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ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE
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0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING

1 Pn(x)
SOURCE OF VARIATION thaoF DF MEAN F SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS = . 3605.570 1 3272779 30.097 0.000
AGE- 3599,070 10 359,907 .33.047 0.000
. SEX 0. 500 1 6.500 0,597 0.440
"2 = WAY INTERACTIONS 28105 12 10 28,151 . 2,585 0.004
AGE, SEX 281 512 10 28.151% .2,.585 0.004
EXFLAINED 3887 4082 21+ 185,099 16.996 0.0
RES IDUAL 6948.258 638 10.891 -
TOTAL 10835. 341" 659 . 16.442
660 CASES: WERE FLOCESSED, - )
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
2 Pn(y)
% i M s _
SOURCE OF VARIATION = oM OF DF . F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 5965.604 11 542,328 . 54,758 0.000
AGE 5553.540 10 555.354 56.073 0.000
SEX 412064 1) 041¥2,0640/411605 0.000
2 ~WAY INTERACTIONS 193,557 10 19.356  1.954 0.036
AGE SE X 193.557 10 19.356 ° 1.954 0.036
‘EXPLAINED 6159.161 21 293.293 29,613 0.0
RESIDUAL 6318.858 638 9.904
TOTAL 12478.019 659 18.935
660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.
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3 Sn(x)
SOURCE OF  VARIATION SUM OF |9) - MEAN F SIGNIFICAI\_ICE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 1046.664 11 . 95,151 6.139 0.000
AGE 1038.210 10/ 208.821 6.698 0.000
SEX 8.455 1 8.455 0.545 0.460
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS . 185,485 10 ~18.549+ 1.197 0.290
AGE SEX 1857485 10 18.549 . 1,197 0.290
~ EXFLAINED 7232471 50 21 58.674.3,785 0.000
RES IDUAL 9838.987/ 638 15.500
TOTAL 21121 137 =659 16.876
660 CASES: WERE PROCESSED.
0O CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
4 Sn(y) "’ '
SOURCE OF VARIATION _ “UMOE pp T UEAN F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 7127.259 11 647.933 45,902 0.000
AGE 6469.657 10 646.966 45.833 10.000
SEX 657.603 1.657.602 ..46.587 0.000
2 =WAY INTERACTIONS 259,747 10 ¥ 25,975 ' 1,840 0.051
AGE SE X 259,747 10 25,975 1.840 0.051
- \EXPLAINED . 7387.006 21 /351,762 24,920 0.0
RES IDUAL 9005.772 638 14,116
TOTAL 16392.778 659  24.875

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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5 Lm(x)
SOURCE OF VARIATION  —°MOF  pp  MEAN p . SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 761.777 11 | 69.252 4,414 0.000
ACE 756.592 10 | /75.659 4.822 0.000
SEX 5.185 1 /s.a85  0.330 0.566
2 = WAY INTERACTIONS 165,452 10 16.545 1.054 0.396
AGE SEX 165+452. 10| 16.545 1.054 0.396
EXELAINED 9274229 // 21\ \a4.154 2.814 0.000
RES IDUAL 200104808/ /638 . 15.691
TOTAL 10938.037/ 659 ' 16.598
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.,
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
6 Lm(y)}
SOURCE OF VARIATION v, oM OF pt e £ SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 8503,457 11 773,042 56,580 0.000
AGE 73644534 10 786.453 53,902 0.000
SEX 11383928 0 | 2/11380929 | 7835359 0.000
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 249.569 10 24,957 1.827 0.053
AGE SE X 249,569 - “10 24,957  1.827 0.053
EXPLAINED . 8753.026) 021Y 416,811 . | 30,507 0.0
RESIDUAL 8716.900 638 13,663
TOTAL 659 26,510

17469,926

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) V3IRE MISSING
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7 _Ls(x)
SUM O MEAN SIGNIFICANCE
SOURCE OF' VARIATION Uk OF DF F ..
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS . 1022.117 11 92.920 2.649 0.003
ACE 881.170 10 88,117 2.512 0.006
SEX. 140.947 1 1404947 4.019 0.045
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 307.645 10 304764 . 0.877 0.554
AGE . SEX 307", 645 10 30.764 = 0.877 0.554
EXELAINED - 13294962 21 63.322 . 1.805 0,015
RES IDUAL . ) 223774283 638 35,074

