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d ok ok ok ok % W ok W ok R % PROBIT ANALYSIS * 0k Kk Kk K* Kk Kk K* Kk * * *
DATA Information

4 unweighted cases accepted.

0 cases rejected because of missing data.

1l case is in the control group.

0 cases rejected because LOG-transform can't be done.
MODEL Information

ONLY Normal Sigmoid is requested.

Hi-Res Chart # 2:Probitr transformation
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* ok ok ok ok * ok kA ok * * W PROBIT ANALYSIS ************

Parameter estimates converged after 11 iterations.
Optimal sclution found.

Parameter Estimates (PROBIT model: (PROBIT(p)) = Intercept + BX): :
Regression Coeff. Standard Error Coeff./S.E. f
|

MENTHOL 4,42901 .76329 5.80251

Intercept Standard Error Intercept/S.E.
~2.98627 .58128 -5.13744
Pearson Goodness-of-Fit Chi Square = .248 DF =2 P = :,884

Since Goodness-of-Fit Chi square is NOT significant, no heterogeneity
factor is used in the calculation of confidence limits. '

08 Apr 397 SPSS for MS WINDOWS Release 6.0
dok ok ok ok ok ok ok Kk ok ok ok PROBIT ANALYSIS t*****=******

Observed and Expected Frequencies

Number of Observed Expected

MENTHOL Subjects Responses Responses Residual Prob
.62 60.0 24.0 24.745 =,745 .41242
.72 60.0 35.0 34,919 .081 .58199
.80 60.0 44,0 42.676 1.324 .71126

.98 60.0 54.0 54,573 -.573 , 90955



* ok ok ok R ok ok ok ok k k Wk

Confidence Limits for Effective MENTHOL

PROBIT

ANALYSTIS * * * » % » «

95% Confidence Limits

Prob MENTHOL Lower Upper
.01 1.40929 68762 2.01903
.02 1.62386 .85090 2,24679
.03 1.77664 .97395 2.40473
.04 1.90097 1.07802 2.53101
.05 2.00849 1.17076 2.63875
.06 2.10479 1.25590 2.73419
.07 2.19302 1.33557 2.82082
.08 2.27515 1,41114 2.90082
.09 2.35251 1.48352 2.97564
.10 2.42604 1.55337 3.04632
.15 2.75577 1.87863 3.35856
.20 3.04949 2.18370 3.63164
W23 3.32632 2.48299 3.88609 ‘
.30 3.59626 2.78444 4,13290 1
.35 3.86592 3.09344 4.37969 :
.40 4.14048 3.41410 4.63318
.45 4.42466 3.74962 4.90065
.20 4.72338 4.10212 2.19141
.55 504226 4.47211 5.51866
.60 5.38833 4.85800 5.90166
.63 5.77101 5.25714 6.36725
.70 6.20374 5.67044 6.94989
.75 6.70721 6.10838 7.69437
.B0O 7.31606 6.59533 8.67070
.85 8.09586 7.17672 10.01535
.90 9.19616 7.94864 12.05710
.91 9.48361 B8.14372 12.61508
.92 5.80608 8.35995 13.25236
.93 10.17332 8.60314 13.99225
.94 10.59975 8.88181 14.86971
.95 11.10796 9.20921 15.94036
.96 11.73626 9,60760 17.30021
.97 12.55758 10.11889 19.13607
.98 13.73904 10.83784 21.88784
.99 15.83088 12.07028 27.06322
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Xk %k k¥ k % ®w x ¥ PRQOBIT ANRALYSIS * % * % % # %% & x % w
DATA Information

4 unweighted cases accepted. !

0 cases rejected because of missing data.

1l case is in the control group.

0 cases rejected because LOG-transform can't be done.
MODEL Information

ONLY Normal Sigmoid is requested.

Hi-Res Chart # 2:Probit transformation

.08 Apr 97 SPSS for MS WINDOWS Release 6.0

LN A I S T R N PROBIT ANALYSIS * ok ok ok ok ok ok ok * ok kW

Parameter estimates converged after 9 iterations.
Optimal solution found.

Parameter Estimates (PROBIT model: (PROBIT(p)} = Intercept + BX):
Regression Coeff, Standard Error Coeff./S.E.

