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1 26.7 | 18.3 Table Analyzed SCORAD
2 30.5|31.5 Column A before
vs vs
3 18.5 [ 12.3 Colurn B e
4 35.5]14.8
5 19.7| 8.8 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
6 44.3 | 53.7 P value 0.0004
7 40.5 | 22.0 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
- - P value summary ne
8 52.3 | 27.5 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes
9 21.5[14.8 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
10 39.5 | 15.0 Sum of positive, negative ranks 200.0, -10.00
11 28.7 | 17.0 Sum of signed ranks (W) 190.0
12 20.7] 9.8 How effective was the pairing?
13 50.8 | 42.5 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7822
14 49.5 | 28.0 P Value (one tailed) < 0.0001
15 23.8(11.8 P value summary S
16 55.7]31.3 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
17 43.8 | 36.8
18 30.3|27.5
19 60.5 | 29.3
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1 28 52 z =TTV
2 52 48 Table Analyzed FAffP[fg—a'¢iS®%.i‘s,,Y]
Column A before
3 32 40 vs Vs
4 28| 36 Column B after
5
) 36 52 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 48 48 P value 0.0170
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
8 P value summary L
9 40| 48 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 2.000, -43.00
12 P 78 Sum of signed ranks (W) -41.00
13 How effective was the pairing?
14 40 40 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.4057
15 44 48 P Value (one tailed) 0.0953
28 > P value summary ns
::? 3 Was the pairing significantly effective? No
18 28 40
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2 52.0 | 48.0 Table Analyzed fAf*fP[fg-&'¢i52" -2 S-7Z] 2 1109.0 | 117 Table Analyzed Pf-CEZS0,(S7165" =" S-7Zj
3 32.0 | 40.0 Column A before 3 58.0] 76 Column A before
VS Vs 2 Vs vs
4 28.0 | 36.0 Column B after 4 |122.0 [ 119 Column B after
5 34.7 | 52.0 5 | 115.0 | 117
6 36.0 | 52.0 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test 6 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 | 48.0|48.0 P value 0.0017 7 P value 0.0056
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
8 42.5 [ 47.3 P value summary - 8 1104.0 | 101 P value summary b
9 | 400480 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes 9| 80| 87 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes
10 30.3 [ 39.0 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed 10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 41.6 | 52.0 Sum of positive, negative ranks 2.000, -103.0 11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 14.00, -122.0
12 48.0 | 48.0 Sum of signed ranks (W) -101.0 12 | 115.5 | 125 Sum of signed ranks (W) -108.0
13 How effective was the pairing? 13 How effective was the pairing?
14| 40.0|40.0 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.4417 14 1126.0 | 122 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7650
15| 44.0|48.0 P Value (one tailed) 0.0380 15 [111.0 [ 126 P Value (one tailed) 0.0003
P value summary * P value summary il
::s 523 Zgg Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes 18 2.0 410 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
18 28.0 | 40.0
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1| 109.0 | 126.0 1 40| 4.0 ]
2 | 109.0|117.0 Table Analyzed Pf-EZS0,1157165" 2" 572 2 40| 4.0 Table Analyzed FXFLf*fPFAESO—p
3 58.0| 76.0 Column A before 3 20| 35 Column A before
¥ - vs vs vs vs
4 | 122.0 | 119.0 Column B after 4 4.0 4.0 Column B after
5 | 115.0 [ 117.0 5 40| 4.0
6 92.0 | 104.0 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test 6 20| 2.0 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 119.0 | 136.0 P value 0.0056 7 3.0 3.5 P value 0.0199
8 104.0 | 101.0 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation 8 40| 4.0 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
: : P value summary b ¥ - P value summary *
9 | 820 87.0| [Aremedians signf. different? (P <0.05) | Yes 9 301 3.0 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed 10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 14.00, -122.0 11 40| 4.0 Sum of positive, negative ranks 0.0, -28.00
12 | 115.5 | 125.0 | [-Sumof signed ranks (W) -108.0 12 25| 35 Sum of signed ranks (W) -28.00
13 | 102.0 | 99.8 How effective was the pairing? 13 3.5/ 4.0 How effective was the pairing?
14 | 126.0 | 122.0 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7650 14 25| 4.0 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7900
15[ 111.0 | 126.0 ;’ Value (one tailed) 0.0003 15 3.0 35 P Value (one tailed) < 0.0001
16 | 95.0 | 110.0 valle summary__ i 16 30| 35 P value summary i
17 | 120.0 | 126.0 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes 17 40| 4.0 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
18 | 120.0 ] 132.0 18 4.0]| 4.0
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1 21| 3.0
2 2.6 2.4 Table Analyzed ZSA«
3 0.6 1.0 Column A before
vs Vs
g :23? gg Column B after
6 2.3| 3.6 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
Z 20| 23 P value 0.0062
8 30| 3.0 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
= - P value summary "
9 23] 2.1 Are medians signif. different? (P <0.05) | Yes
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 1.6 | 2.6 Sum of positive, negative ranks 11.50 , -108.5
12 28 3.0 Sum of signed ranks (W) -97.00
13 26| 28 How effective was the pairing?
14 311 29 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.6115
15 20| 2.3 P Value (one tailed) 0.0045
16 26 28 P value summary b
17 27| 2.7 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
18 26| 29
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2 40| 4.0 Table Analyzed “Rez.
