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A, Tr¥HRE#R) (WLSP ; 100,827 78) 12
Hox, HARGEERZIINT 28 LVEBHHE 2R
ERA lnnnﬁ%%jﬁ%g Lt.‘?l7§ﬂﬂk. b\“C

FBIZDOWT concreteness <E 5D, abstractness
{HiZPED, obsoleteness {5 ), innovativeness <HT
L &), polysemousness <Z#EM)> ® 5 RE (0-5) T
FEERINEE LUz, HEEHHEH EFEH TN T 27 0 &
LR E & ONA XFYPLREET NV (BLMM) 12 &
b, HEoEEIEE - FEEEERO TR Z THEL,
BETXI2MRHEELF -, MR LT, 2RMEIZ
S FFOIEOR#EZRL, A eHLSITHEL
WM OMERZ RS I En5, FEOERIINT 28
RERRE T O MM » U CHERE S 2 2 & D3RR X
Nz,

1 LIS

FEEATET — X —BERM - fhi5E - 2EMER
DIEERNCERE RIS 2 AEOFEE —1E.
HEGEY HASHENHEICBI 250 Y 12 5
HERT—XTHb, Zhbldmmls - fEuEEE
ZAJREIC L, AR HT I B W TR AT RE 72 T2 %K
IR L, AEEMOFEICB T 2SR E e L TH
AET %, WEBIZOWVWTIIRHB TEMERERDTE
£ 25—/, HREOEFRIIIFEER LTDH 5,
P (familiarity) 24 X — P MGEM: (imageability)
WITRWEREXH D, RME S EFEILTE S 05
FARWRETY) Y7 WEBEHOD & TEHEO EH
HEL 2 A ORI S B—0&JHIZ. %72
FEL 720

ARESCIE, HARGEFER TN T 28 L EHGT
ET— &%, UEEERERI (WLSP; 100,827 35
[1] GZ%GL\T%ﬁﬁ‘éo El$§g nnnﬁ%%jﬁg%
LI RY =YV TREBETIR. X —7 v
FEEIZOWVWT, 05D Y v I—FREICKS 5D
DI (concreteness CE 5 M), abstractness <l

1), obsoleteness {{i X ). innovativeness <#TL
X). polysemousness <ZHRM FEROZHRZ)) T
FFE R, TLORBRERICB T 2 FEROBEKRMEIC
Fim L. #FE X WLSP DFEFE 7 ~ L THEL L 72,
kb, BEISUTERT L Z L /-8
HL~VOHEEDTAIREL 72 56

HiEmIZIE, BEZ e BLXUZMEZLD S
YR LR EONA XFRIEIREGE T L (Bayesian
Linear Mixed Models; BLMM) TFEEEZ THTT 5,
ORI TFICh50Mmic &b, CEEH S
BFORBEME WoTo) Wilm e NI N T HHEEDN L
EfL L, HEDHEFEEE T2 THETZ %,

REERANICIE. 5 DDRITD H W72 I PR A i iE 23
MR ENize TDB, sV CERME—WMRME O
fEPi. <2 (polysemousness) > & R MEDIKZREY
REEUSDOE, ZLT GHE—FH LX) 2%z 7z
IOERE (RpRAYEEM) ®hCTh 5, X 51T, AHH
LT 5720, BIFFOMERRE—72L 213
BEE D 5 (Kvow <H1% > /WriTe < < ) /READ
GEte) /Speak GEI) /Listen <HIKD ) [2]— & DM
B8 % MREE L 7o

B AMAEOEMIEIRDODLEED TH %, ()
WLSP 2FE5IHE Z M RIC, 5 2D FHIAHHE Z i
B KBIBINC N —F 2 HARGEREI 2 9D THR
PNERARE (11) %5/\}D{j‘§n¥ﬁ%jﬁﬁéb\ nn%o)
BEIR I 2 fTH L 7o RE R R T RE L 375 5
(i) ORI N THEHE T2 HEAHEEZ S X %
BLMM (RNA XFBIRAETN) V=2 780 —%R
L. fFE7 vy =7 METHRMAREE 35 ; (v)
HHULARLVOR a7, HBEERL fifra— 2R
L. B DM EREY - NLP BT 2 FiiflH%Z
BT 5,

