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Abstracts

A researcher says that it is a leisure society in the future, by then everyone
should be free to leisure. However, the effects of economic system and
globalization make workers increase working hours voluntarily or involuntarily.
They don’t have a range of wide choice of leisure or participate in leisure in their
free time. It is also necessary to understand whether the workers’ leisure enjoyment
is affected by their work. This paper discusses how workers’ working type and
working constraints affect personal leisure participation in non-work time and the
enjoyment in leisure activities. The effects of work on leisure and the relationship
between them can be interpreted by two hypotheses, spillover hypothesis and
compensatory hypothesis. Many research_e_s support spillover hypothesis or
compensatory hypothesis but tests ofithe hypotheses are rare in Taiwan. The data is
nation-wide sampling survey in 2007;..it'-§£é'.t‘rom Leisure Time, phase 5, wave 3,
Taiwan Social Change Survey. The objeéts of the paper are all workers besides
farmers between 25 and 55. The siample is 98.6 people. Owing to the limit of
secondary data, it discusses four leisure ;dcti\./ities: watching TV, reading books,
getting together with friends and physical activities.

The empirical results points out that work would affect leisure and it’s not a
leisure society now. The workers’ chance of leisure participation is unequal. The
upper white-collar and lower white-collar workers participate in activities more
often than others. Comparing to the blue-collar workers, the service workers don’t
have more opportunities to participate in leisure activities. The effects of income
and working hour on four leisure activities are different. All workers have different
resources and economic safety so their chance of leisure is different. The effects of
income on leisure participation are least for upper white-collar workers. According

to the results of frequency and enjoyment, workers’ occupation doesn’t shape

v



leisure behavior and enjoyment. Workers don’t participate in these activities which
are similar or opposite to their occupation more often. Nevertheless, upper
white-collar and service workers tend to have more enjoyment from these activities
which are opposite to their occupation. The result supports compensatory

hypothesis but spillover hypothesis is not confirmed by the research.

Keywords: work, leisure society, risk society, spillover hypothesis, compensatory

hypothesis, leisure participation, leisure enjoyment.
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S HF 756 1792 482 166 1672 19.88 2003 4337
L g2 7112 17.39 807 342 19.88  19.88 25.78  34.47
B ATR 0.897 24,1074+
i 7468 1682 6.15 235 208 20.61 2459  34.00
sk 73.44 1894 554 2.08 13.86  18.94 1848 48.73
= ol K-W & % T 3o K-W # %
B 4 e r 429 455 484 450 15209%* 535 492 452  3.60 53.602%%
Gy p 4636 4880 5134 5682  4752%*% 4632 4714 4732 4785 2037

Tp<l,*p<.05,**p<01l,*** p<001

Fo4-1 wfBIE R ORI 2 T 2 2 A HE(E)
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C Y ES X1

SER N EH

X E® Er azR X E¥ A7 afe
172 12.64 4598  39.66 13.79 4023 2644 19.54
(17)  (137) (379) (453) (125 (289) (230) (342)
%5 B 2 oA + o
EL 33.517%+ 60.067%**
B ryo 4R 172 12.64 4598  39.66 13.79 4023 2644 19.54
g AR 221 1436 4530 38.12 1215 32,04 28.18 27.62
PRAE L TE K 290 1232 3043 5435 1159 24.64 1449 4928
[N 0.64 1474 2981 5481 13.14 2212 19.87 4487
) 19.119%#* 2.197
7 12 1.89  17.55 40.00 40.57 1245 3075 2396 32.83
e 154 9.65 36.62 5219 1294  27.63 2259  36.84
EX5 50.99%*+ 24.364%*
25 1 34 & 1.69 1775 49.58  30.99 1042 2535 29.86 3437
35 1 44 f 157 1191 3197 5455 10.66  31.66 2320  34.48
45 1 54 f 192 1154 3237005417~ 1731 3141 1603 3526
KT AR £V L e R 88.067*+*
RER 242 1111 2705 (5942 ~Ao oy | 1594 1643 1256 55.07
AR 223 162 3631 [4s2s| ;t'-.'l,: i| :! W73 3156 1927 3743
SR 095 133 45847 .39.9? | =1 1188 3373 3207 2233
4 T ol 32.885!"*|‘ﬁ_ ' 3.441
RS 181 1160 3449 52,11 © 1340 3027 2184 3449
¥ ¥ 155 18.63 4658 33.23 1118 2733 2640  35.09
B AR QAR R 5.080 23.445
i 199  14.83 4033  42.86 1284 3291 2586 2839
R 139 1270 36.03 49.88 1247 2471 2009 4273
T o K-W # 2 T 3o K-W & %
i A e 400 488 463 402 15297%% 399 490 465  3.89 23.746%**
ik pE 43.94  47.64 4635 4816  3.004%** 47.66  44.69 4693  49.69 17.596%**
Tp<l,*p<.05,**p<01l,*** p<001

