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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

AMEE B 8 TRT BOWRY Q HiBEL i

HEA ,RFAE

(1. SR 22 0B B , 520 550025 ;2. B 4% Be, LB 556011)

B BQEMERMTHATAFTRAALSELEZANELAR, E2Yan TR TRA
SHAETHE, ALEIEAR, ZHT AR Q EEI e fTH aiME S £ HE LB B
MBI A, FRERAN . (DAB M S 4R HUERB AR EF EERB; Q) ELKS
AT, AR fn ERA LA B ER00 QBRI L it EH AN S AR
MBI, B B A B R ELETELEEAN,

XBR:ZHABRSER;QEE,AEN L%, TANMS %

HE 525 :B841.2 CHKERARTS A
1 5|5

Q KE M AR SR TA T2 B ¥4l ( Cognitive Di-
agnostic Assessment, CDA) , ] i FHRRTH 5E
Z a5 F (Tatsuoka, 1985 ) , BV 6 4549 . — M1
FLQHEMRE I xK W IR B, NS
—FIRE—TEH, B—TRE-ITE. & QE
B IITR g =1, RATH j BT Ak, &0
gz =0 LFR b, Q AL A AT CDA, 7] DLH
F £ 4 B & W 3 i ( Multidimensional Item Re-
sponse Theory , MIRT) , 7E MIRT ', Q 45 [ ) 5 —
FIRE—NHEERE ST ¢, = | FRTH BT 45
k, % W g, =0 ( Embretson & Yang, 2013; Wang &
Nydick,2015)

TE MIRT o, —A Q FE MR T AT SR A UE R
FMRA RS AT, b SRR S ER TR .
RTINS 8 R — 2ok
(BAege 1t ¥ ) sl iR Al sl (DLt it
Jr1%:) (Xu & Zhang,2016) . EH ik, FE# T —1 Q %
REEBST , 2 B S5 IR AL R

Hai, MIRT B 5% # ( Chalmers, 2020; Fu et
al. ,2021;Man et al. ,2019;Sun et al. ,2016 ; Wang &
Nydick ,2015;Xu et al. ,2022) 3R F FRE R A 5] Iy 2=
HE S Béguin 1 Glas (2001) P4 & Holman Fi Glas
(2005 ) BB~ RAEMIT —2: (1) Q HFE 20 H
G—M(K-1) xK [ FHEEQ" , HLK ¢; =0,H
RIERN L, Hj=1,- K-1,k=j+1,- K,
BTRE I S8 BRI E & w0, B 7 55
S0 K BB I MU IER ;5 (2)Q R
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DAELE A T GRS B 7E Pl 4 B _E i X 40 [
AR, BRSNS E I RERN p b 0,3 7 3 H it
WEZITTIER . RE LIRWIR Iy £ 7] 1 5. 5% %
(Holman & Glas,2005) ,{H 3. 7] § B fliit BUREE
I mEMITT R, TRENEZRER, AT
Fem HAG TG B (Wang,2004) o (R IE, AHEE T 55—
T S T L SRR

4 Q ZEME R AR B MESR G, H T RN 2
ZIRHN SPGB E R, LT B S8t
Be I S Em &, AR — B RN FERIEAREL R
MIETIR T ,Q R & R E— M ERE I B %
NWSEEH P FE E 85 (Adams et al. , 1997 ; Bab-
cock,2011; Cho et al.,2021; Wang, 2015; Wang &
Nydick ,2015) , AHRL BRI : X T H 241, Q %6
VB A2 2= W 0 5 2 80t 1 B il e AR S i K, R T
HE 5 22 (Wang & Nydick,2015) ;%F FaE h S %
&, Q FH A Z N S H AR E S
EJb, TR B 822 (Wang ,2015) . A5k, 40w AT
BN Q M S ERT B S8Us AR B, T
W EEAMERT B S8 SR 2800 &b A
FE (Feuerstahler,2018 ; Wang,2015)

ERYE FRBESR S5, WA I E [E) &4
B (BT AU E — M) SR ILE Q
Bt ST, SR 2 ROl & 48 B B0 H X
BR (Wang & Nydick,2015) , X Q iR AT
BESINEE 5 gn ) 38 B T4, AL, T H [R] 2
T B Q JE IR T e 2 4E X /) & ( Multidimen-
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sional Discrimination, MDISC ) /A 5 fff 5 3 f¥) 10 T 5%
M, Reckase FI McKinley ( 1991 ) A % Yao #i
Schwarz(2006) ¥548 £, 7 H B9 MDISC #% 5 W 5E 42
BE R B R, X B TS 8 S 8um & A
TR

