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Effects of judgments of learning states on learning strategies

Tsuyoshi Yamaguchi (Doctor’s Course, Major in Psychology, Graduate School of Humanities)

AW EE SO ANCBI L T, & 235864 5 BE2eE O HIE OHIlr & 2755 S O %R % IR
TNCHRET L 7ze DO SRR S 7z, WiZE 1 T, FEAEOMHIZONWT, 2lEFE, 7L
DREFROD 6 1k, HEHFRE A 0 2 53§ 2 T < IEAFRD 6 PRAED 3 FEFHIZ DOWTHD B, FFEHEICK
> THETEOMEH L A OGS o KOHEE MW OB 1 Rk 3 2 Mal Lz, %2 Tid, 75
WEIZ B9 2 AIMEDBIZ DORNR & BIFED T AR OFRTEN IR & Mat U7z, w%IS, RTROBER L SHRORE
LA L7,

F—T— K % (learning strategies) , F A Z M BINT (ease-of-learning judgments) , 2k (reference

points), X & ZBAIMHIGFE (metacognitive knowledge), BI#D 1} (motivation), FEE (survey)

PR EMLET 5720010, BHHEOHPRHRAVDESEOLITIR DO L 1 EE AIRIER L, HBmicdbht
THYN kR4 2 W 2 A B EEDFEBGENENZ & 2R L TE/ (e.g., Pintrich and De Groot, 1990;
EI 22 E | self-regulated learning) o FFHIZEEHNEDOEFICEEBIRT 2 & S 3BMATKIZH T, &
WRBEE DL S YROUBE D T N HEBE A M L& 5 Z L ARE T 5 (eg., ¥ 111, 1997) . ZNTIE,
FEEHHIEDO LS IZLTHH IS D=5 7,

FEGWEOMH AT A BEEE LT, 8O 0 EE & FRANERE A H % (Nolen, 1996) , BT EHE T,
—H LU THENZSZEEO 8@ EEEIEE, PR E N LT 228 E VS L0nd ZEAREN T
% (e.g., Elliot, McGregor, and Gable, 1999; =K « [1lIN,2005) . FRRIMERE TIX, MET S N ZWFFEN D 20 0A,
SR Z EFEAIL T B HISIZERERA L (e, ARIMEOREAD) , HEI2Z LFAIL T2 HEIZEMHH L & (e,
T2 M), L) ZEARENTNS (F, 2004; AL, 2003b; FE#E, 1998) . (LT (2012a) (3FEKEE, 22
HEl, AxsEORMB LI 2 MEERUCETVICERAL, GBaMEORME 2 2 MES TSI U ClE
DWHEEEL DI AR LT, £72, Yamaguchi (2013) 1 X # i8MINAIERICHH L, AxhMEORMRPL I 2 M &
DIz, ZDHMEEKIS Tz, Lo 72 FIRHIEE AT Uz, £ ORER, HIEHEERD HIEHERZ 0 8 0
BNEORIN G DRBAEMT 52 AR LTS, Fill (2003b) 1B D EH & g U -CRRAIMER
WBEORDATE EEBREMEA S5 Z L 2L, BHEEBRICH TS, SR E RN A I8 Oz HK &
LTEHEETHILEVL LI,

ZNTE, FEHEEMEHT 2 Z &1 2 GRMEORANE, EO K IZETED72 45 ». Fili (2003a)
37 2 MERDENEFHIL, 72 MERIZ K > THHAT 2 #ETRORE» R55 LRz (T2 T
HRHR, test expectancy effects) s — /T, 7 A MERIZK > THIMEDORANIZL L ZWZ EAHE T AT

1 AWM BAC AR R R 2E B3 E OB D & &2 X 7z,
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% (Rl ,2004), 2OZEn5, FEFEOMHZEET 2 EK L, EHROFETE» S b 2 JigE N5
ZEICHBET AN E R, R 5. Al (2003b) LT (2012a) A3PHEIC U 22 G 80 1EOREHIA
EOHMEDOMHNDEEIL, < ETHD [—DD] Higwa [HiH] 252 LICBTI2HEABMEBETOZ LT
bhd, 2F0, HANTITbNIS [HEDO] HigE EIR] $5 281213, &2 HIENOHNEDRRR & 1350
VAZ, FOMOERMPHEL TS AREN L S 5., ZOMOZERD—> & LT, il (2003a,2004) AHD F
T2 MR b EELEND,

FEREICX T B EER & HIBT

T A MEAS ED, FEBFEIFEHICNO 22 5HHO—D2 L UTHENOND AL S S, T X MIELL<D
LAHERGH RO 6 TB D, Ths 28ET200HETH 5, ZOMEONEEEEHL XS & LRI,
FNERETEZENABIZE 5 TESI G L 222 RS, SEERIT U TBAAED I E DR
BRL WAL WS EFHOEIE, N2 ThEEL Wb EEZILbh5,

FEAES MR

e M2 IZHLD 222 B BRI, i & BRER ISR 222 % Z 23 kS5 ICBbh b, FEERICIE,
FHEOFPHAMERL, EDKOWTETDONFTEEBRTAZENTEZI D, BADILNHHDTIERNEA
I, ZO& D HAAHENIAT S B TREMEICB T 2 B S M I &2 = E S MBIl &£ 5 (Nelson and Leonesio,
1988; see also Underwood, 1966 as a first study)

HERSERNE, A 2 EOMSAIZ BT BT oz, x 238D —DTdHh 5, BT
F—HLUT, LW EH L 28HE (FET22K08R) 3L, KRMEHIK LWy ZE2RENTND
(Nelson and Leonesio, 1988; Underwood, 1966) ., L2 L&A 5, Zh 6 OFERIZIEO /2R HBIRIRIZ &k - T
ZALT B ZEPRENTNS, WIAIRMZZHEANL WA, HUOLEHIE L 28I 43 L & RN E
F, 3L TEHBATCEZ Y AEHICR L M A EI<  (e.g., Son and Metcalfe, 2000) . 2D K 512, EEHESM:
FIMFEEREONE - BRI TEL, ZTOFRICK>TEENMTEEEZELLND,

ZhTid, REOHRIZEDIIICULTHMT 2 E NGBS 272550, ThETDETA, £ %
R G & 22 O F O BIHRYE & WG L 28 ALk, ZD18, SEOSRICKSTH
BEDMFANE D X HIZENLL S 22 L METIE R, F72, 272 MICHEO BN ICHE L THhWE LT
FZZIZ< 0, TR, EARICHENS L & B EE 2D - EF I > TR U THEL WERETIE
BWEEBIOLNBZ LY, WABREAS, DF0, HiinFFEOpETIEAL, FEEFRICH L THEE
SN EDOREFETRENFEEGL T2 LT 2208, FEESVEHIRRE AW OIS ET 5
DTEEVWNEEZONS,

