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R4 SEEREOSELZERT 5FIE
Entrance Category 2 Category 3 Category 4 Category 5

STEP 'l
criteria AM TI | SR |WK YY| TS |HK WR|DB|KN TT ST TH KwW/| HJ
PY% 23.0 12.4] 17.5] 6.6 6.9] 12.3| 12.1 8.3] 15.4] 19.9 12.5 6.2 4.6 29.6| 33.9
I-C Delta —6.4 —5.4] —4.0] 1.0 —6.5/—5.5] 5.9 7.4 0.2 89 8.9 9.9 11.3 —8.2| —6.2
StD 12.6 13.1] 13.0] 18.3 17.9] 17.7 15.0 15.4| 12.8/ 11.4 12.1 11.0 10.3 13.1} 8.3
1 1JC2-3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
2 Po%=5% 23.0 12.4] 175 6.6 6.9] 12.3] 12.1 8.3] 15.4] 19.9 12.5 6.2 4.6 29.6| 33.9
3 I-C Delta <15 —6.4 —5.4] —4.0] 1.0 —6.5/ —5.5] 5.9 7.4] 0.2] 8.9 8.9 9.9 11.3 —8.2] —¢.2
4 P% Delta <20 0.0 10.6] 5.5] 16.4 5.4f 0.0 0.2 4.0 4.5 0.0 7.4 13.8 15.3 4.4 0.0
5  StD Delta <15 0.0 0.5] 0.4 5.7 2.9 2.7] 0.0 0.4 25| 1.2 1.9 0.7 0.0 4.8 0.0
6 I-C Delta <10 —6.4 —5.4] —4.0 1.0 —6.5] =5.5 5.9 7.4] 0.2 89 8.9 9.9 11.3 —8.2| —¢.2
7  P% Delta <15 0.0 10.6] 5.5| 16.4 5.4 0.0 0.2 4.01 4.5 0.0 7.4 13.8 4.4]1 0.0
8  StD Delta <10 0.0 0.5] 0.4 2.9 27 0.0 0.4/ 1.8 0.4 1.1 0.0 4.8 0.0
9 I-C Delta <5 —6.4 —5.4] —4.0 —6.5| —=5.5] 5.9 7.4 0.2] 89 8.9 9.9 —8.2] —6.2
10 P9% Delta <10
11 StD Delta <5
12  Lowest I-C D
13 Highest P%
14 Lowest StD
15 1JC-3
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