA =AY VIdES AEUE U AEA 24 HRee} oA, Ay [z 2. 2
434 R U F% 10 F E 10 19 2Ad4eR dhen 14 A9 100
ReBg Hr8L 74 2%

ERE 97 83.2%. A7) 16.8% %o, GRME w207} 40.6% 304
7V 44.3%. 40907} 14.2%. 500 0.9% Atk GHURE uZo] 18.2%. M EUZo
7.8%. &0 64.8%. thatgd o] 4ol 9.2%9%.

O’rm
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wa AEyas AR 60.7%. dUHel 18.1%. 1€l 15.2%. T3 o]
6.0%om. gy B AgFo] 51.9%, daiFe] 23.5%. FFFel 21.7%. 5
Ago] 2.9% A

5. A E

AW el W ATEES BAS BAs7] Astel SIMAFS GVMESTE FAARCR
Regression equationdl EFAIA ¥Ase Hierarchical Regression AnalysisE&

g st
V. WEe R

REEEe) MERATEEY BAE dFAR 2AL gk wniEa
Ad H, H, & <& D3 (& 29| Full Models) 23 HAA5 fFelxg duid
cmd AZFEAL,

1. sREmsrel HEAEMKS B 2t BRIREE

e SRATHS TN HARD(E 19 Full Model) & A HY 3
o TAY REEKRSS FRAEMS 47.8%F d9s F1 Aok A4 RERHEE
Nrun saAMD oA, FHdol SEAOFHH #8 9L vAE RoE UEH
o, felMel Ee4s FuERA e e Ao: UaYHHB = 367). £ T2

ol 242 BulTAHA0] 22 Aeg FRHUT

2z gujeadel B/ Jebdoh(f =— 344). ey velA RESHED SRLERE

e 7Hdel BF 714 H A

i)
i
a2
2
rJ

9 REBEel BAATHS Bl UF WRERE

RS ) FikoEiEel @#AE EW E 209 Full Modelol 4 2% vkt o] &
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CE D ORERM HEAEM(DI) 2 BREs

4 3 &H = Reduced Model Full Model
iS & 2 4 471 .367**
:é 2 8 4 —.082** —.103**
= 5 A4 4 .139*" —.037

F 8 A .037

‘(;{ g B Al .032
M IR | .344**
? & 8 A . 100
T I .030
S .042

F 39.58

P .000

R2 .181

F 105.03 69.81

P _000 000

R? 299 .478

=

freldol B4 2 EikpiEtEo] A YERRTHB = . 072). 28lm 840 =

TTEHB = 068). dHAe ¥eE2(g = 166). H&AYol 2252 = 513),
ESTE(B = 083) BikaiEHe] B4 veldo ek feldd, FHA. 9B

B AEY Hd e 7o AdERoen, 0E AFRGE gl 77t

ro

HBLEES d9e) 25 571%) 2y = A el (SIM) 2 Febrha] 2e (GVM)
o ®lie] e 7} WZ=e Hierarchical Regression Analysisol 9|8 o|%o] g} u
1>9] Reduced Model & H™ 4pEns e A7Hel SIM¥ 4ol o8 29 9%7 A D
UTHF = 105.03, P = -000. Rz = 299). o] A9 SIM& ol 6782] GVMH 5
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GE 2 REEKS HELEMDD S Bk

2 3 & F Reduced Model Full Model
? & o A AT1** .072**
M = 8 A — 082" —~.103""
= £ A A 139** —.033

% 7 A 075** 068
g I ! 167" 166**
M A 8 4 524** 513*e*
W & 2 A 087" .083*
T A g A 1066 065
o5 A 047 048
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