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ABSTRACT

Evaluation plays an essential role in design activity. Many theorist have agreed that designing involves
problem solving or decision making . In evaluation, designers attempt to determine the value of a particular
proposal arrived at by synthesis. And the results of designing, the product, is evaluated twice, objectively
and subjectively.

Alternatives in multi-objective decision problems generally possess numerous attributes by which they
can be described and compared. The evaluation factors include all attributes that have levels specified by
quantitative and qualitative objectives. However since qualitiative factors are difficult to quantify as muneral
estmates, these factors have tended to be ignored without regard for their importance to human content.
Therefore we need some study that convert qualitative attributes into quantitative scale values.

Following to Thurstone’s Psychological scaling methods (The method of successive intervals), attribute
values of TV set are assigned by rating scale methods. The method of successive intervals, like the method
of equal-appearing intervals, requires but a single judgement from each subject for each statement to be
scaled. It is, therefore, a convinient method to use when the number of to be scaled is large.

We make the assumtion that those cumulative proportion distributions are normal for each statement
when they are projected on the unknown psychological continuum.

In this study, we have determined the scale values of 42 statements of TV set by the method of successive
intervals. Then we can apply a test of internal consistency similar to that used with the method of paired
comparisons. We have as our absolute average deviation, — 1.748./252= —~0.0069. We have reason to believe

that our scale values are consistent with the empirical data, because these discrepanicies are very small.
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(E3.1) Cumulative Proportions(Pij)

SUCCESSIVE INTERVALS

STATEMENTS not Important Netural Important
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. 3 a7] 023 033 085 238 577 833 1.000
2. 949 A 017 031 056 148 213 444 1.000
3. AAIEA] 025 060 1129 373 640 840 1.000
4, Bty 017 027 063 156 275 513 1.000
5. A7 E(EFATE) 031 050 .106 342 606 817 1.000
6. F7171%5(EtolH) 019 048 135 367 637 842 1.000
7. 2R 012 029 077 244 508 773 1.000
8. Fwr7ldd 017 129 060 210 A48 708 1.000
9 FRFT z3 015 027 077 250 471 706 1.000
10. &3 3 017 031 038 121 190 387 1.000
1. 4% 008 019 056 304 519 775 1.000
12. TVEA 017 056 129 463 746 902 1.000
13. TVE-A 021 040 133 435 713 879 1.000
14, 2y A 013 031 056 194 363 637 1.000
15. #$47H4 010 019 044 113 254 513 1.000
16, #elfAY) 013 027 077 265 473 679 1.000
17. KSEA| 021 033 044 137 252 467 1.000
18, oFZEIMH] A 015 017 027 067 119 267 1.000
19. W+4 012 019 029 071 129 287 1.000
20. W&2A4 012 013 025 092 .188 387 1.000
21, U§4 002 012 029 217 387 631 1.000
22. g4 008 013 037 163 348 627 1.000
23. A4 010 012 031 087 .163 331 1.000
24, A4 012 012 025 062 115 258 1.000
25, &ukA 013 029 071 240 538 817 1.000
26. AR 006 012 035 215 527 798 1.000
27. AXNF LA 021 027 075 260 554 808 1.000
28. TV el vl 006 025 075 237 533 800 1.000
29. TV ) 23} 008 021 058 .183 A04 683 1.000
30. Felo) A4 033 065 138 415 685 873 1.000
31 534 oAl 012 035 075 319 585 804 1.000
32. A A7HA| 077 135 235 665 879 960 1.000
33 F7- A4 006 031 073 217 454 708 1.000
34, A4 006 012 040 .187 481 ip! 1.000
35. H3- Al A 033 058 112 371 663 860 1.000
36 Ry 012 012 025 065 183 423 1.000
37. gz 008 012 025 075 290 579 1.000
38, o7z 217 010 023 048 237 575 794 1.000
39, AlEol o 012 012 031 060 113 277 1.000
40. NHA T2 012 019 037 090 169 348 1.000
41. 2§ oln# 019 042 092 367 640 831 1.000
42, T4 019 048 087 487 737 888 1.000
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(E3.2) Normal Deviates(Zi})

