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2
L
11
4 50
4
29.20 19 -2
2955
2.5
2
3190 2.60 -2
3181
3.22 24
24
Block'
>69.66’ 66.13-69.652 63.99-66. <63.984
Treatment

M(SD) N M(D) N M(D) N M(D) N M(SD)

42 2850(354) 3 2867(321) 3 2733(L53) 2 2950(71) 10 28.40(2.22)

2 3 3033(153) 2 2750(71) 3 2867(351) 3 31.00(1.00) 11 29.55(2.25)



24

Treatment >69.66"

N M(SD)

12 2950(2.12)
2 3 26,67058)

10 28.70(2.21)

12 3200(141)
2 3 3033320
12 295002.1)
2 3 3033(L53)

! 10 305002.07)

Block

66.13-69.652

1N M(SD)

3 2767(L15)
2 32.00(4.29)

10 2880(2.78)

3 3133(351)
2 3450071)
3 30.33(252)
2 32.50071)

10 31.90(2.60)

M =Mean, SD = Standard Deviation

way repeated ANOVA

63.99-66.123

N

i

il

M (SD)

25503.53)
30,67(4.16)

28.27(3.35)

26.00(L.73)
32.33(3.20)
23.00(L41)
31.00(3.61)

28.55(4.44)

N

10

10

<63.984

M (SD)

28.00(2.00)
28.00(2.83)

29.20(1.99)

30.50071)
31.00(4.36)
29.33058)
27.00000)

29.60(2.59)

N

repeated contrasts

0.05

19

M (SD)

27.70(2.21)
29.20(3.43)

28.73(2.58)

29.70(3.23)
31.81(3.22)
28.40(3.24)
30.30(267)

30.00(3.24)

two
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- -2
-1
0.05 2
3 0.05 2526
2
sourse statistics value F- Hypothesisdf ~ Errordf  Sjg
Multivariate test (Box’s Mtest. F=.964. sie=513)
Pillai’s Trace 199 6.213* 1.000 25.000 020
Wilk’s Lamda 801 6.213* 1,000 25.000 020

Hotelling’s Trace 249 6.213* 1.000 25000 020

Roy’s Largest Root 249 6.213* 1,000 25.000 020

sourse statistics $S df MS F Sig
within -subjects effects

Sphericity Assumed  35.558 1 35558 6.213* 020

Greenhouse-Geisser  35.558 1,000 35.558 6.213* 020

Huynh-Feldt 35558 1000 35.558 6.213* 020

Lower-bound 35558 1000 35.558 6.213* 020



25

SOUrse statistics SS
within -subjects effects

Error (Res)  Sphericity Assumed 143,083

Greenhouse-Geisser 143,083

Huynh-Feldt 143,083

Lower-bound 143083
* 0.05

26

Sourses of variation SS df

between -subjects effects

Block 65.334 3
Treatment 85.544 3
Block*Treatment 133538 9
Error 180.083 fa)
Total 464.509 40
* 0.05

Levene’s test of Equality (

df

2

%

5

F=2.672, Sig=.014

MS

5723

5123

5123

5723

MS

21778
28515
14,843
1023

3.023
3.959*
2,060

F=2.373, Sig = .027)

121

Sig

Sig

019
074



21

Block
66.13-69.65

Treatment

Mean Difference (I-J)
-1.344¢
63.99-66.12 2.500*
2.854*
1.917*
2
60
2

19.38, 71.25, 7250
28

Std.Error

539

844

844

866

40

63.75

contrast

Sig

.020

007

002

036

6.39)

122
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14

28

137

133

137

142

138

133

129

137

137

140

133

132

137

137

85.63

83.13

85.63

88.75

86.25

83.13

80.63

85.63

85.63

87.50

83.13

82.50

85.63

85.63

127

145

130

151

143

134

143

132

132

130

148

114

132

102

79.38

90.63

81.25

94.38

89.38

83.75

89.38

82.50

82.50

81.25

92.50

711.25

82.50

63.75

154.78

154.80

154.67

156.30

154.56

157.00

155.20

156.78

154.22

157.20

156.00

153.90

154.00

154.44

160

123

96.74
96.75
96.67
97.69
96.60
98.13
97.00
97.99
96.39
98.25
97.50
96.19
96.25

96.53



15

16

17

18

19

20

2

28

2

133

135

137

137

136

136

137

83.13

84.38

85.63

85.63

85.00

85.00

85.63

116

120

1

134

146

141

159

72.50

75.00

69.38

83.75

91.25

88.13

99.38

124

160

156.60 97.88
154.90 96.81
154.56 96.60
155.78 97.36
156.00 97.50
155.80 97.38
154.22 96.39

