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Japanese Adaptation of the Thought Control Questionnaire:
Examining its Reliability and Validity

Toshiyuki YOSHIDA™ and Tomoyasu NAKAMURA™*

This study developed the Japanese version of the Thought Control Questionnaire (TCQ-J) that assessed strate-
gies to control intrusive thoughts, and examined its reliability and validity. A questionnaire survey on 498 universi-
ty students was performed. Explanatory factor analysis identified 5 factors (reappraisal, social control, punish-
ment, worry, and distraction). These 5 subscales showed sufficient internal consistency and 4 subscales except
worry showed sufficient test-retest reliability. These subscales showed correlations between measures of intrusive
thought and psychological vulnerability, which were similar to previous studies. Moreover, we demonstrated the
validity of distraction and social control subscales which previous studies had not confirmed. These results indicat-
ed that reappraisal, social control, punishment, and distraction subscales of TCQ-J had efficient reliability and va-
lidity. Insufficient test-retest reliability found in worry subscale was argued.
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NNV FTIEEIH S 2T 228 TH b,
BABRZQIY FO—ILABRORE (TCQ)

RABED Y b o— VR HlE T 2 BRGNS
Wells & Davies (1994) @ Thought Control Questionnaire
(BUR TCQ ¥ MgaD) #3% %, TCQ & F A Vil (Fehm
& Heyer, 2004), A4 3R (Luciano, Belloch, Alga-
rabel, Tomas, Morillo, & Mariela, 2006) H {FX 341, 7%
T TR (St 2 o THRAEE o Rk e ]
B9, TE RAEELECSEACYEIT 2
crTikwksrda), MHaEfay -]
(R A 0 B R0 HILTT I O 1% 4 % A5 12 SR @
%), Lofld) (b2 0B 2RO TE SR 2),
MG S L) (RASEE ¢ R 775 - R ih s e
BT osErsitisncez, 2L, UF
D 3 ODRHEE i Z T %o

1. SN AESTECBIL <, MR IR
BE % R 5z U 72 880D W% (Fehm & Heyer, 2004;
Rassin & Diepstraten, 2003; Reynols & Wells, 1999; Wells
& Davies, 1994) T, affBiZEBLHR 70 ETH
%, L2 L, F#MIiRET 46 (Rassin & Diepstraten,
2003), %6 LRE T 55 (Fehm & Heyer, 2004) ¥,
KL > TRIES CHD b H 2. k72, HRAER
FEPERRENS 6 HE ORERRT .67 2° 5 .83 (Wells & Da-
vies, 1994) TdH %,

2. EZYM Wells & Davies (1994) (¥, TCQ ¥ 1%
ANEE, DFRINESSPE O D REE © o B & FRGEE
LTwad, 3big, RAREo#Ico T,
Fehm & Heyer (2004), Mckay & Greisberg (2002), Lu-
ciano, et al. (2006) 12 & - T Wells & Davies (1994) D&
MHTTONT V2, ZHE DOFERE Table 112 F ¥
Bize 055, RWEEMZHCONMCHEEY

Tablel TCQ Y1 AE

(237)

2 fHEm 2 ME T % L D, Penn State Worry Question-
naire (PSWQ) (F.0HC ¥ W 5 R AERE O5HE 2 HlE §
% 4 @, Padua Inventory O 8 o) il fHIA HER L IE
PN 2 D IED SNAREZMET 2 DT
»H5,

Table 1 12 & ¥ O FHERH O3, TICHHE, 2,
DELD 3 DO TN REICBIL T3, 252 /R$
RAf3onTwz 52 %, Bk, FEEET
& % Wells & Davies (1994) T3, FFFAlRE IR
HEMC AR EOHEERL T3, SIRER,
L3R 4 D OFATHIZET R TUTB VT, PSWQ ¥
BEREOMEZRL, 20 0ETHI% (McKay &
Greisberg, 2002 ; Wells & Davies, 1994) I\ T, B¥&
OFIER R B2 IEOHBEEZRL T3, &
ro, FEZE, EIRED, FEARZ, MEEwE R,
INEEGR e FRUZIEOMB 2R 2 ¥ i L T
VB, DR, 4 DDRTHIETATICE T
PSWQ Y HELIEOMHEZ/RL T3, f72, HE
Fid, DECREDS, BEORIENEE, Ry
PREIEMA € ARV IEOMHBI 2 R 2 ¥ & L T
RIS

