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Abstract

Sex and stature estimations are important matters in both anthropology and forensic

science cases. Foramen magnum (FM) has a well-protected position by connective tissue,
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which makes it of particular interest in forensic research. The objective of the study was to
assess the sex and stature differences in the size of FM based on radiological dimensions
from The Central Institute of Forensic Science, Thailand. This study included CT images of
200, consisting of 100 males and 100 females. The means of sagittal and transverse
diameters were higher in males than females. Statistically significant differences were found
between males and females (P < 0.05). It was found that the FM dimensions in relation to
body stature, relatively moderate reliability in estimating sex and stature, and some forensic
value.
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nsUszifiuwaanand i osuaslassnszgnuosandsuruduidudunouusnly
nsrvIUNsigatiendnualyananatdfiine1enans (Barbara et al., 2019) FeonaazUsziiiulden
TuvnsdienldSunrudsmenionuiisinszgnuisdu wu afe gnFeRth (fefivinig
5553%7) 1a3osdunn Tulnd s210a “a7 (Vineeta et al, 2011) Fsdndudaslianuiuazainy
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ATILAUHITUANTIABLNNEH T EIv gy waslNuftaguNTEANNadInTIINIeieIldfnIsiie

Y

ATIVFDUMNAIINANTHUGNTTY Ueilunsaifianswugnssugmyatsanauieufvinliliaiunsn
nyvaeuld wazidesihomasemdlveausazmauniidoddnlunisdfiuafiAadumm inlily
JaytulawauinisunAalunisidimalulagnies@ineudislunstugasaniuuiaion
(Virtopsy) TngldinSenonaisdnouiiames (Computerized Tomography : CT Scan) (Orhan et
al., 2020) Tnsnmanessdanssatsnussgnalunsussidumedld Jsnszgnainainanesadas
Anssiugilunsussidiumanniiga Ao nelvandswy nszgnisnsnu waznszgniuY wazan
nsfnwinuitnglnandsuzsansligniaieidsiisuiunsegndiudueg (Diana et al, 2018)
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Wesnnguveansvaniiguwialvg) (Foramen magnum: FM) Ailumsinuveadudszamuas

Y
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dudenfifianuddy dtuddidedeunaquiuinunniafudwityuaanedesiign vl
FM iuduihaulalunsnwimadiinemans

suelvgiuunszgnyneves (Foramen magnum) finthildunmsiuvesszuuuszam
drunans (auswuarlodunds) uasidnldwomeunszgnifomdudorotunsrgnaetuusn 3
Wudiaulalunsdnuiluanndiinermansuazanyweine Wesandanuunnsisseninane
euagnds Orhan et al. (2020) lavimsAnwinisussidiunaninuuiaves FM Tuusesnsnsh

91y 21 - 50 U lngldnmienaisdanases CT scan wudauiaves FM Tuiweasnedvunalvignii

118



NsETIVINTDWY Iz dRIemans

Journal of Criminology and Forensic Science

'
% =

wAnegNae sl Aty Fa1nnsAneves Pratik et al. (2020) lananinauaves FM Tuweae

wazinAvgellanudiusiuanugaveuiaryana
Nnfinaadsuhliideaulaiiozfnuinisssfiumaanndusinugudnueniuas

A2219984 FM Tudssrnslneainninengisgasuinmes (CT images) A18353LATIEHN

s

adiaenans i odunaudenlunisldussloniludunounisiigafiondnvaliyaealusy
ﬁﬁ%‘msnmam‘uazdaumumzmumioﬁ’wLﬁumqngwmaﬂlumiszqmel,azmmquﬁaaﬁusuaa
andsusluiiiamsiinuifiduduonssgnngnandsurluiiifowmsld
IngUszeeA

1) le@nvimanmduiusveadusiugudnatsmueuazaNvNedsIUa UL
n3¥ANYINevee (Foramen magnum) funAkazANgevesyAnalagldnmengsdnouines
(Computed tomography images)