2 PBEERZE
RIFFE TR T2 BERM TREB L U02HE M
Emo SRR, DHEEEEB I UEHES
FEEEOTEHICBWT, FEINFEE ERKHREE)



Lo TR I N TE . IR TIE. HAGE
SR ATICERZ N T, AERINL D D 2R,
REFRE, BIOMEAEHROBAL2 OMH T %,

2.1 B&%E KRt

H 7 ZE 12 B W T, AWD-J (Abstractness of Word
Database for Japanese) [3] 1. 77V Y =2 V7%
LT 15,220 FE0 5 BFEaHili (1= fd BARKI~5 =
ROLMRM) ZINE L2, /o DHRHICESW
7= HRIRIR (AWD-J EX; 437,299 38) d N X N TED.,
CHUIER R RGED S IEE TRVl S 2 aEmEe E
HLTW3,

FFEIZ DWW TIE, Brysbaert 512 & %47 40,000 35
D 5 B ELREEFEAM [4] 2SR OREEHEN 12 S 5B E
RekoTwd, Zo7r—&F, BFBEEZHERT S
TeDIZHEDF v ) T — 3 VIHE & WEEHEIE
HZHHWT, 4000 AL EORIEERLL Y T4~
TINE XNz, 25 DFREIX. HAGEDIERRM

HEHPRITTIAEOTF L — b LTHEIML-T
W5,
2.2 HEE

HEEBIZE (word familiarity) X, HARGEIZEB T
LZHRLDHREFEBURED—DOTH 5, NIT 7 — X
N—2 ) —X THFERIRRE ) BOWRMR (R 1177
FE) [S]ickEE. SR (16 HRELL L) [6] TIXHERT
TE L RBRBDILTEN Thbiiz, REWZ 1~7TD 7B
W THsd, 7—XANDT7 7R NTT HIill %8 U
TN TED, HEROBEB IO 7D
IHHRER D ANRINT VWD,

Asahara (&, T0JHEE# TR [1] &R ICHEEREE
T—RAR—AEZMERLE L, 2OT — XX —
2T, HEOBREEIZOWT, MHloTw3
(KNOW) |, < (WRITE) J, &tte (READ) ), &6
3 (SPEAK)J. i< (LISTEN)] O 5 00 L% HE
ALTze BEBEIX 125 5 T TOFMEIIHEINTE
D, 100,830 EENEZENT WV S,

FROTFT—ERX=ADPFICHAREONEE (£
B ERKE RO "CZ{'D%ODKTJLL Chen and
Asahara (2023) 1. HARGEDHERERE CCUEM Za15E|
BRI FEE) DREET — ﬁf\ AT»H 5% [TsutsujiJ
[7] ZHICHFEBEBEE T — X N— AR L]z, 2
AU 6,396 DRBETENEZENT VD

2.3 HERORMY

HGE MM (imageability) X, F I NTT 7 — &
R—=ZAT V=D FTHEFEMGMEL BICE IS DDT
Hb, TOT—RRN— x1m\7&%ﬁim;%i
BFHEAH WS TWS, FAFREFREPLZREC
OWVWTIE, &i ﬁkﬁiéﬂﬁwﬁﬁ%%%kﬁé
72, WRE T EHERDER L FEEEHASD
BHBEFEIRH IR TV (8],

X O BRI LT, DR, BES, =
K DA X (meaningfulness), B X L FZEHEZ LD
4 B OWVWT 400 EEZFIRFICFEE L. Th o DB
MM OB R 2 R L7250 D % 9]0

