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ABSTRACT

Recently, both academic and practice communities noticeably emphasize on
the “Green SCM” subjects. Learned from the rich body of SCM literature, no matter
it is within cross-functional coordination, or strategic partnering across firm
borders, the key focus of SCM is to ensure every participated business partners
systematically coordinating and strategically integrating business decisions,
operations and information, along the whole supply chain. In a well-structured
supply chain, every business decision of attending business units will impact on its
connected partners. Following the SCM managerial implications, managers, who
are facing the Green SCM adoption decision, will need to answer a strategic
question: By adopting Green SCM practice, how can a firm build up required
competitive advantages, achieving the business targets and environmental
sustainability goal simultaneously.
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Taking Institutional Theory perspectives, this research investigates three
Green SCM centered questions: (1) Why do firms adopt Green SCM - What is the
compelling motivation? (2) How will the adopted Green SCM influence the firms’
business performance and associated environment impacts? (3) How does the Green
SCM practice, as the mediation mechanism, interplay between the adoption
Motivation and performance outcomes. We have Taiwan top 2000 electronic
manufacturing companies as the empirical data pool base. Specifically, we employ
three filtering criteria to sample our target companies: companies have
implemented Green SCM; companies are going to adopt this practice; companies
are providing Green SCM consulting service in market. To further ensure the
investigation quality, we have the Green SCM project leaders, consultants or the
related environmental governance managers as our survey informants. The
empirical results suggest three important findings: (1) The implemented Green
SCM practices significantly and positively impacts on the firms’ business
performance and environmental goals; (2) The motivation, adopting Green SCM
practices, significantly and positively impacts the implementation performance; (3)
The adopted Green SCM practice play the mediation role between the motivation
and performance outcomes.

Keywords: Green Supply Chain, Environmental Performance, Economic Performance
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Trowbridge (2001) 58 F&k o (it FEHIES) 7 KN B R KAMTRZE - NEIRZ B HEE
bpE > BLFERTI S E - FHE MRS DU D BRI & - IMNIBIR R BFE
B EFHNIEBUM 4H &% 52 B AR B 4kt fik FE$ V5 ) Trowbridge (2001 ) - Srivastava
(2007) EEREHINEI A EREH - GF 74 OELIVRET » OB - 4t
BLER T B4 HY N & DL R EE Ay [E[ Ui Srivastava ( 2007 ) - Zhu, Sarkis, and Lai ( 2007 )
ALK GSCM B %57y Ry N ENEREEE B ~ 4Bl - B & 1F ~ FE Wm0 &k G2 mnaks
Zhu, Sarkis, and Lai (2007) - #ifE2ER GSCM GG FURIAYER I ~ BUE - B iy seat
FIEUCEFA - #8152 BFEER Or E e n Ba 8 5+ R sk e (i fE i R A (2
1 3 FEE A0 {m] HE 4k 0 22 o DA [T B O JE BRI R SR B FR PR B -

PRI Rt ERE M P 2R S G ERMERE A 2% H A RIS e - HIbE
EORSRNEE AN A S P B R RS (I FE S A B A E - WEERIRAR AR 0 E R R
PG TEMOR SRR > S B8 H ETERRE - (HEH#AY R - Sr Ok g H s Ty 2
FEHHSM S - W F &R G E IR o A L oy BRI K 88 © BEZA(E 1990 4
R HE - iR R BB R NIRRT BRI - 281 » S KT
RERET 10 2 Ry IR FE tH 5L & B ER A &l & H R A% P B B S TE SR - 22 F k E Y H
0y - R saIRlE (Klassen & Whybark, 1999 ; Ramus, 2001 ) - KiFEstes2e
DEETRERETE > WEA LR T IRRIREH A 8k 4 2 R R & &3

(Porter & Linde, 1995) ; 55— » & 5t RI5& 8 A i g (MBI AL

FETEE Hh A i R AR A E 0 > R R IHRE b EAY R R I E A E E R
(Walley & Whitehead, 1994 ) - [N[fi /5 B2 55 (a8 BLAC R G50 2 0 - SIS E 2 Fag -
B3 7> 10 3 o T 1T {0 B i 58 18 BN R BB = B S M DU R AR BARY B S 59T - s 2 o
BB ZE AT IR R IR IR F AR ST > f£ GSCM B EZ A [AfE - 7248 GSCM
FITHVENE BT - DLURETT GSCM B 15 1% W10 b 58 4H 45 IR SR r e B O B 3R IR >
HHCE — T T BRET -

Fir AAE BN 5 T > AW 5E 5 | P i i B G A ol R 5 [l B BR ) AR (EBR R 7E %
F# -~ SR F R B AW s B FE T T4 gL rEsE B #% ( Hirsch, 1975; Lai, Wong,
& Cheng, 2006 ) - fEHIEH R > A =R NEE#H " 58H , (coercive) ~ T#i
&, (normative) ~ T#&{5 ; (mimetic) (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983) - Az &I
M #@E/NE AN EHHAKREERS TS - REEENERESREARN - AR
RIS EY) - KB ERIEAEAR - FHlE > ERBEBWOER - BUSERETIH]
E o HRDEIT - B TGS CBEE P FESE R T HIEIRE AN
LHERTURE > TSR FIE/L > BUSEEM - R HEHPEETLE L EH -
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TEERTIH » BN R A/ DI FEER e Ry bk (o ik FE S ¥ 11 ST B SA BILER T 4 %
B IR ~ FARATRE (% - Rao (2002) TRk rk it E sl o] DI IR %0 ~ 5
71 R BB 4 Rao (2002) - Zhuetal. (2007) BH9T2EH GSCM FHy N B ER BE
B B G FBLIERET S0CE R AH R Sk 0 BRI I B ER 55 48 %0A & (sl AH B ( Zhu, Sarkis,
& Lai, 2007) - Geffen and Rothenberg (2000) #2H - Bt ERG Z ) & EA BRI R
OREC AT BV B 38 - 25 48 B 25 = B 0L g 1 H () A T B 28 3R IR A B IR BB IR IR K
( Geffen & Rothenberg, 2000) - Zhuetal. (2007 ) W}Fe45H > 1F %k (0 (L JE S0 45 %5 45
RO IEAHRBEME - RSN FE R AV A S R SR AOB S RCA TR R 8 (Zhu, Sarkis, &
Lai, 2007) - AWHIEIEHEN GSCM fEUIAFSEL TR ZHE XN ERA (Min &
Galle, 2001 ) & /& S FR { Y 48 & SRS 2 A 18 5 Koo =] A 15 & Tl R o] 7 (Walley
& Whitehead, 1994) - (HEFZE2ER Ry > S EIEH A 2EE » M2 —({EEE %
( Heese, Cattani, Ferrer, Gilland, & Roth, 2005 ; Hutchinson, 1996 ; Martin, 2005 ;
Shrivastava, 1995) - H/@FFE MR FESMWAIR (Hart, 1995) o AL R T 56
i S A 4k o HL FE RS B N IR IR (R B O SR I 2 B A e v ah O > DU
H I S S S 0 (I FE 6 A T B i 2 & 1E 1) 2 B IR B (R o B KUK SR B B
Fe o R AW FERY E A ZE B AA =0 ¢ (D)PRET 138 B ik (5 e s B R e
() BRET 10 2 & i ok (0 (I B S P IR IR U R BB B U 52 85 (3)PRETIR D FE E i 4t fit
JTEE g8 A Sl e BEEL EER 5 5 A5 B SR 5 2 T R e A e o ST R T T R o 3R K
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FIEB G R M - oy DAL FE RS AV - BB R SR OB S IR g2 2 (Zhu,



