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Has gender difference in spatial ability decreased?’: Review of the
meta-analytic studies on the gender differnce in spatial ability.

Yoshiaki TAKEUCHI
(Department of Psychology)

Summary: There are several meta-analytic studies of gender differences on various
spatial tests. While some of them have concluded that the magnitude of the gender
difference in spatial ability is decreasing over time, another study insisted that the
effect sizes of gender differences are very stable. In this article, the reason of the
disparity between studies were discussed in relation to the difference of the tasks and
of the problem-solving processes.
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1. [FLOHIT~ZMEENDHEETR

HBE LELIERRFZE (psychometric studies) D 72> T, H#EKD LA ZELHFEIZEE
LT —2Th o7, FHIBEN204EMICBIL TS 21X, MEEd 5 I3EBARE DEEIC B
T AW, HLHTH - LHTITEZRL TWBEES>TLWv, 29 LETATOEREDG &
427 5 72D1F, Maccoby & Jacklin (1974) o [MzE0.LFE: (Psychology of Sex
Differences) |D IR TH 2., s DHRIE, H» L VEKRZ-72LDTHY), ZHLEID
MBI b IR EMB T2 LIk 5T, —RISBLLHN TS L) LEBMEENICE
DB DEBII VLN EERL TS, 2720, MECA THBELENH D EHZ
5B RABESI DA Db B Z & LREFHIRE N2, £ D 3ODFHE L I3, SihHES
ke, ROZEHEENTHY), SHEENEBLTOHPENTE ), Bk U2k
BETFOHVENTNDE LV IHRTH- 2

3ODMEN L LD LN LBAGEBO ) b, FHCEMEENIE, HESREIKRENWI L
PEILNTEY (e. g McGee, 1982), 72, ZeRIfEIZAAED LERIER e HF 78 D H
Ty, MBEEERT 5 W EE 4K E T 5 (Eliot, 1987, /1N, 1994 ; /1A,
IR, 2Dk ) ICEELBMBENO—MHITH 2 LA L INTWEZEMENZD -
T, ZOWFEDRIE L LB W LEWEN L LD AL TERIECALNS—H, £
Huc Rt L TR e BR O BEM 2 BT 2B L BY), WELRHFDHHELIAHT
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bbb, 2L kMEORFERSFCEHDL L T —< ko 72 ERIEDHIEIZ X, Deaux
(1985) = Fausto-Sterling (1985) I & 2 CBKEEYH 2 (hB, FHBILEARRTH S
7%, Gender-related differences: Origins and outcomes (Hoyenga & Hoyenga, 1993) &
WO AL RIEHRE 72),

ZZTIE, EE MEOREL V) WRFN LT —2EHE) LOTIE LV, ARETHEY D
13, ZHEEENOMEDTREDREMOPEH E & LICHP L TETWED0E ) & v ) [E
Thd, 1272, BHEENOUEDREISREFEN D 500 &) 213, HEEORFICET
LERICOURBTLEEZ bND, 12 2E, FOTEDICE L% - T, HEEFRDL
TETWD L) BEPHERI UL, HEEIZ, ERNLERICEZ LN, ©LAKRK
BdH 5 WIEREBRN e EZERIC L » THEZZITCER vy Z ko, BN S &
FEZLbNELITThHL, #i, MEDREIFRFHOEBICELL TLEEL TWEEnID
THNS, EWFNLHEDIRECZ L EFRTIDICHEAMTH 5,

Ul z &5, Z2MEET DOWZEDFEEDAFZACD AN L, ZRFEH DRIER
FICLEbLLIEEWEZR > TVE VW) 2 ENTED,

2. Hyde (1981) & % X 5347

Z 2T, ZZHBE N OMZEDRREDS, B ORGRIC L L > TEILL TE 2 &) 2 -
PZRFRIC DOV TR B FNC, HEDOREL &) FRT 0 &) HEIC O W TN T <
WEDFHH I,

— WIS - C, DEEOEBRIFRICE W TE, L2 WEBICE WY H B L9
i3, BEHEOWEMOEIEE FEICATEKRD D 2) b Dh L »EFETck
ETDHIEICL>TURENDG, ZOBAICIE, AELELVMHERINLEDATH LD, v
CODDOWFFE HEE L 72 WAICIE, ZORRED L 08dHIc & - CHaEfbEn w3
ZEDHFE L, EOREERIGELL TURT 2o 0%, shRE (effect size) & T
Tw5, Fl206RI13 EDMICRE L &, EEOERIITRLBAL THET 5 HESF
MEDBESINHCLNTERD, ZD L) TFFRDABITHT i E: 2 8 L T 4 240
(meta-analysis) & M3s (&% - #H, 1990),