B2 RF EAE R el L & 4-2-1 T 4 4-2-6 ¢
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R 7% gy ARE Pk ST
BIE T iafe Tvalue T 35#k T value T iofk  Tvalue T35#c T value
1w 1.39 0.88 1.75+ 2.1%
7 1 3.24 2.72 2.92 2.80
L 3.34 2.78 3.04 2.67
PR A 0.09 0.09 -0.25 -1.54
° ¥ 3.8 2.75 2.97 2.77
L7 3.29 2.75 2.96 2.67
B4R AER 0.70 0.28 0.11 -1.57
e 327 2.74 2.97 278
84t 331 2.76 2.97 2.68
Fp<1,*p<05,**p<0l,*** p<.001
% 422 I 2 B R #4851 51 (ANOVA # %)
T s A~ NLLES L SR
%78 T o Fvalug  E2o8 F Va1‘1|1:e L\ <k Fvalue -T3# Fvalue
£ 0 5 S 166 I 5.42 0.01
25 1 34 & 335 2.74 P -:r-,?l !| 3.07 2.74
35 3 44 & 37 BT Ren "'—"'h" !i | | 2.75
453 54 & 325 ' _2.6{5 B3 || P 274
KT AR 173@Y" A | ]' ll o 0.19 3.02
Be? 11T 3.41 OMEIE S % 2.72
BT 3.24 267 2.94 2.64
V! 327 2.80 2.99 2.81
B o v 1.29 4.57% 1.73 5.04%%
BFEG AR 327 2.87 2.93 2.97
PG AR 3.29 2.79 3.05 2.69
PRAEL 3.45 2.55 2.89 2.69
FAa iy 3.24 2.59 2.89 2.65

Tp<l,*p<05,**p<0l,*** p<001

40423 F TALEABATR %I A M MR T
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%7 2 3 4
1 #dERR -0.02 0.07%  0.33%kx
2 B A 0.10%* -0.04
3 Eaap -0.10%*
Fp<l,*p<05,** p<0l,*** p<001
3 424§ F SABALR R IT A7 M AL T
#7 2 3 4
1 #AsfER 0.17%%% 001  0.35%*x
2 B A 0.12%%  0.08*
3 EFgap -0.03
4 FEEF
tp<l,*p<05,**p<.0l,***p<001
2425 g0 ok BT 1 o TN 114k X
SERY AR B
1 #ABfE R | ‘ '?5:.0!?] -004 0.15%%%*
2 AR l =S || Pog oo
3 saaEt o H o 0.01
4 F B0 5
Fp<l,*p<05,**p<0l,*** p<001
F42-6 SR AR HABAT R RIT AR M MR T
%95 2 3 4
| #AERR 0.13%%% 001  0.09*
2 B A 0.13%%* 0,05
3 Exap 0.01
4 S LI

Fp<.l,*p<05,**p<0l,*** p<001

35



AEFTHEAIHGE BEH DT &SRS AEH TR

%22)2_ log odds #-% i P H o F£25.¢ ki 5 & G BohmitEEg
e {7 BRw fF P o e A i e R 0 -2 Log L g A% 4 on 03] ehi
& & 4%47 ; Likelihood ratio * kX474 ¢ chp S T i fER R ¥ it

'F_

H25(Allison 1999) o 45 % 4-3 endicdy » 73] 1-1 2 #73] 4-3 aug fe & 24 >
“f 1 RCA) 1-1 22 1-2 ¢F > H @ #77)] ¢ Likelihood ratio i ) &8 % -k # o 0T -4
G AL BER P O T R RS g

N e | \

(=)