2 BERFFT FHIE Fo® % P

-0

1y

Sarkis, & Lai, 2007 ) - fit DAAHHFT 4% (6 {1t E# DL Zhu and Sarkis (2004) 2 & E R -
Atk EREEEI R SN IREEHE C AT B At A - KR P R Ak E
%5t (Zhu & Sarkis, 2004 ) -

— -~ Bl GSCM @ik

EildEET > BEFHBHRAET TR O ML R )%~ MR % - s
Rt EA L AT ETRATEH > A LAEAEERREHRNE T A8 AE -
TREEETRATENERE SEEENREZE - £— THEERTEETRRERE
e BT DUE R B At B A FEOHIAH 4% 7T BE & 8 AR VIR (RTT By o BN FIToR (L FE
o B {EEER T A BUNIRE AN 2 HE > VA SRR R L ENER IR K
K - B> THRAEFTIRMRIVENME » o DGEREE - EEENAREEH R
RECRFFZ 2F LRI ERZ BB EREGRN > SR EERZ KA IR B
IR EVAMIEE R » R R IEIRER S » K T 2 T R R T T L e el
Fhidk > I RE % > o058 FH 4 B 56 K Bansal and Roth (b 328 {758 (i = (B AL A Bk -
W) AAM IR IR E (L ARER A (Bansal & Roth, 2000) -

AWrge 25| s w2k 5 [N R 1 (BRIRASH#E - SN RIFERGAE) 4
fol 2 B A 2 BT AR L ESE B (Hirsch, 1975 ;5 Lai, Wong, & Cheng, 2006 ) - 1l /&
Hem o A =B EC#EH oS, (coercive) ~ T#i#i, (normative) -~ T f
/i, (mimetic) (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983) - Azl A - #E/NE AEN T H)
HATKZEEHE - REEENERESEAN B - AENRIEIEY - REBH
FHIEANEE - FRE > EFREBUER - BUEBERWEIE » JTHLEIT - 2 1£
4H 45 I AL AR R 2 v o AH 45 [ I FE BR SR P S e U AH SR HU B8 > T (R 4H A% I (B - BY
FEEN - EREHEm R =M@ " oasl, o~ THEE, - TG B ErrHRS
kg EAD  (isomorphism) 240 852 B HYEI S, -

&l (Coercive isomorphism) JREPRBUGRE N FI&AENIME - KEAFIE
HEEREFTHIE UG R > g BRI ENEHIE " samlM: , (coercive) &l - &
T FH P 1P R e 1 SRR A i KA ) aH BRI ST B BA ORI E - i A R AV
FERITT BT E IR » Gl ENESHEBHSEENE 2R - 085 TS
Hl IR T AR EBUA - BIAIECEE 2003 FE i B E A EWEIRHIEA
(RoHS) BB DA B E e e EY) (WEEE) - 4HERVEBRIVEBGSIITT & > HERER
M~ SR DUE RS FEE R & AR A SR EFF 7 E8 (Meyer & Rowan, 1977) - BT
AR R EFUKEREAVHAY - S EEEA FIE — R VIAVERRE FoR i - (R b
SE o IE (7 ( Cashore & Vertinsky, 2000 ; Henriques & Sadorsky, 1996 ; Tyler, 1990 ; Winter
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& May, 2001) - fES LN T > HERA 7 & 35 A f R DL (e (R Al & R e B Y R IA
Firad T &AM (legitimacy) AlEFRBEFER TEFACHE  RIUBRKEEZAE > N
RIS B R RV AR R A AR S ARG T S BRORIEM - DU R R A H]
MIE SR {3 2 R E BTENBUA S R = H HATEHEE BN SR — 201 -

IRTMAIERT A I E R fy T BSF A S H TR ETT GSCM HEeZ2 A BT B4 |
( Mimetic isomorphism ) i « & 7 384 FE AV i o] DU B B RS FHES - 3k
7 220 T RF Aok 0 72 oo 2B S R Ry R AR B B S AR Y 22T [A] o By T EE AR (O dn e E T R S i
HE DABR &R iy 07 =N AE AT - & AT ) i S LA R B BB SR A £ 3 P PR SR
AT LA EHDE KA ks (Cyert & March, 1963) o fFEDIE(; )70 » DI EEEH
RIEBRMENCETRRRISMASEEH# T - PIOfEsroE meatfHE v - B
FEE IR EmEGEIIP A SHER » WK - 36T 8 - BOR - 852 - 4188 - F
FEnFR R 0 A —(EE RV R AT B AR T 48 A E B S E I 0 MR (R A A S
ERA - IREAEEEN ~ O EREEFRE - WAHAEREEYEURELERA - E
B 28 A RRIR AR B Y ERFIRE T DRI RIAAVVEE A BE ST (Hart, 1995) - 554k
W TG B R T E TR RS A E A bR SR IR E N RS
Bt E R IIAF LUR R B4 & B E: (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983) - iEfd " #5E{; , ~EE
HZRBEPAEERZNITE  WERHSERE THFE, KK - "THFEH, 2hF%E
HRGOMEREHEZRET  SERMERYN "HPES SHESVERBKIERDRE
=A% R BRI FIRE S - fR42 Bansal and Roth (2000) " /7, & > FIHRERAE
EYOR RERLCRKMGMGETHE SO0 ELRAUKREAREEHR K
Eco-Management & Audit Scheme ( EMAS) ...Z5#f ( Bansal & Roth, 2000) - [f[&%
RAKIFIA RoHs fi543 K WEEE » NME S F G oY R kB g ~ B2 I oY (8 FH Y8 #1T
Bl AR EREEFERFEE AR > FEERREHRMREGT - A TEELTREE
B FE R F AV BB AT DL TG RINERAFAVRIR RIS AL ST E T > ARG
Eon B BARENMS - DZATEHE R > s tELRT ERIERNE