2) 1loUsIIUNALAZANGIVBIYARAIINIAUH LALE NN TNETINATANLVINAYDS

JUAMULNTEANTNENBY (Foramen magnum) MEIBNTIATIEINIAMInANENST

ASAULUIANNISIY
FranUsau AU
®  ANUIIAFUUAUGNANNINY T o INAUBIUAAA
®  ANUYLAUHIUANENANANNYIN o ANUAIVBIYAAA

AW 1 nseunAalumMTIse
NUNIUAITUNIIU
1) nquiiieados

N3ANEINITUTLHUNAA8AINNLLUEIINIATINTEANTTIUUA 100% WUTT 98% L{Ju

Y

=

NTgANLTINIIULAENEINANA TYE 5898301 95% TIN 8INTeANLTINTIUNT O
nsEnnLdINIILLALNTERNEINAE 80-90% LunsrgneninienyinanfsueLiieseg1aiedd
gnianTIvEeu (Witton (1962))

anugadusudsiddnlumsiiesgimeddimermans Wesmnifumuusddalums
szufuana lagivainvaleds ﬁgﬁﬁmimqmaﬁmﬂLLazﬂzfmmam%ﬁiﬁzﬁumﬁﬂizmmmmqa

Pnwnlasanszan Felunnielinaasunadansegnivanzauuaziunldlunisussiiuainues
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Y94UDIUAAA Lakd neluan@swe (Skull), nseandumnds (Vertebra), nszgnlaua (Femur), nszgn
niiuds (Tibia), nseanyiada (Talus) kaznsegnduii (Calcaneus) AUEIAY (Yaming et al,,
2013)

Fensuszifiumiugevesyanalaglinszgnoniaiuwiugigs egslsiamuidleiin
winnsalfefitAnesssuni indesduan ilusl wazsnile vilinszgnonidnisuaniindsinm
szydyanatazdsuiiunnugadululienn udlunsdifnmnuuuidetuiigiunsinandsved
dadaieusiuaunn vlvuinavesgunglnanidemetosniidsansodislunisusadu
N9 ¥EINeT Aen1suseilumanazAdugavesyanalagly Landmark Wy aunalvg
(Foraren magnum) Aidumeinuresdulszamuazidudonunusydiiu (Pratik et al, 2020)

Foramen magnum tJufiuraulalunis@nuiideluaiviivninetmanssnee laun
TAmemans yweInenenmn Melnalieuiieu waydiingt laglaseainaves foramen
magnum SlANuuAnAeEg AN ST sk Weganudusuaudnaanay el

VUIAAYNTUNARY

Aawv o A

2) U NNYIVD9
2.1) denngdesiunsussdiumalagnsinvuinsvua g uunsegnyineneslag
g menasgnaunmes

Ul A.;. 2018 Diana wazany Iivimsfnyisedesmsussiiumalagldvuiauas
sUs19vesgruIalug uunsenvinemney (Foramen magnum : FM) ¥83U5831n350aNLT 891N
AMENBLeNBSE AeuRLABS (CT image) G in1snaasalasldnin CT image 140 2081
windunAyieyisey 61.5 + 155 T 70 19819 iwAnga919018 64.4 = 14.3 T 70 d39819
wasradunmanudflagldgensiuas Invesalius inisindvuuiaveaduniugudnalaniue
I EuTOUI uaiiudl warlunsUssdumaainguinewes FM axUsgifiunuatesuun
il FM enfildumihnisiinsgsinisanassladafin (Binary logistic regression) WuinwuAwae

5US989 FM danuuansinefiuegailddfey
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113 A.6. 2020 Orhan kazAue LHYINNISANBIIVBLTDINITHIUWAIINWISILADSVD S

[

FM Tudsgnsasilagldiasesensisdaouiunes Tunuidedd

[

AOUTTAIALITRAN Y IVUINYDS
FM 9 namengisgreuiiawesiunisuseliunelagldmadansadannldlunisuenuez danay
(classification) lagldduusdase Anaudl9819918581319 21 - 50 U 919 600 28819