—J7C, WAL TIHES SCHR b H 3, Hilx
W, HIHMTREE, FEESOMETIEPSWQ ¥ D
1B A5 B T 7\ 25, Luciano et al. (2006) T (&
PSWQ Y HELIEOHEEZRL T3, ttafa >y
ke —ouid, 2D DEITIISE (Wells & Davies, 1994 ;
McKay & Greisberg, 2002) T (& PSWQ ¥ Ot 5
FET72\ )%, Fehm & Heyer (2004) Tl3 A =72 (E D
BEZRLTwa, &7, &6 LRER, FEESD
A T3 PSWQ ¥ OMHBADHR TR\ AS, Fehm &
Heyer(2004) Tl3 A5 OB 2R L TV 3,
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3. ZRGHREBEOEE 5 DN, PTSD (Reyn-
olds & Wells, 1999), &M A2 (Coles & Heim-
berg, 2005), 5EiEM:[EE (Rassin & Diepstraten, 2003),
A JEHIE (Morrison & Wells, 2000) 7% ¥ 12D\ T
&, HHEBEC LT, D ORRERHIZ T BEDSD
Al g/ 2 Z KT 2 2 8 A2VRSNT 3,
AHEDEH

HATH, BARBCHT2ay ru—vgigo
wEPTEHIN T B (20 - 228, 2008), L2 L
B2, HAGECHHTEEZ:, RABRHZ T 22
¥ b e = VOBV RIHE STV v Y,
TCQ @ FALRFEI BN Z UMD TS 38
hrrerizzise, HRTTCQOY Z T
HHNCHEZ, C 2 3HER 2 MET 2 BT 2 2% D
5 2ui3d, %, HATRAEEOaY br—IC
M3 2%, MY EMT 2 L TR TH2 e
ZAbNbd,

Z ZTANIETIE, TCQ D HAGEREAFM L T,
B, 29D TR TSR ¢ o BA & e
3, 20IdIC, 73, TCQ HAFM (LAT TCQ-
CMERD) 2 ER L Wells & Davies (1994) ¥ [AlkE D 5
Krrsfiti s h 2z »2mat L, EEE (WNES
P, FEREEEN) oW THERT 3, i, Y
PO WTIRU RO o 0B THE 2175, $—
W, FATIINCED &, RASRE B & DM
PEOMEL D UL b [RIFFICINE 2 Ko, TCQJ ¥
NS DR Y ORNC Table 1 ¥ [ARE QMBI RS H
L2 R MY B,

B2, Table 1 T/RL T & 9 1C, SefTWigeTid
O REE Y OB ARIAZ, t3fay ba—v
RIE, &S LRIEOZEEORE 21T 5, Wells
& Davies (1994) 13, TCQ DZH k& MFE 3 2 RIE Y
LT, WM, BEGRREE, mshE ¢ sfmr
BEEAS, L L, 2oy b o — v RSN
LLREY, b oREY oBEIFMES Nz
otz, FOHEY LT, Wells & Davies (1994) 5
ZMRET DT DITRATS Z NS OREED, AN

2R, TCQ D HAGEM Z EK T 2 kA Ic 2w T
DEERER G- I JEF, 2009 5 (LH,
2006 ; (LM -, 2007) fTONTVE YD,
COLBELOOEIERTEEZLND, 18,
NS OWFEFITIIANIZER iy LTRET 2
Sr iz Tie1s/,

T DAY
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oV b r— Vv RESLKIES LREOE 2 wYic 2
FTLOThR o AR H 2, 22T, OO
O RZE O PR ¥ BERHNC B2 TR S 5 A2 EL
DLWz v, ZYUMEPMAET2 2 TE3 L
EibNnd,

29, HaWay re— U REIBEL T, 20
HENA (eg, ZDEZIWCOVTRECHE LT 3)
Mo, AHT 4 TRIBABFINT M 25 A
ATISHLERIEST 2 v EZ b5, 22T, —fkith
ThREBAS 2 24 VRIE (B - Ik, 2004) ORI
PR [aEE R (DU B o Bk v B$ED) ¢ o BE
PN Z, BEEoEENE, HEOR BT 1 TR
BB B M EC R T 2 O & B i & e
ZRETHZ D, 2oy be—nwRECER
RE OB H 3 ¢ TSNS (FHIO),

