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APPENDIX A

A	 SIMPLE HAND USE FOR HOLDING FOOD (% left hand use)
0-2 5-8 10-12 14 15-] 8 22 25-30 31-40 41-50 51-60

L.BLUE 5 6 5 2 6,7 4 6 4 3 72 61 64
Gan 5 8 5 3 2'1 18 18 13 24 11
RED 25 54 6,9 61 67 71 78 25
BLUE 45 49 84 57 75 79 74 86
BLACK 78 67 93 79 86 91 94 81
SILVER 13 18 3 16 5 2 1 111
SACS 42 14 13 5 18 14 37 26 21
0200 26 15 15 5 2 3 12 3 8
MAYLIIN 33 98 96 188 97 98 97 94 98
SUNGA 77 98 92 91 86 79 82 78 74
SNAP 70 94 99 96 92 95 94 N/A
CRACKLE 65 87 92 91 7 9 93 98 88
POP 66 92 94 94 99 97 96 93
CRASSUS 46 76 81 88 79 72 76 67
POMPEY 41 47 89 91 8I9 98 89 88
ASH 26 28 8 5 8 22 18
WATTLE 4 2 28 12 11 18 28 28
ZHEN 45 59 65 68 76 71
XING 33 8 2 4 4 14
DELTA 5 1 32 13 5 8 18
MEGA 55 81 92 92 93 94

The % left-hand use for simple food holding is tabulated. The ages (months) of the subjects are presented in the
columns. Bolded percent left scores indicate that the preference displayed was significant (p �0.05). See
following page for corresponding z scores. N/A indicates that this subject could not be tested (deceased). For
each % left calculated, n was equal to 100-130 scores. These data are reported in Chapter 3.
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B	 SIMPLE HAND USE FOR HOLDING FOOD (% left hand use)

0-2 5-8 10-12 14 15-18 22 25-30 31-40 41-50 51-60

L.BLUE 1.20 0.40 3.58 -0.79 -1.80 4.54 2.18 2.77

GOLD 1.60 0.58 -6.59 -6.87 -8.76 -7.46 -5.27 -7.80

RED -5.80 0.85 4.85 2.57 4.91 5.48 4.88 -5.00
BLUE -1.00 -0.10 7.24 1.47 5.09 6.09 4.88 7.28

BLACK 5.60 3.27 8.37 5.88 7.39 8.28 9.87 6.34

SILVER -7.40 -8.80 -9.36 -6.78 -18.18 -11.19 -9.95 -7.98
SeGE -0.78 -7.20 -7.82 -18.13 -8.16 -7.26 -2.57 -4.98 -5.87
OCOD -2.87 -7.12 -7.55 -18.49 -18.68 -9.45 -7.66 -9.51 -8.40
MAYLIN -1.15 9.68 9.83 18.18 9.56 9.65 9.29 8.80 9.31

SUNGA 1.94 18.38 8.52 8.38 7.20 5.87 6.53 4.88 4.75

SNAP 1.88 8.88 18.85 9.25 8.57 9.11 8.46 N/A

CRACKLE 1.57 7.81 8.46 8.43 5.87 8.77 8.88 7.65

POP 1.95 8.91 8.86 8.97 9.98 9.66 9.85 8.77

CRASSUS -0.41 5.37 6.34 7.72 5.87 4.40 5.28 3.45

POMPEY -1.41 -0.69 7.92 8.32 7.86 8.12 7.88 7.60

ASH -3.68 -6.80 -8.88 -9.85 -8.57 -5.67 -6.47

WATTLE -1.34 -6.01 -7.78 -7.86 -6.47 -6.88 -6.88

ZHEN -0.56 1.89 3.08 1.98 5.27 4.28

XING -2.21 -8.57 -9.68 -9.20 -9.211 -7.33
DELTA 0.15 -3.73 -7.51 -9.22 -8.52 -8.88

°VEGA 0.75 6.27 8.52 8.46 8.71 8.88

The z scores tabulated correspond to the scores for % left-hand use on the previous page. Bolded numbers
indicate that z is significant (two tailed, z� 1.96, p�0.03). A positive z score denotes a left-hand preference and a
negative score greater right-hand use. See Table A. These data are reported in Chapter 3.
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C	 VISUOSPATIAL REACHING PREFERENCES (% left hand use)
Bowl

(total)	 (retrieve)

Bowl	 Bowl

(reach)

Plate String	 Rotating Disc Rotating Disc

(3.5 rev./min)	 (7 rev./min)
L.BLUE 75 88 69 108 108	 99	 188
GOLD 43 43 43 14 8 1 19
RED 88 82 78 38 85 54 49