4,4 Q MM REERGIMERSG, ZW
IR a7 T BB X — AR, 4 SCRAE
BRI — R MIRT &R Q FEFE L]
W B LR RS, MIRT BEELH] 70 o4+ 2 A EE b
BEPIA A SO S TEAME: MIRT #5883 2 R ik
BV H H, HAEAME MIRT A58 1 S 80 fh T X B2
L /N8
2 EHMR
2.1 BERKIT

MR N K=3 MK=5WMEHRJNK
HIEERAE , 40 J =3K.J =4K . J =5K 1 J = 6K, & Fp
THBEU SRR I HE I 1 23,1 £ 4,
1 &S5 E6(EWMR 4,2016) , £ FiRBER,
B QHEMYRLEE A L, KL ARIEBIAIA
Mo 755 Q L E RN I, B NRAE
W, Q &EFF I H M 2 4Eiit, WA H N 24tk
Tho XFT Q BERERR I SMHIES ST, F2 40T J5 N8 E
B K=3,0Q 5EEER I SMER o0 BT R WA~ 4E B2
MEAEERFKT, 2 HE R K =2 F K =3,
#FQEHEH I AR K =1, HK=5,Q
FERARR T SBT3 J0 PO P 7K P, 00 B 4 BT
EAYERE U EE R AR, 3 RiEh K =2,
Ki =3 K; =4 MK =5, # Q M Iy 4,
Mgk Ky =1,

J TSR HE T AR Q HMFikit,
AHIFE FHE S Chen A (2017) KB AR Q 45
BEXHTBIESH., B—5, USENSHEBITF
T ( Multidimensional Two — Parameter Logistic, M2PL)
F& A (Reckase ,2009) N EAEARI, h K=3 f1 K =5 43
FIAER—NRERE J=6K, HENHHHME K
AR RIS, X 7 ESH e, N U(L,2)
BEMLAMEL, BEE S8 d; A N(0, 1) FPBEHLARIE ( Cho
et al. ,2021) , X B & M2PL A 3 B2 [Ny H
B w R ESBAb TR B, M2PL AR A R K «

exp( sz=lajk G0 + dj) (1)
1 +exp( Zszlajkqjkaik + dj)

Hrp 0,=(0,,02,",0x) "HGR L W K 4EBE )
SR R, AR T, A RS KO KS
ZAF BIAERE Q R M K HI H S8 (EERE Q 25 ULt

P(Y,=118,) =

R) o BJa, AL Q MRS B, ARYETH B B
PAK Q SEFE &R BB I B0R , A AR & RN
QM RHITHZSH ., TXLLKS =2 HHiHH &
JEWi

(DHETFEN QEBE2PHE 1 I, HLTE
K =2 §ALnl Q FEFE , HAT K478 T 4LA%, TR
ARAT B FEATLI 2 P B2 T E . A,
LAY Q AERE T B S0 I B I 46: R By B 3RAR o
BRWE,EWHj WET4E kB2 o), SR
W55 a, M5, GNRE R 0, X TFHH ;B 4;, %
AT HEEE K d %, (2) £ RER Q %1
JG, 4 J=XK(XH3.45HMM6 PHEE—TE)H
Lo BN 1, it Q SERE OV ZEA Q JEI4 1WA XK 4T ;
LU BBEATE I BER 2,0 Q 4B M MHT 2K
FrE 2 4> T G, HR B 0 2Rl Q RN 2K + 1
B XKIT; AW BHEATH T, BER 3,0 Q JHkE
IR 3K 4T H 3 A~ I B0, R b E&Eal Q 414
B 3K +1 2 XK 47, HAR e r LA 2eHE . 7 4h % F
BAPRIT A B Q JEME, KU H SR E XS
At Q AL, AR ZALTEFix e Q 5 MR H
ZRATHAL Q FEMERYALAE 13RS