(wA¥1Y 300 AIDEIUATINANES 300 F788719) KaIMINITIAVUIALEUHIUAUENAININE
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(Foramen Magnum Sagittal Diameter : FMSD) Lé’uﬁiwuquéﬂmammma (Foramen Magnum
Transverse Diameter : FMTD) A 91 ¥u1AvU09 FM (Foramen Magnum Index : FMI) wazd uf
(Foramen Magnum Area : FMA) lagein FMI AMu3ada1ngns FMI = FMTD x 100/FMSD Uagen
FMA AW18421ngR5U84 Radinsky : 1/4 x TUx FMSD x FMTD Wu11@1 FMSD, FMTD, FMI Lay
FMA lumaefiansusndnsanwavdaogwidodidn dedanuuiudrgslunssedune
Tavlannzen FMA fiduanlasgnsves Radinsky ugnsiimnzandmsunisuseiduinesae
gnsAnuLiugITeray 75 agausaazulainnmenssdaeuiamesued FM @1u130diuwen
AULANANTENINUNAY IS UALLNANEY %ﬂL?;JuLmeaﬁmmzamﬁqmé’m%’umiﬂﬁzLﬁumﬂ

2.2) AR MNgIUeiuNsUsEEuANNalagN1TIATUIAT YR Y UNNSEANTINENaY

Tud A.A. 2013 Yaming Uag Jizong AN¥11309N15UTHEIUAINEIINVUIAVBIFIUIN

£
[y

Ingjuunszgnyenesludserinsiu ddeliidadunisyssdiuanuanuduiusseninmnug
YBIYAAANUTUIAYBITVUIA IR UUNTEANTIEneeveslsEuInTIunaumilouaznauls lagly
fegangInandsurroanaieianun 276 f1eg1a wiadunslnandsuzeniunoumile 48
fhetne meuld 140 fetne uazngumegnaiilaudnoan 88 fogs uazfegrsildvhnimaaey

wuU Blind test 49 fee9 (lisameglungudaegne) Y inrunadurIugugnamINe1s 339

¥ '
el =

waTUA wardANNIIATIFRN AT ALUUNITILATIERaRRRELUUNYAM (Multiple regression
analysis) Wazns19a@aUAULL U Ia8lY Relation coefficient (1) way Standard error of the
estimate (SEE) wuiuszrnsiuneumilouasneuldfinnugaiunnistuseadidodiy

Tul A.e. 2020 Pratik wazANEANYINITUTELIUAINGIRINATIATUIALEUN Y
AuSNaNeAUET AT WagAwnniiuiivessualunuunszanineveslulsrsnsduiie
WA 55 A28 lnARGS 81 faeee Insdiaszilaslvaifonnoui@adu (Linear regression
analysis) WUVUIAVBIFVUIAMULNTEANT VDL lUAINYDIAUEN AU UAUINAR N T

(%

MUY kALY danuduiusiuanuaesyananseRuateiusesa 95

I ada o
3TEUYUIBIY
1) Uszvnsuasngunledig
AMLeNYERNTIMEsIINNSTugnIvesan TudRinemans 200 faegne wiaduy

WAYIY 100 F081e wazlnende 100 fiag1s InegIdemngusisgalagldansues Khazanie
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Wesn@nwAnadeUssnnsuakinsivitwiuuaslinsuadulesuunnsgiu (0) fmuali

ANLTRIUT 95% wazinualimuaaiawedeu (E) 1Wu 1 dwlu 6.7 vesdulsnuunnsgiu

Yp9Usens (O)
< v
2) NMSINUTIVTAIVIYA

2.1) NMSASEUAIDEYNS
WIN1TARLANATNLENTLTE ABUTILABT 71 LT AAINN1STUGATANYRIanITY
Tinemans 31w 200 feE19 (91g 20 YPull) vihnstuiindeyanald laun e dues ang

LATYINNISEDNNINBNTLSEABUN MBS Ineldnauein1siaen el

Y

1. ehdeiedudandlng

Y

2. ifimsfianesan nusinguua g uunseaninenay
3. pwenelsdRaunng lifinsanusafisndi (Free of artifacts)
2.2) Myindurnugugna1avesgIInlrguunsEaneney
(1) MsaLdusugudnaannie1ves foramen magnum