2.4 Japanese Lexical Decision Database

RIEDT —& 2 LT, HHL XL KGR
(mﬁ/E%Wt%m%vxwmﬁﬁ%ﬁikaﬁ
FEHI D R HBEE RN 7 — X X — X T % Japanese
Lexical Decision Database (JALEX) 73 & % [10], #I|74
F, To%EEsER) oMM L 5,736 58 (%45 - B
i - JEAED) ORI EN. BIEE. HE. A X-Y
M, MRt R Y 8 O FHEEFTHAA—INDS
HHICRE L, ABoIFEZMZA 7, HEIZ38 D
Bk 2 MBI nTz, F v T4 v oiERHE
R (LDT ; PsychoPy/Pavlovia) Tl. HAGERER
F 1,652 %475, 200,ms D77 > 7 300,ms D [EHH
2,000,ms DJEEY 1+ ¥ RV THEML 7z, ELP D
ATLBE OSSR, TEH D RT 1338 X 2 700-710,ms,
EHEE B X Z 96 oz, DORMIZ 4L LT
BERIORh R (BHEE - BB e, 4 X — My
DENL. OLD20 DFKIZFE S KISELE) Z FHIH L.
BEBEIZOWTIE r ~ -0.42, fIREICOVTIINE
“ax b (rx.11) BRLUR, XFRFENREERT
WRIHKIZ L, HEFTERTDPEMEL, HRHFT
WD ARE— RGN,

3 FT—RINELHE

HARGERGEGEE Z RIS, 77U RV =272
X ZFEEFAE (ULX Fig. 1 ) ZFEML, SHIE
EEZO0SDV v Ah—MREWCED, BERME, RN,
HE, HrLX, Z2E D 5 > OHITHHEi% HKHE L 7=,
AL D FHE 2 IR O A MERE S DRE
Y, EBERG, T XN 2025 F 6 H 12
HIZEEM L 7=,

SmENDOH LI,

15 FDEE Z i 5 FHEY



ROSTEDTHIE

=5%p|eT5e rate the following word.
[F:] (BLAED)
Unkindness (fushinsetsu)

E‘*B‘]ﬁﬁ@-qt&ﬁb'{ui?t‘? .
Does it denote;something concrete?

1
2
3
4

5E3RD

MENRED - CEARLTWETH?
Does it denoteisomething abstract?

1
2
3
4
5E3RD

BEWSETIM?
Is this an woldsword?

1
2
3
4
5E3RD

HUWSETTH?
Is this a newsword?

1
2
3
4
5E2RD

WALWSLBELSERERLETH?
Does it haveamany different senses?

1
2
3
4
5383
Scale: 0 = don't think so, 5 = strongly agree

E1 A&

DRA VLT, ESMEFX1IR—IDHDERKA
ISHETHETE, ZAE57Y7YF 11ty b
OB LU0, 1 AHbh oM Eom KRSk
X 15,%,5,x,11 =825 th & 72 %,

RALHNC, 12,659 HD— 2R IED» 5, 100,827
FEICOWVWTEEEZ G572, HELNILVOHE R LES
570, KFEBIOETMIL L2040 EE T H
By L, SBRERIC20% 0RL2BMEIHH
SNEE % 32 L - T2

4 RALAZXBEREEETI
5 DD FEE Xt — abstract <HIR ). concrete

CE41%). obsolete {5 X). innovative H1 L ).
polysemous {Z#&EM)> —IZOWVWT, FFFEZ L DR

4 XGRS RET L ZH W, £ETILTIE.
05DV vH—MEEEGEY LTS,

4.1 F—IEE

B Xt R R JL d € abstract, concrete, obsolete,
innovative, polysemous {ZDWT,

D = {0\ wiy s},

R T 5. 22Ty €0,1,2,3,4,5 T E
fE, w; € 1,....Nyord ZFEDA VT v 7 R, s €
1,..., Nsubj bi’%ﬂ%@/f VT I RATH Db, FRihE
@z ﬁbn%é&%ﬁ?ﬁ@z £ L T Nyo = 100,827,
Nawnj = 12,659 % 72,

4.2 ETI(LER

BRILAdITOWT, ERP?HEREL, BB &
UCBMEZroS X A2 0TI TRE
55

v\ ~ Normal (1), @), 1)

ﬂy>-aw%+w@+v$% 2)
(W = 1 ..... Nword)a (3)
P Nsubj)~ (4)

BRITIZ DN TRl —D MCMC #&%E THEE 21T -
7= : 3 chains, 4% chain 500 iterations (5 % 50 itarations
iF warm up)o Bl L7 T RTDRT X —&ITHf L
T Gelman—Rubin #i51 & R #EHH L, ZHEEY L
TR<1.10%Z# L7z
4.3 BEVYH—IFEEICHERE—HIX

ETFINEBOL?

