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Model: MODEM
Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 26733.70417 26733.70417 2562.033 0.0001

Error 478 4987.72289 10.43457
¢ Total 479 31721.42706

Root MSE  3.23026  R-square 0.8428

Dep Mean 13.32946 Adj R-sq 0.8424

C.v. 24.23398

Parameter Estimates
Parameter  Standard T for HO.

Variable DF Estimate Error Parameter=0 Prob > [T]|
INTERCEP 1 -2.501792 0.34577846 -7.235 0.0001

DATE 1 0.263854 0.00521281 50.617 0.0001

TRT=2

Model: MODEM
Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 13236.54801 13236.54801 1300.102 0.0001

Error 478 4866.59524  10.18116
¢ Total 479 18103.14325
Root MSE 3.19079 R-square 0.7312

Dep Mean 9.97875 Adj R-sq 0.7306
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C.v. 31.97588

Parameter Estimates
Parameter  standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameters  Prob > [T
INTERCEP 1 -1.160938 0.34155401 -3.399 0.0007

DATE 1 0.185661 0.00514912 36.057 0.0001

TRT=1

Model: MODEL1

Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 3135.28959 3135.28959 3307.882 0.0001

Error 478 453.05989 0.94782
c Total 479 3588.34948
Root MSE 0.97356 R-square 0.8737

Dep Mean 11.83229 Adj R-sq 0.8735
C.v. 8.22801

TRT=1L ) A N A S A ttee e e e eeeeenneananenns
Parameter Estimates
Parameter ~ Standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameters  Prob > [T

INTERCEP 1 6.410729 0.10421364 61.515 0.0001

DATE 1 0.090359 0.00157108 57.514  0.0001

----- TRT=2 -

Model: MODEL1

Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 2435.88817 2435.88817 1481.515 0.0001

Error 478 785.92165 1.64419
¢ Total 479 3221.80981

Root MSE 1.28226 R-square 0.7561



Dep Mean 10.71938 Adj R-sq 0.7556

C.V. 11.96207

TRT=2

Parameter Estimates
Parameter  standard T for HO;
Variable DF Estimate Error Parameters Prob > [T

INTERCEP 1 5.940625 0.13725760 43.281 0.0001

DATE 1 0.079646 0.00206924 38.490 0.0001

----- TRT=1

Model: MODEL1
Dependent Variable:
Analysis of Variance
Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 29689.88541 29689.88541 6985.712 0.0001
Error 478 2031.54165 4.25009
¢ Total 479 31721.42706
Root MSE  2.06157 R-square 0.9360
Dep Mean 13.32946 AdjR-sq  0.9358
C.V. 15.46630
Parameter Estimates
Parameter ~ Standard T for HO.
Vanable DF Estimate Error Parameters Prob > [T
INTERCEP 1 -20.705542 0.41794240 -49.542 0.0001

LENGTH 1 2.876450 0.03441530 83.581 0.0001

TRT=2

Model: MODEL1

Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 16746.84827 16746.84827 5902.1040.0001
Error 478 1356.29498 2.83744

C Total 479 18103.14325
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Root MSE 1.68447  R-square 0.9251
Dep Mean 9.97875 Adj R-sq 0.9249
C.V. 16.88057

TRT=2N e e
Parameter Estimates
Parameter  Standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameters Prob > [T]

INTERCEP 1 -14.460398 0.32727325 -44.184 0.0001

LENGTH 1 2.279904 0.02967653 76.825 0.0001

TRT=1

Model: MODEL1
Dependent Variable: LW

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 240.83677 240.83677 28155.045 0.0000
Error 478  4.08879  0.00855

¢ Total 479 244.92556
Root MSE  0.09249  R-square 0.9833

Dep Mean 2.36773 Adj R-sq 0.9833
C.v. 3.90616

- TRT=1

Parameter Estimates

Parameter  standard T for HO;
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameters Prob > [T
INTERCEP 1 -4.683230 0.04223290 -110.891 0.0000
LL 1 2.887334 0.01720754 167.795 0.0000

Model: MODEM
Dependent Variable: LW

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square FValue Prob>F
Model 1 295.19445 295.19445 29526.012 0.0000

Error 478 4.77894 0.01000



C Total 479 29997339
Root MSE 0.09999 R-square 0.9841
Dep Mean 2.05085 Adj R-sq 0.9840
C.V. 4.87547