N197ALUY Anteroposterior diameter (FMSD) lagias82119521314 Basion

% 14 1

waz Opisthion @4 Basion 18893071 S8V UNTIYDY Foramen magnum AgNAnRAI8Toeq

Y

=i v v |

midsagittal kag Opisthion 1aN8R4YANTLELYDUNAIYBY Foramen magnum NgNARGIETBEH

Y
Midesaggital
(2) mi’iﬂLél’whu@uéﬂmqmmmwaa Foramen magnum
N33RV Transverse diameter (FMTD) Taginsss #9589 1990 UM ULV

foramen magnum ﬁﬁ;ﬂiﬁﬂﬁ’mﬁﬁ’mﬁﬂaﬂﬂﬁqm

At 2 uansgaustlunsTar s TduruguENa1wes Foramen magnum
3) |A3eeiionsidy
\A3 B eNYsEABNiaAesSEUU 3 fIR Toshiba Aquilion Lightning, 16-row helical CT
system £18AMMLBNTLITUAL TAVUIALTURNIUAUGNANAINE1ILALYINNVDIFVUIA MY UUNTEAN

neveae (Foramen magnum) laglalusunsy Vitrea Version 4.1.52 (Vital Images, Inc.)
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4) msieszidaya

thadoyadildumaads dudoavuninigiu noldadmdanssaun uagldnng
pszaioun Ineldlusunsunieadd PSS Tun

1) 19 Independent t-test lumsiUSeuifisuaadsvesvunaduriuguinat s ILay
PNUYINVDIFULIAMY UUNTEANTENoETUTENINAT B LA VA

2) 1% Logistic Regression Analysis iumﬁa%fwaumimaaaLﬁaﬂimﬁummamﬂﬂamﬂ
YUIALFUHTUAUENAIPNUEILALANUVINTBIFVW N Y UUNTEANTINEN DY

3) 19 Linear Regression Analysis lun1sasisaumadadulunisuszidiuainugevesyana
INVUIAFUNTLAUEINANATNENIRAZANUYINVDIFVUIA M UUNTEQNYINEVIDY

)19’ Karl Pearson’s correlation coefficients lun1511A31 0@ uWUs 5813 199U
URNUANENAPNENIRALANVINVBIFVUIA M UUN SEANTINENDE UMY

5) 1% Mauchly’s test of sphericity Lﬁaﬂimﬁumwmﬁawaﬂﬁ%ﬁa (inter-rater reliability)
Tunsinrueeaduriugudnusmuazaueng Sainisath 3 seude 1 deg Tasliusses

Tunsiausazsauduian 7 Su

NaN1578

PNMIANYINMTUTTEIUNAKAEANNgInensInvuInvesguunlrg uunseannenasly
Uszgnsivelpgldnmenssdnouiinnes Inatiusiusiudayasnnimensisdneuiiainesain
nM3tugnsvesanuifInemanssuau 200 Mogne wiadunamiey 100 A10819 wazinAnd
100 f79¢19 lng@n®131n 2 AIwUs A9 YUINAINEIVBBAUNIUANENANAINEIINATAIUYIN
(moanuedufiadiung vessrunalnguunsegnineves uazieteyadildumeade
dufonvunesg Tagldadnlumslieszy duwioluid

1. Anadaswazdrudsavuniasgiu unisihauaduniugudnaitniueniuay
M11Y119v893 A lng vunseanineneslunavigwazinang Ingldanadsvuinduniy

AUGNANATLYTIATANLYVINVDUNAYIUALNANN AIRNTNA 1 WagAT19N 2 Auaeiy

M19197 1 ANRGULazATERULNINTFIUYRVUIALTUUANENAATLY T

LA N X o Xonin X SD
VUIAFUNTUAUINAIAINET 18 100 42.4 30.5 36.10 2.26
N 100 42.0 26.9 33.88 2.49
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M19197 2 ARGYLAEALTERULNINTTIUYRVUIALTUEUANEINANAINYIN

