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The Relations among Parenting Goal Orientations, Teachers’
Expectations, Achievement Goals, and Academic Achievement

of Vocational High School Students
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Center of Teacher Education, Tunghai University
181 Taichung Harbor Rd., Sec. 3, Taichung 40704 Taiwan

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to examine the relationships among parenting goal orientations,
teachers’ expectations, achievement goals, and academic achievement of vocational high-school
students. Six hundred forty students from seventeen classes participated in this study. A self-report
measuring perception of the students’ parenting goal orientations, teachers’ expectations, and
achievement goals was administered. The results of this study showed: (a) parenting with learning

orientations and positive teachers’ expectations were correlated with mastery goals, self-enhanced ego
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goals, and achievement; parenting with negative orientations and negative teachers’ expectations were
correlated with self-defeating ego goals and work-avoidance goals; (b) mastery goals were positively
correlated with achievement; both self-defeating ego goals and work-avoidance goals were negatively
correlated with achievement; (c) achievement differed significantly according to gender; (d) parenting
orientations differed significantly according to achievement goals, with the exception of
work-avoidance goals; (e) teachers’ expectations differed significantly according to achievement
goals and achievement; (f) parenting orientations and teachers’ expectations can predict students’

achievement goals; (g) mastery goals and negative teachers’ expectations were the most effective for

predicting the students’ academic achievement.

Key Words: parenting goal orientations, teachers’

achievement
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9.7 [k -.07 145 14 22k 7% -33%% 01 24 1.00
10,553 59 i 1% .02 -.10% 9% -26%% 28k 19 - 15%% - 13 1.00

*p <05, ** p<.01

AR T SRR R IS HE R
Jrﬁtﬁpm%iﬂ F e I R | ;Egpj[ﬁrﬂ?‘ﬁ_ F’-’rj,,g
[V P s i pFAE - 35 (Ames & Archer, 1988; Eccles,
1983; Pintrich & Schrauben, 1992 ) -

PIgt - S FRRELE '@??"iwmﬁﬁﬂﬁ'ﬁfﬁ I ERE
Z [ Ry T (R[S SR S R Eflﬁ'%f’i%ﬁ%?ﬁ}?
(U (Bouffard, Boisvet, Vezeau, & Larouche, 1995;
Nolen, 1988; Pintrich & DeGroot, 1990; Pintrich & Garcia,
1991) - [HS % i*%'?‘E'?9%4@?%’%'@%??%&%&%@%% o =
AN AET TS Midgely, Kaplan, and Middleton (2001) [t
I MV | FTJEW% '@FI‘J%ME? 3:}3 glﬁbaf%’iff?‘
PEPEI  PIZSRF GRp o) A IS poge R e o

- PP (F) UEr IFIATRR ~ %) PR F AR -
[ S IS HRA] FORSTRL ) F HRAOTR -

(2D R0 ~ 7T IR R RS RSl = B 7

ho 3 EUERIE ] AT AR VR 5 B Y
PR TSN < 85 R AR
U UE SRS RO B > Hotelling’s T2 A1

one-way MANOVA #:5 [ 17 557 » PELRS i 2 pOpH
73 B A SR ] P H=E | @%’/ﬁljﬁi ﬁljﬁ”jgyr Earing
B 24~ 35 (i 2) -

Fiie 25 Box’s M 2AaEl [T {4 Aad Ti‘l‘%HIJ%EI .
Box’s M = 22.59, p = .10 > = i [ {Agcfi Sl ¢ [ﬂ T
TIAFEI L Box’s M = 43.90, p = .06 » - 1 fif (@]
SUE Rl

R 7 Hotelling’s T2 {55 471> 56 U EH7- Hotelling’s T
=12.15, p < .05, n2= 025 %A 7\ [ 7t T 15

BYE B B FIVJHRED t-test [lalfj|| B E&T
(lat (AT > [iH[Jri’?‘f?FE”FE' ﬁi'iﬁ%%%ﬁ%a{éi' * fEE

