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A preliminary study on a relationship between
examinee’s ability and response time

SATOSHI DOUNOUE,Tl YosHIFUMI CHISAKIT!
and TsuyosHI Usagawa f1

There are various methods to evaluate examinee’s ability obtained by item
response theory as well as raw score. When a test is designed to allow limited
time, response speed of examinee is also required. This paper reports a prelim-
inary study on the relationship between score and response time, and discusses
on a possibility to estimate examinee’s ability. Response time of SPI (Synthetic
Personality Inventory) -like test is measured using Moodle, and it is analyzed
with the reflection of examinee’s response as well as total score.

1. U &®IC

RAFEDOHEREB Tld LMS(Learning Management System) 234 <IFHINLTw 5, Hf
I EHEOBERRNEWET 2720, SN T A MPBED L ICFIHEINTWS, L
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L, 7A DS EOHIFERAEE ORI FHEIC DV TEAT L b REINICIZITONTE
57, HEOWBE KT 2. 7Aoo HEE AR E LTid, Fm i OEE IS

FCHD K PR b IS 5, FRAXNTIIEAMNT SN HBORMTZEE DR %
HWELTED, FEEL O Z2 T2 LIERS TR, —), HEREEHRCIZHER
JEREHC - 7 R MR ER I WRBEE ORI 2 HEET 508, KREADHPIRHBRE O ZEH
26 NG EERCKDZ 2 LIRASTIE AV, ), HEWEHGZ M7 A MCE
WTE UIE UIEBIE AR & L CRE D87 X =8 SR S 11528, —RRICIZBEITHIGE D
FODEFEN AT A=2 L LT TLAWVY, 512, CBT 4% QMG T A
MZBOTHMERMHAI N2, CNSRIMEDERENL T X —F & LTIHY
STV,

AR %2 V7289 X =& L L TId Wise & Kong I & D $2/H X 4172 Response Time
Effort 23% %. Z® Response Time Effort (&, Scholastic Assessment Test(LA T SAT)
IZBWT, flx ORMOMERHZFHIT 2 2 L T2 ORMICEBBICEELI-bod, 2
ITHVPENEL, 2 THROT—FEMY R oIS Y,

HATIdSGERE ) 2 3Fli 3 2 TOEIC ® ZE#H OO 2 WiE ¥ 2 SPI 23k SIS
NTEDH, TOEIC #® SPI & LIHERKXD~v—2 > — b AR S N, HHEORL %
WRTEICH L TR CERIC# i dsko ot L 3Tz, fitoT, Zok)
ZEM DT A FTlE, BRIMNBOMERNEE L I X =512k LI NS,

AKX TlE, DI LMS ® 1 5TdH 5 Moodle AHTER U 7« AR IR & I E W HE 74 €
P a— VoW TRRS, RIZ, avT vy 2FETT 2BRICRERBMADOEIETDH 2 B
R ZHEIC & DR, SPI #EHe Uit O BB 2 siikas 2 ¥ 2 7ok 2 & 7 4l
ZELTH 5\, REREZHEL 2. 20k, FWTH S NKEY 5 Response Time
Effort Z 5N, BEOMG 2iT>7:. ¥/, R EEIMARKZERL, HE I/ #
B & 7 A b ZERE OREINA S D DBIRDI D 2 DDV THET 21T > 7z,

2. WERODEHEESR

21 FERAR

FRARXE L, BEIH L TREOBEAMT 2170, A (100 8% 50 K) K8 55
MTEBEOR N ZHET 2N Th %, HEOEAMNITIZ, HEEMAICHIT2 L
2o TED, ZOREAMMTDRITED SNT W, L L, FEARTIRIEMA AR LR
PORER L BT LR AZHEE L R\, ZEREISALICHE L T3 0 0HEiAsT
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ERVEV) MEEPEET 5.

