OfH|ZEo2le]

ogu] - |
olsfofxilstal ekl

e0] g, W, A

e L)

d

S DAl = =3
BHAHR frefslA o3t 4= Aoiet =]
Haty fage) maujle) o)} ke
IStofRiciStm lolgRlsY m | 5 folaiA AT 4 Qe W

MNEEYA MUHET H8E
111X
e—mail: simhs@ewha.ac.kr

tel.: 02-3277-3538 siMof:

I. A

T

upH|Eoll(dysarthria)= 55 -2 WxA17 9]
Aoz 7]A|(speech mechanism)o gt 52
FAP} oA HAA U= de-s7gell(motor speech
disorder)o|tH(Darley, Aronson & Brown, 1969).
npREgoli= A7}l SAFO R I 7)Ao hofst
= o50] uhH|, OBk AU Fgol oF Hol WAE7]
ool sl 25, 25, WA, 3, & ¢
At dE AT LR G YolA AT
(A4=7 - A1A]9, 2007; Darley, Aronson & Brown,
1969; Hustad, 2006; Kent et al., 2000). uja]2=A}of

b

i, Bt 4, w)old 42l BAsielr wHRE 24
283 ol SEES 28 7L WS Zoleka AztEle dof
oA} AMEE W RE ool Heh, SRS DHRE S nebi 2 Hen=44), % et
(n=33), 4 Hrkn=23) 08 TR Ak B o ARAEAS AAG 23}, BnE 4
F3} 2805 §99 SR} folsilon], BHRE} 2805 SHT0) AEAg wT}
£e ABUSE 28057} Sol57] A Yepte
2, 4o] 2808 faolN WHRE Yot 7ke] Hol} folaA ety wAld FriE
B4 Az, nplagolle] 2808

I 22F 7S 7L AR, 24 A4 Z2a3 sfak Ao aEsjof stk A
FAO| M ZE&0f 125, 2012;17:130-142,

TR, vhTAolel,

Aol BHRE 550 THE vulaAe|slo] 805 G o]}
=) BAS)aL, nflAolele] SHRES o2 4t 2508 49
w: oA Sijel AR Lieeleh. SR wAul S Sl vl
9 wpgolele) B W o] gl 20) B4 W
WA, AgEe vpolsle] 2805
APAC & A25 AFgatol 212o] Ak, o,

A i
wgolel 10030,
dpgow st
Bz ool

AL e

Sfa 27}
WolES 5

0] 2418 9N,

A2k

y O Ty

o

7 FolA, A, hX), | o)A Aelle] WriRES
AR UYRE o] g nhejRgolele] 2308
A, T, Wi Aelgte] whelegelle] Wrs e

=

2 LERTE ofeRt Ak vhuageele] WY ERE &

AAFEH.

A, B o,

Oy Ty

& o)A "ok (A -

2007; Darley, Aronson & Brown, 1969;
Hammen & Yorkston, 1996; Kent et al., 1989).

w2 v 3kxH(speaker) 7| A listener)ol|A] &
o] ot WA XE Hdsto] ApiEel FEdhe
T = 2k (Kent et al, 1989), ER1T} A}
Ze olelRat uie- dagdsto] npaofielo] A4t
oA 715802 il T E FFE
"] 2 thDe Bodt, Huici & Van De Heyning, 2002;

o X od 9

5 QI AR RIS ekl ele) 7 EARle] Ugko R S-Sl 10086461, WAHoleS: SRt he) uE b welol
QI47] A,
EAX ALY 20124 1€ 202 mES 3 20123 28 242 mARH ™Y 2012 3E 1Y
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A - BXIS -

S / o2 FolRlel Z22F R0l ME LH=E EM

T

Yorkston & Beukelman, 1978). 3t Wi g w= 7}
2%, AeAyght -2 4o ARte] Fa3t Rk
n|2]7] wjiZofl, x| ZARS T[Tl Ql] HRE
Bkl I REs 7Sk A Sas A =
A Kent et al.,, 1989; Theodoros, Murdoch
& Goozee, 2001; Yorkston & Beukelman, 1978). ‘&
HREs v EAlR1e] T 4k 58S BUESHL,
Tro] YRS A sh=Aloll thigh ARkAQl A
=8 Agsl] uhol, vhilegeile) el A
o X&H o 2Ho] Ho| grHDe Bodt, Huici &
Van De Heyning, 2002; Gentil, 1992; Yorkston &
Beukelman, 1978).