BLUE 84 911 77 49 9 64 59

BLACK 38 31 28 37 44 94 180
SILVER 58 72 46 95 95 95 180
SAGE 96 97 95 180 108 90 33
OJT 65 76 57 2 1 19 8
MAYLIN 69 80 61 92 188 99 188
SUNGA 32 21 40 9 1 32 36
SNAP 62 66 60 82 180 66 73
CRACKLE 911 188 87 97 98 180 98
FOP 43 5 52 2 1 1 7 23
CRASSUS 39 35 44 71 1 83 94
POMPEY 97 96 98 180 98 93 84

ASH 63 65 61 98 100 36 15
WATTLE 1 2 7 17 0 1 50 35
ZHEN 8 0 0 8 —
XING 51 45 53 95
DELTA 1 5 19 14 - - -
CiVEGA 89 88 90 - - -

The percentage left-hand use on each of the visuospatial reach tasks are tabulated. The tasks are specified in the
column headings and each individual is represented by a row. For most percentages, n was between 100 and 120
scores. However, the columns labeled bowl (retrieve) and bowl (reach) present derivative data. of the column
entitled bowl (total) and, as such, the n for these columns ranged from 20-90 scores (see Chapter 4). The dashes
indicate that these scores were not collected as the sutjects would not participate in the tests. See also Table A.
These data are reported in Chapter 4.
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D VISUOSPATIAL REACHING PREFERENCES (% left hand use)

Bowl
(total)

Bowl	 Bowl
(retrieve)	 (reach)

Plate String	 Rotating Disc Rotating Disc
(3.5 rev./min) (7 rev./min)

L.BLUE 5.18 4.45 2.71 18.85 18.28 9.95 18.15

GOLD - 1.50 -1.35 - 0.65 -7.20 -18.05 -10.15 -6.21

RED 6.87 4.99 3.48 -2.38 7.13 0.86 -0.28

BLUE 7.87 6.12 3.75 - 0.30 -8.49 2.92 1.85
BLACK -4.08 -3.15 -2.47 -2.63 1.29 8.86 18.44

SILVER 1.60 2.95 - 0.54 9.22 9.53 9.48 18.63

S6CE 9.28 7.09 5.86 18.10 18.85 8.12 -3.48

OCCO 3.88 3.39 1.05 -9.78 -9.85 -6.28 -8.46

MAYLIIN 3.76 3.79 1.79 8.60 18.85 9.98 18.04

SUNG -3.68 -3.70 - 1.58 -8.47 -18.88 -3.65 -3.88

SNAP 2.48 1.95 1.52 6.48 18.15 3.20 4.88

CRACKLE 8.08 4.58 6.64 9.81 9.65 18.84 9.65

POP - 1.40 -3.98 0.33 -9.70 -9.98 -6.80 -5.63

CRASSUS -2.22 -2.25 - 0.85 4.24 -18.88 6.68 9.13

POMPEY 9.61 7.82 6.56 18.38 9.60 8.83 6.68

ASH 2.68 2.18 1.57 9.96 18.30 -2.77 -7.19

WATTLE -7.60 -5.90 -4.90 -18.68 18.25 0.00 -3.10

0-EN -18.05 -6.24 -7.87 -18.85 - - -

XING 0.20 - 0.43 0.45 9.11 -

DELTA -7.00 -2.84 -6.41

MEGA 7.80 4.64 6.47

The z scores tabulated correspond to the scores for % left-hand use on the previous page. Bolded numbers
indicate that z is significant (two tailed, z� 1.96, p�0.05). A positive z score denotes a left-hand preference and a
negative score greater right-hand use. See Table B. These data are reported in Chapter 4.
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E
	 SIDE OF MOUTH %Use centre Hand used to

(% left side)	 of mouth hold bar (%

Twig	 Bar	 in bar test left hand use)

L.BLUE

Gap
RED

BLUE
BLACK

SILVER
SAGE

MOO
MAYLIN

SUNGA

SNAP

CRACKLE

POP

CRASSUS

POMPEY

ASH
WATTLE

ZHEN

XING
DELTA

()VEGA

6 2

48

48

46

5 5

4 3

1 7

5 5

62

l7
9 2
14

4 8

4 9

3 1

14

1 3

1 9

1 4

6

38
75
8 1

1 4

35 29 4 27
49 39 3 0
5 9 7 1 0 1 0 8

2 7 9 7 9 8 8

7 2 9 8 2 9 8

5 3 4 5 4 6 7

78 79 6 79
4 3 5 8 2 8 3

2 9 7 8 4 3 9 4

1 8 7 1 4 7

7 6 6 1 5 0
72 53 28

3 0 1 4 1 8

41 3 3 4 0

72 78 14

118 8 8

e
1 2
96

Side of mouth preferences when chewing are tabulated. The column labelled twig denotes side of mouth
preferences when hand use is not required and in the column labelled bar hand use was required. The percent left-
hand use for holding the chewable bar is presented in the fourth column. Table E presents the percentage use of
the left-side of the mouth in chewing and Table F, on the following page, the corresponding z scores. The
percentages and z scores presented for the twig, bar and hand use columns were calculated using only left and
right-side of mouth use. For the twig tests, n was between 100 and 110. For the bar test, the n for left and right
side of mouth use was between 50 and 60 scores and degree of use of the centre of the mouth was variable. See
Table A. These data are reported in Chapter 4.
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F SIDE OF MOUTH Hand

