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% (Lipset and Rokkan, 1967 ) » & 2% &+ ﬁ;t;gfi* H ycd %8 % (Duverger,
1959) AR TR A ER O ERPIR?
2. i@mwﬁﬁ%ﬁyfﬁ{ﬁﬁﬁgvﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁi’%iﬁiﬁj
R8T RaoR RS E37% 059 2 (Von Stein, 2005 )
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FRALPE Y P RF LOFEMBFAY > T ARE A B (S
2008a ; 2013 ; Morton and Williams 2010 ) :

1., Al (4 F@mF]): ABRBRINERBESE > L wimdE T &M Go® {8 FR

mﬁﬁ# (underlying causal mechanism ) - f%§# % “P LREg a4 s FiEm IR

R A K2k e i AR A L F B RS B0 503 (structural

equations model > i #£ SEM) -

2. 73 (d Flde %k ) A4 »?;%”’- BrH o ka@cddd2z T% > um>

¥ {r% e85 % (causal linkage ) » & Bl & (2 g B]) F1% » i (causal effects)

é1@*W&°w@“ﬂﬂﬂumez1mmﬁm¢ﬁ\x@g%

(evaluatlon research ) (4= Heckman and Wytlacil, 2005) # % &£ 4] » e i £ &

RAFIRFAL Y TH 2 FHEFIRLEAFT - AL >IN e TR BF

B~ pARF A B ZEF T % (Campbell and Stanley, 1963; Cook and
Campbell, 1979; Shadish, Campbell, and Cook, 2002 ) -

FE L HEAFFE TR P RELT DS 02 Sk BB 2 K0T 4p
WA= o BFAF LA DF R W] FART UG IR FIRTFR DRy @
FRAF L E L O LT R M HER R E P TR - g G fe e
PRI ER IR P AR - BRUDLEFR N T EWSIRT
R AR N EREFEY > LBE-F o a f { a EFH LT
Fenhdr it o E P FEXPERSTF L F T % H7)  (counterfactual Model
of causality » #j # CMC > % 2 Rubin, 1974, 1990, 1991, 2005 % ) > if €~ ¥ d
FRAFTEAFREORE TS EBEA - P e fIEF EFT ALY R
Voo g R G ERRR T BREHE BRI LA L) B HEF
BLLdp g e



- [ERIPE T W iy ?mi&*ﬁaﬁ,v}gké mE A 2 2 A A R g e
m FEER mﬂ-ﬁcﬁ: | ; (counterfactual model of causality ) % A # > #%
NEGE EFUSE BB O R G -

S BT GG R - Rk A 2 TH- R B T
3P "5 % »c%  (contamination effect) R TP A2 ARESE (s‘%’?‘z)
LR (EN) TR A REEN TREAERR CGEL > L3 A H

B R ek o

%~ ‘b)i-%l}"éf

- TR R ROTRN ) HREFA T 2

AT AR ES TR 7% #c (causal variable) | D %+ T % % % #ic (outcome
variable) | Y snB 488 o 1 5 T M auF el 0 A% LRI FIRED wr g X
BEAERSAFEY NG A BT ARG L R A e T F] gl (treatment
group) > 0 * £ %‘»*w Bl 4] 2 (control group) « & £ F 2 Fl % HA g = #
P - g B 'F’Jraw,,_‘ %*%&Y R & A7 i HiE vylz yo, 3o o
#2 ek gH Y 4 Ligs 7 i@ YA Y0 ehd 2 (realization) -

W3z 5 » Do i

Lif D =
y [Yiro =t
Y if D, =0.