2.2 IEHINEER

HEIGEBR T, 7 A MlEeZRE OREN OEV ICEI NV R a7 2T 3
KX TH3., ZOMFGIZEBIEESIER (72 MR LRENIZBREORNIT LI, 20
M ERS 2 HER 2 R L i@ 2 i 2 a 7AE SN 2T, £7-, WcIEH sy
SRBEORNZMET 22 EHRETH 5. S 512, HEHHISEBEERIIZSHME ORI
FEE Y, BRSO AZ AT Za7RERENS, ZD% TOEIC DX )iz
aA7H 10 ~ 990 HE ), EFIAFIERTD 10 RITEETELSATLERD,

L2 L, HEREERE, HERSMBOBECAI7?HRESTLEI OV v 7V
ML e (RIERTOHHEEDY v 7UE) FIHT 2008 L\, D F HREIET 2 b
TL2ZFMT 2 kv, Z0kd, RETOHEMDBROZHEE 2R L M
BTORAIZBLT L HES TR LY,

fit->C, MM OREIC L ->C, BERCHHEGEERZAHcELE, HEEH
VBT A - DEEGFEDHIE & DRIRICOBT E DI HRERE L EZ 5N D,

3. BRERRBICEE LIETHER

3.1 BERKEZRAWCHEMEOIY KO-

Computer-adaptive Testing Tl&, ZBEZEDRZENRY — G T, WHEDO R L 2 7
AT LZBEATHEYT 2 2 EDHREART A L TH 20, ZORENRY —ICkHZMA 5
2T, BOBETHRAOHEEZRICL Tw3, Zd Computer-adaptive Testing TlZ,
HEHGEMREZHW TV 720, ZORRE T IR 2MEZ BT, BIHEED EE
EroTWw3Y,

3.2 Response Time Effort

FREIERTIC T H L 725617028 & LT Kong 5 @ Response Time Effort 25% 3%, 5 Z b
W&o TRBEHEDP SRS NME X, £THARICHOTHS LIRSk, 22T, 7
A MNEH GO MEREBME T, #3k®, Response Time Effort # 2% Z & ¢, HHIC
ZEL TRV REED S 2 EZMD RS 2 EMNTEL L LTS, i 27 A MEHH, j
2B, k27T AMHEEBEL, RT; 2ZFE j 0b %7 A MHE | BRI E T2
&, Q) BEHL TR EORERMORKIMEEZ T, L, RT; LT s 2L
T SB;; DEBEOTHfEE RO SNE I EERLTED, X (2)IFZD SB;; #F7 A MH
H koW CTHML, #5# j ® Response Time Effort RTE; %3k TWw2%, RTE; ¥
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ZEi#H j © Response Time Effort &% > T3, Kong & & Response Time Effort (%
DfEiA3 0.95 BLETHIILE, ZDZREF IR CMERTHIHICT A F2ZRLTws e LT
W5,

1 if RT;; > T;,
SBij = (1)
0 otherwise.

k
Sk SBy
RTEjZA—E%——i (2)

3.3 MWERERIE I, ORE

LFED Response Time Effort 12 &1} %, MERREE T, OFEICOWT, Kong 51X
T 3 EEOFEEZREREL TS, 3 BEEEE 2% E (3SEC), [MEX % FELrkRi
(Reading Time) Z2#J& L 72i¢E (READ), HMZKIZ X % H7-H (Inspect) ¥ INSPECT)
D 3HHETH D, KX TlE, SAT TIE7% < SPI ZHWw22 Kong 6 EEERICT 570
BifiElx 3 & L., 7, INSPECT ##EICL2bDTH 3 D5 HIIRAL 72 2 fifiz
3 19 7285, M ix Method DMETH %,

(MD)#12 T; = 35 (3SEC)
(M2)FIESCDOREZIZIEL T, T; = 3s,5s,10s £ 5% (READ)

4. BERBBAEYRAT L

4.1 Moodle ZHWEY AT L
FCTIE, AR ZIIE S 2D A5 L E LT, Learning Management System (24
T LMS) ® 1 2T®% % Moodle Zf\>7z. Moodle I& PHP 7’1 7' 7 4 MU MySQL %
W T —F R—A THRINE LMS Th hH, HAPTHHEHE»H2 LMS D 1 2TH
%. Z® Moodle WIZf#FEIFZHIE T 2D EY 2 — L& {iAA, SPI BEHIBED
BOREa v 7oy R FEEL, ERRZEEL .
KL Z2F HIZEWT Moodle Z V7B E LTI RO 3 SAnifon s,
(1) EHEHIES
Moodle {& LMS @ 1 2TH 2%, T—FOZEEE, ZEHER, MENSOER
(£ DB TIEMR F 72 I ARIETH > 70 DOER) 25 Web ECHEETH B, £/, 2
YFUYYDBMRELET GUI ETT) 2 EMNTE, PC DREBIERELHKET
HAL—RICV AT LEFHAT S22 LK%,
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(2) HEIR - WZEDSATHE CTHERE DB INASH
Moodle I213E Y 2 — )UIEHEE & XN 2 IRERBREEDSH D, o 2 — Y 03ERL L 724%
H2FIHTHR TS 5.