(r = 077-244)
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N
Mean

Std. Deviation

or

136

135.86

2.89

repeated contrasts

247

132.86

14.36

two way repeated ANOVA

0.05

125

155.21

100

30-32
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30

sourse statistics value F Hypothesis df ~ Errordf  Sig

Multivariate test (Mauchly's Test of Sphericity, Mauchly's — =.075, sig =.000)

Pillai's Trace N 639.779* 2,000 12000 000
Wilk's Lamda 009 639779 2000 12000 .000
Hotelling'sTrace 106630  639.7/9* 2,000 12000 000
Roy'sLargest Root ~ 106630 639.779* 2.000 12000 .000

sourse statistics $S df MS F Sig
within -subjects effects

SphericityAssumed  5872.123 2 2936.061 43,027

Greenhouse-Geisser 5872123 1,039 5650452 43.021

Huynh-Feldt 582123 1657 BHA2KL 43021

g8 8 8 8

Lower-bound 5872123 1000 5872123 43027
Error Sphericity Assumed 1774183 26 68.238

Greenhouse-Geisser 1774183 135510 131.324

Huynh-Feldt 1774183 21546 82.343

Lower-bound 1774183 13000 136.476



a

Sourses of variation
between -subjects effects
Block
Treatment
Block*Treatment
Error

Total

Levene’s test of Equality (

F=2.504, Sig = .073)

32

* 0.05

$S df MS

34722 3 11574
8135 1 8.135
74700 3 24900
385.807 13 29617
503364 20

F=6.638, Sig = .002

Mean Difference (I-J)

19.538*

21.997*

127

F Sig
390 162
214 600
339 4%

F= 11,686, Sig = .00

contrast
Std. Error Sig
536 .000
3241 .000
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a

33

2.62

3.05

390

390

348

2.51

329

3.00

319

3.16

4.00

D

67

22

30

30

ol

60

46

00

40

44

00

3.33

3.33

357

3.52

333

343

329

3.14

329

3.52

3.62

D

48

66

60

60

66

68

64

o7

96

5l

S0

319

3.86

393

3.96

387

390

3.96

3.89
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397
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3

34

3

36

31

38

39

40

33

4.00

3.00

3.00

1.57

3.52

3.52

3.52

381

3.86

340

SD

00

00

00

153

ol

5l

ol

40

36

07

348

348

348

3.29

3.38

3.38

343

343

348

332

SD

.60

.60

60

64

07

60

9l

60

60

36

3.99

31

3.94

3.86

3.13

381

3.88

3.99

3.95

3.88
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2.
50
31.10 4,04 -1
32.50 4,14
? 34.30
3.68 -1
35.50 3.24 )
35
Block
Treatment > 69.661 66.13-69.652 63.99-66.123 <63.984

N M(SD) N M(SD) N M (SD) N M (SD) N M (SD)

42 3250(4.95 3 35.00(4.00) 3 30.00(5.29) 3250(2.12) 10 32.50(4.14)

2 3 31.00(00) 2 2850(71) 3 30.67(252) 3  32.33(551) 11  30.80(3.03)



Treatment

35

N

10

10

>69.66'

M (SD)

33.50(4.95)

28.67(5.69)

31.10(4.04)

36.00(2.83)

32.33(1.55)

34.00(1.41)

30.67(3.05)

32.90(2.77)

Block

66.13-69.652

N

10

10

M= Mean, SD = Standard Deviation

repeated  ANOVA

M (SD)

27.67(8.14)

30.50(2.12)

30.60(5.40)

38.67( 58)

33.00(2.83)

31.00(3.00)

34.00(1.41)

34.30(3.68)

ni

N

il

1

63.99-66.

M (SD)
29.50(2.12)
32.33(3.06)

30.73(3.23)

33.00(2.65)
"4.33(1.53)
28.00(7.07)
31.33(2.08)

32.00(3.61)

0.05

<63.984
N M (SD) N
3 29.33(153) 10
2 30.00(1.41) 10
10 31.003.19) 41
2 34.00(4.24) 10
3 3067C58) 1
3 3167C58) 10
2 33.00C00) 10
10 32.10(3.13) 41
repeated  contrasts

0.05

36-38

139

M (SD)
29.70(4.8))
30.85(3.89)

30.85(3.89)

35.50(3.24)
32.55(1.92)
31.20(3.46)
32.00(2.26)

32.80(3.12)

two  way
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sourse statistics

Multivariate test (Box'sM test. F= 889, Se=.606)

Pillai's Trace
(Res) Wilk'sLamda
Hotelling's Trace
Roy's Largest Root
sourse statistics
within -subjects effects
Sphericity Assumed
(Res) Greenhouse-Geisser
Huynh-Feldt
Lower-bound
Error (Res)  Sphericity Assumed
Greenhouse-Geisser
Huynh-Feldt