upREgof|le] Wdysarthric speech) B7H= 4]
742 B4 (perceptual analysis)z} 23884 A (acoustic
analysis) 02 o]Fojx|r, ti7ff AFte}l AAtA=
el 919] WS- Darley, Aronson & Brown
(1975)0] AlQket upupgoiQle] W EAJE(speech
features)-& 7|22 o] Hrlslal BAs) ghck ot
H|Zofio1 o] ol gt AFx2H4 Hrl= B das
2| zmof| A-g3F7 17t Bolstal Nl T 544S ufof
517] #R& Flo] QlojA, AgA e ® Tilks 7HA|AL 7
e QciDarley, Aronson & Brown, 1969; Enderby,
1980; Gentil, 1992). S}A|qE, upa]gtofQl o] whof of
F FA) 2 B2 T ARE] o3 F = (severity)
o Forgt Fi(weakness)ol| tigt JRE
UARE o] HEyte R YRS dl&S5h|ofl= of
o] wEr

apa o ¢l
e A =
o7 deA ok, 2002 =% - AIX]Y, 2007;
Kent et al., 1989).
Z5o| IgmEe] 7HY ZEet JakE nlx
B stcH(74=2, 2002; De Bodt, Huici & Van De
Heyning, 2002; Whitehill & Wong, 2006). De Bodt,
Huici & Van De Heyning (2002)-2 uju]alofiol
TP O RRE 5335 HIE Y AojxEAF 29
oA 0], &4, &5, v, & 949 F
s 44 BAHER Frlsles oGtk 24,
o=, B, 2&0] YRkl v gkl sl A
H7] 918l SHEAS AAE Aa), vEidAolele] =
o] Il 7 7

2=
1

b

|

.

Asd =+

i

s

[e] [e}Ke)
7], &%, &, 3
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Sdo] mprEgele] TR

o} Haje] £7]
(listening effort)ol] v 2|+ A

e A E Ayl vl
WAl 9lo] 220 7ol B =gt W(slurred speech)
7o VA EX(segmental feature)o] WHFEE
Holl FofsiA FA Pk viAl=
Ao yepyth A3l A%, 2002; De Bodt,
Huici & Van De Heyning, 2002; Whitehill & Wong,
2006)0f| 4] mpagofole] FAgslel o] Uy RE
of MX|= FaFo] Arkal YikEA Harstar U]k,
ofufgt 205 falo] nhlgolle] WYR o)
[ A=A gt At vlH|sik
el Qle] 5o tigh Ad A= T2 X
292 &3 W% (frequency of occurrence), 22 4
3% (accuracy), 2823 93 (error patterns) £
o] 24L w=oigktHClarke & Hoops, 1980; Kendall
et al., 1999; Manochioping, Thubthong & Kayasith,
2008; Platt, Andrews & Howie, 1980; Whitehill &
Ciocca, 2000). Clarke & Hoops (1980)%= =AJutd]|<t
opE|EA oS Zd ofE(n=50)9] WA 2ZeF &
A N g A3 she 58 3,
Z23%F Hepo, 2507 S8 HeE dyRwet Af
o] Erhar AESEE Manochiopinig, Thubthong
& Kayasith (2008)7} vpa]d=olQl(n=14) ] L35
o] W 4 fJR]of TE 25 Aot 2507
P AR A9 2307 A9 241 T4
B 151k Whitehill & Ciocca (2000)2] o] 4]
T upp[gAolRl(n=22)2] W3lol] et 7 250
39 &8 vlee A Ay} gix](70.29%), Ay
2H(11.5296), 9}3626), 7H1.66%) =05 LFERLLA,
o) 957} BhlEAOIIOA 71 Bo] FEshe
2295 880|2ichk Theodoros, Murdoch & Chenery
(1994)8} Ferrier et al. (1995)2 njH[dA}oljelo] B
ol ARl 2R oy, g 2d &
Ao 25 FA|R o]ojAl= HlFLoA] 4x2f(nonspeech
sounds), #2425t A%, 4, BTt 22 v S E

npulabgolele] Qg 2808 Saolet X5}

o3t 5 9l

ek,

npuaoolo] thek Al AR Fi el
WS4, YR RS wAL AQld] 2HS U
o] 1o} ghom, te] nhlagolele: thio.
2 UPEE 450 02 2508 430 w2
HRES oS5 2305 F9 T AT A

