WARPER T — A 2B 5 I SE & &)
—T7 Y 7 FEEOBRAD S A SR —

A R Bt

1 FBEOMELERN

HARHEICBWTH AT BI 2B BH O LR A2 ] B, W5 F 2 A1E
LC&7e —HIMEADORA TR OB R B % FH T 2 (&R ESR G
7 EBHITRFEO) MRS WEZIIEDSWTBY, i, 774

A # ANETVERET S (B IHARF0) [ a%EER] R
EA N SORQ AL Y[ TE =5 BVAC -3

MR OV ERREL L) LT ERAID LR, B2, FEHFTIEE
NOEREEEM U7z [BREGHEME] 70, GBS 2 &0 AH
DI 2 MA 2 BT 2ET AL TETN L, HDHWIIHHTOHA % H
ARHELET, ZOohHEbVRLIINVF -V PREHICBE, 20
FAFIZXLDHMALHZORFTEHIL L5 L3587 — 28GR ED
HRETFTVLH D,

HEFIIBWTH, HEmNEAERE FERNEEGERONIE [Ky 7
AME] L LTREL, 1TAEVATLAOBRELTHE—MICESZIHEL
72ToN=Y Y AR, ZOHHWHHAZ THININV—X DY AT KM D
—BITH %,

CHLRFESERRAAILE»DDOT, WITWELHHIN - ITV A%

o DNOLIIHHRULEL DD, WENEPYEThHLEEDLNL, Th

&, HEREATR» ST Y2, M [HH] 2 5T 2
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T2 89 Mg TIERL, BMAMEAOERICED LD Zilt&%E &0 X9 Bl
TMATWIFE, &) [HE] £v) bOOFINIESCTRIF 502, L)
FARRIEPLELZL NI L THD, KWL TIE, ) LAMEERDD
&,]. TIVA Y —OGHNETIGR B 5 =0 ORMEROME"Z FH5 0 12,
AR T — L OFEFRRZE U T, BHEOARO—MHIZESbDTH b,

IV Y —OGHIGRINBGRICB T 5 Z 0O RMILOME" L 1%, BFHOH
B L2 0T, (DFUMIHY) AD LW EXH L, ZLT, 2)FUHIE
ENDLTEDDHD, L) 2D S LT 5 (Elster 1996) o

(D ofle LTid, HEBOIHHEIRIE(BEDF v ¥ 23937 EL, €09
LOLNPBRIRENDET N EODEDRLR), AATTr— LB 5%
% 1) & Hfefm (backward induction) @735 K v 7 A, AHEEME T TORRDH T
bNZ. 2oL LTI, GHMEIESVECHEIIR GERRN®RLE, 71—
DI8T Ky IR, BEANDZEDY, FELGRE) OBEVH T HN L,

AL TIEIO Q) 0, GHERAGHOFHUABEIBNTLIXLIZES,
EV) EAEAFEBRTRLANZALCHET 282308 T %,

Z 2 TI980EMR LI H A E F o T B kI %4 — 4 (ultimatum game
RBEES— 2L Wv)) LIRS 7 — 2 RICER L7,

AR — K OFEBRAERIL, G HENRINEGG O T (557 — 258 4351)
CIEFRELELRDZZEFPAONTVD, ZHIZH LTV O2DFHAN S
5705, ENDWREM TRV, ARTIE, ¥HETFNVE, ¥ TR WEET
BET N EZIERT 258 THARDORYA Z W RICER LTV, BT & A5 R
B L CTHhize BAGMLIEAE (2009 D6FHELZ UL L2 DTH S,

2 FITXRBROBE

RERET — LTI, LAY —1EREE) D, H252ONTREDD
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HEMPICRET 2. DL TLAY2088F) W2 AN S, BEIE
EITVLAXY—OREEBYICHEENS, BLL T LAY 23R % L7z
5, MHFITHE LN, O — L eEUBITE D DK AN X ek
(backward induction) D#EHRZ2 7L A Y —1HESNBE I LIHB(FL A T —
HIHRARREEAT LAY 23 FNEZHER LRV,

