(ARt e R ET))
EH=BETM (90/12), pp. 541-574
© s HgeR R LA ST RS SE AT

—BErREE - Ty dham 2 Rt

HoOAC

HIERSZBIR SR

B EAEVIRSER R EEZBE » RSO —EERE >
AFRE S HIBIEE - BIBEER - MBS AIFRPE « AR ER
B » BIE [—EESTRE | WERESREFARERIEEER - 2
WHESREE » — AR SERERRAERE | S— A EARLE G EER
WEEERIRE - AXHE | HEREZTEEBIEBEBRARR —ERE
EREHZE R 2HAKAL (information) » MEFKWERE » EEE
ETFEIRERIAE » (E 2 23HE B A ~ tEEIFERK » MR, —ERERS B B 2 R ~
R ~ R BRI — B S FIR E R » (ARS8 REIUIABLIEE
BERIR R — RSB » i RS e g 18— 80 T EERE
RIRIERE o

Mt —REZ - HERE RSB IHEEBERN - -BE (B41) #
B REESH

BB AT AIASR » FESNEANBEAE o Fl40 1994 Fo b » Bl
I EREEENBKREENR MMAGAE - BERSAPEERX |
Hg—TE -~ B~ FZESEZTRETBZEREANGES » #BHLER
K—EREE (SBIB—13.2%°13.6%~8.5%) (#iAkZE»1995:131) F[T 1998
e BRENBEEAAETN  BgANESENASL  BE _EEE
HAEMEE  BEHEATHEEREANSERZEREMRER (43515 10.5%
12.1%~—18.3%) (Z2M84°2000: 43) » HABEHMEFEFILLAL 1994 F B G

WREHEA C 902 A8 H  B2FIBRM 904105 16 H
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BRTEE M REBEY > HHE PR RIGE N 1A — B A E A
Bk o35 FE [ 2R ZE | (split-ticket voting) AIFHSRA S » sRBfESHE
B o BRI SR EE — HAGFE & L] » WAES 9 SIBURF (divided govern-
ment) HYRJHEVERRfEm BN GRAMR ~ BORRE WS MG B E (Fid-
SLERE 0 2000) o IRIISCERF » ¥ — B PUBE iRy & SRR - AVRERANE - 18
TEOTUE ~ MRS BIBIBER - S AL - WERR o

ARXHIHA > BIETERVAE > BIlR [ H2RE | WERES
KHEGERRBERE R TR g » — FHE ST S A SR IS
A FEE S R ST AV RRES | SB— AR AN » 1A A L5
BRI E » WERE TSI HR -

o R BRI B 5 Bk

Tt RHEFIHSE L8 » FHERPEE S A ERBCATT @R RTE -
FEERE - FREZIEE o EETBERNER B —REE M
B Z2EEAEE » GRPE o BTHIRERM. » WAELEEA RN
REEMMEZEHEBIBER o TA[FES » BBERHRHA Y » HEHRPE S
BE (WBUT S EAHBR BT A 2 A » 17— B SR a8 » thEE s Al
BT 7 o (AR EREIRE A A T O A EENNE (B
BB HAHA N HHIER) K > WREE TSRO & R R A T E TR
& (TR S BRI R B R A A2 o TS s B ORI
THTRIEME - RIS TR EE R > ANBLETE Y » Bk TR  EE
B EE 753 2 IR TE BRI AR o (1T » 2000b: 113-114) —FiHi 4> U e
HIRFSE - kit {E A AT o

PRS2 Loy R
AR I CERIR AT H G - TIA % B0 RN B O AR

TREF > FEL BRI HEE B TE N IR — B A T ESE A » RIGHRARE
TEE (DR E| EFAFAHE o BFALE 1957 & Campbell & Miller
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(1957' 293) BAiEHERERMIAET RESALENHRERLEE  HEM
BERBERN R BFREERTREE SV EEER » FRDIBRAT 23
;g@ﬁ}{jh (American National Election Studies, f§f& NES) fIEEFE
BB ZRLHLER 1952 B2 1956 FERIAEHTREER » B E A E ILOIRy:E R
FRERIN R BB RS R © 1965 £E Burnham & LR T » BRAZR
STRUSEBE B - PR EE B T ic P B LI Rl — E D AU R R
2 BT AEARRTE 1890 FRMBEEL R » TEERSH © =
TEREM » —RESHEEZARFERBES R RREEFES (BEEER -
533~ AR - BHE) ~ —BUEES I BUR 2R EREE N5 HERSCRE
FEES » WHEBHREYE > AMEEERIEREME > REFEZEEBEEE
R R ETEE (Wattenberg, 1996) ~4ZEUR & HERSR{T H 20588
(Wattenberg, 2000: 313) » #T4E Fiorina (1996: 129) F KB RN EBEIA
BREGUS R ZMEW R ER » R REZERRIEE -
RM—RHES R EEMRER - HIREE - BBERE R HEL -
AURESS | B Pt oFeigert (1979) BH#MPRPHE AN ZIKENAES
W~ BRI CT S5 - MABS KOS HREFRCE » K RERE
PHIIRIRE > B IEE SRS EARA » DEEEAES ]
1. EESH IR ARAS TE » HEERES G S
B RBESERH P —EE > HRZIY » S EREEN o
2. B —REBEEAR  BEFHEE - BIRFEROFHERR
G ; TEIRFERTAYEIE AR A » ER I IR M A TRE Rk
g, HEERREER HREAEMHEE » KA EE—-BE R
ZHRER AR ©
3.—?&%‘@&}%&@ U ERREREFERNSE > MERIERRE—ER
HHREABAGRERAAE AR EEEAN | TReAERESR
B’\Jﬁ%éﬁiﬁi RIE R R —B » IRE RS E o

1 SERERAIT - BIRTER S S S BRI T 38 TRRERIZSH A RAEE R
FHISC AT 2
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4 PIERERBOMEEE » B HSHEARSEAMZHERGRE
FgsasE (BMEE) U EEERMGERER—BCER SR
WOl [FEFEATEE | fUE o ML P E23HEEBECHKRY
ZHLE S SRR L o

ERELDY  EBREMSIER - HBES 2R ARER » o H

ZFEFF (B0 Rose, 2000: 311) o A [ —F#&E | (straight-ticket
voting) SFUERS | FERTER — R E R FHINE AR EEE RS T R —HE
BERORZEN T [5RRE ] AIREERER —2CER IR R AR 25
SREAE T T RIBEAMEEA o ERGBUER IR A ARG T E S
(longitudinal) 4347 » BiEERIEEBM K% RERE R ERAG R —E 8
IRAGRE BEFR B SRR 2 i 2 B [EERIEE % | (electoral stability
and change)? AYEIEE » B B 0515 o

