08-01057

ERERAYIJV—ERETL—I VIR
— A SDBEHEORY FUTSO—IZHST 5E=OIZIXALRBEN? —

rgefRE E il WAL IS TR R 2T A o TR %
[ERFIEE A S > H RN AL Hz
HRBFIEE e B % = PEEFITR A IE TR TEN > AT MZE T Vv —
TN—TE
HRBFIEE A Ok PEFEHANTR AW IR TEN > AT M 7 —7
¥R B
1 BH®Y

11 D=7 A3 —Fy hA—HF—DEMELENY

BEFIZ L DA v H =2y MRIFIZOW T BE D o ED b Tl U SR BRI N TV DA,
AR TIE (1) @BMEICL DU =7 L OBERMOZEREM, (2) X MU T T —O@E\WElE OB,
(3) BEBFEIZEIL LI =7 A FOHBLO 3 S22V THH Lzvy,

(1) BEHEICESY T JEDERORBED

Wk 1 QEDEMMEIC L DA v F—F% v MIAERIT 24. 4% (A, 2008) Thb, £72. 60wl Lo
=7 FHAEBELAHEEICEF L TCWDZERNbND (Ry b AT 47 A, 2006),

(2) *2Y FUTFSo—DENEEHE DM

BRI EZB LU TRy P T 70— @0 E W2 S HB RO K EIRE AT 2, 5%1F) 77 —0@n
Yo7 Xy ha—H—0AMRTHEENS, FHE, 2008 4E 9 AIZFT2RbiT goo U —FHETIE., VT T
— LRHBIAIC B W TEES LSl & TIREE A EHERR NV E WO ENME LN TS, 2D L 9T,
v MHHIZOWTERBEIZ L D XBIETT/2 ) 2 L IXERE RV 2o 5,

(3) BEEIZHELEYZ YA FOHE

ZHUZHONWTIE, & ZIXERFRFREMANEE 32 MEFREHER v M) RICESE - En#ERESIC
RAEBENOREWEREOHEDT- DD AT AR SN ERFETFond (B4 @E, 2008) ., 4
%X, 7 AV B OE A AARP O X 9 eSO E T HHRE S, mmE N TR E o TEE TS A
N ECaeEOmBRE D ERSH TR e b TSNS,

12 Dz JLOBBLEENDEEN

TEENC L DEIZHONWTE, DEFETIE RIS, BHFEF TIFAD/IA T A (negative bias) MR TH
0. EEE CIEREmMEZ R (positivity effect) WEERTH D E SN TE 7, IMEFICBIT 28D N4 T A
L < IZEDIEBRNE & MR £ 72X IEOERS IOV T WL OO Z ERHLMZEN TV,
Edell & Burke (1987) IZ K 4UX, F—/AHIC L > TADIERIE & EOFHE RN RITFRRHT AR T 223, LEIZ
KT HREERT T 2 FIZHT 2 RIITENENORPEMTEML TSI EZHALNILTWND, —
J7. Fung & Carstensen(2003) 1%, (L& {EEIA)EIRMEFEGG (Carstensen et al., 1999) DI 6 EE 12
T HIEEREDRBIZONWTEREZT /oo T2, ZOREER, RkFIEBHNCERNH D ERICKT D55
s, EARTHEARSH D Z ENHALNC ST, KV T Williams & Drolet (2005) TlX, mElina O &
ROTHEFEZ TS time horizon ITHIRZFR T 72 HEIC, BMMENRDBIND Z L 2L L TS, ZD
X 9 232X, AISAS BT /LIZHIT B Attention I LU Search DIBFRIZ BT, FinE 12 L - THHEEIRIC
EWRRONDZEEZE®RTHHDT, ¥—7 v MEREIZ X o TRERIEOME W 1T 2 X5 L CTHERG
RERETHHEDOTH D,