L L, ¥a—RA50%BKNIIZE (Gith ef al. 1982) Pk, RAERET — 24
DFEERTIE, 57— 22T EN LR VR BRI TVDE Z LA
{HmHNTW5b,

BIZIE, REF O Z AT 5 (LD LVOHETHET 500 %4
ZEOBINTEZONDL L9125 %) &, FEZDE0~80%IE73 1 D04H 505
BV ED LR, IBEHED ) B TO2UTOREEZIFANDLDIZHTH3%
THb, %ETH5(Roth 1995),

COREHIREEREROFAIE, CoORTHEMIFTIFICRINTSE
D, EIZFXr—2HEmNEH &SRR X BT 58 E > T
(Roth 1995). L2»L 201, amox gkl a 2z, Blox s
DL ThRENLEI G- TEL 1217V A V=18 X201 22H
CEBHH, IR ERI) T LA Y —20KETEIC X 23 TH LY,

VIBE, AThNTEERITEISWFZE LI DOTHDO &5 502 eI
5H0x%\ MEROIX, Z LB O2208 W% 5 F < oL 72FBIC-
TVRWEW) ZETH D, fmDBHO-DI2IE, WISHEEE L E T %
WA B L 7 R A AT D WD B 5 7o

Abbink & (1996) (2001) D EEIZ Z D5 B2 4TI EHTRERATH 5o A
FSCiE, Abbink 5 OEEA HATHEA LD DOTH S, #EOKMILAbbink
LEXFTHOIDTH 720 LPLWKOPDOMEDLALNIDT, Thzilt
EHT 5o
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(1) BERS

Abbink, Bolton, Sadrieh, Fang-Fang (1996) (2001) D& 2 AT L THA L 9o
RAESER T — K FBRI B D B BRI Z AR ER 07 — 2 se 4y o Bl il &
FEBEOT VAR E OHEE?» S5 M L Twb, Abbink S IZmMEIRET — A1
BWTEHG T — 2 BT 56 2 MRITRT 720, LT D320k
ExEBLo

Pl TR HEDOEHERE, MAROSEMAHRLHLILTH L
P2 TR E, MTOHKEZH > T2
P3 AT E, HOORELITHZFETRDOL I LN TES

I CHG T — 2l ER T A 20 ) TR O L) ISR E NS,

TUAXY—HIRD LI ICEZ D, TLAX =2 [FlESL L)L
139 20 J(P1, P2) /NEZTLAY—=21252, ROV EZHSOLDIZT
HERBETRETHDHP3)o LAY 20HENRL TNEZHT 5 (P,
P3)o

BEAMRF T, T A v =225, AYERREISTIANTPEEZNSIT5
oD, B2 T5LEVIHFNAET L, TLAY—1EMbHEoIEnI &
BN THOS T — 2 EEHHREL L2 EHTE DD TH %, F#IZBolton
(1991) 13 UF D A IR X > T DORFZ EH L TV 5,

(2) BEREKZEBRH

WIS EIRBLTE, TV A OB R EE SRR E T — 2B 51780
e b, ZOMEIIBITAEELMIEIX, Roth & Erev(1995)1I2X 53D &
Samuelson (199712 £ 2 b D2 %, HBAIZOWTITAR - £&H:(2002) THIE
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ETNWVEREL. TNENRRR L S2FET VI AL E2HWTW 5D,
ERWIZIFEEZFEETVTH S,