(%	 left	 side)	 hold

used to

bar (%

hand use)Twig Bar	 left

L.BLU E 2.33 -5.87 -5.68

GCLD -0.4 7 0 . 6 9 - 6 .46

RED -0.4 9 1.66 - 2 . 8 8

BLUE -0.8 8 4.88 3.74

BLACK 0 . 9 8 6.18 4.53

SILVER -1.45 -5.119 -5.119

SACS -2.96 -3.95 -3.33

COZO -0.29 -1.72 -7.55

MAYLIN 1 . 8 5 3.18 7.42

SUNGA -4.63 7.89 5.78

SNAP 4.48 6.93 6.93

CRACKLE 0.59 -0.70 2.38

POP 5.77 4.46 4.46

CRASSUS -1 .4 8 1 . 24 4.81

POMPEY -4.31 3.96 6.22

ASH -6.48 -6.64 -6.64

WATTLE 5.27 -6.45 -7.28

Z}-IEN 4.48 0 . 53 7.62

XING -3.96 -5.35 -7.48

DELTA -1.80 -2.38 -5.46

°VEGA 4.58 2.99 6.88

The z scores corresponding to Table E are tabulated. The z scores tabulated correspond to the scores for % left-
hand use on the previous page. Bolded numbers indicate that z is significant (two tailed, z � 1.96, p�0.05). A
positive z score denotes a left side-of-mouth preference and a negative score greater right side-of-mouth use.
These data are reported in Chapter 4 (Part 2).
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G	 LEADING LIMB IN LOCOMOTION (%left) 	 %left hand

Hand in
leaping

Foot in
leaping

Hand in
landing

Foot in
landing

Hand in
walking

Foot in
walking

use (hold
food)

L.BLUE 52 40 39 32 51 47 52

GOLD 43 42 31 32 4 7 56 16

RED 32 37 4 1 50 38 68 25

BLUE 40 42 32 41 56 44 86

BLACK 68 69 56 66 51 48 84

SILVER 68 73 63 65 46 59 9

SAGE 46 52 35 39 45 47 37

010 60 46 48 50 51 49 12

MAYLIN 40 42 46 36 51 45 98

SUNGA 3 8 3 9 3 9 4 2 5 4 4 6 7 8

SNAP 48 41 26 31 66 36 94

CRACKLE 41 3 1 4 1 3 5 5 3 4 2 9 8

POP 51 39 29 42 59 49 96

CRANUS 4 6 5 2 5 7 5 9 4 2 5 6 7 6

POMPEY 60 55 44 43 47 51 89

ASH 22 4 5 33 38 4 7 42 18

WATTLE 32 4 3 49 58 4 3 53 28

Table G presents the percentage left-limb use (of total left+right limb use) for each type of locomotion. Bold
numbers indicate significant preferences (p�0.05), as demonstrated in Table H on the following page. The n
values for % left-limb use in the leaping and landing columns are presented in Table I; although 100 incidences
of each type of locomotory activity were analyzed unilateral limb use for initiating leaping and landing were not
always observed. Walking was always initiated with (me limb with 100-105 scores collected for both hand and
foot use. These data are reported in Chapter 5.
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H LEADING LIMB IN LOCOMOTION (%left) %left hand

use (hold
food)