EE > R E KRBT REE KRR M ZEE > 111994 £
Btk 1998 Fib @Mz iR TR A EEE (PokFE-199 | BRES
1995 ; B&1GER » 2000) » SRIAEBRZ A I A IR S FRE NI o BIAF SURRES Rt
—HES S ENTE - EREEEY - HEERENHETRETE S
52 o TEFR T EBERHNIEE AR EIS » WHIUE—F > SEEEEF—
1 » BOfER 3 R BRI e 2 BRI TR EE 12 FH BRI FUCE (F140 2004
) o R B AR N R AR R — R EBRT » B R B BUN B B # 2 VU 4R
—RGE ~ - AR R BT R G R 0 S LBUR B
BEERIRA (R I » T ME DUEER BB ch B A & B R i #8A2 (vote switching
or electoral transition) HJHEEIREIE o AL > R BUSER > 1E
VKT > BEHMSLE > 2a8EEEIL - GEWEETZHE - TiHRa
TEHAR H SGE - HER 21 BRTH AT R gt B R ot B MR H - It
FEF HERTT - 0 RSLTES B — B S BT AIME » TMELBERAR L5

2 #l40 Converse (1969) ~Crewe and Denver (1985) ~Bartolini and Mair (1990) ~Leithner
(1997) % - BINHHREBEE S ERAWSE » RIEESE (1999 Fo

3 {HEIL ~ mWHLAARIRRT  MEE EE ARG R R R R S TH AR EE R L GRER
1991 T FiC ~ R4l > 2001) o RERE (BFEH - 2001/1/2: 1) » hSREHZEGERT - [10
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WEEE) > T B ETHARERERRIE - H1E SRS EER o

PR T BRI B AR A BUERS RELEBGIERER > 18—
B ST T E A ERY - tHERAR TIRERF & o EEIRE—2 E
%] (single-member districts, f&if SMD) » i E 2 BERHEBE MR
M — BB FUS R S S LI B FERIBR R E R BHEME (roll-off) Y
HERB » H—H%EHE DD ~ RR MfEER » MOREZEHRE DR ~RD ﬁ
R (DAERRER > RARILHNHE) o

REARRARBRGBE, (HEEIL A EERES] (single
nontransferable vote in multimember districts, X T f&# SNTV/
MMD) » MEEEFESE Z/NEREFIARE » HEEH 2 MEHIRE ; MR
BRIMESREE T - (HENSE - HPTHRERSTAE—EE > Fit
EEEBRRNBE S & 25E | EiEEESES SNTV/MMD # » &2
BEE (E3€3701996: 124) » BUNEM G RBURIER > BB ER R LR
A ERPGEEREENEEN » FRTRESERNWEIRAY » F1Ek
RIGEANERE » BR—-BES R ERATREREA I AE - REF ~ 2~ A=
EIEFEEAAZTRETREEMEAR » 1R 1 frr » EEREFBRT »
—HRENERRREERE IR 1 EHAR ITEENER - 22 - FR=
ERER) » ME—EEFERR  BMRETREAAEEEREN (U11994 F
R RITT R K 1998 FERY R T RER) » ARRANMEIE R EEERAG T
HEMEEA > ARG 8RR RS [ WIEE—EHS - BRIE
W& 2 A S RRRGR - GRINGA [—3 B9 EERERTE o

BAZEERE R - SUERBFFHERL o FI40 1998 F5JbTies » HE %
EEMGER TR B G ERE N RIRT > T RAMGH REENBKRE
FERBRA S THEE ? ATl [7EF — KB FIERE AR EE RS T A
BUEMSEAN | WERKE » VERA o HRE—FAH » EMLERRE EHREN

FMETT R SRR EEE  TROEERIE (PEL) RHE  CENRTRARES
B [=6—] 817 o | W—EREAKRKE 2001 £EH » EERAESR > AIRHTR -
BERBIHRB-BES AR ZHERY -
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* ARFAROL

| R FA SRR TEREEAGINEREST ~ 2~ Pﬁl M o
247 SNTV/MMD #I T » ifias B8 2B BN H AL

R A/ MR [9BSR RS EICR AT R BEEA
(o35 (17 358 FUAR A S — B ZE YR o (R Feigert (1979) Hrsdiah]
BEAE A B RIR G MR A RS — By R A %W‘ﬁ“%
BRI S > ATEE RIS - CUNRERIM /1t (85 | TR - F
oK WIS SEAT AR RERATFRR > A RS T 2 F g 2
LEFR W H AR B RG> D RRE /xﬁiﬁﬁéﬁtﬂiﬁhﬂiﬁﬁéf@?% » i1
ANy S TR 5 S FE B ST ¢ A 2R R AR Rk
EVERYEE » HoyBli&ss 7 NE BRI ~ B — G TSR
B RETTR G EE (AN 1 LIRS A EEE R AR 77 - 35 17
{EAERD) R RFEA 5 2 S I HL ] SRR R A A S 2 R Ay
FUEASEE (AN3% 1 /6 LA LU B A (BRI AV AL 70 - S R 2 HN
ZH S 2~ I~ NZ5 6 ERY) » S 2 RGN H R RE LR
H—TEARRIBUEIEEA ~ SEDE TG T MEFEOGE NS - ITEA
GESEES
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AL TRk k2 2 4 0 4 HWFRENSREL T SE G
1. EREARER —REBETARKE -

2. BEOEWIEBES AR ATRESREAR o

3. EEGRE GEME 2 ECEIRSEA » $EREARRSR T TAERE » ¥
BIA S — B A E IR EE o

BB A J5 1%

WETEBEIRETR » R PREABEREERSITE ROKE » KS
BRAREE » BRUMECEWAXNERTECOWEE » (H2R8ERNE
B » NemSBEEREANBE » FIRRENEB R « IR RFTHHE
HER AT DA W B R E A R SRR TH R AR R » BB SR Rt B BR
/&7 - BETAMICHERUSE » WERZEHKE R FBRAEE - BUFA
& HR B R AL E BB ER R o

—BE S AR ERHE TR TV E S | B R - KRz — » BREEErN
BEEMNER LR EINERZME —ERE o EE R E A%
R AEBTRNWREERENER SHEZEMNVEEER (individ-
ual-level or micro data) (BRI FRZERFBUEREH » HFEE R
REEVR MBI B RV EACSR » FTLLERTEENEEEHRFEEZ | —BRE
FE > —RBUFEIFIAM HRE BTk o NiE (RS R RARMRE » X
MBHEZHE HZHEECHS (self-report) HEHARE BENEL
B > RSB R ZERER | MRE AR EBURERFIA &t
i (AR BASERT ~ RTE ~ RSETTIR ~ BRTTSE) MEAL » AR EEANZE
FEEEREEL > BRREEE - RIHEDHMREEE R T LA EERE » 3
BB =R AL - BARFATEMT—BES R E > 54
MR B LA EART R/ERR - FEE EAIERABEIINER
HERIEER - AMBEANKZEZRFALBRE MG » EUZBERFBERSTE