7HA] s o] Fo x| ¢kttt Kim et al. (2010)
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o upH|oQl 108 e URE 75s
FolA 225070 E A Aue A, 25
A (articulatory complexity)ol] weba 2k 7K
BWERE 1L, 5, A Heholl zfo|7h yepyittar 0}"":}
ERMdo] =& Tololal= Al A oA =
23 ¥} =opol} 28 EHalAo] Lo 1;}01
M= PR B HeolAtt 2505 =3 vl
=7} =7 YelRdgoia 513k Kim et al. (2010)2] <
:rLOﬂ/ﬂb ol Q1 2] Q‘Dﬂ/ﬁ vEhd = 3le 2
o5& fFel gk 74 —% JA[SFA] QEQL7] wiizol,
UT—Eﬂﬁ_‘E ol wEba 2505 F3@ol ojugt Apo]
7F ehs=A]of| thet XJE~ efer 4= gl AR
o] qick lﬂiﬂi 2 Aol A mREofl o] Hry

=l
=

=13
=

%L

£

RE g0l web 2205 $9S BAlsha, Wy

SEE dasih 2808 $9E Asun .

ool Al she @ 524 okl 2

1) vhjaAolelo] W e 45T, %, Aol ute}

N 2808 3o 28 wwo A 7 Aol}
Fofat?

2) nulEolR1e) 2805 47 Fold, TR

= FelstA 0'1'—1‘0}’{:: A=

1. T ChAL

Ao e] PRI BRRIeL it ARk R U
oflch, She shelegelz ekl 4l ekl
A vhlEgelele] g HAsE Aol gl 4

e el Adoelth

7}. 8kxH(speaker)

ShAbe Wil kel nhujuigelel 1009

ofch. 3pje] Wt ARE 3571 (EEHA - 863)%
o), el e 654, ol 35wolglet. Bt
= aerm el speloR 4 42 Alofe £

;(—"7} oJ o] OU:] 7(4/(1- Z—‘Eﬂj],} /\]E:LQ_ z]q_,__ 31%4

B QAo BERE S50 BE 2005 &
2 S4B S A0l S92 Aok Al 8

© 4 Al el AbeE YRR HaE VIS
=, upaegoldl oAt 1008 2] W= —.—coﬂ w2}
A Al RS AL 5 A A oE esin 5,

132

HZALZ AR St 727
1 S ff, +0.5 SD o}ide] 23
31 32 Wy R w7 11 Aokn =44), 05 SD o]s}
of a3t s WY RETF A Hekn =23%), 05
SDojlA] +0.5 SD Afolof| £33t SIS WY R e %‘—
Aekn = 33) 02 EFsioict UHaE 1 Ao
27, o1 17)0] Y EE HFS 97.36% (EZHX }
2.06), AFSABIE o] -2 93.86% (EEHA}=5
Bt A2 35.024] (FEHA} = 8.49) ME} “‘“éii
= zgu} (23, 0:10)9] WEEE FHFS 8559% (3
293} =543), ALAE T Jﬂv}g 85.32% (F3H
x} =11.66), B 82 36.124) (F2HA =927,
o} I EE A He(d: 15, of: 8)°1Wt IPeE 3
T2 53.39% (FZHA} = 15.02), AR Eo] Hit
2 64.66% (F2H2} = 1564), Bt AH-L 36.444)
(&AL =812)JtH<HE - 1>).

<E-1> ojs|YEofel stRje| ME
YyRT LURT AT Moy MY
+F %) (%) (M) (o)
THE 9736 98 B/
(n=44) *206 +587  +849 '
T he 8% &R B2
(=33 +543 +1166  +927 '
M ZE 5330 6466 3644 .o
(n=23) +1502 +1564  +8.12 '
A 8382 8433 3BT _
h=100) +1828 1561 +863 O
B+ Efr i}
Y AL olE-8- WEH/HAPAC)?] AT A&

. F=(listener)

= Aol (speech disorder) & Ad siA}e] WY RE
Aol 7] Ad % W] FFE wong(o]
r] 2}, 2011; Lindblom, 1990), &8&ol4¢] oAt

4% 5o AT YURES A2 SEA o

-
.

