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1. "Factorialdesignis an experimental series inw
variables are assessed in turn®

2. "Factorial design is a design in which two Or more indepen
in such a way that-every level of one variabje occurs w
each different combination of levels defining a conditi

hich the effects of several experimentd
—Chaplin, 1975, P. 19+
dent variables are teste! |
ith every level of the other (8! ij
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T WHR 3 x 3 HRG-TRRAT (3x3 factorial design) ¥ & T@aT T 814 &, &K
m*?ﬁ?’iﬁ B9 § | 7q siftreed 1 SRR I (Boe, 1966) I ATHATHS Hifhar -
(nstramentay response) I¥ gUE 74T (punishment duration) AT §Y8 el (punish-
Tentintensity) & sy Y TEI B ﬁﬂm | g9 W@f@ﬁﬁ%m ¥ 29 a0
T fear T &l &—

TUZ- T
.25ma 2.00ma 4.00ma
% 1 o | Scores Scores Scores
¢ 280 - Scores. Scores Scores
E’, 4%o .| - Scores |° Scores Scores

Scanned with CamScanner



158 ey e

T T8 il & afrt o arferss e 1 whd § | RIS 5T KR A B 6 Ay
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h T & O 91 S (Merits or Advantags of Factorial design)}—(1)
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(@) 2 a1 orfres s @ TR (interaction effect) @ Fwifre oy
B 5 sfreey & omur W Ewa o &1 |

(2) FTERWT MR (Carl Smith etal; 1976)  FTH BT (factonal desiyn) g
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(generality) Tt & ollt B T W @ AR X BB A AT (comprehensive
information) B¥® ST %G &%l & |

(3) HR-APvEET o Th ot s o & R wgt aga 4 waeal (subjects) A ay
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