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APPENDIX

Autologous transplant

Cells are collected weeks or months ahead of
transplant and frozen in liquid nitrogen

high dose chemotherapy used for disease
control or cure

Allogeneic
(using another person as a donor)

Standard transplant
chematherapy used to cure the disease

Mini transplant
lower dose of chemotherapy
relies on the donor’s cells to cure the disease
therefore takes longer for disease control

What are stem cells?

White bload cell

Donar
- — | Red blood cell

iy - bp "

Platelets

Bone marrow
adam.com

How stem cells are collected

Faor a normal donar, injections of a hormone
known as G-CSF for 4 days before collection
For a patient, chemotherapy followed by G-CSF
for up to 10 days before collection

Donor procedure

general health checkup
blood tests
explanation

organisation of the donation
process
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Pre-transplant tests for patients

blood tests

kidney and heart tests
lung tests
electrocardiograph
bone marrow biopsy
lumbar puncture
dental assessment

Each patient receives individualised
treatment pre-transplant (known as
conditioning treatment)

Conditioning treatment can consist of
chemotherapy
radiation treatment or
a combination of both

Admission

confirmation
central line inserted
pre-transplant treatment begins

David Gottlieb

Transplant Haematologist

The Medical Team

Specialist haematology and transplant
doctors

Profs. Bradstock, Gottlieb, Hertzberg,
Kerridge, Svennilson

The registrar (specialist in training)
Junior doctors (resident doctor)
Other doctors asked for advice
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Who and when of care

daily ward round by registrar and resident
ward round by specialist three times a week

weekly “grand” round by all four specialists
and other junior doctors plus Mary McGurgan,
nursing, pharmacy, dietetic and other staff
weekly Unit meeting on Wednesday morning
when your case is discussed by all members
of the Haematology Unit

How to ‘talk to” the doctor
looking after you

arrange a meeting through the junior doctor,
nurse, social worker or (you can ask anyone
to convey a message)

contact the doctor directly via their secretary,
FAX or email
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APPENDIX D

Descriptive Statistics

N Minimum | Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
c_age Carer age 31 24 74 46.32 11.450
c_distress Carer
distress thermometer 30 1 10 5.27 2.164
(baseline)
CHADSA1 30 3.00 18.00 10.0333 4.22214
CHADSD1 30 .00 17.00 6.6667 4.13007
SelfEsteem 30 3.57 5.00 4.3762 .41180
FamilySupport 30 1.00 3.60 1.9867 .75555
Finances 30 1.33 5.00 2.9556 1.07116
Schedule 30 2.00 5.00 3.5000 .76609
Health 30 1.50 3.50 2.4750 .56228
CRAMeansTS 30 11.85 19.48 15.2934 1.95857
Valid N (listwise) 30
clindep Patients' clinically significant depressio n
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 19 59.4 61.3 61.3
1.00 12 37.5 38.7 100.0
Total 31 96.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 3.1
Total 32 100.0
clinanx Carers' clinically significant anxiety
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 16 50.0 51.6 51.6
1.00 15 46.9 48.4 100.0
Total 31 96.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 3.1
Total 32 100.0
clindis Patients' clinically significant distress
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 20 62.5 64.5 64.5
1.00 11 34.4 35.5 100.0
Total 31 96.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 3.1
Total 32 100.0




Cclinanx Carers' clinically significant anxiety

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 9 28.1 30.0 30.0
1.00 21 65.6 70.0 100.0
Total 30 93.8 100.0
Missing  System 2 6.3
Total 32 100.0
Cclindep Carers' clinically significant depression
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 18 56.3 60.0 60.0
1.00 12 37.5 40.0 100.0
Total 30 93.8 100.0
Missing  System 2 6.3
Total 32 100.0
Cclindis Carers' clinically significant distress
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 9 28.1 30.0 30.0
1.00 21 65.6 70.0 100.0
Total 30 93.8 100.0
Missing  System 2 6.3
Total 32 100.0
Paired Samples Statistics
Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation Mean
Pair HADSD1 Patient
1 depression (baseline) 6.3793 29 4.18683 77748
CHADSDL1 Carer
depression (baseline) 6.7931 29 4.14366 .76946
Pair HADSAL1 Patient anxiety
2 (baseline) 7.2069 29 4.31260 .80083
CHADSA1 Carer anxiety
(baseline) 10.2069 29 4.18654 77742
Pair Distress Distress
3 thermometer (baseline) 3.97 29 2.383 442
c_distress Carer
distress thermometer 5.24 29 2.198 .408
(baseline)
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Paired Samples Correlations

N Correlation Sig.
Pair HADSD1 Patient
1 depression (baseline) &
CHADSD1 Carer 29 353 061
depression (baseline)
Pair HADSAL1 Patient anxiety
2 (baseline) & CHADSA1 29 .180 351
Carer anxiety (baseline)
Pair Distress Distress
3 thermometer (baseline)
& c_distress Carer 29 .220 .252
distress thermometer
(baseline)
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair HADSD1 Patient
1 depression (baseline) -
CHADSD1 Carer -.41379 4.73978 .88016 | -2.21671 1.38912 -.470 28 .642
depression (baseline)
Pair HADSA1 Patient anxiety
2 (baseline) - CHADSA1 -3.00000 5.44453 1.01102 | -5.07099 -.92901 -2.967 28 .006
Carer anxiety (baseline)
Pair Distress Distress
3 thermometer (baseline)
- c_distress Carer -1.276 2.865 532 -2.366 -.186 -2.398 28 .023
distress thermometer
(baseline)
Group Statistics
Std. Error
group Group N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
age Patient age 0 Education 16 45.50 12.253 3.063
1 Control 16 48.19 11.232 2.808
c_age Carer age 0 Education 16 47.25 12.179 3.045
1 Control 15 45.33 10.952 2.828
illnesslength Length 0 Education 16 7.25 5.675 1.419
of illness (months) 1 Control 16 15.88 19.524 4881
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Independent Samples Test

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.

88.

gender Patient gender * group Group

Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) | Difference Difference Lower Upper
age Patient age Equal variances .008 930 -.647 30 523 2,688 4156 | -11.174 5.799
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed -.647 29.776 523 -2.688 4.156 -11.177 5.802
c_age Carer age Equal variances
assumed 463 502 460 29 649 1.917 4170 -6.612 10.446
Equal variances 461 28.955 648 1917 4155 -6.583 10.416
not assumed
illnesslength Length Equal variances
of illness (months) assumed 12,510 .001 -1.697 30 .100 -8.625 5.083 -19.006 1.756
Equal variances
not assumed -1.697 17.516 .107 -8.625 5.083 -19.325 2.075
transplant Transplant Type * group Group
Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
transplant Transplant 0 Autologous 6 2 8
Type 1 Allogeneic 11 14 25
Total 17 16 33
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2.332P 1 127
Continuity Correctior? 1.256 1 .262
Likelihood Ratio 2.424 1 .120
Fisher's Exact Test .225 131
Linear-by-Linear
L 2.261 1 .133
Association
N of Valid Cases 33
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Crosstab

Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
gender Patient 0 Male 9 12 21
gender 1 Female 7 4 11
Total 16 16 32
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.

Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1.247° 1 .264
Continuity Correctior? .554 1 457
Likelihood Ratio 1.259 1 .262
Fisher's Exact Test .458 .229
N of Valid Cases 32

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.
50.

ethnicity Patient ethnicity * group Group

Crosstab

Count
group Group

0 Education | 1 Control Total
ethnicity 0 Caucasian 13 13 26
Patient 1 Asian 3 0 3
ethnicity 2 Hispanic 0

3 Other 0 1 1

Total 16 16 32
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 6.0002 3 112
Likelihood Ratio 8.318 3 .040
s Al I I
N of Valid Cases 32

a. 6 cells (75.0%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is .50.

diagnosis lliness diagnosis * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
diagnosis 1 Leukemia 9 10 19
liness 2 Lymphoma 3 3 6
diagnosis 3 Multiple Myloma 3 1 4
4 Myleodysplastic
Syndrome L 2 3
Total 16 16 32
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1.3862 3 .709
Likelihood Ratio 1.439 3 .696
Linear-by-Linear
Association 030 L 863
N of Valid Cases 32

a. 6 cells (75.0%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is 1.50.

illnesslength Length of iliness (months) * group Grop
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Crosstab

Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
illnesslength 1 1 0 1
Length of 2 1 0 1
illness
3 2 4 6
months
( ) 4 2 2 4
5 1 1 2
6 1 1 2
7 1 1 2
8 2 1 3
9 2 1 3
10 1 0 1
12 1 0 1
21 0 1 1
25 1 1 2
33 0 1 1
54 0 1 1
66 0 1 1
Total 16 16 32
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 9.3332 15 .859
Likelihood Ratio 12.450 15 .645
Linear-by-Linear
Association 2.715 1 099
N of Valid Cases 32
a. 32 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is .50.
marital Patient marital status * group Group
Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
marital Patient 1 Married/De Facto 15 15 30
marital status 2 Single 1 1 2
Total 16 16 32
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .00QP 1 1.000
Continuity Correctior? .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .000 1 1.000
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .758
Associaton | 000 ) 1.000
N of Valid Cases 32

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.

00.

occupation Occupational backgrounds * group Group

a. 14 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is .50.

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
occupation 1 1 0 1
Occupational  Managers/Administrators
backgrounds 2 professionals 4 5 9
3 Associate
Professionals 1 2 3
4 Tradespersons and 3 5 8
related workers
5 Advanced clerical and 5 1 3
service workers
6 Intermediate clerical,
sales and service 3 3 6
workers
7 Intermediate production
and transport workers 2 0 2
Total 16 16 32
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4.2782 6 .639
Likelihood Ratio 5.455 6 487
Linear-by-Linear
Association 512 1 474
N of Valid Cases 32
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working Patient currently working * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
working Patient 0 Yes 5 4 9
currently working 1 No 10 11 21
2 Retired 1 1 2
Total 16 16 32
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .1592 2 .924
Likelihood Ratio .159 2 .924
Linear-by-Linear
Association 102 L 749
N of Valid Cases 32

a. 4 cells (66.7%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is 1.00.

children Patient has children * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
children Patient 0 No 1 1 2
has children 1 Yes 15 15 30
Total 16 16 32
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .00QP 1 1.000
Continuity Correctior? .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .000 1 1.000
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .758
Associaton | 000 ) 1.000
N of Valid Cases 32

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.

00.

depchildren Dependent children * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education [ 1 Control Total
depchildren Dependent 0 Yes 9 10 19
children 1 No 7 6 13
Total 16 16 32
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.

Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .130P 1 719
Continuity Correctior? .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .130 1 719
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .500
Linear-by-Linear
Association 126 L 123
N of Valid Cases 32

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6.

50.

c_gender Carer gender * group Group

171



Crosstab

Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
c_gender Carer 0 male 6 4 10
gender 1 female 10 11 21
Total 16 15 31
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 416P 1 519
Continuity Correctior? .068 1 .795
Likelihood Ratio 418 1 518
Fisher's Exact Test .704 .398
i S BRSBTS
N of Valid Cases 31

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 4.
84.

c_ethnicity Carer ethnicity * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total

c_ethnicity 0 Caucasian 14 12 26
Carer ethnicity 1 Asian 2 0 2

2 Hispanic 0 2 2

3 Other 0 1 1
Total 16 15 31
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 5.1272 3 .163
Likelihood Ratio 7.053 3 .070
N of Valid Cases 31

a. 6 cells (75.0%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is .48.

c_marital Carer marital status * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education [ 1 Control Total
c_marital Carer 1 Married/De Facto 14 13 27
marital status 2 Single 2 2 4
Total 16 15 31
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .005P 1 .945
Continuity Correctior? .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .005 1 .945
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .675
Linear-by-Linear
Association 005 1 946
N of Valid Cases 31

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.