(3) A—=—TvV—ATH?
A YA F—=NLENT Moodle HD 7 7 A NMZETE =TV —2ATHH, £TOHE
EMECHHTEIENTES,

4.2 Quiz + RT EYa-)

fRAIREE, Moodle RICHIBUCE Y 2 —VEERT 2 2 & THIE L. 2 OFHIC/ER
L7:€Y 2—E, Moodle IZEENT 2% Quiz Y 22— VEFI/EHL, Quiz EY 2—
VA B (Response Time) fHHZ MM L 72 €Y 2 — NV TH %70, "Quiz + RT €
Pa— LIRS, Quiz EY 2 — L TIE, FEHERMEZ 28T 354, mySQL F—%
R—2CZEH, M@ D, ZE#H ID, IEREHRGRI N3,

%227, Quiz + RT €Y 22— TlX, PHP 70/ 7 ADEH, MySQL 7—4% X—2
F—=7NVDOEEET, BEREZIZ, PHP 70/ 9 LT, Y4 LAY T2IEL,
mySQL 7 — % X — 2B L 7SR T — 7Vic 7 A MERZ Rl U 7. SRR oMl
EYA IV TIE, MEGRAAARRGD Y A LAYV T RORERY 7V VDY A LAY
Y7RMAL, IhrT—sX—2 LIREL, WREDRIZ 2 D084 LAY v T D
ZRDOTWS, fE>T, Moodle DF—¥ X—2I2i%, ZEiH, MEID, 24 1D, 1M
TEW, RERZIDSERRE NS,

5 = BR

51 REB&EH

TEiC, ARCTHIERBZIT>RBOY A5 L5, avyyy, ZEEICOWOR
5.,

5.1.1 YATLFEE

FIF$ % LMS 12 Moodle T, Quiz + RT €Y a— L 2FH L, MERZHET 5, BE
BER i —T 579, W—@HHD PC, [A— Web 77 7% 7 )L A 2 Y —vFIR (1280x800)
THHZE7. Quiz + RT €¥ 2— LTl Quiz €Y 2 — L THATE 22 ToOHEER
DHHTE 328, Sllid~ A EEDO A TETDRIEDHE & L IR ER X 2 V7
RNREHE R OHIRIZ DT Tz, 72, Moodle TIE 7 A FEHHMEDS L 13RI
fREZIET 2 2 EDITE BN, AFEBRCIHFEREZMET 270, 7 A MEHEMGICHRS
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RIRETHHEL L7,

5.1.2 YTV

4lal, Moodle 12988 L 7- @& RfiflE 2 v 7>y & LT, Sl SPI faEreIidic
FLL 727 2 P &7z, SPI 2 MERRHIE 2 v 7 v VIS BEHIERD 4 MTH 5,
(a) FIFECTLEDOMELZ B TBERXDT AL TH %

SPI 3B 05 % MR < LT, FEEERER SR 5, IS B O R % 5
WS N8, ESHERRD NS, Dk, MERMZIET2 ETELTVS
ECHIWT L 72,
(b) ZEEF RO SN BRESIDHIETH 5
SPI IF Tt 3 HHZMAM N E L TERLTE D, MERM & ZBEDOREIIZOWT
DMENHARETH % EF 2%, &E, Abild Ability DWTH 3.,
(Abil) 5 AR BLfE
XOEKTHIEDOERZIEL CHFEL, CEOMRPEE % WEICHFET 277
(Abi2)im B85
TCITHER L 72 2 JE 1, 37 LR mie 2 il 2 8 & 3
(Abi3)#E AL
NRIEEROFHREEI, 7T 7 - BEIEMEICHRIRT 20
(c) BEELF v > 2 L <L H3fE
SPI il i3 8 RMETH 27- 9, HPF v v AL 28 0.125 L4 5,
(d) ZEHEDEF R— a v ZHERFAEE
RBEDEFR—v avMERo L, WEOMEZED 51250, FEAHICHEET S
TTREMEDVE L 3. AW & L C, BRRKIGEN 2 8 2 7o R 4 R4 B K OOREbHE L
HROEEE VTV 2720, BBV 502 SPI OFREZ W2 2 LT,
TFR—a UyPHERINS Z LI NS,

