SEERATE
BN BE I (98/11) » pp.101-130

i o T NI

318 L A R A BRI PG

ERgE T - Fighg

-

C & E Y

AR ES TE—RE S Rk 1 TR AR ) RARE S HAb
89 [RAXEH ] (Mixed or Hybrid Systems) » &% &89 E 4. o 48 i 89 5%
TR ETHIRAZEH 0 NS BATMAM ST 674 > IR EAZEH A
ZAAE R s ER RGNS BB ZITR R ~ HEEAERT
AR ERFRENEY ~ ERHAER AN BOYESF - AR R EB
B AERH R (JES) 2 [&6#ERMR T{LFE | (TEDS) PT & #6918
BERRATH  REARBES M TERIFFREREH) FEATE
—EEREEIH ) F ERB{EZEHTIEREPRABERFOEL o
MRERBT > RBEEREWRERIFTEH O Z AR ER4
BERGENBROYRZ IR E > ETHETRRREN LG o 4E
R—B5 AR ZITEHREXNGRE @S mE » HER TR LR E$
PEREZEY I PSR T ERRARERIZZ X EHTH
—BAFREAARES > LHHARERFOHBEBZLRA RGN
BE o BRI ZIERBB IS F I RF » KL ER G ERET
HAANAREZRORE  BHEFBREGEEZREN TR E QLS -
B ARFLE BB o BAIERTLEI TR » TR TR 68 £ a7
wE o ARHERE D ARAEBELARERFOREE » HINERIHTH
HIEALGTMEROBEIR > EEBRZLAARFEAAD -

Mg RAOXEH - BARKBER SHLFEEER . —Hl1y

DERERIT T

AR A TEHERAER LA E 2008 F k% BiER | (TEDS2008L) B M4 47 4t 51
T BB RERGARREAREGRE > 2009 F 1 A 18 B o FFHRPAH & F s THA
FRUBFAENTEEZRL » UANMPIRGEBELFELZBGHMIS KA B ALSEHE R
TR TR XPEAMETHARLZR > MaFEAALFT o

“ B 6B KP2HES A& F4% o E-mail: dmwang@ntu.edu.tw ©

B G B K2 BE R A EEE A o E-mail: mingfeng.kuo@gmail.com ©
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BT R BB (L - AR R R% I R # R R S 0 AT S - A DI B
RE SR RA - A EAE & 0722 P AL LB BUR I 72 A8 FE AU ELEZE B (Cox 1997; FRRESC
2008 ) © F& T ATAARIAE I B8 A Ut - BURfe i b R B E @ B — SR R A B BRAG e

G R H AR E RE AR LS 7 BBt G R - 58 - R
HRFAE L O AR ARCA91) o T e X = MR 2L A 2 RE A -5 B » 638 — IR ST LI B R B

REE T 0 R - (]G R B W B BUR B 7B TS T o e B R A e R
HR o TR BOE HE R ERARE LA R KDL — Se Bk - (A 28 ~ D EUEE /N
VO IRRBOR ~ HEIEE - BUET SRS R BRERRIE R - 253N R I
B EOEHE SR E M (accountability) ~ SETERUAE (efficacy) ~ BLIFH &M (legitmacy) HY4H
FUANHREHILA] (Cox and Rosenbluth 1993; fEfEi —EL 1997 + £33 2008  LHfH ~ #
PAlEEL AL 2008 ) o it € &% P R 0 B E SRR IR — - W B BT ER

MEA 30 JERE S 22H]  (Single Non-Transferable Vote System, SNTV) 153 il i 2L it i H
% (Cox and Thies 1998; Sakamoto 1999; L2 E & 2008)

HRAIL > H ARG ENK M [F B da HEB a6 ERER SR TR » St 1994
2005 4 3 B € i BB BRI L A B o (A UE A HIRY T — 2% M 20376 1 (Mixed-
Member Majoritarian System, MMM) HU{UEE G 1Y) SNTV ° sE—F A8 » HABGE Bl
FRFEE RS - HIFEE /(O FAKH REBUa ANV K BUE R e r —RBha i
SR (B8 2001) o F7 1993 FIREAGCUOERTY - HEREESE TR EIIRERIH
TR~ AT E BRI RE R » R85 H REAE 1993 F % 8 %L
PR R - W H A B 138 BEr 8 (0 \ BRI & BORERR A » (L SEAERR 38 2 A
—EORRI) TTLTadl ) R 2B > HARBUR U SMAERS B © 1994 - 1 HZ KW
Pedith TARGEENEEIER ) ~ TBUAERRFREEIRERE ) - TBIEBIBGER ) Kk RGP
mEEREH S FRGREEE ) FNEBGAYCREE  EREGEHEA R TH &R

AT o AR 2 TEECIRRIE S S > A0 1996 10 ARREEE
BIEENE o ° BRGAEE > #EIRE 1980 AK€ % L ORGP SNTV 1G5 % B
DORAAR R 1994 F i G XRZBE—EEREH  AARGRYEOAERBAE TER

BBl RA L ZH | (KRAAE 1996 BIIFER 1996 : AR& ST 2008) © 78 & # & B 157

HBHALA + AL~ TE—BERELZH | W2 o
P AWM BAREBREFRGERNFLERFERN OGO FELURCAZHEZNHEMNEE > o

BARSTHELRAAE (1996) 0 FE K 3] (2007) 0 EMk4h ~ 885k & (2008) 5 & 737
RS E¥ 5 (2008) 0 Ri@ATIRATR@ %5t o
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8 (£ 1989 : FEHEFELESEST 1990 : MRAESC  1999) » (HE PR B HIUCE 57
A RIHE R 2004 £ 8 HALERIR IRV CXEEEBILESR - F5I1E 2005 5 6 H =HALE
BRI R AR E L EEEIEIG B SEHEFHURNEERMEBLESR « —  BRAGH
%%@% R FEREIE S Rl T8 B AEV AR Y U A RGE TIERER + —
~ BRI A EAC LB R R - SOCHRIER KRB BAREFM - = (IR

¢§%7E£ﬂ$ﬁrmﬁ’Eﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘$%&Mﬂﬁ&§%3k‘$ﬁ@&%
JEEIME R 34 5 A = ORI ¢ VY~ 37 Z R SO R R Ei
ol B JR A BRI AR A5 L TR AE - #R I  BEE ) (IR R I HH 2 > NI e (it
R BT [ 5% DL I BUGE T 2 U TR AR A3 L o

REFEAE - & H B SR ERIFIE R - TG LREE E SNTV EH] T 8% 5%
A R s DL B TR IR A & ~ RURERFIE (patron-client) itk S A& B FRAESE - 57
AALL T2 AFS 0] (candidate-centered) (1 EAE » /L2 B P B EBUR B AN
FEER R AN o tHRUREAR > WBIHISERE A I B - DU LB A& B B0 R
EVEERERUEE > M H RS e 6 B R B BT 2 22 i 3 R P % R B AEE (/W
R 1994« FIAEEKR ~ GHgOCH Bt s 2001 « E3E57 2008 : SLEAE  2008) ©