BEEDIE : $8Ba

o X512, A L EiEORICHE N TE, FEDES U 3% L 722#lE &8O BRI
METHV, £/, PHEHGOWREZ 72132 DRIEIZHNT 2 2 258N AWK > T, ZO%OFEERE
AT 5, LuoskuiEEdmEh Tk, ThTiE, SEEAREIRIEE L TCh 25022 5 Z
EIETZELRNDTH A D,

TEIRRFEFOXNRIZB T, BN H B (cf. Kahneman, 1992) . SHMIL, » 2 8IN%E 2 BEICH UL 5 5,
BINLIFTO A ORI TH % (Kahneman, 2011) . BlZIE, " DOOBIRMEHH 5 L9 5, FEINAL A 1 90% D
HT100 TM%E/ZZENTE, 10% OMERTHMEE S o, BRI B IX 100% OMERET 80 HAH 5 Z
ENTE D, ZOGE, HIFEE U QIERIE A OFBEOH, £ < OSMEERNEB 23 IRT 5, LirL,
ZZICHW DI E L5 72, BIEO B S ORWDTERE T 25 Z & TZOHWTIZED S, IFERDEWE
BIIMEFICEER AR LA ARV GEIRILA), WEPIERICH 258 3R TE L LemTRD A0
DT, MR D OYlr CEIRIEB) 2175 ABE< k%, Zhid2MuoBETH L 0Wi L5,

SHEAEFHOMHATIRAS Z L2 A D, £7, 2HEATAGOHETH -7, HIFEITKHLT, B
IZEE LT BEIGIE, ZOHEICBTAHNAEIETHIEZA5NEWEAI N, ZL T, ZOHDER

36



X, ZOLETRERED S EEOEIG 22 LWk Oy OEETH 5, ERO TN, &< £ THH
BHEFOMAASZIZEE N Lz, ZOOARNIRICENT, BRI L HE 2 BB BEE BT O T
372 <, FTIRBANCERT 2B, ZOBROFETIHNOBEDNEZNT 20 2WEIC T2 L0 BETH D L
FEiohd, sk, ZREICK - GERT 2 BREARISHUS 5 O ) 2 7 [ ZS D h &0 - 7226V ET %
ZEDRENTEYD, —MiNC) 22 BEEOMEFA A5 (prospect theory; Kahneman and Tversky, 1979; see also
Tversky and Kahneman, 1981) . LA L, f%uo il D ARMFFUI BRI & 2R T £ 5720, #HD
XARIZEWTE Y 27 MkEA, & L < IBFRREEA A SN2 »DORGENE, SHOBSGOURHEIIZRNRS I &
b

AHRICOWT

AWF7EIE, BRENOEEES I & BBl 2HEORIIC X > T, T3 #EIgOFER Z O
FEEENZALT B 0%, BRIC X 2IREMIZHRET T2 8 DTH 5, ARIE LIROZERAREST 25, 2NEE
RICRFE X B3 2 & THABREOZLAWMEIZT 2 Z LA THEEELOND, —HT, AfEOLS &
ERIARIC & 2 R 2 MaE T, AR SO PR P E O EIE & o 7 B 2P & il i E T 5 Z
EDFITHEREST Z EARETH B, MA T, —EOHFBETEZLL DY Y TABRHFEAZDEFEDO—D L0
ABFEAD, MROZ BN, WRBERIZE LT 21013, MM a#HERCHEBRIC L 3 8ENEE L0,
KX ONDIEER AT IZH 2> TOTEFHEE VL B,

By

AMZIE D OFEMA» 5 %55, W% 1 TIE, FEEFEDENCK > TRHERPRL L2, ED XS BEK
NHHEZ T2 EDTHMEIZLES £ 55, BETIE, EDLS EiFEhikezH0naXRE ), IKOHMIC
Ko TEDLIITHWBRE RN, WFFE2 TiE, M1 QMR ZEE A, HEOLRIZEMEEIZ O
BonaRL, BoROAMNMEEHMEICL LS & Lz, £, ThE6DETIIUTDOWNTEME D T LD FEE
SRRET L7z, BT, FEESEHIR RS EA 2 DA HANOMER, 2T 28D L KD
AR, ROFFIERDBORDRNRIZ DN T 72,

BN LRI E T2 ICH > TERRBT 2FHKEE

@Y, ARSI 2 Ffi 212 K o THETMEOBMHIZN§ 2 2EE M & e EH o ElIE O
BRHDZIH, »5ETETNETFMREDH», ZOMOEREDLZHEMEDH», WHIEIZTSZ & 4H
WE$5, 20BN, miflALniz®, EFEHEOBHIZOWTED X I ICIE %KD 5 Z L8 s0n,
Mt 2 B8 H 5, kEWEHMADIF, [HHLZW] [HHT2] O2MEFETHA 5. Ziud, FEE#s
IONEA T EERE L, MEFIZE >THET AT Z BB EVWHETH D, K< SN 2mEbER
Do6MEE, [B<YTREESLWN] [HTIEoAV] [HFDHTUIES AV [RPYTEES] YT
5| [JERICYTZED] &, K& [YTRELLHEY BHEHLAWV ] & [YTidEs {#HHT2)] o
DIZBITBTENTE, TG EMA ZFEESLETH 5. FU 6 HREDHBATS, (U TdE 5 (HiHT3)]
OHBICEA L HEE S0, mIKHOA [HTEES W] ThHO, ThIREIHHAREE S AT (eg.,
Elliot, Murayama, and Pekrun, 2011), 2D & 512, WL D2 DFEE S ENH D, AFROHEZR7=FDIZED
TN, WE%E 1 & L CHIREIC T 5,

WIS, EROBBMEIZOWTE R L0, BHE, DHZEOMRICEOTERPHIITE 2204 EHH %D
T3 (Baker, 2015; Yong, 2013) . FEPFEIZ, DeSoto and Roediger (2014) %, FEER 1 TR X 7z 45 R FEER 2
TEHBTEE20ES 0, FE2OHNO D& L THIMORE 217572, 2L T, RVFHTEZEL
T, ZORAOMENEZHED T b, KRR, IR TR D 525, FEESVRE & B3 o RSO AR
IR, D T EROFEIREMETT 5. FHCHEFELHZOIRT, BT & EDMAZEICX 2 HAEH
BRI WZ ERBRCER I TE D QK 1997), AFRICE T 2RZHEEMZOWT, HHHTE 3
NERETTNETH A, ZO2DHI%2 TIE, WAooz " D089y TLTEIZaMiEiin, Wiy y 7
VTR ENT=R AR &2 BRI FiFs 2k ed 3,
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INSDHHIE, &Yy TLTERTZ L, BFDOTLERE DT ORATIIE, KE,SHITEHD
g Z & THEFEOMMOMER SN 2 TR et e h b, £ 2T, AW TIE Stan (2015) & HIWTX
4 ZHEEZITD . £72, FEROAMLTREN: 2B 2 72012, SBIMNHOMIE OF-E R @i &0 - 7228 B
EEELZRAIRETLEH NS (Cf. Baayen, Davidson, and Bates, 2008; Murayama, Sakaki, Yan, and Smith,
2014), AZEZBEIEMEE T2 Z LT, HERERIS T2 AR E 5D, MUZEROEE,N KDL WEKIO
FRET2 2N TE S, FH1Z, RAPRTIIZENTAA IHEE 2R W HiEEREN 227 ) v ok
¥9 (e.g., Rouder and Lu, 2005) .