=DY!+(1-D,)Y,’

R FlSEDH>EH? X - B A 0 A4 g (treatment effect & causal ef-
fect) > & P e fB7 it % hd

L g o - BA - BEE B3 RL AR %eD =1 P RERY i

L odpng v RRiE RS A SR 0 A3 d 4 4 & k1 4% Morgan and Winship (2007) %
Angrist and Pischke (2009) #& 5 f§ % ehid gl -
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PR e & (04 1) FEpt 8 B A k= chF] % 2/l > Holland (1986:

947 ) iz B AL

Mo % $524

Inference ) o >t E_& F F] % & %‘-’ri‘ » ] #-E
A A I R ﬂ‘{# ,EE,«H@? A = T ek (average

treatment effect » i £ ATE) E(5) -

E(5)=E(Y'-Y°)

~E(v')-£(v')

.a-ag,:l E

J%c‘f"—ﬂ-

L T R S

s b R N %\J(the Fundamental Problem of Causal
2% BB e e

(D=1)=7z R :

=[7E(Y'|D=1)+(1-7)E(Y*|D=0)]-[ zE(Y°|D=1)+(1-7)E(Y°|D =0)]

%1

TP VS.EEF

FI’ ﬁﬁElfJ?ﬁﬂ%EJ Potential Outcomes

%'l Group Y! &
T (D=1) BN Y BT T
Treatment Group Observable as Y Counterfactual
Pr(D=1)= (Y'|D=1)=(Y|D=1) (v°ID=1)

(R4 )

CPIRE YT 5 )

??Lﬁj[ A= (D=0) BT EpY T i R pvE Y
Control Group Counterfactual Observable as Y
Pr(D=0)=1-7 (Y'Ip=0) (Y°|D=0)=(Y ID- 0)
( ELfﬁIJL FY755)) ( ﬂﬁ“ﬂ“” R
T kR - F % (2010 : 106) > i :z4d > p Morgan and Winship (2007:35) -

Manski (1995, 2003, 2007 ) 7 ¥4 &1 7 &3t

¢ IR

B BEEBEZOREEF

E(Y'|D=0)2 E(Y°|D=1)

PN

BRI R B
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22t
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T35

»fis E(8) szt =) B 3L (identification problem) ; ~ %{;rb VP R M AR

#E(5)r&- niE (point identification ) -

AT I ~ E(Y D =1)



( |D= 0) % B 2828w (partially identify ) 2% % #icen b ~ T #2 (bounds ) 2 @

S TR R TR 0 f AR Bkt F B E(Y1|D:o)a E(Y°|D:1) I8
B AR REY UG R chok Y ET i AL

RIE(S)eht T/l A% fAB <2/ - wx Y him 455 17 y,Y,] Al

BEHTFAPBRU TR L (Y, Y52 TR o

FEHFELT T B ELHE FF 304 4o 4] (restriction) o B 4otE 8
SRR AR R F R UL KRR AR A PR RIF AR RS
Ix{(assumptlons) FaEREBZOF EFPHIIF Y (substitutions ) > Bz AR5 >
W G EARE o £ 2T FYE N @ enfi# o 2 3 4e Manski (2003: 1) #% ¢
2. Tv g Ryl & ) (the Law of Decreasing Credibility ) #73% @ B2 A%5% > 83
7R Fraxis o 4 g & hil 2 (plausible assumptions) & F G dhde s o A2

ﬁ fﬁt AR
(- )~ %14 7 F % (Randomized Experiments)

TERR Eka 4 iRk 5 @ RS A R S ek it (Campbell
and Stanley, 1963) > ~ fjk{d by Jﬂf AR E R 7 % TREH A % (random
assignment) I &JZ eyl > F 5 i ¢h 4 g0 (exogenous) A kAl at E iR
TA FA A LfE TRl ¥k (covariates) 4 b AP ,ar,a S E L IaENE
o s A AL R R T T RS eng &t ﬁ’&’kj L_’]fﬁ TP R
L EREFR VLR > L% (ignore) & A F_E ,wﬁcm’ Fli & AT i e
B Ejpz ot A L 4] o Rubin &t - Sua i E AL T &g (ignobility) -

(YLYO)LD o A4l 7 £vk » AoAF 2500 ch3 B F £ 77 2 £ AT

g G Bem N2

E(Y*|D=0)=E(Y'|D=1),
E(Y°|D=1)=E(Y°|D=0).