I U 227 R (0-5) Tidd %23, ()
RE£IKTHTIVY @ﬁﬁﬁ’zf% D, (i) 7 /ﬂ VA
ROWEEN T2 HINTH 256, v RARE
de@ﬁm#O%%mﬁémfﬁéo$Hn®ﬂ
A1y FOHTIR. ZORBICBWTIRIEET L
AL D < HEgmCTRIF O R Z 5 2 0D, FHHE
A M EREICIZ SN2 Z RSNz,

5 T—R5h

51 5 DDFEXRTTRIDIEM

T3, BB TANRIC HHLARXALTS DG
EXRITTDEBRE R T Z & @ Spearman D JIE #H BE

usvd ~Normal(0 o' ))

word

v‘gd) ~ Normal(O O'S(lii) (s=1,...



ABSTRACT

OBSOLETE INNOVATIVE

POLYSEMOUS

w
p

& -0.870* -0.261%* -0.004 0.595**

% p=0.0e+00 p=0.0e+00 p=1.6e-01 p=0.0e+00

o

5

3 0.219*** 0.011%* 0.685* "
7 p=0.0e+00 p=3.4e-04 p=0.0e+00 ho
<

1.0
l 05
0.0

-0.5
0.104*** I
-1.0

p=3.8e-239

OBSOLETE

0.028***
p=1.8e-18

INNOVATIVE

(CVD-safe palette; white labels for |p| > 0.55)

’ . . .
B2 Heatmap of Spearman’ s correlations among Dimensions

1 Pairwise Spearman correlations among subjective norms
(Spearman p shown to 4 significant digits).

Varl Var2 Spearman p
CONCRETE = ABSTRACT -0.8700"*
CONCRETE  OBSOLETE -0.2610*
CONCRETE  INNOVATIVE —-0.0040
CONCRETE = POLYSEMOUS  —0.5950"**
ABSTRACT OBSOLETE 0.2190**
ABSTRACT INNOVATIVE -0.0110"
ABSTRACT POLYSEMOUS  0.6850***
OBSOLETE INNOVATIVE —0.4990**
OBSOLETE POLYSEMOUS  0.1040***
INNOVATIVE POLYSEMOUS  0.0280***

Stars indicate significance based on Benjamini-Hochberg
adjusted p-values: *** < .001.

(p) TRHE T 2, #HRE & BEMONTT 2
T2, p FBEMBFAMTRL BREER
Benjamini—Hochberg (BH) Tii%& L 7= p [ETHEMi3
% (&1, K21i1cix, E=AOMHBEME%THL
L. RI3TIR10MORTIZOVWTHE LY 2
HRIAREWEAANZ RS,

FE R & — ik, BEZ % Concreteness & 15
T Abstractness @ JE H 12 58 W 37 (p = —-0.8700)
TH Y, MR ENHE—OZE I &2 5
ATWB Z e ®2EDT 5, ZFE M Polysemousness
AR Abstractness & [7] 77 AN EE A L, BR %
Concreteness & 1& K 0f 7 AIIC AL & 5 %, iR M
Abstractness—2 #£ £ Polysemousness T & p = 0.6850,
HAR M Concreteness—% # 1 Polysemousness Tl p =
~0.5950"* TH %, TNHDHMRIF, K3 Di%y <
I BT 2RO AHIRO e L THRERIC