94.

c_occupation Carer occupational background * group Group
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Crosstab

Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
c_occupation 2 Professionals 6 4 10
Carer 3 Associate
occupational  professionals 1 3 4
background 5 Advanced clerical and 5 0 5
service workers
6 Intermediate clerical,
sales and service 3 2 5
workers
7 Intermediate
production and transport 1 2 3
workers
8 Elementary clerical,
sales, and service 1 0 1
workers
9 Labourers and related
workers 0 1 1
10 Unemployed/Pension 2 3 5
Total 16 15 31
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 6.1072 7 527
Likelihood Ratio 7.705 7 .359
Linear-by-Linear
Association -299 1 585
N of Valid Cases 31

a. 15 cells (93.8%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is .48.

¢_working Carer currently working * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education [ 1 Control Total

c_working Carer 0 Yes 13 8 21
currently working 1 No 2 7

2 Retired 1 0 1
Total 16 15 31
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 49412 2 .085
Likelihood Ratio 5.498 2 .064
Pl IEETY Y 2
N of Valid Cases 31

a. 4 cells (66.7%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected count is .48.

c_children Carer has children * group Group

Crosstab
Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
c_children Carer 0 No 0 2 2
has children 1 Yes 16 13 29
Total 16 15 31
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2.280P 1 131
Continuity Correctior? .606 1 436
Likelihood Ratio 3.051 1 .081
Fisher's Exact Test .226 226
Linear-by-Linear
Association 2207 L 137
N of Valid Cases 31

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .
97.

c_depchildren Dependent children * group Group
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Crosstab

Count
group Group
0 Education | 1 Control Total
c_depchildren 0 Yes 9 9 18
Dependent children 1 No 7 6 13
Total 16 15 31
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .045b .833
Continuity Correctior? .000 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .045 .832
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 561
Linear-by-Linear
Association 043 835
N of Valid Cases 31

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5.

29.

Reliability Scale: Knowledge Questionnaire

Case Processing Summary

N %
Cases Valid 31 96.9
Excluded® 1 3.1
Total 32 100.0

a. Listwise deletion based on all
variables in the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's
Alpha

N of Items

672

20

The minimum expected count is 6.
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Item Statistics

Mean Std. Deviation
k1 4.4516 1.12068 31
k2 4.0645 1.34004 31
k4 4.0645 1.23654 31
k7 4.7097 .58842 31
k8 4.2258 1.20304 31
k9 3.8710 1.23131 31
k10 4.4839 1.02862 31
k12 4.8065 54279 31
k14 3.8710 1.31001 31
k15 4.0323 1.04830 31
k16 3.9677 1.11007 31
k17 4.0000 1.31656 31
k18 4.9355 .24973 31
k19 4.2581 .89322 31
k20 3.6452 1.51764 31
Rk3 Reverse Score k3 3.6452 1.33037 31
Rk5 Reverse Score k5 2.9355 1.94826 31
Rk6 Reverse Score k6 2.7742 1.49910 31
Rk11l Reverse Score k11 3.5484 1.50197 31
Rk13 Reverse Score k13 4.2903 1.07062 31

ltem-Total Statistics
Scale Corrected Cronbach's

Scale Mean if Variance if Item-Total Alpha if ltem

Item Deleted Item Deleted Correlation Deleted
k1 76.1290 75.383 .240 .661
k2 76.5161 70.925 .381 .645
k4 76.5161 79.258 .024 .684
k7 75.8710 79.383 .152 .669
k8 76.3548 69.503 517 .631
k9 76.7097 77.280 117 675
k10 76.0968 74.557 321 .654
k12 75.7742 76.581 .468 .654
k14 76.7097 74.346 .233 .662
k15 76.5484 80.389 -.009 .684
k16 76.6129 72.445 404 .645
k17 76.5806 76.585 .130 674
k18 75.6452 80.437 .183 671
k19 76.3226 72.292 .542 .638
k20 76.9355 67.462 463 .632
Rk3 Reverse Score k3 76.9355 70.396 .410 .641
Rk5 Reverse Score k5 77.6452 65.370 .386 .642
Rk6 Reverse Score k6 77.8065 76.561 .096 .681
Rk11l Reverse Score k11 77.0323 74.499 .176 671
Rk13 Reverse Score k13 76.2903 79.480 .036 .680

Scale Statistics

Mean

Variance Std. Deviation

N of Items

80.5806

81.318 9.01766

20
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Group Statistics

Std. Error

group Group N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
transplant Transplant 0 Education 17 .65 493 119
Type 1 Control 16 .88 .342 .085
gender Patient gender 0 Education 16 44 512 128
1 Control 16 .25 447 112
age Patient age 0 Education 16 45.50 12.253 3.063
1 Control 16 48.19 11.232 2.808
ethnicity Patient ethnicity 0 Education 16 .19 .403 .101
1 Control 16 .44 .964 .241
diagnosis lliness 0 Education 16 1.75 1.000 .250
diagnosis 1 Control 16 1.69 1.078 .270
illnesslength Length of 0 Education 16 7.25 5.675 1.419
iliness (months) 1 Control 16 15.88 19.524 4.881
marital Patient marital 0 Education 16 1.06 .250 .063
status 1 Control 16 1.06 .250 .063
occupation Occupational 0 Education 16 4.13 1.962 491
backgrounds 1 Control 16 3.69 1.493 .373
working Patient currently 0 Education 16 .75 577 144
working 1 Control 16 .81 .544 .136
children Patient has 0 Education 16 .94 .250 .063
children 1 Control 16 .94 .250 .063
depchildren Dependent 0 Education 16 44 512 .128
children 1 Control 16 .38 .500 .125
accessinfo Patient 0 Education 16 13 342 .085
accessed information 1 Control 16 .06 .250 .063
satinfo Patient 0 Education 11 .00 .000 .000
satisfaction with 1 Control 15 13 .352 .091
relationship Relationship 0 Education 17 .24 752 .182
between patient and carer 1 Control 16 .25 775 .194
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Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for
quality of Variance| t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean |Std. Error Difference

F Sig. t df ig. (2-tailedDifferenceDifference| Lower | Upper
tTr;a,;:plam Transplar Ei’ji]\;zria"c 10963 | .002 | -1.535 31 135 | -228| 148| -531| 075
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 1552 | 28.570 132 | -228| 147| -528| 073
gender Patient genc Ei’j;gia"c 4061 | 053 1.103 30 279| 188| 170| -160| 535
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 1.103 | 29.462 279| 188| .170| -160| 535
age Patient age Ei’j;gia"c 008 | 930 -647 30 523 | -2688| 4.156|-11.174 | 5799
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f -647 | 29.776 523 | 2688 | 4.156 |-11.177 | 5.802
ethnicity Patient eth Ei’j;gia"c 5823 | .022| -957 30 346 | -250| 261| -783| 283
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f -957 | 20.091 350 | -250| 261| -795| 295
3:23’,}22:2 liness Eg:ﬁ]gianc 006 | .937| .170 30 866| .063| 368| -688| .813
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 170 | 29.832 866| .063| 368| -688| .813
:::ngz'ﬁr’;%ﬁhgf”g‘“ Eg:ﬂ]gia"c 12510 | .001 | -1.697 30 100 | -8625| 5.083|-19.006 | 1.756
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 1,697 | 17.516 107 | -8625| 5.083|-19.325 | 2075
marital Patient marit Equal variand 000 | 1.000 000 20 1000 000 058 o1 o1

status assumed
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 000 | 30.000 1.000| .000| .088| -181| .181
E‘;ﬁ‘,ﬁgf;t’:df cclipat Eg:ﬁ]gianc 1711 201| 710 30 483 | 438| 616| -821| 1696
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 710 | 28.009 484 | 438| 616| -825| 1.700
m;t::g Patient curr Eg:ﬁ]\;zrianc 286 | 597 | -315 30 755 | -063| 198 | -467| 342
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f -315 | 29.894 755 | -063| 198 | -468| 343
2:::3;2: Patient has Eg:ﬁ]\;zrianc 000 | 1.000| .000 30 1.000| .000| .088| -181| .181
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 000 | 30.000 1.000| .000| .088| -181| .181
‘c’ﬁi‘fj:‘ei',?’e” Depenc Eg:ﬁ]gianc 446 | 510 | 349 30 729  063| 179| -303| 428
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 349 | 29.982 729  063| 179| -303| 428
Zﬁﬁﬁiﬁg‘j‘fnﬁf‘fa”;o, Eg:ﬁ]gianc 1454 | 237 591 30 559 | .063| .106| -154| 279
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f 591 | 27.488 560 | .063| .106| -154| 279
z::g:g;;::,’:h Eg:ﬁ]gianc 8727 | 007 | -1.250 24 223| -133| 107| -354| 087
information ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f -1.468 | 14.000 164 | -133| 091| -328| 062
L‘ﬂﬁ,‘jg;‘j*;jgtis,ﬁ'zﬂ‘j,' Eg:ﬁ]\;zrianc 011| .919| -055 31 956 | -015| .266| -557| 527
ﬁ;‘t“j;vj,’nii’(‘f -055 | 30.742 956 | -015| .266| -558| 528

179



Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for

Equality of Variances|

t-test for Equality of Means

95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean | Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed)| Difference | Difference| Lower Upper
c_gender Carer gende Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance 1.550 .223 -.628 29 .535 -.108 173 -.461 .245
Egyizﬁ:g&ce -.630 | 28.987 .534 -.108 172 -.460 .244
c_age Carer age Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance 463 .502 460 29 .649 1.917 4.170 -6.612 | 10.446
Egtuglszl?:g&ce 461 | 28.955 .648 1.917 4.155 -6.583 | 10.416
c_ethnicity Carer ethn Eg;ﬂ]giance 9.846 | .004 | -1.301 29 203 |  -342 263 | -879| 195
Egyizﬁ:@:}ce -1.267 | 17.098 222 -.342 .270 -.910 227
gt_ar;nuasrital Carer marite Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance .018 .894 -.067 29 .947 -.008 125 -.263 .246
Egtuglszl?:g&ce -.067 | 28.733 .947 -.008 125 -.263 247
gggﬁ;zgggglnbgcakrgrrow Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance 774 .386 -.540 29 .593 -.592 1.096 -2.832 1.649
Egtuglszl?:g&ce -.538 | 28.070 .595 -.592 1.100 -2.844 1.661
\(,:v_ovrvﬁ:gng Carer curre Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance 792 .381 -1.099 29 .281 -.217 197 -.620 .187
Egyizﬁ:@:}ce -1.103 | 28.942 .279 -.217 .196 -.619 .185
gﬁﬁgilgr:en Carer has Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance 12.865 .001 1.517 29 .140 133 .088 -.046 .313
Egtuglszl?:g&ce 1.468 | 14.000 .164 133 .091 -.062 .328
C_depchildren. Equal variance .162 .690 .205 29 .839 .038 .183 -.337 412
Dependent children assumed
Egtuglszl?:g&ce .205 | 28.908 .839 .038 .183 -.337 412
;Egggzzzi?r:?or%ﬁ;n Egsl.ll?rln\:;riance .018 .894 -.067 29 .947 -.008 125 -.263 .246
Egyizﬁ:@:}ce -.067 | 28.733 .947 -.008 125 -.263 247
g;ﬁ;‘;gi‘;oﬁﬁ[] Eg;ﬂ]giance 871| 360 | -.457 24 652 |  -.060 130 | -328| 209
informaton Egtuglszl?:g&ce -.465 | 23.889 .646 -.060 .128 -.324 .205
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
Percent Percent N Percent
g:t?e%ti';udi: gender 32 97.0% 1 3.0% 33 100.0%
g(ra?:j%re‘g;:s:g(;der 3 93.9% 2 6.1% 33 100.0%
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group Group * gender Patient gender Crosstabulati  on
Count
gender Patient gender
0 Male 1 Female Total
group 0 Education 9 7 16
Group 1 Control 12 4 16
Total 21 11 32

group Group * c_gender Carer gender Crosstabulati  on

Count
c_gender Carer
gender
0 male 1 female Total
group 0 Education 6 10 16
Group 1 Control 4 11 15
Total 10 21 31

Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 Distress
2 Distress2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation
Distress Distress 0 Education 3.33 2.440 15
thermometer (baseline) 1 Control 4.47 2.446 15
Total 3.90 2.468 30
Distress2 Distress 0 Education 4.13 3.182 15
thermometer (time 2) 1 Control 5.00 1.773 15
Total 4.57 2.569 30
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .004 1002 1.000 27.000 754 .004
Wilks' Lambda .996 .1002 1.000 27.000 754 .004
Hotelling's Trace .004 .1002 1.000 27.000 .754 .004
Roy's Largest Root .004 .1002 1.000 27.000 754 .004
time * transplant Pillai's Trace .063 1.8202 1.000 27.000 .189 .063
Wilks' Lambda .937 1.8202 1.000 27.000 .189 .063
Hotelling's Trace .067 1.8202 1.000 27.000 .189 .063
Roy's Largest Root .067 1.8202 1.000 27.000 .189 .063
time * group Pillai's Trace .014 .3882 1.000 27.000 .538 .014
Wilks' Lambda .986 .3882 1.000 27.000 .538 .014
Hotelling's Trace .014 .3882 1.000 27.000 .538 .014
Roy's Largest Root .014 .3882 1.000 27.000 .538 .014
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °
Measure: MEASURE 1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 . 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE 1

Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .164 1 .164 .100 .754 .004
Greenhouse-Geisser 164 1.000 .164 .100 .754 .004
Huynh-Feldt .164 1.000 .164 .100 754 .004
Lower-bound .164 1.000 .164 .100 754 .004
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 2.972 1 2.972 1.820 .189 .063
Greenhouse-Geisser 2.972 1.000 2.972 1.820 .189 .063
Huynh-Feldt 2.972 1.000 2.972 1.820 .189 .063
Lower-bound 2.972 1.000 2.972 1.820 .189 .063
time * group Sphericity Assumed .634 1 .634 .388 .538 .014
Greenhouse-Geisser .634 1.000 .634 .388 .538 .014
Huynh-Feldt .634 1.000 .634 .388 .538 .014
Lower-bound .634 1.000 .634 .388 .538 .014
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 44.095 27 1.633
Greenhouse-Geisser 44.095 27.000 1.633
Huynh-Feldt 44.095 27.000 1.633
Lower-bound 44.095 27.000 1.633
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type 11l Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .164 1 164 .100 754 .004
time * transplant  Linear 2.972 1 2.972 1.820 .189 .063
time * group Linear .634 1 .634 .388 .538 .014
Error(time) Linear 44.095 27 1.633
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type 11l Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 266.348 1 266.348 23.843 .000 469
transplant 4.119 1 4.119 .369 .549 .013
group 17.281 1 17.281 1.547 224 .054
Error 301.615 27 11.171

Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 conseq
2 Conseq2
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Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation
conseq How much 0 Education 7.47 2.100 15
does your illness 1 Control 7.47 2.100 15
affect your life?
y Total 7.47 2.063 30
Conseq2 How much 0 Education 7.33 2.350 15
does your iliness
your it 1 Control 7.80 1.612 15
affect your life?
Total 7.57 1.995 30
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .010 .2632 1.000 27.000 .612 .010
Wilks' Lambda .990 .2632 1.000 27.000 .612 .010
Hotelling's Trace .010 .2632 1.000 27.000 .612 .010
Roy's Largest Root .010 .2632 1.000 27.000 .612 .010
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .018 4943 1.000 27.000 .488 .018
Wilks' Lambda .982 .4942 1.000 27.000 .488 .018
Hotelling's Trace .018 4942 1.000 27.000 .488 .018
Roy's Largest Root .018 4942 1.000 27.000 .488 .018
time * group Pillai's Trace .009 .2443 1.000 27.000 .626 .009
Wilks' Lambda 991 .2443 1.000 27.000 .626 .009
Hotelling's Trace .009 .2443 1.000 27.000 .626 .009
Roy's Largest Root .009 .2443 1.000 27.000 .626 .009
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °
Measure: MEASURE 1
Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in

the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE_ 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .560 1 .560 .263 .612 .010
Greenhouse-Geisser .560 1.000 .560 .263 .612 .010
Huynh-Feldt .560 1.000 .560 .263 .612 .010
Lower-bound .560 1.000 .560 .263 .612 .010
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 1.052 1 1.052 494 488 .018
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.052 1.000 1.052 494 488 .018
Huynh-Feldt 1.052 1.000 1.052 494 488 .018
Lower-bound 1.052 1.000 1.052 494 488 .018
time * group Sphericity Assumed 519 1 519 244 .626 .009
Greenhouse-Geisser 519 1.000 519 244 .626 .009
Huynh-Feldt .519 1.000 .519 .244 .626 .009
Lower-bound .519 1.000 .519 .244 .626 .009
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 57.481 27 2.129
Greenhouse-Geisser 57.481 27.000 2.129
Huynh-Feldt 57.481 27.000 2.129
Lower-bound 57.481 27.000 2.129
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square Sig. Squared
time Linear .560 1 .560 .263 .612 .010
time * transplant  Linear 1.052 1 1.052 494 .488 .018
time * group Linear .519 1 .519 .244 .626 .009
Error(time) Linear 57.481 27 2.129
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 713.155 1 713.155 108.466 .000 .801
transplant 1.143 1.143 174 .680 .006
group 1.143 1.143 174 .680 .006
Error 177.523 27 6.575
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Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 Timeline
2 Timeline2

Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group 0 Education
Group 1 Control

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
Timeline How long 0 Education 4.20 2.597 15
do you think your 1 Control 4.21 3.239 14
illness will cont. Total 4.21 2871 29
Timeline2 How long 0 Education 4.80 2.042 15
do you think your 1 Control 5.71 2.614 14
illness will cont.
Total 5.24 2.340 29
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .009 .2332 1.000 26.000 .633 .009
Wilks' Lambda 991 .2332 1.000 26.000 .633 .009
Hotelling's Trace .009 .2332 1.000 26.000 .633 .009
Roy's Largest Root .009 .2332 1.000 26.000 .633 .009
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace 134 4.0312 1.000 26.000 .055 134
Wilks' Lambda .866 4.0312 1.000 26.000 .055 134
Hotelling's Trace .155 4.0312 1.000 26.000 .055 134
Roy's Largest Root .155 4.0312 1.000 26.000 .055 .134
time * group Pillai's Trace .032 .8592 1.000 26.000 .363 .032
Wilks' Lambda .968 .8592 1.000 26.000 .363 .032
Hotelling's Trace .033 .8592 1.000 26.000 .363 .032
Roy's Largest Root .033 .8592 1.000 26.000 .363 .032

a. Exact statistic
b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group

Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE_1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P

Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE _1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .440 1 440 .233 .633 .009
Greenhouse-Geisser 440 1.000 440 .233 .633 .009
Huynh-Feldt 440 1.000 440 .233 .633 .009
Lower-bound 440 1.000 440 .233 .633 .009
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 7.591 1 7.591 4.031 .055 134
Greenhouse-Geisser 7.591 1.000 7.591 4.031 .055 134
Huynh-Feldt 7.591 1.000 7.591 4.031 .055 134
Lower-bound 7.591 1.000 7.591 4.031 .055 134
time * group Sphericity Assumed 1.617 1 1.617 .859 .363 .032
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.617 1.000 1.617 .859 .363 .032
Huynh-Feldt 1.617 1.000 1.617 .859 .363 .032
Lower-bound 1.617 1.000 1.617 .859 .363 .032
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 48.959 26 1.883
Greenhouse-Geisser 48.959 26.000 1.883
Huynh-Feldt 48.959 26.000 1.883
Lower-bound 48.959 26.000 1.883
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 440 440 .233 .633 .009
time * transplant ~ Linear 7.591 7.591 4.031 .055 134
time * group Linear 1.617 1.617 .859 .363 .032
Error(time) Linear 48.959 26 1.883
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE_1

Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 236.110 236.110 19.149 .000 424
transplant .878 .878 .071 .792 .003
group 2.570 1 2.570 .208 .652 .008
Error 320.586 26 12.330
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE_1
Dependent
time Variable
1 Perscont
2 Perscont2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group O Education 15
Group 3 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
Perscont How much 0 Education 2.73 2.685 15
control do you have 1 Control 3.00 3.381 15
over your illness Total 287 3.003 30
Perscont2 How much 0 Education 3.47 2.031 15
control do'you have 1 Control 3.03 3.262 15
over your illness
Total 3.70 2.680 30
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .003 .0742 1.000 27.000 .788 .003
Wilks' Lambda .997 .0742 1.000 27.000 .788 .003
Hotelling's Trace .003 .0742 1.000 27.000 .788 .003
Roy's Largest Root .003 .0742 1.000 27.000 .788 .003
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .006 .1692 1.000 27.000 .684 .006
Wilks' Lambda .994 .1692 1.000 27.000 .684 .006
Hotelling's Trace .006 .1692 1.000 27.000 .684 .006
Roy's Largest Root .006 .1692 1.000 27.000 .684 .006
time * group Pillai's Trace .000 .0112 1.000 27.000 919 .000
Wilks' Lambda 1.000 .0112 1.000 27.000 .919 .000
Hotelling's Trace .000 .0112 1.000 27.000 .919 .000
Roy's Largest Root .000 .0112 1.000 27.000 .919 .000

a. Exact statistic
b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE _1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °

Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .366 1 .366 .074 .788 .003
Greenhouse-Geisser .366 1.000 .366 .074 .788 .003
Huynh-Feldt .366 1.000 .366 .074 .788 .003
Lower-bound .366 1.000 .366 .074 .788 .003
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed .840 1 .840 .169 .684 .006
Greenhouse-Geisser .840 1.000 .840 .169 .684 .006
Huynh-Feldt .840 1.000 .840 169 .684 .006
Lower-bound .840 1.000 .840 .169 .684 .006
time * group Sphericity Assumed .053 1 .053 .011 919 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser .053 1.000 .053 .011 919 .000
Huynh-Feldt .053 1.000 .053 .011 919 .000
Lower-bound .053 1.000 .053 .011 .919 .000
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 134.093 27 4.966
Greenhouse-Geisser 134.093 27.000 4.966
Huynh-Feldt 134.093 27.000 4.966
Lower-bound 134.093 27.000 4.966
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .366 1 .366 .074 .788 .003
time * transplant  Linear .840 1 .840 .169 .684 .006
time * group Linear .053 1 .053 .011 .919 .000
Error(time) Linear 134.093 27 4.966
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 327.478 1 327.478 32.231 .000 .544
transplant 58.333 1 58.333 5.741 .024 175
group 7.146 1 7.146 .703 409 .025
Error 274.333 27 10.160
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Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 Txcont
2 Txcont2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
Txcont How much do 0 Education 8.73 1.751 15
you think your treatment 1 Control 9.00 1.648 15
can help your illness? Total 8.87 1.676 30
Txcont2 How muchdo 0 Education 8.00 1.773 15
you think your.treatment 1 Control 9.20 1.146 15
can help your illness?
Total 8.60 1.589 30
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .009 .2582 1.000 27.000 .616 .009
Wilks' Lambda 991 .2582 1.000 27.000 .616 .009
Hotelling's Trace .010 .2582 1.000 27.000 .616 .009
Roy's Largest Root .010 .2582 1.000 27.000 .616 .009
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .036 1.0222 1.000 27.000 .321 .036
Wilks' Lambda .964 1.0222 1.000 27.000 .321 .036
Hotelling's Trace .038 1.0222 1.000 27.000 321 .036
Roy's Largest Root .038 1.0222 1.000 27.000 .321 .036
time * group Pillai's Trace .099 2.9812 1.000 27.000 .096 .099
Wilks' Lambda .901 2.9812 1.000 27.000 .096 .099
Hotelling's Trace 110 2.9812 1.000 27.000 .096 .099
Roy's Largest Root 110 2.9812 1.000 27.000 .096 .099

a. Exact statistic
b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group

Within Subjects Design: time
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Mauchly's Test of Sphericity b

