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Number Mean Tensile
Width1 Thickness1| Width2 Thickness2
of Load (N) Surface area | strength
(mm.) (mm.) (mm.) (mm.) .
specimen (mm.") (MPa)
1 263.47 2.99 0.98 3.00 0.98 2.9351 | 89.61
2 211.39 3.15 3.21 0.99 3.1482 | 67.03
3 200.17 3.13 1.00 3.1800 | 62.89
4 210.51 , 0.99 2.8314 |  74.52
5 194.10 . ﬂ T 102 3.1166 | 62.95
5 238.41 - ///2& 1.02 3.2589 ,
.J 7 AN S‘“ “\ 73.03
7 178.18 ///ﬂ ‘\\ ) \ 00 2.8360 _
” ) 0250
8 193.93 95 \\ . 2.7878 ,
‘ \ _ 69.89
9 299.87 \\ 02 3.5037 !
.‘ \\ 85.64
10 287.72 ﬁﬂ E; 32580 | 88.61
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Number Mean Tensile
Width1 Thickness1| Width2 Thickness2
of Load (N) Surface area | strength
(mm.) (mm.) (mm.) (mm.) )
specimen (mm.%) (MPa)
1 11851 3.25 A 1.06 34335 | 34.77
5 121.09 3.00 ”f 07 30250 | 4019
3 158.66 JE — 1,05 36120 | 43.09
_'"q..
4 124.12 //n‘\ 1 3.6427 _
'\ % 35.70
5 145.17 3 "/// él m\\‘\ 1.05 32655 | 44.36
6 129.16 3 "// ;iz "n \\\o 98 32046 | 40.30
7 128.81 3.0 " I £ ’ \\ 20347 |  43.82
8 154.32 0 :_ 29749 | 51.87
9 113.68 ‘ ._ ‘;ﬁ; 28269 | 40.25
10 152.14 | 29149 | 5236
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Number Mean Tensile
Width1 Thickness1| Width2 Thickness2
of Load (N) Surface area | strength
(mm.) (mm.) (mm.) (mm.) g
specimen (mm.%) (MPa)
1 124.92 3.05 98 1.03 3.1207 | 40.48
2 141.83 3.30 1.05 3.3330 | 4258
3 121.30 .04 1.05 3.1716 | 38.16
4 131.90 ¥ .05 33285 | 13968
B 143.50 0 3 1.04 3.1101 | 46.29
6 98.37 02 00 9 29801 |  32.99
7 97.43 9 ] 6 2.8608 | 34.72
8 88.85 7 0867 2 95 2.8459 | 31.20
o Pl
9 118.73 2 ﬁif' %6 0.95 27925 | 36.84
10 116.73 3.04 ‘“. 3 0.96 2.8888 | 39.89
: i
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PPN 7 UAAYAIAMENLUIANTBINgNTAqUsnzisTunenInRRTRammnTa  wiaely

wnnzama
Number Mean Tensile
Width1 Thickness1| Width2 Thickness2
of Load (N) Surface area strength
(mm.) (mm.) (mm.) (mm.) :
specimen (mm.?) (MPa)
1 151.06 3.07 0.99 3.0839 48.96
2 161.45 1.00 2.9948 53.71
3 139.04 0.99 3.1185 44 .57
4 163.90 2.9896 54.69
5 136.08 3.0437 44.68
6 168.98 3.1006 54.51
7 109.63 | 3.1300 35.14
8 115.65 I 1001 30346 | 38.23
| - »;» 7.
161.24 3,08 o0k 3.0149 | 53.40
: - _’
10 137.72 2.96 ﬁ.rg.'- ; 2.9902 |  46.15
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MINT 8 uansAAINIULsATenguTanyszsTurenINERTRAN60 Wiaeifluwn

nednanna
Number Mean Tensile
Width1 Thickness1| Width2 Thickness2
of Load (N) Surface area strength
(mm.) (mm.) (mm.) (mm.) .
specimen (mm.%) (MPa)
1 285.42 3.03 0.99 3.0248 94.37
2 257.51 3.10 0.96 3.0310 84.98
3 231.31 3,004 0.99 3.0839 | 75.09
4 234.06 3.0909 75.74
5 192.41 3.0351 63.54
6 197.14 2.9917 65.96
7 271.41 3.1122 | 87.22
8 264.60 3.0494 | 86.76
9 225.79 3.1027 72.86
10 276.88 3.0310 | 91.39
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Tests of Normality

Kolmogorov- Shapiro-Wilk
Smirnov
Tensile Materials Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
strength
Control .168 10 .873 10 122
HD 10-3 187 | 914 10 | .359

HD 1-1 A21 .984 10 .982

Metafi 10 | .282
P 60 10 | 545
* This is a lower bound of the
a Lilliefors Significance Correcti
wudmnnguilef (p-ydiuel dhnnda ‘j 5 agarNNGuTNITUANUAY

v
=&

wuung AafuAMINN AL BN A il m.'a:n@ju'[man']ﬁmmzﬁ

ANULT Usauuuuvmnaden (Ohe-way an 1"{,&_ iance)

T

AuEINENIneIns
RN TUNRINGIAY




72

M 10 uanemsmagevdeyadaanimageuaaulslsunuIaFEY  (One-way

ANOVA)
ANOVA
Tensile strength
Sum of df Mean Square F Sig.
Squares
Between | 14413.870 4 .000

Groups

Within | 2994.887

Groups

Total | 17408.757 5 ///E_“\\\\\\

wudn A teandn @105 uindd " IBIUFRTNGN HAWAN
inanuetinaflivadnAty etratiaf 1 \\
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Test of Homogeneity of Varian@h

Tensile strength ﬂ
Levene Statistic 1{ dft | df2

4 WIASISAl N I NN

s

WUI1 A1 Sig. Weundn 0.05 wameIn nnnaniAANLlsdsutesdssnslaivin

9

s % a a dll ]
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M 12 wasnnsmaseudeyasaanisBauisudauuunduum i (Multiple

comparison : Dunnett T3)

Multiple Comparisons

Dependent Variable: Tensile strength

Mean Std. Error Sig. 95%
Difference Confidence
(I-J) . Interval

(I) materials|  (J) \ ; | Lower Upper
materials . - Bound Bound

Dunnett T3| control |HD 10-3 9530 3\’184 - fofe 18.2949 | 43.6111
HD 1-1 ) 364845 22.9753 | 47.7067

Metafil® | 3.648¢ : 3.1402 | 39.2998

P6 : e84 | [\ 12611 | 8.9291

HD10-3SB| control#fl -30. 36484 -43.6111 | -18.2949
HD 11 sef 48830 4| 65 1505 W] -3.0850 | 11.8410

Meta P20 |25 656\, [-13.7984 | 4.3324

P60 A -371190 1138 0 -49.6600 | -24.5780

HD1-1SB | control 104 _3’@ .0: -47.7067 | -22.9753
HD 10-3 SB| -4.388051 36 505 | -11.8410 | 3.0650

Metafil 475793 | -.6627

317465 | -29.2675

Metafil cont@ ' 9.2998 | -13.1402
HD 10-3SB| 4.7330 | 3.6484 656 | -4.3324 | 13.7984

-

wggl ) 48628y | 17.5793

U Tobe’ ['-A5'3548 | -19.4171

873 | -8.9291 |@21.2611
B ] |0} F W
q HD 1-1SB| 41.5070 | 3.6484 000 | 29.2675 | 53.7465
Metafil | 32.3860 | 3.6484 000 | 19.4171 | 45.3549

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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