1-3 BEEICL DY TRERICH T ZHEENEORE

PERDEERE ML TIE, WS OFEHNRKERERE L TEZ LN TN, (L E B SR B
(Carstensen et al., 1999) TIXEMHZTI AR L VIZALICEB W CE ISR EMLRERTH D & TR
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T35, LeRoT, FEFTIIANELEOERSINZFHBZVO T, Fzilaiz RN Lz LA LD
BV D LD KD 7B mp 7B S E IR & LTl < olzxt LT @il CIE AEOFKR SRR
TN THDLOT, RBEREE L 0 LIFBR BN EMICE ZLI2LY, LALLM AW X
DITBERIDON & OBRETRDTZY | KR LENZRDIZV T LICEZZEL LHIThD, 612,
BE CIEELVWI EXVIER LW 2BV LT o720 BB X 0 b BB 72 ik L
TEERMELTWEHANRS D Z LB SN TV D, ZhERMEZR & 5 (Carstensen & Mikels,
2005; Mather & Carstensen, 2005),

CZORIRBREFERDIELWVETLH201E, U 7HREITIHICHE N TS @I I L 2B/ BE SN D
ZENRTIREND, U = TRESDFENOZEIZET 210ERDIT E A E OISR (72 & 21X Kalbach, 2003; Xie
etal., 2004) CiX, S EEABERRIEEGR O L 5 7o @l OEE CRH STV A 2 B AL7=iF5Eix
HFEY AYTH720, 2T, AR TS EEHRERIR MR O T SN A BEBMEI RS 7 = 73BT
BV THBEINDINE I D& TR 22— DR ET D,

1-4 D7 LOBHMERERNEFEE LaREDERREICEZ 2 EDORE

MM R K B L EmE & CRl—O Y = 7% A FTHRR S TEGRIZERENMT 6, &5
W20 = 7 HRR EOFE LM ROEELZZ T HLT57061F, TNHICESIL V2T FOBERRED Y
RO Z LN OLEFE s & CTHEN R OND Z ERTPRIND, BERE &8 & ORRIC OV TR,
affect infusion model (AIM) (Forgas, 1995) & mood-maintenance hypothesis (MMH) (Isen & Patrick, 1983)
DH DGR TH D03, (S EENRIRMEERS & ORAMD D FRAVUX WH A 3REEh b, £ 2T, AT
I MHZFESWTHEEE L EEOU =7 EOBBIREIZE X DI OFBIZONVTRFNEMNZ D Z L E2H
“OHBET D,

1-5 {R&x

(1) Web BERLEBRILEORRIC, HEBITITITRMAV L Z W2 012 LT, mg &
TR A2 W B,

(2) VA7 G5B RRERENG 2 bz L X2, FEFITV 27126 L CGRENZRHI 21T 9 O T,

BAD/NAT A (negativity bias) ICE VW BERIRELHE LTRXHT 47« 7 L— L& B - AL,
ZOFRERT L=V ITHRIZE D U A7 &M (risk seeking) [ ZBIRT 5,

(3) VA7 G B BREREN G2 biLlc & S0, S T RIC L VAR U7 0 7 7emic i
T5H50OT, BERIAESHEL TR T 47 « 7L —A %8R - KT 5, TOERLELT,
mood—-maintenance hypothesis (MMH) (Isen, A. M. and Patrick, R., 1983) 2 L7=23\\\ U & 7 [A]3E (risk
avoiding) A1 Z IR 5 DO JEKIEBATE T L (affect infusion model, AIM) ( Forgas, J.P., 1995)
IZ L7232 TV A7 EH (risk seeking) A1 & Z RN 925 DN HOWTIE, SBATHEIZ L - T
Al

2 A&

2-1 EBAY Tz IY A FDEKE

AWFRIL, HEAZMGE S 2 & b b 7 = 7T EE OGRS, mlE O U = TIREITENC 5 2 D BT
kU CEBRIBREIAINZ D Z L2 HNETHDOT, ETRINCERTHWD Y =71 FOREHEITR I,
FNEWATL T, Va7 A MEEET LT — O 1T 5, P — NIXARTOPCY— S THE(RF L, 0SI%
Windows XP%& fV), H— 3— 7 KidVertrigoServa V5, &L IZPCY — 3% W T2 AR 7238 F
ZBET %,

F7m. EBRATY 27— L LT, positive ad page &negative ad pageZ{ERKT 5, Ziu. F—HNE
DR % | positive gl & 58 L7z ~— L negative Rl & 78 L 7o ~— U O A FRk T 5 & O T, Jids
27 L—3 758 (Tversky and Kahneman, 1981) 4R EIEHZEEZH-T-HDTH D,

2-2 Y1 JIER
FEEBH T 27V A FE2HWT, ERSNEFICLD U 2 TR L OEFNUICESWE BB EEZIT 2 bE.,
T—H BINET D,
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(1) simulated search situations

