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Fig. 1. Variance analyses of SPID, relief and analgesia score data (table II)
indicate the presence of significant ‘primary interactions between the institutions
and pain intensity effects and between the institautiuns and medication effects. These
relationships which exist between the interacting main effects are presented for each
of the measures of effectiveness. The medications are identified in table III. The -
relative positions of the pain intensity strata and of the treatment groups indicate the
degree of agreement between the 2 institutions.
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Fig. 2. The response tinﬁe curves of the overall SPID, relief, and an'algesia score
data are presented for each institution. @ = Hospital I; [] hospital IL