F7o, TERL MBI TR 4 HHICOWTHEES E & Bbn s MEE % 5 M, 20 [
%o Tw3, 78 Ca ld Category DI TH S, £/, [ |NIFRDOSNZHEIEERLT
V3,

(Cal) n HEERIRE BRI - SRBEE)
(Ca2)finl 3B - SREEIES)

(Ca3)lEF - faGbE R - GHEENEHE]
(Cad) BB [SEEMEIE - FCEiLs]
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800 RT:

Thoodle

hicc_moodle - RT ' Quiz+RT = FEEAF

@7 #iz Satoshi Dounous £LTRFA YL TWET, : Sudent (ADA— LR S)

FEEDD

14 FhENBORBDIA—FHSHBZ. COSKOA—REFIICENB E& BNFRABDBDH 3.

1DDEZERR
LTI,

o

. 8480
b. 48;& D

. 144850

4 WThTHE L
. 963 D

1. 108:# D

g 120860

h. 6035

[eNeNoNoNoNeNe]

B2 Baloshi Dounove £LTOFAYLTUET. : Sludent (N2 OO LICEE)

_RT |

1 Moodle Eic#FR I N7 SPILBAMNIHED—FIT, ZBREIMEZHALZE, a~h DF3PFRF Y
7V v 7L, WERY VEIT L THRERMZIET 2 LMW TES

Eilvdnd s ]WiTETH D, HEFET, BRBEEFIZ 7 5L L Lk,

X 1 1%, Moodle LIz SPI #& R IEDHELMEa v Ty 2L, FEBEDOT A b
Wz HRRL2bDTH B,

%72, Moodle RicFE L zay 5 it \»T, HETE ZMERHTIE, KD (Actl)~
(Actd) D 4 DDFEI D 2 BEO G & % 5. 7 E Act 13 Action DHETH 5,
(Act)RTEIFR I N, ZOfMEEZ D
(Act2)f# & %252 5
(Act3)BIRED I A RS v %22V Y 7T 5
(Actd)IRER Y v %7V v 2T 5
DL 4 BED I B (Act3) KU (Actd) OBIEICHHIET 2 IHERIE, fRE % &% OBE
LD, BEREWTOMER ST 2 -0 BERER TR 220, KX TIEBR?
R ANA 727 MR Z L T3, E72, (ACL) ORJEEREIE, 4~ 5%y MR
BTOZBRTH 270, TN VEEIGN, I TIHEMMWIZ 0 E /AL %,

513 ¥ B #H

BRI IRIRIG B 2 72 2 7o RA2EE 4 SRR K OORERELEIE 7 42 vi, £/,
ZBE IR T2 o7 A MIEFERHZMEL T Y, TR D # MEEE X
Iy EDEREEZ T,
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anon RT:
e
o
Thoodle
hicc_moodle RT Quiz+RT BRERM/ A FRRAEIYTZY
BERR/ A FAAEIAYFTIY
1 Toy ERATTEW,
12OBEXERR O ax
LTEEV. o b
I
0 =
0O e
o fx
0 ox
0 hx
.
T —
_RT |

2 Moodle LICFER S NAMERE AL 7 ZHERE T, ZHEHEIE O OB (ZOMETIE o) ZEY,
ERY 2§ LT, MEREANA T AZHET S ENTES

5.2 BREREINA 7 ZADRE
HRORERHDOER TIBR: (Actl) [TEZFEORM, (Act2) & %% 2 5N %2IE
120 BT 5 2 L CREIELZ AR, BURIICIE, R2IfRd 23 X9% 8 Rohic
127352 O ZFERLTH5I) LI EWIFRE L TBITIFML DT A2 FEHEOM
BEHOLEIE R R, BEZEZ IR BETIE R VD, (Act3) ERIKD I 2%
REVEER - 70y 7L (Actd) IRERY v 22V v 7T 2RI THS, ZOMERZH
F 7 ISR LT 20 MFER LT TRERRINA 7 A RRIE L .

