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F Values of Analyses‘ of Variance for Goal Box Time

' df | Trial 1 | Trial 3 | Trial 6 | Trial 10

I Operation (A) 1 &'30 .95 2.54 " | 2.82 '5.26%
~ Training Day (B) | 2 & 60| 16.61%% | 15.80%* | .3.84* 5.11%*
A X B 2 & 60 .54 7.48%* .03 3.06
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Table 3
F Values of 'Analyses of Variance for Start Box Latency A

af Trial 1 | Trial 3 | Trial 6 | Trial 10

Operation (A) 1& 13 4.57* 15.02%* 13.41%* 13.84%*
Training Day (B) |8 & 104 1.12 8.28%% 6.27%* 5.77F*
A X B 8 & 104 .30 6.35%% 4.45%* 2.73%%

wopll01,  F p<.05
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Table 4
F Values of Analyses of Variance for Start Box Latency B

I
af Trial 1 § Trial 3 | Trial 6 | Trial 10
L

Operation (A) . |1& 13| 1.44 ‘ 2.82 4.44 4.73%
Training Day (B) |8&104| 3.24%% = 9.89%% | 3.9g%k | 3 3%
A X B 8&104| 1.67 | 2.92% | 1.80 | 1.81

op01,  F p<l05
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