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Junction Angle]
Table Analyzed Validation|
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.5691
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation|
P value summary ns|
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) Mo
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 1.127]

Junction Angle (Control
Table Analyzed - NB Final
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.3268
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation|
P value summary ns|
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) No|
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 2.237

Table Analyzed

Junction Angle (Y-
compound) - NB Final

Kruskal-Wallis test

P value

0.0095

Exact or approximate P value?

P value summary

Gaussian Approximation|
=

Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) Yes|
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 9.321

APPENDIX

Number of
values 28 28 28
Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0
25% Percentile 58.94 67.06) 48.56)
Median 143.1 136.9 107.2
75% Percentile 222§ 199.0 194 9
Maximum 278.7] 2511 241.4
Mean 140.9 132.5 118.1
Std. Deviation 87.95 75.41 77.96)
Std. Error 16.62| 14.25) 14.73]
Lower 95% ClI 106.8| 103.3] 87.91
Upper 95% CI 175.0 161.8] 148.4
Number of gj
values 2 28| 28
Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0
25% Percentile 78.37] 49.52] 69.36)
Median 226.8 168.7] 160.1
75% Percentile 361.3 287.3] 297.2]
Maximum 458.2) 365.8] 395.0
Mean 223.0 168.5 182 4
Std. Deviation 148.1 119.7] 1261
Std. Error 27.99 22.63] 23.82]
Lower 95% ClI 165.6| 122.0 133.5
Upper 95% CI 280.4 214.9) 231.3]
Number of
values 28 28| 28|
Minimum 0.0) 0.0 0.0
25% Percentile 50.03 1071 54.40
Median 133.0) 265.7] 143.3
75% Percentile 220.2| 443.9 273.0
Maximum 286.0 579.7] 355.4
Mean 135.6§ 275.8) 161.3
Std. Deviation 91.16 183.1 115.5
Std. Error 17.23 34.61 21.83]
Lower 95% CI 100.2 2048 116.5
Upper 95% ClI 170.9 346.8] 206.1
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Table Analyzed

Incremental Junction Speed
(NB Control)

Kruskal-Wallis test

P value 0.0720,
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation|
P value summary ns|
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) No|
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 5.261

Table Analyzed

Incremental Junction
Speed (NB inhi)

Kruskal-Wallis test

P value

< 0.0001

Exact or approximate P value?

Gaussian Approximation

P value summary

]

Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) Yes|
Mumber of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 48.57]

Junction Angle Distance|

Table Analyzed (NB Control
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.2461

Exact or approximate P value?

Gaussian Approximation|

P value summary

Ng

Dao the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) Mo
Number of groups 3|
Kruskal-VVallis statistic 2.804

41

Mumber of

values 27 27 27
Minimum 2.034 -5 484 -4.027|
25% Percentile 2.694 1.592 1.5M
Median 3.155 2.789 2.630
75% Percentile 4.088 3591 3.656
Maximum 4718 5.498 4.959
Mean 3.315 243 2.547
Std. Deviation 0.7683 2.035 1.714
Std. Error 0.1479 0.3917 0.3298
Lower 95% CI 3.011 1.626 1.869
[Upper 95% CI 3.619 3.23g| 3.225
Number of

values 27| 27 27
Minimum 0.8076| 3174 1.392
25% Percentile 1.682 3.606 1.535
Median 2.190] 4233 2. 535
75% Percentile 2533 4.919 321
Maximum 3.028 5619 4175
Mean 2119 4.284 2632
Std. Deviation 0.5380] 0.78T 0.8479
Std. Error 0.1035 01515 0.1632]
Lower 95% CI 1.904 3.983 2.297]
Upper 95% CI 2.3 4 606 2. 968
Number of

values 28 28| 28|
Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0
25% Percentile 1724 1040 1457
Median 4989 3543 3362
75% Percentile 7948 6033 6242
Maximum 10081 7683 8296
Mean 4906 3538 3831
Std. Deviation 3258 2515 2647
Std. Error 615.8] 4757 5003
Lower 95% CI 3643 2563 2804
Upper 95% CI 6169 4513 4857




