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t-tests for independent samples of stone and diamond
Number
Variable of Cases Mean SD SE of Mean
STONE 50 .6826 .070 .010
DIAMOND 2 50 .8514 074 .010
Mean Difference = -.1688

Levene's Test for Equality of Variances: F= 1.035 P=.312

t-test for Equality of Means 95%
‘Variances t-value  df  2-Tail Sig SEof Diff  CI for Diff
Equal  -11.75 98 .000 014 (~.197, -.140)
Unequal -11.75 97.64 000 014 (-.197, -,140)
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t-tests for independent samples of SHOFU
Number
Variable of Cases Mean SD SE of Mecan
before 50 5304 037 005
after 50 S640 051 007

URLUR LI LR LT T T L L T L T L e L T T LT Y e L T T o e e S L L L L L]

Mean Difference = -,0336

Levene's Test for Equality of Variances: F= 4,111 P= 045

t-test for Equality of Means 95%
Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig  SE of Diff CI for Diff
Equal -378 98 .000 009 (-.051, -.016)
Unequal -3.78  90.26 000 .009 (-.051, -.016)

LU LU LT T LN T L T L Oy T T L T T T e N S L L L rrrr

Yoyaiiiinncflneld SPSS for MS WINDOWS Release 6.0
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t-tests for independent samples of DIA FINISH
Number
Variabie of Cases Mean sD SE of Mean
before 50 5364 .038 005
after 50 5588 043 006
Mean Difference = -.0224

Levene's Test for Equality of Variances: F= .774 P= 381

t-test for Equality of Means 95%
Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff  CI for Diff

L O R T L L T L T T T Ly L Ty o T T T e L T T T L L Y T T T CTA TR T Y

Equal =277 98 007 008 (-.038, -.006)
Unequal -2.77 96,70 007 008 (-.038, -.006)
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t-tests for independent samples of TWO STRIPER
Number
Varjable of Cases Mean sD SE of Mean
before 50 5514 046 007
after 50 5588 041 .006
Mean Difference = -,0074
Levene's Test for Equality of Variances; F= 2.742 P= .101

t-test for Equality of Means 95%
Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff CI for Diff

LA AL LU L S T LU L LD LT T LD T L T L T L T T T T L L e T T A T T T T T L T R L

Equal -85 98 397 009 (-.025, .010)
Unequal -85 96.58 397 009 (-.025, .010)
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t-tests for independent samples of AUTOGLAZE
Number

Variable of Cases Mean SD SE of Mean

-
L L C R T e L T L R T T T T T L T L T T LT Y T DR A TR U R TR LT

before 50 5536 .028 .004
after 50 5920 053 008
Mean Difference = -.0384

Levene's Test for Equality of Variances: F= 22.239 P= .000

t-test for Equality of Means © 95%
Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig  SE of Diff CI for Diff
Equal 439 98 .000 009 (-.056, -.021)
Unequal -4,39 71.84 000 009 (-.056, -.021)

L L T Ly T Ty T T e T Ty T O T R T L T e T T A T Y T T R T A RT YR

Variable FOUR
By Variable SHOFU DIA FINISH TWO STRIPER AUTOGLAZE

Analysis of Variance
Sum of Mean F F
Source D.F.. -Squares Squares Ratic Prob,

Between Group 3 0380 0127 5.5630 .0011
Within Groups 196 4467 0023
Total 199 4847

Standard Standard
Group Count Mean Deviation Error 95 Pet Conf Int for Mean
Grp 1 50 5640 0506 .0072 .5496 TO 5784
Grp 2 50 5588 .0427 .0060 5467 TO 5709
Grp 3 50 .5588 .0408 0058 5472 TO 5704
Grp 4 50 .5920 .0554 .0078 5763 TO 6077
Total 200 5684 0494 0035 5615 TO 5753
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GROUP

Grp 1l
Grp 2
Gip 3
Grp 4

TOTAL

MINIMUM  MAXIMUM

4500 6600
4700 6400
4600 6400
4800 7000
4500 7000

Levene Test for Homogeneity of Variances

Statistic

2.5415

éft  df2  2-ail Sig
3196 058

----- ONEWAY -----

Variable FOUR

By Variable SHOFU DIA FINISH TWO STRIPER AUTOGLAZE

Multiple Range Tests: Tukey-HSD test with significance level .050

The difference between two means is significant if
MEAN(D-MEAN®) >= .0338 * RANGE * SQRT(I/N() + 1/N¢IY)
with the following value(s) for RANGE: 3.67

(*) Indicates significant differences which are shown in the lower triangle

Mean
5588
.5588
5640
5920

GGGG
rrrr
PPPP
2314

DIAMOND

Grp 2

Gip 3

Gmp 1

Grp4 » % »
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Homogeneous Subsets (highest and lowest means are not significantly different)

Subse.t 1

Groﬁl;‘ Grp 2 Grp 3 Grp 1
Mean 5588 5588 5640
ez
Group Grp 4
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