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56 12 50 23* 13.8*
60 0 27 7* 7.8*

Low (≤2.5):   20
High ≥

49 45 123 81.2 15.7

51 152 817 496.3 128.8

57 19 31 25.8 3.0
58 24 34 30.1 2.4
54 30 45 38.0 3.7

56 28 47 38.3 4.8

57 33 56 46.1 5.4

49 56 70 63.6 2.8

59 52 62 56.8 2.5

48 0.85 0.93 0.894 0.019

58 70 92 80.9 4.8

57 34 50 42.5 3.3

57 2 4 3.1 0.6

57 26 44 30.9* 5.1*

55 31 53 43.0 4.2

57 15 21 17.8 1.3

58 28 36 31.3 1.7

57 11 28 18.0 4.1

59 45 70 58.2 6.1

58 48 72 58.2 4.5

58 32 54 41.9 4.1

58 31 48 39.8 3.8

58 12 25 19.0 3.2

56 17 48 35.9 7.0

58 5 9 6.5* 1.4*
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57 17 27 23.9* 3.1*

54 50 114 80.3 14.2

57 52 91 73.1 8.8

57 1 22 10.5 4.6

57 77 168 122.4 21.6

12 56 4.3 6.0 4.97 0.38
12 57 5.3 8.6 6.94 0.72

57 10.3 15.1 11.98* 1.11*

57 11.6 19.5 15.24 1.67

56 65.6 96.3 79.12 7.30
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p 2

12

8.619

0.094 0.322 0.027

0.282 0.376 0.004

0.001 0.411 0.007 0.51

12

15.032

0.173 0.568

0.059 0.363 0.004

0.617 0.438 0.001

0.046 0.319 0.010 0.60

12.784

0.003 0.372 0.005

0.125 0.507

0.062 0.513 0.001 0.54

18.701

0.129 0.677

0.144 0.368 0.014 0.38

116.215

0.551 0.660

1.001 0.583

0.019 0.347 0.006

1.671 0.284 0.026 0.60