S YR - t=-2.64, p=.009 - FHEEEE (YK 3) -

7 MANOVA 551 > SiEFRIR[ Y Wilks” Lambda
ISP F (2, 516) = 1.048, p = 0.40 >+ A[[HEFEE|
DlERsE A e Fi o1 EE AR SRR R E B Pk B ()
*3)

S T TSR S  b 4 RRLE g
b > == FF?SF% : ?ffﬁ'?ﬁj (2001) FUPAegiil - §)

=.980,

3. 1EH ~ T FISEE SRR SR SRR T SR RYEE I F (f
TR KR

e B + it ST R By Fif

n=317 n=312 n=108 n=358 n=53
FEEEE S 3.28(.60) 3.33(.54) -1.21 3.22(.60) 3.35(.55) 3.31(.54) 2.37
FIZSHEF| 3.21(.83) 3.27(.76) -85 3.27(.80) 3.27(.77) 3.25(.86) 03
FIZ5[% i 2.49(.74) 2.44(.65) 1.01 2.49(.65) 2.45(.70) 2.43(.85) 20
T 3.06(.72) 3.10(.72) -70 3.03(.71) 3.09(.65) 3.18(.85) .76
S RS -.12(.99) -.11(1.00) -2.64%* .0001(1.00) -.006(1.00) .004(1.01) .003

?% DR p <01
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YRR ARSI 5= E

5T N A

R fi’?’?z“?‘?ﬁﬁ% E 2 EIVARN TR R A R
SRR IRV NG S FRIEUE T RIZSR VSRS AR - i [
BRSPS T I B - B -
I A REEE R FITVHES] SE R R PN
FTEPE (pi=54 > 2000 ; [fg 5 - 1999) FERAITT - (1)
b F TS T B P E R A B VT (F
) HER T fw?%<i7iwg¢mﬁﬂ%
%F.’F@%’? T YHEE R EEEATIT] o [N [ R P RE
TG -
(2 PBEE VSRRV AL PY S
e
R S ISR (P A
FRD o A5 HEE S SRS ikl o X FrspHREe s
HISIEFE IVl 3 FRR T Y K-mean >
I Y BB O S P IRS IV T R A T I
wﬁutmﬁwﬁafugav”ﬁwwﬁﬁmwﬁ
A BB L (S 0T BV T SRR (55
yﬁ%@xﬁvdﬁwﬁ;%wmn%ww e (1) 9
BRSSPSR RSB P (2) KRR
ER LR ﬂﬁ%@%%;%m@mﬂé (3) e
HE] S HPRFAPRP PR (D *?Hifjvél%
| (5 HPR (AR P p e (13 4) -
SRige o I 5 TRE T ZU R T AR TR SR
Hgp el o PREL RS E AR b S5 RS R 0 P R R ”TE'F%
(% 2)*{935' one-way MANOVA %= 55 1 fE-MANOVA
ST S BISISEIV ] (PR R B B
[EEE 9 B Wilks’ Lambda i 55 813 » ISPy F(3,
513)=7.29, p<.0001, 12 =.07 -
aG WKV SIS [ R I U 5
i”?‘fﬂﬁ FIpos %'[?‘W > One-way ANOVA HLH |~ — ff
[# e «wﬁ’ﬂ%%\'mﬁ? :
=08 + FIZV4LA F(3, 513)=20.10, p<.0001, n*>=.11 ~

K5 E g F(3, 513)=14.61, p<.0001, n’
FIZ5[ e

F(3, 513)=8.78, p<.0001, * =.05 ~ = [E5EF(3, 513)=2.77,
p<.04, > =.02 ~ ZH 5§l F(3, 513)=3.04, p<.03, n*> =.02 ?“,? |
REEpEE (R 5) .