TOTAL ) . '23707.045' 659 35,974

660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED,
-0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING

8 _Ls(y)
M OF MEAN - SINNIFICANCE
SOURCE OF VARIATION = DF F .
SQUARES - SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 10203.489 11  927.590 57.074 0.000
AGE 8572.570 . .10 . 857,257, 52,746-.  0.000
SEX : 1630.919 1'1680.919 100,349 0.000
2 ~WAY INTERACTIONS 317.502 10 31.750 1.954 0.036
. AGE SE X 317.502 . 10 314750 g rla954 0.036
.EXPLAINED 10520.991 21 © 501.000 30.826 0.0
RESIDUAL * 10369.092' 638  16.252
TOTAL 20890.083 659 31.700

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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9.Li(x)
SOURCE OF' VARIATION SU¥ OF DF MEAN F ‘SIGNIF;CANCE
- SQUARES SQUARE OF F - -
MATN EFFECTS 1528.678 11  138.971 4.481  0.000
AGE 1497.477 10 1494748 4,828 0.000
SE X’ 31.200 1 310200 1.006 0.316
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 250,162 - 10 25.016 0.807 0.622
AGE. 250% 162710 a0 0.807 0.622
EXPLAINED 17784840" 4 /21 84.707 2.731 0.000
RES IDUAL 197864925 / 638 31.014
TOTAL " 205654765 | 659 32.725
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED,
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
10, Li(y)
(a3 % A mu
SOURCE OF VARIATION L (5 DF ro2N F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 20935.767 11 1903.252 90.163 0.0
AGE 189045003 . 10 . 1890.400' i .89,554 ‘0,0
SEX 2031.764 1 2031.764 96.251 0.000
2 =WAY INTERACTIONS 587.336 10 58.734 . 2,782 0,002
AGE 587.336 10 58,734 2,782 ...0,002
.EXPLAINED 21523,103 21" 1024.910" '48.553" 0.0
RESIDUAL 13467.600 638 21,109
TOTAL 34990.703 659 53,097

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED,

0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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11 st(x)
. SOURCE OF VARIATION SbM oF DF MEAN F SIGNIFICANCE
: : SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS . 1l04.712 11 ' 100.428 4,157 0.000
ACE ©1097.602 10 | 1094760 4,543 0,000
SE X 7.109 - 74109 0.294 0.588
2 ~ WAY INTERACTIONS 174.361 100 177236 0,722 0.704
AGE. SEX L74w361 10, 17.436 0.722 0.704
EXFLAINED 1279 0734 / /21| 160.908 . "2.521 0.000
RESIDUAL o 194154158 f 1638 4 424,162
TOTAL . _ $ 166944231 | 659 | 25.333
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED,
0 CASES ( 0,0 PCT) WERE MISSING
12 st(y)
SOURCE OF VARIATION v SoMOF ot F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 14091.092 11 1281.008 82.859 0.0
AGE 12743745 10 12724.375 82.429 0.0
SEX U347.347 171 2347,347 787149 0.000
2 =WAY INTERACTIONS 389,120 10 38,912 2.517 0,006
AGE SE X 389,120 10 38.921 2.517 .0.006
EXPLAINED 14480,212 20% TeB9.534 | 441601 V0.0
RESIDUAL . 9863.600 638 15.460
TOTAL 24343.812 659 36.941

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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13 sSm(x)
SOURCE OF VARIATION SU¥ OF DF MEAN F SIGNIF ICAN?E :
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MATN EFFECTS 1221.359 11 111,033 3,146 0.000
AGE 89135629 10 89,163 2.527 0.005
SE X 329,731 13094732 9.344 0.002
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 166.015 10 16.602 " 0.470 0.909
AGE, SEX 166,015 10 16.602 0,470 0.909
EXFLAINED 1387.375 £1 66.065  1.872 0.011
RES IDUAL 295144878 /[ l6as 35,290
TOTAL 1239024250 | 659 36.270
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
14 Sm(y)
SOURCE OF VARIATION SUMIOH DF il F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 23059,089 11 2096.281 102:865 0.0
AGE 21071 4994 10 2107.199 103.401 0.0
SEX 1987,096 111987096 97,508 0.000
2 = WAY INTERACTIONS 595,247 10 59,525 2.921 0.001
AGE SE X 595,247 10 59,525 2.921 “0,001
'EXPLAINED 23654.336 21" 1126.397 55,2737 700
RES IDUAL 13001,712 638 20.379
TOTAL 36656.048 659 55.624