B H BRI BGE SRS & » MESE 7RISR RS - B HE A
FUC A (B R 38 FE S R ) B I o B R B R A MHBA B 7T > B SRR 23 A1 2 Tl
FEUR ~ HOE BRI S BT IR (A0 E2EST 2008 5 ARAESC 1997 5 ZEEREE 2003) ~ 5L
o - 52 1o 1 7 B SO P T A < S A T T U RH B AR AE (/B 88 1994 ¢ 1996 ¢ AR
B 1995) ~ IREC PR AR I S OB A TR B REE PR A AT Re BUR AUE (£
ENHLEZIRIE 2004 5 BRIBTT 2006) o (HARHEARET - MHRASCRR S EIIR A A E R
AT Ll 2 0 17 Tl Ao [ SR M S BRI A - IR ARIB W AR B ] > B BT
A FEB S BT SR 1 38 RO A T R R ARG - H A8 IR S - A SCEILIR(T 2
T AR I e A B A R R R R - o DR ER 4l R EORL - T AR
fff4%J (Japanese Election Study, JES) B2 {28 81 R £ (L3 2 | (Taiwan’s Election and
Democratization Study, TEDS) * 106 25 15 (o M A3 R A Y FL BB 3 0T o E— P K
At o FRAMIAS ST E A BT I (cross-sectional) [ RS » b iy 5 32 Efjf_Lﬁﬂﬁ—rrm%
TR B AR AT R+ B P BRAIE (1 F 51 7 (longitudinal) BY %€ B8 B¢ & KL (panel
data) » FiIIAT IS8 ECERS SR A8 R AT 1 HOU BN REAR E BB SR o 78 @ W N [R] i [
SEATRRBINT » ASCHS DUECHS R R 1) K B i 1 » SR % A S T A B 8 JR R 1 U 72
oo

0 S 2 » P LSRN AR T - 5 ETE oo i & ORI Al > RN
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Hewe H A PR A i E 2R AR 22 R] + 58 = B IR [l 5 ] W R0 P 2 B — S ol 2 16 7 1
TRATERERAE R - DUREHE 5 [ P B R A R B R B R AR L« SEDURNTR /M AHER
PRI T - RZEAUE ] e BLA M AR B RO M amadt - ({08 LLBTe - SR AR
RS A I RALE HGE R AR MY —BUr HBRFHETEIR M  B/NETRE R
BT EREN AR R TR B R EE TERET B EARE S H W E R
EHEE R » PRI RADER AT R CF TR ABIREER HIE - R HU B & AR
FEH] N HEREARD - WER BRI AR E - BARE ) BT A SRS -

Al - RS EREEHEETAYLEER

A o B — 1k B EE QRS 1 5 U R B2 (Mlixed Electoral Systems) » i 2 fi
ZE T EGEIEE o B2BIEAEE: - AR E R AE R AR A GE TS ERSRE
S AH (Massiccote and Blais 1999; Shugart and Wattenberg 2001) ~ B S 7E IR A58 6] T 25#
SRUEH 72T (Ferrara and Herron 2005) ~ 33 EU7E RN SEHIFAINEFE T A RELH A R R
JEHE (Gschwend, Jonston, and Pattie 2003) » [Ht4+ - FHEE SCRERLZE AEINTE &2 E H AN
[ B ¢ B A SR A B o H ATFHRBR I 7S PR R AU R - B Rl AL U PR (Gshwend 2007;
Lancaster and Patterson 1990; Schoen 1999) ~ £ K ] (Donovan 1995; Katz 1996) ~ #ft 7§ i
(Karp et al. 2002; Vowles 1995) » Bl 720 H A (Kohno 1997; Reed 1999; 2007; FHAC
TSR §70%E  2008) o (K FEHT (Moser 2001; Thames 2001) % 3 o £ 5 & 3 FF ¢ -
e S EOR A ER IS Ba kg - BT B L 3T (Cox and Schoppa 2002; Gallagher
1998) °

HR#5 Rae(1971) ~ Lijphart(1984; 1994) ~ 317 (2008 ) EHEHIHKIIE L - NAIBIZK
FIEFERE » BEEENENBIEER » & LUE hRUEEEE ] (electoral formulas) ~ HE2E
51 (ballot structures) ~ SE[EALE (district magnitudes) ~ ZEEEFTME (electoral thresholds) 55
LA A LB S LR AR (Lijphart 1984, 7-8) o A6 BIR & EHIHUHBITE - &
F R ARIEIR & A A A A P - 2P AR A PRI AL 2 3T
e > RS R A By (R A - AR A (— A —
SEEEEL) AREESE  HIAh > BRI BT R R ORI 2 - (7€ DUBE—3& [ (Plurality
with Single-Member-District System, SMD) B2 L. 51 {X. # (Proportional Representation, PR) /i
KB EAERATR (seat linkage) SCEf TE#AH (Ferrara and Herron 2005; Shugart and Wattenberg
2001) o i 37 FCHER i i SR e R AR 2 M H o BrE TS - it o 2R @ e R W Rl R4 5
B UIBREE - BERMHBRARURA T SR S E - (HEt 3R & 6] T R E A2 5 [ E R
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R RS [ BHE BEZAFEE - Kb — IR A& R & Bl ~ I
P2 KA FRNEPEH S 2 - B NEEIRCE ) (interaction effect) B &
FTaEr) TR | (contamination effect) (Ferrara and Herron 2005; Herron and Nishikawa
2001; Huang, Chen, and Chou 2008; #A#3Z 2008 : PRIEREELfEFERE 2008 ) e
EtE H ISR T R S G A - (H 72 B R R ERaE T (5

Pl—sm i (F2RK 1) - H— MEREGHIGERLR - G 2005 FEETHEHR
PRIENIEZ BHTERIEHIRESS » FORIEMERIR A 225 AR RIS 113 5 WAt
) TALZR A ) ek B PR B — A 73 6 > PRELOIMCRAS Y 34 8 (Hrp&
BUEH I3 18 L ER 2D 172 (a2 PRIE A EE ) - DUR DRBFAG LUt e 7P sth A R &%
3 o [BH AUERFTERLZIE - J5HER? 500 JiE TUEREERTRE K - BLSTAT 1993 & HllF T
511 FFHEANE o #EIR 2000 25 S/ NEHMHEA 78 43 HE 200 6 2 180 &5 (HATHK
{53 480 fif ©

HR - W TR S EE I OB R AR E T IR B AN E] o B i) LIRS dR B —
[ RN BUE S HE— A 2R Bl 2 BIRE B 34 4% o SOB H AR R 2 B3 1
At ~ BRAL ~ JERASR ~ BERHAR ~ BT~ JLER(ERE - 3 - wrd - P B U
11 {EEFIRFER » SRR OB 6 2 29 BAFHBICERE X « 1At > fERK 3
AT > BEIBOATE G 5% BULE TR B3GR o Wik KEREUE (the
largest remainder) 1 ATEEHY [ JEEHS ) (Niemeyer) 5 [TE# / JE#HS ) (Hare/Niemeyer) &
B IIBCRERE o HA YT THREIR ISR HUR KB A eI - (HE R AT IHER PR
R » B2 BLEE I FGE B BOE WA L — R EEMEER (G2 R ) 55
it 2% ~ BERIFEE 5 15 > BUSHE HLHIFREE AT e Ha% HE I 20% DL ERIRGE A » 7F
G R =R 2 — 1G] BEEBUE HL B RIS R HEC » E MR A » A E S
WA > iR =PI (the highest average) HHYTEFRF (d’Hondt) i & P HEEIER Z -