4 PR T BEERNONTER  TEREREREZTROON - EENR > SWFlELEER
EFE ©
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LB — B R  BARBEERTE o 1A BIERFETRAA]
S B USSR 0 BLERTRIMEE BT [ fRRE ] ZHERE
R - MR E ARG ERERAZHEE RS » HBILER - {1IE
EERE » (REERS ETFLIRHR

ERFABE R BORBEFERTBEL M B IR A Z ERER (group-
level, aggregate, or macro data) BIFFCEM » HRKEH o flaEE Key

BT EER LM ~ 5~ N E o B et & 225 Robinson (1950) SE/RLIEE
BagriestEL Y [@(7FHR ] (ecological correlations) & EE{EEEERIIHTHY
BRAR » N ORI ERE IR - %7 i R E A2 E R &R
R o (HRIERSRPEHADE » FFHHRBFAGE R AREERRERRLE
FHERFEEY » O RAE o REERSIHAE R ZEREE - AREBRZ RHRAEE
B R AEEEREINE  EARKEE o HHIFER - ERERE
EHtESREATTRZ Sk BNEEE KH#EHw (cross-level inference » B[ H#E
i ecological inference) ¥k XNEEER  WHEE ZHEH o (Achen and
Shively, 1995; King, 1997; King, Rosen and Tanner, 1999; Rosen, Jiang,
King and Tanner, 2001)

FEEM > WmATHERR U HERGI o #Or s IR B B R R BURIE
438F2 (data generating processes) » FE48 E I Il 8 58 0 & AU AT KHERm
T EMEFA G RFERCER - BREMAE > BERENERNVE
R B PR o

i~ ARSIk 0B ik

EfZH7ERa %S » ERE ] EN SGRRET » ZRERFHE
BRERILHE B TRERRBUERHEHEHIT (panel study) o (B
M—BE S FURE S - REEMBER - 20 R ZE & B S EH AR
A5 SRR 0 o B PR R o (BUE P ZERY H HUAE 95 1728 IR S T AR ] g a2 22
ZOBRRETR  HRERER ~ 2~ NZEHERENATERELR -



—EEL SRR L ik Em s R 549
AR 23 B H R R RE M B R B 5 m N — 3X 3 Z HEIE TR
RoHTER (LUFRHBIE 55 square table) f1#& 2 :°
# 2 —BELZRER CEREEE (B )
NI
HHEL L [
g FRZAI SR R | RNEI ST | -
N o niz M3
B o | SRR LIRS BTEY | e
o NnN21 i V23
- o P 205 S5 | N 2B 24 B8 N3+
o 731 32
(28] N2 M43 N+

AT

IXTAYIE T R T o0 i — B o 2 SR £ E R AU e

o (R HlikRRR

EﬂIEBZIjJT RE ny o BITE TR ZEBHMEA] (marginals) n. & na; K

[EE »

g b IXT RN R E %85 (multinomial distribution) »

Eﬂﬁ%é}%@ Z2HR {myt (Agresti, 1990: 39) oFESCREA » BT A E %
(Bishop, Fienberg and Holland, 1975: Chapter 8) » fl15& 2 rh 72 ~ 45
iRz e it Bt Dt & i Eh# (social mobility tables) (Hout, 1983)
FURCHEIRS g2 05 o SBEE 5% » A TESZE o

IR Ao

BIE T R ME R — B8 o R TR > B B AR 57 5 ] 78 S i A

5 A ERYT > ZEBRERER ~ £~ WA BB > HEE B NS gk
P> DT RIS R B SCRRroR & FRR R R BRI | T4t i 753k LI
I P B BRI AR AT B G T AL 4 BT (i=1,2,... 1, 1 22) DL j BURHMT (=
L2, Ji]22) » n (REEERE N RERHEER - IKIEB > ?‘éux i R > 28 RS
YR B TR TR T+ R - fIa nH~Znu

6 ASCHRETOFESHT ] » 728 Tukey (1977) 22 exploratory data analysis (EDA) RY#:5 » 56
PP 2 38007 (confirmatory data analysis) 2§ » MEAEHEIBE AR G VEFR 40 2 SR o
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(ideal types) © B4G » HFTE ZH BB TR —BREOREN > QIE
BEE AL (main diagonal) FHIRE (frequencies) n:; AR 0 HER
AR EIRE n(i7) 5B 0 TR —¥ A7 (diagonal matrix) » A2
B[R —8RE #R o K2 » HEZHENEREARIRERG T
TRIBGERMREA - QI E S AR LRSS 0 HIEHRYJEIR T AT H
A EARE AR ABZE [TRHRE | HxX -

¥ > R —RRERREEN AN BEEEAREH AR LR
Bi&kezs  (estimated joint probability) pfi*"ﬂ@*bﬂ%ﬁ » Bl EI] Dii s TH
&“EXEJ5’*1?fixxzi%‘fﬁﬁuﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%qjZﬁﬁﬁ{?)l‘%?ﬁ’]f‘gﬂ B 2=
1— EDH o AEEE MR o MARF BEIRA P RER L — iﬁzéﬁiff@%%‘
%Zéﬁ‘%& o [ HEIE TR Cohen’s Kappa (Cohen, 1960; Fleiss, Cohen
and Everitt, 1969; Agresti, 1990: 366-367) » Xf& EIERE (coefficient
of agreement) » 5t B {E A EEREHEIS 5 SRV BT &

21751"—21)”‘]?”

k: 1—;ﬁi+'p+i

ERERANLIE » FEREATLENES (null model) ZHIL
(independence) 1#E!» RItFE T2 —BU%E | BT @AHEEERE+
1.0 BfE T2 228 %E | BT > AR A% Halge/h R —1.0 o H4t - [
BERBOEZEHZEEESHREE » s E B A RERIEE &
—HHIFLSE - TEFARFERIR R X RSB BRI sE st B R R ~ &/NFRE(E »
BEHEUETER®KZ Kappa f# ©

R BEENEBIBEER » ENAPEE BT 2R EMEmRRZH o
BN R S A HER BINE > HELEH AR LB ENRRER
% » HERE RABUAREMMRE RN o B—J71H » & # L EREZRISIRE
B & A MR » HATBBUE S — Bt A ERE > FEEH [EGRIR
HR | ZHEEERE o st IERRET VRS > AR HLER—FHEE—
B 4> 2 A o
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Fi 3% 2 FRRE /AR 0 S8 i 4 BB B IR B BLE 53 > T FTUURE
T ERYIERSHT E‘imifﬁﬂ‘:ﬁiﬁqz_ﬁﬁﬁﬂz
1.B&BH45 (joint percentages) pi =
HEFFEEAT A — R RERGTH ¢ 1I% ﬁﬁﬂ/ \%—ﬁEXﬂET
Behass j AEAIELH]
2 HEFIES L (row percentages) pji= S5 R RR A » Ak
AR — BRI 1I§ZE’J1‘$2FEP » 1E7 \Eﬁ’ﬁ_ﬁ@ﬂ%ﬂ@—rﬁ(
HIHEZE (i=)) > NEEESFGHMBE ((+/) BILH -
3. MMTESE (column percentages) pi;= " sHETT
H A A RS / AR T > AT — i —
BOBIEEE (i=)) - REEESZEHMBE (1+/) R -
FREEESHARA - RERHEEAIERTIR o SIS B TE 2
FAESEEAR, WTHRER) MERARGEHE—HAR EFEAR
BRE) WRIEEEANELNICHE (coattail effect) K BREH - H2
B 7R 8 R — S MR E R R R o —RM S S R
KRERE  BMREMFHEAR —WRERREERAER T » £RET
FEAMEE S S T E B AR > AIMETEY B tREE o