brT &R EREBE S > B GaitEREEN S —EEEREE T BRE
£ > AWK HIEERDY " ## , (Normative isomorphism) il 2K5 (i - Frad
"HE ) REEMNENER AERNTEES - IEdgERREAFIHE T
b FE S BB T B A S EEAR L AE ] o R > SEEERKE L S T E R E
HEZEH 50T AE > LeFEdREEL GRS T B in 51 A & il
HIEREAY AR B TE) o dHAREEMZNT T A NMEG IEesE T aAN > HETEE
FhnsE T R EEE T IRIRE - R$% DiMaggio and Powell (1983) - Ki#if4:EES)
1 — (B EZ R H RS > EEE T LB EMNREFERE - RN EEAEH 58
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B IRREMZ iR B E A > N IbA B2 AEMmBEIRR RS RS E Wi
HEY)E W R EREFEREE - SEIBUN L E 5 % s R R R R A
4 > {41 RoHS ( Restriction of Hazardous Substances) » WEEE ( Waste Electrical and
Electronic Equipment ) F B3R (rZ /> 2009 FFR 4G E i (5 E b AT & - FH BH 8 7 2 S Y ik
PRI E B B B - U7 (88 B 2 I 22 o DA B PR AR BRI E WY B (1T B3R f=
0 2011) - ECEMHRARYER Or ZEOK KOBER B N ETHE = BV ER R R 5P B Al P B B P 10 2
HEERE S > B BT eyt EEE M NZ O - Bl BA5ET > 75%RY E BN &
o Y i E SR A R Y BR (R B Y A B AR R 0 80%KY 35 B UM B R A
H % i DIBEHIRELZMNE L (Carter, Kale, & Grimm, 2000) - Af5E$5 HEEL
EER - FIAOEBEMMERAEEEE LA ERBEE RO EER - sk HET
&y (Ball & Craig, 2010) - Sk HHEBIVARBREE MG ORRM S EERESR
HTIRREME ) > BESEEBIVER - R THER DGR EE LS 0 HIRIRRE
He R LA 3t 05 4 6 B8 AV IR K (8 FH A AR dR B A = 2 oh R R IR M B S A S =
EEYINEIRRIA - Bl —BEEEHB AN EL > Ak T 8AEE T EZGE
EASHIE - BEAM R E BB ER(E o BN TIRREE ) NEEEERRHESEE
HRIVEBENRAELE - FEEENEARNE A SGHSNEER > M2 —EgEZ
JE AR RSB - Bansal and Roth (2000) 5t " BR{REA(E ) B EELEEENAE
MOERERY S - BN AEBEENAEEFEERS LA TE - A B HAM A E]
HTTENEGE By T &4 BB (Bansal & Roth, 2000) - fR{E Fifistsm - AT ¢

fasi 1+ 3503 7 DRI 2% B o SR 2 A e £ {8 TR 5 T [ AL SR B £
i 2 @ BUATEN 2R B A 3R A Gk oy (3t e 8 5 T 70 R SR % -
i 3 ¢ BRIRE (LN R B SR A ek O (it JE S IE (=) RUR Bl 1

= - Bt GSCM Z &

Hlii GSCM 2 GRU{E 5 20 W 98 C a8 B B ER IR A S8 %0~ T8 3¢ 7 e 457 S8 30 1B
P o Rao (2002) 58k 3k (0 L FE# 7] DA Z IR AV RN ~ i 1 R BEC R 883
(Rao, 2002) - Zhuetal. (2007) #H5EE3] GSCM Ry A EPIRIEEH - IR S/FHIR
RERCE IEFAER - 4 ORI BRI & 0A & MR (Zhu, Sarkis, & Lai, 2007) -
Bt GSCM TEWHAFE B 75 HAH & YR E A (Min & Galle, 2001) - B ¥ iR{EHY
RIS EHBEE LA EELE&A KR H (Walley & Whitehead, 1994) - {H
FFERER R RO R 0 e —(ErEEK S (Heese, Cattani, Ferrer,
Gilland, & Roth, 2005 ; Hutchinson, 1996 : Martin, 2005 : Shrivastava, 1995) - t2¥F



Y . S . Y

\“I]ﬁ
RS
|1+

TIY EHIRS B e Wi Ty 255

1IG oA

B FESAY AR (Hart, 1995) o fEDIERYIA IR BLE i GSCM Pt & AE Y & 30 LA
Zhu and Sarkis( 2004 ) fif & By =B H o G350 K200 47 B 8 (DR R 454 Environmental
performance) : G3EE it GSCM A2 L » ¥ H ZRERBEAY N B A1 10 JE S0 B 2 ER /Y
5%y (Rao, 2002 ; Vachona & Klassen, 2006a, 2006b, 2007 ) ; (2)& %45 ( Economic
performance ) 2 &< 68 2 {5 4H &5 1 &2 K g6 J7 R 5 R B - m] /D &R Bl g R & ( Carter,
Kale, & Grimm, 2000 ; Rao & Holt, 2005 ; Ritchie, Burnes, Whittle, & Hey, 2001 ; Zhu &
Sarkis, 2004 ; Zhu, Sarkis, & Lai, 2007 ) -

(—)EER4E % (Environmental performance )

bR T —TEESREMNGYER e att g H s miRkBREH K A ERFES
(Theyel, 2006) - fiTHizeAEf5H (Florida & Davison, 2001 ; Geffen & Rothenberg,
2000 ; Green, Morton, & New, 1996 ; Hakansson & Waluszewski, 2002 ; Sarkis, 1995) |
FH 4ol o (L e o A B Y (0% ] DA IR AR - 2KE B A IEZ &S (formal structure )
REFTHIERNESHE B E sk O L FERE AU (Birett, 1998 ) - 5 LR
JIAR E E R SRS KT (Davidson & Worrell, 2001 )+ S 23R 4H &% K 3 Br 2 5
HHEALEmBERET S (Konar & Cohen, 1997) « 75 iz H 17 il F55 A5 #i A 2RO A fik A AE 7
HE BT B A S E - B REMENGIE A E T E R SRR - HATHIEN
AR MBS ENE Bk - BE HER ARV ZORA S EREE AT
RFETRFIEARAE > BONAISTAT (Meyer & Rowan, 1977) - sREH B EEEHVEE ST - &5¢
B SEBRHUCE R ARV ER (1T 8 B OLFESEM MR ID SRR (5 > DUEZS S RAVERBE IS -
AN SR EE R T8 e Mok EE B BB E sk e LB
Ry 3E M B ARk B i ~ Rk E AR B ik CB BRI - 5 B A ER SR AH B & R R (L P o
1oy FELEE > HREE DAL IER AV KRR EWE IR WwE T iE
IR T HEINFE B 25K - TSI sE g o B4 E - Fhitisk ot EEEHE -
BN B A O E il ] E A TS T R e R e i A sk E
BITHY - M SCEE L A BN ENBE - AN THEME - ETVEE A AL
RIBHZEINLI# R (Hoffman, 2001) - AiA5EfEH 15%0EEDHE & B g REE
% i U E 4k 7 m (Ginsberg & Bloom, 2004 ) - 15\ F]E IR RE S BE
mEAEEVENEE  HEE TR MNEEAEES (Prakash, 2000) - Kt » i
GreftiEEE M T DUEB M AR RFIRIREE - EE R R R gk DHE
HHREE DRk E R B BIRAET R G ARSI E R IERERRE 24 E
BEHB2ZFE (Darnall & Carmin, 2005) -« 487 AT HE i 1 35 B i ok (0 (1 E S (L
JERGE R (GSCM) FILIMZIR RGN

i 4 ¢ b S 25 A Sk Cru 5 i B R (R 080 TE 1] IR R B % -
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(Z)&& 45 % ( Economic Performance )