U = TYEZRIRILE L C, Tombros et al. (2005) 23V /=simulated search situationsZ A5, Z Ui,
FEREDEE LT O EDDIEMRE 7 2 TIRRICE > THAT DL E VI RE TR, EBREFEDORD 5541
BELT-EEERZ N O RE L TENL -G DO TRENBRRELHTLI L VIRETH DL, ZOX
IMFEEBRATHZ LICk o T, ERBIMNEFIIREREL BB OB RREMEE L TR#ET 22 &0
T&, HEMAFRE L THRRET/29 2 &N TE 2,

(2) H—NIZ&KBT7VERAOTIE

EBRAT = 7V A MIBERIOYV—A_TEAINDLIOT, fRFOT 720 7ORENRAETHD, 1
DL AN —NERTTEBEHOONEDTHD (L Z AV —NNTHLT 722 7 OREEIT/R> TSR
AT 4 T —ERABFET DN, —EOHFINH DL I THD), LEEN-T, 77vAa 7 E2MBEIZOHT
THZEMAHEE 2D,

(3) EBRRE

7 = T RBICESWTERREEZRD D, FikdD L 912, simulated search situations ZHW2H DT,
HAIZEZBRE N EO T EfF 2 AT 20 TliEe LI, HEERBFEICESHWTEEREZIT/R D &0 9 RulE,
FERBINE N ERRE L A5 A S OERREMEE L TRRTE., BRNRERITHEZFZRTH LN TE
HEEZLND, ZORE. U =T EOEEIRIAERGH 20 Sl OWRFATINC G 2 8N L0 BHEICER
narLo LS,

EJEREICET 2 H8 ORI T S L LTiE, BRIk L7z & 512 AIM(Forgas, 1995) & MMH(Isen &
Patrick, 1983) B3 172G T 503, L IEEIBIMERER & OGN DB 2 572 B I WH O 5 h3 35
ENhb, EBRTCIIZOEOBIEZTTR 9,

(4) AISTRBAMBRE

PESEHEIR O FSEIT A BT L7 = OB & M 5 HAOIL. SRAVER I ORBI T3 <. I
(HE 5 RABRE DR E Tl 5, AIST RARAIMMIRTE L, TEEHSAE - BRITHERE - E3E7TIE O 3 BRI >V ThR
BERITRD bOTH S,

(5) A2 —3v FORE - TRERE
A F =y MBS 28 H72 ) OF AR - FIHFEL - FIAPE - L <HAT HH0E7% EICo0W TR
A 2 LR&EEZ1772 9,

(6) information scent MUNE

informtion scent X information foraging theory(Pirolli, 2007) D THE I N ETH D,
information scent [FME&E L CIXMESL L TV D28, ZOMHEEIZITEAY DL OBPREIN TS, 77,
information scent &{H@E & DR L RIZHFILIR LD CTH D, £ 2 TARIFIETIL, Saward et al. (2004)
THWOLNTZ HIEIZ KV perceived scent DRPITEEITR, HEIOFEEBRETT 5,

(7) '(RENEHE

Gross & Levenson (1995) THWH L2 16 REICE Y . EBRHY = 71 Mo T 2158 HMh 2177295, 2
ORFEE, ARITE 3T D EERHMECHW BN b O T, v = 7HEHE & W O L OFERICHT 5 G ERE
i@ LT b EBbhd, 2B, ZOREDOZ YR X OMEHEMEC R E ST IEE B SO (IRT) 2 VT
17729,

TEENEEAN T — &% DML, Cheung & Lee (2005) IZHASWT, & REEDEMEL Z KD -, HHFEE A 5
WEIZLCTEERSZMEBEOREMNEE THLNAMETH NI, £EBRSINE O REMOFREL
(rescaling) #1772 9,

(8) ZM#hd demographic IBEEEA
PRI « AR« 2P R 72 EOT — 2 #ET D, (s, ZOHEBIIEAEROMEIZE YT HD T,
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FEESB LG 7 AU ALEYS YA an P X oD OmBHltES JOTEE] (A AROH ST
7). BARGE S MBS L OYTERIRE, A AGE S MmERE OBESF IS b0 5,)

