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Most scientists regarded the new streamlined
peer-review process as ‘quite an improvement.’
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Results: The results showed that both cognitive emotion regulation therapy and transcranial
direct electrical stimulation had an effect on unplanned, motor and cognitive impulsivity, but
direct transcranial electrical stimulation compared to cognitive emotion regulation therapy in
the cognitive impulsivity component of students. It has been more effective with specific
learning disabilities.

Results: The results showed that both cognitive emotion regulation treatments and transcranial direct
electrical stimulation on the components of impulsivity, namely motor impulsivity (FEs11=9.64;
P<0.01; partial 11>=0.27), impulsivity Cognitive (Fs1 1= 37.45; P<0.01; partial n’=0.60), and lack of
planning (F(s11)=16.17; P<0.01; partial 1= 0.39), have had an impact. However, studies of pairwise
comparisons showed that direct transcranial electrical stimulation (M=11.72) was more effective in
reducing cognitive impulsivity of students with specific learning disabilities than cognitive emotion
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DATA COLLECTION

Data

Known as discrete data Known as confinuous data

Categorical

Made of words
blood type, gender, ranking,
customer satisfaction

Nominal Ordinal

Blood type, gender ranking, customer
satisfaction

Numerical

Made of numbers *
weight, height, temperature, age

Interval Ratio

temperature

weight, height, age
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Baseline and clinical characteristics of transplanted patients with COVID-19?

/

Variables Total of all patients (n=85) Liver transplantation (n=66) Kidney transplantation (n=16)
Age,y 46.4+16.5 45.9+16.7 52.13+141
Age groups, no. (%)
Adult 81 (95.3) 62 (93.9) 16 (100)
Pediatric 4(4.7) 4(6.1) 0
Sex, no. (%)
Male 67 (78.8) 52 (78.8) 12 (75)
Female 18 (21.2) 14 (21.2) 4 (25)
Underlying disease, no. (%)
Diabetes 22 (25.9) 16 (24.2) 4 (25)
Hypertension 16 (18.8) 7(10.6) 8 (50)
Cardiac 2(2.4) 0 2(12.9)
Respiratory 2 (2.4) 1(1.5) 1(1.5)
Cancer 1(1.2) 1(1.9) 0
Variable Subgroup Wlﬂ.lout[ W.lth : P-value
complication complication
: No (n=2253) 1870 (83.0) 383 (17.0)
SHYse Yes (n=5076) 4181 (82.4) 895 (17.6) Rl
No (n=2253) 1870 (83.0) 383 (17.0)
Statin dose* Low dose (n=1048) 811 (77.4) 237 (22.6) <0.001
High dose (n=1260) 982 (77.9) 278 (22.1)




Interactive CardioVascular and Thoracic Surgery 21 (2015) 493-498 ORIGINAL ARTICLE - ADULT CARDIAC

doi:10.1093/icvts/ivv194  Advance Access publication 14 July 2015

Cite this article as: Nemati MH, Astaneh B. The effects of preoperative statins on the incidence of postoperative acute kidney injury in patients undergoing cardiac
surgeries. Interact CardioVasc Thorac Surg 2015;21:493-8.

The effects of preoperative statins on the incidence of postoperative
acute kidney injury in patients undergoing cardiac surgeries

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of the statin-treated and untreated patients

ltem No statin Low-dose statin High-dose statin P-value
(n=620) (40 mg or less) (40 mg or more)
(n=262) (n=182)
Sex
Male 454 (73.2) 184 (70.2) 139 (76.4) 0.352
Female 166 (26.8) 78 (29.8) 43 (23.6)
Age (years) 58.85+12.94 58.96 + 10.44 60.01+£11.36 0.518
Recent MI (within 90 days before surgery) 535 (86.3) 214 (81.7) 140 (76.9) 0.007
Previous cardiac surgery
CABG 9(1.5) 10(3.8) 2(1.7) 0.425 /
Valve surgery 5(0.8) 0(0.0) (0.0)
History of smoking
Non-smoker 425 (68.5) 161 (61.5) 127 (69.7) 0.141 '\
Past smoker 90 (14.5) 51(19.5) 27 (14.8)
Current smoker 102 (16.5) 45(17.2) 27 (14.8) ‘«‘/ J
Chronic lung disease N /
COPD/emphysema 0(6.5) 23(8.8) 8(4.4) 0.205 /
Asthma 17 (2.7) 5(1.9) 3(1.6) ‘
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Relative importance (%)
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knee flex TO | | 9.36
hip flex TO | | 7.16
knee flex stancepeak | | 6.12
hip flex swingpeak | | 5.90
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ankle plant swingpeak | | 4.90
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hip flex stancepeak [ ]1.62
ankle dorsi_swingpeak [ | 1.48
pelvis_ftilt “stancepeak [_] 1.32
ankle dorsi TO [ ] 1.31
hip_irot_stancepeak [_] 1.27
lumb_flex_stancepeak [ ] 1.18
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Psycho-emotional Violence