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED,

0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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15 Pog(x)
SOURCE OF VARIATION < SUM OF op  MEAN p . SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 1908.890. « 11/ /173.535 3,049 0.001
ACE 1440,502 10 / 444.050 2.531 0.005
p 468.388 1 /468.388 8.229 0.004
2 = WAY INTERACTIONS 469,187 10 46,919 0.824 0.605
© AGE SEX 469.187 10 * 46,9199+ 0,824 0.605
EXELAINED 23780077/ /21 | 113.242 1.990 0.005
RES IDUAL 36314 167 | 638 56.919
TOTAL - 8869%.244 597 .58.714
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSEDS
O CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
16  Pog(y)
UM OF MEAN A
SOURCE OF VARIATION ' ~ SUM OF DF Y SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 34512.648 11 3137.513 102.072 0.0
AGE 31880.642 10 03188.064 '103.717 0.0
SEX 2632.006 12632.006™ “85.627 0.000
2 -WAY INTERACTIONS  830.344 . 10  83.034  2.701 0.003
AGE SE ¥ 830.344 " 10 _ 835034 _ 2,701 0.003
EXPLAINED 35342.992"" Y217 1683000 ' “54.753" 0.0
RESIDUAL 19610.983 638  30.738
TOTAL 54953.976 659  83.390

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED,

O CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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17 Me(x)
SOURCE OF VARIATION  —UM OF pp  IEAN F SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 1583,751 11 143.977 1.813 0,048
AGE 1393,342 10 1394334 1.755 0,065
SE X 190.409 1 190409 2.398 0,122
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 886,278 100 88.628 1.116 0.347
AGE. SEX 8861278 10, 88.628 1.116 0.347
EXELAINED 2470 ,029 211 117.620 1.481 0,077
RES IDUAL 506594475 / /638 4 479.404
TOTAL 531204504 | 659. 80.621
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0,0 BCT) WERE MISSING
18 Me(y)
SOURCE OF VARIATION ) SUM OF DB F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 37732.444 11 3430.222 115.421 0.0
AGE 34522626 10 3452.263 116.163 0.0
SEX 3209.819 1/ 13209.819  108.005, 0.000
‘2 ~WAY INTERACTIONS 1039.277 10 103.928 3.497 0.000
. AGE SE X 1039.277 101 103,928 3.497 “d.000
'EXPLAINED 38771.722 2171846.272 " 627124 V0.0
RESIDUAL 18960.792 638 29,719
TOTAL 57732.513 659 87.606

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED,
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING



19 Ans Soft tissue thickness at Ans
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SOURCE OF VARIATION  SUM OF op AN . SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 2645.845 11 240,531 22:817  0.000
AGE 2611.069 10 | 2814107 24.762  0.000
SE % 34,776 1 /34,976 3,299 . 0.070
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 479761 10 4,776 0.453 0,920
" AGE SEX 4ITTEL10 4,776°0.453 0,920
EXELAINED 2693606/ /21 | 128.267 . 12,168 0.0
RES IDUAL 67254625 / 638 . 110,542
TOTAL 94194231 [ 659+ 14,293
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
20 A Soft tissue thickness at A
SOURCE OF VARIATION <% SUMOF o | MEAN p SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 1763.23¢ 11 160.294 151615 0.000
AGE 15702670 10 157.067 15.300 0.000
SEX 192564 1] 4921564 | 18.758% 0,000
2 ~WAY INTERACTIONS 136,448 10 13.645 1.329 0.211
AGE SE X 136.448  “10 13,645 _ 1.329. 09211
'EXPLAINED 1899.682 0 0 21 V90,461 | 8.812 | ©.0
RES IDUAL 6549.492 638  10.266
TOTAL 8449.174 659

12.821

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.

O CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING



21 Pr Soft tissue thickness at Pr
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SOURCE OF VARIATION SUM OF DF MEAN P SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 566,002 11 51,455 20.259 0.000
ACE 248,178 10 24.818 9,772 0.000
SE X 317.824 1 /317.824 125.138 0.000
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 1290667 10 127967 5.105 0.000
AGE, SEX 129,667 10 12,967 5,105 0.000
EXELAINED 695 . 620 214 ‘\\33. 197, 8. 043 0.0
RES IDUAL 620,383 638 2.540
TQTAL 3 '2816.053 659 3.514
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
22 Ic Soft tissue thickness at Ic
SOURCE OF VARIATION SR DF Faal F SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE, OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 692.594 11 62,963 10.105 0.000
AGE 1454320 10 014,532 2.332 0.011
SEX 547,274 1 “5475294) 7871833 0.000
2 -WAY INTERACTIONS  120.376 10 12,038  1.932 0,038
AGE SE X 120,376 10 12.038 1.932 0.038
EXPLAINED 812.970 21 38,713 6,213 0.000
i) 7
RESIDUAL 3975.267 638 6.231
TOTAL 4788,236 659 7.266

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING
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23 Is Soft tissue thickness at Is

SOURCE OF VARIATION  —VMOF pp  [EAN p . SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE CF F -
MATN EFFECTS 308.623 11 28,057 3,060 0.001
ACE -~ 169,059 10 | 164906 1.844 0.050
139.564 1 /4394564 15,222 0.000
SEX
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 252.198 10 254220 2,751 0.003
AGE SEX 252998 10 w26, 720mmn2 . 751 0.003
‘EXFLAINED - 560,822 21 126.706., 2.913 0.000
RES IDUAL .- 58494692 638 9.169
TOTAL o - 64104518 B59F 4 NS

660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
O CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING

24 Id Soft tissue thickness at Id

SOURCE OF VARIATION SUM OF DF MEAN ¥ SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES -~ SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 536,812 11 48,801 14,617  0.000
AGE 337,711 10 33.771 10.115  0.000
199 100 1) £1994100] /593635  0.000
SEX
2 -WAY INTERACTIONS 74.887 10  7.489 2,243 0,014
AGE SE X 74.887- | 10 7.489 2,243 "/ 0,014
EXPLAINED V611,699 10 21 ¥ l290129 1 1 lg 725V T lolo
RES IDUAL 2130.042 638 3,339
TOTAL : ©2741.741 659  4.160

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED,
0 CASES ( 0.0 PpCT ) WERE MISSING



25 B Soft tissue thickness at B
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SIGNIFICANCE

SOURCE OF VARIATION  “UMOF pp MEAN F
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS 512.867 11 | 46.624 9,130 0.000
AGE 388.933 10  /38.893 7.616 0.000
SE X 123,933 1 123.933 24.268 0.000
2 -~ WAY INTERACTIONS 1364450 104  13.645.02.672 0.003
AGE SEX 136,450 10, 13.645. 2.672  0.003
. EXELAINED 649 , 317 21} 130.920 . '6.055 0.000
RES IDUAL 32584200 / /638 SAL5.7
TOTAL 39074517 | 659 5.929
660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
0O CASES ( 0.0 FCT) WERE MISSING
26__Pog Soft tissue thickness at Pog
SOURCE OF VARIATION SuM OF o MEAN P SINNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F
MAIN EFFECTS 225,770 11 20.525 5.139 0.000
AGE 225,429 10 22,543 5.645 0.000
SEX 0341 1 034341 »~ 0+085 0.770
2 =WAY INTERACTIONS 30.209 10 3,021 0.756 0.671
AGE . SEX 30.209 10 3.021 0.756 0.671
EXPLAINED .'255.979 21 12.189 3.052 0.000
RESIDUAL 2547.,983 638 3.994
TOTAL 2803,962 659 4,255

660 CASES WERE PROCESSED,
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT ) WERE MISSING



27 Me Soft tissue thickness at ME

159

SOURCE OF VARIATION ~ “UM OF pp  MEAN F SIGNIFICANCE
SQUARES SQUARE OF F -
MAIN EFFECTS' 398.079 1% 36,189 5,320 0.000
AGE 315.115 10 31,512 4,633 0.000
SE X 82.964 r 82,964 12,197 0,001
2 - WAY INTERACTIONS 113,736 10 11.374 1.672 0,083
AGE. SEX 187736 10 11,374 '1.672 0.083
EXFLAINED 511,815 21 24,372 3.583 0,000
RES IDUAL 4339,683 638 6.802
TOTAL 4851,498 659 7.362

660 CASES. WERE PROCESSED.
0 CASES ( 0.0 PCT) WERE MISSING
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