A BL IR S RISV [ ()
BRI~ AR~ HSIRERR] GRS T PR
( F 19 B - 47 Scheffe 81 L4347 > 271'| Bonferroni
HL2 5 (familywise a=.05) SEER fiEF £ 1S
ARORER A SRR S
(1) SREEE Y HRE S HIS PV [p FURE R A
B (M=3.48) 53 IS fyt 9t 7 e )05 (M=3.16)
O EHIRE] (M=3.19) 5 ek R (M=3.48) A
RS E] (M=3.16) -

ISR e S R] (M=3.05) B e
(RIS (M=2.69) ¢ FEEAHE] (M=3.32) 53 Il
I R (M=3.05) 2 R TRY)
(M=2.69) : WHFEZRR] (M=3.55) 53 BIIRE# f v 9t
IR (M=3.05) 2 MRS (M=2.69) -
(3) T FIESIEE s REERACHE] (M=2.35) ~ il
B (M=2.29) 55 I8 [SHS 9} i B 05 (M=2.65)
(4) 7 (B SONIE D RIIY © 2 IS
FBIV[p| T PR R B R B

RN 5% ATV R RLEIACHE] CII# SR
FVRF RS D SR (RS YA AR D
B R AR IVRERD By gL 18 < Y1 Pintrich (2000) A
PEEE (2002) ST - S ETEE] ZEDSIEE RS 1 - B
/Ryl (33D % ﬂ&ﬂi‘*’?*ﬁtf“ﬂ P HERSVIR
AR HJ#“wﬁwﬁ?““ﬁiWPWﬁﬁw
Ames (1992) * Dweck and Leggett (1988) 14 % T [filf
BRI ] PRIS FE SRR SRR AR E R
(EIIHJEHI )T PR SRR TR - 1 ek b
VIHEGRE < 2B IV ) PSS V2B ISRV i R
FURS L SR BB [N - FIS9 2 3R VAT

(2

—

A 4. VYIRS RPFSRVEHID T g

- PARERCA R FEE AT 7 RRE R ”h'%{?f&'l%iﬂ
H (N=232) (N=250) (N=44) (N=111)
2 ?ﬁ"féﬁv [l 3.28(.33) 4.13(.45) 4.36(.44) 3.39(.70)
FHFEIVY 3.14(.42) 3.48(.64) 4.24(.50) 2.11(.43)
EIFF IV 2.82(.38) 1.86(.44) 3.10(.79) 2.56(.64)
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RS RE SR Ry R %EJ fpPAE

A 5. VYRS IRV S REE R SR IR REI T i R

Exca Al ey DF Ss MS F 15 W [ R M (SD) iy
FEEE 1A A TR 3 1290 430 14.61%%* (1) g Es)sg] 3.16(.47) 2>1
513 150.96 29 (2) fEEAH] 3.48(.56) 2>4
(3) AyTREZLE] 3.48(.65) 3>]
(4) i 3.19(.58)
FHHEA A [ R 3 33.64 1121 20.10%** (1) <7+&’éﬁ’lj§1 3.05(.63) 1>4
513 285.60 .56 (2) FEERIR] 3.32(.77) 2>1,2>4
(3) A HREZLT] 3.55(.85) 3>1,3>4
(4) h“muﬂ%ffJ 2.69(.71)
FIZ5 [ i A TR 3 12.50 4.17 .78k (1) It e J9 %] 2.65(.61) 2<1
513 243.67 48 (2) FEEAH] 2.35(.72) 4<1
(3) PYFREZE R 2.59(.87)
(4) »?{Fﬁ% o] 2.29(.67)
TofEdtiE ARREE 3 4.13 1.38 2.77% (1) % r.L'E:*JH"J 3.15(.57)
513 255.19 50 (2) fgERE] 3.00(.78)
(3) RYTEEZL ] 3.29(.79)
(4) o 3.06(.73)
AR AR 3 9.11 3.04 3.07* (1) 9] J9 %] -11(1.03)
513 507.48 99 (2) FEEAT] .15(.98)
(3) Ay MR -.17(.99)
(4) r*?éﬁfﬂ%“ -.09(.95)

Stk p <05, ¥ p <01 » *** p< 001

ﬁfé' F BB
IS BBV
WA
PASH » ¥ FIZSHRA U i A - 5
A S BRLIBI 7 BB (R AR ) B
M%II%J (l'i;gé’?’?ﬁ/ fi?vﬂfl'/ﬁ' IR FL PLRE ’Eyﬁﬁ;f ELE I
I Wfl'"ﬂﬁ'ﬁ?é DS VRV IS