BT EESA RN S MR E AR E G - ARG E 2 &
t%& (Porter & Linde, 1995) - B 47 = 4R 5 2 AR 2 B AR A4 P T ER B SR AT} ( Binkley,
2007) - IR GHRERE AT DHIRETRRT L2 M E L ZE (Bulkeley, 2007) - {£
FEEIBUT AT - F RIS KLU A$350 (SR T L BRI - & T ZAVE B2 EiR
REHIRG S E GBI E PR T R AR R ] I B ST T A AR
A e ERORFE AT A St EE T > HHAYEEA S HE W E R AR S > D2
FAliGmF > Rmigs M RIENRET - Aef 2 B LB SN R EHE
Jiik o BB EECRIE SR T o PIET 2 b FEAER ERAPAKE Y R 2258 - AT & =15
EEIE LA - RIEEH R ERBRSEMHMAEIRNE S - DUEILRIBHEEE
HMBETT (Hart, 1995) < FZEEEIRMAEST > DU R D LM R A SO A EBTTH - i
BUE E A E ZOHERVERE > R ERAEEBIGRR « RS ARSI B EIREAE R
RE > NMEHTGEE SO KU BUE pAZ BB %4 - Dowell, Hart, and Yeung

(2000) f5 i} - EASHYIRORARAE » BT DL SR (R FE 3% A I f2 = 2E & 77 (Dowell et al.,
2000) - FZAWITEHER B A O IR A o o DR R E BRI RS - DB R
RETRUBFERERA - BTG A R

a5 ¢ SR A &k (0 (B i gl B S 45 3 I el AR A 1

— - iR

AWFELLEER] 2000 KEFEE R AT ERG - 17 DIE A&C SRR 2 A BLE (F &k
AL EEAR R - RAIR SRR AR EN A B BB E R > HRAIDI A TRk Ot
FESE IR R AHBA BB £8 - B E N BB A GEEHE - TSGR AT
FT 2 A B SRR G & B 72 H AV D BUMB T B » Ry R & N B A s R T RS - H
PHEERBYAREZBEMRENE R EMERE - WA 7/ H & Al

(Pretest) HYER(D > R0 QH S AL BLEHFIRE R LI R EEF AL FHIHAE
WEKMHEREER - MEEN  BEENWATEGEEE - MENEI2 5 MR X
RREASE S Z i B S R S > ME SRR EREN S - HP A HEm - E5%
SR b2 Fug - INBEAHT 78 2 &1 & N AU ( Content Validity ) K 2 % ( Face
Validity ) AyfEAE -
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& R SUBRAY (B R B A > AW AT AV R 2R AT ] 1 PR R B I BT ZE I
AR 1 FR -

= - MRBHEEHEREEER

AW FE AT A i B B DUMHRR Y SRR Ry B S 0y Ry S o (L FE S ~ EhREL A T
~EEVE IR R AR S BER o AT Sk (L JIE S B B 3 U7 11 {5E FH Zhu and Sarkis( 2004 )
2 RhER RSO EHEC SN REEH SN S At EsEE I - & O
SRt ek st (Zhua & Sarkis, 2004 ) - fE &% 504> #% FBansal and Roth (2000) =] 4y
Ryt E )]~ A KBRREEK THEESHE sk Mt BT HE % (Bansal &
Roth, 2000) - fE&%%#E0 o7 BRI Zhu and Sarkis (2004) Z#E& R ER » L RENT R
S G R IR REER -

(—)GCSCME FH R EM:E &

AR FARIE T SRR K sk B L EEE R (GSCM) EBEBRIEMERR © AER
JE 2 BRER PREVELEAE BT A RS BIEEH LR — VA RIERR REZ1TH) - #iE
DIAS [ 6 A2 BV Bl s e o B IR 5 2 (R {E (AR 45 e &% OH & & > W LAZhu and Sarkis
(2004) ZHb@ 2R > B skt E & NEREEE ~ SNk it e s E 2
B AT ~ Skt fha T 48 VU A [F] B e BUE B FréH pk - Zhu and Sarkis (2004) &2
FyiEVUfE Hay sk OOt e E B R E 2 — ey - FEESEFIHY & 1F M2 m m —{E B
—HIDHREEERFT - BT AR ZE GSCM B — o ple 1 4H & S 8 -

TEEN %S 73 $% A Bansal and Roth (2000) w7y B3t )7 ~ &AM RIERREEK T
A 5 2 B E e ok L (1L B 5 B PR SR B {4 ( Bansal & Roth, 2000 )< fR 2 Bansal and Roth
(2000) MiEFS), &% 0 FHERMEEY O R EFLRMs a7 29 0 4m
EErmee et DA E R B 5 B 2.4F Eco-Management & Audit Scheme (EMAS) Z )5 )
( Bansal & Roth, 2000) - Bansal and Roth (2000) 5 " &AM | AT EEAELEET
BFESHE RUUBREZEY > SOREKHEBMENAEREE  WEARHATNS
PAEFIF M IR BB IRER - DU A S R 2 EEETE A S H R
HATEIRY (B (E SIS 2 — 21y - Bansal and Roth (2000) 5ttt " IR{RF|(E , BEFER
HEENAEMIEENSERE - BN AERRENAETEERES TAMNTE > t4AE
B BN R ESHM T IEENSE ) BHETEAREENBEEER - HRER
2RSSR (Bansal & Roth, 2000) -
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BROREESN
&kt (it e g

o
LR EEY

PER RS
SN ok € I e R T
& EL
SR O LG
NI ek

BRIRH(E

* 1 W EERUL
(EEH
fBaE 1 ¢ 3+ 7 R 2 B o i 2B A £ R B g I 1) DR SR ol
i 2+ EAMER R B A Lk Ot B A 1 A AR B -
i 3 + IR EN R B A Lk (O (B S 1T 5 R BE 4
TBaE 4 ¢ 1 S A & € (I e g BAL3ER (R 080 I ) LR B 1
{555 5 ¢ R A Lok (o {HE JEE g BAL 2K 7 5 AU I [l DAL R B 1

TEEERER 43 £% A Zhu and Sarkis (2004 ) Z & R 5 58 B BB &R
BRIRGER o KRR 77 B 8 - (1)IE{R&X (Environmental performance) : f#EE
#i GSCM [lJEL 2 » ¥ 5 2RI IEE2 2 (Rao, 2002 ; Vachona & Klassen, 2006a, 2006b,
2007) Fe ()28 4% (Economic performance) - A mmiE EE EOHENIBRE - [F
RAERIEKRA ~ BEAEEEN - MO EREEFRRENME B EBESETERUK
BUERAR R KB s o L BRI DIERHZE R (Likert) CEERETHEE > H
EEMEETFAEREE  AFAaRAREEEER > fEfEE 1 2 RIEEFEE
B 7 RRIEFEE o RUFSERT AN & B IETEEEN T 8% o
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— ~ EAREE I