LA, SREOEHO L K, UTDL ) TH 5.

d= (M1 — M2),/ SD
» d:AERE ML T 32— BN M2 KT 2475 o0 F
SD : fE#e{ A=

Hyde (1981) i, Tk 9 % 2 740 % BEGETI OUZEDORRE # T T 5 720 IcBA L
72 B DWF421Z, Maccoby & Jacklin (1974) 12 & - THIA S & L7 3E0F22 % B4 L 72
LDTHb, Lk L 72L& 512, Maccoby & DIFZETIE, Sib, ¥, B LB LEEN T
MEIFRH LTz & L T\wizns, Hyde (3, &HBEOWNIR TFEZIRE L KDL 25,
ZNEN, 24, 43, 5LV AR, BRI, ZOBMEIIMTLLDOERYH 513 EKRE
WLDERFZ LW EREwRL T 5,

Hyde (1981) #5137 Bflin & DREERE WA Z KW § 288 L LC, LUFICli# 2 B
#RLTBI ), 8REL, RTODMWEBDENEELZRTLOTH 5%, Halwiciz,
SIZODDWEMBDOGADEL ) DFREEZRL TWBELEZ L5, KT 25— KR
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Al O M1 13507 —+t > # A WAL TH 555, T EMTTDRE A2 OFE)fEK#E M2
L E, M2 i3 Al OXEBETRM ~—> IA N 2 2FoRTHE, LT
Nk 5127% % (Cohen, 1977),

d=02% 513, 592v—+k> 71,

d=05%51F, 692 —t> 71,

d=08%51F, 79—k 71,

Hyde 251372 5hREDMED ) B, HEPICTBOWEICET 2 24 E v fEidni ) /&
ZHDEWnoTEnd, ZHB L UOENLRRIOWZECEL THELIL 48BL0 450
IfEIR, BFTLINELLDEREZLNWTHLH, 2171, BEE2EZ T, EHEEHD
EAZESFED ) bW L > THML ) 2D ENRRELZHBT L L, 5 %REELW
IBELSRLND, T, D L L MBI OUEIRENIZETZ HITEICIIRE
DT LW EW) Z L Z2RBELTWD,

3. MEDRY ETRRY HHMRE

ZefRe S MDY, R ORI & L % - TEALT 20 8 ) 9% A S iIFEEIC & -
TRRET L 7209813, EHOMBBY 42555, 2095 b, BEDNFLERTILINHI IO
(Rosenthal & Rubin, 1982a; Stumpf & Klieme, 1989; Feingold, 1988), #:#%i3%cE L T
WEZEERTLMNIFZ 1D (Masters & Sanders, 1993) THh 5,

ZITIR, FTUEOBLERET HMEICOVTRIFEL TBEL W,

Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) (%, #HZEMEENI DMZICBET 2 7 DDRFFE % iz £ 5 50HT
#iT->Tw5b, Table 1 2" & 91z, IS L720F%E1, 196140 5 19784F £ TO&EiBH T
Hb, Table 1 # BN TIE, BT L LWMETIZZ WD, KHFIETHS L3R & & A
TEDFRE L OMBERET 2 L, 1 =-46% ) BflEints: s N, BURICIE 74 513 E5h#
HOED/NS L BB H 5 Z EHRENT WD, F72, FHIRBORFELOEMRMEIC
DWTRT ZE (Rosenthal & Rubin, 1982b) #3kev5 &, Z =1.88, p=.030<.05% >
fEDF 6 1, ER 2RI %2R 2 AR E Lz,

Table 1 Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) @ # # 53p4fric Flvs & 172 FERFFE DM BR H 8B & Osh R &>

i iR HRERK RE (d)
1961 128 . 60
1967 6167 .41
1967 3565 « B2
1972 2925 . 83
1975 105 . 04
1975 102 .48
1978 1233 o 2D

* AL, Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a), p7109 Table 2 |2 37 % & HEK,
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Table 2 Stumpf & Klieme (1989) o # & 43#TiC Fv: & 172 GEIFE D R 8 & O %h Rt *