e 1

FERDUZB T 2 B A MG 2§ 510 b 725 T, FEAMEOMHRE OFFEHEIC K > TRRP R 50
PUREIZ T A ZEAHNTH D, BARMIZ, REHMTH S 214 (F5 vs. L&V, Figure 1[a] BHH), 2%
MR REAL U 72500158 4R 6 13 (Figure 1[b] 2H), Elliot et al. (2011; RUED HAFER & LCilid, 2012b) i
BB NBHFHFEE S 0% 5 5 100% & B 8NN % 6 fF% (Figure 1[c] ), o 3 MHOMEE %%
MG RICAT - 720 2 il & mHEIR 6 fFkIE, BFEDSEE WS s TRA D, MHNER 6 11k L #mk 6 1k
FEEDOMEMEE WS TR A D (HiH KR, %E IR .

BERB KOREEMZ 22803, Bk, BEHOEIE (80% EH15F (1] vs. 20% 215 [-11), FEEDMEN
Wr (B L [1]vs. BEL W [-1]), HIGORUEKEE (o [1] vs. W [-1]) TH B, Th 5 DOERUE—E DikBR
IZBWTHEBORRY S 2 L METE 2720, BMENOERET S, 72, HEFKICBOTGRERE TOH
B GH[vs. 1HI[-1) 2522884 EET 5, il TOHEZL, RENKREHCHEOWTSMENTZD
AT 532 8T, EREDEDECIWRELRS 5, 2010, ZMEROELKET 5.

(b)

('h‘y ]\ 1> <'t"y I‘ 1 @*ﬁl@)
$BAH  FBAROBHEERLES LTS B —EEALRBEENCCCES
TTRH->TVBIEEBMESE S RUBHTLCSARETES
Pr-HDELEEEHTELD BT BhBDICEEIG DB
FATZDICTRFDE

honxgdsks 1—2— 3 —4—5— 6

& fF L & JE

< H X X H w

fiE L £ & ¥ Iz

H PAq A )] ) i

L (A L 7 H

bis % 3 El

A (A 3

(a) (c)

ZhoDFEBHEz FHYTS FRALAV hoD¥¥HR*%E% 0 — 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5
(EB52IC0%EDTB) 2 JE
< ®
{8 [
A 4 «~ FHTZE—~ % fiE
L A
VAS El
(A 3

Figure 1. FiZ2 1 TRWAFFESE. £T (@) 721 HFRE (b) PEF6#E AT (o) HIEXFR6H
Ho (b) ICHTBRA (kv M) OFEBHEHSHEMEICHL, BREHED (v FOWFHE) ORFAIPERD
%, BRI X MIHHET S,
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ik

& ERAERFLE ARINEANORRFITES 70 4 (5394, &304, A1 4) #x58E Lk,
Y OEEIZTWHITNT 2 &, HHREOHFPI -FIZFEMEL 72, Lo AL, #EEOSMFICHKEL, W
FIZRBED LD > 22MERTH 5., 2MlDOBMEZ 23 4, WPk 6 tFEDSME L 25 4, I 6 fFikns
MEE 24 ThH -7,

BRI 9, I OULKE L CERBFELEBONIRENE L7z, (@) #ERERE 2 X 2 OFER AR
& (Elliot and Murayama, 2008; Achievement Goals Questionnaire) D H A &3 (Murayama, Elliot, and Yamagata,
2008) ZMEIE L 7= RE A W72 (110 ,2015) . % S N7z HEIZES - 337 X6 - BEOHAGDHETH D,
[HEPEEEE (eg, MOHMIED L Z L2 LD w22 —F52 7)), [EHEMEEE (eg, LOHM
BHFCELENWILATEL RS T L)), ETHEEHE (eg., I A E L IR L TROLEKF A
EBLH9DLDHTND) |, FEITHEEHIE (eg., FAO HEIZMDO A& WK L THEWEEE bR W & 72) ],
Tdh -7z, (b) AR  Pintrich and De Groot (1990) Z #llER-&GET L 2=+ v4 (2004) @ 6 HH A W72 (eg.,
ZOKIZEIUE, RIEETER L),

FEOFEFIZBI LT, #il (2003a) #2512, HOLBEO 5% & R OLBLO IS Dl % =D DER L 72,
WO D gL, [FENEORREIRL LS & T3], [TTICH->TWAZ L LEEE5], g
DRILEAZEEDTHAZD ]| Thotz, BB GG [FENEEO§ oG T 5], [ I3 s
ANELRIETS], [FARASETHERITS] Thoro WOVLFLEFRNVUFO HIEZ &2, Zh6 =D
Ol % £ & THHEEORSE &R 72, Bonid, [ 2REOREEN 1 HE: (7 Ut &) 2d0 4,
Haid, MEBRTHEINAHHDOE &L Z 80% (20%; ZHEN) OFHEKATHET, TOREDE 2
BLTOBEWERSX, dhFICES>TEETIORG LY LW BITEAN) EERSHNETT.] Thotz,
ZMENDOBROMAEDEDERNIEFIE T 7 v H/EIC KD 4 FHHOMAGDEMER S, E5ICHKD
SREFER o v 8 —NT v A E NIz, DD, BNHEN 4, HUEOFEORNIET 2 fifH, A5 coH¥:2
D 16 MO B MAS 3 FE FEZ &l iz,

PRDBFEEETIV SMENOER BRFE O 2 X FEHESME 2 X HEOUR 2) 2L ~L 1, B
FHMOER GREEZ TOHE?2) AL L 2L LETLFLNULDETFILE WS, (EBEROMBOEEIZD
W, BMEOMMAELZET 2T VAL ETL, X HICBMENOERDEBERI L TE DR
SMBIZLKS>TEDEINE VST VALY AERIET VI & 5T, BIAZEEIE] L 72 RE RO B A MGt
T3,