A SUCCESSIVE INTERVALS
STATEMENTS 1 7 3 1 5 6

1 —1.995 —1.838 —1.372 713 154 .966
2 — 1.866 —1.589 —~1.045 — .796 - 141
3 —1.960 —1.555 - 1131 - 324 358 .994
4 —1.927 —1.530 - 1.011 - .598 033
5 - 1.866 —1.645 —1.248 — 407 .269 904
6 —1.665 —1.103 — 340 .350 1.003
7 — 1.896 —1.426 - 693 020 749
8 — 1.896 —1.5565 — 806 - 131 548
9 —1.927 — 1426 - 674 — 073 542
10 — 1.866 - 1.774 -1.170 - 878 — 287
11 —1.589 — 513 048 755
12 — 1.589 - 1131 —- .093 662 1.293
13 —2.034 —1.751 - 1112 - 164 .562 1.170
14 - 1.866 — 1.589 - 863 .350 .350
15 - 1.706 —1211 - .662 033
16 - 1.927 - 1.426 — .628 — 068 465
17 —2.034 —1.838 —1.706 —1.094 - 668 - 083
18 —-1.927 —1.499 —1.180 — 622
19 —1.896 — 1.468 —1.131 — .562
20 —1.960 —-1.329 - .885 — .287
21 —1.896 - 782 - 287 335
22 - 1.787 - 982 — 391 324
23 — 1.866 —1.359 - 982 — A37
24 —1.960 —1.638 — 1200 = 650
25 —1.896 — 1.468 — 706 095 904
26 -1.812 - 789 068 834
27 —2.034 —1.927 —1.440 - 643 136 871
28 —1.960 — 1440 — 716 083 842
29 —2.034 —1.572 — 904 — .243 476
30 —1.838 —1514 —1.089 — 215 482 1.141
31 —1.812 —1.440 — 470 215 .856
32 —1.426 —1.103 — 722 426 1.170 1.751
33 — 1.866 —1454 — 782 — .116 548
34 —1.751 — .889 - 048 742
35 —1.838 —1.572 —1216 — 329 421 1.080
36 —1.960 —1514 - 904 — .194
37 —2.034 —1.440 — 553 199
38 - 1.995 — 1.665 - 716 189 820
39 - 1.866 — 1.555 —1211 — 592
40 - 1.787 —1.341 - .958 - 391
41 —1.728 - 1.329 — 340 .358 958
42 —1.665 1353 030 634 1.216
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(H#3.3) Estimates of interval Width(Wij)

SUCCESSIVE INTERVALS

STATEMENTS 71 32 43 54 65
1 157 466 659 907 172
2 277 544 249 655
3 405 423 807 682 636

4 397 519 413 631
5 221 397 841 676 635

6 562 .763 690 653
7 470 733 713 729
8 341 749 675 679

9 501 752 601 615

10 092 604 291 591
11 1.076 .561 707

12 458 1.038 795 631
13 .283 639 348 726 608
14 277 726 513 700
15 495 549 695
16 501 798 560 .533
17 195 132 612 426 585
18 428 319 558
19 428 337 569
20 631 444 598

21 1114 495 622
22 805 591 715
23 507 377 545
24 422 .338 550
25 428 .762 801 809
26 1.023 857 .766
27 .106 487 797 79 735
28 520 724 79 759
29 461 668 661 719
30 324 425 873 697 659
31 372 970 685 641
32 323 381 1.148 744 581
33 412 672 666 664
34 862 841 790
35 266 356 886 750 659
36 446 ' 610 710
37 .593 887 752

38 330 948 905 631
39 311 344 619
40 446 383 567
41 399 .988 698 600
42 311 1.323 664 582
(1) SUM 2.280 10.458 31.130 25.880 27.552
@ n 9 27 42 42 42
(3) W+j .253 387 741 616 656
(4) Cum.W-j 253 636 1.377 1.993 2,649
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(¥3.4) Computation of Scale Value