MBI A T e th 2 i KA SR > R H A RFFATRE E Y4 (A (dual candidacy)
DUB & B R (best-loser propositions) [1JE%ET o FITaE B #8514 xe FoiT o5 (18 B B 1 B — 8 | B
BUE B R L R AR EER A A — A% » @R —EEBE 2 E A G
RERE M MY 44 LB AR A4 B 77 T ENE  (Hizen 2007, 290-291; 3457 2008, 39) ©
LL 1996 7 & FERR AT IR S 41 i 0 ASRGE BB S0 > SIEsE B 1 A G
Y B {1 EE TR I B B 4t HER & BT A PRI T % D EER#
—EEfpE A o Hrp LDl B R IR » 75 AR 280 (7R B — @& 25E LE
(A R SUREL B (3260 i) E@f@ifk%)ﬁ%@i‘%%ﬁ%t%ﬁi‘é%%J: 0

ANEEE S HPIHRE - HRI5% H AHTERI R [ RCEE R 2 RE
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ERYIAH)T AARNG - WLZEFE H AR TE R DU EE BSR4 BB RUBEDRT - thik
e v R R DU R R UL R - AR O CR A B B o (e (s
NAREE Iz » BEEERAHIGGE NN RS I RRIGESS » [ A 85 T ER i
i B — R (A3 AR - DIBARR E C— BR[O B R IR DA i3 (P 1 R AR AR 72 L 431
ARIVEELE F (A EISREREaE 2008, 14) < ° BISMHERIIFTCETRH - A
N B B AR R B R - MEREGE R CRAERBRER OG- EFEE
B H AR U388 N 38 4 R B8 RO PR S8 AfE (Hizen 2007; Mckean and Scheiner 2000;
Pekkanen, Nyblade, and Krauss 2006) °

* 1 OE2EOTETESEIHRE

SRR BARE5R
g Tz -
EEIEE w s S B + LI 2
VDU D K i 500 Jif; *
it (SMD 73 f : PR 34 &) (SMD 300 & : PR 200 fi )
. e SMD : 300 {[& ¥ — 2%
e  OMD 73 (AR PR : 11 LB ER (GEELN

PR : 1 EEEBIRRIE (RS 34 F6) 6 % 29 i)

SMD : % Bk
PR ¢ IR PR ERL RO
(PR SRR R A 5 3

SMD : FH¥%2 Bk
HEEGRAI PR : OABREGTEE DA (P8 - B

MR 5% )

> (RS
T & FRRIER (00 - A
BRI DT E RERE

JERH 172 B 2 PR bR 4 o
BRIZRIR © 2% H Hizen(2007) ~ KTHE (1996) ~ 237 (2008) » {E&H B8 -
FHA = T HARLL 1996 S HUH1 S 51 0 2000 55 H AE S Gl 7 LEFT R > PREL—EEMR (300 ) HEREAS
L > B LB AT AERITE 200 fEREZE 180 1% » EIAT H AR BIRER X ES 480 i

S AAEZKERN T TEHANLHE > MM UBRTAHEZE TEEBRH ) X TEERLH
WAE K CEEZALRT TASHRERF RGFEI > BB IR T EH 7 474 BE B R A
LB Y S RBREFE RSB s EAEEFT RGN RRE B IREA T Rmiss~TE
HERK ] A THERIHLERMEN] Foodd (2 £ 5 2008, 655 FAN8HEGHE 2006,
122-123) °
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2 - QHEIEEEERDR

#* 2 B3R 3 HIrEREIS H A GE &R AT S B R a2 &R G
S R B KSR o el HARIURE » BR 7SI A (52 B Er B R R
WA > 2 B M BRI 1993 F 2 BRI (BRM - mt&r# -~ HirEs - &
IHE - HAHE ~ LR ) - ZDEE R 1996 FHAVEMBMEEERERT (BRE - ¥t
o REHE - ER) 1EI - ERIURIR - 2R HABCE B H BRI
A2 2 5 & R G AT BB 52 28 o 45 LA Laakso B2 Taagepera(1979) $& 1Y [ RUBE
# (effective number of parties) * 1EEAIETFRET » H ATE Bl — 281 Bl b il QSR 0 A 2B
B S 0E 3.88 B 4.28 > [ —ifi FRLME IR EEUT W B (M E AR o T B T R
TEREERE  (HA A 1993 R EEHIIRE 5.16 AUA RO BUEUEZRE » HALE 1996 IR
A ROBUE B O KRR D > 28D R IS 1 A AR E s s B E ROR <

FHELHS HACE FE B BT HIAAS IR > 2% 3 thae B G 2008 47 15 [ PR A B — 2 5 f 22
AN 2B BRI o (EAEEAS AR - BB R IERECE 2004 [FIFE R B - RES -
PLRE -~ BERE RS S BRI - R 2008 B R AL - RO B R iR
(B - SR TR SR T P s B B A8 S i H A B v 2 © i — 25 7 Laakso B2
Taagepera '] [ A RBUEE ) KEHHE > GE BT A SUBUE B IE 2004 F37 2 E511Y
3.70 > {F 2008 4 372 K ERE R MRAE RS B —E R A 2.13 > IR IER 2.48 o fL—% 48
BB RS 5 RAE(EEE A RRE S W B T R AR SO Es - (He) X E B
AR R A E MR R R 7 HE R PR E S P MR ABRET -

¢ RABRHER AT E > Markku Laakso $2 Rein Taagepera 3% 1} 748 % 40 % 69 T4 S8 ¥ &
REATRE  E—AXE N=l/ZP? (N: AZBKEH P EHENFRE) WwRFAFH
ZARBEREMEE 2 BREZARER RO HE > MBESALB3 ATHATERS T
Bk o AM THBHER] FFHEAXGF@N B —F A4 > T4 A Laakso $ Taagepera
(1979, 3-27) ~ Taagepera $Z Shugart (1989, 71-81) °

S BABERBERGEILEN > THAGTHELEE TG ED ) 9N : HEHNT ME—
EE 4] (SMD) 89347 > K G FEZHEE T REHEFOHES ALK ES S > HLBETE
EXREH  E—F R AR ARESXIERN AL BB RRR SMD # > A b 124t &
BB EREBFR R EGRAGELE > HAAAMMEE R REH S 8% > Mgyl
R IE AR E A AR 3 (Reed 2005; 2007) © Bl A B ABUS LR Roo B L4545 30