B3 R R AR R A R LR g

h
w

711\“\
-?')mé.
L

EEMEHHFE ﬁ°{“®A%ﬁﬁ(Fﬂ1h*?%ﬁwﬁ%§mzﬁg,ﬁ
ﬁl%m£¢ﬁ¥§@f§o@A5wmg T ALR e FHE B E R ALY

ﬁ%%§’%iuj%@?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ’éﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁo

J‘?lﬁ%‘«#x»](% B (EpE R 3 E R (H0) 1-3) 0 BRE AR B A T~

FHIFEHFTROPERERFHFTLRL - B AFENL S KT RA DY

FRLAHF O ORFRECFHERE cBE v E LY 5T

/@.\
mr
o

F_‘*
;\:

Bl 2-1 % BEES AT © RSP S ATSRIRL fEF L EAT L ?
& T

& 3 g

FoBAfORBRTAFE IMIER

JF
L
&
[}
;\\
ol mi
*m\\
fut™
3

s

FH BB AR 22) R (T 8 B AR 00
2+
=)

—=
T
wm‘\

PR ARRT i R F o RAED TE Y 5 A iR § RIS B A4

36



BArlkmt LB far Pk i 2 BE > 457 T 0 %—ﬁ‘gﬁﬂ%%}“g 5%
BAFED 22 X3 1 TP THRIEEF P2 S HTARR B
WG G RO B CRRFEFEE T A T gd o A
IRTRAERE CRLIALAIFEI A FTFANI R NETALEF
Mo 25F 34k EEE ixdﬂzﬁ?;;? P ifljé'\ﬁfidﬂzﬁ;;? R

7;igftng§fs,Ag,u_r%‘;ga%n;%ugwa,uwiﬁgwg‘;ttiﬁﬁ“%'g
Bk f AR R A i v H P E (R FE e B AR RR R

R R AR A LI G N

' i £y K
%ﬁ@¥?%%ifw%%#ﬁﬁﬁ§%p%4ﬁﬂi%WW'ﬁﬁﬁﬁzhfﬁ%
| == |

AR ER 3-2) B AR R PR ATV AL T (T B ARG
B A e P 2 FRF (p<0.05) * ¥ (TP f 5 B F(p<0.1) -
A B ABBIECARRE i ARFART ARG 1 (TPETARE e 7 £
B BABMY U ERERFRED L TR T LT

EEP ARG 25 3K TEE W R

BB R 7

()

i

5
-

T RE ARG o AR AT CER T BPEY AR DR E A
B RBE o B iFR R 3 R (A 33 BE R T # L

ABF fr ) HER

a0
o+
-

\

PB4 E33(p<0.1) 2 @ fe » $#B 19 4 8 R

GBS R F RO H B 1 P T2 BAART B AR A

-k

37



(z) B &

BoA4-19 > BFE S P AT IF K M SRR A 0 B A 1 PRARE B

P AT SRR D) € T1E B A B

FRPE L CERARE B AR RE AN A o B KT AR A R

BRGS0 B AR A %?Kﬁ —g yi ﬁf«?‘aiv AR A T S
r s s
%%ﬁbr#‘%%flfﬂ%&ﬁﬁé’ﬁ”@ﬁﬂm¢$’%ﬁwéﬁ?@”w

R ’}i’%ﬁé‘é = B\ %Eﬁﬁ'{fj’ F ',%—1 ﬁﬁ%%“‘i%#ﬁ}’ﬁ o b

AR AL G TR A A R (T P LR RS A
AT BREATN B A o 21 TEpE D € PR AR S8 o F AR
EApG Jhendd > B A2 TR E P T TROT L gF dfa iR
FIBEM L B A e SO TFRERF PG RERE P A AR

38



% i

KR

2

o F R
AP S 0 1

34 B

Y
-

Ba o Rl B E AR

=gl

§AEY AR

s
Rt

f ol

)
Yo

1}
|

A

“‘:t“_'_

s ¥R

):‘ﬂ\

= xll

FRIEF RAe

T

z ~

PR

il RE =

3]