ZDRER, 2@REEEMEO YA 2.7 B Th o, AL TIE, Mz g
RN A 7 2 DOHEEME & T 5.,

5.3 BRERERE

(Cal)~(Cad) D 4 THH% % 5 [, & 20 Flico>WT, 7 £OZHEICK L CERMZ
HIE L7z, K31 s OB R & IEEREHR (0 DARIER, 1 2IEMR) OSHRKITH 5.
AR DOBEDHAEIZ Z N ZFNAFE, T A FHH (Cal) ~ (Cad) BT 2 mEERL T
%, 1z, MBI IR IERORERR O hco/AME, RAMEZRILTED, B
FIERRORER OVIEEZ T L TW» 5,
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K1 BXHEHEOLEMBICHNT 2 Response Time Effort(ExaA ~ ExaG 3&FZH#EZEL T035)

ExaA ExaB ExaC ExaD ExaE ExaF ExaG
3SEC 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
READ 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.89 1.00 1.00

5.4 Response Time Effort D&EH

5.4.1 3SEC IK&3 T; DERTE

Kong 523V Ty, =3s #AFEEBTOH WS, 20 T, =3s FMWEXZHED Z &%,
FEAREHBICHE L ROBETH 2 EHEZ NG,

5.4.2 READ &3 T; DRE

READ 12X 2 T; OF%E L LT, AwXTld 8 WEHV%, ZoMifit LT, Kong 5
DFETRIEOVPHXFHE 2T T, 2FELTED, MFHLHAETIE | XFOR
BREAHE T BT D 223, SlliZ Z 0 FHfEZ 20 E AT S, ERLAa YT
VY DRESCON LT H L 60 LT Em->TED, ZofEz HRADEEZEEETH 3
700 XF /5y 2GS 2 ETY, BEEZGOREEZ T 5 B E L, JHUCHEERE L 7 2
DOHEEE 2.7 WA HZE L 72 s WERHHOBIHE L7z, £, 48,88, 128 %2 T, Offik
BET D, 2NZNTEA T 2V O CTFHEDY 30 XFLH, 30 LFE D% 90 XF X
DA, 90 KT EDOWRICHIHE NS, (Cal) T T; =4s, (Ca2) TT; = 12s, (Ca3),
(Cad) TT; =8s & L7,

5.4.3 REAEDKE

#1113 EZBEEOLMEICNT 2 FEO RTE; TH5, £ 1 OFiHE LD 3SEC Tl
AEBHICHRE L Tw 37 A FHEHIBEE L 2\W)S, READ TRAEBBICHE L TW»3
TRELED B 2 7 A PIHED® D, MRERHBED T OfZ D 4 I R Iz, T 4 [T
DWTHMHI T A FE2ZITCwRwnoThiud, MERREIGE 7, DUT D2 L5 »
VAL B BT TH B0, REREBENL T OME & TIEMTho7. O F
D, REBICBWTOBIfEE LT 3SEC ZHOEZHENZYTHEEEZLNS,

6. & B

6.1 FEAICET 3|
X 3 TRENK, HZHREORERMRCIEROSHRTIE, hoffERR» S K& <
AT RPFET S, KL TIEIORES AN ZRRN LRI LICL, 2Dk
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ExaA

Tmaomalaaa ,,T C1Cc2|c3|c4

ExaB

. T cifc2|c3|ca

ExaC
o1

L 1 1 J
8
5]
e
8

T c1jc2|a|c4

ExaD
0 1

L 1 1 J
8
8
]

T cjc2|a|c4

E>0<a‘E

E>O<a‘F

E>O<a|G

ajc2|a|c4
T ’165 2|5
1

o® ® o @p o o
o ! o o o

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Response Timel[s]

EN

B 3 #%ZH#H ExaA ~ ExaCG ORI RO IESIE N7 A FEEGOIEMRE (1E%%2 1, #%%2 0 LT
plot. HMEMHEIRAINRAREIRE], B FYMERRIZ LS. £, BER (20 Bd), &7 A MEHENIER
B (5 M) 2 ARORICT S,

BICOWLTHRET 5.

B Z1E, ZEED, E, G OFRRETHBH, ik, ZEE G IHERLZE 23, Tni
FEOMECHAMEVICRDE, Mtz Lk oEWIcRE2hhroT L £ o7k, LB
SNt TokHig, (Cal), (Cad) ORETIEFHFHOTREELH D, ZOFIHRIZL-
TEEE D,E, G ORRAPRELZLEbNS, ZORESAOBHIZBEIL TlE, Moodle
DEY2—NVHTILARY D7)y VEIfEzRRINT 5 2 Lick D, X b IiEMELRN 21T
ZbEEZ, SHOBELET S,

6.2 REBESHEZRWRE

B 4 13%ZEE ORER R O IR RO RS ARTH 2. HIEI b ERIE, &

(© 2011 Information Processing Society of Japan



TR TS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report
> T
~ |
- !
] !