Column A before
3 27| 2.7 V6 7S
4 27| 2.7 Column B after
5 40| 4.0
6 27| 4.0 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 40| 4.0 P value 0.0335
- - Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
8 271 27 P value summary l
9 1.0] 23 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 40| 4.0 Sum of positive, negative ranks 0.0, -21.00
12 3'7 4'0 Sum of signed ranks (W) -21.00
13 40| 4.0 How effective was the pairing?
14 40| 4.0 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7571
15 23| a7 P Value (one tailed) 0.0002
P value summary el
13 2(7) ZCO) Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
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S0, ARElyZe b Table Analyzed S00Z2,"iCE6T6
2 381 32 Column A before 2 2 - Czlu?nnr;\ayze befgreZ’ —
3 20| 3.6 vs vs 3 0 0 v Vs
4 4.0| 3.6 Column B after 4 0 2 Column B after
5] 32| 18 - T 5 0] ©
6 18| 33 ilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test 6 2 D Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
P valus 0 8350 P value 0.0369 .
L 401 40 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation 14 2 2 Exact or approximate P value? Gatssian Approximation
8 20| 34 P value §umm§|ry.f = . ns 8 0 0 P value summary o
9 26| 2.0 Are medians e o f’e:t. (P<005) [No _ 9 o] 2 Are medians signf. different? (P < 0.05) | Yes
10 35| 33 One-or two-tailad Fivalue? Two-tailed 10 9 4 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 42.00, -49.00 Sum of positive, negative ranks 0.0, -15.00
St o e Farks (W) -7.000 u Sum of signed ranks (W) -15.00
12 28| 3.6 12 4 4 -
13 4.0| 34 :(O(MS’ e:f;‘:: "fs :2; r!:r)]aaltri :r?)? = 13 0 0 How effective was the pairing?
14 4.0 4.0 PSV '!" : ,]p':j 0.4480 14 2 4 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7698
15| 36| 36 . V:‘“;‘:s(gr’;:n:r'ye ) 0.0357 15 21 2 P Value (one tailed) 0.0002
e e ~ P value summary ok
:]Is gg gg Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes r:? 3 2 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
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1 20| 3.8
2 15| 1.5 Table Analyzed FXfafCEfXT8
3 0.3 1.3 Column A before
4 25| 2.8 vs vs
5 1.3] 1.8 Column B after
6 2.3 1.3 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 30| 4.0 P value 0.3856
8 13| 13 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
9 13| 1.3 P value summary ns
10 13 15 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | No
- . One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 27.50 , -50.50
12 30| 28 Sum of signed ranks (W) -23.00
13 20} 1.3
14 25 1.0 How effective was the pairing?
rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.5826
15 2.5 3.5 P Value (one tailed) 0.0089
16 23| 25 P value summary =
17 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
18 4.0| 4.0
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1 1.3} 1.7
2 2.0 3.7 Table Analyzed ©.4,¢.4£,«
3 171 1.7 Column A before
vs vs
4 33| 23 Column B after
5 40| 2.0
6 17| 1.7 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 27| 40 P value 0.8783
8 13 0.7 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
= - P value summary ns
9 0.7] 0.3 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | No
10 1.7 2.0 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 25.50 , -29.50
12 27| 2.7 Sum of signed ranks (W) -4.000
13 1.7] 17 How effective was the pairing?
14 40| 4.0 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7999
15 2.0 2.0 P Value (one tailed) < 0.0001
P value summary ks
::s ;g gg Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
18 13| 27
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able Analyzed =
2 1.7 8.7 Column A before
3 0.7| 07 Vs Vs
4 40| 4.0 Column B after
5 33| 3.7
6 30| 30 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 P value 0.6776
s 37 30 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
- . P value summary ns
9 23| 3.7 Are medians signif. different? (P <0.05) | No
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 Sum of positive, negative ranks 18.50 , -26.50
12 3.0 57 Sum of signed ranks (W) -8.000
13 How effective was the pairing?
14 3.0 1.0 rPsvSlpea;man,t/‘Tlp;;r)oximaﬁon) 0.6350
alue (one tailes 0.0073
15 3.3 4.0 P value summary bl
16 1.0 2.0 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
17 3.7] 37
18 4.0| 4.0
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1 27| 29
2 29| 3.0 Table Analyzed HZ-0Zzep"x
3 24| 23 Column A before
vs vs
g Z’g 22 Column B after
6 29| 29 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 P value 0.6740
8 31 3.0 Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
= = P value summary ns
9 2.9 2.0 Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) | No
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 29| 29 Sum of positive, negative ranks 39.00, -52.00
12 23| 20 Sum of signed ranks (W) -13.00
13 2.4 27 How effective was the pairing?
14 3.1] 33 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.7196
15 3.1 3.2 P Value (one tailed) 0.0008
16 24| 28 P value summary o
17 3.0 3.0 Was the pairing significantly effective? Yes
18 27| 26
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1 40| 4.0 }
2 1.0 15 Table Analyzed ACEs E
3 0' . Column A before
51 1.0 7S Vs
4 3.0| 35 Column B after
5 05| 1.5
6 15| 05 Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test
7 P value 0.0975 ¢
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
8 3.0] 05 P value summary ns
9 1.0 1.0 Are medians signif. different? (P <0.05) | No
10 One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
11 1.0 1.0 Sum of positive, negative ranks 17.50 , -60.50
12 2:8 2:5 Sum of signed ranks (W) -43.00
13 05| 0.5 How effective was the pairing?
14 05| 1.0 rs (Spearman, Approximation) 0.1060
15 05| 35 P Value (one tailed) 0.3481
- - P value summary ns
16 1.0 2.0 Was the pairing significantly effective? No
17 10| 35
18 0.5] 4.0