i, WS LREICBL T, RAREZE WS
AT 4 TIAKERSAERS L Fc RIS, 2 SRR
BELWEINTR LB TABEAET 2 2 LN
5015L%ﬁ%%%oki RABELND 3 H
74 772 IRRE b, MEBIRLDE L IEH)
u&%%%t%?wz%x%ﬂéo%uf,&mz
ZANWVRE (BB - FBAR, 1999 o%EL LRE
CLFRSQ OIS L e ssE) v oBE#EZ I~ 2,
RSQ DXUME & LI, 15 DUREEICHG - 7o REIc 15
O ¥ BR 2 BE LGN R B I R E S
ZRETHZ s, SEL LRECHRZIED
D H 2 ¢ FRSNZ (FH@).

Vsl &

ZRia - 72 HF

TCQ-) DIERGETE

39, FEETDH 2 Wells -1 & 0 BHERM AT
197, BURvEHHOMMRE EEIKIEL, 2 of
REBZI L TE—FEPHATLC L TOERS I
HRELURCEER Lo i, AR E R b O
R 2 KIS Z OFRYE BETGERT 2 2
CERAKEL, W0 ECHROBETE LR L 1.
BIRSNIBURCEHHO DD DT S 2L D 2 12
DICFAHIHE #1T-> 72 ¢ 2 A, Unwanted thought ®
FEETH-o7c TR WIEE) OBM»DH» Y12l
W) EAHATR O i, £ 2 C Unwanted thought
DDV THE LI BOR 2 ERL L 72 (60,
A2, Wells IR L, BHER i ME O FERD
1ot
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BRI

FELoF LS TR L 72 TCQ-J » 30 HHH % fli
L, RABEEC IS, BB, Zhzhoxil
FEe ol o WHEIES O», T AT LE
Wl b 5 BEAYDRET 2] O 5 HHETH
HeRdiz,

Tz <, Mo 7 O RUE 2 i L 72,
2055, L2 BRAEEONE, 3. 267 13
DIRESIED RETH o 720 788, LUFTIIRHC
Wio 2Ry, sAETIE M 28T Eo iR
I 2o I JERICE ST 2, 71FETIR
M: BCYTIELRV) 20 [7: FERICE (YT
&3 ORIGEIRZ 2 e fvic,

1. BAFERPSWQ DLECOHE Z WE T 2
Penn State Worry Questionnaire (Meyer, Miller, Metzger,
& Borkovec, 1990) @ H AR (211 « FHEF, 2000)
16 HH (eg, WO bLLELTW2) AL, 54
ECRIBZRD I,

2. Padua Inventory H 7& &
(Sanavio, 1988) O H AGfilif (27 « FHEF, 2000) »
5, LITEE) (eg, B, R ofilEns R 72
D, HbIhZBEZHET 2 [RE ol 8
B R 18 1HH (eg, R72E Z 25RO L (W
WKIFPATEITY, ZNLEMORS Z TSR
V) BEHIL, 5 HETHE 2R 1,

3. STAI State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (Spielberger,
Gorsuch, Lushene, Vagg, & Jacobs, 1970) ® H A &5
(7K - 5%, 1981) 225, FEARZZRET 3 20
HEZMAL, M 225 THV] 26 T4 22
25 THB] DAFHETHEEZRDI,

4. BEMRE Self Consciousness Scale (Fenig-
stein, Scheier, & Buss, 1970) O HAGER T & 2 H =ik
RE (B, 1986) 6, BERLKNG S CithE»iE
BT 30w HCOWNE O MR Z g 2 6
M) 2 I 5 2 FARY B RGN 10 THH v, ARIR
2 075 il 2 O IR AR H Lo filc = &
W1 2 6 2 HE 3 2 2 B EGERRUE 11 HE & fE
AL, 7HETHE LR,

kR Padua Inventory

VRRETR TEEZERBEEREER v HTH
1Zotehs, K - FHE (2000) 1ZFHE S D29
MR vt LE Lo, RUIZETIiE, WTron
B L VAR 2 & 512, EREOME PR
L7z,