TRT=2

Parameter Estimates
Parameter  standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameters Prob > [T]
INTERCEP 1 -4.798538 0.04012155 -119.600 0.0000

LL 1 2928516 0.01704297 171.831 0.0000

1.2 ?
General Linear Models Procedure
Class Level Information
Class Levels Values
TRT 2 12
Number of observations in data set = 24
General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Sum of Mean
Source DF Squares Square FValue FEr>F
Model 1 816.6666667 816.6666667 9.53 0.0054
Error 22 1885.4166667 85.7007576

Corrected Total 23  2702.0833333
R-Square C.V. Root MSE SURVIVAL Mean
0.302236 13.06937 9.257470 70.8333333
General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Source OF Type ISS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 1 816.6666667 816.6666667 9.53 0.0054
Source DF Type I SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 1 816.6666667 816.6666667 9.53 0.0054

General Linear Models Procedure
Duncan's Multiple Range Test for variable:

NOTE: This test controls the type | comparisonwise error rate, not
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the experimentwise error rate
Alpha= 0.05 df= 22 MSE= 85.70076
Number of Means 2
Critical Range 7.829

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Duncan Grouping Mean N TRT
A 76.667 12 1
B 65.000 12 2
TRT=1
N Obs Variable N Minimum  Maximum Mean Std Dev

12 CAGE 12 1.0000000 12.0000000 6.5000000 3.6055513
SURVIVAL 12 70.0000000 91.2500000 76.6666667 6.1776111

TRT=2

N Obs Variable N Minimum Maximum Mean Std Dev
12 CAGE 12 13.0000000 24.0000000 18.5000000 3.6055513

SURVIVAL 12 40.0000000 80.0000000 65.0000000 11.5429042

2 5
21 Y
Dependent Variable:
Sum of Mean
Source DF Squares Square FValue Pr>F
Model 6 59304.74083 9884.12347 14100.24 0.0
Error 474 332.26917 0.70099

Unconrected Total 480 59637.01000
R-Square C.v. Root MSE LT Mean
0.893035 7.714973 0.837251 10.8522917
General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Source DF Type ISS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 2 56738.04804 28369.02402 40469.95 0.0
DATE 4 2566.69279 641.67320 915.38 0.0001
Source DF Type I SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 1 207.375521 207.375521 295.83 0.0001

DATE 4 2566.692792 641.673198 915.38 0.0001
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General Linear Models Procedure
Dependent Variable:

Tfor HOO Pr> M Std Error of

Parameter Estimate Parameter=0 Estimate

TRT 1 14.96770833 159.90 0.0 0.09360755
2 13.65312500 B 14585 0.0 0.09360755

DATE 20 -6.59479167 B -54.57 0.0001 0.12084682
40 -5.11145833 B -42.30 0.0001 0.12084682
60 -3.60416667 B -29.82  0.0001 0.12084682
80 -1.98020833 B -16.39 0.0001 0.12084682
100 0.00000000 B

NOTE: The X'X matrix has been found to be singular and a generalized inverse
was used to solve the normal equations. Estimates followed by the
letter 'B' are biased, and are not unique estimators of the parameters.

General Linear Models Procedure

Class Level Information

Class Levels Values
DATE 5 2040 60 80 100
TRT 2 12

Number of observations in data set = 480
General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Sum of Mean
Source DF Squares Square FValue Pr>F
Model 6 6882550813 11470.91802 2366.81 0.0
Error 474 2297.27637 4.84657
Uncomected Total 480 71122.78450
R-Square C.V. Root MSE WT Mean
0.888310 21.45152 2.201494 10.2626458

General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Source DF Type | SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 2 51973.13371 25986.56686 5361.84 0.0

DATE 4 16852.37442 4213.09360 869.29 0.0001
Source DF  Type Il SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
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TRT 1 1418.62195 1418.62195 292.71 0.0001
DATE 4 16852.37442 4213.09360 869.29 0.0001
General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Tfor HO: Pr>|T| Std Error of

Parameter Estimate Parameter=0 Estimate
TRT 1 21.88581250 B 88.92 0.0001 0.24613448
2 18.44752083 B 74.95 0.0001 0.24613448

DATE 20 -16.81562500 B -52.92 0.0001 0.31775825

40 -14.34093750 B -45.13 0.0001 0.31775825

60 -11.29791667 B -35.56 0.0001  0.31775825

80 -7.06562500 B -22.24 0.0001 0.31775825

100 0.00000000 B

NOTE: The XX matrix has been found to be singular and a generalized inverse
was used to solve the normal equations. Estimates followed by the
letter 'B' are biased, and are not unique estimators of the parameters.