Samuelson® € 7 WA DOWTHFHIZHM L TH I H o 7 — 2 ZHERHE D &
FTLEETVLAXY—ERMNOT =L TIE, EOMPERIEEZ 7L A T 20200 T
D[ EIA] (propensity) |2 o TV EARET %0 = LDWRDBEIN L2 & T,
C OMEIMIEESERELE U TER SN D, BRRIIEEOBE (FOr—24)T
DINT + = Y AMREL TV D 2F ) EVAGZ RSN LT X D &y
BIRREFFOE V) T ETHD, TOMRE, 7L AT 2128 > TD2DODEH,
ThbLET LAY =15 DORHWGIREOIRROZHOFE L, IR D
WROZHEDFEE T, BEOEHRDIT) BV, B DI H5E VIS & 14
LNERLTHD DI ENT LAY —1%, FEERYE)REOTR S,
T A X =212 ARSI REDIRAN b s 2 L
2% %0 §AbLBIBHFENKHRAIVRS, EEOT VAT 5 [TV
AX—=1AFOREDEL %5 &9 RilklgE L5 X ) FRETHIEHIN, 7
LAY =20 PSR E L ZH T 2WIEE 2 E 35 L0 b R GEILENE)
LwnwHZkithsb,

FLwa L, BREERGE SEBERHO S B, Plez=iF AN, P2
EP3EDUTOEINICEE L2 DL ) T EIlhb,

P2*: LAY =17 —2DOFMIE, WL ODPOMPEREIZOWT, ZIIH
L O[] (propensity) & # - T\ %,
P3*: 7L A Y —i%, P2ofn%z & b,

o — noeadaf L WK L 72856, BEVRBUIP2L P31 D X £ TP1%
UTOX)CESMR 72D TH b,
PI' : T (7 LAY —1) LKL RIS T 27 LG bhAwn

45



IR T — DB BB & &S

L& TLAY 28 MEPMBERVIE) ZlfE. ) ThWVARD,
TUAY =238 5 DRI RARICE D &) =2 E T 5,

TSR LT, BISIFRIBIIIRAIR RS — 2 B2 T LA 2 T &
INZHT B0 TAUIEERER 22 2B O & (ZIZH U ETHR S hTw
%o
TLAX=1E 7V A XY =208 %2> Twb P B8LUP2), 7L A ¥—1
AR ENL DS, T Y 20 FHHOREE T4 L2 #R(P3),
TLAY =232 2% ANs (P1*B X UP3).

[FiRE7Ze ] FR L Rk ] BE BRI, o) RpoTBI AN =X
LADPEHET S0 SO LD, ZO200WERGET A N EIT) S LERWTEE
T2ETTHY, I, AbbinkEROENT 2L ATH 5D, #ILHFEE
WHALRRA T A F I 7 A% B AT 5 (P2 - P3&P2" - P3CHEH) A%, W& % H
CAEE I 2 By b (PL) OB MEM AL IR S b, BEMRILIZ L, 7
LAY —0@x2 2T 5 (PLAPINCHEIR) 2%, #5547 — A 5e 3RS & [
BeEl %7 L =27 — 7 TIB &R 5 2 LD WRETH 5o

3 RBRIY¥IT

Abbink FEBIIIRALIRE 7 — & & Hli e ik (1) ISHiR L7z LT, REaels
MEBATEIDOTHD, ThDLL2ODOHM (treat) DT — AR EDEL L3
ThNTVLONICHET A1E#RE LAY =272 IB5ETLHDTH 5,

(1) AR — 2 AT EBRICERT B0 T LAY =1 5 (AF) 2558 (a,
a,=5:5)1 b LR [PERRY) 2o, a,=82)] Ow§hapr
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TLAY—2

? (AT — 2120, 1% Ly —21310)
TLAX—-2 5 0 2 0

B HWNICTHERED S 2REFRET — LA

ERETHIEDNTED, RICTVAX 23 TNEZHETHH, IHEGT S
ZENTE S,

(2) £i% L% — A& (impunity game) : BE 7y — 2 dWV2 b, LAY -1
REEREERELIHE, TUAY—13RF 2 TRTZITMS, €5
2 CIEARENREEAT 2 BN [? ] XHLEBIBENTH D,
CTRTVAYN 2R ELRECIME L 72550, T LAY —10 8
2RI TH %o

