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5
Case Processing Summary3
Cases
Included Excluded Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
192 100.0% 0 0% 192 100.0%
TOTAL by group, patient
0
ANOVAY)
Unique Method
Sum of df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
TOTAL  Main Effects (Combined) ~ 32568755 5  6513.751  48.651 000
group 7462323 2 3731161  27.868 000
patient 25106432 3 8368811  62.506 000
2-Way Interactions  group * 10146.302 6 1691.050  12.630 .000
patient
Model 42715057 11 3883.187  29.003 000
Residual 24099.812 180  133.888
Total 66814.870 191 349.816

TOTAL by group, patient
Ail effects entered simultaneously
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One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test

Total 1

N 48
Normal Parameters3) Mean 14,02
Std. Deviation 9.00

Most Extreme Differences  Absolute 128
Positive 128

Negative -091

Kolmogorov-Smirnov z 889
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 409

Test distribution is Normal.
Calculated from data.

Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic ~ dfl af2 Sig-
Totall 5.380 2 45 008



10
1
ANOVA
Sum of df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Totall Between 2432542 2 1216271  39.880  .000
Groups
Within 1372438 45 30.499
Groups
Total 3804979 47
1

Multiple Comparisons

Dependent Variable: totall

Tamhane
95% Confidence
Interval

() group  (J) group Mean Std. Error ~ Sig.  Lower  Upper
Difference Bound  Bound

()
Control dyract AP -17.44* 1.953 000 -2225  -12.62
Geristore -8.69* 1.953 000 -1302  -4.36
Dyract AP Control 17.44% 1,953 000 1262 2225
Geristore 8.75* 1.953 002 296 1454
Geristore  Control 8.69* 1.953 000  4.36 13.02

dyract AP -8.75* 1.953 002 -1454  -2.9

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

70
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic DL af2 Sig.

WelM 1.331 2 45 002
13
1
ANOVA
Sum of df Mean F
Squares Square
WelH  Between 10039237 2 5019.618  45.609
Groups
Within 4952573 45 110.057
Groups

Total 14991810 47

Sig.

000
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Dependent Variable: wein

Tamhane

() group

control
Dyract AP

Geristore

(J) group

dyract AP
geristore
control
geristore
control
dyract AP

Multiple Comparisons

Mean Std. Error
Difference
(i)

8.9989* 3.709
34,1717 3.709
-8,9989* 3.709
25.1728* 3.709
341717* 3.709
-25.1728* 3.709

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

002
000
002
000
000
000

95% Confidence
Interval

Lower
Bound

3.1319
23.4326

-14.8660

13.7138

-44.9108
-36.6318

Upper
Bound

14.8660
44,9108
-3.1319
36.6318
-23.4326
-13.7138

12
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic  dfl af2 Sig-

Poorl 1331 2 45 002
16
1
ANOVA
Sum of Df Mean F
Squares Square
Poorl Between 10039.237 2 5019.618  45.609
Groups
Within 4952573 45 110.057
Groups

Total 14991810 47

Sig.

000
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1
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: poorl
Tamhane
95% Confidence
Interval

() group  (J) group Mean Std. Error  Sig. . Lower  Upper

Difference Bound  Bound

()
control dyract AP -8.9989* 3.709 002 -14.8660 -3.1319
geristore -34.171T 3.709 000 -44.9108 -23.4326

Dyract AP control 8.9980* 3.709 002 31319  14.8660
geristore -25.1728* 3.709 000 -36.6318 -13.7138
Geristore  control 34.1717* 3.709 000 234326 449108

dyract AP 25.1728* 3.709 000 137318  36.6318

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

14
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( )
Control Dyract AP Gerlstore
well poor total well poor total well poor total
44 1 45 82 0 82 8l 1 82
45 0 45 b7 0 b7 9% 0 9%
21 2 29 87 0 87 14 0 14
44 0 44 62 0 62 62 0 62
21 1 28 55 0 55 ol 0 ol
3 0 35 47 I 48 53 5 58
29 1 30 50 0 50 45 5 50
2 0 32 53 0 53 39 4 43
1 2 9 43 0 43 48 3 ol
1 0 1 37 0 37 84 1 85
2 0 2 46 0 46 55 2 o7
4 0 4 50 1 5 69 1 10
8 1 9 19 0 19 37 2 39
1 1 12 39 0 39 47 4 G|
16 0 16 44 0 44 30 0 30
24 0 24 ]! 0 ol 38 5 43
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One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test

Total2
N 48
Normal Parameters3o Mean 44.35
Std. Deviation 22.55
Most Extreme Differences — Absolute 101
Positive 092
Negative -101
Kolmogorov-Smirnov z 100
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) J11

Test distribution is Normal,
Calculated from data.