PREL N = 1000, G877 S 80 & FAE N MVN
(0,3) HEEHLERE, Hrp 32X AR R 1,365
FALRITRILATT Jr A BT Jr 2500 S 4
ZIE AR, 2 IAEX AL ITER A U(0.1,0.3) Hp
BEHLAMI ; 2445 4k BE Z A R A 2, SRR £t
=M U0.5,0.7) P BEHLHIEL ( Cho et al. ,2021)
FREITA S EE RIS M2PL BRI AL AR
5

x5 BB H S G iR EE N HR B E
R, FIER T LRSI, ABFRR IR E A T H
SHEETHRZEMF &M, ERTESEHIHRZEN
A, T B 280k R B % B MH - RM
( Metropolis — Hastings Robbins — Monro ) & % ( Cai,
2010) , iZ et 2 B mirt 45 ( Chalmers ,2012) 52 5%, 4R
E¥EHER TR S En &1, £ HE S
fitRER AT, BB H S8 EEHN TR
P mEit. BIOSEmERNHTTRIBERR
f&i +1 ( Expected A Posteriori, EAP; Segall, 1996 ) ,,
EAP A5 b2 ¥ S 300 J5 B o0 A A 1R i HoAk 1t
{8, R HFRI K A% (Wang 2015 ) , (H AL /] H 58
#f MCMC 2 3R ## ( Ulitzsch et al. ,2022), H T
mirt 1 T55E BT BT A R4, IR T R A JAGS
(Plummer,2017 ) ) MCMC B ¥k & , B IR 2
T BOE PR RENLAR s SR BHREE , 3%48 10000 )
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ETT 4000 YN THAE . B RB SIS E0n R Mk
SR ZICIES T, KA & AT A TR AN O
HIm&E. J35h, 7% mirt 6 1) fscores BREL, X H I
HSHUG TR 2R MH - RM ST by 2=
MR ZI0IEZS A0 A0 W Iy 250, 6 W B Hok
P 2550 M () ELAEAE i 2 JC IE S 40 A0 B B 7 2558
ME. R AR IE S 80 Ml T B 45 SR Ak B i sl b
HE, I ERE R4S BKI T/ T 1. 2(Gelman & Rubin,
1992) . A RAVELAT 2 Man 55 A (2019) IR .

BRT Q SEMESN, Bkt BB A 20 DA/
IRES =
2.2 EMIEAF

K J571R 2= ( Mean Square Error, MSE ) 21
Wil B SHURE TG EE -
Zle(xr _xr)z
R )

K BRI B ( Mean Euclidean Distance,
Mean ED) ( Chen et al. ,2017) ETEMBE I BB &
PTG RE «

MeanED =

MSE =

Zf:l Zivzl[ ZkK:IHikr ~ Hikr)2:|m
NxR (3
A r W - RER H R =20;x, flx, 52510
% r REZMAEITHES FE( alkrﬂl O M), kiR
FE BT
2.3 BMER
B 1EIT K=3 1560 HSHGTRERNT
THEDZHREATHBESR(FEEENR,
B0 H R S 4ES0H AR S I BE R, At
LR SRUARARTAT, K 2 ER 4 FBD . 5 Q
RS I B8N L i B I H A 2 4E0t 2
SRR, HEE Ik B0 EJT ENZ RN ZES
BEZm/N, S Ky =1 RIEE . 56 KF K
=2 RIRM, RN Ky =1 MK =3, &
HEBRRE T K =3, HRIABEZHRMATIL
TEIZEK =1, BEMr & THES T =1,
lﬁﬂk%ﬁ‘é%% Ka* =3 Tf/'éxﬁx_t’ﬁtzf‘ K; =1, lg 2
ZIT K =3 LB SHMHITRERMAET M5
HRo BMEL, & QEFRITHRIMILTEIEZ
PG TR ZE W &0, BRI 2 )R LBEH S 1
—H
K3 BT K=5EHI BN REFMN
THEASHEEBMSITRELS R, 5 K=3 H5R
KL, 5 Q S T B L i, PR IE N
ZHRHBTZ HPERRK . HE I BE LT, EA]

ZEZEREZE/N, BS K =1 MRAER. 4
GKRE K =2 WRIRMN, ERET K =3.K
=1\K5* =4 %ﬂ Ks* =5, %%E%%%,K; =4 H@%‘%
RETEZE AT HESEMLT K5 =1,(H7ER
FHTHRS T K =1, HAGRA R K =4 8
WEMF K =1, B4 2T K=5 T HSHK
fETHRZERE TSR B, & Q MR
R TETEHSEAMTHRZE SR, X RTE
BRQEEHELIEWNR(WNKS =5), A, H4 12
B EIRIASE 3 —3.