HEE T HRIZ DN, 98 1 TIREFEHEEZE A C, 7R 2 Tidy v 7L OB A% 2 TEENIERROETFIL O
WEEITS. 2710, HEtWIREHEEFNET 2 LE—MHOBHROMEREEGDTLES, £IT, WTho
S B NTE RS THEEEH WS, fEEICIE, XA ZHEEHOT7 7Y r—Y 2V Stan DR /Sy =9 T
H 5 rstan &z, 6 fREADGEIIF® S E UCIERA %, 2MEEROGAE "M &2 Lz, 3l
S3Aiild Stan ¥ = 2 7 )L (2015) ¥ KU Sorensen and Vasishth (submitted) [Z#6U 7=,

ETIL D HEIZIE WAIC % FHU 7z (cf. Watanabe, 2009) o £ 3, 2IE DA EAR D A% AE L 72 € 7 )L (Model
0, Table 1 ) £ FLUEIZ BNIFENOZER O TR (Model 1), 1 RO L HAEMH (Model 2), 2 RO HAEH (Model
3) ARALZETLAELKLZ, KIS, ELRTHRIREAZETVICBNEIC X 2EPOL R EZE L 72
TFIE, FHRENEZET L LEDIEEIT 572 (ie., + Slope D Model 1), iz, Lo cRINE 7z
EFAZBMEBOEREEAL7ZETIL (ie., + Between D Model 4) & DK AT 572, &k, WAIC DHE
NI glmmstan 28y 7 — 2 OB E & W72,

EEES

EF IR OGEAE % Table 1 1289, 2 AR E LA, MUEREBRATSZETETILOWEENA
ENirotz (e, ZREIBEDOADEFILHNFEINX ), xR 6 ke IR 6 tRikiconT, wiFhg i
IROAEZALZETIL (Model 1) AHRIRE Nz, EHIZBIMEIC KA EROEENRE S 5 T AR
LIWET N ERENZ Model 15)o BLUFTIE, XFR6 ke IERFR 6 fREDIERIZOW TR T %,

SER 6 HEE ORGSR A Table 2 128§, RiRE LT, KD OHPOFENES S LHW E =541,
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Table 1
MR1ICEIIETFEEETTINEDERERIEZ

Random Intercept + Slope + Between data-

Scales Model 0 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Mode 1 s Model 4 point
Two 252.99 255.51 261.55 263.61 - - 184
Symmetry 611.42 606.67 611.07 613.75 558.47 562.19 200
Asymmetry 594.15 593.22 595.26 595.87 580.65 579.25 176

W) XV WAIC X2 X data-point Tdb %, data-point IZK AW T =208 (v T4 A4 X X SHIENERDEK
8) TH5., Two id 2MHaFE, Symmetry IxIFR 6 41k, Asymmetry (ZIEXFR 6 415 T%. Random Intercept (Z&NMEH DU
IZB A EMEAEZE L 2T )L, +Slope ESMEDOMEFHI N T 2 ZENR A ZRE L 72E 7L, +Between (ZSMIH M2 E
ERALLEETLTH 3,

Table 2

MRE1ICHIBFEECEDEMEICLZERDOEENREEZERL R ET IV (Tablel, Model 1s)

Variables Two Symmetry Asymmetry

Fixed Effects
0 Intercept 038 [ 002, 077] 403 [ 385, 421] 291 [ 267, 3.16]
1 Finished rate - 0.04 [ -0.09 , 0.16 ] -0.19 [ -0.37 , -0.02 ]
2 EOL - 0.16 [ 003, 029] -0.01 [ -0.19, 0.17 ]
3 Processng - -0.19 [ -0.47 0.09 ] 015 [ -0.13 , 044 ]
Random Effects
0 Intercept 038 [ 006, 091 ] 033 [ 012, 054] 040 [ 001, 069 ]
1 Finished rate - 0.09 [ 0.00 0.25 ] 010 [ 000, 028 ]
2 EOL - 0.10 [ 0.00, 0.28] 012 [ 0.01, 033]
3 Processng - 061 [ 041, 088] 054 026, 0.85]

Error - 088 [ 078, 099 ] 1.14 [ 101, 1.31]

1) HEOMHIZONT, Two i 2 fllaFE TH 5720 Two (2B L Tid Tablel & D MIABDMRAS LS NED 572728, 125
3 OfEid vy, Symmetry (ZHFR 6 175, Asymmetry IZIEXFR 6 115 C 5. 1.Finished rate (ZIEFHOHIE, 2.EOL 135%#H
BMHIWr, 3.Processing I3UBEDHE X TH 5, Fixed Effects 1ZHENETH D, TN ZThOBREUIMmEIREREIZNM 725,
Random Effects IZZMEFEBOZEIIRTH O , T ZThDHRENL Fixed Effects D73 TH 5, Error 1355 THh 5, S50
FHRAMOFEETH D, [ ] MEB%EHAXMOTRE LIRTH %,

FELOEHM L 725E L0 & HIEAE KT 2 &V 2fHAR A S N7z (b, =0.16 [0.03,029]) . Z Dfthd
FEERIRTIE 95% EHIXEIZ 0 2 &G A TW=7=0, BRMEA TR 5 5.

FEXIFR 6 #EE T DR A Table 2 12/8 7, #iFE LT, HFHOHABDEVEAIZ, ZVHALD S
Jilg e KT 5 &0 o 2 AR A BN (Brges = -0.19 [0.37, -0.02]) o Z DO [EEZhHE Tl 95% 2 H
KRNz 0 #FHATWZ280, BRERZOEELS S 5,

EZE

oMY, 2l TIIMTERRAIZ L BEEEE AL N AL 572, 6 FEDOLA, WThOFFEFEIZE W
TEENROAETTFTUBFIREN=0, BT 2 EBUTHFRDIGAEFEEHED D, JESFROIGA 35 #
HL, TOMRIEIREL S, DIFTIE, SEEFEOMIBETRZ &I iK% 17 5,

2 {EFFE EXFR 6 i 2 MHARE TIIMNERORRA AL NG, xR 6 ik TIZ = wm S M o TR
WA ONTze JFR6 MR, KE LS U TEFE 2252 THIAIEETH 1, 2 fEEFE & RO MENRIETH 5.
M ER O FICE L CEN D, BEDOHROBRE TH S EH L 6N 5. xR 6 kit 2 EakE OER
RS ENEEARX B FESTETH D, R Y TEE 22 ELOHRTE OICHENEE I NS5,
MAENKME N7z EZ N5, BEFIHI N EOBENRLVRY, AFEOKE,E, TE372 3%
MOAENDS 6 FEEHNIRETHAS,