5. Big Five REE  Big Five R (I, 1996) »°
b, ZFLy¥—Icn L CIHRBIELZEZ LeT
WP 2 JE T 2 RN TEREE Y, EEE, tk

RN, GEENE R NE T 2R, % 12 HE
PREMAL, 7HHETRIE R RD I,

6. —MRMEMRBEXZAIVRE Experiences in
Close Relationships inventory (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver,
1998) O HAGHRIR T, BlE s ME ¢ L T—Mmy 2zl
FrREEICEESE 3 NN—Tay (PR
2004) 5, BEERAF IS L CH AR Z [k g
ZEMERE T 2 HEEORBRE 2HE (eg
DORETHEZRL T2 08 NICAEZDIEE D
LD EHFETIER) BERL, 7{FETH
BrRod iz,

7. B AFEhR Response Style Questionnaire H7Z<
i5 I Response Style Questionnaire (4 & + K& &,
1999) 75, 15 Difa- fo R 2 e RS IR 8
F EERAT O MR RE T 250 S LR 13 16
H (eg, &Msfig 2cdicr Lz /2) 2]
L, M FeA¥v] »6 T4 lFeAivwveod z
5721 O afFfETEEERD I,

RAEFRE CRAERAE

2008 E 11 H2 5 12 H, ¥ & 82009 4 12 H i
A RN ORI TOE 2 OFERIR NI S E o
T2 CGREDHW, 7943y —fRHEICO VT
FHLU 720 mfIEZTch 2 e viiz, HELL
W1 & AR SRS LG, AR TR, T
FHANORERERZ, HEOLHDORELSXU 7
B IBGHRRC E R LT BRI 1B KR
498 %4 (B 199 %4, 1ok 296 %4, KFLA34) T
HY, FIEENL 19.70 1% (SD=1.73) TH > 72,

2008 FEDFE T, i1 317 %4 (1% 100 %4,
214 %, REZA 3%, THI4EHE 2005 5%, SD=
1.99) 12, TCQ-J30 HE MR, ZUMEMHET 2
72HDS I ERRFICLREYRDI, B, 7
M TR TORBICEE 2 255 2 03 &I
Yo TEEPKEVEEZLD, o120 4
BLO7 TR LAY, 1,2,5 6 THEYK LB
fRo 2 FHHOMF2/ER L, ¥ o r—HIZHEY
Koo, 183% (BlE4s %, L1374, FHEE
5 19.85 1%, SD=220) » b AR~ D MIE %, 134
% (B ss %, Lotk 77 %, Y 2034 5%, SD
=142) 25 BIR~OEERG, i, BRERE



(240) SO DB ST

T2 WA 2 i, BROCEIE L& oh
T8 (B3, LM4asF) 1o, elfEZRIC
P TCQJ ICRIB 2RI L 72,

2009 FE O FAE T, Wi E 1815 (B2 4,
LM 99 £, T 4E i 19.09 5%, SD=.86) IZ TCQ-
J30 JHH O A BB 23k 72 Y

& S

TCQ-] DEAFHEESH & UEtb#fst

JFRReFE U & 9 s Wrosfiith Sh z 220~ 3
2z, TCQ-J30 HHICDWT 5 AT Z2IEL, &
K- Ta<y 2 2R T foo RRATRENE ¢,
HTEafmE»PThrOR I, 35U ETHs e
VORI L D IHE R IR L 7o, 2 OFER, 2810
HA%% - 72 7 Wells & Davies (1994) IZHEvy, 551
T T, 2l T% Haay ra—],
W3R T8, HalR7TE LB, FsKFE
IS L) vénda L7z (Table 2)o

NG 5T TR S 2 RIE TCQ-J 22w,
& M RE ORI, TIRES A OMB 2
Table 31C7/R L 72, %8, FMIREORERROME
FICOVTE, fEfNay b VvREICEWTL
MM & D D -5 T2 (£(480)=2.65, p<.01)o
TCQ-J DSFEMEDIRET

NI AT 2 3 3 7o DI a iR B 2 B L 7o
R, affE O 78 5 .82 TdH - 7z (Table 3) K
2, EREEENEE ST 2 0o, 6 BT
Jéfti L 7o TCQ-J O R R FEFS s o> #H B (R 4k & B
M7, 2R, HBGREOMEIE 50 26 71T
& - 7z (Table 3),
TCQ-J] DEH EDIRET

Wells & Davies (1994) 3 & UF Z OJEFR T TCQ ¥ @
Bl e SN2 1. 26 6. OREE, 725 (NCHIE
T mEEE, RSQ DX S LIZ2WT, &frifzto

Y 2008 FEDFMED 7 — & T 5 K+ Z2AE L T i
RN EEG Lz 2 A, @Mk 1 2 2
BREEMSE LN, 22T, YTt A4 XA
T2 CHF I OIERDIZET 2 2 2 RT3
T2, 2009 I P 21T T,