MERBEABIYESE SERUL) ERABE  WRENKESLHE
IR E B B2 EE R - IR E— S Y AU TE O e &g
#1453 (marginal percentages) 3B E 1T (correspondence analy-
sis) (H Greenacre, 1984; Clausen, 1998) mfE A TR & BEGEHEYHIE
TR R MRS o IR E RS o

BT EEA - SR EERY (log-linear model) HH¥#E¥IE (quasi-sym-
metry) ~ ¥817 (quasi-independence) & » INEPINERIES REE
R i (B R Powers and Xie, 2000: 114-117) o a0 2 HoE /&
AZIYERER AR RS AR ETE - e R R N AR
Ao H—HH » BEHAREREN—EEEHH (U Beck, Baum, Clausen

7 ERETRRERRIZ ¢ 6+ ZRRTERBHOT > RIER AR IR t SRR B8 -
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and Smith Jr., 1992; Born, 1994; Forgette and Platt, 1999) » ffirE %}
WA R N BRA (R 1 AT AR AR 2 BIVEFD » TIJEZIE R —FESRIG 548 » B IE S5
RGBT BN RO o

R A

N 22 R BIHIER 34 S BT » R R ok ~ EEEFHERS
— BB TG FAE B AR o FBRA L BAURHSE » RAEE s free
RBE TS BRATEREE o FESUR » SIS TR R 1%
BEA 0687 —BEA - (HH) B > REBET RS R
5347 (binary regression) oiEFEfi% » 15 HAEL AT 302 RIS —AMK B Bl
RO » TR R NES o BRIEREAIEESS » ETEH
R EER SCHE T B R 4% (B4 Born, 2000; Mattei and Howes, 2000) »
R R R -

ARG TR > BIGE R B — B S R E > il LB R % EN
(polytomous) # % » HRABIBRERER LB STH M B S 2 BIFLE
M HIRI RIS BB 2 ZBR OARIR] T 28 e
AN ZHAMRL—E > FERS MEINER - e E L EBROE
BIRIEE » FRIERHHRE T H RSB TREE fRi o

HELIK 2 TR REBERE » MERITRT 2SS RE » ED
LA = (8 /7 M AT R A | % BB B R AU AR (multivariate
log-linear model) ~%IHZ BB HHEBMEARBE LA (multinomial logit or
probit model) ~ BE&XZBEBEIER (mixed logit) °

Z BB (UM% multidimensional) & $FEURAIR » BEFE HEA
N A% H AR o BIANHTSE & W B ER AR R 0 e — B ) S B =,
WEHZBTEG =M 4% OB KE -HERIF OB LE -EB &
s M ¥H) > RIS HTERRES b » 87 KX L X M 309 S B I 122 28 W
RZBFE T ZE (2R Christensen, 1997) o

AR & B % e HBHR B RN R BCE » M ER R4
RIATERA 2 587 M B B8R (40 Sigelman, Wahlbeck and Buell, Jr,
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1997) » HIE AR HMERZEN G E—-S2 B8 U IP-1 HABREZHH
(log of the odds) E#kEg » 10 BSEHETEEFESM (Lloyd, 1999: 323-
324) o 55 TH Y RS E B BIRIRY B % {2 GRS R RIB R A Y] - RS
FISTE S IMER SRR IR E B R Y o R RO R AR AR
(generalized linear models » fii#% GLMs) (2R #ic » 2000a) ©

R TH S M E S BRI A —EREAEE L BIPMEREZHE
T IIBNT » R FRFET o 8 SEMRIRE B2 BRI S » ABPEER o AMITFR
s MRS AR ENBER S B  BRRIRS H B ETER (FI
Alvarez and Nagler, 1998a; 1998b; 2000; Lacy and Burden, 1999; Quinn,
Martin and Whitford, 1999) » K&t —EAIRE FERK IR (random
utility) ZERFETER B4 H2 B TMERME [BEZMBENL] £
B BATEEC MR E RS2 (substitution patterns) » BAF
BEESEESMEEAFRZ BRI

RS T— SRS ARET S - HE BT REEEM AR -
NHEER S e SRy B HEMBRERKEE (environmental economics) Ft
BEHCAENBEEEEY - X [FERS8BEHEEE] (random-
parameters logit)? (Revelt and Train, 1998; Train, 1998, 1999; Greene,
2000: 871-875; Glasgow, 2001) o Jtt—1EAI RS> (error components)
BIRT 2 ISR SRR S > TERRTHE R RNAEL | 2385
FBEL » SEAEAEENRTE AT ERRERRBREHEER (nested
logit) o 8% R EAN Fiorina (1996) F2FA LR » ZIRATERI R
=, QMRS R SR EERER AR —EESE (nest) W RILHBEEN
B > (BELEMES RN R A ERERR o FE  ERERERRK

=R BMERNSE SRR (1 [FRESZ] 8 [RRE—3)

8 7F BT B2 5 independent from irrelevant alternatives (ffj## IA) » 2R
Ben-Akiva and Lerman (1985: 51) ©

9 4R > &7 mixed logit model Z 4} » SBE HALKGFEME 2 B & GLMs BUEAL » 411 [HEREZ
$EUIR & 147 | (generalized linear mixed models, GLMMs) > 2 H Breslow and Clayton
(1993) ~ MuCulloch and Searle (2001: Chapter 8) %
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EVEIB SR — (i BB N - (R BREEARR > SO QISR o RIHE TG B B
BBV T — e — S SR RS2 AT R o AL > iRl R AT &
%@ x5y H7 (multilevel analysis) 10 B9 751738 5 » 8 B AT e & s B2
BERBMM AR BT > ERFAZ (AR ER SR HE N - BEES
(Shields and Huang, 2001) o

2~ IR 2o B ik

TR EREE - LERE BT EFEZ G R Z SRS
S o ARTAT » ZFEIRE R Z IR AN » SESREUE R gE DU B TR s el £ BT »
B E RN SR RN AR R R LR AR
ERAR » BRERFZEREYE - KR » S TR ka2 - fian
B kAR > Hp R ARRRSER R AT A 2 — G ERR - WrlRbUE
SRR ER (2R King, 1997: 13) » 415 3 For > AIZHAE K EAERIEYIE
Jigk o