FERZBI L 72 B 72 HIIEERIC T O X ) 2z 52 5,

(a) [?] ofiixs v ¥ 22001000 WFhricE shs  fgrE» 7L
AT B —NZIEARY -2 DE R L= 2DV ThANTHY, ThidT >~
T AIPRE S NS

(b) [?] OHEETLAXY=2Il0ARE206N15  ThbbETLAY—1IX
BAEELLDF — 2% 7L A LTWARPITOVTOFERIZE 2 SRk,

() FEBIMAM DD 7 — A &HTTIT, RBHTFIIEREDL S, 1EREL
TUAXN—EHTTLATHI EId R0,

(@ 7] OMEZIIEDOERLZBE L TAETH S @ E IR T -2 0h%E
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i\, & LRI LY —20ARME2T VAT 5,

(e) HEBEVIELG Z oNEFNINEOEREZBETALTH S © LW
HxEB, TLAY—10k, b LET VAV -20A%REEHRT 5,

6 BTVUAX—ICEEBRTE, 7F—20fF106 L288» K bh b,

Abbink 513 Z DFEBAZ AT —L2DHR, S LTX—2DOATENENSE (G
sessions) $ 217 - 720 TN E D, AbbinkZEEk & FER, 1EDOEERITIZI6AD
WeBREAB L, 8l (8 rounds) D7 — 24 - v ¥ 3 ¥ %1 (1 session) DA 7
L A L7z, AbbinkZEZER CIIBEREREIII0AN, FA Y ORFEDERIKTHEE
ENKE G HREE D EFEDOFRATE 5 720 BFH TIRR S NIT & R
TUEDADFERBRIZBM L 720 16 ADHBRE LT > T 2T LAY =10 T LA
YT =21CHYIRSN, ZOBRIFHIEZ SN, EBIZPCOM M IZIKLE
DY ) —DRIDNFEREND, A VAT 72 a v BIOHHOFME 7 —
% X Abbink et al. (2001) ®» Appendix A, Appendix BIZ##HEE L Twb, 57—
ZITA I (2009) DBERIZEI L 72,

[?] OEIRT LAY =200 TIi305 5V IZI0EHPREN TV S, T LA
Y —1HEINT 20 %% TT LA Y —2%MWi ETERE L CURI» KDL, 8
MTTLAERT L, RIS USRI Kbz,

W7 — A& ONGH (FEEE T V) T, ZOREREWMOBEAHE
B EhkeRbfihv, 2845 [?] o7 LA Y —10FETH LD
T, TUAXY20FBICIIRELZ 520w bTHb, PZITTLAY =20
TENCEBE 52 5 0IETTho, L, TLAY—1bF [?] off
EIFEMRICAYELRE,I S OB ENRTE S, L2 TRz W
ThHo TORBIEIHLEVIETTH S,

TILERHFEET N EFEET IV TIELE ) D%

EBROEILy FEEZTARL, COLE [?] OICEDLLT, 7L A ¥ —
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R LY —2IC/R2Z228Hh5, 22TOTLAXY—1OT L A 1234
BHONZVWIETTHD, —HTVLAY =21 [ ?] DfEZRHAI> TWDEDED,
WIS EIRFCHEZE [? ] OEIZ T LA Y =20 0WIHEE2 5 2 2 wvid
TTHD, FRATT LAV ELGRDDIET VLA DIRT =3 Y ADE
FE(HZORR) 05 ThH D, WICHE2NI BN OBEEE BT 207295,
CITHEALERIENITTHL, LT T2bb#IsN¥EET VT
LEHMEET N LB, 202007 = 2D RIGEVIZRVWE W) Z LR
%o Tld, HEMET N LBELNFHETVCTHRENPED LI IIRR L7259
7% SamuelsonE FIVIEI 2TV [HikeZ | BISHFEEETLOLIOTH b,