Duncan and Davis (1963) 3t % i=4&3# (ecological inference) i 45 ¢ » 3ede 417 103 "2
F A A vl T 2 > Hag W 2 % 42 A Achen and Shively (11995 )~ Cho and
Manski (2008) ~ Cross and Manski (2002 ) ~ King (1997) - King, Rosen, and Tanner (2004 ) -
Manski (2003 : chapter5)~ % % (2001)- % 22 % ¢4 (2003) % o
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Beip BRSBTS 0 E(S)RT R Y BRI gk R K

E(5)=E(Y!|D=1)-E(Y°|D=0)
=E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)

Fe el F E R 2 F R A k5o 0 T F F o g (comparability )
B4 et B Pl Rl AT AR I R A WA 0 Bl SR LR
ARG R PR F R o F 2o Rl e E G R AR 0 PIBEE Y o RIS enR
%g%w{kéﬁﬂﬁ&ﬂ%&’ﬁé?ﬁ{%éﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬂ’%@ﬂ%ﬁ
w317+ 4 (confounded) - iz B BLEE » $2LF B cPFT T AL G 1k FYLH -

(= )~ @ %=3 (Observational Study)

SHcePARL PRI Y AR A\/”\m%}ﬁ# LR RE
W E R A Al e W Bt B s FRALS T H A FEH
(self-selection) » @ izt £ TR T | (observatlonal study ) 27 T g% 4 g
% #x ihi R (Rosenbaum 2002) o it 1 #5425 Fl 5 Ji ik = R < PR R
G]ifctt%ﬁﬁpww s F RO e B A — B 'flfv,T/ﬁ»fk% - T R TSR
RELR ?fm%?ﬁ%’“W#ﬁgﬁ%¢@wﬁﬁ B Hp R
L Bom 2 E kg APREARNR FIR R T 2 v E_B % e spurious )
Miam e ¥t il i - 2 a‘%ﬁi« o AR B A qj]% ( correlation does
not imply causation) o &l4ofEd & & XA FAL > B KT KRBT EF AR
B enm AphE - © 3 BT R ’J\—?Tha“ﬁ« 0 5] B hFF (41‘“98“" )
FRAAFE L FDR T BT A ?@:E&?{%ﬁd‘ﬁﬁi* "R A A% S

R T SR AR A 9 22 1Y 3 R B A 4 -
4

BArie (7RRAT L 4 3 P AL 2 E en R R T RIR B gl o
S Rk R LR KA IR S g e D L T
*F X B F & 5350 (naive estimator) £r € (7 3] ik Eenis 3t 0 R FlAeT 5007

T .

4y 3 b Heenb) b o 4o & ¢ o Achen (1986) ~ King, Keohane, and Verba (1994 ) o #.i7 % &
MR E 0 Bk R R R FREAIE SR &2 ¢ (42 Berk, 2004; Cameron
and Trivedi, 2005; Gelman and Hill, 2007;% % ~ 2 4t ¥ 2012 % ) -

5



E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)

E(Y'|D=1)-E(Y°|D=0)

E(5)+| E(Y°ID=1)-E(Y°|D=0)]+(1-7)[E(5|D=1)-E(5|D=0)]
+E

()

d SELRFREZ A s M2 T F R 4E% Fehg iz &

Pl 4 £ n ) el s e 7 BB —"s.%;atgw /‘@Fl,.&%"?#j’;ﬁ: i

CAsd] > EHAFT p R A A B R 2 TERE B4 (treatment selection
mechanism) + o B Fla s > B T 7 F ol f  hRP3E - LRI ¢ i B
A R LRIT RO G AR A CMC GEES F 3 T E 4R
(non-comparable ) ; #.5% 1f-5° #-3] (SEM) fijpLgh » Bz st 9 2 LT 2 p] (4 30
2w ) B 2 %8k (endogenous variable ) (Jackson 2008) > 3 i & 1t fiE
PR HF S AR ABEETHE T > R H RS REns AR
ke BREERF L5 N5

