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= ~ % (Appendix)

FTHEE F4LERF pATEEL  0HEPRET%BA

de— >~ AR GHEETHTGCR)
;;::. ;f;’ Item-Total Reliability Factor Critical Ratio
e 75 Correlation after loading (CR)
E E E (ITC) item removed
1 2 3 4 5
Lo B VR SRR SRR 0.713 0.924 0.774 17.39
2. ARflpp A REOTARfRE POF LB 0.737 0.923 0.793 20.00
3. BB AIEEE S AR B LY SR ER R RILNE A 0.760 0.922 0.813 22.11
4. MG MGER A REEPFURLEN L PR o 0.743 0.923 0.798 18.78
5. FAFRPRRBLIEEFOFERLS . 0.716 0.924 0.774 20.82
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Fe-  RER2X0CH)
;;':' 5;—— Item-Total Reliability Factor Critical Ratio
zlil ‘ 7; Correlation after loading (CR)
& E t aTo) item removed
1 2 3 4 5
6. BFHEEMRY > ARG EREOTFLER - [<38 4] 0.728 0.908 0.786 21.41
7. AhEHu FREARLIEEL BRI D G o [<3.8 4 0.730 0.908 0.789 2291
8. ANERELTFHPHZAER S - 0.735 0.908 0.801 20.36
9. ANGRPEDHERE - 0.708 0.910 0.775 20.28
10. 2 5 »xehg IMPF R R 7 iRk 1 0F o 0.741 0.907 0.802 21.36
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Bz ~11F? &Y 3L 43

= # Item-Total Reliability Factor Critical

g’; ;: Correlation after loading Ratio (CR)

z ,’g 4 (TC) item

1 2 3 4 5 removed
11, At e RAFRES o 0.688 0.912 0.769 16.99
12 X g p g AFpe ORZEFY L o [>42 4] 0.799 0.900 0.861 20.75
13, AR HIIRFpAELELE a2t > TPFRB LT - 0.768 0.903 0.837 20.32
14, A BIp 4 B4 » T PFrend Lpnes o 0.823 0.897 0.878 21.95
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ez~ FEREAL )

Item- Reliabili | Factor Critica

i f;‘ Total ty after | loading | 1 Ratio

‘é ¥ :)'% Correl item (CR)

8 i S ation remove

1 2 3 4 5 aTo) d
15, 2% B 347 1B Bl A hiRk TR o [<3.8 4] 0.810 0.968 0.835 21.27
16. i 5 gm A IR FEenin A7 £ o [<3.8 4] 0.816 0.968 0.840 23.43
17. & & i AT AR T e B o [<3.8 4] 0.820 0.968 0.844 24.62
18. AitFRp AP W g s o 0.831 0.967 0.853 21.54
19. a5 m A ERE SR B EAERE  BE MR BERT AT o 0.796 0.968 0.822 21.25
20, H»wF kB Y EADEREOEL AN B EFLH LT RPA TR E R E o [<3.8 0.803 0.968 0.828 23.20

2]

2], ARFTFRELSN S F L DFEET LR o [<3.8 4] 0.791 0.968 0.816 20.57
22, A FRERERR Y G o 0.797 0.968 0.822 22.59
23. AR hgp L s B E PRIMER o 0.809 0.968 0.833 25.15
24, AR ZRIR A g A S 0.848 0.967 0.869 25.33
25, AR F BT BIRG o 0.768 0.968 0.795 2431
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eI~ FRMAT AL FEHD

S ?E- Item-Total Reliability | Factor Critical

f‘l —}t Correlation | after loading Ratio (CR)

i ,{é i (ITC) item

1 ) 3 4 5 removed
26, AEEABZE FFTEY > AN B eS e o 0.758 0.915 0.806 24.13
27 AR VR PREREY > P AN E AR 0.731 0.917 0.794 19.35
28. A KA e B4R R iT4s 24 (near-miss) P B Y o @A R S 0.722 0.918 0.789 19.45
29 A TEEX 2T LA (bl BRI AR B dR)o 0.763 0.916 0.823 20.66
30. FAa Bt ieKdp sl Fet B~ ek R 2 ‘1;%)% LRI ERE L IER o 0.747 0.916 0.809 22.47
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