LY
]

s

Nod

TR

T RN

%ﬁ‘%ﬁ“

2
A~ X

DB R R

B G o

39



243 v fBEF T & S BIRRF AT
T AR 73
4 h/E p Ry
1-1 1-2 1-3 2-1 22 23
B B B B B B
B £ 57 5]
B PG 4E 0.068  (0.638) 0.045 (0.719) -0.405 (2.362)  0.492%%* (0261)  0.319%** (0.287) 0.483* (1.011)
S FE G AR 0.041 (0576) 0215 (0.671) -0.645(@218) Hn0.451¥** (0.173)  0220*** (0208) 0416* (0.670)
AL K 0036 (0.660) 0.064 (0.704) -0.015 (2887~ 0113** (0.215)  0.041  (0239) 0015  (0.785)
[ ] e, A -
B A f ~ 0.025 (0.063) 0.041 (0.074) -0.410 i"_\.l_gzyf:ﬁ 0.082%% (0.027) 0032  (0.028) -0.029 (0.072)
Eipapr L0.291%* (0.012) -0.308** (0.013) '-0.447*T oﬁdﬁsl || 0.008 * (0.005)  0.025  (0.005) 0.087  (0.009)
B A fe » *B A 7 % LA {\ y o 8
B4 16 A 0:097" l g IV %8 0016  (0.082)
R R 0424 (0297) 7 0.098  (0.080)
B AT FIRARL (K 0.013  (0:286) 0.039  (0.116)
e el TR
FFIPERRIE Y AR 0.381  (0.042) -0.158  (0.019)
Fr1pERMAPE Y AR 0.518  (0.041) -0.262  (0.014)
FF PEEIRIEL (T 0.084  (0.038) 0.023  (0.013)
M
g [ ] -0.002  (0.489) -0.016 (0.516) 0.138%*%  (0.170)  -0.136** (0.174)
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E2s

25 1 34 & 0.062 (0.660) 0.076  (0.677) 0.155%%  (0.217)  -0.158%* (0.219)
35 % 44 & 0.044  (0.595) -0.056 (0.602) 0.038  (0.199) 0.033  (0.200)
[45 & 54 %]
KT AR
. 0.425% (0.869) -0.398  (0.888) 0.592%%* (0.260)  0.590%** (0.264)
F ¢ B 20.192  (0.834) -0.170  (0.842) 0.279%** (0.216)  0.277%** (0.218)
LA A :h...'r' ,fl""‘ f{ i
B HFRE ¥ k':tf:"./" e A \g-...,,_ \
° 4 0.219% (0.498)\;‘-{%3%&%57()9)\ @ 20.110*  (0.177) -0.114* (0.179)
[ ] ! \ §
BLE D R g - : ‘8
3w -0.022  (0.456) . 70. W‘: 0.100%*  (0.156)  0.101* (0.156)
[ 4] BN %8
2LogL 202.253 193.533 ",;__'fi9d_;}264. e 'i_:if43;f371 1035.748 1032.112
Likelihood Ratio 8.5673 17.2873 205560 " 187.448%%x 295.0725%** 298.7079%**
A 986 986

pe gt fp<l *p<05,

*¥*p <.01,*** p<001

[1: 3%
O: #Ex
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%043 w fEEH G R S8 BRR §F A 47 ()
YRS X SR
S + foE fo
31 3-3 4-1 42 4-3
B B B B B

B

B FE AT 0.102%  (0207) 0.136**  (0243) 0246  (0.802)  0236*** (0.238)  0.140%  (0.265) 0.142  (0.909)

MR AT 0.165%** (0.160) 0.173**  (0.200) 04727 F(0:621),,  0.184*** (0.167) 0078 (0205 -0.082 (0.645)

IRAED (e 0013  (0.212) 0.035 (0.231)/ o¢6_71?'- ; (0:5‘75_'3) 040008 (0213) -0.027  (0230) -0278F (0.747)

[E4 1 it %] & N _
B 4 g 0.070+  (0.021) 0.096* 0.024) 025? Jo;%?.) 0054 (0.024) -0035  (0.024) -0257F (0.069)
Sipapk 0.041  (0.005) -0.071% (0.00%) 0. OT -.-.1:50 20.105%+ (0.005) -0.104*  (0.005) -0.133f (0.009)
B 4 Jz *%ii‘?’f“ﬂ'l 28 &

BAfCrRR G A 30, zJuh (©. 07121 0.181  (0.076)

B A R P A 0,056 (0.079) 0249%  (0.078)

B 4o FIRAEL T 0.025 “(0:114) 0.148%  (0.115)
Y ST

EH RS AT 0016  (0.016) 0.048  (0.017)

51 PRSI G A 0015 (0.013) 0023 (0.013)

F 3 PRI 0066 (0.013) 0.150  (0.013)
[eA)]