.. . LI N Xinax Xinin X SD
YUIRLFUHUAULNAN
U1Y 100 36.0 26.4 30.50 1.96
MUY —
VRN 100 36.3 23.3 28.92 2.00

2. M314 Independent t-test lunsiUseuliiguAnafsvesuuaduRIUALINA9A1UET?
WAAINYINVIFUVNAMUUNTEANTIENEL LUNAY B AL AN

2.1 ARf g uIAd U uALE NaRNE YRR NATIELazinAy lagldr1ady

U UANENA1NE 1 LU AT LA ANA

M19199 3 ATULANANANRREVBIVUIALFUHIUANINAIA LY

FUIN Mean 95%Confidence Interval
Lé’whu LA N X SD t Sig Difference Lower Upper
Ausnana ¥18 100 36.10 226 6.603  0.000* 0.220 1.557 2.883
ﬂqumrJ ‘v@a 100 33.88 249

asunan1sinsedilainARisresduHuANNa1MINe 1V LNATIETAIULANA1TY

o w aa

Iweneaeg 1l @A n1eannn 0.05

2.2 AafgvevuInduruAUgNa19n NIV NAT B Lazinandg lagldriaie

U UANENA1RNE 1 LU AT LA AVA

M19199 4 AULANANARREVDIVUAFUNIUAUENA1INIUYIN

Mean 95%Confidence
VUIR —
o LW N X SD t Sig Difference Interval
LAUNIU
Lower Upper
QUINATAN 9y 100 3050 1.96 5633  0.000*% 1.577 1.025 2129
VI

w100 2892  2.00

A3UNaNITIATIEAlAIARAE VB AU IUAUGNA A INVINVBANAYIBTAUWANA 1Y
IwFneeg 1l Agn1eannn 0.05
3. 11544 Logistic Regression Analysis @519@1n150A098UsELIUNAIINANRALYUIA

WUNTUAUINANMNEILAZANLYINTBIIVA I uunsEanvineveglumav g uas gl
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M19199 5 suUsAnidenidnaunisannesiiioUssiiumaveyana

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients

Chi-square df Sig
Step 1 Step 43.689 2.000 0.000*
Block 43.689 2.000 0.000*
Model 43.689 2.000 0.000*

A3UNaNITIATIEALATINTUTNUNATBIUAAAIIN AR BTUIALFUAUINAIRINEINAL
MUV M uunsEanTeneslumavIELasNANYAINafaN1TUTHIUNAYDIYARD BENG
YyAAUNIEDAN 0.05

o

M19199 6 BVBNAUTLIUNANINANRAL VU AFUNTUAUINAAINETIATYIN

VAFUNTUAUINA YRS B SE Wald df Sig EXP(B)
JuwnlngjuunsEanynevey Test
YUIALEUHIUAUINAIN U7 -0.293  0.084 12224  1.000  0.000*  0.746
VUAFUNTUAUINAN NNV -0.206 0103 3976  1.000  0.046*  0.814
Al 16394 2929 31318  1.000  0.000

Model (Goodness of fit) = 233.570 R?* = 0.262

PNKANITNAADIIATIERAMUMNZELVDIAILUT Model (Goodness of fit) Tunsuseiiiu
Lwﬂsuamﬂﬂamﬂmt,aﬁ'mawumLé’umuquéﬂmqmmnLLaxmmmwaagmmmimguumzaﬂ
inenoglunavIolazinang laA1adfvanu 233.570 @1115095UI8AMURULUITVINANTS
Usgiliumameruinduriugugnaaueikasn el Seeas 26.20 annsoagulainduys
Model fipsnnngaulun1sitasIgsiiuy Logistic Regression Analysis