E

Aol 3Rt ol 542 AFshE Aol gl=
AR AE AUe FAR AAstgch(Hustad, 2006;

Hustad & Beukelman, 2001). & ﬂ:rloﬂjﬂ—q] A=
2L o, o] il EAI7E fle, Aol Al
oty 257 o=, FAke] Ht ‘I‘Eéfi 22.3M|(3x=H
2} = 1.68)0191c.
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Sei / o2 Foelel =

ojo

2F 70 IE HY=E A

T

2. @A Xz

aRPgelRle] WShE fwEsly| flelA fobsg-
237K Assessment of Phonology and Articulation
for Children: APAC);(0]5} APAC) tho] 225 A}
BIFAHANA - vy - B, 2007). APAC &
ofi LT} £, S 2}L0] ofF2A, ofF%
3, o5FA, ofTE/del AHsHA v = o] Qirk E
gk 24 o7}t dojdas np[dgofolo] i 4k=o]
ofeigl )izt APACE 1~4 &4 Zo]o] tofz 7+
HEjo] OB, B ATNMY HAF ARE APAC
o % 374 wolS Aeshalry.

3. g7 Ex|

7k B s} A 5

£ Aol AR mhulaAelelo) sk
Aofele gIak Ml WY WaE Walo] Q1A 7

Ir

by

¢

~

HES- 9151 QoL T (Quality of Life Technology) Z&
AENA L5 55 AR7E ARSI QoLT =

EAEo|X= 2010 695E 20143 57| & 4%}
Aol AAA vpEgelQle] Haks s, 2
oA 12 ol npHEol 2 ek 3ha} 10078
o] 55 ArE Aol ARgSITHChoi et al, 2011).
naEEgol Q1 o] el 23 283t oA o] Fof
Hom SiTEC (Speech Information Technology
& Industry Promotion Center)olA] &-& =27
< ol8slo] LER Sufolt || AN E= ol
npa[EEgelQloA] 1314 ¢S si3ict. ofuff, d+tAk
= IR @S Sl oA Hel ex2Sof dish
Al o' TEme S22 oigleh. SRR} W ol
T 2040l S o] s A Haslslr] 9
BllA] SEEX] YL 5ol ©ks] H2Rd 4= Qli= “Shure
SMI2A Headworn type’ 3]|=uto]aE ARE-Slo], &
0. elejgjo]2 “TASCAM US-122MKII USB 2.0
Audio/MIDI interface’ 2 =-&3}9th

U 23R /3 24
2 Aol s vl 250 S
A7) QI3 712 nkAsE ] flsiAl, mhHEell
9 EX(speech characteristics)o] thaljA Az =
off T2 A8 A4t JaLskeich v

& AR e 5 Qe 54

s

flo 1o

2

i
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o] T34 Darley, Aronson & Brown (1969)0] &
23t v} 9lt}. Darley, Aronson & Brown (1969)x}
Whitehill & Wong (2006)0] updettofjle] a3t
I EMolgkal Agst 483t A2 (imprecise con—
sonants)& A=, thA], f+, H7F=E AlES}stct
(Manochiopinig, Thubthong & Kayasith, 2008). 1
2]al mpHEEgolQle) Hrel 3/ Q1Alell Fashrtar
At g 54 O v, 4, vigtold AgE
7Fskg el Darley, Aronson & Brown, 1969; Ferrier
et al, 1995; Whitehill & Wong, 2006). 418 170
Al A3 v ol le] T B4 FollA, fAKSEH
A ZE&fdom Ayl 2 g T E8E 5
AU =381t 2 dAtollA= olefdt da&=
o] mhapdofQle] Wy R ol FFFS v 4=
2], eh=f, HA7F QA WHE, 4, Hl5Ro1d
=

=
T

ol

ol

Oy vy

NI AR
R

5%9_% 7|.||_=I
78 =
Mzk 2 F cloje] EX 242 Maksiol A
ix? =F clojo] SAZ C}2 242 HIFO| A
g= SE olol §45 foldel gis 542
T HROM ArE
HIl  2E clofof gl 845 HUlE HElz A
oy CEUSE =23 UN xH 2HE Y
T°  EHE 24 % SHo| EMHS AN
HE 24 9 SXo| g
o SR YD x o wy mE 2R E
S 2 ols) 2= chof LjofMe] SMEsH 4
HIZOA olasa| 712 RS 55 2 WA & x=Hof
22 o3t 22