7 A b RREE BFHREK LT HREK PEE (d)
1978454 144 111 . 67
197849-10A4 91 129 . 17
197949-10A4 177 121 . 64
1980484 3289 2123 . 66
1981#2H8 34177 1934 .56
1981484 3097 22758 .61
198248H 2933 2441 . 56
1983#2H 3274 2222 .50
198348H 2904 2822 « 55
198442H 3108 224717 . 54
198448H 2815 2346 .53
1985428 3008 2200 . 51
198548H 2771 2358 .50
1986#2H 22945 20624 .48
1986#11A4 10920 11735 .45
1987#118 10978 12000 . 38
1988#11A 11234 1197k .40

¥ ARFE. Stumpf & Klieme(1989),p918dTable 1izH D& Hk HERK

Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) o#ffzeid, Zeffe i DMEZEDRELIGICBI L T2 29 %
WAL, B OBE E & LICEBRBTOWEI WA T 52 2R LD TOHETHY,
FOBFIIAEV, LaL, UToMTES OBRIZH 2N L, Tabb, X559
M E oo 2R THY LN TV S EMFEIZNETNRER L > TWBE W) HThH 5,
Hyde (1981) D& iz, &KZIAZRIC L UENRELHIT 50 THILUL, £1UTIERH
B o TH B, BREZLEZMEE T2 L X213, SF%RE THW b N7 Z2FRED
R oTnBZ ERFENEEEZEICTELDZL bR LTV L b,
Zefife ) 2 WET 5 Z2RBREIC L < oMY D ), HEORE FHRE) L RERICH
DR S THERLTHDL,ZN0Z, BHEOBEHEIC & b - THRENMEL/NE X -
TETWB I LY, HiticiErd LNz e LT, TN BEICHEDEREDRD %2IRT
Dlr, FNELMRBENESEHFEIC L > TRE L L V) FELRT HITHEL WD
»iE, HELI T VDTH D,

Stumpf & Klieme (1989) OH#F7eiE, [F—nZeMFE % H W TREZILOBE 217> T
Vv 2 8T, Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) DHFZENHaz TWwziimz —ewk L T 5,
Stumpf & Klieme (1989) 1%, FA Y THwWw 5L T3 Medical Scool Admission Test
D7D A TH 5 Cube Perspective Test # 72588128 (19784F 5 H 2> 5 19884
1A ToMEIciTbN 2T A FI8RIGFDT— %) %I £ S5 % 4T-> T\ b (Table 2
M), Table2 # RAMRY TY, BEOBKHICE DL -> T, MREIRWRPLTETNRET
ENABTEND, T A DOEMIFL &R E & OMBEREE BT 5L, 1=-9265
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Table 3 Feingold (1988) @ £ #43Hric Fivs & N2 385 DB B 5 B L U5 &

HETUBRELOHRE (d)

Spelling Language Clerical Speed Mechanical Space Verbal Abstract Numerical

Year N and Accuracy Reasoning Relations Reasoning Reasoning Ability
1947 21994 ~.04 -.49 -.62 1.33 37 .14 +23 21
1962 48450 =53 -.A41 5953 1.00 .26 .06 .09 .10
1972 62900 =47 -.40 -.44 .83 .19 .01 .02 -.01
1980 60500 -.45 -.40 -.34 .76 18 -.02 -.04 =10

% AFiL. Feingold (1988),p97 ® Table 1 BLIUATH DI Iz D %= & HERK

FRP/OLN, EbDTEHWHBEBRYIH 5 Z 2RI N, FREREORETD, Z=
-3.73,p <.001 7%, EHROZLEAMEND D S Z EHTRENTZ, bhAIZ, BTLLT
b, REEoREIC & L% - T, FEREY ERAT A ERICH 5%, R L D L0
HRE WD, WENREIHBIL TCETVWEINTH 5,

Cube Perspective Test 12 & - T 5 172 k55:1%, Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) 7
EHELT, kN30 LM ERL TWwd, Loy, v b zE8ILE—
DHLENDTH Y, FIEDENC L BRREDENDHERICEAT LG LI Ly IcBbil
%, 72721, Cube Perspective Test O 7 2 FIEHHIZ, MEIPEEINTEBY, 19784EH
519884F F TOMIVEMIC KB E IR L 727 Z PEHERZ - EL ES ) b T
LTWDTHb, TNQ 2, —RPELEEDFAMER L, BEDEAZLDD, HEHWIET X
FOWETIDH BFRERMEN T 5D IIMIE L 72D TH B,