HIERTE %,

iz, BRFAVEEM 2 iEER S 5. 1 X Obsoleteness
£ #1 L X Innovativeness [ FEE D B DHEE (p =
—0.4990) Z R L. WFREIRYHIM & U Cagat S 7z 1&El
YEEENTH D, X 51T, H & Obsoleteness 13 fHER
14 Abstractness & /N X 72 IEDOMHEE (p = 0.2190), BER
£ Concreteness & /NX 72 B OB (p = -0.2610"*)
ZRl, LT HNBEEIZ L TER MK
L RRPHMRITH 2HEMIZRET 5,

BRMrH L X oM BH filERICIEHETIC
IEEE (p=-0.0040, ppyy = 0.1639) THH, Efk—
RO EINZ2H L I L > THAWHAZ
NV ERT, IHIT. WO DAEDLE
WBRIRELWD TNIWIZd b T HEREICE
32 (B : 5 Abstractness—#T L X Innovativeness
p=-00110"), ZAUIKERERICX ZIRETD
5720, WMROMRTIXpHELD IEREDOKE X
ZEMT L,

WET D, COMEBEIXIZITERT 2 -DDK
S—ARME—mMSMN 2EEOHE, HE—FL S
DH—%2RET 5, 95 LI, ZhHsDRT
DA I HE D et {TE e YD K H 12
BAfRS 2 02 Mat 3 2 e o CIEH 3 %,

52 HEEDOIEM

R, 5ODLEHMFEZ, BEELD 5 HIE Know,
WRrITE, READ, SPEAK, LisTEN & WfIRD 1T CTHETT %,
4 xER A = 2R kL, % 21X Spearman
DIEMHEEE (p) ¢ BHfiEZROEEMEZHMET %,
AP RKRE N e 2B FE X, MBIRTIE p EZTT
MR E (FEWNZREEY) 2EBET 5,

BRtE ERM Concreteness (B ZEE D 5 flH 5
NTr—HULTEDHE (p=.161-325) ZRL,
¥ D bHi¥ Knvow (325) ¥ Reap (200) 23KEW, Z
W, MENREBOMOGEIZY, MEHRE - EHER
b X BB LFEIND &S HEAH
HOBEHTH %,

m & & X Obsoleteness (& 3 X T D HIH & 58
B DOHE (p = -416~-446) ZR_L, £ bbbl
LisTEN & SpEAk T d iV, WA L FIH XN 258
&, ZH - EHOX T THREEMESFHEE NPT
<, Zo@ERNENPEX) 74 2B TS
FHOMDEERZ TS ZEBRT,

ZHRM £ FE M Polysemousness [FHHE ¥ 1IED
MHES %R L, Write (.173), Speak (.155), LISTEN



CONCRETE vs ABSTRACT CONCRETE vs OBSOLETE

CONCRETE vs INNOVATIVE CONCRETE vs POLYSEMOUS

(p=-0.87) (p=-0.26) (p=-0.00) (p=-0.59)
21 21 T2 ia ot 2th 2 21 2 oo S S s
0 0 TSN 0- 01 ,
2- 2 R 2- 2
2 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 2
ABSTRACT vs OBSOLETE ABSTRACT vs INNOVATIVE ~ ABSTRACT vs POLYSEMOUS
(p=0.22) (p=-0.01) (p=0.68)
21 - ; 21 . SEEANG. 21 P
2 oo 2 2
2 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 2

INNOVATIVE vs POLYSEMOUS

(p=0.02)
27 LN
R T
0+ A
N ——"r““ -

-2 0 2

OBSOLETE vs INNOVATIVE OBSOLETE vs POLYSEMOUS

(p=-0.50) (p=0.10)
27 .
R
01 =S
.. 000 .o
24 R
2 0 2 2 0 2

B9 3 Scatterplots among Subjective Norms

(.142), Reap (.138) TREEZX DL L—E LM
AR SN2 —7, Kvow (017) 1Z¥ s TdH
B, TONRR—VIF, FERERVEDPLERIZY, DD
EHRNER Y 74 I2BWTHE SEMHICHE L E
BLPHBTHR WS ABEEENTH 5,