0
o |

.“é’ ~—

5 _

c -
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< o
© -
0 - —— SubA(17)
< ---- SubB(19)
o SubC(17)

=== SubD(18)

N --- SubE(17)
- e ] SubF(17)
o - —— SubG(16)

T 1T T 1T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Response Time([s]

4 BEBRHFOWERE KO IERO BRI (WO ExaA ~ ExaG BEZBRFLEL, () NOKTEE
ZHEDEI R E RS, HUCHIP BRI, Rb RO R - 1 ZEED RO 90% (18 1) # - 7 fif
BRI Z R LT 3)

b RBD B - 7 ZEREDY KD 90%(18 1) Mo BRI ZRL TWwa, ZORHE
BB E, BRBEICBOTERABICENET 2720076 L) OREICH 2 RED £
Roensd, 2FH, ZOFMATRINIILS EDX) BZEHEDORITICED>TW5DTlEk
Lkl NG,

oI, ZORBWOMXTIE, RKNRREIELZEE B 25 mBo 90%(18 &) Z2M-
7= R IZ 3 V> T D S 1

B,D,A CEF, G

B,E,D,G,AF,C

LR, BREEFSARESEDS.
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R 2 BXHHEOIERIBERIHIC X 2EDHRO R (ExaA ~ ExaG 3EZHELZRLTED, o IHE, 3
v lix 1 NEHZ#EE LR E R 2)

[ESEr N

X 5

ExaA ExaB ExaC ExaD ExaE ExaF ExaG
« 0.046 0.034 0.023 0.038 0.044 0.020 0.041
B 17 19 17 18 17 17 16
¥ 14.3 4.6 12.4 10.4 4.7 6.9 9.1
Q
o (¢]
0
o
<
© [¢]
0
N~
<
~ - O o O
o T4 12
< -
<
© (¢]
T T T T T
0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06
a

RTINS S 2 o 2B, WARICNIET 2 8 Zftic & 7 2 XITH

fE>C, & LIMERHICHIRD D > 7356, 228 D IHIRRFRINICHE 32 2 &5
K9, WRMICHEBIMES 22 2 EBTFRING, ORIz HIIERIE R
Z2ire, ERROREEZ2{To7%, 2ol X (3) dkHicns tEZLNS.

0 = B(1 — exp(—a(t —v))) ®3)

(o FRHENEDO EROREZITH Y MREHREIHIET 2, 0 ZREA, 8 30BN, &
13 7 A MEHE®D 9 B IEE L 72 i o R R )
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213, BRPEOHENRTI A=Y TH D, ERLICNIET 2 o 2RI, BRI
IGT % B &M E D 2 XTI L2 b DMK 5 TH 5,

M5 XDZBEORML LT, RO 454 703Fz6N05, () HD T I3 Type Dlig
Th3.
(T1)RZIRFRANE <, IEREICRC 2 RS (a K, BK)
(T2)f e 3d 23, IEHES ICRIT S (e K, BN
(T3)fE R RNEIEE VDS, TEREICES 2 E RS (ah, BK)
(T4)FERRNLEC, EMESITL T3 (ad, BN
R4 54 THH B ERET B L, RERBOTHEMEL D AEG & (T2), B,D & (T3),
flld (T4) I3 BTE 3,

7. b DO IC

AT, SPI MARNIREDHELFIETCH s TSI L T, 7 A MEHAHE
DIFEREZFHIL, BRI & ZEE DO L OBIRICOW TG L7z, 7, Kong 5
@ Response Time Effort I2HED{ 21T, #%5 D 3SEC HEIC & 2 BES AT
WHTE S LMD DT, £7 3SEC THIH S NBIE 3 1 13 FETRD 7 fiRE R H N
ATA27Ts EXBELTWEEEZ LGNS, I 61T, RERIERDOIEGIZERRIHT DL
12D, WAL ERIEDORRD & ZERHE DRETI % T T & S AR DNiE 03 A 6 Tz,
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