Hand in
leaping

Foot in
leaping

Hand in
landing	 landing

Foot in Hand in
walking

Foot in
walking

L. 0.26 -1.77 -1.89 -3.31 0.10 -0.60 0.39

GOLD -0.76 -1.17 -3.00 -2.73 -0.60 1.20 -6.87
RED -2.97 -3.48 - 1.04 0.00 -2.48 2.08 -5.00

BLUE - 1.46 - 1.46 -3.82 - 1059 1.20 - 1.20 7.28

BLACK 2.95 3.5 1.13 3.84 0.20 - 0.40 6.93

SILVER 2.78 4.15 2.11 2.77 - 0-0.8 0 1.80 -8.43

SAGE - 0.41 0.43 -2.59 -1.96 -0.90 -0.60 -2.57

COCO 0.89 -0.59 -0.25 0.00 0.20 -0.20 -7.66

MAYLIN -1.51 -1.57 -0.70 -2.68 0.20 -1.00 9.65

SUNG -1.58 -2.89 -1.78 -1.32 0.81 -0.80 5.74

SNAP -0.37 - 1.65 -3.71 -3.58 2.58 -2.25 8.46

CRACKLE - 1.50 -3.58 - 1.36 -2.71 0.60 - 1.60 8.08

POP 0.23 -2.89 -3.84 -1.43 1.80 -0.20 9.85

CRASSUS -0.62 0.44 1.24 1.71 -1.60 1.20 5.28

POMPEY 1.52 0.87 -1.05 -1.39 -0.60 0.20 7.88

ASH -3.86 - 0.99 -2.77 -2.21 - 0.60 - 1.60 -6.47

WATTLE -2.90 -1.15 -0.24 1.49 -1.40 0.60 -6.88

The z score for the % left-limb preferences, presented in Table A, are tabulated. A positive score is indicative of
a left-limb bias and a negative score a right bias. T13 e bolded numbers indicate that the z score is significant
(p�0.05). See Tables B. These data are reported in Chapter 5.
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I	 LEADING LIMB IN LEAPING AND LANDING (n)
Hand in leaping Foot in

leaping
Hand in
landing

Foot in
landing

L+ R Both Nb	 Nb
hand score
use

L + R Both L+ R Both L+ R Both

L.BLUE 58 13 21 8 82 18 72 29 82 19

GOLD 28 4 56 13 59 42 64 37 59 42
RED 71 4 7 18 83 17 75 25 90 10
BLUE 57 8 6 29 79 21 74 26 78 22

BLACK 66 8 3 24 139 12 78 22 91 9
SILVER 57 2 0 42 134 17 65 36 88 15
StiM 24 5 50 23 136 16 73 28 75 26
CCOD 20 6 74 0 70 30 65 36 48 53

MAYLIN 53 5 26 19 91 12 74 27 87 14

SAGA 40 9 20 31 133 18 71 30 69 31

SNAP 67 12 6 16 :33 18 63 38 90 11

CRACKLE 75 4 0 22 3 9 12 55 46 85 16

POP 74 5 12 11 92 10 84 18 83 19

CRASSUS 65 4 18 13 32 18 79 21 88 12

POMPEY 62 11 11 16 :34 16 73 27 87 13

ASH 49 7 30 14 33 17 69 30 82 18

WATTLE 63 10 15 12 '76 24 70 34 88 12

Tabulated are the number of scores collected for the initiation of leaping and landing activities. The data are
categorized according to whether unilateral limb use (L+R), bilateral limb use (both) or the type of limb use was
absent (none) in the initiation of the activity. A total of 100-105 scores were collected for both hand and foot
use. These data are reported in Chapter 5.
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J	 EYE PREFERRED

(5*	 left	 eye	 use)

5-8 '10-12 15-18 20+

L.BLUE 2 8

GOLD 2 II
RED 34

BLUE 1 5
BLACK 1 6

SILVER 2 2

SAM 85 63 79 71

CIO 9 1 5 7 5 6 2 9

MAYLIN 37 66 22 23

SWGA 28 36 19 32

SNAP 4 9 3 1 1 8 3 3

CRACKLE 3 6 3 7 2 7 3 5

POP 36 31 2 8 25

CRASSUS 1 8 2 9 2 1 1 8

POMPEY 1 7 2 2 1 7 2 8

ASH 17 13 18 21

WATTLE 1 4 1 7 2 5 2 9

ZHEN 18 13 28 12
XING 19 7 21 17
DELTA 14 52 38 2 8

MEGA 14 31 17 19

The monocular viewing preferences of the marmosets when viewing banana are tabulated with respect to age
(months). The ages at which the subjects were tested we presented in the columns and the individuals denoted in
the rows. The bolded numbers indicate that the preference for viewing with one eye rather than the other was
significant. Corresponding z scores are presented on the following page. 100-120 scores were collected for each
subject per lest. These data are reported in Chapter 6.
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EY E PREFERRED
(%	 left	 eye	 use)

5-8 10-12 15-18 20+

L.BLUE -6.14
GOLD -6.07
RED -3.28
BLUE -7.88
BLACK -6.87
SILVER -5.67
SAGE 7.13 2.65 5.94 4.28
OCOD 8.58 1.54 1.20 -4.27
MAYLIN -2.67 3.25 -5.74 -5.51
SUN.CA -4.86 -2.77 -6.34 -3.66
SNAP -0.20 -3.76 -6.47 -3.37
CRACKLE -2.86 -2.66 -4.55 -3.14
POP -2.91 -3.88 -6.14 -5.15
CRASSUS -6.48 -4.28 -5.94 -8.12
POMPEY -6.73 -5.68 -6.67 -4.48
ASH -6.68 -7.59 -6.47 -5.88
WATTLE -7 . 28 -6 .88 -5. 15 -4 . 28