20

Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic  dfl Df2 Sig.
Total2 LYl 2 45 597



2
ANOVA

Sum of df Mean

Squares Square

Total2 Between 11557542 2 5778.771
Groups

Within 12349438 45 274432
Groups

Total 23906.979 47
22

Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: total2
Scheffe

() group  (J) group Mean Std. Error
Difference

()
Control dyract AP -28.69* 5.857

geristore -35.94% 5.857
Dyract AP control 28.69* 5.857
geristore -1.25 5.857
Geristore  control 35.94* 5.857

dyract AP 1.25 5.857

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

Sig.

000
000
000
ATl
000
ATl

F Sig.

21.057 000
95% Confidence

Interval
Lower  Upper
Bound  Bound
4288 -14.49
5076 2111
13.86 4351
-22.08 758
21.11 50.76
-1.58 22.08
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic ~ dl af2 Sig.
Well2 9.794 2 45 000
24
2
ANOVA
Sum of Df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Well2  Between ~ 140.600 2 70.300 3821 029
Groups
Within 827853 45 18.397
Groups

Total 968.452 47
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Multiple Comparisons

Dependent Variable: well2
Tamhane

(D group  (J) group Mean Std. Error
Difference
0-J)
Control dyract AP -3.3529 1516
geristore 5030 1.516
Dyract AP control 3.3529 1516
geristore 3.8559 1.516
Geristore  control -5030 1.516

dyract AP -3.8559" 1.516

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

127

990
127

007
990

007

95% Confidence
Interval
Lower  Upper
Bound  Bound
714502 7444
-4.2070  5.2130
- 1444 7.4502
10111 6.7006
52130 4.2070
-6.7006  -1.0111
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic ~~ dfl df2 Sig.

Poor2 9.794 2 45 000
21
2
ANOVA
Sum of df Mean F
Squares Square
Poor2 Between  140.600 2 70.300 3821
Groups
Within 827.853 45 18.397
Groups

Total 968.452 47

Sig-

029
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Dependent Variable: poor2

Tamhane

(1) group

control

Dyract AP

Geristore

(9) group

dyract AP
geristore
control
geristore
control
dyract AP

Multiple Comparisons

Mean Std. Error
Difference

()
3.3529 1516
-5030 1.516
3.3529 1516
-3.8559' 1.516

5030 1516
3.8559 1516

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level,

127

990
127
007

990
007

95% Confidence
Interval
Lower Upper
Bound Bound
- 1444 74502
52130 4.2070
-1.4502 1444
-6.7006  -1.0111
42070 5.2130
10111 6.7006

81
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( 3)
Control Dyract AP Geristore
well poor total well poor total well poor total
14 1 15 2A 2 23 22 1 23
14 1 15 2A 0 2A 14 0 14
10 2 12 14 4 18 15 2 17
3 0 3 17 1 18 19 1 20
38 0 38 6 2 8 23 4 21
38 3 4 12 0 12 19 2 2A
3 1 36 12 0 12 16 1 17
34 0 34 13 0 13 18 1 19
36 0 36 9 0 9 25 4 29
19 0 19 15 1 16 22 1 23
24 0 24 1 0 il 20 2 22
35 0 35 19 0 19 i 7 18
kil 0 3l i 2 13 22 6 28
16 0 16 17 1 18 16 7 23
9 0 9 7 1 8 20 1 2A
3 0 3 26 1 21 3 6 37
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One-Sample Kolmagorov-Smirnov Test

Total3

N 48
Normal Parameters3D Mean 20.25
Std. Deviation 9.27
Most Extreme Differences  Absolute 113
Positive 113
Negative -077
Kolmogorov-Smirnov z 180
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) STT

Test distribution is Normal.
Calculated from data.

31

Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic ~ dfl df2 Sig.
Total3 15786 2 45 000
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3
ANOVA
Sum of df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Total3 Between 572375 2 286188 3713 032
Groups
Within 3468.625 45 17,081
Groups

Total 4041.000 47
33

Multiple Comparisons

Dependent Variable: total3

Tamhane
95% Confidence
Interval

(I) group  (J) group Mean std. Eror ~ Sig. ~ Lower  Upper
Difference Bound  Bound

(+)
control dyract AP 1.56 3.104 121 -1.62 16.74
geristore 50 3.104 999 -8.70 9.70
Dyract AP control -1.56 3.104 127 -16.74 1.62
geristore -1.06* 3.104 004 -1207  -2.05
Geristore  control -50 3.104 999 -9.70 8.70

dyract AP 1.06* 3.104 004 2.05 12,07
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.



A
3
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene Statistic ~~ dfl af2 Sig.
Well3 3.005 2 45 060
35
3
ANOVA
Sum-of of Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Well3  Between 762281 2 381141 5752 006
Groups
Within 2981848 45 66.263
Groups

Total 3144129 4

®H
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36
3
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: well3
Scheffe
95% Confidence
Interval

(O group  (J) group Mean std. Error ~ Sig. Lower  Upper

Difference Bound  Bound

(1)
control dyract AP 40483 2878 380 -3.2375 113340
geristore 9.7165 2.878 006 24308  17.0023

Dyract AP control . -4.0483 2878 380  -11.3340  3.2375
geristore 5.6682 2.878 156 -16175 12,9540
Geristore  control -9.7165' 2.878 006  -17.0023  -2.4308

dyract AP -5.6682 2.878 156 -12.9540 16175

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic  fl af2 Sig.