MR 1 ZitR 3 20 TUHS A TGRS
Ro SRR Q EERE L, SHMMMITHKEET
Fetas, HAB TRIES L, X ESHZ B
BR. B MRS, SEONMETHEERE TG
P, X BEER 5 Cho 55 A (2021) BBFIE 45 R — B,
Ak, Be IS8 B A TR BEAKIH &S A H A
BT, RS A S R 1 E BRI E R T RE )
SHn =R

WA, BB I S8 EAG TR , U H R 24k ik
THIEAREM BT, MERMIE N 43 (K
=3.K; =4 F1 K; =5) BAEFRHETE = #Y MDISC, {H
T RBAETH SRS, HER I S8
T ERRBGE A R E AT H A 24501, X
U= Q MR ELA RS S50 &A1 LG
P, T 2SR MDISC FZSHUA TR 2= o

&5, AT BEE NG, RERNISH &
MG Sz B A, T H S48 71k B 248
TCR AL , 32 R A T B B0 Y i< B R bE
Pl XT 68 )1 & 80a & i i+ 8 T 38 ( Feuerstahler,
2018) , 13 B S 800 Ak 11K BE BB MO T 0 3R
Fige 71 28w B 8940 Aii ( Feuerstahler,2018 ; Wang,
2015),
3 BHEERE
3.1 %4

) Q FEIEBEH AL B T A [R] ) 4 5 141
2% 4 M MIRT BE8U g R R S E RIS B0 A8 &
AR, A SCERT AW AR B, DS
AV A AR, B S 3 — B R T AR
Q FE M T AR ISR L I SRS TG BE BT 1 LW 32
ma, BFFREE SRR (1) 3 H [ 245 UTE S H
SEAE B SRR () ELEREBHEMH T, mER
TG FIIN B A4 B2 B30 H A Q P RE 1R L
HeHA T BEAR ) 1 BB 07 S 8Um = A THE ., (R B 3
HZHTH iR E W e T B2 E N .
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MeanED

MeanED

MeanED

J=4K J=6K
1.6 1.6 1.6
L5 L5 L5
1.4 1.4 1.4
1.3 4 1.3 1.3 4
1.2 A 1.2 1.2 - K
L1 3 1.1 L1 - =
1 1 1- =
0.9 0.9 0.9
0.8 0.8 0.8
0.7 0.7 0.7 .
1 2 3 4 5 5 1 2 3
1.6 1.6
1.5 - 1.5 -
1.4 1.4
1.3 1.3
L2 L2 K
L1 L1 =
14 14 bicg
0.9 0.9 -
0.8 0.8 IR gz e 5
0.7 0.7
1 2 3 4 5 5 1 2 3
LEE
@ K'=1 WK'=2 #K=3
1 gehsHEEHITEE(K=3 BERESHGITZE)
J=3K J=4K J=5K J=6K
1.6 1.6
1.5 - 1.5 -
1.4 1.4
1.3 1.3
1.2 4 1.2+ K
L1 L1 =
1 1 Je<4
0.9 " 0.9
0.8 0.8
0.7 0.7
1 2 3 4 5 5 1 2 3
1.6+ 1.6 1.6 1.6 -
1.5 L5 1.5 - L5
1.4 1.4+ 1.4 1.4
1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 -
1.2 L2 1.2 L2 K
L1 L1+ L1 L1- =
I — -+ 1 1 1 bicg
0.9 et 0.9 0.9 - 0.9
0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 g =
0.7 - 0.7 0.7 0.7
1 2 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3
LBE
@K'=l WK'=2 #K=3
2 EASYEEMLITHEE(K=3 AXTWBSHMHIHRE)
J=3K J=5K J=6K
1.6 - L L6- )
L5 . L L L
1.4 gy L L L
1.3 L L L
1.2 1. 1. 1.
L1 - L L L
1
0.9 0. 0. 0.
0.8 0. 0. 0.
0.7 ‘ 0. 0 0
1 2 4 4 5 5
1.6 .6 L
L5 .5 L
1.4- 4 L
1.3 .3 L
Lo St .2 L
L1 L L
1 1
0.9 - 0.9 0.
0.8 - 0.8 - 0.
0.7 : 0.7 0.
1 2 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3