# 3 —EEAREE R CF k ARG N )

N B =
FH G LH W&
e R 2B SR TR | RN A 9 SR ZE 0 Vi i
{Z-\\ o - ‘ x 4 ’ le,k? NlS,k?
B Y= RiER e AT iy | SR ZFR | Noe i
’ NZ],k? N23 /c?
T NI E | N 2B A E | AN B8 Nk
W
N3l,k? NBZ,/{?
Nitk N Nis Nick

10 BRAZ @RS Z/r#8 » 2R Jones and Duncan (1998)
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£ 3R IXIWERE  FEZ TERE 2 BEHEL HaREEERN
n WERERLHN N ME HRE - ERANER ENRA 3 PRakT S
M ZH N, ¥ &hAe  BOARBERE  EEZREK LS REERE
N BNy BEH - 52 > HEEBERZEE » RIE 2 &P zHEs
ARG T EE R GO  (BEEFERERZEIR - AR 3 F8%
S > AERSRIR NI Z B E o o bR » HEE B & sEG &
FHE RS E R BARRE - AR PHE RE B2 LY RERRESR | BREE
KRB RIS » FRRERE AR B R BRI — B SRR EE » 21
FIRERY o (B RESEFTE K EEAERE » AEMETHRIARNSE - 07
BB o FE  AB KR ERB RIELEHE (o Niw A Nyy) » £2# >
BERILCEFBPEEEFT TG RE Ny AR FELER
(ecological inference)1l R]# o Kt » TSR — B MEHESS - BHIEAE
BEREREEFHZINEREXREE  WABPRRERLHR - RMTEEE
IR IR AT RES - DEBEBEE REHERERCEE - £8EH L
TS R SR AR A O HE R ©

am [ BERALEE R

— R T K HHE S AR S R I Y B o —TERR S > SRR EIEEREH
(EBE AR » R EB AR ERER  EREEREE - EERE £
Robinson (1950) i [TENAHEA] (ecological correlations) {£{EEE{EEE
BiEEHE AR 0 BB B4 | HRESANISET SRR - &
Robinson FUERE BB E 4 FE B RS » RELUEREBEERIEEEE R X
CEE  HIEEAKRA - EHEY)  RBEMRETEN - BB -

11 Ecology % =5 4L » NEZCAYHEEE Y 5ARE REMAEY) 2 K L8R
1% > B > BUERE DU B IR A S BT © 1930 EREMEFH it €29 (the Chicago
school of urban sociology) BA| TAXEAIZ| (human ecology) —# » FrAlT@EHAEE
EE e h s 2R R1%E (spatial relationships) o (Ellen, 1996: 207; Clark, 1998: 191;
Johnston et al., 2000: 352-353) B ZLEIRMEHP M (B1ER &2 /7 EkER > ecological
—F 4P B aggregate [AIEE » WA “ecological” R [EAL] ©
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HEAMNRERBBRERERIESERERFE ZERE » Robinson Wi FEEH
— A (2K Achen and Shively, 1995: 5-10 = FF 57 [F]Eg) » 1 BH& 1950 ERY
S R A [ A7 2R | (ecological fallacy) —EoHfE EH Selvin (1958:
615) ZESLRIFHELGRA - A AR o SEEEE Ly [ZR] BER
—#K 0 IR [ HAE ] - BANE > LR HEE T EmERREE -
LT IEMZE[EHE]] (ecological fallacy “theorem”) BIAIEF (Miller,
1995: 155) » (AR AT HERR R BRI L4l » HOTORERE » HAIBEK o

16 (i HEGR YR EE - BRI E R RV EER R EB BB EREF
(aggregation process) H—EfpIi o & 3 & HAYRIHE » BEESE L BIF
AIEEREHEREEAAR © B8 RIERIVPE > SAE ERILAR B » 3%
REESMT L MER SR BT BRI » WS EERES R
B L A (information theory) #YfEE » #EERHEEEERAN
B H ik B » B HERERERMAE N T REE » RELE—EH
B3G5 o FrLlE MR EREREZ 5 - MIkEEEE [JEEAR| =
T oM MREVERSEEREE  A0EN - EBR  HAWLA
FEAE - CHAEHGRERERZSR  RERBR > NS EHEZHE?

ST

DSR2 E > & AR # 2 Burnham (1965: 9)
R8I W [BERE | CERAERSEN - MRt HEHEE
BRI AR S SR IE AR EERIZE o B Burnham FERATR ERWESH TH
EE A HEREH T8 (REED) » ST E SRR — JCR B iR
NS SEAZ 7 > REBELBEHMERNT] » JREN INo, — Nipl o (22 B Rusk
1970: 1224) R —fEBIERFERIR 3 2 <1 (1>2) EHFE BIZEH %
% R ER BT

2N — Niif

BZWBEZT > Burnham SREFRB Y =——F—° 1

N

12 B SIS BIRRBIEE » FEXORP LIS BT RWE S LR » HEAERE » Rk ESET
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FifE E R Z S R IR EER DL Ny o AR 5 ZHE AR o

{HZ2# Cowart (1974: 111-113) #5iH » Burnham $5#& (G (%
TR TGS FEE N 2R A o PR ER RS 82 5 2R E
BONEHERIZ GRS > SEATLAESR 4 BIBIF— B {5 | (R FE 4 19178538 %
LB i+ 55 0.5, 0.3, 0.2 » 8l Burnham $88(ER /) 2 B4 0 BATS
NTEIATlE [7eR—80%EE | Bl o (LR EMR L » ATETRER 28 K 2 A
I3 SR EEAREG 0.3 T RPN EY RS AL B AR R 0.2— IR AT 52
AR | R JRANE IR S S AR AT RE 3 1009 2 TFE 0% | i5HE
H R R BURHE am — B S T BB > N RINE o

K4 —BEGEEESZ E TR (AR R G *
N e

i LE W

i PSR | FNELS RIS | 50
=N
A 0<m.<.30 0<mz=<.20
B 2 | TRAARRTE | 22 RS | ZNRLS AR | 30
/ 0<mn=.30 0< < .20
T g | ATESESE | NZRARLEE = | 20
. 0< 73 =<.20 0< M2 < .20
.50 .30 .20 1.00

* K52 Burnham S ZEARIEEER 0 5 (HCIR Duncan and Davis b FBRIEGE » A%
PR EARTREE A 0 82 1.0 Z A9 EfT{E o

FENNRSER o BIANANGE | SEERRRE B | MBSO B TR L A TR ARIE S
b By WA IRe T BE ¢ B 7+ 1 » 255 B R P S BRI (R S 8 B T A0 KB SRR R £ P s
ZEEAS QAR T Butler 1 28 | (swing) B8 (5 Berrington, 1965:
17; Butler and Van Beek, 1990: 178; Norris, 1997: 23) ; EFEHIARREEH 58 % 2y [EH
HI M % 5% Pedersen (1979: 4; 7722 B Bartolini and Mair, 1990: 20; Katz, 1997: 83) =2 [ 55
Al | (electoral volatility) fEEe#A % Burnham 582 #5  JRE 5% IH 2 Butler
W BN | K Pedersen 2 [SRERSEE) | 58 o
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Kt » Burnham 8 BEMRES  IXI EE#Em T » SRREMEY ST
R oo EEEAMIT
B IX] RS ABREREBER T ARG RIS KRB R » JREN
E.Nz'j °©

e

HR 5 (AREARE NS E B R AR
|/ i+~N+,-|:|gNij-—§1]\7ji|
= |§1N i -—;{Nﬁi < (J;I,N v+ EM:)
" N;=0 and the triangle inequality

k0 FrE EBEAERE A BEE B ZREH ERNR

I 1 I
2N = Ned =2 2Ny — BN < 2 Nis+ ZNi)) =28 Ny
I
2N =N
=y <3N, and
!
ZI‘V“L_N*Z"
Neo— H55 5 [N~ 3N, | =3IN.. QED.