9 [+ 1] 0.152%%%  (0.150) 0.133%* (0.154) 0069  (0.156) 0.082f (0.161)
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Ex

251 34 & 0.208%**  (0.191) 0.210%** (0.193) 0.109*  (0.202) -0.108* (0.204)
35 1 44 & -0.018 (0.172) -0.026  (0.173) -0.051 (0.186) -0.052  (0.187)
[45 2 54 &)
FKATARA
AV -0.026 (0.232) -0.035  (0.236) 0.353%%*% (0.239)  0.355%** (0.243)
B0 B 0.053 (0.198) 0.043  (0.201) 0.197%*%* (0.199)  0.203*** (0.202)
EITRSS P
S5 AF & ~ o
° ¥ 0143555 (0.159). 0df42++* (0.160) r.".:‘.i 0.030  (0.164) 0.029  (0.165)
[H ©] s Y.l \ = =
BLE D R g - = - B
i 0.024 (0.140) 0.02 @14 -?-'3:.',\: 0.124%*  (0.145)  0.128** (0.146)
[#54] Qg WV TP
2LogL 1331.168 1249.975 :',1%3:5.2‘_6_-'1 . B %"_:}'1'211.379 1164.245 1157.016
Likelihood Ratio 29.220%%* 110.412%%% 17,1878k 00 g1 504 108.638%** 115.867%%*
A d 986 986

B e s fp<l,*p<05,
*¥*p <.01,*** p<001

[1: %32

() HEF
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BRAERY TG REIEH R R EE N SRR R R £

RS R TS RS T L R R AV
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“i"*fﬁ%‘*ﬁffﬂ%%?‘"rmm/ﬂ‘r&% & ATNEETE A A4 R 4

(7 b2 8 R E (socre test.for the pr@'eﬂ:lonal odds assumption) =g ip| > ~ )*J'*u
| |

mﬂéwpB%ﬁﬂw%ﬁmﬁ$ﬂ{ﬁ—ﬁ’vﬁi?%§$%?%ﬁﬁ%

iﬁ.ﬂ?ﬁr’?(p >0.05 ¥ ) o F :“LML b Jip‘a}i m;}F, s & HETRF IR

A ehig fie & (Allison 1999)>-2 Log L #icie A% | £ 7= #-7| enif fie /& 4% 47 ; likelihood

\

ratio B E_* R H[UTHCA Y chp RBELTE A ER R FA AR EA o 27 5
5-8%crif e R Al 55 0 B B HEI MBI E T B E VG E PRET S A FFELFH
F &R B IR F AL -

ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁww’ BL A RN 2 f ROE R tadi
BPRIERE-H s L ER(EF XL/ FF AR BA)2 logodds €
FPEH RPN AR BB EEFGIREE TR Hr A A 47

T

2 }-4) 5-8: socre test for the proportional odds assumption=22.484, df=12, p=0.0324 -
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#4-4 iR H

P

s i R A

7 RAR %
5-1 5-2 5-3 5-4
p p p p
B 17 v
B FEO AR 0.129%* (0.230)  0.060 (0.263)  0.124* (0.251) 0.092 (0.278)
PE AR 0.062  (0.190) -0.026  (0.229) 0.112+ (0.219) 0.078 (0.251)
PRAEL (v 20.032  (0262) -0.055 (0.274) 0.043  (0.300) 0.021 (0.309)
(41 7F]
B A~ <0.012  (0.021)  0.001 (0.024) 0.059 (0.021) 0.066 (0.023)
&3 pE 0.138** (0.005)  0.145%* (0.006) -0.018  (0.006) 0.002 (0.006)
M
7 -0.044  (0.166) -0.084+ (0.168)
[~ 1]
&
25 3 34 k& 20,004 (o 217) -0.057 (0.225)
35 3 44 & 0,005 (0 199) <0.052 (0.201)
[45 3 54 %] ~N A
KT AR | (M= ._: 1
SR |(1 (0 268) 0.056 (0.324)
30 ) '[(1050 (0|I 2140) _ 0.009 (0.310)
[B4 ¢ 1217 ] 4 )
FAFR A
g 0.050  (0.176) 0.007 (0.179)
[E £]
B BB AR AR R
T <0.030  (0.156) 0.012 (0.161)
[#844]
Score Test for the Proportional 4373 14.921 1.834 7.755
0dds Assumption
“2Log L 1309.174 1299.187 1275.754 1270.441
Likelihood Ratio 18.571%* 28.557** 9.709+ 15.021
# &k 964 587