ARHFLER SPSS17.0 LUK, PLS graph 3.0 iy &4t iikie - $HE TR AR AE T &5 5
HZ G« AU TR AR I —E > $FH P ER(SEArgEt 2010 477 2000 X
BUSSRTE T AFETHGHE - i 303 (0% » [HUL MG 143 {7 MG EYHR
B A47.19% > JIFRIEE R 28 ~ S0 RO M ek it FE SN TR B SR AV I T & 5T 13
> HEFERMHE 130 (7 (HENEANTE A) - ARESBEERILNE2 FoR - £
R fEfmZ=tm 2 (Non-Response Bias) {7y - A 52 s 72 ¥ 25 2T 72 45 R A TE
Tl E e i 2R AN 2R o BT I8 By MRS S8BT USBE A o A 465 3R AT IE ME kB AR AR A
AE% F Armstrong and Overton (1977) 2 5k » jRE AT A A 2B 546 (<5 [ USRS T L
oy R —all (SelEli) 8155 4l (1&[EIU) WIdH - Sif b P iy 18 1 Sfe 12 [ Ui i 4L T
LLIRT () MEREEEEZR (p>0.05) » RETRZBREAERERZERE
AR ELZ A EPE - APk FIHEH AR S 69 {7 - DU AEHESS -
Bar K email fEUTR AT S HYRGSH RIS HY A 2UE G 61 (7 > RIRE B W& BURE ~ ££4 5]
MBI PTE T B 3 UK (1) WEHMKIERE - G550 M
Y P {E AR 0.05 BURRIBF B RHERTE 22 2> 13 2 R > (AL ] WE SR B U Y B A A
BHIG A FVE M - WHITas AT #esm 2 8185 (Armstrong & Overton, 1977) -

T 5 REME A B S SR TP ((Unidimensionality ) J7TaT - ASBH 9T 250 & 88 05 K 45 1
SETH 2 fm BB R BB BHE/NR 3 HIERE GBS EZE R 10 fYFR AT CARIHSE
EEREAREL T Y 2.777~ -0.087 » {RAE(LE /1 52-0.637~ -1.531) » A&F4& Kline (1998)
oy E IRBEHRBEEEHE RN 3 B ~ IEREGEBEEEHE XY 10 W #18 &I E 5 BRIV IE

(Kline, 1998 )- [t£4) » FeAM {5 A PLS Graph3.0 & H[R £ 32 Y & fif & ( Cross-Loading ) »
GERER T SBIHESEBEAFERNNHEFREE THEAHESWATE » BB
T BV R GAR /N RS T NV RBIR AR S - EEMRN 2 BRI E L EEEE R A
HIRZ & - IRENZ AR ZE AL (Cross-Loading ) AYHHS - &HIRFFEENTEE C -
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1y

R 2 HREGFEARER ARG E R 2= 2 e E

SEIH 43 KE Rk H4rEE Chi-square d.f. P-value
BEAN BEE 18 13.8% 8.399 5 0.136
QEACTH ~ BI4EAK 42 32.3%
i g W ~ Bl 22 16.9%
FEEE 21 16.2%
oA 27 20.8%
54ELLT 76 58.5% 4.074 4 0.396
N 6~10 4F 32 24.6%
KSR 11~15 4F 12 9.2%
16 4EDL | 10 7.7%
30 ALLF 10 7.7% 9.895 5 0.078
= 31~50 A 19 14.6%
HFRTARC o) g0k 22 16.9%
80 AL F 80 61.5%

fEF:[E J77A% 5 (Common Method Bias) » FHiAAHFZE 2L E = ( Self-Report)
MG EER-ZGENRIEN  MELER EEH S THRETHEE - KA A geE
Bt [E J77A8 8 (Common Method Variance ) #YfRER © ABHFEE So A IR ER FH BE IR
7E,7% Harman’s one factor test ( Podsakoff & Organ, 1986 ) zk#:{TH:[E] F A BEigHl - &
— I £ Z R R 0] DU R A S Ay S [E 8 I - AllfE R E DA RS - JIT
AR FE R 5E G T A A AV & R TE DL F Ry R R o A A T oA AR A I 45 SR 2
B L ER AT AT AR B 8 Ky 26.899% 2 7 55 — {[6] BE S PR 2 AR I AR e R R 7 Y
Lo [ > AN ARBFSE 3 227% Podsakoff, MacKenzie, and Podsakoff ( 2003 ) ; Klein, Rai,
and Straub (2007 ) Ed Williams, Edwards, and Vandenberg (2003) fF PLS H {7 &= 3 [E5
748 5.( Common Method Bias )iy J7 42k A b 3 [5] 7774 8 #( Klein et al., 2007 ; Podsakoff,
MacKenzie, & Podsakoff, 2003 ; Williams, Edwards, & Vandenberg, 2003) - {5 A0
BT HEBEESENRET (Substantive Factors) » i1 A3E[E /572 KRF ( Common Method
Factor ) - 41[ff$% B fiw B E N AR 2 0.819 [ [E J7 /AR AV fEREE 2 0.011-
FIENELG Ry 74:1 > BURIER DI ZE R H AR R » BURAWIS0 A FLEJAB RN
fman (Klein et al., 2007 ; Patnayakuni, Rai, & Seth, 2006 ) -

= BEERHEHE

AWFFEER S o B/ N AT E R 98T o PLS & — R4S )5 12 U AL 55 07 )5
& RBFEERA PLS JRIREEN &S 8 P EE (Formative Measures) Sz it
( Reflective Measures) - PLS 7 0] DA [] 05 7 £ 7 18] 0 (5 [ B80S R A Bt 25 1 A Rl Y 28
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{% (Wold, 1982) - (Jarvis, MacKenzie, & Podsakoff, 2003 ) FI|Er#5 AU i fu 2 pl R EL
S BJL AR T AR R 2 — AR H A - (L) A B T AR AR 2 T AV PRUER Bl A% 5 (2) R P TS AR
HyEa BA A AE 5 (S)MTRTE AR MRy S & B 5 (4) 1 1 R TH 45 AR AV B G AL B - AR I8
EHIRYAER]  ABHTEHEF ekt ERE | R ERER (Jarvis etal,, 2003) -