THYMOL 1.60467 .28952 5.54258

Intercept Standard Error Intercept/S.E.
-.14542 .09313 -1.56145
Pearson Goodness-of-Fit Chi Square = .413 DF = 2 P = ,814

Since Goodness-of-Fit Chi square is NOT significant, no heterogeneity
factor is used in the calculation of confidence limits.
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08 Apr 97 3SPSS for MS WINDOWS Release 6.0
* %k k & Kk * * * Kk * ¥ PROBIT ANALYSIS *t***i‘*.****t

Observed and Expected Frequencies

i
!
i
i
|

Number of Cbserved Expected

THYMOL Subjects Responses Responses Regidual Prob
~.28 60.0 17.0 16,432 .568 .27387
.02 60.0 27.0 27.339 -.339 .45564
.32 60.0 37.0 38.695 -1.695 . 64492

.50 60.0 46.0 44,611 1.389  ,74351 |
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08 Apr 97 SPS5S for M3 WINDOWS Release 6.0
* ok ok ok ok F ok ok ok ok ok & PROBIT ANALYSIS *******i:-**tt
|

Confidence Limits for Effective THYMOL

95% Confidence Limits

Prob THYMOL Lower Upper
.01 .04374 .00650 .11002
.02 .06468 .01187 .14731
.03 .08290 .01739 17734
.04 .09991 .02316 .20397
.05 .11630 .02925 .22859
.06 .13235 .03566 .25193
.07 .14823 .04242 .27438
.08 .16406 .04956 .29622
.09 .17992 .05707 .31762
.10 .19588 .06498 .33874
.15 .27844 .11105 .44289
.20 .36825 .16955 .54559
.25 .46805 .24297 .66353
.30 .58053 .33428 . 78907
.35 .70876 .44677 .93167
.40 .85653 .58371 1.09937
.45 1,02876 .74748 1.,30506
20 1.23204 .93845 1.56973
.55 1.47548 1.15516 1.,92574
.60 1.77217 1.39762 2.41958
.65 2.14165 1.67181 3.11845
.70 2.61469 1.9%207 4.12990
.75 3.24305 2.38344 5.64733
.80 4.12199 2.88948 8.05946
.85 5.45143 3.59603 12.2690%
. 90 7.74933 4.71180 20.92280
.91 B.43643 5.02685 23.81480
.92 9.25209 5.39203 27.41633
.93 10.24026 5.82314 32,01425
.94 11.46915 6.34420 38.07463
.95 13.05172 6.99401 46.40934
.96 15.19220 . 7.84091 58.57647
.97 18.31055 9.02097 78.01449
.98 23.46844 10.86420 114.23674

-99 34.70270 14.55201 20B.54425
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l************ PROBIT ANALYSIS *******j*****

DATA Information
4 unweighted cases accepted. :
0 cases rejected because of missing data,
1l case is in the control group.
0 cases rejected because LOG-transform can't be done.
MODEL Information

ONLY Normal Sigmoid is requested.

—-_ e = - - T W s s e e m s m s e e m e e m m o e o e b e o e e we e e . e

Hi-Res Chart # 2:Probit transformation

08 Apr 97 SPSS for MS WINDOWS Release 6.0
w % ok W % ok % % W ok % 9 PROBIT ANALYSIS * o ok W ok ok ok %k ok W

Parameter estimates converged after 9 iterations.
Qptimal solution found.

Parameter Estimates (PROBIT model: (PROBIT(p)) = Intercept + BX):
Regression Coeff. Standard Error Coeff./S.E.

NEEM 2.63725 57305 4,60216

Intercept Standard Error Intercept/S.E.
~.35946 .15583 -2.30674
Pearson Goodness-of-Fit Chi Square = 5.116 DF = 2 P= .077

Since Goodness-of-Fit Chi square is significant, a heterogeneity
factor is used in the calculation of confidence limits.



08 Apr 97 SPSS for MS WINDOWS Release 6.0

* k ok k¥ *k x ¥ *x w & * PROBIT ANALYSTIS

Observed and Expected Frequencies

Number of Observed Expected
NEEM Subjects Responses Responses

.02 60.0 26.0 22.843
.20 60.0 30.0 33.747
.32 60.0 37.0 41.283

.42 60.0 51.0 46.367

Residual

3.157
-3.747
-4.283

4,633

Prob

.38072
.56245
. 68804
.77278%

* ok % ok ok ok W

89

LR B S
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L I A S R N B R N PROBIT ANALYSIS * ok ok F ok ok ok ok R ok ok w

Confidence Limits for Effective NEEM

95% Confidence Limits

Prob NEEM Lower Upper
.01 .17955 . ] !
.02 .22780 . . |
.03 .26493 . :
.04 .29681 .
.05 .32554 . .
.06 .35218 . /
.07 .37732 . !
.08 .40135 . A i
.09 .42453 . . i
.10 .44706 ] . E
.15 .55374 - . i
.20 .65641 i
.25 . 75954 i
.30 .86588 i
.35 .97768 . . ;
.40 1.09708 P 2 i
.45 1.22646 . !
50 1.36868 /
.55 1.52739 . ;
.60 1.70753 . X
.65 1.91606 4 .
.70 2.16345 . :
.75 2.46636 . :
.80 2.85385 : ‘
.85 3.38298 4 |
.90 4.19029 . :
.91 4.41259 ] i
.92 4.66746
.93 4.96474
. 94 5.31919 g .
.95 5.75443 . .
.96 6.311495 . .
.97 7.07076 ’ .
.98 8.22333 .

.99 10.43308 ) .
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