Lower-bound

* 00

value

224
116
289

289

§S

11.137
17131
11.137
17131
266.500
266.500
266.500

266.500

F

1.236*
1.236*
1.236*

1.236*

df

1,000

1.000

1.000
2
25
25

25

Hypothesis df

1.000

1.000

1.000

1.000

MS

11.137

11.137

11.137

11.137

10.660

10.660

10.660

10.660

Error df

25,000
25,000
25,000

25,000

1.236*
1.236*
1.236*

1.236*

140

013 .
013
013

013

Sig

013
013
013

013
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Sourses of variation

between -subjects effects

Block

Treatment
Block*Treatment
Error

Total

* 3 0.05

Levene'stestof Equality (

3

Treatment
-l

' 0.05

SS

19314
122,982
164531
337.167
643.99%4

df

3
3
9
%
40

F=2.561: Sig = .018

Mean Difference

(--J)

-1.979*

3.375%

2.646*

141

MS F Sig

6.438 A7 101
40,994 3.040* 048
18281 260 260
13487

F=5.673, Sig = .000)

contrast
Std.Error Sig
736 013
1.185 .009
1.185 035



3l ]
" ( 2.43
243

3

N2 )

M(SD)

4,00(00)

3.43CT5)

2.43(68)

3.67(49)

3.76(.44)

M(SD)

3.95C22)

3.26(L.15)

2.43C98)

3.59(62)

3,52C51)

142



10

il

12

13

14

3

M(SD)

3.7K.56)

3.67C48)

3.62(.50)

2.85C93)

3.29C90)

3.57C60)

3.8 40)

3.67C58)

3.86C36)

M(SD)

3.62(.59)

3.52(.60)

3.52(.68)

3.29(.78)

3.14C96)

3.43(.60)

3.81(.404

3.43(.87)

3.71(.56)

143



15

16

17

18

19

20

39

359

M(SD)

3.95C22)

3.40C68)

3.30(.66)

3.67C48)

3.95C22)

3.43(.81)

3.56C26)

144

M(SD)

3.76(.54)

2.80(1.00)

3.05(1.02)

3.81(.40)

3.81(.40)

3.76(.44)

3.45C42)
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362 23

358 3 -l

350 5 40

Block
Treatment >69.66' 66.13-69.65° 63.99-66.123 <63.984

N M(D) N M(D) N M(@D N M(ESD) N M(SD)

42 348C33) 3 353(35) 3 355(34) 2 3.49(38) 10 3.49(38)

2 3 3.67(33) 2 353(.39) 3 3.60(30) 3 3.62(33) 11 3.62(33)

5 359(30) 5 353(32) 6 35735 5 345(37) 2 3.56(36)

42 358(39) 3 3.47C49) 3 358C46) 2 3.35C85) 10 3.50(45)
2 3 337C42) 2 3.11(30) 3 358(75) 3 3.46C60) 1 3.40(39)

5 34537) 5 332042 6 358(33) 5 341(60) 20 3.45(42)
M= Mean, SD = Standard Deviation
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two way repeated ANOVA
l -2
41-42
4
sourse statistics vae  F  Hypothesisdf  Errordf g
Multivariate test (sox'sm test, F=.909, sig=537)
Pillar's Trace 10 175 1.000 13000 206
Wilk’s Lamda 30 175 1,000 13000 206

Hotelling's Trace 13 176 1,000 13000 206
Roy'sLargestRoot 137 1775 1.000 13000 .20
sourse statistics ssdf MS F Sig

within -subjects effects

Sphericity Assumed 118 1 118 1775 206
Gmenhouse-Geisser  .1IS 1,000 118 NG 206
Huynh-Felat 118 1000 118 1775 206

Lower-bound 118 1000 118 1775 206



41
sourse statistics $S
within -subjects effects
Sphericity Assumed 865
Greenhouse-Geisser 865
Huynh-Feldt 865
Lower-bound 865
42
Sourses of variation $s df
between -subjects effects
Block 178 3
Treatment 001 1
Block*Treatment 178 3
Error 3.360 13
Total 3717 2
Levene'stest o f Equality ( F= 479, Sig- 834

B B B B

MS

067

MS

067

067

067

059

001
059
258

229

230

F= 1.619, Sig = .215)

147

Sig

Sig

8
904
814
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290

D Jemes Kuitoss
BH -3 -4
&0 18 -3
H 2 -62
& - -
a0 -8l
0 -3 -7
R -06 -1l
B -8 15
B -9 -3
» -B -5
A0 -0 -3
g -6 -
& -6 -
o -2 -8
R -4 3
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M SD  Skewness

29 8 -39
U -8
325 46 .18

()

Kurtosis
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