E@ﬁra? PESTaliiiEee S RN A
é'ﬁ'T'T (moderate ) E {45 f%t‘WHJF

Bt T RECATHE] (R A S ) 28 e
B (SR ﬁ %'/ﬁ FIFD) S5 FIZ54RA] it o 43%4
(LSS S Erpe) ) 9 LIRS« ﬂ?ﬁ
?JF‘%J*% (ﬁf@‘?’f/ﬁ FAVIEE)D) WA IEER T ()

AR AR S PSR ot v BB (RS
?”/ﬁ JIE"CFIH)”JE A= [l e -

Ly 'ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ pih eI Fx_?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%\' =
* WTA (l**ﬁ”/lii%'fflf FIlfl) BOREEAHE] (%
?‘/ﬁ %%'/[%Fl[ﬂj) WY i B (ﬁ ??/fﬂ %%'/ﬁ FI[ )
BAFRIVEIZS [ e PSRN sl B [/ [ s
PRI 125 I BRI T3 O T R P L
il l?ﬁﬂfﬁﬁ’” FIZSG BT Fo I © SIMERLSY > 3 4R 25
F‘yiﬁ;ﬁ%% i%ﬁ;'”gu ) FEE j{ IFRY RS %‘EW[HJ 13

A i"(ﬁ' E'UI* 722V COPy 5?’?7") Bl COly
FilfilD » EE F’T HATE PIPOFERIVIR] - 5 SO
ARIEREE SR f/ 'fﬂ PP (2002) PPttt - BN E |
LTS U @[ﬁj/i&“ﬁ%%ﬁ’ Rl Ll I 1[N EYei g
[Fljﬁaj\”rf;l Fﬁ.‘i g & I%jsjm’@l% i‘gf{.ﬁj}ﬁ-[ga%ﬁ?ﬂ,# £ F'&
RN o PG SR RIR SRS RSBV I ﬁwl%
ary [’Eir% {71 AR R
o TRl SRS IS BRIV ;»?“Wﬁfﬂff'% JEE
Z B FFEEE Gutman (2006) ORI - 3500 HE
fpelt o £ *J%@Fﬁﬁ ?7" TURA ~ SEH R T T R
ﬂlg’si RS e R A P I Sl EISJ»E?»’?»?
g Tfé' ! 1”’5?%‘:&/%“ J7E IS = LMJE'IEIfJ}%Eﬁ?J G
&fﬁfﬁ“ iy ﬁbﬁg*gﬁi
CPORYBEP 3 TRy ST e SRR VR S90S Rp
FUEE
I S RSP i i R ﬁﬂ
17 > FRHEE Gl 530 SIARRRN 5T R
e fZ;Ej!EEJEﬂ/fJ,'JFfTIE‘I ﬁ] EF@/FJ FITER (SR G [ g
(Y4 6)
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CYFRARIPHT] M= T NBe 4 F

6. TIRFHHAERRIY T SRR

L

(SHI I

LB

I

]
i (N=192) (N=248) (N=116) (N=78)
T 4.16(.40) 3.05(.37) 3.94(.30) 3.10(.40)
FIEIS 1.69(.32) 2.73(41) 2.65(.51) 1.80(.31)

VORI T o R 0 S A O I
> DRSS TPE V00 S A T 1 S AR (3 2)
I'} one-way MANOVA “$h7 53 #7+ /- MANOVA 53 #7552 »
PTG 55 7 i (MBI B 02 B> Wilks” Lambda
fifit% 710 » HISPEY F(3, 510)=12.31, p<.0001, n* =11 «
RGPS RIS R SRS R
fi935 B » One-way ANOVA BEF| e — W& o FE53 1
PEEE BT T F(3, 510)=47.27, p<.0001, n? =22 +
| F@3, 510=15.61, p<.0001, 1’

