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2 MEMETH B, Z OO o bR
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FEIREME A SE 111 12 VW Tw 5,

Absorbed A 7 v 7 L ZEFOMICHDORIRD D
5720 F72, Absorbed A T v 7 Hlik & SEHE D]
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W3 20 bR 5. 1EER 2R TS,
WO FHAD ELT S (Wagar, 1998), Hit -
T, ROWGFERFHA R I NS,
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WARETREHMEEEREN 212 HTHh 5 L3
OHREMM L 11 HE 21 HORETIZ, A
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Notes : Level of significance : *** p < .01 ; ** p < .05; * p < .10
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Notes : Level of significance @ *** p < 01 ; ** p < .05; * p < .10
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