HMRMCEFHLS RN Abstractness X775 D3R
5 2/NX73hE (] Know —,.134, WRiTE +.024,
Zofmxweiits) L, Bt 2R ETER
T3 HMREZNEHROBEEANDFESIT/NEZ W,
#1 L & Innovativeness [ZAREHNCHHEE L B LT
BD (FXRTp| <.028), HIRZNLIFHLSIIHE
R HEEOB A TH I OHEMAZRERLTIERWE
ERRET 5,

Fe¥ 2Rz LT, MRLLTWV DDA
HERONZ, F—IZ, BOERE - XhEVWEH
W2 FEOFEIX, REAIEICHDZ > THEED G X
YEET B, B, RS (Obsoleteness &
Innovativeness) (XIEMFRTH D, AR XN 2 EHXIZ
MEEEZ-EHLTKTNZE:—7, JIRINEHL
T ZNBEERDOEFRSIZ NIV, Zhs RN, &
BRAEE & sE W TE 2 85 S0 1) 2 1RH D DT IR

BE 52 5,
5.3 [oEEER) BEIANIICEK 35

5.3.1 BEfi-Hsi4
REFR T UL (PIEEHMEY) Z 212 BLMM OJEHH#E
EMEZ2ENT 2 2. MRED DN IHESR S
BDHNE, Thbb, KAEEYICHIDL TL
!X CONCRETE (E.51:) T&E <. ABSTRACT Tl
n—75, FKEEHEAE - BIRICEED 2 7 UL Z D
DNRR—=VERT, BRIDID, hT7aV) g%
= RALRFEEG Do DRZE (A; 0="FHNEL
) TERT, LLFTREREIZOWT B S (E
FALHEBN) BHIET 5,
BH&R1E: Top 5
o 1.46: fR-EPEYIHSR
(A = +0.632, N = 1149)
o 1.43: (KA pEY) -2k
(+0.609, 1941)

o 1.41: (KAEFEY—E M



POLYSEMOUS

INNOVATIVE

OBSOLETE

ABSTRACT

CONCRETE

p=0.02*** p=0.17***
p=4e-08 p=<1e-300

p=-0.03*** p=-0.01
p=1e-18 p=0.09

=-0.13*** p=0.02***
p=<1e-300 p=6e-14
p=0.16***
p=<1e-300
KNOW WRITE

p=0.14*** p=0.16*** p=0.14***

p=<1e-300 p=<1e-300 p=<1e-300
p=-0.02*** p=0.00 p=0.00
p=7e-07 p=0.55 p=0.32

rho

=-0.01* p=0.01* =-0.01*
p=0.02 p=0.04 p=0.03
p=0.20*** p=0.18*** p=0.20***
p=<1e-300 p=<1e-300 p=<1e-300
READ SPEAK LISTEN

Bl 4 Heatmap of Spearman correlations (p) between Subjective Norms and Familiarities.

2 Spearman correlations (p) between Subjective Norms and Familiarities.

KNOW  WRITE READ  SPEAK LISTEN
CONCRETE 0.325* 0.161*  0.200™*  0.179**  0.195"**
ABSTRACT -0.134**  0.024™*  -0.008* 0.006* -0.007*
OBSOLETE -0.416™*  -0.430* -0.427"* -0.441"* -0.446™*"
INNOVATIVE ~ -0.028*  -0.005 -0.016"*  0.002 0.003
POLYSEMOUS 0.017***  0.173**  0.138***  0.155"*  0.142**

(+0.486, 976)

o 145 (KEEY)—EE
(+0.485, 2172)

o 144 (KLEPEYIE R
(+0.466, 1216)

Hhsk1%: Top 5

* 4.50: - OIS =
(A =+0.969, N = 34)

o 4.31: fh—fI| 7
(+0.925, 225)

* 4.30: -]
(+0.898, 141)

 4.11: fth—$Ei5e

Stars denote significance (* < .05, ** < .01, *** < .001).