& €0 (1 JE g 5 BE 0 73 D T (2 ) Zhu and Sarkis (2004) Z i £ R > 58 Rk
e 0 & RS E B~ SNk RS ~ S EUL ~ SR O dnakat ATAH R
BRI E SR BEEESERETER S ERIEN PR E
BHS U =N &E - fEFHEE 7 {95 Bansal and Roth (2000) FrigtiEis)] ~ &
ENVE R R ORE AL = (B B R T 2 1 A B o 6 22 BRL B i ok € (B TR S L DRI R 4 - S
FIREEEIN LAt & > &AM RRIRE S L= LA & - 2R AEERE A Zhu
and Sarkis (2004) Zffia R - SR BEER T RHEOESIRRER - BELHE
[P TEAE [ 4 SRR B Ry S B Mty B S B - AT e A5 R S - R BB B R B R PR
G R Ry B2 B DL =1 LA & (Zhu & Sarkis, 2004) -

= MEHEENERE

f£ PLS i3 ifreh > 55— 0 Z e Sa Ml E 240 (Measurement Model ) FY(S A » 55—
& i M 45 R R AU ( Structural Model ) 7E B& £ R B B 1 o YN = A
( Measurement Model ) HY{E5%0E BEfi T4l | ¢

(—) 4R - R AR T et e | APt &f5FE (Formative Measures) ;
HERHY Ry Rty 21515 (Reflective Measures) » {5 A 6] BE £ A TP B ME#r & 45
FEREEANE—B S ZE (Chin, 1998b ; Petter, Straub, & Rai, 2007 ) - & - >
RS EEE LG EMEEZ R EN > R ARG MEIEE TR BTN #E
Z0UiEmE (ltems) o VIF BT DL A FHEP 43 MR R RE - ARBFFEERA VIF {ER 3.3
HYFEAE ( Diamantopoulos & Siguaw, 2006 ) < %> AMHFE I et i E 4515 GSCM H

"AERIRER T 4N GSCM |~ T e & Ol |~ T & faEE dnstst ) o3 il fy 2.922 -
2.362 ~ 1.740 7 2.103 o [N ASHF 5T fiE T 4R MY R RE -

(S s - DL Cronbach Alpha B 5 AT gl - A 5T AY S MR S 8 B PH B Fn e
T AT Alpha 5 5 A 0.7 (& 0.754) ( B2 3) &F& (Nummally, 1978) Frfg
Y PIREEE - A IE & BBV 4H & (5 % (Composite Reliability ) E7E 0.7 DL 5y
AIEEZKAEE - A HAM R SERNEAGEESESNFIEE 0.7 M E (&K
0.859)° A AVE HLEI K 0.5 (F{K 0.672) » It EA RIFWHNE - £F
Fi¢ M i & F5 A5 5 DG A 7 & B Cronbach Alpha {3 #E 17 #f( Chin, 19983, 1998b ;
Gefen, Straub, & Boudreau, 2000 )
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#F3 EE MEHE  REAGFEE AVE H

BE R fgfif";g/% Mean Stdev U MR o AVE  Comech

2 e 0.923 0.749  0.886
co1 5.377 1.581 0.892  0.303
| C02 5354 1.457 0.881 0.315
co3 5.769 1.327 0.824  0.220
Cco4 5.815 1.193 0.864  0.314

2 e 0.860 0.672  0.755
ki LO1 5992 1.210 0.828  0.401
L02 5.408 1.503 0.879  0.489
LO03 5469 1.388 0.748  0.318

2 e 0.903 0.758  0.803
B (55 1 ECO1 5.954 1.092 0.934  0.426
ECO2 5915 1.121 0.931  0.397
ECO3 4831 1566 0.732  0.318

2 e 0.958 0.883  0.932
s g e INTERI 5.431 1.509 0.938  0.360
PERESEEEE | (rERD 5538 1.353 0941  0.348
INTER3 5477 1.415 0.940 0.356

2 e 0.960 0.890  0.938
. OouT1 5.415 1.488 0.910 0.349
I GSCM ouT?2 5.362 1.530 0.920 0.361
ouT3 5.031 1.550 0.922  0.381

S e 0.953 0.872  0.926
»n=;. DEO1 5.669 1.266 0.941  0.373
SR A DEO02 5.508 1.354 0.938  0.362
DEO3 5.646 1.323 0.923  0.335

2 e 0.941 0.842  0.906
s [ REC1 5.415 1.488 0.910 0.349
REC2 5.362 1.530 0.920 0.361
REC3 5.031 1.550 0.922  0.381

K FEME 0.957 0.880  0.932
o gt ECOP1 5308 1.462 0.923  0.342
RIRE ECOP2 5.446 1.442 0959  0.351
ECOP3 5.369 1.415 0.933 0.372

K FEME 0.906 0.762  0.844
PR EPO1 5.238 1.402 0.854  0.343
EP02 5.115 1.508 0.887  0.377
EPO3 5.338 1.518 0.878  0.425

B EcE 0.912 0.723 N/A
NERIBEEE T 5.482 1.426 0900 0.312
htmftpEpE  4MEF GSCM 5269 1523  0.857  0.297
GtmpEdEkEt 5.608 1.314  0.793 0.274
P& U 5269 1.523 0.846  0.293




TRRER L IR - A - - 2 2 PN IEFIRS Y BeAR G Sk T 263

(=) AR+ 16 Bl A8 P A A A R & S T S A R IR 1T 2 [T Y S RIAR S - AVE 2
SEGRESE RN H e FEREE TAVHR G RoR7EIE R E R R GRS/ NA
Y B AZ - R oy 36 iy 518 R B A T 1) %5 % ( Discrimination Validity ) ( Fornell &
Larcker, 1981 ; Gefen & Straub, 2005) - %% 4 /5 & i HE > AV M B GEUEE - B
SR N B S EMEE Y LA 2 > LA RS B HF &R E -

(TH) 2% R i b S B {1l o 2 H (3 S i & S Y B VB E Ay — 232 > JRE
BEE R B E R B REGVEEME T FRAER - f£R 6 T al{EAIfS 280
{8 BI(5 I ARY 0.5 HARAE(LINZR A & 57 Al Fy 0.958~0.732 > fr sk (H 0.5 ]
0.95 Zf#] » BUAWIFEHY S B My & BB AA BIFAI(EE -

g~ SEREREAIAY R (S

(—)EEARE © 78 PLS EEATHE e E MR AR BINMEET - K T T ES S EE e
JE  FAMER A bootstrap Bl 7774 (500 resamples ) s Ag I &5 fE 5 AU b B 1KY
FETEE (Chin, 1998b ) » H i HI&E SR K3 A7 2R 2 - PLS 3G AR+ (L 24 5 1

( Goodness of Fit Index » GFIl) AY{hiEf » Chin (1998a) =7 A fc i FEAYHI& » H Bl
SYEIAL T 20 o] B AN S S SR EAE BO A B BB A S B TEORIBE ) T S AR B
DRI il 52 By RS2 I IS AU 4 529 £ BH54Z (Chin, 1998a, 1998b ) -