TRT=1

Model: MODEL1
Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square  FValue Prob>F
Model 1 1240.02552 1240.02552 2031.675 00001
Error 238 145.26244 0.61035

C Total 239 1385.28796
Root MSE 0.78125 R-square 0.8951
DepMean 11.50958 Adj R-sq  0.8947
C.V. 6.78779

TRT=1

Parameter Estimates
Parameter  Standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameter=0 Prob > [T]|
INTERCEP 1 6.687708 0.11826709 56.548 0.0001
DATE 1 0.080365 0.00178294 45.074 0.0001

TRT=2




Model: MODEL1

Dependent Vanable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean

Source DF  Squares  Square FValue Prob>F
Model 1 1317.71269 1317.71269 1600.396 0.0001

Error 238 195.96131 0.82337
c Total 239 1513.67400

Root MSE 0.90740 R-square 0.8705

DepMean 10.19500 Adj R-sq 0.8700

C.v. 8.90040

Parameter Estimates

Parameter Standard T for HO:

Vanable DF Estimate Error Parameter=0 Prob > [T]

INTERCEP 1 5.224375 0.13736384 38.033 0.0001
DATE 1 0.082844 0.00207084 40.005 0.0001
......................................... TRT=1 -

Model: MODEL1
Dependent Variable:
Analysis of Variance
Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F

Model 1 9334.82340 9334.82340 1587.416 0.0001

Error 238 1399.56293 5.88052
c Total 239 10734.38633

Root MSE 2.42498 R-square 0.8696

DepMean 11.98179 Adj R-sq 0.8691

C.v. 20.23886

TRT=1

Parameter Estimates

Parameter Standard T for HO.

Variable DF Estimate Error Parameter=0 Prob > [T]

INTERCEP 1 -1.248021 0.36709922 -3.400 0.0008
DATE 1 0.220497 0.00553423 39.842 0.0001
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Model: MODEM
Dependent Variable:

Analysis of Variance

Sum of Mean
Source DF  Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 1 6827.16931 6827.16931 1023.154 0.0001
Error 238 1588.09515 6.67267

C Total 239 8415.26446
RootMSE  2.58315 R-square 0.8113
DepMean 8.54350 Adj R-sq 0.8105
C.V. 30.23528

TRT=2 = Q... s . -

Parameter Estimates
Parameter  standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameter=0 Prob > [T]
INTERCEP 1 -2.770625 0.39104389 -7.085 0.0001

DATE 1 0.188569 0.00589521 31.987 0.0001

2.2 ?
General Linear Models Procedure
Class Level Information
Class Levels Values
TRT 2 12
Number of observations in data set = 12
General Linear Models Procedure

Dependent Variable:

Sum of Mean
Source DF Squares Square FValue Pr>F
Model 1 1008.333333 1008.333333 24.51 0.0006
Error 10 411.458333 41.145833
Corrected Total 11 1419.791667
R-Square C.V. Root MSE SURVIVAL Mean
0.710198 8.950468 6.414502 71.6666667

General Linear Models Procedure



Dependent Variable:

Source DF Type ISS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 1 1008.333333 1008.333333 24.51 0.0006
Source DF Type Il SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
TRT 1 1008.333333 1008.333333 2451 0.0006

General Linear Models Procedure
Duncan's Multiple Range Test for variable:
NOTE: This test controls the type | comparisonwise error rate, not
the experimentwise error rate
Alpha= 0.05 df= 10 MSE= 41.14583
Number of Means 2
Critical Range 8.237

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Duncan Grouping Mean N TRT
A 80.833 6 1
B 62.500 6 2
----------------------- TRT=1
N Obs Variable N  Minimum Maximum Mean Std Dev

6 CAGE 6 1.0000000 6.0000000  3.5000000 1.8708287

SURVIVAL 6 73.7500000 88.7500000 80.8333333 5.0414945

N Obs Variable N  Minimum Maximum Mean Std Dev
6 CAGE 6 7.0000000 12.0000000 9.5000000 1.8708287

SURVIVAL 6 53.7500000 73.7500000 62.5000000 7.5415516

( 20 + SD)
0 15 30 45
0.18+0.07 0.86+0.26 1.8+0.3 3.0+0.4

) 0.18+0.06 1.09+0.38 2.6+0.6 5.0+0.4
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