Feingold (1988) DWf7EiE, # ZGMOMNG L k- 12FEO—HME L v & T, kiRl
72 2ODF% L D EN T 5, 113, Differential Aptitude Test (DAT) D& F ks
MO, 194740 519804 F TORIC ED L HIZZILL TE T B2 2Ref LT3
(Table3)., %3, DAT I 8 DD THMMRAED L4 bh%, ZD )b 3OO TMKRAETIILLT
DHPMEN, 2 OB TIIBTOHPENLBENHH 25, B DI DO TIAEE
TMEEIIA LN LW, bhAll, FFEART L OBEBRERIZIEFIC S {, 19474 721,994,
19624F-5°48,4504, 19724F%%62,9004, 19804%%60,5004% TH - 72,

DAT o T - H22fifE Sl # WE$ % 3 DI, Space relations T& %57, Table
3 ERNUETLL L LI, RFEOBEEICH - T, HEICHEEIRD L T ERLD S
ZEDHARN G, FALRRE L OMBREE KDL & 1 =-99TH N, TN IEEIC
Fo &) & L2BAMEmDSH B Db b,

PLE, 22RO ZDRRE DSR2 R T & T 5 3 DD X FSHTHIRFZE 2 8B L 72,
Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) ic DWW TiE, HW LTV 2EENE ) DT, RLEFEMEIC
RIF % 7H%, Stumpf & Klieme (1989) 3 L 1f Feingold (1988) ?f&SHi3, MEZEDFERE DR
B E V) REEBACDBBDOFAE L TR TWwb EFEZTCLEZ)THD, LarL, LHE
EHRE T R L Lz 2 Z R T, HEORERZFAROENCEDL L TREL T
5LV KRERT LN D B,
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Table 4 Masters & Sanders (1993) @ x Z43#ric v & N7z EFZE DB B BB & U&hRE*

Br2E & 4K B HREK T HBREK MRE (d)
Yen (1975)** 199 218 1.00
Bouchard & McGee(1977)** 241 2387 . 82
Vandenberg & Kuse(1978) 115 197 .73
Wilson & Vandenberg(1978)** 4417 494 1. 04
Freedman & Rovegno(1981)** 40 40 1.18
Sanders et al.(1982) 359 672 . 83
Yeo & Cohen(1983)** 62 6 2 « 15
Vandenberg et al.(1985)** 99 111 .97
Sanders & Soaes(1986) 80 194 . 82
Ozer(1987)** 49 5.1 . 70
Casey & Brabeck(1989) 119 314 . 69
Pearson & Furguson(1989) 114 168 . 75
Beatty & Duncan(1990)** 59 61 1. 29
Geary et al.(1992) 202 145 1.14

¥ ARFX, Masters & Sanders(1993),p338DTable 117570 % %8 HSEHK .
¥k CTRODOHREMLSB/BONITF— XL, BAPFERBKTH DL 2L TITFbREDRIZ
Aonoehi-,

4, HERFRELTWD I LATRYT MR

Masters & Sanders (1993) (%, Vandenberg (1975) .0y <R % W CHEZ %
LR R NRIC, 2 S ERAT-o T b, BikEDS, 7+ Vandenberg (1975) MHERE
CEHLZL LW &, D EDITE, ZOFEI B2 OZEMBEO P THRUCHEZDREE
HRENZ EDPHLNT VAL LTH-72, WEIKRETIUL, BILOBRELREL(LD
FETHN, L LHIICELD AL NI U, LD ELLESELERNLDH SHI1FT
PP EZ LNDAD S THS, Vandenberg (1975) SFEAGRINZ 723 ) U & DOBHIL,
ZOFEE NI LB Z W) 2 ETH S, A TN TREEMNERLZDTH
g, FEICh AMEHHS LI EREEEIE X5 b TH B, Masters & Sanders
(1993) HsFW 72 F%en ) Z FiE, Table4 IR & B TH b, #EHEOFREPHIZ, 17
Wh H26FE TT, TNTOMBICENT, REBBIIBEDHILZEEL) T CNTH