PNHANTIATITAAATIVINGY 16.394 uazen SE = 2.929 Amadeu Wald test = 31.318
wazen sig = 0.000 lABNANITILATIEI Logistic Regression Analysis Wud1UsgilunAvaIyAAa
mﬂmm?{amumLﬁumuquéﬂmamum (Sig = 0.000 < 0.05) WagAINVI (Sig = 0.046 < 0.05)

a 1

Yaa3vuInlnguunsegneneglumarsuasnagisvsnanensussllunAvresuAna aeell

v o

TudAyn19adnd 0.05
MNnHaUszIUNAYeIYARAINARABYBTUALEURUALSnaIMLEIvRI A TG /UY
nszgnineveslunANELAZINAIY WUIA1 B = -0.293, A1 SE = 0.084, Anaaau Wald test =
12.224 uagA1 sig = 0.000 < 0.05 4l oWa15UIAT Odd ratio 31nA1 Exp(B) = 0.746((0.746-
100)x100%) #3onaileimwausziiudied svuiadurtugudnarsnue1nvosgvUIsingjuy
nszanTevesLiiutunisnheunsguamadensssdunavesyananALadsraduE

AugnaInNeMveITIanguunsegneneslunamsLaznAganaioay 25.40
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NnHansUsEuAYeIyARaNARRLTAE U UL NI MY NTeF TR/ UY
nszanynenasluneILasINANEYS WUTIAT B = -0.206, A1 SE = 0.103, Amaaau Wald test =
3.979 WAz 1 sig = 0.046< 0.05 431 9Wa15041A 1 Odd ratio 31nA 1 Exp(B) = 0.814((0.814-
100)x100%) #3onaldinnausziiuaed sruInId U uAUE NaIR YNSRI VR IR UL
nszaninevesfiutunianhemasgudmadensssdumavesyananatadsuuadus
AUENANANNYITRLIA g uunsEanneveslumA LAz AR NanatTaLay 18.60

ansnavaINsannesLiievusIAveIyARAINARABTUALE U UALE N1 sIIE

WAZANUYINTBIFUA I uunsEgnVnevieglumag s uas AN laRal

Y(LWﬂmaqy@ﬂa) = 16'394+(_O-293)(%7@%8&Lﬁuﬂwu@,uénawmmn)+(_O'206)(ﬁummjadLé’umu@uﬂnmammmw)'i'2-929(2)

4. 71319 Linear Regression Analysis Tunisasisaunsiiadulunisussiiuainugeves
UARAIINANLRR BULIALFUANIUAUENANAINE1IATANNYINTBIFVUIN My uUnsEanTInenayly

LNAY I LRZLN ALY

M13199 7 ArduUsEEVSanneunTUTHIEIUANUE R ANAYIE WAL

R Unstandardized Standardized t sig
N3UTEUANEIDIYARE UL WA
v Coefficients Coefficients
YNYLATLNANEY S
B Std. Error Beta
Anmaii 4.787 0.483 9.901  0.000
usuAugNa1InILen? -0.061 0.016 -0.317 -3.782  0.000*
EURUAUENANIRINYIN -0.039 0.020 -0.166 -1.981  0.049*

R = 0.443, R square = 0.196, adjusted R square (R) = 18.80% (0.188)
F-statistics = 24.085, sig = 0.000

NNHTATEAdIUsEANS anneeNsUTHIEUAIINGIYBIYARATINANLRA BYB UL ALY
AUALENAENNETILAEANYITELIU IR IMRjuLnSEanYTevesluwArsLasinavde a3ulad
fifudsenaties 1 fudsinadensuszidiumnugaesyana egnsiltduddmeadan 0.05

NnranTIeTEEnsUssiummvesyanalasldradsvosunnduriuguinatsmme
aguldnAnadevessuaduinuaudnanueniinaiensusziiiuanugavesyaaalumave
uazinAmafind -0.317 nihewnsg lnefinadonisiudsunUasosay 18.80

MNANaNTIATIEinsUssdumevesyanalasldaed svesvuinduitugudnans
pmve aguliinliinAedsvesuaiduriugudnannurnadnadenisuseiiunuges