(2006, 150) .35tk > 1994 5-4& 47 4 & 1 B K7 L FT &4 m 38 E » ARAFHEZ4N

REERIF » HARERD RFHEFFRALRKG A o LR LB LAEFERE T £ AKX
REBLFRELHEELE > PAX STV ER L EZNHERGARE > AbyrH 5 R E
SAERABETRE » b RV R IR AR EF B BB A B RA XK ER BT E Y ERLR -
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&2 1993 F 1996 FHARZFTERITR
1993 & 1996 & 1996 &
(SNTV) (SMD) (PR)
SRE FERLE BEX BRLE BER BRLE
BRE 36.62 43.64 38.63 56.33 32.76 35.00
HEE 15.43 13.70 - - - -
e 10.10 10.76 - - - -
REAE 8.14 9.98 - - - -
BE#HE 8.05 6.85 - - - -
HESZ 7.70 2.94 12.55 0.67 13.08 12.00
RtE 3.51 2.94 - - - -
FohERTE 2.64 2.54 1.29 0.67 1.05 0.00
HRE 0.73 0.78 - - - -
g - - 27.97 32.00 28.04 30.00
REE - - 10.62 5.67 16.10 17.50
HRE - - 2.19 1.33 6.38 5.50
BEEKHM 7.08 5.87 6.75 3.33 2.58 0.00
ERTWNER 5.16 3.88 4.28
ERARIE - HARH S EaTTBUREEEVE R (2009) - (& HITHH -
A+ R e (UERELBUR A B AR FE (TR BRI i A I L B AR A -
£z 3 2004 F 2008 FOEEINAZEREBR
2004 £ 2008 £ 2008 £
(SNTV) (SMD) (PR)
BER R BEXR R BER R
BREZ 32.83 35.11 55.77 77.22 51.23 58.82
RiEE 35.72 39.56 39.79 16.46 36.91 41.18
HRE 13.90 15.11 0.30 1.27 0.00 0.00
ai 7.79 5.33 0.99 0.00 3.53 0.00
e 0.12 0.44 0.00 0.00 3.95 0.00
EEEREM 9.64 4.45 3.15 5.06 4.38 0.00
ERTWNER 3.70 2.13 2.48

BERRIE - houEEEE S (2009) » (& BITEM -
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EEEEN—EHM ST » P EHEIE K (aggregate level) & FHifE £ #)47 2 B3 | 4 5L
FiT % WA 2 BB AR [ (e (S T > (R MRS SE SR RS » SRR RS E B ERE
PEHEAT R IE P B ARAS M — R — 2 o RMEMRE PR A S 8L, - S E K& RHE R (L
TR S B — B SRR EE T — B 50% - (45 i SRR & B e Ay
B AT R AR E 50% HERFHERC B E - BREBIGERERTE
50% HIREAR €3 M o (R —E R M E R EURIAS R —3 > EE MG
HEREETE 2R A EE) (turnover) » EREH HIFENRAGZE - F _EERAHEERE
W A MHE S EIZE o AU SLEGIN A okER - SEAEE R E 2 I — e B T
KNG AR RAE - B3 3 8 e B — @& W RG] R 55.77% HEE > Wif—
RE BRI RN 51.23% Se 2 EHAB o B LI —MEEITRIVIRSE - 2P R LUMAMRIAE RIS
T E@RAMEER R ERMEEISEE (net change) MHIY » E A LUE— S EISER
TER AR EAER AN A 282 22 5 > gk iE ] LABH #HH8 5% & (gross change) #ETTIHE (#AC
2005 5 FEAC ~ EHISAELEIEAIE  2005) o tHIKIFS(EREE RITEMEE MM - P2 2EHE
B H B R AT MR AL TEIRE - (0 RE & (ul iR 2 2 RAE M £ /A B (41 Huang, Chen,
and Chou 2008; Wright 1989; E#C 2001 : 2005 : 2008a : 2008b)  FEIt » A SCHE N A e
G IR H AR R ERS e X KFE R - R AN E RS E SR iy —
gLl -

B2« ESEH FmEEsEENR

BRSSP S BH BRBUG R R TR = TR R SR ] L ROR
IR BEEL S » Bt £ 48 N7 U BELE B R PR IR N [FI ) F 98 (Herron and Nishikawa 2001;
Huang, Chen, and Chou 2008 : F#3C 2008) ° i %% @ G E B HMESG EH 2 E
fi5 TE—e ) B T EOBIACERA ) WIRERE - DXICPRET R R L R R FH R B R R RE I
(HTE R AR~ BURRIEYE ) - M E RS % H I YL HYAS R B #E (separate entity) »
A FHL RIS B —3& [ ) (SMD) B TEEFIUER 1 (PR) RUBORSUER - F 7 DIaefdE
743 M1 (Moser and Scheiner 2004; Stratmann and Baur 2002) ° 5k &t » =98 o 2m EL A
BB AR R EER] T B R BUEHE R AT Y B R S DR 8 HE - IS E AL ph A=
(Duverger’s Laws) fJTEH] » 5 & B AR5 00 S S dlRE R R B EE P - Fo2 BB R F
HIELF o UL > fEERRAVIRRE T - ERA R TR B PR (A Al RE Bl O T B BB Y R4
AR —EI LR (Bawns 1993; Moser 1997) : AR EE A N2 708G » A Ferrara Bt
Herron(2005) ~ Herron ¥ Nishikawa(2001) 25 RISREANA/| A fel 9 08 nl e s 2L 1)



ORGSR - BRI —3mBh B2 e > NG B 2 B R B R R 1 28 A F2 44 SR ~
INBE S R WA E S HalR B R T e & i E SR
BT AAGEITHEPEA AR » (Rt R0 5 A SR 2 AR R & =X 1 i T e 2 AR I BOB R
JEE TS5 R 22 B B RUR AN A5 & © Ferrara B Herron(2005) 58 {5 » IS HLE M A
SO 2 EGRURIAAE > RIS B (Rl N ) sKEn e G HHE siUaakl - fERaEH—
BB E N ZE > MG IIGE LIS DA e RO B A5 T S RO — Bk - R I DA B
TELLHIMRR BB SR

HESRRT AT H BB DA H » (B A REESRE A6 T /W R HEE A EiR > 2257
EEEHAMEF R o @RS Huang ~ Chen B Chou(2008, 6) fHamEE » & FiaER 7=
7 FE A8 R R >t i RS 03 R AT 1 IS 5 S SR M JE 35 T A 3 A B3
R RSO AEEN R A i TE A e e 2 AR R A A B TR I BT
HE—F G - HOUZE » WMER T8 5 WBE IS AE T T o Ardl T3
5% 1 (split-ticket voting) ¥ /&5 [F—JCE R KA IR ERERE » MR 3 RIS
[ A2 A S i AN [ S AS M R B A > FIAT L T — B 5y
(straight-ticket voting) (FACL 2001) o ° HAAJFHAT » 75 2 B7EHT I HI 1Y N S AG 1 T A% & 2
G RIRAG AR BT feZE A > BIRT RIS A AR/ » EGRCR BEANIARE 2 —3
BEERE IR BB RAT S BT R E RN > A EENeE -

PR R E R — B W EIN R - BEERFINI%%1E (Wattenberg 1990; 1991) ~ {R<F
5 (2 RE (Flanagan and McDonald 1979) &0 & £ SeamafA EEL » (HEg T80 0HE
HIERAE > Al (2008b, 137) GfaHE ~ H BB g #HE SRR - H—BUrH
BRI R E R 2 E AR o DLHAEG » FrE I E S R i T fo i & (E o
EH—/NERBE AR BRI EER AR — A& FERHERYM7 #E—
ikl FIGEE) 2202 A n] #E B EL USRI 77 201515 (Pekkanen, Nyblade, and Krauss 2006,

6 R —HBASEBZEIARZIBERF KM ARERZORT  LHEAFTHERA
&3k B Rl i RAT 6 A RRGE R B £ 2K 2 69 (Burden and Kimball 1998; Fiorina 1996) » 12 4R 4%
Schoen(1999) » Gschwend ~ Johnston 32 Pattie(2003) ¥ A8 & ik » ZHRATR S NZH OB K > &
HHEREREHE  SREANKTHARNKEZRETBE  —ZHA - —ZHE > Wi
RERTIERREZ IR —HERLBEEA > LWEBAERO S EIREITE -