R 6 ik EFEXIHR 6 ik R 6 PRk L IR 6 fRikIE, RIL 6 RETIE D 5728, ZhEhOEIZx
%7 NI D, KK IUE TS & JERFR 6 fRED 2 205 613, }FR 6 LD 3.5 (GEIK 25 hJefif)
25 6DHPHAE X SGIZFENICIEA 23D Th %, EEIZ, HMEOMEHREE ICB 2 MEO IR - 72
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(Table 2, Fixed Effects @ Intercept Z2H) . shRD & 2 M EBM»EDH>TULEIIZEDENRH D 72012, FF
TEHEDRPFUNIEREII LD ERH LN B4,

ok diz, ThZFhoFEREILSFEHERTWBEETHD, ThENAEADH 572, EDOFFEEEEH
WIUERWERGR DT 2 Z L 38, RO HMNICAbEZHEEHVBIERWE WA 57255, DL d,
FATHRPHNT 225, EOI BT A2 NETH D, —HTHERNIED - 2B, e RO
EWVWIDEEERTNRNETH 5,

e 2

WF7E 1 T, FFEEDECIDOWTRET L, WFREIERIFRD 6 AL THIZRO HIYIZ K > Tl 2 HH
PEARIR U7z, 22 TR ERE L, FRIUZ O TRV & LR 18 % & ORI % & 5F
lig % 2HAMEIZT %, KRBT, EOREMHHT 22720 Tida<, EOREHHL LW, LT
72912, WIZE 112860 2300 6 fREIC & » TRERAE R #HlE$ 5.

BURIZ K > THAET 2 BUINIZE 1 LRBRTH 223, BEW LB 6 HIZBES % 2 2 5B 2 /g (5
TERGR) ZA 2. UGB 2 o RkiE, SRR & Rk, AR a2 6 by 78y VTR L E
DTHb, Bire LTHMEA, JBArE LTI b aERT 5, %81 TRRLUZEANEEIZOWT (Figure
1b]), BATOA, HATOA, HWEHERO A, OWHE HIEHERICAHMT 5, T8 B B2 L T
LE S EMDEIICHET S0, SMERO L I —2/KET 5,

BT, FEHANOWUERE LT, ST EROMEDREHIEIZT 2, WD EF501%, K< EHE G
EDOBRARET EM T B EKHIE, &0 bIFREMDOL 2 X 2 DEKHEE (Elliot & McGregor, 2001, Elliot
& Murayama, 2008, Murayama et al., 2011; cf. (117, 2012b), & X OHCRIIE (e.g., Pintrich & De Groot, 1990)
Thb,

Bk

SMEELAERLE —OOKFIIEBWTHELZEML 72, —H1E, HRORLKFETH D, AEREEEOR
ZEEIEBBEZ 5005 60 ETH S, 2MHEFIZ307H G130 4, L1738, AH4H8) Tho7z &
95— L RBRICEN DR R TH D, AFRBRIEO MR 50 #itc CTh 5. SMEIE 216 %4 (51 108 4,
ZYE106 %, AH24%) Tho7z, WEFhd, HMOREIZTH V2%, b 2IEOHMBTIZ - AI2EE
L7ze B AEITWTheE, FAEOBBICHENEL, RIFICREOLE» >7SMERTH 5,

B bR LTS 2, 7% 1 OMAEDEID, BIHEMO & I —FE LT, B &5,
RITOAR, FOKR, FWAGRO A (BT EEHTOWThOERE AL) Lo 4 HOMASDEEMNA
77

PRDFEEETIV BHORWIE 1 IZHT 2086 RELFEKTH 2, HIEOFMFHEROBIMEIZEL Tx
IR EERL, AL, &I —ZEBIIHBHMEEOAEIEEL U, WTFROZEEE, WIET32ME I
1, FhRMNE -1 25 A, BEFOUIBICBIL TEAITE 1 EEARIS, WAICIZK > TiT-72, £, 2%
DERNROA%#ME L 7ZET I (Model 0, Table 3 2H) % FHEIZ, BPIENOZERO FHE (Model 1), 1
WRDOIEHAEH (Model 2), 2 RDIHAEH (Model 3) A2 ALZZET AL 72, &KIZ, Ll THRIRE Iz
TFVICBMHE L BEFIOERSIREZEE L -TTILE, FRENAZETLEDIEEIT572 (ie., + Slope
D Model 2 s, Model 3s), & 512, LREOHIE TN N2 EF MBS MEBEBO TR EZALEZET L (e.,
+ Between D Model 4) & X HAEHAZRALZZETIL (Model 5) & DR AIT > 72, wikiZ, Ll T e X
NIZET NI, BEHE4ERE O E 2N ZTIRA LT, Ak, 2MERZEREZRALZETL (e,
Model 4, 5) RCEHES T EBAERALZZETFILTIE, Z20H Y FILTEFILDOEENHEHINZEF LD A
R AT OfERE B L, RAAEFAORG %17 - 720
R

ZERZUHRERLTEEOME U TV EOETIEAE S Table 312§, J ¥ 7 1 TIESM
HEBOFHIREEALZTTIL Model 4) 28, ¥V T2 TEH Y T 1 DEF LD EEZNEHEMER %
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Table 3
WE2ICEFBIETIVEDESERE

Random Intercept + Slope + Between data-

Model 0 Model 1  Model 2 Model 3 Model 2 s Model3s ~ Model4 Model 5 point

Sample 1 8126.47 8124.28 8112.55 8112.15 7049.65 6746.65 6669.72  6752.96 2456
Sample 2 5705.32  5702.90 5685.86 5684.32 4601.74 4418.32 4439.46  4437.70 1728

) XV d WAIC X2 Xdata-point Td %, data-point IEEAWHIHWZT =2 O (B T4 A4 X X BHIENERDOK
8) Td %, Random Intercept {FZMEDYIFIZH T 2 AR REEIE L 72T )L, +Slope 1EBMFHDOMEFHI 4 5 %4 B3
REZELET L, +Between ZBMEBEKERALZET LTS S,

Table 4
ME21IETZ YT EOSMEICLZIERNOEENREEZEEBL -2 XOXEEAET IV (Table3, Model 3s)

Variables Sample | Sample 2

Fixed Effects
0 Intercept 421 [ 413, 428] 428 [ 419, 436 ]
| Finished Rates -0.05 [ -0.09 , -0.02 ] -0.04 [ -0.07 , 0.00 ]
2 EOL -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03] -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03]
3 Processing 0.05 [ -0.04 , 0.13] 0.07 [ -0.03, 0.17 ]
4 1x2 -0.04 [ -0.07 , -0.01 ] 0.00 [ -0.04 , 0.03]
51x%x3 009 [ 004, 0.14] 0.10 [ 0.05, 0.15]
6 2x3 004 [ -0.01 , 0.09] 0.10 [ 0.04, 0.16 ]
7 1x2x3 0.00 [ -0.04 , 0.04] -0.06 [ -0.10 , -0.02 ]
Random Effects
0 Intercept 062 [ 056, 0.68] 056 [ 050, 0.63]
| Finished Rates 0.18 [ 0.09 , 0.24 ] 0.14 [ 0.08, 0.20 ]
2 EOL 020 [ 013, 026] 021 [ 014, 0.27]
3 Processing 069 [ 063, 0.76] 076 [ 0.68 , 0.84 ]
4 1x2 003 [ 0.00, 0.07] 005 [ 0.00, 0.10 ]
51x3 035 [ 030, 040] 030 [ 024, 035]
6 2x3 033 [ 028, 038] 039 [ 034, 045
7 1x2x3 0.17 [ 007, 024] 0.14 [ 003, 021 ]