UAAALUNAYIEWAZINALALTY -0.166 viheunigiu lngiinasensiudeuutasiosay 18.80
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1 1

as;dwamimaa‘u Linear Regression Analysis ‘wmfm'wLaﬁ&Jsuam,aumu@uéﬂmamuma

o

wAEANYENaAaN1TUTTIIUANARIUARS Bg1alidedAN1eaDAn 0.05 Lagaunsaasie
aunsanneeldaduiiarhweANLgatyAnalanall
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Karl Pearson’s correlation coefficients GRIGE Lﬁuc\i’m@uﬁﬂa’mmwn
Correlation Coefficient 1.000 -0.425
sig 0.000*
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M19199 9 ANUFUNUTTENINVUIAFUHUAINANAIUYIN

Karl Pearson’s correlation coefficients GRIGE Lﬁuﬁhuquﬂﬂawmm’nq
Correlation Coefficient 1.000 -0.372
sig 0.000*
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6. N1514 Mauchly’s test of sphericity L 98U uANLT 89V 378 (Inter-rater
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NINAADUNITINVUIAVD Mean Mauchly’s test of Sphericity
Wuruaugnananuelumaye SD N Mauchly’s W Approx. sig
Chi-square

36.11  2.26 100 0.775 24.954 0.000*
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Wilk’s Lambda = 0.972, F = 1.393, sig = 0.253
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NINAADUNITINVUIAVD Mean Mauchly’s test of Sphericity
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Wilk’s Lambda = 0.984, F = 0.778, sig = 0.462

INHANITIATIFNANUHUTUTIUUTIUTIEUNITNAGDUNTIAVUINYBBEUNLAUNE NA
pgrlumands lagldaiaisnnnmsiadiiomn 3 afa aglfdmanmmagouaruansidly
msfrvunvesduriugudnarsauerilumandgs lagldeadonnnsiaditomun 3 ads 1
Auuanestuegiteddun1eadnn 0.05

6.2 \W3gugun1snageuN1TInTUIAYRAEUH LA UIA UYL UNAY B UAZINANEYS

TneldARasnnNTIATINIUG 3 AST

128



NsETIVINTDWY Iz dRIemans

Journal of Criminology and Forensic Science

A1579% 12 ANUWUSUTIUSEUTIEUNTIAYUIA LU AT

NINAADUNITIAVUIAVD Mean Mauchly’s test of Sphericity
uruaugnananuylune SD N Mauchly’s W Approx. sig
Uv1E Chi-square

30.52  1.95 100 0.964 3.577 0.167

e
ho)
o)
Aey
=D
N

30.51  1.96 100

-
EQ
o)
Ne
=
wW N

30.50  1.96 100

)
EQ
o)
Ney
=

Wilk’s Lambda = 0.876, F = 6.929, sig = 0.002
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M19199 13 dnsnasulunisvegeuinvuiavesduriuaudnatmurslumeaye

Measure: Sphericity Assumed

N13NAa0UN1TINTUINVBUFUN1UAUINA1IRY Type Il Mean

slunegngy Sum of Square  df Square F sig
maaumii’mmmaué’ur}huﬁuéﬂmd 279178.710 1 279178.710 24221.795 0.000
Error (ﬂfjm/]ﬂa@‘U) 1141.067 99 11.526
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NINAADUNITINVUIAVD Mean Mauchly’s test of Sphericity
uruaugnananmyluLne SD N Mauchly’s W Approx. sig
VAN Chi-square

28.93  2.00 100 0.995 0.530 0.767
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Wilk’s Lambda = 0.964, F = 1.815, sig = 0.168
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M19199 15 dnsnasuilunisvegeuinvuinvesduruaudnatmurslumandga

Measure: Sphericity Assumed

N1SNAFOUNITIATUIAVBUF UK UAUINAN Type lli Mean

MUY TULWAR S Sum of df Square F sig
Square

NAFOUNTINVUIATDUFURUANENA 251031.399 1 251031.399  20967.443  0.000

Error (ﬂfjll‘ﬂfﬂﬁﬁm) 1185.271 99 11972
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