=08 ~ [1 35 [ i F(3,

510)=13.14, p<.0001, n? =07 ~ ~ [="HE F(3, 510)=4.96,
p<.002, n? =03 ~ S 55 F(3, 510)=8.30, p<.03, n> =.05 fi
R (IR T) -

B 0 BT (S i - (S
Ly Fé,JF,Jp (LRl e (ST D :iff_g@fﬁf[
£ F I BURIY » §R Scheffe 1 i FGI 47> &

+I'] Bonferroni

Emal

FIZGHL

SR o TR A ST R
(1) P ABEE R iy IR/ S I (M=3.63) 55 I,
P ISy F e (M=3.06) 2= (][R E1
(M=3.08) 5 i/l 11 (M=3.48) 55 ST e
(Sl P (M=3.06 ) A1 H L/ (% g0
(M=3.08)
(2) T FIZSHA HE: iI/S I (M=3.40) 55 IR
P ISy (M=3.00) = (ST (R ET
(M=2.76) 5 B/l 11 (M=3.26) 55 HIETE e
(S G/ fr P (M=3.00) AT TG /(% E
(M=2.76) -
(3) T IS EEGE : EIA/ R (M=223) STHIREF,
(0 (ST 1 P (M=2.65) == iy 1 G/ o
(M=2.57) 5 [/ (S (M=2.31) B (A7 (58]
tﬁﬂ/ﬁ I (M=2.65) -

2 7. FHHAERIT TR B SR S TR R B FTREIA

B R DF SS MS F FHEHE M(SD)  HiEbeiE
FEESE R AR 3 35.31 1177 47270 (1) @IIG/IREIPRT 3.63(52) 12, 1>4
510 126.98 25 (2) [(MAW/HEFET 3.06(47)  3>2,3>4
(3) PAE/E T 3.48(52)
(4) [RHQ/[REFT 3.08(48)
FIFSHA AR 3 26.86 8.95 15.61%%* (1) @i@/SgEr 3.40079) 132
510 285.60 57 (2) [(MAW/HEFT 3.00065)  1>4
(3) Mie/d i 3.26(.78)  3>2,3>4
(4) [RIGE/IREIET 2.76(.74)
SIS e 3 18.37 6.12 13.14%%* (1) @IS EET 223(66)  1<2
510 237.54 A7 (2) [(MAW/HEFET 2.65(64)  1<3
(3) B/ 257(78)  4<2
(4) [RPJSH/IRETET 2.31(.70)
= O 1 A B 3 7.43 2.48 4.96%* (1) /S g 294(73)  1<2
510 254.57 .50 (2) ﬁﬁ*@ﬁ FIF 3.22(.67)
(3) @I/ 3.100.75)
(4) (RIS 3.01(.69)
FHOHWE AR 3 23.80 7.93 8.30%++ (1) /S g 30(.89) 12, 1>3
510 487.63 .96 (2) ﬁﬁ*@ﬁ FIF -21(1.01)
(3) e/ g -12(1.02)
(4) (RIS -.004(1.04)
i **p <01 ** <001
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RS RE SR Ry R %EJ fpPAE

(4) 2 (B s /IR (M=2.94) BT (557
[SHILH/ I (M=3.22) ¢
(5) TR SR e L/ T (M=0.30) 53 B[R,
P (S T (M=-0.21) W 018/ 1
(M=-0.12) °
ISP R o TS A S A
PETE S TR IR E R R EERLE I
(HT-E ﬁJﬁ ﬁfttﬂl I 2 R A
F2 AR * PR A DI < 3 % i IS A
iJP'
DYt T FIFS IR E U R AR - R
R T (S A S R
(SETFRAFR PP IZ5 I o gy S CE ) it (SR (R
PYRY ESIE e [OEG o F IS AR g e
Pt SV Fil o Y B R R e
FOFIZS I A o (LIPS € ) B el BT ey -
1 0 P SRR (PR gy R R I (S R

PR l"e;i:*&,ﬁjﬁjﬁﬂ@/[%pp 147 [ @/ﬁ EIT bﬁ AL/
T e | FOSPO o MERLTY - B RS
G/ R R PR S R Ve O ) i
[ L
(Z0) CYHSDTPFSRIV - FHTHAEEPHIRE B Rl
£