Y LSS LNE T S ncEER, T(9) 202
2EZ2RbYIC, (LTEPMMICHEZT 2],
FBOICLLLTEL] D22 ThHhoTz, b
DIHHTE S 13 Wells & Davies (1994) @ Table 1 ¥ [fl
CLThd,

Vol. 39, No. 3

Fhi Sy, REBMZEHLL (s oRE
DHEAAFEE Table 4 1R L 72,

29, TCQ-J ¥ RAEE DR Y OHBIFRE % 5t
BL 7 (Table 5), % OFER, FaEME 23 RE il
THITR e ¢ A = E MRS (r=119, p<01) &, iR
JE 3 PSWQ,  JELZE o 1l il R #E S v A R s 1R o FHBY
(2 zhr=235p<.0L; r=.46, p<.01) &, DR
&S PSWQ, S5 o 1l il PR e S v A =2 1E o RHBY
(2 vz r=28, p<oL; r=22, p<.01) X7~ L 72,
Zh, SHES LRED PSWQ ¥ A 72 & o HH [
(r=—.19,p<.05) Z/R L 7,

T, TCQ-J ¥ LFEHIMETSPED RIE ¢ OFHRIREL
ZEIL 72 (Table 5) Z OFEH, FEMIE N 2R
G e AR 2 EOMB (=46, p<.01) &, FINE
DR, RAMNEEGR, NWEERK, WL
Py H R IEO M JEIC =23 p<0L; r=.16,
p<.05; r=.17, p<.05; r=.33, p<.01) &, fE&=Ma >
ko — v REER bt v AR 2 E o M (r=28,
p<O01) BRL e &7, DECREE DT H G,
EHRZENE  BRERIEOHBE (22t r=18,
p<.05; r=.22,p<.05) &, ZHES LREIZRHIERE
CERERAOHE r=- 31, p<.01) &, St s
EIEOME (r= 20, p<.01) Z/R L 72,

FHIOZMELT 2 72012, TCQ-] O N ¥ #
B [AEE D RSN OMHBMEE 2 3B L 72 (Ta-
ble 5), % DFER, M a >y b o — v RESHE
Mo el e HE R A O (= - 41, p<.01) Z/RL
foo LIcdio CPRIOIESCF s nic, 70, SRl
FEE DS E M o [0 it v A & 72 1E oM B (r=20,
p<.05) B L7,

FTH@%MFET 2 7212, TCQ-J DN EFfY
RSQ OXIE & L O RER R OMBIRE LR L
2 (Table 5), % OAEH, &S L KA RSQ DX
Mo L AR IEOMHERE (r=58 p<.01) /R L 7,
Lichio CPl@EscRis s, &z, #amfay
Fa— I VRED RSQ DEIE S L e AR IEOME
(r=25,p<.01) /R L7z,

z 5

ARFETIE, REEEHBICLZHEICL- T
TCQ-J 2{ERK L, Z DKL, ¥k SN 2
LM LT, BRENR TN 2 To7 e 2 A,
JhR ¢ Rk 5 KFasfi S hvie, &7z, MMIRE
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Table2 TCQ-] DR TAHHER (WAL - v~ v 2 2[6lE, N=498)

(241)