652 (78.6%)

34 (4.1%)
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Physical Violence Sexual Violence




Neurological complication

Renal complication
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Table 2. Surgical outcome in the antegrade and retrograde groups.

Variables

Groups

Antegrade N=50

Retrograde N=50

Operation time (minutes), M*=SD 49.8+104 63122 <0.001
Radiation time (seconds), M*=SD 1044426 101.5+41.5 0.73
Single session stone, free rate, n (%) 48 (96.0) 46 (92.0) 0. 68
Stone migration, to ureter, n (%) 3 (6.0) 2 (4.0) 0.99
Ancillary procedures, n (%) 5 (10.0) 4 (8.0) 0.99
Need for blood transfusion, n (%) 2 (4.0 3 (6.0) 0.99
Postoperative haemoglobin drop (g/dL), M=SD 0.9+0.5 1.0+0.6 0.71
Postoperative creatinine change (mg/dL), M£=SD 0.3+£0.2 0.3%0.2 0.57
Variable Mean+ SD WlthouF With complication P-value
complication
Age (year) 61.1+11.4 61 (53, 68) 64 (57, 72) <0.001
BMI 25.7£ 8.3 25.0 (22.9,27.7) 25.0(23.0,.27.7) 0.65
Last prepperation 1.2+ 9.4 1.1(0.9,1.2) 1.1 (0.9, 1.3) 0.02
creatinine
Intubation time (min) 910.3=1108.7 | 810.0(720,945.0) | 847.5(720.0, 1066.2) <0.001

’




Ranks

Education N | Mean Rank
PhD 8 57.25
Master degree 93 87.55
Bachelor degree 6 47.17
PP Postgraduate 10 120.45
Graduate degree 49 77.04
Primary education 2 166.50

Total 168
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Table 3 Agreement between sonography indexes and gold standard measurement for diagnosis of placenta accreta spectrum*

Variables Accuracy Kappa Sensitivity Specificity P-value
Utero-vesical hypervascularity 959 (88.6-99.1) 092 90.3 (74.3-98) 100 (91.8-100) < 0.001
Bridging vessels 946 (86.7-98.5) 089 100 (88.8-100) 90.7 (77.9-97 4) < 0.001
Bladder interruption 919 (83.2-97.0) 0.84 86.0 (72.1-94.7) 100 (88.8-100) <0.001
Subplacental hypervascularity 905 (81.5-96.1) 081 85.3 (68.9-95.1) 95.0 (83.1-994) < 0.001
New lacunat 915 (87.4-94.6) 0.73 98.0 (95.0-99.5) 4 (54.8-80.1) < 0.001
Myometrial thinning 784 (67.3-87.1) 058 96.8 (83.3-99.9) 65.1 (49.1-79.0) < 0.001
Loss of clear zone 716 (60.0-81.5) 046 53.5 (37.7-688) 8 (8.3-99.9) <0.001
Placental bulging 66.2 (54.3-76.8) 038 100 (88.8-100) 41.9 (27.0-579) < 0.001
Exophytic mass 66.2 (54.3-76.8) 038 100 (88.8-100) 41.9 (27.0-57.9) < 0.001
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Basic Statistical Techniques
for Medical and Other

// s

> N Professionals

A Course in Statistics to Assist in
Interpreting Numerical Data

(;:

MEDICAL
STATISTICS
MADE EASY

M. HARRIS and G. TAYLOR

|| K TT y
A4th EDITION
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Variable PRGHSHET (%6) Qverall Physical Psyghological Sexual
violence violence violence violence
Age (year) 0.45 0.07 0.38 0.20
< 25 years 134 (16.1) 122 (91.0) 5(3.7) 122 (91.0) 14 (10.4)
25-29 years 171 (20.6) 159 (93.0) 13 (7.6) 159 (93.0) 12 (7.0)
30-34 years 315 (38.0) 291 (92.4) 34 (10.8) 289 (91.7) 41 (13.0)
35-39 years 161 (19.4) 155 (96.3) 10 (6.2) 155 (96.3) 21 (13.0)
40 and higher 49 (5.9) 46 (93.9) 2(4.1) 46 (93.9) 3(6.1)
Education status 0.11 0.50 0.23 0.03
< diploma 252 (30.4) 229 (90.9) 21 (8.3) 229 (90.9) 31(12.3)
diploma 344 (41.4) 320 (93.0) 29 (8.4) 320 (93.0) 45 (13.1)
> diploma 234 (28.2) 224 (95.7) 14 (6.0) 222 (94.9) 15(6.4)
job 0.47 0.11 0.47 0.06
Housewife 760 (91.6) 706 (92.9) 62 (8.2) 704 (92.6) 88 (11.6)
Employed 70 (8.4) 67 (95.7) 2(2.9) 67 (95.7) 3(4.3)
Living status 0.25 0.99 0.26 0.99
Together 826 (99.5) 770 (93.2) 64 (7.7) 768 (93.0) 91 (11.0)
Separated 4 (0.5) 3 (75.0) 0 (0) 3 (75.0) 0 (0)
SULl0 sEonbane <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
status
Low 302 (36.4) 268 (88.7) 13 (4.3) 267 (88.4) 23 (7.6)
Moderate 354 (42.7) 342 (96.6) 48 (13.6) 341 (96.3) 63 (17.8)
High 174 (21.0) 163 (93.7) 3(1.7) 163 (93.7) 5(2.9)
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Results: Pearson correlation coefficient showed a direct and significant relationship between midwife's
knowledge score and quality of diagnosis of (STI) and a direct and significant relationship between
physician's knowledge score and quality of treatment of (STI). Patient and medication were prescribed for

him in 53.5% of patients and follow-up was determined in 54.5% of patients.



Correlations
post
Operation
LahTest After
LastPre 48
BMI (body Operative hours_creatin
age mass index) Creatinine ine GFR_48

age Pearson Correlation 1 -056 -.002 025 -383

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 838 031 .000

N 7329 7329 7329 7329 7329
BMI (hody mass index) Pearson Correlation -056 1 013 .008 192"

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 273 508 .000

N 7329 7329 7329 7329 7329
Last Pre Operative Pearson Correlation -.002 013 1 .005 -014
Creatinine Sig. (2-tailed) 838 273 667 245

N 7329 7329 7329 7329 7329
post Operation LabTest  Pearson Correlation 025" 008 005 1| -183" ,
After 48 hours_creatinine ;9 (5 tajleq) 031 508 667 000 / y

N 7329 7329 7329 7329 7329 |
GFR_48 Pearson Correlation | 383" 192" -014 -183" 1 |

Sig. (2-tailed) 000 000 245 000 73

N 7329 7329 7329 7329 7329

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).




I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
One-semester retention I
One-year retention 47 |
LEP status 05 % B oo |
GPA 3% 24" 05 |
External Motivation 07 06 0% 02 |
Identified Motivation 08* =09 -.02 09*%  33=* |
Introjected Motivation 09* 07 .02 02 & S55™ I
Integrated Motivation -09* 00 06 -05 38 36 40" |

Note. N = 668 (for motivation measures, due to some missing data, sample sizes ranged from 647 to
651). Pearson product-moment correlation coefficients are reported. LEP = limited English proficiency;
GPA = grade point average.