SRR I B RSV SRS R R B

RS TRk 57 #7 (hierarchical regression analysis )
A PRV HRSE H  TRISOT SR e

R DY TR pORBCEIER S RIS ISR IV - S
B[~ FHFBV - PRIFEIVR S TS B P
FIFS S f

EPFORGEE R P @RISRV P = [
STRIRF LB B R SRANEE VRIS R
VIR R TEREELE 8 (B= 43, p<.001) « T e 0 3
TRV g (AT AR = T i 1R,
ISR R (B34, p<001) » HifL=~ [Opfa-pibe

8. VIHHWIRNG| - PHFHEFFERE R E TRV RS

EV—. =0
AE AR? AF R? F e i
B B
FAGRGCE 1 AFEE 145
X ?ﬁyggvmj 43k DEFHE
AHFEIV -.05 -.02
EHRIFEV .19 47.70% %% -.04 -.002
TEIF e 3gkk
EIEIF .10 42.04%** 28 4929 -.05
FAGRETE ¢ FIEG ]
X ?ﬁyggvmj DEFRE 7Rk
AHFEIV 23w 24xnx
EHRIFEV 18 44 40%** -.03 -.02
TEIF J9k*
EIEIF .03 10.30%** 20 31.56%** .007
i‘f/r“%f;‘ DTS
SHAEV 13 -.06
%i'ﬂ%qu g BULL
FURIF BV .06 12.73%%x* 3% .04
TEIFS -.07
A .06 22.23%%* 12 17.05%** D4kx
FoRRIE ¢ T [l
FHSEI - 11* -01
%i'ﬂ%qu 5wk 2%
FURIF BV .05 10.83%*x* 5% 2%
TP o
IS .03 10.30%%* .08 10.81%** .06

?% D *p <05, ¥* p <01, *** p<.001



48
YRR ARSI 5= E

5T N A

PIREFHA I« T il RSt i 10% (AR? = .10,
AF=4224, p<.001) KE¥F HIAORBEI B o 74 ot
YRR MRV TSR R NS RS
E g (R? = .28, F=49.29, p<.001 ) - 77l') RS G
BT %?ﬁf ?7[ F*U*gw W PSR R VS PER V|
PSRRI 8 SRS - TR PARTVRRELE 5 -
IR T AR RS SIS MRV
(B= 26, p<.001) ~ ¥ WHIRFFFIVE (B= 23, p<.001)
PV T RETE R 1S5 HRA] o A0 T AR (B= .19,
p<.001) [ I'| ST FEF 125 FRLF] o PRECEILET 3% (AR®
= .03, AF=10.30, p<.001 ) S5f IZ54H:A] Ui il £ = 7 1o
B VSRS RIV )~ FAHFEVp) - SRS
QR TR RS A (R* = .20, F=31.56,
P<001) ¢ SRR » < WHIMAIHE HHOPT - 15 A
FURASAF B I~ SRS Y HISE iR
FIZGHA o
T IFS IR o - B ”W%J%J%?"%%?wﬁ
(B=-.13,p<.01) B FI[pFFRHIF 175 FhiE> 1) & 2T HIAZT
BV (B=.19,p<.001) ~ {I[pI7&™V[p (B=.13, p<.01) fﬂ
B VBRI e et BJF‘IEI*IHF?T @
(B= .24, p<.001) [i' I'|BFF, [P E | 125 [ > =0 PR i |
7911 6% (AR® = .06, AF=22.23, p<.001) tﬂll&ﬁﬁ@*ﬂﬁgg Y
RAEIED o TR VIO RTBIATRISER V)~ B
SCEHT )RR EIF 125 I (R = 12, F=17.05, p<.001) ©
PTATRE R Hf Y BIREVE SRS P
EE AR ) BRI R - TG 1S
T (B P E BE HIS HERIV (B=
- 11, p<.05) F'IJREF FRFEIIT (ot ARSIV
(B=.15,p<.001)~ {1 [ﬂwf%‘fv fil ] (B=.15,p<.01) ?B ' EEE
Tofp ST (B o ABLEE T Y i I (B= -.17,
p<.001) '} EFE?F[[ VRIS s 2 5 PRI AR
3% (AR? = .03, AF=10.30, p<.001 ) $f~ [F2-HFI0BE £l - 73
HEPRAB N & STBIRTHTS BV~ F1 R PV L
FPISE CE R B S0 R T etk (R® = .08
F=10.81, p<.001) = =55 P B » @ Bl £ a3 7
B AP I TR SBIRIE S AR
IRV DI - JISP 2 g LRIV (Rl -
(RO AT SRR R el Oy
ARSI IV 5 T TP R EER 2 pORELE!

