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N1 1.3227 1.3535 0.9772
N2 1.19%4 1.2266 0.9746
N3 0.9897 1.0274 0.9633
N4 1.0827 2.0952 0.5168
N5 1.2553 1.2660 0.9915
N6 1.3056 2.0070 0.6505
N7 1.0215 1.0223 0.9992
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N17 1.0753 1.0994 0.9781
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N20 1.4903 1.5613 0.9545
N21 1.0143 1.1042 0.9186
N22 1.0603 1.1917 0.8897
N23 1.1120 1.1122 0.9998

Mean 1.2644 1.7885 0.8346
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DMU & $jhesc & S Ry %% =% B
N1 1.3535 2
N2 1.2266
N3 1.0274
N4 2.0952 2
N5 1.2660 1
N6 2.0070
N7 1.0223
N8 1.5324
N9 4.5021

N10 0.9878 N1-N4-N5-N13-N14 - N16

N11 0.7763 N1- N4+ N13 - N14

N12 4.8010

N13 4.4323 2
N14 2.5262 2
N15 1.5365

N16 1.3004 1
N17 1.0994

N18 1.5667

N19 1.1081

N20 1.5613

N21 1.1042

N22 1.1917

N23 1.1122

418 * FREAER2 R %F LB LAY

TR R EEER 2 F LR AT Mann-Whitney U
test ks T3 FHEIR 2 Fo Sk (FHhedk 48) Ak %’?Iﬁ,pﬁi‘l&
P TN (22 ) TAER (B2 5 - FRWR) &
IR FALR > nF RN (69 B 14T~ T0 Bt )
PRV 2EFLE R L T0 R P ER L RS ORI F T 69
Bt s A g }ﬂ‘cl“'%’fﬁ—?Oﬁl“u b2 2RI SR o
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% 4.8 7 A AREIR 2 FEH 0 A 47 4

v SmTiof P®

5w
o 2 9.25 0.548
o 21 1226

3 ik %
P 10 1235 0.828
% Bt 13 1173

R
69 & 11T 16 9.59 0.01*
70 & 11 ¢ 7 175

* 1 p<0.05 » **:p<0.0Ll > *** :p<0.001

42 #ER2 3 RESFTRF L7
REELIE TP 2 A dA o # P AEAER 2 T RS T A it

7 Mann-Whitney Utest - e # ¢ T13:ddf#32 24 2R XS g 2

"B AED | EWEFERA CTALEERE L1 FF 0L HAY R

LA T AT Gor A o
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d A A9F o WHBE (228 F2) W5 BEFRED LS 2
WMELBR - HY T2rdaxrus ~M3RBp 35845 34546235
REF R A B EEFs P 2B

249 RIS L B0 2 LB A1 4

N P D&
B HF&xTioiic Bk FaxTioi
1.i7 5z ? LI N 2 14.75 21 11.74 0.569
11+ R ? LA 2 18.00 21 11.43 0.237
12 s % 2 11.00 21 12.10 0.870
2.0 % DAL A 2 20.00 21 11.24 0.049*
21 E K A 2 17.00 21 11.52 0.332
2.2 & TR 2 16.50 21 11.57 0.387
2.3 & Z 41 2 17.00 21 11.52 0.332
25 % Leted 2 14.00 21 11.81 0.711
SFRIEPN T A 2 21.25 21 11.12 0.032*
3.1 % ‘?? LA 2 19.00 21 11.33 0.158
324 & BAR 2 19.00 21 11.33 0.158
3342 (RFP 2 14.00 21 11.81 0.711
34 % ¢ 2 20.50 21 11.19 0.042*
35k#EFE 2 20.25 21 11.21 0.047*
AFFEREE B 2 15.50 21 11.67 0.506
4.2 5 vk 2 15.00 21 11.71 0.569
S5.4v ) & 78 P 2 11.25 21 12.07 0.870
51 4v 4 38 p 2 11.25 21 12.07 0.870
6.5~ 2 20.00 21 11.24 0.095
i1 *p<0.05
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I (B2 gy S FRMR) WS BEFAD L
€ 2BA 21 ERKE CTAEWER