(+0.885, 209)

« 3.15: tH-BIfR-EH
(+0.838, 479)

EZ8 () ATYHLORLEEY)EX. CONCRETE
D EAKHNCEE D, ABSTRACT TlIEMNZAIE $
%, —JT. (2) AREGHKEENI B X X X SEEM i
B 7 ~ov (KENE., B, oo, il 5
B) MR oM%K L. CONCRETE 28\ T
RERADREEL T

TR PEY K (X BT BN (+0.632) TH
% ¥ [AFFIZ ABSTRACT Tldfk R (-0.723) TH
D, ZHUTxt LT B Ors =/ 1X ABSTRACT
THRHMRM (+0.969) 7> CONCRETE T b K
W (-1.343),
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B 5 Scatterplots for Subjective Norms versus Familiarities.

H—Dh T TVEEICHEE ZDIRFTEERNK
X, A7 T VKEICBT S ZDDOREDOXIZIME
HznRrLTED, HEKETHSEINZROEADMH
e dBEMNTH D, Mb-) ZDOWVWLOhDTL
(] : B OIEXFE) Z NN EVH DD, WRE
TOREN MG X S ROEEME 2 EST 5,

8 U T. CONCRETE (X¥)H 245 R Al RE1E 41
HATREM: 2. ABSTRACT (3#%55 - PR - amfE - HRR
1/ EEZ 2 TV 5,

53.2 HE-#FHLS

FEFR T ~ULZ 22 BLMM OEEHHEEMEZ E19T
% . JERAYES (OBSOLETE *f INNOVATIVE) X7
T Y KETIEFHTOHE LRI RV, 2L DIN
VNI v s (Al 27N IE L, mRED

ZENINE L, LIELEEEARTH S, Z4ud, FH
—DFER T NVONERIC THWEE & TH L Wi
PDUFELTVWDE I ZEKT 5, 88023
WLSP D73 IEEED Ml 24k 5 20 ZHHMkb L. &
REFHIBTIEEE DY Tho D X S5 ICBRINICHIE X
NZ0 ERMLTWS, WO DHEAER LN,
INKWEITRE R S RDIER DB FEARN S, ()
FSARMVHERE . FHE TS5 0 FDEL T, FREICHN
LTIEADY 7 2R HEDFE U 7 VNI HHE
L. A7aveke Lt—adc I'dw/ FHiLwvg &
Fhasikw (A7 VEODEEE Db, AT VA
DFEREILHD ), Gi) FFOIERF R Y 7+
R FET O Z R T VR (B« Biffi - ATY) -
B LU WEEZAR) 13 INNOVATIVE I\, EHUFRE - 3%
FEFSHE - B A\FR7z ¥ OFEERIZ OBSOLETE fHl~,



bIhREZPREROLNG, R LREXFINhEL,
AR T—RETIE RV, Gil) MO
BAfR - #0E - B Y OMEN BRIEEREIE. mR
Eed A~0IZ8E XD, FEHRICITE R 2 E

LTW3,

BUT, BRFNFEEEIEERRDER I L
ZRM L, ZLEOZEE VWD XD T ANLHDOAR
HEN (RN REROBMEER) 22TV
%, ZhUE, HHEKAETHZ X7z OBSOLETE &
INNOVATIVE OB OB#EZ e LoD, A7 3 VF
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ZEM: Top 3

o 4.32: f-EONHMNT

(A = +0.624, N = 126)

* 4.30: K]
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* 4.50: f-EhY) DG = 5
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B, HOETHEMEIP R LN (B H-BEA-8
IR +0.444, N = 741 ; tH-BAfR-IE +0.418, 135 ; HH-BAfR
—i +0.345, 1127), Btk - fdd - RIERIER Bk
DPRERDILVDD ZRHBER TV LRI N5,

Z 514 Bottom 3

o 1.43: (KA EY-BR

(A = -0.477, N = 1941)

o 1.46: R4 PEV)—HER

(-0.464, 1149)
o 1.42: (R-AEFEYI-LOR)
(-0.353, 1179)
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IR NI 7 2 & (B - B - 28D 13 S8
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R XA 2T HIRNEWVESBIZE I N, EEOHWV
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B T b &E L7 THBEKEHEE 21572,
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v —2Z 7n—; (i) ZIth B L ORI X BEE DR
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