F1 F2 F3 F4 F5  Hhdtk
F1: PR
(14) ZOEZDEIVI OO R, MY FiyTEx2 84 —-05 -.13 -.06 —.07 74
%, Y
(10) Z20EZZEMNT WU N SVl RO %, EEFE 76 07  —.03 02 —.04 .59
HTEZ b,
(B) ZOEZDVEIVILDRONE, HEFELEZD, 74 —.07 03 —.05 .00 56
(20) ZOEZDVMEERLTCC202%, b5 —EMRLEZS 70 —.02 07 .00 06 50
55,
27) ¥I5LTCZDOIcwEZI0», Hrdhihr#EZ 3, 55 13 .06 02 —.03 33
(23) ZDEZIZOVT, SR bLPIEZIFE L (HD, 38 —.12 03 11 15 .19
F2: &
A1) ZDIEHREZLIECTHIDI 2R, —-.03 90 02 —.03 01 82
6) ZDIEEEZLICTHZEZWYH[T S, .02 .86 05 —.08 .00 75
(13) ZDZCkFEZIICTHARYEDITS, .02 72 —02 -.03 —.09 53
(15) Z20EZXIEDZIHIC, BHAookEicicwizhohoich) —.07 48 —.05 —.01 —.01 23
T 5,
(28) ZOZrEEZZcMrbrE N eHEIZE, CHDTICE 01 42 —.05 17 02 21
Hre 2,
Q) BEPrRIrviEend s, HOCSCE»E 3, 02 36 01 .10 26 21
F3: #t&=a >y rm—v
(29) ZOEZIZOVTRELHEY T 2, 01 05 .80 .02 02 64
(5) ZFOEZIWOVTHICHEFHSI R VTEL, R)? -11 -.01 76  —.05 —.10 .60
(25) KB, Bz &3 BEADFITFL BB HE I pm 05 06 64 .09 08 43
2%,
(12) ZDEZDI R ACBHELELRVEIICT S, (R 01  —.04 60 —.11 —.08 38
(17) WL &2 BEBZDPIEDPAILE SKEPCIMUL T2 D5 10 .00 56 18 11 37
P HOTHIT,
8 ZOEZZHDTOMONIZLZ->TEL, (R -01 -.09 49 —-11 -—.02 26
F4: Dfd
(18) 2D e®EZA3bYHIZ, bov 33w OliT -0 -.11 .05 75  —.04 .59
%O
(22) Z20EZIDG, HOPHZAZ oIS VAEMEOZ YD —-10 —.06 01 69 .00 50
TiExbo¥ £{EZ %,
(24) ZOZr®EZAMDYIC, BEDOEFICOVTEZ B, 09 —.05 —.02 58 —.05 35
(7)  EPODLEHREICOVTHININEEZL B, .06 07  —.09 57 04 34
4) Z20EZZ, bor 33w ILR0EZIYIVEZ D, -.02 11 01 54 —.01 31
(12) Z0OEZXREBLDIRAFTRADICICHEZPENSE S, .02 09 —.02 53 —.09 30
F5: &6 L
(16) 2D r®EZAMRDYIL, BLVWIEEZ D, -07 —.04 —.05 -—.04 90 81
(19) 2LV T 5, 06 —.02 09  —.07 67 47
1) 202 E2310bYIC, 75204 A=V RECFEL 02 —.03 04 —.08 65 43
50
Q1) ZDEZCRBLNICREZD, -.01 09 —.13 .06 58 36
FRRRELEIE| F2 23
F3 16 —.01
F4 29 30 .03
F5 .08 .05 .08 .09

U FHOFEE Wells & Davies (1994) O Table 1 ¥[RAILTHh 3, &7z, HEPD [20E 2] vig, [Fil{kw,

AreEE ER) 21RT,
Y (R) BHHEEA 2 KT,



(242)

ISHLDER RIS

Vol. 39, No. 3

Table3 TCQ-] O ARG ROFIMHEN, RIEMRMHOMEE, (SEMk

RER RO (SD) RS R o HEE fEigE
IR (=
Sk BME LM MBEGRD 2 3 4 s adpsy PUTREE
(r, N=285)
L. FET 1323 1330 13.20 0.27 ns. 20%  14™ 16** 12% 82 60%*
(4.28) (4.54) (4.09)
2. 945 960  9.36 0.81 ns. -07  27%% 04 78 Vit
(3.34) (3.53) (3.21)
3. oy btan—v 1337 12.74 13.78 2.65%* 01 .06 81 627*
(4.23) (4.18) (4.24)
4. D 892 892 894 0.06 ns. .06 78 50%*
(2.90) (3.06) (2.80)
5 &S L 10.17 10.15 10.19 0.13 ns. 78 60%*
(2.40) (2.26) (2.47)
*p<.05, **p<.01
Table4 TCQ-J ¥ OAHMARFHH L 7 RE Ofddiist=
3 RS D (SD) -
R of R
ELIN F ok
PSWQ 50.43 (12.58) 47.47 (11.96) 51.73 (12.97) 92
ST O T A e 44.33 (12.80) 42.13 (11.88) 45.34 (12.56) .90
Rz 49.96 (9.91) 49.44 (10.79) 50.10 (9.68) 87
FINISIER=E it 50.47 (9.62) 48.35 (11.52) 51.17 (8.91) 84
N B EGR 60.04 (10.89) 57.58 (10.99) 61.01 (10.66) .89
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