i LIPS 12 SRS BV [ M S S SR
FPRERE U I E[JTJI,L PSRBT ( Ames
& Archer, 1988; Eccles, 1983; Pintrich & Schrauben, 1992) —
S PRI R "FE’{‘ G SN SR YA -
ISR T SRS SRV AR
V[ § N SRR L S ?II%TT%?VE IZG A o
774 (Dweck, 1986; Dweck & Leggett, 1988) f’ﬁ[', J ?1,5’5
iiﬁ?ﬁ'ﬂf T T R SR ! 23 B
J Sfse ?@ﬁ\%l—ﬂj Fﬁlﬂﬁiyj %[J??j{,j £, uﬂézgﬂ [,
R P - S DRl R S e (R

LJ‘

*U (s myag » RRIVIF e URLE = opa) - F P
TR s d > SRR PIE e LRLE e p > [N
FPRAVEIZSHLA AU gt e i .m&fﬁl‘% P ISR

R IS ISR pORBE I

T FISFRRE G O AR = RV
M%Eipﬂ%@%@—Eﬁﬂ%vW‘%WﬁEW%%@
o B RS [ T T TR
VIS E;@ﬂiﬁ R Y rj;g_lt VARG
w ﬁ\ﬁﬁywﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ PRS2 R BURE 15T
TR A S [ B IR RS

FJW‘%wﬁ%%7£wﬁ P S TR

U FREV 12556 S T 1 -

T (BT SR A A ]

T APE R IR *Wﬁﬁﬁw?ﬁﬁ@ﬁ
Rﬁ’%ﬁwwﬁg“w@ﬁ$?h%ﬁgrﬁmmﬂ$ﬁéﬁ%
#ep Fﬂ% 4 RIVIERSAOE VR ~ (A A
B B [OTEEIFT £ AT R - E L
SISEIV[EFADE S - SR RO
[ FIRER R PR -

() RIS IP IV  SHHIE A R S

WL T )

PS5 AL e i SRV S
PRI VIEESEFS A i BRI o SIS 3 KR et
B AR Y- VR PORBCTIEL SISV < S
BV 2BV BIpEEIVR) 93T B oL
P G 5V R ORI 1 5 5)
B REIE VR S F ISR IS T e

A0 [ (RS S RO 4 S B
T SIS RV S Pk RS

?
e
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PSS 2 Dy REE RSP SR Rl P

F 0. VIHSISBIVE - SHPAE N SRR RS TSH SR B

@ AR AF R . i Eak e =
p p p

FHSEVR .09 .01 -.06
AHFEIVE -.03 .03 01
FIFIFEIV .02 2.75% -07 .02 02
TFFHAE .09 -.02
(AR EE Al .06 16.20%*x* .08 8,224k -23%k% - 20%%*
AL 1 20%#*
FIZS A 2%
F I3 -.05
Z [ .06 7.96%** 13 8.36%** -.03
S 1% p <05, ¥ p <01, #** p<.001

f

i RIS B Ffﬁ@ﬁyﬂrﬁ&@ (B=-23, p<.001) ¥ il
TR RS > T PRI T T 6% (AR = .06,
AF=16.20, p<.001) S8 Wb ipafpud e | M0 = BE b
B (B=.20, p<.001) ~ FIZSHHA (B=.12, p<.05) Hif'S)
SEER TR PR I R 6% (AR
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