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Figure 1: ANOVA design.
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Figure 3:

Diagnostic plots.




3 Tukey HSD Intervals
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Figure 4: Means and 95 percent Tukey HSD Intervals.




Figure 5: Means and 95 percent Tukey HSD Intervals.
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4 Interactions
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Figure 7: Second order interactions.
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5 Boxplots
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Figure 9: Boxplots.
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Figure 10: Boxplots.
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Figure 11: Boxplots.
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