Error 075 [ 0.67, 0.84] 068 [ 0.60, 0.75 ]

7£) 1.Finished rate (ZREEE OHEIE, 2. EOL (= HAES MW, 3.Processing IZABLDE X TH B, 4 75 6 T T hEHA
AbY71ROZHAEM, 713 2ROZHAEHTH 5. Fixed Effects iZ[HENRTH 0, 2 ZhOBREUImBIGFEREIZ 4725,
Random Effects ZZMEDOZEIRTH O , T ZThDHRENL Fixed Effects D7 TH 5., Error 135ETH 5., SR
HRAMOFEETH D, [ ] MEB%EHAXMOTRE LIRTH %,

2z EF L (Model3s) DWANEN 5720 ¥V TLOBTA—HERASNTZR, VTN 1IZBVTES
MBABER AR ZETLOBEEPRL, HERMEOEND? 5 SMNBEBMOEK E R\ ZET L (Model 3s) %Ik
I ET N E Uiz, it OFER % Table 4 1278¢, Ho@ LT, BEsrBEHOEIE & 7SO RBOKAED 28 H AR H 23
AENTZ (brys sumpie 1 = 009 [0.04, 0.141, b5 sumpre 2 = 0.10 [0.05, 0.15]) o BEF=EHOBA % ZhZTh 80% (0,1) &
20% (1,0) 1255 7= HipER M OFEER, 80% DHFAIZROVAI L D & NP O A KL Tk
25 (Bysoe, sampte 1 = 0.13 [0.04, 0.231, byyspet, sampie » = 0.17 [0.06,0.291), 20% DHE TII Mg ORI FHFRE D3 I
AN 572 (Dangs, sampie 1 = -0.04 [-0.14,0.06], Dyapei sampre 2 = -0.03 [-0.15,0.09]) o ¥ ¥ T 2 IZF W\ TIEZ OAth
WIZERZHAERDR A NZA, VT 1 TEHBETELDN 5727202 ZTTIEIRD EFkan,

B O EHOARDE Ll THRETLZTTFIL (Model 3s) 12K A A NEDRERERAL,
S T EBOFEIN R ARG LUz, WAEIZL 5 & (Table 5), HE U TR HENZ 36 2 800 H R,
B RS, ZRTEEHES KOCACH BB TETLOSRER RSN, VT 1 DFOfER %
Table 6-1, ¥ 7L 2 DT OAER%E Table 62 IZ/RT, &4 Y T THEL T, HEREEHEL AT
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Table 5
ME2ICHITZIERBFEEHCHNBE ThEThBRALELET NI EDBEEERE

Achievement Goals

Mastery- Mastery-  Performance- Performance- data-

Model 3 s approach avoidance approach avoidance Self-Efficacy  point

Sample | 6746.65 6691.39 6734.72 6740.05 6723.31 6735.77 2456
Sample 2 4418.32 4418.28 4414.40 4398.70 4426.40 4405.89 1728

1) fEix$hd WAIC X2 Xdata-point Td %, data-point I B AW NWZT =2 O (B T4 4 X X 2NHENEROK
8) Td 5., Model 3s i Table3 IZ#5(} % Random Intercept+Slope DETFILTH Y, MEROFHR, 1 ROLALEM, 2
KOZANEHOEFNSMEDOL IR EZE L =TT L TH S, TOMDETINIE, ZD Model 3s IZHEKHEDOWF I
G LLIEACRIEAERALZEDTH 5,

Table 6-1
ME21ZETBT TV OEMEICLZIEROEENREEZERBL -2 ROXHEERAETTIVIC
ST ERALLEETIVOSRER

Achievement Goals

Variables Mastery-approach Mastery-avoidance Performance-approach Seclf-Efficacy
Fixed Effects
0 Intercept 420 [ 413, 428 420 [ 413, 428] 420 [ 413, 427] 420 [ 413, 428]
Effects of motivation variables for intercept
Motivation 026 [ 0.18, 035] 022 [ 013, 031] 015 [ 009, 022] 0.10 [ -0.01 , 020 ]
Effects of motivation variables for Finished Rates slope
I Intercept -005 [ -0.09 . -0.02 ] -0.05 [ -0.09 . -0.02 ] -0.05 [ -0.09 . -0.02 ] -0.05 [ -0.09 , -0.02 ]
Motivation 0.03 [ -0.01 , 0.08 ] 002 [ -0.02, 0.07] 0.02 [ -0.01 , 0.05] 000 [ -0.05, 0.05]
Effects of motivation variables for EOL slope
2 Intercept -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03] -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03] -0.01 [ -0.05, 003] -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03]
Motivation -0.02 [ -0.06 , 0.03] 001 [ -0.04 , 0.05] -0.02 [ -0.05, 001 ] 000 [ -005, 005]
Effects of motivation variables for Processing slope
3 Intercept 005 [ -003 . 0.13] 005 [ -0.03 ., 0.13] 005 [ -003, 0.13] 005 [ -004 ., 0.13]
Motivation 012 [ 002, 022] 014 [ 004, 025] 005 [ -002, 0.12] 019 [ 007, 030]
Effects of motivation variables for 1 x 2 slope
4 Intercept -003 [ -0.07 , 0.00 ] -0.04 [ -0.07 , 0.00 ] -0.04 [ -0.06 , -0.01 ] -0.04 [ -0.07, -0.01 ]
Motivation -0.03 [ -0.07, 0.01] -0.01 [ -0.05 ., 0.03] 0.00 [ -0.02, 0.03] 0.00 [ -0.04 , 0.04]
Effects of motivation variables for 1 x 3 slope
5 Intercept 009 [ 004, 0.14] 009 [ 0.04. 0.14] 009 [ 0.04, 0.14] 009 [ 004, 0.14]
Motivation -0.05 [ -0.11, 0.01] -0.10 [ -0.16 , -0.04 ] -0.02 [ -0.06 ., 0.02 ] 0.0l [ -0.06 , 0.08 ]
Effects of motivation variables for 2 x 3 slope
6 Intercept 004 [ -001 ., 0.09] 004 [ -001, 0.09] 0.04 [ -0.01 , 0.09 ] 004 [ -001, 009 ]
Motivation -0.02 [ -0.08, 0.04] 000 [ -0.06 ., 0.06 ] 003 [ -001, 0.07] 0.0l [ -0.05, 0.08]
Effects of motivation variables for 1 x 2 x 3 slope
7 Intercept 000 [ -003, 0.04] 000 [ -003, 004 ] 000 [ -004 , 0.04] 0.00 [ -0.03, 0.04]
Motivation 005 [ 0.01 . 0.09] 006 [ 001, 0.10] 0.04 [ 000, 0.07] 0.04 [ -0.01 , 0.09]
Random Effects
0 Intercept 058 [ 053 . 0.64] 059 [ 054, 065 ] 059 [ 054, 065] 062 [ 056, 0.68]
I Finished Rates  0.19 [ 0.12, 024 ] 0.18 [ 011, 024] 018 [ 0.10 . 024 ] 018 [ 011, 024]
2 EOL 021 [ 015, 026] 021 [ 014, 026 ] 020 [ 014, 026 021 [ 0.14, 026 ]
3 Processing 068 [ 062, 075] 068 [ 062, 075] 069 [ 062, 0.75] 068 [ 062, 074]
4 1x2 003 [ 000, 0.08] 003 [ 000, 0.08] 003 [ 0.00, 007] 003 [ 000, 0.07]
51x3 035 [ 031, 040] 034 [ 029. 039] 035 [ 030, 040] 035 [ 031, 040]
62x3 034 [ 029, 038] 033 [ 028, 038] 033 [ 028, 0.38] 033 [ 029, 038]
7 1x2x3 0.18 [ 010, 024] 017 [ 008, 023] 017 [ 0.07 . 023] 017 [ 009, 023]
Error 074 [ 0.67 . 081 ] 075 [ 068, 0.83] 075 [ 0.68 , 082 ] 075 [ 068 . 0.82]