(TGRSR © 38 H P05 45 MBI BY P VB (E (R T > B SRR ) (R®) DARMRE
Gt AL P E AR SRR AE - IS HIAHT FE R AVBE M - S5 R0 3 MR 5 B »
EARGETE B R A S R RE ) (R?=0.595 - 0.689 ~ 0.628) » HIAHFFL R -
1S5 A G O (it JE i B R R A8 85U R IE (M B B R AE (GG 4 AL ) - (B EHA
A 1L e o B X TR G 0 B IR R YRR (R AR ((RER 5 BRAL ) » i DI R B 13
Gkt Bt e B IR R IR AR AR (IRER 1 pRaL) - &7ATE N R B 1 SR A&k
Ot A L R AR AL (BER 2 KAL) - MR EERRE R SEE ALk E
e s B AR B B R 2 (fRER 3 plar) -
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1 SEAE

i
|
RN i 0.448™" : BB
i : ' R?=0.689
A N

B |
i

& 0 It JeE g
R?=0.595

W S 45 75
éﬁé/ Y'XNE\/)&

R2=0.628
....................... ]
WELEREE | EEUL | ANER&RE | SREEL
(=il e A B
& 2 TirésEE
=4 S A VB A i e A R AR PR
— Gk (L (3L FEE g w7 Gk BIRET BERER BT 455
& 0 I Jree g 0.850
R 0.706 0.865
EiEM 0.536 0.462 0.820
IRIREAL 0.616 0.596 0.407 0.870
IRIREERL 0.830 0.642 0.539 0.521 0.938
LE AR LB 0.793 0.577 0.518 0.575 0.853 0.873

sk ¢ JRETAGRE ) B S TR AU B (R EUE ¢ B  AVE BV ITIRE -

x5 WIRBERESR

R EE(ESBSEE AT
e 1 i NN R B (b 38 A %R o (LB G IE [R5 - 0.448 (5.356) ”
B 2+ ErAMER R B A SR 0 (LB TE N R BA(R - 0.224 (2.657) "
{0 3 BRE (TN R AFEE A SR O AL ERA R R - 0.257 (3.226) )
50 4 ¢ i S22 A5 (o {18 8 G B (R 40380 I 1 RSB % 0.830 (23.118) ™"~
B3 5 ¢ {3 A 5 €5 S LA 8 380 TE [ R B 1 0792 (19.770) ™~

i ESAN Rt E
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(E)bEEFEGS O EREN T MeE © BT HELETRGORIEEN TR > K
WFZE iK% Baron and Kenny (1986) f5 Ul D ER - DIRESRABH 72 201 TP Y (S
fisk et eSS BB (BFE - &AM IBRRERE) BEN (RIREBRLE
B I (T O O ER ) > Hg /SR T e DU DU {E iR
(DESEFHRERFEEPZE  QBERH T NMERAEEZE QT M2y
REHEREL LR (4)E TS E B 2 B[R R R B 1 R B o A - AR
H 2N B BEER % > SRP N ERZFEMBEEAEE > M /&
B EEHMIF AL AR > Hh /R E S SR (Baron & Kenny, 1986) - 52
ERRRBERIMA T EER - FERAESEERBEE ZHEE B ABE
M ER D A SR AR TR I h /8% > (R 2R B S B R B ] 2 B (R 2 Rl 99
AIFRZ P BB EAE T P8R -

RS R - EHER TR - IREBRRIREUE - HItAET sk @it
JE S A 30 0 BARR ORI TP BURIE 1SSy > R T ik Lt B s 58 Ay T
R (FR 6 fir ) ()5 I R (R EU80HE BE IEAHRE ¢ (28 477 ¥ (R Tt &k (0 (it e 3
AREIEARE © (3)%:F I HIRIRGRUNA BE IEAHRE + (4)& (b 58 B it 4 € (I JE g B
F ) R Rp B R OR GURCE T TR 3 AT > RASSE 5+ ) B IR ORI B Bl (3 > IR T/
B (REEk O ERE) 2 FEEMBEAEE > BEh 88 (REFESR O ERE)
HESH (GE) EFAEERG - BEHRRRREDT  IREE ARG > &
EHEEGOHERET A ST ARBER (K6 AR - BEEEHLGENR > Ei4
S B it ok € (B B g B3 < 0 [ R 36 2R (R S S8 HE AT ML B O AT R - R A % ) B ER DR A
HEER R > N 288 (hEFRR OO ER) ZFEEMBEGEESTY - AFKEEEH
aAN) ERERH CGROIRGERD HZBAE BB GIAIIFRRZ P28 (hEE K
witERE) B msiR (L6 AR -

FEHEB RS B BRGNS > fy - ()R I HEORSSEBEEIEN
[58] + (2)3 % 00 S 1 5 B it ok (1 (3t S B IEAERE 0 ()3 D W EUR UV A B IE
FERE 5 (4)5 1 3 B e 4o €0 (B JE o BAL 35 2% 7 [ W5 3 5O G000 AT L B 7 BT TR AT 2
TERIRGHV B B (> NP BB (R E RGO ERE) 2 FREMEG I EE
BErEEf (REFmGOMER) BEEY (RFT) EFEAFBEEMG  NIbdsE
Bt ok € (I B SR B A 30 T ) AL ACOR R U - (SR E Ak (o (I FE B 52 Y R
(% 6 Frn) - HEHRRREDL  (REHHEFEENE; - LEFk O EHETE
SEEHFARR (£ 6 frn) - (BEEBHEBEENE - IREB KRS - BE M)
B it ok € (3 7 g B 5 <5 ) [ R 36 O G AT B O AT I TR 5 ) BB 4 R
EER R > N 388 (REFRROOER) ZFEEMBEGEESTY - AIFKEZEH
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#z6 HIORESN

Coefficient in regressions IV+M->DV

HEE IV G ASEM [KEHDV  IVSIDV  IVOM IVSDV MDV %R
A GSCM R4 0.64277 0.454™ 0117 0.7497"  sE&hiqr
=Rz GSCM BILER 05407 0.226° 0.143° 0.755 S HAv
BEREE GSCM BR4ES 05267 0.2497° 0.024 0.8147 &t
7 GSCM geopmsERr 05787 0.44277  0.045  0.759"  sE&rigp
&k GSCM Komassg 052077 0.21977  0.149°  0.71577 R4
BIREALE GSCM Komassg 05977 0.26177 0.17177 0.686"  SEaA

i

(G7EM) BERER (KBS HZGE BT RZ T 88 (hEF Lk
aftERE) AW TR (R6FR) »

th ~ &EamEdE R

— ~ &itw

AT E SR ELS R o DUES DU T S IH&S & - B0 EERE T > BF T -
A RRIRE L BEEh - FEE A Gk it e - RIE RS EERA FlE H 8B is Frik
HYUHY S FE SRS - Rk @3 Eay HEY » (BB FEE ALk Ot (Klassen & Whybark,
1999 ; Ramus, 2001) - ¥4 Klassen and Whybark (1999) K Ramus (2001) #f%E -
FEE A SO AL ERE B LR SN IR REN T E AR ERFE - BURhEE A G Eit
JE S T [ AR EE LS AR ~ RS AR E SR - MBI TFRE - NME HGABE L
B R R R st o] g &4kt b 3E P % (Bansal & Roth, 2000) - (3EH
it & 0 (8 B By BE B o BB - BT &R (L (IL FE SEAT B K3 ) SRR E (R - BN
OB BB IRREEBHI RO R B 2o o RN FENBEIR AR IRREE
5 - sk O L e - v DU #E— P By 2 B AR G R IR R BRI - (HeR O (L E
HERAT A A B OB S SR IR ERIE 2 E A S R R B SR E I
HEGEF VR R AR 2R - B RS A2 BUR AR - R E W ST REE R H At GSCM B 7
B EREH &R 2 T SRR N FEIRY AR -
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1IG oA