Be BN > fp<.l,*p<05,** p<0l,*** p< (0]

[1: %%

() R
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444 wBiEE R

$ B 5 g B BB ETF PRAED)

EYES X F 8RR S
5-5 5-6 5-7 5-8
p p p p
B E 47
BEAY AT -0.118% (0.304) -0.033  (0.340)  0.001 (0.228) 0.100  (0.262)
PG AR -0.089  (0.236)  0.015 (0.278) -0.060 (0.187) 0.081 (0.225)
PR (T 0.005 (0.322) 0.045 (0.341)  0.038 (0.273) 0.067 (0.283)
(4 4]
B A 0.048  (0.026) 0.032  (0.028) -0.034 (0.021) -0.055  (0.023)
& ¥ pE 0.010  (0.007) -0.002  (0.007) -0.022 (0.006) 0.012 (0.006)
M
74 0.123* (0.218) 0.015%* (0.160)
[+ ]
£ #
25 1 34 & 0,001 (0272) -0.189%  (0.220)
35 1 44 % < .0,003(0.271) -0.121%* (0.193)
[45 & 54 K] ~
KT AR Na=Q) |
&t p‘lS (0 '329) 02117 (0.283)
3B ; JP024 (0 289) _ 0.110  (0.252)
[B4~ ¢ 12T ] Ve
FAFR A
< 4 0053 (0.219) -0.001  (0.182)
[E 4]
BB AR A2 R
i 0.042  (0.202) -0.010  (0.156)
[7%+t]
Score Test for the  Proportional 7.000 13.608 14.629 22.484*
0dds Assumption
2Log L 743.107 733.483 1341.923 1403.408
Likelihood Ratio 4.740 14.364 4.683 33.746%**
# A~ 533 644
o gt > fp<l,*p<05,** p<0l,*** p<00]
[1: %%
O): HEF
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F04-5 wARA S S F R HAB AL R 0 A BRI A

F R T E] CHES ¥ H i B
6-1 6-2 6-3 6-4
p p p p
B 17 v
®FEY AR 0.064 (0.218) 0.091  (0.289)  0.044 (0.289)  0.131* (0.260)
PP 6 AR 0.042 (0.179) 0.085  (0.261)  0.082 (0.242)  0.020  (0.222)
PRAFI T 0.087* (0.207) -0.039  (0.323)  -0.009 (0.304) 0.033  (0.280)
[(E41 74]
B A 0.026  (0.019) 0.189%** (0.025)  0.113*  (0.025) 0.081% (0.023)
&1 ph -0.062  (0.004) 0.028  (0.006)  -0.049 (0.006) -0.030  (0.006)
S LR 0.150%** (0.110) ~ 0.391%** (0.104)  0.189*** (0.192) 0.117** (0.105)
PR
71 -0.028  (0.132) -0.049  (0.174)  -0.099*  (0.183) 0.069  (0.159)
[ 1]
£ i ; ;
25 3 34 & 0.116% 0.172.4  0si80%s~ (0.2"3"5) J50260%%* (0.237)  0.095  (0.219)
35 3 44 & 0.045  0.157 7 0442%_ (0.210) "N 0:097F  (0.233) 0.049  (0.192)
[45 3 54 ] N=q|
T AR | ig i| : q
SV -0.081  0.209 :9.155[11_ -'(i)53.35):I -0.124 (0.286) -0.014  (0.281)
® ¢ O -0.101* 0.179 '}'0..13:_1 : (0.32(})'..}; -0.091 (0.259) -0.084  (0.250)
CIREES T
FAFR A
e 4 0.004 0.142 -0.003  (0.185)  0.088t  (0.187) 0.067 (0.180)
[H £]
B LB LR
i -0.042  0.125 -0.056  (0.166)  -0.023 (0.171)  0.046  (0.155)
[#544]
Score Test for the  Proportional 18.530 22.402 15.339 20.808
0dds Assumption
2Log L 2274.822 1228.049 1137.903 1493.056
Likelihood Ratio 36.644%%% 109.479%** 43.309%** 37.633%%%
A d 964 587 533 644

Be BN > fp<.l,*p<05,** p<0l,*** p< (0]
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