) 1.Finished rate (ZFEFEHOHEIE, 2.EOL XA EES RN, 3.Processing (ZMIFLDEX TH 5, 4 5 6 ZThThailli
Bb¥72 1 ROZTHAEM, 71X 2KROZHAEHNTH S, 155 7 D Intercept (XMEAFIDOUIF 7 DT, Tabled 7 & DIMIRRE
EBRDORIRE 28 5, SMEFHI A% Motivation 28, TN ZHRA L BEDS T EBOPFENR TH 5. Fixed Effects 1Z[H
ERTH D, ZHZFhO/REIIREBIGEREIZ Y725, Random Effects IZZ2MEDEENRTH D |, Zh ZFhOBREISE Fixed
Effects D/3EUTdH 5. Error i3 TH 5, BRI EAAOTIMETH O, [ 1 T 5% EHXMO FIRE ERRTH 5.

EPEA L2500, ABUKEEDIRNI S U CIRNIR D B S N7 Butasiors-approach or 35 sope, sampte 1 = 0.12 [0.02, 0.22],
bMasrery—appwach for 3s slope, Sample 2 = 0.13 [0 01, 0-26]; bSelf—Efﬁz'u('y for 3s slope, Sample 1 = 0.19 [0-07, 0-30], bSrlf—Eﬁ‘ic’ac’y for 3s slope, Sample 2 = 0.26
[0.12,0.39]) . EAHEBEHEEL BN OWT, BWRIMIE (+1SD) LIKWBIE (- 1SD) TR
B EAT 5 720 SIOME, EOEEITROUEO S L D L ROGUBLO 7% KIS HEHL T 7ny (byy,

Mastery-approach for 3's slope, Sample 1 = 014 [0 03 ’ 0 25] s bHigh Mastery-approach for 3's slope, Sample 2 = 0 . l 9 [0 05 ’ 0 33] N bHigh Self-Efficacy for 3’s slope, Sample 1 =

0.18 [0.06, 0.291, bysigh seit-icacy for 37 siope, sampte 2 = 0.26 [0.12,0.40]) ,  {KIGE TIZEROLE & RO O RN EV T A
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Table 6-2
ME21CHTIV TN 20EMEICLZDERNOEENREERBL - 2 ROXHMERETIVIC
BESUEHEBRALAETTILORER

Achicvement Goals

Variables Mastery-approach Mastery-avoidance Performance-approach Self-Efficacy
Fixed Effects
0 Intercept 427 [ 420, 435 428 [ 420, 436 427 [ 420, 435 427 [ 419, 436
Effects of motivation variables for intercept
Motivation 018 [ 0.08, 027] 0.16 [ 0.05, 026 ] 010 [ 003, 0.16 ] 015 [ 005, 027]
Effects of motivation variables for Finished Rates slope
1 Intercept -0.04 [ -0.07 . 0.00 ] -0.04 [ -0.08 ., 0.0 ] -0.04 [ -0.07 . 0.00 ] -0.04 [ -0.08 , 0.00 ]
Motivation -0.04 [ -0.09 , 0.00 ] -0.01 [ -0.06 , 0.03 ] -0.02 [ -0.05, 0.01] -0.05 [ -0.10 ,  0.00 ]
Effects of motivation variables for EOL slope
2 Intercept -0.01 [ -0.05, 003 ] -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03] -0.01 [ -0.05 ., 004 ] -0.01 [ -0.05 ., 0.03]
Motivation 0.00 [ -0.05., 0.05] -0.03 [ -0.08 , 0.03] 0.03 [ -0.01 , 0.06 ] -0.03 [ -0.08 ., 0.04]
Effects of motivation variables for Processing slope
3 Intercept 007 [ -003 . 0.18] 0.07 [ -0.04 , 0.18] 0.07 [ -0.04 , 0.17 ] 008 [ -003 . 0.18]
Motivation 013 [ 001, 026] 0.11 [ -0.03, 024] 0.02 [ -0.07 . 0.10] 026 [ 0.12, 039]
Effects of motivation variables for 1 x 2 slope
4 Intercept 0.00 [ -0.04 , 003] 0.00 [ -0.03 , 0.03] 0.00 [ -003 ., 003] 0.00 [ -003, 003]
Motivation -0.01 [ -0.05, 0.03] -0.02 [ -0.06 , 0.02] 001 [ -002, 0.04] 001 [ -003, 006 ]
Effects of motivation variables for 1 x 3 slope
S Intercept 0.10 [ 005, 0.15] 010 [ 0.05. 0.15] 010 [ 005, 0.15] 0.10 [ 005, 0.15]
Motivation -0.03 [ -0.09 ., 0.03] -0.01 [ -0.07 , 0.06 ] -0.04 [ -0.09 ., 0.00 ] 002 [ -0.05, 0.09]
Effects of motivation variables for 2 x 3 slope
6 Intercept 010 [ 0.04 ., 0.16] 0.10 [ 0.04, 0.16] 0.10 [ 0.03, 0.16 ] 010 [ 004, 0.16]
Motivation 0.00 [ -0.07 , 007 ] 004 [ -003 . 0.12] -0.02 [ -008 . 003 ] -0.08 [ -0.17 , 0.00 ]
Effects of motivation variables for 1 x 2 x 3 slope
7 Intercept -0.06 [ -0.09 , -0.02 ] -0.06 [ -0.10 , -0.02 ] -0.06 [ -0.10 , -0.02 ] -0.06 [ -0.10 , -0.02 ]
Motivation 002 [ -0.02 . 0.07] -0.02 [ -0.06 , 0.03] 002 [ -0.01, 005] -001 [ -0.06 ., 0.04]
Random Effects
0 Intercept 054 [ 048 . 061 ] 055 [ 049, 0.62 ] 055 [ 049, 062 ] 055 [ 049, 062]
1 Finished Rates  0.14 [ 0.07 , 020 ] 0.14 [ 008, 0.20] 015 [ 008, 021] 0.14 [ 007, 021]
2 EOL 021 [ 015, 027] 021 [ 015, 027] 021 [ 015. 027] 021 [ 015, 027]
3 Processing 075 [ 067, 083] 075 [ 067, 0.84] 076 [ 0.68 ., 084 ] 073 [ 066, 081 ]
4 1x2 005 [ 000, 0.11] 005 [ 0.00, 0.10] 005 [ 000, 0.11] 005 [ 001, o0.11]
51x3 030 [ 024, 035] 030 [ 024, 035] 030 [ 024, 035 030 [ 024, 035
62x3 039 [ 034, 045] 039 [ 034, 045] 039 [ 034, 045 039 [ 033, 045
71x2x3 014 [ 002, 022] 014 [ 0.03, 021] 014 [ 002. 022] 0.14 [ 002, 022]
Error 068 [ 059 . 0.75] 0.68 [ 060, 0.75] 0.67 [ 059 . 0.75] 068 [ 059 . 0.75]