25

STATEMENTS 1+[(50~>'P,)/Pw](W-}) =SCALE VALUE
1 1.377+[(.50—.238)/.3381(.616) = 1.854
* 2 2.649+[(50—.444)/.2781(568) = 2.763
3 1.377+[(50—.373)/.267](616) = 1.670
4 1.993—[(.50—.275)/.238](.656) = 2.613
5 1.377+[(50—.342)/.2631(.616) = 1.747
6 1377+ [ (50— .367)/.2691(.616) = 1.681
7 1.377+ [ (50—.244)/.263](.616) = 1976
8 1.993+ [ (50— .448)/.2601(.656) = 2.124
9 1.993+ [ (50— 471)/.235](.656) = 2.073
* 10 2649+ [ (50— .387)/.3061(.568) = 2858
11 1.377+{ (50— .304)/2151(.616) = 1.938
12 1377+ 0(50— 463)/.283](.616) = 1457
13 1.377+[(50—.435)/.2791(.616) = 1520
14 1.993+ [(.50~.363)/.273](.656) = 2.322
15 1.993+ [(.50—.254)/.2601(.656) = 2613
16 1.993+[(.50—.473)/.206](.656) = 2.078
* 17 2649+ (50— .467)/.266](.568) = 2.719
* 18 2649+ (50— .267)/.3661(.568) = 3010
* 19 2,649+ [ (50— .287)/.3561(.356) = 2.988
* 20 2649+ [ (50— .387)/.3061(.568) = 2.858
21 1.993+[(.50—.387)/.2441(.656) = 2.296
22 1.993+[(50—.348)/.2797(.656) = 2.350
23 2649+ [(50—.331)/.3341(.568) = 2.936
* 24 2.649+ [ (50— .258)/.3711(.568) = 3.019
25 1.377+[(.50—.240)/.298](.616) = 1914
26 1.377+{(50—.215)/.3121(.616) = 1.939
27 1377+ (50— .260)/.294]( 616) = 1.879
28 1.377+[(50—.237)/.2961(.616) = 1.924
29 1.993+[{50—.404)/.2791(656) = 2218
30 1.377+[(50—.415)/.2691(616) = 1571
31 1.377+[(50—.319)/.265](.616) = 1.797
32 636+[(50—.235)/431](.741) = 1.091
33 1.993+[(.50—.454)/.2541(656) = 2.111
34 1.993+[ (50— .481)/.290](.656) = 2.035
35 1.377+[(50—.371)/.2921(.616) = 1.649
* 36 2649+ [(.50—.423)/.2881(.568) = 2.800
37 1.993+ [(.50—.290)/.2881(.656) = 2471
38 1.377+[(50—.237)/.338]( 616) = 1856
* 39 2.649+[(50—.277)/.3611(.568) = 2.999
* 40 2.649+[(.50—.348)/.3261(.568) = 2913
41 1.377+ (.50~ .367)/.2731(.616) = 1677
42 1377+ [(50—.487)/.250](.616) = 1.409

(%35 ghehe] 50% 01 4o] vhAl KTkl 9 499 Scale Value)
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(E3.5) Scale Values in the Last Interval

PROPORTIONS Normal Deviates
STATEMENTS| Below Within Below Diff
Lower Limit Interval Midpoint Lower Limit Midpoint
(1) (2) 3) 4) (5) ®)—@
1 833 167 316 966 1.379 413
2 444 556 722 —.141 .589 730
3 840 160 920 994 1.405 411
4 513 487 .756 033 693 660
5 817 .183 908 904 1.329 425
6 842 158 921 1.003 1421 418
7 773 227 886 749 1.206 457
8 708 292 854 548 1.054 506
9 706 .294 853 542 1.049 .507
10 387 613 693 287 504 791
11 775 225 887 755 1.211 456
12 902 098 951 1.293 1.655 .362
13 879 121 939 1.170 1.546 376
14 637 363 818 .350 908 558
15 513 487 756 033 693 660
16 679 321 839 465 990 525
17 467 533 733 —.083 749 .832
18 267 733 633 ~-.622 340 .962
19 287 713 643 —.562 .366 .928
20 387 613 .693 —.287 504 791
21 631 369 815 335 8396 561
22 627 373 813 324 889 .565
23 331 669 .665 —.437 454 891
24 .258 742 .629 —.650 312 979
25 817 183 908 904 1.329 425
26 798 202 .899 834 1.276 442
27 .808 192 .9504 871 1.305 434
28 800 .200 900 842 1.282 440
29 .683 317 841 A76 999 523
30 873 127 .936 1.141 1522 381
31 804 .196 902 856 1.293 437
32 960 .040 .980 1.751 2.054 303
33 708 292 854 548 1.054 506
34 771 229 385 742 1.200 458
35 860 140 930 1.080 1.476 .396
36 423 577 711 -.19%4 .556 .750
37 579 421 789 199 803 604
38 794 .206 879 820 1.265 445
39 277 723 638 ~.592 353 945
40 348 652 674 —.391 451 842
41 831 .169 915 958 1.372 414
42 888 112 944 1.216 1.589 373
SUM. 23.882
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FIRS] gl 50% ol 4ol AWAA ERd £ A9-9
Scale Value& BT 71 ok

oz vixlet FERIRRCl LBl 50%ol4to] &
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Qholl A A3 who} o) vz o} FiESRIFES FRRAS
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TRRE Aelg &7] Aol v 2t g 50% o] AH<]
Hlo] ¥R oW RBIESY Scale ValueS B
e Roloh