W85 Burnham fEE& KM (ERETG S 724 EREL RILEIEE
BREL Noo H A& (R4l 5 2 ZE28 o A3 » LA N, 33 Burnham #8800
P —ER B g Sl (EEENgR) - So i (RBRE N,
B —EREA) o

Burnham fE8ELR HBEMET T 2 F R > ELUAMETHEET IS H
e BES BF F BE O LB 03 b - RIS TEIR B EMEAERYIEH T » B L5
SRR FIRAIEE 100% > Mo AR Z £ AATHRZAHDETRZH
RAEFT A - FINE LT RS 858 » 1994 F Burnham fE8ifsEt2
2 (RF) HZHRERS 14.16% 0 1998 £/ 19.03 % - BIRMTEER I
FNETE G AL T 3888 1998 2 S EEAR R T 1994 > R B{EAIEE M4
Z TR o FAM R 1994 B PR 43 2R A RO B 2 1998 SRR AT



—BESRERE | HEkm et 559

HEoMAE & B L TR Mk IR TRERY BAE » LA AR IR [
SEMEHERR | 5k o ANERYE > Burnham E#I8| It —1880 > HAURMEE B
WERTNMACHERE O ENRTE RS2 EBS > T EHERINE S
ZEIRS| (40 Rusk, 1970 %) » EAERE ; AMEFROHEEHEER
o fEmEABANTEER o

ER > RTHRGSHLE - SE—BEEREBCE » BREEERBEE
HilE ~ PSR 2 LSt > Burnham FEBUR KRB B ML TR 3 g A&
Bl — RS ZRER (2R) » WEMA R TMERMEE » HEZRG - "8
FIEREB ST —BEE S 2 > BUNESRERE MBI

Burhham #E#ARRS] » HERRKB T BEERMERIERDE | £
—EZE N R B » IR AR N Z IS 5 o (HEERTR TSR
ERPER TR ~ TR » RSB IARE 8 i 5 E0 2 S AR
B N,; BERE % R ELEE BB 2 BAE 1953 4 Duncan 1 Davis A<
[E~FERH#EE L | (method of bounds) @& 5% 5 Wi B AR WA S AR AARE
FIH ETRZHEAR » Bk s8g2mT @ 13

max(N;)=min(N,;, Nis);
and min(N;) =N.;—max( .,ZJ-N”'J’) el
=N+j—min(N+j, g_NiH’);
N+j_min(N+j, ‘E.Ni’+)£Nz’j£min(N+j; Ni+)

or max[0, (N, — Z:'N“)] < N;<min(N+;, Nit).

B L AR 4 28k - BRI E H R AR B AR 2 &
TBR o R AN LR 4 BIRRIRIFDLT » SR ESCHEE RS 2 BT
BR» BN E AR 4 Z Burnham fEBATERETEE T HLE [E2—BRE ]
Z AR o

13 BARS 2 x 2 HHRARE ETREFEAR » B King (1997: 302-303)
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[E~ TIRH¥HERE | FrRUZEBRSHEE (deterministic) » 7REIN, Z
EELABFPZEBEZAN B ERAXZFELOERM (confidence
interval) » BANIE o Ny ZEBSR H# » HERDUEE 2S5 BAE
BHE=RE Fa ~ B~ 97 B9 L T IRIEREE o 1AMk 5] 4t # %
w5 FERARS 0% _EBR/NE 100% » BASE T Hd ko il & A R R
AL B > FUSBURHE - B 0 ETIRERVEERANMEREZE
EdElmae » NBEREHNAR » BAERKE HEE

U0 R LB B AU FRE K SRR Al Rt BB 8 R T IRAIER R
—{BIE /5 o (U5 LM AT ATMBE R » RIRRHER » H B R Rz i
IHREE eI AT B R AR S0 — B L RS HH 2 o REE
TENERDE SRR 3 BAZ S BBIRE R S #ETEE () - Bk
W& EAE K (M B mE ARG SRS EER L DHEE R Bt
— B 5> ZUH RN o AR A T 2B RH AR, o FIl— iz e R A
B o [HFH =28 (WK 3) » RIRBHA =M 2 i EE » SUHBRER
Z =fE (ternary diagram, or triplot) (Aitchison, 1986: 5-6; Katz and
King, 1999: 19-20) o AEFERERE » Bk B REEEET % R BAIRI R
R EHEEEE - — BT  (BEREREEHNHER 3 NEFRLHSM - T
REdR AR R NS I 2 80UE » R REILEANRY /73 » TR IRE R
ZE o

DA 7 2B HARS A RIRES MR AR 2 BB MR A RE- R
B T B A EIE AR 0 RIISR 3 LR 22TE &R FHRE &8 W1EHE
TR A my & me BFFCERBERZ 28> RIFEER R
HEMESESAMEHN L TRIEE » FrIDUREREITE—FE [FE—IETTE
& | (unit square) Z N » &2 King (1997: 81-82) B [ErfE@fRhE
(tomography plot) o BHiE—H 28NS » AR E2H K HEN—EEEimE
BECEE TEEENANNFAEHEEAL King (1997) rYEA7HEREIRLZ
DA B 55 S — D HEAS S BUE RO EERE o (R AR LY 25 B 22 58 R e L VB
WO » R 9T 5 78 50 01 IPRERAERL LI(1-1) | 221F /5 2% Freesr 1(0-1) {8
BhigimiaE - R R o
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oS HE