MK LT, BEETVIZNTY — ABIICERPB L 2 PR 5, Fik
LY —ATRT VA Y2 EREZIERT 52 813, & & L g
LBWEITTHL, TREZ#HTHEDB T LAV 1L o TERIZR ST
L) LANE TLAY =2 3%i#i % EINT 2133 TH 5o ito T, Ay —
LAEHBLTE R LY — 21280 T, W57 —2%eWlr i L BT
% EDOTFRAEY Lo D F D BEE T IV T T O B s
EHODTHb,

4 BHEER
(1) EEROBIKE

AbbinkEEBROFEIC & 2 B2 LUF Tl & /s, 83R1320024E 1237 i
(WiaFbe Ry, FRHRY:, HARY) THEE8ty v a Y frofee 2721 %
D) BIAFITFRE LOMEBH Y, 5Ty 3 Yok Hwiz, #ER
FHx, BAEBRTHOONERTIEIRL, REOT VAL MEEOFHXIC
Weo THEL, 128ADBI L7z, BAE 2 EO&MIE%E L, &oA0S
MoOBEHEE %2> T Wb %,
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IR T — DB BB & &S

F—LDE LD, BEREIEA YA MT 2 Y a ¥ (AbbinkEEBRIZH WS-
bOEHAGEICHRL 72D D) 2 FA T, EBHYMFENFH & 2 THETHYI L
7oo BEERFIE LB & THRE S 72FTOHUHEN L, FHOKS L 7o#nEs
Tr—L%ffo7. AbbinkEERTIZ 7y — 2 OKRDPHIEICHN S A, BRTIE
i e Lz (B, IWEFICE POz A2 ) -V ETERRLTH LD
RELIZEFFRL TR, 1HZ220M & L, FEAFFI0M I X 72 Abbink
FEERTOFIH LI EEIIDMI844 (B & Z814.75) THr R 13 FH455 . =
MU L THARTOER TOTFHLINEHULT session TR T DL
(FEAKET) 1588, T ZmE I3 359605372 - 720

Abbink#E B TldcgiTid % < 7 7Y 7 — 3 3 ~ (Ratlmage software) % fii i
LTWw372% BRTREGBEOEVEROMEZEEL, ZIZFENEDcg”
077 5%CElTCHIEL, BRICKELTEH LV Y SV - =N ET
IUNA NV LT LY Z IV = NEICHE SN/ T V%1 Flidgee version
egcs-2.91.66 19990314/Linux (egcs-1.1.2 release) T %, AbbinkFEk & 274 5
DET TN r—va yRIPCFELZT TR L, WAKRICPCTIE % < #EHERE
Ve THDY,

(2) KER#FER

BT, B@EORKEIRET — 2B 2 A HERFIETR A (1520%) (Roth
1995) & 0 & A7 ) EVIEE RIS 5 720 BUFIC, Abbink%EER (10 v ¥ 3 >)
BTy vay) OFROLBERT,

[Abbink 5]

=10 00% 17% 35% 120% 123% : ¥ 59%

=0 34% 16.1% 250% 255% 27.8% : - F33 19.6%
ait]

?=10 00% 28% 11.8% D 53%
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?=0 433% 455% 650% 72.0% P39 54.6%

B D247 AR Abbink EEE DB (%1 v ¥ 3 ¥ O Z /N & WIEIZ % 5
72) T 5", Abbink® OEERTIZ, WMBI(?=10& ? =0)5t v ¥ 3 ¥ DF
B BEN RV E T 2 M RGUIFEN SN 5 (B8 2 B hiilp=0.020)
BRI ARIZE T b A BAEA 2 & 2B IEH S 7z (5 fip=0.000)

23 & O°'EI3iE, Abbink ef al. (2001) ®E212H4§ 2 X%, AbbinkdZk
LBATHEKLZDDTH b,

—— ?=((Abbink)
---@--- ?=10(Abbink)

0.2

Cumulative proportion of second movers

00 - T T : : )
0.0 02 04 0.6 08 1.0

Unequal offer rejection rate

F2 T A Y -20FHERFIEEEDREE R (AbbinkEER)

