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TABLE 12 Effects of normal serum and anti-serum injections

'on log ARG growth indices - Tests for differences

between group means

Comparisons tstatistic af pl<)
|Control Series
3 day to 7 day ’ 5.073 41 .001
7 day to 10 day ' 3.763 40 .001
10 day to 19 day 12.274 54 001
Experiment=l Series
I anti-serum to I normal serum 3.611 37 .001
I anti-serum to III anti-serum 3.168 31 01
I anti-serum to II anti-serum 1.887 40 NS
II anti-serum to IT normal serum 1.956 26 05
1 a‘nti-serum to III anti-serum 0,845 30 NS
III anti-serum to II normal serum 2.983 17 .01
Between Experimental and Control Series
I anti-serum to 10 day 2.419 41 .05
I anti-serum to 7 day 0,545 40 NS
II anti-serum to 18 day 5.478 54 .001
II anti-serum to 10 day 0,257 40 NS
III enti-serum to 19 day 6.826 45 +001
I normal serum to 19 day E 4,668 52 © +001
II normal serum to 19 day 3,567 42 001
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