*p < .05. %p < .01.
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Figure 1, bivariate correlations between alexithymia, depression, anxiety and stress
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var_1 var_2 var 3 var_4 var_5 var_6 var_7 var 8 var 9 var_10

o1 0.79] o1 [0.75| o0 [0.73] o [0.55] ae |3 |
o1 0.82] o2 0.72] o2 0.71] oo [0.61[3
0.81) =0 [0.74] o1 (0.60] o |7
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Table 2: Comparison of between-group and intra-group of intervention and control samples in terms of learning
and retention levels

Group Pretest Posttest (2 days after Follow up (2 months P
the intervention) after the intervention)  Time effect Group effect  Time x group effect
Control 11.3+x1.8 16.4£1.2 14.9+1.8 <0.001 0.02 0.01
Virtual j ¥ & 17112 15.9+1.4 <0.001
Between group 0.58 0.01 <0.001

comparison P




Table 1. Demographic characteristics.

Group Mean + SD*
A 57.00 £ 7.017
Age (year) B 55.77 £ 6.647
AB 3259111283
A 166.95 + 10.983
Height (cm) B 167.59 + 9.038
AB 17127 X 8,503
A 72.18 £ 10.168
Weight (kg) B 75.41 +10.363
AB 715:55' % 12:.687
A 9/13
Gender
B 11/11
(Male/Female)
AB 15/7
; A 76.86 £+ 9.672
Surgical
B 79.09 £ 12.405

duration (min)

AB

79.09 £16.157

P-value

0.127*

0.152

0.336

0.072

0.582
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The symptom score was calculated by summation of the self-reported score of five symptoms (Nau-
sea, vomiting, reflux, abdominal pain and weight loss) with a five digit score in which 5 was worse.

Fig.3: Evolution of symptom score after the second session of
balloon dilation




Fig. |. Graphical plot for repeated measurement analysis
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Figure 3. Trend of attitude score in different groups




Time effect
Variable Group Pre test Post test Follow up
p-value
Control 4:5£313 4.8+ 1.5 SBE 15 0.02
Booklet 5017 7.3+ 1.1 7.4+ 12 <0.001
! Media 44+20 5.6+2.0 6.3+ 1.5 <0.001
Between group p-value 0.13* <0.001** <0.001** ---
Control 99.0+ 14.5 96.2+ 10.7 96.0+ 10.2 0.04
Booklet 100.4= 16 .4 942+ 82 901.7+7.4 <0.001
" Media 89.0+ 15.5 93.0+ 14.9 94.1£12.8 0.001
Between group p-value 0.001% 0.39%* 0.12%% ---
Control 70.1+ 16.1 69.6+ 14.3 69.4+ 14.3 0.29
Booklet 69.7£ 19.7 80.1£12.5 84.4+ 144 <0.001
A Media 61.7+18.1 66.9+18.1 69.1=15.8 <0.001
Between group p-value 0.03* <0.001%* <0.001%* -
* ANOVA test

** ANCOVA test
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Figure 2. ROC curve of LDL formulas
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Fig. 1 - The optimal cut point of homeostasis model assessment (HOMA) for diagnosis of metabolic syndrome defined by
Third Adult Treatment Panel (ATPIII) criteria and Intemational Diabetes Federation (IDF).
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Figure 1. Heat map of dimensions of spiritual intelligence and individual identity in different majors
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Table 2. Linear regression model for assessing the simultaneous effect of varia-

bles on the RLS scale.

Variable Coefficient SE Standardized coefficient p-Value
Constant 1696 11.78 - 0.15
Group —499 2.28 —0.26 0.03
Sex 1.79 2.27 0.09 0.43
Age —0.13 0.16 —0.08 0.44
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TABLE 5.

Assessment of risk factors for death among patients with
COVID-19 and organ transplantation based on group

LASSO analysis?

Variable Odds ratio  95% ClI

Leukopenia 115 0.32,4.13

Low albumin levels 448 1.16,17.27 :

Duration between transplantation and COVID-19 /N
<3 mo 3.58 0.70,18.17 | /
3-12 mo 1.00 0.30,3.36 P ]
1-5y 1.00 0.48,2.10
Longer than 5y Reference -

ariables with P < 0.10 in bivariate analysis were entered in LASSO regression.
Cl, confidence interval; LASSO, least absolute shrinkage and selection operator.