7 OE R FEAT A L R E (strategic voting) L9 A BZ FR L 0 BFERESEH G UREER
— R o 2 EREENE > ERAERERXNEREHOEABMAS L MAERFEE - RE
Duverger(1954) F7#2 89 T3 A % | (psychological factor) * & X H# £ #E —E B TR R B ER
Bk s MAERGIREAZLEERIFIE  HBRAEH)EREI-ROREL - Rin > LA R
HEITEH R RBRAPZROREHEE  HAEKRT REMEHEIN > BATRIRNEZAMS - @
AR ERBTFRAEZOHE (KL 2008b, 135-136 + & ~ T ML IS 2008, 11-12) ©
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185; BRAH [ 2003, 86) o IL—a%E1ER T 12 mfi 3 2RI » B nT sl 55 BUa s Al
BCE R T SGE > R B L R B A (SRS 1996, 79 : FF/MEEELS R 2006,
118) o I E1EBERFERET > i S IR A AR HE S LI AR R AR EC
WA B — I 5% 1R - LB R CAELL R B EROHE P B S8 H AR (Pekkanen,
Nyblade, and Krauss 2006, 185-186) o H ALIILH I E T2 » 1R#5 Pekkanen ~ Nyblade
B Krauss(2006) FIRFZEHEHT > MEE % RS HES BOP 8 - WK T iR E S Sk 5
(FITRE o MHBASCERBE E TS - H AT AES TRV EEIAGIE > ATaeds| 88 & RE AR
Sl 28 N BB B TR (P LRI > (R E/B I AT A HE L 2B (54 2008b, 138
sl - RN ERELEIEAE 2008, 13-14) ©

bR T EEYARIERETIS 0 B H AR AR E A — 2R EnE i E
H—B A BRI o 88 S IR R ER AR - BRI &I - DL
Fe FEAAREERE R B A RS o & el LI FGEE AU TR BARE > 5 Leys(1959) ~
Sartori(1968) 25 A [PHFZE » ELAFICSRET 20 SR 22 AR [V KB DB > FT RS R
Hi% LGB S SR AR S - R A WIRIE 2 BRI A RERE > (RIS Fy VR
L T R I R PR P B R o HAREEER » Duverger HEdm B — & NSRS > 1F
RURREY NP ISR T &84 o Sh—HEam > &3 Cox(1990) #T ELHITR T B Bl
SHIEHEE > HE FORSEIEIEE : Cox FHLELHI QA5 AR B |V & i BB s 3
B AL ORUR (centripetal effect) » T2 W R B =5 A6 SIOE BE 250 E K LRk
R (centrifugal effect) ° LLH A ELFIAZEEARITT S > HE 2B 5 11 {82 > &
6 L FE A IR BT SMED 6 21 29 {EANSFERIE K > FHBEHS G B A 73 152 R 2 B B — [
H 34 LEH > HAR SRR [N o R Z) (R SRS PR 15 0 AR SR AT 6
(G e PRI

S B I AR 1 T A 2 e e R ) R A A 72 E AR 2R R D - ek P
(thresholds) PRI o FEA FFF2 BAMERTT LB RN BI RG] B 15 E AT M (R
(PIRRE > A5 FIAREE S BO TG R > BB oF BE PR 3 BT B 3% B 29% WIS 55 » IR —
SN A R LLE S BR AT R > FIRR SEAR B & 73 RS 1.5% K2 0.67% HIEZE (Norris 2004,
52-53) o EER 5% MIE IR ERE IR 2 WL K ARS8 (5 1S 12 8 R SR 1 S e o
FE R B > MEMAHY NEER RS S - RERRPEXIEIEARX & H
S HIER AR I A R B BS0E B & AR P BOE ST > AR Rae(1971, 31-36) FLECRRE A2
BB S THERENE R A NE RG] > T K BR BOE AT A R — R 5
R i@/ NE SRR KA i o SHEERRZ - BRI R RERENE T ERT (Hare)
FLEIETHRE /7R WE Farrell(2001) ~ Lijphart(1994) 2 A FURFFE88ER » & FTE R [E HLBI 3R
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il PR REE A HEBIRS R —Fl - #1525 HARIE DT R BRI
REEEEN > FRURHES G R R R By N HA— B R IUER s
T G TR AU R - 82 DA EEFIRAFER B - s R EE S
EFAGRHAVIFI  ANH AR EEYZERIENESAUERET - PR BB ~ Hm PEBETH
ERE - AP HARR 20 - ] EE T Sl m BT TETRGT - EriFhe
BB/ N SETE (S R R T REME R K o HIAOAE Beasa A B HOMERE Je 1728 » Tl
TR R TRE T - BEEIBUER FERITEAEZ A -

b~ aEER—NDREKFHILER D

A EBA A o3 A AR B A B A E R - BEE RA W EAS R R S R
DIE PR Baae bt w S e B R AR 6 o HAERLE 1 H AR RGBS B AP RS (1998)
TP AH T T HA A O ZEEBITENFCE 1 > £ L O FATEFr T T H A EER T
A OES) (IRFHE R T HE M o BIEMIFEH 1993 £ 7 A1) H AR B A EF B
5 0 F 1996 1F 10 Y H AR BB RS 11k » LT T LRIFVFEEZ R - ASCHL
H AR SR8 BRI 0T - 23| FRTENIFEAE 1996 -2 54 i3 30 25 A &L Rl 2,299 (&
EFJES1996) » LUK 1993 4 % 1996 416 RUE FE B HEFH & 1) 589 I HEA - B EH /3
HIEAIH TR R E{LFA ) (TEDS) 1£ 2008 Al 22 58 F 1 117 28 R KA b
(TEDS2008L) ° 2~ SCHT 15 8 VL Z 3 BR () S0 AT B 7 R HT R 0B VLTI Y 1,238 13 A R A
I SHAMBERF 2004 % 2008 R RIARNY 1,380 13 7E REEHERASHE T/ < °

7% 4 B3 5 73 BIFRYE TES1996 B TEDS2008L S f MBI » ARG ~ HIRNIEE o B i

— & % > /£ SMD B PR i — B AR L - Ee@E -~ rE - M LA
HH R B8 BT R S JE T 20807 Cramer’s V BB DB R 2SR B2 2 2
D B FR RN o SEEEHITERS R B R A A R B A S E RS

FRIEH)—BMESER « GIHE SMD SERFBIR B EGE M AN R 72 i 82.78% B
82.20% EHEMEAE S IRBUATE EMERHRAS - R HATTI £ SMD SCRFH R 3 i 3