A71Me MSRE ol RS FTRRE7A 9
A7k 26490122 RIH(2)Y A $8) 556% 7}
vkt el ¥olAl H, 1 Scale Value: tha-#

2% 3.1. Scale Values in TV Set

Zol I,

SV(2)=2.649+[(.50— .444) / .278] (.568) =2.763
(% 3. 4)9] *3E7} n}x2t gomlol HiETol 50% o] 4o
Folv %9 Scale Valued Hitiolt},

3) M#—H(Internal Consistency) 2] #zt

—HEdA A o ol NEK —el BHE KT
RO #AEE g 2o —HHEEA n(n—
D20 BaRl RIS el ol REME FIE
Aok, A7 @E(BEIDE HES BHRY HHIAo) o
T—%E 4A9d Aot} WA o2 FR—Hrt Ag
4% Scale Value7} fS881) datast R4 5 2] ¥2-& WA

e A7 g

FTIERE Rl N —He KBS FE)
HAstod LB EMEAY) n/le) Scale Valuet k—2
o] EiEEol t8S 2=} o714 ke RPEIEE 2o
Ae Ry folt

(& 3. D data®] th3ted 4270 9] Scale Value$} 7—2
=570°] WMEIES Fatal AR 47700 @WAEES 2
= o] HABKE o] &3l FpEH 4270 BIE 2tz
ek Bl RESAE BEHIO

(( 3. D #58% datas] didt] @2 n(k—17H9
HIETol Aoz #ibel EBESITH = 47709
MMBBEA 42(7-1)-25270 9] HFIES BHSHA "ot

(E3.6)9 AZo] LEM HMEEAL 427]9) f9E




28 UIEIEY BT 1990. Vold. No.l

et Scale Value/b Fad4 9}, “1e)an el 9]
LY RS ol Bl fdol ek loh
FAFuRE Ol MEol A 2h2be) Riprie) RULHAE fRETeke]
st EREE Zi®) #6090 i o) 71}&01 m'm
HAEE S FEEY f’“’ flidese H-E] B A s A
ol xRyl MR WIvhGE 3.6)

1B g o) kS Fisted (3 3. 6) 2] Masm
IEMR Aol st Mamny ”’fult i Py i Qish
(3£ 3. D8] 2 Fle] sl fafin & LI SRt ol
FomnE o of 2 REISR o] RUELRY "’Oﬂ gk Ao 9
of 2 BRI Ari) Alolth

ol 71l &l (3L 3. 1)2] dSahis Rl M (3 3.
7)% Bl pi Puékol R A ¥l o] B
HORTAG O] Aol Watdh, ity Aire] el 252:8
Lhy-of s EE P (absolute average deviation), 1.
74872527 —0.00695r 1uULE ol A REwhG o]

RIggegel] »ofd 739- Slofrl iy el fispind 4
,’[:

e We ghos
4) FUEANL] $Eiy
FPC LRl o & WAL el (TATRUE L WM
el s (38 30 )t

A

(Coefficient of Variance) i
(g 3. 2)2 2o
5 CVisel Kol P b fie] B & Meoji

ALE o vlo A GERAE VL Aa, RECPIEETE &
BAPETT O o0 SHNE, OO B el Al B 08 ofiE A
oful 2 Q9 it ALk, € e, o bRy SRS, G0
’Hiﬁ‘ LRI RN 5L T S T §f°l TL, 00 AR,
G0 B SLiLnd) mkig el Tl D KShok o f
FERL Wl o Jiekel fnce fvnnhk:.foll drehiz dojlo,
SR EL PR Y shal RO P b e, @
WAERTS: vl abed, G0 TVIRAES) St 1) TV %
Bl Al WRREME, 93 TVAEHE ) ~”+ﬂ & T
BefCPE, v allsd - Albel B Ao BRAE, o0 B OnBRAE
(Eholm, fiFii o), o JUMBECL T - s ), ab
RTRARTEE L] RE AN SIS A G ISR F 74 L T o
ﬁ‘ﬂ‘tﬁ BefCPE, ol “'”Oﬂ Mook Aol bzo] o Al g
thel dfgel &akiz e M40 )

}O;O' 1 30309k ol Scale Value(SV)9} Q
Value(QV) 9] RN A SV /F 0 a5 QL wbes
G W] g9 'F(’”JJ*F” 4latar Q.