Composite Mortality Neurological Renal
Variable Subgroup complication (7245 Vs. 84) (7236 Vs. 93) (6174 Vs. 1155)
Adjusted RR Adjusted RR Adjusted RR Adjusted RR
Age (year) 1.03 (1.02-1.03) 1.05 (1.02-1.10) 1.02 (0.99-1.04) 1.03 (1.02-1.03)
Female gender --- 1.08 (0.45-2.47) --- -

CCSl baseline baseline baseline
ces CCS2 0.83 (0.68-1.00) N 1.43 (0.66-2.91) | 0.81 (0.67-0.98)
CCS3 0.92 (0.75-1.12) 5.30 (2.90-9.64) | 0.80 (0.64-0.98)
CCs4 0.88 (0.68-1.12) 2.79 (1.27-5.85) | 0.82(0.64-1.06)

NYHA 1 baseline baseline baseline baseline
NYHA 2 1.40 (1.21-1.62) 0.86 (0.29-2.31) 0.85(0.48-1.47) 1.46 (1.26-1.69)
BeoHL NYHA 3 0.93 (0.75-1.15) 1.20 (0.44-3.59) | 0.43 (0.21-0.84) | 0.96(0.77- 1.20)
NYHA 4 1.68 (1.25-2.24) | 3.80 (1.44-12.67) | 1.23(0.55-2.64) 1.51 (1.11-2.04)

No MI baseline baseline baseline baseline

MI less than 7

MI history vy tetore 1.32 (1.06-1.64) 3.03 (1.22-8.43) | 2.49 (1.29-4.52) 1.11 (0.88-1.39)
Mdg;ihszgl;n 7| 0.82(0.66-1.03) | 1.07(0.26-3.19) | 1.62(0.86-2.89) | 0.78 (0.61-0.98)
Having previous CABG 1.30 (0.93-1.79) 2.28 (0.53-8.43) 1.35(0.48-3.14) 1.32 (0.94-1.82)

Beta blocker drug consumption

0.94 (0.82-1.08)

0.94 (0.82-1.08)

Digoxin drug consumption

0.92 (0.81-1.06)

0.81 (0.34-1.66)

0.71 (0.46-1.11)

0.94 (0.82-1.08)

Diuretics drugs consumption

0.87 (0.71-1.05)

0.88 (0.72-1.08)

None baseline baseline
; Diet 1.03 (0.78-1.34) 1.42 (0.22-5.86)
Diabetes status G 1 lone | 1.12(0.97-1.30) | 1.70 (0.74-4.11)
Insulin 1.29 (0.99-1.65) 2.94 (0.87-10.03)
Olperstive Elective baseline baseline
argenoy Urgent 1.07 (0.84-1.37) - - 1.10 (0.86-1.42)
Emergency 0.86 (0.68-1.10) 0.87 (0.68-1.12)

Having Pulmonary hypertension

1.22 (0.82-1.78)

1.51(0.12-8.33)

5.24 (2.23-10.99)

1.26 (0.81-1.84)
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Figure 1. Determinants of Survival in the First 3, 6, and 12 Months of Follow-up (from left to right) in Patients on Liver Transplantation Waiting List at Shiraz University of
Medical Sciences, Iran (HR: hazard ratio; HBsAg: hepatitis B surface antigen; MCV: mean corpuscular volume; MCH: mean corpuscular hemoglobin; PMN: polymorphonuclear
leukocytes; CHO: carbohydrate; MELD: model for end-stage liver disease; RDW: red cell distribution width; SBP: spontaneous bacterial peritonitis; CA125: cancer antigen 125; ‘

MI: myocardial infarction; ALT: alanine aminotransferase; BMI: body mass index).




Results: The results showed that both cognitive emotion regulation therapy and transcranial
direct electrical stimulation had an effect on unplanned, motor and cognitive impulsivity, but
direct transcranial electrical stimulation compared to cognitive emotion regulation therapy in
the cognitive impulsivity component of students. It has been more effective with specific
learning disabilities.