#ZE Duncan and Davis (1953) 3% - NER#EREEMIE —H American
Sociological Review ' »Goodman (1953: 663-664) th1$t¥+ Robinson [&fif
MR ERESRR L —E EARRERRGE T R RAHBRELHN
Goodman [&A73EEF (ecological regression) 88! (82K Goodman 1959) o
EX L H—BANEERT—BESEEE > HIR 3 FHHRSHE Mo
X% TiREARET R (contingency table) ——REARZ A —IEER
ERBBE B—HBKEE RRET (1-1) EREEER e
WERIZH QAB— (BY) RERESE MLINESSEE AlE 3K
EEAGER AR E > 2R ~ ZREEABRT (YT BEZEZE > M
HEHEF - ZMEAAB—IEER o 755 MERE EREPEENE
FHE > B2 [2HFYME AR — RGN ENERZ Y » EABTAHRT
B~ ZEBYEEP ] (BT VGRS mys B mys ZfhETHE) BFEHERI P R
H 2B RBEEHERF B2 [ 2GS AB— G R EIERZ H
RN IAG I~ Z BRI LB ) (BIEESMRAHEER ) B o ZAEETHE) oK1
$8HE o (/"2 R Achen and Shively, 1995: 34-38 ) 14 340 Goodman H Z.A7
FOM—HEHIEN REERXEEREMHCTEEARESES
(homogeneous) > HHEZmI AR - BSERR  HW—REMEREAFHE
B MEAGER 2 EEHEE 27 1.0 BUMVE 0 S TS EE Hik
E2E¥ Goodman HEEIEH TIEFEMEE » HEIERR ©

King (1997) T4 HAVEAIHEGRIEA (R58 EI model) HESZHR H ofth
EA E&+¥ Goodman RYBARIE HRTAIEIE ¢

1.8 Duncan and Davis £ T FREKHAUTEE B » LUETE 7B B A

AAA EIRE » DUSefR 2 HEEHEE Y 0 81 1 Z HR9RTRE -
2 EFERSBEAMA Goodman AU BEIEA7EE » UKE Goodman

14 B WREBIRAHIERERE - TE#USEEAR -2 BREESHEE - HERREMLE
EfERE 3 Z Goodman HEIBESH 53 HfEEHE o
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BEHLEE B < R E M RE ©

EMAEBIE RE—EBEZRIESR JRE EVER T DU EES £ LR
NEIZBUE 77 o BIIOAR AT BAE LA RIASE (2000) DL EI RIS &AL
1998 s » FEEREMR ~ HRAREARY — RS ZEE » M2
EEZAEIL M &R EERZ A » EE— 435 [# B R& A —EE5
SR AR VIR RS 2R » AR DUEAT DL B 8 B 2 RRAS 4 A
(contextual analysis) ©

King Wy RI K L& E# (King, Rosen and Tanner, 1999; Rosen,
Jiang, King and Tanner, 2001) HEEEMEL T —fEEMH IHI TR > Al FEMA 2]
—E B AT RG4S (A Burden and Kimball, 1998) o{H 2 IEA0FE 1Y
Sy (5 F A L E TS B R EBR i o380 Cho (1998: 149) FRrfgHi | King
79 EI BB A B E @ H 52 ReR (aggregation bias) 1#7E o WA H i
fma% » King HEA EI SHAMEEHE L G EA RR - IRIEHRERINRENE
ARBIENA » WIEERR A Bl ZHEERR (extended EI model) &
Hh o BRI EAVEEHE N IERE - 152 » A ERER - ES A
WF9e & BT RO B B OB B B G A B o

it~ 45 O IR LA I B ik 2 B

VBRI T » e E BT R R B E TR RFE R
BLERRREE o P MR EEHRRREER T EREE RRFAERE
Kl BRI T E R RRETITR T » ERET S > MoRES—8
RIEFRELRE > (FE RS o

HEHE R Johnston ~ Hay & Pattie (Johnston and Hay, 1982;
Johnston and Pattie, 2000) #E# Wilson (1970: Chapter 2) TEEEHZEH
5| I ACHE S 78 MR B 1Y entropy-maximizing (LR EIF EM) 15 81> i

15 Entropy ~-FIRPEIE » R R E 5 B2 & bl R 3R AR » (HILEATE -
EEFEHFmA A Shannon (1948: 392-396) 2% » SEAERESHZ THEESE
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DFRBERET —ERRAEHEEREEES - HEXR 3 ASE -8y

ZUL T L o B ER B HR King B9 ET 22— » 24 Duncan

Davis # [ FFIRH#ER % | Bl@ FLEER 3 BEMER L TIRERERA,

HE—FH i AT RE RS ERY— {8 BfE o

EM #:82 King B EI BV [FZ Bz » & EM B E 2 BN, « 2

ARSI » TR ST K (H5R 3 HEBEEK » TR —{H IXIX K B =HEHHR T

7788 (data cube) » 3% E H & HERYE AR > R EMFER B &EL

(nonlinear optimization) FJAZ » KT HEEN I X I XK A AR AT EE

(BN KB4 maximum likelihood) #fE N, « o HEASERAT :

1. BB AR K FEERAS EEEH (EREER) 85 K [H% 3 ’miik
SBIFAEF] Niv, & B N jy ke ©

2. BLURHASER (HEEEE) MEhHR 2 ZBaa S vy UZIEERREZ
B Nyjr =Nov, + X pos B > 1GHE S HEHDRGHER > SEF R 1 O
HEGHRARRD » BIRBE T IXIXK =ZHEEUE L T RAFTE S B AEF Ny, o
N+, K ]\7u+ °©

3. RHE =S AR E R EFZKIHIEH (constraints) »fKHIELITZ EM
JRR s SKIFE AT E R AR R Ny, + SHMFEILSTEE IXIXK (RSN
HIRH N« KERREBRHEE o REB—(LEREAT—HRAIREEEHE
& » All Nuv, + TERZAL /T HEHEFS NAUAEE (combination) B !

Nig, 1!

W({Nij, k}): IT Ny «!
Gak

EM #Et Rt —il & B HRUERIECR L

Niy,+! J
max lo [—’
o 108 ,HkNij,k-’ ’

2,7y

(uncertainty) o Wilson B2 Bennett (1985:237) AN EM &5 MK Ak
(probability maximizing) % EERHME o
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HEBEWE T =H8 AR Al G
Nis, k:;Nij, k
N+j, k= 2Nu, k
Nz‘j,+=%:N:;i,k '
BB Rz Bkt (constrained maximization) » [ HI| b3 SR > {H
EIRFERF » W ELURBEHNEE (iterative proportional fitting » i@
IPF) M8t > SR = HEST RS IXIX K (A BB KEUAME Ny, « 0
EM 8L » 7ZELGAE HER T entropy RIS B ER » FEH <L
BRHELER IR AT R » KB L& TREAE DR =8 R AErg &
Mk 2 BEHA » KAt King B9 ET A —& - EM sk mf#EE L K H
SRR BN AT R A Y o N EM EAETEH b > 0B T R i
TEAR
1. KFAERE AW ERENRE (WS- EE 50885 » Dalami
BIELUINRE (weighting) FHEEER > BAPER 2 fhEH 2 BEEHEEE py 1)
BRERE > WESE DB S HER Y Ny, UM - (EIFYE > TIE S
THIRIEERS Y MIRMI#ES (40 Johnston and Pattie, 1991) o
2. DL EM [FHIMEBE TN E » BAR FERBE SNBSS E TR
H# %2 (interaction) (Good, 1963: 920; Cleave, Brown and Payne, 1995:
63) o152 EM ERBE T EEEREEERNEE | F—RENER
15 R IH ARG BRI RN » R AR > HEE
{E3E 1 & PR B K AR B o TR E RS - It —BE 2% M BRI
AFE o EAIEAE - 5RO B AR S 10 2 B e s FEIT A
TR ATRE G (R fh — B BB Ml - 2 B o
I EM st R AR HoAth 75 35— FE R T FE S 2 RS SR AR T
B #BAER - MHEFHEFESTRERTE G TSRS RCERES
FEFF o BUANER T Z(EHER S MEMZ 4L » BEREHMEME BEAL » FE
RIEMA AN ARBHIHIEER » —fEF R o
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A EM AR AE 2 B 3 R H 2R » B R ERE A B B it/ R 2R s KRR
FIRBISR - FE A EREAIL R T R Z W5 Al E D HF 58 SNTV/
MMD # TR~ E-B-THRERE 21 (TRER) HOEERE
EIRE AT R » ISR ERER - RERLEM B#ETE B R RO