SO Hab Fel HIM- Pearson Correla-
tionol 2} &l IOW 3.9 gk wpepAl, 0o1vlghe]
il A A ol A bVS?} QViz AYE e KIS Holn
Ao, SVl Cviz w2 o HIBHS Koo glom,
LA CVeF Vs A Ws] e HIBHS Kol Qlrh(3f
3.9)

(& 3.9) Correlations

SV1 Qv M SD Ccv
SV1 1.0000 —.6848 % * 9921 * * —.6479 % * 9044 * *
Qv 6848 * * 1.0000 —.B527 * * 6942 % * 6609 * *
M 9921 % * —.6527 % * 1.0000 - 6913 % * -.9408 * *
SD — B479 % * 6942 % * —.6913 % * 1.0000 8776 % *
Cv —.9044 * ¥ 6609 * * — 9408 * * B776* * 1.0000
Minimum pairwise N of casses © 42 2-tailed Signi f % -.01 * * — 001

" is printed if a coefficient cannot be cannot computed

12) Ibid.. pp. 135~138.

HEPBIE S ol 241 Edwards®F Thurstone(1952) & 10f169] k-2 9fi el Hilist ¢ vIFRG ol
- 17 el R 10f o] Fuly e

VX 025T i ovl, Jrudal Edwards(1952) 1

o1 gk ol A
Mnisakal o219 G ek,
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(E3.6) Theoretical notmal deviates(Zij)

SCALE VALUES CUMULATIVE INTERVAL WIDTHS
OF STATEMENTS 000 249 636 1.377 1.993 2.649

(1.854) 1 —1.854 —1.605 —1.218 —1477 139 795
(2.763) 2 —2.763 —2.514 —2.127 —1.386 - 77 - 114
(1670) 3 —1.670 —1421 —1.034 — 293 323 979
(2.613) 4 —2.613 —2.364 —1.977 —1.236 — 619 036
(1.747) 5 —1.747 —1498 — 1111 — .370 .246 901
(1.681) 6 —1.681 —1.432 —1.045 — .304 312 967
(1.976) 7 —1976 —1.727 —134 - 599 017 673
(2.124) 8 —2.124 —1.965 -1.578 — 837 — 221 435
(2.073) 9 —2.073 —1.824 —1.437 — .696 - .079 576
(2.858) 10 —2.858 —2.609 —2.222 —1.481 — .865 - .209
(1.938) 11 —1.938 —1.689 —1.302 - 561 .065 711
(1457) 12 — 1457 —1.208 - 821 — .080 .536 1.192
(1.520) 13 ~1.520 —1.271 — .884 - 143 473 1.129
(2.322) 14 —2.322 —2.073 —1.686 — 945 — .329 326
(2613) 15 —2.613 —2.364 —1.977 —1.236 - 619 036
(2.078) 16 —2.078 —1.829 ~1.442 — 701 — .085 570
(2719) 17 —2.719 —2470 —2.083 —1.342 — 726 — .070
(3.010 18 —3.010 —2.761 —2.374 —1.633 —1.017 — .361
(2.988) 19 —2.988 —2.739 —2.352 —1.611 — 994 — 339
(2.858) 20 —2.858 —2.609 —2.222 —1481 — .865 — .209
(2.296) 21 —2.296 —2.047 —1.660 — 919 — .303 .352
(2.350) 22 —2.350 —2.101 —1.714 - 972 — .356 299
(2.936) 23 —2.936 —2.687 —2.300 —1.559 — 943 — .287
(3.019) 24 —3.019 —2.770 —2.383 —1.642 —1.026 — .370
(1914) 25 —1914 —1.665 —1.278 — .537 079 734
(1939 26 —1.939 —1.690 —1.303 — .562 054 710
(1.879) 27 —1.879 —1.630 —1.243 - 502 114 770
(1924) 28 —1.924 —1.675 —1.288 — .547 069 724
(2218) 29 —2.218 —1.969 —1.582 — 840 — 224 431
(1571 30 —1571 —1.322 — .935 — .194 422 1.078
(1.797) 31 —1.797 —1.548 —1.161 — 420 .196 851
(1.091) 32 —1.091 - 841 — 455 .286 902 1.558
(2.111) 33 —2.111 —1.862 — 1475 — 734 — .118 537
(2.035) 34 —2.035 —1.786 —1.399 — 658 — .042 613
(1.649) 35 —1.649 —1.400 —1.013 — 272 344 999
(2.800) 36 —2.800 —2.551 —2.164 —1423 — 807 — .151
(2471) 37 —2.471 —2.222 —1.835 —1.094 — 478 178
(1.856) 38 —1.856 —1.607 —1.22 — 479 137 793
(2.999) 39 —2.999 —2.750 —2.363 —1.622 —1.006 — .350
(2913) 40 —2.913 — 2,664 —2.277 - 1536 — 920 — .264
(1.677) 41 —1.677 ~1428 —1.041 — .300 316 971
(1.409) 42 —1.409 —1.16 - 773 — .032 584 1.24
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(#3.7) Theorical Cumulative Distributions(Pij")