Results: The results showed that both cognitive emotion regulation treatments and transcranial direct
electrical stimulation on the components of impulsivity, namely motor impulsivity (FEs11=9.64;
P<0.01; partial 11>=0.27), impulsivity Cognitive (Fs1 1= 37.45; P<0.01; partial n’=0.60), and lack of
planning (F(s11)=16.17; P<0.01; partial 1= 0.39), have had an impact. However, studies of pairwise
comparisons showed that direct transcranial electrical stimulation (M=11.72) was more effective in
reducing cognitive impulsivity of students with specific learning disabilities than cognitive emotion




Consensus statement
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Papers (the CHAMP statement): explanation
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Douglas G Altman,’ Michael J Campbell




Table 1 CHecklist for statistical Assessment of Medical Papers

Design and conduct

1. Clear description of the goal of research, study objective(s), study design and study population

2. Clear description of outcomes, exposures/treatments and covariates, and their measurement methods
3. Validity of the study design

4. Clear statement and justification of sample size

5. Clear declaration of design violations and acceptability of the design violations

6. Consistency between the paper and its previously published protocol

Data analysis

7. Correct and complete description of statistical methods

8. Valid statistical methods used and assumptions outlined

9. Appropriate assessment of treatment effect or interaction between treatment and another covariate
10. Correct use of correlation and associational statistical testing

11. Appropriate handling of continuous predictors

12. Cls do not include impossible values

13. Appropriate comparison of baseline characteristics between the study arms in randomised trials
14. Correct assessment and adjustment of confounding

15. Avoiding model extrapolation not supported by data

16. Adequate handling of missing data

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear

Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear

No
No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
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Reporting and presentation
17. Adequate and correct description of the data

18. Descriptive results provided as occurrence measures with Cls and analytical results provided as
association measures and Cls along with p values

19. Cls provided for the contrast between groups rather than for each group
20. Avoiding selective reporting of analyses and p-hacking

21. Appropriate and consistent numerical precisions for effect sizes, test statistics and p values, and
reporting the p values rather than their range

22. Providing sufficient numerical results that could be included in a subsequent meta-analysis
23. Acceptable presentation of figures and tables
Interpretation

24. Interpreting the results based on association measures and 95% Cls along with p values, and
correctly interpreting large p values as indecisive results, not evidence of absence of an effect

25. Using Cls rather than post hoc power analysis for interpreting the results of studies
26. Correctly interpreting occurrence or association measures
27. Distinguishing causation from association and correlation

28. Results of prespecified analyses are distinguished from the results of exploratory analyses in the
interpretation

29. Appropriate discussion of the study methodological limitations

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

30. Drawing only conclusions supported by the statistical analysis and no generalisation of the results to Yes

subjects outside the target population

Unclear
Unclear

Unclear
Unclear
Unclear

Unclear
Unclear

Unclear

Unclear
Unclear
Unclear
Unclear

Unclear
Unclear

No
No

No
No
No

No
No

No

No
No
No
No

No
No
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One-Sample Statistics

Std. Error
N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
age 7329 61.10 11.380 133
One-Sample Test
TestValue=0
95% Confidence Interval of the
Mean Difference
t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Lower Upper
age 459.603 7328 .000 61.096 60.84 61.36
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One-Sample Statistics
Std. Error
N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
low 7329 14 350 .004
One-Sample Test
TestValue=0
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Transform Analyze Dil
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00
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No 00
No 00 One-Sample Statistics
h d 00
O:Ie 00 Std. Error
N° = N Mean | Std. Deviation Mean
0 !
x = low 7329 1430 35009 00409
No 00
4 .00
P 00 One-Sample Test
No 00 TestValue=0
4 00 95% Confidence Interval of the
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4 00 t df Sig. (2-tailed) | Difference Lower Upper "
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Proportions

One-Sample Proportions Confidence Intervals

One-Sample Proportions Tests

a TestValue= 5




Group Statistics
Std. Error
gender N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
age male 5185 60.55 11.451 159
female 2144 62.42 11.099 .240

Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
age Equal variances
assumed 10.403 001 -6.409 7327 .000 -1.868 291 -2.439 -1.296
Equal variances not
assumed -6.492 | 4115144 .000 -1.868 .288 -2.432 -1.304

|




Paired Samples Statistics
Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation Mean
Pair1  LastPre Operative Creatinine 1.23380 7329 9.363683 109377
post Operation LabTest After 48 hours_creatinine 1.1894 7329 1.79375 02095
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair1 LastPre Operative Creatinine & post Operation
LahTest After 48 hours_creatinine 7329 005 667
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence Interval of the
Std. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair1 LastPre Operative
Creatinine - post
Operation LabTest After .044395 9.525085 111262 -17371 262500 .399 7328 690
48 hours_creatinine

/




Mann-Whitney Test

Ranks
gender N Mean Rank | Sum of Ranks
BMI (body mass index) male 5185 3619.52 18767191.00
female 2144 3775.00 8093594 .00
Total 7329
Test Statistics®
BMI (body
mass index)
Mann-Whitney U 5322486.000
Wilcoxon W 18767191.00
Z -2.862
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 004

a. Grouping Variable: gender

‘/




Univariate Analysis of Variance

Between-Subjects Factors

N

Statinuse 0
1

2253
5076

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Dependent Variable: post Operation LabTest After 48 hours_creatinine

Type lll Sum

Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Corrected Model 2.417° 2 1.209 376 687

Intercept 8594.628 1 8594.628 | 2670.738 .000

LastPreOperativeCreatinine 579 1 579 180 672

Statin.use 1.822 1 1.822 566 452

Error 23575.598 7326 3.218

Total 33946.266 7329

Corrected Total 23578.015 7328

a. R Squared = .000 (Adjusted R Squared = .000)




Logistic Regression

Case Processing Summary
| Unweighted Cases® N Percent
Selected Cases  Included in Analysis 5440 74.2
Missing Cases 1889 258
Total 7329 100.0
Unselected Cases 0 0
Total 7329 100.0

a. Ifweightis in effect, see classification table for the total

number of cases.

Dependent Variable Encoding

| Original Value Internal Value
0 0

1 1

Categorical Variables Codings

Parameter coding

Frequency (1) (2) (3)
New Yark heart NAYHA | 2704 .000 .000 .000
association NAYHA Il 1693 1.000 000 000
NAYHA Il 750 .000 1.000 .000
NAYHA IV 293 .000 .000 1.000
gender male 3836 .000
female 1604 1.000




Block 0: Beginning Block

‘/‘
Classification Table®®
Predicted
Statin.use Percentage
Obsewed 0 1 Correct
Step 0 Statinuse 0 0 1461 .0
1 0 3979 100.0
Overall Percentage 731

a. Constantis included in the model.
h. The cutvalue is .500

Variables in the Equation
B SE. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step0 Constant 1.002 .031 | 1072.710 1 .000 2.723

Variables not in the Equation

Score df Sig.

Step 0 Variables age 65.229 1 .000
gender(1) 1.043 1 307

NYHA 311 3 958

NYHA(1) 234 1 629

NYHA(2) 154 1 695

NYHA(3) .009 1 926

BMI 2618 1 106

Overall Statistics 72.011 6 .000




Block 1: Method = Enter

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients

Chi-square df Sig.
Step1  Step 73.039 6 000
Block 73.039 .000
Model 73.039 .000

Model Summary

-2 Log Cox & SnellR | Nagelkerke R
Step likelihood Square Square
1 6257.244° 013 019

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 5
because parameter estimates changed by less

than .001,

Classification Table®
Predicted
Statin.use Percentage
| Observed 0 1 Correct
Step1 Statinuse 0 20 1441 1.4
1 4 3975 999
Overall Percentage 734

a. The cutvalue is .500

/




Variables in the Equation

B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step1® age 022 003 67.136 1 .000 1.022
gender(1) -.108 068 2.528 1 112 .898
NYHA 521 3 914
NYHA(1) -.042 070 349 1 855 959
NYHA(2) 019 095 040 1 841 1.019
NYHA(3) 008 141 003 1 956 1.008
BMI 013 007 4.098 1 043 1.013 _ ,
Constant -.651 245 7.076 1 008 522 | )

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: age, gender, NYHA, BMI.
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General Linear Model