7¥) 1.Finished rate (ZEE#EOHEIA, 2. EOL 3 ESERINT, 3.Processing (ZUFLDEXTH 5., 4 756 6 X ThThiHlA
BbE72 1 ROZTHAEM, 71X 2ROZTHAEMTH S, 105 7 D Intercept (ZMEFIDOUIF 2 DT, Tabled 7 & OfEIGEIRE
LARRDIRIRE 72 5, SAEFH 25 D Motivation 28, ZTHZHA L 228D I EROFIENRTH 5. Fixed Effects (X[
EIRTHY, ThEhOREIIHERGEREIZ4S 725, Random Effects ZZMEDEENRTH D , Th T hOHREIE Fixed
Effects D/ ECTH 5. Error 13 TH 5, HREIHZAMOTEMETH D, [ ] NIE 5% EHXEO TRE FRTH 5,

chinr-o7e (e, 95% EHXMEIZ0 2 &ATW), EHFELEH BT L TR, AR
DEFEDNEBAE NTZH Bytassers-avoidance, sampre 1 = 0.22 [0.13, 0.311, Dyasiers-avoictance, sampte 2 = 0-16 [0.05, 0.261; Dpeyormance.
approach, Sample 1 = 0.1510.09, 0.22], bl’erformance—appmarh, Sample 2 = 0.10 [0.03, 0-16]) s ﬁi‘ﬁi L7 %%ﬁ@ﬂ,ﬁfﬂ’\@%ﬂi‘j}%(iﬁ
ENBr o7z,
ZE

TIMEFEERI LT, BB OHIE & T OPIKUEE L DZ AR, B XOCEGERIHEE AL EE v -
72D AR L W OREIARUE E ORHAEHARA SN2, — /5T, BEEOBIG R #EE A & %S
FEREDZHAERH AL NG 57z, THIZXKD, BEFEOEKE & 8D 1732 2SI O QLBEK
HEDMHHFEE OBFICHEE L TO B TR R S Nz, E72, ETFUIROERET, BiE COHKE V- 725t
) 2 BRI, FME D BT R &\ 5 72 TEIR U 22 R FRIERD BUR DRI A S e - 7z,

HRetE
RBFSRSRIEE ST RO U222 1, SIS 13 OBERC A IO SUR DR R & BT L 2fF%E 2 T

Mk E iz, TZTE, Y TAH A4 B+ Thd D HBIES G U278 2 12OV T BiF %,
FATWIROMER & LT, HEE SN & 2B OB, BUCEICOT (Ll 72) HE0EE &

44



SIS & O OB ARIIECH 5 2 L A 1372, TUSSGHAS & 3 08 7 Mat o &
R, BSOS A EOEA ISR T K< TS Tk, 77 QWA A L 3
WET T L RE R,

SRR O M B AT ORI & ORISR %2, N R B SRS 1 S 1 T <
15 OEEIRIE S B LRI A - 398 LT B TTRRMEAVRIE X h e, F 72, (FIIRRIEE0 SOIR TR
XNCO BSOS, BT OHIA L U CHRE DI SCIRT & R4 b 3 TTREMEASR X7 B 8,
RFROMRRARTHS S, 2751, KRB THELTOA LI 12, BEEOMGIRS <  TEEY
FADEBGAHNI LS. D0, BEFEOHAOHIRZ DO 4 2 BAMHITCH D, ZOEHES O
ARG RULETH B,

SRV & > CHMOMIRIEERA B A h o7, UL, KIIROEE, 51, ZOMRs
LY R XTI AV, T, EASMHIARD L0k TNAOIE L A SIE, 70N 4550
WH (e, BH) (SRO TR, AT, AWRIEBEAKIHT 580 OUSOEETH 72, D OWHs
LS DS B ABEAKOEETIES 25, RIEIEO RO ERIZBHOMNTH Y, 7 OrCANIK

FEBEGVENW B O 5 ERET§RETH S5,

7z, AOMEOBIRITTMEHANI G L CRHE L kr 57, (KN ERETH 5720, FRNATAIZK 5%
ROWGEDREETH B0, — T TARMFEICE N TID B 7G99 dER s b >7-FEL 5N %, KifKT
L 7=0iF, RO S K ERWAB O IO T/REN TS RN AR TH 2. BEE LTHRD Lk
F2& 5102, FEBFFREIZL 5 TH 25E OIS § 2 MO A ZCT 2 TREVEAY & %, At
RO LD BB L RET TR Z DL ERA 2 Z L PNEETH S ELON D, TR, REOHELA:
ARMEDOZAL 75 £ % BEEIE § 2 B, BEFERICEWTHBIEEL2 BE4L S 2 & THABEEDOREL A S
NEn R EOREPMBETH 5,

Aiff7eidd < £ TIRBM ARG TH 5. TDD, FRIFBROELEDM: S FERIFFE L BEHELTOMRD
BREDBETH B, —77 T, Aif7EIE T 6 DFBERRHEEME 2179 B0, SEROH K L K 5L 5 5.
AHFRORAL, FHPLTELL OMROIT L ES T L2,
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