ZHEN -6.48 -7.59 -6.01 -7.84
XING -6.34 -8.77 -5.87 -6.88
DELTA -7.33 0.40 -4.12 -6.81
ONEG4 -7.39 -3.76 -6.67 -6.21

Tabulated are the z scores corresponding to the percentage left-eye use scores for viewing banana (see Table J). A
positive score indicates greater left-eye use and a negative score more right-eye use. A significant preference,
indicated by the bolded numbers, was accepted if z� 1. )6, p50.05. These data are reported in Chapter 6.
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EYE PREFERED TOVIEW OTHER STIMULI
Test Series One Test Series Two

Mirror	 Watch Beetle Banana Hand Statue	 Banana

L.BLUE 29 32 22 22 38 61 41
GOLD 18 18 211 21 35 5 8 31
RED 43 48 4 37 36 63 27
BLUE 17 13 1 2 9 18 41 4
BLACK 311 15 111 26 7 25 5
SILVER 28 28 2 4 15 27 27 26
SaGE 68 56 711 48 71 66 56

28 13 1 7 15 15 5 7 19
MAYLIN 21 38 2 !i 18 21 43 17
SUNGA 22 25 27 23 28 5 6 28
SNAP 7 13 1	 !i 18 N/A N/A N/A

CRACKLE 31 24 2 4 23 25 46 19
FOP 22 28 23 31 43 52 36
CRASSUS 15 22 29 27 28 53 23
POMPEY 26 29 2 7 28 27 48 17

Tabulated is the percentage left-eye use for each subject (rows) when viewing different stimuli (columns). N/A
indicates that this subject was not available for testing (deceased). A total of 100 to 110 score were collected for
most subjects on each test. However, Snap did not reach this criterion instead 45-60 scores were obtained before
she became ill. See Table A. These data are reported in Chapter 6.
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M	 EYE PREFERED TO VIEW OTHER STIMULI

Test Series One Test Series Two

Mirror Watch Beetle Banana Hand Statue Banana

BL U E -4.24 -3.56 -5.74 -3.59 -4.88 2.29 -1.77
GaD -6.40 -6.47 -4.63 -3.78 -3.24 1 .58 -3.96
RED -1 .47 2 . 09 -1	 69 -2.15 -2.77 2.63 -4.63
I3LU E -6.68 -7.46 -7.66 -7.55 -8.12 - 1 .80 -9.31
BLACK -3.07 -5.89 -3.88 -2.87 -8.71 -4.95 -9.85
SILVER -6.88 -4.36 -5.42 -5.58 -4.55 -4.55 -4.75
SAGE 3.56 1.29 3.76 - 0.50 4.31 3.28 1.19

MOD -6.87 -7.46 -6.73 -7.86 -7.86 1 .49 -6.34
IMAYL I N -5.87 -4.08 -5.07 -6.47 -5.94 - 1 .37 -6.68
SUVGA -5.67 -4.95 -4.68 -5.47 -6.14 1.20 -6.29
SNAP -5.81 -5.68 -3.87 -4.91 N/A N/A N/A

CRACKLE -3.88 -5.27 -5.35 -5.54 -5.80 -0.78 -6.20
IPOP -5.67 -4.48 -5.54 -3.88 - 1.40 0.40 -2.89
CRASSUS -7.86 -5.67 -4.28 -4.68 -4.48 0.60 -5.40
IPOMPEY -4.88 -4.28 -4.68 -4.48 -4.63 -2.08 -6.67

Tabulated are the z scores corresponding to the percentage left-eye use scores for viewing a variety of stimuli
(Table L). A positive score indicates greater left-eye Ise and a negative score more right-eye use. A significant
preference, indicated by the bolded numbers, was accepted if z..� 1.96, p5.0.05. These data are reported in Chapter
6.
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FEAR EXPRESSION (WITHOUT VOCALIZATION)
.111•1111■	

Area	 Distance

Left	 Right Left	 Right

L.BLUE	 0.39±0.14

GOLD	 8.45±8.18
BLUE	 8.64± 8.89
BLACK	 0.65± 0.13

SAM	 0.43±8.89
CO:D	 8.58± 8.17
MAYLIN 8.51± 8.13
SUNGA	 0.44± 0.10

SNAP	 8.49± 8.87
CRACKLE 8.81± 8.26
POP	 8.72± 8.17

0 .35±0.22

8.34±13.89
8.49± 8.88
0.57± 0.10

8.26±0.86
8.58± 8.18
8.44± 8.11
0.40± 0.13

8.35± 8.86
8.59± 8.19
8.61± 8.19

1.26±8.31
1.48±0.23

1.56± 8.12
1.31± 8.86
1.47± 8.25
1.58± 8.18
1.28± 8.15
1.26± 8.16
1.14± 8.89
1.64± 8.14
1.32± 0.12