(p’s <.001),

B, WHHOWIRTIE, RARNEEEL OWIErD B 72010, HENREHIFERLD
KECRBLLNTLE ) LI REEICOWT Y, BEEIFTIN TS (ER, HEz
BT AR A & LT, [AREINS2HEEELORROAE] L) DT,
W AR —>TH - 72 (e. g. Fausto-Sterling, 1985)), X T, &b, MEDHET
WIRERS DS, P =050, Thbb, AEENFENENROLNL %D L) KES
TZALT 272010 1E, DFREI NG - 2 HEEE L RS E UL ELED> 2 B L 28R,
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677L V) B F%1%72, D% ), Table 4 ic#BiF72Y) 2 F LSS, 6TTOEBEEZRE LW
MR D o728 Lizch, &FEARC L EEOREIX, AEEZRTLEILENE
DIICETEILT S, LWIbIFTHS, EBEICIE, ZNREITOREKROMEI H -7z L
BEZ LNV b, FEEELORATRERICL 254 7T 20 BUIFHCHEE T 5 UH
W DEFEZ LNz,

T, AIGMOFERTH 0, BAL O LNLMBRDOFELIZ, 90TH ), BLbwyi
AL R L 720 SIZE & WL €, 2 ) KRE LM TH D w2 b, AAZEDIHK
DN, HDENZ L > THAZINLEAI216%TH Y, ZOMHIZ, ZEE%L 2R ORE R
IAARIZ LT E4T-> 72, Hyde (1981) D 5% E Wi e b3 &, ) RENE N
DIENTED, HEIREIKE W E W FERIZ, Vandenberg O.LRYRIEERE DS, 22
MIEE N 2 ET 2REO I CURHRLMBICH B2 L2 RLTWE, TDHICOWTIL,
HOFLETHERY HiFizwv,

T3, BEZGICET 2RI E ) 72572 TH D ) H ? HIIEDE L &&= & D
BIfREE, MEOBRIIZEACEMHBEE VWS TRWLDTHEZ EE2RL TS (1=,
07), 72, EHRUEIRELAEE I Lh 72 (Z2=.39,p> .34), BoA#LH»ES =
EDHERICHBEL TV B UHEED H 2 DT, BEHIITEED 8 DOMIEZ T2 22l
T, FERROBES 24T 7225, R ) BREZ bR I N L -7 (r=.12;Z = 40, p>.
33),

Vandenberg .8 RIZHRE 2 F V72 0F7E Tld, KR ORRIZ & D 7% ) EDFEE DR
BE V) FEIHRI N L o7, BICHWALLZ 3ODRE L, HLPICR L IERT
Hbd, ¥, TOL)UENHHELL2ICELT, UTFW Oz Rt L T &
2\,

5. & =

Z2RE N DMEFEDRRE DS, FEHOREMEIC & L > TR L T 5 LT 5858, HED
FREIIREHOREBIC 2 b 5 TLREL T3 LT 2% L DI d 2 4085—3, TR
FTENDIEH 9 ?

A—HDOEHIL, PhCEbaOFEZLNE, B, SHEIEICLL2T—F2DE
ROMETH 5, F21E, EHETHALN TV EFEDECOMBETDH 5,

3, B1OFEROMETH 25%, WEOEENRLE R L 2HIEIC BT 5 ERDOEPH
I%, Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) T131961~19780#J184EfH, Stumpf & Klieme (1989)
T131978~1988D#114F[H], Feingold (1988) Ti31947~19800#344EMTH - 72, F1
lext L, FRE9ZE L2 R & o - 72 Masters & Sanders (1993) TiZ, 1975~19927m%y
18 TH - 72, FARDHPAIX, Feingold (1988) »¥4 W5 T3 3 (X TR WY
i3, BFICKRELENDIH D LIIEL LV, -3, HiCLHEI»RL-> TR, H
Wbz T A FEHBICZEIAH - 72D § 5 Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) & Stumpf &
Klieme (1989) o 2 #f7g % k&> T, Feingold (1988) & Masters & Sanders (1993) o 2
e x a5 &, FRF@EHAE V) HTY, #EBREDIR—FDHETY, BEYDDH D
EWVWZ B15H9,

Feingold (1988) 7fff3ti, Masters & Sanders (1993) DHfFZE & Wik L T, FEACHPHA
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I mWTz, BRNLENE ) FCHMHTEREFEZ LI L TE R L LG,
L7 L, Feingold (1988) Ti3, ALz EREOMBAIGREIZ, 1=-99TH, 1TLALE
L ERMEB TH B DI xT L, Masters & Sanders (1993) Tlx, r=.07:w5lILA
CREEL v TRWEMB O TH Y, W T, FALHRE L OBRIZ, HIICR
BHLNDEHEZDLRETHL),