Lirk K E R A HAMAFfF > o FBZ L)% D & 5 3 wehi 7% >
RGRTRZT S AR RAE 24T 5 K (strata) 0 @99 E K 2 p

uE F BT Z;“%:(Yl,Y )J_D|Z’v£zr' W e A T NEE ST

Rig MR N2 T2 ie R LA a0t @‘Mﬁlfﬂ’yf“v | 22 T
IREBPPEY D REX £ P g o e BB EHE T A K
i 4 (stratification )» # ¢ — B4 6] L5 g S5 d - FAIE 2 {eirpd] e R
fedtie s > PIAL S rﬁc.“: 2y (matching) o 4r% Z .d 2+ B ¥#cie = > B
T ZIFEEBAT A E RIS e aniE 24 > W D iE e 4 dic ) (propensity

score » % 2 Rosenbaum and Rubin 1983) P(Z)=P(D=1|Z) » # {4 #-21 e

e W A BRI E B dpdle s # @ (YLYY) LD[P(Z) - (%2 Guo

and Fraser, 2010; Rubin, 2006; Sekhon, 2008 )

2QUrk e Z R BD A AW Y (4 if;az FEEDHY AL EE) P BT
DHYareps ¥#&o 72 g%+ a 2R Zip+ D B 5% # (instrument
variable, IV) e 9 + > #73) T p X% %% , (natural experiments) | #* ¢ 2 2
p #RE 2 (exogenous natural events) » #-F2 3 ¥ % &3 £ X FIZE 2 RER
AN - Il R ﬁ.&n\~ A1 E RN o (%L Meyer, 1995;
Rosenzweig and Wolpin, 2000; Robinson, McNulty, and Krasno, 2009 )

QArk KE W N H I e R o ¥ X > LREDAeY abisEFZ o A
frﬁ.%? B X G~ Y & Do st e oo "re#7 , (block) X eng &84 > il ®
g (isolate) M AP g BAEDDHY 2 FlEk 2 2 XH i FlEFE o &
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ﬂ}u{@; LLiE ET“ 9@ e T2 (control ) (4 & Pearl, 2000: chapter 7) -
4ok eipgliz iR Ay LV R *m%@: (observables) Z & X2 185
TS bR AR R T R0 E DT A e T
(MWM>ﬁ%°$%ﬁ&%% i S %Dﬂﬂbm,{ﬁ%@ﬁaﬁ%Y

EEH 0 A EIEY T AR R o EmEES Rk gr DY 2 E I
Renff % (4cBl- DEY 23570 F2 E}a}*@ﬁl)ufe‘ DY enF| % » g %
P RF o EAFN O RRB ARSI E A TRERDID R

#ic (unobservables ) i % F|v8— %> i & 973 [ 2 M“xa‘.ﬁk’*sﬁ i 3% | (treat- ment
selection bias) =k 48 - Heckman (1976, 1979, 2005) v I &d® >z % -7 |
(treatment effect model )% H 2t @ > ﬁ} T A SR A SR B A=A i

=~

Pen AR FldEcn T 2 1 (endogeneity ) 1 g S AR50 SO RCAI D
2.0 B - R2ZFEEHIE

B Ey

%;L% I{L% E 3G A -~ i‘ﬁ mr‘]%ﬁfﬂ' E E!}@ ﬁ»ll@f’ﬁi/égL
"TELERF Y R RGBT R o RAFL R G LR AT E R A BRI
REEFRCEFPT 2 EARE R o