1.84±8.29
1.26±0.29

1.23± 8.22
1.83± 8.89
8.83± 8.12
1.37± 8.18
1.18± 8.15
8.99± 8.12
8.81± 8.88
1.23± 8.13
1.15± 8.14

FEAR EXPRESSION (WITH VOCALIZATION)
Area
	

Distance

Left	 Right
	

Left	 Right

L.BLUE	 0.87±0.35

GOLD	 8.93±8.13
BLUE	 8.85±8.14
S.5(	 0.96±0.19

Can	 1.48±8.28
MAYLIN 1.94±8.57
SUNGA	 1 . 39 ± 0 .45

CRACKLE 1.75±8.44
POP	 1.44±0.48

0.78±0.20

8.83±9.18
8.69±13.22
0.93±0.19

1.28±13.29
1.86±3.55
1.34±0.50

1.44±13.38
1.29±0.38

	

1.52±0.32	 1.32±0.17

	

1.56±0.13	 1.59±0.19

	1.35±8.11	 1.13±8.15

	

1.57±0.20	 1.52±0.12

1.7 9±0.8 7 1.4 2±0.8 9

	

1.39±0.19	 1.36±0.21

	1.68±8.31	 1.53±0.35
1.67±8.25 1.48±8.24

	

1.67±8.18	 1.58±8.13

The means (±SEM) are tabulated for each individual and each expression; fear without vocalization (Table N),
fear with vocalization (Table 0), contact vocalization (Table P). Table P is presented on the following page.
The bolded numbers indicate that the bias for the individual was significant (Wilcoxon signed rank test). These
data are reported in Chapter 7.

N

0



P	 CONTACT 1 fOCALIZATION (TWITTER)

Area Distance
Left Right Left Right

8.25±0.20 0.38±11.22 0.88±0.44 0.93±0.32
0.15±8.08 8.18±11.119 0.76±8.41 11.97±8.38
0.14±8.89 11.18±8.111 0.64±0.19 0.65±0.20
0.30±0.20 0.32::0.23 0.97±0.34 0.95±0.33
0.35±0.35 0.39::0.45 1.10±0.42 1.06±0.49
0.45±0.32 0.45::0.30 1.12±0.40 1.05±0.34

0.26±0.27 0.32±0.29 0.77±0.28 0.76±0.27
8.12±11.112 0.14±0.02 0.62±0.09 0.64±0.09
8.11±0.86 0.13±0.06 0.63±0.25 0.68±0.21

L.E3LUE
cap
BLACK
SAM
MOD
MAYLIN
&AGA
CRACKLE
POP
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APPENDIX B

