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r Tetracycline Citric acid Normal saline

well poor total well poor total well poor total
24 2 26 11 1 12 - - -

24 - 24 14 1 15 7 1 8

27 2 29 16 1 17 4 . 4

32 - 32 18 1 19 3 - 3

20 1 21 23 - 23 10 - 10

19 - 19 16 - 16 8 - 8

22 1 23 20 - 20 7 1 8
- 29 - 29 13 - 13 9 2 11
25 - 25 19 - 18 22 2 24

17 - 17 21 - 21 15 - 15

18 - 1 19 9 1 10 16 - 16

20 1 21 g = g 7 1 8

1 - 11 15 - 15

B 10 - 10 19 1 20
20 - 20 23 - 23

7 - 7 19 - |
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HANNTILAT
wer Kruskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova "™
Well type
N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
WELL 44 15.86364 7.31227 0.00 32.00
Mean Rank Cases
35421 12 Type - " 1 i1 TTC
20.53 16 Type = “2° CA
14 .94 16 Type = “3 " NS

44 Total
Corrected for ties
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
17.6673 2 0.0001 17.7235 2 0.001

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05
") Indicates significant differences which are shown in the lower triangle

GGG

Mean Type

11,5000 Grp 3

148125 Gmp 2

23.0833  Grp 1 .o
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= K ruskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Poor type
N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
POOR 44 047727 0.66433 0.00 2,00
Mean Rank Cases
25,42 12 ' Type = “1" TTC
20.25 16 Type = “2" CA
22.56 16 Type = “3"NS
44 Total

Corrected for ties
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
1.1100 2 0.5741 1.4944 2 0.4737

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.0

“ No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 level *
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ko

s Kryskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Total

N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum

TOTAL 44 16.340%1 7.40190 0.00 32.00

Mean Rank Cases
3542 12 Type = “1°TIC
20.09 16 Type = “2" CA
15.22 16 Type = “3" NS
44 Total
Corrected for ties

Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance

17.8363 2 0.0001 17.9057 2 0.001

Multiple Range Tests:  Schefle test with significance level 0.05
(*) Indicates significant differences which are shown in the lower triangle

GGG

Mean Type
12.0000 Grp 3
15.1250 Grp 2
23,7500 Grp 1 o
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Tetracycline Citrig acid Normal saline
well poor total well poor total well poor total
55 - 55 19 - 19 9 1 10
54 - 54 38 - 38 17 1 18
61 4 65 68 - 68 21 1 22
37 1 32 40 - 40 29 1 30
95 1 96 30 2 32 3 7 10
76 1 77 59 - 59 4 12 16
74 - 74 23 2 25 3 14 17
58 3 61 49 - 49 5 1 6
60 4 64 25 1 26 9 2 11

110 5 115 24 2 26 36 9 45
126. 5 131 35 - 35 1 3 4
178 1 179 60 - 60 28 22 50
56 - 56 9 = 11 15 6 21
18 1 19 33 2 35 12 17 29
49 2 51 26 - 26 47 46 93
18 2 20 28 1 29 41 16 57
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ik

o Kruskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Well Type
N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
WELL 48 40,97917 37.39909 1.00 178.00
Mean Rank Cases
36.25 16 Type = “1*TIC
24.53 . 16 Type = “2° CA
12.72 16 ~ Type = “3“ NS
48 Total

Corrected for ties

Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
22.6009 2 0.0000 22.6132 2 0.0000

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05
(*) Indicates significant differences which are shown in the lower triangle

GGG

Mean Type
17.2500 Grp 3
35.3750 Grp 2
70.3125 Grp 1 o



85

v P
Naﬂ'l'ﬁLﬂ‘i"l:ﬁﬂ?ﬂMLLﬂ‘i“lJTJuLL'UUH%ﬂLL%J'Y]'NLﬁ!ﬂ ﬁﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂ 2IRNTNN 6

* R

w=+ Kryskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Poor Type
N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
POOR 48 427083 7.91374 0.00 46.00
Mean Rank Cases

22.53 16 Type = “1“TIC

15.22 16 Type = “2" CA

35.75 16 Type = “3" NS

48 Total
Corrected for ties
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
17.6800 2 0.0001 18.3513 2 0.001

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05
(*) Indicates significant differences which are shown in the [ower triangle

G GG

Mean Type
0.7500 Grp 2
1.8750 Grp 1
101875  Grp 3



86
Haﬂ’!TaLﬂ?’]:‘\gﬂ'ﬂuuﬂﬁﬂ'ﬂuLLUULLﬁ]ﬂLLﬁNﬂ‘NLa\U’l ’ﬂ’lﬂ‘ffﬂﬂﬂ‘ﬂ Al fN3971 6

e ol ek

= ryskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Total
N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
TOTAL 48 45,25000 34.40085 4.00 179.00
Mean Rank Cases
35.38 16 Type = "“1"TTC
22.88 16 Type = “2" CA
15.25 16 Type = “3" NS
48 Total

