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Experimental Group: Descriptive Statistics

ANOVA  with

Geenhouse-Geisser

Conditions Tests Mean SD. N
Conditions-1 | Pre-test 20.84 4.54 50
Conditions-2 | Mid-test 29.38 3.81 50
Conditions-3 | Post-test | 35.60 3.19 5@
Test of Within-Subjects Effects
Source | Correction (Typelll) Sum of Df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Time Greenhouse- 25766.41 1.68 15335.47
Geisser 232.847 | .000
Error Greenhouse- 5422.253 82.32 | 65.861
(time) Geisser

Tests of Within-Subjects Effectsicid % 38 a0 &l & & IRING ¥ 4 WMWY o arel feeiRal a1 fafe

FRIRTE IR WYHIaGIRG @ FedM & dd aeid 9K F (1.68, 82.32) = 232.84, p< 0.000)

Pairwise comparisons

(I conditions | (J) conditions | Mean difference (1-J) Std.Error Sig.

pre- test (1) mid- test (2) -8.540* 516 .000
pre- test (1) post- test (3) -14.760* .626 .000
Mid- test (2) post- test (3) -6.220* .409 .000

Pairwise Comparison@ Tukey Post Hoc Test
R AT %1 Y| T 98 9 e © fo W o
HE 91 RUIRAT 61 TyIE@IRGT § W RW @ | [
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Control Group: Descriptive Statistics

Conditions Tests Mean SD. N

Conditions-1 Pre-test 28.600 5.12 5(
Conditions-2 Mid-test 29.640 5.18 50
Conditions-3 Post-test 29.420 4.63 5(

TRev (35.60 + 3.19, P=0.00% &0 aRaro™ w7 4
TG R T AT T FE o WhaT ¢ b WA Y @
ST & B9 T ARG G THAaR B AN G @ISR
R e T Tedl € q1 WA 3§ I8 Hf e B € o




Test of Within-Subjects Effects

RS T4 WIaIRGT

Source Correction (Typelll) Sum of Df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Time Greenhouse- 30.04 1.90 15.79
Geisser 2.08 |0.13
Error Greenhouse- 704.62 93.21 7.56
(time) Geisser

Tests of Within-Subjects Effectsfera & a8 a1 e & & FRbd T o PoRdl @ o= sRmRe ®
IAEIRTT & HeHE @ 41 BIg WeE R T & (F (1.90, 93.7.56) = 2.08, P=.137)

Pairwise comparisons

(I conditions (J) conditions M ean difference (1-J) Std.Error | Sig.
pre- test (1) mid- test (2) -1.920 1.192 341
pre- test (1) post- test (3) -2.120 1.089 172
mid- test (2) post- test (3) -.200 .761 1.000

Pairwise Comparisortg Tukey Post Hoc Test Uit d&ey a&dl, WM &1 WX, 5ol A el R &Rl
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