7272, WEBREDIKR—F DEVIE, RO —KICEFRL Wi Ly, WHED
T— g DERIL, #S5EITE LA EL > T\, Feingold (1988) Tlx, 19804:-LIED
TR EN T wiedis, R LZEOENITE L, DAT D%h D
Spatial Relations &, Ut - & L7z 519804FLIBEIZ S R EDOWAIZ A L » 7T L T b h 3
LG THD, Wiz (256 IFEBICIIMRIAATREIZDY), 1975F LRI TH IS, LY
EEEICBE T AR IR L 2 L ICEA L TE R F 2 b s, DAT DikFn
T—IWBHLETLOTHIUL, ZNERET S5 ZOMEL &) BRI XEH»Ic—>
DFEEGZTANEIZH ),

Kiz, HE2DORBOECOMFEICOWTRE L2, 22 TYH, WL Z2EFRED
¥+ %5 Th Rosenthal & Rubin (1982a) Difge s, ZHFENHHE»ZILL T3
72 DI RREHE NS 5 Stumpf & Klieme (1989) DHF7EIZRV T, Feingold (1988) &
Masters & Sanders (1993) Dt %45 Z L & T 5,

2 DDIE TAR—FA B LTz DI, WE THW LN ZRREDE»Z k> 5T
W B AJREMEDS#E 2 515, Feingold (1988) THIW 54172 DAT @ Spatial Relations &,
Masters & Sanders (1993) THI\» & 4172 Vandenberg .00 B3z SR DO AHBI I3 (K

(r=29) ZE»msnTvs (Vandenberg & Kuse, 1978), (2, Spatial Relations
DIFGI T 5 N B T 2 R, 43 L D OLMEEEE FA T E v L H 5
(Halpern, 1989; Linn & Petersen, 1985), [& U { Z2fligl 2 WE§ 23ETH ) L' h,
WFREM OB UT LA EN L DT L, FLHWLNTW ALY RL 723D T
HOUREMSH D V) ZEich b s, MaREIrERETIMNL R L > T EReED
Hb, DF0, LHEEFETCHES NN, BEHLELZLNDTH DXL T,
Spatial Relations THIE X L2 HETIZEALAFEMEDE L DIZEFEZ LN DITTH 5,
ZHLkHICHEZTL B E, Rt hohTh, FHOOGHREELZ & 22RO GIEEL d
45 %0 N3, MEPEELTVDLEN)IZERENZHITHY), bLEILH
PEFEDMRHLZ B0 70 v IR e BRSO 2 F 2 Hicid AR Thsr L L
W,

LA L, MR EBRIER OB REE 2 HERT 5 Z L3 TE &\, Z2[HEVE
DEHEIC B — et e E WD S UMD S 5 L D & HBEHTR N &\ ) R
FTTIZWL OO RIZBW T EN T3 (e. g. Newcombe & Dubas, 1992), {412
Lbro TERMENZEEDE NI & 2B DED, LIIRREO BRI KL T 5 W Hg
LEETELWTHH ),

¥z, Vandenberg ?.LHIRIEEREL, ZHFEOPF TLRH®RLINTH ), Blok
BRDZED, BB L LT WHETH L E VO WL H 5, ZomicBL T, XFiEE
Fh ) L RMBECN L CEFERLZFELLTVWLOTHY, ZNHRRT LI EERED
WAICIIHRE 5 L D¥EfEL H 5 (Stumpf, 1993), 2 F VD, LTFIXBFICHT, LDIHE
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IR 2 0 CEREERAT 2479 »°, BEEHIRED S 2 Z L3 2 » TR TORRM 2 21T 5 &
ZH BB b TH B, 2, LTFiE, RERITOBRICOVWTY, HEI ZW
728, —EIEZ 2L DITOWTHLHERKEZ L), H 2 THENLWLDITIIGZ KD >
ZNFTBEDIHL, BFIRIEETHD LV HMEEIHES L TL EIEPIBR LI ETS
A d 5%, Vandenberg M.LHIRIEEFREIZ, FIHEZNEN 4 DORFRFEDON 2 Ops
EETH L7120, BRIEET H2HIIN% EELS, BTOL ) LEZHOF»AMNTH 5,
29 LB Lo En#E v, E¥EER (performance factors) & M5 25,
CHL)HBERIHREICHEL TWbZ LR E L CidisTE L),

(Frk 649 H 7 HZH)
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