(multilevel systems analysis) ©
fh ~ & e

BEEHNMAL  DEFAKEMOMESEIRSIREALT2ER T 1930-
1940 FEARBIASRAIHFE » TIABER SRR o (ER2RELL ERYRTER » ATLUGEAT
E i E LR ERIR Z FERFSERIATR - FEER - 2SR | 2L
SRR EEAELFEFAIR AR Y BESIN2E » LARER
BT | B LL LRGSR R 2 8 —E EEHRRENER o R
WEBHNERKEEBRER  BRAE » —BUESHLEE RS
(underlying mechanism) #/2RERAREHSE » HFIEREEEREEAGELR
BABPRERE R TR MR SRR EHEERERR » B8R
B o AL R AEERF BRI ERRERAALZR —ERELER
FIREG KPT 2R £ E (information) ' ®mEF LR B2 EREY
HELTRHEGRE X ABAR ~ AR ¥HEAMERLLEE
BEIGEEATRE o

R ST B E A MBI AV E K » 22 EBk R B RTR RIS
FEHBK -~ 7 EGENER - BRBEENVERE » EFEFSRERREK
M B EE ERIBIEE 4 5B72 (data generating processes) »BLAZS BEEE %2
(EBLE s B B A TSRS (integrated research design) oFEFETN S » 5K,
ATER [ PRREGE S EEAREE | BB IR — S EE R G £
HTM.L » EMEERHAE - E-E-mEEERE (-Uz#ER) -
2 (HREER) WEEREE WS ERAZERBERRER R
P - FEEEERERAEE L » MEER G AN ERER (ERER)
RHEA ~ ARSI EEES | i » MEEER B SR 7T &
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FIEE &2 % g RIEAL » T BRI T R 2 (88 ~ SEREER > &
R K PE S TR A B EGRE 2 AR~ bR SRR - 1T
ARG ER K 572 53747 (contextual and compositional analyses) o 55— 77T »
WEEBHFE R ERSTESE » WREESHHLIBUN HiTE A iz R
BEE » MEH LT » ToEEET —ERRFEEMS S FRESRITE
RREEF - EER A R B RTEEEAY ERAE (aggregation
process) » I FEHERNEBEB GEEMIELE > HIEE KGR0 HIRE
XREBEMHFEFE o 14 » BREESENER R EBUANERERNENT » &
- EBUFREH S AR B A 8% - W RS EL A T R ~ REE R
HHRZANYE (BBNETERGZEE WESEE) THEESE
R SRR RRMEMERSE o

BRI A AR TR KA - B3 R TG S A ] ol BRSE PR | tHRR R
FAERE [MMKE ] WERE B —EaEs s - P~ TS
[ % (micro-, meso-, and macro-levels) FJ— 15> ZUH EIRERZAME (1S
&S & AR AU A BEFR(H REBRBR R — B R RR @ 1 » 1T B A& B REHE S
B b T EE R o BITRIERE o (AT - 2000b: 129) BILERAVES
fERHE R - WIESE » HATRREZ— » BEFEREEET > SUEME
GRS RS EAER > BIRBEER S ERS EREREN (0
BBAZERT ~ B~ BEEE - 2THE) NEMBRESIIRE » BT
TS R LA S Stoker (1993:1830-1832) FrFaRAY [ - 781
H—A | (micro-macro models) o FRRHEHEAI I - (S &R BRI B
RAOEE Y S TE o T — B AR R RIS R B o

25 R

E5E VA
1996 (REGERGIENBGERE) o b | AREE HRAF -
Bih8h

2000 <EHACTHERESRZE T

REINAH-tHFHRATHRAERBZ S » BT
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hIERZBRE 2HFEATE IR ©
ek
1995 <SHEEE . N\TEZEEICAEBNEE ST 0 GREIRZE) 2(1): 119-1450
BEE
1995 <HILHERMNSEBLZESD » CBILHRBETBERZHZ » H 29-40 c B4t :
BT L ©
g
1999 <(—AANREEZBERBFHHSARETES | MEBREREKNESD » (BRERTD)
29(1): 83-126 ©
it
20002 CEBHZFESVD 0 RBMELE - BFE (R » (BUREHEEETTE) » H 387-
411 it . AFEEEHRAT o
2000b <EH AZERSE > AMERSN-REL (B » (BEAH—HEHNBUEE) (Buad
) HiE > 314 0 H 107-139 o Bt : FEBIAEE o

HiC - RER
2000 <EEHIEETER [DILBUT] FEZYED » (GEBIGET) » 4:105-147 <
EiC ~ RaE

2001 —HESARZE  EHET-NAACEMRETEZER S » RERKH -~ HiD
(4%) » (BRI R) » H 183-218 ° Bk | EE3b ©
AR
1991 <EHEHEC+NERBRESIRZEHEHRSE | DLEILE - ERGRHESHERSE
5 (BUEZER) 19:55-80 ©
Rixil
1999 GEERERERECIHWR—RETENERFHETRERZ ST » BiH
ERZBBUGEM AT LR
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ABSTRACT

The practice of endorsing candidates of different parties while
marking a ballot, called split-ticket voting, has long attracted the
attention of scholars interested in electoral studies. However, despite
its prominence, the literature of this subject suffers from a lack of
agreement on the appropriate research methodology. This paper first
provides a comprehensive review of how straight- and split-ticket voting
is conceptualized and practised, and then examines various analytical
approaches for individual and aggregated data. We argue that micro-
level surveys and macro-level statistics should be treated as information
observed at different levels of the same studied phenomenon, i.e., vote
choice. The long-term aim is to construct a unified theory for ticket
splitting on both the micro and macro level, that integrates the motives
of individual voters and the voting patterns of the electorate as a whole.
Such a micro-macro model can only be developed, however, if research-
ers think carefully about the underlying mechanism of voting behavior
as well as the data generation process of the levels of information at
hand.

Key Words: straight-ticket voting, split-ticket voting, mixed logit
model, cross-level (ecological) inference, information

theory, entropy maximization