Within-Subjects
Factors
Measure: MEASURE_1
Dependent
factor1 Variable
_1- T1.score
2 T2.score
3 T3.score
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 control 43
1 hooklet 55
2 media 55
Multivariate Tests®
Effect Value F Hypothesis df | Error df Sig.
factort Pillai's Trace 477 | 67.901" 2.000 | 149.000 .000
Wilks' Lambda 523 | 67.901° 2.000 | 149.000 .000
Hotelling's Trace 911 67.901° 2.000 | 149.000 .000
Roy’s Largest Root 911 67.901° 2.000 | 149.000 .000
factor! *group  Pillai's Trace 265 11.476 4,000 | 300.000 .000
Wilks' Lambda 746 | 11.742° 4,000 | 298.000 .000
Hotelling's Trace 324 12.005 4,000 | 296.000 .000
Roy's Largest Root 266 | 19.930° 2.000 | 150.000 .000

a. Design: Intercept + group
Within Subjects Design: factor1

b. Exact statistic

c. The statistic is an upper bound on F thatyields a lower bound on the significance level.



Mauchly’'s Test of Sphericity”
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Chi- Greenhouse-
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W Square df Sig. Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
factor1 867 21.302 2 000 882 904 500

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is proportional
to an identity matrix.

a. Design: Intercept + group
Within Subjects Design: factor1

b. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in the
Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Type Il Sum
L Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
factor1 Sphericity Assumed 207.749 2 103.875 93.095 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser 207.749 1.765 117.712 93.095 .000
Huynh-Feldt 207.749 1.808 114,897 93.095 .000
Lower-bound 207.749 1.000 207.749 93.095 .000
factor! * group  Sphericity Assumed 65.102 4 16.275 14.586 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser 65.102 3.530 18.444 14.586 .000
Huynh-Feldt 65.102 3.616 18.002 14.586 .000
Lower-bound 65.102 2.000 32.551 14.586 .000
Error(factor1) Sphericity Assumed 334,737 300 1116
Greenhouse-Geisser 334737 | 264.734 1.264
Huynh-Feldt 334737 | 271.220 1.234
Lower-bound 334,737 | 150.000 2.232

!




Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type Il Sum
Source factor1 of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Tcton Linear 182.519 1 182519 | 130.436 .000
Quadratic 25.231 1 25.231 30.315 .000
factort * group Linear 43.720 2 21.860 15.622 .000
Quadratic 21.382 2 10.691 12.845 .000
Error(factor1) Linear 209.894 150 1.399
Quadratic 124.843 150 .832
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
mrcept 14201.123 1 14201.123 | 2805.912 .000
group 244493 2 122.246 24154 .000
Error 759172 150 5.061

]




Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Measure; MEASURE_1 /
Type lll Sum
|_group Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
control  factort Sphericity Assumed 4.899 2 2.450 3.875 .081
Greenhouse-Geisser 4.899 1.602 3.059 3.875 077
Huynh-Feldt 4.899 1.655 2.960 3.875 079
Lower-bound 4899 1.000 4899 3.875 078
Error(factort)  Sphericity Assumed 53.101 84 632
Greenhouse-Geisser 53.101 67.268 .789
Huynh-Feldt 53.101 69.521 764
Lower-bound 53.101 42.000 1.264
bhooklet factor Sphericity Assumed 193.976 2 96.988 49559 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser 193.976 1.873 103.557 49559 .000
Huynh-Feldt 193.976 1.938 100.091 49 559 .000
Lower-bound 193.976 1.000 193.976 49.559 .000
Error(factort)  Sphericity Assumed 211.358 108 1.957
Greenhouse-Geisser 211.358 | 101.149 2.090
Huynh-Feldt 211.358 | 104.652 2.020
Lower-bound 211.358 54.000 3.914
media  factort Sphericity Assumed 101.055 2 50527 77.647 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser 101.055 1.484 68.098 77.647 .000
Huynh-Feldt 101.055 1.516 66.656 77.647 .000
Lower-bound 101.055 1.000 101.055 77.647 .000
Error(factort)  Sphericity Assumed 70.279 108 651
Greenhouse-Geisser 70.279 80.133 877
Huynh-Feldt 70.279 81.867 .858
Lower-hound 70.279 54.000 1.301