H2EH31E 7V A V20 A ERFIER I3 2 B OME 2 & 058 T
5o

F2E A THEIo T A Y —20HGRORFHERIZ ? =100 ? =0
LD DBV, 728, TLAX =105k INTAHERED20% L2 IER T
D1%, ?=00¥E1F24% % DI LT, ?P=10TIR T LAY —20H7 H5%
T &LV, ?P=0DBEDT LAY =203 BIEOIHGIHEDE L (z-test F 1l
p=0046), “FIGHEEHD EW: (z-test i #llp=0.013), ? =10THEH L7z AOAD
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=
(=)
\

o
%)
.

o
o
.

o
=

<
o

Cumulative proportion of second movers

o
o

0.0 0.2 04 0.6 08 10

Unequal offer rejection rate

H3 TLA Y20 THEREERROIREEY (BREER)

I BN PEEEERE L Tz, 2RI LT ? =00A 16 AR D
9 HIAAERIEH L Tz,

kD 2 & 2 H3GHR) THRTHAD L ? =0DHHDERERIKE LS IE-
TWhHIEMEHSI NS,

DA DHH A TA L Do BT EITHRIEDT — 2 ets (LA
Y—1DAREEREZ L, TLAXY 20 FNEZHTH L VI MAADE)D
WRTH5,

HMATIZTNTOERNET? =100%5E0?=0L ) bE. LALZDERR
BOBRIZHZIFZEHLD L) TH Do H1A TR O 21X W6 Tl 2w
(065£060TZNZHA0Y » TV, K illp=0322). L2 LixtkD %8 TixZ
DFFIE-> &Y LTL 20831063, HHIP=0.023),

H5DBRDOBE D IS, $TRTOET? =100EA?=0& D &\,
ZOEIRAOME DS HENIEZ-> EVITEY, BICELZEIVHIS L)
27 %0 AbbinkEBR L BHDENIVWLODH L, TTHEIMH THEKTIE?
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—— =0(Abbink)

---@--- ?=10(Abbink)

£ 100 A
2

E g e
g 80
B

&
560
o

B

g ]
5

& 20 4
[aBy

0

Round

X4 sE£i#7 L 1 O (Abbink3EER)

—o— "=0(F)5) ---@---?=10(f1)5)

£ 100
2
E) 2N
] 80 1 ya \\ _-®
3 o~ / R 4
% 6 A A
g l e
A /s L .
Yy i
= 0] o
S L
S
£
=}
£ ./\./_._/0
=
[aB}
0

Round

X5 SE£HETL 1 OLE (FREER)

=0& ?=10CTHD T — & H TV A DIRP PRV RELE>TnH I ETH

5o TOMMPHIF, BEETNHPIFFEINDLLZTTRL, ?=100HMIZ BT

DR OVWHEICALNDL L) TH D,
RICH6ER7IET VA ¥ —1L201TEH 2 0BEL 72 DTH 5,
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Proportion

—e— First Mover Offer:
?=0(Abbink)

---@--- [irst Mover Offer:
?=10(Abbink)

—— Second Mover
Rejection:
?=0(Abbink)

---4A--- Second Mover
Rejection:
?=10(Abbink)

X6 LAY —1DFREEREETL 1Y —20IERE (Abbink35R)

Proportion

A\__‘/‘

1

2

3

Round

—e— First Mover Offer:
?=0(f1 J5)

---@--- First Mover Offer:
?=10(1)5)

—— Second Mover
Rejection:

P=0(f1 %)

---4--- Second Mover
Rejection:

?=10(f )

R7 TLAY—1OTHERRETL AV —20EE (AEXR)

P=0CTOEBRICIFMEERTH FAZLIEAS NV, —F?
=100 EIFEEZ TS ZE BB’ E > TO L L) ITAR S5
2 T3 7w (Abbink et al. 2001 2 11, 1EIZ—HLT? =100k XDIT)
M2=00EE LY EEAAZDEITNE L (86%L81%) MAlIIICABE T LW
(Abbink et al. 2001 : 11),