Poor3 3.005 2 45 060
38
, 3
ANOVA
Sumof — df  Mean F Sig-
Squares Square
Poor3 Between 762281 2 38L141 5752 006
Groups
Within 2981848 45  66.263
Groups

Total 3144129 4
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39
3
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: poor3
Scheffe
95% Confidence
Interval

0)group  (J) group Mean  Std. Eror  Sig. Lower ~ Upper

Difference Bound  Bound

()
control dyract AP -4.,0483 2878 380 -11.3340 32375
geristore 97165 2878 006 -17.0023  -2.4308

Dyract AP control 40483 2818 380 -3.23715  11.3340
geristore -5.6682 2878 156 -12.9540  1.6175
Geristore control 9.7165* 2.878 006 24308  17.0023

dyract AP 5.6682 2878 156 -16175  12.9540

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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( 4)
Control Dyract AP Genstore

well poor total well poor total well poor total
28 6 34 17 14 3l 15 il 26
15 1 16 42 22 64 15 6 il
12 5 17 34 i 45 39 il 50
5 2 7 R 2 55 7 6 13
14 4 18 14 3 17 14 4 18
25 0 25 14 3 17 14 0 14
10 2 12 26 4 30 i 7 18
18 4 22 19 4 23 12 1 13
7 2 9 36 il 47 13 1 14
2 1 3 6 2 8 6 0 6
7 0 7 14 5 19 7 2 9
2 0 2 13 1 14 7 1 8
10 7 17 35 3 38 19 4 23
14 5 19 35 7 42 13 3 16
15 5 20 46 5 5l 21 8 35
14 3 17 32 6 38 15 2 17



4

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test

Total4

N 48
Normal Parameters3 Mean 22.60
Std. Deviation 14,55

Most Extreme Differences  Absolute 181
Positive 181

Negative -.085
Kolmagorov-Smirnov z 1.255
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 086

Test distribution is Normal,
Calculated from data.

42

Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic  dfl (2 Sig
Total4 4.967 2 45 011



a1

43
4
ANOVA
Sum of df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Total4 Between  3046.167 2 1523083  9.920 000
Groups
Within 6909.313 45  153.540
Groups
Total 9955479 47
44

Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: total4

Tamhane
95% Confidence
Interval

() group  (J) group Mean Std. Error  Sig.  Lower  Upper
Difference Bound  Bound

(H)
Control dyract AP -18.38* 4.381 002 -3027  -6.48
geristore -3.50 4,381 686 -12.28 5.28
Dyract AP control 18.38* 4,381 002 648 30.27
geristore 14.88* 4,381 07 223 2147
Geristore  control 3.50 4.381 086  -5.28 12.28

dyract AP -14.88* 4.381 017 2147 -2.28
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic ~ dfl df2 Sig.

Well4 325 2 45 124
46
4
ANOVA
Sum of Df Mean F
Squares Square
Well4  Between 39.661 2 19.830 129
Groups
Within 6894.027 45 153201
Groups

Total 6933.688 47

Sig.

879
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4
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: well4
Scheffe
95% Confidence
Interval
(@ group  (J) group Mean  std. Emor  Sig.  Lower  Upper
Difference Bound  Bound
0-))
control dyract AP 2.2221 4.376 879 -88561  13.3002
geristore 9887 4376 975 -10.0895 12.0668
Dyract AP control -2.2221 4376 879 -13.3002 88561
geristore -1.2334 4,376 961 -12.3116  9.8448
Geristore  control -0.887 4.376 975 -12.0668  10.0895

dyract AP 1.2334 4376 961 -0.8448 123116

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Levene Statistic ~ dfl df2 Sig.

Poord 325 2 45 124
49
4
ANOVA
Sum of df Mean F
Squares Square
Poord Between  39.661 2 19.830 129
Groups
Within 6894.027 45 153201
Groups

Total 6933.688 47

879



95

50
4
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: poord
Scheffe
95% Confidence
Interval
(M group  (J) group Mean  Std. Eror  Sig.  Lower  Upper
Difference Bound  Bound
()
1 control dyractAP -2.2221 4316 879 -13.3002  8.8561
geristore -9887 4316 975  -12.0668  10.0395
Dyract AP control 2.2221 4316 879 8851  13.3002
geristore 1.2334 4316 961  -0.8448 123116
Geristore  control 9887 4376 915 -10.0895  12.0668

dyract AP -1.2334 4316 91 -123116  9.8448

The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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