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Evaluation FactorA FactorB FactorC
Items Effect Multiple Effect Multiple Effect Multiple
F P . . F p . . F P . -
Size  Comparisons Size  Comparisons Size  Comparisons
Q1 47.044 <.001* 0.553 A1>A2 7.647  .009% 0.168 B1>B2 0.000  1.000 0.000 -
Q2 26.931 <.001* 0.415 A1>A2 3.662 .063  0.088 - 0.253  .618 0.007 -
Q3 27.939 <.001* 0.424 A1>A2 0.861  .359  0.022 - 1.442 237 0.037 -
Q4 48.336  <.001*  0.560 Al1>A2 11.912  .001* 0.239 B1>B2 0.088  .768 0.002 -
Q5 21.742  <.001* 0.364 Al1>A2 1.501  .228  0.038 - 0.099  .755 0.003 -
Q6 7.385  .010* 0.163 Al1>A2 0.001  .980  0.000 - 0.035  .852 0.001 -
Q7 4.345  .044* 0.103 Al1>A2 1.523 225  0.039 - 22.362 <.001* 0.370 C1>C2
Q8 24.138 <.001* 0.388 A1>A2 2.669 .111  0.066 - 1.685  .202 0.042 -
Q9 45.269 <.001* 0.544 A1>A2 7.046  .012% 0.156 B1>B2 3.476  .070 0.084 -
*p<.05
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HIIL—Y = v P DRIERFHCE T 2 RHAOEESED
BEWNREI N, ZhiE, ==Y =¥ POFIERK
IR L7RE B2 2R3 22 &0, BIEF v 2L
MICFEZ & ORE [B2C1) 217 5 532 —F DEFK



# 5: 2 BRI HIEAICEE$ % ANOVA OFER

Evaluation FactorA x B FactorA x C FactorB x C
Ttems Effect Effect Effect Simple Multiple
F F F
P Size P Size P Size Main Effect Comparisons
Q1 1.327 257 .034 | .333 .567 .009 | 15.955 <.001* 296  B(C1),C(B1),C(B2) B1>B2,C1>C2,C2>Cl1
Q2 3.526 .068 .085 | .137 714 .004 | 12.876 <.001* 253 B(C1),C(B1),C(B2) B1>B2,C1>C2,C2>Cl1
Q3 0.422 .520 011 | .214 .646 .006 | 13.387 <.001* 261 B(C1),C(B1) B1>B2,C1>C2
Q4 2.765 .105 .068 | .189 .666 .005 | 10.915 .002* 223 B(C1),C(B1),C(B2) B1>B2,C1>C2,C2>Cl1
Q5 0.014 .906 .000 | .164 .688 .004 | 12.350 .001%* 245 B(C1),C(B1),C(B2) B1>B2,C1>C2,C2>Cl1
Q6 0.292 .592 .008 | .003 .960 .000 | 5.369 .026* 124 C(B2) C2>C1
Q7 2.53  .120 .062 | .262 .611 .007 | 7.118 .011%* .158 B(C1),C(B1) B1>B2,C1>C2
Q8 0.526 .473 .014 | .621 .436 .016 | 12.526 .001%* 248 B(C1),C(B1) B1>B2,C1>C2
Q9 2.358 .133 .058 | .068 .795 .002 | 9.559 .004* 201 B(C1),C(B1) B1>B2,C1>C2
*op<.05
# 6: 3 BB EMEHICE T %2 ANOVA DOfff
Evaluation FactorA x B x C
Ttems 7 Effect Simple Multiple
P Size Main Effect Comparisons
Q1 1.987 167 .050 - -
Q2 3.545 .067 .085 - -
Q3 0.755 .390 .019 - -
A(B1C1),A(B1C2),A(B2C1),A(B2C2), Al1>A2,
4 718 . 1
Q 7718 008 69 B(A1C1),C(A1B1),C(A1B2) B1>B2,C1>C2,C2>C1
Q5 1.517 .226 .038 - -
A(B2C1),A(B2C2),B(A1C1), A1>A2B1>B2,
. .01 1
Q6 6.006 019 36 C(A1B1),C(A1B2) C1>C2,C2>C1
A(B1C1),B(A1C1) A1>A2B1>B2
.602 .02 12 '
Q7 560 023 8 C(A1B1),C(A2B1),C(A2B2) C1>C2
A(B1C1),A(B2C1),A(B2C2), Al1>A2,
801 . 1 ’
Q8 880 005 88 B(AlCl),C(AlBl) B1>B2,C1>C2
Q9 1.856 .181 .047 -

PRELZHE, KBOEZER /- Z eI NS.
DFDh, Iz —Y Y FOREF ¥ 2L EHEPHIX
b TidR, HEBORETF v 30 1L B G
WHS L THWIRMHEAICEE L TWE Z e, =—
Pz FOAESLE (Q2) -z b DK
EBIORKE (Q4, Q5) DEFITAAIRTHLLEZD
nb.

BRBHRABRZEORBEHMOME = — = A
OHFT 2EE (Q4) *, MBFORTEEHME (Q6,

Q7)) , BARK (Q8) 7 ¥ ofREREHfiic BT 3 EK 4
TORHEERPHER SN, R, Q4, Q7, Q8 Tl¥e

TOERDPEESGINHE T 2 50 [A1IB1C1] THd &
WiHiE s (M4) . 2Fh, T—V =22 FAD
S, IS ORGSR, HEABRADEA L Vo
TERDEERE AR T, B PR HEOKIE

oS, HWICFIEZ SHERNICKRB SN2 BEZND %
LEZoND. BEEHLMEE T SHEENL, P APRER

TR, BR-BEHEERY, BROBIEEM
m%&éofibépa AFERIE, RET L MEHL
Bir—> x> b2, ZOBAENCHE IhKIEIRE

%ﬁﬁf%fb%?ﬁﬁ%ih?é%@f%b D
HERICEY, 2a—FRo—Yzr % ERRECH

*op<.05

fg - HELTOVAIFEE] L TRAE LI LARB X
n3.
T-HBRDHMR X512, BHASIRH L LTHVWE
7B (EHRO) X, Q7 (BRELBEZOHMR) B
W, FRERD n, MMREIR 7 = 0.37 R
L7z, 2R QT IZBWTHU K EEENHER XN
EHR A o%RE (R n? = 0.103) ZKEL kA -7-.
F 72, tOKIERIHMIE - 72K [A2B2] DRI KT
X ZDFHiE E Dz, AU, 7o R Ek 72
REZL IR, MBEOMIICL2%EHE X ER
TREG R 7F e LTRREEL Iz Bz oh, B
R ¥EHEZONEREHEEZEET 2 LTIEIERIC
BNRRIRTH o722 b2

6 HHOIC

AETIE, =T— x> b EOMFTIILL REER
BRI —Yzy FRMENOHLEEEET 2 5H1co
W THRGE L 7=.
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