REEIIA 73RE 81.23% 79.16%~ 67.89% 1F PR 4 EHE[F—H K -

8 ORSUAR R 8 TAHAIR B 12005 £ 2008 F MERMER LA LE ] @I RHAE (100) 2008 F
ZikZ ARR@F R (TEDS2008L) » [ & B ERAR £1LFE ) (TEDS) % FMA LR B HAR
Bl s 6 K23 82404% > TEDS2008L & 44t 2008 4 ik & BB RIUTHFEHE » 3 EEHA
BEBRZERTREYGR - L@ EHASFHY > 7558 TEDS ® B > #34L : http://www.tedsnet.
org o Y Bt L MR AN BRETH B » A A EBAEL AITAF -
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F*4 1996 FHAFZEDESRER— MO HREDONR
o~ EER  MER  RIm  OMBE R e
658 38 62 50 2
BRE (81.23%) (4.69%) (7.65%) (6.17%) (0.25%) 810
[87.62%] [8.50%] [22.06%)] [15.97%] (6.06%)]
42 357 33 17 2
FEE (9.31%) (79.16%) (7.32%) (3.77%) (0.44%) 451
[5.59%] [79.87%] [11.74%] [5.43%] [6.06%]
15 22 148 25 8
RFE (6.88%) (10.09%) (67.89%) (11.47%) (3.67%) 218
[2.00%] (4.92%]) (52.67%] [7.99%) [24.24%)
12 17 19 204 5
AIRINE (4.67%) (6.61%) (7.39%) (79.38%) (1.95%) 257
[1.60%] [3.80%] [6.76%] [65.18%)] [15.15%)]
24 13 19 17 16
Hith (26.97%) (14.61%) (21.35%) (19.10%) (17.98%) 89
[3.20%] [2.91%] [6.76%] [5.43%] [48.48%)]
1) 751 447 281 313 33 1,825
1. Test of independence: X2:2603.02, df=16, p<0.001, N=1,825
2. Measures of association: Cramer’s V=0.60
BRIAIR : HSERRE (1998) @ {EE E1THEHE -
B O WICERIESIE 2 5 [1 RREHATE 3B - AR ZAIRBUE R I A BBt K -
=5 2008 FEEIZEREER—BDEREDONE
O R aEm R =0 et
298 21 41
BEE (82.78%) (5.83%) (11.39%) 360
(83.01%] [9.01%] [60.29%)
25 194 17
REEZ (10.59%) (82.20%) (7.20%) 236
[6.96%] (83.26%)] [25.00%)
36 18 10
Hith (56.25%) (28.13%) (15.63%) 64
[10.03%] (7.73%] [14.71%)
At 359 233 68 660

1. Test of independence: X*=377.51, df=4, p<0.001, N=660
2. Measures of association: Cramer’s V=0.53

BRRIR ¢ SRZEEE (2008) 0 {EEH HITHEBE -
U O RIERIESTE L [ AREHETH 2 -
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7 FSlAS RAE » ER—EE LR REIEE » MBI EEEEE AR - MaE
N AR o FAMER 58 5 18 PO K e Fr g il o -SSR BIE T A B & FH A B R
% o iR/ G B R S e ] I BRI 22 BE PRI # 55 H AT 3ERE - [RIEE
TR B T A RN B2 BT » FHEZ T » BEIR 1996 4 H A BUE th A K [
PEFHIES - HER TIRARB I E RESS > s - RESEET SRS RAES
1Bz » RIHGENER RS & RO LLPT B RERE — KBOREA ) - Bt - FHEREE SIS
BOHIREET » HAZER S AR SR AR HE 8 s S p RRIR &3 (Rt R H A
i RSB E I ER — B S SRR TR AL »

RIS W R B RT3 R — 2% SEARY » 3 —TH 8 B e e A DAY 538 [ A i LS
R A& S RS T H A e i H A SRS IHEE - (B8 - RWETE SMD K
PR SEZEMAARIIKRTE » WEGETFFE TS LHER A S R o IRIBE E R HIRI R A -
AR TN M ER RN « fHiR2 T » HAEZE NG EBGED - (157 4 8%
S (marginal distribution) PJEUFAE » H AR AN H BB B HE S E &5 7E SMD B PR
HFEEZEHE 69.10%(=(810+451)/1825) B 65.64%(=(751+447)/1825) LB )L F5MiE -

BT 0 BN B B R SR TR R L MR ARk 4 B 5 th /N
YTRFETEATH TR o KRR LR E » /NE S R n] RE R B A E
FBEASNE T E SMD [ HGE ER PR RIS 22 ¢ {HYE PR BUEZE | » HRN B IR B iaeih T
HETERUCEM: » R/ NE SR E #0OE n e &S O B EIR B S 0IEE » t e R
FiTaly TEFHFEE | (sincere voting) R o B LR G ESI A A5t SR rE%ETH
Eoe BV E R AE SMD & sRi& M EE Hi8 2L » {A] F PR 2K FE 57 2B B IR B AR 1 »
EIRIEFR 4 B3R 5 2/ NE TR MR - EFEHIEBRES - HWE g XEREE
PR B o ARIBHEST 5 43 HL (column percentage) FJEREE » S ETE PR JEZE 3 /B
B HEpEdEEd /Ul A (=60.29%+25.00%) £ SMD 8 [0 % £ B FGEE IR ~ Bk
B > REAEHER A B R ~ R R AR 2 EG 14.71% 238 o tHER
0 1994 F A REEHENE  EHEEAEHERNERTHHNESRAREL € > TETES
RSN AHEERREE - HEERANDNF—REE > TEREERAGHAE - A AH
ESDNAESRBEFRY > B4 1994F 12 A A9 REED AL 1996 F 7w KiE
W MEYRBEEAEBEARENTAA S URGHBELEHEHFROB LG RAENMEEN
P GENRILEERFEEOBRKEENHEFTFRE  ARERBARE - HEEHFE =
G (FAaEfAFE 2006, 150-151) ©
10 ORBENFTAYEIAEE R > Blhodr B E A 1996 FREZHK > RN BEEAHEF > B H
M2 RMAAERIESHMEE - F 5 0 AF R RIS EEH A AR EOI M08 L
TRAMGHENE s AINOF KA RETF E RG9S MR G AE RIHETAR o B b & ERKE
RUAALTREAFABRTROEEZREA (FAHEHEHE 2006 : HEE  2001)
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Z T HAFE—XWEtTaZH > £F PR SRy N H A 80 8 B S G T/ VR S se i L]
B 48.48% » U 36.36%(=6.06%+6.06%+24.24%) 1] LL 518 5] <7 F5 5 B BUE K L& 17
R -~ frEse R 5 -

AA) 347 - BERG H A& R - Ml NEOE RS R B A H A AL R TE
HAM > PR SEAE R A RIS A ST R » Sl H i N ) S 1 [ e R R B SR 5
ITRIIEAIE SEit A o JEEEE BIRTTE » HE— P 1ERET1H /3 B (row percentage) 1977
Mt A SCHE S — 20 B L B VB S R SR A2 BT AL © SRR 4 HARNTRIIAKE >
18 SMD #5245 T BB 1Y 52 B M (R L0 & 75 BOR b/ N (s R (&
3.67%) » HEENE » 1F SMD X Ff BAthy/ NEIER - BEm FEBUEES [ IE & —3
SRR - (HEEE FAIREIR > M58 SMD Sty N8 AR » HE s R
FE RS P M S BUE 2 [ RS/ N S 17.98% © fHERZ T » 3R 5 Fndd
TR 2B E E RIS R o SIS NEPER - (0E ME g R e
TEBREZE PSRBT - R - JL3TH 83.38%(=56.25%+28.13%) © B R IUAG R EE
FERRAHINERET AT T E s o (H S R R 5% BURCERE SMIEIIRIER - 2
B EEREE AR E -