- ~ Manski 2. % £ F T a2

Bl F e FE A A F T T > Manski 2 % L T LR R 2 Bl

BN ER TSN (ATE) 2 £ plez T2y (ATT) % b § R Y a4

@5 (range) L Ltah - wEY &Y miEs e 503 4 ' (bounded) » 4 i

BASH ol 2 B2 B Y2 B RlEERETOF TR RS LB
I< 0 — <y I< 1 — <y

R DR 2| A O A, y _E(Y D 1)_y 2 Y _E(Y D O)_y o H

W2 /b VAR AT £ (F % 20120 117; | & ~ 2487 2012 339):

- THRE BB

R [ﬂ'xE(Y|D=1)+(1—7z)><y']— [ﬂxE(Y|D=1)+(1—7z)><y“]—
¥k

ATE [ﬂxy“+(1—7z)xE(Y|D=0)] ':7Z'Xy|+(1—7Z')XE(Y|D=0)]
S

= féj u |
s E(Y|D=1)-y E(Y|D=1)-y
ATT




= ~ Heckman % & SEM s i §-3)

Heckman (1978; 2005 ) Kt A5 (structural equation model » & SEM)
ﬁvi}i’ﬁé—_ﬂ""ﬁﬁ: £ H D F RO A S ST R AR 2
4 % %8> 425 (outcome equation) b o » I ARGE B8] % P iz aE g
& = #2354 (treatment selection/choice equation) » -‘5 2o Dok
(treatment effects model ) - p* — AP 9> fde F £ F B4 2 & @ e b A
FE o IR T i LR T e ficid & iE e 5 (selection on unobservables )
ef 48 o Heckman »o i i3 3k 2 4e™ ¢

A 1 D =1xyB, + U > 0]
A BRI Y, =X, B, + 7D+

PP BB TRt o P o F i fFN v AT ANk T 18
1

SE A AEATY S EEFEAT By 0 BERT L H R
Bep B70H T 6 G RFRERFNY hf R 22 BT L4 0 R RPE

e $Bz(7TD2p HHcE X=[zx] LBI85) PI’(Di :1|X1i)=q)(xliﬁl) ,

TR A EL P B2 E 25 (conditional probability of selection into treat-
ment)> * FT » iE # Z (propensity score ) (Guo and Fraser, 2010; Rosenbaum and
Rubin, 1983; Sekhon, 2008) - i=&_T & i §F  (switching regression) * # fj ¥

- fE o B D RS S il 70 o 5E (intercept) A 4 7 gt o 27 >0
plie gt w27 0 g7 <Opujgms @ %7 o xmizpR o ATES
E .

(=W ) =7 ogkman (1078, 1070) 12 » 5 45 02l e 2 » 7 i
B LR S A F (bivariate Normal, BVN) > * #aB & 5 P ¢

u; 0 1 o,.=plo,
~BVN : ) .
g O|l|o,=p0,-1 o,



= ~ ¥p*F (longitudinal ) 3L e fig & 47

FTEFTHRZE F e A ’}‘r e ;};Je—L & s (4% 8 Allison 2009;
Wooldridge 2010; % % 2010)> * # #tdi T H 2 2ck | (fixed effects, FE) #-3
) ”ﬁjﬁﬁ »zJ& | (random effects, RE ) ’}'wﬂ']mléﬁrf%,hl' FEH S @8 ﬂ £

EHT hR R MR st + P owrd 2 (Rabe-Hesketh and Skrondal 2012)
7 @ﬁ; Memiz A chF % 303 (F % 2008 ; 2010 5 2013) @ = » B Zc i) o
%’-&”ﬂ{” Do F 5 FE A BE g oo RFd A BRI+ 3 F14 (unobserved
confounding factors) ( Allison 2009, 1-2; Wooldridge 2010,315) £ + » B * =
i ¥ Leaenl g £ 4 | (differences-in-differences - f§ # DD ) ( Agrist and Pischke
2009, 227-231; Morgan and Winship 2007, 251-252 )- i‘h{% > FE #24) eh— B35

( Angrist and Pischke 2009, 228 )- % & ~+k& & (2013) TR B FH IR FA
teik 2012 # B 2 4 HEH 2 L EFERE FPF Rk -