Measure: MEASURE _1
Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in

the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .337 1 .337 .258 .616 .009
Greenhouse-Geisser .337 1.000 .337 .258 .616 .009
Huynh-Feldt .337 1.000 .337 .258 .616 .009
Lower-bound .337 1.000 .337 .258 .616 .009
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 1.338 1 1.338 1.022 321 .036
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.338 1.000 1.338 1.022 321 .036
Huynh-Feldt 1.338 1.000 1.338 1.022 321 .036
Lower-bound 1.338 1.000 1.338 1.022 321 .036
time * group Sphericity Assumed 3.900 1 3.900 2.981 .096 .099
Greenhouse-Geisser 3.900 1.000 3.900 2.981 .096 .099
Huynh-Feldt 3.900 1.000 3.900 2.981 .096 .099
Lower-bound 3.900 1.000 3.900 2.981 .096 .099
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 35.329 27 1.308
Greenhouse-Geisser 35.329 27.000 1.308
Huynh-Feldt 35.329 27.000 1.308
Lower-bound 35.329 27.000 1.308
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .337 1 .337 .258 .616 .009
time * transplant  Linear 1.338 1 1.338 1.022 .321 .036
time * group Linear 3.900 1 3.900 2.981 .096 .099
Error(time) Linear 35.329 27 1.308
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Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 754.418 1 754.418 205.281 .000 .884
transplant 7.440 1 7.440 2.025 .166 .070
group 5.503 1 5.503 1.497 232 .053
Error 99.226 27 3.675
General Linear Model
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 Identity
2 ident2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 14
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation
Identity How much do 0 Education 3.67 3.086 15
you exp symptoms 1 Control 4.86 2.931 14
from your iliness Total 424 3.020 29
ident2 How much do 0 Education 4.13 2.850 15
you exp Symptoms 1 Control 471 3.221 14
from your iliness ' '
Total 4.41 2.994 29
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .002 .0622 1.000 26.000 .805 .002
Wilks' Lambda .998 .0622 1.000 26.000 .805 .002
Hotelling's Trace .002 .0622 1.000 26.000 .805 .002
Roy's Largest Root .002 .0622 1.000 26.000 .805 .002
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .007 .1942 1.000 26.000 .663 .007
Wilks' Lambda .993 .1942 1.000 26.000 .663 .007
Hotelling's Trace .007 .1942 1.000 26.000 .663 .007
Roy's Largest Root .007 .1942 1.000 26.000 .663 .007
time * group Pillai's Trace .017 4412 1.000 26.000 .513 .017
Wilks' Lambda .983 4412 1.000 26.000 .513 .017
Hotelling's Trace .017 4412 1.000 26.000 .513 .017
Roy's Largest Root .017 4412 1.000 26.000 .513 .017
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P
Measure: MEASURE 1
Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .229 1 .229 .062 .805 .002
Greenhouse-Geisser .229 1.000 .229 .062 .805 .002
Huynh-Feldt 229 1.000 229 .062 .805 .002
Lower-bound 229 1.000 229 .062 .805 .002
time * transplant  Sphericity Assumed 717 1 717 .194 .663 .007
Greenhouse-Geisser 717 1.000 717 194 .663 .007
Huynh-Feldt 717 1.000 717 .194 .663 .007
Lower-bound 717 1.000 717 .194 .663 .007
time * group Sphericity Assumed 1.627 1 1.627 441 .513 .017
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.627 1.000 1.627 441 .513 .017
Huynh-Feldt 1.627 1.000 1.627 441 .513 .017
Lower-bound 1.627 1.000 1.627 441 .513 .017
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 96.007 26 3.693
Greenhouse-Geisser 96.007 26.000 3.693
Huynh-Feldt 96.007 26.000 3.693
Lower-bound 96.007 26.000 3.693
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Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 229 1 229 .062 .805 .002
time * transplant ~ Linear 717 1 717 194 .663 .007
time * group Linear 1.627 1 1.627 441 513 .017
Error(time) Linear 96.007 26 3.693
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 209.570 1 209.570 13.735 .001 .346
transplant 194 1 194 .013 911 .000
group 10.653 1 10.653 .698 411 .026
Error 396.720 26 15.258
General Linear Model
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 Concern
2 concern2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
Concern How concerned 0 Education 8.20 1.935 15
are you about your illness 1 Control 9.00 1.464 15
Total 8.60 1.734 30
concern2 How concerned 0 Education 7.33 2.127 15
are you about your illness 1 control 8.33 1.877 15
Total 7.83 2.036 30
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace 110 3.3382 1.000 27.000 .079 .110
Wilks' Lambda .890 3.3382 1.000 27.000 .079 .110
Hotelling's Trace 124 3.3382 1.000 27.000 .079 .110
Roy's Largest Root 124 3.3382 1.000 27.000 .079 .110
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .049 1.4002 1.000 27.000 .247 .049
Wilks' Lambda 951 1.4002 1.000 27.000 .247 .049
Hotelling's Trace .052 1.4002 1.000 27.000 .247 .049
Roy's Largest Root .052 1.4002 1.000 27.000 .247 .049
time * group Pillai's Trace .000 .0012 1.000 27.000 .980 .000
Wilks' Lambda 1.000 .0012 1.000 27.000 .980 .000
Hotelling's Trace .000 .0012 1.000 27.000 .980 .000
Roy's Largest Root .000 .0012 1.000 27.000 .980 .000
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group

Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE _1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 9.817 1 9.817 3.338 .079 .110
Greenhouse-Geisser 9.817 1.000 9.817 3.338 .079 110
Huynh-Feldt 9.817 1.000 9.817 3.338 .079 110
Lower-bound 9.817 1.000 9.817 3.338 .079 110
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 4.119 1 4.119 1.400 .247 .049
Greenhouse-Geisser 4.119 1.000 4.119 1.400 .247 .049
Huynh-Feldt 4.119 1.000 4.119 1.400 .247 .049
Lower-bound 4.119 1.000 4.119 1.400 247 .049
time * group Sphericity Assumed .002 1 .002 .001 .980 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser .002 1.000 .002 .001 .980 .000
Huynh-Feldt .002 1.000 .002 .001 .980 .000
Lower-bound .002 1.000 .002 .001 .980 .000
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 79.415 27 2.941
Greenhouse-Geisser 79.415 27.000 2.941
Huynh-Feldt 79.415 27.000 2.941
Lower-bound 79.415 27.000 2.941
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Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 9.817 1 9.817 3.338 .079 .110
time * transplant  Linear 4.119 1 4.119 1.400 247 .049
time * group Linear .002 1 .002 .001 .980 .000
Error(time) Linear 79.415 27 2.941

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 668.407 1 668.407 171.852 .000 .864
transplant 6.519 1 6.519 1.676 .206 .058
group 9.069 1 9.069 2.332 .138 .079
Error 105.015 27 3.889
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 underst
2 underst2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
underst How well do 0 Education 7.27 2.434 15
you feel you understand 1 Control 8.27 1.751 15
your iliness Total 7.77 2.144 30
underst2 How well do 0 Education 7.73 1.624 15
you feel you understand 1 Control 773 1.870 15
your illness

Total 7.73 1.721 30
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Multivariate Tests °

Partial Eta

Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared

time Pillai's Trace .030 .8228 1.000 27.000 .373 .030
Wilks' Lambda 970 .8222 1.000 27.000 .373 .030
Hotelling's Trace .030 .8228 1.000 27.000 .373 .030
Roy's Largest Root .030 .8222 1.000 27.000 .373 .030

time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .033 9242 1.000 27.000 .345 .033
Wilks' Lambda 967 9242 1.000 27.000 .345 .033
Hotelling's Trace .034 9242 1.000 27.000 .345 .033
Roy's Largest Root .034 9242 1.000 27.000 .345 .033

time * group Pillai's Trace .090 2.6772 1.000 27.000 .113 .090
Wilks' Lambda .910 2.6772 1.000 27.000 113 .090
Hotelling's Trace .099 2.6772 1.000 27.000 113 .090
Roy's Largest Root .099 2.6772 1.000 27.000 113 .090

a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P
Measure: MEASURE_ 1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE _1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 1.375 1 1.375 .822 .373 .030
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.375 1.000 1.375 .822 .373 .030
Huynh-Feldt 1.375 1.000 1.375 .822 .373 .030
Lower-bound 1.375 1.000 1.375 .822 .373 .030
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 1.547 1 1.547 .924 .345 .033
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.547 1.000 1.547 .924 .345 .033
Huynh-Feldt 1.547 1.000 1.547 924 .345 .033
Lower-bound 1.547 1.000 1.547 .924 .345 .033
time * group Sphericity Assumed 4.480 1 4.480 2.677 113 .090
Greenhouse-Geisser 4.480 1.000 4.480 2.677 113 .090
Huynh-Feldt 4.480 1.000 4.480 2.677 113 .090
Lower-bound 4.480 1.000 4.480 2.677 113 .090
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 45.186 27 1.674
Greenhouse-Geisser 45.186 27.000 1.674
Huynh-Feldt 45.186 27.000 1.674
Lower-bound 45.186 27.000 1.674
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Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Measure: MEASURE 1

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 1.375 1 1.375 .822 .373 .030
time * transplant  Linear 1.547 1 1.547 .924 .345 .033
time * group Linear 4.480 1 4.480 2.677 113 .090
Error(time) Linear 45.186 27 1.674

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 689.143 1 689.143 112.842 .000 .807
transplant .107 1 .107 .018 .896 .001
group 3.440 1 3.440 .563 459 .020
Error 164.893 27 6.107

Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
emotion How much 0 Education 6.13 2.134 15
does your illness 1 Control 6.80 2.274 15
affect you emotionally? Total 6.47 2193 30
emot2 How much 0 Education 5.87 2.503 15
does your iIInegs 1 Control 6.07 2282 15
affect you emotionally?

Total 5.97 2.356 30

Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .014 .3792 1.000 27.000 .543 .014
Wilks' Lambda .986 .3792 1.000 27.000 .543 .014
Hotelling's Trace .014 .3792 1.000 27.000 .543 .014
Roy's Largest Root .014 .3792 1.000 27.000 .543 .014
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .001 .0242 1.000 27.000 .879 .001
Wilks' Lambda .999 .0242 1.000 27.000 .879 .001
Hotelling's Trace .001 .0242 1.000 27.000 .879 .001
Roy's Largest Root .001 .0242 1.000 27.000 .879 .001
time * group Pillai's Trace .021 5752 1.000 27.000 455 .021
Wilks' Lambda 979 5752 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
Hotelling's Trace .021 5752 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
Roy's Largest Root .021 5752 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
a. Exact statistic
b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE 1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity ?

Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect| Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser | Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .490 1 .490 .379 .543 .014
Greenhouse-Geisser .490 1.000 .490 .379 .543 .014
Huynh-Feldt 490 1.000 490 .379 .543 .014
Lower-bound .490 1.000 490 .379 .543 .014
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed .030 1 .030 .024 .879 .001
Greenhouse-Geisser .030 1.000 .030 .024 .879 .001
Huynh-Feldt .030 1.000 .030 024 .879 .001
Lower-bound .030 1.000 .030 .024 .879 .001
time * group Sphericity Assumed 743 1 743 575 455 .021
Greenhouse-Geisser 743 1.000 743 .575 455 .021
Huynh-Feldt 743 1.000 743 575 .455 .021
Lower-bound 743 1.000 743 575 .455 .021
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 34.903 27 1.293
Greenhouse-Geisser 34.903 27.000 1.293
Huynh-Feldt 34.903 27.000 1.293
Lower-bound 34.903 27.000 1.293
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .490 1 .490 .379 .543 .014
time * transplant  Linear .030 1 .030 .024 .879 .001
time * group Linear 743 1 743 .575 455 .021
Error(time) Linear 34.903 27 1.293
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 508.314 1 508.314 52.804 .000 .662
transplant 1.950 1 1.950 .203 .656 .007
group 3.563 1 3.563 .370 .548 .014
Error 259.916 27 9.627
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Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 OverallSat
2 overalsat2

Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group 0 Education 14
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation
OverallSat Overall 0 Education 2.64 .745 14
satisfaction with 1 Control 2.87 516 15
information Total 2.76 636 29
overalsat2 Overall 0 Education 3.07 A75 14
_satisfact_ion with 1 Control 3.13 516 15
information
Total 3.10 489 29
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .010 .2682 1.000 26.000 .609 .010
Wilks' Lambda .990 .2682 1.000 26.000 .609 .010
Hotelling's Trace .010 .2682 1.000 26.000 .609 .010
Roy's Largest Root .010 .2682 1.000 26.000 .609 .010
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .033 .8802 1.000 26.000 .357 .033
Wilks' Lambda .967 .8802 1.000 26.000 .357 .033
Hotelling's Trace .034 .8802 1.000 26.000 .357 .033
Roy's Largest Root .034 .8802 1.000 26.000 .357 .033
time * group Pillai's Trace .028 7492 1.000 26.000 .395 .028
Wilks' Lambda .972 7492 1.000 26.000 .395 .028
Hotelling's Trace .029 7492 1.000 26.000 .395 .028
Roy's Largest Root .029 7492 1.000 26.000 .395 .028
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °
Measure: MEASURE _1
Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .052 1 .052 .268 .609 .010
Greenhouse-Geisser .052 1.000 .052 .268 .609 .010
Huynh-Feldt .052 1.000 .052 .268 .609 .010
Lower-bound .052 1.000 .052 .268 .609 .010
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 170 1 .170 .880 .357 .033
Greenhouse-Geisser .170 1.000 170 .880 357 .033
Huynh-Feldt 170 1.000 170 .880 357 .033
Lower-bound 170 1.000 170 .880 357 .033
time * group Sphericity Assumed 144 1 144 749 .395 .028
Greenhouse-Geisser 144 1.000 144 749 .395 .028
Huynh-Feldt 144 1.000 144 749 .395 .028
Lower-bound 144 1.000 144 749 .395 .028
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 5.011 26 .193
Greenhouse-Geisser 5.011 26.000 .193
Huynh-Feldt 5.011 26.000 193
Lower-bound 5.011 26.000 193
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .052 1 .052 .268 .609 .010
time * transplant  Linear .170 1 .170 .880 .357 .033
time * group Linear 144 1 144 .749 .395 .028
Error(time) Linear 5.011 26 .193
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 126.498 1 126.498 311.479 .000 .923
transplant 1.869 1 1.869 4.603 .041 .150
group .626 1 .626 1.541 .226 .056
Error 10.559 26 406
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 Knowl
2 Know2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group O Education 15
Group 1 Control 14
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Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
Knowl Patient 0 Education 77.5333 9.12506 15
knowledge (baseline) 1 Control 84.2143 8.48690 14
Total 80.7586 9.30689 29
Know2 Patient 0 Education 88.2667 8.83553 15
knowledge (time 2) 1 Control 82.7857 8.98870 14
Total 85.6207 9.18233 29
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace 341 13.4742 1.000 26.000 .001 .341
Wilks' Lambda .659 13.4742 1.000 26.000 .001 341
Hotelling's Trace 518 13.4742 1.000 26.000 .001 .341
Roy's Largest Root .518 13.4742 1.000 26.000 .001 .341
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace 125 3.7012 1.000 26.000 .065 125
Wilks' Lambda .875 3.7012 1.000 26.000 .065 125
Hotelling's Trace 142 3.7012 1.000 26.000 .065 .125
Roy's Largest Root 142 3.7012 1.000 26.000 .065 .125
time * group Pillai's Trace 521 28.2272 1.000 26.000 .000 .521
Wilks' Lambda 479 28.2272 1.000 26.000 .000 521
Hotelling's Trace 1.086 28.2272 1.000 26.000 .000 521
Roy's Largest Root 1.086 28.2272 1.000 26.000 .000 521
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity b
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect| Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser | Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000
Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Tests of Within-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 224.189 1 224.189 13.474 .001 .341
Greenhouse-Geisser 224.189 1.000 224.189 13.474 .001 341
Huynh-Feldt 224.189 1.000 224.189 13.474 .001 .341
Lower-bound 224.189 1.000 224.189 13.474 .001 .341
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 61.574 1 61.574 3.701 .065 125
Greenhouse-Geisser 61.574 1.000 61.574 3.701 .065 125
Huynh-Feldt 61.574 1.000 61.574 3.701 .065 125
Lower-bound 61.574 1.000 61.574 3.701 .065 .125
time * group Sphericity Assumed 469.669 1 469.669 28.227 .000 .521
Greenhouse-Geisser 469.669 1.000 469.669 28.227 .000 .521
Huynh-Feldt 469.669 1.000 469.669 28.227 .000 521
Lower-bound 469.669 1.000 469.669 28.227 .000 .521
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 432.607 26 16.639
Greenhouse-Geisser 432.607 26.000 16.639
Huynh-Feldt 432.607 26.000 16.639
Lower-bound 432.607 26.000 16.639

202



Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 224.189 1 224.189 13.474 .001 .341
time * transplant  Linear 61.574 1 61.574 3.701 .065 125
time * group Linear 469.669 1 469.669 28.227 .000 .521
Error(time) Linear 432.607 26 16.639
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 68781.188 1 68781.188 575.014 .000 .957
transplant 641.171 1 641.171 5.360 .029 171
group 2.594 1 2.594 .022 .884 .001
Error 3110.029 26 119.616
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 HADSA1
2 HADSA2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0O Education 15
Group 1 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
HADSA1 Patient 0 Education 6.8000 4.16104 15
anxiety (baseline) 1 Control 7.6000 4.79285 15
Total 7.2000 4.42875 30
HADSA2 Patient 0 Education 6.8000 4.49126 15
anxiety (time 2) 1 Control 7.7333 4.80278 15
Total 7.2667 4.59335 30
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta

Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared

time Pillai's Trace .007 .1992 1.000 27.000 .659 .007
Wilks' Lambda .993 .1992 1.000 27.000 .659 .007
Hotelling's Trace .007 .199? 1.000 27.000 .659 .007
Roy's Largest Root .007 .199% 1.000 27.000 .659 .007

time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .006 .1652 1.000 27.000 .687 .006
Wilks' Lambda .994 .165% 1.000 27.000 .687 .006
Hotelling's Trace .006 .165% 1.000 27.000 .687 .006
Roy's Largest Root .006 .1652 1.000 27.000 .687 .006

time * group Pillai's Trace .002 .063?2 1.000 27.000 .804 .002
Wilks' Lambda .998 .0632 1.000 27.000 .804 .002
Hotelling's Trace .002 .063?2 1.000 27.000 .804 .002
Roy's Largest Root .002 .063?2 1.000 27.000 .804 .002

a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an ide

ntity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .388 1 .388 .199 .659 .007
Greenhouse-Geisser .388 1.000 .388 .199 .659 .007
Huynh-Feldt .388 1.000 .388 199 .659 .007
Lower-bound .388 1.000 .388 .199 .659 .007
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed .322 1 .322 .165 .687 .006
Greenhouse-Geisser .322 1.000 .322 .165 .687 .006
Huynh-Feldt 322 1.000 322 .165 .687 .006
Lower-bound 322 1.000 322 .165 .687 .006
time * group Sphericity Assumed 122 1 122 .063 .804 .002
Greenhouse-Geisser 122 1.000 122 .063 .804 .002
Huynh-Feldt 122 1.000 122 .063 .804 .002
Lower-bound 122 1.000 122 .063 .804 .002
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 52.545 27 1.946
Greenhouse-Geisser 52.545 27.000 1.946
Huynh-Feldt 52.545 27.000 1.946
Lower-bound 52.545 27.000 1.946
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Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .388 1 .388 .199 .659 .007
time * transplant  Linear .322 1 .322 .165 .687 .006
time * group Linear 122 1 122 .063 .804 .002
Error(time) Linear 52.545 27 1.946
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 367.785 1 367.785 9.216 .005 .254
transplant 38.950 1 38.950 976 .332 .035
group 5.150 1 5.150 129 722 .005
Error 1077.516 27 39.908
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 HADSD1
2 HADSD2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
HADSD1 Patient 0 Education 6.0000 4.69042 15
depression (baseline) 1 Control 6.5333 3.37780 15
Total 6.2667 4.02521 30
HADSD2 Patient 0 Education 6.0000 5.35857 15
depression (time 2) 1 Control 5.6000 4.30614 15
Total 5.8000 4.78071 30
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .064 1.8612 1.000 27.000 .184 .064
Wilks' Lambda .936 1.8612 1.000 27.000 .184 .064
Hotelling's Trace .069 1.8612 1.000 27.000 .184 .064
Roy's Largest Root .069 1.8612 1.000 27.000 .184 .064
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .046 1.2982 1.000 27.000 .265 .046
Wilks' Lambda .954 1.298?2 1.000 27.000 .265 .046
Hotelling's Trace .048 1.2982 1.000 27.000 .265 .046
Roy's Largest Root .048 1.2982 1.000 27.000 .265 .046
time * group Pillai's Trace .033 .9082 1.000 27.000 .349 .033
Wilks' Lambda .967 .9082 1.000 27.000 .349 .033
Hotelling's Trace .034 .9082 1.000 27.000 .349 .033
Roy's Largest Root .034 .9082 1.000 27.000 .349 .033
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P
Measure: MEASURE 1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 10.157 1 10.157 1.861 .184 .064
Greenhouse-Geisser 10.157 1.000 10.157 1.861 .184 .064
Huynh-Feldt 10.157 1.000 10.157 1.861 .184 .064
Lower-bound 10.157 1.000 10.157 1.861 .184 .064
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 7.088 1 7.088 1.298 .265 .046
Greenhouse-Geisser 7.088 1.000 7.088 1.298 .265 .046
Huynh-Feldt 7.088 1.000 7.088 1.298 .265 .046
Lower-bound 7.088 1.000 7.088 1.298 .265 .046
time * group Sphericity Assumed 4.954 1 4.954 .908 .349 .033
Greenhouse-Geisser 4.954 1.000 4.954 .908 .349 .033
Huynh-Feldt 4.954 1.000 4.954 .908 .349 .033
Lower-bound 4.954 1.000 4.954 .908 .349 .033
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 147.379 27 5.458
Greenhouse-Geisser 147.379 27.000 5.458
Huynh-Feldt 147.379 27.000 5.458
Lower-bound 147.379 27.000 5.458
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 10.157 1 10.157 1.861 .184 .064
time * transplant  Linear 7.088 1 7.088 1.298 .265 .046
time * group Linear 4.954 1 4.954 .908 .349 .033
Error(time) Linear 147.379 27 5.458
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average

Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 639.298 1 639.298 18.201 .000 403
transplant 26.522 1 26.522 .755 .393 .027
group 1.239 1 1.239 .035 .852 .001
Error 948.345 27 35.124

Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 confidant
2 confidant2

Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
confidant Confidant 0 Education 20.1667 4.34111 15
support (baseline) 1 Control 22.0667 3.03472 15

Total 21.1167 3.80490 30
confidant2 Confidant 0 Education 11.3600 2.59031 15
support (time 2) 1 Control 12.4400 3.17058 15

Total 11.9000 2.89720 30

Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .595 39.6342 1.000 27.000 .000 .595
Wilks' Lambda .405 39.634% 1.000 27.000 .000 .595
Hotelling's Trace 1.468 39.6342 1.000 27.000 .000 .595
Roy's Largest Root 1.468 39.6342 1.000 27.000 .000 .595
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .003 .0712 1.000 27.000 792 .003
Wilks' Lambda .997 .0712 1.000 27.000 792 .003
Hotelling's Trace .003 .0712 1.000 27.000 792 .003
Roy's Largest Root .003 0712 1.000 27.000 792 .003
time * group Pillai's Trace .015 4168 1.000 27.000 .524 .015
Wilks' Lambda .985 4168 1.000 27.000 .524 .015
Hotelling's Trace .015 4168 1.000 27.000 .524 .015
Roy's Largest Root .015 4162 1.000 27.000 .524 .015
a. Exact statistic
b.

