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1 1 Regression-lines of four treatmernt
groups when general intelligence is
used. (Exp. I).
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2 1 Means and standard deviations of aptitude informations
and a payoff measure for treatment groups.

Instructional Treatment Group Control
RV RV RV RV Group
Standard Score | ¥ 51.22 53.24 52,78 52.82 53.68
of Intelligence a 10.18 10.47 8.06 8.86 ’ 7.78
Aptitude X .54 .51 .68 .53 1.00
Pretest Score
Information a .67 75 ) .78 .75 .98
State-Anxiety X 59.15 56.67 54.98 59.23 58.45
Score v 7.28 9.99 8.24 10.12 9.98
Transfer Test X 2.63 2.84 3.12 2.69 2.28
Payoff
Score g 1.81 1.66 1.49 1.36 1.64
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X 5 Regression-lines of treatment
groups when A-State is used.
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43.37, df=1J153, P<.OL), = h bO&ERL, KERO
R, BYUFEEEITR LA L 5 L Boraingh
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5 2 Correlation matrix within each tréatmént group. = =~

Pretest Score

State-Anxiety Transfer Test

Score Score

Standard Score of Intelligence .18 —.15 .61

RV Pretest Score -1 .49
State-Anxiety Score —.18

| Stardard Score of Intelligence A4 f —.18 .61
RV ; Pretest Score —-.23 .40
State-Anxiety Score —.19
Standard Score of Intelligence .47 —.57 .31

RV Pretest Score — .47 .58
State-Anxiety Score o —.21
Standard Score of Intelligence .29 —.28 S no46

RV | Pretest Score 7 -3 42
State-Anxiety Score -.07
Standard Score of Intelligence .59 —.28 .57

C Pretest Score —-.39 .63
State-Anxiety Score ~ .54

BOBLSFHIED TG EXRLTWBEELBR
5o
o33, ilio reduced model ¥y Tix, Method
2 (Overall & Spiegel, 1969) iz X % 4T 05 Y, State-
Anxiety OEHENEBEE TH -7 (F=411, df=1]153,
PL05), 7oL, Bhiliic#in, #HEBREEhT
Wity (B5). &2 5T, full model DAL D
EHRITAEIEKEECHE LTI,
EREOKERC L - T, Horo—ko ATI HR%
frx, 0@l FTFAROHORko ATI %%*1
WENILh T, LvL, oD@l i
5 K0 f BT TR O PUEH BT SL L e,
Rhetts (1972) i X hi¥, ATI PFoeizaiE itk - An
OESRTHERLTHED ShRERE b &V 5. HED:
., BEomBMFAY AR ATI HROMBROWT
RENBERO—2THA S, HTBEIBhICLIBHT
H5H, APFEOLEMEOWENR, WMEOEEI DS
FHRKEL, ThLhXTERUBEOHRYEL LD

SN LWLA L S, ATI Bigoibodo
LT CEE KTl v B, EERO—H
ORI TR, [ L o0 @i« v fe 2t
b, EUHREYEHEENR 0L TR E T,
Bk o AT BFx X v Bt s Lncet QK
& K, 1976),

LU X 312, Rhetts 3R ATI pRgeol
S R T I b 72 B B 1 S5 © F2Bk (Rhetts, 1974)
Tk, EHEKC %%@Iﬂ!?(‘l’l’ﬁ‘%%&&iﬁiﬂﬁk ATI ZHR D
B gh—ﬁ$9§§kbfﬁo b, co%FEY ATI ﬁbﬁé@%&

IREROHL T2ilio T 5,

Hthic, ATI EF RO R A - - CHBERT B t&bk
%, L.J. Cronbach &?ﬁoaﬁvz?lmb TAPIGRHE
DFEVE Lo,

“ATI m&%’:ﬂf%&ﬂ%t?é%&uﬂ& LL T
B ZOBDH LWHECHT 50D RIEE, 0 X
SeMPREELRVELT ATI igdiE T L
Chb., BBz ok 5 ilideERHOBIRTT=< I
VALY ABRIBEARCREZ TR D, HARLES
TRIBLEBLFNDHET, ThIAT Lo CGiEb
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(M2 AMEriEDdchicd, KELolEizow
T, MBRF THERIEESWLICL D, WAHGS LRI
RiBbD, CLC AL THELHRTIUMTHD,]
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