2B A B R I S

%410 s e R FRP2Z AR o4

o F Btk p i

% # X 5T 0k » # X BT 0k
1.7 5 g A 13 10.81 10 13.55 0.343
114 fFm 13 0.88 10 14.75 0.088
1.2 %5 13 12.96 10 10.75 0.446
2. & > 13 9.04 10 15.85 0.015*
21 & FK A 13 8.92 10 16.00 0.012*
2.2 & Fy 13 11.31 10 12.90 0.605
2.3 & Z 41 13 10.65 10 13.75 0.284
2.5 % Leked 13 11.27 10 12.95 0.563
SURIEPN F B A 13 11.23 10 13.00 0.563
31 HEF 13 10.46 10 14.00 0.232
3.2 4 & PRAE 13 11.19 10 13.05 0.522
3342 R H 13 12.23 10 11.70 0.879
4L % ¢ 13 11.92 10 12.10 0.976
35k#EFE 13 11.15 10 13.10 0.522
AFERE TR B A 13 9.31 10 15.50 0.030*
4.2 § vk 13 9.69 10 15.00 0.067
B.be g & 3E B 13 12.00 10 12.00 1.000
5.1 4c & 3E P 13 12.00 10 12.00 1.000
6.5%, A 13 10.50 10 13.95 0.232

1 *p<0.05
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d & 4117 doo Bk Bo 69 Ak T & 70 R 2 B A KR B

PRAPILHFLE -

541 B L S0 L 4B A4

69 f 11 T 70 f 11t p i
TS ERE T S
17 rcf A 16 12.25 7 1143 0820
114 f 43 16 11.31 7 1357 0492
12 4% 5 16 12.94 7 9.86 0.341
2% % A 16 11.44 7 1329 0579
2.1 & o3k 16 11.69 7 1271 0769
2.2 & o3 16 10.94 7 1443 0278
2.3 F 4 16 11.84 7 1236 0871
2.5 % A v o 16 12.56 7 1071 0579
BIRAER F A 16 12.59 7 1064 0535
31 Ham 16 11.31 7 1357 0492
3.2 4 & B Af 16 13.19 7 9.29 0.222
3.3 4L (kP 16 11.13 7 1400 0376
4L 4 ¢ 16 12.34 7 1121 0720
35 ik & 16 13.03 7 9.64 0.278
45 WA A 16 12.63 7 1057 0535
4.2 § vk 16 12.84 7 1007  0.376
5. 4u jfk A 3 P 16 11.13 7 1400 0376
5.1 4c & 5 B 16 11.13 7 1400  0.376
6.4~ 16 12.16 7 1164 0871
*p<0.05
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20 fERERZ REFRF B ST I ApM L AR - A Rk

\K*’#:/{ﬁr* a4 L Bk 7 Pearson 4p B i s 1 (e £k 412) 0 B

FHEREY T EREST RES AR RN E R APE o %
HAafgFard Toz  #m2 3382 HFLE >~ f o2 gm
ZREE TR O AETIRAL  FLAETY A G 25y esnl
AAod BALL sz i (NL2 N17)‘d*r._,< ,ww%*rs (T A)-
Hoap T 23T 2 T~ rfﬂj I—%g]x r&jf‘r ~TB9 k11T s
0Ly R R R ST L N - e it

Fiéﬁiaﬂ ' 1§l 4.2 (Aaé&v:.s;@ 2 W)~ 43 (AG 7Ok ) 1
AR W2 RN SR TS S A B LS T R -

% 412 ER2 ForFa R (A d) 24P A 4T 4
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SR 2 -0.25 0.25
76 =l
A -1 JEE
= -0.20 0.38
2] B
z&v; A -0.25 0.41
LR -0.24 0.51
%mw
69 & 1T -0.16 0.56
70 sk 12t -0.46 0.29

* 1 p<0.05 - **:p<0.01 - *** I p<0.001
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