2-3 EBRsmE
i 344 (B 1T 4., ZME1T4) 2FEBRBINFE L UCTELE Lz, EHFET 68. 85 % CHMmELA L
65~80 1% T D,

2-4 DWAE

(1) ARFROMEED 1 D& LT, BRI EREICKT 2 EIE ORI (U v B — NE) RT3 215 87Hn (U
y:b k&) DEIFIHZ4T 5 (Cheung, C.M. K. and Lee, M. K. 0., 2005)

(2)  BRT7L—2 L BERPREME~DREZE L OREGREZHWET L— IR O5HT,

(3) information scent MZEAL. DT

HR

AAFFEOTRKRKOBHIL, 7 =7 EOBERIZESW B RREICK LT, V= THEOEEIN TR & O X
AREBEBZ LN ERFNTH L THD, F2CI2ClE, EEREICET A2 EMEE OfE I35,
U = 7 =T A E BRI QBRI ONW TGRS, SEIOER CTHW LB EREICEET 5 - R
HHER 61X, MERIZHRLH L LB d 2 FEOK] NODBRTH L, 2O 2 FFHOHITEIL T 4 #HO
BN S OBIRE KO-, £7-. EEFEMORT 9 1 16 MOFBEENIT T2 9 BRESEE Th 5, HEIFHM 2 5m
ﬁ%ﬁ:\mb& R AR AR L CERIFOTEIT I,

BN BB S L TS EhEEAT & OFERI A koD Table 1 ITRT, FOfEE., BERERE LA EICEVIEES
ALTOIE, TREEE] (r=-.354), T3] (r=—.444), IEL I (r=-.541), i) (r=-541) Thot=, %
:T\:ﬂ%4%@%@ﬁ%ﬁkLTE%%W%ﬁﬁ:&KTéO

Table 1 Correlation matrix between the decisions and the emotion variables

HHBIERE
Q6 Q9a Qb Q9c Qod Q9e Qof Qg Qoh Qi Qoj Qok QI Q9m Qon Q% Qop.
QB 1 “38T% 2035 208 350k ~057 135 2070 155 312 -050 116 FPE 175 208 REE 54T
026 239 040 750 445 695 382 073 79 528 .009 323 238 .006 .001
34 34 : 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9a  Pearson OFBIFRE —381% 1 -.039 680% 221 157 1102 456+ ~130 —.182 -.039 228 609 273 089 4748 563
AR (W) .026 827 .000 210 376 566 .007 464 2304 827 2208 .000 118 616 005 .001
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Qb Pearson ORI 035 -.039 1 167 .339% 475% L408% L081 1236 AT5% 6354 514 071 233 126 136 ~190
ATE R (W) 842 827 .346 .050 005 016 650 179 .005 .000 .003 691 184 479 443 282
N 34 34 34 34 3 34 34 34 34 3 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Qe Pears mnrﬂﬁam 1208 680+ 167 1 207 250 162 692 022 o011 131 281 ~485% 2009 015 14w 594
i) 239 .000 1346 241 153 2360 .000 .900 951 462 119 .004 1959 934 015 000
34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Qod P’nar<nx\ﬂ>4~ur‘ril4m‘:?1& —.354% 221 .339% 207 1 L4614 .201 113 (343 227 L4834 427 L428% 304 .369% 329 L351%
AR (W) .040 210 .050 241 006 254 525 047 1196 004 015 011 .080 .032 057 042
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Qe Pearson ORI —.057 157 AT5% 250 R 1 5425 230 1299 A55% 434% 440% 318 397% 282 292 260
A TR (W) 750 376 .005 153 .006 .001 191 .086 .007 .010 012 067 .020 107 .093 138
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9f  Pearson OFHBIERE 135 .102 408 1162 .201 542+ 1 006 149 1324 243 349% 2308 L404% .393% 326 1289
A e () 445 566 .016 .360 254 001 971 400 .062 167 050 076 .018 .022 060 097
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9g  Pearson OFEBIRE 070 456+ .081 692+ 113 230 -.006 1 .352% .357% 066 219 446% -.021 -.221 301 472
AR (W) 695 .007 650 .000 525 191 971 .041 .038 709 228 .008 904 196 084 005
N 34 34 34 34 3 34 34 34 34 3 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
QOh Pearson ORI 155 —130 236 022 313% 299 149 352k 1 21k 142 213 102 —.062 017 077 031
A TR (W) 382 464 179 .900 047 086 400 .041 .000 424 242 564 727 923 666 860
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9 Pearson OFIBIHRE 312 ~.182 AT5% 011 227 455% 324 357k 721 1 342% 373% 043 116 069 001 -.026
A KT (f) 073 304 005 951 196 .007 062 .038 .000 048 .036 809 514 698 995 885
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9j ZEEES ~.050 -.039 .635% 131 L483% LA34% 1243 066 142 .342% 1 766+ 192 A418% .285 11 115
: 779 827 .000 462 .004 010 167 709 424 048 .000 217 014 .103 532 517
34 34 34 34 3 34 34 34 34 3 34 32 34 34 3 34 34
QOk  Pearson ORI 116 228 514 281 A27% ~440% 349% 219 213 373% 766+ 1 464 509 217 419% 347
A TR (W) 528 1208 .003 119 015 012 .050 .228 242 .036 000 007 .003 234 017 L051
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
Q9 Pearson OFBIFRE —444% 609+ 071 A85% A28 318 2308 446+ 1102 043 1192 L4645 1 366+ 107 743# KE
ﬁtﬁ’&% (i {i) 009 .000 691 .004 011 067 .076 .008 564 809 217 .007 .033 545 .000 .000
34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9m Pmmn OB -175 273 1233 —-.009 2304 397% L404% —021 —.062 116 418% 509 366 1 653 255 109
e () 323 118 184 1959 .080 020 018 904 727 514 014 .003 .033 .000 146 541
34 34 34 34 3 34 34 34 34 3 34 32 34 34 3 34 34
Qon 208 2089 126 015 369+ 282 393% 227 017 2069 285 217 107 653+ 1 186 017
A e () 238 616 479 1934 032 107 .022 .196 .923 .698 .103 234 545 .000 .293 1924
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9o Pearson OFBIERE —.458%; AT4x 136 Al4% .329 292 1326 .301 077 -.001 11 L419% 743 .255 .186 1 8254
ﬁtﬁ’&% (i {i) 006 .005 443 015 057 .093 060 084 666 1995 532 017 .000 146 293 .000
34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34
Q9p udmnvﬁﬂrﬂwm —541% 563 190 590 351% 260 1289 T2 [031 —.026 115 347 T3 109 017 825% 1
g .001 282 .000 042 138 .097 .005 860 885 517 051 .000 541 924 -000
34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 32 34 34 34 34 34