- n Number of
Junction Angle Distance| EJ
Table Analyzed {NB Y-inhi) values 2 28 28
Kruskal-Wallis test Minimum . 0. 0.0 0.0
comy  preea| %ol
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation ?59%'?3';%“'3 2202 7991 5460
P value summary - Maximum 2860 10435 7108
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) Yes|
Number of groups 3 m 1358 1965 3335
Kruskal Wallis stafisti 20.37 ean
fuskal T atls stalste Std. Deviation 911.6 3296 2310
Std. Error 1723 6523.0) 4366
Lower 95% CI 1002 3686 2330
Upper 95% CI 1709 6243 H2
Table Analyzed Anticlcockwise Preference_Circle] Number of values 27| 27
Column A Control
Vs e Minimum 17.00 5.000
Column B Inhibitor| 25% Percentile 19.00 7.000
Median 20.00 7.000
Mann Whitney test 75% Percentile 20.00 9.000
P value < 0.0001 Maximum 21.00 10.00
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation
P value summary =1 Mean 19.52 7.519
Are medians signif. different? (P < Std. Deviation 1.122 1.369|
0.05) Yes| Std. Error 0.2160 0.2635)
One- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed|
Sum of ranks in column A B 1107 , 37§ Lower 95% CI 19.07 6.977
Mann-Whitney U 0.0 Upper 95% CI 19.96) 8.060
Anticlockwise Number of values 7 7]
Table Analyzed Preference Square|
f:'”"‘” A C”“":S' Minimum 13.00 13.00
25% Percentil 16.00] 15.00f
Column B Inhibitor T 1500 o
75% Percentile 15.00] 17.00f
Mann Whitney test -
P value 10013 Maximum 21.00| 15.00)
Gaussian
M 17 .26 15.74
Exact or approximate P value? Approximation S't?:lanDeuiation 1992 1228
P value summary = - . ;
Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) Yeg| Std. Error 03834 0.2363
-tai 7 tail
Cne- or two te!ned P value? Two-tailed Lower 95% 1 647 1500
Sum of ranks in column A B 920.5 , 564.5 Unoer 95% i 105 1673
Mann-Whitney U 186.5 42 - :
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Anticlockwise Mumber of values 27| 27
Table Analyzed Preference Triangle
Column A Control Minimum A12.00f 14.00)
s vl 25% Percentile 15.00) 15.00)
Column B Inhibitor] Median 17.00] 16.00f
75% Percentile 18.00) 17.00)
Mann Whitney test Maximum 21.00) 20.00)
P value 03605
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation| Mean 16.33 15.93
P value summary ng Std. Deviation 2.201 1.325
Are medians signif. different? (P < 0.05) No Std. Error 0.4237) 0.2556
Cne- or two-tailed P value? Two-tailed
Sum of ranks in column A B 795 . 590 Lower 85% Cl 15.46 15.40)
Mann-Whitney U 312 10 Upper 85% Cl A7 20 1645
Rotation Preference) Humber of values 27 27 27
Table Analyzed (Control)
Kruskaalie Test Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0
b —ooooil |25% Percentile 1.000 3.000 3.000
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation Median 1.000 3.000 4.000]
P value summary N 75% Percentile 2.000 5,000 6.000|
Do the medians vary signif. (P = 0.05) es Maximum 4.000 7.000! 8.000]
Mumber of groups 3
Kruskal-VWallis stafistic 29.20
Mean 1.481 3.519 41485
Std. Deviation 1.122) 1.740 2.013
Std. Error 0.2160 0.3349 03875
Lower 95% CI 1.038 2530 3.352]
Upper 95% CI 1.925) 4.207] 4.945)
Rotation Frequency| Humber of
Table Analyzed {inhibitor) ualues 27 27 27
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value = 0.0001 Minimum 0.0 0.0) 0.0y
Exact or approximate P value? Gaussian Approximation| 25% Percentile 1.000, 1.000 3.000)
P value summary T Median 3,000 2000 4.000
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05) Yes 75% Percentile 3.000 3.000 =.000)
Number of groups 3 Maximum 5.000) 5.000 6.000
Kruskal-Wallis stafistic 2364
Mean 2,451 2.259 4074
Std. Deviation 1.369 1.228 1.329
Std. Error 02635 0.2363 02554
Lower 95% Cl 1.940) 1.774 3.549
Upper 95% CI 3.023 2.745) 4.599
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Square {control + irhibitar) - MO Mumber of viluss 28 24
Table Analyred Final
Calumn f Conirol Minimum 0.4 0.4
= NE 25% Percentila 485 107.1
Column B Inkitritor Median 1667 2857
7 5% Percentile 2BT.3 4439
Bl Whitney fest I zsirnuem 3858 5797
F valus 03| _I
Exact ar approaimate P value? Gaussian Approsimation Iean 186.5 2754
P waluie summarny B Sid. Dunviatian 118.7 1831
fures miedians signil. differend? (P = Sid. Errar 2283 3481
0.05) Yes
Oine- ar twa-taled P value? Twi-taled Lower 959% Gl 1224 2049
Sum of ranks in columin A5 BES.5 , Q305 Upper 95% Cl 21449 3460
Pl n-ihitrey U 258 ;
Circle {eontral + inkubilor] - NE Mumber of
Table Analyzed Final walues 24 2
Calumn & Cont
™ o Minimum 04 04
ok O bt 28% Percenlile THAT 50.03%
Pledian 2268 1330
Bl Whiney 0= 7 5% Percenlile 3681.3 2203
EETT - FEE Ml 4582 28640
Exact ar appromamate P ovalus? Eaussian Approsimation
P valus summary E Mdean 2234 1354
Aurer medians signif. different? (P = 0.05) ] Std. Derviation 148.1 91.14
Oine- ar twa-laied P valus? Tweo-tailed Std. Errar 279 1723
Surm of rarks in column & B 9311.5  BE4.H
Mann-Wehilney 1 564 Lowwer 963 C1 [ 1003
Upper 95% C1 2A0.4] 1704
Trianghs {eontml & Humer of
Table Analyred inhibibor] - NB Fina waliisg a8 a2
(Column # Cartna
= ¥y Mirdmum 04 [k
Cokinm B Inhibite) 25% Percentils 5447 54 4]
Median 1044 145.%
iz Whitney test 75 Perceniik [EEE 2750
P value 0.2445 Mzndrnum 2465 3554
Exact or approsimats P valus? Gaussian Appraximaticn
P vialuie Sumenarny e e 1213 161.%
Are medanes signifl. differan? (P < 005) Mo T, DCevissian TO.68 1164
One- ar two-taled P value? Twa-ailed Tid. Errar 15.08 7181
Sum of ranks in colimn A5 T26.5  AE9.H
- hitriey L 20,5 Lower 955 L 5050 1164
Upper 95% L1 1521 2061
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