&3

5
LBE
B K=l WK=2 # K=3XK=4-K'=5

BENSHREEITEE(K=5 AARESHHITHEE)
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J=3K

J=bK J=6K

MeanED

B K=l WK=2 & K=3XK'=4-K'=5

4 BEHABYREMGITEE(K=5 AXMBSHMHIHRE)

MRS 145 R, B2 R 7 St ) Y0 36
AR R DAAME: MIRT Jg il B0, 1 S hr 2
ARG, SRS TR 4% i T B o 24 DA 5 1 46 FE
W EN T, SR, EAEAERAESR Q EEMIF
OUF W5 B A A & (0351 B B0R Mg
B) kiEmSELTT RS,

3.2 RB#E

HHl, A& T T #Mg: MIRT ERITE £ 48
HENLAL B & R 56 ( Multidimensional Computerized
Adaptive Testing, MCAT) A7 i Q 45 FF B RS 2 i 1110
B, (H R BEAS B BB 518 : Chen I Wang(2016) F)
B & B, Be 1 240w AT HETE I H 6] 2 4k
T EEORE R, AT TN i 3X AT Bt R R I H ) 25 4 R
ARG E BN T B, MR AR
FIFRF-(2021) LA K Chen 58 A (2017 ) IBFFE KR,
H1 T B N 2 4E R 2 BE SR LB 1R (1) MDDISC, X T B
JIZEE B RIAGTHRE TR H [A] 2 4R350 AR E
AR SR, BT A ORI ST 22 R B LA
Ko EHE T 1T, BB % 18 MCAT BYHF &, B A 3C
HIZ5IEToEEE T2 2R M 56 5 55 , AR R AT IR AR
AT 42 MIRT #EBIFE MCAT A i) Q 4H M 5L
BE

FH, M5 F A, i THERME MIRT AL S
BAbTH OB R 4%, A SO I T M MIRT #ERY Y
Q FEFFIR IR R, AR R T TRA R DI HERME MIRT L
RIRY Q FEFF IR RE
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The Q - matrix Design for Compensatory Multidimensional IRT Models

Pan Shiquan' ,Zhao Shouying'”
(1. School of Psychology ,Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550025 ;2. Kaili University, Kaili 556011)

Abstract ; The Q — matrix of multidimensional item response theory( MIRT) models is restricted to binary variables and catpures the re-
lationship between items and demensions. Different ) — matrices can impact the model identifiability and accuracy of parameter esti-
mates in MIRT models. Previous studies have found that items measuring one dimension tend to produce more accurate parameter esti-
mates in compensatory MIRT models. However, items measuring more than one dimension may produce more accurate ability vector esti-
mates because they have higher discrimination. In this article , we further investigated the effects of Q — matrix design on parameter esti-
mates through simulation study under non — adaptive testing scenario. The simulation results showed that( 1) compared to other Q — ma-
trix designs ,between — item multidimensionality design only had an advantage in item parameter estimates; (2 ) under almost all condi-
tions,the  — matrix contained both items guaranteeing model identifiability and items measuring two dimensions not only produced
more accurate ability vector estimates than other Q — matrix designs,but also provided acceptable item parameters recovery.

