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HAATAE £k EAE R4
250 3.46 2.10 2.82
oot 3.50 2.18 2.72
il 3.43 2.24 2.63
F=3.132 Sig. =0.044 F=3.339 Sig. =0.036 F=8.013 Sig. =0.00
RN 3.38 2.08 2.65
LN 3.49 2.27 2.73
BN 3.52 2.31 2.68
Total 3.45 2.20 2.69
F=12.21 Sig. =0.001 F=12.94 Sig. =0.000 F=2.58 Sig =0.076
( 2) o
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3 “
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NIV AE R Y e FHAEDREE
¥ 3.23 2.94 2.41
b2 3.07 2.88 2.53
HEm 2. 89 2. 86 2.57
F=22.655 Sig =0.00 F=1.334 Sig =0.264 F=4.174 Sig =0.016
T ON 3.04 2. 89 2.52
BTN 3.00 2.95 2.62
= ON 2.96 2.85 2.59
F=1.177 Sig =0.309 F=2.413 Sig =0.09 F=2.56 Sig. =0.078
e 2.98 2.87 2.54
RAF 3.07 2.95 2.55
Total 3.01 2.90 2.54
F=5.362 Sig =0.021 F=5.417 Sig =0.02 F=3.782 Sig =0.052
32. 1% ; ( 4) o
4 0« 10% ”
FHRE R L R E FHFARRE it
| 9.6% 21.2% 59. 6% 7.5% 2.1% 100%
] 5.8% 29.1% 50.5% 10. 5% 4.0% 100%
! 8. 4% 28.6% 44. 4% 14. 1% 4.5% 100%
Chi. =16.917 Sig. =0.031
RN 2 8.0% 21.8% 55.2% 11. 4% 3.7% 100%
BTN 10. 5% 31.6% 43.8% 9.9% 4.2% 100%
BN 10. 6% 37.2% 35.3% 13.5% 3.4% 100%
Chi. =27.877 Sig. =0.000
o T 7.5% 30. 6% 45.9% 11. 6% 4.4% 100%
RA 9.4% 22.7% 53.6% 11.5% 2.7% 100%
Chi. =9.943 Sig. =0. 041
o 42% “
7 28% ;
35.6% 25.9% .
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NEGRLEEZAL IR B AL FHUZAL
Ea | 1.43 1.77 1.15
G| 1.33 1.56 1. 14
F4u 1.31 1.70 1.15
F=5.505 Sig. =0.004 F=8.065 Sig. =0.000 F=0.079 Sig. =0.924
R TN 1.22 1.55 1.13
L ON 1.38 1.77 1.15
=S IN 1.51 1.74 1.16
F=3542 Sig =0.00 F=15.914 Sig. =0.00 F=0.567 Sig =0.567
¥R 1.38 1.72 1.14
RAF 1.24 1.59 1. 16
Total 1.34 1.67 1.15
F=22.127 Sig. =0.00 F=11.702 Sig. =0.001 F=0.63 Sig. =0.428
)
( 6) 5 .
6
+5-NE VNG R KINE | SN
K0 28. 6% 62.3% 9.1% 0.0%
L] 20.9% 62. 6% 14.7% 1.8%
F4m 14.5% 57.0% 24. 8% 3.7%
Chi. =41.506 Sig. =0.00
RN 16.9% 59. 5% 21.3% 2.3%
LES TN 15.7% 60. 5% 21.9% 1.9%
=N I 30. 6% 53. 4% 12. 1% 3.9%
Chi. =27.311 Sig. =0.00
W 23.5% 66. 4% 8.7% 1.4%
AT 10. 9% 69. 2% 17. 8% 2.1%
Chi. =1.188 Sig. =0.00
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