T #HEdE

AP EHRF (2010 # 87 2 2013 & 10 * ) =Rz ER > ESHF

Pk o T i
- CRETHEIE
(=) FRFEs:

Ak RETHREMFHL L
1 BAEF

A e A AR1996 £ - TR EN R iZ 2012 RS AEEE T



B RERZ i EAFL B RS S REF - BHKL F (Vote rate of all
electors )~ 3 »xrz % #c(effective number of electoral parties, ENEP; effective number
of parliamentary parties, ENPP )~ % i % iz A /5cd % = % iE £H 2 7% - xR FI i
£ #ot & (Second-to-the-first loser ratio, SF Ratio ) & F L > Fl st 8 =4 5 Rk
TOoNFREET 2 TR 0 B SR E R R R S gt th s R RS S TR
|22 (573 B2 EAE R A TEITH > 7 B30T APl mits 7t i

g% - (1992) 2
4 193}% MMM ;& @%%Jéﬁfﬁ; (2008)i % N~ (2012)
: i £ % (E41%E 05 73
@SMDm&&f@%A PR coid B R E B RS ek
2 SFRatio & Fifl » FALIE =40 S Bk ~iF LA R (TICH O Bo| St
Himmid i &30 Fa st H e z,@,ziéﬁfﬂﬁg PRI PR T NN
HERPN S QEFAV R O TE2 LV R A2 TR E -

o)
é.x
B

IS
3

Pt e > RARBIA RN E 2 TR EG EHIRE S¥ - B (2008)
12) 22 EFR T3 BEFZE 2M2 A % &4 SMD ~ PR iFiE A 4% &5

z ~F s E BT~ SFRatio # o d stz TR N E - BHHF
o R PO EREFERF LG FP A E AP R AL BE
FIREL2Z WD R - 15 B2 LA ERBF-HEE Lo nf FHHWAE 4
fgwa%%%swy AR A X B3 A EPERE AR’ JBrar
73k & (Taiwan’s Political Geography Information System, TPGIS) © it
http://tpgis.nccu.edu.tw/ - & F ¥+ B E R =y A B2 - Sik g+ B3 o
MELHFIER A FEF R

Fq | -

24

g”,‘/\

5

W

w

(20
z

Bty
i
M%

|

N,
4!

TR ARE R - LR AT RELE S R4 20

=

22 ARE-S AR LAEEEMTALE R LR

1996-2012 $-31 R £ 31 ANE

e hERE ENCRY - L ER *AER

1 LEE AW R F A S R

2 £ gck SNTV 8 L # /3 - _

3 % ok SMD # L i/ 3 — .

4 | K PRUELE 3 B .

5 | #+ »erc i (ENEP) X ¢z e A

6 B ¢ 7 »crch & (ENPP) - R ¢z
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http://tpgis.nccu.edu.tw/

second-to-the-first loser ratio ( SF
Ratio)

FAL KR e p A
3. p A RERBRER

AF 2 #p A gk MMM £ 4115 20 1996 ~ 2000 ~ 2003 ~ 2005 ~ 2009 %
TEYNRREE > N THE-F% | SEC R RFEHEFEY > 300 BE - F
FE5 1L B EdR? 2 ESMD#E - -PREFS#H - FEF > Uz Hipogd
P LETAM K R Aoyt M AER ks B B E T

(=) EARRTH:

BEXNBHTRLEIL > RPBU AT FIREFLTEDRE T DBER
223 4 i+ 3 % (Taiwan’s Election and Democratization Study, TEDS 2008L % # 7.
PoEEE ) R BPHTHELAM AEVK IR LR AL E TR R R
ER-GEAER s hFE > 21 SMD 2 PRA L2 $3 - A3rF e 0y
CEPRFRATHEFRBE o R AT