Key words: multidimensional item response theory; Q — matrix ; within — item multidimensionality ; between — item multidimensionality
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H44BE3 M WA FMEE4E IRT BB Q MR
Bff 3%
{1 K=3WImESHEITEE
K =2 K =3
WHHL W LH lARR ELiEES lARR LS
X5 E B X5 E B X5 E B X5 E B
3K 1 0.039 0.026 0.077 0.015 0.119 0.030 0.240 0.034
2 0.032 0.021 0.058 0.018 0.050 0.026 0.130 0.025
3 0.030 0.019 0.017 0.015 0.030 0.019 0.017 0.015
4K 1 0.035 0.020 0.058 0.019 0.123 0.032 0.212 0.042
2 0.021 0.016 0. 040 0.018 0. 060 0.027 0.140 0.026
3 0.031 0.020 0.023 0.020 0.029 0.022 0.057 0.019
4 0.016 0.014 0.012 0.011 0.016 0.014 0.012 0.011
5K 1 0.027 0.019 0.061 0.021 0.137 0.251 0.251 0.044
2 0.020 0.019 0.049 0.018 0.056 0.133 0.133 0.028
3 0.015 0.015 0.026 0.018 0.037 0.102 0.102 0.022
4 0.017 0.015 0.021 0.014 0.019 0.047 0.047 0.018
5 0.012 0.013 0.009 0.011 0.012 0.009 0.009 0.011
6K 1 0.023 0.023 0.059 0.022 0.127 0.032 0.216 0.045
2 0.023 0.018 0.039 0.017 0.053 0.028 0.137 0.033
3 0.017 0.016 0.042 0.015 0.036 0.022 0.113 0.025
4 0.014 0.015 0.028 0.015 0.024 0.016 0.065 0.023
5 0.010 0.013 0.015 0.013 0.017 0.015 0.032 0.014
6 0.010 0.011 0.009 0.013 0.010 0.011 0.009 0.013
I B S R ES R . TR
ffR2 K=5WTESHGITEE(RHEX)
A% LA K; =2 K =3 K K
X5 E B X5 E B X5 E B X5 E B
3K 1 0.030 0.022 0.056 0.024 0.083 0.045 0.219 0.048
2 0.019 0.016 0.032 0.018 0.041 0.023 0.071 0.030
3 0.013 0.014 0.013 0.014 0.013 0.014 0.013 0.014
4K 1 0.019 0.020 0.046 0.024 0.069 0.045 0.217 0.073
2 0.017 0.017 0.029 0.019 0. 040 0.031 0.082 0.038
3 0.020 0.018 0.015 0.019 0.023 0.017 0.036 0.019
4 0.010 0.013 0.010 0.013 0.010 0.013 0.010 0.013
5K 1 0.014 0.017 0.032 0.028 0.056 0.051 0.170 0.039
2 0.011 0.018 0.020 0.020 0.038 0.035 0.079 0.038
3 0.009 0.012 0.018 0.038 0.027 0.032 0.040 0.025
4 0.008 0.013 0.012 0.017 0.022 0.035 0.028 0.016
5 0.006 0.011 0.006 0.011 0.006 0.011 0.006 0.011
6K 1 0.013 0.024 0.023 0.021 0.054 0.033 0.224 0.062
2 0.013 0.013 0.021 0.025 0.051 0.031 0.090 0.044
3 0.009 0.018 0.014 0.023 0.031 0.029 0.045 0.032
4 0.008 0.013 0.013 0.017 0.016 0.008 0.028 0.023
5 0.007 0.014 0.010 0.015 0.015 0.015 0.017 0.016
6 0.007 0.016 0.007 0.016 0.007 0.016 0.007 0.016
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Hi&3 K=5WMBSHGITHEE(BEX)
K =2 K =3 K =4 K =5

i B % I 3

X7 I X7 I X7 I X7 I

3K 1 0.040 0.019 0.111 0.038 0.193 0.062 0.421 0.098
2 0.027 0.019 0. 064 0.026 0.112 0.036 0.223 0.047

3 0. 007 0.012 0. 007 0.012 0. 007 0.012 0. 007 0.012

4K 1 0.040 0.023 0.105 0.040 0.186 0. 065 0.377 0. 100
2 0.021 0.017 0.067 0.034 0.120 0.048 0.250 0.076

3 0.018 0.014 0.033 0.018 0. 065 0.039 0.124 0.042

4 0. 005 0.011 0. 005 0.011 0. 005 0.011 0. 005 0.011

5K 1 0.026 0.020 0.074 0.043 0.166 0.073 0.402 0.096
2 0.026 0.016 0.055 0.029 0.109 0.055 0.310 0.076

3 0.016 0.014 0.035 0.020 0.076 0.043 0.169 0.047

4 0.010 0.015 0.029 0.018 0.045 0.025 0.088 0.031

5 0. 005 0.012 0. 005 0.012 0. 005 0.012 0. 005 0.012

6K 1 0.025 0.020 0.083 0.043 0.173 0. 080 0.469 0. 086
2 0.023 0.017 0.053 0.033 0.134 0.082 0.297 0.083

3 0.013 0.017 0.042 0.034 0.104 0.046 0.270 0.054

4 0.014 0.015 0.032 0.020 0. 060 0.041 0.144 0.035

5 0.007 0.011 0.020 0.013 0.030 0.015 0. 064 0.019

6 0.005 0.012 0.005 0.012 0.005 0.012 0.005 0.012

FiE 1 K =2 BEM Q &R
HATRFEE  FIARI B, KEMAFTZIENE TRERE, TH.

MiE 4 K5 =4 BEF Q %ERE