ok FRABIERET 1% ZKHET (i) <3 i’
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LA, INGAEBOMBEERDI-E Z A, T3EE - PRL I - ) MoOMBENIEFICE <, EHE
IEHFREROMSERE LTINS 3ERMABRAT I Z LIIEE L RNV ERTFREND, BT, RELE)
& Rl L OMBIT. 825 LIEEITE WLV EE A T, EEMRE (F—Z2KMoME) & LTh a1
BWEFHHESND LU THD Z ERAL NIRRT,

ATy T I A RETEUGHRRICER 2 BT 2L 5% CTHE., BRETLHE0EEL 10% THE L
LCERRD 4 >OMNESE AW TERBIRSNT21To72, ZORE, KL L CET VICE - =280
M) OHThHoTz, FUIFHFERXDOY TTEY OB IBXODEOI Ot R % Table 2 128,

Table 2 Results of the regression analysis

7 VAEED
24k Durbin—
) PER S | HEEMED A EMESR | Watson DI
T R R2 F R2 EHERRE | R2 A LA | PALE | HHEL B2 | FALE JE

1 5412 .293 271 .492 .293 13.237 1 32 .001 1.493

a. FHIME: GE£). Q9p.

b. fefEAEL: Q6
S ERHT b
ET N Y i EREE]Es FH) Sy F fii A R
1 B 3.202 1 3.202 13.237 .0012
b33 7.740 32 .242
ER 10.941 33
a. FHME: GE%0. Q9p,
b. B Q6
¥
(LR D )
FETUE(L AR % B @ 95% [E#H X [H] AHBIEREL SO R B
EF N B IR e ~N=4 t H R TR IR ek & HBoy Fieadis VIF
1 [GE) 2.733 175 15.653 .000 2.377 3.088
Q9p -.135 .037 -.541 -3.638 .001 -211 -.059 - 541 -.541 -.541 1.000 1.000

a. fEIBAHE: Q6

)7 GRS FE D < EAHBIMREN L. 541 (Z OLAITFAIAH 1 D ThH R R E L CHEMEBEREIIH
MR L [ —ChH D), FLHPALEN TR TE 2 20BOEEEZRTRER RD2%FE) 11.293 THY |
6 DB DK 30 X—t v b (EMEICIE29.3%) O3 Q9p (i) CTHHTEDLEWIFERERST,