Yo Fet thA|o] B9 hle] 2t
P23 gojo] FREE ulTols teinhe B4R

=

o 250%

ahujEolele] 2805
A4, 5 A7A] ol Ao, Aeje HA
o gJaA Lo dolxmAR AR ] olafA
Apol] W7 Eeut Bkl 2elo] o]2olir). Bt
A wheole] digt Qo Helata XAe F1Aa
qlglon, nujagolle] el tist Alze 3
A7 BAe SJalA <E - 2> AX|E ]
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ofele] 2307 739 NS A8k E3h 3
7R Al Xdgsk= & 63]7]9] ™o 2F
o5k, 4 2297 #3¥9 &3 ¥x(frequency of
occurrence)%_'— B30 Z|mwl e Al zuketct 63)7)
o] &9 &, v lRle] 25057 F-F ol et
7RSS HA 2 i]E(agreement)ﬂ- HI 90% olA)
o] El&= A E’IsIelrE 1 %, Jﬂ7}x]—g Rakls
S =Z(CRESYN CS-HP500)& 2-g-5}0], %

499 29 =S B,

2t FA vk A= AR}

npH]ol Rl © R RE] 234 W3} 2kR= SITEC
of| A 7§kt Al 1ol RIS o]8sle] Thoj
£ Asloltt eAlauet ssa ks viAsk] Slsh
A, 3] I RE g nEste] A A5 9
g ZHcounterbalancing)staz, S Tols F+413}
(randomization)&}o] vj&atsich. upa|ekatofel 3haf
10082] APAC 55 AR o]0 gA4dukel 1007)
£ FA#oR Shgatal, 4 9] nphdrgof sixje]
SARE S ST MER Hgste] A 2571
o] 4 THANER 5ot 7 S ME=
opaEofQl 4t o] Ak tho] 14871(377) whod x
41:1:] 7]_ p:]_x],tﬂi :[L/\‘1E]O1 0101:::‘ 7]— J_]_ol /KﬂEL
47 259l A 1314 E85=9]ct

i ELIES

upH ol WY RES & ]

ARl A SA7E WS Aol AE e &
ol 5 L. A= 287 S =&
(CRESYN CS-HP500)& 2+g-3}L
Al E91 o
A S5 2R 4 Sl sisich ol 7 ol
AA] 7H4-2- SITECOA] 7H@kst Check Trans 271
WY o] R3lo] Az 287 2 (self-paced) 4=
U= e

4, YEERT RFE

MRS et 24 37 o] 267eM Yt
57 wol Tho] Jo) HER(%) 2 ARSIk )

134

2R} 29 AR} 7 A== (inter—rater reliability)
137] Sl), 3 ATl ARG A= 20%0]
Sz NS S92 sl A 71l ot
A ERHow APttt AU 7 AREL ol
AyA|4=(Pearson correlation coefficient) 2 £-415}
gom, 7 Ad= 9% (p <.001)o]ict
3 Ao tiee] A tigeo] ujulegolels)
WRES W7Iekel7] uiel, BAgA 1k 4l=wet |
T4 A2 = (internal consistency reliability) S
7] -HOH %Z} Hyos ’B‘P‘ﬂ% o= o]
Bl = 3tHA
l— 041]/\3 Q 2008). g2 &A1}
5~3~% $3o] ZREES v
3] 3779] wolg Aol T4
o}, A} 7¢ NEES AR AEg ool
585(H19] 362~ 841, all p <
o} W “’E]t]ré A&z Cronbach a7} 971
P

_|_,

i

o

g @

al

I

1 o oAe
lo olo mot jlgc i
— i
o
1-0
(I
o 010 ﬂ
E]N

5

r1>_?5Ll'r2
s 3 o= 7
o
R L
1200

o
e
N
B
1o

05)°1%
ojglom], P 79208 676~.892)0]
6. SAH Xz

PASW 180 Z2 1308 A}-85to] B4 BAS A

AL =, U}H]UR]—O}]OIA UHEE 521, 3, Xﬂ)
o w2895 fajo] ek 7lo] o]} Q] A

HE7| HO}W T3t o] YEAREA (two-way mixed
ANOVA)E AAJ3HIc) TR e Sza) 28082 &
PO JTARg Aol thek A7 AAlOA ThEH]
1 (multiple comparison)Z 2138} eh = 15 2.579]
=27V 24317] ¢shed, Bonferroni alpha correction
& A8t fow 25 00062 Wolx Ants
AeISIE, 22l oIS 2654 9
oA, THREE FoloHA dSshes Hps AuET]
st GAA vﬂ-ﬂ—'{’%—‘_r-éi(stepwise multiple re-
gression analysis)S A5



olgo| - X2 - dEy

- BtK|= -

S3HY / opu|2Eofolel =

m, 95+ 23}

0l L= OH|ZEoH2!2]