CHICH LT, R7OHARICB T 2EHTH ? =0TOEFITIZEEITRE W
boo, HEERTHHHEIEASN RV, —T
F & RS2 F 5 T L X ) ICAZ 2 DHENICHE TR -
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720 TUAX =23 FEERAONLENVEV) ZERIDETHNVZIE) TH
%4

P=10D L E T LAY —1DOZALIZAbbInkSFEER E B Y A2 Do & Y LA
LTWbEIICAZD. MUETHERTIZADINkORA LY b, ? =00HE L ?
=10DHETIR T LAY —1DTEICRE LBV ALNDL L W) T L TH 5,

TZETHE, ?=0L?=10TOTLAX—1B LT LA X —204TE I <
OPDHTREZBENDVH DI LEZRL TV, T &b b 7E TR
WETF — 2 0FEBHROTRTEFATE LWLV 2L TH S,

L L, E6RE7TIEMHETIZZWIZE X RA SO HELAA SN,
ZFIT, TLA XY =105 22T Abbink 5 IRV OS2 5 7 71 —
F L CThk & 9 (Abbink et al. 2001:12) s BEiHIAERIE T L A ¥ —10 t [ H D
W (R ERFE=1)T, Ihzt - 1HEFTOTVABRTHELZDOTH S,
JEIEIXIRDIEFTH 5

R, ;= t1 HHE TICABEREZ LT, T4V -2205ER SN0
A =tlL BHETIEIABERELZ LT, T A Y =210 s hzhl
E, ., =t1 HHETIZHEREL L (TTA LY —212%# s h) 725
Treat, = ?=0%51X1, ?=10% 530

Abbink 5 OFATHIZEIZHE, FE%eE @ M O FE M (heterogeneity) % @15
57 Y AMREMRI-TOE Y MM EITC, AATREL BEORBTH
B3 2 IS FE TV 2 e L7z I—RFEHZEF56 A\ 5 (Abbink 5 O FER
TIISON) DT, ZNLDMAMOERE, BELL72WEBOMRZ T 5
VERDH LN ETH Do HHTITIEISASONLMIXED 7 1 ¥ ¥ ¥ GEMIBRA T
TW) =ML 720

AbbinkE BRI L Cid, BEIEICHET 2 ZBORBOF 53 #In¥8 €7
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%1 AbbinkERBOZOE Y M7 (REICE 2ER)

Parameter Estimate Pr > |t
Intercept 1.011 0.000
R 0488 0.030
A 0.260 0.000
E -0.036 0.782
Treat 0.051 0.862
Random effects 0.972 0.112
Log Likelihood 2182

7 — % W © Abbink et al. (2001)fif3%

VOFPREY 2% > T2, E ,OREIEAEETERd o7 i (treat)
MTOERDP VI EBEE LW,

x2 BHOTOE Y bR

Parameter Estimate Pr > |t|
Intercept 0416 0.096
R -0.398 0.054
A 0.259 0.003
E 0.149 0.174
Treat 0.535 0.134
Random effects 1.039 0.129
Log Likelihood -250.3

7 — & W AR (2009) 1

BRTHEBRIZ, REFERFIECORBR, 331 FACHEICHSL, &
NFREZHEDORBA, JIERICT T AW VT Wz, 7L A Y —1OFTE)IC
LS FEEDRALNL L) T L THD, 72 LBITHIZETIZATIREE X
HETRROUPFEDRIA FATH - 72PN UBERTIIT I AR L (2K
LABTRERW) . TLA Y =22 0HE S NREBRIE T L A4 Y —10oRYER
FrWPSE, TUAV 2R ERELZH LRI T LAY —10ORY
SRERMMETTNDEE VI T ETH S,

FTOHH B L EREBEDITHICH L THRITMIE DRE ZENII3NT
H%o
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(1) REBDWEREVZ

(2) IREHEOIGBEIE V.
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