A.	 WEIGHT OF SUBJECTS IN FAMILY GROUP 1

Age
(Mths) L. Blue Gold Sage

SUBJECT
Coco	 Maylln	 Sunga Snap Crack Pop

1 42.6 42.4 39.5 41.3 41.4 39.0 38.9
2 84.2 85.0 72.5 75.0 80.3 76.5 75.8
3 129.8 130.0 112.5 116.0 124.0 120.0 121.8
4 164.3 166.8 153.7 156.0 169.0 163.0 163.6
5 203.0 209.4 186.3 191.0 215.5 204.0 205.5
6 213.0 213.3 231.3 241.0 237.5 233.8 232.3 222.5 228.3
7 244.3 243.3 255.3 275.5 264.3 296.7 248.5 237.8 242.0
8 268.0 269.4 277.8 302.0 291.5 283.3 265.8 258.8 263.3
9 274.8 292.8 287.3 320.3 306.4 311.2 290.3 275.7 284.7
1 0 288.3 306.5 302.7 368.3 333.0 347.0 315.0 304.5 308.0
1	 1 318.5 321.5 341.5 390.5 344.0 358.8 331.8 311.8 325.5
1 2 343.8 340.0 355.0 407.3 351.8 367.8 360.8 335.3 350.0
1 3 361.2 352.4 367.8 413.3 375.8 387.8 382.0 347.0 369.5
1 4 379.7 361.3 393.2 429.6 394.0 411.0 398.3 367.8 392.0
1 5 404.0 376.0 400.0 455.0 421.0 439.7 406.0 385.C) 401.3
1 6 424.5 387.5 394.8 450.5 432.0 446.5 412.2 389.8 401.6
1 7 471.8 399.3 395.8 465.8 454.8 459.5 420.0 389.C) 407.3
1 8 384.3 379.6 417.8 481.0 468.0 474.0 4:32.3 396.0 412.8
1 9 372.8 404.5 436.0 478.3 489.0 487.8 426.0 416.0 416.3
2 0 397.4 422.0 446.3 495.5 489.0 489.0 422.0 402.3 379.0
2 1 431.0 435.5 459.5 482.0 491.6 485.6 440.6 413.8 390.6
2 2 467.8 445.0 470.0 495.0 488.3 478.0 464.0 422.C) 391.0
2 3 412.2 420.0 474.0 504.5 491.3 484.5 460.0 431.C) 396.0
2 4 389.7 423.0 481.3 500.5 492.0 471.0 482.0 450.C) 440.0
2 5 401.4 432.8 476.7 507.3 466.5 450.8 489.0 457.3 450.0
2 6 445.0 423.0 484.6 507.8 471.0 469.0 488.5 453.0 480.0
2 7 520.3 440.3 479.7 502.3 467.0 465.0 478.5 455.5 471.0
2 8 418.7 462.0 482.0 503.8 473.0 466.0 4:23.8 470.C) 469.0
2 9 424.0 465.7 484.7 502.0 469.0 490.0 404.0 469.C) 449.0
3 0 426.5 442.8 451.0 496.3 488.7 496.0 482.0 472.5
31 451.6 448.4 470.8 516.6 506.0 503.0 470.5 464.0
3 2 462.5 444.5 470.0 508.0 507.0 499.0 432.C) 436.0
3 3 468.3 435.5 475.0 502.0 508.0 503.0 438.0 454.0
3 4 461.3 446.0 496.0 532.0 509.0 487.0 456.C) 467.0
3 5 469.0 467.3 515.3 537.0 520.0 495.0 450.C) 482.0
3 6 463.0 464.3 526.5 540.5 505.0 489.0 476.C) 518.0
3 7 470.0 468.5 521.5 533.5 496.0 484.0 466.C) 516.0
3 8 477.4 468.0 518.0 526.0 501.0 488.0 466.C) 492.0
3 9 487.8 469.0 508.0 522.0 510.0 495.0
4 0 492.5 464.5 518.0 546.5 503.0 487.0
41 506.8 472.3 504.0 522.0 534.0 524.0
4 2 507.3 470.7 500.0 491.0 520.0 518.0
4 3 506.8 473.2 495.0 491.0 507.0 490.0
4 4 497.7 460.3 495.0 493.0
4 5 497.8 454.3 487.0 489.0
4 6 501.3 446.5 520.0 515.0
4 7 473.C) 434.3 519.0 516.0
4 8 471.5 455.0 516.0 501.0
The age is tabulated in months and the weights are in grams. This table is continued over the page.
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B.	 WEIGHT OF SUBJECTS IN FAMILY GROUP 2

Age
	

SUBJECT
(Mths) Red
	

Blue Crass Pompey Ash Wattle
37.2 36.7 47.5 60.7
82.5 78.3 92.0 89.0
131.0 123.0 140.8 133.5
161.8 151.5 181.0 174.0
197.0 189.3 221.8 210.8

170.0 186.0 236.5 231.0 258.3 248.3
188.3 206.7 248.3 248.5 283.5 274.0
258.8 215.8 269.5 270.5 301.5 296.5
236.8 227.8 279.5 284.5 322.0 319.2

0 247.5 248.8 299.3 298.8 333.0 321.0
1 264.8 267.0 319.0 320.7 338.0 336.8
2 2 8 2 . 284.5 325.0 338.5 357.0 367.3
3 293.0 296.4 321.0 341.5 379.0 392.0
4 304.7 305.7 329.8 349.8 385.0 400.0
5 314.8 316.0 337.0 365.0 432.7 435.3
6 332.0 322.3 341.8 367.0 430.0 463.0
7 345.0 332.8 359.3 386.0 446.5 468.0
8 372.8 339.5 365.5 396.0 477.5 466.5
9 359.0 338.7 362.0 396.0 470.0 449.0
0 368.2 339.0 390.0 420.3 464.0 463.0
1 386.0 337.3 395.5 432.0 482.5 460.0
2 396.3 344.7 426.0 450.5 485.0 467.5
3 380.6 326.0 439.5 439.5 478.0 452.0
4 360.8 340.5 440.0 417.0 466.0 446.0
5 356.3 352.5 437.0 426.0 485.0 458.0
6 355.0 344.0 452.5 434.0 485.0 457.0
7 361.0 352.0 458.0 449.0 514.0 500.0
8 :389.5 369.5 456.0 440.0 513.0 498.0
9 406.7 375.0 453.0 433.0 510.0 485.0
0 424.8 368.3 459.0 469.0
1 458.2 367.6 462.0 469.0
2 :376.7 375.3 471.0 490.0
3 :380.5 380.5 488.0 501.0
4 :385.0 368.9 480.0 482.0
5 :393.3 353.3
6 449.3 355.8
7 393.3 341.0
8 402.3 344.0
9 380.3 355.3
0 382.0 352.0
1 396.7 356.5
2 402.0 353.0
3 404.3 354.0
4 392.5 346.0
5 359.2 345.8
6 376.3 351.5
7 380.8 354.3
8 412.5 370.6

