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2. 7% K32 (Research Question)
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noMARRELY ST
p-value of Wilcozon Rank
foo H p-value of Sum test (MannWhitney U
TR (3N N L ERES Fe/AME F P4 i P i A Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test test)
L i (Incisor) & HlE 14 107 276 6.00 0.00 1.00 200 6.00 0.0742 0.4986
o 15 L0 230 -2.00 0.00 0.00 200 7.00 01367
AR F i (premolan) i i3] 14 107 154 -1.00 0.00 100 200 4.00 0.0283 08431
il 15 127 243 3,00 -1.00 100 200 6.00 0.0620
S 1S A FE(upper molar) i it 38 14 1.97 0.00 2.00 2.00 4.00 7.00 0.0005 0.3554
& tliE e 15 285 -4.00 0.00 2,00 3.00 6.00 0.1099
FSHAT 1 (lower molar) &l 14 1.83 -1.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 6.00 0.0012 0.1353
& ik 15 217 0.00 0.00 1.00 2.00 7.00 0.0078

Aol vt 2 B SR ITEP AR T Y- B RS > B TE A R K TSR
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CERE  HURECRBREYEFRINRR VAFLIEN AT
ﬁzﬂéiﬁaﬁﬂﬁ:’§i%h?9wm+ﬂﬁﬂﬁmﬁ %

ETRS
Py
=
A
15

Table2.4 E{REFH T 2L HRIZ THA R PRRERLEI VR

Table 2.4 incisor(URL T M il IS L0 e -5 LR VS Jower molar( A SIS (5ORIEE R » L8R & F 1

Haincisorfii i Flower molarff LR R AL A7 AT
* LB AT R A
p-value of Wilcoxon Rank
p-value of Sum test (MannWhitney U
Eiib ] N WM R BoMATFROSirs  fedl bRl ROk Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test test)
olar F - Bl 14 221 o7 100 100 200 300 700 0.0012 1.0000
U\’(‘T’FEhM4)J‘HW Ol 15 207 22 =200 0.00 200 400 600 0.0049

AT ABT 2RV TEHA R ERIR B D SRR it A
FaErpfFTRY2mwam I wpREAECRBE  SEp P RFLE > S
PRERFAL ATEFRY RABEH > S fEA 3 9mﬁ%Mﬁ%“ﬁ
SEER Sl REY E T 3

Q) HFREF L
PR EFRI R R M ~EE R IR G - R (Tchorz et al.,2015) » #.%
o ARG I T'F'*ﬁ i A % JL(Abu-Tahunet al., 2014) o @ 4 ¢ 7 & 5 ¥ L& 1
EERME S R A z’v’ﬂ%i';&«(Luz et al., 2015; Al-Sudaniet al., 2017; Reymuset al.,
2019) » e b m ATy P $ 3 4 3 7 #F $dit(Nassriet al., 2018; Luz et al.,, 2015;
Tchorzet al., 2015) ~ = g &2 p X7 7 % & 2 F (745 2% (procedure error) (Luzet
al.,2015;Reymusetal 2019) 5 ¥ b A3 7 & X kjpdEdt e i ? 32 8 (Tchorz et al.,

2015) c Faverd A7 ik B A3 7 B B ETRE DR E IR VRS B

"'](Al-Sudanietal 2017)c AT R EF R LY > XM XEFE F 4 R
BFAGT TR E IR IR bR A BT M EITE A
BeF 2 XA K2 P RERAI T E LN T #E f* e
j\,gzr;i .sé,‘—%’sflﬁ,’ * ‘Em i # 1 poAzET 7 mpa LiE T it 5 sz‘!? /é;)%‘z‘)ll\gﬁﬁj%i;‘_‘m]
PIRACL B A o EEFRY SRR A LA G T R ITDIRI A G ok
HAFAHRG O[T B X uFEP AFT ﬁi“ B R SRR P A
g o BAREYATHL D EFFCHLRLE X 2 A4 Hnaw
(cognitive) ~ g ik & (perceptual speed)fo < L& & ip 4 (psychomotor ability) #74-
T4 FE G EM A% & RV (deliberate practice)(Suksudaj et al., 2012;
Ericsson, 2008) o %43 ¥ iny $ireng ¥ A2 > 4 L figd 11 f2E & K
G A RS i 0 TR O S i) )
FRLYE AR CFEIE ARG L B v 2t A A A A
-7 E_mfff§ #f 24 1 E (LaTurno, 1984; Gancedo-Caravia et al., 2020) °
PEHPAGT TR PR kR > B AT Pl T

1EY
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TRAL G L v oL ok f BV B

Q) F2EVv4
® PRI IEHIY HLER
a. WOERR e ANREIeR O - BAR ARG T A FIEfop KT LR
2o P AT AREARERE REBINEE T R EAFHFY 0 B
ZABET S FRER “ﬁg‘"ﬁﬁiﬂﬁi?ﬁﬁé 2RI ’%?ngii%gg‘ﬁ;°
b. ﬁ*‘g;)aﬁ'ﬁs«-_ﬁ ﬁﬁs*m’ﬁﬁfﬁi’rﬂ Le’?f?iﬁﬁ’—'?’ﬁf“f‘
ﬁ?@&ﬁiﬁ_ﬁﬁ;ﬁ*mﬁv PUEES AN FRREONRERE
® LM ANMAEANIAGIHAESH o F A A2 ledge ~ zipping ¥
WiTdeFe Vb BARG > A7 RA > g R T HILE -
® XEkh#HE FANIAGTI XKL IPE I FFEREIF X
ST SUE ELON P I B R
@ FPAFTIEAIEPARETZ AR  BAHNEPAEIETIEMAET
FARLT BB e B 437 7 R ET TR g e
FROTFARETERA ﬂag@h‘ AT S R o B - TR IS
BORRL B TR RSP AT Rl & 1v 54 g ey AU
7] & P (T3] Fh—,'f’?'&*ﬁ*ﬂ%ﬁf?&#ﬁ iz e 7 7 "53 PR ERT LA SR
AT ERY BREAIGE L 2B AT RY R R B
BrpRIRY BY ix%ﬁﬁui °
@ UiE7 AR bR
FREAFRBAZIp BRI OHREALR S ERT AT A FT T R
BB ARTRY FR > HEUAZT RITET R A e

’“\
~

7. #3284 L (Recommendations and Reflections)

HEPEP AT AREP BT T ATE SRR > P A R L
{ﬁi&?zWA TRY > BEIBRELTLCARIREALE L
e AEP AT HEp RT Jﬂ/z" ﬂ,%‘lg A AR g TR o Bfe B R g AR
7RY 0 Boin BBTEY R X RCEAYE ISR AR eS| Ko Ty € AR
4 TR B 3RS -

2
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