(B EBRVER

BE A B ck L0 FESE A N BRI R RS o PP IEAZ B S R IH
H > SREEMNEEFESZEERE - B2 BFIEKEEENAE > BEBESTH
— L HIREL L TEE TGO ER L SR SRR &R S A A R R - DL
RIEARE - TR DURs B CALA ORI RAT AL - B — (BB AR 551 B 8312 15 ] Wi 4
FE B ] > W RAERUSIA - EefEES - MO ERBEEFRE - ~EH
MEBESGOFRUSEZF R TR e EatEP SR B 5EHEESREN
ST (Bansal & Roth, 2000) - ff& » &k &SR A] DU AR B AR B B8 (7 2 (L AH R
HEIREAR M > RIZA B ERHB RS - AR REREN AN g B O ILE
HHE R > R AE AN E M B b A E S R E T E S

(D) EHRE 7 B

PRETE AU TR FE &S R B B R AV R R > BRRSRAAR TR A R ZiE - (1)
FEUEE - IRERSEIZT > MEVEERE LEGRAE AR - hAMRAMER LD
FRZp > PRBERE-DBEREAN T EERE - QBEARRM - R ADT 7 EE
e &2/ HT 2000 AEET-3EM R > PhH 303 K A HGEHIE R - (HEERER AT
FeEE RAVARFERE T (e HAE St BBV E T3¢ > AN EEHEEE -

[~ 25X

— ~ CE Y

1. TR fRIBIR22(2011) > (o] 35 B 4% > Retrieved April 1, 2013 http://cfp.epa.gov.tw/
carbon/ezCFM/Function/PlatformInfo/FLConcept/FLabellntroduction.aspx
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. Scale / Substantlve 2 Method Factor 2
BERE yggem  Factor (R1) Ri (R2) R2
s, co1 0.817 0.667 0.091 0.008
co2 0.806 0.649 0.085 0.007

co3 1.075 1.155 -0.292 0.085

C04 0.783 0.613 0.097 0.009

P Lo1 0.827 0.685 0.001 0.000
L02 0.805 0.649 0.078 0.006

L03 0.836 0.699 -0.090 0.008

B (T ECO1 0.922 0.851 0.013 0.000
ECO2 0.971 0.944 -0.057 0.003

ECO3 0.696 0.484 0.056 0.003

NEFERE & INTERL 0.914 0.835 0.027 0.001
INTER2 0.962 0.925 -0.023 0.001

INTER3 0.943 0.890 -0.004 0.000

JNE GSCM  OUTL 0.867 0.751 0.067 0.005
OUT2 0.994 0.987 -0.040 0.002

OUT3 0.967 0.935 -0.026 0.001

4 fo e ek sl DEOL 0.737 0.542 0.232 0.054
DE02 0.993 0.986 -0.064 0.004

DEO03 1.077 1.161 -0.174 0.030

T E L REC1 0.962 0.925 20.067 0.004
REC2 0.894 0.799 0.037 0.001

REC3 0.898 0.806 0.029 0.001

P (i 45 00 ECOP1 0.904 0.817 0.024 0.001
ECOP2 1.024 1.049 -0.072 0.005

ECOP3 0.886 0.784 0.049 0.002

L B EPO1 1.001 1.002 -0.155 0.024
EP02 0.927 0.858 -0.040 0.002

EPO3 0.697 0.486 0.190 0.036

Ty 0.819 0.011
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sk C HMERK N AR E

WP ekt mips oot M SRS

BE gsoM xR EHCERERSUR SRS
co1 0.893 0.410  0.638 0525 0492 0.625 0.431 0583  0.558
C02 0.882 0.402 0505 0587  0.506  0.617  0.452  0.581  0.520
Co3 0.823 0313 0440 0322 0335 0499 0317 0419 0.378
co4 0.863 0.457  0.469  0.547  0.442  0.635  0.492  0.608  0.511

LO1 0.408 0.832 0.395 0.306 0.307 0.413 0.473 0.423 0.434
L02 0.437  0.880 0.340 0.476 0.381 0.454 0.474 0.475 0.425
L03 0.266  0.741 0.256 0.346 0.225 0.289 0.236 0.429 0.426

ECO2 0524 0.348 0.931 0.484 0.373 0.511 0.470 0.446 0.489
ECO3 0.429 0.286 0.734 0.423 0.365 0.408 0.264 0.444 0.543

INTER1 0.574  0.466 0.585 0.938 0.722 0.642 0.597 0.725 0.619
INTER2 0.550 0.415 0.538 0.941 0.677 0.632 0.549 0.723 0.663
INTER3 0.530 0.429 0.445 0.940 0.685 0.661 0.582 0.755 0.679

OuT1l 0.526 0.331 0.365 0.729 0.921 0.590 0.505 0.614 0.586
OuT2 0.483 0.375 0.423 0.694 0.962 0.588 0.501 0.578 0.577
OUT3 0.466 0.376 0.436 0.669 0.946 0.573 0.531 0.550 0.605

DEO1 0.716  0.477 0.606 0.686 0.603 0.941 0.573 0.776 0.746
DEO2 0.595 0.446 0.525 0.653 0.594 0.938 0.533 0.667 0.676
DEO3 0.626  0.422 0.443 0.580 0.533 0.923 0.481 0.656 0.647

REC1 0.408 0.466 0.425 0.527 0.486 0.476 0.910 0.459 0.522
REC2 0.491 0.483 0.406 0.549 0.446 0.567 0.920 0.566 0.568
REC3  0.468 0.427 0.443 0.609 0.561 0.520 0.922 0.528 0.517

ECOP1 0.579 0.481 0.537 0.677 0.567 0.692 0.538 0.924 0.836
ECOP2 0.628 0.511 0.466 0.731 0.562 0.693 0.517 0.959 0.822
ECOP3 0.601 0.522 0.465 0.788 0.603 0.727 0.535 0.932 0.743

EPO1 0.520  0.397 0.562 0.523 0.466 0.602 0.420 0.681 0.852
EPO2 0.487  0.457 0.545 0.572 0.621 0.635 0.544 0.704 0.892
EPO3 0.507 0.491 0.418 0.710 0.540 0.694 0.550 0.833 0.875
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