FEEOSEHT TS FAEDS 13. 237 (A EME. 001) L WO MR T RSB EE TH L FL T &L,
FOTFORTIZEIFEE Q9p (HE) ) Ot EA-3.638(Z DEIZRXVIFEHRALHE LTEETH S,
— BN 2 L EDREWE S EN, 3L EIIFEEMICERR G2 TRINTE AL ENTWD)THY ., TR
NN THHZLERLTWD (BEMERIL. 001)

WU, HBRIEDOBWIHFE RISV TR D, HEDBZ W% (Table 3) TIXFAIZ UKD DIRITLHPFIET
DMHRENTND, IRTTOFEIIEA B, OLL EDOR TR S H 50 TRET S (8, FEA MO
OITIEVVR IS B DI CIRET D) o 7o, FHFEEN 1L, EOGAITIIIHRIEIC R & 2 ENFET D
FHERTEINTNDN, ZONHF ClERE 2MEIZR S o Tz, SHE O R ITTEIT4> DOFIAE %
BALTWAENRHLNI1IDTH o=,

Table 3 Results of colinearity analysis

Sy bR
7V WoT A | EiHEE GEXO Q9p
I I 1.876 1.000 .06 .06
2 124 3.882 94 .94

a. IR 2R Q6
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HHEDO B O TITIAEEKIZE S ORTBHFET D2 0PREN TN D, RITOBITEFEOMEA. 0
LD ESEH D02 CTRIET D (FiE, EHEHEOERIZEWRITTHBE 2 H LN THIRET D) o 72, &
PEFRIE DS 15 LL B DG A I IT BRI R E RPN FET 2 F 2R T & STV DL, 2O TR E 72/
BIIR N2 T2, AR DORTCEIIASDIAEE ZHRA L THDLIRHLNNIIS>TH o7,

SR OB O 7 v > M % Figure 1IZRd, K, Qod 1% [EEE) %, Q911X M554@) %, Q9o
X PRLE) &, Q9 1 i) 28bd, ZORLHHERO BT HIICREVWERDND, EEE
% (M6) OnERs P LRETIE GEREHOEGENBITIE : BEEOL > VIX 125 4 Th
L0, FAEEDO L OV YN 106 9 ThHhiUL) | BURSITICEEN A LN D AREERH 5, £,
M O IR (BRlc TR & DPRLE) o) ORERHLNTH D,
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Figure 1 Scatterplots of the dependent variables vs. independent variables

%I, ZORIFHGHTICIT 2 EUFEAROEFEIXE (95%) & TREO TRNE XM (95%) DX % Figure
N,
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Figure 2 Confidence interval and prediction interval for regression analysis

AREBROBMEBILIM L ERLTHFEORBETHD EITEVNTZ, £ 2T, EBREEROHE DL EMEHK
HTAHEEDICT— A MT v F¥EEFron and Tibshirani, 1993) 2L AU B 7V o SN0 24T
ST WU TINH A XL 34 (Y TN ER U TH D) Twithreplacement TH o 7 /VE % 5000 & L7,

ZoxoiLTiEshne Mk ORYRREDERS A% Figure 3 128,
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Figure 3 Histogram of the estimates of the regression coefficient

T—FA Ty AL BEUFRE O TREIL - 0.109 T, PRI FHEIC L 2 PHIECTH 5-0. 135 L 0 &EHT
BWMETH o7z, 7— FA T v B K D HEFHEIZE U TR T R & SUIENFRREL O HEFHE O 204 H> & HE
FHMEDARA T ANEE A LR (—0.001), FEAEZRZE (5000 {HOFHHEMEOERERE) b 0.037 & BERHEHE
WCED TR E Fo7-< —HLTWBETH D, Lo T, RN TIlEd v 7 iz d s o OREE 5y
WORENDITEZEL TS EEZDBND,
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