STATEMENTS SUCCESSIVE INTERVALS
1 2 3 4 5 6

1 032 054 112 327 .555 787
2 003 006 017 083 220 455
3 048 078 150 385 627 836
4 044 009 024 108 .268 ol4
5 040 067 133 356 597 816
6 046 076 148 380 623 833
7 024 042 090 275 507 750
8 017 025 057 201 413 .668
9 019 034 076 243 469 718
10 002 005 013 069 193 417
11 026 046 096 287 522 761
12 073 114 206 468 704 .883
13 064 102 .188 443 682 871
14 010 019 046 172 371 628
15 004 009 024 108 268 514
16 020 034 075 242 466 716
17 003 007 019 090 234 472
18 001 003 009 051 154 .359
19 001 003 009 053 160 .367
20 002 005 013 .069 .193 417
21 001 020 048 179 381 638
22 009 018 043 165 .361 617
23 001 004 011 060 173 387
24 001 003 008 050 152 .356
25 028 048 101 296 531 768
26 026 045 096 287 521 761
27 030 052 107 308 545 779
28 027 047 099 292 527 765
29 015 025 057 .200 411 667
30 058 093 175 423 663 859
31 036 061 123 337 578 803
32 137 200 325 612 816 940
33 017 032 070 231 453 704
34 021 037 081 255 483 730
35 050 081 155 393 635 841
36 003 .005 015 077 210 440
37 007 013 033 137 316 571
38 032 054 111 316 504 786
39 001 003 009 062 157 363
40 001 004 012 062 179 .396
41 047 077 149 382 624 834
42 079 123 220 487 720 892
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(H3.8) Coefficient of Variance)

STATEMENTS STATISTICS STATEMENTS STATISTICS

M* SD* cv* Qv* M SD Ccv Qv
1 5.21 1.30 249 1.60 22 5.80 1.23 212 1.85
2 6.09 1.36 223 1.39 23 6.36 113 177 1.10
3 4.93 143 290 2.06 24 6.51 1.04 159 0.71
4 594 1.37 242 1.70 25 5.29 1.27 240 1.72
5 5.04 143 283 207 26 5.40 115 212 171
6 4.95 140 282 2.05 27 5.25 131 249 1.83
7 5.35 132 .246 1.89 28 532 1.26 236 1.77
8 5.52 1.34 242 1.98 29 5.64 1.28 226 1.91
9 545 1.39 .255 2.14 30 4.79 142 296 1.94
10 6.21 1.29 207 1.29 31 517 1.33 257 2.04
11 531 1.29 242 212 32 4.05 1.38 340 1.36
12 4.68 1.30 277 1.66 33 551 1.34 .243 201
13 4.77 1.33 278 1.84 34 5.50 116 210 171
14 5.70 1.35 236 1.98 35 4.90 1.40 285 1.91
15 6.04 1.23 203 151 36 6.28 1.09 173 1.29
16 546 141 258 1.30 37 6.01 1.09 181 159
17 6.04 1.35 223 1.55 38 531 1.22 229 1.76
18 6.48 1.10 .169 0.77 39 6.49 1.05 161 0.81
19 6.45 111 172 0.88 40 6.32 118 186 1.16
20 6.28 115 183 1.28 41 5.00 1.36 272 2.00
21 5.72 1.25 218 213 42 4.73 1.28 270 1.68

* M=means, SD=standard deviation, CV=coefficient of variance, QV=interquartile value

1% 3.2. Coefficients of Variances

coefficients of variances
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1Y 3.3. Scale Values and Q Values

scale values and q values
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1. %7 EMEE: (the method of successive intervals) ol
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