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE 1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °

Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 269.182 1 269.182 39.634 .000 .595
Greenhouse-Geisser 269.182 1.000 269.182 39.634 .000 .595
Huynh-Feldt 269.182 1.000 269.182 39.634 .000 .595
Lower-bound 269.182 1.000 269.182 39.634 .000 .595
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed .482 1 .482 .071 792 .003
Greenhouse-Geisser .482 1.000 .482 .071 .792 .003
Huynh-Feldt .482 1.000 .482 .071 .792 .003
Lower-bound .482 1.000 .482 .071 .792 .003
time * group Sphericity Assumed 2.827 1 2.827 416 524 .015
Greenhouse-Geisser 2.827 1.000 2.827 416 .524 .015
Huynh-Feldt 2.827 1.000 2.827 416 .524 .015
Lower-bound 2.827 1.000 2.827 416 .524 .015
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 183.378 27 6.792
Greenhouse-Geisser 183.378 27.000 6.792
Huynh-Feldt 183.378 27.000 6.792
Lower-bound 183.378 27.000 6.792
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE _1
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 269.182 1 269.182 39.634 .000 .595
time * transplant  Linear 482 1 482 .071 792 .003
time * group Linear 2.827 1 2.827 416 524 .015
Error(time) Linear 183.378 27 6.792
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 2946.046 1 2946.046 181.940 .000 .871
transplant 6.386 1 6.386 .394 .535 .014
group 27.761 1 27.761 1.714 .201 .060
Error 437.194 27 16.192
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Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE_ 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 affective
2 affective2

Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group O Education 15
Group 1 Control 15

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
affective Affective 0 Education 14.4667 .91548 15
support (baseline) 1 Control 14.5333 .91548 15
Total 14.5000 .90019 30
affective2 Affective 0 Education 13.3333 2.89499 15
support (time 2) 1 Control 14.7333 70373 15
Total 14.0333 2.18905 30
Multivariate Tests ®
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .087 2.5862 1.000 27.000 119 .087
Wilks' Lambda 913 2.5862 1.000 27.000 119 .087
Hotelling's Trace .096 2.5862 1.000 27.000 119 .087
Roy's Largest Root .096 2.5862 1.000 27.000 119 .087
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .053 1.5002 1.000 27.000 .231 .053
Wilks' Lambda .947 1.5002 1.000 27.000 .231 .053
Hotelling's Trace .056 1.5002 1.000 27.000 .231 .053
Roy's Largest Root .056 1.5002 1.000 27.000 .231 .053
time * group Pillai's Trace .069 2.0152 1.000 27.000 .167 .069
Wilks' Lambda 931 2.0152 1.000 27.000 167 .069
Hotelling's Trace .075 2.0152 1.000 27.000 167 .069
Roy's Largest Root .075 2.0152 1.000 27.000 167 .069
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in

the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.
b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 6.358 1 6.358 2.586 119 .087
Greenhouse-Geisser 6.358 1.000 6.358 2.586 119 .087
Huynh-Feldt 6.358 1.000 6.358 2.586 119 .087
Lower-bound 6.358 1.000 6.358 2.586 119 .087
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 3.688 1 3.688 1.500 .231 .053
Greenhouse-Geisser 3.688 1.000 3.688 1.500 .231 .053
Huynh-Feldt 3.688 1.000 3.688 1.500 .231 .053
Lower-bound 3.688 1.000 3.688 1.500 .231 .053
time * group Sphericity Assumed 4.954 1 4.954 2.015 167 .069
Greenhouse-Geisser 4.954 1.000 4.954 2.015 167 .069
Huynh-Feldt 4.954 1.000 4.954 2.015 167 .069
Lower-bound 4.954 1.000 4.954 2.015 167 .069
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 66.379 27 2.458
Greenhouse-Geisser 66.379 27.000 2.458
Huynh-Feldt 66.379 27.000 2.458
Lower-bound 66.379 27.000 2.458
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE_ 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 6.358 1 6.358 2.586 119 .087
time * transplant ~ Linear 3.688 1 3.688 1.500 231 .053
time * group Linear 4.954 1 4.954 2.015 .167 .069
Error(time) Linear 66.379 27 2.458
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 2063.078 1 2063.078 885.354 .000 .970
transplant 14.750 1 14.750 6.330 .018 .190
group 4.667 1 4.667 2.003 .168 .069
Error 62.916 27 2.330
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
Time Variable
1 Information
Satisfaction
2 Information
Sat2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 16
Group 1 Control 14
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Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
InformationSatisfaction 0 Education 2.6875 .55603 16
1 Control 2.9571 .56120 14
Total 2.8133 .56552 30
InformationSat2 0 Education 2.8875 49514 16
1 Control 29714 .70540 14
Total 2.9267 .59302 30
Multivariate Tests ©
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
Time Pillai's Trace .046 1.3562 1.000 28.000 .254 .046
Wilks' Lambda .954 1.3562 1.000 28.000 .254 .046
Hotelling's Trace .048 1.3562 1.000 28.000 .254 .046
Roy's Largest Root .048 1.3562 1.000 28.000 .254 .046
Time * group  Pillai's Trace .035 1.0192 1.000 28.000 321 .035
Wilks' Lambda .965 1.0192 1.000 28.000 321 .035
Hotelling's Trace .036 1.0192 1.000 28.000 321 .035
Roy's Largest Root .036 1.0192 1.000 28.000 321 .035
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity ©
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser | Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
Time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Sphericity Assumed 171 1 171 1.356 .254 .046
Greenhouse-Geisser 171 1.000 171 1.356 .254 .046
Huynh-Feldt 171 1.000 171 1.356 .254 .046
Lower-bound 171 1.000 171 1.356 .254 .046
Time * group  Sphericity Assumed 129 1 129 1.019 .321 .035
Greenhouse-Geisser 129 1.000 129 1.019 321 .035
Huynh-Feldt .129 1.000 129 1.019 321 .035
Lower-bound 129 1.000 129 1.019 321 .035
Error(Time) Sphericity Assumed 3.539 28 .126
Greenhouse-Geisser 3.539 28.000 .126
Huynh-Feldt 3.539 28.000 .126
Lower-bound 3.539 28.000 126
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Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source Time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Linear 171 1 171 1.356 .254 .046
Time *group  Linear 129 1 129 1.019 321 .035
Error(Time) Linear 3.539 28 126
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 494.040 1 494.040 901.810 .000 .970
group 467 1 467 .852 .364 .030
Error 15.339 28 .548
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
Time Variable
1 confidant
2 confidant2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
confidant Confidant 0 Education 20.1667 4.34111 15
support (baseline) 1 Control 22.0667 3.03472 15
Total 21.1167 3.80490 30
confidant2 Confidant 0 Education 11.3600 2.59031 15
support (time 2) 1 Control 12.4400 3.17058 15
Total 11.9000 2.89720 30
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta

Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared

Time Pillai's Trace .874 194.0492 1.000 28.000 .000 .874
Wilks' Lambda 126 194.0492 1.000 28.000 .000 .874
Hotelling's Trace 6.930 194.0492 1.000 28.000 .000 .874
Roy's Largest Root 6.930 194.0492 1.000 28.000 .000 .874

Time * group  Pillai's Trace .014 .3842 1.000 28.000 .540 .014
Wilks' Lambda .986 .3842 1.000 28.000 .540 .014
Hotelling's Trace .014 .3842 1.000 28.000 .540 .014
Roy's Largest Root .014 .3842 1.000 28.000 .540 .014

a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity b
Measure: MEASURE 1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
Time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b.

Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Sphericity Assumed 1274.204 1 1274.204 194.049 .000 .874
Greenhouse-Geisser 1274.204 1.000 1274.204 194.049 .000 .874
Huynh-Feldt 1274.204 1.000 1274.204 194.049 .000 .874
Lower-bound 1274.204 1.000 1274.204 194.049 .000 .874
Time * group  Sphericity Assumed 2.521 1 2.521 .384 .540 .014
Greenhouse-Geisser 2.521 1.000 2.521 .384 .540 .014
Huynh-Feldt 2.521 1.000 2.521 .384 .540 .014
Lower-bound 2.521 1.000 2.521 .384 .540 .014
Error(Time) Sphericity Assumed 183.859 28 6.566
Greenhouse-Geisser 183.859 28.000 6.566
Huynh-Feldt 183.859 28.000 6.566
Lower-bound 183.859 28.000 6.566
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source Time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Linear 1274.204 1 1274.204 194.049 .000 .874
Time *group  Linear 2.521 1 2.521 .384 .540 .014
Error(Time) Linear 183.859 28 6.566
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 16351.504 1 16351.504 | 1032.154 .000 974
group 33.302 1 33.302 2.102 .158 .070
Error 443,579 28 15.842
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
Time Variable
1 affective
2 affective2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group O Education 15
Group 1 Control 15
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
affective Affective 0 Education 14.4667 .91548 15
support (baseline) 1 Control 145333 .91548 15
Total 14.5000 .90019 30
affective2 Affective 0 Education 13.3333 2.89499 15
support (time 2) 1 Control 14.7333 .70373 15
Total 14.0333 2.18905 30
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
Time Pillai's Trace .045 1.3052 1.000 28.000 .263 .045
Wilks' Lambda .955 1.3052 1.000 28.000 .263 .045
Hotelling's Trace .047 1.3052 1.000 28.000 .263 .045
Roy's Largest Root .047 1.3052 1.000 28.000 .263 .045
Time * group  Pillai's Trace .087 2.6642 1.000 28.000 114 .087
Wilks' Lambda 913 2.6642 1.000 28.000 114 .087
Hotelling's Trace .095 2.6642 1.000 28.000 114 .087
Roy's Largest Root .095 2.6642 1.000 28.000 114 .087

a. Exact statistic

b.

Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time
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Measure: MEASURE 1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P

Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
Time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Sphericity Assumed 3.267 1 3.267 1.305 .263 .045
Greenhouse-Geisser 3.267 1.000 3.267 1.305 .263 .045
Huynh-Feldt 3.267 1.000 3.267 1.305 .263 .045
Lower-bound 3.267 1.000 3.267 1.305 .263 .045
Time * group  Sphericity Assumed 6.667 1 6.667 2.664 114 .087
Greenhouse-Geisser 6.667 1.000 6.667 2.664 114 .087
Huynh-Feldt 6.667 1.000 6.667 2.664 114 .087
Lower-bound 6.667 1.000 6.667 2.664 114 .087
Error(Time) Sphericity Assumed 70.067 28 2.502
Greenhouse-Geisser 70.067 28.000 2.502
Huynh-Feldt 70.067 28.000 2.502
Lower-bound 70.067 28.000 2.502
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source Time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Linear 3.267 1 3.267 1.305 .263 .045
Time * group  Linear 6.667 1 6.667 2.664 114 .087
Error(Time) Linear 70.067 28 2.502
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 12212.267 1 12212.267 | 4402.706 .000 .994
group 8.067 1 8.067 2.908 .099 .094
Error 77.667 28 2.774

Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE _1

Dependent
time Variable
1 CKnowl
2 CKnow?2
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Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N
group 0 Education 15
Group 1 Control 14

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
CKnowl Carer 0 Education 76.0667 6.71317 15
knowledge (baseline) 1 Control 81.8571 9.96808 14

Total 78.8621 8.79417 29
CKnow2 Carer 0 Education 84.8000 8.93788 15
knowledge (time 2) 1 Control 82.5000 10.46422 14

Total 83.6897 9.59949 29

Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta

Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared

time Pillai's Trace .016 4352 1.000 26.000 .515 .016
Wilks' Lambda .984 4352 1.000 26.000 .515 .016
Hotelling's Trace .017 4352 1.000 26.000 .515 .016
Roy's Largest Root .017 4352 1.000 26.000 .515 .016

time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .063 1.7592 1.000 26.000 .196 .063
Wilks' Lambda .937 1.7592 1.000 26.000 .196 .063
Hotelling's Trace .068 1.7592 1.000 26.000 .196 .063
Roy's Largest Root .068 1.7592 1.000 26.000 .196 .063

time * group Pillai's Trace .298 11.0332 1.000 26.000 .003 .298
Wilks' Lambda .702 11.0332 1.000 26.000 .003 .298
Hotelling's Trace 424 11.0332 1.000 26.000 .003 .298
Roy's Largest Root 424 11.0332 1.000 26.000 .003 .298

a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity °
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon?
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
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Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE 1

Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 10.942 1 10.942 435 .515 .016
Greenhouse-Geisser 10.942 1.000 10.942 435 .515 .016
Huynh-Feldt 10.942 1.000 10.942 435 515 .016
Lower-bound 10.942 1.000 10.942 .435 515 .016
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 44.246 1 44.246 1.759 .196 .063
Greenhouse-Geisser 44.246 1.000 44.246 1.759 .196 .063
Huynh-Feldt 44.246 1.000 44.246 1.759 .196 .063
Lower-bound 44.246 1.000 44.246 1.759 .196 .063
time * group Sphericity Assumed 277.458 1 277.458 11.033 .003 .298
Greenhouse-Geisser 277.458 1.000 277.458 11.033 .003 .298
Huynh-Feldt 277.458 1.000 277.458 11.033 .003 .298
Lower-bound 277.458 1.000 277.458 11.033 .003 .298
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 653.828 26 25.147
Greenhouse-Geisser 653.828 26.000 25.147
Huynh-Feldt 653.828 26.000 25.147
Lower-bound 653.828 26.000 25.147
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 10.942 1 10.942 435 .515 .016
time * transplant  Linear 44.246 1 44.246 1.759 .196 .063
time * group Linear 277.458 1 277.458 11.033 .003 .298
Error(time) Linear 653.828 26 25.147
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 84940.563 1 84940.563 711.497 .000 .965
transplant 662.517 1 662.517 5.550 .026 176
group 1.079 1 1.079 .009 .925 .000
Error 3103.957 26 119.383
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE 1
Dependent
time Variable
1 CHADSA1
2 CHADSA2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 16
Group 1 Control 14
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Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
CHADSAL Carer 0 Education 10.0000 4.14729 16
anxiety (baseline) 1 Control 10.0714 4.46291 14
Total 10.0333 4.22214 30
CHADSA2 Carer 0 Education 10.0000 4.27395 16
anxiety (time 2) 1 Control 10.9286 4.39343 14
Total 10.4333 4.28054 30
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .011 .3132 1.000 27.000 .580 .011
Wilks' Lambda .989 .3132 1.000 27.000 .580 .011
Hotelling's Trace .012 3132 1.000 27.000 .580 .011
Roy's Largest Root .012 .3132 1.000 27.000 .580 .011
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .052 1.490? 1.000 27.000 .233 .052
Wilks' Lambda .948 1.4902 1.000 27.000 .233 .052
Hotelling's Trace .055 1.4902 1.000 27.000 .233 .052
Roy's Largest Root .055 1.4902 1.000 27.000 .233 .052
time * group Pillai's Trace .015 4112 1.000 27.000 .527 .015
Wilks' Lambda .985 4112 1.000 27.000 527 .015
Hotelling's Trace .015 4112 1.000 27.000 527 .015
Roy's Largest Root .015 4112 1.000 27.000 527 .015
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect|Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in

the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group

Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed .867 1 .867 313 .580 .011
Greenhouse-Geisser .867 1.000 .867 313 .580 .011
Huynh-Feldt .867 1.000 .867 .313 .580 .011
Lower-bound .867 1.000 .867 .313 .580 .011
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 4.125 1 4.125 1.490 .233 .052
Greenhouse-Geisser 4.125 1.000 4.125 1.490 .233 .052
Huynh-Feldt 4.125 1.000 4.125 1.490 .233 .052
Lower-bound 4.125 1.000 4.125 1.490 .233 .052
time * group Sphericity Assumed 1.137 1 1.137 411 .527 .015
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.137 1.000 1.137 411 527 .015
Huynh-Feldt 1.137 1.000 1.137 411 .527 .015
Lower-bound 1.137 1.000 1.137 411 .527 .015
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 74.732 27 2.768
Greenhouse-Geisser 74.732 27.000 2.768
Huynh-Feldt 74.732 27.000 2.768
Lower-bound 74.732 27.000 2.768
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Measure: MEASURE_ 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .867 1 .867 .313 .580 .011
time * transplant  Linear 4.125 1 4.125 1.490 .233 .052
time * group Linear 1.137 1 1.137 411 527 .015
Error(time) Linear 74.732 27 2.768
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 1387.060 1 1387.060 39.191 .000 .592
transplant 7.412 1 7.412 .209 .651 .008
group 1.327 1 1.327 .037 .848 .001
Error 955.588 27 35.392
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE _1
Dependent
time Variable
1 CHADSD1
2 CHADSD2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 16
Group 1 Control 14
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
CHADSD1 Carer 0 Education 6.5000 3.59629 16
depression (baseline) 1 Control 6.8571 4.80156 14
Total 6.6667 4.13007 30
CHADSD2 Carer 0 Education 6.6250 3.84491 16
depression (time 2) 1 Control 7.3571 5.04758 14
Total 6.9667 4.38244 30
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Multivariate Tests P

Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df | Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .002 .0642 1.000 27.000 .802 .002
Wilks' Lambda .998 .0642 1.000 27.000 .802 .002
Hotelling's Trace .002 .0642 1.000 27.000 .802 .002
Roy's Largest Root .002 .0642 1.000 27.000 .802 .002
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .021 5762 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
Wilks' Lambda .979 5762 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
Hotelling's Trace .021 5762 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
Roy's Largest Root .021 5762 1.000 27.000 .455 .021
time * group Pillai's Trace .003 .0722 1.000 27.000 .790 .003
Wilks' Lambda .997 .0722 1.000 27.000 .790 .003
Hotelling's Trace .003 .0722 1.000 27.000 .790 .003
Roy's Largest Root .003 .0722 1.000 27.000 .790 .003
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in

the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 143 1 143 .064 .802 .002
Greenhouse-Geisser 143 1.000 143 .064 .802 .002
Huynh-Feldt .143 1.000 .143 .064 .802 .002
Lower-bound .143 1.000 .143 .064 .802 .002
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 1.287 1 1.287 .576 .455 .021
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.287 1.000 1.287 .576 .455 .021
Huynh-Feldt 1.287 1.000 1.287 .576 .455 .021
Lower-bound 1.287 1.000 1.287 .576 .455 .021
time * group Sphericity Assumed .162 1 .162 .072 .790 .003
Greenhouse-Geisser 162 1.000 .162 .072 .790 .003
Huynh-Feldt .162 1.000 .162 .072 .790 .003
Lower-bound .162 1.000 .162 .072 .790 .003
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 60.338 27 2.235
Greenhouse-Geisser 60.338 27.000 2.235
Huynh-Feldt 60.338 27.000 2.235
Lower-bound 60.338 27.000 2.235
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Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts

Type 11l Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear .143 1 .143 .064 .802 .002
time * transplant  Linear 1.287 1 1.287 .576 .455 .021
time * group Linear .162 1 .162 .072 .790 .003
Error(time) Linear 60.338 27 2.235
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 824.701 1 824.701 22.769 .000 457
transplant 7.121 1 7.121 197 .661 .007
group 7.453 1 7.453 .206 .654 .008
Error 977.933 27 36.220

Within-Subjects Factors

Measure: MEASURE 1

Dependent
time Variable
1 c_distress
2 c_distress2

Between-Subjects Factors

Value Label N

group 0 Education 16
Group 1 Control 14

Descriptive Statistics

group Group Mean Std. Deviation
c_distress Carer 0 Education 5.31 1.887 16
distress thermometer 1 Control 5.21 2.517 14
(baseline) Total 5.27 2.164 30
c_distress2 Carer 0 Education 5.50 2.733 16
dl_stress thermometer 1 Control 5.14 2.445 14
(time 2)

Total 5.33 2.564 30
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Multivariate Tests °

Partial Eta
Effect Value E Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
time Pillai's Trace .041 1.1572 1.000 27.000 .292 .041
Wilks' Lambda .959 1.1572 1.000 27.000 .292 .041
Hotelling's Trace .043 1.1572 1.000 27.000 .292 .041
Roy's Largest Root .043 1.1572 1.000 27.000 .292 .041
time * transplant  Pillai's Trace .062 1.7892 1.000 27.000 .192 .062
Wilks' Lambda .938 1.7892 1.000 27.000 .192 .062
Hotelling's Trace .066 1.7892 1.000 27.000 .192 .062
Roy's Largest Root .066 1.7892 1.000 27.000 .192 .062
time * group Pillai's Trace .018 .5002 1.000 27.000 485 .018
Wilks' Lambda .982 .5002 1.000 27.000 485 .018
Hotelling's Trace .019 .5002 1.000 27.000 485 .018
Roy's Largest Root .019 .5002 1.000 27.000 485 .018
a. Exact statistic
b.
Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time
Mauchly's Test of Sphericity P
Measure: MEASURE_1
Epsilon®
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is
proportional to an identity matrix.
a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b

Design: Intercept+transplant+group
Within Subjects Design: time

Measure: MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Sphericity Assumed 2117 1 2117 1.157 292 .041
Greenhouse-Geisser 2117 1.000 2117 1.157 292 .041
Huynh-Feldt 2117 1.000 2117 1.157 .292 .041
Lower-bound 2117 1.000 2117 1.157 .292 .041
time * transplant ~ Sphericity Assumed 3.275 1 3.275 1.789 192 .062
Greenhouse-Geisser 3.275 1.000 3.275 1.789 192 .062
Huynh-Feldt 3.275 1.000 3.275 1.789 .192 .062
Lower-bound 3.275 1.000 3.275 1.789 .192 .062
time * group Sphericity Assumed 915 1 915 .500 485 .018
Greenhouse-Geisser .915 1.000 .915 .500 485 .018
Huynh-Feldt .915 1.000 915 .500 .485 .018
Lower-bound .915 1.000 .915 .500 .485 .018
Error(time) Sphericity Assumed 49.408 27 1.830
Greenhouse-Geisser 49.408 27.000 1.830
Huynh-Feldt 49.408 27.000 1.830
Lower-bound 49.408 27.000 1.830
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE 1
Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
time Linear 2.117 1 2.117 1.157 .292 .041
time * transplant ~ Linear 3.275 1 3.275 1.789 192 .062
time * group Linear 915 1 .915 .500 .485 .018
Error(time) Linear 49.408 27 1.830
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 455.435 1 455.435 45.248 .000 .626
transplant 1.064 1 1.064 .106 .748 .004
group .335 1 .335 .033 .857 .001
Error 271.761 27 10.065
Within-Subjects Factors
Measure: MEASURE_1
Dependent
Time Variable
1 CRAMeans
TS
2 CRAMeans
TS2
Between-Subjects Factors
Value Label N
group 0 Education 16
Group 1 Control 14
Descriptive Statistics
group Group Mean Std. Deviation N
CRAMeansTS 0 Education 15.3783 2.13088 16
1 Control 15.1964 1.81631 14
Total 15.2934 1.95857 30
CRAMeansTS2 0 Education 14.9890 1.73387 16
1 Control 14.8588 1.77202 14
Total 14.9283 1.72249 30
Multivariate Tests P
Partial Eta
Effect Value F Hypothesis df Error df Sig. Squared
Time Pillai's Trace 123 3.9172 1.000 28.000 .058 123
Wilks' Lambda 877 3.9172 1.000 28.000 .058 123
Hotelling's Trace .140 3.9172 1.000 28.000 .058 123
Roy's Largest Root .140 3.9172 1.000 28.000 .058 123
Time * group  Pillai's Trace .001 .0202 1.000 28.000 .889 .001
Wilks' Lambda .999 .0202 1.000 28.000 .889 .001
Hotelling's Trace .001 .0202 1.000 28.000 .889 .001
Roy's Largest Root .001 .0202 1.000 28.000 .889 .001

a. Exact statistic

b.

Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time
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Measure: MEASURE _1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity b

Epsilona
Approx. Greenhous
Within Subjects Effect | Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. e-Geisser Huynh-Feldt | Lower-bound
Time 1.000 .000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b.