R S0 g oplaolole] 2E0R &
o] Waal HFHAE <F - 3> AKX
€ 257 fY YR &
Ztol] BlshA = A ArEst
oWz u-_qiop_ ), mE ahygg
chollA] T2 ivﬂ 7 w2 S NEE B
3} 17t 2 Aﬂ e AN B 05 3]
HYrl<xE -3> <1

ot
19

o
o

Hﬂ

EE‘_
T =

n:ﬁ.

2 H xR rlo

2 ojleryojelel £
=of et 7l=sAH At

roos UHBE SE(EILETHEA

T o D AT = o A A MA
e (=44 (=33 (n=23)  (n=100)

. 0.89 233 7.70 293
< +1.79 +251 +5.16 +407

o %] 341 7.61 16.57 7.82
+3.34 +6.01 +7.69 +7.49

o= 0.00 0.03 0.04 0.02
+0.00 +0.17 +0.21 +0.14

27} 0.07 0.09 0.17 0.10
+0.25 +0.29 +0.49 +0.33

- 32 4.67 8.52 4.91
=< +525 +6.87 +852 +6.91

e 1.02 1.33 1.96 1.34
= +142 +2.07 + 261 +1.98

o 1.64 4.12 6.87 366
= +3.09 +538 +8.03 + 567

H| 01 & 0.91 1.73 2.35 1.51
Ent=l +2.11 +1.89 +276 +226

’ = OH CE - #  HFoH

<azl-1> e x228 8ol

135

ool 1 (n=100)of| Al LRt
ZFolA Bt &4 Hl=7t 053] ]‘1019&%
7= AlQJste] 239t o] hihkRAlS AAIS
opglofolo] MHH R T 2
F AR08, A, 9, Bk, 4, vl
59 WAE I 230 499 &9

Hoes2 Slo] S o] LEHEA S
— 4>0]| AA|5FIE Mauchly's test
9] 4 7Hdel %HHQQ(MauchIYS W =156,
X*=176.817, p < .001), Greenhouse-Geisser .4
ol WE +4E AGES AAgsiach

<E-4> =327 Yol £8 glTof ot ol A2
24 A1t
Source SS DF MS F
o ALz
UHET A 2724140 2 1362.07 35.891™
Xt 3681.211 97 37.951
| A
TS2F 7B 3813895 3391 1124.564 45849
AXB 1511.184 6783 222794 9.083"
Xt 8068.794 332897 24527
p<.001
PR 29 FHI} FolstR o (Fo, o =
35.891, p < .001), BonferroniS %?‘F_P AR/ A Axf
PRE 0] AL, 5, A et Poﬂ 5L
5 29 M=) Holr} SEBITHp < O 45),

THERE 750 52758 22279 %@ Hl
FrofebA WA vebdth 2205 £39 Fadt
7F Ol Fa.a01, 333897=45.849, p <.001). ©]o]]
ot 25 f3&ol T3t BonferroniE $38t A5
AL AAIFFFoH, 1 A= <HE - 5>0 A
ok oA @77 thE 2R 13 AR 9%,
HEE, 4, HlgRolA] 2]} fofgt Aleo|7t gl Ae®
UERTHp <.00D). 5, vpe|egoljqle] ialof A of
| @77}t 232500 vlsiA FofstA wol &
ks AE o o SRk
PRE 7 25057 9 119 s agan
3t S JBIATH o, xesom=9.083, p < 001)(<FE -
- 1>). o]of weh ARFHA R 7F 25
FHE et 2k 2po|7} Yehhex] Aw ] §)
A UEAHEEA (one-way ANOVA)E AAJsk4Ich

fr glN

lo

=
—Ex_—(?—‘ﬂ‘

PN

;9, o &

=
k)

Wi

r (

> <11
o
i3

zogz(ru~B
o
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71 A3}, AEHFo, 09 = 37.655, p <.005), hR|(Fig, o) =
43221, p < .000), €(F, 99 = 7463, p <.005)¢] =&
L5 FEolA Ak 7k Apol7t fFofsial o, A%
(F(g, 9 = 4.863, p > .005), ‘E‘_}_"—‘E%‘(F@, 9 = 1.712, p >
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