See Table A. Table B continued over page.
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C.	 WEIGHT OF SUBJECTS IN FAMILY GROUP 3

Age
(Mths)Black

■1011110

SUBJECT
Silver	 Zhen	 Xing Delta Omega

1 31.5 31.5 41.5 44.8
2 63.2 64.0 87.5 91.5
3 99.0 99.0 139.0 138.0
4 157.8 156.8 178.0 180.0
5 191.5 189.0 214.0 216.0
6 189.0 239.0 217.3 218.7 220.0 224.0
7 208.7 255.7 229.0 235.0 270.0 269.3
8 232.2 268.0 245.0 250.0 280.0 281.0
9 255.5 279.5 270.0 274.0 297.0 299.0
1 0 272.0 283.5 290.0 315.0 320.0 305.0
1	 1 288.5 295.8 309.5 343.5 315.0 306.5
1 2 309.8 308.0 308.0 365.0 344.0 339.0
1 3 314.() 323.0 328.0 391.0 357.0 345.0
1 4 318.7 353.5 335.0 398.0 361.0 348.0
1 5 324.() 343.8 340.0 405.0 355.0 343.0
1 6 332.3 348.0 368.0 423.0 395.0 389.0
1 7 340.3 353.5 364.0 410.5 415.0 399.0
1 8 354.6 365.8 378.0 414.0 416.0 405.0
1 9 360.() 375.0 390.0 424.0
2 0 363.() 376.8 395.0 420.0
2 1 372.5 382.5 412.0 450.0
2 2 386.3 393.7 450.0 460.0
2 3 373.13 369.6 459.0 472.0
2 4 358.5 363.5 465.0 469.0
2 5 361.0 378.5
2 6 351.5 381.3
2 7 368.5 388.0
2 8 401.5 402.3
2 9 412.3 408.0
3 0 410.5 407.0
31 408.2 400.0
3 2 417.0 418.7
3 3 418.0 417.7
3 4 419.3 405.3
3 5 406.0 397.5
3 6 402.5 399.0
3 7 377,0 407.0
3 8 397.8 422.3
3 9 384.0 429.0
4 0 402.0 436.5
4 1 431.3 444.3
4 2 456.0 454.0
4 3 408.0 449.5
4 4 411.5 444.0
4 5 414.8 435.6
4 6 440.5 433.0
4 7 453.0 418.3
4 8 394.0 434.8
See Table A. Table C continued over page
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(Table A. Cont'd) (Table C. Cont'd)

WEIGHT WEIGHT

Age
(Mths)

SUBJECT
L. Blue	 Gold

Age
(Mths)

SUBJECT
Black	 Silver

49 465.0 465.0 49 382.0 445.0
50 460.0 460.0 50 391.0 452.0
51 500.0 462.5 51 404.0 480.0
52 497.5 461.5 52 439.5 507.5
53 504.0 452.5 53 440.0 515.5
54 487.0 448.0 54 443.0 511.5
55 489.0 445.0 55 445.0 521.0
56 478.0 439.0 56 440.0 520.0
57 484.0 452.5 57 444.0 497.0
58 489.5 436.5 58 426.0 478.5
59 483.0 428.0 59 433.0 446.0
60 456.0 418.0 60 430.0 463.0
61 467.0 414.0 61 423.0 475.0
62 444.0 412.0 62 435.0 490.0
63 502.0 440.0 63 465.0 506.0
64 406.0 441.0 64 466.0 504.0
65 492.0 434.0 65 448.0 507.0
See Table A	 See Table A.

(Table B. Cont'd)

WEIGHT

Age
(Mths)

SUBJECT
Red	 Blue

49 428.5 375.5
50 430.0 389.0
51 45:3.3 414.0
52 459.0 423.0
53 488.0 407.0
54 491.5 414.0
55 492.0 420.0
56 469.0 402.0
57 477.0 421.5
58 481.5 407.0
59 430.0 393.0
60 452.0 400.0
61 460.0 406.0
62 472.0 408.0
63 497.0 410.0
64 496.0 409.0
65 487.0 408.0
See Table A.
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