1 FEPRE A%

FAEAERN212E 017 14pEF A EY BEDUTEDE
2N ER R APR B EET T RYRFA 2011107 229 (&
ﬁﬁ)i119MB(%ﬁV)V*iﬁ“%ﬁ*ﬂuﬁﬁo@i%w&é?i
24 1,100 BHA > SFERGAE > X PR L 2118 BF scfk A 0 12 95%2
AT Sl S %%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂm%°.p%%miiﬁﬂmiﬁg
MAEXE s e AR HBERET TP AP TRALFL R oFTHE | &
LR HTA AL F 7 e TEDS2012-TE#E S T Tl g R+
Z_PER AT o

2. AL HPES

APTREPRLIADHE R EF R (2 AP BA) B LR

P E A AT AERALEG AR (L) - A DTHEHRAGL (Y EFR
f’:‘_ /:‘l 23'3 99'100 -& ﬁﬁ_, \:'y:' )19 ,w /t:>> =+ 'gfl/'%’_‘lll ’ IZ:% \—:v/T/J ﬂ ;F: \'—'T—:' i MT;'J;E y:'g(
e P BT T ERE G A AR 2 TR B R R R
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HERT RREAE 0 R E DR OGRS L T RS R
B w o L RBPIIAEETHANAE S o (2) V- WA hR Bk A0 L kp
FUs EERFAL Y A ROT P TRE IR RS L TERA SR
BARET S AR WP R L5 2 e (550 20 BRI B
NRERPEOHEEEFDR o

3B AR AP

5B fE 2,118 i sk A it & de e > Fp A Va]:j‘ﬁ;‘]iaj ~E#SRK T AR
FPREREIr D5 UK T oA RETEF R e ERREA M 3 - R
B oL RFEAEAMEBHE L P L Ty p v dRL (Y FAR SRS
Aor et ) (2010 # ) st A s F o 1 S gl T F B | (raking)
HieE e e AR MY B LB

SR AR R TS FA0R 3T A 6977

23 PRAFRAZ S AT R (e fE )

25 * S i e o om
Ao | EA | FA v
7 1052 49.7 49.7|1+ = £=0.000185
- 1066 50.3 50.3| p>0.05
& 3+ 2,118 100.0 100.0[#% #~ &2 # 4 - 1%

L4 PRAAEAL SRR B8 (i)

s ~ W = L B
T | Gan En O T %
20 % 29 & 402 19.3 19.4
30 1 39 & 443 213 213
40 1 49 f& 437 21.0 210"~ (')50250-014570
: p>0.

50 % 59 & 390 18.7 187, ey 5
60 # 12 1 410 19.7 19.6

& + 2,082|  100.00 100.0

725 PRAFHRANZ AAPHT I RTAER (L)

# * 4 g b ot o
PR R T
BRI 380 18.1 18.1|+ = i=0.000067
R~ 4o ¢ 294 14.0 14.0| p > 0.05
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PO 617 29.3 29.3|Hk & &1+ H - X
L 275 13.1 13.1
- 539 25.6 25.6
& 3 2,105 100.0 100.0

%26 PRIAHRAZ A LR FETRE (SfE i)

¥ EN A
B T % %
. e
xSt A 458 21.8 21.8
rELA 181 8.6 8.6
e w0 307 14.6 14.6
: + = &=0.000095
e 402 19.1 19.1
2k 316 15.0 150 P7 0.05
5r$ : Tl AR R - R
B RE 347 16.5 16.5
¥R 94 45 45
IS = 2,106/  100.00 100.0

DRSNS S I ENCR LS B E S B N S
AEFTRR LR FPRLT A -

APF e RpeF “f% viE 2 SPSS MLt i enT F A TN A
BEI VAT RAAFT R o TREE ) 58 0 TAHEES S E9037
%%ﬁiaﬁpﬁﬁﬁamF*Aﬁ’?izﬂmg#&ﬁﬂ:
https://srda.sinica.edu.tw/search/gensciitem/1558 # 34 4p b fw & 3 ¥ -2 * o A3+ 3
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