f=  EHEEEEPHISEREEIRFE

AT MG ~ H W B R R b i B3 > DL— 20 25 SR & P B i B
JEEEATERIIR FATEER - [HEEFENIE - & RIS A 85 & RAT EH]
SR TR I E MRS o HE LE THOERERT RIIELUR » RREE SR TR K
B RS e R AN R > M R S AR — TE R o IR Duverger(1954, 217-219;
1986, 70) HHEG > PRAT B — @81 RH T 2o B af L8 [ 208 fe t B BT > ERAT BT R Fl
R M BRI 2 B R o TERTT Rl e AL & B R i 20 R BA A A
EEFUE ARG R > B 7 HIA B B H M R 32 (mechanical factor) 7 > fx B ZEAYRLE
3 BAEANFE G & A AR A SR R e B B 52 o i B ARE » Duverger S8R HI 2 Bk
WEERENE  ERE TSRS N EBUER I NEIEFRIRE - KIHER B a ST
WEAGTRA R AR > DA E i RS B 2208 RS > LB MEA T ORI ) 5
RIS %22 ) (Duverger 1954, 226; Galbraith and Rae 1989, 126; Riker 1986, 34-35; T 2417
2008, 43) °

Duverger ¥ B —# 5 2 Bk THEEREIL RT3 R 2 Tk FFr L st — SN/ E
BrEm ERE > ERFARGZHE CEFEIIRA - MR FRE L REUH RS M B
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1THS o 4l Gary Cox(1994; 1997) LLH AREH » BIEZE L O HFAL SNTV B & &8 v
GIRIGES E RN A& EG R EE S H R S E A S - Llﬁ??)%%fﬁzﬁ%ﬁ%
ATHE 0 > BN 3 80545 5% A (marginal candidates) f%38 {LJF HI (Cox 1997, 102) © i2 ff
HEGER B (intra-party) FEFEAEHIR - BINEE TS (2003) ~ 575 (2001)
FEBRGEERSEETRIEE T > RHETIHIFE - RIBMMTITE - GEERT
SMD FUATIE S K5E 5 » & & 2E Duverger #E i 1 B PR (inter-party) #2275 » {H Elf SNTV
TEBOER G AR B - 2 R T R IR A DA R B 2 A R SRR i o

ERIFT B REGER > RS A SMD B PR iR R [FLERIIES - #EIERTER
AN EBL U RAE FA & T B B o HTS P SRR ARG i S e & R AN RIS
7& LATE Duverger B EmEERE ARG - NEERBUEHEGR 5% AT LIV EBRERETE - Hah) 35
Bt 0 EGIEHENE SNTV 7 SMD R » ZBRE G S EEA FHBE S - g E
{50 B SR R M R T i B 77 (ED AT - {HE 5 558 Ak PROESE(EM] » HIf° PR L SNTV
BHHIRFEN  ERRER A S EEER PRI > LU iRERE & Bl e
ffRAFHIBCE > TAERITERA RIS ERE S - DRI A — R AT i B T A Al 2 i
55 - "

SR T HE Duverger s ELITISCRZ TREERSERL > PIREERI A 5 AT R R BUE S
A2 > {H Duverger IHEEG - Rl ORR G I RISHE > RAFHY T 3UR 2 HE#E 2
PIARETTIFLAREYEPIET (F540 2008a, 3) © J2ltt » ASCEE TR RAERBIFT THFIE
7€ BL#HE | (electoral stability and change) [UME& » FIHrE ~ H WiE12E RALE G BB B 22
NG P B 22 5 o FREB R AR B TEARE - RIS AN RN B BRI R
P ERRE (Shively 1982) » I3 AT R BULRE S @ R B ATRE MR IE » Leithner(1997) .2
B TTEEM: ) (behavioral partisanship) ° ARAFE AN KB 22 JEER D » 5

-

" F % Et R B SNTV 2 SMD M F& T JE £ /% 0K 69 3% B HLAE (district magnitude) A £ & 5b » Wi 4
MA —’F%ﬁﬁxzﬁf A—> MAZHYZHAEARERBRISARKBETERE » EFREZEARK
HLBFARATHRE A= REHNORZTEHZEA—Z ) BRENEZFHEFTEART
EELECBRBA B MEAZHYRA TR EANTEHLBEARZLBAAL TUAEE -
R EREERFRE—FE > SMD L E THE SNTV 8 —F4546] (Cox 1997, 101; E k4%
2003, 106-107) © T @B L4 F R EEF L A B RA » #HE A (1992, 19) ~ E¥ 5 (2008,
97) FRAI3E & > dt SNTV HAF & E AT LA RAT 69 2 2 PR 2 8 > T N7 L A BRATAR @ 48 A
FEAMH S HISMD EH - IR EBEFZTESEREFG PR A > HILSNTV EH T
i A B R RERZTRRE R REAE s BFTLZENASMDEPRZH » mBEE AKX
035 0 HERRBIRAME AN H 8 > LWHF S LH T4 SNTV R BE TF b K& H
(semi-proportional system)(Lijphart 1994, 10; Taagepera and Shugart 1989, 28) & [ # suts] /X & %1

(AHAnsk X ~ FRERAISLE T € 2001, 143-145) ©
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SEPa R — M RIRAME ) - ASGREILIES: - FHUBIRREEEE NS TR Ea2Y
B o G A HN KSR HERE R NETSEREREEHEE R (panel data) RETEEHER
W BERAA TR 22

2k - EHEHSERENEZDELLR

EREEHE B e B RS - AR — R A T AR 373 P SR AR 1T B — 1
BASAIRE > NS E R IO BB R S PRI & (net change) (BIZ2I} » [FING ]
DSz A1 1 128 ER AT 5 e PRI BB B AL U W8 %8 & (gross change) @ AT LG T E 28 2R 18 i€ B8 B
(IR EERIIRE (BfC 2005) © HZK JES 1T K & TEDS2008L [ FIER! » #REES i
fRALEHENE SR I EREIRE R - TG — MR IR E ST EATTNE - i
b7 MR LB B LR - [HE R0 » EREEHEE BHE B — MR RAS - A
SIATiEERT T R LR T E (X7 L IERRE WA o AR BRI 15 A 5 Ul B
F[FE 43 fffi (marginal homogeneity) » 38 F > WA {[E BRI B A< McNemar’s test £5.2 > DLER
£hE - HWBEKEER G R8RS LEE -

Bt %6 B3R 7 EHMENE R SNTV E8E] SMD (WEIREERL 5 - & 6 BirH
A IR BRI o H R MEIR YR 77.72% PR SEIRAOZ B RS o (HARE 22.28%
PIEC IR S - S SRR Ho s s A Z A - 2 7 FII2 B 2004 545046 B R B {22 2 A )58
B> (RS N A EE JUR LA RS M G 7 B R B SR - BRI EBOaE i H
1% 9.49% = Fr LUt iR [ 5 B R R BUE 2K - BRSPS S N H AR E R
FREEE IR H I A SIRIU SR o b4 > HBIRES SIS EI 1 21.22%(=59.55%-38.33%)
E H RE 6.66%(=47.47%-40.81%) 2KFE » EhH AROMKE B EBUaE 1 5
B o NI McNemar’s test 22 AT RAE K HE > [RITLERPTEBRAE | SMD fi {2 A
KE IS -



&
Ve

118 i

F£6 1993 F 1996 FHRNERRZEB HMR (SNTV E SMD)

