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Case Structure Mean (SD) Structure Tl (S
R 1 Simple & Narrow 5.595 (1.279) i1 Simple & Narrow  HiJil (#1-Casel) < i1 (#2-Casel k) - Disconfirmed
2 Complex & Narrow 5.568 (1.345) Hifl (#21-Casel) < W41 (#£2-Cases I2) - Disconfirmed
3 Simple & Wide 5784 (1436) Complex & Narrow  Hiflt (#1-Case2) > W% (#2-Casel T) 0.001 ***  Confirmed
HUE (#1-Case2) < A7 (#£2-Case6.I) - Disconfirmed
4 Complex & Wide 5.324 (1.564)
Simple & Wide Bl (#21-Case3) < W4 (£2-Case2 ) - Disconfirmed
5 Simple & Latent 3.378 (1.421)
HUfh (#61-Case3) < i1 (£2-Case3 I) 0.954 n.s.  Not-Confirmed
6 Complex & Latent 2.162 (1.191)
Complex & Wide  Hifli (721-Cased) > W% (2-Case2 T) 0.001 ***  Confirmed
7 Simple & Not-good 3.757 (1.690)
Hifit (#1-Cased) < W% (#2-Cased |) 0426 n.s.  Not-Confirmed
8 Complex & Not-good ~ 3.946 (1.632)
Simple & Latent Bt (1-Case5) > W% (F2-Cases T) 0.147 n.s.  Not-Confirmed
A FIFEA 1 Simple & Narrow 4378 (1.163)
Complex & Latent  Hifll (#1-Case6) > W51 (#2-Case6 V) - Disconfirmed
Complex & Narrow ~ 4.243 (1.211)
Simple & Not-good  Hilt (#1-Case7) > UiF (F£2-Case3 T) 0.003 ***  Confirmed
2 Simple & Wide 4.595 (1.257) -
Complex & Not-good ~ Hifll (#1-Case8) > M5l (#2-Cased T) 0.075 1 Confirmed
Complex & Wide 3.973 (1.280)
2 Simple & Narrow Hifl (#21-Casel) > W41 (£2-Casel ) 0.001 ***  Confirmed
3 Simple & Wide 5.703 (0.812) i
HUglt (F1-Casel) < W5 (F2-Cases ) 0.001 ***  Confirmed
Simple & Not-good 2.784 (0.947)
S arrow  HU (#1-Case2) > W71 (#2-Casel T ok
4 Complex & Wide 4919 (1.320) Complex & Narrow  HUfll (#1-Case2) > ifi 4] (#62-Casel T) 0.001 Confirmed
UL (321-Case2) < 1371 (#22-Case6 |- .001 *+* firmed
Complex & Not-good  3.324 (1.313) YUl (#21-Case2) < W51 (#£2-Case6.I) 0.001 Confirme
Simple & Wid JUAl (#1-Ca Al (F2-Case2 | .001 *¥+
5 Simple & Manifest 4486 (1.096) imple ide Bl (#21-Case3) < A4 (F22-Case2 I) 0.001 Confirmed
: HUE (#1-Case3) < A7 (#£2-Case3 |) 0.954 n.s.  Not-Confirmed
Simple & Latent 3.865 (1.437)
Complex & Wide ~ HUl (#1-Cased) > A7 (#£2-Case2 T) 0.001 ***  Confirmed
6 Complex & Manifest ~ 4.730 (1.217)
Hiflt (#21-Cased) < 5 (#22-Cased L) 0.426 n.s.  Not-Confirmed
Complex & Latent 3.351 (L.111)
Simple & Latent High (#1-CaseS) > WiF (F2-CaseS ) 0.147 n.s.  Not-Confirmed
Complex & Latent 5l (#1-Case6) > W41 (#2-Case6 ) - Disconfirmed
3 %ﬂ:% & %g Simple & Not-good  HUAlt (#1-Case7) > W51 (#2-Case3 T) 0.003 ***  Confirmed
. [{i=} 2 Y
Complex & Not-good  Hiflt (#1-Case8) > U5 (#22-Cased V) 0.075F  Confirmed
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