Design: Intercept+group
Within Subjects Design: Time

Measure: MEASURE_ 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Sphericity Assumed 1.972 1 1.972 3.917 .058 123
Greenhouse-Geisser 1.972 1.000 1.972 3.917 .058 123
Huynh-Feldt 1.972 1.000 1.972 3.917 .058 123
Lower-bound 1.972 1.000 1.972 3.917 .058 123
Time * group  Sphericity Assumed .010 1 .010 .020 .889 .001
Greenhouse-Geisser .010 1.000 .010 .020 .889 .001
Huynh-Feldt .010 1.000 .010 .020 .889 .001
Lower-bound .010 1.000 .010 .020 .889 .001
Error(Time) Sphericity Assumed 14.100 28 .504
Greenhouse-Geisser 14.100 28.000 .504
Huynh-Feldt 14.100 28.000 .504
Lower-bound 14.100 28.000 .504
Tests of Within-Subjects Contrasts
Measure: MEASURE _1
Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source Time of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Time Linear 1.972 1 1.972 3.917 .058 123
Time *group  Linear .010 1 .010 .020 .889 .001
Error(Time) Linear 14.100 28 .504
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Measure: MEASURE_1
Transformed Variable: Average
Type Ill Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Intercept 13629.962 1 13629.962 | 2087.598 .000 .987
group .363 1 .363 .056 .815 .002
Error 182.812 28 6.529
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Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation Mean
Pair Know1l 80.7895 19 9.28307 2.12968
1 Know3 85.8947 19 8.53030 1.95699
Pair CKnow1l 80.1053 19 7.61501 1.74700
2 CKnow3 87.6316 19 5.36667 1.23120
Pair HADSD1 6.7857 14 4.72601 1.26308
3 HADSD3 Patient
depression (time 3) 6.5000 14 4.32791 1.15668
Pair HADSA1 6.5714 14 4.21927 1.12765
4 HADSA3 Patient anxiety
(time 3) 6.2143 14 4.28196 1.14440
Pair CHADSD1 6.0714 14 3.73063 .99705
5 CHADSD3 Carer
depression (time 3) 5.0714 14 4.17804 1.11663
Pair CHADSA1 10.4286 14 4.71845 1.26106
6 CHADSA3 Carer anxiety
(time 3) 7.2143 14 3.80644 1.01731
Pair Distress Distress
7 thermometer (baseline) 3.79 19 2:529 580
Distress3 Distress 363 19 2793 641
thermometer (follow-up) ) ) )
Pair c_distress Carer
8 distress thermometer 5.21 19 1.932 443
(baseline)
cdistress3 Carer
distress thermometer 4.74 19 2.491 571
(time 3)
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair1  Knowl & Know3 19 .628 .004
Pair 2 CKnowl & CKnow3 19 .618 .005
Pair 3 HADSD1 & HADSD3
Patient depression (time 14 .758 .002
3)
Pair4 HADSA1l & HADSA3
Patient anxiety (time 3) 14 674 008
Pair5 CHADSD1 & CHADSD3
Carer depression (time 3) 14 779 001
Pair 6 CHADSA1 & CHADSA3
Carer anxiety (time 3) 14 847 000
Pair 7 Distress Distress
thermometer (baseline) &
Distress3 Distress 19 216 373
thermometer (follow-up)
Pair 8 c_distress Carer distress
thermometer (baseline) &
cdistress3 Carer distress 19 .393 .096

thermometer (time 3)
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Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

95% Confidence
Interval of the

Std. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pairl  Knowl - Know3 -5.10526 7.71647 1.77028 -8.82448 -1.38605 -2.884 18 .010
Pair2  CKnowl - CKnow3 -7.52632 6.02189 1.38152 | -10.42877 -4.62386 -5.448 18 .000
Pair3 HADSD1 - HADSD3
Patient depression (time .28571 3.17269 .84794 -1.54614 2.11757 .337 13 742
3)
Pair 4 EA.DSAl - HADSAS 35714 3.43303 91752 | -1.62503 | 2.33932 389 13 703
atient anxiety (time 3)
pairs gHADSDl - CHADSD3 1.00000 2.66025 71098 | -53598 | 2.53598 1.407 13 183
arer depression (time 3)
Pair 6 g:é?:&;;yﬁmﬁgi?rs 3.21429 2.51698 .67269 1.76103 4.66754 4.778 13 .000
Pair 7 Distress Distress
thermometer (baseline) -
Distress3 Dis(tress ) .158 3.338 .766 -1.451 1.767 .206 18 .839
thermometer (follow-up)
Pair8 c_distress Carer distress
thermometer (baseline) -
cdistress3 Carer distress A74 2.480 .569 -722 1.669 .832 18 416
thermometer (time 3)
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Paired Samples Statistics

Mean

Std. Deviation

Std. Error
Mean

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

conseq How much does
your illness affect your
life?

Conseg3 How much
does your iliness affect
your life?

Timeline How long do
you think your illness will
cont.

Timeline3 How long do
you think your illness will
cont.

Perscont How much
control do you have over
your illness

Perscont3 How much
control do you have over
your illness

Txcont How much do you
think your treatment can
help your illness?
Txcont3 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your iliness?
Txcont2 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your iliness?
Txcont3 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your iliness?
Identity How much do you
exp symptoms from your
illness

Ident3 How much do you
exp symptoms from your
illness

Concern How concerned
are you about your illness
Concern3 How
concerned are you about
your illness

underst How well do you
feel you understand your
illness

unders3 How well do you
feel you understand your
illness

emotion How much does
your illness affect you
emotionally?

emot3 How much does
your illness affect you
emotionally?

7.60

6.00

3.93

4.60

3.73

4.07

8.80

8.80

8.86

9.00

3.93

5.47

8.80

6.80

7.40

8.20

6.00

6.53

15

15

15

15

15

15

15

15

14

14

15

15

15

15

15

15

15

15

2.293

2.619

2.789

3.158

3.218

3.305

1.781

1.424

1.231

1.240

3.081

2.875

1.373

2.569

2.354

2.178

1.773

1.727

.592

.676

.720

.815

.831

.853

460

.368

.329

.331

.796

742

.355

.663

.608

.562

458

446
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Paired Samples Correlations

N

Correlation

Sig.

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

conseq How much does
your iliness affect your
life? & Conseq3 How
much does your illness
affect your life?

Timeline How long do
you think your iliness will
cont. & Timeline3 How
long do you think your
illness will cont.

Perscont How much
control do you have over
your iliness & Perscont3
How much control do you
have over your illness

Txcont How much do you
think your treatment can
help your illness? &
Txcont3 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your illness?

Txcont2 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your iliness? &
Txcont3 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your illness?

Identity How much do you
exp symptoms from your
illness & Ident3 How
much do you exp
symptoms from your
illness

Concern How concerned
are you about your illness
& Concern3 How
concerned are you about
your iliness

underst How well do you
feel you understand your
illness & unders3 How
well do you feel you
understand your illness

emotion How much does
your iliness affect you
emotionally? & emot3
How much does your
iliness affect you
emotionally?

15

15

15

15

14

15

15

15

15

.297

.532

.089

321

403

.278

.373

.652

723

.282

.041

.752

.243

.153

.316

171

.008

.002
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Paired Samples Test

Paire

d Differences

Mean

Std. Deviation

Std. Error

95% Confidence
Interval of the
Difference

Mean Lower

Upper

df

Sig. (2-tailed)

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

conseq How much does
your illness affect your
life? - Conseq3 How
much does your illness
affect your life?

Timeline How long do
you think your illness will
cont. - Timeline3 How
long do you think your
illness will cont.

Perscont How much
control do you have over
your illness - Perscont3
How much control do you
have over your illness
Txcont How much do you
think your treatment can
help your illness? -
Txcont3 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your iliness?
Txcont2 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your illness? -
Txcont3 How much do
you think your treatment
can help your iliness?
Identity How much do you
exp symptoms from your
illness - Ident3 How
much do you exp
symptoms from your
illness

Concern How concerned
are you about your illness
- Concern3 How
concerned are you about
your illness

underst How well do you
feel you understand your
illness - unders3 How
well do you feel you
understand your illness
emotion How much does
your illness affect you
emotionally? - emot3
How much does your
illness affect you
emotionally?

1.600

-.667

-.333

.000

-.143

-1.533

2.000

-.800

-.533

2.923

2.895

4.402

1.890

1.351

3.583

2.420

1.897

1.302

.755 -.019

747 -2.270

1.137 -2.771

.488 -1.047

.361 -.923

925 -3.518

.625 .660

490 -1.851

.336 -1.254

3.219

.937

2.105

1.047

.637

451

3.340

251

.188

2.120

-.892

-.293

.000

-.396

-1.657

3.201

-1.633

-1.586

14

14

14

14

13

14

14

14

14

.062

.388

774

1.000

.699

120

.006

125

135

Paired Samples Statistics

Mean

Std. Deviation

Std. Error
Mean

Pair

Pair

Pair

Pair

InformationSatisfaction
InformationSat3
affective Affective
support (baseline)
affective3

confidant Confidant
support (baseline)
confidant3
CRAMeansTS
CRAMeansTS3

2.8750
2.9750

14.4706
14.8235
20.8529

12.0706
15.3051
15.5776

17
17
17

17
15
15

.61354
.36154

.94324
72761
3.98342

3.15986
1.67891
2.10152

.21692
12783

.22877
17647
96612

.76638
43349
54261
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Paired Samples Correlations

N Correlation Sig.
Pair InformationSatisfaction &
1 InformationSat3 8 -299 A7l
Pair affective Affective support
2 (baseline) & affective3 v 675 003
Pair confidant Confidant
3 support (baseline) & 17 332 .194
confidant3
Pair CRAMeansTS &
4 CRAMeansTS3 15 269 333
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair InformationSatisfaction -
1 InformationSat3 -.10000 .80000 .28284 -.76882 .56882 -.354 7 734
Pair affective Affective support
2 (baseline) - affective3 -.35294 .70189 17023 -.71382 .00794 -2.073 16 .055
Pair confidant Confidant
3 support (baseline) - 8.78235 4.18393 1.01475 6.63117 | 10.93353 8.655 16 .000
confidant3
Pair CRAMeansTsS -
4 CRAMeansTS3 -.27254 2.31086 59666 -1.55225 1.00717 -.457 14 .655
Paired Samples Statistics
Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation Mean
Pair infoneed Information
Al 1.00 13 .000 .000
1 & decision preference
infoneed3 Information
Al 1.15 13 .376 .104
& decision preference
Pair SelfEsteem 4.3429 15 142102 .10871
2 SelfEsteem3 4.3810 15 .38811 .10021
Pair FamilySupport 1.8933 15 76295 .19699
3 FamilySupport3 2.0633 15 .87249 .22528
Pair Schedule 3.4133 15 .79090 .20421
4 Schedule3 3.4000 15 .75593 .19518
Pair Health 2.5000 15 48181 12440
5 Health3 2.6000 15 .92002 .23755
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pairl infoneed Information &
decision preference & 13
infoneed3 Information
& decision preference
Pair2  SelfEsteem &
SelfEsteem3 15 767 001
Pair3  FamilySupport &
FamilySupport3 15 -509 053
Pair4  Schedule & Schedule3 15 .100 722
Pair5 Health & Health3 15 373 171

230



Paired Samples Test

Paired Difference:
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)

Pair1  infoneed Information &

decision preference -

infoneed3 Information -.154 .376 .104 -.381 .073 -1.477 12 .165

& decision preference
Pair2  SelfEsteem -

SelfEsteem3 -.03810 .27778 .07172 -.19193 .11573 -.531 14 .604
Pair 3 FamilySupport -

FamilySupport3 -.17000 .81609 .21071 -.62193 .28193 -.807 14 .433
Pair 4  Schedule - Schedule3 .01333 1.03776 26795 -.56136 .58803 .050 14 .961
Pair 5 Health - Health3 -.10000 .86499 22334 -.57902 .37902 -.448 14 .661
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