SNy SMb BEE E B s
157 45 202
BRE (77.72%) (22.28%) (100.00%)
(31.72%) (9.09%) (40.81%)
78 215 293
Hithpss (26.62%) (73.38%) (100.00%)
(15.76%) (43.43%) (59.19%)
235 260 495
s (47.47%) (52.53%) (100.00%)
(47.47%) (52.53%) (100.00% )

McNemar’s test: X’=8.85, df=1, p<0.01
BRI « HEARRE (1998) » fEE B THPE -
i - O WIREBETE DL O ARERBFEE LT -

FR7 2004 22008 FEEREREHE R HME (SNTV 2 SMD)

SNy SMb ERE E T st
229 24 253
BRE (90.51%) (9.49%) (100.00%)
(34.70%) (3.64%) (38.33%)
164 243 407
Hitins (40.29%) (59.71%) (100.00%)
(24.85%) (36.82%) (61.67%)
393 267 660
jmst (59.55%) (40.45%) (100.00%)
(59.55%) (40.45%) (100.00% )

McNemar’s test: X’=104.26, df=1, p<0.01

BRIARIR : &EH (2008) 0 {FF EHITHM o
B - O WIREEFIE S - O ARBBEE 2L -

bR T R EEAEHTH] SMD T (AR AR » B A E G — EE B 5 R B
PIa%ET - 73R 8 HA H REGERME SRS BACE » Wi/EER P H REKE SNTV HE
ZI| 7 ) PR i ZZ {8 1T 1111 3.43%(=44.24%-40.81%) » A~ EL# 3 B 3 /K ¥ (McNemar’s test:
p>0.10) o [t —H R H EHAY) &M TEE - k2 PR T Z RIGER B3 &=
EEREHEFRERER - HEZ T BIERE{E SNTV £ PR 15 5 158 & N E &
14.09%(=52.42%-38.33%) * McNemar’s test 5 ELAf G 8H7E K HE o BEIR S TEE 251 PR 2



FAE RIS THESR - B FEIIAST - (H3 B BUEE R
G R R B BHCR A DR HEE R -

]H

+&8 1993 F 1996 FEHRERRIRZERS /X (SNTV £ PR)

PR

SNTV BERE Hithis fRst
161 41 202
BERE (79.70%) (20.30%) (100.00%)
(32.53%) (8.28%) (40.81%)
58 235 293
Hits (19.80%) (80.20%) (100.00%)
(11.72%) (47.47%) (59.19%)
219 276 495
jms (44.24%) (55.76%) (100.00%)
(44.24%) (55.76%) (100.00%)
McNemar’s test: X*=2.92, df=1, p>0.10
BRI - HSACREE (1998) » fEE EHITE
FOA - () RIREREYTE S s O AR mﬁﬁtt
9 2004 F£ 2008 FOEBERRERE B DR (SNTV E PR)
SNTv PR R I s
217 36 253
BRE (85.77%) (14.23%) (100.00%)
(32.88%) (5.45%) (38.33%)
129 278 407
Hitips (31.70%) (68.30%) (100.00%)
(19.55%) (42.12%) (61.67%)
346 314 660
fmst (52.42%) (47.58%) (100.00%)
(52.42%) (47.58%) (100.00%)

McNemar’s test: X*=52.42, df=1,p<0.01

BERRIR : REHE (2008) 0 EEH BE1TH

A = O IREMEITE T = O I*MJ@'% amﬁz‘rt{:

T2 McNemar’s test SZBRAS 2 X2 (SIS H - 5% 7 8152 9 (ML G T S IE &
85— £ E PO RE S IRDT o SR BIE » i v I A o) A {2 [ B RE G
PSR > FLEATE A R B[R] — R S I (SR - (R RS R e B A R iR
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PR (LRI B o " ARIESR 10 Je3R 11 USSR » IR RSS2 R 1% 71.77% (242
X R RGER A > BN  OER BN BE R - R X FE SR
BB W B A B S - S - REEE SNTV £ SMD 55115 &
55 -2.73%(=34.85%-37.58%) > SNTV £ PR 153 ZZ {515 & /& -1.52%(=36.06%-37.58%) > Hff I~
Ha T E WA > (HRRE AR RAVBLR CHGIRE R o BH [ RIE A8 E G e
ETYEE > NEER T B BB BORBUE NS BEEMUK R B R -~ R
W2 2211 SOGO 8B HERR S ~ L ISHEA S i BRI ZE » PSR B IS S
B3 A2 BB SE A © 2006 £ 9 F i B Rl =5 a8 s A P P 8 L S BT RE T THRILAS B
By o HEAREMERE R (SEEE 2008) o F ML 2008 & IR IR FH HEEE 15
FOREI PR 48 - 18 LAV HH0E B B2 B B B e i KB R PR (SRR » A 2
RSB RHE AR AN - AR A 5 B E TR R 8 W = L B E MO 2R A
#t > FERHER R A 1 R AR T — 2D 33

=10 2004 & 2008 FTOEERKRZEBR DT (SNTV £ SMD)
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McNemar’s test: X’=2.66, df=1, p>0.10
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TRt KA > e ER A E — ARG BHREES N G FIRER R OHIR » AR ALE
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11 2004 2 2008 FEEERRRTBER HOHK (SNTV E PR)
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McNemar’s test: X’=0.86, df=1, p>0.10
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- O WIREBETE DL - O ARERBFEE LT -
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VR~ EHIEE T Pl s AR T ~ B2 R S M B B A ~ IR AR B LA T
R > LECHTS B BUR RS R A PR B > RS B TG E RS - EA) o S
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EXEIIE R o ASCTEMEEREZ & o 7 b 2 2 o [ i o o2 SBR[
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:DI\J.

/NEE GG R LB BT RIS RCRAE R - I hE e B B Rl B
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B E CRFRERE - 728 M B AL FUAE 0 ARG IR - ASCHE A IRAE AT % R A
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Voting Behavior under Mixed Electoral System:
A Comparison between Taiwan and Japan
during the Electoral Transition

Ding-ming Wang - Ming-feng Kuo
Abstract

Mixed or Hybrid electoral system, a combination of single-member
district with plurality(SMD) and proportional representation(PR), has drawn
a lot of attention from all over the world in the past few years. Recent
studies have focused on its characters and classifications, its impact on
the diversified social development, the connection with strategic voting
behavior, the interaction with the campaign strategy and party competition,
and the formulation of new party system. Based on the survey conducted by
Japanese Election Study(JES) and Taiwanese Election and Democratization
Study(TEDS), we compare the dynamic voting behaviors between Japan
and Taiwan, since both of them follow the same routine of electoral
transformation from SNTV to Mixed system.

The results show there do have some difference, especially the ticket-
splitting of the two ballots and the voting stability during system transition,
between two countries. From the cross sectional data analysis, we find KMT
and DPP received more consistent support in two separate ballots, comparing
with the major parties in Japan. As for the panel data results, the convergence
to major parties is confirmed in both countries while the trend is more
obvious in Taiwan once again. In short, we find the small parties in Taiwan

have relative little room for competition, comparing with those in Japan,
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under new Mixed system. The formulation of two party system is quite

noticeable in Taiwan.

Keywords: Mixed system, Japan House Election, Taiwan Legislative

Election, strait-and split-ticket voting, voting stability and change