Corrected for ties

Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
16.8546 2 0.0002 16.8637 2 0.0002

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05
"} Indicates significant differences which are shown in the lower triangle

G GG

Mean Type
27.4375 Grp 3
36.1250 Grp 2
72.1875 Grp 1 o
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Tetracycline Citric acid Normal saline
well poor total well poor total well poor total
39 - o 39 - 39 30 4 34
56 2 58 34 1 35 48 1 49
16 1 v 36 - 36 47 - 47
38 2 40 33 - 33 49 3 52
149 - 149 15 3 18 32 2 34
116 1 117 27 1 28 63 2 65
53 -2 55 19 1 20 30 5 35
51 - 51 34 2 36 36 - 36
38 - 38 35 1 36 26 4 30
19 2 21 &3 3 36 19 - 19
24 1 25 37 1 38 22 4 26
22 - 22 28 1 29 32 - 32
22 - 22 21 - 21 46 - 46
34 1 35 19 2 21 33 - 33
54 - 54 36 - 36 56 - 56
51 - 51 18 - 18 54 - 54
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»ov Kryskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova ™™

Well Type

N Mean Sid Dev Minimum Maximum

WELL 48 38.93750 23.47421 15.00 149.00

Mean Rank Cases
28.88 16 Type = “1“TTC
17.97 16 Type = “2" CA
26.66 16 Type = “3“ NS
48 Total
Corrected for ties
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
5.4243 2 0.0664 5.4340 2 0.0661

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.0

“ No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 jevel “
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wwkk

wexx Kryskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Poor Type

N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum

POCR 48 1.10417 1.34068 0.00 5.00

Mean Rank Cases
2213 16 Type = “1"TIC
24.88 16 Type = “2" CA
26.50 16 Type = “3" NS
48 Total
Corrected for ties

Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance

0.7985 2 0.6708 0.9003 2 0.6375

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05

“ No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 level ©
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kW

= Kruskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Total _
N Mean Sid Dev Minirmum Maximum
TOTAL 48 40.04167 23.27172 17.00 149.00
Mean Rank Cases
28.66 16 Type = “1“TTC
17.88 : 16 Type = "2" CA
26.97 16 Type = “3" NS
48 Total
Corrected for ties
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
5.4906 2 0.0642 5.5058 2 0.0837

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05

“ No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 level
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b Tetracycline | Citric acid Normal saline

well poor total well poor total well poor otal
8 - 8 11 1 12 6 K] 9

11 - 11 7 & 9 7 6 13

7 - 7 2 E 4 7 8 15

13 1 14 6 3 9 - 4 4

5 4 9 25 2 27 10 1 11

12 7 19 23 v 25 6 - 6

5 1 6 2 2 4 13 - 13

25 1 26 22 1 23 16 - 16
26 - 26 i 5 12 - 2 2
24 3 27 11 1 12 21 1 22
19 1 20 22 - 22 2 9 11
24 2 26 16 1 72N 14 - 14
14 - 14 13 3 16 28 1 29
10 - 10 16 i 18 20 1 21

o 4 10 8 4 12 19 3 22

18 - 18 17 1 18 14 3 27
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Well Type

WELL 48

Mean Rank
27.00
24.75
21.75

Chi-Square D.F.
1.1327 2

Multiple Range Tests:

e de ek

= Kryskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
12.93750 7.57208 0.00 28.00
Cases
16 Type = "“1*TTC
16 Type = “2" CA
16 Type = “3° NS
48 Total

Corrected for ties
Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
0.5676 1.1359 2 0.5667

Scheffe test with significance level 0.0

“ No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 level *
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o Kruskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Poor Type
N Mean Std Dev Minimum
POOR 48 1.97917 2.13870 0.00
Mean Rank Cases
18.69 16 Type
28.00 16 Type
26.81 16 Type
' 48 Total

Maximum

9.00

“14TTC
= “2“ CA
L 3 1) NS

n

Corrected for ties

Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Sqguare D.F.
4.1945 2 0.1228 4.4009 2

Multiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05

* No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 level

Significance

0.1108
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o Keyskal-Wallis 1-Way Anova

Total
N Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum
TOTAL 48 14.91667 7.09760 2.00 29.00
Mean Rank Cases

25.41 16 Type = “1"TIC

24.91 16 Type = "2" CA

23.19 16 Type = “3" NS

48 Total
Corrected for ties
Chi-Square D.F. Significance Chi-Square D.F. Significance
0.2211 2 0.8953 0.2217 2 0.8951

Muiltiple Range Tests:  Scheffe test with significance level 0.05

“ No two groups are significantly different at the 0.05 level !
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